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j'1l~TROPOLITAN POPULATION IN THE U. S. CONTINUES TO GROW FASTER THAN REST 
OF THE NATION, CENSUS ESTlMA.TES SHOW 

Large metropolitan areas of the U.S. continue to grow at a somewhat faster 

rate than the rest of the Nation, according to recent estimates by the Bureau of 

the Censu,!S, U. S. Department of Commerce. 

Total population in 100 large Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA's) 
as of July 1, 1967 was more than 113 million, 57 percent of the estimated U.S. total 
and one percent more than the portion estimated to live in the same SMSA! s at the 
time of the 1960 census, a Bureau report issued today shows. 

The report presents 1967 population estimates for each of the SMSA's ranked 
,~s the 100 largest in 1960 as well as estimates for the Nation! s two Standard 
Consolidated Statistical Areas. The two consolidated areas are New York-Northeastern 
New Jersey, estimated in 1967 to contain 16,126,900 persons, and Chicago-Northwestern 
Indiana, estimated to have 7,373,400 persons. In addition, estimates for the com­
ponent counties of each SMSA are given. 

New rankings, based on the 1967 estimates, show the New York SMSA still the 
Nation's l~rgest with an estimated population of 11,555,900 in 1967 (up from a 1960 
count of 10,694,,633). The Los Angele s-Long Beach SMSA, with a 1967 estimate of 
6,857,200, has replaced the Chicago SMSA (6,770,700 in 1967) as the second largest. 
The Johnstown, Pa. SMSA, with 265,600 estimated for 1967, is now the smallest of 
these 100 areas (it was in 93d place in 1960). 

The greatest numerical gain during 1960-67 was the New York SMSA's 861,300, 
and the most rapid rate of gain was achieved by the Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove, 
Calif., SlvJSA--75 percent or 527,300 more persons than in 1960. 

The 15-page report, tlprovisional Estimates of the Population of 100 Large 
Metropoli tan Areas: July 1, 19671', P-25, No. 41.1, is available for 15 cents a copy 
from the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. or from Department of Commerce field offices in major U.S. cities. 

--x--
Free, single copies of the report are available to the press from the News 

Room, U.S. Department of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

u8COMM-DC-42513 
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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF POPULATION OF 
100 LARGE METROPOLITAN AREAS: JULY 1967 

(standard metropolitan statistical areas are as 
Budge"t. ·Jj:s"tima"tes shown here supersede those published 
Series P-25, No. 405) 

This report presents provisional estimates of 
the population on July 1, 1967, for 100 large standard 
metrbpoiitan statistical areas (SMSA' s) and their 
288 couiponent counties. The areas shown are 
the 100, SMSA' s as currently defined that had the 
largest 1960 populations, The report includes 
estimates for the 61 areas published earlier in 
Report No, 405 together with estimates for an 
qdditional 39 areas, Also shown are estimates for 
:he New York-Northeastern New Jersey and the 
Chicago-Northwestern Indiana Standard Consol­
idated Areas, 

These metropolitan areas in total had an esti­
mated 1967 population of over 113 million, an 
increase of 12 million since 1960, They represented 
over 57 percent of the total resident population of 
the United States in 1967, an increase of one 
percentage point over 1960. In other words, these 
areas are growing slightly faster than the United 
States as, ? whole, with a 12 percent gain since 1960 
as against a 10 percent growth for the United States. 

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, Revised 1967 estimates 
for these metropolitan areas will be published 
later in Series P-25 when additional required data 
on population change become available. 

METHODOLOGY 

Three methods are now usually employed by the 
Bureau of the Census in developing current SMSA 
estimates by counties. They are (1) the Bureau's 
Component Method II, which employs vital sta­
tistics to measure natural increase and school 
enrollment (or school census) data as a basis for 
measuring net migration; (2) a composite method, 
in which separate estimates are pr.epared for dif­
ferent 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. 

Data are not yet available from which to prepare 
estimates for 1967 by the Composite method. 
Consequently, for this provisional report, estimates 
were limited to Component Method II and the 
Housing Unit method. These estimates were then 
averaged, and the numerical differences between 
the average of these two 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 figure 
based on the average of all three methods. 

The methodology used in developing current 
estimates by these three methods is discussed in 
Current Population Reports! Series P-25, No. 371. 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, 15 cents. 
Annual subscription (Series P-20, P-23, P-25, P-27, P-28 summaries, P-60, and P-65, combined), $8.50; 

foreign mailing, $11.00. 
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A detailed step-by-step outline of Component 
Method II is presented in Series P-25, No, 339. 

Special estimates for selected areas.--For a 
number of areas additional data are available for 
use in the preparation of population estimates. 
Reports Nos. 401, 404, 407, and 409 footnote the 
areas for ¥;hich special source materials were used 
in developing 1966 estimates. Such sources as 
special censuses conducted by the Bureau of the 
Census since 1960, censuses conducted by State 
governments, and those conducted by county 
agencies have been used. For this report, these 
special data provided a 1966 benchmark from 
which the regular procedures described above for 
measuring population change forthe 1966-67 period 
could be applied in developing 1967 estimates. 

In two instances, however, special data sources 
were so current that they were drawn upon directly 
for the;, 1967 estimate. For New Castle County, 
Delaware (Wilmington SMSA), the 1967 special 
census, was used to develop a current estimate. 
The annual expanded school census was used for 
Macomb County, Michigan (Detroit SMSA). 

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 
estimates prepared by each method to the published 

'J. average of methods is contained in Report No. 371. 
J' The estimates contained in this report are con­

sidered somewhat less accurate on the average 
than estimates based on the average of the three 
estimating techniques. 

RELATED REPORTS 

Estimates for 1966 shown in this report for 
metropolitan areas are generally consistent with 
estimates for all counties for 1966 published in 
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 
401, 404, 407, and 409. A summary report for 
1966, which will show data for all metropolitan 
areas, is in preparation. Estimates for all 
metropolitan areas for 1965 were published in 
Series P-25, No. 371. 

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 

3 
character and are socially and economically inte­
grated with the central city. A detailed explanation 
of the criteria used in establishing SMSA's is 
given in Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, 
Executive Office of the 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 
series 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 neces­
sitated 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 metro­
politan State economic area, which is defined in 
terms of whole counties. I 

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

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates presented in the tables 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. 

FEDERAL-STATE COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 
FOR LOCAL POPULATION ESTIMATES 

The estimates presented here are part of an 
annual program conducted by the Bureau of the 
Census for the preparation of population estimates 
for a limited number of counties. The Bureau 
does not anticipate any major change in the 
scope of this program in the forseeable future. 
In recognition of the widespread need for small-area 
population estimates of uniform quality from State 
to State, however, the Bureau of the Census has 
been developing a cooperative program with the 
States for the preparation and publication of county 
population estimates. The ultimate objective of 
the cooperative program is the development and 
publication of State-prepared county population 
figures, by preferred methods, largely standardized 
for data input and methods mutually agreed upon by 
the States and the Bureau of the Census. 

lU.S. Bureau of the Census, 1960 Census of Popu­
lation, Selected Area Re}orts, State Economic 
Areas, Final Report PC(3 -lA, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 1963. 
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The selection of methods will be made on the 
basis of a large-scale test and evaluation program 
to be carried out when the 1970 Census results 
become available. To date (as of December 1, 
1968) 41 States have agreed to participate in the 
program, working with the Census Bureau to achieve 
the goals described above. A listing of the States 
and the !agencies designated by State governors to 
work with the Bureau of the Census on the technical 
aspects of the program is given in the appendix. Z 

During this past year, several States have 
published county population estimates in consul­
tation with the Bureau of the Census, using method­
ology largely within the general framework of the 
goals of the Federal-State Cooperative Program. 
The State-prepared county estimates are contained 
in the following reports: 

po&ulation Estimates of Arizona as of July 1, 
. I 9 8, Research and Reports Section, On,.. 
;:employment Compensation Division, Employ­
ment Security Commission of Arizona, 

. Phoenix, Arizona. 

Forrest H. Pollard, "Preliminary Estimates 
.of the Population of Louisiana Parishes: 
lJuly 1, 1966," The Louisiana Economy, 
,'Volume 1, No.1, April 1968, Division of 
,Business and Economic Research School 

of Business Administration, Louisiana Poly­
technic Institute, Ruston, Louisiana. 

2For a more detailed description of the program, 
see Meyer Zitter, "Federal-State Cooperative Pro­
gram for local Population Estimates," The Registrar 
and Statistician, U.S. Department of Health, Educa­
tion, and Welfare, January 1968. 

C. Horace Hamilton, Estimates of the Popu­
lation of North Carolina Counties, 1966 and 
1967. Demographic Report H-l, May 1968, 
Statistical ServiCe Center, Budget Division, 
State Department of Administ;ration, Raleigh; 
and Carolina Population Center, University 
of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, North 
Carolina. 

Leonard M. Sizer, Estimates of the Population 
of West Virginia Counties, July l,1950-1922.t 
November 1967, Office of Research and 
Development, Center for Appalachian Studies 
and Development, West Virginia University, 
Morgantown, West Virginia. 

In general, the State-prepared county population 
figures differs only slightly from those contained in 
this report, and the pattern of population redistri­
bution since 1960 is quite similar for both sets . 
Small differences in the two sets of estimates come 
about because of differences in data input, differ­
ences in the specific methods used in arriving at 
final "average" estimates, or as is the case in 
Arizona, a difference in the total State population to 
which the county estimates were adjusted. 

In later years, should the objectives of the 
Federal-State Cooperatve Program for Local 
Population Estimates be realized, the Bureau of the 
Census would publish State-prepared estimates 
similar to those published in the above-mentioned 
reports in lieu of preparing its own estimates. In 
all such instances, however, the sum of the county 
estimates would be in agreement with the independ­
ently prepared State population estimates regularly 
published in this series of reports. 
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Tabl. 1 •• ,PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1967 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (*) indicates central county) 

Standard metropolitan statistical area 
and county 

AKRON, OHIO •......•..•.........•..•........... 

SummH* .........•...•........•..••.....•...•..•..• 
Portage .......................................... . 

ALBANY-SCHENECTADY-TROY, N.y •......•.•••.•.••• 

Albany*· •••...•....•..........•...••...•.•....•...• 
Rensselaer* ............... ~ ...................... . 
Schenectady* ..................................... . 
Saratoga ......•....•..•...•.•...•...•..•....••..•• 

ALLENTOWN-BETHLEHllM-EASTON, PA.-N •• T .......... . 

Lehigh, Fa.-' ..................................... . 
Northampton, Pa. *. " ............................ .. 
Warren, N.J ...................................... . 

ANAHEIM.-SANTA ANA-GARDEN GROVE, OALIF •••.••..• 

Orange* .......................................... . 

ATLANTA, GA .................................. . 

~~~~~~.::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
Clayton ••.. : ...................................... . 
Cobb •...•.•...••......•.....•.•..•..••..••..•.••.• 
Gwinnett. ~ ....................................... . 

;I BALTIMORE, MD ................................ . 

Baltimore ci ty-* .................................. . 
Arl1le Artmdel •..................................... 
Baltimore ........................................ . 
Carroll •••.••.•••••••••.•.•••••.••.••.•..•••••.••• 
Harford •..•.••••.••••..••••....••...•••.•...•••..• 
Howard •...•••.••••..•......••......•...••••....••• 

BIRMINGHAM, ALA .............................. . 

J efferson* ....................................... . 
Shelby ••.....•••.•..•••••••••••••••..•••....••.••• 
Walker ••••.•.••••..••..••.•.••.•.•.•.••••.••••.••• 

BOSTON, MASS. 1 ........................ , ..... .. 

Suffol,k* ••••.•••...•.••.•.....••.....••.•.••.•.••• 
Essex ............................................ . 
Middlesex ....................................... .. 
Norfolk •..•••.••••...••.•••••••..••.••.••••.•••.•• 

BRIIXlEPORT, CONN. 2 ........................... . 

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

July 1, 1967 
(provisional. ) 

660 000 

547,500 
112,500 

710,200 

287,400 
152,700 
l.63,300 
106,800 

525,500 

243,900 
209,400 
n,200 

Population 

July 1, 1966 April 1, 1960 
(census) 

Change, 1960 to 1967 

Number Percent 

----t----------t---------------

650 700 

540,000 
110,600 

~OOO 

286,600 
152,400 
161,700 
102,300 

519,700 

240,000 
208,300 
71,400 

605 367 

513,569 
91,798 

657 503 

272,926 
142,585 
152,896 

89,096 

+54 600 

+34,000 
+20,700 

+52 700 

+14,500 
+10,100 
+10,400 
+17,700 

+9.0 

+6.6 
+22.5 

+8.0 

+5.3 
+7.1 
+6.8 

+19.9 

492,168 r-______ +_3_3-'-,3_0_0+ ______ +6 •• _8 

227,536 +16,400 +7.2 
201,412 +8,000 +3.9 

63,220 +9,000 +14.2 

1,231,200 1,171,400 f-__ ~~~~~----~~~~~ __ -----~70-3~,-9-2_5+-------+5-2-7~,-3-00~-------'_7_4~.9_ 
1,231,200 1,171,400 

1,288,500 1,252,000 

358,000 340,300 
620,600 616,300 
78,700 73,600 

172,600 165,500 
5$,600 56,300 

327,300 325,200 

327,300 325,200 

1,990,000 1,963,900 

924,100 923,500 
268,400 260,000 
574,500 565,100 

65,500 63,300 
106,900 102,800 

50,700 49,100 

315,500 312,100 

249,300 247,600 
66,200 64,500 

301,100 297,900 

222;700 221,000 
45,100 44,200 
33,200 32,700 

735,500 734,000 

643,900 642,600 
34,400 34,200 
57,300 57,200 

3,249,800 3,226,500 

703,900 714,400 
623,600 614,900 

1,333,900 1,321,400 
588,400 575,900 

772,700 757,600 

772,700 757,600 

703,925 +527,300 +74.9 

1,017,188 

256,782 
556,326 
46,365 

114,174 
43,541 

1,803,745 

939,024 
206,634 
492,428 
52,785 
76,722 
36,152 

721,207 

634,864 
32,132 
54,211 

3 109,158 

791,329 
568,831 

1,238,742 
510,256 

653,589 

653,589 

+271,300 

+101,200 
+64,200 
+32,400 
+58,400 
+15,100 

+186,300 

-15,000 
+61,800 
+82,000 
+12,700 
+30,200 
+14,600 

+14,300 

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

+140 600 

-87,400 
+54,700 
+95,200 
+78,100 

+119,200 

+119,200 

+26.7 

+39.4 
+11.5 
+69.8 
+51.2 
-1'34.6 

+10.3 

-1.6 
+29.9 
+16.7 
+24.1 
+39.3 
+40.3 

+2.0 

+1.4 
+6.9 
+5.7 

+4.5 

-11.0 
+9.6 
+7.7 

+15.3 

+18.2 

+18.2 

lMassachusetts State Economic Area C. For Boston SMSA, 1960 population was 2,595,481. Area C includes Lawrence-Haverhill and 
Lowell SMSA's with 1960 populations of 199,136 and 164,243, respectively. 

2Connecticut State Economic Area A. For Bridgeport SMSA, 1960 population was 337,983. Area A includes Stamford and Norwalk 
SMSA's ;Tith 1960 populations of 178,409 and 96,756, respectively. 
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Tobie l, •• PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1967··Continued 

(SMSA1s are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. As'terisk (*) L."ldicates central COilllty) 

Standard metropolitan statistical area 
and county 

BUfFALO;' N. Y •••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••. 

Erie-x .••••••• '" ••..•.•••.••••••• " . "9, ••••••• ~ •• 

Niagara ...•.....•...•....••. " .. ~" ....•••• ~ •...•. 

CANTON, OHIO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Sturk* .........•••...•....•.......•.... ~ .... ~ ..... ~ 

CHARLOTTE, N. C ............................... . 

Mecklenburg"\ ....•.........••.•..•.•.....•....••.. 
Union ....•••.•.•..•••.. 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CIlATTANOOGA, TENN.,·GA ........................ . 

Tenn. "* .......................... ~ '" ••••• 

CHICAGO, ILL ................................. . 

Cook·~ ............................ 0 ••••••••••••••••• 

Du Page .......................................... . 
Kane .............................................. . 
Lake.~ . • 1. " ..... ............. " .................. . 
McHenry .......................................... . 
Will •.• ' .....•••••••.•...•..•...•••..•••.•••••••.•. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO-KY. -IND .......... '" ........ . 

Hamilton, Ohio* .................................. . 
Clermont, Ohio ••••..•..••..•••••..•.••••••••••••.. 

~~~~:~' K~~~~:: :: ::::::?:::: : ::: :::::: ::: : :::: : :::: 
Campbell, Ky ..................................... . 
Kenton, Ky ....................................... . 
Dearbol"Il, Ind •••••.••..•••.•••.••••.•••••.•••••.•• 

CLEVELAND, OHIO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Lake •.•••...••.•.•••••••...•..•.•...••.••••.•••... 
Medina ........................................... . 

COLUMBUS, OHIO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Frar.tkl in. * .......................................... . 
Delaware ••••••••••.••..•.•••.••.••••••••••••••.••. 
Picl(awa;;:.;. t •.•••.•.•..•.••.•••••.•••....••••••.••.• 

CORPUS CHRISTI, TEX .......................... . 

NueceB* ................................. , .......... . 
San Patricio .................................................... . 

DALIJ0, 'rEX .................................. ., ........... . 

Dallas* •.•••.•••••.•••.•••.•.••...•••.••••.•• " .•. 
Collin •..••..•••..•••...•.••.•...•.••..•..••.••••. 
Denton .......................................................... . 
Ellis ••....•..••••.•••.•.••...•..•.•••••••••.••.•• 
Kaufman ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rockwall .•...••.•...••.••....••.•••.•.•••••••.•••. 

DAVENPORT-ROCK ISLAND-MOLINE, IOWA-ILL •••••••. 

Scott, Iowa«·o ................................................... . 
Rock Island, Ill.·X. ......... " .................................... . 
Henry, Ill. ...................................... . 

DAYTON, OHIO .................................. . 

Montgomery* .............................. , •••••...• 
Greene •...•.•••••...••...•.•..••.••••••••.•••••.•• 
Miami •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••• 
Preble ........................................... . 

6,770,700 

5,428,100 
418,900 
247,700 
3Lr5,200 
100,800 
230,000 

1,361,000 

918,600 
91,500 
82,100 
26,700 
88,300 

124,900 
28,900 

2,050,100 

1,733,700 
59,700 

182,800 
73,800 

859,600 

780,700 
39,900 
39,000 

292/,00 

241,300 
51,100 

1,404,800 

1,197,300 
55,700 
69,300 
41,,800 
31,600 
6,100 

358,100 

139,200 
166,000 

52,800 

Population 

.July 1, 1966 

6,711,400 

5/,00,000 
400,700 
243,000 
342,900 
99,000 

225, mo 

1,350,400 

913 ,700 
90,200 
80,600 
26,000 
87,900 

122,900 
29,000 

2,042,000 

1 732 000 
, 58;100 ! 

179,000 
72,900 

853,800 

775 900 
38;900 
39,000 

286,800 

236,500 
50,200 

1,366,600 

1,163,300 
52,900 
67,600 
45,100 
31,400 
6,200 

801, ,800 

576,400 
112,600 

81,400 
3;', ,400 

266,594 

221,573 
45,021 

1,119,410 

951,527 
41,247 
47,432 
43,395 
29,931 

5,878 

319,375 

119,067 
150,991 
49,317 

727,121 

527,080 
94,642 
72,901 
32,498 

Change, 1960 

Numbe:r 

+92,500 

+54 ,500 
+11,000 
+16,400 
+4,700 
+1,500 
+4,200 

+200 

+104,700 

+97,800 
+3,800 
+3,100 

+25,800 

+19,700 
+6,100 

+38,'100 

+20,200 
+15,100 

+3,500 

+93,300 

+59,300 
+20,800 
+10,800 

+2,300 

to 1967 

Percent 

+1. 9 

+2.9 
-2.1+ 

~~ 
'1-5.9 

+19.3 ------
+20.7 
+11.3 

+5.6 -----_. 
+!,.? 

+10.1 

+S.S 

+5.8 
+33.6 
+18.9 
+17.5 
+19.7 
+20.0 

+7.3 

+D.3 
+13.6 
+25.0 
+21.5 

+1.8,' 
+3.5 
+0.7 

+7.4 

+5.2 
+25.4 
+23.0 
+13.1 

+13.9 

+14.3 
+10.5 
+8.8 

+9.7 

+8.9 
+13,5 

+25.5 

+25.8 
+35.0 
+46.0 

+3.3 
+5.6 
+3.8 

+12.1 

+16.9 
+10.0 

+7.0 

+12.8 

+11.3 
+22.0 
+14.8 

+7.2 



Tobie 1.··PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN. STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1967"Conlinued 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau oT the Budget. Asterisk C*) indicates central county) 

7 

Standard metropolitan statistical area 
and county 

Population Change, 1960 to 1967 

DENVEH, COLO ................................. . 

Denver* .•.•..•.•••... " .•..•.. " ••••...•••.•.....••. 
Adams ............................................ . 

.Jefferson ........................................ . 

DETROIT, MICH ................................ . 

Wayn.e"" •••••••••• '" ., • " ........................ '" • 
Macornb ••••••••• ~ ••••• "" ........................... . 
Oakland .................... ,. ....... ,. .............. . 

DULUTIl-SUPER.I OR, MINN. -HIS ••••••••.•••.••.•••• 

EL PASO! TEX •••••••.••••••••••••.••••••••.•••• 

El Paso* .......................................... . 

Lapeer •••. '.: ••••.•••.••••..••••.•..•...••. " ..•... 

FORT LAUDERDALE-HOLLYWOOD, FLA •••••••••.•••••• 

Broward* •..•...•••••••.••..•.••.••••.••••..••.•.•. 

FORT HORTH, 'rEX .............................. . 

:Tarr&'"lt.j.(" ................................................... . 
Johnson .......................................................... . 

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

Fresno7(-................................................................... . 

GARY-HAMMOND-EAST CHICAGO, ·IND .............. .. 

Lake* ............................................................................. . 
Porter ........................................................................... . 

GRAND RAPIDS, MICH ........................... . 

Kent* •..•••.•••••.••••.••.••••......••.•••••.•••.• 
Ottawa ........................................... . 

GREENSBORO--WINSTON-SALEM-,..HIGH POINT, N. C •••. 

Randolph ••..••••••..••..•..•.•.••...••••.••••••••. 
Yadkin .................................................................. .. 

I 

1,089,800 

1,89,600 
156,WO 
132 ,~OO 
105,400 
205,900 

__ ',,11:3,600 

2,706,600 
578 700 
828;;,00 

.._ 272,600 

229,000 
1,3,600 

.3/,$ ,300 

348,300 

476,800 

1,2'7,600 
49,300 

488,300 

488,300 

July 1, 1966 

489,100 
15J,lDO 
130,100 
101,600 
197,900 

1"+61,,400 

/,64,400 I 
f-___ 6:..;5 . .-:7,.!.,c.70'-0-+ ____ iS}S,JOO 

617,100 598,500 
40,600 39,800 

415,700 

415,700 

602,800 

525,600 
77,100 

5].1. ,JOO 

399,100 
115,200 

581,'700 

211,000 
275,500 
71,500 
23,700 

',14,300 

414,300 

599,400 

523 , 900 
75,500 

503,600 

391,200 
112,400 

575,000 

209,400 
271,300 
70,100 
24,100 

HARRISBURG, PA ..•.•••••.•.••••..••••.....••••. 

ua\m.QH1~ ............................................................... . 

WH'Uel.·.LtlHU ....................................... . 

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

HARTFORD, CONN. 1 ............................. . 

Hartford" ........................................ . ~ 
391,500 

222,500 
141,800 

2'1,200 

'193,400 

793,400 

391,100 

225,100 
139, JOO 

26,700 

'181,300 

781,300 

HONOLULU, HA\'AII ............................. . 619,500 5% ,000 

Honolulu" •...•....•..••••.•.••.•.••.•••••..••..••. 619,500 59/,,000 

461,90(, 

36J,1tl'7 
98,719 

689,555 

689,555 

500,409 

Number 

+34, 20C: 
+3<;,200 

1nO J 600 

+53,300 
+7,300 

+151t,400 

+154,400 

+84,500 

+78,600 
"5,900 

+49,800 

+49,800 I 

+52,1,00 

+35,900 
+16,500 

+61,500 

+21,600 
+29,000 
+10,000 

+900 

+19,900 

+2,300 
+17,000 

+600 

+103,800 

+103,800 

+119,100 

+-119,100 

Percent 

-0.9 
,30.2 
+16.6 
+Al. 9 
+6L5 

;·9.3 

+1. .5 
+42.6 
+20.0 

-1.1 
-3.1 

+lD.9 

+10.9 

+,14.6 

41/,.2 
+17.5 

+46.2 ------
+1+6.2 

+14.6 
+17.0 

+13.6 

+13.6 

+5.1 

+2.4 
+28.0 

+11.4 

+9.9 
+16.7 

+11.8 

+11.4 
+ll..8 
+16.2 

+4.1 

+1.0 
+13.6 

+2.3 

+15.1 

+15.1 

+23.8 

+23.8 

"Connecticut State Economic Area C. For Hartford SMSA, 1960 population was 549,249. Area C includes New Britain SMSA with a 
1960 population of 129,397. 



Table 1 ••• PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY I, 1967··Continued 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (*) indicates central county) 

Change, 1960 to 1967 
Standard metropolitan statistical area 

end county 
Number Percent 

Hous'rON" TEX •••••.••••••••••••.•••.•••••••••.• I-~ ___ ==CL_=,+ ______ ,--,-_-,..:c:.-"-j ___ , __ --'=.LC::':-=-==-_I ______ C'::';:'':,L.=,+ ______ -'-"_c":':: 

IIarrls"x· .. .. ' ...•..... ...........•....•.........•... 
Brazorj.a ..........•.........................•....• 
Fort Bend •.•.........•..•............•............ 
Liberty .......................................... . 
Montgomery ..................................•..•.. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND............................. 1-------=="-:.=--I-----.O:2.:=1.:::..::-I-------'--'-:L:::"--I--.--------.:.==::-I _______ .. ::::..::~_ 
Marion* ••. 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Boone •...•..•...........•...••......•••.•..•••...• 
Harrdlton •...•.•..• 0 • 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ 
IIancock ••..•••••.•.••...•.....•••.• f •••••••••••••• 

Hendricks •.•••••••••••..•••.•....••••.••••.•.•..•. 
;Jobnson ......................................... .. 
Morgll1l ••........•..••......•...................... 
Shelby. ~,," .............•........................... 

JACKSONVILLE, FLA •.••....•.••..••.....•.••...• 1-_______ ~5~04~,~6~O~O_~ _______ ~~~.:-; __ . ______ ;~~.~o~_+-

Duval¥·............................................ 504,600 

+21.-\ 
+10.6 

+10,& 

+49,200 +10.8 

618,600 610,734 +9,300 +1.5 JERSEY CITY, N.J .............................. · f--___ 6_2_O"-, O_O_0-t-____ -'-'--_+ ____ .-<-_-t-____ ..L.-'-'-+ ___ ==-
HudsonJ........................................... 620,000 618,600 610,734 +9,300 

267 700 2~7?2 JOtlNSTOWN, PA •.••..•••••.••..••..••...•..•..•• f--__ -..:;;2.;;.65'-'" "'6"'0"'0+-__ ---"'::.:-'-'-=.0:-; ___ -'" _~100 

Cambria*.................. ........ .......... ...... 189,700 191,600 203,283 -13,600 
Somerset. • • • • . • • • • . • • • • . • • • . • .. . • .. • • . . . . • . . • . . . . • 75,900 76,100 7'7,450 -1,500 

1,200 -\·00 KANSAS CITY, MO.-K(!.NS ......................... 1-__ .=:1"-,=21=.4,-",-4:.;0..:;0+ ___ -,,,===:-;_ 1 092 545 +121 900 

105,300 I 87,474 +20,900 
641,800 622,732 +23,400 
40,600 29,702 +11,200 
27,700 23,350 +4·,900 

191,100 143,792 +54.,200 

01ay, Mo.*........ ......................... ..•...•. 108,400 
Jackson, Mo.*..................................... 646,200. 
Cass, Mo.......................................... 40,900 [' 
Platte, Mo........................................ 28,200 
Johnson, Kans..................................... 198,000 
WYll1ldotte, Kll1ls..... .............................. 192,700 193,700 185,495 +7,200 

392 900 368 080 +25 400 KNOXVILLE, 'l'ENN •.•.•.•.•..•••.•••.•••.••••...• f--__ -.::3:.:9.::;3L5::.,0::,:0-t-___ ===+ ___ ===+ ___ ="-', 

Knox*. • .. • • .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. • .. • .. .. .. .. • .. • • .. • • 271,400 271,000 
Anderson.......................................... 61,400 61,700 
Blount............................................ 60,600 60,300 

LANCASTER, PA ••••••.••.••••..••.•...•••.•••••• 

Lancaster* •....................................... 

293,4QQ. _ ~~9;0~0+ __ ~ 

LANSING, MICH ................................ . 

Ingham* •....•.•.••..•...•.......•••...•..•..••.... 
Clinton •.........••.... ; ......................... . 
EatoIl ............................................ . 

LITTLE ROOK'-NORTH LIT'l'LE ROOK, ARK •••••••••••• 

Pulaski* •••.•..•.•••..••..•.••••..•••.•...••.••••. 
Saline ........................................... . 

295,900 

353 500 

249,900 
45,600 
58,000 

...218 ,800 

285,300 
33,500 

293,400 

347 500 I 
246,900 
44,700 
55,900 I 

312 100 

280,000 
32,100 

250y 523 +20,900 
60,032 +1,400 
57,525 +3 y lOO 

___ 278,3~ +17 600 

278,359 +17,600 

29S 949 +5-\· 600 

211,296 +38,700 
37,969 +7,600 
1,.9,681, +8,300 

271 936 ___ +4§.,800 

242,9S0 +42,300 
28,956 +4,500 I 

+1.5 

_ -5.4 

-6.'1 
-2.0 

+11.2 

+23.9; 
+3.8' 

+37.6 
+21.0 
+37.7 
+3.9 

+6.9 

+8.4 
+263 
+5.1, 

+6.3 

+6.3 

+18.3 

+18.3 
+20.1 
+16.7 

+17.2 

+17.4 
+15.6 

6 814 500 6 038 771 +818,400 I +13.6 LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH, CALIF ................. 1-__ .;;.6L 8::;5"''1.=20''-0''+ __ -''-===-t-__ -''-'==--=+ ____ --'===-t-__ ---C.='-'' 

Los Angeles*...................................... 6,857,200 I 6,81<\.,500 6.038,771 +818,400 +13.6 

783 600 725 139 ~OO LOUISVILLE, KY. -IND ........................... f--___ 7:...9-'-5,L, _OO_0-t-___ -I-.:.L=.+ ____ -"":...L";=-'--t-__ . +9.6 

662,400 610,947 +61,000 +10.0 
67,400 62,795 +6,000 +9.5 
53,800 51,397 +2,900 +5.6 

Jefferson, Ky.*................................... 672,000 
Clerk, Ind........................................ 68,800 
Floyd, Ind........................................ 54,200 

748,200 674 583 +85 900 ___ +12.7 MEMPHIS, TENN. c'ARK ............... " ........... f--___ 7:.;6:.,:0=50;:,:0=-t ___ -'-'::£=+ ___ .:::.:..:.z.:=+ ___ ..::::==+ 
696,000 627,019 +81,40Cl +13.0 
52,200 47,564 +4,600 +9.6 

Shelby, Tenn....................................... 708,400 
Crittenden, Ark................................... 52,100 



(' 
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Table 1. •• PROYISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1967··Continued 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (*) indicates central county) 

Standard metropolitan statistical area 
and county 

MIAMI, VI.,A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

J)ade-x· ••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ .......... . 

MILWAUKEE, WIS •..••..••.••.••••••••••••••••••• 

Milvlaukee¥ •.•.•••.•...••..•.•.••• '" .••.•.••••.••• 
Ozaulcee •••••.•••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••• 

MINNT!APOLIS-13T. PhUJ" MINN ••••••.••••••.•••••• 

Hennepin ·X •••••••••••••• " ••••••••••• '" ••••••••••••• 

Hamsey* .......................................... . 
Arloka .•••.•••••••••••••••...••••••.•.••••••••••• " • 
Dakota ••••••••••••••••••••••.••.•••••••••••••••••• 

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

Mobile-')(·~ ••••••••••••.•••••••••••••.••••••••••• ,. ••• 
Baldwin .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NA;.SHWILLE, TENN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DavidsOl1"X' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sumner •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wilson • • A<:. ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •••••••• 

NEW HAVEN, CONN. ' ............................ . 

New Haven* •.••.••••••••..•.•.••...••...•.•••..•••. 

Nl';W ORLEANS, LA ....... ; ...................... . 

Orleans"X' ••• " •••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••• 

Jefferson •••••.••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 
St. Bernard •••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.••••• 
St. Tammany ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NEW YORK, N.Y ............................... .. 

New Yor], City* ................................... . 
Brol1X* •••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kings (Brooklyn Borough) * ...................... . 
New York (Manhattan Borough) .' ••••••••••••••••••• 
Queens.x-••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o. 

Richmond7("o ...................................... . 
Nassau •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rockland ••• ' .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sui'folk ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Westchester. " .... 0" 0 0 ........................... ~ ••• 

NEWAHK, N.J .................................. . 

Essex* ................................................ . 
Morris •••..••••••••.•.•.•.•.•• 0 •••••••••••••••• 0" 

lInion .............................................. _. 

NORFOLK-PORTS 'MOUTH , VA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Norfolk city* .................................... . 
Portsmouth city" •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Chesapeake city ............. ' ..... , .............. .. 
Virginia Beach city •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA OITY, OKLA •••.••••••.•••••••••••••••• 

OlU.ahoma* ....................................... .. 
Ca:nadian •.••..•••••.....•••.•.••.•..••••.• '" ••••• 
Cleveland •••••••• '" •••. " •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1,114,000 

l,ll4,000 

1,J/,2,4~ 

1,0:3'7,600 
1,6,700 
56/,00 

201,700 

383,200_ 

328 500 
5<1;700 

531,100 

447,800 
49,300 
34,000 

721,200 

721,200 

1,059,100 

652,200 
301,400 
46,600 
58,800 

11,555,900 

8,022,500 
1,552,600 
2,699,'100 
1,533,600 
1,954,900 

281,600 
1/.37,000 

207, BOO 
1,003,700 

885,000 

1,888,500 

9$1,500 
358,700 
548,300 

297,300 
112,400 

91,100 
145,700 

597,900 

1,91,700 
31,700 
?J.~, 500 

Population 

July 1, 1966 

-------

1,OBO,600 

~,330,800 

1,038,'100 
M,,600 
53,700 

193,800 

~.]_,61~L~~~ 
Blll,SOO 
Idl,!500 
127,200 
108,200 
66,800 

384,300 

330,200 
51,,100 

519,800 

439,600 
1,7,000 
33,200 

707,200 

'107,200 

,.:s040,900 

648,900 
288,800 
45,700 
57,600 

11,457,600 

8,019,100 
1,543,AOO 
2,702,000 
1,540,500 
1,961,200 

272,000 
1/,12,800 

19A,700 
960,100 
8'70,800 

1,870,500 

978,700 
345,900 
545,800 

636,900 

300,700 
108,600 

89,300 
138,300 

1,83,600 
30,300 
72,600 

Change, 1960 

NUlllber 

935,047 '11711,900 

~3,500 

+1,500 
+8,200 

1,10,300 
+/.3,500 

"_"_" __ .~!~~.L 100 

-J/-;-4,HOO 
+11,000 
+46,600 
+34,900 
+16,900 

+19, BOO 

+lA,200 
+5,600 

+67,500 

+1,8,100 
+13,100 

+6,300 

+60,900 

+60,900 

+152,000 

+2A, '100 
+92,700 
+1/, ,400 
+20,200 

10.,694,633 +861,300 

7,781,9$L, +240,500 
l,424,815 H27,800 
2,627,319 +72/,00 
1,698,281 -164 ,600 
1,809,578 +1',5,400 

221,991 +59,600 
1,300,17l +136,800 

136,803 +71,000 
666,784 +336,900 
808,891 +76,100 

1,689,420 +199,100 

923,545 +57,900 
261,620 +97,000 
504 ,255 +044,100 

578,507 +67 900 

30/, ,869 -'/ ,600 
114·,773 -2,300 

73,6/,7 +17,400 
85,218 +60,500 

+86,000 

1,39,506 +52,200 
24,727 +6,900 
L~? ,600 +26,900 

9 

to 1967 

Percent 

+19.1 

'il9.1 

+5.0 

·jO,,2 
+21.4 
+22,3 
+27 • .5 

+10.4 

. +5.3 
+2.6 

+.54.3 
-!4~·.:j 

+32.3 

+5.5 

+4.5 
+11. 5 

+14.6 

+12.0 
+36.2 
+22.8 

'>9.2 ----
+9.2 

+16.8 

'>3.9 
+44.4 
+44.8 
+52.3 

+8.1 

+3.1 
+9.0 
+2.8 
-9.7 
+8.0 

+26.9 
+10.5 
+51. 9 
+·50.5 
+9,4 

+11.8 

·>6.3 
+3'7.1 
+8.7 

+ll~ 

-2.5 
-2.0 

,23.7 
+70.9 

+16.8 

+11.9 
+28.1 
+56.5 

'Connecticut State Economic Area B. Vor New Haven SMSA, population ,TaS 320,836 in 1960 and 347,094 in April 1967 (special 
census). Area B includefJ Waterbury and Meriden 3MSA' s with 1960 populations of H15,548 and 51,850, respectively. 
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Table 1.,·PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF JOO LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1967·,Continued 

(SMSA's are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (-K-) indicates central county) 

Population Change, 1960 to 1967 
Standard metro})olitan fitatistical area 

and county 
~-----------r----------'-----------+---------

OMAHA, NEBR. -IOWA .............•....•.........• 

Iowa •.•........•.•....•.....••...•• 

ORLANDO, jPLA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Orange¥ •.......................................... 
Serl1inole ...............................•.......... 

PA'l'ERSON-CI.I!'TlJN-PASSAIC, N .• r .•............... 
Pa8oai(~·X- •..••......•.•••.••••••..••••.•••..•...•.. 
Bergen .......••...............•..••...•....••..•.. 

ILL. .......•..•.•.•...•. , .••..••...•.• 

Peoria-x-••.•••••••.•.•••.•.•••••.•••.•••••.••••.••• 
Tazewell. ; .....•••..•.•••.•.•••......•.•.....•.•.• 
Woodford ...•••••••••••.•...•••...•.......•...•.•.. 

PA.-N.J •.......................• 

nlJ_.Ltu.L~.LjJ!!J.'P-, ................................... . 

BUCkS, ........................................ . 

~~:;:~~ ~ p~~: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
MontgoTnery, Fa ............•.. ~ ......•............. 
Bux'1ington, N. J ••...•...........••.............•.. 
Camden, N.J ...................................... . 
Gloucester, N .. J ...•..... ~ ....•..••..•....••.•.•.•. 

PHOENIX, ARIZ •.......••.•.••.•••..•.••...•.... 

t-1aricopa·x, •• c •••••• , •••••••••••••••• •• ' • ............. 

4,774,400 

2,041,700 
367,400 
262,900 
592,500 
602,000 
300,500 
/,48,600 
158,700 

858 900 

858,900 

PITTSBURGH, PA •..•.•.••...•.••.•.•.•••••.•.••• i'~'386'100 
AllG_ ghen;y*........................................ 1,606,800 
Beaver ......................... , . .. • .. .. .. . • .. .. .. 203,200 
Washington........................................ 213,000 I 

July 1, 1966 

372,600 
52,900 
81,,300 

April. 1, 1960 
(census) 

Number 

___ ._318,j87 ____ ~~-±Q9 

263,540 +50,400 
511,,9/t? +15,000 j 

____ .J,-~~, 87~ ____ --.:':~4, 100 

406,6J.8 +51,900 
780,255 +102,300 

4,716,000 4 342 897 +431 500 

2,042,400 2,002,512 +39,200 
355,000 308,567 +58,800 
253,500 210,608 +52,300 
588,400 553,154 +39,300 
588,600 516,682 +85,300 
291,200 224,499 +76,000 
441,100 392,035 +56,600 
155,800 134,840 +23,800 

838 000 663,510 +195 400 

838,000 I 663,510 +195,400 

___ 3JIJ5, 100 t-- 2,405,435 -19 300 

1,600,600 1,628,587 -21,800 
202,500 206,948 -3,700 
212,400 217,271 -4,300 
359,600 352,629 +10,500 

Percent 

+9.4 
+73.8 

+1.6 

+20.5 --------
+19.1 
+27.2 

+13.0 

+12.fl 
+13.1 

+2.0 

+9.9 

+2.0 
+19.1 
+24.8 
+7.1 

+16.5 
+33.9 
+14.4 
+17.7 

+29.5 

+29.5 

-0,8 

-1.3 
-1.8 
-2.0 
+3.0 Wesunore1and •........•.....••.•..•••.•••.•..••.... I 363,100 

PORTLAND, OREG. -W~SH .......................... f-.-__ -'-9;::33=3"'0:::.0+-___ =:..z.:.=+-___ =="-'-+--__ ---'-'===+--__ -"=-"-915 900 821 897 +111 400 +13.6 

Multnomah, O:t·eg. * ................................ . 
Clack8JllaS, Oreg ..............••............•....•• 
Washing tOll, Oreg .•.... , ........................•.. 
Clark, Wa:sh •..............•....................... 

PROVIDENCE-PAW'fUCKET-,IARWICK, R.1. 1 ....... , ... 

Kent-' ••..•..•..•.................•..............•. 
Providence* .............•...........•.......•. ~ .•• 
BristoL .......•...................•••.....•....•. 

READING, PA .•........•......••.•.••.•..•.•.••. 

Berks·)(, ••••••••••.••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

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

Richmond ci ty'~ .................................. .. 
Chesterfield •.•.•....•...•...•..••.......•...•..•. 
llanover •••.••..••.•••..••••.••••.••••••.•••.•••••• 
Henrico •........... , ............................. . 

ROCHES1'ER, N. Y ••••.•••.•••••••••••••••••.••••• 

t1onro(:;·x·, •.....•.•..•....•••••.••••.••...•. ' •••..•• 
Livings t.on ...................••..•.........•. , ... . 
Orleans .........•..•........ : ..........•.....• , .. . 
Wayne ..... 

536,300 
151;900 
131,900 
113,200 

749,100 

508 500 

224,400 
108,200 
34,900 

141,000 

838 900 

673,600 

51,100 ! 
38,400 
75,900 

534,900 522,813 
146,100 113,038 
126,100 92,237 
108,700 93,809 

742,100 718 543 

131,1,00 112,619 
568,500 56$,778 
42,300 37,146 

288 500 275 414 

288,500 275,414 

495,700 436 044 

221,900 219,958 
102,300 71,197 
34,000 27,550 

137,500 117,339 

818 000 732 588 

655,600 586,387 
50,500 44,053 
37,700 34,159 
74,200 67,989 

"Hl1ode Island State Economic Area A. FoX' Providence··Pawtncket.-Warwick SMSA, 1960 lJOpulation was 821,101. 

+13,500 +2.6 
+38,800 +34.3 
+39,700 +43.0 
+19,400 +20.6 

+30 500 _ +4.3 

+21,900 +19.4 
+2,400 +OJ. 
+6,300 +16.9 

+15 100 +5.5 

+15,100 +5.5 

+72 400 +16.6 

+4,400 +2.0 
+37,000 +52,0 
+7,400 +26.7 

+23,600 +20.1 

+106 300 ~ 
+87,200 +14.9 

+7,DOO +16.0 
+1,,200 +12.3 
+7,900 +11.6 
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Tobie 1.·.PROYISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, '1967··Continued 

(SMSA's arc as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (*) inrHeates central county) 

11 

Population Change, 1960 to 1967 
standard IDeCI'C'DOLll,illl 

July 1, 1966 

---.---j-.-----........ ------.-+.-.---.. --+----.. --.-l----.-.--.-+ 

SACRAMENTO., CALIF' ............................. r--... - ... -.---'--+--.. -----'-... --f--.. ----~.--t_ 
Sacramento·x., •• _. 0 ••••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••• 

Placer .••...•.•...•...•......••••.•.••...••.•..•.. 
yolo .••.•••..••••..••.•....•.••.•.•••...••.....••. 

Nwnber Peroent 

+2~2. /., 

+20.0 
r35.1 
+29.3 

:3T. LOUIS, MO ... ILL ............................ f----...:.--'--+.-... --:... .. -'---.-j--... -.-'----'--j-.. ---.. -...:-... --I-.-.-................. ,.9_ .... 8. 
st. Inuis city, Mo.*.............................. _8.1 
Franklin, Mo...................................... +17.8 

Mo..................................... ,33.3 
Mo................................... .,f,8.3 

SALT LAKE GITY, UTAH .......................... f------'---+----.... ---'.--f------'-
Salt Lake...:·: ..••......•....•.•..•...••.•..••..•..•. 
Davis ...•. ~ ...•..••..••..•.••...•.••.••.•••.•...•. 

SAN ANTONIO, TEX ............................. . 

Bexar·x· ...... ~ ................ ~ ....................... . 
Guadalupe'r ...................................... . 

SAN BE.RNARDINO-RIVllRSIm;-ONTARIO, CALIF •..•••• 

Rivers ide* ............ ~ ................ " ................ . 
San Bernardino-x- ••.•••.••••••••••••• ~ • B •••••••••••• 

1,085,900 

428,700 
657,200 

+25. ? 
·,9.3 
.3.8 

,18.8 

+15,1+ 
--13$,6 

+34.1 

+40.0 
+30.5 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF .............................. 1--_-'-. _1!-, 1_9_8..!"_1_0_0+ ___ 1,,,1,_S_S-'-,_O_00-t ____ -'-_-'-___ t-_. ___ '--_+-____ _ 

San Diego*........................................ 1,198,100 , 1,188,000 

+165,000 +16.0 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND, CALIF' .•••••••••••.••••. 

A1aroeda* •.•••.•••••••.••••••.•••••••.••••••.• ~ •••• 
San Fra.n.cisco?(- ........................ • ',0' ......... . 

Contra Costa ••.•••...•..•.•.•••••••••••.••••.••••. 
Marin .. , .......... 0 ................................. . 

San Mateo ............. · ........................... . 

3,009,100 

1,044,800 
714,200 
528,900 
193,600 
527,600 

2,%'1,100 

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

+165,000 +16.0 

+360,400 +13.6 

+136,600 +15.0 
-26,100 -3.5 

+119,800 +29.3 
+46,800 +31~ 9 
+83,200 +18.7 

+49.3 SAN JOSE, CALIF ..•....•••.••.••••••.•••.•••.•. ~_------9~5-9~,~2~0~0+---------9~2~9!-,~80_0=_+------~6~4~2~,3~1~5-t--.--.--.----~.-4--------~ 
Santa C1ara*...................................... 959,200 929,800 642,315 +316,900 +49.3 

SEATTLE-EVERETT, WASIL ........................ f-_-.,_1:...,2_6_1...:,_6_0_0+ ____ '--'-_-f +154,400 -t-13.9 

King~ .•..•.•..•.••••... '" •.•.•. " • •. . •• • . ..•••• •• "1,043,700 +108,700 +11.6 
Snohomish·x,.. • . • • . • • • • • • • . . • . • • • • • • • • • • • .. • . .. . . • • • 217,800 +45,600 +26.5 

+2.4 SHREVl';PORT, LA ................................ l-___ 2_8_8:..., 3_0_0+ ____ 2_8 ... 7:..., 0_0_0+ _____ -' __ + _____ -' __ -1-__ _ 

Caddo Parish*..................................... 226,300 226,000 +1.1 
Bossier Parish................................... . 61,900 60,900 +7.5 

+0.1 SOUTH BEND, IND •.••.••••.•••••••••••••.•••.••• f-______ 2_7_1~,_4_0_0+ __ . _____ 2_7_1-'-,_10_0_+------__ --'---t_ __ --------. __ -1---______ _ 

St. Joseph*................ .................... .•• 239,000 238,700 +0.2 
Marshall.......................................... 32,400 32,400 -0.1 

-4.3 SPOKANE, WASH ................................. f-_____ 2_ .. 6_6,..:,_3_0_0+ _____ 2,...6_3-'-,_20_0_+-------'--+-.------"-.. -+---
Spokane*.......................................... 266,300 263,200 

SPRINGfIELD-CHICOPEE-HOLYOKE, MASS. 1 ••• " ••••• 

Harnpden* ••••••••••.•••..•.••..••••.••••.••••.••••. 
Hampshire ........................................ . 

Z Less than 500. 

557,100 

443,000 
114,100 

554,300 

, 441,700 
112,600 

1Massachusetts State Economic Area A. For Springfie1d-Chicopee-Ho1yoke SMSA, 1960 pO]JUlation was 493,999. 

-~'o3 

+4.6 

+3.2 
+10.5 
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Table 1 .• ·PROYISIONAL ESTIMATES.OF THE POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY CONSTITUENT COUNTIES: JULY 1, '1967··Continued 

(SMSA I S are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (,.) indicates central county) 

Population Change, 1960 to 1967 
Standard metropolitan statistical area 

and county 

,sYRACUSE, ~N. Y ................................ . 

Onondaga.J.(·o ......... ~ .. 4 •••••• 6 ............ " ••••••••••• 

Madison ..••..•..••.••.••••.•••••..•.•••.....••.•.. 
Oswego .............................................................. . 

TACOMA, WA.SH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 

Pierce·x· ............. ~ ................................................... '" . 

TAMPA-ST. PETEHSBURG, FLA .................... . 

HIllsborough* .................................... . 
Pinellas-7{· .......................... " ........................... ~ ••• 

TOlEDO, OHIO-MICH •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Lucas, Ohto·~ ........................................................ .. 
Wood, Ohio .••••..•••.••••••••.•••..••••.......••.. 
Monroe, M~ch ............................................... .. 

TUlSA, OKLA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Tulsa*· ••. ' •••••. " ., •••.• " •••.•...•••.. ~. '" .•••.. 
Creel<: ••• .1 •.•••.••.••.••.••.••.•....•••.••.••..•.•. 
Osage ............................................. . 

UTIC'A-ROME, N.y •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• 

Orleida*. ~ ••••• e ...................... " •••••••••••• 

Herkimer •••.•••••..••••.•••..••••..•••••.•••.•..•. 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-MD/-VA ....................... . 

District of Co1umbia* ..••••.•.••.••..•..••••.••••• 
Montgomery, Md ................................... . 
Prince Georges, Md .•••••.••.•••••••••.••••••.•.••. 
Alexandria city, Va ....................... ; ...... . 

~i;~;;~nva~~: : ~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Loudoun, Va ••••••••.•••••••.•••••.••••••••.••.•.••. 
Prince William, Va ............... " .••••••••.•.•••••. 

WICHITA, KANS ................................ . 

Sedgvlick.x. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Butler •.•••••••.••••••••••••••••••.•••.••••••..•.• 

VlILKES-BARRE--HAZlETON, PA •••••••••••••••••••• 

Luzerne¥ •••••..••••••••.••••••••••••••••.••••.•••. 

WI LMING1'ON , DEL. -N. J . -MD ..................... . 

New Castle, DeL* ................................ . 
Salem, N.J ....................................... . 
Cecil, Md ........................................ . 

WORCESTER, MA.s,s.3 ............................ . 

Worcester...:" •••••••••••••••••• '" ................... . 

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

York* ............................................ . 
Adams ............................................ . 

YOUNGSTOWN-WARREN, OHIO ...................... . 

Mahoning·'· ........................................ . 
Trumbull* ........................................ . 

451,400 

378,400 
43,900 
29,200 

349,500 

281,200 
68,300 

2,704,100 

807,800 
466,300 
586,800 
107,500 
180,000 
430,900 
35,100 
89,900 

395,600 

358,300 
37,300 

341,500 

341,500 

481,000 

364,700 
62,800 
53,600 

618,800 

618,800 

298,800 
226,600 

'Adjusted to exclude 12,520 erroneously reported in Fairfax County. 
2Includes Falls Church a.'YJ.d Fairfax independent cities. 

,july 1, 1966 

349,700 

282,000 
67,700 

2,612,000 

805,600 
440,300 
555,000 
106,400 
179,700 I 
405,500 
34,000 I 
85,500 

393'7~ 
356,200 
37,500 ' 

341,600 

341,600 

472,100 

356,500 

",'me> ~. 53,000 

610,100 

610,100 

298,300 
223,600 

583,228 

583,228 

290,242 

238,336 
51,906 

509,006 

300,480 
208,526 

Number 

+18,800 

+16,800 
+1,900 ' 

+14,000 

+15, 000 
-1,100 

-5,500 

-5,500 

+66,500 

+57,200 
+4,000 
+5,200 

+35,600 

+35,600 

+21,700 

+18,300 
+3,400 

Percent 

+5.7 

+6.4 
+2.9 

+31. 0 

..·5.7 
+36.8 
+64.2 
+18.1 
+10.1 
+58.0 
+42.9 
+79.3 

+3.7 

+4.4 
-2.8 

-1.6 

-1.6 

+16.0 

+18.6 
+6.9 

+10.8 

+6.1 

+6.1 

+7.5 

+7.7 
+6.6 

+3.2 

-0.6 
+8.7 

3Massachusetts sta"te Economic Area B. For Worcester SMSA, 1960 population was 328,898. Area B includes fitchburg-Leominster 
S!1,sA with a 1960 population of 90,158. 
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Tabl. 2.··PROYISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD CONSOLIDATED AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT PARTS: JULY 1,J967 

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

Standard consolidat.ed area 

IND:rANA .................. . 

Ind., SMSA. .••••• ~ •••.••• 

Population 

.July 1, 1966 
April 1, 1960 

(census) 

Change, 1960 to 1967 

Number Percent 

+8.5 

+8.8 
+5.1 

·,·9.3 NEW YORK- NOHTI-n<:ASTEHN, NKW .mnSEY •••••••••••••• 15,969,000 
r------~~--_r--·--~--~-+------~~--+---·--~~---r--------

11,457,600 +8.1 N.Y., SMSA .............................. . 
N.J., SM.SA ........................... . 

SIliISA ................................ . 
618,600 +1. 5 

1,870,500 +11.8 
N.J., SMOlA .............. . 1,316,700 +13.0 

Middlesex County, N.J ............................. . 
Somerset County, N.J ....•.....••• " •••.•...•••••••.• 

519,600 +22.4 
186,000 +32.1,. 

Table 3.··POPULATION OF 100 LARGE STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY RANK: 1967 AND 1960 

Standard metropolitan 
statistical areas 

.New Yorlj,;.N.)' ................. . 
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif •. 
Chicago, Ill: ................. . 
Philadelphia, Pa.-N.J ..••••.••. 
Detroit, Mibh ................. . 
Boston, Mass. I ••••••••••••••••• 

San Francisco-Oakland, Calif .•• 
Washington, D.C.-Md.-Va ....... . 
Pittsburgh, Pa ................ . 
St. Louis, Mo. - Ill. ........... . 

'\~~eveland, Ohio ................ . 
.~1 timore, Md ................... . 
Newark, N.J ................... . 
Houston, Tex ..••.•••.•••••••.•. 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn .•••. 
Dallas, Tex .•..••••••....•..••• 
Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.-Ind ...... . 
Milwaukee, Wis .................. . 
Pa. terson- Clifton ... Passaic, N. J .. 
Buffalo, N. Y ................. .. 

Atlanta, Ga .................... . 
Seattle-Everett, Wash ......... . 
Anaheim-Santa Ana",Garden Grove, 

CaUL ...................... .. 
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans .......... . 
S,:n ~iego, Calif ............. .. 
Miam, Fla ..... ' .................. . 
Denver, Colo •••••.••••••.•••••• 
San Bernardino-Riverside-
Ontario, Calif ............... . 

NeV'I Orleans, La •••••••• * ••••••• 
Indianapolis, Ind .••.•••••..••• 

San Jose, Calif .••••...••...••. 
Portland, Oreg. -Wash .......... . 
lampa-St. Petersburg, Fla ..•.•• 
Coltun?us, O~io .•••.•...•....•.• 
P'noenlx, Arlz ......•..•.•.••••• 
Rochester, N. Y ..•••..•••.•..... 
San Antonio, Tex .. * ............ . 
Dayton, Ohio ................. .. 
Louisville, Ky. -Ind ••.••••••..• 
Hartford} Conn 1 •••••••••••••••• 

Bridgeport, Conn .•••••••••••.•. 
Sacranlen to, Calif ...•.•.•.••.•• 
Memphis, Tenn.-Ark ............ . 
Providence-Pawtucket .. Warwick, 
R.I ." ...••••.•...•..••.••..... 

Birmingham, Ala ..•.••..•..•.... 
New Haven, Conn. 1 ....•.......•. 
Albany-Schenect.ady-Troy, N.Y ... 
Toledo, Ohio-Mich .....•.....••• 
Akron, Ollio .•....•••.••..•...•. 
"P~rt Worth, Tex .••.••...•••.••• 

)rfolk-Portsmouth, Va .•..•.... 

Population 

1, 

11,555,900 
6,857,200 
6,770,700 
4,774,400 
4,113,600 
3,249,800 
3,009,100 
2,704,100 
2,386,100 
2,311,400 

2,050,100 
1,990,000 
1,888,500 
1, '187,600 
1,636,200 
1,404,800 
1,361,000 
1,342,400 
1,341,000 
1,331,600 

1,288,500 
1,261,600 

1,231,200 
1,214,400 
1,198,100 
1,114,000 
1,089,800 

1,085,900 
1,059,100 
1,041,600 

959,200 
933,300 
891,000 
859,600 
858,900 
838,900 
834,000 
820,400 
795,000 
793,400 

772,700 
765,400 
760,500 

749,100 
735,500 
721,200 
'710,200 
670,700 
660,000 
657 700 
646;400 

1, 

(census) 

10,694,633 
6,038,7'71 
6,220,913 
4,342,807 
3,762,560 
~' lOG 11:.,0 

2:648;76~ 
2,064,090 
2,405,435 
2,104,669 

1,909,483 
1,303,7,,5 
1,689,420 
1,412,323 
1,482,030 
1,119,410 
1,2613,479 
1,278,850 
1,186,873 
1,30G,957 

1,017,188 
1,107,213 

703,925 
1,092,5',5 
1,033,011 

935,047 
929,383 

809,782 
907,123 
941,·,,,·7.5 

642,315 
821,897 
772,453 
754,924 
663,510 
732,588 
716,168 
727,121 
725,139 
689,555 

653 589 
625;503 
674,583 

718,543 
721,207 
660,315 
657,503 
630,647 
605,367 
573,215 
578,50'1 

lMetropolitan State economic area. 

HanK 

1967 1960 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

11 
12 
13 
14-
15 
16 
17 
IS 
19 
20 

21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 

28 
29 
30 

31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
1,0 

41 
42 
43 

44 
45 
46 
1,7 
48 
1,9 
50 
51 

1 
3 
2 
4 
5 
6 
7 

10 
8 
9 

11 
12 
13 
15 
14 
20 
18 
17 
19 
16 

24 
21 

39 
22 
23 
26 
27 

30 
28 
25 

46 
29 
31 
32 
42 
33 
38 
34 
35 
40 

451 

48 
41 

37 
36 
43 
44 
47 
50 
54 
52 

Standard metropolitan 
IJtatistical areas 

\Jersey City, N.J •.•••••• _ ••.•• 
Honolulu, Hawaii ..... ~ •..••••• ~ 
Syracuse, N. Y ..... ~ ............. . 
Worcester) Mass. 1 .•.•••••••••• 

Gary-Hammond-East Chicago, Ind. 
Oklahoma City, Okla .......... . 
Greensboro ..... Winston-Salem--
High Point, N.C ............. . 

Springfield-Chicopee-Holyoke, 
Mass. l 

.•••••• " ................... <-

Salt 1al(e City, Utah ......... . 
Nashville, Tenn ................ . 

Allentown ... Bethlehem-Easton, 
Pa.-N.J ..................... . 

Youngstown ... Warren, Ohio •• ~ •• 0 • 

Omaha, Nebr.-Iowa ............ . 
Grand Rapids, Mich .......... .. 
Ricb.rnond, Va .................... . 
Jacl):sonville, Fla .............. . 
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood, Fla. 
Wilmington, Del.-N.J.-Md ..... . 
Flint, Mich .................. . 
Tu.lsa, Olcla ................... . 

]?resno, Calif .................. . 
Wichita, Kans ................... . 
Knoxville, 'llcnn ...................... . 
Harris burg, Pa .................. . 
Orlando, Fla ................ .. 
Mobile, Ala ........•...•.•.... 
Charlotte, N.C ............... . 
Tacoma, Wash ....................... . 
Oant.on, Ohio .................. .. 
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, 
Iowa-IlL ................... . 

Lansing, Mich •••• * •••••••••••• 
Utica-Rome, N.y ••••• ; ••••••••• 
El Paso, Tex ..••••••.•••..•.•. 
Wilkes .. Barre--Hazleton, Fa •..• 
Peoria, Ill ................... . 
Bakersfield, Calif ....••.•••.. 
Little Rock-North Little Rock, 
Ark ......................... . 

Beaumont-Port Arthur, Tex ..••. 
York, Pa ..................... . 
Binghamton, N. Y • - Pa .......... . 

Chatta.nooga, Tenn.-Ga .. " ...•.. 
Lancaster, Fa .•••• " ••••.•.. " .. 
Corpus Christi, Tex ...• " •••••• 
Reading, Fa •••• " ••••••••••• "". 
Shreveport} La •....... " •.•.••. 
Duluth-Superior 1 Y.irm. -Viis • ••. 
South Bend, Ind ............. .. 
Spokane, Wash ••••••• " •••••••• " 
Johnstown, Fa •••••••••••••• " •. 

Population 

July 1, 
1967 

(prov. ) 

620,000 
619,500 
(,19,100 
618,800 
602,800 
597,900 

581,700 

55'7 100 
531;900 
531,100 

525,500 
525,400 
514,600 
51/,,300 
508,500 
504,600 
488,300 
481,000 
476,800 
451,400 

415,700 
395,600 
393,500 
391,500 
383,900 
383,200 
378,000 
:375,700 
360,300 

358,100 

353,500 
349,500 
34e,300 
341,500 
332,800 
327,300 

299,000 
295,900 
292,".00 
290,600 
288,300 
272,600 
271,L,00 
266,300 
265,600 

1, 

(census) 

610,734 
500,409 
563,781 
583,228 
573,5,,$ 
511,833 

520,2A-9 

532,582 
447,795 
463,628 

492,168 
509,006 
457 873 
461;906 
436;04t, 
455,411 
333,946 
41".,565 
416,239 
L,18,974 

365,945 
381,626 
368,080 
371,653 
31S,487 
363,389 
316,781 
321,590 
340,3'1-5 

319,375 

298,949 
330,771 
314,070 
346,972 
313,412 
291,984 

Rank 

196'7 1960 

52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 

58 

59 
60 
61 

62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
'71 

72 
73 
7', 
75 
'16 
77 
78 
79 
80 

81 

82 
83 
84 
85 
86 
87 

88 
89 
90 
91 

92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
0? 
98 
99 

100 

1,9 
60 
55 
51 
53 
58 

57 

56 
66 
62 

61 
59 
M 
63 
67 
65 
78 
70 
69 
68 

'14 
71 
73 
72 
82 
75 
83 
80 
7'1 

81 

87 
79 
84 
76 
85 
88 

98 
86 
89 
90 

91 
94 

100 
97 
92 
96 
99 
95 
93 



APPENDIX 

STATE-DESIGNATED AGENCIES AGREEING TO WORK TOWARD A FEDERAL STATE COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 
FOR LOCAL POPULATION ESTIMATES 

(Participating States as of' December 1968. Asterisk represents coordinating agency as opposed to agency carrying out 
phases of program) 

AlabB~mB. 

301, IJexter 

Official agency 

Montgomery, Ala bamo. 36104 

Bur(:;>B.u of' Business Hescarch 
School of Oormnerce and Business 
AdrninistrH:bion 

Hni vers:l"ty of Alabama 
Box KK 
University) Alabama 3.546(3 

PhOEmix, Arizona 8500.5 

Arkansas ... ~". ~ ~ ~ ~. ~ ~ Industr:ial HeseaY'ch and J~xtension Center 
Uni vc:rfJ:i:ty of A.:rkansao 

,:! Little Rock, Arkansas 72203 

Oaliforn:ia~. ~. ~ ~".". 

Delawarj; ................... ~ 

Dover, Delaware 

Florida~ ... ~ .......... ~... B1,lreau of Econond.c and Business Research 

Georgia ......... " ......... ~ 

College of Business Administration 
University of Florida 
Gainesville, Florida 32601 

Hawaii .. ~ .... " " • .. .. .. • .. .. .. and Economic 

1,26 Queen Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Research and Statistics Office 
State Department of' Health 
Past Office BoX 3378 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96801 

Illinois............ Bureau of Public Healtb Statistics 
!)P',,",'T.,cpr,T. of Public Health 

East Monroe Stroet 
Springfield J Illinois 62706 

Iowa................ Office of State Plap.ning and Programming 
State Capitol 
Des Moines) IOv!a 50219 

Kansas •• " ........ ~.. •• Division of State Plans Coord ination 
State of Economic Development 
State 

Kentucky ••••••••.••• Office 

14 

Louisiana ..... ~ .. " ~ .... 

Official agency 

Division of Business and Economic Research 
School of Bus:L71ess Admin.ist,ration 

Institute 

Mahle eo ........... ~ ~ ~ ~ State Department of Heal tb and Welfare 
State House 
Augusta, Maine ()1>330 

Maryland" •. ~ ... ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ Division of Biontatistics 
State of Health 
301 West Street 
Baltimore) Maryland 21201 

Massachusetts .... " & .. e _ Bureau of Rosearch and Statistics 
)P1:,81:'I.m>mT. of' Conunerce and DeveloJ)mentl 

CaUS81,fJaY Street 
Doston) MassachusettfJ 02202 

Michigan .......... ~ •. & State Bureau of the BudgC'·ViI'-
DivisJon 

00."8 Building 
Lansing, Michigan 48913 

Oenter for Health Statistics 
lJeoortlneJlt of Public Health 

Street 
48913 

Minnesota •• ~ ......... ~.. Vital Statistics Division 
State Department of Health 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 

Mississippi.. ••••••• Department of Sociology and Rural Life 
Mississippi State University 
Drawer C 
State College, Mississippi 39762 

Missou.ri ........... 0 *.. Administrative Services Section 
Office of Comptroller and Budget Director 
Post Office Box 809 
Jefferson City, Missouri 6510l 

Nebraska... •• • •••••• Nebraska Dept. of Economic DevelopmenV 
Division or" State and Urban Affairs 
Post Office Box 94666, State Capitol 
l,incoln, Nebraslca 68508 

Bureau of Business Research 
The University of Nebraska 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508 

Nevada ......... &" •• ".' Bureau of Business and Economic Research 
Uni versi ty of Nevada 
Reno, Nevada 89507 

New Hampshire....... Office of' Planning and Research 
Densrtly,e:Ilt of Resources and 

Development 
Ap.n€x 

Concord, New Hampshire 03301 

New Jersey.... •••••• Department of Conservation and 
Economic Development 

Post Office Box 1889 
Trenton, New Jersey 08625 
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STATE-DESIGNATED AGENCIES AGREEING TO WORK TOWARD A FEDERAL STATE COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 
FOR LOCAL POPULATION ESTIMATES··Continued 

(Participating States as of December 1968. Asterisk represents agency as opposed to agency carrying out 
cccruolc'al phases of 

State Qfficial agenc~ 

New Mexico .... ;~ .... " .... ~ Bureau of Business Researcb 
University of New Mexico 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106 

New York .......... .. 

North Carolina •••••• 

Oklahoma .......... .. 

Oregon.". <. f> ........... . 

! 

State Health Department 
g-L~ Holland Avenue 
Albany, New York 12201 

Budget Division' 
State Department of AdrniniBtrat:i.on 
Raleigh~ North Carolina 27601 

mnll.lB1 .. 1cm Center Carolina 
Un:iversUy 
Chapel Hill, 

Bureau of Business Research 
University of Oklahoma 
Norman, Oklahoma 73069 

275:[1, 

Center for Population Research and Census 
Portland State College 
61', Montgomery Street (P.O. Box 751) 
Portland, Oregon 97207 

Pennsylvania........ State Planning Board 
Post Office Box 191 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Rhode Island........ Statewide Planning Program 
Suite 300 
36 Kennedy Plaza 
Providence, Rl10de Island 02903 

South Carolina...... Office of the State Auditor 
Post Orfic e Box 11333 
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 

South Dakota ... ·..... Division of Vital StatIstics 
State Department of Health 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501 

State Offioial agency 

Tennessee. " ~ ~ .. G ~ ~ ~ • TOI11l0SRE)C' State 

Nashville, Tennessee 

Center foT' Business and EeoYJOlTIjc; HeDearch 
University of tl'mme,ssee 
Knoxv:il1e) Tennessee 37916 

Utah ••• ~ ~'. ~""""""". Utah Denartlnel1t of Development SCl'v-ices* 

V Brmont. G • ~ • " ~ ~ * ~ •• " 

V irg inia ~ • ~ •• " .. " ...... 

Washington •• ",. .... " ... 

State 
Salt Utall 81,LlA 

Section 
ll'mployrnent Socm'Hy 

Avenue 
Utah 81,·1].1, 

Di vis:i.on of Public.: Health ,Si~atisti(j8 
01' lIell.lth 

OJ.<on,'81;or· A venue 
Burl:Lngton, Vermont 05trOl 

and Economic Hesearc-h 

22903 

and Research Division 
and Affairs Agency 

Olympia, 

West Virginia......... West Virginia Department of Commerce?:· 
State Capitol 
Charleston, West Virginia 25303 

Agricultural Experiment Station 
West Virginia University 
Morgantown, West Virginia 26505 

Wisconsin" •. ~ •• ~", '" State Board of Health 
State Gffic" 
Madison, 

Wyoming. ~ ... " • • • • •• •• Division of Business and Economic Research 
College of Oommerce and Industry 
Uni versity of 
Box 3925, University 
Laramie, Wyoming 83070 




