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Th is report presents total popu lation estimates 
for July 1, 1975 and provisional estimates for 
July 1, 1976, for counties and metropolitan areas in 
Texas. These estimates were prepared by the Bureau 
of the Census as part of its continu ing popu lation 
estimates program. They are consistent in method­
ological approach with county estimates for other 
States jointly prepared by State agencies and the 
Bureau of the Census under the auspices of the 
Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Popu­
lation Estimates and published in Current Popula­
tion Reports, Series P-26. 

County estimates for July 1, 1971-1974 and pro­
visional estimates for July 1, 1975, were published 
earlier in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, 
Nos. 517, 535, 609, and 637. The provisional esti­
mates in the last cited report are superseded by the 
numbers published here. 

The decision on methodology used in this report 
was based upon the resu Its of tests of the methods. 
The Administrative Records method has been tested 
against special censuses conducted since 1970. The 
other methods were evaluated against the 1970 cen­
sus. For a detailed description of the Federal-State 
Cooperative Program and an analysis of 1970 test 
resu Its for methods other than the Administrative 
Records method, see Current Population Reports, 

Series P-26, No. 21, "Federal-State Cooperative Pro­
gram for Local Population Estimates: Test Results­
April 1, 1970," April 1973. The results of a test of 
the Administrative Records method for each State 
are presented in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, Nos. 546-595. 

The estimates shown for July 1, 1975, are based 
on an average of the following methods, adjusted to 
agree with the July 1, 1975 State estimates pub­
lished in Series P-25, No. 642. 

1. The Regression (ratio-correlation) method. 1 In 
the Regression method, a multiple regression equa­
tion is used to relate changes in a number of data 
series to change in the distribution of population.! 
The symptomatic data series used in the Regression 
method for Texas are: a three-year average of resi­
dent births (Xl)' a three-year average of resident 
deaths (X 2 ), and registered automobiles (X 3 ). Vari­
ables X4 through Xs are measures that categorize 
Texas counties as to their metropolitan nature and 
thei r growth rate in recent years. They comprise a 

1 More detailed descriptions of the methods are given in 
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 427 and 520. 
Modifications made to the methodologies for the current 
series will be given in forthcoming reports in Series P-25. 
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series of characteristics unique to each county that 
substantially improve the predictive quality of the 
regression equation and the resu Iting popu lation 
estimates. The prediction equation for Texas for the 
1970's is given by 
1\ 
Y == 0.4660 + 0.1972X 1 + 0.0739X 2 + O.3056X 3 

+ O.0054X4 -- 0.0817Xs - O.0639X 6 - O.0497X 7 

- O.0305X s 

2. Component Method II.! This method employs 
vital statistics to measure natural increase and school 
enrollment to measure net migration. The estimates 
produced by Component Method II are specific to 
the population under 65 not residing in group quar­
ters. To this population is added an estimate of the 
population 65 and over based on the change in 
lVIedicare enrollees from 1970 to the estimate date, 
the institutional and college population, and re­
ported military population living in barracks. 

The Administrativ'.~ Records method.! This is 
a component method which uses individual Federal 
income tax returns to measure the intercounty 
migration of the non-group quarters population and 
reported birth and death statistics to estimate 
natural increase. The tax returns are matched by 
Social Security number in the base year and the 
estimate year to determine the number of persons 
whose cou nty of residence changed during the esti­
mating period. A net migration rate based on 
exemptions claimed by the matched cases is then 
applied to the total population. The resulting esti­
mate is made specific to the non-group quarters pop­
ulation under age 65 by excluding from the migra­
tion computations data relating to persons 65 years 
and over as well as persons residing in group quar­
ters. These estimates migration are then com­
bined with the independent estimates of the popula­
tion 65 and over used in the Component Method II 
estimate and the other components of population 
change-births, deaths, immigration, and the net 
movement between the military and civilian 
population. 

The provisional July 1, 1976 estimates for large 
metropolitan counties were developed by adding to 
the 1975 estimates the average change between the 
1 and 1 Component Method! I estimates and 
the corresponding Housing Unit method estimates. 
I n the Housing method the estimates of the 

1 See footnote 1 on page 1. 

population are based on changes in the housing in­
ventory that are derived from data on building per­
mits issued and demolition records, or on electric 
meter connections. The provisional Ju Iy 1 f 1976 
estimates for the remaining counties were developed 
by adding the change between 1975 and 1 976 Com­
ponent Method II estimates to the 1975 estimates. 
All counties were subsequently adjusted to agree 
with the provisional July 1, 1976 State estimate 
published in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, No. 642. 

Table 2 of this report presents estimates of the 
population of metropolitan areas and metropolitan 
counties in the State. The titles and definitions of 
the standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's) 
are those currently defined by the Office of Manage­
ment and Budget, Executive Office of the President. 
Where an SMSA falls in more than one State (indi­
cated in the SMSA title) information on the other 
State parts of the area can be obtained by referring 
to the P-26 or P-25 report for that particular State. 

Corresponding estimates for other States will be 
published as they become available. The appendix 
table lists reports published to date for States in the 
1975-76 series, together with those published for 
earl ier years. 

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

The estimates presented in the table have been 
rounded to the nearest hundred without being 
adjusted to the State total, which was independently 
rounded to the nearest thousand. Percentages are 
based on unrounded numbers. Births and deaths are 
taken from reported vital statistics from April 1, 
1 to December 31, 1975, with extrapolations 
through June 30, 1976. Net migration is the residual 
difference between net change and natural increase. 

r n addition to the county outline map published 
in all and P-25 reports for counties, the reports 
for July 1, 1975 and provisional July 1, 1976, in .. 
elude two computer-generated maps depicting popu­
lation change and rate of migration. These maps are 
cross-hatched, the degree of which is in direct pro­
portion to each area's percentage share of the 
change or migration. 



3 

Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1975 AND 1976 
(State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred) 

COUNTY 

TEXAS ••• " ••••••••••• , ., ., ••••••• 

ANDERSON ................... ••• .. •• .. •• • 
ANDREWS .............. ••••• ... • .. •• .. •• • 
ANGELINA ................. ••••• .. •••••• • 
ARANSAS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARCHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARMSTRONG •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ATASCOSA ................... ••• ... ••••• • 
AUSTIN ................................ . 
BAILEy ••••••••••••••• " ••• ••••••••••••• • 
BANDERA ••••• ", ••••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••• 

8ASTHOP •••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••• 
BAyLOR ................... ••••• ... ••• .. . 
BEE •••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •••• •• • 
BELL. " ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BEXAR •••••••• , ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
BLANCO ••••••• , ••••• , ., ••••••• , ., ••••••• 
BORDEN' •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
BOSQUE ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••• 
BOWIE ................... • .. ••• ... • .. •• • 
BRAZOR I A ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BRAZOS ..................... ••• ... •••• .. 
BREWSTEr< ..................... • ...... • .. 
BRISCOE ............. •• .... •• .... •••• .. , 
8ROOKS ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••• 
BROWN ••••••• , • " ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
BURLESON ................... • ..... • .... . 
BURNET ................................ . 
CALDWELL ............. ••••• .. •••••••••• • 
CALHOUN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• 
CALLAHAN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

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

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

COTTLE ••••••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• , ••• 
CRANE ................................ .. 
CROCKETT •••••••• , •• , ••••••• " •••••• , ••• 
CROSBy ..................... • •••• • •• ••• • 
CULBERSON ••••••• , •• , ., ••••••• , ••••• , ••• 
DALLAM ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••••• , ••• 
DALLAS ................................ . 
DAWS·ON •••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••• , ••• 
DEAF SMITH ........................... .. 
DELTA ............................... •• • 

DENTON ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• 
DE WITT .................... • .. • .... •••• 
DICKENS ............................. •• • 
DIMMIT ............................... • • 
DONLEy .............................. •• • 
DUVAL .................... ••• .... •••• .. . 
EASTLAND •••• , •••••• , ., ••••• , ••• , ••••••• 
ECTOR ................................. . 
EDWARDS .................. ••• ...... •••• • 
ELLIS ............................... •• • 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: JULY 1,1975 AND 1976-Continued 

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

COUNTY 

EL PASO •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• •• 
ERATH •••••••••••••• , •••••• '" •••••••••• 
FALLS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FANNIN ..................... • ......... • • 
FAYETTE. ................. ••• ... • ... • .. . 
FISHER ................... • ........... .. 
FLOyD .............................. • .. . 
FOARD .............................. • .. . 
FORT BEND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
FRANKLIN ................. • ............ . 

FHEESTONE ................. •• .... • .... .. 
FRIO" ................................ .. 
GAINES. ~ •• ~." •• "" ~ ............ ". ~."'" a ••• 

GALVESTON .......................... • .. . 
GARZA ••••••••••••••••••••••• '" •••••••• 
GILLESPIE ............................ .. 
GLASSCOCK' ........................... .. 
GOLIAD ............................. • .. . 
GONZALES •• " ••••••••• , •••• '" •••••••••• 
GRAy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

GRAySON ................... •• ... ••• ... .. 
GREGG ................................ .. 
GRIMES ••• e _ ........ _ •• ~. no·.· .. ~." .•.... 
~~~~~~~~~: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : :: :::: I' 

HALL ................................. .. 
HAMILTON ............................. .. 
HANSFORD ••••• , " ., ., ••••••••••••••••••• 
HARDEMAN •• " •• " ., ., ••••••••••••••••••• 
HAfIDIN ..................... • ••• •••• .. .. 

HAl1RIS ................ • .... ••••••••••• • 
HARRISON •• '" • " ••• , ., ••••••••••••••••• 
HARTLEY •••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••••• 
HASKELL ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAyS .................................. . 
HEMPHILL ................... • ......... .. 
HENDERSON ............................. . 
HIDALGO ............................. • .. 
HILL ....................... •••••• .... .. 
HOCKLEY •• '" ••••••• , ., ••••••••• , ••••••• 

HOOD ••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• • 
HOPKINS .................. ••••••• .. •••• • 
HOUSTON .............................. .. 
HOWARD ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
HUDSPETH ••••••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••••• 

HUNT ••••••••••••••••• •• •• ••••••••••••• • 
HUTCH I NSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRION' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JACI< •••••••••• · ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JACKSON •••••••••••• , ••••• , ••••• , ••••••• 

JASPER ............................... .. 
JEFF DAVIS' ........................... . 
JEFFERSON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JIM flOGG ............................ ••• 
JIM WELLS ............................. . 
JOHNSON •••••••••••••••••• , • " •••••• , ••• 

KENDALL. ::: :: :: ::::: : : :::::: : : ::::::: : : 

KENEDy" •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
KENT' •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
KERR ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• • 
KIMBLE ....................... • .... • .. • • 
KING1 0 ................................ . 

& .... ~ .. ~ ... ~~,.~ •• a ••••••••••••••••• 

LAMB •• :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976 

(PROVI­
SIONAL> 

'12.5,200 
18,9()0 
16,900 
22,600 
18,000 
6,100 

10,600 
2,300 

80,200 
6,000 

12,700 
12,600 
11,700 

186,300 
5,300 

12,000 
1>100 
5,000 

15,900 
25,900 

81,900 
82,400 
11,900 
.38,800 
35,600 

5,800 
7,300 
6,300 
6,500 

35,300 

2,044, '100 
45,500 

3,300 
8,000 

34,600 
4,000 

31,,400 
230,300 
22,500 
21,100 

10,100 
22,100 
18,000 
37,800 
),000 

49,)00 
25,600 
1,100 
6,400 

13,000 

26,700 
1,500 

243,900 
It .I 500 

34,200 
55,200 
16,600 
12,400 
"5'+,7()O 
8,700 

JULY 1, 
1975 

415,400 
19,000 
16,600 
23,200 
11 ,100 
5,800 

10,600 
2,200 

7~,800 
6,000 

12,300 
12,700 
11,300 

181,500 
5,200 

11,200 
1,100 
4,800 

16,300 
25,300 

81,800 
81,500 
12,100 
38,700 
35,300 

5,900 
7,500 
6,100 
6,400 

34,100 

.\,979,900 
45,100 
3,100 
7,900 

34,100 
3,800 

31,100 
220,600 

22,500 
20,800 

9,600 
21,700 
18,000 
37,900 

2,800 
49,500 
24,800 
1,100 
6,300 

12,700 

26,500 
1, 500 

241,200 
4,800 

33,600 
54,500 
15,900 
12,800 
35,100 
8,400 

600 
1,200 

21,600 
4,000 

'100 
2,200 

32,600 
5,600 

37,,500 
16,900 

----+--~ 
..• CHANGE, 1970 

TO 1976 

APRil 1, =r I 1970 
(CENSUS )', NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS 

359,291' -~~;~ 
18,m 76g I 
17,300 -'100 ! 
22,705 -200 I 
17,650 ~OO 

6,3Qq -300 

:~;m 27~m I' 

5,291 700 

11,[ 16 
11,159 
11,593 

169,812 
5,289 

10,553 
1,155 
4,869 i 

16,375
1. 

26,949 

83,225 
75,929 
11,855 
33,55q 
34,137 

6,015 
7,198 
6,351 
6,795 

29,996 

1,7'+1,912 
4'L.8 'll 

2,782 
8,512 

27,6'12 
3,084 

26,Q66 
181,535 
22,596 
20 .• 396 

6,368 
20,710 
17,855 
37,796 

2,392 
47,9(~8 

24,443 
1,070 
6,711 

12,975 

24,692 
1,527, 

246, ~021 
it, 654 

33,032 
45,769 
16,106 
[3,'162 
32,392 
6,964 

678 
1,434 

19, '154 
3,904 

1,600 I 1,500 
100 

16,500 

1,1~61 
(2) 

-1;m\' 
-1,300 

6,500 I' 100 
5,300 
1,500 
-200 

100 
(l) 

-300 
5,300 

302,500 
600 
600 

-500 
7,000 
1,000 
4,900 

Lt8,800 
-100 

700 

3,700 
1,400 

200 
(2 I 
600 

1,300 
1,100 

(l) 

-300 
(ll 

18.3 

" .1 
-2.2 
-0.7 

2.0 
-4.5 
-'+'1 

'1.6 
53.2 
13.2 

14.2 
13.3 

1.1 
9.7 

-0.3 
13.6 
-1.2 

2.5 
-2.7 
-4.1 

-1.6 
8.5 
0.6 

15.7 
4.3 

-4.0 
1.9 

-0.2 
-5.0 
17.7 

17 .4 
l.~ 

19.8 
-5.9 
25.3 
31.0 
18.7 
26.9 
-0.4 

3.3 

58.2 
6.5 
1.0 
0.1 

24.1 
2.7 
4.6 
2.8 

-5.1 
0.3 

8.1 

:U\ 3.5 
20.7 

2.9 
-7.6 

7.1 
25.6 

-1'1.0 
-16.3 

15.3 
0.1 

-10.8 
1'1.1 
0.3 

-8.0· 
7.21 

-1.9 

58,000 
1,~00 
1,300 
1,600 
1,100 

500 
1,200 

100 
7,700 

'100 

1,000 
),700 
1,400 

17,800 
600 
900 
100 
400 

1,800 
2,300 

7,500 
8,500 
1,100 
4,100 
4,500 

ml 500 
3,400 I 

224,100 
4,500 

300 
700 

3,200 
qOO 

2,500 
37,700 

1,800 
2,300 

700 
2,100 
1,400 
'l,800 

300 
4,200 
2,200 

100 
400 

1,200 

2,4.00 
100 

22,900 
500 

4,2.00 
'1,900 
1,400 
\,300 
3,100 

700 

( Z) 
100 

1,600 
400 
( Z) 
200 

4,700 
500 

3,700 
1,800 

COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976'· 

t 
NET MIGRATION 

DEATHS NUMBER PERCENT 

1~,400 22,300 6,2 
1,600 900 5.1 
1,700 I 100 0.3 
2,200 400 1.8 
1,800 1,000 5,9 

500 -200 -3.9 
600 -1,000 -8.9 
200 200 7.1 

2,600 22,700 43.5 
500 800 15.3 

1,200 
600 
500 

9,300 
400 

1,000 
(Z I 
400 

1,400 
1,700 

6,000 
5,100 
1,200 
2,000 
1,900 

500 
900 
300 
600 

1,800 

79,100 
3,200 

200 
800 I 

1,300 I 
200 

2,300 
8,600 
2,300 
1,000 

700 
1,800 
1,700 
2,000 

100 
3,400 
1,~00 

100 
500 
800 

1,600 
100 

13,800 
300 

1,600 
3,200 
1,500 
1,000 
2)500 

600 

( Z) 
100 

1,800 
300 
( Z) 
200 

1,200 
500 

3,000 
\,200 

1,800 
~OO 

-800 
7,900 

-300 
1,500 
-100 

100 
-800 

-1,700 

-2,800 
3,100 

100 
3,200 

-1,100 
-300 

500 . 
-400 
-200 

3,700 

157,500 
-600 

400 
-400 

5,100 
800 

4,700 
19,600 

400 
-700 

3,800 
1,100 

400 
-2,800 

400 
500 
400 
(ZI 

-300 
-400 

1,200 
-100 

-11,600 
-400 

-1,400 
7,800 

-1,!gg\ 
1,700 
1,700 

-100 
-200 

3,100 
(Z) 

-100 
200 

-3,400 
-4QO 

1,800 
-900 

16.6 
3.5 

-6.5 
4.7 

-5,7 
14,6 
-7,7 
1.9 

-5,1 
-6,4 

-3,4 
4,1 
0.9 
9.4 

-3.4-
-4.2 
7.4 

-6,5 
-3,3 
12,5 

9,0 
-1,4 
16.1 
-4,4 
18.4 
25.1 
17.7 
10.8 
1,8 

-3.3 

58.9 
5.3 
2.3 

-7,3 
14.6 

1,1 
1.5 
3.8 

-3,8 
-3.1 

Q,9 
-6.8 
-4,7 
-8.5 
-Q,4 
17,1 

3.Q 
-10.1 

5,3 
23.9 

-17.3 
-15 0 6 

16.1 
-0.6 

-14.7 
9.7 

-10.2 
-6.8 
5,1 

-5.2 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTiES: JULY I, 1975 AND 1976-Col1tinued 
(State estimates are shown to the nearest thousand, county estimates to the nearest hundred) 

COUNTY 

LAMPASAS ............ ••••• .. •••• .... ••• • 
LA SALLE •••••• • ••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 
LAVACA ................ •• .. •••••••••••• • 
LEE ••••••••••••••••••• • •• ••••••••••••• • 
LEON •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
LIBERTy ............... • ... •••• .. ••• •••• 
LIMESTONE .................... ••••• ••• • • 
LIPSCOMB .............................. . 
LIVE OAK ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 
LLANO .................... •••••• .. ••••• • 

LOVING" ..................... ••• ... ••• • 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LyNN ..................... ••••• .... ••••• 
MCCULLOCH ............................. . 
MCLENNAN •••••••• " ••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• 
""eMULLEN'2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MADISON .................. ••••• .. •••••• • 
MARION •••• ' ., •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• 
MARTIN ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
MASON ................ ; ................. . 

MATAGORDA ............................. . 
MAVERICK ................. ••• ... ••• .. • .. 
MEDINA •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MENARD •••••• , ••••••••••••• ' ••••••••••••• 
MIDLAND ................... • .... • ..... • • 
MILAM ................. - ............... . 
MILLS .................... ••••••••••••• • 
MI TCHELL •••••• '" •• , ., ••••••• , ••••••••• 
MONTAGUE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• - •• 
MONTGOMERY •• , ••• , •••••••• , ••• , ••••••••• 

MOORE ••••• ' •••••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• 
MORRIS ................... • .. •••••••••• • 
MOTLEY •••• , ••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
NACOGDOCHES •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NAVARRO .................. •••••• .. ••••• • 
NEWTON ....................... • ..... ••• • 
NOLAN ................................. . 
NUECES ....................... • ...... •• • 
OCHILTREE .................... • ....... • • 
OLDHAM ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 

ORANGE •••••••• " ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
PALO PINTO ................. •••• .. •••• .. 
PANOLA •• , ••• , •••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 
PARKER .............................. 0-" 

PARMER •••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PECOS ••••••••• " •••••••••• '" •••••••••• 
POLK ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
POTTER ........................... ••••• • 
PRESIDIO .............................. . 
RAINS ........................ • .. •• •• •• • 

RANDALL •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
REAGAN •••••••••• , ••••••••• '" •••••••••• 
REAL •••••••••••••••••• • •• ••••••••••••• • 
RED RIVER ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
REEVES ..................... ••• ... • •• • •• 
REFUGIO .................. ••••• .. •• •• •• • 
ROBERTS" ................ • ... • ..... ••• • 
ROBERTSON ............................. . 
ROCKWALL •• " •• " ••• , ••••••• , ••• , ••••••• 
RUNNEL,S ••• " •• " ••• , ., ••••••••••••• , ••• 

RUSK .................................. . 
SABINE ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• •• • 
SAN AUGUST INE ........................ .. 
SAN JACINTO ........................... . 
SAN PATRICIO ......................... •• 
SAN SABA ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 
SCHLEICHER ............................ . 
SCURRY ••••••• , " ••••••••••••••• , •••••• '1 
SHACKELFORD •••••••••••••• , ., ••••••••••• 
SHELBy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• • 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT ENO OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976

1 
(PROVI-
SIONAL 1 , 

11.1'500 
:)1500 

17,800 
9,700 
8,800 

.3HJ' 100 
18,400 

4,.000 
6,700 
8,4dO 

100 
199,600 

~; ~~;g ! 

15,),"00 
800 

8,400 
8,400 
5,000 
3,)00 

28,600 
22,500 
21,7.)0 

2,400 
71,400 
19,800 
4,300 
8,900 

16,700 
86,200 

14,300 
13,700 

2,100 
[+2,900 
31,700 
12,300 
16,700 

247,600 
9,200 
2,500 

76,400 
22,600 
17,4uo 
33,600 
10,200 
14,100 
ledOO 
91,500 

4,800 
4,300 

62,700 
3,500 
2,100 

14,200 
16,1.300 
8,900 

900 
14,500 
9,400 

11,700 

37,)00 
7,100 
8,100 
7,900 

50,800 
0,400 
2,700 

18,300 
3,200 

20,100 

12,000 
5,300 

17,300 
8,800 
8,900 

37,400 
18, '100 
3,400 
6,500 
8,600 

100 
195,300 

8,600 
8,500 

15L+;500 
900 

8,400 
8,400 
4,900 
3,300 

28,000 
21,100 i 

21,500 I' 
2,500 

69,100 
19,900 
4,400 
8,800 

16,300 
82,200 

13,900 I 

13,300 I' 

),900 

if; ~~g i 
11,900 
15,900 

247,000 
9,100 
2,600 

75,300 
22,400 
16,900 
33,600 
10,400 
13,700 
17,900 
90,700 

4,700 
4,300 , 

60,400 I 
3,400, 
2,100 

14,500 
16,300 
8,800 
1,100 

14,300 
8,900 , 

11,400 I 
36,100 I 

7, ttoO 
8,100 
8,300 

49,800 
5,600 
2,500 

1.7,300 'I 
3,400 

20,400 

9. ,323 
'j,014 

17,.903 
8,048 
8,738 

33,014 
18,100 
3,486 
6,697 
6,979 

16lf 
179,295 

9,107 
a,S71 

147,553 
1,095 
7,693 
8,'517 
4,774 
3,356 

27,913 
18,093 
20" 249 

2,646 
65,433 
20,028 

4,212 
9,073 

15,326 
49,479 

14,060 
12,310 

2,178 
36,362 
31,150 
11,657 
16,220 

237,544 
9,704 
2,258 

71,1 70 
28,962 
15,894 
33,.888 
10,509 
13,748 
14,457 
90,511 

4,842 
},752 

53,885 
3,239 
2,013 

14,298 
16}'526 
9,494 

967 
14,389 
7,046 

12,108 

34,102 
7,187 
7,858 
6,702 

47,288 
5,540 
2,277 

15,760 
3,323 

19,672 

CHANGE, 1970 
TO 1976 

NUMBER 

2;200 
400 

-100 
1,600 

{Z 1 
5,100 

{L 1 
.1},500 

20, 
{ 

7,""00 
-300 

700 
-100 

300 
-100 

700 
4,400 
1,500 

-200 
5.1900 

-200 
100 

-100 
1,400 

36,700 

300 
1,400 

(Z 1 
6,500 

500 
600 
400 

300 

5,200 
-6,300 

1,500 
-300 
-300 

400 
},700 
1,000 

(Z 1 
600 

8,900 
200 
100 

-lOG 
-200 
-600 
-100 

100 
2,,400 

-500 

3,000 
-100 

200 

-100 
400 

2.1 5 00 
-100 

500 

Pr-HCENT 

"20.1,'1' 1l.3 
0.1 

~-3.8 I 

5 ~:3 
-26.8 

9.3 
-0.8 
5.5 

-1.9 

2.5 
24.4 
7.2 

-7.8 
9.1 

-1.0 
1.2 

--1.4 
9$1 I 

74.21 

1.9 
11.6 
-2.2 
18.0 

1.6 
5.5 
2.7 
4.2 

_L[ .8 
11.6 

7.3 
-21.9 

9.4 
-0.8 
-3.2 

2.6 
25.3 

1.1 
-0.1 
15.0 

16.4 
7.3 
5.6 

-0.9 
-1.4 
-6.1 
-8.1 

1.0 
34.1 
-3.8 

8.9 
-1.6 

2.7 
18.0 
7.5 

-2.7 
18.0 
15.9 
-'1.3 

2.3 

!lIHTHS 

1,..500 
600 

1,300 
600 
600 

1t,100 
1,300 

200 
600 
'100 

( ZI 

BOO 
1'1,700 

100 
500 
700 
500 
300 

2,900 
3,200 

2,300 1 2,00 
6,800 
1,900 

300 
900 

1,300 
6,300 

1,600 
1,300 

100 
3,500 
2.,700 
1,000 
1,"100 

33,500 
1,000 

200 

7,600 
2,900 
1,I.j.OO 
2,700 
1,300 
1,700 
1,600 

10,900 
700 
300 

5,2,00 
400 
200 

1,300 
2,400 

600 
100 

1,500 
700 

1,000 

3,200 
700 
"100 
500 

6,400 
500 
200 

I,BOO 
300 

1,900 

DEA fHS 

BOO 
300 

1,700 
800 
900 

2,500 
),900 

200 
400 ! 
BOO 

{ ZI 
"1,800 

500 
900 

10,400 
)00 

ml 400 

1,700 
700 

1,200 
300 

2,700 
1,800 

500 
800 

1,500 
3,200 

600 
1,000 

200 
2,400 
3,000 

600 
1,300 

10,600 
400 
100 

3,300 
1,700 
1,J00 
1,900 

400 
600 

1,300 
5,700 

300 
300 

1,800 
100 
200 

1,400 
700 
300 i 
100 

1,400 
Q00 

1,100 

2,900 
700 
600 
500 

2,300 
600 
200 

1,000 
300 

1,800 

NUMBER 

(Z) 

5,100 
-300 
-200 

3,600 
-300 

900 
(z) 

(2) I 
100 

-500 
2,000 

400 
-200 

1,800 
-300 

i 

300 I -300 
1,600 

33,600 

-700 
1,100 

(Z) 
5,400 

800 
300 
(Z I 

-12,800 
-1,000 

100 

700 
-7,500 

1,400 
-1,000 
-1,300 

-800 
3,300 

-1,,100 
-'fOO 

600 

5,500 
(Z) 
100 
(2) 

-2,000 
-800 
-100 

( Z) 
2,100 
-400 

2,700 
-100 

100 
1,200 
-500 

{Z) 

400 
1,800 
-100 

300 

PEkCENT 

16.2 
3.3 
1.3 

22.2 
3.4 

10.8 
if.7 

16.1 
-2.7 
26.0 

-17 .1 

-3 p 7 
-2~:) 
2.4 

-26.4 
!l.S 
0.3 

-0.2 
1.6 

-1.8 
10.9 
1,7 

-6.3 
2~ 8 

-1.3 
6.0 

-3.5 
10. if 
68.0 

-5.0 
8.B 

-0.5 
14.9 
2.5 
2.8 

-0.1 
-5.4 

-10.1 
5.6 

0.9 
-25,9 

8.7 
-3,0 

-12.0 
-5.7 
23.2 
-4.6 
-8.2 
16.6 

10.2 
-1.2 
5.2 

-0.2 
-11.8 
-8.8 

-10.4 
0.2 

29,5 
-3,0 

'7.9 
-1.8 

1.6 
18.3 
-1.1 
-0.1 
15.5 
11.2 
-3.0 

1.5 
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Table 1. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF TEXAS COUNTIES: JULY 1, 1975 AND 1976-Continued 

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

CHANGE, 1970 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, 
TO 1976 1970 TO 1976 2 

JULY 1, 
NET MIGRATION 

COUNTY 
1976 APRIL 1, 

, I 
PERCENT I BIRTHS I JULY 1, (PROVI- 1970 I 

SIONAL) 1975 (CENSUS)' NUMBER DEATHS NUMBER PERCENT 

. -r-------"~-~"-~ -----+----------_._-""----
"HERMAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3,800 3,700 3,657 100 3.7 300 100 -100 -1.8 

SMITH ............... • •••• ••••••••••••• • 108,900 107,200 97,096 11,800 12.1 11,300 6,qOO 6,900 7.1 

SOMERVELL ........ , ••••••••••• , ••••••••• 3,500 3,100 2,793 7QO 2Q.6 200 300 700 26,Q 

STARR .................... ••••••••••••• • 21,800 20,300 17 ,707 Q,100 23.1 3,400 800 1,400 8.0 

STEPHENS. , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8,700 8,300 BJ 1t14 300 3.8 700 900 500 5.4 

STERLING'·' ........................... • • 1,200 1,000 1,056 100 10.0 100 100 100 5.0 

STONEWALL .................. ••••• .. •••• • 2,200 2,200 2,397 -200 -6.8 200 200 -100 -5.0 

SUTTON ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• Q,300 4,200 }, 175 1,100 34.9 500 200 900 28.1 

10,600 10,300 10,373 200 1.7 1,300 600 -500 -~.7 

SWISHER .................. ••••••••••••• • 
TARRANT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 753,1+00 7431 500 715,587 38,600 5.~ 74,100 35,400 -100 ( 21 

TAyLOR ............. ••• ... •• .. • .. • .... • • 105,QOO 103,600 97,853 7,500 7.7 11,300 5,000 1,200 1.3 

TERRELL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 'j 1,800 1,900 1,940 
-200 I -8.5 200 100 -200 -11.6 

TERRY ••••• '" •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 13,,600 13,900 14,118 -500 -3.5 1,900 700 -1,600 -11.6 

THROCKMOR TON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,300 2~200 2,205 100 3.1 100 I 200 200 9.4 

T nus ........ '" ., ............. , ....... 18,800 18,200 16,702 2,000 12.3 1,700 1,400 1,700 10.4 

77,200 75,200 71,047 6,100 8.6 7,600 4,600 3,100 4.4 
TOM GREEN •••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 
TRAVIS" ................... •••••• .. ••• • 375,~00 360,800 295,516 79,900 ' 27.0 37,200 12,800 55,500 18.8 

700 800 500 7.2 
TRINITy ............ ••••••• ............. 8,100 7,800 7,628 500 6.1 

TYLER .................................. 14,200 13,600 12,417 1,800 14.7 1,200 1,100 1,700 13.7 

UPSHUR ................... ••••·•• .. •••• • 23,800 23,300 20,976 2,800 13.4 1,900 1,700 2,500 12.1 

UPTON •••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 4,900 4,600 4,697 200 3.8 600 200 -200 -3.8 

UVALDE ............. • •• • •• ••••• .. ••• .. • • 19,400 19,200 17,348 2,100 12.0 2,300 1,000 800 4.6 

VAL VEIIOE. " ••••••••••••••• " •••••••••• 32,400 31,000 27,471 4,900 17.8 5,300 1,)00 800 3.1 

VAN ZANDI •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 26,900 26,600 22 .. 155 4,800 21.5 1,900 2,200 5,000 22.6 

VICTORIA ............................... 59,700 58,000 53,766 5,900 11.1 6,400 2,800 2,300 4.3 

WALKER •••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 34,300 33,500 27,680 6,700 24.0 2,400 1,200 5,500 19.7 

WALLER •••••••••••••• • •••• ••••••••••••• • 
15,600 15,500 ;j;m! 1,300 9.3 1,200 800 1,000 6.7 

WARD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • • 12,800 t~; ~gg I 
-300 -2.0 1,300 000 -1,000 -7.7 

WASHINGTON ................... • .. ,· .. ••• I 19,900 18,842 1,100 5,6 1,600 1,700 1,100 6.0 

WEBB ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• .j 82,,700 78,400 I 72,859 9,900 13.6 i 13,900 3,300 -700 -1.0 

WHARTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••• 36,j00 36,100 36,729 -700 i -1.81 3,500 2,300 -1,800 -4.9 

6,000 6,100 6,434 -400 -6.9 500 600 -300 -4.9 
WHEELER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WICHITA ............ •••••••• .. •••••••·• • 

120,800 119,900 120,563 200 0.2 13,500 6,500 -6,800 -5.6 
1,300 -700 -4.4 

WILBARGER .......................... ••• • 14,700 15,300 

WILLACY ................................ 17,400 16,500 

WILLIAMSON ...................... • ... •• • 51,200 47,000 

WILSON .................... •••••••• .. •• • 1Q,OOO 13,900 

WINKLER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• 9,500 9,200 

WISE ......................... •••••••••• 21,600 21,500 

~OOD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 20,500 20,900 

yOAKUM ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 
7,'100 7,400 

~ ........... '" ....... ~ ......... '" . 16,600 16,100 

AV ALA: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
5,200 4,800 

11,700 11,400 

Z LESS THAN 50 PERSONS OR 0.05 PERCENT. 
ITHE TOTAL FOR THE STATE SHOWN HERE INCLUDES ALL CORRECTIONS TO 

THE lQ70 CENSUS MADE THROUGH NOVEMBE~ lq76. THE OFfICIAL 1970 
CENSUS COUNT FOR TEXAS WAS 11,196,730. 

2BIRTHS AND DeATHS ARE BASED ON RE~ORTEO VITAL STATISTICS FROM 
APRIL I, lq70 TO D[C[MBU~ 31. lQ75, WITH EXTRAPOLATIONS TO ,JUNE 30, 
1976. NET MIGRATION IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN NET CHANGE AND NATU­

RAL INCREASE. 
3nlE POPU!,_ATtON OF BORO[N COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL 

CENSUS ON AUGUST 13, 1075, WAS 77Q. rill: I:.STIMAT[S SHOWN HEI~L HAV[ 
ADJUSTeD TO REFLECT THIS COUNT. 

POPULATION OF FRIO COUNTY, AS COUNTeD IN nH: SPECIAL CENSUS 

15,355 -700 -4.3 1,300 
15,570 1,900 11.9 2,500 800 100 0.7 

37,305 13,900 37.2 4,600 3,000 12,300 32.9 

13,041 900 7.3 1,500 900 400 2.8 

9,640 -100 -1.3 1,000 500 -700 -7.1 

19,687 2,000 10.0 1,900 1,500 1,500 7,7 

18,589 2,000 10.5 1,500 1,900 2,300 12.4 

7,344 300 4.5 900 300 -300 -4.2 

15,400 1,200 8.1 1,100 1,400 1,500 9.8 

4,352 800 18.6 600 300 500 11.9 

11,370-1 400 3.2 1,900 500 -1,000 -9.1 

9THE POPULATION OF KENT COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS 
ON AUGUST 12, 1975, WAS 1,2/i4. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE BEEN 

AD,JUSTED TO REFLECT THI5 COUNT. 
lOTHE POPULATION or KING COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS 

ON AUGUST II. 1975, WAS 419. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE BEEN AD-

JUSTED TO REfLECT THIS COUNT. 
HTHE POPULATION Of LOVING COUNTY, AS COUNICD IN THE SPECIAL 

CENSUS ON AUGUST 28, 1Q75, WAS 112. THE ESTIMATr:S SHOWN HEf~E HAVE 

8EEN ADJUST [0 TO REFLECT TH I S COUNT. 
lZn-l[ POPULATION or MCMULLeN COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THe SPECIAL 

CENSUS ON AUGUST 25, 1975, WAS 845. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 

I.:3EEN ADJUSTED TO R[Fl.ECT THIS COUNT. 

ON OCTOBU~ 14, 1976, WAS 1;.-'. , 70:!.. TH[ ESTIMAT[S SHOWN HEH[ HAVE BEE..N 
13THE POPULATION OF ROBCRTS COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL 

CENSUS ON AUGUST 27, 1975, WAS 1rOI~3. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
TO RCFU:Cf THIS COUNT. 

POPUl.ATiON OF GLASSCOCK COUNTY, AS COUNT CD IN THe SPECIAL 
CENSUS ON AUGUST 19f lQ75, WAS 11151. THe ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVE 
BELN ADJUSTEO TO REFLECT TH I 5 COUNT ~ 

5 THE POPULATION OF IRION COUNTY f AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL CENSUS 
ON AUGUST 20 1 1975, WAS 1,Oqo. THE [STIMAT[S SHOWN HERE HAve BEEN 

ADJUSTED TO Rf':FLECT THIS COUNT. 
7TliE POPULATION OF JEFF DAVIS COUNTY, AS COUNTCD IN THE SPECIAL 

ceNSUS ON AlJGUST 27, 1Q75, WAS 1,454. THe ESTIMATES SHOWN fiER[ HAve 
BlEN ADJUSTED TO HEfL[CT TlilS COUNT. 

8TI~E POPULATION OF KENEDY COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL 
CENSUS ON AUGUST 26, 1.975, WAS 602. THe LSTIMATES SHOWN HUH: HAVE 

BEeN ADJUST!:O TO HLFLCCT THIS COUNT. 

ADJUSTED TO REFLECT Hl[S COUNT. 
POPULATION Of STEHLING COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECiAL 

CENSUS ON AUGUST 18, lG75 WAS 11037. THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE HAVe: 

BEEN ADJUSTED TO REfLECT THIS COUNT ~ 
tsTHE POPULATION OF TRAVIS COUNTY, AS COUNTED IN THE SPECIAL 

CENSUS ON APRIL 2()t 1.G76, WAS 373,275~ THE ESTIMATES SHOWN HERE 

HAVE BEEN AO ... IUST[O TO REfLECT THIS COUNT. 
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Table 2. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF METROPOLITAN AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES: 
TEXAS, JULY I, 1975 AND 1976 

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

AMMULLO, JEXAS ................. . 

AlIST I N, TEXAS •••••••••••••••••••• 

BEAUMONT-PORT ARTHUR-
ORANGE, TEXAS ••••••••••••••••••• 

HARDIN ••••••••••••••• • .. ••• .... ••••••• • 
JEFFERSON •••••••••••••••• " " '" ••••••• 
ORANGE •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BROWNSVILLE-HARLINGEN-SAN BENITO, 
TEXAS •••••••••••••••••••••••• •• • 

CAMERON •••••••••••••••••••••• '" ••••••• 

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

CORPUS CHRISTl, TEXAS •••••••••••• 
NUECES •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , • 
SAN PATRICIO .......................... • 

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

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

GALVESTON-TEXAS CITY, TEXAS •••••• 
GALVESTON ............................ • • 

HOUST ON, TE XAS ••••••••••••••••••• 
BRAZORIA ................. •• .... • .. •• .. . 
FORT BEND •••••••••••••••• ••••• •• ••••••• 
HARRIS ................... ••••••••••••• • 
LIBERTy •••• ; .............. ••• .. •••••••• 
MONTGOMERY •••• " ••••••••••• " " •••••••• 
WALLER ................... •• ..... •••••• • 

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

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

LONGVIEW, TEXAS •••••••••••••••••• 
GREGG •••••••••••••••••••• •••.· ••••• ••• • 
HARRISON •••••••••••••• • •• ••••••••••••• • 

LUBBOCK, TEXAS ••••••••••••••••••• 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• •••••• • 

MCALLEN-PHARR-EDINBURG, TEXAS •.•• 
HIDALGO .................. ••••• ••••• ••• • 

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

ODESSA, TEXAS •••••••••••••••••••• 
ECTOR •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAN ANGELO, TEXAS .............. .. 
TOM GREEN ............................ .. 

SEE FOOTNOTCS AT [NO OF TABLE. 

(SMSA totals rounded independently of county numbers) 

131,51)0 
9,500 

16,,600 
105,400 

154, :5 ,) () 
91,5;)0 
62.1700 

410.100 
3 i-j.J600 

37~),- ttoO 

35~), 500 
35)' 3no 

243,900 
76,ltOO 

1'79,500 
179, '.>00 

73,000 
73,0')0 

298 .. 4uO 
247,600 

5018UO 

2 ,58~) I Y)(l 
9&,600 

1,q23,6()0 
95,700 
51,qOO 
10,100 
'.>5,200 
3'l,700 
33,600 

9,'100 
753,400 
21,600 

Lt25,200 
'125,200 

186,300 
186,300 

2,392,100 
127,600 
~0,200 

2,044,'100 
38,100 
86,200 
10,600 

204,600 
158,300 

'l6,'lOO 

82,700 
82,700 

127,900 
82,'100 
'l5,500 

199,600 
199,6()O 

230,300 
230,)00 

100,900 
100,900 

77,200 
77,200 

128,600 
9,100 

15,900 
103,600 

1.51,100 
90 .• 700 
60~qOO 

39'l,900 
3'1,100 

360,800 

350,500 
3'1,100 

2'l1,200 
'75,300 

169,200 
169,200 

70,900 
70,900 

296,800 
247,000 

'19,800 

~. I 5:)~) ,200 
91,300 

10411,600 
94,40Q 
51,200 

9,600 
5'1,500 
35,100 
33,600 

8,900 
743.500 

21,500 

181,500 
181,500 

2,31'1,600 
124,800 

74,800 
1,979,900 

37,400 
82,200 
15,500 

199,100 
154,100 

'15,000 

78,400 
78,400 

126,600 
81,500 
1{5,100 

195,300 
195,300 

220,600 
220,600 

69,100 
69,)00 

97,700 
97,700 

75,2.00 
75,200 

347,568 
?9,996 

2'16, '102 
71,1 70 

140.,368 
140,368 

57,978 
5'7,978 

28'1,1l32 
237,544 

W/,288 

2,377,623 
66 .. 920 

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

'15,769 
32,592 
33,888 

7,046 
715,587 

19,687 

359,291 
359,291 

169,812 
169,812 

1 ... 999,,516 
108,312 

52 .• 31'1 
1,7'11,912 

:33, ul'1 
'19,479 
li.l) 285 

159 .• 794 
124 .• 483 

35 .• 311 

120,770 
75,929 
44,841 

179. 295 1 
179,295 

181,535 I 

181,535 

92,660 
92,660 

CHANGE .• 1970 
TO 197(, 

NUMBU' PU\CENT 

8)000 
SJ300 

-2,500 
5,200 

39,100 
39,100 

15,000 
15,oo() 

13,600 
10,100 
3,500 

;:'1)7,7(1() 

29,700 
95,900 
20,100 

4,700 
3,700 
9 ... 500 
2,300 
-300 

2 .... ttoO 
37! 800 
2,000 

65,900 
6:),900 

392,700 
19,300 
27,800 

302,:;00 
5 J I00 

36,700 
1,300 

Lj.LI,BOO 
33,800 
11,000 

9,900 I 
9,900 

7,100 , 
6,500 

600 

20,300 
20, .300 

~8, 800 I 
~8, 800 ' 

5,900 
5,900 

'7.6 
16.0 
2.9 
7.7 

26.9 
25.3 
27~O 

2.3 
17.7 
-1.0 
7.3 

27,9 
27.9 

8.7 
'1'1.3 
7.2 

26.5 
10.1 
58.2 
20.7 
7.1 

-O.B 
34.1 
5.3

1 

10.0 

18.3 i 
18.3 i 

9.7 
9.7 

19.6 
17 .8 
5.3.2 
17.'1 
15.5 
74.2 
9.3 

28.1 
27.2 
31.3 

13.6 
13.6 

5.9 
8.5 
1.'1 

1103 
11. .3 

26.9 
26.9 

9.1 
9.1 

8.9 
8.9 

8.6 
8.6 

GIRTHS 

JOO 

27,700 
27,700 

7,200 
7,200 

}9,800 
33,500 
6,400 

270,500 
9>900 

158,900 
8,500 
5,100 

700 
'1,900 
3,100 

2, ~gg I 

74,100 I 
1,900 

58,000' 
58,000 

17,800 
17,800 

255,600 
12,200 
7,700 

224,100 
4,100 
6, :100 
1,200 

29,300 
23,900 

5,'100 

13,900 
13,900 

13,000 

I 

Uggl 
23,000 I 
23,000 

37,700 
37,700 

6,800 
6,800 

11,100 
11,100 

7,600 
7,600 

COI~PONENTS 
1970 TO 

DEATHS 

7,300 
800 

1,500 
5,000 

7,600 
5.., 700 
1,800 

111,100 
1,300 

12)'800 

18,900 
1,,800 

13,800 
},300 

7,200 
7,200 

2,600 
2,600 

13,000 
10,600 
2,300 

117,700 
3,700 

61,300 
3,500 
3,400 

700 
},200 
2,500 
1,900 

400 
35,'100 

1,500 

9,300 
9,300 

92,700 
4,500 
2,600 

79,100 
2,500 
3,200 

800 

7,300 
5,800 
1,500 

3,300 
3,300 

8,'100 
5,100 
3,200 

7,800 
7,800 

8,600 
8,600 

3,700 

3, 700 I 
4,600 
4,600 

NUM8Ef! 

-7,200 
3,700 

-11,600 
700 

18,700 
18,700 

10,400 
10,400 

-13,300 
-12,800 

-500 

5/.l-,80r) 
23,500 
-1,700 
15,000 
3,000 
.3,SOO 
7,800 
1,700 

-1,000 
2,100 

-OW) 

1,500 

7,900 
7,900 

229,900 
11,500 
22,700 

157,500 
3,600 

33,600 
1,00(1 

22,800 
15,700 
7,100 

-700 
-700 

2,500 
3,100 

-600 

5,.100 
5,100 

800 
800 

PI'KCENT 

1.3 

-2.1 
12.5 
-4.7 

0,9 

13.3 
1.3 .3 

18.0 
lS,O 

-4.7 
-5,'1 
-1.1 

2.3 
35.2 
-0.1 
19.8 
6.5 

58.9 
17.1 
5.3 

-3.0 
29.5 
-0.1 

7.7 

6.2 
6.2 

11.5 
10.7 
43.5 
9,0 

10.8 
68.0 
6.7 

14.3 
12.6 
20.1 

-1.0 
-1.0 

2.1 
4,1 

-1.4 

2.9 
2.9 

10.8 
10,8 

2.8 
2,8 

0.9 
0,9 
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Table 2. ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF METROPOLITAN AREAS AND THEIR COMPONENT COUNTIES: 
TEXAS, JULY I, 1975 AND 1976-Continued 

(SMSA totals rounded independently of county numbers) 

CHANGE 1 1970 COMPONENTS OF CHANGE I 

TO 1976 1970 TO 1976' 
sr ANOARD M[TROPOLI TAN --
STATISTICAL AREA AND COUNTY JULY 1. NET MIGRATION 

1976 APRIL 1. 
(PROVI - JULY 1. 1970 
SIONAL) lq75 ( O:NSUS) NUMBER PERCENT BIRTHS DEATHS NUMBER 

----- ----f------1-------~------- --
SAN ANTOI~IO, TEXAS ••..•••...•• , •. 9(J7,200 981,100 888,179 99,000 11.2 119,300 ~3, 8 00 23,600 

BEXAR .................................. 918,900 913,~00 830, ~60 88,500 10.7 112,400 '10,200 16,200 
COMAL .................................. 29,500 28,900 2~, 165 5,300 22.0 2,800 1,700 ~,200 
GUADALUPE .............................. 38,800 38,700 33,554 5,300 15.7 4,100 2,000 3,200 

SHERMAN-DENISON, TEXAS ••••••••.•• 81,900 81,800 83,225 -1,300 -1.6 7,500 6,000 -2,800 
GRAySON •.•••••••••••••••••..••••.•.•••• 81,900 81,800 83.225 -1,300 -1.6 7,500 , 6,000 -2,800 

TEXARKANA, TEXAS-TEXARKANA, ARK. 
"1,400 I ( IEXAS PORTION) ................. 71,800 71,000 68,909 2,900 4.1 I 4,500 -100 

SOWlE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 71,800 I 71,000 68,909 2,900 '1.1 I 7,400 4,500 -100 

TYLER, TEXAS •••••••••••••.••.•.•• 108,900 I 107,200 [ 97,096 11,800 12.1 i 11,300 6,400 6,900 
SMITH .................................. 108,900 107,200 97,096 11,800 12.1 11,300 6,'100 6,900 

WACO, TEXAS •••••••• , .•..•..•••• " 155,400 154,500 147,553 "1,900 5.3 14,700 10,400 3,600 
MCLENNAN .••••• " ••••••.•• , ••••••••••••. 155,400 154,500 147,553 7,900 5.3 14,700 10,400 3,600 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS ••••••••••.•. 129,200 128,300 128,M2 600 0.5 14,100 7,100 -6,]00 
CLAy •••••••••••••••••••••.•••••.••••••• 8,400 8,500 8,079 400 4.5 500 600 500 
WICHITA ................................ 120,800 119,900 120,563 200 0.2 13,500 6,500 -6,800 

ME TROPOLl T AN ..................... 9,820,100 9,614,700 8,68),503 1,136,600 13.1 1,097,000 ~29,200 ~68,800 
NONMETROPOL !TAN .................. 2,666,800 2,622,500 2,515,152 151,700 6.0 260,500 184,000 75,200 

Z LESS THAN 50 PERSONS OR LESS THAN 0.05 PERCENT. 
'BIRTHS AND DEATHS ARE BASED ON REPORTED VITAL STATISTICS FROM APRIL 1, 1970 TO DECEMBER 31. 1975, WITH EXTRAPOLATIONS TO 

JUNE 30, 1976. NET MIGRATION IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN NET CHANGE AND NATURAL INCREASE. 

PERCENT 
------

2.7 
2.0 

17.5 
9.4 

-3.4 
-3.4 

-0.1 
-0.1 

7.1 
7.1 

2.4 
2.4 

-4.9 
5.7 

-5.6 

5.4 
3.0 



APPENDIX 
ESTIMATES PUBLISHED IN SERIES P-26 REPORTS SINCE 1910 

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

Report No. * Report No. -x 

9 

-~ ,..-------------
State 1975 and 1974 and 1973 and State 1975 and 1974 and 1973 and 

provisional provisional provisional provisional provis.i.orlal provis.i.onal 
1976 1975 1974 1976 1975 1974 

-----------f--------- ---------- -- ---------~-~ 

Ala ................ 76-1 75-1 125 Mont •••••••••••••• 76-26 75-26 109 
Alaska ••• 0 ••••••••• 

(') (') (') Nebr •••••••••••••• 76-27 75-27 104 
Ariz .... ~., ~ ........ ". 76-3 75-3 94 Nev ............... , 76-28 75-28 117 
Ark •••••••••••••••• 76--1, 75-4 115 N. Il ••.•••••.••..• 76-29 75-29 J 07 
CaHf •••••••••••••• 76-5 75-5 119 N. J ..•••.•.••.••. 76-30 75-30 135 

Colo ••• " .. ~ ........ , • 76-6 75-6 103 N. Mex •••••••••• o. 76-31 75-31 123 
Conn." ... 0 •••••••••• 76-7 75-7 116 N. y .............. 76-32 (2) (3) 

Del. •.••••.••.••.•. 76-8 75-8 111 N. C •••••••••••••• 76-33 75-33 114 
l'la ................ 76-9 75-9 130 N. lJak •••••••••••• 76-34 75-34 102 
Ga, ••• 0 •••• 0 •••••• , 76-10 75-10 124 Ohio •••••••••••••• 76-35 75-35 122 

Hawaii •• 0 • '.0 •••••• 76-11 15-11 105 Okla •••••••••••••• 76-36 75-36 112 
Idaho ••••••••••• 0" 76-12 75-12 106 Oreg ............. o. 76-37 75-37 (') 
Ill. ............... 76-13 75-13 128 Pa •••••••••••••• o • 76-38 75-38 136 
Ind ................... 76-14 75-14 113 R. 1. ............. 76-39 75-39 98 
Iowa ••••••••••••••• 76-15 75-15 138 s. C •••••••••••••• 76-40 75-40 108 

Kans •••••••• o •••• '0 76-16 75-16 129 S. Dak ••• , •••••• " • 76-1,1 75-41 101 
Ky ................. 76-17 75-17 120 Tenn •••••••• " 0 ..... 76-42 75-42 133 
La .................. 76-18 75-18 97 Tex ••••••••••••••• (') (2) (3 ) 

Maine •• " ........... 76-19 75-19 99 Utah •••••••••••••• 76-44 75-44 96 
Md ••••••••••••••••• 76-20 (2) (3) Vt ................ 76-45 75-45 95 

Mass ••••••••••••••• (') (') 137 Va •••••••••••••••• 76-46 75-46 127 
Mich ••••••• o ••• <I .... 

76-22 75-22 110 Wash •••••••••••••• (') (2) (') 
Minn •• 0 ...... 0 ....... 

76-23 75-23 132 w. Va .............. 76-48 75-48 121 
Miss ................. 76-24 75-24 131 Wis. <II ••••••••••••• 76-49 75-49 126 
Mo. _.0 •• 0 •••• ...... 76-25 75-25 134 Wyo ............... 76-50 75-50 100 

~ounty estimates for all States for 1971 and provisional 1972 are published in Series P-25, No, 517. County estimates for all States for 
all States for 1972 and provisional 1973 are published in Series p-26, Nos. 49-93 and Series P-25, Nos. 527, 530, 531, 532, and 535. 

lCounty or county equivalent estimates for 1975 and provisional 1976 are published in Series p-25 for the following States: Washington, 
No. 707; Alaska, No. 712; Massachusetts, No, 715; and Texas, No. 717. 

2county or county equivalent estimates for 1974 and prOVisional 1975 are published in Series p-25 for the following States: Washington, 
No, 624; Maryland, No. 629; New York, No. 631; Massachusetts, No. 633; Texas, No. 637; and Alaska, No, 638. 

3county or county equivalent estimates for 1973 and provisional 1974 are published in Series P-25 for the following States: Maryland, 
No. 596; Washington, No. 597; New York, No. 599; Oregon, No. 602; Alaska, No. 604; and Texas) No. 609. 
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