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ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF STATES WITH COMPONENTS
OF CHANGE:1970 TO 1975

(The population estimates for 1974 and 1975 were previously published in Series P-25, No. 615. Numbers here supersede those
published in Series P-25, Nos. 539 and 520)

This report contains annual estimates of the population of
States for 1970 to 1975 and components of population change
for the 1970-75 period. Also included is a detailed description
of the estimating procedures used to develop these estimates
together with a discussion of their limitations.

A discussion of recent trends in population growth for
regions and States is presented. Special emphasis is placed on
the effects of the declining birth rate and the out-migration
from the nation’s very large metropolitan areas on the
population totals for individual States.

RECENT POPULATION TRENDS

Regional Growth, 1970-75. A pronounced shift in net
migration patterns combined with a continuing drop in the
fertility rate has caused a significant change in regional
population trends since 1970 as compared with previous
periods {table A). The South’s 5.1 million population increase
in the past b vyears represents a sharp departure from the
experience of other recent b-year periods and far outdistances
the growth of other regions during the early 1970's,

Table A. Population Change by Region,
1950 to 1975

(In thousands. Periods begin July 1)

. United | North- North
h st
Period States east Central Sout West
1950-55.. | 13,201 2,719 3,879 1 2,877 3,725
1955-60,, | 14,906 2,524 3,204 | 4,950 4,228
1960~65,. | 13,485 2,649 2,510 | 4,405 3,921
1965-70.. | 10,350 1,701 2,445 ) 3,441 2,764
1970-75.. 9,311 309 999 | 5,093 2,909
Source: Current Population Reports, Series
P-25, Nos. 304, 460, and table 3,

Although the South’s 5.1 million increase from 1970 to
1975 is not appreciably greater than the increase registered for
that region in 1955-60 and 1860-65, the net migration
component is substantially greater (table B}. The South had a
net in-migration of 2.6 million (4.1 percent of its July 1970

Table B. Population Change by Component by Region: 5-Year Periods, 1950 to 1975

(In millions,

Periods begin July 1)

Natural increase Net migration
_ Region Region
Period United United
States | North- North ) States | North- North .
cast Central South West east central South West
1950-55.ccacesnes 12,1 2.3 3.5 4 1.9 1.0 0.4 0.4 ~1l.6 L9
1955-60..c000es .o 13.2 2.6 3.9 4 2.2 1.7 (z) -0,7 0.3 2.0
1960-65.0.0000un.. 12.0 2,3 3.3 4 2.2 1.5 0.3 -0.8 0.3 1,7
1965-70. .. 0eunss 8.7 1.6 2.3 3 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.1 0.4 1.1
1970-750 .0 ieninns 6.8 1.0 1.8 2 1.5 2.5 0.7 -0.8 2.6 Lob
‘COMPONENT AS
PERCENT OF
BEGINNING
POPULATION
1950-55..000cnse . 8.0 5.9 7.7 9 9.1 6.7 1.0 0.9 -3.5 9.2
1955-60...00i0uees 8.0 6.1 7.9 9 9.1 1.0 ~-0.1 ~-1.3 0.6 8.5
1960-65,.00evuans 6.7 5,2 6.4 7 7.7 0.8 0.7 -1.6 0.5 6,2
1965-700ceeneenoa 4,5 3.4 4,3 5 5.3 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.7 3.3
1970-75. 000 evonan 3.4 2.0 3.2 &4 4,2 1.2 ~1.4 -1.5 4ol 4,

7 Less than 50,000.

Source: Same as table A,
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population) in the past 5 years and is now attracting almost
twice as many net migrants as the West. Between 1955 and
1970 the South had consistent net in-migration of just over
300,000 per B5-year period, but in the first half of the 1950's
the region had a net out-migration of 1.6 million (3.5 percent
of its population at that time}. Thus in less than a generation
the South has gone from a heavy net loss due to migration to a
very large gain.

Prior to 1970, large numbers of in-migrants into Fiorida have
minimized the migration loss for the South as a whole, and
between 1955 and 1970 they more than made up for
out-migration from the rest of the region (table C}. From 1970
to 1975, however, Florida’s large net in-migration {which itself
was double its B-year average over the previous two decades)
was matched by equally large in-migration to the rest of the
region. It is this migration into the remaining States of the
South which is the most striking phenomenon of the past 5
years. Between 1950 and 1955, these States had a net
out-migration of 2.3 miilion (5.3 percent of the July 1,1950
population). This level of out-migration was cut sharply in the
latter half of the 1950's to 600,000, and migration remained
at nearly that fevel during the 1860’s before changing direction
during the past 5 years.

The nation’s other fast-growing region, the West, increased
its population 2.9 million (8.3 percent) since 1970. This is
about the same as 1965-70 but considerably less than the 4.0
million growth in the three preceding 5-year intervals when the
population base was considerably smaller. California has well
over one-half the region’s population, and previously the
migration experience of California had dominated the regional
pattern. This is no longer the case. California’s 400,000 net
in-migration since 1970 (2.1 percent) is approximately the
same as 1965-70 but is far less than the 1.5 miliion net in-
migration for each 5-year period between 1950-65. In con-
trast, the remaining 12 States of the region attracted 1.0 mil-
lion net in-migrants between 1970 and 1975, triple the
1950-65 level and almost twice the 1965-70 number. The

sharp increase in net migration of the 12 smaller States has
enabled the West as a whole to continue to attract migrants at
nearly the previous levels in spite of the California decline.

The migration gains in the South and West are largely the
result of net migration from the Northeast and North Central
regions. The Northeast had a net out-migration of 700,000
since 1970 compared with very slight change due to migration
in the four previous intervals. lIts natural increase component
of 1.0 million was 600,000 less than 1965-70. Combined with
the net out-migration, this results in a population increase of
only 300,000 (0.6 percent) for the 5 years. As recently as 10
years ago {1960-65) the Northeast had a population increase
of 2.6 million (5.9 percent), but the fall in natural increase
accompanied by a substantial trend toward out-migration
caused an almost complete halt in growth. Over the past 3
years, 1972 to 1975, this region is estimated to-have incurred a
population decrease of 200,000,

The North Central States had an out-migration of 800,000
population, and this too was a sharp change from the 1965-70
pattern. However, this region had experienced out-migration of
this magnitude previously (both 1955-60 and 1960-65). The
growth of 1.0 million in the North Central Region (1.8
percent) is its lowest for any of the postwar 5-year-periods and
is less than 40 percent of the 2.5 miilion increase (4.9 percent)
experienced between 1960-65 when out-migration was about
the same as it was for 1970-75.

The highly industrialized East North Central Division of this
region had a net out-migration of 900,000 (-1.8 percent) in the
past 5 years, and like the Northeast this was not expected
when compared with the patterns established in the previous
15 years. The net out-migration from the more agrarian West
North Central Division was slightly less than 100,000 and
about the same as 1965-70. Prior to 1965-70 this division had
been having a consistent out-migration of about one-half
million per period.

Table C. Net Migration for Seiected Areas: 5-Year Periods, 1950 to 1975

(In millions.

Periods begin July 1)

. S . Rest of ; g Rest of East North West North
P d ali - . ,
erLo California West Florida South Central Central

1950-55, .. 00scacnsonce 1.6 0.3 0.7 2.3 0,9 =04
1955-60, 00 st ocnavconns 1,7 0.4 0.9 -0,6 ~0,2 -0.4
1960-65, 0. c0uenasanoass 1.5 0.2 0.6 ~0.4 -0,3 -0,5
1965770, eunvnnnanuonoa 0.5 0.6 0.7 -0.3 0.2 (z)
197075, 000 ssococoasos 0.4 1.0 1.4 1.2 -0.7 =0, 1

MIGRATION AS PERCENT
OF BEGINNING POPULATION
1950-55, 0o seoonansoasos 14,7 3.0 24,8 ~5,3 2,8 3.1
1955-60, cnoccnvacncana . 12,3 4ol 24,9 ~1,3 -0,7 ~2.7
1960-65, cconsscanacsona 9.7 1.8 12,8 -0,8 ~0.,7 -3.5
1965-700 0 sonscoanosanse 2.7 4.1 11.7 ~0,5 0.4 -0.2
1970-75, s vaosnvonasna 2,1 6.7 19,9 2.1 -1.8 -0,6

Z Less than 50,000,

Source: Same as table A,



Regional Change and Metropolitan Shifts. The current
regional growth pattern has been affected by a decided shift in
net migration flows since 1970 between the metropolitan and
nonmetropolitan sections of the nation. Between 1960 and
1970, the nonmetropolitan counties of the nation (current
definition) had a net out-migration of 3.2 million. These same
counties experienced a net in-migration of 1.5 million between
1970 and 1874.} Since 1970, the nonmetropolitan portions of
the nation’s four regions all experienced net in-migration. As a
result, in spite of sizeable declines in the average annual change
due to natural increase, each region’s nonmetropolitan coun-
ties are growing faster than in the 1860’s (table D).

"The sharp upturn in net in-migration for the nation's
nonmetropolitan areas has been accompanied.by a sizeable
downturn in net in-migration for the metropolitan sector.
Between 1970 and 1974, metropolitan areas had a net
in-migration of about 500,000 (slightly more than 100,000 a
year).}
gain of 6.3 million or over 600,000 per year,

'Large metropolitan includes areas identified individually in table E.
Source: Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 618, and
unpublished census tabulations.

During the 1960's, the same areas had a net migration-

The downward trend in net in-migration has been selective,
however, dichotomizing metropolitan areas into two groups
{the 20 areas with a 1970 population of 1.5 million or more,
and other SMSA's) indicates that the downward trend in
migration has been concentrated in large metropolitan areas.

Net migration (millions)
Area
1970-74 1960-70
Large metropolitan,.. ~1.2 4,2
Other metropolitan,,. 1.7 2.2
Nommetropolitan...... 1.5 ~3.2

Although the smaller metropolitan areas are currently
attracting migrants double the number of net in-migrants
occurring during the 1960's, the major change has been in the
migration patterns of the very large metropolitan areas. With-
out a single exception the net migration rate for these areas
has shifted downwards, substantially in most cases {see table
E for individual areas).

Table D. Population and Average Annual Percent Change for Regions by Metropolitan Status:
196010 1974

(Numbers in thousands)

Population Average annual
. percent change
Region
1974 1970 1960 1970~1974 1960-1970
NORTHEAST v
Large metropolitant............ 28,623 28,933 26,309 ~-0.3 1.0
Other metropolitan.......eee... 13,816 13,548 12,300 0.5 1.3
Nommetropolitan......... Cemenan 6,987 6,580 6,069 1.4 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL

Large metropolitan............ 22,559 22,591 20,049 -0.1 1.2
Other metropolitan,............ 17,226 16,815 14,810 0.6 1.3
Nonmetropolitan, ., oeeesesnacss 17,759 17,185 16,760 0.8 0.3

SOUTH
Large metropolitan®...,........ 14,756 13,702 10,232 1.8 2,9
Other metropolitan...ivoecaoseass 28,122 26,112 22,347 1.7 1.6
Nonmetropolitan.....eeoevoeooon 24,299 22,998 22,382 1.3 0.3

WEST
Large metropolitant...,...... 16,610 16,245 12,672 0.5 2.5
Other metropolitan.. sneeescnso . 13,252 11,871 9,219 2,6 2,5
NonmetropolitaNeeeooscocvesens 7,382 6,720 6,162 2.2 0.9

1Large metropolitan includes areas identified individually in table E.

Source:

Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 618, and unpublished census tabulations,
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Table E. Population and Net Migration for the 20 Largest Metropolitan Agglomerations: 1960 to 1974

(Areas arranged in regional order by size.

Numbers in thousands,

areas and standard metropolitan statistical areas as currently defined)

Standard consolidated statistical

Population Net migration
fegion and area July 1, April 1, April 1, 1970 to 1960 to
1974 1970 1960 1974 1970
NORTHEAST
New YorK.wooooeo. csesecaas 17,181 17,494 15,779 -635 301
Philadelphial....vvuvenss 5,642 5,628 5,024 -105 98
Boston..... cacsaassaeseeo 3,918 3,849 3,457 -2 61
PLttshburgh.eeecceocscooeas 2,334 2,401 2,405 -89 ~166
NORTH CENTRAL
Chicago........ e 7,615 7,611 6,795 -242 -6
Detroit,..seveocoooaconon 4,684 4,669 4,122 -151 15
Cleveland....covevovoauns 2,921 3,000 2,732 -159 -36
St, LoUiS..ieveeevouenwan 2,371 2,411 2,144 ~105 24
Minneapolis-St. Paul..... 2,011 1,965 1,598 -26 118
Cincinnati'.,............ 1,618 1,611 1,468 -43 -33
Milwaukee....oovesouoonas 1,589 1,575 1,421 -30 ~29
SOUTH
Washington, D.C........ o 3,015 2,909 2,097 -14 <429
Dallas~Ft. Worthe.eevseoo 2,499 2,378 1,738 10 368
HOUSTON. e eoussnoassn voeas 2,402 2,169 1,571 116 328
Miamioeoooonssrsonsooconos 2,223 1,888 1,269 312 512
Baltimore. . ueeeesnssconcs 2,140 2,071 1,804 22 54
At1antad.,.eeoooaneccnasas 1,775 1,596 1,169 102 233
WEST
Los AngeleS..ceocovoccaocns 10,231 9,983 7,752 ~84 1,172
San FranciscCoO.e.ceccoveess 4,585 4,424 3,492 45 489
Seatltless s eooooonsvoscons 1,794 1,837 1,429 -91 235

'small portions of Philadelphia and Cincinnati areas are in the South.

Source:

The significance of such differentials for regional growth lies
in the distribution of the population by metropolitan status
(table F). The Northeast has nearly three-fifths of its total
population infour large metropolitan areas and is much more
affected by a slowdown in large metropoiitan growth than is
the South, where only one-fifth of the population resides in

Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No, 618 and unpublished census tabulations.

these areas. On the other hand, a sharp increase in nonmetro-
politan migration is much more noticeable in the South, with
over one-third of its population in this sector, than it is in the
Northeast, where only one-seventh of the population resides in

this type of area.

Table F. Percent Distribution of Population by Residence by Region: ’ 1974

. United North- North
Residenc s at
esidence States east Central South West
Large metropolitan.......c.veeuunvnens 39 58 39 22 45
Other metropolitan. . oo e eeeneanoons 34 28 30 42 36
Nonmetropolitan. ... oieeeveeneeenncans 27 14 31 36 20

Source: Current Population Reports,

Series P-25, No. 618,



Figure 2. Change in Population by State:
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State Changes, 1970-75. In the past b years, three States are
estimated to have experienced population decline (table 1 and
figure 2). New York is estimated to have lost 120,000
population and Rhode Island 23,000 persons. Rhode Island
did have a slight gain in civilian population (table 2), but the
large decline in the military population at the Newport Naval
" Base and other locations in the State more than offset the
civilian increase. The District of Columbia, which is treated as
a State in this report, also was estimated to have lost
population since 1970. The 40,000 decrease (5.4 percent) is
not uncommon for cities of its size class, however.

Since 1970, Florida leads all States in absolute growth. The
estimated increase of nearly 1.6 million {23 percent) since
1970 was 350,000 more than California, 500,000 more than
Texas, and over a million greater than Arizona, which ranks
4th. Florida’s rate of growth since 1970, which was exceeded
only by Arizona, was 2.5 times that of any other State with a
population in excess of 3.0 million.

In terms of growth rates {figure 3), Arizona’s 25.3 percent is
slightly ahead of Florida. Nevada (21.1 percent} and Alaska
(16.3 percent} were the only other States to exceed 15
percent. These four States and California have been the five
most rapidly growing States (not necessarily in that order} for
each of the past three decades.

1970 to 1975

U.S, Increase
9.8 Million

NUMBER OF PERSONS

M 500,000 or more

BE 200,000 — 499,990

., 100,000 — 199,999
25,000 — 99,999
L1 Less than 25,000 or loss

Source: Table T

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

The eight States of the sparsely populated Mountain
Division have also grown rapidly, increasing their population
by 16.3 percent in the past 5 years. Seven of the eight States
have rates of growth exceeding 12 percent and Montana’s 7.7
percent rate of growth is exceeded by only eight States outside
of the Division.

The slow-growing States include Pennsylvania, Iflinois, and
Ohio (the 4th, bth, and 6th largest States), each registering
population increases of less than 1 percent. The lack of growth
in these States reflects the slowdown in population growth
(often a loss) in the very large metropolitan areas of these
States (table E).

The Role of Declining Birth Rates in State Population
Change. Although New York and Rhode lIstand {and the
District of Columbia) were the only States experiencing
population declines between 1970 and 1975, the populations
of 12 other Northeastern and North Central States are largely
static, increasing since 1972 by less than 0.25 percent annually
{table 6).

"By historical standards, only Rhode Island and the District
of Columbia have had excessive rates of net out-migration
recently {over 1 percent per vear}. But the cushion of natural
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Figure 3. Percent Change in Population by State: 1970 to 1975
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increase (births less deaths) which protected most States in the
past from losing population no longer exists. For most of the
post-World War 1 era, moderate amounts of net out-migration
scarcely detracted from the excess of births over deaths, This
is no longer the case. In 1960, the United States had over 4.2
million births and a natural increase of more than 2.5 million
(table 8). Ten years later the births were 3.7 million and
natural increase was 1.8 million. By 1974, births had dropped
below 3.2 million and the natural increase of 1.2 million was
less than one-half of the 1960 figure. Since population is still
rising, albeit slowly, the effect on the rate of natural increase
was even greater.

Among the individual States, West Virginia's crude birth
rate of 21.1 in 1960 trailed all States (table 9). Pennsylvania
was last in rate of natural increase in that year with 10.6 per
thousand. At that time no State could lose population until its
rate of net out-migration exceeded 1.1 percent per year. in
1974, by contrast, Connecticut’s crude birth rate of 11.7 was
lowest and Pennsylvania was again last in rate of natural
increase with 2.4. That State had a natural increase of 120,000
in 1960 but less than 30,000 in 1974.

In a different perspective, the 1960 West Virginia birth rate
exceeded the 1974 birth rate in all States but Utah. In 1974,
the only natural increase rates above 10.6 were Utah (18.5},

U.S. Increase
4.8 Percent

PERCENT

R 12.0 or more
M 65119
35—~ 64
15— 3.4
{71 Less than 1.5 or loss

Source: Table 1

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
HBUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Alaska {16.3), Hawaii (13.1}, New Mexico {11.8), and Idaho
{11.5}. At the other end of the spectrum, eight States and the
District of Columbia were experiencing rates of natural
increase below four per thousand. Six of the eight were in the
Northeast {all of the States in that region except Maine, New
Hampshire, and Vermont). The remaining two States were
Florida, with its unique age distribution, and Missouri.

The impact of the declining births is most noticeable in New
York State. From 1970 to 1975 New York’'s population
decline of 121,000 resulted from 1,375,000 births, 958,000
deaths, and a net out-migration of 539,000. This out-migration
would have been easily offset by natural increase had the
360,000 births occurring in 1960 continued at that level
between 1970 and 1975, Had that occurred, total births would
have been 1,887,000 and the population would have increased
by nearly 400,000. However, if the 239,000 births in 1974
had occurred throughout the 1970-75 period, New York’s
population loss would have been double what was
experienced.

State Net Migration, 1970-75. Such dramatic shifts in the
magnitude of natural increase have profound implications for
the potential effects of migration on State population change.
Florida had by far the largest State increase due to net
migration since 1970. it's 1.4 million increase through
migration was 90 percent of its total population increase and



Figure 4. Net Migration by State, 1970 to 1975, as a Percent of 1970 Population
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was 1 million greater than the 431,000 in California and
409,000 in Texas (table 1 and figure 4).

Florida's in-migration rate has exceeded California’s by a
substantial amount since 1950, but it was not until 1865-70
that Florida had a greater number of net migrants than
California. Florida’s 1.4 million net in-migration in the past
5 years was 500,000 greater than in any previous 5-year
period. it closely approximates the migration flows into Cali-
fornia between 1950-65, and its rate of migration is decidedly
greater.

Arizona and Colorado were the only other States to have a
net gain from migration of over 200,000. Florida's rate of net
migration (20.8 percent) was also first among all States for the
1970-75 period. Arizona {18.7 percent), and Nevada (15.9
percent) also had very substantial rates of net migration. The
eight-State Mountain Division had the highest net in-migration
of all Divisions (10.0 percent).

New York, with over one-half million people lost through
net out-migration, and tliinois, with a net out-migration of
nearly 350,000, had rates of net out-migration of about 3
percent. Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Michigan also lost over
100,000 people through out-migration since 1870,

PERCENT GAIN
S 5.0 or more
B 0549

U.S. Gain 1.2 Percent

PERCENT LOSS
Less than 1.5

™1 1.5 or more

Source: Table 1

.5, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CEMSUS

Less than 2.5

Rhode Island’s net out-migration rate of 4.6 percentled all
States, but this is directly attributable to a drastic reduction in
military population. The District of Columbia had a net
out-migration of 60,000 persons for the period (8.1 percent).
The District’s out-migration is typical for central cities of its
size, and is guite close to the rate of out-migration in effect
between 1950 and 1970.

Population Change, 1970-72 and 1972-75. For analytical
purposes, the 5.25-year period since 1970 was divided into
two segments by July 1, 1972, in part arbitrarily because the
result is two roughly equal time periods, but also because
relative stability in the- level of births and Armed Forces
movement have occurred during the last 3 vyears. State
migration patterns are relatively consistent for both periods,
although some States experienced sharp turnarounds. The
State of Washington is estimated to have had a net in-migration
of 71,000 {2.1 percent) since 1972, as opposed to a net
out-migration of 53,000 (1.6 percent) the previous 2 years.
This State relies heavily on one corporation (Boeing Aircraft)
as a source of primary economic activity, with the result that
migration to-and from that State is heavily affected by that
industry. In addition, Washington has experienced recently
some degree of prosperity in support of oil-related develop-
ments in Alaska.



At the other end of the scale, New Jersey and Maryland also
have had sharp reversals in their net migration patterns. New
Jersey’s net civilian out-migration for the past 3 years was
95,000 persons as opposed to a net in-migration of 58,000 in
the first 2 years. Maryland has experienced a net out-migration
of 21,000 the past 3 years as compared to a net in-migration of
58,000 the first 2 years of this decade. Both of these States
have had sizeable amounts of in-migration since World War {1,

Ten other States were estimated to have reversed their
direction of net migration, but the change is appreciable only
in Rhode Island. The naval base at Newport began to
deactivate in late 1973, greatly affecting military dependents
and other civilians, as well as military personnel directly affected
by the closure.

The most significant pattern emerging from the analysis of
tables 6 and 7 is the increasing spread between the in-migration
States and out-migration States. Florida was first for both
periods with 500,000 and 900,000 in-migrants. California,
which had less than 75,000 net in-migrants the first 2 years,
had nearly 400,000 the last 3 years. Texas went from a net
in-migration of slightly over 100,000 the first 2 years to almost
300,000 since 1972. Net out-migration for New York went
from -106,000 to -433,000 and lilinois from -88,000 to
-255,000.

METHODOLOGY

The population estimates contained in this report were
developed by averaging the results of three methods. Each of
these methods uses current data to estimate population change
since April 1970. These methods are: (1) the Census Bureau's
Component Method H, which employs vital statistics to
measure natural increase and elementary school enrollment
data to estimate net migration; (2) the Ratio-Correlation
method, in which a multiple correlation estimating equation is
applied to the changes in the distribution of four different
series of data to estimate changes in population;? and (3) the
Administrative Records method, where net internal migration
is estimated using individual income tax returns. Immigration
from abroad is developed separately from reports on intended
residence of immigrants, and vital statistics are used to
estimate natural increase.

All three methods were used only to estimate the civilian
population under age 65. Estimates of the Armed Forces and
the population 65 and over were added as a last step. The
population aged 65 and over was estimated by adding to the
1970 census population aged 65 and over the estimated change
in the number of people enrolled under ‘‘Medicare” (the
hospital and/or medical insurance program under Title XVIi}
of the Social Security Act) between April 1, 1970 and the
estimate date. The number of Armed Forces in each State was
estimated directly from Department of Defense reports show-
ing the number of military personnel assigned to each
installation, adjusted where necessary to reflect place of
residence.

2This is essentially the same method as theRatio-Correlation method
described by Goldberg, Schmitt, and others. See David Goldberg, Allen
Feldt, and J, William Smitt, “Estimates of Population Change in Michigan
1950-60,” Michigan Population Studies No. 1, University of Michigan,
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1960, and Robert C. Schmitt and Albert H.
Crosetti, “Accuracy of Ratio-Cotrelation Method for Estimating Post-
Censal Population,” Land Economics, Vol. XXX, No. 3 (August 1954},
pp. 279-280.

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

Component Method li. In Component Method i the pro-
cedure for estimating the civilian resident population under
age 65 involves: (1} subtracting an estimate of Armed Forces
on April 1, 1970, from the 1970 census population that would
be under age 65 on the estimate date {for July 1, 1975 this
would be the population under age 59.75 on April 1, 1970},
(2) adding births for the period between the 1970 census and
the estimate date; (3) deducting an allowance for deaths
(civilian plus military) occurring in this period to the popu-
lation which weuld be under age 65 on the date of estimation;
(4} adding an estimate of net civilian migration during the
period to the population that would be under age 65 on the
estimate date; and (5) adding an estimate of net movement
between the civilian population and the Armed Forces
(separations minus inductions plus military deaths) during the
period.

The estimate of net civillan migration of the population
under age 65 by Component Method Il for each State was
derived as follows: Net migration for children between exact
ages 6.50 and 14.49 on the estimate date, for each postcensal
period ending July 1, was developed on the basis of age data
from the 1970 census together with fall school enrollment
data for elementary grades 1 to 8 for 1969 and each later
school year. The amount of net migration for school children
in these ages was converted to a migration rate for ages, and
this rate was in turn converted to a migration rate for the en-
tire civilian population under 85. These estimates of net migra-
tion and net migration rates relate to various postcensal
periods and to cohorts with the indicated ages on the estimate
date.

The procedure for converting the school-age migration rate
to a migration rate for all ages under 65 was based on the
relation of each State’s net migration rate for females aged
5 to 64 (in 1970) for the 1965-70 period to the States net
migration rate for all children aged 5 to 14 (in 1970) for the
1965-70 period {a good approximation of the elementary
school ages for the same period).” Rates for females were used
rather than the rates for both sexes combined for 1965-70 to
avoid the problems resulting from military migration. The
absolute difference between the two rates for each State, as
reflected in the figures for 1965-70, was assumed to have
grown linearly over time and, hence, it was reduced to an
annual figure by dividing by five. Values of the difference
hetween the rates for each year between the 1970 census and
the estimate data was obtained by cumulating the annual
differences. This value was then added to the school-age mi-
gration rate to given an estimate of the migration rate for
the total civilian population under age 65. The annual
adjustment for States (excluding the District of Columbia)
ranged from -0.4 percent in Washington and Oregon to + 0.5
percent in Alaska and Hawaii. For the District of Columbia it
was + 1.0 percent, a value consistent with that found for other
large central counties of metropolitan areas.

The birth and death statistics used in developing the
estimates were provided by the individual State vital statistics

*Information on interstate migration by age for the period 1965-70
can be found in Census of Population, 1970, Subject Reports, Final
Report PC{2)-2B, Mobility for States and the Nation, table 59.



offices. Vital statistics for calendar years 1970 through 1873
were final, except for a very small number of States. All of the
States also provided provisional estimates of vital statistics for
calendar year 1974. For those States not providing final vital
statistics, it was necessary to convert provisional data tabu-
lated by place of occurrence to place-of-residence data based
on past relationships between occurrence and residence data.
The number of births and deaths for the first six months of
1975 for each State was estimated by assuming {1) initially
that they would be equal to one-half the 1974 calendar year
totals and (2) then adjusting the State figures pro rata to the
national total, T

The estimated net movement of Armed Forces into the civilian
population for a given State was developed by (1} taking the
difference between (a) the number of persons serving in the
Armed Forces who reported that State as their preservice
residence on April 1, 1970 and (b} the number serving in the
Armed Forces on the estimate date who reported that same
State as their preservice residence and (2) adding an allowance
for former residents of the State who died while serving.in the
Armed Forces.

In the present application four changes have been intro-
duced in Component Method Il compared with the variation
of the method used prior to 1870.

1. Births no longer include an adjustment for underregistra-
tion. A recent study of the completeness of birth registration
has shown that the completeness of reporting is very close to
100 percent and that the regional differences evident in the
full scale test conducted in 1950 have largely disappeared.*

Also the source of the vital statistics employed in preparing
the population estimates has been changed. Birth and death
statistics were secured directly from the individual State vital
statistics agencies rather than from the National Center for
Health Statistics as before. This step was taken mainly because
the data compiled by States were more timely, but also
because these data are not based on a sample, as are the birth
data from the National Center for Health Statistics.

The elimination of the adjustment for underregistration of
births has its greatest effect in the population estimates for
South Carolina, Arkansas, and New Mexico. In these three
States, reported births had been adjusted upward by about 5
percent in the 1960’s and would have been adjusted upwards
by over 4 percent in this decade had the previous factors been
used.

2. Medicare statistics are used here to estimate change in the
population aged 65 and over directly. The coverage of
Americans aged 65 and over by the ““Medicare’’ program is
almost universal. The 20 million people on the rolls in 1970
almost exactly matches the population 65 and over in the
1970 census. {Only for Florida and, to a lesser extent, for
Arizona and northern New England is there much disparity
between this source of information and the census.) Further-
more, the migration of this age group is not highly correlated

with school-age migration. Hence, Medicare is a preferred

source for estimating the population of the 65-and-over group.
This modification restricts the application of the basic
Component Method |l procedure to the population under

4See Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-25,
No. 460, p. 5, and Evaluation and Research Program, Test of Birth
Registration Completeness, 1864 to 1968, PHC(E)}-2, 1973.
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65-—about 90 percent of the total population. It has particular
impact on the estimates for Florida, where migration of the
aged population is so great, and is expected to improve the
estimates for that State.

3. A number of modifications have been introduced in
connection with the estimates of school-age migration. They
are:

a. Grades 1 through 8 plus ungraded enrollment were
substituted for grades 2 through 8 plus ungraded elementary
enrollment. Formerly, it had been assumed that the high
attrition from grade 1 to grade 2, relative to the attrition
between the other elementary grades, made the elimination
of data for grade 1 desirable in estimating school-age
migration. However, the increased numbers of pupils in
special education programs in many school districts
throughout . the United States introduced the additional
problem of how to allocate a share of the special and
ungraded elementary students to grade 1. The estimating
procedure using grades 1 through 8 plus “special and
ungraded elementary” was tested for 1870 for comparison
with the procedure using grades 2 through 8 plus “‘special
and ungraded elementary.”” This test showed no advantage
in using grades 2 to 8.

b. Wherever possible, fall enroliment for a given school
yvear is used as the measure of school enrollment for that
school year for a State.® Fall elementary enroliment for
school year 1974-75 is assumed to have the same relation-
ship to the population aged 6.25 to 14.25 (the ages
corresponding to grades 1 through 8) on April 1, 1975, as
fall enrollment for school year 1969-70 had to the
population 6.25 to 14.25 on April 1, 1970, Formerly, fall
schoo! enroliment for two consecutive school years was inter-
polated to obtain an enroliment figure for the intervening
mid-year date. However, tests indicated that use of a single
year's fall school enroliment yields slightly more accurate
population estimates. Moreover, the use of fall enrollment
has the additional advantage of making the provisional
estimates more timely.

4. The procedural change which had the greatest impact on
the estimates was the use of a factor specific for each State to
convert the school-age migration rate to a migration rate for afl
civilians under age 65. These factors relate to a past period,
however, and hence they may not reflect current age patterns
of net migration.

The past practice of using a single adjustment factor based
on the national data from the Current Population Survey did
not allow for the variation in the relative levels of net
migration rates by age that could be expected from State to
State. Previously, the net migration rate of all ages for a
particular State was assumed to bedirectly proportional to the
rate of school-age migration for that State. The factor of
proportionality for any particular year was derived from the
annual March Current Population Surveys for the years since
the last census and reflected the ratio of the gross interstate
migration rate for the total population to the gross interstate
migration rate for school-age children for the postcensal
period.

$Some small non-State-funded schools still tabulate enrollment at the
end of the school year.
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The assumption that the difference between the 1-year
migration rates of the two groups does not change from year
to year and that the difference can be applied cumulatively for
an entire decade is subject to error. In many cases, the
assumption implies very roughly that the ratio of  the
cumulative rates covering varying periods of calendar years
does not change. If the age pattern of migration rates remains
the same as in the 1965-70 period, this assumption would be
approximately valid for a set of B-year postcensal estimates,
i.e., the 1975 estimates.

Nevertheless, test calculations for 1870, representing 10-
year postcensal population estimates for 1960 to 1970 and
employing the age patterns of net migration for 1955-60,
resulted in a perceptible reduction of the average percent error
in the estimates, as compared with the previous method.

The Ratio-Correlation Method. [n the Ratio-Correfation
method, as applied here, the percent changes in the State
distribution of four symptomatic variables from 1970 to the
estimate year are used to estimate the percent changes in the
State distribution of the civilian population under age 65 from
1970 to the estimate vyear. First, the percent changes in the
State distribution of the population between 1970 and the
estimate year are derived by the use of an estimating equation
based on the relationships between four symptomatic variables
and population for 1960 and 1970 in combination with
current data for the symptomatic variables. This estimated
percent change in the States’ distribution of population is in

wrn multiplied by the share of the United States civilian |

population under age 65 that the State had in 1970. This
second step vields a preliminary - estimate of the OState
distribution of the civilian population under age 65 in the
estimate year. As a third step, the fiaures in the preliminary
distribution are adjusted proportionately to sum to 100
percent. The final step is to apply these distributions to an
independent national estimate of the civilian population under
age 65 in the estimate year. {In the remainder of this section,
the term “‘population” will be used to refer to the “civilian
population under age 65"".)

The estimate of the change in a States’ share of the national
population from 1970 to the estimate year is caiculated from a
linear estimating equation, fitted by the method of least
squares, relating the percent change in the distribution of
population between 1960 and 1970 and the percent change in
the distribution of four symptomatic or indicator variables
hetween the same two dates. The indicators are: (1) the
number of students enrolled in elementary school, (2) the
number of Federal income tax returns, {3) the number of
registered passenger cars, and (4} the number of persons in the
work force.

The basic estimating equation may be expressed as follows:

A
Y= 144 26 X )+ .25 Xogj + .04 X g5+ 31 Xy

Where, A A

Yj:Pi 197N : Py 1970
A P P
D,

I 197N being the estimated proportion of the United States’
population in State in State | in the estimated vyear,
and

Pj 1970 the proportion of the United States’ population in

B State | at the time of the 1970 census.
and, S IS
X” = 197N+ 1970
S S

S . . .
_§_J being the proportion of all U.S, students enrolled in

elementary school who are enrolled in State j. The superscripts
refer to the year of the census or estimates. ij,X3j, and X4’-

are defined in a manner analogous to le, with elementary

school enroliment being replaced by the number of Federal
income tax returns, the number of passenger car registrations,
and the number of persons in the work force. The numerical
values in the equation are coefficients derived from fitting the
estimating equation to the corresponding data for the years
1970 and 1960 for each of the States and the District of
Columbia. The correlation coefficients indicate the refation-
ship between the change in the population distribution and
change in the distribution of the symptomatic variable. The
coefficient of multiple correlaton for the estimating equation
is .986 and the standard error of estimate is .021.

?oef;1~‘ Net coeffi-~
Variable Cle?? of cient of

1a§§2£ezr) estimation (b)

Constanteeoosseseoocce .13

School enrollment.... .954 v
Tederal income

tax returns,........ . 846 .08
Passenger car

registrations....... .818 .01

Work fOrCe...sccesans L9438 34

For the 1960-70 period and the 1950-60 period as well,
births had been one of the most highly correlated indicators
of population growth. The inclusion of births in an estimating
equation for 1960-70 with the four symptomatic variables
previously listed yielded a line having a standard error of only
.014, as compared with .021 in the above table. At face value
this was a better equation and births should ostensibly have
been used to make postcensal ratio-correlation estimates for
1970-80. However, some States were in the process of remov-
ing restrictions on abortions in advance of the 1973 Supreme
Court ruling. In these States, the decline in the number of
births in the early 1970's was much sharper than for the re-
mainder of the nation. As a result, the Ratio-Correlation esti-
mate gave unrealistically -low population estimates for these
States. This was most apparent in the two largest States,
California and New Y ork.

An adjustment also was found to be necessary on two of the
variables that were retained in the estimating equation-Federal
income tax returns and passenger car registrations. In almost
every Southern State the changes in the distribution of Federal
income tax returns and passenger car registrations were
considerably greater than the changes in the distribution of
population. The changes in the distribution of the work force
was in the same direction but the magnitude was not as
marked. When the relationships of the previous decade, 19560



to 1960, were re-examined, the same phenomenon was noted.
Clearly, some of the increase in these three variables in the
Southern States over the past two decades refiected an
increased level of affluence of the population of this region.
Elementary school enrollment, which is compulsory by taw,
did not behave in a manner permitting prediction. The data in
table G shows the effect of this increased level of affluence
in terms of “area coverage ratios’ for the three variables which
depend directly on economic conditions.

An area coverage ratio represents the ratio of the rate for an
area for a symptomatic variable (e.g., Federal income tax rate,
or the percent of the population filing income tax returns) to
the corresponding national rate at a given date, per 100, that
is

’

Vij Vi(us.)
P{US.)

where V i = value of variable i for areaj

Pj = population of area j

Vi {U.8.) = sum of variable i for United States
P (U.S.} = population of the United States

The coverage ratios for 1950, 1960, and 1970 in table G
provide evidence of fairly large interdecade change for the four
regions of the United States although the changes are generally
much smaller for 1980-70 than for 1950-60. For all of the
symptomatic variables except school enroliment, the coverage
ratio for the Southern States has been increasing quite rapidly
and there have been concurrent declines in the other regions of
the country. In general, there appears to be a trend toward
convergence of the State values to the United States average.
Accordingly, the current reported data for each of these three
symptomatic variables were transformed so as to allow for the
tendency for the indicator variable to move at a faster or
slower pace than population. In view of the fact, however, that
the basic estimating equation already allows in part for the
differences in the change of the indicator variables and the
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change in population, and that area rates for particufar
symptomatic variables are converging, a limit of 100.0 was set
for the projected coverage ratios. Reported school enrollment
statistics were not “transformed” because there did not appear
to be any trend in the coverage ratio over time. The results for
the work force variables are largely unaffected by transfor-
mation, but the transformed figures on Federal income tax
returns and passenger car registrations yielded significantly
higher simple correlation coefficients.

The major difference in the variation of the Ratio-Correlation
method employed here from the procedures employed pre-
viously is the transformation of the reported data for the three
indicator variables to take direct account of the changes in
coverage ratios in each State. A second, less significant change
was to limit the dependent variables to the civilian population
under age 65; the total resident population was utilized before.
This change was made for the same reasons as described ini the
section on Component Method 1.

Finally, both births and deaths have been eliminated as
symptomatic indicators. Deaths were dropped because they
are not highly associated with the population under 65,
(Approximately two-thirds of the United States annual death
toll of two million oceur to the 10 percent of the population
over age 65, while only one-third occur to the remaining 90
percent of the population.} Births were dropped for reasons
set forth earlier.

The Administrative Records Method. The Administrative
Records method was developed: to satisfy, in part, the data
requirements of the Federal General Revenue Sharing pro-
gram. The method is a component procedure in which the
components of population change are derived identically with
Component Method I, except for net migration. Net migra-
tion is developed in two steps: (1) net internal migration by
matching addresses on individual Federal income tax returns
over time and {2} immigration from abroad based on intended
place of residence of immigrants. The methodoiogy developed
1o estimate net internal migration involves processing data
longitudinaliy for about 80 million individual records provided

Table G. Area Coverage Ratios for Symptomatic Variables for Selected Years, by Regions

Actual ratios Expected‘raties
Variable Region 1970 1980
1950 1960 1970 (based on (based on
1950-60) 1960--70)
Federal income tax returns..... Northeast 118.3 112.3 107.0 106.3 101.7
North Central 110.6 103.3 100.8 100.0 100.0
South 73.3 85.4 92.3 97.5 99,2
West 104.0 103.2 102.7 102.4 102.2
Automobile registrations....... Northeast 90.8 90.7 90.4 90.7 90.4
North Central 112.9 104 .4 10L.6 100.0 100.0
South 84,0 94,1 100.,1 100.0 100.1
West 127.7 118 .4 110.8 109.1 103.2
Work fOTCe..oevsocscoosocanasan Northeast 107.9 108.3 104..5 108.3 100.7
North Central 106.4 101.9 100.9 100.0 100.0
South 89 .4 92.1 96.2 94.8 100.0
West 95.2 98.2 99.1 100.0 100.0
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to the Bureau of the Census from the Internal Revenue Service
{IRS) solely for this purpose.

Net internal migration. Net internal migration is esti-
mated by developing a net migration rate for each State based
on State or residence assigned on an individual Federal income
tax_ return for 2 separate years, and applying this rate to the
civilian population under 65 on the estimate date. Rates were
computed for 2 periods, 1970 to 1973 and 1973 to 1974. In

order to estimate migration® rates for the 1970-73 period, it _

was necessary to match IRS files containing individual tax
returns for calender year 1969 with individual tax returns for
calendar year 1972. Migration rates for 1973-74 were devel-
oped by matching the State of residence on 1972 tax returns
with that reported for calendar year 1973. All sets of returns
are arranged by the social security number of primary
taxpayer. :

If a social security number on 1 year's return did not
appear in the file for the other year, no match was possible.
Common reasons for a nonmatch are: death; marriage of a
single person (generally female); failure to earn sufficient
income to require filing; immigrants and - first entrants into
the job market during the estimate period; divorce, separa-
tion, or widowhood, which results in the filing under a
new social security number; or decisions by spouses in a
marriage to file separately in 1 year but jointly in the other.
A valid match occurs if the social security number of the
primary filer appears in both files. When the State of residence
is the same for both vyears, the filer is assumed to be a
nonmover across State lines. When the State of residence
differs, the filer is assumed to be an interstate migrant.

The system is completely closed (i.e., an out-migrant from
one State becomes an in-migrant to another) by definition.
However, it was felt that a more realistic procedure for
estimating migration was to c¢onsider only exemptions on
matched returns for filers under age 65 on the estimate date.
As in the other two estimating methods, Medicare statistics are
used to estimate change in the population aged 65 and over.
At the State level, the difference between the migration rates
established by using exemptions as opposed to returns was
minimal, but the logic in using exemptions is preferable
because of their more natural relationship with population,

The net migration rate for any period is then defined as:

Exemptions on Exemptions on
(in—migration returns> - (ou1:~migrating returns>
Exemptions on matched returns (beginning year)

in order to develop estimates of internal migration for any
period, this rate, with minor adjustments (see limitations
appearing below) is applied to a population base consisting of
the civilian cohort under age 65 on the estimate date plus
one-half the sum of natural increase, net movement of the
Armed Forces, and net immigration from abroad within the
period, The establishment of this civilian cohort for the 1973
Administrative Records estimates was accomplished with the
same procedures as utilized in Component Method Ii.

Net immigration from abroad. An immigrant into the
United States during the period has no chance of being a

®For the remainder of this section the single word “migration” will be
substituted-for “net internal migration.’

matched record. Thus for the 1973 estimate, immigrants for
the period April 1, 1970 to July 1, 1973 were allocated
according to the State of intended residence from records of
the Immigration and Naturalization Service. The 1974 esti-
mates required the same information from the same source for
the period July 1, 1873 to July 1, 1974, In theory, emigrants
from the United States present the same problem with regard
to ‘matching status. Unfortunately no geographic data on
emigrants exists, but the number is only about 40,000 per year
for the nation.

Other components of change. The other components of
change (births, deaths, and net movement of the Armed Forces
are identical with those developed for Component Method i
as described earlier. These compenents of change for the
period 1873 to 1974 were obtained by deducting the
difference between the cumulative components of change for
1970 to 1973 from the cumulative components for 1970 to
1974.

Limitations. The accuracy of the net migration rates
depends in large part on two factors: (a) the accuracy of the
geographic designation on tax returns in the files, and (b) the
appropriateness of the rate developed from the matched
returns. The geographic designations at the State level are
thought to be extremely accurate, although they become
progressively less reliable as the geography narrows. An
individual living in one political jurisdiction but served from a
post office in a neighboring place may be allocated to the
wrong jurisdiction on the basis of his mailing address on the
Federal return. The effect on the net migration rate will be
minimal if the handling is consistent over time but can have an
impact if at some later date the mailing address is changed to
reflect the correct place of residence.

The appropriateness of applying the migration rate based on
the matched returns to the full population at risk depends
upon the likelihood of the unmatched population’s moving in
a pattern simitar to the matched cases. A preliminary analysis
of a sample of male filers for the 1970-73 period gave an
overall match rate of 80 percent for all returns, but less than
20 percent for males under age 20, The match rate steadily
increased to a maximum of over 85 percent for individuals in
their late 20’s. The match rate for females is considerable
lower,

Sinte migration patterns of young adults often differ from
the remainder of the population, a migration adjustment
factor distinct for each State was introduced, The rationale
for the adjustment is that young adults are not represented on
matched returns in proportion to their population. Accord-
ingly, by reasoning analogous to that previously discussed in
Component Method 11, the net migration rate for the 10-year
period 1960-70 was calculated for fermales under age 65 in
1970 and was compared to that of the subgroup which
excluded those 18 to 24 in 1970. The algebraic difference
between the two rates was the 10-year adjustment. For shorter
periods the migration adjustment differential was prorated. At
the State level, the annual adjustments range from -0.2 percent
for West Virginia to +0.2 percent for Utah. The District of
Columbia, however, receives an annual adjustment of +0.6
percent.



Estimates for Individual Years. At the time these estimates
were developed, a Component Method 1. estimate was
available for every July from 1971 through 1875. A Ratio-
Correlation estimate was available for each year from 1971
through 1974. Estimates from the Administrative Records
method were available only for July 1, 1973 and 1974. To
insure consistency in the time series, the following procedures
were adhered to:

a. For 1973 and 1974 the estimates were prepared in the
standard manner (i.e., the arithmetic average of the
three methods).

b. Since the Administrative Records estimates were not
available for 1971 and 1972, an approximation to an
Administrative Records estimate for these years was
developed. The difference between the Administrative
Records method and the average of Component
Method 11 and the Ratio-Correlation method in 1973
was prorated over time and used to adjust the two-
method average for 1972 and 1971 to obtain a proxy
value for these two years. Once the approximate Ad-
ministrative Records estimates for 1971 and 1972
were constructed, the published time series was estab-
lished as in {a) above.

¢. The methodology and data used in preparing these
State estimates do not permit meaningful estimates of
population change for periods of less than 1 year.
Consequently, the net migration component for the
period April 1, 1970 to July 1, 1970 was calculated by
taking a proportional part of the estimated net
migration for the period April 1, 1970 to July 1,
1971.7 As a final step, these preliminary estimates of
the individaal components were adjusted propor-
tionately to sum to the United States totals for the
period April 1, 1970 to July 1, 1970.

The provisional July 1, 1975 estimates were developed by
averaging the 1974-75 change in a two-variable Ratio-Corre-
lation estimate (school enroliment and work force) with the
1974-75 Component Method 1l change and applying the
numeric change to the 1974 estimate. Although the 1975
estimate does rely on current symptomatic indicators, it is
based on only two methods (one of them with only partial

data) and represents a preliminary estimate subject to change
in future reports.

Only. minor variations should be expected between the
provisional and revised estimates, however, Although revision
of the figures may take place several years after the release of
the provisional estimates, the first revision will be greater than
any subsequent changes. The percent differences between the
provisional 1974 and revised 1973 estimates as published in

L U

9 ) . . .
For convenience natural increase was derived in the same way
although vital statistics by month are available.
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Series P-25, No. 539 {October 1974} and the numbers in this
report for those years are shown below:

. C o1 Number of States
Range of revision

(percent) 1974 1973

0.00 = 0.24.0eieivevane 27 39
0.25 = 049, ceovinonnnn 16 12
0.50 -~ 0.74....0c0vnn. 3 0
0.75 - 0,99, . covnvunnnn 3 0
1.00 and above......... 2 0
Average revision....... 0.28 0.13

YIn percents without regard to sign,

With the inclusion of the Administrative Records estimate
beginning in 1973, the amount of revision is nearly halved
from previous years. In Series P-25, No. 520, which contained
the 1973 provisional State estimates based on a two method
average, the same comparisons as shown above were made. The
1972 revised estimates of that report differed from the
provisional 1972 estimates published a year earlier by an
average of 0.4 percent, with 16 States differing by 0.5 percent.
The pattern was similar when comparing the 1871 revised
estimates of that report with the original 1971 revisions. There
the mean difference was 0.2 percent, with six States under-
going revisions in excess of 0.5 percent.

The major reason that the magnitude of the revisions is
smaller than before is that the Administrative Records method
for individual States undergoes very little change from year to
year. In the other two methods, data inconsistencies may
oceur which will require changes in prior years' estimates.

11 should also be noted that the 1875 provisional estimates
reflect, in part, the Vietnam evacuation which commenced in
late April of 1875. As of July 1, 1975, four camps located in
Arkansas, California, Florida, and Pennsylvania contained
about 64,000 refugees, and the 1975 estimates for these States
include that special adjustment, By the end of 1975, all of the
four camps were closed. Provisional estimates for 1976 and
revised figures for 1975 are scheduled for release soon in
advance report form, and will reflect the closing of the
evacuation centers as well as the shift to revised data for 1975.
Nonetheless, it is unlikely that major changes in trend will be
observed in the advance release that will alter substantially the
State population patterns reported here.

Finally, it should be observed that special census results in
States where large portions of the State have been covered
{e.g., Massachusetts and California) are not utilized in the
analysis discussed in this report. Again the impact upon the
overall population patterns is minimal, but the figures should
not be expected to agree totally with those shown in related
reports.
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Table H. Percent Deviation of Postcensal Population Estimates From Census Counts, by Method,

for States:

(13

1970 and 1960

(The "standard" procedure refers to the methodology used in the 1960's and the "modified” procedure re-
fers to the methodology being used currently., Alaska and Hawaii are not included in the 1960 summary)
Component Method II Ratlo«co?relatlon Average of methods
method
Aren Modified Standard Modified Standard Modified Standard
€ procedure procedure procedurel procedure procedure procedure
1970 1970 | 1960 1970 1970 | 1960 1970 1970 1 1960
All States N=51 (N=49 1960)
Average deviation............ l.42| 2.32]2.31 1.6712.001 2,72 1.181 1.85 1.64
Deviations greater than 2%... 16 24 21 18 21 27 7 19 13
Deviations greater than 4%. .. 2 8 9 4 6 13 - 4 5
South N=17
Average deviation............ 1.33 3.72 ] 3.16 2.08 {3,081 2.79 1.09 | 3.23 1.88
Deviations greater than 2%... 6 13 8 8 12 9 2 14 6
Deviations greater than 4%... 1 7 4 1 5 4 - 4 2
North and West N=34 (N=32 1960)
Average deviation............ L.47 1,62 1.87 L.be | L.47 | 2,68 L.22 0 1.17 1,51
Deviations greater than 2%,.. 10 11 13 10 9 18 5 5 7
Deviations greater than 4%... 1 1 5 3 1 9 - - 3
Large States? N=16
Average deviation, .uoeeeeasooas 1.27 2.01 1 1.80 1.15] 1.58 | 2.41 1.02 ) 1,75 1.23
Deviations greater than 2%... 5 7 6 3 5 8 1 6
Deviations greater than 4%... - 1 2 - 2 3 - - -
Medium-sized States® N=18
Average deviation..eeevooass . L.47 2,56 | 1.80 2,081 2.73]2.29 1,20 2,59 1,37
Deviations greater than 2%.. 7 9 7 9 11 9 4 10 5
Deviations greater than 4%, .. 1 5 2 2 4 4 - 4 1
Small States® N=17 (N=15 1960)
Average deviatioN..oeeenssoan 1.52 2.37 1 3.48 1.72 1 1.63 | 3.56 1.30 1.18 2,41
Deviations greater than 2%,.. 4 8 8 6 5 10 2 3 5
Deivations greater than 4%.., 1 2 5 2 - 6 - - 4

~ Represents zero,

1Estimating equation based on equal weighting of four variables,

21970 population more than 4 million,

31970 population between 1.5 million and 4.0 million.

41970 population less than 1.5 million,

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

In developing the methodology for making postecensal
population estimates, four general criteria for evaluating the
various methods may be identified:

1. Accuracy: Does a test of the procedure demonstrate its
closeness to a predetermined standard (e.qg., the census)?

2. Reliabitity: Are the estimates of population genérated by
various techniques supportive of one another?

3. Continuity: Aretheannual estimates of population and
particularly, net civilian migration generally devoid of abrupt
changes in pattern from year to year?

4. Demographic and statistical logic: Does the procedure
conform to a logical model of how demographic changes
oceur?

Continuity may be gauged fairly directly through visual
inspection of the series of yearly estimates. Although popu-
lation change is a discrete process, States are generally

e



considered to be units of sufficient population size that the
annual estimates of population should be devoid of abrupt
annual fluctuations. A smooth flow should be expected
between adjoining annual estimates in the absence of special
mitigating factors. Similarly, the estimating methods should be
reviewed carefully to insure that the theories underlying the
procedures represented reality faithfully. Again this must rely
upon a working knowledge of population change processes and
the degree to. which the methods outlined earlier model
themselves after those processes.

In contrast, more direct measures may be relied upon in
assessing the accuracy and reliability of the estimates,

Accuracy. When the postcensal estimates for 1970, based
on the 1960 census, were evaluated against the 1970 census, it
was found that these estimates varied substantially from the
1970 census. Not only was the average error (i.e., average

percent deviation from the census} higher in 1970 than 1960 .

(1.64 in 1960 vs. 1.85 in1970), but also there was a marked
regional bias in 1970. The larger errors were generally confined
to the Southern States and these errors had a strong positive
bias, i.e., a substantially higher proportion of the estimates in
these States exceeded the 1970 census counts than were below
them.® Accordingly, a number of revisions were made in both
Component Method 1l and the Ratio-Correlation method.®
The results of the revisions appear in table H.

Weighting the results of the two techniques equally vielded
an average deviation from the 1870 census of 1.18 percent,
with only seven States have deviations greater than Z per-
cent, The largest individual State deviation was 3.2 percent.

15

The 1970 postcensal Ratio-Correlation estimates {(modified
procedure] were based on a linear estimating equation with
equal weights for the four indicator variables rather than a
linear estimating equation containing “actual” coefficients and
providing a least squares solution. This course was taken
because there was no satisfactory statistical basis for deriving
the coefficients; data for 1940 would have been required but
they were not available for all variables. The least squares
coefficients that are being used to generate the current
ratio-correlation estimates yield a line from which the individ-
ual observation differed by an average of 1.36 percent from
the 1970 census.

Exhaustive measurement of the accuracy of the Adminis-
trative Records method at the State fevel will not be fully
knownuntil 1980. The Bureau of the Census would not
normally incorporate any new estimating .procedure into its
program without a complete test as to its accuracy. However,
the existence of estimates based on such a comprehensive data
series so thoroughly consistent with the two previously used
methods suggests its use in developing the State estimate. In
addition, tests against special censuses of large areas taken
since 1970 indicate that the estimates resulting from this
method are relatively accurate. There have been 11 special
censuses taken in counties having populations in excess of
500,000 (the size of a small state), and the average deviation
of the Administrative Records estimates from these censuses
was 1.8 percent. ‘

A comparison of the results of the three methods for 1973
and 1974 at the State level follows:

1973 1974
Method
Highest Medium Lowest Highest Medium Lowest
Component Method Tl...coeo000 21 12 18 22 10 19
Ratio~Correlation., .cceeoeeses 19 13 19 15 18 18
Administrative RecordsS....... 11 26 14 14 2.3 14

For both years, results of the Administrative Records
method tend to fall in the middle of the three estimates. Being
the mid-estimate is no assurance of accuracy but it does
provide some comfort that the estimate does not contain
sporadic variations and is bracketed by other estimates with
extensive histories of testing and evaluation.

Reliability. Reliability alone is no guarantee of high
quality estimates, but it does provide an additional measure of
confidence in the estimates. Results of an evaluation of

8 See Mever Zitter and David Word, “Did intercensal Estimates go
Wrong in the 1960's? A view from the national level,"” Proceedings of the
American Statistical Association Social Statistics Section: 1971.

9 A description of Component Method Il and the Ratio-Correlation
method as used during the 1960' can be found in Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, No. 460.

estimates in 1970 for Component Method Il and the Ratio-
Correlation method! © show that there is a positive correlation
between the spread or range of the estimates and the error
attained when they are averaged:

X Accuracy

1970 range of estimates | Number of of the

{percent difference) States average
0.00 -~ 0,99 cavosoonnnses 15 0.96
1,00 - 2.99. iaievennnncas 19 11{3
3,00 and OVEeT..ooeveonnnse 17 1.35

10 Serjes P-25, No. 520.
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For 1974, using three procedures, the range of estimates is as
follows:

In terms of estimating change in population since 1970, the
three competing estimates are tracking each other very closely.

In the following table, the first column contains estimated
Range of estimates Number of average percentage growth by State since 1970, the standard
(percent difference) States deviation is the root mean square difference between the
growth of the individual States and the United States average,
O = 0.99, .. cveveonceeenss 20 and the correlation matrix shows simple correlations of
1,00 = 1,99, .. 0cuovononse 22 estimates for each method with all other methods.
2.00 = 2,99 .eioneooanne 8
3.00 and OVer.,....os000. 1
Correlation matrix
Average Standard
Method percentage ) .
growth deviation Method Ratio- Administrative
II Correlation Records
1973
Component Method II..,........ 4.5 3.6 1 .958 967
Ratio-Correlation,..veosesess. 4,5 4,0 .958 1 982
Administrative Records.,..... 4,5 4,1 L8967 9872 ’ 1
1974
Component Method Il.....cc0.. 5.6 5.0 1 972 973
Ejt}c>f(fzr(1"e%a:1§in..,.i.u,.,... 5.5 5.1 L9772 1 .982
ministrative Records,.,.,.... 5,5 5.5 .973 982 L

SOURCES OF DATA

Most of the statistics used to prepare the State population
estimates presented in this report were obtained from Federal
and State government sources.

The Social Security Administration provided information
on Medicare enrollees. The data on Armed Forces were made
availabie by the Department of Defense. Births and deaths
were obtained from each of the State vital statistics offices.

The U.S. Office of Education, individual State departments
of education, and Roman Catholic school systems throughout
the country were the major sources of the data on school en-
rofiment. These statistics were augmented in selected States
by enrollment data from Federally operated schools and
Lutheran school systems.

Data on passenger automobile registration are published
annually by the Bureau of Public Roads in Highway Statistics,
and the counts of individual income tax returns for use in the
Administrative Records Method are made available through
the Internal Revenue Service as a part of the Revenue Sharing
data base. Annual data for nonagricultural wage and salary
workers were obtained from the May issue of Employment
and Earnings, U.S. Department of Labor. Estimates of the
unemployed and the full-time farm workers were obtained by
contacting individual State employment security offices,
Monthly data on the work force are available from the same
sources,

RELATED REPORTS

The following table shows related reports of population
estimates for various areas of geography as published by the
Bureau of the Census.
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Area

Type of population

Estimate date

Report number,
Series P-25

United StateS..eoesovvososocsssos

StateS..eecovosscosovosossasoesenas

SMSA's and component. counties....

Counties......

L A R I I S SR S R

Places and selected minor civil
diviSionS..seeeoscscosscscacasoss

Components of change

Age, sex, and race

Annual totals and in-
tercensal components
of change

Age

Total, components of change

Intercensal components
of change

Total, components of change

Intercensal components
of change

Total

T AT A

1930 to 1975

1970 to 1975
1960 to 1970

1960 to 1970
1950 to 1960
1940 to 1950

1974 and 1975!
1974 and 1975
1973 and 1974
1960 to 1970
1950 to 1960

1974 and 1975
1973 and 1974

1960 to 1970
1950 to 1960

19734

632

461
p-23, No, 7

546 to 595

1p" time series showing each year, 1970 to 1975, will be published later this year in Series P-25,
’Being published in individual State reports in Series P-26 (Nos, 75-1 to 75-50) and P-~25 through

October 1976.

Consolidated county and SMSA reports will follow later this year in Series P-25,

3see 1970 Census of Population and Housing, PHC(2)~1 to 52, "General Demographic Trends for

Metropolitan Areas,

1960 to 1970,"

County detail also shown,

“Tstimates for 1975 will be published in Series P-25 in late 1976,
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Tabie 1. PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES, JULY 1, 1975,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1970 ;

{Numbers in

thousands)

19

Change,

1970 to 1975

Components of change

Region, division, July 1, 1975 April 1, 1970 . . R
and State {provisional) {census) Net migration
Number Percent Births Deaths .
Rumber Rate!
United StatesS.......... .. 213,121 203,304 9,817 4,8 17,490 10,200 2,527 1.2
REGIONS:
Northeast,..vieesennann 49,461 49,061 401 0.8 3,668 2,581 ~686 ~1.4
North Central...... 57,669 56,593 1,076 1.9 4,801 2,848 -878 ~1.6
South, 68,113 62,812 5,301 8.4 5,895 3,218 2,624 4.2
West.. . 37,878 34,838 3,039 8.7 3,126 1,553 1,467 4.2
NORTHEAST:
New England,.. 12,198 11,847 351 3.0 885 605 71 0.6
Middle Atlanti . 37,263 37,213 50 0,1 2,783 1,975 -758 =240
NORTH CENTRAL:
East North Centrul.,......... 40,979 40,266 713 1.8 3,469 1,982 ~774 41,9
West North Central.......,.. 16,690 16,328 362 2.2 1,332 866 -103 ~0.6
SOUTH:
South Atlantic...vu.vveen.. e 33,715 30,679 3,036 9.9 2,762 1,585 1,859 6.1
East South Central,.. o 13,544 12,808 736 5.7 1,218 685 202 1.6
West South Central.,.... 20,855 19,325 1,530 7,9 1,915 948 563 2.9
WEST:
Mountain,...,...... 9,644 8,290 1,354 16.3 888 366 832 10,0
Pacific....,.o.vvnn. e 28,234 26,549 1,686 6.3 2,237 1,187 635 2.4
NEW ENGLAND:
Mainc.......... TIPS Ceaaaen 1,059 994 66 6.6 86 57 37 3.7
New HampshirXe...asseeeonrnnns 818 738 80 10.9 64 39 55 7.5
Vermont. .. 471 445 26 5.9 39 23 11 2.4
Massachuset 5,828 5,689 138 2.4 411 298 25 0.4
Rhode Island., 927 950 =23 ~2.4 70 49 ~43 -t 6
Connecticut. v rnnnerass 3,095 3,032 63 2.1 215 138 ~14 -0.,5
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New York.... PP . 18,120 18,242 ~121 ~0.7 1,375 958 -539 -3.0
New Jersey. 7,316 7,171 145 2.0 538 357 -37 -0.5
Pennsylvania...veesenann, 11,827 11, 801 26 0.2 869 661 ~182 ~1,5
LAST NORTH CENTRAL:
[ PN 10,759 10,657 102 1.0 910 527 -282 ~2.6
Indiana.... 5,311 5,196 116 2.2 466 257 -84 -1.8
"Illinois 11,145 11,113 32 0.3 951 576 ~343 -3.1
Michigan. . 9,157 8,882 275 3.1 786 406 -105 -1.2
Wis8CONSIN. v i viv v vuuss 4,607 4,418 189 4.3 355 216 50 1.1
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
MINDESOTA, o v v inoerernnnens 3,926 3,806 120 3.1 308 179 -9 ~-0,2
lowa.... . 2,870 2,825 45 1.6 221 154 =22 -0.8
Missouri, .. PR 4,763 4,678 85 1.8 385 270 -29 ~0.6
North Dalota..vevevrssvsonn 635 618 17 2.7 53 30 -7 -1.1
South Dakota..euererenverasnn 683 666 17 2.6 59 35 -6 ~1.0
Nebraska.,.,oveeevrieninens 1,546 1,485 61 4,1 127 80 14 0.9
Kansas,....oeveeninenrann 2,267 2,249 18 0.8 179 117 bl ~2.,0
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware. oo iveerienvess 579 548 31 5.7 47 26 9 1.7
Maryland.....'veeunnn e 4,098 3,924 174 4.4 310 172 37 0.9
District of Columbia......... 716 757 ~40 ~5.4 63 43 ~61 ~8.1
Virgini e [ 4,967 4,651 315 6.8 401 211 125 2.7
West VIirginia.ee.vseeerenaons 1,803 1,744 59 3.4 152 105 11 0,7
North Carolinfe,eesovnonncsns 5,451 5,084 367 7.2 472 242 137 2.7
South Carolina........ovsu.n, 2,818 2,591 227 8.8 265 125 88 3.4
Georgia....... 4,926 4,588 338 7.4 465 224 97 2.1
Florida.. . 8,357 6,791 1,565 23,0 587 438 1,416 20,8
BAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentueky . ooiienioviinnnsinns 3,396 3,221 175 5.4 295 177 57 1.8
Tennessee. S 4,188 3,926 262 6,7 352 205 115 2.9
Alabama 3,614 3,444 170 4.9 329 180 21 0.6
Migsissippd. e rss e rns 2,346 2,217 129 5.8 242 123 9 0,4
WEST S0UTH CENTRAL:
ArKanSa8. . veevnsnennscanenne 2,116 1,923 192 10,0 182 114 125 6.5
Louisiana.. . 3,791 3,642 148 4.1 364 177 ~38 -1.1
Oklahoma, .vvuvusas . 2,712 2,559 152 6.0 226 141 68 2.6
TOEBS 4 ansenrvrasrareannnsran 12,237 11,199 1,037 9.3 1,143 515 409 3.7
MOUNTAIN:
Montana. . .ov.venevvennnnnans 748 694 53 7.7 63 35 26 3.7
Tdaho,.susenneunanan, e 820 713 107 14,9 77 33 063 8.8
Wyoming.cue s ioennoannoreoess 374 332 42 12.5 33 16 25 7.5
Colorado..... R 2,534 2,210 324 14.7 207 94 212 9.6
New Mexico.. 1,147 1,017 130 12,7 112 41 59 5.8
Arizona.,... eseee 2,224 1,775 448 25.3 202 85 332 18.7
Utaho ooyt in o rneraanrenns 1,206 1,059 147 13.8 147 39 39 3.6
Nevada., cvescinasineronsoanns 592 489 103 21 47 22 78 15.9
PACIFIC:
Washington. . .veiiuvonnnneenss 3,544 3,413 131 3.8 272 158 17 0.5
Oregon, .., . PN 2,288 2,092 197 9.4 171 107 133 6.3
California,.,. e 21,185 19,971 1,214 6.1 1,675 893 431 2.2
Alaska, .., . Cheeerauas 352 303 49 16.3 37 8 20 6.5
Hawaii. oo issiraounieranaanes 865 770 95 12.3 83 22 34 4.5

Ipexcent of April 1, 1970 population,



Table 2. PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN POPULATION OF STATES, JULY 1, 1975,
AND COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1970

(Humbers in thousands)

Region, division,
and State

July 1, 1975
{provisional)

April 1, 1970
(census)

United States....... e
REGIONS:
Northeast.,..... ...,

North Central..,
South
Westoi oo iunean DI

NORTHEAST »
New Yfnglond, ,
Middle Atlont

NORTH CENTRAL:
Eagt North Central.......
West North Central.......

SOUTH:
South Atlantic........ ‘e
Fast South Central.......
West South Central,......
WRST:
Mountai Ceenerraean e
Pacific......o.. PRI
NEW ENGLAND:
Maine, . ..ouvnsnorraveenns

New Hampshire.
Vermont.
Massnchu .
Rhode Island........ e
Connecticut

MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New YorK...oeeseanons e
New Jersey...
Penpnsylvania,.oveuieanens

FAST NORTH CENTRAL:

Michigan

Wisconsin.,...eev.

WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
Minnesota,
Towae .o
Misgouri........
North Dakota.....
South Dakota,...v.evvanns
Nebraskao..iovvacaiioaoan
Kansas..oovao.

SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware. civeerreasiesnon
Maryland.......
District of Colunbi
Virginia.......
West Virginia.
North Carolina...
South Carolina..
Georgia....
Florida, ...

FAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky
Tennesse .
Alabama, . ....
Migsglgsippi.....

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:

Avkansas........
Lounigiana,...sseva
Oklahoma.......

Texas.seeroaes

MOUNTAIN:
Montana,..
Idaho...vuvenes
Wyoming.,...oveeens
Colorado.iainrnasy.
New MeXiCOuieivvarornneen
Arizona......
Utah.oooiua
Nevada,......

PACIFIC:
¥ashington......
Oregon. iveuriesss
California,.cveiuiiiinnns
Alaska......
Hawaliloioioiuvsennnaannsn

211,445

49,350
57,505
67,258
37,333

12,150
37,199

40,901
16,604

33,191
13,440
20,627

9,527
27,806

1,049
813
471

5,814
923

3,081

18,094
7,289
11,816

10, 744
5,302
11,107
9,143
4,605

3,923
2,869
4,738

622

677
1,535
2,240

574
4,051

708
4,816
1,802
5,349
2,748
4,877
8,265

3,361
4,166
3,590
2,323

2,106
3,753
2,684

12,083

742
814
370
2,488
1,131
2,197
1,202
584

1,491
2,286
20,896
326
806

201,133

48,857
56,382
61,734
34,159

11,750
37,107

40,165
16,217

29,995
12,678
19,061

8,167
25,992

982
734
445
5,658
915
3,016

18,210
7,112
11,785

10,638
5,188
11,057
8,866
4,416

3,801
2,825
4,639

606

661
1,473
2,212

542
3,850

746
4,458
1,744
4,960
2,513
4,497
6,685

3,172
3,900
3,410
2,196

1,915
3,600
2,522
11,025

688
708

329
2,159
1,000
1,747
1,056
479

3,342
2,088
19,577
270
715

Change, 1970 to 1975 Components of change
Net movement from ’NeL civilian migration
Number Percent Births Civilian .r\x~med‘ l‘t()rccs hd
deaths to eivilian 1
" o population Number Rate
10,313 5.1 17,490 10,183 1,061 1,945 1.0
492 1.0 3,668 2,579 285 ~883 ~-1.8
1,123 2.0 4,801 2,845 341 ~1,174 ~2.1
5,523 8.9 5,895 3,211 298 2,542 4.1
3,174 9.3 3,126 1,549 137 1,461 4.3
400 3.4 885 605 76 44 0.4
92 0.2 2,783 1,974 209 ~926 2.5
736 1.8 3,469 1,980 238 ~992 ~-2.5
387 2.4 1,332 865 103 ~183 -1.1
3,195 10.7 2,762 1,581 152 1,863 6.2
762 6.0 1,218 684 70 158 1.2
1,566 8.2 1,915 946 77 520 2.7
1,361 16.7 888 365 35 803 9.8
1,813 7.0 2,238 1,184 102 658 2.5
67 6.8 86 57 7 32 3.2
80 10.9 64 39 6 49 6,7
26 5.9 39 23 2 8 1.9
155 2.7 411 298 36 6 0.1
8 0.9 70 49 8 ~20 -2.2
64 2.1 215 138 17 -30 ~1.0
~116 ~0.6 1,375 957 91 -625 ~3.4
177 2.5 538 356 37 -42 ~0.6
31 0.3 865 660 81 ~259% -2.2
106 1.0 910 526 66 -344 -3.2
114 2.2 466 256 26 ~122 ~2.4
30 0.5 951 575 66 -391 -3.5
276 3.1 786 406 36 -160 ~1.8
189 4.3 355 216 24 25 0.6
122 3.2 308 179 . 24 ~31 -0.8
45 1.6 221 154 18 ~40 ~1.4
98 2,1 385 270 32 -48 -1.0
16 2.7 53 30 & ~-11 -1.9
16 2.5 39 35 5 -12 -1.8
61 4,2 127 80 11 4 0.3
28 1.3 179 117 10 ~44 -2.0
32 5.9 47 26 3 7 1.3
200 5,2 310 172 22 40 1.0
=37 ~5,0 63 43 3 ~-61 ~8.2
358 8.0 401 210 24 1. 144 3.2
58 3.4 152 104 15 & ~0.2
389 7.8 472 241 22 136 2.7
235 e 265 124 15 79 3.2
380 8.5 465 223 22 117 2.6
1,580 23.6 587 437 25 1,405 21.0
189 6.0 295 177 18 33 1.7
266 6.8 352 205 28 90 2.3
180 5.3 329 180 14 17 0.5
127 5.8 242 123 10 -2 ~0,1
192 to.0 182 114 11 112 | . 5.9
152 4.2 364 177 15 ~50 ~l.4
163 6.5 226 141 17 61 2.4
1,059 9.6 1,143 514 33 396 3.6
53 7.7 63 35 5 21 3.1
106 14.9 77 33 3 59 8.3
41 12.5 33 16 2 22 6.8
329 15,2 206 94 8 208 9.6
131 13.1 112 41 5 55 5.5
450 25.8 202 85 6 327 18.7
146 13.9 147 39 5 33 3.1
104 21.8 47 22 1 78 16,2
149 4.5 272 158 12 24 6.7
198 9.5 171 106 11 123 5.9
1,319 6,7 1,675 891 76 459 2.3
56 20,8 37 7 1 26 9.6
91 12.8 83 22 3 27 3.8

lpercent of April 1, 1970 civilian population.



Table 3. ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES: 1970 TO 1975

Region, division,
and State

United States......ocvvvannsn

REGIONS :
NOortheast, . vuuverosernessnnanan
North Central...v.eieesen.
South. ..
West, .

NORTHEAST:
New England.....oavun.s
Middie Atlantic..

NORTH CENTRAL:

East North Central.............

West North Central............. |
SOUTH:

South Atlantic,...........

Bast South Central........
West South Central.............

WEST:
Mountain.,...ovuneaoinn.s
PacifiC v i s innasivneansan

NEW ENGLAND:
Maine. s evuneiiennionnasienunnnss
New Hampshire.........,..
Vermont...... ..
Massachusetts...
Rhode Island .
Connecticut....ovvviininnnannn.

MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New York.o...iviveiniirenenennns
New Jersey.......
Pennsylvania,iciavvueinoinenien

EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Ohi0. ieinirerrieaanentncannanns
Indiana. . ooiiiieneiaenans
T13in0d8. v uunevnnnnreninnnanns
Michigan. ..
Wisconsin.....

WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
Minnesota...
Towa....
Missouri..
Nerth Dakot
South Dakot
Nebraska. ...
Kangas.....

SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware, .
Maryland...
District of Columbia......c...n
Virginia. o oiveiieniaranae
West VIrginit..veeoeeesess
North Carolina.....oveuvss
South Carolina..vvveveeinnucasnn
GeOYEI&. i nurrrrennnnons
Floridas.eeesiianinseens

EAST SQUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky........
TeNNESBCE . v v tatnrnrertarranann
Alabama....oviieneiinannan
Mississippi, . iieinniiiineninas

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKANSAS . e v s vrvorianvrnnnans
Loulsiana.....
Oklahoma.....
TeXas,..a..

MOUNTAIN:
Montana.....
Idaho. .
Wyoming...
Colorado.cveuvroccenrronnnannres
New MeXiCO..i.vevaien
ATIZONA. st
UEah,,osiervernesnonnssnionnnns

Nevadae.seessosesnsoen
PACIFIC:

Washington..

Oregon. ..,

Alaska..eiovsuan
Hawaii.

July 1, 1975
(provisional)

213,121

49,461
57,669
68,113
37,878

12,198
37,263

40,979
16,690

33,715
13,564
20,855

9,644
28,234

1,059
818
471

5,828
927

3,005

18,120
7,316
11,827

10,759
5,311
11,145
9,157
4,607

3,926
2,870
4,763

635

683
1,546
2,267

579
4,098

716
4,967
1,803
5,451
2,818
4,926
8,357

3,396
4,188
3,614
2,346

2,116
3,791
2,712
12,237

748
820
374
2,534
1,147
2,226
1,206
592

3,544
2,288
21,185
352
865

(In thousands)

211,381

49,413
57,558
67,149
37,262

12,148
37,264

40,902
16,657

33,208
13,412
20,529

9,440
27,821

1,049
808
468

5,799
938

3,086

18,101
7,322
11,841

10,745
5,313
11,160
9,117
4,566

3,905
2,857
4,772

636

681
1,541
2,266

577
4,089

721
4,910
1,784
5,375
2,775
4,877
8,099

3,354
4,149
3,575
2,334

2,068
3,762
2,681
12,017

737
796
362

2,515

1,119

2,160

1,179
574

3,494
2,255
20,876
341
854

July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, April 1, 1970
1973 1972 1971 1970 (census)
209,859 208,234 206,219 203,810 203,304
49,545 49,689 49,582 49,152 49,063
57,465 57,353 57,049 56,670 56,593
66,161 65,112 64,013 63,020 62,812
36,688 36,080 35,575 34,969 34,838
12,154 12,109 12,021 11,878 11,847
37,399 37,580 37,562 37,273 37,213
40,837 40,785 40,576 40,320 |
16,628 16,568 16,473 16,350
32,619 31,990 | 31,352 30,798 30,679
13,273 13,135 12,986 12,839 12,808
20,269 19,987 19,675 19,384 19,325
9,217 8,919 ¢ 8,610 8,349 8,290
27,471 27,162 26,965 26,619 26,549
1,039 1,030 1,012 997 994
795 778 761 742 738
465 461 453 4406 445
5,805 5,7%0 5,768 5,704 5,689
971 968 957 951 950
3,080 3,082 3,070 3,039 3,032
18,213 18,367 18,411 18,272 18,242
7,324 7,329 7,284 7,190 7,171
11,853 11,884 11,866 11,812 11,801
10,745 10,733 10,727 10,669 10,657
5,301 5,282 5,241 5,204 5,196
14,177 11,216 11,179 11,125 11,113
9,075 9,040 8,966 8,897 3,882
4,539 4,514 4,462 4,426 4,418
3,888 3,871 3,855 3,815 3,806
2,861 2,859 2,844 2,829 2,825
4,765 4,749 4,724 4,685 4,678
634 632 626 619 618
680 678 670 667 666
1,532 1,521 1,502 1,488 1,485
2,267 2,258 2,252 2,248 2,249
573 570 560 550 548
4,074 4,055 4,006 3,938 3,924 -
736 745 751 755 757
4,850 4,775 4,716 4,660 4,651
1,783 1,783 1,758 1,747 1, 74
5,310 5,260 5,161 5,099 5,084
2,723 2,686 2,645 2,598 2,591
4,819 4,747 4,681 4,605 4,588
7,751 7,390 7,073 6,845 6,791
3,322 3,291 3,278 3,231 3,221
4,093 4,050 3,986 3,937 3,926
3,541 3,513 3,479 3,450 3,444
2,317 2,281 2,204 2,221 2,217
2,033 2,002 1,961 1,930 1,923
3,746 3,733 3,692 3,650 3,642
2,659 2,633 2,600 2,566 2,559
11,832 11,618 11,422 11,237 11,199
728 719 710 697 694
773 756 736 717 713
353 346 340 334 332
2,479 2,385 2,285 2,224 2,210
1,099 1,072 1,052 1,023 1,017
2,080 1,979 1,881 1,795 1,775
1,154 1,125 1,093 1,066 1,059
552 536 513 493 489
3,437 3,417 3,441 3,417 3,413
2,220 2,182 2,138 2,100 2,092
20,640 20,416 20,274 20,023 19,971
331 325 315 304 303
844 821 798

774

770
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Table 4. ANNUAL ESTIMATES OF THE CIVILIAN POPULATION OF STATES:

(In thousands)

1970 TO 1975

Region, division, July 1, 1973 July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, April 1, 1970
and State (provisional} 1974 1973 1972 1971 1970 {census)
United SEALES...eeeeversoecns 211,445 209,676 208,102 206,461 204,258 201,722 201,133
REGIONS:
Northeast..... 49,350 49,293 49,391 49,519 49,394 48,956 48,857
North Central. 57,505 57,387 57,296 57,176 56,855 56,467 56,382
South......... 67,258 66,284 65,297 64,247 63,038 | 61,984 61,734
F T S R 37,333 36,711 36,118 35,520 34,970 34,315 34,159
NORTHEAST : .
New Englande,.covevesscaussonses 12,150 12,099 12,077 12,027 11,933 11,785 11,750
Middle AElantiC..cvecavanansosns 37,199 37,1% 37,314 37,452 37,461 37,171 37,107
NORTH CENTRAL: .
East North Central....vuisenes ‘e 40,901 40,821 40,761 40,705 40,491 40,223 40,165
West North Central.........vcns 16,604 16,566 16,535 16,471 16,364 16,244 16,217
SOUTH:
Sotth ALLAntic...e.eeer.. 33,191 32,681 32,089 31,447 30,749 30,140 29,995
East South Central.. 13,440 13,305 13,170 13,038 12,867 12,714 12,678
West South Central 20,627 20,299 20,038 19,762 19,423 19,130 19,061
WEST:
Mountain, ..oeeaesens e e 9,527 9,324 9,092 8,797 8,494 8,231 8,167
PACLTAC: 1 ve e smerneetanrennnaes . 27,806 27,387 27,026 26,723 26,476 26,084 25,992
NEW ENGLAND:
MELBE .+ v s e nensaerrnrincerons 1,049 1,040 1,028 1,019 1,001 986 982
New Hampshire. 813 804 791 773 756 738 734
Vermont.c,eeosess 471 467 465 461 433 446 L5
Massachusetts.... 5,814 5,784 5,783 5,767 5,742 5,674 5,658
Rhode Island... 923 931 944 940 927 917 915
 Connecticut.......... 3,081 3,072 3,066 3,066 3,055 3,024 3,016
MIDDLE ATLANTIC: .
NEW YOTK. 10 neennnsevnornessnnns 18,094 18,074 18,185 18,338 18,382 18,241 18,210
New Jersey.. 7,289 7,291 7,288 7,282 7,226 7,134 7,112
PONNSY LVANLA . ¢ v vvsrsearsannenss 11,816 11,829 11,841 11,872 11,852 11,79 11,785
EAST NORTH CENTRAL: ’
Ohio..... T .. 10, 744 10,731 10,730 10,718 10,708 10,650 10,638
Indiana..... 5,302 5,302 . 5,293 5,274 5,234 5,19 5,188
Illinois.. 11,107 11,121 11,140 11,176 11,137 11,071 11,057
Michigan.. 9,143 9,103 9,060 9,025 8,951 8,882 8,866
Wisconsin.. ... N 4,605 4,564 4,537 4,512 4,461 4,424 4,416
WEST NORTH CENTRAL: '
Minnesota..... Cevasrsererraraan 3,923 3,902 3,885 3,868 3,851 3,811 3,801
TOWB. s erenann . [ 2,869 2,856 2,861 2,858 2,843 2,828 2,825
MASSOUTLesoires s 4,738 4,744 4,740 4,719 4,686 4,648 4,639
North Dakota... . 622 623 620 619 614 607 606
South Dakota... v 677 675 674 672 664 661 661
Nebraska,...... . 1,535 1,529 1,520 1,509 1,490 1,476 1,473
KansaS.eoeroveanees eevneasean 2,240 2,237 2,236 2,225 2,215 2,212 2,212
SOUTH ATLANTIC: .
DEelaware. . caesesrcessses P 574 572 568 564 555 544 542
Maryland...oeess beesanas 4,051 4,038 4,017 3,997 3,939 3,867 3,850
District of Columbia 708 713 727 735 740 T4t 746
VATEINIB s avronerernnases 4,816 4,762 4,698 4,622 4,561 4,474 4,458
West Virginig...... . 1,802 1,784 1,782 1,782 1,757 1,746 1,744
North Carolina....... eereran 5,349 5,276 5,214 5,146 5,062 4,980 4,960
South Carolina.... 2,748 2,704 2,658 2,613 2,567 2,524 2,513
Georgia..... . - 4,877 4,829 4,765 4,690 4,606 4,518 4,497
FloridBee,eevessssanns 8,265 8,004 7,661 7,298 6,981 6,743 6,685
FEAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 4
KeNEUCKY 4 s v eernrnnsans 3,361 3,317 3,289 3,259 3,233 3,184 3,172
Tennessee. . 4,166 4,127 4,073 4,032 3,964 3,912 3,900
Alabama,.... 3,590 3,550 3,516 3,488 3,448 3,417 3,410
Mississippi 2,323 2,311 2,291 2,258 2,222 2,200 2,196
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Arkansas..... , 2,106 2,058 2,025 1,992 1,952 1,922 1,915
Loulsiana.... . 3,753 3,730 3,717 3,702 3,650 3,610 3,600
Ok1ahoma. ... .. . 2,684 2,653 2,631 2,607 2,566 2,530 2,522
TORAG .+ eunsrnnreans . 12,083 11,858 11,665 11,461 11,255 11,069 11,025
MOUNTAIN:
MONLANAL s s vovsunrescnenssrns 742 731 722 713 704 691 688
Idaho.,. . 814 790 767 751 731 713 708
Wyoming...... 370 358 349 342 337 331 329
Colorado..... 2,488 2,468 2,429 2,339 2,243 2,176 2,159
New MexiCO. ... 1,131 1,104 1,082 1,056 1,035 1,007 1,000
ATiZODA, . eres e 2,197 2,133 2,051 1,950 1,852 1,768 1,747
Utah..... e ribereennaaan, .. 1,202 1,174 1,149 1,120 1,089 1,062 1,056
Nevada...... deeeseassenan PP 584 566 543 526 504 484 479
PACIFIC:
WaSHINEBOM. ¢ v e oevunnenesees 3,491 3,444 3,391 3,377 3,379 3,349 3,342
Oregon, . ... .. 2,286 2,253 2,218 2,180 2,135 2,097 2,088
California. 20,896 20,579 20,329 20,101 19,929 19, 644 19,577
Alaska... Cerceeererearias 326 315 304 296 285 273 270
Hawaid,eoovevonnonn canrerersuns 806 \4797 786 769 747 721 715




Table 5.

AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE BY COMPONENT:

SELECTED PERIODS, 1960 TO 1975

(Rates are expressed per 1,000 population)

23

Net change’

Natural increase Net migration
Reglon, division, 1970 1972 1970 1960 1670 1972 1970 1960 1970 1972 1970 1960
and State to to to to to to to to to to T tor
1975 1975 1972 1970 197% 1975 1972 1970 1975 1975 1972 1970
United States B 9.0 7.7 10.6 12,5 6.7 5.8 7.9 11.0 2.3 2.0 2.7 1.7
REGIONS ;
Northeast . 1.6 ~1.5 5.7 9.3 4.2 5.9 8.6 ~2.7 b7 0.1 0.7
North Central, o 3.6 1.8 5.9 9.2 6.5 7.8 16.5 -3.0 -3.8 -1.9 -1.%
SOULh .. u e 15.4 15.0 16.0 13.3 7.9 6.9 9.2 12,4 7.8 8.3 6.9 1.1
WEST ottt i eaan 15.9 16.2 15.5 21.6 8.4 7.6 9.3 13.0 7.9 8.8 6,4 9.7
NORTHEAS T :
New England............ ..., 5.0 Z.5 7 12,0 4,0 6.0 9.3 1.1 ~0.8 3.8 3.0
Middle Atlantic............ 0.2 -2.8 4,3 8.5 4.1 5.4 8.4 ~3.9 -6.0 ~1.1 (%)
NORTH CENTRAL:
Bast North Central....... .. 3.3 1.6 5.7 10.5 6.9 5.9 8.3 10.9 ~3.7 =4 4 2.6 ~0.4
West North Central,........ 4.2 2.5 6.5 5.9 5.4 4.6 6,4 9.5 ~1.2 2.1 0 -4.,0
soutH:
South Atlantic,............ 18.0 17.5 18.6 16.6 7.2 6.0 8.5 12.2 11.2 1.7 5.0
10.6 10.2 1L.2 6.1 7.8 6.9 5.9 11.4 3.0 3.4 6.0
4.5 14,2 14.9 13.1 9.3 8.4 10.4 13.3 5.5 5.9 -0.3
WEST:
Mountain,.........c..ouinan 28.8 26,1 32.5 1.6 10.8 12.1 15,2 18.2 15.8 20.9 4.4
PacifiC.o,e, s, 1.7 12.9 10.1 7.4 6.6 8.4 12,5 4.5 6.4 1.8 1.3
NEW ENGLAND:
Maine.....oovviii i, 12.2 9.3 16.0 2.5 5.4 4h 6.5 9.3 7.0 5.0 2.6 ~7.4
New Hampshir 19.6 16.7 23.5 19.5 6.4 5.1 7.7 9.7 13.7 11.8 16.1 10.8
vermont..... 10.9 7.0 16.2 13.2 6.6 5.3 8.1 9.8 4.5 1.7 8.3 3.8
Massachusett 4.6 2.2 7.8 10.0 3.7 2.6 5.3 8.7 0.9 ~0.4 2.6 1.4
Rhode Islaud . =46 ~14.5 8.5 16.0 4.1 2.9 5.7 8.7 ~8.9 -17.5 2.9 1.5
Comnecticut. ... ... ..., 3.9 1.5 7.2 17.9 4.8 3.4 6.6 10.5 G.9 2.0 .6 8.1
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New YOrk..........o... ~1.3 4.5 3.1 8. 4.3 3.3 5.6 8.6 -5.7 ~7.9 ~2.6 -0.3
New Jersey......v..o.onn... 3.8 ~0.5 9.7 16.7 4.8 3.7 6.1 9.6 ~1.0 ~4.3 3.6 7.7
Pennsylvania,.............. 0.4 ~1.6 3 4.1 3.3 2.4 4,6 7.3 -3.0 ~4,0 ~1.5 -3.4
FAST NORTH CENTRAL:
1.8 0.8 3.1 9.3 6.7 5.7 8.2 10.5 5.1 ~4.9 5.2 ~1.3
4.2 1.9 7.3 10.8 7.5 6.6 8.8 11,1 ~3.5 ~4.8 ~1.6 ~0.4
0.6 -2.1 4.1 9.8 5.3 5.4 7.6 10.1 -6.0 =7.7 -3.6 ~0.4
Michigan... 5.8 4.3 7.8 12,6 8.0 6.9 9.5 12.3 ~2.3 ~2.7 -1.6 4.3
Wisconsin, .. 8.0 6.8 9.5 .2 5.9 5.0 7.1 11.0 2.1 1.8 2.5 0.1
WEST NORTI C¥
Minnesot 5.9 4.7 7.5 10.8 6.3 7.6 11.5 ~0.7 ~0.1 ~0.7
Iowa. 3.0 1.3 5.3 2.4 4.5 5.6 8.7 2.4 -0.3 ~6.9
Missouri.....c.oovoviuan.y 3.4 1.0 6.7 8.0 4.6 5.7 7.9 ~2.8 1.1 (¢4
North Dakota...........o.... 5.1 1.3 10.1 =24 7.1 7.9 11.9 -5.2 2.3 ~16.1
South Dakota............ P 4.8 2.4 8.1 ~2.1 6.6 7.1 1.2 -3.9 0.9 ~14.8
Nebraska,.................. 7 5.5 10.5 5.0 5.9 6.7 9.8 0.2 3.9 ~5,3
KANSAS v ee v e erennnnannns 5 1.4 1.7 3.2 5.2 6.2 8.8 -3.1 & .6 -b.,2
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware. . oovevnunennenn.. 10.5 5.2 17.6 20.6 7.4 6.0 9.1 13.4 3.2 ~0.9 8.7 8.2
Maryland........ ... c0cuus 8.3 3.5 14.6 23.5 6,6 5.2 8.3 13.2 1.8 -1.7 6.5 1.7
Districet of Columbia....... ~10.5 ~13.3 ~6.8 -1.0 5.1 3.7 7.1 11.9% ~16.0 -17.2 ~14.1 ~14.,0
Virginia. PP I 12.5 13.1 11.6 15.9 7.6 6.5 9.1 12.8 5.1 6.8 2.6 3.5
West Virgini e 6.3 3.7 9.7 ~6.5 5,1 4.4 6.0 7.7 1.3 ~0.6 3.8 -15.4
North Carolina............. 13.3 13.2 13.4 10.9 8.4 7.4 9.8 12,8 5.1 6.0 3.7 2.1
South Carolina,...... RPN 16.0 16.0 16.0 8.4 10.0 9.1 11.1 14.0 6.3 7.1 5.0 ~6.5
Georgia 13.5 12.3 15.2 15.2 9.8 8.7 11.1 14.1 4.0 3.7 4.2 1.3
Florid 39.5 41.0 37.9 31.6 4.2 2.9 5.5 9.8 36,1 38.4 3204 23.7
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky. 10.1 10.4 9.6 5.8 6.9 6.0 8.0 10.4 3.3 4,5 1.6 ~5,2
Tennessee. . . . 12.3 11.2 13.8 9.5 7.0 L1 8.1 10.7 5.5 5.2 5.7 ~1.,3
ALabama couu e e 9.1 9.5 8.8 5.3 8.0 7.1 9.3 11.8 1.2 2.4 -0.5 7.4
Mississipple ees sy, 10.8 9.3 12.7 1.8 10.0 9.2 11.0 13.1 0.8 0.1 1.7 -13.0
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Arkansas P 18.2 18.4 17.8 7.4 6.6 5.9 7.4 11.0 12.0 12.8 10.6 ~b, 1
Louisiana 7.6 5.1 1.0 11.2 9.5 8.6 10.7 la.7 ~2.0 -3.7 0.3 4,
Oklahoma, 11.0 9.9 12.6 9.5 6.2 5.5 7.1 8.9 5.0 4.5 5.5 0.6
TEXAS oo er e eier e e 16.9 17.3 16.3 15,6 10.4 9.h 11.6 14.3 6.8 8.1 4.9 1.5
MOUNTAIN
Montana......... e 14.0 13.1 15.3 2.9 7.4 7.0 7.8 10.9 6.9 6.2 7.6 ~9.0
1daho. o i 26.5 26.8 26.2 6.6 11.2 11.1 11.3 12,4 16.0 16,2 15.3 -6.5
WYORMING . oo v e van e iirennns 22.5 26.0 17.9 0.7 9.4 9.1 9.7 12.0 13.7 17.3 8.3 -12.6
Colorado, 26,1 20.2 34.0 23.0 9.4 8.5 10,1 12,7 17.5 12,0 24,4 11.¢6
New Mexico 22.9 22.3 23.6 6.6 2.9 11.9 13.8 18.7 10.7 16.8 10,1 ~14.7
Arizona 42.9 39.0 48,1 30.8 2.1 11,0 12.4 17.1 32.6 28.8 36.7 16.1
Utah. . 247 23.1 26.9 17.3 18.3 18.1 18.5 18.4 6.8 5.2 8.7 -1.3
Nevada 36.5 33.2 41.0 53.8 5.7 7.9 11,2 19,1 28.2 25.8 30.5 40.9
PACIFIC:
Washington..,. ... ... vnvnn. 7.2 12,1 G.5 17.8 6.3 5.5 7.4 10.2 1.0 6.8 ~7.0 8.4
OPeEon. .ot iranss 17.1 15.8 18.9 16.8 5.8 5.1 6.5 8.7 11.7 10,9 12.6 8.6
California,................ 11.2 1z2.3 9,8 23.9 7.3 6.5 8.4 12.7 4.1 5.9 1.5 12.6
Alaska . 28.7 26.9 31.1 29.0 17.8 16.3 19.1 23.5 12.0 11,1 172.6 6.8
HAaWaid oo iiii i snan 22.2 17 .4 8.5 19.6 6.5 13.5 15.2 18.3 8.3 4.1 3.7 1.7

7 less than 0.03.

@ annual rate of change by component assumes no interaction between them.

Yhe average annual rate of natural increase and net migration do not necessarily add to the total average annual rate of
change. This apnomaly occurs hecause the calculations of avera
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Table 6. ESTIMATES OF THE RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES, JULY 1, 1975, AND COMPONENTS
OF CHANGE SINCE JULY 1, 1972

(Numbers

in thousands)

Raegion, division,

and Htate

United States,

REGTONS:

Wast, oot i i

NORTHEAST
New England,
Middle Atlan

NORTH CENTRAL:
¢ North Central

c North Central...........

SOUTH:
South Atlantic........... e
East South Central.....
West South Central...........

WEST:
Mountain.,
Pacific.,

NE

=

ENGLAND:

New fHampshire
Vermont,
Magsachusetts,
Rhode [sland,
Connecticut., .

MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New York...oooiiiuiiiiinnnnes
New Jersey.....
Pennsylvanio. ..o ,eenans

EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Ohio..
Indian
Illinois
Michigan
Wisconsin...,

WEST NORTH CENTRAL:

North Dak
South Dakge
Nebraska
Kansas....
SOUTH ATLANTIC:

Delaware, .
Maxryland

Bouth
Georg o
Florida. .

BAST SOUTH CENTRAL:

Kentucky vee . e
Tennessee, . ..... Ceaa s e
Alabama....... PRI P

Mississippie.o.uiennronnnn.

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Arkans
Louigiana,
Oklahoma. .
TOXAB. v v s e s

MOUNTAIN:
Montana,.......... RN
Idaho.... Ceeeeny
Wyoming. raean
Colorado..o.. .. e
New Mexico..,..

Arizona....
Utah.......

Nevada.......
PACIFIC:
Washington.. ... ooiuiuias P

Oregon.....
California.,.
Alaska.....
Hawail.....

July 1, 1975
{provisional)

213,121

49,461
57,669
68,113
37,878

12,198
37,263

40,979
16,690

33,715
13,544
20,855

9,644
28,234

1,059
818
471

5,828
927

3,095

18,120
7,316
11,827

10,759
5,311
11,145
9,157
4,607

3,926
2,870
4,763

535

683
1,546
2,267

579
4,098

716
4,967
1,803
5,451
2,818
4,926
8,357

3,396
4,188
3,614
2,346

2,116
3,791
2,712
12,237

748
820
374

2,534

1,147

2,224

1,206
592

3,544
2,288
21,185
352
865

July 1,

Change, 1972 to 1975

Components of change

1972

208,234

49,689
57,353
65,112
36,080

12,109
37,580

40,785
16,568

31,990
13,135
19,987

8,919
27,162

1,030
778
461

5,790
968

3,082

18,367
7,329
11,884

10,733
5,282
11,216
9,040
4,514

3,871
2,859
4,749

632

678
1,521
2,258

576
4,055

745
4,775
1,783
5,240
2,686
4,747
7,390

3,291
4,050
3,513
2,281

2,002
3,733
2,633

11,618

719
756
346

2,385

1,072

1,979

1,125
536

3,417
2,182
20,416
325
821

Net migration

Number Percent Births Deaths
Nuwmber Rate!

4,887 2.3 9,497 5,867 1,257 0.6
~227 ~-0.5 1,938 1,466 -699 ~l.4
316 0.6 2,587 1,630 642 ~1.1
3,001 4.6 3,238 1,873 1,636 2.5
1,798 5.0 1,734 898 961 2,7
8% 0.7 465 347 -30 ~0.2
-316 ~0.8 1,473 1,120 ~670 -1.8

194 0.5 1,863 1,134 ~535 ~1,
122 0.7 724 496 -106 ~0.6
1,724 5.4 1,508 926 1,142 3.6
409 3.1 669 395 135 .0
868 4.3 1,061 552 359 1.8
725 8.1 506 214 432 4.8
1,073 3.9 1,228 684 529 1.9
29 2.8 46 33 15 1.5
40 5.1 35 23 28 3.6
10 2.1 21 13 2 0.5
38 0.6 215 170 -8 ~0.1
~41 ~4.,3 36 28 ~-50 ~5.1
14 0.4 111 79 ~18 ~0.6
~247 ~1.3 725 540 ~433 ~2.4
~12 ~0.2 286 204 ~95 ~1.3
-57 ~0.5 462 376 ~142 ~1.2
26 0,2 485 302 -158 -1.5
30 0.6 252 147 -75 ~1.4
=71 ~(3.6 512 328 ~255 -2.3
117 1.3 421 233 ~72 ~0.8
93 2.1 193 124 25 0.5
55 1.4 165 103 ~8 -0,2
11 0.4 119 88 -21 -0.7
14 0.3 209 155 ~40 -0.9
3 0.4 30 17 ~10 ~1.6
5 0.7 33 20 -8 ~1.2
25 1.7 70 46 1 6,1
10 0.4 98 58 ~21 -0.9
9 1.6 25 15 -1 -0.3
43 1.1 163 99 ~-21 ~0.5
-29 ~3.9 32 24 -37 ~5.0
192 4.0 216 122 98 2.1
20 1.1 83 60 -3 ~0.2
212 L 4.0 257 141 95 1.8
132 4.9 147 73 58 2,2
179 3.8 255 130 53 1.1
967 13.1 329 263 901 12.2
104 3.2 161 102 45 1.4
139 3.4 194 119 64 1.6
101 2.9 180 104 26 0.7
65 2.8 134 71 1 (7)
114 5.7 102 67 78 3.9
57 1.5 200 102 ~41 ~1.1
79 3.0 126 82 35 1.3
618 3.3 633 301 286 2.5
29 4.0 35 20 13 1.9
63 8.4 45 19 38 5.0
28 8.1 19 9 18 5.3
149 6.2 116 54 88 3.7
74 6.9 63 24 35 3.3
245 12.4 117 50 179 9.0
81 7.2 86 23 18 1.6
56 10.5 26 13 43 8.1
127 3.7 147 91 71 2.1
106 4.9 95 62 73 3.3
769 3.8 919 515 365 1.8
27 8.4 21 3 11 3.4
44 5.4 47 13 10 1.2

Z Less than 0.05 percent.
tpercent of July 1, 1972

population.
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Table 7. ESTIMATES OF THE RESIDENT POPULATION OF STATES, JULY 1, 1972, AND COMPONENTS
OF CHANGE SINCE APRIL 1, 1970

(Numbers in thousands)

Change, 1970 to 1972 Components of change
Region, d}vismn, July 1, 1972 April 1, 1970 Net migration
and Btate (census) Number Percent Births Deaths
Number Rate!
United States...oveiveennn. 208,234 203,304 4,930 2.4 7,992 4,332 1,270 0.6
REGIONS:
Northeast..... 49,689 49,061 6528 1.3 1,730 1,115 13 ()
North Central,....... PP 57,353 56,593 760 1.3 2,214 1,218 ~-236 -0.4
South, .. ..... . 65,112 62,812 2,300 3.7 2,657 1,345 988 1.6
West...ooou.s . 36,080 34,838 1,242 3.6 1,391 655 506 1.5
" NORTHEAST:
New England....vierininnncaa. 12,109 11,847 262 2.2 420 259 101 0.9
Middle AtlanticC.....vvuvuvan. 37,580 ., 37,213 366 1.0 1,310 856 -88 -0,2
NORTH CENTRAL:
Easi North Centr . 40,785 40,265 520 1.3 1,606 848 ~239 -0.6
West North Centr . 16,568 16,328 240 1.5 608 370 3 (2)
SOUTH:
South Atlantic............ 31,990 30,679 1,311 4.3 1,254 659 716 2.3
East South Central RN 13,135 12,808 327 2.6 549 290 67 0.5
West South Central, 19,987 19,325 662 3.4 854 396 204 1.1
WEST:
MOUNTAIN. o v e vv v esernnenas 8,919 8,290 629 7.6 382 152 399 4.8
Pacific..... e 27,162 26,549 613 2.3 1,010 503 106 0.4
NEW ENGLAND:
L N 1,030 994 36 3.7 39 25 22 2.2
New Hampshi [N . 778 738 40 5.4 30 17 27 3.7
Vermont,,.. e 461 445 17 3.7 18 10 8 1.9
Massachusetts, coweuneunnona.. 5,790 5,689 10 1.8 196 128 33 0.6
Rhode Island.......... " 968 950 18 1.9 33 21 6 0.6
Connecticut..vieesvnnnn. PR 3,082 3,032 49 1.6 104 59 4 0.1
MIDDLE ATIANTIC:
New York.....ovevnen 18,367 18,242 126 0.7 650 418 -106 ~0.6
New Jersey......ecuv. . 7,329 7,171 158 2.2 252 153 58 0.8
Pennsylvania........ .. 11,884 11,801 83 0.7 407 285 -40 ~0.3
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
Ohio, it iiiiiiiin s 10,733 10,657 76 0.7 425 225 ~124 ~1.2
INdAana. . o vt s i 5,282 5,196 86 1.7 214 109 ~18 ~0.4
I1190018, vuusvevunnsnnnnonnns 11,216 11,113 104 0.9 439 247 -88 -0.8
Michigan....ooveneivocnnovinens 9,040 8,882 158 1.8 365 174 ~33 -0.4
WisCONSAN, o uuyonrounnesruans 4,514 4,418 96 2.2 163 92 25 0.6
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
Minnesota. . vveuveorssaonnraas 3,871 3,806 65 1.7 142 76 -1 [¢3)
Towa.o..ovuns o 2,859 2,825 34 1.2 102 66 ~2 -0.1
Missouri..... . 4, 749, 4,678 71 1.5 176 116 11 0.2
North Dakota..,........ . 632 618 14 2.3 24 i3 3 0.5
South Dakota..u.enversas. . 678 666 12 1.8 26 15 1 0.2
Nebraska....o.o.es ot 1,521 1,485 36 2.4 57 34 13 6.9
KanSaS. ot irivnreeroonsarnnns 2,258 2,249 8 0.4 81 50 ~23 ~1,0
SOUTH ATILANTIC:
Delaware, couseesien ey 570 548 22 4.0 22 11 11 2.0
Maryland, .vevesevesnevnseraans 4,055 3,924 131 3.4 147 73 58 1.5
District of Columbia.,.,..... 745 757 ~11 ~1.5 31 19 -24 ~3.1
Virginia.,...oouees. 4,775 4,651 123 2.7 185 89 27 0.6
West Virginta,.. [ 1,783 1,744 38 2.2 68 45 15 0.9
North Carolina 5,240 5,084 155 3.1 214 102 42 0.8
South Carolin 2,686 2,591 95 3.7 118 52 30 1.1
Georgla....... . 4,747 4,588 159 3.5 209 94 44 0.9
Florida....seeuas . 7,390 6,791 598 8.8 258 174 514 7.6
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Hentueky. oo uiunvnennnsnsvnss 3,291 3,221 71 2.2 134 75 12 0.4
Tennessee..,. . 4,050 3,926 124 3.2 159 86 51 1.3
Alabama,...... . . 3,513 3,444 68 2.0 . 149 76 ~4 ~0.1
Mississippliiiveeueeanninienas 2,281 2,217 64 2.9 108 53 8 0.4
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKANSAS vt va i vnsnsvnnneness 2,002 1,923 79 4,1 79 47 46 2.4
Louisiana. . vueyssernnrennnns 3,733 3,642 91 2.5 164 75 2 0.1
Oklahoma, .oy ivsiveenronneenns 2,633 2,559 73 2.9 100 59 32 1.2
TeXAS L sevevinnnrnnnnan 11,618 11,199 419 3.7 510 215 123 1.1
MOUNTAIN:
Montana..,...eianvaieaan, 719 694 24 3.5 28 15 12 1.7
Tdaho. .. ovueuus. . 756 713 43 6.1 32 14 25 3.5
WYOmANE . cvsvsinnrnrsan . 346 332 14 4.1 14 7 6 1.9
Coloradt, . ivasvnnevsnn . 2,385 |- 2,210 176 8.0 91 40 125 5.6
New Mexico...vuuearuas . 1,072 1,017 55 5.5 49 17 23 2.3
ATizona. v, ioovoenrans .. 1,979 1,775 203 11.4 85 35 153 8.6
Utah..,.. R . 1,125 1,059 66 6.2 61 16 21 2.0
Nevada, ... e 536 489 47 9.7 21 9 35 7.1
PACIFIC:
Washington....... . 3,417 3,413 4 0.1 125 67 -53 ~1.6
Oregon..... . . . 2,182 2,092 91 4.3 76 45 60 2.9
California.,, 20,416 19,971 445 2,2 757 378 67 0,3
Alaska, ..., 325 303 22 7.3 17 3 9 2.9
Hawaii,....... 821 770 51 6.6 36 9 24 3.1

%2 less than 0,05 percent.
Lpercent of April 1, 1970 population.



Table 8. BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND NATURAL INCREASE FOR STATES: 1960, 1970, AND 1974

{In thousands)

. . Births Deaths Natural increase
Region, division,
and State 1974 1970 1960 1974 1970 1960 1974 1970 1960
United S6atES....een... 3,154.9 3,727.2 4,257.9 1,931.9 1,917.5 1,712.0 1,223.0 1,809.7 2,545.9
REGIONS:
Northeast.. oo oinenas e 636, 4 829.4 970.1 479.3 497.0 470,2 157.2 332.3 499.9
North Central..i..usuureroias 857.9 1,037.8 1,246,2 535.2 540,4 504.0 322.8 497.4 142.2
South, .., .v.. e 1,071.3 1,206.4 1,353.9 619.8 592.8 498.7 451.5 613,86 855.2
Westo.. ..., P 589.2 653.,5 687.7 297.7 287.3 239.1 291.5 366.3 4648.7
NORTHEAST:
¥ew England....... PPN 151.6 199.9 236.8 113.9 115.2 111.6 37.7 84.7 125.2
Middle Atlantic,,... N 484.9 629.5 733.3 365.4 381.9 358.6 119.5 247.6 374.7
NORTH CENTRAL:
Bast North Central......,.... 615.0 753.5 877.3 372.2 376.4 347.9 242.8 377.1 529.4
West Morth Central........... 242.9 284.4 368.9 162.9 164,0 156.1 80.0 120.3 212.8
SOUTH:
South Atlantic..si.eiuinvanns 496 ,9 572.5 628.7 3067.0 289.4 235.8 190.0 283.1 392.9
Bast South Central,.......... 220.9 248.2 294,2 130.4 128.3 114.9 90.5 119.9 179.3
West South Central..,........ 353.5 385.7 430.9 182.5 175.1 148.0 171.0 210.6 282.9
WEST:
Mountain, 172.4 171.1 187.1 1.4 66,1 55.3 101.0 105.1 131.7
LT N 416.8 482, 4 500,7 226.3 221.2 183.7 1%0.5 261.2 317.0
NEW ENGLAND:
MadDe. . iviveienaniiaannnsas 15.1 17.8 23.2 10,7 1.1 16,8 44 6.8 12,5
New Hampshire. . 11.6 13.5 13.8 7.7 7.3 6.7 3.9 6.3 7.2
Vermont, couvvunanuiiissananss 6.9 8.4 9.4 4.4 4.4 4ot 2.5 4.0 5.0
Massachusett, o eeivsorvnrons 70.1 93.6 115.1 55.8 56.9 56,8 14.3 36.6 58.3
Rhode Island.., 11,7 15.8 18.4 9.2 9.5 9.0 2.5 6.3 9.4
Conneeticut,covevirvunasoeans 36.2 50,7 56.8 26,2 26,0 23.9 10.0 24.8 32.9
MIDDLE ATIANTIC:
New YOrK.u,vesesernvareronosa 239.2 317.2 359.5 175.7 187.4 177.9 63.5 129.8 181.6
New Jersey.vueoessesanonossan 94,2 120.1 132.4 66,7 67.9 59.5 27.5 52.2 72.9
Pennsylvanie .. ovensurononnss 151.5 192,2 241.5 122.9 126.6 121.2 28.5 65.6 120,2
BAST NORTIH CENTRAL: .
Chio. Ceesreaeas 160.2 199,8 230,7 99.1 100.3 93.5 61.1 99.5 137.3
Indian eeeanaen 83.2 99,4 112.7 48.3 48,5 45.4 34.9 50.9 67.4
B 1 T B 169,0 205,2 238.9 107.9 110.5 103.0 61,1 94,7 135.4
Michlgan. ., oo ouvivuiinnsn 137.4 171.7 195.3 76.1 76.3 67.9 61.3 95.3 127.4
WisCONSIN. v s ieiananenoenas 65,2 7.4 99.6 40.8 40,8 38.1 24.3 36.6 61.5
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
MinnesSOta. . vescunererananenss 55.8 68,4 87.6 34.2 33.9 31.7 21.6 34.5 55.9
L 40.2 48.4 64,2 28.7 29,4 28.8 11,4 19.1 35.4
MISSOUTi. . iiuniuuisnrnnonans 69,4 80,7 97.9 50.5 51.7 48.4 18.9 29.0 49,6
North Dakota, euwuesearosvores 10,0 11,0 16.6 5.8 5.6 5.4 4,2 5.4 11.2
South Dakoto.esvivsrvssereons 11,2 11.7 17.6 6.6 6.5 6.6 4.6 5.2 11.0
Nebraska, ., oviuriirivnnerson 23.7 25,9 34,3 15.0 15.0 14,1 8.7 10.9 20.2
Kansas., veevsvaoessnonsurnne 32,7 38,2 50,7 22.2 21,9 21,2 10,6 16,4 29.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware. e vesvnrnannenans 8.4 10.5 11,6 4.9 4,9 4.2 3.5 5.6 7.4
Maryland..oeseournernnconenns 53.1 69,3 77.4 33.0 32.8 28.0 20,1 36.5 49.4
District of Columbia,..... 10.0 15.0 19.9 7.8 8.7 8.8 2.2 6.3 1.1
Virginia,ioeieevaenanans . 7.1 86.1 95.5 40,6 39.0 34.5 30.5 47,1 61.1
West Virginia.. P N 27.6 30.2 39.5 19.4 19.9 18.1 8.2 10,3 21,4
North Carolina........ceseess 84,2 98.5 109,8 46.2 44,7 38.2 38.0 53.8 71.6
South Carolina. e 48,4 52,3 59.8 24,2 22,8 20,7 24.3 29.5 39.1
GROTELG. s s n e ovnnnasnvinnsa 83,7 95.6 99.8 42,9 41.8 35,4 40,7 53.8 64,4
B e 110.4 115.1 115.6 38.0 74.8 48,2 22.4 40,3 67.4
BAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky ., covuurnnsunnnrnaoens 53.4 60,3 72,2 33.5 33.2 30,0 19.9 27.0 42,2
TONNEes8eC vt n i e iinrnans 64,2 72.3 82,0 39.4 38.1 32.9 24.8 34,2 49,1
Alabama. . iviescnvrvrnennvenns 59.3 67.6 80,8 34,4 33.7 30.3 24.9 33.9 50.5
MiS8LBEIPDIee oo nanraneresins 44,0 48.1 59.2 23,2 23.3 21,7 20,9 24,8 37.4
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
AYKANSAS, covaevnrvnrvesrcoens 34.5 35.5 40.6 22.2 20,7 17.9 12.3 14.8 22.7
Louigiana,..... heereenes 65.9 74,6 90.2 33.6 33.4 29.7 32.3 41,2 60,5
OKIANOMA, v e v e iariranvanannnes 42,4 45,0 51.0 27.2 26.8 22.9 15.1 18,2 28.1
FOXAS . v e e 210,8 230,6 249.,1 99.4 94,3 77.5 111.4 136.3 1.7
MOUNTAIN:
MONLANAL b st v rvraansonos 12,3 12,6 17.4 6,6 6.6 6.6 5.7 6.0 10.9
Idaho...... 15.6 14,5 17.2 6.5 6.1 5.4 9.1 8.4 11.8
WY OMANG . o v ot v mtamennreresnnns 6.5 6.5 8.5 3.1 2,9 2.8 3.4 3.6 5,7
Colorado, v eusrnunsvrnanrroees 38.7 41.5 42.9 17.9 17.4 15.3 20.8 24,0 27.6
New Mexico..... Criaeeiees 21.2 22,0 30,7 8,1 7.4 6.5 13.2 14.6 24,2
ATdZOna. o vt eniiranaanan 39.9 37.6 36,8 17.0 14,8 10.1 22.9 22.7 26.6
Utah. st ien it ciivionnnsas 29.5 27.0 26.3 7.7 7.1 6.0 21.8 19.9 20.3
Nevada. ... coeeiirinonanansnes 8.7 9.4 7.3 4.6 3.6 2.5 4,1 5.8 4,7
PACIFIC:
Washington. ... coiuivinnunnsans 50,1 60.5 65,3 29.8 29.9 26,5 20,3 30.6 38.7
Oregon.,.,... PP 32.5 35.4 38,4 20,3 19,5 16.8 12.2 15.8 21.6
California.e e iiiasrnnnnes 3117 362.7 372.2 170,35 166.4 135.5 141.2 196.3 236.7
Alas I 7.0 7.6 7.6 1.4 1.4 1.3 5.6 6.1 6,2
B N 15.5 16,4 17.2 4.3 3.9 3.5 11.2 12,4 13.7
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Table 9. CRUDE BIRTH RATE, DEATH RATE, AND RATE OF NATURAL INCREASE FOR STATES:

1960, 1970, AND 1974

{Rates are expressed per 1,000 population)

SOUTH:

WEST:

Region, division, Births Deaths Natural increase
and State 1974 170 1960 1970 1960 1970 1960
United States......vveeunas 14.9 18.3 23,7 9.4 9.5 8.9 14.2
REGIONS:
Northeast....vvivviuvnrnanass 12.9 16,9 21,7 10.1 10.5 3.2 6.8 11.2
North Central,.iviveiavinaas 14.9 18.3 24,1 9.5 9.8 5.6 8.8 14,3
SOUBR. 1t it vssanniinnaias 16,0 19.2 24.6 9.4 9.1 6.8 9.8 15.5
West. v iiionirninnrnensonns 15.8 18.8 24.5 8.2 8.5 7.8 10.6 16.0
NORTHEAST :
New England, 12,5 16.9 22.5 9.7 10.6 3.1 7.2 11.9
Middle Atlantic....,.oevueuas 13.0 16.9 21.5 10.3 10,5 3.2 6.6 11.0
NORTH CENTRAL
East North Central........... 15.0 18.7 24,2 9.3 9.6 9.4 14.6
West North Central........... 14.6 17.4 24,0 10.0 10.1 7.4 13.9
South Atlantic.......v.veusne 15.0 18.7 24,2 9.2 9.4 9.1 9.3 15.1
East South Central.....eeeo.. 16.5 19.4 24,4 9.7 10.0 9,5 9.4 14,9
West South Central........... 17.2 20,0 25.4 8.9 9.1 8.7 10.9 16,7
MoUNtain. i vsrettanrvanronaras 18.3 20.6 27.3 8.0 8.1 12,6 19.2
PacifiCiiruverenennnonnonns 15.0 18,2 23.6 8.3 8.7 9.9 14,9
NEW ENGLAND:
Maine...vererenernonsnvesanan 4.4 17.9 24,0 1.1 1.1 6.8 12.9
New Hampshire......vovveoensn 14,4 18.3 22.8 9.8 1.0 8.5 11.8
Vermont... 14,7 18,9 24,1 10.0 1.4 8.9 12.7
Massachuset 2.1 16.4 22.4 10.0 11.0 6.4 11.4
Rhode Island,. 12.5 16.7 21.4 10.0 10.5 6.7 10.9
Connecticut,,,. 11,7 16,7 22.4 8.6 9.4 8.1 13.0
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
New York..vuseuouviunnrnanvas 13.2 17.4 21.4 10.3 10.6 7.1 10.8
New Jersey. ererasrrerarae 12.9 16.8 21,8 9.5 9.8 7.3 12.0
Pennsylvanis.e.cerenecaecennn 12.8 16,3 21.3 10.7 10.7 5.6 10.6
EAST NORTH CENTRAL: .
L 3 14.9 18,7 23.8 9.4 9.6 9.3 14,2
INdianf.cs.eiieencisnennnenss 15.7 19.1 24.2 9.3 9.7 9.8 14.5
I113in0od8e s cvrvrrnnsasennnnnnn 15.1 18.5 23.7 9.9 10.2 8.6 13.5
Michigan.., . eeveanan 15.1 19.3 25.0 8.6 8.7 10,7 16.3
Wisconsini iuievienironennnns 14,3 17.5 25.2 9.2 9.7 8.3 15.5
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
Minnesota..isereioresrrinanas 14.3 18.0 25.7 8.8 8.9 9.3 9.1 16.4
IOWa L st it s iiaeriaan 14,1 17.1 23.3 10.1 10.4 10.4 6.7 12,9
MISSOUrdeciovrunrrnrsnonnuass 14,5 17.3 22.7 10,6 1.1 i1.2 6.2 115
North Dakota..... Ceesesas 15.7 17.8 26,3 9.1 9.1 8.6 8.7 17.7
South Dakota,. [ 16.4 17.6 25.9 9.7 9.8 9.7 7.8 16.2
Nebraska,..... P 15,4 17.4 24,3 9.7 10.1 10.0 7.3 14,3
Kansas. . ..... eerereras 4.4 17,0 23.3 9.8 9.7 9.7 7.3 13.6
BOUTH ATLANTIC:
Delaware ..o iivevanronnsnsns 14,5 19.2 25.9 8.5 9.0 9.4 5.0 10.2 16.5
Marylande, . viveavnnesnnnanans 13.0 17.7 24,9 8.1 8.4 | 9.0 4.9 9.3 15.9
District of Columbia......... 13.9 19.8 26.0 10.8 11,5 11.5 3.1 8.3 14.3
Virginia,.o.uiiivanennnrananas 14.5 18.5 24,2 8.3 8.4 8.7 6.2 10,1 15.5
West Virgimia....oiieuisivueson 15.5 17.3 21.2 10.9 11,4 9.7 4.6 5.9 11.5
North Carolina,. e 15.7 19,4 24,1 8.6 8.8 8.4 7.1 10,6 15.7
South Carolina,. Cheieeran 17.5 20.2 25.1 8.7 8.8 8,7 8.8 11.4 16.4
GEOTEIR e vvatnvannsernnsanns 17.2 20.8 25,3 8.8 9.1 9.0 8.4 11.7 16.3
Florida.. ciiieieiivianennnss 13.6 16.9 23.3 10,9 11,0 9.7 2,7 5.9 13.6
BAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
Kentucky. ... 15.9 18,7 23.8 10.0 10,3 9.9 5.9 8.4 13.9
Tennessee, , 15.5 18.4 23.0 9.5 9.7 9.2 6.0 8.7 13.8
Alabama. o siniiinruararnens 16.6 19.6 24.7 9.6 9.8 9.3 7.0 9.8 15.4
MississSipplicveinrinrerennans 18.9 21.7 27,2 9.9 10.5 10.0 9.0 11.2 17.2
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
ATKADNSAS, s uvorveaseriracanas 16,7 18.4 22.7 10,7 10.7 10.0 6.0 7.7 12.7
Louisiana,..,. chierae s 17.5 20.5 27.7 8.9 9.2 9.1 8.6 11,3 18.6
ORLanoMa. s ievvessrnrnoenvanss 15,8 17.6 21.9 10,2 10,5 9.8 5.6 7.1 12.1
= 3 - 17.5 20.6 26,0 8.3 8.4 8.1 9.2 12,2 17.9
MOUNTAIN:
Montana...vueeeiiiinieionanan 16,7 18.2 25.9 8.9 9.5 9.7 7.8 8.7 16.2
Tdalo. et e cinnnnicnnnnes 19,6 20.4 25.7 8.1 8.6 8.1 11.5 11.8 17,6
Wyoming......onun 18,1 18.7 5.8 8.7 8.8 8.5 9.4 - 10.9 17.3
Colorado..u.v.u.. 15.4 i8.8 24,5 7.1 7.9 8.7 8.3 10,8 15.8
New Mexico... 19.0 21.6 32.3 7.2 7.3 6.9 11,8 14.3 25,4
Arizona,.,.. 18.5 21.2 28.2 7.9 8.4 7.8 10.6 12.8 20,4
Utah,.susun P 25,0 ! 25.4 29,5 6.5 6,7 6.8 18.5 18,7 22,7
Nevada,,.oooiano,s 15.2 } 19.3 25,5 8.1 7.5 8.9 7.1 11,8 16.6
PACIFIC:
Washington,..vusveiivsennauns 14,3 4 17,7 22,9 8,5 1 8.8 9.3 | 5.8 8,9 13.6
L 14.4 [ 16.9 21.7 9.0 9.3 9.5 5.4 7.6 12.2
California.,iiiianceirrnannns 14,9 i 18.2 23,7 8,2 8.3 B.6 2.9 15,1
ALBSKE v it 20,5 25,0 33.4 4.2 4,7 5.8 20.3 27,6
Hawailee. oo iianininsonsnnn 18.1 ‘ 21.3 27.2 5.0 5.1 5.6 16.2 21.6

Note: For 1960 .and 1970 the denomination is the April census number,

this report. Calculations are based on unrounded numbers,

Por 1974 the denomination is the estimated July 1L,

1974 population

appearing in
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