
Number of Inhabitants 

INTRODUCTION 

GENERAL 

This volume presents the statistics on the number of inhabitants 
of the United States as returned in the 1950 Census of Population. 
These statistics relate only to the total population of various areas 
and not to the characteristics of the population. Statistics are 
presented here for the United States and its urban and rural parts, 
places classified by size, regions, divisions, and the States and 
their urban and rural parts, counties, minor civil divisions, incor
porated and unincorporated places, urbanized areas, standard 
metropolitan areas, State economic areas, economic subregions, 
and the metropolitan districts of 1940. Selected statistics are also 
presented for the Territories, possessions, etc. 

Usual place of residenoe.-In accordance with Census practice 
dating back to 1790, each person enumerated in the 1950 Census 
was counted as an inhabitant of his usual place of residence or 
usual place of abode, that is, the place where he lives and sleeps 
most of the time. This place is not necessarily the same as his 
legal residence, voting residence, or domicile, although, in the 
vast majority of cases, the use of these different bases of classifl. -
cation would produce identical results. 

In the application of this rule, persons were not always 
counted as residents 9f the places in which they happened to be 
found by the census enumerators. Persons in continental United 
States and Hawaii in places where guests usually pay for quarters 
(hotels, etc.) were enumerated on the night of Aprll 11, and those 
whose usual place of residence was elsewhere were allocated to 
theil' homes. Visitors found staying in private homes, however, 
were not ordinarily interviewed there. Information on persons 
away from their usual place of residence was obtained from other 
members of their families, landlaclies, etc. If an entire family 
was expected to be away during the whole period of the enumer
ation, information on it was obtained from neighbors. A matching 
process was used to eliminate duplicate reports for persons who 
reported for themselves while away and were also reported by 
their families at home. 

Persons in the armed forces quartered on military installations 
were enumerated as residents of the States, counties, and minor 
civil divisions in which their installations were located. Members 
of their families were enumerated where they actually resided. 
In the 1950.Census, college students living away from home were 
considered residents of the communities in which they were 
residing while attending college, rather than as persons temporar
Hy absent from their parental homes as was the practice in 1940. 
In 1950 the crElws of vessels of the American Merchant Marine 
in harbors of the United States were counted 11s part of the popu
lation of the ports in which their vessels were berthed on April 1, 
1950. Orews of .American vessels on the. hlgh seas or in foreign 
ports were included in the population abroad; .in 1940 crews of 
American vessels were treated as part of the population of the 
port from which the vessel operated, regardless of the location of 
the vessel on April 1, 1940 .. Inmates of institutlo:qs, who ordi
narlly live there for long periods of time, were counted :as .inhab
itants of the place in which the institution was located; whereas 
patients in general hospitals, who ordinarily have short stays, 
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were counted at, o.r allocated to, their homes. All persons without 
a usual place of residence were counted where they were 

· enumerated. 
Coverage of citizens of foreign countries.-Oitizens of foreign 

countries temporarily visiting or traveling in the United States 
or living on the premises of an embassy, ministry, legation, chan
cellery, or consulate were not enumerated. Citizens of foreign 
countries having their usual residence in the United States as 
defined above, including those working here (but not living at an 
embassy, etc.) and those attending school (but not living at an 
embassy, etc.), were included in the enumeraUon, however, as 
were members of their families living with them. 

Date of enumeration.-The date of enumeration for the De
cennial Censuses of 1950, 1940, and 1930 was April 1 in accord
ance with the requirements of the Fifteenth Census .A.ct. The 
Census of 1920 was taken as of .January 1 and that of 1910 was 
taken as of .April 15. For the decennial censuses between 1830 
and 1900, the date of enumeration was June 1 and in the period 
1790 to 1830 the census date' was the first Motl.day in August. 
The enumeration date April 1 was selected for recent censuses as 
a date on which the number of persons away from home would 
be at a minimum and on which the weather conditions favor rather 
than impede the field work. 

Enumeration for the 1950 Oensus, of Population began on April 
1, 1950. Two-thirds of the population had been enumerated by 
mid-April, nine-tenths by the end: of the month. So much of 
the canvass was just about on schedule. Unfavorable weather 
conditions in some parts of the country delayed the beginning of 
enumeration, in some areas to as lal;e as mid-May. Nevertheless, 
by the end of June .an but one percent of the enumeration had 
been completed. 

The fact that the enumeration is sJ:lread over a period of weeks, 
rather than made oil a single day, creates certain problems with 
respect to coverage .. i Thus, some persons who move during the 
enumeration period may be missed a~togethe1•, since the area in 
which they originally lived may nof be canvassed before they 
move . and enumeration may be completed in the area of their 
new home by the time they arrive. Conversely, there is the possi
bility of duplicate enumeration, once at the initial residence and 
o.nce at their new home. It seems probable, however, that the 
net result is an underenumeration of these movers. Again, 
enumerators tend to ignore the explicit date of enumeration and 
to record information as of the date of their visit. Therefore, in 
spite of instructions, some infants are included in the census who 
were born after the census date, and some persons who died after 
April 1 are exclmled. 

Area of enumeration.-In the 1950 Ce:\).sus the areas enumerated 
were as follows : · continental United States, the Territories of 
Alaska and B:~waii, American. Samoa, the Canal Zone, Guam, 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of the United States, and some of 
the smaller islands and island groups. Certain of the minor 
possessions, however, were not enumerated; the figures on their 

. population were obtained as far as possible from other sources. 
(See table 1 of Ch~pter 1.) 
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Figure 3.-MAJOR ACQUISITIONS OF TERRITORY BY THE UNITED STATES 
[For other areas under the jnrisdictlon or the United States, see table 1 or Ohapter 11 
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The 1950 Census also made special provision for the enumera· 
Uon of members of the armed forces of the United States abroad 
and their dependents living with them, civilian .American citizens 
employed by the United States Government abroad and their 
dependents living with them, and the crews of vessels in the 
American Merchant Marine on the high seas or in foreign parts. 
This phase of the enumeration was made possible through coopera
tive arrangements with the Department of Defense, the Depart
ment of State, the United States Maritime Administration, and 
other Federal agencies concerned, whereby these agencies took 
the responsibility for the distribution and collection of specially 
designed census reports for individuals and households. Other 
persons who were only temporarily abroad were.supposed to have 
been reported by their families or neighbors in the United States. 
Only scattered voluntary reports could be obtained for private 
citizens who were abroad for a long period of time; this class is 
not covered by any of the published statistics. 

The data in the 1950 Census on the population abroad are the 
most comprehensive ever obtained in a .decennial census. In 1940, 
for example, the War and Navy Departments gave to the Bureau 
of the Census the number of their personnel stationed abroad; and 
the State Department furnished the number of employees in the 
diplomatic service abroad and their dependents. No information 
was obtained on the characteristics of the population abroad such 
as is available from the schedules employed in the 1950 Census. 

In this bulletin the term "United States" when used without 
qualification refers to the 48 States and the District of Columbia 
and excludes outlying Territories, possessions, etc. Sometimes, 
however, the United States in this sense is referred to as ''conti
nental United States." 

The Census of 1890 was the :first at which a complete enumera
tion was made of the area now comprised within the boundaries 
of the 48 States and the District of Columbia. Indians living in 
Indian Territory or on reservations were not included in the 
population until 1890, and at earlier censuses large tracts of 
unorganized and sparsely settled territory were not canvassed by 
the enumerators. Thus, the sum of the areas enumerated was 
not always identical with the area included within. the legal 
boundaries of the United States at the respective dates, nor was 
it always possible to indicate the exact boundaries of tlle enu
merated areas. In the earlier censuses not all of a State or: terri· 
tory was covered by the enumerators but o.nly that part up to 
the "frontier line" and any large isolated settlemeµ.ts beyond. 
For example, Iowa Territory in 1840 included all of what is now 
Iowa and most of what is now Minnesota, but within tl~e Territ9ry 
the only substantial settlements were in.the i:ioutheastern corner of 
what is now Iowa, and hence only this part was covered by the 
Census of 1840. It is not feasible to make a mor.e exa,ct stat(;l· 
ment than.that the area of what is now Iowa was addecl,tq the 
area of enumeration in 1840. The western part of what is now 
Minnesota, however, was not included until later. , 

The Census .of 1790 covered areas now embraced in the Dis• 
trict .of Columbia. and the following States:· Maine, New Hamp· 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island;. Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
West Virginia, North Carolina, South CaroU.na, Georgia, Ken
tucky, and Tennessee. Large areas in some of. these States, 
however, were not covered in the. enumeration. Only about one
fourth of the area of Georgia, Jor, example, was enumerated.1 

The area added at each census to the area of enumeration 
within tl\e boundaries of continental United States may be briefly , 
indicated as follows: 

18/)0 • .,.-The a1•ea now constituting the States of Ohio, Indiana, , 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and the south central parts of 
Alabama and Mississippi. In that year the area now within the 

~For maps showing the distribution of the population at each census , 
from 1790 to ·1910, see U. S. Bureau of Census,. JiltatiatioaZ Atlas of the 
tlnitea States, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D .. C., 1914, i 

States of Illinois and Wisconsin .and· a· part. of the pi:esent .ar~;i; pf 
Michigan were included in . the. Territory. of India.na; and t.~ree 
years later, when Ohio was admitted to the Union as a State, 
the remainder of the pteserit , area'' of Michigan was added to 
Indiana Territory. The population shown for Indiana Territory 
in 1800 was substantially that residing within the present limits 
of Indiana, Illinois, Michi~an, an.d . Wi~consin. The populat~on 
shown for Mississippi and Alabama in 1800 was that resldmg 
within Mississippi Territory as then constituted, whleh embraced 
the area now forming the soutl1 central parts of t]le. States of 
Mississippi and .Alabama. , . . . .· .... : .. 

1810.-The area now constituting Arkansas, the .northe~·n 
parts of Mississippi and Alabama, and ·alf but the southwestern 
part of Louisiana and the northwestern part' of Missouri. (The 
remainder of the Louisiana ·Purchase of 1803 was, not em1merated 
in 1810.) Tbe population shown for Mississippi lllld .Alabama 
fo1· 1810 included that resi<;ling ~ithin !l'):ississippi '.Jierritory as 
then constituted. . , .· , . , . . . " 

18ll0.-The· extreme southern partS of Alabama. and Missis· 
sippi, and the ' southwestern part · d:f LOuisiana; Florida was 
purchased in 1819, but was not enumerated in 1820. ' ' 

1880.-Florida. 
1840.-Iowa, no1thwestern Missouri, and northeastern 

Minnesota. 
1850.-Texas, Utah, Cal~fornia,. .tliat part, of :New .. Mexico 

Territory no,w constituting the State \if ;New M13xl.co. with the 
exception of a small portion of the GadMen Purchase of 1853, 
and· that· part of the Territory· of Oregon riow constitutiiig the 
States of Oregon and Washingtono·· ·"· 

1860.-Dakota ·Territory (organized. in· :1861 from the· area 
now embraced, .wi.thln tl).e, 1'3ta.t!i\S; ,o.f North and 13.oi~th: Dak:o.ta and 
those parts of Montana and Wyoming lying east of the crest of 
the Rocky Mountain$ and north ·of the fort;\'-thi:rd parallel'), the 
remainder of Minnesota, Nebraska.•(then tincluding that part of 
the area now constituting Wyoming whic):l .lay. south of :th,e t()rty
third paralle~ ~ild e(lst o( th~ RocI,<,y .Mqunt111ns), Kansas,, Colo
rado, Nevada, that part of Washington Territor;r now constituting 
Idaho and tb.ose portiomH:if Montana;and Wyon:dng'Tying west of 
the Rocky Mountains, ,that part of New Mexico Territory now 
constituting the 13tate .of Ari.z~na {including. thei.gr~ater porWln of 
the Gadsden Pur<lhase of 1853}; ·and that part or tl1e Gadsden Pur
' chase which now 1form's the southwestern part ot Ne~v Mexico. 
The population shown for :Washington .'rJ;'erritory•. for : 1860 was 
that residing within the limits of the Ten:itqry as then constituted, 
which eniora'ced' the area:.of tli~ pi·e~eµt ·states of Was'hington, 
Idaho, and western Montana ai:11;1'Wyomi11g, ' . ' . ., . ' ' . · ·. . . . , . r ... ...• , . ", ; . '· ., ! ... " , 

1870 and /880.-No. ~ ia~ge;, . , • , , , . • , .. , . 
1890.-Indian Te:critpry and:. Ok:laboma. Territory, .{later 

combined to form ,the· Sta,te of. OklahQm,a} :allcl,·Indian rese1wa tions. 
1900-1950.-No change. ., · · 

. ·.Alaska' was ftrst fubhided.in' it 'FeMral 'dece'nriiiil ·ceiisi:is; iil.' 1880, 
. Ha waiiln i9oo, Puerto Rico in1 iilio; and A~e~ii!'a~: Saw~a.: Gµam, 
.and the Qaµa~, Z9ne in,,;1,920.; l)ut,:a s~cH1.l: q~nsus. of. ,Puel'tc:i: Rico 
had been taken in1899 under the1direction,ofithe War Dep1Lrtment, 
and a speciil.l census of the· Canln Zone']llld· been taken' lil. 1912 
by the Department of Civi~ ;\.dmlnistration o~ tli~ · Istllmi!J.n SJanal 
Oommissfon':, ·. ~he Virgin isl~ridto~, t]f~)!,#t~d 'Stat7~. \V<:li:'~ fir~t 
enumerated i:µ, a regular d,eqeµnial \;<;Jnsµs.)IJ. 1~30.. ~ •. s.Pecial 
census, however, had been takenras. of November 11, 1917; illlmedi· 
ately after purchase of the.islands:bythe:United States'< ,1'. 

. . Since . th~: Republic ',?f th.e fi.~;illiPJ;J1nb, .':\f'ai=i estabHsI1ed 'as an 
. independent C!Ountry ii:d946, th~ isli:inds if,ei;e ,not q(rvlj!r~d in the 
1950 Census. The Pb,ilippine ·Islands ·had .never been, enµm:erated 
at a decenntal ·census. ,.A. special census' of. the' archipelago was 
taken in 1903 by the Philippi11e Coniiilisslon: and censuS!e·s were 
taken in '1919 (as Of December''31; 1191$) arid iri. l\)39 ''(!l's of 
January 1, 1939) by th.e PhilipP,ine.governwent. ' · · 

' • ' t • • / ' ' , ~ 1 • .• 1 o ' ' • • • • • 

i. ' ·I' ;\. :,· : 

COMPLETENESS OF: ,B.mJM:.w.A TION 

. , The. degree of complete~eS~ of eiiufu.~tatlon has alw~ys' been 
· a matter. of deep c<;>ncern ·to tM Bureau 'o~ tl\e.clerisl:ls; ,and, in the 
course of its history, a number ·of devices have been· developed to 
aid in securing, adequ~te. cove;rage. , . '.l;l)..es,~ 1 ;devlc1;1s ~nchlfle. the 
special procedui;e13 for the em1me,i;atic)n ,9,f tr,arisients anQ, infants, 

. urging noiµficatlons from.persoµ,s. Wpo p~Jill;Ved .~h1lt .they:~\iY not 
, h\lV{l b~.en en,uruerated, and)~~ ~ar~y a:n,noµp:ceip.e1;1~.()f ri?J;mlatlon 
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munts in local areas to make possible the thorough investigation 
of complaints as to the accuracy of the count. · In the 1950 Census 
earlier procedures were strengthened and ii.dditional procedures 
were introduced. Adequate handling of the problem of under· 
enumeration involves not only the development of techniques in 
order to insure satisfactory coverage but aiso methods of measur~ 
ing the completeness of coverage. 

Prior to 1950, no method had been devised to give an overall 
direct measure of the completeness of enumeration of the total 
population. For the most part, discussion in census reports was 
confined to qualitative statements based on various kinds of evi
dence. Some quantitative measures were developed, however. 
For example, the underenumeration of children under 5 had been 
estimated for recent censuses· by comparisons of census counts 
with survivors of births in the preceding five years. Such com
parisons indicate that the total understatement in the published 
figure for this age group was about 810,000 in the 1950 Census, 
according to a provisional estimate, and about. 860,000 in the 1940 
Census; the corresponding percentages were 4.$ and 7.6, 
respectively. 

In the 1950 Census the population of all ages was re-enumerated 
on a sample basis in a carefully conducted post-enumeration sur
vey, thus permitting a direct check on a case-by-case basis of the 
actual enumeration. The results of this survey indicate a net 
underenumeration in the census count of the total population of 
the United States of about 2,100,000, or 1.4 percent.· 

Procedures to improve coverage.-From the earlier discussion 
of usual residence and date of enumeration, some of the difficul
ties involved in obtaining a complete and unduplicated count of 
the population should be clear. It may safely be said that no 
national census, either in the United States or abroad, has ever 
represented an absolutely accurate count. 

ElXperience had shown that many devices might be used to 
improve the completeness of coverage. The major ones used in 
the 1950 Census of Population were: 

1. A. longer and better planned period of training was.· pro
vided for enumerators. The enumerators were paid while taking 
a three-day course of training tha~ emphasized the importance of 
an accurate count, the kinds of people who tended to be missed, 
and how to discover them. A. Training Guide for the instructor 
film strips, records, and practice enumeration were among th~ 
devices used. . 

2. Each enumerator was furnished with a map of his enu
meration district, showing the boundaries of the area for which 

· he was responsible. 
3. A.n infant card had to be filled for each baby born after 

January 1, 1950, since experience had shown that babies are 
easily missed. Enumerators. received 7 cents extra for each 
infant card filled. 

4. ~ crew leader was assigned to supervise each group of 
8Jlprox1mately 15 enumerators. His duties included helping 
enumerators with problem cases and spot-checking a sample of 
the dwelling units assigned to them. 

5. A. special enumeration of persons in hotels, tourist courts 
and other places where transients usually pay for quarters wa~ 
made the ni.ght of A.pril 11. When transients claimed a usual 
Jllace of residence elsewhere, records wei·e compared to ensure 
that they were counted once and only once. . 

6. "Missed Person" forms were published in the newspaper 
at the end of the field canvass so that persons who thought they 
had been missed could fill them out and mail them to the district 
supervisor. · 

7. Dist~ict supervisors made preliminary announcements of 
the populatwn counted ~o that any complaints or criticisms con
cerning the completeness of the enumeration could be submitted 
before field offices were closed. If the evidence, usually in the 
form of lists of names and addresses of people believed missed 
s~emed to indicate appreciable underenumeration, a re-enumera: 
hon was made of the affected area. · 

In this country, the length of the enumeration period,: the high 
degree of population mobility, the difficulty of finding many dwell
ing units, the living habits of apartment dwellers.'and lodgers in 
our metropolitan centers,· and· the inexperience of· most of the 

enumerators, all represent relatively great problems. In some 
foreign countries, the canvass is completed in a day or so by means 
of a radically different organization of the field work. The 
existence of a continuous population register, the use of self· 
enumeration, and the use of permanent Government employees as 
enumerators are factors that may make a quick canvass possible. 
In some foreign censuses, everyone must remain at home .until the 
entire enumeration is completed or may move about on the streets 
only with some form of identification to prove that he has been 
counted. Even with ·such drastic interference with normal 
activities, some persons are missed. 

Of course, there are considerable differences among censuses 
with respect to completeness of enumeration, and these differences 
are due :partly to differences in procedures. .Accuracy in a census 
can be increased by using better procedures, but some procedures 
are so expensive that the improvement would not be worth the 
added cost. 

Indirect methods of evaluating completeness of coverage.-One 
of the simplest types of evaluation is obtained from the examina· 
tion of rates of changes for a series of several censuses with re
spect to their consistency and reasonableness. For example, a 
comparison of figures for the Southern States among the Censuses 
of 1860, 1870, and 1880 shows unreasonably low rates of increase 
for the decade 1860 to 1870 and abnormally high rates of increase 
for the decade 1870 to 1880. These differences are of such a mag
nitude that it appears evident that the enumeration- of 1870 in 
these areas was seriously incomplete, undoubtedly as a result of 
the unsettled conditions of the reconstruction period. In terms 
of the total population for the United States as a whole, the 
number initially enumerated was 38,558,371; whereas a later 
revised figure, taking futo account the underenumeration in the 
Southern States, put the total population of the United States at 
39,818,449. For the portion of the United States outside the 
South, the rate of increase for the decade 1860 to 1870 was almost 
exactly the same as for the decade 1870 to 1880. Therefore, the 
figure for the South for 1870 was revised on the assumption that 
the rate of increase during these two decades was the same.· 

Another method of estimating the comparB,tive completeness of 
successive censuses involves the u.se of vital statistics and immi· 
gration statistics in conjunction with census data. Since the 
population at a given census should represent the population at 
the previous census plus births and immigration and minus 
deaths and emigration in the intervening period, it is possible, 
given the necessary statistics, to calculate the expected popula
tion on a given census date and to compare it with the enumerated 
population. If this comparison shows that the expected popula
tion exceeds the enumerated population, it may be inferred that 
the amount of underenumeration in the current ·census exceeded 
that in the previous census; if, on the other hand, the enumerated 
population exceeds the expected population the inference is that 
the current census is the more complete one. These inferences 
of course, rest on the assumptions that the error in· census count~ 
are always in the direction of net underenumeration and that 
errors in the measurement of. births, deaths, immigration, and 
emigration are small in relation to the amounts of comparative 
underenumeration. 

The application of this method and assumptions to the decade 
1940-50 results in an estimate that the 1950 count was more 
complete by some 100,000 than that of 1940. For the decade 
1930--40, application of the method suggests that. the total net 
number of persons missed in 1940 may have been about 1,300,000 
more than that missed in 1930. 

The components of population . change were probably esti
mated more accurately for the forties than for the thirties be
cause not all Stlltes were in the birth and death regI~tration 
areas until 1933 and because the registration of vital statistics 

·within these areas ·has been increasing in completeness. Allow-
· 'llnces were made for· these factors fu the case·of births and in the 
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case of infant deaths, but these estimates may be subject to con
siderable error. No adjustment was made for underregistration 
of deaths, other than infant deaths, although some deaths to 
older persons were not registered. International migration was 
tl1e smallest component of population change in these decades, 
but the figures were probably subject to the greatest relative 
error. In view of these consiclerations, the result of 100,000 is 
so close to zero that we cannot be sure whether coverage was 
more adequate in 1940 or in 1950. 

The comparison of the expected with the enumerated popula
tion provides figures only on the difference between the amounts 
of total net underenumeration at two censuses. If, however, 
one of these totals can be estimated, then it is possible to specify 
total net underenumeration for each census linked together by 
this method. As described more fully below, the Post-Enumera
tion Survey indicates for 1950 a total net u.nderenumeration of 
1.4 percent. On this basis, the percentage of net underenumera
tion would be 1.6 in l.940, and 0.7 in 1930. 

Since the expected population under 10 years of age at a given 
census can be derived from the number of births in the preceding 
decade, a comparison of the expected and enumerated population 
gives a direct measure of total net underenumeration. On this 

. basis, it is estimated that the total net amount of underenumera
tion in the age group under 10 years was about 1,300,000 in the 
1950 Census and about 1,500,000 in the 1940 Census. The corre
sponding percentages are 4.3 and 6.7. This "underenumeration" 
may also reflect some net overstatement of age in the census 
around this general age range. Despite the possible errors in 
the estimates of births, deaths, and migration used in determin
ing the expected population, it is felt that the indicated difference 
between net underenumeration in l.940 and l.950 ls in the true 
direction. 

Comparisons of census data with independent counts of cor
responding segments of the population are sometimes possible 
in the case of certain other age-sex groups. For example, there 
have been several studies for both World War I and World War 
II relating figures for males of military age from the census to 
1·egistrat!on figures. Here again, however, interpretation of the 
di!ferences is complicated by the fact that there are no adequate 
measures of the accuracy of the Selective Service figures. There 
is, in .fact, some evidence of overreporting in these figures, which 
were compiled by locai boards with little statistical supervision. 
Nonetheless, these studies do suggest an appreciable underenu
meration of m.ales in the appropriate age groups in the censuses 
of 1920 and 1~40, particularly among Negroes. 

Post-Enumeration Survey.-.A. particularly import11.nt and 
useful method of checking the adequacy of enumeration is a 
direct check on a case-by-case basis of the actual enumeration. 
A procedure of this type was used in the :Post-Enumeration Survey 
of the 1950 Census, in which a reenumei·ation on a sample basis 
was undertaken. · To check for entire households erroneously 
omitted from the census, a probability sample of about 3,500 small 
areas wa:~ recanvassed and the relistings carefully compared with 
the original census listings. 'In addition. to the check for errone
ously omitted ·households,'. a sample of about 22,000 households 
was reinterviewed to dete'rmfne the number of persons erroneously 
omitted in cases where the household had been included. This 
sample of households was also used to determine the number of 
persons erroneously included in the census listings and the ac
curaay of the reports obtained on the characteristics of enumer-
ated persons. · 

The Post-Enumeration .. Survey interviewers were carefully se, 
lected and were given intensive training and supervision. Great 
efforts were made to limit respondents to the person who was pre
sumably best informed regarding the information desired-usu
ally, the person himself. These precautions resulted in an ex-

penditure per case in the Post-Enumeration Survey many times 
that of the original enumeration-an expenditure which was feas
ible only because the study was done on a sample basis. A full 
description of the procedure and results of this Post-Enumeration 
Survey will be published at a later date. 

As indicated in table A, the net underenumeration in the census 
count of the total population of the United States is estimated at 
1.4 percent (with a standard error of 0.2 percent). The net under
enumeration is the difference between the erroneous omissions 
and the erroneous inclusions. The figures shown in table A repre
sent those errors in the census count which were detected by the 
Post-Enumeration Survey. Err.ors not reflected in these figures 
may have arisen because of the following factors, among others: 

l.. In the check for erroneously omitted persons, large non
dwelling-unit quarters (i. e., those where 35 or more persons had 
been enumerated), such as hotels and other accommodations for 
transients, were excluded. A separate check on those accommo
dations was undertaken, but the results of this study are not yet 
available. 

2. Identifying all errors in the census coverage is extremely 
difficult. Although some of the errors in the census listings came 
from carelessness or ineptness of the enumerators, many of them 
are a result of the intrinsic difficulty of enumerating certain types 
of persons-for example, persons with no fixed place of residence. 
The Post-Enumeration Survey interviewers did succeed in locating 
many of the persons who were missed or erroneously included in 
the census, but they could not identify all such cases. A small
scale field check on the Post-Enumeration Survey results indicates 
that. the Post-Enumeration Survey errors were, in general, in the 
direction of underestimating the number of erroneously omitted 
persons: This conclusion is also supported by examining the 
Post-Enumeration Survey figures in the light of other evidence on 
errors. For example: estimates of children under 5 based on 
records of births, deaths, and migration point to a shortage in the 
census figure for this age group of considerably greater magnitude 
than that reported by the Post-Enumeration Survey; again, 
although the Post-Enumeration Survey indicates, as had been 
expected, a greater error in the enumeration of the nonwhite 
population than the white population, it shows less error for the 
nonwhite population in the age group 15 to 24 than for other non
white age groups, a difference which might possibly be valid but 
is more likely attributable to the difficulty experienced by both 
the census and the Post-Enumeration Survey in listing the most 
mobile sectors of the population. · 

3. The reliability of these estimates, as in all statistical sur
veys, is also affected by errors in the application of sampling and 
other procedures. 

TABLE A.-EsTIMATEs OF · CovERAGE ERRoR FOR PERsoNs, BY 

REGIONS AND S1zE OF PLACE: 1950 

-[Estimates are munded to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group 
totals, which are independently rounded] 

Persons Persons 
erroneously erroneously Net error 

Est!- omitted' Included• 
Census mated 
poPcula- total Num- Num· : Area ton popula- Percent 
(thou- tlon Num- ber Num- her Num- ol est!-
sands) (thou· her per her per ber mated 

SIUldS) (thou· 100 (thou· 100 (thou- total 
sands) enn· sands) enu· so.nds) piro~a-mer· mer-

ated ated 
--------------

United s.tat.es ____ 150, 697 152, 788 3,400 2.3 1,309 0,9 2,091 1 • .i ---------- --
NortheasL---------- 39, 478 39, 704 732 1. 9 416 1.1 316 o.s 
North CentraL------ 44, 461 45, 064 .813· 1.8 210 0.5 603 1.3 South:. __________ _. ___ 47,107 48, 071 1,381 2.9 507 1.1 874 1.8 
West.-.--------·------ rn, 562. 19, 861 476 2.4 177 0,9 299 1.5 

Urban_-------------- 96, 468 97, 504 1, 928 2.0 892 0.9 1,036 1.1 
Places of 1,000,000 

and over ••••••••• 17, 404 17, 634 477 2. 7 ' 247 1.4 230 1.3 
Places of 50,000 to 

35, 839 36, 255 1.8 246 416 1.1 l,000,000 .••••• ---- 662 o. 7 
Other •• ------------ . 43, 226 43, 615 789 1. 8 400 0.9 389 0.9 

RuraL ____ --.- --·-. ___ 64, 230 55, 285 1,472 2.1 .417. 0.8 1,055 I. 9 

i Includes some persons who were counted elsewhere, at the wrong agdress, wi 
dlscllllSed In the text. · · · . . •· · · · 
.. • Includes some persons w h.o .were counted only. once but at the wrong ~ddress, as 
discussed In the text. · · 
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· ' Those' el'rors .·iii' tlie ·:Post, Enumeration· Survey: which could be 
ideritified were 'almost 1a:ll ·in. the direction of underestimating 
the number of persons erroneously omltted from, or erroneously 
inclttdeddnj'the cenS'Us, •with probably more erroneous omissions 
than inclusions. These and. other .considerations suggest that 
t)le ,E\1\tl.mated net underenumeration of 1.4 percent in 1950 is a 
minimu.m estimate. · 

Ai;\Jndi~atecl in table A; there, is .some variation with residence 
in .tht;Ji .coverage error. of the census .. In general, the net under
enumeration was sommybat greater in rur.al th.an in urban areas 
and it ·was somewhat gr(later in the South and West than in the 
other ·xeglons 'of the United States. Among urban areas the errox 
seeins to be greater for the large cities .. The error rates would 
vary among smali'er areas, such \is individual States, counties, 
and cities; but the sample wai;(not large enough to yield reliable 
e~tin1ates for such .~rea:;;; • ' ' · 

In· interpreting the· figures on er1~oneous omissions and. errone
ous inclusions, it should' be recognized that these are defined with 
respect to the listings for a given census enumeration district. 
(See 'table B.Y For example, some of the "omitted" cases repre
seµt tlie listin~ qf a. :person in' the. wrong census enumeration dis
tdc.t rather than :his complete«omission·,from the census. Such 
cases wm be included fo botlh the estimate of erroneous omissions 
an(l :the estimat'e Of erroneous 'inclusions (Since such persons 
enuine:ratecl i:ri. the wrong census enumeration district are both 
omitted from the .listing where their names should appear and 
included in a listing where their names should not appear). Ill 
th!,! absence of duplicate enumeration these cases do not affect the 
Jiet.,i~~ror: They do, however, attect the other values estimated 
in table B. 

TABLE B.-ESTIMATES OF NUMBER OP. ·PERSONS ERRONEOUSLY 

OMITTED FRoM, OR ERRONEOUSLY' INCLUDED IN, CENSUS ENu

, 1'4ERATION D1sTRICT L1sT1Nas, BY RACE AND TYPE OF ERROR FOR 

. ,THE UNITED STATES! 1950 ' 

I' Total White Nonwhite 

Type of error 
~e~cent Percent Percent 

Num- .. bf Num- of Num- or 
her en um er· ber white her non-

(thou- atod (thou· rioru· (thou· white 
sands) EO{JU· sands) · at1on sands) PDPU· 

at1on lation 
- -- - -------

Persons erroneously omitted l. __ 3, 400 2. 3 2, 697 2. 0 703 4.5 
Jn missed households and quasi 

households. ___ ••• _._·-.-· __ ._ 2,416 1. 6 1, 939 1.4 477 3.0 
In enumerated honseholds.and 

quasi households.-----·-·---- 984 o. 7 758 0.6 226 1.4 

Persoll& erroneously lncl11ded '-·-
Persom who should ·not have 

1,309 0.9 1, 122 0.8 187 1.2 

been enumerated anywhere_ 198 0.1 103 0.1 35 0.2 
In howieholds erroneously 

included .•..• '------'--·-·-- 88 ·------- 33 -------- 5 ................. 
Jn households properly ln· 

eluded ..••• ·--.·------".-~-- 160 0.1 130 0.1 30 0.2 
Persom who should have been 

enumerated Jn another enu· 
0:1 meratlon district---·-··-·-- 1,111 959 0.7 .152 1.0 

. In households erroneously In· 
! cluded·-·-·--····----·------ gg 0.1 ~. 0.1 5 --------: In households properly In· 

o.·7 . eluded _____ .·---.···-·-·-· __ 1,012 805 0.6 147 0.9 ,. 
1 Includes some persons who were counted elsewhere, at the wrong address, as dis· 

cussed In the. text. 
'· l Includes si>me persons who were counted only once but at .the wrong address, as 
d~ussell In the text, . . . 

'., 
1In dn: attempt to. e$tilllate th~ number ~f errors attributable to 

enumeration of person~ in the wrong e~umeration district, the 
tiample p~rsons in the ,Post-Enumeration Survey were asked to 
report all addresses where they might have been enumerated. 
On the bp.sis of a check against the listings. for the census enu
mera t~on· districtS contii.ining the reported addresses, it is esti· 
mated: that alio'uti400,000 persons' were enumetated in the wrong 
em1mer.atlcm . d~st*t · ~lmPlY . \Jiicause the. enµmerator used t}le 
wrongboun·dary. The 'estimate' Of 400,boo may be ·subtracted from 
tbe 'e~timates of' erroli~OllB 'otnlssion's itnd '~rroneous · incl:Usions if 

interest is restricted to those errors which affect the census tabu
lations for the United ·States as a whole. Actually all of the 
persons enumerated in the wrong enumeration district were 
enumerated in the correct region and most were enumerated in 
the correct State, so that this group of errors has practically no 
effect on either national or regional tabulations and an extremely 
small effect on State tabulations. 

Sampling variability of the Post-Enumeration Survey results.
The limitations of the Post-Enumeration Survey results have 
been discussed above. An additional limitation is, of course, the 
presence of sampling variability. Estimates of standard errors 
are presented in table C. In the interpretation of tbe Post-Enu
meration Survey estimates, it should be remembered that the 
chances are about 2 out of 3 that the figures estimated from the 
sample (tables A and B) differ from those that would have been 
obtained from a post-enumeration survey of the entire popula
tion by amounts less than the standard error indicated in this 
table. The chances are about 19 out of 20 that the estimates are 
within twice the standard err.or of the figures which would result 
from a post-enumeration survey of the entire population. 

TABLE C.-STANDARD ERRORS OF CovERAGE ERROR STATisTrcs FOR 

. PERSONS! 1950 
[Range or 2 ohances out of 3) 

Estimated standard error of specified 
types or coverage error 

Size of estimate of coverage error 

5,000 _____ ·----· - ·--••••• ·---. --- ---- --- ---
10,000 ••• ----- ------ -- • - •• ----- ----- -·- ----
25,000 ••• -. ·-- ----- --· -- --·. --- ---" - -· - ----
50,000 ••••• ··----· •• -- -- •• ---- ---- • --- - ----
75,000 ____ • ---·. ·-. ---·. -------- ·--- ---- ---
100,000 •• ------ -----·- ----- -·-• --• - • -- - • -- -

r~T~f ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
1 Not applicable. 

Number of 
persons 

erroneously 
omitted 

5,000 
7,000 

12, 000 
17, 000 
21,000 
24, 000 
42,000 

115,000 
206, 000 
300, 000 

Number of 
persons 

erroneowily 
Included 

6,000 
9,000 

14, 000 
21, 000 
26, 000 
30, 000 
56,000 

123, 000 
210, 000 
(1) 

THE UNITED STATES 

Net error 

12,000 
17,000 
26,000 
38, 000 
46,000 
54,000 
88,000 

207,000 
342,000 

(!) 

Population of the United States, its Territories, possessions, 
eto.-The population of the United States, its Territories, posses
sions, etc., was about 154,230,000 on April 1, 1950 (table 1) .• If 
the population of the Philippine Islands is excluded from the 1940 
total, the increase over the 10-year period was nearly 20,000,000, 
or 14.9 percent. Puerto Rico accounted for well over three-fifths 
of the population outside continental United States, and the 
Territories for more than one-sixth. The population abroad, 
principally members of the armed forces and members of their 
families, numbered close to 500,000. 

Population of continental United States.-The population of 
continental United States on April 1, 1950, was 150,697,361; this 
figure represents an increase of about 19 million, or 14.5 percent, 
over tbe corresponding figure for April 1, 1940 (table 2). In 
absolute numbers this increase is greater than the increase during 
any previous intercensal period. In relative terms, however, 
the increase between 1940 and 1950, although more than double 
that for the decade 1930 to 1940, is of roughly the same order of 
magnitude as the increases during the decades 1910 to 1920 arid 
1920 to 1930 and falls far short of the decennial rates of increase 
which occurred during the nineteenth century, 

An examination of the decennial rates of increase since 1790 
indicates that during each of the seven decades up to 1860 the 
population increased by approximately one-third. On the basis 
of a correction made for the known underenumeration in 1870, 

•References to numbered tables are to detailed tables· in Chapter 1 
(U. s .. Summary). 
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the percentage increases for the decades 1860 to 1870 and 1870 
to 1880 become, respectively, 26.6 and 26.0 rather than 22.6 and 
30.1. (See footnote 3 of table 2). On the basis of these revised 
figures, the decennial rates of increase for the period 1860 to 1890 
were all in the neighborhood of 25 percent.' The decennial rates 
of increase in the period 1890 to 1910 were about 20 percent, and 
those for the period 1910 to 1930, about 15 percent. The per
centage increase for the period 1930 to 1940, the decade of the 
depression, represents an all time low. 

Center of population and area.-The "center of population" 
is defined by the Bureau of the Census as that point which may be 
considered as the center of population gravity of the United 
States; in other words, the point upon which the United States 
would balance, if it were a rigid plane without weight and the ·· · 
population were distributed thereon with each individual being 
assumed to have equal weight and to exert an influence on a 
central point proportional to his distance from that point.• 

The center of population of the United States moved westward 
from the Stnte of Indiana into the State of Illinois between 1940 
and 1950. The 1950 center of population is located in Denver 
township, Richland County, Ill., 8 miles north-northwest of Olney. 
This point is on a line between Cincinnati nnd St. Louis, about 
two-thirds of the distance to St. Louis. In terms of latitude and 
longitude, the 1950 center is located at latitude 38°50'21" North, 
longitude 88°9'33" West. 

During the decade from 1940 to 1950, the center of population 
moved 42 miles westward and. 7.6 miles southward, reaching its 
most southerly point as well as its most westerly point. This 
westward movement of the center of population between 1940 and 
1950 is the greatest during the present century and exceeds all 
movements westward since thnt for the decade of 1880 to 1890. 
The longest movement westward was cluring the decade from 1850 
to 1860 when the center advanced 80.6 miles. The shortest move
ment westward was during the decade from 1910 to 1920 when 
it advanced only 9.8 miles. The point farthest north was the 
1790 location, and the point farthest south, the 1950 location; but 
the difference is only 30.1 miles. The total westward movement 
from 1790 to 1940 was 644 miles. 

~For a more extensive analysis of population growth In the United 
States during the nineteenth century, see U. s. Bureau of the Census, 
A Oentury of Population Growth, U, S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D. C., 1909. 

"In the actual calculation, the center of population is first assumed to 
be approximately at a certain point. Through this point a parallel and 
a meridian are drawn, each crossing the entire country. In the deter
mination of the center of population in 1950, the point selected was the 
intersection of the parallel lat. 39' N. with the meridian of long. 86' W. 

<The product of the population of a given area by its distance frolIIJ the 
assumed parallel is called a north or south moment, and the product of 
the population of the area by its distance from the assumed meridian Is 
called an east or west moment. In the calculation of north and south 
moments, the distances are measured in minutes of latitude; in calcu
lating east and west moments, it is necessary to use miles because of the 
unequal length of the degrees and minutes of longitude In ditrerent lati
tudes. The population of the country Is grouped by "square degrees"
that is, by areas Included between consecutive parallels and meridians
as they are convenient units with which to work. The population of the 
Incorporated and unincorporated places with 25,000 Inhabitants or more 
is then deducted from that of the respective square degrees In which they 
lie and treated separately. · The center of population of each square degree 
is asswned to be at its geographical center, except where such an assump
tion is manifestly incorrect ; in these cases the position of the center of 
population of the square degree is estimated as nearly as possible. The 
population of each square degree north or south of the assumed parallel 
Is multlplled by the distance of its center from that parallel ; a similar 
calculation is made for the incorporated and unincorporated places with 
25,000 inhabitants or more; and the sum of the north moments and the 
sum of the south moments are ascertained. The dltrerence between these 
two sums, divided by the total population of the country, gives a correc
tion to the latitude. In a similar manner the sums of the east and of 
the west moments are ascertained and from them the correction in 
longitude is made. 

Table D and the accompanying map give the approximate loca
tion of the center of population at each census from 1790to1950. 

TABLE D.-CENTER OF POPULATION: 1790 TO 1950 

Year North West Approximate Iooation latitude longitude 

0 I ,, 0 I " 1950 ••••.•.• 38 50 21 88 9 33 8 miles north-northwest of Olney, Richland 
County, III. 

1940 ••• ·---- 38 56 54 87 22 35 2 miles southeast by east of Carlisle, Haddon 
township, Sullivan County, Ind. 

1930 •••••••• 39 3 45 87 8 6 3 miles northeast of Linton, Greene County, 
Ind, 

Owen 1920 •• ··---- 39 10 21 86 43 15 8 miles south-southenst of Spencer, 
County, Ind. 

1910 .••••••• 39 10 12 86 32 20 In the city of Bloomington, Ind. 

1900 •••••.•• 39 9 36 85 48 64 6 miles southeast of Columbus, Ind. 
1890 •••••.•• 39 11 66 85 32 53 20 miles cast of Columbus, Ind. 
1880 ________ 39 4 8 84 39 40 8 miles west by south of Clnc!nnati, Ohio (In 

Kentucky). . 
1870 •••••••. 39 12 0 83 35 42 48 miles east by north of Oinelnnat1, Ohio. 1860 ________ 

39 0 24 82 48 48 2Q miles south by east of Chillicothe, Ohio. 
1850 ________ 38 59 0 81 19 0 23 miles southeast of Parkers bur~ W. Va.1 
1840 ••••••.. 39 2 0 80 18 0 16 miles south of Olar ks burg, W. a.1 
1830 ••••.••• 38 57 64 79 16 54 19 miles west-southwest of Moorefield, W. Va.1 
1820 .••••••• 39 5 42 78 33 0 16 miles east of Moorefield, W. Va,1 
1810 ••• ----· 39 11 30 77 37 12 40 miles northwest by west of Washington, 

D. C. (in Vlr,inla). 
1800 •••••••• 39 16 6 76 56 30 18 miles west o Baltimore, Md. 
1790 ••.••••• 39 16 30 76 11 12 23 miles east of Baltimore, Md. 

1 West Virginia was set off from Virginia Dec. 31, 1862, and admitted as State 
June 19, 1863. 

The position of the "center of area," that is, the point on which 
the surface of the United States would bu.lance if it were a plane 
of uniform weight per unit of area, is located in Smith County, 
Kans. (approximate latitude 39°50' North, longitude 98°35' West). 

Area and density.-The gross area, land and water, of the ter
ritory under the jurisdiction of the United States at the time of 
the 1950 Census was 3,628,130 square miles (table 1). The Ter
ritories, possessions, etc., had an area of 605,743 square miles and 
constituted 16.7 percent, or one-sixth, of the aggregate area. 

The area in 1790 was 892,135 square miles, or somewhat less 
than one-fourth of the present area, and embraced substantially 
all the territory between Canada and Floricla and between the 
Atlantic Ocean and the Mississippi River, together with part of 
the drainage basin of the Red River of the North. This original 
territory and the successive major accessions of territory from 
1790 to 1920 are shown on the map which appears on page x. In 
1803 the area of the country was nearly doubled by the Louisiana 
Purchase ; and, between 1840 and 1850, three large accessions of 
territory resulted in further increases aggregating 1,204,896 
square miles, equivnlent to two-thirds of the former area. 

For continental United States, the population per square mile 
of land area in 1950 was 50.7 (table 2). Beginning with the Cen
sus of 1790 in which the population per square mile was 4.5, the 
figures at each subsequent census hnve shown an increase in den
sity with the· exception of those for the Censuses of 1810 and 
1850. In each of these years, the density was lower than it had 
been in the immediately preceding census because of large acces
sions of sparsely populated territory in the preceding decade. 

Urban and rural areas.-.A.ccordlng to the new definition that 
was adopted for use in the 1950 Census, the urban population 
comprises all persons living in (a) places of 2,500 inhabitants or 
more incorporated as cities, boroughs, and villages, (b) incorpo
rated towns of 2,500 inhabitants or more except in New England, 
New York, and Wisconsin, where "towns" are simply minor civil 
divisions of counties, (o) the densely settled urban fringe, includ
ing both incorporated and unincorporated areas, around cities of 
50,000 or more, and (d) unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants 
or more outside any urban fringe. The remaining population is 
classified as rural. According to the old definition, the urban 
population had been limited to all persons living in incorporated 
places of 2,500 inhabitants or more and in areas (usually minor 

.. 
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Figure 4.-CENTER OF POPULATION: 195() AND 1940 
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Figure 5.-CENTER OF POPULATION: 1790 TO 1950 
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.civil divisions) Classified as urban under special rules relating to 
population size and density.• 

In both definitions, the most important component of the urban 
territory is the group of incorporated places having 2,500 inhabit· 
ants or more. A definition of urban territory restricted to such 
places would exclude a number of equally large and densely settled 
places, merely because they were not incorporated places. Under 
the old definition, an effort was made to avoid some of the more 
obvious omissions by ·the inclusion of the places classified as 
urban under special rules. Even with these rules, however, many 
large and closely built-up places were excluded from the urban 
territory. To improve the situation in the 1950 Census, the Bureau 
of the Census set up, in advance of enumeration, boundaries for 
urban-fringe areas around cities of 50,000 or more and for unln· 
corporated places outside urban fringes. All the population re
siding in urban-fringe areas and in unincorporated places of 2,500 
or more is classified as urban according to the 1950 definition. 
(Of course, the incorporated places of 2,500 or more in these 
fringes are urban in their own right.) Consequently, the special 
rules of the old definition are no longer necessary, For the con· 
venience of those who are interested in the trend of the urban and 
rural population, the 1950 population is shown in accordance with 
the old definition as well as in accordance with the 1950 definition. 
Although the Bureau of the Census has employed othe1· definitions 
in the course of its history, the statistics on the population by 
urban .and rural residence shown for years prior to 1940 are in 
substantial accordance with the 1940 definition. 

The count of urban places according to the new urban definition 
includes all incorporated places of 2,500 or more regardless of 
location and unincorporated places of 2,500 or more. Incorporated 
places of·fewer than 2,500 inhabitants which lie in the urban fringe 
are not recognized as urban places even though their population is 
counted as urban. Under the old definition, all incorporated places 
of 2,500 inhabitants or more and all areas classified as urban under 
special rules were recognized as urban places. Thus, although the 
urban population under tbe old definition was exactly the popula
tion living in urban places, the urban population under the new 
definition includes persons living in territory outside urban places, 
that is,. in incorporated places under 2,500 and unincorporated 
territory included in the urban-fringe areas. 

1I'he. i;ural population is by no means identical with the farm 
population, that is, the population living on farms. (The rural
nonfarm population of the United States exceeds the rural-farm 
population.) Practically all of the farm population, however, 
is rural. Statistics of the farm population will be 'presented in 
the Series P-B bulletins. 

Tb ere were· no urbanized areas delineated in the Territories or 
'possessions. The urban population in Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto 
Rico comprises all persons living in places of 2,500 inhabitants 
or more. 

Urban and rural population under the new and old.definitions.~ 
_Under the new urban-rural definition, 96,467,686 persons, or 64.0 
percent of the population of the United States, were classified as 
urb~n. The remaining 54,229,675 persons constituted tb.e ·.rural 

. • The areas urban under special rules in 1940 'were. of 8 types. Th.a 
1lrst type was limited to the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode ·island, in which States it is not the practice tci incorporate 
as m,unic!palitles places with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants. This type 
was made up of towns (townships) in which there was a v1llage or, thickly 
settled area having 2,500 inhabitants or more, and· which comprised, 
either by itself or when combined with other v!llages in the same town, 
more than 50 percent of the total population of the town. The second 
.type of .areas urban· under special rule was· made up of townships and 
other, political subdivisions (not incorporated as municipalitle!f nor COD• 

'tnintng any· areas so incorporated) with a total population of 10,000 or 
"lllore and a population density of 1,000 or more per square mile. The 
.third type of area urban under special rule consisted Of 7 places-1 in 
Vermont and .6 in Maine-which had been classified as urban places in 
11130 but about whose status as incorporated places som.e question -was 
raised In 1940. · · 

population. The urban population according to the old definition 
was 88,927,464, and the rural population was 61,769,897. 

The 1950 urban population according to the new urban definition 
consisted of the following: (a) the 86,550,941 inhabitants of the 
3,883 incorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or more; (7;) the 
1,994,727 inhabitants of the 401 unincorporated places of 2,500 
inhabitants or more; and (c) the 7,922,018 persons living in the 
urban-fringe areas but outside the incorporated places of 2,500 
or more. Under the old definition, the urban population consisted 
of the 86,550,941 inhabitants of the 3,883 incorporated places of 
2,500 inhabitants or more and the 2,876,523 persons living in 
140 of the areas classified as urban under special rules in 1940. 
(There were 141 such areas in 1940. One of the areas, Claremont 
town, Sullivan County, N. H., was incorporated as a city in 1948; 
and, consequently, was classified as urban because it was an 
incorporated place of 2,500 or more.) 

Table E presents a cross-classification of the population by 
urban and rural residence under the new and old urban-rural defi· 
nitions. As shown in this table, 88,589,867 persons were living in 
territory classified as urban under both definitions and 53,892,078 
were living in territory classified as rural under both definitions. 
Of the population classified as urban under both definitioni:i, 
86,550,941 were residents of incorporated places of 2,500 inhabit
ants or more. The remaining 2,038,926 of these persons were 
classified as urban under the old definition because of residence 
in places urban under special rules ; under the new definition 
1,718,422 were classified as urban because of residence in unin· 
corporated territory included in urban-fringe areas and 320,504 
because of residence in unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants 
or more. An additional 7,877,819 persons were classlfled as urban 
under the new definition, 6,203,596 because of residence in urban
fringe areas (577,992 of whom were living in incorporated places 
under 2,500 inhabitants and 5,625,604 in unincorporated territory) 
and 1,674,223 because of residence in unincorporated places of 
2,500 or more; these persons were included in the rural popula

·tion under the old definition. On the other hand, 337,597 persons 
living in the areas urban under special rules according to the old 
definition were included in the rural population according to the 
new definition. 

To summarize, the urban population under the new defiriition 
included 6,203,596 persons living in urban-fringe areas • ami 
1,674,223 persons living in unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabit
ants or more who would have been included in the rural popula
tion under.' the old definition. On the other hand, 337,597 persons 
living in areas urban under special rules according to the old defi
nition we~e classified as rural according to the new definition. 
The net increase in the urban population which resulted from the 
change in definition, therefore; is 7,540,222, or 5.0 percent of the 
total population of the United States. In terms of the population 
classified by urban and rural residence in accordance with the old 
definition, the change in definition resulted in an increase of 8Ji 
percent in the urban populatio~ and a decrease of 12.2 percent in 
the rural population (table 14):. , · , 

The population of the incorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants 
or more constituted 89.7 percent of the urban populil.tion under the 
new definition and 97.3 percent of the urban population under 
the old definition. The population living in other territory in the 
urban-fringe areas accounted for 8.2 percent of the urban popu· 
Iation under the new definition, and the population in unincor· 
porated' places of 2,500 inhabitants or more accounted for the 
·remaining 2.1 percent. 

Table 3 presents the.1950 and 1940 population of the 140 areas 
urban under speciai rules in 1940 (omitting Claremont) and 
the classification of their 1950 population by urban and rural 
residence in accordance w.ith the new definition. . Of the 140 
areas, o~ly 4 had all of their population classified as rui·al under 
the new definition, whereas· 21 had all of their population classi· 
fled as urban under the new definition. The 837,597 persons 
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TABLE E.-PoPULATION, URBAN AND RuRAL, AccORDING TO NEW 

AND OLD URBAN-RURAL DEFINITIONS: 1950 
[For description of new and old urban·rural definitions, see text] 

Typo of area and class of place In accord· 
ance with old urban definition 

T~ of area and class of Urban 
p ace in accordance with Total 
naw urban definition 

Iuoorpo· .Areas Rural urban 
Total rated under urban special places rules 

---
TotaL •••••••••• c ••••• 150, 697, 361 88, 927,464 86, 650, 941 2,376,523 61, 769, 897 ---

Urban, totaL •••. "·· ••• 96,467,686 88, 589, 8G7 86, 550, 941 2,038,926 7,877, 819 ---
Within urbanized areas .•••• 69,249, 148 63, 045, 552 61, 327, tao 1, 718,422 6,203, 596 

Incorporated places of 
2,500 or more, .......... 61, 327, 130 61, 327, 130 61, 327, 130 _______ ., __ ___ ,. ______ 

Incorporated places un-
Ji77, 992 577, 992 der 2,500 •••••••••••••.. ·i;7i8;422" ----------- i;7is;422· Unincorporated territory. 7,344,026 ................ ___ 5, 625, 604 

Outside urbanized areas .• 27,218,538 25, 544,315 25, 223,811 320,504 1, 674,223 
Incorporated places of 

2,500 or more ........... 25, 223,811 25, 223, 811 25, 223, 811 ---------- ----------
Trriincorporated places of 

1, 994, 727 320, 504 320, 604 1, 674, 223 2,600 or more ........... .. ..................... 
Rural, total.. .......... 54,229, 675 337, 597 .. ..................... 337,597 53,892, 078 

living in these areas who were included in the rural population 
according to the new definition amounted to about one-seventh 
of the total population of the areas. 

Trends in urban and rural population, 1790 to 1950.-Trends 
in the urban and rural population can be examined only on the 
basis of the old definition. On this basis, the urban population 
increased from 74,423,702 in 1.940 to 88,927,464 in 1950, and the 
rural population from 57,245,573 in 1940 to 61, 769,897 (table 15). 

FIGURE 6.-URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION OF THE UNITED 
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The gains of 14,503,762 in the urban, and 4,524,324 in the rural, 
population represented increases of 19.5 and 7.9 percent, respec· 
tlvely. The numerical gain in the urban population was second 
only to the increase of 14,796,850 recorded in the decade 1920 
to 1930 and marked the seventh consecutive decade in which the 
numerical increase in the urban population exceeded that in the 
rural population. The numerical increase in the rural population 
was the largest since the gain of 4,993,205 for the decade 1890 
to 1900. 

In 1790, 1 out of every 20 of the 3,929,214 inhabitants of the 
United States was living in urban territory (table 15). In every 
decade thereafter, with the exception of that from 1810 to 1820, 
the rate of growth of the urban population exceeded that of the 
rural population. By 1860, one out of five persons was included 
in the urban population. The process of urbanization continued 
in the following decades, and by 1920 the urban population 
exceeded the rural population. In 1950 about three out of every 
five persons were living in urban territory. · 

Places classified according to size.-There were 5 places of 
1,000,000 or more in 1950 ; 101 places of 100,000 to 1,000,000 ; 
378 places of 25,000 to 100,000; 3,800 places of 2,500 to 25,000 ; 
and 4,437 places of 1,000 to 2,500 (tables 5a, 5b, and K). On the 
other hand, the places of 1,000,000 or more contained 11.5 percent 
of the total population; those of 100,000 to 1,000,000, 17.9 percent; 
.those of 25,000 to 100,000, 11.8 percent; those of 2,500 to 25,000, 
17.6 percent; those of 1,000 to 2,500, 4.6 percent; and tl:J.e remain· 
Ing 36.6 percent lived in smaller places, the unincorporated parts 
·Of urban fringes, and the open country. If. we regarded each 
urbanized area as only one "place," the distribution would be 
somewhat differe.nt. For example, "places" of 1,000,000 or more 
.would then contain 25.1 percent of the population and areas out
side places of 1,000 or more would account for only $1.7 percent 
(table 5a). 

Again, historical comparisons of groups of places according to 
size can be made only in terms of the old urban definition (table 
5b). Population changes in the size-groups of largest places may 
be very great because the inclusion or exclusion of a single metrop
olis has a very marked effect. New York City first achieved a popu
lation of a million at the Census of 1880. At that time it included 
2.4 percent of the national population total. By 1950, the five 
places of this size-class included 11.5 percent of the total. Tho 
number of places in all but two size-groups has tended to increase 
steadily up through the latest census. The number of places 
of 250,000 to 500,000 has been about the same since 1930, but 
here there are too few cases for the determination of the recent 
tr.end. The number of incorporated places of less than 1,000 
has declined slightly since 1930. In terms of population, all size 
groups have a remarkably consistent history of growth, except, 
again, for the very smallest incorporated places. In terms of 
percentage of the total population accounted for, the picture is 
less consistent. In general, the larger size-classes have gained 
relative to the smaller ones, but there are several recent excep
tions. The peak proportion of the United States total was reached 
in 1930 for both cities of 1,000,000 or more and cities of 250,000 
to 500,000. Places of 5,000 to 10,000 represent the smallest class 
that has been increasing its share. Areas outside places of 1,000 
or more, which included 60.9 percent of the population in 1890, 
included only 37.4 percent in 1950. 

APPORTIONMENT 

Apportionment population.-The primary reason for the estab
lishment of the decennial census of population, as set forth in the 
Constitution, was to provide a basis for the apportionment of 
members of the House of Representatives among the several 
States. Such an apportionment has been made on the basis of 
every census from 1790 to 1950, except that of 1920. Prior to 
1870, the population basis for apportionment was the total free 
population of the States, omitting Indians not taxed, plus three
fifths of the number of slaves. After the apportionment of 1860 
the fractional count of the number of slaves, of course, disappeared 
from the procedure; and in 1940 it was determined that there were 
no longer any Indians who should be classed as "not taxed" under 
the terms of the apportionment laws. The 1940 and 1950 appor
tionments, therefore, were made on the basis of the entire popu
lation of the 48 States. All apportionments are made under the 
constitutional provision that each State should have at least one 
Representative, no matter how small its population. 
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The population base for apportionment and other significant 
items are shown in table F. The results of each apportionment, 
starting with the initial apportionment in 1789 and including those 
based on each census from 1790 to 1950, are shown by regions, 
divisions, and States in table 10. 

TABLE F.-PoPULATION BASE FOR APPORTIONMENT AND THE 

NuMBFR OF REPRESENTATIVES APPORTIONED: 1790 To 1950 

Number Ratio of ap-
Date of Pogulation of Repre- portionment 

Census year p'.l£ulation apportionment aso 1 sen ta- to cprcsent- act tives 1 atives . 
1950 .•• - ------------ ------ 149, 895, 183 435 . 344, 587 Nov. 15, 1941 • 
1040 ••.••....•.. -----~--- - 131, 006, 184 435 301, 164 NOV. 15, 1941. 
1930 •• - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - -- 122, 003, 455 435 280, 675 June 18, 1029. 
1920 .. --- - - - - - - - --- -- -- - - - (') 435 (3) (') 
1910 •.. ------------ ------ - 91, 603, 772 435 210, 583 Aug. 81 1911. 

1900 ••• ------ ------------- 74, 562, 608 386 193, 167 Jan. 16, 1901. 
1890 ••• ---------- --- - ----- 61, 908, 906 356 173, 901 Feb. 7, 1891. 
1880 ••. ----- --- - - -- - - -- - - - 49, 371, 340 325 151, 912 Feb. 25, 1882. 
1870 .•• -- - --- --- --- - --- - - - 38, 115, 641 292 130, 533 Feb. 2, 1872.• 
1860 .•••••• ------ --- ------ 29, 550, 038 241 122, 614 May 23, 1850.' 

1850 .•.• ---- --- - - -- - ---- - - 21, 766, 691 234 93, 020 May 23, 1850.• 
1840 ••• -------- --------"-- 15, 008, 376 223 71,338 J unc 25, 1842, 
1830 .••••••• --- ----------- 11, 930, 987 240 49, 712 May 22, 1832. 
1820 ••. -- -- - ---- --- - - -- - - - 8, 972, 396 

' 
213 42, 124 Mar. 7, 1822. 

1810 ••••••• - - -- -- --- - - --- - 6, 584, 231 181 36, 377 Dec. 21, 1811. 
1800 .•• --- - - - -- -- --- ----- - 4, 879, 820 141 34, 609 Jan. 14, 1802. 
1700 .•• - - -- -- -- - - -- - - --- -- 3, 615, 823 105 34, 436 Apr.14, 1792, 
.. ------- ,. ___ --- .. --- ------- ............................. 65 7 30, 000 Constitution, 1789. 

1 Excludes the popull\tion of the District of Columbia, the population of the Terri
tories, the number of Indians not taxed, and (prior to 1870) two-fifths of the slave 
population. 

•This number Is the actual number apportioned at the heg!nnlng of the decade. 
3 No apportionment was made after the Census of 1920. 
'Amended hy act of May 30, 1872. 
• Amended by the act of Mar. 4, 1862. 
• Amended by aot of Ju17 ao, 1852. . 
1 The minimum ratio o population to Representatives stated In the Constitution 

(art. 1, sec. 2). 

The first attempt to make provision for automatic reapportion
ment was inclucled in the act for the taking of the Seventh and 
subsequent censuses (approved May 23, 1850). By specifying the 
number of Representatives to be assigned and the method to be 
used, it was hoped to eliminate the need for a new act qf Congress 
every clecacle and. assure an equitable distribution of Representa
tives. When this Census Act was superseded in 1879, the auto
matic feature was discontinued, and the method of computing 
the apportionment was determined by Congress on each occasion 
up to 1910. · 

No apportionment was made after the Census of 1920, the 
apportionment of 1910 remaining in effect. In 1929, when the 
act for the taking of the Fifteenth and subsequent censuses was 
under consideration, it seemed desirable to incorporate some 
provision which might prevent the repetition . of the 1920 expe
rience. A section was, therefore, included in the act \vhich pro
vided, for the 1930 and subsequent censuses, that unless Congress 
within a specified time enacted. legislation providing for appor
tionment on a different basis, the apportionment should be made 
automatically by the method last used.· In accordance with this 
act, a report was submitted by the President to Congress on 
December 4, 1930, showing the apportionment computations both 
by the method of major' fractions (which was the one used, in 
1910) and by the method of equal proportions. In 1931, in the 
absence of additional legislation, the automatically effective ap
portionment followed the method of major fractions. 

The Censuses of 1940 and 1950 were taken under the same law 
as the Census of 1930, but in 1941 this law was amended to the 
effect that apportionments based on the 1940 and subsequent cen
suses should be made by the method of equal proportions. In 
the application of this method, the Representatives are so assigned 
that the average population per Representative has the least 
possible relative variation between one State and any other. 

Changes in number of Representatives, 1940 to 1950.-As a 
result of the. apportionment based on th.e 1950 Census, seven States 

gained Representatives and nine States lost Representatives. The 
largest gain was made by Califol'llia, which gained seven Repre
sentatives. Florida gained two ; and Maryland, Michigan, Texas, 
Virginia, and Washington each gained one. The nine States losing 
Representatives were: Pennsylvania, three; Missouri, New York, 
and Oklahoma, two each; and Arkansas, Illinois, Kentucky,. Mis
sissippi, and Tennessee, one each. 

REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES 

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.-For purposes of providing 
summary figures at levels intermediate between those for the 
United States and those for an individual State, regions and geo
graphic divisions have been used in recent censuses. The latter 
type of area represents a grouping of contiguous States, and 
regions in turn are composed of groups of divisions. The com
ponent States of each division are indicated on the map which 
appears on page rv. 

As in earlier periods, the West led the four regions of the 
United States in rate of population growth duringthe last 10 years. 
Between 1940 and 1950 the west had a 40.9 percent increase in 
population, whereas no other region increased by more than 13.3 
percent (table 7) . Throughout the last 100 years, census returns 
consistently have pointed to the West as the region outstripping 
all others in rate of population gain. Now, for the first time, 
the numerical intercensal increase in the population of the West, 
5,678,260, has also exceeded the numerical increase in any other 
region. Most of the increase in the West, 4,753,265, took place 
in the Pacific Division. In the Mountain Division the increase was 
only 924,995, or somewhat less than one-sixth of the gain for the 
region. The Pacific and Mountain Divisions surpassed all other 
divisions with respect to rate of population increase in the last 
10 years, the former having an increase of 48.8 percent, and the 
latter an increase of 22.3 percent. 

Second among the regions with respect to both amount and rate 
of population increase was the South, which had a gain of 
5,531,187, or 13.3 percent. Much of this gain took place in the 
South Atlantic Division, which increased by 3,359,184, or 18.8 per
cent, and in the West South Central Division, which gained 
1,473,047, or 11.3 percent. In the East South Central Division 
there was only a relatively small increase, 698,956, or 6.5 percent. 
The South had a number of States with populatiOn losses ; three of 
the four States which had population losses were in this region. 

The remaining two regions, the North Central and Northeast, 
had moderate rates of increase. The population of the North 
Central Region increased by 4,317,430, or 10.8 percent, and the 
Northeast by 3,501,209, or 9.7 percent. In the North. Central 
Region the large increase occurred in the East North Central 
Division, which gained 3,773,026, or 14.2 percent. .The West North 
Central Division increased, but by only 544,404, or 4.0 percent. 
In the Northeast the bulli: of the population increase took place 
in the already heavily populated Middle Atlantic. Division, which 
gained 2,624,046, or 9.5 percent. 

The population counts from the 1950 Census show New York 
to be the most populous, and Nevada to be the least populous, 
State, just as has been the case since 1890. In between these 
extremes, however, there has been a considerable rearrangement 
of the rank of the States with respect to total population (table 
11). Thirteen States and the District of Columbia now rank 
higher than in 1940, whereas 22 other States have dropped in rank 
during the last 10 years. California had the most conspicuous 
change in rank, progressing from fifth place in 1940 to second 
place. in 1950. Florida and Washington each moved seven posi
tions upward in rank, Arizona six positions upward, and Mary
land and Virginia each four positions upward. On the other 
hand, Arkansas had a sharp drop in rank with respect to total 
population, falling from twenty-fourth to thirtieth place, and 
West Virginia dropped from twenty-fifth to twenty-ninth place. 
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California surpassed all other States with respect to both 
amount and rate of population increase (table 12). Between 
1940 and 1950, California had a population increase of 3,678,836, 
or 53.3 percent; Oregon and Washington had increases of 39.6 
percent and 37.0 percent, respectively. .Arizona, Nevada, New 
Mexico, and Utah formed a second area of rapid population 
increase, with recorded gains ranging from 25.2 percent for Utah 
to 50.1 percent for .Arizona. .A third center of heavy population 
increase is located in and near the seat of the United States Gov
ernment. The District of Columbia, Maryland, and Virginia each 
had increases of more than 20 percent. Florida, Michigan, and 
Texas, with rates of increase of 46.1, 21.2, and 20.2 percent, 
respectively, were the only other States which bad population 
increases of one-fifth or more. The rate of increase in the popu
lation of Florida was in marked contrast to the rates in the 

neighboring States of Georgia and .Alabama, which had increases 
of 10.3 and 8.1 percent, respectively, 

Only four States, Arkansas, Mississippi, North Dakota. and 
Oklahoma, had population losses. Three of these States were in 
the South and one in the North Central Region; all four States. 
were predominantly rural. 

Area and density.-Among the regions, the West contained 
approximately 40 percent of the total land area of the country 
and 13.0 of the total population in 1950, whereas the Northeast 
with about 5 percent of the land area contained approximately 26 
percent of the population. The South accounted for about 30 
percent of the land area of the country and also about 30 percent 
of the population. The corresponding figures for the North Cen
tral States were 25 and 30 percent, respectively. In 1950 there 
were 241.2 persons per square mile in the Northeast; 58.8 in the 

Figure 7.-POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND REGIONS: 1790 TO 1950 
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North Central States; 53.7 in the South; .and 16.6 in the West 
{taple 9). 

The Middle Atlantic Division led the other divisions with a 
density of 300.1 persons per. square mile of land area, followed by 
New England with a density of 147.5 and the East North Central 
Division with a density of 124.1. The figures on density for the 
i·emaining divisions were all less than 100; and the figure for the 
Mountain Division, 5.9, was the lowest among all divisions. 

The District of Columbia, which is also the city of Washington, 
bad a density of 13,150.5 persons per square mile in 1950. Among 
the States, there were three-Rhode Island, New Jersey, and 
Massachusetts-with population densities ranging from 596.2 to 
748.5. For Connecticut, New York, Maryland, and Pennsylvania 
densities ranged from 233.1 to 409.7; and densities of from 108.7 
to 193.8 occurred in the follow!ng States: Ohio, Delaware, Illinois, 
Michigan, and Indiana. The population per square mile was less 
than 10.0 in North and South Dakota and in each of the Mountain 
States except Colorado. 

Shifts in the ranking of States with respect to density in the 
period between 1900 and 1950 have not, in general, been very 
marked. The District of Columbia, Rhode Island, New Jersey, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut have occupied one or another of 
the first five places at each of the six decennial censuses in the 
50-year period under consideration. Likewise, during the same 
period Arizona, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and Nevada 
-0ccupied the last five places. There were, however, some excep
tions. Between 1900 and 1950 California rose from thirty-seventh 
to twentieth place, and Florida, from thirty-sixth to twenty· 
13eventh place. On the other hand, Missouri dropped from seven· 
teenth to twenty-sixth place. 

Among the larger Territories and possessions, Alaska with only 
-0.2 persons per square mile in 1950 was less densely settled than 
Nevada (1.5), the lowest ranking State. Hawaii was about 
ss densely settled as Tennessee; and Puerto Rico, although pre
dominantly rural, was as densely settled as New Jersey. 

Urban arid rural population under new definitions.-The North
-east, with an urban population amounting to nearly 80 percent 
of the total population of the region, led all other regions in the 
riercentage of the population classified as urban under the new 
i1efinition (table 15). The percentages of the total population 
classified as urban in the West and in the North Central Regions 
were about 69.8 and 64.1, respectively; and slightly less than one· 
half (48.6 percent) of the population of the South was urban. 
Jn the Middle Atlantic, New England, and Pacific Divisions, the 
urban population comprised 75 percent or more of the total popu
lation, whereas in the South Atlantic and East South Central 
·Divisions the corresponding percentages were 49.1 and 39.1, 
.I"espectively. In the remaining divisions, the percentage urban 
ranged from 52.0 in th.e West North Central Division to 69.7 in 
.the East North Central Division. 

There were four States-New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island-among which the percentage of the popula
tion classified as urban varied from 84.3 to 86.6 (table G). This 
group of States was followed by three States-California, Con
necticut, and Illinois-in which this percentage varied from 77.6 to 
80.7. At the lower end of the distribution, the percentage urban 
for North Dakota was 26.6 and for Mississippi, 27.9. For an addi
tional group of States-Arkansas, South Dak?ta, North Carolina, 
West Virginia, Vermont, South Carolina, and Kerituck~-tbis per
centage varied from 33.0 to 36.8. The· range in the remaining 
32 States was from 42.9. percent for I.claho to 70.7 percent in 
Michigan. The District of Columbia is completely urban. 

Effects of change in urban deilnition.-The net number of 
persons shifted to the urban population by the change in the 
urban-rural definition ·amoiinted to 5.0 percent of the total popu
lation of the United States (table 14). Among the regions, it 
ranged from 10.6 percent in the West to 3.4 in the North Central 

Region. For both the Northeast and the South, this .Percentage 
was 4.6-slightly less than the national figure. 

Among the divisions, the net transfer of population from rural 
to urban effected by the change in the urban-rural definition was 
least in New England, where it amounted to 1.9 percent of the 
total population. This low figure reflects the fact that, although 
the change in definition in thls division had the effect of including 
in the urban classification territory whlch was ru.ral under the 
old definition, considerable portions of the towns which had been 
urban under special rules according to the old definition were 
shifted into the rural category. As a result, the net gain by 
reclassification in urban· population was small. The greatest 
net effect of the change in urban definition occurred in the 
Pacific Division in which 12.1 percent of the total population was 
transferred from rural to urban. 

In three States-North Dakota, Vermont, and Wyoming-the 
change in the urban-rural definition had no effect on the distribu
tion of the population by urban and ru.ral residence. 

Massachusetts and Rhode Island stand in marked contrast 
to the other States in which the urban and rural distribution of the 
population was affected by the change in definition. In these 
States the net effect of this change was to transfer 3.5 percent 
and 4.2 percent of the total population, respectively, from the 
urban to the rural classification. Among all the remaining States, 
however, the change in urban df;lflnition resulted in net shifts of 
population in the opposite direction, that is, from the rural to 
the urban category. These shifts ranged from 19.0 percent of 
the total population of Arizona to 0.1 percent of South Dakota. 

A comparison of those States in which 10 percent or more of the 
total population was transferred to the urban category by. the 
change in definition-Arizona, Delaware, Mar~1land, California, 
Connecticut, and Maine-with those States in which the corre
sponding figure was less than 1 percent or in which there was 
no change-Montana, Iowa, Minnesota, Arkansas, Mississippi, 
South Dakota, North Dakota, Wyoming, and Vermont-suggests 
that, in general, the effects of the change were large· in tl1ose 
States in which population growth had been relatively great be· 
tween 1940 and 1950 and in which the percent urban under the 
old definition was refatively high. Since the change in definition 
involved the shift of thicltly settled areas f1·om the rural to the 
urban classification, these relationships are to be expected. A 
relatively high concentration of urban population increases the 
potential size of the "suburban'' population which may be con~ 
verted to urban under the new definition; and, in a period, such 
as the decade 1940 to 1950, when population growth is concen
trated in suburban areas, this potentiality is realized in those 
States with large increases in population. 
· The situation is complicated, of course, by variations in State 

practices with respect to incorporation and annexation. If these 
two processes have followed closely on the heels of concentrated 
settlement, then little difference between the urban and rural dis
tribution of the population of a State under the old and new defini
tions is to be expected, If, however, the development of new areas 
of concentrated settlement is not recognized by annexation or 
incorporation, the difference created by the change in definition 
wlll be large. A further complication arises in connection with 
the minor civil divisions which were urban under special rules 
according to the old definition. The use of whole minor civil 
divisions as units required the inclusion of their sparsely settled 
areas. Under the greater refinement of the new definition, these 
sparsely settled areas reverted to rural territory with the result 
that in Rhode Island and Massachusetts the change in definition 
resulted in a net increase in population classified as rural. 

11,ank of States under new and old urban-rural dcfinitions.-In 
1950. under the old urban-rural defiqition, the District of Oolumbia, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New York, and New Jersey occupied, 
in that order, the first five ranks in the array of States according 
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to percentage of urban population (table G). Arrayed in the 
order of percent urban under the new definition, these same States 
still occupied the first five places, but Rhode Island and Massachu· 
setts, which ranked second and third under the old definition, 
dropped to :fifth and fourth place under the new, and New York 
and New Jersey rose to third and second place, respectively. This 
shift reflects the fact that Rhode Island and Massachusetts were 
the only States in which the change in urban definition resulted 
in a net decrease in the urban population, whereas in New Jersey 
and New York it resulted in the usual net increase in urban 
population. 

The gl'eatest increases in rank brought about by the change in 
definition occurred in Arizona, which rose from fortieth to twenty
fourth place; Delaware, which rose from thirtieth to eighteenth 
place; and Maryland, which rose from twentieth to twelfth place. 

Trends in the urban and rural population, 194() to 1950.
Trends in the urban and rural population can be examined only 
on the basis of the old urban-rural definition. Among the re
gions, the patterns of urban and rural increase were quite diverse 
(table Hi). In the West, the urban and rural percentages of 
increase were fairly similar, 42.5 and 38.6, respectively; whereas 
in the South the corresponding percentages were 35.9 and 0.2. The 
:figures for the North Central Region indicate an intermediate posi
tion with a rate of increase for the urban population of 15.2 
percent and a rate of increase for the rural population of 4.5 per
cent. In the Northeast, however, the rural rate of increase, 17.9 
percent, was more than twice as large as the urban rate, 
7.2 percent. 

The geographic divisions fall into several fairly distinct types 
with respect to patterns of change in the urban and rural popula-

tion during the decade. The West North Central, East South 
Central, and West South Central Divisions were characterized 
by substantial rates of growth in urban areas and by actual 
losses in rural areas. In the South Atlantic and Mountain Divi
'sions, both the urban and rural populations increased but the 
"'urban rate of growth was considerably greater than the rural 
·rate. In the East North Central Division, the urban and rural 
rates of growth were of about the same magnitude and not appreci
ably different from the rate of growth of the total population of 
the country as a whole. The figures for the component divisions 
of the Northeast, the New England and Middle A.tlantic Divisions, 
showed rural rates of increase in e:xcess of urban rates, as did tho 
:figures for the Pacific Division. 

The rates of urban and rural increase among the States ( exclu
sive of the District of Columbia) show a similar type of variability. 
There were 17 States in which there were substantial rates of 
increase in the urban population but decreases in the rural popu
lation. This group of States includes the four States-Arkansm1, 
Mississippi, North Dakota, and Oklahoma-in which the total 
population decreased during the decade; and, even in these States, 
the rates of urban increase ranged from 24.9 percent in North 
Dakota to 42.9 percent in Arkansas. There were 18 States in 
which both the urban and the rural population increased and iu 
which the urban rate of growth exceeded the rural rate of growth. 
In the remaining 13 States-California, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New Yorit, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island-tho 
rural rate of increase exceeded the urban rate. In these last 
States, it is likely that the direction of the difference would have 
been reversed in most cases if the new definition could have been 
used over the decade. 

Figure 8.-PERCENT URBAN BY STATES: 1950 . 
[Based on classification in accordance with new urban-rural definition] 
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Figure 9.-PERCENT INCREASE IN URBAN POPULATION BY STATES: 1940 TO 1950 
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[Based on classification in accordance with old urban-rural definition} 

Figure 10.-PERCENT INCREASE IN RURAL POPULATION BY STATES: 1940 TO 1950 
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In summary, the . urban population increased in evel'y State 
during the decade ending in 1950. !tis aisoapparent that the. 
slow rate of growth or actual decline.in the total population of the 
central areas of the country was primarily a function of decreases 
or slight increases in the rural population. Finally, the general 
character oithe areas-regions, divisions, and States-where the 
rural rate of g1·owth during the decade exceeded the urban rate 
(which means, of course, that the urban population constituted 
a smaller percentage of the total population in 1050 than it had in 
1940) suggests that the higher rates of rural increase reflect 
suburban development rather than any upsurge in the farm or 
village population. 

places, respectively. The greatest gains in rank during the 50-year 
period. were made by Texas, which rose from thirty-fourth place 
in 1900 to thirteenth place in ;1950, and by Oklahoma .which roi::"' 
from forty-seventh to twenty-sixth place. 

ltank of States by percent urban, 1900 to 1950.-In 1900 the 
District of Columbia, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New York, 
and New Jersey occupied the first firve places among the States 
ranked with respect to the percent of the population classitl.ed as 
urban (table G). In 1950, under the old urban-rural definition, 
these five still occupied the first ranks, and in the same order. The 
next five places were held in 1900 by Connecticut, Pennsylvania, 
Illinois, California, and Maryland. By 1950, under the old defini
tion, Maryland and Connecticut had dropped to the twentieth 
and eleventh ranks, respectively; and they had been replaced by 
Ohio and Michigan, which have. risen from twelfth and sixteenth 

The five lowest ranking States in 1900 were Arkansas, Missh1• 
sippi, Oklahoma, North Dakota, and Idaho. Of these States, 
Oklahoma had risen to twenty-sixth place by 1950, Idaho to 
thirty-eighth place, and Arkansas to fortycfourth place. In the 
same period West Virginia, South Carolina, and North Carolina 
had dropped from fortieth, forty-fiTst, and forty-fourth places, 
respectively, to positions among the last five ranks. Losses of 
10 or more ranks between 1900 and 1950 occurred in the follow· 
ing States: Delaware, Kentucky, Montana, Maine, Maryland, Ver· 
mont. In no instances do these declines in rank represent a 
decrease in the proportion of the population classified as urban 
during the 50-year period; rather, they represent relatively low 
rates of increase in the proportion urban. 

State origins and boundaries.-Since 1790, not only have there 
been changes in the boundaries of the Thirteen Original States, 
but the whole process of converting newly acquired areas, first 
into Territories and then into States, involved a considerqble 
number of boundary changes before the State boundaries, as they 
now exist, were established. The history of major changes. as 

Table G.-RANK OF STATES ACCORDING TO PERCENT OF POPULATION CLASSIFIED AS URBAN: 1950 AND 1900 

Rank New urban-rural definition 

State 

1 District of Oolumbla. ______________________ _ 

~ ~=: ~~~W.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
4 Massachusetts----~--"-~-- ______ : __ --~-----~-
5 Rhode Island _____________________ ·.~--------

0 California _____________________________ : ____ _ 

7 Connecticut.. .• --------·-···---------------· 
8 Illinois •• -------- --- • ---· ····------ -----·· •.• 
9 Michigan _______ --------·_--------- __ -------· 

10 Pennsylvania •••••• -------------------------

11 Ohio. --- - ------- -----··-·-------- -----------u W1~W!~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
14 Utah •. : ••••••• -----------------------------_ 
15 Washington---------------------------------

16 Texas.---------------------·--------·---- __ _ 17 Colotado ________ ----- ____________________ • __ 
18 Delaware. __ --------- ______ . _______ ------·--
19 Missour'------------------------------------· 
20 Indiana •• ·-·------------------ _______ -- ___ •• 

21 
22 
23 
24 

: 25 

Wisconsln ...... ~------.---------------------
~:~a~~1:'.:_~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Arfaona _______________ --------------·--·----
Loulslaua ___ --- _____ ---- _____ • __ ----. ______ _ 

26 Minnesota._. __ -----------------------------

~~ ~a~~~:::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 29 Mnlne .•• ___________ c _______________________ _ 

30 Oklahoma _____ "-·---------------------------

' 31 
32 
33 

: 34 
: 35 

: 36 
i 37 
. 38 
' 39 
: 40 

New Mexico ______________________________ ---

ro~~~-~~--::::::::: == :::::::::::::: :: ::::::: 
~1~~~~~-a::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Georgia._.----_-----------·----... _--· _____ _ 
Tennessee ______________ ., ____ --·-----------~ Alabama _________________________________ , __ 

~~%~~~~: :: : ::::::::: :: : : :::::: ::: :::::: :: :: 

1950 

Percent 
urban 

100.0 
86.6 
85.5 
84.4 
84.3 

. 80. 7 
77. 6 
77. 6 
70. 7 
70. 5 

70. 2 
69. 0 
65. 5 
65.3 
63. 2 

62. 7 
62, 7 
62. 6 
61.5 
59. g 

57. g 
57.5 
57.2 
55.5 
54, 8 

Old urban·rural definition 

State 

District of Oolumbla _______________________ _ 
Rhode IslAnd; __ ; __ ---~---------------------
Massachusetts.----·-----------------··------New York ____ --·-- _ _. _____________ ---··-- ---Now Jersey._; _____ _. _______________________ _ 

Illlnols.---------------------------------·---Oal!foruia. -_ ---- _________ --·- ______________ _ 
0 hlo •. __ ------- _________________ • __________ _ 
Pennsylvania.-----·---------·--·-----------Michigan ___________________________________ _ 

Oonnecticut__ __________ ---- --- . -- -- - . -- -- ---
U tab _______ -------- •• ______ -·-----.--· _____ _ 
Texas _______ ------- __________________ ---- __ _ 
Missouri.. __ , _______________________ ••. ___ ,_. 
Colorado __ --- -·--·-- ____ ---_ ~- -__ •• ________ _ 

Florida _____________________ ----- ___________ _ 

~~Ya!~~~~'.~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Wisconsin. - ____ -----_ ---- ___ . --·--- ________ _ 
Maryland. ---_ ---- ---- _________________ -·--_ 

Minnesotn ______ ------ _________ • ______ . _____ _ 

~:~~~~-t~-~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Louisiana ___ ----- --- ________________ -·- _ .• __ 
Wyoming __ ~-----------------------_--------

54. 5 Oklahoma ________________________ , _________ _ 

53. 9 Oregon.--------------'-------------·-··-----
52.1 Kansas.-------------------------------------
51. 7 Iowa.----------------------··---------------
51, o Delaware .• ---------------------------------

50. 2 New Mexlco •.•• •----------------------------
49, 8 Nebraska._---------------------------------
47. 7 Montana------------------------------------

!~:~ ¥J;~~ia:::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::: 
45. 3 Georgia.------~----------------~------------44. l Alubama ______ ; ____________________________ _ 
43. 8 Idaho _______________ -----------------·-----· 
43. 7 Tennessee ••. --------------------------------
42. 9 Arizona.--------------------------------·---

36. 8 
36. 7 
36.4 
34.6 
33. 7 

Vermont-----------------------·--·---------
Kentucky _____ ---- - ___ -_ ---___ --------- -- __ _ 
South Dakota ..• - _____________ --- •• -·-- _. __ _ 

~~~f~l:~lliia::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::: 

Percent 
urban 

100.0 
88.4 
87. 9 
80.2 
79;6 

74. 5 
67.1 
66.4 
65.8 
64.3 

64.1 
59. 9 
59. 8 
57. 9 
57.4 

56. 5 
56. 5 
56, 4 
55. 5 
54.4 

53.9 
53. 6 
52.5 
50. 8 
49. 8 

1900 

State 

District of Columbia. _______________________ · 
Rhode Island.------------------·--------- __ Massachusetts ______ --- _______ •• ___________ -· 
New York----------------- __ ------------ __ _ 
New Jersey._--~:------------------ -- -------

Connecticut ____ -_ ---- ---_ -- • _. -•• ____ --_ - --_ 
Pennsylvania.--------- ________________ • ___ _ 
Illlnols __________________________ • ·- __ . _____ _ 
California ________ ------ _________ • __________ _ 
Maryland. ___ -------- __ --· ____ • ____________ _ 

Colorado __ •• --- ____ •• _________ -- --- _____ - __ _ 
Ohio ___ ------------- ____________ --- ________ _ 

~:is!~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Washington. _______ -_ ---- _______________ • __ _ 

~:;~i~~~::: ::: :::::::::: :: : : :: : : :: : : : ::: :: : 
Utah _______ ---- ---- -- -_ -- • _________________ _ 
MissonrL •••••• -- -- -- ---- -- -- ----- --- ----- --Montana ___ --- _____ ----- --· ••. __ ·--________ _ 

Indiana ___ .---------- ____ -- _______________ • _ 
Minnesota ____ ----_ - --- _________ •• ____ ., ____ _ 
Maine •• ____ --------- _____ . ______ • __________ • 

i~!~~ii(i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
49. 6 Loulslana.----------------------- -----------
48. l Iowa----------------------------------------
47. 4 Nebraska. - ---------------------------------
46. 9 Kansas .•.• ----------------------------------
46. 5 Vermont------------------------------------

46. 2 
45.8 
42.8 
41. 0 
40. 3 

40. l 
40. l 
39.8 
38.4 
36. 5 

~~~~i~.:V.-:::: ::::: :: : ::: : : : : : : :::: ::::: :: : : 
¥~';~~!~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
N cvada. ___ -------- ___ ·-·-_________________ _ 

Tennessee------------·--------------------·-Arlzona. ___ ---- ________________ • ___ • _______ _ 

~~~~iiiiii<>::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
West Virginia. __ ----------· -.-c---------------

36. 4 South Carollna •••• --------------------------
33. 5 Alabama.-------~--------------------~-~----' 33.1 South Dakota ______________________________ _ 
32. 3 North Carolina __ -----·----·-----------------
31. 9 Arkansas .• ------------~---------------------
30. 5 MisslsslppL _________________ , ______ c ______ _ 

28. 8 Oklahoma.---------------------·-------'----
27. 6 North Dakota-------------------------~-----26. 6 Idaho ___________________ _. ______ ~_; ___ ~------

Percent 
urban 

100.0 
88.3 
86.0 
72. 0 
70. 6 

59.9 
54. 7 
04.3 
52.3 
49.8 

48.3 
48.1 
46. 7 
46.4 
40.8 

39.3 
38. 2 
38.1 
36.3 
34. 7 

34.3 
34. l 
33. 5 
32.2 

.28.8 

26.5 
25.6 
23. 7 
22.4 
22. l 

. 21.8 
20.3 
18.3 
17. l 
17.0 

'16.2 
15.9 
15.6 
14.0 
13. l 

12.8 
11.9 
10.2 
9.9 
8.5 

7. 7 
' 7.4 

7.3 
6.2 

f 
i 
I 
I 
!, 

i 
I 
I 
I 
I 

l 
l 
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they relate to the 48 States and the District of Columbia as now 
constituted is outlined below : e 

.AZabdma.-Alabama was organized as a Tei'ritory in 1817 
from the eastern part of Mississippi Territory and was admitted 
to the Union in 1819 as the twenty-second State with boundaries 
as at present. · 

Arizona.-Arizo:ria was organized as a Territory in 1863 from 
the western part of the Territory of New Mexico. Part of the 
Territory was annexed in 1866 by Nevada, leaving the Territory 
with boundaries the saine as those of the present State. Arizona 
was admitted to tlle Union in 1912 as the forty-eighth State. 

Arkansas.-,Arkansas was organized as a Territory in 1819 
with boundaries which also included most of the present area of 
Oklahoma. The area of the Territory was reduced in 1824 and 
1828 to substantially the present boundaries of the State. It was 
admitted to the Union as the twenty-fifth State in 1836 with 
boundaries substantially as at present. 

OaZifornia.-California was organized as a State from a part 
of the area acquired from Mexico in 1848 and was admitted to the 
Union in 1850 as the thirty-first State with boundaries as at 
present. 

OoZorado;-Colorado was organized as a Territory in 1861 
from parts <if Kansas, Nebraska, New Mexico, and Utah Terri· 
tories. In 1876, without change in boundaries and with boundaries 
as at present, it was ·a:d'mitted to the Union as the thirty-eighth 
State. . · · 

001inecticut.-Oonnecticut was one of the Thirteen Original 
States. · . 

Delaware.-Delaware was one of the l:rhirteen Original States. 
District of Ool1tmbia.-The District of Columbia, formed from 

territory ceded by Maryland and Virgiµia, was established as the 
seat of the Federal Government in accordance with acts of Con, 
gress passed in l't9o·and 1791. Its boundaries, as defined in 1791, 
included the present area, together with about 30 square miles in 
Virginia. ·In 1846 the area south of the Potomac Riv.er was retro· 
ceded to Virginia, leaving tb,e District of Columbia with its present 
limits. · · 

. FZorida.-Florida was organized as a Territory in 1822, with 
boundaries as at present, from the area purchased from Spain in 
1819 and transferred to the United States in 1821. It was admitted 
to the Union in 1845 as the twenty-seventh State. 

Georuia.-:-Georgia was one of the Thirteen Original States. 
At the close of the Revolution, it included territory extending 
westward to the Mississippi River, constituting most of the area 
now in Alabama and Mississippi. In 1798 part of this area was 
organized as the Territory of Mississippi. In 1802 Georgia ceded 
to the United States all its claims to the region west of its present 
western boundary and acquired a small strip of land along its 
northern boundary. These changes left the State with its present 
boundaries. 

Iclaho.-Idaho was organized as a. Territory in 1863. Its 
area was reduced in 1864 by the organization of Montana Ter· 
ritory and in 1868 by the organization of Wyoming Territory. 
Idaho attained its present boundaries "in 1873 with the transfer 
of six square miles to Montana following a resurvey of the. Con
tinental Divide. Idaho was admitted to the Union in 1890 as 
the forty-third State, 

IZZinois.-IlUno.is, organized as a Territory in 1809 from 
the western part of Indiana Territory, comprised at that time all 
of t~e present State of Illinois, almost all of Wisconsin, and parts 
of. Michigan and Minnesota. In 1818 that portion of the Ter
ritory lying within the present boundaries of Illinois was admitted 
to the Union as the twenty-first State. 

Indiana.-The Territory of Indiana was organized from the 
western part of the Territory Northwest of the River Ohio in 1800, 
at which time it comprised nearly all of the present State of 
Indiana, together with an area now constituting Illinois, Wiscon· 
sin, northeastern Minnesota, and western Michigan. In 1802 an 
area now constituting the remainder of Michig(ln was added, and 
in 1802 and 1803 mtnor revisions of the eastern boundary took 
place. The area of the Territory was greatly reduced . by the 
organization of Michigan Territory iii 1805 and of Illinois Terri
tory in 1809. In 1816, with the addition of a small strip of land 

•For maps showing the· boundaries of the states and Territories at 
each census from that of 1790 to that of 1900, see U. S. Bureau of the 
Census, Washington, D. C., .4 Oent11r11 of Pop11lation Growth, U. S. Gov
ernment Printing Omce, 1909. For a detailed discussion ef chnnges In the 
boundarl~s of the States, see U. S. Department of the Interior, Geological 
Survey Bulletin 817, Bo11ndaries, Areas, Geograp/Uo Oenters, an·a Altitudes 
of the United /iltates and the several Stat~, u. S. Government Printing 
OJllce, Washington, D. C., 1930. 

along the northern. boundary and the separation of an area in 
the Upper Peninsula, Indiana was admitted to the Union as the 
nineteenth State with boundaries as at present . 

Iowa.-Iowa was organized as a Territory in 1838 with 
boundaries that included, in addition to the present area of the 
State, the eastern parts of the present States of North Dakota 
and South Dakota and the western part of the present State of 
Minnesota. Iowa was admitted to the Union in 1846 as the 
twenty-ninth 'state with boundaries substantially as at present. 

Kansas.-The area now comprising Kansas and part of Colo· 
rado was organized as the Territory of Kansas in 1854, ilnd 
in 1861 that portion of the Territory lying within the present 
boundaries of Kansas was admitted to the Union ·as the thirty
fourth State. 

Kentuclay.-Kentucky, originally a part of Virginia, was 
admitted to the Union in 1792 as the fifteenth State with b<iund· 
aries substantially as at present. 

Louisiana.-The greater part of the area now constituting 
Louisiana was organized in 1804 as the Territory of Orleans. It 
included at that time the Baton Rouge District-tlmt part of 
the present State lying east of the Mississippi River-but excluded 
the southwestern part of the present State-that P!!-rt lying west 
of the Louisiana Purchase boundary. In 1812 all the present 
area of Louisiana except the Baton Rouge District was admitted 
to the Union as the eighteenth State, and upon the addition of 
the district a few days later Louisiana assumed its present 
boundaries. 

Maine.-Maine, originally a part of Massachusetts, was ad
mitted to the Union in 1820 as the twenty-third State.· . 

MarylantZ.-Maryland was one of the Thirteen Original 
States. In 1791 its area was reduced by the formation of the 
District of Columbia. 

Massaah1tsetts.-Massachusetts was one of the Thirteen 
Original States: In 1820 Maine, previously a part of Massachu· 
setts, was admitted to the Union as a separate State, leaving 
Massachusetts with boundaries substantially as at present. 

Miohigan.-Michigan was organized as a Territory in 1805 
from the northeastern part of Indiana Territory and comprised 
the greater part of the area of the present State, including the 
Lower Peninsula and the eastern encl of the Upper Peninsula, 
and a small part of the present State of Indiana. In 1816 a 
narrow strip at the southern limit of Michigan Territory ·was 
annexed to Indiana Territory. In 1818, when Illinois was ad
mitted as a State, all of Illinois Territory north of the State 
of Illinois was transferred tp Michigan Territory. This trans
ferred area comprised almost all of the present State of Wiscon
sin, part of Minnesota, and the western part of the Upper Penin· 
sula of Michigan. At the same time a section of unorganized 
territory, formerly part of Indiana Territory, was annexed by 
the Territory of Michigan. This annexation comprised the mid
dle portion of the Upper Peninsula and a very small part of 
Wisconsin not formerly included. In 1834 Michigan Territory 
was further enlarged by the .annexation of that part of Missouri 
Territory now comprising all of Iowa, the remainder of Minnesota 
not previously included, and parts of North and South Dakota. 
With the organization of Wisconsin Territory and the legal ces· 
sion of a small area to Ohio in 1836, Michigan Territory assumed 
the limits of the present State. Michigan was admitted to the 
Union as the twenty~sixth State i.n 1837. 

Minnesota.-Minnesota was organized as a Territory in 1849 
from unorganized area formerly within the Territories of Iowa 
and Wisconsin. It included an area now comprising the State of 
Minnesota, the eastern parts of the States of North and South 
Dakota, and a small part of Nebraska. In 1858 that part of the 
Territory lying within the present boundaries of Minnesota was 
admitted to the Union as the thirty-second State. 

Mississippi.-Mississippi was organized as a Territo1;y in 
1798, at which time it included territory now comprising the south 
central parts of Mississippi and Alabama. The area of the Ter
ritory was enlarged in 1804 by the addition of land now com
prising the northern parts of Mississippi and Alabama. Its are·a 
was further enlarged in 1812 by the addition of the extreme 
southern portions of the present States of Mississippi and Ala
bama. In 1817 the eastern part of the Territory was taken to 
form the Territory of Alabama, and Mississippi was admitted 
to the Union· as the twentieth State with boundaries substantially 
as at present. 

Missouri.-The Territory of Missouri, the name given in 1812 
to the former Territory of Louisiana, comprised at that time all 
of the Louisiana Purchase except the part included in the State 
of Louisiana. The State of Missouri, formed from a small part 
of the Territory, was admitted to the Union in, 1821. In 1836; 
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when the present no1·thwest corner of the State was added, Mis
souri assumed its present limits. 

Montana.-Montana was organized as a Territory in 1864 
from the nort11eastern part of Idaho Territory with boundaries 
substantially tbe same as those of the present State. It was 
admitted to the Union in 1889 as the forty-first State. 

Nebra87ca.-Nebraska was organized as a Territory in 1854 
from unorganized territory originally part of the Louisiana Pur
chase. Its boundaries included, in addition to the present area 
of the State, parts of the present States of North and South 
Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, and Colorado. The area of the 
Territory was greatly reduced in 1861 by the organization of 
Dakota and Colorado Territories. At the same time a small area 
was added to the western part of the Territory. The area was 
again reduced in 1863 by the organization of Idaho Territory. 
Nebraska was admitted to the Union in 1867 as the thirty-seventh 
State with boundaries substantially as at present. In 1870 and 
1882 small tracts of land were transferred from the Dakota Ter
ritory to Nebraska, and in 1943 small tracts of land were trans
ferred between Iowa and Nebraska. 

Nevada.-Nevada, when organized as a Territory in 1861 from 
part of Utah Territory, comprised only the western part of the 
present State. In 1864 Nevada was admitted to the Union as the 
thirty-sixth State, its area having been enlarged in 1862 by the 
annexation from utah Territory of a strip of land more than 50 
miles wide. In 1866, with annexations from Arizona and Utah 
Territories, Nevada assumed its present limits. 

New HampBhirc.-New Hampshire was one of the Thirteen 
Original States. 

New Jerse11.-New Jersey was one of the Thirteen Original 
States. 

New Mea:ico.-The Territory of New Mexico was organized in 
1850 from the area now comprising the greater parts of the States 
of New Mexico and Arizona, together with small portions of Colo
rado and Nevada. The Territory was enlarged by the addition of 
the Gadsden Purchase in 1854 and reduced by ·the organization of 
Colorado Territory in 1861. With the ol'ganization of Arizona 
Territory in 1863, the aiea of New Mexico was reduced to sub
stantially the present area of the State. New Mexico was ad
mitted to the Union in 1912 as the forty-seventh State. 

New York.-New York was one of the Thirteen Original 
States. New York dl'opped its claim to Vermont aftel" the latter 
was admitted to the Union as a separate State in 1791. With the 
annexation of a small area from Massachusetts in 1853, New 
Yor): assumed its present boundaries. 

North OaroUna.-North Carolina was one of the Thirteen 
Original States. 

North Dalcota.-North Dakota was organized as a State from 
part of Dakota Territory with boundaries as at present and was 
admitted to the Union in 1889. · 

OhiO.-Ohio was organized from part of the Territory North
west of the River Ohio in 1802 and with minor revisions of the 
western boundary was admitted to the Union as the seventeenth 
State in 1803. With the settlement of a bounclary dispute with 
Michigan Territory in 1836, Ohio assumed its present bounrlaries. 

Oklahom.,a.-The Territoiy of Oklahoma was organizecl in 1890 
from the western part of Indian.Territory and the Public Land 
Strip, originally a part of Texas. In 1893 the Tel'l'itory was en· 
larged by the .addition of the Cherokee Outlet, which fixed part 
of the present northern boundary. In 1907 the Territory and tJ1e 
remaining part of the Indian Territory were combined and ad
mitted to the Union as the forty-sixth State with boundaries sub
stantially as at present. Upon the settlement in 1930 of a bound
ary dispute with Texas, Oklahoma assumed its present limits. 

Oregon.-Oregon was organized as a Territory in 1848 at 
which time it includecl the area now constituting the State~ of 
Oregon, Washington, Idaho, anc1 parts of western Montana and 
Wyoming. The area of the Territory was greatly reduced in 1853 
by the organization of the Territory of Washington. In 1859, with 
the transfer to Washington Territory of the area now comprising 
southern Idaho, western Wyoming, and a small tract in western 
Montana, Oregon assumed its present boundaries and was ad
mitted to the Union as the thirty-third State. 

Pennsywa?iia.-Pennsylvania was one of the Thirteen Origi
nal States. With the purchase of a small tract of land in its 
northwestern corner from the Federal Government in 1792, Penn
sylvania assumed its present boundaries. 

Rhode Island.-Rhode Island was one of the Thirteen Original 
States. 

South Oarolina.-South Carolina was one of the Thirteen 
Original States .. 

South Dalcota.-South Dakota was organized as a State from 
part of Dakota Territory and was ad.mitted to the Union in 1889. 

TennesBee.-The Territory South of the ;River Ohio was or
ganized in 1790, at which time it included the present State of 
Tennessee and parts of Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia. In 
1796 Tennessee was admitted to the Union as the sixteenth State 
with boundaries substantially as at present. 

Tea:as.-Texas, originally a part of Mexico, won its inde
pendence by revolution in 1835 and 1836 and continued as an in
dependent republic until 1845, when it was annexed to the United 
States and admitted to the Union as the twenty-eighth State. At 
this time it included area now comprising parts of Colorado, 
Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Wyoming. In 1850, with 
the transfer to the United States of the territory now in these 
other States, Texas assumed practically its present boundaries. 
Upon settlement of a boundary dispute with Oklahoma in 1930, 
Texas assumed its present boundaries. 

Utah.-The Territory of Utah was organized in 1850, at which 
time it comprised, in ac1dltion to the area of the present State, 
areas now constituting western Colorado, southwestern Wyoming, 
and the greater part of Nevada. Tbe area of the Territory was 
reduced in 1861 by the organization of Nevada and Colorado Ter
ritories and by a transfer to Nebraska Territory. It was reduced 
again in 1864 and 1866 by the eastward extensions of the bounda
ries of the State of Nevada and in 1868 by the organization of 
Wyoming Territory. utab was admitted to the Union in 1896 as 
the forty-fifth State with boundaries as at present. 

Vermont.-Vermont was admitted to the Union in 1791 as the 
fourteenth State and was the first to be admitted after the adop
tion of the Constitution by the Thirteen Original States. 

Virginia.-Virginla, one of the Thirteen Original States, 
included in 1790 the areas now constituting the States of Kentucky 
and West Virginia. The area of the State was reduced in 1791 
by the formation of the District of Columbia and in 1792 by the 
admission of Kentucky into the Union as a separate State; the 
area was enlarged in 1846 by the retrocession of the part of the 
District of Columbia south of the Potomac but was further reduced 
in 1863 bY the admission of West Virginia into the Union as a 
separate State. In 1866 two additional counties (Berkeley and 
Jefferson) were annexed to West Virginia, leaving the boundaries 
of Virginia as at present. 

Washinuton.-Washington was organized as a Territory in 
1853 from part of Oregon Territory, and included an area now 
comprising the State of Washington, northern Idaho, and part of 
Montana. In 1859, upon the admission of Oregon as a State, the 
remaining portion of Oregon Territory, comprising the rest of 
Idaho and parts of Montana and Wyoming, was added to the 
Territory of Washington. The area of the Territory was reduced 
to the present limits of the State in 1863, upon the organization of 
Idaho Territory. Washington was admitted to the Union in 1889 
as the forty-second State. 

West Virginia.-West Virginia, formed from 48 counties of 
Virginia, was admitted to the Union in 1863 as the thirty-fifth 
State. In 1866, with the annexation of two additional counties 
(Berkeley and Jefferson) from Virginia, the boundaries were 
established as at present. 

Wisoonsi1i.-Wisconsin was organized as a Territory in 1836 
from that part of Michigan Territory which lay west of the present 
limits of the State of Michigan. As originally constituted, the 
Territory included the present States of Wisconsin, Iowa, Minne
sota, the eastern parts of North and South Dakota, and a small 
part of Nebraska. In 1838 that part of the Territory lying west 
of the Mississippi River and a line drawn due north from its 
source to the Canadian boundary was organized as the Territory 
of Iowa. In 1848 that part of the Territory lying within the 
present boundaries of the State was admitted to the Union as the 
thirtieth State. : 

Wyoming.-Wyoming was organized as a territory in 1868 
with boundaries as at present from parts of Dakota, Idaho, and 
Utah Territories. It was admitted to the Union in 1890 as the 
forty-fourth State. 

The Territories.-The circumstances under which the Territories 
were acquired by the United States and the dates of their acqu~si~ 
tlon are as follows : 

A.las7~a-.A1aska was acquired by purchase from Russia in 
1867 and was organized as a Territory in 1912. 

HawaU.-Hawaii, by voluntary action of its people, ceded 
its sovereignty to the United States in 1898 and was organized as 
a Territory on June 14, 1900. 

The possessions.-The circumstances under which the prlnclpal 
possessions were acquired and the dates of their acquisition are 
as follows: 
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American Samoa.-American Samoa was acquired by the 
United States in accordance with a convention between the United 
States, Great Britain, and Germany, signed December 2, 1899, 
ratified February 16, 1900, and proclaimed by the President of 
the United States on the latter date. Under an Executive order 
of February 19, 1900, the islands were placed under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Navy for use as a naval station. The high 
chiefs of the Tutuila voluntarily ceded the islands of Tutuila 
ancl Aunuu to the United States on April 17, 1900; and the islands 
of the Manna group (Tau, Olosega, and Ofu) were ceded by their 
high chiefs on July 16, 1904. By joint resolution of Congress, 
approved March 4, 1925, Swains Island was annexed to American 
Samoa. 

Guam.-The island of Guam was ceded by Spain to the United 
States under the terms of the Treaty of Paris, signed December 10, 
1898, and ratified in the following year. 

Puerto Rico.-The island of Puerto Rico was formally sur· 
rendered by Spain to the United States in October 1898, and was 
ceded to the United States, together with Vieques, Culebra, and 
other small adjacent islands, by the Treaty of Paris, signed 
December 10, 1898, and ratified in the following year. 

Virgin IsZanas of the Unitea States.-The Virgin Islands of 
the United States, formerly lmown as the Danish West Indies, 
were acquired by the United States by purchase from Denmark in 
1917, the formal transfer of possession having taken place on 
March 31 of that year. St. Croix, St. John, and St. Thomas are the 
3 principal islands of the group, although there are 65 smaller 
islands, most of which are uninhabited. 

Other areas.-The circumstances under which the Canal Zone 
came under the jurisdiction of the United States and the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands came under the trusteeship of the 
United States are as follows: 

OanaZ Zone.-The use, occupation,- and control of the Canal 
Zone were granted to the United States under the terms of a 
treaty with the Republic of Panama, signed November 18, 1903, 
and ratified in the following year. 

Trust Territor11 of the Pacific Islands.-The United States 
became the administering authority over the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands (which comprises the Caroline, Marshall, and 
Marianas Islands except Guam) under an agreement approved by 
the Security Council of the United Nations on April 2, 1947, and 
by the United States Government on July 18, 1947. By Executive 
order, the military government in these islands was terminated 
on the latter elate, and the authority and responsibility for the 
civil administration were delegated to the Secretary of the Navy. 

URBANIZED AREAS 

Definitions .. -"Urbanized areas" have been defined for the first 
time in the 1950 Census. The major objective of the Bureau of 
.the Census in delineating these areas was to provide a better 
feparation of urban and rural population in the vicinity of our 
larger cities than was possible under the old definition. All per· 
sons who resid~d in urbanized areas on Aprill, 1950, are included 
in the urban population according to the new definition. The 
effect of the adoption of the urbanized area concept was to include 
in the urban population 6,203,596 persons living under distinctly 
urban conditions in the immediate environs of our larger cities 
who under the old definition would have been included in the rural 
population. (See table E.) 

An urbanized area is an area that includes at least one city with 
50,000 inhabitants or more in 1940 or later according to a special 
census taken prior to 1950 and also the surrounding closely settled 
incorporated places and unincorporated areas that meet the cri· 
teria listed below. Since the urbanized area outside of incor· 
poratecl places was defined on the basis of housing or population 
clensity or of land use, its boundaries for the most part are not 
political but follow such features as roads, streets, railroacls, 
streams, and other clearly defined lines which may be easily identi· 
fi€d by census enumerators in the field. The urbanized area 
boundaries were selected after careful examination of all avail· 
able maps, aerial photographs, and other sources of information, 
and then were checked in detail in the field by trained investiga· 
tors to insure that the criteria were followed and that the bound· 
aries were identifiable. 

The delineation of the boundaries of the urbanized areas had to 
be completed prior to the beginning of enumeration; consequently, 
it was not possible to establish urbanized areas in connection 
with those cities which attained a population of 50,000 or more 
according to the 1950 Census. Urbanized areas were established 
for Fort Smith, Ark., and Muskegon, Mich., both of which had 
in excess of 50,000 inhabitants according to special censuses con
ducted prior to 1950. The population of both of these cities 
fell below 50,000 in 1950. The urbanized areas defined for thes.e 
two cities, however, were retained in the tabulations. 

The urban fringe of an urbanized area is that part which is 
outside the central city or cities. The following types of areas 
are embraced if they are contiguous to the central city or cities 
or if they are contiguous to any area already included in the urban 
fringe: 

1. Incorporated places with 2,500 inbabitants or more in 1940 
or at a subsequent special census conducted prior to 1950. 

2. Incorporated places with fewer than 2,500 inhabitants con
taining an area with a concentration of 100 dwelling units or more 
with a density in this concentration of 500 units or more per 
square mile. This density represents approximately 2,000 persons 
per square mile and normally is the minimum found associated 
with a closely spaced street pattern. 

3. Unincorporated territory with at least 500 dwelling units 
per square mile. 

4. Territory devoted to commercial, industrial, transporta· 
tional, recreational, and other purposes functionally related to 
the central city. 

Also included are outlying noncontiguous areas with the re· 
quired dwelling unit density located within 1% miles of the main 
contiguous urbanized part, measured along the shortest connect
ing highway, and other outlying areas within one-half mile of such 
noncontiguous areas which meet the minimum residential density 
rule. 

Although an urbanized area may contain more than one city of 
50,000 or more, not all cities of this size are necessarily central 
cities. The largest city of an area is always a central city. In 
addition, the second and third most populous cities in the area 
may qualify as central cities provided they have a population of 
at least one-third of that of the largest city in the area and a 
minimum of 25,000 inhabitants. The names of the individual 
urbanized areas indicate the central cities of the areas. 

Population of urbanized areas.-Somewhat less than one-half 
of the total, and more than seven-tenths of the urban, population 
of the United States was living in the 157 urbanized areas in 1950 
(table 5a). Of the 69,249,148 persons living in the urbanized 
areas, 48,377,240 were in the 172 central cities and 20,871,908 were 
living in the urban-fringe areas. In urban-fringe areas, there 
were 12,949,890 persons living in 859 incorporated places of 2,500 
inhabitants or more, 577,992 persons living in 457 incorporated 
places under 2,500 inhabitants, and 7,344,026 persons living in 
unincorporated territory. The number of persons in the incor
porated places under 2,500 inhabitants and in unincorporated 
territory-7,922,018-represents the persons in urban territory 
living outside urban places, and, consequently, the net addition to 
the urban population attributable to the urbanized area 
delineations. 

In population, the urbanized areas ranged in size from the Fort 
Smith Urbanized Area, which had a population of 56,046, to the 
New York-Northeastern New Jersey Urbanized Area, which had 
a population of 12,296,117 (table 18). The 12 urbanized areas 
with more than 1,000,000 inhabitants had a combined population 
of 37,817,068, or more than one-half the population of the 157 
areas. On the other hand, the 3,116,450 persons living in the 38 
urbanized areas under 100,000 inhabitants represented less than,5 
percent of the total population in urbanized areas. 

Seven out of ten of the persons living in the urbanized areas 
were residents of the central cities. The proportion of the popu
lation of the urbanized areas living in the central. city or cities, 
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however, varied greatly among the areas, ranging from a low of 
28.8 percent for the Wilkes-Barre Urbanized .A.rea to virtually 100 
i;iercent for the Beaumont Urbanized .A.rea. There were 79 urban
ized areas with 80 percent or more of their population in the cen
tral city or cities. Only seven urbanized areas-the Boston; Los 
.A.ngeles, Phoenix, Pittsburgh, Providence, San Bernardino, and 
Wilkes-Barre Urbanized .A.reas-had fewer than half of their 
inhabitants living in the central cities. (See table 17.) 

Population density.-The population per square mile of land 
area for all 157 urbanized areas was 5,438 (table 17). Three of 
the areas-the New York-Northea:stern New Jersey, Philadelphia, 
and Lancaster Urbanized Areas-had densities in excess of 9,000. 
Five-the Atlantie City, Duluth-Superior, Fort Smith, St. Peters
burg, and Sioux City Urbanized .A.reas-had densities under 
2,000, The density of the central cities was more than double 
that of the urban-fringe areas-7,788 as against 3,200. In six of 
the areas, however, the Brockton, Fall River, Fort Smith, Los 
Angeles, New Orleans, and Stamford-Norwalk Urbanized Areas, 
the density of the urban fringe exceeded that of the. central cit~'· 
The· density in the central cities varied from 1,414 for Duluth
Superior to 24,537 for the three central cities of the New York
Northeastern New Jersey Urbanized Area. An even greater vari
ation was found in the densities of the urban-fringe areas. In 1l 
areas the urban-fringe areas had densities in excess of 4;000. ·At 
the other extreme, the urban~fringe areas of Beaumont and Ama
rillo had densities of 29 and 179, respectively. These and other 
low densities in urban-fringe areas are attributable to the inclu
sion in the urbanized areas of land devoted to urban uses, such as 
industrial areas, railroad yards, and airports, which had little or 
no residential population. 

COUNTIES 

Definitions.-The primary divisions of the States are, in gen
eral, termed counties ; but in Louisiana these divisions are known 
as parishes, There are also a number of cities which are inde
pendent of any county organization and thus constitute primary 
divisions of their States, namely, Baltimore in Maryland, St. Louis 
in Missouri, and 27 cities in Virginia. The District of Columbia, 
which is not divided into counties, is included here as the equiva
lent of a county as are also the three parts of Yellowstone 
National Park in Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming. There were 
3,070 counties and parishes in continental United States in 1950 
and 38 county equivalents. 

The number of counties remained unchanged between 1940 and 
1950. Washington County, S. Dair., was annexed by Sllnnnon 
County. Offsetting this loss, however, was the organization of a 
new county, Los Alamos, in N'ew Mexico. 'l'he number of county 
equivalents increased by three-three cities in Virginia, Colonial 
Heights, Falls Church, 'and Waynesboro, became independent of 
county organization during the decade. Changes in the number 
of counties were fairly frequent some decades ago but have become 
progressively rarer. These changes, as well as changes of county 
boundaries, are listed in the notes to tables 5 and 6 of the State 
chapters and in the reports of ~ther censuses. . 

Population of counties.-The counties ranged in population 
from .Armstrong County, S. Dak., which had 52 inhabitants,· to 
Cook County, Ill., which had 4,508,792 inhabitants. Ten additional 
counties . (Los .A.ngeles, Calif.; Middlesex, Mass.; Wayne, Mich.; 
Bronx, Kings, New York, and Queens, N. Y.; Cuyahoga, Ohio; 
.A.llegheny and Philadelphia, Pa.) had 1,000,000 inhabitants or 
more. These 11 counties had a combined population of 24,837,059, 
or nearly one-sixth of the population of the United States 
(table H). On the other hand, the 777 counties and county equiva· 
lents having. fewer than 10,000 inhabitants had a combined 
population of 4,729,303, or somewhat more than 3 percent of the 
population, Despite the increase of about one-seventh in 

the population of the United States as a whole, the median 
county i1opulation was 19,837 in i950 its against 19,888 in 1940. 

TABLE H.-PoPULATION IN GRouPs oF CouNTIES CLAssrFr$D 
AccoRDING To SrzE: 1950 

1950 1940 

Siie or county Percent Num- Percent Num- of total Population of total Population ber counties ber counties 

TolaL--------------• I 3, 103 100.0 150, 697, 3Gl 13,100 100, 0 131, 6G9, 275 --
Counties of 1,000,000 or 

20, 705, 285 moro ••• --------- -------- 11 o. 4 24,837, 059 10 0.3 
Counties of !i00,000 to 

c~;:~,g~0-oi--ii5ii;oori--io- 31 1.0 20, 7!i3, 791 18 a. 6 12, 228, 210 
.soo,ooo ___________________ 

48 1. Ii 16, (l()9, 695 41 1.3 14, 718, 169 
Counties of 100,000 to 

151 23, 478, 633 117 3.8 18, 097, 765 250,000 ___ -- --- ------ --- -- 4.9 
Counties of 50,000 to 100,000. 257 8.3 18, 055, 117 256 8.3 17, 620, 088 

Counties of 25,000 to 50,000. 647 20.9 22, 695, 077 678 21.9 23, 029, 174 
Counties of 10,000 to 25,000_ 1,m 38. l 19, 538, 086 1,~~~ 40. 7 20, 924, 453 
Co1mties of 5,000 to 10,000 •. 16. 6 3, 921, 320 15. 3 3, 603, 490 
Counties of 2,500 to 5,ooo ___ 177 5. 7 678, 910 161 5. 2 MB, 928 
Counties of 1,000 to 21500 ___ 66 2.1 119, 738 72 2.3 130, 007 
Oountles under 1,QOO _______ 18 o. 6 9, 335 10 0.3 3, 697 

Cumulative summary: 
Counties of 10, 000 or 

2,326 145, 968, 058 2,382 70.8 127, 323, 153 more. ______ c ________ 
75.0 

Counties of 25,000 or 
1, 145 36.9 126, 429, 972 1, 120 36. l 100, 398; 700 more •• - -------------

Counties of 100,000 or 
85, 679, 178 186 6.0 65, 749, 438 more._.------------- 241 7.8 

Median population. - - ----- --------- -------- 19, 837 -------- -------- 19, 888 

1 Includes 3,070 counties; Baltimore city, Md.; St, Louis city, Mo.; the District of 
Columbia; 27 Independent cities in Vlrgfnla In 19/iO and 24 In 1940; and the parts of 
Yellowstone National Park in Idaho; Montana, and Wyoming. · 

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.-Despite the record gain 
o.f 19,000,000 in the population of the United States as a whole, 
nearly one-half of the counties lost population and nearly one
:fourth lost 10 percent or more (table 20). Of the 3,1os· countie13 
and county equivalents, 1,518, or 48.9 percent, lost population, 
and 708, or 22.8 percent, lost 10 percent or more. Of the 1,585 
counties which gained population, 884, or 28.5 percent of the 
counties, increased by 10 percent or more and 520, or 16.8 per
cent, increased by 20 percent or more. More than four out of 
every five counties in the Northeast, and more than three out of 
every five counties in the West, increased in population. In both 
the North Central States and the South, more than half the 
counties lost population. Connecticut, Delaware, and Rhode Is
land, all of which have relatively few counties, were the only 
States in which all counties increased in population. 

Thirty-one counties and the independent city of Falls Church, 
Va., more than do.ubled in population between 1940 and 1950 
(table J). All but one of these cou11ties-Grant County, Kans.
were located in the South or in the West. Twelve of these coun
ties and Falls Church city were in the South Atlantic States ancl 
seven in the Pacific States. 

The fastest growing county in the United States between 1940 
and 1950 was Warwick County, Va., which had a population 
increase of 331.2 percent. .A.t the other extreme, the largest per· 
centage decline was experienced in Esmeralda County, Nev., 
which had a decline of 60.5 percent. 

Counties in Alaska, Hawaii, and l'uerto ltico.-.A.laska, Hawaii, 
and Puerto Rico are also divided into counties or county equiva
lents. .A.laska is divided into 4 judicial divisions ; Puerto Rico is 
divided into 77 municipalities; Hawaii is officially divided into 5 
counties. However, Kalawao County, which consists exclusively 
of the Kalaupapa Leper Settlement, bas no local government and 
is controlled entirely by the Territorial Board of Hospitals and 
Settlement. It is included with Maui County for purposes of 
representation in th.e Territorial Legislature, and it bas been com
bined with Maui County in the 1950 Census tabulations, as in 1940 
and 1930. 
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TABLE J.-CouNTIEs THAT INCREASED BY 100 PERCENT on MoRE 
BETWEEN 1940 AND 1950 

Population Increase, 
1940 to 1950 

Rank County 
1950 1940 Number Percent 

---------
1 Warwlokvla .......•............... 39,875 9, 248 30, 627 331.2 
2 Benton, ash ...................... 51,370 12, 053 39, 317 326.2 
3 Andrews, Texas .................... 5,002 l, 277 3, 725 21ll. 7 

4 Moore, Texas ....................... 13, 349 4,461 8, 888 190.2 

5 Contra Oostu, Calif ................ 298,984 100, 450 198, 534 197.6 

6 Olark, Nev ......................... 48, 289 16, 414 31, 875 l94.2 
7 Falls Ohurch, Va.1 ....•............ 7,535 2, 576 4, 959 192.5 
8 ~~~~nl'~~~:: :: : : :: : : :: : : : : :: :: :: : 42, 102 15, 051 27, 051 179. 7 
9 99, 937 35, 828 64, 109 178.9 

10 Jeficrson, Oreg ............••....... 5,536 2,042 3, 494 171.1 

11 Caribou, Iduho .... ----------------- 5,576 2, 284 3, 292 144.1 
12 Fairfax, Va .... ---------------·-···- 98,567 40, 920 57, 628 140.8 
13 Gff!nt, Kans ...•.............•..... 4,638 1, 946 2, 692 138.3 
14 Arlmgton, Va ...................... 135, 449 57, 040 78, 409 137.5 
15 Mineral, Nev .. --------------------- 5,560 2, 342 3, 218 137.4 

16 Onslow, N. 0 ..••...•.•.••••••..... 42, 047 17, 939 24, 108 134.4 
17 Orange, Texas ..... -------------···· 40, 567 17, 382 23, 185 133.4 
18 Anderson, Tenn ...................• 59, 407 26, 504 32, 903 124.1 
19 Oldl, Fla .•................•....... 14,323 6,468 7,855 121.4 
20 Ml and, Texas .................... 25, 785 11, 721 14, 064 120.0 

21 Prince Georges, Md ..•...•....•.... 194, 182 89, 490 104, 692 117.0 
22 Franklin, Wash .•. -------------···- 13, 563 6,307 7, 256 115.0 
23 Oka.loose., Fla.--------------------- 27, 533 12, 900 14, 633 113.4 
24 Solano, Oalif. ••••••••••••..•••• ., •• 104, 833 49, 118 55, 715 113.4 
25 Monroe, Fla ..• --------------------- 29, 957 14, 078 15, 879 112.8 

26 Douglas, Oreg ..... ----------------- 54, 549 25, 728 28, 821 112.0 
27 Princess Anne, Va.------------·--- 42, 277 19, 984 22,293 111. 6 
28 Broward, Fla ..... -----·--------·-- 83, 933 39, 794 44, 139 110.9 
29 San Mateo, Calif ................... 235, 659 111, 782 123,877 110.8 
80 Bernalillo, N. llfex .... --------··--- 145, 673 69, 391 76, 282 109.9 
31 ~e~r!~;L'a::::::::::::::::::::::: 

42, 689 20, 686 22, 003 106.4 
32 103,873 50, 427 53, 446 106.0 

1 Independent city. 

Table 19 presents the 1950 and 1940 population of the counties 
in continental United States, Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico, 
together with the rate of change for the decade. 

MINOR CIVIL DIVISIONS 

Deftnitions.-To the primary political divisions into which 
counties are divided, the Bureau of the Census applies the general 
term "minor civil divisions." In addition to the county divisions 
shown by the Bureau, there are thousands of school, taxation, 
election, and other units for which separate census figures are not 
published. Where more than one type of primary division exists 
in a county, the Bureau of the Census uses the more stable divi· 
sions, so as to provide insofar as possible comparable statistics 
from decade to decade. 

Change in units, 1940 to 1950.-The minor civil divisions shown 
for the State of Washington in previous censuses were the election 
precincts, a few townships, and some of the cities and towns. The 
election precincts are not suitable for statistical purposes because 
their boundaries change so frequently as to prevent comparisons of 
data from one period to another. Accordingly, the minor civil 
divisions were replaced in the 1950 Census by "census county 
divisions," which are newly established special areas which will 
remain as relatively permanent statistical areas corresponding to 
the minor civil divisions in other States. 

The census county divisions were defined by the State Census 
Board of Washington on the basis of criteria approved by the 
Bureau of the Census and were reviewed by interested State and 
local groups, the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States 
Department of .Agriculture, and by the Bureau of the Census. 

A total of 642 census county divisions was established in the 
State. Each incorporated place with a population of 2,500 01· 

more, according to a 1948 estimate of the Washington State 
Census Board, was made a separate census county division, and 
each incorporated place of 10,000 inhabitants or more which was 
not divided into census tracts was divided into census county 

subdivisions. The census tracts in the adjacent areas of Seattle 
and Tacoma outside Incorporated places of 10,000 inhabitants or 
more are recognized as census county divisions. 

The minor civil divisic•ns shown for Florida in previous Celliluses 
were election precincts. The boundaries of election precmcts, 
however, have been subject to frequent changes. In the 1950 
Census, therefore, the election precincts were replaced by another 
division of the counties, the commissioner's districts, the bound· 
aries of which are less subject to change. 

Number and types of minor civil divisions,-There were 48,529 
minor civil divisions or their equivalents recognized by the Bureau 
of the Census in continental United States on April 1, 1950. The 
most numerous of the minor civil divisions were the civil and 
judicial townships, which numbered 20,879 and were found in 20 
States. The total also included 8,708 precincts, 6,739 districts, 
and 4,326 independent municipalities, and 3,599 towns. The re
maining minor civil divisions are known as beats, gores, grants, 
islands, purchases, surveyed townships, etc., some of which are 
found only in a single State. The number and types of minor 
civil divisions in each State are shown in table 21. 

For the number and types of minor civil divisions in each State 
in 1940, see reports of the Sixteenth Census ( 1940), Areas of the 
United States: 1940, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washing
ton, D. C., 1942, p. 5. 

Minor civil divisions in Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico.
The 4 judicial divisions in .A.laska are divided into 46 recording 
districts. The 5 counties in Hawaii are divided into 28 judicial 
districts. The 77 municipalities in Puerto Rico are divided into 
943 barrios, including those in cities, towns, and villages. 

INCORPORATED AND UNINCORPORATED PLACES 

Definitions.-The term "place" as used in reports of the 1950 
Census refers to a concentration of population, regardless of the 
existence of legally prescribed limits, powers, or functions. Most 
of the places listed are incorporated as cities, towns, villages, or 
boroughs, however. In addition, the larger unincorporated places 
outside the urbanized areas were delineated and those with a 
population of 1,000 or more are presented in the same manner as 
incorporated places of equal size. Each unincorporated place 
possesses a definite nucleus of residences and has its boundaries 
drawn so as to include, if feasible, all the surrounding closely 
settled area. Although there are unincorporated places in the 
urban-fringe areas, it was not considered feasible to establish 
boundaries for such places and therefore they were not identified 
as separate places. 

Political units recognized as incorporated places in the reports 
of the 1950 Census are those which are incorporated as cities, 
boroughs, towns, and villages with the exception that towns are 
not recognized as incorporated places in the New England States, 
New York, and Wisconsin. The towns in these States are minor 
civil divisions similar to the townships found in other States and 
not necessarily thickly settled centers of population such as the 
cities, boroughs, towns, and villages in other States. Similarly, 
in those States where some townships possess powers and func
tions similar to those of incorporated places, the townships are 
not classified as "incorporated places." Thus some minor civil 
divisions which are "incorporated" in one legal sense of the word 
are not regarded by the Census Bureau as "incorporated places." 
Without this restriction all of the towns in the New England 
States, New York, and Wisconsin and the townships in States 
such as New Jersey would have to be counted as incorporated 
places without any consideration of the nature of population 
settlement. The densely settled portion of a town or township iu 
these States, however, may be recognized by the Bureau of the 
Census as an unincorporated place (or as part of an urban fringe). 

Relationship between incorporated place.a and counties.-In 
most States the incorporated places form subdivisions of the minor 
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civil divisions in which they are located. In other States, how· 
ever, all or some of the incorporated places are also minor civil 
divisions. St. Louis, Baltimore, and 27 cities in Virginia are 
independent of any county organization. In a number of in
stances, such as Philadelphia, San Francisco, and Denver, the 
incorporated place is coextensive with the county in which it is 
located. New York City, on the other band, is made up of five 
counties. 

Trends in the population of incorporated places.-Nearly 
three-fom·ths of the population gain in continental United States 
between 1940 and 1950 was accounted for by the increase in the 
number of persons living in incorporated places. In 1950 there 
were 96,062,627 persons living in 17,118 incorporated places 
(table K). This represents an increase of about 14,200,000, or 
17.4 percent, over the 81,843,011 persons living in the 16,611 incor
porated places reported in 1940. 

TABLE K.-PoPULATioN IN GRoUPs OF INCORPORATED AND UNIN· 

coRPOllATED PLACES CLASSIFIED AccoRDING To SxzE: 1950 

Size of place 

Total ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Places ofl,000,000 or more ••••••••••••• ~ 
Places or 600,000to1,000,000 •• ·····-----
Plaoos of 2li0,000 to 500,000 •••• -------·· Plaoos or 100,000 to 250,00Q ______________ 
Places of 50,000to100,000 •••••.••••.••. 

Places of 25,000 to 50,000 ••••••••..••••• 
Places or 10,000 to 25,000 .••••••••••••••• 
Places or 5,000to10,000 ••••••••••••••.. 
Places or 2,500 to 5,000 •••. --------------
Places or ~000 to 21500 •.•.• -------------
Places un er 1,000 ••••••. ----···-------

Incorporated places 
Unincorporated 
places of 1,000 

or more 

Number Population Number Popnlatlon 

17, 118 96, 062, 627 1,430 3, 565, 496 

5 17, 404, 450 
___ ., ______ _________ ..... 

13 !), 186, 945 ---------- _____ ,,.,,, ... ____ 
23 8, 241, 560 ------·--- ------------
65 9, 478, 662 ........................... ------------

126 8, 930, 823 ---------- ................................ 

249 8, 710, 867 3 96, 854 
752 11, 515, 155 26 351, 350 

1, 093 7, 569, 509 83 569, 087 
1,557 5, 512, 970 289 977, 436 
3,408 5, 382, 637 1,029 1, 570,.769 
9,827 4, 129, 049 ---------- -----------· 

·Cities of 100,000 or more,-Table 23 presents the population of 
cities having 100,000 inhabitants or more in 1950, with comparative 
figures going back. to the first census in which the city appears. 
There were 106 cities of 100,000 inhabitants or more in continental 
United States in 1950, whereas in 1940 there were only 92 cities 
of this size. The population of Lowell, Mass., dropped below 
100,000 In 1950, and there were 15 cities the population of which 
passed 100,000. Nine of these cities were in the South, three in 
the West, two in the Northeast, and one in the North Central 
Region. 

There were 44,311,617 persons living in the 106 cities of 100,000 
inhabitants or more in 1950. This total represents an increase 
of 6,323,628, or 16.6 percent, over the 37,987,989 persons living in 
the 92 cities of this size in 1940 (table lib). The largest numerical 
increase among cities of this size was experienced in Los Angeles, 
which had a gain of 466,081. The next largest increase was 
recorded in New York City, which experienced a gain of 436,962. 
The large percent increase in Baton Rouge is attributable in great 
measure to an annexation. Aside from Baton Rouge, the largest 
percent increase was recorded in Corpus Christi, which bad a gain 
of 89.0 percent. Of the eight cities of 100,000 inhabitants or more 
in 1950 which lost population between 1940 and 1950, all but one-
Wilmington, Del.-were located in the Northeast. Scranton, Pa., 
which experienced a loss of 14,868, or 10.6 percent, led these cities 
in both the amount and rate of decline. 

Between 1940 and 1950 there were a number of changes in the 
ranking of the 10 most populous cities (table 25). The three 
cities which ranked first, second, and third in 1940-New York, 
Chicago, and Philadelphia-retained their positions in 1950. The 
only other one of the first 10 cities to retain its position was 
St. Louis, which occupied eighth place. Los Angeles replaced. 
Detroit as the fourth most populous city, and Baltimore replaced 
Cleveland as .the sixth· most populous city. Washington, D. c., 
became one of the 10 most populous cities for th~ first_ time, 

TABLE L.-CrTms OF 25,000 OR MoRE IN 1950 THAT INCREASED 

BY 100 PERCENT oR MoRE BETWEEN 1940 AND 1950 
l 

Population Inbrease, 1940 to 1950 
Rank City 

1950 .·· 1940 Number Percent 

---------
1 Richmond, Ca!if,1 __________________ 09, 545 23, 642 Vo, 903 321.1 
2 Baton Rouge, La.1 ______ ~---------- 125, 629 34, 719 90, 910 261.8 
3 Odessa, Texas a------·----------··· 29, 495 9,573 19, 922 208. l 
4 Compton, Calif.'---····---------·-- 47, 991 16, 198 31, 793 196.3 
5 Alburquerque, N. Mex.i ____________ 96, 815 35, 449 61, 366 173.1 
6 Norman, Okla.•------···----------- 27, 006 11, 429 15,577 136.3 
7 Lynwoodh Ca!if.7 •••••••••.••••••••• 25,823 10, 982 14, 841 135. l 
8 Euclid, 0 lo ....................... 41, 396 17, 866 ~,530 131. 7 
9 Independencetl!Mo.• •• --.~---------- 36, 963 16, 066 20,897 130.l 

10 Burbank, Ca ·'----·-·-------·--·· 78, 577 34, 337 44,240 128.8 

11 Lubbock, Texas 10 __________________ 71, 747 31,853 ll9, 894 125.2 
12 Panama Cit~ Fla .................. 25, 814 11, 610 14, 204 122.3 
13 Vancouver, ash.11 ________________ 41, 664 18, 788 22,876 121.8 
14 San Mateo, Calif."----------------- 41, 782 19,403 22, 379 115.3 
15 Biioxi, Miss •••• ------····---------- 37, 425 17,475 19,950 114.2 
16 Redwood City, Ca!if.ia _____________ 25, 544 12, 453 13, 091 105.l 
17 

Key West, Fla. ____________________ 
26, 433 12, 927 13,506 104.5 

18 San Angelo, Texas u _______________ 52, 093 25, 802 26, 291 101.9 
19 Fort Lauderdale, Fla ••• ____________ 36, 328 17, 996 18,332 101.9 

1 Part of township 10, Contra Costa County, annexed to Richmond In 1940. 
1 Parts of old police jury wards 31 6, 8, and 91 East Baton Rouge Parish, anuexed to 

Baton Rouge In 1949, 
' Parts of precincts 1, 2, 3, and 4 Ector County, annexed to Odessa since 1940. 
' Part of Compton township, Los Angeles County, annexed to Compton since 1940. 
' Parts of precincts 5, 13, 15, and 24, Bernalillo County, annexed to Albuquerque 

sinoo 1947. 
'Parts of Liberty Noble, and Norman townships, Cleveland County, annexed to 

Norman in 1948 and 1949, In 1944, and in 1940, 1944, and every year 1946 through 1950, 
respectlve17, 

1 Parts o Compton township, Los Angeles County, annexed to Lynwood since 1940. 
a Part of Blue township, Jackson County, annexed to Independence In 1948. 
' Part of Los Angeles township and Los Angeles city, Los Angeles County, annexed 

to Burbank In 1948. : 
10 Parts ofpreooinot 1, Lubbock County, annexed to Lubbock in 1940, 19411 and every 

year 1945 through 1950. • 
11 Parts of Clark County annexed to Vancouver in 1946, 1947, 1948,,and 1950. 
11 Parts of township 3, San Mateo County, annexed to San Mateo in 1945, 19471 1948, 

and 1950. 
n Parts of township 3, San Mateo County, annexed to Redwood In 1940, 1943, and each 

year 1945 through 1949. 
"Parts of precincts 1 and 2, Tom Green County, annexed to San Angelo In 1940, 

1942, 1947, 1948, and 1949 and In 1949, respectively. · 

reaching the ninth position and replacing Boston, which now 
ranks as the tenth most populous city. Pittsburgh, which 
occupied the tenth position in 1940, dropped to twelfth in 1950. 

Unincorporated places.-Of the unincorporated places for which 
boundaries were delineated by the Bureau of the Census, 1,430 
were found to have 1,000 inhabitants or more (tabl.e K). There 
were 3,565,496 persons living in these unincorporated places, 
1,570,769 -0f whom were living in the 1,029 places of 1,000 to 2,500 
inhabitants. 

Variations in local practice with respect to incorporation and 
in the extent to which densely settled areas outside' incorporated 
places were included in urban-fringe areas affect the. number of 
unincorporated places in a given State. Three States-Delaware, 
Iowa, and North Dakota-and the District of Coltimbia had no 
unincorporated places. In the remaining 45 States', the number 
of unincorporated places ranged from 1 in Minnesota, South 
Dakota, and Wyoming to 143 in Pennsylvania. The number of 
persons living in unincorporated places varied from 1,727 in 

· Minnesota to 383,281 in California. 
Incorporated and unincorporated places in Alaska, Hawaii, 

and Puerto Rico.-:-There were 27 incorporated places in Alaska in 
1950, 9 of which were incorporated as cities and 18 of which were 
incorporated as towns. The most populous of the incorporated 
places was the. city of Anchorage, which had a population ot 
11,254. Three additional places-Fairbanks city, ·Juneau city, 
and Ketchikan town-bad more than 5,000 inhabitants. The 27 
incorporated places bad a combined population of 45,630, or 
35.5 percent of the population of the Terrltoi;y. In addition to 
the incorporated places in Alaska, th.e Bureau of the Census 
enumerated· separately all places recognwed locally. .All such 
places with 25 inhabitants or more are reported as unincorporated 
places. 

There are no incorporated places in Hawaii or Puerto Rico. 
The cities, towns, and villages in both Hawaii and Puerto Rico 
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are unincorporated places w4ich have locally recognized bound
aries. 

STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS 

It has long been recognized that for many types of social and 
economic analysis it is necessary to consider as a unit the entire 
population in and around the city whose activities form an inte
grated social and economic system. Prior to the 1950 Census, 
areas of this type had been defined in somewhat different ways 
for different purposes and by various agencies. Leading examples 
were the metropolitan districts of the Census of Population, the 
industrial areas of the Census of Manufactures, and the labor 
market areas of the Bureau of Employment Security. The use
fulness of data published for any of these areas was limited bY 
this lack of comparability, 

Accordingly, the Federal Committee on Standard Metropolitan 
Areas, composed of representatives of interested Federal agencies, 
Including the Bureau of the Census, and sponsored by the Bureau 
of the Budget, established the ''standard metropolltan area" 
so that a wide variety of statistical data might be presented on a 
uniform basis. Since counties instead of minor civil divisions 
are used as the basic component of standard metropolitan areas 
(except in the New England States), It was felt that many more 
kinds of statistics could be compiled for them than for such areas 
as the formerly established metropolitan districts, which were 
not defined in terms of counties. 

De:finition.-Except in New England, a standard metropolitan 
area is a county or group of contiguous counties which contains at 
least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more. In addition to the 
county, or counties, containing such a city, or cities, contiguous 
counties are included in a standard metropolitan area if according 
to certain criteria they are essentially metropolitan in character 
and socially and economically integrated with the central city. 

The criteria of metropolitan character relate primarily to the 
character of the county as a place of work or as a home for con
centrations of nonagricultural workers and their dependents. 
Specifically, these criteria are: 

1. The county must (a} contain 10,000 nonagricultural 
workers or, (b) contain 10 percent of the nonagricultural workers 
working in the standard metropolitan area or, (o) have at least 
one-half of its population residing in minor civil divisions with a 
population density of 150 or more per square mile and contiguous 
to the central city. 

2. Nonagricultural workers must constitute at least two
thirds of the total number of employed persons of the county. 

The criteria of integration relate primarily to the extent of 
economic and social communication between the outlying counties 
and the central county as indicated by such items as the following: 

1. Fifteen percent or more of the workers residing in the 
contiguous county work in the county containing the largest city 
in the standard metropolitan area, or 

2. T'wenty-five percent or more of the persons working in the 
contiguous county reside in the county containing the largest city 
in the standa1•d metropolitan area, or 

3. The number of telephone calls per month to the county 
containing the largest city of the standard metropolitan area from 
the contiguous county is four or more times the number of 
subscribers in the contiguous county. 

In New England, the city and town are administratively more 
important than the county, and data are compiled locally for such 
minor civil divisions. Here towns and cities were the units used 
in defining standard metropolitan areas, and most of the critel'ia 
relating to the number and proportion of nonagricultural workers 
set forth above could not be applied. In their place, a population 
density criterion of 150 persons or more per square mile, or 100 
persons or more per square mile where. strong integration was 
evident, has been used. 

Central cities.-Although there may be several cities of 50,000 
or more in a standard metropolitan area, not all are necessarily 
central cities. The largest city in a standard metropolitan area 
is the principal central city. Any other city of 25,000 or more 
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within a standard metropolitan area, and having a population 
amounting to one-third or more of the population of the principal 
city, is also a central city, However, no more than three cities 
have been defined as central cities of any standard metropolitan 
area. The name of every central city is included in the name of 
the area, with the exception that in the case of the New York
Northeastern New Jersey Standard Metropolitan Area, "Jersey 
City" and "Newark" are not part of the name. 

Relation of standard metropolitan areas to other specially de
fined areas.-The standard metropolitan area is one of several 
areas which have been specially defined for purposes of separately 
identifying large concentrations of population in and around cities 
of 50,000 or more. Other areas in this class are the metro11olitan 
district of 1940 and the urbanized area. 

Since, as described in the following section on this type of atea, 
the metropolitan district was built up from minor civil divisions 
and since the standard metropolitan area is generally composed 
of whole counties, the standard metropolitan area ordinarily 
includes a larger territory than the corresponding metropolitan 
district. There are, however, cases in which parts of the metro
politan district, as defined in 1940, do not fall within any standard 
metropolitan area. It is also true that in a number of cases 
single metropolitan districts of 1940 have been split into two 
standard metropolitan areas. Many metropolitan districts would 
have been changed, of course, had they been brought up to date 
for 1950. 

In general then, the two kinds of areas are not comparable. 
The fact that metropolitan districts were defined almost wholly in 
terms of density and that standard metropolitan areas include 
whole counties means that the population density of the standard 
metropolitan areas is considerably lower on the average and shows 
more variation from one area to another, Differences between the 
two types of areas are relatively minor in New England and 
would have been even less had the metropolitan districts been 
brought up to date. 

The urbanized area can be characterized as the physical city as 
distinguished from both the legal city and the metropolitan com
munity. Urbanized areas are smaller than standard metropolitan 
areas and in most cases are contained in standard metropolitan 
areas. However, in a few instances, the fact that the boundaries 
of standard metropoliitan areas are determined by county lines, 
and those of urbanized areas by the pattern of urban growth, 
means that there are small segments of urbanized areas which lie 
outside standard metropolitan areas. In general then, urbanized 
areas represent the thickly settled core of the standard metropoli· 
tan areas, with the exceptions noted above. Because of discon
tinuities in land settlement, there are also some cases in which a 
single standard metropolitan area contains two urbanized areas. 
The lists of urbanized areas and of standard metropolitan areas 
also differ somewhat because the 1950 population of cities was not 
available in time for use in defining the former. 

Population of standard metropolitan areas and their component 
parts, 1950.-The aggregate population of the 168 standard metro
politan areas in continental United States in 1950 was 84,500,680, 
and their aggregate arelt was 207,583 square miles, or 7.0 percent 
and 56.l percent of the total land area and total population, 
respectively. Of the population of 84,500,680, 49,412,792 persons, 
or 58.5 percent, were living in central cities, and the remaining 
35,087,888 were in the areas outside central cities (tables 26 to 29). 

The 14 standard metropolitan areas with a population of a 
million or more in 1950 had an aggregate population of 44,440,496, 
or more than half of the total, whereas the total population of the 
17 areas of fewer than 100,000 was 1,430,076. The New York
N ortheastern New Jersey Standard Metropolitan Area had tlle 
largest population (12,911,994), and the Laredo Standard Metro
politan Area, the smallest population (56,141). Somewhat more 
than two-thirds of the 168 standard metropolitan areas were areas 
with total populations ranging between 100,000 and 500,000. 
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Figure 13.-STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS: 1950 
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There were 40 standard metropolitan areas with less than half 

their total population in their central cities. These areas ranged 
from those such as the Los Angeles, Boston, Pittsburgh, and 
Atlanta areas, to relatively small ones such as the Orlando, Ashe
ville, and Jackson, Mich., areas. These standard metropolitan 
areas lie in 19 States, largely in the Northeast and the South, but 
are most numerous in 2 States-Pennsylvania and California. Of 
the 12 standard metropolitan areas with principal central cities 
in Pennsylvania, 9 have more than half their population outside 
their central cities, and in California 6 out of 8 areas are of this 
class. 

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.-The population of 84.5 
million in standard metropolitan areas represents an increase of 
15.2 million, or 22.0 percent, over the 69.3 million inhabitants of 
those areas in 1940 (table 27). The rate of increase in the popu
lation of central cities during the decade, 13.9 percent, was 
slightly less than that for the country as a whole. In the outlying 
parts of standard metropolitan areas, however, the population 
increased by about 9.2 million, or 35.5 percent of the 1940 popula
tion of these areas. Standard metropolitan areas stand in marked 
contrast then with the remainder of the country in which the rate 
of increase was only 6.1 percent. Of the increase of about 19 
million for the Unltecl States during the decade, about four-fifths 
occurred in standard metropolitan areas and nearly one-half 
occurred outside the central cities. 

The population increased most rapidly in those standard metro
politan areas that ranged in size in 1950 from 500,000 to 1,000,000, 
where the rate of increase was 28.4 percent (table M). The rate 
of increase for standard metropolitan areas of 1,000,000 or more 
(19.0 percent) was the lowest. The figures for areas in the size
classes 100,000 to 250,000 and 250,000 to 500,000 indicate increases 
of about 24 percent, and the rate of growth in areas of less than 
100,000 (22.5 percent) was about the same as that for all the areas. 

TABLE M.-POPULATION IN GROUPS OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN 

AREAS CLASSIFIED AccoRDING To SrzE: 1950 AND 1940 

Population 
Size of areas Number 

of areas 
1950 1940 

Total (168 arena) •••••••••••••••••••.•••• 168 84, 500, 680 69, 279, 675 

Areas of 1,000,000 or more .•••••••••••••••••••• 14 44, 440,400 37, 351, 783 
Areas of 500,000 to 1,000,000 ••••.•••.•......•.• 10 12, 398, 635 9, 657, 043 
Areas of250,000 to 500,000 •••••••••••.•........ 44 14, 594,878 11, 736, 699 
Areas of 100,000 to 250,000 ••••••••••••••••••••• 74 11, tl36, 595 9, 366, 468 
Areas under 100,000 ....•....•..•••.•••••••••.. 17 1, 430, 076 1, 167, 682 

Of the 168 standard metropolitan areas, 162 gained population 
between 1940 and 1950 and 6 lost population. The areas with pop
ulation losses were Altoona, Johnstown, Scranton, Wilkes-Barre, 
Hazelton, Duluth-Superior, and Wheeling-Steubenville. In each 
of these areas except the Duluth-Superior area, the central cities 
also lost population. Of the 162 standard metropolitan areas that 
gained population, 91, or slightly more than half, had increases 
of 20 percent or more, and 46, or slightly more than a fourth of 
all standard metropolitan areas, had increases of one-third or 
more. One area, that of Albuquerque, more than doubled in 
population with an increase of 109.9 percent. 

Population density.-In 1950, the population per square mile 
of land area for all of the 168 standard metropolitan areas was 
407 as compared with 51 for the United States as a whole (table 
29), '!'here were three standard metropolitan areas-Milwaukee, 
New York-Northeastern New Jersey, and Boston-with more than 
8,000 inhabitants per square mile. At the other end of the scale 
eight standard metropolitan areas-Amarillo, Fresno, San An
gelo, Pueblo, Phoenix, Duluth-Superior, Laredo, and San Bernar
dino-had a population density ot less than 50 per square mile. 
This extreme variation in density among standard metropolitan 
areas is an indication, of course, ot the limitations ot counties 

as a basis for defining such areas. The area of San Bernardino 
County, Calif., for example, is greater than that of ·any of tbe 
New England States except Maine, and it is more than 5 times as 
large as the New York-Northeastern New Jersey Standard Metro
politan Area and 84 times as large as the Milwaukee Standard 
Metropolitan .A.rea. In short, in those parts of the country where 
counties are large the use of counties yields only a very rough 
approximation of genuinely metropolitan areas. There was also 
considerable variability, however, in density among the central 
cities of standard metropolitan areas. Among central cities the 
number of persons per square mile ranged from 1,304 in the Pitts
field Standard Metropolitan Area to 24,537 in the New York-North
eastern New Jersey area. For areas outside of central cities, this 
figure ranged from 1 in the Laredo Standard Metropolitan Area 
to 2,172 in the Boston area. 

Relation between population in standard metropolitan areas 
and urbanized areas.-Table N presents a cross-classification of 
the population by residence inside and outside standard metro
politan areas and urbanized areas. Of the 84,500,680 persons 
living in standard metropolitan areas, 68,989,014, more than four
:fifths, were also residents of urbanized areas. On the other hand, 
only 260,134 persons were living in urbanized areas but outside 
standard metropolitan areas. There were no standard metropoli
tan areas established for Muskegon, Mich., and Fort Smith, Ark. 
If the population of the urbanized areas established for these 
cities is excluded, the number of persons living in segments of 
the urbanize(l areas which extend beyond the boundaries of stand
ard metropolitan areas was 118,843. 

TABLE N.-PoPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE URBANIZED AREAS 

AND STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS: 1950 

Inside Outside 
Location Population standard standard 

metropol!tan metropolitan 
areBS areas 

TotaL.-----·······-···----------·- 150, 697,361 g,J, 500, 680 66, 196,681 

Inside urbanized areas •••.••••••••••••••• 69, 240, 148 68, 989,014 1 260,134 
Outside urbanlzecl aro[l8 ••••••••••••••••• 81, 448,213 I 15, 511, 666 66, 936, 547 

t Includes population (141, 291) o! 2 urbanized areas which are located entirrly out
side of standard metropolitan areas. 

i Includes population (1,732,845) of 18 standard metropolitan areas Which contain 
no urbanized areas. 

Standard metropolitan areas in Hawaii and Puerto Rico.-In the 
Territories and possessions of the United States, there are four 
standard metropolitan areas, none of which had a population as 
great as half a million (table 27). The largest of the four areas 
was that of San Juan-Rio Piedras, P.R., which had a population ot 
465,741, and was slightly smaller in population than the Memphis 
Standard Metropolitan .Area, which ranked thirty-sixth in size in 
continental United States. 

The Honolulu Standard Metropolitan Area has a poJ,mlation of 
353,020, slightly less than that of the Wheeling-Steubenville area, 
which ranked forty-eighth in size in continental United States. 
It is the only standard metropolitan area in the Territory of 
Hawaii and contains more than 70 percent of the population of 
the Territory. The other two standard metropolitan areas outside 
continental United States are the Ponce and Mayagiiez areas in 
Puerto Rico, with 126,810 and 87,307 inhabitants, respectively. 

1940 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 

Definition.-Metropolitan districts were defined for every city 
of 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1940, two or more such cities 
sometimes being in one district. In general, metropolitan districts 
included, in addition to the central city or cities, all adjacent and 
contiguous minor civil divisions or incorporated places having a 
population density of 150 or more per square mile. Since the 
metropolitan districts are being replaced by the standard metro
politan areas, no attempt was made to redefine the 1940 metropoli-
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tan districts or to c1efine metropolitan districts for those cities 
which attained a population of 50,000 or more in 1950. Insofar 
us poHSible, the 1950 figures represent the IJopulation of the 
territory included in the metropolitan districts in 1940, as an 
effort was made to use in the enumeration the 1940 limits of the 
metropolitan districts even though the pertinent minor civil 
divisions might have changed their boundaries. For the con
Rtituent parts of the metropolitan districts in 1940, see reports of 
the Sixteenth Census (1940), Population, Vol. I. 

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.-The 1950 population of the 
1-10 metropolitan districts of 1040 was 76,203,G56, an increase of 
13,237,783, or 21.0 percent, over the 1040 population. Almost 
one-fifth of this increase was contributed by the Los Angeles and 
New York-Northeastern New Jersey Metropolitan Districts. 
All but four of the districts gained. 'I'he rates of change ranged 
from a gain of 00.5 percent for Corpus Christi to a loss of 14.0 
pl•rcent for Scranton-Wilkes-Barre. All but 1 of the 17 districts 
wl1ich gained more than 50 percent were located in the South and 
West and were heavily concentrated in California and Texas. 
An additional 24 districts gained more than a third but less than 
a half. None of the districts which gained more than a third were 
in the Northeast. . Three of the four metropolitan districts which 
lost population were located in Pennsylvania. 

STATE ECONOMIC AREAS AND ECONOMIC SUBREGIONS 

State economic araas.-State economic areas are relatively 
homogeneous subdivisions of States. They consist of single coun· 
tics or groups of counties wllich have similar economic and social 
characteristics. The boundaries of these areas have been drawn 
in such a way that each State is subdivided into relatively few 
parts, with each part having certain significant characteristics 
wllich distinguish it from adjoining areas. The country has been 
subdivided into 001 State economie areas. In publications from 
the Population Census, however, some of the thinly populated 
agricultural areas have been combined. 

The grouping of the 3,103 counties or equivalent subclivisions 
of the United States into State economic areas is the product of a 
special study sponsored by the Bureau of the Census in coopera
tion with the Bureau of Agricultural Economics and several 
State and private agencies. The delimitation procedure was 
devised by Dr. Donald J. Bogue of the Scripps ]'onndation for 
Research in Population Problems, on loan to the Bureau of the 
Census.' 

Relation to standard metropolitan areas.-The combination of 
counties into State economic areas have lieen made for the entire 
country, and in this process the larger standard metropolitan 
areas (those with a population of 100,000 or more in 1940) have 
been recognized as metropolitan State economic areas. When a 
standard metropolitan area is located in two or more States, 
each, State part becomes a metropolitan State economic area. 
In N<!w England this correspondence does not exist because 
State economic areas are composed of counties whereas standard 
metropolitan areas are built up from towns. Here counties with 
more than half their population in a stanclard metropolitan area 
are elasslfied ns metropolitan. Likewise, because standard metro· 
politnn areas m!re set up on the basis of the 1950 population and 
State economic areas on the basis of the 1940 population there 
are some standard metropolitan areas which are not recognized in 
th•~ State-economic-area classificution and one metropolitan State 
economic area (Michigan C) is not recognized in the standard· 
metropolitan-area classification. 

Uses.-In the establishment of State economic areas factors 
in addition to Industrial and commercial activities were t~ken into 
account. Demographic, climatic, physiographic, and cultural 
factors, as well us factors pertaining more directly to the produc-

m:t!0~se~i-!~:r U dl~cu~slon and materials on State economic areas and 
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tion and exchange of agricultural and nonagricultural goods, were 
consiclered. The net result then is a set of areas, intermediate in 
size between States, on the one hand, and counties, on the other, 
which are relatively homogeneous with respect to a large number 
of characteristics. Areas of this type are well adapted for use 
in a wide variety of studies in which State data are neither suf· 
ficiently refined nor homogeneous and in which the manipulation 
of county data presents real difficulty. Moreover, a standarll 
set of areas, such as these, makes possible studies in widely 
different fields on a comparable area basis. 

Economic subregions.-These areas represent combinations of 
State economic areas. By this combination, the 501 State 
economic areas are consolidated into a set of 119 areas which cut 
across State lines but which preserve to a great extent the homo· 
geneous character of the State economic areas. The economic 
subregions are perhaps best adapted to those analyses of the 
geographic distribution of characteristics of the population within 
the country as a whole in which there is no need for the recognl· 
tion of State boundaries and in which the greater refinement 
permitted by the larger number of areas is desirable. The publi· 
cation of data from the 1950 Census in several fielcls has been 
planned for economic subregions. 

Figures on the total population of economic subregions and 
their component State economic areas are presented in table 31.. 
A map showing the boundaries of State economic areas and eco· 
nomic subregions appears on pages xxxvu. In table 19, whicl1 
presents statistics for counties, each county is identified by tho 
number or letter designation of the State economic area into which 
it falls. 

CENSUS TRACTS 

Definition.-Census tracts are small areas, having a population 
generally between 3,000 and 6,000, into which certain large cities 
(and in some cases their adjacent areas) have been subdivided for 
statistical and local administrative purposes, through cooperation 
with a local committee in each case.• The tract areas are estnb· 
llshed with a view to approximate uniformity in population, with 
some consideration of uniformity in size of area, and with due 
regard for physical features. Each tract is designed to inclucle an 
area fairly homogeneous in population characteristics. In cities 
where ward lines are infrequently changed, the tracts may form 
subdivisions of wards; but the tracts are usually laid out without 
regard to ward boundaries. The tracts are intended to remain 
unchanged from census to census and thus to make possible 
studies of changes in social ancl economic characteristics of the 
population within small sections of the city. 

Areas tracted in 1950.-There are 12,633 tracts in the 69 tracted 
areas for which 1950 Census data are available on this basis. 
Tract data were tabulated for 8 cities in 1910 and 1D20, 18 cities 
in 1930, and 60 areas in 1940. Figures on the total population 
by tracts have been published for each of the 1950 areas in Series 
PC--10, A.avanoe Reports. The characteristics of the population 
and housing of census tracts will be published as Volume III, 
Census Tract Statistics, for all but a few of the 69 areas. Table 
33 presents the number of tracts in the eity and in the adjacent 
part of each tracted area. 

INSTITUTIONS 

The lJopulation of institutions and military installations is 
inclu.ded as a part of the population of the city, township, or other 
polib~al are~ in which the institution or installation is located. 
This .mstitutional population in some cases forms an appreciable 
fracti?n of the total population of the city or town, and sometimes 
it senously affects the distribution of the total by sex age or 
other characteristics. It has not been found practicable, howe~er, 
to make any general provision for showing separately the.popula-

8 For a further discussion of census tract data and their uses see u s 
Bureau of the Census, Oensus Traot Manual, 3d edition, Januar~ 1947.' ' 
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tlon of individual institutions. Figures on the inmate population 
will be presented for standard metropolitan areas, urbanized 
areas, counties, and cities of 10,000 inhabitants or more in Chapter 
B, I'opulation, Volume II, Characteristics of the Population. In 
addition, the Census Bureau will make available on request the 
1950 data giving the total population of those large institutions 
which comprise a complete enumeration district. 

SPECIAL CENSUSES 

The Bureau of the Census has an established procedure for 
taking a special census at the request and expense of a local com· 

munity. Generally, the areas for which special censuses are taken 
are those which have experienced an unusual increase in popula· 
tion either because of changes in political boundaries or because 
of relatively high in-migration. The areas in which special cen· 
suses were conducted by the Bureau of the Census between April 1, 
1940, and April 1, 1950, are shown in table 32 ; more than 400 
separate special censuses were conducted during the decade 1940 
to 1950. 

The Bureau of the Census has published separately the results 
of these special censuses in varying detail in Ourrent Population 
Revo1·ts, Series P-SO and P-28. 


