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This report presents projections of the
population of each region, geographic division,
and State, for 1955 and 1960, teking into ac~
count the 1950 Census totals for these areas,
The brojections are designed to represent the
civilien population of each area plus members of
the armed forces who resided in the ares at the

time of their entry into the armed forces, This
type of population cannot be enumerated easily
or reliably in a census, but is the type for

which the most realistic assumptions can be made
as to future change and for which the most usee~
ful projections can be provided, Users of these
projections can then develop projections of the
resident population of each area by making\what—
- ever assumptions as to future military changes
~.they consider appropriate.

_ These projections are being published at
thié\time, even though they are subject to rela=~
tively large errors, because the demand  for fig-
ures of this kind has been considerable, It is
believed that +they are reliamble enough to serve
meny important purposes and that persons working
iin the fields of public planning eand market
‘analysis will find them useful,

" SOURCES, METHODS, AND ASSUMPTIONS

General method.~~A "ratio" method was se~
lected after consideration had been given, from
the point of view of valldity and cost, to SEV=
eral possible methods of projecting State popu=
lations. Briefly, the retio method conslets of
(1) extrapolating the ratioof (a) the population
Oof the area for which a projection is desired to
{b) the population of a larger area which in-
¢ludes the first area and for which acceptable

e,
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PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATION BY STATES:

x Prepared by Helen L, White, formerly statistician in the Estimates
Divigion, and Jacob S. Siegel, Chief of the Estimates and Forecasts Unit.

1955 AND 1960%*

population projections are already availables
and (2) applying the extrapolated ratios to the
population projections for the larger area to
obtain projectlions for the smaller area, In
preparing the projsctions for geographic divie
siong shown in this report, the ratio of the
division total to the United States total was
extrapolated and the extrapolated ratio was ape
plied to projections of United States total pop-
ulation; 1in preparing projections for States,
the ratic of the State total to the appropriate
division total was extrapolated and the extra~
polated ratio was applied to the projections of
the division total, Regional projections were
obtained by éombining the appropriate divisional
figures, The specific assumptions and procedurss
used are discussed below.

Specific assumptions and procedures,--First,
the ratio of the populatlion of each division to
the total population of the United States and
the ratio of the population of each State to the
total population of its division were computed
for each decennial census year from the earliest
census to 1950, The ratios for 1920 to 1950 are
given in table 1. On the basis of these data, .
the divisions and States were next divided into
the following three groups?

Group 1. Those areas
tios show a consistent direction
from 1920 to 1950,

Group 2, Those areas for which the die
rection of change In the ratios from 1940 to
1950 was the same ag from 1930 to 1940 but
net as the change from 1920 tc 1930,

Group 3, Those areas for which the di-
rection of change in the ratios from 1940 to
1980 was different from that for 1930 to 1940,

for which the raw
of change
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The following assumptions were then made

for each group with respect to the initisl an-
nual rate of change in the ratio:?
Group 1. The rate of chenge in the ra-
tio was the same as the average annual rsie
of change in the ratio for 1920-50, 1930-20,
or 1940-50, whichever was the least in abso-
lute value (closest to zero).
Group 2. The rete was the same as the
average annual rate for 1830-50 or 1940-50,
whichever was the lesser.

Group 3. The rate was one-half of the
average annual rate for 1940-50.

The rates of change so determined were
assumed 1in the computations %o apply to the
period, July 1, 1950, %o June 30, 1951, They
are shown in table 1. It was also assumed

that the armmual rates of change would decrsase

linearly +to zero in 50 years, +that is, by the
year 2000-2001. Accordingly, wvalues for the
annual rates of change assumed to apply to each
year, 1951-52 +o 1959-80, were obtained by
linear interpolation of the initisl and terminal
values.
' Preliminary values of the ratios for July 1,
1955, and July 1, 1960, were then computed by
multiplying the ratios for July 1, 1980, serially
by one plus the projected annval rates of change
for the appropriate years,z The preliminary pro-
jected ratios for geographic divisions, and for
the States within each division, for 1955 and
for 1960, were then adjusted to sum to exactly
100 percent.? The adjusted ratios are shown in
table 2, Finally, projections of the population
of each division for July 1, 1955 and 1960, were
obtained by applying the adjusted ratios for
divisions to progections of the total population
of the United States (including armed forces
overseas) for 1955'and 1980, and projections of

1 The wusual formula for the average annual rate
of change in a series, say a series of proportions, is

ﬁ&(gi - 1, where Py represents the proportion at the end
0

Pp the proportion at the beginning of the
the number of years in the
the average
of the

of the period,
period, and t represents
period, In order to simplify the procedure,
annual rate of change was approximated by use

2(Py ~ Pg) . . . . .
formula t(ﬁ;ﬁ;»ﬁgy, which gives a satisfactory approxima- -

tion when g% falls between 0.5 and 1.5 for the 10-, 20-,

and 30-year time spans considered here.
2 That ig, each ratio for 1950 was multiplied by one

plus the rate of change assumed for 1950-51 the product
was multiplied by one plus the rate asgumed for 1951-52,
and S0 on. It may be noted that, in computing the aver-
age annual rate of change in the various ratios for
periods ending in 1950, the value of the ratic on April 1,
1950, was used; however, in extrapolating the ratios, the
initial annual rate of change was applied to an estimate
of the ratic for July 1, 1950,

3 In the case of a few of the areas, this adjustment
hadg the effect of distorting slightly the trend in the
ratios originally projected, but no further adjustment
was made to eliminate this distortion.
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the population
by applying the sdjusted State ratios +to the
projected totals for divisions for these years,
By using "low," "medium," and '"high" projections
of the totel United States population at future
three. series of projections for Statesg
were developed for July 1, 195
are shown

dates,
and divisions
and 1960. The resulting projections
in teble 3.

Definition of population.=--Such factors ag
the chenge in the number of armed forces person-
nel stationed in each State and overseas, and
the movement into and out of the armed forces,
can generally be regarded as disturbing +the
"normal" trend both of the ratios and of the
population figures. The preparation of pro-
jections of the civilian population of an area
and of the tobtal population resident in the area
(the civilian population plus members of the
armed forces stationed there) involves making
projections of +these militaery changes. It was
decided, in the present instance, therefore, 4o
work with, and develop pruojections for, a more
regular and presumably more predictable popula~-
tion, comprising +the civilian population and
those members of the armed forces who resided in
the area at the time of their entry inbto the
armed forces, The preparetion of this series
does not involve making separate projections of
military changes, as do the two other types of
estimetes mentioned. (For all aress combined,
this type of figure represents the total popula-
tion of the United States including armed forces
overseas,) Users of these projections who desire
projections of the total population residing in
each area and of the civilian population can
develop them from the projections presented here
by making whatever assumptions regarding future
militery strength and distridbution they consider
appropriate, perhaps on the basis of the differ-
ences bebtween the corresponding types . of esti-
mates for some recent date.

The census data for April 1, 1950, and the
populstion estimates for July 1, 1950, used in
preparing +these projections, were adjusted in
accordance with this definition before the compu-
tation of ratios. (Census data for 1940 and
prior years were not adjusted on this basis be-
cause of the smgll number of military:personn81
involved,) Correspondingly, the projected ratios
for divisions were applied to projections of the
total population of the United States including
armed forces overseas to obtain estimates of the
population of each division as defined above.

Basic data.-~-These population projections
are based on data on the population of States
from the various decennial censuses, the figures
for 1950 being given in 1950 Census of Populd~

tion, Series PC-9, No. 1l; estimates of the popu-

Tation of the States for July 1, 1950, published

of each State were then obtained




in Current ‘Population Reports, Series P-25,
No. 50; projections of the population of the
United States for 1955 and 1980, published in
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 43;
and data on the size and distribution of the
armed forces for 1950 provided by the Department

of Defense.

LIMITATIONS OF THE PROJECTIONS

A definite statement as to the reliability

of the projections for States, divisions, and
reglons presented in this report cannot, of
course, be given. Suggestive comments can be

made, howewver,

It should be
these projections
use of a ‘certain method and a

recognized first of all that
represent the results of the
certain set of

assumptions; ‘they must be interpreted, there-
fore, din the light of this method and these
assumptions. Other methods and other reasonable
assumptions could have been <used which would

have produced somewhat different results. The
method selected appeared +to offer +the best re-
sults for the limited funds available for pre-
paring the projections.

Since the projections are based on the pro-
jections of the total population of the United
States published in Current Population Reports,
P-25, No. 43, they are affected by the limita-
tions of these projections, &as described on
page 7 of that report. Since, in addition, the
- projected ratios for each division ard State are
sub ject to some error, the projections for these
areas are, on\%he average, subject to greater
error than the mational projections.

Within the framework of the present assump-
tions, the range set by the high and low series
gives an indicetion of the range of possible
error--probably a minimel one. The high projec-
tions for 1960 exceed the low projections by
11.5 percent. If three series of ratios, in-
stead of one, had been wused in developing the
present series of population projections-~-a de-
sign which seems reasonable and which may be
preferred by some--the resulting figures would
possibly have had a considerably broader range--
too broad perhaps to make  the figures practi-
cally useful.

To date, no adequate test of the relative
validity of various methods of projecting the
population of geographic areas within the United
States has been made.* A preliminary test of
this kind is now being made at the Bureau of the
and a full description of the design of

Census, -

4 A test of limited scope, relating sclely to the
validity of the ratio method in predicting the population
of selected large cities, was recently conducted by
Robert C. Schmitt and Albert H. Crosetti and is described
in "Accuracy of the Ratio Method for Forcasting City
Population," Land Economics, Vol. XXVII,
1951, pp. 346-348.
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the test and of the results will shortly be pub-
lished, In general, the test involves project-
ing the population of each State from 1930 to
1940 and 1950 by various methods and comparing
the results with the 1940 and 1950 Census re-
sults. Comparisons were made Dbetween projec-
tions prepared by such methods as the following:
the cohort-survival method; geometric extra-
arithmetic extrapolation; and several

polation;
variations of the ratio method, including the
variation employed in this report.’® It is be=

lieved, on the basis of the preliminery results
of this test, +that, in general, the projections
for the States with a relatively large popula-
tion in 1950 and with relatively 1lttle net
migration in the recent past are subject to a
smaller percent error than the projections for
Stetes with a relatively small population and
relatively large net migration. Also, the pro-
Jections for 1955 are, on the average, likely to

‘be considerably more accurate than the projec-

tions for 1960C. The maximum percenbtage error
shown in the test for any area, for the 10=-year
projections; when the particular variation of
the ratio method employed in this report was
used, was 24 percent (District of Columbia); if
the District of Columbia is excluded, the maxi-

mum was 15 percent.
RETATED REPORTS

Related estimates.--Reference has already
been made to the 1950 Census data for States and
to the estimetes of State population for July 1,
1950. Estimates of the +total population of
States for July 1 of each year, 1940 to 19%9,
have been published in Current Population Re-
ports, Series P-25, No. 47. The projections and
current figures given in the present report,
however, should not be used in conjunction with
these data or other estimates for dstes after
April 1, 1940, published in other reports in the
P-25 geries, unless differences in the treatment
of the armed forces are taken into account. The
Figures for the total population of States pub-
lished in Series P-25, Nos. 47 and 50, and in
Series PC~9, No. 1, relate to the civilian pop-~
ulation plus armed forces stationed in the area;

"as indicated earlier, the figures in this report

civilian population plus those

relate +to the

members of the armed forces who resided in the
area &t the time of their entry into military
service.

% The cohort-survival method involves projecting the
population as enumerated at the last census or as esti-
mated for a current date, by age and sex, to a future
date by use of projected birth rates, death rates, and
migration. This method is described in detail in Current
Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 43. Geometric ex-
trapolation and arithmetic extrapolation involve, respec-
tively, the assumption of a continuation of the average
annual rate and average annual amount of increase in the
population as observed in some recent past period.




Related projections.--The latest avallable
projections of the population of the United
States as a whols are those published in Current
Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 43, This
report presents three serles of annual figures
to 1960, clasgified by age and sex, These fige
ures were developed on the basls of current esw
timates for July 1, 1949; +they do not take the
1950 Census and informestion on subsequent pop=
ulation changes Iinto account. On the basis of
these recent indications, it is antlcipated that
as of Japuary 1, 1952, the current estimates of
the total population of the United States will
fall about mldway between the medium and high
projectiong implied for that date, Although ree
vislon of these projections may appear desirable
on this gccount, 1t was not deemed necesgsary
or feaslble +to carry out a revision at this
time for the purpose of preparing these State
projections. .
Projections of the population of geographic
divisions for 1955, 1960, and 1975 were recently
prepared by Margaret J, Hagood and Jacob S,
Siegel,® The general method used in preparing
those projections 1s the same asg that used in
the present report. Because of differences in
the ©basic data used, the specific assumptions
selected, and the details of computation, how-
ever, the corresponding projections-=~those for
divisions in 1955 and 1960«-are mot in exact
agreement., The maximum difference, that for the
Eagt South Central division in 1960, 12 about 4
percent; but seven out of the nine divisions
show &ifferences under 2 percent,.
sidered desirable  in preparing the present se-
ries to make use of the Census Bureau's State
estimates for July 1, 1950, which became avail=
able after the earlier projections were pre~
pared, as well as to use an approach, in setting

up the assumptions for projecting the population
precise formu-

ratios, which permitted more
lation., The article cited presents, in addition
to the basic series_ mentioned, projections of

the age-sex distribution of the population of the
four major geographle reglons in 1960.

é Margaret Jarman Hagood and Jacob S. Siegel, YPro-
jections of the Regional Distribution of the Population
of the United States +to 1975," Agricultural Economics
Research, Vol. III, No. 2, April 1951, pp, 41-52. This
article is pertinent also for its brief discussion of the
history of projections for geographic areas within the
United States, its detailed description of the ratio
method, its discussion of other methods, and its selected

bibliography bearing ca these subjects.

L 47

more than five

It was cone -

PROJECTIONS FOR OTHER AREAS AND DATES

Frequently, projections of the population of
area3 other than States or groups of States, op
for earlier and later dates than given here, are
needed, The method and assumptions used in pre
paring the present projections can generally bve
extended +to prepare these additional kinds of
figures, If the past rate of growth of the popuw
lation of an area has paralleled, even roughly,
the rate of growth 1in the State, 1t may be suf-

ficient to use (without extrapolation) the PLOw
portion of the total population of the State in
or more

as shown by the 1950 Censusg

the area,
in conjunction with the projected

recent data,

State total,
Since it appears that the reliability orf

projections generally decreases as the size of
the area decreases and ag the estimate date ex-
tends further into the future, projections for
more than a decade hence of relatively small
populations, say of several hundred thousand
or less, are probably subject to considerable
error, The error may freguently be large enough
to render such projections inadequate for most
of the uses to which they may be put, Futher=
more, it is recommended that yprojections for
or so years 1nto the future not
be attempted for rapldly growing areas with
populations of fewer than 50,000 persons. (These
limlts are somewhat arbitrary, but they may
gserve ag convenient guldes wuntil limits are de-
veloped by empiriceal test.) In projecting the
population of a geographic area within the

United States, particularly a rather small sres,
should be given, Iinsofar-

direct consideration
as possible, to the economlc, dindustrial, and
social structure of the area. For some very

small areas, the expansion or contraction of a
single industry or even a single filrm may be the
determining factor in the course of population
changes. Any projections should be carefully
checked for consistency with past trendg and for
reasonableness 1in the light of expected future
developments, and consideration should be given
to the preparation of several projections using

different methods.
interest in projections of

If there is
the age-sex distribution of the population of

States, the ratio method applied here to project
or the method described 1in the Hagood~

totals
Siegel article cited above for projecting the
age-sex - distribution of the population of ré-~

gions can be adapted to that purpose,




Table 1,-~COMPUTATION OF

.

(The sum of the percentages
based directly on data from %
- members of the armed forces res

in each distribution shown may not equal. 100,00
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THE RATE OF CHANGE IN THE PROPORTION OF THE POPULATION IN GEQGRAPHIC DIV.
YEAR OF THE PROJECTION PERIOD

ASSUMED FOR THE INITIAL

he decennial censuses; those for 1950 are

1ding in the area at the time

of entry into the arme
1 and 2 of text for further explanation)

because of rounding.
pased on data from the 1950
4 forces and to exclude all ©

Percentages fo
Cengus .,

TSIONS AND STATES

r 1920 to 1940 are
ad justed to include
‘ther members of the

Ab 6

armed forces stationed in the area in April 1950. See pages

Percentage distribution of population Rate of

Pericd on change in
Division and State Group which rate initial pro-
1920 1830 1940 1950 ig based jeetion year

i . (percent)
United StabesSssesncsavsasansos 100,00 100,00 100.00 100,00 eos e aas
New England.ssesessssssossosssscacs 7.00 6.65 6,41 6.20 1 1930-50 -0.35
Middle At1antic.eessosssessansssons 21.06 21,39 20.92 20.08 2 1930-50 ~0.31
Fast North Central.cecssososccssose 20.32 20,60 20.22 20,24 3 1940-50 0.00
West North Central.ecssecosssssssne 11.87 10,83 *10.27 9.37 1 193050 -0.,72
South AtlantiCecevererancsrnrnseanes 13,23 12.86 13,54 13.96 - 2 194050 +0,31
East South Cenbral.ssvessossassanss 8,41 8,05 8,19 7.63 3 1940-50 -0.35
West South Central.sevicescsnsssnas 9,69 9,92 9,92 9,63 3 1940--50 ~0.15
MOUNELT s s e e evecersacoosanssosvonns 3,16 3,02 3.15 3.36 2 1930-50 40,54
L PAacifiC.ivecrsnesrsnrsecucorsosnnae 5,27 6,67 7.39 9,52 1 193050 +1.76
NEW ENGLAND:usrsssersotasvsersaoncs 100,00 100.00 100,00 100.00 sen coe e
MAINE.esssssscososstassnanscnsess 10,38 9,76 10.04 9.86 3 194050 0,09
New HampshiTe..seeveovssssvensonse 5.99 5,70 5,83 5474 3 194050 0,07
Vermont.eoacessssosssosonenssasse 4,76 | 4,40 4. 26 4,09 1 1920-50 0,50
MassachusettS isecssvssssearonons 52,05 52,04 | 51.16 50,38 L 192050 -0,11
Rhode ISlanG.eossesssossasaressas 8.17 8.42 8,45 8.36 3 1940~50 ~0,06
Cornectiouteessssassooressssnsrss 18,65 19.68 20.26 21,57 1 1930-50 +0 .46
MIDDLE ATIANTIC..y,...........;.. 100.00 100,00 100.00 100.00 N s cee
NEW TOTK e s eusrnonsreranensorssons 46,65 47,93 48,94 49,13 1 194050 +0,04
NEW JErSEYasrscrorronssanrsssnssne 14,18 15,39 15,11 15.95 3 194050 +0.27
Pennsylvanif. . cese e cirare e 39,17 36.68 35,95 34,92 1 1930-50 (0,25
FAST NORTH CENTRAL, covcvveronnvnses 100.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 een e e
ORdOesrennvnveseassssssarsansrsnn 26.82 26,27 25,94 26,17 3 1940~50 +0,04
TIALANA G + v e vvvvrsvranersorsasnens 13,65 12,80 12,87 12.97 2 193050 +0.06
I1linois...... e e 30.20 30.16 29.66 28.57 1 1920-50 ~0.18
Michigan,.veesaunsnoerunoruonarns 17,08 19.14 19.74 20.96 1 1930-50 +0.45
WiBCONSI e s e vscasnnnrsarssasvass 12,26 11.62 11.78 11.33 3 194050 -0,20
WEST NORTH CENTRAL .. evervecnsvosns 100.00 100,00 100.00 100.00 cae aee P
Minnesob,. v ersesrssreasasraoens 19.03 19.28 20.66 21.23 1 194050 +0.27
T OB e s v narnssonesasssasecannss 19,16 18.58 18.78 18.66 3 1940-50 -0.03
Missouri....... . reereeeeorana 27,14 27.29 28.00 28.16 1 1940~50 +0,06
North bakota....... Cereresiaarens 5,16 5.12 4,75 4 o4l 1 192050 «0,51
Soutll Dakobae s vveeorrassvsnaance 5,07 5,21 4,76 4,63 2 1940-50 ~0,27
Nebrasks .o P T 10,33 10.36 9.73 9.43 2 1940-50 0,32
Kansas, .. .. \. 14.10 14.15 13.32 13,47 3 1940-50 +0.06
SOUTH ATLANTIC. . vuvesnrvoorconoans 100,00 100.00 100,00 100,00 .o see Ve
DELAWATC s e v erssvsersasasosassssns 1.59 1.51 1.50 1.52 3 194050 +3.08
Maryland,...coone L 10,36 10.33 10.22 11.03 3 1940~50 +0.38
District of Columblae..esesvesnis 3.13 3.08 3.72 3,69 3 1940~50 -0,05
Virginia..oveessenrnoensssoanrnee 16.51 15,33 15,02 15,45 3 1940-50 0. 14
West Virgini@e.ieseecearseoononre 10.46 10.95 10.67 9.63 2 1930-50 L0, B4
North Carolint....csceeeeasoasoas 18,29 20,07 20.04 19.22 2 1930-50 0,22
South Caroling, . vsevesessssonones 12,03 11,01 10,66 10,04 1 1930-50 -0.46
GEOTEids s e v s rraranes eeanesnas B 20.70 18.42 17.53 16,32 1 193050 ~0,60
FLOTiGa. . evrsesansscasatossansve 6.92 9.30 10,65 13,10 1 1930-50 +1.70
FAST SOUTH CENTRAL 106.00 100,00 100,00 100,00 e eee e
Kentuckyeeooonse i 27.17 26 bk 26,40 25,53 1 1930~50 ~-0,18
TEeNNesSees s o e 26,29 26,46 27,05 28.73 1 1920-50 +0.29
Alabamae v eses 26,40 26,76 26,28 26,78 3 194050 +0,09
MisgissipPlevsercarvocerrorcocons 20.13 20.33 20,26 18.96 2 193050 -0,35
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL. . cassevreeearnss 100,00 106,00 100.00 100.00 e e see
Arkansas..e.eeon 17,11 15,23 14,92 13.28 1 1930~50 -~0.69
LOULBIi8NA. cvvesessasrsanrsasarvee 17.56 17,26 18.09 18,54 2 1940~50 40, 24
OKLENOMA s + ¢ v ervasnsvsnessonsesers 19,80 19.68 17.88 15.46 1 1920-50 -0.8L
T OXBGe cv s sotosnaantsssssssansrse 45,53 47,83 49,10 52,72 1 1920~50 +0,48
MOUNTAIN, s oveevoseorsnsnossoassnane 100,00 100,00 100.00 100.00 v v o
MONEANA . cevesevcsvssvrsorsersssns 16,45 | 14.52 13.48 11.73 1 193050 ~1,06
TAANO . cs cvaeroarasrtonsssrerarsns 12,95 12.02 12.65 11.7% 3 194050 0,38
WYOMANG e s v e crnoeennoansnssnansre 5.83 6,09 6,04 5,62 2 1930-50 ~0.41
COLOTAAO e v rescanssgsosstsaarsss 28,17 27,98 27.07 26,06 1 1920-50 ~0.26
New MeXiCO. . vevaerotsssnossanrse 10,80 11 .44 12,81 13.29 1 1940-50 +0.37
AriZonte.crsrees hriseaseesarteen 10.02 11,77 12,03 14,78 1 1930-50 +1.14
UbBh e esssesesnsansoossesrnasnssss 13,47 13.72 13.26 13.67 3 1940-50 +0,15
NEVAAB, cevrerasarosssnsscasonsone 2.32 246 2.66 3.13 1 1920~50 +0.98
PACTFTC . ¢ vvvvrnstocsnnssasunsessane 100,00 100.00 100.00 100,00
WASHLINGTON s « s evererreensssenerrne 24,37 19.08 17.8% 16,27 1 1930-50 ~0.7%
OTEEONa s v e enassrasoressneness 14,07 11,64 11.20 10,65 1 1930-50 -0.44
Californiae.ceviesvissserronnnrns 61.56 69.28 70,97 73,08 1 1930-50 +0,27
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Table 2.-~PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS AND OF THE POPULATION
’ OF DIVISIONS BY STATES, FOR 1950, AND PROJECTED PERCENTAGES FOR 1955 AND 1960
(The sum of the percentages in each distribution shown may not equal 100,00 because of rounding, Flgures relate to July 1. The egti.
mates shown for 1950 are based on estimates of State population published in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No, 50
adjusted to include members of the armed forces residing in the area at the time of entry info the armed forces and to exclude all
other members of the armed forces stationed in the area on the estimate date. The projected percentages for 1955 and 1960 relate
to a similar population) :
b ma b Projection et ma t Projection
Divieion and State Fetintes Division and State Eatlmate, N
1955 1960 . . 1955 1960
United StatesSssosavsoses 100,00 100,00 100,00 SOUTH ATIANTICcscoseoanssesuesn 100.00 100,00 100,00
New England, eseceossssenssasns 6,19 6,08 5,97 Delaware.ssoiavasssencocanae) .52 l',52 1.52
Y . MarylanGe.veesevesesscccrons 11.04 11.21 11.36
Middle AtlantiCeeccesvoosssses 20.12 19,78 19,46 . c .
k - District of Columbi@eeesecsos 3.62 3.60 3,58
Fast North Centraleiesvosscons 20,23 20,19 20,14 S s = &
. Virgini@e.ceeeooscsessossnas 15.42 15,49 15,54
West North Centr8lacssessosase 9.40 9.06 8,76 Pe .
P N West Virginifesessosovossnse 9.63 9,31 9,03
South AtlentiCeessosssvoniscos 13,96 1414 L4429 N g
5 North Carolinfesesssescsccss 19.26 19.02 18,78
Fast South Central.sesssscscos 7,62 747 7o 34 N . .
@ - South Carolinds.eesssceccoss 10,05 9,81 9,58
West South Centralesecscececcss 9,61 9,52 9,43 . .
=e “ . GEOrgifeeccavsvnonsossossons 16.33 15.83 15,37
MountBifiasecoascosavoanassonas 3,37 3.45 3,53 Florida 13,14 Th 2% i 4
PacifiCiscesuscncssscsscnssone 9,50 10.31 11,08 ferecencrooonenssene? : e 5.23
NEW ENGLAND.covoossconcssscesan 100.00 100,00 100,00 EAST SOUTH CENTRALsoacicvsonas 100,00 100,00 100,00
MAlN€s socossoassonssassncons 92,90 9,85 9,81 Kentuckyssescesansaconvosnoe 25,56 25.34 25,15
New Hampshireecesecosancsass 5,76 5.7 5,72 Tennessee,coescasososscnesse 28,73 29,14 29,51
Verdwontessescrsoasssessassne 4,10 4,00 3,91 Alabamiseceseccooroorooncsae 26,75 26,87 26,97
Mageschusettfessvsooceoscans 50434 50,06 49,81 MissiseipPlesvesncsosoccsvse 18,96 18,65 18,37
Rhode Islandecossoscososnsaa 8,34 8,31 8,29 .
Sonnecticubascesossnssansasa 21,57 22.04 22.46 WEST SOUTH CENTRALsvoessosssas] 100,00 100,00 100,00
MIDDLE ATLANIICuscessenaonsnea| 100,00 100,00 100,00 ATKBDSBS 000 cosanensurnonsns 12.28 12,80 12,27
Loulelansosssseaossanassaves 18.55 18,69 18.80
New YOrKesocescsosvssssasocs 49,15 49,29 49,42
P . ; Oklahomaesesesseosavosonanss 15,45 14,79 14,21
New Jers8eyoseeocccosvsconcse 15,96 16,19 16,40 Toxas Somm 53.73 506
Pennaylvanifescscevssassnnas 34,89 34,52 34,19 ‘""“l"'“'"""“""' " . +61
FAST NORTH CENTRALcccevseosscs 100.00 100,00 100.00 MOUNTAING csvearnvosconasoscona 100,00 100.00 100.00
OhiGscsosasoscssnsasvassassse 26,12 26,13 26,13 MOntanAs asescnssscossososnse 1177 11.18 10,66
Indianfceiocsscesnvscassrsoss 12,98 13,00 13,01 Tdahoeesssessassscnsanssosns 11.70 11.48 11,27
I11in01i8ccacecssncocnsnacnne 28,58 28,28 28,00 WyOomings cosessssoscossoesnsse 5,61 5.50 5439
Michiganesooeooseacessoorona 20,97 21.39 2177 ColoradO, s vsessncsacssssnses 26.08 25,74 25,42
Wiseconsinecesesesccvsennassss 11.34 11.21 11.10 New MexXicOssessonsssssaresas 13.38 13,61 13,80
WEST NORTH CENTRALesoessessens 100,00 100,00 100,00 Arizonacseeessonoriessonases 14.73 15.54 16,29
. Ubahecaossonssnsnscosassocas 13.63 13,72 13,78 i ]
Minnesot8eeesncoscensesossscoa 21.23 21.50 21,74 Nevad 3.10 3,04 337 ;
IOW8auossssnosorcssscnssacan 18,66 18.62 | 18.58 AlBsneoscascorecncocnnoce ° ‘ ‘
Missouris.uvaneovonsennosnoe 28,12 28,18 28,24
North Dakot@ecosessconcavnso 4443 4,32 4,22 PACTFIC: cusnacoosssocasrsncsvss 100.00 100,00 100,00
South DakotBssscceevssesascs 4y 65 4y 58 4,53 Washingtomne o seeasevessssenss 16,29 15,66 15,12
Hebraskiessoovnarnanessssvos b4 9.29 .16 Oreg0Niscssnssssessnorsnsssss 10,66 10,43 10.22
KonS8Seessenoccsasscssnsnnns 13,48 13,51 13,54 Californifescsesssossosssane 73.05 73,91 74,67

Table 3, ~~PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATION OF REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES, FOR 1955 AND 1960, WITH CURRENT FIGURES FOR 1950

from the sum of parts shown because of rounding. Figures relate to July 1 and represent the civilian pop-
who resided in the area at the time of their entry into the armed forces.

{Totals shown may differ
Series P-25,

ulation of each area plus members of the armed forces
The estimates shown for 1950 are based on the estimates of State population published in Current Population Reports,

No. 50, adjusted to represent the type of population defined above)

Low geries Medium series High series
Region, division, and State Es;ég\gte,
1955 1960 1955 1960 1955 1960
151,672,000 158,176,000 161,679,000 161,748,000 169,371,000 166,179,000 180,276,000

United Statesceesenscrass

REGIONS:

Northesstern 518168, eeeeesiys | 39,910,000 40,893,000 41,109,000 | 41,817,000 43,064,000 42,962,000 45,837,000

North Central States....o..g. 44,938,000 46,268,000 46,724,000 47,313,000 48,947,000 48,609,000 52,099,888
56,003,

The SOUthasssessesoseossnae] 47,296,000 49,243,000 50,226,000 50,355,000 52,615,000 51,734,000
The WesSteeoeeesoosancasaraseo| 19,528,000 21,772,000 23,620,000 22,264,000 b, Thér, 000 22,873,000 26,337,000
L NORTHEASTERN STATES:
| New Fnglaneoscosssessassonss 9,393,000 9,611,000 9,649,000 9,828,000 10,108,000 10,097,000.] 10,759,000
: Middle At1entic.eesneescesvos| 30,517,000 31,282,000 31,460,000 31,989,000 32,957,000 32,865,000 35,079,000
NORTH CENTRAL STATES:
30,686,000 31,942,000 32,567,000 32,663,000 34,117,000 33,558,000 36, 3§§’888
15,785,

East North Centralesssecossccs

West North Centraleveeesseses] 14,252,000 14,326,000 14,157,000 14,650,000 14,831,000 15,051,000

THE SOUTH:
South AtlantiCeccoesecccnooos 21,171,000 22,363,000 23,102,000 22,868,000 24,201,000 23,494,000 25,760Jgg8
13,236,

East South Central..eseesesss| 11,552,000 11,821,000 11,870,000 12,088,000 12,435,000 12,419,000
West South Centralesessessess 14,573,000 15,059,000 15,253,000 15, 399,000 15,979,000 15,821,000 17,008,000
THE WEST:
MoUNtain. sesoenorssoescsoscos 5,117,000 5,465,000 5,701,000 5,588,000 5,972,000 5,741,000 6,357,000
14,411,000 16,307,000 17,919,000 16,675,000 18,772,000 17,132,000 19,981,000

PacifdCesossosenssronsoctoses

1 This rigure differs slightly from the corresponding figure for the same date published in Current Populstlon Reports, Series P-25s
No, 55, whirh includes among the United States armed forces overseas those whose pre-service residence was in a United States Territory

or possession.
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Figures r

0, WITH CURRENT FIGURES FOR 1950mwCone
olate to July 1 and represent the civilian popw

time of their emtry iInto the armed forcess
in Current Population Reports;’ Series P-25,

Medium series

High series

_ Low series
Region, division, and State Estinete, sl -
1955 1960 1955 1960 1955 1950
NEW ENGLAND:
M0G0« e s ssvosrnsasacsnssos 930,000 947,000 946,000 968,000 991,000 995,000 1,055,000
Now HARDSHATGnsverereeeorsnes 541,000 552,000 552,000 564,000 579,000 580,000 616,000
FOTTONt s anvennonneennssesnss 385,000 384,000 77,000 393,000 395,000 404,000 421,000
MAEGACISOT LS, v e s smrsnseanase] 4,728,000 4,811,000 4,806,000 4,520,000 5,035,000 5,055,000 5,359,000
0G0 TS18N00 s s ssrneanasacses 783,000 799,000 200,000 #17,000 838,000 839,000 892,000
COROCHLOU e vasrsnnssnernssoa] 2,026,000 2,118,000 2,167,000 2,166,000 2,270,000 2,225,000 2,417,000
MIDDLE ATLANTIC:
e ieevvues| 14,999,000 | 15,420,000 | 15,546,000 | 15,768,000 16,286,000 | 16,200,000 | 17,335,000
Nor ToDSeTnnvenssnesnenanee| 4,872,000 51065,000 5,159,000 5,180,000 5,404,000 5,321,000 5752,000
Doy ] 1076465000 | 10,798,000 | 10,755,000 | 11,041,000 11,266,000 | 11,344,000 | 11,992,000
EAST NORTH CENTRAL:
BHL0n s vnvnsennesnesoseensasesl 8,016,000 ¢,345,000 8, 508,000 g, 534,000 8,913,000 g,767,000 9,487,000
TG ae s aenieaeees] 3,983,000 4,151,000 4,236,000 4245,000 4,438,000 4,361,000 4,723,000
T1110016s v a v snsnerasnsens 8,771,000 5,032,000 3,119,000 3,236,000 9,553,000 9,489,000 | 10,168,000
ML I GATLe e v s v v nen e e nseensa] 6,435,000 6,832,000 7,089,000 6,986,000 7,427,000 7178, 000 7905, 000
VLSOOI e o v vuvrsnrsnenansn] 3,481,000 3,582,000 3,614,000 3,663,000 3,786,000 3,763,000 4,030,000
WEST NORTH CENTRAL:
LRGSO, o s e s nsnensonseneans| 3,025,000 3,080,000 3,078,000 3,149,000 3,224,000 3,236,000 3,432,000
TOWE e ore e enenen] 2,639,000 2,667,000 2,631,000 2728000 2,756,000 2,802,000 21934000
M BT e vvirnaareena] 4,007,000 %037,000 3,998,000 4129,000 4,188,000 4,242,000 4 457,000
North DRKobas.sessss- 631,000 619,000 598,000 633,000 626,000 650, 000 666,000
SOUth DRKOLE, +essnesenssssans 662,000 657,000 643,000 671,000 671,000 690,000 715,000
NODTASKA v e vrs v asnvsnsensanens]| 1,345,000 1,331,000 1,296,000 1,361,000 1,358,000 1,398,000 1,445,000
KOTERe + e e v rraeaeneanes] 1,921,000 1,936,000 1,916,000 1,979,000 2,007,000 2,034,000 2,137,000
SOUTH ATLANTIC:
DOLAWAT o ot o vssernsoansosnros 321,000 340,000 351,000 347,000 368,000 357,000 391,000
MErylanGy v enssenenenansosasa| 2,336,000 2,508,000 2,625,000 2,564,000 2,750,000 2,635,000 2,527,000
Districh of COLumbifesessses 766,000 805,000 £27,000 223,000 867,000 846,000 923,000
VATginife.eoneessenevensenaen| 3,265,000 3,465,000 3,589,000 3,543,000 3,760,000 3,640,000 4,002,000
Wosh VATEinia, evesarenaesses| 2,038,000 2)082,000 2,086,000 2,130,000 2,185,000 2,188,000 21326,000
North CATOlilfesueessvnseses] 4,078,000 4,253,000 4,339,000 4,349,000 4,545,000 4,468,000 4)838,000
South CArolinf,s.seeseneeasns| 2,128,000 2.193,000 2,214,000 2,243,000 2,319,000 2,304,000 2,468,000
COOTE e s enensnnsenraenensses| 3,458,000 3,540,000 3,552,000 53,620,000 3,721,000 53,719,000 3,960,000
FLoTad0n s e nesvnernsenssaneeas] 2,781,000 3,177,000 3,518,000 3,249,000 3,686,000 3,338,000 2923,000
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL:
KOTDUCKY 4 s e v eeesennenseracsas] 2,952,000 2,996,000 2,985,000 3,064,000 3,127,000 3,147,000 3,329,000
T OEOE00, e s vrssssnesnnenea| 3,319,000 3,445,000 5,502,000 3. 522,000 3,669,000 3,619,000 3,905,000
FLADAI e s en s vin v veeanenen] 3,090,000 3,176,000 3,202,000 3,248,000 3,354,000 3,337,000 3, 570, 000
MiSS1SEIDPLe vnnesnssimesernsn|  25190,000 2,205,000 2,181,000 2,254,000 2,284,000 2,316,000 2,432,000
WEST SOUTH CENTRAL:
AKATSA S v s sseeeresasssnnnens] 1,936,000 1,927,000 1,887,000 1,970,000 1,976,000 2,024,000 2,104,000
UL B LA e vn e s vnsrnnoanseanea] 2,704,000 2,815,000 2,868,000 2,878,000 3,005,000 2,957,000 3,198,000
ORLATIOME s« s vneevronsinsanens] 2,251,000 2,227,000 2,168,000 2,277,000 2,271,000 2,340,000 2,418,000
T ORAS s o v esvssrmmnnssnennsanes] 7,683,000 8,090,000 §,330,000 8,273,000 g, 726,000 &, 500,000 9)288,000
MOUNTAIN: .
MODEAD e ¢ s v oo sennssnscassoss 602,000 611,000 608,000 625,000 637,000 642,000 678,000
TABNO+ e s s vvnranernransenaense 599,000 627,000 643,000 641,000 673,000 659,000 717,000
WGOMINEs v v s vvevnrannsensoness 287,000 300,000 307,000 307,000 322,000 316,000 343,000
CoLOTa00 e vmns e iseeanea] 1,335,000 1,407,000 1,449,000 1,438,000 1,518,000 1,478,000 1,616,000
NeW MOTA0O, vrvmnasnsesanossiss 685,000 744,000 787,000 760,000 827,000 781,000 &77,000
ATLTONy 4 v eransenseonssosnse 754,000 849,000 929,000 269,000 973,000 £92,000 1,036,000
Ut o e vmvsrnsrorenacasessrds 697,000 750,000 786,000 766,000 823,000 © 787,000 876,000
NOVAd@ v vvarennneasrases I . 158,000 177,000 192,000 181,000 202,000 186,000 215,000
PACIFIC: ‘
WaSNINEEOTe o e ssveneesnensns| 2,348,000 2,554,000 2,709,000 2,612,000 2,838,000 2,684,000 3,020,000
O OEOM v e e s ervnsnsnnneneneee] 1,536,000 1,700,000 1,831,000 1,739,000 1,918,000 1,786,000 2,041,000
ooBOR. e ter Tt 10,527,000 | 12,053,000 | 13,380,000 | 12,325,000 14,017,000 | 12,663,000 | 14,919,000

2oL




