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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE
LARGEST METROPOLITAN AREAS: JULY 1, 1965

(Standard metropolitan statistical are

Budget.
Reports, Series P-25, Nos, 330, 335, 341, and 344)

This ﬁeport presents provisional estimates
of the population on July 1, 196%, for the 55
largest standard metropolitan statistical areas
(SMSA's) and their component counties. Included
are all metropolitan areas with a 1960 popula-
tion of 500,000 or more. This 1s the last of
three reéorts showing provisional population
estimates for large metropolitan areas for July
1965. It includes estimates for 40 areas pub-
lighed earlier in Reports Nos. 341 and 344 with
heretofore unpublished estimates for an addi-
tional 1% areas. Also shown are egtimates for
the New York-Northeastern New Jersey and the
Chicago-Northwestern Indiana Standard Consoli-
dated Areas.

relate to the total resi-
dent population 1in each areaj that 1s the ci-
vilian resident population plus members of the
Armed Forces stationed in the area. With minor
excepbions, figures shown here for 1964 are the
same as those published in Reports Nos. 330 and
335 of this series. ‘Revised 1965 estimates for
these metropolitan areas will be published later
in Series P-25 when the additional required
data on population change become avallable.

These estimates

METHODOLOGY

Three methods are now usually employed by
the Bureau of the Census 1n developing current
SMSA estimates by counties. They are (1) the
Bureau's Component Method II, which employs
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as are as currently defined by the Bureau of the
Estimates shown here are consistent with those published in Current Population
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data

vital statistics to measure
and school enrollment (or school census)
as a basis fFor measuring net migration; (2} a
composite method, in which separate estimates
are prepared for different segments of the
population using different types of current data
for each group; and (3) a housing unit method,
in which estimated changes 1n the number of
occupled housing units are used as the basis
for estimating changes in population.

Data are nct yet available from which to
prepare estimates for 1965 by the Composite
method . Consequently, for this provisional
report, estimates were limited to Component

Method II and the Housing Unit method. These
estimates were then averaged, and the numerilcal
differences between the average of these two
methods in 1965 and the comparable average of
the two methods in 1964 provided an estimate of
change since 1964. This estimated change was
added -to the 1964 figure based on the average
of all three methods.

The methodology used in developing current
estimates by these three methods 1is discussed
in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No.
330, A detalled step-by-step outline of Com-
ponent Method II is presented in Series P-29,

No. 339.
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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.

for the following New York
coun@ies take account of - specilal censuses cone-
ducted by the Bureau of the Census during the
peridd 1964 to 1966: Nassau, Rockland, Suffolk,
and Westchester (New York SMSA); Erie (Buffalo
SMSA); Monroe and Wayne (Rochester SMSA); and
Saratoga (Albany-Schenectady-Troy SMSA).

The estimates

by borough, use was
derived from a

For New York City,
made of population estimates
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 recelving half the welght and each
of the others, one-fourth weight.

i

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 Burezu of the Census
in April 196%5.

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

Johnson and Wyandotte coun-
are consistent
taken as

Estimates for
ties, Kansas (Kansas City SMSA)
with the annual Kansas State census,
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 methods used in the preparation
of metropolitan county estimates and of the
relationship of estimates prepared by each

published average of methods 1s
contained din report No. 330. The estimates
contained herein are considered somewhat less
accurate on the average than estimates based on
the average of the three estimating techniques.

method to the

When provisional 1964 GSMSA county esti-
for 35 of the 38 largest metropolitan
prepared in the manner of the estimates
were compared with

same areas based

mates
areas,
contained in this report,

revised estimates for these

average of three methods,
percent deviation (disregarding sign) was 0.k
percent for SMSA's. The comparable deviation
for counties was 1.1 percent.

on the

DEFINITIONS

Except in New England, a standard metro-
politan statistical area 1s 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 leas?t
50,000, In addition to the county, or counties,
containing such a city or cities, contiguous
counties are included in an SMSA if, according
to certain criteria, they areessentially metro-
politan in character and are socially and eco-
nomically dntegrated with the central city. A
detailed explanation of the criteria used in es-
tablishing SMSA's 1s given inStandard Metropol-
itan Statistical Areas, Executlve Office of the
President, Bureau of the Budget, 196%. Current
SMSA definitions and the changes in definitions
made since the 1960 Tensus are indicated in
that report and in subsequent amendments.

consist of  towns
In preparing

In New England, 8MSA's
and cities, rather than counties.
the series of estimates presented 1n this
report, no attempt was made to compile data
for areas Dbelow the county level, because of
the considerably increased workload which this
would have necessitated and the great 4iffi-
culty of assembling baslec 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,’ 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 1in the title of each
SMSA are the central clties of the SMSA. TFor
purposes of this report, each county contain-
ing a central city is designated as a ''central”
county.

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES
Bstimates presented 1in 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 Popule-
tion, Selected Area Reports, State Economic Areas, Final
Report PC(3)-14, U.S, Government Priuting Office, Wash-
ington, D,C., 1963, {

the average
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“Table 1.~PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF TH

E POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS,
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1,71965

(Includes the 55 SMSA's with 1960 populations of 500,000 or more -as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget.
: ' Asterisk (*) indicates central county) .

Population

Change, 1960 to 1965

. é&jbandard metropoliten statistical area

April 1, 1960

Dearborn, Ind....

7 Less than 500.

1 pata shown for Massachusetts State Fconomic Area C (see text

). Population of Boston SMSA in 1960 was 2,595,481,

- and county July 1, 1965 . N S

_\(vprovisional) July 1, 1964 (cenaus) Number Percent
AKRON, OHTIO.ssueoasonansvoasonosoovancns 634,000 626,000 £05, 367 +29,000 +4.8
SUMNI L oo snsonssroonrsorsssvosnosassansroinss 531,000 525,000 513,569 +17,000 +3.4
POrEBEE . svsvsssrvatrssersvsesesosssssvssssons 103, 000 102, 000 91,798 +11,000 +1244
ALBANY-SCHINECTADY-TROY, NeY¥eusseosorssons 688,000 685,000 657,503 +30, 000 +he©
ALDANT® ¢ e veanereernavsosorensarsssesssectaons 281,000 281,000 272,926 +8,000 +3.0
ReNSSELAeT™  oessronsosotonsnoonssesasstsoscss 149,000 149,000 142,585 +7,000 +4.8
SCNENEOEAAT ¢y s vanssraronsrasaseasanssosssons 158,000 157,000 152,896 +5,000 +3.0
SaratOE8 e s s rertossrseorrsrosersosssentsornse 100,000 97,000 89,096 +11,000 +12.L
| ANAHFEIM-SANTA ANA~GARDEN GROVE, CALIF.... 1,111,000 1,041,000 703,925 +4017,000 +57
L A 1,111,000 1,041,000 703,925 +4017,000 +57,
ATTANTA, Ghuveseronnnsosannsernssscrssens 1,205,000 1,161,000 1,017,188 +188,000 +18.5
"De Kelb¥ . ivversrsssersosvsanssrescscrsssases 322,000 306, 000 256,782 +65, 000 +25.3
TN e ok P R R R 612,000 600, 000 556,326 +56,000 +10.0
LAY EOTe e v e aaerssesrenararansssansossesoonens 67,000 63,000 46,365 421,000 +45,1
[ 07e) ) TP T L AR R R R RN 151,000 143,000 114,174 +37,000 +32,7
ok s 1 o A L AL E R R 53,000 50,000 43,541 +9,000 +2L.3
BALTIMORE, MDuveovavrsoernnecsnonssnnvios 1,857,000 1,829,000 1,727,023 +130,000 +7.5
Baltimore City*eesesenoorescassrscsosscrarvans 945,000 943,000 939,024 +6,000 +0.6
Anne ATUNAEL . v erseseersrasvesnsnsonsaasssrssns 249,000 239,000 206,634 +42,000 +20.3
B LbATIOT e + e e s s seenraesnsensssssvosrroasanses 553,000 541,000 492, 428 +60,000 +12.3
O S S 61,000 59,000 52,785 +9,000 +16.5
HOWATG e s v s sasnonaosesssosossarssssasorerosacss 49,000 47,000 36,152 +13,000 +35.7
BIRMINGHAM, ALA st ovvocsnsnsonnrnnscassss 644,000 640,000 634, 864 49,000 +lob
Jef L erSOn®esstasssrertsssesavsssrecnarssvanse 644,000 640,000 634,864 +9,000 +1e4
BOSTON, MASS . eueerrnreronnssansnsseianes 3,199,000 3,177,000 3,109,158 +90,000 2.9
GUFTOLE s sevanrasserorasnrsnesorsessnsorrrsns 725,000 732,000 791, 329 -66,000 -84
O 608,000 601,000 568,831 +39,000 +6.8
MAGALEBER s+ e eanenrrrorsosneorseresressrrecs 1,302,000 1,291,000 1,238,742 +64,000 +5.1
NOTFOLKeasosoaersaoarsssoncenonsosnonsrsnasns 564,000 554,000 510,256 +54,000 +10.5
BUFFALD, No¥eurrevavssonnornnressncrcnnes 1,322,000 1,318,000 1,306,957 +15,000 +1.2
EELE% e aesenneonanansarsssnsossssanssonsnssans 1,084,000 1,080,000 1,064,688 +19,000 +1.8
NiBEATH s evoesnsvroossosssstsosesrsssrrasaorcs 239,000 238,000 R42,269 ~4,000 ~1.5
CHICAGO, TLLseeosaserosrooccsrarsvonneves 6,636,000 6,591,000 6,220,913 +415,000 +667
COOKR oo sensennrveneenenssnessssrnsnssnsssnsee 5,367,000 5,355,000 5,129,725 +237,000 446
T PAZCu s eereserenseervanesrnesassonsioeonans 384,000 369,000 313,459 +70,000 #2244
KMo v v eveaanovostssnsnasossenssnssenssonns 239,000 234,000 208,246 +30,000 +1Ae 6
LB e oseevsssnssovannsasornorssssossrssssonvs 330,000 322,000 293,656 +36,000 +12.3
MCHENT Y s asvsosrseoasorsvsasvosnsrsssnssassses 96,000 92,000 84,210 +12,000 +13.8
Willeousoosatosnuaenmsossssesavassrsassrasonnss 222,000 217,000 191,617 +30,000 +15.7
CINCINNATI, OHIO-KYo~INDeovrooossssssnnes 1,329,000 1,313,000 1,268,479 +60,000 b
Hamilton, ONio¥.eeseseocrensvacsssonsasssaans 901, 000 888,000 864,121 +37,000 +4.,3
Clermont, OhiOsseseosacanysescrovscsvnoncanss 89,000 89,000 80,530 +9,000 +10.7
WArTen, ORiOs.ss-eeeesernssosrreseiscnieesses 777,000 75,000 65,711 411,000 +16,5
BOONE, K¥urvrrorvaarssosssssscrsonsssacrassss 26,000 25,000 21,940 +4,000 +17.2
Campbell, K¥eeoeasooorsearrereneessetonnesans 86,000 87,000 86,803 -1,000 ~-1.2
KEnton, K¥eessresseerensnsnseorasssssssonsans 121,000 120,000 120, 700 (7} +0.1
cearaas 29,000 29,000 28,674 (z) L6




Table 1.~-PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD METROF’OL!TAN STATISTICAL AREAS,
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1965~Continued

¢
(Includes the 55 SMSA's with 1960 populations of 500,000 or more as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget,
Asterisk (#) indicates central county)

Population Change, 1960 to 1965
Standard metropolitan statistical area
L and county July 1, 1965 July 1, 1964 April 1, 1960 Number Percent
: (provisional) 2 =7 (census)

CLEVELAND, OHIO 4. sesassoesosrssvessssnne 1,971,000 1,958,000 1,909, 483 +62,000 +3.2
CUTBHOEER ¢4 b eornanrsensonreesnennns e ceen 1,673,000 1,665,000 1,647,895 5 +1.5
GEALEA e sovrsersonosesrsrssarccsaoracesestosos 56,000 55,000 47,573 +&,000 +17.8
- T 172,000 169,000 148,700 +24, 000 +15.8
MEAITB  + v e s ansenasnronssrsonasssensnsarason 70,000 69,000 65,315 +5,000 7.4

COLUMBUS, OHIOoeesosaesosonvevsssvasosone 828,000 822,000 754,924 +74,000 +9.7
Franklin®euosesereanssserovesoseosanssarsacan 752,000 746,000 682,962 +69, 000 +10.1
DelaWBrCass v racvorrvorssssnvscossssasrosase 38,000 38,000 36,107 +2, 000 +6.4
PiCKAWAY o s onivssseesnassasonsossssrsaess veees 38,000 38,000 35,855 +3,000 +7.1

DATIAS, TEXAS . vevvernens e, cereens 1,289,000 1,256,000 1,083,601 +205,000 +18.9
DELLAS 4 s s s s tsarernenoseesnrrsesenonsassrones 1,134,000 1,106,000 951, 527 +182,000 +19,1
COLLAMe v e v vs Ve renvasescaroresrroonsssnsarnes 50, 000 48,000 41,247 +9, 000 +22.1
DENtOlasesenrveasenrsonosnssesrsnsonsassraases 60,000 58,000 47,432 +13,000 +27.3
ELllBaenravenreorsoanersrvsnsnornesosensonone 45,000 45,000 43,395 +1,000 +2,8

DAYTON, OHIOuseeseussvaracessirsnersooes 776,000 761,000 727,121 +49,000 +6.8
MOTIEEOMETT ™ ev s e v e s o suntsnnesrnsnessersnossens 557,000 547,000 527, 080 +30,000 +5.6
GTEElCs sossdoreasansrnstosssssonoossssnanonsse 108, 000 105,000 94, 642 +14,000 +14 4
MABME s s oeeabonnsssesorosenrrssnneasassssestns 78,000 77,000 72,901 +5,000 +7.0
PIEDLeu ve vt v eesseaentrareirsrttariirsasenions 33,000 33,000 32,498 +1,000 +3.0

DENVER, COLO s srverreossnoessnssenssssaes 1,091, 000 1,082,000 929, 383 +162,000 +1704

et DEIVEI¥u.vvsiaisaruerseerdainaoaieanseinsess 495,000 499,000 493,887 +1,000 0,2
iy TR e - O R R SRR I 157,000 155,000 120,296 +37,000 +30.,5
“ON8  Arapahoessseessrsvessresonsrorsstsoosanotras 136,000 136,000 113,426 +23,000 +20,3
BOULAET conrosssavrvessscnorrvssansreavesnrves 102,000 99,000 74,254 +28,000 +37.6
J el T E0Nasrosssnnsnerenssrtosroerssseccrssas 200,000 193,000 ¢ 127,520 +73,000 +57.,1

DETROTT, MICH: e asocesoonerccocsassnssovnn 3,972,000 3,914,000 3,762, 360 +210,000 +5.6
WEYTIE® e s vnrvroarsrcroversovesvnsnserssssons 2,679,000 2,670,000 2,666,297 +13,000 +0.5
MBCOMD s v v anrvcsrrnesrnvoanarssnnscosoosrsansy 521,000 495,000 405,804 +115,000 +28.5
0BKlanG s e s v ivststvaosuourinessarsnrrassas 771,000 750, 000 690,259 +81,000 +11.7

FORT WORTH, TEXAS.sereevitasnnorisosssoes 627,000 617,000 573,215 + 54,000 +9.4
TATTANT* 4 s v e evvarvreresocasvosnesreastasonans 588,000 579,000 538, 495 " +49,000 +9.2
JORTMBOTls s s e ssssesausesotnavrnronsvrnsoorcnses 39,000 38,000 34,720 +4,000 +12.5

GARY-EAMMOND-EAST CHICAGO, THDuuevvsrerss . 594,000 587, 000 573, 548 +20, 000 +3.6
LaKE* s eneesronoconsrtoarvsnosssasasessosnssas 523,000 517,000 513,269 +10,000 +1.9
POTEET s vaesenrrsrrssrsorsnesrssoossossserrsns 71,000 69,000 60,279 +11, 000 +17.8

HARTFORD, CONY, Y. ... evvneuvsonroroeennnns 761,000 7477, 000 689, 555 +71,000 +10.,3
Har b Or% cssesrsvovssnnsonsvsssncoscosvessonss 761,000 747,000 689,555 +71,000 +10.3

HONOLULU, HAWATI:tieceuasasonnsonsreanans 573,000 576,000 500, 409 +73,000 +14,6
Honoludu*eesaveseerisosnoonrasoonssansensonas 573,000 576,000 500, 409 +73,000 +14,6

HOUSTON, TEXAS+veoessoseonvaconsansonices 1,695,000 1, 641,000 1,418,323 +277,000 +19.5
BATTEE s s evrrnecreenoranonnons BN 1,495,000 1, 448,000 1,243,158 +252,000 +20.3
Brazorite.seessssseccarrsocrnsronasssscnsnsons 88,000 85,000 76,204 +12,000 +15.8
FOrt Bendes.evevnerraracanassnsvarensisnsonns 48,000 45,000 40, 527 +7,000 +17.9
LADEIEY s v v e eenrnneennsocnnnsenenseonssscnns 33,000 32,000 31,595 +1,000 +3.1
MONEEOMETY e s oeososcossroneasrasssssssssssvons 31,000 30,000 26,839 +5,000 +17.2

Population of Hartford SMSA in 1960 was 549,249.

1 Data shown for Comnecticut State Economic Area C.




Table 1.—~PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS,
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1965—Continued

(Includes the 55 SMSA's with 1960 populations of 500,000 or more as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget.

Asterisk (¥*) indicates cenmtral counmty)

Population

Change, 1960 to 1965

Standard metropolitan statisticel ares

April 1, 1960

Z Less than 500 or 0.05 percent.

and county July 1, 1965 / " N N
; (provisional) July 1, 1964 (census) Number Percent
INDTANAPOLIS, TNDevveerrennnrrensoncnns . 986,000 972,000 916,932 +69,000 +7.5
MBTAOT® ¢ s v et e tvaseroanenencesnasororeiins 741,000 731,000 897, 567 +44, 000 6.2
Hamiltome ssenssnnvoravssnenroness 4, 000 43,000 40,132 +4,000 +9.2
HanCoCKes e v vovesvessosossnocavssresanssvorsns 31,000 30,000 26,665 +4, 000 414 A
HendricKSe cvssorsovinansnrsscnronacnse Chreees 47,000 46,000 40,896 +6,000 +14.8
JORNEOTla 4o v v aaaensonrssoarosssoarsoossononnss 50, 000 49,000 43,704 +6,000 +1407
MOTEBN s ansxesnssrneasosnsnteososonsonensssns 38,000 37,000 33,875 +4, 000 +12.3
SRELDY e s+ v s e s anennsssocsesssocasnseinncrnens 36,000 35,000 34,003 +1, 000 4.3
JERSEY CITY, Neduosesoreesrorossnsnoseons 611,000 619,000 610,734 (7) (Z)
HUASOM® 4 4 s e oo eessenusssosnnsssnnsosvassnans 611,000 619,000 610,734 (z) (z)
KANSAS CITY, MO-KANS .o v veiierroransnnens 1,179,000 1,161,000 1,092, 545 +86,000 +7.9
Clay, MOt .. uuveeenvausridiasssosnosssasonnen 99,000 96,000 87,474 +12,000 +13.5
Jackson, MOw¥er oo reeoaretorarasrearesirisans 639,000 633,000 622,732 +17,000 +2.7
0ass, MOsesrsresrasaraarsuveinveisotocnassans 39,000 37,000 29,702 +9, 000 +29.9
PLAtLE, MOtoerrnrreneraserecniosrossorscossas 28,000 26,000 23,350 +4,000 +17.8
JohNSON, KaNSevesevsarasoorsserssassansssiros 189,000 181,000 143,792 +46, 000 +31.7
Wyandobbe, KanS...vsvecroiersrrsacsconnnsnoss 185,000 187,000 185,495 -1,000 ~0.4
Los I}NGELFS—LONG BEACH, CALIF.vvorecrnvns 6,776,000 6, 674,000 6,038,771 +737,000 +12.2
Los ANgeles™, seversanerroaronron 6,776,000 6,674,000 6,038,771 +737,000 +12.2
LOUISVILLE, KY v~ IND e ssvineonnsravssorassas 777,000 770,000 725,139 +52, 000 +7.2
Jefferson, Kye¥.ivevesoeverasscocsercnnsrsvens 657,000 651,000 610,947 +46,000 +7.5
CLATK, TNt eoeansnsnsuensnrnesaiovassornres 8,000 7,000 62,795 +5,000 +8.0
Floyd, Ind...... 53,000 53,000 51,397 +2,000 +3.0/
MEMPHIS, TENN,~ARK..eveoeestnsvenosverorvs 741,000 729,000 674, 583 +66, 000 +9.8
Shelby, TemMa®eeersernoeoosss herareeraan 690, 000 680,000 627,019 +63,000 +10.0
Crittenden; ATKieeisooooersososvoscsararsioes 51,000 49,000 47, 564 +4,000 +7.8
MIAMI, FLAueeraverneasnnoonrarversasssocs 1,064,000 1,051,000 935,047 +129,000 +13.8
Dade® s cunsrernservsasnenssssoassrtsssricssone 1,064,000 1,051,000 935,047 +129, 000 +13.8
MIIWAUKEE, WISetreeounrosoeravaconsonsnns 1,269,000 1,262,000 1,232,731 +36, 000 +2.9
MilWauKee™  vervesrsevosvnsrossrnvressrsnsorss 1,038,000 1,038,000 1,036,041 +1,000 +0.1
0%80KEE e v v e v Crvrerareeenes 43,000 41,000 38, 441 +4,000 +10.8
Waukesha, cvuvevan sy 189,000 183,000 158,249 +30, 000 +19.2
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL, MINN::evsvososianan 1,602,000 1,578,000 1,482,030 +120, 000 +8.1
Helnepin® . svnvenesronasdoorvonorssanssnssnes 877,000 874,000 842,854 +34,000 ol
Ramsey®everonenss 431,000 427,000 422,525 +9,000 +2.1
ATIOKB éavsvrnnsvonesnsrresssasrnessnessrneves 123,000 117,000 85,916 +37,000 +43.6
Dakotae oo enns errreeer i [ ve 105,000 97,000 78,303 +26,000 +33.6
Washingtone s s esretesssrirsesrsssoannsnnses 65,000 63,000 52,432 +13, 000 +24.5
NEW OBLEANS, LhAu.veveenrrvsenconnnses 1,026,000 1,001,000 907,123 +119,000 +13.0
Orlesns (New Orleans City)®.eeeseeesvrreinses 652,000 648,000 627,525 +25,000 +3.9
JeffersONe e vrrancnsenn [, PN . 276,000 262,000 208,769 +67,000 +32.1
St. Bernardesseeeavranas P PN . 44,000 42,000 32,186 +12,000 +35.8
St. Tammany evseerersesvrvsens 54,000 49,000 38,643 +16,000 +41.Q
NEW YORK, N.Y.ineeovavcsvessocrarsnsssans 11,348,000 11,265,000 10, 694,633 +653, 000 +6.1
 New York Cityeescecsenos v, e 7,993,000 7, 967,000 7,781,984 +211, 000 +2.7
BrOfX cavassosseoonnvonsssnsasans [ 1,532,000 1,515,000 1,424,815 +107,000 +7.5
Kings (Brooklyn Borough)¥..e.eveceesrsrsres 2,697,000 2,704,000 2,627,319 +70,000 +2.7
New York (Manhettan BOrough)*.eeeessseoases 1,560,000 1,581,000 1,698,281 ~138,000 ~8.1
QUEEnS® v ernerrnrons 1,944,000 1,934,000 1,809,578 +134,000 +7 o
RiCHhMONA* e ereererronnronrronrenssnrons 260, 000 253,000 221,991 +38,000 +17.0
NasSsttiss e N e cas 1,401,000 1,386,000 1,300,171 +101, 000 +7.8
RocklanGe s eeosvusvnonnonnoss Civen 184,000 173,000 136,803 +48,000 +34.8
SULTOLK e asaresnorencsrersnorenossssnancrsonns 912,000 872,000 666,784 +246,000 +36,8
Westehester.. .. ... e ieeesacaer s eserarasas 857,000 848,000 808,891 ‘4+48,000 +5.9




Table 1.--PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE LLARGEST STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS,
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1965~Continved

{Includes the 55 SMSA's with 1960 populations of 500,000 or more as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget.
Asterisk (*) indicates central county)

Population Change, 1960 to 1965
Standard metrgpolitan gtatistical area
cmd county July J._, 41965 July 1, 1964 April 1, 1960 Number Percent
L (provisional) (census)

NEWARK, Hoduvseorersnnoen e e 1,827,000 1, 808,000 1,689, 420 +138, 000 +8.1
ESSEX urniir.s R e el 964, 000 964,000 923, 545 +40,000 +443
L - S S 324,000 305,000 261,620 +62,000 +23.7
UniONeeosoeveesnorosansasseisss Cebereees 540,000 538, 000 504,255 +35,000 +7.0

NORFOLK~-PORTSMOUTH, VA« .voiinnns.n erees 645,000 634,000 578, 507 +66, 000 +11.4
NOTEOLK CAty* s eerrnnnens., DI e 312, 000 313,000 304, 869 +7,000 4242
Portsmouth Ciby¥.eeee v riiinnsinenninas .e 113,000 112,000 114,773 -2,000 ~-1.7
Chesapeake ¢itye.veerreririirinans e cee 88,000 85,000 73,647 +14,000 +19.5
Virginia Beach city.......... e . 132,000 123,000 85,218 +47,000 +55.2

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLAsowssvn.. ereann vieine 587,000 578,000 511,833 +75,000 +14.7
OK1ahoma* e e v eo v v vveennrvnoriervens e . 489,000 484,000 439, 506 +49,000 +11.2
Canadian..... P . 30,000 29,000 24,727 +5,000 +20.7
Cleveland... & PSRN . 69,000 65,000 : 47,600 +21, 000 +43.9

PATERSON-CLIFTON-PASSAIC, NoTevernrvenas, 1,288,000 1,271,000 1,186,873 | +101, 000 +8.6
L T T e X T 436,000 430,000 ) 406, 618 +30, 000 +7.3
BEPZENeesonr e ensrrinirorsnnnns heeiheieanaaes 852,000 841,000 780,255 +72,000 +9.2

PHILADELEHIA, PAv=NoSuuveeresroronunncens 4,667, 000 4, 617,000 4,342,897 +324,000 +7.5
Philadelphiay Pae¥esiverreerrernn. e - 2,047,000 2,047,000 2,002,512 45,000 $2.2
Bucks, Poeesierenrnnionnannes Cesasavenencaess 345,000 336,000 308, 567 +36, 000 +11.7
Chester, Pavic.eorievnaan Cehr e ‘e 246,000 240, 000 210, 608 +36,000 +16.9
Delaware, Pase.civcrreas N e 589, 000 585,000 553,154 +36,000 +6.c4
Montgomery, Pacessreasin. PRI S iereei e 586,000 570,000 516,682 +70,000 +13.5
Burlington, Nedeeveseevron.. e e, 273,000 271,000 224,499 +49,000 +21.8
Camden, NoJeeorrvrveoerss e .o 429,000 422,000 392,035 +37,000 +9.5

Gloucester, Nodusvseseoser s ionrronnanerranes 151,000 148,000 134, 840 +16,000 +12.1
i
i

PHOENIY, ARIZ.ueiviuavtnvnnrnnrcranennnans 837,000 817,000 663,510 +174,000 +26.2

MaricoPaX e eoeevseorsnonersranse sesesasa e 837,000 817,000 663,510 +1.74,000 +26.2

PITTSBURGH, Phevrvrrsreeranreresereresees 2,367,000 2,368,000 2,405, 435 -38,000 ~1.6
AL egheny¥ e v ot ittt i e 1,587,000 1,597,000 1,628,587 ~42, 000 ~2.6
Beaver..siv.v.v.. PN N v . 202,000 202,000 206,948 ~5,000 -2.5
WaSNANgEODa e 2 v vvearnssns e e ereaes 212,000 212,000 217,271 5,000 -2.4
Wegtmorelande...overvunn, e . 366,000 357,000 352,629 +14,000 +3.9

PORTTAND, OREG.-WASH.ee...... Cererreeraes 889,000 876,000 821,897 +68,000 +8.2
MLLETIONER, OTEZ ¥4 vrrreerurnnarnrns e e 528,000 527,000 522,813 +5,000 +1.0
Clackamas, Oreg.®eee.r e crnernrnsnns P o 138,000 132,000 113,038 +25,000 +22.2
Washington, Orege . veve v vrrenrorrninens Ceveeeay 118,000 113,000 92,237 +26,000 +27.8
Clark, Washese .oerianirorrerorconaroroans Cees 105, 000 103,000 93,809 +12,000 +12.4

PROVIDENCE-PAWTUCKET-WARWICK, R.I. T 739,000 735,000 718,543 +20,000 +2.8
Kemb¥o oo ion i innenrnanianenones Chererisrsenn 128,000 125,000 112,619 +15,000 +13.8
Providence*.veeevsern.. e e 569,000 569,000 568,778 (z) +0.1
e . 42,000 41,000 37,146 +4,000 +12.1

ROCHESTER, NuYuooorevarnonornanensnnn ceer 802, 000 785,000 732, 588 +69,000 +9.5
e 4 T PPN 643,000 629,000 586, 387 +57,000 +9.7
Livingstomieses.u., e e 48,000 48,000 44,052 +4, 000 +10.1
Orleanse s vrvans. ey ceee 37,000 37,000 34,159 +3,000 +8.9
Wayne... ... .. [ Cetia e .o 73,000 72,000 67,989 +5,000 +7.5

SACRAMENTO, CALIF.ervvnererroererenns el 742,000 730,000 625,503 +116, 000 +18.6
Sacramento®...... et .. 588,000 581,000 502,778 +85,000 +16.9
Placer......on. P N PN ‘e 76,000 73,000 56,998 +19,000 +34.2
YOLlOuwsvaweninnenns e RPN vee 78,000 76,000 65,727 +12,000 +18.0

% Less than 500.
1 Dats shown for Rhode Island State Economic Area A

821,101,

(see text)., Population of Providence-Pawtucket-Warwick SMSA in 1960 was




Table 1.—PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS,
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1965—Continved

(Includes the 55 SMSA's with 1960 populations of 500,000 or more as currently defined by the Buresu of the Budget.

Asterigk (¥ } indicates central county)

Standaﬁd metropolitan statistical area

Population

Change, 1960 to 1965

R :
and county July 1T’ .196) July 1, 1964 » April 1, 1960 Number Percent
N (provisional) (census}

STe LOULS, MOemILLeeseurinernonsssussnons 2,239,000 2,203,000 2,104, 669 +135, 000 +6.4

St. Louils city, Mo.¥...v.... PPN Veaaaa .o 699,000 700, 000 750,026 ~51, 000 6.8
FrankLin, MOusesrssrvrsenseenarnsesnrens 50, 000 49, 000 b, 566 +6,000 +13.2
JEFTerson, Mou.eeersrreernnororens R, . 82,000 78,000 66,377 +16,000 +24..2
St. Charles, MOsesisrirnernvenas [N ‘e 72,000 69, 000 52,970 +19, 000 +35.6
Ste LOuis, MOssserererinnsnnisesneerosievenes 831,000 806, 000 703, 532 +128,000 +18.2
Madison, Thleeeseeeeeeeeoons s e .- 239,000 239,000 224,689 +15,000 +6.5
St Clair, Tll........ R O 265,000 263,000 262, 509 +3,000 +1.0
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS .. uncanoerroraoncensons 807,000 787,000 716, 168 +91, 000 +12,7

B XA e s s iisuianatias i sasusaseroancnosrons 774,000 755, 000 687,151 +87,000 +12.6
Guadalupe, ... .. e e . 33,000 32, 000 29,017 +4,000 +14.8
SA.N BERNARDINO-RIVERSIDE~ONTARIO, CALIF.. 1,033,000 992, 000 809,782 +223,000 +27.5
R 406,000 363, 000 306,191 +100,000 +32,7
San Bérnardino® .. iseviriecii it easiasne 626,000 609, 000 503, 591 +123,000 424 4
SAN DIEGO, CALIF.u.ivvcrevriinnrsrrrranes 1,145,000 1,131,000 1,033,011 +112, 000 +10.9
BB DAGEO¥ v vt reereterereunerrranecrinenseinns 1,145,000 1,131,000 1,033,011 +13.2, 000 +10.9
SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND, CALIF.v.evsiuvavns 2,935,000 2,892, 000 2, 648,762 +286, 000 +10,8
BLEMEAB* v 4 v v v e s e s rrrsnnsansssnersrensnerssos 1,022,000 1,009, 000 908, 209 +114,000 +12.5
San Franclsco¥ . civsveiroreiir i 723,000 731,000 740,316 ~18,000 =2
COnETE COBEBauv v s erertarasrscsaseronrasssssas 498, 000 477,000 409,030 +89,000 +2L.8
Marine soreurroverianitosonasssioerovnsrosnsey 183,000 177,000 146,820 +36,000 +24.5
581 MBLEOL e v vrvnsrinterninrriirrereerinrsnes 509, 000 498,000 4l 387 +64,000 +14.5
SAN JOSE, CALIF.vivirvrsnervrnroneernenen 887,000 851, 000 642,315 +244,000 +38.0
SENLE CLATE v asurvsrrnrsrnnerennssenrorssenna 887,000 851, 000 642,315 +244.,000 +38.0
SEATTLE~EVERETT, WASH, e+veevrvonenenosens 1,187,000 1,178,000 1,107,213 +80, 000 7.2

T o P 985,000 980, 000 935,014 +50, 000 +5.4
STIOROMAENF ¢ 144 e v e e s arsanreannrvenersneronses 202,000 198, 000 172,199 +29,000 +17.0
SYRACUSE, NuYousessoensrsesassosornassans 597,000 593, 000 563, 781 +33,000 +5.9
[Ty e 448,000 446, 000 423,028 +25,000 +6,0
T T 56, 000 56,000 54,635 +2,000 +2.9
CSWRE G v asasesrrseasssorsanserrssreesrersnsns 92,000 91,000 86,118 +6,000 +7.0
TAEMPA~ST, PETERSBURG, FlA.vevvovenssrrese 874,000 860, 000 772, 453 +102, 000 +13.2
HiLlleDOorough®, v v vivsiireerensraennvonnases v 446,000 438,000 397,788 +48, 000 +12.2
Pinellas#®, . ,iovviironnns e eesr e renn 428,000 422, 000 374,665 +53,000 14,2
TOLEDO, OHIO-MICH vassvvstrrnconsvrasrssres 647,000 642, 000 630, 647 +16,000 +2.6
T1GEE, ORAOF sttt rnvnrneersarersereensonorney 463,000 461, 000 456,931, +6,000 +1.3
Wood, OhiOssesetsossratcesssanssesseransosnosne 75,000 74,000 72,596 +3,000 +3.6
MONTOE, MACH: e st sensonsasensrosnsennenonenans 109,000 108, Q00 101,120 +8,000 7.7
WASHINGTON, D.Co-MD=VAuer vervreronnnans 2,413,000 2,323, 000 11,989,3’7'7 +424,000 +2L.3
District of Columbia®. . eiieiiesrsnesnvranenes 802,000 795, 000 763,956 +38,000 +5.0
Mortgomery, MAseessrieeiocasrsrasvoorarsnense 428,000 410,000 340,928 +87,000 +25.6
Prince Georges, Mlesesssesasnesensansrnsoraes 519, 000 482,000 357,395 +161,000 +45.1
Alexandria cibty, Vacereersereeiieriiniiroeoas 107,000 104,000 91,023 +16, 000 +17.8
Arlington, Va...... e 178, 000 178, 000 163, 401 +15,000 +9,1
Fairfax, Vasdueesoeerrsnesnsuornesnenanennnon 379,000 353,000 Yow2) g +106, 000 +38.9
YOUNGSTOWN-WARREN, OHIO. . eoovrvnennenrees 511,000 509,000 509,006 +2,000 +0.5
Mahondfng® . v vuvas.. AU U .. 294,000 295,000 300, 480 -6,000 -2.1
TIUIILLI® ¢ 4 s e v v nesseesnsenoennononionernns 217,000 214,000 208, 526 +9,000 | +dl

* Adjusted to exclude 12,520 erromecusly reported in Fairfax County.
? Includes Falls Church 'md Fairfax independent cities.



i Table 2.--PROVISIONAL EST | MATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD CONSOLIDATED AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT PARTS: JULY 1, 1965
(Areas as currently defined by the Buresu of the Budget )

Population Change, 1960 to 1965
Standard consolidated area
‘ July 1, 1965 July 1, 1964 April 1, 1960 Number Percent
| (provisional) (census)

CIiICAGO«NOR’fHWESTERN INDIANA....... PRSP 7,230,000 7,177,000 6,794,461 +436,000 46,4k
Chicago, T11,, SMSA. .. . iviieiiiieicannsecceas 6, 636, 000 6,591,000 6,220,913 +41.5,000 +6.7
Gaty.Tammond-Bast Chicago, Tnd., SHMERL oo . 594, 000 587,000 573, 548 +20,000 3.6

NEW YORKnNORTIEASTERN NEW JERSEY, . vvvvesons 15,747,000 15,61%,000 14,759,429 “+987,000 +6,7

. New York, N,Y,, SMSA.......... P " 11,348,000 11,265,000 10,694,633 +633,000 6,1
Jersey City, Node, SMSA. . tveererrnrsocenssines 611,000 619,000 610,734 (z) (z)
Newark, N,J., SMSA,..... O .. 1,827,000 1., 808, 000 1,689,420 +138,000 48,1
Papersom()lif’oomPassaic, Nodo, SMSAL . ousivenen 1,288,000 1,271,000 1,186,873 +1.01,000 +8.6
Middlesex Coutty, NoJuiueesveeos.s P N 496,000 482,000 433,856 +62,000 1443
Somerset County, Nod.oiveiiiiarooreresneronnvoes 177,000 169,000 143,913 +33,000 +22,9

7 Less than 500 or 0,05 percent,
Table 3.—POPULATION OF THE LARGEST STANDARD ME TROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY RANK: 1965 AND 1960
(See table 1 headnote)
a Population Rank Population Rank

Standard metropolitan N Standard metropolitan .

o adoas - July 1, April 1, e July 1, April 1,

statisticel area 1965 1960 |1965]1960 statistical area 1965 1960 1965|1960

(prov.) {census) {prov.) {census)
New York, Nu¥oeasosevssouesoss| 11,348,000| 10,694,633 1 1 New OrleanS, L@ievesscossssscos 1,026,000 907,123] 29 28
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif. 6,776,000 6,038,771 2 3 Indianapolis, INdeesecesssnses 986,000 916,932y 30| 27
| Chicago, I1le.evuvvuese ceisiead o 6,636,000] 6,220,913 3 2 el
Philadelghia, Pa.-N.Ju...eeers]| 4,667,000 h3i2ieen| a4 FomAnd res WA e ggg'ggg ii;'giz 2 2
DELTOLh, MiChesn e ressrnenenn ] 3,072,0000 3,762,360] 5| 5| oon JO8G Biiessecerssiene @ .
’ ! ’ Tampa~St. Petersburg, Flasiees 874,000 772,453 33| 31

Boston, Mass.l.eeesseraresness| 3,199,000) 3,109,158 6 6 Phoenix, AriZecocssssssssssces 837,000 663,510| 34| 4l
San Francisco-Oakland, Calif..| 2,935,000 2,648,762 7 7 Columbus, ChiCesssnssscecsoese 828,000 754,924 351 32
Washington, D.C.-Md.-Va...evuf 2,413,000 1,989,377) 81 10| o) pponio, Texeseeenersnenss|  807,000) 716,168 36| 37
PLLLSOULEN, Puvseseorevenees | 2,367,000 2,405,435] 91 8 -
G, Touis, MOweTlluvvummrnrves 5’230 000| 2.104.660|° 10 o Rochester, Neloioesossesnceonss 802,000 732,588 371 33

: ’ - v 1227 7% Louisville, Kye-InGevosersenss 777,000 725,139| 381 35
Cleveland, OMiOsesssseevseores| 1,971,000] 1,909,483 11| 11| Deyton, Ohi0seeseesecesnreens 776,000 727,121 39| 34
Baltimore, Md...... v 1,857,000 1,727,023] 12| 12| Hartford, Comm.t....sseesecies 761,000 689,555 | 40| 39
Newark, NoJoowsoeooseonneaenn | 1,827,0000 1,689,420 131 131 gocramento, Califessssvensens|  742,000| 625,503} 41| 46
Houston, Texas........ verreses| 1,695,000 1,418,323 14| 15 .
Minnespolis-St. Paul, Mimn U eon 000l 1 482.030] 15| 14 Memphis, Terme-AYKeeveeesseoss 741, 000 674,583 ] 42| 40

) 4 e ’ ? 4 4 Providence-Pawitucket-Warwick,

Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.-Ind......| 1,329,000 1,268,479| 16/ 17 ReIelevernsnaonvennsesrsanses 739,000 718,5431 43| 36
mwwp,wyn.nn.““.“n. 1,322,000 1,306,957 17| 16l Albamy-Schenectady-Troy, N.Y.. 688,000 657,503 | 44| 42
DALLlES, TEXASeererresnssses 1,289,000 1,083,601] 18| 22l Toledo, Ohio-Miche..eesrsvesis 647,000 630,647 45| 45
Paterson~011fton-?assa10 , N J .11,288,000| 1,186,873 197 19
Milwaukee, Wis.,.coovvieviennas 1,269,000) 1,232,731 20 18 Morfolk-Portsmouth, Vavericesss 645,000 578,5071 46) 49
AE1aTEa, Ganeesenesnssonnenens | 1,205,000] 1,007,188| 21| 24 Bivmingham Alae...oecerioeees 644,000 634,864 &7, 44

. : AKron, ORiOsessssesvecsesnonss 634,000 605,367| 48| 48
Seattle-Everett, Wash.........| 1,187,000 1,107,213] 221 20 s .

01 Fort Worth, TexaSesisscsacioss 627,000 573,215 491 51
Kensas City, Mo.-KanSesseeosss | 1,179,000| 1,092,545 23} 21 3 Ci‘t’ N 611j000 610”734 50! 49
San Diego, 0alifeesssseseasses| 1,145,000 1,033,011) 24| 23 ersey CIty, NeJiasorvsonenss 4 )
Anagheim-Santae Ana-Garden

X % Syracuse, Ne¥esssessaonssnanes 597,000 563,781 | 51 52

Grove, Califseesesescesasnsss| 1,111,000 703,025 25| 38| e asn Cnicase,
Denver, ColOseecsssssoancssnss 1,091,000 929,383| 26| 26 INAevesssssassnossesnrorsnass 594,000 573,548 | 52 50
Miami, Flesesvssssneseserssss| 1,064,000 935,047] 27| 25| Oklehoma City, Okloe..sersoses 587,000 511,833 | 53] 53
San Bernardino-Riverside~ ) Honolulu, Hawallesessssounosns 573,000 500,409 54| 55
Ontario, Califveesvevossseees| 1,033,000 809,7821 28] 30 Youngstowm-Warren, OhiCssssses 511,000 509,006 55| 54

1 Metropolitan State economic area.




