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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES AND METROPOLITAN AREAS,
JULY 1, 1966: A SUMMARY REPORT

(Standard metropolitan statistical areas are as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Estimates shown here
supersede those published in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos, 401, 404, 407, and 409)

This report presents estimates of the population for
all counties in the United States for July 1, 1966, It
consolidates estimates published last year in several
separate reports in this series (Nos, 401, 404, 407, and
409), The estimates have beenadjusted since the earlier
reports to tie in with revised State totals, In addition, for
several small metropolitan counties the estimating pro-
cedures have been modified. See section “Consistency
With Other Reports” for a more detailed discussion,

Estimates are shown for counties, metropolitan
areas, and the metropolitan and nonmetropolitan por-
tiong of States. For metropolitan areas, statistics are
shown for standard metropolitan statistical areas
(SMSA's) except in New England, where the nearest
equivalent metropolitan State economic area or nearest
equivalent whole county is substituted for the SMSA,
Estimates are shown for July 1, 1966, together with
the component of population change for each area for
the period sinfce April 1, 1960, Average annual percent
change is shown for 1960 to 1966 and 1950 to 1960 to
give some indication of change in population trends
during the two decades, The 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.

INDICATED CHANGES

Population change in the United States inthe 1960-66
period paralleled, to a large extent, growth patterns of
the 1950's. Overall population growth in this decade,
however, has been smaller because of the continued
decline in fertility, Thus, natural increase is making
a smaller contribution to population growth in each
of the areas in the country than in the earlier period.
Population redistribution through netmigrationhasalso
appeared to have slowed down considerably, Growth
is still generally towards the metropolitan areas,
although the differential between metropolitan and
nonmetropolitan growth is nowappreciably smaller than
earlier. The larger metropolitan areas seem to be
growing faster than the smaller ones, although the

slowest growth is for the very largest and the very
smallest (table D), Suburban counties, resort area
counties, and counties with unusually large military
increases are generally the fastest growing in the
country.

County changes.--0f the 3,113 counties in the United
States for which estimates were prepared for the period
1960 to 1966, 2,016 (65 percent) were estimated to be
gaining population and 1,097 counties losing population
(table A), This experience contrasts rather sharply
with that of the 1950's where barely halfof the counties
gained population. Review of regional patterns, however,
reveals that only the South has had a significantly
larger number of counties gaining population during the
current decade than during the 1950's, Of the 1,407
counties in the South, 1,009 showed an increase in the
1960’s (72 percent) as against only 618 (44 peicent)
during the 1950°s. In the North and West, by contrast,
there was very little change in pattern between the two
decades, with somewhat less than 60 percent of all
counties showing a population increase,

In effect during the current decade the South, which
has traditionally been a source of heavy out-migration
to other areas in the country, has held its own in popu~
lation exchanges with the remainder of the United States,
In a tier of States across the Deep South, counties show a
dramatic population stabilization after decades of
losses. From the Carolinas west through Kentucky,
Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas,
Louisiana, and Oklahoma far more counties had popu~
lation growth during the 1960's than inprevious decades, -
Nowhere else in the Nation was so striking a change
noted,

For metropolitan counties, as would be expected,
fully 90 percent (409 of 454 counties) experienced
population growth during the current decade, There
was no strong regional bias, with a range from a high
of 94 percent in the West to 86 percent in the North-
east, For the 2,659 nonmetropolitan counties, only 60
percent (1,607) gained population, Three-fourths of

Table A.--NUMBER OF COUNTIES WITH POPULATION GAINS AND LOSSES, BY REGIONS: 1960 TO 1966 AND 1950 TO 1960

1960 to 1966 1950 to 1960 Percent gaining
Regi Y ties—— @G-

Region Tosal Number of counties Total Number of counties 1960 4o | 1950 %o

Gaining Losing Gaining Loging 1966 1960
United States........... 3,113 2,016 1,097 3,134 1,597 1,537 64,7 51.0
Northeast,.....oviuerninnnnns 217 173 44 217 170 47 79.7 78,3
North Central............... 1,055 564 491 1,055 521 534 53.5 49,4
South, i iienninans 1,407 1,009 398 1,419 618 801 7.7 43,6
Wesho . iiie i iiiienianans 434 270 164 443 288 155 62.2 65,0
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the nonmetropolitan countieg in the Northeast showed
increases and more than two-thirds in the South, but
only 58 percent in the West, In the North Central
Region-~which contains the greatest number of counties
of any region, most of them small and predominantly
agricultural-~less than half of the nonmetropolitan
counties gained population,

Although only 65 percent of the counties are growing,
those counties comprised 85 percent of the country’s
population in 1966, There were some 167 million
persons living in 1966 in counties gaining population,
as against 28,5 million in losing counties. The shift
gince 1960 was 18 million added to the gaining category
and a 1.4 million reduction in the losingcategory,

Figure 1 shows that the counties which are having
the most difficulty retaining their population during the
current decade are heavily concentrated in eight States
in the upper Middle West. Less than half the counties
in these States have shown population gains since 1960.
A tier of States surrounding them is also below the
United States average. As might be expected, the
urbanized Northeast has the highest proportion of
counties gaining population, Another large block of
States in the South shows an above-average proportion
of counties gaining population during the period.

Almost two-thirds of all counties (2,003) experienced
a npet out-migration between 1960 and 1966, This
is similar to the experience of the 1950 decade,.
There appears to have been some convergence since
1960, however, Counties losing migrants are on the
average now having lessened rates of out-migration
than in the previous decade, and counties gaining
migrants have lower rates of in-migration than before.

During the current decade, average annual rates of

.growth for the United States have declined relative to

the 1950’g, the result of a sharp drop in the birth rate
during this time, Nationally, the average annual rate of
change dropped from 1,8 in 1956 to 1.1 in 1966,> During
‘this period the birth rate dropped from 25 per 1,000
population to 18 per 1,000, whereas the other major

‘components of change (deaths and net immigration)

were relatively stable,

This decline in the birth rate was pervasive through-
out the United States, If it were the only determinant
of county growth, counties would uniformly have lower
growth rates during the current decade than inthe last,
However, a more favorable migration experience inthe
1960’s has more than offset the decline inthe birth.rate
for the majority of counties, Of the 3,113 counties,
1,698 were estimated to be growing more rapidly in the
1960°s than in the 1950’s, and 1,325 were growing more
slowly (90 had the same average rate of growth), In the
South, 838 counties were faster growing and 541 counties
slower. In the North and West by contrast, only 860

counties were faster growing and 784 counties were

growing more slowly,

For the Nation as a whole, 287 counties increased in
population by 20 percent or more (9,2 percent of all
counties), More than one county in every. five in the
West could make this claim, while the South had about
10 percent of its counties exceeding this ratio of growth,
The entire North Central Region with over 1,000

counties, had only 43 growing at a rate exceeding 20
percent (4.1 percent of its counties).

One unusual aspect of the redistribution of popu- -
lation within the United States in the 1960's is the .
relative absence of extremely fast growing areas. In
the decade ending April 1, 1960, 38 counties in the
United States having a 1950 population of 10,000 or
more doubled their population? In the 6-1/4-year
period since April 1960, however, only 11 counties
with 1960 population of 10,000 or more have increased
equivalently--at least 62,5 percent (table B),

The unchallenged leader in rate of population growth
in the current decade is Vernon County, La., which :
tripled its population in 6 years, Growth in the county,
which suffered a decline in population in the preceding |
10 years, is attributable to the reactivationofthe Army
basic training center at Fort Polk,

The second-fastest-growing county since 1960 is
Brevard County, Fla., the site of the Kennedy Space _
Center. Brevard’s growth rate of 371 percent between
1950 and 1960 was the fastest in that decade. The
population of this county in 1950 was 23,000, and it has -
increased to 213,000 in 1966--over an eight-fold
increase in 16 years,

Table B.--COUNTIES OF MORE THAN 10,000 POPULATION IN
1960 WITH POPULATION INCREASES OF 50 PERCENT OR
MORE: 1966 TO 1966

(4sterisk (%) denotes metropoliten county)

Percent
County and State increase,
1960 to 1966

Vernon, Lo.eseeeosesesseascnss [N e 223.3
Brevard, Fla,u.ueosessossaernesnasnasass |1 - 91,3
Clark, Nev.*....cuvu. PN e ) 85,5 -
Collier, Fla......... e ceeee | 78.4
Meade, S, DAKeus.vvsesoesovasoacassonas A 72.8
Sarpy, Neb.®, . . uuveecenrneronans heraees . 70,2
Ventura, Calif,*..... i, . 68,8 |
Prince William, Va.*,,......... 67.5
Virginia Beach, Va,%,.,....c.c... Creeens ' 66,7 -
Orange, Calif %, .. .i.iieeeenasnerannnens : 65,0
Charlotte, FLa, . euseenrnneeaeonnes e f 64,9
Madison, Ala.¥. . ...oieeonononnsas 60.5
Deaf Smith, TeXeu.v'evevareneonnos 58.0
Claybon, Gae® .. erirerrnesneanns 56,8
St, Temmany, La.%,.... etereesraesiranes 56,7
El Dorado, Calif....uciiiuerinannn 56,2
Jefferson, Colo,*,..... Ceerene [ 56,0
Prince Georges, Md.* .. ...eevvnvuannsn 54,9
Apache, ArizZ............ e . 54.1
Cleveland, Okla.*,.......... s .. 52,5
Randall, TeX,*, .......v00u. 52.5
Fairfax, Vo, . . iiereiirniinrnaninnnans 50.1

NOTE, --Counties of less than 10,000 population in
1960 that increased more than 50 percent were: Mohave,
Ariz.; Mono, Calif.; Okeechobee, Fla.;. Douglas, Nev.;

[

rand Ormsby, Nev, -

Lloyrrent Population Reports, Series P-25, No, 418,
Current Population Reports, Series P-23, No, 7,
table 1,




Of the remaining nine counties which are on their
way to doubling their population by 1970, six of those
also doubled their population in the 1950’s, and Sarpy,
Neb,, site of Strategic Air Command headquartersanda
suburb of Omaha, increased 99 percent in the 1950’s.
Ventura County (Oxnard-Ventura SMSA) Calif,, located
directly west of Los Angeles, which increased its popu-
lation over 707percent in the 1950's, also has been an
area of explosive growth for two decades,

Meade County, S, Dak,, owes its growth in good part
to the construction since 1960 of new base housing in the
Meade County portion of Ellsworth Air Force Base,
As a result, neighboring Pennington County suffered a
sizeable decline in the current decade,

Of the 27 counties with population increases of 50
percent or more since 1960, nearly half were suburban
counties in metropolitan areas, Another six were resort
areas and five had large military and military-related
installations, In contrast to nearly all the other fagt-
growing counties, Deaf Smith County, Tex., is primarily
agriculturaly Recent expansions in sugar beet proc-
essing, meat packing, and beef feed lot operations
have created a boom in the local economy.

Orange County, Calif., (Anaheim-Santa Ana-Carden
Grove SMSA) has made immense population gains gince
1950, , In 1950, this county numbered 216,000 and by
1960 its population stood at 704,000, In the intervening
decade only adjacent Los Angeles County attracted
more net- in-migrants than the 411,000 which moved to
Orange County, Since 1960 Orange County has attracted
an additional 353,800 net in-migrants, nearly twice the
number attracted by Los Angeles County. Orange
County’s 1966 population stands at 1,161,500, a figure
exceeded by only 14 other counties in the country.

As might be expected, the majority of the 38 counties
which doubled their population between 1950 and 1960
continue to be areas of rapid growth. Eleven of the
counties appear on the list of the 22 fastest growing
counties in the country and 10 others have growth rates
of over 30 percent since 1960,

However, four of these counties actually lost popu-
lation during the current decade and a fifth (Ector
County, Tex.) experienced substantial out-migration
although it did grow slightly. Ector County (Odessa
SMSA), and neighboring Midland County (Midland SMSA)
both participated in an oil boom in the 1950’s which has
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gince subsided. Otero, N. Mex, (White Sands) and District
16, Alaska (Fairbanks) are examples of a heavy military
buildup in the 1950’s coupled with a subsequent slow
decline in military strength. In all, there were 209
counties estimated to have lost 10 percent or more
population since 1960,

Trends in metropolitan growth,~-The greatmajority
of Gur population live in metropolitan areas today.
Nearly 133 million persons--more than two-thirds of
the Nation's population--were concentrated in 455
metropolitan counties in 1966 (table C), The remaining
third of the population were scattered through the more
than 2,650 remaining counties, Over the last several
decades there has been a very heavy movement to these
areas at the expense of nonmetropolitan areas,

For the United States as a whole in 1966, slightly
more than two-thirds of the population lived in metro-
politan counties, Eight States had at least 80 percent
of their population in metropolitan counties, headed
by Massachusetts with 97 percent and California with
90 percent., The northeastern part of the United
States from Massachusetts to Maryland contained the
greatest metropolitan concentration, More than half
the States, however, were well below the average for

the nation (28 States had less than 50 percent), Three.

States had no metropolitan population--Alaska, Ver-
mont, and Wyoming (figure 2).

During the 1960’s metropolitan counties continued to
grow more rapidly than their nonmetropolitan counter-
parts, DBetween 1960 and 1966, when the United States
increased its population by about 9.3 percent, metro-
politan counties grew by 11 percentand nonmetropolitan
counties by only 6 percent,

The decline in rate of population growth experienced
by the United States as a whole during the current
decade, however, has been largely a metropolitan
phenomenon, The nonmetropolitan population is now
increasing faster than in the 1950’s (table C), Metro-~
politan growth was five times as rapid during the
1950’s as was nonmetropolitan growth, During the
1960°’s, however the rate of metropolitan growth was
less than twice the rate of increase in the non-
metropolitan population, The average annual percent
change in population for metropolitan counties dropped
from 2,4 during the 1950’s to 1.7 during the 1960’s,
while that for nonmetropolitan counties increased from
0.5 to 0,9 percent.

Table C.--METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN POPULATION: 1966, 1960, AND 1950

" . Average annual
Population (in thousands) Percent change percent change
Area R April 1, April 1,
1936?6 ’ 1960 1950 196066 195060 196066 1950~-60
(census) (census)
United States.eeeveveerans 195,936 179,323 151,326 9,3 18.5 L.4 1.7
Metropolitan counties,........ 132,868 1119,816 9,711 10.9 26,5 1.7 2,4
Nommetropolitan counties,..... 63,068 59,494 56,615 6.0 5.1 0.9 0.5

1Adjusted to exclude 12,520 erroneously included in Fairfax County, Va,




Figure 2.-Proportion of State Popuiation in Metropolitan Counties: July 1, 1966
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Since virtually all portions of the United States have
experienced a decline in the birth rate since 1960,
the strong growth rates maintained by nonmetropolitan
America must be attributed in good part to a lessening
of out-migration to the metropolitan centers., Un-
doubtedly the reversal in trend has been aided by the
spreading economic opportunities afforded by the estab-
lishment of many business and industrial enterprises
outside metropolitan areas, The lure of the large
cities has declined considerably during this period, as
economic opportunities have lessened and living con-
ditions have become more difficult,

Of the 132 million people living in metropolitanareas
in 1966, nearly 50 million lived in the 11 largest areas
with a population of 2 millionor more (table D), Another
50 million lived in the next 55 largest areas, with a
population from 500,000 to 2 million population each,
There were only 18 metropolitan areas under 100,000
population and these had a total of only 1,6 million
people. Metropolitan areas between 200,000 and 2
million are growing well above the national average.

On the other hand, areas below 200,000and areas above

2 million are growing at the nationalaverage or less.

i

The metropolitan areas in the West are growing
considerably faster than the metropolitan average of 10,9
percent, All of the SMSA’'s of California have gained
population at the rate above the national average, The
fast-growing southern California metropolitan complex
of seven SMSA’s surrounding Los Angeles shows an
increase of 19,4 percent, adding 1,8 million persons to
its 9.2 million inhabitants in 1960,

The SMSA’s of the Northeast Corridor ? represented
by far the largest concentration of population in the
United States, Between 1960 and 1966 they have added
over 3 million to their 1960 population of 33 million,
The 27 metropolitanareas (plus Middlesex and Somerset
Counties, N.J,) which span uninterrupted from Man-
chester, N.H,, and Boston on the northto Baltimore and
Washington on the south have increased slightly less than
the national average since 1960 (9.4 percent). There are
seven SMSA's in the Corridor with more than 1 million
population. Only one of, them is growing appreciably

See Jean Gottmarm, Megalopolis and Domald J. Bogue
and Calvin L. Beale, Economic Areas of the United
States for discussions of this glant urban complex.




Table D.--POPULATION CHANGE FOR METROPOL.ITAN AREAS, 1960 TO 1966, BY SIZE IN 1966
{Numbers in thousands)

Population Change, 1960-66 Net migration, 1960-66
Numbexr

Sige category of July 1 April 1, Percent

; areas 1966 ’ 1960 Number Percent Number of 1960
(census) population
A1l metropolitan areas,... 221 132,160 119,239 12,922 10,8 2,878 2.4
2,000,000 and over..... [N 11 49,223 45,301 3,922 8.7 550 1.2
1,000,000 to 2,000,000......... 19 25,192 22,034 3,158 14,3 1,148 5.2
500,000 to 1,000,000 00u.0.ues . 36 24,572 22,029 2,543 11.5 633 2.9
200,000 to 500,000....... ceevas 76 22,757 20,333 2,425 11.9 556 2.7
100,000 10 200,000, . cceeeevasss 61 8,858 8,095 764 9.4 22 0.3
Under 100,000, . 00 vvennavsassons 18 1,557 1,448 110 7.6 -31 ~2.1

IExcludes Middlesex and Somerset Counties, N.J,

more rapidly than the SMSA average, however,
Washington had an increase of 26,5 percent, almost 2.5
times the national average,

The six SMSA’s of the Chicago-Milwaukee metro-
politan complex at the south end of Lake Michigan in-
creased only 7.4 percent between 1960 and 1966,
sufficient, however, to add over 600,000 persons since
1960 to a population of 8,5 million,

Table E.~METROPOLITAN AREAS WITH A POPULATION
INCREASE OF 20 PERCENT OR MORE: 1960 TO 1966

Percent

. S increase,

Standard metropolitan statistical area 1960 to

1966

Las Vegas, NeViiesreovessooaorennaan 85,5
Oxnard-Ventura, Calif......ceoeesuoseaes 68,8
Anaheim~Santa A_na-(}arden Grove, Cdlif ves 65,0
Huntsville, Ala,....vuvvnnnnns e . 51.2
Santa Barbara, Calif,......... Ceseeraes . 48,7
San Jose, Callf ............. R .. 44,8
Fort Lauderdale—Hollywood Fla cerirreae 39.5
Fayetteville, NoCosur'vverne. 31.4
Colorado Springs, COlOue.veeeeesvoonsans 29.1
San Bernardino~Riverside-Ontario, Calif, 27.9
Reno, Nev.eeeiessessssusnsonnns ceiaes ves 27.7
PROENIX, ATIZyvsiseeenrneenasnnnennsnns 26,9
Washington, D,C,-Md. —Vaa reeeanns PR . 26.5
Wegt Palm Beach, Flo...eieervennanns creo 26,4
Lexington, K¥eeeeseeovesorsennoannnns eeo 24,1
Atlanta, B e R3.4
Newpor‘t News-Hampton, Va............. ven 23.2
Charleston, S.Co...... eranaves 23.1
Houston, Tex. ............. chesieaienen ‘e 22.9
Bugene, Orefe..oiocesscssecaacnnes Ceeaes 22,5
Toledo, Ohio-Mich...u.vvseevivnennnn e 22.5
Lafayette, Loi.eurisvonnerenrreenns 22,3
Brockton, Mass,.......iviennn. 21.9
Dallas, TeXeueoeseasssrveonons ceeena 21.7
Tubbock, TeXeiv.soernverrssseanrsnanes vee 2L.4
Vallejo~Napa, Calif,...... eeineeeroees 20,6
Sacramento, Calif....vivesavenecrsconren 20.0

Metropolitan State economic area,

Four of the five fastest growing metropolitan areas
are in the West (table E), Las Vegas, Nev., which
has shown an 85.5 percent increase in population since
1960, continues to lead SMSA's in rate of growth,
Oxnard-Ventura, Calif., with a 68.8 percent increase,
Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove, Calif,, with a 65.0
percent increase, and Huntsville, Ala,, with a 51.2
percent increase, complete the list of SMSA’s which
have added at least 50 percent to their 1960 population,
closely followed by Santa Barbara, Calif., with a 48.7
percent increase, In all, 27 SMSA’s have shown in-
creases of 20 percent or more since 1960 (table E),

The New York SMSA -experienced the largest
numevrical increase by a metropolitan area by addingan
estimated 763,000 persons (table F), The Los Angeles~
Long Beach metropolitan area also showed an increase
of over 700,000, The only other area gaining over
500,000 was Washington, with Chicago just below the
half million mark, Thirty five SMSA’s showed increases
of more than 100,000 persons in the 1960-66 period,
Twelve SMSA’s had both a 20 percent increase and a
gain of more than 100,000 persons.

Table F.--METROPOLITAN AREAS WITH A POPULATION
INCREASE OF 200,000 OR MORE: 1960 TO 1966

Population
tandard metropolitan statistical area ligzgaiz’
1966

New YOrk, Nu¥oeuuevseerevouvnneonsnnonann 763,000
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif....... eees 717,200
Washington, D.C,-Md.~Va...... eeereens . 548,000
Chicago, Ill.i.ueevoroeavnsrnonensonen 490, 300
Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden GI ove, Calif... 457,500
Philadelphia, Pa,-N.J....... sesesanaras . 393,300
Houston, TeX.uesesesss P e R 324,800
Detroit, Mich....oveeriurneiinoninnnnnn . 311,000
San Francisco-Oakland, Calif,......ee.. . 293,300
San Jose, Calif.....v.eveees.. 287,500
Dallas, TeXeuieneoesossssorssassannnons . 243,200
A'blanta Goesivananns Ceereseearnen 238,000
San Bernamlno-Rlver81de—0ntarlo Calif, 226,000




Thirty metropolitan areas had populations of more
than a million in 1966, six more than in 1960 (table 4).
Those joining the 1 million and over class were
Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove, Calif,; Miami, Fla,;
Denver, Colo,; New Orleans, La,; San Bernardino-
Riverside-Ontario, Calif.; and Indianapolis, Ind.
Another 36 areas had 500,000 to 1,000,000 population,

Not all metropolitanareashave increased since 1960,
however, Of the 221 areas presented in this report, 18
are estimated to be losing population, Sixof these areas
are in the mining region of the Appalachians, Four
others have experienced substantial logs of military
personnel.

METHODOLOGY

Population estimates for counties containing central
cities of metropolitan areas, for all other metropolitan
counties of 100,000 or more population in 1960, and for
the independent cities in Virginia were based on an
average of three estimating procedures, With the 1960
Census as a base, these methods use available current
data series to estimate the population change since 1960,
The methods are: (1) the Census Bureau’s Component
Method II, which employs vital statistics 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
prepared by age groups using different types of current
data for each group; and (3) a housing unit method,
in which estimated changes in the number of housing
units are used as the basis for estimating changes
in population,

For all remaining counties only Component Method
11 and the Composite method were averaged indevelop~
ing the final estimates. A general underreporting of
building permits for areas outside large metropolitan
counties makes the Housing Unit method inappropriate
for developing population estimates for these areas.

. Special adjustments were made for a number of
counties having substantial change in college or institu-
tional population since 1960. As a last step, estimates
for the counties in each State were summed and adjusted

to an independent 1966 State total published in Current

Population Reports, Series P-25, No, 414,

For selected counties recent censuses or surveys
were used to supplement the average of methods to
develop a special estimate for these counties, These
gpecial county estimates were excluded from the final
adjustment process.

Component Method II, -~Component Method II involves
(1) subtracting Armed Forces from the 1960 census
count to arrive at an estimate of the civilian resident
population on April 1, 1960, (2) adding to this population
an estimate of births for the period between the censug

“For three SMSA counties containing central cities
the Housing Unit method was not used because data on
change dn the number of housing units was incomplete,
These counties were Ada, Idaho (Boise City SMSA), Boyd,
Ky. (Huntington-Ashland SMSA), end New Hanover, N.C.
(Wilmington SMSA).

and the estimate date, (3) subtracting an estimate of
civilian deaths, (4) adding an estimate of net civilian
migration, (5) subtracting an estimate of the net
movement of civilians into the Armed Forces, and (6)
adding an estimate of the number of persons in the
Armed Forces stationed in the area on the estimate
date, The net movement of civilians into the Armed
Forces was first estimated for each State and then
apportioned to countieg within the State on the basis
of the 1960 population, The estimates for counties
were adjusted step-by-step to the State’s Component
Method 1II estimate,

The basic steps involved in the estimation of net
civilian migration by Component Method Il are (1) Net
migration rates for children between exact age 7.5
years and exact age 15,5 years at the estimate date
are developed on the basis of data from the 1960 census
and statistics on school enrollment in grades 2 to 8,
Essentially, the procedure compares actual school
enrollment on the estimate date with the “expected”
enrollment based on the survivors of the 1960 popula-
tion in the appropriate ages. The difference between the
actual and expected enrollment is assumed torepresent
net migration of the school age population, (2) The rates
are multiplied by a factor to obtain the estimated
migration rate for the total population, This factor is
based on the age structure of intercounty migrants ag
gshown 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 area in 1960 (plus one-half the births
minus one-half the deaths plus one-half the net move-
ment of civilians into the Armed Forces since 1960)
to obtain estimates of net civilian migration for the
period since 1960, The general procedure has been
illustrated in Current Population Reports, Series P-25,
No. 339, by a step-by-step application to a particular
area. .

Composite method,~-In the Composite method® inde-
pendent estimates are prepared for the population in
several age groups, using methods and ‘base data
considered most appropriate for each age group, An
estimate is then derived for the population.as a whole
by summing the independently-derived estimates for
each age group, ;

Bureau of the Census, OCurrent Population
Reports, Series P-20, No, 156, "Mobility of the Popu-
lation of the United States: March 1965 to 1966,"
December 9, 1966, and the corresponding reports for
earlier years. The factors used for periods since
April 1, 1960, are as follows:

5.8,

April 1, 1960 to Factor
July 1, 1966 1.0369
July 1, 1965 1.0761
July 1, 1964 1.1247
July 1, 1963 £ LTS
July 1, 1962 . 1.2511
July 1, 1961 o 1.3408

SDonald J. Bogue and Beverly Duncan, "A Composite
Method for Estimating Postcensal Population of Small
Areas by Age, Sex, and Color," in Natioral Office of
Vital Statistics, Vital Statigtics--Special Reports,
Vol. 47, No. 6, August 24, 1959,
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In the Bureau’s application, (1) deaths to persons
45 years old and over by age, sex, and color, are used
to estimate the population 45 years and over; (2) births
are used to estimate females in ages 18 to 44 (the
childbearing ages), and sex ratios are applied to the
female estimates to estimate the number of males in
that age group; (3) schoolenrollment is used to estimate
the population 5 to 17 years old; and (4) births in the
previous 3-year period, in conjunction with school
enrollment data are used to estimate the population
under 5 years of age. The estimates for these broad
ages are then summed to yield an estimate of the total

population,

The steps employed by the Bureau in applying this
method are as follows:

A, Population 45 years old and over: (1) Age-
sex~color-gpecific death rates were computed for the
age groups 45 to 64, 65 to 74, and 75 and over in 1960
for the United States and each county using death
statistics for 1960 and the population on Aprill, 1960,7
(2) Current death rates for the United States were
computed for the 12-month period centered on the
estimate date. (3) Age-specific death rates were esti-
mated for each county for the 12-monthperiodcentered
on the estimate date, on the assumption that the rate
of change in the death rate for each county since 1960
was the same as for the United States as a whole. (4)
The estimated population for each county in each age-
gex-color group was estimated by dividing the number
of deaths for each age group inthe period by its current
specific death rate as obtained above. (5) The specific
age-sex-color estimates were added to. derive the
population 45 years and over for each county.

In the many counties where there were extremely
small numbers of deaths in some age-sex~-color groups,
the thinness of these data made their use as bases for
estimates by this technique very questionable, Conse-
quently, for counties with fewer than 25 deaths in any
age~-sex-color group in 1960, groups were combined until
this minimum of 25 was met,

B. Populaﬁon 18 to 44 years of age: Estimates -

for females iIn ages 18 to 44 are developed similarly
to steps in (1) to (4) in section A, using birth rates by
color based on all registered births and females 18 to
44 years of age, ° Then the 1960 ratio of county males

7Tt would have been desirable to have used figures
for a 2~year pericd (either 1959-60 or centered on
April 1, 1960) in order to reduce the dimpact of the
annual fluctuations on the data. However, data in the

required detail by counties were not available from the .

records of +the National Center for Health Statistics
for 1959,

®Births and deaths compiled by the Natiomal Center
for Health Statistics were used for making estimates in
steps & and B, For about 100 counties, however, it was
found necessary to substitute other data. In cases
where annual birth data from NCHS were unusually er—
ratic, data compiled by State health agencies were sub-
stituted. Similarly, the NCHS birth series for a number
of counties on the Canadian and Mexican borders which
included births to foreign nationals were abandoned in
favor of a State series which excluded them, In a few
small counties, deaths were too erratic to be used, and
there was assumed to be no change in the population 45
and over in these counties since 1960,

°Ibid.

7

(excluding Armed Forces) to females in this age range
is adjusted for changes in the United States ratio since
1960 to derive an estimate of civilian residentmales in
each county., Estimated males andfemales are summed
to yield and estimate of the civilian resident population
18 to 44 years old, The number of Armed Forces in the
county in ages 18 to 44 is added as a final step.

C. Population under 18 years of age: The esti-
mated population in this age group was developed by a
component procedure similar to that described for
Component Method II, The procedure was applied as
follows: (1) the April 1, 1960, population in the groups
that would be under 5 and 5 to 17 years old on the
estimate date was compiled; (2) births since April 1,
1960, were added, where appropriate; (3) deaths for each
group were subtracted for the same period; and (4) an
estimate of net migration was added,

Esgtimates of net migration for the two groups
were obtained by applying age-specific migration rates
to appropriate population bases. A migration rate for
the school-age population (7.5 to 15,5 years) was
derived earlier as part of the Component Method II
procedure. Factors based on a national sample survey
were used to convert the migration rate for the
school-age population tothe rate for the population under
5 and 5 to 17 years of age. The factors for these ages
for 1966 were 0.7080 and 1,0270, respectively,

Housing Unit method.--The Housing Unit method of
estimating population assumes that changes in the
housing inventory reflect changes in the population.
In order to derive changes in population from housing
unit changes, however, appropriate occupancy rates
and average size of household must be applied where
needed,

In the specific application here, the Housing Unit
method was used to derive estimates of the population
18 years old and over only. Changes in the number of
housing units since 1960 were obtained from data on
building permits and demolitions, data on residential
electric utility connections, or certificates of oc-
cupancy. To convert to an estimate of the number of
occupied housing units for counties where building
permit and demolition data were used, the occupancy
rate was assumed to be the same as in 1960, When
electric utility data were used, the units added since
1960 were assumed to be occupied,

To obtain an estimate of the population in house-
holds, the number of occupied housing units was
multipled by an estimate of the number of persons
18 years old and over per household., Since changes in
the number of persons 18 years old and over per
household for individual counties gince 1960 are un-
known, a uniform adjustment of 1960 census values
was made for each county using the amount of change
in the national ratio,'® Where appreciable postcensal

10Nationel data aveilable from the Census Bureau's
Current Population Survey indicate a decline of .033
adults per household between 1960 and 1966, See Current
Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 106, "Household
and Family Characteristics, March 1966," April 12,
1967, R
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changes occurred in Armed Forces station strength,
the 1960 census count of the military population in
barracks was adjusted. Otherwise the group quarters
population was assumed to remain at the 1960 level,

To obtain an estimate of the total population, thisg
estimate of the population 18 and over was combined
with an estimate of the population under 18 years of
age developed by the component procedure described
in section C of the Composite method,

Adjustment for college and institutional population, -~
The standard methodologies described above donot take
adequate account of changes in the college and in-
stitutional population gince 1960, Congsequently, an
adjustment was made for about 200 counties having a
high proportion of college students and institutional
inmates and having a substantial change in these
populations since 1960, For colleges the adjustment
represents the change in full-time enrollment since
1960 reduced by an estimate of the expected increase
in local college students, For prisons and long-term
hospitals, the adjustment represents the change in the
number of inmates. These adjustments were added to the
average of methods obtained for each county,

Special estimates for selectedareas,--For a number
of areas, additional data are available for use in the
preparation of population estimates, These sources
include special censuses conducted by the Bureau of the
Census since 1960, censuses conducted by State govern-
ments, and those conducted by county agencies, Counties
where censuses have been used as benchmarks in
developing the 1966 estimates are shown intable G,

For New York City, populationestimates by boroughs
derived from a 1965 housing and vacancy survey
conducted by the Bureau of the Census for the City of
New York were used in combination with the standard
estrimating methods.

CHANGES IN COUNTIES AND COUNTY BOUNDARIES
SINCE 1960

Since 1960 a number of independent cities have
come into being in Virginia. Chesapeake was created
by the merger of Norfolk County with South Norfolk
city, and Virginia Beach by the merger of Princess
Anne County and Virginia Beachcity, Other independent
cities separated from their parent counties during the
period were Bedford (Bedford Co.), Emporia (Greens-
ville Co.), Fairfax (Fairfax Co,), Franklin (Southhamp-
ton Co,), Lexington (Rockbridge Co.), and Salem
(Roancke Co.). For most of these new county-equiv-
alents estimates are not shown separately in this
report because the data series used to develop the
estimates could not be assembled fully for the new
cities.

Menominee County, Wis,, was created since 1960
from Shawano and Oconto Counties, For the purposes
of this report, however, it was necessary tocombine the
new county with Shawano County because of data input

limitations.

In other changes since 1960, the parts of Yellowstone
National Park in Wyoming and Idaho have been merged

with adjacent counties, Five electiondistrictsin Alagka
were merged with other districts to reduce the total
number of county-equivalents in that State from 24 to
19. Kalawao County, Hawaii, was absorbed by Maui
County. :

Estimates shown for Denver and Arapahoe Counties,
Colo., Oconee and Pickens Counties, S. C., and York and
James City Counties, Va., have been adjusted to reflect
annexations since 1960,

Whenever data series were not available to create
estimates separately for adjacent counties or in-
dependent cities, these cases are documented in the
footnotes to table 1,

SOURCES OF DATA

The basic data used in preparing the population
estimates presented here were provided by Federal,
State, and local agencies. School enrollment data were
obtained from State and local Departments of Edu~
cation, and from the appropriate Catholic school officials
and The Official Catholic Directory, Vital statistics
were provided by the Division of Vital Statistics of the
National Center for Health Statistics. The birth and
death statistics represent final figures classified on a
residence basis for .each year, through 19662 In
selected cases this series was supplemented by vital
statistice compiled by State health departments (see
footnote 8 above), The figures on military strength
were obtained from the Department of Defense. Data
on new residential building permits are collected
regularly by the Bureau of the Census from local
governmental agencies and are published in the Con-
struction Reports series.'® These data were sup-
plemented by data on demolitions supplied by local.
agencies. In New York City, figures on certificates
of occupancy issued were used in lieu of the building
permit series, In Cuyahoga County, Ohio, use was made
of the annual Real Property Inventory of Metropolitan
Cleveland. ,

4
Figures on the number of residential electric meters
were provided by the electric utility companies in the
central counties. These utility data series were used in
lieu of building permit and demolition data for most
central counties. .

Data on college enrollment were obtained from the
U.S, Office of Education’s annual Opening Fall Enroli-
ment in Higher ~FEducation. Inmates of long-term
hospitals were reported by the American Hospital
Association in Hospitals, and inmates of Federal and
State correctional institutions were provided by the
U.S. Bureau of Prisons from published and unpub-
lished sources.

iBirths were adjusted for underregistration using
factors updated from the 1950 test of birth reglstra-
tion completeness conducted by the National Office of
Vital Statistics, See Vital Statistics--Special Re-
ports, Vol., 39, Nos. 2 and 4. i
12U.8. Bureau of the Census,

Building Permits, Series 0-40,

gummaries,

Construction Reportgm-
monthly and annual
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Table G.--COUNTIES FOR WHICH CENSUSES CONDUCTED SINCE 1960 WERE USED IN DEVELOPING POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR 1966

(Populations are special cemsuses conducted by the Bureau of the Census unless otherwise indicated)

State and county Date of census Population gtate and county Date of cengus Population
ALASKA: ‘ NEW YORK:
Digtrict 8%.. Weravosne Oct. 11, 1968 113,522 BTOOME, e s« creeesnn ..] Mar. 15, 1966 222,122
Cayugaesrersvoocncens .| Mar. 15, 1968 75,439
ARTZONA: Fri€evaseroonsesnnansne Apr. 18, 1966 1,086,345
COCHLEE v v v essssrans . Sep‘t.lé, 1965, to 56,410 MOOTOC, + v s s s s [P Apr. 1, 1964 625,128
Jan. 31, 1966 Nassa Mar, 15 and 1,202, 383
pinal Apr. 5 and 63 602 T VIR ceveessenelphn "6, 19657 402,
"""""" ettt Dee. 3, 1965 ! Ni8EAT8eereeeereeonses Apr. 3, 1967 234, 477
YU a0 e esvonns Cereans Nov. 22, 1965 55,833 OTENZE s eerverneovans J Mar. 15, 1967 209, 141
Putnam..ooeesen veessea] Mar, 21, 1965 41,811
) CALTFORNIA: ) Rockland Apr. 1, 1963 162,029
| Amador. . ... Cerens veeol Nov. 1, 1965 11,609 ROCHLANC . vovevee o *oe* Apr. 28, 1966 192,724
Calaveras®....... eeves] Nov. 1, 1965 11,610 SATALOEA. ceeorounts ve.| Mar., 15, 1966 101, 345
" 5 4.
L DOTado.e e envvvers | Aug. 25, 1965 13,805 TE0G8 e vrsrens e Mar. 15, 1966 243,597
Imperialeceecesesccans Feb., 2, 1966 78,019 N
Trvo? Mey 1, 1965 13,972 SULLOLKe s esereens veue.| 1963-68 (various) (x)
YO e viine e cennon s ’ WAYNG. eovrrravssos veeol Apr. 12, 1966 73,837
1AKe v vnnenns versed| Apr. 1L, 1965 17,023 Westchester...cooerocos Apr. 12, 1966 853,198
Mariposa®.ds.evsonees .| Apr. 1, 1965 5,948
MOTIOR ¢ o e senesansesss] Bug. 15, 1965 4y 367 NORTH CAROLINA:
Monterey..useveoes veed| Feb. 7, 1966 224,316 Beauforteceereeeosssssl Jan. 21, 1966 36,134
Samta Clara®......... . Apr. 1, 1966 919,898 Bladen.eeseeeens veeens| Jan, 18, 1966 26,605
Santa Cruz®..ee.sv.n..) Ocb. 15, 1965 106,246 Camden, envrss eveenes Jan. 14, 1966 , 5,407
TYOLUMNE « vv v o v ronnes . Oet. 1, 1965 18,437 CLEVELENA e s cornanrocns Jan. 24, 1966 69,372
i DUPLIflessneosaonosaans Nov. 29, 1965 37,959
DELAWARE: -
KEIbavserssuneeeseesnsl Sept.20, 1967 81,530 || Gastom....eennn seee| Jam. 24, 1966 135,775
N R Guilford.s.ceces.. veees| Jan, 25, 1966 269,513
ew Castle.eersiroons Sept.20, 1967 366,298
CUBSE . nmrvmnnsnnane | Sept.20, 1967 g 586 Harnett.oeveassos veees| Jan. 24, 1966 49,189
: * e ’ Hyde..oveorsoonancooes Jan. 20, 1966 5,456
TNDTANA: ‘ JOhnSton. . cersrasaans 1 Jan, 24, 1966 60,939
Clarke.oeunss eenrreees] May 14, 1964 66,453 JOTESereerrosssvvocnsns Nov. 26, 1965 10,221
Flogdeceseeanraonces .| May 14, 1964 53,008 LeCavivenvoen esesne ..| Jan. 24, 1966 29,197
POSEYeeevesenornnns ...| Dec. 1, 1967 21, 448 Martin.....e.ee veseeses] Nov. 26, 1965 25,611
Pender, e cresseccas v.of Jan. 21, 1966 17,372
KENTUCKY : PerQUimANS. sseessesse] Jan. 14, 1966 8,675
JeffErS0Teeseeceanross| May 14, 1964 649, 445 . T | zan. 20, 1966 39,299
MASSACHUSELTS : gogkmgham. R e gan. SZ, %222 Zé, é»gg
Barnstable®...........| Jan. 1, 1965 73,557 TLOT e o evevemrenses R Bl ’
! Y = WaKe. v rovornannsone . Jan. 24, 1966 197,617
Berkshire..ooeeoeves ..} Jan, 1, 1965 145,597
: 2. WaTreneeseoesos veese.os] Jan. 20, 1966 17,591
Bristol®..ie.e... veeel| Jam. 1, 1965 415,242 taehinet g o 29" 1965 15 037
DUKES? v vvvanennen ve.. Jan, 1, 1965 5,948 ashington.... . ..o. .| NOV. <2 ;
ESEEHZ ervnnernconncnns Jan. 1, 1965 608,996
Framklin? . eueenenies J Jan. 1, 1965 57,687 || THODE ISLAND:
2 Brisbol.ieernoens veoeo} Oct. 1, 1965 41,855
Hampden®..oveecoanss .. Jan. 1, 1965 435,281 - .
L3 Kelbeoereevaeens e Oct. 1, 1965 128,856
Hampshire® oveeeveven..| Jan. 1, 1965 100, 065
s 2 NEWDPOT e s aevevsaeons oo Oct. 1, 1965 81,700
Midd1e86X% cvessaavesss] Jan. 1, 1965 1,280,235 ;
Nantucket? Jen. 1, 1965 3 74 Providence,.eersensses Oct. 1, 1965 569,117
S TR e o - ’ Washingtoh,vveveoeos ..l Oet. 1, 1965 71,181
i Norfolk2é rereneaens .| Jen. 1, 1965 560,137 »
™
l‘ élyxnoutlzz ............ B J‘an. 1, }965 292,697 SOUTH CAROLINA: .
P FOLKS s evervnneeeeaa| Jan. 1, 1965 706,216 ) -
[ Worcesters Jan. 1, 1965 609,909 Chesterfield.eseeeens May 15, 1968 33, 683
I . o ’ SUIEET s s s s vvnns R | May 15, 1968 78,547
! MICHIGAN:
H Macomb® e eeeneenns weol May 31, 1967 576,678 || WISCONSIN:
[ St. Clair...eveeenes .| June 1, 1966 114,149 Dane. . May 15, 1968 277,047
X Not applicable, 7
1 Greater Anchorage Borough, .
? gstate-conducted census. For Massachusetts these counts were adjusted for differences in place of usual resi-
dence before using in estimates.
2 County-conducted census.
f Expanded school census,
i 5 Txcept Long Beach city, May 4, 1964,
|
|
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LIMITATIONS

Total population change in an area between the
census date and the estimate date consists of the net
contribution of births, deaths, and migration, the last
comprising net migration of civilians and members of
the Armed Forces. Because netmigrationhasa smaller
absolute value than population, the estimate of this
component is subject to a much greater percencage
error than the estimate of the population,

Small numbers and small differences between num-
bers must be used with caution, Inparticular estimates
shown for counties with small populations should be
interpreted accordingly.

Component Method II and the Composite method
have been extensgively tested and evaluated over the
past two decades, Component Method 11 is essentially

the same as that used over the years to prepare .

annual postcensal estimates of State population, pub-
lished regularly in this series of reports, Tests of
accuracy of Method II and the Composite method
(compared with other methods of preparing postcensal
population estimates) have been conducted over the
years, and the results have been summarized in a
number of publications,”

Our most recent tests indicate that 1960 population
estimates for large metropolitan areas, based on an
average of Component Method II and the Vital Rates
method, differed from the 1960 census count by 3,3 per-
cent, on the average (for counties, the corresponding
average error was 4.3 percent), The test estimates
were conducted for the 46 largest SMSA’g, including 132
counties, The percentage of difference between the
estimates and the census counts varied considerably
from area to area. The errors were highest for the
fastest growing counties and relatively modest for
counties that grew at or below the national rate of
growth,
posite method, other studies indicate that averaging
this method with Component Method II yields results
with the same general average deviations ag the
averaging of Component Method II with the Vital Rates
Method (see footnote 13, second citation),

These average errors apply toa 10-year time period,
It is likely that over a shorter time period, such as that
between April 1960 and July 1966, the average error of
the estimates is substantially smaller, On the other
hand, even for short time periods, large fluctuations in
the migration component occur, Deficiencies in the basic
data, differences in the relationship between migration
of the total population and that of the school-age popu-
lation, or changes in the relationship of the area’s vital
rates to national vital rates could have an appreciable
impact on the accuracy of the estimates,

¥seme rvecent studies are: (a) Meyer Zitter and
Henry S. Shryock, Jr., "Accuracy of Methods for Prepar-
ing Posteensal Population Estimates for States and
Local Aress," Demography, Vol. I, No. 1, 1964; and (b)
Meyer Zitter, Donald E. Starsinic, and David L., Word,
"Accuracy of Methods of Preparing Postecensal Population
Bstimetes for Counties: A Summary Compilation of Recent
Studies," paper presented at meeting of Population As-
soeiation of America, April 19, 1968.

Although these tests did not cover the Com-

For the 36 metropolitan counties where recent special
census (or local census) data were used in developing
the estimates shown here, estimates based on the
average results of the uniform procedures differed
from those published by an average of 2,6 percent, For
the 46 nonmetropolitan counties with recent censuses,
however, the average deviation was far larger (5.1
percent). This was accounted for in part by the effect
of a 23 percent difference in Mono County, Calif,
(population 4,000)2*  Only one other county had a
deviation of as much as 10 percent. Excluding Mono
County, the average nonmetropolitan difference was 4,7
and the difference for all counties was 3.8 percent,
These areas, with a population of about 18 million, were
overestimated by 1.3 percent,

No similar tests of accuracy have been carried out
for the Housing Unit method for the 1950decade, mainly
because of lack of adequate data, Tests have been
conducted, however, for 46 large cities against special
censuses taken during the current decade,® The
Housing Unit technique involves a variety of agsumptions
concerning such important uncertainties as (a) the
completeness of reporting of the basic data on new
residential constructionand demolition; *° (b) the pattern
of time lag between issuance of permits and the time
when the unit is ready for occupancy;1? (c) changes in-
the average size of household; (d) changes in vacancy
rates; and (e) changes in the size of the nonhousehold
population,

The use of the Housing Unit method was limited
here to estimating the adult population, on the assump-
tion that school enrollment statistics are better in-

‘dicators of population change of the school-age popu-

lation and hence of the population under 18, It has
been demonstrated in the past that the averaging to-
gether of several estimates tends to improve the over-
all results, provided that the methods use symptomatic
data that are largely independent of one, another,

The resulis of each of the two or three methods
developed for each county were averaged and then
adjusted to an independent State population estimate,
This takes advantage of the availability of estimates

14Tne 1965 Census of Mono Count ty taken by the Caliw
fornia State Department of Finance suggests a current
population level dinconsistent with the 1960 census
count. The implication is that there was a substantial
undercount in 1960,

Yponald E. Starsinic and Meyer Zitter, "Accuracy of
the Housing-Unit Method in Preparing Population Esti~
mates for Citles," Demography, Vol., 5, No. 1, 1968,

18Tn general, demolition data were Limited to the
large cities in the central counties. For other coune
tieg, satisfactory statistics on demolitions are not
regularly available, but in most cases the number of
demolitions is considered to be relatively small,

17The lag between issuance date and completion date
varies by type of structure and from ares to area, For
convenience, permit data were used uniformly with a 3-
month lag for all areas. The choiee of lag can be very
important over short periods of time, particularly
where the number of permits fluctuates sharply, or
where large multi-unit structures are covered by a
single permit, Over longer estimating periods, the
choice of time lag has considerably less impact, Stud-
ies at the national level indicate +that all but about
2 percent of units authorized are eventually built,




developed as part of the Census Bureau’s regular State
estimates program which are believed to have a much
higher degree of accuracy than estimates for subareas

of States.

The average adjustment required to make the sum of
the county estimates agree with published State totals
(disregarding sign) was 0.8 percent. 18 The largestad-
justment for any State was 4,2 percent in Alaska, Only
two other States required adjustments of more than 2

percent.

Although the estimating procedures used here appear
to offer reasonable and satisfactory results for de-
veloping county estimates on a continuing basis, other
procedures and data series may be available that will
yield improved population estimates. Much experimen-
tation is now under way in the use of a multiple
regression in developing county population estimates.
Automobile registrations, retail saleg, income tax,
school enrollment, and vital statistics are some of the
independent variables that may be drawn upon in such
a regression,

In addition there may be statistics particularly well
suited for population estimating procedures for certain
segments of the population, For example, school
censuses when appropriately conducted should provide
highly accurate figures of the population of school age.
In some instances counts of the adult populationare also
obtained in conjunction with these schoolcensuses, The
availability of Medicare statistics for counties provide

11

the opportunity to directly develop estimates of the
population 65 and over. Sample surveys may also
provide much useful data reflecting local changes
(for example, change in the number of persons per
household),

BIAS OF INDIVIDUAL ESTIMATES

The estimates shown here are derived by giving
equal weight to the results of two or three separate
estimating procedures using different symptomatic data.
The use of equal weights implies that the methods
provide estimates of roughly comparable average ac-
curacy, The resgults of tests of the separate methods
are not yet conclusive enough towarrant the assignment
of differential weights, A method that tends to be
accurate on the average may be less accurate ina
particular area,

Table H gives some idea of possible biases in the
methods employed, Of the 302 metropolitan counties
for which three methods were averaged to obtain the
“best® estimate, the houging unit method was the
highest estimate generated inover half the counties (152)
but the lowest in only one-gixth (50). Component
Method II had the opposite tendency, being the high
estimate for less than one-quarter of the counties (72)
but the low estimate for almost one-half (147), The
Composite estimate appears tohave the greatestcentral
tendency for the metropolitan counties, with 119 middle
values compared with 78 high estimates and 105 low
ones,

Table H.--HIGH AND LOW ESTIMATE DEVELOPED FOR EACH COUNTY: JULY 1, 1966

Three-method average Two-method average
Area Total Component Composite Housing unit| Component Composite
Method IT method method Method IT method
ALl counties:
Highewurveennns e e 13 113 { 74 84 158 1,557 1,236
Low.eeosvoenns ’ 154 109 53 1,236 1,557
Metropolitan counties: ’
Highe.vuoen.. e, 250 { 72 78 152 20 62
Lowesevewunens Cearereeenas . 147 105 50 62 90
Nonmetropolitan counties: '
HiHe v arenrrnonnearoennan . { 2 6 6 1,467 1,174
2,65 ’
Loweiovienvuencenans veeeens } 1695 ' 7 4 3 1,174 1;467

1 Includes ome county where Method II and composite method gave identical results and three combinations of coun-
ties and cities in which there was no one high or low method.

For the remaining 152 small metropolitan counties
Component Method II provides the higher of the two
estimates used to obtain the “best” estimate in about
59 percent of the cases, Of the 2,641 nonmetropolitan
counties where only Method Il and the Composite method
were used, inabout 56 percent of the counties Component
Method II produced the high estimate (1,467 cases),

lgExcluding special estimates for Delaware and Rhode
Island,

CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER REPORTS

This report consolidates the estimates for counties
for July 1, 1966, contained in Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, Nos, 401, 404, 407, and 409, The
estimates shown here, however, may differ slightly from
those shown in the earlier reports as a result of
adjustment to recently revised State totals published in
report No, 414 of this series. In addition, for 152
metropolitan counties under 100,000 population in 1960
the Housing Unit method was discarded and only
Component Method II and the Composite method were
used in deriving an average estimate, The decision to
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abandon the use of the Housing Unit method for these
counties resulted from an all-too-common under-
reporting of building permits for these areas, which
led to an appreciable understatement of growth,

The procedure used in developing the estimates in
this report is generally similar to that used for 1965
SMSA county estimates in Current Population Reports,
Series P-25, No. 371. Inthat report, estimates were
developed for individual metropolitan counties and for
the nonmetropolitan parts of each State, and summed to
obtain a State total, They were then adjusted to an
independent State total, Areas for which special
estimates were developed (see table J) were not included
in the final adjustment, however,

The procedure used in report No, 371 differed in
two respects from that used here, however, First,
the individual unadjusted methods were averaged and
then adjusted to the independent State total. For the
1966 estimates Component Method II for each county
was adjusted to a State Component Method II total
before averaging with the other methods, Second, the
1966 estimates are the first in which an adjustment
for college and institutional population was incorporated
in the average estimate., For the 1965 estimates
allowance was made for changes in college dormitory
populations in the Housing Unit method only,

Estimates of the components of population change
for the 1950 to 1960 period for counties and metro-
politan areas and for the 1940to 1950 period for SMSA’s
(as defined in the 1960 cengus) are shown in Series
P.23, No. 7. The populationin 1960and 1950 of SMSA’s
as currently defined and their component parts is
gsummarized in Series P-23, No, 23.

Estimates of the population of the United States by
metropolitan and nonmetropolitan residence baged on the
findings of the Current Population Survey are published
regularly in Series P-20, Figures for 1966 and 1968
are given in report No, 181 of that series, Comparisons
between national statistics by metropolitan and non-
metropolitan status shown in this report and the
numbers shown in Series P-20, are affected by
differences in definition and coverage. The estimates
obtained in the Current Population Survey exclude about
1 million members of the Armed Forces living in
barracks or similar quarters., In addition, they relate
to the metropolitan population as defined in 1960, There
have been fairly extensive additions to metropolitan
areas gince 1960; these changes have occurred at the
expense of the nonmetropolitan population. About 5,5
million persons in areas outside SMSA’s in 1960 have
since been reclagsified as metropolitan,

Another source of difference is that this report has
substituted metropolitan State economic areas for
SMSA’s in New England, Hence about 1 million more
people in New England are classified as metropolitan
in this report than in the P-20 reports,

DEFINITIONS

Except in New England, a standayd 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. The cities listed in the
title of each SMSA are the central cities of the SMSA,

In addition to the county, or counties, containing a
central city or cities, contiguous counties are included
in an SMSA if, according to certain criteria, they are
egsentially metropolitan in character and are socially
and economically integrated with the central city, A
detailed explanation of the criteria used in establishing
SMSA’s is given in Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Areas, Executive Office 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,

Appendix table A-1 lists all SMSA’s as currently
defined, together with their component counties. Ap-
pendix table A-2 lists all metropolitan counties in each
State and indicates in what SMSA each falls.

In New England, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities,
rather than counties. In preparing the series of esti-
mates presented in this report, however, noattempt was
made to compile data for areas below the county level,
bagically because of the considerably increased work-
load which this would have necessitated and the great
difficulty of assembling basic data for these small areas,
Consequently, for the New England metropolitan areas
presented here, the SMSA has been replaced by the
metropolitan State economic area, which is defined in
terms of whole counties.

Footnotes to table 1 indicate the nearest equivalent
State economic area (SEA) which has been substituted
for each New England SMSA in compilation of the data.
In two cases where a metropolitan SEA has not been
defined, the nearest equivalent county has beenused,

Data shown for the metropolitan populatio}l in the
text and summary tables of the report relate to the
sum of the estimates for metropolitan areas, sub-
stituting nearest equivalent SEA or county in New
England, and including Middlesex and Somerset
Counties, New Jersey, The nonmetropolitan population
includes areas outside these counties,

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES

Estimates presented in the tables of this report have
been rounded to the nearest thousand for States and
to the nearest hundred for counties and SMSA’s, with-~
out being adjusted to group totals, which are in-
dependently rounded, Percentages are based on un-
rounded numbers,

19U.8. Bureau of the Census, 1960 Cehsus of Popus
lation, Selected Area Reports, State Ecenomic Areas,
Final Report PC(3)-14, U.S. Covernment Printing Office,
Washington, D.C., 1963,
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FEDERAL-STATE COOPERATIVE PROGRAM
FOR LOCAL POPULATION ESTIMATES

The estimates presented in this report are a “one-
time” set of estimates prepared by the Bureau of the
Census as a by-product of a larger project now under
way for a number of Federal agencies. Preparation of
corresponding annual postcensal estimates for all the
counties in the country is not now part of the Census
Bureau’s program. In recognition of the widespread
need for small-area population estimates of uniform
quality from State to State, 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 publi-
cation 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,

The selection of methods will be made onthe basis of
a large-seale test and evaluation program tobe carried
out when the 1970 census results become available, To
date (as of July 1, 1969) 44 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 desigpnated by State
governors to work with the Bureau of the Census on the
technical aspects of the program is given in appendix B2°

During this past year, several States have published
county population estimates in consultation with the
Bureau of the Census, using methodology largely
within the general framework of the goals of the Federal-
State Cooperative Program, The State-preparedcounty
estimates are contained in the following reports:

Population Estimates of Arizona ag of July 1, 1968,
Research and Reports Section, Unemployment
Compensation Division, Employment Security
Commission of Arizona, Phoenix, Arizona,

20For a more detailed description of the program,
see Meyer Zitter, "Federal-State Cooperative Program
for Locel Population Estimetes," The Registrar and
Statistician, U.S. Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare, Vol. 33, No. 1, January 1968,

13

Forrest H. Pollard, “Estimates of the Population
of Louisiana Parishes: July 1, 1966 and 1967,”
The Louisiana Economy, Volume 1, No, 2, Decem-
ber 1968, Division of Business and Economic
Research, School of Business Administration,
Louisiana Polytechnic Institute, Ruston, Lou-

islana.

C, Horace Hamilton and Therese Ramsey, Esti-
mates of the Population of North Carolina Counties,

1967 and 1968, Demographic Report H-2, May
1969, Statistical Service Center, Budget Division,
State Department of Administration, 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 1, 1950-67, October
1068, Office of Researchand Development, Center
for .Appalachian Studies and Development, Wegt
Virginia University, Morgantown, West Virginia,

In general, the State-prepared county population
figures are consistent with those contained here, and
the pattern of population redistribution since 1960
is quite similar for both sets. Small differences
in the two sets of estimates come about because of
differences in data input, differences 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,

Estimates from the North Carolina report have been
published by the Bureau of the Census as a product of

the Cooperative Program in report No. 1 of Current

Population Reports, Series P-26, This new publication

geries will incorporate estimates from the Cooperative
Program as they become available,

In later years, should the objectives of the Federal-
State Cooperative Program for Local Population Esti-
mates be realized, the Bureau of the Census will publish
State-prepared estimates similar to those published in
the above-mentioned reports for all States participating
in the program in lieu of preparing its own estimates,
In all such instances, however, the sum of the county
estimates would be in agreement with the independently
prepared State population estimates regularly published
in this series of reports.
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Tabie 1.~-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county.

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA -
JULY e APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION} 1960-66] 1950=60
(CENSUS)

ALABAMA o o o ¢ o o 3 524 000 3 266 740 257 000 Ts9 483 000 195 000 =31 000 1e2 0.7
AUTAUGA o o o o o = o o 22 900 18 739 4 100 220 3 300 1 300 2 100 32 Qo3
BALDWIN®¥o o o 2 ¢ o o o 55 500 49 088 & 400 131 7 500 2 900 L 800 240 18
BARBOUR ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o & 25 700 24 700 1 000 Yol 3 800 1 800 =1 000 0e6 ~lab
BIBBs o s o o o » 8 s © 15 100 iy 357 800 et 2 000 i 000 - 200 008 “2e2
BLOUNTe « o o o o s o 26 600 25 449 i 200 Uo7 3 000 1 600 = 300 Qa7 wled
BULLOCK o & s « o & s » 13 000 13 462 - 500 =3el 2 10C i 000 =1 500 “0eb =1e7
BUTLERe ¢ o o o2 ¢ o o o 22 800 24 560 -1 700 =740 3 500 1 700 =3 600 =12 =17
CALHOUN & o o 6 & o o @ 101 000 95 878 5 100 563 13 600 5 000 =3 500 0e8 1e9
CHAMBERS: » o o 8 o ¢ @ 3% 100 37 828 1 300 345 5 200 2 500 =1 500 Ce5 “Qolt
CHEROKEEe o ¢ o o o o o 17 000 16 303 700 Hdeth 1 900 900 -~ 300 0e7 =008
CHILTON ¢ ¢ s ¢ ¢ o o o 27 000 25 693 1 300 540 3 200 i 700 = 300 068 Qe 5
CHOCTAW 2 o o & o » ¢ @ 19 100 17 870 L 200 6¢6 2 600 1 100 = 400 10 ~0e7
CLARKEs © & o o o ¢ o @ 27 300 25 738 1 600 662 4 400 1 700 ~1 100 1.0 =0e3
CLAYs ¢ s ¢ = & & ¢ & & 13 100 12 400 700 5e9 1 500 900 100 09 =le2
CLEBURNEs o o o o » o 14 400 10 91t 500 445 1 400 600 = 300 07 =0e9
COFFEEe o ¢ ¢ ¢ » & ¢ o 32 800 30 583 2 200 Tel 4 600 1 500 = 900 lel (Z)
COLBERT o o ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ 51 300 46 506 4 800 102 6 800 2 600 600 146 146
CONECUH s ¢ o a o ¢ o o 16 600 17 762 =1 200 =668 2 400 1 200 =2 500 =lel =240
COOSA ¢ » v o o e o & & 10 800 10 726 (Z) Ost 1 200 . 700 = 500 Oel =0s9
COVINGTON o s & ¢ o & @ 38 500 35 631 2 900 8+l 4 800 2 600 700 1e3 “lel
CRENSHAWe o ¢ o o ¢ o @ 14 200 14 909 = 700 =448 1 800 1 100 =1 400 =08 -2
CULLMAN o o o« o o o ¢ ¢ 51 400 45 572 5 800 127 5 900 2 700 2 600 1+9 ~0s7
DALEe » o o 8 & o o & @ 45 900 31 066 14 900 4748 6 300 1 600 10 200 65 Yol
DALLASe o o s o ¢ ¢ » @ 57 200 56 667 500 0.9 10 300 4 000 -5 800 Oe2 Oel
DE KALB & o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ® 43 700 41 417 2 300 S5at 5 100 2 400 = 400 0¥ =0e8
ELMORE® & o s o ¢ o o @ 35 500 30 524 4 900 1661 4 600 2 000 2 300 24 =Qell
ESCAMBIAe s+ ¢ o & @ ¢ ¢ 136 100 33 511 2 600 749 5 600 2 100 = 900 L1e2 o2}
ETOWAH% ¢ o o o ¢ o ¢ 8 95 600 96 980 =4 400 =ied i1 700 5 400 «7 700 ~0e2 Qe3
FAYETTE o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o-2 @ 18 000 16 148 1 800 Llett 1 900 1 100 17000 Le7 =148
FRANKLINe o ¢ o o o ¢ @ 24 200 21 988 2 200 949 3 000 1 400 600 1e5 =1s5
GENEVAe o o o o & o ¢ ¢ 21 700 22 310 = 700 «2:9 2 800 1 400 =2 100 “0e5 =ile5
GREENEs o o » » o s o @ 13 100 13 600 = 500 =348 2 200 900 =1 800 «Q0eb =1e@
HALE: o o « o« o ¢ 2 o @ 18 600 19 537 - 900 =l4a6 2 800 1 300 ~2 900 -Qa7 ~Qeb
HENRY ¢ o o s o 2 o o » 15 100 15 286 = 100 =10 2 100 1 000 =1 200 “0¢2 =20
HOUSTON o o ¢ a.¢ s o o 56 100 50 718 5 400 1067 7 600 3 200 1 000 1e6]|° 0+9
JACKSON o s o o o v ¢ o 37 700 36 681 1 000 2.8 4 800 2 100 =1 600 Oed =06
JEFFERSONXs & o o o o o 643 700 634 864 8 800 1ol 83 100 38 900 ~35 300 0424 163
LAMAR # o« ¢ s s & & & @ 15 400 i 271 1100 Te7 1 600 1 000 ’ 500 Le2 =Llelh
LAUDERDALEs o o o o o o 67 400 61 622 5 800 Qolt 9 200 3 100 = 300 145 $e3
LAWRENCES o s o o o o @ 28 600 24 501 4 100 167 4 100 1 300 1 300 245 ~1e0
LEE o o o o a s o ¢ » o 160 300 49 754 10 500 2102 7 700 2 700 5 500 36l 10
LIMESTONEXs o o » ¢ o o 44 300 36 513 7 800 2445 6 000 2 100 47000 362 Qo2
LOWNDES « s & s & ¢ o o 14 700 15 417 ~ 700 wlhob 2 %00 1 000 -2 600 =07 =1e5
MACON o o & o s ¢ ¢ o @ 24 800 26 717 -1 900 ~Tel 3 200 1 700 =3 400 =103} -1s3
MADISON* e o o v o » 0 @ 188 300 117 348 70 900 6065 25 800 5 600 50 700 Te & U4e9
MARENGO » ¢ o 5 o s o @ 26 %00 27 098 - 200 =06 4 700 2 000 =2 %00 ~0sl =048
MARION® o « ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 24 800 21 837 3 000 1366 2 600 1 300 1700 2el -202
MARSHALLe o « o & & o @ 57 200 48 018 9 200 1961 7 000 2 800 4 500 248 046
MOBILE® o o s ¢ o ¢ 8. @ 330 700 314 30 16 400 542 51 900 16 400 =19 100 Q.8 3el
MONROE® o s s o » » ¢ @ 22 400 22 372 (Z} Oe2 3 600 1 300 =2 300 (Z) ~leth
MONTGOMERY% & & o » ¢ @ 174 500 169 210 5 300 3el 24 200 9 900 ~2 000 0«5 2:0
MORGANe » & o o & o o o 77 100 60 454 16 600 2745 10 100 3 600 10 200 460 13
PERRY o » ¢ o o ¢ 2 o 17 500 17 358 100 069 © 2 600 1 100 -1 400 Oel “leb
PICKENS ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o @ 20 600 21 882 -1 300 ~548 3 200 1 300 =3 100 ~0eQ -lal
PIKEs o ¢ s 2 a » o o @ 128 800 25 987 2 800|. 10.8 w4100 2 000 700 Le7 ~Llsb
RANDOLPHe o o ¢ s & ¢ @ 19 400 19 477 « 100 =0e3 2 500 1 400 -4 200 ~Oel ~1let
RUSSELL%s o o o o ¢ o o 49 400 46 351 3 000 bob 8 500 3 000 =2 500 1.0 Lo
STe CLAIR & s s o s » o 26 300 25 388 900 367 3 300 1 600 = 700 0eb =05
SHELBY® o o 2 ¢ & ¢ o ¢ 34 80O 32 132 2 700 8.3 4 900 2 000 - 200 163 Ceb
SUMTERe o« a &« o o 2 ¢ @ 19 000 20 041 -1 000 “502 3 100 1 400 -2 800 “0e% =1leb
TALLADEGA o s s o o o @ 68 400 65 495 2 800 Yol 9 700 4 000 =2 900 07 043
TALLAPCOSAe o o o s o o 37 400 35 007 2 400 669 3 100 2 400 = 300 del (2}
TUSCALOQSAX ¢ o o & s @ 1121 800 109 047 12 700 117 14 900 5 400 3 200 1.8 1s5
WALKER® ¢ ¢ o o s » o o 58 800 54 211 4 500 8ol 7 500 3 600 600 163 ~1s6
WASHINGTONs o o & & o ¢ 15 500 15 372 100 0ot 2 400 800 =1 500 Qel ~0a2

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

! (Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 19 APRIL L NET
' 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960~66 |1950=60
{CENSUS)
ALABAMA-~CON .
WILCOXe » o s o & o o ® 17 800 18 739 = 500 wihy 8 3 200 1 400 =2 700 =08 2ol
WINSTON o » o & 8 o o @ ) 16 200 14 858 1 300 808 1 900 1 200 500 Lok =290
ALASKA® & o o o s o 265 000 226 167 39 000 i7al 48 000 8 000 -1 000 26 508
DISTRICT lo ¢ o o 2 o ® 12 300 L1 842 500 3.9 2 000 700 - BOO G 262
DISTRICT 26 o o ¢ o o ® 4 900 4 181 . 700 1666 600 300 400 265 065
DISTRICT 30 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o 6 700 6 690 (Z) Oeb 1 200 300 « 800 Oel 49
DISTRICT 4o s o ¢ @ v o i2 800 9 745 3 100 31e5 1 900 500 1 700 H4e5 262
DISTRICT 50 o o ¢ o & o 3 300 2 Q45 400 137 500 200 100 201 0.7
DISTRICT 6e o o o s o @ 4 200 4 603 = 400 “Te@ 700 300 « 800 ~L1e3 16
DISTRICT 7¢ ¢ & o & o % 5 800 5 188 600 11e7 800 200 (2) 1468 37
t DISTRICT 8¢ ¢ o o & ¢ o 3105 300 82 833 22 500 27el 17 800 2 100 6 800 3eGy . 10.2
‘ DISTRICT 9e ¢ s o & o ¢ 2 200 2 956 = 700 =24e8 400 200 =~ 900 =5e5 09
} DISTRICT 10 % s o o & ¢ 7 700 6 097 1 600 2546 1 100 300 800 37 100
DISTRICT Ll o o o o & » 8 000 7 174 200 1240 1 500 300 - 300 18 Lokt
DISTRICT 12 + s o o' @ 7 900 6 011 1 800 3262 800 200 1 300 el =1e0
DISTRICT 13 o o o ¢ o @ 4 900 4 024 800¢ 2009 200 200 100 3el 39
DISTRICT 14 s o o o s o 7 300 5 537 1 700 3leth 1 200 400 200 4.5 38l
DISTRICT 15 o o » o o @ 7 700 6 398 i 300 2046 1 500 300 200 3.0 302
DISTRICT 16“. P 45 000 45 031 (Z) (2} 10 100 1 200 =8 900 (Z) 8ol
DISTRICT 1775 ¢ ¢ 3 s @ 8 300 5 693 2 600 461 2 000 300 1 000 63 3eld
DISTRICT 18 o o ¢ o s @ 6 100 6 091 100 069 1 400 300 -1 000 Gel 0.9
DISTRICT 19 ¢ o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 4 200 3 128 1 000 3249 1 100 200 100 he? 25
ARIZONA &« ¢ ¢ s 2 o 1_60% 000 1 302 161 307_000 23:6 236 000 72 000 143 000 3e4 Se7
APACHE s o o & o o o ¢ @ 46 900 30 438 16 500 5461 11 000 1 600 7 100 Tel Q69
COCHISE ¢ o 2 ¢ 2 ¢ o o 357 500 55 039 2 400 det} g 900 2 80O =4 700 07 5e7
COCONINOs o ¢ o & ¢ & o 158 400 41 857 16 500 3965 10 400 1 700 7 800 5¢5 5e8
GILAs o s o ¢ o » © o o 27 900 25 745 2 200 Beb 5 000 1 700 =1 000 1e3 Qo6
GRAHAMe 2 o ¢ o s o o 16 200 14 045 2 100 150 2 700 800 300 243 0:8
GREENLEEe o o ¢ & ¢ o ¢ 10 400 11 509 =1 100 =99 1 400 400 -2 100 “1le7 “lel
MARICOPA% « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o @ 842 000 663 510 178 500 2649 114 400 36 400 100 400 3.9 7e2
MOMHAVEs o o o o ¢ o o & 14 700 7 736 6 900 89.5 1 700 700 & 000 1068 =0e9
NAVAJOe » o o & o ¢ o ® 48 900 37 9%4 10 %00 2848 11 000 1 800 1 700 4ol 2¢6 .
PIMAY o ¢« o » o o ¢ ¢ @ 1316 200 265 660 50 500 19:0 43 100 13 000 22 #00 2+8 6e5
PINAL ¢ » o @ o ¢ ¢ 2 @ 364 000 62 673 1L 400 202 11 600 3 200 =7 000 0e2 368
SANTA CRUZe ¢ o o & o o 14 700 10 808 3 900 3507 2 100 600 2 300 50 15
YAVAPAL o o s s o 0 ¢ @ 34 500 28 912 5 600 194 3 BOO 2 600 4 800 249 le5
YUMAe ¢ o o o o ¢ 5 & o 357 100 46 235 10 900 235 8. 300 2 500 5 100 3.4 Sel
ARKANSASes o o ¢ o o i 963 000 1 7686 272 177_600 99 266 000 117 000 28 000 ie5 =07
ARKANSASe « o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 26 700 23 355 3 400 145 3 8007 - 1 500 1 000 202 Tw0el
ASHLEYs o » & o o o o ¢ 26 300 24 220 2 000 8¢5 3 900 1L 800, - 500 163 ~0eb
BAXTERs o ¢ o o o o o ¢ 11 500 9 9U3 2 000 1968 1 100 900 1 800 249 “leb
BENTONe o s o ¢ & s ¢ &« 43 300 36 272 7 700 2le2 4 700 3 100 6 100 3el =05
BOONE o « » o o ¢ » ¢ ® 17 300 16 116 1 200 Te3 2 000 1 100 300 ia1 =0l
BRADLEY o o » o o o & o 14 500 i4 029 500 3.6 1 800 1 000 - 200 Ce® mied
! CALHOUN o o5 o o o o ¢ 6 300 5 991 300 459 500 400 200 0e8 “ie7
CARROLL o o » 8 ¢ o ¢ @ 11 600 11 284 300 2e5 1 200 200 (Z) Oelh =5eb
CHICOTe o s & o ¢ o o @ 20 900 i8 990 1 900 Ge9 3 400 1 400 - 100 15 -1+6
CLARK ¢ ¢ o o 2 ¢ 9 ¢ o 122 900 20 950 i 900 93 2 400 1 400 900 Lol “0eG
, CLAYe » o o ¢ 6 ¢ 5 & @ 21 800 21 258 600 27 2 700 1 400 - 700 Oel ~2e2
{ CLEBURNEe « o o ¢ & 2 @ 10 200 9 059 1 200 1361 1 000 600 800 240 -2e3
CLEVELAND « o & s o ¢ @ 6 800 6 oU4 =~ 200 ~2+8 800 500 - 500 =Qel “2¢5
COLUMBIAs o » o & ¢ ¢ © 126 700 26 400 300 10 3 700 1 600 «1 800 Ge2 =0+9
CONWAYs » s ¢ ¢ & o & o 18 000 15 430 2 600 167 2 000 1 000 1 600 25 16
CRAIGHEAD o o ¢ o o o » 151 700 u7 303 4 400 93 6 600 2 600 400 et ~Qe7
CRAWFORDX o o o & &= ¢ @ 24 900 21 318 3 600 16+9 3 100 1 500 2 000 2.5 =006
CRITTENDEN® ¢ o ¢ o o o 51 900 47 564 4 300 Qe l 10" 400 2 800 =3 300 el 0ol
CROSS s &« ¢ o o ¢ o o ® 20 700 19 551 1 100 5e8 3 100 1 200 - 800 09 =23
DALLASe « s » o & ¢ o @ 10 100 10 522 =~ 400 =3.8 1 200 800 = 800 “0e6 =leb
SEE FONTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

COMPONENTS OF CHANGE

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE t
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA -
JULY 1o APRIL L+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960-66 |1950~60
(CENSUS) :
ARKANSAS==CON,
DESHA © o o o o ¢ o 2 o 20 500 20 770 = 300 =1e5 3 800 1 200 -2 900 =0e2 =1le®
DREWs o s ¢ o ¢ ¢ v o @ 16 100 15 213 200 660 2 200 1 000 - 300 0:9 =1e6
FAULKNERs ¢ o o s o o s 132 200 24 303 7 900 3244 3 300 1 500 & 000 o6 «Oolh
FRANKLINs o o e ¢ o o & 11 300 10 213 1100 1066 1 300 800 700 1e6 “le9
FULTONe » o ¢ s & o o 2 7 800 6 657 1 200 179 700 500 1 000 2e7 =302
GARLAND o o &« ¢« ¢ 2 » o 51 400 U6 697 4 700 1064 5 900 4 600 3 400 146 =Qal
GRANT ¢ o » &« ¢ s 2 s o % 500 8 294 1 200 1do 4 900 500 800 2.2 =0e8
GREENEe o o o o & o o o 24 700 25 198 = 500 ~26l 3 Q00 1 500 -2 100 =03 -lel
HEMPSTEAD ¢ o ¢ & ¢ ¢ @ 20 700 16 661 1 100 Selh z 300 1 600 400 0.8 =2el
HOT SPRINGe 2 ¢ ¢ @ o @ 22 400 21 893 500 264 2 400 1 300 = 600 Ol «Qel
HOWARDe s o o o s » ¢ @ 11 500 10 878 600 5e3 1 400 800 {Z) 008 ~2e0
INDEPENDENCE. ¢ ¢ & ¢ o 22 800 20 048 2 800 13.8 2 300 1 500 2 000 20l “le6
IZARD o & o o o ¢ o o o & 600 6 766 = 100 w202 600 500 = 300 =Gl 3.8
JACKSON o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ & & 25 800 22 84S 900 4ol 3 200 1 400 = 900 06 wle3
JEFFERSONX: ¢ o & ¢ « @ 88 400 81 373 7 000 8.7 13 500 5 100 «1 300 L1e3 Qe
JOHNSON o o o o ¢ o o @ 12 700 12 421 200 1e9 1 300 1 000 - 100 0¢3 «2e¢6
LAFAYETTE + o o ¢ ¢ o @ 10 200 11 030 - 800 =72 1 500 800 -1 500 =1e2 =18
LAWRENCEe ¢ o o o o o » 17 200 17 267 (Z) Qo2 2 300 1 200 =1 100 (Z) =2el
LEE « o ¢ o ¢ 6 o o & @ 23 %00 21 001 2900 1de0 4 200 1 300 - 100 2¢l ~1¢5
LINCOLN o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o @ i4 200 14 447 = 200 =leb 2 200 800 «l 600 =0e3 =1e?
LITTLE RIVERe o ¢ ¢ o » 9 600 9 211 400 Hol 1 200 700 - 100 o7 ~2el
LOGAN ¢ o o + s ¢ » ¢ o 17 700 15 957 L 700 1048 1 900 1 300 1 100 17 ~2el
LLONOKEe ¢ s & o ¢ » o ¢ 27 000 24 551 2 400 9e% 3 @00 1 600 200 163 =0
MADISON & o & o ¢ 2 o ® 10 300 % 068 1 200 13.4 1 000 600 800 240 =25
MARIONe¢ o o & o ¢ o o @ 6 700 6 OHL 700 109 500 500 600 167 =35
MILLER% « o s« ¢ & o s o 34 300 31 686 2 600 Be2 4 400 2 200 400 1e3 ~(Oe B
MISSISSIPPI o ¢ o o o @ 76 300 70 174 & 200 Ee8 I3 800 3 800 =3 G600 14 ~Leb
MONROEe » o & & ¢ o o v 17 900 17 327 500 302 2 900 1 200 -1 200 08 “le2
MONTGOMERYe ¢ » » ¢ o o 5 600 5 370 200 3e6 500 400 100 0e6 =202
NEVADAs o o » o 5 s 9 ¢ 11 306 10 700 600 563 1 300 800 100 0e8 ~3e2
NEWTONe o ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ o @ 6 400 5 963 500 Be2 700 300 100 L1e3 m3a7
QUACHITAe o o o ¢ o o o 32 200 31 641 500 126 3 800 1 900 =1 300 Ge3 =04
PERRY ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o 4 600 4 927 = 300 ~6e@ 600 300 = 600 ~Lal =Le9
PHILLIPSe o ¢ ¢ ¢ & o o 47 000 43 997 37000 609 8 500 2 900 -2 500 el Qo5
PIKEe ¢ s o o ¢ o ¢ o @ & 900 7 864 1 000 1246 1 000 700 700 1.9 =2ed
POINSETTe ¢ o s ¢ & @ o 29 %00 30 834 =1 000 =3l 5 000 1 600 =4 400 -0e5 2ol
POLKe ¢ o ¢ o o 9 ¢ ¢ ¢ 12 700 11 981 700 Ge2 1 200 1 000 600 £+0 =17
POPEs o o 2 o o ¢ ® v ¢ 26 400 21 177 5 300 2449 3 000 1 400 3 700 3.6 «0e9
PRAIRIE ¢ + o » ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 11 000 10 515 500 S5el 1 300 700 =100 0.8 -2e7
PULASKI*s s ¢ o ¢ & o & 280 900 242 980 37 900 1566 39 800 14 600 12 700 23 244
RANDOLPHs » ¢ & ¢ ¢ v o 1) 400 12 520 -1 100 =G0 1 600 900 -1 900 =15 “2el
STe FRANCIS o ¢ ¢ ¢ o @ 34 700 33 303 i 400 Hel 7 000 1 900 -3 700 06 =10
SALINEX ¢ & o o o ¢ o @ 33 100 28 956 4 100 idel 3 400 1 400 2 100 2ol 290
SCOTT ¢ a ¢ & o ¢ ¢ & & 8 300 7 297 1 000 Lol 900 500 600 Bel ~3e2
SEARCY» o o o o & ¢ s ¢ 8 900 8 124 800 92 1 H00 600 (zZ} 445 -2a5
SEBASTIAN®: o ¢ & ¢ o © 73.800 66 685 7 100 107 11 300 4 400 300 16 Oedd
SEVIERe o o & o & o o @ 12 100 10 156 1 900 1962 1 200 800 1 600 2.8 ~16?
GHARP ¢ o o o o © s & ® 6 500 6 319 100 2e3 600 500 (z) Colt =35
STONE ¢ s o o o #+ ¢ o @ 7 200 6 294 %00 1566 700 400 600 2s1 =le9
UNION » o o o a ¢ ¢ « o 50 400 4o 518 900 19 7 000 3 100 =3 000 03 iz}
VAN BUREN ¢ o o o« & o @ 7 400 7 228 200 28 700 500 (Z) [ ~209
WASHINGTON: o o » 2 ¢ @ 12 800 55 797 17 000 305 8 100 3 400 12 300 443 Lol
WHITE o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ & & @ 38 200 32 745 6 100 1847 4 300 2 300 4 200 2.8 mleB
WOODRUFF, &+ &« o = ¢ o @ 4 400 13 954 400 3e2 2 600 200 =1 300 05 =360
YELLa s o s « 5 o o & 9 13 400 11 SHO i 500 1243 1 400 200 900 1e9 ~Leb
CALIFORNIAe ¢ o o o 18 669 Q00 15 717 204 2 952 000 1848 2 348 000 912 000 1 816 000 2.8 4e0
ALAMEDA®e o o o o ¢ o o 1 021 8OO $08 209 113 500 125 129 100 5% 500 39 %00 1.9 2el
ALPINEs o o o 0 ¢ & o & 300 397 ~ 100 =17l 100 {2} -~ 100 [§ =340 Bel
AMADORs » ¢ = o o 8 o o 211 700 9 990 1 700 175 1 000 800 1 500 {. 2:6 0e9
BUTTE s & » « ¢ ¢ & ¢ » 1107 800 82 030 25 800 3ied 11 200 & 600 21 200 |! 4e5 2ell
CALAVERAS » o s o o ¢ @ 311 900 10 289 1 600 1562 L 100 800 L 300 (i 263 Oeth

SEE FOOTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
196G To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1y APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960~66 [1950«60
(CENSUS)
7
CALIFORNIA==CON,
COLUSAs o s o o o o o o 12 700 12 075 600 56l 1 600 1 000 (z) 048 Ooth
CONTRA COSTA® o o o« o o 510 100 #09 030 101 100 2467 58 400 17 900 60 600 3:6 B2
DEL NORTE o ¢ o o o o @ 16 100 17 771 -1 700 ~9e3 2 500 900 =3 200 “le5 8e2
EL DORADO ¢ o s ¢ o o @ 245 900 29 390 16 500 5642 4 400 1 700 13 900 7ol 66l
FRESNOK o o » o o o o 410 800 365 945 44 900 1263 57 400 19 900 7 400 Le9 208
GLENN o o » ¢ o o ¢ o o 18 900 17 245 1 600 9:5 2 200 1 200 600 165 1ol
HUMBOLDTe » o o o & o o 98 400 104 892 6 500 ~be2 4 200 5 40O =15 200 wleQ 4e2
IMPERIALe o o o s o o o 378 900 72 105 6 800 9elh 12 400 3 500 =2 100 105 Lol
INYOs o s o« o o o @ o @ 314 300 11 684 2 600 22¢7 1L 400 300 2 100 303 (z)
KERN#K s o o » & o 5 o @ 324 400 291 984 32 400 110l 46 000 14 700 1 200 167 265
KINGS » ¢ & » » 2 s o @ 69 800 49 954 19 %00 39.8 9 900 3 000 12 900 505 0s7
LAKEs o o o o s ¢ o o @ 318 000 13 786 4 200 3066 L 300 1 600 4 500 Hot 1e8
LASSENe o ¢ o o o s o o 118 900 13 597 5 300 3848 1700 800 4 400 Bokt =30
LOS ANGELES®s o o o s o 6 755 900 6 038 774 717 200 11.9 857 400 357 900 217 700 18 3.8
MADERAs o » o o o o o o 43 100 4o 468 2 700 606 5 800 2 400 - 700 10 029
MARIN#s o s'v o o o o o 187 000 146 820 40 100 2703 20 900 7 200 26 400 349 545
MARIPOSAe o o s o o o ¢ 36 200 5 064 1 100 2260 600 400 1 000 3.2 ~0e2
MENDOCING s s » o s o ¢ 150 900 51 059 - 200 ~0e3 5 80O 2 900 =3 100 =0l 263
MERCEDs o o » o ¢ o o o 105 700 90 446 15 300 1669 16 200 4 600 3 700 265 2¢6
MODOC o o o o 6 o o o o 7 300 8 308 =l 000| =l2¢4 900 500 «l 400 =20l wleB
MONOs o s o s o o & o o 4 500 2 213 2 300 10546 300 200 2 200 122 0e5
MONTEREYX of6 o o s s o 3229 900 198 351 31 600 1549 31 600 9 300 9 300 204 4o
NAPA% o o 6.6 o & o ¢ @ 177 500 65 890 11 600 176 7 000 4 300 3 000 206 345
NEVADAs o o 0 o o o 8 ® 25 700 20 911 4 800 2248 2 400 2 000 4 40Q 363 0¢5
ORANGE* o s o o s & o o 1161 500 703 925 457 500 6540 139 400 35 600 353 .800 863 1265
PLACER¥ o o o o v o o » 176 200 56 998 19 200 33e6 7 700 3 800 15 300 Uo7 3e2
PLUMASs o s s o o s o ¢ 12 400 11 620 700 623 1 500 900 100 1.0 =leB
RIVERSIDE®s o s ¢ o o o 412 100 306 191 105 900 3406 48 700 20 700 77 900 Ua® 6ol
SACRAMENTO¥ » o o o o @ 592 600 502 778 89 800 179 80 200 27 100 36 800 247 64l
SAN BENITOs o o ¢ o s @ 19 400 15 396 4 000 25.9 2 300 900 2 600 3.8 047
SAN. BERNARDINO® ¢ ¢ o 623 600 503 591 120 000 238 79 700 28 800 69 100 345 640
SAN DIEGO%e » o o o o o 1177 900 1 033 011 144 900 1440 158 400 50 900 37 500 26l 60l)
SAN FRANCISCOXe o 4 o o 708 600 740 316 =31 800 wihe3 85 600 61 400 =56 000 “0e7 =065
SAN JOAQUIN¥e o » o o o 281 100 249 989 21 100 1245 32 700 15 800 14 200 1¢9 2e2
SAN LUIS OBISFO « + o o 195 200 81 Q44 14 200 1765 11 300 5 500 8 300 246 %4
SAN MATEOHs o o ¢ o o & 514 700 444 387 70 300 158 62 500 , 20 700 28 500 2el 645
SANTA BARBARAXe o« o o o 1251 300 168 962 82 300 4867 30 900 9 900 &1 300 606 566
SANTA CLARAXe & o o o o 3929 800 642 315 287 500 44e8 118 800 30 000 198 700 64l 8e3
SANTA CRUZe o o s o o 3109 600 84 219 25 400 302 10 600 8 300 23 100 43 2ot
SHASTAs s o ¢ « o o s ¢ 76 000 59 468 16 500 27.8 8 700 3 500 i1 300 40 5e0
SIERRAe o ¢ & o o o o @ 2 600 2 247 300 154 300 200 200 2¢3 ~0e7
SISKIYOUs o o o s o o » 35 000 32 885 2 200 606 3 900 2 200 400 160 047
SOLANO% & + o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 164 300 134 897 29. 700 22¢1 24 300 6 400 11 800 3:2 245
SONOMAe o o o o o & o o 195 400 147 375 48 100 3246 22 200 11 300 37 200 4o 346
STANISLAUS: o o o o » o 188 400 187 294 31 100 19.8 21 800 9 800 19 100 249 2s1
SUTTERs o s s & s o o @ 42 700 33 380 9 300 2708 5 500 2 000 5 700 U0 2ol
TEHAMAe « ¢ » s & v o o 29 300 25 305 4 000 158 3 600 1 700 2 100 26t 208
TRINITY o s o o o o ¢ 3 7 700 9 706 ~2 0001 =20.2 1 000 500 -2 400 ~3e6 647
TULARE® » s s o o & & o 192 100 168 403 23 700 140 24 600 9 400 8 500 20l 1e2
TUOLUMNE: » o o & » o o 316 100 14 404 4 700 3265 1 600 1 200 4 300 Hebd Ledd
VENTURA®a o o o o o o 336 100 199 138 137 000 6808 38 400 10 100 108 700 867 57
YOLO¥ o s ¢ » s s o o s 182 100 65 727 16 300 289 10 400 3 500 9 400 346 4e9
YUBAw o o © o o o a o o 48 200 33 859 14 300 4243 7 100 2 000 9 300 548 343
COLORADO. o & o o ¢ 1 967 000 1 753 947 213 000 1201 261 000 99_000 52 000 18 248
ADAMSKe o ¢ » » o o o @ 154 000 120 2%6 33 700 2840 2% 800 3 800 13 700 440 11e6
ALAMOSA » o » o o o o v 110 800 10 000 800 Be2 1 700 500 - 300 1e3 045
ARAPAHOE® o o o o & 5 o 4130 100 113 426 16 700 14e7 17 900 4 300 3 100 242 8¢l
ARCHULETA o o o o o o ¢ 2 700 2 629 (Z) 17 500 100 - 300 o3 ~Loth
BACAe o » o o & o o o o 6 200 6 310 - 100 =1e9 800 400 = 500 ~0e3 ~2e3
BENTa s o s o o s o o o 6 800 7 419 - 600 =8 ol 800 400 -1 000 1ok =167
BOULDER* s o o s o o s o 1101 %00 74 254 27 600 37.2 12 100 3 900 19 500 5e2 Hoth
CHAFFEE o o o« o s & & % 9 800 8 298 L 500 1846 1 200 600 1 000 2:8 15
CHEYENNE . o o« o o v o & 2 400 2 789 - 400 =150 300 200 = 600 26 =20l
CLEAR CREEK ¢ o o o o o 3 300 2 793 500 16466 400 200 300 245 ~1s6
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*} indicates metropolitan county. State estirnates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 T0 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L APRIL 1+ NET
1566 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=6& |1950=60
(CENSUS)
COLORADO==CON .
CONEJOS & o o o ¢ o o & 8 400 8 uz2e (Z} «0sl 1 500 400 =1 100 (z) “1sQ
COSTILLAG o o o & o o » 3 800 4 219 = 400 =106 800 200 «{ 000 «1e8 =36
CROWLEY o o o o & o ¢ o 3 300 3 978 = 700 =16¢6 500 300 - 900 “2e9 “2eT
CUSTER2 o o o o o & 2 o 1 200 1 305 = 100 =847 100 100 = 100 i ekt ~1s%
DELTA o o o o 2 » ¢ o 14 500 15 602 =1 100 =70 1 800 1 200 -1 600 ~1e2 =lel
DENVER% o« o o o o ¢ & o “489 100 493 887 =i 80O =1e0 68 200 33 000 ~40 000 =02 Le7
DOLORES o o o ¢ v 5 o 3 1 600 2 196 = 600 =2545 300 100 ~ 800 =46 Jel
DOUGLAS o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o2 o 6 900 4 816 2 100 4207 600 300 1 800 5.9 302
EAGLE ¢ o o o o 9 o ¢ ¢ 5 400 4 677 700 1547 900 300 100 2+4 Oeld
ELBERTs s ¢ o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¥ 3 500 3 708 - 200 =59 400 200 =~ 400 =140 “1e9
ElL. PASO%e s o s o o o o 185 500 143 742 41 800 2944 19 500 7 000 29" 300 4e2 T 668
FREMONT o & o 2 » ¢ o @ 21 700 20 196 i 500 Te3 2 100 1 800 1 200 tlel 10
GARFIELDe & o o o o o o 15 600 12 047 3 600 3040 1 500 800 2 900 4od Qe3
GILPINe o o o o % ¢ @ @ 700 685 100 82 100 100 100 Le3 “2el
GRAND ¢ o ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & 3 500 3 557 - 100 “lolh 500 200 - 300 =0e2 ~lol
GUNNISONe o a o ¢ o o o 18 000 5 477 2 500 4547 1 000 200 1 800 6e2 =0t
HINSDALEs & ¢ ¢ ¢ o o @ 200 208 (Z} 15.9 (2} (Z} (z} 244 ~2el
HUERFANGs ¢ o s & 5 s ¢ 7 400 7 867 - 500 =62 1 000 600 - 900 “1e0 =2e9
JACKSON ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ o o 1 600 1 758 - 100 =Tab 300 100 - 300 =13 ~le2
JEFFERSON¥e o ¢ o ¢ » o 199 000 127 520 71 400 5640 24 200 5 800 53 000 7ok 8e6
KIOWA o o o a o o & o « 2 Q00 2 425 = 400 «184¢0 300 100 = 600 =3¢l “Zel
KIT CARSONe o ¢ & o o @ 7 400 6 957 500 Tl 200 400 (Z) 1ol =2el
LAKEs & s 5 o o a @ 5 ¢ 8 400 7 104 1 300 1842 1 800 400 - 200 247 Lt
LAPLATA o ¢ o & o & o @ 16 400 19 225 =2 800 =llbeé 2 600 1 100 =4 300 “2:5 246
LARIMER o o & o o ¢ o @ 175 900 53 343 22 500 42.2 8 800 3 600 17 300 5.8 240
LAS ANIMASs o o o o ¢ o 16 500 19 983 =3 400 =173 2 100 1 500 =4 100 =340 =26
LLINCOLN o » o ¢ o o o @ 5 100 5 310 - 200 LT 600 300 - 500 «0¢7 “lel
LOGAN ¢ ¢ & o & ¢ s & @ 18 500 20 302 -1 800 «%.0 2 800 1 100 =3 500 =15 L7
MESAe » o @ o o & & o @ 52 900 50 715 2 200 be3 6 000 3 000 = 700 Ge7 207
MINERAL o s o o ¢ o o ¢ 600 424 100 337 100 (Z) 100 48 Yo
MOFFATe 2 o o o o ¢ o » & 600 7 061 = 500 ~6aT7 1 100 300 =1 200 ~1lel 1e7
MONTEZUMA s ¢ o o & o @ 13 000 14 o2d4 -1 000 “720 2 000 700 -2 300 =1e2 EIL
MONTROSEs ¢ o & ¢ s o o 18 600 8 286 300 17 2 600 1 100 -1 200 063 1«9
MORGANe » o o o o o & @ 19 500 21 192 -1 700 =749 3 000 1 200 =3 500 ~1e3 1eb
OTERO o o o s o & ¢ o @ 25 000 24 128 200 348 3 800 1 700 =1 200 046 =0e5
OURAY + & ¢ o s ¢ o & & 1 500 1 601 - 100 ~8ol 200 100 - 200 -}.;-3 =247
PARKs o o s & & ¢ o o 1 400 1 822 = 400 ~22:9 200 100 - 500 mhel =063
PHILLIPSs o o » ¢ o o @ 4 200 4 440 = 300 660 400 300 - 300 B3 =10
PITKINs & o e o ¢ ¢ o & 3 200 2 381 800 35.2 500 100 500 4s 9 38
PROWERS o ¢ o o & ¢ o o 13 900 13 296 600 $e3 2 000 900 - 600 07 ~lel
PUEBLO¥ ¢ s « @ ¢ o o @ 1119 000 118 707 300 03 16 500 6 200 -2 900 tZ}) 28
RIO BLANCOs & o o o o o 4 800 5 150 ~ 300 ~Gett 700 200 - 800 =Ll 0%
RIO GRANDEs o o s ¢« o o 10 400 11 160 - 700 Gelt 1 700 800 =1 700 ~Lel “lelh
ROUTT o ¢ &« 2 ¢ s & o @ 5 700 5 900 - 200 =3l 700 400 - 500 =0e5 LTS
SAGUACHEs & s o s o o @ 4 200 4 473 - 300 =59 800 300 -~ 800 a0 -2e3
SAN JUANe¢ o & & & o o o 1 000 849 100 48 300 100 - 100 2e2 =53
SAN MIGUELe o o ¢ @ o ¢ 1 900 2 o44 =1 000 “3tal 300 100 =1 200 “Bokt 09
SEDGWICKe & ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o 3 600 U4 242 - 600 =148 400 200 - 800 -2¢5 =1e8
SUMMITe o o & & ¢ » o ¢ 1 600 2 073 - 400 =216 300 100 = 700 =38 6s2
TELLERe ¢ o & s o ¢ o o 3 300 2 495 800 3244 300 200 800 4e6 ~1e0
WASHINGTONe ¢ & ¢ o o o 6 100 6 625 = 500 =TT 600 400 - 800 “1s23 “ie3
WELDs o 2.2 o o o o o @ 177 600 72 344 5 300 T3 10 800 4 100 =i 500 el Go7
YUMAe % o o & o o o o & 8 000 8 912 - 900 =102 900 700 -1 100 =17 “1e9
CONNECTICUT o o s « 2 886 000 2 535 234 351 000 138 350 000 156 000 157 00Q 244 2el
FAIRFIELD*e s « ¢ s o o 759 500 653 589 105 900 162 86 200 40 100 59 900 2.4 2:6
HARTFORD¥ o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 783 300 689 355 93 700 136 97 100 40 100 36 700 241 265
LITCHFIELDe o o ¢ ¢ o o 134 300 119 856 14 400 120 15 300 8 100 7 300 1.8 1e9
MIDDLESEX ¢ s & = o o o 107 %00 88 863 19 000 2Ll.4 12 600 5 500 L1 900, 3.l 2.8
NEW HAVEN®a o o o 5 o o 709 000 660 315 48 600 Telk 86 500 42 200 4 400 | Lled 19
NEW LONDON¥ & ¢ ¢ o o o 225 100 185 745 35 400 19e1 31 800 11 400 15 000 | & 268 25
TOLLAND o ¢ o » ¢ & o o 192 900 68 737 24 200 3501 10 600 3 200 16 BOO ! Y 4.9 4ot
WINDHAM o o ¢ 2 o o o @ 78 000 68 572 9 500 13.8 9 500 5 000 4. 900 261 lel

SEE FOOTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA ¢
: i JULY L APRIL 1+ NET
: 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION {1960~66 |1350~60
(CENSUS)

DELAWARE: o o o o o 3514 000 ke 292 68 000 15.2 71 000 27 000 24 000 23 34
KENTe o » o o » ¢ & 2 @ 379 100 65 651 13 400 2065 L2 400 3 500 4 600 3.0 567
NEW CASTLEX » o o s ¢ o 3.”'557 400 307 446 48 900 1642 47 300 18 100 20 700 2ol 3¢5
SUSSEXs s o ¢ & & & o o 3r7 800 73 195 4 760 6otk i1 300 5 400 =1 200 10 1e8

DISTe OF COLUMBIA o 806 000 763 956 42 000 55 124 000 56 000 =26 000 0.9 =045

FLORIDA o » ¢ o o ¢ 5 914 000 4 951 560 96d 000 1944 712 000 339 000 590 000 29 660
ALACHUA « o o o o 6o ¢ o 195 100 T4 074 21 000 2894 13 200 3 900 11 800 4ol 2¢7
BAKER ¢ o ¢ » o @ ¢ o @ 7 900 7 363 500 70 1 200 400 « 200 lal 16
BAY o o » o & ¢ ¢ & e @ 66 400 67 131 = 700 =lel 11 300 2 %00 =9 100 =0eR 4o
BRADFORDs «'0o ¢ ¢ o 3 @ 113 500 12 446 1 100 8e9 1700 800 200 leth 0e8
BREVARD o s3/s ¢ o o 5 @ 213 200 111 435 101 800 Gie3 24 900 5 300 82 200 10.9 1648
BROWARD%e o & o o o o @ 466 000 333 946 132 000 3945 47 000 24 200 109 300 5¢5 ithe8
CALHOUN & o5 o ¢ o ¢ o 7 500 7 422 100 1e8 1 000 500 =~ 400 0+2 =0eb
CHARLOTTE & ¢ o & ¢ o o 20 800 12 594 8 200 649 1 300 1 700 8 500 8e3 114
CITRUS: s s ¢ ¢ & o o @ 13 300 9 268 4 600 430 i 200 900 3 700 549 4e3
CLAYs 2 o o o s + o o @ 22 200 i¢ 535 2 600 13¢5 3 200 1 100 500 260 362
COLLIER o ol o o « ¢ v o 28 100 15 753 12 400 784 3 100 1 200 10 400 947 93
COLUMBIAe 5.6 o o o e o 24 200 20 077 4 100 204 3 400 1 500 2 200 360 1«0
DADE% o &« » o & ¢ » v ¢ 1 084 300 935 OHT 149 200 1640 118 600 60 500 91 100 204 666
DE SOTO o g o o o o s ¢ 13 800 11 683 2 100 179 1 600 800 1 300 2.7 24
DIXIE » o & ¢ o o s ¢ @ 5 100 4 479 700 146 900 300 100 2.2 1e3
DUVALkKe o ¢ o o o & o @ 500 900 455 411 45 500 100 75 900 25 400 =5 000 15 Hel
ESCAMBIAX o o & ¢ & ¢ @ 193 200 173 829 19 300 1lel 31 000 8 100 =3 600 17 Golth
FLAGLER o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ & 4 800 4 566 200 48 600 300 - 100 CeB 3sl
FRANKLINe ¢ o ¢ o o o o 7 700 6 576 1 200 175 1 100 500 600 2.6 le2
GADSDEN ¢ » & o & ¢ o @ 143 700 41 989 1 700 4ot 6 900 2 300 =3 000 Oeb 1ok
GILCHRIST o o o ¢ o o s 3 000 2 868 100 3e2 400 200 =~ 100 0e5 =240
GLADESe o o o o ¢ ¢ o o 4 000 2 950 1 100 3646 400 200 800 Sel 260
GULFs ¢ ¢ » & o v & ¢ o 9 200 9 937 - 800 X i 500 500 -1 800 =1:3 249
HAMILTONe ¢ o a o o o @ 7 700 7705 (Zy =03 1 200 500 - 700 =0al “1e5
HARDEEs o & o o % & o @ 13 500 12 370 1 100 8.8 1 800 800 100 leth 201
HENDRYe o & o o ¢ & ¢ ¢ 12 200 8 119 4 000 497 1 800 500 2 800 607 3.0
HERNANDO: & & ¢ o o o & 13 300 11 205 2 100 1846 1 800 1 000 1 200 2+8 B¢3
HIGHLANDS o ¢ o # o ¢ ¢ 25 700 21 338 4 300 204 3 400 1 800 2 700 3.0 4eb
HILLSBOROUGH® o ¢ o o o 448 500 397 788 50 700 1248 57 600 26 000 19 200 169 4.8
HOLMESe ¢ ¢ o 6 ¢ 2 ¢ o 11 400 10 844 500 449 1 100 800 200 0.8 =25
INDIAN RIVERs ¢ s ¢ o @ 32 700 25 309 7 400 294 4 100 2 000 5 300 42 79
JACKTON « » » & o o ¢ s 34 500 36 208 -4 TG0 =448 4 300 2 000 =4 000 =0.8 3]
JEFFERSON ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o 9 500 9 543 -~ 100 =140 1 500 700 - 900 ~0e2 =0e9
LAFAYETTE o o o ¢ o ¢ o 2 700 2 889 = 200 =568 300 200 - 300 =10 =1e7
LAKEs o « s o o v » & @ 64 500 57 383 7 200 1245 7 400 4 800 4 500 1.9 Yo7
LEE ¢ ¢ s ¢ ¢ s & o ¢ o 77 100 54 539 22 600 4184 8 300 4 400 18 700 5e7 8.8
LEON® = o« » o ¢ 5 ¢ & @ 187 600 74 225 13 400 18.0 11 400 3 400 5 400 247 37
LEVYe o o 5 s 2 o & 6 o 12 500 10 364 2 200 20.9 i 560 800 1400 3¢l =0e3
LIBERTY o o ¢ o & o 4 s 3 000 3 138 = 200 =53 400 200 - 400 =0e9 =Qol
MADISON o & » ¢ s ¢ o o 14 200 4 154 (2) 0.2 2 000 900 ~1 100 (2) (Z2)
MANATEE ¢ s » ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & 75 900 69 168 & 800 9.8 7 100 6 600 6 300 15 7ol
MARIONe « o s o & ¢ s o 64 Q00 51 616 12 400 2440 8 600 3 900 7 600 3.5 36l
MARTINe & ¢ o o s o o o 23 500 16 932 6 600 3Ge1 2 500 1 500 5 600 Sett 8.0
MONROEs ¢ & e o ¢ o « » 52 800 47 921 4 800 101 8 400 2 300 -1 300 1e6 4.8
NASSAUe e ¢ o o o o ¢ o 17 8OO 17 189 600 3¢3 2 600 900 =1 100 0.5 30
OKALOOSAs o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o 77 100 61 175 16 000 2641 13 200 1 900 4 800 3.8 843
OKEECHOBEE: o ¢ o+ ¢ o ¢ 9 BOO 6 424 3 400 52.8 1 400 400 2 400 7+0 bett
ORANGE® o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o 308 300 263 540 44 800 170 41 400 L4 900 18 300 2.5 8e7
OSCEOLA « ¢ ¢ 2 o o e o 20 800 19 029 1 800 902 2 200 2 100 1 700 Lol 5e3
PALM BEACH® o ¢ ¢ s ¢ o 288 400 228 106 60 300 2644 32 500 17 300 45 100 3.8 Tel
PASCO ¢ ¢ & = & s ¢ o @ 45 000 36 785 8 200 2243 3 BOO 3 80O 8 100 3.3 60
PINELLASKY o o o ¢ & # o 432 300 374 665 57 700 5.4 35 200 4G 600 63 100 263 809
POLKs » o s o o & o ¢ @ 227 80O 195 139 32 600 167 27 600 12 000 17 000 2.5 4o6
PUTNAMe o ¢ o o 2 o o » 33 700 32 212 1 500 He7 5 100 2 100 -1 500 0e7 3e2
5Te JOHNS « o s o o o » 31 200 30 O34 1 100 3.7 3 900 2 300 = 500 0.6 1e9

SEE FOODTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE,
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Table 1-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimat

es to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

PORULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 14 APRIL 1t NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=~66 |1930=60
{CENSUS)
FLORIDA==CON
STo LUCIE o o o o o o o 47 100 39 294 7 900 2040 6 200 2 800 4 500 360 659
SANTA ROSA¥ o o o o o o 32 400 20 547 2 800 946 6 300 1 400 -2 100 1.5 448
SARASOTAe o o o o o & o 95 200 76 895 18 300 23,8 8 100 7 100 17 300 345 1063
SEMINOLE# + o o ¢ o o ® 68 600 Sy 947 13 600 2448 9 400 3 200 7 500 3,6 7ol
SUMTERs o o o o o o o o 13 600 11 869 1 800 1449 1 700 900 1 000 2.2 065
SUWANNEEs o o o s o o o 17 000 14 961 2 000 1304 2 100 1100 1 000 240 “ie3
TAYLORs o o o o o o o o 13 600 13 168 400 269 2 000 800 ~ 800 045 248
UNION o o » o ¢ o 8 o o 6 100 6 043 (2) 02 700 300 - 1400 () ~308
VOLUSIA « o o o o s o o 162 100 125 319 36 800 2944 15 000 12 600 34 300 4e2 Seld
WAKULLA o ¢ s o o o o o 5 700 5 257 500 848 700 300 100 Lot (z)
WALTONs o o o o o o & o 14 900 15 576 - 700 “lhob 1 700 1 000 -1 400 ~008 046
WASHINGTONs s o o s o o 11 100 i1 249 ~ 200 =l otk 1 400 800 - 800 =062 “0eb
GEORGIA o s ¢ o o o 4 462 000 3 943 116 519 000 1342 631 000 228 000 115 000 240 1e4
APPLING o o o o o s o o 14 300 13 246 1 000 749 1 900 700 - 100 142 =06
ATKINSONG o o o o o o o 6 600 6 188 400 645 1 100 400 - 300 1.0 —Le7
BACON » o o o o ¢ o o o 8 200 8 359 - 100 =167 1 100 500 - 700 ~0.3 “0e7
BAKER ¢ o « o« s o ¢ o ® 3 800 4 543 - 700] =159 700 300 -1 100 “2e7 247
BALDWIN o o o o o ¢ o o 40 200 34 064 6 100 1840 3 700 1 300 3 700 267 Leth
BANKS o o o« o & o » o o 7 900 & 497 1 400 2242 600 300 1 200 3.3 ~0e7
BARROWs o o o o o s o o 15 600 14 485 1 100 7.8 2 000 S00 100 162 100
BARTOWs o o s s o o o o 33 400 28 267 5 100 1841 4 200 1 600 2 500 247 043
BEN HiLbe ¢ ¢ o o o o = 13 800 13 633 200 1e3 1700 1 000 - 500 0s2 “0e9
BERRIEN « « s o » o o o 10 200 12 038 -1 800| =150 1 500 700 -2 600 =266 «1¢5
BIBBE o ¢ o ¢ o o s o o 148 700 141 249 7 400 543 21 200 & 700 -5 100 068 242
BLECKLEYs o » o s o s o 10 200 o 642 500 Solt 1 400 600 - 300 068 05
BRANTLEYe o o o o & o o 5 600 5 891 = 300 “lis5 800 300 - 700 07 ~0e8
BROOKSe o o « o o o o o 14 300 15 292 -1 000 6ol 2 300 1 000 -2 200 ~lel =147
BRYAN ¢ s o s 8 ¢ o o o 6 800 6 226 600 91 1 400 400 = 300 1o4 Ooti
BULLOCH o o o » s ¢ o o 129 500 24 263 5 300 21,7 4 400 1 500 2 300 3.2 =0a2
BURKE & ¢ s o o ¢ o« o o 19 800 20 596 - BOO =440 3 600 1 500 -3 000 =07 =163
BUTIS v o o o o v o o o 10 100 8-976 1100 1201 1 400 700 300 T8 “0sl
CALHOUN o o 2 o ¢ s o @ 7 300 7 341 ~ 100 “loel 1 200 500 - 800 02 ~1e5
CAMDENs o« o ¢ o » o o o 10 700 9 975 700 703 1 800 500 - 500 Aol 3l
CANDLER « o o o o & o ¢ 7 000 6 672 400 5,3 1 000 500 = 200 0,8 ~1e¢9
CARROLL o o s o o o s o 41 900 36 451 5 400 14e% 5 600 2 200 2 600 242 0e7
CATOOSA o s » o o o o o 25 100 21 101 4 000 1944 27900 900 2 000 2.8 3.4
CHARLTON: & ¢ o s o v o 5 500 5 313 200 4ol 1 000 300 - 400 066 140
CHATHAM¥s o & o o ¢ o o 188 000 188 299 - 300 =02 29 400 11 500 ~18 300 H4z) 242
CHATTOOGA & ¢ s o o o 19 600 19 954 - 300 ~1e6 2 500 1 100 -1 800 ~0s6
CHEROKEEs o s ¢ o o o & 26 800 23 001 3 800 1645 3 500 1 300 1 600 140
CLARKEs s o o o o 5 o ¢ 54 000 45 363 8 600 19,0 7 200 2 600 4 000 2.2
CLAYs o ¢ 2 s ¢ 5 o o o 4 500 4 551 - 100 =15 600 300 ~ 400 2.5
CLAYTON®¢ « s o o o o o 72 700 46 365 26' 400 5648 9 300 1 700 18 800 703
CLINCHs o s s s s & o o 7 600 6 545 1 100 1647 1 400 400 100 245 069
COBB% s s o s o ¢ 0 v o 166 000 114 174 51 900 4544 21 300 4 80O 35 300 642 6e3
COFFEEs ¢ o o s ¢ ¢ o o 21 400 21 953 - 500 ~2¢5 3 600 1 300 ~2 800 0ot -049
COLQUITTs o« o o« ¢ s o o 32 300 34 048 -1 700 -560 5 000 1 900 «l 800§ =0e8 (z)
COLUMBIAe o ¢ o ¢ o o o 19 900 13 423 6 500 Uge3 2 800 700 4 10O 6¢5 3¢5
COOKe & s 2 's s o ¢ v o 12 300 11 822 400 3.7 2 100 700 - 900 0e6 «0e3
COWETAs o o s o o ¢ 5 o 31 100 28 893 2 300 748 4 400 1 900 - 300 1e2 Outh
CRAWFORDe o o o s o o o 5 $00 5 816 100 Lokt L 000 300 - 500 042 =0tk
CRISP o s 2 s o s o o o 17 700 17 768 - 100 05 2 800 1 300 -1 600 =0el 0s1
DADEs o + s » o ¢ ¢ & » 8 900 8 666 300 343 1 200 400 - 500 045 16
DAWSONs o s o o o ¢ 5 o 3 600 3 590 100 Lotk 500 200 - 300 0.2 “0e3
DECATUR ¢ o o o o o o @ 24 600 25 203 - 600 ~2¢5 3 600 1 500 =2 800 ~Oolt 0e7
DE KALB%e o » o o o o o 34} 000 256 782 84 300 3248 42 300 11 100 53 100 |z L6 645
DODGE & o s o o« o ¢ o o i6 300 16 483 ~ 100 ~0¢9 2 300 1 000 ~1 #400]  =0el =0.8
DOOLY o s s s o o & 3 o 10 80O 11 474 - 600 ~5e5 1 800 800 -1 600 | =069 -241
DOUGHERTY*s o o o o o o 89 100 75 680 13 400 1767 15 600 3 600 1 a00l’ 2.6 5e7
DOUGLAS ¢ » s o o o o o 22 900 16 741 6 100 3645 2 800 900 4 200 51 3.2
EARLY & o o s s o ¢ o s 13 400 13 151 300 2.0 2 200 900 -1 100 03 ~248
ECHOLSs o ¢ o o s ¢ v o 1 800 1 876 - 100 =349 200 100 - 200 =06 “268
EFFINGHAM o o o o 5 o o 13 100 10 144 3 000 29,5 1 500 700 2 100 Uo2 1ol
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE * COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1y APRIL L NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=66 [1950-60
{CENSUS)
GEORGIA==CON .
ELBERTe o v o a o o o ¢ 18 300 17 835 500 208 2 600 1 100 =i 000 okt ~Qolh
EMANUEL o o o o & o o o 20 200 17 815 2 400 135 2 700 L 100 900 2el =10
EVANS s v a o o 8 & 5 o 8 300 6 952 1 300 18+9 1 500 400 200 248 0ol
FANNINe o o o o ¢ e o @ 13 200 13 620 = 400 -3¢0 1 300 700 ~1 000 “Q o5 =lel
FAYETTE o o o o 8 & o o 9 200 8 199 1 000 11.8 L 200 500 300 18 a3
FLOYD ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o a ¢ 72 300 69 130 3 200 4a6 9 400 3 900 ~2 300 7 0e9
FORSYTH o o o o s o o o 15 300 12 170 3 100 25.6 L 700 700 2 000 367 1.0
FRANKLINe s o o & & ¢ o 13 300 13 274 (Z) =Q0¢l 1 600 %00 = 700 (Z) ~0e8
FULTON® ¢ o o o o o o o 618 400 556 326 62 000 1le2 87 000 36 000 10 900 1e7 166
GILMERe o o o o o o o © 9 800 8 922 900 100 1 000 500 300 1eB “lel
GLASCOCKs o » o o ¢ o o 2 700 2 672 {Z) le2 400 200 w 100 Qe “De®
GLYNN ¢ » s o o o @ o ¢ 50 600 4y 954 8 600 2046 7 700 2 200 3 200 3e0 37
GORDONe s o o & o o & & 21 600 19 228 2 300 12:2 2 900 1 100 600 149 Oe2
GRADY o o o ;0 o 0 o o @ 18 600 18 015 600 36l 2 600 1 100 =1 000 065 ~0e5
GREENEe o o 2 o ¢ ¢ o » 10 700 11 193 = 500 wihs ] 1 500 900 =1 100 =0a7 ~loth
GWINNETT®* ¢ ¢ o o ¢ & ¥ 57 000 43 54 13 500 309 7 200 2 300 8 500 4ol 3.0
HABERSHAM ¢ o o o o o ¢ 19 400 i8 116 1 300 Te2 2 500 1 000 - 200 lel 069
HALla & » o » 8 ¢ o o @ 55 400 49 739 5 600 1le3 7 800 2 500 300 1e7 262
HANCOCK » o o o o o o 2 9 600 9 979 - 300 “3e3 1 700 600 w«l 400 =0e5 “1e0
HARALSONe o 0 s ¢ o o o {5 300 14 543 800 564 1 700 900 {Z) 08 ~0el
HARRISe o .5. ¢ ¢ o 9 @ 11 800 11 167 600 546 1 700 700 - 400 09 =0el
HART: o ¢ » % s o s s ¢ 17 800 15 229 2 600 1740 2 100 900 1 400 2:6 0s5
HEARD o 5 o o o o ¢ & ¢ 5 500 5 333 200 345 700 400 = 200 066 206
HENRY o ¢ ss66 o © o o ® 23 600 17 619 & 000 3348 3 500 1 100 3 500 4e8 lel
HOUSTONY%e o & o o & s & 56 800 39 154 17 600 45.0 8 700 L 600 10 500 6l bl
IRWIN ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o @ 9 100 9 211 - 100 =1eQ 1 400 600 ~ 900 =0e2 =240
JACKSON » o o o ¢ o o o 19 900 18 499 1 400 7e5 2 500 1 200 (Z) l1e2 “Qe3
JASPERe ¢ ¢ o o o o o ® 5 800 6 135 = 300 =56 900 500 = 700 =0s9 =20
JEFF DAVIS: o o ¢ o o o 9 500 8 94 600 606 1 500 400 - 500 140 =Qeth
JEFFERSON o o ¢« s & o @ 18 700 17 468 1 200 740 3 000 1 100 - 600 1ol ~0e8
JENKINS o o 5 » & ¢ o @ g 100 9 148 (Z) {Z) 1 700 600 =1 100 (Z) =lal
JOHNSON o o o o o o o o 8 600 8 048 500 6e3 1 200 500 - 200 1.0 240
JONES o ¢ o o 2 8 & » ¢ 10 500 8 468 2 100 2He3 1 400 500 1 100 365 le2
LAMAR o & » # o s & o @ 9 800 10 240 = 500 =47 1 500 700 =] 300 =08 12}
LANIERe » o o ¢ o ¢ o o 4 900 5 097 = 200 =3¢l 200 300 - 700 =05 =0l
LLAURENS ¢ ¢ ¢ o & o o ¢ 34 800 32 313 2 500 Te? 53 200 2 100 = 600 IXY3 ~0e2
LEE &« o » o s s o o o o 6 600 6 204 400 640 1 100 400 « 400 069 ~0e7
LIBERTY ¢ ¢ o 2.0 ¢ & @ 14 600 14 487 100 Qe7 2 900 700 =2 000 Osl 545
LINCOLN ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ s o o 5 500 5 906 - 400 =7l 700 400 - 700 =5e2 ~0e9
LONGe o« » o o ¢ o o o o 4 200 3 874 300 8el 900 200 - 400 1e3 0e7
LOWNDES » & o ¢ o » o =« 52 000 49 270 2 700 545 8 700 2 600 -3 300 09 3ok
LUMPKIN o o o » o o 2 7 800 7 241 500 Tl 200 400 {z) 1ol 140
MC DUFFIE o ¢ ¢ & o & @ 14 000 12 627 1 300 10+6 2 300 800 - 100 le6 10
MC INTOSH o o o o o o @ 6 700 & 364 400 60 1 100 500 - 200 09 06
MACON o o & o o ® & o @ 13 300 13 170 300 246 2 4oo 300 =1 200 Oeld =08
MADISON o a o o s o o @ 12 900 11 246 1 700 15e1 1 700 700 800 263 ~0¢8
MARIONs s o & o v ¢ o o 5 400 5 477 - 100 =18 900 400 - 700 ~0e3 “1le7
MERIWETHERs o« ¢ o o o @ 19 600 19 756 = 100 =08 2 800 1 300 =1 700 “Q0el ~0s6
MILLERe o o ¢ ¢ ¢ e & @« 6 900 6 908 {Z) Qel %00 400 - 500 {2} =26
MITCHELLe o o o & o o 20 200 19 652 600 249 3 700 1 200 -1 900 0¢5 “lel
MOMROEs o« o o s o o o 10 400 10 495 - 100 =06 i 400 700 - 800 =Qel (Z)
MONTGOMERYs » o o o o @ 7 200 6 284 900 1ok 1 100 400 200 2e¢2 =23
MORGANs & & = & ¢ o o ¢ 11 400 10 280 1 200 1let} 1 800 700 100 17 =15
MURRAYs o o o @« o & o @ 13 800 10 447 3 400 3244 2 000 600 2 000 46 =Qo2
MUSCOGEE® % & o o o o © 209 100 171 634 37 500 218 32 800 7 500 12 200 3.2 28
NEWTONe o o o » o s o @ 24 000 20 999 3 000 1443 3 500 1 400 300 202 Ol
OCONEEs ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ @ ¢ o ¢ 7 200 & 304 300 1346 800 400 500 20l mlel
OGLETHORPE. o o o o ¢ o 7 800 7 926 - 100 =Led 1 000 600 « 600 =0e2 =2¢3
PAULDINGe o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o @ 15 800 13 101 2 700 206 1 900 800 I 600 3.0 Lol
PEACH » » 2 o ¢ © o o 3 15 900 13 846 2 000 145 3 000 900 - 100 262 Lle7
PICKENS ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ v @ 9 700 8 903 800 9e5 i 600 300 - 200 145 Ol
PIERCEs o #» o » o » o o 10 000 9 678 300 343 1 400 600 = 400 05 =lelt
PIKEs ¢« ¢ 5 ¢« o s © o o 7 200 7 138 (Z) QeS 1 100 500 - 600 Oel =le7
POLKa o o o s 8 o o o o 29 200 28 015 1 100 bel 3 900 1 800 = 900 046 =140
PULASKI o o o o o o o o 8 100 8 204 - 100 =049 1 300 600 - 700 =0sd ~0e7
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO- 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1e APRIL 1 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  PERCENT BIRTHS - DEATHS MIGRATION |1960=66 |1950=60
(CENSUS)
GEORGIA~~CON.,

PUTNAMe ¢ & ¢ & o o o o 8 300 7 798 500 6ol 1,200 500 = 300 1e0 Ol
QUITMAN « o o ¢ o o o o 2 500 2 432 100 40 400 100 = 100 0s6 =2el
RABUN o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o 7 700 7 456 500 3¢5 i 000 400 - 300 0e5 {Z}
RANDOLPMe & ¢ o o » o ¢ 9 800 11 078 =1 300 =12:0 1 500 800 =2 100 =260 w202
RICHMOND® ¢ o o o o 5. 173 300 135 601 37 700 27.8 21 800 7 600 23 400 4,0 2:2
ROCKDALEs o ¢ a o o o o 14 900 10 572 4 300 4046 1 900 700 3100 506 22
SCHLEYe o ¢ o & o o o ¢ 3 300 3 256 {Z2) 0e2 500 200 - 200 (Z) w2ol
SCREVEN o s o 2 s o o 2 i4 100 14 919 - 800 “5¢7 2 200 1 000 ~2 000 =009l ~1s8
SEMINCLEs o » o o o o ¢ 7 200 6 802 400 6e2 1 100 400 - 200 1.0 =15
SPALDINGs » o o o o ¢ ¢ 40 200 35 404 4 800 135 5 300 2 300 1 700 2.0 le3
STEPHENSe » o o o ¢ o o 19 600 18 391 i 200 6e7 2 500 L 000 - 200 10 10
STEWART ¢ » o o ¢ s o o 7 100 7 371 = 300 =308 1 300 500 =1 000 “Qeb 2ol
SUMTERe ¢ » o s o ¢ s ¢ 27 500 24 652 2 800 1le5 4 200 1 800 400 1.8 Qo2
TALBOTe o o o a o o o & 8 000 7 127 800 11.6 1 000 500 300 le8 =0e8
TALIAFERROs ¢ o o & ¢ 3 100 3 370 = 300 =7e7 500 200 - 500 “le3 ~-2e9
TATTNALLe » » & o o o 17 300 15 837 i 400 90 2 000 200 300 Lel =0al
TAYLORs o o ¢ o o o @« @ 8 200 8 311 - 100 =Qe% 1 500 700 - 900 =0al =(e$
TELFAIR o o o o s o.0 o 12 000 11 715 300 208 2 000 800 - $00 Oath =le2
TERRELL ¢ ¢ o ¢ » o & ¢ 11 900 12 742 = 800 =65 2 400 1 000 -2 300 “1lel =162
THOMASe o o o & o » & o 37 500 34 319 3 200 Gelk 5 700 2 300 - 200 Lotk Oel
TIFTe ¢ » o ¢ a2 ¢ o s ¢ 26 000 23 487 2 500 10.8 3 800 1 300 (Z) 1e?7 Qo lh
TOOMBSe o o & ¢ o » o o 19 300 16 837 2 400 1444 3 000 1 100 500 2.2 =0e3
TOWNS o o o s o ¢ o o o 5 000 4 538 500 ‘100 500 200 200 165 =Qeb
TREUTLEN: s ¢ s ¢ o o @ 6 500 5 874 600 1061 800 300 100 1e5 =1e0
TROUP ¢ ¢ » o o o » & 46 000 47 189 =1 100 2okt 6 100 3 100 =4 200 =Oalt =0:5
TURNERs & ¢ ¢ o o o & o 8 900 8 439 500 Sl 1 400 600 - 300 08 =20l
TWIGGESs o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o 8 200 7 935 300 3e3 1 300 400 - 600 0.5 =05
UNION o o o o o ¢ o o o 6 800 6 310 300 Geld 700 300 = 100 Ce7 wled
UPSON o o o © o » & ¢ o 24 300 23 800 500 1:9 3 100 1 400 =1 300 (] «0e5
WALKER® ¢ & o s © o ¢ 49 800 45 264 4 500 100 6 600 2 300 200 15 17
WALTONs o o » o ¢ ¢ o @ 23 500 20 481 3 100 1469 3 300 1 300 i 100 Z2e3 Oel
WAREs o o ¢ o 6 o o » @ 35 800 34 219 1 600 4a7 5 100 2 100 -1 400 Qa7 12
WARRENe o & & s o » ¢ @ 7 00C 7 360 = 400 =540 1 300 500 -1 100 =048 “1e7
WASHINGTONe o o o o o @ 18 800 ig 903 - 10C =05 3 100 1 400 =1 800 =Qe L =il
WAYNE o & o & s o o o @ 18 000 17 921 100 Qo7 2 900 1 000 -1 800 Qel 2e3
WEBSTER o o o s o o o o 2 900 3 247 - 300 ~Qe2 400 200 - 500 =145 =23
WHEELER o o & » ¢ o o » 5 300 5 342 = 100 =Le3 700 300 =~ 500 Qa2 [, w23
WHITE o o o a & o ¢ & » 7 400 6 935 400 663 1 000 400 = 200 1.0 145
WHITFIELD o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 52 300 42 109 10 200 2843 7 100 2 100 5 .300 3¢5 240
WILCOXe o ¢ & 2 o ¢ » @ 6 900 7 905 =1 000 =127 1 000 500 -1 500 =2l =245
WILKESe s s o ¢« o o & ¢ 10 100 10 961 = 900 ~TeQ 1 500 900 =i 500 ~hed wle2
WILKINSON o o o o o o @ 10 400 9 250 L 100 1240 1 500 600 200 48 ~0s6
WORTH ¢ o @ o o o 5 @ o 15 000 16 682 ~1 700 =10et 2 700 1 000 -3 400 =147 =1e5
HAWAIIe 2 o o o o @ - 733 000 632 772 101 000 1549 107 0GQ 22 000 16 000 204 2ot
HAWAIZo o o & o ¢ o o @ 61 900 61 332 500 0e? 7 200 3 000 =3 700 0ol =1lsl
HONOLULU% o o o o o o = 5%6 300 500 409 25 900 192 31 300 16 200 20 800 2.8 366
KAUAI ¢ o s o o o & o o 28 800 28 455 400 1.2 3 600 1 300 -1 %00 0e2 «0e5
MAUIe ¢ o ¢ o 5 ¢ o o @ 46 400 42 576 3 800 9.0 5 200 2 000 600 Lot =1le3
IDAHD o & o o o ¢ o 700_000 667 191 33 000 5.0 96 000 36 000 =27 000 Qe8 Led
ADA%e o o s » o o & ¢ & 160 700 93 460 7 300 78 13 100 5 100 = 8§00 Le2 248
ADAMS ¢ o & o o o o o © 3 000 2 978 100 203 400 200 - 200 Qolh =1s2
BANNOCK s o » ¢ ¢ o ¢ @ 49 900 49 342 500 1ol 8 000 2 200 =5 200 Qo2 167
BEAR LAKE s o« o2 & o ¢ @ 6 400 7148 = 700 =39 900 400 =1 200 ~L1e7 0¢5
BENEWAH o s o o o o o » 6 500 6 036 500 T8 800 400 100 1.2 ~0e2
BINGHAM o o &« o o ¢ o o 2% 700 28 zi8 1 500 S5e3 4 800 1 300 =2 100 | Qo8 1.9
BLAINE2 o ¢ o o o o o o 5 400 4 598 800 16.8 600 300 500 v 25 =146
BOISE o & ¢ o o s ¢ ¢ @ 1 500 1 64eé = 100 ~Te6 200 100 = 200 [ =13 Qo8
BONNERs s o 2 o ¢ 3 ¢ ¢ 15 100 15 587 = 500 »3e2 1 600 1 000 «} 100} =0.5 05
BONNEVILLEe o o ¢ o o @ 51 800 46 906 4 900 10e5 8 600 1 700 =L G900 & Lo 4.5

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
. JULY 1% APRIL 1t NET
1566 1960 NUMBER {PERCENT| BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION |1960~66 |1950~60
(CENSUS)
IDAHO~~CON,
BOUNDARYs & o o s ¢ o o 5 200 5 809 » 600| ~10e1 700 400 - 900} «le7} ~0.2
BUTTE o o o o o o o o o 3 300 3 498 = 200]  =5.0 500 100 ~ 600 =08 245
CAMAS o o o o o o o o 700 917 - 200} ~18+8 100 100| © = 200]  w3.3|  =le6
CANYONe o o o o o o o 60 600 57 662 2 900 540 7 600 3 500 ~1 300 0.8 0o7
CARIBOU o o s o o o o ¢ 7 300 5 976 1300 2240 900 300 700 342 047
CASSIAe o ¢ o o o 0 o o 18 000 16 121 1900] 118 2 900 800 = 200 LeB 1s0
; CLARK ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o s o 600 915 = 300| =3ie} 100 100 ~ 300 =58 ()
CLEARWATER: o o o o o o 9 000 8 548 500 5.8 1 200 400 = 200 049 Ot
CUSTERe o o o o o v o o 2 600 2 996 - 400] =1246 300 200 - 500| =2e1| =1s0
ELMOREs o o o o o o o o 17 900 16 719 1 200 740 3 900 600 »2 100 1ol 906
FRANKLING o s o ¢ o o o & 100 8 us7 - 400|  =he7 1 200 400 mi 200| =0eB| =15
FREMONT o o o s o v o o 9 500 8 679 "800 90 1 300 500 = 100 Leli| =07
GEM o 5.0 0 s o 8 8 0 s 9 100 5 127 (Z})] =05 1 200 600 - 700|  =0.1 0ot
GOODING o o o o o o o o 9 200 9 sty « 300  =3e4 500 600 = 700|  =0e5| =145
IDAHO « % o s o 5 5 o s 13 000 13 542 = 500|  =4s0 2 100 700 -1 900 0.7 1e7
JEFFERSON o o o s o o o 11 700 11 672 (z) 0+2 2 000 500 -1 500 (z) 1ol
JEROMEs & o s s ¢ ¢ ¢ o i1 400 11 712 - 300 =2+8 L 400 600 =1 100| =051 =03
KOOTENALs o o o o o o s 31 600 29 556 2 100 649 3 500 2 000 600 el 1e7
LATAH o o o s o o s o t23 800 21 170 2 600f 1244 2 900 1 000 800 1e9 0ol
LEMHI o s o o s o0 0 o 5 600 5 816 - 200 =40 800 400 - 600| =0s6| =0e8
LEWIS ¢ s o o o o 0 0 4 100 4 423 - 400!  =8.0 500 200 ~ 600 =143 045
LINCOLN % o s o o o o s 3 000 3 686 - 700| ~18e1 200 200 - 800| =3el| wled
MADISON s o o s s o s o 10 200 9 417 800 847 1 400 400 ~ 200 143 063
MINIDOKAs o o ¢ ¢ o o o 17 100 14 394 2 700] 1940 2 600 700 800 2.8 3¢9
NEZ PERCE o s s ¢ o o o 30 400 27 066 3 400| 1265 3 500 1 700 1 500 149 148
ONEIDAs o o o o o o o o 3 100 3 603 - 500( =13a7 400 200 - 700 =2e3]  =1e®
OWYHEE:s o o o o o 8 ¢ » 6 400 6 375 (z)| =02 900 400 = 500 (2) 041
PAYETTE o o o o o o o+ 12 500 12 363 100 el 1300 800 - 400 0.2 0ot
POWER o o o & o o o o ¢ 5 000 4 111 8001 204 600 300 500 3.0 0e3
SHOSHONEs « + & o » o ¢ 20 300 20 876 ~ 600| =2:8 2 800 1100 -2 300| ~0e5| =09
TETON o o o s o o o o 3 100 2 639 500|  19.3 400 100 300 2.9 =1e9
TWIN FALLSe » ¢ o o o+ 44 200 41 842 2 400 5.7 5 500 2 500 = 600 049 0s2
VALLEY: o o o o s 8 o o 3 700 3 663 100 243 500 200 - 200 0sth|  ~1e5
WASHINGTONs o s » ¢ & o 8 700 8 378 300 3.7 1 000 600 - 100 0e6| =0.2
ILLINGISe » o s o o) 10 787 000| 10 081 158 706 000 7.0) 1 413 000 661 000| =47 000 1el] 1.5
| ADAMS o o o s o s o o 69 900 68 467 L 400 2.1 8 600 5 500 =1 700 0.3 0.6
j ALEXANDER « o o ¢ o ¢ o 15 000 16 061 ~1 100] =648 2 100 1 600 =1 500 =iel] =243
; BONDe o6 s a o s o o ¢ 13 600 14 060 = 500(  =3s4 1 600 1100 - 900 =045 ~0a1
| BOONE*s o o o o & o s ¢ 24 000 20 326 3 700  18e2 2 800 1 300 2 200 247 1.8
g BROWN o o « o o o o s+ 6 000 6 210 - 200 =4s0 700 600 - 300 =0s7[ =leh
! BUREAUs & « o o & o+ & » 38 900 37 594 1 300 3.5 4 200 2 800 - 100 0.6 (2
| CALHOUN o o o o o ¢ o s 6 400 5 933 500 747 700 400 200 te2] 1.5
| CARROLL « o + o o ¢ » ¢ 19 600 19 507 100 0stt 2 300 1 500 - 700 0el 0e3
! CASSe s v s o o 0 o v o L 14 700 14 539 200 lel 1 700 1 200 - 300 0.2 ~Oob
\ CHAMPAIGNK e o o o o o o 150 200 132 436 17 800|  13.4 16 800 5 600 6 600 2.0 242
CHRISTIAN o o o o o o o 36 600 37 207 - 600| =le6 4 600 3 000 -2 300| ~0e3| ~0.4
I CLARK s o o o s o o s » 16 300 16 546 = 300 ~ie7 1 700 1 400 - 600] «Ds3] =0o5
. CLAYe o a o s o 0 o s s 15 200 15 815 - 600{ =40 1 700 1 200 =1 100! =0e6| =1s0
CLINTON o o o & ¢ o o » 25 500 24 029 1 500 603 3 500 1 500 = 500 1.0 0:6
! COLES v o o o o o « o » 1y 400 42 860 3 500 82 4 800 2 900 1 600 1a3 046
COOKN o o o o s o o « of 53991001 5 129 725 269 400 543 749 900 344 300| - 136 200 0.8 143
| CRAWFORDs o o & o o » o 19 400 20 751 -1 300{ =64 2 000 1 600 -1 800 =felfl =0.2
H CUMBERLANDs o & s o o 10 200 9 936 300 2.7 1 100 700 - 100 0elh | =045
| DE KALB v » o & ¢ s o 64 200 51 714 12 500  24.2 7 300 3 000 8 300 3.5 2.4
| DE WITT o o » o s o ¢ o 15 300 17 253 -1 900{ ~ilel 2 000 1 400 -2 500} =19 0s2
3 DOUGLAS + o + s ¢ o o = 18 500 19 243 - 800} =4l 2 300 1 300 -1 800| =047 Lot
| DU PAGEHs o o o ¢ v v o 400 600 313 459 87 100 27.8 47 200 13 500 53 500 460 703
| EDGAR » o o + s s o o 22 600 22 550 100 0.4 2 400 1 900 = 400 0.1 ] =04
EDWARDS o o » s s & » ¢ 7 100 7 940 ~ 900 =ilst 700 600 ~1 000 [ ~1e9| =13
EFFINGHAM o o o o ¢ o o 23 700 23 107 600 2.5 3 500 1 600 -1 300 0olt 046

| SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county, State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 14 APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=66 [1950~60
(CENSUS)
{LLINOIS==CON.
FAYETTE o o o o s o o o 22 200 21 946 300 1.2 2 300 1 600 - 400 0.2 “lial
FORDe o o o o o ¢ o o o 16 900 16 606 300 148 L 800 1 200 - 400 03 0ol
FRANKLING: o o o o o & o 39 300 39 281 (2) 2) 3 500 3 800 300 (z) w20l
FULTONe ¢ o » o o ¢ o o 42 000 41 954 (zy (2) 4 700 3 400 =1 400 (z) 0ot
GALLATING o o s o o o o 7 700 7 638 100 140 1 000 700 “ 100 042 “2e5
GREENEe o o o o o o o ¢ 16 500 17 460 = 900 =5l 2 000 1 500 ~1 500 =049 “0e8
GRUNDYos s s o o o o o o 25 600 22 350 3 200 1We5 3 000 1 400 1 700 242 1.5
HAMILTONs o o o o o o ¢ $ 000 10 010 -1 000 -947 900 500 - 900 =1e6 w200
HANCOCK « o o o o o o o 25 400 24 574 800 3.4 2 600 2 000 300 065 ~0e5
HARDING o o s o o o o o 5 100 5 879 - 800| =138 600 500 ~ 900 ~2e3 w2olf
HENDERSON o « o s o o o 7 000 8 237 i 300 ~1566 1 000 600 -1 700 -247 062
HENRY#s o o o o s o o # 52 500 49 317 3 200 Goll 5 900 3 600 800 140 046
IROQUOISe o ¢ o o ¢ o o 35 200 33 562 1 700 49 4 000 2 200 - 100 08 Ot
JACKSON « o o o o o o o 155 200 42 151 13100 31l 5 800 2 900 10 100 4otk 140
JASPERe o & s o s o v e i1 300 11 346 - 100 “0e7 1 300 900 - 500 “0s i =08
JEFFERSON o o o o 5 o ¢ 31 900 32 315 - 400 wlol 3 500 2 500 =1 400 “0e2 “1e0
JERSEYs s ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o 18 400 17 023 1 400 8e2 2 300 1 100 100 163 1ol
JO DAVIESSe o « o o ¢ @ 21 700 21 821 ~ 100 ~Oolt 3 100 1 600 ~1 600 “0el 0.2
JOHNSON « o o o o s o ¢ 7 200 6 928 300 4sl 800 600 100 06 “203
KANEX o o s o s o ¢ o 9 243 000 208 246 34700 1667 31 700 12 000 15 000 2.5 303
KANKAKEEs o o s o o o s 198 400 92 063 6 400 609 12 400 4 900 -1 200 1e1 243
KENDALL o & o o o o o o 23 700 17 540 6 200 3502 2 900 1 000 4 200 4e® 3.8
KNOXs ¢ o » » o o o v o 61 100 61 280 - 100 =02 7.000 4 100 =3 000 (z) 1e2
LAKE® ¢ s o o s ¢ 0 o o 342 900 293 656 49 200 1648 4y 400 13 700 18 500 265 Sel
LA SALLE: s » o & s o o 109 000 110 800 -1 800 =1e 14 000 7 600 -8 200 ~0:3 1:0
LAWRENCEs s o o o o o ¢ 18 600 18 540 100 Ooth 1 900 1 500 -~ 300 0ol ~1+0
LEE ¢ ¢ s o ¢ s o ¢ v o 44 200 38 749 5 500 141 4 400 2 400 3 500 201 0¢6
CIVINGSTONe » ¢ ¢ o o o 40 600 40 341 300 0e6 4 600 2 600 -1 800 0ot 0e7
LOGAN s « o o ¢ s o v o 135 700 33 656 2 100 6o2 3 500 2 100 700 140 049
MC DONOUGHs & o o o o ¢ 31 600 28 928 2 600 9l 3 200 2 200 1 600 Lol 03
MC HENRY® o s o o o ¢ o 100 000 84 210 15 800 1808 12 800 5 200 8 200 248 562
MC LEAN¥s o o o o o o ¢ 195 600 83 877 11 700 1400 11 300 5 600 6 100 241 0e9
MACONXo o o o o o © o o 124 400 118 257 6 100 5.2 15 800 7 100 -2 600 08 148
MACOUPINe « o « o o o ¢ 49 100 43 524 5 600 12.8 4 80O 3 800 4 500 1O ~De2
MADISON*e o o o o ¢ o o 244 100 221 689 19400 846 31 800 12 600 200 143 2.1
MARIONe s o o o o o o s 39 100 39 349 - 200 “0e5 4 700 3 300 =1 600 ~0el,| =006
MARSHALLe o s o o o o o 12 900 13 334 - 400 =302 1 500 1 000 -1 000 ~0451 ‘0e2
MASON o s o s s ¢ o o ¢ 15 300 15 193 100 Col 1 800 1200 - 600 0el]  =0et
MASSACe s o o o o o o o 13 400 14 341 - 900 642 1 500 1 100 -1 200 “1:0 0¢5
MENARDs « o s o o s o @ 10 100 5 248 800 9l 1 100 800 600 Leth 0t}
MERCERo o ¢ o o o « o ¢ 18 600 17 149 1 400 863 2 000 1 300 700 1e3 ~Oel
MONROEs o » ¢ o o o o o 19 100 15 507 3 600 2249 2 100 1 100 2 500 Jolt; 146
MONTGOMERYoe o o o o » @ 30 80O 31 244 - 1400 ~Lle3 3 500 2 800 -1 100 “0s2| =Ool
MORGANs o o o » o o a s 237 900 36 571 L 400 347 3 900 2 600 (2) 0e6f 043
MOULTRIEs o s ¢ o o o o 13 100 13 635 - 500 ~3.8 i 500 900 -1 100 =066’ 03
OGLEs o o o o ¢ o o o o 43 200 38 106 5 100 13e4 5 200 2 400 2 300 240 143
PEORIAK o o o o s o o o 195 500 189 o4 6 400 3ol 26 600 12 200 ~8 000 045 048
PERRY o s s ¢ o ¢ o o o 21 600 16 184 2 400 1247 2 000 1 500 1 900 169 ~le2
PIATT ¢ o & o o ¢ o o s 16 800 14 960 1 800 1243 1 600 1 000 1200 149 Oa7
PIKEe » o o ¢ o o o o o 19 700 20 552 - 900 ~tho3 2 100 1 700 ~1 300 ~047 “0s7
POPEs o o s o ¢ ¢ o ¢ & 3 800 4 061 - 200 “5e7 300 400 - 200 ~0e9 ~3s5
PULASKI o o o o o o o ¢ 10 200 10 490 - 300 =300 1 300 1 000 - 600 -045 “246
PUTNAMe ¢ o o s ¢ o n o 4 500 4 570 (z) ~0s6 500 300 ~ 200 “0sl ~0olt
RANDOLPHs » & o o s o @ 31 000 29 988 1 000 342 3 400 2 200 - 300 045 ~05
RICHLAND: » o s ¢ & o o 16 700 16 299 400 243 2 100 1 300 - 400 Oott ~Qolk
ROCK ISLAND¥s o o o o o 163 900 150 951 12 900 845 21 200 9 500 1 200 Le3 162
STe CLAIRs & o o s o o 270 700 262 509 8 200 3ol 39 200 16 600 ~14 400 0¢5 265
SALINEs « ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ o 27 400 26 227 1 200 4o 2 500 2 700 1400 0e7 20l
SANGAMONK o o & o o s o 159 300 146 539 12 800 8,7 20 700 10 800 2 900 sie3 1st
SCHUYLERs ¢ o o o s o o 7 900 8 746 - 900 “949 900 700 -1 000 ~1e7 09
;
SCOTT o » o o s ¢ o o & 5 900 6 377 - 500 “7e2 800 500 - 700 1.2 143
SHELBYs o o 5 ¢ » o o o 23 800 23 404 400 148 2 500 1 900 ~ 200 03 ~Oolt
STARK o o ¢ o o o & s o 7 800 8 152 - 300 wlha3 900 600 - 700 ~0e7 =07
STEPHENSONs s o o o o o 51 400 46 207 5 100 11s1 6 100 3 200 2 300 1e7 1ol
TAZEWELLX « o ¢ o o o o 109 300 99 789 9 500 945 14 500 4 700 - 200 1.5 2,7

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table L--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 T0 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
: JULY 1 APRIL 11 NET
! 1966 1960 NUMBER |PERCENT| BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION |1960-66 [1950-60
(CENSUS)
ILLINOIS=~CON,
UNION s o o o « o & o @ 18 000 17 645 300 169 1 600 1 300 100 0s3{ ~l1s5
VERMILION « o ¢ s o ¢ o 95 800 96 176 - 400] =08 12 100 7 000 w5 500]  =0el 1.0
WABASHs & o o o o 8 o » 13 300 14 047 - 700} =S¢l 1 600 1 100 -1 300] =08 =Gok
WARRENS o o o o o o o 22 100 21 587 500 2.4 2 500 1 600 - 400 Oulh | =002
WASHINGTONs « o o o« o o 14 000 13 569 500 345 1 300 1 200 400 06| =06
. WAYNE o o o o« o o 8 o s 18 000 19 008 =1 100] =546 1 800 1 300 =1 600| =0.9] =1e0
WHITE « o o o o ¢ o & o 17 700 19 373 “1 600{  ~Bolh 1 800 1 600 =1 900| ~1ub| =0e8
WHITESIDE o o o o » « o 62 900 59 887 3 000 5ol 8 500 3 500 ~2 000 0.8 2.0
WILLE o o o o o o o o o 225 800 191 617 34 100|  17.8 30 100 10 600 14 700 207 306
WILLYAMSONe o o v o o o 49 80O 46 117 3 700 840 5 100 4 100 2 700 1e2]  «0e5
WINNEBAGO%s o o » o o o 232 800 209 765 23 000( 1140 32 400 11 200 1 800 1.7 302
WOODFORD¥ o o s o o o o 24 900 24 579 300 163 3 200 1 500 ~1 400 0.2 Lol
INDIANA s o o o s » 4 973 000 4 662 498 310 000 6.7 669 000 292 000} =67 000 160 1.7
ADAMS v o s o o s o 5 » 25 500 24 643 900 345 3 600 1 400 -1 300 0.5 140
ALLEN®e 4 o o & o o o @ 263 900 232 196 31 700] 1346 36 300 13 000 8 400 241 244
BARTHOLOMEW o« o o o o o 55 200 48 198 7 000] 145 8 400 2 800 1 300 2.2 2.9
BENTONe o s o o 5 o o o 11 100 11 9L2 - 800| =67 1 500 800 -1 400{ =le1 ool
BLACKFORD « s s o o o s 15 800 14 792 1 000 647 2 100 1100 ~ 100 10 045
BOONE®e 5 » o o » o = & 30 100 27 543 2 600 9.3 3 500 1 500 1 000 Lot 1ot
BROWN » s o » o o o o o 8 000 7 024 900|  13.3 800 400 600 240 1.2
CARROLL%s o o o o o o o 16 700 16 934 - 200]  ~lel 1 900 1 200 - 900| =0e2 066
CASSe o o o o 5 o o o o 42 200 40 931 1 300 3ol 5 000 3 100 - 700 0.5 05
CLARKHe s s s o o s o + 67 400 62 795 4 600 7e3 9 100 3 400 -1 100 fet 267
CLAYR o o o o o o o o o 23 80O 24 207 - 400{ =17 2 500 2 100 “ 800| =043 0l
CLINTON ¢ o o o o o o o 30 400 30 765 - 400| =13 3 800 2 400 w1 800 =042 043
CRAWFORDs o o o o o o & 8 400 8 379 (z) (2} 1 000 700 - 200 (z) | =10
DAVIESS o o o o o 5 » s 26 400 26 636 -~ 200] =0.9 3 300 1 500 ~1 600 =0sl (z)
DEARBORNX s o s o o o o 29 000 28 674 300 el 3 500 1 900 -1 700 062 163
DECATUR s » o o 6 o o o 21 800 20 019 L 700 8e7 3 100 1 400 100 103 09
DE KALB s » » o o o o & 30 500 28 271 2 200 7e7 3 800 2 100 500 1.2 048
DELAWARE® o o s o o s o 1321 700 110 938 10 800 9.7 16 200 6 500 1 100 1,5 261
DUBOISe s o o o o o o o 29 500 27 463 2 000 704 4 700 1 700 -1 000 Lol Lok
ELKHART o o s o o v o o 121 700 106 790 14900 139 15 500 6 100 5 400 261 244
FAYETTE o o » o o o o ® 24 700 24 454 200 0.9 3 400 1 600 -1 500 0ot 0ot
FLOYDs o 2 s o o » o 3 353 800 51 397 2 400 47 7 000 3 300 ~1 300 0.7 146
FOUNTAING o o o o o o ¢ 18 200 18 706 - 500 =245 2 600 1 500 “1 500| =04 045
FRANKLING o o o o o o o 16 900 17 015 - 100 -0.4 2 100 1 100 =1 100 =Oel 06
FULTONe o + s s o & o & 16 000 16 957 - 900| =5.5 2 000 1 400 ~1 500] =049 0.2
GIBSONe o o o o ¢ o o o 29 400 29 949 - 600| ~1.8 3 600 2 400 “1 B00] 03| =043
GRANT o s o s o v o o & 80 100 75 741 4 400 5.8 11 700 4 500 -2 800 0e9 2.0
GREENEs ¢ « = o o o o & 27 000 26 327 600 2.4 2 800 2 400 200 Oelh| =06
HAMILTON o o o o ¢ « 8 45 800 40 132 5 700|  14.2 5 600 2 400 2 600 2.2 305
HANCOCK¥s + o o o o o o 30 800 26 665 4 100 15.4 4 200 1 700 1 600 243 2.7
HARRISONs s o o o & o 20 000 19 207 800 U3 2 500 1 200 - 400 047 0.7
HENDRICKS*e o o o o ¢ » 48 100 40 896 7 200]  17.5 6 300 2 000 2 900 2.6 5e2
HENRY o » o o o s o o s 52 500 48 899 3 600 7.4 6 400 3 000 200 102 07
. HOWARDe o o ¢ o o o & & 78 600 69 509 9 100 1341 11 700 3 500 1 400 240 245
‘ HUNTINGTONs o o o o o s 34 900 33 814 1 100 3.3 4 400 2 600 - 600 045 047
JACKSON « o o o s + s @ 32 400 30 556 1 900 6.2 4 300 2 000 - 400 1.0 0.8
JASPERo s o s o o o 5 o 18 200 18 842 - 700| ~3.5 2 800 1 100 -2 400 | =0+6 140
; JAY o« v 6 s s o b v e 24 200 22 572 1 600 7ol 3 000 1 700 300 1s1] =03
i JEFFERSON o o o & o o 25 900 24 061 1 800 766 3 100 1 500 300 1.2 1ol
| JENNINGSe o o o o o o o 19 800 17 267 2 500] 4.7 2 200 1 000 1 400 2.2 1.2
JOHNSON#s o o o o o o o 49 300 43 704 5 600 1249 7 500 2 700 800 240 5.3
KNOXe « o s o o o o o » 41 900 41 561 300 0.8 4 800 3 300 -1 100 Oel| ~Out
KOSCIUSKO o o o s o o o 46 900 40 373 6 600| 1643 5 700 2 700 3 600 244 240
LAGRANGEs o o o o o ¢ 19 100 17 380 1 700 9.6 3 000 1 100 ~ 300 1.5 1.3
LAKEX s o o o o ¢ o o @ 525 800 513 269 12 500 2.4 79 400 26 000| ~40 800 Oolt 3ol
LA PORTEe o o o o o o s 105 500 95 111 10 400 1049 13 500 5 800 2 600 107 2.2
LAWRENCEs o o ¢ o o o ¢ 37 900 36 564 1 300 3.6 4 800 2 700 - 800 046 0e6
MADISON¥ o o = s o o o o 135 100 125 819 $ 200 7elt 17 800 7 400 -1 100 el 169
MARION® o o o o o o o o 748 400 697 567 50 800 743 109 800 43 200] =15 800 1el 204
MARSHALLK o o o o o o » 32 800 32 443 300 1.0 4 100 2 000 ~1 800 0.2 140

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

COMPONENTS OF CHANGE

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE ¢
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY Lo APRIL 1y NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960%66 [1950=60
(CENSUS)
IND IANA-~CON,
MARTINe o o o o o s o @ 10 700 16 608 100 Lel 1 800 700 =1 000 02 =0sl
MIAMI o o o o o o ¢ o & 40 700 38 000 2 700 Tol 6 400 2 500 =] 200 1el 360
MONROEs ¢ ¢ o o o & o o 180 600 59 225 21-300 3640 9 500 2 800 14 600 5.0 17
MONTGOMERYs o o o o o 8 32 300 32 089 . 300 08 4 200 2 300 =1 600 Osl 160
MORGAN* » o o o 0 o s o 39 100 33 875 5 200 153 5 700 2 000 1 400 2¢3 h 1Y)
NEWTONe s ¢ 5 s ¢ o 2 & 11 500 11 502 (2) =00l 1 400 ©o800) = 700 (z) Otk
NOBLE o ¢ ¢ o & o s o @ 2% 500 28 1627 . . 1 300 4e7 3 700 2 100 - 300 07 1e2
OMIQs o 4 o o o o o o @ 4 100 4 165 (2) =068 500 300 - 300 =0¢l Qe
ORANGEe s & + o » o o 16 300 16 877 - 600 =35 2 200 1 300 =1 500 =066 (2}
OWENe o s & s & » » & ¢ 12 100 L1 400 700 642 L 300 1 000 400 1.0 =063
PARKE o » o o o s o a o 14 300 14 804 = 500 “3e7 1 700 1 300 =1 000 =06 =0eb
PERRY ¢ ¢ & ¢ 2 s ¢ o ® 18 500 17 232 1 200 Tel 2 600 1 100 - 200 lel =Qel
PIKEs 2 o ¢ s a ¢ o 5 o 11 800 12 797 -1 000 =78 1 400 1 200 =1 300 ~1e3 ~lef
PORTER¥ o » o o o o o @ 77 000 60 279 16 700 27.8 9 100 3 000 10 600 440 He2
POSEY ¢ o o » o o o s @ 321 000 19 214 1 800 9e5 2 40O 1 300 700 145 =03
PULASKI o s o o ¢ o o @ 12 000 12 837 = 900 =647 1 600 900 =1 600 “1sl 0e3
PUTNAMe o ¢« & o.9 o o @ 25 000 24 927 . 100 0e3 2 800 1 700 =1 000 (2} 0.8
RANDOLPHe & 2 o o o o o 30 100 28 434 1 700 640 3 600 2 100 300 0e9 0e5
RIPLEYe o o s » s o ¢ @ 20 400 20 641 = 200 =lel 2 700 L 500 =1 400 =002 1.0
RUSHe & o o o o & o o o 21 200 20 393 $00 4a2 2 500 1 500 - 200 07 063
§Te JOSEPH¥ o o ¢ o o o 239 600 238 614 900 Oelh 30 000 13 500 =15 600 Oel 1e5
SCOTT o » s o o ¢ & o ¢ 15 800 1 643 1 200 Be2 2 700 200 = 600 1e3 244
SHELBY® ¢ =2 o o ¢ 5 o a 37 900 34 093 3 900 113 4 900 2 300 1 200 1e7 2:0
SPENCER s o ¢ o o o o ¢ 16 600 16 074 600 35 1 900 1 200 - 100 Qe =Cel
STARKE« ¢ o 2 o o o & @ 19 500 17 914 1 600 8e9 2 600 1 300 300 1ol 1e6
STEUBEN o » o o s o o 18 100 17 184 900 Sel 2 400 1 300 - 200 08 Oel
SULLIVANK o o o ¢ ¢ o @ 20 700 21 724 ~i 000 =Ue8 2 100 1 900 =1 200 «Q0¢8 =0e9
SWITZERLAND ¢ & ¢ & s o & 300 7 092 - 800 =109 800 600 =1 000 =148 «0s7
TIPPECANOEX ¢ o o o o o 102 900 89 122 13 700 154 14 100 4 600 4 300 243 1.8
TIPTONe » o s o o o o o 17 100 15 856 1 200 Te5 1 900 1 100 400 1.2 0s2
UNION o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ & s ¢ 6 600 & 457 100 148 800 500 = 200 03 Oel
VANDERBURGHXo o o ¢ o o 165 200 165 794 = 600 =Qod 2y 100 10 700 =il 000 =Qel 0s3
VERMILLIONX o o o o o ¢ 15 900 17 683 =1 800 =949 1 700 1 600 -1 800 174 ~lel
VIGOX ¢ o o o v o o s & 109 000 108 458 500 045 13 200 8 700 =3 900 0ol 063
WABASHS o s & o 2 o s @ 35 200 32 605 2 600 8.0 4 600 2 200 200 1e2 1.2
WARRENs o o o o » & ¢ @ & 700 © 8 5U45 200 1.9 200 600 - 200 0e3 (2}
WARRICK™ e o e o o o o @ 25 600 23 577 2 000 845 2 900 1 600 700 le3 0e%
WASHINGTONs o o » o o @ 18 900 17 819 1 000 59 2 300 1 200 - 100 0.9 0e8
WAYNE o o o ¢ o o o o o 78 900 74 039 4 900 6eb ‘10 600 4 900 - 800 1.0 0.8
WELLS o o o o o o o o » 24 000 21 220 2 700 1249 2 800 1 400 1 300 240 0.8
WHITE o o o o o o o & 20 500 19 709 700 348 2 500 1 400 - 300 06 0e9
WHITLEY o o o v o 6 o ¢ 22 600 20 954 1 600 Te8 2 500 1 400 500 el lel
i

IOWAe & o o o ¢ o @ 2 764 000 2 757 537 7 Q00 Qa2 363 000 180 000 = 176 000 (2) 05
ADAIR ¢ o o o o & o o o 10 300 10 893 - 600 ~5.6 1 200 800 - %00 “0e9 ~1e2
ADAMS o & o 2 o s 5 o & & 600 7 468 = @00 =119 800 600 =1 000 =240 =1eb
ALLAMAKEE ¢ o o e » o o 15 000 15 982 ~ 900 =569 2 100 1 200 -1 900 ~1s0 ~Qe2
APPANOQSE & s o o o o o 15 600 16 015 - 400 “2e7 1 800 1 500 =~ 700 “Qoth w20
AUDUBON ¢ o o 2 ¢ o o @ 10 100 10 919 - 800 ~Te2 1 200 700 -1 300 ~1e2 “Qeb
BENTONe o o o o » o o o 21 600 23 422 =1 800 ~746 2 900 1 600 -3 100 “le3 03
BLACK HAWK® o o 8 o o @ W27 100 122 482 4 600 307 18 800 6 500 ~7 800 0s6 200
BOONE s o o s s v ¢ o @ 125 400 28 037 -2 700 =G5 2 700 2 100 -3 300 wieb (Z)
BREMERs » o o ¢ o o o 21 100 21 108 (2} ~Oal 2 700 1 200 =1 500 (zZ) Lol
BUCHANANs o = o » ¢ o o 122 500 22 293 200 1ol 3 000 1 400 -1 400 02 0ol
BUENA VISTA o o ¢ ¢ o @ 20 800 21 189 - 400 =1e9 2 300 1 400 -1 300 -3 (2)
BUTLERs o & 2 a » o ¢ o 17 700 17 467 200 leth 2 000 1 100 = 600 0e2 {2}
CALHOUN o ¢ o o & o o ¢ 15 000 15 923 - 900 ~506 1 700 1 100 -1 400 ;=0e9 =006
CARROLL ¢ ¢ 2 & ¢ & o @ 23 700 23 U431 300 Lol 3 600 1 400 -2 000 T 062 02
CASSs & o o a o o ¢ o 9 16 900 17 919 =1 100 =549 2 100 1 400 =i 8BGO imle0 Qe
CEDAR ¢ o s ¢ o o s & v 17 600 17 794 = 200 =10 1 900 1 100 -1 000 te0eR 0¢5
CERRO GORDO « o o ¢ ¢ o 47 900 49 B94 =2 000 =40 6 100 3 200 =i 900 =0ob 08
CHEROKEEs o ¢ o » o o {7 700 18 598 - 900 =50l 2 200 1100 -2 000 «0e8 =0e2
CHICKASAW o o o o o o @ 14 800 15 034 = 300 “ie? 2 100 1 000 =1 400 =0e3 ~0ol
CLARKEs s ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ s o 8 000 8 222 - 200 208 800 700 = 300 “Qe5 wled

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1+ APRIL 11 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960~66 [1950-60
, (CENSUS)
i
1OWA~~CON.
CLAYe o ¢ o o a 8 & oo 17 900 18 504 - 600 “3e2 2 200 1100 «1 700 “0.5 02
CLAYTON ¢ o ¢ o o o o o 20 000 21 962 ~1 900 “808 2 600 i 600 -2 900 “le5 “0¢3
CLINTON o o o o o s o 3 55 500 5% 060 400 0.8 7 200 3 700 «3% 100 0ol 160
CRAWFORDs o o o o o o o 19 500 18 569 900 540 2 500 1200 - 400 0e8 ~0s6
DALLASs & « s o o o 8 @ 24 300 24 123 200 07 2 800 1 800 » 800 0el 0o2
DAVIS o v ¢ o o ¢ o o s 8 600 9 199 - 600 “740 900 700 ~ 800 ~1e2 ~0e8
DECATUR ¢ o s s s o o ¢ 10 200 10 539 - HOO ~Bolf 900 900 - 400 ~0e6 wieB
DELAWARE: o « s o o & o 19 100 18 483 700 3,5 2 800 1 100 ~1 000 0.6 0ol
N DES MOINESe s o ¢ v & o 45 600 44 605 1 000 243 5 900 3 100 «i 700 0ot 06
DICKINSON o o o o o o o 12 100 12 574 - 500 mlhol 1 400 900 «i 000 07 wDal
DUBUGUEXe o o o s o o & 87 600 80 048 7 600 945 14 200 5 200 -1 400 1e5 162
EMMET o o o o s ¢ o o ¢ 14 200 14 871 - 700 wlhoS 1 800 900 «1 600 =07 045
FAYETTE ¢ o o o o ¢ o o 27 800 28 584 - 800 “269 3 600 1 900 «2 500 «045 Oolt
FLOYD o ¢ » s o o o ¢ ¢ 21 400 21 102 300 Lot 2 900 1 400 ~l 100 6.2 ~0a2
FRANKLINe & o o o o o ¢ 14 100 15 472 -1 400 “8e8 1 600 900 «2 000 “ieb ~0e5
FREMONT e o o o o o o 9 9 700 10 282 - 600 “5e9 1 000 800 - 700 “1:0 ~1e8
GREENE"s o o s o o o o 13 300 14 379 =1 100 “7e6 1 600 1 000 “l 700 -3 -0e8
GRUNDYe. s o o o o & ¢ 9 14 000 14 132 - 100 “0e6 1 600 800 - 8OO ~Oel Ce3
GUTHRIE o o o o o o o ¢ 12 800 13 607 - 800 509 1 400 1 000 ~1 100 1.0 “lal
HAMILTONe o o & ¢ o o o 20 500 20 032 500 2.5 2 300 1 300 - 500 O+t 0s2
HANCOCK: o o o o o o o o 14 000 14 604 - 600 ol 1 700 900 «1 400 “0e7 “0e3
HARDINsj.s o o s o o o o 22 700 22 533 200 0.8 2 400 1 700 - 500 0s1 0ol
HARRISON: o o & o o & @ 16 000 17 600 ~1 600 =940 1 900 1 400 -2 100 «145 “lel
HENRY o o o o o o s o ¢ 19 400 18 187 1 300 609 1 900 1 400 800 Lol ~0e3
HOWARDe « o s o o o o & 14 700 12 734 -1 000 =860 1 500 900 =1 600 wle3 003
&
HUMBOLDTe o « o o o o ¢ 12 800 13 156 - 300 “2e8 1 600 900 -1 000 =0l (z)
IDA « o v o s o v 6 w0 9 900 10 269 - 400 “347 1 000 700 - 700 =046 ~0ol
TOWA: « » o ¢ « & o 8 ¢ 16 400 16 396 (z) ~0sl 1 900 1100 - 800 () 063
JACKSON « o o ¢ o o s o 20 000 20 754 - 700 ~3e5 3 300 1 400 ~2 600 =046 1e1
JUASPERs « s o 6 o » o @ 34 700 35 282 - 600 17 4 200 2 200 -2 600 =043 049
JEFFERSON o o o o s o s 118 600 15 818 2 800 17.8 1 %00 1 100 2 000 2.6 0ol
JOHNSON » o o o o ¢ ¢ & 163 500 53 663 7 900 1446 9 200 2 400 1 000 242 1e6
JONES ¢ s o s s ¢ o o » 20 600 20 693 ~ 100 =066 2 600 1 300 -1 400 “0sl 06
KEOKUKs o o o o ¢ o o s 14 500 15 492 - 900 —6el 1 700 1 300 «1 300 140 -0sB
KOSSUTH » o o o o s o ¢ 23 700 25 314 -1 600 603 3 400 1 400 -3 600 “140 Qo lh
LEE o o 6 o » o o o o & 42 900 44 207 ~1 300 «2e9 5 400 3 200 -3 500 =045 0e3
LINNK ¢ s o » o o o o ¢ 152 300 136 899 15 400 11.2 22 300 7 800 900 1e7 ‘2.8
LOUISAs v o o o » o o o 11 900 10 290 1 600 1562 1 200 800 1 100 243 08
LUCAS o o o o s o 8 o ¢ 10 100 10 923 - 800 “7e2 1 100 1 000 -~ 900 “1e2 ~1s0
LYONe o o o 8 o s o &+ 13 700 14 468 - 700 ~542 1 800 800 =i 700 =0e8 “0e2
MADISON « o o o o o o o 12 300 12 295 (2) Q3 1 200 1 000 - 300 (2) 067
MAHASKA « o 5 s o o o o 22 100 23 602 -1 500 6o 2 400 1 800 ~2 100 -140 «Oelh
MARIONe + o o ¢ o ¢ o o 25 200 25 886 - 700 ~2¢8 2 900 1 800 ~1 900 =0t (z)
MARSHALLs o o o v o o o 37 500 37 984 - 500 ~le3 4 900 2 600 -2 800 =-0¢2 06
MILLS o ¢ o« ¢ & o ¢ o ¢ 112 500 13 050 - 600 wlholh 1 300 800 -1 000 =0e7|  =0e7
MITCHELLs o » o o o o & 13 700 14 043 - 300 ~2e3 2 000 1 000 =1 300 ~0olh 0ol
MONONAs « o s o » o s o 12 000 13 916 -1 900| =13.8 1400 1 100 =2 300 n2y3 “1e6
MONROEs o o o s o & o ¢ 9 300 10 463 =1 200] =~iliel 1 100} . 900 ~1 300 “1e9 “le2
MONTGOMERY e ¢ o o o o o 13 100 14 467 -1 300 -5 e3 1 300 1 200 «1 500 “le5 -0 8
MUSCATINE o« o o o o o » 35 000 33 840 1 200 3.5 4 800 2 600 -1 000 046 0.5
. O'BRIEN o o o o ¢ o o ¢ 17 700 18 840 -1 100 wbel 2 300 1 200 -2 300 =10 ~0el
OSCEOLA v o » o o ¢ s ¢ 8 700 10 064 =1 400] =135 1 200 500 «2 000 203 ~0el
PAGEs o » » o o o o o o 118 700 21 023 ~2 300f =109 2 000 1 600 =2 700 18 “1e3
PALO ALTO o o o o o o o 13 900 14 736 - 800 =547 1 %00 1 000 ~1 800 “0e9 08
PLYMOUTHs o & s o s & o 24 500 23 906 600 2¢6 3 000 L 400 -1 000 Gelt 03
i
s POCAHONTASe o o o o o o 13 500 14 234 - 700 ~5e2 L 600 900 -1 400 “0.% “0e8
POLKX ¢ s o o ¢ o o o s 274 100 266 315 7 800 249 37 400 16 000 ~13 600 0.5 167
POTTAWATTAMIE®s o « o o 83 300 83 102 200 042 12 900 5 100 ~7 600 (z) 148 :
POWESHIEK o » o o o o 17 400 19 300 «i 900| =~10e1 2 300 1 300 =27 900 ~1a7 (z) i
RINGGOLDs o o o o & o s 6 600 7 910 «l 300| =165 700 600 -1 300 ~248 “1e8
SAC o s s o v o s 8 6 @ 15 700 17 007 ~1 300 ~7e® 1 900 1 200 ~2 100 ~le3 “0e3
SCOTTHe o o » o o & o & 136 500 119 067 17 500 1he7 18 500 7 400 & 400 2.2 167 !
SHELBYoe o o » o & o o o 15 700 15 825 - 200 “lel 2 100 1 000 ~1 200 02 ~Oel
SIOUX a o o o o o a o o 26 700 26 375 400 Lol 3 600 L 500 -1 8OO 0.2 (2)
STORY o o o » o o s o » 153 000 49 327 3 700 7.5 7 400 2 400 «1 300 1.2 1ol
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L+ APRIL 1t NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960-66 [1950=60
(CENSUS)
TOWA=~CON,
TAMAo o s o s &8 8 o o % 21 600 21 413 200 140 2 300 1 500 - 600 0.2 ~0s 1
TAYLORs o o o o o 5 o o 9 400 10 288 “ 900 “8e5 800 900 - 80O “iel “le9
UNION o s o o a o o o o 13 100 13 712 - 700 wlho 8 1 500 1 300 - 900 =048 ~1e3
VAN BUREN o o o ¢ o s ¢ 8 500 5.778 - 900 “940 1100 900 =} 100 “) o5 “le2
WAPELLO o o o o o o v o 42 800 46 126 «3 300 “Te2 5 200 3 200 5 100 “1.2 “0e3
WARRENs o o o o ¢ o v o 21 700 20 829 900 42 3 000 1 200 - 900 0.7 1e6
WASHINGTONs o o o o o o 18 600 19 406 - 800 wlpolh 2 300 1 500 =1 700 “«0e7 =0l
WAYNE o s o o o o 8 o » 8 300 9 800 «17500] =~15¢7 800 900 -1 400 w27 ~1.8
WEBSTER o o o« » o o o 8 46 100 47 810 «l 700 “3e5 6 800 3 200 «5 300 “0eb 0.8
WINNEBAGD o o o s ¢ o o 13 900 13 099 800 5.9 1 400 900 300 09 ~0e3
WINNESHIEKs o o o & ¢ » 20 300 21 651 ~1 300 =622 2 800 1 300 =2 800 140 (2)
WOODBURY* « o« o o s o o 102 900 107 849 «5 000 a6 14 600 7 100 -12 400 “047 Oolt
WORTH o o o » o 8 o o ® 9 100 10 259 «1 200{ =11.3 900 700 -1 400 “149 ~0e8
WRIGHTs o » s s 5 ¢ o o 17 600 19 447 =1 900 w905 2 000 1 300 =2 600 “leb “0el
KANSASe o s s o o o 2 275 000 2 178 611 97 000 Yolt 284 000 134 000 =52 000 047 143
ALLEN o o o s o o o ¢ & 15 300 16 369 -1 100 “6.8 1 700 1 400 =1 300 “iel “1e0
ANDERSONe s o o s o o o 8 200 9 035 - 80O “9ul 1 000 800 «1 000 “leb 13
ATCHISONs o o ¢ ¢ s + o 20 800 20 898 - 100 =045 2 500 1 700 - 900 “Oel ~043
BARBERs s « o o o s o o 8 200 8 713 - 500 “5e7 900 600 - 80O ~Ge9 0.2
BARTONs o « o o s s o o 32 300 32 368 - 100 «0e3 4 200 1 700 -2 700 =06l 0.8
BOURBON o o o s « & o o 17 000 16 090 500 5.5 1 700 1 600 700 049 “le?
BROWN ¢ o v o o o o o ® 13 700 13 229 500 3.9 1 200 1 200 400 066 “1a0
BUTLER% o o o ¢ o o % o 36 800 38 395 ~1 600 e 4 200 2 100 «3 600 “0a7 202
CHASE o o o o o o o 2 o 4 000 3 921 23 1.0 400 300 [#3] 0s2] =2e1
CHAUTAUQUAS o s o o o ¢ 5 600 5 956 - 400 “6e6 400 600 - 200 “iel w20l
CHEROKEEs » o o s o o o 23 000 22 279 700 362 2 300 2 000 400 05 ~1e2
CHEYENNEs o o o o & o » 4 600 4 708 - 100 =22 400 300 - 200 ~0uth “1e8
CLARKEs o o+ o o o % » o 3 400 3 396 (2) 046 400 300 - 100 0el “1e5
CLAYe o o s a s o o o s 11 200 10 675 600 53 1 000 900 500 CoB ~0e9
CLOUD o o o o s 5 o s @ 13 600 14 407 - 800 “5.7 1 600 1 300 =1 100 =049 ~1sl
COFFEYs o o o s ¢ 3 o ¢ 8 300 8 403 - 100 “le5 700 800 (2} “0e2 ~2e1
COMANCHE. s ¢ o s o o o 2 900 3 271 - 400] =119 400 300 - 500 «2.0 ~1e7
COWLEYs o o s o ¢ o o o 35 200 37 861 =2 700 =7l 3 900 2 900 =3 600 162 |% 043
CRANFORDs « o o s s o o 40 000 37 032 3 000 8.0 3 700 3 400 2 700 le2l. =0e8
DECATUR o o o o s o o o 6 000 5 778 200 349 600 400 (z) 0s6 “0e7
DICKINSON « o o o o o o 20 500 21 872 - 600 “340 2 400 1 600 ~1 400 =065 0e2
DONIPHANe ¢ o & s o o o 10 300 9 574 700 7.2 1 100 800 300 1ol 09
DOUGLAS « o o« o o o o o 51 900 43 720 8 200 18.8 5 800 2 300 4 700 2.8 245
EDWARDS o o o o o o s ® 5100 5 118 (z) 0o 600 400 =200 =0l ~4e5
ELK s o o s s o ¢ 3 8 o 4 500 5 048 = 500| =10e5 400§ - 500"~ 400 ~1¢8 248
ELLIS o o o o s o s o & 125 700 21 270 4 400 20.8 3 300 : 900 2 100 LIS el
ELLSWORTH o « o o o o ¢ 8 700 7 677 1 000 12.8 700 | 700 500 1497 =140
FINNEYs o« 5 o o o o o » 18 300 16 093 2 200 134 2 800 800 200 240] 0e6
FORDe ¢ & o « o o ¢ o o 21 900 20 938 900 ol ,3,.000 L 300 - 80O 0,7 0e6
FRANKLING & » o s ¢ v o 206 500 19 548 1 000 49 2" 200 1 700 400 0¢8] =02
GEARY ¢ o » o o o o o o 35 400 28 779 6 600 2249 6 8OO 1 200 1 000 L 209
GOVEs o s » « ¢ o o o & 4 000 4 107 = 100 ~240 700 200 ~ 50O “0e3 “0e8
GRAHAMe o + o « o o o ¢ 5 000 5 586 - 600] =1040 700 300 -1 000 ~leT 1ol
GRANT o o o o s s o o o 6 200 5 269 1 000 18e1 900 200 200 267 1e3
GRAYe o o o « & o & ¢ + 5 400 4 380 1 000 2341 600 300 700 3l “lel
GREELEY o o o o o o o o 2 200 2 087 100 45 300 100 - 100 0.7 Oolh
GREENWOOD « s s % o o o 10 000 11 253 wl 300| ~11e2 1 000 1 000 -1 300 -1e9 ~129
HAMILTONe o o o o o o o 2 700 3 384 - 40| ~12e6 400 200 - 600 241 wleb
HARPERs o o o 5 @ s o ¢ 9 300 o 541 - 200 =205 800 700 - 300 =0olh 047
HARVEYs o o o « o 6 o o 27 500 25 865 1 600 63 3 000 1 600 200 140 1.8
HASKELL o o o o o o o @ 3 800 2 990 800 2645 400 100 500 348 Lol
HODGEMANs o « « o o o o 3 000 3 115 - 100 e 300 200 - 200 0¢85 «0eb
JACKSON o o » o s o o » 11 100 10 309 800 7.8 1 100 900 600 de2 ~0e7
JEFFERSON ¢ o o o o o o 12 000 11 252 700 645 1 300 900 400 140 042
JEWELLe + & o » o o s o 6 900 7 217 - 300 “lf o6 600 600 - 300 ~0e8 “2e9

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1860--Continued

etropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest-hundred)

{Asterisk {*} indicates m

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL.

1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE

AREA -
JULY 1+ APRIL 11 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION |1960-66|1950=60
{CENSUS?
i
KANSASz=CON,
JOHNSON%e & o o ¢ o o © 191 200 143 792 47 400 3340 21 000 5 400 31 800 t4e7 8.6
KEARNYs » o o o ¢ o 5 o 3 100 3 108 (2 0.3 400 200 - 200 (2 w12
KINGMAN ¢ o « o o 5 o o 9 900 9 958 (z) ~0e2 1 000 700 « 400 (z) O3l
KIOWA s o o o« s o o v ® 4 500 4 626 ~ 200 w37 400 300 ~ 200] «0e6] =0s2
LABETTE « ¢ o o o = o s 28 100 26 805 1 300 4e7 2 800 2 300 800 0.7| =069
LANEs « o o s o ¢ % o ® 3 200 3 060 100 4o 400 200 - 100 047 0.9
LEAVENWORTH o » o s ¢ ® 54 200 ug 524 5 700 1148 5 600 2 900 3 000 168 Lok
LINCOLN o o ¢ o s & s o 5 000 5 556 - 600 =949 500 500 ~ 600 |  =1e7| 1.8
LINNe o « v o o o s o o 8 700 8 27t 400 Se2 600 800 500 08| =19
‘ LOGAN s s ¢ s o o ¢ s o 3 900 4 036 - 100 ~206 600 200 “ 500 | «Oethj =Dol
LYONe o s o o o s & s o 131 000 26 928 4 100 1551 3 500 1 900 2 500 243 0ot
MC PHERSON: o o o o o o 24 700 24 285 400 1e6 2 600 1 600 ~ 600 03 0u3
MARIONe ¢ o o o ¢ s ¢ » 15 300 15 143 200 162 1 500 1100 - 200 0e2] =0s7
MARSHALLe o ¢ o s o o o 14 400 15 598 -1 200 =745 1 600 1 300 wi BOO |  =le2]  mled
MEADE ¢ o o o o o s s o 4 700 5 505 ~ 800| «13.9 700 300 Wl 1001 w2ed| 0.4
MIAME sip o o s o o & o *19 400 19 884 “ 500 “2e5 2 000 1 400 =1 100 =04 Ool
MITCHELLe o o o o o o o 9 500 8 866 600 740 1 000 800 400 1ol =ieb
MONTGOMERY. o o o o & o 40 300 43 007 =4 700] =104 4 400 3 800 w5 400 |  ~le7] =03
MORRISe. v o o o s & ¢ o 7 700 7 392 . 300 347 600 500 200 06|  =lelh
MORTONs s o o ¢ o o ¢ ® 3 600 3 354 200 69| 500 200 - 100 Lol 2.5
NEMAHAs o s o o s & o o 12 800 12 897 - 100 =140 1 500 1 000 w700 ] =0e2] o wlel
NEOSHOs o s ¢ o o o o o 19 700 19 455 200 162 2 100 1 600 - 200 0e2|  =0o4
NESSe ole o v o ¢ o s @ 5 200 5 470 - 300 ~iho'? 700 400 w 500 | w0eB| =lod
NORTONe o s o s o s o o 9 200 8 035 1 200 148 800 600 1 000 2,2] =09
OSAGE oo o o o o o o @ 12 500 12 886 ~ 400| =248 1 400 1100 ~ 7001 =045 0ol
OSBORNE: « o » o o o o o 8 100 7 506 600 8ol 700 600 500 1e3] =143
OTTAWAs ¢ o o o o o o s 6 600 6 779 - 200 w32 600 600 “ 3001 =050  =0.7
PAUNEEe o o o o o 5 o ¢ 9 900 10 254 - 300 =340 1 000 700 ~ 600 | =0.5| =0e7
PHILLIPSs « o o o o o ¢ 8 800 8 709 100 Lot 900 600 - 200 0e2] =0s6
POTTAWATOMIE. o o o o » 11 600 11 957 - 400 3ol 1 300 1 000 “ 700} =0e5| =043
PRATT o » o o o o o o ¢ 11 500 12 122 = 600]  =he9 1 200 800 =1 000| =0o8 (21
RAWLINS o o o o o 5 o o 5 200 5 279 - 100 ~1okt 600 300 - 3001 ~0s2| 0.8
RENOe o o o 5 o ¢ o ¢ o 62 400 59 055 3 400 507 7 400 3 700 ~ 400 049 049
REPUBLICs o + o o © o o % 600 9 768 - 200 “1e6 800 800 = 200 =Do3|  wisb
RICEs o o o« » s o o » ¢ 14 000 13 509 100 0ol 1 400 1 000 - 400 0vl| ~le2 i
RILEY s o o o« ¢ o o o o 143 600 41 914 1 700 349 6 300 1 600 =3 100 046 2.3
RODKS « o o « o s o o o 8 500 9 734 =1 200] 1266 1 100 800 wl 700] ~2el 007
RUSHs * o o » o ¢ o & ® & 700 6 160 500 Be6 600 460 300 1e3]| -led
RUSSELL s ¢ s ¢ & s o o 1L 900 11 348 500 4e7 1 200 700 (z) 07| =107
SALINEs ¢ o o s ¢ o o ® 3% 000 54 715 «15 700| =2646 9 300 2 500| =22 500] =53 Sel
SCOTT o o o ¢ o o 5 s © 6 100 5 228 900 16+3 800 300 300 2.4 [
SEDGWICKX s o o o o o o 356 300 343 23] 13 000 308 50 100 15 400 | =21 700 046 Uolt
SEWARDs ¢ s v o @ o o o 16 100 15 930 200 1el 2 600 600 «1 700 042 4.8
SHAWNEE*s « o s o s s« ® 150 900 141 286 2 600 668 22 900 7 900 -5 500 1el 340
SHERIDANs « s o o & o » 5 000 4 267 800 17.8 500 200 400 247]  ~08
SHERMAN o o » o o o o o 7 800 6 682 1 100 1641 900 400 600 2o =10
SMITH o s o ¢ o o ¢ o # 7 800 7 776 (2) 0e5 700 600 (z) 0ed] =13
STAFFORDe o » o o s o + 7 500 7 451 (z) 065 600 600 (z) Ool| =la7
STANTON o o s & o ¢ o o 2 200 2 108 100 €e6 400 100 - 200 10| =047
STEVENS o » o s oo s o 4 700 4 400 300 765 500 200 (z) 1e2] =03
SUMNERs « + = s o ¢ o @ 23 600 25 316 -1 800 =70 2 500 1 800 -2 400  ~1sl 047
; THOMASs » » o o « o s o 6 500 7 358 - 900] =1le7 1 000 400 «l 400 | =240 =043
: TREGO s o o o ¢ ¢ » o & 4 800 5 473 - 700] =12¢2 600 300 - 900 | =2el| =047
WABAUNSEE + o o o o ¢ ¢ 6 600 6 648 (2) =065 600 500 = 100| =0.1] «0.8
WALLACE s ¢ o » o o o s 2 500 2 069 500{ 219 300 100 300 3e2] =19
‘ WASHINGTONs + o o o o o 10 800 10 739 (2) 0s3 1 100 900 - 100 (2 =169
B WICHITA + o » o o o o o 3 400 2 765 600|  22.2 500 200 300 3.3 0+5
WILSONe » o o o o o o o 12 500 13 077 - 600]  =the? 1 200 1 200 -~ 600  =0.8] ~1.2
WOODSON o o o o o s s o 5 100 5 423 - 300 ~6olt 400 500 - 200 =1s0] =20l
WYANDOTTEHs o o o o o ® 193 800 185 495 8 300 4e5 28 500 11 400 ~8 800 0.7 12
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estim

ates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY s APRIL 19 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT| BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION |1960=66 |1950<60
(CENSUS) :

KENTUCKYs o o o o & 3 181 000| 3 038 156 143 000 4e7 429 000 191 000 | =95 000 0.7 0.3
ADAIR s o o o o o o 5 o 13 900 14 699 “ 80O | =57 1 700 1 000 “l 600| =0s9| ~le8
ALLEN o o o o o © o o & 12 900 12 269 700 Sl 1 400 1 000 300 0.8 wie2
ANDERSONs « = o ¢ a o s 9 300 8 618 700 7e9 1 200 600 100 1e2] =04
BALLARD o o » o o o o s 8 300 8 291 (z) Qolt 806 700 - 100 0el| =03
BARRENs o o s o o o o o 30 200 28 303 1 900 609 3 600 1 900 200 1ol =00 4
BATHs o o o s o o v o 3 9 300 9 514 200 169 1 300 700 - 500 03] =13
BELLe o o o o o ¢ 8 o o 34 100 35 336 w1 200| =345 5 300 2 300 wli 300  =0a6| =249
BOONE%e o « o s » o o o 26 400 21 940 4 400| 202 3 700 1 200 1 900 3.0 5.4
BOURBON .« + s o ¢ v o o 19 100 18 178 900 5.0 2 500 1 300 - 300 0.8 0.2
BOYDK o o o o s o o s o 53 600 52 163 1 400 2.7 6 900 3 000 -2 500 0uth Oulh
BOYLE s ¢ o o o o o o » 121 300 21 257 100 Oelh 2 600 1 400 =1 100. 0ot 0.3
BRACKEN o s o s o s & 3 7 000 7 422 - 400 56 1 000 600 - 800] =0s9] =1e3
BREATHITT + o s = o o s 15 200 15 490 « 300 =2.0 2 500 800 =2 000{ =0s3| =245
BRECKINRIDGEs o o s s ¢ 14 800 14 734 100 Oulh 2 000 1 100 - 900 Oul| =045
BULLITT « « o o o o ¢ s 19 900 15 726 4 200] 2647 2 900 800 2 100 3.9 3.3
BUTLERs o ¢ o o o o & ¢ 9 300 9 586 “ 300] =3l 1 000 700 - 600| =0s5| =146
CALDWELLe o o » & o o o 13 200 13 073 100 1.0 1 400 1 100 = 100 0s2] =0l
CALLOWAYe s » o o o o s 125 200 20 972 4 200 2040 2 400 1 300 3 100 340 Oelh
CAMPBELLY « o o o o o » 87 400 86 803 600 047 12 400 5 900 «5 900 04l 1e3
CARLISLEs o o o o o o o 5 000 5 608 =~ 600 =10e5 500 . 400 - 700 =1.8| =1.0
CARROLL o s s o s o 8 o 7 800 7 978 - 200 -247 1 000 700 - 500 | =0s4| =0s7
CARTERo o o o o o 5 o o 21 200 20.817 300 17 2 900 1200 =1 300 0e3| =0s8
CASEY o o o o o o 8 o s 13 100 14 327 =1 300 =849 1 800 800 w2 3007 =1.5| =240
CHRISTIAN « o o s o v o 54 500 56 904 -2 400| 4.2 6 700 3 200 =5 900| =07 3:0
CLARK s o o o o ¢ # o 3 23 700 21 075 2 600 122 3 400 1 500 700 149 1ot
CLAYe o ¢ o = o s o & » 21 300 20 748 500 2.6 4 000 1 000 ~2 500 Oel|  =lel
CLINTON o o o o s o 8 o 8 700 8 886 - 200  ~2e1 1300 600 = 900| =0.3| 1.8
CRITTENDENe o o ¢ & s o 7 900 8 648 ~ 700 -85 800 700 - 900| =led| =262
CUMBERLANDs o o ¢ = « 3 7 500 7 835 - 40|  -8+6 1 000 500 - .800| =0¢8] =ie7
DAVIESS o » » o o & o @ 75 400 70 588 4 800 6.8 11 100 4 100 -2 200 14l 241
EDMONSONe o o o o o v o 8 300 8 085 200 2.7 800 500 (z) Oulh| =145
ELLIOTT o o o o s o & » 6 400 6 330 100 1.0 800 300 - 400 0e2| mlel
ESTILLe » » o ¢ o ¢ o o 13 600 12 466 1 100 849 1 700 800 200 led| =16
FAYETTE#a o o o o o o o 1163 700 131 906 31 800 2401 21 200 7 900 18 500 345 2.7
FLEMING o o o o o & o o 11 800 10 890 %00 842 1 300 900 500 1631 =049
FLOYD « o » o o o o o o 40 300 41 642 =1 400 =343 6 100 1 900 =5 600 | =0e5|: =25
FRANKLINGe » s o s o o o 34 000 26 421 4 600 1546 4 300 1 900 2 200 2.4 7 1.3
FULTONe o o o o o s o & 10 800 11 256 = 400|  ~3.9 1 400 1 000 - 800| =0e6]; =~Le9
GALLATINe o o o s o o # 4 500 3 867 700 1746 500 300 400 246|003
GARRARD o « s » s o o o 10 100 5 747 300 3.4 1 100 700 - 100 0.5{ =le2
GRANT o o o o s o o o o 9 800 9 489 300 3.5 1 200 800 - 100 Qe6| =043
GRAVESs o o o o o o o & 30 800 30 021 700 2.4 3 200 2 300 - 100 et i w0l
GRAYSON o o o » o o o @ 15 600 15 834 “ 300 ~ls6 2 100 1 100 =1 200{ =0e3] ~0s7
GREEN o o o o o ¢ o o o 10 900 11 249 - 400 =345 1 200 600 ~1 000 | ~0s6 | (2}
GREENUP o« o » o o o ¢ s 31 200 29 238 2 000 617 4 300 1 500 - 800 10i  1e6
HANCOCK » o o o o ¢ o o 5 700 5 330 1400 748 700 300 100 te2 |  ~te2
HARDING o o o o o o o ¢ 79 400 67 789 11 600 1741 13 000 2 200 800 2.6 3.0
HARLANe o« o o o ¢ o o o s 700 55 107 «6 400 | =1245 6 500 2 500 -10 300| =24l ~3e3
HARRISONs o » o o o o 14 800 13 704 1 100 8e3 1 800 1 200 500 143 (2)
HARTs o o s o o ¢ o o s 13 700 14119 - 40O | w27 1 900 1 000 “l 300 | 0.l | =08
HENDERSON*s o o o o & ® 33 800 33 519 300 0.8 4 600 2 300 =2 000 0.1 049
HENRY o o o o o ¢ o o & 10 400 10 987 - 600 =52 1 300 1 000 ~1 000 =049| =Out
HICKMAN o o o o o s o @ 6 800 6 47 100 140 800 500 ~ 200 0e2| wied
HOPKINS » = » o s o ¢ o 40 500 38 458 2 100 504 5 000 2 700 - 200 0.8] =0s1
JACKSON & s s & ¢ s o o 10 500 10 677 - 100 -1e3 1 500 500 “1 00| =0s2| =240
JEFFERSON#e o o o o o 4 3662 400 610 947 51 500 8okt 90 100 38 200 - 500 13 243
JESSAMINE » o o ¢ o o o 14 800 13 625 L 200 87 1 900 900 200 143 09
JOHNSON « » o s s o o o 18 600 19 748 -1 200 “640 2 400 1 200 =2 400 ~1s0| ~le®
KENTONX o o o « s o & 122 900 120 700 2 200 1.8 17 700 8 200 -7 400 03 165
KNOTT o o s o o 8 o o o 18 100 17 362 700 40 2 500 600 «1 200 0.6 | =1s6
KNOXe o o o o o o & o & 25 800 25 258 600 23 3 600 1 600 -1 500 Oelh| =Le8
LARUE o s » o o o o o o 10 100 10 346 “ 200 =149 1 300 600 - 900 | 063 Outh
UAURELes s ¢ o o o & o o 26 000 24 901 1 100 4,6 3 800 1 500 -1 100 0e71 =0k
LAWRENCEs o = o ¢ o » o 11 900 12 134 - 200 “leb 1 500 900 “ 800 | =0e3| =le7
LEE o o o o o o 8 8 ¢ & 7 600 7 420 200 30l 1 100 500 - 400 0:51 -l.6

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand,' county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL.
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY Ly APRIL 1y NET
) 1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATLON |1960=66 [1950=60
i (CENSUS) B
KENTUCKY=~CONs

LESLIEw o o o o o o o @ 10 900 10 941 (Z) =068 2 500 400 -2 100 “Qal “Zolh
LETCHER o o+ o o ¢ o o o 28 200 30 102 -1 900 o2 4 200 1 500 ~4 600 =160 w2el
LEWIS o ¢ ¢ o 5 0 8 o ¢ 12 300 13 115 = 80O w509 2 100 900 «2 100 “1e0 0o
LINCOLN o o o o s o o o 15 800 16 503 “ 700 o5 2z 100 1 200 ~1 700 07 =1e2
LIVINGSTONs « o o o v o 7 400 7 029 400 545 800 500 200 0.9 02
LOGAN o o o o o = o o o 2t 500 20 896 600 269 2 800 1 600 - 600 065 =047
LYONs o o s o 6 s o o @ 5 400 5 924 = 500 BT 500 400 = 600 e wlolf
. MC CRACKENs & o o o o o 56 400 57 306 = 900 wlob 6 400 4 200 «3 100 w03 165
MC CREARY o o o 1 o & ¢ 13 500 12 463 L 000 840 2 100 800 - 300 162 w209
MC LEAN o o o o ¢ o o o 8 800 9 355 - 600 605 1100 700 -1 100 wlel 07
MADISON o o s o 5 s o o o 300 33 uB82 & 800 2042 4 600 1 900 4 100 30 0.7
MAGOFFINe o o o o o o @ 11 600 11 156 400 3.6 2 000 400 «l 200 0.6 w2l
MARIONe o o » s o o o o 17 000 16 887 100 067 2 900 1100 «l BOO 0ol 062
MARSHALLGs o s o o o o @ 18 000 16 736 1 300 7e7 2 000 1 000 300 1e2 2e3
MARTING s 5, o ¢ s o o s % 500 10 201 ~ 300 w3l 1 600 500 =1 400 “0e5 e
MASON o o o o o o o o @ 18 400 18 454 - 100 w003 2 500 1 300 -1 200 0ol 1z)
MEADE o o s o o o » ¢ o 17 900 18 938 -1 000 5ol 2 200 600 -2 600 ~0s9 7e2
MENIFEE o » o o o o o ¢ 4 100 4 276 = 200 w306 600- 300 - 500 ~0e6 wlel
MERCERe s o 5 o o o o ¢ 15 800 14 596 1 200 Bal L 900 1100 Y1) 103 (z)
METCALFEs o + o o s s @ 8 800 8 367 500 566 1 100 500 - 100 049 wlsb
MONROEs .o » s o o » ¢ o 11 600 11799 - 200 =1e5 1 800 800 - 900 =02 =15
MONTGOMERYS o o o o o o 15 200 13 461 1700 1207 1 800 1 000 200 1.9 0.3
MORGANs o % o o o s o 3 11 300 11 056 300 246 1 600 700 = 600 Oult ~2el
MUHLENBERGs s o o ¢ » @ 27 600 27 791 ~ 100 =0:5 3 200 2 000 =1 300 “0sl =le6
NELSONs ass o s o o o ¢® 23 800 22 168 1 600 743 3 800 i 300 - 900 lel 13
NICHOLASs o a o s o o o 6 700 6 677 (2) 0ol 800 600 = 200 (z) wle2
OHIOa o o o » ¢ s o o 17 800 17 725 100 0.7 1 800 1 500 ~ 200 0l )b
OLDHAM:s © o o o 5 o v o 14 700 13 388 1 300 948 1 500 700 500 15 260
. OWENe o o o o a o o s @ 7 800 8 237 - 500 549 1 000 600 - 800 wleG 4
OWSLEYe o o o o o o o o 5 900 5 369 500 10e2 800 300 (2) 1+6 ~3el
PENDLETON ¢ o o o o » @ 9 700 9 968 ~ 300 w2e 1 300 800 - 800 =Oel Ooth
PERRY o s o o « v ¢ ¢ o 32 500 34 961 =2 500 «7+0 5 600 1 700 =6 400 —ie2 w2e8
PIKEs o o » o o v s s 65 600 68 264 =2 600 =349 9 700 3 100 =9 200 Qo “le?
POWELLe o s s o v & & ¢ 7 100 6 674 500 6e8 1 100 400 - 300 1e1 ~0e2
PULASKI o s s « o o » @ 34 700 34 403 300 048 4 #00 2 300 -1 800 0el =1sl
ROBERTSON o o o s o o o 2 500 2 U443 (2) 1.8 300 200 (21 063 ~1e6
ROCKCASTLEs o o o o o @ 12 200 12 334 - 200 1ol 1 700 700 -1 100 ~0e2 =12
ROWAN o o o o o v s o ¢ ‘16 000 12 808 3 200 2563 1 900 700 2 000 3.7 Ol
RUSSELL s » o s o s o o 10 600 11 076 ~ H00 4a0 1 500 700 ~i 300 “0ob 24l
SCOTT o ¢ » v ¢ o s ¢ ¢ 18 200 15 376 2 800 1863 2 200 1100 1 700 247 Ce2
SHELBYe o o & o o ¢ & s 18 900 18 493 400 242 2 400 1 300 - 700 0:3 063
SIMPSON o » ¢ o s v o & 12 900 11 548 1 300 117 1 500/ 900 700 1.8 ~0ul
SPENCER o o o o s o & 8 5 800 5 680 100 204 800 300 - 300 Oli 068
TAYLORe o o » o v o » 15 900 16 285 = 400 20l 2 300 1 000 =1 700 ~0olh 1e2
TODDo ¢ o o o o o o o ® 10 900 11 364 - 500 mlho 8 1 500 300 ~1 100 =0e7 wled
TRIGG o ¢ o o o o o o o 8 500 8 870 - 300 =36 1 loo 600 - 800 006 ~0s9
TRIMBLE o o ¢ o % o v o 5 300 5 102 200 Hel 700 300 - 100 0e6 ~0sl
UNION & » o o o o o o o 14 300 14 537 - 200 ~1s5 1 800 1100 =1 000 =042 002
WARRENe o o o o o o o 8 53 400 45 491 7 900 1705 & 500 3 100 4 600 266 0e6
WASHINGTON: o« o o » o o 11 900 11 168 700 605 1 600 700 « 200 140 w13
* WAYNE o + o 8 s % & o o 15 100 14 700 400 2.0 27100 900 - 700 045 -iel
WEBSTER ¢ s o o o o o ¢ 14 200 14 244 - 100 =05 1 500 1 200 - %00 =00l 069
WHITLEY o o s o s ¢ v o 24 600 25 815 =1 200 e 3 200 1 800 -2 600 048 -2l
WOLFE o o 5 2 o o ¢ v o 6 200 6 534 - 300 500 1 000 400 - 900 0,8 ~1e5
‘ WOODFORDa o o o o s o o 12 700 11 913 800 665 2 000 800 - 400 160 0.6
LOUISIANA « o o o o 3 624 000 3 257 022 367 000 1143 542 000 191 000 16 000 1a7 240
ACADIAs o o o o o & & 52 000 49 931 2 100 He2 8 600 2 800 =3 700 067 0e6
ALLEN o ¢ » o » o » o o 21 000 19 867 1 100 5e6 3 200 1 200 - 900 049 043
ASCENSION o o« o o o o o 33 800 27 927 5 800 2049 5 200 1 600 2 300 3al 262
ASSUMPTION: o o o o o o 19 600 17 991 1 700 9.2 3 300 1 100 - 500 I Osth
AVOYELLES + o o o o o o Ui 400 37 606 3 800 10.2 5 800 2 500 500 1s6 -0l

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table L-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 E PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1+ APRIL L9 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION 11960=66 {1950-60
(CENSUS)
LOUTSIANA==~CON.
BEAUREGARD o o s o o » 22 000 19 191 2 800 14e6 3 100 1 300 1 000 2.2 0.8
BIENVILLE o o o o o o o 17 300 16 726 600 3.6 2 200 1 200 - 300 066 “1e3
BOSSIER¥e o o o o » 2 o 61 000 57 622 3 400 5.9 9 500 2 300 =3 800 0.9 367
CADDO%e s s o s s o o o 226 300 223 859 2 400 Lol 33 900 13 000 =18 500 0.2 244
CALCASIEU%e o o o & o ¢ 135 400 145 475 =10 100 “6eQ 23 800 6 100 “27 700 ~1el 5.0
CALDWELLe o o s o o o o 9 700 9-004 600 7.2 1100 700 200 Lel ~1e3
CAMERON o o« o o o ¢ s o 7 100 6 909 200 204 1 100 300 - 700 Ot 160
CATAHOULA o o o 2 ¢ o o 12 500 11 421 1 100 963 1 800 700 (z) Lol -0l
CLAIBORNE o o« o o o o s 17 200 19 407 -2 200] =116 2 300 1 400 -3 200 =240 ~2e5
CONCORDIA » s & s s o o 24 000 20 467 3 600 1744 3 900 1 300 900 246 346
DE SOTO o s s ¢ o s o & 23 700 24 248 = 500 =241 3 600 1 800 =2 300 =043 ~0el
EAST BATON ROUGEX o o o 1267 900 230 058 37 800 16+ 37 900 10 300 10 400 245 3.8
EAST CARROLLe » ¢ s » o L4 400 14 433 ~ 100 =0t 2 600 1100 =1 600 =0l 102
EAST FELICIANAe o o o o 19 600 20 198 - 600 ~248 2 600 1 100 =2 100 «0e5 05
EVANGELINE: o o s ¢ o o 34 000 31 639 2 400 7.6 6 200 2 000 ~1 800 162 (2)
FRANKLINe o s o s o s s 25 400 26 088 - 700 “206 4 000 1 600 -3 000 =0k wle
GRANT ¢ o s o s o o s o 14 500 13 330 1 200 9l 1 9001 1 000 200 Lot ~0e7
IBERIAe s » o o o o o o 57 600 51 657 6 000 11e5 10 500 2 800 -1 700 108 206
IBERVILLE o ¢ o o ¢ & ¢ 31 100 26 939 1 200 4e0 5 400 2 000 -2 200 0.6 1ol
JACKSON « o s » ¢ s o o 17 100 15 828 1 300 7.9 2 200 1 000 100 1e2 043
JEFFERSON¥s o 6 o o o s 289 000 208 769 80 300 38,5 40 700 9 200 48 800 5.3 7s2
JEFFERSON DAVIS ¢ o o o 28 900 29 825 -1 000 “3e2 4 800 1 600 =4 100 “0¢5 163
LAFAYETTE*os o o s o o & 1103 600 8Y4 656 18 900 22:3 16 300 3 900 & 500 3.3 349
LAFOURCHE o o o ¢ o o s 65 100 55 381 s 700 1746 11100 2 600 12007 2:6 248
LA SALLEs o o ¢ s o o o 15 000 13 011 2 000 15.2 1 900 800 900 243 0u2
LINCOLN o » o o s 5 5 @ 134 700 28 535 & 200 217 3 700 1 600 4 000 362 1.0
LIVINGSTONe o o o v o o 32 400 26 974 5 400 2000 4 600 1 500 27200 3,0 3.0
MADISON ¢ o o o o s o = 17 500 16 444 1100 6e6 2 600 1 200 ~ 300 1.0 ~0e6
MOREHOUSE o s o o o o o 34 800| 33709 1100 3.4 5 600 2 000 -2 400 0.5 0.5
NATCHITOCHESs o » o o o 136 500 35 653 800 203 4 800 2 200 =1 700 Oolt =047
ORLEANSHs o « & o o o o] 649 500 627 525 22 000 3¢5 95 200 46 200 -27 000 0s6 10
OUACHITA® o o s o o s o 111 500 101 663 S 800 9:6 17 200 5 900 =1 500 1e5 31
PLAQUEMINES s o o o o @ 26 700 22 545 4 100 1843 4 300 1 000 800 247 47
ROINTE COUPEE o o o o & 23 100 22 488 600 208 4 300 L 400 =2 200 0e5 0e3
RAPIDES & s » o & o o o 118 800 111 351 7 400 6s6 16 300 6 400 -2 500 160 241
P
RED RIVER ¢ + ¢ s o s o 10 100 9 978 © 100 163 1 400 700 = 600 042 “1e9
RICHLANDs « s s o & & @ 24 600 23 824 800 3.2 4 200 1 600 =1 900 Q.5 ~iel
SABINEs ¢ o o s o s 2 @ 21 100 18 564 2 500 1346 2 700 1 300 1100 201 |  wle2
STe BERNARD¥ s o o o o o us 400 32 186 14 300 4l 5 600 1 400 10 000 8.0 11e2
STe CHARLES o o v s o = 26 000 24 219 4700 2243 4 300 1 000 1 400 3.3 47
STe HELENAs ¢ o s & o s 9 100 5 162 - 100 ~1+0 1 300 500 - 900 062 0e2
STe JAMES o o ¢ o o o o 19 700 18 369 1 300 7ol 3 600 1100 =1 200 1.1 168
5Te JOHN THE BAPTIST» o 22 100 18 439 3 700 2001 3 700 1 100 1 000 3,0 242
STo LANDRYe s o s o o » 84 300 81 493 2 800 3.5 14 600 4 600 =7 100 0¢6 Olt
STe MARTING & o ¢ o ¢ o 32 400 29 063 3 300 11e3 5 400 1 500 - 600 467 140
STe MARYe o v o o o ¢ o 59 400 44 833 10 600 216 10 300 2 600 2 900 362 3l
STo TAMMANY*®: o s & ¢ o 60 600 38 643 21 900 5647 7 100 2 700 17 600 7.5 3.7
TANGIPAMOAS o o « s & o 167 000 56 434 7 600 1267 10 400 4 100 1 300 1e9 1ol
TENSASe 2 o s o v o 8 9 11 100( 11 796 = 700 569 1 800 800 -1 700 ~140 ~1sl
TERREBONNE: o o s o o 72 600 60 771 11 800 1904 13 500 2 800 1100 2:9 3.4
UNION o o o s o o »n s @ 18 900 17 624 1 300 Teol 2 600 1 200 - 200 Lol ~0:8
VERMILION s o o & « o o 41 3001 - 38 855 2 400 6e3 6 500 2 100 -2 000 160 0s5
VERNON®s o ¢ o o o o 5 ¢ 5% 200 18 301 40 900| 2233 3 100 1 400 39 200 2047 ~0eth
WASHINGTON. » & o o » o 45 100 44 015 1160 206 & 400 2 800 =2 400 Cott 1ett
WEBSTER o s s o s o o o 40 800 39 701 1 100 209 5 500 2 400 ~2 000 0¢5 1ol
WEST BATON ROUGE. « » o 16 200 796 1 400 926 3 000 900 = 700 165 263
WEST CARROLLs o ¢ v o o 15 400 w177 1 300 8+9 2 200 900 () 1ol “3e®
WEST FELICIANAG o = ¢ @ 11 300 12 395 -1 100 ~94 1 L 400 500 -2 000 =15 260
WINNG o o o o v ¢ ¢ o o 16 500 16 034 500 362 2 000 1100 ~ 400 045 =061

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates kmetropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estim

ates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1 APRIL 1t NET
! 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=66 [L950~60
i (CENSUS)

MAINE « ; s ¢ e 8 8 985 000 969 265 16 000 1s7 137 Q00 68 000 =52 000 Q3 0:6
ANDROSCOGGIN®K o o o o o 89 600 86 312 3 300 3.8 12 100 6 200 =2 600 0e6 Oed
AROCUSTOOK o & o ¢ o o o 97 600 106 064 -8 500 =80 17 800 4 900 =21 300 =13 10
CUMBERLAND* & o ¢ o o ¢ 193 800 182 751 11 000 640 25 600 13 400 -1 200 0.9 0.8
FRANKLINe o o & o & o o 19 900 20 069 = 200 =140 2 900 1 500 =i 600 “0e2 “0ed
HANCOCK & s o s ¢ o 3 o 32 400 32 293 100 Ot 3 900 2 80O -1 100 Cal Oel
KENNEBECa & o o o o o o 9l 100 89 150 1 900 262 12 100 6 200 =3 200 Qe 0e6
KNOXs s s o o a o & o % 28 200 28 875 - 300 =Le2 3 300 2 600 =} 100 ~0e2 0s2
LINCOLN o o o o @& o o & 20 000 18 497 i 500 8e3 2 300 1 700 200 Le3 Oe3
OXFORDe o o » & ¢ o ® o 44 000 44 345 = 300 =07 5 800 3 200 =3 000 “Col (21
PENOBSCOT ¢ o & 5 o ¢ @ Q1126 200 126 346 - 200 =0ol 20100 7 700 =32 500 (Z) le6
PISCATAQUIS o s o s ¢ & 16 900 17 379 = 500 =268 2 100 1 400 =1 100 «0+5 =07
SAGADAMOC o o o o ¢ » @ 23 500 22 793 700 3el 3 200 1 600 - 800 0«5 09
SOMERSETa o s o ¢ o o o 43 400 39 749 3 700 Go2 5 400 2 900 i 100 Lot (2}
WALDO s os ¢ o o o o @ 22 400 22 632 = 200 =0e9 3 100 1 900 =1 400 “Oel Oolt
WASHINGTON: o o ¢ o o o 30 400 32 908 =2 500 =7e7 3 700 2 700 =3 600 “ie3 ~0e7
YORKe o o U 106 100 99 402 6 700 6o7 13 300 7 500 900 1.0 Oeb

MARYLANDe s ¢ ¢ o o 3 608 000 3 100 689 508 000 164 479 000 183 000 212 000 2.5 2.8
ALLEGANY.}. b s o 8 o @ 86 000 84 169 i 800 262 10 200 6 200 ~2 200 O3 =06
ANNE ARUNDEL® o o o o » 259 400 206 634 52 800 25¢5 33 000 9 200 29 000 37 568
BALTIMORE®s o o ¢ » o » 563 800 492 428 71 400 14,5 67 700 23 600 27 300 202 6e2
BALTIMORE CITY% o o o @ 921 400 939 024 ~17 700 =19 135 400 70 100 ~82 200 =03 “0eol
CALVERT % s o » » ¢ o @ 18 300 15 826 2 500 185 % 000 1 000 400 23 2¢7
CAROLINE: o o s o o o o 20 100 19 462 700 365 2 600 1 600 - 300 0e6 0s7
CARROLL¥e o o ¢ o o ¢ @ 64 900 52 785 12 100 229 7 100 3 300 8 300 SeH 16
CECIL%o o 2 & » o & ¢ & 53 300 48 408 4 800 1040 8 200 2 500 - 800 145 38
CHARLES & s o o o ¢ o @ 39 1004 32 572 é 500 2061 6 700 1 800 1 600 3e0 Sk
DORCHESTERs & & ¢ ¢ & ¢ 30 600 29 666 1 000 33 3 500 2 500 ¥4] Ce5 06
FREDERICK o ¢ ¢ ¢ & » » 85 100 71 930 13 200 1863 10 500 4 %00 7 600 2e7 led
GARRETT » « o o o ¢ o ¢ 22 100 20 420 1 700 Be2 2 800 1 300 300 1e3 =0ell
HARFORD*e o o o & o o @ 104 300 76 722 27 600 3640 13 900 3700 17 500 540 4e0
HOWARD* o o o o ¢ o o o 49 000 36 152 12 80O 3565 6 100 1 800 8 500 50 LTY:)
KENTe o ¢ s 2 o o ¢ & @ 14 700 15 48l =~ 800 =52 2 100 1 200 =1 700 =09 1s2
MONTGOMERY% o o o o & o 439 3007 . 340 928 98 400 2849 51 000 14 400 6L 800 4ol Te6
PRINCE GEORGES* o o o « 553 7004 357 395 196 300 54.9 76 800 15 400 134 900 Te3 63
QUEEN ANNES o o ¢ o o o 17 600 16 569 1 000 660 2 200 1 200 (Z) 0e? Lel3
STe MARYS o o o o ¢ s o 41 400 38 915 2 500 663 8 800 L 700 =4 700 140 249
SOMERSETs o ¢ o # o o o 18 800 16 623 - 800 Y 2 300 1 800 =1 300 ~0e6 ~0s6
TALBOTs o s ¢ o o & o @ 22 900 21 578 J 300 549 2 800 1 900 300 0.9 lel
WASHINGTONs ¢ ¢ ¢ o » & 102 200 91 219 11 000 12.0 12 100 & 000 4 900 1.8 1e5
WICOMICOe o o o o o o o 54 400 49 050 5 400 110 & 600 3 600 2 400 1e7 262
WORCESTER o ¢ o o ¢ o o 25 800 23 733 2 100 BeQ 3 300 1 800 600 1.4 0s2

MASSACHUSETTS o o 35 403 000 5 148 578 254 000 4e@ 690 000 359 000 ~77 000 0e8 049
BARNSTABLEe & o o o ¢ o ‘81 700 70 286 11 400 16s2 8 500 5 700 8 600 2ok el
BERKSHIREXs o o ¢ o » » a4 800 142 135 2 700 19 18 700 9 900 =6 100 043 0e7
BRISTOL%s » e » o ¢ s = 15 800 398 488 17 100 443 51 100 29 600 -4 400 07 Oei
DUKES o » o ¢ o o & o ’6 000 5 829 100 261 600 &00 200 03 0e3
ESSEX%e o ¢ & o o ¢ & ¢ 2614 900 568 831 46 000 8ol T4 700 42 800 4 100 1e3 0.9
FRANKILINe & o o o o o @ 357 200 54 864 2 300 4e3 6 400 4 000 - 100 0e7 Ool
HAMPDEN*e o & o e » & & 441 700 426 353 12 400 2.9 57 700 28 900 =16 400 Oe5 le6
HAMPSHIREX . o o o & + @ ’112 600 103 229 $ 400 Gel i1 900 5 800 3 .300 et 17
MIDDLESEX%ae » o o o o @ 21 321 400 1 238 742 82 700 67 174 700 78 200 =13 900 1.0 1.5
NANTUCKET s ¢ s & o o » 33 800 3 559 200 7.0 500 300 (2) el Oe2
NORFOLK*e o e o ¢ ¢ o @ 2575 900 510 256 65 700 1209 67 300 30 800 29 200 240 27
PLYMOUTHM ¢ o o & o ¢ o 3303 00Q 248 449 54 500 219 38 900 18 100 33 700 362 267
SUFFOLK*%s o o o ¢ o o @ 2714 400 791 329 =77 000 ~Ge7 103 900 64 500 | = 116 400 =146 =ie2
WORCESTERXe o o o o » o 3610 000 583 228 26 800 He 75 500 40 100 -8 500 0.7 0e7

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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{Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county.

SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

Table 1L-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JUuLyY L APRIL Lv NET
1966 1560 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION 196066 1950=60
(CENSUS?

MICHIGAN. s o o o o 8 496 000 7 823 194 673 000 846 1 135 000 443 000 =19 000 led 201
ALCONA® ¢ ¢ » o s ¢ ¢ @ & 300 6 352 {Z) “Qo3 700 500 - 300 =Qsd 0.8
ALGER o o & » o o o o @ 8 400 9 250 - 900 =965 {1 100 700 =1 300 Twleb =008
ALLEGAN ¢ o s ¢ o o o o 60 800 57 729 3 100 Seth 8 000 3 600 =1 300 0s8 240
ALPENAe o o o ¢ o & o 29 300 28 556 800 2e7 4 700 1 700 =2 200 Qeott 246
ANTRIMe o a o o o ¢ o & 10 800 10 373 400 349 L 300 200 (2} 0eb =Qe3
ARENACe o o s o o o & o 9 700 9 860 - 200 »2¢0 1 200 800 = 700 =0e3 Oe2
BARAGA« ¢ a o o o ¢ o o 7 800 7151 600 8¢9 1 600 600 300 L1ed ~1el
BARRY ¢ o s o o ¢ o o o 35 000 31 738 3 200 1061 4 300 2 000 900 1ed 109
BAY%e o o o o & o v s @ 112 700 107 042 5 600 502 16 000 5 900 =4 500 0.8 19
BENZIEe o s o s ¢ o o 2 7 000 7 834 - 900 ~1llel 1 000 600 =1 2000 © =19 =0eb
BERRIEN » s « & & » o ¢ 166 300 149 865 16 400 11.0 23 100 9 100 2400 17 2e6
BRANCHs 2 » o s & s o 37 800 34 903 2 900 8:3 4 100 2 300 1 100 1e3 145
CALHOUN & o o o ¢ o o ¢ 2 700 138 858 3 800 27 19 300 7 900 =7 600 Oeth Led
CASSs = s s s o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 39 600 36 932 2 700 Te3 4 400 2 400 700 Lel 27
CHARLEVOIXe o & o 2 o o i4 200 13 421 800 5.8 2 000 1100 - 100 Ge% (Z)
CHEBOYGAN o o ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ 15 000 14 580 400 2¢8 2 000 1 000 - 600 Oek Oeb
CHIPPEWAe o o o o o » @ 36 $00 32 655 4 200 13.0 6 500 1 900 - 300 240 Lol
CLARE » » s a & o a ¢ = 13 000 11 647 1 300 1145 1 800 %00 500 1.8 163
CLINTON¥e o« o o ¢ ¢ o @ 45 500 37 969 7 500 i9+9 6 200 2 100 3 400 249 220
CRAWFORDe o o o o e & o 5 900 4 971 - 1 000 1904 800 400 600 29 1¢8
DELTA » o & ¢« o ¢ o o @ 33 400 34 298 = 900 ~2:6 4 700 2 400 =3 200 =0kt Ol
DICKINSON ¢ o o ¢ ¢ & @ 24 600 23 917 700 340 2 700 1 800 - 200 Ge5 ~Qot
EATON¥%e o« & o s ¢ o ¢ @ 56 800 4o 684 7 100 1463 7 300 2 900 2 700 2e2 202
EMMET o s o a o & ¢ & o 16 600 15 504 700 He3 2 200 1 200 - 300 07 =0od
GENESEEXe o s o o o o @ 423 600 374 313 49 300 13.2 63 600 18 500 4 200 240 363
GLADWIN ¢ o & o ¢ o o @ 11 500 10 769 700 606 i 300 800 100 160 Le3
GOGEBIC ¢ o o & ¢ o o @ 20 700 24 370 =3 600 =lla9 2 200 2 100 =3 700 =25 =1¢0
GRAND TRAVERSE: o o o @ 36 100 33 490 2 600 7.8 4 300 2 000 300 12 16
GRATIOT » s o o o ¢ o @ 39 300 37 oi2 2 300 6ol 5 900 2 400 =1 200 100 100
HILLSDALE o s o & o s @ 34 900 34 742 100 063 4 600 2 400 -2 100 Oel 0@
HOUGHTONs 6 o o e o o @ 34 400 35 654 -1 200 =35 4 000 3 200 -2 100 =06 =lel
HURON ¢ ¢ ¢ s ¢ ¢ & o @ 33 600 34 006 « 400 «lal 4 700 2 400 -2 700 =002 0e3
INGHAM® » o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o @ 247 800 211 296 36 500 173 33 700 10 500 13 300 246 2.0
JONIA ¢ ¢ s o @ o o o @ 42 800 43 132 - 300 -Qa7 5 900 2 700 =3 500 ~Qel 102
I0SCO ¢ + & & » ¢ 8 & 0 23 200 16 505 & 700 H0s5 4 400 1 100 2 400 566 He2
IRONe o o » o 6 ¢ & o o 15 200 17 184 =1 900 ~1le3 1 600 1 500 «-2 000 -ie9 “Qo3
ISABELLA: o & o 6 = & ¢ _138 800 35 348 3 400 Se7 5 100 1 800 100 165 2+0
JACKSON* o 2 & o ¢ ¢ o @ 1137 400 131 994 5 400 Hol is 200 7 800 -5 Q00 oeé 240
KALAMAZOOXe o ¢ o o o o *189. 000 169 712 19 300 L4 24 000 8 700 4 000 1e7 300
KALKASKAe o o o o » o & 5 000 4 382 600 1340 600 400 400 260 ~0¢5
KENT® ¢ ¢« o o o ¢ o o @ 392 600 363 187 29 400 . Bel 55 80O 20 700 =5 700 1e3 203
KEWEENAWs o o o o o o @ 2 100 2 417 ~ 300 =lded 200 300 - 300 234 ~1e9
LAKEs » » o o o o o o @ 5 100 5 338 = 300 =4y 8 600 600 - 200 =048 002
LAPEER¥ & « ¢ ¢ 8 o o ¢ 48 900 41 926 7 000 16.7 6 100 2 400 3 300 205 16
LEELANAUs & o o 8 o o o 9 700 9 321 400 4.0 1 160 700 - 100 056} « 0.8
LENAWEE « o » s & ¢ o ¢ 80 300 77 789 2 500 3a2 9 %00 4 700 -2 700 0¢5 169
LIVINGSTONe o o « o 9 @ 44 300 38 233 6 100 15.9 5 700 2 300 2 700 2ol 3e6
LUCEs o » .6 5 o s ¢ & @ 6 800 T 827 =1 000 “12¢5 900 500 =1 400 “2el ~Qokt
MACKINACs) » o s o o » @ 10 100 10 853 ~ 700 “be B 1 600 700 -1 600 =leld 16
MACOMBX s o o » o o o ¢ 3553 100 405 804 147 300 3643 79 700 16 .500 84 100 Sel Be2
MANISTEE: o o & & o o ¢ 19 700 19 OH2 600 343 2 600 1 500 - 500 0e5 Qe
MARQUETTE » o o 9 ¢ o 0 168 000 56 154 11 900 212 9 300 3 500 6100 30l 1e7
MASON » o o o ¢ & & o 8 21-700 21 829 = 200 =09 2 600 1 600 -1 200 -0l 07
MECOSTA o ¢ o v ¢ o o @ 125 900 21 051 4 900 2301 2 900 1 400 3 400 3.4 10
MENOMINEE s o s o o o @ 23 200 24 685 =1 500 “Gol . 2 9200 1 800 =2 600 ~1e0 “0e2
MIDLAND & o o o & o o o 55 800 51 450 4 300 8alt g 400 2 000 -2 100 163 3.7
MISSAUKEE ¢ & o 2 o o ¢ ¢ 100 6 784 - 700 =959 800 500 =1 000 =17 =09
MONROE® ¢ o o o ¢ 2 s @ 112 400 104 120 1l 300 112 15 600 3 300 1 000 1e7 209
MONTCALMe & 2 o o o o = 40 500 35 795 4 700 13a1 5 100 2 600 2100 2.0 Lot
MONTMORENCY & o & o o o 4 600 4 424 200 H4o3 500 400 00| | 0e7 07
MUSKEGONA s o & o o o o 152 600 o 943 2 700 le8 22 800 7 800 =12 200 2 Qe 261
NEWAYGO ¢ o ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ @ 25 800 24 160 1 700 6e9 3 500 1 700 - 100 bolel Yol
OAKLAND®e o o & ¢ o o @ 805 800 650 259 115 500 1667 102 000 29 200 42 700 2¢5 5e7
OCEANAe o o & » o o 2 o 17 100 16 547 500 3ol 2 200 1 200 = 500 0e5 0e3
OGEMAWe o « o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ® 10 200 9 680 500 5s0 L 200 800 100 0e8 Oelh

SEE FOOTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE v COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 FERCENT CHANGE
AREA
: JULY Lo APRIL 1¥ NET
! 1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960-~6611950-60
{CENSUS) )
MICHIGAN--CON,
ONTONAGON & o o o o s ¢ 10 600 10 584 (2} 0e2 1 400 800 = 600 (z2) 0e3
OSCEQLA o o o & ¢ o o o 14 000 13 595 400 267 1 800 1 100 - 400 0ol ~0sl
OSCODAe s o o o s & o @ 4 100 3 447 600 18¢7 500 300 500 2.8 1e0
OTSEGOe ¢ ¢ o o ¢ » & o 8 300 7 545 700 St 1 300 500 (2} 1ol 1s6
OTTAWA® ¢ o o o 2 » » ¢ 112 100 98 719 13 400 13.6 15 800 5 100 2 700 201 3.0
PRESQUE ISLEe o o o o o 12 100 13 117 =1 000 o7 1 800 800 =2 000 wled 09
- ROSCOMMON o o & o ¢ o @ 8 100 7 200 900 1246 800 700 700 19 2.0
SAGINAWRe s o o o 2 o ¢ 210 900 190 752 20 200 1066 30 600 10 600 200 106 22
STo CLAIR & o o v o o ¢ 3114 300 107 204 7 100 606 15 000 7 100 = 900 1.0 1e6
STs JOSEPHs o o o o o o 45 500 42 332 3 200 75 5 BOO 3 000 400 le2 169
SANILAC ¢ o o o o o o 0 34 500 32 314 2 100 6406 4 500 2 500 100 160 05
SCHOOLCRAFT o o & o o o 8 000 & 953 « 00| =103 1 200 700 ~4 400 o7 =062
SHIAWASSEE o o o o o o 60 400 53 446 7 000 1340 8 500 3 300 1 800 2.0 165
TUSCOLA o % o o ¢ o o & 48 300 43 305 5 000 1led 6 300 2 900 1 500 1e7 122
VAN BUREN = ¢ ¢ o s ¢ ¢ 55 200 4g 395 & 800 14.0 & 800 3 700 3 700 2s1 2el
WASHTENAWXa o o o o o s 1204 500 172 440 32 100 18,6 26 300 7 200 12 900 2.8 25
WAYNE%e o o o o ¢ o o ¢ 2 714 400 2 666 297 48 100 1.8 349 400 157 900} ~ 143 400 0e3 09
WEXFORD o o o ¢ o & 9 ¢ 19 500 i8 466 i 100 5.8 2 500 1 400 (2} 09 ~0al
MfNNEéoTA ¢ 06 e e 3 585 000 3 413 864 174 000 5.0 498 000 202 000 =~ 126 000 0.8 telt
AITKINe ¢ o o o o ¢ o @ 12 000 12 162 = 100 “lol 1 300 1 000 - 300 =02 “le6
ANOKAXo o1 s o o o o o ¢ 125 900 85 916 40 000 4606 23 100 3 000 19 900 6e3 9e2
BECKERs ¢ o ¢ 2 ¢ s & ¢ 25 900 23 959 1 900 Te® 3 400 1 600 100 fe2 Qe
BELTRAMIe ¢ o & ¢ s ¢ ¢ 126 200 23 425 2 800 118 3 500 1 600 900 1.8 =06
BENTON® o » o o & » ¢ o 19 300 17 287 2 000 11.4 3 200 900 =~ 300 1e7 08
BIG STONE ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ o 8 800 8 954 « 100 =led 1 200 600 - 700 “0a2 =Ge7
BLUE EARTHe o o ¢ o o = 51 100 4y 385 &6 700 15.0 6 200 2 600 3 100 2.3 15
BROWN o » o o ¢ o s o o 29 200 27 676 1 500 565 3 900 1 800 - 600 069 0e7
CARLTON ¢ o o o o o o 29 500 27 932 1 600 56 3 900 1 600 - 700 09 103
CARVERe ¢ o s o o ¢ & & 24 800 2) 358 3 400 161 3 400 1 200 1 300 2.4 1:6
CASSe o a o o o 0 ¢ o 16 300 16 720 = 400 =263 2 000 1 300 =1 100 ~Oel =15
CHIPPEWAe » o » o o o @ 16 200 16 320 = 100 =0¢8 2 000 1 000 ~l 100 “0¢l =Qe3
CHISAGO o & o 5 o s o o 14 400 13 419 1 000 7ol 1 600 1 200 500 1eld 2%
CLAYK o 5 2 o o o 5 o o 2 800 39 080 3 700 946 5 900 1 800 - 400 18 2:6
CLEARWATERs o ¢ o o o @ 8 700 8 864 = 200 =]e% 1 000 600 = 600 =0¢3 ~lel
COOKo o o s » o & o @ @ 3 200 3 377 = 100 -3 500 200 = 400 =0e7 1.5
COTTONWOODe o o ¢ o o @ 15 400 16 166 = 800 ~4.8 1 %0C 1 000 =1 700 =08 03
CROW WING o o o o ¢ « o 133 400 32 134 1 200 3¢9 4 000 2 300 = 500 Oed Colh
DAKOTAX ¢ o o o @ « s @ 107 900 78 303 29 600 378 16 100 3 500 17 Q00 Sed 48
DODGE e » o o o v & ¢ ¢ 13 500 13 259 200 18 1 800 8c0o =~ 800 O3 05
DOUGLAS ¢ o s a o a o ¢ 21 000 21 313 = 300 =1o4 2 400 1 400 -1 300 =052 (2}
FARIBAULT o s & o o ¢ ¢ 22 100 23 685 =1 600 =645 2 900 1 500 =2 900 =1el «Qel
FILLMOREs « o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 23 000 23 768 = 700 ~3ol 2 900 1 800 =1 800 =0s5 =063
FREEBORNs o = o & o ¢ ¢ 36 600 37 891 =1 300 =3.3 4 900 2 200 ~4 000 =05 0e9
GOODHUE & o o & o o 9 ¢ 35 000 33 035 2 000 6ol 4 000 2 400 400 0.9 03
GRANT « o o o o o o 8 ¢ 8 800 8 870 (2) =Qelh 1 000 600 - 400 =0l =0s7
HENNERIN¥ o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 885 300 842 854 42 500 5.0 123 800 48 100 ~33 200 0.8 2.2
HOUSTON ¢ o s o o & s & 17 200 16 588 600 3.9 2 400 1 000 - 700 0.6 Lok
® HUBBARD » ¢ o o & o o o 10 500 9 962 600 5.8 1 300 800 100 069 =1el
ISANTIo o o » o ¢ & o » 17 100 13 830 3 600 2604 1 500 800 2 900 3.8 Lol
ITASCAe » o o o ¢ o e o 36 800 38 006 =1 200 =3¢l i 600 2 200 -3 600 Qa5 1e3
JACKSON o o o o o o o ¢ 14 300 15 501 «) 200 =76 1 700 900 =2 Q00 =le3 =05
» KANABEC ¢ o » o » & o ¢ 9 BOO 9 007 800 865 1 100 600 300 13 w0el
KANDIYOHI ¢ ¢ o ¢ & o 28 700 29 987 =1 300 =l e2 3 &00 1 700 -3 100 ~0e7 0.5
KITTSON o o ¢ 2 o o o @ 8 200 8 343 - 100 ~1.7 200 600 - 500 “Qe3 “lelh
KOOCHICHING o » ¢ o o 18 000 18 190 = 200 «1e0 2 200 1 100 =1 300 =0e2 0e7
LAC QUI PARLE o » o o o 11 900 13 330 =1 500 =1l.0 1 300 900 ~1 900 =18 ~0e B
LAKES o o o o o o' 98 o ¢ 12 %00 13 702 -~ 800 =506 2 100 600 =2 300 =049 58
LAKE OF THE WOODS o & o 4 300 4 304 (2) (2) 700 300 - 500 (2) =14
LE SUEURe s o o v o o @ 21 300 19 906 1 400 7.0 2 B0OO 1 300 - 100 1ol 0elh
LINCOLN o o o 2 @ o o 9 8 800 9651 - 800 ~8e3 1 100 600 =1 300 ~1eth ~0sB
LYONs o o o o o ¢ o & ¢ 21 100 22 655 -1 5Q0 =608 3 300 1 500 =3 400 =1lel 0.2
MC LEOD o« o » » ¢ o s ¢ 26 700 24 401 2 300 9eb 3 200 1 500 700 Je5 1.0
MAHNOMENs o s o o o o & 000 6 341 = 400 =5¢5 900 400 - 900 =09 “lel
MARSHALLs o o & ¢ 2 o ¢ 14 600 14 262 400 206 1 800 900 - 600 OeH ~le2

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END NF TABLE,
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Tabie 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{Asterisk {*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the ne

arest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L3 APRIL L+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960=66 | 195060
(CENSUS)
MINNESOTA==CON.
MARTINe o o s s o o o o 25 100 26 986 -1 900 “6e9 3 100 1 500 =3 500 “el 0.5
MEEKERos o o o o o o o o 19 300 18 887 400 243 2 400 1 300 « 700 Ot (z)
MILLE LACSs o o o s o o 15 300 14 560 700 heB 1 900 1 200 (2 0.8 0ol
MORRISONs o o o ¢ o o o 26 600 26 641 - 100 ~0o3 4 000 1 500 =2 600 “0sl 0.3
MOWER o ¢ o s s o s o o 45 300 48 498 «3 100 wbe3 6 000 2 400 =6 600 “1e0 N
MURRAYes o o « ¢ o o o @ 14 000 14743 - 700 b7 2 000 700 ~1 900 «0e8 (z)
NICOLLETe o s s o o o @ 122 600 23 196 - 600 =247 3 000 1 000 «2 600 ~0alt 100
NOBLESs o o o o ¢ o ¢ @ 22 600 23 365 - 800 3,3 3 100 1 200 -2 700 “045 Outh
NORMANe o o o o o o o @ 10 700 11 253 - 500 wlha? 1 200 800 - 900 0.8 it
OLMSTED o » o o o s o & 173 100 65 532 7 600 1166 12 000 3 100 ~1 300 1.8 3ed
OTTER TAILs » o ¢ ¢ ¢ s 47 100 48 960 «1 800 3.7 5 300 3 200 «3 900 ~0e6 05
PENNINGTONs o o o ¢ o ® 11 900 12 68 - 600 “le8 1 500 800 ~1 300 “0.8 «Oolh
PINEe o o o s o o o o o 16 900 17 004 - 100 ~0elh 1 900 1 200 - 800 =04l «047
PIPESTONE o s o & o o o 12 700 13 605 - 900 609 1 800 800 -1 800 “lel «0¢3
POLKe o s o 5 o o & o & 36 800 36 182 600 166 5 000 2 400 “2 100 0e3 Ol
POPEs o o o o s o 5 o o 11 000 11914 « 900 =703 1 200 800 -1 360 IS “GeB
RAMSEYX & o s o o o s o 433 200 422 525 10° 700 205 66 400 24 800 =30 800 Oth 107
RED LAKEe o » s & o o o 5 500 5 830 - 300 -5e2 800 400 - 700 =0¢9 wleB
REDWOOD o o ¢ o o s o s 20 800 21 718 - 900 lolt 3 000 1 300 -2 600 07 «0e2
RENVILLEe o o s o o = »® 22 800 23 249 - 400 “1.8 2 800 1 500 -1 800 ~0e3 “043
RICEe o o o o o 8 » ¢ o 140 100 38 988 1 100 2.8 4 800 2 100 “1 600 Ooth 0e7
ROCKe o o a s o o o o ¢ 11 100 11 864 - 700 =641 1 500 600 =1 600 =160 0.5
ROSEAUs o o o o o o 5 o 11 200 12 154 - 900 «7s6 1 700 800 -1 800 “1e3 “ie8
STe LOUISHe ¢ s o o o o 225 900 231 588 -5 600 2ol 28 400 15 600 =18 500 0ol 162
SCOTT o o o o s o s s & 25 900 21 909 4 000 1843 4 600 1 300 700 207 249
SHERBURNE o o o o o s o 15 300 12 861 2 400 1848 2 000 800 1 200 2.8] 1S
SIBLEYs o s o o o o v @ 15 800 16 228 - 400 w28 2 100 1 000 =1 500 -0 ot 03
STEARNS o o o o o ¢ o @ 190 800 80 345 10 400 13.0 13 700 4 000 700 2,0 13
STEELEs o o o o o s & ¢ 27 500 25 029 2 400 98 3 700 1 400 200 145 1e7
STEVENS ¢ o o s o o o @ 1L 000 11 262 - 200 “2el 1 500 600 =1 200 043 Oel
SWIFT s ¢ o ¢ 8 o o o o 14 200 14 936 - 700 ~5e0 1 700 1 000 =1 500 ~0¢8 “0eb
TODDe o o # o o o & o @ 22 400 23 119 - 700 32 2 900 1 600 =2 100 ~045 “049
TRAVERSEs o s ¢ o ¢ o ¢ 7 200 7 503 « 300 “lhe5 900 500 - 800 =0s7 “0e7
WABASHA o s s o o o o o 16 400 17 007 - 600 3ol 2 300 1 200 -4 600 046 0ot
WADENAe ¢ o ¢ o o o & =+ 12 400 12 199 200 Lol 2 000 800 =1 000 ¥0e2 “045
WASECAs o s s o o o o @ 15 300 16 041 - 700 wlhe3 2 100 1 000 -1 800 =07 0.7
WASHINGTON® o o o o o ® 67 400 52 432 15 000 28.6 10 400 2 500 7 100 4ol 43
WATONWANe o« s o o o o o 13 700 14 460 = 800 “5e3 1 700 900 =1 600| [=0.9 Oolh ¥
WILKINe ¢ o o o o o o ¢ 10 100 10 650 - 600 =5t 1 400 600 =1 400 049 Ol &
WINONA® s o« ¢ o o o o o 143 200 40 937 2 300 5.6 5 300 2 600 - 460 09 03
WRIGHTe ¢ o o o o v o & 33 800 20 935 3 900 1269 4 700 2 000 1100 240 048 ;
YELLOW MEDICINE o » o 15 400 15 523 - 100 P 1 800 1 000 ~ 900 ~0sl “0e5
MISSISSIPPI s o o o 2 339 000 2 178 141 161 000 Tolt 356 000 140 000 =55 000| /et (z) -
ADAMS o o o o o o o o o 37 800 37 730 100 0e2 6 600 2 400 =4 100 (z3 146
ALCORNe ¢ & o o © & o o 27 900 25 282 2 600 1068 3 300 1 700 1100 1e6 047
AMITE o ¢ ¢ « o ¢ o o ¢ 14 200 15 573 -1 300 “Beb 2 100 900 -2 500 -1l 2ol
ATTALAe o » o o o s o & 22 300 21 335 1 000 4.5 3 100 1 500 - 600 0e7 w242
BENTONs o o o o v o o » 8 100 7 723 400 4,8 1 200 500 - 400 047 143
BOLIVAR o « o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 57 900 54 U6y 3 500 6olt 14 300 3 800 w000 1.0 wlolh
CALHOUN + o ¢ o s o « = 16 300 15 941 300 2.0 2 100 1100 - 800 043 ~1eth
CARROLL ¢ & ¢ s ¢ o o @ 11 100 11177 - 100 ~0e¢8 1 400 700 - 800 041 ~Be2
CHICKASAW ©» o o o o ¢ o 17 600 16 891 700 43 2 700 1 200 - 700 047 ~ial
CHOCTAN o o o o o o o % 8 200 8 u23 - 200 =28 1 100 600 - 800 “Ook 246
CLAIBORNE o « o s o o o 11 000 10 845 100 143 L 500 800 - 600 0.2 ~1e0
CLARKEs o o ¢ o s o o o 15 400 16 493 =1 100 “645 2 100 1 200 -1 900 ~fel “1e6
CLAYe o o o s o ¢ 5 o & 18 900 18 933 (z) =0ol 2 900 1200 -1 800 (2) 0o
COAHOMA o o o o s o o ¢ 46 800 46 212 &00 1e2 g 300 3 500 -5 200 02 =007
COPIAHe ¢ o ¢ o s o o o 27 200 27 051 100 Oolh 4 000 2 000 ~1 900 Oul ~1a2
COVINGTON o o o s o o o 14 80O 13 637 1 100 842 2 000 900 (zZ) 143 “leb
DE SOTO o o o o ¢ & o o 31 300 23 891 7 400 3049 5 000 L 400 3 800 4otk ~0e3
FORREST o o s o o o o o 159 600 52 722 6 900 1340 8 100 3 400 2 100 240 1e6)
FRANKLINs o o s ¢ o o o 8 900 9 286 - U400 wlhe3 1 200 700 ~ 900 07 16
GEORGEos ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 12 800 11 098 1 700 155 1 900 600 400 2.3 190
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Tabie 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE-
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To. 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
; JULY 1 APRIL 11 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER ~|PERCENT|  BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION|1960-66 |1950-60
E (CENSUS)
MISSISSIPPI~~CON.
GREENE: s o s o o ¢ o 8 800 8 366 500 5.6 1 200 500 - 200 0.9 0.2
GRENADA s o s o s s ¢ o 20 400 18 409 2 000 1ol 3 100 1 300 200 1e7]  =0e2
HANCOCK o o o o s o o s 19 400 14 039 5 4001  38.2 2 100 1 000 4 300 543 187
HARRISON® + s » o o s o 142 200 115 489 22 700 19:0 23 200 5 800 5 300 2.8 366
HINDS#e o 5 o o ¢ o o o 212 100 187 045 25 100 1304 32 300 10 000 2 800 240 2.8
- HOLMESs o o o o s o o @ 27 300 27 096 200 0¢7 4 400 2 200 “2 100 0el| =200
MUMPHREYS + o o ¢ o o » 19 700 19 093 600 302 3 700 1 300 ~1 BOO 065f  =1s9
ISSAQUENA o o o o & o o 3 000 3 576 - 600] ~1647 600 200 =1 000 =2¢9] 362
ITAUAMBA: o o o s © o & 17 100 15 080 2 000 1344 1 600 900 1 300 200]  ~1e3
JACKSON ¢ s o o o ¢ o o 73 800 55 522 18 300| 330 10 800 2 600 10 000 47 509
JASPERs o o o o s & o o 16 200 16 909 ~ 700|  =lhed] 2 400 1 100 w2 100|  =0e7| =lel
JEFFERSON s o « o o o o 11 100 10 142 1 000 Ge5 1 500 800 300 165]  ~lel
JEFFERSON DAVIS « « s » 13 700 13 540 100 Lol 1 700 900 - 700 0a2| =13
JONES o o i s o s © v @ 59 300 59 542 - 300 ~0.d 7 900 3 600 “4 500| =01 0otk
KEMFERs o s « o o' s o 11 900 12 277 - 400| =3l 1 500 800 =1 200| =0e5[ =245
LAFAYETTE o o o s ¢ o o 24 100 21 355 2 700 1208 3 300 1 200 700 1090 =0e7
LAMAR o o o o s o 2 o o 15 600 13 675 2 000  l4e4 2 000 800 800 2.2 0e3
LAUDERDALEe o s o o o o 76 200 67 119 9 100 1345 10 500 4 800 3 400 201 045
LAWRENCEs '« o o o s o @ 9 900 10 215 = 300] =248 1 400 800 - 900| =0e5| =261
LEAKE "s o fe o o s o o @ 18 600 18 660 - 100 =0e3 2 300 1 200 =1 200| =0el] =15
LEE o o sio s o o 2 o & 45 100 40 589 4 500 1iel 6 600 2 600 400 107 0¢6
LEFLORE 3,0 o o o s o o 50 100 47 142 2 900 6:3 9 200 3 400 -2 800 1:0] =069
LINCOLN +"s o o o s o ¢ 26 80O 26 759 (2) 0ol 3 700 1 800 -1 800 (z)| =04
LOWNDES o o o o o o o o 53 100 4o 639 6 500 1349 8 900 2 800 300 2.1 201
MADISON o o o o & o o o 33 500 32 904 600 1.8 5 800 2 200 ~3 000 0s3| =03
MARION: o o » s s ¢ o s 23 200 23 293 (2) =002 3 300 1 500 ~1 900 (Z)|  =0e3
MARSHALLe o o o o o o ¢ 24 700 24 503 200 069 4 700 1500 -2 900 Del] =042
MONROE« s s o o o o o o 35 500 33 953 1 500 45 4 800 2 200 =1 100 0.7 =07
MONTGOMERYs o o o o o o 14 900 13 320 1 600 1149 2 000 1 000 600 168]  =0e8
NESHOBA o = » o o v & o 22 000 20 27 1 100 5.3 2 600 1 300 - 200 081 ~2:0
NEWTONe o o o o o s o & 20 200 19,517 700 3.5 2 500 i 400 - 400 06| =1s5
NOXUBEE s o o o s o o @ 17 500 16 826 700 b4e2 2 900 1 200 ~1 000 0e7|  =le7
OKTIBBEMA o ¢ o s s o o 129 000 26 175 2 800 1047 4 400 1 400 ~ 200 146 06
PANOLAs s s o s s ¢ v & 29 000 28 791 200 Ge9 5 300 2 000 ~3 000 Oel] =0:8
PEARL RIVER » o o ¢ o o 28 600 22 411 6 200] 27.6 3 300 1 500 4 400 4a0 0.8
PERRY s « ¢ o o o ¢ o » 9 200 8 745 400 540 1 300 500 ~ 300 0s8] =0l
PIKEs o o o o o o ¢ o & 33 600 35 063 -1 4000 =40 4 900 2 600 -3 700| =047 (z)
PONTOTOCs o » & ¢ ¢ o » 17 700 17 232 500 247 2 000 1 200 - 300 Oetil =145
PRENTISSs o o o o o o + 20 400 17 949 2 400]  13.4 2 500 1 200 1 100 2.0(  =1s0
QUITMAN s o o o o s o ¢ 21 000 21 019 (z) =002 4 200 1 400 -2 900 (zy| =201
RANKINK o o o « o & o » 40 000 34 322 5 700 1647 5 000 1 600 2 400 2.5 1.7
SCOTT o s » o s o o o » 22 500 21 187 1 300 63 3 200 1 400 - 400 1.0  ~0e2
SHARKEY o s o o o s o & 10 300 10 738 - 400(  =bel 2 000 800 “1 700] =0s7| =18
SIMPSON o o o » o o o o 20 200 20 454 ~ 300| ~leh 2 800 1 400 «1 800| =0+2] ' =06
SMITH » o o o o o s o o 15 100 14 303 800 5e8 1 900 200 - 200 06| =le6
STONE o » o s s o ¢ ¢ @ 7.800 7 013 800 1Le8 1 000 400 300 148 1ol
SUNFLOWER s o o o o o 45 000 45 750 - 800| =1.7 8 600 2 900 «6 500{ =0¢3| =240
TALLAHATCHIE. o o s s o 23 400 24 081 - 600| =247 4 BOO 1 700 =3 B00| =0el| =203
» TATEe » o s » o & o o » 19 800 18 138 1700 9444 3 300 1 100 - 500 1.5 0ol
TIPPAHs « ¢ o o o o o » 16 80O 15 093 1 700 113 2 000 1 000 700 167]  =1e5
TISHOMINGOs o o o o o » 15 200 13 889 1 300 9e1 1 600 900 600 1ot =lel
TUNICAe o s s o o & o » 18 200 16 826 1 300 840 3 700 1 300 ~1 000 102 w2.5
- UNION s » s s s o s o o 19 200 18 904 300 1.5 2 300 1 200 - 800 0e2{ =047
WALTHALLe o o o » & « & 15 100 13 512 1 500 1ot 1 800 800 500 1e7]  ~leb
WARRENs ¢ o o s o o o o 46 300 42 206 4 100 9e6 6 800 3 400 600 15 06
WASHINGTONs o o o o o o 78 000 78 638 - 700{ =0e9 4 700 5 400| =10 000| =0l 1.1
WAYNE ¢ o o o o o s o ® 16 300 16 258 (Z) 0ol 2 400 1 000 -1 400 (z)|  -0e5
WEBSTER & o » o o o o o 11 000 10 580 400 3.6 1 200 700 - 100 0e6] ~0s9
WILKINSON o o o o s o o 11 800 13 235 -1 400] =~10.5 2 100 300 “2 600| ~1eB] =06
WINSTON o o o o o o v o 18 000 19 246 =1 200] =64 2 500 1 200 “2 500] =10| ~let
YALOBUSHA « » o s o o & 12 400 12 502 - 100] =0.9 1 700 1 000 - BOO| ~Osl| =1:9
YAZOO s s o v s 8 s o 33 100 31 653 1 500 4e6 5 300 2 300 =1 500 0e7] 1.2

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicétes metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
SULY Ly APRIL Lv NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION| 1960-66|1950=60
({CENSUS)

MISSOURIe o ¢ @ o o 4 567 000 4 319 812 248 000 57 568 000 308 000 =3 000 0% 09
ADAIR o o & o a o ¢ o » 21 700 20 105 1 600 8ol 2 600 1 600 600 163 002
ANDREWs ¢ o o o o & s o 12 200 11 062 1 100 101 1 200 800 800 1.6 «0e6
ATCHISONe = s ¢ s ¢ o o 9 000 g 213 = 200 =Zoll 900 700 = 400 =0kt =ie%
AUDRAIN o & ¢ & » o o« @ 25 900 26 07¢% - 200 «0e8 3 300 1 800 -1 700 “Oal Ce9
BARRY o o o s a o o o @ 19 400 i8 921 500 264 2 100 1 700 (z) Ost “iel
BARTONs e o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 9 400 i1 113 -1 700 «156 %00 1 000 =1 &00 =27 =)ol
BATES ¢ o o o ¢ & ¢ s o 16 300 15 905 400 246 1 500 1 600 . 500 Oelt|” ~=ie0
BENTONe o s o o & « o @ 10 000 8 737 1 200 1442 700 900 1 400 2el =Qall
BOLLINGER « o o ¢ o o @ 8 600 9 167 =« 500 «5e8 900 700 - 800 =140 =3e8
BOONE s o s & s s & & @ 169 100 55 202 13 900 2541 8 800 3 100 8200 3.6 1ol
BUCHANAN® o & o ¢ o o o 9z 800 90 581 2 200 28 11700 7 700 ~1 800 0ot =07
BUTLERe s ¢ ¢ o o s & ©® 35 400 34 656 800 202 4 000 2 800 ~ 500 0ot =068
CALDWELLes » ¢ o & & a © & 500 8 830 = 400 ~l4eQ 800 200 - 200 =0e7 =lel
CALLAWAYs o o o & o o ¢ 25 600 23 858 1 700 Te2 2 600 1 600 800 lal Os2
CAMDENe & = ¢ 8 5 & ¢ @ 10 700 g 116 1 600 178 800 800 1 500 2¢6 L1e5
CAPE GIRARDEAUe o o ¢ @ 49 900 42 020 7 900 1848 5 100 2 700 5 400 248 069
CARROLL ¢ o ¢ ¢ o a o o 13 900 13 847 {Z) Ool 1 300 1 300 - 100 (2} wled
CARTERe ¢ ¢ ¢ + & 2 ¢ o 5 200 3 973 1 200 310 400 400 1 100 4ok ~1s8
CASS¥ s o o o ¢ = & ¢ # 41 500 . 29 702 11 800 397 4 100 1 800 9 500 5.5 4ol
CEDAR o o ¢ o & v s s 2 8 900 9 185 = 300 =29 1 000 900 = 300 =05 =le5
CHARITONe 5 » ¢ o ¢ o o 1l 100 12 720 =1 600 =i2e7 1 100 1 200 =1 500 “2e2 =ls6
CHRISTIAN ¢ ¢ s » ¢ s o 13 800 . 12 359 1 400 116 1 300 300 i 100 1.8 (2}
CLARK o o s o o o v o o & 000 8 725 = 700 =892 1 000 700 -1 000 =14 «003
CLAYX » ¢ o o & & ¢ o @ 105 200 87 474 17 800 20+3 13 200 3 800 8 400 3.0 6ol
CLINTON o o o o 2 ¢ ¢ o 11 800 11 588 200 L7 1 100 1 100 200 03 ~0sl
COLEs & o o« o o ¢ o o o 43 500 4o 761 2 700 647 5 200 2 400 = 100 1.0 Lol |
COOPERs & » o o ¢ ¢ o @ 14 700 15 448 = 700 wlheb 1 700 1 200 -1 200 0.8 =007
CRAWFORDe ¢ o o ¢ o o o 14 900 12 647 2 200 1766 1 600 1 100 1 700 206 0e9 =
DADEe ¢ o o o o o » ¢ @ 7 200 7 877 - 400 =428 700 700 = 400 =08 =2el .
DALLASe o ¢ & & ¢ o o @ 9 800 g 314 500 55 800 800 500 0e% =iel
DAVIESS o ¢ s« o s o o ¢ 9 700 9 502 200 262 900 1 000 300 063 ~1e6 i
DE KALB o o o & o o o o 7 500 7 226 300 367 600 600 300 0+6 ~lel
DENTe v s s s ¢ ¢ = o @ 12 200 10 445 1 700 1646 1 100 900 1 600 25 =0e5
DOUGLAS ¢ o o & o ¢ o @ 10 500 9 653 800 Betl 200 700 600 1e3 “2e7 °
DUNKLIN o o ¢ o ¢ & o ® 32 000 39. 139 =7 100 «1802 5 000 2 700 =9 400 352 “ie5
FRANKLIN% ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o @ 52 000 Hy 566 7 400 166 6 900 3 100 3 500 265~ 2el
GASCONADE + o o ¢ o o o 13 200 1z 195 i 000 846 1 200 1 Q00 800 103 0ol
GENTRYs ¢ o o o ¢ o o © 8200 8 793 = 600 =6¢6 800 900 = 500 “iel ~2¢2
GREENE®* ¢ o ¢ o ¢ ¢ s @ 140 600 126 276 W4 300 llel 15 900 8 500 7 000 1e7 169
GRUNDYs ¢ o o o & & o @ 10 800 12 220 -1 400 =1le8 1 200 1 400 =1 200 =2¢0 «0e8
HARRISONs o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ 10 100 11 603 -1 500 =13e2 1 000 1 100 =1 400 “Zel =1e9
HENRY & ¢ o o o ¢ & & @ 19 000 19 226 = 200 =1s0 2 000 1 900 - 300 Qo2 «Qol
HICKORY o s o & o o s ¢ 4 300 4 516 = 200 wlhs O 300 400 - 100 ~0s8 “1e7
HOLTe & o ¢ ¢ & ¢ o & @ 6 200 7 885 =1 700 =21e5 700 800 -1 600 =328 w22
HOWARDe e o o o ¢ o o @ 10 800 10 85% - 100 =0e7 1 200 200 - 400 =0l “0e9
HOWELL.e o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 5 & @ 22 600 2z 027 600 207 2 500 1 700 = 100 Oelt “0e3
IRONs 6 ¢ o o o s o o @ 8 500 & 041 500 507 900 900 400 09 =1s6
JACKSON®o o o & & & o ¢ 641 400 622 732 18 700 3e0 91 000 42 900 =29 500 05 L1a#
JASPERs o o o o & o o o 81 200 78 863 2 300 249 g 200 6 800 -~ 100 0e5 (Z}
JEFFERSON*s o & o o o @ 89 800 66 377 23 400 3563 11 000 3 600 15 900 540 5.7 .
JOHNSON ¢ ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ o s o 134 500 28 981 5 500 190 3 000 1 800 4 300 2.8 3ol
KNOXe » o o ¢ ¢ o 2 o ¢ 6 500 6 558 (Z) =03 600 600 =~ 100 {Z} =15
LACLEDE o o o o ¢ ¢ o @ 18 600 18 991 ~ 400 =1e9 2 300 1 400 -1 200 “0e3 (2)
LCAFAYETTE o o o ¢ o ¢ 8 26 900 25 274 1 600 645 2 600 2 000 1 000 1.0 (2}
LAWRENCEe & 4 o & & o ¢ 25 300 23 260 2 000 Be7 2 40O 2 000 1 600 13 =0el
LEWIS o s o s o ¢ & o @ 10 900 10 984 =~ 100 ~1e2 i 200 900 - 400 Qa2 0o
LINCOLN o 0.5 o ¢ o o @ 17 400 14 783 2 600 17+8 1 900 1 300 2 000 27 0.9
LINNe ¢ o & o o ¢ o o @ 16 700 16 815 = 100 “Qoll 1 400 1 700 300 , =0l wled
LIVINGSTONe ¢ ¢ ¢ o & o 16 800 15 774 i 000 622 1 800 1 400 600 © 10 =05
MC DONALD « o ¢ o & » & 11 300 11 798 - 500 =4e5 1 300 1 ooC - 800| ; =07 ~1e8
MACON o o & o o » o o @ 16 900 16 473 400 2+6 1 500 1 600 5001 * 0.4 wlel
MADISON ¢ « o e ¢ o & @ 9 200 9 366 = 200 =hs@ 900 800 =300 =023 =160
MARIESe¢ o ¢ ¢ o o & o @ & 300 7 282 =1 000 =140 700 500 -1 300 -2l =02
MARIONs o o o o o o ¢ @ 26 500 29 522 =3 100 «10e4 3 500 2 600 =4 000 -1e7 «0ell
MERCERs o s & o » o o @ 5 500 5 750 = 200 =40 400 600 =~ 100 =047 w23

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
g JULY 1w APRIL 1 NET
: 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960-66|1950-60
{CENSUS)
MISSOURY~~CON, .
MILLERv o o o » o & o @ 1 700 13 800 900 605 1 700 1 100 300 1.0 (2}
MISSISSIPPI ¢ ¢ & & ¢ o 18 500 20 €95 -2 200 =10e5 3 200 1 500 =3 900 ~ie8 =0:%
MONITEAUs o o & o o o 10-500 10 500 {Z} «Qolk 1 100 1 000 = 200 «0el «0e3
MONROEe ¢ o s o v & & @ 10 400 10 688 = 300 “Xel 1 000 900 - 400 «0e5 «0ob
MONTGOMERY: o o ¢ &« s o 10 800 1L 097 = 300 “3e0 1 300 1100 ~ 500 =065 “Oell
. MORGAN® o o o ¢ ¢ & o @ 9 800 9 476 300 307 900 800 300 06 w0e7
NEW MADRIDs o o o » o @ 26 800 31 350 =4 500 =145 5 100 1 %00 ~7 700 =25 “2e3
NEWTONo o o o & o ¢ o @ 33 600 30 093 3 500 117 3 500 2 000 Z 100 1.8 Q<&
NODAWAY ¢ o » s o ¢ o @ 22 700 22 215 500 2ol 2 500 1 800 = 200 Geth 0ol
OREGONe o o o & ¢ o o o 9 500 9 845 = 300 =30l Q00 80O - 400 =05 =1e9
OSAGE & o ¢ o o o ¢ o o 10 700 10 867 = 200 “loth 1 400 700 ~ 800 «0od =0olh
OZARK & o s s o 6 s o ¢ 6 000 6 T4d = 800 =1lol 600 500 = 900 ~ieQ «2e¢7
PEMISCOTs s o o o ¢ 2 o 32 200 38 095 =5 900 =155 5 900 2 600 =9 200 =27 ~leB
PERRY ¥ ¢ o & o o 2 o o 15 300 14 642 700 4e7 2 000 1 000 = 200 07 ~CQe2
PETTISe o o o o » a ¢ @ 32 500 35 120 -2 600 “Tolk 4 100 2 800 =4 000 =1e2 Lol
PHELPSs o « o 2 o s o ¢ 26 800 25 396 1 400 5e6 3 500 1 600 - 400 0e9 1.7
PIKEs s o o o o ¢ & ¢ o 17 600 16 706 900 5e2 2 100 1 500 300 068 =0l
PLATTEX ¢ o 5 & ¢ o ¢ ¢ 28 000 23 350 4 700 19.9 3 200 1 200 2 700 340 4e5
POLKe » o o ¢ o & & s @ it 500 13 753 - 700 563 i 200 1 300 900 Ce8 ~1e5
PULASKT o ¢ s o o o o o 55 400 46 567 8 800 1900 2 900 1 100 7 100 2.8 1602
PUTNAMS & o o o ¢ 2 o o 6 700 6 999 - 300 =57 700 700 - 200 Do “2e7
RALLS o ¢ o 8 o ¢ o s @ 7 300 8 078 - 800 =905 800 600 «1 000 =1eb =067
RANDOLPHe o o o o & o & 21 400 22 014 = 600 =207 2 300 2 200 = 700 =0eth =Qelt
RAY o ¢ s 5 8 o ¢ o ¢ 2 16 200 16 075 100 Ce6 1 700 1 400 - 300 Ol Cel
REYNOLDSe ¢ s o o o ¢ 5 600 5 161 500 20 500 400 400 Lol ~2e9
RIPLEYe o ¢ o e ¢ & o o 9 800 9 096 700 8e2 200 800 600 Le3 m2e2
STs CHARLESks o ¢ o o o 75 200 52 970 22 200 4240 11 000 2 600 13 800 5e8 5.9
5Ts CLAIR o ¢ o 0 & & @ & 000 8 421 - 400 o5 700 . 800 - 300 «0e7 =202
5Te FRANCOISs o o o ¢ ¢ 38 000 36 516 1 500 Yol 4 100 2 800 200 Ceb 0e3
STe LOUIS*s o ¢ o a ¢ @ 848 900 703 532 145 400 2047 99 300 34 500 80 500 36l 566
$Ts LOUIS CITY® o o o o 691 700 750 026 =58 300 “7e8 108 700 63 100 | = 100 900 =1e3 =1e3
STEe GENEVIEVEe ¢ o o o 11 700 12 116 = 400 ~3elt 1 600 700 =1 300 =0e6 Ce8
SALINEs o o ¢ o ¢ o o & 26 000 25 1us 900 3ol 2 600 2 200 500 0+5 w06
SCHUYLERs o & o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 5 100 5 052 {2} Ot 500 500 100 Osl wied
SCOTLANDs o ¢ o o o ¢ & 5 800 6 484 = 700 =103 600 600 = 600 “le7 ~leZ
SCOTT e ¢ o 5 & = ¢ o & 34 300 32 748 1 600 4e8 5 100 2 000 =1 #00 08 ¥4]
SHANNON o s o o ¢ o o @ 7 800 7 087 700 1042 900 500 300 106 ~le7
SHELBYe o o o 2 * ¢ o o 8 700 9 063 = 400 @lel 800 200 = 300 =07 ~0e7
STODDARD: « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 26 800 29 490 -2 700 =%l 3 600 1 900 =4 300 =15 -l
STONE o ¢ o = 8 ¢ o ¢ @ 9 200 8 176 1 000 1265 1 000 600 600 169 =17
SULLIVANS ¢ ¢ o o o o ® 8 500 8 783 « 300 =37 700 200 - 100 =0e6 “2e5
TANEY o o & s 6 & ¢ ¢ @ 10 100 10 238 = 100 =1e3 1 100 800 - 400 =02 Oett
TEXAS = ¢ s 5 o s o o ¢ 17 000 17 758 - 800 il 5 2 000 1 300 =1 500 ~0e7 =067
VERNONe ¢ o o » s o & @ 20 700 20 540 100 0e7 1 700 1 800 200 Oel =10
WARRENs « o o o v v ¢ ¢ 9 800 8 750 1 000 1.8 1 000 700 700 1e8 L1e3
WASHINGTONs o o ¢ o o o 14 600 14 346 300 19 2 000 1 000 = 700 el -0l
WAYNE ¢ & ¢ 2 ¢ & ¢ ¢ @ 9 600 8 638 900 10.8 1 000 800 700 Le7 =1e9
WEBSTER ¢ o s o ¢ o o ¢ 15 700 13 753 1 900 1440 1 900 1 100 1 100 2+ 1 «0e%
. WORTH o 9 o o o o » o @ 3 600 3 936 = 300 =8¢0 300 400 =~ 300 ~le3 -2eb
WRIGHTs ¢ » o ¢ » & ¢ ¢ 13 600 14 183 - 600 a2 1 600 1200 -} 000 -0s7 “lel
MONTANA » o o & & @ 703 000 674 767 28 000 Yol 99 000 41 000 =30 000 0.6 103
X BEAVERHEAD: v o o o o o 7 800 7 194 . 600 B8e3 1 000 600 200 1e3 0.8
BIG HORNs & ¢ o & ¢ & ¢ 11 700 10 007 i 600 16e4 2 100 700 200 2¢5 Qe2
BLAINEs » » » o o & o 9 7 600 8 091 - 500 =62 1 300 600 -1 200 ~1e0 «3e5
BROADWATERs o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 2 400 2 804 ~ 400 =133 300 200 - 500 -2 -0oll
CARBONe ¢ & ¢ o ¢ ¢ » @ 7 700 8 317 = 600 =Tel 800 600 = 700 =1e2 20 )
CARTERe s o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o @ 2 200 2 493 - 300 =104 300 200 - 400 “1e7 =lel
CASCADE*o » » o o & o 80 800 73 418 7 300 10.0 13 700 3 900 -2 500 1.5 303
CHOUTEAUs o & s o s & ¢ 6 800 7 348 = 600 =7e7 800 400 =1 000 =le3 05
CUSTERe o o & o o & ¢ ¢ 12 600 13 227 = 600 “loB 1 800 800 -1 600 =0l Qolt
DANIELS v 2 o o ¢ & o @ 3 300 3 755 = 400 =1le2 400 200 - 600 ~1e9 =0e5

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued
(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown {o the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)
POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL,
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION {1960-66 |1350-60
{CENSUS)
| MONTANA=~CON.
DANSONe s & s » o o o © 11 300 12 314 =1 100 =8+6 1 800 500 =2 400 il 3ol
i DEER LODGEs o o s » o o 16 200 18 640 2 400| ~13.0 L 900 1 100 «3 200 262 1e2
| FALLONG o o¢.6 o o o o o 4 400 3 997 400 907 600 200 = 100 165 069
FERGUSs o » o s o o s @ 13 400 14 018 - 600 ol 5 2 100 1 000 =1 700 =067 (Z)
FLATHEADe o o o o o o & 37 500 32 965 4 600 13.8 4 400 2 200 2 300 2s1 0e3
GALLATINs » ¢ » ¢ o o = 128 800 26 045 2 700 105 3 600 1 400 500 leb 17
GARFIELDe o s o ¢ o o o 1 800 1981 = 100 607 200 100 - 200 =14l 049
I GLACIER & s o o ¢ o o o 12 400 11 565 800 649 2. 400 700 = 900 1ol 148
: GOLDEN VALLEY o o o s o 1 300 1 203 100 he2 100 100 (z) 0e7 wiol
I GRANITE o o o o o o o o 2 900 3 014 « 100 =3el 400 200 - 200 «“0e5 0:8
‘\
? HIills ¢ o s &6 o o o o @ 16 200 18 653 =2 500 “)13e3 2 800 900 =i 400 263 27
JEFFERSON » ¢ s o o ¢ @ 5 QO 4 297 700 1646 400 300 600 2.5 07
JUDITH BASINGs o o e o o 3 300 3 085 200 Teb 300 200 100 1.2 «Qoll
LAKEs » o o« s o s o & ¢ 1w 200 13 104 L 100 8ol 1 800 1 000 200 13 ~0e5
LEWIS AND CLARK + o o o 32 500 28 006 4 300 1641 4 500 2 000 2 000 244 163
LIBERTY ¢ 6. 02 & ¢ ¢ v @ 2 300 2 624 = 400 “139 400 100 = 600 “2et 1e9
LINCOLN ¢ o # o 4 o o @ i4 300 12 537 1 800 142 2 100 600 300 2+l 3.7
MC CONE o o o o o o ¢ @ 3 000 3 324 - 300 =105 400 100 - 600 =18 Ce2
MADISON ¢ o s o o ¢ o o 5 600 5 211 #00 860 500 400 400 12 wlelh
MEAGHER ¢ o ¢ s o o s @ 2 400 2 616 - 200 =Te3 400 200 = 400 =1e2 263
MINERAL ¢ » o s o ¢ o ¢ 3 400 3 037 300 109 400 200 100 167 3¢9
MISSOULAs o ¢ ¢ o o & @ 154 400 4y 663 9 700 218 7 100 2 500 5 100 203
MUSSEL.SHELL. o s o o o o 3 700 4 888 -1 200 -~24.4 500 400 ~1 300 ~10
PARKS o « o & 8 o v s @ 11 900 13 215 =1 300 =946 1 400 300 ~1 800 069
PETROLEUM & ¢ o o s » o 800 894 = 100 =63 100 100 - 100 wiol
PHILLIPSe o a ¢ o o o o 5 500 6 027 = 600 ~3e2 900 400 «1 000 oS-}
PONDERA ¢« o ¢ ¢ o & o s 7 200 7 653 = 500 ~6e3 1 000 . 400 =1 100 18
POWDER RIVERs ¢ o s o o 2 400 2 u8s = 100 =540 300 100 - 300 =0a8
FOWELL e ¢ o o o o o o & 7 400 7 002 400 662 900 500 (Z} Lol
PRAIRIE ¢« o ¢ o o s ¢ o 2 100 2 318 = 300 -1le2 200 100 = 400 “Qe3
RAVALLL ¢ o o » o o ¢ @ 14 200 12 341 1 800 147 1 300 L 000 1 400 Qe
RICHLANDe o o ¢ » & ¢ » 10 600 10 504 100 08 1 500 700 - 800 Osl}
ROOSEVELT ¢ o 2 o o o ¢ 12 100 11 731 400 L) 2 000 800 -~ 800 200
ROSEBUD ¢« o ¢ © o s s ¢ 6 300 6 187 100 17 1 000 400 = 400 ~0eb
i SANDERS s s s o o » o » 6 800 & 880 = 100 “ial 900 500 ~ 500 Ol
SHERIDANs o o o o o » o 6 100 6 458 - 300] 4.9 800 400 - 700 0.3
ki SILVER BOWs & o o o o @ 46 300 He 454 =~ 100 =0ed 6 400 3 900 =2 600 -0eth
STILLWATERs ¢ o ¢ o o @ 4 800 5 526 - 700 =135 500 300 - 900 0.2
SWEET GRASS o o o « o « 3 000 3 290 - 300 ~3e 3 300 300 - 400 =10
TETON s o s s ¢ o o o @ 6 300 7 295 =1 000 =139 800 400 =1 400 Oal
TOOLE o & &« s o 5 a s @ 6 800 7 904 =1 100 =13:6 800 400 «1 500 lelt
TREASUREs o » o o o s @ 1 200 1 345 - 200| 1240 200 100 - 300 ~0elf
i VALLEYs ¢ ¢ s ¢ o s o @ 22 300 17 080 5 200 30.4 4 000 800 2 000 Ye2
: WHEATLAND 2 o o o o s & 2 860 3 026 - 300 8ot 300 200 - 300 ~0e5
| WIBAUXe o o s a“o o v o 1 700 1 698 (2} 06 200 100 - 100 ~1e2
YELLOWSTONE*e s o » o o 81 000 79 016 2 000 2¢5 11 100 3 900 -5 200 365
i NEBRASKAs o s o o & 1 44z 000 1 413 330 31 000 2e2 199 000 90_000 =77 000 0.3 0e6
ADAMS o o ¢ o & o & o @ 30 100 28 o4y 1 200 dol 3 400 2 000 - 200 0e6 (Z)
] ANTELOPEs o. ¢ 2 o 3 o @ 8 800 10 176 =1 400 “13s9 1 200 800 =} 900 =2 =13
i ARTHURs o o o » o ¢ o & 700 680 (Zy |- (Z} 100 {2} {Z) (Z) ] ~1eb
BANNERs » s ¢ ¢ & ¢ o 9 1 000 1 269 ~ 200 ~19¢5 100 (Z) - 300 =3k wQalh
BLAINEs ¢ o « 5 ¢ o o @ 800 1 016 = L0017, =120 100 (Z} - 200 =250 =1e7
BOONE « o ¢ s o ¢ o o @ 8 300 . 9 134 = 900 ERCTY) 1 200 700 =1 400 =16 ~leb
i BOX BUTTE o o ¢ o o e ¢ 10 400 11 688 1200 ~10s6 L K00 700 =1 900 ~1a8 «0e5
| BOYDo o o o 0 o g ¢ o ¢ 4 200 4 513 « 300 =760 . 300 300 - 500 _=le2 «Qe8
: BROWN o » o ¢ o ¢ o o @ 5 200 4 426 800 177 600 400 600 ¢ 246 “ieB
| BUFFALO o o &« o o ¢ & ¢ 129 400 R6 236 3 200 122 3 300 i 800 1 600 rLe® Oelh
‘5 BURTs o o ¢ o s ¢ ¢ & @ 9 000 10 192 ~1 200 “ile? 1 000 800 =1 400 i'--2-0 “led
i BUTLERs ¢ ¢ o » » » & @ 9 000 10 312 =1 300 =1340 1 200 800 =1l 700 22 =1eQ
i CASSe » s & & o s o o @ 17 200 17 821 = 600 =303 2 500 1 200 =1 900 «0e5 0%
i CEDAR ¢ o o v 5 o o o o 12 700 13 368 - 700 =le? 1 900 700 -1 800 =08 ~0e3
: CHASE & s s 2 o v e s ® 4 600 4 317 300 6e3 500 300 100 1.0 =le8

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1860--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred}

POPULATION CHANGE ¢+ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
R JULY 1y APRIL b+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960-66 |1950~60
(CENSUS)
NEBRASKA-~CON.
CHERRYs o o s s & & 4 s 7 500 g 218 = 700 =Bl 1 200 500 =1 400 =1e3 =0s2
CHEYENNEs o o s o s » o 12 900 Ly 828 =2 000 “13e3 1 800 600 =3 200 =23 20l
CLAYe ¢ o o s & o v & o 8 500 8 717 = 200 =26 ) 200 700 - 400 “0e3 {2}
COLFAXs o ¢ o & ¢ & o & 9 600 9 595 100 0453 1 000 800 = 200 Osl ~Qoll
CUMINGe o s o o ¢ o o @ 13 100 12 435 700 547 1 600 800 = 100 0s9 wQoli
CUSTERs o & o s s o ¢ @ 15 500 le 517 =1 100 =6l 1 800 1 200 =1 600 =iel w“ieb
DAKOTAX o » o o o 8 o @ 12 000 12 168 = 200 “he? 2 000 700 =1 500 =003 La6
DAWES o o 6.5 ¢ ¢ o » © ¢ 600 9 536 (Z) Oet 1 100 700 = 400 Osl ~0e2
DAWSONe o s o o v o o @ 20 300 19 405 900 4e5 2 600 1 200 = 600 Ge7 (¥4]
DEUEL o o & o 6 ¢ o o ¢ 2 700 3 125 =« 500 =14e9 300 200 = 600 «2s5 =06
DIXON o » s o ¢ ¢ & o o 8 200 8 106 100 Lel 800 600 = 200 Oe2 “lad
DODGE ¢ o o o o s 5 ¢ @ 34 000 32 471 i 600 48 4 600 2 000 =l 000 08 2%
DOUGLAS¥e » o & ¢ o & ¢ 373 400 343 490 2% 800 8e7 59 400 21 000 -8 500 13 240
DUNDY oje « o o ¢ o o o 3 100 3 570 = 400 “12e5 300 200 - 600 =2el =200
FILLMOREs o o o o o ¢ @ 9 000 9 425 =~ 400 b0 b 1 000 800 - 600 w07 =Qe2
FRANKLINe o o o ¢ ¢ o @ 4 800 5 449 = 700 =1Z2el 500 400 - 700 =20 =246
FRONTIERe o o o o o s 3 900 4 311 -~ 400 =Ge7 400 300 = 600 wleb «2e0
FURNAS« » o s o o & ¢ o 7 000 7 7L = 700 =065 T 700 700 =~ 800 =5eb “ie®
GAGEs ¢ o o o o o & » o 25 800 26 818 =1 000 =369 2 700 2 000 =1 700 ~0e& =0et} |
GARDENe. ¢ » o o % » o o 3 Q00 3 472 = 500 =139 300 200 =« 600 w2ali =1e7
GARFIELb. e s 8 ® 0 & 2 500 2 699 - 200 =568 300 200 - 300 0% «0eB i
GOSPERe"« o o ¢ ¢ & & o i 800 2 489 = 700 =26e6 200 100 = 700 ~iie8 ~Q0s% :
GRANT o s ¢ o« o ¢ o o @ 200 1 009 =~ 100 o2’ 200 100 = 200 =100 «0e5 |
GREELEY o o » o o & o & 4 200 4 595 = 400 =Te7 600 400 = 600 =1e3 =1e9
HALL: & o o o & o & o @ 38 200 35 757 2 400 6e7 5 000 2 500 = 100 1.0 el
HAMILTON: o o s v o o o 8 700 8 714 (Z) 0e2 900 600 = 300 {Z) «Q0el |
HARLANe s o ¢ o o ¢ o o 4 900 5 081 = 200 ~3e3 400 400 = 200 =05 =3et §
HAYES ¢ & 6 o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 2 000 1 949 100 4sl 200 100 (Z} Ceb ~2e2 i
HITCHCOCK » & o o o o o 3 800 4 829 ~1 000 «2063 500 300 -1 100 =306 =19 H
HOLTs o o o o ¢ ¢ o o » 13 300 13 722 - 400 =2¢% 1 900 900 =1 400 =05 «0e8 i
MOOKERe » & 5 2 ¢ » ¢ & 1 000 1130 - 100 «1li+8 100 100 - 200 =20 Ceb
HOWARDs » o & o o o o o & 800 6 541 200 e 800 400 = 100 0e5 ~1e0
JEFFERSON » o s o o o o 10 400 11 620 -1 200 =105 1 100 1 000 =4 300 =18 ~1s6
JOHNSON o ¢ o o ¢ s o ¢ 6 100 6 281 = 200 =228 700 500 - 300 =Qelt =ialt
KEARNEY ¢ v & o ¢ & o @ & 500 & 580 - 100 =15 700 500 - 300 =02 03
KEITH o s » o & o o & & 8 300 7 958 300 He3 1 200 400 - 400 De7 Oe7
KEYA PAHA o ¢ o s o o @ 1 400 5 672 = 300 =150 200 100 = 300 =2:6 =205
KIMBALL o o« s o ¢ ¢ o @ 5 700 7 975 =2 300 =287 1 300 300 -3 300 =5a3 6ol
KNOXe o ¢ o o s o ¢ o 9, 13 900 13 300 600 4.8 1 600 900 (2) 0.8 ~lel
LANCASTER%e o ¢ o 0 ¢ ¢ 1153 500 155 272 =1 700 wlel 24 600 8 400 =18 000 =0e2 2¢6
LINCOLN o » o o ¢ # o 28 400 28 491 ~ 100 ~Qe2 3 700 1 700 -2 000 (Z) Oelh ;
LOGAN ¢ ¢ o o o o » ¢ ¢ 1 000 1 108 = 100 7ol 100 100 = 100 ~1e2 =20 i
LOURe o o o o ¢ s & 5 @ 800 1 097 - 300 =231 100 100 - .300 =l l “2e0 ¢
MC PHERSONe: o o o ¢ s ¢ 600 735 - 100 =170l 100 (Z) = 200 =360 ~1e2 :
MADISON o o ¢ o o & o @ 27 100 25 145 1l 900 TeT 3 300 1 800 400 le2 03
MERRICK ¢ » ¢ & & ¢ o @ 8 700 8 363 400 4o6 1 000 600 - 100 Oe7 ~0e5
MORRILL v & o o o, ¢ o @ 5 800 7 057 -1 300 =18s4 800 400 -1 700 =502 =leb
NANCE o ¢ & o o ¢ @ o @ 5 600 5 635 (Z) ~Qe3 700 400 = 300 (zZ) ~lel
NEMAHA® o o o« o o & o o 8 400 9 099 =~ 700 ~Be2 800 700 - 900 =1ol =19
NUCKOLLSe » ¢ & o o & @ 8 400 8 217 200 200 200 600 - 100 O3 wiel
OTOEe o o o o a o o & 16 200 16 503 - 300 ~2e0 1 800 1 200 = 900 ~0e3 Qo3
PAWNEEs ¢ o o » o o o o 4 800 5 356 = 500 =5e5 400 500 = 500 =16 ~2e3
PERKINS o # » o & o o @ 3 600 4 189 = 600 ~14.8 400 200 = 800 =245 =1ed
PHELPSe o o o o o & o @ 9 400 9 800 =~ 400 w=lhe ] 1 200 700 = %00 =067 0.8
PIERCEs o o o o o ¢ o @ 8 500 8 722 = 300 =30 1 100 600 = 700 ~0+5 ~0s8
PLATTEs « o » s & & o o 23 900 23 992 - 100 “Ga3 3 700 1 200 =2 500 (2) 1.9
POLKe ¢ o » o o & ¢ o » 7 200 7 210 (Z) Oe5 700 500 =~ 200 Oel ~isl
RED WILLOWe o o o ¢ s'¢ 12 400 12 940 = 500 ~e0 1 900 800 ~1 500 =0s7 {2}
RICHARDSONe ¢ e ¢ ¢ ¢ o 13 %00 13 903 tZy =02 1 400 1 100 = 300 (2} -1e9
ROCKe o ¢ o o o 0 ¢ o @ 2 200 2 554 - 300 “13el 300 200 - 500 “2e2 =17
SALINEs ¢ o a ¢ ¢ ¢ o @ 13 800 12 542 1 400 110 1 200 1 100 1 300 1e7 ~lel
SARPY%e o 2 o s o ¢ o o 53 200 31 281 22 000 7062 7 900 1 000 i5 100 B2 7ol
SAUNDERSe o a o ¢ o o « 17 100 17 270 ~ 200 =1e3 2 100 1 200 =1 100 =02 Qe2
SCOTTS BLUFFe o o o o o 34 500 33 809 600 149 5 000 1 900 =2 400 063 (2) ;
SEWARDs ¢ &« o s ¢ » o o 12 700 13 581 = 900 =68 1 500 300 =1 500 =iel Oe3
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Figure 3.--Standard Metr
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL®
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L+ APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1660=66 [1950-60
{CENSUS) :

NEBRASKA=-CON.
SHERIDANs o o & ¢ o o o 7 800 9 049 «] 300 wlle3 1 000 600 =1l 700 w2olt =0e5
SHERMAN ¢ o o o o o o o 4 700 5 382 - 600 =119 700 400 = 900 «2s0 =1e7
SIOUX ¢ s o o & o o o @ 2 300 2 575 = 200 ~9e3 200 100 = 300 =leb =169
STANTON s o« o s o ¢ o 3 3 000 5 783 ~ 800 =139 600 300 =} 100 =2k =10
THAYERe o. o & o ¢ & o o 8 600 9 118 =« 500 =53 800 800 = 500 =049 =1e5
THOMASs o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o 900 1078 =« 200 =173 100 100 - 200 =360 =lel
THURSTONe & o & o o o ¢ 7 300 7 237 (2} Ot 1 200 500 ~ 700 0ol ~1s7
VALLEYs ¢ » o o o o o o 5 900 6 590 - 700 «10e& 700 500 = 900 “1a8 -1e0
WASHINGTONG & o ¢ © o o 12 100 12 103 (2} ~Qel 1 300 800 = 500 (2} 05
WAYNE o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ 110 000 9 959 100 Ce8 1 100 500 = 500 Oel =0e2
WEBSTER o = s ¢ ¢ ¢ # 5 800 &6 224 = 500 “Tel 600 500 = 500 =1e2 mle?
WHEELER o & o o ¢ ¢ o @ 1 200 1 297 = 100 “lle2 100 100 - 200 =1e¢ ~1eb
YORKs » o« o s o o = s @ 13 000 13 724 = 700 502 1 500 1 000 =1 200 =Qe% ~0el
NEVADAs » o ¢ o o ¢ 435 Q00 285 278 149 000 5203 57 000 i8 000 110 000 7.0 529
CHURCHILL o « ¢ ¢ o o 9 900 8 452 1 400 1649 . 1 800 600 600 25 Se2
CLARK*5. o o o o ¢ ¢ o & 235 600 127 016 108 600 8545 31 400 7 600 84 .800 104 10«2
DOUGLAS & o ¢ o« o & & & 5 300 3 481 1 800 5049 600 200 1 500 6.8 5e5
ELKOs o s o ¢ » ¢ s & o i4 200 12 011 2 200 1862 2 000 800 1 000 267 Ce3
ESMERALDA o o & ¢ o ¢ 500 619 - 100 =22:3 100 100 =~ 200 U440 Osl
EUREKA® o o o o ¢ & ¢ @ 900 767 100 175 100 100 100 26 =1e5
HUMBOLDTe ¢ o o ¢ o o @ 7 000 5 708 1 200 2148 300 500 800 362 1.7
LANDER® ¢ s o o & o o o 2 300 1 566 700 U747 300 . 100 600 6ot =17
LINCOLN ¢ o 2 6 % ¢ o ¢ 2 500 2 431 100 3¢0 300 200 {2) 0.5 =l oS
LYONe o » o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 7 700 6 143 L 800 2506 1 006G 400 900 37 53
MINERAL o ¢ o & & o & o 6 800 6 329 400 6e9 800 400 {2} lel 1a3
NYE o ¢ ¢ s « o ¢ & & @ 4 600 4 374 200 H4e& 600 300 (Z) Oe7 345
CRMSBYs o s o o ¢ 5 o @ 16 200 8 063 8 100 1004 1 300 500 7 400 11.8 6+8
PERSHINGs & o s o & s @ 2 800 3 199 = 400 «13¢5 500 300 - 600 ~2e3 0a3
STOREYs ¢ s ¢ o ¢ s ¢ @ 700 568 200 28e7 (2 100 200 Yol =17
WASHOE® s o = ¢ e o5 os 108 200 8y 743 23 500 2747 14 600 5 500 14 400 460 Seth
WHITE PINE: o o o o o o 9 300 9 808 = 300 =365 1 300 500 =i 100 -0e6 Qett

9

NEW HAMPSHIRE o o 676 000 606 921 69 000 1let 86 000 43 000 27 000 1e7 143
BELKNAP o o 6 & ¢ o o & 31 300 28 912 2 400 © 8.3 3 800 2 300 800 | 1e3 08
CARROLL ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 17 300 15 829 1 500 Selk 1 800 1 500 1200 165 {2)
CHESHIRE: » o 2 ¢ a o @ 47 600 43 342 4 200 Ge7 5 900 3 000 1 300 1«51 1ed
COUSe » 5 » = o ¢ & s @ 35 700 37 140 -1 400 =58 4 300 2 700 =3 000 “0ab Qe
GRAFTON o o s 2 o s v o 50 400 48 857 1 600 3.2 6 000 3 600 = 800 05 Qo2
HILLSBOROUGH% o ¢ o o s 209 100 178 161 30 900 174 27 100 12 900 16 700 26 1e3
MERRIMACK & & o ¢ 2 o o 74 700 67 785 6 900 10.2 8 700 5 200 > 400 16 Qo7
ROCKINGHAMe ¢ 5 ¢ o & @« 115 800 99 029 16 800 170 15 700 6 300 7 400 246 365
STRAFFORD o o & ¢ o o o 164 900 59 799 5 100 Geb 8 800 4 000 300 1e3 1e5
SULLIVANe & o o o o 4 ¢ 29 300 28 067 L 300 Ue5 3 500 2 100 - 200 Os7 0e6
NEW JERSEYe * o « 6 211 000 6 066 782 844 000 139 820 000 }' 393 000 416 000 2s 4 2¢3
ATLANTICH « » s o ¢ o « 182 300 160 880 21 400 1363 19 600 14 500 16 300 | . 20 260
BERGENX o s o o & ¢ o @ 867 900 780 255 87 700 11«2 91 200 42 300 38 800 167 3.8
BURLINGTON® « o ¢ ¢ o @ 292 000 224 499 67 500 30.4 36 300 [! 10 800 41 900 o3 Sel
CAMDEN* s o s ¢ o ¢ o o 442 400 392 035 50 300 12.8 56 200 24 500 18 600 2.0 27
CAPE MAYe o o o 2 ¢ ¢ n 54 500 48 555 6 000 1263 5 900 5 100 5 300 19 267
CUMBERWLAND® o o + o o o 124 400 106 850 17 600 1645 15 900 7 600 9 200 245 1o
ESSEXKe s s s ¢ + ¢ & ¢ 981 U400 523 BH5 57 900 63 122 000 67 300 3 200 1.0 Oe2
GLOUCESTER% o o ¢ ¢ & » 156 200 134 840 21 400 159 20 300 8 100 g9 200 204 3.9
HUDSONX & » » ¢ ¢ ¢ o = 620 300 610 734 9 600 1e6 78 600 46 300 =22 700 0e2 =06
HUNTERDON & » o o o o o 64 500 54 107 10 400 19,3 7 000 3 800 7 200 2.9 2e4
MERCER® o+ o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 301 200 266 392 34 800 1361 35 000 17 400 17 300 & 260 1e5
MIDDLESEX*y o o ¢ s o @ 521 100 433 856 87 200 2041 64 000 21 900 45 100 2 360 Sel
MONMOUTHe o o o & » o ¢ 408 700 334 401 74 300 2242 50 100 23 400 47 600 P 3ed 460
MORRISH s o » o o ¢ e @ 346 900 261 620 85 300 3260 37 900 4 200 61 600 i Heb 4o 8
OCEAN ¢ & o o s ® & o ¢ 185 600 108 241 47 400 3.8 19 600 9 500 37 300 6.0 67

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L APRIL 19 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960=66 |1950=60
(CENSUS}
NEW JERSEY--CON.
PASSAICHs o o o o o 8 @ 452 200 406 618 45 600 1ie2 54 300 26 %00 18 200 Yo7 1.9
SALEM%e o o s o s o o @ 62 700 58 711 4 000 67 8 200 3 %00 - HO0 1.0 L1e7
SOMERSET* ¢ s s ¢ o o o 186 500 143 613 42 600 29:6 21 200 7 200 28 600 da2 348
SUSSEXe o o & o ¢ o o & 70 800 49 255 21 500 437 7 800 3 500 17 200 6.0 3¢6
3 UNION#%s o » o o ¢ o o ® 547 300 504 255 43 000 BeB 61 000 29 500 11 500 L3 294
4 WARREN® « o o o s o ¢ o 71 600 63 220 8 400 13:2 8 000 4 800 5 200 2.0 145
i

k NEW MEXICOs o o o of 1 009 000 951 023 58 000 6ol 179 000 41 000 =80 000 100 Beli
L; BERNALILLO% o o o o o o 288 700 262 199 26 500 10,1 i4g 200 10 700 -1l 000 146 bl
: CATRONe ¢ ¢ o & ¢ o e o 2 600 2 773 - 200 wbeQ 400 100 « 400 =1e0 2ol
CHAVESe o » o ¢ o 8 o @ 53 100 57 649 =4 600 =80 11 900 2 200 =34 300 =13 3¢b
COLFAXe » ¢ o o o o » & 12 200 13 806 =1 600 =1le 2 000 800 -2 80O «220 ~Le%
CURRY ¢ ¢ o » o & s & ® 35 800 32 691 3 100 9l 6 700 1 500 =2 100 Leth Sl
DE BACA & s s s o ¢ o » 2 600 2 991 - 400 =i3el 400 200 - 600 =202 =15
DONA ANAs o o » o 8 ¢ @ 70 900 59 9u8 10 900 182 12 200 2 100 800 267 o2
EDDYe v o o s o ® o ¢ o 50 100 50 783 - 700 =Lledh 8 300 2 000 -7 100 ~02 263
GRANT o » & s o o ¢ s © 20 100 18 700 1 400 Told 3 000 1 000 - 600 1e2 ~1le5
GUADALUPE o ne e 5 9060 5 610 300 465 1 400 300 - 500 07 ~1+9
HARDING o o o s & 3+ ¢ o 1 600 1 874 - 300 =16al 300 100 - 400 ~2¢8 “lob
HIDALGO o 2 » o o o o o 5 300 4 96} 400 Te3 200 300 - 300 el ~0e3
LEA ¢« ¢ = o o s ®» s ¢ @ 50 300 53 429 =3 100 =508 7 700 1 800 =9 000 ~0e% 5e7
LINCOLN s &« o = ¢ « o s 8 000 7 744 300 385 1 200 500 - 500 0:5 Ol
LOS ALAMOSe ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o 13 700 13 037 700 5e¢4 1 900 200 =1 000 0B 202
LUNAe o o & o o o o o & 12 100 9 839 2 200 2248 2 200 700 800 Se3 L2
MCKINLEYs ¢ o ¢ & ¢ s » 48 100 37 209 10 900 2903 10 600 1 800 2 100 4o 3ol
MORAs o o s o a ¢ o & o 5 700 6 028 - 300 =50 1 100 300 -1 100 ~0+8 =3e6
OTERD » o o 8 o ¢ o o o 36 800 36 976 = 200 =0s3 6 700 1 200 -5 800 =0l 9e5
QUAYs o & ¢ o & o & o s 12 700 12 279 400 Selh 1 900 800 - 700 05 =13
RIC ARRIBAs o o ¢ ¢ o @ 27 200 24 193 3 000 i2e4 5 800 1 300 =1 500 169 “Qae3
RODSEVELT » o & v & & & 119 400 16 198 3 200 1947 2 200 ‘80O 1 800 2:9 ~0sl
SANDOVALe & o » o o o @ 16 800 w4 201 2 600 1865 3 000 700 400 28 1e3
SAN JUANe o ¢ o o & o @ 48 900 53 306 =i 400 =83 10 900 1 700 =13 600 ~lelt 113
SAN MIGUELe ¢ o o o o @ 23 200 23 4eg - 200 =50 4 300 1 400 -3 200 =0a2 ~1e2
SANTA FEe o 2 o o o & & 50 800 44 970 5 80¢ 129 9 100 2 200 ~1 200 2.0 147
SIERRAs v o ¢ o o o o @ 7 500 6 409 1 100 177 700 800 1 200 206 -lel
SOCORRO o o s ¢ o 8 o @ 11 200 10 168 1 000 1043 2100 600 = 500 16 0e5
TADSe o » s o s ¢ o ¢ @ 19 000 15 934 3 100 196 3 200 900 800 269 ~0s7
TORRANCEe o o ¢ » ¢ « o & 700 6 U497 200 3.6 1 000 300 - 400 0sb =2l
UNION o o o o o o o » 5 500 6 068 - 600 =T e 9 900 400 =1 100 =17 «1e9
VALENCIAs ¢ ¢ ¢ & ¢ ¢ @ 36 600 39 085 ~2 500 =645 7 400 1 700 =8 200 =lel 527
NEW YORKe ¢ ¢ ¢ o 17 968 000 16 782 304 3 186 000 Tl 2 200 000 1 143 000 129 000 lad le2
ALBANY* o o o o s v o ® 286 200 272 926 13 300 da9 35 300 20 300 -1 700 048 1a3
ALLEGANY: o s » o o o o 43 800 43 978 = 200 ~Qeld 5 40O 3 200 ~2 400 =0sl (z)
BRONX¥e o o o o ¢ & o o 31 543 400 1 424 815 118 600 863 188 700 99 300 29 200 L3 ~Qe2
BROOME® ¢ » » o ¢ & o @ 3221 000 212 661 8 300 309 29 600 13 300 =8 000 06 Lol
CATTARAUGUS ¢ » ¢ o o o 83 100 80 187 2 900 3e6 10 500 5 900 ~1 700 Ceb 03
CAYUGAs « o » » & ¢ o & 375 100 73 Q42 1 200 1s6 v 9 600 5 700 =2 700 Ce3 o233
CHAUTAUQUAS & o o o o o 149 300 145 377 3 900 207 17 800 10 800 =3 Q00 Gel 0e7

CHEMUNG ¢ ¢ s & o & & @® 105 400 98 706 6 700 6o8 13 300 6 800 200 1ed 13 i

S CHENANGOe & o o o o o o 48 000 43 243 4 700 109 & 100 3 200 1 900 167 L0 i
: CLINTON o o o o o o o & T4 300 72 722 1 600 26l 13 900 3 800 ~8 500 Ge3 3¢l
COLUMBIAs » » o » o o @ 31 500 47 322 4 200 8.8 5 600 4 000 2 500 Lett (o154
CORTLANDs » » o o & o @ 45 500 4y 113 4 300 10:6 6 000 2 900 i 300 1a6 10
DELAWARE. + 4 o ¢ « ¢ ¢ 46 000 43 540 2 500 Beb 5 400 3 300 400 0.9 =042
DUTCHESSs » s o ¢ » ¢ o 1214 500 176 008 38 500 2109 24 900 11 200 24 800 302 246
ERIEX o » s o o ¢ o & @ 31 088 200 1 064 688 23 500 202 140 500 69 000 -47 900 Oelh 17
ESSEX o o » o o o o o @ 34 900 35 300 - 400 ~la2 4 900 2 800 =2 500 =0e2 Oel
CFRANKLINe ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o & 45 900 44 742 1 200 2:6 6 500 3 600 =1 800 Oelt (Z)
FULTONe o s o o o & & o 54 000 51 304 2 700 502 5 900 4 500 1 300 08 Cel
GENESEE o » ¢ o » » @« @ 59 700 53 994 5 700 10+5 7 700 3 600 1 600 1e6 13
GREENEs o » o o o o ¢ o 33 400 31 372 2 100 6e5 3 500 3 000 1 500 10 0.9

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE v COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY b APRIL 1v NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960~66 {1950=60
(CENSUS)
NEW YORK==~CON
HAMILTONG o o o ¢ ¢ o @ 4 700 4 267 400 10e2 500 400 300 1e6 Ooth
HERKIMER* ¢ ¢ » o ¢ o o 68 100 66 370 1 800 207 8 400 5 000 =1 600 0ol 0.8
JEFFERSON ¢« o o e s o » 89 600 87 835 1 800 240 L2 700 7 000 =4 000 063 0s3
KINGS*s o & » o o o o o 32 702 000 2 627 319 T4 700 208 358 500 184 500 =99 300 Colh ~0olh
LEWIS ¢.0 o o o o e o o 24 900 23 249 1 600 6e9 3 600 1 600 = 400 lel Qo3
LIVINGSTON® o 2 & o o @ 52 100 44 053 8 000 1863 6 200 3 100 5 000 2.7 Ge9
MADISON%6e ¢ o o & & o o 57 700 54 635 3 100 547 8 200 3 700 =1 400 0% Le7
MONROE® o o s o * o o o 3655 600 586 387 69 200 1i.8 83 300 38 100 23 900 1.8 109
MONTGOMERY e s o o » ¢ o 57 800 57 240 600 lel 5 900 4 900 - 400 0e2 ~Qeth
NASSAUX o o ¢ & ¢ o o @ 3L 412 800 1 300 171 112 700 8¢7 143 700 62 000 31 000 Le3 608
NEW YORK* o o« ¢ 2 o o @ 31 340 500 1 698 281 - 157 800 =33 189 700 150 600« = 196 900 =1.5 E T
NIAGARA%e » » e o o ¢ o 3235 300 242 269 =7 000 «2e9 3z 000 13 400 =25 600 “0s5 2¢5
ONEIDA¥ « ¢ & o 2 o o ¢ 281 600 264 401 17 200 6e5 36 900 17 300 =2 400 Le0 Lo
ONONDAGAX o« & o & & o o 457 200 423 028 34 200 8Bel 63 800 26 400 =3 200 L1e3 242
ONTARIO o o o o o ¢ & » 76 500 68 070 8 400 1243 9 600 4 700 3 500 19 1e2
ORANGEs s & » & o ¢ ¢ ¢ 3206 500 183 734 22 800 124 25 500 13 500 10 800 169 19
ORLEANS*e &« » o & & o o 38 200 34 159 4 000 117 5 100 2 600 1 500 148 Lot
OSWEGO® o « o ¢ ¢ s o o 98 500 86 118 12 400 14k 13 100 6 300 5 600 2e2 1ol
OTSEGOs o o « » 8 o o @ 155 400 51 842 3 500 67 5 700 4 200 2 000 10 Ge2
PUTNAMe « o o o o o o o 244 400 31 722 12 700 40.0 4 80C 2 200 10 000 565 LT}
QUEENS* o o » o o o ¢ ¢ 31 961 200 i 8O9 578 151 600 84 222 600 118 300 47 200 13 16
RENSSELAERY o o o o o o 152 200 142 585 9 600 €48 18 500 11 200 2 300 lel 07
RICHMOND® & o s s o o o 2272 000 221 991 50 000 2245 30 900 14 800 33 900 33 1.5
ROCKLAND® o o« o o ¢ o o 3194 700 136 803 57 900 $2e14 20 800 7 300 44 400 58 4ot
5To LAWRENCEs o o o » o 113 000 111 239 1 700 i3 15 500 7 200 «6 400 0e2 le2
SARATOGA* + 9 o o 4 o @ 3102 300 89 0%6 13 200 148 12 500 6 200 € 8OO 242 148
SCHENECTADY*® o ¢ o ¢ s o 161 500 152 896 8 600 546 18 200 10 900 1 400 0.9 0e7
SCHOMARIE ¢ o o ¢ = ¢ ¢ 23 400 22 6l6 800 Setd 2z 600 1 %00 100 05 (Z)
SCHUYLERe o o o ¢ o 2 o 16 600 15 044 L 600 1066 2 000 1 100 700 16 Qeb
SENECAe » o o » o » ¢ @ 33 800 31 984 1 800 546 4 000 2 100 « 100 0¢9 09
STEUBEN o o o o & o o o 102 800 97 691 5 100 502 13 600 7 400 =1 100 Ge8 0e7
SUFFOLK*s o o » o & o @ 3960 100 666 784 293 300 4460 116 700 37 200 213 800 6.0 9e2
SULLIVAN: 6 ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ @ 50 700 45 272 5 400 12.0 5 400 4 100 4 100 18 1ol
TIOGAXe o o o » ¢ & e & 344 200 37 802 6 400 1669 6 300 2 400 2 500 245 2e3
TOMPKINSe o o o ¢ o o @ 174 600 66 164 8 400 127 9 200 3 600 2 800 19 lel
ULSTERs & o o« o & » o o 134 100 118 804 15 300 129 16 100 9 200 8 500 2+0 2e5
WARRENs ¢ ¢ o ¢ & ¢ o @ 51 600 44 002 7 600 178 6 600 3 800 4 700 206 Le2
HASHINGTONe o o o ¢ o & 54 400 4g 476 & 000 1243 & 200 3 800 2 900 1.9 0e3
WAYNE®s o o o o » ¢ o o 374 200 67 9. & 200 Sel g 600 4 900 i 500 1ot 1e7
WESTCHESTER®e ¢ o o & ¢ 2870 800 808 891 61 900 Te7 96 400 49 300 14 800 1e2 206
WYOMING o o o 5 » ¢ o @ 37 600 34 793 2 800 840 4 k00 2 400 800 Le2 Geb
YATES o o s & o ¢ s o o 19 500 18 614 900 da? 2 300 1 600 200 1067 Qeb
NORTH CAROLINAe ¢ o 4 987 000 4 556 158 430 000 Dek 675 000 248 000 3 000 145 led
ALAMANCE. o o » ¢ o o o 94 200 85 674 8 500 100 12 400 4 200 400 15 19
ALEXANDER ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 17 900 15 625 2 200 14e3 2 000 800 1 000 2e2 Qo7
ALLEGHANY & o« ¢ » & o ¢ 8 200 7 734 400 5.8 900 500 100 0.9 ~0e5
ANSON o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o @ 24 500 24 962 = 500 =240 3 300 1 600 =2 300 =0e3 =Qe7
ASHE« + » o o & o o & & 20 H00 19 768 700 Selh 2 500 1 200 - 600 05 wie0
AVERY ¢ v» ¢ o ¢ o o & ¢ 13 000 12 009 900 78 1 600 700 100 Le2 ~lel
BEAUFORTe & ¢ o s » o ¢ 236 200 36 014 200 045 4 800 2 400 =2 200 0el =0w3
BERTIEs s o« o & ¢ ¢ o @ 24 400 24 350 100 Okt 3 300 1 800 =5 800 Osl ~0e8
BLADENe s ¢ o & ¢ ¢ o @ 226 500 28 881 =2 400 =Bal 3 800 1 700 «# 500 ~Lelh =0a3
BRUNSWICK*¥s ¢ & ¢ ¢ o ¢ 21 100 20 278 900 do3 3 000 1 200 ~ 900 07 05
BUNCOMBEX ¢ & o o o o ¢ 144 700 130 074 14 600 lle2 16 800 8 600 6 400 17 Oelt
BURKE o & 2 ¢ & ¢ 2 o @ 61 500 52 701 8 800 167 6 500 2 400 4 700 25 le5
CABARRUSe ¢ ¢ ¢ s ¢ & o 72 900 68 137 4 800 70 8 700 3 600 - 300 lel 0s7
CALDWELLGe ¢ o o o o o @ 57 400 4o 552 7 800 15.8 7 900 2 600 2 500.¢ 264 13
CAMDENe = o ¢ ¢ ¢ » o ¢ 2% 400 5 598 = 200 =309 800 300 - 700 =0eb 0s7
CARTERETe o s ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 32 900 727 438 5 400 15.8 3 900 1 600 3 100§ 209 Le8
CASWELL o o o & o s & o 19 700 19 %12 = 200 “le2 2 500 1 100 =1 700 =092 =05
CATAWBA o o & o o o o o 86 700 73 191 13 500 184 11 000 3 700 6 200 2s7 L7
CHATHAM o » o ¢ o o ¢ o 27 900 26 785 1 100 4e3 3 300 1 500 - 600 0e7 0.5
CHEROKEE: ¢ o o ¢ ¢ ¢ @ 16 200 16 335 - 100 «0s6 1 %00 1 000 =~1 000 =0el =lel
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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; Table 1.~ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
| SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

i
! POPULATION CHANGE + COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
] 1960 T0 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
| AREA
: JULY L+ APRIL 10 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER |PERCENT{ BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION |1960-66 11950~60
; (CENSUS)
NORTH CAROL INA=-
CON.
CHOWANe & o ¢ ¢ o o v = 11 600 11729 - 100  ~0.8 1 600 700 =1 000 =0el| =07
CLAYe » s o o s o o o o 5 200 5 526 - 300{ -5l 600 300 - 500 =DeB| =08
CLEVELAND ¢ « o o o 5 ¢ 369 900 66 048 3 800 548 9 800 3 600 -2 400 009 0e3
| COLUMBUS: + o & v s & o 49 600 48 973 600 1.3 7 500 2 800 i 000 0e2] =03
, CRAVENe « s o o o o o o 63 40O 58 773 4 700 749 11 500 2 900 -3 900 1e2 1.9
‘
¥ CUMBERLAND® o o o v o o 195 000 148 418 46 600|  3le4 34 500 5 600 17 600 UoB U4eS
‘ CURKITUCK o o o o o o o 7 000 6 601 400 647 700 500 200 140 006
GARE: o o o o o o o o 6 800 5 935 900 1542 800 500 600 2.3 009
DAVIDSONe o o o o o 0 o 94 500 75 493 15 000] 1849 11 200 3 900 7 700 2.8 245
DAVIE v v o o s 5 ¢ o o 18 200 L6 728 1 500 9e1 2 200 900 300 Lotk 08
i DUPLINe o o v o o o v o 338 000 40 270 -2 300  ~5e6 5 500 2 400 «5 400|  <0:9| =02
DURHAME « o o o o o o o 123 800 111 995 11 800{ 1046 15 500 6 500 2 900 1:6 1.0
EDGECOMBE o o o o » o 53 500 54 226 « 700] -3 8 300 3 200 ~5 800] ~0.2 05
. FORSYTH¥o o o o o o o o 209 500 189 428 20 400 1048 27 500 10 300 3 200 167 206
: FRANKLINS o o o o o o o 28 000 28 755 = 700| w265 3 800 1 700 «2 B00| =0oth| ~0s9
GASTON+ « o s o s v ¢ @ 3137 000 127 074 10 000 748 20 100 6 400 ~3 700 1e2 ied
GATES o o o s o o o s & 9 400 5 254 200 149 1 200 600 - 400 0.3] =043
GRAHAMo o & o s o « o 7 000 6 432 500 843 $00 200 () 1e3| 0.7
GRANVILLE o s o ¢ o v o 36 000 33 110 2 900 848 4 300 1 800 500 el 0ot
GREENEW o+ ¢ v o 0 ¢ o s 16 500 16 741 - 200 -l 2500 800 -1 900| 0.2 =07
GUILFORDY o o o « s » » 3271 300 246 520 24 800| 1041 36 000 12 500 1 300 145 2:6
HALIFAX o o o o s ¢ o o 61 100 58 956 2 100 306 9 000 3 500 ~3 500 046 0ol
HARNETT o o o o s v o o 349 300 45 236 1 100 2,2 7 000 2 800 ~3 000 0ol 0el
HAYWOBD « o o o o o o o 42 400 39 711 2 700 649 5 400 2 100 - 500 1s1 0.5
HENDERSON o ¢ o & & + o 41 300 36 163 5 100 142 4 700 2 400 2 800 2.1 1.6
HERTFORDs « o o o « v 23 600 22 718 900 349 3 500 L 300 -1 300 0.6 0.6
HOKEs » o o o s s o s ¢ 17 800 16 356 L 400 8% 2 500 800 - 300 1o 0.t
HYDEe o s o o o s 8 s o 35 500 5 765 - 300| | =543 600 500 - 500| ~0s9| ~ie2
TREDELL o o s o s ¢ o o 70 500 62 526 8 000  12.8 9 200 3 600 2 400 169 1e1
JBCKSON » o o o o s s » 119 300 17 780 1 500 8.3 2 100 1 000 300 1e3]  ~0.8
JOHNSTON: s o o s ¢ s o %60 900 62 936 -2 000 =3.2 7 600 3 800 =5 800| ~0.5| -0:5
JONES » o o v o s v s s 210 200 11 005 - 800|  ~7.4 1 500 600 -1 800| =ie2 (2}
LEE o o s s o o a8 o s 329 400 26 561 2 800|  10s5 4 300 1 600 (z) 146 te2
LENOIRs s o o o o s s » 57 500 55 276 2 200 4ol 8 000 3 000 ~2 800 046 1e9
LINCOLN o o o o s s o s 31 200 28 B4 2 400 8okt 3 900 1 600 200 1.3 05
MC DOWELL o o o o o o o 30 000 26 742 3 300  12.3 3 900 1 400 900 1.9 004
MACON o o o o o ¢ s « o 14600 14 935 - 400 ~2.8 1 600 800 =1 100| ~0.h| =08
MADISON o » o o o ¢ s » 17 000 17 217 - 200 ~=led 1 700 1 000 =1 000| ~0:2| <17
MARTING o o s s s o o o 325 600 27 139 -1 500] 5.6 3 900 1 500 =3 900 =0:9] =03
MECKLENBURG*» o ¢ o o o 322 200 272 111 50 100| 184 43 100 13 700 20 700 2.7 3.3
MITCHELLs o o o o o o o 13 000 13 906 - 900| r6e3 1 600 800 =1 700] =1.0{ =08
MONTGOMERY« o o ¢ o + » 20 000 18 408 1 600 849 2 500 1 200 300 1ed 046
MOORE s » o« o s o o s s 39 300 36 733 2 500 649 5 500 2 1400 ~ 500 1ol 1.0
NASHs o o o o » s & s 64 000 61 002 3 000 540 & 600 3 500 ~2 000 0.8 0.2
NEW HANOVER*®s o o o + o 75 700 71 742 4 000 5.5 9 700 4 700 -1 000 049 1e3
NORTHAMPTON + « « o & o 25 000 26 811 -1 BOD| =69 3 900 1 600 ~4 1001 =fel] 06
ONSLOWs o o + o s o s & 105 900 86 208 19 700|  22.8 19 800 2 400 2 200 33 704
ORANGE® « o o s o o ¢ o 152 900 42 970 9 900|  23.0 6 400 1 800 5 300 L 2.2
PAMLICO o o o o o o ¢ o 9 100 9 850 = 700 =743 1 100 600 ~1'200] =12}  =0el
PASQUOTANKs o o & o s o 27 800 25 630 2 200 847 3 900 1600 (2} 143 045
PENDERs o o o o o o s 317 300 18 508 =1 200] =63 2 400 1 100 -2 500 =10 (2}
PERQUIMANSe o o o o o v 38 600 9 178 « 600 =600 1 100 500 ~1 100| ~1.0] =0.5
PERSONs o a o s ¢ o s o 28 300 26 394 L 900 701 3 800 1 300 - 600 Lel 0.8
PITTs v s s o o s s o s 176 100 69 942 6 100 848 10 500 3 900 - 500 Lot 049
POLKs ¢ v o o o o s v s 11 600 11 395 200 149 1 200 700 - 300 0e3| ~De2
RANDOLPHY o s o s o o o 73 600 61 497 12 100 1946 8 000 3 000 7 100 249 169
RICHMONDs o o o « o v + 339 600 39 202 400 1.0 5 700 2 700 -2 700 0.2] ~0.1
ROBESON o o s o o o ¢ & 89 80O 89 102 700 0.8 15 300 5 100 ~9 400 el 002
ROCKINGHAM: o o o« o s o 371 900 69 629 2 300 3.3 10 000 3 800 ~3 900 05 007
ROWAN o o o o o o v v o 89 400 82 817 6 600 8.0 10 200 4 400 900 1.2 009
RUTHERFORDY » & o o v s 48 000 45 091 2 900 645 5 700 2 600 - 100 1501 =03
SAMPSON oo o & & s o o 50 200 48 013 2 200 46 6 200 2 900 -1 100 0.7 | «0et
SCOTLAND: « o o o o o o 26 800 25 183 1 700 646 3 900 1 500 - 700 140]  =0.4
STANLYs o « o o 0 o o @ 43 700 40 873 2 800 609 5 100 2 200 - 100 tel 1e0
STOKESe o o o ¢ s o o s 23 800 22 314 L 500 646 2 800 1 100 - 300 1.0 0ot

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the hearest hundred)

FOPULATION CHANGE COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1 APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION {1960=6611950=60
(CENSUS}
NORTH CAROLINA~-
CON.

SURRY ¢ s ¢ ¢ s o ¢ » ¢ 52 700 48 205 4 500 Gelt 6 600 2 700 600 14 Oeb
SWAIN o o o o ¢ o o 2 @ 8 400 8 387 (23 Ge8 i 300 500 = 700 ol ~le7
TRANSYLVANIA: s o o o o 19 200 16 372 2 800 174 2 800 800 200 200 0a7
TYRRELL » o o # o o ¢ o 4 000 4 520 - 600 m12e3 600 300 = 800 =20l mleld
UNIONXo o o & o o o ¢ ® 48 800 &y 670 4 100 Ge3 6 900 2 600 =~ 100 Lol o273
VANCE s o o o & o o ¢ @ 34 300 3z 002 2 300 7ol 4 900 2 000 - 600 lel (Z}
WAKE® o o o o o ¢ o 2 o 3201 600 169 082 32 500 19.2 25 500 8 700 15 800 249 262
WARRENe ¢ o o & o ¢ o @ 317 500 19 652 =2.200 =1ie0 2 600 1 300 -3 500 “1e8 =le8
WASHINGTONs s & o ¢ o @ 214 100 13 488 600 Y4e2 2 100 800 = 800 0e7 Oe2
WATAUGA « s & & o ¢ o ¢ 220 600 17 529 3 100 178 2 300 900 i 800 207 ~Qs 5
WAYNE o o o o » o ¢ o @ 89 700 82 059 7 600 9e3 14 400 4 200 =2 600 leth 205
WILKESs o o ¢ » o ¢ o @ 51 000 45 269 5 700 1266 6 200 2 400 1 900 19 (2)
WILSONe « ¢ o & o & o @ 60 700 57 716 3 000 Sel 8 700 3 400 -2 300 Ce8 (X1
YADKINK s o o o & ¢ & ¢ 24 800 22 804 2 000 86 2 700 1 200 300 1e3 0e3
YANCEYs o o o a o & ¢ ¢ 14 700 14 008 700 UGeb 1 600 800 =~ 200 0e7 ~1s5
NORTH DAKOTAe ¢ o @ 642 000 632 H46 10 000 145 94 000 34 000 =50 000 02 0¢2
ADAMS & o o ¢ & o s ¢ @ 3 900 4 449 = 600 =i3sl 600 200 - 900 “2e2 =10
BARNESe ¢ o o o & 0o ¢ @ 16 400 16 719 « 300 =17 2 100 1 000 -1 400 =003 =0el
BENSONe » o a ¢ o o o o 8 500 9 U35 = 900 «9s5 1 300 600 =1 600 =16 “lel.
BILLINGSe o o & » s ¢ @ 1 500 1 513 = 100 w369 200 100 = 200 =0e6 mlsb
BOTTINEAU ¢ & ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 9 600 11 315 =1 700 ~14.8 1 300 700 -2 300 =245 =0e7
BOWMAN: = & = ¢ o & = = 4 100 4 154 - 100 w19 600 200 w400 “Q0:3 Ost
BURKE ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ @ 5 200 5 886 - 600 =108 700 400 = 900 =58 ~le2
BURLEIGHs ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ © 36 900 34 016 2 900 Bt 5 900 1 500 -1 500 1e3 29
CASS%X & o o & ¢ * & & & 168 100 66 947 1 200 17 9 700 3 300 =5 200 Ge3 1e3
CAVALIERs s o ¢ ¢ & o @ 8 600 10 064 =1 500 ~i4e7 L 300 500 -2 300 ~2e5 =leb
DICKEYs o » o o & o o @ 7 200 8 147 = 900 =1lle 1 000 500 =1 400 «2+0 =Lel
DIVIDEs o s e ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ @ 4 900 5 566 = 700 =121 600 400 - 900 =20 =0e7
DUNNe ¢ » s o » o o o & 5 400 6 350 - 900 =187 00 300 ~1 500 ~2e5 =1e3
EDDYs o ¢ o o o s o & o 4 800 4 936 - 300 =GeT7 600 300 - 600 =lel =0e8
EMMONSe o ¢ o o o & v o 7 300 8 462 ~1 200 “14e3 1 300 400 -2 100 ~2e4 ~leth
FOSTERe » & o s & s o @ 5 700 5 361 300 600 800 300 = 100 0e9| : (Z})
GOLDEN VALLEY ¢ s o s ¢ 2 400 3 100 = 600 =210 300 200 = 800 “3.7) ~1s2
GRAND FORKS & o ¢ o ¢ « 167 000 48 677 18 300 275 9 900 2 300 10 800 527 244
GRANT o ¢ o o o » o ¢ o 5 000 6 248 -1 200 “l9e2 800 300 -1 700 -3el =~1e3
GRIGGSs & o o » ¢ & ¢ 9 4 300 5 023 - 700 “l3e8 500 300 = 900 ~2e31’ =08
HETTINGER o » ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 5 500 & 317 - 800 =1248 500 300 =i 400 =202 ~le2
KIDDERe o « o s o o & o 5 100 5 386 ~ 300 -5e3 600 300 - 600 =09} =le3
LA MOUREa ¢ o o o « & & 7 500 & 705 -1 200 «13e6 1 000 500 =1 700 =243 «Qs9
LOGAN ¢ o s o « & o o ¢ 4 500 5 369 =~ 900 “17el 700 300 =1 300 “2e9 |7 =Le7
MC HENRYs o ¢ o ¢ ¢ = ¢ 10 100 11 099 =1 000 =383 1 400 700 ~1 800 “lebli  =le2
MC INTOSH o ¢ ¢ & o 3 @ 6 200 6 702 - 500 ~Te5 800 KOO =1 000 =le2 ~le2
MC KENZIE & » o o o o o 5 700 7 296 -1 500 w212 900 400 =2 000 =3e7 Q66
MC LEAN o o o » ¢ o ¢ ¢ i2 800 14 030 -1 200 ~BeH 1 700 800 -2 100 ~lelh w209
MERCERs o s s o e s & ® 6 500 6 805 - 300 =509 800 300 - 800 «0eb ~2el
MORTONe o « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o » 20 400 20 992 - 600 =30 3 300 1100 =2 80O =05 C+8
MOUNTRAIL o o ¢ o s v o 8 900 10 077 -1 100 =1let 1 300 600 -} 800 =19 07
NELSONs s ¢ » o o & ¢ @ 7 800 T Q34 700 1067 800 500 400 L6 ~Lak
OLIVERs ¢« o o ¢ o o ¢ & 2 000 2 610 - 600 =216 200 100 - 800 =348 »1e7
PEMBINA o« o o & ¢ o & # 12 100 12 946 ~ 800 =Ge3 1 500 700 -1 600 =} e0 -0e8
PIERCEs o 5 & ¢ o s ¢ @ 7 100 7 394 = 300 o5 1 000 400 =1 000 ~0e7 ~1e2
RAMSEYs o » o s 8 o o © 12 100 13 443 -1 300 =03 2 000 800 -2 400 “le7 =0a7
RANSOMs o & & & & o o ® 7 800 8 078 - 300 ~3e6 800 500 - 600 =0:6 =0e9
RENVILLE: & @ o ¢ ¢ 2 o 4 400 4 698 - 300 =546 600 300 =- 600 =0e% ~led
RICHLANDe o o & ¢ o o o 17 700 18 824 =1 200 ~Gel 2 300 1 100 -2 300 =5e0 =0s5
ROLETTE o ¢ o ¢ s ¢ o 12 900 10 641 2 300 2le4 2 500 600 400 Sel =0t
SARGENT ¢ » o & o ¢ o ® 6 500 6 856 - 300 =l 800 400 = 800 ~0.8 “leQ
SHERIDAN: ¢ » 2 o & o o 3 400 4 350 =1 00C ~22e¢1 500 200 -1 200 =369 =1e%
SIOUX & o & o o o s o @ 4 000 3 662 300 9el 900 200 = 300 Lot «Qel
SLOPE ¢ s o o o o o o @ 1 400 1 893 = 500 ~26:5 300 100 = 700 =458 =2.0
STARK ¢ o ¢ » & & » o o 120 200 18 451 1 800 965 3 300 900 = 700 1e5 1e3

SEE FOOTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE

.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropoiitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

I POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
i 1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY Lt APRIL 11 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960=66] 195060
(CENSUS)
NORTH DAKOTA=-CON.
: STEELEs o o 6 o o & s o 4 400 4 719 « 300 =60l 500 300 ~ 600 =il ~049
i STUTSMANe o s & « o o o 24 500 25 137 - 700 =206 3 200 1 200 =2 700 0ot 0t
i TOWNERe o o « o o o o o 4 900 5 624 ~ 700{ =128 600 300 ~1 000 =262 -1e2
! TRAILLe o s o o o s o o 10 500 10 583 ~ 100 =10 1 200 700 - 600 =042 ~0e7
; WALSH o o o o o o o o @ 19 900 17 997 1 900 1068 2 300 1 000 700 1e6 ~0.5
WARDe o o o o » & o 8 o 60 800 47 072 13 700 29,2 10 500 2 400 5 600 4e2 3ol
i WELLS o s o o o & o o © 8 500 9 237 - 700 “840 1 200 500 “i 400 ~le3 ~1e2
. WILLIAMSs s o o o o o = 19 100 22 051 ~2 900! =13.3 3 100 1100 -l 500 “2a3 340
OMIOs o s » o o « of 10 397 000 9 706 397 690 000 7.11 1 339 000 598 000 ~51 000 1el 200
e ADAMS s o o a s o o o o 20 800 19 982 800 3.9 2 500 1700 - 100 046 03
ALLENko « s o o o s o o 112 100 103 691 8 500 862 15 000 6 400 - 200 163 166
ASHLAND, ¢ o » & o o o @ 39 400 38 771 700 167 5 000 2 600 ~i 700 03 106
ASHTABULA o « o o « v o 94 900 93 067 1 300 240 12 000 6 300 -3 900 0¢3 1e7
ATHENSS o o o s o o o o 158 000 46 998 11 000 23,3 5 800 3 200 8 400 3.4 03
AUGLAIZEs o o o o o s @ 36 700 36 147 600 1+6 5 000 2 400 «2 100 0e2 1a7
BELMONT®s « o s » o o o 83 300 83 864 = 600 ~0e7 9 300 6 900 =2 900 =0l =05
BROWN o o « o s & o s @ 24 500 25 178 - 600 “2:6 3 200 1 500 -2 000 -0l 1.3
BUTLER% v « o o ¢ o o o 209 500 199 076 10 800 5ol 28 000 10 100 =7 000 ] 3l
CARROLL o o o o » s o o 21 600 20 857 800 306 2 500 1 400 « 400 06 0:9
CHAMPAIGN o o o ¢ s o 31 600 29 714 1 900 6otk 3 900 2 000 (z) 140 1.0
CLARK¥s o o s s ¢ o o » 149 700 135 440 18 300 1369 18 100 8 400 8 600 2.1 146
CLERMONT® 5 o s o o ¢ ® 90 700 80 530 10 200 1247 12 000 3 800 2 000 149 647
CLINTON s o o s o o s @ 34 300 30 004 1 300 4e3 4 300 2 200 = 900 07 146
COLUMBIANA: o s o s v s 106 800 107 004 - 200 ~0e2 13 300 7 500 =5 900 (2 0e8
COSHOCTON o o o o » o 34 700 32 224 2 400 746 4 000 2 400 800 142 0¢3
CRAWFORDe o o s & o s o 52 100 46 775 5 300 Lle4 6 700 3 100 1 800 1e7 1e9
CUYAHOGA% & o o o & & 1 737 500 1 647 895 89 600 Sl 216 400 104 900 =24 900 09 1.7
DARKE o s o o o o o & ¢ 50 800 45 612 5 200 1iet 6 000 3 200 2 400 1.7 0:9
DEFIANCEs o o o » o o @ 34 000 31 508 2 500 8+0 4 700 1 800 - 400 1e2 2.0
DELAWARE® ¢ o o o » o o 39 300 36 107 3 200 8¢9 4 500 2 400 1100 Lot 148
ERIEe » ¢ o s s o s o & 75 900 68 000 7 900 1146 9 900 4 600 2 600 1.8 246
FAIRFIELD o+ o o o o » @ 69 300 63 912 5 400 £ & 900 4 000 600 163 2el
FAYETTE o o o o o o ¢ o 25 300 24 775 500 2.1 3 100 1 700 . = 800 0¢3 09
FRANKLIN® o o ¢ o o s o 1777 800 682 962 o4 900 13,9 107 800 38 400 25 500 261 341
FULTONe o o o « o ¢ o ¢ 30 300 29 301 1 000 3.6 4 400 L 900 -1 400 0.6 1ol
GALLIAs » o o o « 8 o s 25 400 26 120 - 700 =206 2 900 1 700 -1 800 =0el 0B
GEAUGAX o » o s o o 3 ® 59 200 47 573 11700 24,5 7 300 2 300 6 700 3.6 640
GREENEX » o o o o o o @ 112 700 9y 642 18 000 1940 13 100 3 800 8 700 2.8 4e9
GUERNSEYs ¢ s o o ¢ o 37 500 38 579 -1 100 249 4 600 3 000 ~2 700 =0¢5 (z)
HAMILTON® o « o o o s 916 000 864 121 51 900 660 127 600 56 100 =19 600 0e9 148
HANCOCK s o s s o s s @ 62 000 53 686 8 300 1545 7 500 3 300 4 200 2¢3 149
HARDING o &« o o ¢ ¢ & 28 700 29 633 - 900 =3l 3 700 2 200 -2 500 =0 03
HARRISONs o o o » o o ¢ 16 700 17 995 =1 300 =743 2 000 1 400 -1 900 -1e2 =06
HENRY o o o o o o o o o 25 800 25 392 400 147 3 600 1 600 -1 500 03 1:3
HIGHLANDs o o s o &« o o 32 200 29 716 2 500 82 3 700 2 400 1100 1e3 0:+5
HOCKING s o o o ¢ v o s 22 300 20 168 2 200 1047 2 700 1 500 1 000 1e6 03
HOLMESe s » o s + s o o 22 300 21 591 700 3.2 3 700 1 300 -1 700 0+5 Lot
HURON o s o o & o o + @ 50 600 47 326 3 300 7.0 6 900 3 100 = 400 1ol 149
JACKSON & s o s o o o o 28 300 29 372 -1 100 =347 3 400 2 100 -2 400 ~0s6 0s6
! JEFFERSONXe & o s o s @ 99 200 99 201 1z) (2) 11 700 6 900 -4 800 (2} 03
i KNOXe s o o o o ¢ o o s 41 000 38 808 2 200 5.6 4 700 2 800 300 0% 1.0
! LAKE® s s o s o o s o @ 179 500 148 700 30 800 2067 23 400 6 700 14 100 34l 6:9
of LAWRENCE* « o o o o s » 57 100 S5 438 1 600 269 7 700 3 800 -2 300 05 1.2
LICKING & o s o s o ¢ & 103 800 90 242 13 500 15.0 12 800 5 900 & 700 243 245
LOGAN o o o » o o o s 9 33 900 34 803 ~ 900 27 4 300 2 600 -2 600 0ol 1ol
LORAIN® o o » o ¢ & 8 9 242 800 217 500 25 300{. Lll¢6 33 600 11 500 3 200 1e8 3.9
LUCASke o o o 5 o o o o 475 700 456 931 18 800 4.1 61 300 30 000 =12 500 06 15
MADISON = » s o o o o » 27 700 26 454 1 200 U6 3 600 1 500 - 900 Cs7 1.7
MAHONINGA o o o s o o ¢ 299 000 300 480 -1 500 =045 34 700 18 900 ~17 200 =0l 1e6
MARIONe o o & o ¢ o o ¢ 63 400 60 221 3 200 5,3 8 300 3 900 -1 200 0.8 1.9
MEDINAX o o o« s o o o @ 73 300 65 315 8 000 12.2] . 9 400 3 500 2 000 149 4e9
MEIGS o o o o o o » o o 21 500 22 159 - 700 -3.0 2 400 1 800 -1 300 =05 =0+ 5
MERCERe o o = s o o s o 33 600 32 559 1 000 3al 5 100 2 000 =2 100 045 Lol
MIAMIde o o » o ¢ o & @ 82 300 72 90} 9 400 1249 9 900 4 600 4 100 2.0 1s7
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 T0 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY L APRIL v NET
1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960=66 [1950=60
(CENSUS)
OHIO~=CON.
MONROEe ¢ o » s 2 o o @ 16 800 15 268 1 500 10.0 2 100 1 200 700 15 =0l
MONTGOMERY% o s ¢ =+ o o 577 900 527 080 50 800 Seb 77 500 28 400 1 700 15 268
MORGANe o o o o ¢ o 9 o 13 800 12 747 1100 869 1 400 1 000 700 Lot =0l
MORROWe o o o s o o o @ 21 100 19 405 1 700 B8e8 2 500 1 300 500 Lelh le2
MUSIKINGUM & &« & o o o @ 80 900 79 159 1 700 2¢2 10 700 5 700 =3 300 03 0eb
NOBLE » ¢ o ¢ ¢ & v o o 10 400 10 982 = 600 ~505 1 100 900 =~ 800 =Q0a9 =0a7
OTTAWAe o« o & o ¢ v ¢ @ 34 400 35 323 = 300 w263 4 600 2 300 =3 100 «Oold 1:8
PAULDINGs o ¢ o ¢ » ¢ o 18 800 16 792 2 200 12.8 2 500 1 1¢0 700 20 lel
PERRY ¢ o 2 ¢ o o o ¢ 28 500 27 864 600 202 3 600 2 200 = 800 Gol3 ~Oett
PICKAWAY% o ¢ o o o o o 39 800 35 855 4 000 110 5 100 1 900 800 1.7 2.0
PIKEs ¢ » o ¢ s ¢ o s & 19 000 19 380 = 400 =26l 2 700 i 200 -1 900 ~0e3 2:9
PORTAGE*e o o ¢ o & 2 o 1111 100 91 798 19 300 210 13 600 4 600 10 400 3ol 3e7
PREBLE* &« o & s o o ¢ o 35 000 32 498 2 500 Te7 4 100 1 900 300 le2 1.8
PUTNAM* ¢ o« o o o ¢ o » 31 800 28 331 3 500 122 5 100 1 800 100 19 l1e2
RICHLAND® o o s o & o @ 128 100 117 761 10 300 8.8 L6 400 6 600 500 Lot 206
ROSSe o o o = & & ¢ & @ 63 200 61 215 2 000 3¢3 8 400 3 600 -2 700 05 1e2
SANDUSKYe o s o ¢ o o @ 58 200 56 486 1 700 30 8 000 3 700 -2 600 Ce5 20
SCIOTOe ¢ & o o o a & o 83 300 84 216 = 900 “lel 10 500 5 800 =5 600 «0o2 0.2
SENECAe « & ¢ o ¢ o o @ 159 500 59 326 200 Oeltd 8 300 3 800 =4 300 Oel lel
SHELBY® » o o s ¢ a « @ 36 400 33 586 2 800 8ol 5 000 2 000 - 200 1e3 17
STARK%s « » ¢ o & & o o 356 500 340 345 16 100 4e7 44 300 20 900 -7 200 07 1e9
SUMMITH o =2 o o ¢« ¢ o @ 541 400 513 569 27 800 Seli 69 300 28 500 ~13 200 Ce8 23
TRUMBULL* ¢ o ¢ o 2 o @ 224 100 208 526 15 600 Te5 28 200 11 400 -1 200 le2 28
TUSCARAWASe ¢ o o o o @ 78 300 76 789 1 500 200 9 600| 5 500 =2 500 0s3 069
UNION o o ¢ ¢ s o ¢ o & 25 100 22 853 300 lel 2 800 1 600 =1 000 0e2 1e0
VAN WERTH o o o o o s o 29 700 28 840 900 36l 3 400 2 100 = 400 0e5 0e7
VINTONs o & s ¢ o & ¢ @ 9 800 10 274 - 400 =2 1 300 700 =1 000 ~0e7 =05
WARREN® ¢ o o o & ¢ s 9 gl 000 65 711 15 300 2363 10 600 3 000 7 800 3ol 5:5
WASHINGTONG o e o o 2 @ 56 400 51 689 4 700 Dol 6 800 3 700 i 500 Lok 13
WAYNE » o o o ¢ & s & @ 83 200 75 497 7 700 10.2 10 800 4 100 1 000 1.6 2e5
WILLIAMSs o ¢ o & s ¢ @ 31 300 29 968 1 400 4o 4 300 2 100 = 800 o7 led
WOODX o ¢ & s o o ¢ o & 179 700 72 596 7 100 98 9 600 4 200 1 700 1.5 240
WYANDOT ¢ o o o = s o @ 21 800 21 648 200 Qe7 2 700 1 600 =1 000 Oel| , 0.9
OKLAHOMAs & o o o o 2 478 000 2 328 284 148 000 el 304 000 149 000 =6 000 160 °  OsH
¥ &
ADAIR o ¢ o o & o o ¢ o 14 800 13 112 1 600 1245 2 000 i 100 700 LeG] : =1e3
ALFALFA ¢« ¢ o o ¢ & o @ 8 800 8 445 400 ol 700 700 400 0e7 =23
ATOKA + o » ¢ o o ¢ o 10 300 10 352 (2) =Oel 1 100 800 ~ 300 (Z} =32
BEAVERe o ¢ o ¢ o s o @ ¢ 800 6 965 « 200 =248 600 400 - 400 =05 =0
BECKHAM ¢ & a o ¢ o o @ 16 300 17 782 =1 500 ~8¢5 2 000 1 400 =2 100 ~lol) + =1e9
BLAINEs s ¢ o o o = ¢ 4 12 100 W2 077 {Z) Oel 1 400 1 100 - 300 (ZhE ) =22
BRYAN » o o ¢ & ¢ o o @ 25 100 24 252 900 367 2 500 2 000 400 Oeb /v =le8
CADDO ¢ o o ¢ & » s o & 30 100 28 621 1 500 5¢3 3 900 2 100 .~ 300 0e8) 1 =240
CANADIANK o ¢ o & o ¢ 3 31 000 24 727 & 300 2545 3 100 1 600 4 800 367 ~Qott
CARTERs o o « & o o 2 @ 37 700 39 0o44 =1 400 -3e5 4 400 3 000 =2 900 =06 0e7
CHEROKEEs o s & o o « o 122 500 17 762 4 800 2649 2 500 1 200 3 500 3.9 ~067
CHOCTAW o o & o o & o s 16 300 15 637 600 460 1 800 1 500 400 e =246
CIMARRONe o & & s » o o 4 400 4 U496 - 100 “iel 500 200 = 400 ~0e2 =002
CLEVELAND¥s o ¢ o o o o 172 600 47 600 25 000 5245 7 700 2 100 19 400 Te0Q Lot
COALe ¢ s o & o & o = & 5 900 5 546 400 67 H#00 500 400 1«0 =3s7
COMANCHE® o o & o & o @ 105 000 90 803 4 200 1546 17 800 3 400 - 200 24 5al
COTTON» ¢ o ¢ o ¢ & & @ 6 80O 8 031 =1 200 =153 700 €00 =1 400 “2e6 =263
CRAIG » s e » » ¢ » ¢ o 115 300 16 303 -1 000 “bol 1 400 1 300 -1 100 =10 =lsl
CREEK*s ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o @ 44 300 40 495 3 800 Selh 4 700 3 000 2 300 Lol ~0e 6
CUSTERe ¢ o s o s o & & 122 100 21 040 1 000 4e9 2 900 1 300 - 600 0s8 (2]
DELAWAREs ¢ o o o o ¢ @ 16 500 13 198 3 300 2449 1 500 1 000 2 800 366 wlel
DEWEY ¢ ¢ o ¢« s o o o @ 6 300 6 051 200 3.8 600 500 100 006 =527
ELLIS » ¢« o s 5 » o o @ 5 800 5 457 400 667 400 400 400 140 ~2e3
GARFIELDe o ¢ ¢ o o o @ 54 900 52 975 1 900 3.6 7 000 3 400 «1 700 Gab {2
GARVIN® o o & o o o o o 27 500 28 290 = 800 ~209 3 100}~ 1 800 -2 100 =0¢5 =COelh
GRADY ¢ o o & o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 29 400 29 590 - 200 =0eb 3 200 2 200 -1 200 =0l =1e6
GRANT » o 2 6 o o o o @ 7 600 8 140 - 600 =68 600 700 - 500 =lal =25
GREER o » & o o ¢ o & ¢ 8 900 8 877 (2) Qe3 900 800 (2} Oel “2¢8
HARMON® « o = o o o @ @ 5 400 5 852 - 400 -7a7 . 700 500 = 700 =1e3 =302
HARPER® ¢ o o o o o o 9 3 100 5 956 - 900 =150 600 #00 -1 200 =246 (2}

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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\ Table 1-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
’ SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

: POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
! AREA
‘ JULY L APRIL 1+ NET
: 1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS | MIGRATION|L960-66|1950~60
! ; (CENSUS) :
i N
I GKLAHOMA-=CON,
‘ HASKELL o s ¢ o s 5 o 3 9 700 9 121 600 646 1100 700 200 160] =37
HUGHESs o o » o o o o o 14 800 15 144 “ 400| =203 1 400 1 400 ~ 300|  =0el| =3l
JACKSON & o o s o o o s 28 500 20 736 wi 200  =Hel 6 200 1 500 “5 900] w07 40
JEFFERSON s « o » o o o 7 500 8 192 ~ 700|  ~Bel 700 800 ~600|  =le3| =3s0
‘ JOHNSTONe o o & & o o.o 9 000 8 517 500 6e2 80O 700 400 1e0] =202
‘ KAY o o o o o ¢ o o o ¢ 48 500 51 042 =2 600{ =Sl 5 600 3 300 wl 900 =08 Oett
KINGFISHER: o o s o o o 13 700 10 635 3 100]  29.0 1 500 800 2 400 Ge2]  =1s9
KIOWA o o ¢ o o o o o o 14 200 14 825 ~ 700|  =be5 1 900 1 200 -1 300|  =0s7 -204
LATIMER o o o o ¢ s o @ 8 600 7 738 %00 1143 800 500 600 1e7] w2e2
LE FLORE® » o o« o ¢ o o 33 700 29 106 4 600 1548 3 600 2 300 3 300 20t “1e9
LINCOLN o o o o o o o o 20 000 18 783 1 300 6e7 2 000 1 600 800 1.0] =146
LOGAN o s o o o ¢ o o @ 17 500 18 662 «1 200|  ~6.% 2 000 1 800 “1 500] =il “le?
y {OVEs s o o a s s s o v 6 400 5 862 600 949 600 400 400 $e5] w247
| MC CLAINe o o o o o o 12 800 12 740 100 0.8 1 400 800 ~ 500 0el “lel
MC CURTAING o o o o o o 29 000 25 851 3 200 1243 3 600 1 900 1 500 19 “240
MC INTOSH o o » o o o » 12 700 12 371 400 3.0 1 500 900 = 100 0e5]  =3e6
MAJOR « o o o« ¢ o o ¢ o 7 900 7 808 100 Lot 700 600 (2) 0e2| =247
MARSHALLs o & o o o ¢« o 7 500 7 263 200 2.6 700 600 100 0ol =1e2
MAYES o o s o o o s ¢ 8 22 800 20 073 2 700 13.6 2 300 1 500 1 900 201 0e2
! MURRAYo s s s s o o o s 1L 500 10 622 500 Bolk 1 000 1000 900 1e3| =0l
MUSKOGEEs + s o o o o @ 61 900 61 866 100 0el 7 400 4 700 ~2 600 (2 “0e6
NOBLE & » o o 8 o o o » 9 900 10 376 - 500}  ~4e8 1 100 800 - 900) =08}  ~le6
) NOWATA® o o o o ¢ o o ¢ 9 300 10 848 “1 500| ~140 1 100 800 “1 BOO|  m2el|  =le6
; OKFUSKEEs o o o o ¢ o ¢ 11 BOO 11 706 100 0eb 1 400 1 000 - 300 el “346
: OKLAHQMAX « o« & o o o o 483 300 439 506 43 800 1040 68 700 23 500 ~1 400 145 3ol
OKMULGEEs s o o ¢ & o ¢ 36 400 36 9U45 - 500]  ~le4 4 300 2 900 “1l 800] =0e2] =19
OSAGE*e o o o s ¢ o o o 29 600 32 44) -2 800 =B.8 2 900 1 900 -3 900 ~165]  =0e2
OTTAWAs o o « o s o o o 30 200 28 301 1-900 6e7 3 000 2 400 1 200 140]  wle3
PAWNEE® o o o ¢ o o o o 11 100 10 884 300 203 1 000 1 000 200 0ol ~2e2
PAYNE o o o o s o ¢ s @ 144 600 4y 231 400 6e9 5 600 2 300 -2 900 0el ~0s5
PITTSBURG o o o ¢ ¢ & o 39 900 34 360 5 500 1640 3 900 2 700 4 300 204  =ieB
PONTOTOCe o o o o o o & 25 900 28 089 “2 200| =79 3 000 2 100 =3 100  =1s3] =09
POTTAWATOMIE. o o o o o 42 000 U1 486 500 1e2 4 600 3 000 =1 100 0e2| =0.5
PUSHMATAHAS o + o o o @ 10 100 9 088 & 000 1165 17000 800 800 1e81 =247
ROGER MILLS o o o o o o 5 200 5 090 100 246 500 300 (z) Oelh| =347
ROGERSe o o s o o o o o 24 600 20 614 4 000 1502 2 500 1 500 2 900 249 0e5
SEMINOLEs o o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 26 300 28 066 -1 700 =6.2 3 200 2 000 -2 900| =10 =3e6
SEQUOYAH. o o ¢ o o o 22 800 18 001 4 800| 2667 2 800 1 300 3 300 3.9 =0s9
STEPHENSe + o 5 s o o @ 36 900 37 990 =1 000| =247 3 800 2 300 ~2 500  =0.4 1ol
TEXAS o o o s o ¢ & o 0 14 800 14 162 700 46 2 000 800 ~ 600 0s7]  —0el
TILLMAN o s o o o & ¢ © 14 300 14 654 - 300!  =2e2 2 000 1 100 -1 200{ =04 ~1.8
TULSA%+ ¢ o o o o o o ¢ 367 500 346 038 21 500 642 46 100 18 300 =6 300 140 3.2
WAGONER s o o« 2 o s ¢ % 16 900 15 673 1 200 7.8 1 900 1 000 300 102  =0s7
WASHINGTON: o « o o o o 41 800 42 347 - 600 =i.3 4 900 2 200 =3 300{ =0.2 246
WASHITA « s o s s o & ® 19 200 18 121 1 100 59 2 700 1 000 - 700 049 003
WOODS « s o » o o ¢ ® 113 400 11 932 1 400 1240 1 200 900 1 100 1.8 ~1e9
WOODWARDs + 2 o o o o 15 700 13 902 1 800 1247 1 700 900 1 000 149 =03
| OREGON« o o s s ¢ o 1 966 000 1 768 687 197 000 112 223 000 111 009 85 000 107 145
: BAKER + o o o o ¢ o o o 15 900 17 295 ~1 800 =843 1 900 1100 “2 200]  =1s4 0e7
| BENTONe o s o 5 o o o + 48 800 39 165 9 600|  2Usb 5 300 1 600 6 000 346 202
| CLACKAMASHs o o 2 s o ® 145 300 113 038 32 300|  28.5 14 200 6 600 24 600 41 247
‘ CLATSOP o« & » o s o o o 25 200 27 380 w2 200{ =79 2 600 2 200 -2 600  =1s3| ~ie2
j COLUMBIAs o o s o s ¢+ ® 26 200 22 379 3 900 17,3 2 700 1 500 2 700 206] =063
] COOSe o o o o o ¢ o o 53 800 54 955 -1 200 ~20 1 7 300 2 800 “5 700  =0s3 247
CROGK » o o s o o s o o 10 100 9 430 600 647 1 100 500 (z) 140 045
CURRY s s s o s o s o ¢ 12 800 13 983 -1 200 ~B.6 1 900 600 -2 4OO| 1.4 Be7
DESCHUTES o o o o & o o 27 400 23 100 4 300 1848 2 900 1 500 3 000 2.8 046
DOUGLAS o s s o o s o o 72 200 68 458 3 800 545 9 200 3 200 -2 200 049 243
GILLIAM o o o o & s o ® 2 600 3 069 - 500| =151 400 200 - 700] =246 0s9
GRANT o o o o ¢ o o o ® 7 200 7 726 - 500] =6e2| 1 000 400 ~1 000 1.0 ~0¢7
HARNEYs o s ¢ o o o o o 7 600 6 Thd 800 1240 1 000 400 200 108 160
HOOD RIVERs v o s o o @ 14 300 13 395 1 000 7ol 1 400 900 400 Lol 0e5
JACKSON o o o o ¢ o o o 30 800 73 962 16 8061  22.8 5 000 4 900 12 700 33 2e4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

SEE FOOTNOTES AT

END OF TABLE.

(Asterisk (*
POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA

, JULY 1t APRIL 1t NET

! 1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960-66|1950=60
! (CENSUS)
QREGON-~=CON +

JEFFERSON o » o o » o o 9 100 7 130 1 900 2741 1 400 400 900 349 246
JOSEPHINE o o o o s o o 36 800 29 917 6 900 23,2 3 600 2 200 5 500 3o le2
KLAMATH o s o o ¢ o o o 49 300 4y 475 1 800 3.9 6 600 2 500 =2 200 046 1e2
LAKEs o « o o a 5 o o o 6 200 7 158 - 900| =~i2.8 800 400 =1 300 =22 0e7
LANE# o +» s s o ¢ s 0 o 1159 600 162 890 36 700 22,5 24 900 7 900 19 700 343 246
LINCOLN o o o 5 o o o o 25 400 24 635 700 3.0 2 700 1 800 - 200 05 1e5
LINNG o o o o o o ¢ o o 65 200 58 867 6 300 108 8 000 3 200 i 600 1e6 08
MALHEUR « o o o o o o o 24 100 22 764 L 300 5.9 3 000 1200 = 400 009 =002
MARION® o o o o o 2 & o 1140 900 120 888 20 000 1646 14 700 7 800 13 100 28 1e8
MORROWs o o o o s ¢ o o 4 300 4 871 = 500] =133 500 300 ~ 800 “1e% 062
MUL.TNOMAH¥s o o o o o s 532 000 522 813 9 200 1.8 62 300 39 100 ~14 000 0e3 160
POLKK o o o o o o 0 o o 31 800 26 523 5 300 2040 3 200 1 600 3 800 3.0 0ol
SHERMAN ¢ o o o o o ¢ @ 2 700 2 446 300 118 300 100 100 1.8 07
TILLAMODK « o o o o 0 o 17 600 18 955 =1 200 =Tl 2 200 1 200 ~2 400 ~ie2 Co2
UMATILLAS o o o o o o @ 44 500 44 352 200 Ceth 5 100 2 700 -2 200 0el 0.6
UNION » s o o o s o o = 18 900 18 180 700 307 1 900 1 200 (z) 06 0ol
WALLOWA » o o o v o o o 6 700 7 102 = 400 ~5e9 800 400 - 700 ~1:0 =002
WASCO o o s 6 o o s o o 21 900 20 205 1 700 83 2 400 1 200 400 L¢3 2¢7
WASHINGTON® + o o s o o 128 4090 92 237 36 200 39.2 13 000 4 800 28 000 St 4e2
WHEELER o o o o s o o 1 800 2 722 -4 000| =355 200 100 =1 100 =648 =149
YARMILE o o o o o o v o 38 600 32 478 6 100 1848 3 800 2 300 4 700 2¢8 =03
PENNSYLVANIAs o o o| 11 657 000 11 319 366 337 000 3.0] 1 396 000 773 000{ ~ 286 000 05 0.8
ADAMSHe o o o o s ¢ o o 55 000 51 906 3 100 640 7 300 3 100 =1 000 09 1e6
ALLEGHENY*s o o o » o ® 1 608 000 1 628 587 =20 500 ~le3 191 200 109 100{ = 102 600 =02 07
ARMSTRONG ¢ o » o s & » 77 400 79 524 =2 100 =247 8 900 5 200 =5 900 =Qed 042
BEAVER® s o ¢ o o s ¢ s 203 400 206 948] =3 500 =1.7 25 000 11 500 =17 000 ~0e¢3 17
BEDFORD o« » o o o s ¢ o 44 400 42 451 2 000 4s6 5 700 2 800 -1 000 0.7 0ot
BERKS*e » o o » » ¢ & s 289 900 275 414 14 500 543 31 400 19 700 2 800 0.8 0e7
BLAIR¥e o o s &« » s ¢ o 138 000 137 270 700 Ge5 16 300 10 700 =4 900 Oel ~02
BRADFORDe & o » o ¢ + ¢ 56 100 54 925 1 100 2el 8 000 4 000 =2 900 03 0s6
BUCKSHe s o s o o o & o 356 600 308 567 48 100 15.6 46 200 14 100 16 000 243 769
BUTLERs o » o o o o o s 119 800 1it 639 5 200 4.5 {5 200 7 000 =3 100 07 1e7
CAMBRIA%s o o o o o o o 192 400 203 283 ~10 800 =543 22 400 13 600 =19 600 ~0e9 =03
CAMERON v v s o ¢ & o s 6 700 7 586 = 900| ~11.2 900 500 =1 300 ~1e9 08
CARBONs o o o o » o o o 51 300 52 889 -1 600 =3e1 5 200 4 200 -2 600 ~0e5 ~0e8
CENTREw « o « o ¢ o o ® 193 400 78 580 14 800 1849 10 700 3 700 7 800 28 1e8
CHESTER®e o o o ¢ o v ¢ 254 700 210 608 44 100 2049 29 900 12 500 26° 700 31 2+8
CLARION o o o o o o o o 139 800 37 408 2 300 603 4 80O 2 400 (z) 10 =062
CLEARFIELDs o o o s o ¢ 76 700 81 534 ~4 800 =549 10 000 5 700 ~9 200 =10 ~0e5
CLINTON s o « « ¢ s o o 38 200 37 619 500 Lok 4 600 2 500 =1 600 0s2 03
COLUMBIAs o ¢ o o s o s 56 600 53 489 3 100 5.8 6 000 4 100 1200 049 (Z)
CRAWFORDs » » & o & s o 79 700 77 956 1 800 2,3 9 300 5 700 -1 900 Ol ~0el
CUMBERLAND* o o o o o ¢ 139 900 124 816 15 100 1201 16 500 7 200 5 800 148 2.8
DAUPHINe ¢ » » o o v o 226 200 220 255 5 900 2.7 27 500 15 600 ~5 900 Oeth lel
DELAWARE® » s & » o o o 591 100 553 154 38 000 6+9 72 000 31 500 -2 500 1el 2.9
ELK o o o s o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 38 GO0 37 328 700 1.9 5 800 2 400 =2 700 0e3 008
ERIE® o o s o » ¢ 2 3 » 256 000 250 682 5 300 21 34 100 16 100 ~12 700 0¢3 103
FAYETTE « s o o o o v o 161 300 169 340 =8 000 =47 18 700 12 500 =14 200 ~0e8 “lel
FORESTs o o o o s o & ¢ 4 700 4 485 200 5.2 500 400 100 048 ~1s0
FRANKLING ¢ » ¢ ¢ o ¢ @ 96 500 88 172 8 300 9ol i2 000 5 500 1 800 145 145
FULTONs o o o o ¢ o o o 11 100 10 597 500 (3% 1 400 700 = 200 07 02
GREENE+s o o o o ¢ o o o 39 400 39 424 (2) ~0sl 3 800 3 000 = 900 (2) ~lelh
HUNTINGDONe & s ¢ ¢ o ¢ 39 200 39 457 = 300 =07 4 800 2 800 -2 300 ~0el -0t
INDIANA o o o o o o o ¢ 174 800 75 366 - 500 =0e7 9 200 4 900 =4 800 =0l ~0e2
JEFFERSON o o o 2 o 2 o 43 800 46 792 ~3 000 =6¢5 5 400 3 500 =t 900 =Ll =005
JUNIATA o« o » o o o 0 16 700 15 874 800 Se2 2 100 1 000 = 200 0.8 Outt
LACKAWANNAK « o o o s o 226 300 234 531 =8 200 =305 23 700 20 000 -12 000 =046 ~0e9
LANCASTER¥s + o & o s ® 294 700 278 359 16 400 5.9 37 800 16 700 =4 700 09 1e7
LAKRENCEs o s o o o o o 110 000 112 965 -2 900 =206 12 200 7 300| =7 900 ~Qolt 07
LEBANON s o s o o o o o 94 300 90 853 3 400 3.8 12 400 6 000 -3 000 0e6 Lol
LEMIGHX » o o s o o o o 241 100 227 536 13 600 640 26 500 14 800 1 900 09 Lok
LUZERNE*a » » o o s o ¢ 343 200 346 572 -3 800 ~lel 34 600 28 100 ~10 300 =02 ~1s2
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

(Asterisk
PORPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE

AREA
JULY 11 APRIL 1+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION{ 1960-66| 195060
{CENSUS)
PENNSYEVAN TA~=CON o
LYCOMINGs ¢ o o » o ¢ o 113 900 109 367 4 600 bo2 4 700 7 800 ~2 200 07 0e8
MC KEAN o o ¢ a » o ¢ @ 53 500 54 517 -1 000 1% & 800 4 000 ~3 80O “0e3 «Qolh
MERCERe o o 2 o o o o » 126 700 127 519 - 800 ~0s7 14 900 8 200 -7 BOC 0ol Lo3
MIFFLIN o o 2 o o o o o 44 900 U4y 348 500 12 5 800 3 000 w2 200 002 0ol
MONROE o s » o o v 6 o ® 44 000 39 567 4 500 L11e3 4 800 2 900 2 500 167 1s6
_MONTGOMERY#* o o » o # s 591 300 516 682 74 600 o4 63 000 30 100 41 700 202 349
MONTOUR o s o o o o ¢ 17 300 16 730 600 3.6 1 900 1100 - 200 006 Ooth
NORTHAMPTON®a s o a2 o o 209 300 201 412 7 900 349 22 000 13 400 - 800 0e6 0e8
NORTHUMBERLANDs o o o o 104 500 10U 138 ~-2 700 265 11100 8 400 =5 400 =0t “le2
PERRY%o 4 o o ¢ o s o @ 27 200 26 582 600 2.2 3 400 1 800 =1 000 0e3 o7
PHILADELPHIAK o o o o o 2 051 900 27002 512 49 400 265 269 300 157 200 62 700 0ot ~0e3
PIKEs s « o o o o s o o 10 100 9 158 900 9.8 1 000 900 800 15 0.8
POTTERe o o s o s ¢ & o 16 300 16 483 =~ 200 3k 2 100 1300 ~1 100 “0e2 «0e2
SCHUYLKILLe ¢ o o s » @ 162 900 173 027 ~10 100 ~5e§ 16 800 14 800 w12 100 w0 “leB
SNYDERs o o » o ¢ o o ¢ 29 300 25 922 3 400 13.2 3 200 1 600 1 800 240 162
SOMERSET* « o « o o o ¢ 77 100 77 W50 « 300 0ol 8 600 5 500 ~3 500 “0sl =05
SULLIVAN: o o o o« o o o 5 600 6 251 - 7001  =10.7 700 500 -~ 800 “1e8 ~0e8
SUSQUEHANNA%e o o o o o 33 100 33 137 = 100 0o 4 300 2 400 ~1 900 iZ) Osl
TIOGA & ¢ o s o o ¢ o ® 37 400 36 614 800 23 5 100 2 600 ~1 700 Ouk 0e3
UNION » o 2 2 o o s o @ 27 700 25 646 2 100 8ol 2 900 1 700 800 1e3 140
YENANGO o o s o o & o o 63 400 65 295 =1 900 29 7 500 4 900 =4 500 ~0s5 (Z)
WARRENG ¢ o o s o ¢ o @ 149 200 48 582 3 700 8.0 5 500 3 200 1 400 162 0a7
WASHINGTON® o » o o o @ 213 400 217 271 =3 800 ‘wia8 23 500 14 400 ~ia 900 =063 Qe
WAYNE o o o o & o o s @ 28 800 28 237 600 240 3 200 2 ;300 = 300 043 eIy
WESTMORELAND® « o o o 361 300 352 629 8 700 245 41 300 21 300 -1l 300 Oolt 1e2
WYOMING o s s o s s o o 18 000 16 813 1 200 7ol 1 9200 L 300 700 1a1 (Z)
YORK® o s o o o » s 8 & 254 800 238 336 16 500 69 30 900 FU:Teo] 400 1el 1e6
RHODE ISLANDe o ¢ o 3898 000 859 488 38 000 4.5 142 000 58 000 =16 000 067 068
BRISTOL¥s o o o ¢ 2 o @ 342 300 37 146 5 100 13.8 4 900 2 100 2 400 2el 2:5
KENT® o o 2 5 & ¢ o o @ 3131 400 112 619 18 800 1647 15 400 5 600 10 000 2.5 348
NEWPORT o o » o o o o o 3g2 800 81 891 900 Lol 12 400 4 000 =7 400 002 269
PROVIDENCE® o » o o ¢ o 568 500 568 778 = 300 (Z) 69 800 41 500 «28 500 {Z) Qe l
WASHINGTONs & o » s o » 372 900 59 054 13 800 234 10 000 3 400 7 300 3ol 2.0
SOUTH CAROLINAs » o 2 607 000 2 382 594 225 000 9l 377 000 131 000 =21 000 165 102
ABBEVILLE ¢ ¢ o o o o o 22 400 21 L7 L 000 4e7 3 100 1 400 = 800 0.7 ~0s5
AIKEN%e o o o o ¢ ¢ o o 86 300 81 038 5 300 6e5 13 700 4 100 ~2 400 Le0 Ga3
ALLENDALE o o o o o o » 13 200 11 362 = 200 e 1 800 800 =} 200 0o 0ol
ANDERSONe o o o o o o = 105 Q00 58 478 6 500 646 13 100 5 500 -1 100 160 0e8
BAMBERG « » o s o o o »# 16 700 16 274 400 245 2 600 1 000 ~1 100 Otk ~0e7
BARNWELLs o o o ¢ » o o 18 000 17 659 300 1e9 2 %00 900 -1 600 0e3 Qo2
BEAUFORTs o = o ¢ s ¢ o 48 700 uy 187 4 500 1062 4 900 1 900 1 500 1e6 5el
BERKELEY® « s o o o ¢ » 50 900 38 196 12 700 3342 6 900 1 800 7 500 4a7 204
CALHOUN o o « s o o & o 11 200 12 256 -1 000 ~8¢3 1 900 80O -2 100 =1el ~ie8
CHARLESTON* o o ¢ o o o 262 400 216 382 46 000 2143 42 100 11 300 15 400 3el 248
CHEROKEEs « o o o o o o 38 700 35 205 3 500 969 5 100 2 000 400 1e5 0ol
CHESTER o o o o @ s o @ 31 600 30 888 700 262 4 800 2 000 ~2 200 0s3 ~0e5
CHESTERFIELDs o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 333 700 33 717 (Z} =0l 5 400 2 100 ~3 300 ¥4 -0e7
CLARENDON o o o o o o o 306 900 29 4%0 1 400 4e8 5 200 1700 -2 100 0.8 =069
COLLETONs o o & ¢ 0.5 @ 28 500 27 816 600 263 4 800 1 900 ~2 300 0oth ~0s2
DARLINGTONs ¢ s 5 o o = 56 700 52 928 3 800 72 8 400 3 100 =1 500 lel 0eb
DILLONs » a o o ¢ o s @ 34 000 30 584 3 400 113 & 000 1 800 - 700 17 ~0a1
DORCHESTERs & o ¢ o o » 30 200 24 383 5 800 2440 4 400 1 400 2 900 345 0.8
EDGEFIELD + o o o 2 o @ 15 600 15735 - 100 =09 2 400 1 000 -1 500 =00l 005
FAIRFIELD ¢ o o s & ¢ @ 21 100 20 713 400 148 3 600 1 200 =2 000 0:3 ~05
FLORENCEoe » o o » o s @ 93 700 84 438 9 300 110 13 600 5 100 700 17 0+6
GEORGETOWNs o o ¢ o o o 35 800 340798 L 000 269 5 800 1 900 =2 BQO 065 009
GREENVILLE® & o o o s o 220 600 209 776 10 800 56l 31 400 11 200 -9 500 068 242
GREENWOOD » « & o o » 51 200 4y 346 6 900 15,5 6 500 2 800 3 200 243 )
HAMBPTON o » o 2 ¢ s @ 17 200 17 425 -~ 200 ~1e3 2 700 1100 -1 800 ~0e2 =043
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.~-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred}

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE + COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 19 APRIL it NET
. 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION | L960=66}1950~60
9
! (CENSUS)
SOUTH EAROL INA==
CON.
HORRY ¢ o o o a o o o @ 74 100 68 247 5 800 o8 11 900 3 500 =2 600 1e3 1e3
JASPERe s o o o o o o 11 800 12 237 ~ 400 =306 1 700 800 =1 400 “0ob 16l
KERSHAW s o o » o a o 8 34 800 33 585 1 200 366 4 900 2 000 =l 700 06 Oolh
LANCASTER o o o o o o o 43 500 39 382 4 100 1045 5 700 1 900 300 1e6 0.6
LAURENS o » o o 2 o o s 52 600 U7 609 5 000 1045 7 200 2 500 300 1eb 0ol
LEE o & s s o v 8 & 3 @ 20 700 21 832 ~1 100 ~5¢0 3 800 1 200 =3 600 “048 =006
LEXINGTONY s o o o o s o 7% 000 60 726 12 300 2043 10 000 3 200 5 600 3.0 362
MC CORMICKs o o o o o o 8 800 8 629 100 1o 1 300 600 = 600 03 ~1s0
MARIONs o o. o o o 8 o o 31 300 32 0L4 - 700 2ok 4 900 2 000 3 600 Qo3 =0e3
MARLBOROs s o o o a o o 30 000 28 529 L 500 503 5 500 2 000 -1 900 0.8 “lol
NEWBERRYs o » s ¢ ¢ o » 30 100 29 416 700 2e3 3 900 1 900 =1 300 0ot ~0s8
OCONEE® o o o o ¢ o o & #1 300 38 604 2 700 6e9 5 700 2 100 =~ 900 lel =0l
ORANGEBURGs o o o o o ¢ 72 200 68 559 3 700 Selt 11 600 4 300 «3 600 048 (Z)
PICKENSE % o o o o v o s 52 700 ur 630 5 100 1067 6 600 2 200 700 Le6 107
RICHLAND® o ¢ s o o o s 236 400 200 102 36 300 181 29 300 9 400 16 400 267 3ol
SALUDAe: » o o o s o o @ 16 000 14 854 L 400 9+ 2 000 500 400 145 ~0e9
SPARTANBURG o o o o o o 172 900 156 830 16 100 1042 21 900 8 800 2 900 1e6 [eFY)
SUMTERs o & o » 5 o o ¢ 377 700 74 941 2 800 367 14 600 3 600 -8 200 006 267
UNION o o o o e- % s o o 30 900 30 015 900 3el 4 900 1 900 ~2 100 0e5 ~Oolk
WILLIAMSBURGs » o o o & 38 700 40 932 =2 300 5.5 6 700 2 200 -6 800 “0e9 «0s7
YORKs » o o o o o o o o 85 600 78 760 6 900 8.7 12 400 4 100 -1 400 1.3 1.0
¢
SOUTH DAKOTAs o « s 680 000 680 514 -1 000 ~0el 102 000 43 000 ~62 000 (2} el
AURORA® » o o o o o o o 4 800 4 749 100 1e2 600 300 - 200 0.2 -006
BEADLE o o » ¢ o & ¢ 21 300 21 682 ~ 400 148 2 900 1 300 =1 900 “Qe¢3 Q3
BENNETT o o o » » o o o 3 200 3 053 200 6e3 600 200 - 200 140 =1l
SON HOMME. o » o o o o 9 000 9 229 - 200 =251 1 100 700 - 600 “0e3 «0s2
BROOKINGS o a o o o o o 119 700 20 046 - 400 ~1e9 2 700 1 000 ~2 000 “0e3 Le2
BROWN o o & o o o ¢ o o 33 900 34 106 =~ 200 065 5 000 2 000 =3 200 ~Qel Oolt
BRULE o o o ¢ o o o ¢ @ 6 600 6 319 300 Hol 1 100 . 400 - 500 066 0.4
BUFFALDO + o o s 9 ¢ o @ 2 100} 1 547 500 332 500 100 100 $e7 “Oely
BUTTE o o o v s o & s ¢ 8 200 8 592 = 400 =501 1 200 600 =1 100 «048 o5
CAMPBELLe o o o & » ¢ o 3 300 3 B31 = 300 =Te% 500 200 - 500 “led ~lelh
CHARLES MIX o o o s & ¢ 12 100 11 785 300 263 1 900 800 - 800 0el w27
CLARK » o o o 2 o ¢ ¢ % 6 400 7 134 ~ 700 -Go9 700 500 ~ 900 =~1s6 -ie6
CLAYe ¢ » o a o » o o 0 112 200 10 810 1 300 124 1 500 600 500 19 =02
CODINGTON o o o & + o 19 200 20 220 -1 000 =542 2 700 1 200 ~2 500 =~0¢8 0s7
CORSONe o o s & o o- ¢ @ 6 000 5 798 200 304 1 200 400 - 700 045 «0eb
CUSTERs o o o » o 5 o 4 300 4 906 - 600| ~ils8 600 400 - BOO =240 ~le2
DAVISON o o s o o o o ® 17 400 16 681 700 4ad 2 400 1 200 ~ 500 Qo7 0sl
DAY o » ¢ » s ¢ o 0 ¢ @ 9 900 10 8l6 =~ 600 (TR 1 100 800 ~1 000 =10 ~le5
DEUEL. ¢ o o o o @ & & @ 6 400 6 782 = 400 =6l 800 4Q0 = 800 =1+0 ~1e2
DEWEY » o ¢ o ¢ o v ¢ ¢ 5 300 5 257 (z) =0l 1 100 300 - 800 (¢4] 046
DOUGLAS s o s o v s » o 5 100 5 {13 (Z) Oeth 600 300 - 300 Oel =1e0
EDMUNDS o » o s s o % ¢ 6 200 6 079 100 1e6 800 400 = 400 03 ~1e8
FALL RIVERe » o v o o ¢ 8 600 10 688 =2 100 “19,9 1 200 800 =2 500 =345 0e2
FAULK o # & o o s & o 8 4 100 4 397 - 300 6.8 600 300 ~ 600 =1el =0e8
GRANT o o » o s s & 5 ¢ 8 500 9 913 «i 400| =142 1 300 600 =2 100 ~2akt w03
GREGORY o o s o s v o o 7 300 7 399 = 100 ~lelh 1 000 500 - 600 =~0e2 ~lold
HAAKONs & v o s s o o o 3 100 3 303 - 200 “be9 500 200 = 500 =1l Oelh
HAMLINe o » » s ¢ o o @ 5 80O 6 303 - 500 =843 700 400 - 700 ~lokt ~1el
HANDo o o » o o o o o @ & 100 6 712 - 600 9l 900 400 =1 200 =16 e %)
HANSONs o o & » o o & @ 4 600 4 584 {Z) ~0¢5 500 200 - 300 “Qel (s 7
HARDING s » » o o o o @ 2 000 2 371 = 400 =16+6 300 100 - 600 =209 Oelh
HUGHESe = & o » 5 o ¢ @ 12 000 12 725 ~ 80O 6ol 2 100 600 =2 300 ~1¢0 4e6
HUTCHINSONe o » & o s + 11 000 11 088 - 100 ~0e6 1 400 700 ~ 700 0ol ~0s3
HYDEs ¢ o s o o o ¢ o @ 2 800 2 602 200 649 400 200 {2) Lol (o8
JACKSON o o o o 9 ¢ o » 2 100 1 985 100 5.8 300 100 - 100 Qe? 12
JERAULD ¢ o o o ¢ & o ¢ 3 700 4 o048 - 400 ~9e3 500 300 -« 500 =1e5 -1¢0
JONES s as o o o 0 2 o 2 300 2 066 2001 107 300 100 (z) Le6 =140
KINGSBURY s » » o o o @ 7 800 9 227 ~) 400| =151 900 600 -1 700 “Z2e6 =008
LAKEe » o o o o ¢ o o o 11 200 11 764 - 400 w306 1 500 700 -1 200 =006 (Z)
LAWRENCEs o v o o & o ¢ 117 600 17 075 500 340 2 600 1 000 -1 100 065 0e3
END OF TABLE,

SEE FOOTNOTES AT
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

‘ (Asterisk (*} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

|
POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE

AREA
JULY L APRIL Lv NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION!| 1960-66]1950~60
J (CENSUS)}
|
SOUTH DAKDTA==CON.

LINCOLLN o o o o o o s @ 12 400 L2 371 (Z2) (Z} 1 300 200 = 500 {2) =003
LYMAN ¢ o o o o o o o @ 4 100 4 428 = 300 Ty 700 300 - 700 ~lel Qo3
MC COOK o o o o 6 ¢ ¢ ¢ 7 900 8 268 ~ 300 ol 1 000 500 “ 900 “0e7 =0s7
MC PHERSONs o ¢ o 5 o ® 6 100 5 821 200 4,0 600 300 - 100 0e6 =109
i MARSHALLe & o » o o o 6 500 6 663 = 200 w25 900 400 = 600 «0ot wLab
! MEADE o o o o v o ¢ v ¢ 20 800 12 o4y 8 800 72:8 2 000 800 7 600 9sl Ooth
MELLETTEs o o o s o ¢ o 2 700 2 664 (Z) 062 500 200 -~ 300 (Z) =13
MINER o o o o o o o ¢ ¢ 5 200 5 398 = 200 =30l 500 400 = 400 «Qe5 ~1e5
MINNEHAHAe o o 6 ¢ o o 92 400 86 575 5 800 607 14 300 4 600 =3 900 140 2.0
MOODY o o o » o o 5 s ¢ 8 600 8 810 - 200 =241 1 000 600 - 600 “Qo3 =0s5
PENNINGTONs o ¢ o & s @ 53 700 58 195 ~4 500 ~7a7 12 80O 2 500 =14 700 w1e3 545
| PERKINS & « s & s 8 @ ¢ 4 800 5 977 =1 200| ~19.9 700 400 «1 500 =3e5 wled
| POTTERe #» o » o & ¢ 3 5 000 4 926 100 1e6 800 300 ~ 500 063 [+1%]
i ROBERTS o o o & s o o @ 13 300 13 190 100 0.8 1 900 900 - 900 Osl =12
SANBORN o s o o o o o ¢ 4 200 4 643 « 500 909 500 300 - 700 =1e7 “leO
SHANNON o 5 o o o o o & 8 000 & 000 2 000 33.7 2 300 500 300 4.8 Ce6
SPINK s o o a o o @ o o 11 400 11 706 - 300 =23 1 300 700 =~ 800 =Qokh ~0el
| STANLEY o » o o o 0 o o 2 %00 4 085 1 200 =296 600 200 =1 700 ~5e5 7ol
H SULLY ¢ ¢ & s ¢ 8 o o o 2 500 2 607 - 100 =27 400 100 = 400 ~0ek =0l
; TODDe o o o o o ¢ o o v 5 300 4 661 600 127 1 200 300 - 200 1.9 “0e2
TRIPP o o 6 o ¢ o o a @ 8 700 8 761 ~ 100 =068 1 300 500 - 80O =0el O ol
TURNERe ¢ je » o 8 2 o @ 10400 11 159 = 700 | =6eH4 1 100 800 =1 100 =1e0 ~Qe8
UNION = o s o0 o o o o 10 000 10 197 = 200 w“le8 1 200 700 - 700 =03 =0eb
WALWORTHe » o o o ¢ o o 8 200 8 097 . 100 Lol 1 200 500 « 700 0e2 [Ty
WASHABAUGHSs & o o o ¢ ¢ 1 000 1 042 (Z) wlloQ 200 100 = 200 =007 «349
YANKTON ¢ ¢ s o & ¢ ¢ ¢ 18 300 17 551 700 4ol 2 400 1000 ~ 600 Qeb Oott
ZIEBACH o s ¢ o v ¢ & @ 2 200 2 495 = 300 =~11.8 500 100 - 700 =20 =0el
TENNESSEE o o ¢ o o 3 878 000 3 567 089 351 000 B8e7 495 000 214 000 30 000 le3 0s8
ANDERSONX o ¢ o ¢ o s o 61 600 60 032 1 600 2+6 7 900 2 400 =3 900 0.4 Qol
BEDFORD » o » o o & » ¢ 25 100 23 150 1 900 8ol ‘2 900 1 700 700 163 ~Qed
BENTONe ¢ s o o & 2 o @ 11 900 10 662 1 300 11¢9 1 200 800 800 le8 =07
BLEDSOE o o o e s o o ¢ 7 800 7 81t (2} =0el .1 000 400 | - 600 =Qe ~0e9
BLOUNTH ¢ o » e o o & o 62 200 57 525 4 700 8sl 7 100 3 000 500 1e3 0.5
BRADLEY 2 o ¢ o o ¢ @ ¢ 45 300 38 324 7 000 182 6 100 2 100 3 000 247 Le7
CAMPBELLs o o o & o o ¢ 27 600 27 936 = 300 =10 3 700 1 800 =2 200 =002 =26l
CANNONs o o o o ¢ o o o 8 700 8 537 100 1e7 1000 600 - 300 063 =0e7
CARROLL o & & o ¢ » o ¥ 25 400 23 476 1 900 Be3 2 500 1 800 1 200 Le3 ~1e2
CARTERs ¢ ¢ o ¢ ®» o o & 42 800 41 578 1 300 3.0 4 700 2 200 =1 200 0e5 ~0e2
CHEATHAMs » o e o » o ¢ 10 700 9 428 1 300 13.8 L 200 700 700 2¢1 Qe3
CHESTER o » o o ¢ o ¢ & 10 300 9 569 700 Te5 1 200 600 200 le2 wle5
CLAIBORNE + ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ » o i8 700 19 067 = 400) © =19 2 800 L 300 «1 900 =0e3 =26
CLAYs o o o « o » o o« 7 200 7 289 - 100 ~0¢9 800 400 - 400 =0l =148
COCKE o o s @ o o o & @ 25 800 23 3%0 2 500 10.5 3 600 1 500 400 1e6 02
COFFEEo o o o 2 a ¢ » ¢ 32 700 28 603 4 100 et 4 100 1 600 1 600 2.2 2:2
CROCKETTe » o o o & s ¢ 15 400 14 594 800 5.8 1 800 1 100 {Z) Ge9 ~1e3
CUMBERL.ANDs ¢ o o o o o 20 500 19 135 1 400 Tol 2 700 1 100 - 300 Lol Oel
DAVIDSONX o o o o #.0 @ 440 300 399 743 40 600 1Cel 57 400 23 200 6 400 148 2v2
DECATUR = » ¢ s ¢ & & ¢ 9 200 8 324 900 10.7 900 500 600 Jeb =-1e3
DE KALB o o o s o o o o 11 000 10 774 200 29 L 400 700 - 400 0e3 =0e8
DICKSON o o o s ¢ o o 21 800 18 839 % 000 157 2 700 1 400 1 600 24 (Z)
DYERs s » o o s v o o @ 31 000 29 537 1 400 4e8 3 700 2 100 - 200 0.8 ~le2
FAYETTE o » o o o & o @ 24 300 24 577 - 300 =1e3 4 100 1 300 =3 100 ~0e2 ~iel
FENTRESSe s & o o o o o 13 900 13 288 600 45 2 100 800 - 700 0e7 =lel
FRANKILINe » 2 o 5 o o @ 27 300 25 528 1 800 740 3 500 1 600 - 100 lel (Z)
GIBSONe o o » o s & s « 50 300 44 699 5 600 1245 5 700 3 400 3 300 1.9 “Oe7
GILES o » 5 o o ¢ o ¢ @ 22 100 22 410 = 300 =1e3 2 400 1 700 =1 000 ~Qe¢2 =1e8
GRAINGERs o o s o » o @ 13 900 12 506 1 400 115 1 800 700 400 1.8 =Qe5
GREENESs o o o o o o o o 148 700 42 163 6 600 156 5 300 2 600 3 800 243 03
GRUNDYs o o o s o 9 o o 11 100 11 812 - 400 3.8 1 500 700 =1 200 ~0e6 =0s9
HAMBLEN o & s o o o 9o @ 38 200 33 092 5 100 1543 4 700 L 700 2 100 L 263 303
HAMILTON o 5 o o & o o 246 200 237 905 8 300 3.5 31 800 1% 700 =8 900 0.5 1e3
HANCOCK o o o o & o o 3 7 500 7 757 - 200 ~2+9 900 400 - 700 ~0e5 ~1e6
HARDEMANe = o o o & o @ 24 300 21 517 2 700 12+8 3 300 1 300 700 1.9 ~0s8

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE -
AREA g
JULY L1 APRIL v NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION (196066 [1950~60
(CENSUS}
TENNESSEE=~CON.
HARDINe o o 2 o o+ o o ¢ 19 300 17 397 1 900 107 2 100 1100 900 1eb 063
HAWKING o o o o o 5 o 32 000 30 468 | 1 300 540 4 100 L 700 = 800 0s8 (2)
HAYWOOD o o o & o o o ¢ 22 000 23 393 ~1 400 ~55Q 3 900 L 400 ~3 800 «10 =lels
HENDERSON o o ¢ o o o @ 17 700 16 115 1 600 10.0 2 Q00 L 000 600 15 ~0e6
HENRY o o » o« s v o o @ 22 900 22 275 600 2e6 2 200 1 800 100 Ol “0s7
HICKMAN o « o o ¢ o o o 12 000 11 862 100 0.8 1 400 800 - 500 0ol -1e2
HOUSTON o o o o o » a @ 5 400 4 794 600 11a7 600 400 300 1.8 =1e0
HUMPHREYS o o o o o & o 11 300 11 511 = 200 “1a9 1 400 800 “ 900 =005 Oolh
JACKSON o o « o ¢ o o & 8 600 9 233 - 700 ~Tel i 000 700 - 900 “iel “2e9
JEFFERSON o w o o o o o 26 300 21 493 4 800 2204 2 900 1 300 3 200 363 09
JOHNSON ¢ s o o o o o v 4, 11 300 10 765 500 Sol 1 200 700 (2) 0e8 ~le3
KNOX#% ¢ o o o & ¢ s ¢ @ T271 400 250 523 20 900 Be3 32 900 14200 2 200 1e3 el
LAKEs o o s 2 o 8 o o @ 9 400 9 572 - 200 =ie9 1 500 600 -1 100 Qa3 «le9
LLAUDERDALE: & & o o & o 22 000 21 844 100 0:5 3 400 1 600 «] 700 Os wlolh
LAWRENCEe o o o 2 o o o 29 700 28 049 L 700 6.0 4 200 1700 - 900 0.9 =03
LEWIS = » s s s s 9 ¢ o 6 500 6 269 200 3.2 800 400 - 200 Ce5 Co3
LINCOLN o o o o s o o o 26 100 23 829 2 300 966 3 200 1 700 800 1e5 ~0e7
LOUDON® o s o o o v o » 23 900 23 757 100 0:5 3 000 1 800 =1 300 Osl 0e2
MC MINN o ¢ o o & s s @ 35 600 33 662 2 000 5.9 4 400 2 000 - 400 0e9 05
MC NAIRYe o o o ¢ s » o 19 000 18 085 900 542 2 100 1 200 100 0s8 =ls2
MACON & o » o ¢ o » o @ 12 500 12 197 700 5.7 1 300 700 100 069 ~1sl
MADISON o o o o ¢ o o o 63 500 60 655 2 900 447 & 300 4 200 -} 200 067 Osl
L MARIONs + 5 ¢ o ¢ & 2 ¢ 21 200 21 036 300 Lol 2 800 L 200 -1 200 0e2 002
MARSHALLe o o o o o o o 18 200 16 859 1 400 8e2 2 000 1 200 600" 13 =065
MAURY ¢ o o ¢ o & & s o 44 900 41 699 3 200 Te? 5 700 2 800 400 lel Qo3
MEIGS o o a » 5 ¢ o o ¢ 5 100 5 160 (Z) =Qell 600 300 = 300 w0el ~heb
MONROEs o o a o o o s @ 24 200 23 316 900 3.7 3 200 1 800 =~ 900 Geb -0 5
MONTGOMERYs & » ¢ & o @ 60 100 55 645 4 500 8+0 7 000 .2 600 100 le2 203
MOORE o o » o« s ¢ & ¢ @ 3 000 3 454 - 500! =13.7 300 200 - 600 23 miod
MORGAN® o o o o o o o o 14 200 14 304 - 100 ~0:9 L 800 8OO =] 100 0 d “0e®
OBION s o » s s ¢ s o @ 29 400 26 957 2 500 9el 2 900 2 000 1 500 Lelh ~0e7
OVERTON o o & o ¢ & o o 16 200 14 661 1 600 10s6 1 800 1 000 800 1:6 =148
PERRY » » o ¢ » » o @ ¢ 5 100 5 273 = 200 ol 500 400 = 300 =~0a7 «2:0
PICKETT &« o ¢ ¢ 2 & » ¢ 4 400 4 431 = 100 =1e3 500 200 = 300 Qa2 =leld
POLKe o v o o » 8 v & o 12 600 12 160 400 3.7 i 600 700 - 400 046 =145
PUTNAMe o s o a 2 o » @ 134 500 29 236 % 200 179 3 800 1 700 3 200 297 ~Qe2
RHEAe » o o s o s s o @ 16 800 15 863 200 569 2 200 1 000 = 300 0e9 =Qel
ROANE ¢ o o s » ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 39 200 39 133 {2} Osl 5 000 2 000 =3 000 (Z) 201
ROBERTSON . o o o o o o 30 500 27 335 3 200 1168 3 600 1 800 1 400 148 Oel
RUTHERFORDe s » o » o ¢ t63 600 52 368 1L 200 2165 9 000 2 600 4 900 2.2 2:6
SCOTT o » » 2 ¢ ¢ 8 & o 16 300 15 413 200 el 2 400 900 = 500 09 ~lsd
SEQUATCHIC o o« » o o # 6 300 5 915 400 6e3 800 300 - 100 100 Qoth
SEVIERe o o o o5 ¢ ¢ 0 27 400 2y 251 3 200 13.0 3 200 1 300 1 200 260 Oulh
SHELBY® o o o s ¢ o o o 697 100 627 019 70 100 1162 99 900 36 200 6 400 17 2.7
EMITH o « o 5 s v o o o 13 000 12 089 1 000 Bel 1 500 900 400 1a3 L =leb
STEWART ¢ & o o ¢ & o @ 7 700 7 851 - 100 “1a9 800 500 ~- 400 =083 wle
SULLIVANe & o s s » s = 128 300 114 139 14 200 1264 15 000 5 200 4 300 19 18
SUMNER# » & ¢ » » o s o 50 100 36 217 13 800 38.2 5 400 2 500 10.900 Be3 0.8
TIPTONe v o s o o & s @ 30 900 28 564 2 300 8el 4 800 1 800 -~ 700 1e2 0otk
TROUSDALE o ¢ o v o s s 5 000 4 914 100 le6 600 400 - 200 0.3 ~i62
UNICOIe o s o 2 o v o @ 15 100 15 082 {Z) Ol 1 %00 800 -1 Q00 (Z) ~0s5
UNION o ¢ ¢ = o ¢ » & @ 9 300 8 498 800 D8 1 200 500 100 15 «0e2
VAN BUREN + & o » o o @ 3 600 3 671 = 100 =Le5 500 200 - 300 ~0e2 =048
WARRENs o s « o & 8 o o , 25 600 23 102 2 500 106 3 200 1 500 800 Leb Oslh
WASHINGTONs o o s » & ¢ 70 400 64 832 5 500 Ba5 8 600 4 Q00 900 L1e3 0.8
WAYNE o o o s o o o o o 11 900 11 908 (2} Qo2 1 800 700 - 800 (Z) ~1:5
WEAKLEY o o » o o a » o 26 700 24 227 2 500 1064 2 400 2 000 2 100 106 “lolt
WHITE 5 o s o o 2 & o ¢ 16 400 15 577 800 Sl 2 000 1100 ~ 100 008 ~Oolh
WILLIAMSONs o o o o o o 29 600 25 267 4 400 172 3 500 1700 2 500 2+6 Oolh
WILSON% » » s o » s ¢ o 34 500 27 668 6 900 24.8 3 900 2 100 5 100 306 0s3
SEE FOOTNNTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk {*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 11 APRIL 1t NET
y 1966 1960 NUMBER  {PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960-66 [1950-60
: {CENSUS}

i
i TEXAS o o o s o o o 10 714 000 9 879 677 | 4 135 000 L1e8] 1 504 000 506 000 137 000 1.8 202
, ANDERSONe & o o o o o o 29 400 28 162 1 300 4e5 3 300 2 300 300 0«7 ~le2
; ANDREWS o » o o o o o o 12 000 13 450 -1 400] ~10.6 1 700 300 -2 800 18 10:4
' ANGELINAG = o o o o o s 48 100 39 814 8 200 2067 5 900 2 400 4 700 301 100
: ARANSAS o o o o o o« o o 7 800 7 006 800 120 900 400 300 1.8 " Bed
‘ ARCHER* o & o o o s 2 o 6 100 6 110 (Zy =Qe3 800 300 - 500 (Z} ~Lel
ARMSTRONG o ¢ o o o o o 2 000 1 966 (Z) 046 200 200 (2) 0ol ~le2
ATASCOSAe o 5 o o o o ® 20 300 18 B28 1400 Te? 2 900 1 000 - 400 je2 =0s6
AUSTINs o o o o o o u o 14 300 13 777 500 3.6 1 400 1 100 200 066 =0s6
BAILEYs o o » o o v o o 10 200 9 090 L 100 1204 1 600 400 (z) 19 le8
BANDERA o ¢ o o s o o o 4 300 3 892 400 1lel4 400 300 400 107 “1e2
i BASTROP » o o o o ¢ s ¢ 16 500 16 925 = 400 =23 2 100 1 800 «1 000 “Qelti =leB
1 BAYLORe ¢ & o o o & o » 5 900 5 893 (Z) Oe2 700 400 - 200 (¥4 «1aB
{ BEE ¢ ¢ 2 » a o #» o 9 @ 24 500 23 755 800 302 4 400 1 100 =2 500 065 267
: BELLe o o o o & ¢ ¢ s 119 100 94 097 25 000 2646 20 300 4 600 9 400 3.8 25
BEXAR¥e o ;0 a o o o o ¢ 793 600 687 151 106 400 1565 121 600 33 600 18 400 263 362
BLANCOe o6 ¢ & % o o o 3 700 3 657 {Z) Qo2 400 300 {Z} {2V ] =03
! BORDENs o,0 o o o s @ ¢ 1. 300 5 076 200 21e2 100 (4] 200 30l =03
i BOSQUEs ¢ o o o @ o o o 11 400 10 809 600 Se7 800 1 000 800 09 ~0e9
i BOWIEXe o o o o » ¢ o 66900 59 971 6 900 11.5 8 200 3 800 2 500 L1e8 ~Oud
: BRAZORIAKX ¢ o o o s o ¢ 97 500 76 204 21 300 2840 11 400 |, 3 000 13 000 40 Sel
BRAZOSe sjo s w © o o o 50 800 4y 895 5 900 1364 7 600 2 200 500 240 1+6
BREWSTERs o o ¢ 0 o o o 7 200 6 434 80¢ 121 1 000 300 100 18 ~le3
BRISCOE o s s .9 s o o o 3 700 3 577 100 365 300 200 - 200 0e5 Qal
BROOKSs o o o o 8 o o @ 8 600 8 609 (Z) Qelh 1 600 400 =1 200 Oel «Qe7
BROWN s & o o & ¢ o o & 26 500 24 728 i 800 7ok 2 800 2 100 1100 1ol =lelh
BURLESONs o ¢ 0o o a s ¢ 10 200 11177 - 300 ~845 1 200 900 =1 300 =ledh mle5
BURNETs o » & o e o o o 10 400 9 2685 1100 1201 1 100 700 800 1.8 mlol
CALDWELLe & o & ¢ o o ¢ 17 500 17 22z 200 Lelh 2 200 1 300 = 700 Oel wle2
[ CALHOUN o o s o o = o ¢ 19 200 16 592 2 600 1569 3 200 600 100 2.4 690
CALLAHANe o ¢ o & o o @ 9 800 7 929 1 800 23.3 800 600 1 700 3ol et
CAMERON® e » & s ¢ ¢ o ® 150 %00 151 098 - 200 ~Qel 31 000 6 400 =24 800 (Z) Le®
CAMPo » s o o o 0 o o « 7 900 7 849 {Z) 0eb 1 100 - 600 = 400 Osl ~1el
CARSONs s » o o o s o ¢ 7 500 7 781 - 300 =369 i 000 300 - =1 000 =06 le3
CASSe & 5 ¢ s 8 s » o ¢ 24 000 23 496 500 201 2 800 1 600 = 700 Ded «led
CASTROs s & o » s s o o 12 200 8 923 3 300 3701 1 800 300 1 .800 502 5el
CHAMBERSe o o @ ¢ o o o 11 900 10 379 1 500 4.4 1 300 500 700 ‘202 268
CHEROKEEs ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ s ¢ ¢ 34 300 33 120 1 200 345 3 400 2 300 (Z) 0:6 -1s5
CHILDRESS o + o o ¢ ¢ « 7 200 8 421 =i 300 =149 200 700 =} 400 =2e8 =3s6
CLAYe o o o a o s 's s @ 7 900 8 351 = 400 =449 700 © 600 - 500 =08 mle?
COCHRAN ¢ o o o ¢ & ¢ @ 7 400 6 417 900 1446 1 200 300 [¥4] 262 Qe8
COKEa o a o o 8 s o s ¢ 3 000 3 589 - 800F =177 300 200 - 700 -3l ~1e2
COLEMAN o o o o o o o o 11 600 12 458 - 900 =702 1 200 1 100 -1 000 ~1e2 202
COLLINA ¢ o o o o o s o 53 800 41 247 12 500 304 6 400 2 900 9 100 43 w0l
COLLINGSWORTH o » ¢ o ¢ 5 700 6 276 = 500 =85 200 300 - 900 -iel w3s7
COLORADOs o o o o o o o 18 600 18 463 200 Q9 2 100 1 200 - 700 Qel Ce5
COMAL ¢ o o o » o o o ¢ 22 400 19 844 2 600 136l 2 700 1100 1 000 260 2.0
COMANCHES s & ¢ 3 » ¢ ¢ 13 700 11 865 1 800 1541 1 100 L 200 L 500 23 ~2s6
CONCHO» o o s o & o o & 3 600 3 672 (2) =140 400 200 = 200 =02 ~3.2
COOKE o o o o o o » ¢ ¢ 22 300 22 560 - 200 =10 2 600 1 600 -1 200 Qo2 02
CORYELL o o o o & o o o 31 500 23 964 7 600 31.6 3 600 1 100 5 100 1931 3¢9
COTTILEs o o o o v o o © 4 100 4 207 - 100 ~1e6 600 300 =300 ~0e3 =306
CRANE ¢ o » « o o 2 o @ 4 000 4 699 - 700 “lle7 600 | 200 =1 100 =2¢5 1.7
CROCKETTs s o o o o o o 4 100 4 209 ~ 100 =30l 800 200 =700 =05 0e6
i CROSBYs o o o & o & o ¢ 11 400 10 347 1 000 1081 2 300 &00 = 700 15 Ce8
« CULBERSON ¢ ¢ » o a ¢ 3 500 2 794 700 2549 700 100 100 3e8 Gold
f DALLAMe o 2 s ¢ o o o ¢ & 500 6 302 200 3ol 800 400 ~ 200 05 ~1e%
DALLASK » o o o o o 2 » 1 158 200 951 527 206 700 21e7 158 700 47 000 95 000 302 4e5
DAWSONe « » & v o 2 ¢ 19 500 19 185 300 lett 4 200 900 =3 000 02 (Z)
DEAF SMITHe » ¢ e ¢ ¢ » 20 800 13 187 7 600 58.0 ‘3 200 700 5 100 Tef 3.8
OELTA ¢ o o 2 o s s o & 6 800 5 860 1 000 1609 400 500 1 100 2:5 ~4e2
DENTON%X o o » a ¢ o o @ Y68 600 47 432 21 200 4447 6 800 2 700 17 100 Gel Lokt
BE WITT o » o o s o v # 20 %00 20 683 200 lel 2 600 1 600 - 800 Cel ~1e0
DICKENS o s s 2 o o o o 4 600 | 4 963 - 400 =746 600 400 = 600 ~Le2 =346
DIMMITs o » o o ¢ o o ® 10 700 10 095 600 507 1 800 500 = 700 09 w065
DONLEYs » & o o ¢ o o ¢ 4 100 4 449 - 400 =800 400 400 = 300 “)e3 w3e3

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

AVERAGE ANNUAL -

POPULATION CHANGE t COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1t APRIL Lt NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  [PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION | 196066 [1950=60

: (CENSUS}

4

MEXAS~~CON,
DUVAL o ¢ o o o & o o o 13 100 13 298 - 300 ~240 2 200 600 -1 900
EASTLAND: » ¢ o ¢ o o o 18 300 19 526 -1 300 ol 1 500 ‘1 800 -1 000
ECTOR%e o o ¢ o v o o ¢ 83 100 90 995 2 100 2.3 13 800 2 800 ~9 000
EDWARDS o o o o o o o o 2 900 2 317 600 2647 400 100 400
ELLISks s o o o o o s o 44 400 43 395 1 000 204 6. 000 3 100 =1 900
EL PASO%e s o o o ¢ & o 347 200 314 070 33 200 10.6 63 500 12 100 ~18 300
ERATH o o o o o o ¢ o o 118 100 16 236 1 900 117 1 300 1 500 2 100
FALLS o o o s s o a o ¢ 19 000 21 263 =2 300| =107 2 200 1 900 “2 600
FANNINe « o ¢ ¢ o s o o 21 300 23 880 ~2 500| =107 2 100 2 000 -2 700
FAYETTE o o o o o o o o 18 200 20 384 «2 2000 =10e9 1 600 1 800 =2 100
FISHERs o s o o o o o o 8 000 7 865 100 167 1 000 500 - 300
FLOYD o o o o o o ¢ o 3 14 500 12 369 2 000 1645 2 400 700 300
FOARD o s o o o o o o s 2 600 3 125 w 500| ~18,7 400 200 - 600
FORT BEND¥e » o o o s » 49 000 B0 527 8 500 2049 7 300 2 000 3 200
FRANKLINe ¢ o o o o o o 5 000 5 101 - 100 ~ie8 400 400 - 200
i
FREESTONE o o o o o o o 11 800 12 525 = 700 60 1 000 1100 = 700
ERIOe o o » o o ¢ o ¢ ® 12 200 10 112 2 100 20.4 2 000 €00 600
FRIGs o o o o 5 o ¢ o ¢ 12 200 10 112 2 100 2004 2 000 600 600
GAINES»s o « o o o 2 o o 13 500 12 267 1 200 9.8 2 100 500 - 400
GALVESTON* s « o o o ¢ o 159 700 140 364 19 300 13,8 20 800 7 600 6 100
GARZA o o o « s o o o ¢ 6 000 & 611 - 600 9,1 1 000 4500 ~1 200
BILLESPIE o o o o o o ¢ 11 600 10 048 1 500 1540 1 000 800 1 300
GLASSCOCK o » o o o o ¢ 1 100 1118 -~ 100 ~6e0 100 (2) - 200
GOLIADs » o o 5 o o v @ 5100 5 429 - 300 5ol 700 400 - 600
‘GONZALESe o o ¢ o o o ¢ 18 700 17 845 800 4eB 2 200 1 400 100
GRAYs » o o s o & 8 o o 27 600 31 535 =3 900| =12.4 3 700 L 400 ~6 200
GRAYSON*e o o o o o o o 77 600 73 043 4 600 6e2 9 500 5 200 300
GREGG o o o o s o ¢ o o 74 400 65 436 5 000 7e2 9 200 4 000 - 300
GRIMESe ¢ o« o o o o & 3 12 000 12 709 - 700 548 1 500 1100 -1 100
GUADALUPE#s & o o o o o 34 400 29 017 5 400 1806 4 300 1 700 2 800
HALE: o o a o s o o« o » 44 100 36 798 7 300 19,8 7 200 1 800 1 900
HALLoe o o o s o o o s o 7 000 7 322 - 300 ol 1 000 600 - 700
HAMILTONe o « o a s » @ 8 200 8 488 - 300 363 600 800 (z)
HANSFORDe s o s o o & & & 900 6 208 700 11.8 i 000 200 - 100
HARDEMANs o s o o o o o 7 800 8 275 « 500 5,7 1 000 700 - 800
HARDINs o o o o o o 8 ¢ 30 400 24 629 5 800 23,5 3 600 1 300 3 500
HARRISK o o » o o o 8 ¢ 1 530 500 1 243 158 287 400 23,1 209 200 60 000 138 200
HARRISONe o o o o o o o 41 600 45 594 =4 000 847 5 100 2 800 =6 200
HARTLEY o o & ¢ o o o o 2 300 2 171 100 Yo7 300 100 - 100
HASKELL o o » ¢ ¢ o o ® 10 300 11174 - 800 ~7e5 1 400 800 ~} 500
HAYSe o o o s ¢ o s o s 126 300 19 934 6 400 3241 3 200 1100 4 300
HEMPHILLe o o o o o o ¢ 3 200 3 185 100 1.8 400 200 - 100
HENDERSON s s « ¢ o ¢ & 25 300 21 786 3 500 16e1 2 700 1 800 2 600
HIDALGOke o s o v o o o 203 800 180 S04 22 %00 1247 37 600 7 000 ~7 600
HILLe s o o s 0 ¢ o o & 22 500 23 650 -1 100 o7 2 100 2 300 ~ 900
HOCKLEY o » o ¢ ¢ o o » 22 900 22 340 500 2.4 4 100 900 -2 700
HOODs s o » » o ¢ o 2 @ 5 200 5 443 ~ 200 ~3.8 500 500 ~ 300
HOPKINS o o » o ¢ o ¢ ® 19 900 18 594 1 200 7.2 1 900 1 500 1 000
HOUSTON o« s o o s & o ¢ 18 400 19 376 -1 000 541 1 900 1 300 -1 600
HOWARDe & o s o o a o » 42 700 40 139 2 600 605 7 300 1 700 -2 900
HUDSPETHe o s o o o o # 3 200 3 343 - 100 ~3.4 500 100 - 500
HUNTs o o o s & o o o o 144 600 39 399 5 200 1342 4 500 2 900 3 600
HUTCHINSONs o+ o o o o o 27 800 34 419 -6 700| =194 4 100 1100 -9 600
IRION e & ¢ &« « & ¢ o @ 1 100 L 183 - 100 =8e} 100 100 = 100
JACKs s o » s « o o o o 6 900 7 418 - 500 740 600 500 - 600
JACKSON o o o s ¢-3 & o 13 400 14 0to - 700 449 1 800 700 -1 800
JASPERs « & » ¢ o ¢ & ¢ 27 100 22 100 5 000 22.8 3 300 1300 3 000
JEFF DAVISe « o o o o & 1 600 1 582 (Z) =166 300 100 - 200
JEFFERSON#»s o« o v s o » 246 500 U5 659 800 0¢3 34 000 11 800 =21 300
JIM HOGGs o » s o o o ¢ 4 600 5 022 - 500 =53 800 200 ~1 000
JIM WELLS » « o o o s o 35 600 34 548 1 000 249 & 100 1 500 -3 600
JOHNSON¥s o s o s s & ¢ 40 700 34 720 6 000 1742 4 100 2 500 4 400
JONES%e s o o« o & o o ¢ 20 200 15 299 900 d4e6 ‘2 300 1 400 - 100
KARNESs » » « o o « o » 15 000 14 995 (z) (2) 2 400 900 -1 400
KAUFMANK: o ¢ o o o o o 31 300 29 931 1 400 47 3 900 2 200 - 200
KENDALL » » o o ¢ o o o 6 600 5 889 700 11e7 700 500 500

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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| Table 1.~-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan.county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

] . PORPULATION CHANGE 1 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
! 1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
| AREA s
| . JULY &+ APRIL 1+ NET
: 1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS . | MIGRATION [1960-66 [1950-60
{CENSUS)
: TEXAS=~=CON.
: KENEDYe o o o s s s & @ 800 884 = 100] =10:6 100 (z) = 200 “1e8 LY
| KENTe o ¢ o s 2 o & » & 1 900 1727 200 1069 200 100 100 1e7 206
| KERRs s o o s ¢ s o 20 300 16 800 3 500 207 1 900 1 300 2 900 3ol 108
i KIMBLEe s s o o o & o ¢ 4 700 3 943 800 1944 600 300 500 248 wlob
KINGs o o 5 o o o © o o 600 640 (Zy =503 tz) (Z) « 100 «0 09 =300
I
{ KINNEYe o o o o o o 5 ¢ 2 500 2 452 (zy 1.8 400 200 = 200 0o3 (o8
! KLEBERG o » o « s o o o 130 600 30 052 600 1e9 5 900 1100 =l 200 063 3.2
i KNOXo o o o o o o o o @ 6 900 7 857 = 900| =wl2el 1 000 500 =i 500 260 «245
LAMAR o s o o s o o s @ 36 400 34 234 2 100 602 4 300 2 900 700 1.0 w23
i LAMBo o s o o s o o o & 22 700 21 896 800 309 3 900 1100 =1 900 0s6 0.9
1 LAMPASAS. o o o o o 8 @ 9 900 9 418 500 Belk 1 100 700 100 008 Qo5
LA SALLEs » o ¢ o o o o 5 500 5 972 - 400 I £S) 1 000 300 =1 100 =1e2 w22
! LAVACAs s o ai's o s o © 19 500 20 174 - 700 w3ol 2 000 1 500 =} 100 =0s6 «0s9
LEE o o » o a18 o o v @ 8 700 8 949 « 200 w268 800 700 « 300 =005 wle2
LEONo o o o s s & o o @ 9 600 -9 951 - 300 =35 1000 800 « 500 “0+6 “ie®
| ,
! LIBERTY*s o o s o ¢ o @ 31 300 31 595 « 300 =140 4 300 1 900 -2 BOO 02 17
| LIMESTONE o o o o o o o 22 100 20 413 1700 8ol 1 700 1 700 1 800 1e3 ~241
| LIPSCOMBs & o o o s ¢ & 3 000 3 406 = 400} =12.9 400 200 - 700 =22 w0o7
LIVE OAKe o o s o a o ¢ 8 100 7 846 200 267 1 000 400 - 500 Oslh wlelh
LLANO & oo oo o o o # 6 500 5 240 1 200 23,5 500 500 1 200 3elt w003
LOVINGe o o & s o s & @ ; 100 226 - 100] =407 (z) (z) = 100 =840 (2)
LUBBOCK*e o & o s o s o “189 700 156 271 33400 2164 31 600 6 400 8 200 3al Ue5
LYNNe o o ¢ % s o ¢ s @ 9 500 10 914 =1 U4OO! =13.2 2 100 600 =2 900 =262 LIPS
MC CULLOCHs o o o o » @ 9 800 8 815 i 000 110 1 000 700 700 1e7 w248
MC LENNAN*e ¢ o o s ¢ ¢ 150 100 150 091 (z) (z) 20 500 9 200 ~11 300 (z) 1eld
MC MULLEN o o s o o o o 1 100 1116 (2) 13 100 100 (z) 0.2 w0e6
MADISON o o o & ¢ o @ o 7 700 & 749 1000 Lhelh 800 600 700 2.2 “ie?
MARIONe s o o o » o o o 7 700 28 o4y - #00 wlfe8 200 600 - 700 «0.8 w203
MARTINo o o » o o o o ¢ 5 500 5 068 500 9okt 200 200 - 200 Lol ~009
MASON o o o o o o o o o 4 100 3 780 300 902 400 300 300 Lol 207
MATAGORDA o s o & o o ¢ 30 400 25 744 4 700 18.2 4 100 1 500 2 000 2.7 168
MAVERICKs o o o » s o o 19 100 14 508 4 600 31.5 4 300 600 900 45 1e7
MEDINAS » o o & o o s o 20 800 18 904 1 900 99 2 700 1 000 200 145 Lol
MENARDs o o o o o s & o 3 100 2 964 100 4e3 300 200 100 0e7 =3l
MIDLAND® e o » o » ¢ ¢ » 66 400 67 717 =1 300 =240 9 600 2 000 =% 000 ~0 43 1041
MILAM o o ¢ o & ¢ o » @ 20 100 22 263 -2 200 967 2 300 1 700 =2 800 106 “0o6
! MILLS o o s o o ¢ o o ¢ 4 700 u 467 200 4.6 300 300 300 0.7 29
[ MITCHELLe o o o ¢ o ¢ o 10 700 11 255 - 500 mlho6 1 700 700 ~1 500 =07 =20l
! MONTAGUEs s o o o o o o 15 000 14 893 100 10 1 500 1 300 [¥3] 02 Lol
MONTGOMERY* o o s o o o 34 800 26 839 8 000 2947 3 200 1 600 6 40O 4e2 0.9
MOORE o o s o o s o o 14 400 14 773 - 400 ~2:8 1 800 400 -1 800 ~0e5 1.0 i
MORRISs o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 12 100 12 576 = 500 =l eO 1 400 700 «1 200 ~0s7 249 144
MOTLEYe o o o s s o ¢ @ 2 600 2 870 ~ 300| =105 400 200 = 400 =18 ~362
NACOGDOCHES o » s ¢ o ¢ 333 000 28° 046 5 000 1747 3 500 2 000 3 400 206 ~048
NAVARRO » o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 34 000 34 423 - 400 =12 3 K00 2 700 =1 100 “0e2 =145
NEWTONo o o o o ¢ o o o 10 900 10 372 500 ] 1 300 600 - 200 068 Ooth o
NOLAN ¢ o o o & o o o o 18 200 18 963 - 700 ~348 2 400 1 200 -1 900 ~0eb -0} i
NUECES* o » o o 8 ¢ o o 235 500 221 573 13 900 603 39 200 8 500 ~16 400 1.0 3.0 i
| OCHILTREE o« o o ¢ o + » 9 800 9 380 400 4o 1 600 400 -~ 800 047 4e5
OLDHAMe & o o o o o & o 2 500 1 928 600 318 300 100 400 445 Lotk
ORANGE® o o o o o v » & 65 000 60 357 4 700 748 9 500 2 500 =2 300 1.2 Bol
. PALO PINTOs o o » o o o 24 400 20 516 3 900 19,0 3 200 1 500 2 200 2.8 168
! PANOLAs o o o & o s ¢ @ 17 300 16 870 400 2.6 1 600 1 000 - 100 Ol =1e3
PARKERs o s o o o o o o 25 500 22 880 2 600 1lelh 2 400 1 600 1 800 147 0e6
PARMER+s o s o s o s % ¢ 11 300 9 583 1 700 1746 1 600 400 500 266 542
PECOS o o s o o o o ¢ ¢ 12 500 11 957 500 4e3 2 100 500 ~1 100 07 169
POLKs % o o o o ¢ ¢ & » 14 200 13 861 300 245 1700 1 100 - 300 Oolh ~ie5
POTTER® s o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ » 120 800 115 580 5 200 ) 18 500 5 200 -8 100 0.7 4eb
PRESIDIO: o o o o ¢ o & 5 600 5 460 100 2ol 500 300 - 500 Osth 249
RAINS ¢ ¢ o o o 5 o s ¢ 3 600 2 993 600 18.8 200 300 600 2.8 ~3e5
RANDALL* e o« s o o s & o 151 700 33 913 17 800 5245 5 000 1100 13 800 740 9s4
REAGANs s o ¢ o o o & o 3 100 3 782 - 700| =17+4 400 100 ~1 000 ~3.0 169
REALs s o ¢ o ¢ o o o s 1 900 2 079 - 200 ~8e2 300 100 - 300 =14 =167 I
RED RIVER o o o o o o ¢ 16 400 15 682 700 4o 1 700 1 300 300 0e7 =3e3 i
REEVESe o « 5 » o0 ¢ ¢ & 16 700 17 oli = 900 5,3 3 300 700 =3 500 ~0e9 4e2 "

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropoiitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE * COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1w APRIL 1t NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT|  BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION|1960-=66]1950=60
(CENSUS) :
TEXAS==CON.
REFUGIO o o o s o o o @ 10 800 10 975 = 200 ~1e8 1 600 500 -1 300 =003 Ce8
ROBERTS o o « o s o ¢ o 900 1 075 = 200| =iUe3 100 100 - 200 =244 Colt
ROBERTSON ‘o o o o o o ¢ 14 500 16 157 -1 600] =10+l 2 000 1 200 «2 500|  =ie7]  =2Zel
ROCKWALL* o o o o o o o 6 300 5 878 400 6e5 800 400 (z) 100  ~0e5
RUNNELS o o o o o ¢ o o 14 600 15 016 -~ 400| =26 1 800 1000 =1 100 “Qelt]  mlel
RUSKe o o o o ¢ o a ¢ o 35 300 36 421 -1 100|  «3el 4 000 2 500 =2 700 =045 “ie5
SABINEs o o o s o ¢ o ¢ 7 500 7 302 200 2.2 1 000 500 - 300 0ot ~1le6
SAN AUGUSTINE o o ¢ o o 7 500 7 722 - 200| =340 1 000 500 = 700{ =0e5] L3
SAN JACINTO o o o o o o 5 900 6 153 = 300l =7 600 400 - ,500 “0e8f =15
SAN PATRICIOH o+ « o o » 50 500 45 021 5 500 122 8 200 2 000 - 700 149 2.3
SAN SABAe o o o o o o o 6 900 6 381 500 767 700 500 400 1e2 =340
SCHLEICHERs o s o = o o 2 800 2 791 100 2.0 300 100 = 100 063  =0.2
SCURRYs o o o o ¢ o o s 17 400 20. 369 ~3 000| =iked 2 500 900 -4 600 “265[  ~lel
SHACKELFORD o+ o o o o o 3 100 3 990 = 900| =23.3 300 300 - 900  ~#s2| w2e2
SHELBYs o » « « & o o ¢ 21 200 20 479 800 3.7 2 600 1 600 = 300 0e6]  =lel
SHERMAN = o o ¢ o o o ® 3 700 2 605 1 000| 40e2 300 100 900 545 0e6
SMITHks = » o« o o o o o 93 800 86 350 7:500) - 8e7 11 900 5 000 600 163 145
SOMERVELL o o o o o o ¢ 2 600 2 577 100 245 200 200 100 0ok 0ol
STARR o o o s s & o ¢ o 19 800 17 137 2 700 1547 3 500 700 « 100 204 261
STEPHENSs o o o s o & » 8 200 8 885 - 700! -840 200 700 - 900]  =le3] =17
STERLINGe o o o s o o @ 1 400 1177 200 1949 100 100 200 209 0.9
STONEWALL o ¢ o s = o o 3 100 3 017 100 242 300 200 = 100 0e3]  =2:0
SUTTONe o o o o o o o o 4 000 3 738 300 607 500 200 = 100 1.0 (z)
SWISHER + o o s o o o o 12 500 10 607 1 900 1841 2 100 600 400 247 245
TARRANTHe o ¢ s ¢ o o » 595 800 538 495 57 300 10:6 79 300 27 600 5 700 166 Yol
TAYLORE o » o s o o o o 102 900 101 078 1 900 148 16 200 4 300 =10 000 063 4o8
TERRELL » s o ¢ o ¢ # ¢ 2 100 2 600 - 500| =175 300 100 - 600 =340 =240
TERRY ¢ o o o s o o o o 17 800 16 286 L 500 940 3 200 800 - 900 1e8 242
THROCKMORTONs o o o o o 3 000 2 767 200 8ol 300 200 200 1e2] =246
TITUS o o o o ¢ ¢ & & o 15 900 16 785 ~ 900  =5el 2 000 1 200 =1 700] =0s8{ =043
TOM GREEN¥o, o o o2 o o 73 600 64 630 8 900 13.8 10 000 3 700 2 600 201 049
TRAVISH ¢ o s ¢ ¢ o o s 1254 000 212 136 41 800 1947 34 300 9 900 17 400 2:9 2.8
TRINITY o o o ¢ o ¢ 0 3 7 600 7 539 100 Le2 800 700 ~ 100 0d2| =248
TYLER o s o o & s .o ¢ o 127 200 10 666 L 500 14+0 L 400 800 900 241 ~0e6
UPSHURs s o o ¢ o = o + 19 300 19 793 - 500]  =2.4 2 too 1 400 =1 200] ~Ou#} ~0:5
UPTON ¢ & s o0 o o 2 5 600 6 239 = 600 =97 . 800 200 =1 200 -6l © 1ee
UVALDEe & o o o ¢ o 2 @ 18 300 16 814 1 500 8.8 2 800 1 000 - 400 rett 0:5
VAL VERDE o o« o o o » & 26 400 24 461 3 900| © 1549 5 700 1 200 - 600 204 349
VAN ZANDT « & ¢ s ¢ o s 20 100 19 091 1 100 505 1 800 1 500 800 0% ~1e7
VICTORIAs o s o o ¢ s ¢ 53 100 4é 475 6 600 ite2]. 8 200 2 200 600 242 4ot
WALKERs o o o« s & 2.8 s 126 900 21 475 5 500 2545 2 000 1100 4 600 307 046
WALLERe o o o » o 5 o o 13 600 12 071 1 600 13s1 1 400 800 900 240 0ol
WARDs o » o o o o = o & 13 300 14 917 =1 600 <«10.8 2 200 600 =3 300] «l.8 Lol
WASHINGTONe o o ¢ s & © 19 200 19 145 100 005 2 000 1 500 - 400 051 =0e7
WEBBR o o o s s o o o o 75 600 64 791 10 800 1657 14 800 3 000 -1 000 245 le4
WHARTON o » s o o o o & 38 100 38 152 = 100]  =~0e2 5 200 2 200 -3 200 (2) 066
WHEELER o s 2 o ¢ o = o 6 500 7 947 «1 §00] ~1346 800 600 -1 400] =23 ~2¢6
WICHITA%e » o o » o o » 126 200 123 528 2 700 242 18 400 5 700 -10 100 063 243
WILBARGER o ¢ o o o o & 17 800 17 748 100 065 2 100 1 200 - 800 0vi “1¢5
WILLACY « o o ¢ o o o o 18 700 20 084 =1 400|  ~7sl 3 700 800 -4 400] =12 ~Oolh
WILLIAMSONe o o o o o o 36 100 35 044 1100 3el 4 300 2 500 ~ 700 0eB] =10
WILSONe » o o o o o o o 13 100 13 267 - 200 ~146 ‘L 800 900 =1 100 =03 =10
WINKLER o o o o o o o ¢ 11 200 13 652 ~2'500| =18s1 1 800 400 -3 800 -3¢l 3ol
WISEe o o o o o o s o o 18 400 17 012 1 400 802 1 900 1 200 700 1e3 0+5
WOODo o o s s o o o o 3 19 000 17 653 1 400 7.8 1 600 1 500 1 300 T
YOAKUMs » o o o & o & o 7 800 8 032 ~ 300| =33 1200 300 =1 200] =05 6ot
YOUNG o o & o o o « o @ 14 900 17 254 -2 400| =~13.6 L 600 1 100 =2 800| =243 0e3
ZAPATAs o o o s o & o o 4 700 4 393 300 7ol 900 100 - 400| 5 Lel (z)
ZAVALAs o s o o o s e o 13 500 12 696 800 603 2 700 600 -1 4001 | 1.0 163

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (¥} indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

OF TABLE,

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
: 1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
. JULY 14 APRIL 11 NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1960=66| 195060
(CENSUS)

UTAMs o o o o o o o 1 010 000 890 627 119 000 1344 157 000 40 000l 2 000 240 246
BEAVERs ¢ o o ¢ v o o © 4 200 4 331 -~ 100 ~246 500 300 = 400 0ol wiel
BOX ELDER o & o ¢ ¢ 5 » 28 100 25 061 3 100 1242 4 900 1 100 - 700 169 264
CACHE v o o o o v 5 & @ 41 900 35 788 & 100 1760 & #400 1 600 1200 2.5 0.7
CARBONo o o o o o o ¢ ® 16 600 21 135 wih 500 =213 2 300 1 000 =5 800 3.8 “leb
DAGGETT » » o o o ¢ o o 700 1164 - 500] m=Hle6 200 (z) - 600 =8e2 1203
DAVISHe o o 2 5 ¢ + & o 87 700 6l 760 23 000 35.5 13 500 1 800 11 300 5.0 767
DUCHESNE o o ¢ o o o o 6 600 7 179 - 500 ~Te5 1100 300 =1 300 =142 wie2
EMERY o o o « ¢ o o o o 6 100 5 546 500 97 700 300 100 165 “1e3
GARFIELDs o o o ¢ o o ¢ 3 300 3 577 - 300 752 500 200 - 500 wle2 w165
GRAND » o o o v o v o o 6 600 6 345 200 3¢5 1 300 300 = 800 05 1248
IRONe o o o s o o ¢ ¢ s 111 500 10 795 700 608 1 500 500 - 300 1ol 1ol
JUABos o o s o o 8 o o o 4 300 4 597 - 300 w648 600 300 ~ 500 “lol “206
KANEa o s s o o » @ ¢ o 2 100 2 667 = 600] =213 400 100 ~ 900 -3e8 165
MILLARD o & s o o ¢ o o 6 800 7 866 =1 100| ~13.7 1 000 400 =1 700 =203 168
MORGANs o 5 s o @ o o o 3 600 2 837 700 2641 400 100 %00 348 1e2
PIUTE o o o o o o ¢ ¢ @ 1 300 1 436 ~ 100 “Bel 200 100 - 200 il w208
RICHs o o o o o o o o @ 1 500 1 685 w 200 =1243] 200 100 - 300 ~241 0ol
SALT LAKE®e o o o o & o 439 000 383 035 56 000 14e& 70 000 17 800 3 800 2e2 3ol
SAN JUANe o s o o o o & 7 200 9 U0 1 900| =209 2 500 300 =4 000 =347 5.5
SANPETE o = s o o o o o 11 000 11 053 (2y (Z) 1 300 800 - 500 (2} =243

« 1
SEVIERs o o o o o ¢ o ¢ 9 700 10 565 - 800 ~7+8 1 100 600 ~1 400 =13 —1e3
SUMMITe « o o o 8 s o o 6 100 5 673 400 743 900 300 - 100 Lel ~1e7
TOOELEs o o » o o ¢ ¢ @ 21 200 17 868 3 400 18469 3 300 800 900 2.8 260
UINTAHe o8 o » o o o o 12 200 11 582 600 561 2 200 600 =1 000 0.8 12
UTAHX o o s » o o & » & 1127 100 106 991 20 100 1848 18 700 4 100 5 500 248 207
WASATCH o o o o o o o o 5 700 5 308 400 BeO 800 300 - 100 Le2 =045
WASHINGTONe & o + o o o 12 700 10 271 2 400 23.8 1 600 600 1 400 345 Oeth
WAYNE o o o o o o o o @ 1 600 1 728 - 200 =9l 200 100 - 300 =18 2ol
WEBER®e o o » o o o o # 1123 300 110 744 12 500 1163 18 300 5 100 ~ 700 167 2.9

VERMONT « & o o o s 410 000 389 8§81 21 000 5.3 55 000 28 000 =7 000 0+8 0.3
ADDISON o s o o ¢ o o s 21 000 20 076 1 000 Uo7 2 700 1 300 - U400 07 003
BENNINGTONs o s o o o 9 27 €00 25 088 2 500 1061 3 700 2 000 800 166 Osli

"CALEDONIA o o o ¢ o o o 21 500 22 786 -1 300 =5:8 2 800 1 800 =2 300 ~1s0 =05
CHITTENDENs o o o o o ¢ 185 500 74 425 11 100 1469 12 600 4 200 2 800 2.2 1.8
ESSEX s o s o o o ¢ o o 5 200 6 083 =~ 500! ~14.2 800 400 =1 200 24l «0e3
FRANKLINe o o o o o o o 28 200 29 474 -1 300 -t 4 200 2 200 -3 300 =047 0ol
GRAND ISLEe o o o s o & 3 200 2 927 300 1066 K00 300 200 146 145
LAMOILLEs o o o & o o « 12 100 11 027 1 100 Se9 1 700 800 200 145 003
ORANGEs o » o o o o o o 17 000 16 014 1 000 603 2 100 1 200 200 100 =0eb
ORLEANS ¢ o & o v o o & 19 200 20 143 - 900 ~lol 2 800 1 500 =2 200 =07 =045
RUTLAND o o s o o o » @ ug 700 ue 719 2 000 He3 6 300 3 900 - 400 067 0e2
WASHINGTONe o o o ¢ o o 44 700 42 860 1 900 4.3 6 000 2 800 =1 300 0.7 (z)
WINDHAM o o o o o o @ o 32 000 29 776 2 200 Teb 3 800 2 300 800 162 Ot
WINDSOR o » s o o & o ¢ 44 300 42 483 1 800 43 5 400 2 %00 - 700 0.7 Oslt

VIRGINIAs o« o s o ¢ 4 481 000] °3 966 949 °514 000 13,0 595 000 224 000] °142 000 2.0 148
ACCOMACKs s o o ¢ 8 o o 30 300 30 635 - 300 -1l 4 000 2 %00 -1 400 ~042 mle0
ALBEMARLEZC. o o & o o o 169 500 60 396 9 100 1540 9 300 3 900 3 700 243 Lot
ALLEGHANY™Y & o o o v o 29 500 28 458 1 100 3e7 3 600 1 900 ~ 600 046 w02
AMELIAs o o o o o o o o 7 200 7 815 - 600 769 900 500 =1 600 wie3 ~0el
AMHERST*e o o o o o o @ 127 500 22 953 4 500 19.8] 2 700 1 300 3 100 269 1e2
APPOMATTOXe = o o o o o 9 700 9 148 500 5e9 1 200 600 ~ 100 0.9 0.t
ARLINGTON® e &+ o o v o o 179 7007 163 401 16 300 1040 25 700 7 000 =2 300 Le5 1.9
AUGUSTA o o o o s s s o 42 700 37 363 5 300 163 4 800 2 100 2 600 242 049
BATHe o o s » o » o o @ 5 100 5 335 - 300 542 700 400 - 500 -0e8 ~1s6
BEDFORD & » o o o = + s 32 800 31 028 1 800 5.8 4 100 2 000 - 300 0.9 0s6
BLAND + o o o « ¢ & s ¢ 6 000 5 982 (2) 0ot 500 400 - 100 =0l 07
BOTETOURT o o o o o o @ 17 400 16 715 700 4e0 2 000 1 100 = 200 0.6 0e6
BRUNSWICK « o o « o o ¢ 16 700 17 779 -1 100 ~64+0 2 100 1100 =2 100 =1:0 ~1s2
BUCHANANe « =« o o o o s 35 500 36 724 -1 200 -3t 6 200 1 500 =5 900 =0.6 03
BUCKINGHAMs o o « s ¢ o 11 400 10 877 500 4e7 1 600 80O - 300 067 =162

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE 1+ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1¢ APRIL 1t NET |
1966 1960 NUMBER  |PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION |1060=66] 1950=60
(CENSUS) )
VIRGINIA~=CON.
CAMPBELLA » o o ¢ o 5 o 39 000 32 958 6 100 1864 5 500 1 800 2 400 2.7 205
CAROLINEe o « o o o o o 13 900 12 725 1 200 95 2 000 800 100 165 0s2
CARROLLIZ o o o o & o ¢ 46 000 45 822 200 05 4 800 2 700 ~1 900 0.1 “0e5
CHARLES CITYs o & o s o 5 700 5 492 200 4e2 1 100 300 - 500 047 Leb
CHARLOTTE o o o s o o o 13 200 13 368 - 3,00 =09 { 800 900 -1 100 «0sl =045
CHESTERFIELD® o o o o o 102 700 75 197 31 500 u4e2 10 900 2 900 23 500 640 59
CLARKEs o« o o 5 ¢ ¢ o 8 000 7 942 (2) 0.2 1 000 600 - 300 (z) 1.2
CRAIG o 6 o o ¢ o o o @ 3 100 3 356 = 300 =79 400 200 = 400 13 ~0¢3 ¢
CULPEPERs o o o o o o ¢ 16 700 15 088 L 600 1007 2 300 1 200 500 16 163
CUMBERLAND: o o o 5 ¢ & 6 800 & 360 400 647 800 400 100 1.0 wied |
DICKENSON o o o o o ¢ o 16 300 20 211 ~3.900{ =193 2 400 500 -5 400 3ok 145
DINWIDDIE o o o o o o o 25 700 22 183 3 600 1601 3 300 1100 1500 244 1e6 |
ESSEX o s o o o 8 o o ® 7 300| | 6 690 700 969 1 000 500 200 15 0s2 |
FAIRFAXI® % o s o o o » 409 30017 272 674 136 700 5041 45 700 8 500 $9 400 6e7 10s3
FAUGUIERs o « o o a o o 29 300 24 066 5 200 2106 4 100 1 800 2 900 3.2 163
FLOYD o o o o o o o » ¢ 10 100 10 462 = 400 3.5 1100 700 - 700 046 048
FLUVANNAe o o o o o o s 8 600 7 227 1 400 1867 1 000 500 900 2.8 0st
FRANKLINe s o s ¢ s o ¢ 26 900 25925 1 000 3.9 3 700 1 500 -1 200 0.6 0:5
FREDERICK o o o o o ¢ o 29 300 21 941 7 400 3345 3 300 1 200 5 200 4.7 243
GILES ¢ « o a o 8 ¢ & ¢ 18 100 17 219 900 5.2 2 200 1 000 = 400 0.8 100
GLOUCESTERe o & o o o @ 12 900 11 919 900 749 1 500 900 300 1e2 1o
GOOCHLAND ¢ o o o » s ® 11 000 9 206 1 800 1969 1 200 500 1-100] . 2.9 0s3
GREENEs 6 o s o ¢ 8 o o 5 200 4 715 500 1045 800 300 100 16 =0s1
GREENSVILLE™ o o o o 16 500 16 155 400 2.4 2 200 900 - 900| - 0ol «0el
HALIFAX1® 4 o o o o o o 39 800 39 611 200 045 5 600 Co2 500l =2 900 Ol w045
HANOVER*®a o o s o o o s 34 000 27 550 6 500|. 23.5 4 300, 1700 3 900]. . Bel| 203
HENRICO®s o o o o ¢ 3 o 137 600 117 339 20 200 1762 47100 8400 . 8500 2.6} 7okt
HENRY o o o o o ¢ s s o 49 000 40 335 8 700} i2lee| 7100 5L 8OO . 3 400 32 126
HIGHLANDs o o ¢ o & s ¢ 3 300 3 221 100] 24t B0 <o 1200 (z) ‘003 ~2e3
ISLE OF WIGHT o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 18 100 17 164 900 543 27700 177100 = 700 0e8 fett
JAMES CITY™® ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ 125 200 18 811 6 400 38,2 3000 900 4 400 4.8 347
KING AND QUEENe s o o ¢ 6 300 5 889 500 T8 © 700 500 200 Le2 =037
KING GEORGE ¢ o ¢ s v & 7 700 7 243 500 69 1 200 400 = 200 Lel 08
KING WILLIAMa o o » o o 8 000 7 563 400 5.9 1 100 600 - 100 0%9 (2}
LANCASTER o o o 5 o o ¢ 8 700 9 174 = 400 48 1 00 700 - 800 =08 0sb
LEE o o o o o s o s s ¢ 23 600 25 824 =2 200 =845 .2 800 1 600 =3 400 “fel] =33
LOUDOUN%s o s o o & ¢ ¢ 33 900 24 549 9 400 38,3 3 900 1 700 7200 Be3| 1.8
LOUISAe s s o o o o 8 o 14 200 12 959 1 300 9.8 1 800 1100 500 1.5 Oel
LUNENBURG o o o s s o ¢ 12 500 12 523 (z) (2} 1 600 900| . = 700 (z) —1e2
MADISON o « o ¢ ¢ 5 o @ 8 700 8 187 600 648 1 000 500 100 1ol =0sl
MATHEWS s o o s o o s @ 7 000 7 121 - 100 =1e4 600 800 (z) =0.2 (z)
MECKLENBURG o o o o o o 31 500 31 428 100 0:3 4 200 1 900 =2 100 Ol =046
MIDDLESEX s o o ¢ o ¢ o 6 800 6 319 500 8el 700 600 400 de3 ~0eb
MONTGOMERY s o o ¢ o ¢ o 135 900 32 923 6 900 21e1 5 100 1 700 3 600 Bl 10
NANSEMOND & o o o o ¢ @ 35 200 31 366 3 800 1243 5 000 2 100 900 169 242
NELSONe s o o ¢ s o ¢ s 12 800 12 752 100 0e6 1 600 1 000 - 500 0ol =10
NEW KENTs o o o 2 o & @ 4 900 4 504 400 Be3 700 300 (z) 1e3 Le2
NORTHAMPTON o s ¢ o o ® 16 500 16 966 - 400 2.6 2 500 1 400 ~1 500 ~0el =002
NORTHUMBERLANDe « =« s o $ 200 10 185 1 000 95 1 100 800 =1 200 =ie6 0¢2
NOTTOWAYe o v s s o o o 15 300 15 141 100 09 2 000 1 100 - 800 0ol 02
ORANGEs s o o o & o o @ 14 200 12 900 1 300 9e7 1 900 1 000 400 1.5 Cel
PAGEs o o o o s o ¢ o o 16 500 15 572 900 5e7 { 900 1100 (2) 049 03
PATRICK o o o ¢ o o o o 15 400 15 282 100 07 1900 900 - 900 Cel w02
PITTSYLVANIAe o s = o o 61 200 58 296 2 900 5.0 8 100 3 200 =2 000 048 0ol
POWHATANs & o o ¢ o ¢ = 7 100 6 747 400 557 BOO 400 (z) 09 240
PRINCE EDWARD o o ¢ o @ 33 200 14121 ~ 900 6o 1 700 1 000 =1 700 “lel 09
PRINCE GEORGE o ¢ o » o 28 600 20 270 8 300 40.9 3 700 600 5 200 5.6 2.2
PRINCE WILLIAM o o o o 84 000 50 164 33 800 6745 13 800 2 000 22 100 846 8¢3
PULASKI o s « o s & o @ 29 500 27 258 2 200 8el 3 400 1 600 4001,  1e3 02
RAPPAHANNOCK . o ¢ o o o 5 500 5 368 100 203 600 400 ~ 100" 0.4 ~1e3
RICHMONDs o o s o o o o 6 500 6 375 200 244 900 500 - 300|0 Ol 0+3
ROANOKE®s o o o o o o ¢ 78 500 61 693 16 800 27.2 7 800 3 000 12 000 | ' 3.9 4.0
ROCKBRIDGEX7 ¢ o o o o 24 000 24 039 - 100 =02 2 900 1 500 =1 500 (z) 0e3
ROCKINGHAM18, ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 159 600 52 401 7 200 13,7 7 000 3 100 3 300 261 13
RUSSELL o o o« ¢ ¢ o o @ 24 700 26 290 =1 600 549 3 200 1 400 =3 400| . =140 =042

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END Of TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE + COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
' JULY 1 APRIL L+ NET
1966 1960 NUMBER | PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION! 1960=661 195060
(CENSUS)
VIRGINIA==~CON,
SCOTT ¢ o o o o ¢ 0 o ¢ 24 400 25 813 =1 400 “5alh 3 000 1 400 =3 000 (69 w007
SHENANDOAH. o o o v o @ 24 000 21 825 2 200 1061 2 600 1 600 1 200 1e6 0e3
SMYTH o o o o o o o o o 130 900 33 066 - 100 ) 4 100 1 700 =2 500 01 063
SOUTHAMPTON™ o s ¢ o » 26 900 27 195 = 300 “le2 4 300 1 700 =2 900 Qo2 0e3
SPOTSYLVANIAe o o o o o 16 100 13 819 2 200 1642 2 000 700 900 ) 169
STAFFORDs ¢ o o o o » @ 21 600 16 876 4 700 277 3 500 1 000 2 100 440 306
SURRY o s o o o o o o @ 6 300 6 220 100 1.8 800 oo - 200 O3 (z)
SUSSEXe o o o & 8 o o ® 12 200 12 411 - 200 =20 2 000 1000 «i 300 0o wlle
TAZEWELLs o o o o o o @ 42 400 4y 791 «2 400 wBelh 5 600 2 600 «5 300 ~0s9 =06
WARRENG o o o o o o » @ 16 400 14 655 1700 119 L 900 900 8OO 148 wQol
WASHINGTONs ¢ o o o o @ 41100 38 076 3 000 860 5 000 2 500 500 1.2 Oel
WESTMORELANDe & o o o 11 700 11 042 700 603 1 500 800 (z) 160 068
WISEs v . p o v & o ¢ o @ 39 000 43 579 =4 600| =106 5 500 2 600 =7 500 wle8 =16
WYTHE o 4 o s 8 o s & 22 700 21 975 700 3ol 2 600 1 400 - 40O 0e5 046
YORKZO ¥4 & & 5o o o o & 28 900 21 143 7 700 3606 3 300 900 5 300 5ol 6ol
INDEPENDENT CITIES

ALEXANDRIA¥ o o o o o ¢ 106 800} 91 023 15 400 1649 17 700 4 400 2 100 245 343
BRISTOL o o s o o a » 16 600 17 144 - 500 3ol 2 000 800 =i 700 =05 0.7
BUENA VISTA ¢ o o & o o 6 600 6 300 300 Heb 800 300 - 200 0.7 1¢9
CHESAPEAKE* o o o o o o 89 300 73 647 15 700 21e3 11 900 3 900 7 760 301 469
COLONIAL HEIGHTSos o o & 13 700 9 587 4 200 4304 1 500 500 3 200 59 43
DANVILLES o o ¢ o s o ¢ 47 000 46 377 400 o9 6 300 3 100 -2 800 e Ceb
FREDERICKSBURGs o o o ¢ 14 300 13 639 700 Sl 1 800 900 - 200 0e8 o8B
HAMPTON®s o o o o ¢ o o 113 400 89 258 24 200 2741 17 000 4 300 11 300 L] 3.9
HOPEWELLe o o s o+ & o ¢ 20 500 17 895 2 600 1445 3 300 1 000 300 242 2+9
LYNCHBURG*e o o o o o o 55 100 54 790 300 046 6 800 3 800 =2 700 0ol Ge6
MARTINSVILLE: ¢ o o o ¢ 22 000 18 798 3 200 17:2 2 80O 900 1 300 246 0.8
NEWPORT NEWS® o o ¢ o« o 133 700 113 662 20 000 1766 19 800 5 500 5 800 266 3.3
NORFOLK#%e s o o » o o ¢ 300 700 304 869 -4 200 wlolh 51 900 15 900 40 100 =062 15
NORTONe s o o ¢ o o o o 5 000 4 9%6 100 lel 600 300 - 300 042 (zy
PETERSBURGe o ¢ o o o o 38 400 36 750 1 700 4e6 6 100 2 900 =1 600 0e7 Osth
PORTSMOUTHX o ¢ o o o o 108 600 114 773 =6 200 “5el 17 700 6 200 ~17 600 =09 0e8
RADFORD o o » « o 5 s @ 111 400 9 371 2 100 2240 1100 500 1 500 3.2 Oeth
RICHMOND, o o « o s o o 222 400 219 958 2 500 Lol 29 000 18 100 =8 500 0.2 005
ROANOKE® o & o o » o o + 99 000 97 110 L 900 169 11 700 &6 700 =3 000 063 0.6
STAUNTONe o ¢ o o o ¢ o 24 800 22 232 2 500 1le4 2 400 1 500 1600 17 11
SUFEOLK o o o s o 5 & ¢ 12 200 12 609 - U400 =342 1 500 900 ml 000] «=~0¢5 0.2
VIRGINIA BEACH® o o o o 142 000 B85 218 56 800 6647 18 300 3 400 41 900 8e5 1040
WAYNESBOROs o o o ¢ & o 16 700 15 694 1000 6ol 2 500 800 « 700 1:0 2.3
WINCHESTER: « o o & o o 15 300 15 110 200 Le5 2 000 1 200 = 600 0.2 049
WASHINGTONs o ¢ o o 3 074 000 2 853 214 220 000 Te7 377 000 171 000 14 000 12 168
ADAMS o o o o o o o o o 10 900 % 929 1 000 949 1 800 500 - 100 15 G2
ASOTINe o ¢ o o o ¢ & o 12 700 12 909 - 200 -lelh 1 600 900 - 800 042 167
BENTONe » o o ¢ o'z s o 63 500 62 070 1 500 204 8 460 2 200 -4 700 0ol 1.9
CHELAN® o o o o s o o o 41 000 40 744 300 0e7 4 500 2 500 =1 700 0ol Oolh
CLALLAM o « 2 & o o ¢ 31 400 30 022 1 400 445 3 800 1 900 - 600 0.7 163
CLARK*e o o s ¢ o s o o 110 500 93 809 16 600 1707 12 200 5 700 10 200 2+6 10
COLUMBIAG o o o o 5 s ¢ 5 000 U 569 500 10.0 500 400 . 400 145 =006
COWLITZ o o o o o o ¢ o 62 600 57 801 4 800 8ol 7 900 3 200 200 1e3 0e8
DOUGLAS o s o o o o » o 17 000 14 8%0 2 100 13,9 1 400 600 1 200 20l 3.2
FERRY & o o 5 s o & o » 3 500 3 889 = 400| =10.0 500 200 - 700 mle? =045
FRANKLING o o o o o o o 24 900 23 342 1 600 648 3 100 1 000 = 500 Lol 546
GARFIELDs o o o o o o o 3 000 2 976 (z) Ol 300 200 « 100 0l ~0e7
GRANT o o o » o o ¢ o o 37 900 ue 477 -8 600| =184 8 100 1 700 =15 000 =342 6.7
GRAYS HARBORe o ¢ o o o 59 500 54 465 5 000 9e2 & 700 4 200 2 600 Lol [+ 793
ISLANDs o o o o o o o o 22 800 19 638 3 100 1569 3 600 900 500 204 59
JEFFERSON o & o s o ¢ @ 9 100 % 639 - 500 5ol 1 100 600 =1 000 =0e9 ~1s9
KING® o s ¢ o o o ¢« o o 1 022 600 935 OLl4 87 600 9elh 125 100 56 300 18 800 led 245
KITSAPs o s o o o o % 91 800 8u 176 7 600 9.0 10 100 5 000 2 500 1ot Lol
KITTITASe o ¢ ¢ » ¢ s ¢ 122 400 20 467 2 000 9.7 2 400 1 400 900 1.5 L)
KLICKITAT o o o ¢ o o o 13 200 13 455 = 300 “2e3 1 800 800 =1 300 -0 ol Lol

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

POPULATION CHANGE ¢ COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 To 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 1 APRIL Lt NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  {PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION] 1960~6611950-60
({CENSUS)
WASHINGTON==CON. .
LEWIS o ¢ o » & o o o @ 43 300 il 858 1 500 365 4 800 3 300 (z) Cob 0ol
LINCOLN o o o & o o o o 9 Uoo 10 919 =1 600] ~lde3 1100 600 =2 000 “2el {z)
MASON o o o o o o o o o 18 100 16 251 1 800 1ie2 1 900 1 000 900 L1e7 08
OKANOGANs ¢ s = e o o » 24 600 25 520 = Q00 w3ell 2 900 1 700 w2 100 «Qe6 “le3
BACIFIC » » » o ¢ » o s 14 900 14 674 300{ 1.8 L 300 1 400 (2} 063 mla2
PEND OREILLE: o » s o -7 BOO 6 914 800 1261 900 400 400 169 “0s7
PIERCEX o » o o o o o o 367 000 321 590 45 400 el 48 200 19 000 16 200 26l 1e5
SAN JUANe o s o s o o o 1.2 900 2 872 (Z) 1e5 300 300 100 0.2 wlod
SKAGITe o » & o ¢ o o @ 50 100 51 350 =1 200 =20l 5 600 3 100 3 700 0ol 1e7
SKAMANTIAG o o o o o o @ 6 000 5 207 800 14.8 600 300 400 2:2 0:8
SNOHOMISH%s o ¢ o s o o 209 o000 172 199 36 800 214 25 400 10 200 21 600 36l Yolh
SPOKANE® s o o o o o o 0 265 500 278 333 =12 900 mlo 6 34 600 17 400 =30 100 =08 243
STEVENS o ¢ o o v o o @ 16 400 17 884 =1 500 -8al 1 900 1 200 -2 200 =4 ed =Qalt
THURSTONe » » o ¢ o o ¢ 66 000 55 049 10 %00 1969 7 900 3 300 6 400 269 20l
WAHKIAKUM o s o o o o o 3 400 3 426 (Z) =1¢2 400 200 = 100 =0e2 “lel
WALLA WALLA » o o o o @& 43 000 42 195 800 19 4 500 2 700 =1 000 03 05
WHATCOM & o o o ¢ o o o 176 500 70 317 6 200 8.8 7 600 4 800 3 400 Lot 0e5
WHITMAN o o ¢ ¢ o o o 131 500 31 263 300 09 3 800 1 600 =2 000 Oel =0o i}
YAKIMAe o s o o o o & @ 153 100 145 112 8 000 5¢5 19 100 8 600 ~2 600 0.9 07
WEST VIRGINIA o « ¢ 1 815 000 1 860 421 «45 000 “2ed 228 000 147 000] = 156 000 w( ok w0a7
BARBOUR o s o o =« o & ¢ 15 100 15 474 = 400 w2e5 1 80O 1 200 =1 100 ~0e4 -2el}
BERKELEYs o o o ¢ o o @ 36400 33 791 2 600 748 4 400 2 500 700 1e2 Lol
BOONE o s ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 26 400 28 764 =2 300 =Bl 3 100 > 1400 =4 000 1ol ~Lelt
BRAXTON s ¢ ¢ o o o o ¢ 15 400 15 152 200 16 L 900 1 100 = 600 0e3 ~1e8
BROOKE® s ¢ » » v & ¢ s 28 200 28 940 - 700 =25 3 500 1 700 -2 500 =Oulh 07
CABELL® o o o o o o o 9 109 100 108 202 900 0e9 13 500 7 200 =5 400 Oel (2}
CALHOUN o« o s o & o o ¢ 8 000 7 948 (Z} Ot 1 100 600 = 500 Osl ~2e5
ClLAYe o s« s o & ¢ & o @ 11 500 11 942 = 500 =309 1 600 600 -1 400 =0eb ~2e2
DODDRIDGE s o o o o o o 6 900 6 970 - 100 =1e5 700 600 - 200 =0e2 ~2e6
FAYETTE o » o o % o & @ 56 400 61 731 =5 400 “8o7 6 700 4 100 -8 000 -1l “209
GILMERe ¢ o s o v o o ¢ 8 500 8 050 400 5¢3 1 000 600 {Z) Ce8 ~le®
GRANT ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ v o o 8 500 8 304 200 26l 1 200 600 ~ 400 0o =05
GREENBRIER: o ¢ o o o o 35 000 34 446 500 1e6 4 300 2 300 =1 500 02 «1s3
HAMPSHIRE « o & ¢ o o o 12 700 11 705 1 000 842 1 400 900 400 163 -0e7
HANCOCK%e o o ¢ » ¢ o » 39 700 39 615 100 0e3 5 200 2°200 =2 900 0l Lelh
HARDY & ¢ o & s ¢ o o ¢ 9 400 $ 308 100 066 1 100 700 - 400 ofi‘ =0e7
HARRISONs o 2 s ¢ o s ¢ 75 600 77 856 ~2 200 =209 9 200 5 600 «5 800 =0e5 =0e9
JACKSON ¢ ¢ o ¢ » o o ¢ 20 800 18 541 2 300 i12¢4 2 800 1 100 1500 169
JEFFERSON o ¢ o o o & ® 19 800 18 665 L 100 6al 2 700 1 400 = 200 08
KANAWHAYs s o o 2 o v o 240 500 252 925 «12 U400 wlteQ 32 00Q 13 300 -31 100 05
LEWIS ¢ o o o 0 ¢ o o ¢ 20 000 19 711 300 1e3 2 100 1 500 - 400 ~0e7
LINCOLN ¢ o o o o o ¢ o 19 900 20 267 = 400 =148 2 900 1 200 =2 000 ~1s0
LOGAN s o ¢ o o o ¢ o o 53 500 61 570 =8 100] =132 7 600 3 000 ~12 600 ~203
MCDOWELL: o o o o o« « ¢ 5% 200 71 359 =12 100] =17.0 9 000 4 000 =17 100 ~3e2
MARIONe o o o » o s o @ 65 400 63 717 L 700 2+¢6 6 900 4 700 - 500 =lel
MARSHALL¥ o & o o o o o 137 400 38 041 - 600 ~1e6 4 300 2 400 «2 500 03
MASON o & o » o o o o o 24 400 24 459 -~ 100 ~0e3 3 000 1 400 -1 700 Ol
MERCERe s o o & o o 2 ¢ 64 800 68 206 =3 400 =540 7 700 4 500 =6 600], “0e9
MINERAL « o o o o & 3 ¢ 28 400 22 354 2 000 Sel 3 200 1 600 400 (Z2)
MINGO ¢ o » o o o ¢ o ® 37 700 39 742 ~2 100 =502 & 000 2 300 -5 800 ~0e8 =17
MONONGALIAe o s ¢ » o o 59 400 55 617 3 800 6e7 & 500 3 300 600 Lol =009
MONROEe o o o & o o o @ il 500 11 584 = 100 =05 1 200 900 ~ 400 =0el —ie2
MORGANe o s & & ¢ o o ¢ 8 500 & 376 100 1.0 1 000 600 = 300 0e2 Oel
NICHOLASe » a o o o o e 24 800 25 414 - 600 2.5 3 300 1 400 -2 500 =0eld =0e9
OHIO% o o o & v o o a o 64 600 68 437 =3 800 5o 7 800 5 500 =6 200 =069 «0e5
PENDLETON o o o o & o ¢ 7 500 8 093 - 600 “7e3 800 500 - 900 =1e2 ~iolh
PLEASANTS o e s o o o @ 7 300 7 124 100 291 800 500 = 200} = 043 Lol
POCAHONTAS: o o ¢ o o o 9 800 10 136 = 300 3ol 1 300 700 - 900| ¥ =05 wel
PRESTON o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ s 26 300 27 233 =1 000 %65 3 400 1 700 -2 700] . =0+6 ~lelh
PUTNAMe o & & o & o o @ 25 600 23 561 2 100 8.8 2 700 1 200 600] T Lol 1el

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE'.
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred)

AVERAGE ANNUAL

POPULATION CHANGE » COMPONENTS OF CHANGE
. 1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
i JULY Ly APRIL Lr NET
) 1966 1960 NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION| 1960~66|1950=60
(CENSUS)
WEST VIRGINI A==
CON,
RALEIGH o o o o o & o ¢ 71 500 77 826 =& 400 “Be¢2 8 500 4 600 «10 200 “lalt w2l
RANDOLPHe & s o ©» o & @ 26 900 26 349 600 203 3 600 1 800 -1 200 Oelt ~lob
RITCHIE o « = & o » & @ 10 700 10 877 - 200 =1e7 1 200 900 ~ 400 =03 =Lelt
ROANE o o o s a 5 & o @ 16 200 15 720 500 Sel 1 700 1 000 - 100 0e5 wle®
SUMMERS o o o o ¢ & & ¢ 15 100 15 640 = 600 =3:6 1 600 1 300 - 00 «0s =2+0
TAYLORs o & 5 o ¢ 5 o ® 14 100 15 010 «1 000 «Golt 1 500 1 300 =1 100 =10 w2e0
TUCKERs o s o o & & o o 7 600 7 750 - 200 w2e3 200 600 = 500 =0l =3el
TYLER ¢ o o 5 o o & o @ 10 500 10 026 500 o 1 Loo 800 200 067 “0e5
UPSHUR: « o ¢ s ¢ o = o 18 300 18 292 (Z) 0e2 2 200 1 300 - 900 (Z) =~0+5
WAYNEke o o o o o & & o 40 000 38 977 i 000 2.5 4 600 2 000 -1 700 Colt Ool
WEBSTER o &+ o o ¢ ¢ s @ 12 600 13 719 =1 100 =B+0 1 900 800 =2 100 w13 “2a6
WETZEL e, o ¢ o & o 2 2 18 900 19 347 = 500 =246 2 700 1 300 -1 900 =~0elh =Qodl
WIRT. s s 5 ® ® 8 @ 4 200 4 391 = 200 =39 500 400 - 300 =06 mleB
WOODe ole o » o ¢ @ o @ 80 600 78 331 2 300 2.9 11 100 5 100 =3 700 0e5 1e6
WYOMING o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ @ 32 600 34 836 ~2 200 =GOel 4 100 1 500 =4 900 =lel «0e7
WISCONSIN ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 4 178 000 3 951 777 226 000 5e7 573 000 242 000| = 104 000 09 1ot
ADAMS o; o o o o o & 0 @ 8 200 7 566 700 8e8 800 700 500 leth ~0elt
ASHLAND o ¢ o o o & o » 16 300 17 375 =1 100 =6e¢5 2 000 1 300 =1 BOO =lel wlsl
BARRONs ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 33 200 34 270 -1 000 =300 4 100 2 300 -2 800 =05 ~0ol
BAYFIELDs o o o o o o o 12 400 11 9210 500 3.8 1 300 1 000 200 0o ~Lal
BROWN s o 2 s ¢ ¢ o o @ 138 100 125 082 13 000 104 22 600 6 700 =2 800 16 24t
BUFFALO o o s ¢ ¢ & o @ 13 800 14 202 = 400 27 1 800 1 000 -1 200 =0el =Delt
BURNETT o o o o 8 ¢ o ¢ 8 900 9 214 = 300 =34 1 000 800 = 500 =06 =10
CALUMET ¢ o s o % & o o 24 200 22 268 1900 Be6 3 800 1 200 - 700 143 17
CHIPPEWA: ¢ o o » ¢ o ¢ 45 300 45 096 200 03 6 300 2 700 -3 500 Oel [+1%]
CLARK o s o ¢ o ¢ o o @ 30 700 31 527 = 800 =27 4 100 2 000 =2 %00 “0elh =03
COLUMBIAe o s o ¢ o ¢ @ 36 400 36 708 = 400 =10 4 600 2 600 -2 300 “0e2 0e8
CRAWFORDe o « s o o & o 16 500 16 351 200 lol 2 200 1100 - 900 Os2 «0e8
DANE% o ¢ o s o & ¢ o ® 3264 400 222 095 42 300 1Ge1 37 200 10 700 15 700 208 2.7
DODGE o o o o ¢ » ¢ o o 65 000 63 170 1 800 268 8 200 4 000 =2 500 Outh Qa9
DOORs ¢ o o & o ¢ © o @ 20 500 20 685 = 200 =10 2 400 1 500 =1 100 =0a2 ~0ol
DOUGLAS*s & ¢ o ¢ & o @ 42 800 45 008 =2 200 =he 5 200 3 400 =4 000 =0a8 =0olt
DUNNe @« o o o o o » o ® 126 000 26 156 ~ 100 ~0e5 3 000 1 700 =1 400 “0sl -0stt
EAU CLAIREe » o o ¢ o v 57 800 58 300 - 500 «(e8 7 500 3 400 ~4 600 =0el o7
FLORENCEs o s s & o o @ 3 200 3 437 = 300 ~Telh 400 300 = HQ0 =3el «0e¢9
FOND DU LAC v o ¢ ¢ o o 80 200 75 085 5 100 6e8 10 500 4 900 = 400 Llel 140
FORESTe ¢ s o o ¢ o & @ . 7 500 7 542 (Z) Qel 1 000 600 = 400 (Z} ~2e2
GRANT » o o« o s ¢ & o 8 46 600 44 419 2 200 5.0 & 700 3 100 =1 400 0.8 0e7
GREEN o & » o o & & » @ 25 300 25 85} =~ 500 =2¢l 3 100 1 700 =1 900 ~0e¢3 0e7
GREEN LAKEs + ¢ & & » o 15 600 15 418 100 09 1 900 1 100 - 600 Oel Ot
IOWAs ¢ o & s & 5 o ¢ @ 19 300 19 634 - 300 =1le5 2 800 1 400 =1 600 «Ce2 (Z)
IRONe o & o & & ¢ 2 s @ & 000 7 830 =i 900 -23:9 600 600 =1 800 «le3 ~Lel
WJACKSON ¢ o 5 o & & o @ 14 800 15 151 - 300 ~2e3 1 800 1 200 - 900 “Ol =06
JEFFERSON ¢ o o s o o ¢ 55 300 50 094 5 200 103 6 600 3 600 2 100 16 1e5
JUNEAUs o o ¢ o & ¢ o @ 17 200 17 490 = 200 L X 2 200 i 400 =1 000 =0e2 =08
KENOSHAXs o ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ 114 000 100 615 13 400 133 16 900 5 800 2 300 240 2.9
KEWAUNEE: » o o ¢ ¢ o ® 19 500 18 282 1 200 646 2 400 1 100 - 100 1.0 0e5
LA CROSSE » » & + o & @ 76 800 T2 465 4 300 5e9 9 500 4 500 - 700 0.9 07
LAFAYETTE o o o ¢ & 2 o 18 200 18 142 (Z) Qe 2 500 1 300 -1 200 {Z) (Z}
LLANGLADE: o » o & o ¢ ¢ 20 700 19 916 800 3.9 2 900 1 500 - 600 Ceb =140
LINCOLN ¢ o o o ¢ & & @ 23 600 22 338 1 300 5.8 3 100 1 700 - 100 0% {Z}
MANITOWOC o o o » ¢ « o 78 800 75 21% 3 600 4e8 11 100 4 400 =3 000 0.8 Lol
MARATHONs o.6 o o o o ¢ g2 400 88 874 3 500 3¢9 1z 500 4 760 =t 300 Osb 1.0
MARINETTE o ¢ o + o o @ 34 300 34 660 = 400 “le2 4 200 2 500 =2 100 =0e2 ~0e3
MARQUETTE o ¢ & v o ¢ @ 7 700 8 516 = 900 =100 900 800 =1 000 -1e7 «0el
MILWAUKEE®o o o o ¢ o o 1041 500 1 036 041 5 400 Ce5 150 100 62 400 =82 300 Osl 1e7
MONROEs » o o o ¢ 5 + ¢ 31 800 31 241 600 1s9 4 100 2 000 -1 500 O3 ¥4
OCONTO®Y s o o o o o o @ 25 300 24 849 400 le7 3 300 1 800 =1 000 Q63 ~0e¢5
ONEIDA® & ¢ o ¢ v v & & 22 300 22 112 200 10 2 900 1 500 -1 200 0e2 Ge7
OUTAGAMIE o & o ¢ o ¢ o 112 160 101 794 10 300 i0a.4 i8 100 5 000 =2 800 146 262
OZAUKEEXe » o o o o o ¢ 44 800 38 H4l 6 400 166 & 000 1800 2 200 245 Sel
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF COUNTIES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Asterisk (*) indicates metropolitan county. State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred}

POPULATION CHANGE COMPONENTS OF CHANGE AVERAGE ANNUAL
1960 TO 1966 PERCENT CHANGE
AREA
JULY 14 APRIL 1t NET
1966 1960 NUMBER  {PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS MIGRATION [1960=66 11950=60
(CENSUS)
WISCONSIN=~=CON.,

PEPIN o o o o o o o o o 6 900 7 332 = 400 =6l %00 500 = 900 =10 =0s2
PIERCEs o s o o & ¢ o o 127 800 22 503 5 000 221 3 300 1 500 3 200 302 05
POLKs s s s o o o o o ¢ 26 800 24 968 1 800 7.2 3 100 1 700 400 lel (2)
PORTAGE o s o » o 2 s o 142 800 36 964 5 800 1847 5 600 2 300 2 400 2.4 06
PRICE s o s » s ¢ o ¢ 2 13 600 4 370 - 700 =5l 1 700 1 200 =1 200 ~0e8 ~1e3
RACINE* o s o ¢ o s o o 156 700 141 781 14 900 1065 22 300 8 000 700 1s6 206
RICHLANDs ¢ o » » o ¢ @ 18 300 17 684 600 3e2 2 100 1 300 - 300 0e5 =068
ROCKs o s s o« o 5 o o @ 125 200 113 913 1L 200 9e9 17500 6 900 700 15 2s1
RUSKs s o s o ¢ o 5 o o 13 400 1y o7oul =1 .400 =903 1 900 1 100 =2 200 ~1e5 =1e3
STe CROIX s o s ¢ ¢ » @ 31 400 29 164 2300 7.8 4 600 1 800 = 600 162 12
SAUKs o o o o o © o o o 37 800 36 179 1 600 4e5 4 700 2 700 - 400 | 0.7 ~045
SAWYERs ¢ s o o o o o o 9 400 9 475 = 100 =140 1 100 900 = 300 052 -0s9
SHAWANO?L & & o ¢ o o o 35 800 C34612) . oo 1100 3e3 4 700 2 600 - 900 045 ~022
SHEBOYGAN o+ o » o & s ¢ 94 400 86 484 7 900 9.2 11 300 5 800 2 400 1e4 0s7
TAYLORs s o o » o 0 o o 17 500 17 843 = 300 =18 112 500 1 000 =1 800 =0e3 =063
TREMPEALEAU o o ¢ s s o 23 200 23 .377 1. =~ 100}  =0.6 2 700 1 800 ~1 100 =0el =0el
VERNONs o o o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 23 400 25663 =2 300[i =Be9 2 800 1 800 =3 200 =1e5 «0s8
VILAS o o o o o s ¢ a o , 8 800 oo 9 332 - 400 6ol 1 100 800 - 800 =5e0 (z)
WALWORTHs « o » ¢ o s ¢ 59 000 52 368 6 600 1207 7 2001 3 600 3 100 149 2e3
WASHBURNe o o & o o a ¢ 10 000 .10 301 - 300 =25 1100 - 800 = 500 0ok =12
WASHINGTON® o s o o o = 54 000 46 119 7 900 1742 8- 100 2 600 2 400 246 3el
WAUKESHAR o o o o ¢ o o 194 400 158 249 36 '100 2248 25 200 7 600 18 600 3.3 663
WAUPACA o o o = ¢ ¢ 8 ¢ 38 2001 35 340 2 800 840 4 200 2 800 1 400 1e2 0ol
WAUSHARAs o o & s & o @ 13 800 13 497 300 2.2 1 500 1 100 (2) Oel =03
WINNEBAGO ¢ o o o o o o 1117 900 107 928 9 900 9e2 15 600 6 200 500 Leth 1e7
WOODs o o o o o s ¢ s 62 800 59 105 3 700 602 9 800 3 200 =3 000 10 146
WYOMING o o ¢ o o 320 000 330 066 =10 000 =3:0 48 000 17 000 =40 000 =05 1e3
ALBANYs o ¢ s o ¢ o o ¢ 123 300 21 290 2 100 9e6 3 500 1 000 = 400 1e5 1sl
BIG HORNe s s o s o o o 10 800 i1 898 -1 100 =849 1 500 700 -1 800 ~1e5 =120
CAMPBELLe s o o ¢ s o » 7 600 5 861 1 700 29.4 1100 300 900 4e2 1.9
CARBONs « « o o & #-0 o 13 900 14 937 ~1 100 =7el 2 000 800 =2 200 =1e2 =015
CONVERSEe o o o s ¢ o o 6 000 6 366 - 300 =540 800 400 - 700 =08 0e7
CROOK o ¢ o o o & o o o 5 000 4 691 400 75 700 300 =~ 100 1921 ¢ =0l
FREMONT ¢ o o« o ¢ o o & 27 000 26 168 800 36l 4 400 1 400 -2 200 05[] 7 249
GOSHENs o » o o 5 o o s 13 300 11 941 = 600 =5¢3 1 400 700 ~1 300 =049 ~0eb
HOT SPRINGS o ¢ » s o @ 5 100 6 365 =1 200f =192 700 500 =1 400 =3e4 1.9
JOHNSON o o o o o s o o & 000 5 475 500 93 700 400 200 L4 1e5
LARAMIE o o o o ¢ o o @ 59 600 60 149 = 500 ~0s8 10 200 2 600 -8 100 =0el 2.4
LINCOLN o o o s & o o & 8 400 9 018 - 600 =68 1 400 500 =1 600 ~1%1 (Z)
NATRONA o » o » o » & o 46 200 49 623 -3 400 639 6 900 2 200 =8 200 =151 4e7
NIOBRARA: o o o o o a ¢ 3 500 3 750 - 300 =740 500 300 = 500 =151 “2¢2
PARKe & o o s o 8 o o @ 15 900 17 294 ~1' 400 =749 2 400 800 =2 900 ~1e3 1ol
PLATTEs o » o o o o o @ 6 700 7 195 = 500 7ol 900 500 - 900 =1e2 =10
SHERIDANs o o s & o o ¢ 18 200 18 989 = 80O =43 1 900 1 400 -1 300 ~0s7 =06
SUBLETTEs o o o o 8 o 3 100 3 778 = 700f =192 600 200 -1 200 -3.4 Ue3
SWEETWATERs o 2 & » o ¢ 17 600 17 920 ~ 300 ~1e9 2 500 1 100 -1 800 ~0e3 =240
TETON & s o » o ¢ o o @ 3 800 3 062 700 22.9 500 200 300 34 1e7
UINTA o o 2 o s o o @ s 6 900 7 484 - 600 =842 900 400 =1 100 =1.4 0e2
WASHAKIEs & o s o o o o 7 800 8 883" ~1 000} ~11.8 { 200 400 =1 900 =240 240
WESTONo o o s ¢ s o o @ 6 500 7 929 =1 H4OO| =17.6 1 200 400 =2 200 =3el 1e6
2 LESS THAN 50 OR 0.05 PERCENT.,  ADJUSTED TO REFLECT CHANGES IN COLLEGE AND/OR INSTITUTIONAL POPULATION SINCE 1960,

2DETAIL SHOWN FOR 19 ELECTION DISTRICTS ESTABLISHED SINCE 1960 CENSUS. 3GONS I STENT WITH SPECIAL CENSUS OR STATE OR

COUNTY CENSUS TAKEN SINCE 1960, AADJUSTED FOR ANNEXATIONS FROM ARAPAHOE COUNTY TO DENVER COUNTY. GHATTAHOOCHEE

ADJUSTED TO

GOUNTY INCLUDED IN MUSCOGEE COUNTY. 6 INCLUDES THAT PART OF YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK [N MONTANA.
REFLECT SHIFT TO ONSLOW COUNTY OF 3,502 CREWS OF VESSELS ERRONEOUSLY REPORTED (N GARTERET COUNTY. & ADJUSTED FOR
ANNEXATION FROM OCONEE COUNTY TO PICKENS COUNTY. SSUM OF GCOUNTIES DOES NOT ADD TO. STATE TOTAL BECAUSE F ADJUSTMENT
IN FAIRFAX COUNTY. 10GHARLOTTESVILLE GITY INCLUDED IN ALBEMARLE COUNTY. LIGL)FTON FORGE AND COVINGTON CITIES
INGLUDED [N ALLEGHANY COUNTY. 12GRAYSON COUNTY AND GALAX CITY INCLUDED IN CARROLL COUNTY. L2 FAIRFAX [AND FALLS
CHURGH CITIES INGLUDED IN FAIRFAX COUNTY, GCENSUS COUNT FOR 1960 ADJUSTED TO EXCLUDE 12,520 ERRONEOUSLY REPGRTED IN
FAIRFAX COUNTY. L4EMpORIA CITY INCLUDED IN GREENSVILLE COUNTY. 1550UTH BOSTON CITY INCLUDED IN HALIFAX COUNTY.
16WILLIAMSBURG GITY INCLUDED IN JAMES CITY COUNTY. ADJUSTMENT MADE FOR ANNEXATION TO WILLIAMSBURG CITY FROM YORK COUNTY.
7 LEXINGTON CITY- INCLUDED IN ROCKBRIDGE COUNTY. 18 ARRISONBURG GITY INCLUDED IN ROCKINGHAM COUNTY. 19 FRANKLIN CITY
INCLUDED IN SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY. 20,DJUSTMENT MADE FOR ANNEXATION FROM YORK COUNTY TO WILLIAMSBURG CITY. 21 MENOMINEE
COUNTY INCLUDED IN SHAWANO COUNTY. MENOMINEE COUNTY CREATED SINCE 1960 FROM MENOMINEE INDIAN RESERVATION, FORMERLY PART
OF SHAWANG AND OCONTO COUNTIES, POPULATION OF MENOMINEE COUNTY IN 1960 WAS 2,606.
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Table 2.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, JULY 1, 1966,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

{Includes all standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget)

it Change, ) Average annual
Population 1960 to 1966 Companents of change percent change
Standard metropoliten statistical area
April 1, Net mi-
’ . July 1, 1966 1960 Number Percent Pirths Deaths Ly 196066 | 1950-60
(census) gravion

Abilene, TeX . irvreiiiiiescanrieaes PPN 122,100 120,277 2,700 2.3 18,500 5,700 ~10,100 0.4 3.5
Axron, Chio. /¢,AGO 605,367 47,3100 7.8 83,100 33,100 -2,900 1.2 2.5
Albany, Glaessserorerreracaiis 89,100 75,680 13,400 7.7 15,600 3,600 1,400 2.6 5.7
Albany -Schenectady -Troy, N.Y 702,200 657,503 44,600 6.8 84, 500 48,600 8,700 1.1 1.1
Albuquerque, N. MeX.viceroroarans 288,700 262,199 26,500 10.1 48,200 10,700 «11,000 1.6 6.1
Allentown-Bethlehem-E 522,000 492,168 29,800 6.1 56,600 33,100 6,300 0,9 1.2
Altoons, Pa.. 128,000 137,270 700 0.5 16,300 16,700 ~4, 900 0.1 -0.2
Amarillo, Tex. 172,500 149,493 232,000 15,4 23,500 6,300 5,800 2.3 5.5
Anaheim-Sante Anm(}arder\ Grove, Calif. 1,161,500 703,925 457,500 65.0 139,400 35,6001 353,800 8.3 12.5
Anderson, Ind.ve.coesos 135,100 125,819 9,300 Tots 17,800 7,400 ~1,100 1.1 1.9
Ann Arvor, Mich.. 204,300 172,440 32,100 18.6 26,300 7,200 12,900 2.8 2.5
Agheville, N.C... 144,700 130,074 14,600 11.2 16,800 8,600 6,400 1.7 04
Atlanta, Ga.vsevnss 1,255,200 1,017,188 238,000 23.4 167,200 55,900 1 126,700 3.4 34
Atlantic City, N.J. 182,300 160,880 21,400 13.3 19,600 145500 16,300 2,0 2.0
Augusta, Ga,-S.C. 259,500 216,639 42,900 19.8 33,500 11,700 21,000 2.9 2.9
Austin, Tex..... 254,000 212,136 41,800 19.7 34,300 9,900 17,400 2.9 2.8
Bakersfield, Cali 324,400 291,984 32,400 111 46,000 14,700 1,200 1.7 2.5
Baltimore; Md.... 1,962,800 1,803,745 159,000 8.8 263,100 { 111,700 7,700 1.4 2.2
Baton Rouge, La.. 267,900 230,058 37,800 16,4 37,900 10,500 10,400 2.5 3.8
Bay City, Michesscernrraoencunss eeranares 112,700 107,042 5,600 5.2 16,000 5,900 =4, 500 0.8 1.9
Beaumont-Port Arthur-Orange, TeX.(iicseesse 311,500 306,016 5,500 1.8 43,500 14,300 -23,600 0.3 2.6
Billings, Mont.veseeieooveraaisnnacnss 81,000 79,016 2,000 2.5 11,100 2,900 -5,200 0.4 3.5
Biloxi-Gulfport, Miss. . 142,200 119,489 22,700 19.0 23,200 5,800 5,300 2.8 3.6
Binghamton, N.Y.-Pa.... 298,300 283,600 14,700 5.2 40,200 18,100 ~7,400 0.8 1.4
Birmingham, Al&.ocssseds 737,300 721,207 16,100 2.2 95, 500 444500 ~34,900 0.4 1.0
Bloomingtin-Normal, Ill. 95,600 83,877 11,700 14.0 11,300 5,600 6,100 2.1 0.9
Boise City, Ideho. 100,700 93,460 7,300 7.8 13,100 5,100 ~800 1.2 2.8
Boston, Mass.t.. . 3,226,500 3,109,158 117,400 3.8 420,700 1 216,300 ~87,000 0.6 0.8
Bridgeport, Com.”. 759,500 653,589 105,900 16.2 86,200 40,100 59,900 2.4 2.6
Brockton} Mass.?... 303,000 248,449 54,500 21.9 38,900 18,100 33,700 | 3.2 2.7
Brownsville-Harlingen-San Benito, Tex. 150,900 151,098 ~200 ~0.1 31,000 6,400 { -24,800 (Z} 1.9
Buffalo, N.Y.ouoeuon Cesnrreraaanes P 1,323,500 1,306,957 16,600 1.3 172, 500 82,500 ~73, 500 0.2 1.8
Canton, Ohioc....evviens 356,500 340,345 16,100 47 4dsy 300 20,900 ~7,200 0.7 1.9
Cedar Rapids, Towa...... 152,300 136,899 15,400 11.2 22,300 7,800 900 1.7 2.8
Champaign-~Urbane, I1l.. . 150,200 132,436 17,800 13.4 16,800 5,600 6,600 2.0 2.2
Charleston, SeCreresrirririiaroserveransens 313,300 254,578 58,700 23.1 49,000 13,300 22,900 3.4 2.7
Charleston, W, Va Cevens 240,500 252,925 ~12,500 ~4.9 32,000 13,300 -31,100 -0.8 0.5
Charlotte, NeCueovrsreririoiosaerensnnnscne 371,000 316,781 54,200 17.1 50,000 16,300 20,600 2.6 2.9
Chattanooga, Tenn.-Ga . 295,900 283,169 12,800 4.5 38,400 17,000 ~8,700 0.7 1.4
Chicago, Iill...... eaan . 6,711,200 6,220,913 490,300 7.9 916,000 | 399,300 ~26,300 1.2 1.9
Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.-Ind 1,353,300 1,268,479 84,800 6.7 187,800 80,100 ~22,800 1.0 2.2
Cleveland, OhiGesseesss 2,049, 500 1,909,483 140,000 73 256,500 | 117,400 1,000 1.1 2.2
Colorado Springs, Colo. 185,500 143,742 41,800 29.1 19, 500 7,000 29,300 42 6.8
Columbia, S.0evevviarrvsrssavanes 309,400 260,828 48,600 18.6 39,200 12,600 22,000 2.8 3.4
Columbus, Ga.-Ala.. 258,500 217,985 40,500 18.6 41,300 10,500 9,700 2.8 2.5
Columbus,; OhiC.ssuieisvivivesaroess 856,900 754,924 102,000 13.5 117,400 42,800 27,400 2.0 3.0
Corpus Christi, Tex.. 286,000 266 , 594 19,400 7.3 47,300 10,900 -17,100 1.1 2.8
Dallas, TeXevesonsaves e 1,362,600 1,119,410 243,200 21.7 182,600 58,400 | 119,000 3.2 3.7
Davenport-Rock Island -Mol;ne s IOWd Ili ses 352,900 319,375 33,500 10.5 45,600 26,500 8,400 1.6 1.3
Dayton, ChiOsesessvervrecvasens reeranes e 807,900 727,121 80,700 11.1 104,600 38,700 14,900 1.7 2.9
Decatur, Illeveee.. 124,400 118,257 6,100 5.2 15,800 7,100 -2,600 0.8 1.8
Denver, ColOssieccere 1,074,000 929,383 144,600 15.6 146,200 50,900 49,300 2.3 4,3
Des Moines, Iowa 274,100 266,315 7,800 2.9 37,400 16,000 -13,600 0.5 1.7
Detroit, Mich... 4,073,300 3,762,360 311,000 8.3 531,200 ] 203,600 ~16,600 1.3 2.2
87,600 80,048 7,600 9.5 14,200 5,200 ~1,400 1.5 1.2

268,800 276,59 ~7,800 -2.8 33,700 19,000 -22,500 -0.5 0.9

176,700 154,965 21,700 14.0 21,900 8,400 8,200 2.1 1.3

El Pasgo, l‘ex. 347,200 314,070 33,200 10.6 63,500 12,100 -18,300 1.6 4.9
Erie, Pa..... 256,000 250,682 5,300 2.1 34,100 16,100 ~12,'700 0.3 1.3
Fugene, Oreg....... 199,600 162,850 36,700 22.5 24,900 7,900 19,700 3.3 2.6
Evansville, Ind.-Ky.. ererrersans 224,600 222,890 1,700 0.8 28,500 14,500 ~12,300 0.1 0.5
Fargo-Moorhead, N. Dak.- PP . 110,900 106,027 4,900 4a6 15,600 5,100 -5,600 0.7 1.7
Fayetteville, NoCovvrorvriiiianans 195,000 148,418 46,600 31.4 34,500 5,600 17,600 45 4.5
Flint, Micheosveverrosararneiesssnines . 472,500 416,239 56,300 13.5 69,700 20,900 7,500 2.0 3.1
Fort Lauderdale-~Hollywood, Fla..esvssserens 466,000 333,946 132,000 39.5 47,000 24,200 | 109,300 5.5 14.8
Fort Smith, Ark.-Okla,. .. 155,200 135,110 20,100 14.9 20,700 9,500 8,900 2.2 -0.5
Fort Wayne, Indev.oavss . 263,900 232,19 31,700 13.6 36,300 13,000 8,400 2.1 2.4
Fort Worth, Tex... . 636,500 573,215 63,300 11.0 83,400 30,100 10,100 1.7 3.9
Fresnoc, Calif.,. . 410,800 365,945 44,900 12.3 57,400 19,900 7,400 1.9 2.8
Gadsden, Ala... . 95,600 96,980 -1,400 1.4 11,700 5,400 ~7,700 ~0.2 0.3
Galveston-Texas Cl’ty, TeXueus . 159,700 140,364 19,300 13.8 20,800 7,600 6,100 2.1 2.2
Gary~Hammond -East Chicago, Ind . 602,800 573,548 29,300 5.1 88, 500 28,900 ~30,200 0.8 3.5

7 Less than 500 or 0.05 percent.

lypsgachusetbts State Economic Area C. For Boston SMSA, 1960 population was 2,595,481,
w1’ch 1960 populations of 199,136 and 164,243, respectively.
20ommecticut State Feonomic Area A. For Bridgeport SMSA, 1960 popula

1960 populations of 178,409 and 96,756, respec tively .

3\mssachusetts State Heonomic Area D. For Brockton SMSA,

tion was 337,983,

1960 population was 149,458.

Area C includes Lawrence-Heverhill and Lowell SMSA's

Area A includes Stamford end Norwall SMSA's with
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Table 2.-ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, JULY 1, 1966,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

(Includes all standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget)

Population 1922&2?1%6 Components of change g;izzg}i :;ma;zi
Standard metropolitan statistical area April 1,
July 1, 1966 1960 Number | Percent| Births Deaths | DeO 1 1960-66 | 1950-60
{census) gration
Grand Repids, Miche.iioisaesrisinaoreaaians 204,700 461,906 42,800 9.3 71,600 5,800 -3,000 1.4 2.5
Great Falls, Mont.. . £0,800 73,418 7,300 10.0 13,700 3,900 -2, 500 1.5 3.3
Green Bay, Wis.uieeeiiricvivontanaaanes e 138,100 125,082 13,000 10.4 22,600 6,700 ~2,800 1.6 2.4
Greensboro--Winston-Salem-~High Point, N.C. 579, 500 520,249 59,200 1.4 P4, 500 27,100 11,800 1.7 2.4
Greenvi WCovvenrvannnnenen fieerasaiene 273,300 257,406 15,900 6.2 38,100 13,400 -8,800 1.0 2.1
Hemilton-Middletown, Chio.. . 209,900 199,076 10,800 5o 28,000 10,100 -7,000 0.9 3.1
Harrisburg, Paesecvecneoans . 393,300 371,653 21,600 5.8 47, 400 24,600 ~1,200 0.9 1.6
Hartford, Conn.b..... .. 783,300 689, 555 93,700 13.6 97,100 40,100 36,700 2.1 2.5
Honolulu, Hawaii... . 596,400 500, 409 95,900 19.2 91,300 16,200 20,800 2.8 3.6
Houston, TeXessseonoeres Cerraeneas 1,743,200 1,418,323 324,800 22.9 235,300 68,500 158,000 3.4 4.2
Huntington-Ashland, W. Va.-Ky.-Chiocs..eue.e 259,800 254,780 5,000 2.0 32,700 16,0001 -11,800 0.3 0.4
Huntoville, AlB...seeessassesrontcancarcuos 222,600 153,861 78,800 51.2 31,800 7,700 54,700 6.8 3.5
Indisnapolis, Ind ceen 1,029,300 9bdey 475 85,000 9.0 147, 500 58,200 -4, 300 Lok 2.6
Jackson, Mich.... 137,400 131,994 5,400 4.1 18, 200 7,800 -5,000 0.6 2.0
Jackson, Miss.... 252,200 221,367 30,800 13.9 37,300 11,700 5,200 2.1 2.6
Jacksonville, Fla.. 500,900 455,411 45,500 10.0 75,900 5,400 -5,000 1.5 4.1
Jersey City, Nod... 620,300 610,734 9,600 1.6 78,600 46,300 -22,700 0.2 «0.6
Jomnstown, Paceuen. 269,500 280,733 ~11,200 -4.0 31,000 19,100 -~23,100 -0.6 -0.4
Kalemazoo, Mich.... 189,000 169,712 19,300 11.4 24,000 §,700 4,000 1.7 3.0
Kansas City, Mo.~KenS.iiioevsvscnserscns 1,201,100 1,092,545 108,500 9.9 161,000 66,500 14,100 1.5 2.6
Kenosha, Wis.covriavrrsinaoenes seresrieans . 114,000 100,615 13,400 13.3 16,900 5,800 2,300 2.0 2.9
Knoxville, Temn. [ eeeneaes . 395,200 368,080 27,100 Tb 48,000 19,600 ~1,300 1.1 0.9
Lafayette, Lasiieaseacesssses 103,600 84,656 18,900 22.3 16,300 3,900 6,500 3.3 3.9
Lafayette-West Lafayette, Indsevoiuvans 102,300 89,122 13,800 15.4 14,100 4,600 4,300 2.3 1.8
Lake Charles, La..seeesnnserseess 135,400 145,475 -10,100 -6.9 23,800 6,100 -27,700 -1.1 5.0
Lancaster, Phci.eserrciaeaes 294,700 278,359 16,400 5.9 37,800 16,700 ~4,700 0.9 1.7
Lansing, Michesieveessss 350,100 298,949 51,100 17.3 47,200 15,400 19,300 2.6 2.0
Laredo, TeXeessesens Cerrnan 75,600 64,791 10,800 16.7 14,800 3,000 ~1,000 2.5 1.4
Las Vegas, Neviiesereorseosenene 235,600 127,016 108,600 85.5 31,400 7,600 84,800 10.4 10.2
Lawton, Oklae..e... 105,000 90,803 14,200 15.6 17,800 3,400 -200 2.4 5.1
Lewiston-Auburn, Maine 89,600 86,312 3,3 3.8 12,100 6,200 -2,600 0.6 0.3
Lexington, Kyeeessoes 163,700 131,906 31,800 241 21,200 7,900 18,500 3.5 2.7
Lima, (hicsieesvees 173,700 160,862 12,800 8.0 23,500 10,200 ~500 1.2 1.4
Lincoln, Nebr.. e 153,500 155,272 -1,700 ~1.1 24,600 8,400 -18,000 -0.2 2.6
Little Rock-North Little Rock, Arkescoisoes 314,000 271,936 42,000 15.5 43,200 15,900 14,800 2.3 2.1
Lorain-Elyria, ORiow.cecsservveans v 242,800 217,500 25,300 11.6 33,600 11, 500 3,200 1.8 3.9
Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif..... . 6,755,900 6,038,771 717,200 11.9 857,400 357,900 1 217,700 1.8 3.8
Louisville, Ky.-Ind..covseevnns . 783,600 725,139 58,300 8.1 106,200 44,900 -2,800 1.2 2.3
Lubboek, TeXe.crees eee 189,700 156,271 33,400 R1.4 31,600 6,400 €,200 3.1 4,5
Iynchburg, Va...o.ee. veerenaenes fersaeenaes 121,600 110,701 10,900 9.9 15,000 6,900 2,900 1.5 1.3
Macon, Gaoeeesveesens 205,400 180,403 25,000 13.9 29,900 10,300 5,400 2.0 2.9
Madison, WiSe.... vees 264,400 222,095 42,300 19.1 37,200 10,700 15,700 2.8 2.7
Manchester, NJH.2.. 209,100 178,161 30,900 17.4 29,100 12,900 16,700 2.6 1.3
Mensfield, Ohio... 128,100 117,761 10,300 8.8 16,400 6,600 500 1.4 2.6
MeAllen-FPharr-Edinburg, TeX...... 203,800 180,904 22,900 2.7 37,600 7,000 -7,600 1.6 1.2
Memphis, Tennm.-Ark.i..ccevesevaes 749,000 674,583 74,400 11.0 110,300 39,000 3,100 1.9 2.4
Miami, Fla.. 1,084,300 935,047 149,200 16.0 118,600 60, 500 91,100 2.4 6.6
Midlend, Te 66,400 67,717 -1,300 -2.0 9,600 2,000 ~9,000 -0.3 10.1
Milwaukee, Wise... 1,334,700 1,278,850 55,800 bate 189, 500 74,500 | ~59,200 0,7 2.3
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Mimn. 1,619,800 1,482,030 137,700 9.3 239,700 82,000 -20,000 1.4 2.6
Mobile, AlBeeirersannen [ PRI 386,300 363,389 22,900 6.3 59, 500 19,300 | ~17,300 1.0 2.9
Monroe, La.s..e. veees . 111, 500 101,663 9,800 9.6 17,200 5,900 -1, 500 : 3.1
Montgomery, Ala. . 209,900 199,734 10,200 5.1 28,800 11,900 6,700 ¢ 1.6
Muncie, Todesveeessssesnvsoesaass 121,700 110,938 10,800 9.7 16,200 6,500 1,100 1.5 2.1
Mugkegon-Muskegon Heights, Mich.. 152,600 149,943 2,700 1.8 22,800 7,800 | -12,200 0.3 2.1
Naghville, Tentesvsaees. . 524,900 463,628 61,300 13.2 66,700 27,800 22,400 2.0 2.0
New Bedford, Mass,” . 415,600 398,488 17,100 4.3 51,100 29,600 4,400 0.7 0.4
New Haven, COmn,Z.eeeeereacsrss 709,000 660,315 48,600 Tub 86, 500 42,200 4,400 1.1 1.9
New London-Groton-No 221,100 185,745 35,400 19.1 31,800 11,400 15,000 2.8 2.5
New Orleans, la... 1,045,600 907,123 138,400 15.3 148,600 59, 500 49,300 2.3 2.4
New York, N.¥..... 11,457,600 10,694,633 762,000 7.1| 1,36g,100| 723,300 118,100 1.1 1.1
Newark, Nodeevvasrnoenes 1,875,600 1,689,420 186,200 11,0 226,900 | 111,000 76,300 1.7 1.4
Newport News~Hampton, Va 276,000 224,063 51,900 23.2 40,100 10, 500 22,400 3.4 3.8
Norfolk-Portsmouth, Va.. 640,700 578,507 62,200 0.8 99,800 29,400 -8,100 1.6 2.6
Odessa, TeX.eerrorsrsss 93,100 90,995 2,100 2.3 13,900 2,800 -9,000 0.4 8.0
Ogden, Utahe.sevses 123,300 110,744 12,3500 11.3 18,300 5,100 -700 1.7 2.9
Oklahoma City, Okla....... 587,000 511,833 75,100 14.7 79,500 27,200 22,900 2.2 2.7
Omehe., Nebr.-Iowa..... PPN 510,000 457,873 52,100 114 80,200 27,200 -1,000 1.7 2.3

Icopnectiout State Economic Area C. For

of 129,397,
2pndroscoggin County, nearest equivalent

3New Hampghire State Economic Area A. For Menchester SMSA, 1960 population was 102,861,
“Massachusetts State Feonomic Area E. For New Bedford SMsh, 1960 population was 143,176,

lation of 138,156,
SConnecticut Stete Economic Aree B,

includes Waterbury and Meriden SMSA's with 1960 pop
6New London County, nearest equivalent to SMSA.

was 170,981.

Hertford SMSA, 1960 population was 549,249, Area C includes New Britain SMSA with akl%o population
to GMSA. No metropolitan State economic area. For Lewiston~-Auburn SMSA, 1960 popul;tiom was 70,295,
Avea T includes Fall River SMSA with a 1960 popu-
For New Hoven SMSA, population was 320,836 in 1960 and 347,094 in April 1967 (special census). Area B

ulations of 185,548 and 51,850, respectively.

No metropolitan State economic area, TFor New London-Groton-Norwich SMSA, 1960 population
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Population 192?2%63’%6 Components of change percent chenge
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OrLando, Flove veresernrnsons P OTPI 376,900 318,487 58,400 18.3 50,8001 18,1001 25,800 2.7 8.4
Oxnard-Ventura, Calif. . 336,100 199,138 137,000 68.8 38,400 | 10,100 | 108,700 8.7 5.7
Paterson~Clifton-Passal 1,320,200 1,166,873 133,300 11,2 145,500 ) 69,300 | 57,000 1.7 3.1
Pensacole, Flo..v.se- 225,600 203,376 22,200 10.9 37,200 9,400 | 5,600 1.7 4.5
Peoria, I1l....- 329,600 313,412 16,200 5.2 44,300 | 18,500 9,600 0.8 1.4
Philedelphia, Pa,-N.J. 4,736,200 4,342,897 393,300 9.1 593,300 | 288,800 | 88,900 1.4 1.7
Phoenix, Ariz.. 842,000 663,510 178 , 500 26.9 114,500 | 36,400 | 100,400 3.9 7.2
Pine Bluff, Ark 88,400 81,373 7,000 8.7 13, 500 5,100 [ ~1,300 1.3 0.7
Pittsburgh, Pa. 2,386,200 2,405,435 -19,200 -0.8 280,900 | 156,300 | 143,800 0.1 0.8
Pitterield, Mass 144,800 142,135 2,700 1.9 18,700 9,900 6,100 0.3 0.7
Portland, Maine®.... 193,800 182,751 11,000 6.0 25,600 | 13,400 1,200 0.9 0.8
portland, Oreg.-Wash 96,200 821,897 94,300 11.5 101,700 | 56,300 | 48,900 1.8 1.5
Providence-Pawtucket arw 742,100 718,543 23,600 3.3 90,000 | 50,300 { -16,100 0.5 0.5
Provo-Orem, Utah.. 127,100 106,991 20,100 18.8 14,700 4,100 5,500 2.8 2.7
Pueblo, Colo. 119,000 118,707 300 0.3 16,500 6,200 ~9,900 (z) 2.8
Racine, Wis 156,700 141,781 14,900 10.5 22,300 8,000 700 1.6 2.6
Raleigh, &.C. 201,600 169,082 32,500 19.2 25,500 2,700 | 15,800 2.9 2.2
Reading, Pasessecses J N 289,900 275,434 14, 500 5.3 31,400 | 19,700 2,800 0.8 0.7
Reno, Nev.eevssres . 108, 200 84,743 23, 500 27.7 14,600 5,500 | 14,400 4.0 5.4
RiCHMONA, Vauessssrraronses 496,700 436,044 60,700 13,9 61,300 ] 28,000 27,400 2.1 2.2
Roanoke, Vaseeseesrseos PN 177, 500 158,803 18,700 11.7 19, 500 9,800 8,900 1.8 1.8
Rochester, H.Y. - 820,000 732,588 87,400 11.9 104,(00 48,700 | 31,900 1.8 1.8
Rockford, T1l.seee.s . 256,800 230,001 26,700 11.6 12,500 3,900 1.8 3.1
sacremento, Calif... . 750, 800 625,503 125,300 20.0 ] 34,400 | 61,500 3.0 5.7
Saginaw, Mich.. ... . 210,900 190,752 20,200 10.6 36,600 | 10,600 200 1.6 2.2
st. Joseph, Mo.... P 92,800 90, 581 2,200 2.4 11,700 7,700 | -1,800 Cude 0.7
st. Louis, Mo, -T11 2,272,400 2,104,669 167,700 8.0 304,900 | 136,000 | -1,300 1.2 1.8
SBIEM, GICErenrsssrnrnersonsassasenssssroes 172,800 147,411 25,300 17.2 17,900 ©,400 ] 16,800 2.6 1.4
Salinas-Monterey, Gelif 229,400 198,351 31,600 15.9 31,600 4,300 9,300 24 4.3
Salt Lake City, Utahe...orss 526,800 447,795 79,000 17.6 93,500 | 19,600 | 15,100 2.6 3.9
Sart ANEELO, TOXerserrsranrrroeassssersres . 73,600 64,630 8,900 13.8 10,000 3,700 2,600 2.1 0.9
San ANBONio, TeXuseresrerarssovarass .. #28,000 716,168 111,800 15.6 125,900 | 35,300 | 21,200 2.3 3,1

1,035,700 809,782 225,900 27,9 128,400 | 49,500 | 147,000 4.0 6.0

1,177,900 1,033,011 144,900 14.0 158,400 | 50,900 | 37,500 2.1 6.4
san Freneisco-Ockland, Cali 2,942,000 2,648,762 293,300 1.1 356,600 | 162,800 | 99,600 1.7 2.2
San Jose, Califeeeseeriveess ceiee 929,800 642,315 287, 500 %:} 116,800 | 30,000 | 198,700 6.1 8.3
Sante Barbara, Calif.. cee 251,300 168,962 82,300 48.7 30,900 9,900 | 61,300 6.6 5.6
Savennali, Ga.eoeeoo- . . 188,000 188,299 -200 ~0.2 26,400 | 11,500} -18,300 (z) 2.2
Seranton, Pa. 226,300 234,531 -8,200 ~3.5 23,700 | 20,000 | ~12,000 -0.6 -0.9.
Seattle-Everétt, Wash. 1,231,600 1,107,213 124,400 11.2 150,500 | 66,500 | 40,400 1.7 2.7
Sherman-Denison, TexX.. 77,600 73,043 4,600 6.2 9,500 5,200 300 1.0 0.4
Shreveport, La.e.sivres 287,300 281,481 5,800 2.1 43,400 | 15,300 | ~-22,300 0.3 2.7
Sioux City, Iowa-Nebr.. 114,900 120,017 -5,200 ~4,3 16,600 7,800 | ~13,900 -0.7 0.5
Sioux Falls, S. Dak... 92,400 86,575 5,800 6.7 14,300 4,600 | -3,900 1.0 2.0
South Bend, Ind.s.eeevesres . 272,300 271,057 1,300 0.5 34,200 | 15,500 | 17,400 0.1 1.5
Spokane, Wash.... . 265,500 278,333 -12,900 46 34,600 | 17,400 | -30,100 0.8 2.3
Springfield, Tlleveeseessss 159,300 146,539 12,800 8.7 20,700 | 10,800 2,900 1.3 1.1
SPringfield; Movesvssesoeersrarenanannsones 140,600 126,276 14,300 11.4 15,900 8,500 7,000 1.7 1.9
springfield, OBiOnnvnsneenrneenerans 149,700 131,440 18,300 13,9 18,100 8,400 8,600 2.1 1.6
Springfield- Cn;copee—ﬁolyo,ce, MasS . %eveeaen 554,300 532,582 21,800 4l S, 600 34,700 | ~13,100 | 0.6 1.6
Steubenville-Weirton, Ohio-W. Vassesasseses 167,100 167,756 -600 0.4 20,400 | 10,800 | -10,300 -0.1 0.6
SHOCKEOn, CBLITsessevrvsrvnenoes . 281,100 249,989 31,300 12,5 32,700 | 15,800} 14,200 1.9 2.2
Syrscuse, N.Y.. . 613,500 563,761 49,1700 8.8 85,000 | 36,400 1,100 1.4 1.9
Tacome, Washesseveos . 367,000 321,590 45,400 14.1 48,200 | 19,000 16,200 2.1 1.5
Tallehassee, Fla....is. 87,600 T4y 225 13,400 18.0 11,400 3,400 5,400 2.7 3.7
Tampa-St. Petersburg, Fia. . 880,900 772,453 108,400 14.0 92,900 | 66,700 { 82,200 2.1 6.6
Terre Haute, Inde..eeosrs . 169,400 172,069 -2,700 “1,5 19,400 | 14,300 | 7,800 -0.2 (%)
Texarkana, Tex.-Ark. . 101,200 91,657 9, 500 10.4 12,600 6,000 2,900 1.6 -0.3
Toledo, Chio-Mich... . 667,500 830,647 37,200 5.9 86,400 | 39,400 | -9,800 0.9 1.7
Topeka, Kang...... J N . 150,900 141,286 9,600 6.8 22,900 7,900 | -5,500 1.1 3.0
Trenton, Neduseeeeesraoerseonsnasss . 301,200 266,392 34,800 13.1 35,000 | 17,4001 17,300 2.0 1.5
Tucson, Ariz. . 316,200 265,660 50, 500 19.0 43,100 | 15,000 | 22,400 2.8 6.5
Pulsa, Okle..... . 441,400 418,974 22,400 5.4 53,800 | 23,200 | -8,200 0.8 2.5
Tuscaloosa, Ala... . 121,800 109,047 12,700 11.7 14,900 5,400 3,200 1.8 1.5
Tyler, Texas..... . 93,800 86,350 7,500 8.7 11,900 5,000 600 1.3 1.5
Utica-Rome, N.Y... . 349,700 330,771 19,000 5.7 45,300 | 22,400 | ~4,000 0.9 1.5
Vallejo-Napa, Calife.veveisscens 241,800 200,487 41,300 20.6 31,200 | 10,700 | - 20,800 3.0 2.8
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, N7 124,500 106,850 17,600 16.5 15,900 7,600 9,200 2.5 1.9
Waco, TEXAS.esserasrasrsonrsns 150,100 _ 150,091 (z) (2) 20,500 9,200 | ~11,300 (z) 1.4
Weshington, D.C.-Md. Haenn, 2,612,000 | ®2,064,090 547,900 26,5 358,200 | 109,900 | 299,600 3.8 3.2
Baterlos, LOWA.essseves e . 127,100 122,482 4,600 3.7 18,800 6,500 | -7,800 0.6 2.0
West Palm Beach, Flowvninn e vrreesiaaee 288,400 228,106 60,300 26.4 32,500 |- 17,300 | 45,100 3.8 7.1

7 Less then 500 or 0.05 percent.

Lagsachusetts State Economic Area F. For Pi ttefield SMSA,
2Maine State Economic Area A. For Portlend SMSA, 1960 population was 139,122.
3phode Island State Ecomomic Area A. For Providence- Pawiucket-Warwick SMSA,
For Springfield-Chicopee-Holyoke SMsA, 1960 population was 4 93,999,

4Massachusetts State Heonomic Avea A,

5AdJusted to exclude 12,520 erroneously reported in Fairfax County, Virginia.

1960 population was 76,772,

1960 population was 821,1C1.
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Table 2.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, JULY 1, 1966,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960--Continued

{includes aif standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget)

Population N gggazi ei 066 Components of chenge g;’ii‘:gs iﬁxgi
Standard metropolitan statisticel ares Aprdl 1, Mot mt
July 1, 1966 1960 Mumber | Percent | Births Deaths et i~ | 960-66 | 1950-60
(census) gration

Wheeling, W. Va.-OhiGicaessecnrns. PRSP 185,300 190,342 -5,000 2.6 21,400 14,800 -11,600 ~0.4 ~G.3
Wichita, Kans. v . 393,100 381,626 11,500 3.0 54,300 17,500 | -25,300 0.5 4.2
Wichita Falls, Tex. ereres . 132,300 129,638 2,700 2.1 19,200 6,000! -10,500 0.3 2.1
Wilkes-Barre--Hazleton, P 342,200 346,972 -3,800 -1.1 34,600 28,100 ~10,300 -0.2 -l.2
Wilmington, Del.-—N‘J.-AMd. . 472,300 414,565 58,800 14.2 63,700 24,500 19,500 2,1 3.2
Wilmington, N.C.. .. 96,900 92,020 4,800 5.3 12,700 5,900 ~1,900 0.8 1.1
Worcester, Mass 610,100 583,228 26,800 4.6 75, 500 40,100 -8, 500 0.7 0.7
York, Paceivevans 309,900 290,242 19,600 6.8 38,200 17,900 -600 1.1 1.6
Youngstown~Warren, Ohio.sieesereraeeas 523,100 509,006 14,100 2.8 62,900 30,300 | -18,400 0.4 2.0

Wassachusetts State Economic Area B. For Worcester SMSA,

1960 population of 90,158,

1960 population was 328,808,

Area B includes Fitchburg-Leominster SMSA with a

Table 3.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STANDARD CONSOLIDATED AREAS, BY CONSTITUENT PARTS, JULY 1, 1966,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

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

» Change, Average snnual
Population 1960 o 1966 Components of change percent change
Standard congolidated area
July 1, April 1, - L Net mi-
1966 1960 Number Percent Births Deaths gration 196066 | 1950-60
CHICAGO-NORTHWESTERN INDIANA.....vvvees 7,314,100 6, 794, 461 519,600 7.6 ) 1,004,400 ) 428,200) ~56,600
Chicago, T1l., SMSA.ivviornervsanas cas 6,711,200 6,220,913 490,300 7.9 916,000 { 399,300 -26,300 1.2 1.9
Gary-Hammond-East Chicago, Ind. s SMSA. veaes 602,800 573,548 29,300 5.1 88,500 28,900 -30,200 0.8 3.5
NEW YORK-NORTHEASTERN NEW JEHSEY. cesean 15,981,300 14,759,429 | 1,221,800 8.3 | 1,898,300 | 979,000 302,500 1.3 1.2
New York, N.Y., SMSA.... e 11,457,600 10,694,633 763,000 7.1 1,368,100 | 723,300) 118,100 1.1 1,1
Jersey City, N.J., SMSA.. e 620,300 610,734 9,600 1.6 78,600 46,3001 -22,700 0.2 1 ~0.6
Newark, NoJ., SMSA . e vrriannnneenanas e 1,875,600 1,689,420 186,200 11.0 220,%900( 111,000 76,300 1.7 1.4
Paterson~Clifton-Passaic, N. J 5 SMSA. fen 1,320,200 1,186,873 133,300 11.2 145, 500 69,300 57,000 1.77 3.1
Midddesex Counby, Nudeesoerraaons . 521,100 433,856 87,200 20.1 64,000 21,900 45,100 3.0 5.1
Somerset County, Nedessseevsrraanna, . 186, 500 143,913 42,600 29.6 21,200 7,200 28,600 4.2?’ 3.8
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Table 4--POPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY RANK: 1966 AND 1960

(includes all standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget}

71

IMetropolitan State economic area,

2New London County.

Population Rank Population Rank
Standard metropoliten April 1 Stenderd metropolitan April 1
statistical ares J‘}Jg-%'él: pl%o " | 1966 1960 statistical erea J ;:égél) pl%o ’ {066 | 1960
L (census) (census)
New York, No¥..oevieeessrireoins 11,457,600 | 10,694,633 11 1] wilmington, Del.-N.J.-Md 473,2001 414,35 68| 70
Los AngelessLong Beach, Calif,.. | 6,755,900{ 6,036,771 2| 3|} Flint, Mich... 472,500 416, 539 69| 69
Chicago, 111 6,701,800 ] - 6,220,913 3 2 Fort La\xderdale-ﬂol] ywood l"la 466,000 70 79
Phitadelphia, Pa,~N.d coo | 4,736,200 4,342,897 4% 4 Tulsa, OKl8,.vieessnn PN 441,400 71 68
 Detrolt, M‘LClil eeeirererssens | 4,073,300 3,762’,360 5 5 New Bedford, Mass® . . 415,600 72 7L
BOSton, MABS.™..v..eeesvnerrinns 3,226,500 3,109,156 61 6|l Fresno, Callf......cvveruns . 410,800 73]
San Franclsco-—Oakland Calif, 2,942,000 | 2,648,762 7 7 Knoxville, Tem,..... . . T T
Waghington, D.C.~Md.~Va,........ 2,612,000 | 2,064,090 8f 1o Harrisburg, Pa....ccoeoes . 75 73
Pittsburgh, Pa . . 2,386,200 | 2,405,435 9 8 Wichita, Kens..... . 381,626 76 72
St. Louls, Mo, -I 2,272,400 | 2,104,669 10 9 Mobile, Ala,,veoevaains P 363,389 77 76
Cleveland, Ohio. .| 2,048,500 1,909,483 | 11| 11| Orlendo, Fla....o..vveeensnnes 318,487 | 78| 82
Baliimore, Md,.. . -,,Euu,{’OO 1,802,745 127 12 Charlotte, N,C .. 316,7¢€1 79 83
Newark, N.J,.. 1,875,600 | 1,689,420 13| 1z Tacoma, Wash., 321,590 80 8l
Houston, TeXuuurns RPN . 1,74.'3,200 1,418,323 141 15 Canton, Chio..,... 340,345 81 78
Minneapolis-St. 1,619,800 1,482,030 151 14 Davenpor- JuRock Island-
Dallas, TeX.uvssvvsroraronanaren 1,119,410 16( 20 Towa-L11,, . 352,900 319,375 82 84
Clmlnnatl, Ohi. O—Ky Ind. . 1,268,479 17| 18 Lansing, Mich. .. 350,100 298,949 83 88
Milwaukee, WiS..e.suseivessons Be 1,278,850 181 17 Utica~fome, N.Y. .. 349,700 330,771 g4 80
Buffalo, N.¥..oouevrernns e 1,306,957 | 19| 16|| EL Paso, TeX.,se..... cevea 247,200 314,070} 85 85
Paterson-~CLif ton-Passaic, N .]' 1,320,200 11186 ,873 201 19 Wilkes-Barre--Hazleton, Pa,.... 43,200 346,972 86 7
; 1 10g
LElanta, Ga. .. erireinies o ss,000 | 1,007,088 | ;| aa| Cemmasvemture,s Calif..... ceae) 33001 19,1383 87 429
Seattle~Everett, Wash oo | 1,231,600 1,107,213 22| 21 Peoria, Tlleieissoansancannnes 329,600 313,412 88 86
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans.,..... .1 1,200,100 1,092,545 231 22 Bakersfield, Callf ...evssesenss 324,400 291,984 ‘89 89
San Diego, Calif....eeecreesrses 1,177,900 | 1,033,011 | 24| 23| Tuoson, KL% sinasviannnen 316,200 265,660 90| 104
Anegheim-Santa Ane-Gerden Grove B Little Rock-Ncrth L_L‘otle Rock
Calif. . ...vive 1,161,500 703,925 251 39 APKeseviseveaosnsoensens . 314,000 271,926 gL 99
Mismdi, Fla... 1,084,300 935,047 26| 26 Charleston, S.Couvuvieveinies . 312,300 254,578 g2| 109
Denwer,b Colo . ] 1,074,000 929,383 27 27 Beeumont~Port Arthur~Orange, Tex. 311,500 306,006 93 87
New Orileans, La...eeev,ovesersee 1,045,600 907,123 | 28| 28| York, Pa..... reere hivsiraeas 30%, 900 290,242 94| 90
San_ Bermardino-Riverside- Columbia, S.C...eveuvs 309,400 260,828 951 106
Ontarjo, Calif..... e 1,035,700 gao,782 | 29| 30|| Brockson, Mass.M........ 303,000 248,449 96| 113
Tndianapolis, Ind.,eeeereeersins 1,029,500 9444751 30| 25| Trembon, N.T..iie.eeiiins 301,2000 266,392 97| 102
Sen Jose, Calif...... vrerreerses 929,800 642,315 31| 46 Binghamton, N.Y,~Pa..eeererness 298,300 283,600 98 9L
Portlend, Oreg.-Wash............ 916,200 821,897 3 29 Chettanooga, Temn.~Ga..cveennes 295,900 283,169 g9 92
Tampa~St, Petersburg, Fla....... 880,900 772,453 31 3 Lancaster, Pa,.,.. PR 294,700 278,359 1 100 g5
Columbus, Ohlo.....covvvisennures 85¢,900 754,924 34| 32 Reading, P&........,.g.. 289,900 275,404 | LOL 98
Phoenix, Ariz,.. e 842,000 663,510 35| 42| Albuguerque, N, Mex,., .. 288,700) 262,199 102] 105
San Antonio, TeX.,.sveeervissers 828,000 716,168 36| 38 West Palm Beach, Fla,.....cvvs. 288,400 228,106 | 103| 118
Rochester, N.¥....... e 820,000 732,588 37| 33 Shreveport, Lac.coeeserseaerses 287,300 281,481 104 93
Dayton, OHio...... oo e 807,500 727,121 | 38| 34| Corpus Ohristi, TeX.......e.sss 286,000] 266,594 1 105| 100
Louisville, Ky.~Indy........ veen 783,600 725,132 | 39| 2 Stockton, Calif..... 281,100 249,989 | 106 112
Hartford, Comn.t.,. 783,300 689,555 | 40| 40| Newport News-Hempton, Va..... .. 276,000 224,063 | 107| 119
Bridgeport, Comn.*..... 759,500 653,589 41| 45 Des Moines, .Iowa, . 274,100 266,315 | 108| 103
Sacramento, Calif, 750,800 625,503 421 48 Greenville, S.C.... - 273,300 257,406 | 109|107
Memphie, Tenn. -Ark 749,000 674,583 431 4L South Bend, Ind..,.esersapernnn 272,300 271,057 1 110; 100
Provz.dence-—Pawtucket— Johnstown, Pa. erserrrararesaes 269,500 280,733 111 3
b . . 742,100 718,543 4by 37 Dulu'l;h—Supermr, Mixm.-Wis PRI 268,800 27€,596 | 112 97
Blrmlngham, Ala . 737,300 721,207 451 36 Baton Rouge, La,.veviveorsresns 267,900 230,058 1 113; 117
New Haven, Conn 709,000 660,315 461 43 Spokane, Wesh., v o versosnans 265,500 278,333 | 114 96
Albaw—Schenectady—Troy, N.Y 702,200 657,503 471 44 Madison, WiB....eovsarscerrrvas 264,400 222,095 | 115| 121
Toledo, Ohio-Mich,........ . 667,900 630,647 481 47 Fort Wayne, Ind...... PP 263,900 232,196 116; 115
Akron, Chio,.,......... [N 652,400 605,367 49| 50
Norfol k-Portemouth, Va...... - Gomoo|  svesor| s0| 52 Huntinon-ieuland, W. Va. el ] asameo| 127] 108
Fort Worth, Tex..... s . 636,500 573,215 511 54 AL ""é"'é'é'""""""" 25;’;00 6}639 118 25
Jersey City, N.J 0200300 | 6100734 | 52| 4ol AUEUSIE, Ga.Bbeseeneeee 7 a0 1811
? 4 ’ Columbus, Ga.-Ala, . 258,500 217,985 119| 123
Syracuse, N.Y.,. 13,500 | sesyzar | B3l ss|| OSSRl Gseleoo| 230,000 | 120|116
Worcester, Mass, 610,100 583,228 544 5L 5 ’ rrececesreeraniene ’ (4
b4 AR ERSAD AN 4 4 Erie, Pa.... 256,000 250,682 121} 11l
Gery-Hammond-FEast Chicago, Ind.. 602,800 573,548 551 53 Aust;‘m ,_'[\e;( ° 254’000 212’136 122|126
Honolulu, HAWELL......eoevreerns 596,400 500,409 | 56| 60| gt e 252,200 221,367 | 123 122
Oklahoma City, OKla.....eesoeen SE7.000 | 511,833 | 57| 58| SESen i 2 »367
" Santa Barbara, Calif,...,.eee.. 251,300 168,962 | 124 | 145
Greensioro- Winston-Salen--iigh Lorain-Elyria, Ohic 242°800] 217,500 125 124
Point, NeCovsvevrrenas reees . 579,500 520,249 581 57 I, s ’ 4
Sprlngfleld ~Chicopee-Holyoke, valiejo-Napa, Calif..... evnese 241,800 200,487 | 126 129
MBSE. s rerrnaressnrassinas . 554,300 532,582 591 56 Charleston, W, Va.., e0rs 240,500 252,925 1 1271 110
Salt Lake City, Utah 526,800 447,795 60 €6 Las Vegas, Nev..eesrerorearsone 235,600 127,006 128 177
Nashville, Tenn,...... eeeearinn 524,900 463,628 6l | 62 H‘-m'l;sville, Ala. PP cres 232,600 153,861 { 129 154
Youngstown-Warren, Chio......... 523,100 509,006 62 59 Salinas-Nonterey, Calli‘ N 229,900 198,350 1 130] 132
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Seranton, Pa,,eiseorreee 226,300 234,531 | 131] 114
T Y R S P 522,000 492,168 63} 6L Pensacola, Fla,.eveeusreancsses 225,600 203,376 | 132) 127
Omaha, Nebr,~IoWB.......ecvvunes 510,000 457,873 64| 64 Evansville, Ind, ~K¥..0o.eraevunn 224,600 222,890 133} 120
Grand Rapids, Mich,.. . 504,700 461,906 651 63 New Logdcn»G‘I‘O“bcn-—Norwich,
Jacksonville, Fla.. . 500,900 455,411 | 66| 65 Conn,?.. ... e erieranieeen 221,100]  185,745| 134| 136
RAGHIONA, VE.reerroonoorneens . 496,700 | 436,044 | 67| 67 || Seginaw, Mich............. eens 210,900] 190,752} 135] 133
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Table 4.--POPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY RANK: 1966 AND 1960--Continued

{includes all standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget)

Population Rank Population Rank
Standard metropolitan . Standard metropolitan .
statistical area Jv{é}éel, Api‘;%ol, 1966 11960 statistical area Jziﬂ;%él, Ap§;éol, 1966 | 1960
' (census) (census)
Montgomery, Ala.seeeeeivivnnans 199,734 | 126 129 Lake Charles, Lf.eeeeesesunanans 135,400 145,475 1 179 | 180
Hamilton-Middletown, OChio....... 199,076 1371 1314 Anderson, Tndeceieccnareoennane, 135,300 125,819 | 180} 179
Manchester, N.H. 0uouivninaneras 178,161 138 | 140 || Wichita Falls, TeXeveineeaovosans 132,300 129,638 | 181 ] 176
Mocon, Gauuiveivinnninesnvcnnnnnen 180, 40% 129 | 139 || Mansfield, Ohio... 128,100 117,761 | 182 187
Ann ATbor, Michi.veeiiesscviveen 204, 500 172,440 | 140} 141 || Provo-Orem, Ubah.e.veciirvnsonan 127,100 106,991 1 183} 193
MeAllen-Phary-Bdinburg, TeX..... 203,800 180,904 | 14L{ 138 || Waterloo, ToWA.ee.siiveassuensas 127,100 122,482 | 184 ] 181
Raleigh, N.Covvuvivninunnns . 201,600 169,082 142 | 144 |} Vineland-Millville-~Bridgeton,
Bugene, OPeE.cirviveccrnervarnis 149,600 162,890 | 143} 147 R 124,500 106,850 194
Fayetteville, N.Covevviuriainea, 165,000 148,418 | 144 ] 1591 Decatur, 111 124,400 118,257 186
Portlend, Meined.......... . 193,800 182,751 | 145{ 137|| Ogden, Utah... . . 123,300 116,744 | ] 189
Lubbock, TeXueeuvauveronrovrnnnes 189,700 156,271 | 146 | 151 || APilene, TeX..ioiiiiiiiiiioinis 123,100 120,377 | 188 | 182
Kalamazoo, Mich...oeiioiniinians 189,000 169,712 Tugealoosa, Alg...veveiisnsnnas 121,800 309,047 189 191
Savannah, Gaieseeeiisesinerinsas 18¢,000 188, 294G Murcie, InGeeviiienrisnivensnnas 121,700 110,938 190 188
Colerado Springs, Colo.... e 1€5, 500 143,742 Lynchburg, Vasiiiviesvanennvanss 121,600 110,701 [ 181 | 190
Wheeling, W. Va.-Ohio.... . 185,300 190,342 .2 Pueblo, Colosesivevarianas i 119,000 118,707 | 192 185
Atlentic City, Nudeooiioiioiiaan 182,300 160,880 511 148 |} Bioux City, Iowa,-Nebr.......... 114,900 120,017 193] 183
Roanoke, Ta..eieaees 177, 500 158,802 | 152} 15 Yerosha, WiB.iisrrsenivonnonnnes 114,000 00,6151 194 197
Durhem, N.C..o.on. Cerarae 176,700 154,965 53| 152 || Bey City, Mich, PRI 112,700 107,042 1 195 192
Lima, Chicessissuns ereaeea 173,700 160,862 24| 149 | Monroe, La.... P 111,300 101,663 196 | 19
Salem, Oreg..cvvuuns reeeesen 172,800 147,410 551 160 || Fargo-Moorhead, N. Dek.-Mirn.... 110,900 106,027 | 187] 195
Amarillo, Tex.... - 172, 500 149,493 | 156 | 158 Reno, Heveieieoiiiviieiansnoonnes 108, 200 84,743 1981 209
Terre Haute, Ind...oevvss 169,400 172,069 | 157 | L4z || Lawton, Oklacveivvvsereiniannnas 105,000 90,803 199 | - 203
Steubenville-~Weirton, Chio-W.Va. 167,100 167,756 158 | 146 || Lafayetbe, Laviiiieeeninrenrasas 103,600 84,656 | 200 | 210
Texington, K¥vevvieiieenssonanse 163,700 131,906 | 1591 173 1] Lafayette-West Lafayetie, Ind... 102,900 89,1221 2011 205
Galveston-Texas City, Tex.. ‘e 15%,700 140, 364 160 { 167 1] Texarkang, TeX.-ArK.veiuierneneas 101,200 G1,6571 202 201
Springfield, Tll..c.oevueans 159,300 146,539 | 161} 161 }{ Bodise City, Idaho.. .. s 100,700 93,4601 2031 199
Racine, WisS.ivieiveeerannennoanss 156,700 141,781 | 1627 165 || ‘Wilmington, NeCovvvvriiiiinnnnnan 6,900 92,0201 204 | 200
Fort Smith, Ark,-Okla..icieeenss 155,200 135,110 ; 163! 170} Bloomington-Normel, Ill......... 5,600 £3,8771 205) 211
Lincoln, Nebreesesieisorarsrsaese 153,500 155,272 | 164 152|| Gadeden, Al8.eviivsvrrarenannaas 95,600 96,980 206 198
Muskegon-Muskegon Heights, Mich. 152,600 149,943 1 165 | 157 || Tyler, Tex v.. eraeen cven 93,800 8¢,350 | 2071 207
Codar RADIAS, TOWE.e..vueeensss 152,300 136,899 | 166 | 169 || 096888, TeXeiieiiiiieiiiiiiin, 93,100 90,995| 208} 202
Brownsville-Harlingen-San St. Joseph, MOwiiuvrevernnennnns 92,800 90,5811 2051 204
Bendto, TeXeeeivieeraonnonensns 150,900 151,098 167 | 155 ]| Sioux Falls, S. DaKeevevrauwusnas 92,400 86,575 | 210| 206
Topeka, KonSessvernovervraerersa 150,900 141,286 | 168 | 166 || Lewiston-Auburn, Maine®......... 89,600 86,312 | 211| =208
Champaign-Urbana, I1l.c...cnenss 150,200 132,436 | 169 | 171 |1 ALbany, Gouesserreerrrirensanesas £9,100 75,680 | 212 215
Wat0, TeXeevansrerrsroenesranans 150,100 150,091 | 170} 156 | Pine Bluff, ArK.v.ivvieernvennnas 88,400 81,3721 2131 212
Springfield, Ohiosieeiisiieiisans 149,700 131,440 § 171 | 174 |] Dubuque, LToWBev.eerveesacasvanas 87,600 80,0481 214 213
Pittefield, Mass.tu.eeeiirsnnoes 144,800 142,135 | 172 | 164 || Tallahassee, Fla..ecesrsaasavenss 87,600 74,225 2151 216
Asheville, NuCusvuvrunvererrears 144,700 130,074 | 1731 175} Billings, Monbtesivesvviniinnanns 81,000 79,016 | 216 214
Blloxi-CGulfport, MIss.ceerv.iasn 142,200 119,489 | 174 184! Great Falls, Mont.cveeivenvnenns 80,800 73,4181 217 217
Springfield, Mo.ususvus 140,600 126,276 | 175} 178 || Sherman-Deniason, TeX.... Ceaas 77,600 73,043 218| 218
Green Bay, Wis...voveiareanss 138,100 125,082 | 176 | 180 || Laredo, TeXeesveoruianess BRI 75,600 64,7911 219 | 220
Altoona; Pa,.iesesveananins 128,000 137,270 | 177) 166 || San Angelo, TeX.vsvessvanineneon 73,600 64,6301 220 221
Jeckson, Miche....ovevuuiiirinas 13'7,4OOL 131,994 | 178 L70 | Midland, TeX..eiiiirinniinninans 66,400 &7,717 1 2211 219

IMetropolitan State economic avea,

2androscoggin County,
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Table 5.--ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STATES, JULY 1, 1966, AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
SINCE APRIL 1, 1960

Average annual
Change, 1960 to 1966 Components of change .
i Region, division, July 1, 1966 | APTiL L, 1960 percent change
) and State 5L (census ) ot
| Rumber Percent Births Deaths i e$ . 1960-66 11950-60
i Migration
United States..cererioars 195,936,000 179,323,375 16,613,000 9.3 25,590, 000 11,091,000 2,113,000 1.4 1.7
REGIONS: H
Northeast...» - 47,794,000 4ty 677,819 3,116,000 7.0 5,846,000 3,021,000 291,000 1.1 1.2
54,786,000 51,619,139 3,167,000 6.1 7,235,000 3, 224,000 844,000 1.0 1.5
60,895,000 54,973,113 5,922,000 10.8 8,272,000 3,257,000 207,000 1.6 1.5
32,460,000 28,053,104 4,407,000 15.7 4,237,000 1,590,000 1,760,000 2.3 3.3
NORTHEAST :
New England...eeeeseenssssses 11,259,000 10, 509, 367 749,000 7.1 1,430,000 712,000 32,000 1.1 1.2
. Midale Atlantice.osesenes eres 36,535,000 34,168,452 2,367,000 6.9 4,416,000 2,308,000 259,000 1.1 1.2
NORTH CENTRAL:
Tast North Centrel...ceceevss 38,831,000 36,225,024 2,606,000 7.2 5,128,000 2,235,000 -287,000 1.1 1.8
‘1 West North Central...... PP 15,955,000 15,394,115 561,000 3.6 2,107,000 989,000 -557,000 0.6 0.9
i SOUTH:
4 South Atlantic.....evs s 29,194,000 25,971,732 3,223,000 12.4 3,892,000 1,554,000 884,000 1.9 2.0
Fagt South Cemtral. 12,922,000 12,050,126 872,000 7.2 1,764,000 740,000 152,000 1.1 0,5
West South Central 18,779,000 16,951,255 1,828,000 10.8 2,616,000 963,000 174,000 1.6 1.5
7,753,000 6,855,060 898,000 13.1 1,133,000 365,000 130,000 2.0 3.0
i 24,708,000 21,198,044 3,510,000 16.6 3,104,000 1,225,000 1,630,000 2.5 3.4
\} 985,000 969, 265 16,000 1.7 137,000 68,000 ~52,000 0.3 0.6
! New Hampshiy 676,000 606,921 69,000 11.4 86,000 43,000 27,000 1.7 1.3
I Vermont., . eues 410,000 389,881 21,000 5.3 55,000 28,000 ~7,000 0.8 0.3
" Massachusetts. . 5,403,000 5,148,578 254,000 4.9 690,000 359,000 77,000 0.8 0.9
Rhode Tgland 898,000 859,488 38,000 4.5 112,000 58,00 ~16,000 0.7 0.8
Connecticut. 2,886,000 2,535, 234 351,000 13.8 350, 000 156,000 157,000 2.1 2.4
MIDDLE ATIANTX
NEW. YOTKu s ameeeses PO 17,968,000 16,782,304 1,186,000 7.1 2,200,000 1,143,000 129,000 1.1 1.2
New Jerseyejssoess 6,911,000 6,066,782 84d, 000 13.9 820,000 393,000 416,000 2.1 2.3
PENNEYIVADLIA . seeresoors veens 11,657,000 11,319, 366 337,000 3.0 1,396,000 773,000 286,000 0.5 0.8
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Chice.... 10,397,000 9,706,397 690,000 7.1 1,339,000 598,000 -51,000 1.1 2.0
Indiana 4,973,000 4,662,498 310,000 6.7 669,000 292,000 -67,000 1.0 1.7
Tllinois. 10,787,000 10,081,158 706, 000 7.0 1,413,000 661,000 ~47,000 1.1 1.5
Michigan. . 8,496,000 7,823,194 673,000 8.6 1,135,000 443,000 -19,000 1.3 2.1
Wiseonsin.... 4,178,000 3,951,777 226,000 5.7 573,000 242,000 -~104,000 0.9 1.4
WEST NORTH CENTRAL
MinNesotaesssvssvassnsosonas . 3,585,000 3,413,864 171,000 5.0 498,000 202,000 ~126,000 0.8 1.4
TOWE +vavnn L 2,764,000 2,757,537 7,000 0.2 363,000 180,000 -~176,000 (2) 0.5
Missouri.. e 4,567,000 4,319,813 248,000 5.7 568,000 308,000 -13,000 0.9 0.9
North Dakota.. . 642,000 632,446 16,000 1.5 94,000 34,000 -50, 000 0.2 0.2
South Dakota.. 680,000 680, 514 ~1,000 -0.1 102,000 41,000 -62,000 (z) 0.4
Nebraska.,sres eeeeaey 1,442,000 1,411,330 31,000 2.2 199,000 90,000 ~77,000 0.3 Q.6
KAnses. ... . rrerneereaen, . 2,275,000 2,178,611 97,000 4y 284, 000 134,000 ~53,000 0.7 1.3
SCUTH ATLANTIC: .
DelaWare . sevroeacnsnns 514,000 446,290 68,000 15.2 71,000 27,000 24,000 2.2 3.4
Maxylandeeses.s earee 3,608,000 3,100, 689 508,000 16.4 479,000 183,000 212,000 2.5 2.8
Digtrict of Columbia .. . 806,000 763,956 42,000 5.5 124,000 56,000 -26,000 0.9 -0.5
VITginiteeevenoess eeeens 4,481,000 3,966,949 514,000 13.0 595,000 224,000 143,000 2.0 1.8
West Virginia. 1,815,000 1,860,421 45,000 ~2.4 228,000 117,000 ~156,000 0.4 0.7
North Carolina 4,987,000 4,556,155 430,000 9.4 675,000 248,000 3,000 1.5 1.2
South Carolina. 2,607,000 2,382,594 225,000 9.4 377,000 131,000 ~21,000 1.5 1.2
Georgia.. . . 4,462,000 3,943,116 519,000 13.2 631,000 228,000 115,000 2.0 1.4
FLoTida.seeerres .. 5,914,000 4,951,560 962,000 19.4 712,000 339,000 590,000 2.9 6.0
EAST SCGUTH CENTML
KETbUCkY s s e e evnennns e 3,181,000 3,038,156 143,000 4.7 429,000 191,000 ~95,000 0.7 0.3
Tennessee. 3,878,000 3,567,089 311,000 8.7 495,000 214,000 30,000 1.3 0.8
; Alebema. . 3, 524,000 3,266,740 257,000 7.9 483,000 195,000 31,000 1.2 0.7
LSS 68 1PPLe e v v nvnenrnrnennn ; 2,339,000 2,178,141 161,000 7.4 356,000 140,000 -55,000 1.1 (z)
WEST SQUTH CENTRAL
Arkensas..s.oe. Caseraseeesaen 1,963,000 1,786,272 177,000 9.9 266,000 117,000 28,000 1.5 ~0.7
Louisiana. . 3,624,000 3,257,022 367,00 11.3 542,000 191,000 16, 000 1.7 2.0
OKLEROME 4+ e vnssessssronnnnes 2,478,000 2,328, 284 149,000 6.4 304,000 149,000 ~6,000 1.0 0.4
. TOXAS 2 v snreereeneonennras e 10,714,000 9,579,677 1,135,000 11.8 1,504,000 506,000 137,000 1.8 2.2
¢ MOUNTAIN
MOTLATIE + » a v v s senone 703,000 674,767 28,000 4.1 99,000 41,000 ~30,000 0.6 1.3
Idaho.. 700,000 667,191 33,000 5.0 96,000 36,000 ~27,000 0.8 1.3
Wycming . . 320,000 330,066 -10,000 -3.0 48,000 17,000 ~40,000 -0.5 1.3
. Colorado. . 1,967,000 1,753,947 213,000 12.1 261,000 59,000 52,000 1.8 2.8
+ New Mexico 1,009,000 951,023 58,000 6.1 179,000 41,000 179,000 1.0 3.4
! Arizona... 1,602,000 1,302,161 307,000 23.6 236,000 72,000 143,000 3.4 5.7
: Vhake.... .. 1,010,000 890,627 119,000 13.4 157,000 240,000 2,000 2.0 2.6
i NEVEAS e s v srnrnnenessnsvanss 435,000 285, 278 149,000 52.3 57,000 18,000 110,000 7.0 5,9
; PACTFIC:
WASHADEEON 4 v e eeerareecnsnnnns 3,074,000 2,853, 214 220,000 7.7 378,000 171,000 14,000 1.2 1.8
Oregon. .. 1,966,000 1,768,687 197,000 11.2 223,000 111,000 85,000 1.7 1.5
Californi 18,669,000 15,717, 204 2,952,000 18.8 2,348,000 912,000 1,516,000 2.8 4.0
Alagka... 265,000 226,167 39,000 17.1 48,000 8,000 ~1,;000 2.6 5.8
Hewa i 733,000 632,772 101,000 15.9 107,000 22,000 16,000 2.4 2.4

Z  less than 0.05 percent.
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Table 6.--ESTIMATES OF THE METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN POPULATION OF STATES: 1966
Metropolitan counties? Nonmetropolitan countles
Region, division, X
“and State sty 1, 1966 | Apeil 1, 1960 Crange, 1960 %0 1966 | 4y 1, 106 | A0ril 1, 1960 Change, 1960 to 1966
>
(census) Number Percent (census) Number Percent
United Stabtes.s.oeenss . 132,868,000 | 2119,816,454 13,051,000 +10.9 63,068,000 59,494, 201, 3,574,000 6.0
REGIONS:
Northeast.oeseos 39, 886,000 37,302,829 2,583,000 +6,9 7,908,000 7,374,990 533,000 7.2
North Centrale.... 35, 542,000 32,925,635 2,617,000 7.9 19, 244,000 18,693,504 550,000 2.9
Southe coseansss 32,652,000 28,564,938 4,087,000 14.3 28,243,000 26,395,655 1,847,000 7.0
WeBhaesooronnsnsns 24,787,000 21,023,052 3,764,000 17.9 7,673,000 7,030,052 643,000 9.1
NORTHEAST:
New England.csesseossoosaons 8,962,000 8,369,011 593,000 7.1 2,297,000 2,140,356 157,000 7.3
Middle AB1antiCececscervroes 30,924,000 28,933,818 1,990, 000 6.9 5,611,000 5,234,634 376,000 7.2
NORTH CENTRAL:
Fast North Central........ .. 28,201,000 26,111,657 2,090,000 8.0 10,629,000 10,113,367 516,000 5.1
West North Cenmtralesosscs.. . 7,341,000 6,813,978 527,000 7.7 8,614,000 8,580,137 34,000 0.4
SOUTH:
South Atlantic..... e 16,085,000 13,827,503 2,258,000 16.3 13,109,000 12,131,709 977,000 8.1
Eagt South Central... P 5,241,000 4,786,035 455,000 3.5 7,681,000 7,264,091 417,000 5.7
Wegt South Central........e. 11,326,000 9,951,400 1,375,000 13.8 7,452,000 6,999,855 453,000 6.5
WEST:
MOUNtAIN Y e e avrsnes eeeienas 4y 209,000 3,506,384 703,000 20.0 3, 544,000 3,348,676 195,000 5.8
PacifiCesssvoonsaraneen 20,578,000 17,516,668 3,062,000 17.5 4,129,000 3,681,376 448,000 12.2
NEW ENGLAND:
Maine..eesvacoosse PR .. 283,000 269,063 i~ 14,000 5.3 702,000 700,202 2,000 0.3
New Hempshire.... .. 209,000 178,161 31,000 17.4 467,000 428,760 38,000 9.0
Vermontessseeeses ieeaas (x) (x) (x) (x) 410,000 389,881 21,000 5.3
Massachusetts. FRPPAN 5,254,000 5,014,040 . 240,000 4.8 149,000 134,538 14,000 10.5
Rhode ISLand.secesicaosnsos 742,000 718, 543 24,000 3.3 156,000 140,945 15,000 10,5
Connectleubersneseesrvraneen 2,473,000 2,189,204 284,000 13.0 41.3,000 346,030 67,000 19.4
MIDDLE ATLANTIC: .
New YOIKesososesnoanons P 15,532,000 14,536,696 | 995,000 6.8 2,436,000 2,245,608 191,000 8.5
New Jersey..... e 6,156,000 5,472,223 684,000 12.5 754,000 594,559 160,000 26.9
Pennsylvanif. veoesso. Ceenen ) 9,236,000 8,924,899 311,000 3.5 2,420,000 2,394,467 26,000 1.1
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
OhiOsersaassas &,033,000 7,451,277 582,000 7.8 2,363,00 2,255,120 108,000 4.8
Indianseceaes 3,039,000 2,851,461 187,000 6.6 1,934,000 1,811,037 123,000 5.8
J11linoigesesavess 8,558,000 7,933,031 625,000 7.9 2,229,000 2,148,127 80,000 3.7
Michigan.ese.sae . 6,520,000 5,962,457 558,000 9.4 1,976,000 1,860,737 116,000 5.2
WiSCOoNSiNe s esrenss . 2,051,000 1,913,431 137,000 7.2 2,127,000 2,038,346 89,000 bk
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
MiNNEEOta avessessornenen e 1,889,000 1,752,698 136,000 7.8 1,696,000 1,661,166 35,000 2.1
ToWa.eeesnns veres 964,000 915,762 48,000 5.2 1,800,000 1,841,775 ~41,000 -2.3
Miss0UrLlee e . 2,807,000 2,597,586 210,000 8.1 1,760,000 1,722,227 38,000 2.2
North Dakota. 68,000 66,947 1,000 1.7 574,000 565,499 8,000 1.5
South Dakota.. 92,000 86,575 6,000 6.7 587,000 593,939 -17,000 ~1.1
Nebraskfiecsssseeoseons 592,000 542,211 50,000 9.2 850,000 869,119 -19,000 2.2
Kansas...... JOU 929,000 852,199 77,000 9.0 1,346,000 1,326,412 20,000 1.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DELaWATE v e vvsessossesrrnn .. 357,000 307,446 50,000 16.2 157,000 138,846 18,000 13.0
MEryland.eeeasoeons 3,009,000 2,550,476 459,000 18.0 599,000 550, 213 49,000 8.9
District of Columbia. .. 806,000 763,956 42,000 5.5 (x) (x) (x) (%)
Virginia...... cereeene - 2,526,000 22,109,929 416,000 19.7 1,955,000 1,844, 500 113,000 6.0
Wegt Virginia... .. 560,000 575,137 -16,000 2.7 1,256,000 1,285, 284 ~29,{000.] . 2.3
North Carclina.. e 1,765,000 1,531,589 234,000 15.3 3,221,000 3,024,566 197,000 6.5
South Caroling.. .. 982,000 853,850 128,000 15.0 1,625,000 1,528,744 96,000 6.3
CEOTZA8 v v esaeres e 2,170,000 1,814,069 356,000 19.6 2,292,000 2,129,047 163,000 7.7
Floridaes.ssessveoances 3,910,000 3,321,051 589,000 17.7 2,004,000 1,630,509 373,000 22.9
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL: ¢
Kentuckyeess o o ces 1,150,000 1,057,978 92,000 8.7 2,031,000 1,980,178 51,000 2.6
Ternessee. . veoes PRI 1,863,000 1,696,632 167,000 9.8 2,015,000 1,870,457 1444000 7.7
Alabama .., euess ceene . 1,833,000 1,690,569 142,000 8.4 1,691,000 1,576,171 1154000 7.3
Migsissippi 394,000 340,856 54,000 15.7 1,945,000 1,837, 285 108 ;000 5.9
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Arkansas... 587,000 520,562 67,000 i2.8 1,376,000 1,265,710 110,000 8.7
Louigiang. ... .. 1,951,000 1,750,456 201,000 11.5 1,673,000 1,506,566 166,000 11.0
Ok1ahome »« o« o 1,190,000 1,068,717 121,000 11.3 1,288,000 1,259,567 28,000 2.2
TEXAS o naasocven 7,598,000 6,611,665 986,000 14.9 3,116,000 2,968,012 148,000 5.0
MOUNTAIN: :
Montana . veesse ees 162,000 152,434 9,000 6.1 541,000 522,333 19,000 3.5
TdahOaeeoss . . . . 101,000 93,460 7,000 7.8 600,000 573,731 26,000 4.5
WGOMIIZ « v avnvavernoannes . (x) (x) (x) (x) 320,000 330,066 ~10,000 -3,0
Colorado. .. 1.,378,000 1,191,832 187,000 15.7 588,000 562,115 26,000 4.7
New MeXicO....cen 289,000 262,199 27,000 10.1 720,000 688,824 32,000 4.6
Arizong..eeeeres . 1,158,000 929,170 229,000 24.6 451,000 372,991 78,000 21.0
U6t vvworvanens vee ver 779,000 665,530 112,000 16.8 233,000 225,007 8,000 3.4
NevadBeeasovacsrsnasss S 344,000 211,759 132,000 62.4 91,000 73,519 17,000 23.3
PACTIFIC:
Waehingbon. soseerss 1,975,000 1,800,945 174,000 9.6 1,099,000 1,082, 269 47,000 4.5
Oregonseeeesesses 1,178,000 1,038,389 140,000 13.5 788,000 730, 298 58,000 7.9
California... 16,829,000 14,176,925 2,652,000 18.7 1,840,000 1,540,279 300,000 19.5
Alaskaeesosss (20) (x) (x) (x) 265,000 226,167 » 39,000 17.1
HAWALi s v nororaneassasnsnsns 596,000 500,409 96,000 19.2 137,000 122,363 I 5,000 2.6
3

X Not applicable.

lpopulation in standard metropolitan stat
equivalent metropolitan State economic ares or coun
which are part of the New York-Noptheagtern New Jersey Standard Consolidated Area.

2pdjusted to exclude 12,520 erroneougly reported in Fairfax County, Virginia.

jatical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. In New England the nearest
ty has been substituted for the SMSA. Tneludes Middlesex and Somerset Counties, N.J.,




75

Table 7.--COMPONENTS OF CHANGE IN THE METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN POPULATION OF STATES:
1960 TO 1966

Metropolitan counties* Nonmetropoliten counties
. St Average annual Average annual
Reglon, division, and State : Net percent change . Net percent change
Births Deaths migration 3 Births Deaths migration
> 1960-66 | 1950-60 1960-66 | 1950-60
United SEateS.....viiss 17,330,000 | 7,231,000 | 2,952,000 1.7 2.4 | 8,260,000 | 3,860,000 ~826,000 0.9 0,5
REGIONS: ‘
HOItHOAE s s wusesvonoansoons 4,865,000 2,495,000 214,000 1.1 1.3 981,000 525,000 77,000 1.1 1,0
North Central . 4,811,000 | 1,952,000 ~24,3,000 1.2 2.1] 2,424,000 | 1,272,000 ~602,000 0,5 0.5
. 4,468,000 | 1,598,000 1,218,000 2.1 3.0] 3,804,000 | 1,658,000 ~299,000 11 0.1
3,187,000 | 1,185,000 1,762,000 2,6 4,01 1,050,000 405,000 ~2,000 1.4 1.5
NORTHEAST:
New England, ....ooeeenenes 1,131,000 565,000 27,000 1.1 1.2 299,000 147,000 4,000 1.1 1.2
Middle Atlantic 3,734,000 1,930,000 186,000 1.1 1.3 682,000 378,000 73,000 1.1 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL: .
! Fast North Central........ . 3,781,000 | 1,544,000 ~147,000 1.2 2,1] 1,347,000 691,000 ~140,000 0.8 0,8
‘ West North Central..... veee 1,030,000 408,000 ~95,000 1.2 2,11 1,077,000 580,000 -462,000 0,1 (%)
SOUTH:
South Atlantic,... 2,127,000 809,000 940,000 2.4 3.4 1,765,000 745,000 ~4.3,000 1.2 0.7
East South Central. . 714,000 260,000 20,000 1.5 1,9] 3,050,000 460,000 ~172,000 0.9 0.4
West South Central........ . 1,627,000 510,000 258,000 2.1 3.0 989,000 453,000 ~84,000 1,0 -0, 3
P WEST:
Moumtaine . esvvuresven PR 592,000 181,000 291,000 2.9 5.0 540,000 184,000 -161,000 0.9 1.3
Pacific. .. 2,505,000 1,004,000 1,471,000 2.6 3,8 510,000 221,000 159,000 1.8 1.7
NEW ENGLAN]
Maine, ... .. R 34,000 20,000 4,000 0.8 0.6 99,000 49,000 48,000 (2) 0.6
New Hampshire . .o 27,000 13,000 17,000 2,6 1.3 58,000 31,000 11,000 1.4 1.3
| Vermonte. ... . . (x) (x) (%) (x) (x) 55,000 24,000 ~17,000 0.8 0.3
i Massachusetis,.... . 674,000 349,000 85,000 0.8 0.9 16,000 11,000 9,000 1.6 2.2
H Rhode Island,..... 90,000 56,000 -16,000 0,5 0.5 22,000 7,000 (z) 1.6 2.5
i Connectioute. vvevaes eenes 302,000 134,000 116,000 2.0 2.4 48,000 22,000 41,000 2.9 2.4
! MIDDLE, ATLANTIC:
i New YorKe....ovoss 1,896,000 978,000 77,000 1.1 1.3 304,000 165,000 52,000 1.3 1.1
NEW JEIEEYereoressrenevnnee 730,000 347,000 302,000 1.9 2.1 90,000 45,000 115,000 3,9 4.1
PennEYLVANLG. o\ v eereerrrren 1,109,000 605,000 ~192,000 0.5 0.9 288,000 168,000 ~94,000 0.2 0.1
| EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
; OBLOwsvsensons e 1,038,000 445,000 ~11,000 1.2 2.3 301,000 153,000 ~39,000 0.8 1.2
i . Indiena,.. . 418,000 169,000 ~61.,000 1.0 2.2 251,000 122,000 -6,000 1,1 1.0
| I1linois,.. .. 1,158,000 502,000 ~31,000 1.2 1.9 255,000 159,000 -16,000 0,6 0.2
! Michigan.. . 873,000 319,000 4,000 14 2.3 262,000 124,000 ~22,000 1.0 1.3
Wisconsin...... . 294,000 109,000 477,000 1.1 2.4 279,000 133,000 ~57,000 0,7 0.6
i WEST NORTH CENTRAL
{ Minnesoba, . o.vrevanrnvarees 274,000 99,000 -39,000 1.2 2.4 224,000 102,000 -87,000 0.3 0.4
{ IOWaa . ese.s veeeas .. 139,000 55,000 -36,000 0.8 17| ' 224,000 125,000 ~141,000 ~0.4 (2)
; Missouri,.. . 373,000 173,000 9,000 1.2 L7 195,000 135,000 ~22,000 0.4 -0.2
| Yorth Dakote.,. o 10,000 3,000 -5,000 0.3 1.3 85,000 1,000 45,000 0.2 0.1
! South DaKOBBe.vuerssrranrns 14,000 5,000 ~4,000 1.0 2.0 87,000 36,000 ~58,000 -0,2 0.2
Nebraska..... PPN 94,000 31,000 -13,000 1.4 .4 105,000 59,000 ~64,000 ~-0,3 ~0.3
Kansas..s oo erieeeasenen 127,000 42,000 -8,000 1.4 3,8 157,000 92,000 -45,000 0.2 0.1
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
r Delaware., ... .... 477,000 18,000 21,000 2.4 3,5 24,000 9,000 3,000 2.0 3.4
i Maryland. ... .eeioes ceeen 399,000 144,000 204,000 2.7 3,3 79,000 39,000 8,000 14 1,1
Distriet of Columbia....... 124,000 56,000 -26,000 0.9 ~0,5 () b (x) %9} (x) [Go]
Virgini@e....ooesess ‘e 342,000 108,000 182,000 2.9 3,3 253,000 116,000 ~27,000 0.9 0.3
VWest Virginia . 71,000 34,000 ~52,000 ~0,4 0.3 157,000 83,000 ~104,000 «0,4 1,2
North Caroline,... . 236,000 81,000 78,000 2.3 2.3 439,000 167,000 ~75,000 1.0 0.6
South Carclina,. . 138,000 43,000 34,000 2.3 2.9 239,000 88,000 55,000 1.0 0.k
Georgite.e.va.. . 303,000 99,000 151,000 2,9 3,1 328,000 129,000 -36,000 1.2 g,1
FLOTAGR e v v vuewvesannarnon 466,000 225,000 348,000 2.6 6.7 246,000 114,000 241,000 3.4 leo
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentueky ... ov.en- . 157,000 67,000 2,000 1.3 2,1 273,000 124,000 -98,000 0.4 -0.5
Termessee. 246,000 98,000 19,000 1.5 1.9 249,000 116,000 12,000 1.2 -0.1
Alabama... 251,000 97,000 -11,000 1.3 1.7 233,000 98,000 ~20,000 1.1 ~0.3
Missiseippi 0,000 17,000 21,000 2.4 2.9 296,000 122,000 66,000 0.2 -0.5
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: .
! Arkensas, . ... 86,000 32,000 13,000 1,9 1.2 180,000 85,000 15,000 1.3 ~1.3
{ Touisieng,..,... 287,000 101,000 15,000 1.8 2.9 255,000 90,000 1,000 1.7 0.9
Oklahoma, . ... . 157,000 57,000 21,000 1.7 2.6 147,000 91,000 ~28,000 0.4 -1.1
PEUBE v s e vrerannerennarenan . 1,096,000 319,000 209,000 2.2 3,4 407,000 187,000 ~72,000 0.8 -0.1
MOUNTAIN:
Montanaee. covescove e 25,000 8,000 ~8,000 1.0 3.4 74,000 33,000 -22,000 0.6 0.8
; Idaho.,.... . 13,000 5,000 -1,000 1,2 2.8 83,000 31,000 -27,000 0.7 1.0
| Wyoming. ... . (X) (%) (x) ) (%) 48,000 17,000 -40,000 -0,5 1.3
! Colorado.. . .. 182,000 64,000 69,000 2.4 deude 78,000 35,000 ~17,000 0.7 0.3
New Mexico. .. 48,000 11,000 ~11,000 1.6 6.1 131,000 31,000 -69,000 0,7 2.5
Arizona,... . 158,000 51,000 123,000 3.6 7.0 79,000 21,000 20,000 3.1 3.0
Utahe...o.s . 121,000 29,000 20,000 2.5 3.5 36,000 11,000 -17,000 0,5 0.3
i NEVEAZ. « ¢ e rvaensevnsoansen 46,000 13,000 99,000 8,1 8.0 11,000 5,000 11,000 3.4 1.8
PACIFIC:
Washington e 246,000 109,000 37,000 1,5 2.4 132,000 62,000 ~23,000 0.7 1,0
Oregoti, .. . 132,000 68,000 75,000 2.0 1.7 91,000 43,000 10,000 1.2 1.2
California 2,125,000 €12,000! 1,339,000 2.8 4,2 223,000 101,000 178,000 2.9 2.3
Alaska.... . (x) (x) (x) (x) (X) 48,000 8,000 ~1,000 2.6 5,8
Hawaidowsssoeoovernnoannnns 91,000 16,000 21,000 2.8 3.6 16,000 6,000 ~5,000 0.6 ~1,0
¥ Not applicable, 2 less than 500 or 0,05 percent,
In New England the nearest equiva-

J'Popula‘oion in standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget.
lent metropolitan State economlc area or county has been substituted for the SMSA. Imcludes Middlesex and Somerset Counties, N.J., which are

part of the New York-Northeastern New Jersey Standard Consolidated Area,
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APPENDIX A

Table A-1.-STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES AS USED IN THIS REPORT

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

]

Standard metroﬁolitan gtatistical area
and component counties

Abilene, Tex.
Jones
Taylor

Akron, Chio
Portage*
Summit

Albany, Ga.
Dougherty

Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N.Y.
Albany '
Rensselaer
Saratoga i
Schenectady -

Albuguerque, N.'Mex.
Bernalillo

Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa.-N.J.
Lehigh, Pa.:
Northampton; Pa.
Warren, N.J:

Altoona, Pa.,
Biair

Amarillo, Tex.
Potter
Randall

Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove, Calif.*
Orange

Anderson, Ind.*
Madison*

Ann Arbor, Mich.
Washtenaw

Asheville, N.C.
Buncombe

Atlanta, Ga.
Clayton
Cobb
De Kalb
Fulton
Gwinnett

Atlantic City, N.J.
Atlantic

Augusta, Ga.-S.C.
Richmond, Ga.
Adken; S.C.

Austin, Tex.
Travis

Bakersfield, Calif,
Kern

Baltimore, Md,
Baltimore city
Anne Arundel
Baltimore
Carroll
Harford*
Howard

Baton Rouge, La.

East Baton Rouge Parish
Bay City, Mich.

Bay

See footnotes at end of table,

and counties added since 1960 Census)

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

Beaumont~Port Arthur-Orange, Tex.
Jefferson
Orange

Billings, Mont.
Yellowstone

Biloxi~-Gulfport, Miss.*
Harrison*

Binghemton, N.Y.-Pa.
Broome, N,Y.
Tioga, N.¥Y.*
Susquehanna, Pa,¥

Birmingham, Als.
Jefferson
Shelby*
Walker¥

Bloomington-Normal, I11l.%*
McLean* i

Bolse City, Idsho*
Ada*

Boston, Mass,t
Essex
Middlesex
Norfolk
Suffolk

Bridgeport, Corm, ?
Fairfield

Brockton, Mass,?

Plymouth

Brownsville-Harlingen~San Benito, Tex.
Cameron

Buffalo, N.Y.
Erie
Niagara

Canton, Chio
Stark

Cedar Répids, Jowa
Linn .

Champaign-Urbepa, I1l.
Champaign

Charleston, S.C.
Berkeley*
Charleston

Charleston, W. Va.
Kanawha

Charlotte, N.C.
Mecklenburg
Union*

Chattanooga, Tenn.-Ga.
Hemilton, Tenn.
Walker, Ca.

Chicago, I1l.
Cook
Du Page
Kane
Lake
Mc Henry
Will

Asterisk (¥) indicates SMSA's

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

Cineinneti, Ohio-Ind,-Ky.
Clermont, Chio*
Hamilton, Ohio
Warren, Chio*
Dearborn, Ind.*

Boone, Ky.*
Campbell, Ky.
Kenton, Ky.

Cleveland, Ohio
Cuyahoga
Geauga®
Lake
Medina*

Colorado Springs, Colo.
£l Paso

Columbia, S.C.
Lexington
Richland

Columbus, Ga.-Ala.
Chattahoochee, Ga.
Muscogee, Ga,
Russell, Ala.

Columbus, Ohio
Delaware¥
Franklin
Pickaway*

Corpus Christi, Tex.
Nueces
San Patricilo*

Dallas, Tex.
Collin
Dallas
Denton
Fllis
Kaufman*
Rockwall*

Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, Iowa-Ill
Scott, Iowa
Henry, I11.*
Rock Island, I1l,

Dayton, Chio
Greene
Miami
Montgomery
Preble*

Decatur, F1l.
Macon

Denver, Colo.
Adams
Arapahoe
Boulder
Denver
Jefferson

Des Moines, Iowa
Polk

Detroit, Mich.
Macomb
Oakland
Wayne

Dubuque, Iowa
Dubuque

77
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Table A-1.-STANDARD KETROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES AS USED IN THIS REPORT--Continved
(Areas as currently defined by the Bureau of the Budget. Asterisk (*) indicates SMSA's

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

Duluth~Superior, Minn.-Wis.
5t. Louls, Mimm.
Douglas, Wis.

Durham, N.C.

Durham
Orange*

EL Paso, Tex.
EL Paso

Erie, Pa.
Erie

Eugene, Oreg.
Lane

Evangville, Ind.~Ky.
Vanderburgh, Ind.
Warrick, Ind.*
Henderson, Ky.

Fall River, Mass,~R.I. (See New Bedfo’rd)

Fargo~-Moorhead, N, Dak.-Minn.
Cass, N. Dak.
Clay, Minm.

Fayetteville, N.C.*
Cumberland*

Fitchburg-Leominster, Mass. (See
Worcester)
Flint, Mich,
Genesee
Lapeer*

Fort Leuderdale~Hollywood, Fla.
Broward

Fort Smith, Ark.-Ckla.
Grawford, Ark.*
Sebastian, Ark.

Le Flore, Okla.*
Sequoyah, Okla.*

Fort Wayne, Tnd,
Allen

Fort Worth, Tex.
Johnson
Tarrant

Presno, Calif.
Fresno

Gadsden, Ala.
Ebowah

Galveston-Texas City, Tex.
Galveston

Gary-Hammond-East Chicago, Ind.
Lake
Porter
Grand Rapids, Mich.
Kent
OttawaX

Great Falls, Mont.
Cascade

Green Bay, Wis.
Brown

Greensboro--Winston-Salem~-High Point,
N.G.*
Forsyth
Guilford
Randolph*
Yadkin*

Greenville, S.C.
Greenville
Pickens*

See footnotes at end of table.

and counties added since 1960 Census)

Standard metropoliten statistical area
and component counties

Hamilton-Middletown, Chio
Butler

Harrisburg, Pa.
Cumberlend
Dauphin
Perry*

Hartford, Comn.*
Hartford

Honolulu, Hawaidi
Honolulu

Houston, Tex.

Bragzoria*

Fort Bend*

Harris

Liberty*
- Montgomery®
Huntington-Ashland, W. Va.-Ky.-Ohio

7 Cabell, W. Va, :

Wayne, W. Va.
Boyd, Ky.
Lawrence, Ohio
Bunbsville, Ala.
Limestone*
Madison
Indianapolis, Ind.
Boone*
Hamilton*
Hancock*
Hendricks*
Johnson*
Marion
Morgan*
Shelby*

Jackson, Mich.
Jackson

Jackson, Miss.
Hinds
Ranlin*

Jacksonville, Fla.
Duval

Jersey City, N.J.
Hudson

Johnstown, Pa.

Cambria
Someraet

- Kalamazoo, Mich.

Kalamazoo

Kansas City, Mo.-Kang.
Caass, Mo,*
Clay, Mo.
Jackson, Mo.
Platte, Mo.*
Johngon, Kans.
Wyandotte, Kems.

Kenosha, Wis,
Kenosha

Knoxville, Tenn,
Anderson
Blount
Knox

Lafayette, la.*
Lafayette Parish*

Lafayette-West Lafayette, Ind.*
Tippecanoe*

Lake Charles, La.
Calcasieu Parish

Standard metropolitan statistical ares
and component counties

Lancaster, Pa.
Lancaster

Lansing, Mich.
Clinton
Eaton
Ingham

Laredo, Tex.
Webb
Lag Vegas, Nev.
Clark
Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass,-N.H. {See
Boston) .

Lawton, Okla.
Comanche

 Lewiston-Auburn, Meine®

Androscoggin

_' Lexington, Ky. ’

Fayette

Iima, Ohio
Allen
Putnam*
Van Wert¥

Lincoln, Nebr.
Lancaster

Little Rock-North Little Rock, Ark,
Pulaski
Saline*

Lorain-Elyria, Ohio
Lorain

Los Angeles-Long Beach, Calif,
Los Angeles

¥

Louisville, Ky.-Ind.
Jefferson, Ky. ¢
Clark, Ind. {
Floyd, Ind. ‘

Lowell, Mass. (See Boston)

Lubbock, Tex.
Lubbock
Lynebburg, Va. b
Lynchburg city

Amherst
Campbell

MeAllen-Pharr-Edinburg, Tex.*
Hidalgo*
Macon, Ga.
Bibb
Houston
Madison, Wis.
Dane

Manchester, N.H. 6
Hillsborough

Mansfield, Ohic¥*
Richland¥

Memphis, Tenn.-Ark.
Shelby, Tenn.
Crittenden, Ark.*

Meriden, Conn. (See New Haven)

Miami, Fla.
Dade

Midland, Tex.
Midland
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Table A-1.-STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES AS USED IN THIS REPORT--Continued

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

Standard metrqpolitan statistical area
and component counties

Milwaukee, Wis. ®
Milwaukee
Ozaukee*
Washington¥
Waukesha

Minneapolis-St, Paul, Minn.
Anoka
Dakota
Hennepin
Ramsey
Washington

Mobile, Ala.
Baldwin¥*
Mobile

Monroe, la.
Cuachita Parish

Montgomery, Ala.
Elmore*
Montgomery
Muncie, Jnd.;
Delaware .
Muskegon-Musgkegon Heights, Mich.
Muskegon *
Naghville, Tenn.
Davidson
Sumner¥
Wilsom*
New Bedford, Mass.”?
Bristol
New Britain, Conn, {See Hariford)

New Haven, Comn.®

New Haven
New London~Groton-Norwich, Conn.
New London

9

New Orleans, La.
Jefferson Parish
Orleans Parish
St. Bernard Parish
St. Temmeny Parish*

New York, N.Y.
New York City
Bronx
. Kings
New York
Queens
Richmond
Nassau
Roekland
Suffolk
Westchester

Newark, N.J.
Egsex
Morris
Union

Newport News-Hampton, Va.
Hampton city
Newport News ¢ity
York

Norfolk~Portsmouth, Va.
Chesapeake city
Norfolk city
Portsmouth city
Virginia Beach city

Norwalk, Comn. (See Bridgeport)

See footnotes at end of table.

and counties added since 1960 Census)

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component ccuntles

Odessa, Tex.
Ector

Ogden, Utah
Weber

Oklahome City, Okla.
Canadian
Cleveland
Oklahome

Omaha, Nebr.-Iowa
Douglas, Nebr.
Sarpy, Nebr.
Pottawattemie, Iowa

Orlando, Fla.
Orange
Seminole

Oxnard-Ventura, Calif.*
Ventura*

Peterson-Clifton-Passaic, N.J.
Bergen
Pagsaic

Pensacola, Fla.
Escambia
Santa Rosa

Peoria, I1l.
Pecria
Tazewell
Woodford* .

Philadelphia, Pa.=N.J.
Buecks, Pa.
Chester, Pa.
Delaware, Pa,
Montgomery, Pa.
Philadelphia, Pa.
Burlington, N.J.
Camden, N.J.
Gloucester, N.J.

Phoenix, Ariz.

Maricopa

Pine Bluff, Ark.*
Jefferson*

Pittsburgh, Pa.
Allegheny
Beaver
Washington
Wegtmoreland

Pittsfield, Mass.'®

Berkshire

Portland, Maine 11

Cumberland

Portland, Oreg.-Wash.
Clackamas, Oreg.
Multnomah, Oreg.
Washington, Oreg.
Clark, Wash.
Providence~Pawtucket-Warwick, R.I. 12
Bristol

Kent
Providence

Provo-Orem, Utah
Utah

Pueblo, Colo.
Pueblo

Racine, Wis.
Racine

Asterisk {*) indicates SMSA's

gtandard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

" Raleigh, N.C.

Wake

Reeding, Pa.
Berks

Reno, Nev.
Washoe

Richmond, Va,
Richmond city
Chesterfield
Hanover*
Henrico

Roanoke, Va.
Roanoke city
Roanoke

Rochester, N.Y.
Livingston*
Monroe
Orleans¥*
Wayne*

Rockford, Ill.
Boone¥*
Winnebago

Sacramento, Calif.
Placer*
Sacramento
Yolo* s

Saginaw, Mich.
Saginaw

St. Joseph, Mo.
Buchansan

St. Louis, Mo.-Ill,
St. Louls city, Mo.
Franklin, Mo.*
Jefferson, Mo.

8%, Charles, Mo,
St. Louis, Mo, .
Madison, T1l.

5t. Cledir, I11.

Salem, Oreg.*
Marion*
Polk*

Salinas-Monterey, Calif.*
Monterey*

Salt Lake City, Uteh
Davig*
Salt Lake

San Angelo, Tex.
Tom Green

San Antonio, Tex.
Bexar
Guadalupe*

Sen Bernardino-Riverside~Ontario, Callf,
Riverside
San Bernardino

San Diego, Calif.
San Diego
San Francisco-Oakland, Calif.
Alameda
Contra Costa
Marin
San Francisco
San Mateo

San Jose, Calif.,
Santa Clars
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Table A-1.~STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES AS USED IN THIS REPORT--Continued

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

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

Santa Barbara, Calif.,
Santa Barbara
Savarmah, Ga.
Chatham
Scranton, Pa.
Lackawanna
Seattle~Everett, Wash.,
King
Snchomish
Shreveport, La.
Bossgier Parish
Caddo Parish
Sherman-Denison, Tex.*
Grayson¥
Sioux City, Iowa-Nebr.
Woodbury, ILowa
Dakota, Nebr.*
Sioux Falls, S, Dak,
Minnehaha
South Bend, Ind.
Marshall¥®
St. Joseph
Spokane, Wash,
Spokane
Springfield, I1l,
Sangamon.

Springfield, Mo,
Greene

Springfield, Ohio
Clark

Springfield-Chicopee-Holyoke, Mass. 3
Hampden :
Hempshire

Stamford, Comn. (See Bridgeport)
Steubenville~Weirton, Chio-W. Va.
Jefferson, Ohic
Brooke, ¥W. Va,
Hancock, W. Vae

Stockton, Calif,
San Joaquin

Comnecticut State FHeonomic Area C,

Comnecticut State Eeonomic Area B,

R A R

*1 Maine State Economic Ares A.
12 Rhode Island State Eeonomic Ares A.

13 Massachusetts State Economic Area A,

Massachusetts State Economic Area C,

Androscoggin County, nearest equivalent to SMSA,
New Hampshire State Economlic Area A,
Massachusetts State Economic Area E.

and counties added since 1960 Census)

Standard metropolitan statistical area
and component counties

Syracuse, N.Y.
Madison
Onondaga
Oswego

Tacoma, Wash.
Pierce

Tallahassee, Fla.*
Leon*

Tampa~St, Petersburg, Fla.
Hillsborough
Pinellas

Terre Haute, Ind.
Clay*
Sullivan¥*
Vermillion#*
Vigo

Texarkana, Tex,-Ark.
Bowie, Tex.
Miller, Ark.

Toledo, Ohio-Mich,
Lucas, Ohio
Wood, Qhio¥
Monroe, Mich.¥

Topeka, Kans.
Shawnee

Trembon, N.J.
Mercer

Tugson, Ariz.
Pima

Tulsa, Okla.
Creek
Osage
Tulsa

Tuscaloosa, Ala,
Tuscaloosa

Tyler, Tex.
Smith

Ubdca-Rome, N.Y.
Herkimer
Oneida

Vallejo-Napa, Calif.*
Napa¥*
Solano

Aren C includes Hartford and New London SMSAtg,
No metropolitan State economic area.

14 pairfax city and Falls Church city included in Fairfax County.
15 Massachusetts State Economic Aream B. Area B includes Worcester and Fitchburg-Leominster SMSA.

Note.--Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove SMSA formed from detachment of Orange County from the Los Angeles-Long Beach SMSA.
Greensboro-~Wington-Salem~~High Polnt SMSA formed by consolidation of Greenshoro-High Point and Winston-Salem SMSA's and addition
Vallejo-Napa SMSA formed by detachment of Solano County from the San Francisco-Oakland SMSA and
consolidation of Norfolk County and South

of Randeolph and Yadkin Counties.
addition of Napa County.

In Norfolk-Portsmouth SMSA,

Chesapeake city formed from

Asterisk (%) indicates SMSA's

Standard metropolitan statistlcal area
and component counties

Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, N.J.*
Cumberland*

Waco, Tex.
MeLennan

Washington, D.C.-Md.~Va,
Washington, D.C.
Montgomery, Md,
Prince Georges, Md.
Alexandria city, Va.
Arlington, Va., = N -
Pairfax, Va, 1%
Loudoun, Va.*
Prince William, Va,*

Waterbury, Comn. (See New Haven)

Waterloo, Iowa
Black Hawk

West Palm Beach, Fla.
Palm Beach

Wheeling, W, Va.-Ohio
Ohio, W. Va.
Marshall, W, Va.
Belmont, Ohio

Wichita, Kans.
Butler*
Sedgwick

Wichita Falls, Tex.
Archer
Wichita
Wilkes~Barre~~Hazleton, Pa.
Luzerne

Wilmington, Del.-Md.-N.J.
New Castle, Del.
Cecil, Md.*
Salem, N.J.

Wilmington, N.C.*
Brunswick¥®
New Hanover*

Worcester, Mags.?

Worcester

York, Pa.
Adams*
York

Youngstown-Warren, Ohio
Mahoning
Trumbull

Area C includes Boston, Lawrence-Haverhill, and Lowell SMSA's.
Conmecticut State Feonomic Area A. Area A includes Bridgeport, Stamford, and Norwalk SMSA's.
Massachusetts State Economic Area D.

Area E includes New Bedford and Fall River SMSAt's.
Area B Includes New Haven, Waterbury, and Meriden SM3A's,

New London County, nearest equivalent to SMSA. No metropolitan State economic area.
10 Mpssachusetts State Economic Area F,

Norfolk city; Virginia Beach city formed from comsolidation of Princess Amme County and Virginia Beach city.




Table A-2.--METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BY STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA

Standard metropolitan

fally 4
Standard metropolitan County

County statistical area statistical area

ATABAMAY . FLORIDA:

BaLAWiTie esrvsonnessssas MObile BIOWATC « e v o vssesvesssas| FOrt Lauderdale-Hollywood
BELIOT s o 0vnososrsossssss Monbgomery DEAC. s s eewcsonvoncsssasMiami
BbOWaha s vesegesessoass s Gadsden DUVALe s ovvonsresesnesss| Jacksonville
JefferS0h.sssscosssssos| Blrmingham FSOANDiB e o e vossssassss| PensACOLE
LAMESLONE, o veeesavsoss] Hmtsville Hillsboroughe..eee.. . | Tampe=5t, Petersburg
MEALSONs o s aenoasossssss HUNLEVILLE LEOMle o vovnonoasssssnsss| Pallahassee
MODILEueunsoonvensnoese Mobile OTBNECe s ssoesessssnasl OT1ANGC
MONbEOMETY e v e a0 0o s v sssl Montgomery Palm BeACh. sseveossssss| West Palm Beach
RUSSE1Le easenssesensess COLlumbus, Ga.-Ala, PinellBSe s vesesessnssss Tampa-St. Petersburg
BRELDY.eoeoesssessnsas s Bivmingham Santa ROSB.....eeous0qq] Pensacola
TUSCELOOSA 0 o0 s sssosass| TUSCELOOSE SEMINOLEa e avsnsesssssss|Orlando
WALKETs s oeescnneesossss Blrmingham

GFORGIA:

ARIZONA: Chatham. . o veoonsssssss Savannah
MATiCODR s sossooeseaneso PROBALY ChattahoOChEee. o eew oo Columbus, Ga.-Ala.
Pilfeesevsnvoosossossns JUCEON Claytofass svsassvensssolAtlanta

Atlanta

ARKANSAS:
CrawloTde cveresvncnsoss
Crittendeeeecscecoaces
Jeffersonessseescsssose
Millelrsocsosecosnesnsns
Pulaskiceseescesossnves
S8LitE. et rnraeerinenes
Sebastiafeeesvosassanes

CALIFORNIA:
Alameda.eeresesnasernnn
Contra Costa,.eseonnves
FresNOsscsscscssasssacs
KeThNovacoassosnonssesns
Los AngeleSiiuedeersass

Marine.eeosescocoscscss
Monbereyooesesssesonses
Naph.ssssesoanssssnsans
OPENEEoorsvessosvsrnsns
Placer.cosvessscsassnce

Riverside.cecesconesene

Fort Smith, Ark.-Ckla.
Memphis, Tenn.-Ark,

Pine Bluff

Texarkans, Tex,-Ark.

Little Rock-North Little Rock
1ittle Rock-North Little Rock
Fort Smith, Ark.-Okla.

San Francisco-Oakland
San Francisco-0akland
Fresno

' Bakersfield

Los Angeles~Long Beach

San Francisco-Oakland
3alinas-Monterey

Valle jo-Napa

Ansheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove
Sacramento

San Bernardino-Riverside-Ontario

CObDesevasocssonsscoosns
De Kalbevroovassonoasos

DOUghertyeseecosrsnnons
FUltONeevaovessoseassas
Gwinnettoeeeseovesoaces
HoustONee e vovescssancon
MUSCOEECesavsesssssscoe
RichmonGee eesocveosvsss
WalKelusooossvovsnanson

HAWATIL:
Honolulus e eoesocovsreas

"IDAHO:
AdBussvsocarcessaranens

ILLINOIS:
BOONEecsssooavsssncasas
Chempaighecoecusssscnes
COOKeosnsonvorsenonsass
Du Pagleiuiccsssacocscnns
Henryeseeoosacanoscncae

Kone.ovseosvaoessnsosnc

Atlanta

Albany

Atlanta

Atlente

Macon

Columbus, Ga.-Ale.
Augusta, Ga.-S.C.
Chattancogs, Tenn.-Ga.

Honolulu

Boise City

Rockford
Champaign~Urbana
Chicagoe

Chicago

Davenport~Rock Island-Moline, Towa-T1l.

Chicago

SECTAMETIEC, e v v s oo vssaes] SACTAMENTO .
San BernardinG. .. ...... San Bernardino~Riverside-Ontario LaKe.esessaunssanonsssse|Chicago
SEN DIEEC.ssovnnnnenses S8n Diego MoHENT Yoo ocosesesncnns Chlcago
Son FranciStOseese....s S0 Francisco-Oakland MeLeaTiaesssevensnse v | Bloomington-Normal
San Joagquille.esse.essso Stockton MBCOD. e seusnssssruens s Dacatur

San MateOeessovesasonce

Santa Barbarf.........s| Santa Barbara POOT B s e enoeasasssosess| PeOria

Santa Clar@............ San Jose RoCk TSLADG. v« s esoeeeso|Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, Iowa-Ill.

SOL&N0. e asssesssssssass Vallejo-Napa Ste 0LlaiTeseeenssonsens|St. Louis, Mo.~I11,

VEntULB e s eveosnonosssss OxnATd-Ventura SBNEAMON. o s e sssonsseseslSpringfield

YOLOussssosrsasssassess SaCTAMENLO - .
TaZEWELll.eoesesanensnse|PeOria
Willoeawssewsossessssasos|Chicago

COLORADO: WiTNEDAEO. s s cssessuss .| Rockford

AGAMSe e veavanssonansens DENVEY WOOALOTrAs o v vssoreasvoes|Peoria

ArapahoB. cseosssssssses DENVED

BOULAEL. svevesesasnenes DEDVET

DEIVET e o v essossssssess| DEDVED INDTANA:

FL PASO0secesrocssesssns| COlOTAdo Springs AlleDeesesscennnneenaos|Forb Wayne

TEfLErSOM e vevesansesss DELIVET BOONCessesaseosossassss Ind%angpolls

PUEDLOn e s vvnosonesssss| PUEDLO CLATKesvveaennaeosseess|louisville, Ky.~Ind,
ClBYeoreennvosessrnasnas LETTE Haute
DEBTDOT e o v e s ssesesssse|Cincinnati, Ohio~Ky.~Ind.

CONNECTIOUT : 1 Delaware Muncie

Fairfield..eeesssesoass Bridgeport Feeessonooceces

HATEEOTAe v s enenoesacns Haft%o?dl FLOYdasanenuraeensssnss|Lonisville, Ky.~Ind.
HamiltoNe e evevsesssseos | Indianapolis

New HaveD.,sesosanerses
New London“..oescsesece

DELAWARE:
New Castle..cnvoovosene

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:

San Francisco-Oakland

New Haven™
New London-Groton-Norwich

»

Wilmington, Del.-N.J.-Md.

Washington, D.C.-Md.~Va,

See footnotes at end of table,

MadisOnaesassssescosccs

HanCoCKe e vononosvansons
HendrickSseeeeososasoes

JOhNBON, sscosservrssasns
LaKEuseeovonsoannsnscsns
MadisOhNecensensnvanncns
MariON.eesecssnsassevsn
Marshalleseesncocveassse

‘5t. Louis, Mo.-Ill.

Indianapolis
Indianapolis

Indienapolis
Gary-Hammond-Fast Chicago
Anderson

Indianapolis

South Bend
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Table A-2.--METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BY STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA--Continued

County

Standard metropolitan
statistical area

County

Standard metropolitan
statistical ares

INDIANA--Gontinued
MOTEaNe s eseevacensonvssn
Portersieieeccesocnancsns
Ste JOSePhessasccavsann
Shelbyosueanscoascoonan
Sullivan..eevossosssnas

Tippecanoe,cevvasesssoe
Vanderburghescoeeoosons
Vermillionesscssancsass
VigOcacosevsavoansonana
WarricKeeoeososeancnson

TOWA:
Black Hawkeeevseneoooss
DUbUQUECe s saosscssssonas
LinMesreeocesnsonescane
POLE.eerceosvvnsanannas
Pottawattamie...ovvans,
SCOttacearanseonssanans
WoodbUTY . escosovocaccee

KANSAS:
Butlers.eiveonnceeneosn
JONNSON. s vassoscrassass
SedgwicKssreressssncase
ShHAWNEE. s eceronsssonnos
Wyandotteseeraeassonons

KENTUCKY:
BOONEecssccrocsasnnceans
BoyQeoseosserscnsnvonns
Campbell..eeeosuacnscss
Fayetteorevereasnnoncas
HendersOn.eeecsasosoons
Jefferstn.ececeseeansns
KentOleeessvosaasnossns

LOUISIANA:?
BOSSIereatreocasvronnan
08dd0,vieeonssrernncsns
Caleagielsesversosonses
East Baton ROUEC.eensss
Jefferson.siceesonnscas

Lafayetteseinceonesnoan
Orleanseeesscsincrecsen
Ouachitlueesveoeosaness
St, Bernard.ceecoecvesse
Bt, TamMany.csssvoscssn

MAINE:
Androscoggin®.ceeeeeens
Cumberlande.eseesscssnss

MARYLAND:
Anne Arundel..ceevenvon
Baltimore.seeessennsons
Baltimore cityseeescoes
Carroll.eeeseereveceacs
CeCilerennconsonannenns

Harfordesseessscnancsae
Howardeeeessonnencecoss
Montgomeryeessasesoonss
Prince GeorgeSeicrscesne

MASSACHUSEITS :
Berkshire,coosoescososs
Bristoleseeeencoosconos
EE8eXeeeosencsocsnesnsa
Hampdens svsesassocscans
Hampshire, soeeecsncoves

MiddleseX.everoonooncos
NOTLOlKe vevanncoenscons
Plymouthe.caeaveocnaans
SUFFOlKeeeonuacnvecosos
Worcester.,ovecessososs

Indianapclis
Gary-Hammond-~East Chicago
South Bend

Indianapolis

Terre Haute

Lafayette-West Lafayette
Bvansville, Ind.-Ky.
Terre Haute

Terre Haute

Evansville, Ind.-Ky.

Waterloo .

Dubuque

Cedar Rapids

Des Moines

Omgha, Nebr.-Iowa

Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, Jowa~Ill,
Sioux City, Iowa-Nebr.

Wichita

Kansas City, Mo.-Kans.
Wichita

Topeka

Kansas City, Mo.-Kans.

Cincimnati, Ohio~Ky.-Ind.
Huntington-Ashland, W. Va.-Ky.~Ohio
Cincinnati, Ohio-Ky.-Ind.

Lexington

Evansville, Ind.-Ky.

Louisville, Ky.~Ind,

Cincimnati, Chio~Ky.-Ind.

Shreveport
Shreveport
Lake Charles
Baton Rouge
New Orleans

Iafayette
New Orleans
Monroe

New Orleans
New Orleans

Lewiston-Auburn
Portland

Baltimore
Baltimore
Baltimore
Baltimore
Wilmington, Del.~-N.J.-Md.
Baltimore
Baltimore
Washington, D.C.,-Md.~Va,
Washington, D.C.-Md.-Va,

Pittsrield?

New Bedford*

Boston*
Springfield—Chicopee—Holyokel
Springfield—Chicopee—Holyokel

Boston*
Boston*
Brockton
Boston

Worcester®

See fooinotes at end of table,

MICHIGAN:
BBYeoieesssnsnrccnsance
CLlintonesvoosssasasosns
EatOnesseocsvevcncnnons
GENeSeCesorcanuonnscsae
Ingham, s seessecsosvoacs

JacKEON e cesovesnvcossos
KalamasOCeeoevonosooans
Kenteeeooooesoscuossosa
Lapeer.ecsrvosoccosnons
Macombecococosooscssnos

MONIOC. s srseseoconnsss
MuSKEgOms cesvenveasnnns
Oakland..eeasesesaonans
Ottawa.s.eeveovocavonsasns
S8LINAW. eoserossscosoas
Washtenaw.ecieeoweseons
Wayne.wseerereeansonnse

MINNESOTA :
ANOKZ ., cooarnnesosassans
CleYerscoraosrannssocas
BN oy -
Hemnepin..ooveeeeennnss
REMSeYeecrserasaasneoes
Ste Louis,eococscnesnes
Washingtofeeieveeeoonas

MISSISSIPPI:
Harrison.wesevsoovesces
HindS.veesiseonononanns
RankiNe.seeeseonaoosnses

MISSOURT:
Buchanan..eevesesennans
Ca8Seuusvssessacannnnne
Clayseoessosssncssnnass
Franklife.eesseanesnses
Greene.evesisaosccenns

JoCKSO e s erornoovnanoas
Jeffersonesiveveseseses
Platt@iaenecssoaccsnces
St. CharleScicssocncaes
Ste LOULSeseveraveoseas
St. Louis cityeeoeseons

MONTANA ¢
Cascadeseorsrossonacas
Yellowstone,sisunsevansns

NEBRASKA:
Dakot@eiieesrvennosnanne
DOUELlasS,veservossssnsaos
1ancaster. iieesecsanas
SATDYevosersasnsassnnss

NEVADA:
ClarKeesasosacensanoons
Washoe,eveovironnsnuoons

NEW HAMPSHIRE:
Hilleborougheessesonnns

NEW JERSEY:
Atlanbic.ecviinnnsecans
Bergelossoasanesancsase
BurlingtoDee.eeessoase.
CamdeN.seececasnvsonss.
Cumberland.eeeerossnasse

ESBEXesensosoonssonannn
Gloucester.eevivsosanns
HudSON.veeeervonevsnnns
MerCeleucssiesnrscosons
Middlesex®

MOTTi8acasrnronsnsassas

Bay City
Lansing
Lansing
Flint
Lensing

Jackson
Kalamazoo
Grand Rapids
Flint
Detroit

Toledo, Qhio-Mich,
Muskegon-Muskegon Heights
Detroit

Grand Rapids

Saginaw

Ann Arbor

Detroit

Minneapolis-St. Paul
Fargo-Moorhead, N.D.-Minn.
Minneapclis-St, Paul
Minneapolis~St, Paul
Minneapolis-St, Paul
Duluth~Superior, Minn,-Wis,
Minneapolis-St, Paul

Biloxi~Gulfport
Jackson
Jackson

St. Joseph

Kansas City, Mo.-Kans,.
Kansas City, Mo.-Kens.
St. Louis, Mo.~Ill,
Springfield

Kansas City, Mo.-Kens,
St. Louis, Mo,~IlL, «*
Kansas City, Mo.-Kans,
St. Louis, Mo.-I1l,
St. Louis, Mo.~T1l,
St. Louis, Mo.-T1L,

Great Falls
Billings

Sioux City, Iowa-Nebr,
Omaha, Nebr,~Iowa
Lincoln

Omaha, Nebr,-Iowe

Las Vegas
Reno

Manchester®

Atlantic City .
Paterson~-Clifton~-Passaic
Philadelphia, Pa,-N.Jd.
Philedelphia, Pa,-N,J.
Vineland-Millville~Bridgeton
Newark

Pniladelphis, Po,-N.J.
Jersey Clty

Trenton

Newark
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County

Standard metropolitan
statistical area

County

Standard mebropolitan
statistical area

NEW JERSEY--Continued
PassaiCesedeaseonsonnne
SALlEMeserasioseassensans
Somerset®
UniOneeeosassasssovssas
Warrene oeseevesonsoaos

NEW MEXICO:
BernalillCeewoosscasses

NEW YORK:
AlbaNYeeeecevcsocssovss
BIroNXeososssvososoossavs
BrOOMEe e essvonssvocsaas
Briceescescavsnocossaas
Herkimerosveococonsenns

Kingsueceseoessoanscnse
Livingstoneeesosooessee
Madisoneeoovoaooonvenes
MONTOCedisosassvonvenus
NOBE0 e wsosssasosvsansa

New YorKesevevsocsronae
Niogartesereeeansoonras
Oneidaseseveorvocassonas
Onendagaeeesceseascsoas
OrleanBiceevesasocoronse

OBWEEOedeesvsssonovases
QUEENE e svaconsooosovos
Rensselaer.eseosscreson
Richmondeecoovsosocsess
RocklanGeeocoesossscnca

SaTatOg8essrsavvervvans
Schenectadyeoeorosesnse
SUFfOLKeseononsvsevonen
Ti08Bccasrcavoenavvones
Wayneeesoevoocseoascana
Westehestereeesveevonne

NORTH CAROLINA:
Brunswickeeecessssesees
Buncombe.ccevsorovornces
Cumberlanfeseeeesoscess
Durh@Meseceescioncovsas
Forsytheesesesosnescons

GUilfOrGuesouecacossese
MecklenburZeseseessvsae
New HanOvelvesoseesosos
Orangesesesssscesoncnse
Randolphiseesscrenoacanss
Union.escescseveacssnse
Wakeiiooosaerooonsonons
Yadkin, eovoeveononsosss

NORTH DAKOTA:

CaB8sveocanaseseananenss

OHIO:
AlleNieiesiacancsoncans
Belmont.eesaeooannonsss
Butleresvesescoenesenan
ClarKeeeoosessenacosann
Clermontecisosossasssen

CUyahog@eesesnesococnse
Delaware.seeecessencsos
Franklille.eeoseooononss
Geaugtessvossessvssoses
GreenEssonsescocvoaonce

HamiltoNsuoeosonvasaons
Jefferstheeeseevaacssen
LaKEiveosesonesscaonnas
LaWrenCeoseenasavsanses
Lorein.ssseosoncnccsess
LucaB.seaeccceosossnses
Mahoningeecoovecosovsons
Medinteeceescesssussonna

Paterson~Clifton-Passaic
Wilmington, Del,~-N.J.-Md,

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

Albuguerque

Alvany-Schenectady-Troy
New York

Binghambon, N.Y.-Pa.
Buffalo

Utica~Rome

New York
Rochester
Syracuse
Rochester
New York

New York
Buffalo
Utica~Rome
Syracuse
Rochester

Syracuse

New York
Alvany-Schenectady-Troy
New York

New York

Albany-Schenectady-Troy
Albany-Schenectady-Troy
New York :
Binghambon, N.Y.-Pa.
Rochester

New York

Wilmington

Asheville

Fayetteville

Durham
Greensboro--Winston-Salem~~High Point

Greensboro~~-Winston-Salem-~High Point
Charlotte

Wilmington

Durham
Greensboro-~Winston-Salem--High Point
Charlotte

Raleigh
Greensboro~-Winston-Salem~~High Point

Fargo-Moorhead, N.D.-Minn.

Lima

Wheeling, W. Va.-Ohio
Hamilton-Middletown
Springfield

Cincinnati, Ohio~Ky.~Ind.

Cleveland

Columbus

Columbus

Cleveland

Dayton

Cincimmati, Chio-Ky.-Ind,
Steubenville~Weirton, Ohio~W, Va,
Cleveland

Huntington-Ashland, W. Va.~Ky.~Ohio
Lorain=-Elyria

Toledo, Ohio-Mich.
Youngstown-Warren

Cleveland

See footnotes at end of table.

OHIO~~Continued
MigMiesssevesascsvnseas
Montgomery. ..
Plckaway....
POrtagEe s vevoncasvocans
Preblecesvinse

cessaseces

caeesscsens

ssesunssa

PULTAM. o v v enoreeennones
Richland,. .cuivveovennase
S
Summita.. o
Trumbulle.oovseevonones

ceosevseseceva

Van Wert......
- Warren.....
WoOGsewuuoooonnonusoena

crssoneon

seenvecossas

OKLAHOMA :
Canadian.iveesvesnvrons
Cleveland,.ovesesvansas
Comanehe, v vovesosvavoos
CreeKeseveoensnsacnnanns
Le Flor€acsesnrosnranns

Oklehoma e ssevevronnsnae
088EE e vdevvasnccarsans
SeqUOYan.cveventssescns
TulSBeverensrervscrnens

OREGON:
Clackamas, sesceovsvesen
laneee s esnnsrvssossanes
MariOofeeevesovsvoosonas
Multnomah, .eeeseososvss
POlKeeeronovsnsnnsvsnns
Washingtone seoevsasssos

PENNSYLVANIA:
AdamS.eevsecceoanannons
Allegheny..oeevenneeres
Beavel. sseevoervnescans
BerkSeveevevvevsonsovan
Blaileseosaossoonsacsns

BuckS.u.ianeoencnonenns
Cambrif,.vesseroveonens
Chester. iveiessesnnnas
Cumberland...oeeveveces
Dauphin. ceveeeeenereass

Delaware..veecvereosans
Bri€eeecsesesoseennosns
12CKEWANNA, v e seosoonons
Lancaster.covevrseosnas
Lehifheeeeoscvseossenas

LZEINE . vt voerrevsrsone
MOnbEOMET Y. o v evrravenss
Northampton..sevesiesees
PErTYeseranossssosocnan
Philadelphia...ceevnees

SOmMErseticsrsenosonsesess
SUSqQUENBNNA, v v vrnons
Washington.seevesesnvae
Westmoreland,.veeessess
YOrKeseovoouranronnnsos

RHODE ISLAND:
Bristolieeverieiononosna
Kenteeesenscuenennnnens
Providence,siesesasscons

SOUTH CAROLINA:
AlKeN. e vuveasoraoensns
BerkeleYeissesneoronense
Charleston.esseeseasses
Greenville..oovescocnne
Lexington.essecacsosen
PickenS. ceveeevovoonons
Richlen, coeveeancnanes

Dayton
Dayton
Columbus
Akron
Dayton

Lima

Mansfield

Canton

Akron

Youngstown~Warren

Lima .
Cincimneti, Ohio~Ky.-Ind.
Toledo, Ohio-Mich.

Oklahoma City
Oklahoma City

Lawton

Tulsa

Fort Smith, Ark.-Okla.

Cklahoma City

Tulsa

Fort Smith, Ark.-Okla.
Tulsa

Portland, Oreg.-Wash.
Fugene
Salem
Portland, Oreg.-Wash,
Salem
Portland, Oreg.-Wash.

York

Pittsburgh

Pitteburgh

Reading

Altoona

Philadelphia, Pa.-N.J.
Johmstown
Philadelphia, Pa.-N,J.
Harrisburg

Harrisburg

Philadelphia, Pa.~N.J.

Erie

Scranton

Lancaster
Ailentown~Bethlehen~Faston, Pa,-N.d.

Wilkes-Barre—~Hazleton

Philadelphia, Pa,-N.J,
Allentown-Bethlehem-EFaston, Pa.-N.J.
Harrisburg

Philadelphia, Pa.-N.J.

Johnstown
Binghamton, N.Y.-Pa,
Pittsburgh
Pittsburgh

York

Providence~Pawtucket-Warwick®
Providence~Pawtucket-Warwick
Providence-Pawtucket-Warwick®

Auguste, Ga,~S.0.
Charleston
Charleston
Greenville
Columbia.
Greenville
Columbia
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Table A-2.--METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BY STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL. AREA--Continved

County

Standard metropolitan
gtatistical area

County

Standard metropolitan
statistical area

SOUTH DAKOTA:
Minmehahf.e.oooonsvcvas

TENNESSEE:
Andersonecsssecocesases
Blounteeoecsoosaosoannas
Davidson. cosvosesconsss
Hamiltoneeseoesoscssses
KNOXewoaesvvosssonsonns

ShelbyYeeoeessossovacnns
SUMNET e s o ssoosveoossocs
WilBONeessovsassosnesesn

TEXAS
Archeleveovsvsssooasses
BB escosnssessnnosoos
BOWi€ieoevsansonsoncnns
Bragorifie..eiecessesces
Camerone .o scssasasnons

Collilieernraosvennnons
DBllaSeesrecessnsansons
Dentone eeersecacsccons

O s vrrurvoncssnonos

Bllifeenseaoroonvanones

ElL Pas0ieeessscoscocons
Fort Bendesesevocesonss
GalvestoNeseaossscsnsns
Graysohescsocesscsocsas
Guadalupeesessssesssans

HarrisS, oo reneasonvncns
HidalgOeeerenoncossoooe
Jefferson.essaceannsoss
JONNSON. e e vvsvoovsnsasns
Jones.eseeiaienonineoe,

Kaulman, coeerossnoanons
Libertyessececvonsansns
LubbOCKe s s tsvnonnsssans
MeLennamhe vissesoncvoass
Midland.eesonueonnnenes

MontgomeT Y s esranrsoane
NUECEBacrersncosvasnana
Orange. s esnoonancnes
Pobtereneverassonccens
Randall.svieocococacnns

Rockwalleeeeeonennsnnes
San Patricio...ceeeenves
Smitheeevecroncoosoenss
Tarranteeeconeesossoacn
3 N < N

Tom Greefsyeseescassene
TraviSecvevessnaossncns
Webboweornoevonaonconns
Wichit@.oeeeasaosennans

Sioux Falls

Knoxville
Knoxville
Nashville
Chattanooga, Tenn.-Ga.
Knoxville

Memphis, Tenn.-Ark.
Nashville
Nashville

Wichita Falls

San Antonio

Texarkena, Texas-Ark,

Houston
Brownsville-Harlingen-San Benito

Dallas
Dallas
Dallas
Odessa
Dallas

El Paso

Housgton
Galveston-Texas City
Sherman-Denison

San Antonio

Houston
MeAllen-Pherr-Edinburg
Beaument-Port Arthur-Orange
Fort Worth

Abilene

Dallas
Houston
Lubbock
Waco
Midland

Houston

Corpus Christi
Beaumont-Port Arthur-Orange
Amarillo

Amarillo

Dallas

Corpus Christi
Tyler

Fort Worth
Abilene

San Angelo
Austin
Laredo
Wichite Falls

UTAH:
DaViSeereeerannstrsonns
Salt Lake,oseseoceronss
Ubahesaerisoaresaannons
Webereesreoevooonsonoss

VIRGINIA:
Amherstesciiceiaroosacs
Arlingbtone.eeeseccossne
Campbell,iiecrinenerenes
Chesterfield.iievecacas
Falrfax”,cesivenseasees

Hanover.iieivvecsoesnnes
HenricOiiiveaveonssansa
Loudoune s vseeerasensoe
Prince William....uvuss
ROBNCKE. . svsevennssunes
YOrKesersnvsonseeoncnos
Independent Cities:
Alexandria....oveevenen
Chesapeake,cveeascsonns
HampbtOhie s veosocenoennes
Lynchburg..sssseeesonns
Newport NewS.eeeasresss

NOrfolKesviovswesaensss
Portsmouthieesoseenireas
Richmond,.oveveseovenns
RoANOKE€. e vusrecsnntanos
Virginia Beach...vveun.

WASHINGTON:
ClarkKeeeseeoonscersones
Kingeseeivsoonsnnssnons
PierCeeerveveovicnrosas
Snohomlsh.ieeieonnines
SPOKANE. s vaevsvorsrvane

WEST VIRGINIA:
Brookessesseesensasacas
Cabellesiieenrassneeans
HanCoCKe sessusenenssans
Konawhte.ouesvioaanseds
Marshelleeeeeceonenrnss
ONiOssaesvestnsncoranns
WaYNE et oo vaonvoassanasa

WISCONSIN:
BrOWDevssesnsesnsersnns
Dan€.eeevsvoesccessoans
Douglaseeesveseenasenss
Kenosh@eserenesesnssaas
Milwaukee. ioeenevenaon

0zaUKEC trveereorossnne
Racineeeeicevasacesaonn
Washington,seeeeeveroass
Waukesha,veesosaesoannn

Salt Lake City
Salt Lake City
Provo-0Qrem
Ogden

Lynchburg

Washington, D.C.-Md,~Va.
Lynchburg

Richmond

Washington, D.C.-Md,-Va,

Richmond

Richmond

Wesghington, D.C.-Md.-Va,
Washington, D.C.~Md.-Va.
Roancke

Newport News-Hampton

Washington, D.C.-Md,~Va.
Norfolk-Portsmouth
Newport News-Hampton
Lynehburg

Newport News
Norfolk-Portsmouth
Norfolk-Portsmouth
Richmond

Roancke
Norfolk-Portsmouth

Portland, Ore.-Wash.
Seattle-Everett
Tacoma
Seattle-Everett
Spokane

Steubenville-Weirton, Ohiolw. Va.
Huntington-Ashlend, W, Va.-Ky.-Ohio

-Steubenville-Weirton, Ohig-W. Va.

Charleston

Wheeling, W, Va.~Ohio

Wheeling, W." Va,-Chio
Huntington-Ashland, W. Va,~Ky.,-Ohio

Green Bay i
Madison

Duluth~Superior, Minn.-Wis.
Kenosha

Milwaukee

Milwaukee
Racine

Milwaukee
Milwaukee

1

v W

Metropolitan State economic area.
Nearest SMSA equivalent.

Parishes shown for Louisiana.

Not included in any SMSA; part of the New York-Northeastern New
Fairfax clty and Falls Chureh city ineluded in Pairfax County.

Jersey Standard Consclidated Area,




APPENDIX B

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

85

(Participating States as of July 1969. Asterisk (*) represents coordinating agency as opposed to ageney carrying out
technical phases of program)

State !

AlabamB.s cscaosscsos

ArizOnB.seosessssnes

ATKBNSES s 0 beessovase

Californifesiuicevnes
i

CoLorado. feveessanes

Delavare...eessensse

Florida.eesasevonacas

Georgiteesasneannons

Hawailseoeooaaonones

TdahOeeveeionnassons

I11in0iS,cecceascnos

INdian8sseeecsnnsnon
IoM8aceesecioeanaes

Kans@sS..vecosvansoss

Official agency

Alebama Program Development Office¥
304 Dexter Avenue
Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Center for Business and
Economic Research

Graduate School of Business
University of Alabama

Box KK

University, Alabama 35468

Unemployment Compensation Division
Employment Security Commission
Post Office Box 6123

"Phoenix, Arizona 85005

Industrial Research and Extension Center
University of Arkansas
Little Rock, Arkansas 72203
Population Research Unit

State Department of Finance

Room 540, Library and Courts Building
Sacramento, California 95814

State Planning Office
State Capitol
Denver, Colorado 80203

State Planning Office
Thomas Collins Building
530 South DuPont Highway
Dover, Delaware 19901

Bureau of Economic and Business Research
College of Business Administration
University of Florida
Gainesville, Florida 32601
State Planning Bureau

116 Mitchell Street, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Department of Plamming and Eeonomic
Development
State Capitol
Honolulu, Hewaii 96813
State Department of Health
Statehouse

Boise, Idaho 83707

Division of Health Planning and Rescurce
Development

Department of Public Health

300 Fast Monroe Street
Springfield, Illinois 62706
State Board of Health

1330 West Michigan Street
Indianepolis, Indiana 46206

Qffice of State Planning and Programming
State Capitol
Deg Moines, Towa 50319

Division of State Plans Coordination
State Department of Economic Development
State Office Building

Topeka, Kansas 66612

State

Kentuckyeveoorvevcsas

Louisiantes.essoases

Maine.eeeooassssnses

Marylend.eeeseveoses

MassachusettSoeoeess

Michigan.eeevaonsees

Minnesota, . eevivenas

Mississippleesevases

MiSEOUriceacoscnsnas

Nebraskiieeeoevosoess

Nevada.eeiveosvooses

New Hampshires......

New Jersey..ceceseas

Official agency

Kentucky Program Development Office
Capitol Building
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Division of Business and Economic Research
School of Business Administration
Louigiana Polytechnic Institute

Post Office Box 1796, Tech Station

Ruston, Louisiana 71270

State Department of Health and Welfare
State House
Augusta, Maine 04330
Divigion of Biostatistics
State Department of Health
301 West Preston Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Bureau of Research and Statistics
Department of Commerce and Development
State Office Building
100 Cambridge Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02202
State Bureau of the Budget
Budget Division

Lewis Cass Building

Lansing, Michigan 48913

Center for Health Statistics
Michigan Department of Public Health
3500 North Logen Street

Lansing, Michigan 48913

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

Department of Sociology and Rural Life
Missigsippl State University
Drawer C

State College, Mississippi = 39762
Administrative Services Section

Office of Comptroller and Budget Director
Post Office Box 809
Jefferson City, Misscuri 65101
Nebraska Dept. of Economic Development*
Division of State and Urban Affairs
Post Office Box 94666, State Capitol
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508

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

Bureau of Business and Economic Research
University of Nevada
Reno, Nevada 89507

Office of Plamning and Research
Department of Resources and
Feonomic Development

State House Annex

Concord, New Hampshire 03301

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 July 1969. Asterisk (#) represents coordinating agency as opposed to agency carrying out
technical phases of program)

State

New MexicOoeeveccnon

New YOrKeoosceossoees

North Carolingesees.

OkLaNoMA e essnssoenss

OTegONieaossssacaosae

Pemnsylvanis..eoeses

Rhode Island....cess

South Carolinf......

South Dakotesceseas

Official agency

Bureau of Business Research
University of New Mexico

1821 Roma Street, N.E.
Alvuquerque, New Mexico 87106

Office of Planning Coordination*
Room 229, State Capitol
Albany, New York 12201

State Health Department
84 Holland Avenue
Albany, New York 12208

Budget Division
State Department of Administration
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

Caroline Population Center
University of North Carolina

123 West Franklin Street

Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27514

Research and Planning Division
Oklahome Fmployment Security Commission
Will Rogers Memorial Office Building
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105

Center for Population Research and Census
Portland State College

614 Montgomery Street (P.O. Box 751)
Portland, Oregon 97207

State Plamming Board
Post Office Box 191

Harrigburg, Pemmsylvania 17120

Statewide Planning Program
Suite 300

36 Kennedy Plaga

Providence, Rhode Island 02903

Division of Statistical Research
Office of the State Auditor
Post Office Box 11333

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Division of Public Health Statistics
State Department of Health
Pierre, Scuth Dakota 57501

State

Tennessee.sevassense

Utaheeveconncronsosna

Vermotteseosssvanoass

Virginig..ceooeseoes

Washington..eeeeesse

West Virginia.......

WisconsiNeeverovenes

Wyomingeeacecoessncns

Official agency

Tennesgee State Planning Commission®
Division of State Planning

C2-208 Central Services Building
Nashville, Tennessee 37219

Center for Business and Economic Research
University of Tenmessee
Knoxville, Tennessee 37916

Utah Department of Development Services¥
State Capitol
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Reports and Analysis Section

Utah Department of Employment Security
174 Social Hall Avenue .

Salt lake City, Utah 84111

Division of Public Health Statistics
State Department of Health

115 Colchester Avenue

Burlington, Vermont 05401

Bureau of Population and Eeonomic Research
Lambeth House, University of Virginia
Charlottesville, Virginia 22903

Population and Research Division
Planning and Community Affairs Agency
306 Maple Park Avenue

Olympia, Washington 98501

State Plamming Division
Governor's O0ffice of Federal-State
Relationsg

1703 Washington Street, E.
Charleston, Wegt Virginia 25311

Office of Research and Development
Center for Appalachian Studies and
Development, v
West Virginis University §
Morgantown, West Virginia 26505

Department of Health and Social Services
Post Office Box 309
Madison, Wisconsin 53701

Division of Business and Econdmic Research
College of Commerce and Industry
University of Wyoming

Box 3925, University Station

Laramie, Wyoming 82070
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