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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STATES: JULY 1, ,1966 

With Provisional Estimates For July 1, 1967 

(This repor-t presents estimates of the I)OpulaUon of states and the Commonwealth of Puerto Hico froIll 1960 
to date, superseding corresponding estimates previously published in reports No. 373 and 348 of this series) 

INDICATED CHANGES 

The slowing down of national population growth 
during the 1960' s has been shared by most regions 
and States. The fall in the birth rate, which has 
persisted since 1957, has been a major contributor 
to this overall reduction in population growth. 
Population redistribution through net migration has 
also slowed somewhat during the period. 

The predominant movement in the regional re
distribution of population through interstate migra
tion, during the 1960u66 period continued to be 
westwa:rd, but the average annual rates of increase 

of the Western States are considerably below those 
of the 1950' 8 (tables A and 5). Arizona and Cali
fornia were particularly affected. California gained 
net in-migrants at the average annual rate of 15 per 
1,000 of the population during the 1960's compared 
with an average annual gain of 24 per 1,000 of the 
population during the 1950's. Arizona'sdeclinewas 
even more striking, with a drop from an average 
annual net migration gain of 32 per 1,000 of the 
population in the 1950's to 15' per 1,000 of the 
population in the current period. Only Nevada's 
rate of net migration gain continued to be strong in 
the 1960's, with an average gain of 48 per 1,000 
of the population compared with a rate of slightly 
more than 39 during the 1950's. 

Table A.--AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE, BY COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, FOR REGIONS: 
SELECTED PERIODS, 1950 TO 1966 

(Figures are expressed as percentages. Minus sign (-) denotes decrease) 

Net change l Natural increase 2 Net migration2 

Region 
1960-66 1955-60 1950-55 1960-66 1955-60 1950-55 1960-66 1955-60 1950-55 

United States, total 1.4 1.7 1.7 1.2 1.5 1.5 0.2 0.2 0.2 

-Northeast ••••••••••••••• 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.0 1.2 1.1 0.2 (z) 0.2 
North Central ••••••••••• 0.9 1.3 1.7 1.2 1.5 1.5 -0.3 -0.2 0.2 
South ••••••••••••••••••• 1.6 1.9 1.2 1.4 1.8 1.9 0.2 0.1 -0.7 
West •••••••••••••••••••• 2.4 3.2 3.3 1.4 1.7 1.7 1.0 1.5 1.7 

" ·r 
Z Less than 0.05 percent. 
lBased on the formula for continuous camp d' g P 'P rt :1 oun J+l t'::" oe • 
Based on midperiod population. 

,Beside the West, Florida, which has long been 
a net attractor of migrants, has also declined 
substantially in its rate of net migration during the 
1960's. Florida gained in net migration at the rate 
of 17 per 1 ;000 of the population per year compared 
with approximately 4Zper year during the lY50's,1 

Conversely, many States in the South which in 
the past have been major contributors of migrants 
to other areas of the country have registered 

reduced rates of net outMmigration or even had a 
net gain of migrants in the 1960' s compared with 
the 1950's. The States of the East South Central 
and West South Central Divisions are particularly 
noteworthy in this respect, with Arkansas and 
Mississippi showing the most striking changes, On 
balance, as a result of these net migration shifts, 
the South as a whole had net inmmigration during 
the 1960-66 period, continuing a recent trend that 
started in the latter part of the 1950 decade. 

1 



2 

In terms of absolute numbers, however, the 
contribution to population growth from net migration 
for the gaining States continued to be significant, 
with the West as a whole gaining 1.8 million 
persons through net migration for the April 1960 
to July ~ 966 period. The South as a whole gained 
about 806,000 and the Northeastern States about 
,446,000.' Only the Nor.th Central States had an 
estimated net out~migration for the period. Ten 
States added more than 100,000 net migrants to their 
population during the period, led by California with 
a gain of 1.6 million, followed by Florida with a 
gain of about 570,000, New Jersey (405,000), and 
New York (366,000).1 On the other hand, there were 
five States which lost in excess of 100,000 popu
lation through net migration, the largest loser being 
Pennsylvania, which had about 342,000 net out
migrants during the period. 

Falling birth rates while death rates were 
relatively stable have contributed appreciably to the 
slowdown in the overall rate of population growth 
for States. Nationally, the average annual rate of 
natural increase was 1.2 percent during the 1960's 
compared with an average annual rate of 1..5 per~ 
cent during the 1950's. In practically every State, 
the' excess of births over deaths since 1960 con
tributed proportionately less to population growth 
than during the 1950's. In spite of these reductions 
in the rate of natural increase, in only three States, 
Wyoming, West Virginia, and South Dakota, did the 
excess of births over deaths faU to offset population 
losses through net outwmigration. 

Nationally, between 1960 and 1966, the population 
of the United States increased by 9.3 percent, but 
there were substantial variations among the States 
in their rates of population growth. Nineteen 
States exceeded the national growth rate, although 
the excesses from the national average were some
what'smaller than in past periods. As indicated 
earlier, there were noticeably slower rates of 
growth in the 1960's for many of the more rapidly 
growing States of the 1950' s. 2 

As in the past decade, the States in the West, 
and notably Nevada, Arizona, and California, con .. 
tinue to lead the Nation in rates of population growth, 

lNet migration for all States includes approxi
mately 2 milliQD net immigrants from abroad dur
ing the period. A good portion of the gain in these 
four StAtes represents net immigration from abroad. 

2The average deviation, disregarding sign, of 
state average ar~ual growth rates from the national 
average was 0.7 percent for 1960-66 and 1.1 percent 
for the 1950-60 period. 

with Nevada far surpassing all other States. 
Between 1960 and 1966, Nevada's population. 
increased by more than 50 percent, with a rate of 
growth more than twice as high as that of its 
nearest contender, Arizona, which increased by 
about 23 percent during the period. The bulk of 
the growth in Nevada's population appears to have 
occurred in the early part of the decade, however, 
and there is evidence of considerable slowdown in 
its rate of growth since 1963 (table 3 and 6). Of the 
States outside the West, only Florida's population 
gain of 19 percent was substantially above the 
national average. Other States outside the West 
with somewhat better than average growth rates 
were Maryland (16.5 percent) and Delaware (14.9 
percent). 

California gained 3.1 million persons between 
1960 and 1966, more than twice as much as its 
nearest contender, New York, which gained 1.4 
mUlion. Texas was the only other State to add 
more than 1 million (1.2 million) persons to its 
population during the 1960-66 period. Other 
States with numerical increases in population since 
1960 in excess of 500,000 are: Florida (942,000), 
New Jersey (832,000), Illinois (705,000), Ohio 
(658,000), Michigan (644,000), Maryland (510,000), 
and Georgia (502,000). 

A review of population growth during the 1960's 
reveals a striking change in trend during the period. 
Much more of the reduction in rate of population 
growth and net migration occurred between 1963 
and 1966 than during the earlier part of the decade. 
Nevada, for example, which was growing close to a 
rate of 10 percent per year in the 1960-63 period, 
declined to a rate of growth of about 3 percent for 
the 1963-66 period, the dropoffbeingcausedmainly 
by the sharp reduction in its rate of net in-migration 
(table 6). Arizona, the second most rapidly growing 
State, declined from an average annual rate of 
increase of about 5 percent to below 2 percent per 
year. 

A significant change in migration also took place 
in the North Central States, and particularly in the 
East North Central Division (figure 2). As noted 
earlier, the North Central States as a whole are 
the only region to have had an estimated net out
migration for the 1960-66 period. Apparently, 
however, all of this net out-migration occurred in 
the first part of the 1960's; the region as a whole 
had a zero net migration balance in the 1963~66 
period. Within this region, most of the East North 
Central States bordering the Great Lakes....ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan_which had sig
nificant net ou tm migr a tion during thE:) 1960~ 63 period, 
were net migration gainers in the latter part of the 
1960's. 
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Figure 2.--Average Annual Amount of Natural Increase and Net Migration 

for Regions: Selected Periods: 1955 to 1966 

Thousands of persons 
+1,000 

(Includes net immigration from abroad) 

. +800 
~Natural increase 

"Net migration 

+600 1--------.-----

+400 

+200 

-2QO h-----------

-400L-______________________________________________ ~ ____________ ~ 

Northeast North Central 

Reduction in population growth through natural 
increase noted earlier was also more striking in the 
1963"66 period than in the earlier part of the recent 
decade. Nationally, the average annual rate of 
natural increase was 1.4 percent in the early part 
of the decade, whereas it was only 1.1 percent in 
the 1963n66 period. 

The extent to which the American involvement in 
Vietnam is affecting the pattern of population growth 
during the 1960's is not known at this time. The 
American commitment did not involve any appre" 
ciable buildup of men and materials until about mid~ 
1965. Whether the military events of 1965-66, 
are fully reflected in the 1966 estimates is un
certain. For one thing, there is a time lag between 
the preparation and mobilization of resources and 
their measurable impact on population distribution. 
Furthermore, the estimating techniques may not be 
sensitive enough to measure precisely turning 
points in State and regional population change that 
may be brought about by such unusual situations. 

Some parallels may be drawn between the build
up in connection with the Korean War and the 
current situation. Apparently the industrial 
expansion prompted by the Korean mobilization 
attracted many persons from the less-indus-

South West 

trialized portions of the Nation, particularly in the 
South, to the major industrial centers. There are 
important differences between the two situations, 
however. The "prOduct mix" of military spending 
has changed appreciably, affecting the extent to 
which different industries in the regions of the 
country are participating in the defense program. 
The changing geographic distribution of defense 
contracts is particlJlarly noteworthy in this con
nection. Thus, it is quite likely that the economic 
effect of the Vietnam conflict on regional popu
lation shifts may be somewhat different from that of 
the early 1950's, brought about by the Korean War. 3 

METHOOOLOGY 

In developing the estimates of population shown 
here, except as noted, an average of the results 
of two procedures was used. Both of these methods 
use available current data series to estimate the 

3See , Economic Effect of Vietnam Spending, Hear
ing before Joint Economic Committee, Congress of 
the Uni.ted States (90th Congress, First Session) 
Volume 2, "The Military Impact on the American Econ
omy: Now and After Vietnam," pages 546 to 555 
(testimony by Professor Murray L. Weidenbaurn, Wash
ington University, st. Louis, Missouri). 
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population growth or decline since 1960. The 
methods used were; (a) the Census Bureau's Com
ponent Method II, which employs vital statistics 
to measure natural increase and uses school 
enrollment (or school census data) as a basis 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 series of data used here are births, deaths, 
elementary school enrollment, number of Federal 
individual income tax returns filed, passenger 
automobile registrations, and employees on non
agricultural payrolls. 

The Component Method.-The "Component" 
Method involves (1) subtracting Armed Forces from 
the 1960 Census count to arrive at estimates of the 
civi~ian resident population on April 1, 1960, (2) 
addi.J)g to this civilian resident population an 
estimate of births for the period between the census 
and the estimate date, (3) subtracting an estimate 
of civilian deaths, (4) adding an estimate of net 
c:ivi,fian migration, (5) subtracting an estimate of the 
net .movement of civilians into the Armed Forces 
(inductions into the Armed Forces minus sepa
ratlons), and (6) adding an estimate of the number of 
persons in the Armed Forces stationed in the area 
on the estimate date. The net movement of civilians 
into the Armed Forces for each State was 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 
Forces on April 1, 1960 who reported the State as 
their pre service residence. To this was added an 
allowance for former residents of the State who 
died during this period while serving in the Armed 
Forces. 

Estimates 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 7.5 years and exact age 15.5 
years at each estimate date are developed on the 
basis 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 

"This is essentially the same method as the Ratio
Correlation Method described by Goldberg, Schmitt, 
and others. See, David Goldberg, Allen Feldt, and 
J. William Smit, "Estimates of Population Change in 
Michigan: 1950-1960," inMichigan Population Studies 
No.1, University of Michigan, Ann P~bor, Vnch., 
1960; and Robert C. Schmitt and Albert H. Crosetti, 
"Accuracy of Ratio-Correlation Method for Estimating 
Postcensal Population," in Land Economics, Vol. XXX, 
No. 3. (August 1954), pages 279-280. 

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. 5 (3) The resulting rates are applied to 
the civilian noninstitutional population of all ages in 
each State in 1960 (adjusted by one~half the births, 
deaths, and net movement to the Armed Forces 
since 1960) to obtain tentative estimates of net 
civilian migration for the period since 1960. (4) 
These tentative 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 POl?ulation 
~..! Series P~25, No. 339, by a step"by~step 
application to a particular area. 

The factors used in converting the net migration 
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 ...... 1.0536 
April 1, 1960 to July 1, 1966 ...... 1.0083 

Comparable adjustment factors for the years of the 
1950-60 decade are listed in Series P~25, No. 304.6 

The birth and death statistics used in preparing 
the estimates for States include final reports on 
births and deaths for 1960 through 1965, classified 
on a residence basis, and provisional reports on 

5U.S. Bureau of 'the Census, Current Po~lation 
Reports, Series P-20, No. 156, "Mobility of the Pop
ulation of the United States: March 1965 to 1966," 
December 9, 1966, and the corresponding reports for 
the earlier;years of' the decade. 

6Research has indicated that, given the specific 
age pattern found in interstate gross migration 
rates for the United States as a Whole shown by the 
Current Population Survey (the Bureau's continuing 
national sample survey of population), the ratio of 
the net migration rate of the total population to 
the net migration rate 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 included in the 1960 cohort of the school-age 
population as the period lengthens and that migra
tion rates are higher for these younger children 
than for the older ones. A more detailed discussion 
of the methods of deriving the migration ratios is 
given in Series P-25, No. 339, referred to above. 

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



')births and deaths for 1966 classified on an 
'occurrence basis. All provisional figures were 
adjusted on a residence basis. The data on births 
were corrected for underregistration using factors 
extrapolated from the results of the 1950 Birth 
Registration Test conducted by the National Office 
of Vital StaGistics (now Division of Vital Statistics), 
U.S. Public~Health Service, in conjunction with the 
1950 Census of Population. It was assumed that 
the percent completeness of birth registration in 
,hospitals and out of hospital.s has remained un
changed since 1950. Registered births in hospitals 
and out of hospitals were corrected separately by 
those factor s to allow for an expected improvement 
in registration due to the increased concentration of 
births in hospitals, where registration has been 
more complete. In 1965, the estimated com
pleteness of birth registration for the Nation as a 
whole was 98.9 percent. 7 

The R$gression Method ...... The multiple re~res~ 
sion equation used to develop the second senes of 
estimates was based on the observed relationship 
of the changes in a number of different sym~toma.tic 
data series to changes in State populatlOn dlS
tributlon i for the 1950~60 decade. The depend~ 
ent variable (X ) in the regression equation rep
resents, the r~tio of the State's share of the 
national total population in 1960 to its share in 
1950. The independent variables are expressed in 
a corresponding manner. The symptomatic indi-

I .cators used and thei1: correlations with the inde
I pendent variable (Xo) are as follows: 

Variable Symbol r 

Births ....•......... Xl +.95 

Deaths •••.••.•••.... X 2 
+.92 

Elementary school 
enrollment ... ~ " ... () .... " X3 +.93 

Tax returns " " " . " " " . " " 
X 4 

+.73 

Auto registration ••••••• X6 +.81 

Nonagricultural 
X8 +.87 employment. . •..•.... 

The multiple correlation coefficient (RO.123468) 

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

+.06+.30lS. +.14JS +.22JS +.08X4 +.OTXE, +.l2Xg. 

As stated above, the multiple regression equation 
was based on data for the 1950 .. 60 period. Estimates 

7White, 99.3' percent; nonwhite, 96.9 percent. 
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for 1966 (July 1) were prepared by substituting in 
the equation appropriate data for the 1960-66 
period. For example, the value of Xl for a 

given State (i) for 1966 would be computed as 
follows: 

Percent of total U.S. births in State i, 1966 
Percent of total U,S. births in State i, 1960 

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

Percent of total U.S. population in State i, 1966 
Percent of total U.S, population in State i, 1960 

The ratio so computed for each State was applied 
to each 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 1966.· The 1966 percentages for 
all States were summed and adjusted to add to 
100 percent. These percentages were then applied 
to the latest U.S. total resident population estimate 
for July 1, 1966, yielding an estimate of the total 
resident population in each State on July 1, 1966. 

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 vari
ables will persist 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 variables 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 
that deficiencies in the basic data series in 
coverage and conSistency will remain constant, or 
change very little, in the present decade .. 

Estimates for special areas.-In view of the 
availability of several additional types of data 
relating to population growth for selected States, 
estimates for several States were prepared by 
somewhat different procedures. 

For Kansas, the estimates were obtained by 
interpolating and extrapolating the results of the 
Kansas State censuses, taken each year as of Jan
uary 1. The numbers are adjusted to be consistent 
with definitions of usual residence employed in 
Federal censuses. 8 The latest date for which data 
were available for use here was January 1, 1966. 

8For example, members of Armed Forces and col
lege students are enumerated differently in the 
State and Federal censuses. 
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For Hawaii, estimates of the net civilian mi~ 
~ration were derived based on passenger statis~ 
tlcS and the results were averaged with those of 
the two regular procedures described above. Be
c,ause iof the pronounced ?,easonal pattern of migra~ 
tlOn tl) and from Hawal.1, the monthly statistics 
on pa:ssenger 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 the District of Columbia, there is some 
question concerning the suitability of some of 
the independent variables used in the regression 
analysis. Therefore estimates for the District of 
Columbia are ordinarily derived by procedures used 
in preparing estimates for metropolitan counties, 
However, data are not yet available from which to 
prf;?pare estimates for 1966 by the Composite 
method. Consequently, estimates for July 1, 1966, 
were prepared by Component Method n and the 
Housing Unit method. These estimates were then 
averaged, and the numerical differences between 
th~ average of these twu estimates in 1966 and the 
comparable average of these estimates in 1965 
provided the estimate of change since 1965. This 
estimated change was added to the 1965 figure based 
on the average of all three methods. The method~ 
ology used in developing current estima tes by these 
three methods is discussed in Current Population 
Reports, Series P-25, No. 371. 

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

The population estimates shown here for Masm 

sachusetts are consistent with the State census 
taken as of January 1, 1965. The numbers are 
adjusted for differences in the enumeration of 
military personnel and their dependents, and college 
students, to make them conform to the definition 
of usual residence used in Federal censuses. 

For Puerto Rico, estimates were prepared by 
the Component Method only. Net movement of ci
vilians to the Armed Forces is based on the re
ported number of inductions, enlistments, and 
separations in Puerto Rico; that of net civilian 
migration, on the gross movement of passengers to 
and from Puerto Rico. The birth and death statis
tics are by occurrence rather than residence. 
Births have been corrected for underregistration 
in the same way as have those for States. 

Migration component, April 1 to July 1, 1960.
The methodology used 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 independJ 
ently; it 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 
3~month period. 

SOURCES OF DATA 

,Many ?f the data used to prepare the popu~ 
~.atl.Or:- estlmates for States and Puerto Rico given 
1n thiS report were obtained from other Federal 
and State agencies. The National Center for 
Health Statistics, U,S. Public Health Service, 
provided the vital statistics. The Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, Department of Justice, 
provided statistics on immigration and emigrati.on. 
fhe Department of Defense provided the figures 
relating to the Armed Forces. The U.S. Office 
of Education, individual State Departments of 
Educa tion, Roman Catholic school systems through
out the country, and The Official Catholic Directory9 
were the major sources of the data on school en
rollment used to develop estimates of net internal 
migration. Data on school enrollment for selected 
States were also obtained from the Bureau ofIndian 
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 from 
Hawaii and Puerto Rico. 10 

For the regression series, births, deaths, 
and school enrollment statistics are the same as 
those described earlier. Data on passenger auto~ 
mobile registrations are published 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 Income Tax 
Returns; and the number of employees on nonagri
cultural payrolls is published monthly by the 
~ureau of Labor Statistics, Department of Labor, 
III Employment and Earnings. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

As has been indicated, total population change 
in a State between the census date and a given 
estimate date consists of the net contribution of 
births, aeaths, net movement to the Armed Forces 
and net civilian migration. The estimates of ne~ 

9 Published annually by P. J. Kenedy and Sons 
New York, N.Y. ' 

l°'l'he Puerto Rico Planning Board also provided 
the data on net movement to the Armed Forces i.n 
Puerto Rico. . 
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o 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 component of change, the estimates of 
total population change between the census date and 
each of the; estimate dates are also subject to 
substantial e°'rror. This warning applies particularly 
to annual cHanges in population and to annual net 
migration. Although the estimates of total popu
lation change and the population estimates them
selves have the same absolute errors, percentage~ 
wise the errors in the population estimates are 
considerably smaller than those in the estimates 
of population change. 

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

7 

The corresponding average error by Method n 
alone was 2.0 percent ..... the difference being sta
tistically significant; and 

2. There was a desire to reduce the dependency 
of the estimates on anyone single series of 
symptomatic data where such data themselves are 
subject to a variety of problems. Method II is 
heavily dependent upon the accuracy and consistency 
of school enrollment statistics from year to year. 

Although the average of the results of Method 
II and the Regression Method for 1960 differed 
from the 1960 Census count by only 1.5 percent, 
the percentage difference between the estimates 
and the census count varied considerably among the 
States. Only one State had a deviation of more 
than 5 percent. The summary of the test results 
of 1950 and 1960 is shown in table B. 

The average error of 1.5 percent in the State 
estimates applies to a lO-year time period. One 
would expect that, over shorter time periods, such 
as that between April 1960 and July 1966, 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 fluctuu 
a,tions in the migration component occur. Such 

1. lI'ests of accuracy of methods of preparing 
postcensa1 population estimates conducted by the 
Bureau of the Census indicate that lower average 
errors are often achieved when the results of two 
or more methods of roughly the same order of 
accuracy are averaged together. In the latest 

( ',eries of tests,ll an-average error of 1.5 percent 
'was obtained by averaging the results of Com
ponent Method II with the Regression Method. 

llMeyer 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 stUdies 
on this subject are given in footnote 1 of their 
article. 

Table B.--8UMMARY OF PERCENTAGE DEVIATIONS FROM CENSUS COUNTS OF STATE ESTIMATES PREPARED BY 
VARIOUS METHODS: 1960 AND 1950 

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

Vital Composite Regres- Average of selected methods 
Method II sion 

Summary measures (XI) rates method method (X2) (X3) (X4) (Xl, X2) (Xl, X4) (X3, X4) 

1960: 
Average deviation ••••••••••••••••• 2.00 2.37 2.07 2.75 1.58 1.49 1.84 
Quadratic mean deviation •••••••••• 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 
Posi tive deviations ••••••••••• ' •••• 28 24 31 20 26 25 27 

1950: 
Average deviation ••••••••••••••••• 3.16 4.42 2.53 (NA) 3.5L> (NA) (NA) 
Quadratic mean deviation •••••••••• 3.99 5.58 3.15 (NA) 4.42 (NA) (NA) 
Deviations of 10 percent or more •• 1 4 - (NA) - (NA) (NA) 
Deviations of 5 percent or more ••• 8 19 3 (NA) 15 (NA) (NA) 
Positive deviations •••••••.••••••• 25 22 25 (NA) 25 (NA) (NA) 

- Represents zero, NA Not availa'ble. 

Source: Meyer Zitter and Henry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accuracy of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population 
Estimates for States and Local Areas," op. cit. 
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fluctuations in the estimated migration component 
from year to year could either be genuine or re. 
fleet the deficiencies of the data and method. 

The second consideration in shifting the method 
is the fact that the use of the average of two 
methocits will tend to reduce fluctuations in the 
estim~;tes brought about by revisions in the basic 
school data series, a particularly desirable control 
where the school data series for a given State is 
weak. Experience has shown that in a number of 
instances the use of a particular enrollment figure 
resulted in a population estimate that seemed out 
of line. A substantial revision in the final popu
lation estimate occurred when a revised school 
figure 'was substituted in a later year. The 
averaging technique now introduced tends to reduce 
the impact of revisions in particular data series 
on the final population estimates. Furthermore, 
sin0e the regression estimates are based on a 
number of different series, the effect on the final 
estimates of a change in anyone of the series is 
not so serious as it would be if that series were 
the only indicator used. Because the regression 

,.eqUation provides for differential 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 1966 was about 2.0 percent. The 
estimates published here for 1966 differ by 1.1 per
cent, on the average, from a corresponding set 
based on Method II alone. The relative difference 
between the two sets of estimate's for the years 
since 1960 is as follows: 

Year 

1966 ......••.•......•... 
1965 ................... . 
1964 .......•••......•.•. 
1963 ...•...............• 
1962 .•...•.••..•...•••.. 
1961. ....•......•....•.. 

Difference1 between-

Regression 
and 

Method II 

2.03 
1.78 
1.47 
1.36 
1.09 
0.93 

Published 
figures and 
Method II 

1.06 
0.91 
0.81 
0.70 
0.56 
0.49 

lAverage percent difference disregarding sign. 

CONSISTENCY WITH EARLIER PUBLICATIONS 

Estimates for 1966 and 1967 were previously 
published in Advance Report, Series P.25, No. 373; 
however, some minor changes were made to take 
advantage of revised data series that became 
available after publication of the advance report. 

The estimates for July 1, 1965 and 1966 super- i 

sede the estimates for those dates published last .I 

year in Series P-25, No. 348. For 1966, the 
revision represents mainly the substitution of 
estimates of net migration for the full period 1960 
to 1966, for estimates of net migration in which the 
last year of the period was extrapolated. 12 

The regression estimates for all States for 
1965 were revised to take account of final figures 
on births and deaths, by reSidence, for calendar 
year 1965. Estimates by Component Method II 
for 1965 were also revised for a few States 
because of changes in the school enrollment series 
used in the estimate. Estimates for 1960 to 1964 
are the same as those published earlier in Series 
p w 25, No, 348. 

RELATED REPORTS 

The following reports show estimates and pro
jections for geographic areas consistent with these 
current State estimates. 

Type of estimate 

States, by metropolitan-non-
metropolitan residence ..... 

States .........•...........• 

States, by age •.......•....• 

State projections, by age 
and sex ..............•..... 

State household estimates ... 

All standard metropolitan 

Estimate date 

1965 .•..•.•. 

} 
1950 to 1960 
1940 to 1950 
1960 to 1966 

1970 to 1985 
1965 ......•. 

statistical areas.......... 1965 .....•.. 
Selected SMSA's (72 largest) 1966 .••.•..• 

Series 
P-25 

report 
number 

371 
304 
72 

351.1 

375 
356 

371 
378 

12In most cases, experience has indicated that 
only small changes occur in the State totals between 
the "provisional" series and the "revised" series. 
For example, for 1966, the average difference in 
population estimates petween the revised and provi
sional series was less than 1 percent. Of course, 
there\is variation in this average and occasionally 
the revised estimate for a specific State may 
differ substantially from the previously published 
preliminary figure. Large changes may be due to 
appreciable changes in the basic data series ob
tained from primary sources. However, the revised 
estimate for Nevada is about 5 percent lower than 
the preliminary figure because of a difference 
between the "estimated" and "extrapolated" values 
of net migration for the last year of the period. 
Other States with larger than usual revisions for 
1966 are: Wyoming, -3.0; Alaska, -2.6; and Wash
ington, +2.0. 



PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES FOR JULY 1, 1967 

The provisional population estimates for States 
for July 1; 1967, shown in table 7 were derived 
by extending the components of population change 
to July 1, ,1967. Provisional figures on births 
and deathS: for the period July 1, 1966 to 1967 
were obtamed from the National Center for Health 
Statistics, U.S. Public Health Service. Preliminary 
data on the Armed Forces were based on figures 
provided by the Department of Defense. 

Direct or indirect measures of net civilian 
migration for the period after July 1, 1966 were 
not available. Consequently, the net civilian migra~ 
tion component represents an extrapolation of 
recent trends in the component for each State. 

Specifically, the average annual net civilian 
migratioh for the period 1960 to 1966 for each 
State was compared with the estimate for the 
1963 to 1966 period. Where the direction of the 
migration was the same in both periods, the 
smaller number was. assumed to be the migration 
for the period 1966 to 1967. Where the direction 
differed 'for the two periods, one-half of the 1965-
66 net migration was taken as the migration for 

9 

1966-67. Thus, in all cases, the extrapolated 
figure reflects wholly or in part the level of the 
most recent available period. The extrapolated 
net civilian migration for States obtained in this 
fashion was adjusted to add to a national estimate 
of net immigration for the year obtained from the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, Depart
ment of Justice. 

Inasmuch as the estimates of net migration 
between July 1966 and July 1967 were derived by 
extrapolation, the estimates of population change 
for that period are subject to considerable error. 

The 1967 estimates will be revised next year 
when current information on population change 
becomes availabe. 

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates presented in the tables of this report 
have been rounded to the nearest thousand without 
being adjusted to group totals, which are inde
pendently rounded. Percentages are based on 
unrounded numbers. 
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Tobie l.-ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPU'lATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JUt Y 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960 

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

Change J 1960 to 1966 oomponents of change 

Region, dhision, and 
State Number Percent Births 

Net migration 
Deaths 

Number Rate 1 

United St.ates •••.••.••.••••••••..• 1_-=~===+ __ ::.:..:===+-:.:;:;===+ __ :...::..~1--.-::2;;:.::::'.::::;:::.f_=:1l",.::0.::;91",~0::::00~_..:+::.2-,-,1::1;.::32-,:;::00:::0+ __ .-:.,=:1:.::..1 

"moos: I' ,...................... 3,021,000 
•••.•.••• ••.•••.••.••. 3,22/+,000 

NORTH,~'l': 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
East North Central .................• 
West North Central ••..•.•.••.••.•••. 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic ..•.•.•.......•.... , ., 
East South Central .•.........•... ··· 
West South Central ..•.•••....•••..•. 

WEST: 
Moun1,ajn. 0 ••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••• 0 •• 

Pacific ••..••••••••..•.. 0 •••••••• ••• 

NEW ENGLAND: 
Maine •• ~ 0 •••••••••• ·0 ••••••••••• •••• 

New 

CorrneC"GlCtlt ...................... •• . 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New york ••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 
New ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EAST NORTH .CEl\'TRAL: 
Ohio ............ ·•··••·••••·••··•••• . 

~~~~:~~:::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: 
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 

Minnesota •••••••.•••.•.•••••••••• ·• • 
Iowa •••••••••.••• ·••··•· .. •••••••••• • 
Missouri ................. '0 ••••••••••• 

Nort.h Dakota ••••.••••...••••• ·•·••·• 
South Dakota .••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 

Nebraska ••••.•••••.••••••••.•••••••• 
Kansas ••••••..•••••• ··••••••••••••• • 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware 2 •• o ••••• 0 ., •••••• 0 •• 0 •••••• 

Maryland •.•••••.••••••••••••••••• •• . 
District of Columbia •••••••••••••.•• 
Virginia ••••••.•••••••.••••••••••• • • 
West Virginia •••.•• 0 ••••• ••• ~ ••••••• 

North Carolina ••••••.••••..•••••• ••• 
South Carol ina •••••••••.•••••••••.•• 
Georgia ••••••.••••.•.•••••••• •••••• • 
Florida •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAl.: 
Kentucky •••••••.••••• ·••••••••••••• • 
Tennessee •••••.•.•....•••.••••••••.• 
Alabam.a ••••.•••.••.••••••••• , ••••••. 
MississIppi .•.•.......•....•.•..• , •. 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas •••••••••••••• ·•·•••••••••• • 
Louisiana •••.•••••.•••.•.•••••.••• · • 
Oklahoma •••••.•••••••••.••.••••••••• 
Texas •••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana .•••••..•••••• · •• ···••••·•·• • 
Idaho ••••••..•••.•••.•••.••••••••••. 

New Mexico •••••••.••.•••.••••.••• ••• 
Arizona •••••.••••.•.••.•.••••••.• •• • 
Utah •••••••••••••• •• •••••••••••••••• 
Nevada ••••.•.•••.••.•.•••••• 0 ••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washington ••••••.•••••.••.•••••••..• 
Oregon ••.••••••••.••••••••.•••••••.• 
California •.•...••••..••••••••.•• •• • 
Alaska •••••••••••.•• ••••·••·•••••·• • 
Hawaii •••.•.•••.•....••••.•.••••• , •. 

Puerto Rico •••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 

29,105,000 
12,g9~.,OOO 

113,795,000 

7,717,000 
2/+, ga; ,000 

9'18,000 
676,000 
1;11,000 

5,403,000 
898,000 

2,878,000 

18,205,000 
6,899,000 

11,601,000 

10,3t,~.,OOO 

4,951,000 
10,7f6, 000 

8,4fB,OOO 
/~,lE7,OOO 

3,572,000 
2,760,000 
1.,.,564,000 

643,000 
679,000 

1,439,000 
2,275,000 

513,000 
3,611,000 

806,000 
4,465,000 
1,809,000 
4,974,000 
2,589,000 
4,445,000 
5,893,000 

3,181,000 
3,866,000 
3,511,000 
2,337,000 

1,956,000 
3,617,000 
2,477,000 

10, 7/t7, 000 

702,000 
697,000 
319,000 

1,955,000 
1,002,000 
1,603,000 
1,007 ,000 

431,000 

3,040,000 
1,973,000 

18,802,000 
265,000 
727,000 

2,667,000 2,349,54/, 

+67,000 
+510,000 
+~·2,OOO 

+498,000 
-51,000 

+417,000 
+2(J7 ,000 
+502,000 
+942,000 

+318,000 

+12.1. 
·1 '/.0 

+10.() 

+12.6 
*1'/ .0 

-10.9 

+5.:> 
+/,.9 
+1...5 

+13.5 

+8.5 
+13.7 
+2.5 

+6.8 
+6.2 
+7.0 
+8.2 
+5./+ 

+4.6 
+0.1 
+5.6 
+1.7 
-0.2 
+2.0 
+4.1. 

+13.5 

3,892,000 
1,c/M,000 
2,61G,000 

1,133,000 
3,]0/',000 

2,200,000 
820,000 

1,396,000 

1,339,000 
669,000 

1,413,000 
1,135,000 

5'13,000 

498,000 
363,000 
568,000 
94,000 

102,000 
199,000 
281.,000 

?l 000 
1,79:000 
124,000 
595,000 
22$,000 
675,000 
377,000 
631,000 
712,000 

429,000 
!t95,OOO 
483,000 
356,000 

266,000 
542,000 
304,000 

1,504,000 

99,000 
96,000 
48,000 

261,000 
179,000 
236,000 
157,000 

57, 000 

378,000 
223,000 

2, 3/t8, 000 
48,000 

107 ,000 

489,000 

3,25'7,000 I 
1,590,000 

1,55/,,000 II 

7/10,000 
%3,000 

6g,000 
!!3 j OQO I 
;':W,OOO 

YYJ) 000 
58,000 

156,000 

598,000 
292,000 
661,000 
l,.~3,OOO 

242, 000 

202,000 
180,000 
30B ,000 

3/,,000 
/,1,000 
90,000 

131,,000 

27,000 
113:3, 000 

56,000 
224,000 
117,000 
248, 000 
131,000 
228,000 
339,000 

191,000 
214,000 
195,000 
1/+0,000 

117,000 
191,000 
149,000 
506,000 

41·,000 
36,000 
17,000 
99,000' 
41,000 
72,000 
40,000 
18,000 

171,000 
111,000 
912,000 

8,000 
22,000 

107,000 

-1.38,000 
-180,000 

-1'1,000 
-49,000 
-62,000 
-80,000 
-53,000 

+23,000 

,2J4,000 I -26,000 
+126,000 
-162,000 
-10,000 
-39,000 
+99,000 

+569,000 

-95,000 
+18,000 
-4/.,000 
-58,000 

I 

+20,000 
+9,000 
-8,00C 

+169,000 

-31,000 
-30,000 
-41,000 
+40,000 
-87,000 

+136,000 
(Z) 

+10'7,000-

-19,000 
+92,000 

+1,649,000 
-1,000 
+9,000 

-64,000 

d.D 
-1.8 

.;, 
-I C, 0 

i-O.? 
n.? 

-1.0 
-3.'/ 

~ 2.9 
--I. .~ 
~ l. 1 

+1. .'3 
-+'7.5 

-6.2 
+4.3 
-1.6 
-l. .':i 
",1.8 
+5.5 

+2.1 
+6.2 
-3.0 

-0.8 
-1.8 
-0.5 
-0.6 
-2.8 

-4,0 
-6.5 

-9.2 
-5.6 
-2.~ 

-3.3 

-0.2 
-1.6 
+2.4 

+10.5 

-3.1 
+0.5 
-1. 3 
-2.6 

-0.3 
+1.7 

-4.5 
-4,1, 

-12.7 
+2.2 
-8.9 

-0.6 
+4.9 
+9.6 
_0.4 
+1.3 

-2.6 

as of September 20, 1967. A preliminary count vthich became available at the time this report was being pub-
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Tobie 2.-ESTIMATES OF THE CIVIUAN RESIDENT POPULATIDN OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY I, 1966, ANa COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL I, 1960 

Region, division, and 
State 

April 1, 
1960 

Change, 1960 to 1966 

Nwnber Percent Births 

Componento of change 

Net movement 

c i.vil ian 
deaths 

Net betvreen 
cjvilian 
migration 

~ ___ -__ ~--_--4-_-' __ +--_- --I------+-------f----

United 

REGIONS: 

•.•••••••.•.....••.. 1_"";::'====-1-,...;::.1.:.7':...7 ~:32!:!.::0.::0+-_=~.==+--==+-~.::====+=1:::1:..., tT..:.:i,;:l..'-,O:...O:..:O+_-=.:--..::::.:..:..:..::+-

Northeast .• 
North 
.south ........•...•.•.....•... ·.···· . 
West •••••..•.•••.••.•••••••.•••••• • • 

NOHTH CENTRAL; 
East North Central ..•.....•...•..... i 

West Not'th Oentral •••••••.••..•••• ·· 

Atlantic ................•..... 
East South Central ....••........•. ,. 
West South Central ••••.•...•• · ..•• ,. 

WEST: 
Mountain •.•••..••.•....•.. · .• ··•••• . 
Paoific .•..•.•.••...•.•••.......••• , 

Massachusetts •••••••..••.••..••.•••. 
Rhode Island •.•••.•.•...••••• ····•·· 
Connecticut ..••••••..•••••.•••.••• ,. 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 

F.AST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio ••• ~ •....••.•••.• , ••••.•••••..•. 
Indiana •••••••••.•••• ••••••· .••.••• , 
Illinois ••••..•.•.••• , •.••..•.•.•.• , 

~i~~~~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 

Minnesota •.••..•••••.•••.• ' ••.••••••• 
Iowa •••••••.•••••..•• •••••••••••••• . 
Missouri •••••••.•••••••••••.•.•••••• 
North Dakota .•..••••••••.•.••••••••• 
South Dakota .•.•••••••.•.••••••••••• 
Nebraska ...••.••••••••••.•.••••.•.•• 
Kansas ......•••.••.••.••••••.•••.•.• 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware •.••...••.••• , •.••..•••••.• , 
!J..ary1and .•••••••.•.•.•••••••••.••••• 
District of Columbia •••••.•••.•.••• • 
Virginia •••.•...•••••••••..••.•••••• 
West Virginia •. , ••••••••.••••••••••. 
North Carolina ....•..•.•..•.••..... · 
South Carolina .••••••••••••••.•••.• • 
Georgia ••••••.••••..• , •••••...•.... , 
Florida .••.•••.••.•..••••••.••...•.• 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ••••••••.•••••.••••.•••• ·••• ' 
Tennessee. : .•....•.•••••••••..•••••• 
Alabama •••••.••••••. , ••••••••••.•••.• 
Mississippi ••••..•...•••••••••••.•• , 

WEST SOUTH CENTP£; 
Arkansas ••.••.• , ••••• , •••.•.••••• , •• 
Louisiana •••.••.•••••••.••••••..•••• 
Ok1ahana •••••••••••••••••.•• , ••••••• 
Texas •••••••••••• • •• ••••••••••••••• • 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montrula •••.•.•••••••• , •....••••••••• 
Idaho •••••••••••.•.•.••••••••••••• " 

New Mexico •••..•••••••••.••••••.•••• 
Arizona •••••.•.•••••••••••• •••••••• • 
Utah ................ ••••• .. • .. ••• .. . 
Nevada ••••••.•.•• , .••.•••••••••.••• , 

PACIFIC: 
Washington •••.••••••••.••..•..•.•••• 
Oregon, ••••••...•••.•••••••• · •.••••• 
California ....•.••••.•••.•.••..••.•. 
Alaska ••••••• , ••...•••••••.••.•.•.•• 
Hawaii •••••.•••.•••.. ·•••••••••·••• . 

Puerto Rico •...•.••••••.••••.•.••••••••. 

Less than 500. 

It 7,7"U,OOO 
51, J 431" 000 
59,706,000 
31, 139~/, 000 

I 
11,1/.9,000 
36,595,000 

38, 616,000 
15,81£1,000 

28,1,60,000 
12,"15ti,000 
18,/;92,000 

'7,609,000 
2"', 2tl'1, 000 

962,000 
672,000 
411,000 

5,365,000 
873,000 

2,866,000 

18,169,000 
6,8~.3,OOO 

11,582,000 

10,344,000 
4,941,000 

10,720,000 
8,448,000 
4,163,000 

3,567,000 
2,759,000 
1+,.523,000 

631,000 
673,000 

1,426,000 
2,2/~O,OOO 

506,000 
3,538,000 

790,000 
4,30'7,000 
1,808,000 
4,870,000 
2,509,000 
~,J3JJOOO 
.5,800,000 

3,136,000 
3,833,000 
3,478,000 
2,307,000 

1,946,000 
3,574,000 
2,438,000 

10,534,000 

692,000 
693,000 
315,000 

1,917,000 
983,000 

1,582,000 I 

1,003,000 
/1-24,000 

2,984,000 
1,968,000 

18,431,000 
23.3,000 
673,000 

2}656,OOO. 

,'tI., 1.40,000 
51, I.Vl, 000 
51,,116,000 
27,1+88, 000 

10,399,000 
Yl,O:';O,OOO 

950 000 
600~ 000 
389,000 

5,103,000 
836,000 

2,522,000 

16,736,000 
6,014,000 

11,300,000 

9,687,000 
4,653,000 

10,03:),000 
7,808,000 
3,9~6,000 

3,409,000 
2,756,000 
4,286,000 

6Z7,OOO 
675,000 

1,396,000 
2,141,000 

438,000 
3,043,000 

751,000 
3,833,000 
1,860,000 
4,475,000 
2,326,000 
3,8'71,000 
4}870,OOO 

2,997,000 
3,.539,000 
3,243,000 
2,15.5,000 

1,7''17,000 
3,235,000 
2,295 J 000 
9,406,000 

668,000 
662,000 
327,000 

1,723,000 
927,000 

1,283,000 
887,000 
278,000 

2,793,000 
1,763,000 

1.5,405,000 
193,000 
579,000 

2,338,000 

sign (_) denotes net loss of civilians to the Armed Forces. 

+12,000 
+72,000 
+22,000 

+262,000 
+37,000 

-l·3~4,OOO 

+1,433,000 
+830,000 
+282,000 

+656,000 
+288,000 
+1587,000 
+EitO, 000 
+217,000 

.,,158,000 
+3,000 

+237,000 
+3,000 
-2,000 

+31,000 
+99,000 

+67, 000 
+495,000 
+39,000 

+47t., 000 
-51,000 

+394,000 
+182,000 
+1+63, 000 
+929,000 

+139,000 
+294,000 
+235,000 
+152,000 

.+24,000 
+31,000 
-12,000 

+195,000 
+56,000 

+299,000 
+115,000 
+146,000 

+191,000 
+205,000 

+3,025,000 
+39,000 
+94,000 

+31'7,000 

+'7.2 
+';.5 

+6.9 
+3.5 

+11.'1 
+6.9 

+10.6 

+12.6 
+17.1 

+1.2 
+12.1 
+5.7 
+5.1 
+4.5 

+13.6 

+8.2 
~ 5.5 

+4.6 
+0.1 
+5.5 
~O.5 

-0.3 
+2.2 
+4.6 

+15.3 
+16.3 
+5.2 

+12.0 
+19.1 

+4.6 
+8.3 
+7.2 
+7.0 

+9.5 
+10.5 
+6.2 

+12.0 

+3.6 
+4.7 
-3.7 

+11.3 
+6.0 

+23.3 
+13.0 
+52.7 

+6.8 
+11.6 

+16.2 

+13.6 

1,430,000 
Il ,/I.J.6,000 

5,128,000 
2,107,000 

3,892,000 
1,761+,000 
2,w16,000 

13';) 000 
86,000 
55,000 

690,000 
112, 000 
350,000 

2,200,000 
820, 000 

1,396,000 

1,339,000 
609,000 

1,413,000 
1,13.5,000 

.573,000 

498,000 
363,000 
568,000 
94,000 

102,000 
199,000 
284,000 

71,000 
479,000 
124,000 
595,000 
228,000 
675,000 
377,000 
631,000 
712,000 

429,000 
495,000 
483,000 
356,000 

266,000 
542,000 
30tf,000 

1,.504,000 

99,000 
96,000 
48,000 

261,000 
179,000 
236,000 
157,000 

57,000 

378,000 
223,000 

2,348,000 
48,000 

107,000 

489,000 

3,Cl7,000 
3,~20,OOO 
3,2/f8,OOO 
1, ::85,000 

2,233,000 
987,000 

1,.51.,9} 000 
'/39, 000 
961,000 

68,000 
/ 13,000 
28,000 

359,000 
58,000 

156,000 

1,142.,000 
392,000 
772,000 

597,000 
291,000 
660,000 
442,000 
242,000 

201,000 
180,000 
3C!7,000 
34,000 
41,000 
90,000 

134,000 

27,000 
182,000 

56,000 
223,000 
117,000 
21..7,000 
J31,000 
227,000 
339,000 

190,000 
214,000 
195,000 
11+0,000 

117,000 
191,000 
148,000 
505,000 

41, 000 
36,000 
17,000 
99,000 
41,000 
72,000 
40,000 
18,000 

171,000 
111, 000 
910,000 

8,000 
22,000 

107,000 

+~·20, 000 
-1-/-+23,000 
-305, 000 

-42,000 
.-71,000 
-31,000 
-26,000 

-100,000 

-126,000 
-172,000 

-6,000 
-56,000 
-61,000 
-73,000 
-43,000 

+26,000 
+214,000 

-27,000 
+115,000 
-163,000 
-17,000 
-56,000 
+77,000 

+587,000 

-93,000 
+22,000 
-47,000 
-6.1,,000 

+25,000 
-3,000 
-7,000 

+169,000 

-32,000 
-28,000 
-41,000 
+41,000 
-76,000 

+142,000 
(z) 

-1-109,000 

-3,000 
+98,000 

+1,644,000 
+2,000 

+12,000 

-71,000 

-138,000 
-51.,} 000 

-?,OOO 
-2,000 

(Z) 
-7,000 
-1,000 
-8,000 

-45,000 
-22,000 
-36,000 

-44,000 
-18,000 
-35,000 
-27, 000 
-13,000 

-13,000 
-9,000 

-18,000 
-1,000 
-2,000 
-4,000 
-'7,000 

-2,000 
_15,000 
-2,000 

-13,000 
(z) 

-16,000 
-8,000 

-19,000 
-31,000 

-7,000 
-9,000 
-'7,000 
-1;000 

-5,000 
-9,000 
-6,000 

-40,000 

-2,000 
-1,000 
-2,000 
-7,000 
-6, 000 
-8,000 
-2,000 
-2,000 

-13,000 
-6,000 

-57; 000 
-2,000 
_t"OOO 

+~(,OOO 
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Tobie 3.-ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTA'L RESIDENT POPUtA TlON OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JUt y 1, 1960 TO 1966 

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

,July 1, 1965 July 1, 196/, July 1, 1963 July l} 1962 July 1, 1961 Jl.:.ly 1, 1960 
Region, division, and 1, 1966 

________________________ ~----------~--------4---------~--------~----------+---------4---------
United States ........ . 

REGIONS: 
Northeast .........•..•.. 
North 
South. 
liJest •• 

NOirr!! CEln'!u\L: 
J~as'l Nortl, Central ...•.........• · 
West North Gentr'aI ........•..•.• , 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic ..•...... ···.··•··· 
East, Suuth Central ••...•........ · 
West SQutb Cent-raJ.. .•...•••••.... 

WRST: 
Mountain .•.••••.•••..•. ··· •. ·•·• . 
Pacifj c ..•...• , ..•••.•. , ....••••• 

NEW ENGLAND: 

rsland ....•.........•• · .•.. 
Con~cct,.icut ..................... . 

MrDDJJ~ 
york .••••••.••....• · ••.• ·•·· • 

E..4ST NORTH CENTRAL: 

Wi-seon,sin ••••.•••.••••• ·•···•••• . 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota .•........•.••.••.•••..• 
Iowa .••...•••. ••··••·••·•••••••· • 
Missouri •...•.•........ , ..••••.•. 
North Dakota ••••••.•. r ••••••••••• 
South Dakota ••••••..• ,~ •..•..••••. 
Nebraska •••.•••••••..•..•••••..• , 
Kansas •.•.••••••••••••• ••·•·••·• • 

of Columbia ..•.•••.••••• 
Virginia ••.•••.•.• , ..••••••••.•.• 
West Virginia •••...••.••••••..•.. 
North Carolina •.•..•......... · .. · 
Sou"th Oarolina .••••.•••....•••• ·• 

SOUTH CENTRAL: 

Tennessee ••••••••••....••••••••• , 
Alabama .•.•••••••••.••.•.••.• ·•• • 
MissiAsippj ..••••.•••••...••..• · •• 

Louis] ana •.••.•..•.•.•• ·•···••·•· 
Oklahoma •.••••••.••••.• ·•· •• •••· • 
Texas ........• , ...••••••••.•..•.• 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana •••••••..••••.•.•••.• ··•• • 
Idaho .••.••••••..•....•• ·•·••··• • 

New Mexico •...••..•••••.•.•• · ••• · 
Arizona •••••••••..•••••••••• •·•• . 
Utah .•..••.••••..•• ··•·••••••••• • 
Nevada •...••••••••.••..••.•...•• , 

PACIFIC: 
Washington .••.••.•••........•••.• 
Oregon •••.••••.•.•.•••••••.. ·• ••• 
California ••••••••.••.•••.•.•••• , 
Alaska •••.••.•••••.• ··•••·•••••• • 
Hawaii .•......•.•.••••. · •.•• ··· •• 

Puerto HieD ••••••••••...••••.... , •••• 

978,000 
mG,OOO 
1+11,000 

5,1,03,000 
S9H,000 

2, 87EJ, 000 

1.8,205,000 
6,899,000 

11,601,000 

3,572,000 
2,760,000 
~,564,OOO 

643,000 
679,000 

1,1 .. 39,000 
2,275,000 

513,000 
3,611,000 

806,000 
4,465,000 
1,1.309,000 
4,974,000 
2,589,000 
4,445,000 
S,893,000 

3,181,000 
3,866,000 
3,511,000 
2,337,000 

702,000 
697,000 
319,000 

1,955,000 
1,002,000 
1,603,000 
1,007,000 

431,000 

3,040,000 
1,973,000 

18,802,000 
265,000 
727,000 

2,667,000 

193,81.5,000 

It? ,638,000 
5~, 112, 000 
60,088,000 
31,977,000 

11,151,000 
36, /1-87,000 

2(j,?62,OOO 
J 2, 825, 000 
li~, 500, 000 

7,686,000 
2/,,290,000 

985,000 
6'73,000 
It 03,OOO 

5,361,000 
891,000 

2,838,000 

18,107,000 
6,793,000 

11,587,000 

10,255,00°1 
4,893,000 

10,638,000 

8,322,000 I 
4,li,6,OOO 

3,558,000 
2,761,000 
4,493,000 

651,000 
688,000 

1,1.58,000 
2,248,000 

505,000 
3,531,000 

802,000 
4,428,000 
1,817,000 
t., 935, 000 
2,555,000 
i" 395, 000 
5,794,000 

I 

3,175,000\ 
3,839,000 
3,489,000 
2,321,000 

1,945,000 
3,554,000 
2,456,000 

10,547 )000 

702,000 
69~, ODD 
331)000 

1,947,000 
1,013,000 
1,575)000 

990,000 
433,000 

2,976,000 
1,937,000 

18,400,000 
267,000 
710,000 

2,632,000 

191,3'72,000 

Lt? ,075 ,000 
53,578,000 
59,269,000 
31, It 51, 000 

10,997,000 
36,CYlH, 000 

9804 ,000 
659,000 
399,000 

5,2117,000 I 

8tVf,OOO 
2,7$/',000 

17,891,,000 
6,680,000 

11,505,000 

10,124,000 
4,832,000 

10,538,000 
8,161,000 
4,100,000 

3,529,000 
2,763,000 
4,471,000 

650,000 
700,000 

1,471,000 
2,237,000 

494,000 
3, 442} 000 

795, 000 
4,371,000 
1,823,000 
4}861,OOO 
2,528,000 
4,304,000 
5,654,000 

3,163,000 I 
3,805,000 
3,431,000 
2,304,000 

1,939,000 
3,493,000 
2,461,000 

10,401,000 

703,000 
687,000 
338,000 

1,941,000 
1,008,000 
1,51.9,000 

977,000 
418,000 

2,971,000 
1,886,000 

18,003,000 
256,000 
712,000 

2, 57S, 000 

188,658,000 

Lr6, 51L" 000 
53,022,000 
58,309,000 
30,813,000 

27,'1L,8,OOO 
12,538,000 
18, 02i" 000 

9,.'5013,000 
23,30';,000 

985,000 
19+6,000 
39'7,000 

5,252,000 
an ,DOO 

2,716,000 

17,691,000 
6,542,000 

11,408,000 

10,020,000 
4,780,000 

10, 36S , 000 
8,036,000 
/',059,000 

3,507,000 
2,758,000 
4)412,000 

645,000 
707,000 

1, L,68, 000 
2,261,000 

480,000 
3,351,000 

792,000 
4,288,000 
1,815,000 
4,786,000 
2,498,000 
4,206,000 
5,532,000 

3,121,000 
3,'142,000 
3,383,000 
2,291,000 

1,907,000 
3,410,000 
2,450,000 

1Q,257,OOO 

701,000 
689,000 
335,000 

1,913,000 
990,000 

1,517,000 
973,000 
391,000 

2,520,000 

185,890,000 

45,910,000 
52,53'1,000 
57,398,000 
30,0/+5,000 

36,371..,000 \ 
15,663,000 

ZI,188,000 
1%,405,000 
1'1,805,000 

99000J 
630; 000 
393,000 

5,201,000 
8'/2,000 

2,6/,0,000 

17,464,000 
6,385,000 

11,336,000 

9,952,000 
Lj,725,OOO 

10,260,000 
'7,923,000 
Lt ,014,OOO 

3,49::0,000 
2,759,000 
It ,35£ ,000 

636,000 
703,000 

1,458,000 
2,256,000 

466, 000 
3,245,000 

780,000 
/',187,000 
1,823,000 
4,736,000 
2,450,000 
L,,108,000 
5,392,000 

3,099,000 
3,690,000 
3,342,000 
2,276,000 

1,875,000 
3,371,000 
2,1+35,000 

10,12~,OOO 

696,000 
695,000 
332,000 

1,883,000 
978,000 

1,46E,000 
952,000 
J'7,000 

2,944,000 
1,817,000 

16,990,000 
243,000 
695,000 

2,459,000 

183,057,000 

45,43L,,000 
52, Hl,OOO 
56,2f2,OOO 
29,180,000 

10,630,000 
3/1, 80/+,000 

36,585,000 
15,576,000 

992,000 
6l7,000 
390,000 

5,187,000 
862,000 

2, 5a1, 000 

1"1,148,000 
6,269,000 

11,387,000 

9,871,000 
4,724,000 

10,115,000 
7,885,000 
3,989,000 

3,458,000 
2,759,000 
4,348,000 

6 i ,1,OOO 
692,000 

1,442,000 
2,236,000 

460,000 
3,168,000 

775,000 
4,098,000 
1,8.37}OOO 
4,680,000 
2,424,000 
4,027,000 
5,205,000 

3,071,000 
3,630,000 
3,326,000 
2, 22/t, 000 

1,817,000 
3,300,000 
2,383,000 
9,856,000 

695,000 
686,000 
336,000 

1,835,000 
959,000 

1,405,000 
936,000 
312,000 

2,884,000 
1,788,000 

16,451,000 
235,000 
658,000 

2,1+09,000 

179,992,000 

L.4,814,000 
51, '705, 000 
55,201,000 
?8,272,000 

10, 5Z!, 000 
3/t, 28'"; , 000 

36,286,000 
15,419,000 

26,095,.000 
12,083,000 
17,023,000 

97L!-,OOO 
609,000 
389,000 

5,154,000 
858,000 

2,543, 000 

16,855,000 
6,101,,000 

11,328.,000 

9,737,000 
4,673,000 

10,084,000 
7,833,000 
3,959,000 

3,422,000 
2,'757,000 
i.,326,000 

634,000 
683,000 

1,417,000 
2,180,000 

449,000 
3,1l1}000 

766,000 
3,987,000 
1,1.356,000 
4,576,000 
2,39~,OOO 
3,958,000 
4,997,000 

3,045,000 
3,577,000 
3,276,000 
2,185,000 

1,792,000 
3,263,000 
2,33'1,000 
9,631,000 

679,000 
671,000 
331,000 

1,768,000 
953,000 

1,321,000 
900,000 
291,000 

2,856,000 
1,772,000 

15,862,000 
228,000 
641,000 

2,362,000 
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Table 4,-ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND 

Hegion, division, and State July 1, 1966 July 1, 1965 July 1, 1964 July 1, 1963 July 1, 1962 July 1, 1961 ,July 1, 1960 

~i~d strles ................•. ~~~~~3~,~7~~~,~0_00~~~1~9~1,~8~9_4~,0~0~0~~_1_8_~~3~7~2~,0~0_0~~_1_8_6,~6~6~7~.~00~0~~~W~3~.~7~%~._0~00~~~1~~~,~2~a~~~0_00~~~1~~~,~1~~~,~0~00 
45,210;000 I 
51,956,000 
55,425,000 
28,618, 000 

REGIONS: 
Northeast .....•...•..•.•.•...... , 
North Central ...•................ 

NonTH OENTHAL: 
East North Central •.....•.. , •.•.. 
West North Central .•...........• t 

SOUTH 
South Atlanttc •....... t.··.··· .. , 
East South Central .•••...•......• 
West South Central. ............. . 

WFBT: 
Mountain ••••.••••••..••.....•.••• 
Pacific .•..•.•••• " •.•••.•..•..•. 

NEW ENGLAND: 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New York ........•................ 
New •••.•.••••••••.•••••• 
Pelllsv1,rania, 00"'" 0 .. ,0' 0 00 0 0 0 0 

EAST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio ••.••.••.••• ·· ••..•••.••••••• 

Michigan.", •.•.••••.•.••.•..•.•••• 
Wisconsin ••••••.•..•.••..•.•.•.•• 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ••.•...••.•.•••••.•.•••. 
Iowa .•••••.•.•.•.•.•.•••.••••••••• 
Missouri ••••.•• , •..••.• , •.• , .•••• 
North Dakota •••••.••..••• ••·· ••• • 
South Dakota ...........•...•...• · 
Nebraska ......• , ••••.•••.•• ,; •.••• 
Kansas ••.•••..•••••.••• ·· •••••••• 

) SOUTH ATLANTIO: 
Delaware .••.•••.•••.•••••••.•••• , 
Maryland ••••....•••.•..••.••.•••• 
District of Colu-'1lbia ••••....•.••• 
Virginia •••...•.••.••••••.•.•.••• 
West Virginia •••.•.•.... , ....•••• 
North Carolina •.•...•..•....•.•.• 
South Carolina ••................ · 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentuclcy ••.•.•••..•••••• •·•·•••· • 
Tennessee •••••••••••.•••••••••• · • 
Alabama ••••••••••••.•••.••• ·•·.· . 
Mississippi •••••••••.•••...•••.•. 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas •••.••.•.•.•..•• •••·•••• • 
Louisiana .. >' ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Oklahoma 0 0 0 0 0 0'000000000000000000 

Texas .•......•.. · ... ·•·•········ . 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana ...•••.•••.•.••••.•.•.• , .. 
Idaho 0 0 0" 0 0 0' 0,0' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0,000 

Wyoming ••••••.•.••.••. t.········· 
Colorado ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico ....•......••..•....•. · 
.A:rizone. •••••..•. ••··• •• ••·•·••·• • 
Utaho 0 0 0000' 0 0 0' 0 0" 0 0' 0 0 00 0.' '.0 0 0 

Nevada •••••••••••••••••• ••••••·• • 

47,743,000 
5L,,434,000 
59,706,000 
31,897,000 

11}11.9,000 
36,595,000 

3[:\,616, 000 
15,8Hi,000 

28,460,000 
12,751.1,000 
18,492,000 

7,609,000 
24,287,000 

962,000 
672,000 
1+11,000 

.5 ,36.':5,000 
873,000 

2,866,000 

18,169,000 
6,843,000 

11,582,000 

10,344,000 
4,941,000 

10,720,000 
$,44$,000 
4,163,000 

3,5(7)000 
2,759,000 
4,523,000 

631,000 
673,000 

1,426,000 
2,240,000 

506. 000 
3,538)000 

'(90,000 
4,.307,000 
1,808,000 
4 J 870,OOO 
2,509,000 
':1,333,000 
5,800,000 

3,136,000 
3,833,000 
3,478.000 
2,307 ,000 

1,946,000 
3,574,000 
2,438,000 

10,534,000 

692,000 
693,000 
315,000 

1,917,000 
983.000 

1,582,000 
1,003,000 

424,000 

47,439 J OOO 
.53,905,000 
.59,150,000 
31,399,000 

11}057,OOO 
36,382,000 

38,150,000 
15,755,000 

28,191,000 
12,708,000 
18,250,000 

'I 577 000 
23;822;000 

967 000 
666;000 
402,000 

5,321,000 
872,000 

2,B28,OOO 

18, 06ti) 000 
6 J 749, 000 

11,569,000 

10,236,000 
':,,885,000 

10,588,000 
8,3000 000 
':,,141,000 

1+97,000 
3,471)000 

788,000 
4,279,000 
1,817,000 
4,8/f2 j OOO 
2,494, 000 
4,299,000 
5,704,000 

3,134,000 
3,811,000 
3,464,000 
2,299,000 

692,000 
689, 000 
326,000 

1,915,000 
091 000 

1,554:000 
986,000 
425,000 

46,868,000 
53,358,000 
58, 305 J 000 
30,840, 000 

10,899,0'00 
35,969,000 

2'7 68'1 000 
12;.5H4: 000 
18,035,000 

?,506,OOO 
23,33';,000 

966,000 
652,000 
.399,000 ! 

tj, 2/19,000 
86~,OOO 

2,7'11,000 

10,104-,000 
4,824 ,000 

10, 48S-',OOO 
8,13£,000 
':t,09'::,000 

3,524,000 
2,762, 000 
4"D9,000 

640,000 
693,000 

1,452,000 
2,199,000! 

484,000 
3,385,000 

781,000 
4,215,000 
1,823,000 
4,767,000 
2,467,000 
4,204,000 
5,.561,000 

3,118,000 

3,776,000 I 
3, L108, 000 
2,282,000 

1,923,000 
3,1+58,000 
2,424,000 

10,231,000 

693.000 
681, 000 
333.000 

1,901,000 
986,000 

1,529,000 
973,000 
410,000 

46,295,000 
52,804,000 
57,363,000 
30,205,000 

10,770,000 
35,521,.,000 

37,160,000 
15,6/1-5,000 

27,190,000 
12,41[:\,000 
17,7:>6,000 

'7 39" 000 
22;811;000 

965,000 
638 000 
396;000 

5,208,000 
860,000 

?,?02~OOO 

17,6t.i5,000 
6,490,000 

11,389,000 

10,000,000 
4,771,000 

10,322,000 
8,012,000 
4,051",000 

3,502,000 
2,757,000 
~)380,000 

633,000 
700,000 

1, L,48, 000 
2,224,000 

4'72,000 
3,295,000 

778)000 
4,142,000 
1,814,000 
4, 69L, 000 
2,446,000 
4,112,000 
5,436,000 

3,080,000 
3,714,000 
3,359,000 
2,265, 000 

1,892,000 
3,377,000 
2,412,000 

10,075,000 

690,000 
682,000 
331,000 

1,876,000 
968,000 

1,496,000 
969,000 
382,000 

4.5,656,000 
52,311,000 
56,405,000 
29,424,000 

10,603,000 
3.'5,053,000 

17,406,000 
6,331,000 i 

11,316,000 

9,931,000 
~, 713,000 

10,209,000 
7,900,000 
4,009,000 

3,4e7 ,000 
2,757,000 
1+,323,000 

626,000 
698,000 

1,440,000 
2,216,000 

458,000 
3,181,000 

766,000 
4,036,000 
1,823, 000 
4,63$,000 
2,394,000 
';,019,000 
5,305,000 

3,050,000 
3 J 661,OOO 
3,317,000 
2,246,000 

1,855,000 
3,328,000 
2,398,000 
9,931,000 

687,000 
689,000 
328,000 

1,844,000 
955,0001 

1,446,000 
954.000 
339,000 

10,519,000 
3/+,691,000 

9?2,000 
610,000 
390,000 

5,138)000 
8/1-0,000 

2,569,000 

17,10':,,000 
6,220)000 

11,368,000 

9,851,000 
4,715,000 

10,067, 000 
7}864,OOO 
3,984,000 

3,4.53,000 
2,758,000 
4 J 316)OOO 

634,000 
687,000 

1,426,000 
2,200,000 

452, 000 
3,111,000 

762,000 
3,955,000 
1,836,000 
4,600,000 
2,371,000 
3,958,000 
5,123)000 

3,029,000 
3,603,000 
3,303,000 
2,198,000 

1,809,000 
3,281,000 
2,351,000 
9,682,000 

687,000 
680,000 
'3' 000 

1,806;000 
938,000 

1,38~,OOO 
932,000 
303,000 

44,588,000 
51,50/.,000 
51.,351,000 
27,709, 000 

6,817,000 
20,892,000 

951.f,000 
602,000 
389.000 

5,109,000 
838.000 

2,530,000 

16,805,000 
6,053,000 

11,308J 000 

9,717,000 
4,664,000 

10,036,000 
7,817,000 
3,953,000 

3,417,000 
2,756,000 
4,291,000 

62'0,000 
6'71,000 

1,401,000 
2,ltiS,OOO 

3,002,000 
3,550,000 
3.253,000 
2)163,000 

1,782,000 
3,241,000 
2,306,000 
9,457,000 

672,000 
666,000 
329,000 

1,739,000 
929,000 

1,303,000 
896. 000 
283,000 

PACIFIC: 
Washington.... .......... ......... 2)984,000 2)921,000 2,911,000 2,901,000 2,S71,OOO 2,824,000 2,799,000 
Oregon....... ............... ..... 1)968,000 1,931,000 1, 879 J OOO i 1,845,000 1,812,000 1,782,000 1,766,000 
California..... ... ..... ..... ..... 18,431,000 18,079,000 17,68/.,000 17,223 .. 000 16,673,000 16,14'7,000 15,549,000 
Alaska ••• t... .... ...... .......... 233,000 234,000 221,000 217,000 210,000 202,000 195,000 
Hawaii........................... 673,000 657,000 6:39,000 625,000 616,000 597,000 582,000 

_Pu_e_r_t_o_R_i_C_O_o_o 0_0_0_0_0'_0_0_0 '_'_0_00_0_0_'_' 0_,_00_0_,~~ ___ 2_,6_5_6_._00_0-L~ ___ 2~._6_21~,_0_0_0L-~--2~,567,000J-~ __ ~2.~5~0~9~,0~0~0~~ __ ~2~._44~9~,~0~00~ __ ~~2~,~39~9~,~0~00~~~~2~.~3~49~,~0~00 
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Tobie 6 .•• AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE, BY COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, FOR THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: 
SELECTED PERIODS, 1960 TO 1966 

are expressed as percentages. MinuG sign (-) denotes deorease} 

Region, dl vision, and state ~--------,----------r-------
Net 

migration2 
Net 

change1 

-i------+-. 
Net 

change1 

......................... f---______ 1_.3+ _____ 1_._1+ _____ 0-'._2+ __ _ 

REGIONS: 

North 
South •.••••..••••••••••••••.••••.•••••••••• 
West ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• • 

NORTlfEAST: 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
Eaot North 
West North 

SOUTH: 
South ••••••.••••••••••••.•..•• 
East Sou Lh ••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••• 
West South Cen Ll'al •••.•.•••••••••••• ••••••• 

\lEST: 

NEW 

Mountain, ••••••••.•••••••••••••••.••••••••• 
Pacific •..••••..•••.•.•..•.•.••...••.••..•• 

Massachusetts •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rhode Island •••••••••••••••••.•.••••• • •• ••• 
Connecticut ••••.•.•••••••.••••.••••.•••• · •• 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 

~I~~;Y: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
P€11nsyl vania ••••••••••• ~ •• ~ •••••••••••••••• 

EAST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Ohio!' •.......•....•...••...... ··•········ •• 
Indiana •••••••••••• 0 ....... • ..... •••••••••••• 

Illinois •••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••• 
Michigan •••••••••••••••••••.•••.••••••••••• 
Wisconsin ••••••••••••••••••••..••• ,.· ••• •• • 

WEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota •.••••••••••••••• , •••••• ••••••••• • 
Iowa, •.....................•....••.. ·•··•• . 
Missouri ••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
North Dakota •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• 
South Dakota. 0 •••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 

Nebraska •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
Kansas ••••••••••••••••• • .. ••••••••••••••••• • 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware ••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Maryland .................................... . 
District of Columbia ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Virginia •• Q ••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 

West Virginia,., ........................... . 
North Carolina ••••.•••••••••.•••••••••••••• 
South Carolina ••••.••.••••••••••••••••.•••• 
Georgia •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• • ••• • •• 
Florida ..•...•........................... 0. 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 
Tennessee •••••••••••••••••••• , ••• • •• •••••• • 

~i:=~::i~~i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 

Arkansas ••••••.•••••••••.•••••••• · •• ••••·• • 
Louisiana •••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Oklahoma •••..•..•........•..•••....•...• • •• 
Texas •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• •••••• • 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho •....••...•.••...•..••••••. , ..•.•..••• 
Wyoming ••••••••••••••••.•••••••• ' •.••••••••• 
Colorado •••••••••••••••• ,' •••••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Arizona ..•.................••.....••.....•• 
Utah •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 
Nevada •.••.•••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washington •••••••••••.••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon •••••••.••••••••••••••••.••••• • ••• •• • 
California ••••••• · •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Alaska •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• •• • 
Hawaii •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

Puerto Rico ••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••• 

Less than 0.05 perc ent. 
on the formula for continuous compounding 
on midperiod popu_lation. 

1.0 
1.8 
0.6 

1.1 
1.2 
1.3 
1.7 
0,9 

0.6 
(z) 
1.1 
0.1 

-1.3 
-0.7 
0.2 

2.2 
2.5 
0.6 
1.3 
(z) 
1.3 
1.2 
1.8 
2.1 

0 .. 6 
1.1 
1.2 
0.7 

0.8 
2.0 
0.4 
1.6 

(z) 
0.4 
1.6 
0.7 
0.4 
1.8 
1.1 
3.2 

0,9 
2.1 
2.3 
1.8 
2.0 

1.9 

1.0 
1.0 
J .• O 
0.9 
0.9 
1.1 

0.9 
1.0 
0.8 

1.0 
1.1 
1,0 
1.2 
1.1 

1,1 
0.9 
0.8 
1.3 
1.2 
1.0 
0.9 

2.0 
1.3 
1.3 
1.3 
0.8 
1.3 
1.4 
l.!.f 
0.9 

1.2 
1.5 
0.9 
1.4 

1.1 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
2.0 
1.6 
1,7 
1.6 

0.9 
0.8 
1.2 
2.3 
1.8 

2.4 

-1.2 
0.6 
0.2 
0.1 

-0.1 
0.9 

0.1 
0.8 

...0.2 

0.1 
(z) 
0.3 
0.5 

-0.3 

..0.5 
-0.9 
0.3 

-1.4 
-2.5 
-1. 7 
-0.7 

0.2 
1.2 

-0.7 
0.1 

-0.9 
(z) 

-0.2 
0.4 
1.2 

-0.5 
(z) 
(z) 

-0.7 

-0.3 
0.5 

-0.5 
0.2 

-1.1 
-0.7 
-2.9 
-0.5 
-1.5 
0.3 

-0,6 
1.6 

(z) 
1.3 
1.1 

-0,5 
0.1 

-0.5 

0.6 
(z) 
0.6 
0.6 
1.2 
1.2 
1.1 

2.3 
2.4 
1.1 
2.4 

-0. 'I 
1.5 
1.5 
2.0 
3.4 

0,$ 
1.5 
1.1 
1.6 

2.0 
1.4 
1.6 
2.1 

1.2 
1.0 
0.5 
2.7 
1.2 
4.7 
2.7 
9.7 

1.1 
1.4 
3.4 
3.2 
2.4 

2.2 

Net 
migration2 

_ __ -+ ______ 0_._2 

1.2 
1.0 

1.4 
1.3 

1.3 
1.1 
1.3 
1.1 
1.1 
1.2 

1.0 
1.1 
1.0 

1.3 
1.4 
1.3 
1.5 
1.5 

1.6 
1.2 
1.1 
1.7 
1.6 
1.4 
1.2 

1.6 
1.5 
1.5 
1.5 
1.1 
1.6 
1.7 
1.6 
1.2 

1.3 
1.3 
1.5 
1.7 

1.4 
1.8 
1.2 
1.7 

1.6 
1.6 
1.7 
1.6 
2.5 
2.0 
2.2 
1.7 

1.3 
1.1 
1.5 
2.8 
2.1 

2.5 

0.9 
1.::> 

_0.8 
0.8 

-0.7 
-0.5 
-0.5 
0.9 

0.6 
1.2 

-0.7 

-0.3 
-0.6 
-0.4 
-0.7 
-0.6 

-0.7 
-1.2 
-0.4 
-1.1 
-0.4 
...0.2 
-0.1 

0.'1 
0.9 

-0,4 
0.9 

-1.9 
-0.1 
-0.3 
0.3 
2.2 

-0.5 
0.2 

-0.4 
..0.1 

0.6 
-0.4 
0.4 
0.4 

-0.4 
-0.7 
-1.2 
1.1 

-1.3 
2.7 
0.6 
7.9 

-0.2 
0.3 
1.9 
0.4 
0.3 

-0.3 
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Tabl .• 7 .• ,PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION Of' STATES "NO PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1967 

negion, division, and State 

UNlTlW STATES .••..... ·····,···· 
: 

North Cel} tral .........•..•...••.• 
South .... ~ ...•.......... , ......•.. 
west ............................ . 

NOHTHEAST: 

NOIlTH CENTR~L: 
East North Oontral ..... . 
West North CentraL ... . 

SOUTH: 
South 
East 
West 

WEST: 
Mountain ...... , .................• 
Patd.fie ...•.........•.. ' •.......• 

Massachusetts ............ , ...... . 
Rhode Island •.....••.•• •·····•··• 
Corulecticut •......•.............. 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New york •.••••.•• · •• ··•·•···•·••• 

EAST NORTH CENTML: 
Ohib .•.•••....•.......•.••..•.... 
Inqiauu ........... , ... ·········· . 
Illinois ........................ . 
Michigan •....•......••.....•.•.•. 
Wisconsin •......• ·•·••··•·••·•·· • 

w'Esr NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ••. " .•.•.•...•••...•..•. 
Iowa •....•.•. ·•·••··· .' •..••.•••.. 
Missouri •.... , ••.•.....••..•....• 

North Dakota •..• ·•····••········• 
South Dakota ...•• ··,············· 
Nebraska ..• , ....•........•....... 
Kansas •...••..•••••.... , .•.... , •. 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware l ••.• , ....•.••....••..... 

of Columbia •.•......•.•• 

Virginia ..••.....• , ......••• 
North Carolina •.............. ; .•• 
South Carolina .......•. ········;· 
Georgia ..••..•...••.............• 
Florida ..••......••....••••...... 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky •.•........•.....•••.•.•. 
'l'enne ssee ..•.•.••...•.•........•• 
Alabflma ...•....••••...........•.• 
Mississippi ..................... . 

WEST SOUTH CENTML: 
Arkansas ••••••••• · •• •••••••••••• • 
Louisiana ..•...•...•... ·•······• . 
Oklahoma •.........•.........•..•. 

Texas .......•• ···••·····•······· . 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana ....•. ····•·····•···· .•.•• 
Idaho ••..•...•...•.•.•...•...••.• 

New Mexico ..•.• ·••··••••••·•·•••• 

Nevada •.•••.•.••... ··•·······••• • 

PACIFIC: 
Washington ......... · .•• ·•······· . 

Alnska •.•.•••.••...•..•••...••..• 
Huwai.i •.•...•• ·;····,··········· . 

Puerto Hleo. , .... , •................•• 
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1-15.1.. 

+9.3 
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+6.6 
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+1.7 
+4.4 

+10.4 
+9.1 

+14.3 
+21.1 
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600.000 
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5,103,000 
836,000 
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16,736,000 
6,0]4,000 

lJ.)300)OOO 

9 J6B7 )000 
4",653,000 
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'7,808,000 
3,946,000 

2 J 793 ,000 
1,763,.000 

1:> ,405,000 
193,000 
579,000 

2.,338,000 

+236,000 
1231,000 

+3,388,000 
1·45,000 

+10:> ,000 

+346,000 

to 1967 

Percent 

;·8.2 
+6.7 

+11 .4 
+:I?9 

H3.0 
+8.3 

liLa 
1-3.8 

,·13.0 
l7.::; 

f.J.J .(\ 

1-.13.(, 
H9.3 

I·o.e 
+J3.() 

+'"! .l 
I-S.(, 
+4.8 
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1·7.7 
+7,2 
+7.9 
+9.7 
+6.J 

-1.1 
~1.9 

~5 .3 

1·5.5 
+13.5 

-3.4 
+9.8 
+8.6 

+13.i, 
+21.2 

+4.8 
+9.0 
+8.1 
+7.6 

+10.2 
+12.0 
+6.6 

+13.3 

+3. '5 
+5.0 

I-IJ 
+().2 

+25.2 
+15.0 
+57.4 

+8 . .5 
~13.l 

+22.0 
+23.1 
1-18,2 

+14.8 
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