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POPULATION.

AREA OF ENUMERATION: 1910,

The arca of enumeration in 1910 ecmbraced the states
and territories and the outlying possessions of Alaska,
Hawaii, and Porto Rico. The gross area in square
miles of the territory enumerated April 15, 1910, with
tho populatlon as returned, is shown in Table 1. The
area in square miles was 3, 627 557 and tho population
returned, 93,402,151,

The increase in population from 3,929,214 at the cen-
sus of 1790 to 93,402,151 at the consus of 1910 was
89,472,937, or about 24 persons in 1910 to each person
returned at the First Census. During the same period
the area was extended from 892,135 square miles
to 3,627,557 square miles. The area, therefore, in-
creased only four times, as compared with a population
increase of nearly twenty-four fold. :

’i‘:;blo L (iross aron

(land pnd .
TERRITORY ENUMERATED! 1010, water) in Lopulation,
square
milos.

TUnited States (wilh ontlying posscwiom) ..... 38,027, 657 98,402,151
Unitod Stales, exclusive of outlying possessions... ... 3,024,780 01,472, 200
Outlyng possesslons. . oo i re e carrananan G00, 768 1,429, 885

ARSKQ. . o et et [60, 8841 64,306
ITawadl, ... (449 101, 609
Porlo Rice 3,495 1,118,012
Military and naval sorvieo abroad. . oot o it {id, 608

In Table 2 is given the gross area in squaro miles of
the United States, including all its outlying posses-
sions, at each enumeration from 1790 to 1910, together
with the population; the arca—Iland, water, and total—
and thoe population of the United States, excluding the
outlying possessions; and thogross area of the outlying
possessions.

Table 2 UNITED STATES AND ITS OUTLYING POSSESSIONS.
Tnitod Statoes (oxeluding outlylng ])08‘10\51011‘:)
- . Gross aren of
CENSUS YEAR. (iross aron < Areain uq e miles, onutlying
Aggreogale (land and possessiong
population, wator) In in squara
square miles, TPopulation, (4r0SS aren mj{m.
(land and Lund, Walor.
whler).
1910... 101,115, 487 3,743, 300 01,0672, 200 3,026,780 2,073, 800 52, ka0 710, 617
1900, 77, 256, 030 d 712 870 78,004, 675 3,020, 768 2,074, 1569 82, (0 716,081
1800. 02 070, 700 3, 17 673 02,047,714 3,020, T84 2,073, 06 0, K2 500, 884
1880. .>0 189, 208 3, (ilT 673 50,165,783 3,026, TRt 2,073, 065 52, 824 b00, 884
1870. 38, 558, 371 d, 017, 673 38, 6068, 871 3,020, 780 2,473, i 52, 824 5(](), 584
1860. 31,443, 321 3, 026, 780 31,448, 321 3,020, 780 2,478, 005 52,824 i
1850, . . 23,101, 876 2,007,119 23,101, 876 2,007,110 2,044, 337
1840. .. 17,0060, 453 1, 792 223 17,060, 453 , 702, 224 1,753, baR
1830, .. 12, 866, 020 1,702, 223 12, 866, 020 1,702, 223 1,753, 588
1820. .. 0, 638, 453 1,792, 223 0,(‘)“18,4.)3 1,702, 223 1,763, 688
1810. .. 7,239, 881 1 72() 122 7,239, 881 1,720,122 1, h‘h K05
1800.. . I',Il()S, 483 8()2,1% &, 308, 483 402, 135 K67, DR ‘
1700 et e e e 3,020,214 802,135 3,020, 214 892,185 R(»T,Qﬂl) 2, 1565 i .............

The gross area, land and water, of the United States
at the Thirteenth Census was 3,743,306 square miles.
The outlying territories had an area of 716,517 square
miles, approximately one-fifth of the total area. In
1790, at the First Census, the area was 892,135 square
miles, less than one-fourth of the present area, and
was confined to the territory lying between the
Atlantic Ocean and the Mississippi River, with the
excoption of the territory known as Florida. The

largest accession of territory at any decade was that
of the Louisiana Purchase in 1803. Duwring the
decade from 1840 to 1850 there wero three accessions
of territory, aggregating 1,204,806 square miles,
which, with the area of the Louisiana Purchase,
covered an area of over 2,000,000 square miles.
The annexations made in othor years, with the excep-
tion of Alaska, were smaller in area, but more densely
populated.
it
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Table 3 gives the gross area with the date of an-
~nexation of each accession of territory from 1790 to
1910. Colored Plate No. 1 shows the boundaries of
the original 13 states and each of the accessions of
territory.

Table 3 GROS8 AREA (LAND AND

WATER) IN SQUARK

Datone MILES.
ACCESSION. quirad,

Aroen of Total

aceession, aren.,

Aggregate, 1910—United States and outlying .
T (0 YO P | PN - 3,743, 308
United SEes. c verivneriiii i criinnare s deeneeneallovenanianns 3,020, 789
Qutlying possessions. .. eoveeenemocvnccaan]iieionid]forenenavans 718, 6817
Territory In 17904, , 892, 135
Louisiana [*urchase 1,720,122
Florida 1,778,788
By irea 1,792, 223
ToxnS. 2,181, 380
Oregon 2,467,030
Mexican , 007,110
Gadsdon urchas 3,020,780
Alaskn.........e. 3,017,673
Hoawadl. ... 3,024,122
Philippine ISIands. .. coceivereriienevruvanrannn. 115,020 3,730, 148
Torto Rico. oo i 3,435 3,742, 583
Guam... et aacaaa, 1809 210 3,742,708
118 4 L2 W 1006 (e 3,742,870
Panama Canal Zone.......ooiiiiiiiiiirinarenns 1604 436 3,748,300

1 Inoludos tho drainage basin of tho Red River of the North, not o part of any
aceession, hutb in the past sometimes considered a part of the Louisiana Purchasé,
Table 4 shows at each census the population, accu-
mulative increase, per cent of increase from 1790, land
area, and number of persons per square mile for the
United States, exclusive of its outlying possessions.

The increase in population in 1840, after 50 years of
growth, was 334.4 per cent, having increased a little
over four times. The increase for 100 years, to 1890,
was 1,502 per cent, or there were then in the United
States 16 persons where in 1790 there was one person.
The increase for 120 yoars, to 1910, was 2,240.7 per
cent; in other words, there were 23 persons in conti-
nental United States to each person returned in 1790.
The land area has increased almost three and once-half
times, while the population per square mile has
inereased nearly seven times, the incroase in density
from 1900 to 1910 being greater than during any
previous decade. The inerease and decrcase in den-
sity of population is ropresented by Diagram 1, Plate
No. 135.

'Table 4 )
Population of Tor cont | Land aron Topula-
; - L i
CENSUS YEAT, co%tli]?fézf“l tft,gcilllfz.}.‘é}&u_ of increase] in square E}(‘l’:]‘ull’:"
Sintes. from 1740, miles, il
91,072,206 | 88,043,052 | 2,240.7 | 2,973,800 30.9
75,004,575 | 72,005,301 | 1,834.1| 2,074,150 25,0
02,047,714 50, 018, 500 1,502, 0 2,073, V05 22
50, 155, 783 40,220, 509 1,176.5 2,073, 065 14,9
38, 558, 371 34,020, 157 §8L.3 2,073, 065 13.0
31,443, 321 27,514, 107 700. 2 2,073, 065 w. 6
23,101, 870 19,202, 062 460, 2 2, 044, 337 70
17,009, 453 13, 140, 239 334, 4 1,763, 688 0.7
12, 860, 020 8, 936, 806 2374 1,753, i8R 7.3
9, 638, 453 5,709, 239 145, 3 1,733, 488 a.h
7,239, 881 3,310, 667 843 1, B85, 865 4,3
5,308, 483 1,879,200 36,1 837, 980 6.1
3,020,214 [ K067, 080 A8

The increase in the land arvea of cach of tho stabes
and of the entire United States is given in Table 5.



POPULATION.

LAND AREA OF THE UNITED STATES IN SQUARE MILES, BY STATES AND TERRITORIES: 1790 TO 1910,

11

Table 5 -
. ) = i), . "
STATI AND TERRITORY. 1910 1000 1800 ‘ 1880 1870 1860 1850 1840 1830 1820 1810 1800 1790
United States..... 12,078,800 | 22,074,160 | 2,973,006 | 2,978,065 | 2,073,965 | # 2,073,085 | 12,044,337 | 1,763,688 | 1,753,688 [n1,7563,688 | 61,685,865 | 807,080 |7 807,080

Algbama............... 51,279 51,270 51,270 . 61,279 51,270 51,279 41,270 81,27 51,279 S
Arlzonn...... 8113, 810 113,810 118, 840 118,840 1 113,840 oo oo e R .
Ar]mnsz\s R 52, 525 52,5625 52, 525 52, 525 52,525 52,525 62, 626 82, 526 52, 5286 105, 876
California..... 21656, 662 | 10156,002 158, 900 156, 900 155, 600 155,000 185,900 §...ooonn JO Y A, [
Colorado............... 103,658 | 103,068 | 103,058 108, 068 103,058 | V103,088 |........ [T N RN P ves
Conneoticut............ 4,820 4,820 4,820 4,820 4,820 4,820 4, 820 4, 820 4,820 4,820 4, 820 4,820 4, 820
Deolaware.......... 1,905 1,508 1,965 1,006 1,906 1,965 1,005 1,405 1,066 1,005 1,906 1,805 1,965
Distriet of Columl 60 ts g0 58 58 58 68 68 00 0 90
Florida.......... B b4, 861 54,801 54, 861 54, 801 &4, 861 54, 801 i, 86l i, RB1 &4, BOL 4, BOL
Georgif... oo 58, 725 58,725 58,725 58, 725 58,725 58, 725 i pi] 8,725 68, 725 58,720
Idaho. .. 83,354 83,354 83,354 83, 354 83,854 [....... P Y DU R
Illinots. .. 12 56, 043 50,002 36,002 56, 002 50,002 40,002 503, 002 56,002 503, 002 56, 002
Indinna. . U 30, 045 35,885 35, 886 35, BRS 38, 885 35, 88 35, 885 35, 885 34, 885 36, 886
Ian e . §5, 580 55,580 55, 586 5?, 580 55, 680 55, H80 55, 686 101,050 |.......... Wloerarmrvann
Konsas...coovveeviaonnn 81,774 81,774 81,774 81,774 8L,774 | LT [ e Cerreeenan Cevnran
Kentneky.-.....oveneen 40,181 40,181 40,181 40,181 40,181 40,181 40,181 40, 181 40,181 40,181 40,181 40, 81 | ¥ 40,181
Lonisisna. .. 45, 400 45,400 45, 400 45, 400 45, 400 43, 409 45, 401 48, 400 44, 40D 45,400 | 034,005 |, ..no. .. revariass
Maiune. ... . ) 29, 806 20, 895 20, 805 20, 805 20,805 20, 805 29, 805 2, Bih 20,805 [ 720, 805 | 17 20,805 | 17 20, 805
Maryland. . 9,941 &, 01 0,041 {1, 941 g, 041 0,041 0,041 0,041 0,41 0,041 o, 011 0,041 0, 09
Massaohusetts. ......... 8,039 8,030 8,030 8,080 8,030 8,030 8,041 8,041 &, 041 8,041 8, 041 8,041 8,041
Michigan. .............. 57,480 57,480 57, 480 87,480 67,480 57,4 57,480 57,480 186, 052 186,052 42,025 |...... e
Minnesotn.. .. 80, 858 80,858 80, 858 " 80, 858 80,858 | 1180, 858 103,407 Josoerenien]ovnennnaes]en vesenaas Weenans [ P N
Mississnl)pi. . .l 46,302 6, 362 10, 362 40,862 40,362 40,302 40,302 40,362 40, 302 46,302 | we7, 041 ) 88,410
Missouri. . e 68,727 08,727 08, 727 08,727 08, 727 08, 727 08,727 48, 127 05,018 L....... J P FOPPRAT
Montana............... 1406, 201 146,201 1468, 201 140, 201 B (U7 81 O P P D connfeannnaaran Y PO P
Nabraska............... 78, 808 768,808 76,808 76,172 76,172 | MIB 018 |oeivnrnnns]orcnnnnns eannenenuns Ceeeenas
Nevada..... ... 109,821 109,821 109, 821 100, 821 100,820 | VAL 20 |oiiiveureliianneeoanfon T S, B F N eeeieass
New Hompshire........ 9,031 9,081 , (13 9,031 9,031 0,041 4,031 9,031 9,081 9,031 0,031 9, (3L -4, 031
New Jorsoy. ... cee 7,514 7,514 7,814 7,614 7,814 7,614 7,614 7,014 7,614 7,514 7,bl4 7,604 7,014
New Mexleo............ 122,508 | 122,603 | 122,503 | 122,503 | 12,508 | 11 247,782 | 236,548 [........... RUUURSUI I IO OO ERPT [
New York....oooeennns 47,654 47,054 47, 654 47, 654 47,65 47,054 47,062 47,052 47,052 47,052 47,052 47, 662 47, 6
North Carolina......... 48, 740 48,740 48, 740 48, 740 48, 740 48, 740 48,740 48, 740 48, 740 48, 740 AR, 70 48, 740 48, 710
North Dakotn.......... 70,183 70,183 70,183 {19) 1) SW) N PN P P P P T
(020 P 40, 740 40,740 40,740 40,740 40,740 40, 740 40, 740 40,740 40,228 40, 208 4, 28| 30 40, 328
OkIahom .ueevvnnnnn... 69,414 38,624 b1 N R RPN PR [ S O PP P
Oregon..... . 95, 607 05, 607 05, 607 05, 607 05, 007 05, 407 282,267 | vevn.. seenfane [P [ PP S T araecenian
Pennsylvania. 44, R32 44, 832 44, 832 44,832 44, 832 44, 832 44, 832 44, 832 44, 832 44, 832 A4, B2 44,832 [ 244, 832
Rhode Island........... 1,067 1,067 1,007 1,007 1,087 1,007 1,007 1,007 1,067 1,007 1,007 1,007 1, 007
South Carolina. . 30, 495 30, 495 30,405 30, 405 30, 405 30, 405 30, 4905 30, 408 30, 495 30, 406 30, 405 30, 405 an, 405
South Dakota.....0.. . 76, 808 70,868 76, 868 (9) 19) L5 DR OO ISP O T B . P PP VTR TP
Tennessec. ............. 41, 687 41, 087 41,087 41, 687 41, 687 41, (87 41, 087 41,087 41,687 41, 087 41, 087 A1, 6R7 | 240,077
Texas. . Lol 202,308 262,398 202, 308 202, 308 202, 308 202, 308 202,308 |, .ouiienancdiiiiiiiiiieeniae veseolecaniienne P P PP caeee
Utoh... o B2, 18d 82, 184 82,184 82, 181 188 [ 10192,887 [ 230,010 (ooonaoiee it e e DO R PO TR RO
Vermont. . . 9,124 9,124 9,124 0,124 0,124 {1,124 1,124 0,124 0,124 1,134 1,124
Vieginia.....o.ooea.. 40, 262 40, 262 40,262 40,202 40,202 04, 284 0d, 252 84,252 04,252 | 04,2521 04,984
Washington._.....__... 40, 836 G0, 836 60,836 66, 836 (56, 830 183,264
West Virginia - J 24,022 24,022 24,022 24,022 24,008 |........ ...
Wisconsin. . .. 55,266 55, 256 6, 260 55, 256 55, 260 65, 256
Wyoming.............. 97, 504 97, 504 07, 504 97,604 a7,580M |
Territory northwest of

Ohio River...o.ovoon leveeennideen ool N [N PN [ IO [N P celever e 25,855 | MR 0T
TParritory south of Ten-

1SS0, . 1%L { ) AN
Missouri te R .
Indian Territory and

unorganized territory . |........... 30,700 30,790 09,414 09, 414 00,414 | 535,008 | 511,007 52, 750
Dakota territory....ocojevr oo iiiieinanec e 147, 087 147,603 | 11 312,004

1 Not reduction of 260 squave miles due Lo the drainage of lakes and swamps in
Tilingis and Indiana (201 square mileg of land), and the building of the Roosevelt
andd Laguna Regervolrs (5}() square milos of waler surface), and tho overflow of tho

Jolorado River into the Salton Soo in California (440 square miles of water surfaco).

3 Incronse of 104 square milos drie to the reclovmntion of 2 square miles of Potomace

Rl‘vtr‘.l‘ Flh\ts in the Distriet of Columbin and 192 squere miles of Take Tulare in
“adifornia,

8 Includes Gadsden Purehaso (280,628 square milos) in 1853,

4 Includes Texas annoxntion (385,500 square miles) in 1845; Orvegon lerritory
(282,257 square miles) in 1840; and Moxlean Cession (622,902 squnre miles) In 1848,

o Includes Florido Parchasoe (54,8061 square miles) and territory gained by treaty
with Spain (12,802 square miles) in 1819,

¢ Tielides Loulsiana Purchase (817,885 square miles) of 1803.

7 Includes the drainage basin of the Red River of the North,

8 Docronso of 25 square milos due to the bullding of the Roosovelt Resoervolr and
6 square miles duo to the building of the Laguna Reservoir,

8 n" Dgcronso of 440 square miles duo to the ovorflow of the Colorado River into tha
alton Son.

10 Tnerenso of 192 square miles due to the raclemation of part of Lake Tulare, Cal,

1 Area given is that in 1861,

13 Tnerenso of 2 squoro miles due to roclamation of Potomae River Flaty in tho
Distriet of Columbia,

13 Increnso of 41 sguare milos due to desdnoge of Inkes and swoamps,

14 Tnereaso of 160 square miles duo Lo drainage of lakes and swamps.,

\ L"' Then part of Virginia; aren given is thot in 1702, whon it was admitted ns o
stnto,

18 Thon named Orloans territory; includes 4,611 square mites of disputed torri-
tory attuchad to the state of Louisfann In 1812, and exeludes 1,134 square miles
gained by troaty with Spaln in 1819,

17 Thon undor (ho jurisdiction of Massachusoetts; admiblod ng o stato in 16820,

18 Includes 5,880 sguare miles of disputed territory attachod to Mississippl tor-
ritory in 1812,

10 Thon part of Dakoto tul'l‘lt()l‘fh

20 ‘Thon part of ¢ torritory northwost of the Ohlo River;’? aren given is that in
1802, whon 1t was admitied as a gtate,

t Tneludoes 314 square miles coded to the United Statos by tho siala of Now York
in 1781 and sold Lo the steto of Penngylvonia in 1702,

28 Thon know as ¢ torritory southwest of the Ohio River;'’ inelndes 5,290 squore
miles of territory codod to tho Unitod States by the state of Bouth Caroling in 1787,

21 Thon nomed torritory of Louisinna,
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GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS,

In making comparisons of the growth in population,
manufactures, and agriculture for groups of states, it
has been found of great advantage to divide the United
States into certain groups termed geographic divisions.
The grouping of the country by geographic divisions is
a natural one, and by the aid of it certain character-
istic features in the development of groups of states are
brought out. At the Thirteenth Census the United
States was divided into nine groups or divisions
termed geographic divisions. The boundaries of these
divisions are shown on Plate No. 2, The divisions
and states comprised in each division are as follows:

NEW ENGLAND DIVISION.

Maine, . Vermont. Rhode Island.
New Hampshire. Magsachusotts. Connecticut.
MIDDLE ATLANTIC DIVISION,
New York. Now Jersey. Penngylvania.
BAST NORTH CENTRAY DIVISION,
Ohio. Illinois, ‘Wisconsin,
Indiana, Michigan.
WEST NORTH CENTRATL DIVISION.
Minnesota. Missouri. Nobraska.,
Towa, North Dakota. Kansas,
South Dakota,
SOUTH ATLANTIO DIVISION,
Delaware, Virginia, South Caroling.
Maryland. West Virginin, Georgia,
District of Columbia. North Carolina, TFlorida,

EAST SOUTH COENTRAL DIVISION.

Keantucky, Tennesseo.

Alabhama.,

Missigsippi.

WEST SOUTIL CENTRAX DIVISION.

Arkansaa. Loulsiana., Texas.

Oklahoma.,

MOUNTAIN DIVISION.
Montana. Colorado. Utal.
Idaho. New Mexico, Nevada.
Wyoming. Arizona,

PACIFIC DIVISION,

Washington, Oregon. Jalifornia,

In the New England and Middle Atlantic divisions
the predominant industry is manufactures, conse-
quently there is a tremendous growth of the urban
population, and more than half of the population in
these two divisions is in cities. The predominant in-
dustry in the South Atlantic and East South Central
divisions is agriculture, while in the East North Cen-
tral division the development of manufactures has in-
creased the urban element, and agriculture is not the
principal industry. In the West North Central and
West South Central divisions agriculture is the prin-

cipal 111dustry In the Mountain division mining
probably is nearly as nnportant as agriculture, while
in the Pacific division, in spite of the lmg(, urban ele-
ment in some of the states, agriculture is the predomi-
nant industry. A closer study of the industries in
these divisions would show a greater diversity in the
forms of agriculture followed, and in the Northern
states an especially large increase in the dairy farming
and a decrease in the avea allotted to cercals.

GROWTH OF POPULATION.

Colored Plates Nos. 3 to 15 present graphically the
growth of the population of the United States since
1790. These maps may properly be termed the den-
sity of the rural population, as the population per
square mile, upon which these maps, except Plato
No. 15, are based was computed by dividing the popu-
lation of each county, exclusive of municipalitios of
8,000 or more population, by its land area in square
miles. New England towns having over 8,000 popula-
tion werenot excluded. The density map for 1910 was
prepared on a slightly different basis. The density
was obtained as follows: The population of muniei-
palities having 2,500 or more inhabitants was deductod
from the total population of the county, and in the
New Ingland states the towns with 2,500 or moro
population were also excluded from the population of
the county, the remaining population, considered as
rural, being then divided by the land area in square
miles. All of the maps were then shaded by groups,
as follows: Less than 2 persons to the square mile
is regarded as unsettled area and left uncolored;
the area with 2 to 6 persons to the square imilo hag
the first, or lightest, shade; the area with 6 to 18
persons fo the square mile, the second shade; 18 to
45 persons per square mllc, the third Qh&dO‘ 45 to
90 persons to the square mile, the fourth shade; and
90 persons or more per square mile, the fifth, or
darkest shade, thus dividing the country into six
groups of density. The cities with 8,000 or moro
inhabitants are represented by circles of solid color in
size approximately proportionate to their population,
The groups of deusity are closely related to the in-
dustrial character of the country. The lowest group,
less than 2 persons to the square mile, which for census
purposes is regarded as unsettled territory, is inhahited
principally by hunters, prospectors, and stock raisers.
The next group, 2 to 6 persons to the square mile,
includes stock raisers, also an arvea of sparse agricul-
tural population where irrigation is relied upon for
raising crops. Agriculture is the principal occupation
of the group 6 to 18 persons to the square mile. The
next group, 18 to 45 persons to the square mile,
includes areas which have been given up to manufac-
tures and commerce, although agriculture is still the
principal occupation. The farms, however, are smaller
than in the preceding group and the cultivation of the
soil is more thorough. TIn the two groups in which the

S
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population exceeds 45 persons to the square mile,
manufacturing and commerce are of the greatest
importance and the greater proportion of the people
are in cities and towns.

1790.

The First Census of the United States, taken as of
the first Monday in August, 1790, under the provisions
of the second section of the first article of the Consti-
tution, showed the population of the thirteen states
then existing and of the unorganized territory to be, in
tho aggregate, 8,929,214, This population was distrib-
uted, as shown on Plate No. 8, almost entirely along
the Atlantic seaboard, extending from the eastern
boundary of Maine nearly to Florida, and in the region
known as the Atlantic Plain. Only a very small pro-
portion of the inhabitants of the United States, not
indeed more than 5 per cent, was found west of the
Appalachian Mountains, The average depth of sottle-
ment, in a direction at right angles to the coast, was
255 miles. The most populous areas were to be found
in eastern Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Conuecticut,
and about New York city. The population had also
extended north up the Hudson, so that the ITudson
River Valley, as far morth as Albany, had become
quite thickly settled. The settlements in Pennsyl-
vania, which started from Philadelphia, extended
northeast and formed a solid body of occupation from
Now York, through Philadelphia, down to the upper
part of Delaware.

The Atlantic coast, as far back as the limits of tide-
water, was well settled at this time from Casco Bay
south to the northern border of North Carolina, also
around Charleston, 8. C. In the “district of Maine”
sparse settlement extended along the entire seaboard.
The greater part of New Hampshire and Vermont was
covered with settlements.  In New York, branching off
from the Hudson at the mouth of the Mohawk, the line
of population followed a broad gap between the Adiron-
dacks and the Catskills and even reached beyond the
center of the state, cccupying the whole of the Mohawk
Valley and the country about the interior New Yorlk
lakes. In Pennsylvania population had spread north-
west, occupying not only the Atlantic Plain, but, with
sparse settlements, the region traversed by the numer-
ous parallel ridges of the eastern portion of the Appa-
lachians, The general limit of settlement was at that
time the southeastern edge of the Allegheny Plateau,
but beyond this, at the junction of the Allegheny and
Monongahela Rivers, a point early occupied for mili-
tary purposes, consldemblﬁ sottlements existed which
wore established prier to the War of the Revolution.
In Virginia scttlements extended west beyond the Blue
Ridge and on the wostern slope of the Allegheny
Mountains, though very sparse. TFrom Virginia, also,
a narrow tongue of settloment, which was almost as
populous as Vermont or Georgia, penetrated into the

DISTRIBUTION OT' POTPULATION:

“Kentucky country,” and down to the head of tha
Toennessee River in the great Appalachian Valley,
whore the “state of Franklin® had been for four years
a political unit. In North Caroling settlements wore
abruptly limited by the base of the Appalachians.
The state was occupied with remarkable uniformity,
except in its southern and contral portions, where pop-
ulation was comparatively sparse. In South Carolina,
on tho other hand, there was evidence of much natural
selection, apparently with roference to the character of
the soil. Charleston was then a city of considorable
magnitude and about it was grouped a comparatively
dense population; but all along a belt running south-
wost across the state, near its contml part, t, settlemont
was very sparse. This arvean of scattered settlomont
joined that of central North Caroling and ran cast to
the coast, near the junction of the two states. Tarther
west, in the “up country’ of South Caroling, the den-
sity of settlemoent was noticeabls, due to the improve-
ment in seil. At that date sottlements wore almost
entively agricultural and thoe causes for variation in
their dengity wore goneoral.  The movemonts of popula-
tion at that epoch may bo tracad, in almost overy case,
to the charactor of the soil and to thoe facility of trans-
portation to the seaboard; and, as tho inhabitants wero
dependent mainly upon wator transportation, tho set-
tlements also conformed very largely to navigable
streams.

Outside the area ol continuous settloment, which has
been approximately sketehed, wore found a number of
smaller settlements of greater or less extent. The
principal one was loc‘atcd in the northern part of what
was known as the ‘“territory south of the River Ohio,”
and comprised an area of 10,900 square miles; mmther
in western Virginia, upon the Ohio and Kanawha
Rivers, comprised about 750 square milos; a third, in
the southern part of the ‘“territory south of the River
Ohio,” upon the Cumberland River, embraced about
1,200 square miles.

In addition to these there were a score or more of
small posts, or inecipient settlements, scattered over
what was an almost untrodden wilderness—such as
Detroit, Vincennes, Kaskaskia, Prairie du Chien,
Mackinac, and Green Bay, besides the humble begin-
ning of Elmira and Binghamton, in New York-—which,
oven at that time, were outside the body of continuous
settlement and embraced about 1,000 square miles,

The line which limited this body of settlement, fol-
lowing all its undulations, was 3,200 miles in length.
In this measurement no account was made of slight
irregularities, such ag those in the ordinary meander-
ings of a river which forms the boundary line of popu-~
lation, but an account has been made of all the promi-
nent irregularities of this frontier line, which seem to
indicate a distinct change in the settlement of the
country, either of progression or of retrogression.
Thus the aren of settlement formed that territory em-
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braced between the frontier line and the coast, dimin-
ished by such unsettled areas as lay within it and in-
creased by such settled areas as lay without it. These
are not susceptible of very accurate determination,
owing to the fact that the best maps are, to a certain
extent, incorrect in boundaries and areas.
area of 1790, as indicated by the line traced, was
226,085 square miles. The entire body of continu-
ously settled aren lay between 81° and 45° north lati-
tude and 67° and 83° west longitude. Beyond this
were the smaller areas previously mentioned, which,
added to the main body of settled area, gave as a total
289,935 square miles, the aggregate population being
3,929,214, and the average density of settlement 16.4
persons to the square mile.

The *‘ district of Maine ’ belonged to Massachusetts;
Georgia extended to the Mississippi River; Ientucky
and Tennessee were known as the ‘‘territory south of
the River Ohio;” and Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan,
Wisconsin, and a part of Minnesota, as the ‘‘territory
northwest of the River Ohio.” Spain claimed posses-
gion of Florida, with a strip along the southern border
of Georgia, and all of the region west of the Missis-
sippi River.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1800.

At the Second Census, that of 1800, the frontier
line, as it appears on Plate No. 4, had advanced so
that, while it embraced 282,208 square miles, it de-
seribed a course, when measured in the same manner as
that of 1790, of only 2,800 linear miles, The advance-
ment of this line had taken place in every direction,
though in some parts of the country much more
prominently than in others.

In Maine and New Hampshire only a slight northern
movement of settlement was apparent; in Vermont,
on the other hand, while the settled area had not
decidedly increased, its density had become greater.
Massachusetts showed but little ehange, but in Con-
necticut the settlements along the lower course of the
Connecticut River had appreciably increased.

In New York settlement had poured up the Hudson
to the mouth of the Mohawk and thence westward
through the great natural roadway. The narrow
tongue, which before extended beyond the middle of
the state, had now widened until it spread from the
southern border of the state to Lake Ontario. A
narrow belt of settlement stretched down the St.
Lawrence and along all the northern border of the state
to Lake Champlain, completely surrounding what may
be characteristically defined as the Adirondack region.

In Pennsylvania settlements had extended up the
Susquehanna and joined the New York groups, leaving
an unsettled space in the northeast corner of the state,
which comprised a section of rugged mountain country.
With the exception of a little strip along the western
border of Pennsylvania, the northern part of the state

The settled

west of the Susquehanna was as yet entirely unin-
habited. Population had streamed across the south-
orn half of the state and settled in a dense body about
the forks of the Ohio River, where the beginning of
Pittsburgh may be noted, and thence extended slightly
into the ‘‘territory northwest of the River Ohio.”

In Virginia there was but little change, although
there was a general extension of settlement, with an
increase in density, especially along thoe coast. North
Carolina was at that time almost entirely populated;
the mountain region had, generally speaking, been
noarly all reclaimed to the service of man. In South
Carolina there was a general increase in donsity, while
the southwestorn border of the settled aren had been
oxtended to the Altamaha River. The settlemonts in
northern Kentucky had spread southward across the
state into Tennessee, forming a junction with the little
settlement on the Cumberland River, noted at the date
of the First Census. The group thus formed had
extended down the Ohio, nearly to its junetion with
the Tennessoe and the Cumberland, and across the
Ohio River, where the beginning of Cincinnati can bo
noted. Other small settlements appoared at this
time on that side of the river. On the east side of tho

Mississippi River was o strip of settloment along the

bluffs below the Ynzoo bottom. Above this, on tho
west side, was the boeginning of St. Louis, not at that
time within the United States, and directly across the
river o settlement in what was known as “‘Indiana
territory,” while all the pioneer settlemonts provi-
ously noted had grown to a greater or less extont.

From. the region embraced between the frontier line
and the Atlantic must be deducted the Adirondack
tract in northern New York and the unsettlod rogion
in northern Pennsylvania already roferred to, so that
the actual area of settlement, bounded by o continuous
line, was 271,908 square miles. All this lay boetwoeen
30° 45’ and 45° 15 north latitude and 67° and 88°
west longitude. To this should be added the aggre-
gate extent of all settlements lying outside of the
frontier line, which collectively amountod to 33,800
square miles, malking a total area of sottlomoent of
305,708 square miles. As the aggregate population
was 5,308,483, the average density of settlemont was
17.4 persons to the squarc mile.

The early settlements of this period had been much
retarded at many points by the opposition of Indian
tribes, but in the neighborhood of the more densely
sottled portions of the northern part of the country
these obstacles had been of less magnitude than farther
south. In Georgia, especially, the large and powerful
tribes of Creeks and Cherokees had stubbornly opposed
the progress of population.

During the decade Vermont, formed from the Now
Hampshire grants, territory claimed by both New York
and New Hampshire, had been admitted to the Union;
also Kentucky and Tennessee, formed from the ‘‘terri-
tory south of the River Ohio;” Mississippi territory
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had been organized, having, howover, very different
boundaries from what was known later as the state of
that name; whilo the ¢‘territory northwest of the River
Ohio”” had been divided and Indiana tervitory organ-
ized from tho wostorn portion. Tho Distriet of
Jolumbiu, comprising 100 square miles, was formed in
1701 from portions of Maryland and Virginia.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1810.

During the decade from 1800 to 1810 (Plate No. 5)
groat changes will bo noted, especially the extonsion of
sparse settloments in the interior. The hills of western
Now York had become almost entively populated,
sottlomoents had spread along tho south shore of Lake
Erie well over into Ohio, and offected a junction with
the proviously oxisting body of population about the
forks of the Ohio River, leaving unsettled an included
hoart-shaped aren in northern Ponngylvanin, which
comprised the rugged country of the Appalachian
Platenu. Tho oceupation of the Ohio River Valloy
had now bocome complote, from its head to its mouth,
with the exception of small gaps below the mouth of
tho Tonnesseo, Sproading in overy divoetion from
tho “‘dark and bloody ground” of Kentucky, sottle-
ment coverad almost the entire state, while its south-
ern bordor line had been oxtended to the Tenmnessece
Rivor, into what was known as ‘‘Mississippi torritory.”
In Georgia sottlomonts wore still held back by the
Creck and Cherokee Indians, although in 1802 o trouty
with the former tribe relieved the southwestern portion
of the state of thoir presence and loft the ground open
for oceupancy by the whites. In Ohio, starting from
the Obio River and from southwestern Pennsylvania,
settlomonts had worked north and west until they
coverod two-thirds of the area of the state. Michigan
and Indiana wore still virgin territory, with the excop-
tion of & small strip about Detroit, in the former, and
two small areas in the latter, one in the southeastern
part of the territory oxtending along the Ohio Rivor,
and ono in tho southwestern part extonding up the
Wabash from its mouth to and including the sottlo-
ment ot Vincennes. St. Louis, from o fur-trading
post, had becomo an important center of settloment,
population having spread north above the mouth of
tho Missouri and south along the Mississippi to the
mouth of the Ohio, On the Arkansas, near its mouth,
was o similar body of settlement. The transfer of the
torritory of Louisiana to our jurisdiction, which was
cffected in 1803, had brought into the country a large
body of population, which stretched along the Missis-
sippi River from its mouth nearly to the northern
limit of what was known as the ‘‘territory of Orleans”
and up the Rod and Ouachita (Washita) Rivers, in
general occupying the alluvial regions. The incipient
settloments, noted on Plate No. 4, in Mississippi terri-
tory offectod a junction with those of Louisiana terri-
tory, while in tho lower part of Mississippi territory a
similur pateh appeared upon the Mobile River.

During this decade large additions were made to
the territory of the United States and many changes
effected in the lines of the interior division. The pur-
chase of Louisiana, an empire in itself, had added
827,987 square miles to the United States and had
given to the people absolute contral of the Mississippi
and its navigable branches. Georgia, during the same
period, had ceded to the United States about two-
thirds of its territory. The state of Ohio had been
formed from a portion of what had been known as the
“territory northwest of the River Ohio.” Michigan
tarritory had been erected, comprising at that time
the peninsula north of Ohio and the upper part of In-
diana territory south of the straits. Indiana territory
had become restricted in its Hmits to the following
boundaries: Lake Michigan and Michigan on the north,
Ohio on the east, the Ohio River on the south, and
Ilinois territory on the west, with a detached area be-
tweoen Liake Superior and Luke Michigan. Iliinois terri-
tory comprised all territory west of Lake Michigan and
Indiana territory, north of the Ohio and east of the
Mississippi. The “‘territory of Orleans,” which was
located west of the Mississippi, had been carved out
of the Louisiana Purchase. The remainder of the ter-
ritory acquired from France was known by the name
of “Louisiana territory.”

At this date the frontier line was 2,900 miles long,
and the settled territory included between this imagi-
nary line and the Atlantic comprised 408,895 square
miles. From this must be deducted several large areas

- of unsettled land: First, the area in northern New

York, somewhat smaller than ten yoars before, but by
no means inconsiderable in extent; second, the heart-
shaped ares in northwostern Pennsylvania, embracing
part of the Allegheny Plateau, in size about equal to
the unsetitled area in New York; third, a strip along
the western part of Virginia, extending south from the
Potomae, taking in a part of eastern Kentucky and
southwestern Virginia, and extending nearly to the
border line of Tennessee; fourth, a comparatively small
aren in northern Tennessee upon the Cumberland Pla-
teau. These tracts together comprised about 26,050
square miles, making the approximate nrea of settle-
ment included within the frontier line 382,845 square
miles. All this lay between latitude 29° 30’ and 45° 15
north and longitude 67° and 88° 30’ west.

Beyond the frontier there were, in addition to the
steadily inereasing number of outposts and miner set-
tlements, several considerable bodies of population,
which have already been noted. The aggregate extent
of these, and of the numerous small patches of popula-
tion scattered over the West and South, may be esti-
mated at 25,100 square miles, making the total area
of settlement in 1810, 407,945 square miles. The
aggregate population was 7,239,881, and the aver-
age density of settlement 17.7 persons to the square
mile.
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DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1820.

The decade from 1810 to 1820 (Plate No. 6) witnessed
several territorial changes. Tlorida at this date (1820)
had not actually become.a part of the United States;
the treaty with Spain to transfer this territory to the
United States had been signed, but had not gone into
effect. Alabama and Mississippi, made from Missis-
sippi territory, had been organized and admitted as
states, Alabama having been made a territory in 1817.
Indiana and Tlinois appeared as states, with restricted
limits. The “territory of Orleans,” with somewhat
enlarged boundaries, had been admitted as a state and
was known as Louisiana. The ‘‘district of Maine’” had
also been erected into a state. Arkansas territory had
been cut from the southern portion of the territory of
Louigiana. The Indian Territory had been constituted
to serve as a veservation for the Indian tribes. Michi-
gan territory included all area east of the Mississippi
River and north, of Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio. That
part of the old Louisiana territory remaining, after
cutting out Arkansas and the Indian Territory, had
received the name of ‘“Missouri territory.”

Again, in 1820, there was o great change in regard to
the frontierline. It had become vastly more involved,
extending from southeastern Michigan, on Lake St.
Clair, southwest into Missouri territory; thence, mak-
ing a great semicircle to the east, it swept west again
around a body of population in Louisiana, and ended
along the Gulf coastin thatstate. The area east of this
line had increased immensely, but mueh of this increase
was balanced by’ the great extent of unsettled land
included within it. :

Taking up the changes in detail, the great increase
in the population of central New York will be noted,
a belt of increased settlement having swopt up the
Mohawk Valley to Lake Ontario, and along its shore
nearly to the Niagara River. A similar increase was
experienced about the forks of the Ohio River, and in
northern Ponnsylvania the unsettled region on the
Appalachian Plateau had sensibly decreased in size.
Theunsettled area in western Virginia and eastern Ken-
tucky had very greatly diminished, population having
extended almost entirely over the Allegheny region in
these states. The little settlements about Detroit had
extended along the shore of Lake Krie, until they had
joined those in Ohio. The frontier line in Ohio had
crept north and west, leaving only the northwestern
corner of the state unoccupied. - Population had spread
north from Kentucky and west from Ohio into southern
Indiana, covering sparsely the lower third of that state.
The groups of population around St. Louis, which at
the time of the previous census were enjoying a rapid
growth, had extended widely, making a junction with
the settlements of Kentucky and Tennessee, along a
broad belt in southern Illinois; following the main
watercourses, population had gone many scotes of miles
up the Mississippi and the Missouri Rivers. The settle-

mentsin Alabama, which previously had been very much
retarded by the Crecks, had been rapidly reenforced
and extended, in consequence of the victory of Gen-
eral Jackson over this tribe and the subsequent cession
of portions of this territory. Immigration to Alabama
had already become considerable, indicating that in a
shorttime the whole central portion of thestate, embrac-
ing a largo part of the region drained by the Mobile
River and its branches, would be covered with settle-
ments, to extend north and effect a junction with thoe
Tenncssee and Kentucky settlements, and west across
the lower part of Mississippi, until they met the Louisi-
ana, settlements. In Georgia the Cherokees and the
Creeks still held back settlement along the line of the
Altamaha River. There were, however, seattored hod-
ios of population in various parts of the state, though of
small extent. In Louisiana is noted a gradual inereaso
of the extent of redeemed territory, which appeared to
have been limited almost exactly by the borders of the
alluvial region. In Arkansas the settlements, which in
1810 wore near the mouth of the Arkansas Rivor, had
extended up the bottom lands of that viver, forming a
body of population of considerable size. DBesides these,
a settlement was found in the south central part of the
territory, at the southeastern base of the hill region,
and another in the prairie region in the northern part.

The frontier line had a length of 4,100 miles, em-
bracing an area (after excluding all unsettled regions
included between it, the Atlantic, and the Gulf) of
504,517 square miles, all lying betwoeen 29° 307 and
45° 30’ north latitude, and between 67° and 93° 45/
west longitude. Outside the frontier line were a fow
gottlements on the Arkansas, White, and Ouachita
(Washita) Rivers, in Arkansas, as before noted, as well
as thosein the Northwest. Computing these at 4,200
square miles in the aggregate, there was a total settled
area of 508,717 square miles, the aggregato population
being 9,638,453, and the averagoe density of sebtlement
18.9 persons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1830.

In the early part of the decade from 1820 to 1830
(Plate No.7) the final transfer of Florida from Spanish
jurisdiction was effected and it becamo a territory of
the United States. Missouri, carved from the south-

_castern part of the old Missouri territory, had been

admitted as a state; otherwise the states and terri-
tories had remained nearly as before. Settlement
during the decade had spread greatly. The westerly
extension of the frontier did not appear to be so great
as in some former periods, the energies of the people
having been mainly given to settling the included areas.
In other words, the decade from 1810 to 1820 scoms to
have been one of blocking out work which the succeed-
ing decade was largely occupied in completing.
During this period the Indians, especially in the
South, had still delayed settlement to a great extent.
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The Creeks and Cherokees in Georgian and Alabama,
and the Choctaws and Chickasaws in Mississippi, oceu-
pied large areas of the best portions of those states and
successfully resisted encroachment upon their territory.
Georgia, howover, had witnessed a large increase in
settlement during the decade. The settlements which
heretofore had extended along the Altamaha had spread
westward across the central portion of the state to its
western boundary, where they reached the barrier of
the Creck territory. Stopped at this point, they had
moved south into the southwest corner and over into
Florida, extending even to the Gulf coast. They
stretehed toward the west across the southern part of
Alabama and joined that body of settlement which had
proviously formed in the drainage basin of the Mobile
River. The Louisiana scttloments had but slightly
inereased and no great change appeared to take place
in Mississippi, owing largely to the cause previously
noted, namely, the occupancy of this arca by Indians.
In Arkansas the spread of sottlement had been in a
strange and fragmentary way. A line reached from
Louisiana to the Arkansas River and along its course to
the boundary of the Indian Territory. It extended up
the Mississippi and joined the body of population in
Tennessce. A branch extended northeast from necar
Little Roek to the northern portion of the territory.
All the settlements within Arkansas territory were
as yeb very sparse. In Missouri the principal exten-
sion of settlement had Deen in a broad belt along the
Missouri River, reaching to the state line, at tho
mouth of the Kansas River, where quite a dense body
of population appeared, Settlement had progressed
in Illinois, from the Mississippl River east and north,
covering more than half of the state. In Indiana it
followed the Wabash River, thence spread toward
the northern state line.  But a small portion of Ohio
remained unsettled. The sparse settloments about
Detroit, in Michigan territory, had broadencd out,
oxtending toward the interior of the lower peninsula,
while isolated patches appeared in various other
localities.

Turning to the more densely settled parts of the
country, it will be noted that settlement was slowly
muking its way northward in Maine, although diseour-
aged by the poverty of the soil and the severity of the
climate. The unsettled tract in northern New York
was decreasing, but very slowly, as was also the caso
with the unsettled area in northwestern Pennsylvania.
Tn western Virginia the unsettled tracts were reduced
to almost nothing, whilo the unsettled region in cast-
orn Tennessee on the Cumberland Plateau was rapidly
diminishing.

Tn 1830 the frontier line had a length of 5,300 miles,
and the aggregate area embraced between the Atlantic
Ocean, the Gulf of Mexico, and the frontier line was
725,406 square miles. Of this, however, not less than
97,389 square miles were within the included unsettled
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fracts, leaving only 628,017 square wiles as the settled
area cast of the frontier line, all of which lay between
latitude 29° 15’ and 46° 15’ north and longitude 67°
and 95° west,

Outside the body of continuous scttlement large
groups wore no longer found, but several small patches
of population appeared in the states of Ohio, Indiana,
and Tllinois, and Michigan territory, aggregating about
4,700 square miles, making a total settled arca in 1830
of 632,717 square miles.  As thoe aggregato population
was 12,866,020, the average density of settlement was
20.3 persons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION 1840.

During the decade ending in 1840 (Plate No. 8) the
terribory of Michigan hm. been dividoed; let part
cast of Lnke Michigan and north of Ohio and Indiann,
together with tho greator part of the peninsula be-
tween Liokes Superior and Miehigan, had been ereated
into the state of Michigan, the remuinder being known
as Wisconsin torritory. Towa territory had Dbeen
created out of that part of Missourl tervitory lying
north. of the Missourl state line and cast of the Mis-
souri River, and Arkansas had been admitted to the
Union.

In 1840 we find, by examining Plato No. 8, that the
settloments had been growing steadily and the frontier
line of 1810 and 1820 advanced still farther. From
Georgin, Alabama, and Mississippi the Cherolkee,
Creck, Choetaw, and Chickasaw Indians, who, at thoe
time of the provious census, occupiod large arcas in
these states and formed a very serious obstacle to
settlomont, had been reomovod to Indian Territory,
constitutod under the act of June 30, 1834, and thoeir
country opened up to settloment. Within the two
or three years which had clapsed sinee the removal of
theso Indians the lands relinquished by them had been
entirely taken up and the country covered with com-
paratively dense settloment. The Sac and Fox and
the Potawantomi tribes having been removed to Indian
Territory, their country in northern Tllinois had been
promptly taken up and scttlements had spread over
nearly the whole extent of Indiana and Illinois, also
peross Michigan and Wisconsin as [ar nerth as the
forty-third parallel.  Population had erossed the
Mississippi River into Towa territory and oceupied a
broad belt up and down that river.  In Missouri sottle-
ments spread north from the Missouri River nearly to
the boundary of the state, and south until they covered
most of the southern portion, connecting (on the right
and on the left) with the settlemonts of Arkansas.
The unsottled area found in southern Missouri, together
with that in northwoestern Arkansas, was duo to the
hilly and rugged nature of the country and to the pov-
orty of the soil, as compared with the rich praivie
lands surrounding. In Arkansas the settlements re-
mained sparse, but had spread widely awsy from the

OF POPULATION:
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streams, covering much of the prairie regions of the
state. There was, besides the area in northwestern
Arkansas just mentioned, a large area in the northeast-
ern part of the state, almost entirely within the allu-
vial regions of the Black River, and one in the south-
ern portion, extending over into northern Louisiana,
which was entirely in the fertile prairie seetion. The
fourth unsettled region lay in the southwestern part
of the state. ‘

In the older states we note a gradual decrease in the
unsettled areas, ns in Maine and New York. In north-
ern Pennsylvania the unsettled section had nearly dis-
appeared. A small portion of the unsettled pateh on
the Cumberland Plateau still remained. In southern
Georgia the Okefenokee swamp and the pine barrens
adjacent had thus far repelled settlement, although
population had increased in Florida, passing entirely
around this area to the south. The greater part of
Florida, however, including nearly all the peninsula
and several large arcas along the Gulf coast, still
remained unsettled. This was due in part to the nature
of the country, heing alternately swamp and hummock,
and in part to the hostility of the Seminole Indians,
who still occupied nearly all of the peninsula.

The fronticr line in 1840 had a length of 3,300 miles.
This shrinking in its length was due to its rectification
on the northwest and southwest, owing to thoe settle-
ment of the entire interior. It inclosed an area of
900,658 square miles, lying between latitude 29° and
46° 30" north and longitude 67° and 95° 30’ west.
The unsettled portions had, as noted above, decreased
to 95,516 square miles, although they were still quite
noticeable in Missouri and Arkansas. The settled area
outside the frontier line was notably small and
amounted in the aggregate to only 2,150 square miles,
making the approximate settled area 807,292 square
miles in 1840. The aggregate population being
17,069,453, the average density was 21.1 persons to
the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1850.

Between 1840 and 1850 (Plate No. 9) the limits of
our country were further extended by the annexation
of Texas and of territory ncquired from Mexico by the
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. The states of Florida,
Towa, and Wisconsin had been admitted to the Union
and the territories of Oregon and Minnesota created.
That portion of the District of Columbia south of the
Potomac originally ceded by Virginia was receded to
that state July 9, 1846. An examination of the map
shows that tho frontier line had changed very little dur-
ing the decade. At the western border of Arkansas
the extension of settlement was peremptorily limited
by the boundary of Indian Territory; and, curiously
enough, the western boundary of Missouri also put
almost a complete stop to all settlement, notwithstand-
ing the fact that some of the most densely populated
portions of the state lay directly on that boundary.

In Towa settlements had made some advance, mov-
ing up the Missouri, the Des Moines, and other rivers.
The settlements in Minnesota at and about St. Paul,
which existed in 1840, had greatly extended up and
down the Mississippi River, while scattered bodies of
population appeared in northern Wisconsin, In the
southern part of the state settlement had made con-
siderable advance, especially in a novtheasterly diree-
tion toward Green Bay. In Michigan the change had
been very slight.

Texas, for the first time on the map of the United
States, appeared with a considerable extent of settle-
ment; in general, however, it was very sparse, most of
it lying in the eastern part of the state and being
largely dependent upon the grazing industry.

The included unsettled areas now were very small
and few in number.  There still remained one in south-
ern Missouri, in the hilly country; a small one in north-
eastern Arkansas, in the swampy and alluvial region;
and one in the similar country in the Yazoo bottom
lands in western Mississippi.  Along the coast of Flor-
ida were found two patches of considerable size, which
were confined to the swampy coast rogions, The same
was the case along the coast of Louisiana. The sparse
settlemonts of Texas wore also interspersed with sov-
eral patches devoid of settlement. In southern Geor-
gia the large unsettled area herotofore noted, extending
also into northern Florida, had disappoared, and the
Florida settlements had already reached southward to
a considerable distance in the poninsula, being now
free to extend without fear of hostile Seminoles, the
greater part of whom had been removed to Indian
Territory.

The frontier line, which now extended around a con-
siderable part of Texas and issued on the Gulf const at
the mouth of the Nueces River, was 4,500 miles in
length. The aggregate arvea included by it was about
1,005,213 square miles, from which deduction must he
made for unsettled area, in all 64,330 square miles.
The isolated settlements lying outside this body in tho
western part of the country amounted to 4,775 squarae
miles.

It was no longer true that a frontier line drawn
around from the St. Croix River to the Gulf of Mexico
embraced all the population of tho United Stutes,
excopt a foew outlying posts and small settlements.
From the Pacific a line could be made to encircle 80,000
miners and adventurers, the pioneers of more than one
state of the Union soon to arise on that coast. This
body of settlement had been formed, in the main,
since the acquisition of the territory by the United
States, and, it might cven be said, within the last yoar
(1849-50), dating from the discovery of gold in Cali-
fornia. These settlements may be computed rudely
at 33,600 square miles, making a total area of scttle-
ment of 979,249 square miles, the aggregate population
being 23,191,876, and the average density of settle-
ment 23.7 persons to the square mile.
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DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1860.

In 1860 (Plate No. 10) the first extension of settle-
ments beyond the line of the Missouri River is noted.
The mareh of settlement up the slope of the Great
Plains had begun.  In Kansas and Nebraska popula-
tion was found beyond the ninoty-seventh meridian.
Toxas had filled up even more rapidly, its extremo
settlomonts roaching to the one hundredth meridian,
whilo the gaps noted at the date of the previous census
had all been filled by population. The incipient sot-
tlements about St. Paul, in Minnesota, had grown like
Jonall’s gourd, spreading in all directions, and form-
ing a broad band of union with the main body of sottle-
mont down the line of the Mississippi River. In Iowa
settlements had ecrept stoadily northwest along: the
cowrse of tho drainage until the stato was nenrly
covered. Following the Missouri, population had
reached out boyond the northern border of Nobraska
torvitory. In Wisconsin the settlements had moved
ab least one dogreo farthor north, while in the lower pen-
insula of Michigan they had spread up the lake shores,
nearly to the point of the peningula on the side next to
LakoMichigan. Ontheupperponinsula the littlo settle-
ments which appeared in 1850 in thoe copper region on
Kewoenaw Point had extended and incronsed greatly
in density, as that mining interest had developed in
value.  In northern New York there was apparently
no change in the unsettled area. In northern Maine
was noted for the first time a doecidod movement to-
ward the settlemont of its unoceupied territory in tho
oxtonsion of the settlements on its eastern and north-
orn border along the St. John River. The unsottled
rogions in southorn Missouri, northeastern Arkansas,
and northwestern Mississippi had bocome sparsely
covered by population. Along the Gull coast there
was little or no change; in the peninsula of Flovida
thore was o slight extension of settlement south,

Botwoeen 1850 and 1860 the territorial changes noted
were as follows: Thoe tervitory of New Moxico had
boeen created, and the territory south of the Gila River,
which had beensacquired from Mexico by the Gadsden
Purchase (1853), added to it; Minnesota admittod as-a
state; Kansas and Nebraska torritorios formed from
parts of Missourl territory; California and Orogon
admittod as states; while in the unsettled parts of the
Cordilleran Region two new torrvitories, Washington
and Utah, had been eroated, the former out of part of
Oregon territory and thoe latter from part of the Mexi-
can Cogsion,

The frontier line now measured 5,300 miles and em-
braced approximately 1,126,518 square miles, lying be-
tween latitude 28° 307 and 47° 30" north and between
longitude 67° and 99° 30’ west. From this, doduction
should be made on account of unsetitled portions,
amounting to 39,139 square miles, found mainly in New
York and along the Gulf coast. The outlying settle-
ments beyond the one-hundredth meridian were now

numerous, They included, among others, a strip ex-
tending far up the Rio Grande in Texas, embracing
7,475 square miles (a region given over to thoe raising
of shoep) ; while the Pacific sottlements, comprising two
sovereign states, wore noarly throe times as extensive
as in 1850, embracing 99,900 square miles, The total
areq of sottlement in 1860 was 1,194,754 squaro miles,
the aggrogato population 81,443,321, and the averagoe
density of settleomoent 26,3 porsons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1870,

During the decade from 1860 to 1870 o number of
territorial changes had boeen offectod in the extrome
Wost. A groat tract called Alaska, strotching into
Arctic rogions and containing fow peoplo, was pur-
chased from Russia in 1867. Arizona, Colorado, Da-
kota, Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming had been organ-
izod as territories. J{ansas and Nobraska had boon
admittod as states. Novada was made a territory in
1861 and admitted as o state in 1864, West Virginia
had been cut off from the mother commonwoalth and
mado a soparate statoe.

In 1870 (Plato No. 11) a gradual and steady exten-
sion of tho fronticr line wost ovoer the Great Plains will
be noted.  Tho unsettled areas in Maine, Now York,
and Florida had not groatly diminished, but in Michi-
gan tho extension of tho lumber interests northward
and inward from thoe lake shore had veducod consider-
ably tho unsettled portion. On the upper peninsula
sottlements had increased somowhat, owing to tho dis-
covory ol rich iron deposits destined to play so impor-
tant o part in tho manufacturing industry of the
country.

Sottlement had spraad wost to the boundary of the
stato in southern Minnesota, and up the Big Sioux
River in southeastorn Dakota. Towa was ontivoly
reclaimeod, excopting a small area of poerhaps 1,000
square miles in its northwestern cornor. Through
Kansas and Nebraska the frontior line had moved
steadily west, following in genoral tho courses of tho
larger stroams and of thoe newly constructod railvoads,
The frontier in Toxas had changad but littlo, that little
consisting of a genoral westerly movement, In the
Cordilleran Region settloments had oxtendod but
slowly. Thoso upon the Pacifie coast showed littlo
change, citherin extent orin donsity. Inshort, every-
where the offects of the war were seon in the partinl
arrest of the progress of dovelopment.

Settlements in the West, boyond the frontier line,
had arranged themselves mainly in threo belts. The
most eastern of these was locatoed in Now Mexico, con-
tral Colorado, and Wyoming, along the eastern base of
and among the Rocky Mountains. To this region sot-
tlement was first attracted in 1859 and 1860 by tho dis-
covery of mineral deposits, and had been retained by
the richness of the soil and by the abundance of water
for frrigation, which served to promote the agricultural
industry.
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The second belt of settlement was that of Utah, set-
tled in 1847 by the Mormons fleeing from Illinois.  This
community differed radically from that of the Rocky
Mountains, being essentially agricultural, mining hav-
ing been discountenanced from the first by the church
authorities, as tending to fill the ‘‘Promised land”” with
Gentile adventurers and thereby imperil Mormon in-
stitutions. The settlements of this group, as seen on
the map for 1870, extended from southern Idaho south
through central Utah and along the eastern base of the
Wasateh Range to the Arizona line. They consisted
mainly of scattered hamlets and small towns, about
which were grouped the farms of the communities.

The third strip was that in the Pacific states and ter-
ritories, extending from Washington territory south
to southern California and east into western Novada.
This group of population owed its existence to the
mining industry; originated in 1849 by a great immi-
gration movement, it had grown by successive impulses
a8 new fields for rapid wealth had been developed.
However, the value of this region to the agriculturist
had. been recognized and the character of the occupa-
tions of the people was undergoing a marked change.

These three great western groups comprised nine-
tenths of the population west of the frontier line. The
remainder was scattered about in the valleys and the
mountains of Montana, Idaho, and Arizona, at military
posts, isolated mining camps, and on cattle ranches.

The frontier line in 1870 embraced 1,178,068 square
miles, between 27° 15/ and 47° 30’ north latitude and
between 67° and 99° 45" west longitude. From this,
however, deduction must be made of 87,739 square
miles on account of interior portions wuninhabited.
What remains should be increased by 11,810 square
miles, on account of settled tracts cast of the one-hun-
dredth meridian, lying outside of the frontier line, and
120,100 square miles on account of settlements in the
Cordilleran Region and on the Pacific coast, making
the total area of settlement for 1870 not less than
1,272,239 square miles. The aggregate population was
38,558,371, and the average density of settlement 30.3
persons to the square mile,

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1880.

During the decade from 1870 to 1880 Colorado had
been added to the sisterhood of states. The first notice-
able point in examining Plate No. 12, showing the areas
of settlement at this date, as compared with previous
ones, is the great extent of territory which was brought
under occupation during the decade. Not only had
settlement spread west over large areas in Dakota,
Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas, thus moving the frontier
line of the main body of settlement west many scores
of miles, but the isolated settlements of the Cordilleran
Region and of the Pacific coast showed enormous acces-
sions of occupied territory.

The migration of farming population to the north-
eastern part of Maine had widened the settled arvea to
marked extent, probably more than had been done dur-
ing any previous decade. The unsettled portion of the
Adirondack Region of northern New York had de-
creased in size and its limits had been reduced practi-
cally to the actual mountain tract. The most notable
change, however, in the North Atlantic states, also in
Ohio and Indiana, had been the increase in density of
population and the migration to cities, with the conse-
quent increase of urban population, as indicated by the
number and size of the spots representing these cities
upon the map. Throughout the Southern states there
is to be noted not only a general increase in the density
of population and a decrease of unsettled arcas, but n
greater approach to uniformity of settlement through-
out the whole region. The unsettled avea of the penin-
sula of Florida had decreased decidedly, while that
previously seen along the upper coast of Florida and
Louisiana had entirely disappeared. Although the
Appalachian Mountain System was still distinetly out-
lined by its general lighter shade of color on the map, its
density of population moere nearly approanched that of
the country on the east and on the west.  In Michigan
there was a very decided increase of the settled region.
Settlements had surrounded the head of the lower
peninsula and left only a very small body of unsettled
country in the interior. In the upper peninsuln copper
and iron interests and the railroads which subserve
them had peopled quite a large extent of torvitory. In
Wisconsin the unsettled aren was rapidly decreasing as
railroads stretched out over the vacant tracts. In
Minnesota and in eastern Dakota the building of rail-
roads and the development of the latent capabilities of
this region in the cultivation of wheat caunsed a rupid
flow of settlement, and the frontier line of population,
instead of returning to Lake Michigan, as it did ton
years before, met the boundary line of the British pos-
sessions west of the ninety-seventh meridian. Tho sot-
tlements in Kansas and Nebraska had made great
strides over the plains, reaching at several points the
boundary of the humid region, so that their westward
extension beyond this point must be governed horeafter
by the supply of water in the streams.  As a natural re-
sult, settlements followed these streams in long ribbons
of population. In Nebraska these narrow belts reached
the western boundary of the state at two points, ono
upon the South Platte and the other upon the Republi-
can River. In Kansas, too, settlements followed the
Kansas River, its branches, and the Arkansas nearly to
the western boundary of the state. Texas also had
made great strides, both in the extension of the fronticr
line of settlement and in the increase in the density of
population, due to the building of railroads and to the
development of the catitle and sheep raising industry,
and other agricultural interests. .The heavy popula-
tion in the prairie portions of the state is explained by
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the railroads which traversed them, In Dakota, be-
sides the agricultural region in the eastern part of the
territory, may be noted the formation of a body of set-
tlement in the Black Hills, in the southwest corner,
which in 1870 was a part of the reservation of the Sioux
Indians. This settlement was the result of the dis-
covery of valuable gold deposits. In Montana tho set-
tled avea had been greatly extended and, as it was

mainly due to agricultural interests, was found chicfly -

along the courses of the streams. Mining, however,
played not & small part in this increase in settlement.
Idaho, too, showed o decided growth from the same
causes. The small settlements which in 1870 were
1o a&g;;% a.lgnut Boise and near the mouth. of the Clear-
watber Téi%er had extonded their areas to many hun-
dreds of square miles. The settlement in the south-
eastern corner of the territory was almost entirely of
Mormons, and had not made o marked increase.

Of all the statos and territories of the Cordilleran Re-
gion, Colorado had made the greatest stride during the
decade. From thenarrow strip of settlement extending
along the immediate base of the Rocky Mountains, the
belt increased so that it comprised the whole mountain
region, besides a great extension outward upon tho
plains. l‘h" Inereagse was the result of the discovery of
extensive -aid vcly rich mineral deposits about Lead-
ville, producing a “stampede’” socond only to that of

1849 and 1850 to California. Miners spread over the
whole mountain region, until every range and ridge
swarmed with them. New Mexico showed but little
change, although tho extension of railroads in the ter-
ritory and the opening up of mineral resources prom-
ised in the near future to add largely to its population.
Arizony, too, although its extent of settlement had in-
creased somowhat, was but just commencing to enjoy a
period of rapid development, owing to the extension of
railronds and to the supprossion of hostile Indians.
Utah presented a case dissimilar to any other of the ter-
ritories—a case of steady growth, due almost, entirely
to its agricultural capabilities and to the poliey of the
Mormon churely, which had steadily discountenanced
mining and speculation in all forms, and encouraged in
every way agricultural pursuits. Nevada showed a
slight extension of settlement, due mainly to the gradual
increase in agriculturalinterests. The mining industry
was probably not more flourishing in this state than
it was ton years before, and the population dependent
upon it was, if anything, less in number. In California
the attention of the people had become devoted more
and more to farming, at the expense of mining and
cattle raising. The population in some of the mining
regions had decreased, while over the area of the great
valley and in the fertile valleys of the Coast Ranges it
hadincreased. InOregon theincrease had been mainly
in the section east of the Cascade Range, a region
drained by the Deschutes and the John Day Rivers,
and by the smaller tributaries of the Snake, & region

which, with the corresponding section in Washing-
ton territory, was coming to the front as a wheat
producing district. In most of the settled portions
here spoken of, irrigation was not necessary for the
cultivation of crops, consequently the possibilities of
the region in the direction of agricultural development
were vory great. In Washington territory, which in
1870 had been scarcely touched by immigration, the
valley west of the Cascade Mountains was fairly well
settled throughout, while the stream of settlement had
poured up the Columbin into the vallsys of the Walla
Walla and Snake Rivers and the great plain of the
Columbia, induced thither by the fumhtms for cattle
raising and by the great profits of wheat cultivation.

The length of the frontier line in 1880 was 3,337
miles. The area included botween this line, the Atlan-
tic Ocean, the Gulf coast, and the northern boundary
was 1,308,940 square miles, lying between 26° and 49°
north latitude and 67° and 102° west longitude. IFrom
this must bo deducted, for unsettled arcas, a total of
89,400 square miles, distributed as follows:

| Square

STATE. Tiflos,

M0 s e s erneaecr e tiraunneaarananeramasesnsnnarnararrnssasassiatrrnnas 12,000
Now Yo 2., 200
Michigan. 10,200
B T B U 10,200
MINosot. . e, e medemteaeamansatetaananer e sratsaenten 34, 000
T 1813 N 20, 800

To tho remaining 1,309,540 square miles must bo
added theisolated areas of settloment in tho Cordilleran
Region and the extent of settlemoent on the Pacific
coast, which amounted, in the aggrogate, to 260,025
square miles, making a total settled aren of 1,569,565
square miles, Tho population was 50,155,788, and the
donsity of settloment 32 persons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1800,

During the decade from 1880 to 1890 a trifling chango
was made in the boundary betweon Nebraska and Da~
kota, whicly slightly inereased the arean of Nebraska.
Dakota territory was divided and the states of North
Dakota and South Dakota admitted. Montana and
Washington were added to the sisterhood of states.
The territory of Oklahoma was croated out of tho
wostern half of Indian territory, to which was added
the strip of public land lying north of the panhandle of
Texas.

The most striking fact connected with the extension
of sottloment during this decade was the numerous
additions which were made to the settled area within
the Cordilleran Region, as defined on Plate No. 13.
Settlements spread westward up the slope of the plains
until they joined the bodies formerly isolated in Col-
orado, forming a continuous body of settlement from
the Bast to the Rocky Mountains. Practically the
whole of Kansas became a settled region and the
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unsettled area of Nebraska was reduced in dimensions
to one-third of what it was ten years before. Whathad
been a sparsely settled region in Texas in 1880 became
the most populous part of the state, while settlements
had spread westward to the escarpment of the Staked
Plains. The unsettled regions of North Dakota and
South. Dakota were reduced to about one-half their
former dimensions. Settlements in Montana spread
until they occupied practically one-third of the state.
In New Mexico, Idaho, and Wyoming considerable
extensions of area were made. In Colorado, in spite
of the decline of the mining industry and the depopu-
lation of its mining regions, settlement spread over tvro-
thirds of the state. Oregon and Washington showed
equally rapid progress and California, although its
mining regions had suffered, made great inroads upon
its unsettled regions, especially in the southern part.
Of all the Western states and territories Nevada alone
was ab a standstill in this respect, its settled area ro-
maining practically the same as in 1880. When it is
remembered that the state had lost over one-third of
its population during the decade, the fact that it held
its own in settled aren is surprising, until it is under-
stood that the state had undergone a material change
in oecupations, and that the inhabitants, instead of
being closely grouped and engaged in mining pur-
suits, had scattered along its streams and engaged in
agriculture.

Settlement was spreading with somoe rapidity in
Maine, its unsettled area having dwindled from 12,000
to about 6,000 square miles. The unsettled portion of
the Adirondack Region in New York had also dimin-
ished, there remaining but 1,000 square miles. The
frontier had been pushed still farther south, in Florida,
and the unsettled area reduced from 20,800 to about
15,000 square miles.

Lumbering and mining interests had practically
obliterated the wilderncss of Michigan and reduced
that of Wisconsin to less than ome-half of its former
avea. In Minnesota the area of the wild northern
forests had heen reduced from 34,000 to 23,000 square
miles.

Up to and including 1880 the country had a frontier
of settlement, but in 1800 the unsettled area had heen
so broken into by isolated bodies of settlement that
there could hardly be said to be a frontior line. Its
extent and westerly movement can not, therefore, be
farther discussed.

- In 1890 the total population returned by the general
enumeration was 62,622,250, and the settled area
amounted to 1,947,280 square miles, making a density
of 32.2 persons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1900.

The Twelfth Census (Plate No. 14) marked 110
years of growth of the United States, during which
period the population increased more than twenty-

one times, and the country grew from groups of settle-
ments of less than 4,000,000 people to one of the leading
nations of the world, with & population of nearly
85,000,000, In the decade from 1890 to 1900, Idaho,
Wyoming, and Utah were admitted as states, and
numerous additions of territory were made, comprising
Hawaii, Porto Rico, Philippine Islands, Guam, and
Samoa, covering an area of nearly 130,000 square miles,
with over 8,000,000 inhabitants.

Ttis a peculiar fact that, in spite of the great increase
in population of continental United States from 1890
to 1900, the unsettled avea also increased, principally
in the Western states. In these states, however,
the population of the settled area increased suffi-
clently to balance the loss in the sparsely settled
districts, and the density of population for the state or
territory, as a whole, did not decrease, except in
Nevada. The unsettled avea materially increased
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Ne-
vada, New Mexico, and Oregon, while in Nebraska,
Montana, Texas, and Wyomingslight increases were ulso
noted. The western portions of lansas and Nebrasks
showed an increase in unsettled aren, although the den-
sity of population of the state, as & whole, did not de-
crease, owing to the increase of population in the cast-
ern portions of these states; this increase, however,
was slight, being but 1 person to 10 square miles in
Nebraska and 1 person to 2 square miles in Kansas,

In Muy, 1890, the territory of Oklahoma was created,
and a month later the enumeration showed an area of
settlement of 2,890 square miles, which, in 1900, had
increased to 32,432 square miles, an actual increase in
thesettled area of 29,542 square miles, o greater increaso
than that of any other state or territory, due to the in-
crease in population during the decade from 78,475 to
398,331, or 407.6 per cent.

Indian Territory also made a remarkable increase in
population, but, as it was not divided into counties, no
detniled computation of the density of settlement or
comparison of the increase in settled avea could be
made. The area of settlement, computed by taking
each Indian reservation as n unit, showed that every
portion of the territory had a density of more than 2
persons to a square mile.

The unsettled area of Maine remained practicully
unchanged, although the second group, from 6 to
18 persons to a square mile, greatly increased. In
northern New York the unsettled area of the Adiron-
dack Region was entirely obliterated by advancing
settlement. In Florida this arvea was practically un-
changed, Mining and lumbering enterprises and the
extension of railroads effaced the unsettled area in
Wisconsin, In Minnesota the opening of Indian res-
ervations, the growth of mining and lumbering enter-
prises, and the extension of railroads caused a great
influx of settlement to the northern portion and the
unsettled area was reduced 7,000 square miles. North
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Dakota decreased its unsettled area by 18,000 square
miles and extended its ares of 2 to 6 persons per
square mile north and west to the Canadian line
and nearly to the border of Montana, The eastern
part of the state, especinlly in the valley of the Red
River of the North, made quite an increase in the
area of 6 to 18 persons to a square mile. In South
Dakota very little change was noted in the unsettled
aren, but the group from 2 to 6 increased and, in the
southeastern portion of the state, the group of 18
to 45 enlarged its area. The unsettled avea in Texas
made a slight growth, the increase in. population being
principally in the eastern half. The unsettled area
in the state of Washington decreased from 1890 to
1900, while in Montana, Oregon, and California an
inerease was noted. Nevada showed a great decrense
in its settled area, the entire state having a population
of only 1 person to each 24 square miles of aren; there
were, however, patches of settlement, as shown on
Plate No. 14, with a population of from 2 to 6 persons
o a square mile.

The total land area of continental United States, in
1900, was 2,974,159 square miles, and the aggregate
population, including Indians, 75,994,575, giving
density of 25.6. TExcluding the unsettled area of
1,044,640 square miles, the density of population of the
settled area in 1900 was 89.4 persons to the square mile.

DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION: 1910.

The roturns of the Thirteenth Consus measure the
growth of the United States after 120 years of devel-
opment. During this period the country has grown
from less than 4,000,000 inhabitants to more thon
90,000,000. During the period from 1900 to 1910
the Indian Torritory and territory of Oklahoma
were admitted as the state of Oklahoma, and tho
area of the Panama Canal Zone was added to the
outlying possessions, The great increase in population
of the Unitod States from 1900 to 1910, as illustrated
on Plate No. 15, has reduced materially the unsettlod
area and increased the density of the population adja-
cent to the great cities, duo, in a moeasure, to the change
in charactor of the foreign immigration which, instead
of seeking the vacant lands of the West, remains in and
around the large cities, the greater proportion socking
employmont in manufactures and commerce. The un-
sottlad area in Maine is practically unchanged, but
the unsettled area of most of the Western states has
been materially decreased, due to reclaiming arid
lands by projects completed by the Reclamation
Service of the United States, as well as by corpora-
tions and individuals. The extension of what is
termod ‘‘dry farming” has also reduced the areas
of sparse settlement,

The total land aren of continental United States in
1910 was 2,973,800 square miles, and the population
returned, 91,972,266. Excluding the unsottled area

of approximately 870,000 square miles, the density
of the settled area is almost 44 persons per square
mile, which is n little more than the density of the
gtate of Wisconsin, 'There are therefore 27 states that
have a lower density and 21 that have a greater doen-
sity than the United States as a unit.

After studying the increase in population of the
United States from 1790 to 1910, it will bo of interest
to compare its growth in population during the past
century with that of the principal nations of Lurope;
Plate No. 16 represents graphically the growth in popu-
lation of the United States and nine of the most popu-
lous countries of Furope, from 1800 to 1910, Asib
was impdssible to obtain the population of Huropean
countries for many of the decades shown, this dingram
has been bagsed upon a chart preparad by Prof. Fr.
von Juraschek for the ‘‘Geographisch-Statistische
Tabellen, 1911.”  OF tho 10 countries represented on
the diagram, the United States was eighth in 1800,
but during the century its population incrensed so
rapidly that it passed Spain, Italy, tho United King-
dom, Austria-Flungary, France, and CGermany, and,
at the consus of 1880, and since that consus. has heen
second, standing just bolow Russia,

INCREASE OF POPULATION,

Although there has boen o great inerease during the
last decade in the population of the United States,
the rolative increase, ns shown Dby the per cent of
increage from 1900 to 1910, is much greater wost of
the Mississippi River than in tho Kastern states.
This was also true in the previous decade, 1800 to
1900, as will bo noted on the two maps on Plate No.
17. The high rato of increase in the Westorn states
shows that the migration which characterized provi-
ous decades has continued. The states which show
an increaso of more than 50 per cent aro in the area
wost of the Mississippi Rivoer, six of thom in the Moun-
tain division. Tho three states with an increase of
moroe than 100 per cent are Washington, ineroase 120.4
per cent, in the Pacific division; Oklahoma, increase
109.7 por cent, in the West South Central division;
and Ideho, incrense 101.3 per cent, in the Mountain
division. In tho statos east of tho Mississippi which
increased moro than 25 per cent most of the ineresse
is duo to foreign immigration, the excoption being
Tlorida, the incroase in this stato during this decade
being principally due to interstate migration, During
the decade from 1900 to 1910 the only state which
showed a slight decrease in population was Towa, in
which the decrease was hut threo-tenths of 1 per cent.

The map on Plate No. 18 is an interesting prosen-
tation of the increase and decrease of population in
gmaller areas during the decade from 1900 to 1910.
In preparing this map the county was used as the
unit and it will be noted that, even in states like
Washington, Oregon, Montana, Nevada, Wyoming,
North Dakota, and Oklaboma, with tremendous
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increases of population, there are counties in which
the population has actually decreased. In Ohlio,
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, eastern portions of
Kansas and Nebraska, southern Michigan, southern
Minnesota, and southwestern Wisconsin, the white
areas, indicating a decrease in population, are quite
extensive. In fact, during the decade from 1900 to
1910 there were in the United States 769 counties that
decreased in populatlon' the land area of these coun-
ties, comprising 472,462 square miles, formed 15.9 per
cent of the land area of the United States. The state
of Towa had 71 of its 99 counties decrease, embracing
an area of 38,929 square miles, or 70 per cent of the
land area of the state. Missouri also had 71 counties
decrease, which covered an area of 42,037 square
miles, or 62.5 per cent of the land area of the state.
The corresponding percentage for Indiana is 59.7 per
cent, for Illincis 44.7 per cent, and for Ohio 43.5 per
cent. There were only fve states—Rhode Island,
Connecticut, Idaho, New Mexico, and Arizona—that
were without a county showing a decrease in popu-
lation,

The maps on Plates Nos. 19 to 66 show the in-
crease and decrease in total and rural population by
counties. The rural maps show, of course, the greater
area in decroasing population. Tu the state of Towa
(Plate No. 32) there were only 9 of its 99 counties that
reported an inerease in rural population. In Missouri
(Plate No. 41), of 115 counties there were only 31 that
showed an increase in rural population, or 72.5 per cont
of the area of Missouri decreased in rural population.
The state of New York (Plate No. 48) increased its
population 1,844,720, but in the rural population—that
is, population outside of incorporated places having
2,500 inhabitants or more-—38 counties out of 61
decreased in population. In Ohio (Plato No. 51) there
were only 26 counties out of 88 that increased in rural
population.

DENSITY OF POPULATION.

By density of population is meant the number of
persons to each square mile of land area.

Comparing the density of population by geographic
divisions, the Middle Atlantic division had the greatest
density of population (193.2), with the New England
division second (105.7), and the Mountain division
last, having only 3.1 persons per square mile of land
area. LExcluding the District of Columbia, Rhode
Island, with 508.5 persons per square mile, is the most
densely populated, closely followed by Massachusetts,
New Jersey, and Connecticut, in the order named, the
only states which had more than 200 persons per
square mile. There were only 10 states with a density
in excess of 100 persons per square mile, but there
were 11 with a density of less than 10 persons por
square mile, Nevada, with 0.7 persons per square
mile, or 7 persons to 10 square miles, had the lowest
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density. Of the outlying possessions, Porto Rico had
a density of 325.5 persons per square mile, which was
greater than that of any state of the TUnited States,
except Rhode Island, Massachusetts, and New Jorsey;
Hawaii had a density of 29.8, while Alaska had only 1
person to each 10 square miles of territory.

Table 6 shows that every state has increased in
population and density except Towa, which decreased
slightly in population and decreased in density 0.2 por
square mile. Excluding the District of Columbia,
which is a city, the state of Rhode Tsland shows the
greatest increase in density, having increased from
401.6 in 1900 to 508.5 persons per square mile in 1910,
with New Jersoy second and Massachusetts thivd.

Table 6 |l POPULATION PER SQUARYK
Topulation: Iiiltxnt:ill:)hllocl; MILE.
DIVISION AND STATE. P e Mot o
0 Y yerg | 1o00 | 1mp0
United States......... 01,972,266 | 2,973, 800 30.9 25.0 21.2
(HEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS!
Now England. ........... 6, 552, 081 01, 976 105, 7 00, 2 708
%mdl(,ulgl Ahln?uu .. oo 19,315,802 100, Ug() 103, % 1313 1‘.37.{1)
Tast North Contral,...... lh‘ 25() (21 248, 504 Td¥ 0. 4 it
Waost North Contral...... 11; 637; 021 510, 804 228 0.3 17,6
South Atlantie........... 12,104, 805 "U‘J 07l 45,8 38K B
Tiast South Contral,...... 8 4()() 901 170 500 A6, 8 43,0 38
Waest South Centrol. ... .. 8 784,5%1 420 740 20, 4 162 11,0
Momntnin. ..., 2 , 643,517 xr;u 125 3.1 10 Lo
Paeifle. ..ol d 197304 | 318,005 13.2 7.0 59
742 371 2!] 805 24. 8 23,2 el
Now IIampshi 430,572 1 47,7 45,0 AL7
Yorment. .. 365, 950 9 124 30,0 37 0. 4
Massnehuse 3, %n 416 8,039 418, 8 340, 0 2786
Rhodo Tsland. .M). (31() 1,067 508, 5 401,06 324, 8
Al Gonnje\cl,icm.... 1, 114 750 »l,h“.!() 231.3 188.5 154, 8
{IDDLY ATLANTIC:
Now York.......covn. .. 0,113,614 | 47,054 | 1002 w25 | 1.0
Now quoy 2 )%7 167 7,514 877 950, 7 2.8
P oll\}nsvlva(nin 7 406, 111 44, 832 1710 140,06 117.3
BAST NORTIC CENTRAL
Ohio. . .ooiiiiineiies 4,767,121 40, 740 117.0 102,1 a0, 1
Indiony.. . 2,700,870 36, 0456 74.9 70,1 611
Tllinods. . 5, 638, 501 .)(5 043 100, 6 R, 1 09,
Michimm. 2,810,173 17 480 48,0 42,1 3k 4
- Wig(_‘.omin.(. 2,333, 800 55, 256 12,2 3.4 0.6
8T NORTH
Minnesota. . 2,075,708 hO 68 25,7 207 1. 2
Town..... 2! 2‘34 771 b, HR6 A0, 0 A0,2 3441
Missouri. 3 203,335 Gh 727 47.9 45,2 30,0
North Dakota.. .. 577 060 "0 183 8.2 4.5 2.7
South Dalkota.... .)R'% 888 7ﬁ, S0R 7.6 5.2 4,5
Nobraska. ....... N I 102 214 70, 808 15,5 13.9 13.8
g Kme ................... 1 G‘JO M9 81,774 2007 18.0 17.5
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
Dn]awnm ................. 202,322 1,966 103,0 a0 R5.7
Maryland................ 1, 20.) 346 U: 041 130, 3 146,56 104.0
Distll(‘l, ()l‘ Columbin. . ... 831 069 60 [| 6,817, & | 4,045.3 | 8,072.8
Wit Wiradaiis 1o i mpe] ey e )
ost Virginin .. 4, (122 a0, 39, a1,
North Caroling. 200, 287 AIR;N() 45.8 38,0 33,2
%outhl(m‘olhm 1 &é‘) t{(z)(ll 32 l‘(l‘,f xﬁ?; §1(7) :’ﬁ’,;
Toorgin. . .. 2 58,725 | 44, 4 7 313
Torida. .. . ’752, G19 54,861 13.7 1) 7.1
TAST BOUTIL CENTRAL
Ranbueky . 2080005 | 40,81 sn.0|  snd|  40.3
Tonnesses. ....... 9, 1\1 780 41,687 | 52,4 48, b 42,44
Alabamp....,.. HR 003 51,970 | 41.7 35.7 20,5
Miss.‘sissm]ﬂ( ............... 1 797 114 46,362 || 38.% 33.5 97,8
WEST SOUTIT CENTRAL: I
ATRANSOS. ..ot 1,574, 449 52,825 |1 30,0 25.0 218
Loulsians........ 1, 650, 388 45,409 L36.5 30,4 2,0
Olklahoma .. ... 1,847, 155 69,414 ! 23,9 11.4 3.7
TOXAS. e ennrinnnn 3, 800, 542 "(“’ 308 148 11.8 Kh
MOUNTAIN:
Montuna 470,053 | 146,201 2, L7| Lo
Idaho 325, 504 83 5 804 3.0 L9 L1
‘Wyomi 145, 005 07,594 1.5 0.0 0.6
Colorgda. . . 709,024 | 103,658 7.7 5.2 4.0
New Mexico. .. ... L 397,301 192, 503 2.7 L6 1.3
Arizona, . 204, 351 11'3 810 1.8 1.1 0.8
tah 373,351 90184 4.6 3.4 2.6
Novada 81,875 100, 821 | 0.7 0.4 0.4
Pacre:
Washington.......oooonon 1,141,900 66, 830 17.1 7.8 5.3
Orefon. .ooeeeenn. . 672, 765 ‘): 607 7.0 4.3 3.3
Colifornia L 2,877,640 155 652 15,3 9.6 7.8
| .

t Tneludes population of Indijan Territory for 1900 and 1890,
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Plate No. 67 shows the population per square mile,
by states, in 1010 and 1900. In 1900 there were six
states with a density of population of less than 2 per-
sons to the square mile, while in 1910 there were only
three such states—Arizona, Nevada, and Wyorhing. A
number of states which show but a slight increase in
their population have advanced to a higher group of
density in 1910. East of the Mississippi River only
five states advanced in their density group, Michigan,
West Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina
having advanced from the 18 to 45 group to the 45 to
90 group, and THinois from the 45 to 90 group to 90
persons per square mile and over. The states of
North Dakota, South Dakota, Oklahoma, Colorado,
New Mexico, Idaho, Montana, and Oregon have also
advanced to a higher group in density.

Plate No. 68 presents the density of population of
the United States in 1910, the county being used as a
unit. The states of Nevada and Montana have the
greatest area not shaded, indicating counties with less
than 2 persons per square mile.

The plates from No. 69 to No. 115 show the density
of population in 1910, total and rural, for each state,
by counties. By comparison of the two maps of each
state the location of the large urban communities is
indicated by the density of population, as, in the total
population, the greatest density is in the counties in’
which large cities with populous suburbs are located.
The decrease in density of the population of many
rural communities is strikingly apparent in the states
of Towa, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and the
southern portions of Minnesota and Wisconsin.

The population per square mile, 1790 to 1910, is rep-
resented in Diagram 1, Plate No. 135. The change in
the length of the bars shows that the increase has not
been regular; for instance, from 1790 to 1800 the popu-
lation 11101‘0&5@(1 in dcnsu,y, but in 1810, owing to the
large annexations of sparsely sottled territory, the
(1011&11:}7' of the United States as a whole decreased. In
1820, 1830, and 1840 each census showed an increase,
In 1850 a large decrease is noted, due to the annexa-
tion of Texas in 1845 and the territory ceded by Mex-
icoin 1848. The population, in proportion to the area
annexed, was very sinall and, consequently, the density
showed adecrease. Since 1850n0 decreasein the density
of population of the United States has taken place.
On the contrary it has had an almost uniform inecrease,
as is indicated by the length of the bars in the diagram.

Diagram 3, Plate No. 135, represents tho denblty of
population of each state for 1910 and 1900. Every
state has increased in density except the state of Towa,
which decreased slightly from 1900 to 1910. Rhode
Island was the most densely populated state both in
1900 and 1910. The other states following in the
order of their density are Massachusetts, New Jersey,
Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvanin, Maryland,

Ohio, Delaware, and Illinois, These were the ouly
states that had a population of more than 100 persons
per square mile in 1910, and their rank in density was
the same at both censuses.

CENTER OF POPULATION,

On the basis of the Thirteenth Census returns the
center of population and the median lines for conti-
nental United States have boen determined for April
15, 1910. In these caleulations no account is taken
of the territory and population of Alaska and of other
noncontiguous territory. The location of the center
ab the dates of the several censuses, 1790 to 1910, and
the movemoent of the median peint from decade to
decade, are indicated on Plate No. 116. The map
on Plate No. 118 shows the location of the median
parallel of latitude and the median meridian of longi-
tude, also the center of aren and tho conter of popula-
tion, for 1910.

A somoewhat technical significance, different from
that frequently given to i, attachos to the term
“center of population” asused in census publications.
The centor is often undorstood to be the point of inter-

‘section of a north and south line which divides the

population equally, with an cast and west line which
likowise divides it equally. This point of intersection
is, in a cortain sense, a center of population; it is here,
howover, designated the median point to distinguish
it from the point technically defined as the center.

The character of these two points may be made
clear through a physical analogy. Tho center of
population may be said to reprosent tho center of
gravity of the population. Tf the surface of the United
States be considerod as a rigid plane without woeight,
capable of sustaining the population distributed
thereon, individuals being assumed to bo of equal
woight, and each, therefore, to exert a pressuro on any
supporting pivotal point directly proportional to his
distance from the point, the pivotal point on which
the plane balances would, of cowrse, be its center of
grnww, and this is the pomt roforred to by the term

“contor of population” as here used. Continuing
the above analogy, it may be noted that the median
point, which may be describod as the numerical conter
of population, is in no sense n centor of gravity. In
determining the median point, distance is not taken
into account, and the location of the units of popu-
lation is considered only in relation to the intersecting
median lines—as being north or south of the median
parallel and enst or west of tho median meridian, It
is evident that extensive changes in the geographic
distribution of the population may take place without
affecting the position of the median point. In this
respect the median point differs essentially from the
center of population, which responds to the slightest
population change in any section of the country. To
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illustrate: Since the median point lies east of Minne-
sota, a million persons could move from Minnesota
to Oregon without affecting the median point, while
the movement of 500 persons from one town in Indiana
to another, across the north and south line passing
through the median point, would change the location
of the point. On the other hand, a movement of a
million persons from Minnesota to Oregon would have
& very considerable effect on the center of population,
since, in terms of the above analogy, the pressure
exerted by each individual would increase in propor-
tion to the distance traveled away from the center.
If all the people in the United States were to be
assembled at one place, the center of population would
be the point which they could reach with the mini-
mum aggregate travel, assuming that they all traveled
in direct lines from their residence to the meeting
place. No such statement holds true of the median
point.

METIIOD OF DETERMINING THE CENTER OF POPULATION.

In locating the center of population it is first as-
sumed to beapproximately at a certain point. Through
this point a parallel and a meridian are deawn crossing
the entire country. In determining the conter of popu-
lation in 1910, it was assumed to be at the intersection
of the parallel of 39° north latitude with the meridian
of 86° west longitude, which lines were taken as the
axes of moments.

The product of the population of a given area by its
distance from 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 caleulating
north and south moments the distances are measured
in minutes of are; in calculating oast and west mo-
ments it is necessary to use miles, on account of the
unequal length of the degrees and minutes in different
latitudes. The population of the country is grouped
by square degrees—that is, by areas included between
consecutive parallels and meridians—as they are con-
venient units with which to work. The population of
the principal cities 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 assumed to be at its geographic center,
except where such an assumption is manifestly incor-
rect; in these cases the position of the center of popu-
lation of the square degree is estimated as nearly as
possible. The population of each square degree north
and south of the assumed parallel is multiplied by the
distance of its center from that parallel; a similar cal-
culation is made for the principal cities; and the sum
of the north moments and the sum of the south mo-
ments are ascertained. The difference betwoen these
two sums, divided by the total population of the

' country, gives a correction 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 iz made.

CENTER OF POPULATION: 1910.

At the Thirteenth Census the center of population
was in the following position:

Latitude. .. ...ooivievinnina., 30°107 12/ N.
Longitude. ......oooveiiioL... 86° 327 20 W,

This point is in southern Indiana in the western
part of Bloomington city, Monroe County, as shown
on the map on Plate No. 117.

During the last decade, 1900 to 1910, the center of
population moved west 43/ 26/, or approximately 39
miles, while its northward movement was only 36’7, or
approximately seven-tenths of a mile. The great
increase in the population of New York, Pennsylvania,
and certain other states north of the thirty-ninth
parallel has balanced the increase in Texas, Oklahoma,
and southern California. The advance toward the west
is, to a large extent, due to the increase in the popu-
lation of the Pacific Coast states, their distance from
the center giving any increase of population in those
states much greater weight than an equal increase in

the populous states east, which are nearer the center,

Tor instance, San Francisco, Seattle, Portland, and
Sacramento combined, with a population of 906,016,
have as great an influence on the center as Philadel-
phia, Boston, and Baltimore combined, with a popula-
tion of 2,778,078. The westward movement from 1900
to 1910 was nearly three times as great as from 1890
to 1900, but was less than that for any decade between
1840 and 1890.

LOCATION OF THE CENTER OF POPULATION:

1790 To 1900.

In 1790 the center of population was at 39° 167 30
north latitude and 76° 11’ 12"/ west longitude, which,
according to the best maps, is a point about 23 miles
east of Baltimore. During the decade from 1790 to
1800 it moved almost due west to a point about 18
miles west of the same city, latitude 39° 167 6/, long-
itude 76° 56’ 30°7. ‘

From 1800 to 1810 it moved west and slightly south
to a point in the state of Virginia about 40 miles
northwest by west of Washington, latitude 39° 11/ 307/,
longitude 77° 37/ 12/, The southward movement
during this decade was due to the annexation of the
territory of Louisiana, which contained quite extensive
settlements.

TFrom 1810 to 1820 the center of population moved
west and again slightly south to a point about 16 miles
north of Woodstock, Va., latitude 39° 5’ 427/, long-
itude 78° 33’. This second southward movement was
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due principally to the extension of settlements in
Mississippi, Alabama, and eastern Georgia.

Trom 1820 to 1830 it again moved west and south
to a point about 19 miles west-southwest of Moorefield,
in the area now comprising the state of West Virginia,
latitude 38° 57’ 54’7, longitude 79° 16’ 54//. This is
the most decided actual southward movement that it
has made during any decade, owing to the annexation
of Tlorida and the greal extension of settlements in
Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Arkansas, or
generally, it may be said, in the Southwest, The
movement from 1870 to 1880 was apparently greater,
but this was due chiefly to a defective enumeration in
1870, and can not be considered as an actual change
in the distribution of population.

From 1830 to 1840 it continued west, but slightly
changed its course to the north, reaching n point 16
miles south of Clarksburg, in the area now comprising
the state of West Virginia, latitude 39° 2/, longitude
80° 18/, Duwing this decade population had inereased
rapidly in the Prairie states and in the southern por-
tions of Michigan and Wisconsin.

From 1840 to 1850 the center moved west and
slightly south again, reaching a point about 23 miles
southeast of Parkersburg, in the area now comprising
the state of West Virginia, latitude 38° 59/, longitude
81° 19/, the change of direction to the south being
largely due to the annexation of Texas.

From 1850 to 1860 it moved west and slightly
north, reaching a point 20 miles a little east of south
of Chillicothe, Ohio, latitude 39° 0’ 24//, longitude
82° 48" 48’7,

From 1860 to 1870 it moved west and sharply
north, reaching o point about 48 miles east by north
of Cincinnati, Ohio, in latitude 39° 12/, longitude
83° 35’ 427, This northward movement was due in
part to the waste and destruction in the South con-

sequent upon the Civil War, and in part to the fact
that the census of 1870 was defective in its enumern-
tion of the southern people, especially of the newly
enfranchised negro population.

In 1880 the center of population had returned south
to nearly the latitude occupied in 1860, being near
Cincinnati, Ohio, just south of the Kentucky bound-
ary, in lntitude 39° 4/ 8’7, longitude 84° 397 40",

In 1890, owing to the great increase of population

in the cities of the Northwest and in the state of Wash-
ington, also in New England, the center moved north
to latitude 39° 117 5677, longitude 85° 32/ 53",
"~ During the decade from 1890 to 1000 the center of
population moved west 167 17/, u little over 14 miles,
to longitude 85° 48° 547/, and south 2/ 20, u little less
than 8 miles, to latitude 39° 9/ 36’7, This is the
smallest movement it has over shown in a decade,
the great increase in the population of Indian Ter-
ritory, Oklahoma, and Texas being largely offset by
an incresse in the population of the North Atlantic
statoes.

The movement from 1900 to 1910 has already been
deseribed.

The closeness with which the center of population
throughout its westward movement has clung to the
thirty-ninth, parallel of latitude is remarkable. The
most northern point was reached in 1790 and the most
southern point in 1830, but the dilerence was only
about 21 miles. In each decade there has beon a
westward movement. The greatest movement west
was dwring the decade from 1850 to 1860, when the
center advanced 81 miles; the least from 1890 to 1900,
when it advanced 14 miles. Tho total westward move-
ment since 1790 is 557 miles.

The following table and the map on Plate No. 116
show the location of the center of population and its
westward advance during ench docade sinee 1790.

CENTER OF POPULATION: 1790 T0 1910,

MOVEMENT IN MILES.

CENSUS YEAR,| North latitude, | West tongltude. APPROXIMATE LOCATION BY IMPORTANT TOWNS, From point

to poing in Wesl., North, Houth.

dlirect 1ine.
1790, ...... 30 16 30 | 76 11 12 | 23 miles east of Baltimore, Md.ooooovineniiiiiii oo
1800....... 39 16 61 76 566 30 | 18 miles west of Baltimore, Md................... 40. 6 0.6 ... 0.5
1810....... 39 11 30| 77 37 12 | 40 miles northwest by west of Washington, I, C.. 36. 9 36.8 ......... 5.3
1820....... 39 56 421 78 83 0| 16 miles north of Woodstock, Va......o..c........ 50,5 1510 N0 U P 6.7
1830....... 38 57 B4 | 79 16 64 | 19 miles west-southwest of Moorefield, W, Va.l.... 40. 4 304 |l 0.0
1840....... 39 2 0] 80 18 016 milessouth of Clarksburg, W, Va.l. .. ... ... 55.0 548 Tl
1850. ...... 38 B9 0§ 81 19 0| 23 miles southeast of Parkersburg, W, Val. ... ... 54.8 1% N PO 3.5
1860....... 39 0 24| 82 48 48 | 20 miles south by east of Chillicothe, Ohio........ 80. 6 80. 6 L6
1870....... 30 12 0] 83 35 42| 48 miles east by north of Cincinnati, Ohio. ... ... 44. 1 42,1 13.8 [oo.oenl
1880....... 8 4 81 84 30 40 | 8 miles west by south of Cincinnati, Ohio......... BB. 1 7.4 ool 9.1
1890, ...... 39 11 56| 85 32 53 | 20 miles east of Columbus, Ind. ..........oiao. 48. 6 47,7 9.0 ..ot
1900....... 39 0 36 85 48 54 | 6 miles southeast of Columbus, Ind.............. 14.6 doaf....o.... 2.8
1010....... 30 10 12| 86 32 20 | In the city of Bloomington, Ind.......... RPN 39.0 38.9 0.8 ......c.n.

1 West Virginia formed part of Virginia until 1860,
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In connection with the location of the center of
population of the United States, it is of interest to
note also the position of what may be termed the
center of area—that is, the point on which the surface
of continental United States would balance, if it were a
plane of uniform weight per unit of area. This point
is located in northern Kansas, 10 miles north of Smith
Center, the county seat of Smith County, approximate
latitude 39° 55/, longitude 98° 507, and is therefore
about three-fourths of a degree (51 miles) north. and
12°157 (657 miles) wost of the center of population. Its
location is shown on the map on Plate No. 118, desig-
nating the position of the median lines. This would
also be the center of population if the population were
distributed evenly over the territory of continental
United States.

MEDIAN LINES.

In connection with the definition of the median
point another method of presenting facts with regard
to the geographic distribution of the population has
been mnoted, involving the location of median lines.
A parallel of latitude is determined which eovenly
divides the population so that the population north
of that parallel is the same ns that south. Similarly,
a meridian of longitude is determined which divides
the population evenly as between east and west. In
calculating these median lines it is necessary, in the
case of the square degrees of latitude and longitude
which are traversed by the lines themselves, to assume
that the population is evenly distributed through
these square degrees or to make an estimated adjust-
ment where this is obviously not the case.

The eastern terminus of the median parallel, aceord-
ing to the census of 1910, is on the New Jersey coast
near Seagirt. In its course wost this line passes
through central New Jersey, leaving the state near
Burlington and entering Pennsylvania o few miles
north of Philadelphia, thence passing through Norris-
town and continuing through southern Pennsylvania
and across the northern extremity of West Virginia,
leaving the latter state at o point o few miles north
of Wheeling. It nearly biseets Ohio, Indiana, and
Illinois, crossing about 10 miles north of Columbus,
Ohio, 25 miles north of Indianapolis, Ind., and about
20 miles north of Springfield, Ill. Through Missouri
it runs about 30 miles south of the Towa and Missouri
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line, thence passing through Nebraska about 10 muies
north of its southern boundary, and across the northern
part of Colorado, passing about 5 miles north of Boul-
der city. Its location in Utah is about 45 miles south
of Salt Lake City near Spanish Fork city. There are
no large towns near its course across the northern
part of Nevada and California. The western terminus
of the median parallel is on the Pacific coast, in Hum-
boldt County, Cal., about 5 miles north of Point
Delgada and 20 miles south of Cape Mendocino, the
point of continental United States extending farthest
west.

The median meridian storts at Whitefish Point, on
the northern peninsula of Michigan, near the eastern
end of Lake Superior, thence passing south through
the southern peninsula of Michigan about 25 miles
west of Lansing and through Indiana about 10 miles
west of the Indiana-Ohio boundary, and 25 miles west
of Cincinnati. South of the Ohio River it bisects
Kentucky about 40 miles east of Louisville, crosses
eastern Tennessee, and leaves the state 20 miles east
of Chattanooga. Through Georgin it passes close to
the Georgin-Alabama line, about 2 miles west of Co-
lumbus, Ga., leaving the state near the intersection of
the Alabama, Georgia, and Florida boundary lines.
It then crosses the northwestern portion of Floridn
and terminates in the Gulf of Mexico at thoe city of
Apalachicola.

During the last three decades, from 1880 to 1910,
there has been little change in the location of these
lines—so slight, in fact, that the changes can not be
accurately shown on a small map. Tor this reason
the median lines are not drawn on the map on Plate
No. 118for any years priorto 1910. The median parallel
has moved north a distance of 11.3 miles since 1880.
In the same period the median meridian has moved
west 45.3 miles. Rach of the three decades has shown
o slight movement of the parallel north and of the
meridian west. Between 1900 and 1910, however, the
northern movement was only 2.3 miles, and the west-
ward only 7.5 miles. The greatest change took place
in the decade from 1880 to 1890, during which pericd
the median parallel moved north 6.6 miles, and the
median meridian west 27 miles. The location of these
lines at the several censuses, from 1880 to 1910, is
shown in the following table. The location of these
lines in 1910 is shown on the map on Plate No. 118.

MEDIAN LINES: 1880 TO 1910.

Mediun parallel,

CENSUS YEAR. north latitude,

° ’

1880, . oo 39 &7 0
40 2 51
40 4 22
40 6 24

i

MOVEMENT IN MILES,

Median meridian,

west longitude. Median morid-

Median parallel,
north. fan, wost,

° 14 "

847 12 [loiiiii]oi
84 40 1 6. 6 27.0
84 51 29 %4 10.8
84 59 B it 7.5
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It may be observed that while each median line
exactly bisects the population as a whole it does not
at any given point or through any given section of its
course necessarily biseet the population even approxi-
mately. The median parallel does not bisect even
approximately the population living cither west or east
of the Mississippi River. Similarly, the median merid-
ian does not bisect the population either of the north-
ern or southern section of the country. Nor docs any
one of the four sections into which the intersecting
median lines divide the country conftain one-fourth,
of the total population. It is obvious, however, that
the diagonally opposite sections are necessarily exactly
oqual in population.! The population of the north-
oastern section exactly equals the population of the
southwestern; and, similarly, the population of the
southeastern exactly equals that of the northwestorn.
The northeastern and southwestern ecach contain, in
fact, a population of about 27,500,000, while the south-
eastorn and northwestern sections oach contain about
18,500,000.

MEDIAN POINT.

What is termed by the Census Bureau the ‘‘median
point” of the population corresponds, as already
stated, to a common coneeption of the center of popu-
lation—that is, it is the junction of the median line
dividing the population equally north and south with

! The mathematical demonstration of this is simple. If A, B,
¢, and D represent, respectively, the population of the norih-
\\lrustern, northeastern, southeastern, and southwestern sections,
then:

A+-B==} population of U, 8.

B+4-C=4 population of U, 8,
A+B=B+C.

Therefore A=C,

Similaly, it may be proven that B=D.
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the median line dividing it equally east and wost, dis-
tance of the population from the center not being con-
sidered. As already indicated, the changoes in the
median point reflect only the difference botween the
growth of population east of the point and the growth
wost of it and tho differenco betweoen the growth north
and south of the point. Other differonces in rolative
growth do not affeet its location.

In 1910 the median point was located at latitude
40° 6/ 24'" north and longitude 84° 597 59’ woest, prac-
tically tho cighty-ifth meridian. Its location, there-
fore, was 3 miles south of Winchoester, Randolph
County, Ind. ; its westward movement during the deeade
was 7.5 miles, and its northward movemont 2.3 miloes,
Comparing its movement sinee 1900 with that of the
conter of population, it will be noted that thoe north
movement of the median point was 1.6 miles more
than that of the center, while tho center of population
movod wost 31.5 miles morve than the median point,
showing that the increase in tho population of the
Pacific const had a much greater influence on tho
movement of the eonter of population than upon the
median point.

The exact loeation of the median point is indieated
by the median lines alroady shown; in the following
tablo its approximate location with reference to cortain
towns is doscriboed:

PosrroNn or e Meptan Point: 1880 o 1010,

APPROXIMATE LOCATION BY IMPORTANT TOWNS,

18800 cieennnn, 16 miles nearly duoe west of Springfield, Ohio,
18000 .cnnen.. 5 miles southwest of Greenville, Ohio,

1000. ..o In Spartanburg, Tnd.

1910l 3 miles south of Winchester, Tnd.

CENTER OI' POPULATION O BACIH STATE: 1880 TO 1910,

: e
| APPROXIMATE LOCATION, BY IMPORTANT TOWNS, MOVEMENT IN MILES,
HTATE Censug | North Intl- | West longl.
At yoar. tudo, tudo. Actual
County. Noarost eity or town, dis- |North. [ South.| Bast. | West,
tanee,
o + r o t "
ATABAMA (Looiiiininenn 1880 32 51 9| 8 43 103 ChMllon........... 5.8 miles W. by N. of Clanton, Chilten Co.....ooo]oneoiilaannnviannidonane oo
1890 32 54 38| 86 44 46 | Chilton.. ...} 8.4 miles 8, hy K, of Jomison, Chilion (o 4.3 L I O A La
1000 32 83 13| KO0 42 18 | Chilton.. ....] 8.7 miles §8T0, of Jomison, Chilton Cao. .. PN % | ) IO L4 A
1010 32 54 7! % 42 28 | Chilton........... 4.7 miles SSE, of Jemison, Chilton Co............. 1.0 b 21 I8 IR PO 0.2
ARIZONA . ..liies 1880 33 17 86111 26 82 | Pinal .1 18.7 milog N. by W. of Florenee, Pinal CCo
1800 43 15 61 (111 25 30 | Pinal.. 16,6 miles N. by ‘W, of Florence, Plnal Co
1000 33 34 20l 111 15 88 | Morlcop: 9.2 milos SW. of Rposovelt Dam, Maricoj
1910 33 24 18110 60 38 | Gila.... 12,3 miles W, by N. of Glohe, Gila Co. .
ARKANSAS. .oveennnnnn 1880 3 85 AL | 92 30 25| Polaski.. .o 4.8 miles WSW, of Maylower, Faulkner Coo. o oiienaafovemena]oreiai]omencifenennns
1800 3BT A5 92 20 41 | Faullenor. .| 3.0 miles WN'W. of Maylowoer, Faulkner Co 2.3 20 .. [V i OO
1900 66 18| 02 28 27 | Pulaski.. L. 3.2 milas WEW, of Mayfowoer, Faulkner Co.......| Lo [....... 1b Lal.......
1010 34 66 L6} 92 25 8| Faulknor......... 3.0 miley S8W, of Mayllower, Taulkner Co....., .. 3.3 [anas 1.2 T N
CALIPORNIA 4 vvneans s 1850 37 85 65 | 121 27 42 | San Jeaquin.......| 3.3 miles B, by 8. of Moorland, San Joaquin Co. . |oocooiloieiii]onnn i fornaena]enncens
1800 37 26 30121 2 20 | 8Stondslns, . 3.1 miles NN, of Crows Landing, Stanisiaus Co. .| 4LO 1, ... .. AL 21 |.......
1000 37 L4 20 [ 120 63 11 | Morcod..... .2 miles NI, of Ingomar, Moreed Co.oennnea.... 5.3 ... 1.8 L T TN
1910 36 42 29 [ 120 31 23 | Fresno............ 0.5 miles WSW, of Mondota, Fresno (0. oovun.... L8 ... .70 0.1 ...,
COLORADO . o vareeennns 1850 A6 W 105 32 83 | Park .. 13.7 milog BN, of ITartzoll, Park Co.......
1840 39 0 521108 14 10 | Douglas 3.4 milos WN'W, of West Creek, Douglas Co
1000 35 45106 16 5| Tollor.. 6. miles WSW, of Wost Crople, Donglas Co
1010 30 11 631105 11 28| Douglas 3.6 miles N hy 'W. of West Croak, Douglas .
CONNECTICUT. v vuuvenns 1880 41 32 49| 72 46 21 | Now Iavon.. . 2.0 miles BN, of Moriden T, O,, Now ITovon Co . oeeoaicfovenens]oen. o oeean,
1840 4L 31 AL} 72 48 0 ) Now IHavoen.. 0.8 mile 88T, of Moriden ', O,, New Ifaven Co_..[ 1.9 |....... 1.
1900 41 31 23 72 40 6| New ITavon... 1.2 milog S8 W. of Meriden P. O, Now ITaven Go..| L0 |....... o
1910 41 30 64! 72 50 20 ' New Laven....... 2.5 miles SW. of Meriden P. 0., Now Haven Co...| 1.3 L...... 0.0




30 STATISTICAL ATLAS.
CENTER OF POPULATION OF EACH STATE: 1880 TO 1910~-Continued.

APPROXIMATE LOCATION, BY IMPORTANT TOWNS. MOVEMENT IN MILES,
. Census| North lai- | West longi-|(— | 77
STATE. yoar. tude. tudo. Actual
County. Nearest city or town. dis- |North. | South.| East. | West,
tance.
L 7 s o 1 1t
DELAWARE. -.... ceeen 1880 | 30 g9 50( 75 35 a0 3.5 miles W. by N. of Dover, Kent Co............. FUDUOR FORURIN RIS IO R .
1840 3 11 9] 7% 36 36 ...| 4.0 miles NW. of Dover, Kent Co L& Lo fevereaifenannns 0.1
1900 3 11 3 7™ o35 9 ...| 4.0 miles NW. by N. ¢f Dovor, Kent Co... 061 0.8]....... (U0 S IR
1910 3 11 49| 76 35 06 4.2 milos NW. by N. qf Dover, Kent Co 0.3 [ 25 I PO, thd
DisTRICE OF CoruMmra.| 1000 § 78 IL N, of | 20ft. W, of ll...0veueeeiiinins, Opposite No.801 Fourth Sireeat NW... oo floiiiidiinn oo i denenen .
H St., NW. [4th S§t., NW.,
010 [ 15010t S, of | LILdt . of |lecenienaaeiinnss On No. 927 Fifth Street NW.......covvviinnen RO |12 3 { 78 Y6 (O R BN, 643 1t
K St., NW. [5th St., N'W,
FPLORIDA.uovevenaanann 1880 20 43 40| 8 17 0| Lafayette......... 1.0 mile 8W, of TTines, Lafayette Coueerereevriiias]loreanes POROU PN PR MO,
1800 20 20 16( 8 3 28| Lafayetle......... 7.0 miles N, by W. of Vigta, Levy Co. 2.4 {oeanel| 16,6185 |.......
1900 20 28 40| 8 7 19| Lafayetio......... 7.7 miles NW. by N, of Vls{‘a, Levy Co. 30 0.7 feeenns 3.8
1610 20 19 30| 8 0 32 Levy.......oiaeaan. 5.0 miles 8SE, of Vista, Levy Co..oovninnniniis 125 |oooenod 2005 08 ool
GEORAIA. . e eevuareninnn 1880 33 2 4| 8 42 Of Jomes............. 10.2 miles WN'W. of Gray, Jones Co.......c.......
15490 3 0 0 8 40 17 Jones............. 8.3 miles W. of Gray, Jones Co._...
1900 32 66 38| 83 38 24|/ Jonmes..e...eenea... 7.8 miles N. by W. of Macon, Bibb Co
1910 2 54 25| 8 37 8| Jomes............. 4.5 miles N. by E. of Macon, Bibb Co.............
857 (s DUUNUOO I 1880 43 59 3| 14 2 4 Coster............ 10.5 miles B, by 8. of Pierson, Custer Co.._.........
L1800 44 12 41 f 114 27 33 || Custlor............. 4.8 milos 8. by W. of Clayton, Custer Co..
1600 44 36 14| 114 37 10| Lemhi............ 13.0 miles 88'W. of Moyers Cove, Lemhi Co. .
1010 44 30 60 | 114 47 38 || Custer............. 6.6 miles NE. of Sunheam, Custer Co.....venuuusn,
ILINOW.. e 1880 40 26 47| 88 57 44 || MeLean........... 2.8 miles 8T, of Bloomington, MeLean Co.........
1800 40 39 14| 88 44 34 || McLoon........... 2.0 miles B, by N. of Lexington, McLean Co..
1000 40 46 48| 88 37 12| Livingsion........ 1.5 miles N. by B, of Weslon MeLean Co, .
1010 40 51 20| 88 33 18 || Livingston........ 4.0 miles ST, of Pontine, Livingston Co...........
INDIANA. ccverinannnn 1880 30 51 33| 86 13 26| Mavion........... .| 2,0 miles SE. of New Augusta, Marion Co.........
1800 30 52 53] & 14 16 || Marion... 0.5 milo N. of Now Augusta, Marion Co ...........
1900 80 64 3G | 83 14 3 || Marion... 2.0 miles N. by E. of New Augusta, Marien Co. ...
1910 30 56 40| 8 15 47| Boone............. 0.3 mile W, by N. of Ziongville, Boone Co ........
TIoWwA..oiiiiiannnan, Lol 1880 41 5L 40 92 56 53 1.8 miles 8. of Laurel, Marshall Co......oevenn.....
1890 41 56 2| 92 58 43 2,9 milos NW. of Lanrel, Marshall Co,.............
1900 41 85 46 93 16 11 2.0 milos NE. by I, of Collins, Story Co...........
1910 41 57 43| 03 15 18 4.8 miles 8K, of Colo, Story Co...._...... creeeanes
KANSAS oeviienes 1880 3% 36 11 o8 41 7 3,3 miles SSW, of Wilsey, Morris Co..ovvvvennnenn
1800 38 38 1] 07 8 0 0 1.7 miles B, of Tampa, Marion Co.......cooooo..t
1900 38 32 25| 06 43 21 | Morris............ 7.2 mfiles S8W. of Wilsey, Morrls Co...oooaeennet
1010 38 20 31 90 40 41 || Marion.......o..o. 7.0 miles I, by 8. of Lincolnville, Marion Co......
ICENTUCKY...ouiaeeen.t 1880 37 42 40| & 20 380 || Nelson............ 1.7 miles N. by W. of Holyeross, Marion Co.......
1800 87 42 46 85 21 &2 {| Washington.......| 1.0 mile 1. of Blincoo, Washington Co.............
1000 a7 42 16| 85 24 40 || Marion............ 2.0 miles ENE. of IIoivcross, Marion Co...........
1010 37 42 20| 8 91 20 (| Washington....... 1.4 miles E. by 8. of Blincoe, Washington Co......
LOUISIANA .. ccveen e 1880 30 40 201 01 21 8 || West Feliciana!...| 4.3 miles NNE. of Bayou Sara, West Feliciana ’ar.|{,
1890 30 50 40 01 20 24 {| West Feliclanal. . .| 4,0 miles 88E. of Brandon, West I'cliciana ar....
1900 30 48 66| 01 31 46 || Peinte Coupeo!...| 2.4 miles NE, of Raccourei, Pointo Coupee Par. ...
1010 30 48 47| 01 33 050 || Pointe Coupeo!.. .| 1.0 mile N, by E. of Raccourci, Pointe Coupee I’ar.
MAINE.oiorimnniiinnns 1880 44 55 10| 60 32 46 || Somerset ......... 4,8 miles ESE, of Athens P, O,, Somerset Co......
1500 44 57 3| G0 32 30 || Somerset .. .| 4.7 miles E, of Athens P. Q,, Somerset Co.......
1000 | 44 57 52| G0 33 5 || Somorset .. .| 4.3 miles ENE. of Athens P, 0., Somorset Co
1910 44 47 2| 60 20 49 || Somerset ......... 2,3 miles E. by 8, of Canaan P, 0., Somaerset Co. ..
MARYTAND. .o iiivannas 1880 3 0 4| 7o 41 17 || Anno Arundel... .| 0.8 mile 8E, of Harmans, Anne Arundel Co. ......
1860 30 9 32| 76 41 21| Anme Arundel....| 0.5 mile E, of Hayrmans, Anne Arundel Co...,.....
1000 30 0 8[| 76 42 15[ Anne Arundel....| 04 mile W. by N. of Harmans, Anne Arundel Co..
1010 30 10 1| 76 42 36| Anne Arundel....| 0.9 mile NW, of Harmans, Anne Arundel Co .. ...
MASSACHUSETTS........ 1880 42 22 30| 71 28 15 || Middlesex ........ 3.0 miles W. by 8, ol Sudbury P. 0., Middlescx Co..
1800 42 22 30| 71 28 10 || Middlesex 2.9 miles W, by 8. of Sudbury P,0., Middlesex Co..

1900 42 22 19| 71 28 8| Middlesex . 2.9 miles WSW. of Sudbury P.O.,MiddlosexCo...

. |
1910 | 42 22 23 71 25 & || Middlesex ........ 0.5 mile 8SW. of Sudbury P.0., Middlesex Co. . ...|

MICHIGAN ... evviiiinnn- 1880 43 3 20| 84 38 36 || Clinton 5.8 miles NN'W. of 5t. Johns, Clinton Co....... | S AR ASUN AU IO
1800 43 15 24 | 84 43 38 || Gratiot. .{ 5.5 miles N, by W. of Middleton, Gratiot Co.

1000 43 21 0] 84 46 19 || Gratiot.

9.2 miles WNW. of Ithaca, Gratiot Co...
1910 43 10 55| 81 45 0| Gratiot

7.7 miles WN'W, of Ithaeca, Gratiot Co

MINNESOTA ovenennnaen 1880 44 47 33( 93 44 41 Carver............ 1.6 miles ENI. of America, Roseau Co............ '
1890 46 5 42| 93 50 36 || Wright. .-| 3.6 miles ENE, of Montrose, Wright Co. .
1000 45 15 20 93 50 24 || Wright... ..| 2.2miles N. by E. of Maple Lake, Wright Co
1910 456 22 23| 93 51 29 | Sherbumne........| 1.0 miles SE, of Becker, Sherburne Co,.....oo.....
MISSISSIPPL. . oo unene. .. 1880 33 2 50| B8O 42 G| Attala............ 4.0 miles ENE, of Sallis, Attala Co. ... ..., [ PO SRR O, erennas
1890 32 50 52 80 43 206 | Attala............ 3.5 miles SE. of Sallis,Attala Co....... 3.6 loeaanns [ T I 3
1900 32 55 37| 8 44 46 || Attala.. ..| 7.0 miles SE, by 8, of Sallis, Attala Co.. 51 fouen... 4.9 ceuen.. 1.3
1910 32 54 7| 80 45 22 || Attala............ 8.5 miles S, by E, of Sallis, Attala Co L8 |cnern-- L7 faveenns 0.6
MISSOURL. . voeouven..., 1880 38 42 32 ) 02 25 8 || Moniteau......... 2.6 mijles NW. of Marion, Cole CO «vnvvvennnnnann,. RPN RPN MR N P B
1890 38 38 19| 02 27 57 || Moniteau......... 2.9 miles NW, of Centertown, Cole Co. .. . [ S P, 4.8 loaee.nn 2.5
1900 38 30 11 92 25 56 || Cole.............. 0.6 mile 8W, of Centertown, Cole Co......... 1 I PR, 25| L8 l......
1010 38 33 o0 92 18 25 | Cole eeuveennnnn.. 6.5 miles WSW. of Jefferson City, Cole Co......... Tl feeeened 371 68 fLoo....
MONTANA.....oovuat.. 1880 46 23 5[ 111 43 16 || Broadwater....... 19.7 miles SE, of Helena, Lewisand Clark Co.......
1890 46 31 45| 11t 51 22 |} Jofferson.,........ 9.3 miles ESE. of Helena, Lowlis and Clark Co......
1000 46 84 45| 111 30 i8 || Brondwater ...... 19,7 miles E. hy S. of Helena, Lowisand Clark Co. ..
1010 46 41 31| 110 &9 49 || Meagher. ......... J 9.%“ mileﬁ %N . of White Sulphur Springs,
eagher Co,

1 Parish,
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APPROXIMATE LOCATION, BY IMPORTANT TOWNS.

MOVEMENT IN MILES.

STATE Census | North laii- | West longi- )
AR yoor, tudo. tude, : Actual
County. Noorest elby or town, dis~  [North, | South.| Kast, | West,
| , tance.
o 1 e L L "
NERBRASKA...oovrennnans 1880 A0 57 471 07 20 43 4,7 miles N, l)y B, of Uticen, Soward Co
1800 Al b 54| 07 43 34 3.6 miles EN1G, of Polk, Polk Co..,.
1000 | 41 8 43 7 42 10 0.2 miles WNW, of Stromburg, 1'alk
1810 41 11 13| 97 &0 17 1.7 miles 8. of Clarks, Morrick Gouenen.
NEVADA . ooviiiaiaea..]| 1880 30 41 41 | 117 89 22 1| Churehill. 2.5 miles S§E, of Boyer, Churchill (o,
15890 30 31 55| 118 1 46 || Churchill 13,8 miles 8, by W, of Boyor, Churehill
000 | 30 51 86| 117 40 23 || Churehjll 13.3 miles NI, of Boyer, Churehill Co.
1910 | 39 16 48| 117 33 18 {| Landor, 20,3 miles 812, of Alpine, Churehill Co.......
NEW IIAMPSUIRE..... o 1880 4 43 26 25( 71 35 50 | Bolknap. 0.2 mile W, by 8. of Tilion, Belknap Co..
1800 43 26 L] 71 35 23 | Merrimack 0,0 mile 8, by X, of Tilton, Bolknap Co
W00 | 43 26 1] 71 34 44 || Merrimac] 0.0 mnile 8E, of Tilton, Bolknap Co........... .
1010 | 43 21 18| 71 32 10 || Merrimack .| 2.2mfles NE, of Cantorbury I, Q,, Morrimack Co...
NBEW JERSEY....covauu.. 1880 | 40 25 48| 74 31 1| Middlesex .| 6.6 miles SW. of New Brunswick, Middlesox Co, ..
1800 40 37 10| 74 30 U || Somorso 2.8 miloy NW. of Dunellen, Middlesex Co._.....vun
1900 | 40 27 541 ™20 37 i Middlosw 3.0 mié‘os BW, by W, of New Brungwick, Middle-
! sox Co,
WMo |40 20 24| 7 26 20 || Middlesex . Tirst ward of Now Brungwick, Middlesex Co......
NEw MEXICO. . ........ 1880 | 35 0 35 100 10 85 | Sania Fe... 5,0 milos 812, of 8an Podro, Sants Fo Co.. .
1800 34 68 10106 ¢ 1| Corrance. 6.4 miles W, by 8. of Morlarty, Torraneo ('
1800 34 856 0100 0 4L || Bornalill 7.6 milos WEW. of Morinrty, Torrance Co.
1910 34 48 5] 106 43 8 I} Torranc 10,5 mileg KNI, of KEstanein, Torrance Co, ..
NEW YORK.cviverannns 1880 1 42 0 4 74 &t 50 [f Delaware. 3.0 milos NW. by W, of Cralgeelars, Sulllvan Co...
1800 | 41 54 &1 74 61 46 |f Sullivan.. 1.8 miles W, by N, of Livingston Mnnox‘. Sullivan
Co,
1900 41 48 0 74 45 51| Sullivan.. 1.2 miles §W. of Liberty, Sullivan Co........... ..
1010 | 41 30 20 74 61 50 || Sullivan,, 0.7 mile NW, by W, of Forestine, Sullivan Co.....
NoORTH CAROLINA. ..... 1880 35 38 35| 70 18 37 i Chatham.... 2.2 miles NN'W, of Goldston, Chatham Co.....
1800 35 38 22| 70 25 11 Chatham.,... 2,5 miles 8, of Mt. Voruon Springs, Chatham Co, ..
1900 35 38 1 70 238 37 | Chatham. 4.2 miles SW, of Mt, Vernon .prin{;s Chatham Co. .
1910 35 37 23| 70 20 49 || Chatham. 3.3 miles BN13, of Cheoks, Rando pﬁ COievnvvvanns
NORTH DAKOTA........ 1850 47 2 3] 98 0 37| DBarnes.... 2,0 miles 8W, of Maitoson, Barnes Co,,
1800 | 47 28 235 ( 08 20 25 (| Griggs.. 7.2 miles 8V, of Jesslo, Gl’igt}ﬁ Co....
1900 | 47 3L 40| 08 42 27 || Foster.. 0.0 miles B8W. of MeITonry, Fosior
1910 47 30 B2 9% 39 47 || Wells....... 3.5 mileg N3, of Bowdon, Wolls Co..
L0111 13 J 1880 | 40 20 17 | 82 53 48 || Delawnro......... 3.7 mileg I, by N, of Kilhourne, Delawara Co,
1800 1 40 22 50| 82 53 60 || Morrow... 4,0 miles WEW, of Mumuk'o, Morvow Co.. ...
1600 40 24 12 82 64 46 || Morrow .. . 5.4 miles W, of Marengo, Morrow Co...
1010 40 28 48| 82 48 26 || Morrow .... .] 1.6 miles B, by N, of I'ulton, Morrow Co.
ORLATOMA .o ovmnn.. IR0 5 85 18 68| 06 28 1| Sominole..........| 5.0 miles WSW, of Beardon, Okluskes Co. ..
1000 | 36 30 2 | U6 57 82 || Lincohn... 3.3 milos W, of Mooker, Lincoln Co........
1010 | 86 28 19| &7 5§ 28 || Lincoln........... 3.0 milog NN, of MeLoud, Pottnwatomia Ct
ORBGON ., coivnvannens N80 1 44 39 37{122 18 O Linne..eeaooona... 0.1 miles WSW, of Detrolt, Marion Co.....
1800 1 44 40 1831122 0 0| Marlon.. 7.8 miles N, of Detroit, Mavion Co. .
1000 4 66 b8 121 66 0 || Clackamas 18.0 miles NI, by N, of Dotroit, Marion Co,
1010 | 44 52 12 ]|122 12 4 | Mavien............ 10.8 milegs NNW, of Doirolt, Marion Co....
DENNSYLVANIA. ....... 1880 | 40 10 85 77 1 2| Porry.. 0.8 mile WNW., of Shormans Dale, 'erry Co,..
1800 40 19 18| 77 13 63 |} Porry. .| 8.2miles W, by 8, of Shermansg Dale, Porry (‘o
1900 40 18 01 77 16 3 || Porry. 3.3 milog 813, of Landisburg, Perry Co.... ... ..
1910 0 17 35| 77 10 37 || Porry............. 3.4 miles S§W, of Landisburg, Porry Co...........
RIIODE TSLAND. ... ... 1880 41 6 1| 71 27 40 || Providence. ... ... ~I.11mllosCSW. DLy 8. of Providence ', O,, Provi-
donco Co.
w0 [ 41 46 40 [ 71 27 40 i Providence....... 3.7 milos SW., of Providence 1, 0., Providence Co. .
1900 41 47 5} 7L 27 42| Providonco... 3.4 milos SW. of Providones 12, O, Providence Co. .
1910 41 47 24| V1 27 40 || I'rovidonce....... 3.1 milos SW. by W, of I'rovidence I, O., Provis
dence Co.
SOUTH CAROLINA.......[ 1880 [ 33 &8 47| 80 58 46 (| Richland.,........ 3.4 miles 81, by 10, of Columbla, Richland Co.....Ji.......|....... ceas
1800 33 59 121 80 68 50 | Richland. 3,2 miles 158)4. of Columbia, Tichlanl Co. e 0.1
1000 | 34 0 18| 80 &0 40 j| Richland . L3 milos T, by N, of Columbin, Richkind Co . 0.9
w010 | 34 2 2| 8 4 1] lehland..,...... 3.3 miles NW, of Columbis, Richland Co.......... 4.0
SOUTH DAKOTA. ... \... 1R8O 43 60 28| 98 18 4 ) Sanborn.......... 5.0 miles SSW, of Woonsocket, Sanborn Co........
1890 | 44 16 62§ 08 24 20 || Bendle.... 1.5 miles 8. by T, of Virgil, Boadla Co. ... ......... 8.7
1900 44 21 20| 98 25 O | Beadlo. 10,0 miles W, by 8. of Iluron, Beadls Co, . . 04
1910 44 18 48| O 50 6 [ Hond............. 0.9 mile NE, of Danforth, Hand Co....ovevnn..... 2.5
T ENNESSER. e cenenas 1580 36 50 0 86 3% 87 | Williamson....... 4.0 miles SI5, of Arrington, Williamgon Co,........
1500 35 60 71 RG 456 68 || Ruthorford. .| 4.4 miles NW, by N, of Roockvale, Ruthorford Co..
1000 35 60 6] 8¢ 3¢ 19 || Ruthorford,. .| 5.8 miles NW. of Rockvals, Rutherford Ca........
1010 36 40 13 86 33 47 || Rutherford ....... 4.5 miles W, of Overall, Rutherford Co......
TEXA Coviieriaianns 1880 3120 501 96 3R 30 || Limestono........ 6.4 miles §W. of Thornton, Limestone Co. ...,....
180 | 31 20 11| 06 560 62 | Ialls..... .{ 3.0 miloes WSW. of Otto, Falls Co......... .
1000 | 31 28 35| 06 62 28 [t Valls.... .| 4.6 imiles NNW, of Otto, Palls Co......... ..
1610 31 3L 231 o7 16 14 i MeLonnan,....... 7.0 miles WSW, of Waco, MeLonnan Co...........
ST | R 1880 | 40 13 56 | 111 54 30 || Utah....... .| 26,0 milos W, by 8, of P'rovo, Utah Co....ooeues ..
1860 40 18 53| L1 46 47 [ Utah 4.0 milea 8813, of Amarlcan Ifork, Ulah Co
1000 40 16 21111 45 20 | Utah .. 4.7 miles WN'W., of Provo, Utah Co......,
W10 | 40 23 6| 111 47 46 | Utah .1 14 miles ENT, of Amerlean Fork, Utah C .
VERMONT.«vuennnnns.en 1880 4 1 45| 72 43 5 || Washington....... 3.8 miles 8, by I, of Roxbury P, O,,Wuoshingion Co.
1800 44 2 88| 72 42 48 ([ Wushington 3.0miles 8B, by 8, of Roxbury P, O.,Washington Co
1000 44 3 18} 72 30 1 (] Orange...... 2.0 miles I, by N, of Brooklleld I, O., Orange Cg. .
1010 4 3 01 72 44 56 ] Washington 2.0 miles 8, by W.ol Roxbury P, O,,Washington Co,
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APPROXIMATE LOCATION, BY IMPORTANT TOWNS. MOVEMENT IN MILES,
i Consus | North lati- | Wost longi- o T
STATE. year, tude. tude. Actual
Counlry. Nearest city or town. dis- [North.|Sounth,| East. | West.
tance.
! , o I 1 ) ’ "
VIRGINIA cerremrannnnens 1880 37 20 34| 78 20 51 || Buckinghwm,..... 3.2 milos NNE, of Arcanum, Buckingham Co....lveriv]orererc]imemnse]anacnnn savasas
1800 | 87 28 31| 78 83 20 || Buckingham...... 2.9 miles NW. of Arcanum, Buekingham Co.......|| 8.5 |....... L3 3.
1900 37 20 19| 78 32 5{ {| Buckingham...... 1.9 miles W, by 8..of Arconum, Buckingham Co.. 2.5 |iuonnen 2.5 [N 0 P
1910 ¢ 37 26 5 78. 33 58 || Buckingham.. ... 3.6 miles 8W..of Arcanum, Buckingham Ca....... L7 eeeen. ) I O S 0
WASHINGTON . ... wees) 1880 0 4T 6320120 30 29 || Kibtitas........... 4.3 miles BNE, of Thorp, Kittitns 00.....oovevealloneifoven s dovniiidoneeiaessas
1800 47 16 441120 52 30 |} Kittitas, ... 5.8 miley ENT, of Roslyn, Iittitas Co.enuiinnnnnnn
1900 47 10 50| 120 46 35 || Kittitas...... .| 7.8 miles NW. of Liberty, Kittitas Co......o ...
1910 47 23 64121 4 18 || Kittitas..... heeens 12,7 miles NN'W, of Roslyn, Kittitas Co...........
WEst VIRGINIA........ 1880 38 53 20| 80 87 47 || Braxton.. 2.5 miles NNE, of Burngville, Braxton Co .
1800 38 49 59 [ 80 41 20 f| Braxion . 2.7 miles SW. of Burnsville, Braxton Co........ . .0
1900 38 48 7| 80 41 22 || Braxton... .} 1.4 miles W. Ly 8. of Delta or Braxton I. O,, .1
Braxton Co. .
190 38 45 32| 80 40 12 || Braxton .......... 1.8 miles NW. of Chapel, Braxion Co............. B2l 3.0 feunenns 4.4
WISCONSIN. cevieeeannnn 1880 43 44 57| 8 17 6 || Marquette 3.8 miles 8B, of Montello, Marquette Co......... PR | PRI, AR PR R
1890 43 B3 27| 80 18 22 (| Marguette. .1 2.3 miles W. of Germanin, Marquette Co...... . . 0 .l
16900 43 57 20| 80 18 43 || Marquetto... .| 6.1 miles W, by 8, of Neshkoro, Marquotto Co..... 4.0 . 0.3
1910 43 50 863 | 80 14 10 || Marquette 2.2 miles W, of Neshkoro, Marquetis Co.......... [N (RPN 0.7 L35 T PR
WYOMING toeveinnenaan 1880 42 10 48 (108 80 14 || Csebon............ 4.7 miles B, of Leo, Carbon Co..vnienniiinen..
L840 42 24 491108 30 27 || Carbon... .| 12,8 miles NN'W, of 8hirley, Carbon Clo...
1000 42 82 14 | 106 52 39 || Natrong.. | 7.8 miles W, by 8. of Alcova, Natrona Co ..
1010 42 42 0107 0 7§ Natrona........... 6.8 milos BE. of Ofleity, Natronn Co.evvevnnnnnn,.s
" LARGEST MOVEMENT.
; MOVEMENT IN DEGREES, MOVEMENT 1IN MILEN,
STATE, DECADE, ] ‘ B
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CENTER OF POPULATION OI' STATES.

The center of population ol each of the states has
never been computed or published by the Census
Bureau at any census, but, in response to numerous
requests for such data, the location of the center of
population of each state has been computed, com-
mencing with the Tenth Census, 1880. The direction
of the movement of the population of ench state is
shown during the last 30 years, with the excoption of
the state of Oklahoma. The territory which now
comprises this state was not open to settloment by
the whites in 1880, but was allotted to the Indians
and known as the Indian Territory; no returns were
made of its population at the Tenth Census, so that it
is not possible to compute the center of its population
for that date, but the centers have been figured for
1890, 1900, and 1910 for Oklahoma and the Indian
Territory combined.

Plates Nos. 119 to 132 are made up of a series of
small sketch maps showing the location of the center
of population in each state. Its movement, therefore,
can be readily followed on the map and its geographic
location in relation to the nearvest towns and railroad
centers can be ascertained.

From 1900 to 1910 the center of population of the
United States, exclusive of its outlying possessions,
moved west and north. A comparison of the move-
ments of the centers of population of the states during
the same decade brings out the fact that the centers
of 20 states moved north, and for 28 states the move-
ment was south. The centers of population of 22
of these states moved east and of 26 moved west.
The movement of the center of population of each
state does not, therefore, coincide with the movement;
of the center of population of the entire United States.

As an analysis of the movement of the center of pop-
ulation for each state was deemed impracticable, only
a brief description is given of the movoement for a few of
tho states in which the variation of the movement of
the center presents some exceptional features. The
center of population of California from 1880 to 1890
advanced 34.9 miles south and 23.1 miles east, an
actual distance of 41.9 miles; this was the greatest ad-
vanco made during that decade in any state. Okla~
homa held this distinetion when the movement of the
center from 1890 to 1900 was 30.7 miles, the north
movement 13.2 miles, and the west movemoent 27.7
miles. The greatest movement from 1900 to 1010 was
made in North Dakota, the distance the center moved
being 44.7 miles, made up of & south movement of 1.3
miles and o west movement of 44.7 miles.

The groatest distance the center of population of any
state advanced during the 30 years from 1880 to 1910
was in California. The center moved in a southeasterly
direction 99.1 miles, the point in 1880 being located
3.3 miles oast by south of Moorland, San Joaquin
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County, and in 1910, 9.5 miles west southwest of Men-
dota, Tresno County. It is well also to note those
states in which the least change oceurred in the loca-
tion of the conter. The center of population of Massa-
chusetts from 1880 to 1890 advanced one-tenth of o
mile east; there was no north or south movement;
from 1890 to 1900 there was a south movement of
two-tenths of a mile and a movement east of 158 feot.

In Delaware, from 1900 to 1910, the movement was
three-tenths of o mile north and 211 feet west. The
smallest change in tho location of the center made
during the poriod from 1880 to 1910 was in Rhodo
Island; its centor of population during the 30 yecars
moved 1.3 miles directly north. The center of popu-
lation of this state in 1880 was located 4.1 miles south-
west by south of Providence and in 1910 it was 3.1
miles southwest by west of Providenco.

The center of population of New York state in 1880
was 3 miles northwest by west of Craigeelare, Sullivan
County, and in 1910 it was seven-tenths of o mile
northwest by west of Forestine, in the same county.
The distance traversod was 6.5 miles from 1880 to
1890; 9.5 miles from 1890 to 1900; and 11 miles from
1900 to 1910. The movement was south and east
from 1880 to 1890 and from 1890 to 1900, and from
1900 to 1910, south and west.

Although Texas has the groatest area of any state,
the movements of the center wore not large, as the
development in all parts of the state has been vni-
form. The center in 1880 was loceated 6.4 miles south-
west of Thornton, Timestone County; in the 30 yoeavs,
to 1910, it had shifted to 7 miles wost-southwest of
Waco, MeLennan County. ‘The movement from 1880
to 1890 was 13.7 miles; from 1890 to 1900, 3.2 miles;
and from 1900 to 1910, 22.6 miles, the advance heing
north and west at each consus.

The states which show the greatest variation in tho
location of the center are Arizona, Kansas, Novads,
and New Jorsoy. For Arizona the movemont shown
in 1890 was 2 miles south and 1 mile west; from 1890
to 1300 it reversed the direction to 21.2 miles north
and 9.8 miles east, an actual distance of 23.2 miles.
During the decade from 1900 to 1910 it moved 11.5
miles south and 15.7 miles east, the ontire movemoent
from 1880 to 1910 being 8.9 miles north and 24.9 miles
east.  TFor Kansas, while the movement was south at
each census, from 1880 to 1890 it advanced westward
24.3 miles; from 1890 to 1000, 22.3 miles east; whilo
from 1900 to 1910 the direction again changed to west,
5.7 miles, n net movement during the 30 years of 7.7
miles south and 7.7 miles west. TFrom 1880 to 1890
the movement in Nevada was south 11.2 miles and
west 2.1 miles; from 1890 to 1900 it changed, going
north 22,6 miles and east 11 miles, The development
of the mines between 1900 and 1910 in the southeastern
portion of the state again changed the direction and
produced the greatest advance at any decade, the
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movement being 40 miles south and 14.2 miles east, an
actual distance of 42.4 miles; during the 30 years from
1880 to 1910 the net movement was 36.8 miles south
and east. New Jersey has also shown considerable
change in the direction of the movement of its center
of population. From 1880 to 1890 it was 13.2 miles
north and seven-tenths of a mile east; in the next
decade, from 1890 to 1900, the movement was 10.8
miles south and five-tenths of a mile east; from 1900

to 1910 it again moved north 1.7 miles and east 2.9

miles. Its entire movement from 1880 to 1910 was
4.1 miles both north and east. '

The movement of the center of population of Ala-
bama has varied in direction at each decade. From
1880 to 1890 it moved 4 miles north and 1.5 miles west;
from 1890 to 1900, 1,6 miles south and 2.4 miles east;
and from 1900 to 1910, 1 mile north and two-tenths of
a mile west. Connecticut shows a steady movement
south and west, the distance from 1880 to 1890 being
1.9 miles; from 1890 to 1900, 1 mile; and from 1900
to 1910, 1.3 miles.

In Illinois the effect of the growth of Chicago on the
center of population is evident from its northeast
movement at each census, the actual distance from
1880 to 1890 heing 18.4 miles; from 1890 to 1900, 10.8
miles; and from 1900 to 1910, 6.4 miles.

There were only 12 states in which the center of
population moved in the same general direction at each
consus from 1880 to 1910. Theso states aro as follows:
In the stato of Illinois it moved north and cast; for
California, Georgia, and New Iampshire the move-
ment was south and oast; for Connecticut, Mississippi,
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia the
movement was south and west; and for Maryland,
South Caroling, and Toexas the movement was north
and west.

It is-a matter of interest to study the movement of
the center of population of the states in each geographic
division, which reveals the fact that in not a single
division was the movement of the center in the same
general direction, showing that loeal conditions in
each state affect the movement of population. In
the New England division the centers of two states
moved north and cast, two moved south and east,
and two moved south and west. In the Middle At-
lantic division the center of population of New Jer-
sey moved north and east, while for New York and
Pennsylvania the movement was south and west. Of
the five states in the East North Central division two
moved north and east, two moved south and east, and
one moved north and west. In the West North Cen-
tral division the center of one state moved north and
east, one moved south and east, three moved south
and west, and two moved north and west. In the
South Atlantic division the centers of two states moved
south and east, three moved south and west, and three
moved north and west.  Of the four states in the East

South Central division one moved north and cast, one
moved south and east, one moved south and west, and
one moved north and west. Of the West South Con-
tral division the center of population of one state
moved south and east, of two, south and west, and of
one, north and west. In the Mountain division the
centers of two states moved north and ecast, in three
it moved south and east, in one, south and west, and
in two it moved north and west. In the Pacific divi-
sion the center of one state moved south and east, for
one it moved south and west, and for one it moved
north and west.

A comparison of the maps on which are located the
centers of population of the states will bring to our at-
tention the fact that in only nine states are tho centers
of population near the state capitals. The nine states
are Arkansas, Delaware, Indiana, Missouri, Montana,
New ITampshire, Rhode Island, South Carolina, and
Vermont. As the center of population is tho point
from which all the population is supposed to bo equi-
distant, if it were necessary to assemble all the inhabit-
ants of a state at one place, each individual to travel
in a direct line from his residence to the meeting place,
the center of population is the point they could all
reach with the minimum aggregate of travel.

CENTER OF FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION.

The movement of the center of the total population
from census to censug is the rvesult of all migration,
both interstate and foreign. In view of tho change in
the character of the foreign immigration and the large
proportion of immigrants who are settling in the citics,
the location of the center of foreign-born population
and its movement from decade to decadeis a matter of
great interest.

On the map on Plate No. 133 the position of the cen-
ter of total population at each census from 1790 to
1910 is indicated, also the location of the center of the
foreign-born population from 1880 to 1910. The loca~
tion of the center of population and the median point
were discussed on pages 26 and 29, TFor the first time
in a census report the center of the foreign-born popu-
lation has been computed and located on a map.

In 1880 the center of the forcign-born population
was located in latitude 41° 49 527/) longitude 83° 44’
17", in Monroe County, Michigan, approximately 15.5
miles northwest of Toledo, Ohio.

In 1890 the center had advanced almost two degrees
to the west. The opening of Oklahoma and the in-
crease in the population of Texas drew the point to the
south, when it was located in latitude 41° 227 05'/,
longitude 85° 23/ 17/, in Noble County, Indiana, ap-
proximately 54.5 miles southeast of South Bend.

The falling off in the class of immigrants who settled
in the far Western states is indicated by the change in
the direction of the movement from 1890 to 1900, for
in 1900 the center of the foreign-born population was
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located in Defiance County, Ohio, 18 miles northwest
of Deflance, being in latitude 41° 227 487/, almost the
same latitude as in 1890, and longitude 84° 43" 217/,
nearly a degree farther east. The eastern movement
was due, as proviously stated, to the newer immigration
that settled principally in the large cities of tho Rast.

In 1910 the center of foreign-born population was
again located in Defiance County, Ohio, about 10.5
miles southwest of Defiance, in latitude 41° 17/ 2477,
showing a decided movement south, and in longitude

84° 36’ 77/, showing a further advance toward the
oast, but not nearly as great as during the provious
docade. This was undoubtedly due to the increase
in the foreign-born population in Washington, Oregon,
and California, which, on account of the groat distance
from the center, have relatively o much greater weight
than the foreign born of the Eastern and Middloe states.
The following table gives the location of the conter of
foreign-born population at each census, and its move-
ment in miles, also the location in relation to a city:

CENTER OF FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION: 1880 TO 1910,

CENSUS YEAR. North lntitude. | West longltude, Approximate location by haportant towns, Movement In miles,
] /7 V4 [ 7/ red
1880.......... 41 49 52| 83 44 17 | In Monroe County, Mich., 15.5 miles northwest of Toledo, Ohio...|._.... FETTT TP
18000 ......... 41 22 05| & 23 17 | In Noble County, Ind., 54.5 miles southenst of South Bend, Ind...| 93 miles west-soulhwest,
1900 ...... ... 41 22 48 | 84 43 21 | In Defiance County, Qhio, 18 miles northwest of Doflance, Ohio...| 84.5 milos cast,
10100 ..o f 4L 17 241 84 86 07 | In Defiance County, Olhio, 10.5 miles southwest of Defiance, Ohio.| 8.5 miles southeast,

CENTER OF NEGRO POPULATION.

The question of negro migration hag always been one
of groat interost, and on the map, Plate No. 134, the
location of the center of negro population of conti-
nental United States is indicated by astar.  The center
of negro population was computed for 1790 and for
each census from 1880 to 1910, no computations being
made for the consuses from 1800 to 1870, inclusive.
The movement of the conter of negro population is an
accurate index of the direction of negro migration.
In 1790 tho conter of negro population was located in
Dinwiddie County, Virginia, 25 miles west-southwest
of Potersburg, in latitude 87° 4/ 8/ north, and longi-
tude 77° 517 2177 woest, In 1880 the center was
located in northwestern Georgia, 10.4 miles east of
Lafayotte, in the castern part of Walker County, Inti-
tude 34° 42/ 14’/ north, longitude 85° 6’ 56" weost,
showing & movement in a southwoesterly direction
across North Caroling and a part of Georgia of approxi-
mately 443 miles, or an averagoe of 49 miles for each
decade.  From 1880 to 1890 tho southwosterly move-
ment of the center was continued, and it advanced
20.5 miles, to o point in Walker County, Georgia, 15.7
miles west-southwest of Lafayette, latitude 34° 36/ 18"
north, longitude 85° 267 49’ west, about 4 miles east

of the Alabamy line. Trom 1890 to 1900 its move-
ment was greatly rotarded, and it advanced only 9.5
miles southwost, across the Alabama-Georgia state
line into Dekalb County, Alabama, 10.7 miles north-
east of Tort Payno, in northeastern Alabama, about
4 miles west of the Goorgin line, latitude 34° 317 16"
north, longitude 85° 34’ 35’ west.  Tn 1910 the conter
of negro population was located 5.4 miles north-
northoast of Fort Payne, Dekalb County, Alabana,
in latitudo 34° 307 0’ north, and longitude 85° 407 437/
wost, its movoment for the decade being 5.8 miles
west-southwoest.  Its movement south has evidently
boen greatly rotarded by the migration of the negroes
to the Northern and Tastorn states. A study of the
movement from 1700 to 1910 shows a steady advance
in a southwestorly divection, but the distance covered
at each decado is much smaller than the movement at
the previous decado; if this decrease continues during
the next decade, it is probable that the direction will
bo reversed and that the center in 1920 will retrograde
toward the North and East. TIn the following table
is given the Iatitude and longitude of the centers of
negro population at each census, also the distance
moved during the decade, and the location of the
centbor relative to o city or town:

CENTER OF NEGRO POPULATION: 1790 AND 1880 TO 1910.

CENSUS YEAR. North Intitudo, | West longltudo. Approximate loentlon by Important towns. Movoment in miles,
N o ! 1" » :; h ml "
1790, .. ... 37 4 8 77 5L 20| 25 miles west-southwest of Pelersburg, Dinwiddie County, Vir- |« ovoooirimiiniiaiaiiL,
ginia, ) )

1880. . ... ... 34 42 14| 8 6 56| 10.4 miles east of Lafayctte, Walker County, Georgia . c.oovnot 443 miles southwest.!
1890.......... 34 86 181 85 206 49 [ 15.7 miles southwest of Lafayette, Wallker County, Georgia....... 20.5 n_ules southwest,
1900..........] 34 81 16| 8 34 35| 10.7 miles northeast of Fort Payne, Dekally County, Alabama....| 9.6 miles southwest.
910 ... ... 34 80 0 8 40 43 | 5.4 milesnorth-northeast of Fort Payne, Dekalb County, Alabama.| 5.8 miles west-southwest,

I Movement from 1780 to 1880,
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OENTERS OF URBAN AND RURAT POPULATION: 1910.

On Plate No. 133, in addition to the centers of
total and foreign-born population, are indicated the
location of the centers of urban and rural population
in 1910. The center of urban population has never
been computed at any previous census and it was
deemed of interest to do so in 1910. Not only was
the center of urban population located, but the center
of the rural population was also ascertained—that is,
the population excluding all places with 2,500 or more
inhabitants in 1910, as well as the New Kngland
towns of that size. The center of urban population
is located in latitude 40° 16’ 12’ and longitude 83°
597 22’7 in Champaign County, Ohio, 15.3 miles north-
east of Piqua, Miami County, Ohio.

The center of rural population is located in latitude
38° 12’ 36’/ and longitude 88° 39’ 3’/ in Hamilton
County, Illinois, 16.7 miles southeast of Mount Vernon,
Joflerson County, Illinois,

As the centers of urban and rural population were
not computed for previous consuses, no statement can
be made as to the distance or direction in which
these centers moved from 1900 to 1910, or during
any previous decade.

The location of these centers shows strikingly the
preponderance of urban population in the north-
eastern portion of the United Statos, the conter of
urban population being approximately 145 miles north
and 250 miles east of the center of rural population.
In a direet line thoe center of urban population is 289
miles northeast from the center of rural population.

URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION,

The chango in classification of urban population from
census to census ronders it impossible to make a fair
comparison of the growth from 1790 to 1910, as mo
tables have been madoe giving the population of the
United States at each enumeration outside of cities
with 2,500 or more inhabitants, including New England
towns of that size. The Census Bureau classified as
urban population in 1910, that part of the population
in municipal corporations, including New England
towns, with 2,500 or more inhabitants. At previous
censuses the urban element was considered as that
residing in places with 8,000 or more inhabitants, not
including New England towns of that size. The dia-
gram comparing the increase in urban population from
1790 to 1910 is made on the basis of 8,000 inhabitants
or more, and is shown as Diagram 1, Plate No. 141.

Diagram 5 on Plate No. 135, urban and rural popu-
lation, 1880 to 1910, represents the proportion of
urban population in places of 2,500 or more inhabit-
ants, including New Tngland towns of that size, at
each census from 1880 to 1910. In 1880, of the total
population of the United States, there were in munici-
palities with 2,500 or more population 14,772,438; in
1890 this element had grown to 22,720,223; in 1900

it was 30,797,185; and in 1910, 42,623,383 persons
were in municipalities, forming 46.3 per cent of the
total population of the United States.

Diagram 4 on Plate No. 135 compares the per cent
urban in the total population, by states, for 1910 and
1900, overy state showing an increase. The states
with the groatest per cent of increase are Oklahoma
and Idaho, each increasing over 200 per cont.

Two maps on Plate No. 136 indicato the per cent
which the urban forms of the total population of each
state in 1910 and 1900, the increase being especially
noticeable in all parts of the country, no state showing
a decrease in the urban element..

The diagram on Plate No. 137 gives the per cont of
urban in the total population of each state, from 1880
to 1910. There were 14 states in 1910 in which moro
than half the population was living in territory classi-
fied as urban. The greatest per cont urban in any
state was in Rhode Island, which had 96.7 per cent,
while North Dakota, with 11 per cent, had the smallest
proportion of its people in urban communities.

Maps 1 and 2 on Plate No. 138 show the per cont of
inerease in urban and rural population, by states, from
1900 to 1910. The greatest per cent of incroase in
both classes is in the states west of the Mississippi
River. This is especially true of the increase in rural
population.

Plate No. 139 indicates, by the length of the bars,
the growth in population of 36 of the largest cities in
the United States from 1790 to 1910, or, in the case
of a number of the cities, from the carliest consuses ab
which they were returned. The cities ave arrangoed
in the order of their population as returned at the
Thirteenth Census. The diagram brings out strik-
ingly the rapid growth of all the cities represented.
The phenomenal growth of New York, Chicago, and
Philadelphia is especially noticeable. The popula-
tion in 1910 of these 36 cities formed 20.8 por cent of
the total population of the United States, and, if tho
rate of growth in both the United States and thesoe
cities continues until another enumeration, the prob-
abilities are that the population of these large cities
will be about 25 per cent of the population of the
entire United States.

Plate No. 140 represents, by the difference in the
shade lines, the proportion of the population in each
county in municipalities with 2,500 or more inhabitants
in 1910. The towns in New Ingland with 2,500 or
more inhabitants were considered as urban and classed
with the urban population. At previous censuses,
in computing the urban population, the New England
towns were excluded and counted as rural. The
darkest shade represents those counties in which 75
per cent or more of the population was urban, and are
found principally in New England, with a few scat-
tered areas near the large cities in other states. Massa-
chusetts is almost entirely covered, showing that there
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are but few counties in that state in which the urban
element does not form more than 75 per cent of the
population. Connecticut and Rhode Island also fall in
the highest group. The small areas of this highest
shado indieate the location of the countics in which are
found the principal citics. The heavy shading of the
New England and Middle Atlantic states shows the
large proportion of the urban population in these divi-
sions. The white area, representing no urban popula-
tion, covers practically one-third of the land surface of
the United States, indicating that farming is still the
leading industry

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 141 shows tho population
in 1910 and 1900 of cities having, in 1910, 100,000
inhabitants or more. The great population of New
York, Chicago, and Philadelphia, as compared with
the other eities, is well hrought out by the difference
in the length of the bars. The total population of
all the cities with 100,000 population in 1910 was
20,302,138, and of Noew York, Chicago, and Philadel-
phia, 8,501,174, or 41.9 per cent of the total for the 50
cities. Every city of this class roported an incronse
in population from 1900 to 1910, New York having
the largest numerical increase and Birmingham the
highest percentage of inerease.

COLOR OR RACE, NATIVITY, AND PARENTAGI,

The composition of the population of the United
States is of vital importance and Diagram 2 on Plato
No. 141 is of groat intorest, as it qhmvs the prineipal
clements of Lho population in both urban and rvural
communitios, by geographic divisions, in 1910.

On Plate No. 142 the population of the United
States is roprosented by circles, proportionato to tho
numbor roturned ab each consus, from 1850 to 1910,
the divisions of the cirele indicating the proportion
of tho population in each of the 1)1111(511):1,1 classes,
The groat increase in thoe foreign eclement, including
hoth foreign born and the native of foreign parontage,
is brought out very clearly. The proportion of col-
ored population is practically the same at onch
enumeration, but the proportion of tho native whito
of native parentage has steadily docreasoed.

Diagram 1 on Plato No. 143, at the first glanco,
appears rather complicated but, on ecloser inspection,
one can readily comprehend the actual proportions
of the various elements of population in each of
the geographic divisions in 1910. Tho heavy black
portion shown in the South Atlantic, East South
Central, and West South Contral divisions represents
their negro population, which forms 33.7 per cent in
the South Atlantic, 31.5 per cent in the Kast South
Central, and 22.6 por cent in the West South Central
division. In the New England, Middle Atlantic, East
North Central, and West North Central divisions the
foreign element, shown by the henvy black and white
portion of the bars, is much in evidence. Where the

nogro olement is large the foreign eloment is small,
and whore tho nogro olement is small the foreign
oloment usually forms a considerable portion of the
population. It is evidont, therefore, that the foreign
clement does not locate in that portion of the country
in which negroes form o large proportion of the popu-
lation. Considering the natives of foreign or mixed
paventagoe and the forcign born togother, more than
hall of the New England and Middle Atlantic divi-
sions ave ol foreign stock, the percontage in tho
Middle Atlantic division boing 53.9 and in the Now
Tngland division 59; in tho East North Central divi-
sion it is 44.8 per cont; in tho Wost North Contral,
41.5 por cont; in the Mountain division, 40 per cont;
and in tho Pacifie division, 45.6 per cent. The negro
and native white of native parents togothor form moro
than 88 por cont of the total population in the follow-
ing divisions: In the South Atlantic division, 93.9 per
cont; in tho Hast South Central division, 96.3 por cont;
and in tho Woest South Contral division, 88.3 por cont.

Diagram 2 on Plate No, 143 shows, by quLLo%, tho
distri buuon of the foreign-born populubmn in 1910
and 1900. New York Wth 2,729,272 loads, Ponnsyl-
vania with 1,438,719 is second, Illinois with 1,202,560
is third, and Massachusetts with 1,051,050 is fourth,
The diagram brings out the small proportion of tho
foreign elemont in thoe southern portion of the country,
as compared with the northern portion.

Diagram 4 on Plate No. 141 presents tho color or
raco, nativity, and purontno'a of thoe population in
thoso statoes having a fair proportion of their population
Chinoso, Japanese, and Indians in 1910 and 1900,
Arizona had o larger por cent of Indians in its popu-
Intion than any othoer state, both in 1900 and in 1010.
Although Oklahoma had o larger number, the Indians
in Arizona formed a larger porcontage of its popula-
tion than the Indians did in any othor state both in
1900 and in 1910. There wero in 1910 o Iarger num-
bor of Chineso and Japanese in California, Orogon, and
quhmg,tou than in any of the other statos, although
in Nevada they formod as largo o 1)1-()1)01'L1(m of the
population as they did in Washington, but their num-
bors were comparatively small.

Dingram 3 on Plato No. 143 shows, by geographie
divisions, the principal clements of the population
in 1910 and 1900. The foreign-born whites formed
a larger proportion of tho p()puluhmn in 1910 than in
1900 in the Now England, Middle Atlantic, Ioast
North Central, South Atlantie, and Pacific divisions,
but o smaller proportion in the West North Central,
East South Central, and Mountain divisions, The
slight changes in tho small percentages of foreign-born
whites in tho southern divisions, however, are not
specially significant. The inerease in the proportion
of foreign-born whites was most marked in the Middle
Atlantic division (from 21.4 per cent in 1900 to 25
por cont in 1910). The proportion was, however,
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even higher in New England, although the increase
- from 1900 to 1910 (from 25.7 to 27.7 per cent), was less.

On Plate No. 144 the two diagrams represent tho
per cent of the population by principal elements,
for each state,in 1910 and 1900. The great proportion
of the foreign-born white element and the native whites
of foreign or mixed parentage in a number of states,
at both censuses, is brought out; it will also be noted
that the proportion has decreased from 1900 to 1910
in a number of the states. In 1910 Rhode Island, with
32.8 per cent of its white population foreign bom,
leads in the proportion of that element. Combining
the foreign born and native white of foreign or mixed
parentage, Minnesota has the greatest proportion of
the combined elements, with North Dakota second,
the combination representing over 70 per cent of the
population of those states at the Thirteenth Census.
The state showing the smallest proportion of the
foreign element both in 1900 and 1910 is North
Carolina, closcly followed by South Carolina, Georgia,
and Mississippi.

The two dingrams on Plate No. 145 show the color
or race, nativity, and parentage of the population in
cities with 100,000 or more inhabitants for 1910 and
1900. In 1910 the city of IFall River, Mass., led with
the largest proportion (86.3 por cent) of its population
made up of foreign born and natives of foreign or mixed
parentage; Lowell, Mass. (80.4 por cent), was second;
and New York and Milwaukee third (each with 78.6
per cont). In 1900 Fall River had the groatest pro-
portion (85.9 per cent) of tho foreign clement; Mil-
waukee (82.7 per cent) was seccond; and Lowell (77.9
per cent) third.

The cities with the greatest proportion of negroes,
in 1910, were Memphis, Tenn. (40 per cent); Birming-

ham, Ala. (39.4 per cent); and Richmond, Va. (36.6

per cent), in the order named. In 1900 Memphis had
the greatest proportion of negroes (48.8 per cent);
with Washington, D. C. (81.1 per cent), second;
and New Orleans (27.1 per cent), third. The city with
the greatest proportion of native whites of native
parentage in 1910 was Indianapolis, Ind. (64.5 per
cont); with Columbus, Ohio (64.4 per cent), second;
and Dayton, Ohio (62 per cent), third. In 1900
St. Joseph, Mo., had the greatest proportion of native
whites of native parentage (66.9 per cent); with Colum-
bus, Ohio (59.8 per cent), second; and Indianapolis,
Ind. (57.8 per cent), third.

Plate No. 146 has two maps showing, by states,
the per cent of native whites of native parentage in
the white population, and the per cent of foreign-
born whites in the total population, in 1910.

In the Southern states the white population is nearly
all native of native parentage. In 1910 this element
formed over 95 per cent of the population in eight of
the states —North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Virginia, and Arkan-

sas—North Carolina leading with 99 per cent, prac-
tically all of its white population being native of
native parentage.

The lower percentages of native white of native
parentage are found in the New England and North-
western gtates. In 1910 Minnesota had only 27.9
per cent, North Dakota 28.5 per cent, and Wisconsin
32.9 per cent. In the New England states, Rhode
Island had only 30 per cent of the white population
native of native parventage, Massachusetts 33.2 per
cent, and Connecticut and New York exactly the
same proportion, 36 per cent. In these states less
than two-fifths of the white population were native of
nafive parentage. In addition, there are nine other
states of the class where the natives of native parent-
age were less than half of the white population.

Map 2 shows the per cent of foreign-born whites
in the total population in 1910, In I\Iaqqnclms(\tts
Rhode Island, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North
Dakota the proportion of foreign or mixed parentage
oxcecded the proportion of native whites of native
parentage. In Rhode Island the foreign-born whites
outnumbered the native whites of native parentago.
The Southern states, which had the largest proportion
of the population native white of native parentage,
show the lowest proportion of foreign birth and of
foreign or mixed parentage.

Map 1 on Plate No. 147 indicates in cight groups,
by the character of the shading, the percentage of the
native whites of foreign or mixed parentage in the
total population in 1910. The heavy shading in-
dicates the groups from 35 to 50 per cent, Minnesota
having 45.3 per cent, Wisconsin 44.8 per cent, North
Dakota 43.5 per cent, South Dakota 37.2 per cent,
Rhode Island 35.9 per cent, and Utah 35.2 per cent
of that element of the population. The states having
the smallest proportion of native whites of foreign or
mixed parentage are North Carolina, with 0.4 por cent,
and South Carolina, with 0.7 per cent. The Southern
states, with few exceptions, fall within the group
with less than 5 per cent.

Map 2 indicates, in eight groups, by the charnetor of
the shading, the percentage of foreign-born whitoes and
native whites of foreign or mixed parentage combined in
the total population in 1910. The solid black, indicat-
ing 50 per cent or more, covers 13 states, while the next
group, 35 to 50 per cent, also covers 13 states, and indi-
cates that for 20 states 35 per cent or more of the popu-
lation is of foreign birth or parentage. These 26 states
have 53.3 per cent of the total population of the
United States. The state with the lowest percentage
is North Carolina, which has less than 1 per cent. All
the states of the South Atlantic and East South
Central divisions, except Delaware, Maryland, West
Virginia, Florida, and Kentucky, also the District of
Columbia, have less than 5 per cent of the foreign-
born element in their population.
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Plate No. 148 is shaded to indicate the countios
having a higher percentage of native whites of native
parentage to the total population in 1910 than in 1900;
74 per cent of tho total number of counties had a larger
percentage of native white of native parentage in 1910
than in 1900.

The map on Plate No. 149 also shows, by counties,
the per cent of native whites of foreign or mixed
parentage in the total population in 1910, the countics
being shaded in groups, from less than 1 per cent, to
the highest group, 50 per cent and over. The shaded
areas on the map indicate where this olement of the
population is of importanu The highost group,
50 per cent and. over, is found 1)1‘111(,11)ally in Michigan,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, North Dakota, and Souhh
Dakota. In three-fourths of the counties wost of the
Mississippi, River the proportion of nabive whites
of foreign or mixed parentage is over 15 per cent
of the total population, As indicated on the state
map, the county map shows that there ave vory fow
countios in tho Southern states, east of the Mississippi
River, which have more than 1 per cent of their popula-
tion native white of foreign or mixed parventage, with
the exception of Ilorida, and there are only a dozen
counties in tho entire area—that is, the states onst of
the Migsissippi and south of the Ohio River and the
states of Virginia and Wost Virginia-——where the for-
eign element forms 5 per cent or more of their popu-
lation.

The map on Plate No. 150 is shaded to indicate the
counties which had a higher percentagse of native
whites of foreign or mixed parentage to the total
population in 1910 than in 1900. The shaded arcas
on this map indicate that 29.9 per cont of the counties
in the United States had a higher proportion of this
element of the population in 1910 than in 1900.

The map on Plate No. 151 may be considerod as
indicating the proportionof the foreign element in 1910,
a8 it includes not only the foreign-born whites but the
native whites of foreign or mixed parentage. The
densely shadod areas indicate the counties in which
the foreign element forms more than 50 per cent of
the population, such areas covering all of North
Dakota and Conneeticut and nearly the entire states
of Massachusetis, Rhode Island, Wisconsin, and Min-
nesota. The absence of shading in the Southern
states, except Iflorida and Texas, shows the small
proportion of the foreign clement in that section,

The map on Plate No, 152 is shaded to indicate the
per cent of foreign-born whites in total population, by
counties, in 1910. The groups of shading are the same
as on the previous map and the areas covered by the
heaviest shado are almost in the same position. The
absence of shaded areas in nearly all of the Southern
states indicatos, as on the previous map, that the pro-
portion of foreign population in that part of the country
is very small,

Plates Nos. 153 to 184 comprise a series of maps,
two for each state, except the Southern states, showing
for each county the per vent of the foreign-born whitoe
in the total population and the per cent of native
white of foreign or mixed parentage in the total popu-
lation in 1910. TheNorth Centml states of Minnesota,
Wisconsin, and North Dakota show the highest per cent
of both the foreign-born white population and the
native white of foreign or mixed parentage. As the
foreign clement was small, no maps woro propaved for
the states of Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida,
Goorgin, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, L’Iisﬁs‘.ﬁppi
North Carolina, Oklahoma, ‘wnuth Caroling, Tennessee,
Texas, Vlrg‘mm, and Wcst. Virginin,

NEGRO POPULATION,

The por cent of inerease in the total population,
white, and negro, from 1790 to 1910, 15 graphically
presented on Diagram 2, Plate No. 135, Tho ab-
normal inereaso shown i m the negro populntion from
1870 to 1880 is due, in a great moeasure, to the omission
at the census of 1870 of & number of negroes in the
South; in fact, the entive census of the South at the
enumoration of the Ninth Census was defoctive, and
this diagram points out tho defect. The large de-
crenso indicated from 1860 to 1870 is therefore not all
accounted for by the loss during the Civil War, but
is partly due to the defoctive consus of 1870,

The map on Plate No. 185 presents, by states, the
per cent distribution of the negroes in 1910, in seven
groups, shaded as indieated in thoe legond. Mississippi
and South Carolina have tho highest por cent of
negroes and arve the only states with moro than 50 pov
cont of their population negroes.  The negroes form a
vory small per cent of the population, exeept in the
South Atlantie, East South Central, and West South
Central divisions, as indicatod by the heavy shading.

Diagram 2 on Plate No. 185 indicates, by the length
of the bars, tho number of negroes in oach state at
the Twellth and Thirtconth Consuses.  Goorgin loads,
with 1,176,087, followod closoly by Mississippi, with
1,009,487; Alabama being third, with 908,282; and
South Caroling fourth, Wth (835,.%41.3 these states re-
taining their respective rank since 1900.

Diagram 3, on the same plate, shows the number of
negroos in 1900 and 1810 in cities having 100,000 or
more population in 1910.  Washington leads, with
04,446; New York is second, with 91,700; New Orleans
third, with 89,262; Baltimoro fourth, with 84,749 ; and
Philadelphia fifth, with 84,450; Memphis, with 52,441,
Birmingham, with 52,305, and Atlanta, with 51,902,
follow in order; these are the only cities in the United
States with more than 50,000 negroes in. 1910.

The per cent distribution of negroes in the total pop-
ulation in 1910, by counties, is indicated on the map
on Plate No. 186, in eight groups, shaded according to
the legend. Tho highest percentage is in the cotton-
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producing sections of the South. South Carolina,
Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi have the largest
number of counties in which negroes form more than
50 per cent of the population.

Plate No. 187 indicates, by shading, the counties
having at least 1,000 negroes in 1910, in which there
was & higher per cent of negroes in the total popu-
lation in 1910 than in 1900. With the exception of
few widely scattered counties in the Northern states,
the increase in negro population is confined almost
entirely to the South Central and South Atlanticstates.

The diagram on Plate No. 188 represents the propor-
tion of negroes in the total population in each of the
Southern states, from 1790 to 1910, or for each census
at which they were returned. South Carolina had a
larger proportion of negro population than any other
state at each census from 1790 to 1890, but in 1900
the number of negroes in Mississippi had increased to
58.5 per cent, while in South Carolina the per cent had
fallen to 58.4.  In 1910 Mississippi had the highest per-
centage, 56.2, and South Carolina was second, with 55.2.

On. the four maps on Plate No. 189 the light shading
indicates the counties in the Southern states having at
least 50 per cent of their population negroes in 1860,
1880, 1900, and 1910. The heavier shaded area indi-
cates the counties having 75 per cent or more of their
population negroes, The only states having counties
so shaded are South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama,
Florida, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas.

The per cent of negroes in the total population, by
counties, in each of the Southern states in 1910, is
indicated in seven groups, by the different shading,
on Plates Nos. 190 to 200. The states having the
greatest proportion of negroes in their population are
Mississippi, 56.2 per cent, and South Carolina, 55.2
per cent. These states also have the counties with
the largest percentage of megroes, Mississippi being
first with 17 counties having more than 75 per cent
negro, and 21 counties with 50 to 75 per cent negro;
and South Carolina second, with 4 counties having over
75 per cent negro, and 29 counties with 50 to 75 per
cent. Issaquena County, Mississippi, with 94.2 per
cent, has the greatest proportion of negroes in any
county in the United States, while Beaufort County,
South Carolina, with 86.9 per cent negro, has the highest
percentage in that state. There are also a number of
counties in North Carolina, Alabama, and Louisiana
that have a high percentage of negroes. Georgia has
66 counties in which this element forms more than 50
per cent of the population.

There were in the United States in 1910, 53 counties
with 75 per cent and over of their population negro
and 211 counties with 50 to 75 per cent of their
population negro.

INDIAN POPULATION.

Map 1 on Plate No. 201 shows the distribution of the
Indian population of the United States, by states, in

1910, and Map 2 the proportion of full-bloods in the
Indian population in 1910.  The state of Oklahoma
has the greatest number of Indians, as it comprises
the aren formerly known as the Indian Territory, and,
while the proportion of the Indians to the total popu-
lation is not as great as in a few counties in other
states, it is due to the fact that the reservations were
thrown open to settlement after the Indian lands were
allotted and all available land occupied by white
settlers. The growth of the white populntion from
172,554 in 1890 to 1,444,531 in-1910 is-an evidence of
the most rapid settlement of a territory in tho history
of the United States.
SEX DISTRIBUTION,

Plate No. 202, map of the United States, presents,
by the different shading, the proportion of males to
females in 1910, by counties—that is, the county is
taken as the unit. Females were in excoss in o num-
ber of counties in the Kastern states, also in o fow
counties in the West, two in Utah, two in South
Dakota, one in Kansas, and seven in Texas. Ivery
state east of the Mississippi River, with tho exception
of Delaware, had one or more counties in which the
females were in excess, while west of the Mississippi
River there were only seven states that had any
counties in which the females exceedod the males,
In the states of Montana, Wyomiig, and Nevada, in
every county the males were in excoss at loast 20 por
cent. This map is of great intevest, as it indicates
those portions of the country in which the males are
in excess, also the states in which the females exceed
the males.

Plate No. 203, Map 1, indicates the proportion of
males to fomalos in the total population at the Thir-
teenth Census, by states. The females are in excoss
in Ma.sszwhusetts, Rhode Island, Maryland, District
of Columbia, North Carolina, and South Carolina. In
1910 the states having the greatest proportion of
males to females were Novada, with 179.2, Wyoming
with 168.8, and Montana with 152.1 males to each
100 females. The proportion for the United States is
106 males to each 100 females. The excess of males
is due principally to the large foreign immigration, in
which the males largely outnumber the females. The
map brings out the fact-that no geographic division
east of the Mississippi River had, in 1910, more than
106 males to 100 females, the United States aver age,
but in all of the western divisions the proportion is
much higher, the Pacific division reaching a total of
129 meﬂcs to 100 females. This is, undoubt(,dly, due
to the migration of the native male population from
the Iastern states to California, Oregon, and Washing-
ton. The sections which have been recently settled
in that part of the country give more opportunity for
the labor of men than of women.

Plate No. 204, Diagram 1, shows the number of males
to 100 females in urban and rural communities in 1910,
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by geographic divisions. The large proportion of
males to females in the rural section of the Mountain
and Pacifie divisions is well brought out. In the Now
Ingland, South Atlantic, and ast South Central
divisions, the females in urban areas, especially adjo-
cent to the large cities, exceed the males, but in all
divisions the males are in excess in the rural arens,

AGE DISTRIBTTION.

Diagram 2, on Plate No. 203, distribution by age
and sex of the total population by single years of age,
prosents very strikingly the irregularity in thoe pro-
portion of the ages of the population as returned in
1910. A normal diagram should form a perfoct pyra-
mid, cach bar representing an ago period being
smallor than the one below it. The soxes are nearly
equally divided, but the abnormal longth of the hars,
especially for the perieds ending in zero or in 5, stand
out in the diagram. These irregularities are due
almost entirvoly to ervors in the returns, and it will be
noted on the dingram, particularly the lomgth of the
bar indicating 30 yoars of ago (for both males and
fomales), as compared with the bavs for 20 and 81
yoars of age. The same disproportion or irregulavity
is shown for the ages 40, 50, 60, and 70 yvoars. After
70 years of age the pyramid becomos noarly normal,
and aftor 80 there is apparently no tendency to con-
coentrato on coertain ages. The disproportion in the
ages below 50 years can not be chargoed ontivoly to
errors in thoe returns, however, as the foreign imami-
gration containg a large proportion of male adults
and increases thoe proportion in the agos above 15,

Plate No. 204, Diagram 2, distribution of the total
population in 1910, by age perieds and by each class,
shows tho largs proportion of adults mmong the Chi-
nese, Japanese, and foreign-born white population.
The heavy line in the centor marked zero is the line
of 15 yoears of age, and there are two groups to the left
and four to the right of the line. Thoe groups below
15 (under 5, and 5 to 14) are on the left. The re-
mainder of the bar to the right of the heavy black
line represents the four age groups, from 15 to 24, 25
to 44, 45 to 64, and 65 and ovoer.

Taking up the groups under 15 years of age, in the
under 5 group the smallest proportion is shown (omit-
ting the “all other” class), in the foreign-born white,
the next lowest proportion being in the Chinese, due
to tho fact that practically all of the Chinese immigra-
tion is made up of males of adult age. The Japaneso
also have a low proportion, ranking next to, but a
trifle above, the Chinese. The largest proportion of
childven under 5 are among the Indians. The groatest
number of children from 5 to 14 will be noted in the
native white of mixed parentage. In the age groups
above 15 the largest proportion of the 15 to 24 group
is noted in the native white of mixed parentage, while

the Chinese have the smallest proportion. In the 25
to 44 group the Japanese have the largest proportion
and the Indians the smallest. Of tho ages 45 to 64
the Chinese have the largest proportion and the Japa-
neso the smallest,  Of the group 65 and over the
foreign-born white have the largest proportion and
the Japanese the smallest.

The influence of immigration on the age composition
of the native population is evident, as compared with
the native white of native parentagoe., The ago dis-
tribution of the native white is affected indirectly by
immigration, but the extent to which it is aflected
is hard to determine. A comparison of the bars for
the various elemoents of the population with that of
the total population shows that the abnormal number
in cortnin age poriods is duo to the foreign immigra-
tion; if immigration were to ceaso for a number of
yoars, tho proportion of children below 15 years of
age, ag compared with the adults, would be much
greater, ag the age distribution of the foreign born
aflocts matorially that of tho entive population,

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 204, distribution by age
periods of tho native white, native negro, and foreign-
born white population in 1910, shows in millions the
total number in each ago period and delinentes very
clenrly thooxcessof foreign bor in the age groups above

15 and below 50.  Thoe gradual reduction of the negroes
and tho native white of native parentage shows that in
theso two classes the number of persons in oach ago
period is nearly normal.  The native white of Im'mgn—
born or mixed parentage morve closoly appronches the
normal but is somewhat affected by the othor two
classes,

There avo certain crrors in tho statement of the ages
of young children, espocially noticeable among negroes
undoer 5 and from 5 to 9. Itis a well-grounded principle
that the largest proportion of thoe population in any ago
group is in the youngest age, tho bar, therefove, pro-
sonting 0 to 5 should be much largor than 5 to 9, and
tho bavs should gradually lessen for each of tho hlglmv
ago groups,  Tho bars should form an almost porfect
pyraanid and the differences in length be nearly uni-

“form, so far as the negro population and the native

whito of native parentage are concerned. The differ-
ences in the other two classes are due to the dispro-
portionate number of the foreign bor in thoe higher
ago groups. The departures from the normal in the
fivst two classes are due to misstatemoents of the ages
ot the children and the tendency to voturn the age in
o number ending with & zove or 8.

Diagram 4 on Plate No. 204 shows the distribution
by age periods of the total population and each prinei-
pal class in 1910, 1900, and 1890. This diagram pre-
sents very clearly the abnormal number of the foreign
born in the older age groups, and that the same condi-
tion has existed at the Kleventh, Twelfth, and Thir-



42 STATISTICAL ATLAS.

teenth Censuses. The proportions can therefore again
be considered as practically the same at each of
the enumerations. The greatest change shown since
1890 is the change in the age distribution of the native
whites of foreign or mixed parentage; this difference
is probably due to the variation in the volume of immi-
gration during the different decades.

In Diagram 1 on Plate No. 205, the distribution by
age periods of the total population by geographic
divisions in 1910, it will be noticed that the three
southern divisions had a very high proportion in the
age groups below 25 years, especially in the West South
Central division. In the West South Central division
50.4 per cent and in the Iast South Central division
58.5 per cent of the population was under 25 years of
age, as compared with 45.5 per cent in the New Eng-
land division and 42.9 per cent in the Pacific division.
This is, undoubtedly, due to the large number of
negroes and small number of the foreign born in the
South.

Diagram 2 on Plate No. 205 shows the distribution
by age periods and sex of total population for 1910.
The percentages which this diagram represents are
based upon the total population. The diagram also
brings out very clearly the effect of the abnormal age
periods of the foreign-born population, especially in
the groups from 10 to 25 years of age, and particularly
for males.

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 205 shows, by age periods,
the distribution of the urban and rural population in
1910, by geographic divisions. Only three age periods
are given—under 15, 15 to 44, and 45 and over. The
larger proportion of the population in rural com-
munities in the lower age group, under 15, will be
noted in the South Atlantic, East South Central, and
West South Central divisions. The Pacific division
bas the largest proportion of its population over 15
years of age in the urban class, a higher percentage
than in any othoer division.

Diagram 4 on Plate No. 205 shows the distribution,
by age periods and sex, of the total population and of
each principal class in 1910. The abnormal number

of persons in the age groups above 15 years is shown

for the foreign-born white, both male and female, the
proportion in the female being slightly less than in the
male. Ifor the other elements the males and females
for the age group 25 to 44 are almost identical in their
proportion of the population in the four age groups.

The distribution of the principal elements of the
population by age periods and sex is graphically pre-
sented on Plate No. 206.

Diagram 1 illustrates the proportion of the native
white of native parentage; Diagram 2, the native white
of foreign or mixed parentage; Diagram 3, the foreign-
born. white; and Diagram 4, the negro.

A comparison of these four diagrams dirvects the
attention to the wide differences in the age distribution

of the principal classes, and, as no two of the diagrams
are identical in form, it is evident that the diagram
that is not affected by the abnormal grouping of the
foreign-born white population is that vepresenting the
negro population, although the diagram ot the native
white of native parents is but slightly affected by this
factor. The abnormal differences between the lengths
of the bars for certain age groups of the foreign-born
white population, as compared with the same ages on
the other diagrams, clearly indicates the excess of the
males over the females, and the preponderance of the
ages from 20 to 40 years. The diagrams for the native
white of native parentage and the negro should show
the same proportion in each age group, but the differ-
ence is, undoubtedly, due to the erroneous statements
in the ages of the negroes, especially for the childven
i the two groups under 5 and from 5 to 9.

MARITAL CONDITION.

Diagram 1 on Plate No. 207 presents the marital con-
dition of the total population 15 years of ago and over,
by geographic divisions, in 1910. This diagram shows
the proportion of the single, married, and widowed or
divorced in the total number of persons 15 yoars of
age and over, classified by sex. In the Now England
division there were a Jarger number of males reported
married than females, and a larger number of females
reported as widowed or divorced than males. In ecach
division and in the United States total more males than
females were reported as single, while in every division
the number returned as widowed or divorced was
greater for the fomales than for the males; for every
division, except New England, there were more fenmales
than males reported as married, the percentage re-
ported as married in the Middle Atlantic division being
exactly the same for both sexes. In the Mountain
division the proportion of females reported as married
was 15 per cent more than that of the males; in this
same division there were 20 per cent more males re-
ported as single than females. The East South Cen-
tral division had the highest proportion of widowed
for both male and female, 5.1 and 11.8 per cent, respec-
tively; the proportion in the New England division is
a little lower for the females, being 11.5 por cent, and
the males 5.1 per cent, exactly the same.

Diagram 2, on the same plate, shows the marital
condition of principal classes of the population, by age
periods, in 1910. The periods used in the preparation
of this diagram may be termed “broad age periods,” as
there arc only three groups—15 to 24 years, 25 to 44
years, and 45 years of age and over. These broad ago
groups are entirely satisfactory for the purpose of
measuring the differences in the four classes by sex.
Theheavylinemarked “zero’’ separates the diagram into
two parts, the left section representing the single and
the section on the right of the line the married and
widowed or divorced. The classification used is native
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white of native parentage, native white of foreign or
mixed parentage, foreign-born white, and negro.  Each
class was divided into singlo, mwarried, and widowed
or divoreed, and, as indicated on the previous diagram,
each age period included in group 15 to 24 contained
a large proportion of both males and females who wero
single, the per cent of males in each of the four classes
being higher than for the females.  On the vight of the
line the proportion of the married and the widowed or
divorced females exceed the males in each class. In
the next group, 256 to 44, o marked decline in the num-
ber of single persons in uach class and o largo increase
in the number of married and widowed or divorced
will be noted, the singlo males outnumbering tho single
fomales and the maried females outnumbering the
married males for each of the four classes; this is also
true of the widowed or divoreed. In the third age
group, 45 years and over, the difference between the
percentage of the single males and females is greatly
reduced, and in the first class, native white of native
parentage, the proporuon of both sexes is nearly equal,
that of the females being a little larger than that of the
males.

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 207 shows the marital con~
dition oi the adult population for 1910, in cight age pori-
ods, bysex. Thediagramis divided into sections by the
heavy line under Lhu zero.  The percentagoes for singlo
persons are on the left, and for the maried and wid-
owed or divorced on tho right. The ages considered
were for adults 15 years and over. T the lower group,
15 to 19, a very small proportion of the males was re-
ported as married, the females showing a mueh larger
percentage.  Thoe proportion of fumales married and
widowed or divorced is higher than for males in all the
agoe periods below 656 years and over.  In this group
tho percentage of single males and fomales is almost
tho same; in the married class the males show almost
double the percentage of the females, while for wid-
owed or divorced the porcontage for fomales is moroe
than double that of thc males.  In all the ago groups
below 65 yoears, for those who were returned as single,
the males form a larger percentagoe than the females,
the difference being greatest in tho ago group 20 to 24,
with a gradual reduction in the higher ages to the age
group 65 and over. The proportion married among
the males increased from tho low group to the age
group 45 to 54. For tho highor age groups, 55 to 64
and 65 and over, the proportion decreased rapidly.
The married and widowed or divorced combined
showed an increase in percentagoe at cach age poriod
above 15 to 19 years. The diagram brings out very
clearly the prevailing difference betwoen men and
women as to ago ab marviage.

INTERSTATE MIGRATION.

Map 1 on Plate No. 208, per cent of the population
born in each state, living in other states, in 1910.

Californin, Texas, Louisiana, and Florida have the
smallest percentage of the population born in these
states who are living in othoer states, while Now ITamp-
shire, Vermont, Delaware, Town, Kansas, Wyoming,
and Novada have the largest percentage of the popu-
lation born in tho state living in other states.

On Map 2, per cent of the native population living
in each state born in other states, it will be noticed
that most of the states east of the Mississippi were in
the low percentage groups, with the exception of
Florida, this state having the highest percentage of the
native population living in the state born in other
states. Tho Wostern states, almost without exception,
have alarge proportion of the native population living
in the state who were born in other states. The marked
exception is Utah, which has a smaller proportion of
its population born in other states who are living in
the state than any other state west of the Mlbsmmpln,
oxcept Louisiana.

On Diagram 1, Plate No. 209, is shown tho aggre-
gate migration of the native population from and to
onch stato, as reported at the Thirteenth Census. The
gtates aro arranged in geographic order and, on the
left of the diagram, the number of persons born in
the gtate who arve living in other states is shown. On
tho opposite side appears the number of persons living
in the stato who were born in other states. It is
especially noticeable that for New York 1,317,398
porsons were born in the state and are living in other
states, and but 686,616 living in the state who wore
born in other states; in other words, New York has lost
through interstate migration over 600,000 natives. Illi-
nois also has lost through interstate migration, as thore
are 1,308,085 natives of tho state ving in other states.
The Western statos, especially those in the Mountain
and Pacific divisions, lnwc\ gained through interstato
migration. The state of )thonm Wlth 1,002,844
porsons who wore born in other states, has a larger
number of that class of immigrants than any other
state, not excopting the more populous states of
New York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois. Illinois, with
997,189, ranks next to Oklahoma; Texas, with 007,008
rosidents who were born in othoer states, is thivd; these
threo states have lost & comparatively small number
through migration to other statoes.

In Diagram 2 on Plate No. 209 net gain or net loss
through intorstate migration in 1910 is represented.
The only statein the West South Central division which
shows a net loss through interstate migration is Louisi=
ana; the loss, however, was small, In the Mountain
division Utah shows a slight loss through interstato
migration. In the Pacific division all the states made
greatb gaing through interstate migration. New York,
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, Virginia, and Tennes-
soe lost heavily through interstate migration. IExclud-
ing the District of Columbia, 23 states lost by inter-
state migration and 25 gained.
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Diagram 1 on Plate No. 210 shows the per cent dis-
tribution of the natives of eacl state, as living in the
state or living in other states, in 1910. California and
Florida have the smallest percentage of persons born
in the state who are living in other states, while Ne-
vada and Vermont have the largest proportion born in
the state and living in other states. There were only
seven states—New Hampshire, Kansas, Vermont, Dela-
ware, lowa, Wyoming, and Nevada—in which the pro-
portion of the population born in the state and living
in the state is less than 70 per cent, and in 41 of the 48
states more than seven-tenths of the native popula-
tion born in the state is living in the state.

Diagram 2 on Plate No. 210 is interesting in indicat-
ing the proportion of the population of each state as
born in the state, bom in other states, or foreign born,
as returned at the Thirteenth Census. When the
foreign bom is considered in connection with persons
born in the state, the states of Wyoming and Wash-
ington have less than 25 per cent of their total popu-
lation born in the state of residence. The highest
proportions of foreign-born population appear in
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New York, and Con-
necticut, in the order named. The states which
had over 75 per cent of the total population of each
state born in the state are Maine, Indiana, Maryland,
Virginia, West Virginia, North Caroling, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Missis-
sippi, and Louisiana.

The smallmap (3) onPlate No. 210 indicates for 1910,
by the shaded lines, the states which lost through inter-
state migration, the unshaded states having gained.

The small mayp (4) on Plate No. 210 shows the states
having gained or lost through all migration in 1910.
Some of the states which lost through interstate migra-
tion have gained, when the foreign element is also con-
sidered. The gain for these states, therefore, is entirely
due to the foreign-born population.

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION,

Diagram 1 on Plate No. 211 indicates, by the length
of the bars, the number of natives of each of the
principal foreign countries that were returned at each
census, from 1850 to 1910. The countries are ranked
according to the number returned in 1910, the country
with the largest number appearing first. The dia-
gram presents most strikingly the change that has taken
place in the character of the foreign-born population
since 1850, The natives of Germany increased in num-
bers from 1850 to 1900, but in 1910 there was a falling
off. There was a comparatively small number of
natives of Russia and Finland and Austria-Hungary
returned at the censuses prior to 1900. Increasing
numbers of Irish ave found at each census from 1850 to
1890, when the highest mark was reached ; since then the
number has steadily decreased. The natives of Italy,

like those of Austrin-Hungary, came in great numbers
to this country between 1890 and 1900, and especially
between 1900 and 1910. Norway, Sweden, and Den-
mark combined have had a constant increase at cach
census since 1850, the largest number having been
enumerated in 1910. Natives of England, Scotland,
and Wales increased from 1850 to and inecluding 1890;
1900 showed a slight decrease from the previous
enumeration, but in 1910 an increase over the 1900
census was reported. Thenatives of Canada and New-
foundland increased at ecach enumeration from 1850
to 1910, although the increase from 1900 to 1910 was
small.

Diagram 2 on Plate No. 211 shows the increase and
decrease from 1900 to 1910, or the net result of thoe im-
migration from these countries. As previously stated,
Germany leads at both enumerations, but shows a de-
crease from 1900 to 1910. Russia and Finland shows a
large increase, as does Austria-Hungary. In 1900 Tre-
land was second in point of the number of its natives
returned in the United States, but in 1910 it had fallen
to the fourth place, and the number enumerated was
less thanin 1900. Italy, which had in 1900 thesmallest
roturns of the eight countries shown on the diagram,
was fifth in rank in 1910. England, Scotland, and
Wales showed a slight increase, ag did Canada and
Newfoundland. Norway, Sweden, and Denmark oc-
cupied fifth place in 1900 and sixth in 1910.

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 211 indicates, by thelength of
the bars, the number of natives returned at the census
of 1910, from each of the foreign countries that were
tabulated separately, the ‘countries being arranged in
the order of the total number returned by the enumera-
tors at the Thirteenth Census. As in the previous
diagrams, Germany has the largest number. There
were 2,501,333 natives of Germany returned in 1910;
this was over three-quarters of a million more than was
returned from any other country. The smallest num-
ber returned for any country which was tabulated
separately was 1,736, from Central America.

Plate No. 212, Diagram 1., The four cireles are
proportionate in size to the total foreign-born popula-
tion returned at the censuses of 1850, 1870, 1890, and
1910. The divisions of each circle present the per-
centage of distribution of the foreign-born population
by principal countries of birth at each of the censuses
specified.

In 1850 the natives of Ireland (42.8 per cent), Ger-
many (26 per cent), and Great Britain (16.9 per
cent) formed 85.7 per cent of the foreign-born popu-
lation. In 1870 the same countries furnished 77.5 per
cent of our foreign born. Germany increased its pro-
portion of the foreign-born population and was nearly
equal to the Irish, the percentage being 33.3 for
Ireland againdt 30.4 for Germany. In 1890 the
Germans outnumbered the Irish at the rate of
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30.1 to 20.2 per cent of the total foreign born. In
1910 Germany was again the country furnishing a
larger porportion than any other, with 18.5 per cont;
Russia and Finland, with 12.8 per cent, and Austria-
Hungary, with 12.4 per cent, were second and third,
respectively, Ireland having fallen to the fourth place,
with 10 per cent. The circles present graphically
the great change that has taken place in the compo-
sition of our foreign-born population sinee 1850.

In Diagram 2 tho two cireles are in proportion to
the total foreign-born population retuwrnoed in 1910 and
1900. They also indicate, by the size of the divisions,
the proportion the foreign element from each of tho
principal countries of birth forms of tho total. In
1900 Germany ranked first, with 27.2 per cent; Iroland
was second, with 15.6 por cont; Canndn and New-
foundland third, with 11.4 por cent; Great DBritain
fourth, with 11.3 por cent; Norway, Swoden, and Den-
mark combined fifth, with 10.4 per cent; Austria-
Hungary sixth, with 6.2 per cont; Russia and Finland
seventh, with 0.2 per cent; and Italy eighth, with 4.7
per cent. In 1910 Germany rankoed first in' the num-
ber of foreign born; Russia and Finland had advaneed
from the seventh place to the second; Austria-Hungary
had advanced from sixth to third; Ircland had
dropped from the second to the fourth place; Italy
had advanced from eighth to fifth; Norway, Sweden,
and Denmark dropped from fifth to sixth place; and
Great Britain had fallen from fourth place to the
seventh.

The series of cireles on Plate No. 2138 represont the
foreign-born population of cach geographie division,
and the sectors of the cirelos indicate tho proportion
the natives of each of the principal countrios of birth
form of the total foreign born of the geographic divi-
sion, Tor instance, in the New England division
the Germans form the smallest proportion, whilo the
natives of Ireland and Canada and Nowfoundland
form large proportions of the foreign eloment. In the
Middle Atlantic division, Russia and Iinland, Austria-
Hungary, Italy, and Germany have the largest seetors,
In the East North Contral division the Germans far
exceed all others, the natives of Austrin-ITungary
ranking next in order. In the West Novth Contral
division, Norway, Swoden, and Denmark combined
rank fust and Gormany sccond. The Germans load
in the South Atlantie, the Kast South Central, and the
West:South Central divisions, Thenatives of Kngland,
Scotland, and Wales combined rank fivst in the Moun-
tain division, and the Scandinavians rank first in the
Pacific division. The countries are avranged in the
same order on all the eireles.

Plate No. 214 is made up of nine small diagrams,
each diagram showing, by the length of the bars, tho
number of the natives of the principal foreign countries
in that geographic division, in 1910 and 1900,

The

countries are ranked according to the number of
natives returned in 1010,

In the New England division the natives of Canada
and Newloundland led in the number roturned at
both censuses. The natives of Russin and Finlaud
wore most numerons in the Middle Atlantic division
in 1910, but in 1900 the Germans wore fivst.  In the
Bast North Central division the Germans led in hoth
1910 and 1900, but their number had deeroased.  Tn
the West North Central division the natives of Nor-
way, Swoden, and Denmark combined led in 1010,
but in 1000 Germany ranked first. Tor the Scuth
Atlantic and East South Contral divisions the Ger-
mans led at both censuses.  In the West South Centrul
division the natives of Mexico led at both consuses,
In the Mountain division natives of England, Seot-
land, and Wales combined wore in tho lead in both
1910 and 1900. Thoe natives of Norway, Swaden, and
Denmark ranked fivst in the Pacifie division in 1910, hut
in 1900 tho Germans woere the most numerous,  Con-
paring all the diagrams, the lavgest number of the
natives of Russin and Finland wore found in tho
Middle Atlantie division, while the lavgest number of
Gormans were roturned in the Tast North Coentral
division, The natives of Canada and Newloundland
woere most numerous in Now IEngland, and the natives
of Norway, Swoden, and Donmark were most, prom-
inent in the West North Central division.  The largest
number of tho natives of Tngland, Scotland, and
Wales was found in tho Middle Atlantic division, and
the largest number of Italians was roturned in the
Middle Atlantic division. Thero woro more natives of
Ireland roturnoed in the Middle Atlantic division than
in any other,

Plates Nos. 215 and 216 are composed of {our
diagrams each, showing, for 1910 and 1900, by doublo
bars, the natives of cortain foreign countries, by states,
tho states heing ranked wccording to tho numbor re-
turned, with tho largest first.  Diagram 1 on Plate
No. 215 prosents the nutives of Germany; Dingram 2,
natives of Norway, Swoden, and Denmark; Dingram 3,
Ireland; and Diagram 4, Austrin-Flungary. Diagram
1 on Plate No. 216 shows the natives of Russin and
Finland; Diagram 2, Italy; Diagram 3, Canada and
Nowfoundland; and Diagram 4, IEngland, Scotland,
and Walos,

A comparison of the cight dingrams on these plates,
as to tho states loading in the numboer of foreign horn
of each country returned in 1910, brings into reliof the
composition of the foreign population of those states
which receive large numbers of immigrants,

Now York has the grontest number of natives of
Gormany, Ireland, Russia and Finland, Italy, and of
England, Scotland, and Wales, This stato is second
in thenumber of natives of Austria-Hungary, third in
the number of natives of Canada and Newfoundland,
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and fourth in the number of natives of Norway,
Sweden, and Denmark. Pennsylvania leads in the
number of natives of Austria-Flungary; is second in
the number of natives of Russin and Finland, Ttaly,
and England, Scotland, and Wales; is third in the
number of natives of Ireland; and fourth in the num-
ber of Germans. Minnesota leads in the number of
natives of Norway, Sweden, and Denmark; Illinois is
second, and Wisconsin third. In fact, of the eight
countries shown, New York leads in five; Minnesota
in one (mumber of natives from Norway, Sweden, and
Denmark); Pennsylvania in one (natives of Austria-
Hungary); and Massachusetts in one (the number of
natives of Canada and Newfoundland). The diagrams
bring out clearly the decrease in the number of natives
of Germany and Ireland in the various states from
1000 to 1910, also the great increase in the number of
natives of Austria-Iungary and of Russia and Fin-
land from 1900 to 1910. In fact, the mnatives of
Austrin-Hungary, Italy, and Russia and Finland in
the states of New York and Pennsylvania have more
than doubled in the 10 years since 1900.

Plate No. 217 is composed of six small maps, pre-
senting graphically the percentage of the population
of each state, at the Thirteenth Census, born in the
foreign countries specified, and locates geographically
the states that returned the greatest proportion of
the natives of (1) Germany, (2) Russia and Finland,
(3) Austria-Hungary, (4) Ireland, (5) Italy, and (6)
Norway, Sweden, and Denmark. Considering the
proportion, and mnot the number of persons re-
turned, the Germans form a larger proportion of
the total population of Wisconsin (10 per cent)
and Illinois (5.7 per cent) than of any other state.
New York (6.2 per cent) and North Dakota (5.7
per cent) have the highest percentage of natives
of Russia and Tinland., The greatest number of
natives of Austria-IHungary, also the highest per-
centage (4.9), is found in Pennsylvania. The highest
percentage of natives of Ireland is found in Massa-
chusetts (6.6 per cent) and Rhode Island (5.5 per
cent). The greatest number of Italians, also the

highest percentage, are found in New York (5.2 per -

cent). The largest percentage of the natives of
Norway, Sweden, and Denmark combined is found
in Minnesota (11.8 per cent), with North Dakota (11
per cent), South Dakota (6.4 per cent), and Wash-
ington (6 per cent) ranking in the order named. The
natives of England, Scotland, and Wales, ag presented
by Map 1, Plate 218, are widely distributed, the high-
est percentage being found in Rhode Island (6.3 per
cent), and the next largest proportion in Utah (6 per
cent). Thenatives of Canada and Newfoundland form
the largest proportion in the New England states of
New Hampshire (13.5 per cent) and Maine (10.3 per
cent), as shown on Map 2 of the same plate.

Diagram 4, Plate No. 218, is made up of two small
diagrams, the one on the left representing the distri-
bution of the Japanese in 1910 and 1900 in the cities
having the largest number of that element of the
population, and the diagram on the right giving simi-
lar data for the Chinese. The bars are arranged with
the city having the largest number in 1910 at the
top, the others following in order. As the Japanese
and Chinese are largely distributed through the great
cities, it is deemed advisable to simply show the pop-
ulation for these cities in which the Japanese and
Chinese formed a fair proportion of the population.
The first diagram, the Japanese, shows that Seattle
had the largest number, followed by San Francisco,
Los Angeles, Oakland, Portland, and Sacramento, in
the order named. These were the only cities having
more than 1,200 Japanese at the Thirteenth Census.
It will be noted from the shaded bar, representing
1900, that the number of Japanese in cach of thesoe
cities has increased largely since that date, Los Angeles
showing the highest percentage of increase of the cities
mentioned.

On the diagram representing the Chinese, San Fran-
cisco led, with Portland, New York, Oakland, Los
Angeles, and Chicago, the only cities reporting over
1,200 Chinese in 1910, following in the order named.
It will be noted from the difference in the length of
the bars that the number of Chinese in San Francisco,
Portland, New York, and Los Angeles has decreased
since 1900, while in Oakland and Chicago the number
has increased.

The Japanese population in the 12 cities shown in
the diagram formed 33.1 per cent of tho total Japanese
population of the United States, and the Chineso
shown in the dozen cities listed formed 47.6 per cent
of the total Chinese population of the United States
in 1910.

FOREIGN WHITE STOCK.,

Great interest is taken, not only in the number of
natives of foreign countries residing in the United
States, but also in the number of persons bhorn in the
United States of foreign parentage. TFor brevity tho
term ‘“foreign white stoek” is used to indicate the
combined total of three classes—the foreign-born
whites, the native whites of foreign parentage, and the
native whites of mixed parentage—that is, one parent
foreign born and one parent native. The term ““coun-
try of origin”’ is used not only to signify the country of
birth of the person enumerated, but also the country
of birth of the foreign-born parent or parents.

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 218 presents the foreign
white stock by principal countries of origin, for 1910, in
the three classes just described. The largest number
were from Germany, the bar being shaded to indicato
first the number born in Germany ; second, the number
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horn. in this country, both parents horn in Germany;
and third, the native with one parent born in Germany
and the other in the United States.  The sane designa-
tions are carried out through all the bars,  One pecu-
liarity will be noticed in the bars for thoe countries which
have only recently begun to send large numbers of thoir
natives to the United States. Of Germany, Ireland,
Canada, and Ingland, the foreign whitoe stock includes
a large number of one parent born in the specified
country and one in the United States. The bar for
Russia and Finland, as well as those for Ttaly, Austria,
and Hungary, have a very small proportion in this
class,  In other words, the Russians, Italians, and
Austro-Hungarians are not intermarrying with natives
of the United States to such an extent as the Gormans,
Irish, Canadians, and English.

Diagram 1 on Plate No. 219 presents the perecentage
of foreign white stock, by cight principal countries of
origin, in 1910, Germany leads with 25.7 per cont of
the total, followed, in order of percontago, by Ircland,
with 14 per cent; England, Scotland, and Wales
combined, with 10 per cent; Canada, w1t11 8.6 per
cont; and Russin and F mlamd, with 85 por cont.
These are the only countries forming 8.5 per cent or
more of the foreign white stock, These five coun-
tries are followed by Austria-Hungary and Norwuy,
Sweden, and Denmark, with 8.4 per cont.  Thoe throe
countries of Germany, Ireland, and England, Scotland,
and Wales combined, form 49.7 per cont, pl‘a('bwully
50 por cont, of the total foreign white stock.

MOTHER TONGUR.

The consus act of July 2, 1900, was amended by
Public Resolution No. 23, approved March 24, 1910,
to include an inquiry as to tho nationality or mothoer
tongue. The Thirteenth Consus was thevefore the
fivst enumeration to ineludo an inquiry as to the mother
tongue of the foreign-born population.

Tho circle, Diagram 2, Plate No. 219, indicates, by
tho size of Lho sectors, the per cont of the foreign white
stock ineach of the linguistic groups or mother tongues
in 1010.  Tho English and Celtie are the most prova-
lent, forming 31.1 per cent; with Goeranie sccond,
28.5 per cent; Lmtin and Greek thivd, 13.3 per cent;
and Slavie und Lettie fourth, 10,1 per cont.

Tho circles in Diagram 3 represent for 1910 tho total
foreign born (on the left), and the total native of for-
eign stock (on the right), by linguistic groups. Tach
cirele is divided into sectors proportional to the size of
the group,  Comparing thoe civelo for the foreign born
with that for the native of foreign stock, the difference
in size of the sectors of the two cireles shows that the
English and Celtic and the Germanic elements are much
larger in the total native of foreign stock than in the
foreign born. For the other elements, Slavie and Let-
tic, Latin and Greek, and Scandinavian, the sectors for
the cirele indieating the foreign born are larger than

those for the eircle indicating the native of foreign
stocls,

Dingram 4 on Plate No, 219 shows the foreign while
stock, by principnl mother tongues, i 1010, The
English and Celtic is tho most largely ropresented of
tho foreign white stock in the United States, there
heing over 10,000,000 people in that group; it is
closely followed by the Germans, with a little less
than 9,000,000. Tho other mother tongues are much
smaller, tho Italians having a little over 2,000,000,
followed by Polish, Yiddish and Hebrew, bwc(llhh,
French, and Norwoegian, cach of these having in its
group more than 1,000,000 people, the total Tor all
mother tongues being 82,248,382, The English and
Celtic and Germans together contribute more than
one-half of the total.

Diagram 5 on the same plate ropresents, by tho
different shading of the bars, the threo elements of the
foreign white stock, by prineipal mother tongues, in
1910, each bar being divided into foreign-born white;
native white, both pavents foreign horn; and native
white, one parent foreign horn and one native, This
diagram brings out the differonce in the proportion of
tho whove describod clements— ~espocially the native
white, one parent foreign born and one native.  "This
clemoent has & much larger proport ion in the groups of
English and Celtic and Germanie than in any of the
others,  The Swodish, French, and Norwoegian show a
much larger proportion of this clemoent thun do tho
Ttalions, P()hbh, and Yiddish and Hobrew.

IMMIGRATION,

Plate No, 220 presents, by tho length of the hars,
the immigration of the foreigu-born population in
two divisions—those arriving in the United Stntes
bolore January 1, 1901, and those arviving alter Jan-
uary 1, 1901, in each state and territory, arrangod by
goographic divisions,

The differenco in the length of tho two bars indi-
cates strikingly thoe large proportion of the immigra-
tion in certain states that has arvived in this country
since January 1, 1001, This is espeeially noticeablo
in the Now England and Middle Atlantic states. Tn
the West North Central division the contrary will ho
notod—that is, that the bars representing the arrivals
before January 1, 1001, are much longer than the bars
reprosenting the arrivals after Junuary 1, 1901, The
large number of the foreign born who were returned
from the state of New 101‘1\, as compared with Cho
other states, is also indieated by the length of the hars
on the diagram. The large number of immigrants in
the first four geographic divisions, as compured with
thoe last five divisions on the dingram, is especially
noticeable.  Tho states of West Virginin, Wyoming,
and Arizona arve the only states in which the number
of immigrants arriving after Janunry 1, 1901, exceeds
the number arviving before that dato.
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VOTING AGE, MILITIA AGE, AND NATURALIZATION.

The two diagrams on Plate No. 221 show the dis-
tribution of the males 21 years of age and over, by
color or race, nativity, and parentage, for the several
states, at the censuses of 1910 and 1900. The propor-
tion in each state is almost the same as on the diagram
for the total population. The largest proportion of
native white of native parents at both censuses was
found in West Virginia, with Kentucky second and
Oklahoma third in 1910, and Oklahoma second and
Kentucky third in 1900. Minnesota led in the num-
ber of foreign-born white, with, Rhode Island second,
and North Dakota third, in 1910; in 1900, North
Dalkota was first, Minnesots second, Wisconsgin third,
and Rhode Island fourth. In the proportion of native
white of foreign or mixed parentage Wisconsin led
botly in 1910 and 1900, with Utah second at both, cen-
suses. The large proportion of negroes in the states
of the South Atlantic and East South Central divisions
is indicated by the black portion of the bars, the pro-
portions being practically the same for both 1910 and
1900. The foreign clement was small in these same
divisions and formed about the same proportion of the
population at each census.

Diagram 1 on Plate No. 222 shows the color or race,
nativity, and parentage of males 21 years of age and
over in urban and rural communities, by geographic
divisions, in 1910. The large proportion of the foreign-
born white males 21 years of age and over in the urban
communities, as compared with the rural communities,
is shown for all the divisions except the Mountain and
Pacific. In the Mountain division only do the rural
communities have a larger proportion of the foreign-
born white than the wban; in the Paeific division
the proportion is almost the same in both com-
munities. In every geographic division, with the ex-
ception of the West North Central, the proportion
of native white of foreign or mixed parentage is
larger in the urban communities than in the rural,
and, conversely, the proportion of natives of native
parentage is much larger in the rural communities
than in the urban. The New England division with
69.1 per cent, has the largest proportion of native
white of native parentage in the rural communities,
closely followed by the East South Central (67.3 por
cent), the West South Central (65.8 per cent), and
the South, Atlantic (63.1 per cent). In each of these
divisions over 60 per cent of the male population
21 years of age and over in rural areas is native white
of native parentage.

Diagram 2 on Plate No. 222, presenting the propor-
tion of foreign-born white males 21 years of age and
over, by citizenship and country of birth, in 1910, is
divided into two parts by a heavy black linein the cen-
ter, the left side indicating the percentage of the foreign-
born white males who are naturalized, have taken out
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first papers, or the status of whose naturalization was
not reported. On the right side of the diagram is in-
dicated the percentage of the population who are alien.
The width of the bars, representing each of the prin-
cipal foreign countries, is in accordance with the num-
ber returned in 1910, arranged with the country
having the highest percentage of foreign-born white
males at the bottom. The percentage alien was
highest among the natives of Bulgaria, Servia, Mon-
tenegro, ote., and lowest for the natives of Germany.,
The European countries having over 45 per cent
aliens were countries of southern or eastern Furope;
in the remaining Furopean countries, except Belgium
and Luxemburg, France, and Scotland, the proportion
of aliens was less than 20 per cent of the total number -
reported. The percentage alien for natives of Mexico
was 66.6, that of Cuba and other West Indies 44.2, and
for Canada and Newfoundland together 28.3, while
among the French Canadians it was 40.2.  The large
proportion of the bars on the left side of thoe diagram
is due to the large percentage of male immigrants from
cortain countries who have become naturalized or
have taken out their first papoers.
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE,

Diagram 3 on Plate No. 222 indicates, by the rise
and fall of the curve, the percentage for singlo years of
ago of the population of school age (6 to 20 yoars),
attending school during the school year of 1909-10.
The curve, beginning at 52.1 per cent, at tho agoe of 6,
rises rapidly and reaches its highest point, 91.2 per
cent, ot the age of 11 years, decreasing slightly to 14,
then rapidly at each age, until at 20 years of age tho
per cent is 8.4. The curve shows that among children
from the ages of 6 to 16, more than 50 per cont are at-
tending school. :

The four eurved lines on Diagram 4 on Plate No. 222
indicate the per cent attending school in the total
population and in certain classes at each year from 6 to
20 yoars of age, during the school year 1909-10. The
classes presented arc the total population, native whito,
foreign-born white, and negro. The solid line repre-
sents the total population, the broken line the native
white population, the dash and dot the foreign-born
white, and the dash and cross the negro. The native
white at cach age has a higher proportion attending
school than the foreign-born white, the negro, or the
total population. The foreign-born whites have ahigher
proportion attending school at the ages from 6 to 12
than the total population, but after 12 years of age the
percentage of the foreign born attending school de-
creases rapidly until between the ages of 14 and 15 it
falls below the curve representing the negro school at-
tendance. The curve representing the percentage of
negroes attending school is much lower than the other
clagses from the ages of 6 to 14, but, after the age of

| 14, they have a higher school attendance than the for-
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eign born. The legal age for employment in many
states being 14 probably accounts for the rapid falling
off in tho school attendance in all classes and is strik-
ingly apparent among the forcign-born children.

ILLITERACY.

Map 1 on Plate No. 223 presents graphically in
seven groups, by states, the percentage of illiterates in
the population 10 years of age and over in 1910. Tho
highest pereentago group, 25 per cont and over, applies
to the states of South Carolina and Louisiana. The
Southern states have o heavy rate of illiterncy for the
total population, as do New Mexico and Arizona.
The states of Towa, South Dakota, Nebrasks, Kansas,
Tdaho, Utal, Washington, and Oregon have the lowost
rate, from 1 to 3 por cent, illiterate. No state shows
for its total population a percentage of illiteracy of loss
than 1 por cont.

The pereontage of illiterates among the native
whites of native parentage is indicated on Map 2,
Plate No. 223, For this clement of the population
nearly all the stabes in the West North Contral and
Mountain divisions have less than 1 por cont illiterntes.
In the Now England division there are only two states,
Maine and Vermont, which have more than 1 per cent
illiterate. In the Middle Atlantic division New York
is the only state whose illitoracy among the native
white of native parentage is loss than 1 por eent. In
the Bast Novth Central division there is only one state,
Wisconsin, with a rate of illitoracy among the native
white of native parentage of less than 1 per cont, In
the West North Conteal division all the states, except
Missouri, have arate of illiteracy of loss than 1 per cent.
In the Mountain division there are only throo states—
Jolorado, Now Moxico, and Arizona—that have a rate
of illiteracy of over 1 per cent,  Tn the Pacific division
all tho states have a vato of illiteracy of less than 1 per
cent among the native white of native parventago.

Map 1 on Plate No. 224 shows, for 1910, hy states,
thoe per cont of illiterates in the population 10 yoears of
age and over among the foreign-born whites. Three
states—Arizona, Now Moxico, and Texas—have the
highest percentage of illiteracy, 25 per cont and over.
In the next group, 15 to 25 por coent, are found the
states of TLouisiana, Wost Virginia, Pennsylvania,
Delaware, Rhode Tsland, Connecticut, and Mississippi.
In general, it will bo noted that the illiteracy among the
foreign-horn whites is lowest in the Woest North Coen-
tral and Pacific divisions. The state of Washington
has the smallest percentage of illiterates among the
foreign boin.

Map 2 on Plate No. 224 shows the percentago of
nogro illiterates in the population 10 years of age and
over at the Thirteenth Census. In every state in the
East South Central division more than 25 per cent of
the negroes 10 yoars of age and over were illiterate.
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Louisiana had the highest rate of negro illiteracy, 48.4
per cent, and Alabama was second, with 40.1 per cont.
In the South Atlantic division cevery stato, with .the
exceplion of Woest Virginia, with 20.3 per cont, and
Maryland, with 23.4 per cent, had more than 25 per cent
of the negroes illiterate. In thoe states in the far North,
where the negro population was small, the lowest per-
centago of nogro illiteracy was found, that of Oregon
and Minnesota being but 3.4 por cont. .
Tho four diagrams on Plate No, 225 show for (1)
ol classos, (2) nativo whites of native parentage, (8)
foreign-born whites, and (4) negroes, the pereontago
of illiberates in the population 10 years of agoe and
over, in ecach state, for 1910 and 1900 compared.
Nearly all tho states show o considerablo reduction in
the percentage of illitorates in all the eloments since
1900. The reduction is especially prominent among
negroes, a8 indicated on Diagram 4,  In “all classes,”’
Diagram 1, the proportion docreased in all the states,
oxcopt Now York, whose percontage (5.5) was the
samo at both censuses, and Connecticut, which had n
slight inerease in the porcentagoe of illitorates, from 5.0
por cent in 1900 to 6 per cent in 1910,  In the nativae
whites of native parentage, Dingram 2, no stabe shows
an inerease in the por cent of illiterntes,  Among tho
forcign-born whites, Dingram 3, 24 states, including
tho Distriet of Columbin, show an inerease in the per-
centago of illiborates, but not a single state shows an
inerease in tho porcentage of illiterates among the
nogroes,  Tho highest per cont of deerease in noegro
illiterncy during the doeado was in Novada.,  With this
excoption, tho greatest docronses in the porcentage of
negro illiteracy were in the Southern states.

INADILITY TO SPEAK ENGLISH,

Plato No. 226 voprosents, by the length of the hars,
the foreign-horn white population 10 years of ngo nid
over unablo to speak Inglish, in 1910 and 1900, males
and females. It will be noted that the diagram is
not symmeotrical—that is, there are a largor number of
males who can not speak English than fomales in 1010;
this was not true, howovor, in 1000, the bars being »
little longor for the fomales, with almost the samo pro-
portions oxisting in regard to inability to speak Ting-
lish hetwoen the males and fomales in 1910 as in 1900,
Now York and Pennsylvania, with the longest bars for
1910, have o considerable proponderance of the males
over the fomales in this class. T 1000 it will he notaed
that thero woere more fomales than males in Now York
who could not speak Tnglish, while in Peunsylvania tho
roverso was true.  In Illinois, in 1900, thore were more
females than males who could not spoak Xnglish; this
was also true of Wisconsin and Minnesota. In faet,
in & majority of the states the femalos unablo to speak
English outnumbered the males in 1000. In 1910 in
all the states, except Maine, Rhodo Island, Wisconsin,

\
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North Dakota, and South Dakota, there was a larger
number of males who could not speak English than
fomales. The difference in the length of the bars shows
the large number of the foreign-born population in
New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, and New Jer-
sey, as compared with the small number of this element
in other states, who could not speak Inglish. In the
United States the number of males who could not
 speak English, 1,683,049, éxceeded the number of
females, 1,269,062, by 414,887. West Virginia, in
proportion to thesize of the state and the number of
foreign born, had in 1910 a larger proportion of males
who could not speak English than any other state,
closely followed by New Mexico, Arizona, and Texas,
in the order named, each with over 50 per cent, while
Arizona had the largest proportion of females (63.8
per cent), followed by Texas and New Mexico in
order, each oxcoeding 50 per cent.

DWELLINGS AND FAMILIES PER SQUARE MILL.

The two maps on Plate No. 227 show, by states, the
number of dwellings per square mile of the total land
aren, and the number of families per square mile of the
total land area, at the Thirteenth Census. The states
talken as the unit, and the number of families, also
the number of dwellings, divided by the total land
area in square miles, presents what might be called
the map showing the density of dwellings and the
density of families. The maps bring out very strik-
ingly the peculiar fact that in the entive western half
of the United States there are less than five dwellings
to a square mile, also less than five families, taling
the state as the unit, It would therefore seem that
there is still considerable room for settlement in the
West. Such states as Maine, Vermont, Wisconsin,
and, Towa, with most of the Southern states, fall in the
class from 5 to 10 dwellings per square mile, also the
same number of families, 5 to 10 per square mile.
The maps also bring out very clearly the fact that the
number of families are only slightly in excess of the
number of dwellings; as compared with tho total area
of the state, the most densely populated states have,
of course, the greatest difference between the number
of families and the number of dwellings. A compari-
son of these maps with the mapsshowing the density
of population shows that the density of families and
dwellings and the density of population. ave closely
related.

OWNERSHIP OT" HOMES.

On Plate No. 228, Diagram 1 illustrates the propor-
tion of all homes owned, fres, owned encumbered, and
rented, in 1910, by states. Excluding the District of
Columbia, the largest proportion of rented homes is in
the state of Rhode Island, with 71.7 per cent; the next
states in order are Georgia, South Carolina, and New

York, each with over 69 per cent. Tho smallest per-
centage of rented homes (24.9) is shown in the state
of North Dakota, and the largest proportion (66.3 per
cent) of homes owned free in the state of New Mexico;
this state also has the smallest proportion (4 per
cent) of homes encumbered and is next to North
Dakota in the small proportion of rented homes (29.7
per cent).

Diagram 2 on the sample plate shows the same dis-
tribution of farm homes, owned {ree, owned encum-
bered, and rented, at the Thirteenth C'onsus. Maine
has the smallest proportion of its farms rented, while
Mississippi has the highest percentage of farms rented,
followed by Georgia and South Carolina. The highest
percentage of farms owned free is in New Mexico
(88.9 per cent), with Arizona second, and Utah, Mon-
tana, Wyoming, and Maine following, each having
over 70 per cent of their farm homes owned free.
The percentage owned encumbered is highest in Wis-
consin; Vermont is second, closely followed by North
Dakota, Michigan, and Connecticut, in the order
named. By comparing the two diagrams, it will bo
noted that, except for the Southern states, tho states
having a large proportion of urban population havo
the highest percentage of rented homes, while among
the farm homes the Southern states, in which the
tenant system is followed, have the largest proportion
of rented farms.

OCCUPATIONS.

Plate No. 229, proportion of population 10 years of
age and over engaged in gainful occupations for both
sexes in 1910 and 1900, and for each sex in 1910, by
states, is divided into two parts. The bars on the left
represent the per cent of the total population 10 years
of age and over—that is, both sexes, engaged in gainful
oceupations, in each state, in 1910 and 1900, tho states
being arranged in order of the percentages for 1910,
with the highest percentage at the top. Tho length
of the black bar, as compared with the shadod bar,
shows the increase of the percentage of 1910 over that
of 1900. In 1900 Wyoming had the highest percont-
age, with South Carolina second and Montana third.
In 1910 Mississippi was in the lead, with South Caro-
lina second, Alabama third, Nevada fourth, and Wyo-
ming fifth. The bar for Mississippi indicates that 68
per cent of the population 10 years of age and ovor was
engaged in gainful occupations in 1910. The bars on
the right compare the percentage of males with that
of the females engaged in gainful occupations in 1910,
the black bar representing the males and the shaded
bar the females. Alabama leads in the proportion of
males engaged in gainful occupations, 88.3 per cont,
and is third in rank for the females (40.9 per cont).
Mississippi, which is second in the percentage of males
employed, has a larger proportion of females employed
(47.6 per cent) than Alabama (40.9 per cent). South
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Carolina, which is sixth in rank in the percentagoe of
males employed, has a largor proportion of females
employed (49 por cent) than any other state. Iowa
has the lowest percentage omployed for both sexes
and for the males, while Idaho has the lowest per-
contage of Temalos employed in gainful occupations
(12.8 por cent).

Plate No. 230 prosents tho proportion of males and
females 10 yoars of age and over engagod in gainful
occupations, by statos, in 1910 and 1900. Tho longth
of the bars indicatos that Wyoming leads in the porcent-
ago of males employed in 1910, also in 1900, the pro-
portion being higher in 1000 than in 1910.  There are
only two states—Avizona and Nevada—that show a
larger proportmn of males employed in gainful oceu-
pations in 1910 than in 1900, South (/m'olnm has tho
lowest poreontage of males employed in 1910 (63.2 por
cent), also in 1900 (68.2 per cont), with thoe exception
of the Distriet of Columbia, which had, in 1900, 67.6
per cent. The column on the vight indicates the pro-
portion of females 10 yoars of age and over ongaged in
aninful occupations for 1010 and 1900, the states heing
arranged in thoe same order as for the males.  Com-
paring tho hars for tho males with thoso representing
the iunmlus, it will be noted that those states which
have the lurgest proportion of males omployod have
the smallest proportion of fomales,  This i, of course,
true for both 1000 and 1910, Wyoming, loading in
tho proportion of males employod, has the smallest
proportion of females,

Plate No. 231 shows tho proportion of males and
females 10 to 13, also 14 and 15 yoars of ago engagod in
gninful oceupations, by states, in 1910. This diagram
is of groat interest, in view of tho agitation in r(\gnrd to
restrieting child hmbor. Tho lnl'o'o proportion of chil-
dren, both male and female, 10 to 13 yoars of ago en-
gaged in gninful occupations in the Southorn statoes is,
undoubtedly, due to the inclusion of all ehildeen om-
ployaed in agriculture.  Mississippi loads in tho propor-
tion of males (56.1 per cont) and South Caroline in the
proportion of fomale workors 10 to 13 yoars of age (39.5
per cont), while Now Yorl has tho lowest percontage
of malos (1.1 por cont) and Massachusotts of fomalos
(0.3 por cent). The diagram on the right shows the
pereentago of males and fomales 14 and 15 years of ago
ongaged in guinful occupations. Tho states of Missis-
sippt, Alubama, South Caroling, and North Carolina
havo the largest proportion of malos and fomaloes for
these nges, and rank in the same order as for the
ages 10 to 13 yoars. Tho District of Columbia has
the smallest numboer of males (15.5 por cont) and
tho state of Idaho the smallest number of fomales
14 and 15 yoars of age (3 per cent) employoed in gmn—
ful oceupations.

Plato No. 232 is made up of two maps, Map 1 show-
ing, by states, the percentage of males 10 to 13 years

of ago ongagaed in gainful oceupations in 1910, and Map
2 prosonting similar data for males 14 and 15 yoars of
ag0.

Map 1,for males 10 to 13 yoars of age, prosonts, by tho
difforont shading, seven groups of porcontages. Tho
lowost group, unshadod, is loss than 1 por cont; the next
group, 1 to 5 por cont, covers tho Pacific Const stntes, all
the Now England and Middlo Atlantic states, and all of
the East North Central statos, axeopt Indiana, showing
that but a small proportion of these young boys are at
work. The highest porcontage group is shaded a solid
black, and indicates that South Caroling, Alabama, aud
Mississippi are the only states in whieh 50 por cont or
more of tho males 10 to 13 yoears of age avo gainful work-
ors.  The next group, 35 to 50 per cent, applies to thoe
statos of North Carolina, Georgin, Arkansas, and Toxns,
Florida falls in the next lower group, 25 to 35 por cont,
a8 doos Kontucky and Toennosseo.  The map brings
oub strikingly tho high porcentago of malos 10 to 13
yoars of ago who aro employed in gainful occupations
in the southorn part of the United States,

Map 2, [or the ages of 14 and 15 yoars, 14 yoars boing
tho lawful ago of omployment in most of tho states,
shows o much highor porcontago of boys of thosoe two
ages omployod,  Tho highost poreontages ave found
in tho Southern states.  Tho ontire Mountain division,
oxcopt New Moxico, and the Puacifie division, oxcopt
Washington, fall in the class of 15 to 25 por cent, Tho
two 1()W(\1‘ groups, which cover a considerablo portion
of the proceding map, do not appear on this map,
oxeopt in the caso of Washington, which is the only
stato that has less than 15 per cont of the males 14 and
15 yoars of age employoed in gainful occupations.  All
tho states in the East South Contral division and the
Wost South Contral division, with the excoption of
Oklahoma, are in thoe highest group, showing that moro
than 50 por cont of the boys 14 and 15 yonrs of ago aroe
ot work., Mississippi and Alabama lead, with movo
than 75 por eont of their youths ongaged in gainful
occupations. The statos of Virginia, North Carolina,
South Caroling, Goorgia, and Florida, of tho South
Atlantic division, aro also in tho elass of 50 per cont
and over,

Plate No. 233 is mado up of two maps covering the
samoe data Tor the l'omnlus that wore shown f(n' tho
males on Plate No. 232, Map 1 indicates, by the seven
groups of shading, tho percentagoe of females 10 to 13
yoars of age engaged in gainful occupations in 1910.
The uncolored area, principally in the North and Wost,
indicates the states in which less than 1 per cont of the
fomales of this class are engaged in gzunf ul oceupations.
The light shade, indieating the states in which 1 to 5
per cent of the females of this class are employed,
togother with the unshaded aven, covers three-fourths
of the states. The highest percentages, indieated by
the dark shades, are found in the South Atlantic, Kast
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South Central, and West South Central divisions.
Mississippi, Alabama, and South Carolina are in the
group from 385 to 50 per cent; North Carolina,
Georgia, and Arkansas fall in the next lower group, 25
to 35 per cent; Texas isin the group 15 to 25 per cent;
Virginia, Tennessee, Florida, Louisiana, and Okla-
homa are in. the group 5 to 15 per cent; all the remain-
der of the United States has less than 5 per cent of the
females 10 to 13 years of age engaged in gainful
oceupations.

Map 2 indicates, by the seven groups of shading, the
percentage of females 14 and 15 years of age engaged
in gainful occupations in 1910. As in the preceding
illustration, the highest percentages are found in the
Southern states. South Carolina and Mississippi are
the only states that have 50 per cent or more of the
females of the ages specified engaged in gainful oceu-
pations. The next group, 35 to 50 per cent, covers
North Caroling, Georgia, Alabama, Arkansas, and
Rhode Island, the latier being the only Northern state
to fall in this class. The next lower group, 25 to 35
per cent, applies to the states of Louisiana and Texas
only. All the Northern and Wostern states, with the
exception of Rhode Island, fall in the groups below 25
per cent. Nebraska, ICansas, Montana, Wyoming,
Utah, Nevada, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington have
less than 5 per cent of the females 14 and 15 yoears of
age engaged in gainful occupations. Taking up the
number of states below and above 15 per cent, wo find
that, excluding the District of Columbia, there are 28
states that have less than 15 per cent, and 20 states
that have 15 per cent or move of the females 14 and 15
yoars of age gainfully employed.

Plate No. 234 shows the proportion of males and
females 10 years of age and over engaged in certain
gainful occupations in 1910, the black portion of the
bar representing tho male workers and the unshaded
part the female. Thoe long black bars indicate the
occupations in which males preponderate. The occu-
pations in each grand group having the largest propor-
tion of male workers ave as follows: Stock herders,
drovers, and feeders; shoemalkers and cobblers (not in
Tactory); muail carriers; commercial travelers; labor-
ers (public service); physicians and surgeons; saloon
keepers; and agents, canvassers, and collectors.
Where the black bar is the smallest female workers
preponderate, as in the case of laundresses (not in
laundries); milliners and millinery dealers; trained
nurses; housckeepers and stewards; and telephone
operators. The preponderance of the black bar over
the white indicates that there is a larger proportion of
males engaged in that occupation than of females.

Plate No. 235 shows graphically for each state
the proportion of persons engaged in cach of the nine
general divisions of occupations at the Thirteenth
Census, 1910. The states are ranked in the order of
the percentage of persons employed in agriculture,

forestry, and animal husbandry, the state with the
highest percentage being first., Mississippi has the
highest percentage of persons employed in the first
general division of oceupations. South. Cavolina,
Arkansas, Alabama, North Cavoling, and Georgia
follow in ovder, each having more than 60 per cont of
the population 10 years of age and over engaged in
agriculture, forestry, and animal husbandry. The
states having the smallest proportion of persons
employed in this general division of occupations are
Massachusetts, with 4.9 per cent, and Rhode Island,
with 5 per cent, all other states having more than 5
per cent of their gainful workers engaged in the first
general division of occupations. The diagram shows
strikingly the fact that where manufacturing and
mechanical industries predominate, farming is unin-
portant, and, conversely, where agriculture predomi-
nates, manufacturing is of small importance. The
clerical occupations, the last on the bar, ave largely in
those states which have manufactures and trade.

The states having the largest number of persons
employed in the second division of occupations, extrac-
tion of minevals, are Nevada (21.9 per cent), Arizona
(17.7 per cent), West Virginia (14.4 per cent), and
Montana (10.9 per cent), Wyoming and Pennsylvania
having the same percentage, 10.5 each.

The states leading in the proportion of porsons
engaged in manufacturing and mechanical industries
aro as Tollows: Rhode Island (56.3 per cent), Connecti-
cut (52.8 per cent), Massachusetts (50.6 per cent), and
New Hampshive (49.4 per cent).

The states having the largest proportion of their
population engaged in the fourth general division of
occupations, transportation, are as follows: Wyoming
(14.7 per cent), Montana (13.4 per cent), Washington
(11.6 per cent), Oregon (11.5 per cent), and Nevada
(11.4 per cent). These are the only states which have
more than 10 per cent of their workers in this general
division of occupations.

In the next group, trade, California leads (13.7 per
cent); excluding the District of Columbia (13 per
cent), New York follows (13.6 per cent), with Illinois
third (12.4 per cent), New Jersey fourth (12.1 per
cent), and Massachusetts fifth (12 per cent).

In public service, Wyoming leads with 6.2 per cent,
and, excluding the Distriet of Columbia (4.7 per cent),
this state is followed by Rhode Island with 2.8 per
cent; California and Washington are-the next states
in order, each having 2.2 per cent employed in this
group.

In the group of professional service, excluding the
District of Columbia with 8 per cent, California loads
with 6.3 per cent, and Colorado is second with 6.2 por
cent, followed by Iowa and Utah, each having 6 per
cent.

In the next group, clerical occupations, the statos,
excluding the District of Columbia (15.3 per cent), are
ranked in the following order: New York (8.3 per cent),

i
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New Jersoy (8 per cent), Illinois (7.3 per cent), and
Mussachusotts (7.1 per cent).

In the last group, domestic and personal service,
excluding the District of Columbia with 25.7 per cont,
Maryland leads with 14.6 per cent, followed by Now
York with 13.4 per cent, Virginia with 12.9 per cent,
and California, Tlorida, and Nevada, each with 12.7
per cont.

The diagram shows that in all the states, except
Arizona, California, Colorado, Montana, Novada, Now
York, and Wyoming, agriculture and manufacturing
combined include more than 50 per cont of the gainful
workors,

Plate No. 236, Diagram 1, gives tho proportion of
males and fumnloq 10 yours of age and over engagoed
in each general division of occupations in 1910, thelight
shading on the left reprosenting tho nmln.s and tho
cross-hatehod portion the females. Tho males have
the largest proportion of the workers in the following
oceupations: Extraction of minerals, public serviee
(not clsewhore classified), and transportation, Tho
only division in which thoe fomalos excoed the males

is the division of domestic and personal sorvico, of |

which they form 67.1 por cent of tho total. In the
remaining divisions the malos form more than 50 per
cent of the gainful workers.

In Diagram 2 the proportion which gainful workers,
both sexes, males, nud fomales, of ench specifiod ago
group constituted of all gainful workers in 1910, is
indicated. The group 21 to 44 yoars has a larger pro-
portion of ‘‘both soxes” and of males and femalos
than any of the other age groups. The fivst group, 10

Lo 13 yours of ago, shows a slightly smaller number for |

“hoth sexes” and those for males and fomales than
the next group, 14 and 15 years.  Tho age group 16 to
20 yours has o much larger proportion employed than
tho lower ago groups. It will bo noted for the first
threo age groups that tho females have a largor pro-

portion than the males; but in thoe last two age groups,
21 to 44 and 45 yoears and ovor, the males have o
largor proportion than the fomales. Tho two groups,
21 to 44 and 45 yoars and ovor, include 80.5 per cont of
“both sexes” engnged in gainful occupations; in tho
samo groups the males form 83.6 por cent of the num-
ber of male workers, and the fomales form 69.3 por
cont of tho number of fomale workers.

Diagram 3 prosonts the proportion of each princi-
pal class of population 10 yoars of age and over, hoth

sexos, males, and fomales, engagod in gainful occeupa-

tons i 1010. For “ull classos,” 3.3 por cent of
both sexes are engaged in guinful oceupations; for the
males, 81.3 per cent aro W(nkulﬁ 5 and of the fomales,
23.4 por cont.  Of tho four classes of population shown
on tho dingram, the nogroes have tho largest propor-
tion of both soxes ongaged in gainful occupations
(71.0 per coent), also of the fomalos (54.7 por cont).
The native white of native parentago has the lowesb
per cont of both soxes (48.4 por cont), and of fomalos
(17.1 por cont).  Tho foreign-born white has the high-
ost por eont of males (00 por cont), and is shwhbly in
oxcoss of tho nogroos (87.4 per cent).  Of tho fomaley
in thoso two classos, the nogroes, with 54.7 per cont,
far oxeood tho proportion of fomalos in the foreign-
born white, which is 21.7 per cont.

Dmomm 4 presonts tho proportion of males and
fomales of onch of five ago groups engaged in gainful
oceupations in 1910, In tho first ago group, 10 to 18
yours of age, tho proportion of mules is more than
doublo that of tho fomales.  In fact, tho proportion of
malos oxceods that of the fomalosin ovory age group.
In the age group 21 to 44 yoars 96.7 por conb of tho
males aro workoers. In this samo group tho propor-
tion of tho females at work is only 26.3 por cont.  The
largost proportion of females in any ago group isin tho
group of 16 to 20 yoars ol age, in wluvh 30.9 por cont
of tho fomales 10 yoars of age and over are employed in
guinful oceupations,
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