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the special censuses conducted by the Bureau 
of the Census, taken as of May 14, 1964, and 
October 1, 1965, respectively. 

The estimates for the follovling New York 
coun"~ies take account of special censuses con­
ducted by the Bureau of the Census during the 

196Y· to 1966: Nassau, Rockland, Suffolk, 
and Westchester (New York SMSA); Erie (Buffalo 
SMSA) ; Mom'oe and Wayne (Rochester SMSA); and 
Sara toga (Albany -Schenectady-Troy SMSA). 

For New York by use was 
made of population estimates derived from a 
1965 housing and vacancy survey conducted by 
the Bureau of the Census for the City of New 
York, as well as estimates by Method II (for 
1964 and 1965) and the Composite method (for 
1964). The population estimates derived from 
the survey were averaged with Method II and 
(implied) CompOSite method estimates, with the 
survey data receiving half the weight and each 
of the others, one-fourth weight. 

The estimate for Macomb County, Michigan 
(Detroit SMSA) is based on data from the annual 
school census that were provided by the Macomb 
County Planning Commission. 

For Cuyahoga County (Cleveland SMSA) , the 
estimate was adjusted to be consistent with the 
results of the special census of the city of 
Cleveland conducted by the Bureau of the Census 
in April 1965. 

Estimates for the Boston SMSA are con­
sistent with the State census of Massachusetts, 
taken as of January 1, 1965, adjusted for dif­
ferences in definition of usual residence. 

Estimates for Johnson and Wyandotte coun­
ties, Kansas (Kansas City SMSA) are consistent 
with the annual Kansas state census, taken as 
of January 1 of each year, adjusted for differ­
ences in definition of usual residence. 

LIMITATIONS 

A detailed discussion. of the limitations 
of the various 
of metropolitan 
relationship of 
method to the 

methods used in the preparation 
county estimates and of the 
estimates prepared by each 

published average of methods is 
report No. 330. The estimates contained in 

contained herein are considered somewhat less 
accurate on the average than estimates based on 
the av"erage of the three estimating techniques. 

When provisional 1964 SMSA cOllinty esti­
mates for 35 of the 38 largest metropolitan 
areas, prepared in the manner of the estimates 
contained in this report, were compared with 
revised estimates for these same areas based 

on the average of three methods, the average. 
percent deviation (disregarding sign) was 0.4 
percent for SMSA's. The comparable deviation 
for counties was 1.1 percent. 

DEFINITIONS 

Except in Nevl a standard metro-
politan statistical area is a county or group 
of contiguous counties which contains at least 
one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or "twin 
cities" with a combined population of at least 
50,000. In addition to the county, or counties, 
containing such a city or Cities, contiguous 
counties are included in an SMSA according 
to certain cr they are essentially metro­
po1itarl in character and are SOCially and eco­
nomically integrated with the central city. A 
detailed explanation of the criteria used in es­
tablishing SMSA' s is given in £..l:~~l::..':':""'::~::r::..;:J-''-:::''::::: 
itan Statistical Areas, Executive Office of the 
PreSident, Bureau of the Budget, 1964. Current 
SHSA definitions and the changes in definitions 
made sj.nce the 1960' "Census are indicated in 
that report and in subsequent amendments. 

In New England, SMSA's consist of towns 
and cities, 
the series 
report, no 

rather than counties. In preparing 
of estimates presented in this 

attempt was made to compile data 
for areas below the county level, because of 
the considerably increased workload which this 
would have necessitated and the great diffi­
culty of assembling basic data for these small 
areas. Consequently, for the three New England 
metropolitan areas presented here, the SMSA has 
been replaced by the metropolitan State economic 
area, which is defined in terms of whole coun­
ties. 1 Data presented for Boston, Providence­
Pawtucket-Warwick, and Hartford cover Massa­
chusetts state Economic Area C, Rhode Island 
Area A, and Connecticut Area C, respectively. 

The cities listed in the title of each 
SMSA are the central cities of the SMSA. For 
purposes of this report, each county contain­
ing a central city is designated as a "central" 
county. 

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates presented in the tables con­
tained in this report have been rounded to the 
nearest thousand without being adjusted to 
group totals, which are independently rounded. 
Percentages are based on unrounded numbers. 

1 U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1960 Census of Popula­
tion, Selected Mea Reports, State Economic Areas, Final 
Report PC(3)-lA, U.S. Government Printing Office, Wash­
ington, D.C., 1963. 
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Table l.-PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1965-Continued 

(Includes the 55 SMSA I s with 1960 populations 
Asterisk 

defined by the Bureau of the Budget. 

Population Change, 1960 to 1965 
Standard metropolitan statistical area 

and county 
July 1, 1964 

-----f-------f-------

ST. LOUIS, MO. -ILL ....................... I------'---c---t-----''---'---I-
St. Louis city, Mo.·· ....................... .. 
Fran){lin, Mo •• * •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Mo ••••••...••.•..••..•..••.•..••.• 
Mo ••.......•...•...•••.......••• 

Loois) •••..•.•..••...•....•......•••• 
MadJson" Ill ....•....................•.....•• 
St. Clair, 111. ............................ .. 

Bexar* ....................................... . 
Guadalupe .................................. .. 

SAN BERNARDINO-RIVERSIDE-ONTARIO, CALIF •• 

Ri vers1.de* .................................... . 
San Bernardinoo){· •..••....••.....••..•..••..••• 

~---~~----r-------~~~' 

Number 

~,ooo 

+223,000 

+100,000 
+123,000 

Percent 

+6.4 

-6.8 
+13.2 
+21,,2 
+35.6 
+18.2 
+6.5 
+1.0 

+12.'7 

+12.6 
+1( .. 8 

+2'7.5 

+32.'7 
+24.4 

TOLEDO, OHIO-MICH •••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ___ -=c:.L='-t ______ ==='-j-______ ===-t ___ -,+::..:1:::6=0:.::0:.::0+ ____ +:..:2:.:.:..::..6 

Lucas, Ohio'·................................. +6,000 
Wood, Ohio................................... +3,000 
Monroe, Mich .......................... .,...... +8,000 

1 Adjusted to exclude 12,520 
2 Includes Falls Church and Fdrfax 

+1.3 
+3.6 
+'7.7 




