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This report presents total popu lation esti mates for 
July 1,1974 and provisional estimates for July 1,1975 
for counties and metrol;lolitan areas in Texas. These 
estimates were prepared by the Bureau of the Census as 
part of its continuing population estimates prowam. 
They are consistent in methodological approach with 
county estimates for other States jointly prepared by 
State agencies and the Bureau of the Census under the 
auspices of the Federal-State Cooperative Program and 
publ'lshed in Current Population Reports, Series P-26. 

County estimates for July " 1971,1972,1973 and 
provisional July " 1974, were published earlier in 
Current Population Reports, Series P·25, Nos. 517, 
535, and 609. The provisional estimates in the last 
cited report are superseded by the numbers published 
here. 

This report shows estimates that are compal'able to 
those prepared last year when administrative records 
on a national basis first became available as a data 
source. Because of the resulting change in weighting 
which occurred then and has been continued here, the 
estimates shown may not always be completely com· 
parable with those for the years prior to 1973. 

The methods used have been tested agai nst the 1970 
census and recent special censuses, A decision on 
current methodology was made jointly by the indio 
vidual States and the Bureau of the Census on the basis 
of the tests, For a more detailed description of the 
program and an analysis of 1970 test results for 
methods other than the I'ecently developed Adminis, 
trative Records method, see Current Population Re· 
ports, Series P-26, No. 21, "F ede ral·State Cooperative 

Program for Local Population Estimates: Test 
Resul ts-April " 1970," April 1973. The results of a 
test of the Administrative Records method are pre­
sented in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 
546.595. 1 

The estimates shown for July 1, 1974, are based on 
an average of the followi ng methods: 

1. The Regression (ratio-correlation) method. I n the 
Regression method a mUltiple regression equation is 
used to relate changes in a numbel' of data series to 
change in the distribution of population. 2 The symp­
tomatic data series used in the Regression method for 
Texas are: a three-year average of resident births (XI), 
a three·year average of resident deaths (X 2 ), registered 
automobiles (X 3 ), and total work force (X 4 ). Variables 
Xs through X9 are measures that categorize Texas 
counties as to their metropolitan nature and their 
growth rate in recent years. They comprise a series of 
characteristics uni que to each county th at substanti ally 

1 Results of earlier studies were given in "Use of Adminis· 
trative Records for Small-Area Population Estimates," by 
Meyer Zitter and David L. Word; a paper presented at the 
Annual Meeting of the Population Association of America, 
New Orleans, Louisiana, April 27, 1974. A copy of this paper 
can be obtained by writing Chief, Population Division, Bureau 
of the Census, Washington, D.C. 20233. 

2 Descriptions of methodologies are given in Current Popu, 
lation Reports, Series P·25, Nos. 427 and 520. Modifications 
made to the methodologies for the current series will be given 
in forthcoming reports in Series P-25. 
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improve the predictive quality of the regression equa­
tion and the resulting population estimates. The 
prediction equation for Texas for the 1970's is given 
by 
1\ 
Y c, 0.4541 + O.1780X 1 + O.0652X 2 +O.2455X3 

+ 0.1 034X 4 +0.0037X s - 0.0683X 6 - 0.0522X 7 

-0.0385Xs - 0.0223X 9 

2. Component Method II. This method employs 
vital statistics to measure natu ral increase and school 
enrollment to measure net migration. The estimates 
made by the Census Bu reau's Component Method II 
are specific to the civilian population under 65. To this 
population is added an estimate of the population 65 
and over based on Medicare statistics and an estimate 
of the resident military population based on station 
strength statistics. 2 

3. The Administrative Records method. This is a 
component method which uses individual Federal 
'Income taxs returns to measure civilian intercounty 
migration and reported birth and death statistics to 
estimate natural increase. 3 The tax returns are matched 
by Social Security number in the base year and the 
estimate year to determine the number of persons 
whose county of residence changed during the period. 
A net migration rate based on exemptions claimed by 
the matched cases is then applied to the total popu­
lation. This estimate is made specific to the civilian 
population under 65 by excluding from the migration 
computations data relating to persons 65 years and 
over. These estimates are then combined with inde­
pendent estimates of the population 65 and over based 
on Medicare statistics. The other components of 
civilian population change-births, deaths, immigration, 
and the net movement between the Armed Forces and 
civilian population-are identical with Component 
Method" (described above). 

The provisional July 1, 1975 estimates for large 
metropolitan counties were developed by adding the 
average change between 1974 and 1975 estimates 
based on Component Method II and the Housing Unit 
method to the 1974 estimates. In the Housing Unit 
method the estimates of the population are based on 
estimates of the housing inventory. Chan~Jes in the 
housing inventory are derived from data on building 
permits issued and demolition records, or on data on 
electric meter connections. The provisional July 1, 
'1975 estimates for the remaining counties were 

2 See footnote 2 on page 1. 
3 For a discussion of this methodology see Donald E. 

Starsinic, "Development of Population Estimates for Revenue 
Sharing Areas," in U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census Tract 
Papers, Series GE-40, No. 10, Zitter and Word, op. cit., and 
Current Population Reports, Series P·25, Nos. 546-595. 

developed by adding the change between 1974 and 
1975 Component Method " estimates to the 1974 
esti mates. 

The estimates published in this report were con· 
trolled to independent estimates of the State popu· 
lation for July 1, 1974 and July 1, 1975 which differ 
from those previously published in Current Population 
Reports, Series P·25, No. 615. The State estimates 
shown here reflect differences between population 
estimates and special census counts at the county level. 
Counties which have had special censuses since 1970 
are footnoted in table 1. 

Table 2 of this report presents estimates of the 
population of metropol itan areas and metropol itan 
counties in the State. The titles and definitions of the 
standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's) are 
those currently defined by the Office of Management 
and Budget, Executive Office of the President. Where 
an SMSA falls in more than one State (indicated in the 
SMSA title) information on the other State parts of the 
area can be obtained by referring to the P·26 report for 
the other States. 

Corresponding estimates for other States in the 
program will be published as they become available. 
The appendix table shows reports published to date for 
States in the 1974-75 series, together with those 
published earlier in the decade. 

The 1970 census populations for the State and 
counties shown on the table reflect all corrections to 
the census count made subsequent to the rei ease of the 
official State figure. Counties with corrections of more 
than 500 are Bowie, Ector, Jefferson, and Wichita. 

The estimates presented in the table have been 
rounded to the nearest hundred without being adjusted 
to the State total, which was independently rounded to 
the nearest thousand. Percentages are based on un· 
rounded numbers. Births and deaths are based on 
reported vital statistics from Apri I 1, 1970, to Decem­
ber 31, 1974, with extrapolations through June 30, 
1975. Net migration is the difference between net 
change and natural increase. 

The numbering system for Series P-26 reports 
shown here has been changed from consecutive num­
be ri ng of States as thei r esti mates are pu bl ished to 
State alphabetical ordering shown by the rightmost 
digits of the P-26 number. The first two digits of the 
Series P-26 report number denote the latest estimate 
year shown in the report. In the event that a 
Federal-State Cooperative Program participating State 
agency does not wish to publish county estimates in 
Series P-26 in conjunction with the Census Bureau, 
there will be no Series P-26 report for that State and 
that State number will not be used. The estimates, 
however, will be published by the Bureau in Series 
P·25. See the appendix for a list of reports that have 
been published to date. 



Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: 
JULY 1, 1974 AND 1975 

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

COUNTY 

TEXAS ••• '" •••••••••••• , ••••••••• 

ANDERSON •••• '" •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ANDREWS •••••••• ' ••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
ANGEL I NA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARANSAS •••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
ARCHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• '" • 
ARMSTRONG •••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ATASCOSA .............................. . 
AUSTIN ................................ . 
BAILEy .............................. ". 
RANDERA ............................... . 

BASTROP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , • 
BAYLOR ••• ' ••••• " •••••••••••••••• , ••• , • 
BEE •• , ••••••••• , ••• , •• '" •••• ' ••••••••• 
BELL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BEXAR •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLANCO •• '" •••• " •••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
BORDEN" ............................. ". 
BOSQUE ••••••• , ." •••••••••••••••• , ••••• 
BOWIE ................................. . 
BRAZOR I A •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 

BRAZOS ................. , .............. . 
BREWSTER ............................ '" 
BRISCOE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BROOKS ................................ . 
BROWN •••• ' ••• , • '" ••••••••••••••••• , ., • 
8URLeSON .............................. . 
BURNET ••• ' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CALOWELL ••••••• , ••• , ••• " •••••••••••••• 
CALHOUN ............................... . 
CALLAHAN ••••••••••••••••• ,. " •••• ' ••••• 

CAMERON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CAMP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CARSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CASS .................................. . 
CASTRO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHAMBERS ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• ' ••• ' • 
CHEROKEE. '" ., •••••••••••• '" •••••••••• 
CHILDRESS ............................. . 
CLAY ••• " •• , •••••••••••••• '" •••• ' ••••• 
COCHRAN ............................... . 

COKE .................. '" •••••••••••••• 
COLEMAN •• , ••••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••• 
COLLIN ................................ . 
COLLINGSWORTH ......................... . 
COLORADO ••• , ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
COMAL •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , • 
COMANCHE ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
CONCHO •••••••••••••••••••• '" " •••••• , • 
COOKE •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , • '. 
CORYELL •• ' •••••••••••• '" •••• ' ••••••••• 

COTTLE ••• , •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
CRANE •••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' ••• , •• ". 
CROCKETT .............................. . 
CROSBY ••• ' ••••••••••••• '" •• '" •••••••• 
CULBERSON ••• " ••••••••••••• , ••••• , •• '" 
DALLAM •• '" •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
DALLAS ................ , ............... . 
DAWSON ............................... .. 
DEAF SMITH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DELTA ............................... '" 

DENTON ••• ' ••• , •••••••••••••• '" •••• , ••• 
DE WIn ............................... . 
DICKENS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DIMMIr. ............................... . 
DONLEY •• '" ........................... . 
DUVAL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '1 
EASTLAND .......................... , •••• 
FCTOR •••• " •••••••••••••• , ••• , ., ., ••••• 
EDWARDS ............................... . 
ELlIS ................................ .. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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54,600 
10,600 
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20,200 
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23,300 
159,900 
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12,200 ' 
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72,300 
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17,700 
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26,,300 
10,200 
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3,LtOD 
10,200 
92, BOO 
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17,1L100 
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12,200 
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25,100 
50,600 

3 .. 000 
3,900 
4,,100 
8,600 
3 .. 700 
6,400 

1,399,400 
15, BOO 
19,400 

[!,,600 

101,100 
18 .. 200 
3,400 

10,bOO 
3,,700 

11.,800 
lEI .. 400 
9R,800 

2 .. 100 
51.,1+00 

JUL Y I, 
)974 

30,000 
10,400 
5J .. ltoO 
10,300 

6 .. 000 
1 .. 800 

19,800 
14,400 

8,:300 
5 .. 800 

19,700 
5,000 

23,300 
15 /j,900 
909,700 

3,900 
800 

11 .. 900 
68,900 

119,800 

69,000 
7,900 
2,600 
7,700 

28,300 
10,600 
15,000 
21,800 
17 ,300 
8,800 

161,900 
8,000 
6,000 

25,800 
10,000 
12,600 
33,700 

6,300 
8,400 
4 J 900 

3,100 
10,100 
88,700 

/.t .. 400 
17,300 
28,300 
12,000 

2 .. 800 
2£t .. 600 
46,900 

2 .. 900 
3,900 
4)000 
8 .. 800 
3 .. 500 
6,300 

1 .. 388 .. 100 
16,100 
19,400 

l.J .. 800 

96,900 
18,600 

3, /.too 
10,000 

3 .. 700 
II,flOO 
18,200 
95,300 

2 .. 000 
51 .. £too 

APR IL I, 
1970 

(CENSUS)! 

27,789 
10,372 
~9,349 

8 .. 902 
5 .. 759 
1,895 

lA,696 
13 .. fU1 

11 .. 487 
LI .. 7W7 

17 .. 'd97 
5 .. 221 

22,737 
124,483 
830,460 

3, r::,67 
e88 

10 .. 966 
6H .. 909 

100,312 

57,978 
7 1780 
2 1 79 iJ 

.!3; 005 
25,877 

9; 999 
11, '120 
21,178 
17,831 

A .. 205 

140,368 
A .. 005 
6; 358 

24,133 
10 1 39/.t 1 

12 1 187 
32,008 

6 1 605 
8 .. 079 
5,326 

3 .. 087 
10,288 
66 .. 920 

I.f .. 755 
17,638 
24,165 
11,898 
2,937 

23,471 
35,311 

3 .. 20lf 
LJ .. 172 
},885 
9,085 
3,~29 
6,012 

1 .. 327 .. 695 
16, 60~ 
18 .. 999 

4 .. 927 

75,633 
18,660 
3,737 
9,039 
3,6lfl 

11,722 
18,092 
921660 

2,107 
46,638 

CHANGE, 1970 
TO 1975 

NUMBER PERCENT 

1,100 
1,300 

-200 
1 1 400 

2,900 
_300 

600 
35,500 
79,900 

600 
-100 

1,200 
700 

IIt .. 500 

14,300 
100 

-100 
.·300 

5,500 
500 

3,800 
800 

-200 
I; 100 

28,900 
-100 
-400 

2 .. 200 
-200 

800 
1,500 

-100 
400 

_400 

300 
-loa 

25,900 
-200 
-300 

4,300 
300 

l~;ml 
-200 
-300 

200 
-500 

200 
300 

71,700 
-800 

400 
-300 

25,500 
-500 
-300 

1,600 

i~g I' 300 
6 .. 200 

-100 
£t,,800 

10.1 
9.1 

10.6 
19. q 
7.2 

-3.5 
6.0 
9.5 

-1.9 
30.1 

16.5 
... 5.0 
2.5 

28.5 
9.6 

17,9 
-12.0 
11. 2 

1.1 
13 .4 

2~. 7 
0.7 

-2.8 
-q .1 
21.3 
5.0 

33.2 
3.8, 

-1.0 
13.0 

20.6 
-1.5 
-6.2 

9.1 
-1.7 

6.5 
4.7 

.1.0 
5.6 

-7.2 

9.9' 
-1.0 
38.7 
_4.8 
,j .5 
17.6 
2,3 

-3.6 
6.8 

43.2 

-7.0 
-7.3 
5.8 

-5.Q 
6.6 
5.8 
5.4 

-4.9 
2.2 

-6.4 

33.7 
.2.6 
-8.9 
17.6 
2.7 
o .B 
1.9 
6.6 

-2.4 
10.3 

COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1975 2 

BIRTHS DEATHS 

2,300 
1" 000 
5,200 

900 
300 ! 
100 

2,100 
900 
900 
300 

1J600 
300 

2;900 
19,900 
95,400 

200 
(Z I 
600 

6 .. 200 
10 .. 200 

6 .. 100 
800 I 

200 
900 

2;000 
800 
900 

1 .. 700 
1 .. 800 

500 

22,700 
600 
400 

2" 100 
1,200 
IJ 100 
2 .. 600 

l t OO 
500 
500 

200 
600 

8dOO 
:lOO 

1 .. 200 
2,300 

800 
200 

1,,800 
4 .. lfOO 

200 
400 
400 
800 
500 
600 

135,000 
1..900 
2 .. 500 

300 

7,j00 
11300 

200 
1 .. 200 

I,~g~ I 1') 00 
9 .. 200 

200 
4,400 

2,200 
400 

2,700 
600 
300 
100 

1,100 
1,100 

300 
300 

1,400 
400 

1,000 
4 .. 900 

34,000 
300 
(Z I 

1,000 
3" 700 
3,700 

2,200 
300 
200 
300 

2,000 
800 
900 

1,200 
600 
600 

6,100 
600 
300 

1,600 
300 
600 

2,300 
500 
500 

200 I 
200 

1,000 
3 .• 100 

400 
1,200 
1 .. 400 
1 .. 000 

200 
IJ LIDO 
1,200 

200 
200 
200 
500 
100 
300 

51,600 
900 
600 
500 

2 .. 900 
1,400 

300 
400 
300 
600 

1,800 
3,000 

100 
2 .. 900 

2,700 
300 

2,700 
1,400 

400 
(Z) 

100 
1,500 
-800 

1 .. 500 

2,700 
-200 

-1,300 
20,500 
18,500 

700 
-100 

1,600 
-1,700 
8,000 

10,400 
-400 
-100 
··900 

5,500 
500 

3 .. 900 
300 

-1 .. 300 
1 .. 200 

12,300 
-100 
-500 

1,700 
-1,000 

300 

400 
300 

20,900 
-200 
-200 

3 .. 300 
400 
(z) 

1,200 
12,100 

(Z) 
-900 
-100 

(Z) 
-11,800 

-l,BOO 
-1 .. trOO 

-100 

21,300 
-400 
-300 

800 
200 

-600 
1,000 

(Z I 
-100 

),300 

3 

15.6 
-3.0 
-5,8 
16.5 

2,2 
19,6 

-·11.9 
14,8 
-2,5 

7,4 

18.0 
-~.2 

-4.0 
.. 11,7 

21..2 
4.5 

33 ~ 9 
1.5 

-7.5 
15.0 

8,7 
-1.7 
-7,3 

7.1 
-9,8 

2.6 
3.7 
0.6 
6, :~ 

-12. , 

11.[ 
2,8 

31.2 
-3 .~) 
-1.4 
13 .8 
3,6 

-10 5 
.~). 2 

34.3 

-6.6 
-10.7 

a ~~) 
-9.5 
-3.1 

0,5 
-0.9 

-11.0 
-7," 
-1,7 

28.1 
-2.1 
-7.3 
8.B 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: 
JULY 1, 1974 AND 1975-Continued 

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

CHANGE, 1970 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
JULY 1, TO 1975 1970 TO 1975 ,-

1975 JULY 1, APRIL 1, I------i COUNTY (PROVI_ 197q 1970 I SIONAl) (CENSUS I' NET ,~IGRATION 

EI. PASO • 
ERATH .. . 
FALLS .. . 
FANNIN .. 
F AVETTE. 
FISHER •• 
FLOYO ••• 
FOARD ••• 
FORT BEN 
FRANKLIN 

-~.-~------.-~~-~"-.-~~.~" 

• e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ............................... ............................... 
-'-'~----~-

414,700 
19,400 
16.300 
23,000 

NUMBER 

~------ ~--'~"---" -~.~-

402,800 359,291 55,400 
19,300 18,141 1,200 
17,000 17,300 -1,000 
23,300 

PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS 

'r~ +---.------ -----~-.- .-~~-
_~MIl~~ !~R.c.:~ 

15. It LJ.9) 000 12,000 18,500 5.1 
6.9 1,200 l,1JOO 1,400 7.7 

-5.6 1,100 1,500 -600 -3.2 ................................ ............................... ................................ ................................ 
• ~ • e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

0 .............................. ............................... 
E .............................. ................................ 
N::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : ............................... 
E .............................. 

FREESTON 
FRIO .... 
GAINES •• 
GALVESTO 
GARZA ••• 
GILLESPI 
GLASSCOe 
GOLIAD .. 
GONZALES 
GRAY4 ••• 

,k 5 ••• * ................................ 
~.~ .. ~ ............ ~ .......... ~. ....................... ~ ................ 
........ * ........................ 

................................ ............................... ............................... 
E .............. , ............... ................................. 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: 

JUL Y 1, 1974 AND 1975-Col'ltil'lued 
(State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred) 

I ! OF CHANGE. CHANGE, 1970 COMPONENTS 
JULY 1, TO 1975 1970 TO 1975' 

197:; JULY 1, APRIL 1, 
COUNTY (PROVI- 1974 1970 

S I ONAl) (CENSUS )' NET MIGRATION 
NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS ;--- -----

NUMBER PERCENT -- ----
LAMPASAS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12.1'.300 I 12,000 9,323 2,900 I 31.6 1,300 700 2,400 25.2 
LA SALLE ............................... 5,200 I 5 ... 100 '),014 200 Q.3 I 

1, ;gg I 300 (Z) 0.7 
LAVACA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17,300 17 ,400 1'1,903 -600 _3.1 1,500 I ··200 -1.2 
LEE •••••••••• ' ••••••••••••••• ' ••••••• ' • 8,600 8,500 8,048 500 6.4 500 600 600 7 ~5 
LEON ................................... 9,000 8, BOO 8,73B 200 2.5 500 800 q.OD 5. j 
LIBERTY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 37,200 36,500 33" OlQ £t.,200 12.6 3 .. 400 2,100 2,900 8.7 
l.JMESTONE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17,900 18,300 lB,100 -200 .,1.2 1,100 1,600 300 1.B 
LIPSCOMB ••••••••••••••••••• " •••••• " •• 3,400 3,400 3" l~B6 -100 -1.5 200 200 (ZI -0.6 
LI VE OAK ••••• ' ••••••••• " • '" •••• ' .' .'. 6.1 300 6, qQD 6,697 -~OO _5.9 500 400 -500 -7.5 
LLANO .................................. 8" 700 8,600 6" 979 1,,700 24.5 400 700 2,000 28.5 

l.OVING" ... e .... ~ •••• 0 ........... ~ ~ ......... 100 100 1641 -100 -30.5 I (Z) (ZI (Z) -28.0 
LUBBOCK ................................ 196,700 193,100 .1.79.1'295 t 17,400 9.7 19,300 6,600 4,700 2.6 
LyNN ................................... 8,400 8 , 800 9,107 -800 _8.3 700 400 "j,lOO -11.6 
MCCULL OCH •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8,,300 8,400 /i .. 571 -300 -3.3 600 700 ··100 -1.7 
MCLENNAN! ••••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 156,700 156,200 147,553 9,100 6.2 12,400 8,800 5)'500 3.7 
MCMULLEN ' ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 900 900 1,095 -200 -22.1 (Z I 100 -200 -20.B 
MADISON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8,100 8,200 7,,693 400 5.7 400 600 600 7.4 
MARION .............................. '" 7,200 8,400 8,517 -1,300 -15.0 600 600 -1,200 -14.4 
MARTIN ................................. 4.,900 4,900 ltJ'774 j 100 3.1 1100 200 -100 -1.8 
MASON .................................. I 3,300 \ 3,300 },356 (Z) -0.8 200 300 100, 2 .. :) 

! 

MATAGORDA .............................. 27,500 27, BOO 27,913 _l~OO -loll 2.1400 1,400 -1,400 ··5.1 
MAVER I CK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21,300 20,000 18,093 3,200 17.9 2 .. 600 600 1,200 6.9 
MEDINA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21,700 21,600 20 .. 21+9 1,400 7.1 1,900 1,000 500 2.5 
MENARD ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••••••••• 2 ... l~OO 2,600 ?,6tJ.6 -200 -8.8 :>00 200 -200 -7.3 
MIDLAND •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 69,700 67,300 65, 1f33 4,200 6.5 5,700 2,200 800 1.2 
MILAM •••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• ' • " •• , '" 19,900 19,900 20,028 -100 -0.6 1 ... 600 1,500 -200 -1.1 
MILLS13 •••••• e ••••••••••••••• ~.~~~ ••• ~~ lh200 4,200 4,212 (Z) 0.3 200 400 I 200 4.6 
MITCHELL ............................... , 8,,900 8,900 9,,073 -200 -2 .• 1 800 600 -300 ~3~5 
MONTAGUE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• lA)'lfOO 16,000 15.1326 1,J00 7.1 l.dOO ' 1,300 1,300 B ~3 
MONHiOMERY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 83,400 75,900 49,479 33,900 6B.6 5) 100 2,600 31..500 63.6 

MOORE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 14,000 )3, ~OO 14,060 -100 -0.7 IdOO 500 -900 -6.7 
MORRIS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 13,100 12,900 12,310 800 6.7 1>1.00 800 600 4.9 
MOTLEY ••••••••••••••••••••••• , • " •• , .' • 1,800 1,900 2,178 -400 -17 .3 100 200 -300 -1:'>.7 
NACOGDOCHES •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 42,600 42,000 36,362 6,300 17 .2 2,900 2,000 5,300 14.6 
NAVARRO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 31,400 3),700 31,150 200 0.7 2,200 2,500 500 1.7 
NEWTON ................................. 12,100 12,000 11,657 500 3.9 800 500 200 1.5 
NOLAN .................................. 16,000 15,800 16,220 -200 -1.3 1,500 1,000 -600 -q.~ 0 
NUECES ••••••••• " ••••• '" " •• ' ••••••• ' • 247,600 243,900 237,544 10,100 4.2 28,400 9,000 -9,300 -3.9 
OCHIL TREE .............. ~ ............... 9,000 9.1 000 9,704 -700 -7.1 800 400 -1,100 -11.4 
OLDHAM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,500 2,600 2,258 300 12.7 200 100 200 8.1 

ORANGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 75,300 73,900 71,170 4,200 5.9 6,600 2,700 300 0.
'
1 

PALO PINTO ••• , •••• , •••••••••••••••••• ' • 20,700 21,600 2B,962 -8,300 -28.6 ~J 600 1,500 -9" l~OO -.32.3 
PANOL.A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '" " 16,400 16,900 P).I894 500 3.2 10100 1,100 500 3.2 
PARKER ................................. r6; jgg 1 

34,000 33,888 500 1.6 2,200 1,600 I -100 -0 .. 3 
PARMER ................................. 10,400 10,509 -200 I -1.6 1,200 400 -1,000 -9.5 
PECOS .................................. 13, BOO 13,300 13,74B (Z) 0.3 1" 400 500 -900 ·.6.6 
POLK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18,600 17 ,200 l l j,Q57 4,200 2B.9 1, qOO 1,100 3,900 27.0 
POTTER ••• , ••••••••••••• " •• " " •• , ••• ' • 87,900 89,300 90,511 -2,600 .2.9 9,000 4,800 -6,800 -7 ~5 
PRESIDIO ............................... 4,,600 4,BOO 4,842 -2.00 -4.9 600 200 -600 -11.6 
RAINS .................................. q,400 '1,300 3,752 600 16.7 200 300 700 lB.9 

RANDALL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6~, 100 60,600 53,885 10,200 18.9 it; 300 1,500 7,400 13.7 
RE AGAN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3,.500 3,100 3,239 200 7.0 300 100 (Z) 0.8 
REAL ................................... 21300 2,100 2,013 300 15.4 100 100 300 15,0 
RED RIVER .............................. 14,500 14,500 14,,298 i 200 1.6 1,200 1,200 300 ' 1.8 
REEVES ................................. 1'0,800 16,200 16,526 -700 -4.2 2,J00 600 -2,200 -13.0 
REFUGIO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8 .. 600 8, BOO 9, L~94 -900 -9.3 400 200 -1,100 -ll.} 
ROBERTS 11, •••••• 9 ••••••••••••••• , .' ••• ' • 1,000 1,000 967 100 7.7 100 100 100 6.7 
ROBERTSON ••••••••••• " ••••••••••• , ••• ' • 14,300 14, .300 1

'
1,389 -100 .0.5 1,200 1,100 -200 -1.2 

ROCKWALL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '" 9,000 9,000 7,0~6 2,000 2B.0 600 300 1,700 2q.'j 
RUNNELS .............................. " 11,600 11,600 12,108 -500 -4.2 800 900 -400 -3.7 

RUSK ................................... 36,500 36,100 34,102 I 2,400 7.0 2,700 2,300 2,100 6.0 
SABINE ................................. 7,400 7,300 7,,187 200 2.9 600 500 200 2. /f 
SAN AUGUSTINE •••••••••••• " •• , ••••••• " 8,100 8,100 7}' 858 300 3.6 600 500 200 2.Q 
SAN JACINTO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• B,IfQO 8,,200 6,702 1,700 26.0 400 400 1,700 26.1 
SAN PATRICIO, •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 49,700 49,500 47,288 2,~00 5.1 5,300 1,900 -1,000 -2.0 
SAN SA8A •••••••••••••• " ••••••••••••• " (-,,200 5,500 ~.15I.J.O 700 11.8 1100 500 800 13.7 
SCHLE I CHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 ... 600 2,400 2,277 300 13.6 200 100 300 12.5 
SCURRY ••• " •••••••••••••• , ••• ' ••••••••• 16,900 17,000 15,760 1,100 7.1 1, ~OO BOO 500 3.4 
SHACKELFORD •••• " •••••••••••••• " " •••• 3,400 3,300 3,323 (Z I 1.0 200 300 100 2.5 
SHELBy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " 20,200 20,400 19,672 500 2.7 1,700 1,500 400 1.9 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: 

JULY 1, 1974 AND 1975-Continued 
(State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred) 

CHANGE, 1970 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE} 
JULY 1, TO 1975 1970 TO 1975 2 

1975 JUL Y 1, APRIL 1, 
COUNTY IPROVI- 1974 1.970 

SIONAl) (CENSUS) 1 NET ~IGRATION 
Nu!-mER. PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS 

--------- --------
SHERMAN •• '" ." •••••••••••••••• ' ., .' • " 3,600 J,600 3 J 657 -100 -2.8 300 100 -300 -7.3 
SM ITH •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 107" q.OO 105,400 97 J 096 10,.300 10.6 9J 500 5,300 6 J 100 6.3 
SOMERVEI.L .............................. ),100 ),100 2J 793 300 9.7 200 200 300 12.2 
STARR .................................. 20J 700 19) 400 17 J 707 3; 000 16.7 2J 700 600 800 4.8 
STEPHENS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• [\JllWO 8 J 200 8)IHIJ. I Z I III 600 700 100 1.0 
STERLING i5

• e e •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1.,000 1, 000 1J 056 I Z I -1.7 100 100 -100 -5.0 
STONEWALL .............................. 2,100 2) 300 2)397 -300 -13.1 100 200 -300 -11.7 
SUTTON ••••••••••••••••• " •• ' ••••• , .' ••• 4.l'LtOO 3) 700 3,175 1,200 

38.21 
400 200 1.100 33.1 

SWISHER ................................ 10,,300 10,300 
10, 373 1 -100 -1.1 100 I 500 -700 -6.3 

TARRANT ................................ 739.1100 I 735,600 716,317 ; 22, BOO 3.2 29,BOO -13 J 000 -1.8 

•••••••• & ......................... 103.1400 102,300 97,,853 5,600 5.7 I 9" 300 I ttJ 200 500 0.5 ................................ 1, BOO 1,900 1,940 -100 -5.8 100 100 -200 -8.7 
TERRV •••• , •• " ••••••••••••••••• " •• ' ••• 14,100 13} 700 14,118 (Z I -0.3 1,600 600 -1,000 -7.1 
THROCKMORTON •••••••••••••••••••• '" •• , • ?J 200 2,200 2,205 IZI -0.8 100 200 100 3.9 
T nus .................................• lR" 000 17 }900 16,702 1 J 300 7.8 11 qaD 1,200 1,100 6.3 
TOM GREEN., ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 74,800 74 J 000 71,047 3,700 5.3 6,400 3) 900 1,200 1.7 
TRAVIS ................................. 359, t~oo 350,100 295,516 63,900 21.6 31.0300 10,800 43,400 lq.7 
TRINITV •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 .. 800 8, 000 7 J 628 200 2.5 600 700 200 3.1 
TYLER •••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' ., .' ••••• '. 13,700 13,600 12,417 1,300 10.6 1,,000 900 1,200 9.8 
UPSHUR. " " •••••••••••••••••••• ' ., '" •• 24,600 23,100 20,976 3)600 17.2 1,600 1, l~OO j 3,400 16.2 

•••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••• 6 4,,600 4,300 I 4,697 -100 -1.9 500 200 : -400 -7.7 ................................. 19 1 900 18,700 I 17,348 2,500 14.6 2J 000 900 I" 400 8.2 
VERDE •••• , •••••••••••••••••• '" '.' • 31,600 30,1.1-00 27.1 471 LJ.,200 l'i.2 4,500 1,100 700 2.6 

VAN ZANDT ••••• '" '" ••••••••••••••• , • " 26" 900 26,900 22,155 4,700 21 • I~ 1,600 1/ 800 5, 000 22.5 
VICTORIA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• SA,100 56,700 53 / 766 4,300 8.0 5,300 2 .. 300 1,300 2.5 
WALKER ••• " ••••••• , •••••••• , ••• , ••••• " 37,200 35 / 300 27,680 9/500 3'1.4 2,000 1,000 8,500 30.7 
WALL.EH ................................. 15,700 15,300 14,285 I,QOO 9.9 1,000 700 1.100 7.7 
WAHD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12,,300 12,200 13,019 -800 
WASHINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

-5.8 1,100 500 -1,400 -10.6 
19,300 19,600 18,842 500 2.5 t .. 300 1,'100 600 3.0 

WEBB ••••• ' ••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••• ' ••• 7A,100 73,900 72,859 5,200 7,2 11 ,600 2,800 -3,600 ·Q.9 

36, 000 35,600 36, 729 1 -700 I -2.0 I 
I 

1,900 -1,700 .~ •• ~ •• ~ •• ~ •••• ~~.~9." •••• ~~.". 2 .. 800 -4.6 
• •••••• q B •• " ••• ~ ......... " •••• ~ • 6,100 6,000 6,434 -400 -5.6 QOO 500 -300 -4.1 

~ • ~ • ~ • a • ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 122,200 120,300 120,563 1,600 1.4 11,600 5,500 -4,400 -3.7 

WILLACV ••• :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 
15,500 15,100 15,355 200 1.1 1,100 1,100 200 1.1 
16,000 15,900 15,570 500 2.9 2,100 600 -1,000 -6.5 

WILLIAMSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '18,300 45,600 37,305 11, 000 29.5 J,800 2,500 9,700 26.1 · ......... ~ ..... " ..... " ........ 11+,100 13,800 13,OQl IJ10D 8.1 1,200 700 600 Q.J 
• •• ~ a q ••••• ~ ••••••••••••• D •••• ~ 9,100 

WISE ................................... 
8,800 19 ,640 -500 -5.7 800 400 -1,000 -10.4 

21,800 21,400 19,687 2,100 10.8 1,600 IJ 300 1,700 8.9 
WOOD •• '" " " •••••••••• '" ., '" •• " •••• 21,300 20,600 18,589 2,700 14.7 1,300 IJ 700 3,100 16.6 

YOA)(UM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7,300 7 ... 400 7 ... 3tt4 -100 -600 -B.2 
...... ~ •• " ••• ~ ••• * * •••••••• ~ •••• 0 8 16,000 15,600 15,QOO 600 800 5.Q . " ........... ~ ......... " . " ..... ~ £1. ... 800 li,600 Q ... 352 500 300 6.2 

ZAVALA" * •••••••••• " .......... " ••••••••• I 1l,'100 10,800 11,370 100 400 -1,100 -9.5 --------
Z LESS THAN 50 PERSONS OR LESS THAN Q ,05 PERCENT. 

ITHE TOTAL FOR THE STATE: SHOWN HERE INCLUDES ALL CORRECTIONS TO THE 1970 C[NSiJS MADl': SUBSeQUENT TO THE I~CLr.ASE or THE OFFICIAL 

cOU~~i~TH~H~NgF~~.~~~~ *~;o8~~~~To~0:E~~~~~Dw~7T~~f;~~~~;$Ics FROM APRIL 1, 19'10 TO DEC[MBER 31, 1971~, WITH EXTHAPOLATIONS TO 

,JUN
T T~~ I J~~~!") i, ~~~tt!~~A'~~g~J ~ i O~~~ ~{J~~ E~~N7~7~E~~~ ~~ ~~; J ~~~~~E S~~~N N~~~~A~l ;~~:E~~~M THOSE PRES[NT[D I N CURRENT POPULAT I ON 

REPORTS, ~;[lnES P-25, NO~ 615 a THE JULY 1, 1971) AND PROVISIONAL JULY 1, 1975 ESTIMATES PUBLISHED IN rHAT REPORT ARE 12,017,000 
AND 12,.237,000 RESPECTIVELY~ SEE TEXT FOR EXPLANATION. 

I'THE POPULATION OF BORDEN COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 13, 1975, WAS '179. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 
HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED fO REFLeCT THI S COUNT. 

5 TH [ POPULATION OF GLASSCOCK COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 19, 1975 WAS, 1.131. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 
HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

61'I1E pOPULATION OF IRION COUNTY, AS COUNT EO IN THE SPECIAl. CENSUS ON AUGUST 20, 1975 1 WAS 1,09Q. THE eSTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
BEEN AOJUSTED TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

lT11E POPUl.ATION OF ,JEFF DAVIS COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 27. 1975, WAS'1 ,1"54. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 
HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THrs COUNT. 

(jTl~E POPULATION OF KENEDY COUNTY, AS COUNTeD IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 26, tel75. WAS 602. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
[l[EN ADJUSTED TO r~EFLECT HI!S COUNT. 

9THE POPULATION OF KENT COUNTY, AS COUNT eO IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 12, 1975, WAS 112411. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
ADJUSTED TO ReflECT THIS COUNT. 

POPULATION OF KING COU'NTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST Ilf 1975, WAS 1~19. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

POfJUlATroN OF LOVING COUNTY, AS (OliNTED rN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 28, 1975, WAS 112" THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT TH r S COUNT. 

12THE POPULATION OF MCMULLEN COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSIJS ON AUGUST 25, 1975, WAS 8l.i5~ THE ESTIMI\H:S SHOWN HERE 
HAV[ BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

13 T HE POPULATION or MILLS COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON APRIL 16, 1973, WAS /~1220. HiE ESTIMATlS SHOWN HERE HAVE 
BEEN ADJUSTED TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

)"THE POPUl.ATION OF ROBERTS COUNTY, AS COUNTt~D IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 27, 1975 1 WAS 1,043. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 
HAVE BEEN ADJUSTED TO 1([FLEeT THI S COUNT. 

15 THE POPULATION OF STERLING COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS ON AUGUST 18, 1975, WAS 1,037. HIE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 
HAve BEEN AD,JUST [0 TO REFLECT TH I 5 COUNT. 
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Table 2. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF METROPOLITAN AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT 
COUNTIES: TEXAS. JULY 1, 1974 AND 1975 

STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL 
AREA AND COUNTY 

ABILENE, TEXAS .................. . 
CALLAHAN .............................. . 
JONES •••••••••• " •••••••••• , ••••••• '. '. 
TAyLOR ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AMARILLO, TEXAS .......... ; ••••••• 
POTTER ••••••••• ' •••••••••••••• '" •••••• 
RANDALL ............................... . 

AUSTI N, TEXAS ................... . 
HAYS .................................. . 
TRAVIS ...................... ' •••••••••• , 

BEAUMONT _PORT ARTHUR-
ORANGE, TEXAS .................. . 

HARDIN ................................ . 
JEFFERSON ............................. . 
ORANGE ................................ . 

BROWNSV ILLE-HARlI NGEN-SAN BENITO, 
TEXAS .......................... . 

CAMERON ............................... . 

BRYAN-COLLEGE STATION, TEXAS ••••• 
BRAZOS ................................ . 

CORPUS CHRIST!, TEXAS .......... .. 
NUECES ................................ . 
SAN PATRICIO ......................... .. 

DALLAS-FoRT WORTH, TEXAS ••••••••• 
COLLIN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DALLAS ................................ . 
DENTON ................................ . 
ELLIS ................................. . 
HOOD .................................. . 
JOHNSON ............................... . 
KAUFMAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PARKER ................................ . 
ROCKWALL ...................... " ...... . 
TARRANT ............................... . 
WISE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EL PASO, TEXAS ................. .. 
EL PASO ............................... . 

GALVESTON- TEXAS C I TV, TEXAS ..... . 
GALVESTON ••• 4 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HOUSTON, TEXAS .................. . 
BRAZOR I A ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FORT BEND ............................. . 
HARRIS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LIBERTY ............................... . 
MONTGOMERy ............................ . 
WALLER ................................ . 

KILLEEN-TEMPLE, TEXAS •••••••••••• 
BELL .................................. . 
CORyELL ............................... . 

LAREDO, TEXAS ................... . 
WEBB ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

lONGvIEW, TEXAS ................. . 
GREGG ................................. . 
HARRiSON .............................. . 

LUBBoCK, TEXAS .................. . 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 

MCALLEN-pHARR-ED I NBURG, TEXAS •••• 
HIDALGO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MIDLAND, TEXAS .................. . 
MIDLAND ............................... . 

ODESSA, TEXAS ................... . 
ECTOR •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' • 

SAN ANGELO, TEXAS •••••••••••••••• 
TOM GREEN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS .............. . 
BEXAH ................................. . 
COMAl ................................. . 
GUADAlUPE ............................. . 

SHERMAN-DENISON, TEXAS ••••••••••• 
GR/.)YSON ••••••••• ~""""""""""" 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END or TABLE. 

(SMSA totals rounded independently of county numbers) 

CHANGE, 1970 
TO 1975 

COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1975 ' JULY 1, 

1975 
(PROVI­
SIONAL) 

JULY I, 
1974 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 
~---'r------r------r-----~------------

128,400 
9,)00 

15,700 
103,400 

152,000 
87,900 
64,100 

39 ft" 800 
35,400 

359.1' 400 

349,500 
35,000 

239,200 
7~" 300 

72,300 
72>300 

297,300 
247,600 

49,700 

2,552.1800 
92, BOO 

1,,399.1'400 
101,100 

51,,400 
10,200 
56,600 
36,900 
3 t-l,,400 
9,000 

7390100 
21,800 

2,297.300 
122,800 
74,600 

I, 963J' 600 
37,200 
83,400 
15,700 

210,500 
159,900 
50,600 

78>100 
78,100 

125,300 
80,900 
qq., qoo 

196,700 
196,700 

220,700 
220,700 

98.1800 
98" 800 

71
" 800 

74" BOO 

977,200 
910,400 

28)'400 
.38,,/.1.00 

79,000 
79 .. 000 

126,900 
8.1 800 

15,800 
102.), 300 

149,900 
89 J 300 
60,600 

384,600 
34,500 

350,100 

3'16,100 
33,900 

238,300 
73,900 

161,900 
161,900 

69,000 
69,000 

293,500 
243,900 
49,500 

?, 525, 400 
88,700 

1,388,100 
96,900 
51,400 
9,400 

54,600 
36,300 
34,000 

9.1000 
735,600 

21"t100 

402, BOO 
402,800 

178,700 
178,700 

2,228,700 
119,800 

69,300 
1,912,,000 

36,500 
75,900 
15,300 

201, BOO 
15

'
1,900 

46,900 

123,400 
79,200 
44,200 

193,100 
193,100 

210,100 
210,100 

67,300 
67,300 

95,300 
95,300 

74,000 
74,000 

976,400 
909,700 

28,300 
38,£+00 

122.1164 
8,205 

16,106 
97,853 

144,396 
90,511 
53,8B5 

32,3,15B 
27,642 

295,516 

347,568 
29,996 

246,402 
71,170 

140,368 
140,368 

57 .. 978 
57,978 

2B4,832 
237,544 

47,2BB 

2,378,353 
66,920 

1,327,695 
75,633 
46,638 
6,368 

45,769 
32,392 
33,8B8 
7,046 

716,317 
19,687 

359,291 
359,291 

169,B12 
169,812 

1,999,316 
108,312 

52,314 
1 .. 741J 912 

33,014 
49,479 
14,285 

159,794 
124,4B3 

35,311 

72,859 
72, B59 

120,770 
75 .. 929 
Lj.lj..I 841 

179,295 
179,295 

181.1' 535 
181" 535 

65,433 
65,433 

92,660 
92,660 

71,047 
71,047 

B88,179 
830,460 

Zq,165 
33,554 

83,225 
B3,225 

6)'200 
1,100 

_500 
5,600 

7,600 
-2,600 
IO .. 200 

71,700 
7,800 

63 J 900 

1,900 
5,000 

-7,200 
4,200 

28,900 
28,900 

14,300 
14,300 

12,500 
10,100 

2,400 

174,400 
25,900 
71,700 
25,500 

4,800 
3,900 

10,BOO 
4,500 

500 
2,000 

22, BOO 
2,100 

55,400 
55 .. 400 

298,000 
14,500 
22,300 

221,700 
4.1 200 

33,900 
1,400 

50,700 
35,500 
15,300 

5,200 
5,200 

4,600 
5,000 

-400 

17,400 
17,400 

39,200 
39,200 

3,700 
3,700 

89,000 
79,900 

4,300 
4,800 

PERCENT 

5.1 
13.0 
_2.8 
5.7 

5.2 
-2.9 
18.9 

22.2 
28.2 
21.6 

0.6 
16.6 
.2.9 

5.9 

20.6 
20.6 

24.7 
2'1.7 

7.3 
38.7 

5.4 
33.7 
10.3 
60.5 
23.6 
13.8 

1.6 
28.0 
3.2 

10.8 

15.4 
15.4 

7.2 
7.2 

14.9 
13.4 
42.7 
12.7 
12.6 
6B.6 
9.9 

31.7 
2B.5 
43.2 

7.2 
7.2 

3.8 
6.5 

_0.9 

9.7 
9.7 

21.6 
21.6 

6.5 
6.5 

6.6 
6.6 

5.3 
5.3 

10.0 
9.6 

17.6 
14.4 

-5.1 
_5.1 

BIRTHS DEAhlS 

10 .. 900 
500 

1,,200 
9 .. 300 

13,300 
9 .. 000 
4,300 

34,000 
2,700 

31,300 

28,800 
2 .. 900 

19,300 
6,600 

6,100 
6 .. 100 

33,700 
28,400 
5,300 

232,000 
8,100 

135,000 
7 J 100 
4, qOO 

600 
4,,200 
2,,600 
2 .. 200 

6CO 
65,500 
1,600 

49,000 
49,ODO 

14,800 
14,BOO 

212,700 
10,200 

6 .. 200 
lB6,900 

3,400 
5, J 00 
1,000 

24} 300 
19,900 
Q,400 

10,900 
7,100 
3,800 

19,300 
19,300 

31,100 
31,100 

5,,700 
5,700 

9 .. 200 
9 .. 200 

101>100 
95,400 

2.1300 
3J500 

6,100 
600 

1,200 
4 .. 200 

6,}00 
4 .. 800 
1 .. 500 

12,000 
1,100 

10,800 

15,700 
1,500 

11,500 
2,700 

6"\00 
6,100 

11,000 
9,,000 
1.1'900 

98,900 
3,100 

51,600 
2,900 
2,900 

600 
2,700 
2,100 
1,600 

300 
29,800 

1,300 

12,000 
12,000 

7.1'700 
7,700 

77,500 
3,1700 
2,100 

66} :~oo 
2,100 
2,1,00 

700 

6,200 
4,900 
1,200 

2,800 
2,800 

7,100 
4,300 
2,800 

6,600 
6,600 

7,100 
7,100 

2,200 
2,200 

3 ... 000 
3,,000 

3,900 
3,900 

37,100 
34,000 

l,qOO 
1 .. 700 

5,100 
5,100 

NET MIGRATION 

NUMBER PERCENT 

1,400 
1,200 

-qOO 
500 

600 
-6, BOO 

7"ItQO 

49,600 
6,200 

IU,400 

-11,200 
3,600 

-15,000 
300 

-10,300 
-9,300 
-1,000 

41,400 
20,900 

-l1,BOO 
21,300 

3 .. 300 
},900 
9,300 
q,OOO 
-100 

1,700 
-13,000 

1,700 

18,500 
18,500 

5,000 
5,,000 

162,700 
8,000 

18,200 
101,100 

2,900 
31,500 

1,100 

32,600 
20,500 
12,100 

-3,600 
-3,600 

800 
2,200 

-1,400 

4,700 
4,700 

15,200 
15,200 

BOO 
BOO 

( Z) 
(Z) 

1. 200 
1,200 

24,900 
18,500 

3,300 
3.1'100 

-5,700 
-5,700 

1.1 
15.0 
-2.3 
0.5 

0.4 
-7 e 5 
13.7 

15.3 
22.3 
14.7 

-3.2, 
11.9 
-6.1 
0.4 

'B.7 
B.7 

18.0 
18.0 

·,3.6 
-3,9 
-2.0 

1.7 
,31.2 
-0.9 
28.1 

7.1 
61 to 
20,4 
12,4 
-0.3 
24.4 
-1.8 

8.9 

5.1 
5.l. 

2.9 
2.9 

8,1 
7.4 

34.8 
5.B 
B.7 

63.6 
7.7 

20,4 
16.5 
34,3 

-4.9 
-4.9 

0.7 
2.9 

-3.1 

2.6 
2.6 

B.4 
8. 1+ 

1.2 
1.2 

(2) 
(Z) 

1.7 
1,7 

2.B 
2.2 

13.8 
9.1 

-6.8 
-6.8 
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Table 2. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF METROPOLITAN AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT 
COUNTIES: TEXAS, JULY 1, 1974 AND 1975-Continued 

(SMSA totals rounded independently of county numbers) 

CHANGE I 1970 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
JULY 1, TO 1975 1970 TO 197'5 1 

1 <)75 JULY 1, RI L 1, 
(PROVI - 1974 970 STANDAHD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL 

AREA AND COUNTY sroNAI,) 

Af' 
1 

(CE NSUS) 

""';;1"'''"" 
NET MIGRATION 

TEXARKANA, TEXAS-TEXARKANA, ARK. 
ITEXAS PORTION) ••••••••••••••••• 

OOwIE ................................. . 

TYLER, TEXAS ..................... I 
SMITH ................................. . 

'tIAca., TExAS •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MCLENNAN ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS ••••••••••••• 

CLAy .................................. . 
WICHITA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

METROPOL IT AN ••••••••••• " ••• ; •••• 
NONMETROPOL! TAN •••••••••••••••••• 

69" 700 68,900 
69" 700 68; 900 , 

107,,!~OO 105,400 I 
107,400 105,400 

156" 700 156,200 
156,700 156" 200 

130,700 128,700 

8,500 8, l~OO 
122,200 120,300 

9,605,500 9,l~21,200 
2,630" 800 2,596" 000 

Z LESS THAN 50 PERSONS OR LESS THAN 0.05 pERCENT. 

NUMBER 

--~--, 

68) 909 700 
68,909 700 

97,096 lO,JOe 
97 J 096 10,,300 

Q7,553 9,100 
47,553 9,100 

28,61+2 2,100 

8,079 qOD 
20,563 1,600 

84,233 921,300 
'15,152 115,600 

PERCENT C---' 
NUMBER PERCENT 

-'-

1.1 6" 200 3,700 -1,700 -2.5 
1.1 6,1200 3,700 -1,700 -2.5 

10.6 9J500 5,300 6,,100 6.3 
10.6 9,,500 5,300 6,100 6.3 

6.2 12",400 8,800 5 ... 500 3,7 
6.2 12,1+00 8,800 5,500 3,7 

1.6 12,000 6, 000 -3,900 -3,0 

5.6 500 500 500 6.3 
1.4 11,600 5,500 -4,400 -3.7 

10.6 921~/l 00 360,300 357,400 4.1 
4.6 218,300 155,100 52,300 2.1 

'BIRTHS AND DEATHS ARE BASED ON REPORTEO VITAL STATISTICS FROM APRIL 1, 1970 TO DECEMBER 31, 1974, WITH EXTRAPOLATIONS TO 
JUNE 30, 1975. NET MIGRATION IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN NET CHANGE AND NATURAL INCREASE. 



APPENDIX 

ESTIMATES PUBLISHED IN SERIES P-26 REPORTS SINCE 1970 

(Reports issued under the Federal-State Cooperative Program for Population Estimates, jointly preparect by the 
Bureau of the Census and designated State agencies) 

Report No.* Report No. " 

9 

1----.-- ---------- ----------
state 1974 and 1973 and 1972 and State 1974 and 1973 and 1972 and 

previ 8i on al provisional pravi sional provisional pravi sianal pravi sl anal 
1975 1974 1973 1975 197" 1973 

------- --1----
Ala •• , •••••• ~ 75-1 125 76 Mont •••••••• 75-26 109 
Alaska, •••••• (2) (3) Nebr •••••••• 75-27 10/+ 

Ariz .•.••••.• 75-3 94 50 Nev ••••••••. 75-28 117 
Ark ••••••• 0" 75-4 115 70 N. H ••.•• _ •• 75-29 107 
Call f. ••..••. 75-5 119 (3) N. ,) ........ 75-30 135 

Co]o •••••••.• 75-6 103 62 N. Mex •••••• 75-~31 123 
Conn ••••••••• 75-7 116 79 N. Y •• " ••••• (2) 

Del .......... 75-8 III 57 N. c ........ 114 
Fla •••••••••• 75-9 130 90 N. Dalt •••••• 75-34 102 
Ga ••••• o • 0." 75-10 124 92 Ohio .••••••• 75-35 122 

Hawaii ..•..•. 75-11 105 56 OldD- ••••• .. 75-36 H2 
Idaho •••••••• 75-12 106 51 Oreg ....•.•. 75--37 (') 
IlL .......•• 75-13 128 78 Pa •••••••.•• 75-38 136 
Ind .......... 75-14 113 75 R. L .•..... 75-39 98 
Iowa •••.••.•. 75-15 138 72 S. C •••••••• 75-40 108 

Kans ••.•••••• 75-16 129 64 s. Dak ••.••• 75- /d lOl 
Ky •••••• ' ••••• 75-17 120 84 Tenn •••••••• 75-42 133 
La •••••••• 0" 75-18 97 51, l'ex .••. , •.•• (') (2) 

Maine •••••••• 75-19 99 59 Ut.ah .••••••• 75-44 96 
Md ••••••••••• (1) (') (3) Vt •••.•••••. 75-45 95 

Mass ••••••••• (') 137 91 Va ••••• , •••• 127 
Mtch .•••••••. 75-22 110 69 Wash •••••••• (1) (') 
Minn ••••••••• 75-23 132 87 w. Va., ••••• 75-48 121 
Miss ....••.•. 75-24 131 86 Wis ...•. , .. 0 75-49 126 
Mo ••••••••••• 134 77 Wyo ••••••••• 75-50 100 
---,--

*County estimates for all States for 1971 and provtsional 1972 are published in Series P-25, No. 517. 
lCounty or county equivalent estimates for 1974 and provisional 1975 are published in Series P-25 for the following 

States: Washlngton, No. 624; Maryland, No. 629; New York, No. 631; Massachusetts, No. 633; and Texas, No. 6~7. 
2County or county equivalent estimates for 1973 and provisional 1974 are published in Series P-25 for the following 

States: Maryland, No. 596; Washing"ton, No. 597; New York, No. 599; Oregon, No. 602; Alaska, No. 604; and Texas, No, 609, 
3County or county equivalent estimates for 1972 and provisional 1973 are published :in Series P-25 for the following 

States: New Yorl{, No. 527; Maryland, No. 530; Alaska, No. 531; California, No. 532; and Texas, No, 535. 

53 
58 
67 
52 
82 

B5 
(3) 

68 
60 
80 

63 
71, 
93 
65 
71 

61 
83 

(') 
55 
1,9 

88 
66 
89 
81 
73 
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