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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STATES: JULY 1, 1967

With Provisional Estimates for July 1, 1968

(These estimates supersede those published in Advance Report No, 403 and Report No, 380 of this series)

The historical westward trend in the movement
of the population of the United States has continued
since April 1, 1960, but at a somewhat lower rate
than inthe past. California, Arizona, and Washington
have been the chief beneficiaries of migration to the
West in the current decade, Althoughmany Western
States continue to enjoy an influx of migrants, there
is evidence that the average annual net migration
rates are declining for the region as a whole
(table A), California and Arizona are noteworthy
examples of a decline. California gained net in-
migrants at the average annual rate of 13 per
1,000 of the population during the 1960’s as
compared with 23 per 1,000 during the last half
of the 1950’s (table 4), Arizona’s decelerationwas
even mote noticeable, withanaverage annual rate of
in-migration in the 1960’ less than half thatof the
late 1950°s (down from 36 per 1,000to0 14 per 1,000
population), Nevada, on the other hand, doubled its
rate of jin-migration in the 1960’s--from 20 per
1,000 population in the late 1950°s to 40 per 1,000
in the current decade. (Figure 2 showsthe pattern
of net migration by States for the 1960’s.)

In terms of actual volume of migrants, the West
attracted 2 million net migrants between 1960 and
1967, somewhat more than the estimated 1.2
million net migrants added to the Northeastern
and Southern regions combined, The North Central
Region continued its pattern of out-migration
experienced in the last half of the precedingdecade
while the Northeastern States shifted from a
migration deficit of 39,000 from 1955 to 1960 to a
net gain of 167,000 between 1960 and 1967,

In the past, the regions that had beenexperienc-
ing net out-migration were predominantly rural and
agricultural, whereas the regions with net in-
migration were highly industrialized and urbanized.
Table 1 indicates that the traditionally agrarian
South, whichhas long beena region of out-migration,
has been experiencing a net in-migration since the
last half of the 1950’s., Simultaneously, several of
the heavily industrialized and urbanized North
Central States were registering net out-migration.
The pattern of net out-migration for the North
Central Region continues into the present period
with a loss of nearly 1 million persons.

The South has experienced a dramatic shift in
net migration since 1950, from a loss of 1.7
million persons in the 1950-55 period to a small
gain (320,000) in the second half of the last decade,
and finally to an in-migration of 1 million persons
during the first 7-1/4 years of the current decade.
In spite of the substantial net in-migration to the
South as a whole since 1955, not all Southern
States shared in this shift, This is particularly
true of the Fast South Central States, witha pattern
of net out-migration throughout the preceding
decade. With the exception of Tennessee, these
States have continued to experience net out-
migration in the present decade.

Falling birth rates in g period when death rates
are stable have tended to slow down the rate of
population growth in each of the regions, divisions,
and States. The rate of natural increase for the
nation as a whole averaged 15 per 1,000 population
between 1955 and 1960, Between 1960 and 1967,
it dropped to 12 per 1,000 of the population.

Table A,--AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE, BY COMPCNENTS OF CHANGE, FOR REGIONS:

SELECTED PERIODS,

(Figures are expressed as percentages.

1950 TO 1967

Minus sign (~) denotes decrease)

Net change® Natural increase? Net migration?®
Region
1960-67 | 1955~60 | 195055 | 196067 | 1955-60 | 1950~55| 196067 | 1955-60 | 1950-55
United States, total. 1,4 1.7 1.7 1.2 1.5 1.5 0.2 0.2 .2
Northeast,............v. 1.0 1.2 13 0.9 1.2 1.1 (2) (Z) 0.2
North Central............ 0.9 1.3 1.7 1.2 1.5 1.5 ~0,2 -0.2 0.2
South.....veevenreneann.. 1.6 1.9 1.2 1.3 1.8 1.9 0.2 0.1 ~0.7
West.veriiioninennnns., 2.3 3.2 3.3 1.3 1.7 1.7 0.9 1.5 1.7
7 Less than 0,05 percent, -
lBased on the formula for continuous compounding P = Poe .

?Based on midperiod population.




Figure 2.--Net Migration by State, 1960 to 1967

As a Percent of the Midperiod Population
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Comparison of growth rates for each division
and State with growth rates for the Nation as a
whole reveals the extent to which the population
has redistributed itself, Although the population
of the United States has increased by 10.3 percent
between 1960 and 1967, only 21 States exceededthe
national growth rate, with the remaining States
growing mere slowly or showing population losses.
Four States--Wyoming, West Virginia, North
Dakota, and South Dakota-~emerged with smaller
populationg in 1967 than in 1960,

Three of the four States with growth rates more
than twice the national average are located in the
West, Florida is the only State outside the West
to match the growth rate of these fast-growing
States.  Although Nevada has been the fastest
growing State during the 1960°s (52.8 percent),
far outstripping its nearest contender, Arizona
(25.7 percent), its growth leveled off substantially
in the mid-1960’s after extremely rapid growth
in the early part of the decade.

With regard to absolute growth, California led
with 3.3 million persons added between April I,
1960, and July 1, 1967. New Yorkincreased by 1.2
million. Florida and Texas were the only other
States to add more than 1 million persons to their
population during the past 7-1/4 years, Fight
States had population increases of 500,000 or more:
New Jersey (914,000), Illinois (806,000), Michigan
.785,000), Ohio (781,000), Maryland (579,000), Vir-
ginia (574,000), Georgia (547,000), and North
Carolina (503,000),

METHODOLOGY

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
population growth or decline since 1960, The
methods used were: (a) the CensusBureau’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 regressionequation 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,

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," in Michigan Population Studies
No, 1, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich.,
1960; and Rcobert C. Schmitt and Albeirt H. Crosetti,
"Accuracy of Ratio-Correlation Method for Estimating
Postecensal Population," in Land Economics, Vol. XXX,
0. 3. (August 1954), pages 279-280.

3

elementary school enrollment, number of Federal
individual income tax returns filed, passenger
automobile registrations, and employees on non-
agricultural payrolls.

Component Method II--Component Method II
involves (1) subtracting Armed Forces from the
1960 Census. count to arrive at estimates of the
civilian resident population on April 1, 1960, (2)
adding 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
civilian migration, (5) subtractinganestimate of the
net movement of civilians into the Armed Forces
(inductions into the Armed Forces minus sepa-
rations), and (6) adding anestimate of the number of
persons in the Armed Forces stationed in the area
on the estimate date, Thenetmovementof civilians
into the Armed Forces for eachState 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 preservice residence. To this wasg 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 Il 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 2to
8. (2) These rates are multiplied by a factor varying
for each estimate period but the same for all States
in each period toobtain the estimated migrationrate
for the total population. Thisfactor is based on the
age structure of interstate migrants as shown by the
annual Current Population Survey on population
mobility,® (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 Population
Reports, Series P-25, No. 339, by a step-by-step
application to a particular area,

2U. S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 171,"Mobility of the Pop-
ulation of the United States: March 1966 to 1967,"
April 30, 1968, and the corresponding reports for

the earlier years of the decade.




The factors used in converting the netmigration
rate of the school-age children to the netmigration
rate for the total population are:

1960 to July 1, 1961, ... .. 1.3639
1960 to July 1, 1962, .. ... 1.2800
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
April 1, 1960 to July 1, 1967. ... .. 0.9564

April 1,
April 1,
April 1,

Comparable adjustment factors for the yearsof the
1950-60 decade are listed in Series P-25, No, 304.>

The birth and death statistics used in preparing
the estimates for States include final reports on
births and deaths for 1960 through 1966, classified
on a residence basis, and provisional reports on
births and deaths for 1967 classified on an
occurrence basis. All provisional figures were
adjusted on a residence basis., The data on births
were corrected for underregistration usingfactors
extrapolated from the results of the 1950 Birth
Registration Test conducted by the National Office
of Vital Statistics (now Division of Vital Statistics,
National Center for Health Statistics), inconjunction
with the 1950 Census of Population. Itwas assumed
that the percent completeness of birth registration
in hospitals and out of hospitals has remained un-
changed since 1950. Registered births inhospitals
and out of hospitals were corrected separately by
those factors to allow for anexpected improvement
in registration due to the increased concentration of
births in hospitals, where registration has been
more complete, In 1966 the estimated com-~
pleteness of birth reglstratlon for the Nation as a
whole was 98.9 percent?

*Research has indicated that, given the specific
age patiern 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 schoocl-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 ratiocs is
given in Series P-25, No, 339, referred to asbove,

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,

AWhite, 99.3 percent; nonwhite, 96.9 percent,

The multiple correlation coefficient <RO,123 468)

The Regression Method.~-The multiple regres-
sion equation used to develop the second series of .
estimates was based on the observed relationship
of the changes in a number of different symptomatic
data series to changes in State population dis-
tribution for the 1950-60 decade. The dependent
variable (XO) in the regression equation rep-

resents the ratio 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 rmanner. The symptomatic indi-
cators used and their correlations with the inde-
pendent variable (XO) are as follows:

Variable Symbol I
Births . ............. Xl +.95
Deaths . ............. Xz +.92

Elementary school

enrollment , .. ....... Xq +93
Tax returns. . .. ....... X4 +.73
Auto registration ., , . ..., X6 +.81.
Nonagricultural L V

employment. . . c e XS +,87

was .987. The regressionequationwas XO.123468={”1

+;06+.30X1 +, 14X, 22X +,O8X4 Jf_O7X6 +12X

2 3 8
As stated above, the multiple regression equation
was based ondata for the 1950-60period. Estimates
for 1967 (July 1) were prepared by substifuting in
the equation appropriate data for the 1960-67
period. For example, the value of X for a given

State (1) for 1967 would be computed as follows:

Percent of total U,S, births in State i, 1967
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, 1967
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 1960iCensus, to
arrive at its estimated percentage of the national
population in 1967, The 1967 percentages for all
States were summed and adjusted to add to 100 per~
cent. These percentages were then applied to the
latest U.S. total resident population estimate for




S

’ E July 1, 1967, yielding an estimate of the total

. bassenger

regident population in each State on July 1, 1967,

The success of the regression method used
here depends upon the accuracy of the underlying
assumption that the observed statistical relation-
ship betwgen the independent and dependent vari-
.ableg 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 regressionbased
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. Delaware, the estimates were obtained
by interpolating between the results of the special
census taken September 20, 1967 and the 1960
censug figure, ‘

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
prepare estimates for 1967 by the Composite
method. Consequently, estimates for July 1, 1967,
were prepared by Component Method II and the
Housing Unit method. These estimates were then
averaged, and the numerical differences between

the average of these two estimates in 1967 and the

comparable average of these estimates in 1966
provided the estimate of change since 1966, This
estimated change was added to the 1966 figure based
on the average of all three methods, The method-
ology used in developing current estimates by these
three methods is discussed in Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, No, 371.

For Hawaii, an additional estimate was derived
using data on passenger movement to and from
Hawaii to measure net civilianmigration.”” Although
statistics should provide a direct
measure of migration, there is considerable un-
certainty introduced because of the necessary use
of the gross passenger statistics to obtain small
net figures on the “permanent” migration, There

SThe monthly statistics on passenger movement
were "smoothed" to reduce the effect of seascnality,
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is some further uncertainty concerning complete-
ness and consistency of coverage of passenger
movements in both directions. Consequently, the
estimate based on passenger data was averaged
with an estimate developed by the regular procedure
used for State estimates to provide the estimate
shown here,

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 tobe consistent
with definitions of usual residence employed in
Federal censuses.,® The latest date for which data
were available for use here was January 1, 1967,

The population estimates shown here for Mag-
sachusetts are congistent 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 New York City and a number of New York
counties, special censuses and special surveys
have made available data that can be used to make
better estimates than can be developed by esti-
mating techniques using symptomatic data. About
80 percent of the population of New York State is
included in these areas. Because of the availability
of these statistics, the 1966 population estimate for
the State of New York was developed in two
segments, consisting of (1) estimates prepared for
the areas indicated above using special data
sources, and (2) estimates for other New York
counties based on an average of Component Method
I, ‘the Composite method, and (for metropolitan
counties) the Housing Unit method, as used in the
Bureau's program for county estimates. The
effect of developing the New York estimate by
these means rather than by the procedure used for
other States was to lower the 1966 New York State
total by 237,000,

For 1967, estimates for all counties in New York
have not been developed. Consequently the July 1,
1967 estimate shown here for New York State
was prepared by taking the difference between
the 1966 and 1967 New York State estimates
developed by the usual procedures for States and
.adding this difference to the best estimate derived
for 1966,

A gpecial 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,

and cole-
in the

members of Armed Forces

*For example,
enumerated differently

lege students are

State and 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 occurence rather thanresidence, Births
have been corrected for underregistration in the
same way as have those for States,

SOURCES OF DATA

Many of the data used to prepare the population
estimates for States and Puerto Rico given in 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 emigration. The Department
of Defense provided the figures relating to the
Armed Forces. The U.S, Office of Education,
individual State Departments of Education, Roman
Catholic School systems throughout the country,
and The Official Catholic Directory? were the
major sources of the data on school enrollment
used to develop estimates of net internal migration,
Data on school enrollment for selected States were
also obtained from the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and
Lutheran school systems. The Hawaii Department
of Health, The Puerto Rico Planning Board, the
Military Air Command, and the Military Sea
Transport Service provided statistics onpassenger
movement to and from Hawaii and Puerto Rico,8

For the regression series, births, deaths, and
gchool enrollment statistics are the same as those
described earlier. Data on passenger automobile
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 Sta-
tistics of Income, Individual Income Tax Returns;
and the number of employees on nonagricultural
payrolls is published monthly by the Bureau of
Labor Statistics, Department of Labor, in Employ-
ment and Earnings, o

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

Ag has been indicated, total population change
in a State between the census date and a given
estimate date consists of the net contribution of

7published annually by P. J. Kenedy and Sons,
New York, N.Y.

8The Puerto Rico Plamning Board also provided
the data on net movement to the Armed Forces in
Puerto Rico,

births, deaths, net movement to the Armed Forces,

and net civilian migration. The estimates of net .

migration shown in this report are subject to con-
siderably greater percentage error than the esti-
mates for the other components of population
change. Since mnet migration is frequently an
important component of change, the estimates of
total population change between the censusdateand
each of the estimate dates are also subject to
substantial error, 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 I1--used
prior to 1960 to prepare the estimates of State
population published regularly in this series of re-
ports, 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:

1. Tests of accuracy of methods of preparing
postcensal 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
series of tests,? an average error of 1.5 percent
was obtained by averaging the results of Com-
ponent Method II with the Regression Method, The
corresponding average error by Method II alone
was 2.0 percent-~-the difference being stati;stically
significant; and

2. There was a desire to reduce the dependency
of the estimates on any one 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 congistency
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 deviationof more than
5 percent., The summary of the test results of
1950 and 1960 is shown in table B,

*Meyer Zitter and Henry S, Shryock, Jr., '"Accu-
racy of Methods of Preparing Posteensal 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.
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Table B.--SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE DEVIATTIONS 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
! Summary measures Method 11| tes | method sion
(X1) method )
(x2) (x3) (%4) (X1, X2) | (XL, X&) | (X3, X4)
1960:
Average deviation........c..ovvnn. 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 ) 3 8 2 1 4
Positive deviationSeserereerun.on 28 24 31 20 26 25 27
1950z ]
Average deviation......veuvenna.. 3,16 b, bR 2.53 (N4) 3, 54 (NA) (NA)
Quadratic mean deviation......... 3.99 5,58 3,15 (NA) b, b2 (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) (MA)
Positive AeviationSeeas.veesnass. 25 22 25 (NA) 25 (NA) (NA)

- Represents zero,

NA Not. available,

Source:

Meyer Zitter and Henry S. Shryock,

Jr.,

"Aecuracy of Methods of Preparing Postcensal Population

Estimates for States and Local Areas." op. cit,

The average error of 1.5 percent in the State
estimates applies to a 10-year time period, One
would expect that, over shorter time periods, such
as that between April 1960 and July 1967, the
average error of the estimates would be a little
smaller, The reader must be cautioned, however,
that even for short time periods, large fluctuations
in the migration component occur. Suchfluctuations
in the estimated migration component from year
to year could either be genuine or reflect 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 methods
will tend to reduce fluctuations in the estimates
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 réevision in the final populationestimate
occurred when a revised school figure was sub-
stituted 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, since the
regression estimates are based on a number of
different series, the effect on the final estimates
of a change in any one of the series is not so
serious as it would be if that series were the only
indicator used, Because the regression equation

provides for differential weighting of the inde-
pendent 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 1I for 1967 was 2.2 percent. The estimates
published here for 1967 differ by 1.3 percent, on
the average, from a corresponding set based on
Method I alone, The relative difference between
the two sets of estimates for years beginning with
1965 is as follows:

Differences® hetweenw-

Year Regression| Published
and figures and
Method IT Method II
1967..... et 2.2 1.30
19%6....... ceven 1.99 L.1l4
1965,,..... . feeecooe 1.97 1.07

1Ave1"age percent difference disregarding sign.

Comparison of published interregional migration
estimates with CPS,-~As mentioned earlier, esti-
mates of net civilian migration shown in this re-
port are based on data symptomatic of population
change since the 1960 Census, The Bureau of the
Census through its annual mobility supplement to
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the Current Population Survey (CPS) also provides
data on interregional migration by age, color, and
sex.

There are two importantdefinitional differences
between the figures on net migration from the two
sources. The survey figures include members of
the Armed Forces living off-post or with their
families on-post in regular type living quarters but
exclude military personnel living in barracks. The
survey data on interregional movement exclude
movement of persons between the United States and
abroad. By contrast, the independent estimates
shown here include the net effect of migration
‘abroad and include the movement of all persons in
the Armed Forces,

The exclusion from the CPS of members of the
Armed Forces who reside in barracks may have a
particularly heavy effect onthe patternof migration
into the South. Thus many persons entering the
Armed Forces from other regions and stationed in
the South (a common situation) would not be counted
as in-migrants to the South in the CPS, whereas
they would be included as out-migrants from the
South in the CPS after returning to civilian life.
This situation would lead to an understatement of
migration into the South by the CPS.

Both sets of estimates are subject toerror, The
survey estimates are subject to sampling and
response errors.

CONSISTENCY WITH EARLIER PUBLICATIONS

These estimates supersede those published pre-
viously in Advance Report, Series P-25, No. 403,
The estimates for July 1, 1965 to 1967 supersede
estimates for those dates published last year in
Series P-25, No, 380, For 1967 the revision
represents mainly the substitution of estimates of
net migration based on symptomatic data for the
whole period 1960 to 1967 for estimates of net
migration in which the last year of the period was
extrapolated.?® For 1966 the regressionestimates
for all States were revised to take account of final
figures on 1966 births and deaths by residence.
Estimates by Component Method II for 1965 and
1966 were also revised for a number of States.
Because of unusually large changes in the sympto-
matic data series used in these revisions, the
estimates shown here are not fully consistent with

the estimates for 1961 to 1964 published in Report-

No. 380, For those years, however, differences
in the estimates for most States should be small.
In 1965 New York experienced by far the largest
adjustment (259,000); Pennsylvania was the only
other State with a difference of more than 20,000.

-percent),

The average difference (disregarding sign)
between the 1966 estimates published here and those
published earlier in Report No, 380 for 1966 was
somewhat less than one-half of one percent (0.4
States with substantially larger dif-
ferences were Washington (increase of 1.1 percent in
the revised numbers), New York (~1.3 percent),
and Hawaii (+0.9 percent), In the caseof New York
and Hawaii, the difference can be accounted for by
the changes in methodology described above,

RELATED REPORTS

The following table shows related estimates
and projections for States and small areas pub-
lished by the Bureau of the Census:

Series
. Estimate P25
Type of estimate date report
number
1960 to 1964 380
States. . vvieiiieiienainas 1950 to 1960 304
1940 to0 1950 72
States, by age..... e eeseen. | 1960 to 1967 384
States, by metropolitan~
nonmetropolitan residence, | 1965,..,.... 371
State projections, by age
and sex........ v ananas. | 1970 to 1985 375
State household estimates.. | 1966..... ces 396
Counties,ivoveersennansnnes | 19660, ., ..., | 401,404,
407,409
All standard metropolitan ;
statistical areas,........ |1965,....... 371
Selected SMSA's (100 ’
1argest) . eiiiiecncennes. | 196700 0. .. 411
Metropolitan area ‘
projections,.... svmnassess | 1975, 000, 415

1011 most cases , ex¥perience has indicated that
only small changes occur in the State totals be-
tween the 'provisional' series and the "revised"
series. For example, for 1967, the average differ-
ence in population estimates between the revised
and provisional series was less than 1 percent, Of
course, there is variation from this average, and
occeagionally  the revised estimate for a gpecific
State may differ substantially from the previously
published preliminary figure. The revised estimate
for Washington 'is about 4 percent higher than the
preliminary figure because of a difference between
the "estimated" and Textrapolated" net migration
for the last year of the period. Other States with -
larger than usual revisions for 1967 arey Hawali,
+2,8 percent and Colorado, +1,9 percent, For Hawaii,
the +2, 8 percent higher figure for the revised esti-
mate reflects a change in methodology (see section
on "Estimates for special areas").




PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES FOR JULY 1, 1968

The provisional population estimates for States
for July -1, 1968, shown in table 5 were derived by
extending the components of population change to
July 1, 1968, Provisional figures on births and
deaths for the period July 1, 1967 to 1968 were
obtained | 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, 1967 were
not available. Consequently, the netcivilianmigra-
tion component represents an extrapolation of
recent trends in the component for each State,

Specifically, the estimated average annual net
civiliap migration for the period July 1, 1963, to
July I, 1967 was assumed to prevail for fiscal

9

year 1967 to 1968, The net civilian migration for
States obtained in this mamner was adjusted to add
to a national estimate of net immigration for the
year based on data obtained from the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice,

Inasmuch as the estimates of net civilian
migration between July 1967 and 1968 simply
represent the level of the 1963-67 period, the
estimates of population change for that year are
subject to considerable error, The 1968 estimates
will be revised later this year when current infor-
mation on population change becomes available,

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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Table L-ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPUL.ATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY 1, 1967,
(Figures include persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area) a‘

AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

Change, 1960 to 1967 Components of change
s July 1 April 1,
Region, division, and State 1087 ’ 1960 Net migration
{census ) Numbexr Percent Births Deaths
N Number Ratel
UAited SPALES . auererennesananarrsnns 197,863,000 179,323,175 18,539,000 +10.3 29,201,000 12,937,000 2,275,000 +1.2
HEGTONS:
Northeast.... 48,020,000 44,677,819 43,342,000 7.5 6,686,000 3,510,000 +167,000 +0.4
North Cenbr 55,197,000 51,619,135 +3,577,000 46,9 €,250, 000 3,759,000 -913,000 ~1.7
South.. ... 61,606,000 54,973,113 +6,633,000 +12.1 9,438,000 3,812,000 1,007,000 +1.7
West.. 33,040,000 28,053,104 +4,987,000 +17.8 4,828,000 1,855,000 +2,014,000 6.6
NORTHEAST:
New Eogland. . eeverevervoscnsoiraenaasy 11,344,000 10,509,367 +835,000 +7.9 1,636,000 821,000 +20,000 +0.2
Middle ALLADBIC. . 4uiernenveersasrsrnne 36,676,000 34, 168,45 +2, 507,000 7.3 5,050, 000 2,889,000 +147,000 +0.4
NORTH CENTRAL:
Tast North Cenbral..cvecisesnevenaases 39,189,000 36,225,024 +2,964,000 +8.2 5,864,000 2,608,000 -292,000 ~0.8
West North Central,...veevesivrsennans 16,008,000 15,39,115 +614, 000 4.0 2,385,000 1,151,000 ~621,000 ~4.0
UTH:
SOULh ALTANEIC. csvivasseorerrannanonns 29,583,000 25,971,732 43,611,000 +13.9 4,449,000 1,822,000 +984,000 3.5
Tast South Central......ss ceeus 13,014,000 12,050,126 +964,000 +8.0 2,010,000 863,000 ~183,000 ~L.5
West South Central...evasereurerecvaes 19,009, 000 16,951,255 42,058,000 +12.1 2,979,000 1,127,000 +206,000 +1.1
WEST:
MOUIEAEI1s 4 ¢ v e e saenaanssssssnsassnnocns 7,828,000 &,855,060 +973,000 14,2 1,291,000 426,000 +109, 000 41,5
PACIEIC, ceveranasinesasesascseoarasans 25,212,000 21,198,044 +4,0L4,000 +18.9 3,537,000 1,429,000 +1,905,000 +8.2
NEW ENGLAND:
MEITIE. e vvrnrvasersarssasesnrssnessnans 982,000 969,265 +13,000 +1.3 156,000 79,000 -65,000 -6.6
New Hampshire........ ferevreran 691,000 806,521 +84,00C +13.8 98,000 51,000 +36,000 +5.6
Vermont. i vvuss e 420,000 389,881 +30,000 +7.6 63,000 32,000 «1,000 ~0.3
Massachusetts 5,434,000 5,148,578 +285,000 +5.5 788,000 410,000 ~3,000 ~1.8
Rhode Island... . P 901,000 859,488 +41,000 +ho 8 129,000 67,000 ~20,000 ~2.3
Connectictbersiersrrocrrasinias 2,918,000 | < 2,535,234 +383,000 +15.1 403,000 182,000 +163, 000 +6.0
MIDDLE ATLANTIC: .
New York.. 18,023,000 16,782,304 +1,, 240,000 7ol 2,518,000 1,330,000 +52,000 +0.3
New Jersey. 6,981,000 6,066,782 914,000 +15.1 940,000 459,000 +433,000 +6.6
PermnEylvania. s ieererocrserininieions 11,672,000 11,319,366 +353,000 +3.1 1,592,000 900, 000 ~339,000 -3.0
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Ohi0.sesavsnsannss 10,488,000 9,706,397 +781,000 +£.0 1,532,000 699,000 ~52,000 ~0.5
Indiana, ..., 5,012,000 4,662,498 4350, 000 +7.5 765,000 340,000 «175,000 -1.5
1113001800 s 10,887,000 10,081,158 +806,000 +8.0 1,613,000 769,000 ~38,000 ~0.4
Michigan. . 8,608,000 7,823,194 +785,000 +10.0 1,303,000 518,000 -1,000 (2)
Wiscongin. .. 4, 194,000 3,951,777 +243,000 +6.1 652,000 283,000 ~127,000 ~3.1
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
MAnNEesota. s evieeesarsaiainaeans . 3,625,000 3,413,864 +211,000 +6.2 565,000 234,000 ~120,000 =34
TOWBcvasnnnreoansssnrssnosen cerees 2,772,000 2,757,537 +14,000 0.5 412,000 210,000 ~188,000 6.8
MISSOULE.ansosaeaesansanensn 4,587,000 4,319,813 +267,000 6.2 646,000 358,000 -21,000 ~0.5
North Dakota... 632,000 632,446 (%) (z) 106,000 40,000 66,000 «10.4
South Dakota... 668,000 680,514 ~13,000 -1.9 114,000 47,000 ~79,000 -11.8
Nebraska,»veers 1,443,000 1,411,330 432,000 42,2 224,000 105,000 ~87,000 6.1
KOISEE 4 v vsrasroonsneserversssnertsssns 2,281,000 2,178,811 +103,000 47 320,000 156,000 ~60,000 2.7
SOUTH ATTANTIC: )
DELAWATC. ¢ s vrevrorarrresaserussns 524,000 446,292 +78,000 +17 .4 81,000 32,000 +29,000 +5.9
MATYlanG, . veereroarssraoranancnes 3,680,000 3,100,689 +579,000 +18,7 551,000 214,000 +242,000 o471
District of Columbiacescrsrernne 208,000 763,956 +44,000 5.7 140,000 65,000 -31,000 . =3.9
VPEANi8. s vrereveacrrirennacssnencnss | 4,541,000 3,966,949 +574, 000 w145 681,000 261,000 +155,000 o436
West Virginda..icvevseeeeasdovecaeanes 1,807,000 1,860,421 -53,000 ~2.8 258,000 136,000 -175,000 9.5
Horth Carolina, Vedeasens 5,059,000 4,556,155 +503,000 +11.0 770,000 290,000 +24,000 +0.5
South Carcling.....eersass ceen 2,638,000 2,282,59 +255,000 +10.7 430,000 153,000 ~22,000 ~0.9
GEOTEIB. cevaenrreraserrensrs vees 4,490,000 3,943,116 +547,000 +13.9 722,000 267,000 +92,000 +2.2
FLOTid8. v e enraneverrnnosansiasnsatans 6,025,000 4,951,560 +1,083,000 +21.9 816,000 403,000 +670,00C +12.2
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
R N O 3,201,000 3,038,156 163,000 15 uh 487,000 222,000 102,000 -3.2
O 3,936,000 3,567,089 4369, 000 +10.3 568,000 251,000 452,000 +14
ATADEME . v v s assnaarrecnsosnsaseronveres 3,533,000 3,266,740 4267, 000 +8.2 551,000 228,000 57,000 ~1.7
Mississipp: rasetoasearrasctranas 2,344,000 2,178,141 +166, 000 +7.6 404,000 163,000 ~75,000 -3.3
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKEDSRS 4 vsvcanrororerioriaonss . 1,972,000 1,786,272 +186, 000 +10.4 303,000 136,000 +19,000 +1.0
Iouisiana...oieveoss Cheversresaca 3,663,000 3,257,022 +406, 000 +12.5 621,000 224,000 +93,000 0.3
OKLNOMA s+ 4 e vavrnnns e 2,516,000 2,328,284 +188, 000 8.1 345,000 173,000 +16,000 +0.6
POXAG 1 nasasoasnarssstsanisanasnsssnss 10, 858,000 9,579,677 +1, 278,000 +13.3 1,709,000 593,000 +162,000 +1.6
MOUNTATN:
Montana 699,000 874,767 +24,000 +3.5 111,000 48,000 -40, 000 ~5.8
Idaho.... . 701,000 667,19 434,000 5.3 109,000 42,000 ~34,000 4.9
Wyoming., .« . 319,000 230,066 ~11,000 -3.3 54,000 20,000 ~44,000 -13.6
Colorado. ... ves JN B 2,012,000 1,753,947 +258, 000 +14.7 297,000 116,000 +77,000 4.1
New MeXICO.vuseucrnroresoravroreansaes 1,002,000 951,023 451,000 +5.b 203,000 49,000 -103,000 ~10.5
ATEZOTB e e e v cuannsnas 1,637,000 1,302,161 +335,000 +25.7 270,000 84,000 +149,000 +10.1
TEaHas cvenvesnsrvins 1,022,000 890,627 +133,000 14,7 179,000 47,000 -1,000 ~0.1
NEYRAB. o ss o rrasennarrascessnessanenas 436,000 285,278 +151,000 +52.8 67,000 21,000 +105,000 9.2
PACIFIC;
WESHINEHON. + ¢ cararscrsrsrersvsssirises 3,208;000 2,853,214 +355,000 124 434,000 201,000 +121,000, +4.0
OTOEON. e et vvsrensrsrenscssssasaarvrses 1,981,000 1,768,687 +212,000 +12.0 256,000 130,000 +85,000 46
California,.ouees i, 18,992,000 15,717,204 +3,275,000 +20.8 2,670,000 1,063,000 +1, 667,000 +9.6
tesvees 271,000 226,167 445,000 +20.0 55,000 10,000 (2); +0.L
evsisheesestiraanaibeanans 760,000 632,772 +127,000 +20. 1 122,000 26,000 +31, 000 +e 5
veteenaen 2,695,000 2,349,544 +345,000 +14.7 560,000 124,000 -91,000 -3.6

7 less than 500 or 0.05 percent.
Iper 100 midperiod population.
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.ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO, JULY 1, 1967, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL. 1, 1960

Change, 1960 %o 1967

Components of change

Ne't movement

5 PRSP o July 1 April 1 " .
Region, division, and State 4 4 TN Net between
- ! 1967 1960 Number Percent Births C;"ﬂla_n civilien civilien and
eaths s ot 4 P
migration nilitary
population®
United] Shates,vvvevisiveeriviviie 195,669,000 177,472,000, +18,197,000 +10.3 29,201,000 12,913,000 +2, 840,000 -932, 000
REGIONS:
NOTEHEASE « ¢ e vaveenronans 47,816,000 44, 449,000 367,000 +7.6 6,686,000 3,506,000 4373, 000 185,000
North Central. . 54,980,000 51,418,000 +3, 561,000 +6.9 8,250,000 3,754,000 ~649,000 ~286,000
South.vssieven B 60,491,000 54,116,000 +6,375,000 +11.8 9,438,000 3,803,000 +1,039,000 -299,000
WesSteuueierranarrvessnsssesnosrraanes 32,382,000 27,488,000 +4, 893,000 +17.8 4,828,000 1,850,000 +2,077,000 ~162,000
NORTHEAST:
New Erglanides.osvessorecsnconnenns ves 11,253,000 10,399,000 +854,000 +8.2 1,636,000 i 820,000 +71, 000 ~33,000
Middle ALLAIEAC. vvreevearonorrrranes 36,563, 000 34,050,000 +2, 513,000 w7 A 5,050,000 2,686,000 302,000 ~152,000
NORTH CENTRAL:
East Nowth Cembral....veeeesseesaeecs 39,074, 000 36,128,000 +2, 946,000 48.2 5,864,000 2,605,000 109,000 ~204, 000
West North Central... 15,905,000 15,290,000 +615,000 44,0 2,385,000 1,149,000 540,000 ~82,000
SOUTH:
South Ablemtic..... e 28,918,000 25,468,000 43,450,000 4,449,000 1,817,000 +978,000 ~160,000
Fagt South Central... TN 12,868,000 11,933,000 934,000 2,010, 000 Y 862,000 ~173,000 ~42,000
West South Central..c.ov.cevs ererrenn 18,705,000 16,713,000 +1,992,000 2,979,000 1,124,000 +234,000 ~97,000
WEST: .
MOUTILEITLs o 4« v nissnancvsnsnasanssanns 7,707,000 6,756,000 #952,000 | +14.1 1,291,000 425,000 4128, 000 ~42,000
Pacific.. ..., ieeseaeaneas reerraens 24,674,000 20,733,000 +3, 941,000 +19.0 3,537,000 1,425,000 +1,949,000 ~120,000
NEW ENGLAND:
MATTE s+ ¢ v eennvnnnsvosinrssninissaacns 966,000 950,000 +16, 000 156,000 79,000 -58,000 4,000
New Hampshire, . PR 687,000 600, 000 +47, 000 +14.5 98,000 51,000 +42,000 -3,000
Vermont..aevesen . 419,000 389,000 +31,000 +7.9 63,000 32,000 +1,000 -1,000
Massachusetts. .. v 5,395,000 5,103,000 +292,000 45.7 788,000 409,000 ~75,000 ~12,000
Ruode Igland., 880,000 836,000 +45,000 +5.4 129,000 67,000 -15,000 ~1,000
Connecticub.. .. 2,906,000 2,522,000 +384,000 +15.2 401,000 182,000 +176, 000 -12,000
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New | York. .. uvves 17,986,000 16,736,000 +1, 251,000 7.5 2,518,000 1,329,000 +129,000 ~67,000
NewfJersey.... NUTEPRrPrPI 6,922,000 6,014,000 +908, 000 +15.1 940,000 458,000 +458,000 ~31,000
Permsylvanif, .o rsesesnsrireoneanias 11,655,000 11,300,000 +355,000 3.1 1,592,000 899,000 ~285,000 54,000
10,467,000 9,687,000 779,000 +8.0 1,532,000 698,000 +7,000 -62,000
5,001,000 4,653,000 +348,000 +7.5 765,000 340,000 ~50,000 -28,000
10,828,000 10,033,000 +794,000 7.9 1,613,000 769,000 43,000 ~53,000
Michigan.svessveses 8,588,000 7,808,000 +780,000 +10.0 1,303,000 517,000 +36,000 ~41,000
WiSCONEIN v asvenrovrsesrsssstrsannocs 4,191,000 3,946,000 +244,000 6.2 652,000 282,000 -105,000 ~20,000
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: |
MInnesota. e versesssscasrsrsscaanseas 3,619,000 3,409,000 +211,000 6,2 565,000 234,000 -102,000 ~18,000
TOWA. veassnsvoses 2,770,000 2,756,000 #14,000 +0, 5 412,000 209,000 «175,000 '~13,000
MiSSOUTLsvstvaseenseneranas 4,547,000 4,286,000 +261,000 4601 646,000 358,000 +1,000 ~27,000
North Dakola.c.eoveesnnsss 620,000 627,000 -8,000 ~1.2 106,000 40,000 -71,000 -3,000
South Dakoba.seivesanesses 661,000 675,000 ~14,000 -2.0 114,000 47,000 77,000 -3,000
NEhTaSKaA, essvsresransosnsscsases 1,430,000 1,396,000 +35,000 2.5 224,000 105,000 -78,000 -G,000
KONGRS, v veevnnecssssvavassvoansanans 2,257,000 2,141,000 +116, 000 5.4 320, 000 156,000 ~37,000 ~10,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DELAWETC, « v vvsanronsrorenntorsriosnns 515,000 438,000 476,000 | +17.4 81,000 32,000 430,000 ~3,000
MATyLaTid. o s envevrerssoseransossvannees 3,606,000 3,043,000 +563,000 +18.5 551,000 234,006 247,000 21,000
District of Columbiaz.....ceeevoveeees 789,000 751,000 +38,000 +5.0 140,000 65,000 ~34,000 -3,000
virginia, . eavae. 4,365,000 3,833,000 +532,000 +13.9 681,000 260,000 +133,000 -22,000
West Virginia. 1,807,000 1,860,000 -53,000 2.8 258,000 136,000 ~172,000 ~3,000
North Caroling.eessveserveresonssnsos 4,949,000 4,475,000 +473,000 +10.6 770,000 290,000 +19,000 . =27,000
South Carolin8..ieatsssrcscsenverares 2,564,000 2,326,000 +237,000 +10.2 430,000 153,000 ~27,000 ~13,000
Georgla..... 4,389,000 3,871,000 +518, 000 +13.4 722,000 266,000 491,000 ~28,000
Florida.seerssersssesasoncnss 5,935,000 4,870,000 +1, 064, 000 +21.9 816,000 402,000 - 4691, 000 ~41,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
KETBUCKY . v v ereerersoncronarsenaveenss 3,147,000 2,997,000 +150,000 +5.0 487,000 222,000 ~104, 000 -11,000
TONHSESEC. v s ssonrrerons 3,903,000 3,539,000 +364, 000 +10.3 568,000 250,000 +62,000 ~15,000
Alebama. ,vsesrsnesaronns 3,499,000 3,243,000 +256,000 +7.9 551,000 227,000 ~56,000 ~12,000
MISSLESIPPLe e e vavrarorreressasnarases 2,319,000 2,155,000 +164,000 +7.6 404,000 162,000 ~75,000 -3,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKANIGAS. v v vraavsvisnrsnsasarnsansces 1,963,000 1,777,000 +186,000 +10.5 303,000 136,000 +27,000 -9,000
LOUASIBNA. v veuerasanssosancassesesens 3,621,000 3,235,000 +386, 000 <11.9 621,000 223,000 +1,000 ~14,000
OkIahoms, o ssue 2,468,000 2,295,000 +173,000 +7.5 345,000 173,000 +13,000 ~12,000
TOXBS v ey 10,653,000 9,406,000 41,247,000 +13,3 1,709,000 592,000 +193, 000 -63,000
MOUNTAIN:
MOTEENA (v v essvsrsssorrsenrcnssonsuints 689,000 668,000 +21,000 3,3 111,000 48,000 ~40,000 -3,000
TAENO 4 s ereeseorracriviniseraanasres 697,000 662,000 435,000 45,2 109, 000 42,000 -31,000 2,000
Wyoming. . Cirrereeeeaeas 315,000 327,000 -12,000 ~3.7 54,000 20,000 ~43,000 ~2,000
Colorado. .. 1,966,000 1,723,000 +244,000 +14.1 297,000 116,000 +72,000 -10,000
New Mexieo.... 987,000 927,000 +60, 000 +6.4 203,000 48,000 -817,000 ~8,000
Arizons..s.. 1,607,000 1,283,000 4324, 000 +25.3 270,000 84,000 +148,000 -10,000
gtah.aoeees 1,017,000 887,000 +130,000 +14.7 179,000 47,000 +1,000 ~3,000
Nevada.,.oovans 428,000 278,000 +151, 000 +54.2 67,000 21,000 +108, 000 ~2,000
PACIFIC:
Washington. . cveeecsrneenannsencvaeres 3,145,000 2,793,000 +352, 000 +12.6 434,000 200,000 +136,000 -18,000
OFEEON. savecaronsnsorsnsvensns 1,976,000 1,763,000 +213, 000 412,1 256,000 129,000 +95,000 -9,000
CaliforniBesessercrsrsrsassnsassesses 18,613,000 15,405,000 43,208,000 +20.8 2,670,000 1,060,000 +1,682,000 ~85,000
. e 237,000 193,000 444,000 [ +22.5 55,000 9,000 +1,000 3,000
Hawedd.euvsvscavesrnosvosnossnnnsnnes 704,000 579,000 +125, 000 +21.6 122,000 26,000 +34,000 -6,000
Puerto RICO..cevivrirrravirionsvinnvrsosns 2,682,000 2,338,000 + 344,000 +14.7 560,000 124,000 ~102,000 +10,000

Ypinus sign {-) denotes net loss of civilians to the Armed Forces.
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Table 3.~ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1965 TO 1967

Region, division, and State

Total resident population

Clvilien resident population

July 1, 1967 July 1, 1966 July 1, 1965 July 1, 1967 July 1, 1966 July 1, 1965
United StHAtes. . ceeiiiieniisiececirncianien 197,863,000 195,936,000 193,815,000 195, 669,000 193,780,000 191,894,000
REGIONS:
Northeast. ecevvrirenvionnns 48,020,000 47,794,000 47,428,000 47,816,000 47,588,000 47,229,000
North Central..... 55,197,000 54,786,000 54,185,000 54,980, 000 54,551,000 53,978,000
SOUbR. 4 easeearasrnrianans 61,606,000 60,895,000 60,166,000 60,491,000 59,807,000 59,228,000
HEBE et vieunasanareessiniassetuiirsisierses 33,040,000 32,480,000 32,036,000 32,382,000 31,833,000 31,459,000
NORTHEAST:
New England.....cesssrersoorronessrsonanses 11,344,000 11,259,000 11,158,000 11,253,000 11,163,000 11,064,000
Middle ABIANDIC..eiverenrivarsiirirnrnesnes 36, 676,000 36,535,000 36,269,000 36, 563,000 36,425,000 36,165,000
NORTH CENTRAL:
East Norbh Cemtraleivassissrserisrrniiesonn 39,189,000 38,831,000 38,302,000 39, 074,000 38,710,000 38,199,000
West North Centralie.eenieerererscnneronans 16,008,000 15,955,000 15,881,000 15,905,000 15,841,000 15,778,000
SOUTH;
Souwth ALLEntic.c.uvrernriirierniererienies 29,583,000 29,194,000 28,797,000 28,918,000 28,550,000 28,226,000
East South Central. 13,014,000 12,922,000 12,838,000 12, 868,000 12,782,000 12,721,000
West South Cemtral..... 19,009,000 18,779,000 18,531,000 18,705,000 18,475,000 18,281,000
WEST': .
MOUIBAIDL ¢4 v aervssunevesnsssersinesenesoenes 7,828,000 7,753,000 7,706,000 7,707,000 7,646,000 7,597,000
T T 25,212,000 24,708,000 24,330,000 24,674,000 24,188,000 23,862,000
NEW ENGLAND:
L 982,000 985,000 986,000 966,000 970,000 969,000
691,000 676,000 674,000 687,000 672,000 667,000
420,000 410,000 403,000 419,000 410,000 403,000
Magsachusett,suvsseares 5,434,000 5,403,000 5,361,000 5,395,000 5,365,000 5,321,000
Rhode ISL1aNG...sevsseesesenns 901,000 898,000 891,000 880,000 873,000 872,000
CONMEctiotsessvaissassesrsnsaiereansnannns 2,918,000 2,886,000 2,842,000 2,906,000 2,873,000 2,832,000
MIDDLE ATTANTIC:
NEW YOTKu s eonsaurnsosnnsreasnnieasnsnnsnnn 18,023,000 17,968,000 17,848,000 17,986,000 17,932,000 17,805,000
NEW JETSEYaarsuesreorarcotarvrasssassrvsons 6,981,000 6,911,000 6,803,000 6,922,000 6,855,000 6,760,000
PermsyLVanif. vsevevrnssennnserrsneneisarnas 11,672,000 11,657,000 11,618,000 11,655,000 11,638,000 11,600,000
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
ORLOus s ansessnensnesaasnaciassneenssssansn 10,488,000 10,397,000 10,262,000 10,467,000 10,376,000 10, 242,000
Indiana. .oevevaess e 5,012, 000 4,973,000 4,901,000 5,001,000 4,962,000 4,892,000
o 7 10,887,000 10,787,000 10,654,000 10,828,000 10,721,000 10, 604, 000
MICRIZEN. s uvsssurarssnrensnrorereioreiinses 8,608,000 8,496,000 8,334,000 8,588,000 8,476,000 8,313,000
WLSCOMSITu 4 s s v svisertnsereaarerinienerseses 4, 194,000 4,178,000 4,152,000 4,191,000 4,174,000 4,148,000
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: ’
MINNEEOBAL 1 usevusserntnsseersonaisresraens 3,625,000 3,585,000 3,565,000 3,619,000 3,579,000 3,560,000
TOWB 4 e v ernesnnsnstnsrsossssesssesavnasens 2,772,000 2,764,000 2,766,000 2,770,000 2,762,000 2,764,000
MESSOULTessesvorerrrenannnrcanns 4,587,000 4,567,000 4,500,000 4,547,000 4,527,000 4, 470,000
North Dakota.. 632,000 642,000 652,000 620,000 630,000 640,000
South Dekota.... 668,000 680,000 689,000 661,000 673,000 683,000
Nebraska.. ... 1,443,000 1,442,000 1,460,000 1,430,000 1,430,000 1,444,000
T T PRI 2,281,000 2,275,000 2,248,000 2,257,000 2,240,000 2,218,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware.. 524,000 514,000 502,000 515,000 507,000 495,000
Maryland,v.vesessnns 3,680,000 3,608,000 3,528,000 3,606,000 3,535,000 3,468,000
Dietrict of Columbia... 808,000 806,000 802,000 789,000 790,000 788,000
VATEINIB . saveyrersrnrorernsretrrasennrones 4,541,000 4,481,000 4,435,000 4,365,000 4,323,000 4,286,000
West Virginia... 1,807,000 1,815,000 1,820,000 1,807,000 1,815,000 1,820,000
North Carclina... 5,059,000 4,987,000 4,943,000 445,949,000 4,883,000 4,850,000
South Carolina. 2,638,000 2,607,000 2,564,000 2,564,000 2,527,000 2,502,000
GeoTgla. visros 4,490,000 4,462,000 4,401,000 4,389,000 4,350,000 4,306,000
Florida......o. 6,035,000 5,914,000 5,802,000 5,935,000 5,820,000 5,712,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: -
Kentucky. ... 3,201,000 3,181,000 3,172,000 3,147,000 3,136,000 3,130,000
Temmessee. .. 3,936,000 3,878,000 3,847,000 3,903,000 3,846,000 1,818,000
Alabama......us 3,533,000 3,524,000 3,494,000 3,499,000 3,491,000 3,470,000
Missisgippiee.. 2,344,000 2,339,000 2,325,000 2,319,000 2,309,000 #,303,000
WEST ‘SOUTH CENTRAL: .
AYKBDSES 1+ 4o aivasarssrsesrnsiesessossrasens 1,972,000 1,963,000 1,947,000 1,963,000 1,954, 000 1,937,000
LoUEtanas vesneunrresconanvonnss 3,663,000 3,624,000 3,559,000 3,621,000 3,581,000 3,522,000
OKLANOMA" 4 v e svevnnoratensassnsonsneroerons 2,516,000 2,478,000 2,461,000 2,468,000 2,439,000 2,427,000
TEXAS 1 s v v v enaresunsrsrnesseniesssinesessras 10,858,000 10,714,000 10,563,000 10,653,000 10,501,000 10,394,000
MOUNTAIN:
MONEANAL v v avnsvunsrninas . 699, 000 703,000 703,000 689,000 693,000 693,000
T8N0 s v ranens . . 701,000 700,000 695,000 697,000 696,000 690, 000
Wyoming... .. . 319,000 320,000 331,000 315,000 316,000 326,000
COLOTAA0. . v s arnsvruess . 2,012,000 1,967,000 1,950,000 1,966,000 1,929,000 1,918,000
New MeXICO.\ . uuuvisuerannconraeserncasanss 1,002,000 1,009,000 1,034,000 987,000 990, 000 992,000
Arizona 1,637,000 1,609,000 1,585,000 1,607,000 1,588,000 1,564,000
Utah. . 1,022,000 1,010,000 992,000 1,017,000 1,005, 000 987,000
Nevada. .. 436,000 435,000 434,000 428,000 428,000 426,000
PACIFIC:
B e O P 3,208,000 3,074,000 2,981,000 3,145,000 3,017,000 2,926,000
OTEBEOM . 4 v s nsavanonarsssnssnrsrarsssonenarea 1,981,000 1,966,000 1,937,000 1,976,000 1,961,000 1,931,000
California. PR 18,992,000 18,669,000 18,426,000 18,613,000 18,298,000 18,105,000
Alaski eivaianaas 271,000 265,000 267,000 237,000 233,000 234,000
2 P Y 760, 000 733,000 719,000 704, 000 879,000 666,000
Puerto RICO. vt eieaviriernrsensasrasrnesionas 2,695,000 2,667, 000 2,632,000 2,682,000 2,656,000 2,621,000




13
Toble 4.-~AVERAGE ANNUAL RATES OF INCREASE, BY COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, FOR THE TOTAL RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO:
SELECTED PERICDS, 1950 T0O 1967

(Figures are expressed as percenteges. Minus sign () denotes decrease)

1960 to 1967 1955 to 1960 1950 to 1955
Region, division, end Stete Net Natural Net Net Natural Net Net Netural Net
change’ increase® migration? change! inerease? migration? change® increase? | migration
United Btates..ovsvevievinieiaens 1.4 1.2 0.2 1.7 1.5 0.2 1.7 1.5 0.2
REGIONS:
Hortheasti,.oiovirivsnnnnrnnen 1.0 tz) 1.2 1.2 (2) 1.2 1.1 0.2
North Central.iceciveeiecnnisiranse 0.9 0.2 1.3 1.5 0.2 1.7 1.5 .2
Southeviavveviosns PN . 1.6 0.2 1.9 1.8 0.1 1.2 1.9 ~0.7
L 2.3 0.9 3.2 1.7 1.5 3.3 1.7 1.7
NORTHEAST:
New England.eceseesoscrcssronanorsy 1.1 1.0 (Z) 1.3 1.2 0.1 1.1 1.2 (2}
Middle ABlanbic..iesvissversainenens 1.0 0.9 0.1 1.1 1.2 ~0.1 14 1.1 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL:
Fast North Cenbral......i.ovvieasns 1.1 1.2 -0.1 1.5 1.6 -0 2.0 1.5 0.5
West North Central....vvevevnicnees Q.5 1.1 ~0.5 0.9 A ~0.5 0.9 1.5 ~0.6
SOUTH:
South Atlanbic.,ccviiiiinnennaines 1.8 1.3 0.5 2.4 1.7 0.7 1.7 1.8 ~0.1
Fast South Cenmtral...ioveeievsrscss 1.1 1.3 0.2 1.1 1.7 ~0.6 -G.1 1.7 -1.8
West South Central....... 1.6 1.4 0.2 1.8 1.9 -0.1 1.3 1.9 0.6
WEST;
Mounbain. oy vvvevrsvirsscersnerrrnns 1.8 1.6 0.2 3.2 2.1 1.1 2.9 2.1 0.8
Pacific.iiiiiiieininoninanacaen 2.4 1.3 1.1 3.3 1.6 1.7 3.5 1.5 1.9
NEW ENGLAND:
MBINE, . ¢ vvasaarvaorvrsonsnnsaseross 0.2 1.1 -0.9 0.8 1.3 -0.5 0.4 1.3 0.9
New Hampshire 1.8 1.0 0.8 1.8 1.1 0.7 0.8 1.1 0.3
Vermort, ... .. 1.0 1.1 (2} 0.8 1.3 -0.5 -0.2 1.4 ~1.5
Massachusetts. . 0.7 1.0 -0.2 1.1 1.2 -0.1 0.8 1.1 -0.3
Rhode Tsland. 0.6 1.0 ~0.3 0.9 1.2 ~0.3 0.7 1.1 ~0.4
Connecticub..viiieniiiiennnnn e, 1.9 1.1 0.8 2.0 1.3 0.7 2.6 1.2 1.4
MIDDLE ATLANTIC: .
New YOrK..veeeswnanaersrevnnennnaee 1.0 0.9 (2} 1.1 1.1 (z) 1.4 1.1 0.3
New Jersey. . 1.9 1.0 0.9 2.1 1.3 0.8 2.5 1.2 1.3
. PernSYIvania. . vvs v irrasiraonanasren 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.7 1.2 -0.5 0.8 1.2 ~0.4
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Qrtsararesscsnnassatsnsvrosssans 1.1 1.1 ~0.1 1.5 1.6 =0, 1 2.4 1.5 0.9
erevasesanes reeranae 1.0 1.2 ~0.2 1.4 1.6 «0.2 2.0 1.5 G.5
S 1.1 1.1 (z) 1.4 1.4 (z) 1.5 1.3 a.3
MIChigEN. cavavassssencrianssarsracs 1.3 1.3 {2} 1.5 1.8 =0.3 2.6 1.8 0.8
WLBCONSIN v esreerreronrnnnvinsonosn 0.8 1.3 ~0.4 1.5 1.6 -0.1 1.3 1.5 -0.2
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: !
Minnesota,.uu. 0,8 1.3 ~0.5 1.5 1.7 -0.2 L.2 1.7 -0.5
i IOWB.cieasrvornacnn 0.1 1.0 0.9 0.6 1.3 ~0.7 C.4 1.4 ~-1.0
o Missouri...... 0.8 0.9 -0.1 0.9 1.2 ~0.3 0.8 1.2 ~0.3
(2} 1.4 ~Lod 0.6 1.8 ~Ll.2 -0.1 1.9 -2.0
-0.3 1.4 1.6 0.5 1.8 -1.3 0.3 1.9 ~L.6
Nebraska.cisereesroonnssans T 0.3 1.3 -0.8 0.6 1.5 ~0.9 0.7 1.5 ~0.8
KanSas. oo uvecennarsetinennniaesoan 0.6 1.0 ~0.4 .8 1.5 ~0.7 1.8 1.5 0.3
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DELAWATE st vrsrsroassassssorsssassns 2.2 1.4 0.8 2.9 1.8 1.1 3.8 1.5 2.3
MATYIend.eesessrnsnvncsnssrnnnrssns 2.4 1.4 1.0 2.6 1.6 1.0 3.0 1.6 1.4
District of Columbla....veveereaans 0.8 1.3 -0.5 ~0.6 1.5 -2.1 ~0.4 1.6 ~2.0
Virginie.iesessoeneeoees 1.9 1.4 0.5 2.1 1.7 0.4 1.5 1.8 ~0.3
West Virginia,......covsss vren ~0.4 0.9 -1.3 ~0.2 1.4 -L.7 -1.2 1.7 ~2.9
North Caroling..ciiieivieiiiieinann 1.4 1.4 0.1 1.5 1.8 0.3 0.8 2.0 ~1.2
South Caroling..... 1.4 1.5 ~0.1 1.7 2.1 0.4 Q.7 2.2 -1.5
resasens 1.8 1.5 0.3 1.7 1.9 ~0.2 1.0 2.0 ~0.9
Floridasseseseevses Criesrrrias 2.7 1.0 1.7 5.9 1.5 bob 5,7 1.5 4.2
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
KenbucKysuseeenoossasarsnanconaanes 0.7 1.2 -0.5 0.9 1.6 ~0.7 ~0.2 1.6 ~1.8
. 1.4 1.2 0.2 0.9 1.5 ~0.6 Q0.7 1.7 -1.0
. 1.1 1.3 ~0.2 1.4 1.8 0.4 ~0.1 1.8 -1.9
Mississippleioeaveines, . 1.0 1.5 -0.5 1.2 1.9 -0.7 ~1.1 2.1 ~3.2
WEST SQUTH CENTRAI
Arkensas..... L4 1.2 0.1 0.7 l.6 -0.9 ~1.9 1.8 -3.8
Louisisng..... 1.6 1.6 (%) 2.1 2.1 (2) 1.8 2.2 -0.4
OKIehOmME e v evsersrossrssconsnsnscen 1.1 1.0 0.1 0.7 1.3 ~0.6 0.1 1.4 1.3
TEXBSestansernrsrrsasserersssosanea 1.7 1.5 .2 2.1 2.0 0.1 2.2 2.1 0.2
MOUNTAIN:
MONBANEA, s evevrvsnseocarsacessonssee 0.5 1.3 -0.8 1.2 1.7 ~0.5 1.4 1.7 -0.3
IdahO,evecsvenvreasevioscsersivencs 0.7 1.4 -0.7 1.6 1.8 ~0.2 0.9 2.0 -1.1
Wyoming.e covavassevosessoaarecvasane -0.5 1.4 ~1.9 1.6 1.9 0.3 1.0 2.0 -1.0
COLoTad0, seveareatnvoraraansnvensns 1.9 1.3 0.6 2.7 1.7 1.0 2.9 1.8 1.2
New Mexico... 0.7 2.2 1.5 4.0 2.7 1.3 2.7 2.8 ~0n L
Arizona. 3.2 1.7 L4 5.8 2.2 3.6 5.2 2.2 3.0
Ubah.esonanas 1.9 1.9 (2) 2.7 2.4 0.3 2.5 2.5 -0.1
Nevada.suvssrasasssssrnresoancerons 5.8 1.7 4.0 2.9 1.9 2.0 7.5 1.6 5.8
PACIFIC:
Washington..ciesnsvesrrsrsssseocnns 1.6 L1 0.6 1.9 1.5 0.4 1.7 1.5 0.2
1.6 0.9 0.6 1.4 1.3 0.1 1.6 1.5 0.1
2.6 1.3 1.3 3.8 1.5 2.3 4.1 1.5 2.6
2.5 2.5 (2} 0.4 2.8 ~2.4 10.4 2.8 7h
2.5 1.9 0.6 3.4 2.3 1.1 L4 2.4 ~1.0
Puerto RICO.iveiuvssrsnorreracnnsansnas 1.9 2.4 0.5 0,9 2.7 ~1.8 0.3 © 2.9 “2.5
% Less than 0.05 percent, rt

1pased on formula for continuous compounding Pt =P
2
Based on midpericd population.
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Table 5...PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE TOTAL RESIDENT AND CIVILIAN RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY 1, 1968

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

!

Civilian resident population

Total resident population {
Region, division, and State July 1, April 1, Change, 1960 to 1968 July 1, i1 Change, 1960 to 1968
1968 1960 1968 April 1,
{provigional) {census) Number percent | (provisional) 1980 Number Percent

United States. vocieerinnirveanecn, 199, 861,000 179,323,175 +20, 537,000 +11.5 197,571,000 177,472,000 +20,099, 000 +11..3

REGIONS: .
Northeast. ... 48,349,000 4,677,819 3,671,000 +8.2 48,121,000 4y 49,000 3,672,000 8.3
North Central 55,660,000 51,619,139 +, 041,000 +7.8 55,434,000 51,418,000 +4, 016,000 +7.8
Souti.. .. 62,306,000 54,973,113 £7,333,000 | +13.3 61,152,000 54,116,000 7,036,000 +13.0
[ 33,545,000 28,053,104 +5,492,000 +19.6 32,863,000 27,488,000 +5,375,000 +19.6

NORTHEAST:

e . 11,450,000 10,509,367 +940, 000 +8.9 11,352,000 10,399,000 TTTR52, 000 +9.2
Middle AtLantic.....ee.s. . 36,900,000 34,168,452 2,731,000 8.0 36,770,000 34,050,000 +2,720,000 +8.0

NORTH' CENTRAL:

East NoTHh 0nbral...evesso.s SRR 39,599,000 36,005,024 +3,3%4,000 +9.3 39,487,000 36,128,000 +3,359,000 +9.3
Yest North Cenbral..ccvseecenaasevens 16,061,000 15,394,115 +667,000 4.3 15,947,000 15,290,000 +657, 000 +4.3

SOUTH:

South ABIAIBIC. . erverrreeraerirniaans 30,001,000 25,971,732 +4, 029,000 +15.5 29,295,000 25,458,000 +3,827,000 +15.0
East South Central - 13,098,000 12,050,126 #1,047,000 +8.7 12,943,000 11,935,000 +1,008, 000 8.4
West South Central..sivieceescaensen 19,208,000 16,951,255 +2,257,000 +13.3 18,914,000 16,713,000 +2,200,000 +13.2

WEST
Mountail. ... 7,907,000 5,855,060 1,052,000 #15.3 7,771,000 6,756,000 +1,015,000 +15.,0
PACIfiC. e verenns 25,638,000 21,198, 044 +, 440,000 +20.9 25,093,000 20,733,000 +4,360,000 +21.0

NEW ENGLAND:

MAINE .\ cevnnn s 976,000 96%, 265 +7,000 0.7 963,000 950,000 +13,000 w14
New Hampshire.....oiesevireeies . 702,000 806,921 +95,000 +15.7 £99,000 600,000 +99, 000 +16.4
. 425,000 389,881 +35,000 +8.9 424,000 389,000 +36,000 +9.2

. 5,469,000 5,148,578 +321,000 +6.2 5,431,000 5,103,000 +328,000 6.4

s 914,000 859,488 155,000 6.4 883,000 836,000 +48, 000 5.7

Connectioute . seusrrerverrarnesreaans,s 2,963,000 2,535,234 +428,000 +16.9 2,951,000 2,522,000 429,000 +17.0

MIDDLE ATLANTIC:

MEW TOTHo s rsrssrnsesnnssnsssonnsnns .. 18,078,000 16,782,304 +1,296,000 2.7 18, 040,000 16,736,000 +1,304,000 7.8
New JerSey.eesssrnss 7,093,000 6,066,782 +1,027,000 +16.9 7,020,000 6,074,000 +1,007, 000 +16.7
Permsylvania, ..vees’ 11,728,000 11,319,366 +409, 000 +3.6 11,709,000 11,300,000 +409, 000 +3.6

FAST NORTH CENTRAL:

i 10,588,000 9,706,397 +882,000 9.1 10, 564,000 9,687,000 +877,000 +9.0
THATENA. v areerserrenes . 5,061,000 4,662,498 +398,000 48,5 5,051,000 4,653,000 +398, 000 8.6
T1HI0088 sunnrnns . 10,991,000 10,081,158 +910, 000 49,0 10,934,000 10,033,000 +900, 000 9.0
Wichigan. .. . 3,739,000 7,823,19% +916,000 +11.7 2,720,000 7,808,000 £912,000 #3117
Wisconsin. . . . 4,221,000 3,951,777 +269,000 +6.8 4,218,000 3,946,000 +272,000 +6.9

WEST NORTH CENTRAL; A
Mirnesota. 3,647,000 | 2,413,864 #233,000 +6.8 3,642,000 3,409,000 +233,000 +6.8
Towa. ... . 2,774,000 2,757,537 +16,000 +0.6 2,777,000 2,756,000 +15,000 +0.6
Missouri . 4,625,000 4,319,813 +305,000 +7.1 4,583,000 4,286,000 +297,000 +6,9
North Dakoba, covseess . 627,000 632,446 ~6,000 ~0.9 614,000 627,000 ~13,000 -2.1
South Dakota, . 656,000 680,514 24,000 ~3.6 651,000 575,000 —24,000 ~3.6
Nebraska..... . 1,439,000 1,411,330 +28,000 +2.0 1,424,000 1,396,000 +28,000 +.0
KEIGAS + v v vanansssressasanansenanss 2,293,000 2,178,611 +114,000 45.3 2,262,000 2,141,000 +121,000 5.6

SOUTH ATLANTIC:

Delaware. ... . 534,000 446,292 +88,000 525,000 438,000 +86,000 +19,6

Maryland.. . “ 3,754,000 3,100,689 +653,000 3,677,000 3,043,000 +634,000 +20,8

pistrict of Colu .. 809,000 763,956 +45,000 790,000 751,000 439,000 |, +5.2

i . 4,595,000 3,966,949 628,000 4,412,000 3,833,000 +579,000 {1 +15.1

1,802,000 1,860,421 -58,000 1,801,000 1,860,000 -58,000 -3.1

. 5,122,000 4,556,155 +566,000 5,006,000 4,475,000 +531, 000 #11,9

South Carolina... 2,664,000 2,382,594 +282,000 2,584,000 2,326,000 .+258,000 +11,1

Georgia, 4,568,000 3,943,116 +625,000 4,452,000 3,871,000 +581,000 +15.0
Florida. 6,151,000 4,951,560 +1,200,000 +24.2 6,048,000 4,870,000 +1,178,000 +2

TAST SOUTH CENTY
Kentuekyaoveesonasnans herensasseasany 3,220,000 3,038,156 +182,000 +6.0 3,160,000 2,997,000 +163,000 5.5
Termesset. .. .. ceen . 3,975,000 3,567,089 +408, 000 4114 3,940,000 3,539,000 +400,000 |7 +11.3
ALEDATR. .« evs e inss 3,558,000 3,266,740 +281,000 +8.9 3,522,000 3,243,000 +279, 000 +8.6
b saippl. » 2,344,000 2,178,141 +166,000 7.6 2,321,000 2,155,000 +166,000 7.7

WEST SOUTH CENTRA
Arkans . UTOUTIRTIR 1,986,000 1,786,272 +199,000 +11.2 1,976,000 1,777,000 +199, 000
Louisiana..... . 3,726,000 3,257,022 +45%, 000 4144 3,678,000 3,235,000 W43, 000
Oklahoma....... 2,520,000 2,328,284 +191, 000 +8.2 2,475,000 2,295,000 +180, 000
TOXES s e eansranersstnrarssaravrsse . 10,977,000 9,579,677 +1,397,000 +14.6 10,784,000 9,406,000 +1,378,000

MOUNTAIN: .

693,000 &14,767 +19,000 2.8 886,000 668,000 +18, 000 +2,7
703,000 667,191 436,000 +5.4 699,000 662,000 +37,000 +5.6
315,000 330,066 ~15,000 4.5 311,000 327,000 ~16,000 4.9
2,043,000 1,753,947 +289,000 +16.5 1,986,000 1,723,000 +263,000 +15.3
1,006,000 951,023 +55,000 5,7 950,000 927,000 #63, 000 +6.7
1,663,000 1,302,161 +361., 000 27,7 1,631,000 1,283,000 +348,000 +27,1
1,034,000 890, 627 +1Ade, 000 $16.1 1,029,000 7,000 +142,000 +16,0
449,000 285,278 +164, 000 +57 .4 439,000 278,000 +161,000 +57.9

PACIFIC:

Waghingtof v e cvssesnernrrrsnsnsirans 3,276,000 2,853,214 +423,000 +14.8 3,204,000 2,793,000 +412, 000 +14.7
DTEEON vt cnvsas 2,008,000 1,768,687 +239,000 +13.5 2,003,000 1,763,000 +240,000 +13.6
California,.. 19,300,000 15,717,204 +3,583,000 22,8 18,918,000 15,405,000 +3,513,000 +22.8

1 274,000 226,167 +48,000 +21.3 241,000 193,000 +4¢7, 000 244
780,000 632,772 ¥147,000 +23.3 727,000 579,000 +148,800 +25.5

PUETEO RICO. v eveurvnanroasssssannnrsnss . 2,723,000 2,349,544 +374, 000 +15.9 2,712,000 2,338,000 +373,000 +16.0
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