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Regional population redistribution through estimated 1.9 milllion net migrants galned dur-
intersta%é migration has undergone sharp changes ing each 5-year perliod of the preceding decade
in the past 19 years, with only the West demon- (figure 1). Significant reversals of migration
& degree of consistency in direction balances occurred in the North Central and
and volume of net migration. The West, continu- South Regions, however. In the North Central
ing in jts usual role of attracting large num- Region, mnet in-migration in the first half of
bers of migrants from the rest of the country, the 1950's (about 400,000) was succeeded by an
galined ;approximately 1.6 million net migrants almost equal amount of net out-migration in the

4B the 196065 period, somewhat less than the second half of that decade. Net out-migration

strating

£

g Figure 1.--NET MIGRATION FOR REGIONS: QUINQUENNIAL PERIODS, 1950 TO 1965
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Figure 2.--PERCENT CHANGE IN THE POPULATION OF STATES: 1960 TO 1965
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
continued into the present decade, and the loss All of the regions and States reflected re-
for the region exceeded one million persons Tfor ductions in population change through natural in-
the Bbi-year period ending July 1, 1965, The crease--some of them rather gignificantly. The

of net migration since 1950 was
of the North Central Region.
in the 1950-55

South's pattern
the reverse of that
From & loss of 1.7 million persons

period, the South achieved a small gain 1in the
second half of the decade (about 300,000), and a
plus 760,000 net migration in the first half of
the present decade. The Northeast experienced
relatively small amounts of net in-migration dur-
ing the first half of this and the preceding decade
and clogse to a zero balance of net migration for
the closing half of the lasgt decade.

in the 1960-65 period, natural
increase {the excess of births over deasths) was
about 1.2 million, or 10 percent, below The nat-
ural increase of the preceding B-year period. On
a relative basgis, natural increase for the country
as a whole fFor the 1956-60 period amounted to 77
persons per 1,000 midperiod population; but, in
the first five years of the present decade, the
excess of births over deaths declined to 65 per-
sons per 1,000.

Nationally,

rate of natural increase 1in the South declined
from 89 per 1,000 population 1n the 1965.60 period
to 72 per 1,000 in the 1960-65 period. The West's
decline was from 84 to 73 per 1,000 population
during the same periods.

As in the past decade, the States in the West,
and notably Nevada, Arizone, and California, con-
tinue 1o lead the Nation in rates of population
growth, with Nevada far surpassing all other
States. Between 1960 and 1965, Nevada's populé-
tion increased by more than 50 percent, & rate
of growth more than twice ag high as that of its
nearest contender, Arizona, which increased by
about 21 percent during the period. Of the Btates
outside the Western Region, only Florida showed &
population gain substantially above the national
average. In the 1955-60 period, the average annual
rate of growth of Florida's population--5.9 per-
cent, had been substantially higher than that of
California--3.8 percent, In the present decade,
Floride and California have both been growing at




about the same rate--approximately 3 percent per
:ar (gee table 5).  The national average annusl
rete  of growbth in this decade (to 1966) is 1.5
percent per yesar.

California gained 2.7 million persons between
April 1, 1960; and July 1, 1965. New York - in-
creased Dby one-half of that amount, 1.3 million.
Texas was the only other State o add more then

one million persons to its population in the first-

half of this decade. Other States with notable
numerical increases 1in population since 1960 are
Florida (845,000), New Jersey (715,000}, and Ohio
and Illinois <{(each with an increase in excess of
500,000 persons).

Despite the slowdown in population growth due
to falling birth rates noted earlier, in only one
State, West Virginia, did natural incresse in the
1960-65 pefiod Tail to offset population loss due
to net migration. West Virginia's population de-
clined by an estimated 2.4 percent between 1960
and 1965, In two other States, Iowa and Wyoming,
populationigains through natural increase. were
about equal to net migration losses.

&

METHODOLOGY

. In developing the estimates of population
“}own here, except as noted, an average of the

~eresults of two procedures was used. Both of these

methods use available current data series to esti-
mate the population growth or decline since 1960,
The methods used were:
Component Method II, which employs vital statis-
tics to measure natural increase and uses school
enrolliment (or school census data) as a baslg for
estimating net migration; and (b) the Regression
Method,* whereby a multiple regression equation
is used to relate changes in a number of different
data series to changes in population distribution.
The serieg of data used here are births, deaths,
elementary school enrollment, number of Federal
individual income tax vreturns filed, passenger
automobile registrations, and employses on non-
agricultural payrolls.

' This is essentlally 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 Populatlion Change in
Michigan: 1950—1960,” in Michigan Population Studies
No. 1, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich., 1960;
and Robert C. Schmitt and Albert H. Crosettl, 'Ac-
curacy of Ratio-Correlation Method for Estimating
Postcensal Population," in Land Economics, Vol. XXX,
Wo. 3 (Angust 1954%), pages 279-280.

J

(&) the Census Buresu's

The Component Method.--The "Component" Method
involves (1) subtracting Armed Forces from the
1960 Census count to arrive at estimates of the
civilian vresident population on April 1, 1960,
(2) adding to this civilian resident population an
estimate of births for the period Dbetween the
censug and the estimate date, (3) subtracting an
estimate of civilian deaths, (4) adding an esti-
mate of net civilian migration, (5) subtracting an

- egtimate of the net movement of civilians into the

Armed Forces (inductions into the Armed Forces
minus seperations), and (6) adding an estimate of
the number of perscns in the Armed Forces sta-
tioned in the area on the egtimate date. The net
movement of civilians into the Armed Forces for
each State wag estimated by taking the difference-
between (1) the number of persons serving in the
Armed Forces on the estimate date who reported the
State as their preservice residence, and (2) the
number serving in the Armed Forcegon April 1, 1960,
who reported +the State ag their preservice res-
idence. -To this wag added an allowance for former
regidents of the State who died during this period
while serving in the Armed Forces.

Betimates of net civilian migration by Com-
ponent Method II are derived for each State as
follows: (1) Net migration rates for children
between exact age 7.0 years and exact age 15.5
years 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 but the same for
all States in each period to obtain the estimated
migration rate for the total population. This
factor is based on the age structure of interstate
migrants as shown by the annual Current Population
Survey on population mobility,? (3) The result-
ing rates are applied +o the civilian noninsti-
tutional population of all ages 1n each State in
1960 {(adjusted by one-half the births, deaths, and
net movement to the Armed Forces since 1960) to
obtain tentative estimates of net civilian migra-
tion for the period since 1960.  (4) These tenta-
tive estimates of net civilian migration are
adjusted to add to the national estimate of net
immigration for this period. This general pro-
cedure has been illustrated in Current Population
Reportg, Serieg P-25, No. 339, by a step-by-step
application to a particular area.

? U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 150, "Mobility of the Popu-
lation of the United States: March 1964 to 1965,”
April 14, 1966, and the corresponding reports for the
earlier years of the decade.




The factors used 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...... 1.3639
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1962...... 1.2800
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1963...... 1.1629
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1964...... 1.0907
April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1965...... 1.0936

Comparable adjustment factors for the years of the
1950-60 decade are-listed in Series P-25, No, 304.°

The birth- end death statistics used in pre--

paring - the estimatés for States include final
reports on Dbirths and deaths for 1960 through
1964, c¢lassified on a residence bagis, and pro-
visional reports on births and deaths for 1965
classified on an occurrence basis. ALl provisional
figures were adjusted +to a regidence bagils. The
datéfon births were corrected for underregisira-
tion-using factors extrapolated from the results
of the 1950 Birth Registration Test conducted by
the National Office of Vitel Statistics (now
Divieion of Vital Statistics), U.S. Public Health
Y 1950 Census of

Service, in conjunction with the
Population, It was assumed that +the  percent
completeness of birth registration in hospitals

and out of hospitals has remained unchanged since
1950, Registered births in hospitals and out
of hospitals - were corrected separately by those
factors to allow for an expected improvement in
registration due to the increased concentration
of births in hospitals, where registration has
been more complete. In 1964,
pleteness of birth registration for the Nation as
a whole was 98.9 percent.*®

3 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 continulng national
sample survey of population), the ratio of the net
migration rate of the total population to the net mi-
of the school-age population will tend
to decline as the length of the estimating period
increases. The decline in the ratio results from the
facts that progressively younger children are in-
cluded in the 1960 cchort 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. A more detalled discussion of the
methods of deriving the migration ratiocs 1s given in
Series P-25, No. 339, referred to above.

Migration ratlios for individual States may vary
from these nationdl ratlos, of course; however, annual
migration figures by States are not avallable. More-
over, the ratios of net rates by ége could well
differ from the ratios of gross rates.

* Wnite, 99.% percent; nonwhite, 96.9 percent.

gration rate

the estimated com-

The Regresgion Method.--The multiple rTegregss
sion egquation used to develop the second series !
estimates was based on the observed relationship
of the changes 1n a number of different gymptomatic
data series to changes in State population dis-
tribution <for the 1950-60 decade., The depend-
ent variable (XO) in the regression eguation
represents the ratio of the State's share of the
national total population in 1960 to its share in
19560, The independent variables are expressed in
& corresponding manner. The symptomatic indicators
used” end their correlations with the independent
variable (XO) are as follows:

Variable Symbol T
BIT NS« e v v s e e esernvonannirconsnasns X, +,95
DEBENS v s osnsesosssnsosssccaosasenss X2 +.92
Elementary school enrollment...eceos X3 +.93
Tax returnScceceosocevcvscecss seenvs XL\L +.73
Auto registration.ceeececisvrvencons Xé +.81
Nonagricultural employment.cececosss X8 +,87

The multiple correlation coefficient <RO.123468)

wag .987. The regresgsion equation was XO.125468==
- 14 z K . o .
+,086 +.30X1 %.;4X2 +.22X3 +.08A4 O7X6 + 2X8
As stated above, the multiple regressi

equation was based on data for the 1950-60 perioa.
Estimates for 1965 (July 1) were prepared by sub-
stituting in the equation appropriate déta for the
1960-65 period. For example, the value of X1 for

a given State (1) for 1966 -would be computed as

follows:

Percent of total U.S. births in State i, 1965

Percent of total U.S. births in State 1, 1960

The other independent variables were derived in
a similar fashion. When the esquation 1s solved
for each State, the results represent estimates
of the following:

Percent of total U.S. population in State i, 1965

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

The ratio so computed for each State was applied
to esach State's percentage of the national popu-
lation in 1960, as shown by the 1960 Census; to
arrive at its estimated percentage of the national
population in 1965. The 1965 percentages for
21l States were summed and adjusted to add to
100 percent. Thege percentages were then applied
to the latest U.S. total resident population



Lestimate
.

- that deficiencies

yielding an estimate
in each State on

for July 1, 1965,
g the total resident population
July 1, 1965.

The success of the regression method used
here depends upon the accuracy of the underlying
assumption that the observed statistical relation-
ship between “the independent and dependent veri-
ables will perkist in the decade ahead. The high
multiple correlation coefficients observed for
both the 1940-50 and the 1950-60 decades suggest
that the degree of association of the variasbles is
not changing very rapidly. Thus, the regression
based on the 1950-60 decade should be applicable
to other time periods. Furthermore, it is assumed
in the basgic data geries in
coverage and consistency will remain counstant, or
change very little, in the present decads.

Estimaites for special areag.--In view of the
avalilability of several additional typesg of data
relating to population growth for selected States,
estimates for several States were prepared by some-
what diffegent procedures.

For Kansas, the estimates were obtained by
interpolatgng and extrapolating the results of the
Kansas State censuges, taken each year ag of Jan-
uary 1. The numbers are adjusted to be consistent
with definitions of usual residence employed in
Tederal censuses.® Thé latest dabe for which data
_ore available for use here was January 1, 1965.

For Hawali, estimates of the net civilian
migratidn were derived based on passenger statis-
tics and the results were averaged with those of
the two regular procedures described above. Be-~
cause of the pronounced seasonal pattern of migra-
tion to and from Hawaii, +the monthly statistics
on passenger movements were “"smoothed" to diminish
the effect on the seasonal peak of Itinerants
present in the State around the estimate date of

July 1.

For Alaska, estimates were formerly prepared
by the same ‘three procedures Just described for
Hawaii. However, data on pasgsenger movement to
and from Alaska are no longer avallable on an up-
to-date basis. Consequently, the estimates pre-
sented here are based on the average of the results
of the two regular procedures described earlier
(i.e., Method II and the Regression Method).

there is some
of some of

District of Columbia,
suitability

For the
question concerning the

college students
State and Federal

5 For example, Armed Forces and
are enumerated differently in the
censuses.

the independent variables used in the regression
analysis. Therefore estimates for the District of
Columbia are ordinarily derived by procedures used
in preparing -egtimates Tor metropolitan counties.
However, data are not yet available from which to
srepare estimates for 19656 by the Composite method.
Consequently, estimates for July 1, 1965, were
prepared by Component Method I1 and the Housing
Unit method. These estimates were then averaged,
and the numerical differences Dbetween the average
of these two estimates in 1965 and the comparable
average of these egtimates in 1964 provided the
estimate of change since 1964. This estimated
change was added to the 1964 figure based on the
average of all three methods. The methodology
uged in developing current estimates by these
three methods 1g discugsed in Current Population

Reports, Series P-25, No. 330,

A gpeclal census of the State of Rhode Island
taken as of October 1, 1965, showed a population
of 892,709, The estimates contained herein are
conslstent with the results of that census.

The population estimategs shown here for Mas-
sachusetts were based on the State census taken as
of January 1, 1965. The numbers are adjusted for
differences in the enumeration of military person-
nel and thelir dependents, and college students, to
make them conform to the definition of usual resi-
dence used in Federal censuses.

For Puerto Rico, estimates were prepared by
the Component Method only. Net movement of ci-
vilians +to the Armed Forces 1s baged on the re-
ported number of -inductions, enlistments, and
separations in Puerto Rico; that of net civilian
migration, on the gross movement of passengers 1o
and from Puerto Rico. The bilrth and death statis-
tics are by occurrence vrather than regidence,
Births have been corrected for underregistration
in the seme way as have those for States.

Migration component, April 1toJuly 1, 1960.--
The methodology wused in preparing the State esti-
mates does not permit the preparation of mean-
ingful migration estimates for periods of under
one year's duration. Consequently, the civilian
migration component used in preparing the esti-
mates for July 1, 1960, was not derived independ-
ently; 1t was assumed instead that one-fifth
of the net civilian migration estimated for the
period April 1, 1960, to 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
S-month period.




SOURCES OF DATA

Many of the data used to prepare the popu-
lation .estimates for States and Puerto Rico given
in this report were obtained from other Federal
and State agencies. The Division of Vital Sta-
tistics% U.8. Public Health Service, provided the
vital statistics. The Immigration and Natural-
ization Service, Department of Justice, provided
statistics 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 Directory6 were the

major sources of the data on school enrollment
used to develop estimetes of net internal migra-
tion. Data on school enroliment for selected

Statgs were also obtained from the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, the Jewish Education Committee of New
York, Inc., and Lutheran school systems. The
Hawaii Department of Health, The Puerto Rico Plan-

ning Board, the Military Air Transport Service,

and }.the Military Sea Transport Service provided
statistics on passenger movement to and Ifrom
Hewgii and Puerto Rico.?

For the regression series, Dbirths, deaths,

and school enrolliment statistlics are the same as
those described ‘earlier. Data on passenger auto-
mobile registrations are publighed annually by the
Bureau of Public Roads in Highway Statistics;
the number of individual income tax returns is
published annually by the Internal Revenue Service
in Statistics of Income, Individual Tncome Tax

Returns, and the number of employees on nonagri-
cultural payrolls 1ig published monthly by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, Department of Labor,
in Employment and Earnings.

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

As has been indicated, total population change
in & State between the census date and a given
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 is frequently an important

¢ published annually by P. J. Kenedy and Sons,

New York, N.¥Y.
7 The Puerto Rico Planning Board alsc provided.the

data on net movement to the Armed Forces in Puerto

Rico.

component of change, the estimates of total popu-
lation change between the census date and each {

the estimate dates are also subject to substantial”
error. This warning applies particularly to annual

changes in population and to annusal net migration,

Although the estimates of total population change

and the population estimates themselves have the

same absolute errors, percentagewlse the errors in

the population estimates are considerably smaller

than thoese in the estimates of population chaenge.

The single method--Component Method IT--used
in the pasgt to prepare the estimates of State pop-
ulation published regularly in this series of
reports, has been supplemented with another method
uging the regression equation described earlier.
The ghift from estimates based on a single method
0 the average of the results of ‘two methods was
brought about by two major considerations:

1. Tes%s of accu%acy of methods of pre-
paring pogtcensal population estimates conducted
by the Bureau of the Census indicate that lower
average errors are often achieved when the re-
sults of two or more methods "of roughly the
game order of accuracy are averaged together.
In the latest series of tests,® an average er-
ror of 1.5 percent was obtained Dby averaging
the 7results of Component Method II with the
Regression Method. The corresponding average er-
percent--t!

ror by Method II alone was 2.0 ;
difference Dbeing statistically significent; anu”
2. There was a desire 1o reduce the de-

pendency of: the estimates on any one single series
of symptomatic data where such data themselves are
subject to a variety of problems. Method IT is
heavily dependent upon the accuracy and consistency
of school enrollment statistics from year to year.

Although the average of the results of Method
I1 and the Regression Metnod for 1960 differed
from the 1960 Census count Dby only 1.5 percent,
the percentage difference Dbetween the estimates
and the census count varied considerably among the
States. Only one State had a deviation of more
than 5 percent, The summery of the test results
of 1950 and 1960 is shown in table A,

The average error of 1.5 percent in the State
estimates applies to a 10-year time period. One
would expect that, over shorter time periods, such

8 Meyer Zitter- and Henry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accu-

racy of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population
Estimates for States and Local Areas," Demography,

Vol. 1, No. 1, 1964. References to earlier studles on
this subject are given infootnote 1 of thelr article.




Table A,-~-SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE DEVIATIONS FROM CENSUS COUNTS OF STATE EST IMATES PREPARED BY VARIOUS METHODS:
1960 AND 1930

{Excludes Alaske, Hawaii,

and the District of Columbia)

‘ - Method TT Vital Composite Regression Average of selected methods
Sunimary measures (x1) rates method method
(x2) (x3) c (X4 (x1, x2) (X1, %43 1 (X3, %4)

1960: ;

Average deviabtion, . .,.eviiiiriniicnn, Ve 2.00 2.37 2.07 2,75 1.58 1.49 1.84

Quadretic meanydeviation....vvvuuerun. .. 2,56 3.25 2.72 3.69 2.06 2.04 2.46

Deviations of 10 percent or more.,....... - - “ 1 - -

Deviations of 5 percent or more....... 3 6 3 8 2 1 4

Positive deviabions,.v..vviiieiieiiiianes 28 24 31 20 26 25 _7
1950 .

Average deviation.,..... e P 3,16 b b2 2.53 (NA) 3,54 (HA) (NAY

Quadratic mean Aeviation..........s... v 3,99 5,58 3.15 (NA) [N (NA) (NA&)

Deviations of 10 percent or more,.,..... e 1 4 - (Na) - (N&) (N&)

Deviations of 5 percent or more..... 8 19 3 (NA) 15 (Na) (NA)

Positive deviations............... e 25 22 25 (a4} 25 (34} 5y

- Represents zero, NA Not available,

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

as that bétween April 1960 and July 1965, 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-
ationeg. 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 gecond consideration in shifting the

. method is the fact that the use of the average of

,}two methods will tend to -reduce fluctuations in
the estimates Dbrought about by revisions in the
basic school datea series, a particularly desirable
contrel where the school data series for a given
State is weak. Experience hag shown that, in a
number of instances, the use of a particular en-
rollment figure resulted in & population estimate
that seemed out of line. A substantial revigion
in the final population estimate occurred when &
revised school figure was substituted in a later
year, The averaging technique now Iintroduced
tends to reduce the impact of revigions in par-
ticular data series on the final population esti-
mates. Furthermore, since the regression estimates
are based on a number of different series, the
effect on the final estimates of a change in any
one of the series is not go seriocus as 1t 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 vary depending on the
particular variable concerned.,

The average difference between the regression
series of estimates and estimates by Component
Method II for 1965 was about 1.8 percent. The es-
timates publighed here for 1965 differ by less than
1 percent, on the average, from & corresponding

Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population Estimates for States and

set based on Method IT alone. The relative dif-
ference Dbetween the two sebs of estimates for
the years since 1960 is as follows:

Differencel btetween

Year Regression Published

and figures and

Method II Method II
R 1,78 .91
1964, iviiiiiiiiirieiiiseaes e 1.47 .81
1963, it it i 1.36 .70
19620ttt 1,09 .56
. .93 49

1 Average percent difference disregarding sign,

CONSISTENCY WITH EARLIER PUBLICATIONS

‘The esbimates Tor July 1, 1960 to 1965 super-
sede the estimates "for those dates published last
year in Series P-2b, No. 324. For 1965, the re-
vigion represents mainly the subgtitution of esti-
mates of net migration for the period 1960 to 1965
for estimates of net migration in which the last
year of the period was extrapolated.’®

9 In most cases, experience has indlcated only
small changes occur in the overall State totals be-
tween the ‘provisional!” series and the ‘'revised"
series. For example, for 1965 the average difference
in population estimates between the revised and pro-
visional series was less than one percent. Of course,
there is varlation about this average and occasionally
the revised estimate for a specific State way differ
substantlally from the previously published prelimi-
nary filgure. TLarge changes are usually due to appre-
clable changes in the basic data series obtained from
primary sources. However, the revised estimate for
Alaska 1s about ¥ percent higher than the preliminary
figure because of a change in methodology. (See sec~
tion on "Estimates for special areas.")




The regression estimates for all States for
1964 were revised to take account of final figures
on births and deaths, by resldence, for calendar
year 1964. Component Method II estimates for 1964
were also revised for a few States Dbscause of
changes ﬁn the . school enrollment series used in
the estimates.

Revisions in the estimates for 1960 to 1963
are brought about mainly by changes in the data
series received from the primary sources. Such
chenges, however, usually inveolve only a few

States in any one year.

In the past several years, the Bureau has made
special efforts 1o substitute public enrollment
series, collected on & fall membership basis by
the U.8. Office of Education, for school enrollment
data uéed in previous years. After several years
of collecting and reviewing the material,  we find
that, because of the requirements of a consistent
time series of school date extending back to 1959,
approgriate fall membership deta are available and
usable for only 20 States.

The shift to a fall enroliment series for as
many States as possible in the preparation of
State estimates has accomplished at least two pur-
poses. First, in most cases, it permits the sub-
stitution of a particular enrollment series free

T the effects of duplicate enrollment and of
registering cumulative entries for the school year
without & compensating registering of withdrawals.
Second, the use of a fall series hag permitted
earlier completion and publication of current esbi-
mates. for States. Tabulations of fall membership

igures are usually available for use well before
the corresponding cumulative series for the pre-
vious school year. Also, in general, fall enroll-
- ment data can be expected to reflsct out-migration
with a shorter time lag than cumulative enrollment
series.

RELATED REPORTS

Intercensal estimates for States for 1980 o
1960 incorporating interstate migration datae for
from the 1960 Census of Popu-

the 1955-60 period
lation are published in Series P-25, No. 304.
Estimates for the 1940-50 decade are given in

Series P-25, No. 72. Projections of the population/w

of States for 1970 to 1985 are given in No. 326 of!

this series.
PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES FOR JULY 1, 1966

The provisional population estimates for States
for July 1, 1966, shown in table 6 were derived
by extending the components of population change

in the July 1, 1965, estimates to July 1, 1966,
Proviglonal figures on Dbirths and deaths for
the period July 1, 1965 +to 1966 -were obtained

from the Division of Vitel Statistics, U.S. Public
Heslth Service, Preliminary data on ‘the Armed
Forces were baged on figures provided by the De-
partment of Defense.

Direct or indirect measures of net civilian
migration for the period after July 1, 196H, were
not available. Consequently, the mnet civilian
migration component represents an extrapolation of
recent trends 1in this component for each State.
Generally, the 1960-65 and the 1955-60 vperiods
were used as basges for extrepolation purposes. In
all cases, the extrapolated value reflects wholly
or in part the level of the most recent period,
The extrapolated net civilian migration for States
cbtained in this fashion was adjusted to add to &
national estimate of net immigration for the year
baged on data for prior years obtained from the
Immigretion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice.

Inasmuch as the estimates of net migration
between July 1965 and July 1966 were derived by
extrapolation, the estimates of population change
for the pericd to July 1966 are subject o con-
siderable error.

The 1966 estimates will be revised next year
when current information on 7population change be-
comes available.

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES

Estimates presented in the tables of this re-
port have been rounded to the mnearest thousand
without being adjusted to group totals, which are
independently rounded. Percentages are based on
unrounded numbers.
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Table 1.——ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STSATES AND PU]E!?TO RICO, JULY 1, 1965, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
INCE APRIL 1, 1960

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

. . Change, 1960 to 1965 Components of chenge
Region, division, and July 1 April 1, . s
P Ntate quly b 1960 . Net migration
State 1965 (census) Number Percent Births Deaths ~
Nunber Ratet
United StateSescerssreoronssacvecos 193,795,000 179,323,175 414, 472,000 +8el 21,862,000 9,236,000 +1, 846,000 +L.0
REGIONS: :
NOTEheastasscssansavsssntnnssaunivocs 47,617,000 44,677,819 +2,939, 000 +6.6 4,983,000 2,522,000 +479,000 +1.0
North Central 54,089,000 51,619,139 42, 470,000 +ho8 6,195,000 2,689,000 ~1,035,000 ~2.0
SOUElia v eronnrasrassivaroessainssens 60,106,000 54,973,113 +5,133, 000 49,3 7,074,000 2,707, 000 +769, 000 413
Wb e s s srersacanasrvosssnaseesssrsss 31,983,000 28,053,104 +3,930, 000 14000 3,614,000 1,317,000 +1,633,000 5.4
NORTHEFAST :
New ENELANAu s evsanrorvnoronsesssions 11,146, 000 10, 509, 367 +637, 000 46,0 1,220,000 591,000 47,000 40,1
MiddLe AULATEICeasserensrrsvarocsorss 36, 471, 000 34,168, 452 +2, 303, 000 6.7 3,763,000 1,931,000 S471,000 +1.3
NORTH CENTRAL:
East North Cemtraleseissessvssesreses 38,231,000 36,225,024 +2,006,000 5.5 4, 378,000 1,864,000 ~508, 000 ~1.3
Wegt NOTER Gentralessesoseernaraeerss 15,858, 000 15,394,115 +463,000 +3.0 1,817,000 826,000 ~527,000 34
SOUTH:
South ALLEIEIC e v esssrnnsserrorersors 28,1748, 000 25,971,732 42,776,000 +10.7 3,322,000 1,289,000 +743,000 427
Fast South Centrale.. 12,819,000 12,050,126 768,000 ot 1,512,000 617,000 ~126,000 ~1.0
West BOULH Contralees.searsrrrvarsens 18, 540, 000 16,951,255 +1, 589,000 494 2,238,000 01, 000 +152,000 059
WIST:
MU e ¢ o v vessessensoersssnrarrsns 7,693,000 6,855,060 +838,000 +12.2 7 974,000 304, 000 +168,000 +2.3
PACITEE e e vurarannerarniaririnanasnces 24,290,000 21,198, 044 +3,092,000 4146 2, 640,000 1,013,000 +1, 466, 000 +6uh
NEW ENGLAND:
A4 ¢ ot vvaanssnnsseanssssinsneeine 986,000 969,265 +16,000 147 118,000 57,000 ~4id,, 000 w45
New Hampshire... cescvbarareriraies 673,000 606,921 +67, 000 +11.0 73,000 36,000 +30,000 +4o7
VEITION e e 0 s evsecasannsreneireraonsans 404,000 389,881 +14,000 +347 48,000 23,000 ~10,000 ~2.5
MassachuseltBecerssasrsrtaasvescrcees 5,361,000 5,148,578 +213, 000 441 590,000 295,000 82,000 ~1.6
Rhode TsLanGacseessaorcnsssnnsanees 491,000 859,488 +32,000 +3.7 95,000 48,000 ~15,000 ~1.8
COrmePtioubaerusvareasrssarssessorees 2,830,000 2,535,234 +205, 000 +11.6 296,000 130,000 +129,000 448
MIDDLE ATIANTIC:
NEW YOTKn s saannnnnnsosaasesessons 18,106,000 16,782,304 +1, 324,000 7.9 1,870,000 £957,000 +410,000 244
New Jersey. veennd 6,781,000 6,066,782 715,000 +11.8 697,000 328,000 +346,000 +5.4
PennEYLVANIfe s s eerrriorenssrosessres 11, 583, 000 11, 319, 366 264, 000 4243 1,196,000 647,000 285,000 “2.5
EAST NORTH CENTRAL: R
Ohios. 10,241,000 9,706,397 +535,000 45,5 1,143,000 499,000 ~110,000 ~1.1
Indianes... Cerraees 4,893,000 4,662,498 +238, 000 4y 570, 000 243,000 96, 000 ~2.0
T1300180 e cssasearnsvessisnssrvarsasi 10, 641,000 10,081,158 +560, 000 +5.6 1,207,000 550,000 ~26,000 ~0.9
MACHAEET ¢ ¢ o enesesrerapnrnessssnnsne 8,317,000 7,823,194 +£94,000 +6:3 967,000 369,000 ~105,000 ~1.3
WiB0ONSINasaerranvroseressnsnsnneses 4,140,000 3,951,777 +188,000 +468 491,000 202,000 ~101, 000 -2.5
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: i
Minnesotaes .. seesasesaeatrasastras 3,562,000 3,413,864 +148,000 +443 430,000 168,000 ~114,000 =3.3 ‘
2,758,000 2,757,537 +1,000 (2) 313,000 151,000 ~161,000 -5.8
4,492,000 4,319,813 +172,000 +4.0 487,000 256,000 -58, 000 -1.3
North Dakotae ssevas 652,000 632,446 +20,000 43,3 82,000 28,000 33,000 ~5.2
South Dakobasess s 686,000 680, 514 +6,000 +0.9 88,000 34,000 ~48,000 =70
NEDPaska e sevaronsr 1,459,000 1,411,330 +48,000 4354 172,000 75,000 ~49,000 ~3.4
KETIEBE o e s e vnevreresareressasransessih 2,248,000 “2,178,611 470, 000 +3.2 246,000 113,000 ~63,000 2.9
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DElaWaATGasserassosssrarnrcosarenssavsd 503,000 446,292 +57,000 +12,7 60, 000 22,000 +19, 000 +4.0
MaTYLAndes sereoersernnsesserrasonsons 3, 534,000 3,100, 689 +434,000 +14.,0 407,000 151,000 +178, 000 +5,4
Digtrict of Columbifis.ssssss . 802,000 763,956 38,000 +5.0 105,000 47,000 20,000 -2.6
VALEADEBa e s orerrerorsernanasarneroses 4,420,000 3,966,949 +453,000 4114 508, 000 187,000 +131,000 43,1
West Virginiflesseressessvrocanvrseans 1,815,000 1,860,421 ~45,000 ety 196,000 98,000 ~143,000 ~7.8
NOTth CEroliNGasesoesevascsnnoraesors 4,935,000 4,556,155 +378,000 +8.3 579,000 206, 000 +6,000 40,1
South CaroliNfaseecsssresrsosarssesi 2,550,000 2,382,594 +168, 000 +7.0 322,000 109, 000 ~45,000 ~1.8
GEOTEHB et s soerenarersrnnararesrerss 4,391,000 3,943,116 +448, 000 1104 538,000 190,000 +100, 000 4244
PloriGfissssssrsesssrresraronacvesens 5,796,000 4,951, 560 +845,000 +17.1 606, 000 279,000 +518, 000 +946
BAST SOUTH CENTRAL: .
KentucKkyssosvesasasocarsarsasrsscrnn 3,173,000 3,038,156 +135, 000 +4i5 368,000 160,000 ~73,000 ~2eb
P EITIEESEEe s s avassasserartsrrrsrsrorse 3,850, 000 3,567,089 +283, 000 749 425,000 179,000 +37, 000 +1.0
BLODEAMA s s erssnasasetssnavaervsesssss 3,486,000 3,266,740 . 4220,000 +6.7 414,000 162,000 ~32,000 ~0.9
MisslssippPlisavecsrserse ennenaas 2,309,000 2,178,141 +131, 000 +6.0 305,000 117,000 ~58,000 246
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKATEAS s ¢ s etersrsrsarsnsorereesrnsan 1,941,000 1,786,272 +155,000 +8.7 228,000 98,000 +24,000 +1.3
Louisiantesscvoness Ceveiene 3, 560, 000 3,257,022 +303, 000 +9.3 464,000 159,000 -~1,000 (23
OKLANOMA 4 s savsessssssrssrrrenaassioes 2,448,000 2,328,284 +120, 000 +54: 263,000 124,000 -19,000 ~0.8
PERAT s e e rrrraraseraiasEarresasiriny 10, 591,000 9,579, 677 +1,011, 000 +10.6 1,283, 000 420,000 +149,000 +1.5
MOUNTAIN: .
MOMEOTIE s s e saanenasssnsnnsssnsrsasiins 703,000 674,767 +28,000 b2 86,000 34,000 ~23,000 ~3.4
TOANOsssrensossaovrsssssrssancansosse 693, 000 667,191 +26,000 +3.9 83,000 30,000 ~2'7,000 -0
WYOMINg e s coransonnossorssasssnorncess 330, 000 330, 066 (z) {z) 42,000 15,000 -27,000 ~F.2
CoLoradtesearrsves Ceeeee 1,949,000 1,753,947 +195, 000 +11.1 225,000 83,000 453,000 42,9
New MeX1COuvssrssasrarassscrrssannese 1,014,000 951,023 +63,000 +6.7 155,000 35,000 ~57,000 ~5.8
ATIZONBoveesssrevnreestroasacsasessos 1,575,000 1,302,161 +273,000 +20.9 202,000 59,000 +130, 000 +9.0
Utahs. Caverasantaseseree 994,000 890,627 +104, 000 +11.6 134,000 33,000 +2,000 +0.3
Nevadaasseaessenarsore ceeven 434,000 285,278 +149,000 452,1 47,000 15,000 +116, 000 +32.3
PACTFIC:
Washingtons.... veviean ‘ 2,973,000 2,853,214 +119,000 +hre 325,000 142,000 ~&3,000 ~2.2
OXEEOTIsrsearonnensonsssnansy 1,938,000 1,768,687 +170, 000 49,6 191,000 92,.000 +71.,,000 +3.8
CALATOTTA R e ereosanrarncsrosnranssoss 18, 403, 000 15,717,204 +2, 685,000 +17,1 1,991,000 753,000 +1, 447,000 485
ALBSKE e s s e vsansenasssssascssorieiss 267,000 226,167 +40,000 +17.9 41,000 7,000 +6,000 +2.6
HEWALLd s saerorenarnsasasnanonsnnronsy 710, 000 632,772 +77,000 +12,2 92,000 19,000 b +4,000 +0,6
Puerto RICOsievursreverosserssrosrsansces 2,633,000 2,349,544 +283,000 +12.0 409,000 90,000 ~36,000 ~1.6

7 Less than 500 or 0.05 percent.
1 per 100 midperiod population.
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STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY 1, 1965, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

Change, 1960 to 1965

Components of change

Region, division, and Fuly 1, April 1, o Net, Net movenent
State 1965 1960 Number Percent Births Céwlian edvilian civilian and
eaths : : RN
migration military
pogulation®
United SEabese..vrvrsrererersesons| 191,874,000 177,472,000 +14, 402,000 48,1 21,862,000 9,220,000 +1, 941,000 182,000
REGIONS:
NOTHNEAE s ersresssioornssrassions 47,418,000 sy 449,000 +2,970, 000 +6.7 4,983,000 2,519,000 +543,000 37,000
North Cenbraleeecssscresseovasessoes 53,882,000 51, 418, 000 +2, 46, 000 4443 6,195,000 2, 686,000 ~982,000 63,000
SOuthesessesrcasassasssssessaasrrsces 59,168,000 54,116,000 +5,052,000 +9.3 7,071,000 2,701,000 +732,000 -50,000
O 31, 405, 000 27, 488,000 +3,917, 000 +14.3 3,614,000 1,314,000 41,649,000 31,000
NORTHEAST :
New FOZLANGseeserrscoraenreasisssens 11,052,000 10, 399, 000 653,000 4643 1,220,000 590, 000 +24,000 -2, 000
Middle ALLANLiCesssseeesareassarsoes 36, 366,000 34, 050,000 42,317,000 +6.8 . 3,763,000 1,929,000 +519,000 36,000
NORTH CENTRAL:
Fast North Cemtral.... 38,127,000 36,128,000 +1,999, 000 +5.5 4,378,000 1,861,000 468,000 49,000
Vet NOrbh Gentralessessersreesenesf 15,755,000 15,290,000 +465, 000 +3. 1,817,000 825,000 514,000 -13,000
SOUTH:
South AblantiCescrvsrsssrreciscrraes 28,177,000 25,468,000 +2,708, 000 +10.6 3,322,000 1,286,000 +710,000 ~37,000
Kast South Centralaiicivieorccsscess 12,702,000 11,935,000 +767, 000 +Gobe 1,512,000 616,000 ~122,000 7,000
West South Centralicsicuvecorsiviorssns 18,290,000 16,713,000 +1, 577,000 +9ad 2,238,000 799,000 +1445000 -5,000
WEST:
MOUITEEITG 4 o 0ssnnsaniosnsnsssansesas 7, 584,000 6,756,000 +828,000 +12:3 974,000 303,000 +167,000 ~9,000
T O 23,822,000 20,733,000 +3,089, 000 11469 2, 640,000 1,011,000 +1,482,000 22,000
NEW ENGLAND:
MBINECas v sasrersvesrtoseriarsnecesass 268,000 950, 000 +18,000 +1:9 118,000 5%,000 43,000 (2}
New Hampshire.... . cesaens 667,000 600, C00 +67,000 +11.2 73,000 36,000 +31,000 (7)
Vermontesseseersnres 404,000 389,000 +15,000 +3.9 48,000 23,000 9,000 (z)
Mo SEachUSEbhSa s s erererenririiinsne 5,321,000 5,103,000 +218,000 +4.3 560,000 295,000 ~77,000 (z)
Rhode Islandai.ereovacaossscassavsres 872,000 836,000 +36, 000 +had 95,000 48,000 -13,000 (z)
Cmnectipu'b......-.....-............ 2,820,000 2,522,000 +298, 000 +11.8 296,000 130,000 +1.34,000 | . -3, 000
MIDDLE ATIANTIC:
New TOTKsuersenearanenesresnsonsnons 1,063,000 16,736,000 +1,327,000 +7.9 1,870,000 956,000 +427,000 ~14,000
New JEPSEYesesvrasrarsnnsersvsessons 6,738,000 6, 04, 000 724,000 412.0 697,000 327,000 +361,000 6,000
Permsylwania,seresrrssrrasrionrecon 11, 566,000 11, 300, 000 +265,000 +2.3 1,196,000 646,000 ~268,000 ~16,000
FAST MORTH CINTRAL:
N Oanessnrveessrvossenvninrnsonas 10, 222,000 9,687,000 +534, 000 +5.5 1,143,000 498,000 ~91,000 ~20,000
Indiangs.. 4,884,000 4,653,000 +231,000 +5.0 570,000 243,000 ~89,000 ~7,000
T1lincis.. 10, 591,000 10,033,000 +558,000 +5.6 1,207,000 550,000 ~89,000 ~10,000
Michiganae. .. 8,296,000 7,808,000 +488,000 642 967,000 368,000 ~101,000 -10,000
WisconsiNecessnsessoes TP 4,135,000 » 3,946,000 +189, 000 +4.8 491,000 202,000 ~97,000 3,000
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
Minmesota. 3,556,000 3, 409,000 +148,000 443 430,000 168,000 ~110,000 -5,000
TOWaevenr 2,757,000 2,756,000 +1,000 (z) 313,000 151,000 ~160,000 ~1,000
MissouTie... 4, 462,000 4,286,000 +176, 000 +had 487;000 256, 000 ~52,000 3,000
North Dakota 640,000 627,000 +12,000 +1.9 82,000 28,000 ~41,000 (z)
Scuth Dakota 680,000 675,000 . +5,000 4007 88,000 34,000 ~48,000 ~1,000
NEDIBEKR s ¢ 4 vvsenesnssvennsnosnessons 1,442,000 1,396,000 +46,000 +3.3 172,000 75,000 ~49,000 ~1,000
S 2,218,000 2,141,000 477,000 +3.6 246,000 113,000 ~54,000 2,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DELAWAT G 0 s v e ssronasserssransbarersss 496,000 438,000 +57,000 +13,1 60,000 22,000 +21,000 -2,000
B T T 3,475,000 3,043,000 F422,000 +14.2 407,000 151,000 +185,000 10,000
District of COLUmbIGs.ssvreervsesens -~ 788,000 751,000 +37,000 69 105,000 47,000 ~22,000 (z)
Virginiteesserssaranssssraces 4,271,000 3,833,000 +438,000 +11.4 508, 000 186,000 +118,000 ~3,000
West Virginia.. 1,815,000 1,860,000 45,000 2.4 196, 000 97,000 ~143,000 (z)
North Carolina. 4,842,000 4,475,000 +366,000 48,2 575,000 205,000 -5,000 ~2,000
South Carolinae.. 2, 489,000 2, 326,000 +162, 000 +7,0 322,000 109,000 ~49,000 -2,000
GEOTEiBasssenrssrrvres 4,296,000 3,871,000 +425, 000 +11,0 538,000 190,000 +81,000 ~4, 000
FLOTAABo 0 ansasnssevanesnernrassssens 5,706,000 4, 870,000 +836, 000 £17.2 606,000 278,000 4523,000 -15,000
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
KEIEUCKY + + 0 v vsssnsosnronrrsnrnasssen 3,132,000 2,997,000 +135,000 4,5 368,000 159,000 70,000 4,000
D 3,821,000 3, 539,000 +282, 000 +8.0 425,000 178,000 +37,000 2,000
ALADANR ¢ o v evver e ceen 3,462,000 3,243,000 +219,000 +6.7 414,000 162,000 -30,000 4,000
Mi5eL8EADEierersessssensrsrorrsonans 2,287,000 2,155,000 +132, 000 46,1 305, 000 116,000 ~59,000 42,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKANSAS o s e svsrrarsrsesesatarecsssie 1,931,000 1,777,000 +154,000 +8.7 228,000 97,000 +24,000 (z)
LOULEIATIB ra s s ansvsoesens 3,523,000 3,235,000 +288,000 48,9 464,000 159, 000 ~12,000 4, 000
OkLlahomaessvrvsnsanvarase 2,414,000 2,295,000 +118, 000 +5.2 263,000 124,000 ~22,000 +1,000
T@XAS e aeserecassesssssesrssrsnrsonss 10, 422,000 9,406,000 +1, 016,000 +10.8 1,263,000 419,000 +154,000 ~2,000
MOUNTAIN:
MOTYANE ¢ o s vessseserrsansensronsnsses €93, 000 668,000 425,000 43,8 86,000 34,000 26,000 (z)
TOANO s e esracrassansrssssasssssnves £87,000 562,000 +25,000 +3.8 82,000 30,000 28,000 (z)
WYOMINE # » s aseeserossnstarsonresscas 325,000 327,000 -2,000 ~0,6 42,000 15,000 ~28,000 ~1,000
COLOrados esnss e’ 1,917,000 1,723,000 +194,000 +11.3 225,000 83,000 +54,000 ~3,000
. New MexiCOsssessnnsccrssorarssrssnrse 993,000 927,000 +65, 000 +7.0 155,000 35,000 -53,000 ~2,000
ATAZONR s w v e sassssrerosnrasnerven 1,553,000 1,283,000 +270,000 +21.0 202,000 59,000 +131,000 =4, 000
Utahesesereses rereaen 990,000 887,000 +103, 000 +11.6 134,000 33,000 +1,000 +1,000
Nevadass sarsosrrannsonorrsssorsssran 426,000 278,000 +1.48, 000 +53.3 47,000 15,000 +1.1.6,000 {z)
PACIFIC:
WASHINEEON. + v esretsossssrnrseivesane 2,917,000 2,793,000 +125,000 b5 325,000 142,000 54,000 dyy OO0
0TegONesssassancren 1,933,000 1,763,000 +170, 000 +946 191, 000 92,000 +72,000 ~1,000
CALIfOTTAB e s sesssresvsesrssnanensnrs 18,081,000 15, 405,000 42,676,000 +17.4 1,991,000 751,000 +1, 449,000 ~13,000
Alaskaeeerennss 234,000 193,000 +40,000 +20.9 41,000 7,000 +7,000 ~1,000
Hawaiieessoorss 657,000 579,000 +78,000 +13.4 92,000 18,000 +7,000 ~3,000
PUETEO RACOs s aenrssrererrnssssrennssnss 2,621,000 2,338,000 +263,000 +12.1 409,000 90, 000 ~43,000 46,000

F Less than 500 or 0,05 percent,

1 Minug sign (-) denotes net loss of civilians to the Armed Forces.
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Table 3.~ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1960 TO 1965

{Total resident population includes persoms in the Armed Forces statioried in each area)

Region, division, and State July 1, 1965 July 1, 1964 July 1, 1963 July 1, 1962 July 1, 1961 July 1, 1960
United SEALES. . vasunniiivanrnrennas 193,795,000 . 191,372,000 188,658,000 185,890,000 183,057,000 179,992,000
REGIONS:
Northeast. . 447,617,000 47,075,000 46,514,000 45,910,000 45,434,000 44,814,000
North Centrs . 54,089,000 53,578,000 53,022,000 52,537,000 52,161,000 51,705,000
South..... 60,106,000 59,269,000 58,309,000 57,398,000 5¢,282,000 55,201,000
Wb, 1 e eeeereernnasannnnns 31,983,000 31,451,000 30,813,000 30,045,000 24,180,000 28,272,000
NORTHEAST:
New Englend . .. 11,146,000 10,997,000 10,872,000 10,725,000 10,630,000 10,527,000
Middle ALLANTIC. . .eesereeeeennrrsnevenes 36,471,000 36,078,000 35,642,000 35,185,000 34,804,000 34,287,000
NORTH CENTRAL: ’
Fast North Central......... PP 38,231,000 37,756,000 37,265,000 36,874,000 36,585,000 36,286,000
West North Cemtral.....eeeeeeenecsarssos 15,858,000 15,822,000 15,758,000 15,663,000 15,576,000 15,419,000
SO0UTH:
South AYIAIEIC. . uurserrireeeriearenas 28,748,000 28,272,000 27,748,000 27,188,000 26,675,000 26,095,000
East South Central. 12,819,000 12,702,000 12,538,000 12,405,000 12,250,000 12,083,000
West, South Central...... e JUPT 18,540,000 18,295,000 18,024,000 17,805,000 17,357,000 17,023,000
WEST:
7,693,000 7,622,000 7,508,000 7,355,000 7,164,000 6,913,000
24,290,000 23,829,000 23,304,000 22,689,000 22,015,000 21,359,000
286,000 984,000 985,000 990,000 992,000 974,000
73,000 659,000 646,000 630,000 617,000 609,000
404,000 399,000 397,000 393,000 390,000 389,000
Massachusetts, 5,361,000 5,287,000 5,252,000 5,201,000 5,187,000 5,154,000
Rhode Island,. 891,000 884,000 877,000 &72,000 862,000 858,000
COTIEEHLCT v e v v vnve s vansaeneaeeanonsss 2,830,000 2,784,000 2,716,000 2,640,000 2,581,000 2,543,000
MIDDLE: ATLANTIC:
New YOIK. . 4 enrnrnnseannercoanesransnans 18,106,000 17,894,000 17,691,000 17,464,000 17,148,000 16,855,000
New Jersey. . 6,781,000 6,680,000 6,542,000 6,385,000 6,269,000 6,104,000
POBNSYLVARIA .« eeervriinerervenrrnnseans 11,583,000 11,505,000 11,408,000 11,336,000 11,387,000 11,328,000
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
OBLO. e urnrnnns O 10,241,000 10,124,000 10,020,000 9,952,000 9,871,000 9,737,000
Indiane.. 4,893,000 4,832,000 4,780,000 4,725,000 4,724,000 4,673,000
Tllinois. 10,641,000 10,538,000 10,369,000 10,260,000 10,115,000 10,084,000
Michigan 8,317,000 §,161,000 8,036,000 7,923,000 7,885,000 7,833,000
Wisconsin, .. ... 4,140,000 4,100,000 4,052,000 4,014,000 3,989,000 3,959,000
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: :
Minnesota 3,562,000 3,529,000 3,507,000 3,493,000 3,458,000 3,422,000
Towa..... 2,758,000 2,763,000 2,758,000 2,759,000 2,759,000 2,757,000
MABSOUT s v v iveerrnnernnnnneens 4,492,000 4,471,000 4,412,000 4,358,000 4,348,000 4,326,000
North Dakota.....oevaunviuinans 652,000 650,000 645,000 636,000 641,000 624,000
South Dakota. . 686,000 700,000 707,000 703,000 692,000 683,000
Nebraska. ... 1,459,000 1,471,000 1,468,000 1,458,000 1,442,000 1,417,000
KOMIEEE s 2 e e e e e v onnesnneenseaneaesessnnsss 2,248,000 2,237,000 2,261,000 2,256,000 2,236,000 2,180,000
SOUTH ATLANTT
Delaware... 503,000 494,000 480,000 466,000 460,000 449,000
Maryland, . ...eoeeeee.s 3,534,000 3,442,000 3,351,000 3,245,000 3,168,000 3,111,000
District of Columbia.. 802,000 795,000 792,000 780,000 775,000 766,000
Virginia.......oouns . 4,420,000 4,371,000 4,288,000 4,187,000 4,098,000 3,987,000
West VIPEANia. .\ ovennrsoereenanes 1,815,000 1,823,000 1,815,000 1,823,000 1,837,000 1,856,000
North Carolila.....vueeveeeoecann 4,935,000 4,861,000 4,786,000 4,736,000 4,680,000 4,576,000
South Carolina.. 2,550,000 2,528,000 2,498,000 2,450,000 2,424,000 2,395,000
GeOrgia.. . ... 4,391,000 4,304,000 4,206,000 4,108,000 4,027,000 3,958,000
FLOTidf. s ceearevunsnrrncorsnosssassonsss 5,796,000 5,654,000 5,532,000 5,392,000 ' 5,205,000 4,997,000
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentueky. . oveevroneasesearneeesanansnrss 3,173,000 . 3,163,000 3,121,000 3,099,000 3,071,000 3,045,000
Tennessee. . 3,850,000 3,805,000 3,742,000 3,690,000 3,630,000 3,577,000
Klsbama. . . . 3,486,000 3,431,000 3,383,000 | 3,342,000 3,326,000 3,276,000
MiSSiSSIPPLlessenrenses e 2,309,000 2,304,000 2,291,000 2,276,000 2,224,000 2,185,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATRANSAE .+ < e snerrreassennacecnrasnennes 1,941,000 1,939,000 1,907,000 1,875,000 1,817,000 1,792,000
TOULELENA. + e v e enernnererenansrenanasnns 3,560,000 3,493,000 3,410,000 3,371,000 3,300,000 3,263,000
OKLADOME + « v vvsarennesansnsonssarasesnns 2,448,000 2,461,000 2,450,000 2,435,000 2,383,000 2,337,000
PEXAB e+ v v e e ernnnennreea ey 10,591,000 10,401,000 10,257,000 10,124,000 9,856,000 9,631,000
MOUNTAIN:
MOITEANB. + s s e msenenreeens e, 703,000 703,000 701,000 696,000 695,000 &79,000
Idaho. £93,000 687,000 689,000 695,000 686,000 671,000
WFOIIATIE « + + v v sessemennanvaneennencnnes 330,000 338,000 335,000 332,000 336,000 331,000
COLOTARD . « + v e v rsnnennnsionnooeeeassnsans 1,949,000 1,941,000 1,913,000 1,882,000 1,835,000 1,768,000
New Maxico. 1,014,000 1,008,000 990,000 978,000 959,000 953,000
Arizona. . 1,575,000 1,549,000 1,517,000 1,466,000 1,405,000 1,321,000
Utah.. 994,000 977,000 973,000 958,000 936,000 900,000
NEVAAB., e vssenrrnranoansesansnssassnanss 434,000 418,000 391,000 347,000 312,000 291,000
PACIFIC:
2,973,000 2,971,000 2,961,000 2,944,000 2,884,000 2,856,000
1,938,000 1,886,000 1,852,000 1,817,000 1,788,000 1,772,000
18,403,000 18,003,000 17,556,000 16,990,000 16,451,000 15,862,000
267,000 256,000 251,000 243,000 235,000 228,000
710,000 712,000 685,000 695,000 658,000 641,000
2,633,000 2,578,000 2,520,000 2,459,000 2,409,000 2,362,000




Table 4.~ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICC: JULY 1, 1960 TO 1965

Region, division, and State July 1, 1965 July 1, 1964 July 1, 1963 July 1, 1962 July 1, 1961 | July 1, 1960
United States.......evense. e 191,874,000 189,372,000 186,667,000 183,796,000 181,207,000 178,153,000
REGIONS:
Northeast 47,418,000 46,868,000 46,295,000 45,656,000 45,210,000 44,588,000
North Central 53,882,000 53,358,000 52,804,000 52,311,000 51,956,000 51,504,000
South 59,168,000 58,305,000 57,363,000 56,405,000 55,425,000 54,351,000
West 31,405,000 30,840,000 30,205,000 29,424,000 28,618,000 27,709,000
NORTHEAST: :
New England,...ccovveeneens e 11,052,000 10,899,000 10,770,000 10,603,000 10, 519,000 10,422,000
Middle ALLAntIC, . uvreveanrerervrirsaenes 36,366,000 35,969,000 35,524,000 35,053,000 34,691,000 34,166,000
NORTH CENTRAL:
Rast North Central.... e 38,127,000 37,651,000 37,160,000 36,764,000 36,483,000 36,188,000
West North Central 15,755,000 15,707,000 15,645,000 15,547,000 15,473,000 15,317,000
SOUTH:
South ABLANtIc. .\ veverreroneariinrneins . 28,177,000 27,687,000 27,190,000 26,620,000 26,168,000 25,597,000
Fast South Central. . 12,702,000 12, 584,000 12,418,000 12,273,000 12,134,000 11,968,000
Wert South Central.....oeeeecrneens 18,290,000 18,035,000 17,756,000 17,512,000 17,123,000 16,787,000
WEST:
Mountadn, . ....oeeueens e 7,584,000 7,506,000 7,394,000 7,243,000 7,066,000 6,817,000
Pacific Cereveens [T 23,822,000 23,334,000 22,811,000 22,181,000 21,552,000 20,892,000
NEW ENGLAND:
MBATIE 4 ¢+ slives s ivveaerasansoesiossnsssnes 968,000 966,000 965,000 969,000 972,000 954,000
New Hampshire. 6617,000 652,000 638,000 622,000 610,000 602,000
Vermont. .t . ... 404,000 399,000 396,000 392,000 390,000 389,000
Massachusetts 5,321,000 5,249,000 5,208,000 5,149,000 5,138,000 5,109,000
Rhode I61and....iveeeves 872,000 864,000 860,000 84%,000 840,000 838,000
Connectiob, . vve e rseenensas v 2,820,000 2,771,000 2,702,000 2,627,000 2,569,000 2,530,000
MIDDLE ATLANTIC: .
ST 0 S e 18,063,000 17,852,000 17,645,000 17,406,000 17,104,000 16,805,000
New Jersey. 6,738,000 6,630,000 6,490,000 6,331,000 6,220,000 6,053,000
Permeylvania. . ......uees erreaeeas veee 11,566,000 11,487,000 11,389,000 11,316,000 11,368,000 11,308,000
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:

FLEO 4 st e vvns e nn s e e ir e e 10,222,000 10,104,000 10,000,000 9,931,000 9,851,000 9,717,000
Indiana,, 4,884,000 4,824,000 4,771,000 4,713,000 4,715,000 4,664,000
T1linois, 10,591,000 10,489,000 10,322,000 10,209,000 10,067,000 10,036,000
Michigan,.. 8,296,000 8,138,000 8,012,000 77,900,000 7,864,000 7,817,000
WASCONSINL L v vreevvaniensns 4,135,000 4,095,000 4,054,000 4,009,000 3,984,000 3,953,000

WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
MIMesota. voreeus. e errerarae e, 3,556,000 3,524,000 3,502,000 3,487,000 3,453,000 3,417,000
TOWE. e yens 2,757,000 2,762,000 2,757,000 2,757,000 2,758,000 2,756,000
Missouri.... 4,462,000 4,439,000 4,380,000 4,323,000 4,316,000 4,291,000
North Dakota.. 640,000 640,000 633,000 626,000 634,000 629,000
South Dakoba. 680,000 693,000 700,000 698,000 687,000 677,000
Nebragka, .. 1,442,000 1,452,000 1,448,000 1,440,000 1,426,000 1,401,000
Kansas. covvrvses e e, 2,218,000 2,199,000 2,224,000 2,216,000 2,200,000 2,145,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DELEWATE . ¢ vvvenses e PR 496,000 484,000 472,000 458,000 452,000 441,000
Maryland,.,..oveurns e irenaeei e 3,475,000 3,385,000 3,295,000 3,181,000 3,111,000 3,055,000
District of Columbia. 788,000 781,000 778,000 766,000 762,000 753,000
Virginia,.... 4,271,000 4,215,000 4,142,000 4,036,000 3,955,000 3,855,000
West Virginia... 1,815,000 1,823,000 1,814,000 1,823,000 1,836,000 1,855,000
North Carclina.. .. 4,842,000 4,767,000 4,694,000 4,638,000 4,600,000 4,499,000
South Carclina. . 2,489,000 2,467,000 2,446,000 2,394,000 2,371,000 2,334,000
Georgia.. 4,296,000 4,204,000 4,112,000 4,019,000 3,958,000 3,887,000
FLOTEG80 . v v vvrnererrsanenens ereeeieean 5,706,000 5,561,000 5,436,000 5,305,000 5,123,000 4,918,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: Nk
Kentuceky ., v vvosveenenenson 3,132,000 3,118,000 3,080,000 3,050,000 3,029,000 3,002,000
Termessee, . 3,821,000 3,776,000 3,714,000 3,661,000 3,603,000 3,550,000
Alabama. , , . 3,462,000 3,408,000 3,359,000 3,317,000 3,303,000 3,253,000
Mississippi 2,287,000 2,282,000 2,265,000 2,246,000 2,198,000 2,163,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKansas, .. ....e.s 1,931,000 1,923,000 1,892,000 1,855,000 1,809,000 1,782,000
Louisiana, . 3,523,000 3,458,000 3,377,000 3,328,000 3,281,000 3,241,000
Oxlahoma, .. 2,414,000 2,424,000 2,412,000 2,398,000 2,351,000 2,306,000
TERAS .1 e v v evrvanecaeenannons eveeaeaeas 10,422,000 10,231,000 10,075,000 9,931,000 9,682,000 9,457,000
MOUNTATN: .
MOTTEOIE. L s evesneresensnnnesronnennossnn 693,000 693,000 690,000 687,000 687,000 672,000
Idaho. .. . 647,000 681,000 682,000 689,000 680,000 666,000
Wyoming . . . 325,000 333,000 331,000 328,000 333,000 329,000
Colorado. . . 1,917,000 1,901,000 1,876,000 1,844,000 1,806,000 1,739,000
New Mexico... 993,000 986,000 968,000 955,000 928,000 929,000
Arizone. ... 1,553,000 1,529,000 1,496,000 1,446,000 1,385,000 1,303,000
Utah.... . 990,000 973,000 969,000 954,000 932,000 896,000
NOVAGE. v e vrversanncnscnonnnrnennsnnes 426,000 410,000 382,000 339,000 303,000 283,000
PACIFIC; .
Washington, .. ... . ey . 2,917,000 2,911,000 2,901,000 2,871,000 2,824,000 2,799,000
. . 1,933,000 1,879,000 1,845,000 1,812,000 1,782,000 1,766,000
18,081,000 17,684,000 17,223,000 16,673,000 16,147,000 15,549,000
234,000 221,000 217,000 210,000 202,000 195,000
657,000 639,000 625,000 616,000 597,000 582,000
2,621,000 2,567,000 2,509,000 2,449,000 2,399,000 2,349,000
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Table 5.--AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE IN THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: QUINQUENNIAL PERIODS, 1950 TO 1945

= P &F,
Q

(Figures sve expressed as percentages and are based on the formula for continucus compounding, P‘t
Minus sign-(-) denotes decrease)
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Table 6.~PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1966

{Total resident population includes persons s

+ationed in the Armed Forces in each area)

15

I
Total vesident population Civilian resident population
Region, diyision, and July 1, April 1, Change, 1960 1o 1966 July 2, April 1 Change, 1960 to 1966
State 1966 1960 1966 e
(provisional) (census) Namber Percent (provisional) Number Percent
United States.......ooovvviiienn . 195,857,000 179,323,175 +1.6, 534,000 +9.2 193,701,000 177,472,000 +16,22%,000 +9.1
REGIONS:
Northeast. . . . 47,962,000 44,677,819 43,284,000 7.4 47,754,000 4, 4li3,000 +3,305,000 +7.4
North Central 54,349,000 51,619,139 2,730,000 5,3 54,124,000 51,418,000 +2,705,000 +5.3
South. . ...... 60,898,000 54,973,113 +5,925,000 40,8 59,813,000 54,116,000 +5,697,000 40,5
R e 32,647,000 28,053,104 e, 594,000 16,4 32,011,000 27,488,000 44,522,000 16.5
NORTHEAST:
New England.. . e 11,224,000 10,509,367 715,000 6.8 11,127,000 10,399,000 +724,000 +7.0
Middle ALLantic,,.......c.. s 36,738,000 34,168,452 2,569,000 7,5 36,627,000 34,050,000 +2, 577,000 7.6
NORTH CENTRAL: ‘
Tast North Cemtral....or.sen..- . 38,480,000 36,225,024 +2,255,000 46,2 38,364,000 36,128,000 2,236,000 +6.2
Wost North Central.......... s . 15,869,000 15,394,115 +475,000 3,1 15,760,000 15,290,000 410,000 +3,1
SOUTH:
South Atlandic.. . erieiririnaiens .. 29,220,000 25,971,732 +3,249,000 +12.5 28,547,000 25,468,000 +3,079,000 +12.1
Fagt South Central. . 12,910,000 12,050,126 +860,000 7.1 12,774,000 11,925,000 +840,000 +7.0
West South Central.... ., 18,768,000 16,951,255 +1,817,000 +10.7 18,492,000 16,713,000 +1,778,000 +10.6
WEST:
MOWNEALN, « vvvearreennes e . 7,804,000 6,855,060 +949,000 +13.8 7,699,000 6,756,000 +943,000
Pacific, . 24,843,000 21,198,044 +3,645,000 417.2 24,312,000 20,733,000 3,580,000
NEW ENGLAND: ‘
MATNC. - v v s e srerenernnen e 983,000 969,265 +14,000 WA 967,000 950,000 17,000 +1.7
e 681,000 606,921 474,000 +12.2 &75,000 600,000 +75,000 +12.5
. 405,000 389,881 15,000 3.9 405,000 389,000 416,000 +h.1
. 5,382,000 5,148,578 +234,,000 45 5,342,000 5,103,000 +239,000 7
Rhode Island, . 89€,000 859,488 +38,000 5 876,000 836,000 +40,000 +.8
Connecticut....... 2,875,000 2,535,234 +340, 000 13,4 2,863,000 2,522,000 341,000 +13.5
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
18,258,000 16,782,304 +1,476,000 8.8 18,222,000 16,736,000 +1,486,000 +8.9
. 6,898,000 6,066,782 +831,000 43,7 6,843,000 6,014,000 +830,000 +13.8
PErnayLVanda. ... vveeoneeaneerserens 11,582,000 11,319,366 +262,000 +2.3 11,562,000 11,300,000 +262,000 2.3
EAST NORTH CENTRAL: )
Ohic.....5..... . 10,305,000 9,706,397 +599,000 6.2 10,285,000 9,687,000 597,000 +6.2
Tndiana........ . 4,918,000 4,662,498 +256,000 5.5 4,909,000 4,653,000 255,000 +5.5
T1190088. . .nseen. . 10,722,000 10,081,158 +641,000 +6.4 10,660,000 10,033,000 +627,000 +6.2
Michigan 8,374,000 7,623,194 +550,000 +7.0 &,353,000 7,808,000 +546,000 +7.0
WESCONEIN. 1 vserrnirennes 4,161,000 3,051,777 +209,000 5.3 4,157,000 3,946,000 +211,000 +5.3
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:

" Minnesota....... 3,576,000 3,413,864 +162,000 4,7 3,570,000 3,409,000 162,000 4.7
Towa...... 2,747,000 2,757,537 11,000 0.4 2,746,000 2,756,000 11,000 0.4
Missouri. ... . 4,508,000 4,319,813 +189,000 4,4 4,470,000 4,286,000 +184,000 4.3
North Dakota, . 650,000 632,446 +17,000 +2.8 638,000 627,000 +10,000 +1.7
Sowth Dakots. . . 682,000 660, 514 ¥2,000 40,2 76,000 675,000 ¥1,000 +0.2
Nebraska,.... . 1,456,000 1,411,330 +45,000 +3,2 1,442,000 1,396,000 +46,000 +3.3
Kensas.. ... .- 2,250,000 2,178,611 +71,000 +3.3 2,218,000 2,141,000 +77,000 +3.6

SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DelaWare. .ovs. cvresses 512,000 446,292 +66,000 +14.8 438,000 +66,000 +15.1
Maryland...oovsevuisanss . 3,613,000 3,100,683 +513,000 +16.5 3,043,000 +500,000 +16.4
District of Columbia,,. 808,000 763,956 +44, ,000 +5.8 751,000 +41.,000 +5.5
VAT@InI8n w e cvsrrennnsannraacneien 4,507,000 3,966,949 +540,000 413.6 3,833,000 +499,000 +13,0
West Virginia..... . 1,794,000 1,860,421 ~66,000 s 3.6 1,860,000 ~66,000 ~3.5
North Carolina.... . 5,000,000 4,556,155 44t 000 +9.7 4,475,000 +408,000 +9,1
South Carolina.... 2,586,000 2,382,594 +203,000 48,5 2,326,000 +180, 000 +7.7
GEOTELA. +vrerres . 4,459,000 3,943,116 +515,000 43,1 4,350,000 3,871,000 +480,000 +12.4
Florida,..oveves T 5,941,000 4,951,560 490,000 20,0 5,842,000 4,870,000 +972,000 +19,9
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky. . 3,183,000 3,038,156 ¥145,000 4,8 3,140,000 2,997,000 +143,000 +4.8
Ternesses. 3,883,000 3,567,089 315,000 8.8 3,852,000 3,539,000 +313,000 +8.8
ALADADA. + v vseeennrene 3,517,000 3,266,740 4250, 000 +7.7 3,483,000 3,243,000 +240,000 +7.4
MissiEEiPPi. e enrnr.- 2,327,000 2,178,141 +149,000 6.8 2,299,000 2,155,000 ¥144,000 +6.7
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ArKangas....... TR . 1,955,000 1,786,272 +169,000 49,4 1,946,000 1,777,000 +169,000 9.5
Louisiana, ... . 3,603,000 3,257,022 +346,000 +10.6 3,562,000 3,235,000 +327,000 +10.1
Oklahoma. . ... . 2,458,000 2328, 284 130,000 5.6 2,420,000 2,295,000 +125,000 5.4
BEYOS .+ vt reenre e 10,752,000 9,579,677 41,172,000 +12.2 10, 564,000 9,406,000 +1,158,000 +12.3
MOUNTAIN:
Monbena, . vvv. .t . e 702,000 674,767 +28,000 41 694,000 668,000 26,000 3.8
Tdaho. . . 694,000 667,191 +27,000 +4.,0 689,000 £62,000 +27.000 +4,0
Viyoming . . 329,000 330,066 1,000 -0.3 325,000 327,000 -2,000 0.8
Colorado. ... . . 1,977,000 1,753,947 +223,000 12,7 1,941,000 1,723,000 219,000 12,7
New Mexico.. . 1,022,000 951,023 +71,000 +7.5 1,002,000 927,000 +75,000 +8.1
i 1,618,000 1,302,161 +316,000 +24.2 1,598,000 1,283,000 +315,000 +24.,5
1,008,000 890,627 117,000 413.2 1,004,000 887,000 +116,000 EN
454,000 285,278 +169,000 +59,1 446,000 278,000 +168,000 +60.6
PACIFIC:
Washington 2,980,000 2,853,214 127,000 4.5 2,926,000 2,793,000 +133,000 +4.,8
Oregon, . . 1,955,000 1,768,687 +186,000 +10.5 1,949,000 1,763,000 +186,000 +10.6
Galiforn 18,918,000 15,717,204 3,201,000 +20.4 18,529,000 15,405,000 +3,124,000 +20,3
Alaske . 272,000 1226,167 +46,000 +20,2 241,000 193,000 +47,000 +24.5
Hawaii,. 718,000 632,772 +85,000 +13.4 667,000 579,000 +89,000 +15.3
Puerto Rico...... 2,668,000 2,349,544 | +319,000 +13.6 2,657,000 2,338,000 +319,000 +13,6




