V. POPULATION OF COUNTIES AND THEIR SUBDIVISIONS.

COUNTY AREAS MADE COMPARABLE—POPULATION OF MINOR
CIVIL DIVISIONS—NAMES OF TOWNS NOT RETURNED

SEPARATELY AT THE FIRST CENSUS—POPULATION OF CITIES.

POPULATION OF COUNTIES.

In 1790 there were 292 counties in the area enumer-
ated; in 1900 there were 784 counties in the same area.
Of the 292 counties enumerated in 1790, however, few
were even approximately the same in area as the coun-
ties bearing the same name a century later. In order,
therefore, to determine what changes have occurred in
county population, it is necessary first to ascertain, as
accurately as possible, the 1900 areas comparable with
those which existed under the same county names in
17901

The population in 1900 of the counties included in
the area enumerated in 1790 is presented in Table 105
(page 201), in comparison with the returns for 1790.
As this adjustment has been made in connection with
the classification of population by color, sex, and age,
somereference to the more important facts indicated will
be found in the section dealing with that classification.

The statement has frequently been made that many
of the counties in the area enumerated in 1790 have
decreased in population during the nineteenth century.
The following analysis of county areas in the several
states enumerated in 1790, according to the amount
of increase or decrease, is based upon the comparable
areas presented in Table 105:

TaBLE 14.—Counties enumerated in 1790, classified according to the
amount of increase or decrease of population within their boundaries
Jrom 1790 to 1900.

NUMBER OF COUNTIES IN-
Num- CREASING—
ggﬁ} ber of
coun-
STATE OF TERRITORY. Yc’gll;nof ties de~| Less | From | From ; Over
ties creas- | than | 25to |100to ! 500
- ing. |25 per 100 per 500 per, per
cent. | cent. | cent. | cent.
Area enumerated in 1790. .... 292 10 15 51 122 94
New England......oovemmmenennns 41 1h...... 10 16 4
Maine 5 1 4
New Hampshire 5 2 0 P,
Vermont.... 7 2 3 2
Massachuset 11 2 3 5
Rhode Island. PO 5 )3 2 2
Connecticut e e ececacmnneeana. 8 3 4 1
Middlestates. . ...covmeveemaccnen-n 2 23 27
New York.. . 1 5 9
New Jersey . - 9 4
Pennsylvania. . 7 14
DelaWaIe. « cuuevecmaamnnannn b
Bouthernstates....cceceweaeiannunn 83 53
Maryland... 19 1 3 6 6

Virginial... 78 8 11 3 24 12
34 14
9 [}
4 7
2 7
4 4

1Indudes West Virginia.

. * The changes in most cases have been in the direction of organiz-
ing new counties from the area existing under the county name in
1790; in Maine, for example, 5 counties only had been erected in
1790, as compared with 16 in 1900. Wherever a 1790 county line
passed through a town having over 500 inhabitarts in 1900, estimated
parts of such population were assigned to the counties on each side
of the line.

For determining the changes in county areas which have occurred
during the century, three general sources of information are avail-
able: (1) The statutes of the several states; (2) maps made in 1790,
or sufficiently near that year to show with rea,sona.gle accuracy the
counties a3 they were at the time; and (3) gazetteers, yearbooks,
and state histories and manuals. Beginning with the Ninth Census
{1870) the Federal census reports upon population have recorded
the changes made in the area of counties during the decade preced-
ing the publication of the report. This material was useful to sup-
plement similarly detailed information for the period from 1790 to
1860, when the latter could be secured.

The statutes of the several states must be accepted as the most
reliable source of information for this analysis. In cases where
natural boundaries, such as rivers, bays, mountain ridges, etc., are
apecified as county limits, these can be readily located upon recent
maps, and hence the county boundaries as they existed in 1790 can
easily be determined. Such natural features bounded in whole
or in part the counties of Maryland and Kentucky at the close of the
eighteenth century. For these states, therefore, little evidence
was required in addition to that derived from state statutes. In
moet jnstances, however, the statutes in defining county lines refer
10 ls.nd.r’narks which have long since vanished, such as “a stick and
stones,” or “three trees,”” or to the property of persons long since
deceased, which can not now be easily identiﬁe&). Determination
of the exact location of such landmarks would have required much
detailed research, involving great expense, and was ocbviously im-
practicable. Hence, in such cases it has been necessary to rely

{60}

utilized in the tables, are without question sufficiently accurate.

upon maps of the 1790 period and upon the secondary sources of
information above mentioned.

Maps for 1790, or for years close to that date, are available for most
of the states enumerated in 1790. But the best maps of the period
are to some extent incorrect both in boundaries and in areas; few of
them indicate the boundaries of counties, and even these sometimes
proved useless on account of inaccuracy. For the states of Virginia
and Georgia no maps containing the county lines could be found,
and it is probable that none are in existence. It is curious that
Virginia, in which the oldest settlements and the largest population
existed at the First Census, should be one of the states for which
such important information is entirely lacking.

Gazetteers, yearbooks, and state histories and manuals proved
useful as guides and as a secondary source of information, and data
thus secured were freely used as a basis for constructing county lines
where more direct evidence was lacking or could not be secured
without great expenditure of clerical labor. A few of the state
manuals contain earefully compiled data recording all changes in
the areas of counties; for example, the manual of the state of Massa~-
chusetts specifies the date of transfer of all towns or parts of towns
from one county to another. But in general, publications of this
character contain merely a list of the counties, with the date of
formation and the county or counties from which formed. Such
information proved helpful, however, because it facilitated the
work of combining the 1900 counties, or parts of counties, which
were formed from any county enumerated in 1790. Tt was also
useful in verifying the boundaries shown in maps and in making
clear some of the lines specified in the statutes.

From this explanation of the method of procedure adopted, it is
obvious that absolute accuracy has not been secured in the attempt
toobtain comparableareasat the firstand last censuses.  But for the
desired purpose—that of establishing a reasonable basis of compari-
son—the county lines, as shown in the accompanying maps and
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MATXE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, AXD VERMONT—CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1900.
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MASSACHUSETTS, CONNECTICUT, AND RHODE ISLAND—CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1900.

[Red lines indicate 1790 boundaries.]
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NEW JERSEY—CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1900.

{Red lines indicate 1790 boundaries.]




PEXNSYLVANIACHANGES IX COUNTY LINES: 1790 AXD 1900.
[Bed lines indicate 1789 boundaries.
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MARYLAND AND DFLAWARE - CHANGES IN COUNTY TINEs: 1790 ARND 1900

[Hed Hoes indieata 100 bominadaries, ]
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VIRGINTA AND WEST VIRGINIA—CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1900.

[Red lines Indicate 1790 boundaries.]
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NORTH CAROLINA AND SOUTH CAROLINA—CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1900.
[Red lines indicate 1790 boundaries. ]
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KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE~CHANGES IN COUNTY LINES: 1790 AND 1800,

[Red lines Indicate 1790 boundaries. ]
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POPULATION OF COUNTIES

Upon this basis, which is obviously the only correct
method of analysis, decreases are shown for only 1
county in New England (Nantucket Island), 1 in
Maryland, and 8 in Virginia. In other words, of the
county areas enumerated in 1790 only about 3 per cent
showed a decrease during the century which has
elapsed since the First Census. On the other hand,
spproximately three-fourths of the entire number have
increased much more than 100 per cent, and about one-
third showed a population increase of over 500 per cent.

AND THEIR SUBDIVISIONS. 71

One hundred and forty-eight counties in the area
enumerated in 1790 reported a maximum popu-
lation at some year since 1850 but prior to 1900,
without having undergone any change of area suf-
ficient to explain the lower figure. The following
table shows that in the aggregate the maximum
population of these counties exceeded their popu-
lation in 1900 by 244,763, or 7.8 per cent. This
fact is shown graphically in the map on the next

page.

Tasre 15.—NUMBER OF COUNTIES IN AREA ENUMERATED IN 1790 REACHING MAXIMUM POPULATION PRIOR TO
1300, WITH THE POPULATION IN 1900, AND THE AGGREGATE MAXIMUM POPULATION OF SUCH COUNTIES.

NUMBER OF COUNTIES REACHING MAXI~

! i

Number Aggregate MUM POPULATION IN—
STATE OR TERRITORY. of P?g%%%ion gt |
counties. - |population.|!
E 1850 | 1860 | 1870 | 1880 | 1890
Areaenumerated 30 I780. .o o. oot et a e e mann ‘ 148 | 3,152,070 | 3,396,833
B e SN | 24 564,738 | 637,605
Maine 8 216, 362 244,613
New Hampshire 3 54,430
Vermont....... 10 238, 591
Massachusetts.. 2 30,
RhodeIsland...comeomunmiin i, RPN SRNDURRN R
Connecticut....oooovimaaaiiioa. PP P 1 24,523
.5 8T L s R R N 43 | 1,467,648
New York... 25 958, 851
New Jersey 1 34,507 |  3B,B70 Hleeeceuniforicneaifomancaa  1aaali.
Pennsylvan 16 441,528
Delaware 1 32,762 | 82,874 eeeieeni]enieinafemeneees] L |eeiannn
Southern states 81| 1,119,684
g4 1 AR 5 99, 180
Virginia........ 29 339,716
RS T A o PSPPSRI AU SRS SURIPRAPURIDN | MO NI SRS NN FURS,
North Carolin: 9 145,881
JoTo1PRA (A {11 1o RSO RPOUIIITI ASPPUGUI IS R | PPN IR PP PR .
Georgia........ 16 168, 184 8 ]
KentueKkyoveeraaveennnaan 13 188,678 5 7
B <3P, 9 178,045 5 4

The preponderance of maximum population at the
Tenth Census was probably due to the fact that the
agricultural prosperity of the original area of the
United States reached its highest point about 1880;
after that date the competition of the West in agricul-
tural products became rapidly greater, thus increasing

the problems of the eastern farmer, and offering added
inducements for removal to more favored sections or
for migration to cities.
The following table presents a classification of coun-
ties by specified sizes at intervals of practically half a
% century:

TasLe 16.—COUNTIES IN THE UNITED STATES GROUPED ACCORDING TO SIZE AS MEASURED BY POPULATION,
WITH NUMBER AND PROPORTION OF POPULATION IN EACH GROUP: 1790, 1850, AND 1900.1

1850 1900
1790 F ted at F ted at
or area enuInera ai Or arez enuImera a
For total area. First Census. For total area. First Census.
LIMITS OF POPULATION. 7
Population. Population. ! Population | Population. Population.
Coun- Coun- Coun-| Q Coun- Coun-

ties. Per ties. Per ties. | Per ties. Per || ties. Per
Number. | cent of Number. |cent of +| Number. |cent of Number. | cent of Number, |cent of

total. total. -l [ total. total.

i s )

3,029,625 | 100.0 ;/ 1,621 | 23,191,876 | 100.0 749 | 15,203,618 | 100.0 ‘ 2,713 | 72,682,620 i 100.0 | 784 | 32,423,487 100.0
136,755 3.5 436 | 1,149,920 5.0 71 257,604 174 815 979,745 | 1.3 }a 18 77,237 0.2
779, 720 19.8 428 . 3,130,978 13.5) 214, I 596, 663 ie.5 E 397 | 3,072,602 | 4.2, 107 845 122 2.6
690, 538 17.6 303 ; 3,748,171 16.2 | 1681 2,086,184 13.7 B 4}_.7 5,210, 957 ¢ 7.2 127} 1,579,431 4.9
662,409 | 16.9 || 150 | 2,604, we| ‘76! 1,310,572 8.6 439| 7,000,377 | 10|l 14| 2450,495 7.6
312,774 8.0 91 ¢ 2,011,408 87| 59 1,30:,53: 8.6 204! 6,784,301 | 9.3 1 8 | 1,862,318 5.7
310, 250 7.9 66 5801, 7.8 4 39 | 1,001,812 7.0 5 2181 6,002,795 | 8.3 67 1,831,&16 5.6
, 681 13.0 621 2,133,465 9.2 1 45 1 1,574,383 10.4 | 224 7,613,744 10.5 § 80 , 709, 902 8.4
222,741 5.7 20| 1,272,203 5.5 1 24 ¢ 1,050,065 6.9 89 | 4,426,805 6.11 371 1,655,711 5.1
304, 667 7.8 a6 | 5,340,080 23.0 : 830 4, 958, 788 ; 32.6 ;.19 ' 30,601,234 | 42.1 | 124 | 19,411, 855 59.9

! ! - | i .

1 Limited to areas having organized county government. Not including the Distriet of Columbia, cities independent of county organization, Indian reservations,

the districts of Alaska, or the islands of Hawaii.




COUNTIES IN AREA ENUMERATED IN 1790, WHICH HAD LESS POPULATION IN 1900 THAN AT SOME PREVIOR
CENRUS SINCE 1850 WITHOUT CORRESPONDING CHANGE IN AREA.
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POPULATION OF COUNTIES AND THEIR SUBDIVISIONS. 73

The population conditions prevailing in the'United
States in 1790~—when the two groups (Zf counf.;ms hav-
ing between 5,000 and 20,000 mhu,blbn.ntg included
more than half of the population and two-thirds of the
counties—had changed materially by 1850, and by
1900 the class which preponderated in 1790 had
hecome comparatively insignificant. On the other
hand, the group which preponderated in' 19(}0~thab
having & population of 50,000 or over, which included
919 counties and two-fifths of tho population—in 1790
included but 5 counties and less than 10 per cent of the
population. ‘

In 1900 the arca enumerated in 1790 contained 784
counties. A comparison of the population of these
counties from decade to deeade shows in many in-
stances apparent decrease in inhabitants, but in o large
proportion of these cases such decroase is the result
of changes in county arocas—the tendency, as popula-
tion grew densor, being to subdivide large countios.

POPULATION OF MINOR CIVIL DIVISIONS.

Local organization within countiesin 1790 has already
been doscribed briefly in Chapter IT, in connection with
thesubjec ts of boundaries and area of the United States
in 1760. Minor civil divisions (subdivisions of the
counties) were returned separately at the census of
1790 for the New ingland statos and for a portion of
the Middle states, but not for any Southern state.
This malkes the county the smallest unit available for
comparison: when the entire Republic iy considered.

In 1790, in all settled portions of New England, the
boundaries of the towns were specified in the charters,
and were well defined. It was therefore natural to
expect that the enumerators and marshals would make
their returns by towns, All returns were by towns,
exeept for New ILondon county, Conn. The sum-
mary of thie marshal for Connecticut, however, did not
give the population of minor civil divisions in any
county.

In the Middle states, except in the more thickly set-
tled sectioms, the boundaries of the minor eivil divi-
sions were less clearly defined than in New England,
and more wumstable. The county was the important
subdivisionn, and doubtless many of the enumerators,
in the absence of definite instructions, considered a
return of the minor subdivisions of small consequenco
even where practicable.

All the enumerators for Now York showed the popu-
lation of the townships under the counties, In the
Censug report, however, the population of Ontario
county—which included all the western portion of the
state—is not shown by townships.

The 1790 gchodules for New Jersey are not in
existenco.  The marshal for Now Jersey included in
his symmary the names of the townships in the 13
counties which composed the state, but reported the
Population of individual townships for only 5 counties,

or scarcely more than one-third of the total number.
If the enumerators in the remaining 8 counties—which
were not confined to any one section of the state—
were required to ascertain the population by town-
ships, they probably succeeded in doing so with
little or no difficulty. Hence the responsibility for in-
consistent returns must have rested with the marshal.

Of the 21 counties in Pennsylvania in 1790, only 9
of the older settled counties were returned by town-
ships or minor civil divisions. For 5 other counties
the returns were partly by minor civil divisions and
partly grouped under such phrases as ‘“remainder of
county’’ or “eastern (or western) portion of county.”
For the remaining 7 counties, which were practically
unsettled, and might be termed frontier counties, the
population was given for the county only, with the
comment ‘‘not returned by townships.”

Tho returns for Delaware and for all the Southern
statos wore presented by counties only. In the South
the roads were poor, even in the more thickly settled
districts, and at o distance from the coast they degen-
erated into trails or ceased entirely, so that the geog-
raphers of that period found it difficult to construct
maps which would present the physical formation with
accuracy; it was not to be expected that an enumer-
ation made under such difficulties could present accu-
ratoly the population by divisions smaller than counties,
ovon where such divisions existed. In the returns for
Virginia and South Carolina the population of the most
important places was appended; the returns for the
District of Kentucky gave separately the population
of § towns. Villages existed within the counties, and
the boundaries of the larger villages were probably well
defined. But inasmuch as they were subject to change
by the local authorities at pleasure, it is probable that
little importance attached to them as separate units.
This is indicated by the fact that in 1790 many vil-
lages had two names, as Waltham, or Westham, in
ITanrico county, Va.; and also by the fact that in many
cases the same village is designated by different names
on different maps published about that time.

Attempts to ascertain from outside sources the
names of townships and of villages or other settlements
which existed in 1790 but were not reported at the
Tirst Consus, made it evident that complete lists of
minor civil divisions are not available for any of the
Southern states. For Virginia it was possible to com-
pile from a contemporary history a reasonably accu-
rato list of settlements which were in existence in 1790;
but the lack of such lists for other states, and the diffi-
oulty in securing information upon this subject, justify
the inclusion in this publication of the following lists
of minor civil divisions, which were compiled, after
considerable inquiry and research, from the pri?aci‘pal
gazottecrs, maps, etc., of the period, and from lists of
post offices as they existed in 1796. After'havmg been
propared with care, these lists were submitted to oﬁ-
cinls of state historical societies in Pennsylvania,
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Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee, respec- |
tively. Thus they have received the consideration and |
revision of the most competent authorities in the

states considered.

No definite information exists as to the exact legal

status of the 436 communities or settlements in the
Southern states which possessed sufficient importance
to appear in the records of the states, thus justifying
inclusion below. Some of them doubtless had a mu-
nicipal form of government, however small their pop-
ulation; others may have been townships in the
geographic sense, possibly without population; still
others may have been settlements without any town-
ship formation below the county.

PENNSYLVANIA.

[Those counties for which minor civil divisions are not given in
the census returns, or are given in part only.]

Allegheny county:
Deer.
Depreciation tract.!
Elizabeth.
Fayette,
Indiana.

Miiflin.
Moon,
(hio.
Pine,
Pitt.
Pittshburgh town.
Plum,
Robinzon.
Ross.

St. Clair.
Versailles,

Bedfuord county:
Bediord.
Belfast.

Bethel,
Brothers Valley.
Colerain.

Cumberland Valley.

Dublin.
Elk Lick.
Hopewell.
Londonderry.
Millford.
Providence.
Turkey Foot.
Woodberry.
Bucks county:
Bedminster,
Bensalem.
Bristol.
Buckingham,
Durham.
Falls,
Haycock.
Hilltown.
Lywer Makefield.
Lower Milford.
Middlstown.
New Britain,
Newtown.
Nockamixon,
Northampton.

| Bucks county—Continued.

i
i
'
1

Oxford.
Plumstead.
Rockhili,
Solebury.
Southampton.
Springfield.
Tinicum,
Upper Makefield.
Warminster.
Warrington.
Warwick.
Wrightstown.

| Cumberland county:

i
i
§

Dau

Allen,

Carlisle.

East Pennsborough.

Hopewell.

Middletown.

Newton,

Rye.

Tyborn.

Tyrone.

Westpensboro.

%hin county:
ethel.

Derry.

East Hanover.

Harrisburgh town.

Heidleberg.

Lebanon.

Londonderry.

Lower Paxtang.

Upper Paxtang.

West Hanover.

Franklin county:

Antrim.
Fannet.
Greene,
Guildford.
Hamilton.
Letterkenney,
Lurgau.
Montgomery.
Peters,
Scuthampton.
vashington.

* Lunudz north of the Ohio river and west of the ALl heny river,
ordered 1o be sold by the state at public auetion and ?g be gaid for
by certificates issued by the state and representing the deprecia-

tion of the currency ther

etofore paid ous by the state.

PENNSYLVANIA—continued.

Huntingdon county:
Barree.
Dublin.
Frankstown.
Hopewell.
Huntingdon.
Shirley.
Woodberry.

Luzerne county:
Exeter.
Hanover.
Kingston.
Lachawanock,
Newport.
Pittston.
Plymouth.
Salem.
Tunkahannock.
Tyoga.
Wilkesbarre.
Willingborough.
Wyalusing.

Mifflin county:
Armagh.
Derry.
Fermanagh.
Greenwood.
Lack.
Lewistown.
Milford.

Upper Bald Eagle.
Wayne

Montgomery county:
Abington.
Cheltenham.
Douglass.
Franconia.
Frederick.
Gynned.
Hatfield.
Horsham.
Limerick.
Lower Merion.
Lower Salford.
Marlborough.
Montgomery.
Moreland.
New Hanover.
Norriton.
Igisrkiomtin.

ymouth.
Providence.
Springfield.
Toamencing.

Kent county:
Daover.
Duck Creek.
Frederica.
Milford.

Newcastle county:
Christiana.
Middletown.
Newark.
Newecastle.
Newport.

Allegany county:
umberland.
Town.
Ann-Arundel county:
Annapolis.
Elkridge.
Hitton.
London.
Baltimore county:
Gotham.
Hookstown.
Reistertown.

| Montgomery county—Cont'd.

Upper Dublin.
Upper Hanover.
Upper Merion.
Upper Salford.
Whitemarsh.
Whitepaine -
Worcester.

Northumberland county:

Augusta.
Bald Eagle.
Beaver Dam.
Buffaloe.
Catawessy.
Chilisquaque.
Derry.
Fishing Creek.
Loyalsock.
%J/choming.
ahoning.
Mahonoy.
Muncy.
Nepanese.
Penn’s.
Pine Creek.
Point.
Potters.
Shamokin.
Turbut.
Washington.
Whitedeer.

Washington county:

Amyell.
Chartier.
Coecil.

Cross Creek.
Cumberland.
Donegal.
East Bethlehem.
Fallowfield.
Findlay.
Franklin.
Greene.
Hanover.
Hopewell.
Morgan.
Morris.
Nottingham.
Peters.
Smiths.
Strabane.
Summerset.
Washington.
West Bethlehem.

DELAWARE.

Newcastle county—Continued.

St. Georges.
Stanton.
Wilmington.

Sussex county:

Dagsboro.
Georgetown.
Lewes.

County not specified:

Cantwell’s Bridge.

MARYLAND.

Baltimore town and precinets:

Baltimore.

Calvert county:

Hunting Town.
Lower Marlborough.
Prince Frederick.
St. Leonards.

Caroline county:

enton.
Federalsburg,
Greensborough.
Hillsborough.
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MARYLAND—continued.

Cecil county:
Charlestown.
Elkton.
Frederick.
French Town.
Warwick.

Charles county:
Allan’s Fresh.
Benedict.
Bristol,

Byran Town.

I%Edar Point.
ewport.

Porv?’)l‘obacco.

Dorchester county:
Bucktown.
Cambridge.
Hunting-Creek-town.
Indian-Town.
Newmarket.
Vienna.

Frederick county:
Emmitsburgh.
Fredericktown.
Leesburg.
Liberty-Town.
Newmarket.
Taneytown.
Westminster.

Harford county:
Abingdon.
Bellaire,
Coopstown.
Harford.?
Havre de Gras.
Joppa.

Kent county:
Bridgetown.
Chester.
Georgetown.
Massy’s Cross Roads.
St. James.
Sasaafras,

VIRG

Accomack county:
Accomac (Court House).®
Horntown.

Albemarle county:
Charlottesville.
Milton.

‘Warren.

Amelia county:
Winterham.

Ambherst county:
Cabellsburg.
New Glasgow.
‘Warminster.

Augusta county:
Staunton.

Bedford county:
Liberty.

New London.

Berkley county:
Bath (Court House).
Bucklestown.
Charlestown.
Gerardstown.
Martinsburg.
Middletown.
Shepherdstown.®

Botetourt county:
Fincastle.
Pattonsburg.

Buckingham county:
Greensville.
New Canton.

Kent county—Continued.
Swantown.

Montgomery county:
Montgomery C. H.
Unity town.

Prince Georges county:
Bladensburg.
Nottingham.
Piscataway.
Queen Anne.
Upper Marlborough.

Queen Anns county:
Bridgetown.
Centreville.
Church Hill.
Mount Pleasant.
Queenstown.
Ruthsborough.

St. Marys county:
Chaptico.
Leonardstown.

Somersett county:
Princess Ann,
Salisbury.

Trap.

Talbot county:
Easton.
Hole-in-the-Wall.2
%[foktown.

ingston.
Oxtflgrd.
Williamsburg.
Trappe.

Washington county:
Elizabeth.?
Hancock.
Jerusalem *
Margarettsville.
Sharpsburg.
Williamsport.

‘Worcester county:
Snowhill.

INIA,

Campbell county:
Lynchburgh.
Caroline county:
Bowling Green.”
North Wales.
Port Royal.
Charlotte county:
Charlotte (Court House).®
Jefferson.
Chesterfield county:
Bermuda Hundred.
Gatesville.
Manchester.
Pocahantas.
Warwick.
Culpeper counfgr:
Culpeper (Court House).?
Stevensburg.
Cumberland county:
Cartersville.
Chester.

Effingham.

Dinwiddie county:
Petersburg.

Elizabeth City county:
Hampton.

Essex county:
Beaufort.
Botetourt.
Laytons.
Tappahannock.

Cumberland (Court House).

t Also called Bush Town.

2 Now Hambleton.

3 Also called Hagerstown.

4 Also called Funk’s town.

5 Also called Drummondstown.

8 Also called Mecklenburg.

7 Qriginally called New Hope.
8 Also called Marysville.

9 Formerly called Fairfax.

i

i

5
VIRGINIA—continued.

Fairfax county: New Kent countg:
Alexandria. [ New Kent (Court House).
Colchester. ! Norfolk county:

Matildaville. | Norfolk.

Philee. J Portsmouth.
Salishury. | Northampton county:
Shippandstown. i Northampton.'?

Fauquier county: | Northumberland county:
Carolandsville. Northumberland (Court

Fluvanna county: House).

Columbia. Ohio county:

Franklin county: West Liberty.
Rocky Mount. Wheeling.

Frederick county: Orange county:

Frontroyal. [ Orange (Court House).
Stevensburg.!® Pendleton county:
Winchester. Franklin.

Gloucester county: Pittsylvania county:
Gloucester. gooksburg.

Goochland county: Pittsylvania(Court House).18
Goochland (Court House). | Powhatan county:

Greenbrier county: Scottville.

Lewisburg. Prince Edward county:

Greensville county: Prince Edward (Court
Hicksford. House).

Halifax county: Prince George county:
Halifax (a’ourt House).! Blandford.

Peytonsburg. Port Conway.

Hampshire county: Prince William county:
Frankford. Carrborough.

TRomney. Dumfries.
Vatson. Newport.

Hanover county: Princess Anne county:
Hanover (Court House). Kempsville.
Hanover-Town.** Richmond county:

New Castle. Leeds.

Hardy county: Richmond (Court House).!®
Moorefields. Rockbridge county:

Harrison county: Lexington.

Clarksburg. Rockingham county:

Henrico county: Rockingham(Court House).*
Richmond. Shenandoah county:

Westham 3 Chester.

Isle of Wight county: Miller’s Town.

I Sngthﬁeld. ls\few ]])!Ia.rket.

ames City county: trasburg.
Jamestown. & ‘Woodstock.
Williamsburg. Southampton county:

Jefferson county: Jerusalem !

Charlestown. Spotsylvania county:

Kanawha county: Fredericksburg.
Kanawha ((%ou_rt House)* | Stafford county:

King George county: Falmouth.

New Marlborough. Leesville.

King William county: Surry county:

elaware.’® Cabbin Point.

Lancaster county: Cobham.

Gordonsville. Washington county:
Lancaster (Court House). | Abingdon.

Loudon county:  Westmoreland county:
Leesburg. Kinsale,

Middleburg. Westmoreland (Court

Lunenburg county: ’ House).

Dalstonburg. Wood county:

Mecklenburg county: Belleville.
Mecklenburg.i® York county:

Middlesex county: York Town.

Urbanna. County not specified:

Monongalia county: Goldson’s.

Morgantown. Harrig’s.

Montgomery county: Sweet Springs.*?
Montgomery (Court House). Todds.

Nansemond county:

Suffolk.

10 Also called Newtown. 18 Now Boydton.

11 Also called Banister. 7 Now called Eastville.

12 Once called Page's Warehouse. !2Now Chatham.

13 Also called Waltham.
14 County seat wus later Charles-

ton. )
15 Also called West Point.

13 Now Warsaw,

2 Now Harrisonburg.

2 Now Courtland.

2 Later called Fontville.
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HSOUTH CAROLINA--continued,

NORTH CAROLINA.

Anson county:
Anson C. H.
Wadesborough.

Beaufort county:
Washington.
Woodstock.

Bertie county:
Windsor.

Bladen county:
Elizabeth-Town.

Brunswick county:
]OSﬁunlswic}]Jz.

arlotteburg.
Clarendon.
Old Town.
Smithville.

Burke county:
Morganton.

Camden county:
Indian Town.
Jonesborough.
Sawyer’s Ferry.

Carteret county:
Beaufort,.

Caswell county:
Leesburg.

Chatham county:
Campbelltown.
Chatham C. H.
Pittsborough.

Chowan county:
Edenton.

Craven county:
Newbern.

Cumberland county:
Averysborough,
Fayetteville.

Currituck county:
Currituck C. H.

Dobbs county:

. Kingston.

Duplin county:
Cross-Roads.
Duplin C. H,
Sarecto.

Edgecombe county:
Tarborough.

Franklin county:
Louisburg.

Granville county:
Oxford.

.. Williamsborough.

Guilford county:
Bells Mills.
Martinville.
New Garden.

Halifax county:
Blountsville.
Halifax.
Scotland Neck.

Hertford county:
Murfreesborough.
Princeton.
Winton.

Iredell county:
Iredell C. H.

Johnston county:
Smithfield.

Jones county:

. Trenton.

Lincoln county:
Lincolnton,

Martin county:
Williamston.
Mecklenburg county:

Charlotte C. H.

Montgomery county:
Montgomery C. H.
Stokes.

Moore county:
Alfordstown.
Moore C. H.

Nash county:

Nash C. H.

New Hanover county:
Exeter.

South Washington.
Wilmington.

Onslow county:
Swannsborough.

Qrange county:
Chapel-Hill,
Hillsborough.

Pasquotank county:

ixonton.

Perquimans county:
Hertford.

Pitt county:
Greenville,
Martinsborough.

Randolph county:
Randolph C. H.

Richmond county:
Richmond C. H.

Robeson county:
Lumberton.

Rockingham county:
Rockingham C. H.

Rowan county:
Salisbury.

Rutherford county:
Rutherford.

Samgson county:

ampson C. H.

Stokes county:
Bethabara.
Bethania.
Friedburg
Friedland.
Gerthanton.,
Salem.
Unitas (at head of Gargal’s

Creek

Surry county:

ope.
Huntsville,
Rockford.

Tyrrell county:
Plymouth,

Wake county:
Raleigh.

Watren county:
‘Warrenton.

Wayne county:

... Waynesborough.

Wilkes county:
Wilkes,

County not specified :
Hogantown.

Mount Tizrah,
Richland.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Abbeville county:
Abbeville Court House.
Beaufort district:
Beaufort,.
Coosawatchie,
Purysburg,
Union,

Berkley county:
St. Johns Parigh.
Camden district:
amden,
Columbia.
Cowpena,
Rugeley’s Mills,

Charleston district:
Charleston.
Jacksonborough,
Middleton.

Monks Corner,
Wilsons Ferry,
Wilton.

Cheraw district:

Cheraw Court Tlouse.

Chester county:

Chester Court House,

Chestorfield county:

Jhatham,

Claremont county:
Statesburg,

Dorchester county:
Dorchestor,

Edgefield county:
Edgefield Court House,

Tairfield county:
Winnsborough,

Georgotown district:

Lancaster county:
Lancastor,
Laurens county:
Lawrons Court T Touse,
Newberry county:
. Newborry Courg House
Ninety.six distrie: '
Cambridge,
Duetts Caorner,
Londonderry,
New Bordeanx,
New Windsar,
Orangeburgh distriet:
¢ Bolloville,
Granhy,
Orangeburg,
Pendloton county:
) Pondloton Court Touse,
sSpartanburgh connty:
Spartan Court Houge,
Union county:
Pincknoyville,

reorgatown, Nuot. rx‘}mviﬁmf by county:
Kingston, Clermont,
Williamsburg, Hatton's Ford.,
Greenville county: Radnor,
Greenville Court Tousa, Saxegotha,
QEORGIA,
Burke county: Liberty county:4
Yort Tollair.t Barrington
Louisville, Darien ¥
New Gottingen. Medway villago,

Neow Savannah villago,
Waynosborough,
Camden county:

ow Invorness,
Nuwrnrt’._ Bridgo,
Sapelo villago,

Colorain, Sunbury,
St. Mary’s. Oglothorpe county:
St. Patricks, Goorretown,
Chatham county: Lexington,
Savannah, Richmond county:
Efingham county: Augusta,
ihenezor, Bodfod,
Blbert county: Washington county:
Dartmouth. Golphington
Llberton. Ovonew,
Dotarsburg, Wilkes county: 4
Franklin county: Washington,
‘arnesville, Wrightaborough,
Rastanalleo, County not specifiod:
PFranklin ¢, h, Abercorn,
Glyn county: Hardwick,
Brunswick. Old Town,
Frederica, St Savilla,
Greeno county: Tulasson,
Groenshorough.,
KENTUCKY .
Bourbon county: Lineoln county:
Bourbonton.” Crab Orehard,
Fayotte county: Knob Lick,
Lexington, Lincaln.
Jefforson county: Russellvillo,
Bullitt’s Liok, St Asuph’s?
Campbelltown. b Stanford.
Louisville,

INow Telfairville.

2 Part shown in 1900 as MeIntosh,
*Now shown in MeIntosh county,

* Not shown on 1900 maps.
8 Now McDuflio county.

Does not includo 99 }l»itmmr statious, known to havo been settle

before 1790; nor soveral others

for which no data could bo Tound

melmbly suttlod bofore thet dat

? Bstablished in 1780 s Hopowell; later callod Bourbonton; no

CRYIA,

& Incorporated in 1785; namo changod bofore 1806 to Shippi

port; now part of Louisville,
? Called also Logan’s Wort,
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KENTUCKY—continued.

Madison county:

Mercer county—Continued.

Boonesborough. Harrodstown.2
Milford. Warwick.
Richmond. Nelson county:
Mason county: Bairdstown .2
Charlestown. Bealshorough.,
Limestone.* Hardinsburg.
Lower Blue Licks, Hartford Station.t
May’s Lick. Woodford county:
Washington. Frankfort.
Mercer county: Georgetown.®
Boiling Spring. Leestown.
Danville. Petersburg.b
TENNESSEE.
Davidson county: s ‘Washington county:
Nashville. Jonesborough,
Greene county: County not specified:
Greeneville. Brass Town.
Hawkins county: Chissel.
Rogersville. Coyan.
Knox county: Hawkins Court House.
Knoxville. Holston.
Tennessee county:
Clarksville.

! Now Maysville.

2 Later Oldtown; now Harrodsburg.

3 Now Bardstown.
4 Now Hartford.

5 Qriginally called McClelland’s Station; later Lebanon. Present

name dates from 1790.

¢ Qriginally Tanner’s Station.

For the northern portion of the country, it is possible
to present accurately the total and average popula-
tion of minor civil divisions at the First and Twelfth
censuses. This is done in the next tabular statement.

A threefold increase in the number of minor civil
divisions enumerated in 1900, as compared with the
number enumerated in 1790, has been attended by
practically a threefold increase in the population of
such divisions. The average population of minor civil
divisions in New England has increased more than
threefold, while that of the Middle states has more
than doubled. The proportionate change thus favor-
able to New England is explained by the fact that the
population of the states in that group is much denser
than elsewhere in the United States, and as the geo-
graphic area is small, and was practically all settled
in 1790, the increase in the average population of
minor civil divisions represents principally the effect
of a moderate increase of population within a limited
geographic area. In the Middle states the existence
of much larger areas, portions of which were entirely
unsettled in 1790, has resulted in a much smaller
increase in the average.

1790 1900 !
Per cent
‘ Population. Population. !%af%
BTATE. Number }inmbm' lrot fnrgﬁ?r
of minor . of minor e
civil Aversge | civil Aversge | el
divisions.| Total. eivil divisions.; Total. civil { Visions.
division. division. |
B S, 1,501 | 2,026,283 1,273 | 5,500 | 21,231,430 ’, 3,860 245.7
937 | 1,009,206 1,077 | 1,887 | 5,892,017 | 3,315 80,0
153 632 | 631 , 466 1,101 312.4
197 141,809 720 | 245 411,588 1,680 24.4
1 85,341 454 | 252 343, 641 1,354 34.0
279 378, 556 1,857 || 333 | 2,805,346 7.947 26.5
30 69, 112 2,304 | a8 428,556 | 11,278 26.7
90 237,655 2,641 | 168 908, 420 5, 86.7
654 | 1,017,087 1,555 || 3,813} 15630,413] 4,102 483,0
137 340,241 2,484 974 | 7,268,804 | 7,463 £10.9
94 184,139 1,958 4241 1,883,600 | 4,443 351.1
407 433,611 1,085 2,382 | 6,302,115 2,646 | 435.3
16 59, 066 3,604 33 184,735 | 5,508 |, 106.3
i i |

The list of 436 minor civil divisions in the Southern
states approximates, so far as it is possible at the
present time to secure such information, to the actual
number of towns or settlements included within the

counties composing the states in question. Utilizing
the figures for the Southern states thus obtained, the
following results appear:

: ]
1790 (; 1900 ;Q
| Percent
Population. ’ Population, \‘11729%8{5?&,
. Number . Number 1 aum
STATE OR TERRITORY of minor . of minor A of minor
civil Average | eivil verage || civil
divisions.! Total, pex;glgmr (divisions.] Total. pezivﬁma' divisions.
division. || division,
SOTEREIEL SEEES. e e oo oo e e e ee e e men s e e mnannneen 06| 1,908,332 4,385 6,167 | 13,807,993 | 2,254 1,314.4
19,798 | 3,633 | 273 | 1,466,762 | 5,373 210.2
Ypryland and District of Colambia. 5i| Gao| o 80| ZEZost| 3512 4078
¥ and West Virginia 58| 395005| 4430 958 | Les80| 1,077 958 6
Forth Carolina. 20073 555 431 130,316 3,088 5644
South Carolina 39 9548 | DVI7 | 1,457 | 2,916,331 | L1531 3,635.9
Georgla. ... o 3t 3677|2377 1 633 | 21471741 3,088 2,135.5
EEIIOkY Lo Wl ssest| 32451 1,851 | 2,020,616 1,303 14.000.0
A c 1 F o U et | i
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Accepting the number of minor civil divisions shown
for 1700 as substantially accurate, between 1790 and
1900 the number increased approximately thirteenfold.
This, if it represents actual increase, results not merely
from the subdivision of existing minor civil divisions,
but principally from the establishment of new com-
munities. In 1790 much of the territory included in
the Southern states was a wilderness. Kentucky did
not reach the dignity of statehood until two years
after the census had been taken; Tennessee, then
known as the Southwest Territory, was still farther
from admission to the Union.

It is probable, however, that the list of minor civil
divisions in the South, while fairly accurate so far as
the larger settlements are concerned, is very incom-
plete for the smaller villages, and especially for town-
ships and other rural subdivisions.

It will be observed that the change in average pop- |

ulation indicated for the Southern states—a decrease
from 4,365 in 1790 to 2,254 in 1900—differs widely
from the change shown by the actual figures for the
New England and Middle states. In the Southern
states the center of activity in 1790 was the plantation,
while the economic changes during the century have
been continually away from the plantation and toward
communities. But if the number of minor civil divi-
sions shown for 1790 is too small, the average popula-
tion for that year is correspondingly too large.

POPULATION OF CITIES.

In 1790 there were but 5 cities having a population
of 8,000 inhabitants or more—Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Charleston.  In 1900 the
number of cities included within the area enumerated
in 1790 and having a population of 8,000 or more was
286, an increase of more than fiftyfold. Indeed, so
great has been the increase of communities of this
size that Rhode Island—smallest of all the states—
had more cities of 8,000 inhabitants or over in 1900
than were found in the entire Republic in 1790.

The limit of size above established for 1790 admits
$0 many communities in 1900 that it seems best to
consider this subject from a different point of view.
The following table presents the population of the 47
cities in the area enumerated in 1790 which had in 1900
& population of 50,000 or more, in comparison with the
population of the same places at the First Census, so
far as the earlier figures are obtainable. Of these 47
cities, 39 were located in the New England and Middle
states and 8 in the Southern states. The population
in 1790 of 32 of these cities can be presented approxi-
mately; 5 did not exist even as independent townships
in 1790, but were formed later from parts of other
townships and subsequently became cities; 9 appear

not to have had any population at the date of the First
Census.

Ciities having a population of 50,000 or over in 1900 in area coversl
by enumeration of 1790, by states.

POPULATION,
cITY.
1790 1900
B 7 | N S R R ! 158,535 | 10,259, 18
Maine: |
o F ARG I 2,239 50,15
New Hampshire:
v Magcheftter ............................................ 362 56,95 i
assacnusetts: H
Fall Biver............. Q] 104,88
New Bedford 3,298 62,40 ¢
LAWTENECE . - - o veme e eeee e e ee e caaecaccmaanaanannane (;)291 g%,galg :
S ¢« TP y
Springfield . . 1,574 62,05
Cambridge 2,109 91,88
owell.... (%) 94,55
Somervil (3) 61,64
B 570113 « Y P, 418,038 560,88
Rh WdVo§clest%r .............................................. 2,005 118,421
ode Tsland:
e PrOVIARNCE. . «eee ittt eici et e e een e 46,371 175,51
onnecticut:
Bridgeport. . 5100 70,9%
Hartford.... 4,072 79,830
X Ngw ]E(Iaven 4,487 108,0%
ew York:
;.glbanly ................................................. 3,404 3?3,%3}
1151 RO PO PS 2,
Roehodter Mt
ochester s
Utiea . 56,38
TOF e ceeeemmnann
New Jersey: _' .
L0141 L < RS OI RS 75,933
I}gexgaék. .. . 1,000 zgg, g{.}g
(31311 PPN NP g
R[Sl 1 PPN AP 206,433
%renton. ~ 1, ggg 182':{9;
aterson. ... . W17
Fo L e PO 1,000 52,180
Pennsylvania:
Allegheny 129,
Pﬁittg’purg. 4376 3'27%,%6
eaqing. ..
Harrishatg 880 ggﬁ 7
Erie.. oo Jeamnneneen 2
SCIATLON . .o oot e et eeeeeeeree e a]amaaaeanaan 102, 0%
WHIKES-BAITE ... iet e cieeaeeennn 300 51,721
D IPhﬂadelphia ....................................... 428,522 | 1,203,607
elaware:
Vvl’ilmington ........................................ 7600 76,508
aryland:
. g?ailtimore...........; .................................. 818,503 508,957
rginia:
RICHIMONA - - - o oei i ien 3,761 85,050
South Carolina:
a Charleston. . . ... oo 918,359 55,807
eorgia:
Savannsh 54,244
AANEE. o e e 83,87
Kentucky:
o Louisville. ..o 200 204,731
ennesseea:
Nashville. oo e 500 801, 865
Memphis.......... U FUSERN 102,320

1 Not returned separately. .
2 Part of Chelmsford, total population 1,144.
3 Part of Charlestown, total population 1,583.
4 Original city area only.

5 Formed in 1821 of parts from Falrfield and Stafford.
& Morse’s Gazetteer.

7 Estimated.

8 Town and precinets.

9 8t. Phillips and St. Michael parishes.

It must not be overlooked, in studying tables of this
character, that the results are seldom entirely com-
parable. In nearly all of the 47 cities included in the
above table the area has changed materially since 1790,
and tends to change from decade to decade, as in-
creasing population requires an extension of municipal
boundaries to meet industrial and residential require-
ments.

Of the 5 cities having the largest population at
the First Census—Boston, New York, Philadelphia,
Baltimore, and Charleston—Charleston, the fourth
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city in population in 1790, alone of the 5 has failed to
maintain its importance as a center of population.
The other 4 cities remained leaders in population
& century later, with only two rivals—both located
outside of the area enumerated in 1790. Chicago, a
remote wilderness in 1790 and for nearly half a cen-
tury afterwards, in 1900 exceeded in population Phila-
delphia, Boston, and Baltimore; while St. Louis, in
1790 a small frontier settlement not even within the
boundaries of the United States, at the last census
slightly exceeded in populaticn Boston and Baltimore.

Although the total population of the United States
increased rapidly from 1790 to 1900, the increase of
the 4 early leaders in urban population—New York,
Philadelphia, Boston, and Baltimore—was relatively
even more rapid. In 1790 their combined population
was less than 100,000, forming but 2.4 per cent
of the population of the Republic; in 1900 it was

5,800,748—nearly 58 tiues us great as in 1700--and
formed 7.5 per cent of the national population. or
more than three times the proportion for 1790,

The population reported under the names of these
4 cities, at the beginning and at the end of the cen-
tury, can not be regarded as strictly compurable, be-
cause the limits of each huve expanded so that they
now include large areas which in 1790 were independ-
ent and unconnected. While principally open country
at that time, these areas nevertheless supported a
population which, if it had been included as wrbun
population at the First Census, would have altered
materially the totals reported in 17G0. Elsewhere
in these pages (see Table 21, page 84) will be fnund
the population in 1900, classified us white und eolored.
for the cities of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and
Baltimore, computed for the areas of these cities as
they existed in 1790.
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