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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED
LARGE METROPOLITAN AREAS: JULY 1, 1966

Report No. ]

(Areas are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget)

This ;report presents provisional estimates
of the population on July 1, 1966, for 32 large
-standard - metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA’s)
and their component counties, as currently de-
fined by the Bureau of the Budget. It is the
first, of} two contemplated reports showing pro-
visional, 1966 population estimates for the 72
metropolitan areas with a 1960 population of
350,000' or more. These estimates relate to the
total resident population in each area; that is,
the civilian resident population plus members of
the Armed Forces stationed in the area.

METHODOLOGY

Three methods are normally employed by the
Bureau of the Census in developing current SMSA
county estimates, They are (1) the Bureau’s
Component Method 1II, which employs vital sta-
tistics to measure natural increase and school
enrollment (or school census) data as a basis
for measuring net migration; (2) a composite
method, in which separate estimates are pre-
pared 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 in the number of occupied
housing units are used as the basis for esti-
mating changes in population,

When these provisional estimates for 1966
were being developed, data were not yet available
from which to prepare estimates by the Com-
posite method., Consequently, estimates were
prepared for each area by Component Method

11 and by the Housing Unit method. These es-~
timates were then averaged, and the numerical
difference between the average of these two methods

‘in 1966 and the comparable average of the two

methods in 1965 provided an estimate of change
gince 1965, This estimated change was added
to the 1965 published figures based on the average
of three methods,

The methodology used in developing current
estimates by these three methods is discussed
in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No.
371, A detailed step-by-step outline of Com-
ponent Method 1I is presented in Series P-25,
No, 339.

LIMITATIONS

A detailed discussion of the limitations of the
various methods used in the preparation of met-
ropolitan county estimates and of the relationship
of estimates prepared by each method to the
published average of methods is contained in
report No, 371, The estimates contained herein
are considered somewhat less accurate than esti-
mates based on the average of the three esti-
mating techniques,

When provisional 1965 SMSA county estimates
for 45 of the largest metropolitan areas, prepared
in the manner of the estimates contained in this
report, were compared with revised estimates for
these same areas based on the average of three
methods, the average percent deviation (disre-
garding sign) was 0.3 percent for SMSA’s. The
comparable deviation for counties was 0,7 percent,
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DEFINITIONS

A gtandard metropolitan statistical area is a
county or group of contiguous counties* which
containg at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants
or more, or “twin cities” with a combined pop-
ulation of at least 50,000, In addition to the
county, or counties, containing such a city or
cities,” contiguous counties are included in an
SMSA "if, according to certain criteria, they are
essentially metropolitan in character and are
socially and economically integrated with the
central city, A detailed explanation of the criteria
used in establishing SMSA’s is given in Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Areas, Executive Office

1Except in New England, where +the town rather
than the county is used as the sbatistical unit.

Tt
of the President, Bureau of the Budget, 1967.5
Current SMSA definitions and the changes in
definitions made since the 1960 Census are in-

dicated in that report,

The cities listed in the title of each SMSA
are the central cities of the SMSA, For pur-
poses of this report, each county containing. a
central city is designated as a “central® county.
All other counties are designated as “suburban.”

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES

Estimates presented in the table contained
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,
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JULY 1, 1966
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PROVISiONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATIONJOF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL ARFAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES:

ShelDyecesresrosnsrossvecsensrscscnsanssssessanss

7 Less than 500 or 0.05 percent,

Population Change, 1960 to 1966

Standard metropolitan statistical area

) and county July l{ 1966 July 1, 1965 April 1, 1960 Number Percent
' {provisional) (census)

ALLENTOWN<BETHLEHEM-FASTON, PAce=NoJececnoonos 516,000 515,000 492,168 +24, 000 +4,8
Lehigh, Pa.¥,viecrcnnraes 237,000 236,000 227,536 +10, 000 +4.3
Northampton, Pa.¥sseeieiiviieirororacasanntonosan 207,000 208,000 201,412 +6,000 +3.0
Warren, Nodeossossssoncsscoscosonscssscnsonsoonos 71,000 71,000 63,220 +8,000 +12.7

ANAHETM-SANTA ANA-GARDEN GROVE, CALIF....000. 1,164,000 1,107,000 703,925 +461,000 +65,4
OTENEE* s ssesonsorosssasnsssansosocnonoasesassosaes 1,164,000 1,107,000 703,925 +461.,000 +65.4

BALTIMORE, MDooovsasrsovasvenrsooravanesnacan 1,980,000 1,948,000 1,803,745 +176,000 +9.8
Baltimore ciby¥seccesosiosacoosososoansossansnocs 934,000 939,000 939,024 -5,000 ~0.5
Anne Arundel.... Cereeeevar ey [ PR 261,000 248,000 206, 634 +54,000 +26.3
BaLbiMOY s crransrarososvsvorsacarassstoscsosvans 568,000 557,000 492,428 +76, 000 +15.4
CarPollosssrvrssersvsocsnracoossscoisvasoasosnsass 64,000 62,000 52,785 +11,000 +20.8
Harfordeessesesscisorsosusassosasnsssnsercssonses 103,000 94,000 76,722 +26,000 +34.2
HOWBYG 4 e v gfsvsnaceroroorsinrensscsronoosssnonsorons 50, 000 48,000 36,152 +14,000 +38.3

BIRMINGHAM, ALA4.eernsaurnsrenvoncnsronnnsnss 734,000 735,000 721,207 +13,000 +1.8
B3 o3 o o U 644, 000 644,000 634, 864 +9,000 +1.4
B3T3 S R R 34,000 34,000 32,132 +2,000 +6.6
WELKET 60 sevvnreosanannssronesonssoensnssnosovsons 57,000 57,000 54,211 +2,000 tho2

sk

CHICAGO, ILLecseocsonnecosvoscnssncscsonosnns 6,732,000 6,689,000 6,220,913 +511,000 +8.2
Cook*& 5; 415,000 5,410,000 5,129,725 +285,000 +5.6
Du Page T S S R I 405,000 388,000 313,459 +92,000 +29.4
KOXIB e s onnaernuroncassvnserssasssnnensevinsarasonne 244,000 239,000 208,246 +35,00Q +17.,0
LaKBeerraororans s iaireesi i ea e 342,000 333,000 293,636 +48,000 +16.5
MCHEIT Y s e anaevaanesnrereorssnsoncnevasnssessorase 98,000 97,000 84,210 +14,000 +16.9
Willeveooosnssnansonsnuonuososaassssansssasonsons 227,000 222,000 191,617 +35,000 +18.4

CINCINNATI, OHIO-KY ~IND.ceeooosseoosasassans 1,353,000 1,348,000 1,268,479 +85,000 +6.7
Hamilton, OhioX.esceevcresonoevossassnssavocnsans 917,000 915,000 864,121 +53,000 +642
Clermont, ONiO.esssossosesncisososassssonconssoree 91,000 91,000 80, 530 +10,000 +12.8
Warren, ORiO,veceresrroscrrosnanssnanns [ 79,000 78,000 65,711 +13,000 +20.1
BOONE, KY¥seesonuoerevaersoosnsrosssoerassicaronne 26,000 25,000 21,940 +4,000 +19.2
Campbell, K¥uiesssseeorareonsoeoaroosssossssannoes 87,000 88,000 86,803 +1.,000 +0.7
Kenton, Kyesosesrosoneoosssocovsvscosnsvassonsres 123,000 122,000 120,700 +3,000 +2.3
Dearbornl, INdessssereerersssoncessvssssneonsnnvss 29,000 29,000 28,674 (2} +1.2

DAYTON, OHIOueoseosvovesovssencoassosoovonsvos 803, 000 791,000 727,121 +76,000 +10.5
MOTTbEOMETY* s veosscscassssesossnsscorsseravessons 575,000 568,000 527,080 +48, 000 +9.1
GIEEIE o s v e sssvavsosnssresetrsnseesasssoaronannes 113,000 110,000 b, 642 +18,000 +19.4
MIBMLls s coooerrescernoenorrasesarorsosrarnssnsnnes 81,000 80,000 72,901 +8,000 +10.7
Preblecesssesssncnressisrisrsseossascnnsascasanes 35,000 34,000 32,498 +2,000 +7.5

HARTFORD, NEW BRITAIN, CONN.»..veucssvesscocs 776,000 769, 000 689, 555 +86, 000 +12,5
Hartford* saveesesssnesassosssssavnsonscsnsonnsves 776,000 769,000 689, 555 +86, 000 +12.5

HOUSTON, TEXASeeseosesssesosssanasosasansnane 1,740,000 1,696,000 1,418,323 +321,000 +22.47
HATTLE 4 e vseuerranronssusssssanssasnacoseanrcnssnne 1,533,000 1, 494,000 1,243,158 +200, 000 +23.3
BrAZOTIBusesnsessesscasnetosrosorsssonsessssorcnss 92,000 89,000 76,204 +16,000 +20.7
FOrt Bendsssescoescorssorsososcssrovassnnsseasnns 49,000 48,000 40, 527 +8,000 +20.7
LA DET Y v senenssosncosarosssnanroncsnossoosssnss 32,000 32,000 31,595 (7) (7)
MODbEOMET Y v errasocenssscssvossosnssosoencssscons 34,000 32,000 26,839 +7,000 +26.1

INDIANAPOLIS, TNDusuvoseeoosnnvosonrnnonssnans 1,027,000 1,013,000 Qbd, 475 +82,000 +8.7
MErion* sassseaevareassstsscevossrescossovesvnsars 747,000 739,000 697,567 +50,000 +7.1
BOOIIE s s v ressvonsnsonossacaunensnsananososssscsssnss 29,000 29,000 27,543 +2,000 +6.0
Hamiltons eessessoeenns v e .e 46,000 44,000 40,132 +6,000 +13,8
HANCOCKs s sovssocanssescosonsabssonioosorssssnsons 31,000 30, 000 26,665 +4,000 +16.8
HeNAricKSeoosssoreoossessrssosseesoncosnsasnvennns 48,000 47,000 40,896 +7,000 +16.7
JONNEON s ses s ereannssvansaans 50,000 49,000 43, 704 +6,000 +14.5
MOYEAN s s osessscanssnsssarsssnscssnesvsrsnascecsas 39,000 39,000 33,875 +5,000 +15.2

37,000 36,000 34,093 +3,000 +8.3

1 pata shown for Conn. State Economic Area C., For SMSA's, 1960 population was: Hartford 549,249; New Britain 129,397,




PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES:
JULY 1, 1966--Continued

(8MSA's are as currently defined by the Buresu of the Budget. Asteriek (*) indicates central county)

Mericopa® ssesaeesscsenssonscosscoacosncnssasiesoie

Population Change, 1960 o 1966
Standard metropolitan statistical area
§ and county July 1, 1966 " April 1, 1960 )
! (provisionsl) July 1, 1965 (census) Nuriber Percent,
JERSEY CTTY, Nodiseosasesssnsonsesonnanisinns 616,000 619, 000 610, 734 +5,000 +0,9
HUASON* s anissesvabosbobocsbiscssososnsonsansosedos 616,000 619,000 610,734 +5,000 +0.9
KNOXVILLE, TENN.owesoosscasosascsssoosscansas 388, 000 390,000 368,080 +20, 000 +5.3
KNOK¥iseosasoconnsconcscsosssnsonscsssosossonsissn 267,000 268,000 250,523 +16,000 +6.5
ANQErSOfisisesceresossisnssosionviscssoninbossssbos 62,000 63,000 60,032 +2, 000 +2.9
Blountessissveosnsocncscnoncsocessosvncacosainsois 59,000 59,000 57,525 +2, 000 +3,0
MEMPHIS,‘TENN.wARK.........-................. 752, 000 740, 000 674, 583 +78,000 +11.,5
Shelby, Tenme¥eue v iorrecastosossonsssoossvsrssns 701, GO0 . 688,000 627,019 +74,000 +11.8
Crittenden, ArKeeeoeeevoovoosvsrasenssoscsnosacns 51,000 52,000 47, 564 +4,000 +8.3
MIAMI, FLAuissioisineernransonsonnensearonens 1,081,000 1,061, 000 935, 047 +146,000 +15.6
DBAE¥ 4 a e e e rarrnreerassantonnsnorsnesssannenns 1,081,000 1,061, 000 935,047 +146,000 +15.6
MITMAUKEE, WIStasuneroeronoensonennonnoncenns 1,331,000 1,326,000 1,278,850 +52,000 ayl
Milwaukeex, ... 1,038,000 1,042,000 1,036,041 +2,000 +0.2
O78UKEE. s vovsscesesnsoosanssososansonssososssasas 45,000 43,000 38, 441 +6,000 +15.8
T 53,000 52,000 46,119 +7,000 +15.7
Waukeshaessesaosnssoeseorsnssoestosnsonssscascses 194,000 188,000 158,249 +236,000 +22.9
NASHVILIE, TENNooweocssocoasnesosssiosasvcanss 523,000 512,000 463, 628 +59, 000 +12.8
DavidBon®ccessonsessvesseocososnsssorsnvocsssosens 442,000 435, 000 399, 743 +42,000 +10.6
Sumner......... ebecbésromsaiiiviiersrbecesuctnany 48,000 45,000 36,217 +11,000 +31.6
Wils0Nesesoooescsosssoosoosaionsssvcossoosvivsiion 33,000 32,000 27,668 +5,000 +19.4
NEMARK, NoJuioaitesnsisionssnrnrnnssasarnanns 1,862,000 1,851, 000 1,689,420 +173,000 £10.2 %
ESS@XXeiiooretoconsvsbisooacsisicsiserascrnccsicas 974,000 978, 600 923, 545 +51,000 +5.5
MOT TS essecansnsanosarverssnssvinasnesosasavasnise 342,000 327,000 261,620 +81,000 +30.9
Union.sisessssoscccescoossssscsonsesonviscaibosse 546,000 545,000 504,255 +41,000 +8.2
NEW ORLEANS, ThAeiieovosossernsrorracciosrsnns 1, 044, 000 1,027,000 907,123 +137,000 +15.0
Or1eans PArish®. ey escesvesscssosssonnsoeniiinaios 650, 000 654,000 627,525 +23,000 43,6
Jefferson Parishiiceciccvrcosssosncrocrssessosnin 291,000 276,000 208,769 +82,000 +39.4
St. Bernard Parisheiccicecoicocssnissoncosscibsins 45,000 43,000 32,186 +13,000 +40.2
. St., Tammany Parisheiisioisessivecconssdosasainnss 57,000 54,000 38,643 +19,000 +48.7
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA:eeeoonssaonsscoseiincasos 588,000 585,000 511,833 +76,000 +14.9
OKLahOma¥ e s vovcoosrersarssovreosbrorsoasrentcsin 488,000 487,000 439, 506 +48, 000 +11.0
Canadian eeiessasinesnssiiosseisiinssssisrnccasss 31,000 30, 000 24,727 +6,000 +24.9
Clevelandeessiosscooriiscisncinsoosooncsoosncrosis 70, 000 68,000 47,600 +22,000 +46.1
OMAHA, NEBR.=IOWAcsieecrisosocerseaviiseonons 520,000 516,000 457,873 +62,000 +13.6
Dougles, Nebr ¥ cioesassersoassoncsscinsaosccsanse 381,000 378,000 343,490 +38, 000 +11.0
Sarpy, Nebl.cioovessioresoassobssctnsaobonsionion 54, 000 52,000 31,281 +23,000 +72.8
Pottawattamie, ToWBiiasessisorscoosesssissvsssess 85,000 86,000 83,102 +2,000 +1.9
PATERSON-CLIFTON-PASSATC, NuJesvreasosssoens 1,318,000 1,307,000 1,186,873 +131, 000 +11.0
PASSBICK 4 i vivaviriiionsosisniirsosivnnssosnsnnnos 450,000 446, 000 406, 618 +44, 000 +10.7
BT e sssrrocasnsasersensnsrsorrsrsasrsssaraniee 868,000 861,000 780,255 487,000 +11.2
PHILADELPHIA PA.-NuJeiioesusreoocavenrivbosae 4, 690, 000 4y 664, 000 4, 342,897 +347, 000 +8,0
Philadelphis, PBa¥.essieseesiivorotssnsossessaion 2,036,000 2,052,000 2,002, 512 +323,000 +1.7
BuCkS, Plecocsnsssoscusoncsissorsussvsnsosecssooes 352,000 343, 000 308, 567 +43,000 +14.0
‘Chester, Pa.cscsessevssoncossosossscsososrsosanns 250, 000 244,000 210,608 +40,000 +18,9
Delaware, PBasisosesasoovisionsvoasevosaorassnnis 585,000 587,000 553,154 +32, 000 +5,8
MONBEOMETY, Phuisossrsnooisnssinssorsssoesessnios 589, 000 581,000 516,682 +73,000 14,1
Burlington, Nuedeisieseecvesoocisiosovnonsitonessuse 284,000 270, 000 224,499 +60,000 | +26,7
Camders, NeJesoesreenonrosasossassssonvsssrsanrsio 439,000 436,000 392,035 +47,000 +11,9
Gloucester, Nedeocscosesosssconsserrssorevesossons 154,000 151,000 134,840 +19,000 +14.1
PHOENTX, ARIZ.eeeresersrosarancsasoossiiiiios 838,000 818,000 663, 510 +175, 000
838,000 818,000 663,510 +175,000
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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL ARFAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES:

Population Change, 1960 to 1966
Standard metropolitan statistical ares -
and county July 1, 1966 April 1, 1960
3 (provisional) July 1, 1965 (census) Numbexr Percent

SACRAMENTGC,2 CALIF ¢ socsveaosoonasscsssasaasans 74%,000 737,000 625,502 +124,000 +19,.8
Sacramento¥ s sseeoosssoiisnsssnnccnsssasesssasesee 592,000 584,000 502,77¢ +90, 000 +17.8
PleaCelcoosssonvctocsossotsossnsooncooscaconsonvio 78,000 75,000 56,998 +21,000 +36.0
VOlOssnsesnvorvsvoornsnvessoscavvacsssasacssscess 79,000 77,000 65,727 +13,000 4204

SALT TAKE CITY, UTAHecoescsooconsasvncovascscs 526,000 523,000 447,795 +78, 000 +17.5
881t 1aKe®.seosecavsssosvosoconossssvancsssososos 439,000 440,000 383,035 +56,000 +14.6
DBULE s eunsoesosnserensassonsosoosaisosscosssassio 87,000 83,000 64, 760 +22,000 +34.1

SAN DIBGO, CALIF.oeceosccsasssovosovosconanss 1,168,000 1,137,000 1,033,011 +135,000 +13.0
580 DICEO* v eesnvonccasssiorinonsasainsosnssnsssss 1,168,000 1,137,000 1,033,011 +135,000 +13.0

SAN FRANC ISCO~OAKLAND, CALIF.ceesvsnovsnssons 2,961,000 2,919,000 2,648,762 +309, 000 +11.8
AlamedaX .o ehivecscnnosscssssssnsossesscsossensovoe 1,030,000 1,016,000 908,209 +122,000 +13.4
San FranciSto¥.ieeessessssssesscossrsassasvesccacse 714,000 721,000 740,316 ~27,000 ~3.6
Combra CoStAuuisssassearstavesssossssrsasssncessass 514,000 497,000 409,030 +1.05,000 +25.7
METriliecorssesrossnsssrcsssssooncsoossccaasoonsans 187,000 181,000 146,820 +40, 000 +27.3
San MBtE0.essvevevosssonconaioscbosusssseisssonss 513,000 503,000 4dd, 387 +69,000 +15.5

SE%TTLE;—EVEREI‘T, WASHuossoveneenasoscssooncns 1,214,000 1,179,000 1,107,213 +107,000 +9.7
KingX .oooeomoonsasosanacsesacssnonssosssasvssssoss 1,009,000 980, 000 935,014 +74,000 +7.9
Snchomish¥icessooonossessessesnrscssscccsossacson 206,000 199,000 172,199 +33,000 +19.4

o

TAMPA-ST ., PETERSBURG, FlhA.cososcescoscssuninss 883,000 873,000 772,453 +111, 000 +14.3
Hilishorough¥.seosessessscorsosorcrrossasssosanns 451,000 448,000 397,788 +53,000 +13.3
Pinellas®.eoeasessesessssssscssvncanassesossnnsse 433,000 426,000 . 374,665 +58,000 +15.5

TULSA, OKLAcsosssccoosssonsavssrsassosssnanse 441,000 433,000 418,974 +22,000 +5.4
TULS8¥ eeosanveseososcoaoiorsovoonsasoossocascsisns 368,000 360,000 346,038 +22,000 +6.3
CTEEKa s s saeuorosonarssnivanssnsnarerensosssnsroces 44, 000 43,000 40,495 +3,000 +8.0
BBECssasesroaeasavasannarsescarsossessrsaosnsnie 30,000 30, 000 32,441 ~3,000 -8.2

WASHINGTON, DoComMDumVAsesvsennorrareesronses 2,614,000 2,522,000 12,064,090 +550,000 +26.6
District of Columbia®ecseesssascsevascannseonnine 806,000 802,000 763,956 +42,000 +5.5
Montgomery, MAesaeosseosssscvnssesesoncacorancasse 446,000 424,000 340,928 +1.05,000 +30.7
Prince Georges, Mdesicssosceseaseerstovorsasasoces 557,000 524,000 357,395 +199,000 +55.7
Alexandria city, Vasesessosscoconcrsnssincossssse 107,000 107,000 91,023 +16,000 +17.7
Ar1ington, VBsseeesrooosrotscorastnsscssnassssaas 180,000 179,000 163, 401 +17,000 +10.1
FaiTfax, Va.2eesseresessrsusnosorocsneanconsoncas 400, 000 375,000 Yor2, 674 +127,000 +46.6
LOUGOUN, VBaoaneseseonsavsassssassssrrarcavsceons 34,000 32,000 24, 549 +10,000 +39.1
Prince William, Vo,eeeeesresssoercsossossesosnnne 85,000 78,000 50,164 +35,000 +68.8

YOUNGSTOWN-WARREN, OHIO.c:.svevsvescsnccncsoe 525,000 523,000 509, 006 +16, 000 +3.1
Mehoning®.cesscescesocasrernsveccssscsserssvsscoos 301,000 301,000 300, 480 (%) +0,1
Trumbull® . ceosooasconcscsscsvsonssconvsscressoanna 224,000 222,000 208,526 +15,000 +744

7 Less than 500.

1 Adjusted to exclude 12,520 erroneously reported in Fairfax County.

2 Tncludes Palls Church and Fairfax cities.
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