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The Western States have grqwn much more 
rapidly than the Nation as a whole fince 1960, 
the Southern States slfghtly more rapidly than 
the United States, and the Northern States more 
slow.ly i (figure 1). This pattern of growth 
among tbe states is consistent with that of the 
last half of the 1950 decade. For the period 
Aprili, 1960, to July 1, 1963, the population 
of the United States increased by 9.3 million 
to 188.6 million, a net increase of 5.2 percent. 

The average annual rate of growth for the 
Nation as a vlhole during this period was 1.6 
percent, slightly lower than the average rate 
of growth for the 1950-60 period. Some 18 
States were estimated to be growing more rap­
idly than the national average, with the re­
maining States having slower than average rates 
of growth. 

Notable shifts in growth since the 1950 
decade have taken place in the East North Cen-

Figure I··AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE OF GROWTH,BY REGIONS: SELECTED PERIODS, 1950 TO 1963 

4 

3 ~------------------------------------->~:««~~----------------~«««::~----~3 

1960-1963 1955-19611 1950-1955 

NORTH CENTRAL ~ SOUTH ~ WEST W?!ttt] 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402, 15 cents. 
Annual subscription (Series P-20, P-23, P-25, P-27, P-.28 summaries, P-·60, and P-65, combined), $4.00; foreign mailing, $5.25. 



2 

tral States, where a distinct slowing down is 
evident, and in the Southern States, where most 
are experiencing faster growth than they did in 
the 1950 ',s. The evidence clearly suggests that 
the pace of net migration from the South is con-

slower than in the last decade, and that 
industrial areas, except perhaps 

those atong the eastern seaboard, are not at­
tracting in-migrants as they were in the 1950's. 

Thref! of tIl" four States with popuJ ation 
incI'P-ases of 10 percent Of.' more are locat(;;d In 
the West, with only Florida keeping pace with 
this rapidly growing region (figure 2). The 
Western States as a whole increased by nearly 
10 percent, almost twice as rapidly as the 
United States. Nevada has experienced vr,ry 
rapid growth since 1960 and is 8Rsily the fast­
est State in the United States, with 
Ari second. 

Aside from the West, the largest bloc of 
rapidly grow:\,ng States lies along the eastern 
seaboard between Connecticut and Virginia. This 
blbc ~ncludes the greater part of megalopolis, 
the metropolitan belt extending from Boston to 
Washi~gton, D.C. 

Growth rates of the 1950's appear to be 
converging during the current decade. Of the 
20 states that grew faster than the U.S. aver­
age during the 1950's, all but 6 are estimated 
to be growing less rapidly in the current dec­
ade than they did in the last one (table 4). 
Of the 30 states and the District of Columbia 
that grew more slowly than the United States 
did in the 1950's, 17 now have faster rates of 
growth tllan they did :Ln tIle 1950's. 

ME'I'HODOj:,OGY 

Witll this report, the Bureau of the Census is 
initiating an important change in the procedure 
used over the past two decades for developing 
the estimates of State populat:Lon. TIle new pro­
cedure and reasons for the change are described in 
this section and in the section on "Limitations." 

In developing the estimates of populat:Lon 
sllown here, except as noted, an average of the 
results of two procedures was used. Both of 
these methods use available current data series 
to estimate the population growth or decline 
since 1960. TIle methods used were: (a) 'l'he 
Census Bureau's Component Method 'l'l, which em­
ploys vital statistics to measure natural in­
crease and uses school enrollment (or scllool 
census data) as a basis for estimating net mi­
gration; and (b) the R0gression Metllod,l where­
by a multiple regression equation is used to 

relate changes in a number of different datF 
series to cllanges in population distr:Lbution. 
The series ~data used llere are births, deaths, 
elementary school enrollment, number of Federal 
indi.vidual income tax returns filed, passenger 
automobile regi,strattons, and employees on non­
agricultural payrolls. 

'-____ '_.~ . ..c.~.'---=;c~,.~:_.c.~cc. --The "Component" me-· 
thod involves (1) subtracting Armed Forces from 
the 1960 Census count to arri.ve at estimates 
of the civilian population on April 1, 1960, 
(2) adding to this civilian popu1ati.on an es­
ti.mate of births for the period between the 
census and tIle estimate date, (3) subtracting 
an estimate of civilian deaths, (~) adding an 
estimate of net civilian migration, (5) sub­
tracti.ng an est:Lmato of the net movement of 
civilians into the Armed Forcec; (inductj,on's in·­
to the Armed Forces minus separati.ons), and (6) 
adding an\est:Lmate of the number of persons in 
tIle Armed Forces stationed in the area on the 
estimate date. The net movement of civilians 
into the Armed Forces for each State was esti­
mated by taking tIle difference between (1) the 
number of persons serving in the Armed Forces 
on the estimate date who reported the State as 
their preservice res:Ldence, and (2) tIle number 
serving in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1960, 
who reported the State as their preservice res 
idence. To this was added an allowance I'm, 

former residents of the State wllo died during 
this period while serving in the Armed Forces. 

Estimates of net civilian migration by 
Component Method II are derived for each State 
as follows: (1) Net migration rates for chi,l­
dren between exact age 7.5 years and exact age 
15.5 years at each estimate date are developed 
on the basis of data 
statistics on scllool 
tary grades 2 to 8. 
plied by a factor 

from the 1960 Census and 
enrollment in the elemen­
(2) These rates ire multi­
to obtain the estimated 

migration rate for the total popUlation. This 
factor is based on the age structure of inter­
s ta te migrants as shown by the annual Current 
Population Survey on population mobilHy. 2 (3) 

1 This is essentially the same method as the Ratio­
Correlation Method described by Goldberg, Schmitt, and 
others. See, David Goldberg, Allen Feldt, and J. William 
SmH, "Estimates of Population Change in Michigan: 195C-
1960," in Michi@:n Population Studies No.1, University 
of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich., 1960; and Robert C. 
Schmitt and Albert H. Crosetti, "Accuracy of Ratio-Cor­
relation Method For Estimating postcensal Population," 
in Land Economics, Vol. XXX, No.3 (August 1954), pages 
279-280. 

2 U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Re­
ports, Series P-20 , "Mobility of the Population of the 
United States: March 1962 to 1963" (to be published in 
1964), and the corresponding reports for earlier years. 
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The resulting rates are applied to the civilian 
noninstitutional population of all ages in each 
State in 1960 (adjusted by one-half the births, 
deaths, ,and net movement to the Armed Forces 
since 1960) to obtain tentative estimates of 
net civilian migration for the period since 
1960. (4) These tentative estimates of net 
civilian,tmigration are adjusted to add to the 
national estimate of net immigration for this 
perj,od. This general procedure has been illus­
trated in Series 
P-25, No. 133, by a step-by-step application to 
a particular area. 

The Single factor 
the net migration rate 

for use in converting 
of school-age ch11dren 

to the net migration rate for the total popula­
tion recommended in Serii's P-25, No. 133, has 
been replaced by a series of factors varying 

if 
wi th jJhe length of the period between the cen-
sus and the date of estimate. The factors used 
in the computation of the estimates of net mi­
gration are: 

IApril 1, 1960, to July 1, 1961. •••••• 
,April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1962 ••••••• 
,April 1,1960, to July 1, 1963 ••••••• 

1.36 
1.28 
1.16 

Comparable adjustment factors for the years of 
the 1950-60 decade are listed in Series P-25, 
No. 229. A discussion of the reasons for the 
changing factors and of the method by which 
they are derived is to be found in Series p-25, 
No. 165. 

The birth and death statistics used in 
preparing the estimates for States include final 
reports on births and deaths for 1960 through 
1962, classified on a residence basis, and pro­
visional reports on births and deaths for 1963 
classified on an occurrence basis. All provi­
sional figures were adjusted to a residence 
basis. The data on births were corrected for 
underregistration using factors extrapolated 
from the results of the 1950 Birth Registration 
Test conducted by the National Office of Vital 
Statistics (now Division of Vital Statistics), 
U.S. Public Health Service, in conjunction with 
the 1950 Census of Population. It was assumed 
that the percent completeness of birth regis­
tration in hospitals and out of hospitals 
has remained unchanged since 1950. Registered 
births in hospitals and out of hospitals were 
corrected separately by those factors to allow 
for an expected improvement in registration due 
to the increased concentration of births in 
hospitals, where registration has been more 
complete. In 1962, the estimated completeness 
of birth registration for the Nation as a whole 
was 98.9 percent. 

~ __ ~~~~~~~~~~c.--The multiple re­
gression equation used to develop the second 
series of estimates was based on the observed 
r'elationship of the changes in a number of dif­
ferent symptomatic data series to changes in 
State population distribution for the 1950-60 
decade. The dependent variable ) in the re-

gression ,equation represents the ratio of the 
State's share of the national total population 
in 1960 to its share in 1950. The independent 
variables are expressed in a corresponding man­
ner. The symptomattc indicators used and their 
correlations with the independent variable (Xo) 
are as follows: 

Variable 

Births ••.............••..••.•..••••.••.•• 

Deaths, •... '., .. , •.....•..•.......••.....• 

Elementary school enrollment ............ . 

Tax returns •........•.................••• 

Auto registration........................ X6 

Nonagricultural employment............... Xs 

r 

+ .. 95 

+.92 

+,93 

+.73 

+.81 

+.S7 

The multiple correlation coefficient (RO.123468) 

was .987. The regression equation was Xo .123468::= 

+.06 +.30Xl + .14X
2 

+ . 22X
3 

+ .08\ + .07X6 + .12X
8

. 

As stated above, the multiple regression 
equation was based on data for the 1950-60 
period. Estimates for 1963 (July 1) were pre­
pared by substituting in the equation appropri­
ate data for the 1960-63 period. For example, 
the value of Xl for a given State (1) for 1963 

would be computed as follows: 

Percent of total U.S. births in State i in 1963 
Percent of total U.S. births in State i in 1960 

The other independ~nt variables were derived in 
a similar fashion. When the equation is solved 
for each State, the results represent estimates 
of the following: 

Percent of total U.S. population in State in 1963 
Percent of total U.S. population in State in 1960 

The ratio so computed for each State was ap­
plied to each State's percentage of the national 
population in 1960, as shown by the 1960 Census, 
to arrive at its estimated percentage of the 
national population in 1963. The 1963 percent­
ages for all States were summed and adjusted to 
add to 100 percent. These percentages were 
then applied to the latest U.S. total resident 
population estimate for July 1, 1963, yielding 
an estimate of the total resident population in 
each State on July 1, 1963. 
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The success of the regression method used 
here depends upon the accuracy of the underly­
ing assumption that the observed statistical 
relationship between the independent and de­
pendent variabl?s will persist in the decade 
ahead. The high multiple correlation coeffi­
cients observed for both the 1940-50 and the 

950-60 suggest that the degree of as-
variables is not changing very 

the regression based on the 
should be applicable to other 

sociation of the 
rapidly. Thus, 
1950-60 decade 
tim') periods. Furthermore, it is assumed that 
deficiencies in the basic data series in cover­
age and consistency will remain constant, or 
change very little, in the present decade. 

~~~~~~~ __ ~~~~~ __ ~.--In view of 
the avaiJabili ty of other, superior types of 

i! data relating to population growth for selected 
areas, estimates for several areas were pre­
pared by somewhat different procedures. For 
Kansas, the estimates were obtained by inter­
pola~in~ and extrapolating the results of the 
Kansas ,State censuses, taken each year as of 
January' 1, and adjusting the figures for dif­
ferenc~ in coverage of Armed Forces. The lat­
est date for which data were available for use 
here was January 1, 1963. 

Estimates of net civilian migration for 
Alaska and Hawaii used in the Component Method 
are an average of estimates of net migration 
measured directly from passenger statistics and 
of estimates derived by Method II. Because of 
the highly seasonal pattern of migration to and 
from Alaska and Hawaii, the monthly statistics 
on passenger movement for these areas were 
"smoothed" to dimini sh the ef f ec t of the sea­
sonal peak of itinerants present in these two 
areas around the estimate date of July 1. 3 

For Puerto Rico, estimates were prepared 
by the Component Method only", The component of 
net movement to th8 Armed Forces is based on 
the reported number of inductions, enlistments, 
and separations in Puerto Rico; that of net ci­
vilian migration, on the net movement of pas­
sengers to and from Puerto Rico. The birth and 
death statistics are by occurrence rather than 
residence. Births have been corrected for un­
derregistration in the same way as have those 
for States. 

J For Alaska, passenger data for 1963 were not yet 
available, so that it was necessary. to extrapolate for 
one year the migration based on moving averages for the 
period April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1962. 

For the District of Columbia, there is 
some question concerning the suitability of the 
independent variables used in the regression 
analysis. Pending further review of the basic 
data, it was deemed advisable to base the esti­
mates on the procedures used in the past. The 
estimates for the District of Columbia repre­
sent an averaging of the results of Component 
Method II, the Vital Rates Method, a variation 
of the Bogue-Duncan "composite" 
"dwelling unit" method. 

and the 

1 
methodology us ed in preparing the 

State estimates does not permit the preparation 
of meaningful migration estimates for periods 
of under one year's duration. Consequently, 
the migration component used in preparing the 
estimate for July 1, 1960, was not derived in­
dependently; it was assumed instead that one­
fifth of the net migration estimated for the 
period April 1, 1960, to July I, 1961 occurred 
during the first three months of the period. 
These estimates, in turn, were adjusted to add 
to a U.S. control total for net immigration for 
the 3-month period. 

SOURCES OF DATA 

Many of the data used to prepare the popu­
lation estimates for States and Puerto Rico 
given in this report were obtained from other 
Federal and State agencies. The Division of 
Vital Statistics, U.S. Public Health Service, 
provided the vital statistics. The Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, Department of Jus­
tice, provided statistics on immigration and 
emigration. The Department of Defense provided 
the figures relating to the Armed Forces. The 
U. S. Office of Educa 'lion, individual State De­
partments of Education, Roman Catholic school 
systems throughout the country, and The Official 
Catholic Directory5 were the major sources of 
the data on school enrollment used to develop 
estimates of net internal migration. Data on 
school enrollment for selected States were also 
obtained from the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the 
Jewish Education Committee of New York, Inc., 

4 Donald J. Bogue and Beverly Duncan, "A Composite 
Method For Estimating postoensal Population of Small 
Areas by Age, Sex, and Color," Vital Statistics--Special 
Reports, Vol. 47, No, 6, National Office of Vital sta­
tistics, U.S, Public Health Servioe, August 24, 1959, 
In the variation of the method used for the District of 
Columbia, estimates for all age groups under 18 are pre­
pared by Method II. 

5 Published annually by P. J. Kenedy and Sons, New 
York, N.Y. 

5 



6 

and Lutheran school systems. The Alaska De-
partment of Economic Development and Planning, 
and Hawaii Department of Health, the Puerto 
Rico Planning Board, and the Military Air Trans­
port Service and the Military Sea Transport 
Service provided statistics 
ment to {:ind from Alaska, 
Rico. 6 

on passenger move­
Hawaii, and Puerto 

For the regression series, births, deaths, 
and school enrollment statistics are the same 
as those described, earlier. Data on passenger 
automobile registrations are published annually 
by the Bureau of Public Roads in Highway Sta-

the number of individual income tax 
returns is published annually by the Internal 
Revenue Service in Statistics of Income, Indi­
~~~-=~:~~ __ ~~~~~~~, and the number of 
employees on nonagricultural payrolls is pub­
lished~/monthlY by the Bureau of Labor Sta tis-
tics, "Department of Labor, in 
Earnings. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

and 

As has been indicated, total population 
chang~ in a State between the census date and a 
given estimate date consists of the net contri­
bution of births, deaths, net movement to the 
Armed Forces, and net civilian migration. The 
estimates of net migration shown in this report 
are subject to considerably greater percentage 
error than the estimates for the other compo­
nents of population change. Since net migration 
is frequently an important component of change, 
the estimates of total population change between 
the census date and each of the estimate dates 
are also subject to substantial error. This 
warning appl~es particularly to annual changes 
in population and to annual net migration. Al­
though the estimates of total population change 
and the population estimates themse1ves have 
the same absolute errors, percentagewise the 
errors in the population estimates are consid­
erably smaller than those in the estimates of 
population change. 

The single method--Component Method II-­
used in the past to prepare the estimates of 
State population published regularly in this 
series of reports, has been supplemented with 
another method using the regression equation 
described earlier. The shift from estimates 
based on a single method to the average of the 
results of two methods was brought about by two 
major considerations: 

6 The Puerto Rico Planning Board also provided the 
data on net movemerrt to the Armed Forces in Puerto Rico. 

1. Tests of accuracy of methods of 
preparing postcensal population estimates con­
ducted by the Bureau of the Census indicate 
that lower average errors 
when the results of two 

are often achieved 
or more methods of 

roughly the same order of accuracy are averaged 
together. In the latest seriss of tests,7 an 
average error of 1.5 percent was obtained by 
averaging the results of Component Method II 
with the Regression Method. The corresponding 
average error ,by Method II alone was 2.0 per­
cent--the difference being statistically signi­
ficant; and 

2. There was a desire to reduce the 
dependency of the estimates on anyone single 
series of symptomatic data where such data 
themselves are subjl\)ct to a Variety of problems. 
Method II is heavily dependent upon the accu­
racy and consistency of school enrollment sta-
tistics from year year. 

Al though the average of the results of 
Method II and the Regression Method for 1960 
differed from the 1960 Census count by only 1. 5 
percent, the percentage difference between the 
estimates and the census count varied consider­
ably among the States. Only one State had a 
deviation of more than 5 percent. The summary 
of the test results of 1950 and 1960 is sho'tm 
in table A. 

The average error of 1.5 percent in the 
State estimates applies to a ten-year time 
period. One would expect that, over shorter 
time periods, such as that between April 1960 
and July 1963, the average error of the esti­
mates would be a little smaller. The reader 
must be cautioned, however, that even for short 
time periods, large fluctuations in the migra­
tion component occur. Such fluctuations in the 
estimated migration component from year to year 
could either be genuine or reflect the defici­
encies of the data and method. 

The second consideration in shifting the 
method is the fact that the use of the average 
of two methods win tend to reduce fluctuations 
in the estimates brought about by revisions in 
the basic school data series, a particularly 
desirable control where the school data series 
for a given State is weak. Experience has sho.m 
that, in a nUlllber of instances, the use of a 
particular enrollment figure resulted in a 

7 Meyer Zitter and Herrry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accuracy 
of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population Estimates 
for States and Local Areas, II Demography, Vol. 
1964. References to earlier studies on this are 
given in footnote 1 of their article. 



Table A.--SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE DEVIATIONS FROM CENSUS OF STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY VARIOUS METHODS: 
1960 AND 1950 

(Excludes Alaska, Hawaii, and the District of Columbia) 

Method II 
Vital Composite Regression Average of selected methods 

Summary measures (Xl) rates method method 
(X2) (X3) (XI,) 

1960: 
Average deviation •.•.....•..•••••• 2.00 :2.37 2.07 2.75 
';;'uadratic mean deviation •...•...•. 
Deviations of 10 percent or more •• 
Deviations of 5 percent or more ••• 
Positive deviat ions •........•••••• 

1950: 
Average deviation •..........•.•.•• 
Quadratic mean deviation ••..••.••• 
Deviations of 10 percent or more •• 
Deviations of '3 percen-c or more D .. ~ 

Positive deviations •.•••••.••••••• 

- Entry represents zero. 
1 Not~vailable. 

2.56 J~25 2.72 3.69 
1 

3 6 3 8 
28 2/" 31 2.0 

3.16 4.42 2.53 (1) 0 
-'. 

3,99 5&58 3.15 (1) 4. 
1 4 (1) 
8 19 3 (1 ) 

25 22 25 (1) 

Source': Meyer Zitter and Henry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accuracy of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population Esti­
mates for States and Local Areas," op. cit. 

population estimate, that seemed out of line. A 
substan~ial revision in the final population 
estimat~ occurred when a revised school figure 
was sub,gtituted in a later year. The averaging 
technique now introduced tends to reduce the 
impact of revisions in particular data series 
on the final population estimates. Furthermore, 
since the regression estimates are based on a 
number of different series, the effect on the 
final estimates of a change in anyone of the 
series is not so serious as it would be if that 
series were the only indicator used. 

The average difference between the regres­
sion series of estimates and estimates by Com­
ponent Method II for 1963 was about 1.5 percent. 
The estimates published here for 1963 differ by 
less than 1 percent, on the average, from a 
corresponding set based on Method II alone. In 
general, the averaging in of the regression es­
timates appears to have had a moderating effect 
on the whole set in that the more extreme rates 
of change (plus and minus) were reduced some­
what. Barring unforeseen difficulties in the 
development of regression-based estimates, it 
is planned to base the future annual postcensal 
population estimates for States on the average 
of these two methods. 

CONSISTENCY WITH EARLIER PUBLICATIONS 

This report presents State estimates for 
July 1, 1960 to 1963 which supersede the esti­
mates for those dates published in Series P-25, 
Nos. 272 and 273. The main revision represents 

the SUbstitution of estimates based on the av­
erage of two methods--Component Method II and 
the Regression Method--for 
Component Method II alone. 
earlier estimates based on 

estimates based on 
In addition, the 

Method II for 1960 
were themselves revised somewhat. 

The revision of the estimate series for 
1960 to 1962 based on Component Method II was 
necessitated by a number of modifications of 
the school enrollment series used in compiling 
net civilian migration for the period since 
April 1, 1960. The major modification since 
the series published in No. 272 was a shift in 
the public school series used for an additional 
eight States: from cumUlative year-end enroll­
ment data to fall membership in IllinoiS" Iowa, 
Michigan, Nevada, New Mexico, and Vermont; and 
from membership at the end of the school year 
to fall membership for Colorado and Washington. 
A number of other States were affected by 
changes made in their enrollment series for 
other causes, notably New York and Michigan 
(nonpublic enrollment). 

An extensive effort continues to be made 
by the Bureau of the Census to substitute the 
public school enrollment series 
fall membership basis by the 

collected on a 
U.S. Office of 

Education for school enrollment data used in 
past years. Although fall enrollment data are 
available on a current basis for practically 
all States, the estimating procedure under Com­
ponent Method II requires a consistent time 
series extending from 1959. As of the date of 
this report, appropriate time series data on a 

7 
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fall membership basis were available (either 
reported directly by the States or estimated by 
relating year-end enrollment and fall enroll­
ment for overlapping years) for 25 States. Ef­
forts wi~l continue to be made to derive appro­
priate membership time series data for the 
remainins States. 

This shift to a fall enrollment series in 
the preparati,on of State estimates is expected 
to accomplish at least two purposes. First, in 
most cases, it permits the substitution of a 
better enrollment series, free of dUplicate en­
rollments and the effects of registering cumu­
lative entries for the school year without the 
compensating registering of withdrawals. Sec-
ond, the use of a faIr series should permit 

completion of current estimates for 
Tabulations of fall membership for 

State~ frequently become available for use well 
before the corresponding cumulative statistics 
for the previous school year. In general, fall 
en[ol~ment data can be expected to reflect out­
migra~ion with a shorter time lag than cumula­
tive 'enrollment series. 

RELATED REPORTS 

Preliminary intercensal estimates for States 
for 1950 to 1960 have been published in Cur­
rent Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 229. 
Preliminary estimates of the components of 
population change, by States, for 1950 to 1960 
are given in Nos. 227 and 247. Revised inter­
censal estimates for States for 1950 to 1960 
incorporating interstate migration data for 
the 1955-60 period from the 1960 Census of 
Population will also be published in the near 
future in Series p-25. 

PRELIMINARY ES'rIMATES F OR JULY 1, 1964 

The provisional population estimates for 
Sta tes f or July 1, 1964, shown in table 5 were 
derived by extendi,ng the components of popula-

tion change in the July 1, 1963 estimates to 
July 1, 1964. Provisional figures on births 
and deaths for the period July 1, 1963 to 1964 
vlere obtained from the Division of Vital Sta-
tistics, U.S. Public Health Service. Prelimi-
nary data on the Armed Forces were based on 
figures provided by the Department of Defense. 

Direct or indirect measures of net civil­
ian migration for the period after July 1, 1963, 
were not available. Consequently, the net ci­
vilian migration component represents an ex­
trapolation of recent trends in this component 
for each State. Generally, the 1960-63 and the 
1955-60 periods were used as bases for extrapo­
lation purposes. In the comparatively few 
cases where net migration in the two periods 
was in different directions, the average annual 
net migration for the longer term period 1950 
to 1963 was also considered in selecting the 
extrapolated values. In all cases, the ex­
trapolated value reflects the level of the most 
recent period. The extrapolated net civilian 
migration for States obtained in this fashion 
was adjusted to add to a national estimate of 
net immigr a ti on f or the year bas ed on data for 
prior years obtained from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, Department of Justice. 

Inasmuch as the 
tion between July 1963 
rived by extrapolation, 
lation change for the 
subject to considerable 

estimates of net migra­
and July 1964 were de­

the estimates of popu­
period to July 1964 are 
error. 

The 1964 estimates will be revised next 
year when current information on population 
change becomes available. 

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates presented in the tables of this 
report have been independently rounded to the 
nearest thousand without being adjusted to 
group totals, which are independently rounded. 
Percentages are based on unrounded numbers. 
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Table 1.-cESTIMATES OF THy.: TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY 1, 1963, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960 

Hegion, division, and 
State 

(Figures include persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area) 

change 

1, 
1, 

( census) Number ?ercent Births 

united Statgs .. ~ •..........•.... '1_-'==:2:C:::_+ __ -"-'-'-'-=!C::CC--1 

mmONS: 
Northeast ••••.••••••••• , .•••••••••• 
North Central •••.••••••••••..•••••• 
South •••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
West •.•••• ·•••··•··••···• ••••...•.• 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
Eust North 
West North 

SOUTH: 
South 'Atlantic .••••.•..•..•..••.••• 
Enst South ..•.•........••• 
Vlest South •••••••••.•••••• 

WE.'3T: 
Mountain i'" •.•• ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
Pacific •...•..••.••.•.•.••..•••.....• 

Nfll ENGLAND: 

Ma<'ss,)huset,ts •••••••••••••••••••••• 

MIDDLE ATlANTIC: 
New- yoyR ••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• 
New JeT!!3ey ••••••••••••••••• •••••••• 
Pennsylvania ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EAST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio .... 0 ••••••••••••• 0" •••••••••• 

Indiana ••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• • 
Illinois ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Michigan .......................... . 
'\Ilisconsin ..•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ••••••••••••••••••••••• •• • 
Iowa ......•...••..•...•..... , ..... . 
Missouri •••••••••••••••••••••• •••• • 
North Dakota ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South Dakotd. ,- ••••.••••••••••••••• , 
Nebraska.... . ••..••••••••••.•••••• 
Kansas •••••••••••.••••••••••••••••• 

SOUTH ATlANTIC: 
De1avlare ••••••••••••••••••••• ·••• •• 

of Columbia .•••••••••••••• 
Virginia •••.•••••.•.••••••••••••••• 
West Virginia •••.•••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina ••••••••.•••••.•••••• 
South Carolina •••••••••••••••.••••• 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky •••••••.••••• ••••••••••••• • 
Tennessee ••...•... ; •....•......•••• 
Alabama ••••••••••• •••••••••••·•••• • 
Mississippi ••••••.••••••••••••••••• 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas •••.•••••••• ··••••••·••••• • 
Louisiana ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Oklahoma ••••••••• ••••••••••••·•••• • 
Texas •••• ·•·•··•··•·•••···•••••••• • 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana •••••••••• ·•••••••·•••••••• • 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ne'~l Mexico ••••••••••••.•••...•••••• 
Arizona ••••••••••• • •• •••••·••••••• • 
Utah •••••.•.••••••• •••••·••••••·•• • 
Nevada ••.•••••••• •••••••••••••·••• • 

PACIFIC : 
Washington •••..•.••••..••.••.•..••• 

Alaska •••••••• •••••••••··••••••••• • 
Hawaii •••.••••..•••...•. " ••••.••••• 

Puerto Rico# •..••..••.••....•••.•.•.••• 

10,939,000 
35,674,000 

986,000 
6'/14,000 
405,000 

, 5,296,000 
8"92,000 

2,715,000 

17,696,000 
6,554,000 

11,425,000 

10,000,000 
4,779,000 

10,382,000 
8,031,000 
4,066,000 

3, It 92, 000 
2,755,000 
1+,384,000 

645,000 
708,000 

l,~68,OOO 
2,217,000 

tt80,000 
3,352,000 

798,000 
4,282,000 
1,813,000 
4,787,000 
2,504,000 
4,217,000 
5,531,000 

3,126,000 
3,747,000 
3,376,000 
2,286,000 

1,902,000 
3,415,COO 
2,4/,1,000 

10,228,000 

701,000 
6$7,000 
339,000 

1,918,000 
986,000 

1,51(,000 
971,000 
389,000 

2,961,000 
1,852,000 

17,539,000 
246,000 
68~" 000 

3,413,864 
2,757,537 
4,319,$13 

632,446 
680,514 

1,411,330 
2,17$,611 

+914,000 
+487,000 
+105,000 

+294,000 
+116,000 
+301,000 
+207,000 
+115,000 

.,-78,000 
-2, 000 

+64,000 
+12,000 
+27,000 
+57,000 
+39,000 

+26,000 
+20,000 
+9,000 

+164,000 
+35,000 

+214,000 
+80,000 

+104,000 

+108,000 
+83,000 

+1,822,000 
+20,000 
+51,000 

+170} 000 

-;-t.0 
+~ .8 

+2.9 
+1.8 

-1-6.') 

+4.0 
+6.1 

+1.7 
+6.1 
+3.8 
+2.9 
+3.8 
+7.1 

+2.9 

+2.3 
-0.1 
+1.5 
+1.9 
+4.0 
+4.0 
+1.8 

+7.5 
+8.1 
+4.5 
+7.9 
-2.6 
+5.1 
+5.1 

+2.9 
-f-5.0 
+3.3 
+5.0 

+6.5 
+4.9 
+4.9 
+6.8 

+3.8 
+3.0 
+2.7 
+9.4 
+3.7 

+16.1. 
+9.0 

+36.5 

+3.8 
+4.7 

+11.6 
+8.7 
+8.1 

+7.2 

75,000 
45,000 
31,000 

371,000 
60,000 

184,000 

1,169,000 
1+34,000 
762,000 

730,000 
361,000 
762,000 
618,000 
314,000 

277,000 
202,000 
310,000 

53, 000 
57,000 

111,000 
160,000 

38,OOC 
251,000 

66,000 
316,000 
125,000 
364,000 
203,000 
332,000 
377,000 

233,000 
266,000 
260,000 
192,000 

142,000 
290,000 
167,000 
810,000 

56,000 
54,000 
27,000 

144,000 
100,000 
126,000 

86,000 
28,000 

212,000 
122,000 

1,240,000 
26,000 
57,000 

250,000 

Components of change 

Net total migration 
Deaths 

587,000 
199,000. 
399,000 

306,000 
149,000 
337,000 
225,000 
124,000 

103,000 
93,000 

157,000 
18,000 
21,000 
46,000 
69,000 

14,000 
92,000 
29,000 

114,000 
60,000 

125,000 
67,000 

116,000 
165,000 

99,000 
109,000 

99,000 
71,000 

59,000 
96,000 
76,000 

255,000 

21,000 
18,000 

9,000 
51,000 
21,000 
35,000 
20, 000 

9-,000 

87,000 
56,000 

451,000 
4,000 

11,000 

53,000 

Number 

+29,000 
+325,000 

-610,000 
-389,000 

-96,000 
-112,000 

-89,000 
-23,000 
-9,000 
-9,000 

-52,000 

-26,000 

Percent 

+0.8 
-1.9 
+1.0 
+4.:5 

+0.3 
+1.0 

-1.7 
-2.5 

+1.9 
-0.'1 
+0.7 

-0.8 
+0.3 
+3.0 

+2.0 
+4.1 
-2.3 

-1.3 
-2.0 
-1.2 
-2.4 
-1.9 

-2.8 
-4.1 
-2.1 
-3.6 
-1.3 
-0.6 
-2.4 

+2.1 
+3.0 
-0.4 
+2.8 
-6.1 
-0.2 
-0.6 
-1-1.5 
+7.4 

-1.5 
+0.6 
-1.6 
-0.6 

+1.8 
-1.1 
+1.0 
+1.0 

-1.3 
-2.4 
-2.8 

+9.4 
+1.7 

+29.7 

-0.6 
+1.0 
+6.6 
-0.8 
+0.8 

-1.1 
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Table 2.--ESTIMATES OF THE CivILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUER1'O RICO, JULY 1, 1963, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960 

Region, division, and 
State 

Net change 

Number Percent 

Un):ted ......••.•••••••••• f-"" __ "~,""-'""'--_-f __ ~"'"'-_: ____ "l-'_""c:"_~c""_"+_" ____ +_5 __ ."_2_-+ 

Rl'DIONS: 
NOTtheast •••••••••.••.•••••••• 0 •••• 

North Central •......•.••..•..••...• 

South •..••••••• •••····•·•···•·· •• 
West •••••••••• ••••••••· •••••••••• ,. 

NOHTHEAST: 

NOnTH CENTnAL: 
East North CentraL ....•.....••..•• 
West North Central •.•.......... ··•• 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic ....••..........•.••. 
East South Central •...•...•......•• 
vlest South CentraL ...........•.... 

WEST: 

NEW 

New Hampshire ••..••••••••••• ••••••• 
Vermont ••.••••.••• ·••••·•···•·•••• • 
Massachusetts •....•....•.........•• 
Rhode Island ••........••••••• ·••••• 2o:rme.pticut ••.........•..•....•.••• 

MIDDtr ATi:ANTIC: 
Ne~T YJDrk ••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• 
NevI Jersey ••.•.....•....•• ··••··••• 
Penl1f>ylvania •..•...•.......•.....•• 

EAS"" ',ORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• f 

Indiana •.•••••••••••. ·•··••••··· ••• 
Illinois ...•.•...•..••. ··•········ . 

~~~~~~:~~: : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : 
WEST NORTH CENTnAL: 

Minnesota ..•....•..•••.... ·•···•·• • 
Iowa ••••.•••.•.•.•.••••.•.••.•.•••• 
Missouri •...•••. , ............... , .. 
North Dakota •....•.........•...•..• 
South Dakota •.••..••.•••• •·•••••••• 
Nebraska •..•••••••••..•••••.••.. , •• 
Kansas •....••.•.• •·•····•··•·····• . 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware ••...••••••••••...••••••••• 
Maryland •..•••••••• ·············,· , 
District of Columbia .............. . 
Virginia ..•...•.•........ ····•··•· • 
West Virginia •...... , ...•..•....• ,. 
North Carolina ..••••••....••••..••• 
South Carolina •...•.......•..•. ·•·• 
Georgia .......•..... · •...• ····•··· • 
Florida .•...•....••...•••.••• ···•• • 

EABT SOUTH CENTnAL: 
Kentucky •.•.•.•..•.. ······•·····•• • 
Termessee •....•.. ••···•···•·•···• •• 
Alabama •••••••••••..••• ·•••••••··• • 
Mississippi •...••.•..........•• ·· •• 

WEST SOUTH CENTHAL: 
Arl{ansas ••••••••••• ••••••••••••·•• • 
Louisiana •..••.••••...••••• ·••··•• • 
Oklahoma ••••••.••••..•••• ·•·•••••• • 
Texas ••....••.•.•• •····•···••···•• • 

M}UNTAIN: 
Montana ......•..•. · .•. ·······•··•• • 
Idaho ............................. . 

New Mexico ••...••............•..••• 

Arizona •..•••• ••·••··•••····••··•• • 
Utah .............................. . 

Nevada •......•.. ······•··•·•••··•• • 

PACIFIC: 
Washington •...••.•.......•... ; ...•• 
Oregon ....•.•......•.....• ·•••···· • 
California •..••••.•.......•••.•.••• 
Alaska •..••••••••••••••• ··•·••·••• • 
Hawaii ••..•.•••• , ••.•••.• ··••••••• • 

7, 39/tJ 000 
22,789,000 

966,000 
637,000 
.0.,000 

5,252,000 
$76,000 

2,702/000 

17,650,000 
6,501, 000 

11,406,000 

9,9,31, 000 
4,770,000 

10,335,000 
8,006,000 
4,061,000 

3,487,000 
2,754,000 
4,352,000 

633,000 
701,000 

1,448,000 
2,180,000 

3,085,000 
3,719,000 
3,352,000 
2,260,000 

1,$$7,000 
3,382,000 
2,40.3,000 

10, 0/~6, 000 

690,000 
681,000 
3':5,000 

1,881,000 
964,000 

1,496,000 
967,000 
380, 000 

Z Less than 500. 
1 Minus sign denotes net loss of civilian population to Armed Forces. 

+4.4 

+2.8 
+1.7 

+9,<', 
+9.9 

+1.7 
+6.1 
+4.0 
+2.9 
+1 ... 9 
-+-7.1 

+5.5 
+·$.1 
+0.9 

+3.0 
+2.5 
+.3.0 
+2.5 
+2.9 

+2.3 
-0.1 
+1.6 
+0.9 
+3.8 
+3.8 
+1.$ 

+7.9 
-2.6 
+4.9 
+5.4 
+6.5 

+11.6 

+2.9 

+3.3 
+4.9 

+6.2 
+4.5 

+7.3 

Births 

2,7Eb,OOO 
1,169,000 

2,073,000 
952,000 

1,408,000 

75,000 
45,000 
31,000 

371,000 
60,000 

184,000 

1,169,000 
,1'.34,000 
762,000 

730,000 
361,000 
762,000 I 
618,000 
314,000 

277,000 
202,000 
310,000 

5.:5,000 
57,000 

111,000 
160,000 

38,000 
251,000 

66,000 
316,000 
125,000 
364,000 
203,000 
332,000 
377,000 

233,000 
266,000 
260,000 
192,000 

142,000 
290,000 
167,000 
810,000 

56,000 
5";,000 
27,000 

144,000 
100,000 
126,000 
86,000 
;Ga,OOO 

212,000 
122,000 

1,240,000 
26,0:)0 
57,000 

250,000 

Components of change 

779,000 
378,000 
1,86,000 

1133,000 
GOB,OOO 

35,000 
22,000 
14J OOO 

184,000 
29,000 
79,000 

587,000 
199,000 
398,000 

305, 000 
I/t9,OOO 
337,000 
224,000 
124,000 

103,000 
93,000 

156,000 
18,000 
21,000 
45,000 
69,000 

14,000 
92,000 
29,000 

113,000 
60,000 

124,000 
66,000 

116,000 
16/1",000 

98,000 
109,000 

99,000 
71,000 

59,000 
96,000 
76,000 

254, 000 

21,000 
18,000 

9,000 
51,000 
21,000 
35,000 
20,000 

9,000 

87,000 
56, 000 

450, 000 
4,000 

11,000 

53,000 

j.484)000 
-77,000 
+98,000 

+207,000 
+1,032,000 

-24,000 
+13,000 

-1,000 
-34,000 
+10,000 
+79,000 

-/t5,OOO 
-76,000 
-72,000 
-32,000 

-58,000 
-17,000 

-/.0,000 
-1'7,000 
-15,000 

(z) 
(z) 
(z) 

-3,000 
+1,000 
-!~,OOO 

-1,000 
-9,000 

(z) 
-4,000 
-1,000 
-5,000 
-2,000 
-5,000 

-liT, 000 

-2,000 
-4,000 
-2,000 
-6,000 

-1,000 
(z) 

+1,000 
-2,000 
-2,000 
-3,000 

(z) 
(z) 

+5,000 
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Table 3.--ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND THE CIVILIP.N RESIDEh'T POPtJ.LATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1960 TO 1963 

(Total resident. population includes persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area) 

Region; 
State 

United 

REGIONS; 
Nar"heast •................••.••• 
Nartl) Central ••................• 
South ••••••••••••••••••.•.•••• ,. 
Weat..... .,., ....... , ...... . 

NORTHEAST: 
Ne,,! 
Middle 

NORTH CENTRJ.L; 
East North 
west North 

SOUTH: 
South ALlantic ••..•••.....•.•.•• 
East South CentraL .•..... , ...•. 
west South CentraL ............ . 

WEST: 

NEW 

Massachusetts •................•• 
Rhode Island ••.•.•.•••.••••••.•• 

MIDDtE 
New york ••••••••••••••.•.••••••• 
New Jersey ••••••••.•••.•.••••••• 
Penn~ylvania •••..•............•. 

EAST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio ••••••.••.••.•...•••.••••••• 
Indiar::.a •••....•.•••.•...•••••••• 
Illincis ••••••.•..••••...•.•.••• 
Michigan ••...•••••••.•••.••..••• 
Yfisconsin ••.•••••.•.•..••••••••• 

WEST NORTI! CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ••••.••••••••••.•••••••• 
Iowa ••••••.•••••.••••.•••• ···•• • 
Missouri •••..•.•.••••••••.•••••• 
North Dakota ••••••••••.••••••••• 
South Dakota •••.••••..••.••••••• 
Nebraska ••••••••••••••.•.••••••• 
Kansas ••••••••••.•••••.•• · •• ••• • 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Dela1tJare ••••.•••••••••...••••••• 
Maryland ••••••••..•••..••.•••••• 
District of Columbia ••.••••••••• 
Virginia •••••.••••••••••••••• , •• 
West Virginia •••..••••.••. ,.,., •• 
North Carolina ••••••.•.•••••• , •• 
South Carolina •.••••••.•.•.••••• 
Georgia •• , •••••••••••••••.•••••• 
Florida •••••••.••••••••••.•.•••• 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ••••••.••••••••••••••••• 
TerUlessee ••••••••••.•••••..••••• 
Alabama •.•.•.•.••••.••••• ····,· • 
Mj.ssissippi •.••••.•••••••.•••••• 

WEST 801ITH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas ••••••.•••••••••.••••••• 
Louisiana ••••••.•••.•.•.•••••••• 
Oklahoma ••••••••..••••.••••••••• 
Texas ••••••.••••••••..•••• ••••• • 

MOUNTAlN: 
Montana •••....••..•.••..•••• ··· • 
Idaho •••••.•..•••..•••••••••.••• 

New Mexico •••..•.•••••••••••• , •• 
Arizona •••••.••••••••.•••••••• D. 
Utah .................. ......... . 
Nevada •.•.••.••.•••••..•.• , ••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washington ••••.•••••.••••.•.•••• 
Oregon ••••••••••.•••..•••••••••• 
California ••••••••••••.••••..••• 
.Alaska ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
Hawaii •••.••••.•••••.••••••••••• 

Puerto Rico, ••••••••••••••••.••••••• 

480,000 466,000 460,000 

3,352,000 3,244,000 3,1£-8,000 

798,000 790,000 781,000 
4,282,000 4,186,000 If ,OS8,OOO 

1,813,000 1,823,DOO 1,837,000 

4,787,000 4,7-::07,000 4,680,000 

2,504,000 2,449,000 2,4~4,OOO 

4,217,000 4,107,000 /+,027,DOO 

5,531,000 5,392,000 5,205,000 

3,126,000 3,098,000 3,071,000 
3,747,000 3,689,000 .3 ,630,000 

3,376,000 3,335,000 3,326,000 
2,286,000 2,275,000 2,224,000 

1,902,000 
3,415,000 
2,441,000 

10,228,000 

2,961,000 2,944,000 
1,852,000 1,217,000 

17,539,000 16,988,000 
246,000 ~41,OOO 

684,000 682,000 

2,520,000 2,459,000 

Ci viltan resident population 

July 1, 
1963 

186,626,000 ~2.22.?2000 181,207,000 --_._-
1+6, 39L.. j OOO 11:,721,000 45,260,000 

52,709,000 5; ,270,000 51, 90t,., 000 

57,340,000 5(,,~DO,000 55,428,000 

30,181,000 ,~~. ,/J04, 000 ,:'8,615,000 

7,067,000 
21,51..8,000 

97<',,000 966,000 969,000 972,000 

609,000 637,000 6;?,! ,000 610,000 

39C,OOO 40';,000 392,000 390,000 

5,158,000 5,25,.,000 5,1$0,000 5,155,000 

860,000 8?b ,000 854,000 842,000 

2,5.<',3,000 2,702,000 2,627,000 2,569,000 

16,851,000 17,650,000 I 17,112,000 

6,105,000 6,501,000 6,220,000 

11,333,000 11,406,000 11,390,000 

9,730,000 9,981,000 
4,672,000 4,770,00Cl 

10,08/,,000 10,335,000 
7,83J,000 8,006,000 
3,960,000 4,061,000 

3,467,000 3,453,000 
2,754,000 2,758,000 
4,352,000 4,316,000 

633,000 634,000 

701,000 687,000 

1,4~8,000 1,426,000 
2,180,000 2,160,000 

4~9,OOO 458,000 452,000 

3,1l2,OOO 3,180,000 3,111,OOC 

7e7,000 777,000 767,000 

3,9Si1,OOO 4,034,000 3,954,000 

1,8::5,000 1,e22,000 1,836,000 

4,579,000 4,638,000 4,600,000 

2,389,000 2,394,000 2,371,000 

3,'958,000 1~,O18,OOO 3,957,000 

1.,999,000 5,305,000 5,122,000 

3,085,000 3,050,000 3,029,000 
3,719,000 3,660,000 .3 ,603 ,DOD 
3 J 352,OOO 3,310,000 3,303,000 
2,260,000 2,245,000 2,198,000 

1,791,000 1,887,000 
3,262,000 .3 ,.382,000 
2,338,000 2,403,000 
9,629,000 10,046,000 

679,000 690,000 687,000 
671]000 681,000 689,000 
331,000 335,000 328,000 

1,770,000 l,881,OOO 1,843,000 
953,000 96/.,000 955,000 

1,322,000 1,496,000 1,1.46,000 
900,000 967,000 954,000 
291,000 380,000 339,000 

2,900,000 I 
1,846,000 

17,206,000 
212,000 
624,000 

2,362,000 2,509,000 

1, 

178,153,000 
----

I 10}/t30,OOO 
31,,168,000 

25,600,000 
11,969,000 
16,784,000 

6,819,000 
20,891,000 

954,000 
602,000 
389,000 

5,114,000 
841,000 

2,530,000 

16,802,000 
6,054,000 

11,312,000 

3,417,000 
2,756,000 
4,289,000 

629,000 
677,000 

1,402,000 
2,145,000 

4t,1,OOO 
3,056,000 

754,000 
3,860,000 
1,8:>4,000 
4,501,000 
2,329,000 
3,886,000 
4,919,000 

3,000,000 
3,551,000 
3,253,000 
2,163,000 

1,782,000 
3,240,000 
2,307,000 
9,455,000 

2,80:3,000 
1,767,000 

15,550,000 
194,000 
578,000 

2,349,000 



Table 4. --AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCRFJ,SE IN THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: 1960 TO 1963 
AND 1950 TO 1960 

(Figures are expressed as percentages and are based on the formula for continuous compoundine;} F
t

:::: , obtained by use 

of the fu.'1ction eX. Hinus sign (-) denotes decrease) 

division, and State 
1960 to 
1963 

1950 to 
1960 Region, division, and State 
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------------"---------j------+-----I+----------------------------+-----------1----

United Stt'l.tCG ••..•.•••.•.•..•..•.••••• 

REGIONS: 
Northeast ••..•..••.•••••.•.••••••.••••.• 
North Central •••.••••.•••..••••••.•..••• 
South •••••........••..••.•••.•.••••••.•• 
West ••••••.•••••.•••••••••••••••.•.••••• 

N ORTHl>:ASl' : 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
East, North 
West North 

SOUTH: 

WEST: 
Moun.tain •••••.•••••••••••••••.•••••••••• 
Paoific ••••.•••.••.•..••••.••....•..•••• 

NEW ENGLAND: 
!'1e.,ine~ •••••••.••.•.••••••••••••.•••••.•.• 
New flhmpshire ••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Vermont ................................. . 
Massachusetts ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RIlod., Island ........................... . 
Connecticut •••••.••..•••••.••.•••••••••• 

MIDDLE ATLANT IC: 
New york •..•...........•...•.......•••.. 
New Jersey ••.•••••••••••••••••..•••••••• 

~.... Pennsylvania •• '" .•••••••••• " •....•.••. 

} EAST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio .........•.........•..•....•.....•• • 
Indiana •••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
Illinois ••••••••••••.••••••••••.••••••.• 
Michigan •••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Wisconsin ••••••••••.••••••••••••••••.••• 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
MiIl11esota •••.••••.•••••••••••••.•••••••• 
Iowa ..•••..•.•..••...••••••.•..•.•••..•. 
Missouri ••••••••.•.•.••••••.•••••••••••• 

Z Less than 0,05. 

1.6 

2.9 

1.2 
1.3 

2.1 

2.8 
2;9 

0.5 
1.8 
1.1 
Q.9 
1.2 
2.1 

1.6 
2.4 
0.3 

0.9 
0.8 
0.9 
0.8 
0.9 

0.7 
(z) 
0.5 

1.2 
1.5 
1.5 
J.3 

1.8 
0.9 

2.0 
0.:5 
1.5 

0.6 
1.3 
0.3 
0.9 
0.8 
2.3 

1.2 
2.3 
0.8 

2.0 
1.7 
1.5 
2.1 
1.4 

1.4 
0.5 
0.9 

WEST NOllTE CENTRAL--Con. 
North Dakota •••.••••••••••••.•••.•.••••• 
South Dakota •....•.••••••••••.. , ••• , •••• 
Nebraska •.•••••••••..•.•.••••••..••.•••• 
Kansas •.••••••.....•••••••.•.•••...••.•. 

SOUTH ATLAl,rr Ie: 
Delaware ••.••••••••.•.••••••••••.•••.•.• 

of Columbia ••••..•..•.•..•••••• 

Virginia ••.•••••..••••••••••••••••• 
Nort}] Carolina ••.•••.•.••..•.•.••..••••• 
South CarolinD: •••••••••••••.••••.•••••.• 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ••• · ••..••••.••.•.•..•••••.•••.•• 
Tennessee •••••.•••..••.•••..•••••.•.•••• 

WEST SOUTH CENTIML: 
Arl<ansas •••.•...•••..•••.•.•.••••••••.•• 
Louisiana •••••••••••.••.•••.•••.•••••••• 
Oklahoma •••••.•••.••••••..••...•••••.••• 
Texas •.•••••••••.••.•.•••.•.•••..••••••• 

MOUNTAIN: . 
Montana •.••..•.....•.•••••••••••.•.•.•• 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••••••••••..••••• 
Wyoming ••••••••.••••.••.•••••••••••••••. 
Colorado ••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.•• 
New Mexico •.•.•••••••••••••..•••..•••••• 
Arizona •..•..••.....•.•.. 0 •••••••••••••• 

Utah • •••••••••••••.•..•••• 0 ••••••••••••• 

Nevada •••••••••.••.•.••••••••••••••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washington ••.• " ••••••••••••••.•.•••• 

ca_LllorlnEl .......................... . 
.Alaska ••••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••••• 
Hawaii ............. : ................ . 

Puerto Rico •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

0.6 
1.2 
1.2 
0.5 

-0.8 
1.5 
1.5 

0.9 
1.5 
1.0 
1.5 

1.9 
1.5 
1.5 
2.0 

1.2 
0.9 
0.8 
2.8 
1.1 
4.7 
2.7 
9.6 

1.1 
1.1. 
3.4 

0.2 
0,1, 
0.6 
1. J 

3./1 

2.8 
-0.5 
l.E! 

-0.7 
1.2 
1.2 
1.4 
5.S 

0,3 
0.8 
0.6 
(z) 

-0.7 
1.9 
0.4 
2.2 

1.3 
1.2 

J.3 
5.5 

1.8 
1.5 
4.0 

0.6 
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Table 5.--PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN Rl"SIDENT F{)PUIATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1964 

(l'otal resident population includes persons in the Armed I<'orces stationed i.n each area) 

Total resident populat,ion Civilian resident popula"Lion 

Region, 1, Net change 
State 

( census) 
____________ + _____________ -+ ________ ~---------+---------+-----~---------4-----------~----------"-Number 

NOR'l'HEAST: 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
East North Central. ...•.•.••••••• I 
West North Central •••••••••••..•• 

SmyrH: 
South Atlant 1c ••••••••••.••••••.• 
East South Central •••••••••..•.•• 
west South Contral ••••••.•••••••• 

Pacific· .......................... . 

NEW ~~~~~~~: ......................... I 
Nevi ••••••••••••••••••• 

Massachusetts •••.•••••••••••••••• 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 

YerU'S:VLv'a":ta ••••••••••••••••••••• 

EAST 

Illinois ••.•••••••••••.•.•.•.••.. 
Michigan, •.•••••.•••••••••••••••• 
Wisconsin ••••....•..•.....••.•..• 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ••••••••••.••••••••••••• 
Iowa ..............•...••......... 
Missouri ••••••••••.••.••••••••••• 
North Dakota ••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
South Dakota •••••••.••.•••••••••• 
Nebl'aska ••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 
Kansas •.••••••••••••••••• ••••·•• • 

SOUTH ATLANT Ie: 
Delaware ••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 

of Columbia ••••••••••••• 
Virginia ..•......••.•••....•..••• 
west Virginia •••..•..•••..••.•••• 
North Carolina ••••••••••.••••.• 0. 
South Carolina ••••••••••••••••••• 
Georgia .......................... . 
Florida ••••••.•.•..•.•••...•..••. 

EAST SOuTH CEN'rHAL: 
Kentucky •••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 
Tennessee, ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Alabama •.•..•........••...•..•... 
Mississippi •••••••••.•••••••••••• 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arltansas ••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 
Louisiana ••••...•..••••.••..••••• 
Oklahoma ••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Texas ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• • 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho ••• '" •••••• , .•••••.•••••••• 

New Mexico •••. " ••••••••••••••••• 
Arizona •.••••••.••••••••••••••••• 
Utah •.•..••••.••••• , •..•.••••.••. 
Nevada ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washirigton ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Alaska •....•.................•.•. 
Hawaii •..............••.•....•.• , 

Puerto Rico ••••••.••••.•••••••..•.• 

Z Les,s than 0.05. 

7,697,000 
23,891,000 

989,900 
65<',,000 
L.G9 ,ODD 

5,338,000 
914,000 

2,?66,OOO 

17,915,000 
6,682,000 

ll,e59,000 

10,100,000 
4 ,825 ,000 

10,489,000 
$,09$,000 
4,10"1,000 

491,000 
3,i,32,000 

808,000 
/,,378,000 
1,797,000 
4,852,000 
2,555,000 
4,294,000 
5,705,000 

3,159,000 
3,7913,000 
3,407,000 
2,314,000 

1,933,000 
3}46$,OOO 
2,465,000 

10,39"1,000 

70S ,000 
692,000 
343,000 

1}966,000 
1,008,000 
1,581,000 

992,000 
40$ ,000 

969,265 
606,921 
389,881 

5,148,578 
859,/,88 

2,535,23/+ 

"1).3 

+S.:) 

+3.8 
+2.3 

+9.0 

+107,000 
_1,000 

+89,000 
+13,000 
+34,000 
+69,000 
+46,000 

+4.5 
+3.8 
+3.9 

+12.1 
+6.0 

+21. L, 
+11.1., 
+43.1 

+i,.6 
+5.8 

+15.1 

+9.7 

27,726,000 
12,?58,000 
J)1,010,000 

7 j 581,OOO 
~,3,I;OJ,OOO 

971,000 
61.7,000 
408,000 

5,297,000 
887,GOO 

2,752,000 

17,870,000 
6,629,000 

11,442,000 

10,081,000 
4,816,000 

10,443,000 
8,07:;,000 
4,10~,OOO 

1.82,000 
3,378,000 

794,000 
1~,221,OOO 
1,796,000 
4,761,000 
2,490,000 
4,197,000 
5,607,000 

J}113,OOO 
3,770,000 
3,384,000 
2,290,000 

2,930,000 
1,865,000 

17,749,000 
218,000 
641,000 

2,566,000 

950,000 
600,000 
389,000 

5,103,000 
836,000 

2,522,000 

16,736,000 
6,014,000 

11,300,000 

9,687,000 
4,65.3,000 

10,033,000 
7,808,000 
3,946,000 

1,38,000 
:},OL.5,OOO 

751,000 
J,831,OOO 
1,860,000 
4,475,000 
2,326,000 
3,871,000 
4,8'70,000 

2,997,000 
3,S40,OOO 
3,243,000 
2,155,000 

1,777,000 
3,235,000 
2,~~9S,00O 
9,406,000 

668,000 
662,000 
327,000 

1,72j,OOO 
9~''? ,000 

1,2P i,OOO 
887,000 
278,000 

+107,000 
_1,000 

+88,000 
+7,000 

+33,000 
+65,000 
+4$,000 

+228,000 

+3.8 
+2.3 

+8.9 

+12. ;;; 
+12.9 

+6.1 
+9.1 

+6.8 
+10.2 
+1.3 

+4.1 
+3.4 
+3.9 

+2.2 

+S'.9 
+11.0 
+:.7 

+15.1 

+6.3 

+2.-.0 
+3.6 

+9.7 




