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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STATES: JULY 1, 1964

With Provisional Estimates for July 1, 1965

(This report presents estimates of the population of States

and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico for

July 1, 1960 to 1965, superseding corresponding estimates previously published in reports 317, 300,

and 289 of thie series)

Between April 1, 1960, and July 1, 1964,
the West contlnued in its familiar role of
showing a better-than-average population gain.

Western States had a
in population, whereas
than 7.7 per-

During * this period the
12.3 percent increase
no other megion increased by more
cent. For more than a century, the West has
‘tstripped the other regions in rate of popu-
_bion growth (figure 1). There has been con-
siderable variation since 1960, however, in the

rate of growth of the 13 States which comprise
the West (including Alaska and Hawaii). Three
States (Arizona, California, and Nevada) well
exceeded the rate for the region as a whole.
In addition, Alaska, Colorado, Hawall, and Utah
grew more rapidly than the United States as a
whole (figure 2). Five States in the northern
half of the region failed to keep pace with the
national rate of growth, however. The Mountain
and Pacific Divisions, each of which has been

Figure 1,-PERCENT OF UNITED STATES POPULATION IN EACH REGION: 1300 TO 1964
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Figure 2. PERCENT CHANGE IN THE POPULATION OF STATES: 1960 TO 1964
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DEPARYMENT OF COMMERCE  BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

an area of heavy in-migration, experienced almost
equal rates of population increase, The major
portion of the increase in the West took place in
California, which added 2.4 million to 1ts popula-

tion between 1960 and 1964, representing two-thirds.

of the total population gain in the Western region
ag & whole,

Aside from the West, the reglonal percentage
distribution of the population of the United States
heg changed little over the past century. However,
below average growth rates and a declining share
of national totals have marked the performance of
the two Northern regions in recent years. Of the
191.4 million persons living in the United States
on July 1, 1964, some 47.1 million Iive in the
Northeast (24.6 percent); eapproximately 53.6 mil-
lion in the North Central States (28.0 percent);
59.2 million in the South (30.9 percent); and 31.5
million in the West (16.5 percent).

The West was followed by the South and North-
eastern Region with rates of growth of 7.7 and 5.3
respectively. Variation in the rates
Southern States ranges from &

percent,
of growth for the

population increase of more than 14 percent for
the State of Floride down toa decline of 2 percent
in West Virginia during the period.

Between 1960 and 1964, all States experienced
an excess of Dbirths over deaths, as usual. Net
international migration made a relatively minor
contribution 4o naticnal growth during the period,
amounting to about one-eighth of the total popu-
lation change. The rate of mnatural increase was
nighest in the South and North Central States and
lowest in the West. Although 30 States and the
Digtrict of Columbia experienced & net loss of
population through migration, natural increase was
large enough to make up the migration deficit in
all but one State, West Virginia. Between 1950
and 1960, natural increase had falled to compen-
sate for the migration deficit in three States,
Arkensas, Mississippi, and West Virginia, and in
the Digtrict of Columbia,

Shifts in the ranking of States with respect to
total resident population since 1960, in general,
have not been very drastic, although some 16 States
ranked higher in 1964 +than in 1960 and 16 rank”*




Figure 3: NET TOTAL MIGRATION RATE FOR STATES: 1960 TO 1964
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Among the more gignificant changes were
the following: California replaced New York as the
State with the largest population; Texas replaced
Ohio in fifth place; and Florida passed Massa-
chusetts into ninth. The largest shifts in rank
occurred in Hawail, from 44th to 4lst, and West
Virginia, from 30th to 33rd. The first two rank-
ing States, California and New York, now account
for almost 20 percent of the total U.S. population.
In other words, almost one out of every five
Americens is living in either California or New

York.

lower.

METHODOLOGY

In developing the egtimates of population
shown here, except as noted, an average oI the
results of two procedures was used., Both of these
methods use available current date series to estl-
mate the pepulation growth or decline since 1960.
The methods used were: ({(a) the Census Bureau's

Component Method II, which employs vital statis-.
tics to measure natural increase and uses school

}pllment (or school census data) as & basis for
§
ol

estimeting net migration; and (b) the Regression
Methed,1 whereby & multiple regression eguation
is used to relate. changes in a number of different
date series 10 changes in population distribution.

The series of data used here are births, deaths,
elementary school enrollment, number of Federal
individual income tax returns filed, passenger

automobile - registrations, and employees on non-
agricultural payrolls.

The Component Method.--The "Component" Method
involves (1) subtracting Armed Forces from the
1960 Census count to arrive at estimates of the

' 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 Smit, “Estimates of Population Change in
Michigan: 1950-1960," in Michigan Populstion Studies
No. 1, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich., 1960;
and Robert C. Schmitt and Albert H. Crosetti, "Ac-
curacy of Ratio-Correlation Method for Estimating
Postcensal Population," in Land Fconomics, Vol. XXX,
No. 3 (August 1954), pages 279-280. .
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civilisn resident population on April 1, 1960, (2)
adding to this civillan resident population an
estimate of births for the period between +the
census and the egtimate date, (3) subtracting an
estimate of civilian deeths, (4) adding an esti-
mate of net civilian migration, (B) subtracting an
estimete of the net movement of civilians into the
Armed #orces (inductions into the Armed Forces
minus separations), and (6) adding an estimate of
the number of persons in the Armed Forces sta-
tioned in the area on the estimate date. The net
movement of civilians into the Armed Forces for
each State was estimated by teking the difference
between (1) the number of persons serving in the
Armed Forces on the esgtimate date who reported the
State as their preservice regidence, and (2) the
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 for former
regidents of the State who died during this period
while gerving in the Armed Forces.

Egstimates of net civilian migration by Com-
,poment Method IT are derived for each State as
follows: (1) Net migration rates for children
between exact sge 7.5 years and exact age 15.5
yéars at each egtimate date are developed on the
bagis of data from the 1960 Census and statistics
on school enrollment in the elementary grades 2
to 8. (2) These rates are multiplied by a factor
varying for each estimate period Dut the same for
all States in each period to obtain the esgtimated
migration rate for the total population. This
factor 1s based on the age structure of interstate
migrants as ghown by the annual Current Population
Survey on population mobility.? (3) The 7resulb-
ing rates are applied to the civilian noninsti-
tutional 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) 1o
obtain tentative estimates of net civilian migra-
tion for the period since 1960. (4) These tenta-
tive estimates of net civilian migration are ad-
justed to add to the mnational estimate of net
immigration for this period. This general pro-
cedure has been illustrated in Current Population
Reports, Series P-256, No, 133, by a step-by-step
application to & particular area.®

2 U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 141, "Mobility of the Popu-
lation of the United States: March 1963 to 196%,”
September 7, 1965, and the corresponding reports for
the earlier years of the decade.

3 A revised but unpublished outline of this pro-
cedure 1is available; the full report dis still in
process. Reqguests for the outline should be directed
to: Chief, Population Division, Bureau of the Census,

Washington. D.C. 20233.

The factors wused in converting the net mi-
gration rate of the school-age children to the net
migration rate for the total population are:

April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1961........ 1.36
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1962........ 1.28
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1963........ 1.16
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 196k........ 1.09

Comparable adjustment fectors Tor the years of the
1950-60 decade are listed inSeries P-25, No. 304.%

The birth and death statistics used in pre-
paring +the estimates Tfor States include final
reports on births and deaths for 1960 through 1963,
clagsified on & residence basis, and provisional
reports on births and deaths for 1964 classified
on an occurrence basis. A1l provisional 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 Nationsal
Office of Vital Statistics {(now Divigion of Vital
Statigtics), U.S. Public Health Service, in con-
Junction with the 1950 Census of Populstion. It
was assumed that the percent completeness of birth
registration in hospitals and out of hospitals
has remained unchenged since 1950, Reglstered
births in hospitals and out of hospitals were cor-
rected geparately by those factors to allow 7
an expected improvement in registration due to-.

increased cencentration of births in hospitals,
where registration has been more complete. In
1963, the estimated completeness of birth regis-

tration for the Nation as & whole was 98.9 percent.®

The Regression Method.--The multiple regres-
gion equation used to develop the second series of
estimates was based on the observed relationship
of the changes ina number of different symptomatic

* Research has indicated that, given the specific
age pattern found in interstate gross migration rates
for the United States as a whole shown by the Current
Population Survey (the Bureau's continuing national
sample survey of population), the ratioc of the net
migration rate of the total population to the net mi-

of the school-age population will tend
25 the length of the estimating period
The decline in the ratio results from the
facts that progressively younger children are in-
cluded in the 1960 cohort of the school-age popu-
lation as the period lengthens and that migration
rates are higher for these younger children than for
the older ones.

Migration ratios for individual States may vary
from these national ratios, of course; unfortunately
annual migration figures by States are not available.
Moreover, the ratios of net rates by age could well
differ from the ratios of gross rates. — o

° White, 99.4 percent; nonwhite, 96:8 percent.. ./

gration rate
to decline
increases.
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. _40-64 period.

vy,

wdte series to changes in State population dis-
tribution for the 1950-60 decade, The depend-
ent variable (XO) in ‘the regression egquation

represents the ratio of the State's share of the
netional total population in 1960 to its share in
1950, The independent variables are expressed in
a corresponding manner, The symptomatic indlcators
used and theix correlations with the independent
variable (XO) are ag follows:

Variable Symbol r
Births.eeeeesnsseossoos Chere s e X1 +.95
DeathSeeieresrenssaoaes eten e X2 +.,92
Klementary school enrcliment....... . X3 +,93
TaX FELUPAS .« ererevsrasnorsnsavsnnas Xh .73
Auto registration..evsecieiieiaoasns X6 +.81
Nonagricultufal employment.. coovev e X8 +.87

. X +, Sl
The multiple correlation coefficient (RO.123468)

was .987. The regression equation wasg XO.123468=

+,06 + .ZQX]—; 14X, + .22, + .08X4+ 07X+ .12}{8.

2 3

As stated above, the multiple
equation was based on data for the 1950-60 period.
Estimates for 1964 (July 1) were prepared by sub-
“witubing in the equation eppropriate data for the
For example, the value of Xy for
for 1964 would be computed as

6
regression

s given State (1)
follows:

Percent of total U.S. births in State i, 1964
Percent of total U.S. births in State i, 1960

were derived in

The other .independent variables
" & similar fashion. - When the eguation i1s solved
for each State, "the results represent estimates

| Jjhes will persist in the decade ahead.

of the following:

Percent of total U.S. population in State i, 1964
Percent of total U.S. population in State i, 1960

The ratio so computed for each State was applied
+0 each State's percentage of the mnational popu-
lation in 1960, as shown by the 1960 Census, 1to
arrive at its estimated percentage of the national
population in 1964. The 1964 percentages for all
gtates were summed and adjusted to add to 100 per-
cent. These percentages were then applied to the
latest U.S. total resident population estimate for
July 1, 1964, yielding an estimate of the total
resident population in each State on July 1, 1964.

The success of the regression method used
here depends upon the accuracy of the underlying
assumption that the observed statistical relation-

“gip petween the independent and dependent vari-
The high

multiple correlation coefficients observed for
both the 1940-B0 and the 1950-60 decades suggest
that the degree of assoclation of the varlables is
not changing very rapidly. Thus, the regression
based on the 1950-60 decade should be applicable
to other time periods. Furthermore, it 1s assumed
that deficiencies in the bvagic date series in
coverasge and consistency will remein constant, or
change very little, in the present decade.

Estimates for special areag.--In view of the
availabllity of several additional types of data
relating to population growth for selected areas,
estimates for several areas were prepared by some-
what different procedures. For Kansas, the esti-
mates were obteined by interpolating and extrapo-
lating the results of the Kansas State censuses,
taken each year as of January 1, and adjusting the
figures for difference in coverage of Armed Forces.
The latest date for which data were available for
use here was Janusry 1, 1964.

For Alaska end Hawaii, estimstes of the 'net
civilian migration were derived based on passenger
statistics and the results were averaged with those
of the two regular procedures described above,b
Because of the pronounced seasonal pattern of mi-
gration to and from Alaska and Hawalil, the monthly
statisticg on passenger movemenbts ~for these areas
were “smoothed" = to-diminish +the effect on the
seasonal peak of itinerants present “in these two
areas around the estimate date of July 1.

For Puerto Rico, estimates were prepared by
the Component method only. Net movement of civi-
liens to the Armed Forces is based on the reported
number of inductiong, enlistments, and separations
in Puerto Rico; that of net civilian migration, on
the net movement of passengers Ho and from Puerto
Rico. The birth and death statistics are by oc-
currénce rether than residence. Births have been
corrected for underreglstration in the same way &as
have those for States.

For the District of Columbia, there ig some
question concerning the suitability of the inde-
pendent varisbles used in the regression analysis.
Consequently the estimates were derived by proce-
dures used in preparing SMSA county estimaetes. The
estimates for the District of Columbia represent
an averaging of the results of Component Method II,
a variation of the Bogue-Duncan "composite” method
and the "dwelling unit" method.?

6 For Alaska, passenger data for-the period April 1,
1960, to July 1, 1962, -werg the latest available for
use. :

7 These methods
P-25, No. 298.

are discussed in detail in Series




A special census of the State of Rhode Island,
taken as of October 1, 1965, showed & population
of 892,709. The estimates contained herein are
based on the results of that census.

The independent population estimates shown
here &or 1964 and 1966 for Messachusetts (5,308,000
and 5,348,000, respectively) compare favorsbly
with the total of 5,295,000, from the 1965 Mes-
sachusetts State Census, ‘taken as of January 1,
1965, The State census i1s conducted by somewhat
different procedures than those used in the Federal
decennial censuses and covers a somewhat different
population., Some modification in the State census
Tigure would be reguired to make it conform to the
definition used by the Censug Bureau in the Federal
censuses and in its current estimates. This modi-
fication involves primarily an adjustment for
differences in enumeration of military personnel
aﬁd of college students. Preliminary investigation
indicates that the adjustment +to achieve compara-
bility with the estimates ghown here is likely to
be relatively small. Revised State estimates, to
. bg published next year, will take into account the
final results of the State census.

Migration component, April 1-July 1, 1960,--
The methodology used in preparing the State esti-
mates does not permit the preparation of meaning-
ful migration-estimates for periods of under one
year's duration. Consequently, the civilian mi-
gration component wused in preparing the estimate
for July 1, 1960, was not derived independently;
it was assumed instead that one-fifth of the net
civilian migration estimated for the period April. 1,
1960, 1o July 1, 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 Ifrom other Federal
and State agencies,. The Division of Vital Sta-
tistics, U.S. Public Health Bervice, provided the
vital statistics. The Immigration and Natural-
ization Service, Department of Justice, provided
statistice on immigration and emigration. The
Department of Defense provided the figures relat-
ing to the Armed Forces. The U.S. Office of Edu-
cation, individual State Departments of Education,
Roman Catholic school systems throughout the coun-
try, and The Official Catholic Directory® were

8 published annually by P. J. Kenedy and Sons, New
York, N.Y.

the major sourceg of the date on school enrollmen
used to develop egtimates of net internal migra-
tion. Date on school enrollment for selected
States were also obtained fromthe Bureau of Indian
Affairs, the Jewish Education Committee of New
York, Inc., and Lutheran school systems. The
Alagka Department of Economic Development and Plan-
ning, the Hawaii Department of Health, The Puerto
Rico Planning Board, +the Military Air Transport
Service, and the Military Sea Transport Service
provided statistics on passenger movement to and
from Alaska, Hawali, and Puerto Rico.?

regresgion series, births, deaths,
and school enrollment statistics are the same as
those described earlier. Data on passenger auto-
moblle registrations are published annually by the
Bureau of Public Roads in Highway Statisticg: the
number of individual income tax returns is pub-
lished annually by the Internal Revenue Service in
Statistics of Income, Individual Income Tex Returns,
and the number of employees on nonagricultural
payrolls is published monthly by the Buresu of
Labor Statistics, Department of Labor, in Employ-
ment and Earnings.

For the

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

As has been indicated, total population cha’
in & State between the census date and & giveu
estimate date consists of the net contribution 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 con-
siderably greater percentage error than the esti-
mates for the other components of population change.
Since net migration 1s frequenily an important
component of change, the estimates of total popu-
lation change between the census date and each of
the estimate dates are also subject to substantial
error. This warning applies particularly to annual
changes in population and to annual net migration.
Although the estimates of total population change
and the population estimates themselves have the
same absolute errors, percentagewise the errors in
the population estimates are considerably 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, hes been supplemented with another
method using the regression equation described ear-
ller. The shift from egtimates Dbased on a single

9 The Puerto Rito Planning Board also provided the
data on net movement -~to the Armed Forces in Puerto

Rico. R §

gy




“ethod to the average of the results of two methods
was brought about by two major considerations:

1. Tests of accuracy of methods of pre-
paring postcensal population estimates conducted
by the Bureau of the Census indicate that lower
average errors; are often achieved when the re-
sults of +twoi or more methods of roughly the
same order of accuracy are averaged ‘together.
In ‘the latest series of tests,1° an average
error of 1.6 percent was obtained by averaging
the results of Component Method II with the
Regression‘Method. The corresponding average er-
ror by -Method II salone was 2.0 percent--the
difference being statistically significant; and

Table A.‘»—SUMMAHY OF PERCENTAGE DEVIATIONS FROM CENS
: ’ ’ 19560 AND

2., There was & desire to reduce the de-
pendency of the estimates on any one single serles
of symptomatic data where such date themselves are
subject to a variety of problems. Method II is
heavily dependent upon the accuracy and consistency
of school enrollment statistics from year to year.

Although the average of the results of Method
IT 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 considerably among the
States. Only one State had a deviation of more
than b percent. The summary of the test results
of 1950 and 1960 is shown in ‘table A.

US OF STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY VARIOUS METHODS:
1950

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

> Method TT Vital " Composite | Regression Average of selected methods
. Summary measures o (X1) rates method method
: (x2) (x3) (x4) (X1, X2) (X1, X4) | (%3, X4)
1960:

Average deviATION. . issesranrovossonsons 2,00 2,37 2,07 2.75 1,58 1.49 1,84
Quadratic méan deviation...vieesersresens 2.56 3,25 2,72 3.69 2,06 2,04 2.46
Deviations of 1O percent Or MOT€,.....oa. - - - 1 ~ - -
Deviations 6f 5 percent Or MOre.......... 3 6 3 g 2 1 4
Positive deviations,,veseesnvioooraasvons 28 24 31 20 26 25 27

s 3,16 4,42 2,53 (* 3,54 (1) ]
{ 3.99 5,58 3.15 (¥) 4,42 (%) ()
Y, L dseviations of 10 percent O MOX€......... 1 4 - (%) - (&3] €3]
Deviations of 5 percent Or MOre,......... 8 19 3 (*) 15 ) (*)
Positive deviations...seeseseensrsonvasas 25 22 25 Y 25 (4 &)

~ Eniry represents zero,
1 Not available,

Source: Meyer Zitter and Henry S, Shryock, Jr,, "Accuracy of Me
Local Areas," op, eit,

The average error of 1.5 percent inthe State
estimates applies to & ten-year time period. One
would expect that, over ghorter time periods, such
ag that between April 1960 and July 1964, the av-
erage error of the -estimates would be a little
smaller. The reader must be cautioned, however,
that even for short time periods, large fluctu-
ations in the migration component occur. Such
fluctuations in the estimated migration component
from year to year could either be genuine or re-
flect the deficiencies of the data and method.

The sgecond consideratiog in shifting the
method is the fact that the use of the average of
two methods will tend to reduce fluctuations in

"9 Meyer Zitter and Henry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accu-
racy of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population
Estimates for States and Local Aress," Demography,
Vol. 1,'No. 1, 1964. References to earlier studies on

x‘“‘”‘*"is .Subject are given in footnote 1 of their article.

thods of Preparing Postcensal Population Estimates for States and

the estimates brought about by revisions in the
pasic school date series, a particularly desirable
control where the school date series for a given
State is weak.  Experience has shown that, in e
number of instances, the use of & particular en-
rollment figure resulted in a population estimate
that sesmed out of line, A substantial revision
in the final population estimate oOccurred when a
revised school figure was substituted in a later
year., The &averaging technique now introduced
tends to reduce the impact of revisions in par-
ticular data series on the final population esti-
mates. Purthermore, since the regression estimates
are based on a number of different series, the
effect on the final estimates of & change in any
one of the series is not so serious as it would be
if that series were the only indicator used. Be-
cause the regression equation provides for dif-
ferential weighting of the independent variables,
the impact of revisions will very depending on the
particular variable concerned.




The average difference between the regression
series of estimates and estimates by Component
Method II for 1964 was about 1.6 percent. The
estimates publighed here for 1964 differ by less
than 1 percent, on the average, from & correspond-
ing set] based on Mebhod IT alone. The relative
differébce between the two sets of estimates for
the yeers since 1960 is as follows:

Difference’ between

Year Regression Published

and {igures and

Method IT Method II
....... seveeravenassinenns 1,55 0,80
Ceesesserrianen 1.51 0,75
tessassascesaanns 1.12 0,56
tvrsasrsesisenan 0,98 0,51

B Average percent difference disregardiné sign,

" CONSTSTENCY WITH EARLIER PUBLICATIONS

The estimates for July 1, 196
"sede the estimates for those dates.pu llcned 185t
year in Series P-25, No. 289. " For 1964, the re-
vigion represents mainly the substitution of esti-
metes of net migration for the period 1960 Lo 1964
for estimates Of net migration in which the last
year of the period was extrapolated.*?®

Revigions  in the estimates for 1960-63 are
brought about mainly by changes in the data serles
received from the primary sources. Such changss,
however, usually involve only one or two States in
any one year.

In the past several years, the Bureau has mede
special efforts 1o substitute public enrollment
series, collected on a fall membership basis by
the U.8, Office of Education, for school enrollment
data used in previous years. After several years

"' In mest cases, experience has indicated only
small changes occur in the overall State totals when
shifting from a ‘'provisional series? to a "revised®
series. TFor example, for 196% the average difference
in population estimates between the revised and pro-
visional series was less than one percent. Of course,
there is variation about this. average and occasionally
the revised estimate for a specific State mey differ
substantially from the previously published prelimi-
nary figure. TLarge changes are usually due to appre-
clable changes in the basic data serles obtained from
In 1964, for example, the revised
is about 3 percent lower than
the preliminary figure, a percent difference appre-
ciably greater than expected. This wide difference
between the revised and theprovisional series appears
to be due mainly to the series on the number of
births wused in developing the regression estimates
for 1963.

primary sources.
estimate for Vermont

-the corregponding cumulative.

of collecting and reviewing the material, we find/
that, because of the requirements of a consigtent
time series of school date extending back to 1959,
appropriate fall membership data are available and
usable Tor only 2B States.

The shift +to a fall enrollment series for as
many States as possible in the preparation of
State estimates has accomplished at least two pur-
POBBS. First, in most cases, it permits the sub-
stitution of a particular enrollment series Iree
of the effects of duplicate enrollment and of
reglstering cumulative entries for the school year
without & compensating registering of withdrawals.
Second, the use of a fall series has permitted

“earlier completion and publication of current esti-

Tebulations of fall membership
for use well before
series for the pre-
Also, -in general, fall enroll-

mates for States.
Tigures are usually available

vioug school year.

‘ment date can.be expected. to refledt out-migration
_with a. shorter tlme 1ag than cumulative enrollment

series.
RELATED REPORTS

Intercensal egtimates Tor States for 1950 to
1960 incorporating interstate migration data for
the 1955-60 period Irom the 1960 Census of Popy -
lation &re published in.Series P-2B, No. 30a.
Estimates for the 1940-50 decade are given in
Series P-25, No, 72. Projections of the population
of States for 1970 to 1985 are given in reportis
301 and 326 of this series.

PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES FOR JULY 1, 196b

The provisional population estimates for States
for July 1, 1965, shown in table 5 were derived
by extending +the components of population change
to July 1, 1965.

in the July 1, 1964 estimates
Provigional figures on births and deaths for
the period July 1, 1964 +to 1965 were obtained

from the Division of Vital Statistics, U.S. Public
Health Service, Preliminary date on the Armed
Forces were Dbasged on figures provided by the De-
partment of Defense.

of net civilian

Direct or indirect measures
migration for the period after July 1, 1964, were
not available, Consequently, the net civilian

migration component represents an extrapolation of
recent trends in this component for each State.
Generally, the 1960-64 and the 1955-60 periocds were

used as bages for exbrapolation purposes. In all
cagses, the extrapolated value reflects the level
of the most recent period. The extrapolated

net civilian wmigration for States obtained in
this fashion was adjusted +o add to a naﬁfbﬂk }



<ime

_estimate of net immigration for the year based on

date for prior yesrs obtained Ifrom the Inmigre-
tion and Neturalizetion Service, Department of

“Justice.

Inasmuch as the estimates of net migration
between July 1954 and July 19656 were derived by
extrapolation, » the estimates of population change
for the period to July 1965 are subject to con-
siderable error.

The 1965 estimates will be revised later this
year when current information on population change
vecomes available,

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES

Estimatés presented in the tables of this
report have Dbeen Independently rounded to the
nearest thousand without being adjusted to group
totals, which are independently rounded.  Per-
centages are based on unrounded numbers.
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Table 1,--ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY I, 1964, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960/

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

Change, 1960 to 1964

Compenents of ‘change

: o at April 1,
Reglon, d;zli;m’ and J‘{éal’ 1960 Net totel migration
& (census) Nuriber Percent Births Deatha
Nunber Rate
United SH8E8.uenrrneonvenasonveoss| 191,371,000 179,323,175 +1.2,048,000 +6,7 17,941,000 7,423,000 +1, 530,000 40,8
REGIONS: 3
P 47,051,000 44, 677,829 +2,373,000 +5.3 4,076,000 2,029,000 +326,000 40,7
NOPEH COntTBLau.uservessrarnsoreniass 53,610,000 51,619,139 +1,993,000 +3.9 5,116,000 2,166,000 -9%59,000 -1.8
SOUEN, 4 s v e nessosnarsrssonessnnsncases 59,208,000 54,973,113 +4, 235,000 7,7 5,786,000 2,172,000 +620,000 +1.1
WEBh. Ly yseressarasieocinsacaiosniren 31,502,000 26,053,104 +3,449,000 +12.3 2,962,000 1,056,000 +1, 543,000 +5,2
NORTHEAST:
New E0glanG...ssseseesnsarrecersorees 11,021,000 10,509,367 +51.2,000 14,9 99¢,000 275,000 ~12,000 -0,1
Middle ABIENtiC. .y siaseeeriovrovannns 36,030,000 34,168,452 +1, 861,000 5,4 3,078,000 1,555,000 +338,000 +1.0
NORTH CENTRAL:
East North Central.ieeesesvesssssenns 37,802,000 36,225,024 +1, 577,000 Al b 3,608,000 1,499,000 -531,000 “1 4
West North Centraleseesesscsnscnsanon 15,808,000 15,394,115 414,000 +2.7 1,508,000 667,000 -427,000 -2.7
SOUTH:
South ALLENTIC, sssevrverrsrarsarsores 28,246,000 25,971,732 +2, 274,000 +8.8 2,713,000 1,031,000 +592,000 42,2
East South Cemtral,,.... 12,684,000 12,050,126 +634,000 +5,3 1,238,000 498,000 -106,000 ~0,9
West South Central.evuvvsruerieieess 18,277,000 16,951,255 +1,326,000 +7.8 1,835,000 644,000 +134,000 +0,8
WEST:
MOUNTRIT e ¢ v asvsnessvsesornvsnsvnnins 7,619,000 6,855,060 +764,000 11,2 804,000 D44, 000 +205,000 +2.8
PABITIC. s euversenrsssararrscrsonersns 23,883,000 21,198,044 +2,685,000 +12,% 2,159,000 812,000 +1, 338,000 +5,9
NEW ENGLAND:
MEAIG . 4 s asassresessornenrsnnsscersons 989,000 969, 265 +20,000 +2,1 98,000 46,000 -32,000 -3.3
New Hempahire. i vvevrorvarsrsossorios 659,000 606,921 +52,000 +8.6 60,000 29,000 +22,000 43,4
VETHIONT 1 4 s vvesresessnnnronsasnnvrsees 396,000 389,881 +6,000 41,7 32,000 19,000 -14,000 -3.5
Magsachusetts . .y, . PN 5,309,000 5,148,578 +160,000 43,1 482,000 238,000 -85,000 -1.6
Rhode I81an@%. . eviiiiiirerenecroines 884,000 859,488 424,000 +2,8 7€,000 39,000 15,000 ~1.7
COMNECEIEU Y s e erssernssrssossensses 2,783,000 2,535,234 +248,000 49,8 24,000 104,000 +112,000 4.2
MIDDLY ATLANTIC:
HEW TOIK. i avaerrossrrnassravernncans 17,872,000 16,782,304 41,090,000 +6,5 1,526,000 771,000 +335,000 41,9
NEW JETEEY e avnsserrrrersrossosarnasss 6,665,000 6,066,782 +598,000 49,9 567,000 262,000 +293,000 4,6
PEINSYLVADNIR . o4 suvserrssronnnnsninrs 11,492,000 11,319,366 +173,000 +1.5 984,000 521,000 290,000 ~2,5
EAST“NORTH CENTRAL:
OBAOussavvranonssrernnsnaransaisarsan 10,151,000 9,706,397 +445,000 +4,6 944,000 402,000 ~97,000 ~1,0
INAIENE s 4 e rarrrneorriraee 4,843,000 4,662,458 +180,000 43,9 410,000 197,000 ~93,000 -2.0
TILENOEE, ¢ eranrennans 10,545,000 10,081,158 +463,000 44,6 993,000 443,000 87,000 -0.8
MLCHIZED. ¢ vvvrvnerorns 8,154,000 7,823,154 +330,000 4,2 756,000 295,000 ~170,000 -z
WLSCORBIT, 4. v ensnpentaorenaranernse 4,110,000 3,951,777 +158,000 44,0 405,000 163,000 -84,000 =
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: )
MATNESOEa o+ e vsvrrnsssrrnnnns 3,525,000 3,413,864 +111.,000 43,3 357,000 135,000 -110,000 ~3.2
N 2,761,000 2,757,537 +4,000 40,1 260,000 121,000 134,000 ~4,9
MASSOULT 4 ¢ avurvnsrarorsrnsen 4,473,000 4,319,813 +153,000 43,6 404,000 207,000 -43,000 -1.0
North Dakota...... . 650,000 632,446 +17,000 +2,7 68,000 23,000 -27,000 -4.3
SOUth DAKOBA . 4 e avearsranscninernsnrns 701,000 680,514 +20,000 43,0 73,000 28,000 -25,000 -3.7
NEDTASKA 4 4 s s e v snaonreressnvrarnvaenn 1,471,000 1,411,330 +59,000 4.2 142,000 €1,000 22,000 -1.5
Y D D 2,227,000 2,178,611 +48,000 42,2 205,000 91,000 -65,000 -3.0
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delawars..... . . 496,000 446,292 +50,000 +11.1 505000 18,000 418,000 +3.8
MOrylan@. ..o vsvusrursrascnrenaens 3,441,000 3,100, 689 340,000 +11,0 330,000 121,000 +131,000 +4.,0
District of Columbla.... 795,000 763,956 +31,000 w1 87,000 38,000 -18,000 -2.3
VATEINIB. s eernrvrnaons 4,367,000 3,966,949 400,000 +10,1 415,000 150,000 +136,000 +3,3
West VATZINI®. v evusreuness 1,824,000 1,860,421 37,000 -2.,0 163,000 79,000 -121,000 -6.6
Horth Caroline......... 4,855,000 4,556,155 +298, 000 +6.6 475,000 165,000 -12,000 -0.2
South CATOLin&,........ e 2,523,000 2,382,5% +140,000 +5.9 263,000 88,000 -35,000 “1.4
GROTELB . v v e venrrorerrsnnn 4,295,000 3,943,116 +352,000 +8.,9 437,000 152,000 466,000 41,6
FLOPLGB, vt s seerasaesssarnnsnssonses 5,651,000 4,951, 560 +699,000 +14,1 493,000 221,000 +427,000 48,1
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL: .
Kentueky. o ovvsvssnss 3,160,000 3,038,156 +122,000 +4.,0 302,000 129,000 51,000 1.7
TEIDESBEE . c0nyrens 3,800,000 3,567,089 +233,000 46,5 34%7,000 144,000 +29,000 +0.8
ALADAMA . s evsrvvnerns 3,426,000 3,266,740 +159,000 4.9 339,000 130,000 -49,000 ~1.5
MiSSISSIPPL .. reueees 2,298,000 2,178,141 +120,000 45,5 250,000 94,000 -35,000 -1.6
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKENSAS . v sss s 1,939,000 1,786,272 +152,000 +8.5 187,000 78,000 +4e, 000 42,4
LouiSisng, ..., 3,487,000 3,257,022 +230,000 47,1 377,000 127,000 -20,000 ~0.6
OKLEHOME s 4 v s v v s . 2,461,000 2,328, 284 +133,000 5.7 217,000 100,000 16,000 40,9
TEXAE 1 v v s vanrosansssvrarnaresnrssanee 10,391,000 9,579,677 +811,000 48,5 1,055,000 338,600 +94,000 0.9
MOUNTAIN:
MOTEANE 4 o v e s v cetsuncuoonenrnasnnnon 702,000 €74,767 +28,000 44,1 71,000 28,000 -16,000 -2.3
TABNO . s s e vvanonenrrres 688,000 667,191 421,000 +3.1 69,000 24,000 -24,,000 ~3.6
WYOMIDE e s s veeesrresernssvnransosanse 338,000 330,066 +§,000 +2,5 35,000 12,000 -14,000 -4.3
COLoTadO. s vuvsss 1,936,000 1,753,947 +182,000 +10.4 186,000 67,000 462,000 43,4
New Mexico,.... 1,013,000 951,023 +62,000 +6,5 122,000 28,000 -£39,000 ~4.,0
Arizong....... 1,550,000 1,302,161 +248,000 19,0 165,000 47,000 +131,000 49,2
- 973,000 890,627 +83,000 49,3 112,000 27,000 - 2,000 -0.3
NEVAAB 4 4 s vvvvnserseenssnrsssesnnsasons 419,000 285,278 +133,000 +46,8 38,000 12,000 +108,000 +30,6
PACIFIC:
WABNINEEON s v 4 e aaseresnvagoonsrssanes 2,967,000 2,853,214 +134,000 0 271,000 115,000 -4.2,000 <14
Oregon. 1,881,000 1,768,687 +11.2,000 6,3 157,000 74,000 +29,000 +1.6
CLITOTDIBL s euransrssssnnransrsosraes 18,077,000 15,717,204 +2, 359,000 +15,0 1,623,000 602,000 +1,339,000 47,9
BLESKA . 2 veervsrarenrvonrrarencasesns 250,000 226,167 +24,000 +10.7 34,000 6,000 ~4,000 ~1.5
HAWALL 4 v eveennsnsosoennsnvnssnosennnn 708,000 632,772 +75,000 +11.9 75,000 15,000 +16,000 +2.3
PUETEO RICO.uuurvanscvrrassrrasoacancsass 2,578,000 2,349,544 +228,000 +9,7 328,000 73,000 -29,000 ~1.2

1 per 100 midperiod population.

2 Estimates changed since issuance of edvance report to reflect special census taken as of October 1, 1965,




e

-

11

4,I‘able 2..-ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICC, JULY 1, 1964, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

Change, 1960 to 1964

Components of change

Net movement

Region, division, and July 1, April 1, Net between
State 1964 1960 Number Percent Births Cé"lhm civilian civilian end
i eaths . : P
migration military
populatianl
United States e envenneeenes| 189,371,000 177,472,000 411,899,000 +6,7 17,941,000 7,410,000 +1,595,000 206,000
REGIONS:
Northeast. ... .. T, e 46,843,000 4 449,000 42,395,000 45,4 4,076,000 2,027,000 + 390,000 45,000
North Central, . 53,391,000 51,418,000 41,972,000 43,8 5,116,000 2,163,000 ~90% , 000 78,000
SOUbhy e vaerans N 58, 245,000 54,116,000 #5128, 000 7.6 5,786,000 2,167,000 +562,000 73,000
WEEb s e v nrcnrensennaeeres e iennes 30,892,000 27,488,000 43,404,000 12,4 2,962,000 1,053,000 41,525,000 31,000
NORTHEAST ¢
New BREIENG. . vrerveenerneinscronen 10,923,000 10,399,000 +524,000 45,0 998,000 474,000 45,000 5,000
MEAALE ABLAIELC . cavevrrereoneoensans 35,920,000 3,050,000 41,871,000 45,5 3,078,000 1,553,000 +386,000 ~40,000
NORTH CENTRAL:
Tast Norbh Cembralee..censsoeesnnsss 37,697,000 36,128,000 +1,569,000 43 3,608,000 1,498,000 481,000 60,000
Weat North Central.......ccocivnsnas 15,694,000 15,290,000 +403,000 +2,6 1,508,000 666,000 ~422,000 ~17,000
SOUTH:
South, Ablantic..... 27,662,000 25,468,000 42,193,000 48,6 2,713,000 1,028,000 +550,000 42,000
Tast South Central. 12,566,000 11,935,000 +631,000 45,3 1,238,000 497,000 94,000 17,000
West South Cembral,. 18,017,000 16,713,000 +1,304,000 47,8 1,835,000 642,000 +125,000 15,000
s 7,503,000 6,756,000 +748,000 411,31 804,000 243,000 +195,000 8,000
. e eiaee ey 23,389,000 20,733,000 42,656,000 +12,8 2,159,000 810,000 +1,330,000 23,000
NEW ENGLAND: i
Medne,...v. . i 471,000 950,000 +21.,000 28,000 46,000 -32,000 (2)
New Hampshire 652,000 600,000 +52,000 60,000 29,000 +22,000 (z)
Vernomt, v .o vn . 396,000 389,000 47,000 39,000 19,000 +13,000 (2)
Massachusebts, 5,270,000 5,103,000 +167,000 483,000 237,000 176,000 3,000
Rhode Island,. 864,000 836,000 +28,000 78,000 38,000 ~12,000 +1,000
R 2,770,000 2,522,000 +248,000 241,000 104,000 +115,000 -3,000
MIDDLE ATLANTIO: ! R
New YOrkorvujonenennrennss 17,830,000 16,736,000 +1,094,000 46,5 1,526,000 770,000 +354,000 ~16,000
New Jersey..iv..v..oois 6,615,000 6,014,000 +602,000 +10,0 567,000 262,000 +301,000 5,000
[ R e LY S 11,475,000 11,300,000 175,000 41,5 984,000 521,000 270,000 +18,000
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
T T 10,131,000 9,687,000 +444 ,000 +4.6 944,000 402,000 ~75,000
Indiens. ... . 4,835,000 4,653,000 4181,000 439 470,000 196,000 84,000
TLLEBOLE s s e s vrennas 10,495,000 10,033,000 +462,000 44,6 993,000 442,000 76,000
MLCHIEBD . o s e vann s £,151,000 7,808,000 +323,000 +4.1 796,000 295,000 165,000
WLSCONELT e s v e vre e nnreanosronsnresnes 4,105,800 3,946,000 156,000 +4,0 405,000 163,000 ~80,000 4,000
7%aST NORTH CENTRAL: .
PHINEEOEE e« v v evanvenneersensssonnns 3,520,000 3,409,000 +111,000 43,3 357,000 135,000 ~106,000 5,000
TOWEes v uvnonsrorsasvssonasancranaren 2,760,000 2,756,000 +4,000 40,1 260,000 121,000 ~132,000 ~3,000
MESSOUIE g v e ueeness 4,441,000 4,286,000 +155,000 43.6 404,000 207,000 ~37,000 5,000
North Dakotas..... 632,000 627,000 +1.2,000 41,8 68,000 23,000 ~32,000 ~1,000
Scuth Dekota....... 694,000 €75,000 +19,000 +2.8 73,000 28,000 =27,000 (z)
NebIaskts s oovvuravens 1,451,000 1,296,000 456,000 0 142,000 61,000 25,000 1,000
KENSBS oo evvsrrrrensns 2,189,000 2,141,000 +8,000 42,2 205,000 91,000 -63,000 3,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC: :
Delaware. s eoveerrans 486,000 438,000 +48,000 +10.9 50,000 18,000 +18,000 ~2,600
MaTyLends .. s eurssenss 3,384,000 3,042,000 +341,000 41,2 330,000 121,000 +141,000 -9,000
pistrict of Columbia. 781,000 751,000 430,000 e, £7,000 38,000 ~19,000 (2}
VATEINIG e v o vearenins 4,212,000 3,833,000 4379000 49.9 415,000 -149,000 +118,000 -3,000
West Virginie.. . 1,823,000 1,860,000 36,000 -2.0 163,000 78,000 ~120,000 (2)
North Carolina., 4,761,000 4,475,000 +286,000 46,4 475,000 164,000 20,000 5,000
SOUbh CATOLADAL v+ trersisrsioeresnns 2,462,000 2,326,000 +136,000 45,8 263,000 88,000 "-38,000 -~3,000
Georgia,, . ... e 4,194,000 3,871,000 324, 000" 48,4 437,000 151,000 42,000 -5,000
Florida. .. e 5,557,000 4,870,000 +687,000 44,1 493,000 221,000 4295000 15,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: .
Kemtuckye.vvn.s .. 3,115,000 2,997,000 #118,000 43.9 302,000 129,000 50,000 ~5,000
Tennessee, ... . 3,770,000 3,539,000 +231,000 46,5 347,000 143,000 432,000 -6,000
Alabama. ... Cees 3,404,000 3,243,000 +160,000 44.9 * 339,000 130,000 43,000 6,000
L R O ceee 2,277,000 2,155,000 122,000 45,7 250,000 94,000 34,000 (7
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: '
Arkensas, ... .. RPN 1,923,000 1,777,000 +146,000 48,2 187,000 78,000 +39,000 -2,000
Lovisiana,....... 3,451,000 3,235,000 +215,000 +6.,7 377,000 T127,000 ~30,000 ~4,000
OULEBOMA , + v e cann s 2,424,000 2,295,000 +128,000 +5.6 217,000 + 100,000 414,000 ~2,000
L 10,220,000 9,406,000 +814,000 48.7 1,055,000 337,000 +102,000 6,000
MOUNTAIN:
MONBBNR L« v s v aveervsranrorsnaranssess 692,000 66€,000 +24 ,000 +3.6 71,000 28,000 ~18,000 ~1,000
Ideho. .. . 682,000 662,000 +19,000 42,9 9,000 24,000 26,000 (2}
WYOMIDE e v v e eannronrenansens 333,000 327,000 +6,000 41,7 35,000 12,000 18,000 (2}
COLOTEO ¢ v e v vvnrsrmeccrreannressacs 1,896,000 1,723,000 +173,000 10,1 186,000 67,000 456,000 ~2,000
New Mexico...... . 991,000 927,000 +64,000 46,9 129,000 28,000 36,000 2,000
Arizone. .. ... 1,530,000 1,283,000 4247,000 419.3 165,000 47,000 +133,000 3,000
Ubeh, 0. . 969,000 887,000 +82,000 42,2 112,000 27,000 3,000 (23
NEVRAB. . uersonsss 410,000 278,000 +132,000 4477 38,000 12,000 +107,000 (2)
PACIFIC:
Vashington....... 2,907,000 2,793,000 +114,000 4,1 271,000 115,000 ~38,000 -3,000
QPO v vrees 1,874,000 1,763,000 +112,000 3 157,000 74,000 +30,000 1,000
California 17,757,000 15,405,000 +2, 352,000 +15,3 1,623,000 601,000 +1, 344,000 14,000
Aleska. .. 216,000 193,000 22,000 +11.6 3,000 €,000 4,000 -1.,000
Hawaii,..... 635,000 579,000 +56,000 49,7 75,000 15,000 ~1,000 -3,000
PUSTEO RECOu s s e e varsanneraneserorsvans 2,567,000 2,338,000 +229,000 49.8 328,000 71,000 34,000 46,000

7 Less then 500,

* Minus sign (-) denctes net loss of civiliahs to the

Armed Forces,
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Table 3,--ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1960 TO 1964

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

Total resident population

Clvilian resident population

Region, division, and
State July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1,
1964 1963 1962 1961 1960 1964 1963 1962 1961 1960
United States,......| 191,371,000] 188,658,000| 185,890,000] 183,057,000} 179,992,0001 189,371,000] 186,667,000] 183,796,000; 181,207,000) 17¢,153,000

REGIONS: ¢
NOTTREESS 1 s s vsnsnsnnes| 47,05L,000] 46,565,000 45,946,000] 45,458,000 44,817,0001 46,843,000| 46,347,0001 45,692,000 44,591,000
North Gentral,.seesese 53,610,000 52,984,000} 52,504,000] 52,122,000 51,704,000 53,291,000| 52,766,000 52,277,000 A s 51,504,000
S0ULR. sa s eecesisnnaas 50,208,000 58,301,000] 57,3295,000) 56,283,000; 55,199,000 58,245,000) 57,355,000] 56,402,000 5,425,000] 54,349,000
West. oo onee i | 31,502,000)  30,807,000] 30,045,000 29,165,000{ 28,272,000{ 30,892,000 30,200,000| 29,424,000 28,623,000| 27,709,000

NORTHEAST:

New England,..,.......] 11,021,000| 10,917,000 10,756,000{ 10,647,000| 10, 530,000 10,923,000] 10,815,000f 10,634,000 10,536,000 10,426,000
Middle Atlantic,,.....| 36,030,000] 35,648,000 35,189,000{ 34,810,000 24,287,000 35,920,000{ 35,531,000] 35,058,000 34,697,000] 34,166,000

NORTH CENTRAL:

Bast Norbh Central,...| 37,802,000 37,271,000] 36,887,000] 36,595,000| 36,286,000] 37,697,000{ 37,166,000 36,776,000 36,493,000; 36,188,000
VWest North Central.... 15,808,000] 15,713,000| 15,617,000] 15,537,000 15,418,000 15,694,000| 15,600,000f 15,501,000 15,433,000{ 15,316,000

SOUTH:

South ABLARGLC,....es.| 28,246,000 27,747,000 27,189,000 26,675,000{ 26,094,000| 27,662,000 27,188,000| 26,621,000} 26,168,000 25,595,000
Tast South Cenbral....| 12,684,0000 12,532,000] 12,400,000{ 12,250,000] 12,083,000] 12,566,000{ 12,412,000 12,268,000/ 12,134,000 11,968,000
West South Central..,. 18,277,0000 18,023,000 17,805,000f 17,357,000 17,022,000 18,017,000 17,755,000 17,513,000| 17,123,000| 16,786,000

WEST:

MOUIBEI s s o vseenvesnsa| 7,619,000 7,509,000 7,356,000 7,166,000{ 6,913,000 7,503,000  7,394,000{ 7,243,000] 7,067,000 6,817,000
PRCIfIC, vannssnrcraens 23,883,000 '23,299,000] 22,689,000 22,012,000 21,359,000 23,389,000| 22,806,000{ 22,181,000} 21,556,000| 20,892,000
NEW ENGLAND:
MEETC. s vrvrserennesns 989,000 985,000 990,000 992,000 974,000 971,000 965,000 969,000 972,000 954,000
New Hampshire,,.,.ooes 659,000 646,000 630,000 617,000 609,000 652,000 638,000 622,000 610,000 602,000
Vermont., seesvrsvanses 396,000 397,000 593,000 390,000 389,000 396,000 396,000 363,000 390,000 388,000
Massachusetts...,. 5,209,000 5,297,000 5,232,000 5,205,000 5,157,000 5,270,000 5,252,000 5,181,000 5,155,000 5,112,000
Rhode Island...ceesess 884,000 877,000 £72,000 862,000 858,000 864,000 860,000 843,000 840,000 838,000
Commecticule,virsssans 2,783,000/ 2,716,000 2,640,000 2,581,000 2,543,000 2,770,000 2,702,000 2,627,000 2,569,000 2,530,000

MIDDLE - ATLANTIC:

NGV YOTK,savsrsssgern| 17,872,000| 17,697,000+ 17,467,0001 + 17,154,0001 16,855,000) = 17,830,000 17,651,000 17,409,000 " 17,110,000}, 16,805,000
NeW Jersey.esvessrases 6,665,000 6,542,000 6,385,000 6,269,000 6,104,000 6,615,000 6,490,000 6,331,000 6,220,000 6,053,000
Pennsylvanit. e, veees | -11,492,000) 11,410,000 11,337,000f 11,387,000 11,328,000 11,475,0001 11,391,000f 11,318,000! 11,368,000/ ‘11,307,000

EAST JNORTH CENTRAIL: X
OBin v nenresioneines ] 10,150,000 10,020,000]  9,953,0001 9,871,000  9,%37,000] 10,151,000 10,000,000/ ..:9,932,000f 9,851,000; 9,717,000
TNALATE e e nnerrinien ] 4,843,000 4,780,000 4,725,000  4,724,000{ 4,672,000| 4,835,000 4,771,000 * 4,714,000\ = 4,715,0001 4,664,000
TLLANOLS, 4 vuvusnronvssl 10,545,000| 10,369,000f 10,260,000| 10,115,000 10,083,000} 10,495,000| 10,322,000} 10,210,000| 10,067,000 10,036,00Q.,
MLOTLEEN v s rnvrvenens | €,154,000{  8,036,000{ 7,924,000f 7,886,000/ 7,833,000{  8,131,000{ 8,002,000\ 7,901,0001 7,864,000{ 7,817, )
WLECONSIn: .« vovvvvvens|  4,110,0000  4,066,000] 4,025,000 3,999,000 3,961,000  4,105,000] 4,061,000 4,020,000 3,995,000 - 3,955;C

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: .

MLOMESOb8, +vvereenneral 3,525,000  3,507,000| 3,493,000  3,458,000]  3;422,000{  3,520,000| 3,502,000/  3,487,000| 3,453,000 3,417,000
IOWB. oaearansasannsass 2,761,000 2,758,000 2,759,000 2,75%,000 2,757,000 2,760,000 2,757,000 2,757,000 2,758,000 2,756,000
MLESOUEL. « v vvvovnnonns | 4,473,0000 4,413,000  4,359,000|  4,348,000| | 4,326,000] 4,441,000  4,37%,000| = 4,324,000 4,316,000/ 4,291,000
North Dakobfie...veeess 650,000 645,000 636,000 641,000 634,000 639,000 632,000 626,000 634,000 629,000
South Dakoba..esreonss 701,000 707,000 703,000 692,000 683,000 694,000 700,000 698,000 687,000 677,000
Nebraska, ool o1,4m,000| 1,468,000 1,458,000f 1,442,000 1,417,000f  1,451,000]  1,448,000f  1,440,000f  1,426,0001 1,401,000
KanSaS,seaveseeaoonaes 2,227,000 2,218,000 2,210,000 2,195,000 2,180,000 2,189,000 2,181,000 2,170,000 2,160,000 2,145,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC: .
Delaware, surecenvreoss 496,000 480,000 466,000 460,000 449,000 486,000 472,000 458,000 452,000 441,000
MaryLatdn s, vevereenenn| 3,441,000 3,351,000 3,245,000{ 3,168,000\ 3,115,000  3,384,000{ 3,295,000} 3,181,000] 3,113,000/ 3,055,000
Distriet of Columbis,, 795,000 792,000 780,000 775,000 76€,000 781,000 776,000 . 766,000 762,000 752,000
Virginia,..eeiiesnaonee 4,367,000 4,288,000| * 4,188,000 4,098,000 3,986,000 4,212,000 4,142,000 4,036,000 3,955,000 3,855,000
West Virginia,. ol 14000l 1815000 1,823,000 1,837,000 1,855,000] 1,823,000| 1,814,000 1,823,000| 1,636,000] 1,855,000
North Caraling........| 4,855,000( 4,786,000] 4,737,000] 4,680,0001  4,576,0001  4,761,000] = 4,693,000  4,€36,000] - 4,600,0001 4,499,000
South Caroling.,......| 2,523,000 2,498,000 2,450,000 2,424,000 2,395,000 2,462,000 2,446,000 2,394,000 2,271,000 2,334,000
GEOTEIE. vurnrrrvniieonl 4,295,000  4,206,000] 4,108,000] 4,027,000 3,958,000  4,194,000] 4,112,000 4,019,000 3,958,000 3,887,000
Florid8.seareassraneas 5,651,000 5,531,000 5,392,000 5,205,000 4,997,000 5,557,000 5,436,000 5,305,000 5,123,000 4,917,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: ,
Kentuckyeveensonnsonsn 3,160,000 3,121,000 3,099,000 3,071,000 3,045,000 3,115,000 3,080,000 3,051,000 3,029,000 3,002,000
TONNessSee. i ivvrvoarans 3,800,000 3,742,000 2,690,000 3,630,000 3,577,000 3,770,000 3,714,000 3,661,000 3,603,000 3,550,000
Alabama, , Tl 3l4s,000! 3,378,000 3,336,000 3,326,000 3,276,000(  3,404,000{  3,333,000] 3,311,000{ 3,303,000 3,253,000
MississipPlevesecsvesrs 2,298,000 2,291,000 2,276,000 2,224,000 2,185,000 2,277,000 2,265,000 2,246,000 2,198,000 2,163,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: :
Arkansas, sossessvanene 1,939,000 1,907,000 1,875,000 1,817,000 1,792,000 1,923,000 1,892,000 1,855,000 1,809,000 1,782,000
TOULELETE . o nrenei ] 3,487,000] 3,410,000  3,371,0000 3,300,000!  3,263,000f  3,451,000{  3,377,000{ 3,329,000{ 3,281,000 3,241,000
OKLENOME, 4 evreronsren 2,461,000 2,450,000  2,435,000| 2,383,000| 2,337,000 2,424,000\ 2,412,000} 2,398,000| 2,351,000 2,306,000
TOXBE, o v e ieiead 10,391,000] 10,256,000 10,125,000] 9,856,000  9,631,000] 10,220,000] 10,075,0007 9,932,000f  9,6€2,000{ 9,456,000
MOUNTAIN:
S VN 702,000 701,000 696,000 695,000 679,000 692,000 690,000 687,000 687,000 672,000
Idaho,,.. enenvenss 688,000 689,000 695,000 686,000 671,000 682,000 682,000 689,000 80,000 66¢,000
Wyoning, ... vesarree 338,000 235,000 332,000 336,000 321,000 33,000 331,000 328,000 233,000 329,000
COLOTad0. v oireivnnd 1,936,000]  1,913,000{ 1,863,000( 1,835,000] 1,768,000f  1,896,0001 1,876,000{ 1,844,000; 1,806,600{ 1,739,000
New MexicO..iisesennees 1,013,000 990,000 978,000 960,000 53,000 991,000 968,000 956,000 93%,000 929,000
BTLEOMR, e eeeien ] 1,550,000  1,516,000] 1,466,000] 1,405,000] 1,321,0001  1,530,000]  1,496,000{ 1,447,000f 1,385,000f 1,303,000
68D s e revarasesenores 973,000 973,000 958,000 936,000 900,000 969,000 969,000 954,000 932,000 896,000
Nevada,,seieesserseres 419,000 391,000 347,000 312,000 291,000 410,000 382,000 339,000 303,000 283,000

PACIFIC: |
Washingbom..eeeeeeesen|  2,967,000]  2,961,000] 2,944,000/  2,884,000]  2,855,000{  2,907,000{  2,900,000]  2,87L,000| 2,824,000 2,799,000
07 Ce) s D 1,881,000 1,852,000 1,817,000 1,788,000 1,772,000 1,874,000 1,845,000 1,812,000 1,782,000 1,766,000
CaLIfOrnia, ... vniees| 18,077,000f 17,557,000| 16,995,000| 16,455,000| 15,862,000{ 17,757,000{ 17,224,000| 16,678,000} 16,151,000 15,549,000
Alaska.., 250,000 246,000 240,000 234,000 228,000 216,000 212,000 206,000 1,000 195,000
Hawaii, 708,000 683,000 693,000 659,000 641,000 635,000 623,000 614,000 598,000 582,000

PUETEO RGO +rrvreeenaenal  2,578,000]  2,520,000] 2,459,000| 2,409,000]  2,362,000]  2,567,000]  2,509,000| 2,449,000| = 2,39%,000f 2,349,000
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Table 4.--AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE IN THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO:

Minus sign {-) denotes decrease)

SELECTED PERIODS, 1950 TO 1964

(Figures are expressed as percentages and are based on the formula for continucus compounding, wa = Po
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Table 5,--PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION CF STATES AND PUERTO RICC:

JULY 1, 1965

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

Total resident population

Civilian resident population

Region, gf"lsm“’ and July 1, April 1, Change, 1960 to 1965 July 1, . Chenge, 1950, to 1965
tate 3 April 1,
1965 1960 - 1965 o
{provisional} {census) Number percent | {provisional} Number Percent
United SOBLES..yereneesnuereenn.] 193,818,000 179,323,175 414,495,000 48,1 191,890,000 177,472,000 +14,419,000 48,1

REGIONS:

Northeasdt,,.....ovovuins PPN e 47, 504,000 44,677,819 +2,826,000 +6,3 47,304,000 bbey 48,000 42,855,000 +6, 4

North Cemtral s 54,021,000 51,619,139 +2, 402,000 w47 53,810,000 51,418,000 +2, 392,000 4.7

South...... PR 60,055,000 . 54,973,113 +5,082,000 +9.2 59,123,000 54,116,000 +5,007,000 +9.3

West. .. 22,238,000 28,053,104 +4, 185,000 14,9 31,654,000 27,448,000 +4,165,000 +15.2
NORTHEAST :

New England..........cooon.. PPN 11,132,000 10,509,367 +622 ,000 +5,9 11,031,000 10,399,000 +632,000 +6.1

Middle Atlantic.......... JU cees 36,372,000 34,168,452 +2, 204,000 6.4 36,272,000 34,050,000 +2,223,000 46,5
NORTH CENTRAYL:

East North Central..,...... 38,143,000 36,225,024 +1.,918,000 +5,3 38,042,000 36,128,000 41,914,000 +5,3

West North Cenbral......... 15,878,000 15,394,115 +484,000 43,1 15,768,000 15,290,000 +478,000 +3,1
SOUTH:

Seuth Atlantic.. 28,716,000 25,971,732 +2,744,000 +10.6 28,140,000 25,468,000 +2,672,000 +10,5

East South Central 12,810,000 12,050,126 760,000 +6,3 12,697,000 11,935,000 +762,000 46,4

West South Cemtral 18,529,006 16,951,255 +1, 578,000 +9.,3 18,286,000 16,713,000 +1,573,000 +9.4
WEST

Mountain....coenvn 7,776,000 6,855,060 +921.,000 113, 4 7,662,000 6,756,000 +907,000 13,4

Pagif e 24,462,000 21,198,044 43,264,000 15,4 23,991,000 20,733,000 +3,259,000 +15.7
NEW ENGLAND :

Maifie, . oienann 993,000 969,265 424,000 +2, 4 975,000 950,000 +25,000 +2.,6

New Hampshire 669,000 606,921 +62,000 +10,3 663,000 600,000 +63,000 +10,4

Vermonb...... 347,000 +7,000 +1.9 397,000 389,000 +8,000 42,1

Massachusetss 5,345,000 +200,000 +3.9 5,309,000 5,103,000 +207,000 w41

Rhode Isiandd £#91,000 +32,000 +3.7 867,000 836,000 +31,000 +3.7

Connecticut, .. 2,833,000 +297,000 +11.7 2,821,000 2,522,000 +299,000 +11.9
MIDDLE JATLANTIC: .

T New York....... 18,075,000 16,782,304 +1,293,000 - +7.7 18,032,000 16,736,000 41,296,000 +7.7
New Jersey..... 6,775,000 6,066,782 +708,000 +11.7 6,735,000 6,014,000 +722,000 +.2.0
Pehnesylvania,.....oov.eens PSP 1,522,000 11,319,366 +202,000 +1.8 11,505,000 11,300,000 +205,000 +1,8

FAST HORTH CENTRAL:
Ohio.. . 10,247,000 9,706,397 +541.,000 +5.6 10,227,000 9,687,000 +540,000 +5.6
Indiata. . . 4;886,000 4,662,498 +223,000 +h.8 4,877,000 4,653,000 +224,000 48
Illinois. . 10,646,000 10,081,158 +565,000 45,6 10,599,000 10,033,000 +566,000 +5
Michigan, . 8,220,000 7,823,194 +396,000 +5.1 8,198,000 7,808,000 +390,000 45
WLSCONSIN. o\ .uvesess e 4,145,000 3,951,777 193,000 +4.9 4,140,000 3,946,000 194,000 4,
. 3,555,000 3,413,864 +141,000 4,1 3,549,000 3,409,000 +1.41,000 4,1
. 2,760,000 2,757,537 +3,000 40.1 2,759,000 2,756,000 +3,000 +0.1
4,498,000 4,319,613 +178,000 41 4,470,000 Z,286,000 +184,000 +4.3
652,000 832,445 +19,000 +3.1 640,000 627,000 413,000 +2.0
South Dakoia... e 703,000 680,514 +22,000 +3.3 696,000 675,000 +21,00C +3,1
Nebresks,...... . 1,477,000 1,411,330 +66,000 4.7 1,459,000 1,396,000 +64,000 4,6
Kansas.. . oovvivrenarnrnnaianenans 2,234,000 2,178,611 +55,000 +2,5 2,195,000 2,141,000 +54,000 +2.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware.......v...ui Ve 505,000 446,292 +59,000 +13,2 497,000 438,000 +58,000 +13,3
Maryland......... 3,521,000 3,100,689 +420,000 +13.6 3,464,000 3,043,000 +421,000 +13.8
District of Columbia..... 801,000 763,956 +37,000 +4,8 787,000 751,000 +35,000 +4,7
Virginif,,......... 4,456,000 3,966,949 +489,000 +12.3 4,294,000 3,833,000 +461,000 +12.0
West Virginia, 1,812,000 1,860,421 48,000 2.6 1,811,000 1,860,000 48,000 2.6
Horth Carclina 4,914,000 4,556,155 +358,000 +7.9 4,821,000 4,495,000 +346,000 +7.7
South Carolina 2,543,000 2,382,594 +160,000 6,7 2,489,000 2,326,000 +162,000 +7.0
Georgia. .. .. 4,358,000 3,943,116 +414,000 +10.5 4,264,000 3,871,000 +393,000 0.2
Florida,....... 5,805,000 4,951,560 +854,000 +17.2 5,713,000 4,870,000 +843,000 +17.3
FEAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky. .. .. : 3,179,000 3,038,156 +141,000 a6 3,140,000 2,997,000 +143,000 +h 8
Tennessee . 3,846,000 3,567,089 +279,000 +7.8 3,817,000 3,539,000 +278,000 +7.9
Alabamd. . veev.. . 3,463,000 3,266,740 +196,000 +6.0 3,438,000 3,243,000 +1.95,000 +6,0
Mississippi... . 2,322,000 2,178,141 +144 ,000 +6.6 2,301,000 2,155,000 +146,000 +6,8
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Arkansas,,... . 1,960,000 1,786,272 +174,000 +9.7 1,950,000 1,777,000 +173,000 9.7
Louisiana......... .. v 3,534,000 3,257,022 +277 ,000 +8.5 3,501,000 3,235,000 +266,000 +8,2
Oklahoma. ... . 2,483,000 2,328,284 +1.54,000 +6.6 2,448,000 2,295,000 +153,000 +6.7
Texas........ . 10,552,000 9,579,677 +973,000 +10,2 10,387,000 9,406,000 +981,000 +10.4
MOUNTAIN:
Monbena........ 706,000 674,767 +31,000 LN 69€¢,000 668,000 +28,000 +4,2
Ifdaho,..... £92,000 667,191 +25,000 +3.7 686,000 662,000 +24,000 +3.6
Wyoming. .. . 240,000 330,066 +10,000 +3.2 327,000 +8,000 424
Colorado, .. 1,969,000 1,753,947 +215,000 +12,3 1,723,000 +210,000 +12.2
New Mexico 1,029,000 951,023 +78,000 +8,2 927,000 +80,000 +8,7
Arizona. . 1,609,000 1,302,161 +307,000 +23.5 1,283,000 +303,000 +23.7
Utah. 990,000 890,627 +100,000 +11.2 887,000 +98,000 +11.1
Nevada........ 440,000 285,278 +155,000 +54,2 432,000 278,000 +154,000 +55.5
PAGIFIC:
Washington, .. 2,990,000 2,853,214 +137,000 +4,8 2,929,000 2,792,000 +137,000 +4,9
Oregon. .. ... 1,900,000 1,768,687 4+131,000 +7.4 1,894,000 1,763,000 +131,000 7.4
California,.. 18,608,000 15,717,204 +2,890,000 +18.,4 18,299,000 15,405,000 +2,893,000 +18.8
Alaska...... 253,000 226,167 +27,000 +12,1 221,000 193,000 +28,000 +14.4
Havail,ooiiernnoviennranrnnnn eeenn 71,000 632,772 +79,000 +22, 4 648,000 579,000 +70,000 +12.0
PUETHO IO &+ e v e eeeraes et ieeiienas 2,633,000 2,349, 544 283,000 +12.0 2,621,000 2,338,000 +283,000 #12.1

1 Estimates changed since issuance of advance report

to reflect special census taken as of October 1, 1965,




