XI. NATIONALITY AS INDICATED BY NAMES OF HEADS OF
FAMILIES REPORTED AT THE FIRST CENSUS.

NATIONALITY IN STATES FOR WHICH SCHEDULES EXIST—IN THOSE
FOR WHICH SCHEDULES ARE MISSING—COMPOSITION OF POPULATION
OF TYPICAL COUNTIES IN 1900—SLAVEHOLDING BY NATIONALITY.

In modern census taking nationality is determined
by the response of the individual to the question con-
cerning place of birth or the place of birth of parents.
Such a classification is obviously impossible in con-
nection with the First Census; as the only means of
determining the nationalities of whole families at that
census is by inspection of the names of the heads of
families as they appear upon the existing schedules.
If this be remembered, so that no confusion shall
arise through an attempt to force comparisons, the
results attained from inspection of the First Census
schedules present a very interesting and doubtless
a reasonably accurate analysis of the nationality of
the population at the time. Such classification,
however, is obviously in the nature of an indication
of blood, or what may be termed nationality strain,
since it takes no account of the actual place of birth
or parentage of the individual, or of the length of
time which the bearers of the name may have been
absent from the mother country. The ancestors of

the bearer of an Irish or Dutch name may have
arrived in the first shipload of immigrants who
landed on the shores of Virginia, Manhattan, or New
England, so that at the time of the First Census the
descendant enumerated possessed few or none of the
characteristics of the nationality indicated. On the
other hand, the individual may have arrived in the
United States alone or with his family but a few weeks
prior to the enumeration. ‘

Emphasis is laid upon the above facts in order that
no misunderstanding may arise concerning the analy-
sis of nationality here presented. While, therefore, it
can not be regarded as possessing the least value from
the standpoint of modern classification by place of
birth, such an analysis, especially for the period under
consideration, possesses great value as indicating the
proportions contributed by the different nationalities,
to the population at the time the First Census was
taken.

TasLe 45.—PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE WHITE POPULATION OF EACH STATE ACCORDING TO NATIONALITY
AS INDICATED BY NAMES OF HEADS OF FAMILIES: 1790.

AREA COVERED. MAINE. | NEW HAMPSHIRE. VERMONT. MASSACHUSETTS. | RHODE ISLAND. CONNECTICUT.
NATIONALITY AS INDICATED BY
B . . Per Per Per Per |, Per Per | Per
Number. | ‘onp Number. cent. Number.| o0 Number. cemt, Number. cent. Number.| . ent. Number. cent.
2,810,248 | 100.0, 96,107 | 100.0 | 141,112 ] 100.0 85,072 | 100.0 ; 373,187 § 100.0 64,670 | 100.0] 232,236 100.0
2,345,844 8.5 89,515 93.1 | 132,726 94.1 81,149 95.4 1 354,528 95.0 62,079 96.0§ 223,437 96.2
188,589 6.7 4,154 4.3 6, 4.7 2,562 3.0 13,'435 3.6 1,976 3.1 6,425 2.8
44,273 1.6 1,324 1.4 1,346 10 597 0.7 3,732 1.0 455 0.7 1,589 0.7
G, 62 2.0 - 279 0.3 153 0.1 428 0.5 373 0.1 19 ) 258 0.1
0.5 115 .1 142 0.1 153 0.2 748 0.2 88 0.1 512 0.2
56 436 0.5 . 75 El) 33 0.1 4 1
. ® 441 (Y 67 ] 91 M 5 1
All gther. ... 0.1 230 0.2 231 0.1 7 *) 6 L
| i
NEW YORK. | PENNSYLVANIL. | MARYLAND. VIRGINIA.2 NORTH CAROLINA. | SOUTH CAROLINA.
NATIGNALITY AS INDICATED BY
NAME.
Nirxrber. | Pereent.| Number. | Percent.; Number. | Percent.! Numher. | Per cent.| Number. | Per cent. | Number. | Per cent,
| -
All pationatities.....c.eoeen s 314,306 100.0 i 433,373 100.0 208,649 160.0 442 117 100.0 289,181 100.0 | 140,178 100.0
b 03 et S 245,901 78.2 249, 656 59.0 175,265 840 375,799 85.01 240,309 83.1| 115,480 82 4
Seotehe i 10,034 3.2 49, 567 1.7 13, 562 6.5 31,391 7.1 32,388 1.2 16, 447 11.7
Trish..... 2,525 0.8 8,614 2.0 5,008 2.4 8,842 2.0 6,651 2.3 3,576 2.6
Duteh. e 50, 6 16.1 2,6 0.6 209 0.1 0.2 578 0.2 2 0.2
French. 2,424 0.8 2,341 6.6 1,460 0.7 2,653 0.6 0.3 1,882 1.3
German 1,103 0.4 110, 357 26,1 12,310 5.9 21,664 4.9 8,087 2.8 2,343 1.7
Hebrew 385 0.1 21 ?) 626 0.3 Feene e 1 ® 85 0.1
All other 1,394 0.4 194 1) 209 0.1 884 0.2 289 0.1 146 0.1

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 per eent.

2 Source of data explained on page 119.
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The analysis by nationality as shown by names in-
dicates that the English stock composed 83.5 per cent
of all the white population at the period of the First
Census, and if the Scotch and the Irish be added, the
British stock represented a little more than 90 per
cent; while the Germans contributed slightly less than

6 per cent, and the Dutch 2 per cent. This fact is not
surprising; the colonies had been under English rule
for more than a century, the last to submit being the
Dutch colony of New Amsterdam, from which New
York and New Jersey were created in 1664.

Virginia, settled by the British in 1609, had at the
First Census but 6 per cent non-English population,
‘and of these 5 per cent were what are known as “Valley
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Duteh,” that is, Germans who had migrated through
Maryland from Pennsylvania.

New England was almost as English as old England,
the lowest proportion (93.1) being in Maine and the
highest (96.2) in Rhode Island.

Were it feasible to make an analysis of the popula-
tion of the Southern states in 1900 similar to that made
from the schedules of the First Census, it is probable
that little change would be noted from the proportions
shown in 1790. In that section there has been a
noteworthy preservation of the purity of the stock
enumerated in 1790, contrasted with the extraordinary
change in the composition of the population which
has taken place in the remainder of the nation.

Disgram 10.—PROFPORTION OF TOTAL POPULATION FORMED BY EACH NATIONALITY: 1790.

ENGLISH

Tapre 46.—PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE WHITE POPULATION OF EACH NATIONALITY AS INDICATED BY
NAMES OF HEADS OF FAMILIES, ACCORDING TO STATE OF RESIDENCE: 1750.

ALL NATIONALI- ENGLISH. SCOTCH. IRISH. DUICH. ! FRENCH. GERMAN. HEBREW. | ALL OTHER.
TIES. i
1

e | P N Per |N Per |Num-| Per

- | P Num- | Per { Num-|{ Per | Num- | Ter Num- er | Num- er | Num-
Number. clggi. Number cle)reé. I\{;‘;n ceg. b%xrfl cent. | ber. |cent. | ber.  cenf. | bLer. |cent.| ber. |{cent. | ber. |cent.

i ; i N
Area covered. .| 9,810,248 | 100.0 || 2,345,844 | 100.0°] 188,599 | 100.0 | 44,273 | 100.0 | 56,623 | 100.0 | 13,284 | 100.0 | 156,457 | 100.0 | 1,243 | 100.0 | 3,835 | 100.0
i 5 : 7 5 5 5 3| 44| 35| 20| 60

Maine. ..., 107 3.4 89,515 | 38| 4138| 22| 133| 30| 29, 05| 15[ 09 436 | 0.3 0
New Hampshire. .. 28 51l 139708 | 57| Gos| 15| Lase| 30| 133] 0.3) 2] Lilo..... R RS M u 28
Vermont... T Tsso2| 30 81,149 | 35| 2,862] L4 397 L3 428 0.8 131 11 851 (1) heieezeos s as

Massachusetts |[..10| 373,187 | 13.3 '5o% | 15.1| 1843 | 71| 3,72 84| 3| 0.7} T4 58 () | 6| 54

- - . o
70| 26| 1Los| Lo| 49) L0 19 () F 881 07 3| M 9! 07 7| 0.2
gglﬁ)ﬂj&%ﬁlﬁgd """" 223‘%2 23 oy | os G425 | 34| 1,589 | 36| 28| 05| &2i 38 1] @) B pan &) 02
New York........ 0. 5436 | 112 | 2a5001 | 10.5| 10,04 | 53| 2325 57|50.000| 9.4 2.424) 181 1103} 07} 35| 3L.0)13 .3

ennsylvania,. .. 423373 151 240,656 | 10.6| 48,57 2.3| S,6l4| 15| 2,625 46| 2,80 IT5]10,857 | 0.5 A} LT 94
5 5 5 7 5 4| | &4

. 175,25 | 7.5| 13,52] 72| 5008| 13| 209 0.4 L460| 10.9% 12310 7.9] @%| 50

Voo B G B B ) ) NE) s ) e ey B
E&'ﬁ‘c’;‘,’é’ﬁﬁ::::::: %28;}% 0 11580 | 49| Tosar| s7| 36| 1] 209) 04| 182} 141) 2,33 13| 8| 68 146) 38

1Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent.
76292—09 ——9

2Spurce of data explained on page 119.




Dragram 11.—DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION OF STATES ACCORDING TO NATIONALITY: 1790.
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NATIONALITY IN THE STATES AND TERRITORIES FOR
WHICH SCHEDULES ARE MISSING.

Reference has already been made to the fact that
analysis of nationality at the First Census is necessarily
limited to theschedules which are still in existence. In
the case of Virginia, proportions of the population rep-
resented by the different nationalities were obtained
by utilizing the returns of the state enumerations
made in 1782 to 1785 (covering 38 counties), and
applying the results thus obtained to the population
of the entire state as returned at the census of 1790.
For Delaware the schedules of the Second Census are
available. As there was but little change in the total
population of the state, or its composition, during
the decade, the percentages shown at the Second

Census doubtless reflect accurately the nationality of

the population of the state reported ten years earlier.
This analysis shows the following result:

Nationalities of the population of Delaware, on the basis of the 1800
proportions: 1790.

: Distribution
(Eroporion of popuiaion
NATIONALITY. in 1790 on the
schedules 1500 propor-
of 1800. oD
All mationalities.......o.oocieioini s 100. 0 46,310
3 4R 1.3 - U, e 97.7 45,245
1i 86.3 33,966
7.5 3,473
3.9 1,806
1.0 463
0.5 232
0.4 185
0.4 185

The earliest schedules for the state of New Jersey
which are in existence are those for the Fifth Census
(1830), which wasso far distant from 1790 that the later
census obviously could not be regarded as reflecting
conditions which prevailed in 1790. With the assist-
ance of the Historical Society of New Jersey, a list of
the freeholders of Somerset county in the year 1790
was secured, and an analysis was made of these names—
obviously those of all of the representative or property

NATIONALITY.
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holding citizens of the county, embracing more than
two-thirds of the entire number of heads of families as
reported at the First Census. This analysis showed
the following result:

Nationalities of the population of Somerset county, N. J., as indicated
by the surnames of frecholders: 1790.

i |
TOWX. Total. | $BE" | Seotch. | Trish. | Dutch. French. Ger- | AL

i
The county....| 1,27 | 755 65 12 383 =l 71 3
Per cent...| 100.0 59.1 5.1 0.9 30.0 | 1.9 0.5 2.4
| Bernards townD.......| 307 243 34 b 22 F: 3 PR .
Bedminster town....| 139 96 8 2 28 3 2
Bridgewater town...| 271 170 8 a &7 9 5 17
Eastern town........ 187 7l 6l....... 102 3. 5
Hillshorough town...| 216 92 -2 P 108 6 ... 8
Western tovn....... 157 83 Tlecennnn {170 PR S 1

If it were an assured fact that Somerset county was
representative in the composition of its population, it
is obvious that the percentages here shown might,
with some propriety, be applied to the remaining 12
counties. Unfortunately this method of procedure is
not feasible. The composition of the population by
nationality varied greatly in the counties of New Jersey.
The proportion shown in Somerset is therefore no
guide to the proportions which actually existed
elsewhere.

An analysis of the population of the various counties
of New Jersey has been furnished, at the request of the
Director of the Census, by Mr. William Nelson, cor-
responding secretary of the New Jersey Historical
Society, after consultation with Dr. Austin Scott, of
New Brunswick, N.dJ., and Dr. E. S. Sharpe, presi-
dent of the Salem County Historical Society.! Suchan
analysis is necessarily merely an approximation, but it
represents the painstaking estimates of the leading
authorities in the state upon New Jersey history, and
the figures resulting from an application of the per-
centages to the population of the state in 1790 are
doubtless sufficiently accurate to indicate the distribu-
tion by nationality. Upon the basis of this analysis
the following tables result:

1 Bergen.—This county was originally settled by Dutch, with a very small admixture of Danes. Prior to 1680 there was a strong

infusion of French settlers from Harlem. ~There was at no time any independent immigration from France. Some of the families having
Dutch names, as the *“Van Buskirks,”’ were of German origin, and for more than a century were almost exclusively connected with the
German Lutheran Church. As early as 1700 there was a considerable infusion of German population from New York city and from German
settlements north of New Jersey. About 1765 there was a considerable importation of German miners, principally from Bavaria, who settled
in the upper part of the county, working in the iron mines of BeI%en county and Morris county. There were Scotch settlers also at 2 ver}y;
early period, say 1725 and later, who perhaps worked in the Dutch flax industry, and through affiliations with or acquaintance with Dute
settlers came to this country. I would say that in 1790 the population was about as follows: French, 15 per cent; Germans, 20 per cent;
Scotch, 5 per cent; Irish (principally in the iron mines), 5 per cent; English, 15 per cent; Dutch, 40 per cent. A

Burlington —This county was almost exclusively settled from England, or by English ca?ita]ists, who, however, induced some settle-
ment from the Friends of Ireland; also Friends from Wales. There was a small admixture of Swedes, who had previously settled in the
southern of the state. I would approximate the percentages of mationality in 1790 as follows: Welsh, 5 per cent; Swedes, 5 per
cent; Irish, 10 per cent, English, 80 per cent. . . . )

Cape May—This county was originally settled by Swedes and Finns, but soon there was an influx of English from Long Island and
New England. In 1790 the percentages of nationality were as follows: Swedes, 40 per cent; Finns, 10 per cent; English, 50 per cent.

Cumberland —This county was principally settled by the English from Long Island, New England, and the mother country, with a
light admixture of Finns. In 1790 the percentages of nationality were as follows: Swedes, 10 per cent; Finng, 2 per cent; Welsh, 3 per
%zntl;i~ (}?;erénans (employed in the iron works and glass works), 10 per cent; Irish (employed in the iron works and glass works), 10 per cent;

glizh, 65 per cent. .
nbEssex.—%.‘his county was originally settled from New England and Long Island and was exclusively English. By 1790 a considerable

N




120 A CENTURY OF POPULATION GROWTH.

Estimated per cent of the population of New Jersey contributed by specified nationalities: 1790.

English Swedish
COUNTY. and Scotch. Trish. Dutch. French. German. | Hebrew. and All other.
Welsh. Finnish
The Stabe - e et 58.0 .1
2723 e WU 15.0 5.0
Burlington. - 85.0 |. 10.0 |.
Cape May... 50.0 |. .
Cumberland. 68.0 I 10.0 |.
1T NG P 60.0 10.0
[ 1018 {61 < 80.0 |iereraennnan 5.0
Hunterdon. . 30.0 10.0 10.0
Middlesex. .. 38.0 32.0 4.0
Monmouth. . 75.0 15.0 50
03] o' TN 55.0 5.0 10.0
FEF1 1 o g 83.0 foeomeeaes 10.0
F100 001 o) 59.1 5.1 0.9
USEBX <« o e e e e eeea e et aeamanmaamneaeaaeaaeaeaemanann 55.0 5.0 50

Total nwmber of persons in families in New Jersey of which the names of heads indicate specified nationality, com-
puted upon the basis of estimated proportions in 1790.

English Swedish
COUNTY. Total. and Scotch. Trish. Dutch. | French. | German. | Hebrew. and All other.
‘Welsh. Finnish.
The state. .ot 169,954 3,565

215371055 ¢ DA NN R 10,108

228 Y7 ) s U 17,270

Cape May... 2,416

Cumberland. 7,990

SSEX e nnnnn 16,454

[ 103 1Tt ) PO SRS 12,830

B0 L L0 PP 18, 661

Y T T80 12175 PR 14,498

MonmOouth . o .ot 14,969

103 0o £ IR IR 15,532

[T =Y o W I 9,891

SOMEISEt - - oo eeeeiem e ea e e ieer e 10,339

SUSEBX e a v a e cmammacmaemr e ecanenne e mmmemereareaae e 18,996

The estimates referred to place the percentage of | United States, even in New York. This, however, does
- Duteh in the total population of New Jersey higher | not discredit-the estimate as New Jersey was part of
than actually existed in 1790 anywhere else in the | the early Dutch settlement.

immigration of other nationalities had set in, and in that year the population was approximately as follows: French, 5 per cent; Scotch,
10 per cent; Irish, 10 per cent; Dutch, 15 per cent; English, 60 per cent. )

Gloucester —This county was settled originally by the Swedes. Afterwards there was an influx, principally of English, with somae
slight admixture of Welsh. ~ In 1790 the population was approximately as follows: Swedes, 10 per cent; Welsh, 5 per cent; Germans, §
per cent; Irish, 5 per cent; English, 75 per cent. o

Hunterdon.—This county was originally settled by English from Burlington county. About 1715 there was a considerable immigra-
tion of Germans, who came from the Palatinate and elsewhere in Germany, being members of the Lutheran Church. There was also a
considerable immigration from northern New Jersey, principally Bergen county, and also from Monmouth and Somerset counties, and
from Long Island. In 1790 the population was approximately as follows: Germans, 25 per cent; Dutch, 25 per cent; Irish (working in
the mines and on farms), 10 per cent; Scotch, 10 per cent; English, 30 per cent.

Middlesex.—This county was settled originally by the English. About 1685 there wasa considerable importation of Scotch. About
1690-1730, the Dutch came in. In 1790 the population was made up about as follows: Dutch, 20 per cent; Scotch, 20 per cent; Germans,
5 per cent; Irish, 5 per cent; French, 2 per cent; English, 48 per cent. ¢ .

Monmouth. —This county was originally settled by the English, but before the end of the seventeenth century there wasa considerable
influx of Dutch, principally from Long Island. Scme of the Scotch settlers of Middlesex also drifted in. In 1790 the population wwag
approximately as follows: Scotch, 15 per cent; Irish, 5 per cent; French, 3 per cent; Germans, 2 per cent; English, 75 per cent. ‘

Morris.—This county was settled early in the eighteenth century, say 1710-1720, by English and Germans in almost q%}lxal proportions,
Afterwards Dutch drifted in. About 1765 there was a further influx of German miners from Bavaria, and from then on Irish workmen werg
attracted to the mines. In 1790 the population was approximately as follows: Irish, 10 per cent; Scotch, 5 per cent; Dutch, 10 per cent;
Germans, 20 per cent; English, 55 per cent. . . i K .

Salem.~This county was originally settled, about 1675, by English, with a slight infusion from Ireland and Wales. There were alsg
some Swedes and Finns from the original settlers, about 1635. The population underwent very slight changes until 1790, when it stoagd
about as follows: Finns, 2 per cent; Swedes, 5 per cent; Irish, 10 per cent; Welsh, 5 per cent; English, 78 per cent.

Somerset.—This county was analyzed by the Census Office from the list of freeholders in 1790. I would have said that Somerset had:
Scotch, 10 per cent; Irish, 3 per cent; French, 2 per cent; Germans, 5 per cent. .

Sussex.—This county was originally settled early in the eighteenth century, or perhaps late in the seventeenth century, by Duteh
from New York state. Then English settlers came in from Burlington and Hunterdon counties; also Germans from Hunterdon county
about 1765 German miners from Bavaria, and Irish laborers in the mines, with some slight infusion of Scotch also. In 1790, I Bhouf:i
say the population was about ag follows: Irish, 5 per cent; Scotch, 5 per cent; Germans, 20 per cent; Dutch, 15 per cent; English, 55 pe

cent. .
WiiaM NELSON,
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The composition of the white population of Georgia, |

Kentucky, and of the district subsequently erected
into the state of Tennessee, is also unknown; but
in view of the fact that Georgia was a distinctly
English colony, and that Tennessee and Kentucky
were settled largely from Virginia and North Carolina,
the application of the North Carolina proportions to
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the white population of these three results in what is
doubtless an approximation of the actual distribution.

Utilizing for the states and territories for which
the 1790 schedules are missing, the proportions
secured as above indicated, the following summary
results:

Tasre 47.—COMPUTED DISTRIBUTION OF THE WHITE POPULATION OF EACH STATE FOR WHICH SCHEDULES ARE
MISSING, ACCORDING TO NATIONALITY: 1790.

i
!

Ii
KENTUCKY. |

| NEW JERSEY. DELAWARE. GEORGIA. !, TENNESSEE.
NATIONALITY. - . ‘ — : i
Number. Per cent. || Number. Percent.; Number. | Percent, '’ Number. | Ter cent. " Nuamber. | Per cent.
; i i i i i i i
P ‘ i { | | il !
Allnationalities. ........ .. ... . ...l 169,954 } 100.0 46,310 E 100.0 i} 52,886 } 100.0 2: 61,133 | 100.0 I 31,913 | 100.0
ENEHSH et 98,620 58.0 | 89,066 86.3 1 43,048 83.1 50,802 8.1 26,89 83.1
Sqotch.,. . 13,156 7.7, 3,473 7.5 0t 5,923 11.2 6, 847 11.2 } S,074 | 1.2
TIrish..... L 12009 711 1,806 3.9 1,218 2.3 1,406 2.3 734 | 2.3
Dutch . 21,581 12.7 . 463 1.0 | 106 0.2 122 0.2 4 64 | 0.2
French . 3,565 2.1 32 0.5 i 159 0.3 183 0.3 i 96 | 0.3
LE7=5 2 51721 W . 15,678 9.2 185 0.4 ; 1,481 2.8 4 1,712 2.8 I 834 2.8
- W 1 07215 I 5,255 3.1 185 j 0.4 } 53 0.1 | 61 | 0.1 i R I 0.1
i { [

! Includes Hebrew.

NATIONALITY OF TOTAL WHITE POPULATION IN 1790
AND OF WHITE NATIVE STOCK 1IN 1900.

The above figures may be accepted as representing
the actual proportions with sufficient accuracy to
- justify computing the distribution by nationality for

the total white population of the United States as it
existed in 1790. The result is as follows:

Tasre 48.—Number and per cent distribution of the white popula-
tion according to nationality: 1790.

AREA COVERED.

Number.

NATIONALITY AS INDICATED BY NAME.
Per cent.

g
<

3,172,444

.| 2,605,699
291,502
61,534
78,959
17,619
176,407

¢]

o

cootrnl
WM O

In a preceding chapter the number of descendants
of white persons enumerated at the First Census has
been established as approximately 35,000,000 in 1900.
‘While it is not to be expected that the exact pro-
portions of nationalities indicated above as existing in
1790 have been maintained in the native population,
it is interesting to mote that were the proportions
contributed by the different nationalities composing
the native population the same in 1900 as they were in
1790, the 35,000,000 would have been distributed as
shown in Table 49.

As a matter of fact it is probable that the native
population in recording an increase of nearly 700 per
cent during the century has departed somewhat from
the proportions shown at the outset. It will be
remembered that the analysis in a preceding chapter

showed the addition in 1900 of 32,000,000 of white
persons arriving after the First Census, either foreign
born themselves or of foreign parentage. It has also
been pointed out that the foreign stock is probably
increasing with greater rapidity than the native.
Whatever the proportionate increase may be, however,
between the two elements, it is of these two rather
diverse strains that the white population of the
United States is at present composed.

TasLE 49.—White native siock in 1900 distributed by nationality
according to proportions shown for 1790,

NATIONALITY.

Population.

35, 000, 000

-.a-t 28,735,000
-1 2,450,000
665, 000
875,000
210,000
1,960,000
103,000

=

NATIONALITY IN 1900 IN TYPICAL COUNTIES.

In order to illustrate the change which has been
in progress during the century, an analysis was made
by nationality of the names upon the 1900 schedules
of Hartford county, Conn.,* and of Columbia county,
N. Y., which were regarded as typical urban and
rural counties, respectively. Bothremained practically
unchanged in boundary from 1790 to 1900. By apply-
ing the same method of analysis to the names upon
the schedules of the Twelfth Census as was applied to
those upon the schedules of 1790, and by which the
results presented in the preceding tables were secured,
the nationality of the white population of the 2 coun-
ties mentioned was composed in 1900 as is shown in
Table 50:

! See page 123.




DISTRIBUTION OF DIFFERENT NATIONALITIES IN 1790, BY STATES.

ENGLISH

FRENCH

S

LR

GERMAN

D LESS THAN B PER CENT ’/A 5'TO 10 PER CENT

0'TO 25 PER CENT 25 TO 50 PER CENT

60 PER CENT AND OVER
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Tapre 50.—WHITE POPULATION OF HHARTFORD COUNTY, CONN., AND OF COLUMBIA COUNTY, N.Y., CLASSIFIED

BY NATIONALITY AS

INDICATED BY NAMES OF

HEADS OF FAMILIES: 1790 AND 1900.

%gﬂ“x’:zw. A B N EE W A e — e —— e
HARTFORD COUNTY, CONN. COLUMBIA COUNTY, N. Y.
NATIONALITY, 1290 1600 1190 1900
Por cont " Per cent P
Population, distribu~ |Population.| distribu- ||Population, digir?g‘ﬁ Population. gx‘értrcig?xf
tion, tion. tion. tion.
Allmationalitios. ..oooeeni 47,408 100.0 | 102,108 100.0 25,811 100.0 4,779 100.0
1 W 37,420 09.8 134, 860 70.2 20, 847 80.8 29, 852 71. 4
English 30,230 96, 6 75, 691 30. 4 20,183 7 2
Scotcl. oo 2.5 7,300 3.8 "821 5o %i s 5
Trish. . &8 0.6 51, 869 27.0 143 0.6 5,517 13.2
DULCH .+ nveevaseenennrrmrmrnraereranans R, 21 0.1 670 0.3 4,710
TROCl L 1ooonos oo o) 01 16, 532 3.4 ‘118 o3 R i3
gﬁmt‘;u T st e il e 28, 43:7 12.2 102 0.4 7,196 17.2
[ P Cesrasaiiaiinnaes () 26,708 13.9 34 0.1 1,337 3.9

1 Prinefpally Fronch Conodian,

In Hartford county thoe population, whieh in 1790
was almost exclusively British, shows a reduction in
that respect of moarly one-third in 1900 in favor of
other nationalities; while within the British eloment
the English stock, which completely overshadowed
the other two eloments in 1790 has shrunk to scarcely
more than one-third, but the Irish has groatly in-
creased. Indeed, the inerease in the latter element
reprosents a change from not more than 500 in 1790
(including the Scoteh-Irish) to more than 50,000 in
1900. It is worthy of note also that the British ele-
ment, which in 1790 was much greator in ITartford
county than in Columbia, has decreased to approxi-
mately 70 per cent in both; and other changes, such

¢ Ineludes Hungorians, Tialisns, Roumenians, Russians, Scaundinavians, ete.

® Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent.

as the increase in German and other nationalities in
the community at the expense of the British element
as & whole, and increase in the Irish stock at the
expense of the English or original stock, have also
been characteristic of both counties.

The changes indicated in these 2 counties are in-
toresting, and probably are typical of the changes
which have been in progress in all the Northern states
in the original area.

SLAVEHOLDING, BY NATIONALITY.

The average number of slaves per family for the
soveral nationalities is shown in the following table:

Tanip 5L~-NUMBER OF WHITE FAMILIES, SLAVEIHOLDING AND NONSLAVEHOLDING, CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO

NATIONALITY, WITH NUMBER OF WIITE PERSONS AND OF SLAVES REPORTED FOR SUCH FAMILIES: 1790.

WIITE FAMILIES, 'WHITE PERSONS. SLAVES,
Ter cent Average
NATIONA LY, slavehold- Average number | Number
Total Slive- | Nonslave- |ing families Total number Total er per 100
number, i holding. { holding. {formed number. per number. slave- of all
of all family. holding | families.
familjes. family.

Al NAHONALIHCH. v veevsvnaennnns eeraaunenens eerrerinaes 406,475 || 47,004 857, 311 1.8 || 2,324,330 5.7 || 811,919 6.5 g
Tinglish and Wolsh, Chan ol || 88,140 | 208,50 1.3 || 1,00 218 5.7 | 268,084 6.8 7
SO0l e oo | "W s0 29, 848 16.0 || 153,458 5.6 | “27,570 6.3 101
Trfsh. 0, 286 902 5,323 15.3 34, 689 5.5 6,578 6.8 105

oh. 9,300 2,025 6,774 27.9 55, (66 5.9 8,906 3.4 95
Trench...ovvevnnnnnens, ! 580 1,324 30.8 10, 444 5.5 6,567 1.1 343
z},% 87, 22, 499 3.7 (I 133,032 5.7 3,079 3.5 | 13

HebOW. .ovrnuensnens 218 33 180 15.5 1,108 5.6 157 48 74
All other. 404 76 388 16,4 2,734 5.9 378 5.0 81

It is nocessary, in consulting tho forogoing table, to
bear in mind the fact that in some instances the pro-
portions are misleading. It will be observed that the
average number of slaves per family arve largest for
families of IFronch origin. This is necounted for by
the fact that the total number of families of obviously
French origin in the United States was small, and

that a large proportion of such families were located
in South Carolina, the state in which the average
number of slaves per family was highest. It is not
surprising, therefore, that the French families led in
the proportion which slaveholding families formed
of total families—nearly one-third were slaveholders.
This nationality, however, was closely followed by
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the old Dutch families of New York, who still con-
tinued to possess slaves at the period under consider-
ation. It is significant that the smallest proportion
is shown by the Germans, who even at this early
period were obviously opposed to slave ownership.

Had the proportion of slaves for the entire white
population of the United States in 1790 been the same
as it was for the German element, the aggregate num-
ber of slaves at the First Census would have been
but 52,520, instead of approximate'y 700,000.
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