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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED 
LARGE METROPOLITAN AREAS: JULY 1, 1967 
(Report No.1) 

(Standard metropolitan statistical areas are as defined by the Bureau of the BUdget. 
Estimates shown here are consis'bent with those published in Current Population Re­

Series P-25, Nos. 1,·01 and 401, and supersede those published in No. 378) 

This report presents provisional estimates of the 
population on July I, 1967, for 61 large standard 
metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's) and their 
compon~nt counties, as currently defined by the 
Bureau of the Budget. It is the first of two reports 
showing provisional 1967 population estimates for 
the 100 largest metropolitan areas on the basis of 
1960 population. 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 esti­
mates for metropolitan counties. They are (1) the 
Bureau's Component Method II, which employs vital 
statistics to measure natural increase and school 
enrollment (or school census) data to estimate net 
migration; (2) a composite method, in which 
separate estimates are prepared for different 
segments of the population using different types of 
current data for each group; and (3) a housing unit 
method, in which estimated changes in the number 
of occupied housing units are used as the basis 
for estimating changes in population. 

When these provisional estimates for 1967 were 
being developed, data were not yet available from 
which to prepare estimates by the Composite 
method. Consequently, estimates were prepared 
for each area by only Component Method II and the 
Housing Unit method. These estimates were then 

averaged, and the numerical difference between the 
average of these methods in 1967 and the comparable 
average of the two methods in 1966 provided an 
estimate of change since 1966. This estimated 
change was added to the 1966 published figures 
based on the average of three methods. The 1966 
estimates were adjusted as needed for special 
population groups such as college and institutional 
populations, since the regular estimating method­
ology would not be expected to reflect fully any 
large or unusual changes in these groups. 

The methodology used in developing current 
estimates by these methods is discussed in Current 
Population Reports, Series P-2S, No. 3'7r:-A 
detailed step-by-step outline of Component Method 
II is presented in Series P-2S, No. 339. 

Special estimates for selected areas.--For a 
number of areas, additional data are available for 
use in the preparation of population estimates. 
Such sources as special censuses conducted by the 
Bureau of the Census since 1960, censuses 
conducted by State governments, and those con­
ducted by county agencies have been drawn upon. 

For the current report, these special data 
provided a 1966 benchmark from which the regular 
procedures described above for measuring popu­
lation changes for the 1966-67 period could be 
applied in developing 1967 estimates. For New 
Castle County, Delaware (Wilmington SMSA), the 
1967 special census was used directly to develop a 
current estimate. 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402, 5 cents. 
Annual subscription (Series P-20, P-23, P-25, P-27, P-28 summaries, P-60, and P-65, combined), $5 .. 00i 

foreign mailing, $6.50. 



LIMITATIONS 

A detailed discussion of the limitations of the 
various methods used in the preparation of metro­
politan county estimates and of the relationship of 
estim<;ttes prepared by each method to the published 
average of methods is contained in Series P - 25, No. 
371. The estimates contained herein are considered 
somewhat less accurate than estimates based on the 
average of all three estimating techniques, 

DEFINITIONS 

Except in New England, a standard metropolitan 
statistical area is a county or group of contiguous 
counties which contains at least one city of 50,000 
inhabitants or more, or "twin cities" with a 
combined population of at least 50,000. In addition 
to the county, or counties, containing such a city 
or' cities, contiguous counties are included in an 
SMSA 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 
u~ed in establishing SMSA's is given in Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas, Executive Office of 
tlle President, Bureau of the Budget, 1967. Current 
SMSA definitions and the changes in definitions made 
since the 1960 Census are indicated in that report 
and subsequent amendments. 

In New England, SMSA's consist of towns and/­
cities, rather than counties. In preparing the serid 
of estimates presented in this report, no attempt 
was made to compile data for areas below the 
county level, because of the considerably increased 
workload which this would have necessitated and the 
great difficulty of assembling basic data for these 
small areas, Consequently, for the New England 
metropolitan areas presented here, the SMSA has 
been replaced by the metropolitan State economic 
area, which is defined in terms of whole counties. t 

The cities listed in the title of each SMSA arc 
the central cities of the SMSA, For purposes of 
this report, each county containing a central city 
is designated as a "central" county. All other 
counties are designated as "suburban." 

IWUNDINC OF bSTIMATES 

Estimates presented in the table contained in this 
report have been rounded to the nearest hundred 
without being adjusted to group totals, which are 
independently rounded. Percentages are based on 
unrounded numbers. 

lU.S. Bureau of the Census, 1960 Census of 
Population, Selected Area Reports, State Economic 
Areasj Fina1 Report PC(J)-lA, U.S. Government Print­
ing Office, Washington, D.C. 1963. 
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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF. SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES, 

JUL Y 1, 1967 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau of the BudGet. A.sterisk (x) indicates central county) 

j"cb.l.' 

Standard me"trOj)OLLt8tn statlsttcal area 

ALLENTOWN-[!ETHLElmM-EASTON, PA. -N.,) ••••.••••• 

Pa.* .•.......•.•.•.....•...•........ 
WurreIl, N.J •••••.•.•••••.••••••••••••••.•.••••.•. 

ANAHEIM-SANTA ANA-GARDEN GHOVE, CALIF. ...... . 

Orarlge-x ..••••.••••••.••••..•••..••••.••••.••••••• 

A'fLANT1\. J GA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

De Kalbx~ ..•..•....•••.......•....•.......•...•... 
["ultonx .................•.•..••••••••••..•....... 

Gw:lnnett ..•...........•....••.•........•••....... 

BAKJlHSFIELD, CALIF ..•.•........••....•..••••. 

Kcrn¥ ....•..••••.••••............•...•..•....•... 

BALTIMOHTi, Me •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bal timorc qiIty~x~ ...•••.••...•.••.•..•••...•....... 
rume ArundeJ. .................................... . 
BEl timore. ~ .................................•.... 
Carroll ... rIo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

I-Iarford •.•••••••••••••.•...•.•.....•••.••.•.••.•. 
Howard ••••.•••••..•••••••••..•••.••••••••••••.••. 

BIHl4TNGHAM, ALA •••.•••••••••••.•••••••••••.•. 

\.i' orcJE>fferson* ..•...•.•..•.•.....•......•....•......• 
Shelby .•.•••.••••••••••....•.••••••••••.••••••... 
Walker .......................................... . 

BOSTON, lfJ\.SS. 1 .............................. . 

Suffolkx~ ...•.•.....•....•......•.••....•......••• 
Essex •••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Middlesex ••••••••••••••.••••••••..••••••••••••••• 
Norfolk .•.•.•.•..•.••....•..•.•.•••••••..•.••..•. 

BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 2 .......................... . 

Fairfield* ........••••••...•••••••••.•.•••••••... 

CHARLOTTJl, N. C •••••• " ....................... . 

Mecklenburg·x •....••••...•.•....•....•..•...••..•. 
Union ....•......••••..•...••.•••••••••.....•...•. 

CHATTANOOGA, TENN. -Gil ....................... . 

TerL'l1."" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 

DJlNVEH, COLO •..••.•••••••••.••.•••.•••••••••• 

Denver* ..•................•..•...............•... 
Adams •••••••••• ~ •••••••••••• ~ .••••••••••••••••••• 

Jefferson ..•.•.••.••....•....•....••.•.....••..•. 

FOHT LAUDIlHDALE-HOLLYWOOD, FLA .•.•••••••••••• 

Broward+< •••.••••••••••••••.•••••••..••••••••••••• 

FRESNO, CALIF ...••••••.•••••..••••••••••••••• 

Fresno¥ ...................•......•....•..•.••.... 

IData shown for Massachusetts State Economic Area 
and Lowell SMSA' 8 with 1960 populations of 

shown for Connecticut State Economic Area A. 
Norwalk SMSA's with 1960 populations of 178,409 and 

1,990,000 

92/, ,100 
2( 8 ,400 
574,500 
()5,500 

106,900 
50,700 

735,500 

643,900 
34,400 
5'7,300 

3,21,9,800 I 

703,900 
623,600 

1,333,900 I 
588,400 

772,700 

772,700 

378,000 

328,300 
49,700 

1,089,800 

1,89,600 
156,600 
132,300 
105,400 
205,900 

488,300 

1,88,300 

416,200 

1.16,200 

l'opu1ati on 

,July 1, 1966 

734,000 

642,600 
31,,200 
57,200 

3,226,500 

711,,1,00 
611,,900 

1,321,400 
575,900 

'757,600 

757,600 

370,300 

321,500 
48,800 

1,071,800 

e89,100 
153,100 
130,100 
101,600 
197,900 

464,400 

46lr,I"00 

414,300 

I,lA,300 

ChanlZO, 1960 to 1967 

'7.2 
+3.9 

+lA.? 

-1.39.li" 
+11.5 
1-69.8 
+51.2 
-! 3t.'~. 6 

__ --"=.!..:-::...c+ ___ ~ 3),500 +12.2 

~'~12.2 

929,383 

493,88'7 
120,296 
113,1,26 

74,251, 
127,520 

333,946 

333,%6 

365,91,5 

365,94) 

was 2,595/.81. 

was 337,9113. 

f35,500 

+186,300 

-15,000 
461,800 
'82,000 
+12, '700 
+30,200 
+li,,600 

+14,300 

+9,000 
+2,200 
+3,100 

+15,800 

+11,300 
+4,600 

+154,1,00 

+151, ,400 

+50 J 300 

+10.3 

-1.6 
+29.9 
+16.7 
+21,.1 
+39.3 
+L,O.3 

+2.0 

+1./+ 
+6.9 
+5.7 

+4.5 

-11.0 
+9.6 
+7.7 

+15.3 

+18.2 

+18.2 

+19.3 

+20.7 
+11.3 

+5.6 

+4.7 
+10.1 

+17.3 

-0.9 
+30.2 
+16.6 
+I,~l. 9 
+61.5 

+46.2 

+~6.2 

+13.7 

+13. '7 

Area includes Lawrence-

Area includes Staw£ord 



4 
PROVISIONAL ES.TIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: 

JULY 1, 1967··Continued 

U;M(ji\ r~) are as currently defined by the ]1qrt-:au of' !~he Budget. A.'3t<2risk ()(.) inc! i.ca:i:,es eentral eounty) 

Standard metropolitan ~)tatist:i cal area 
and COlmty 

GfmlcN.'iflOllO--WINSTON-::ALEM--IHGH POINT, N.C ••. 

C'ruj ••••••.•..•••••••.•••••.••••.••••••••••• 
Handolph ..•....•.........•.........•....••....... 
Yadkin .......................................... . 

fli\RRTSnUtlG, PA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

lNtnO,or"LallO ...................................... . 

Perry ...•.•....••.....................•.......... 

HAHTF'OHD, CONN.' ............................ . 

Hartfordx" ...•..•.•••.............••••..••.••..... 

HONOLULU, HAWAII •••••••••••.••••••••••••••••• 

Honolulu' ...........•..............•.•........•.. 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA ........•••...•.......•..... 

Duval* ..•.....•••....•••...........•....•.•...•.. 

389,800 

220,800 
141,800 

27,200 

793,400 

793/>00 

603,600 

603,600 

PO"!:.>uJ.a t ion 

781,300 

589,900 

58C),900 

689,555 

689,555 

500,409 

500,1+09 

/+55,411 

455,it-l1 

Change, 1960 to 1967 

Number Percent 
_._--

+61,500 +11.8 

+21,600 +11.1> 
1"29,000 +n.8 
'10,000 +16.2 

+900 +/1-,1 

+18,100 +4.9 

j·500 +0.2 
+17,000 +13.6 

+600 +2.4 

+103,BOO +15.1 

+103,SOO +15.1 

+103,200 +20.6 

+103,200 1-20.6 

~500 +10.6 

+~W ,500 +10.6 

JERSEY CITY, N. J ..•....••.•••..••••••••.••.•. 610, '734 +9,300 +1.5 ~ ______ 6_2_0~,0_0_0~ _______ 6_"1_8~,_60_0-+ __________ ~~~ ______ ~ __ +-________ ~ 
£ludson-).(. .......................................... . 

JOHNSTOWN, PA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Cambria* ..•••••..•............•....•........••... 
Somerset .............•............•..•.•....•.... 

KNOXVILLE, TENN ............................. . 

Knoxx· ............................................ . 
J\.nderSOY1 ••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Blount ..•.....•.••.•....•.....•••..•..•••...•.... 

lANCASTER, FA ••..•.•..••••••...•.•••••••••••• 

Lancaster¥ ....................................... . 

LITTLE ROCK-NOHTH LITTLE flOCK, AHK .•••••••••• 

Pu.lask:i.·x· ......................................... . 
.3a.Lir10 ................•...•...............•...•.• 

LOS ANm:US-LONG ImAW, CALU' .•. , ••.••••.••.• 

Los J\ngelef3·x· .•..•.•......•...•...••.•••..••..•... 

MEMPHIS, Tr:NN. -ARK ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

[3helby) Tenn. "I .................................... . 

Crittend(::n, A.rk .••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• , 

MJP.,14T, F]",A ................................... . 

Dadex· .••......•.••.....••.......•••.•••.••••••.•• 

MINNf'APOLTS-,'iT. PAUL, MINN •..••••••.••.•.••.. 

l-IenIleptn X ..••••••••••••••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••• 
Hamoey*· ........................................... . 
Mioka .•••....•••.•..•••••••...•••••.•••••••••.•.. 
Dal-;:ota .•••...••.••.•••••.••••.•••••••••.•••••.••. 
i4ashirlgton ........................................ . 

MOBILE, ALA ••••••.•.••••••••••••.•••••.•.•••• 

Mob:lle·x ............•........••.••..•.••.....•.•.. 
Baldwin ..••......•.•..•.•..•......•.......•.••... 

IData shoTtm for Connecticut State Economic Area C. 
SMSA with a 1960 popUlation of 129,39'7. 

For 

620,000 61S,600 

265,600 

189,700 
75,900 

293/+00 

293,400 

610,734 +9,30C +1.5 

-15;100 -5.4 

-13,600 -6.7 
-1,500 -2.Q 

+6.9 

+8.4 
+2.3 
+5.4 

312,1O_0-+ _________ '-_j ____ -'-_-+ ______ _ 

383,200 

500 
700 

Hartford SMSA, 

280,000 
32,100 

384,300 

330,200 
51+ ,100 

1960 population was 

363,389 

314,301 
49,088 

549,249. 

112.7 

+13.0 
1"9.6 

I<L9.1 

j-·5!+.3 
li~4. 5 
+32.3 

+5.5 

t4.5 
cll.5 

Area i.nelude.<=.: New Br:i tain 



5 
PROVISIONAL. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD M ETROPOLIT AN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: 

JULY 1,1967 •• Continued 

(SM:lA' are ac; currently defined by the Hureau of the Budget. Asterisk (¥) indicate8 central cOlmty) 

Dtandurd metropolitan lJtatlGtjcal area 
and (!Ullrd;y 

NMmVTLLE, "TENN ............................. . 

Pav ldnon-x .•...•....•••..•••.•••••••••.........•.. 
Surnner ..••••••.•.•••••••...••••••••••••••.••••••• 
W-iJE30n .•.••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••• 

NEW ITA VI':N, CONN. I •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

NOvl Haven·x •..•...•••.•.••......•.••......•.•..•.. 

NT:}! OHLEj\N~~, LA •...••...•.••.•..••••.•.•..••• 

()J'l(~anF, PDr.i.Hh x ••..•••••...•••.•••••.••••...••••. 
Jefferf:Jon PaY':lf;h ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
[;1" Bernard Parir,;h .•....••..•••..•...•.•••.•.•... 
St. Tammany Parish ••.••.•....•..•..•.•.••••..•.•. 

NT!14AH,K" N.J •••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• 

Esf>ex·x', •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~A(jrril;; .•..•••.••••••••••••• , •.•••.••••.•••••.•••• 
Unjon ....•.••.•••.•••.•••.•.•.••..••..•.••••••..• 

NOR)'OLKj-POHTSMOUTH, VA ••.•••.•••••.•••••••.•. 

city .....••.••••.••.•.••••••••••.. 

OKlAHOMA CITY, OKIA ••..••••..••••...•.•••.•.. 

,,)klahoma '* •.••.•••••.•••••..••••..•••.•••••••••... 
lanadian ....••......•.......•............•••..... 

Cleveland •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••.•.••• 

ORlANDO, FLA •. , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 

Oranf,e-x-••.••••••••••••••••.•••..•••••••••••• , •.•. 
Semlno1e •.•.......•.•........•.....•.•.•...•..... 

PATEHSON-CLIFTON-PA8SAIC, N.,! •••••••••••.•.•• 

Passaic ,x- .•••••.•••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 • 

Bergen .••••••.•••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••• " •• 

PHILADELPHIA, PA.-N.3 ....................... . 

Pa . .x" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Pa •..•••••••••..•••••.•••••••••••..•..•• 
Dela1ilare J Pa ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•. 

Pa •••••.••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••• 
N.J ................................ .. 

N.J •••••••••••.••••••••.•..•.•••••.•• 

PHOENIX, !\RIle •.••.••••.•.••.••••••.•••••.•.•• 

Maricopa *0' •••••••••••••• 0 0 ••• 0 •••••••••••••••••• 

PJTTSBUHGH, PA •.•.•.••.•••••.••••••.•••.••.•. 

Allegheny'* ..•...•... 0 •••••••••• " •••••••••••••••• 

Beaver ......... 0 •••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• 0 0 

WaGh:i.neton •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
Westmoreland ...•.•......... 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• 

POHTLAND, OlUlG.-WJIDH ••.•••.•.•.••..••••••.••• 

Mul tnomah, Dreg. x ••••.•••••••••.•.••••••..••••.•. 
C1ac.kamns, Orer; ••••••••••••••••.••.••••.••••• 0 ••• 

Or(;g ••••.••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••• 

Population Change, 1960 to 1967 

Number 

+67,300 

-7,000 
-3,500 

+17,400 
+60,500 

+86,000 

+52,200
1 

+6,900 
+26,900 

+65,400 

+50,400 
+15,000 

Percent 

+l.2.0 
136.2 
~122. 15 

116.8 

+3.9 
+!.t'!I./1-

l!."~ .• 8 
152.3 

+H.8 

+6.3 
~,37 .1 
+8.7 

+11.6 

-2.3 
-3.1 

+23.7 
'~70. ') 

+16.8 

+11.9 
+28.1 
+56.5 

+20.5 

+19.1 
T27.2 

r-____ ~ __ ~ __ _4------~--~----r-----~--~--r-r-----+-1-5-4~,-1-0-0~--------~1-13.0 
+51,900 +12.8 

1102,300 +13.1 

+195,400 

+195,400 

-19,300 

-21,800 
-J,'700 
-It ,300 

+10,500 

+13,500 
+311,800 
~'J9,700 

+19/tOO 

+9.9 

+2.0 
+19.1 
124.8 
+7.1 

+16.5 
+33.9 
+14.4 
+17.'7 

+29.5 

+29.5 

-0.8 

-1.3 
-1.8 
-2.0 
+3.0 

+13.6 

+2.6 
+34·.3 
·fj~3.0 

+20.6 

lData sholifn for Connecticut State Economic Area B. For Ne>l Haven 8MSA, population was 320,836 in 1960 and 347,094 in April 1967 
'pecial census). Area includes Waterbury and Meriden SMSA's with 1960 populations of 185,54il and 51,850, respectively. 



6 
PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: 

JUL Y 1, 1967--Continued 

(SM..SA I S are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. AsteY'isk ("..) :indicate.::; central county) 

standard metropol"itan statiLc;-tical area 
and county July 1, 1967 

( provisional) 

Population 

July 1, 1966 1, 1960 
c:ensus) 

--j------\--------

CLangc, 1960 to 1967 

Number P8Y'ccnt 

--------j-------

H.I. " ..••••••.. -'-_,_+ _____ :....c~'_1_0_,0-+ _____ 71S.~lc::a_+----.-1'-3c..()!..., c..')(c..Xc..) +-__ ~. 
Kentx .........•..•................•.••.....•..... 
Provj dCIlec-x-..•.••••.•....•••••••••••.•••..••.•... 
Bristol ............................................ . 

HEADING, PA •••.••••........••................ 

Be rl{s "x" •••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RICHMOND, VA ••••••.....••.•••••••.•.•.••.•... 

Hanover .••....................................... 
Henrico .....•.•.......•.•.......•..•........ , .... 

CALIF ........................... . 

Sac raJTIento+:- ... , ...... , . , ...• , ............•.... , .. 
Placer •.•.......•..•......... , .....•••. , •. , ..... . 
yolo .•....•.•.......•.........•...............••. 

'SAL1i LAKE CITY, UTAH .••.••••••••..•••••.•••.. 

Salt 
Davis .•.•••.•...••.••..•.....••.•••..•••.•••..•... 

SN; BERNARDINO-HlVE&SIDE-ONTARIO, CALIF .••••. 

Riverside* ..••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

S811 BerIlardino+:· •..•....•....•....•..•.•.•..•.•.•. 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF ............................ . 

San })iego* .......•........•.••••.•.•........•.•.. 

290,600 288,')0() 

290,600 28fl,500 

765,J.OO 757,900 

603,'WO 597,'700 
77,000 7(),500 
85,000 83,800 

531 900 

442,200 
89,700 

1 084,600 1,04<\ 500 

428,700 600 
656,000 900 

1,200,200 1,188,000 

1,200,200 1,188,000 

447 795 

383,035 
61.,760 

809,7[12 

306,191 
503,591 

1,033,011 

1,033,011 

1?],900 
'12",00 
16,300 

115,100 

.1()() , 

119.1. 
-1-0. It 

1-16. () 

15.5 

>5.5 

·172 2.00+ ____ 1"J::..6" . .::.6 

1!+,!1'()0 +2.0 
'137,000 152.0 

17,1.00 +26.7 
123,600 '120.1 

+100,600 
'120,000 
+19,300 

+8/, 200 

+59,200 
+25) 000 

+167,200 

+167,200 

+22.4 

+2().O 
135.1 
1'29.3 

+18,8 

+15.4 
+38.6 

+33.9 

1<\0.0 
+30.3 

+16.2 

3,016,300 2,967,100 2,648 762 SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND, CALly .....•.•....••... ~ ____ ~~~~-+ ______ ~~~~4-____ ~~~~~ ______ ~~~~ ________ +13~. __ 9 

Alameda-x-•••••••••.•••••..•.•..•••.. , ••. , •••..••.. 
San Frarlcisco* ..........•.••.••.•••.•.•••.•...•.. 
Contra Costa ••.•••.•...•.•••...•.••••...•.•...... 
Marin .•...•..••.•.••••.•.. , .•...........••....... 
San Mateo ..••.......•..•...••.•..•.•.•..•.....•.. 

SAN JOSE, CALIF .....•..•••.••••.•••.•.••.••.• 

Santa Clara* ......•....•...••.•...•......•....... 

SEATTLE-EVERETT, WASH ....................... . 

SHRE\TEPORT, LA ............•.................. 

Caddo Parish* .....................•......•... , ... 
Bossier Parish .••...........••.•••.........•.•.. , 

SPOKANE, WASH ..................••..•.....•.•. 

Spokane·x· ......••................................• 

SPRINGFIELD-CHICOPEE-HOLYOKE, MASS. 2 ••••••••• 

Hampderl* ••.•••••••.•...••••.•••••••••.••...•••.•. 
H atnpsh i re .••••••.••.• , •..•••••••.••.••••••••..... 

TACOMA, W;SH ••.••••••...•••••••••••••••••.••. 

Pierce+:o ••..• o •• 0'" •• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

shown for Rhode Island State Economic Area A. 
shown for Massachusetts state Economic Area A. 

1,0<\7,300 
719,000 
528,900 
193,600 
527,600 

962,600 

962,600 

288,300 

226,300 
61,900 

266,300 

266,300 

557,100 

1,1,3 ,000 
114,100 

373,300 

373,300 

1,030,500 
714,600 
514,400 
188,600 
519,100 

929,800 

929,800 

287,000 

226,000 
60,900 

263,200 

263,200 

357,800 

357,800 

For Providence-Pawtucket-Wa:rtllick 
For Springfield-Chiclopee-Holyoke 

908,209 
7/,0,316 
1+09,030 
146,820 
444,387 

642,315 +320,300 

6/,2,315 +320,300 

1,107,213 +15/+,400 

+6,800 

+2,500 
-lA, 300 

-12,000 

-12,000 

+24,600 

+13,700 
+10,900 

+51 700 

101. 
999. 

1,15.3 
-2.9 

+29.3 
+31.9 
118.7 

+<\9.9 

+49.9 

+13.9 

+11.6 
'126.5 

+2.4 

+1.1 
+7.5 

-4.3 

-'>.3 

+<\.6 

+3.2 
+10.5 

+16.1 

+16.1 



7 
PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES, 

JULY 1, 1967··Continued 

(SMSA r [) arc as currently defined by the Bureau of the lludg'et. Antcr:Lnk (-x-) indicates c:entral (;ounty) 

Dtandard metropolitan [~tati8t:ical area 
and eounty 

TM1PA-;;T. Pll:TERSB1JHC, FLJI .•........•.•.•••••. , 

Il:iIJnlJoro1lgh-x .....•.....•....••.•.••••••••..••... 
P:LIlC 1] ar.:;-x ••••••••••••••••••••• o •••••••••••••••••• 

TlJL'; II , OKLA ................................. . 

Cr('ek. . . . . . • . . . .• . . . . . . . . . •.. . ...•..•.•.......•. 
O.'~ap:c •••••••••••••.••••.••.•••••••••••••••••••••. 

vJ!\.,'31lJNGTON, D.C.-Mi;.-VA •.••.•••••••••.••..••. 

j):ist,-['"j(;t of Coll1miJJa Y •.••••..•••.••.•.••••••••••. 

MeL ................................. . 
Md .............................. . 

Va •••.•..••...••••••••••••••.••• 

Va •••••.•••••••••••.••••••••••••• 

vIILKES-BA.l'tRF--HAZU\TON, PA .•..•.•••••.••••... 

1,'I.1%Jf-)T'ne-x ••• ? ...••.............••..... ~ • , ........ . 

WIIMINQTON, DEL.-N.,I.-MD .................... . 

Nevi Castle, Do] ,.)(., . , ....•.............•.......... 
N.el ........ , ••..•.......•........ , ...•.... 
Md .•..•••.••.•....•.•..•••••••••••••••••.. 

WORGESnm, MASS. 3 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

vJorcester~'I(· •••••• ~ .................. 9 •••• " ••••••••• 

YORK, PA .................................... .. 

York+: •••••••••.. " •••••••••••••..••••••••••••••••• 
AdarrlIj ••••••••••••••••••.••••••.••••••••••.•••••.. 

:J41,500 

'3/+ 1,500 

800 

618,800 

311,900 

256,600 
S5,300 

in Fairfax County. 
cities. 

Popu1o:Lion 

1>'72, l~),+ _____ .c.:.c'-'-''-'-'_f 

610,100 583,228 

610,100 583,2:28 

307,'700 2(}O,242 

253,700 2:38,336 
5!1,000 51, SiO() 

1960 to 1967 

Nurnbc~r 

-5, :500 

,57,200 
.,I"ClOO 
-5,200 

,35,600 

135,600 

Perc (-;nt 

I:n.'? 
'1'7. -I 

IlJ,'3 
1 flo ~) 

-10.1 

I').'! 
i C3(,.g 

I (l/l.? 

,]tl.l 
-,10. 'J 
IljiLO 
ill2. '] 

'7'). :) 

-1.6 

-1.6 

,16.[) 

13.8.6 
-16.9 

+10.8 

+6.1 

·,6.] 

+7,5 

+'/.7 
+6.6 

'0 exclude 12, 520 erro[je':)U'3~y 
Falls Church and Fairfax 

shown foY' Massachusetts State 
Leominster SMSA with D. 1960 population 

Economic /U'ea B. l"or vJorceGter SMS.A, 1960 population 'vms .3<8 , 898. J\l'ec~ includeD Fitchburg­
of 90,158. 


