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Introduction 

The attached set of tables and the map con- 
tain some of the more significant and novel 
figures now available the 1960 Popu- 
lation Census of the United States. These 
materials are intended to serve as the basis 
of the discussion by the panel of social 
science analyists of the broad implications 
of recent population trends. The materials 
are accompanied by only very brief anno- 
tations, since it is believed they will tell 
their own story to statisticians and social 
scientists. 

The three listed authors wish to state that 
these materials are a staff product of the 
Bureau of the Census and to acknowledge the 
contribution made by many staff members of 
the Population and Geography Divisions in 
the preparation and compilation of the 
materials. 

Item A. NET MIGRATION, BY COLOR, FOR STATES: 
1950 1960 

These estimates, made by the vital statistics 
variant of the residual method, include 2.7 
million net immigrants from abroad so that 
a State is more likely to have a net in- migra- 
tion than a net out migration. Nonetheless, 
27 States and the District of Columbia in- 
curred a net out - migration over the 1950- 
1960 decade. In about one -third of the 
States --and especially in the North, the 
direction (+ or -) of the net migration was 
different for whites and nonwhites. The 
geographic redistribution of whites, 
Negroes, Indians, and Orientals is evidently 
continuing at a rapid pace with shifts mostly 
resembling those in the preceding decade. 
The South as a whole had a small net in- 
migration of whites, although this was 
mainly confined to same of its more atypical 
States. It would be interesting to deter- 
mine the extent to which the likely reser- 
voirs of continued out-migration are becoming 
depleted. 

Item B. NET MIGRATIOJ ESTIMATES, 1950 
1960, BY COUNTY 

Almost half (49 percent) of the 3,000 or 
so counties in the United States lost 
population in the 19501s. All of these 
lost because of net out - migration. In 
addition, many of the gaining counties 
increased only because their natural in- 
crease more than offset their net out - 
migration. Of all counties, 29 percent 

percent had this type of growth so that, in 
total, more than three -quarters of all 
counties had a net out - migration. Obviously, 
then some counties had rather high rates of 
net in- migration. In fact, 172 counties 

(5.5 percent of the grand total) had a net 
in- migration rate of 30 percent or more. 

As shown by the map, the counties with very 
high rates of net in- migration are mostly 
outlying counties within metropolitan 
areas, a few relatively "young" metro- 
politan areas, and counties in Florida and 
California. The counties with very high 
rates of net out-migration, on the other 
hand, are typically those in depressed 
areas from which population has been drain- 
ing away for decades: coal mining areas 
in West Virginia, Virginia, and Kentucky; 
the Southern Appalachians and the Ozarks; 
parts of the Deep South (including northern 
Florida); the North Woods Cutover; and 
the low rainfall areas of the Great Plains. 

Item C. NET MIGRATION AND NET MIGRATION 
RATES FOR METROPOLITAN AND NON - 
METROPOLITAN STATE ECONOMIC AREAS, 
BY REGIONS: 1950 1960 

These two tables are consolidations of the 

county estimates shown on the map of Item 
B. The shift of population from non- 
metropolitan to metropolitan areas is 
certainly familar by now. Bogue's 1940- 
1950 estimated net migration rates ( +9.2 
percent for metropolitan areas and -9.3 
percent for nonmetropolitan areas) are not 
much different from these. Although not 
shown in the table, it was also found that 
the net migration rate for nonmetropolitan 
counties in every region tended to vary 
directly with the percent of the county's 
population classified as urban, so that 
the counties with no urban population had 
the highest rates of net out migration. 
In the past decade, nonmetropolitan areas 
in the Northeast and the West, however, 
had but little net migration, although 
the stream components of the two equilib- 
ria may represent quite different 
situations. The contrast between metro- 
politan and nonmetropolitan areas, with 
respect to net migration, is perhaps 
greatest in the South. 



The designated depressed areas in combination 
had a net out-migration, as we should ex- 
pect. Those in the North Central States and 
the West, however, had virtually a zero 
balance. 

Item D. POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE CEN- 
TRAL CITIES OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL AREAS WITH POPULATION 
OF AREAS ANNEXED TO CENTRAL CITIES, 
BY REGIONS: 1960 AND 1950 

The new statistica on the population of 
territory annexed to cities have increased 
our awareness of the importance of this 
factor in the growth of incorporated places. 
The central cities of metropolitan areas 
gained 4.9 million persons through annex- 
ation during the 1950ís, an amount equal 
to 9 percent of their 1950 population. Had 
it not been for this legal process, many 
more large cities would have shown population 
decreases over the decade and the centrifugal 
movement from central cities to suburbs 
would have appeared to be even more exten- 
sive. Southern cities made particularly 
effective use of this device to recapture 
their suburbanites whereas Northern cities 
were unable to do so to any appreciable 
extent. The selective contribution of 
annexations to the population growth of 
central cities also tended to vary inversely 
with the over -all size of the metropolitan 
area. The growth of the entire metropolitan 
area seemed to bear little relationship to 
its over -all size but was considerably in- 
fluenced by geographic location. 

Item E. COLOR BY SEX, FOR UNITED STATES, 
BY SIZE OF PLACE, 1960, AND URBAN 
AND RURAL RESIDENCE, 1950 

The geographic redistribution of nonwhites 
(principally Negroes) has been accompanied 
by a redistribution in terms of size of 
place of residence that is just as strik- 
ing. Less than 50 years ago, a majority 
of Negroes lived on farms. In 1960 about 
half lived in the central cities of urban- 
ized areas and about 70 percent lived in 
urban residences. By several residential 
indices, the Negro is now more urbanized 
than the white population. The chief re- 
maining lag is in suburbanization; urban 
fringes house 23 percent of whites but 
only percent of nonwhites. This dis- 
parity, of course, reflects not only 
residential segregation but also sharp 
differences in the quality of housing. 

Item F. POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE 
CENTRAL CITY OR CITIES OF STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 
BY COLOR AND REGIONS: 1960 AND 1950 

The white population of central cities of 
SMSAís increased nationwide by only 5 per- 
cent whereas the corresponding nonwhite 
population increased by 51 percent. This 
type of difference was found in the metro- 
politan areas of every region but was 
perhaps most striking in the two Northern 
regions because whites in their central 
cities actually decreased in numbers. There 
was also a fairly large percentage increase 
of nonwhites in the outlying parts of 
metropolitan areas but the absolute in- 
crease involved was quite small. 

The influx of Negroes in the large cities 
of the North and West may lead us to over- 
look the similar movement in the South. 
The 1950-1960 rate of growth of the non- 
white population in the central cities 
of Southern SMSAís was higher than that 
of Southern whites even though the latter 

group had a rapid increase of its own. 

Item G. POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE 

CENTRAL CITY OR CITIES OF STANDARD 

METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS, 

BY COLOR AND SIZE OF AREA: 

1960 AND 1950 

The excess in the rate of population change 
of nonwhites over that of whites in the 
central cities of Standard Metropolitan 
Statistical Areas was greater in SMSAís 
with a million or more inhabitants than 
in smaller SMSAís, partly because the 
larger SMSAfs are not located in the Deep 
South. The direction of the differences 
was the same in every size class, however, 
just as it was in every region. In eval- 
uating the relatively low growth rates 
of both whites and nonwhites in the out- 
lying parts of SMSAís with fewer than 

250,000 inhabitants, we have to make allow- 
ance for the heavy losses from annexations 
there as was shown in Table 2 of Item D. 

Item H. POPULATION OF CITIES OF 1,000,000 
OR MORE BY AGE, 1960 AND 1950, 
WITH DECAIE CHANGE BY COLOR 

As previously noted, a number of our largest 
cities lost whites by out - migration in the 
1950ís and had in- migration of nonwhites 
of a less than compensating volume. These 
processes had considerable effect on the 
population structure of big cities by age 
and color. 
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In the five cities of a million inhabitants 
or more, the only age group that every- 
where decreased over the decade was 25 to 
29 --the slim birth cohort of 1930 to 1934. 
Except for Los Angeles, the losing age 
group extended beyond this one in both 
directions, to as low as 15 to 19 and as 
high as 60 to 64. Among whites alone, 
even more age groups incurred decennial 
losses; in fact, only the age groups 10 to 
14 years'old and 65 years old and over 
increased in all big -city white populations. 
The picture was quite different for non- 
whites. Only in Detroit, did any age 
groups (20 to 29) of nonwhites lose popu- 
lation. One result of this pattern of 
ethnic succession was that the white 
population is considerably older than the 
nonwhite in these cities, containing 
relatively more of the elderly and rela- 
tively fewer of children of school age. 

Item I. AGE OF THE POPULATION INSIDE AND 
OUTSIDE STANDARD METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL AREAS: 1960 AND 1950 

When we widen the scene from the five larg- 
est cities to the total of all SMSAís, 
we observe decreases at only the age groups 
20 to 29 with the largest rates of in- 
crease having occurred at 5 to 14 and 
65 years and over. The population living 
outside metropolitan areas had an (alge- 
braically) lower rate of change in every 

age group than the metropolitan population. 
The losses in the ages of prime labor 
force activity were thus both more wide- 

spread and more acute. The residential 
differentials reflect mainly net migration 

from nonmetropolitan to metropolitan areas, 
but underlying both sets of rates of change 
are the effects of important fluctuations 
in the size of birth cohorts. 

It J. OF BIRTH AND AGE OF THE 
POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE 
STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL 
AREAS: 1960 AND 1950 

This table makes it easier to compare the 
size of identical birth cohorts in 1950 
and 1960. In metropolitan areas, for 
cohorts born before 1915, net in-migration 
was not sufficient to compensate for 
mortality. It appears that the peak rate 
of net in-migration occured for the cohort 
born between 1930 and 1935, i.e., for 
those 15 to 19 years old in 1950. (A 

more thorough analysis would take account 
of survival rates and of differences in 
coverage and the accuracy of age reporting, 

at the two censuses.) Disregarding children 
born during the intercensal decade, we note 
that, in normmetropolitan areas, every cohort 
was reduced in size. The rate of change was 
also algebraically less for every cohort in 
nonmetropolitan than in metropolitan areas, 
although the differences were slight for 
persons born before 1900. The elderly are 
least likely to migrate to metropolitan 
areas, or to migrate at all, for that matter. 

An examination of the birth cohorts for the 
five cities presented in It H reveals a 
reduction between 1950 and 1960 of every 
cohort in the cities of Detroit and Phila- 
delphia. The only increases in the cities 
of New York and Chicago occur in the cohorts 
born between 1930 and 1940 (those persons 
between 10 and 19 years old in 1950). In 
Los Angeles, increases occurred in all co- 
horts born in 1915 or later (those under 

35 years old in 1950) whereas decreases 
occurred in all older cohorts. 

Item A. COMPARISON OF NUMBER OF PERSONS OF 
ALL AGES, 45 TO 64, AND 65 AND 
OVER, APRIL 1, 1950 AND 1960, BY 
STATES 

This items shows the percent of change, by 
State, for the elderly' (65 years and over) 
and the middle -aged (45 to 64). The number 
of elderly persons increased from 1950 to 
1960 in every State. These increases re- 
flect mainly increases in numbers of births 
in the nineteenth century with improvements 
in expectation of life playing a relatively 
minor role. The presumed out - migration of 
the elderly even from States like West 
Virginia and Mississippi was not nearly 
enough to cancel this increase. On the 
other hand, the States with mild winter 
climates were able to attract an extremely 
disproportionate share of elderly inter- 
state migrants. Thus, Florida and Arizona 
more than doubled their elderly populations. 
All States except one (South Dakota) also 
had more residents 45 to 64 years old at 
the end of the decade than at the beginning. 
Almost universal State gains of elderly 
persons are probably in prospect for the 
1970's, therefore. 

Item L. PERCENT OF STATE'S POPULATION IN 
EACH SIZE OF AREA OF RESIDENCE 
CLASS WHICH IS AGED 65 AND OVER, 
APRIL 1, 1960, STATE 

Persons 65 years old and over tend to be most 
concentrated in villages and least concen- 
trated in the suburbs, although this general- 
ization does not hold for all parts of the 
country. The heavy concentration of the 



elderly in villages is most typical of 
Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Missouri, 
where the proportion of the total popu- 
lation runs up to one -fifth. Florida can- 
not equal this level in any type -of- residence 
area although particular towns and cities 
may be more specialized havens for the 
aged. California, contrary to popular 
impression, has a lower proportion of 
elderly residents than the national average. 

It M. WORKERS BY PLACE OF WORK AND PLACE 
OF RESIDENCE, DENVER SMSA: 1960 

This table illustrates the type of detail 
on place of work by place of residence now 
being published in the census tract re- 
ports. In fact, those reports also show 
the central cities separately. The flows 
of commuters into Denver from the other 
counties in the are impressively large 
except that, in hindsight, there is 
certainly a question as to whether Boulder 
County really belongs in the Denver SMSA. 
Only small proportions of Denver residents 
work in the outlying counties. 

Item N. PLACE OF WORK OF WORKERS FOR 
STANDARD METROPOLITAN 

STATISTICAL AREAS: 1960 

This table gives commuting statistics for 
a broader geographic coverage but in re- 
duced detail on the streams. These 
selected figures also carme from the census 
tract reports, which are now being pub- 
lished. This source covers commuting 
streams within an SMSA or out from an 
SMSA but not into an SMSA from other coun- 
ties. The cases where more than one -tenth 
of the workers commute to jobs outside the 
SMSA are limited to New England, where 
SMSA's are defined in terms of towns and 
hence have much smaller areas. Presumably 
many of the long -distance commuters from 
the outlying "rings" of Stamford and 
Norwalk, Connecticut, work in New York 
City. It is not at all uncommon for more 
than half of the workers living in the 
outlying metropolitan ring to work in the 
central city. 

Item 0. HOUSEHOLDS, PRIMARY FAMILIES, 
AND PRIMARY INDIVIDUALS, BY 
REGIONS, URBAN -RURAL RESIDENCE, 
AND COLOR, FOR THE UNITED STATES: 
1960 AND 1950 

Some people have been confused by the 
apparent paradox that the average size of 
household has been decreasing whereas the 

the average size of family has increased 
slightly. Here one needs to know the 
official definitions. Families require a 
minim,m, of two related persons. About 
16 percent of households, on the other hand, 
consist of primary individuals, mostly 
living alone. The increase in family size 
is essentially attributable to the baby 
boom. The decline in average size of 
household reflects the facts that, in our 
affluent society more old people more 
young adults entering the labor force can 
afford to live alone and that custom in- 
creasingly limits the group living under 
one roof to the nuclear family (husband, 
wife, and minor children). 

The convergence of average size of both 
households and families continued among 
the regions and urban -rural groups but 
not between white and nonwhite groups. 

Item P. NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN PER 
1,000 35 TO 44 YEARS OLD, 
1960, AND PERCENT CHANGE, 1950 

1960, BY COLOR AND URBAN -RURAL 
RESIDENCE, FOR AVAILABLE STATES 

Available State figures on the number of 
children ever born suggest that completed 
fertility is increasing everywhere except 
among white women in the rural South. 
Urban areas and the nonwhite population 
show the largest percentage increases, 1950 
to 1960, for women 35 to 44 years old. The 
national replacement quota of roughly 2,030 
children per 1,000 women of this age is 
exceeded almost universally. 

In a number of States, the fertility of 
rural white women exceeds that of urban non- 
white women. Before we can fully assess the 
effects of the urban environment on Negro 
fertility, however, we need to know more 
about the selectivity of rural -urban mi- 
gration. The very low fertility rate for 
white women in the District of Columbia 
reflects the selectivity of both in- and 

out migration as well as the relatively 
low fertility in big cities. 

When both urban -rural residence and color 
are held constant, Virginia, the Carolinas, 
and Georgia are seen to have relatively 
moderate cumulative fertility rates, 
probably below the corresponding national 
averages. The population 'mix," however, 
produces relatively high over -all rates 
for these South Atlantic States. 

103 
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ITEM A 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 

December 4, 1961 

NET MIGRATION, BY COLOR, FOR STATES: 1950 to 19(0 

(Net migration comprises both net immigration from abroad and net interregional, 
interdivisional, and interstate migration according to the area shown. Movements 
of persons in the Armed Forces are included. Each estimate has been independently 
rounded franfigures computed to the last digit; hence, the sums of parts shown.may 
differ slightly from the totals shown) 

Region Division. and State Total Nonwhite 

United States +2,660,000 +2,685,000 - 25,000 

Regions: 
Northeastern + 336,000 + 541,000 
North Central States - 121,000 - 679,000 4 558,000 
The South -1,404,000 + 52,000 - 1,457,000 
The West +3,850,000 +3,518,000 + 332,000 

Northeastern States: 
New England + 23,,000 - 47,000 + 70,000 
Middle Atlantic + 312,000 - 159,000 + 472,000 

North Central States: 
East North Central + 699,000 + 178,000 + 521,000 
West North Central - 820,000 - 857,000 + 37,000 

The South: 
South Atlantic + 647,000 +1,189,000 - 542,000 
East South Central - 1,464,000 - 845,000 - 620,000 
West South Central - 587,000 - 292,000 - 295,000 

The West: 
Mountain + 557,000 + 549,E + 8,000 
Pacific +3,293,000 +2,970,000 + 324,000 

New England: 
Maine - 66,000 - 68,000 + 2,000 
New Hampshire + 13,000 + 11,000 + 1,000 
Vermont - 38,000 - 38,000 (1) 

Massachusetts - 93,000 - 119,000 + 25,000 
Rhode Island - 26,000 - 28,000 + 2,000 
Connecticut + 234,000 + 195,000 + 39,000 

Middle Atlantic: 
New York + 210,000 - 72,000 + 282,000 
New Jersey + 577,000 + 465,000 + 112,000 
Pennsylvania - 475,000 - 553,000 + 77,000 
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Region, Division, and State Total 

+ 276,000 
+ 19,000 
- 64,000 
+ 30,000 
- 82,000 

Nonwhite 

East North Central: 

Ohio 

Indiana 
Illinois 
Michigan 
Wisconsin 

+ 409,000 
+ 63,000 
+ 124,000 
+ 156,000 
- 53,000 

+ 133,000 

+ 45,000 
+ 189,000 
+ 127,000 
+ 29,000 

West North Central: 
Minnesota - 97,000 - 101,000 + 4,000 
Iowa - 233,000 - 236,000 + 3,000 
Missouri - 130,000 - 158,000 + 28,000 
North Dakota - 105,000 - 103,000 - 2,000 
South Dakota - 94,000 - 90,000 - 5,000 
Nebraska - 117,000 - 121,000 + 4,000 
Kansas - 44,000 - 49,000 + 5,000 

South Atlantic: 
Delaware + 64,000 + 58,000 + 6,000 
Maryland + 320,000 284,000 + 36,000 
Dist. of Columbia - 158,000 - 213,000 + 54,000 
Virginia + 15,000 + 84,000 - 70,000 
West Virginia - 447,000 - 406,000 - 40,000 
North Carolina - 328,000 - 121,000 - 207,000 
South Carolina - 222,000 - 4,000 - 218,000 
Georgia - 214,000 - 9,000 - 204,000 
Florida +1,617,000 +1,516,000 + 101,000 

East South Central: 
Kentucky - 390,000 - 374,000 - 15,000 
Tennessee - 273,000 216,000 - 57,000 
Alabama - 368,000 - 144,000 - 224,000 
Mississippi - 434,000 - 110,000 - 323,000 

West South Central: 
Arkansas - 433,000 - 283,000 - 150,000 
Louisiana - 50,000 + 42,000 - 92,000 
Oklahoma - 219,000 - 192,000 - 26,000 
Texas + 114,000 + 141,000 - 27,000 

Mountain: 
iontana - 25,000 - 23,000 - 2,000 
Idaho - 40,000 - 41,000 + 1,000 
Wyoming - 20,000 - 19,000 - 1,000 
Colorado + 164,000 + 149,000 + 15,000 
New Mexico + 52,000 + 54,000 - 1,000 
Arizona + 330,000 + 340,000 - 10,000 

Utah + 10,000 + 9,000 + 1,000 
Nevada + 86,000 + 80,000 + 6,000 

Region. Division. and State 

Pacific: 
Washington + 88,000 + 70,000 + 18,000 
Oregon + 16,000 + 10,000 + 6,000 
California +3,145,000 +2,791,000 + 354,000 
Alaska + 41,000 + 42,000 - 1,000 
Hawaii + 3,000 + 55,E - 52,000 

Less than 500 
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U. S. OF 
BUREAU OF CENSUS 

Item C 

Part 1.- -NET MIGRATION AND NET MIGRATION RATES ME1ROP0LITAN AND 
NON E ROPOLITAN STATE ECONOMIC AREAS, BY REGIONS: 1950 TO 1960 

(Net migration comprises both net immigration from abroad and net migration 
between the areas shown. Movements of persons the Armed Forces are included) 

Region Net migration, 
1950 -601 

Net migration 
rate, 1950 -602 

UNITED STATES +2,660,000 +1.8 

Metropolitan SEA's +8,149,000 +9.3 

Nonmetropolitan SEA's -5,490,000 -8.6 

NORTHEAST +336,000 +0.9 

Metropolitan SEA's +308,000 +1.0 

Nonmetropolitan SEA's +27,000 +0.4 

NORTH CENTRAL -121,000 -0.3 

Metropolitan SEA's +1,280,000 +5.3 

Nonmetropolitan SEA's -1,402,000 -7.0 

SOUTH -1,404,000 -3.0 

Metropolitan SEA's +2,726,000 +14.9 

Nonmetropolitan SEA's -4,131,000 -14.3 

WEST +3,850,000 +19.1 

Metropolitan SEA's +3,834,000 +28.8 

metropolitan SEA's +16,000 +0.2 

1Each estimate has been independently rounded from figures computed to the last 
digit; hence the sums of parts shown may differ slightly from the totals shown. 

is 1950 population. 

Part 2. --NET MIGRATION AND NET MIGRATION RATES FOR REDEVELOPMENT 
AREAS, BY REGIONS: 1950 TO 1960 

(Data relate to the 212 counties at least half of whose population falls within 
the 124 Redevelopment Areas designated in accordance with Section 5(a) of the 
Area Redevelopment Act, as listed Area Designation Status Report 1, Excludes 
Puerto Rico. See also notes in Item C, Part 1) 

Region 
Net migration, 

1950 -60 
Net migration 
rate, 1950 -60 

States -1,301,000 -7.8 

Northeast -461,000 -6.7 

- 41,000 -0.7 

South -804,000 -21.5 

West +5,000 +0.8 



Item D 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of the Census 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Table 1.-- POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE CENTRAL CITY OR OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL AREAS WITH POPULATION OF AREAS ANIS TO CENTRAL CITIES, REGIONS: 

1960 AND 1950 

Region and 
component 
parts of 

1960 1950 

Change, 1950 to 1960 1960 
population on 
basis of 1950 

of 
central cities 

Total 
on 1950 
of 

central cities annexations 

Number Per - 
cent 

Number Per - 
nest 

Number Per- 
cent 

UNITED STATES 

In S1SA's 112,885,178 89,316,903 23,568,275 26.4 23,568,275 26.4 - - 112,885,178 
Central cities 58,004,334 52,371,379 5,632,955 10.8 781,472 1.5 4,851,483 9.3 53,152,851 
Outside central cities 54,880,844 36,945,524 17, 935 ,320 48.5 22,786,803 61.7 -4,851,483 -13.1 59,732,327 

NORTHEAST 

In SMSA's 35,346,505 31,267,169 4,079,336 13.0 4,079,336 13.0 - - 35,346,505 
Central cities 17,321,731 17,881,490 -559,759 -3.1 -579,874 -3.2 20,115 0.1 17,301,616 
Outside central cities 18,024,774 13,385,679 4,639,095 34.7 4,659,210 34.8 - 20,115 -0.2 18,044,889 

NORTH CENTRAL 

In SMSA's 30,959,961 25,074,674 5,885,287 23,5 5,885,287 23.5 - - 30,959,961 
Central cities 16,510,746 15,836,656 674,090 4.3 - 257,583 -1.6 931,673 5.9 15,579,073 
Outside central cities 14,449,215 9,238,018 5,211,197 56.4 6,142,870 66.5 -931,673 -10.1 15,380,888 

SOUTH 

In SMSA's 26,447,395 19,417,751 7,029,644 36.2 7,029,644 36.2 - - 26,447,395 
Central cities 15,061,777 11,720,837 3,340,940 28.5 615,807 5.3 2,725,133 23.3 12,336,644 
Outside central cities 11,385,618 7,696,914 3,688,704 47.9 6,413,837 83.3 - 2,725,133 -35.4 14,110,751 

WEST 

In SMSA's 20,131,317 13,557,309 6,574,008 48.5 6,574,008 48.5 - - 20,131,317 
Central cities 9,110,080 6,932,396 2,177,684 31.4 1,003,122 14.5 1,174,562 16.9 7,935,518 
Outside central cities 11,021,237 6,.624,913 4,396,324 66.4 5,570,886 84.1 -1,174,562 -17.7 12,195,799 
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ITEM E General Population 

Table 42. -COLOR BY SEX, FOR THE UNITED STATES, BY SIZE OF PLACE, 1960, AND URBAN AND RURAL RESIDENCE, 1950 

(Minus sign ( -) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where than 0.1J 

(tennis year 

All classes Nonwhite Percent distribution 

Total Female Total Male Fessle Total Female White 
Non 
white 

Total 
Fe- 
sale 

UNITED 

1960 

Total 179,323,175 88,331,494 90,991,681 158,831,732 78,367,149 80,464,383 20,491,443 9,964,345 10,521,098 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

125, 268, 750 60,733,005 64,535,743 110,428,332 53,631,145 56,797,187 14,840,418 7,101,860 7,738,558 69.9 68.8 70.9 69.5 72.4 
Urbanised 95,848,487 46,494,210 49,354,277 83,769,935 40,706,094 43,063,841 12,078,552 5,788,116 6,290,436 53.5 52.6 54.2 52.7 58.9 
Central cities 57,975,132 Z7,927,624 30,047,508 47,627,232 22,976,282 24,650,950 10,347,900 4,951,342 5,396,558 32.3 31.6 33.0 30.0 50.5 
Urban fringe 37,873,355 18,566,386 19,306,769 36,142,703 17,729,812 18,412,891 1,730,652 836,774 893,878 21.1 21.0 21.2 22.8 8.4 

Other urban 29,420,263 14,238,795 15,181,468 26,658,397 12,925,051 13,733,346 2,761,866 1,313,744 1,448,122 16.4 16.1 16.7 16.8 13.5 
Places of 10,000 more 16,172,839 7,838,676 8,334,163 14,561,214 7,070,615 7,490,599 1,611,625 768,061 843,564 9.0 8.9 9.2 9.2 7.9 

of 2,500 to 10,000 13,247,424 6,400,119 6,847,305 12,097,183 5,854,436 6,242,747 1,150,241 545,683 604,558 7.4 7.2 7.5 7.6 5.6 
Rural 54,054,425 27,598, 489 26, 455, 936 48 ,403,400 24,736,004 23,667,396 5,651,025 2,862,485 2,788,540 30.1 31.2 29.1 30.5 27.6 
Places of 1,000 to 2,500 6,496,788 3,149,869 3,346,919 5,995,754 2,909,209 3,086,545 501,034 240,660 260,374 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.8 2.4 

47,547,637 24,448,620 23,109,017 42,407,646 21,826,795 20,580,851 5,149,991 2,621,825 2,528,166 26.5 27.7 25.4 26.7 25.1 

1950 

Total 151,325,798 75,186,606 76,139,192 135,149,629 67,254,991 67,894,636 16,176,169 7,931,615 8,244,554 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 96,846,817 47,092,839 49,753,978 86,864,031 42,307,596 44,556,435 9,982,786 4,785,243 5,197,343 64.0 62.6 65.3 64.3 61.7 
Urbanised area. 369,249,148 33,670,714 35,578,434 61,925,036 30,160,082 31,764,9% 7,324,112 3,510,632 3,813,480 45.8 44.8 46.7 45.8 45.3 
Central cities 48 ,377,240 23,432,038 24,945,202 42,041,968 20,402,406 21,639,560 6,335,272 3,029,630 3,305,642 32.0 31.2 32.8 31.1 39.2 
Urban fringe 320,871,908 10,238,676 10,633,232 19,883,068 9, 757, 674 10, 125,3% 988,840 481,002 507,838 13.8 13.6 14.0 14.7 6.1 

Other urban 13,422,125 14,175,544 24,938,995 12,147,514 12,791,481 2,658,674 1,274,611 1,384,063 18.2 17.9 18.6 18.5 16.4 
Rural 54,478, 981 28, 093, 767 26, 385, 214 48 ,285,598 24,947,395 23,338,203 6,193,383 3,146,372 3,047,011 36.0 37.4 34.7 33.7 38.3 

Percent Increase, 
1950 1960 

Total 18.5 17.5 19.5 17.5 16.5 18.5 26.7 25.6 27.7 

Urban 29.3 29.0 29.7 27.1 26.8 27.5 48.7 48.4 
areas 38.4 38.1 38.7 35.3 35.0 35.6 64.9 64.9 65.0 

Central cities 19.8 19.2 20.5 13.3 12.6 13.9 63.3 63.4 63.3 
Urban fringe 81.5 81.3 81.6 81.8 81.7 81.8 75.0 74.0 76.0 ... 

Other urban 6.6 6.1 7.1 6.9 6.4 7.4 3.9 3.1 4.6 
Rural -0.8 -1.8 0.3 0.2 -0.8 1.4 -8.8 -9.0 -8.5 

1960 

178,464,236 87,864,510 90,599,726 158,4 54,956 78,153,040 80,301,916 20,009,280 9, 711, 470 10, 297,810 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Urban 124 ,699,022 60,436,481 64,262, 541 110,201,999 53,510,814 56,691,185 14,497,023 6,925,667 7,571,356 69.9 68.8 70.9 69.5 72.5 
Urbanised area. 95,497,151 46,310,655 49,186,496 83,661,102 40,646,972 43,014,13) 11,836,049 5,663,683 6,172,366 53.3 52.7 54.3 52.8 59.2 
Central cities 37,660,938 27,777,916 29,903,022 47, 546, 958 22,935,746 24,611,212 10,133,980 4,842,170 5,291,810 32.3 31.6 33.0 30.0 50.6 
Urban 37,816,213 18,332,739 19,283,474 36,114,144 17,711,226 18,402,918 1,702,069 821,513 880,556 21.2 21.1 21.3 22.8 8.5 

29,201,871 14, 125, 826 15, 076, 045 26 ,540,897 12,863,842 13,677,055 2,660,974 1,261,984 1,398,990 16.4 16.1 16.6 16.7 13.3 
16,033,777 7,767,482 8,266,293 14,477,915 7,027,558 7,450,357 1,555,862 739,924 815,938 9.0 8.8 9.1 9.1 7.8 

of 2,500 to 10,000 13,168,094 6,358,344 6,809,750 12,062,982 5,836,284 6,226,698 1,105,112 522,060 583,052 7.4 7.2 7.5 7.6 5.5 

Rural 53,765,214 27,428, 029 26,337, 185 48,252,957 24,642,226 23,610,731 5,312,237 2,785,803 2,726,454 30.1 31.2 29.1 30.5 27.5 
Places 1,000 to 2,500 6,440,164 3,119,578 3,320,586 5,972,660 2,896,883 3,075,777 467,504 222,695 344,809 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.8 2.3 
Other rural 47,325,030 24,308,451 23,016,599 42,260,297 21,745,343 20,534,954 5,044,753 2,563,108 2,481,645 26.5 27.7 25.4 26.7 25.2 

1950 

Total 150,697,361 74,833,239 75,864, 122 134, 942, 028 67 ,129,192 67,812,836 15,755,333 7,704,047 8,051,286 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 

96,467,686 46,891,782 49,575,904 86,756,435 42,249,894 44,506, 541 9,711,251 4,641,888 5,069,363 64.0 62.7 65.3 64.3 61.6 
Urbanised area. 33,670,714 35,378,434 61,925,036 30,160,082 31,764,9% 7,324,112 3,510,632 3,813,480 46.0 45.0 46.9 45.9 46.5 

Central cities 48 ,377,240 23,432,038 24,945,202 42,041,968 20,402,408 21,639,560 6,335,272 3,029,630 3,305,642 32.1 31.3 32.9 31.2 40.2 
Urban 120,871,908 10,238,676 10,633,232 19,883,068 9,757, 674 10,125,394 988, 840 481,002 507,838 13.9 13.7 14,0 14.7 6.3 

Other urban 177,218,538 13,221,068 13, 997, 470 24 ,831,399 12,089,812 12,741,587 2,387,139 1,131,256 1,255,883 18.1 17.7 18.5 18.4 15.2 
229,675 27,941,447 26,288, 218 48,185,593 24,879,296 23,306,295 6,044,062 3,062,159 2,981,923 36.0 37.3 34.7 35.7 38.4 

Percent 
1950 to 1960 

Total 18.4 17.4 19,4 17.4 16.4 18.4 27.0 26.1 

29.3 28.9 29.6 27.0 26.7 27.4 49.3 49.2 
Urbanised 37.9 37.5 38.2 35.1 34.8 35.4 61.6 61.3 61.9 

Central 19.2 18.5 19.9 13.1 12.4 13.7 60.0 59.8 ... ... 

Urban fringe 81.2 81.0 81.4 81.6 81.5 81.8 72.1 70.8 73.4 ... 

Other 7.3 6.8 7.7 6.9 6.4 7.3 11.5 11.6 11.4 ... ... 

-0.9 -1.8 0.2 0.1 -1.0 1.3 -8.8 -9.0 -8.6 

Figuras revised Publication of 1950 report.. The revised 1950 populations are: urbanised axa. (69,252,234); (20,874,994) ; other urban, United States 
(27,594,583); other urban, States (27,215,432). Revised data not available by color end sex. For explanation of change., see footnotes 3 and 6 on page 7 
of table 63. 
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Item G U. S. OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of the Census 
Washington 25, D. C. December 1, 1961 

Table 2.-- POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE THE 1950 CITY LIMITS OF CENTRAL CITY OR CITIES OF STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS OF 500,000 OR DARE, BY COLOR AND SIZE OF AREA: 1960 AND 1950 

(Figures not adjusted for annexed areas in which the 1960 population was less than 
1 percent of the 1960 total population of central city. Color distribution of the 
population of area annexed to Sacramento estimates. Figures in thousands) 

Size and Total White Nonwhite 
component 
parta of 
SMSA 

1960 1950 1950 óe 1960 1960 1950 

. 

1950 1960 1960 1950 1950 1960 

Number 
Per- 
cent Number 

Per- 
cent Number 

Per - 
cent 

OF 
500,000 or more 

In 80,797 63,773 17,024 26.7 70,823 57,234 13,590 23.7 9,973 6,539 3,434 52.5 
Central cities 38,275 38,033 242 0.6 30,386 32,785 -2,399 -7.3 7,889 5,248 2,641 50.3 
Outside central cities 42,522 25,740 16,782 65.2 40,437 24,449 15,988 65.4 2,084 1,291 793 61.5 

In 31,763 25,789 5 ¡935 23.2 27,713 23,262 4,451 19.1 44051 20527 1,524 60.3 
Central cities 17,769 17,655 0.6 14,336 15,469 -1,133 -7.3 3,433 2,186 1,247 57.1 
Outside central cities 13,994 8,134 5,861 72.1 13,377 7,793 5,584 71.7 618 341 277 81.2 

In SMSA's 29,819 23,858 5,960 25.0 26,327 21,560 4,767 22.1 3,491 2,298 1,193 51.9 
Central cities 11,767 12;037 -270 -2.2 9,119 10,313 -1,194 -11.6 2,648 1,724 924 53.6 
Outside central cities 18,052 11,821 6,231 52.7 17,209 11,247 5,961 53.0 843 574 270 47.0 

SMSA's 19,215 14,126 5,089 36.0 16,783 12,411 4,372 35.2 2,432 1,715 717 41.8 
Central cities 8,739 8,341 399 4.8 6,931 7,002 -71 -1.0 1,808 1,338 470 35.1 
Outside central cities 10,475 5,785 4,690 81.1 9,852 5,409 44443 82.2 623 376 247 65.6 
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ITEM H U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau'of the Census 
Washington 25, D. C. December 1, 1961 

POPULATION OF CITIES OF 1,000,000 OR MORE BY AGE, 1960 
AND 1950, WITH DECADE CHANGE BY COLOR 

City 

and 

Total Change, 1950 to 1960 

1960 1950 
Total White Nonwhite 

Number Percent 

NEW YORK 

All ages 7,781,984 7,891,957 -109,973 -1.4 -475,779 365,806 
Under 5 years 686,717 665,889 20,828 3.1 .41,308 62,136 
5 to 9 years 595,847 535,039 60,808 11.4 -982 61,790 
10 to 14 years 575,321 443,599 131,722 29.7 87,187 44,535 
15 to 19 years 486,851 467,065 19,786 4.2 -2,075 21,861 
20 to 24 years 482,522 598,718 -116,196 -19.4 -127,478 11,282 
25 to 29 years 513,629 665,245 -151,616 -22.8 -153,641 2,025 

30 to 34 years 542,769 638,249 -95,480 -15,0 -115,959 20,479 
35 to 39 years 546,966 668,845 -121,879 -18.2 -144,191 22,312 
40 to 44 years 524,381 642,065 -117,684 -18.3 -136,629 18,945 
45 to 49 years 550,310 590,622 -40,312 -6.8 -58,667 18,355 
50 to 54 534,526 556,389 -21,863 -3.9 -38,609 16,746 

55 to 59 years 499,493 450,515 48,978 10.9 25,407 23,571 
60 to 64 years 428,825 364,482 64,343 17.7 48,786 15,557 
65 tö 69 years 344,063 274,343 69,720 25.4 59,590 10,130 
70 to 74 years 240,101 170,654 69,447 40.7 61,313 8,134 
75 years and aver 229,663 160,238 69,425 43.3 61,477 7,948 

CHICAGO 

All ages 3,550,404 3,620,962 -70,558 -1.9 - 398,777 328,219 
Under 5 years 380,672 327,176 53,496 16.4 -22,643 76,139 
5 to 9 years 312,929 256,150 56,779 22.2 -6,817 63,596 
10 to 14 years 271,083 205,323 65,760 32.0 26,216 39,544 
15 to 19 years 222,540 202,414 20,126 9.9 139 19,987 
20 to 24 years 225,053 276,140 -51,087 -18.5 -62,444 11,357 
25 to 29 years 226,646 321,742 -95,096 -29.6 -103,772 8,676 
30 to 34 years 237,956 311,034 -73,078 -23.5 -91,971 18,893 

35 to 39 years 247,875 303,888 -56,013 -18.4 -73,493 17,480 
40 to 44 years 244,443 273,500 -29,057 -10.6 -41,539 12,482 
45 to 49 years 242,377 250,886 -8,509 -3.4 -17,476 8,967 
50 to 54 years 219,261 235,681 -16,420 -7.0 -26,236 9,816 
55 to 59 years 202,251 211,430 -9,179 -4.3 - 23,487 14,308 
60 to 64 years 170,743 171,874 -1,131 -0.7 -10,879 9,748 
65 to 69 years 144,783 124,529 20,254 16.3 14,081 6,173 
70 to 74 years 103,176 74,621 28;555 38.3 23,267 5,288 
75 years and over 98,616 74,574 24,042 32.2 18,277 5,765 
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Item I 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of the Census 
Washington 25, D. C. 

AGE OF THE POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE STANDARD 

December 1, 1961 

METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS: 1960 AND 1950 

Age 1960 1950 
Change, 1950 to 1960 

Number Percent 

IN SMSA's 

All ages 112,885,178 89,316,903 23,568,275 26.4 
Under 5 years 12,817,940 9,163,578 3,654,362 39.9 
5 to 9 years 11,529,454 7,164,155 4,365,299 60.9 
10 to 14 years 10,051,320 5,742,150 4,309,170 75.0 
15 to 19 years 7,786,334 5,714,514 2,071,820 36.3 
20 to 24 years 6,872,190 7,009,490 137,300 2.0 
25 to 29 years 7,145,575 7,785,595 640,020 - 8.2 
30 to 34 years 7,938,306 7,310,135 628,171 8.6 
35 to 39 years 8,315,766 7,058,838 1,256,928 17.8 
40 to 44 years 7,599,941 6,403,418 1,196,523 18.7 
45 to 49 years 7,010,568 5,702,326 1,308,242 22.9 
50 to 54 years 6,141,643 5,214,588 927,055 17.8 
55 to 59 years 5,362,755 4,471,869 890,886 19.9 
60 to 64 years 4,500,283 3,665,625 834,658 22.8 
65 years and over 9,813,103 6,910,622 2;902,481 42.0 

OUTSIDE SMSA's 

All ages 66, 437, 997 62,008,895 4,429,102 7.1 
Under 5 years 7,502,961 7,079,563 423,398 6.0 
5 to 9 years 7,162,326 6,097,968 1,064,358 17.5 
10 to 14 years 6,722,172 5,425, 328 1,296,844 23.9 
15 to 19 years 5,432,909 4,956,807 476,102 9.6 
20 to 24 years 3,928,571 4,539,865 611,294 -13.5 
25 to 29 years 3,723,549 4,520,356 796,807 -17.6 
30 to 34 years 4,010,880 4,262,202 251,322 - 5.9 
35 to 39 years 4,165,343 4,235,640 70,297 - 1.7 
40 to 44 years 4,000,302 3,837, 253 163,049 4.2 
45 to 49 years 3,868,917 3,399,452 469,465 13.8 
50 to 54 years 3,464,311 3,080,992 383,319 12.4 
55 to 59 years 3,067,110 2,780,655 286,455 10.3 
60 to 64 years 2,642,169 2,408,738 233,431 9.7 
65 years and over 6,746,477 5,384,076 1,362,401 25.3 
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Item J December 1, 1961 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of the Census 
Washington 25, D. C. 

YEAR OF BIRTH AND AGE OF THE POPULATION INSIDE AND OUTSIDE STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS: 1960 AND 1950 

Year 

of birth 

1960 1950 Change, 1950 -1960 

Age 

(years) 
Number 

Age 

(years) 
Number Number Percent 

IN SMSA's 

(April 1) All ages.... 112,885,178 All ages.... 89,316,903 23,568,275 26.4 
1955 to 1960 Under 5 years.. 12,817,940 -- 12,817,940 -- 
1950 to 1955 5 to 9 years... 11,529,454 -- 11,529,454 -- 
1945 to 1950 10 to 14 years. 10,051,320 Under 5 years.. 9,163,578 887,742 9.7 
1940 to 1945 15 to 19 years. 7,786,334 5 to 9 years... 7,164,155 622,179 8.7 
1935 to 1940 20 to 24 years. 6,872,190 10 -14 years.. 5,742,150 1,130,040 19.7 
1930 to 1935 25 to 29 years. 7,145,575 15 - 19 years.. 5,714,514 1,431,061 25.0 
1925 to 1930 30 to 34 years. 7,938,306 20 - 24 years.. 7,009,490 928,816 13.3 
1920 to 1925 35 to 39 years. 8,315,766 25 - 29 years.. 7,785,595 530,171 6.8 
7915 to 1920 40 to 44 years. 7,599,941 30 - 34 years.. 7,310,135 289,806 4.0 
1910 to 1915 45 to 49 years. 7,010,568 35 - 39 years.. 7,058,838 - 48,270 - 0.7 
1905 to 1910 50 to 54 years. 6,141,643 40 - 44 years.. 6,403,418 261,775 - 4.1 
1900 to 1905 55 to 59 years. 5,362,755 45 - 49 years.. 5,702,326 - 339,571 - 6.0 

1895 to 1900 60 to 64 years. 4,500,283 50 - 54 years.. 5,214,588 - 714,305 -13.7 
Before 1895 65 and over.... 9,813,103 55 and over.... 15,048,116 - 5,235,013 -34.8 

OUTSIDE SMSA's 

(April All ages.... 66,437,997 All ages.... 62,008,895 4,429,102 7.1 
1955 to 1960 Under 5 years.. 7,502,961 -- - 7,502,961 -- 

1950 to 1955 5 to 9 years... 7,162,326 7,162,326 -- 

1945 to 1950 10 to 14 years. 6,722,172 Under 5 years.. 7,079,563 - 357,391 5.0 

1940 to 1945 15 to 19 years. 5,432,909 5 to 9 years... 6,097,968 - 665,059 -10.9 
1935 to 1940 20 to 24 years. 3,928,571 10 -14 years.. 5,425,328 - 1,496,757 -27.6 

1930 to 1935 25 to 29 years. 3,723,549 15 - 19 years.. 4,956,807 - 1,233,258 -24.9 

1925 to 1930 30 to 34 years. 4,010,880 20 - 24 years.. 4,539,865 - 528,985 -11.7 

1920 to 1925 35 to 39 years. 4,165,343 25 - 29 years.. 4,520,356 - 355,013 7.9 

1915 to 1920 40 to 44 years. 4,000,302 30 - 34 years.. 4,262,202 - 261,900 6.1 
1910 to 1915 45 to 49 years. 3,868,917 35 - 39 years.. 4,235,640 - 366,723 - 8.7 

1905 to 1910 50 to 54 years. 3,464,311 40 -44 years.. 3,837,253 - 372,942 9.7 

1900 to 1905 55 to 59 years. 3,067,110 45 -49 years.. 3,399,452 - 332,342 - 9.8 

1895 to 1900 60 to 64 years. 2,642,169 50 -54 years.. 3,080,992 - 438,823 -14.2 

Before 1895 65 and over.... 6,746,477 55 and over.... 10,573,469 3,826,992 -36.2 



Item K 

TABLE 2.- Comparison of number of persons of all apes, 45 to 64, and 65 and over, Apr. 1, 1950 and 1960, by State 

State 

Total, all ages 46 through 64 years of age years of age and over 

1950 

1960 1960 1960 1960 

Number 
Percent 
change 

over 1950 
Number 

Percent 
of all 
ages 

Number 
Percent 

of all 
ages 

Percent 
change 

over 1950 
Number 

Percent 
of all 
ages 

Number 
Percent 

of all 
ages 

Percent 
change 

over 1950 

Total, 61 States 161, 325, 798 179, 323,175 +18.5 30, 724, 245 20.3 36,057, 766 20.1 +17.4 12,294,698 8.1 16, 559, 580 9.2 +34.7 

Alabama 3, 266, 740 497,169 16.2 18.6 +22.0 198, 648 6.5 261,147 8.0 +31. 
Alaska 
Arizona 749, 587 

226,167 +75.8 
+73.7 

16, 870 
130, 440 

13. 1 
17.4 

103 12.4 
17.6 

+66.6 4, 742 
44, 241 

3.7 
5.9 225 

2.4 
9 

+13.6 
+108.9 

1,909,511 i 272 -6.5 350,879 18.3 372,902 20.9 +6.4 148, 995 7.8 194, 372 10.9 
California 10,586,223 15, 717, 204 +48. 5 2,249,830 21. 3 3,089, 405 19.7 +37.8 895, 005 8.5 1, 376, 204 8.8 +53.8 
Colorado 1,325,089 1, 753, 947 +32.4 ,839 19.4 319,938 18.2 +24.6 115, 592 8.7 158,160 9.0 +36.8 
Connecticut 2,007,280 2, 535, 284 +26. 3 22.2 21.1 +20.1 176, 824 8.8 242, 615 9.8 
Delaware 318, 085 446, 292 +40.3 327 20.5 83,000 18.6 +27.1 8.3 35, 745 8.0 +35.8 
District of Columbia 802,178 763, 956 -4.8 173, 619 21.6 175, 956 23.0 +1.8 56, 687 7.1 69,143 9.1 
Florida 2, 771, 305 4, 951, 560 +78.7 560,223 20.2 1,019, 322 20.6 +81.9 237, 474 8.6 129 11.2 +132.9 
Georgia 8, 444, 578 3,943,116 +14.5 562, 878 16.3 712, 776 18.1 +26.7 219, 655 6.4 290,661 7.4 

499, 794 632, 772 70,127 14.0 97, 333 15.4 +38.8 20, 419 4.1 29,162 4.6 +42.8 
Idaho 
Illinois 8, 

667,191 
10.081,158 

+13. 3 
+15.7 

104, 878 
1,978,606 

17.8 
22. 7 

122, 517 
2,162,677 

18.4 
21.5 

+16.8 
+9.3 

43, 537 
754, 301 

7.4 
8.7 

974258 

923 
8.7 
9.7 +29.2 

Indiana 
Iowa 

3,934,224 
2, 621, 073 

4, 662, 498 
2, 757, 537 

+18.5 
+5.2 

803,196 
558,117 

20.4 
21.3 

764 
581, 764 

19.4 
20.4 

+12.4 
+.7 2; 998 

9.2 
10.4 

445, 519 9.6 
11.9 

+23.4 
+7 1,905,299 

16 

2,178,611 
3, 038,156 
3, 257, 022 

+14.3 
+3.2 

+21.4 
29, 468 

465, 753 

20.9 
1 &0 
17.4 

431, 588 

692, 

19.8 
19.2 
18.2 

+0.0 
+27.2 

194,218 

178, 849 

10.2 
0 

6.6 

240, 269 11.0 
9.6 
7.4 +36.6 

Maine 913, 774 989, 266 184, 078 20.1 193, 545 .29.0 +5.1 10.2 108, 544 11.0 +13.9 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 

2, 348,001 
4,690,514 

3,100, 689 
5,148, 578 

+32.3 
+9.8 

449, 890 
1, 061, 064 

19.2 
22.6 

1,1329 

,034 
1 &9 
21.6 

+30.5 
+4.6 

1663, 514 7.0 
10.0 571, 609 

7.3 
11.1 +22.0 

Michigan 6, 371, 766 7, 823,194 +22.8 1,302,585 20.4 1, 504, 930 19.2 +15.5 461,650 7.2 8.2 +38.2 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 

3,413,864 
2,178,141 

+14.5 639.661 
355, 068 

21.4 
16.8 

676, 235 
401,449 

19.8 
18.4 

+5.7 
++6. 

269,130 
152, 964 

9.0 
7.0 

354, 351 
190,029 

10.4 
8.7 +24. 2 

Missouri 3, 954, 653 4, 319, 813 +9.2 875, 806 22.1 21.7 8 407, 388 10.3 503, 411 11.7 +23.6 
Montana 591, 024 674, 767 +14.2 117, 626 19.9 125, 224 18.6 +6. 5 8.6 65, 420 9.7 +28. 6 
Nebraska 1,325,510 1,411,330 285, 719 21.6 20.4 130, 379 9.8 164,156 11.6 +25.9 
Nevada 160,083 +78.2 33. 571 21.0 58, 469 20.5 +7 2 10,986 6.9 18,173 6.4 +66.4 
New Hampshire 533, 242 606, 921 +13.8 116, 434 21.8 126, 727 20.9 57,793 10.8 67.705 11.2 +17.2 
New Jersey 4, 835, 329 6, 066, 782 +25.5 1,102,801 22.8 1,324,141 21.8 +20.1 1 560, 414 9.2 +42.2 
New Mexico 681,187 951,023 +39.6, 101, 815 14.9 143, 568 15.1 +41.0 33, 064 4.9 51, 270 5.4 +55.1 
New York 14, 830,192 16, 782, 304 +13.2 3, 528, 913 23.8 3, 891, 774 23.2 1,258,457 8.5 1, 687, 590 10.1 
North Carolina 4,061,929 4, 556,165 +12.2 624, 686 15.4 805, 017 17.7 +28. 9 5.5 312,167 6.9 +38. 6 
North Dakota 619, 636 632, 446 +2.1 113, 488 18.3 119, 941 19.0 48,196 7.8 58, 591 9.3 +21.6 
Ohio 7,946,627 +1 1, 680,420 21.1 1, 895, 519 19.5 +12.8 8.9 897,124 9.2 +26.5 
Oklahoma 233.351 2, 284 430, 882 19.3 20.8 +12.6 1193, 922 8.7 10.7 
Oregon 1,521,341 1,768,687 +16.3 325, 419 21.4 21.2 +15.0 133, 021 7 153, 653 10.4 +38.1 
Pennsylvania 10, 498, 012 11,319,366 +7.8 2,226, 607 21.2 2213 6 

21.7 +10.1 886, 825 &4 1,128,625 10.0 +27.3 
Rhode Island 791.896 859, 488 +8. 5 171, 841 21.7 21.4 +7.1 70, 418 8.9 89, 540 10.4 +27.2 
South Carolina 2,117,027 2, 382, 594 +12.6 305.606 14.4 16.3 +27.4 115,005 5.4 150, 599 6.3 +30.9 
South Dakota 652, 740 680, 514 +4.3 131,341 20.1 130, 632 19.2 -.5 65, 296 8.5 71, 513 10.5 +29.8 
Tennessee 3, 291, 718 3, 567, 089 +8.4 574,136 17.4 19.5 +21.2 234, 884 7.1 8.7 
Texas 7,711,194 9, 579, 677 +24.2 1, 398, 490 18.1 1,7791,1004 18. 7 +28.1 513,420 6.7 745 33991 7.8 +45.2 
Utah 688, 882 890, 627 +2L. 3 111, 529 16.2 142,157 16.0 42, 418 6.2 59, 957 0.7 +41.3 
Vermont 377, 747 389, 881 +3.2 75, 517 20.0 78, 450 20.1 +3. 9 39,534 10.5 43, 741 11.2 +10.6 
Virginia 3, 318, 680 3, 906, 949 +19.5 560, 404 16.9 716, 18.1 +27.9 214,524 6.5 288,970 7.3 +34.7 
Washington 2,378,963 2, 853, 214 +19.9 483, 875 20.3 566,635 19.8 211,406 8.9 279,045 9.8 +32.0 
West Virginia 2, 005, 552 1, 860, 421 -7.2 343, 727 17.1 372.307 20.0 +8.3 138,526 6.9 172, 616 9.3 +24.5 
Wisconsin 3, 434, 575 3,951,777 +15.1 740,193 21.6 808,702 20.4 +8.9 309,917 9.0 402, 736 10.2 +29.9 
Wyoming 290, 529 330,068 +13. 6 53, 896 18. 6 61.449 18. 6 +14.0 18,166 6.3 25, 908 7.8 +42. 6 

Decrease of less than of 1 percent. 
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WORKERS BY PLACE OF WORK AND PLACE RESILIENCE, DENVER 1960 

Place of work Total 
Denver 
city 
(county) 

Place of residence 

Arapahoe 
County County 

Boulder 
County 

Jefferson 
County 

All workers 355,501 197,401 41,512 42,778 26,764 47,046 
Inside SMSA 330,364 182,744 38,399 40,441 25,299 43,481 

Denver city (county) 229,238 165,723 21,317 19,130 2,373 20,695 
Adams County 19,634 3,310 13,815 1,252 218 1,039 
Arapahoe County 27,078 6,738 1,778 17,153 106 1,303 
Boulder County 22,545 404 263 55 21,592 231 
Jefferson County 31,869 6,569 1,226 2,851 1,010 20,213 

Outside SMSA 6,141 2,639 870 1,030 632 970 
Place of work not reported 18,996 12,018 2,243 1,307 833 2,595 

PERCENT 

A11 workers 100.0 100'.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Inside SMSA 92.9 92.6 92.5 94.5 94.5 92.4 

Denver city (county) 64.5 8k.0 51.4 44.7 8.9 44.0 
Adams County 5.5 1.7 33.3 2.9 0.8 2.2 
Arapahoe County 7.6 3.4 4.3 40.1 0.4 2.8 
Boulder County 6.3 0.2 0.6 0.1 80.7 0.5 
Jefferson County 9.0 3.3 3.0 6.7 3.8 43.0 

Outside SMSA 1.7 1.3 2.1 2.4 2.4 2.1 
Place of work not reported 5.3 6.1 5.4 3.1 3.1 5.5 
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Item N 
Page 2 

PLACE WORK OF WORKERS FOR SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREASs 1960 (continued) 

Standard metropolitan 
statistical area and 
component of residence 

Place of work 

Number Percent 

In SISA In SMSA 
Central 

Total city or 
cities 

Ring Outside Not 
reported 

Total City or Ring 
cities 

Outside 
SMSA 

Not 
reported 

Pueblo, Colorado, total 37,159 22,272 13,229 705 953 100.0 59.9 35.6 1.9 2.6 
Central city 29,772 19,201 9,259 540 772 100.0 64.5 31.1 1.8 2.6 
Ring 7,387 3,071 3,970 165 100.0 41.6 53.7 2.2 2.5 

Bridgeport, Comm., total 130,092 68,232 38,648 15,647 7,565 100.0 52.4 29.7 12.0 5.8 
Central city 61,972 44,126 7,979 4,495 5,372 100.0 71.2 12.9 7.3 8.7 
Ring 68,120 24,106 30,669 11,152 2,193 100.0 35.4 45.0 16.4 3.2 

Hartford, Conn., total 215,356 99,050 93,471 15,742 7,093 100.0 46.0 43.4 7.3 3.3 
Central city 71,781 52,429 12,502 2,722 4,128 100.0 73.0 17.4 3.8 5.8 
Ring 143,575 46,621 80,969 13,020 2,965 100.0 32.5 56.4 9.1 2.1 

New Haven, Conn., total 124,112 74,738 31,655 11,508 6,211 100.0 60.2 25.5 9.3 5.0 
Central city 61,602 46,147 7,239 3,940 4,276 100.0 74.9 11.8 6.4 6.9 
Ring 62,510 28,591 24,416 7,568 1,935 100.0 k5.7 39.1 12.1 3.1 

New Britain. Conn., total 52,123 28,123 10,792 11,869 1,339 100.0 54.0 20.7 22.8 2.6 
Central city 33,681 24,321 2,044 6,473 843 100,.0 72.2 6.1 19.2 2.5 
Ring 18,442 3,802 8,748 5,396 496 100.0 20.6 47.4 29.3 2.7 

Norwalk, Conn., total 38,843 19,936 5,260 11,312 2,335 100.0 51.3 13.5 29.1 6.0 
Central city 28,332 18,588 931 7,021 1,792 100.0 65.6 3.3 24.8 6.3 
Ring 10,511 1,348 4,329 '-'4,291 543 100.0 12.8 41.2 40.8 5.2 

Stamford, Conn., total 72,346 31,536 19,365 16,794 4,651 100.0 43.6 26.8 23.2 6.4 
Central city 39,426 27,379 3,470 5,688 2,889 100.0 69.4 8.8 14.4 7.3 
Ring 32,920 4,157 15,895 11,106 1,762 100.0 12.6 48.3 33.7 5.4 
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PLACE OF WORK OF WORKERS FOR SELECTED STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS: 1960 (continued) 

Page 3 

Standard metropolitan 
statistical area and 
component of 
residence 

Place of work 

Number Percent 

In In 
Central Central- 

Total city or Ring Outside Not Total city or Ring Outside Not 
cities reported cities SMSA reported 

Waterbury, Conn., total 70,878 41,991 19,055 7,216 2,616 100.0 59.2 26.9 10.2 3.7 
Central city 42,481 33,103 5,007 2,583 1,788 100.0 77.9 11.8 6.1 4.2 

28,397 8,888 14,048 4,633 828 100.0 31.3 49.5 16.3 2.9 

Baton Rouge, La., total 76,576 60,500 10,585 3,031 2,460 100.0 79.0 13.8 4.0 3.2 
Central city 54,062 46,490 3,904 1,926 1,742 100.0 86.0 7.2 3.6 3.2 
Ring 22,514 14,010 6,681 1,105 718 100.0 62.2 29.7 4.9 3.2 

Monroe, La., total 32,734 19,633 10,928 1,444 729 100.0 60.0 33.4 4.4 2.2 
Central city 17,301 14,462 1,769 662 408 100.0 83.6 10.2 3.8 2.4 

15,433 5,171 9,159 782 321 100.0 33.5 59.3 5.1 2.1 

New Orleans, Is ,total 298,091 224,964 6,705 17,920 100.0 75.5 16.3 2.2 6.0 
Central city 220,919 192,723 8,679 3,433 16,084 100.0 87.2 3.9 1.6 7.3 

77,172 32,241 39,823 3,272 1,836 100.0 41.8 51.6 4.2 2.4 

Shreveport, 98,492 65,3% 26,395 2,636 4,155 100.0 66.3 26.8 2.7 4.2 
Central city 61,315 51,860 4,910 1,483 3,062 100.0 84.6 8.0 2.4 5.0 

37,177 13,446 21,485 1,153 1,093 100.0 36.2 37.8 3.1 2.9 

Portland, Maine, total 45,242 29,844 9,240 3,387 2,771 100.0 66.0 20.4 7.5 6.1 
Central city 27,595 22,089 1,663 1,782 2,061 100.0 80.0 6.0 6.5 7.5 
Ring 17,647 7,755 7,577 1,605 710 100.0 43.9 42.9 9.1 4.0 

Lincoln, Neb., total 63,603 48,135 11,628 1,905 1,935 100.0 75.7 18.3 3.0 3.0 
Central city 54,230 45,510 5,387 1,597 1,736 100.0 83.9 9.9 2.9 3.2 

9,373 2,625 6,241 308 199 100.0 28.0 66.6 3.3 2.1 
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ITEM 0 S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. December 6, 1961 

HOUSEHOLDS, PRIMARY FAMILIES, AND PRIMARY INDIVIDUALS, BY REGIONS, URBAN -RURAL 
RESIDENCE, AND COLOR, FOR THE UNITED STATES: 1960 AND 1950 

Subject 
United 
States Northeast 

North 
Central South Weit 

Households, 19601/ 53,021,061 13,521,070 15,377,361 15,503,321 8,619,309 

1950 42,394,320 11,053,155 12,743,185 12,510,255 6,087 725 
Percent increase, 1950 -60 25.1 22.3 20.7 23.9 41.6 

Average size, 1960 3.29 3.21 3.27 3.45 3.15 
1950 3.42 3.41 3.35 3.64 3.14 

Primary families, 1960/ 44,669,793 11,356,380 12,990,239 13,371,743 6,951,431 
1950 37,758,237 9,896,044 11,339,038 11,355,125 5,168,030 

Percent increase, 1950 -60 18.3 14.8 14.6 17.8 34.5 

Average size, 1960 3.65 3.56 3.63 3.77 3.60 
1950 3.61 3.58 3.53 3.81 3.42 

Primary individuals, 19601/ 8,351,268 2,164,690 2,387,122 2,131,578 1,667,878 
1950 4,636,083 1,157,111 1,404,147 1,155,130 919,695 

Percent increase, 1950 -60 80.1 87.1 70.0 84.5 81.4 
As percent of holds, 1960 15.8 16.0 15.5 13.7 19.4 

1950 10.9 10.5 11.0 9.2 15.1 

Residence Color) 
8uboject Urban Rural White Nonwhite 

Households, 19601/ 38,315,788 14,705,273 47,765,537 5,045,210 
1950 28,273,033 14,121,287 38,429,035 3,822,380 

Percent increase, 1950 -60 35.5 4.1 24.3 32.0 
Average size, 1960 3.18 3.56 3.23 3.84 

1950 3.27 3.73 3.37 3.90 

Primary families, 1960?/ 31,641,435 13,028,35D 40,413,378 4,080,673 
1950 ,... 24,881,456 12,876,781 34,457,056 3,175,700 

Percent, increase, 1950 -60 21.2 1.2 17.3 28.5 
Average size, 1960 3.85 3.58 4.34 

1950 3.45 3.92 3.55 4.18 

Primary individuale, 19601/ 6,674,353 1,676,915 7,352,159 964,537 
1950 3,391,577 1,244,506 3,971979 646,680 

Percent increase, 195060 96.8 34.7 85.1 49.2 
As percent of holds, 1960 

1950 
17), 
12.0 8.8 

15.4 
10.3 

19.1 
16.9 

The number of households is equal to the number of primary families plus the number 
of primaryi individuals. WA primary family is a group of two or more related per- 
sons including the head of a household. / A primary individual is a household 
head living apart from relatives. / Conterminous United States. 

Source: 1960 Census of Population, Series PC(1)18 tables 50 and 54; 1950 Census of 
Po ulation, Vol. II, Part 1, tables 107 and 148; and 1950 Census of Rousing, Vol. 
, 7, table 8. 



126 

P U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COIM 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. December 1, 1961 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN PER 1,000 WOMEN 35 TO YEARS OLD, 1960, AND PERCENT 

CHANGE, 1950 TO 1960, BY COLOR AND URBAN RURAL RESIDENCE, FOR AVAILABLE STATES 

(Data based on 25- percent sample, 1960, and a sample averaging 2.4 percent nationally, 

1950. Rate or percent change not shown where base is less than 200 women in 1960 or 

less than 4,000 women in 1950. Percent change not shown where less than 0.1. Minus 

sign denotes decrease) 

Division and State 

Urban white Urban nonwhite Rural white- Rural nonwhite 

1960 
Percent 
change, 
1950 to 
1960 

1960 
Percent 
change, 
1950 to 
1960 

1960 
Percent 
change, 
1950 to 
1960 

1960 
Percent 

arac,e,. ch, 
1950 to 
1960 

New England: 
Maine 2,530 24.0 2,999 14.1 ... 

New Hampshire 2,350 15.5 2,598 16.3 
Vermont 2,456 20.2 2,962 8.7 000 

Rhode Island 2,180 21.4 3,033 2,363 24.8 00. 

Connecticut 2,120 23.8 2,218 40.2 2,339 13.3 1,740 
East North Central: 
Wisconsin 2,485 31.7 2,667 ... 3,206 15.4 4,624 

West North Central: 
Minnesota 2,579 37.3 2,477 3,367 18.8 5,462 

North Dakota 2,770 39.4 ... 3,516 17.4 5,910 
South Dakota 2,780 29.6 4,942 ... 3,223 20.2 4,721 

Nebraska 2,445 35.2 2,760 2,949 14.3 4,115 

South Atlantic: 
Maryland-- ....... . . 2,193 29.5 2,367 27.1 2,549 6.7 3,131 3.7 

Dist. of Columbia 
Virginia 

1,273 
2,102 

8.2 
24.7 

2,048 
2,385 

44.5 
25.0 

Atoe 

2,746 - 2.1 3,602 - 4.7 
North Carolina 2,164 12.2 2,560 21.0 2,716 9.6 4,230 5.2 
South Carolina 2,299 10.6 2,928 35.2 2,764 - 8.7 4,636 10.4 
Georgia 2,263 19.4 2,866 34.1 2,967 4,899 25.9 
Florida 2,124 29.6 2,720 49.6 2,673 - 1.1 3,910 24.8 

East South Central: 
Tennessee 2,180 15.5 2,611 36.4 2,899 4.7 4,060 19.0 

Alabama 2,284 20.5 3,081 29.5 3,107 4.1 4,876 21.2 

Mississippi 2,318 29.7 3,402 36.8 3,022 8.5 5,251 36.3 
West South Central: 
Louisiana 2,417 32.1 3,173 49.7 3,256 8.8 5,136 29.5 
Oklahoma 2,258 17.1 2,993 44.2 2,961 2.8 4,485 19.8 

Mountain: 
Montana 2,675 37.5 3,737 3,055 9.0 4,813 
Idaho 2,819 26.8 3286 ... 3,402 8.9 3,515 
Wyoming 2,596 18.3 3,080 20.4 
Colorado 2,429 33.0 2,224 ... 3,121 11.3 3,075 
New Mexico 2,837 21.2 3,167 3,640 8.1 4,853 
Arizona 2,594 10.6 3,252 ... 3,017 11.7 5,110 
Utah 3,188 23.2 2,995 3,806 6.7 4,867 
Nevada 2,108 26.8 2,435 2,411 14.8 2,801 

Pacific: 
Alaska 2,137 (1) 3,294 (1) 2,521 (1) 5,453 (1) 
Hawaii 2.363 (1) 2.868 (1) 2,809 (1) 3.679 (1) 

Dati not available for 1950. 
Source: U. S. Census of Population: 1960, Series PC(1), table 51. 


