Number of Inhabitants

INTRODUCTION

GENERAL

This part of Volume I presents the figures on the number of
inhabitants of the United States ag returned in the 1960 Census
of Population. These figures relate to the total population of
various areas and not to the characteristics of the population.
Summary figures are presented in Chapter 1 for the United States
and its urban and rural parts, places classified by gize, regions,
divisions, and States, and their urban and rural parts, counties,
minor eivil divisions, incorporated and unincorporated places,
urbanized areas, economic subregions, and $tate economic areas.
Detailed figures on most of these subjects are pregented in the
individual chapters for each of the 50 States, the Distriet of
Columbia, and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. Selected
figures are alse shown for Guam, the Virgin Islands, American
Samoa, and the Canal Zone.

Usual place of residence~In accordance with cengus practice
dating back to 1790, each person enumerated in the 1960 Census
was counted as an inhabitant of his usual place of abode, which
is generally construed to mean the place where he lives and
sleeps most of the time. This place is not necessarily the same
a8 his legal residence, voting residence, or domicile; however,
in the vast majority of cages, the use of these ifferent bases
of classification would produce substantially the same statistics,
although there may be appreciable differences for a few areas.

In the application of this rule, persons were not always counted
ay residents of the places in which they happened to be found by
the census enumerators, Iergons in the larger hotels, motels,
and similar places were enumerated on the night of March 31,
and those whose usual place of residence was elsewhere were
allocated to their homes, In addition, information on pergons
away from their usual place of residence wag obtained from
other members of their families, landladies, ete. If an entire
family was expected to be away during the whole period of the
enwmeration, information on it was obtained from neighbors.
A matehing process was used to eliminate duplicate reports for
a person who reported for himself while away from his usual
residence and who was also reported at his usual residence by
someone else,

Persons in the Armed Torces quartered on military installa-
tions were enumerated as residents of the States, counties, and
minor civil divisions in which their ingtallations were located.
Members of their families were enumerated where they actually
regided. As in 1950, college students were considered residents
of the communities in which they were residing while attending
college. The crews of vessels of the U8, Navy and of the U.8.
Merchant Marine in harbors of the United States were counted
as part of the population of the ports in which their vessels were
berthed on April 1, 19060, Inmates of institutions, who ordinarily
live there for long periods of time, were counted ns inhabitants
of the place in which the institution was located, whereas
patients in general hospitals, who ordinarily remain for short
periods of time, were counted at, or allocated to, their homes,
Persons without a usual place of residence were counted where
they were enumerated.

Persons staying overnight at a misgion, flophouse, jail, deten-
tion center, reception and diagnostic center, or other similar place
on a specified night (for example, April 8 in some areag) were
enumerated on that night as residents of that place.

Americans who were overseas for an extended period (in the
Armed Forces, working at -civilinn jobs, studying in foreign
universities, ete,) are not included in the population of any of
the States or the Distriet of Columbia, On the other hand, per-
sons temporarily abroad on vacations, business trips, and the
like, were enumerated at their usual residence on the basis
of information received from members of their families or from
neighbors.

Coverage of citizens of foreign countries.—Citizens of foreign
countries temporarily vislting or traveling in the United States or
living on the premises of an embassy, ministry, legation, chancel-
lery, or consulate were not enumerated. Citizens of foreign coun-
tries having their usual residence in the United States as defined
above, including those working here (but notliving at an embassy,
ete.) and those attending school (but not living at an embassy,
ete,), were included in the enumeration, however, as were mem-
bers of their families living with them.

Date of enumeration—The date of enumeration for the Census
of 1960 was April 1, in accordance with the requirements of the
Act of Congress of August 31, 1954 (amended Angust 18957) which
codified itle 18 of the United States Code. The corresponding
date for the Censuses of 1060, 1040, and 1930 was also April 1, in
accordance with the requirements of the Fifteenth Cengus Act.
The Census of 1920 was taken as of January 1 and that of 1910
wag taken as of April 16, Yor the decennial censuses between
1830 and 1900, the date of entimeration wag June 1 and in the
period 1790 to 1830 the census date was the first Monday in
August, The enumeration date April 1 was selected for recent
censuses as 8 date on which the number of persons away from
home would be relatively small and on which the weather condi-
tions favor rather than impede the field work,

Tnumeration for the 1960 Census of Population began on
April 1, 1960. Righty-iive percent of the population liad been
enumerated by mid-April; 98 percent by the end of the month.
Unfavorable weather conditions in some parts of the countlry
delayed the beginning of enumeration in some areas from one to
three weeks.

The fact that the enumeration is spread over a period of weeks,
rather than made on a single day, creates certain problems with
respect to coverage. Thus, some persons who move during the
enumeration period may be missed altogether, since the area
in which they originally lived may not be canvassed before they
move and enumeration may be completed in the area of their
new home by the time they arrive. Conversely, there ig the
possibility of duplicate enumeration, once at the initial residence
and once at their new home. It seems prebable, however, that
the net result is an underenumeration of these movers., Again,
enumerators tend to ignore the explicit date of enumeration and to
record information as of the date of their visit. Therefore,
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in spite of instructions, some infants are included in the census
who were born after the censusg date, and some persons who died
after April 1 arve excluded. It is believed, however, that the use
of the Advance Census Report for the first time in the 1960
Census has reduced these difficulties to some extent.

Area of enumeration.—In the 1960 Census, the areas enumer-
ated were as follows: The United States, the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, American Samoga, the Canal Zone, Guam, the
Virgin Islands of the United States, and some additional small
areas of sovereignty or jurisdiction. Certain of these latter
areas, however, were not enumerated by the Bureau of the
Census ; the figures on their population were obtained as far as
possible from other sources (see table1).

The 1960 Census also made special provision for the enumera-
tion of members of the Armed Forces of the United States
abroad and their dependents living with them, civilian American
citizens employed by the United States Government abroad and
their dependents living with them, and the erews of vessels in
the American Merchant Marine on the high seas or in foreign
ports. This phase of the enumeration was made possible through
the cooperative efforts of the Department of Defense, the Depart-
ment of State, and the United States Maritime Administration,
whereby these agencies took the responsibility for the distribu-
tion and collection of specially designed census reports for
individuals and households. Other persons who were only tem-
porarily abroad were supposed to have been reported by their
families or neighbors in the United States. In addition, a serious
effort was made to obtain reports for private citizens who were
abroad for long periods of time and the total number reporting
is given in table 1. Since, however, the reporting was made on
a voluntary basis, it is probable that this group was not so well
reportéd as other groups covered by the census. A later report
on the characteristics of the overseas population may contain
an evaluation of the coverage of these private American citizens.

The data in the 1960 Census on the population abroad were
the most comprehensive ever obtained in a decennial census. In
1040, for example, the War and Navy Departments gave to the
Bureau of the Cengug the number of their personnel stationed
abroad; and the State Department furnighed the number of em-
ployees in the diplomatic service abroad and their dependents.
The content of the schedules used in the overseas enumeration
in 1960 and 1950 was somewhat different from that of the sched-
ules used in the United States, although basic demographic
items were covered in both schedules,

In this report the term “United States” when used without
qualification refers to the H50 States and the District of Colum-
bia, but exciudes ouflying areas. In some tables, in order to
preserve historical comparability, totals are shown for the 48
States and the District of Columbia, This area is designated as
“conterminous United States.” For earlier censuses, thig term
refers to the expanding area of the United States (regardless
of status as a State or territory) within the present area of the
48 States and the Distriet of Columbia.

The Census of 1890 was the first at which a complete enumera-
tion was made of the area now comprised within the boundaries
of the 50 States and the District of Clolumbia. Indians living
in the Indian Territory or on regservations were not included
in the population until 1890, and at earlier censuses large tracts
of unorganized and sparsely settled territory were not canvassed
by the emumerators. Thus, the sum of the areas enumerated
was not always identical with the area included within the legal
boundaries of the United States at the respective dates, nor
wag it always possible to indicate the exact boundaries of the
enumerated areas. In the earlier censuses not all of a State or
territory was covered by the enumerators but only that part
up to the “frontier line” and any large isolated settlements be-
yond. For example, Iowa Terrvitory in 1840 included all of what
is now Iowa and most of what iy now Minnesota, but within

the Territory the only substantial settlements were in the
eastern corner of what is now Iowa, and hence only thi
was covered by the Census of 1840. It is not feasible to
a more exact statement than that the area of what is now
was added to the area of enumeration in 1840. The w
part of what is now Minnesota, however, was not includec
later,

The Census of 1790 covered areas now embraced in the D
of Columbia and the following States: Maine, New Hamyy
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ken
and Tennessee. ILarge areas in some of these States, hoy
were not covered in the enumeration. Only about one-fou
the area of Georgia, for example, was enumerated.’

The area added at each census to the area of enume
within the boundaries of the United States may be brief
dicated as follows:

1800.—The avea now constituting the States of Ohio, T
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and the south central pa
Alabama and Mississippi. In that year the area now with
States of Illinois and Wisconsin and a part of the preseni
of Michigan were included in the Territory of Indiana ; and
years later, when Ohio was admitted to the Union as a
the remainder of the present area of Michigan was add
Indiana Territory, The population shown for Indiana Ter
in 1800 was substantially that residing within the present :
of Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin. The popu
shown for Mississippi and Alabama in 1800 was that re:
within Mississippi Terrvitory as then constituted, whict
braced the area now forming the south central parts o
States of Mississippi and Alabama,

1810—The area now constituting Arkansas, the nor
parts of Migsissippi and Alabama, and all but the southwe
part of Louisiana and the northwestern part of Missouri.
remainder of the Louisiana Purchage of 1803 was not enume
in 1810.) The population shown for Mississippl and Ala
for 1810 included that residing within Mississippi Territo
then constituted.

1820.—The extreme southern parts of Alabama, and M
sippi, and the southwestern part of Louisiana., Florida was
chased in 1819, but was not enumerated in 1820,

1830.—TFlorida.

1840.—Iowa, northwestern Missouri, apd northeastern
nesota.

1850 —Texas, Utah, California, that part of New M
Territory now constituting the State of New Mexico witl
exception of a small portion of the Gadsden Purchase of
and that part of the Territory of Oregon now constitutin
States of Oregon and Washington.

1860.—Dakota Territory (organized in 1881 from the
now embraced within the States of North and South Dakots
those parts of Montana and Wyoming lying east of the
of the Rocky Mountains and north of the forty-third para
the remainder of Minnesota, Nebraska (then including that
of the area now constifuting Wyoming which lay south o
forty-third parallel and east of the Rocky Mountaing), Ka
Colorado, Nevada, that part of Waghington Territory now
gtituting Idaho and thoge portions of Montana and Wyo
lying west of the Rocky Mountains, that part of New M
Territory now constituting the State of Arizona (ineludin;
greater portion of the Gadsden Purchase of 1858), and that
of the Gadsden Purchase which now forms the southwe
part of New Mexico. The population shown for Washir
Territory for 1860 was that within the limits of the Terr
as then constituted, which embraced the area of the pr
States of Washington, Idaho, and western Montana
‘Wyoming.

1880.—Alaska.,

1890 —Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory (later
bined to form the State of Oklahoma) and Indian reserval

1900.—Hawaii.

1¥or maps showing the distribution of the population at each ¢
from 1790 to 1810, see U.S. Burean of Census, Statistical Atlas ¢
United States, U.8. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C,,
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Puerto Rico was first included in a Federal decennial census
in 1910, and American Samoa, Guam, and the Canal Zone in
1920; but a special census of Puerto Rico had been taken in
1899 under the direction of the War Department, and a special
census of the Canal Zone had been taken in 1912 by the Depart-
ment of Civil Administration of the Isthmian Canal Commis-
slon. The Virgin Islands of the United States were first
enumerated in a regular decennial censug in 1930, A special
census, however, had been taken as of November 1, 1917, im-
mediately after purchase of the islands by the United States.

COMPLETENESS OF ENUMERATION

One of the major objectives of a census is to obtain a complete
and unduplicated count of the population. The realization of this
objective is, of course, difficult. In this country, the length of
the enumeration period, the high degree of population mobility,
the difficulty of finding many dwelling units, the living habits of
apartment dwellers and lodgers in our metropolitan centers, and
the inexperience of most of the enumerators, all represent rela-
tively serious problems. In some foreign countries, the canvass
is completed in a day or so by means of a radically different or-
ganization -of the fleld work, The existence of a continuous
population register, the use of self-enumeration, and the uge of
permanent government employees as enumerators are factors
that may make a quick canvass possible. In gome foreign coun-
tries, everyone must remain ot home until the entire enumeration
is completed or may move about on the streets only with some
form of identification to prove that he has been counted. Itven
with such drastic interference with normal activities, some per-
sons are misged, however.

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

The enumeration in the 1960 Census, like the enumerationg in
previous censuses, made use of enumerators who called at each
household. There were, however, some notable changes from
earlier procedures which were intended to improve coverage and
quality of response.

Advanoce census reports—The 1960 Census was the first in which
an advance census report was mailed to households on g nation-
wide basls so that written information for household members
would be available when the enumerator called. This advance
report contained instructions as to who was to be included; and,
since it was available prior to the enumerator's visit, it permitted
the memberg of the hounsehold to develop a correct list of persons
to be enumerated in the housing unit, It also served to focus
attention on questions relating to coverage during the interview
conducted by the enumerator, Not all householders filled out
the advance report; but many did, and the net effect of the whole
procedure was to add to the enumeration situation another factor
caleulated to increase the completeness of enumeration above
that achieved in previous censuses.

Use of listing hook.—In addition to the regular census schedule,
the enumerstor carried a listing book in which he recorded the ad-
dress, name of head, and number of persons, as he gystematically
canvagsed his distriet. Since thiy information was recorded at
his first visit (regardless of whether or not anyone was at home),
o basic record was established which permitted an adequate
control over callbacks and provided a convenient basis for sub-
sequent checking of the enumerator's work., This procedure was
designed to reduce losses incldent to the failuve to make callbacks
and to aid in the overall quality control in the enumeration.

Two-stage enumeration.—In areas covering approximately 82
percent of the total 1960 population, the 1960 Census was con-
ducted in two stages. In the first stage, the enumerator visited
each household in his enumeration district and collected the rela-

tively small amount of information—name, household relation-
ship, sex, race, birth date, and marital status—which, along with
some limited housing information, was obtained on a complete-
count basis. He left a sample schedule with additional questions
at every fourth household, with the request that it be filled out
and mailed to the census office. This procedure meant that the
first-stage enumerator needed training only on the relatively
few 100-percent items; and, therefore, relatively more emphasis
could be placed on coverage in his training, ILikewise, in the ac-
tnal canvass, more attention could be given to coverage and the
canvass could be completed more rapidly. That this acceleration
was achijeved is indicated by the fact that in 1960 about 85
percent of the enumeration was completed by April 15, whereas
in 1050 the comparable figure was about 67 percent, The con-
centration of the canvags into a shorter period of time should
have reduced the number of movers who were missed altogether
or were counted twice.

In sparsely settled parts of the country, the ratio of travel time
to enumeration time was 80 great as to make it impracticeal to
carry out the two-stage procedure. Hence, the traditional one-
stage procedure was used and both complete-count and sample
data were collected in a single visit.

Quality oontrol of enumerator's work.—The enumeration was
carrled out under the immediate supervision of crew leaders.
Crew leaders generally supervised from 15 to 20 enumerators and
were agsisted by a fleld reviewer. In previous censuses, the crew
leader had general responsibility for reviewing his enumerator’s
work, but in the 1960 Census this responsibility was formalized
in a systematic quality control procedure and the crew leader
was provided with the assistance of a fleld reviewer, Prior to
the beginning of enumeration, the crew leader was instruected to
list the flest 16 to 25 housing units in each enumeration district
(the area assigned to one enumerator) and an additional 10
geattered throughout the area to be covered by the enumerator.
He was then instructed to review the work of each enumerator
within the first day or two of enumeration. This review was
made on the basis of a standard form, which permitted the de-
velopment of a score for evaluating the enumerator’s work and
thig initial review included a check of the enumerator’s listing
against the crew leader's prelisting, On the basis of this initial-
review score, the crew leader could determine whether the enu-
merator should be permitted to complete his enumeration district
with only a final review, whether the enumerator needed ad-
ditional training and further veviews in the course of his work,
or whether the services of the enumerator might be dispensed

‘with. It was hoped that this formalized procedure would lead

to earlier correction of exrroneons practices and to the early dis-
misgsal of inept enumerators who, according to previous studies,
would otherwise contribute a very large number of errorvs.

Close~out procedure.—One of the major difficulties encountered
in any canvass is the difficulty of finding respondents at home,
In some areay there are many households where, even after
repeated visitg, the enmumerator failg to find anyone at home, The
effect of these repeated visits, or “callbacks” is, of course, to
reduce the enumerator’s effective hourly rate of pay (since he
was paid on a piece-rate basis), and to postpone the completion
of his canvass., As 8 compromise between these administrative
considerationsy and considerations of complete coverage, a “close
out” procedure was used, If no one was home on his first visit,
the enumerator was instructed to make two calibacks, and if on
the second callback he still found no one at home, his instruction
was to obtain and record whatever information he could obtnin
from neighbors and close out the case, In such cages he was
to leave a note at the household informing them that he had
enumerated a stated number of persons at the household and
asking that the census office be notified if this was incorrect.

In order to prevent the misuse of this close-out procedure, the
quality control system provided for a final review of the listing
books and those which showed evidence of excessive use of the
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close-out procedure at the expense of coverage were returned
to the field for additional checking.

Special checks.—In the dozen or so large cities in which enu-
meration had been especially difficult and in which there was an
indication that the totals might well fall below the 1850 totals,
the meneral system of quality control was amplified. Listing
books were reviewed to determine whether or not there were
excessive numbers of vacancies, households with no occupants,
or households with one occupant. In all of the enumeration
districts where any of these numbers were excessive a fleld
check of the enumeration was made and, if necessary, the enu-
meration district was completely re-enumerated. This pro-
cedure was intended to improve coverage, particularly in those
areas of large cities where it is difficult to find people at home.

Computer editing.—Finally, in the edit of the complete-count
population data on the computer, housing units which according
to the housing information were occupied, but for which no
population was recorded, were identified, and persons living in
neighboring housing units were imputed to the housing unit
in question. The procedure added approximately 0.4 percent
to the population enumerated.

Other procedures affecting coverage.—In addition to the novel
procedures developed for the 1960 Census, there were a number
of other standard practices in this fleld developed in earlier
censuses which were used in 1960. Among thege may be men-
tioned the intensive and systematic training of enumerators,
providing enumerators with maps of their enumeration districts,
gpecial enumeration of places occupied by transients and a check
of the forms obtained from transients agrinst the schedule for
their usual place of residence, the publication of “missed persons”
forms in local newspapers, and finally the preliminary announce-
ments of population totals by district supervisor for the con-
sideration of local officials and the identification and resolution
of problems appearing to involve underenumeration.

As a supplement to this local consideration given preliminary
figures, district supervisors were requested to wire the prelimi-
nary counts for counties and large cities to the Bureau. These
telegraphic reports were checked against available data for the
areas in question and explanations of unlikely results were re-
quested from the district supervisors. This procedure then pro-
vided insurance against the possibility that there had been gross
errors in the preliminary counts,

Evaluation of coverage.—Although there ig great interest in the
degree of underenumeration in the census, the problem of measur-
ing it is a difficult one, since it involves the development of a
standard for comparison which i3 necessarily hypothetical.
Empirical standards which have been used are, like the census,
subject to error, and, therefore, it is never certain what part
of the difference observed between the standard and the census
is attributable to errors in the census, and what part is attribut-
able to errors in the standard. For example, the Post-Enumera-
tion Survey of 1950 indicated a net underenumeration of 1.4
percent, a difference presumably attributable to the greater dedi-
cation and skill of the enumerators in that survey. On the basis
of an independent demographic analysis, however, it seems likely
that the true net underenumeration was closer to 8 percent and
that the enumeration of the Post-Bnumeration Survey had some
of the same kinds of limitations as those of the decennial cengug,
although in a lesser degree.

One methed of estimating the comparative completeness of
successive censuses involves the use of vital statistics and statis-
ties of immigration and emigration in conjunction with the data
of successive censuses. Since the population at a given census
should represent the population at the previous census plus
birtks and immigration minus deaths and emigration in the
intervening period, it is possible, given the necessary statistics,
to calculate the expected population on a given census date and
to compare it with the enumerated population. If this compari-

son shows that the expected population exceeds the enumerated
population, it may be inferred that the amount of underenumera-
tion in the current census exceeded that in the previous censgus;
if, on the other hand, the enumerated population exceeds the
expected population, the inference ig that the current census is the
more complete one. Thegse inferences, of course, rest on the
assumption that errors in the meagurement of births, deaths,-
immigration, and emigration are small in relation to the amounts
of comparative underenumeration.

Preliminary investigation of the coverage of the 1960 Census
from this point of view suggests that the level of underenumera-
tion in that year was not essentially different from the corre-
sponding level of 1950. This investigation will, of course,
continue, but the efforts to measure underenumeration are by
no means limited to this approach, The Bureau of the Census
conducted its first Post-Enumeration Survey after the 1950 Cen-
sus. A more intensive program of evaluation using a wide
variety of approaches to the problem is being carried out for the
1960 Census, and the results of these studies will be published
when they are completed.

THE UNITED STATES

Population of the United States, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, and outlying areas of sovereignty or jurisdietion.—The pop-
ulation of the United States and its outlying areas was about
183,285,000 on April 1, 1960 (table A), Puerto Rico accounted
for somewhat less than two-thirds of the population outside the
United States and something less than one-tenth of the population
was found in other outlying areas., The population abroad,
principally members of the Armed Forces and their families,
numbered about 1,374,000,

TasLE A.~—Porurarion or THE UNrTep StaTEs AND OUTLYING
AREAS: 1960 AND 1950

[For detailed information, see table 1]

Incrense, 1050 to 1960
Area 1960 1950

Number |Percent

Total 183, 285,009 | 154, 233,234 | 29,061, 775 18,8

170,323, 176 | 161,325, 798 | 27,907, 377 18.6
-1 178,464, 286 | 150, 667,361 | 27, 706, 875 18,4

226, 167 128,643 , 624 76,8

i 032,772 499, 704 132, 978 20,6

Commonwealth of Puerto Rico | 2,349, 844 2, 210, 703 138, 841 6.3
Outlying areas of sovereignty or juris-

O oo 237, 860 215, 188 22, 681 10.5

United States population abroad..... 1,374,421 481, 545 802, 876 185.4

Population of the United States.—The population of the United
States on April 1, 1960, was 179,323,175 ; this figure represents an
increase of nearly 28 million, or 18.56 percent, over the corre-
sponding figure for April 1, 1950 (table 2). In absolute numbers
this increase is greater than the increase during any previous
intercensal period. In relative terms, the increase between 1950
and 1960 was the largest increase since the decade 1900 to 1910.
It falls considerably short, however, of any of the decennial
rates of increase which occeurred during the nineteenth century.

The population of conterminous United States, that is, the
United States excluding the newly admitted States of Alaska and
Hawalii, was 178,464,236 on April 1, 1960, This figure repre-
sents an increase of about 27.8 million, or 184 percent, over the
corresponding 1950 figure,

An examination of the decennial rates of increase since 1790
indicates that during each of the seven decades up to 1860 the
population increased by approximately one-third. On the basis
of an estimated correction made for the apparent underenumera-
tion in 1870, the percentage increases for the decades 1860 to
1870 and 1870 to 1880 become, respectively, 26,6 and 26.0 rather
than 22.6 and 30.1. (See footnote 8 of table 2.) On the basis
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of these revised figures, the decennial rates of increase for the
period 1860 to 1890 were all in the neighborhood of 25 percent.
The decennial rates of increase in the period 1890 to 1910 were
about 20 percent, and those for the period 1910 to 1930, about
15 percent. The percentage increase for the period 1930 to 1940,
the decade of the depression, represents an all-time low.

Center of population.—The “center of population” is defined by
the Bureau of the Census as that point which may be con-
sidered as the center of population gravity of the United States;
in other words, the point upon which the United States would
balance, if it were a rigid plane, without weight and the popula-
tion were distributed thereon with each individual being assumed
to have equal weight and to exert an influence on a central point
proportional to hig distance from that point, Table B and figure
10 give the approximate location of the center of population for
conterminous United States at each census from 1790 to 1960.

TasLe B.—CentEr oF PopuraTion: 1790 to 1960

Census yoar North ‘Wost Approximate location
latitude jlongitude
United States: |© f /e ¢+ n
1060..an..... 38 35 58 | 80 12 86 | In Olinton County, 1., 614 miles northwest
of Centralin,
1960 ... 3848 15 |88 22 813 1I111111(\,s northenst of Loulsville, Clay County,
Conterminous
United States:
1060........ 38 87 57 | 88 52 23 | 4 miles east of Salom, Marlon County, T1L
1960........ 3B 6021 |88 D338 gﬂlostnoi'ltlh-northwcst of Olney, hichland
Tounty, il
10400 .n. 38 66 54 | 87 22 35 | 2 miles southonat by east of Carllslo, Taddon
township, Bulliven County, Ind,
10800 - onn-. 30 345 |87 8 638 inlllos northoast of Tinton, Greone Qounty,
ndl,
19200 30 10 21 | 80 43 16 | 8 miles south-southoast of Spencer, Owen
Qounty, Ind,
30 10 12 | 80 32 20 | In the eity of Bloomington, Ind,
30 0 30 | 85 48 64 | 6 miles southonat of Oolum[ms. Inel,
39 11 56 | 85 32 63 | 20 miles oast of Columbus, Iul,
L[ 89 4 8| 84 30 40 | & wmtlos west by south of Cineinnatl, Ohlo (in
Kentueky),
39 12 0 | 83 36 42 | 48 miles oast by north of Cineinnatl, Ohlo,
30 0 24 | 82 48 48 | 20 miles south by east of Chillicothe, Ohio,
38 60 0 | 8119 0 23 miles southonst of Parkersburg, W, Va.l
L1382 08018 0| 16 miles sonuth of Clarksburg, W, Va.!
.| 08 &7 54 [ 70 10 &4 | 10 miles west-southwost of Mooroefield, W', Va.!
89 442 | 78 38 0 | 16 miles oast of Mooreflald, W, Va.! )
.| 89 11 30 | 77 87 12 | 40_miles northwoest by west of Washington,
D.O. {In Virginia),
.| 99 16 61 76 66 30 | 18 miles west of Baltimoro, Md,
.| 39 16 30 | 76 11 12 | 28 niles cast of Baltimore, M,

' West Virginia was sot off from Virginia Dee. 81, 1862, and admitted as a State
Junao 19, 1863,

The center of population of the United States moved westward
within the State of Illinoils between 1950 and 1960. The 1060
center of population is located about 50O mmiles east of Wast St
Louig and about 634 miles northwest of Centralia, in Meridian
township, Clinton County, Ill. The 1960 center is located at
latitude 38°84’'58’’ North and longitude 8§9°12/35'' West.

The new center of the United States is 16% miles south and
57 miles west of the 1950 center of the then 48 States, which
was located near Olney, Richland County, Il Approximately 2
miles of the southward movement and 18 miles of the westward
movement is due to the addition of Alagka and Hawaii ns States.
The remainder of the change resulted from ghifts in the popula-
tion of the 48 States. This westward movement of the center
of population between 1950 and 1060 iy the greatest during the
present century and exceeds all movements westward since the
decade of 1880 to 1800. The longest movement westward was
during the decade from 1850 to 1860 when the center advanced 80.6
miles. The shortest movement westward was during the decade
from 1910 to 1920 when it advanced only 9.8 miles. The point

2 For n more cxtensive analysis of population growth in the United
States during the nineteenth century, see U.S, Bureau of the Census, 4
Century of Population Growth, U.8, Government Printing Office, Washing-
ton. D.C,, 1909,

farthest north was the 1790 location, and the point farthest
south, the 1960 location; but the difference is only 47 miles. The
total westward movement from 1790 to 1960 was 701 miles.

The position of the “center of area,” that ig, the peint on which
the surface of the United States would balance if it were a plane
of uniform weight per unit of area, is located in Butte County,
South Dakota (approximate latitude 44°58’ North, longitude
103°468" West).

Area and density——The gross area, land and water, of the
United States and itg outlying areas at the time of the 1960
Cengus was 8,628,160 square miles (table 1). Puerto Rico and
the outlying areas had an area of 12,9839 square miles and
constituted less than 0.4 percent of the aggregate area.

The area in 1790 wag 888,811 square miles, or somewhat less
than one-fourth of the present area, and embraced substantially
all the territory between Canada and FMorida and between the
Atlantie Ocean and the Mississippi River, together with part
of the drainage basin of the Red River of the North. Thig
original territory and the successive major accessions of territory
from 1790 to 1920 are shown in figure 3. 1In 1803, the area of the
country was nearly doubled by the Louisiana Purchase; and, be-
tween 1840 and 1850, three large accessions of territory resulted
in further increases aggregating 1,204,741 square miles, equivalent
to two-thirds of the former ares,

Axrras: 1790 TO 1960
[Gross area (land and water) In thousands of square miles]

Yeoar Total || States !| Other? Year Totel || States 1| Other 2
3,815 13 1,983 1,626
3,022 606 1,713 1,300
3,022 713 1, 632 1,461
3,022 713 936 853
8,022 713 821 667
2,787 048 7h4 1,034
2,77 1,018 Bl4 1,202
2, 632 077 526 363
2,087 | 1,521 617 372

1 For the most part, the 1960 aren of cnch State was used in computing tho area in-
cluded in the States et ench decade, Minor adjustments in State boundaries wers
ignored, but major changes, such a8 the decrcases in the aren of Georgia prior to 1800
and 1810 when parts of the orlginal aren of the State wero ceded to the Fedoral Govern-
ment, are reflasted in the figures,

# Ingludes the Commoriwenlth of Puerte Rieo, the Territorles prior to becoming
States, and outlying areas of soverglgnty or jurisdiction,

Sounenw: U.8, Departmont of Commeree, Bureau of the Census, Historicel Statlstics
of the United States, Colonial Times to 1967, Washington, D.C,, 1800, Serles J1-2, and
records of the Bureau of the Census,

Tor the United States, the population per square mile of land
area in 1960 was 50.5 (table 2). For conterminous United States,
that is, the United States excluding Hawali and Alaska, the figure
for 1060 was 60.1 as compared with 50.7 for the sane area in 1950,
Beginning with the Cengsus of 1790, in which the population per
sgquare mile was 4.5, the figures at each subseguent census have
shown an increase in densgity with the exception of those for the
Jensuses of 1810 and 1850. In each of these years, the density
was lower than it had been in the immediately preceding cengus
because of large accessions of sparsely populated territory in the
preceding decade.

Area measurement—ILand includes dry land and land tempo-
rarily or partially covered by water, such as marghland, swamps,
and river flood plainsg ; streams, sloughs, estuaries, and canals less
than one-eighth of a statute mile in width; and lakes, reservoirs,
and ponds having less than 40 acres of area. The presentation
of area measurements may be for total or gross area, including
land and inland water.

The land area figures of incorporated places generally were sup-
plied by city engineers. The definition of land as employed
by the Bureau may not have been observed by those outside the
Bureau, but the reasonableness of their measurements were re-
viewed before inclusion in the publications. Other area figures
were supplied by government officials or other well informed

TarLe C.—TrerriTory oF THE UNITED StATES AND s OUTLYING |
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gources, or were obtained by planimeter measurements of the
best available maps.

Changes in areas from previous dates result from changes in
boundariegs and. from remeasurements based on more accurate
information. :Transfers between land and water areas.occur
through construction of dams and reservoirs or the filling in of

‘water area.

Urban and rural residence.—According to the definition adopted
for use in the 1960 Census, the urban population comprises
all' persons living in (@) places of 2,500 inhabitants or more
Incorporated .as cities, boroughs, villages, and towns (except
towns in New England, New York, and Wisconsin); (b) the
densely settled urban fringe, whether incorporated or unincor-
porated, of urbanized areas (see section below) ; (¢) towns in New
England and townships in New Jersey and Pennsylvania which
eontain no incorporated municipalities as subdivisions and have
either 25,000 inhabitants or more or a population of 2,500 to
25,000 and a density of 1,500 persons or more per square mile;
(@) counties in States other than the New Iingland States, New
Jersey, and Penngylvania that have no Incorporated muniecipali-
ties within their boundaries and have a density of 1,500 persons
per square mile; and (e) unincorporated places of 2,500 in-
habitants or more. In other words, the urban population com-
prises all persons living in urbanized areas and in places of
2,500 Inhabitants or more outside urbanized areas (see the sec-
tion “Places”). The populaiion not clagsified as urban consti-
tutes the rural population.

This definition of urban is substantially the same as that used
in 1950; the major difference between 1950 and 1980 is the desig-
nation in 1960 of urban towns in New BEngland and of urban
townships in New Jersey and Pennsylvania. The effect on popu-
lation classification arising from this change was actually small
because, in 1950, most of the population living irn such places
wasg classified as urban by virtue of residence in an urbanized
area or in an unincorporated urban place. (Se¢ sections below.)
In censuses prior to 1950, the urban population comprised all
persons living in incorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or more
and areag (usually minor civil divisions) clagsified as urban
under somewhat different special rules relating to population
size and density.

The most important component of the urban territory in both
definitions is the group of incorporated places having 2,500 in-
habitants or more. A definition of urban territory restricted to
such places, however, excludes a number of equally large and
dengely settled places merely because they are not incorporated
places. Under the definition used previous to 1950, an effort
was made to avoid some of the more obvious omissions by the
inclusion of selected places which were classified as urban under
special rnles. Hven with these rules, however, many large and
closely built-up places were excluded from the urban ferritory.

To improve its measure of the urban population, the Bureau of
the Census adopted, in 1950, the concept of the urbanized area
(see the section “Urbanized areas") and defined the larger un-

" incorporated places as urban. All the population residing in

urban-fringe areas and in unincorporated places of 2,500 or more

‘2The areas urban under special rules were of four types. The first
type was limited to the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and
Rhode Island, in which States it i3 not the practice to Incorporate as
munieipalities places with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants. This type was
made up of towns (townships) in which there was a village or thickly
settled area having 2,500 inhebltants or more, and which comprised, elther
by itself or when combined with other villages in the same town, more
than 50 percent of the total population of the town. The second type of
arens urban under special rule was made up of townshipy and other po-
litleal subdivisions (not incorporated as municipalities nor containing
any areas so incorporated) with a total population of 10,000 or more
and o population density of 1,000 or more per square mile. The third type
of aren urban under speclal rule consisted of 7 places—I1 in Vermont and
6 in Maine—mwhich had been clagsified as urban places in 1930 but about
whose status as incorporated places some question was ralsed in 1940,

‘The fourth type was Iimited to unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants

or more In Alaska and Hawail, where there were no incorporated places.

ig classified as urban according to the current definition. The
urban towns, townships, and counties as defined for the 1960
Census are somewhat similar in concept to the minor civil divi-
sions classified as urban under special rules in 1940 and 1930,

Tor the convenience of those interested in the historieal trend
of the urban apd rural population, the 1950 and 1960 population
figures are shown on the basis of both the “current” definition
and the “previous” definition, Although the Bureau of the Cen-
sus has employed other definitions of “urban” in prior years,
the urban and rural population fizures published here as accord-
ing to the “previous” definition have been revised to present 2
substantially consistent series.

The 1950 figures on the population by urban-rural residence
according to the “previous” definition have been revised since
the publication of the 1950 reports. In the 1950 reports, the
areas urban under the special rules of 1940 were those which
had been so classified in 1940. Some of these areas no longer
qualified as urban, wbhereas others which qualified in 1950
were not included. Prior to the 1960 Census, the list was revised
to reflect this situation. As a result, the number of areas urban
under the 1940 special rules in 1950 was increased from 140 to
175.

Urban and rural population under the current and previous
definition,—Under the current urban definition, 125,268,750 per-
sons, or 69.9 percent of the population of the United States,
were classified as urban in 1960, The remaining 54,054,425 per-
song constituted the rural population. The urban population
according to the previous definition was 113,056,353, and the
rural population was 66,206,822 (table 3).

The 1960 urban population according to the current deflnition
congisted of the following: (¢) The 106,308,257 inhabitants of
the 4,699 incorporated places of 2,600 inhabitants or more;
(b) the 5,106,083 inhabitants of the 620 unincorporated places
of 2,500 inhabitants or more; (c¢) the 3,313,559 residents of the
125 urban towns and townships and 1 urban county; and (d) the
10,540,851 pergons living in- urban-fringe areas outside urban
places. Had the definition of 1940 been in effect, the urban
population would have been the 106,308,257 inhabitants of the
4,609 incorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or more and the
6,748,090 persons living in the 824 areas classified as urban under
the special rules of 1940 (table D).

TasLe D.—~PoruratioNn, Ursan anp RuraL, AccorpINGg TO
Current AND Previous Ursan Derinrrions: 1960

[For description of ourrent and previous dehnitions, see text)

Type of area and class of place in accordance
with previous urban definition

Type of ares and class of Urban
place in accordance with Total
current urban definition

Tncorpo- Areas Rural

rated urban
Total urban under
places special
rule
Total .oooemmeemcmnns 179,323, 175|118, 056, 853} (108, 308, 257| 6,748, 096| 86, 266, 822

Urban, total 125, 268, 750(| 112, 548, 416](106, 308, 257| 6, 240, 159| 12,720, 334

Within urbanized areas. _..| 95,848, 487|f 85,115,187(| 79,487, 607| 5, 627,530| 10,733,350
Incorporated places of

2,500 or MOre. neemme 79, 487, 6071{ 79, 487, 807|| 79, 487,607 - oo
Incorporated places un-
O 2,500 -ccceomommmne (11230 £ 1] R | IR R 689, 746
Urban towns or town-
L1070 ) H 8, 140, 537[{ 2, 975, 085|---- 2, 975, 0B 165, 452
Unincorporated places- ..} 2,679,402 616, 630|(-- 616, 630| 2, 062, 862
Other urban territory....| 9,851,105|| 2,086,815 2, 086, 815! 7, 815, 200

Outside urbanized areas.. .| 29,420, 263| 27,438,279 26,820, 650] 612,629 1,986,984
Incorporated places of

2,500 or MOte. . cvmee- 28, 820, 650|| 26, 820, 650{| 26, 820, 650|~ -~ - conmsfencammnaan
Unincorporated places of
2,600 Or IOT@_mvec e 2, 426, 591 513, 468 518,4667 1,913,126

Urban towns or townships. 173, 022 69, 163/ -... 99, 163 73,850
Rural, total__...._..... 54, 054, 425 607, 987] |- o - ceeeeen 507,937| 53,546, 488
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Table 4 presents the population of the areas which, in 1960
and 1950, were urban under the special rules of 1940 and the
clagsification of the 1960 population of the 1960 areas by urban
and rural residence in accordance with the current urban defi-
nition, As shown in this table, 6,240,159 persons living in these
areas in 1960 were classifled ag urban according to the current
definition, and the remaining 507,937 were classified as rural
Of those classified ag urban, 5,627,530 were urban by virtue of
regidence in unincorporated territory included in urban-fringe
areas, 513,466 by virtue of residence in unincorporated places of
2,600 inhabitants or more outside urbanized areas, and 99,163
by virtue of residence in urban towns or townships outside urban-
ized areas (table D).

Included in the urban population in 1960 according to the
current definition, but who would have been included in the
rural population according to the previous (1eﬁnition, wWere
10,733,360 persons living outside incorporated places of 2,500 in
urban-fringe areas, 1,013,125 persons living in unincorporated
places of 2,600 inhabitants or more outside urbanized areas, and
73,809 persons in urban towns or townships outside urbanized
areas. On the other hand, 507,987 persons living in areas urban
under special rules according to the previous definition were
classified as vural according to the current definition. The net
difference in the urban population which resulted from the
change in definition, therefore, is 12,212,307, or 6.8 percent of
the total population of the United States, In terms of the popu-
lation classified in accordance with the previous urban definition,
the change in definition resulted in an increase of 10.8 percent
in the urban population and a decrease of 184 perceni in the
rural population (table 19).

The population of the incorporated places of 2,600 inhabitants
or more constituted 84.9 percent of the urban population under
the new definition and 94.0 percent of the urban population under
the previous definition. The population living in other territory
in the urban-fringe areas accounted for 13,1 percent of the urban
population under the current definition, and outslde urbanized
areas the population in unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants
or more accounted for 1.0 percent, and the population of urban
towns and townships accounted for 0.1 pcroent

Trends in urban and rural population, 1790 to 1980,—Between
19650 and 1960, the population classified as urban according to
the current definition increased from 96,846,817 to 125,268,750,
whereas the rural population declined slightly from 54,478,981 to
54,054,425, The increase in the urban population was at the rate
of 29.8 percent in contrast to the decline of 0.8 percent for the rural
population. As a result, the proportion of the population urban
increased from 64.0 to 69.9 percent.

Hlstorical trends in the urban and rural population can be
examined only on the basls of the previous definition, On this
basig, the urban population increaged from 90,128,194 in 1950
to 118,056,363 in 1960, and the rural population from 61,197,604 in
1960 to 66,266,822 in 1060 (table 8), The gaing of 22,928,159 in
the urban, and 5,089,218 in the rural, population represented in-
creases of 26.4 and 8.8 percent, respectively. The numerical gain
in the urban population was the largest in history and marked
the eighth consecutive decade in which the numerical increase in
‘the urban population exceeded that in the rural population.

In 1790, only 1 out of every 20 of the 8,029,214 inhabitants of
the United States was living in urban territory (table 20). In
every decade thereafter, with the exception of that from 1810 to
1820, the rate of growth of the urban population exceeded that
of the rural population. By 1860, 1 out of § persons was in-
cluded in the urban population, The process of urbanization
continued in the following decades, and by 1920 the urban popula-
tion had exceeded the rural population, In 1960, about 5 out of
every 8 persons were living in urban territory, according to the
previous definition.

Population density by size of place.~—In 1960, the urban popu-
lation which constituted nearly 70 percent of the total population

was concentrated in glightly more than 1 percent of the land area
of the country (table B). The population of urbanized areas,
gomething more than one-half of the total, occupled less than
1 percent of the total land area. Among urban places, the num-
ber of inhabitants per square mile decreased as size of place
decreagsed. Tor places of 1,000,000 inhabitants or more, the
average density was 13,865 persons per square mile; for places
between 100,000 and 1,000,000, average densities ranged between
4,000 and 6,000 per square mile, and the average density for places
of 2,500 to 5,000 was 1,446. In urban-fringe areas outside urban
places, the average dengity was 1,781 per square mile, and in rural
territory the density was 15.

TasLe E.—Porurarion anp Densiry v Groups oF Pracus
CrAssiFIED AccorDING To S1ZE: 1960

Land aréa | Population
Aroa Population | in square | per square
miles mile of
land area
United StateB. . oovmameenoeomeaens 179,328,175 | 3,548,974 51
Placos of 1,000,000 or mOre___ .. ..o __ 17, 484, 060 1,261 13, 866
Placoes of 500,000 to 1,000,000 11, 110, 901 1,888 5, 886
Places of 250 (00 to 600,000 10, 765, 881 2,401 4,484
Places of 100,000 to 250.000 11, 662, 426 2,728 4,271
Places of 50, 0()0 £0 100,000: 0 mrv s m e 13, 836, 902 3, 630 3,910
Placos of 26,000 to 50,000-. 14, 950, 612 5,310 2,811
Places of 10 Q00 to 25 000 17, 508, 286 6,939 2,532
Places of 8§, £00 to 10, 00() 9,779, 714 5, 006 1,954
Plocos of 2 600 to b ODO 7, 680, 028 5, 242 1,446
Other urban tarrltory 10, 540, 861 6 017 1,781
RULAL LOrE 0Ty e e 64, 004,425 | 3, 608, 736 16
Within urbanized areas. ... .. .ooaenn.. 95, 848, 487 25,544 3,752
Places of 1,000,000 or MOrG. oo oo 17, 484, 059 1,201 13, 866
Places of 600 000 £0 1,000,000 oo 11,110, 901 1, BER §, 8856
Placey of 260,000 to 500,000 10, 785, 881 2,401 4,484
Places of 100 000 to 250,000 11, 662, 420 2,728 4,271
Places of 50, 000 to 100,000 e 13, 835, 902 3,639 3,010
Places of 26,000 £0 50,000, ccccmvemmcraacmcenan 8,015, 421 2,504 4,080
Places of 10,000 to 25,0()0 8, 330, 038 2,873 2,900
Places of 5,000 to 10, ()0() 2, 862, 099 1,488 1,923
Places of 2 500 to & 000 - 1, 250, 219 850 1,461
Other urban BOETIEOLY oo e oo 10, 540, 851 5,917 1,781
Qutslde urbanized areas .. .caovncvnnruan 83,474,688 | 3,523,430 24
Places of 25,000 t0 50,000« ccocmmmcvamcmnnnnnn 6, 9385, 191 2,726 2, 645
Places of 10,000 to 25,000 . - 1,287, 048 4,080 2,272
Plncos of b, ()00 to 10,000. 6,917,016 4,817 1,007
Placog of 2,500 to 5, ()(l() 0, 320, 800 4,8 1,448
Rural torritory 64,054,425 | 8,508,780

APPORTIONMENT

Apportionment population.—The primary reason for the estab-
lighment of the decennial census of population, as set forth in the
Congtitution, was to provide a basis for the apportionment of
members of the House of Representatives among the several
States. Such an apportionment has been made on the basis of
every census from 1700 to 1960, except that of 1620. Prior to
1870, the population basis for apportionment was the total free
population of the States, omitting Indians not taxed, plus three-
fifths of the number of slaves. After the apportionment of 1860
the fractional count of the number of slaves, of course, disap-
peared from the procedure; and in 1940 it was determined that
there were no longer any Indians who should be classed ag “not
taxed” under the terms of the apportionment laws, The 1940
and 1950 apportionments, therefore, were made on the basis of
the entire population of the 48 States, and that of 1060 on the
basis of the entire population of the 50 States. All apportionments
are made under the constitutiohal provision that each State
should have at least one Representative, no matter how small its
population.

The population base for apportionment and other significant
items are shown in table ¥, The results of each apportionment,
starting with the initial apportionment in 1789 and including
those based on each census from 1790 to 1960, are shown by re-
giong, divisions, and States in table 13.
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TasLe F.—PoruratioN BASE FOR APPORTIONMENT AND THE

NUuUMBER OF REPRESENTATIVES APPORTIONED: 1790 to 1960

: Number | Ratio of ap- .
Population of Repre- | portionment | Date of apportion-~
Census year base t senta-~ population ment ach
tives 2 to Repre-
sentatives

178, 559, 217 435 410, 481 | Nov. 15, 1041,
149, 895, 183 436 344, 687 | Nov, 15, 1041,
131,008, 184 435 801,164 | Nov, 15, 1941,
122,093, 455 436 280,875 | June 18, 1829,

® 4356 ® @.

01, 603, 772 436 210, 588 | Aug. 8, 1011,

74, 562, 608 386 103, 167 | Jan, 16, 1901,

61, 908, 900 356 173,901 | Feb, 7, 1891,

49, 871, 340 326 151,912 | Feb. 25, 1882,

38, 115, 041 20% 130, 533 | Feb, 2, 1872.4
20, 550, 038 241 122, 614 | May 23, 1850.%
21, 766, 601 234 03,020 | May 23, 1850.¢

18, 908, 376 223 71,338 | June 25, 1842,

11, 930, 087 240 49,712 { May 22, 18382,

8,072, 306 213 42,124 | Mar, 7, 1822,

6, 584,231 181 86,377 | Deo, 21, 1811,

4, 879, 820 141 34,609 | Jan, 14, 1802,

3,015, 823 105 34,430 | Apr. 14, 1702,

................ 65 730,000 | Constitution, 1789,

L Bxeludes the population of the Distriet of Celumbia, the population of the Terri-

tories, the number of Indlans not taxed, and (prior to 1870) two-fifths of the slave
population,

4 This number 15 the actual number apportioned at the begihning of the decade.

3 No spportionment was made sfter the Census of 1020,

+ Amended by act of May 30, 1872,

b Amended by act of Mar, 4, 1862,

¢ Amendead by act of July 30, 1862,

7 The minimum ratlo of population to Representatives stated in the Constitution

(art, 1, sec. 2),

The first attempt to make provigion for automatic reapportion-
ment was included in the act for the taking of the Seventh and

subsequent censuses (approved May 23, 1850). By specifying

the number of Representatives to be assigned and the method
to be used, it was hoped to eliminate the need for a new act of
Congress every decade and assure an equitable distribution of
Representatives. Following the Censuses of 1860 and 1870, how-
ever, Congress increased the number of Representatives. When
the Census Act of 1850 was supergeded in 1879, the automatic

feature was discontinued. After each succeeding census up to and
including that of 1910, apportionment was by a special act of

Congress. ‘

No reapportionment was made after the Census of 1920, the
apportionment of 1910 remaining in effect. In 1929, when the
act for the taking of the Fifteenth and subsequent censuses was
under consideration, it seemed desirable to incorporate some
provision which might prevent the repetitionr of the 1920 ex-
perience. A section was, therefore, included in the act which
provided, for the 1930 and subsequent cenguses, that unless
Congress within a specified time enacted legislation providing
for apportionment on a different basis, the apportionment should
be made automatically by the method last used. In accordance
with this act, a report wag submiited by the President to Con-
gress on December 4, 1930, showing the apportionment com-
putations both by the method of major fractions (which was
the one used in 1910) and by the method of equal proportions.
In 1981, in the absence of additional legislation, the automatically
effective apportionment followed the method of major fractions.

The Censuses of 1940, 1950, and 1960 were taken under the same
law as the Census of 1930, but in 1941 this law was amended to
the effect that apportionments based on the 1940 and subsequent
censuses should be made by the method of equal proportions. In
the applieation of this method, the Representatives are so as-
signed that the average population per Representative has the
least possible relative variation between one State and any
other.

Changes in number of Representatives, 1050 to 1860.—On their
admission ag States, both Alaska and Hawali were assigned a
single Representative, bringing the total membership in the
House of Representatives to 487, This increase was temporary,

and the number of Representatives reverted to 435 in the ap-
portionment baged on the results of the 1960 Census. Nine States
gained Representatives and sixteen lost Representatives in this
apportionment. The largest gain was made by California, which
gained eight Representatives. Florida gained four; and Arizona,
Hawaii, Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, Ohio, and Texas each
gained one. The largest loss, three geats, was incurred by Penn-
sylvania, Arkansas, Massachusetts, and New York each lost
two seats, The twelve States which lost one seat are: Alabama,
Illinois, Towa, Kangas, Kentucky, Maine, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Caroling, and West Virginia.

REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES

Trends in population, 1950 to 1960.—For the purposes of pro-
viding summary figures at levels intermediate between those for
the United States and those for an individual State, regiong and
geographic divisions have been used in recent censuses. The
latter type of area represents a grouping of contiguous States,
and regions in turn are composed of groups of divisions, The
component States of each division are shown in figare 2,

As in earlier periods, the West led the four regions of the
United States in rate of population growth during the last 10
years. Between 1950 and 1960, the West had a 88.9 percent
increase in population, whereas no other region increased by more
than 185 percent (table 10). Throughout the last 100 years,
cengus returns consistently have pointed to the West ag the region
outstripping all others in rate of population gain, Now, as in
the decade 1940 to 1950, the numerical intercensal increase in
the population of the West, 7,863,142, has also exceeded the
numerieal increase in any other region. The larger part of the
increase in the West, 6,083,080, took place in the Pacific Division.
In the Mountain Division, the increase was "1,780,062, or some-
what more than one-fifth of the gain for the region. The Pacific
and Mountain Divisions surpassed all other divisions with respect
to rate of population increase in the last 10 years, the former
having an increase of 40.2 percent, and the latter an increase of
35.1 percent.,

Among the remaining regiong, the West was followed by the
South and North Central Reglons with rates of growth of 16.6
and 16.1 percent, respectively. In the South there was consid-
erable variability in the rate of growth among the component
States. 'This region contained, on the one hand, three States and
the District of Columbia which lost population during the decade;
and, on the other, Florida with the highest percentage increase
of any State during the decade, as well ag such States as Mary-
land and Delaware which had rates of growth well above the
national average. In the North Central Region, the largest
growth occurred in the East North Central Division, which gained
5,825,656, or 19.2 percent. The West North Central Division
increased by only 1,832,721, or 9.5 percent.

The Northeast Region had the smallest rate of growth, 13.2 per-
cent, The rates for the New FEngland and Middle Atlantic
Divisions were not essentially different, 12.8 and 13.3, respec-
tively. The percentage increase among the States of this region
varied from 8.2 in Vermont to 26.3 in Connecticut,

The population counts from the 1960 Census show that, of the
present 50 States, New York was still the most populous, and
Alaska was the least populous, just as has been the case gince
1910. In between these extremes, however, there has been a
considerable rearrangement of the rank of the States with re-
spect to total population (table 15).

Sixteen States now rank higher than in 1950, whereas 18 other
States and the District of Columbia have dropped in rank during
the last 10 years, Florida had the most conspicuous change in
rank, progressing from twentieth place in 1950 to tenth place in
1960, Maryland, Connecticut, Kansas, Arizona, and New Mexico
each moved three positions upward in rank. On the other hand,
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, and North Dakota dropped three
positions during the decade.
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The highest rates of population increase between 1950 and 1960
occurred in Florida (78.7 percent), Nevada (78.2 percent), Alagka
(75.8 percent), and Arizona (78.7 percent). Rates of increase
ranging from 32 to 49 percent occurred in California, Delaware,
New Mexico, Colorado, and Maryland. Utah, Hawaii, Connecti-
cut, New Jersey, Texag, Michigan, Ohio, and Louisiana had
rates of increase ranging between 20 and 30 percent. Generally,
rates of increase were high in the southwestern States running
from Celifornia to Louisiana; in Xlorida, in the smaller east
coast States adjacent to Washington, Baltimore, Philadelphia,
and New York—Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, and Connecti-
cut; and in the North Central States of Ohio and Michigan
(table 16).

Three States—West Virginia, Arkansas, and Mississippi~—and
the Digtrict of Columbia lost population during the decade. The
loss in Mississippi, however, was negligible.

Area and density.~—Among the regions, the West contained ap-
proximately 49 percent of the total land area of the country and
16 percent of the total population in 1960, whereas the North-
east with about 5 percent of the land area contained approx-
imately 26 percent of the population. The South accounted for
about 25 percent of the land area of the country and about 31
percent of the population. The corresponding figures for the
North Central States were 21 and 29 percent, respectively. 1In
1960, there were 278.1 persons per square mile in the Northeast;
684 in the North Central States; 62.7 in the South; and 16.0
in the West (table 12).

The Middle Atlantic Division led the diviglons with a density
of 840.1 persons per square mile of land area, followed by New
England with a density of 1606.5 and the Idast North Central
Division with a density of 148.0. The density figures for the
remaining divisions were all less than 100; and the fligure of
8.0 for the Mountain Divislon wag the lowest of all.

The District of Columbia, which ig algo the ¢ity of Waghington,
had a density of 12,523.9 persons per square mile in 1960, Among
the States, there were Lour——Rhode Island, New Jersey, Massa-
chusetts, and Connecticut—with population densities greater than
6500 per square mile, In New York, Maryland, and Pennsylvania,
dengities ranged from 261.5 to 8560,1; densities from 1004 to
236.9 occurred in the following States: Ohio, Delaware, Illinois,
Michigan, Indiana, and California. The population per square
mile was less than 10.0 in Alaska, North and South Dakota, and
in five of the Mountain States—Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, New
Mexico, and Nevada,

Shifts in the ranking of States with respect to dengity in the
period between 1910 and 1960 have not, in general, been very
marked. The District of Columbia, Rhode Island, New Jersey,
Massachusetts, and Connecticut have occnpied one or another of
the first five places at each of the six decennial censuses in the
50-year period under consideration, Similarly, during the same
period, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, Nevada, and Alaska
were included among the gix leagt densely settled States at each
census, and since 1030 they have occupied the last five places.
There were, however, some exceptional shifts, Between 1910 and
1060, California rose from thirty-seventh to fourteenth place,
and IFlorida from thirty-ninth to eighteenth place. On the other
hand, Missouri dropped from nineteenth to twenty-eighth place,
Since there have been only very minor changes in land area over
the 50-year period, these shifty in density rank reflect essentinlly
the corresponding shifts in rank by population size. The largest
of the outlying areas of the United States, Puerto Rico, although
predominantly rural, was as densely settled as Massachusetts.

Urban and rural population under ourrent definition.—The
Northeast, with an urban population amounting to about 80 per-
cent of the {otal population of the region, led all other regions
in the percentage of the population classified as urban under the
current definition (table 20). A slightly smaller percentage of
the total population in the West (77.7 percent) was urban. The

percentages of the total population classified as urban in the
North Central Region and in the South were 68.7 and 58.5,
respectively. In the Middle Atlantic, New England, and Pacific
Divisions, the urban population comprised 75 percent or more
of the total population, whereas in the East South Central Divi-
sion slightly less than one-half (484 percent) of the population
was urban. In the remaining divisions, the percentage urban
ranged from 57.2 in the South Atlantic Division to 73.0 in the
East North Central Division.

There were four States—New Jersey, Rhode Island, California,
and New York-—among which the percentage of the population
classified as urban was greater than 85 percent. This group of
States was followed by five States—Massachungetts, Illinois, Con-
necticut, Hawaii, and Texas—in which the percentage varied
from 75.0 to 83.6. At the lower end of the distribution, the per-
ecentage urban for North Dakota was 85.2 and for Mississippi,
37.7. For an additional five States—Alasks, West Virginia, Ver-
mont, South Dakota, and North Carolina—this percentage varied
from 87.9 to 89.5. The range in the remaining 34 States was
from 41.2 percent for South Carolina to 74.9 percent in Utah.
The District of Columbia is completely urban,

Changes in the urban and rural population, 1950 to 1960.—
Changes in the urban and rural population under the current
definition differed considerably in the various regions, except in
the Northeast. In the West, the urban and rural percentages
of increase were 55.3 and 1.7, respectively, and in the North
Central Region the corresponding percentages were 24.56 and 1.1,
In the South, the urban rate of increase was 40.1 percent, whereas
the rural population declined by 5.9 percent. In the Northeast,
however, the urban rate of increase of 14.2 percent was only
about one and one-half times as large as the corresponding rural
rate of increase, 9.0 percent.

The patterns of change in the urban and rural population
among the geopraphic divisions fall into several distinet types.
However, in all of the divisions, the rate of growth of the urban
population during the decade exceeded the rate of growth of the
rural population, The West North Central, Rast South Central,
West South Central, and Mountain Divisions were characterized
by substantial rates of growth in urban areas and by actual losses
in rural areas., In the East North Central, South Atlantie, and
Pacific Divisions, both the urban and rural populations increased ;
but the urban rates of increase were several times as great as the
rural rates. In both compenent divisions of the Northeast, the
New IEngland and Middle Atlantic Divisions, the urban rates of
increase were below the rate of growth of the total population
of the country as a whole, and in comparison with other divisions
only moderately in excess of the rural ratey of increase.

The rates of urban and rural increase among the States (ex-
clusive of the District of Columbia) show a similar type of
variability. There were 28 States (Including all of the States
of the West North Central, Bast South Central, and West South
Central Divisions) in which the urban population increased but
deereases oceurred in the rural population. Among this group
of States were Avkansas, Mississippi, and West Virginia, the
three States in which the total population decreased during the
decade; in these States the rates of urban increase were, none-
theless, 21.4, 35.2, and 2.4 percent, respectively, There were 19
States in which both the urban and the rural population increased
and in which the urban rate of growth exceeded the rural rate
of growth. In the remaining 8 States—DMaine, Massachusetts, and
New York—the rural rate of increase exceeded the urban rate.
In summary, the urban population increased in every State during
the decade ending in 1960, whereas the rural population declined
in a majority of the States.

Effects of change in urban definition.—The net shift of persons
from the rural to the urban population as the result of the change
in definition amounted to 6.8 percent of the total population of
the United States (table 19), The corresponding percentages
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for the regions were as follows: the Northeast, 7.4; the North
Central Region, 4.8; the South, 5.8; and the West, 11.5.

Generally, the net effect of the change in definition was to
increase the percent urban among the States, In three New
England States-—Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Rhode
Island—however, the net effect of the change was to decrease
the percentage of the population classified as urban. In Wye-
ming, the change had no effect on the distribution of the popula-
tion by urban and rural residence. Among all the remaining
States, however, the change in definition resulted in net shifts
from the rural to the urban category. These shifts ranged from
0.2 percent of the toial population of North Dakota to 838.0
percent of that of Delaware,

The net shift effected by the change in definition is, of course,
an index of the degree to which new areas of population con-
centration are legally recognized by annexation or incorporation.
In States where such recognition is widespread, the net addition
to the percent urban is relatively small, whereas in States where
such recognition was at a minimum, the net addition to the
percent urban was large. In the New HEngland States, the
sitnation iz complicated by the application of the special rules
of the previous definition, Here, apparently, in the three States
in which there was a net loss in urban population as the result
of the change In definition, the gain attributable to the special
rules of the previous definition was greater than the gain from
the urban-fringe areas, unincorporated places, and wrban towns
of the current definition,

Rank of States by percent urban under current and previous
urban-rural definitions—Although the change in the definition of
urban-rural residence hag produced some change in rank accord-
ing to percent urban, there are certain States which have ranked
consistently high, and other States consistently low, under both
definitions in 1960 and under the previous definition in 1960 and
1910 (table G). The;District of Columbia, viewed for this
purpose as a State with its entire population urban, ranked flrst
in each ingtance, Likewise, New Jersey, Rhode Island, QOali-
fornia, New York, Massachusetts, and Illinois were among the
first 10 places, and North Dakota, Mississippi, Alaska, South
Dakota, and North and South Carolina fell among the last 10
places, in each of the three distributions.

The change in definition did, however, in a number of instances
make substantial changes in rank in 1960, Delaware, for ex-
ample, ranked twenty-third under the current definition, but
fifty-first under the previous definition, and for Maryland the
corresponding ranks were seventeenth and thirtieth, In both of
these States there had been a decline in the population of the
principal city which constituted a large part of the urban popu-
lation of the State, but a large growth of suburban population
outside incorporated places. The current definition recognized
this latter growth, but the previous definition did not. Both of
the States showed appreciable losses between 1910 and 1960 in
rank under the previous definition. The current definition, there-
fore, serves to correct the impression that urban population is
decreasing in these States. Although the changes in rank are
not large, the same pattern occurs in States such ag New York,
California, and Counecticut, for which there was a decrease in
rank under the previous definition between 1910 and 1960 but
a higher rank in the latter year under the ecurrent definition.

State origins and boundaries,—Since 1790, not only have there
been changes in the boundaries of the Thirteen Original States,
but the whole process of converting newly acquired areas, first

- into Territories and then into States, involved a congiderable
number of boundary changes before the State boundarles, as
they now exist, were established. The history of major changes
as they relate to the 50 States and the District. of Columbia as
now constituted is outlined below ;

Alabame.—Alabama. was organized as a Territory in 1817
from the eastern part of Mississippi Territory and was admitted

TasLe G.—Rank oF StaTes AccorpmNg To PERcENT OF Por-
uLATION Crasstriep As URBAN: 1960 AND I9I0

1960 1910

Current urban definition [Previous urban definition
Rank Por-
P P State cent

er- er-
State cent State cent urban

urban urban
1 | Dist. of Col...._. 100.0 | Dist. of Col. ... 100.0 { Dist, of Col...... 100.0
2 | New Jersey....-. 88.6 | Rhode Island___.[ 80,9 | Rhode Island..._| 81.0
3 | Rhode Island... .| 86.4 | Massachusetts...| 86,8 | Massachusetts...| 89.0
4 | Callfornia_._..._. 86.4 | New Jersey...... 82.8 | New York....... 78.9
5 { New York....... 86.4 | Tinofs.aunaaeo- 75.9 | New Jersey...... 70.4
6 | Massachusetts...| 83.8 72.8 | Connectiout 85.8
7 | inois. e amennn 80.7 72.7 | Oalifornia........ 6L 8
8 | Connectient.._... 78.8 717 § DHNOoiS.. oo 8L.7
9 Hawaileeooonoooo 76,8 89,9 | Pennsylvania....; 60.4
10 | Toxas..oooeooeae- 76.0 69,3 | Ohiommanncanaannn 58.9
11 { Utah.... 74.9 69,0 [ Washington....... 53.0
12 | Arizona. 74.6 67.4 | New Hampshire.| 651.8
13 | Tlorida._.. .| 73.9 66.5 | Maryland........ 50.8
14 | Colorado. e oo 73.7 66.3 | Colorado..cme-.-- 80,3
15 | OMOaeneccaeeaan 78.4 | Ponnsylvania....| 65,6 | Delaware 48.0
16 | Miehigan...__._.! 78.4 | Michigan.. .| 85.0 47,2
17 | Maryland 72,7 | Florida._._.. - 62.2 46.3
18 | Pennsylvania....| 71.8 | Colorado... 62.1 45,0
19 | Nevada..o...oo.. 70.4 { Wiscongin_______. 62.1 43,0
20 | Washington...... 68.1 | New Mexico. .. 61. 8 42.4
21 | Missouri_. ... 66.6 { Missouri. .. 61,3 42,8
22 | New Mexico.....{ 66.9 | Oklahoma.. .| 61.0 41.0
23 | Delaware. ... 65,6 | Minnesotd.. ... 61.0 36.5
24 | Wiscongin. ... 63.8 | Now Hampshire.| 58,8 35,8
26 | Loudsiang........ 63.3 | Washington....... 68.4 81,0
20 | Oklahoma. 62.90 | Indiona... | 86,8 80,7
27 | Indiana- .. 62,4 | Wyomin 56.8 0.6
28 | Oregon...__ 62,2 | Kansas..... 86,4 30,0
20 | Minnegotn 82,2 | Louisiana 56.2 | Wyoming. 20.6
30 | Kansas. ceocamnae. 61,0 | Maryland 56,2 | Kansa8..ocvonuuan 28,1
81 | New HHampshire.| 68.3 | Orogon.. .| 53.4 | Florida... . 291
32 | Wyoming........ 6.8 | Town.... 52,2 | Vermont. .} 27.8
33 | Virginia...o.oo__. 55,6 | Nehraska_. 52.0 | Nebragks -1 2.1
34 | Goorglf.aaoceana. 66,8 | Alabama, 51.7 | Kentueky..auo-.- 24,3
35 | Alabama......._. 54,8 | Georgit.....cuu-. 49,8 | TexBS ccommnnenan 24,1
36 | Nobraska. 54,3 | Vieginia.... 48,7 | Virginia.. -l 231
37 | Town..oo_. 53,0 | Montana,.. 46,3 | Idaho_._- -] 2L3%
38 62,3 | Tennesseg... 45.7 | Georgia.. | 2.8
39 | Malne. _..__ .| 61.3 | Arkansas. 41,6 | Tennesses. cou_--- 20,2
40 50,2 | Idaho-<coueacana- 41.4 | Oklahoma........ 19,2
41 47.6 | Maine ....__. 30,9 | West Virginia___.| 187
42 44,5 | South Dakota 39.0 | Alabama__ ... 17.3
43 -] 42.8 | Alaska_.... 37.9 | Novada..eeoneue- 18.3
44 { South Carolina...| 41.2 | Kentucky 87.7 | South Carolina_..| 14.8
45 | North Osrolina__| 30.5 | Vermont,..ce.... 37.0 | North Carolina. .| 14.4
48 | South Dakota....| 80.3 Mississ(i)ppi ....... 36,2 | Noew Mexico--..- 14,2
47 | Vormont.. ... .. 38.5 | North Oarolina. .| 36.2 | South Dakota....| 13.1
48 | West Virginia_...| 38,2 | West Virginia_.._| 36.8 | Arkansss... 12,9
40 | Alagka.___....... 87.9 | North Dakota....| 35,1 | Mississippi 1.8
50 | Migsissippl.. ... 87.7 | South Oarolina...[ 34.3 | North Dakota....[ 11.0
51 | North Dukota..-.| 36.2 | Delaware. ... 32,8 | Alaska. . onnnon 9.5

to the Union in 1819 as the twenty-second State with boundaries
as at present. .

Alaskae~—Alaska was acquired by purchase from Russia in
1867 and was organized as a Territory in 1912, In 1959, Alagka
was admitted to the Union as the forty-ninth State.

Arizona—Arizona wag organized ag a Territory in 1863
from the western part of the Territory of New Mexico. Part of
the Territory was annexed in 1867 by Nevada, leaving the Terri-
tory with boundaries the same as those of the present State,
Arizona was admitted to the Union in 1912 as the forty-eighth
State.

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

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

Colorado.—Colorado was organized as a Territory in 1861
from party of Kansas, Nebraska, New Mexico, and Utah Terri-
tories. In 1878, without change in boundaries and with bound-
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aries as at present, it was admitted to the Union as the thirty-
eighth State.

Connecticut.—Connecticut was one of the Thirteen Original
States,

Delaware—Delaware was one of the Thirteen Original
States.

District of Columbia.—The Distriect of Columbia, formed
from territory ceded by Maryland and Virginia, was established
as the geat of the I'ederal Government in accordance with acts
of Congress passed in 1790 and 1791. Its boundaries, as de-
fined in 1791, included the present area, together with about 30
square miles in Virginia. In 1846 the area south of the Potomac
River was retroceded to Virginia, leaving the District of Colum-
bia with its present limits.

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

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

Hawaii—Hawaii, by voluntary action, ceded its sovereignty
to the United States in 1898 and was organized as a Territory in
19000. In August 1959, Hawali was admitted to the Union as
the fiftieth State.

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

Ilinots —Xllinois, organized as a Territory in 1809 from the
western part of Indiana Territory, compriged at that time all of
the present State of Illinois, almost all of Wisconsin, and parts
of Michigan and Minnesota., In 1818 that portion of the Ter-
ritory lying within the present boundaries of Illinols was ad-
mitted to the Union as the twenty-first State.

Indigna.—The Territory of Indiana was organized from the
western part of the Territory Northwest of the River Ohio in
1800, at which time it comprised nearly all of the present State
of Indiana, together with an area now constituting Illinois, Wis-
consin, northeastern Minnesota, and western Michigan. In 1802
an area now constituting the remainder of Michigan wag added,
and in 1802 and 1803 minor revisions of the eastern boundary
took place. The area of the Territory was greatly reduced by the
organization of Michigan Territory in 1805 and of Illinois
Territory in 1809, In 1816, with the addition of a small strip
of land along the northern bhoundary and the separation of an
area in the Upper Peninsula, Indiana wasg admitted to the Union
a8 the nineteenth State with boundaries as at present.

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

Kangas~—The area now comprising Kangas and part of Colo-
rado was organized as the Territory of Kansas in 1854, and in
1861 that portion of the Territory lying within the present bound-
arles of Kansny was admitted to the Union as the thirty-fourth
State.

Kentucky—XKentucky, originally a part of Virginia, was ad-
mitted to the Union in 1792 as the fifteenth State with boundaries
rubstantially a5 at present.

Lowisiana—The greater part of the area now constituting
Louisiana was organized in 1804 ag the Territory of Orleans.
1t included at that time the Baton Rouge District—that part of
the present State lying east of the Missisgippl River—but ex-
cluded the southwestern part of the present State—that part
lying west of the Louisiana Purchage boundary. In 1812 all the
present area of Louisiana except the Baton Rouge Distriet was
admitted to the Union as the eighteenth State, and upon the
addition of the district a few days later Louisiana assumed its
present boundaries.

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

Maryland—Maryland was one of the ‘Thirteen Original
States. In 1791 its area was reduced by the formation of the
Diatriet of Columbia. '

Massachusetis—Massachusetts was one of the Thirteen
Original States. In 1820 Maine, previously a part of Massa-
chusetts, was admitted to the Union as a separate State, leaving
Massachusetts with boundaries substantially as at present.

Michigan.—Michigan was organized ag a Territory in 1805
from the northeastern part of Indiana Territory and comprised
the greater part of the area of the present State, including the
Lower Peninsula and the eastern end of the Upper Peninsula,
and a small part of the present State of Indiana. In 1816 a
narrow strip at the southern limit of Michigan Territory was
annexed to Indiana Territory. In 1818, when Illinois was ad-
mitted as a State, all of Illinois Territory north of the State
of Illinois was transferred to Michigan Territory. This trans-
ferred area comprised almost all of the present State of Wiscon-
sin, part of Minnesota, and the western part of the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan., At the same time a section of unorgan-
ized territory, formerly part of Indiana Territory, was annexed
by the Territory of Michigan. This annexation comprised the
middle portion of the Upper Peninsula and a very small part of
Wiscongin not formerly included. In 1834 Michigan Territory
wag further enlarged by the annexation of that part of Missouri
Territory now comprising all of Jowa, the remainder of Minnesota
not previously included, and parts of North and South Dakota.
With the organization of Wisconsin Territory and the legal
cession of n small area to Ohio in 1838, Michigan Territory
assumed the limits of the present State. Michigan was admitted
to the Union as the twenty-sixth State in 1837,

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

Migsisgippi—Mississippi was organized as a Territory in
1798, at which time it included territory now comprising the
south central parts of Mississippi and Alabama. The area of the
Territory was enlarged in 1804 by the addition of land now
comprising the northern parts of Mississippl and Alabama., Its
area was further enlarged in 1812 by the addition of the extreme
southern portions of the present States of Mississippi and Ala-
bama. In 1817 the eastern part of the Territory was taken to
form the Territory of Alabama, and Mississippi was admitted
to the Union as the twentieth State with boundaries substan-
tially as at present.

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

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

Nebrasha—Nehraska was organized as a Territory in 1854
from wunorganized territory originally part of the Louislana
Purchase, Its boundaries included, in addition to the present
area of the State, parts of the present Statey of North and South
Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, and Colorado. The area of the
Territory wag greatly reduced in 1861 by the organization of
Dakota and Colorado Territories. At the same time a small area
was added to the western part of the Territory. The area was
again reduced in 1863 by the organization of Idaho Territory.
Nebragka was admitted to the Union in 1867 as the thirty-seventh
State with boundaries substantially as at present. In 1870 and
1882 gmall tracts of land were transferred from the Dakota
Territory to Nebragka, and in 1943 small tracts of land were
transferred between Iowa and Nebraska.

Nevada—Nevada, when organized as a Territory in 1861
from part of Utah Territory, comprised only the western part of
the present State. In 1864 Nevada wag admitted to the Union
a8 the thirty-sixth State, its area having been enlarged in 1862
by the annexation from Utah Territory of a strip of land more
than 50 miles wide, The State was enlarged in 1866 by annexa-
tion from Utah and in 1867, with an annexation from Arizona,
Nevada assumed its present limits.
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New Hampshire—New Hampshire was one of the Thirteen
Original States.

St tel\?’ew Jersey —New Jersey was one of the Thirteen Original
ates.

New Mewico—~—The Territory of New Mexico was organized
in 1850 from the area mow comprising the greater parts of the
States of New Mexico and Arizona, together with small portions
of Colorado and Nevada. 'The Territory was enlarged by the
addition of the Gadsden Purchage in 1854 and reduced by the
o?ganization of Colorado Territory in 1861, With the organiza-
tion of Arizona Territory in 1863, the area of New Mexico was
reduced to substantially the present area of the State. New
gftezazico was admitted to the Union in 1912 as the forty-seventh

ate,

New York—New York was one of the Thirteen Original
States. New York dropped its claim to Vermont after the latter
was admitted to the Union as & separate State in 1791. With
the annexation of a small area from Massachusetts in 1853, New
York assumed its present boundaries.

North Caroline~-North Carolina was one of the Thirteen
Original States,

North Dakote—North Dakota was ovganized as a State
from part of Dakota Territory with boundaries as at present
and was admitted to the Union in 1889,

Ohin.—Ohio was organized from part of the Territory North-
west of the River Ohio in 1802 and with minor revisions of the
western boundary was admitted to the Union as the seventeenth
State in 1808, With the settlement of a boundary dispute with
Michigan Territory in 1836, Ohic assumed its present boundaries.

Oklahoma.—The Territory of Oklahoma was organized in
1890 from the western part of Indian Territory and the Public
Land Strip, originally a pari of Texas. In 1893 the Territory
wag enlarged by the addition of the Cherokee Outlet, which fixed
part of the present northern boundary., In 1907 the Territory
and the remaining part of the Indian Territory were combined
and admitted to the Union as the forty-sixth State with bound-
arles substantially as at present. Upon the settlement in 1930
;)_f. aitboundary digpute with Texas, Oklahoma assumed its present
imits,

Oregon—Oregon was organized as a Territory In 1848, at
which time it included the area now constituting the States of
Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and parts of western Montana and
Wyoming. 'The area of the Territory wag greatly reduced in
1853 by the organization of the Territory of ‘Washington. In
1859, with the transfer to Washington Territory of the area now
comprising southern Idaho, western Wyoming, and a small tract
in western Montana, Oregon assumed ifs present boundaries
and was admitted to the Union as the thirty-third State.

Pennsylvanic.—Pennsylvania was one of the Thirteen Orig-
inal States. With the purchase of a small traet of land in its
northwestern corner from the Federal Government in 1792,
Pennsylvania assumed its present boundaries. :

Rhode Island—Rhode Island was one of the Thirteen Orig-
inal States.

South Carolina.—South Carolina was one of the Thirteen
Original States.

South Dekote.—South Dakots was organized as a State

from part of Dakoia Territory and was admitted to the Union
in 1889. '

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

Tewas—Texas, originally a part of Mexico, won its inde-
pendence by revolution in 1835 and 1836 and continued as an
independent republic until 1845, when it wag annexed to the
United States apd admitted to the Union as the twenty-eighth
State. At thig time it included ares now comprising parts of
Ooloradp, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Wyoming., In
4850, with the transfer to the United States of the territory now
in these other States, Texas assumed practically its present
boundaries. Upon seitlement of a boundary dispute with Okla-
homa in 1980, Texas assumed its present boundaries.

i Uta;h.———'phe Territory of Utah was organized in 1850, at
\ylnch time it comprised, in addition to the area of the present
State, areds now constituting western Colorado, southwestern
Wyopnng, and the greater part of Nevada. The area of the
Territory was reduced in 1861 by the organization of Nevada
and Colorado Territories and by a transfer to Nebraska Terri-
tory. It was reduced again in 1862 by the eastward extension
of the Territory of Nevada and in 1866 by a similar extension
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of the State of Nevada and in 1868 by the organization of Wyo-
ming Territory. Utah was admitted to the Union in 1896 as
the forty-fifth State with boundaries as at present.

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

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

Washington.—Washington was organized as a Territory in
1858 from part of Oregon Territory, and included an area now
comprising the State of Washingten, northern Idaho, and part
of Montana. In 1859 upon the admission of Oregon as 2 State,
the remaining portion of Oregon Territory, comprising the rest
of Idaho and parts of Montana and Wyoming, was added to the
Territory of Washington. The area of the Territory was reduced
to the present limits of the State in 1863, upon the organization
of Idaho Territory. Washington was admitted to the Union
in 1889 as the forty-second State.

West Virginie.—West Virginia, formed from 48 counties of
Virginia, was admitted to the Union in 1863 as the thirty-fifth
State. In 1886, with the annexation of two additional counties
(Berkeley and Jefferson) from Virginia, the boundaries were
established as at present.

 ‘Wisconsin—Wisconsin was organized as a Territory in 1836
from that part of Michigan Territory which lay west of the
present limits of the State of Michigan. As originally constituted,
the Territory included the present States of Wisconsin, Iowa,
Minnesota, the eastern parts of North and South Dakota, and a
small part of Nebraska. In 1838, that part of the Territory lying
west of the Mississippl River and a line drawn due north from
its gource to the Canadian boundary was organized as the Terri-
tory of Towa. In 1848, that part of the Territory lying within
the present boundaries of the State was admitted to the Union
as the thirtieth State.

Wyoming —Wyoming was organized as a Territory in 1868
with boundaries as at present from parts of Dakota, Idaho, and
TUtah Territories. It was admitted to the Unlon in 1890 as the

forty-fourth State.
URBANIZED AREAS

Definition—The major objective of the Bureau of the Census
in delineating urbanized areas was to provide a better separation
of urban and rural population in the vicinity of the larger cities,
but individual urbanized areas have proved to be useful statistical
areas. They correspond to what are called “conurbations” in
gome other countries. An urbanized area contains at least one
city of 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1960, as well as the sur-
rounding closely settled incorporated places and unincorporated
areag that meet the criteria listed below. An urbanized area
may be thought of as divided into the central city, or cities,
and the remainder of the area, or the urban fringe. All persons
regiding in an urbanized area are included in the urban
population.

Tt appeared desirable to delineate the urbanized areas in terms
of the 1960 Census results rather than on the basis of information
available prior to the census as was dene in 1850, Tor this
purpose, a peripheral zone around each 1950 urbanized area
and around cities that were presumably approaching a population
of 50,000 was recognized. Within the unincorporated parts of
this zone small enumeration districts were established, usually
including no more than one square mile of land area and no more
than 75 housing units.”

4 There are a few urbanized areas where there are “twin central cltles”
neither of which has a population of 50,000 or more but that have a com-
bined population of at least 50,000. See the section below on ‘“Standard
metropolitan statistical areas” for further discussion of twin central
cities,

& An enumeration district (HD) is a small area assigned to an enumer-
ator which must be canvassed and reported separately. In most cases an
BD contains approximately 250 housing units,



Number of Inhabitants XIX

Arrangements were made to include within the urbanized area
those enumeration districts meeting specified criteria of popula-
tion density as well as adjacent incorporated places. Since the
urbanized area outside incorporated places was defined in terms
of enumeration districts, the boundaries of the urbanized area
for the most part follow such features as roads, streets, railroads,
streams, and other clearly defined lines which may be easily
identified by census enumerators in the field and often do not
conform to the boundaries of political units.

In addition to its central city or cities, an urbanized area
containg the following types of contiguous areas, which together
constitute its urban fringe:

1. Incorporated places with 2,500 inhabitants or more.

2. Incorporated places with less than 2,500 inhabitants, pro-
vided each has a closely settled area of 100 housing units or more,

8. Towns in the New BEngland States, townships in New
Jersey and Pennsylvania, and counties elsewhere which are
classified as urban.

4. Fnumeration districts in unincorporated territory with a
population density of 1,000 inhabitants or more per square mile,
(The areas of large nonresidential tracts devoted to such urban
land uses as railroad yards, factories, and cemeteries were ex-
cluded in computing the population density of an enumeration
distriet.)

6. Other enumeration distriets in unincorporated territory
with lower population density provided that they served one of
the following purposes :

a. To eliminate enclaves.

b. To close indentntions in the urbanized areas of one mile
or less across the open end,

¢, To link outlying enumeration digtricts of qualifying
density that were no more than 134 miles from the main body
of the urbanized area.

A single urbanized arven was established for citles in the same
gtandard metropolitan statistical area if their fringes adjoin,
Urbanized areas with central cities in different standard metro-
politan statistical areas are not combined, except that a single
urbanized area was established in the New York—Northeastern
New Jersey Standard Consolidated Area, and in the Chicago—
Northwestern Indiana Standard Consolidated Area.

Urbanized areas were first delineated for the 1950 Census. In
1950, urbanized areas were established in connection with cities
having 50,000 inhabitants or more according to the 1040 Census
of Population or a later census prior to 1950; in 1960, urbanized
areas were established in connection with citles having 50,000
inhabitants or more according to the 1960 Census of Population.

The boundaries of the urbanized areas for 1060 will not conform
to those for 1950, partly because of actual changes in land use
and density of settlement, and partly because of relatively minor
changes in the rules used to define the boundaries, The changes
in the rules include the following :

1. The use of enumeration districts to construect the urban-
ized areas in 1960 resulted in a less precise definition than in
1850 when the limits were selected in the field using an individual
city-type block as the unit of area added. On the other hand,
the 1960 procedures produced an urbanized ares based on the
censug results rather than an area defined at least a year before
the census, as in 1950.

2. Unincorporated territory was included in the 1960 urban-
ized avea if it contnined at least 1,000 persons per square mile,
which is a somewhat different criterion from the 500 dwelling
units or more per square mile of the ineluded 1950 unincor-
porated areas. .

3. The 1960 areas include those entire towns in New England,
townships in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, and counties that
are classified ag urban in accordance with the criteria listed in
the section on wurban-rural residence. 'The 1950 criteria per-
mitted the exclusion of portions of those particular minor eivil
divisions.

In general, however, the urbanized areas of 1950 and 1960 are
based on essentially the same concept, and the figures for a given
urbanized area may be used to measure the population growth
of that area. : ’
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Any city in an urbanized area which is a central city of a stand-
ard metropolitan statistical area (see the following section) 1s
also a central city of the urbanized area, With but two excep-
tions, the names of the central cities appear in the titles of the
areas. The central cities of the New York—Northeastern New
Jersey Area are the central citles of the New York, Newark,
Jersey City, and Paterson-Clifton-Passaic Standard Metropoli-
tan Statistical Areas. Likewise, the central citles of the Ohi-
cago~Northwestern Indiana Area are the central citles of the
Chicago and Gary-Hammond-Bast Chicage Standard Metropoli-
tan Statistical Areas.

Population of urbanized areas and their components.—Slightly
more than one-half of the total, and more than three-fourths of the
urban, population of the United States was living in the 213 urban-
ized areas in 1960 (table 5). Of the 95.8 million persons living
In urbanized areas, 58.0 million were in the 254 central cities
and about 37.9 million were living in the urban-fringe areas. In
these fringe areas there were 27.3 million persons living in the
1,680 urban places; about 700,000 living in the 596 incorporated
blaces under 2,600 inhabitants; and 9.9 million living in other
urban territory. The sum of these last two numbers—10.5 mil-
lion-—represents the persons in urban territory living outside
urban places, and, consequently, the net addition to the urban
population attributable to the urbanized area delineations.

In population, the urbanized areas ranged in size from the
Tyler (Texas) Urbanized Area, which had a population of 51,789,
to the New York—Northeastern New Jersey Urbanized Area, which
had a population of 14,114,927 (table 23).- The 16 urbanized
areas with more than 1,000,000 inhabitants had a combined popu-
lation of 51,785,410, or more than one-half of the population
of the 213 areas. At the other extreme, the 4,592,800 persons
living in the 60 urbanized areas of under 100,000 inhabitants
represented less than omne-twentieth of the total population in
urbanized areas.

Six out of ten persons living in urbanized areas were residents
of central cities. The proportion of the population of urbanized
areas living in the central city or cities, however, varied greatly
among the areas, ranging from a low of 27.2 for the Wilkes-Barre
(Pa.) Urbanized Area to a high of 100 percent for the Meriden,
Conn.; Lewiston—-Auburn, Maine; Raleigh, N.C., areas; and
three urbanized areas In Texas—Amarille, Laredo, and San
Angelo. There were 87 urbanized areas with 80 percent or more
of their population in the central city or cities. On the other hand,
3 areas—West Palm Beach, Fla.: Boston, Mass.; and Wilkes-
Barre, Pa.—had fewer than one-third of their inhabitants living
in central citles (table 22).

Population density.—The population per. square mile of land
area for all 213 urbanized areas was 8,752 (table 22). Two
areas—York, Pa.,, and New York-Northenstern New Jersey—
had densities in excess of 7,000, and 29 areas had dengities of less
than 2,600. In all areas combined, the density of the central
cities was more than double that of the urban fringe areas. In
13 areas, however, the density of the urban fringe exceeded that
of the central city. Population densities for both central city and
urban fringe were highly varisble from area to area. The ex-
tremely low densities in the urban fringe arens of some cities are
in large part attributable to the inclusion in the urbanized areas
of land devoted to urban uses other than residential use, such as
industrial areas, railroad yards, and airports.

COUNTIES

Definition,—The primary divisions of the States are, in general,
termed counties; but in Louisiana these divisions are known as
parishes. Alaska is divided into 24 election districts, included
here as the equivalents of counties. There are algo a number
of cities which are independent of any county organization and
thus constitute primary divisiong of their States, namely, Balti-
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more in Maryland, St. Louis in Missouri, and 82 cities in Virginia.
The District of Columbia, which is not divided into. counties,
algo is included here as the equivalent of a county, as are the
three parts of Yellowstone National Park in Idaho, Montana,
and Wyoming. There were 3,072 counties and parishes in the
United States in 1960 and 62 county equivalents, making a total of
3,184,

The number of counties declined by three between 1950 and
1980. ~Armstrong County, 8. Dak., was annexed by Dewey
County; RBElizabeth City County, Va, was consolidated with
Hampton city; and Warwick County, Va., was consolidated with
Newport News city. The number of county equivalents in con-
terminous United States increased by five. - Five cities in Vir-
ginia—~Covington, Galax, Norton, South Boston, and Virginia
Beach—became independent of county organization during the
decade. Alagka was redistricted after 1950, and its judicial di-
visions were replaced by 24 election dlstricts. Changes in the
number of counties were fairly frequent some decades ago but
have become progressively rarer. These changes, as well as
changes of county boundaries, arve listed in the notes to tables
6 and 7 of the PC(1)-A State chapters and in the reports of
other censuges.

Population of counties.—The countles ranged in population
from Hinsdale County, Colo., which had 208 inhabitants, to Los
Angeles County, Calif, which had 6,088,771 inhabitants (table
24). Fifteen additional counties—San Diego, Calif.; Cook, IIL;
Middlesex, Mass.; Wayne, Mich.; Bronx, Hrie, Kings, Nassau,
New York, and Queens, N.Y.; Cuyahoga, Ohio; Allegheny and
Philadelphia, Pa.; Harris, Texas; and Milwaukee, Wis.—had
1,000,000 inhabitants or more. These 16 counties had a com-
bined population of 83,589,591, or nearly one-fifth of the popula-
tion of the United States (table H). On the other hand, the
858 counties and county equivalents having wier than 10,000
inhabitants had a combined population of 5,082,674, or not quite
3 percent of the population. Despite the increase of almost one-
Afth in the population of the Unifed States as a whole, the me-

dian county population was 19,762 in 1960 as against 19,878 in
1950. :

TasLe H.—PoruraTion 1IN Grours or Counrties CLASSIFIED
AccorpING TO SizE: 1960 AND 1950

1960 1960

Stze of county Num-| Percent Num-| Percent
ber | of total | Population | ber | of total |Population

counties counties
Total.ncue oo 13,134 100,0 | 178,823, 175 |23, 112 100,0 | 151,325,798
1,000,000 or mors.. ..... 16 0.5 | 383,580,601 11 0.4 | 24,837,060
500,000 to 1,000,000 - 49 1.6 | 32,870 300 31 1.0 | 20,763,781
280,000 to 500,000. .. ... [} 1.8 | 20,754,647 49 1.8 | 16,962,716
100,000 to 250,000....._. 177 6.6 1 27,787,023 151 4.9 1 23, 478,683
50,000 to 100,000... ...... 203 9.8 1 20,319,160 259 8.3 | 18,182,086
25,000 to 50,000... 18.8 | 20,021,794 651 20,9 | 22,830,014
10,000 to 25,000 34,9 17,088,386 { 1,182 38,0 | 19, 550: 358
5,000 to 10,000 17,9 4,183, 033 516 16,6 3, 921,320
2000 £o 3,500 Ps| Tamom| | ai| e

'} v I
Under 1,000..- 0.6 L | 19 0.6 , 675
Cumulative summary:

00,000 or more.. ... 303 0.7 | 115,011,161 242 7.8 1 86,032,198
25,000 or more. .......| 1,185 37,8 | 156,262,115 | 1,152 37.0 | 127,045,797
10,000 or more._ ..... 2,279 72,7 | 174,240,501 | 2,334 76.0 | 146, 596,165

Median population R 19, 762 19,873

! Includes 3,008 counties; 84 parishes in Louisiana; 24 election districts in Alaska;
32 independent cities in Virginia; Baltimore ellt\}r, Md.; 8t, Louis ¢ity, Mo.; the Distriet
%‘fr }g’%t;rl%bin; and the parts of Yellowstone National Park in Idaho, Montana, and

i Includes 3,011 counties; 84 parishes in Louisiana; 4 judieial divisi in Alaska;
27 independont clties in Virginia; Baltimors olty, Md.i P e city, Mo.; the Distril

of Oolumbia; and the parts of Yellowstone National Park in Idaho, Montans, and
Wyoming,

Population changes, 1950 to 1960,—Despite the record gain of
28 million in the population of the United States as a whole,

nearly one-half of the counties lost population and about one-
fourth lost 10 percent or more (table 25). Of the 3,110 counties
and county equivalents (excluding Alaska for which comparable
figures for 1950 are not available), 1,637, or 494 percent, lost
population, and 782, or 25.1 percent, lost 10 percent or more,
Of the 1,78 counties which gained population, 953, or 60.6
percent, increased by 10 percent or more and 570, or 86.2
percent, increased by 20 percent or more.

More than three out of every four counties in the Northeast,
and three out of every five counties in the West, increased in
population, In both the North Central States and the South,
however, more than half the counties lost population. Con-
necticut - and Delaware, which have very few counties, were the
only States in which all counties increased in population. Forty-
gix counties, as well as three independent cities in Virginia,
doubled in population between 1950 and 1960 (table J). Only
seven of these counties were located outside the South or the
West. Seventeen of these counties and the three independent
cities were in the South Atlantic States and eleven were in the
Mountain States. Twenty-six of the fastest growing counties
and the three independent cities were metropolitan counties;

Tase J—Counrtizs Wit Poruration INcrease or 100 Prr-
CENT OR MorE BETWEEN 1950 AND 1960

Incrense,
1050 to 1960
Rank County 1960 1950
Number | Percent
1 [ Hompton, Vol uecacnuaunan 89, 2568 15, 966 83,292 1,300, 1
2 | Brevard, f[t‘ls\.-_ 111, 435 23, 853 87,782 371
3 | Pulaski, Mo. 46, 567 10, 802 36,175 348,1
4 | Broward, Fla 333, 946 88, 93 260,013 207.9
5 | Grana, Utah. 8, 345 1,503 4,442 288, 4
i} 703, 0256 216, 224 487, 701 225.6
7 .- , 164 8064 800 210.8
8 | Adams, Colownrwane 120, 208 40,234 80, 062 100,0
8 | Charlotte, Fa__.... 12, 594 4, 286 8, 308 198.8
10 | Ban Juan, N, MeXeoeoammaaans 53, 806 18,202 35,014 101, 4
11 | 8t, Bernard, Lo oo oeneooo 82,186 11,087 21,000 100.3

12 | Falrfax, Vo weean-
18 | Andrews, Texas....
14 | Newport News, Va,
16 | Baresots, Flawouw--

18 | Clark, Nev.-.
17 | Midland, Te:

278, 002 98, 657 176, 445 179.0
8, 448 168.9

18, 450 5,002 i g
113, 662 342, 388 71,804 168.8
76, 895 28, 827 48,068 166. 7

18 | Elmore, Idaho. 18,719 5 10,032 160.0
19 | Otero, N. Mex. 6, 076 14,000 22, 067 148,0
20 | Randall, Texa8evacaanmnunn 3, 913 13,774 20,139 146,2
21 [ Colller, Fl8..cnecoeccemcvrnnn 16, 758 0, 488 9, 265 142.8

22 | Anoka, Minn..
23 | Buffolk, N.Y._
24 | Pinellas, Fla.

86, 018 835, 6579 60, 337 1418
606, 784 276,120 300, 656 L5
874, 665 169, 249 215,418 135.3

28, 40 31,13 3

i}
25 | 166, Fluumuunnnamannmmnmenan 54, 639 , 404 , 185 133.0
28 | Curry, Oreg. 13, 983 8,048 7,085 131, 2
27 | Orange, Fia. 263, 540 114, 950 148, 590 120.3
28 | Johnson, Kans. 143, 792 62,783 81, 009 129.0
20 | Jefferson, Colo. 127, 620 56, 687 71,833 120.0
30 | Okaloosa, Fla.. 1, 27,538 33, 642 122,2
81 | Prince William, Va.._.._.... 60, 164 22, 812 27, 562 121.8
32 | Banta Clara, Callf.._. - 642, 315 290, 547 351,768 121.1
38 | Del Norte, Calif.... 17,771 8,078 . 9, 693 120.0
34 | Macomb, EMfioh ...... 405, 804 184, 061 220, 843 110.4
35 | Arapahoe, ColO. . ouoeoo 113, 426 52,128 61,301 117, 6
38 | Martin, Fla.omweseoncanmnna- 18, 032 7,807 9,126 118.9
37 | Botor, Texas 90, 095 42,102 48,803 116.1
38 | Bugks, Po.cmenc.- 308, 567 144, 620 183, 047 113. 4
30 { Indian River, Fla 25, 11, 872 13, 4 113.2
40 | South Norfoli{, Va. 22,035 10, 434 11,601 1112
41 | Davis, Utah..ooooeu.- 4, 760 , 867 33,893 109.8
42 | Montgomery, Md._ 340, 928 164, 401 176, 527 107.4
43 | Henrico, Vo..ou.n 117, 339 57, 340 58, 909 104.6
44 | Seminole, Fla.. 54, 047 26, 883 28,064 104. 4
45 | Du Page, Woeommmee 313, 450 154, 599 158, 860 102. 8
46 | Clayton, G8..coccummanaa ot 48, 365 22, 872 23, 493 102.7
47 | Meade, Ky... 18, 038 9,422 9, 516 10L.0
48 | Jefferson, La.. 208, 769 103, 873 104, 898 10L.0
49 | Maricopa, Atz ... ... 663, 510 331,770 331,740 100.0

! Independent city. '

1 Hampton city and Elizabeth City County consolidated since 1950, 1950 popula-
tion is for Hampton city only,

¥ Newport News clty and Warwlek County consolidated sinee 1050. 1950 popula-
tion is for Newport News oity only.
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twenty couniles were In nonmetropolitan areas. Six of the
seven counties in the Northeast and the North Central States
that doubled in population were in metropolitan areas. The
standard metropolitan statistical areas in the South Atlantic
States included eight counties and three independent eities that
doubled in population; in the Mountain States, five counties in
metropolitan areas doubled in population.

SBome of the greatest rates of increase or decrease in the
population of counties or county equivalents were attributable
to boundary changes. The fastest growing county or county
equivalent in the United States between 1950 and 1960 was the
Independent city of Hampton, Va., which had a population in-
crease of 1,396.1 percent. This spectacular gain was due in
large part to consolidation with Elizabeth City County. The
next largest increase was 871.1 percent, in Brevard County, Fla.
At the other extreme, the largest percentage decline was experi-
enced in Norfolk County, Va, which had a decline of 48.4 per-
cent. This loss, however, resulted from the annexation of a
considerable part of the county by the neighboring independent
clty of Norfolk, The next largest percentage decline—47.6 per-
cent—was in Allegheny County, Va. This loss resulted from
the detachment of Covington town, which became an independent
city.

County equivalents in Puerto Rico.—Puerto Rico ig divided, for
purposes of local governiment, into 768 areas called municlpios.
The number of municipios in 1960 was one less than in 1950 due to
the annexation of Rio Pledras to San Juan munieipio during
the decade.

COUNTY SUBDIVISIONS

Traditionally in the census, statistics have been presented for
parts of counties called minor civil divisions. In a number of
States, however, these areas leave a great deal to be desired as
a bagis for compiling local statistics. The Bureau of the Census
has, therefore, instituted a program of defining and presenting
statisties for areas within countles, designated as “census county
divisions.”

Minor civil divisions—The minor civil divisions which have
been used traditionally for the presentation of statistics for the
component parts of countles represent political or administrative
subdivisions set up by the States, In additiom to the county
divisions shown by the Bureau, there are thousands of school,
taxation, election, and other units for which separate census
figures are not published. Where more than one type of pri-
mary division exists in a county, the Bureau of the Census
uses the more stable divislons, so as to provide comparable
statistics from decade to decade, insofar as possible.

Among the States where minor civil divisions are still recog-
nized, there is a considerable variety of types. Although eivil
and judicial townships are the most frequent type of minor etvil
division, there are algo beats, election districts, maglisterial dis-
triets, towns, and gores. In some ingtances, as is discussed more
fully below, none of the systems of subdivisions is adequate, and
census county divisions have been substituted for them, The
numbers and types of minor clvil divisions in each State are
shown in table 26.

Census county divisions,—For purposes of presenting census
statistics, counties in 18 States have been subdivided into statis-
tical areas, which are called “census county divisions” (CCD’s).
These divisions are used instead of the electlon precincts, town-
ships, or other minor civil divisions for which population statis-
tics were previously reported. These changes were made bechuse
the boundaries of the minor civil divisions observed in previous
censuses changed frequently or were indefinite. Where the
boundaries changed freduently, comparizgon of the data from one
census to another was impeded and the statistics for the areas
were of limited value. Bnumerators had difficulty in locating
boundaries and in obtaining an accurate count of the population
where the boundaries were indefinite, did not follow physical fea-

tures, or were not well known by many of the inhabitants be-
cause the areas had lost most, if not all, of their local functions.

Census county divisions were established in the State of Wash-
ington for use in the 1950 Census. Between 1950 and 1960,
they were established in 17 additional States, ineluding 10 States
in the West—Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Mon-
tana, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, and Wyoming—and 7 States
in the South—Alabamsa, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, South
Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas.

The census county divisions were defined with boundaries
that seldom require change and that can be easily located. The
boundaries normally follow physical features, such as roads,
highways, trails, railroads, power lines, streams, and ridges.
The use of survey lines was limited. 'The larger incorporated
places are recognized as separate divisions, even though their
houndaries may change as the result of annexations, Oities with
10,000 inhabitants or more generally are separate divisions, In
addition, some Incorporated places with as few as 2,500 inhab-
itants may be separate divisions. Where an unincorporated en-
clave exists within a city, it is included in the same census county
division ag the city. In establishing census county divisions,
congideration was given to the trade or service areas of prin-
cipal gettlements and in some cases to major Iand use or physio-
graphie differences.

In areas with census tracts, each census county division is a
census tract or group of tracts, or the combination of two census
county divisions represents one census tract.

In the State of Washington, some revisions in the census county
divisions recognized in 1950 were made in the metropolitan coun-
ties in order to coordinate the divisions with the expanded system
of cengug tracts.

Bach census county division has a name which is ordinarily
the name of the principal place located within it, except in the
State of Washington, where most county divisions are numbered
rather than named. The boundaries of census county divisions
were reviewed with the officials in each county and various State
agencies and were approved by the governors of the Btates or
their representatives.

Number and types of county subdivizions.—In addition to the
6,668 census county divigions, 31,809 minor civil divisions were
recognized in the 1960 Census. Of these latter, nearly two-thirds
(19,865) were townships, the next largest group were independent
municipalities (4,464), and the third largest group, towns in
the New Hngland States, New York, and Wisconsin. Dependent
municipalities are subdivisions of the minor civil divisions in
which they are found.

In the 1960 Census, survey townships in the sparsely settled
parts of Michigan, Nebragka, North and South Dakota, Min-
nesota, Maine, and New Hampshire were not separately iden-
tified. The population of these areas is shown as a residual for
unorganized territory in the counties involved. In Alaska there
are no subdivisions of the election districts (the county
equivalents).

PLACES

Deflnition.—The term “place” as used in reports of the decen-
nial censusges refers to a concentration of population regardless of
the existence of legally prescribed limits, powers, or functions.
Most of the places listed are incorporated as cities, towns, vil-
lages, or boroughs, however. In addition, the larger unincor-
porated places outside the urbanized areas were delineated and
those with a population of 1,000 or more are presented in the
game manner a8 incorporated plances of equal size. Bach unincor-
porated place possesses & deflnite nucleus of residences and has
its boundaries drawn so as to include, if feasible, all the sur-
rounding closely settled area. Unincorporated places are gshown
within urbanized areas if they have 10,000 inhabitants or more
and if there was an expression of local interest in their recogni-
tion. The towns in New England and townships in New Jersey
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and Penngylvania recognized as urban are also counted as places,
as is Arlington County, Va.

Incorparated places.—Political units recognized as incorporated
places in the reports of the decennial censuses are those which
are incorporated as cities, boroughs, towns, and villages with the
exception that towns are not recognized as incorporated places
in the New England Siates, New York, and Wisconsin, The
towns in these States are minor civil divisions similar to the
townships found in other States and not necessarily thickly settled
centers of population such as the cities, boroughs, towns, and vil-
lages in other States. Similarly, in New Jersey and Pennsylvania,
where some townships possess powers and functions similar to
those of incorporated places, the townships are not classified as
“incorporated places.” Thus some minor civil divisions which
are “incorporated” in one legal sense of the word are not re-
garded by the Cenmsus Bureau as “incorporated places.” With-
out this restriction all of the towns in the New England States,
New York, and Wisconsin and the townships in New Jersey and
Penngylvania would have to be counted as incorporated places
without any consideration of the nature of population settlement.
A number of towns and townships in the New England States,
New Jersey, and Pennsylvania do qualify, however, as urban
towns or townships and in other towns and townships the densely
settled portioms are recognized as unincorporated places or as
parts of an urban fringe.

Unincorporated places—As in the 1950 Census, the Bureau has
delineated, in advance of enumeration, boundaries for densely
settled population centers without corporate limits, Population
data for 1950 are shown only for those unincorporated places
which had the same name in both 1950 and 1960. Of course, the
boundaries of many such places have changed as the communities
have grown. All places in Hawali except Hilo and Honolulu, and
all places in Puerto Rico, are unincorporated,

Urban places.—The count of urban places in 1960 includes all
incorporated and unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or
more and the towns, townships, and counties clagsified as urban.
Under the “previous” urban definition, places of 2,500 or" more
and the areas urban under special rules were urban places..

Relationship between incorporated places and other subdivi-
sions_.——In most States the incorporated places form subdivisions
of the minor civil divisions in which they are located. In other
States, however, all or some of the incorporated places are them-
selves also minor civil divisions. St. Louis, Baltimore, and 82
cities in Virginia are independent of any county organization.
In a number of instances such as Philadelphia, New Orleans, and
San Francisco, the incorporated place iy coextensive with the
county in which it is located. New York City, on the other hand,
is made up of five counties. An incorporated place may be

- two or more minor civil divlsions or in two or mopy
t%ﬁi}:l:;“ ;Zme, however, incorporated places are chartered by
a State, no place can be located In two States, and adjoining
places of the same name in two States are quite separate iy.
corporations.

Populstion of places by type~~The numbers and population of
all places of various types are presented 1n table K. The 18083
{ncorporated places of 18660 had 2 combined population of abau
118 million, or 65 percent of the total population. The 1,578 uyp.
incorporated places of 1,000 or more had a population of about
8.5 million, and the 125 urban towns or townships and 1 urbay
county, a population of about 8.8 mitlion. Classified by sige,
incorporated places run the entire gamut from small to nrge,
In 1060, there were 2,455 such places with a population of less
than 200 and all 51 of the places of 260,000 tnbabitants or more
were incorporated places, Unincorporated places are arbitrarily
cut off at the lower end of the size distribution at 1,000 and are
heavilf concentrated in the range from 1,000 to §,000, although
there was one unincorporated place of slightly more than 100,000,
There are, of course, a great many unincorporated places with
fewer than 1,000 inhabitants. Similarly, the definition of urban
towns and townships places an arbitrary lower 1imit on thelr alge.
Places of this type tended toward concentration within the range
from 10,000 to 50,000,

Of the incorporated places, 1,214 were boroughs, 0,911 were
cities, 6,085 were towns, and 4,878 weore villages. Illinols had
the largest number of Incorporated places—-1,247, If we ex.
clude the Distriet of Columbla and Hawail, where Hilo and
Honolulu are considered citles, the amallest number of Incos.
porated places in any one State 1s the elght in Rhode Island.
The number and types of Incorporated places by States are shown
in table 27,

Changes in city size, 1850 to 1960.~Between 1950 and 1960, &
number of shifts took place in the rank of the leading cilies
(table 29). Among the 10 most populous cities, B kept their
1950 ranking, The citles which ranked first and second in
1950—New York and Ohicago-retained thelr positions in 1960,
ag did Detroit, Baltimore, and Washlngton, which occupled fifeh,
sixth, and ninth place, respectively. Xos Angeles replaced
Philadelphia ag the third most populous city. Houston became
one of the 10 most populous citles for the first time, reaching the
seventh position and replacing Cleveland, whichh now ranks as
the eighth most populous city. St. Louls dropped from eighth
to tenth place; and Boston, which occupled the tenth position in
1850, dropped to thirteenth in 1900. Among the top ffty cities
in 1960, the greatest gaing fu rank were made by Phoenlx, which
roge to twenty-ninth place from ninety-ninth, In 1950, and by
Tampa, which rose to forty-elghth place from eighty-0fth place.

TasLe K.—Poruration v Grours oF INCORPORATED AND UninNcorporatEp Praces CLAssiFIED AGGORDING TO Sizk: 1960 AND 1950

[Urban towns and townships were not recognized in 1950]

1960 1960
Bize of place Incorporated places | Unincorporated places | Urban tow?s alnd town-{ Incorporated places | Unincorporated placss
ships
Number | Population |Number | Population | Number Population [ Number | Population | Number | Population
ST e 18,088 | 115,910,865 | 1,576 | 6,583,649 125 | 3,818,560 | 17,145 | 06,108,257 1,470 3,946,768
Places of 1,000,000 0F 00O . oo vmreem oo b 17,484, 050 . .
Places of 500,000 to 1,000,000 18| 1310/981 [T e : - R
Places of 250,000 to 500,000. - 30 LT R Y N 03 8' 241' 500 )
Places of 100,000 to 250,000 X 70 | 11,384; 756 104,270 U 15, 461 B ) 0,478 003
Placas of 50,000 to 100,000- - 180 | 12, 511,961 485, 104 12 738, 887 126 | B 030 823
Flaces of 25,000 £0 50,000 - oo vae - 366 12,720, 408 858, 450 40 1,370 747 240 8710 807
Places of 10,000 to 25,000 ... _._. - 078 | 15,061, 679 101 1, 585, 850 55 '940,7 78 | 11 50
Flaces of 5,000 to 10,000 J 12| olo0s0) 78 104 88, 186 g 00,7 L0 | 7,580, b1
Places of 2,500 to 5,000 -l L7es | 6,237,730 a9 | 1,304, 266 10 8,024 | 1667 ' 519, 670
Places of 1,000 0T 2,500 - - cne o oo mmvmvvme e mmmemmmce e 3,518 5,670,178 956 1,477, 566 |onen . h i 5, 612,
Places under 1,000 oo ooo oo oooeen G874 ) 408dm ) T e BB | 4 p o
""""""""" 1 1] 1]

! Ineludes one urban county (Arlington, Va,) with a population of 163,401,
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The largest drops in rank were experienced by Jergey City, which
fell from thirty-seventh place in 1950 to forty-seventh in 1960,
and by Newark, which fell from twenty-first to thirtieth place
during this period.

Statistics for cities of 25,000 or more that increased by more
than 100 percent in the decade 1950 to 1960 are presented
in table . Many of these cities annexed large areas during the
decade.

TasLe L—~Crries oF 25000 or More IN 1950 WHicH IN-
CREASED BY 100 PERCENT or More BETWEEN 1950 AND 1960

1860 population
Inorsase, in territory
Rank 1050 to 1000 | annexed between
aceord- 1950 and 1960
ing to
per- City 1960 1950
cent AS per~
in~ Num- | Per- | Num- | contof
orease ber cent her (the 1850
to 1060 L
Increase
1 | Tueson, Arlz o . 212,802 | 45,454 | 167,438 | 868.4 | 167,112 00.8
2 | Phoenix, Ariz... 480,170 | 106,818 | 332,352 | 311.1 | 832,398 100, 0
3 | Parma, Ohfo.... .| B2,B45 | 28,807 | 058,048 | 186.7 [coecroccn|ecnmannn
4 | Odessa, TeXn8.. ccuu-- 80,838 | 20,496 | 60,848 | 172.4 ; 51,171 100. 6
5 | Newport News, Va...| 113,602 | 42,858 | 71,304 | 168.3 | 71,420 100. 2
6 { Ban Leandro, Onlif. 05,002 | 27,642 | 88,420 | 189.5 | 87,7066 08. 8
7 | Vallejo, Cnll(’..._ 60,877 | 26,038 | 94,830 | 183.8 | 37,000 107.9
8 | Fort Lauderda 83,648 | 30,828 | 47,820 | 130.8 8, 640 ,
9 | Tamps, Fla____. -| 274,070 | 124,681 | 150,280 | 120.5 | 140,331 93, 4
10 | Banta Ana, Callf...... 100,850 | 46,533 | 54,817 | 120.4 | 20,007 63.0
11 { 8an Jose, Calll......... 204,100 | 05,280 | 108,010 | 114.8 | 00, 880 01.2
12 | 11 Paso, ToX08ummueanmn 270,087 | 130,485 | 146,202 | 112.0 | 124, 185 84.0
18 Albu%uorqua, N, Mox.| 201,180 { 00,816 | 104,874 | 107.8 | 23,646 2.7
14 | Palo Alto, Callfa-.cua- 52,287 | 26,476 | 26,812 | 106,2 | 17,083 66,0

1 A figure greater than 100.0 indloates & deoline in population in 1060 territory of olty.
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Annexations.—The population figure for an incorporated place
at earlier censuses applies to the area of the place at the time
of the given census. Hence, the indicated change in population
reflects the effect of any annexations or detachments. In order
to permit the analysis of the relative importance of population
growth within old boundaries and of population added by annexa-
tion, separate counts of the population in annexed areas were
made for the first time in the 1960 Census. The figures are pre-
gented in table 9 of the State reports. There were 88 million
persons in 1960 living in territory annexed between 1950 and 1960
by incorporated places of 2,600 or more in 1950. Here (table
M) statistics on annexations are pregented for cities of 25,000
or more which had a population of 10,000 or more in the area
annexed since 1950. An additlonal 57 cities of this size had
between 5,000 and 10,000 persons living in areas annexed be-
tween 1950 and 1960, Tables P and Q give some indication of
the relation between annexation and the rates of change in the
population of the central cities of SMSA's during the decade.

Detachments from cities are far less frequent than annexa-
tions, and, for the most part, involve smaller areas. Informa-
tion on the population residing in the detached areas was ob-
tained for three cities, The largest number of persons involved
was the 5,400 persons living in the area detached from Tuskegee,
Ala. The numbers in the areas detached from White Bear Lake,
Minn,, and Brownwood, Texas, were 880 and 976, respectively.
The detachment from Tuskegee, however, was subgequently nulli-
fied by judicial action.

STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS

Definition,—It has long been recognized that for many types
of analysis it is necessary to consider as a unit the entire popu-

TasLe M.—Crrizs or 25,000 ok Moz v 1950 Wrcer Hap 10,000 InnaBrrants ok More Livine v TERRITORY ANNEXED BerwreN
1950 AND 1960

Population living in Population living in Population Hving in
nexed torrlt annexed territory nnnexad territory
" );?1 1%%:! ory in 1060 in 1960
Rank ank { cit Rank Olty
Oty Percent R ’ Porcont Parcent
of 1960 of 1060 of 1060
Numbor opu- Number opu- Numher FOYW
ﬁxt’l’on ation : ation
of olty of clity of city
1| PhoendX, Ariz.aucmcnenneen 332,308 76.7 368 | Omaha, Nebr.. 40,916 13.4 70 | Oharleston, W. Va 18, 685 21,8
2 | Houston, Tex.. NI TN 26.8 37 | Denvyer, Colo.. 38, 983 7.8 71 | Orlando, Fla.. 18, 301 21.0
8 | Dallns, Tox. . 192,707 28,4 38 | 8an Leandro, O 87,768 57.3 792 | Lawton, Okla. %8. 62 e
4 | Atlants, Ga.. 171,407 35.2 30 | Vallejo, Cslif. 87, 600 61,8 78 { Palo Altoé(Jﬂlﬂ. B 3. g%g 2.4
§ | Tueson, Arlz 167,112 78,5 40 | Austin, Tox.. 87,868 20,0 74 | Albany, QR occecennaeanns 17, .
68 | Tomps, Flo...ceen. . 140, 831 51,0 41 | Portsmouth, Vo.eone.. . 38,719 32,0 76 | Ann Arbor, Mich......... 16,199 24,8
7 | 8an Antonls, Tex- | 139403 28,7 42 | Qreensboro, N.C. . 36,117 30.2 76 | Bigh Point, N.O... . 16,118 %23
HE e AR (o e B TR (ARt s B
9 | Milwaukoee, Wis. - 123, 870 10.7 44 ubbog 0K . \ ' mnan " g
10 | Tulsa, OKlA.....2222220000 101, 325 88,7 45 | Tackson, Miss -oonrwmmooes 33, 004 238 79 | Terra Haute, Ind._ . 15,250 210
11 | 8an Jogse, Callf. eeneeoen. 99, 380 487 40 | Dayton, Ohj0..wwannmrua- 32,772 12,5 80 | Waco, Tex.... 15,132 15. 5
12 | Norfolk, Va.._. I sssu 28.0 47 | Kalnmazop, Mioh : 29, 970 36.5 81 | Parkersburg, W, 14,487 ﬁg
HE Ao I H e e ni g B
chita, ANS. .. .- " ] 2. ants Ana @ 3 L9011 83 | Liecatur, Llle.w-. ) d
16 | Columbhs, Ohfo. ..~ A 7,636 16.0 50 | Raleigh, N.O.. 28, 636 30,4 84 | Montgomery, Als..._._.. 18,767 10.2
16 | Newport News, Va.. 71,420 62,8 &1 | Madison, Wis... . 27,809 22,0 85 | Danville, Vo.eoceanoannns 13,482 28,0
17 | Okishoma Oity, Okla 70, 176 218 &2 | Fort Wnyne, Ind. : 20, 908 16.6 80 | Little Rock, Ark o 13,219 12.3
HEGTEN I 1D e (8 N R 1] o et /|
an Diego, Oalif. ... 5, 1. avennal, Ga.. . X .0 | 88 | Pensocols, Flo....... - 3, 2
20 Moblle.gAiu ..... m——— 62,875 30.8 55 | Reokford, T...-----.. 27 24, 849 10,6 80 | San Bernavrdino, Oalif.-_ - 12, 803 13.9
21 | Touisville, Ky ..coeme... 02,220 15,9 56 | West Allls, WiSeemmeeeeunn 24,330 35,7 90 | Birmingham, Ala. 12,714 3.7
2 | Tong Boach, Unliforrey| 68,150 17.2 67 | Pueblo, Oolo..... ) 24; 136 26. 5 91 | Owensboro, Kv. 12,858 2.0
28 | Fort Worth, Tex... . 66, 700 15,9 58 | Balkarsfleld, Oalif - 23,0768 42,2 Stxlinnbhulls.,.. 12,582 e
24 | Charlotte, N.O. ... 0, 706 28,1 59 | Bilings, Mont, .ex--. - 23, 865 45,2 03 | Groat -mﬁj Mon o a8
25 | Bacramento, Califu.u. ... 52,672 27,6 60 | Albuquerque, N. Mex._... 23, 646 1L 8 04 | Longing, Mich.. ' h
0
26 | Odessa, Tex 51,171 63.7 61 | Colorado Springs, Colo 22,708 32.3 05 | New Albany, Ind....e.... 11,339 30,
27 | Indisnapolis, Ind 47,440 10.0 62 | Wauwntoss, Wis._. 20, 385 35.8 96 | Portiand, Orez.... 1(1), 8%3 lgg
% XV mmitlrl‘ e - i §5(3) o4 Ki‘lmmﬁssim'\gm" o 3% %1 o %3?33‘%’33’ N 10,893 a3
maurillo, Tex.. 6 2. exandris, Vo... X V1L 08 | Tyler, TeXeeeenaa- ) -
30 | Fresno, Oallf.. A4, 567 33.3 66 | Winston-Salem, N.Co..... 20, 003 18.0 90 | Rono, NOV-ooooommeemcen- 10,629 0.7
15,6
31 | Abilene, TeX. .. —vecuenne 43,930 48,6 66 | Glendale, Callfenceoecenan 10, 478 16.3 100 | Joliet, Il crmecmecmnennnen 10, 380 g
32 | Corpus Chrigfl, Tex....... 43,638 26.0 67 | Toledo, Ohlo..._-... 19,171 6.0 101 Eugahei Orez.-_ 10,381 2.4
33 | Columbug, Ga.,...-. . 43, 469 37,2 68 | Des Moines, Iows.. 18,037 9.1 102 | Asheville, N.C.. 0,10 207
34 | Topeka, Kans.... B, 42,020 36.2 69 | Btockton, Oalifecmncocu-nan 18,810 21.8 103 | Appleton, Wis.... X .
36 | Kansas Oity, MO-conuenen 42,018 8.8




X1V Introduction

Jlation in and around a city the actlvities of which form an
integrated economic and social system. Prior to the 1950 Census,
areas of this type had been defined in somewhat different ways
for different purposes and by varlous agencies, X.eading ex-
amples were the metropolitan districts of the Censug of Popuia-
tion, the industrial areas of the Census of Manufactures, and

the labor market areas of the Bureau of Employment Security.,

To permit all Federal statistical agencies to utilize the same
areas for the publication of general-purpoge statistics, the Bu-
reau of the Budget has established “standard metropolitan statis-
tieal areas” (SMSA's). Every city of 50,000 inhabitants or
more aceording to the 1960 Census of Population is inciuded in
an SMSA., .

The definitions and titles of standard metropolitan statistical
areas are established by the Bureau of the Budget with the
advice of the Federal Committee on Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Areas. This Committee is composed of representa-
tives of the major statistical agencies of the Federal Government.
The criteria used by the Bureau of the Budget in establishing the
SMS8A's are presented below. (See the Bureau of the Budget
publication Standerd Metropolitan Statistical Areas, U.S. Gov-
ernment Printing Office, Washington 25, D.C,, 1961).

The definition of an indlvidual standard metropolitan statisti-
cal area involves two considerations: firsgt, a city or cities of
specified population to congtitute the central city and to identify
the county in which it is located as the central county; and,
second, economic and social relationships with contiguous coun-
ties which are metropolitan in character, so that the periphery
of the specific metropolitan area may be determined.® Standarad
metropolitan statistical areas may cross State lines,

Population criterla—The criteria for population relate to a city
or cities of specified size according to the 1960 OCensus of
Population.

1, Bach standard metropolitan statistical area must ineclude
at least:
a. One city with 50,000 inhabitants or more, or
b. Two cities having contiguous boundaries and constitut-
ing, for general economic and social purposes, 2 single com-
munity with a combined population of at least 50,000, the
smaller of which must have a population of at least 15,000,
2, If two or more adjacent counties each have a city of
50,000 inhabitants or more (or twin cities under 1b) and the
cities are within 20 miles of each other (city limits to city limits),
they will be included in the same area unless there is definite
evidence that the two cities are not economically and socially
integrated.

Criteria of metropolitan character.—The criteria of metropoli-
tan character relate primarily to the attributes of the contiguous
county as a place of work or as a home for a concentration of
nonagricultural workers.

3. At least 75 percent of the labor force of the county must
be in the nonagricultural labor force.”

4, In addition to criterion 3, the county must meet at least
one of the following condifions:

a. It must have 50 percent or more of its population living
in contiguous minor civil divisions® with a density of at least
150 persons per square mile, in an unbroken chain of minor
civil divisions with such density radiating from a central city
in the area.

8 Central cltles are those appearing in the standard metropolitan statis-
tical area tifle. A ‘contiguous” county either adjoins the county or
counties contrining the largest city in the area, or adjoins an interme-
diate county Integrated with the central county. There is no limit to
the number of tlers of outlying metropolitan counties so long as all other
eriteria are met,

7 Nonagrieultural labor force is defined as those employed in nonagri-
cultural oceupations, those experienced unemployed whose lagt occupation
was a nonagricultural occupation, members of the Armed Forces, and new
workers,

8 A contiguous minor civil division either adjoins a central clty in a
standard metropolitan statistical area or adjoins an Intermediate minor
clvil divislon of qualifying population density., There is no limit to the
number of tiers of contiguous minor civil divisions so long as the minimum
density requirement is met in each tler,

b, The number of nonagricultural workera employed in
the county must equal at least 10 percent of the number of
nonagricultural workers employed in the county containing the
largest city in the area, or the county must be the place of
employment, of 10,000 nonagricultural workers. ]

¢. The nonagricultural labor force living in the county
must equal at least 10 percent of the number in the nonagricul-
tural labor force living in the county containing the largest.city
in the area, or the county must be the place of residence of a
nonagricultural lahor force of 10,000.

5. In New England, the city and town are administratively
more important than the county, and data are compiled locally
for such minor ecivil divisions. Here, towns and cities are the
units used in defining standard metropolitan statistical areas,
In New England, hedause smaller units are used and more re-
stricted areas result, 2 population density criterion of at least
100 persons per square mile is used as the measure of metro-
politan character.

Criteria of integration.~The e¢riteria of integration relate pri-
marily to the extent of economic and social communication be-
tween the outlying counties and central county.

6. A county is regarded as integrated with the county or
counties containing the central cities of the area if either of the
following criterin is met:

8. 16 percent of the workers living in the county work
in the county or counties containing central cities.of the area, or

b. 25 percent of those working in the county live in the
county or counties containing central cities of the area.

Only where data for criteria 6a and 6b are not conclusive are
other related types of information used as necessary. This in-
formation includes such itéms as average telephone calls per
subscriber per month from the county to the county containing
central cities of the area; percent of the population in the county
located in the central city telephonme exchange area; newspaper
circulation reports prepared by the Audit Bureau of Circulation;
analysis of charge accounts in retail stores of central cities to
determine the extent of their use by residents of the contiguous
county ; delivery service practices of retail stores in central cities;
official traffic counts; the extent of public transportation facili-
ties in operation between central citles and communities in the
contiguous county; and the extent to which local planning groups
and other civic organizations operate jointly.

Oriteria for titles,.—The criteria for titles relate primarily to
the size and number of central cities,
7. The complete title of an SMSA identifies the central city
or cities and the State or States in which the SMSA is located:

a. The name of the standard metropolitan statistical
area includes that of the largest city.

b. The addition of up to two city names may be made in
the area title, on the basis and im the order of the following
criteria: ‘
(1) The additional city has at least 250,000 inhabitants.
{2) The additional city has a population of one-third or
more of that of the largest city and a minimuom population of
25,000, except that both city names are used in those instances
where cities qualify under criterion 1b. (A city which quali-
fied as a secondary central city in 1950 but which does not
qualify in 1960 has been temporarily retained as a central city.)
c. In addition to ecity names, the area title contain
the name of the State or States in which the area is located.
Relation to earlier censuses.—In the 1950 Census reports, data
were presented for standard metropolitan areas (SMA’s) and.
in several earlier censuses a somewhat similar type of area called
the ‘“metropolitan district” was used. In 1958, the criteria for
delineating SMA’s were revised by the Bureau of the Budget,
and, in 1959, the areas were designated as standard metropolitan
statistical areas. The comparative figures shown here for 1950
apply to the SMSA as defined in 1960

Standard consolidated areas.—In view of the special importance
of the metropolitan complexes around New York and Chicago,
the Nation’s largest citles, several contiguous SMS8A’s and ad-
ditional counties that do not appear to meet the formal integra-
tion criteria but do have strong interrelationships of other kinds
have been combined into the New York-Northeastern New Jersey
and the Chicago-Northwestern Indiana Standard Consolidated
Areas, respectively. The former is identical with the New York—
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Northeastern New Jersey SMA. of 1950, and the latter corresponds Rico—Mayagiiez, Ponce, and San Juan. The largest of these,
roughly to the Chicago SMA of 1950 (two more counties having San Juan, had a population of 588,805, slightly larger than the
been added).

Rochester area and slightly legs than the Jersey City area.
Relation between population in standard metropolitan statistical
arefs and urbanized areas.—The urbanized area can be character-

TasLE O.~PoruLATION IN GROUPS OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN
ized ag the physical city as distinguished from both the legal

SratisticaL Arras CLASSIFIED AccORDING TO SI1ZE! 1940 TO

city and the metropolitan community. In most cases urbanized 1960

areas are smaller than SMSA’s and are contained in SMSA’s. [Data relate to arcas as defined for 1060]

However, in a few instances, the fact that the boundarieg of

SMS8A’s are determined by county lines, and those of urbanized Number of areas Population

areas by the pattern of urban growth, means that there are small Size of area

segments of urbanized areas which lie outside SMSA’s, In gen- 1960 | 1950 | 1340 1980 - 1950 1940
eral then, urbanized areas represent the thickly gettled@ portions

of the SMSA’s, Because of discontinuities in land settlement, Total...oo—.. 212 | - 212|212 112,885,178 | 89,316,903 | 72,834,408
there are also some cages in which a single SMSA. containg geveral 8,000,000 or moro. ..... 5 5 8 | 81,763 400 | 25,788,867 | 18, 476, 197
urbanized areas. As the foregoing discussion suggests, the popu- éb%?gb%ogo“f,gboo?onboo?‘.: % 3 1 ?3: 3{2: &7 }21235: o8 }?: ﬁz‘sgi 807
lation in urbanized arens, but outside SMSA's, is relatively small 350,000 to 00,000....-... ol W Bt sani) oL
as compared with the population in SMSA’s outside urbanized Under 100,000-.._—_.| 22 43 72 | 1,761,407 | 5,205,234 | 5, 005, 527
areas. Thuys, slightly less than 1 percent of the population of

urbanized areas was in areas outside SMSA's (table N). The .

population of SMBSA’s outside urbanized areas, however, con- Trends in population, 1850 to 1960.—The paputation of 1120
stitutes a larger proportion of the total population of SMSA's million in standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's)
(15.8 percent), Thig situation reflects, as might be expected, the represents an increase of 238.6 million, or 26.4 percent, over the
existence of conslderable rural area in metropolitan counties, 80.3 million inhabitants of these areas in 1950 (table P).
particularly outside the Northeast. SMSA’s stand in marked contrast with the remainder of the

countiry in which the rate of increase was only 7.1 percent.
The 5.6 million Increase in the population of central citles

to a total of 58.0 million persons in 1980, represented a 10.8

percent increase over the 1950 population, a rate of growth con-

TasLe IN.—PoruraTion v aNp Oursie UrpaNizep Arras
AND STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAs: 1960

In Outglde

stondard standard siderably less than that for the country ag a whole. In the out-
Loontion Population || melropolltan | metrepclitan lying parts of the SMSA’s, however, the population increased by
areas arons 48.5 percent between 1950 and 1900, growing from 36.9 million

persons to 549 million. Of the increase of about 28 million for
179,823,176 | 112,885,178 66, 437, 997 the United States during the decade, about 84 percent occurred

08, 848, 487 05, 076, 272 772, 216 5 an two-third curred outside the central
88,474,088 || 17,808,000 | 65, 005, 782 In SMSA’s and nearly hirds oc d

cities.
The metropolitan-nonmetropolitan pattern of increase varied
Standard metropolitan statistical areas in Puerto Rico.— congiderably among the regions, The population in and outside
There are three standard metropolitan statistical areas in Puerto metropolitan arens of the Northeast increased at about the same

TasLe P—Porurarion or StaNDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY REGIONS, For THE UNrTED STATES: 1960 AND 1950
. [Minus stgn (~) denotes decresse]

Ohange, 1650 to 1060
Roglon and commponent parts of BMBA 1960 1950 Total anu%e%!%rgﬁglgg;lw of From annexations
Number Percent Number Percent Number Peroont
UNITED STATES
In SMSA'S. .auccennnn v n—————— R 112, 885, 178 89,3186, 503 28, 568, 278 26.4 23, 508, 25 2604 [cmmecmmmannce—- .

MR e ——————— 2404 2 14} LR 83 Ao oaf| -tEnd| -l

In SMSA'S....H?.ET? -I?.-A-S_'_I:» [ 35, 346, 505 81, 267, 169 4,079, 336 13.0 4,079,336 13,0 |..- -
o —————— 111 I 8- I 4.1 Wil ot wol| b &3

In SMSA'BNORTH CENTRAL. ..... - 30, 959, 961 25,074,674 5, 885, 287 23,6 5, 885, 287 23,8 |.uun
Ontatdo oon e sies o I 7 1 B 4+ IR wh| ol em We| e i

In SMSA's, S.?UTH 26,447, 395 19,417,751 7,020,644 36,2 7,029, 844 [ - SRR PR
o T — DinE|  hate| Slmno Fo  odneh #3| BT .

In SMBA'S..... WEST 20,181, 317 13, 657, 309 6,574,008 48.5 6, 574, 008 £8,5 [wunumnrannncnocn|oancmrannannes
R — domasr | oool|  4sonoi il piom wi| -thLe A7
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rate (13.0 and 13.6 respectively), that of central cities decreased
by about 3 percent, and that of the suburban ring increased
by more than one-third. In the North Central States, the rate
of increase in metropolitan areas was over three times that out-
side metropolitan areas (23.5 vs. 6.6 percent). Central cities
showed a modest increase of 4 percent, and the suburban ring
inereased by 56 percent. In the South, the population of stand-
ard metropolitan statistical areas increased at a rate 13 times
as great ag the population living outside such areas (36.2 vs.
2,7 percent) ; that of central cities increased by more than one
quarter, and that of the suburban ring by almost one-half, In
the West, the population of the metropolitan areas increased at
more than twice the rate of the population of nonmetropolitan
areas (49 vs, 19 percent). The rate of increase for central cities
was about 31 percent and that of the outlying area about 66
percent,

The variations in rates of increase among SMSA's of different
sizes were less extensive (table Q). The population increased
most rapidly in those SMSA’s that ranged in size from 500,000
te 1,000,000, where the rate of increase was 36.0 percent. Among
the SMSA’s of other size classes, the rate of population growth
ranged only from a low of 232 percent for those areas of
3,000,000 or more to 25.8 percent for areas of 100,000 to 250,000
The relation between growth rates of central cities and outlying
areas was clearly assoclated with the size of the SMSA., In the
five SMSA’s of 3,000,000 or more, the gain in central cities was
only 1 percent whereas the increase in the suburban ring was
71 percent. Progressively, as size declined, the rate of growth

Introduction

of central cities increased in relation to that of the ring, so that
in SMSA's of less than 100,000, the rate for the central cities
(29 percent) exceeded that for the ring (11 percent).

Annexations of territory from the outlying areas by central
cities considerably affected the rates of population change during
the decade within the two components of SMSA's (table P). Of
the increase of 10.8 percent in the population of central cities,
9.8 percent resulted from annexations, and only 1.5 percent
from the increase of population within the 1950 city limits. The
58.0 million persons in central cities in 1960 included 4.9 mil-
lion living in sections that had been annexed to these citiea
gince the previous census. Large differences existed in the rela-
tive contributions resulting from annexations among the central
cities of SMSA’s of the various slze classes and regions. The
smallest change in central cities from annexations occurred In
metropolitan areas of 8,000,000 or more, where these gains
amounted to only 0.4 percent, compared to an increase of 0.8
percent through growth within the 1950 city limits, In SMSA's
of 1,000,000 to 8,000,000, the population within the 1850 bound-
aries of central cities declined by 2.2 percent, but annexations
added 7.8 percent to the 1950 total. In each of the size clagses
of SMSA’s with fewer than one million inhabitants, more than
two-thirds of the increase in the population of central citles
resulted from annexations.

In the North Central States and in the Northeast, the popula-
tion within the 1950 limits of central cities declined by 2 to 3
percent; but in the former region, annexations of territory con-

taining nearly one milllon persons in 1960 enabled the central

TasLE Q.—PoPULATION OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY SiZE OF AREA: 1960 AND 1950
[Minus slgn (—) denotes decrease]

Change, 1850 to 1960
Size {n 1960 and component parts of SMSA 1960 1950 Total Based on 1050 limits of From annexations
central cities
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
ALL S1ZES
In SMBA. -« oo 112,885,178 89, 316, 903 23,568,275 26,4 23, 568, 275 E-1 3 O R DU
0 A L 58, 004, 334 52,371,370 5, 632, 958 10.8 767,200 15 4,851, 483 9.3
Outside central oitfes..._.._J 0 11TTIITTTITT 54, 880, 844 36, 946, 524 17,936, 820 48,6 22, 801, 066 eL7| -4 sgﬁ 488 ~13.1
3,000,000 OR MORE
In SMSA'S. . oo 31,763, 499 25,788,967 5,974, 532 23,2 5,974,532 35 2 U S,
Central ofboB. oo eeemeee oo 17,898, 227 17, 855, 217 178,010 1.0 09,318 0.6 3, 602 0.4
Outside eentral eitfes.... . 2117 TTTTITTIITIIT 13,935, 272 8,133,750 5,801, 522 n.3 5,875, 214 72.2 —;s: 602 0.9
1,000,000 TO 8,000,000
In SMBAB. e 29,818, 571 28,858, 113, 5,960, 453 25.0 5,960,458 26,0 e e
Centralefttes. ... ... 12, 707, 503 12,037, 125 670, 378 5.6 - - 7.
Outalde central citfes.._...___.._.. 1TTTITTTTIT 17,111, 068 11, 820, 088 290, 080 4.8 6 %3,’%2 w1 —8381 oo —-853
500,000 TO 1,000,000
In SMSA'S_ o ooeon e 19,214, 817 14,125,628 5,089, 189 26,0 5,089, 189 Y1 IS I
10, 126, 084 8,340, 585 1,786, 089 2.4 806, 636 4.8 1,380, 468 18.7
9, 088, 133 5,785, 048 3, 303, 080 .1 4,692, 653 81,1 ~1,380, 468 -34.0
15,829, 067 12,603, 137 3,225,930 2,6 3,225,930 01 3 (RN R,
7, 760, 697 6,671, 881 1,079, 218 16,2 148, 234 2.2 082, 982 1.0
8, 078, 470 5,931, 756 2,146, 714 36,2 3,079, 698 51,9 -ogz, 982 —15.7
100,000 'TO 250,000
In SMBA'S. oL 14,497, 817 11, 525, 685 2,972,132 | 25,8 2,972,132 28 N R
Central eftles.. ... oo o 8, 236, 563 6,617, 824 1,617, 990 2.4
Outside central eitfes.__, -7 __..11177TTITITTITTT 6 262, 264 4, 608, 061 1, 354, 203 7.8 2, %g?; i 58 _i,' 33312344 iy
UNDER 100,000
InSMSA™. e 1,761, 407 1,415,373 346,034 24,4 346, 034 L7 % NN AR
Oentral citles.....__ ... 1, 356, 770 1, 049, 447 306, 323 2.2
Outside eentral elties....______. I 17777777 405, 637 366, 926 39,711 10,0 2221 3% 6.9 _?ﬁg: }3'5 -ﬁé
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TasLy R—PoruLaTioN oF STATEs BY METROPOLITAN-NONMETROPOLITAN RESIDENCE: 1960 AND 1950
[Pigures relate to arens as definad for 1060, Minus sign {(~) denotes deoraass]

)

1960 1950 Percont hm‘eaae, . 1960 1850 Percent inorease,
1650 to 1060 1850 to 1960
Htate - Btate
In Outslde In OQutside In Outside In Outside In Outside In Outstde
BMBA’s | 8MBA' | BMBA's | BMBA's { SMBA's | BMBSA's BMB8A’ | SMEA's | SMBA's | 8MS8A's | SMHBA's | SMBA"
United

States._.___ 112, 885, 178 {66, 437, 997 (89, 316, 908 |62, 008, 895 26,4 T.1 1,819, 845 | 2, 118,891 1, 885, 762 18.0 -0.9
22, 333 108, 902 482, 122 40.0 8.3
Alabame...ceurauae 1,488,101 | 1, 778.839 1,280, 249 | 1,881,404 21,0 —~2,9 881, 287 416, 458 900, 085 27.3 -81
A - 1 L1 - "128,648 oo 5.8 78, 510 08, 404 61, 589 115.0 9.4
4 - 872, 051 472,986 27 08, 4 4.8 409, 284 05, 2567 437,986 3.0 14.0

A 1, 444,921 208, 501 1 1, 816, 0i0 18,8 —~10.8
Californla.......... 13, 500. 821 2, 126,388 | 8,988, 666 1, 597, 568 51.2 33.1 4,787,604 | 1,270,178 | 8, 086, 560 848, 760 0.1 50.7
- - 262, 199 688, 824 145,673 538, 514 80.0 2.4
Colorado.ceunes unn 1,101,882 562, 115 7176, 830 548, 260 53, 4 2.5 1y, 352. 893 | 2,420,611 |12, 656, 238 | 2, 178, 054 13.4 11.8
Oonneotiout ....... 1,948, 427 568,807 | 1, 576, 688 430, 562 2.7 82.1 || North Carolins_.__| 1,116,210 | 8, 436, 045 806, 786 | 3, 185, 108 4.8 8.6
.......... 307, 446 138, B46 218, 879 90, 208 40.5 40.0 || North Dakota..... 66, 047 568, 409 88, 877 560, 760 13.7 0.8

Distrlct o( Golum-
[T Y 763,088 | ...... 802,178 [ceurrmnann —4.8 {ereecan 6,748,362 | 2,958,085 | 5, 445,808 | 2, 501, 232 23.9 18.3
Florlda. ..o voneaaes 8,246,828 | 1,704,784 | 1,679,970 | 1,001,335 03.3 56,2 1,021, 810 | %, 806, 674 775,504 | 1,457, 847 a7 ~10,4
- 800, 978 877,700 740, 208 776, 043 10,5 13.1
1,814,000 | 2,120,047 | 1,834,381 | 2,110,197 88.9 0.9 Ponnsylvanln ...... 8,813,274 | 2, 508,002 | 8,024,082 | 2,473, 380 0.8 1.3
500, 409 (1‘2(55.2,. !;gi]i 353, 020 bég' ’g’g," 41,8 —igg Rhode Island. ... 740, 819 118, 669 607, 578 04, 320 6.2 25.8
[N {3 11) O ) 887 |-cearreenn 3

7,754,082 | 2,820,226 | 6,430,002 | 2,278, 114 . 4 2.8 || South Oarolina..... 768,024 { 1, 614, 570 572,089 | 1, 544, 088 3.0 4.6
2, 241, 807 2. 421,101 | 1,796,904 | 2,187, 820 4.7 13.8 ]| Bouth Dakota. ... 86, 576 503, 039 70,810 581, 830 22.1 2.1
Tennessee.... 1,682,747 | 1,034, 842 | 1,840, 511 | 1,942, 207 21,0 —0.4
015,762 | 1,841,775 776,866 | 1,844,707 18,0 ~0,2 1| Texss....cnnn 6,072,706 | 8, 500, 071 4, 2&7, 442 3 443,762 42,3 18
813, 804 1.364,80 555, 809 1 840 400 48, 4 L1]| Utaho........ 600, 770 G, 857 440, 128 248, 788 3. 5 16. 5

1, 030 088 | 2,002,118 840, 476 2 098 3831 22. 4 —4,6
L 627. 157 | 1,620,865 | 1,224, 675 | 1,458, 841 32,9 1L7 || Vermont....oeeeeeo]omonnacaaaan 380,881 foooovanoan LY i 3,3
190, 050 778, 815 188, 308 725, 406 1.4 7.8 || Virginia.._. 2,020,626 | 1,048,323 | 1,462,898 | 1,855, 782 8.1 4.0
‘Washington.. -1 1,800,948 1 052. 260 | 1,427,818 951, 847 26.2 10.8
Maryland...oeanoon 2, 425, 340 675,348 | 1,708, 982 570, 019 3.5 16,6 || West Virginia...... 575, 187 1, 286, 284 558,217 | 1, 449, 335 3.4 ~11.3
Massachusetts. ... 4,387, 101 761,477 | 4,041,701 048, 723 8.5 17.4 {| Wisconein. .cuenoo 1,828, 871 | 2,122,808 { 1,456, 157 l 078, 418 25.8 7.3
Miobigan.... 5,720,002 | 2, 102. 502 | 4,562,870 | 1,810, 398 28,7 16,6 || Wyoming..o oo 830,008 }oeonenmennn 290 17 (R, 18.6

Minnesota. ... 1, 762, 608 | 1,001,180 | 1,387,478 1 5056, 005 20.8 4.1

Misslssippl .. 187, 046 l 001 008 142, 184 | 2, 086, 760 3.8 ~2.2

cities to show an Increase of 4 percent. The greatest numerical
and proportionate Increases to central cities from annexations
occurred in the South and West; in the South this amounted to
about four-fifths of the increase experienced by central cities
between 1950 and 19060 (28.8 percent of the 28.5 percent) and in
the West, over one-half (16.9 percent of the 81.4 percent).

Of the 212 standard metropolitan statistical areas, 204 gained
population between 1950 and 1960, and 8 lost population (table
81). The areas with population losses were Altoona, Jersey City,
Johnstown, S8t. Joseph, Seranton, Texarkans, Wheeling, and
Wilkes-Barre—Hazleton. 8lx of these areas--St. Joseph and
Texarkana were the exceptions—had alse lost population in
the previous decade. In each of the declining areas, except St.
Joséph and Texarkana, the central citlies also lost population
(table 83)., The two gains In central cities resulted from an-
nexations of outlying territory; the population within the 1960
city limits declined. Of the 204 SMSA's that gained population,
138, or about two-thirds, had Increasges of 20 percent or more, and
62, or slighily less than three-tenths of all metropolitan areas,
had increases of one-third or more. One area, that of Fort
Lauderdale-Hollywood, almest quadrupled in population, with
an Increase of 297.9 percent. Six other areas, those of Las
Vegas, Midland, Orlando, S8an Jose, Odessa, and Phoenix, doubled
in population, experiencing increases ranging from 100.0 to 163.0
percent.

Population density~In 1080, the population per square mile of
land area for all of the 212 standard metropolitan statistical areas
in the United States was 364 as compared with 51 In the country
a8 a whole (table 84)., There were 2 standard metropolitan
statistical areas—Jersey Clty and New York-—with more than
8,000 inhabitants per square mile. At the other end of the scale
13 areas—Bakersfield, Billings, Duluth~Superior, Bugene, Fargo-
Moorhead, Great Falls, Laredo, Las Vegas, Pueblo, Reno, S8an
Angelo, San Bernardino-Riverside-Ontario, and Tucson—had a
population density of less than 50 per square mile. This extreme
variation in density among standard metropolitan areas is an
indication, of course, of the limitations of whole counties as a
basis for defining such areas, The area of San Bernardino
County, Oalif., for example, s greater than that of any of the

New England States except Maine and nearly 10 times that of the
New York Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area. In short,
in those parts of the country where counties are large, the use of
countles yields only a very rough approximation to the genuinely
metropolitan territory, although most of the population is con-
tained in genuinely metropolitan territory.

There was nlgo considerable variability in density among the
central cities of standard metropolitan statistical areas. Among
central cities, the number of persons per square mile ranged from
24,607 in New York to 880 in Lewiston-Auburn, For areas out-
side central cities, this figure ranged from 12,871 in the Jersey
Oity Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area to 1 in the Laredo
aresa.

STATE ECONOMIC AREAS AND
ECONOMIC SUBREGIONS

Definition of State ecomomic areas—State economic areas are
relatively homogeneous subdivisions of States. They consist of
single counties or groups of counties which have similar economic
and social characteristics. The boundaries of these areas have
been drawn in such a way that each State is subdivided into
relatively few parts, with each part having certain significant
characteristics which distinguishes it from adjolning areas.

The State economic areas were originally delineated for the
1050 Censuses, The grouping of the 3,103 counties or county
equivalents in 1950 into State economic areas was the produet
of a special study sponsored by the Bureau of the Census in
cooperation with the Bureau of Agricultural Hconomics and
geveral State and private agencies. The delineation procedure
was devised by Dr. Donald J. Bogue, then of the Scripps Founda-
tion for Research in Population Problexms, on loan to the Bureau
of the Census,®

The 1960 set of State economic areas represents & limited re-
vislon of the 1950 areas. This revision takes into account
changes in the definitions of standard metropolifan statistical
areas, but no attempt was made to reexamine the original prin-

® Por further discussion and meterlals on State economie areas and
their uses, see U.8. Bureau of the Census, State Hconomio Areas, u.8,
Government Printing Ofice, Washington, D. C., 1851,
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eiples or to apply them to more recent data relating to homo-
geneity. In addition, State economic areas were delineated for
. Alaska and Hawali for the first time. As a result of the revision,
the number of areas was increaged from 501 to 508. (In the re-
ports of the 1950 Census of Population, combination of areas
reduced the number of publication areas to 453.)

Relation to standard metropolitan statistical areas.—The com-
bination of counties into State economic areas has been made for
the entire country, and in this process the larger standard metro-
politan statistical areas (those in 1860 with a central city of
50,000 or more and a total population of 100,000 or more) have
been recognized as metropolitan State economic areas.® When a
standard metropolitan statistical area is located in two or more
States or economic subregions, each State part and each part
in an economie subregion becomes a separate metropolitan State
economic area. In New Hngland this correspondence of State
metropolitan State economic areas and standard metropolitan
statistical areas does not exist because State economic areas are
composed of whole counties, whereas standard metropolitan
statigtical areas are built up from towns., Here a county with
more than half its population in one or more standard metro-
politan statistical areas is classified as & metropolitan State
economic area if the county or a combination of couniies con-
taining the standard metropolitan statistical area or areas has
100,000 inhabitants or more. Of the State economic areas, 206 are
metropolitan,

Uses of State economic areas.-—In the establishment of State
economic areas, factors in addition fo industrial and commercial
activities were taken into account, Demographic, climatie, phys-
lographic, and cultural factors, as well as factors pertaining more
directly to the production and exchange of agricultural and
nonagricultural goods, were considered, The met result then is
e set of areas, intermediate in size between States, on the one
hand, and counties on the other, which are relatively homeo-
geneous with respect to a large number of characteristics, Areas
of this type are well adapted for use In a wide variety of studies
in which State data are neither sufficiently refined nor homo-
geneons and In which the manipulation of county data presents
real difficulty. Moreover, a standard set of areas, such ag these,

makes possible studieg in widely different flelds on a comparable
area basis,

Economic subregions,—These areas represent combinations of
State economic areas. The 509 State economic areas are con-
solidated into a set of 121 areas which cut across State lines but
which, as intended, preserve to a great extent the homogeneous
character of the State economic areas. No changes were made
in the boundaries of the 119 economic subregions of 1950 in con-
terminous United States. Two new subregions were established
for the 1960 Census, one in Alaska and one in Hawaii., The eco-
nomic subregions are perhaps best adapted to those analyses of
the geographic digtribution of characteristics of the population
within the country as a whole in which there i no need for the
recognition of State boundaries and in which the greater refine-
ment permitted by the larger number of areas ia desirable.

‘Figures on the population’ of the economic subregions and
Siate economic areas by urban and rural residence are presented
in table 38, and figure 7 shows the boundaries of the economic
subregions and State economic areas. The State economic area
in which a county is located is shown in table 24 in parentheses
following the county name. A letter designates a metropoiitan,
and a flgure & nonmetropolitan, State economic area.

i*In 1950 those standard metropolitan areas with a total population

of 100,000 or more in 1940 were recognized as metropolitan State economic
areas.

Introduction

SPECIAL CENSUSES

The Bureau of the Censug has an established procedure for
taking a special cengus at the request and expense of a local gov-
erment or community. (enerally, the areas for which special
censuses are taken are those which have experienced an unusual
increase in population, either because of changes in political
boundaries or because of relatively high in-migration. Speclal
censuses have also been taken to establish the population of
newly incorporated places. The areas in which gpecidl censuses
were conducted by the Bureau of the Census between April 1,
1950, and April 1, 1960, are shown ip table 40; more than 1,500 .
special censuses were conducted during the decade 1950 to 1960,

The Bureau of the Census has published separately the results
of the special censuses in varying detail in Current Population
Reports, Series P-28.

GROUP QUARTERS

The population of institutions, military installations, dormi-
tories, and other group quarters, is included as a part of the
population of the city, township, or other political area in which
guch quarters are located. Population of this type in some cases
forms an appreciable fraction of the total population of the city
or town, and sometimes it seriously affects the distribution of
the total by sex, age, or other characteristics. Although it has
not been found practicable to make any general provision for
showing meparately the population of these establishments in-
dividually, the population by race, age, and sex, excluding such
establishments, is shown for counties and urban places with a
population of 1,000 ot more in group quarters (table 81 of the
PO(1)-B State Reports). In addition, in tables 21 and 28 of the
same geries, the total population in group guarters is presented
for all sitandard metropolitan statistical areas, urbanized areas,
places of 10,000 or more, and counties. Finally, the Buream
of the Census will make available, on request, the 1960 population
of the enumeration districts comprising large group quarters.

CENSUS TRACTS

Definition.—Cenaus tracts are small areas into which large
cities and metropolitan areas have been divided for statistical
purposes. Tract boundaries were established cooperatively by a
local committee and the Bureau of the Census, and were generally
designed to achieve some uniformity of population characteristics,
economic status, and living conditions. Initially, the average
tract had about 4,000 residents, Tract boundariey were estab-
lished with the intention of belng maintained over a long time so
that comparisons may be made from census to census.

Areas tracted in 1880~-In 1960, populatjon and housing data
are published for tracts in 180 areas in the United States and the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and these areas contain more
than 23,000 tracts (table 41). Tract data were tabulated for
8 cities in 1910 and 1920, 18 cities in 1930, and 60 areas in 1940,
In 1950, reports were published for 84 tracted areas. As the
foregoing suggests, tracts were initially established for cities
as such; but, as the program expanded, tracts were extended to

‘cover heavily settled areas adjacent to cities. In the decade

1950 to 1960, the Burean made an effort to encourage local com-
mittees in this extension, with the ultimate objective of having
tracts established in all standard metropolitan statistical areas.
In 1960, all but 2 of the 180 areas were standard metropolitan
statistical areas, and 136 such areas were completely tracted.

Statistics on the population and housing characteristics for
each tracted area are published in Series PHC(1) reports,
Oensus Tracis.



LIST OF CORRECTIONS

This publication has been prepared primarily by sssembling and
binding the mape and tabular materlals originelly issued in the B7
geparate PC(1)-A final reports, This plan was adopted in order to
conserve public funds, The correctlons listed below represent
changes which would ordinarily have been made 1f this publication
had been prepared by reprinting the PC(1)-A maps and tabular
material,

Section I lists the errors in the mape. Sectlon II shows the
corrections to be made in the tabular material, Those items wlthout
an asterlsk (*) or a footnote coneist of such metters as changes in
footnotes, spelling mistakes, and typographical errors in figures
which do not affect any other stetlstics in this publicatlion, Those
items with an asterisk (%) or a footnote consist of errvors which
affect mnot only the specific figure(s) mentloned but also affect

other data 1n this publicatlion, Among the other dats which might
be involved are the totel population for a larger ares of which the
particular area is part, the number of incorporated and unincorpo-
rated places, the population in groups of places classified by slze,
and the classlfication of the population by urban-rural residence,
For exemple, +the revislon in the 1960 population total for Nampse,
Jdeho, has not been carried through here to show the necessary cor-
ractions in the figures on the classlfication of the population by
urban-rural resldence for Canyon County, the State of Idaho, and the
Unlted States. Also, similar corrections are not shown here for the
distribution of the population classified by slze of place, The
user can, of course, carry through these types of changes if he
thinks them worthwhile.

Errar

15, Kimberly, 16, Leeds, 17, Lipscomb, 18. Maybtown,

Listing is 1, Adamaville, 2. Beassemer, 3. Brighton, 4.
7, County Line, 8. Fairfleld, 9. Fultondale, 10, Gardendale, 11, Graysville, 12. Home-
19, Midfield, 20. Morris, 21, Mountain

Brook, 22, Mulga, 23, North Johna, 24, Pleasant Grove, 25, Sylvan Springs, 26. Terrant City, 27. Trafford, 28, Trussville, 29,

Thete places are listed in the corrections for

Ares of Norwioh oity, coextensive with Norwleh town, mot shaded to show inalusion in New London-Groton-Norwich SMSA.

Boundary between De Soto, Manates, and Sarascta Counties incorrsetiy shown; for correet line, see Floride CCD map, page 11-5,

Boundery between Alrport and Demelson (CD's ineorrectly shownj for eorrect line ses page 44-5,

Boundary between Charleston end Loudon magisterial districts not shown within Charleaton aity,

SECTION T
Map
State Page County looa-
tion
ALABAMA. oo vavevas 2-4 | Jeffersan,e.ess D~6 | Map does not show lieting of pleces identified on wap by numbers only.
Brookside, 5. Brownaville, 6. Cardlff,
wood, 13, Hueytown, 14, Irondale,
Veatavia Hills, 30, Warrior,
2-6 | Ma0ON,44ereerrs G-8 | Warrlor-Creek Stand OCD shown as Warrier-Creek Stand.
ALASKA. vv s { 34 }““ e ... | Namas and symbola for 42 goparately reported unincorporated places not shown.
remrer 3-8 v Maskoa in Seotion II,
CALIFORNTA 44 eas 66 | Meroediieersnes J3-5 | Merced County not shown {Seotion &), See map of county at end of this seotion,
6-39 | Loa Angele8.... vao | Name of Commercs shown as Commerca Clty,
CONNECTICUT . vus4s 8-3 | Litch{deld,..ss A-2 | Neme of Woodbury town and name and limtte of Woodtury (U), Woodbury town, not shown,
8-2 | New London..ss. vae
- O T +ve | New Britain shown as New Britian in map title,
De Sot0sessrees
FLORIDA: sosyrusee]| 11e2 {Mm\utee........} J-11
Saraaotas i,
HAWAIT tovnnnonnae| 13-4 | Hawaddiseronaes D-1 | Kailua-Keauhou (U) shewn as Kailua-Keauhos.
8-1 | V.8, Summary...| Fig. 1 | Hawall shown myproximately 57 south of true losatlon,
TDAHO. covnsvasvre| 14=5 | Idahoiieearines E~4 | yhita Bird shown ap Whitebird,
ILLINOIS.uesasses| 125-5 | DM Pagasesseses B-8 | Name of Addison township mot shown.
15-2 { Du Pagacesssese -8 | Elwhurst olty, Du Page County, shown in Kane County.
TOWA.. vanvne| 1732 | L8 v v irirronn «vs | Sloux City shown as Souix City in map title,
KANSAS eveseasrss| 18=3 | JOhNBON.esseseas 0-13 | Nomo and symbol for Prairie Village oity not shown.
18-7 | Kingman.eseesse E~7 | Ninnesssh township shown aa Minnescah,
MAINE. cosnevsones]| R1=16 | YOXKiisuorsrann +ea | 014 Orchard Peach town shown ns 01d Beach Orcherd,
MARYIAND 4 ¢0vvyes]| 22-2 | Baltimore......| ©€=12 | Name and symbol for Catonaville (U) not shown.
MASSACHUSETTS svev| 232 | evrrveoensencan E-8 | Hame and symbol for East Providence city, Providence County, Rhode Ialand, not shown.
MINNESOTAevssres]| 25-10 | Anckasisasseeas J-17 | East Bethel village shown ag Bathel township.
MISBOURT essavasa] 272 | susverrrenenees 0~3 | Name nnd symbol for Prairie Village oity, Johnson County, Kenems, not shown.
NEW HAMPSHIRE,veo| 31=2 | esvsnversonnean voo | Nome and mymbol for Methuen (UT), Essex County, Massachusetts, not shown; Essex County
NEW JERSEY.svveos] 322 | sovrerniansvaes I-1 | wiimington, New Castle County, Delawars, {populetion 95,826) hes symbol for 100,000 to
32-28 | AtlantiC.sieses +v+ | Ventnor City shown as Ventor Clty,
32-3 | Bergensssssses B~6 | Liet of plages shows 59, Saddle Brook townehip, as Saddle River.
32-5 | Burlington..,.. G~4 | Levittown township shown as Levittown (U).
32-2 | Meroer.essriees F~4 | Name of Mercer County not shown.
NEW YORK: s esoansa| 34-2 | MONIOB.cassnere D~4 | Rochester SMSA (population 586,387) haa shading for 100,000 to 250,000 population.
NORTH CAROLINA,.,| 35«5 | Meoklenburg.... D-8 | Charlotte city outline incorrectly scnled; oity ineludes more arsa than shown,
5.7 [Hoke.... verrenn } 11 County boundary incorrectly shown; ILittle River township (mno population), Hoke County,
MooTras s ieerare County.
OHIOwssseranannes] 37-43 | LOraineesssvess +so | North Ridgeville village shown as North Ridgefiald,
37-5 | Richland,.vesss C-5 | Roselend (U}, Madison township, shown as Rosedale.
OREQON: susuvvsasrs| 39-5 | WaBCO,ivvvsrves D~9 | Dallea City shown as Dalles.
PENNSYLVANTA....o| 40-3 | Allegheny...... B-2 | MoKessport (population 45,489) hem mymbol for 50,000 to 100,000,
40-3 | Delowar@s,esses G-3 | Symbol for Haverford (UT), Delewere County, shown in Montgomery County.
RHODE ISLAND:wvve]| 41=2 | aevvvrrocrsnsan sos | Name and symbol for Attleboro olty, Bristol County, Messachusetis, not shown,
TENNESSEE 4y uaes| 44-23 | Davideon...es.s vee
TEXAS.vvivesaonne| 45-2 1 woecranvoarsons +ee | Figuves on scale incorrect; they should be 20, 0, 20, 40, 60, 80.
45-5 | JONEBysssassras F-9 | Name of Abilema ity {part), Hawley-Noodle CCD, not shown,
45-8 | Midem,,oooinne I-13 | Milsm County not shown {Section 6); see map of county at end of this section.
VIRGTNTA. v vpoanef AB-22 | wevivirivaveras «++ | Boundary of Newport News eity, Newport News-Hampton map, is marked Warwick County.
WEST VIRGINTA....| 350-5 | Kanawhée.ceesos 15
of Charvleston city limits in Loudon diatrict.

shown as Middlesex,
250,000 population.

is shown as part of Township 10, Moors

Davidson County, D~10,

Incorrect symbol used for part
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List of Corrections

SECTION I--Continued

Map
State Page County loca~ Error
tion
WISGONSIN. .y eesee 51«4 { Chippewa,.,..., G-4 | Lake Holoombe town shown as Holocombe,
5L-4 | Pepdn, svrasenne -3 | Waubeek town shown as Waubeck,
516 | Ocontoe,.veaias 2-10 | Lekewood town shown as Wheeler,
COULTERY
'
 Nariles
EAAS !
CALTFORNTA ———t-" . MAR b
T iRwiy A}
s -
i & Qustina PLANADA-
LE GRAND = DAVILLA
GUSTINE
SN

<% Chowchilly
CHOWCHILLA

I
Low Banor 0 *
afa

{ LOS BANOS
Madars

7 LN NP B
. MADERA
\ SOUTHWEST

MADERA NORTH

TAYLOR-
SOUTH

-}’f

SECTION II

United States Summary

Page 1-5, table 4
ﬂl’%’fﬁi‘fm.mge county to Hawali,
Page 1-6, table 4
Pearl City (U), Havaid:
Paga 1-12, teble 6

Galnesviile Cotton Mills (U), Oa,,

Change oounty to Honolulu,

(population 2,207) nisclassiflied as an incorporated

place,*
Page 1-20, table 12
Popilation per sguare mile of land area, 1960: From TIo
NeW JOPHOY..vuaunsarstsrorivrarrsrrarnsnasnsansstosestnssonnananas 806,7 806.6
TLLINOLE. s v svsrevoneaancarsnierrnsrannss 180,3 180,2
TEXAE 4 estrsvnvartnresosssnsvaraorbsessennansscysesinetsssvsnstnes 36,5 36,4
Page 1-43, table 22
Groat Tatte, Monbt Falls, Mont,: Chenge 1960 population fxom 55,357 to 55,244,%
The following changes in land area in square milea should be made F T
1in table 22,% , rom L
Page 1-41: Bridgeport (Conn,) BTeA.,..eiiverreacrnacrisereriisainrees 17,3 148,4
Bridgeportesasiasvees PPN 17.9 15,1
In urban £ringe,..iiieviiiiiiaanren 153,4 133.3
Page 1-42: Galveston-Texas City (Texas) BYea,...ieeeeasrvaresvereeses  153.3 88,8
In central citled...ivuvviercaaran 129.2 64.7
Galveston. . sencanivecrsigrones 84.2 19,7
Page 1-43:
P A i 8,0 14,0
14.0 8.0
Page 1-47: 57L,5 568.5
00,6 9.6
47.6 44,6
Page 1-4%: 90.0 81.4
15.8 5.8
Fh.2 7.6
Page 1.49: York (Fa.) srea..., 10,4 28,1
In urban fringe,,. arrerveniesttrectecavirisannastase 5.7 23.4

Page 1-51, table 24

5§a¥ﬂct fﬁ, Kenal-Cook Inlet ehown as Distriet 12, Xenal-fock Inlet,
Pape 1-65, table 27

Change date in tltle from 1950 to 1960.

Page 1-68, table 29

San Franciseo: Change rank from 11 to 12 and 1960 populstion from 742,855 to 740,316,
Milwaukee: Change rank from 12, o 11.

Page 1-69, table 30
ireenwood (U), Ala.: Ohange 1960 population from 3,561 to 1,796, *

Page 1-77, table 30
HEL‘—t. Verrion, Ind,i Change 1960 population from 4,062 to 4,307.2

Page 1-78, table 30

Toledo, Iowa: Change 1960 population from 2,850 to 2,417,

See footnotes an p, XXXVI.

United States Summary—Con.

Pege 1-80, table 30
Ta ValeNarrowa Park (U), MA., shown a¢ Lavale-Narrows Park (U),

Page 181, table 30
AustIn Take (U], Mich,: OChange 1960 population from 3,520 to 1,782.%

Pege 1-84, table 30
GreeT Felis, Wont.: Change 1960 populstion from 55,357 to 55,244.%
Portemouth, N,H,: Change 1950 population from 25,833 to 26,900."’

Page 1-85, table 30
evittom ; §.3., shown as Levittom (U),
Toms River (U), N,J., shown as Toms River.

Page 1-90, {table 30

Roseland iU), Ohic, shown ae Rosedale (U).
P%e 1-91‘ teble 30

alles y, Oreg,, shown as Dalles,

Page 1-97, table 30

Delete the Aedond and third sentences of footnote to Norton, Va,; add: "The figure in
the table resulied from omissiona which were discovered too late for sorrection im the
detalled distributicns,”

The following changes in Jland erea in square miles should be made

in table 30:% from Zo
Page 1-70: Arden-Arcade (U), Calif. .. .veiuvuavansrarinnnrasnoseesones 6,2 22.0
Carmdchael (U}, Caldf. .. vsisrrrvaaronerneeen 3.6 11,2
Del Paso Heights-Robla (U), Calif..... 0,8 2.9
Florence~Graham (U), Calif,iuruerrasnecrrenssrarencsasars 1.6 3.0
Page 1-71: Hagginwood (U), CALLL, .0ty yiursuarannnarsoosrrrasennnsens 2.8 1.9
North Highlanda (U), CRILf,.eererorsrrrss 1.0 3.8
Ranchn Cordova (U), CaLIf., i uvvreuennnes 0,3 1,3
San FrenciBeo, Calif,.iiivuvviievurresaneenesisisearoneers 47,6 44,6
Page 1-72: South Sacramento-Fruitridge (U), Calif...,.cvvueseasrsrens 0,6 2.1
Bridgeport, COMN..u.iisuiuiivrrnsasrrnaossonrronncesrnenrs 17.9 15.1
Page 1-73: Wilmlngton, Del..usuiuisevassnicsonrsucencrsneronrnnnonns 15,8 9.8
Page 1-74: Marletta East (U), 08....000urviinnses 8,2 1.9
Page 1-80: Hopedale {U), MBBE.. vuiverissioserinrsernasnersnerasenss 7.8 1.7
Page 1-82: Bloomington, MINI..s.eessssserrserserrensnserreionsssossss 3,6 35,4
Page 1-84: Littleton (U), N.Huuieeivusivionarrninemnnnsenneseseinnes 7.1 1.9
Page 1-85: Levittown (U), NoJuvieiisnerriires 8.0 7.9
T Rariten (Moomouth County), N.J.,. 38.2 5.7
Page 1-87: Lake Carmal (U), Nu¥euousaurrorounorusnsnenirirnnnsesass 9.6 4.8
Page 1-91: ASHON (UT), Poyuusruansssennssssnnesasssorroessonsonsnesns 8,5 6.4
Beldwin (UT), Pa,, [P PPPrPPIOPN e ' 7.0 0.5
Cheater (UT), Pauseesssrsnannnesssonsssnereressssseneacss 3.3 1.6
Page 1-92: LANORELET (UT), PAu.iesurerassensvonorrasonrocrvennsnnness 14.1 6.6
Page 1-93: Bristol (UT), R.I,..... PR (0 9.7
Page 1-93: Qulvestom, TeXBB.......veeeassennsesrnoisss 84,2 19.7
Page 1-96: LaKeView, TOXBB .. ousreutrenrssoeonnsenreresoncronssnnsssee 0.1 0.3
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SECTION II--Continued

United States Summary-——Con.

Peage 1-102, table 31
Lawrence-Haverhill (Masa.-N.H,} SMSA: Ghume 1960 population of Andover town, Fspex
County, Mesg., from 15,878 to 17,134,?

Page 1-103, table 31
New Iondon-Groton-Norwioh (Conn,) 8M3A: Change Norwich city to Narwioh town, Under

Norwich town add Norwich oity, 1960 population, 38,506; 1950 population, 23,429; 1940
population, 23,652; peroent increase, 1950 to 1960, 64.4;" percent inocrease, 1940 to
1950, -0,9

Norrolk—Por;:umouth (Va,) SMSA; Change 1960 population of WNorfolk from 305 i8'72 o
304,869 and the 1960 population of Prinsess Anne County from 76,124 to 7,127,

Page 1-104, table 31 '
Providence-Pawtucket (R.I.-Masa,) SMSA: Delete "{pert)" shown efter Brisicl County,
R,I,; North Attleborough, Bristol County, Masa., shown as North Attleboro.

Page 1-107, table 33
QOreat Fa)ils (Mont,)] SM3A: Chenge 1960 population of Creat Fella oity from 55,357 to
55, 244,

The following changes should be made iv table 332

Peroant inorease

Standard metropolitan 1950 1940 1950 to 1940 to
atatistical area 1960 1950
From To From To From|{ To [From| To
Paga 1-106

United Statea:
In central oities,,.|52,385,642|52,371,379|45,652,383(45,641,895] 10,7 10,8]14,7|14.7
Outeide central

oltden, .. iyuiiaais|36,931,261(36,945, 524|27,182,085]| 27,192,573 | 38,6 48,5{35,9|35,9

Page 1-109
ew London-Groton-

Norwleh, Conn,:

In central citles,,. 68,184 53,980 64,596 54,108 6,6 34,7 5.6/-0,2

Norwhohy s svurveass 37,633 23,429 34,140 23,652 2,3| B4.4(10,2[-0.9

Outelde central

aitledsiiaiiciianns 54,957 69,161 41,611 52,098 53,3] 21.8|32.1|32.%
\“—’“"’V*'""_“/

Page 1-110
Banta Parbara, Calif,:

Sunta Barbare.,..,., 44,913 44,854 No change 30.8] 31,0{28,5)28.3
Outside central
lty.iviiisiinianens 53,307 53,366 Ho change 106,71106.5{49.8|49.9

Page 1-111, table 34
Bridgeport (Conn,) SM3A: Change land area in square miles from 164 1o 161.#

Page 1-112, table 3
Stamford (Gonn.i SM3A:  Ohange land aren in square miles from 89 o 120,#

Page 1-114, table 35
Great Falls (Mont,) SM3A: Ohange population in centxal cities from 55,357 to 55,244.,%

Page 1-129, table 40
Hanta Barbara, GAIIT,: Change 1950 population from 44,913 to 44,854,

Page 1-132, table 40

North Ghicago, I11.7 Change 1960 population from 20,517 to 22,938,7
Page 1~133, table 40

ME. Vervon, ind,: Change 1960 poputation from 4,062 to 4,307, 2

Page 1-135, teble 40

erit, N.Y,: Ohange 1960 population from 3,110 to 3,848,

Page 1-137 tnble 40

Middletown, Pa.: Ohange 1960 population from 26,894 to 26,936,7

Page 1-138, table 40
3o%naon EI%E, Tenn,: Chenge 1960 populstion from 29,892 to 31,187,

Alabama

Page 2-11, table 6
Ferfon Gounty: Ghange percent inorease, total, from -20.0 to -19.9,

Pages 2-13 and 15, tablea 7 and 8

Faoon County: As & result of Ghe rnullificstion of the detachment from Tuskegee eity,
the revised listings for Tuskegee-Milstead snd Warrior-Creek Stand divisions are as
Tollowa:»

Census county division Population
Tuskegee-Milatead div,. s . 15,120
Carver Court (U)sveveansisossiverannons 1,056
Greenwood (U),,.veeeanersirensorsonsees 1,796
Tuakegee olty (PE.)uiarrscriiiesirnanye 6,731
Warrior-Creek Stand Qi¥, .. eiuivvrversenes 2,369

Tuskegee oLty (D, )uvvseeriresrvrireiss 509

Page 2-13, table 7
Monroe Gounty: For Frisco olty division and Frisco oity, capitalize "City,n

Page 2-16, table 8
Bﬁwa 1960 populetion of Tuskegee from 1,750 to 7,240. (See aorrection for Macon
Oounty,)

o0 footnotes on p, XXVI,

Alaska

The following unincorporated places were omitted im the Final Report PG(1)-3A,
table 8S:#

Population
Plece Eleotion distrist

1960 | 1950 | 1999

Page 3-10
AnnKETROE Paas (U)u..yuvaress. | DIst, 21, BaAXTow, . v vvenvreriennss 35 66 e
Anchor Polnt (U),...vvvvssvyes | Dist, 12, Xenai-Cook Inlet hica 65

Barter Ialand (U)...... ceveen | Dlat, 20, Upper Yukon,,,.v.evvesoes 200 ...

Dist, 1, Prince of Wales,,..,,.... 7L rer cer
Cantwell (U).iiievsnvaeaioens, | Diat, 18, Yukon-KoyuluX....ouins... 85 67 17
Cape Pole (Uds,.vavasvesrveses| Dist, 1, Prince of Weles,,........ 921 .,
Central (U),eeureruvnreirsraes| Dist, 20, Upper YUKON,., .. ivsveeses| 28 41 ee
Chenega (U),suvausanrsaverssss| Pist, 8, Valdez-Chitina-Whittier., 61 91 95
Dot Lake (U)yssenaseransssvess| Diat, 19, FALrbanks.,....eeeeiesres 56 | e
Euglish Bay (U).usussvveenvs.| Dist, 12, Kenai-Cook Inlet,........ 78 75 48
Golovin (U)yuvaveranvosviersn| Diat, 23, Nome,,essrrras Ceenies 59 94| 118
Guatavas (U)yyevasuansserees. | Diat, &, Iynn Cunal—Iuy "Straite, ., 107 82
Halibut Cove {Udsysuervvevso.s| Dist, 12, Kenai-Cook Inlet,..,.,... 250 ... 23
HOBLY (U)yuussraananuoveossoss| Dinb, 18, Yukon-Koyukuk,,.ieoseess. &7| 102 46
HOl1is (Ulivsssssnennvsveeresd| Digh, 1, Prince of Wales,,...usuue] 292 ...
Ildamna (Udeosseaaroonsrsannes| Plat, 15, Brdatol BaY...seeseeesses 4 44 30
Xaasan (U},. Dist, 1, Prince of Wales.,.,,..... 36 & 85
Koyuk (U),.. Diat, 23, NOME.,vveiiaseuniariaass| 129] 134|100
Lake Minomumina (U),, Dist, 18, Yukon-KoyukuX,...,,,,.v.. 34 60 ves
Lignite (U)iiusiaeriiuarinsn.| Dist, 18, Yukon-KoyukuK,....oeouens| 370 o 13
McKenzie Point (U)...vevvieas.| Diat, 10, ANChOr8gE, sunvussveresres 25 ves e
MoKinley Paxrk (Ud....yvvvusy, | Dist, 18, Yokon-KoyukuK,....,...... 28 59 11
Maade River (U).....cveesseres| DiEb, 21, BAITOW..uiseuareasesaoss 30 Ve 78
Maskerville (U).vuievssenreos, | Dist, 7, Cordova-MeOarthy......... 48 41 ey
Myera Chuak (U),uioesvauisnne, | Digt, 2, Katohlken, ., ussssveessss 2 51 107
Nabeena (U)uvsvvvanvnyseressy]| Digt, 19, Falrbanka, ,uivecesnessses 41 28 23
Nenana (Native villuge)(lf)..,. Dist, 18, Yukon-KoyukuK,,.......... 33 "ee 86
Poage 3-11 !
FoEnt Whitehed (U)...,.........| Dist, 7, Cordova-Mebarthy.....,... 28 32 .
Port Alaworth (U).....vyevee. .} Diab, 15, Brdatol Bay..iveevevevess 34 e N
Port Helden (U).,.,..vvuueee,. | Diat, 15, Briatol Bay...o.vevevsss T
8t, George Island (U)...,..,..| Dist, 14, Aleutian Islands.....,,.. 264 ‘e 183
8, Marys (Udoisaeonnrivinns. .| Dint, 24, Wade Hampton..,.....vp0s, 225 e ves
Savoang® (U)u..uaseenuavaenss | Dist, 23, HOMB. uvuraaninsiunaerees| 299|249 209
Shemya (Udesssiiarsnsis Dist. 14, Aleutian Islands,.,......| 124 ..,
Summit (Udu.usiinvsnvsansanses| Diat, 18, Yukon-KoyukuK, ..o\ eeeoa. 39 veo ven
Thane (U), Dist, 5, Juneau,..,. 82 81 66
Tok {Weavevasrvarersrncesssss| Digt, 19, Fairbanks,, 29 L .

Uatbelld (U)..vveurnrrenes Digt, 18, Yakon-Koyukuk,,.,....... 30 28

Went Peteraburg (U).,,.. Pist. 3, Wrangell-Petersburg,,,.., 26 60 50
Wood Spur (U),.,... Dist, 30 ver vae
Woody Island {U)....vuvevsesao| Dist, 78| 111 5
Yakataga (U)..osvsverseerrser.| Diat, 7, Cordova-MoGarthy......... L TS

Change the 1960 population totals for the following unlncorporated places
in table i

Population
Place Eleotion distriet
From To
Page 3-10
gk Take (U), Dist, 14, Aleutien Islands, 58 107
King Island (U), Dist, 23, NOME..vssearas . 49 &6
Newhalen (U).....vevevnssaeass| DIBt, 15, Briabol Bay.....civiiens 110 63
Page
i‘er vllIe {0y iiivvessnessrss] Dist, 14, Alsution Ielands,........ 93 111
(Ueuyuevsuunnnsvarseons| Diat, 18, Yukon-Keyukuk,....ovuvuss 157 179
Sheldon Point (U) verasess| Dist, 24, Wade HEmMPEOM, ., ..vvvsnsss 110 125
Soldotna (U).,... serinees} Dist, 12, Kenni-Cook Inlet,........ 32 332
South Naknek (U)....veereseas| DIBE, 15, BEistol BEY...eeresseness 33 142
Bterling (U).uiiivissssesenasd| DiSt, 12, Kenai-Cook Inlet,,...evss 460 115
Tenakee Springs (U).....yvuvoo]| Digb, 4, SItka. . iiviiiiiiiniinasns 60 109

A revieed map of Alagka and table 8 incorporating the abhove additiona and revisions
can be obtained without cherge from the Buremu of the Censua, Washington 25, D.C,

T_’Ege 3-10, tmble 8
Changa 1939 population of King Islend (U) from ,,, to 208 and South Neknek (U) from ..,
to

Arizona
Page 4-5, table 1
Previous urban definition, 1960 (Apr. 1): From To
Urban territory -
Number of wrban PLEGES. .. .visiiietvatsiterisrirenrinnesansaanss 30 29
POPULBELON, 4 4y evanansssnsersrennssareirnsneninrinnvansanaraross 914,427 909,903

Inorense over praceding cenmis: Number, | Cbirerieaaserarnes 640,633 636,109
Percent, .oiiinncenrinorvanas 234,0 232,3

Rural territory:
POPULATLON. st caveuuiarsensrarsasisratnstsestarsanasarsasesanes 387,734 392,258
Inorease over preceding censuss MNUMDET, ... .,.eeveseenesanns ~88,059 -~83,535

Peraent. .. .nersserneenieens -18,5 -17.6

Percent of total:
UEDBIL, 4 vt vuirnanansrassvassnssarsrsrrserssesnrnsnsnassssasnnas 70,2 69,9
L T 29.8 30,1
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SECTION II--Continued

Arizona—Con.
Page 4-6, table 3

1960, previous urban definitiom: From To
tumber of places: a—
Urban $eTTib0TY .y civiitsnaartrrrrsarisntinenasansnnriorrnnnssss 30 29
Places of 2,500 OF MOPB..cvvrivrsrsane esabrianeasie ao 29
Pleces. of 2,500 10 5,000.. 0vearrsernarnesasvacatirinnrares 12 11
Cumiletive summary:
Places Of 2,500 OF DOT@..saeesesiattrsoartocararatorsitocantes 30 22
Population:
Urban terrdtory. . cvovernas 909,903
Places of 2,500 or mor 909,903
Places of 2,500 ta 5, 43,200
Rural territory..cviiirescns 392,258

Other rurel terTltOrY. svveissanrarsisrionrrasiersnasarssserses 347,870 352,394
Cummletive summary:
Places of 2,500 OF MOTE,.uiavasntsrreisvtreoresrrancersnanere 14,427 909,903

Connecticut

Page 8-9, table 7
Titohfield County: Chenge 1960 population of Woodbury (U}, Woodbury town, from 3,910 to
1,038,

Pages 810 and 12, tebles 8 and 11

Thege two pagea vere reprinted prior to binding of this book, Certaln corrections were
nede in the figures for Wallingford and Woodtury in table 8 and in the figures for
the New London-Groton-Norwich SMSA and its conponents in table 11,  The figures shown
hex('es therefore, supersede those originally published for these areas in Final Report
Po(1)-84,

Florida

Pege 11-8, table 3
I@éﬁ, Previous urban definition: From To

Number of places:

. RUrBl ST dtOTyY e et tenianrannsaerariorstorensasrisraasinenes 222 223
oo TeTRtORy e ersseseessassn s s e ey 02 693 Plaoea of 1,000 10 2,300, .ecerceireurriinntsiisinnniinsn n "
Places of 2,500 OF MOT@.,uieesssnrarsrriovasterssserasnsasnan 70,2 69.9 Populatdon:
Placea of 2,500 t0 5,000, uvaeasasinssssnrranerusasanentnnn 3.7 3.3 Rurel territory:

Rural territory, .. eieiiee 25,5 30.1 Placea of 1,000 to 2,500, ,,0sernenssnies 118,006 116,348
Places of 1,000 to 2,500 3.9 2.6 Other rural GErribory. . vveirserersrorinrevasnasverneinsees 1,690,858 1,692,516
Other rural terTitory, icsisennseaasonanrivsasrnrsiqrorsrannon 21.0 2.1

Cumiletive summary: N
PLaceS Of 2,500 OF MOTC., eeyvressesssnasrssrirssserssinessnss 70,2 g9,9 | Doge ll-d, teble s

Incorporated plaoes Unincorporated plases
Page 4-7, table 4 Size of place and
Toge 47, taDle A urban-rural Number Population Numbexr Population
Siza of place and Incorporated places Uninoorporated places clasaifieation From { To From To From | To From To
(rban el Nunber Poputation Number Population Totel,,,..eveeaen| 365 | 364 | 2,897,219 | 2,835,561 | 71| 72 | 281,665 | 283,323
olaas on From | To From To From | To | From To 1,500 to 2,500,......] 22| 21 39,016 37,358 | 11| 12| 18,953 20,611
Rural territory,,.,! 180 ] 179 143,170 141,512 35 36 60,377 | 62,035
b T B 57 954,291 949,767 16 17 38,241 42,765 . J !
2,500 to 5,000, eeend| 12| 11 47:73,' 43,200 “ 5| 13ie| i7less | L0 102,500......| 19| 1 33,525 31,867 | 11| 12 | 18,953 | 20,611
Other urban
territory.iicev..| 23 22 170,970 166,446 5 6 20,170 24,694 Page 11-9, table 5
2,500 to 5,000,,,....] 12 11 47,72 43,200 4 5 13,121 17,645 Bartow:  Change percent ineresse, 1680 to 1890, from 1,700,0 to ... .,
Page 11-12, table 7 4
Arkansas Bay Gounty: Under Springfield division edd Calloway town (population 950),

Page 5-10, table 5
Add V30,218 in 1960" to foutnote 1,

Page 3-14, table 7
Tndependence County: Change 1950 population of Osve City (pt.), Barren township, from
ve t0 70,

Page 5-19, table 7
E% Yo l‘Eai sentence of footnote 32: "1950 population revised since publication of
1950 reporta,"

Page 5-20, table &
X33 to Tootwote 17 '"1950 population revised ginoe publication of 1950 reports,"

California

Page 6-19, table 5
ng Deach: Chenge 1960 population from 334,168 to 244,168, numerical inoresse, 1950 to
1960, from 83,401 to 93,40); and percout inorease, 1950 to 1960, from 33.3 ta 37.2,

Page 6-22, table 5
Sunnyvale: Change 1960 population from 59,898 to 52,898; numerical inoremge, 1950 to
1960, from 50,069 to 43,069; and percent inoreasse, 1950 to 1960, from 509.4 to 438.2.

Page 6-23, table &
e Statel enge percent ineremse, 1950 to 1960, urban, from 59.0 to 58 9.

Page 11-13, table 7
Tackson County: In {ootnote, change figure in parentheaes from 347 to 427,

Page 11-15, table 8
Ohenge 1930 populition of Hacienda from .., to 115,

Georgia
Page 12-11, table 4
Gainesille Cotton Milla (U), population 2,207, mimclassified aa an incorporsted plave,

Pageg 12~16, 22, and 23, tables 7 and 8
Tnimuel County: Chenge JU60 population totels of Nunez and Wesley towna, Swainsbove

diviaian, t‘rum 18 end 79 to 79 and 18, respsotively.

Pﬂfe 12-14, table 7
ggE County: oOhange 1960 population flgures of Allentown town (pt.) and Denville
town (pt,), Danville division, from 195 and ,,, to ,,, and 195, respectively,

Page 12-20, table 8
Change I§Eﬁ population totals of Allentown and Denville from 450 and 264 to 235 and
459, reapeotlvely, *

Page 12-20, table 8
Celenese Village (U) shown as Celenese (U),

Inyo County: Change lend area from 10,091 to 10,097, Hawaii
San Bernardino County: Change land area from 20,131 to 20,125, Pege 13-5, table 2
Delete footnote designated hy A.
1950
Page 6-31, table 9 Number Percent of Percent
Banta Berbara: COhange 1950 population total from 44,913 1o 44,854; ohange increasa, Type of erea and aize of Population total of
1950 to 1960, in 1950 area, Irom 10,492 to 10,551, of place plscea population|  totel
From| To From To From; To | From| To
Page 6-32E table 10
Fresno Urbanize: ea: Mendota oity improperly inecluded in eream, Urban;
Within urbanized arees,.....oe.| o0 00| 248,034 veof 49,8 wai| TLE v
Page 635, table 11 Central aities, total...,,... 1] ... | 248,034 o] 49.6] L. 7L o
thae 005, tave 1 Clties of 100,000 to
Tnavease 250,000,000 vusnnnncananens 1| .. | 248,034 oo | 4946 woo| TLO] ee
MSA, central ol d 1950 Outalde urbanized areng..,..... 16 17| 96,835| 344,869 19.4] 69,0| 28.1| 100.0
SYEA, o 1, an Nunb Peroent , ! 8
other component areas er eroen Places of 25,000 or more, ..., 1 2| 27,198| 275,232] 5.4| 55.1f .9) T
From To From To From To Urbanized areas:
TOWBLy 4 v rs sasnarransrosesnnn 1l .| 248,034 | 4906 Lo 709 0
Santa Berbars olty,.....see..| 44,913 44, B54 13,855 13,914 30.8 31.0 Aveag of 100,000 to 250,000.. 1} ... ] 248,034 coa| 49,6 ... 709 an
Outside central oity......,..| 53,307 53,366 56,887 56,828 106,7 106,35
Page 13-8, table 8
Kellua~Keauhou (U) ehown as Kailua-Keauhoa (1),
Colorado @
Page 7-10, table &
Idaho
land ares in square Population per ah
County miles, 1960 aquare mile Page 14-13;, teble 1 :
Ohange percent Inoreasme over preceding census for State, 1960, current and previous
From To From To ’ ’
urban definitions, from 13.4 to 13,3,
L R T TR T R T I 1,246 . 96, N
s 8248 L2 a7 oS | Pagen 14-15, 17, 19, and 20, tables 5, 7, 8, end 9 .
Denver, . 56 7 7,483.1 6,956.2 N:xépg Sig,lgozg;enslve with Wamps division, Cenyon Ocunty: Change 1960 population from
ta » v

See footnotes on p. XKXXVI.
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Idaho—Con,

Gem County: Change percent inaremse, totsl, from 4,6 to 4,5,
Jerome Qounty: Change percent increase, total, from 3,1 to -3,0.
Latah County: Change percent inorease, total, from 1,0 to 0.9,

Pagen 14~17 and 19, tebles 7 and 8
Idaho Gountyt  White BIrd villege, Grangsville divislon, shown as Whitebird,

Page 14-17, table 7
Jerome Gounty: Rden-Hagelton division shown as Eden Hazelton,

Pages 14~17 and 19, tablag 7 and 8
Lemhi Gounty: ™ Change 1960 population of Leadore village from 112 to 141,2

Ilinois

Pages 15-16 and 33, tables 7 and 8
Ceadhoun County:  Change 1960 population of Hardiu village from 356 to 1,040,2

Pagea 15-20 and 32, tables 7 and 8
Jeraegg Countyt C'E{mxe 1960 population of Elsah villege, Flsah township, from 218 to
307,

Page 15-21, table 7
Eige Cmmh';: Under Avon township edd Third Lake village (population 216),%

Pages 15-25 and 35, tables 7 and 8
fook 1aldnd Cointy: Change Oak Orove village (pt.), Blackhawk township, to Oak Grove

e
village, Delete Onk Grove village (pt,), Bowling township, Ohange 1960 population of
Oak QGrove village from 888 to 143,%

Pages 15-27 and 36, tables 7 and 8
W11 County: Change 1960 population of Shorewood villege from 358 to 499,2

Poge 15-32, table 8
ayelake shown as Orays Lake,
Page 15-38, table 9
ange Inorease, 1350 to 1960, in 1950 srea, for Peoria from 10,923 to -10,923,

Poge 1540, teble 10
elete part of footnote 6 which reads "not in aren in 1960"; add "This part inoluded in
annexation to Davenport Ofity township, coextenaive with Davenport eity, since 1950,

Indiana

Page 16-8, tabla 3
Change Eéﬁ Popuiation in places of 5,000 to 10,000, previous urban definition, from
268,138 to 264,178,

Page 16-14, tabla 7
Peoatur Gounty: Mllford town, Cley township, shown as Millford.

Pages 16~14, 21, and 24, tables 7, 8, and 9

Deoatur Oounty: _Ohange 1960 population of Greensburg city, Washington township, from
6,605 to 7,492,7

Pages 16~15, 22, and 24, tables 7, 8, and 9

Jenndnga Gounty: (hange 1960 popuiation of North Vernon oity, Oenter township, from
4,062 to 4,307,2

Pages 16-17 and 20, tables 7 and 8

Randolph Gounty: Change 1560 population of Bronson town, Union towmship, from 868 to

251, %

Page 16-21, table 8
Ohange county In which Elmhurst (U) 4s looated from Allen to Madison,
Pﬁe 16-22, table 8
ord, Deoatur County:
Pﬁe 16-22, table 8
ord, Kosojusko County: Change 1960 population from 197 to 1,167,

Towa

Chenge 1960 population from 1,167 to 197,

Pﬁge 1'7-8E table 3
Change T popuiation in places under 1,000, rural territory, ourrent urban definition,
from 263,083 to 265,073,

Pages 17-12 and 24, tablea 7 and 8
AuguEGn Jounty: Change 1960 populatlon of Gray town, Linasoln township, from 152 to 162,32

Pages 17-20 and 27, tables 7 and 8
Tema Gounty: Ohange 1960 populetion of Toledo oity, Tama township, from 2,850 to 2,417,!

Page 17-29, table 10
Change footnote 2 %o read as follows: "Inoludes population (731) of part of Davenport

towmghip; thia part inoluded in amnexation to Davenport Clty township, acextensive with
Davenport city, since 1950,%

Delete part of footnote 10 which reads "vhioh are not in the same area in 1960"; edd:
“"The parte of Mbt. Vernon and Poyner townships were included in annexations to East
Waterloo township, and the part of Orénge townahip was included in an annexation to
Waterloo townahip aince 1950," Poyner township
footnote,

8es footnotes on p, XXXVI,

shown as Poynter in {irst part of

Kansas

Poge 18-15, table 6
Chenge map reference for Linn County from D-1 to D-12,

Pages 18-19 and 24, table 7.
Kingmen Qounty: Ninneaonh townahip shown as Minnescah,

Page 18-29, table 10
Delete part of Lfootnote § which reads "not included In avea in 1960"; add "These parts
Included in annexations to Topeka city since 1950,%

Kentucky

Pages 19-~12 and 17, tables 7 and 8
HerdIni Ocuntyt Change 1960 populstion of Wast Polnt eity,
1,957 to 2,005,7

West Point division, frw

Page 19-12, table 7
Jefferaon County: Change 1960 population of Anchorage and Jeffersontown dlvisions from
16,197 and 22,726 to 16,377 and 22,546, respeatively,

Pages 19~12 and 15, tables 7 and 8
Kenton County: Change 1960 population of Crestview Hills oity,
from 15 to 307, %

Dixie Heights diviaiom,

Louisiana

Page 20-12, table 7
vingston Parish: Plooe A before 1960 population of Ward 6, Delate A from Ward 4,

Pege 20-17, table 10
Wew Orleans Urbanized Ares: Add "{part)" to Ward 2, St, Bernerd Pariah,

Maine

Poge 21-13, table 7
Oxford Gounty: Ohenge 1960 popwlation of Stoneham town and unorganized territory from
18 and 640 to 182 end 456, respectively,

Maryland
Pnge 227, table 3
; previous urban definition: From To
Population;
Rural territory:
Places of 1,000 0 2,500, ... evsuauierinnnriniinnssioivenses 67,108 66,691
Other Purl terrdbory.vvuvveisiiriiiriariarairiarainisases L, 256,973 1,257, A
Percent of total populatien: .
Rural territory:
Obher rural terrdbory.iivisiviiiiisaiiissivrioiiiiiciiniess 40,5 Wt

Tagen 22-9 and 12, tables 7 &nd 4
ﬁa%ﬂn\ore Uounty: Owings Mills (U) shown as Owings-Mills (U).

Page 22-12, table 8
Jrbutus-falethorpe-Relsy (U) shown ms Arbutus Halethorpe-Relay {(U),
la Vale-Narrows Park (U) shown aa lavale-Nerrvows Paxk (U),

Page 22-14, table 8
Gatonsvilla (G) shown me Centonaville (U},

Page 22-9, table 6

1960 population-~rural
Plaaea of 1,000 Other rural
County to 2,500 tervitory
From To From To
The BEate, . eavsvieirrirrrerrrreniraess 63,355 | - 62,938 | 783,502 | 743,019
Prince GEOrEOB.cuecivearvriraiinsstnasneiisas 3,067 2,650 56,385 56,804
Page 22-15, table 12
Rurel
Matropolitan-nonmetropolitan residence Plaggazfgoé,ooo 0:::; iml
From To From To
The BtAE. v ivivriiisvranrvariorivrvans 63,355 62,938 | 783,502 | 783,94
In standard metropolitan statistical areas.,, 17,404 16,987 348,918 349,304
Washington, D.C.-Md,=Va. i uiiiiiiiiiinans 3,067 2,650 | 103,926 [ 104,21
Massachusetes
Page 23-6, tabla 1
TrotTons iFban definttion, 1960 (pr. 1): Fron T

Urban territory: .
Number of urban PlAGES.,....reseresssrssnertnrssoeserasensonns 145 Yk

Population. v ussiiarirassasas serserrerariaisenanesas A ATE,TI0 4,471,004
Inorease over preceding census: NURMDEX....essvsseesrversse 410,918 405,414
Percent,.oievssvirrreraninn 10,1 10,13
Rural territory:
POPIBELON, 4 uvuruesrvrrrrervessrirnnarnnresansrssvirsrearoyee 671,859 677,281
Increase over preceding CRNSUS: MUMDET.....v.:uervronsrssne 47,146 52,650
‘ POXCENE . 10 vy sranesnssnistn 7.5 8,4
Percent of total;
UrbaAl, s vaussisvarsarnscs [ 87,0 86,8
RURAL ey st anancnsaroornnersvsencansosacrsastnresirnonenssnroy 13,0 13
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Massachusetts—Con,

Page 237, table 3
1960, pravious urben definition: From To
Number of placea:

Urban territory.ieecsecerioss 145 144
Places of 2,500 or more,,. 145 144
Pleces of 5,000 0 10,000 0. c0viiviverinrinsisrnsnnsacnninns 25 %

Cumulative sumary:

Places of 5,000 OF MOT€, v v rvirirrrssrrrrrresrsnrsrasasnssts 134 133
Pleces of 2,500 OF MOTE, ccsvaicisissanrsrtsssansasnscaronns 145 144
Population: '

Trban LerTLEOTY ., e ersnseriereroriressiasasinnaneanvassnsnsess 4,476,719 4,471,215

Places of 2,500 OF MOTE, .. vvsvrrrrsrsevssiesrens 4,476,719 4,471,215

181,571 176,067
671,850 677,363

Other rurel territory..iveicvevvirrres 671,859 677,363

Cumtlative summary:

Places of 5,000 OF MOT€...cvurreerecrnsessaranseereoeensrers #,432,670 4,427,166
Places of 2,500 OF MOTE. . veevsrrrsrrorsrrasevesrssnasnssese 4,476,719 4,471,215
Percent of total population:

Urban terrdbOry.ueeseessorroreresserertsrsrrsroraranrsanssren 87.0 86.8
Places of 2,500 or more,,.sess 87,0 86,8
Places of 5,000 t0 10,000, .00 0aveerrenrarircrrerervrvannsere 3,5 3.4

Rural territory,...... Ceriraruseansianaasey 13,0 13,2
Other rural territory, Ceiesarenraaarensisen 13,0 13,2

Cumlative aummary:

Places of 5,000 OF MOYE, ., evevvasrirrnrarsrrarsassssenassens 86,1 86.0
Places of 2,500 OF IOT@. . 4sseesresesnarsarsosrsssssseansonss 47,0 86.8

Page 23-8, table 4
Change population in incorporated places in urbanized areas from 2,809,855 o 2,809,885,

Page 23-11, table 7
Fasex County: ange 1960 population of Andover town from 15,878 to 17,134,7

Page 23.13, table 8
MI11is-CTiliequot (U) shown s Millia-Cliquet (U},

Oak Bluffs (U) shown as Oske Bluffs {(U),

Page 23-15, table 10

Springfisld-Chicopee-Holycke (Mass,-Conn,} Urbanized Area: Ohange 1960 population out-
alde central elties from 129,608 to 161,072,

Page 23-16, table 1l
Tawrence-Haverhill (Moss.-N.H,) SMSA: Change 1960 population of Andover town from
15,878 to 17,134.72

Page 23-17, table 11
Providence-Fawtucket (R,I.-Masa,) SMSA: North Attleborough town, Bristol County, Mess.,
ghown as North Attleboro.

Springfleld-Chicopee-Holyoke {Maas,) SM3A: From To
Outside central citles: 1960, .. .uviiirsonviararasnanoraasrsaess 251,440 189,887
errarenaaiieriss 196,434 147,223
Inorease, 1950 to 19603 saens . 55,006 42,664
Percelt. e vsvrrercerrsvsrreacancersinss 28,0 29.0

Michigan

Page 24-16, toble 7

Cherlevolx County: Change 1960 population totals of Peaine and St, James townships from
177 and 34 to 48 and 169, respectively, The figures in the table resulted {rom the al.
location of populstion of an aree to Pealne township, instead of to St. Jamas township,
and from omissiona in these tovmehips,*

Pagea 24-18 and 23, tebleg 7 and 8
Kalamazoo County: Change population of Austin Lake (U), Portage township, from
3,520 to 1,782.%

Page 24-23, table 8
Bayport Park-Lakeside (U) shown as Bayport Park Lekeside (U},

Page P4-24, table 8 .
Houghton Take Helghts (U) shown as Houghton lakes Heighta (U).
Montagus shown as Mantague .,

Page 24-27, table 10
Change part of footnote 9 vwhich reads "not included in the ares in 1960" to "miaclassgi.
ried as outside, rather than inside, the area in 1960."

Minnesota

Puga 25-16, table 7
ka County: Change Bethel tovnship to Fast Bethel village .
Page 25-17, table 7
earvater County: Chenge 1960 population of Leon township from 511 to 450,
Page 25-19, table 7
ennepin County: Change 1950 population of St, Anthony village (pt,) from ... to 1,406,

?qus 25-23 and 29, tables 7 and &
ce County: Ghange 1960 populatlon totals of Nerstrand village and Wheeling townehip
from 584 and 217 to 217 end 584, respectively,®

St. Louts Coundy: Change 1960 population totals of Great Scott township and Kimmey vil-
lage from 411 and 240 to 255 and 396, reapectively.s

Page 25-32, table 10
Gﬁ;‘ﬁe Tast part of second sentence of fostnote 6 from Yannexed by adjoining mmicipali-
ties sinee 1950" to "incorporated as villages since 1950,%

Change footnote 7 to read as follows: "Includes population (893) of part of Mounds View
townahip insluded in Arden Hills, New Brighton, end Shoreview villages in 1960 and pop-
ulation (2,090) of part of New Oanada township included in Little Cansda end Maplewood
villagea in 1960,

Bee footnotea om p, XXXVI.

Mississippi
Pages 26-11 and 16, tables 7 and 8

Bolivgr County: Change 1960 population of Winastonville village, Best 3, from 327 to
413,

Page 26-14, teble 7
WI%(Inam County: Change 1960 popuwlation figure for thet psrt of Cenmtreville town in
Beat 3 from 935 to 1,443,2

Page 26-15! table 8
ange papulation of Jentreville from 1,229 to 1,'737.2

Missouri
Pa%a 27-14, table 6
RolIs Coumty: Ohange percent inorease, urban, from 46,6 to ... .

Pages 27-22 end 27, tables 7 and 8

St Lou%a County: Change 1960 populetion of Fenton town, Bonhomme township, from 207 te
1,059,

Page 27-32, table 11l
Springfleld (Mo,) ©MSA shown as Springfield {I11.) SMSA,

Page 27-33, table 12
Kansas City (Mo,-Kens,) SMSA: Change population in other rural territory from 42,091 to
42,019,

Montana

Pages 28.10, 14, and 155 tebles 5, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12
reat Falls} Change population of Great Falle from 55,357 to 55‘,2!.4.’~ (See cor-

rection for Cescade County.)

Page 28-11, table 6
Ps County: Change percent inorease, total and rural, from -4,9 to 4.8,

Page 28-12, table 7
Carbon County: Luther-Bearcreek division shown ag Luther-Bear Creek.

Uascade County: Change 1960 population totals of Great Falla olty, coextensive with
Great Falls division and Oreat Falls North division, from 55,357 and 3,791 to 55,244
and 3,904, respectively.*

Nebraska

Fages 2913 and 20, tables 7 and &
Dzdgelcomty: Change 1960 population of Inglewood village, Platte township, from 805 to
80,

Page 29-16, table 7
Nemaha County shown as Nemeha,

Page 20.22, table 10
Delete part of footnote 1 which reads: "ot ineluded in the area in 19600; add: "This

part included in annexation to Lineoln olty aince 1950,

Chenge footnote 3 to rend B8 follows: "Includes population (94) of part of Florence
precinot nob in area in 1960 and parts of Dundee (1,923), Loveland (55), and May
(1,555) precincta which were included in amexations to Omaha oity since 1950,"

Nevada

Page 30-5, teble 1
Previows urban definition, 1960 (Apr, 1): From To
Urban territory: - -

Number of urban PLAoeS. vseciivrirsnrrerovrarosraissstiresse 10 11
PopulatioNe.seisisiieasinnnnnnns teseasenessass 185,106 189,165
Increase over preceding census: NumDeT.....oseveseeeensasss 101,027 105,086

Percemtaeiioviusisiieranssy 120.2 125.0

Rural territory:
POPULATEON s st vessaransserrorsessnrsannronnesreonesaniossans, 100,172 96,113
Inorease over preceding census: NUMDEr...siseissssevenseeys 2,168 20,109
Percent...... ‘e 31.8 26,5

Percent of totel:

15« P S T R PN 64,9 66,3
RUFBLu c e srnatatonnioasssncorsonrtrestornrstatassssesonesions 35.1 a3g
960, previous urban definition: From To
Number of places: - -
Urban LerribOXy e s rvevrorrsrernastsasraasnerrornrrinssasessnn 10 11
Places of 2,500 Or MOT€essstrrsssrsonnrrenns 10 11
Plages of 2,500 t0 5,000. 0cesvssouscnrenees 3 4
Cumitative summary:
Places of 2,500 OF MOTeuieeiarrsvsesnasseriresisaseirsnaasna 10 11

Population:
Urban terPitory.s.eiiseeisssvinareveasoacvarriiarsanvasavess,s 185,106 189,165
Places of 2,500 or more... . 185,106 189,165
Places of 2,500 to 5,000.. seees . 10,205 14,264

Rural Berritory.eeecieersseserarsanaes 100,172 96,113
Other rural terrdtory. e veisrerarnrranrrscissiisnniorsnaces 92,804 88,745
Cumlative summary:
Places of 2,500 OF MOT8u.iarcesncesrateartnssonnesersnnsaes, 185106 189,165
Percent of totel populatiaon:
Urban Lerrdborycrsecr s rracsotonssnsracscssnsrersnsrtanasonss 64,9 66.3
Places of 2,500 Or mOTEu.veviasse . 4.9 66,3
Places of 2,500 to 5,000,, . 3.6 5.0
Rural territory.cieicnarsacrnncas . “re 351 33.7
Other rTural 4errltory.ceicvrrrersertanariscincieiiarisversens 32.5 .l
Cumulative swmmary:
Flaces of 2,500 O MOTE. i caenasssrerenssrersstnrnssservense 64,9 66.3
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Nevada—Con.
Pege 30-7, table 4
Size of plece and Incorporated places Undnoorporated places
urban-rural Numbex Population Number Population
olesaificetion From | Ta From To From To From To
Tot8liicssanneses]| 16| 27 192,474 196,533 7 6 | 15,818 ] 11,759
2,500 to 5,000,.,..., El 4 10, 205 1, 264 2 1 6,897 2,838
Other urban terri-
BOTYsueioiavanains 6 ? 34,191 38,250 2 1 6,897 2,838
2,500 to 5,000,.....4 3 4 10,205 14, 264 2 1 6,897 2,838
New Hampshire

Pagea 31-8 send 9, tables 5 and ¥
Portamuth: Ghange 1960 populstion {rom 25,833 to 26,900, 2

Page 31-8, table &
BT 0. ounty:

Page 31-9, table 7
RockIfigham Gointys:
Page 31-10, table 7

S’f.fi??ora 6oun€yx Rollinaford town ehown as Rollinslord,

New Jersey

hange peraent inorease, total and rural, from -0,3 to -0,2,

Chauge 1960 population of Newington town from 2,499 to 1,045,

Page 32-16, table B
Change the 1950 population of Bound Brook from 8,347 to 8,37,

New Mexico

Page 33-5, table 2
Claiange 1950 fopuintion, plases 2,000 to 2,500, rurel territory, Crom 151,182 to 15,182,

Pages 33-7 and 10, tables 5, 8, and 9
Fanta Fo:  change 1960 popﬁdfon oI Santa Fe from 34,676 to 23,394,

for Senta Fe County,)

Page 33-9, tnble 7
Fanta Fa émmﬁy: Change 1960 population totala for Santa Fe oiby, ooextensive with

Santa Fe division, and for San Sebastian diviasion, from 34,676 and 3,014 to 33,394 and
4,296, reapeatively.#

(See correction

New York
Page 34-11, table 5

Naw York Ui'{?: Change 1,790 population from 33,131 to 32,3053 numerieal inerenss, 1,790
t0 1,800, from 27,384 to 28,210; and percent inorveass, 1790 to 1800, from 82,7 o
87,3,

Page }4~13, table 6
UByuga Uounty: Ohange 1960 population, other urban territery, from 32,249 to 35,249,

Page 3415, table 7
Uﬁn{on Taunty:  Uhange 1960 population totals for Peru and Sohuyler Falls towns from
3,110 and 3,157 to 3,848 and 2,419, respectively.

North Carolina

Page 35-12, table 5
JaufacnvIIfe o1ty Bhown as Jeckonville town,

Page 35-13, table 6
The State; Unange 1960 population in urbanized areas from 790,862 to 774,769 popula-
tion in other urben territory from 1,011,059 to 1,027,152,

Hoke County: Change land area from 326 to 381 and population per aguare mile fxom 50.2
to 42,9,
Moore Gounty: Change land area from 760 to 705 and population per squore mile from 48.3
to 52,1,

Page 35-17, table 7

e Qounty: ttle River township (population 1960, ,.. ; 1950, 819; 1940, 815),

Page 35-21, table 7
UHEn_qe Tootmata 3 to resd as follows: "Part of Little River township ammexed to Moore
Oounty "

Change first sentense of footnote 44 to read as follows:
ereated {rom area avnnexed from Hoke County,"

Page 35-25, table 10
ﬁegefe part of footnote 2 which veads ‘'which is not inoluded in awea 4in 1960"; add:

"This part included in annexations to Township 1, Charlotte, ccextensive with Chaxrlotite
city, aince 1950,"

"Township 10, Little River,

North Dakota

Page 36-12, table 6
I.% WoiFe Oounty: Change percent increame, total and rurel, from 8.3 to -8.3,

Logan County: Change percemt inoresse, total and rural, from 15.5 to -15.5,
MoHenry County: Ohange percent inarease, total end rural, from 11,6 to ~11,6,
Stark Qounty: Change 1950 rural population from 8,998 to 8,668,

Pages 36-15 and 20, teblea 7 and 8
ﬁsﬁanry Uountyt  Change 1080 population of Bentry villege from 66 to 93,%
Pages 36-17 and 20, tables 7 and 8
ll%ay UGttt Ohangs 1960 population of Hampden village from 71 to 159,

See footnotes om p, XXAVI,

Ohio

Page 37-17, teble 7
Thampiign County: Change 1960 population totals for Jackson township, thet part of 8%,
Paria village in Jackson townahip, Johnson township, and that part of St, Parle town in

Johngon township, from 3,326, 1,295, 1,217, and 165 to 2,196, 165, 2,347, and 1,295,
regpectively,

Page 37-18, table 7
alxf{e ounty: Ghange 1960 population figure for that part of COanal Winohester vil-
lage in Violet township from ,,, to 39.%
Franklin County: Change 1960 population figure for that part of Canel Wincheater vilw
lage in Madison township from 1,976 to 1,937,% (See correotion for Fairfield County.)

Pages 37-23 and 30, tables 7 and 8
Richland Cotnty: Roselend (U) shown ae Rosedale (U),

Page 37-34, table 10
Change Toothote 5 to read a8 followa: "Inoludes populntion (5,575) of Marlon township
which was annexed to Montgomery township, ccextenaive with Columbua oity, aimce 1930.,"

Oklahoma
Page 38-10, table 4
S1z28 of place and All pleces Incorporated places
urbsn-rural Numbex Population Number Population
olasaiffoation | Me o TR From To From| To |  From To
Total, vavgaeee| 44| 5441 1,684,680| 1,684,540 B4z 542 1,680,989 1,690,840
500 to 1,000,,04400, 97| 96 69,797 62,217 97| 96 69,797 69,217
200 to 500.,,,4 .00, 40| 141 43,862 44,302] 140| 143 43,862 44,302
Rural territory..,| 443 443 252,257 252,117( 442 442| 251,096 250,956
500 to 1,000,,,.....) 95| 94 68,475 67,805 95| 94 68,475 67,895
200 0 500.4,, 4000, 140] 141 43,862 44,302] 40| 143 43,862 44,302

Poges 38-15 and 20, tables 7 ond 8
ﬁié Taln Oounty: Ohanga 1960 population totals for Carvin town and Kirk townahip from

drtain Qounty: Change
109 and 1,227 to 138 and 1,198, respectivaly,#

Page 38-17, table 7
hange footnote o Seminole Oounty to read ne follows: "Includes populetion (90) of

Lima town, identifled too late to be fnoluded in the detniled distributiona, - Change
1960 population totals of Brown township and Iincoln township Crom 1,313 and 1,456 ta
1,279 &nd 1,400, respeotively

Page 38-23, table 10
Ea%eie pnr% of Tootnote 4 which reads "not included in area in 1960"; add:

"These parts
Included in annexatlona to Oklahoma Oity aince 1950,"

Oregon
Pages 39-13, 16, 17, and 18, tablea 5, 7, 8, and 9
SR Ton Oty —ThS Dl Tes aTvialon, Wasto Goukty, shown aa Dalles,
Pennsylvania
Page 40-15, table 3
1960
Subjeot and aize of place Qurrent urban definition | Previous urban definition
From To From To
Number of plasan:
Rural teredtory.iieiesisiveioes 651 650 622 62),
Places under 1,000, .., 000000 350 349 3719 278
Population:
Rural terxitory:
Placea under 1,000,.,,0000000 177,663 176,810 195,275 194,422
Other rural territory...is.. 2,570,615 2,571,468 2,304,611 3,305,464
Page 40-16, table 4
Size of place and All places Ingorporated places
urban-rural Number Population Number Population
olassitloation I “p T 10T From Ta | From| To | From To
Totel,s.,eeeese|2,271(1,170| 8,270,128| 8,269,275| 999 999 7,080,696 7,079,843
500 to 1,000..,.....] 2184( 183 136,862| 136,009| 184( 183| 136,862 136,009
Rural territory.,,| 651] 630 646,700 645,B471 544| 543 489,176 488,323
500 to 1,000,,,..4,,| 167] 166 123, 582 122,791 167] 166 123, 582 122,729

Page 40~18, table 5
Yarrell TityT Chifige percent inoresse, 1950 to 1960, from ~1,1 to 1,1,

Pages 40-22 and 38, tables 7 and 8
Armstrong Oounty; Delete froy HILL (U), Reylurn township,

Pages 40-23, 35 and 40, tables 7, 8, snd 10

oka County: ange pulntion totale for Langhorne borough, Langhorne Manor
borough, &nd Middletown township fxom 1,461, 1,506, and 26,894 to 1,924, 1,001, and
26,936, respectively,#

Page 40-27, table 7

Tizernie County: Ohenge 1960 population totels for Hear Creek and Dennison townships
from 1,684 and 252 to 1,352 and 584, respeotively.

Pages 40-28 and 33, tables 7 and 8

Mercer Gounty: Ohenge 1960 popuiation totals for Jackson township end Jackson Center
borough from 416 and 640 to 764 and 292, respectively *

Page 40~29, table 7
Northampton Uoonty: Wilder (U), Palmer township, shown as Wilden (U},
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List of Corrcctions

SECTION II--Continued

Pennsylvania—Con.

Pages 40-29 and 36, tables 7 and 8
Northumberland County: Change 1960 population totals for Delayare township and MeEwens-
ville borough from 1,927 and 795 to 2,432 and 290, respectively.*

Page 40-33, teble & -

Chenge 1960 populstion of Centerville, Washington County, from 238 to 5 ,088, and of
Centerville, Crawford County, from 5,088 to 238,

Change 1960 populatian of Clarksville, Mercer County, from 332 40 312, and of Clarks-
ville, Greens County, from 312 to 332,

Page 40-38, table 8§
Strabane (U) shown s Strabana (U).

Rhode Island

Page 41.9, table 11
Providence-Pawtucket (R,I,-Mass,) SMSA: Delete (pt.) following Bristol County, R.I.;
North Attleborough town, Bristol County, Mass,, shown as North Attleboro,

South Carolina
Page 42.6, teble 1
Previcus urben defimition: 1960 (Apr, 1)

From To
The State: .

PODULELION. « 14 v aenvrevvonstonnnsreesiesssnrooversasrossesners 2,117,027 2,382,594

Increase over preceding census: Number,... cveeseeeen 217,223 265,567
Percent..ivsrvviveriariones 10.3 12,5
Rural territory:
POPULAtLON, v s asaessrsnarronrscnsorirorans 1,299,352 1,564,919
Incresse over preceding census: Number,, . -164,636 100,93
Percent.,, -11.2 6.9
Percent of total:
L T TN 8.6 34,3
RUTales iy vitervverosnrnansrnstassssnsinnris 614 65.7
Page 42-7, table 3
lQ%ﬁ, ‘previous urban definition: From To
Fopulation: —

RUral terribory e s e svuaarerinierernansrsravertacrisssneraenees 1,299,352 1,564,919

Other Fur8l Berrdbory veuvrersrerreenrvarrarrocersrtanrsanses 1,148,613 1,414,180
Percent of total populstion:

Rural £errdb0rF. cveecerniriitarrarretrirerrnnitaesrrroreranios 54,5 65,7
Flaces of 1,000 £0 2,500, cvsvssaeisnsvrersronnvrons v 402
Places under 1,000, e invarainsscrerisnarsisnsessionsnas e 2,1
Other rural HeTPItoryY . vciuieiseriiiiisrrstireeairsrressosans 59.4

Page 42-13, table & :
Change 1950 population of Pelzer from 2,692 to ... .

South Dakota
Page 43-14, table 6

Beadle County: Change percent inerease, total, from 2.9 to 2.8.

Iyman County: Change percent increase, total and rural, from -3,2 to -3.1,
Roberts County: Change percent increase, total, from -11.,7 to -11,6,
Yankton County: Chenge percent incréase, total, fram 4.5 to 4.4,

Pagea 43-18 and 21, tables 7 and 8

Lavrence County: Central CGity town_ shown as Central eity,
Central City town from 784 to 2471

Pa%s 43-19, table 7
ngton County: H1ill City town shown as Hill City,

Pa%e 43-2], table 8
Po: shown as Elk.

Change 1960 population of

Texas
Page 45-27, table 6
Presldio County: Change percent increase, total, to -25.8,

Smith County: Change map reference {rom E-15 to G-15,

Page 45-29, teble 7

Collin County: In footnote, change figure in parenthesea for Fairview towm from 156 to
175 ’

Page 45-30, tsble 7

Harris County: Delete Domnybrook Flace (U) shown under Sheldon division and Beaumont
Place {U) shovn under Highland division,

Page 45-31, table 7
Tackdor County: Under La Ward-lolita division add la Ward efty (population 175).%
Liverty County: Under Clevelmnd divieion add North Cleveland villege (populstion 277),*

Hutcllu-igi'o’n County: In footnote,chenge figure in paremtheses for Fritch town from 1,609
to 1, N

Page 45-32, table 7
Feclebnan County: Under Moody division add Lorena town (population 277),%

Pages 45-33 gnd 40, tables 7 apd §
Egﬁ.ﬁg County: Steriing City shown as Sterlding city,

Pages 45-33 and 39, tables 7 and &
Honewall County: Ohange population of Pescock town from .., to 130,2

Page 45-35, table 7
Sterling City shown in footnote 164 as Sterling city,

Pago 45.36, table 8
Alte Loma fUi shown as Alta Luma (U),

! fhe revised figure excludes s number of persons 1iving outside the particular area who, in ‘the original tabulations,
2 The revised figure includes a number of persons living Inslde the particular area who, in the original tebulat:
2 The revised figure includes a number of persons who were erraneously omitted in the original tabtulatioms,

% Not rTecognized as en incorporated place in the original tetulations,

Utah

Page 46-11, tmble 7
Oar;ield County: Under Escalante diviesion add Boulder town (population 108),“

Vermont

Page 47-4, table 1
Guf-rent Urban definition, 1960, urban population: Change perceni ineresse from 8,2 to
8.9,

Pege 47-6, table 6

wifxﬁam County: Ohange population in places of 1,000 to 2,500, from 1,322t0,,, ; other
rursl territory, from 15,308 to 16,630,

Windsor County: !Ghange p«’apulation in places of 1,000 to 2,500, from 3,073 to 4,39%;
other rural territory, fvom 27,008 to 25,686,

Page 47-8, table 7 N
wI%dhem Tounty: Change 1960 population of Stratton town from 24 to 28,
Virginia
Page 48-16, table 7
Northumberiand Cotnty: Change 1960 population totals for Heathaville and Wicomico dise
tricts from 995 and 2,841 to 1,833 and 2,003, respectively,
Pages 48-13 end 19, tables 6, 8, and 9
Delete second and third gentences of footnote to Norton oity. Add: “The figure in the

table resulted from omissions which were discovered too late for inclusion in the de
tailed distributions.”

Page 48-18, taple 8
m&ﬁnﬁ?— Change 1950 population from 57,040 to 135,449 and the 1940 population
from 26,615 to 57,040,

Page 48-2L1, table 11

Norfolk-Portemauth, Va,: Change percent inoresse for the area from 30,0 to 29.7, Change
1960 population total for Princesa Anne County from 76,124 to 77,1273 and footnote sy
bol in 1950 population colum from 3 to 2,

West Virginia
Page 50-11, table 7
Berkeley County: The following change in indention should be made:
From Ta

Hedgesville Dist. Hedgesville dist,
Hedgeaville town Hedgesville town
Martinsburg dist, Martinsburg dist,
Martinsburg city (pt.) Martinaburg olty (pt.)

Kanawha County: The [ollowing changes should be made:

From To
1960 population:
Charleston alBt...veersissss, 85,796 Charleston dist.,isssvierereiees 62,240
Charleston eity..iiasyeean. 85,796 Charleston oity (pt.) ooy 62,20
Loudon 165,20, uiuissrnaneers 21,780  Loudon QiBb.escessqerrrenvesnes 45,336
charleston cdty {(Pte)ereeiss. 23,556

Add to Cherleston oity (pt.)
tion, 7,418,

in Loudon distriet: 1950 population, 10,420; 1940 popula-

Page 50-13, table 7
Change third mentence of footnote 10 +to read ns followa: "Parts of Unjon and Loudon
districts and remainder of Charleston distriot annexed to Charleston olty,"

Page 50-16, table 10
Steubenville-Weirton (Chlo-W.Va.) Urbanized Area: Change the population totsls for the
following: The area, from 80,717 to 81,613; outside central clties, from 20,021 to
20,917; in Ohio and Jefferson County (part), from 46,419 to 47,315; Island Croek town-
ship (part), from 2,625 to 3,521, Add Wintersville village fpnrt), population 896,
wnder Igland Creek township.

Wisconsin

Page 51-17, table 7
Oconto County: Lakewood town shown as Wheeler (name changed since 1950).

Page 51-18, table 7
PepIni County: Weubeek town shown as Waubeck,
Ozaukee County: Change 1950 and 1940 population figures for Mequon oity to ... .

Page 51-24, table 8
Add Peitym to first listing of Superior and "village" to second listing of Superior.

‘Wyoming
Page 52-9, table 5
Cagper: Change percent increase, 1950 to 1960, from 64,5 to 64.4.

Guam
Page 54-4, table 2

ﬁ;g;isaagég Change population from 5,430 to 6,918 and population per square mile from
o .
Sents Rita:
758 to 665,

Change population from 12,126 to 10,638 and population per squere mile from
American Samoa

Page 56-7, table 3
Tutuils, Eastern District: Fagatogo village, Mauputasi County, shown as Fagatoge.
Tutulla, Western District: Masepa village, Tualsuta County, shown as Mesepa,

were erraneously counted az living inside the area,
1lons, were errcmeously counted as living outside the area,
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Figure 2.—REGIONS AND GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS OF THE UNITED STATES
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Figure 3.—MAJOR ACQUISITIONS OF TERRITORY BY THE UNITED STATES
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Figure 7.—ECONOMIC SUBREGIONS AND STATE ECONOMIC AREAS: 1960
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Figure 7.—ECONOMIC SUBREGIONS AND STATE ECONOMIC AREAS: 1960—Continued
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Figure 9.—
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Figure 8.—STATES WITH CENSUS COUNTY DIVISIONS

TERRITORY OF THE UNITED STATES AND ITS OUTLYING AREAS: 1790 TO 1960
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Figure 10.—CENTER OF POPULATION FOR CONTERMINOUS UNITED STATES: 1790 TO 1960
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Figure 11.—CENTER OF POPULATION FOR THE UNITED STATES AND CONTERMINOUS UNITED STATES:
1960 AND 1950
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1790 TO 1960
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Figure 16.—POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND REGIONS
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Figure 17.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES, BY REGIONS:

1790 TO 1960
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MILLIONS OF PERSONS

Figure 19.—TOTAL POPULATION, DECENNIAL POPULATION INCREASE,
AND PERCENT OF INCREASE: 1790 TO 1960
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Figure 20,.—NUMBER OF COUNTIES BY PERCENT OF CHANGE
IN POPULATION: 1950 TO 1960




Figure 22, —PERCENT OF CHANGE IN TOTAL POPULATION, BY STATES: 1950 TO 1960
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1940 TO 1950

Figure 25.—PERCENT OF CHANGE IN TOTAL POPULATION, BY COUNTIES
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Figure 28.—URBAN AND RURAL POPULATION: 1790 TO 1960 Figure 29.—COMPOSITION OF THE URBAN POPULATION: 1960
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Figure 31.—PERCENT OF CHANGE IN URBAN POPULATION, BY STATES: 1950 TO 1960
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Figure 36.—PERCENT OF POPULATION IN STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, BY STATES: 1960
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Figure 37.—PERCENT OF CHANGE IN POPULATION IN AND OUTSIDE
CENTRAL CITIES BY SIZE OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN
STATISTICAL AREAS: 1950 TO 1960
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Figure 38.—POPULATION BY TYPE OF RESIDENCE IN METROPOLITAN
AND NONMETROPOLITAN AREAS: 1960




Figure 39.—PERCENT OF CHANGE IN METROPOLITAN POPULATION, BY STATES: 1950 TO 1940
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Figure 40.—PERCENT OF CHANGE IN NONMETROPOLITAN POPULATION, BY STATES: 1950 TO 1960
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Percent of 1960
United States

NEW YORK 04
CALIFORNIA
PENNSYIVANIA |63
ILLINOIS 56
OHIO 5.4
TEXAS 53
MICHIGAN i
NEW JERSEY a4
MASSACHUSETTS |29
FLORIDA 28y
INDIANA 26k
NORTH CAROLINA |25
MISSOURI 24
VIRGINIA 22}
WISCONSIN 22
GEORGIA 22
TENNESSEE 20}
MINNESOTA 19
ALABAMA 18
LOUISIANA 18
MARYLAND 17
KENTUCKY 7
WASHINGTON 14
IOWA 1.5
CONNECTICUT 4 |
SOUTH CAROLINA |13
OKLAHOMA 13
KANSAS 12 5
MISSISSIPPI 12
WEST VIRGINIA | 1.0
ARKANSAS ]
OREGON 10
COLORADO 10
NEBRASKA 0.8
ARIZONA 07
MAINE Yy —
NEW MEXICO 05
UTAH 0.5 mmmm
RHODE ISLAND | osbr |
DIST.OF COLUMBIA | 0.4 |
SOUTH DAKOTA | 04 b
MONTANA 04
IDAHO 04 b
HAWAII 4
NORTH DAKOTA | 04 brmemst
NEW HAMPSHIRE | 03
DELAWARE 0.2
VERMONT 02 {gg!
WYOMING 0.2
NEVADA 02 by
ALASKA 0.1

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Figure 41.—STATES RANKED BY TOTAL POPULATION: 1960
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Figure 42.—STATES RANKED BY AMOUNT OF POPULATION CHANGE: 1950 TO 1960
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Figure 43.—STATES RANKED BY PERCENT OF CHANGE IN POPULATION: 1950 TO 1960
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Figure 44,—STATES RANKED BY POPULATION DENSITY: 1940
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Figure 45.—STATES RANKED BY PERCENT OF POPULATION URBAN: 1960
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Figure 46.—CITIES OF 250,000 OR MORE RANKED BY SIZE: 1960

MILLIONS OF PERSONS

NEW YORK, N.Y.
CHICAGO, ILL.

LOS ANGELES, CALIF.
PHILADELPHIA, PA.
DETROIT, MICH.
BALTIMORE, MD.
HOUSTON, TEXAS
CLEVELAND, OHIO
WASHINGTON, D.C.
ST, LOUIS, MO.
MILWAUKEE, W1S.
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.
BOSTON, MASS.
DALLAS , TEXAS
NEW ORLEANS, LA,
PITTSBURGH, PA.

SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
SAN DIEGO, CALIF.
SEATTLE, WASH.
BUFFALO, N.Y.
CINCINNATI, OHIO
MEMPHIS, TENN.
DENVER, COLO.
ATLANTA, GA.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.
INDIANAPOLIS, IND,
KANSAS CITY, MO.
COLUMBUS, OH|O
PHOENIX, ARIZ
NEWARK, N.J.
LOUISVILLE, KY.
PORTLAND, OREG.
OAKLAND , CALIF.
FORT WORTH, TEXAS
LONG BEACH, CALIF,
BIRMINGHAM, ALA.
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA,
ROCHESTER, N.Y.
TOLEDQ, OHIO

ST. PAUL, MINN,
NORFOLK, VA.
OMAHA, NEBR.
HONOLULU, HAWAII
MIAMI, FLA.

AKRON, QHIO

EL PASO, TEXAS
JERSEY CITY, N.J.
TAMPA, FLA,
DAYTON, QHIO
TULSA, OKLA.

WICHITA, KAN.
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