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PREFACE

This volume presents statistics on the number of inhabitants for States, counties, and minor civil divisions (hown-
ships, etc.), with separate figures for cities and other incorporated places, for unincorporated places, for wards of cities
0f'5,000 inhabitants or more, and for urbanized areas. In addition to separate chapters for the States and the District of
Columbla there are also separate chapters for Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico, and one'for American Samoa, the Canal
Zone, Guam and the Virgin Islands of the United Sta.tes In the United States Summary cha,pter the populatxori data for
the sever&l Sta.tes Territories, possessions, ete., are brought together. The data are based upon the tabulationsifrom the
Seventeenth Decennial Census of the populatlon of the United States, its Territories and possessions, conducted as of
April 1, 1950, Provision for the Seventeenth Decennial Census was made in the act provgdmg for the Flfteenth'and sub-
sequent decennial censuses, approved June 18, 1929, as amended. ' \ P

The major portion of the information compiled from the Census of: Populatlon of 1950 is contained in this volume
and in Volume IT, Characteristics of the Population, These final volumes first appeared in the form of three series of State
bulleting: Series P—-A “Number of Inhabitants’; Series P-B, ““Geperal Chamctenstms”, and Series P-C, “Detmled
Characteristics,” L

Final Population Volumes I and I are assembled as follows:

Population Volume I comprises the Series P~A bulletins, thereby providing in & single pubhoatlon the dxstrzbut;xon
of the Nation's inhabitants among and within the States and the Territories, posséssions, ete.-

Population Volume II comprises all three series of bulleting (Series P-A, P-B, and P-0). “This volume 1h divided
into a U, 8. Summary part, a part for each State, and parts for the Terntones and possessmns, each part comprising the
three bulletins for that area. All reports for a given State are thereby made available within a single Emdmg The. three
}‘)ruﬁletm ﬁrxes (P-A, P-B, and P—%) represent Chapters A, B, and C of the corresponding Sbate part of Populatlon

olume

The materials presented here were prepared under the supervision of Howard G. Brunsman Chief, Popula.tlon and
Housing Division, and Dr, Henry 8. Shryock, Jr., Assistant Chief for Population Statistics, with the assistance of Edwin D.
Goldfield, Program Coordinator. The matenals for continental United States were prepared by Dr. Henry D. Sheldon,
Chief, Demographic Statistics Section, assisted by Norman Lawrence, Charles P. Brinkman, and Suzanne F. Bershad.
The materials for the Territories, possessions, etc., were prepared by Joel Williams, Chief, Territories and Possessions Sec-
tion. The compilation of the statistics was under the direction of Robert B. Voight, Assistant Chief for Operatlons, assisted
by Milton D. Lieberman, E, Richard Bourdon, Lillian I. Hoffman, and Kathleen G. Murphy. The techmoal ed1tqnal work
was under the supervision of Mildred M. Russell, assisted by Dorothy M. Belzer.

. The collection of the statistics was under the supervision of Lowell T. Galt, then Chief, F1e1d Division, assisted by
Jack B. Robertson, John M. Bell, and Leon 8. Geoffrey. The geographlc work, mcludmg the delineation of speeial types
of urban territory and the preparation of maps, was under the supervision of Cla.rence E. Batschelet, Chief, Geography
Division, assisted by Dr. Robert C. Klove, Dr. Vincent M. Throop, and William T. Fay. Robert; H. Brooks of the Ad-
ministrative Service Division was responsible for the printing arrangements.

" In addition to those of the present staff, important contributions to the general planning of the 1950 Census were
made by the late J. C. Capt, Director of the Census until his retirement on August 17, 1949, and Dr Philip M. Hauser,

Acting Director until March 9, 1950,
September 1952, ‘ IR o ‘m
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Number of Inhabitants

INTRODUCTION -

GENERAL

This volume presents the statistics on the number of inhabitants
of the United States as returned in the 1950 Census of Populatién.
These statistics relate only to the total population of various areas
and not to the characteristics of the population, Statistics are
presented here for the United States and its urban and rural parts,
places classified by size, regions, divisions, and the States and

their urban and rural parts, counties, minor civil divisions, incor- .

porated and unineorporated places, urbanized areas, standard
metropohtan areas, State economic areas, economic subregions,
and the metropolitan distriets of 1940, Selected statistics are algo
presented for the Territories, possessions, ete.

Usunal place of residence.—In accordance with Census practice
dating back to 1790, each person enumerated in the 1950 Census
was counted as an inhabitant of his usual place of residence or
usual place of abode, that is, the place where he lives and sleeps
.mosgt of the time, 'This place is not necessarily the same as his
legal residence, voting residence, or domicile, although, in the
vast majority of cases, the use of these different bases of classifi-
cation would produce identical results,

In the application of this rule, persons were not always
counted as residents of the places in which they happened to be
found by the census enumerators. Persons in continental Unlted
States and Hawaii in places where gnests usually pay for quarters
(hotels, ete.) were enumerated on the night of April 11, and those
whose usual place of residence was elsewhere were allocated to
their homes, Visitors found staying in private homes, however,
were not ordinarily interviewed there, Information on persons
away from their usual place of regidence was obtained from other
members of their families, landladies, ete, If an entire family
was expected to be away during the whole period of the enumer-
ation, information on it was obtained from neighbors. A matching
process was used to eliminate duplicate- reports for persons who
reported for themselves while away and were also reported by
their families at home.

Persons in the armed forces quartered on military installations
were enumerated as residents of the States, counties, and minor
civil divigions in which their installations were located, Members
of their families were enumerated where they actually resided.
In the 1950 Census, college students living away from home were

congidered residents of the communities in which they were

residing while attending college, rather than as persons temporar-
ily absent from their parental bomes as was the practice In 1940,

In 1950 the créws-of vessels of the American Merchant Marine -

in harbors of the United States were counted as part of the popu-
lation of the ports in which their vessels were berthed on April 1,

1950. Crews of American vessels on the high seas or in foreign.

ports were included in the population abroad;'in 1940 crews of

American vessels were treated as part of the population of the ‘

port from which the vessel operated, regardless of the loeation of
the vessel on April 1, 1940. Inmates of institutions, Who ordi-
narily live there for long periods of time, were counted ‘as inhab-
itants of the place in which the institution was located ; whereds
patients in gengral hospitals, who ordinarily have short stays,

205470—52— 2

were counted at, or allocated fo, their homes. All persons without
a usual place of residence were counted where they were

- enumerated.

Coverage of citizens of foreign countries—Citizens of foreign
countries temporarily visiting or traveling in the United States
or living on the premises of an embassy, ministry, legation, chan-
cellery, or consulate were not enumerated. Citizens of foreign
countries having their usual residence in the United States as
defined above, including those working here (but not living at an
embagsy, ete.) and those attending school (but not living at an
embassy, ete.), were included in the enumeration, however, a8

‘were members of their familles living with them,

Date of enumeration~~The date of enumeration for the De-
cennial Censuses of 1950, 1940, and 1980 was April 1 in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Fifteenth Census Act. The
Census of 1920 wag taken ag of January 1 and that of 1910 was
taken as of April 15. TFor the decennial censuses between 1830
and 1900, the date of enumeration was June 1 and in the period
1790 to 1830 the census date' was the flrst Monday in August.
The enumeration date April 1 was selected for recent censuses as
a date on which the number of persons away from home would

. be at a minimum and on which the weather conditions favor rather

than impede the field work.

Enumeration for the 1850 Gensus of Population began on April
1, 1950. Two-thirds of the populatmn had been enumerated by
mid-April, nine-tenths by the end'of the month, So much of
the eanvass was just about on schedule, Unfavorable weather
conditions in gome parts of the country delayed the beginning of

‘enumeration, In some areas to as late as mid-May, Nevertheless,

by the end of June all but one percent of the enumeration had
been completed. ;

The fact that the enumeration is spread over & period of weeks,
rather than made on a single day, creates certain problems with
respect to coverage, | Thus, some persons who move during the
enumeration period may be missed altogether, since the area In
which they originally lived may not' be canvassed before they
move .and enumeration may be completed in the ared of their
new home by the time they arrive. Conversely, there is the possi-
bility of duplicate enumeration, once at the initial residence and
once at their new home. It seems probable, however, that the
net result is an underenumeration of these movers. Again,
enumerators tend to ignore the explicit date of enumeration and
to record information as of the date of their visit, Therefore, in
spite of instructions, some infants are included in the census who
were born after the census date, and some - persons who died after
April 1 are excluded,

Area of enumeration.—In the 1950 Census the areas enumerated
were as follows: contmeptal United States, the Territorles of
Alaska and Hawali, American, Samoa, the Canal Zone, Guam,
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of the United St{ites, and some of
the smaller islands and- island groups. -Certain of the minor
possessions, however, were not enumerated ; the figures on their

~.. population were obtained as far as possﬂ)le from other sources.

(See table 1 of Chapter 1.)
<
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. NUMBER OF INHABITANTS XL

The 1950 Census also made special provision for the enumera-
tion of members of the armed forces of the United States abroad
and their dependents living with them, civilian American citizens
employed by the United States Government abroad and their
dependents living with them, and- the crews of vessels in the
American Merchant Marine on the high seas or in foreign ports.
This phase of the enumeration was made possible through coopera-
tive arrangements with the Department of Defense, the Depart-
ment of State, the United States Maritime Administration, and
other Federal agencies concerned, whereby these agencies took
the responsibility for the distribution and collection of specially
designed census reports for individuals and hougeholds. Other
persons who were only temporarily abroad were supposed to have
been reported by their families or neighbors in the United States.
Only scattered voluntary reports could be obtained for private
citizens who were abroad for a long period of time; this class is
not covered by any of the published statisties,

The data in the 1950 Census on the population abxoad are the
most comprehensive ever obtained in a decennial census. In 1940,
for example, the War and Navy Departments gave to the Bureau

of the Census the number of their personnel stationed abroad; and

the State Department furnished the number of employees in the
diplomatic service abroad and their dependents, No information
was obtained on the characteristics of the population abroad sach

as is available from the schedules employed in the 1950 Census. -

In this bulletin the term “United States” when used without
qualification refers to the 48 States and the District of Columbia
and excludes outlying Territories, possessions, ete. Sometimes,
however, the United States in this sense is referred to.as “eontl-
nental United States.”

The Census of 1890 was the first at which a complete enumera-
tion was made of the area.now comprised within the boundaries
of the 48 States and the District of Columbia, Indians living in
Indian Territory or on reservations were not inecluded in the
population until 1890, and at earlier censuses large tracts of
unorganized and sparsely settled territdry were not canvagsed by
the enumerators. Thus, the sum of the areas enumerated was
not always identical with the area included within, the legal
boundaries of the United States at the respective dates, nor was
it always possible to indicate the exact boundaries of the enu-
merated areas, In the earlier censuses not all of a State or terri-
tory was covered by the enumerators but only that part up to
the “frontier line” and any large isolated settlements beyond.
For example, Iowa Territory in 1840 included all of what is now
Iowa and most of what is now Minnesota, but within the Territory
the only substantial settlements were in the southeastern corner of
what is now Iowa, and hence only this part was covered by the
Census of 1840. It is not feasible to make a more exact state-
ment than that the area of what is now Iowa was added to the
area of enumeration in 1840, The western part of what 1is now
Minnesota, however, was not included until later.

The Census of 1790 covered areas now embraced in the Dis
trict of Columbia and the following States: Maine, New Hamp-
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island; Connecticut, New
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
‘West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ken-
tucky, and Tennessee. Large areas. in some of these States,
however, were not covered in the enumeration. Only about one-
fourth of the area of Georgla, for example, was enumerated*

The area added at each census to the area of enumeration
within the boundaries of continental United States may be blieﬁy
indicated as follows:

1800.—The area now constltuting the States of Ohio, Indiana,

Ilinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and the south central parts of
Alabama and Mississippi. In that year the area now within the

1For maps showing the distribution of the population at each census
from 1790 to -1910, see U, 8. Bureau of Census, Statistical Atlas of the
United States, U. 8. Government Printing Office, Washington, D, C., 1914,

Idabo, and- Western Montana ana Wyommg. o

States of Illinois and Wisconsin.and. a part, of the present aren of
Michigan were included in the Territory. of Indiana; and three
years later, when Ohio was admiited t6 the Union as a State,
the remainder of the present aréa of Michigan was added to
Indiana Territory. The population shown for Indiana Territory
in 1800 was substantially that residing within the present limits
of Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wigeonsin, The populatxon
shown for Mlss1ss1ppi and Alabama in 1800 was that residing
within Mississippi Territory as then constituted, which embraced
the area now forming the south central parts of the. States of
Mississippl and Alabama.

1810~—The area now constltutmg' Alkansas the norther
parts of Mississippl and Alabamd, and all but the southwestem
part of Louisiana and the northwestern part of Missouri. (The
remainder of the Louisiana Purchase of 1808 was:not enumerated
in 1810.) The population shown for Mississippi and Alabama
for 1810 included that residing within Mississippi Texrritory -as
then constituted.

1820.—The extleme southern palts of Alabama and Missw-
sippi, and the 'southwestern part of Lonisiana, Flouda was
purchased in 1819, but was not ennmemted m 1820 :

- 1830 ~Florida,

1840.—~Towa, -
Minnesota.

. 1850.—Texas, Utah, California, that part of New Mexmo
Territory now constltutmg the State of New Mexlco with the
exception of a small portion of the Gadsden Purchase of 1858,
and that part of the Territory of Olegon now const1tutihg the
States of Oregon and Washingtoxns .. RIS

1860—Dakota Territory (mgamzed in-/1861, from the area
now embraced within the States; of North and South Dakota and
thoge parts of Montana and Wyoming lying east of the crest of
the Rocky Mountains and north of the forty-thivd parallel), the
remainder of Minnesota, Nebraska,: (then !including that- palt of
the area now constituting Wyoming which lay. south of the forty-
third parallel and east of the Rocky Mountams), Kansas, Colo-
rado, Nevada, that part of Wilshington Territory now constituting
Idaho and those portions of Montana ‘and Wyotning:Iying west of
the Rocky Mountaing, that part of New Mexico Territory now
constituting the State of Arizona (including the greater portion of

northwestern Mlssouri ‘and noxtheastem

‘the Gadsden Purdhase of 1853),4nd that part of the Gadsden Pur-
‘chase which now forms the southwestern part of New Mexico,

The population shown for Washington Telritory: for 1860 was
that residing within the Jimits of the Territory as then co nstituted,
which émbraced’ the aréd of thé pregent’ States of Washmgton,
!
18’70 and 1880, -—-No change. - y
| 1890. ——In(han Telrimly and Oklahuma Terrltory. (later
combpined to form the State of. Oklahpma) and Indian 1ese1vations
1900-1950.—No change, e

Alnska wag first meluded in a Federal 'deCennial census 1n 1880

’Hawaii in 1900 Puerto Rico in 1910 and Ameupan Samoa, Guam,

and the Canal Zone in, 1920; bhut.a special: census. of,_PueL to Rico

-had been taken in 1899 under the direction:of the War Department,

and a speeidl census of the Oanal Zone Bad been taken' in- 1912
by the Depaltment of Civil Admimstration of the Isthmian Ganal

Commission, ~ The Virgin' Islands of the'UJ tad | States were first

’ennmemted in a regular decennial censns in 1980, A, Special

census, however had been taken'as, of Novemher 1y 1917, immedi-

_&tely -after purchage of the islands:by the:United States: .

‘Since the Républic of the. Philippines Was establishied’ a8 an

.'mdependent country in 1946, the islands Were Dot covered in the

1950 Census. The Philippine Islands had never been. enumerated

-at-a decennial census,.::A spectal census”of. the archipelago was

taken in 1908 by the Philippine Commission and censuSes Wet'e

taken in 1919 (as of Dedember 81, '1918) ard in 1939 as of

J anuary 1, 1939) by the Phlltppine goyepnznent .
COMPLETENESS OF ENUMERATION

' The degree of oompleteness of enumemtmn has nlways "been

"a matter.of deep concern. to the. Bmeau of -the. Census and, in the

course of ity history, a number of devices have been-developed to

-aid in securing, adequate. coverage. . These devices include the

special proeednres for the enumeratlon af transients ant;l infants,

. urging notifications from persong who believed that they may. not
. have been enumeruted, and the early annouucement of pop,ulation
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counts in local areas to make possible the thorough investigation
of complaints as to the accuracy of the count.” In the 1950 Census
earlier procedures were strengthened and ,additio‘nal procedures
were introduced. Adequate handling of the problem of under-
enumeration involves not only the development of techniques in
order to insure satisfactory coverage but also me_thods of meagur-
ing the completeness of coverage. )

Prior to 1950, no method had been devised to give an overall
direct measure of the completeness of enumeration-of the total
population. Tor the most part, discugsion in census reports was
confined to qualitative statements bhased on various ];inds of evi-
dence,- Some guantitative measures were developed, however.
For example, the underenumeration of children under 5 had been
estimated for recent censuses by comparisons of census counts
with survivors of births in the preceding five years, Such com-
parisons indiecate that the total understatement in the published
figure for this age group was about 810,000 in the 1950 Census,
according to a provisional estimate, and about 860,000 in the 1940
Census; the corresponding percentages were 4.8 and 7.6,
respectively. L

In the 1950 Census the population of all ages was re-enumerated
on a sample basis in a carefully conducted post-enumeration sur-
vey, thus permitting a direct check on a case-by-case basis of the
actual enumeration. The results of this survey indicate a net
underenumeration in the census count of the total population of
the United States of about 2,100,000, or 1.4 percent. -

Procedures to improve coverage.—From the earlier discussion
‘of ugual residence and date of enumeration, some of the difficul-
ties involved in obtaining a complete and unduplicated count of
the population should be clear, It may safely be said that no
‘national census, either in the United States or abroad, has ever
represented an absolutely accurate count. -

Hxperience had shown that many devices might be used to
Jmprove the completeness of coveérage. The major ones used in
the 1950 Census of Population were: . :

1. A longer and better planned perlod of training was pro-
vided for enumerators, The enumerators were paid while taking
a three-day course of training that emphasized the importance of
an accurate count, the kinds of people who tended to be missed,
and how to discover them, A Training Guide for the instructor,
film gtrips, records, and practice enumeration were among the
devices used. :

2, Bach enumerator was furnished with a ninp of his enu-

meration district, showing the boundaries of the area for which
-he was responsible, '

8. An infant card had to be filled for each baby born after
January 1, 1950, since experience had shown that babies. are
easily missed. Enumerators received 7 cents extra for each
infant card filled.

4. A crew leader was assigned fo supervise each group of
approximately 15 enumerators., His dutiés included helping
eénumerators with problem cases and spot-checking a sample of
the dwelling units assigned to them.

6. A special enumeration of perzons in hotels, tourist courts,
.and other places where transients usually pay for quarters was
made the night of April 11, When transients elaimed a usual
Dlace of residence elsewhere, records weie compared to ensure
that they were counted once and only once, . .

6. “Missed Person” forms were published in the newspaper
at the end of the field canvass so that persons who thought they
had been missed could fill them out and mail them to the district
supervisor, ) ' .

7. District supervisors made preliminary annouricements of
the population counted 80 that any complaints or criticisms con-
cerning the completeness of the enumeration could be submitted
before field offices were clogsed. If the evidence, usually in the
form of lists of names and addresses of people believed missed,

seemed to indicate appreciable underenumeration, a Te-enumera-
tion was made of the affected area. - R

In this country, the length of the epumeration period, the high
degree of population mobility; the difficulty of finding many dwell-
ing units, the living habits of dpartment dwellers ‘snd lodgers in
our metropolitan centers, and the lnexpevience of most of the

enumerators, all represent relatively great problems. In some
foreign countries, the canvass is completed ina day or so by means
of a radically different organization of the field work. The
existence of a continuous population register, the use of self-
enumeration, and the use of permanent Government employees as
enumerators are factors that may make a quick canvass possible,
In some foreign censuses, everyone must remain.at home until the
entire enumeration is completed or may move about on the streets
only with some form of identification to prove that he has been
counted. Hven with such drastic interference with normal
activities, some persons are missed, :

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

Indirect methods of evaluating completeness of coverage.~One
of the simplest types of evaluation is obtained from the examina-
tion of rates of changes for a séries of several censuses with re-
spect to their consistency and reasonableness, For eXample, a
comparison of figures for the Southern States among the Censuses
of 1860, 1870, and 1880 shows unreasonably low rates of increase
for the decade 1860 to 1870 and abnormally high rates of increase
for the decade 1870 to 1880. These differences are of gsuch a mag-
nitude that it appears evident that the enumeration- of 1870 in
these areas was seriously incomplete, undoubtedly asg a result of
the unsettled conditions of the reconstruction period. In terms
of the total population for the United States as a whole, the
number initially enumerated was 88,5568,371; whereas a later
revised figure, taking into account the underenumeration in the
Southern States, put the total population of the United States at
39,818,449, For the portion of the United States outside the
South, the rate of increase for the decade 1860 to 1870 was almost
exactly the same as for the decade 1870 to 1880. Therefore, the
figure for the South for 1870 was revised on the' assumption that
the rate of Increase during these two decades was the same, - .

Another method of estimating the comparative completeness of
successive censuses Involves the use of vital statistics and immi-
gration statistics in conjunction with census data. Since the
population at a given census should represent the population at
the previous census plus births and immigration and minus
deaths and emigration in the intervening period, it is possible,
given the necessary statistics, to calculate the expected popula-
tion on a given census date and to compare it with the ‘enumerated
population, If this comparison shows that the expected popula-
tion exceeds the enumerated population, it may be inferred that
the amount, of underenumeration In the current census exceeded
that in the previous census; if, on the other hand, the enumerated
population exceeds the expected population the inference is that
the current census is the more complete one. ‘These inferences,

-of course, rest on the assumptions that the error in census counts

are always in the direction of net underenumeration and that
errors in the measurement of births, deaths, immigration, .and
emigration are small in relation to the amounts of comparative
underenumeration. : :

The application of this method and assumptions to the decade
1940-50 results in an estimate that the 1950 count’ was more
complete by some 100,000 than that of 1940. For the ‘decade
193040, application of the method suggests that-the total net

number of persons missed in 1940 may have been about 1,300,000
more than that missed in 1930. P i

- ~The components of population change were probably esti-
mated more accurately for the forties than for the thirties be-

‘cause not all States were in' the birth and death 'registration

areas until 1938 and because-the registration of vital statistics

»Within these areas has been increasing in completeness. . Allow-
~finces were made for these factors in the case of births and in the
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cage of infant deaths, but these estimates may be subject to. con-
siderable error. 'No adjustment was made for underregistration
of deaths, other than infant deaths, although some deaths to
older persons were not registered, International migration was
the smallest component of population change in these decades,
but the figures were probably subject to the greatest relative
error. In view of these consideratioms, the result of 100,000 is
go close to zero that we cannot be sure whether coverage was
more adequate in 1940 or in 1950.

The comparison of the expected with the enumerated popula-
tion provides figures only on the difference between the amounts
of total net underenumeration at two. censuses. If, however,
one of these totals can be estimated, then it is possible to specify
total net underenumeration for each census linked together by
this method. As described more fully below, the Post-Enumera-
tion Survey indicates for 1950 a total net underenumeration of
1.4 percent. On this basis, the percentage of net undelenumera-
tion would be 1.8 in 1940, and 0.7 in 1930. .

Since the expected population under 10 years of age at a given
census can be derived from the number of births in the preceding
decade, a comparison of the expected and enumerated population
gives a direct measure of total net underenumeration., On this

. basis, it is estimated that the total net amount of underenumera-

tion in the age group under 10 years was about 1,800,000 in the
1950 Census and about 1,500,000 in the 1840 Census, The corre-
sponding percentages are 4.8 and 6.7, This “underenumeration”
may also reflect some net overstatement of age in the census
around this general age range. Despite the possible errors in
the estimates of births, deaths, and migration used in determin-
ing the expected population, it i felt that the indicated difference
between net underenumeration in 1940 and 1950 is in the trué
direction, i

Comparisons of censug data with independent counts of cor-
responding segments of the population are sometimes possible
in the case of certain other age-sex groups. For example, there
have been several studies for both World War I and World War
IT relating figures for maleg of military age from the census to
registration figures. Here again, however, interprefation of the
differences is complicated by the fact that there are no adequate
measures of the accuracy of the Selective Service figures. There
ig, in fact, some evidence of overreporting in these figures, which
were compiled by local boards with little statistical supervision.
Nonetheless, these studies do suggest an appreciable underenu-
meration of males in the appropriate age groups in the censuses
of 1920 and 1940, particularly. among Negroes

‘Post-Enumeration Survey.—A particularly 1mporta,nt and
useful method of checking the adequacy of enumeration is a
direct check on a case-by-case basis of the actual enumeration.
A procedme of this type was used in the Post-Hnumeration Survey
of the 1950 Census, in whicha reenumeration on a sample basis
was undertaken. 'To check for entire households erroncously
omitted from the census, a probability sample of about 3,500 small
areas was recanvassed and the relistings carefully compared thh
the original census hstmgs ‘In addition to the check for errone-
ously omitted households, ‘a sample of about’ 22,000 households
was reinterviewed to determme the number of persons erroneously
omitted. in cases where the household had been included. T}ns
sample of households was also used to determine the number of
Persons erroneously included in the census hstings and the ac-
curacy of the reports obtained on the characteristics of enumer-
ated persons., : : .

The Post-~ Enumeratwn Survey intelviewers were carefully se-
lected and were given intensive training and supervision, . Great
efforts were made to limit respondents to the person who was pre-
sumably best informed regarding the information desired—usu-
ally, the person himself. These precautions resulted in an: ex-

penditure per case In the Post-Bnumeration Survey many times
that of the original enumeration—an expenditure which was feas-
ible only because the study was done on a sample-basis, A full
description of the procedure and results of this Post-Enumeration
Survey will be published at a later date.

As indicated in table A, the net underenumeration in the census
count of the total population of the United States is estimated at
1.4 percent (with a standard error of 0.2 percent). The net under-
enumeration is the difference between the erroneocus omissions
and the erroneous inclusions. The figures shown in table A repre-
gent those errors in the census count which were detected by the
Post-Enumeration Survey. Errors not reflected in these figures
may have arisen because of the following factors, among others:

1. In the check for erroneously omitted persons, large non-
dwelling-unit quarters (i. e., those where 35 or more persons had
been enumerated), such ag hotels and other accommodations for
transients, were excluded A separate check on those accommo-
dati.?nglwas undertaken, but the results of this study are not yet
available,

2. Identifying all errors in the census coverage is extremely
difficult. Although some of the errors in the census listings came
from carelessness or ineptness of the enumerators, many of them
are a result of the intrinsic difficulty of enumerating certain types
of persons—for example, persons with no fixed place of residence,
The Post-Enumeration Survey interviewers did succeed in loeatmg
many of the persons who were missed or erronecusly included in
the census, but they could not identify all such cases. A small-
scale field check on the Post-Enumeration Survey results indicates
that the Post-Enumeration Survey errors were, in general, in the
direction of underestimating the number of erroneously omitted
persons. This conclusion is also supported by examining the
Post-Enumeration Survey figures in the light of other evidence on
errors. For example: estimates of children under 5 based on
records of births, deaths, and migration point to a shortage in the
census figure for this age group of considerably greater magnitude
than that reported by the Post-Enumeration Survey; again,
although the Post-Enumeration Survey indicates, as had been
expected, a greater error in the enumeration of the nonwhite
population than the white population, it shows less error for the
nonwhite population in the age group 15 to 24 than for other non-
white age groups, a difference which might possibly be valid but
is more likely attributable to the difficulty experienced by boih
the census and the Post-Enumeration Survey in listing the most
mobile sectors of the population.

8, The reliability of these estimates, as in all statistical sur-
veys, is algo affected by errors in the application of sampling and
other procedures.

TapLe A.—FEstiMates oF CoviraGe Error For PERsoNs, BY
REGIONS aND Size oF Prace: 1950

[Estimates are rounded to the nearest thousand without heing adjusted to group -
totals, which are independently rounded)

. Persons Persons
erroneously .| erroneously Net error
Esti- omitted 1 included 2
; Oensllls ntla:eld -
opula-| tota ) - : .
Aréa pt on | popula- ‘ N&T N&T Porcent
. o (thou- | " tien | Num- or Num-| o |Num-| of esti-
sends) | (thou- | ber | ¥oF | ber | To5 | ber | mated
sands) | (thou- nu- (thou- enu- (thou-| total
sands) fn sands) sands)| popula-
er- mer- ton
ated ated )
United States....[150,697 152,788 | 3,400 | 2.8 | 1,309 | 0.9 |2,001| 1.4
Northeast 732 1.9 416 1.1 316 0.8
.813.| L8| 210 0.5 603 1.3
1,381 2.9 &07 1.1 874 1.8
476 2.4 177 0.9 299 1.5
07,504 | 1,928 2.0 892 0.9 | 1,036 L1
wesd| 47| 27| wr| n4l 20| 18
36,258 | 662 | 18| a8 07| 418 11
43, 6156 789 1.8 400 0.9 380 0.9
&6, 285 1, 472 2.7 417 0811, 06§ 1.9

) lI:m:lu({leﬁs1 s%m% p:rsons who were counted e]sewhero, at the wrong add:ess. us
discusse the tex

.. .1 Includes some persons who were counted only once but at the wrong address, ag
discussed in the text. :



XIvV =" INTRODUCTION

" Thosé elrors it tle Post:-Enuwmeération’ Survey: which could be
ideritified  were ‘almost @ll-in. the direction of . underestimating
the number of persons erroneously omitted from, or erroneously
included ify;'the census, with probably more erroneous omissiong
than inciusions. These and. other.considerations suggest that
the estimated. net nnderenumeration of 1.4 percent in 1950 is a
minimum estimate. ' '

As 1ndicated in table A there, is some vallatmn with res1dence
in the coverage error of the census. In general, the net under-
enumeration was somewhat greater i m rural than in urban areas
and it was somewhat greater in. the ‘iouth and ‘West than in the
other 1egions ‘of the Umted‘states Among mban areas the error
seems 10 be greater for the large cmes The error rates would
vary among smaller areas, such as 1ndiv1dua1 States, counties,
and cities; but the sarmnple was’ not; large enough to yield reliable
estinxates for such dreas,

In interpreting the. ﬁgures on' erroneous omlssions and. euone-
ous ineclistons, it'should be recognized that these are defined with
respect to the listings for a given census enumeration district.
(Séé’'table B, - For example, some of the “omitted” cases repre-
sent-the listing of a person in the. wrong census enumeration dis-
trict rather than. :bis complete .omission- from the census. Such
cases will be included in both the estimate of erroneous omissions
and ‘the estimate of erroneous inclusmns (since such persons
enumelated in the wrong census ennmeration district are both
omitted from the listing where their names should appear and
included in a listing where their names. should not appear), In
the absence of dupheate enumeration these cases do not affect the
net el:ror .They do, however, affect the other values estimated
in table B. ca

TABLE B.—Estimares .05 Numerr oF: PersoNs ERrONEOUSLY
Omrrrep FroM, or Erronrousty INcLupep 1N, Census Env-
* MErATION District LisTines, B RACE anp TyeE or Error, For
.THE UNITED STATES! 1950

interest is restricted to those errors which affect the census tabu-
lations for the United States as a whole. Actually all of the
persons enumerated in the wrong enumeration district were
enumerated in the correct region and most were enumerated in
the correct State, so that this group of errors has practically no
effect on either national or regional tabulations and an extremely
small effect on State tabulations. :

Sampling variability of the Post-Enumeration Survey results.——
The limitations of the Post-Enumeration Survey results have
been discussed above. An additional limitation is, of course, the
presence of sampling variability. BEstimates of standard errors
are presented in table C. In the interpretation of the Post-Enu-
meration Survey estimates, it should be remembered that the
chances are about 2 out of 3 that the figures estimated from the
sample (tables A and B) differ from those that would haye been
obtained from a post-enumeration survey of the entire popula-
tion by amounts less than the standard error indicated in this
table. The chances are about 19 out of 20 that the estimates are
within twice the standard error of the figures which would result
from a post-enumeration survey of the entire population.

TasLe C.—Stanparp Errors or CoVERAGE ERROR STATISTICS FOR
Persons: 1950

[Range of 2 chances out of 3]

e Total " White Nonwhite

Type of error Num- [0t Num- of Num.

ber |enumer-|| ber | white ber non-
(thou- | ated || (thou- opu- | (thou- | white
sands) | popu- (| sands) |-lation | sands) | popu-

Percent Percent Percent
of

ation ) lation

Persons emmeously omitiedt___| 3,400 2,8 || 2,697 2.0 703 .
In missod housoholds and quasi 2‘ s v A5

T EYaTo) s - A L6 | 1,830 1.4 X
In enumerated households and . . ' K il 8.0
quas! households. —...e..... 984 6.7 758 0.6 226 1.4

Persons erroneously included 7...| 1,309 0.9 | 1,122 0.8 187 .
Parsons who should not have | ! L2

been enumerated anywhera. 198 0.1 163 0.1 35 0.2
In households erroneously
L1 P S TR 2 . L% ) N [ I SO
In hougaholds proper]y in '
4[4 -1 N SO A [ 160 0.1, 1 . 0 .2
Persons who shonld have been : ' - o1 3 0
enumerated {n another enu- .'
meration dlstriet. cea- oneen 1 111 0.7 959 | . 0.7 152 Lo
b D&Jsgholds erroneously in. i .
! ...................... Y 0.1 94 0.1 i O———
In households properly in. ) .. n
Uded.onn e cnmevenemienna| 1,012 0.7 805 0.6 147 0.9

1 Includes some persons who were counted elsewhere, at the wrong address, as dis-
ousged in the,

d i,sc Iggggﬁ s&u:o g)ersons who were counted only once but at the wrong address, as

In an attempt to estimate the number of errors attributable to
enumeration of persons in the wrong eénumeration district, the
sample persons in the Post-Enumeration Burvey were asked to
report all addresses where they might have been enumerated.
On the basis of a check _against the listiugs for the census enu-
meratxon distncts containing the reported ‘addresses, it is esti-
matedv that abeut: 400,000 persons’ were enumerated In the wrong
enumeration distriet’ simply because the enumerator used the
wrong boundary The estimate of 400 000 may be subtracted from
the ‘estimates of’ erronéous’ otalssions dnd’ erroneous inclusions if

Estimated standard error of specified
types of coverage error
Size of estimate of coverage error Number of | Number of '
persons persons
errongously | erroneously Nat error

omitted included
5,000. e &, 000 6, 000 12,000
10,000. - 7,000 9,000 17,000
28,000 o mm e e e o mm e e e m 2, 000 14, 000 26,
50,000 17,000 21,000 38, 000
76,000, 21, 000 26, 000 46,000
100,000, - 24,000 30, 54,
250,000 42, 000 56, 000 88,
1,000,000 115, 000 123, 000 207, 000
DX 208, 000 210, 000 342, 000
3000, - 300, 000 D) ®

1 Not applicable.

THE UNITED STATES

Population of the United States, its Territories, possessions,
ete—The population of the United States, its Territories, posses-
sions, ete, was about 154,230,000 on April 1, 1950 (table 1).* If
the population of the Philippine Islands is excluded from the 1940
total, the increase over the 10-year period was nearly 20,000,000,
or 14.9 percent. Puerto Rico accounted for well over three-fifths
of the population outside continental United States, and the
Territories for more than one-sixth. The population abroad,
principally members of the armed forces and members of their
families, numbered close to 500,000.

Population of continental United States.—The population of
continental United States on April 1, 1950, was 150,697,361 ; this
figure represents an increase of about 19 million, or 14.5 percent,
over the corresponding figure for April 1, 1940 (table 2). In
absolute numbers this increase is greater than the increase during
any previous intercensal period. In relative terms, however,
the increase between 1940 and 1950, although more than double
that for the decade 1980 to 1940, is of roughly the same order of
magnitude as the increases during the decades 1910 to 1920 and
1920 to 1930 and falls far short of the decennial rates of increase
which occurred during the nineteenth century,

An examination of the decennial rates of increase since 1790
indicates that during each of the seven decades up to 1860 the
population increased by approximately one-third. On the basis
of a correction made for the known underenumeration in 1870,

2 References to numbered tables are to detailed tables in° Chapter 1
(U. 8..Summary).
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the percentage increases for the decades 1860 to 1870 and 1870
to 1880 become, respectively, 26.6 and 26.0 rather than 22.6 and
30.1. (See footnote 3 of table 2). On the basis of these revised
figures, the decennial rates of increase for the period 1860 to 1890
were all in the neighborhood of 25 percent® The decennial rates
of increase in the period 1890 to 1910 were about 20 percent, and
those for the period 1910 to 1930, about 15 percent, The per-
centage increasé for the period 1980 to 1940, the decade of the
depression, represents an all time low.

Center of population and area.—The “center of population”
is defined by the Bureau of the Census as that point which may be
considered as the center of population gravity of the United
States; in other words, the point upon which the United States

would balance, if it were a rigid plane without weight and the - -

Population were distributed theréon with each individual being
- assumed to have equal weight and to exert an influence on a
central point proportional to his distance from that point.*

The center of population of the United States moved westward
from the State of Indiana into the State of Illinois between 1940
and 1950. The 1950 center of population is located in Denver
township, Richland County, 11, 8 miles north-northwest of Olney.
This point ig on a line between Cincinnati and St. Louis, about
two-thirds of the distance to St. Louis. In terms of latitude and
longitude, the 1950 center is located at latitude 88°50’21’* North,
longitude 88°9'83'" West,

During the decade from 1940 to 1950, the center of population
moved 42 miles westward and 7.6 miles southward, reaching its
most moutherly point as well as its most westerly point. Thig
westward movement of the center of population between 1940 and
1950 is the greatest during the present century and exceeds all
movements westward since that for the decade of 1880 to 1890,
The longest movement westward was during the decade from 1850
to 1860 when the center advanced 80.6 miles. The shortest move-
ment westward was during the decade from 1910 to 1920 when
it advanced only 9.8 miles. The point farthest north was the
1790 location, and the point farthest south, the 1950 location ; but
the difference is only 30.1 miles. The total westward movement
from 1790 to 1940 was 644 miles,

8 For a more extensive analysls of population growth in the United
States during the nineteenth century, see U, 8. Bureau of the Census,
A Century of Population Growth, U, 8. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D. C., 1909. :

“In the actual calculation, the center of population is first assumed to
be approximately at a certain point, Through this point a parallel and
a meridian are drawn, each crossing the entire country. In the deter-
mination of the center of population in 1950, the point selected was the
intersection of the parallel lat, 39° N. with the meridian of long. 86° W,

The product of the population of a given area by its distance from the
asgumed parallel is called a north or south moment, and the product of
the population of the area by its distance from the assumed meridian is
called an enst or west moment, In the calculation of north and south
moments, the distances are measured in minutes of latitude; in calcu-
lating east and west moments, it is necesgary to use miles because of the
Unequal length of the degrees and minutes of longitude in different lati-
tudes. The population of the country is grouped by “square degrees’——
that is, by areas included between consecutive parallels and meridians—
28 they are convenient units with which to work, The population of the
incorporated and unincorporated places with 25,000 inhabitants or more
s then deducted from that of the respectlve square degrees in which they
lie and treated separately. The center of population of each square degree
is assumed to be at its geographical center, except where such an assump-
tion is manifestly incorrect; in these cases the position of the center of
Dopulation of the square degree iy estimated as nearly as possible, The
Dopulation of each square degree north or south of the assumed parallel
i8 multiplied by the distance of its center from that parallel ; a similar
calculation is made for the incorporated and unincorporated places with
25,000 inhabitants or more; and the sum of the north moments and the
sum of the south moments are ascertained, The difference between these
twe sums, divided by the total population of the country, glves a correc-
tion to the latitude. In a similar manner the sums of the east and of
the west moments are ascertained and from them the correction in
longitude 18 made,

Table D and the accompanying map give the appfoximate loca~
tion of the center of population at each cengus from 1790 to 1950.

TasrLe D.—CenTtER oF Poruration: 1790 10 1950

North West Approximate location

Year latitude | longitude
o i n o ¢ 1
1980, .o meee 38 50 21 |8 9 33 |8 gxi]estnO{ll:P-northwest of Olney, Richland
ounty, III,
1040, e 38 56 54 | 87 22 85 | 2 miles southeast by east of Oarlisle, Haddon

township, Sullivan. County, Ind,
8 45|87 8 6| 3miles northeast of Linton, Greene County,

nd,

10 21 | 88 43 15 | 8 miles south-southeast of Spencer, Owen
Qounty, Ind.

10 12 | 86 32 20 | In the city of Bloomington, Ind.

9 36|85 48 054 | 6 miles sontheast of Columbus, Ind.
11 56 | 85 32 53 | 20 miles cast of Columbus, Ind.

4 8 (84 30 40 | 8 miles west by south of Cineinnati, Ohlo (in
Kentucky),
12. 0 (83 35 42 | 48 miles east by north of Cinginnati, Ohio.

0 24 | 82 48 48 | 20 miles south by east of Chillicothe, Ohio,

59 0 (8L 19 0 | 23 miles southeist of Parkershurg, W. Va.t
2 08 18 0 | 16 milessouth of Clarksburg, W. Va,!

67 54 |70 18 b4 | 10 miles west-southwegt of Moorefield, W, Va.l
5 0 | 18 miles east of Moorefleld, W, Va.l

11 380 | 77 37 12 | 40_miles northwest by west of Washington,

.G (in lrfginiu).
16 6|76 56 30| 18 miles west of Baltimore, Md.
16 30 |76 11 12 | 23 miles east of Baliimore, Md.

1West Virginia was set off from Virginia Dee. 31, 1862, and admitted as State
Juna 19, 1863, . ]

"The position of the “center of area,” that is, the point on which
the surface of the United States would balance if it were a plane
of uniform weight per unit of area, is located in Smith County,
Kans. (approximate latitude 89°50’ North, longitude $8°35’ West).

Area and density~—The gross area, land and water, of the ter-
ritory under the jurisdiction of the United States at the time of
the 1950 Census was 3,628,130 square miles (table 1). The Ter-
ritories, possessions, ete., had an area of 605,743 square miles and
constituted 16.7 percent, or one-sixth, of the aggregate area.

The area in 1790 was 892,135 square miles, or somewhat less
than one-fourth of the present area, and embraced substantially
all the territory between Canada and Florida and between the
Atlantic Ocean and the Mississippi River, together with part of
the drainage basin of the Red River of the North. This original
territory and the successive major accessions of territory from
1790 to 1920 are shown on the map which appears on page x. In
1803 the area of the country was nearly doubled by the Louisiana
Purchase; and, between 1840 and 1850, three large accessions of
territory resulted in further inereases aggregating 1,204,806
square miles, equivalent to two-thirds of the former area.

For continental United States, the population per square mile
of land area in 1950 was 50.7 (table 2}, Beginning with the Cen-
sug of 1790 in which the population per square mile was 4.5, the
figures at each subsequent census have shown an increase in den-
sity with the exception of those for the Censuses of 1810 and
1850. In each of these years, the density was lower than it had
been in the immediately preceding census because of large acces-
siong of sparsely populated territory in the preceding decade.

Urban and rural areas.—According to the new deflnition that
wag adopted for use in the 1950 Census, the urban population
comprises all persons living in (o) places of 2,500 inhabitants or
more incorporated as cities, boroughs, and villages, (b) incorpo-
rated towns of 2,500 inhabitants or more except in New England,
New York, and Wisconsin, where “townsg” are simply minor civil
divisions of counties, (¢) the densely settled urban fringe, includ-
ing both incorporated and unincorporated areas, around cities of
50,000 or more, and (@) unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants
or more outside any urban fringe. The remaining population is
clagsified as rural. According to the old definition, the urban
population had been limited to all persons living in incorporated
places of 2,500 inhabitants or more and in areas (usually minor
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Figure 4—CENTER OF POPULATION: 1950 AND 1940
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.civil divisions) classified as urban under special rules relating to
population size and density.®

In both definitiong, the most important eomponent of the urban
territory is the group of incorporated places having 2,500 inhabit-
ants or more. A definition of urban territory restricted to such
places would exclude a number of equally large and densely settled
places, merely because they were not incorporated places. Under
the old definition, an effort was made to avoid some of the more
obvious omissions by the inclusion of the places classified as
urban under special rules. Even with these rules, however, many
large and clogely built-up places were excluded from the urban
territory. To improve the situation in the 1950 Census, the Burean
‘of the Census set up, in advance of enumeration, boundaries for
urban-fringe areas around cities of 50,000 or more and for unin-
‘corporated places outside urban fringes. All the population re-
siding in urban-fringe areas and in unincorporated places of 2,500
or more is classified as urban according to the 1950 definition,
(Of course, the incorporated places of 2,500 or more in these
fringes are urban in their own right.) Consequently, the special
rules of the old definition are no longer necessary. ¥or the con-
venience of those who are interested in the trend of the urban and
rural population, the 1950 population is shown in accordance with
the old definition as well as in accordance with the 1950 definition,
Although the Bureau of the Qensus has employed other definitions
in the course of its history, the statistics on the population by
urban and rural residence shown for years prior to 1940 are in
substantial accordance with the 1940 definition,

The count of urban places according to the new urban deﬁnitlon
includes all incorporated places of 2,600 or more regardless of
location and unincorporated places of 2,500 or more. Incorporated
Places of fewer than 2,500 inhabitants which lie in the urban fringe
are not recognized as urban places even though their population is
counted as urban. Under the old definition, all incorporated places
of 2,500 inhabitants or more and all areas clagsified as urban ander
special rules were recognized as urban places. Thus, although the
urban population under the old definition was exactly the popula~
tion living in urban places, the urban population under the new
definition includes persons living in territory outside urban places,
that is, in incorporated places under 2,500 and unlncorporated
territory included in the urban-fringe areas.

The rural population is by no means identical with the farm

population, that is, the population living on farms., (The rural-
nonfarm population of the United States exceeds the rural-farm
population.) Practically all of the farm population, however,
is rural, Statistics of the farm population will be presented In
the Series P-B bulletins.
" There were no urbanized areas delinéa’ce_d in the Territories .or
‘possessions. The urban population in Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto
Rico comprises all persons living in places of 2,500 inhabitants
or more.

TUrban and rural population under the new and old definitions.—
»Under the new urban-rural definition, 96,467,686 persons, or 64.0
‘percent of the population of the United States, were classified as
urban, The. remaining §4,229,875 persons constituted the rural

*’The areas urban under special rules in 1940 ‘were of 3 types The
first type was limited to the States of New Hampshire, Mnssachusetts,
and Rhode Tsland, in- which States it is not the practice to ineorporate
as municipalities places with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants,. This type
was made up of towns (townships) in which there was a village or, thickly
settled area having 2,500 Inhabitants or more, and which comprised,
either by itself or when combined with other villages in the same town,
‘moreé than 50 percent of the total population of the town, The second
type of areas urban under special rule was made up of townships. and
other political subdivislons (not incorporated as municipalities mor con-
‘taining any aveas so incorporated) with a total population of 10,000 or
‘more and a population density of 1,000 or more per square mile., The
third type of area urban under special rule consisted of 7 places—1 In
Vermont and 8 in Maine—which had been classifled as urban places in
1980 but about whose status as incorporated places some question -was
raised in 1940,"

population. The urban population according to the old definition
was 88,027,464, and the rural population was 61,769,897,

The 1950 urban population according to the new urban definition
consisted of the following: (a) the 86,650,941 inhabitants of the
8,883 incorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants or more; (b) the
1,994,727 inhabitants of the 401 unincorporated places of 2,500
inhabitants or more; and (¢) the 7,922,018 persons living in the
urban-fringe areas but outside the incorporated places of 2,500
or more. Under the old definition, the urban population consisted
of the 86,550,941 inhabitants of the 3,883 incorporated places of
2,500 inhabitants or more and the 2,376,523 pergons living in
140 of the areas classified as urban under special rules in 1940.
(There were 141 such areas in 1940. One of the areas, Claremont
town, Sullivan County, N.-I., was incorporated as a city in 1948;
and, consequently, was classified as urban because it was an
incorporated place of 2,500 or more,)

Table E presents a cross-classification of the population by
urban and rural residence under the new and old urban-rural defi-
nitions. As shown in thig table; 88,589,867 persons were living in
territory classified a8 urban under both defiritions and 58,892,073
were living in territory classified as rural under both definitions.
Of the population classified as urban under both definitions,
88,550,941 were residents of incorporated places of 2,500 inhabit-
ants or more. The remaining 2,088,926 of these persons were
classified as urban under the old definition because of residence
in places urban under special rules; under the new definition
1,718,422 were classified as urban because of residencé in unin-
corporated territory included in urban-fringe areas and 320,504
because of regidence in unincorporated places of 2,500 inhabitants
ormore, An additional 7,877,819 persons were classified ag urban
under the new definition, 6,203,596 because of residence in urban-
fringe areas (577,992 of whom were living in incorporated places
under 2,500 inhabitants and 5,625,604 in unincorporated territory)
and 1,674,223 because of residence in unincorporated places of
2,500 or more; these persons were included in the rural popula-

-tion under the old definition. On the other hand, 837,597 persons

living in the areas urban under special rules according to the old
definition were included in the rural population accmdmg to the
fiew definition.

To summarize, the urban population under the new defidition
included 6,203,596 persons living in urbanfringe areas and
1,674,228 persons living in unincorporated places of 2,600 inhabit-
ants or more who would have been included in the rural popula-
tion under:the old definition. On the other hand, 337,597 persons
living in areas urban under special rules according to the old defi-
nition were classified as rural according to the new definition,
The net increase in the urban population which resulted from the
change in definition, therefore; 1s 7,540,222, or 5.0 percent of the
total population of the United States. In terms of the population
clagsified by urban and rural résidence in accordance with the old
definition, the change in definition resulted in an increase of 8.5
percent in the urban population and a decrease of 12 2 percent-in
the rural population (table 14) .

The population of the incorporated places of 2, 500 inhabitants
or more constituted 89.7 percent of the urban population under the
new definition and 97.8 percent of the urban population under
the old definition. The population living in other territory in the
urban-fringe areas accounted for 8.2 percent of the urban popu-
lation under the new definition, and the population in unincor-

'porated places of 2,500 1nhabitants or more ‘accounted for the

remaining 2.1 pexcent

Table 8 presents.the. 1950 and 1940 population of the 140 areas
urban under special rules in 1940 (omitting Claremont) and
the classification of their 1950 population by urban and rural
residence in accordance with . the new definition. Of the 140
‘areas, only 4 had all of their. populatxon classified as rural under
the new definition, whereas 21 had all of thelr population classi-
fied as urban under the new definition. The 837,597 persons
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Tasre E.—PopuraTioN, Ursan AnD Rurar, AccorpiNg To NEw
anD Onp Ursan-Rurar DeriniTions: 1950
[For deseription of new and old urban-rural definitions, see text]

Typo of area and clasg of place in accord-
anee with old urban definition

Type of area and class of Urban
place in accordance with Total
new urban definition

Incorpos lﬁﬂfgg Rural
Total ‘x;ag?g‘ under
T special
places rules
Total. .cemecnmen P 150,697, 361 ||88, 927,464 |88, 650,941 |2, 376, 523 |61,769,897
Urban, total....—......| 96,467,686 |(88, 589, 867 86, 550,941 |2,088,926 | 7,877,819

Within urbanized aress........ 69, 249, 148 |63, 045,552 (|61,327,130 |1,718,422 | 6,203,596
Incorporated places of .
In2,500 or mgm,l .......... 61,327, 136 (|61, 327, 130 ||61, 327,130 ~—

CO) o &t B.CO! -
rp R ® Ly 1Y | PRI | PR PIpn 577,992

Unincorpomtedtemtory. 7,344,026 || 1,718,422 ||-vuciumnna- 1,718,422 | 5,625,604

Outside urbanized areas_.| 27,218, 538 ||25, 544,315 ||25,223,811 | 320,504 | 1,674,223
Iuoorporated places of

?ﬁn a..i....__f_ 25,223, 811 |(25, 223, 811 [|25, 223,811

TInincor orate places of

2,600 o?m [4) (< DR 1,994,727 320,504 [[-emvemmmane 320, 604 | 1,674,223
Rural, totaloooo .. - 84,229, 678 REVA 4 A | A 237,597 53,892,078

living in these areas who were included in the rural population
according to the new definition amounted to about one-seventh
of the total population of the areas.

Trends in urban and rural populatiom, 1780 to 1950,—Trends
in the urban and rural population can be examined only on the
basis of the old definition, On this basis, the urban population
increased from 74,423,702 in 1940 to 88,927,464 in 1950, and the
rural population from 57,245,578 in 1940 to 61,769,897 (table 15).

Ficure 6.~—Ursan anp Rurar Porurarion ofF THE UNITED
StarEs: 1790 10 1950

MILLIONS
© 28 80 75 190 128 150
NEW DEFINITION

V7774 RURAL

1800
1790 7]

The gains of 14,503,762 in the urban, and 4,524,324 in the rural,
population represented increases of 19.5 and 7.9 percent, respec-
tively. The numerical gain in the urban population was second
only to the increase of 14,796,850 recorded in the decade 1920
to 1930 and marked the seventh consecutive decade in which the
numerieal increase in the utban population exceeded that in the
rural population, The numerical increase in the rural population

was the largest since the gain of 4,993,205 for the decade 1890
to 1900,

In 1790, 1 out. of every 20 of the 3,929,214 inhabitants of the
United States was living in urban territory (table 15). In every
decade thereafter, with the exception of that from 1810 to 1820,
the rate of growth of the urban population exceeded that of the
rural population. By 1860, one out of five persons was included
in the urban population, The process of urbanization continued
in the following decades, and by 1920 the urban population
exceeded the rural population. In 1950 about three out of every
five persons were living in urban terntory '

Places classified according to size—There were 5 places of
1,000,000 or more in 1950; 101 places of 100,000 to 1,000,000 ;
378 places of 25,000 to 100,000; 3,800 places of 2,500 to 25,000;
.and 4,437 places of 1,000 to 2,500 (tables 5a, 5b, and K). On the
other hand, the places of 1,000,000 or more contained 11,5 percent
of the total population; those of 100,000 to 1,000,000, 17.9 percent ;

‘those of 25,000 to 100,000, 11.8 percent; those of 2,500 to 25,000,

17.6 percent; those of 1,000 to 2,500, 4.6 percent; and the remain-
ing 36.6 percent lived in smaller places, the unincorporated parts
of urban fringes, and the open couniry. If we regarded each
urbanized area as-only one “place,” the distribution would be
somewhat different. For example, “places” of 1,000,000 or more
would then contain 25.1 percent of the population and areas out-
side places of 1,000 or more would account for only 31.7 percent
(table 5a). :

Again, historical comparisons of groups of places according to
size can be made only in terms of the old urban definition (table
5b). Population changes in the size-groups of largest places may
be very great because the inclusion or exclusion of a single metrop-
olis hag a very marked effect. New York City first achieved a popu-
lation of a million at the Census of 1880, At that time it included
24 percent of the national population total. By 1950, the five
places of this gize-class included 11.5 percent of the total. The
number of places in all but two size-groups has tended to increase
steadily up through the latest census. The number of places
of 250,000 to 500,000 has been about the same since 1930, but
here there are too few cases for the determination of the recent
trend. The number of incorporated places of less than 1,000
hag declined slightly since 1930. In terms of population, all size
groups have a remarkably consistent history of growth, except,
again, for the very smallest incorporated places. In terms of
percentage of the total population accounted for, the picture is
less consistent. In general, the larger size-classes have gained
relative to the smaller ones, but there are several recent excep-
tions. The peak proportion of the United States total was reached
in 1830 for both cities of 1,000,000 or more and cities of 250,000
to 500,000, Places of 5,000 to 10,000 represent the smallest class
that has been increasing its share, Areas outside places of 1,000
or more, which included 60.9 percent of the population in 1890,
included only 87.4 percent in 1950.

APPORTIONMENT

Apportionment population.—The primary reason for the estab-
lishment of the decennial census of population, as set forth in the
Constitution, was to provide a basis for the apportionment of
members of the House of Representatives among the several
States. Such an apportionment has been made on the basis of
every census from 1790 to 1950, except that of 1920. Prior to
1870, the population basis for apportionment was the total free
population of the States, omitting Indians not taxed, plus three-
fifths of the number of slaves, After the apportionment of 1860
the fractional count of the number of slaves, of course, disappeared
from the procedure ; and in 1940 it was determined that there Were
1o longer any Indians who should be classed as “not taxed” under
the terms of the apportionment laws, The 1940 and 1950 appor-
tionments, therefore, were made on the basig of the entire popu-
lation of the 48 States. All apportionments are made under the
constitutional provision that each State should have at least one
Representative, no matter how small its population,
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The population base for apportionment and other significant
items are shown in table F. The results of each apportionment,
starting with the initial apportionment in 1789 and including those
based on each census from 1790 to 1950, are shown by regions,
divisions, and States in table 10.

Tasue F.—PopuraTioNn BAse FoR APPORTIONMENT AND THE
Numerr oF REPRESENTATIVES APPORTIONED: 1790 1O 1950

Ratio of ap-
Number
i _| portionment Date of
Census year P oggggtllon Oggczg.re population | apportionment
tives 1 to Represent- act
: atlves .

149, 895, 183 435 - 844,587 | Nov. 15, 1941,
131,006,184 | 435 301,164 | Nov, 15, 1941,
122, (%03, 455 ﬁg . (235;0, 676 | June 318' 1029,

01, 603, 772 435 210,583 | Aug. 8, 1911,
74, 562, 608 386 103,167 | Yan. 16, 1901,

61, 908, 9068 356 178,901 | Feb.7, 1801,
49,371, 340 325 161,912 | Feb. 25, 1882,
38,115, 841 2602 130,533 | Feb, 2, 1872.4
29, 550, 038 241 122,614 | May 23, 1850,8
21, 766, 691 234 03,020 | May 23, 1850.8
15, 008, 376 223 71,338 | Juna 25, 1842,
11, 930, 987 240 40,712 | May 22, 1832,

8, 072, 306 213 42,124 | Mar, 7,1822,
6, 584, 231 181 36,377 | Dec. 21, 1811,
4,879, 820 141 34,600 | Jan, 14, 1802.
3, 615, 823 105 34,436 | Apr. 14, 1702,

— R 85 730,000 | Constitution, 1789.

1 Excludes the population of the Distriet of Columbia, the population of the Terri-
torigﬁ, g;ihe number of Indians not taxed, and (prior to 1870) two-fifths of the slave
population,

3This number is the actual number apportioned at the beginning of the decade.

3 No apportionment was made after the Census of 1920.

¢ Amended by act of May 30, 1872,

§ Amended by the act of Mar. 4, 1862,

¢ Amended by act of July 30, 1852, X
( 7t’1‘{ne min2im) um ratio of population to Representatives stated in the Constitution
art. 1, sec. 2).

The first attempt to make provision for automatic reapportion-
ment was included in the act for the taking of the ngenth and
subsequent censuses (approved May 23, 1850). By specifying the
number of Representatives to be assigned and the method to be
used, it was hoped to eliminate the need for a new act of Congress
every decade and assure an equitable distribution of Representa-
tives. When this Census Act was superseded in 1879, the auto-
matic feature was discontinued, and the method of computing
the apportionment was determined by Congress on each oceagion
up to 1910. ' ' '

No apportionment was made after the Census of 1920, the
apportionment of 1910 remaining in effect. In 1929, when the
act for the taking of the Fifteenth and subsequent censuses was
under consideration, it seemed desirable to incorporate some
provision which might prevent the repetition.of the 1920 expe-
rience. A section was, therefore, included in the act ‘which pro-
vided, for the 1980 and subsequent censuses, that unless Congress
within a specified time enacted. legislation providing for appor-
tionment on a different basis, the apportionment should be made
automatically by the method last used.- In accordance with thig
act, a report was submitted by the President to Congress on
December 4, 1930, showing the apportionment computations both
by the method of major fractions (which was the one used in
1910) and by the method of equal proportions. In 1931, in the
absence of additional legislation, the automatically effective ap-
portionment followed the method of major fractions.

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

Changes in number of Représentatives, 1940 to 1950.—As a
result of the apportionment based on the 1950 Census, seven States

gained Representatives and nine States lost Representatives, The
largest gain was made by California, which gained seven Repre-
sentatives. Florida gained two; and Maryland, Michigan, Texas,
Virginia, and Washington each gained one. The nine States losing
Representatives were: Pennsylvania, three; Missourl, New York,
and Oklahoma, two each; and Arkansas, Illinois, Kentucky, Mis-
sissippi, and Tennessee, one each.

REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES

-Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.—For purposes of providing
summary figures at levels intermediate between those for the
United States and those for an individual State, regions and geo-
graphic divisions have been used in recent censuses. The latter
type of area represents a grouping of contiguous States, and
regions in turn are composed of groups of divisions, The com-
ponent States of each division are indicated on the map which
appears on page 1v,

Ag in earlier periods, the West led the four regions of the
United States in rate of population growth during the last 10 years.
Between 1940 and 1950 the West had a 40.9 percent increase in
population, whereas no other region increased by more than 13.3
percent (table 7). Throughout the last 100 years, census returns
congistently have pointed to the West as the region outstripping
all others in rate of population gain. Now, for the flrst time,
the numerieal intercensal increase in the population of the West,
5,678,260, has also exceeded the numerical increase in any other
region, Most of the increase in the West, 4,758,265, took place
in the Pacific Division. In the Mountain Division the increase was
only 924,995, or somewhat less than one-sixth of the gain for the
region. The Pacific and Mountain Divisions surpassed all other
divisions with respect to rate of population increase in the last
10 years, the former having an increase of 48.8 percent, and the
latter an increase of 22.8 percent,

Second among the regions with respect to both amount and rate
of population increase was the South, which had a gain of
5,681,187, or 13.8 percent. Much of this gain took place in the
South Atlantic Division, which increased by 8,359,184, or 18.8 per-
cent, and in the West South Central Division, which gained
1,478,047, or 11.3 percent. In the Hast South Central Division
there was only a relatively small increase, 698,956, or 6.5 percent.
The South had a number of States with population losses ; three of
the four States which had population losses were in this region.

The remaining two regions, the North Central and Northeast,
had moderate rates of increase. The population of the North
Central Region increased by 4,317,430, or 10.8 percent, and the
Northeast by 8,501,209, or 9.7 percent. In the North Central
Region the large increase occurred in the Hast North Central
Division, which gained 3,773,026, or 14.2 percent. The West North
Central Division inereased, but by only 544,404, or 4.0 percent.
In the Northeast the bulk of the population increase took place
in the already heavily populated Middle Atlantie Division, which
gained 2,624,046, or 9.5 percent.

The population counts from the 1950 Census show New York
to be the most populous, and Nevada to be the least populous;
State, Just as has been the case since 1890. In between these
extremes, however, there has been a considerable rearrangement
of the rank of the States with respect to total pepulation (itable
11). Thirteen States and the District of Columbia now rank
higher than in 1940, whereas 22 other States have dropped in rank
during the last 10 years. California had the most conspicuous
change in rank, progressing from fifth place in 1940 to second
place in 1950, Florida and Washington each moved seven posi-
tions upward in rank, Arizona six positions upward, and Mary-
land and Virginia each four positions upward. On the other
hand, Arkansas had a sharp drop in rank with respect to total
population, falling from twenty-fourth to thirtieth place, and
West Virginia dropped from twenty-fifth to twenty-ninth place.
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California surpassed all other States with respect to both
amount and rate of population increase (table 12). Between
1940 and 1950, California had a population increase of 3,678,836,
or 53.3 percent; Oregon and Washington had increases of 39.6
percent and 37.0 percent, respectively. Arizona, Nevada, New
Mexico, and Utah formed a second area of rapid population
increase, with recorded gains ranging from 25.2 percent for Utah
to 50.1 percent for Arizona. A third center of heavy population
inerease is located in and near the seat of the United States Gov-
ernment, The District of Columbia, Maryland, and Virginia each
had increases of more than 20 percent. Florida, Michigan, and
Texas, with rates of increase of 46.1, 21.2, and 202 percent,
respectively, were the only other States which had population
Increases of ope-fifth or more, The rate of increase in the popu-
lation of Florida was in marked contrast to the rates in the

Figure 7.—-POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND REGIONS: 1790 TO 1950
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neighboring States of Georgia and Alabama, which had increases
of 10.3 'and 8.1 percent, respectively.

Only four States, Arkansas, Mississippi, North Dakota. and
Oklahoma, had population losses. Three of these States were in
the South and one in the North Central Region; all four States
were predominantly rural.

Area and -density~—Among the regions, the West contained
approximately 40 percent of the total land area of the country
and 13.0 of the total population in 1950, whereas the Northeast
with about § percent of the land area contained approximately 26
percent of the population. The South accounted for about 30
percent of the land area of the country and also about 80 percent
of the population. The corresponding figures for the North Cen-
tral States were 25 and 30 percent, respectively. In 1950 there
were 241.2 persons per square mile in the Northeast; 58.8 in the
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North Central States; 53.7 in the South; .and 16.6 in the West
(table 9).

The Middle Atlantic DLVlSlO]l led the other divmons with a
density of 800.1 persons per. square mile of land area, followed by
New England with a density of 147.5 and the & East North Central
Division with a density of 124.1. The figures on density for the
remaining divisions were all less than 100; and the figure for the
Mountain Division, 5.9, was the lowest among all divisions.

The District of Columbia, which is also the city of Washington,
had a density of 18,150.5 persons per square mile in 1950. Among
the States, there were three—Rhode Island, New Jersey, and
Massachugetts—with population densities rahging from 596.2 to
748.5. For Connecticut, New York, Maryland, and Pennsylvania
densities ranged from 233.1 to 409. 7; and densities of from 108.7
0 193.8 aceurred in the following States Ohio, Delaware, Illinois,
Michigan, and Indiana. The population per square mile was legs
than 10.0 in North and South Dakota and in each of- the Mountain
States except Colorado.

Shifts in the ranking of States with respect to dengity in the
period between 1900 and 1950 have not, in general, been very
marked. The Distriet of Columbia, Rhode Island, New Jersey,
Massachusetts, and Qonnecticut have occupied one or another of
the first five places at each of the six decennial censuses in the
-50-year period under considelatxon Likewise, during the same
period Arizona, New Mexico, Montana, Wyoming, and Nevada
occupied the last five places. There were, however, some excep-
tions. Between 1900 and 1950 California rose from thirty-seventh
to twentieth place, and Florida, from thirty-sixth to twenty-
seventh place. On the other hand, Missouri dropped from seven-
teenth to twenty-sixth place.

Among the larger Territories and possessions, Alaska with only
0.2 persons per square mile in 1950 was less densely settled than
Nevada (1.3), the lowest ranking State. Hawail was about

a3 densely settled as Tennessee; and Puerto Rico, although pre-

dominantly rural, was as densely settled as New J ersey.

Urban and rural population under new definitions—The North-
east, with an urban population amounting to nearly 80 percent
of the total population of the region, led all other regions in the
yercentage of the population classified as urban under the new
definition (table 15). 'The percentages of the total population
clagsified as urban in the West and in the North Central Regions

were about 69.8 and 64.1, respectively; and slightly lesy than one-
half (48.6 percent) of the population of the South was urban.

JIn the Middle Atlantic, New Bngland, and Pacific Divisions, the -

Aurban population comprised 75 percent or more of the total popu-
lation, whereas in the South Atlantic and Rast South Central
Divisions the corresponding percentages were 49.1 and 39.1,
respectively. In the remaining divisions, the percentage urban
ranged from 52.0 in the West North Central Division to 69.7 in
the Rast North Central Division.
- There were four States—New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts,
and Rhode Island-—among which the percentage of the popula-
tion classified as urban varied from 84.3 to 86.6 (table G). This
group of States was followed by three States—Oalifornia, Con-
necticut, and Illinois--in which thls percentage varied from 77.6 to
80.7. At the lower end of the distrlbutlon, the percentage urban
for North Dakota was 26.6 and for Mississippi, 27.9. ‘For an addi-
tional group of States—Arkansas, South Dakota, North Carolina,
“West Virginia, Vermont, South Carolina, and Kentueky-—this per-
centage varied from 33.0 to 36.8. The rangé in the remaining
32 States was from 42.9 percent for Idaho to 70.7 perc’eht in
‘Michigan, The District of Columbia is completely urban,
Effects of change in urban definition.—The net number of
‘persons shifted to the urban population by the change in the
urban-rural definition amounted to 5.0 percent of the total popu-
lation of the United States (table 14). Among the regions, it
_ranged from 10.6 percent in the West to 8.4 in the North Central

Region.: For both the Northeast and the South, this percentage
was 4.6—slightly less than the national figure.

Among the divisions, the net transfer of population from rural
to urban effected by the change in the urban-rural definition was
least in New England, where it amounted to 1.9 percent of the
total population. This low figure reflects the fact that, aithough
the change in definition in this division had the efféct of including
in the urban classification territory which was rural under the
old definition, considerable portions of the towns which had been
urban under special rules according to the old definition were
shifted into the rural category. As a result, the net gain by
reclassification in urban- population was small. The greatest
net effect of the change in urban definition occurred in the
Pacific Division in which 12,1 percent of the total population was
transferred from rural to urban. .

In three States—North Dakota, Vermont, and Wyoming—-the
change in the urban-rural definition had no effect on the distribu-
tion of the population by urban and rural residence, ‘

Massachusetts and Rhode Island stand in marked contrast
to the other States in which the urban and rural distribution of the
population was affected by the change in definition, In these
Stateg the net effect of this change was fo transfer 8.5 percent
and 4.2 percent of the total population, respectively, from the
urban to the rural classification, Among all the remaining States,
however, the change In urban definition resulted in net shifts of
population in the opposite direction, that is, from the rural to
the urban category. These shifts ranged from 19.0 percent of
the total population of Arizona to 0.1 percent of South Dakota.

A comparison of those States in which 10 percent or more of the
total population was transferred to the urban category by.the
change in definition—Arizona, Delaware, Maryland, California,
Connecticut, and Maine—with those States in which the corre-
sponding figure was less than 1 percent or in which there was
no change—Montana, Towa, Minnesota, Arkansas, Mississippi,
South Dakota, North Dakota, Wyoming, and Vermont—suggests
that, in general, the effects of thé change were large in those
States in which population growth had been relatively great be-
tween 1940 and 1950 and in which the percent urban under the
old definition was relatively high, Since the change in definition
involved the shift of thickly settled areas from the rural to the
urban classification, these relationships are to be expected. A
relatively high concentration of urban population increames the
potential size of the “suburban” population which may be con-
verted to urban under the new definition; and, in a period, such
ag the decade 1940 to 1950, when population growth is concen-
trated in suburban areas, this potentlality is realized in those
States with large 1ncreases in population.

The situdtion ig comphcated, of course, by variations in State
practices with respect to incorporation and annexation. If these
two processes have followed closely on the heels of concentrated
settlement, then little difference between the urban and rural dis-
tribution of the population of a State under the old and new defini-
tions is to be expected, If, however, the development of new areag
of concentrated settlement is not recognized by annexation or
incorporation, the difference created by the change in definition
will be large. A further complication arises in connection with
the minor civil divisions which were urban under special rules
according to the old definition. The use of whole minor eivil
divisions ag units required the inclugion of their sparsely settled
areas. Under the greater refinement of the new definition, these
sparsely settled areas reverted to rural terrifory with the result
that in Rhode Island and Massachusetts the change in definition
resulted in a net increase in population clagsified as rural.

Rank of States under new and old urban rural definitions—In

. 1950 under the old urban-rural deﬁmtion, the Distriet of Columbia,

Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New York, and New Jersey occupled,

" in that order, the first five ranks in the array of States according
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to percentage of urban population (table G). Arrayed in the
order of percent urban under the new definition, these same States
still oecupied the first five places, but Rhode Island and Massachu-
setts, which ranked second and third under the old definition,
dropped to fifth and fourth place under the new, and New York
and New Jersey rose to third and second place, respectively. This
shift reflects the fact that Rhode Island and Massachusetts were
the only States in which the change in urban definition resulted
in a net decrease in the urban population, whereas in New Jersey
and New York it resulted in the usual net increase in urban
population.

The greatest increases in rank brought about by the change in
definition occurred in Arizona, which rose from fortieth to twenty-
fourth place; Delaware, which rose from thirtieth to eighteenth
place ; and Maryland, which rose from twentieth to twelfth place.

Trends in the urban and rural population, 1940 to 1950.—
Trends in the urban and rural population can be examined only
on the basis of the old urban-rural definition, Among the re-
giong, the patterns of urban and rural increase were quite diverse
(table 15), In the West, the urban and rural percentages of
inerease were fairly similar, 42.5 and 38.6, respectively ; whereas
in the South the corresponding percentages were 35,9 and 0.2. The
figures-for the North Central Region indicate an intermediate posi-
tion with a rate of increase for the urban population of 15.2
percent and a rate of increase for the rural population of 4.5 per-
cent, In the Northeast, however, the rural rate of increase, 17.9
percent, was more than twice as large as the urban rate, |
7.2 percent.

‘ ’.[‘];eg geographic divisions fall into several fairly distinct types
with respect to patterns of change in the urban and rural popula-

INTRODUCTION

tion during the decade. The West North Central, Hast South
Oentral, and West South Central Divisions were characterized.
by substantial rates of growth in urban areas and by actual
losses in rural areas. In the South Atlantic and Mountain Divi.
\sions, both the urban and rural populations increased but the
“urban rate of growth was considerably greater than the rural
‘rate, In the East North Central Division, the urban and rural
rates of growth were of about the same magnitude and not appreci-
ably different from the rate of growth of the total population of
the country as a whole. The figures for the component divisions
of the Northeast, the New England and Middle Atlantic Divisions,
showed rural rates of increage in excess of urban rates, as did the
figures for the Pacific Division.

The rates of urban and rural increase among the States (exelu-
give of the District of Columbia) show a similar type of variability,
There were 17 States in which there were substantial rates of
increage in the urban population but decreases in the rural popu-
lation. This group of States includes the four States—Arkansas,
Mississippi, North Dalkota, and Oklahoma—in which the total
population decreased during the decade; and, even in these States,
the rates of urban increase ranged from 24.9 percent in North
Dakota to 42.9 percent in Arkansas. There were 18 States in
which both the urban and the rural population increased and in
which the urban rate of growth exceeded the rural rate of growth,
In the remaining 13 States—California, Connecticut, Delaware,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island—the
rural rate of increase exceeded the urban rate. In these last
States, it is likely that the direction of the difference would have
been reversed in most cases if the new definition could have been
used over the decade,.

Figure 8 —PERCENT URBAN BY STATES: 1950 N

[Based on classifieation in accordance with new urban-rural definition]
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Figure 9.—PERCENT INCREASE IN URBAN POPULATION BY STATES: 1940 TO 1950

[Based on classification in accordance with old urban-rural definition]
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Figure 10.—PERCENT INCREASE IN RURAL POPULATION BY STATES: 1940 TO 1950

[Based on classification in accordance with old urban-rural definition]
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In summary, the urban population incressed in every State
during the decade ending in 1950. It is also apparent that the
slow rate of growth or actual decline in the total population of the
central areas of the country was primarily a function of decreases
or slight increases in the rural population. Finally, the general
character of the areas—reglons, divigions, and States—where the
rural rate of growth during the decade exceeded the urban rate
(which means, of course, that the urban population constituted
a smaller percentage of the total population in 1950 than it had in
1940) suggests that the higher rates of rural increase reflect
suburban development rather than any upsurge in the farm or
village population. :

Rank of States by percemi urban, 1800 to 1950.—In 1800 the
Distriet of Columbia, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New York,
and New Jersey occupied the first five places among the States
ranked with respect to the percent of the population classified as
urban (table G). In 1950, under the old urban-rural definition,
thege five still occupied the first ranks, and in the same order. The
next five places were held in 1900 by Connecticut, Pennsylvania,
Illinois, California, and Maryland. By 1950, under the old defini-
tion, Maryland and Connecticut had dropped to the twentieth
and eleventh ranks, respectively; and they bad been replaced by
Ohio and Michigan, which have risen from twelfth and sixteenth

‘mont.
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.. Dlaces, respectively. The greatest galns in rank during the 50-year

period were made by Texas, which rose from thirty-fourth place
in 1900 to thirteenth place in 1950, and by Oklahoma which rose
from forty-seventh to twenty-sixth place. .

The five lowest ranking States in 1900 were Arkansas, Missis-
sippi, Oklahoma, North Dakota, and Idaho. Of these States,

Oklahoma had risen to twenty-sixth place by 1950, Idaho to

thirty-eighth place, and Arkansas to forty-fourth place. In the
same period West Virginia, South Carolina, and North Carolina
had dropped from fortieth, forty-first, and forty-fourth places,
respectively, to positlons among the last five ranks. Logses of
10 or more ranks between 1900 and 1950 occurred in the follow-
ing States: Delaware, Kentucky, Montana, Maine, Maryland, Ver-
In no instances do these declines in rank represent a
decrease in the proportion of the population classified as urban
during the 50-year perlod; rather, they represent relatively low
rates of increase in the proportion urban.

State origins and boundaries—Since 1780, not only have there
been changes in the boundaries of the Thirteen Original States,
but the whole process of converting newly acquired areas, first
into Territories and then into States, involved a considerdble
number of boundary changes before the State boundaries, as they
now exist, were established, The history of major changes as

Table G.—RANK OF STATES ACCORDING TO PERCENT OF POPULATION CLASSIFIED AS URBAN: 1950 AND 1;900

- 1950
. 1900
Rank New urban-rurs} definition 01d urban-rurs} definition
Porcent . Percent ' Porcent
State urban Btate urban State urban

1 | District of Columbit.. . oocreameocmccceacanan 100.0 | Distriet of Columbia 100.¢ | District of Columbitu.eenccceonrenn. S K 100,0

2 | New Jersey. fu 86,6 | Rhode Island......._.. 88.4' | Rhode Island.. 88,3

3 | New York. 85,5 | Massachusett 87.9 | Massachnsetts. 86.0

4 . 84,4 | New York... 80.2 | New York 72,9

5 84,3 | Now Jersey- 79.6 | New Jersey- 70.6

8 - 80.7 | Ttnols. e 74,6 | Connectiont...—weeeeeomoeeee-. - 59.9

7 7.6 67.1 | Penngylvania. o ceeuuuomoooommoeaoas 54,7

8 77.8 66,4 [ TIHNOIS e oo mamaee 54.3

9 [ Michigan. 70.7 | Pennsylvania. ——- - 85.8 | Californif. mee e amecueomnen ‘52.3

10 | Pennsylvania. ——- 70,5 | Michigan 64.3 | Maryland.. - 40.8
11 70.2 | Commectlonmt . . caen oo ccm e nn 64,1 48.3
12 £0.0 | Otsh._..... 59.9 48,1
13 05.5 | Texag 59.8 46.7
4 65.3 | Missouri 57.9 46.4
148 63.2 | Colorado 57.4 40.8

. 18 | Texas. - 62,7 | Plorida 56.5 | Michigan. .ovmeoeoammaeieanaa, - 39.3
C Y7 | ColORBA0 oo e m e e 62,7 | New Hampstire 56,6 | Wisconsin . cmme e 38.2
18 | DOJAWAIO . o vee e 02.6 | Indiana 68,4 | Ut oo e ceemaaann 38,1

B TR I 1571 R BL5 | WISCONSIanms oo oom e ccammacnmme e 55,8 | Missouri - - 36.3
[V [ 6T £ o S 59.9 | Maryland. . 54,4 | MODANA . e nansn e cemee e e oo mee 34.7
. 21 | Wiseonsin..-...... g 57,9 | Minnesota - 53.9 | Indiana 34.3
22 | New Hampshire 57,5 | Washington. 53.6 [ Minnesota 34,1

+ 23 | Nevada - 57.2 | Novoda 52.5 | Maine 33.5
24| Arizona, - - 65.5 | Louistana. 50.8 | Oregon 32.2
P26 | LouiSIaNg e em e 54.8 | Wyoming... 49.8 | Wyoming... .28.8
26 | MINOESOt&. v el mm e cane 54.5 | Oklahoma 49,6 | LOnISIBNA. - e imeme oo i mim e 26.5
27 | Oregon : . S 53.9 | Oregon 48,1 | JOWR-ocecsmmmmana o e - 25.6
28| BANSAR e i ee 52,1 | Kansas 47.4 | Nobraska . oo eeeiccmmccacocooacceae 23.7
20 | Maine..._ GL7 | IOWBemee o canncommcamanc e aasmcnn . 46.9 | Kansas 22,4
30 | Oklahoma - . 51,0 | Delaware.. ... 46,5 | Vermont 22,1

© 81 | New Mexico 50,2 | NOW MEXICO .emmnncammeeeemnn e eeemmaen 46.2 | Kentuck ‘21,8
32 | Wyoming. . ceoveuvnnomanmamen 49,8 | Nebrasks. . - 45,8 | Florida. 20,3

- 33 | Towa...... : 477 | MODEADA. cmeescemammmenme e an e ae e mmen 42,8 | Virginia, 18,3
! 34 | Virginia._. 47.0 | Maine.. - 41,0 | Texas... 17.1
P38 | Nobraska oo oo 48,9 | Virginia M 40.3 | Nevado 17.0
86 | GOOTEIA wacme o aceemeee e e 6.3 | Qeorgin.-...... - J 40.1 | Tennessee. - oeocaeumerooeiiam e '18.8
i 37 | Tennesses-....... v | . 44.1 | Alabama o mmmm— e a v m—— g o—————— 40.1 | Arizona 15.9
- 88 | Alabama. . emains 43.8 | Idaho. R 30.8 | GOOTEIA . cvemaaccccaaamanea, 15.6
30 | Montana . uveveme e 43,7 | T OTI08808 e c wmmmmm o mcm e m e o mmm o 38.4 | Now Mexico, ‘. 4.0
; 40 | Idaho.... R 42,9 | ATIZODA wvn e mm e oo me e e 36.5 | West Virginia.......... 13.1
¢ 41 | Kentucky. 38.8 |- Vermont. . 36.4 | South Carolina. 12,8
¢ 42 | South Carolina. .- ..__.... 36.7 | Kentucky. .33.5 | Alabama... 1.8
. 43 | Vermont.... e e e 36,4 | South Dakota 33.1 | South Dakota 10.2
44 1 West Virginia._ - 34.6 | Arkansas 32.3 | North Carolina 9.9

2 45 | North Oroling... ... __eoceoolo 000 33.7 | West Virginia._ 31.9 | Arkangas . 85
: 48 | South Dalkots e 33.2 | North Qsrolina... ... iammmmmeeeemannnnnn 30.5 | Mississippioa-n-- eemioninl A
+ 47 | Arkangas. ——- 33,0 | South Carolina, 28.8 | Oklahoma.....-. RN : 1.4
1 48 Mississ%npi - : —— 27.9 | MiSSISSIPPI- - vmmce oo 27.6 | North Dakotf oo ooieenoannnlga sl 7.3
49 | North Dakots. fmmmmmemn 26,6 | North Dakota. 26.6 | 3dBD0camenn e ciiae iammeeanan D82
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they relate to the 48 States and the District of Columbia as now
constituted is outlined below:*

Alabama.—Alabama was organized as a Territory in 1817
from the eastern part of Mississippi Territory and was admitted
to the Union in 1819 as the twenty-second State with boundaries
a8 at present. . )

Arizong—Arizona was organized as a Territory in 1863 from
the western part of the Territory of New Mexico. Part of the
Territory. was annexed in 1866 by Nevada, leaving the Territory
with boundaries the same as those of the present State. Arizona
was admitted to the Union in 1912 as the forty-eighth State.

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

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

Colorado—QOolorado was organized as a Territory in 1861
fro;n parts of Kangas, Nebraska, New Mexico, and Utah Terri-
tories. In 1876, without change in boundaries and with boundaries
gi z;t present, it was-admitted to the Union as the-thirty-eighth

ate, S : ’
st tOonnecticut.—Connecticut was one of the Thirteen Original
ates. : : :

Delaware—Delaware was one of the Thirteen Original States,

District of Columbia.~—The District of Columbia, formed from
territory ceded by Maryland and Virginia, was established ag the
seat of the Federal Governinent in accordance with acts of Con-
gress passed in 1790'and 1791, Its boundaries, as defined in 1791,
included the present area, together with about 30 square miles in
Virginia, In 1846 the area south of the Potomac River was retro-
lc.ed;atd to Virginia, leaving the District of Columbia with its present

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

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

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

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

. Indiana.~The Territory of Indiana was organized from the

western part of the Territory Northwest of the River Ohio in 1800,
at which time it comprised nearly all of the present State of
Indiana, together with an grea now constituting Illinois, Wiscon-
gin, northeastern Minnesota, and western Michigan. In 1802 an
area now constituting the remainder of Michigan was added, and
in.1802 and 1803 minor. revisions of the eastern boundary took
Place. The area of the Territory was greatly reduced by the
organization of Michigan Territory in 1805 and of Illinois Terri-
tory in 1809. In 1816, with the addition of a small strip of land

2 For maps showing the boundaries of the States and Territories at
each census from that of 1780 to that of 1000, see U. S, Bureau of the
Census, Washington, D. C,, 4 Century of Population Grewth, U. 8, Gov-
ernment Printing Office, 1909, Tor a detailed discussion of changes in the
boundaries of the States, see U, 8. Department of the Interior, Geological
Survey Bulletin 817, Boundaries, Areas, Geagraphic Oenters, and Alittudes
of the United States and the several Ntates, U. 8. Government Printing
Offiece, Washington, D. C., 1930.

along the northern. boundary and the separation of an area in
the Upper Peninsula, Indiana was admitted to the Union as the
nineteenth State with houndaries as at present. : S

Towa—Jowa was organized as a Territory in 1838 with
boundaries that included, in addition to the present area of the
State, the eastern parts of the present States of North Dakota
and South Dakota and the western part of the present State of
Minnesota. Jowa was admitted to the Union in 1848 as the
twenty-ninth State with boundaries substantially as at present.

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

. Kentucky.—Kentucky, originally a part of Virginia, was
admitted to the Union in 1792 as the fifteenth State with bouad-
aries subgtantially as at present. :

Loutsiana.~The greater part of the area now constituting
Louisiana was organized in 1804 as the Territory of Orleans. It
included at that time the Baton Rouge District—that part of
the present State lying east of the Mississippi River—but excluded
the southwestern part of the present State—that part lying west
of the Louisiana Purchase boundary. In 1812 all the present
area of Louisiana except the Baton Rouge District was admitted
to the Union as the eighteenth State, and upon the addition of
the district a few days later Louislana assumed its present
boundaries. :

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

Maryland.—Maryland was one of the Thirteen Original
States. In 1791 its area was reduced by the formation of the
District of Columbia. - : C

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

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

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

Missisgippi—Mississippl was organized as a Territory in
1798, at which time it included territory now comiprising the south
central parts of Mississippl and Alabama., The area of the Ter-
ritory was enlarged in 1804 by the addition of land now com-
priging the northern parts of Mississippi and Alabawma. Its area
wag further enlarged in 1812 by the addition of the extreme
southern portions of the present States of Mississippi and Ala-
bama. In 1817 the eastern part of the Territory was taken to
form the Territory of Alabama, and Mississippi was admitted
to the Unidn as the twentieth State with boundaries substantiall
ag at present, :

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

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

Nebraska.—Nebraska was organized as a Territory in 1854
from unorganized territory originally part of the Louisiana Pur-
chase. Its bhoundaries ineluded, in addition to the present area
of the State, parts of the present States of North and South
Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, and Colorado. The area of the
Territory was greatly reduced in 1861 by the organization of
Dakota and Colorade Territories, At the same time a small area
was added to the western part of the Territory. The area was
again reduced in 1863 by the organization of Idaho Territory.
Nebraska was admitted to the Union in 1867 as the thirty-seventh
State with boundaries substantially as at present. In 1870 and
1882 small tracts of land were transferred from the Dakota Ter-
ritory to Nebraska, and in 1943 small tracts of land were trans-
ferred between Iowsa and Nebraska.

Nevada.—Nevada, when organized as a Territory in 1861 from
part of Utah Territory, comprised only the western part of the
present State. In 1864 Nevada was admitted to the Union as the
thirty-sixth State, its area having been enlarged in 1882 by the
annexation from Utah Territory of a strip of land more than 50
miles wide, In 18668, with annexations from Arizona and Utah
Territories, Nevada assumed ifs present limits,

New Hampshire.—New Hampshire was one of the Thirteen
Original States.

New Jersey—New Jersey was one of the Thirteen Original
States.

New Memico—The Territory of New Mexico was organized in
1850 from the area now comprising the greater parts of the States
of New Mexico and Arizona, together with small portions of Colo-
rado and Nevada. The Territory was enlarged by the addition of
the Gadsden Purchasge in 1854 and reduced by the organization of
Colorado Territory in 1861, With the organization of Arizona
Territory in 1863, the area of New Mexico was reduced to sub-
stantially the present area of the State, New Mexico was ad-
mitted to the Union in 1912 as the forty-seventh State.

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

North Caroline—North Carolina was one of the Thirteen
Original States.

North Dalkote~North Dakota was organized as a State from
part of Dakota Territory with boundaries as at present and was
admitted to the Union in 1889.

OR410.—Ohio was organized from part of the Territory North-
west of the River Ohio in 1802 and with minor revisions of the
western boundary was admitted to the Union as the seventeenth
State in 1808. With the settlement of a boundary dispute with
Michigan Territory in 1836, Ohlo assumed its present boundaries.

Oklahoma.—The Territory of Oklahoma was organized in 1890
from the western part of Indian Territory and the Public Land
Strip, originally a part of Texas. In 1893 the Territory was en-
larged by the addition of the Cherokee Qutlet, which fixed part
of the present northern boundary., In 1907 the Territory and the
remaining part of the Indian Territory were combined and ad-
mitted to the Union as the forty-sixth State with boundaries sub-
stantially ag at present. Upon the settlement in 1830 of a bound-
ary dispute with Texas, Oklahoma assumed its present limits.

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

Pennsylyanie.—~Penngylvania was one of the Thirteen Origi-
nal States, With the purchase of a small tract of land in its
northwestern corner from the Federal Government in 1792, Penn-
sylvania assumed its present boundaries.

st tRhode Islemd.—Rhode Island was one of the Thirteen Original
ates,

Bouth Coroline.—South Caroling was one of the Thirteen
Original States..

South Dakete~—South Dakots was organized as a State from
part of Dakota Territory and was admitted to the Union in 1889.

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

Tezas.—Texas, originally a part of Mexjco, won its inde-
pendence by revolution in 1835 and 1836 and continued as an in-
dependent republic until 1845, when it was annexed to the United
States and admitted to the Union as the twenty-eighth State. At
this time it included area now comprising parts of Colorado,
Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Wyoming. In 1850, with
the transfer to the United States of the territory now in these
other States, Texas assumed practically its present boundaries.
Upon settlement of a boundary dispute with Oklahoma in 1930,
Texas assumed its present boundaries.

Utalh.~—The Territory of Utah was organized in 1850, at which
time it comprised, in addition to the area of the present State,
areas now constituting western Colorado, southwestern Wyoming,
and the greater part of Nevada. The area of the Territory was
reduced in 1861 by the organization of Nevada and Colorado Ter-
ritories and by a transfer to Nebraska Territory. It was reduced
again in 1864 and 1866 by the eastward extensions of the bounda-
ries of the State of Nevada and in 1868 by the organization of
Wyoming Territory.  Utah was admitted to the Union in 1898 as
the forty-fifth State with boundaries as at present.

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

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

Washington—Washington was organized as a Territory in
1853 from part of Oregon Territory, and included an area now
comprising the State of Washington, northern Idaho, and part of
Montana. In 1859, upon the admission of Oregon as a State, the
remaining portion of Oregon Territory, comprising the rest of
Idaho and parts of Montana and Wyoming, was added to the
Territory of Washington. The area of the Territory was reduced
to the present limits of the State in 1868, upon the organization of
Idaho Territory, Washington was admitted to the Union in 1889
as the forty-gecond State. = - : ‘

West Virginic.—~West Virginia, formed from 48 counties of
Virginia, was admitted to the Union in 1863 as the thirty-fifth
State. In 1866, with the annexation of two additional counties
(Berkeley and Jefferson) from Virginia, the boundaries were
established as at present.

Wisconsin—~—Wisconsin was organized as a Territory in 1836
from that part of Michigan Territory which lay west of the present
limits of the State of Michigan. As originally constituted, the
Terrltory included the present States of Wisconsin, Yowa, Minne-
sota, the eastern parts of North and South Dakota, and a small
part of Nebraska, In 1838 that part of the Territory lying west
of the Migsissippl River and a line drawn due north from its
source to the Canadian boundary was organized as the Territory
of Jowa. In 1848 that part of the Territory 1ying within the
present boundaries of the State was admitted to the Union as the
thirtieth State. : ! :

Wyoming.~Wyoming was organized as a territory in 1868
with boundaries as at present from parts of Dakota, Idaho, and
Utah Territories. It was admitted to the Union in 1890 as the
forty-fourth State.

The Territories.—The circumstances under which the Territories
were acquired by the United States and the dates of their acquisi-
tion are as follows: »

Alaska—Alaska was acquired by purchase from Russia in
1867 and was organized as a Territory in 1912. .
Hawaii—Hawaii, by voluntary action of its people, ceded

its sovereignty to the United States in 1898 and was organized as
a Territory on June 14, 1900, o ‘

The possessions.—The circumstances under which the principal
posgessions were acquired and the dates of their acquisition are
as follows:
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American Samog.—American Samoa was acquired by the
United States in accordance with a convention between the United
States, Great Britain, and Germany, signed December 2, 1899,
ratified February 16, 1900, and proclaimed by the President of
the United States on the latter date. Under an Bxecutive order
of February 19, 1900, the islands were placed under the authority
of the Secretary of the Navy for use as a naval station, The high
chiefs of the Tutuila voluntarily ceded the islands of Tutuila
and Aunuu to the United States on April 17, 1900; and the islands
of the Manua group (Tau, Olosega, and Ofu) were ceded by their
high chiefs on July 16, 1904. By joint resolution of Congress,
zsxpproved March 4, 1925, Swains Island was annexed to American

amoa,

Gauam.—The island of Guam was ceded by Spain to the United
States under the terms of the Treaty of Parls, signed December 10,
1808, and ratified in the following year.

Puerto Rico—The island of Puerto Rico was formally sur-
rendered by Spain to the United States in October 1898, and was
ceded to the United States, together with Vieques, Culebra, and
other small adjacent islands, by the Treaty of Paris, signed
December 10, 1898, and ratified in the following year.

Virgin Islands of the United States.—~The Virgin Islands of
the United States, formerly known as the Danish West Indies,
were acquired by the United States by purchase from Denmark in
1917, the formal transfer of possession having taken place on
March 31 of that year, St. Croix, St. John, and St. Thomas are the
3 principal islands of the group, although there are 65 smaller
islands, most of which are uninbabited.

Other areas.—The circumstances under which the Canal Zone
came under the Jurisdiction of the United States and the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands came under the trusteeship of the
United States are as follows:

Oanal Zone—The use, occupation, and control of the Canal
Zone were granted to the United States under the terms of a

treaty with the Republic of Panama, signed November 18, 1908,
and ratified in the following year.

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands~—The United States
became the administering authority over the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands (which comprises the Caroline, Marshall, and
Marianas Islands except Guam) under an agreement apploved by
the Security Council of the United Nations on April 2, 1947, and
by the United States Government on July 18, 1947. By Executive
order, the military government in these islands was terminated
on the latter date, and the authority and responsibility for the
civil administration were delegated to the Secretary of the Navy.

URBANIZED AREAS

Definitions,— Urbanized areas” have been defined for the first
time in the 1950 Census. The major objective of the Bureau of
the Census in delineating these areas was to provide a better
separation of urban and rural population in the vieinity of our
larger cities than was possible under the old definition. All per-
sons who resided in urbanized areas on April 1, 1950, are included
in the urban population according to the new definition. The
effect of the adoption of the urbanized area concept was to include
in the urban population 6,203,596 persons living under distinetly
urban conditions in the immediate environs of our larger cities
who under the old definition would have been included in the rural
population. (See table H.)

An urbanized area is an avea that includes at least one city with
50,000 inhabitants or more in 1940 or later according to a special
census taken prior to 1950 and also the surrounding closely settled
incorporated places and unincorporated areas that meet the eri-
teria listed below. Since the urbanized area outside of incor-
porated places was defined on the basis of housing or population
density or of land use, its poundaries for the most part are not
political but follow such features as roads, streets, railroads,
streams, and other clearly defined lines which may be easily identi-
fied by census enumerators in the field. The urbanized area
boundaries were selected after careful examination of all avail-
able maps, aerial photographs, and other sources of information,
and then were c¢liecked in detail in the fleld by trained investiga-
tors to insure that the criteria were followed and that the bound-
aries were identifiable.
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The delineation of the boundarles of the urbanized areas had to
be completed prior to the beginning of enumeration; consequently,
it was not possible to establish urbanized areas in connection
with those cities which attained a population of 50,000 or more
according to the 1950 Census. Urbanized areas were established
for Fort Smith, Ark.,, and Muskegon, Mich., both of which had
in excess of 50,000 inhabitants according to special censuses con-
ducted prior to 1950. The population of both of these cities
fell below 50,000 in 1950. The urbanized areag defined for these
two cities, however, were retained in the tabulations.

The urban fringe of an urbanized area is that part which is
outside the central city or cities. The following types of areas
are embraced if they are contiguous to the central eity or cities
or if they are contiguous to any area already included in the urban
fringe:

1. Incorporated places with 2,500 inhabitants or more in 1940
or at a subsequent special census conducted prior to 1950,

2, Incorporated places with fewer than 2,500 inhabitants con-
taining an area with a concentration of 100 dwelling units or more
with a density in this coneentration of 500 units or more per
square mile. This density represents approximately 2,000 persons
per square mile and normally is the minimum found associated
with a clogely spaced street pattern.

3. Unincorporated territory with at least 500 dwelling units
per square mile.

4, Territory devoted to commercial, industrial, transporta-
tional, recreational, and other purposes functionally related to
the central city.

Also included are outlylng noncontiguous areas with the re-
quired dwelling unit density located within 134 miles of the main
contiguous urbanized part, measured along the shortest connect-
ing highway, and other outlying areas within one-half mile of such
noncontiguous areas which meet the minimum residential density
rule.

Although an urbanized area may contain more than one city of
50,000 or more, not all cities of this size are necessarily central
cities, The largest city of an area is always a central city. In
addition, the second and third most populous cities in the area
may qualify ag central cities provided they have a population of
at least one-third of that of the largest city in the area and a
minimum of 25,000 inhabitants, The names of the individual
urbanized areas indicate the central cities of the areas,

Population of urbanized areas~—Somewhat less than one-half
of the total, and more than seven-tenths of the urban, population
of the United States was living in the 157 urbanized areas in 1950
(table 5a). Of the 69,248,148 persons living in the urbanized
areas, 48,377,240 were in the 172 central cities and 20,871,908 were
living in the urban-fringe areas. In urban-fringe areas, there
were 12,949,890 persons living in 859 incorporated places of 2,500
inhabitants or more, 577,992 persons living in 457 incorporated
places under 2,500 inhabitants, and 7,344,026 persons living in
unincorporated territory. The number of persons in the incor-
porated places under 2,500 inhabitants and in unincorporated
territory—7,922,018—represents the persons in urban territory
living outside urban places, and, consequently, the net addition to
the urban population attributable to the urbanized area
delineations,

In population, the urbanized areas ranged in size from the Fort
Smith Urbanized Area, which had a population of 56,046, to the
New York-Northeastern New Jersey Urbanized Area, which had
a population of 12,296,117 (table 18). The 12 urbanized areas
with more than 1,000,000 inhabitants had a combined population
of 37,817,068, or more than one-half the population of the 157
areas. On the other hand, the 3,116,450 persons living in the 38
urbanized areas under 100,000 inhabitants represented less than.§
percent of the total population in urbanized areas,

Seven out of ten of the persons living in the urbanized areas
were residents of the central cities. The proportion of the popu-
lation of the urbanized areas living in the central city or cities,
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however, varied greatly among the areas, ranging from a Iow of
98.8 percent for the Wilkes—Barre Urbanized Area to virtually 100
percent for the Beaumont Urbanized Area. There were 79 urban-
ized areas with 80 percent or more of their population in the cen-
tral eity or cities. Only seven urbanlzed areas-—the Boston; Los
Angeles, Phoenix, Pittsburgh, Providence, San Bernardino, and
‘Wilkes—Barre Urbanized Areas—had fewer than half of their
inhabitants living in the central cities. (See table 17.)

Population demsity.~—The population per square mile of land
area for all 157 urbanized areas was 5,438 (table 17). Three of
the areas—the New York-Northeastern New Jergey, Philadelphia,
and Lancaster Urbanized Areas—had densities in excess of 9,000.
Five—the Atlantic City, Duluth~Superior, Fort Smith, St. Peters-
burg, and Sioux City Urbanized Areas—had densities under
2,000, The density of the central cities was more than ‘double
that of the urban-fringe areas—7,788 as against 3,200. In six of
the areas, however, the Brockton, Fall River, Fort Smith, Los
Angeles, New Orleans, and Stamford-Norwalk Urbanized Areas,
the density of the urban fringe exceeded that of the central city.
The density in the central cities varied from 1,414 for Duluth-
Superior to 24,537 for the three central cities of the New York—
Northeastern New Jersey Urbanized Area. An even greater vari-
ation was found in the densities of the urban-fringe areas, In 1L
areas the urban-fringe areas had densities in excess of 4,000. At
the other extreme, the urban-fringe areas of Beaumont and Ama-
rillo had densities of 29 and 179, respectively. These and other
low densities in urban-fringe areas are attributable to the inclu-
ston in the urbanized areas of land devoted to urban uses, such as
industrial areas, railvoad yards, and airports, which had httle or
no residential population,

COUNTIES

Definitions.—The primary divisions of the States are, in gen-
eral, termed counties ; but in Louisiana these divisions are known
as parishes, There are also a number of cities which are inde-
pendent of any county organization and thus constitute primary
divisions of their States, namely, Baltimore in Maryland, 8t. Louis
in Missouri, and 27 cities in Virginia. The District of Columbia,
which is not divided into counties, is included here as the equiva-
lent of a county as are also the three parts of Yellowstone
National Park in Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming. There were
8,070 counties and parishes in continental United States in 1950
and 83 county equivalents.

The number of counties remained unchanged between 1940 and
1950. Washington County, 8. Dak., was annexed by Shannon
County. Offsetting this loss, however, was the organization of a
new county, Los Alamos, in New Mexico. The number of county
equivalents inereased by three—three cities in Virginia, Colonial
Heights, Falls Chureh, *and ‘Waynesboro, became independent of
county organization during the decade, - Changes in the number
of couﬁties_ivere fairly frequent some decades ago but have become
progressively rarer. These ehangés, ag well as changes of county
boundaries, are listed in the notes to tables & and 6 of the State
chapters and in the reports of other censuses.

Population of counties.—The counties ranged in population
from Armstrong County, 8. Dak., which had 52 mhabitants,'to
Cook County, I1L, which had 4,508,792 inhabitants. Ten additional
counties . (Los Angeles, Calif. ; Middlesex, Mass.; Wayne, Mich. ;
Bronx, Kings, New York, and Queens, N. Y.; Cuyahoga, Ohio;
Allegheny and Philadelphia, Pa.) had 1,000,000 inhabitants or
more. These 11 counties had a combined population of 24,837,059,
or nearly one-sixth of the population of the United States
(table H). Onthe other hand, the 777 counties and county equiva-
lents having. fewer than 10,000 inhabitants had a combined
population of 4,729,303, or somewhat more than 3 percent of the
population, Despite the increase of about one-seventh id
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the population of the United‘ States as a whole, the median
county population was 19,837 in 1950 as against 19,888 in 1940,

TasLe H.—Poruration N Grours or CoUNTIES CLASSIFIED
A Accorning To Sizr: 1950

1950 . 1940
Size of county ‘
Pereent . Percent -
NUm- \of total | Population| NEI | of total | Population
) countles counties

TOtB)eeremmmeenonna] 13,108 | 100.0 (150,897,361 | 13,100 | 100.0 |131,669,275

1 0.4 | 24,837,059 10 0.3 | 20,705,285
81| .10 20,758,701 18 0.6 | 12,228,219
16, 609, 695 4 1.3 | 14,718,169
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260,000 oo e 151 4.9 | 23,478, 633 117 3.8 | 18,007, 765
Oount;ies of 50,000 to 100,000 257 8,3 | 18,055,117 256 8.8 | 17,620,088
Counties of 25,000 to 50,000. 647 20.9 | 22,695, 677 678 21,9 | 283,020,174
Counties of 10 000 to 25 000.| 1,181 38.1 19 538 086 | 1,262 [ 40.7 20 924, 453
Counties of 5, 000 to 10, 000. 516 16,6 3, 21, 320 475 16.3 3, 603, 400
Qounties of 2, 500 to 5, 000..- 177 5.7 678, 010 161 5.2 8, 028
Counties of 1 000 to 2,500. - 66 2.1 119, 738 72 2.8 130, 007
Gountles under 1 ,000-._... 18 0.6 9,335 10 03] - 3, 697

Cumulatlve summary:
QCounties of 10,000 or

76,0 145,088,068 | 2,882 | 76.8 |127,823, 153
36.9 (126,420,972 | 1,120 | 36,1106, 308; 700
7.8 | 8,670,178 | 186 6.0 | 65,749,438
........ 108 | 19,8

1Includes 3,070 counties; Baltimoro clty, Md.; St. Louis city, Mo.; the District of
Columbia; 27 lndependent cities 'in Virginia in 1050 and 24 in 19405 and the paris of
Yellowstons National Park in Idalo, Montana, and Wyoming,

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.——-Despite the record gain
of 19,000,000 in the population of the United States as a whole,
nearly one-half of the counties lost population and nearly one-
fourth lost 10 percent or more (table 20)." OF the 3,103 counties
and county equivalents, 1,518, or 489 percent, lost population,
and 708, or 22.8 percent, lost 10 percent or more. Of the 1,585
counties which gained population, 884, or 28.5 percent of the
counties, increased by 10 percent or more and 520, or 16.8 per-
cent, increased by 20 percent or more. More than four out of
every five counties in the Northeast, and more than three out of
every five counties in the West, increased in population. In both
the North Central States and the South, more than half the
counties lost population. Connecticut, Delaware, and Rhode Is-
land, all of which have relatively few counties, were the only
States in which all countles increased in population.

Thirty-one counties and the independent city of Falls Church,
Va., more than doubled in population between 1940 and 1950
(table J). Al but one of these counties—Grant County, Kans.—
were located in the South or in the West. Twelve of these coun-
ties. and Falls Church city were in the South Atlantic States and
seven in the Pacific States.

The fastest growing county in the Umted States between 1940
and 1950 was Warwick County, Va., which had a population
increase of 381.2 percent. At the other extreme, the largest per-
centage decline was experienced in Esmeralda County, Nev.,
which had a decline of 60.5 percent. ’

Counties in Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico.—Alaska, Hawaii,
and Puerto Rico are also divided into counties or county equiva-
lents. Alaska is divided into 4 judicial divisions; Puerto Rico is
divided into 77 municipalities ; Hawaii is officially divided into 5
counties. However, Kalawao County, which consists exclusively
of the Kalaupapa Leper Settlement, has no local government and
is controlled entirely by the Territorial Board of Hospitals and
Settlement., It ig included with Maui County for purposes of
repregsentation in.the Territorial Legislature, and it has been com-
bined with Maui County in the 1950 Census tabulations, as in 1940
and 1930,
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TabLE J.—Counries THaT IncrEasep By 100 PrrceNT or More
Berween 1940 anp 1950

Increase,
Population 1940 to 1950
Rank County

1950 1940 Number | Percent
K, VB oo eeecemeimmenasacanne 30,875 9,248 | 30,627 3312
3 %73522‘3, Wash.. 1o T sysr| 12058 | 39317 326.2
3 { Andrews, Texas.._. - 5,002 1,277 y 20L.7
4 | Moore, Texas.... ..... - 13,349 4,461 8, 888 100.2
8 | Contra Costa, Calif._... 208,984 | 100,480 | 198,534 1687.6
Clark, Nev.oooeooeee .o| 48,289 | 16,4141 31,875 104.2
7 Frlﬁﬁkehurch, Vol T mEss| 25w 4680 192.5
8 | Ector, Texas....-.- --| 42,102 15, 051 27, 051 176.7
9 | Norfoli, va__2_.- .| one37| 35828 | 64,108 178.9
10 | Yeflerson, Oreg. .. - 5, 636 2,042 3, 494 17L1
bou, Idaho.___ | 557 2,284 | 3,202 144.1
%é ggirrlrn?r‘,] ‘7 | eseT| 40,020 | 57,68 140.8
13 | Grant, Kang. _..._- Il 4ess 1,046 2, 602 138.3
14 | Arlington, Va..____ S| 135,449 | s7,040 | 78,400 137.5
15 | Mineral, Nev..-__- .| & s60 2,342 3,218 137.4
N. Cueen | 42,047 | 17,089 | 24,108 184.4
}'? 8?511:22',' Texas.... 0 o4nse7 | 17,382 | 23,185 133.4
18 | Anderson, Tenn.. .| 59,407 | 26,504 | 32903 124,1
19 | Olay, Flanoeoemn.on | 1432 6, 468 7, 865 131.4
20 | Midiand, Texas.... | e85 | 7| 14,064 120.0
21 | Prince Georges, Md... | 104,182 89,490 | 104,602 117.0
52 | Fronklin, (. ] 13663 8, 307 7, 256 115.0
23 | Okalooss, Fla__ | 27,633 12, 900 14, 633 113.4
24 | Solane, Calif-.- -| 104,833 49,118 55, 718 113.4
25 | Monroe, Fla.... 2| 20,957 | 14,078 | 15878 112.8
Douglas, Oreg.... oo| b4640 | 25728 | 28,821 112.0
o Pringess Anno, V.. S| aerr| 19084 | 22,203 1.6
28 | Broward, Fla..._.. J| 83933 30704 | 44,139 110.9
29 | San Matéo, Callf_.. | oskeso | 111,782 | 123,87 110.8
30 | Bernalillo, N. Mex... | vasers | Teoser | w282 108.9
31 | Bay, Fla J| Tazess | 20,686 | 22,003 106.4
32 | Jefferson, L. unemenrameecccaeeaan 103,873 50, 427 53, 446 108.0

t Independent city.

Table 19 presents the 1950 and 1940 population of the countles
in continental United States, Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico,
together with the rate of change for the decade.

MINOR CIVIL DIVISIONS

Definitions.—To the primary political divisions into which
counties are divided, the Burean of the Census applies the general
term “minor civil divisions.” In addition to the county divisions
shown by the Bureau, there are thousands of school, taxation,
election, and other units for which separate census ﬂgures are not
published, Where more than one type of primary division exists
in a county, the Bureau of the Census useg the more stable divi-
slons, 8o as to provide insofar as possible comparable statistics
from decade to decade.

Change in units, 1940 to 1850—The minor civil divisions shown
for the State of Washington in previous censuses were the election
precincts, a few townships, and some of the cities and towns. The
election precincts are not suitable for statistical purposes because
their boundaries change so frequently as to prevent comparisons of
data from one period to another. Accordingly, the minor civil
divigions were replaced in the 1950 Census by “census county
divisions,” which are newly established special areas which will
remain as relatively permanent statistical areas corresponding to
the minor civil divisions in other States.

The census county divisions were deflned by the State Census
Board of Washington on the basis of criteria approved by the
Bureau of the Census and were reviewed by interested State and
local groups, the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States
Department of Agriculture, and by the Bureau of the Census.

A total of 842 census county divisions was established in the
State. Hach incorporated place with a population of 2,600 or
more, according to a 1948 estimate of the Washington State
Census Board, was made 1 Separate census county divigion, and
each incorporated place of 10,000 inhabitants or more which was
not divided into census tracts was divided into census county

subdivisions, The census tracts in the adjacent areas of Seattle
and Tacoma outside incorporated places of 10,000 inhabitants or
more are recognized as census county divisions,

The minor civil divisicns shown for Florida in previous censuses
were election precincts, The boundaries of election precincts,
however, have been subject to frequent changes. In the 1950
Census, therefore, the election precincts were replaced by another
division of the countles, the commissioner’s districts, the bound-
aries of which are less subject to change.

Number and types of minor e¢ivil divisions.—There were 48,529
minor civil divisions or their equivalents recognized by the Bureau
of the Census in continental United States on April 1, 1950. The
most numerous of the minor civil divisions were the civil and
Jjudicial townships, which numbered 20,879 and were found in 20
States. The total also included 8,708 precincts, 6,739 districts,
and 4,326 independent municipalities, and 8,599 towns. The re-
maining minor civil divisions are known as beats, gores, grants,
islands, purchases, surveyed townships, ete., some of which are
found only in a single State. The number and types of minor
civil divisions in each State are shown in table 21.

For the number and types of minor civil divisions in each State
in 1940, see reports of the Sixteenth Census (1940), Areas of the
United States: 1940, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washing-
ton, D. C,, 1942, p. 5. :

Minor oivil divisions in Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico.—
The 4 judicial divisions in Alagka are divided into 46 recording
distriets, The 5 counties in Hawaii are divided into 28 judicial
districts. The 77 municipalities in Puerto Rico are divided into
948 barrios, including those in cities, towns, and villages.

INCORPORATED AND UNINCORPORATED PLACES

Definitions—The term “place” as used in reports of the 1950
Census refers to a concentration of population, regardless of the
existence of legally prescribed limits, powers, or functions. Most
of the places listed are incorporated as cities, towns, villages, or
boroughs, however. In addition, the larger unincorporated places
outside the urbanized areas were delineated and those with a
population of 1,000 or more are presented in the same manner as
incorporated places of equal size. Hach unincorporated place
possesses a definite nucleus of vesidences and has its boundaries
drawn so as to include, if feasible, all the surrounding closely
settled area. Although there are unincorporated places in the
urban-fringe areas, it was not considered feasible to establish
boundaries for such places and therefore they were not identified
a5 separate places. B

Political units recognized as incorporated places in the reports
of the 1950 Census are those which are incorporated as citles,
boroughs, towns, and villages with the exception that towns are
not recognized as incorporated places in the New England States,
New York, and Wisconsin. The towns in these States are minor
civil divisions similar to the townships found in other States and
not necessarily thickly settled centers of population such as the
cities, boroughs, towns, and villages in other States. Similarly,
In those States where some townships possess powers and fune-
tions similar to those of incorporated places, the townships are
not classified as “incorporated places.” Thus some minor civil
divisions which are “incorporated” in one legal sense of the word
are not regarded by the Census Bureau as “incorporated places.”
Without thig restriction all of the towns in the New England
States, New York, and Wisconsin and the townships in States
such as New Jersey would have to be counted as incorporated
places without any consideration of the nature of population
settlement. The densely settled portion of a town or township in
these States, however, may be recognized by the Bureau of the
Census as an unincorporated place (or as part of an urban fringe).

Relationship between incorporated places and counties.—In
most States the incorporated places form subdivisions of the minor
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civil divisions in which they are located. In other States, how-
ever, all or some of the incorporated places are also minor eivil
divisions. Bt Louis, Baltimore, and 27 cities in Virginia are
independent of any county organization. In a number of in-
stances, such as Philadelphia, San Francisco, and Denver, the
incorporated place is coextensive with the county in which it is
located. New York City, on the other hand, is made up of five
counties. ‘

Trends in the population of incorporated places—Nearly
three-fourths of the population gain in continental United States
between 1940 and 1950 was accounted for by the increase in the
number of persons living in Incorporated places. In 1950 there
were 96,062,627 persons living in 17,118 incorporated places
(table K). This represents an increase of about 14,200,000, or
17.4 percent, over the 81,843,011 persons living in the 18,611 incor-
porated places reported in 1940.

TasLe K.—Poruration v Groups oF INCORPORATED AND UNIN-
cORPORATED Praces Crasstrrzp Accorping To Sze: 1950

INTRODUCTION

~TasLe L—Crrizs or 25,000 or More v 1950 TuAT INcrREASED
By 100 PrrceENT or More Brrwren 1940 AND 1950

T
Population TInérease, 1940 o 1950
Rank| Oity
. 1950 [ ©1940 | Number | Percent

1 | Richmeond, Calift__ 23, 642 V5, 803 3211
2 | Baton Rouge, Las 34,719 90, 910 261.8
3 | Odessa, Texasd__ 29, 405 9,573 19, 922 208.1
4 | Compton, Califd. ... 47,901 16,198 31,703 186.3
5 | Alburquerque, N. Mex.5_... 06, 816 85, 449 61, 366 173.1
8 | Normsan, Okla.b.. 27,008 11,429 15, 577 136.3
7 | Lynwood, Oslif.”. 5, 823 10, 982 14, 841 136.1
8 | Euclid, Ohlo... 4,306 | 17,806 | 23,530 18317
9 | Independence, M 36,963 186, 066 20, 897 130.1
10 | Burbank, Caﬁf 9 78, 577 34,337 44,240 128.8
11 | Lubbock, Texas 10_._. 71,747 31,883 39, 894 125.2
12 | Panama City, Fla.. 25,814 11,610 , 20 122.3
13 | Vancouver, Wagh,1l 41, 664 18,788 22,876 1218
14 | San Mateo, Calif.l2. 41,782 | 19,403 | 22,370 115.3
16 | Blloxi, Mis8.aneeomcrem--s .| 37,425 | 7,475 | 18,950 114.2
16 | Redwood City, Oalif.ts._____....__ 25,544 | 12,463 | 13,001 105.1
17 | Koy West, Fla..ca... 26, 433 12,927 13,508 104. 8
18 | 8an Angelo, Texag 14. 52,003 | 25,802 | 26,201 101.9
19'| Fort Lauderdale, Fla. 36,328 | 17,006 | 18,332 101.9

TUnincorporated
Incorporated places places of 1,000
Bize of place or more
Number ?opulatton Number | Population
Total . 17, 118 | 98,062, 627 1,430 3, 565, 498
Places of 1,000,000 or more. .. ' 5 | 17,404, 450
Places of 500,000 to 1,000,000 - 13| 9,186,045
Places of 250,000 to 500,000 - 23| 8,241,560
Places of 100,000 to 250,000.-. 66 | 9,478,602
Places of 50,000 t0 100,000 «eeveveenm 128 | 8,830,828 |-caccaaomeaennanns
Places of 26,000 to 50,000.. - 240 | 8§, 710,867 3 96, 854
Places of 10,000 to 25,000 - 752 | 11,515,155 26 351, 350
Places of 5,000 to 10,000. - 1,093 | 7,569 500 83 569, 087
Places of 2,500 to 5,000... | 1,857 | 8,512,070 289 977,436
Places of 1,000 t0 2,500 oo 3,408 | 5,382,637 1,020 | 1,570,769
Places under 1,000, o - oo oo 9,827 | 4,120,040 ‘

Cities of 100,000 or more—~—Table 23 presents the population of
cities having 100,000 inhabitants or more in 1950, with comparative
figures going back.to the first census in which the city appears.
There were 106 cities of 100,000 inhabitants or more in continental
United States in 1950, whereas in 1940 there were only 92 cities
of this size.' The population of Lowell, Mass., dropped below
100,000 in 1950, and there were 15 cities the population of which
passed 100,000, Nine of these citles were in the South, three in
the West, two in the Northeast, and one in the North Central
Region. .- :

There were 44,311,617 persons living in the 108 cities of 100,000
inhabitants or more in 1950. This total represents an increase
of 6,323,628, or 16.6 percent, over the 37,987,989 persons living in
the 92 cities of this size in 1940 (table &b). The largest numerical
inerease among cities of this size was experienced in Los Angeles,

~which had a gain of 466,081, The next largest increase was
recorded in New York City, which experienced a gain of 436,962.
The large percent increase in Baton Rouge is attributable in great
measure to an annexation. Aside from Baton Rouge, the largest
percent inerease was recorded in Corpus Christi, which had a gain
of 89.0 percent. Of the eight cities of 100,000 inhabitants or more
in 1950 which lost population between 1940 and 1950, all but one—
Wilmington, Del.—were located in the Northeast. Secranton, Pa.,
which experienced a loss of 14,868, or 10.6 percent, led these cities
in both the amount and rate of decline.

Between 1940 and 1950 there were & number of changes in the
ranking of the 10 most populous cities (table 25). The three
cities which ranked first, second, and third in 1940—New York,
Chlcago, and Philadelphia—retained thelr positions in 1950, The
only other one of the first 10 citles to retain its position was
St. Louls, which occupied eighth place. Los Angeles replaced.
Detroit as the fourth most populous city, and Baltimore replaced
Cleveland as-the sixth-most populous clty. Washington, D, C.,
became one of the 10 most popnlous cities for the first time,

: Minnesota to 383,281 in California.

1 Part of township 10, Contra Costa County, annexed to Richmond in 1949,

1 Parts of old police jury wards 8, 6, 8, and 9, East Baton Rouge Parlsh, annexed to
Baton Rouge in 1040,

3 Parts of precinets 1, 2, 8, and 4, Ector County, annexed to Odessa since 1940,

4 Part of Compton township, Tos Angeles Oounty, annexed to Compton since 1940.

h: Parts of precinets 5, 13, 15, and 24, Bernslillo Oounty, annexed to Albuquerque
aince A
8 Parts of Liberty, Noble, and Norman townships, Oleveland County, annexed to

Normsan in 1948 and 1949, in 1944, and in 1040, 1944, and every year 1946 through 1950,
respactivel

7 Parts o? Compton township, Los Angeles County, annexed to Lynwood sinee 1940.

§ Part of Blue township, Jackson County, annexed to Independence in 1948,

* Part of Log Angeles township and Los Angeles city, Los Angeles County, annexed
to Burbank in 1848,

10 Parts of preceinct 1, Lubbock County, annexed to Lubbock in 1940, 1941, and every
year 1045 through 1950,

1t Parts of Olark County annexed to Vancouver in 1946, 1947, 1948,;and 1950,

l(’lll’gggs of township 3, San Mateo County, annexed to San Maleo In 1945, 1947, 1048,
S X

13 Parts of township 3, 8an Mateo County, annexed to Redwood in 1240, 1943, and each
year 1845 through 1949,

 Parts of precinets 1 and 2, Tom Green County, annexed to San Angelo In 1940,
1042, 1947, 1048, and 1949 and in 1949, respectively. o
reaching the ninth position and replacing Boston, which now
ranks as the tenth most populous city. Pittsburgh, which
occupied the tenth position in 1940, dropped to twelfth in 1950.

TUnincorporated places,—Of the unincorporated places for which
boundaries were delineated by the Bureau of the Census, 1,430
were found to have 1,000 inhabitants or more (table K). There
were 3,560,496 persons living in these unincorporated places,
1,570,769 of whom were living in the 1,029 places of 1,000 to 2,500
inhabitants.

Variations in local practice with respect to incorporation and
in the extent to which dengely settled areas outside incorporated
places were included in urban-fringe areas affect the number of
unincorporated places in a given State. Three States—Delaware,
Towa, and North Dakota—and the District of Columbia had no
unincorporated places, In the remaining 45 States', the number
of unincorporated places ranged from 1 in Minnesota, South
Dakota, and Wyoming to 143 in Pennsylvania., The number of
persons living in unincorporated places. varied from 1,727 in

Incorporated and unincorporated places in Alaska, Hawali,
and Puerto Rico,—There were 27 incorporated places in Alaska in
1950, 9 of which were incorporated as cities and 18 of which were
incorporated as towns. The most populous of the incorporated
places was the city of Anchorage, which had a population of
11,254, Three additional places—Fairbanks city, Juneau city,
and Ketchikan town—had more than 5,000 inhabitants, The 27
incorporated places had a. combined population of 45,630, or
35.5 percent of the population of the Territory. In addition to
the incorporated places in Alaska, the Bureau of the Census
enumerated separately all places recognized locally, All such
places with 25 inhabitants or more are reported as unincorporated
places. ’

There are no incorporated places in Hawail or Puerto Rico.

, The cities, towns, and villages in both Hawalii and Puerto Rico



NUMBER OF INHABITANTS

are unincorporated places which have locally recognized bound-
aries.
STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS

It has long been recognized that for many types of social and
economic analysis it is necessary to consider as g unit the entire
population in and around the city whose activities form an inte-
grated social and economic system. Prior to the 1950 Census,
areas of this type had been defined in somewhat different ways
for different purposes and by various agencies. Leading examples
were the metropolitan districty of the Census of Population, the
industrial areas of the Census of Manufactures, and the labor
market areas of the Bureau of Bmployment Security. The use-
fulness of data published for any of these areas was limited by
this lack of comparability,

Accordingly, the Federal Committee on Standard Metropolitan
Areas, composed of representatives of interested Federal agencles,
including the Bureau of the Census, and sponsored by the Bureau
of the Budget, established the “standard metropolitan area”
so that a wide variety of statistical data might be presented on a
uniform basiz. Since counties instead of minor civil divisions
are used as the basic component of standard metropolitan areas
{except in the New HEngland States), it was felt that many more
kinds of statistics could be compiled for them than for such areas
ag the formerly established metropolitan distriets, which were
not defined in terms of counties.

Definition.—Except in New England, a standard metropolitan
area is a county or group of contiguous counties which contains at
least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more. In addition to the
county, or counties, containing such a city, or cities, contigtious
counties are included in a standard metropolitan area if according
to certain criteria they are essentially metropolitan in character
and goeially and economically integrated with the central eity.

The criteria of metropolitan character relate primarily to the
character of the county as a place of work or as a home for con-
centrations of nonagricultural workers and their dependents.
Specifically, these criteria are:

1. The county must (@) contain 10,000 nonagricultural
workerg or, (b) contain 10 percent of the nonagricultural workers
working in the standard metropolitan area or, (¢) have at least
one-half of its population residing in minor civil divisions with a
population density of 150 or more per square mile and contiguous
to the central city.

2, Nonagricultural workers must constitute at least two-
thirds of the total number of employed persons of the county,

The criteria of integration relate primarily to the extent of
economic and soclal communication between the ouflying counties
and the central county as indicated by such items as the following:

1, Pifteen percent or more of the workers residing in the

contiguous county work in the county containing the largest city
in the standard metropolitan area, or

2. Twenty-five percent or more of the persons working in ‘qhe
contiguous county reside in the county containing the largest city
in the standard metropolitan area, or

3. The number of telephone calls per month to the county
containing the largest city of the standard metropolitan area from
the contiguous county is four or more times the number of
subscribers in the contiguous county.

In New Ingland, the city and town are administratively more
importaut than the county, and data are compiled locally for such
minor civil divisions. Here towns and cities were the units used
in defining standard metropolitan areas, and most of the criteria
relating to the number and proportion of nonagricultural workers
set forth above could not be applied. In their place, a population
density criterion of 150 persons or more per square mile, or 100

persons or more per square mile where strong integration was .

evident, has been used.

Central cities,—Although there may be several cities of 50,000

or more in a standard metropolitan area, not all are necessarily

central citles, The largest city in a standard metropolitan area

is the principal central city. Any other city of 25,000 or more
225476-~52 3 : :
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within a standard metropolitan area, and having a population
amounting to one-third or more of the population of the prineipal
city, is also a central city. However, no more than three cities
have been deflned as central cities of any standard metropolitan
area, The name of every. central city i8 included in the name of
the area, with the exception that in the case of the New York-—
Northeastern New Jergey Standard Metropolitan Area, ‘‘Jersey
City” and “Newark” are not part of the name,

Relation of standard metropolitan areas to other specially de-

‘fined areas,—The standard metropolitan area is one of several

areas which have been specially defined for purposes of separately
identifying large concentrations of population in and around cities
of 50,000 or more. Other areas in this class are the metropolitan
district of 1940 and the urbanized area.

Since, as described in the following section on this type of area,
the metropelitan district was built up from minor civil divisions
and since the standard metropolitan area is generally composed
of whole counties, the standard metropolitan area ordinarily
includes a larger territory than the corresponding metropolitan
district, There are, however, cages in which parts of the metro-
politan district, as defined in 1940, do not £all within any stapdarad
metropolitan area. It is also true that in a number of cases
single metropolitan districts of 1940 have been split into two
standard metropolitan areas. Many metropolitan districts would
have been changed, of course, had they been brought up to date
for 1950,

In general then, the two kinds of areas are not comparable,
The fact that metropolitan districts were defined almost wholly in
terms of density and that standard metropolitan aveas include
whole counties means that the population density of the standard
metropolitan areas is considerably lower on the average and shows
more variation from one area to another, Differences between the
two types of areas are relatively minor in New England and
would have been even less had the metropolitan distriety been
brought up to date,

_ The urbanized area can be characterized a8 the physical eity as
distinguished from both the legal city and the metropolitan com-
munity. Urbanized areas are smaller than standard metropolitan
areasg and in most cases are contained in standard metropolitan
areas, However, in a few instances, the fact that the boundaries
of standard metropoliitan areas are determined by county lines,
and those of urbanized areas by the pattern of urban growth,
means that there are small segments of urbanized areas which lie
outside standard metropolitan areas., In general then, urbapized
areas represent the thickly settled core of the standard metropoli-
tan areas, with the exceptions noted above. Beeause of discon-
tinuities in land settlement, there are also some cases in which a
gingle standard metropolitan area contains two urbanized areas.
The lists of urbanized areas and of standard metropolitan areas
also differ somewhat because the 1950 population of cities was not
available in time for nse in defining the former,

Population of standard metropolitan areas and their component
parts, 1950,—The aggregate population of the 168 standard metro-
politan areas in continental United States in 1950 was 84,500,680,
and their aggregate ared was 207,583 square miles, or 7.0 percent
and 56.1 percent of the total land area and total population,
respectively. Of the population of 84,500,680, 49,412,792 persons,
or 58.5 percent, were living in central cities, and the remaining
35,087,888 were in the areas outside central cities (tables 26 to 29).

The 14 standard metropolitan areas with a population of a
million or more in 1950 had an aggregate population of 44,440,496,
or more than half of the total, whereas the total population of the
17 areas of fewer than 100,000 was 1,430,076, The New York-—
Northeastern New Jersey Standard Metropolitan Area had the
largest population (12,911,994), and the Laredo Standard Metro-
politan Area, the smallest population (56,141). Somewhat more
than two-thirds of the 168 standard metropolitan areas were areas
with total populations ranging between 100,000 and 500,000,
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There were 40 standard metropolitan areas with less than half
their total population in their central citles. These areas ranged
from those such as the Los Angeles, Boston, Pittsburgh, and
Atlanta areas, to relatively small ones such as the Orlando, Ashe-
ville, and Jackson, Mich,, areas. These standard metropolitan
areag lie in 19 States, largely in the Northeast and the South, but
are most numerous in 2 States—Pennsylvania and California. Of
the 12 standard metropolitan areas with principal central cities
in Pennsylvania, 9 have more than half their population outside
their central cities, and in California 6 out of 8 areas are of this
class,

Trends in population, 1940 to 1950.—The population of 84.5
million in standard metropolitan areas represents an increase of
15.2 million, or 22.0 percent, over the 69.3 million inhabitants of
those areas in 1940 (table 27). The rate of increase in the popu-
lation of central cities during the decade, 18.9 percent, was
slightly less than that for the country as a whole. In the outlying
parts of standard metropolitan areas, however, the population
increased by about 9.2 million, or 85.5 percent of the 1940 popula-
tion of these areas. Standard metropolitan areas stand in marked
contrast then with the remainder of the country in which the rate
of increase was only 6.1 percent. Of the increase of about 19
million for the United States during the decade, about four-fifths
occurred in standard metropolitan areas and nearly one-half
occurred outside the central cities.

The population increased most rapidly in those standard metro-
politan areas that ranged in size in 1950 from 500,000 to 1,000,000,
where the rate of increase was 28.4 percent (table M). The rate
of increase for gtandard metropolitan areas of 1,000,000 or more
(19.0 percent) wag the lowest., The figures for areas in the size-
classes 100,000 to 250,000 and 250,000 to 500,000 indicate increases
of about 24 percent, and the rate of growth in areas of less than
100,000 (22.5 percent) was about the same ag that for all the areas.

TasLe M~~PoruraTioN IN Groups oF STANDARD METROPOLITAN
Argas CLasstFiED AccorpInG To Size: 1950 anp 1940

as a basis for defining such areas. The area of San Bernardino
County, Calif., for example, is greater than that of ‘any of the
New England States except Maine, and it is more than 5 times as
large ag the New York-Northeastern New Jersey Standard Metro-
politan Area and 84 times as large as the Milwaukee Standard
Metropolitan Area. In short, in those parts of the country where
countieg are large the use of countieg yields only a very rough
approximation of genuinely metropolitan areas. There was also
considerable variability, however, in density among the central
cities of standard metropolitan areas. Among central cities the
pumber of persons per square mile ranged from 1,304 in the Pitts-
field Standard Metropolitan Area to 24,537 in the New York—North-
eastern New Jersey area, For areas outside of central cities, this
figure ranged from 1 in the Laredo Standard Metropolitan Arvea
to 2,172 in the Boston area.

Relation between population in standard metropolitan areas
and urbanized areas—Table N presents a crogs-classification of
the population by residence Ingide and outside standard metro-
politan areas and urbanized areas. Of the 84,500,680 persons
living in standard metropolitan areas, 68,989,014, more than four-
fifths, were also residents of urbanized areas. On the other hand,
only 260,134 persons were living in urbanized areas but outside
standard metropolitan areas. There were no standard metropoli-
tan areas established for Muskegon, Mich., and Fort Smith, Ark.
If the population of the urbanized areas established for these
cities ig excluded, the number of persons living in segments of
the urbanized areas which extend beyond the boundaries of stand-
ard metropolitan areas was 118,843.

TaprLe N.—PoruraTion Insior ANp Qursine URBANIZED AREAS
AND STANDARD METROPOLITAN ArEAs: 1950

t;Inscilded Czuts&ded
standsr: standar
Location Population || pofanolitan | metropolitan
arpas areas
Total 150, 697, 361 84, 500, 680 66, 196,681
Inside urbanized AreBS. .. _cooccemevnnnann 68, 240, 148 68, 089, 014 1 260,134
QOutside urbanized 8rens8. o cocoumeeauennn 81,448,213 j| 115,611, 666 86, 936, 547

Population
Size of arcas Igfu;e]?g
. 1950 1940
Total (168 areas) 168 84, 500, 680 69, 279, 675
Areas 0f 1,000,000 OF TOT®. cnmmcaaraccnncmneas 14| 44,440,400 37, 851, 783
Areas of 500,000 to 1,000,000. 19 12, 398, 835 9, 657, 043
Areas of 250,000 to 600,000.. 44 14, 594, 878 11, 736, 609
Areas of 100,000 to 250,000.. 74 11, 636, 695 9, 866, 468
Areas under 100,000 ———— 17 1, 430,078 1,167, 682

Of the 168 standard metropolitan areas, 162 gained population
between 1940 and 1950 and 6 lost population, The areas with pop-
ulation losses were Altoona, Johnstown, Scranton, Wilkes~Barre,
Hazelton, Duluth~-Superior, and Wheeling-8teubenville. In each
of these areas except the Duluth—Superior area, the central cities
also lost population. Of the 162 standard metropolitan areas that
gained population, 91, or slightly more than half, had increases
of 20 percent or more, and 46, or slightly more than a fourth of
all standard metropolitan areas, had increases of ome-third or
more. One area, that of Albuquerque, more than doubled in
population with an increase of 109.9 percent.

Population density.—In 1950, the population per square mile
of land area for all of the 168 standard metropolitan areas was
407 as compared with 51 for the United States as a whole (table
20), There were three standard metropolitan areas—Milwaukee,
New York-Northeastern New Jersey, and Boston—with more than
3,000 inhabitants per square mile, At the other end of the scale
eight standard metropolitan areas—Amarillo, Fresno, San An-
gelo, Pueblo, Phoenix, Duluth—-Superior, Laredo, and San Bernar-
dino—had a population density of less than 50 per square mile,
This extreme variation in density among standard metropolitan
areas is an indication, of course, of the limitations of countles

1 Includes population (141,291) of 2 urbanized areas which are located entirely out-
side of standard metropolitan areas,

2 Includes population (1,732,845) of 18 standard metropolitan greas Which contain
no urbanized areas,

Standard metropolitan areas in Hawaii and Puerto Rico.—In the
Territories and possessions of the United States, there are four
standard metropolitan areas, none of which had a population as
great as half a million (table 27). The largest of the four areas
was that of San Juan-Rio Piedras, P. R., which had a population of
465,741, and was slightly smaller in population than the Memphis
Standard Metropolitan Area, which ranked thirty-sixth in size in
continental United States.

The Honolulu Standard Metropolitan Area has a population of
353,020, slightly less than that of the Wheeling-Steubenville area,
which ranked forty-eighth in size in continental United States.
It is the only standard metropolitan area in the Territory of
Hawaii and contains more than 70 percent of the population of
the Territory. The other two standard metropolitan areas outside
continental United States are the Ponce and Mayagiiez areas in
Puerto Rico, with 126,810 and 87,307 inhabitants, respectively.

1940 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS

Definition.—Metropolitan districts were defined for every city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1940, two or more such cities
sometimes being in one district, In general, metropolitan districts
included, in addition to the central city or cities, all adjacent and
contiguous minor civil divisions or incorporated places having a
population density of 150 or more per square mile, Since the
metropolitan districts are being replaced by tbe standard metro-
politan areas, no attempt was made to redefine the 1940 metropoli-
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tan districts or to define metropolitan districts for those cities
which attained a population of 50,000 or more in 1959. Insofar
as possible, the 1950 figures represent the population of the
territory included in the metropolitan districts in 1640, as an
effort wasg made to use in the enumeration the 1940 limits of the
metropolitan districts even though the perfinent minor c¢ivil
divisions might have changed their boundaries. For the con-
stituent parts of the metropolitan districts in 1940, see reports of
the Sixteenth Census (1940), Population, Vol. L

Tyrends in population, 1940 to 1850.—The 1950 population of the
140 metropolitan districts of 1940 was 76,208,556, an increase of
18,237,783, or 21.0 percent, over the 1940 population. Almost
one-fifth of this increase was contributed by the Los Angeles and
New York-Northeastern New Jersey Metropolitan Distriets.
All put four of the districts gained. The rates of change ranged
from a gain of 90.5 percent for Corpus Christi to a loss of 14.0
percent for Seranton—Wilkes-Barre, All but 1 of the 17 districts
which gained more than 50 percent were located in the South and
West and were heavily concentrated in California and Texas,
An additional 24 districts gained more than a third but less than
a half, None of the districts which gained more than a third were
in the Northeast.  Three of the four metropolitan districts which
lost population were located in Pennsylvania.

STATE ECONOMIC AREAS AND ECONOMIC SUBREGIONS

State economie areas—State economic areas are relatively
homogeneous subdivisions of States. They consist of single conn-
ties or groups of counties which have similar economic and social
characteristies. The boundaries of these areas have been drawn
in such a way thuat each State is subdivided into relatively few
parts, with each part having certain gignificant characteristics
which distinguish it from ndjoining areas. The country has been
subdivided into {01 State economic arveas, In publications from
the Population Census, however, some of the thinly populated
agricultural areas have been combined.

The grouping of the 3,103 counties or equivalent subdivisions
of the United States into State economic areas is the product of a
special study sponsored by the Bureau of the Census in ccopera-
tion with the Bureau of Agricultural Economies and several
State and private agencies. The delimitation procedure was
devised by Dr. Donald J. Bogue of the Seripps Foundation for

Research in Population Problems, on loun to the Bureau of the
Census,”

Relation to standard metropolitan areas.—The eombination of
countles into State economic areas have heen made for the entire
country, and in this process the larger standard metropolitan
areas (those with a population of 100,000 or more in 1940) have
been recognized as metropolitan State cconomic areas. When a
standard metropolitan area is located in two or more States,
each State part becomes a metropolitan State economic area.
In New England this correspondence does not exist because
State economic areas are composed of counties wherens standard
metropolitan areas are built up from towns. Here counties with
more than half their population in a standarq metropolitan area
are classified as metropolitan, Likewise, because standard metro-
politan areas were set up on the basis of the 1950 population ana
State economic areas on the basis of the 1940 population, there
are some standard metropolitan areas which are not recognized in
the State-economic-area classification and one metropolitan State
economic area (Michigan C) is not recognized in the standard-
metropolitan-area classificatinn.

Uses.—In the establishment of State economic areas, factors
in addition to industrial and commereinl activities were taken into
account. Demographie, climatic, physiographie, and cultural
factors, as well as factors pertalning more directly to the produe-

—
?For turther diseussion and materials on State economic areas and

thelr uses, see U, 8. Burcau of the Cens
3 . 8, us, State Economie Areas, U. 8.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D, C., 1851. o8
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tion and exchange of agricultural and nonagriculiural goods, were
considered. The net result then is a set of areas, intermediate in
size between States, on the one hand, and counties, on the other,
which are relatively homogeneous with respect to a large number
of characteristicy. Aveas of this type are well adapted for use
in a wide variety of studies in which State data ave neither suf-
ficiently refined nor homogeneous and in which the manipulation
of county data presents real difficulty. Moreover, a stan.dard
get of areas, such as these, makes possible studies in widely
different fields on a comparable area basis,

Tconomic subregions.—These areas represent combinations of
State economic areas. By this combination, the 501 State
economic areas ave congolidated into a set of 119 areas which eut
across State lines but which preserve to a great extent the homo-
geneous character of the State economic areas. The economie
subregions are perhaps best adapted to those analyses of' tl}e
geographic distribution of characteristics of the population within
the country as a whole in which there is no need for the recogni-
tion of State boundaries and in which the greater refinement
permitted by the larger number of areas is desirable. The publi-
cation of data from the 1950 Census in several fields has been
planned for economic subregions.

Tigures on the total population of economic subregions and
their component State economic areas are presented in table 81.
A map showing the boundaries of State economic areas and ecu-
nomic subregions appears on pages xxxvil. In table 19, which
presents statistics for countles, each county is identified by the
number or letter designation of the State economic area into which
it falls.

CENSUS TRACTS

Definition.—Census tracts are small areas, having a population
generally between 8,000 and 6,000, into which certain large cities
(and in some cases their adjacent areas) have been subdivided for
statistical and local administrative purposes, through cooperation
with a local committee in each case® The tract areas are estab-
lished with a view to approximate uniformity in population, with
some consideration of uniformity in gize of area, and with due
regard for physical features. Bach tract is designed to include an
area fairly homogeneous in population characteristics. In cities
where ward lines are infrequently changed, the tracts may form
subdivisions of wards; but the tracts are usually laid out without
regard to ward boundaries. The tracts are intended to remain
unchanged from census to cengus and thus to make possible
studies of changes in social and economic characteristics of the
population within small sections of the city.

Areas tracted in 1950.—There are 12,688 tracis in the 69 tracted
areas for which 1950 Census data are available on this basis.
Tract data were tabulated for 8 cities in 1910 and 1920, 18 cities
in 1930, and 60 areas in 1940. Tigures on the total population
by tracts have been published for each of the 1950 areas in Series
PC-10, Advance Reports. The characteristics of the population
and housing of census tracts will be published as Volume 111,
Census Tract Statigtics, fov all but a few of the 69 areas. Table

33 presents the number of tracts in the city and in the adjacent
part of each tracted area.

INSTITUTIONS

The population of institutions and military installationg is
included as 2 part of the population of the city, township, or other
political area in which the institution or installation is located.
This institutional population in some cases forms an appreciable
fraction of the total population of the city or town, and sometimes
it seriously affects the distribution of the total by sex, age, or
other characteristics. It has not been found practicable, however,
to make any general provision for showing separately the'popula-

8For a further discussion of census tract data and thelr uses, see T, 8.
Bureau of the Census, Oensuas Tract Manual, 34 edition, January 1947,
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tion of individual institutions. Figures on the inmate population
will be presented for standard metropolitan areas, urbanized
areas, counties, and cities of 10,000 inhabitants or more in Chapter
B, Population, Yolume II, Characteristics of the Population, In
addition, the Censug Bureau will make available on request the
1950 data giving the total population of those large institutions
which comprise a complete enumeration distriet,

SPECIAL CENSUSES

The Bureau of the Census has an established procedure for
taking a special census at the request and expense of a local com-

munity. Generally, the areas for which special censuses are taken
are those which have experienced an unusual increase in popula-
tion either because of changes in political boundaries or because
of relatively high in-migration. The areas in which speclal cen-
suses were conducted by the Bureau of the Census between April 1,
1940, and April 1, 1950, are shown in table 82; more than 400
separate special censuses were conducted during the decade 1940
to 1950.

The Bureau of the Census has published geparately the results
of these special censuses in varying detail in Current Population
Reports, Series P-SC and P-28.
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PUERTO RICO

Table 1.—POPULATION OF PUERTO RICO, URBAN AND RURAL: 1765 TO 1950

[For description of urban definition, see text]

Puerto Rico Urban places Rural territory Percent of total
Increase over Incresse over
Census date pé’lﬁﬁeiisé é’e‘{,%rus preceding census preceding census Rzl
Fopulation Number | Population| Population Urban A2
' Number | Percent Number Percent Number Porcent
, 210, 708 341, 448 18.3 54 804, 813 328,450 58.0 | 1,815,800 12,992
?, 869, :‘25'5; 145,721 8.5 45 566, 357 54,337 106 | 1, 302, 898 01,384
1,723, 534 79,021 11.6 48 612,020 84,709 19.8 1 211, 514 04, 822
1,543, 913 244, 1 18.8 40 427,221 143, 287 50.5 1 116 692 100,817
1, 209, 809 181,797 16.3 32 283,034 s 26,4 | 1, 015 875 122, 4%3
1, 118 012 164, 769 17.3 30 224, 620 1. 803 392 78,852
053,243 154,678 19. 4 17 138,703 814,540 |mmacmicnnns
798, 505 86, 917 [0 1 | PO FON
731,648 148,340 25.4
, 308 135,304 .
447,914 1!4,863
330, 051 109, 159
220, 892 65, 466
155, 426 85,176
70, 250 25,367
44,883 |eemcaccanaas

l Speclal census taken under ausplces of Puerto Rico Reconstruction Administration,

ensus of 1899 taken by War Departmen

' Census of 1887 and prior censuses taken by the Spanish Government,

Table 2. —POPULATION IN GROUPS OF PLACES ACCORDING TO SIZE: 1930 TO 1950

Numbar of places Population i?ercenf; of population
Class of place .
1950 1940 1930 1950 1940 1930 1950 1940 1980

Puerto Rico, total........ 2,210,703 1,869, 255 1,543,913 100, 0 100.0 100,0
Urban, 0. .. oo oee e resaue oo 54 4 40 894,813 566, 357 427,221 40.5 30,3 257
Places of 100,000 or more. T SN 2 1 1 367, 205 169, 247 114, 715 16, 2 0.1 74
Flaces of 50,000 to 100,000 2 2 1 158, 436 115, 568 53, 430 7.2 B2 3,5
P]nces of 25,000 to 50,000 [ P, 1 62,418 |eeeoeaee_ - 37, 060 2.8 |icrmmanean 2.4
Flnoss of' 10,000 o 25,000 ] 6 8 124, 155 111,428 80, 053 56 6.0 52
Flaces of 5,05% to 14 13 9 05, 933 86, 441 61, 076 43 46 4,0
8068 Of 2,500 £0 5,000 2 nraeaeeaecn e amaen o emmnemoaomne 28 23 22 98, 666 83, 688 79, 987 4.4 4.5 5.2
Rural, 4081, e e 31 35 37 1, 315,890 1,302, 898 1,116,692 59,5 69,7 72,3
Places of 1,000 to 2,500 2 32 38 47,916 57,842 59, 242 2.2 3,1 8.8
glt%o:rsmaler rlyf 0.... & 3 " 3,985 1,607 3191 0.1 0.1 0.9
. _ 1,284, 689 1,243, 559 1, 064, 320 67.2 6.5 68,3

Cumulative summary:
l};}:g:: g{ égoéggoogt lﬁgge ................................. 2 1 1 857, 205 109, 247 114, 715 18.2 9.1 7.4
Places of 25,000 0T MOTe. oo ool T T 7T 4 3 2 515, 641 284,805 188, 145 23,3 15.2 109
Flaces of 26,000 or more - - ] 3 3 578, 050 284, 805 905, 205 28,1 15,2 18.3
L ———————— Bl g 8| ) ) mine)  ows) ozl
Places of 2,500 or more ...~ 7 7T b4 45 0 894, 813 586,357 | . 427,221 0.5 3 27




NUMBER OF INHABITANTS

Table 3.—POPULATION OF URBAN PLACES OF 10,000 OR MORE: 1899 TO 1950

{Minus sign (~) denotes decreasc]

63-7

Increass over

popu- | Preceding census

City or town and census year {ation City or town and census year

Number| Percent '

Popu-
lnt?on

Increase over
preceding census

Number| Percant

City or town and]census year

Popu-
lation

Increase over
preceding census

[Number | Percent

Cayey town—Con.
19020,

Cayey town:
1050..._.. e 18,420 | 12,807 227.8
—331 ~b5,8
710 13.5

745
35

Manatf town:
19

_| 82, 048

t Tncludes population (30) of less densely settled part of Oesta barrio.
* Includes population of part of Mabi barrio erroneously reported with Humacao town,
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Table 4—AREA AND POPULATION OF MUNICIPALITIES, URBAN AND RURAL: 1930 TO 1950

{Minus sign (~) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.1

Total population Urban population Rural population Percent urban
Land
. reﬁ:ﬁnee area in 1850 Percent jncrease
Munieipality (see sqgare . p " B "
"oy | Toiles, ereen! ercen
p. 532) 1950 Per 1940 1930 1940 1930 1950 1940 increase ;950 1940 inerease 1950 1940
Total | square to to
mile 1950 1940
Puerto Rico-..__..| . .__. 3,423 |2,210,703 645,8 (1,869, 265 |1, 543,918 18.3 21,1 | 894,813 | 566, 857 58,0 |1,815,890 (1, 302,898 1.0 46,5 30,8
Adjuntas. commaecaao.. D-7 a7 22,424 334.7 22, 566 18,076 | —0.6 17,162 18, 700 ~8.2 23.5 171
Aguada._.. C-2 30 20, 743 601, 4 17,923 14, 670 18.7 17, 585 17,923 —2,0 18,8 |emmmoas
Aguadilla.. . B-3 36 44,3567 | 1,232.1 34,958 28, 319 26.9 26, 081 21, 488 2.4 41. 2 38,6
Aguas Buenas C-13 30 15, 565 518. 8 14,871 12, 885 6.1 12,894 14, 671 ~-12,1 17.2 lacconan
Albonito ool .. B-12 31 18,191 586, 8 18, 819 16, 361 82 13,066 12,716 2.7 28.2 4.4
40 17,235 430.9 15, 701 14, 276 0.8 13,772 12, 415 10.9 20,1 0.9
127 75,361 503, 4 60, 192 56, 525 8.9 46, 702 47,068 | - —0.8 38.0 82.0
15 12,936 862. 4 10, 746 8,189 20. 4 7,066 6, 466 23.2 38. 5 39.9
34 19, 897 585. 2 18, 545 15, 751 7.3 19, 897 18, 545 X 2 R NS
34 17,605 517.8 17, 096 14,901 3.0 13,337 17, 096 —22.0 24,2 |-
Bayamén.._..____..... B-13 44 48,000 | 1,090.9 37,190 20, 524 20,1 27,820 22, 594 2.2 42,0 3.2
Cabo Rojo.- E-2 71 28, 5468 416.1 28,586 28,792 3.4 24,749 23, 283 6.3 16.2 18.6
Caguas... C-14 50 60,132 | 1,019.2 53,358 47,728 12.7 26,373 28,979 —0.0 56,1 45,7
Camuy.. B-5 47 20, 886 444. 4 18,922 16, 149 10.4 20, 886 18,922 10,4 |omeoamen|remeaes
Caroling- ... A-15 45| 20,224 | 640.4| 24,048 | 18,751 | 215 24,188 | 18,678 2.5 17.2 22.8
B-13 5 19,865 | 3,073.0 9,719 8,504 | 104.4 14,3 9,182 7,924 156.9 10, 683 1,705 405. 2 46,2 8L&
E-13 50| 38056 733.1| 281,391 28,797 | 16.8 , . 25,700 | —20.3| 50.3 17.9
C-~18 27 9,109 340.7 7,021 7,275 31.0 7,021 i3 TV RN FR
B-9 a6 19,464 204. 8 22,806 20,482 | —15.0 22, 806 —30. 2 17,8 fucmeenas
D-13 36 20, 401 §69. 2 20, 302 19, 662 0.5 17, 829 —2.7 16. 4 12.6
E-11 78 26,485 | 339.8 22,772 18,125 18.3
C-13 28 17,966 641. 6 18, 639 16,716 | —3.1
B-11 42 23,087 549.7 20, 468 16, 454 12.9
B-19 10 887 8.7 860 847 3.1
Dorado. A-12 23 11,749 510.8 9, 481 7,879 23.9
Pajardo......o.....__. B-19 31 22,116 713. 4 20, 405 16, 321 8.4
Guénica... F-5 35 15, 630 446. 8 12, 685 10, 238 23,2
Guayama._. E-14 66 32,807 407.1 30, 511 23, 624 7.4
Guayanilla. G-§ 42 17,402 414, 3 15, 877 13,121 117
Guaynabo. .o oeee . C-14 27 26,120 | 1,078.5 18,319 13, 502 50,0
Gurabo. oo C-15 28 16,395 585, 6 15,870 15,095 3.3
Hatillo..- A-B 42 20,877 497.1 18,322 16, 168 13.9
Hormigueros. E-3 11 6,918 628,7 8,008 4,872 13,4
Humaeao... B-17 45 34,853 774.5 20, 833 25, 466 16.8
I=abelA oo B-4 56 29,113 519, 8 5, 842 23, 068 12.7
JaYUYA. e D-9 39 16113 387. 5 14, 589 12,223 3.6
Juana Dfaz._ E-9 61 27,607 454.0 23,306 19, 518 18.4
C-16 28 21, 854 832.8 10,464 17,469 11.8
F-{ 81 16,326 267.6 14,736 12,454 10.8
C6 62 2, 951 483, 1 29,014 27,351 0.1
D-4 47 10, 807 220.9 9, 628 8,881 12,3
D-17 a3 16, 208 491, 2 15,389 12,907 5.3
A-16 54 24, 756 458, 4 22,145 18,762 118
B-18 26 9,967 383.3 8,851 7,799 12.8
A-10 45 30,449 676, 6 20, 366 24,838 3.7
D-5 37 7,403 200, 1 7,724 6,463 | —4.2
F-15 21 11, 768 559, 9 10,792 9,084 9.0
D-2 76 87,307 | 1,148.8 786,487 58,270 4.1
B-3 50 21, 614 432,3 19,716 17,089 0.8 16,711
B-10 39 19,201 494.6 19,187 17,332 0.6 19,167
C-17 b3 21,019 396, 0 19,180 18,212 9.6 14, 895 0.8 211 21.8
C-12 28 15,9027 568, 8 13,954 11, 645 14.1 13, 054 3
D-11 63 21,181 336. 2 19,770 16,1156 7.1 19,770
E-15 47 18,851 401, 1 17,319 14,178 8.8 17,310
E-8 45 14,931 33L.8 14,789 13,278 | 1.0 14,780
E-8 110 | 126,810 | 1,083.2 | 105,118 87, 604 2.6 3 39, 934
A5 23 13,712 508, 2 11, 4904 10,190 19,3 3 11,494
C-1 14 9,888 706.3 9, 256 8,178 6.8 A 9, 888 9, 266
Rio Grands.... B-17 61 16, 651 273.0 16,116 14, 085 3.3 14.4 P xR 14,028 16,116
Rio Piedras......._.__ B-15 41 | 143,089 | 3,511.9 68, 290 40,868 | 110.8 67.2 || 132,438 | 19,835 564, 3 11, 551 48, 355
Sabana Grande........ P-4 35 18,007 450,90 14,146 11,881 13.8 10.1 4,867 4,783 18 11, 230 9, 363
alinas. ... .. F-12 69 23,436 330.6 19,400 15,448 20.8 25.6 7,148 5,739 24.6 16, 287 13, 661
San Germén. < b5 29, 553 547.3 26,473 23,768 1.6 446
San Juan..... eee|  A-14 6| 224,767 |37,461.2 | 160,247 | 114,715 32.8
Ban Lorenzo.....__.. D-15 54 20,248 541, 8 28, 627 28,479 9.8
8an Sebastifn..__...___ B-4 71 35,376 408,3 30, 268 25, 691 18.9
Santa Isabel. | F-i1 34 13,478 306, 4 11, 468 8,886 17.5
Toa Alta... B-13 27 14, 155 524.3 13,371 11,6906 5.9
Toa Baja.._ A-12 24 15,761 856, 7 11, 410 9, 865 381
Trujillo Alt C-15 21 13, 605 647.9 11,726 9,576 18.0
Utnado-_ C-7 115 48, 625 405. 4 42, 531 37,434 8.8
Vega Altl B-11 28 16, 521 500.0 14, 320 12, 333 16,3
Vega Baj A-11 46 28,026 628.8 23,105 20,406 26.2
Visques, C-18 52 9, 228 177.5 10, 362 10,582 | —11.0
Villalh: E-10 37 14,972 404. 8 12,871 11,847 16.3
Yabuc E~16 b5 28, 810 523, 8 27,438 21,914 5.0 16.8
Yauco. .| E-& 89 33, 708 488,5 30, 533 27,787 10.4 9.9 9, 801 9, 085 ~1.9 23, 807 20, 548




Table 5.—POPULATION OF MUNICIPALITIES BY BARRIOS: 1930 TO 1950

NUMBER OF INHABITANTS
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[Barrio figures for 1840 and 1030 do not necessarily add to municipality totals. Boundary chenges between 1940 and 1950]are given in footnotes; for changes between 1930 and 1940, see
2

reportsof Sixteenth Census (1840), Population, Vol, I, p. 1

Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1980 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930
Adjunias.. ... 22,424 | 22,556 18,075 Aibonito—Con. Barceloneta_ . ...... 19,897 | 18,545 15,751
Algarrobo._. 869 1,008 1,010
Adjuntas town 1 6, 262 3,866 2,876 || Asomante... - 1,639 1,688 1,852 || Barceloneta town......._ 1,030 1,745 1,579
apaes......... 1,081 1,236 1,112 || Caonillas .. - 756 1,081 895 || Florida Adentro. ... 4,883 5, 869 4,141
Garzasi. .. 1, 632 1,173 904 || Cuyén.... I 1,69 1, 465 1,650 || _ Florida villages- .| 1,740 |eeculo el
Guayabo Dulce. 497 1116 1,100 || Llanos .| 3,48 1,975 1,849 || Florida Afuera. N 8,137 8, 007
UBY0.euo e 1,272 872 504 || Pastos._ 1 1198 2,003 1,015 || Garrochales. .- I 2as 3,149 2, 531
Guilarte_..__ 1,040 781 641 || Plata..__ 1 1744 1,756 1,020 || Palmas Altas............. 2,279 1, 655 1,493
Juan Gonzéles 983 1,199 1,300 || Robless____.---__ 1T 1,801 1,621 1,763
Amant 851 828 810 Burranquitas_...__.__ 17,608 17,096 14, 901
Pellejas_ . 1,287 1, 569 1,308 - 1
llgg:ttll.lng(:fé_s . gﬁ 1,008 941 Afin8CO.« e < 1285 | 15,701 14,276 garranquiiéas town 9. 4,968 1,818 1,462
temm e 607 49 || A fiaseo LOWIL oo oo 3,483 3, 286 3,064 arrancasd.._...... 2,012 2,854 1,740
fiasco town, 3 m 995 || Caniabén..- 1,266 1,438 1,538
Baltillot. ... 2,166 3,164 2,030 G et~ - 48 Helechal 9__ 2,212 2, 655 2,523
Tanamg... 1,004 774 5ry || - Guartel Sequndo. ... s e 31 | Honduras ... 1,446 | 1651 2,057
Vegas Abajo 1. 543 722 doy || Cuartel Tercero........ 698 14 1,084 || Palo Fincado v..... 2,011 | 9843 1,822
g:%tﬁegribn iZ , 00 | 1,308 1,190 A%ﬁ;‘f{%ﬁ’m" | AL L% 88 || Quebrada Grande'i. 1,685 | 1,705 1,633
S el 20441 18801 1770 || HHASCO ADBJO-wann - e
Yayales. oo 4 Ggé L ggg 5 Z;ﬁ) Afiaseo Arriba____ - 1,158 821 610 Quebradillas. -........-- 1,808 2104 2,028
- 768 655 664 Bayamon ... 48, 000 37,190 29,524
Aguada._-~__________ 20,743 | 171,028 | 14,670 - oy ges 604
- lgg i 1 ‘1’50 Bayamén town 0. ... 20,171 | 14,590 12,986
Aguada town 3,178 2,137 1,662 || Casey Abajo.. omiannn. 03 || Buens Vista.__. 3,931 2,105 1,772
California.__ 1,658 1,186 945 226 004 5 Cerro Gordo 10___ 3,441 1, 591 1,339
Rosardo...._.. .- 1,585 951 71y || Gasey Arriba-....-... 8 ity 20 8808~ 1,404 | 123 1,084
Asomante 468 434 495 || Gerro Gordo... - 8 " 488 || Guarnguso Abajo... 733 807 800
Atalaya______TTTTTTTTTTT 1,440 953 1,081 | Stdra.. oo - 33 577 200 || Guaraguao Arriba.. 892 928 889
Carrizal___ 883 w97 g74 || Gorcovada 6. - ) ‘1’ 700 461 || Hago Tejas. ... 6, 514 4,768 3,002
Cerro Gordo 1,316 | 1,487 1,143 || Dogitey-.. - s i 692 | Fuan Sénchez 0 2,477 | 3,401 1,424
ruces. ... 1249 881 gas || Espino.. - & 04 46 || Minillag 9. . 2519 | 1,784 1,630
Espinari.___ 790 640 T §s§ 710 738 || Nuevo. ... 1,501 1,633 1, 446
8532?"33{’ 1] 701 781 631 M‘;‘;;;S*“ el gzg g(l)g Péjaros.. 2,813 | 2,889 1,745
quilla. oo 746 503 a7 Mirafloras. 7270 941 a8 byt 380t8 018¥8mcmwecnccnean 1,604 1,465 1,337
[€ JUE001 o 970 1,007 823 Cabo Rojo.one.onenoe 20,546 | 28,580 23,792
Tagiey.. . 1,087 " 985 788 || Q0lRS.ceoemeceecaneee e o 58 -
Lagunai__ 1,240 1,263 ga1 || Pifiales - [% b 1, o b Cabo RojJo t0WD - eeeeee 4,797 5,303 4,606
Mal Pago3.. 1,286 | 1,053 788 || Eloye. oo - e oo , 46 Pueblo Norte.... 2,857 | 8,768 2,798
Bmey.__ 965 872 719 Quebw(}g Larga.... - o 5% g?’él’ Pueblo Nuevo 196 YT N ———
Mariag__ 872 1,080 gg5 || Rio Arriba_ - 307 2 3 Pueble Sud 1,744 2,051 1,872
Naranjo_...... 1,600 | 1,203 1,142 || Rfo Cafisuummmneeen . 93 25 || Bajura... 1,700 | 1,888 1,922
Pledras Blancas. 1,535 1,268 1,108 - || Boquerdn.. - 278 8,427 2,682
Rio Grande. . .couue. .. 613 580 5% Arecibo Guanajibo_._ 2,708 2,162 1, 606
A Qill; 44, 35’ 84 P %}anos %OStB‘ g’ %’éi 3’ ?gg ;’ gg%
guadilla.._...____._ , 357 , 956 , 319 7 anos Tuna. , \ ]
i A%ﬂ?’/?og%?ea-f" Miradero. ... 4,166 2,843 2, 599
Aguadilla towns__.__._.. 18,276 | 13,468 | 10,952 ||  Fpreglest.... . Monte Grande. 4,335 | 3,763 2054
Higieys__. ) 899 , 298 o Podernales.amm. ccvnocann 2,777 2,088 2,689
Iglesia__ 1,298 1,12, i
Nuevo._____ 5,080 218 Caguos. . .aeeeeamnee 60,132 | 53,356 47,728
Santy Bérbara 8,787 | 8766
Tamarindo._ 8,782 5,813 Caguas town . _......... 33,760 | 24,877 1p, 761
Aguacate___ 1,278 076 Bairoal__.__ , 432 , 860 , 809
Arenales__ 818 1,134 Beatrfz.... 2,713 2,604 2,417
Borinquen. ., 3, 688 2, 501 Borfngquen. 3,027 8,081 3,108
Caimita] Alto. 1,714 L8| 1202 TS Caflabén 11, __ 1,014 2,443 1,208
QCalmital Bajo 3. .________ 2,351 2, 980 Caflaboneito 11, 8, 285 3,528 3,357
Osmbalache T—.....__ Rio Caflas. ... 3,075 2,739 2,400
Camaceyes 4,746 3,763 2,627 || Garreras - Ssn Anténio . 074 1,103 1,010
Celba Alta... 620 549 597 || Domingo Rufz.. 2 agy 1108 T 053 || San Salvador..... 2,863 3,378 3,162
Caiba Baja._..._.__.. L. 1,400 | 1,188 1,002 || Dominguito..... 3o10| o26n 2,050 || Tomés de Castro . 3,804 3,18 8,478
Corrales 2050 | 1,086 838 || Esperanza... Posa| 28 3030 || Turabott______________. 2,286 | 38,062 3,801
Querrero. ......__________ 2,026 1,022 791 || Factor 2370 1 489 1, 549
Maleza Alta Bs3 | 17l 1,130 || Garrochals 1 Thes| 1o 1491 Camuy. ... 20,885 | 18,922 16,149
ﬁgﬂ:}:ﬁfma ------------ ggg 32; L g%g Hato Ab&_jD: - 2: 500 2; 2711 4; 633 Camuy town 12 2,209 2,876 2,096
.......... , 209 , ,
Palmar____________._ T 1,461 1,304 038 Hato Arriba... - 8,137 2 8%1 2,786 Abra Honds...... 1,659 1,720 1,625
Vietoria. oo ooooe o 1,811 1,259 1,104 || Hato Viejo 3,028 4,766 3,809 || Camuy Arriba 1,063 1,225 1,050
Tslote " _.. 2110 | 3562 3,106 || Cibao 1,378 | 1,372 1,248
Aguas Buenas._...._. 15,665 | 14,671 12,885 || Mirafiores 2 890 3 238 9 089 || Ciénagas acmeveeneneen 1,168 1,114 40
Rio Arribg Zor7| 3344| 9 6e0 || Membrilo 1,080 | 1,038 ol
Aguas Buenas town ... 2,671 | 2,37 2,089 || Sabana Hoy “a4e | o4 2763 || Pledra Gorda.eee- .. 1,631 | 1,318 1,21
Balroal........... nis | o 841 || Sentana 2630 | 2,250 | 1,810 || Euente .. 2047 LUB) LED
ayamoncito- 282 307 d
Cagiiitas..- 1: 591 1; 406 1; 218 TanamA. o cmeeeeanee 8,776 2,441 2,342 2,703 8,121 2 10(2)
Taglleyes.__ Loe | Loz | Lies 638 o1 o
Juan Asencio. 1,779 1,376 - 1,227 ATrOyo. ... 12,936 | 10,748 8,199 1,303 1,154
ula . 987 | 1oee 100 1,728 | 1,305 1,243
Mulita 4 316 1,077 1,082 || Arroyo tOWD. oo eeoeeem.- 4,080 | 4,200 3,308 "
gm;giddom L. Lagz| 1928 1,031 || ~ Cuatro Calles.. L %g . 78 108 20,224 | 24,045 18,75
umidero ¢ e , 11 , ) 66
0 %488 1,882 ' 566 1,018 "599 || Caroling tOWN...oeumeeven- 5,041 5,868 4 48%
Athoniton oo 18,191 | 16,819 | 16,361 1,354 612 385 || Barrazes... 1,988 | 2,123 L9
2 489 527 451 || Cnoao. .- 1,746 | 1,588 1,712
Adibonito town ¢ 5,126 4,103 3,408 1,898 1,247 660 || Cangrejo Arriba.. 1,901 1,039 1, 1§9
Pueblo Norte s | Laos| 148 1,844 2,815 2,158 1,59 || Canovanillas. . 1,784 | 2188 L 838
Pueblo Surboroo 8 201 2,685 215} 1,900 1,912 1,820 || Carruzos. eoecommmeeeee-n 1,205 1,061

1ADIUNTAS.—DParts of Garzas, Saltillo, Vegas Abajo, and Vegas Arriba barrios annexed to Adjuntas town since 1940.

A GUADA.—Espinar, Guanfibano, Laguna, and Mal Paso barrios rotitrned in 1940 as Espinal, Guandbanas, Lagunas, and Malpaso, respectively.
3 AGUADILLA.—Part of Caimita] Bajo batrio annexed to Higiley barrio (in Aguadilla town) since 1940.

{AGUAS BUENAS.—Parts of Bairos, Mula, Sonadora, and Sumidero barrios annexed to Aguas Buenas town since 1940,
) Pasto, and Robles barrios annexed to Aibonito town (coextensive with Pueblo Norte and Pueblo Sur barrios) since 1940, Pueblo Sur

Mulitas, respectively.

5 A1BONITO,—Parts of Caonillas, Llanos,
barrio returned as Pueblo Sud in 1940.
8 ANasco.~—Corcovada barrio returned as Corcovadosin 1840.
ARECIBO.—Part of Tanam4 barrio annexed to Buenos Aires barrio
organized from part of Islote barrio, snnexed to Arecibo town since 1940,
§ BARCELONETA,—Florida village not reported separately prior to 1950
¢ BARRANQUITAS.—Parts of Barrancas, Helechal, Honduras, Palo Hincado,

10 BAYAMON.—Parts of Cerro Gordo, Juan Sfinchez, and Minillas barrios annexed to Bayamén town since 1840
1t CAGUAS.~—Parts of Bairoa, Cafiab6n, Caiiaboneito, Tomés de Castyo, aud Turab
13 CAMUY.~Part of Puente barric annexed to Camuy town since 1940,

o barrios annexed to Osguas town since 1040,

and Quebrada Grande barrios annexed to Barranqguitas town since 1940.

Mula and Mulits barrios returned in 1940 as Mulas and

(in Arecibo town) since 1940, Jareales barrio ,organized from part of Cambalache batrio ;and Vigfa barrio,
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Table 5—POPULATION OF MUNICIPALITIES BY BARRIOS: 1930 TO 1950—Con.

Munieipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 \ 1940 \ 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930
ina—C Coamo. e 26,485 l 22,772 \ 18,126 Guénica—Con.
oedrcourao.‘ff‘., Gon. 876 831 83 Cerenero.... 482 274 . 8(;2
Hoyo Muiss. 2,132 | 1,643 1,084 || Coamo town o ..ooo .. 11,502 | 8,601 5,831 || Ci¢naga.. 1,358 1,146 ,
Martio Gonzéles 3,232 1,908 1,168 || Coamo Arriba.. 814 1,007 960 || Ensenada ®__..... 4,730 4,820 4, 206
Sabana Abajo._.. 4,684 1,724 1,445 uy6n. .. 870 1,148 773 Engenada village 2. 4,780 5087 |ecmnmaen
gan Antén 3138 | 2,200 797 || Erayales. 1,103 | 1,088 1,000 || Montalva.._. 1,801 70 ais
Santa Crusz... - 093 840 772 || Los Llanos i' gﬁg L 323 1, 588 Susia Baja. ... 1,873 768 1,186
0. 047 785 || Palmsrejo. ) .
Trujlio Bojo---.ovrmnemee 1287 Pasto b o) Tr| L GUBY Ao 32,807 | 30,511 | 23,6
Catafio. oo — 19,865 | %719 Lsy| 1350 | 1147 || Guayama town #........ 10,408 | 16,013 | 10,063
o : o182 | 702t 2002 | 1728 1,312 || Algarroho ... 1,514 | 1,887 2,141
padafio tawn. oo - 10083 | 1795 2o | 2w 2097 (| Cofmitaln. | L L4
"""""""""" ' ! arite.n-.- , s
17,96 | 18,53 | 16,715 || Carmen ” 534 702 549
Cayey M. coomenn 36,656 | 81,301 Guameani_ 2,232 1,974 1,837
6,03 | 2,774 2,502 || Jobos 2. .--7- | Gase| 3786 2,842
Oayey town ... 18,420 | 5,022 LU3 | 1,39 1110 || Jobos village 3T 7 FO .
Puchlo Sur T gt At V08| aom | 2 || Mot et R T
UEOLO SUF M- 2 3 achete H. . eceeermaecan . )
a1 108 9,408 | 2,37 2018 || Palmas.....-.-ooooo- 1,197 856 874
‘gg ggg %, sog ? ng ? igg Poz0 Hondo Heeemnmnnno- 807 1,221 1,088
32 4% .
gg; 2}3 o 2074 | 2 432 v gl ggg Guayanilla_ ... 7,402 | 15,577 13,121
Wl 1,314 | 1,426 .
851 778 773 [| Veue Bedonda ! CGuayanilla town_. . --- 3,113 1,266 2,044
YR L Ll coromloe 2,087 | 20,468 | 16,45 || Poblado Sifios ... LEg | 1808 fooemi
3 g e e———|— ||  Pueblo = _._... ) y ]
2,428 P 7 S Barrero.--. Q00 624 500
&1 569 1303 | 2110 1,730 || Boea.-. 681 866 718
209 203 2,028 | 9,080 1,708 || Cearo.. 368 200 245
0 - b3g a8 1300| 1,139 971 || Consefo..—- 727 580 507
Monta Liano . L% | 4o SRl NG| Ta || Tosue past Ml o i
onte Llano - s ' 86 agus Pasto..
Pasto Vieo.. - 615 6a2 1,15 | 1,202 1,111 || Jnguas®s 300 587 1,487
Pedre Avila. - 267 864 1,117 907 1088 || TAano...._-TIToITIIITII 784 840 588
gi?gg?:&?ilﬁfﬁi’" IR 1 L#o Y 1,708 DT | o Facans 759 954 840
3 , NS | R S T B (Y (Y3 S
Rinedn Yoo 1,092 [ 2,380 2361 1 Palmareio owomeeoooeeen 2,414 | 1,054 1,605 || Magas 2. o847 1,221 928
a7 515 588 Palmarito.. 1,005 1,856 %, gag ggsto_ - i, ;gg 1, 382 1, zgé
R, -
sl afll et || ERORINNON B V0T e CHe) es| o
uebradas <. -
) Culebra®t ... ..... 887 860 847 étiuﬁnaBﬂ_j_-- - "i]g? 1, ‘g’% ....... 5ii
9,199 7,021 7,218 orra Baja..coavemeoooone
Culebra (Daway) town 21, 463 472 377 v
Cefba town __.___.._._. 1,065 L 342 L 203 glumenlco Fihed i ird zgg Guaynabo.. ... 29,120 | 18,319 13,502
h Tos 1. 1,464 3 2 eafle _____ ‘
%a‘gjgg‘gﬂ?_s.-, "dg oy " 259 A B Guaynaho town ®....._.. 2, 157 1,198 039
QGuayacén... 749 832 343 - 7 75 116 || Camarones 2. 1,624 1,367 1,027
Machos 1. .. __ 741 788 820 ¢ , "3 !sc;ralles B, s .'%, égg 2,8495 1, %%
o UATaguao... ,
Blo Apato PW61 3| yim| — Domdo. Sd8L| 7879 Hato ST — pas| Lok | 9%
B0 et 808 752 708 | Dorado town 2,211 2,053 Amey.....-—- J d d
i 5813 3, 564
Espinosa. 1,414 1,208 || Eusblo Viefo 13, 080 ) )
Cinles.. e 64| 26| 2 | Hguiler o | LEm || N bow | TEm | Lm
aguayo , --
81']}?:5 town 3 ;flsg 1010 L ﬁg %/Irai‘n;e;;m "418 474 || Sonadora .. comeeos 041 1,148 1,061
o T |7 ' g o Lajes. 16,3% | 15,870 | 15,00
Cordiller 1 e 3189 1,610 2 : s
Frontpn 1 2818 3,977 3,355 n ps
Hato Vi 1 Tes| zZeso| 2w Fajardo #.voeene ba 3000 e
2l 33| YIS Fardotowni.... . Joz| Zoas| Lom
Do | 2| o | DuedloHuen. * g0 704 637
dow | BL| i) P Oai pim| M| nE
ueblo Sur po1 Q50 938
ClAA e 20,401 | 20,392 | 19,662 Oﬁg\ggg Real gg/g 1, ggg g8
Oldra town ... 318 | 9,60 | 2170 || Demajegua... ... ' 2,040 | 1,809 2,121
YOnas, - oo 2 370 1,771 1,772 || Florencio_.
Bayambn i 3,08 | 3118 zom0 Naranio-e—ocoemooeeoeaos 458 510 Hatlo. oo eooeeeeeee 20,877 | 18,322 16,168
ALYz ... .
eibaraz‘.z ....... 2 835 1,72 1802 || Quebrada Fajardo......_- b2 1,423 1,986 || Hatilio town . o _—oue. 2,482 1,633 | oo
Honduras.... 852 683 575 || Quebrada Vueltas 2. L7401 2,124 1,866 || Aihonito. ... 2,635 2,956 2,52
Monte Llano. 1, 066 1,240 1,120 1,749 2, 273 2,081 || Bayaney... 3, 542 3,083 2,883
Rabanal....._. 1,792 1,858 2,177 268 60 290 || Buena Vista.. 1, 015 1,686 1,448
RINCOD e ammma e 1,237 1,377 1,287 Campo Alegre. 2,718 1,653 1, 661
15,630 | 12,685 | 10,238 || Capfer..__. 1,630 1,431 1,278
o0 | 1,82 1,376 Carrizales. . 1,500 1,451 1, 283
591 888 1, 268 4,833 | 3,636 2,542 || Corcovado 3. 1,619 1,518 1,288
1,17 1,482 1,997 368 590 [t Hatillo 3. 1,041 1943 |l
7 822 700 685 743 353 || Naraniito. ..o mem| 2,688 1,800 1, 567

18 QArROLINA.—Cedro barrio returned in 1940 ss Cedros,
b OAYEY.~Henriv\IBnrracks barrio anncxed to Monts Llano, Pueblo Norte {In Cayey towré),
u

atoén Arriba, QQuebrada Arriba, and Tofta barrios annexed t¢ Pueblo
3 Or3BA.—Parts of @hupncallos and Machos barrios annexed to Ceiba town since 1940,

Sudan 1949; parts of

18 Cr1aLER,~Pesas barrio retirned in 1940 as Pesa.

17 CioRA.—Parts of Bayamén and Sud barrios annexed to Cidra town since 1040,

18 CoAMO,~—Parts of Pasto and San Ildefonso barrios annexed to Coamo town since 1940,

15 CoMER{0.—Parts of Palomas, Pifias, and Vegs Redondo barrios annexed to Comerfo town since 1940,

# OQROZAL,—Part of Pugblo barrjo, which was returned in 1940 a3 Corozal—rural part, annexed to Corozal town since 1940, N

1 OULERRA,~Oulebrita Island Light Station returned separately in 1940 now included in Fratle barrio. Culebra town reported a8 Dewey in 1040, Playa Sardinas barrio returned
with Culebra town in 1940, Flameneco barrio returned in 1040 as Flamencos. Playa Sardinas I (which had no population reported in 1850) and Playa Sardinas IT barrios organized

from Playa Sardinas barrio since 1940,

r barrio since 1040,

and Rincén bartios since 1040, Pueblo Sur barrio (in Cayey town) returned as Pueblo

P ;:ngugx?:i&guablo Este barrio, organized from part of Quebrads Vueltas barrio, and Puerto Real barrio annexed to Fajardo town since 1940, Pueblo Bur barrio returned 88
ueblo St X
2 QuANicA.—Arens barrio returned as Limén in 1940,

3 GUAYAMA.~—Parts of Algarrobo, Csimital, Johos, Machete, and Pozo Hondo barrios annexed to Guayame town since 1940. Algarrobo barrio returned as Algarrobos in 1840,
Tobos and Fuerto Jobos village not refurned sepbrately in 1040,

2 GUAYANILLA —Poblado Sitlos barrio annexed to Guaya.
Guayanilla town) since 1940,

Oafio barrio returned as Cafios in 1840, Engenada village made coextensive with Ensenada barrio since 1940,

nilla town since 1040, Parts of Indtos, Jaguas, Magas, Quebradss, and Rufina barrios annexed {o Pueblo barrio (in

# GUAYNABO,—Parts of Camarones, Frailes, and Santa Rosa barrios annexed to Guaynabo town since 1040,

! GURABO.—Parts of Hato Nuevo and Rineén barrios annexed to Gurabo town since 1948, Jaguar barrio refurned as Jagual in 1040, Masa barrio returned as Masas in 1040,

3 HarLo,~Part of Hatillo barrio, which was returned in 1040 as Hatillo—rural part, snnexed to Hatillo town simee 1040, Corcovado harrio returned as Corcobados in 1040,
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Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930
Hormigueros. ........ 6,916 6,098 4,872 JUNEOS. e 21,654 19, 464 17,469 M dI;ofztb«Cou. .
edianfa Alta ... 723 | 2,608 2,107
Hormigueros town #...... 1,776 1,081 |<cmmmmnae. I upeos ltoxrﬂ s 8 f85 5 ggg 5,297 || Madjanfa Baja. 2,277 2, 606 3,309
Benavente®.____. : 082 727 71 || Dueblo Norie sl 478 38 || Marrecilla Alta 2,850 | 1,830 1,238
Guanajibo 11,7 1,320 1,060 || oFucblo Sur,. 6,160 9v§5g %482 || Torrecilla Baja._.._..... 1,283 1,177 750
Hormigueros %¥_._____.__. 818 1,086 [commme-. Ca;mlto ----- W 1426 1 1,021
Tegiitas 797 735 729 || Geiba Norte .. Lo LU Lous Lnquillo.............. 9,967 | 8,851 7,799
Lavadero...__.... 11110 114|119 840 || Golba Bur b v L L
Guigbg Arrﬁ)oé "o "ot . 802 Luquillo towna B . 2,255 2,013 1,677
Humacao............_. 84,868 | 20,833 | 25,486 || Lirios ... o 1 0 1880 | 2,897 | 1,980 || Jan Martin . ol bl M
Humacao town _________ 10,851 7,624 7, 087 Mata de Platano &. 1,036 ' 885 "573
Sum Fronciseo .| L6l | L8| o || amey e oa I AR [ ———— 2503 | L408 | 1,714
Szzﬁa%g?o_:_: o i g: Zgg 1,618 fi 991 || Valenciano Arriba._..____ " 665 "730 " 740 BDALA. oo ooeeeeeeee 1,474 %045 1,242
Santo Domingo 3 - 8,386 1,761 1,268 Manat o wenas 30, 449 29, 866 24,838
Anton Rufz. ... Jozmr) gse | g0 || el 16,02 | I4736 | 1245 )| pantr town 0 10,002 [ 6701 7,440
Buena Vista. .. 40 w7 Las L1 | 5,204 Pueblo Ponienis 5,98 | #i57 2738
Candelero Aba 4 L4me| 1Lers 1,220 2,288 | L8| 1382 || _ Pueblo Saliente 818 | e 717
Candelero Arriba....-....| 2023 | 1,847 1, 086 Do gt5 25 ente 10 ' 814 b
Catafio 1310 1568 964 7 844 900 599 || Belurs Adentro;. L0881 a0l w0
-------- - 1 d cemeoees ajura Afuera
Collores.eeeceoonenans L840 1,138 1,210 1 g2\ 1,47 1,408 || Qato Norto ¢ 2730 | 2881 5. 099
| 492 || Coto Sur 40_____ 3,007 | 3 000 J
Mabaa___ 4,702 3,788 1, 529 : ! !
e I (R B v sldeEE Gd) Ga am
Punts Santingo .- —ooo.| 2408 | 2185 1,847 (2 1000 || duerras Nuovas Ponlente| 2,436 | 2,621 % 568
Rio Abajo .. . : 908 | 1,553 | 1,000 || Sabana Veguas® L7ge | Lamr|  1am vesBillente™ 4 '
TejasW_.._. .0 1,622 "802 1,03 || Ganta Roser o270 "816 ’ 05 " 646 Marieno.....oo— .. rd08| 7,74 6,463
Lares. . ..omereeecee 29,951 29,914 27,851 || Maricag town #___......_ 1,363 1, 293 002
--------------- U8 ) 6,842 28,08 s town 5880 | 4302 aom || Bucarabones. .. LOI0 | 1543 1,188
___________ 6,805 3,430 2, 641 Bartolo, bt 2 051 2’ 484 2 400 Indiera Alta. 1,776 081 036
- 2,618 2,497 2,358 Buenos Aires.. 1815 1 909 1" 500 Indiera Baja. 622 900 693
| 2082|1056 5,340 || G 78| ¥a 7599 || Indiera Fia . 637 772 581
- 732 718 807 || Rsping.. oo 'y ' o d Maricao Afuera 4 - 1,338 1, 454 1,631
1007 2,88 | 3118 || PSpiNg-.o.. vaal LEO LI Montoso 74 2 533
- 2 125" 1 802 1 7a7 Lares®...... 2,966 3,141 2,824 || T TR nene
I vest| nest| n7u || kR Torre 2R Pae | b Maunabo........ ... 1,758 | 10,792 | 9,084
Galateo Bajo - n0L) 1,281 L170 || Pesuela. ... 710 | 1,241 1,303 || Maunsbo town 4 1,241 1,255 L117
Guayabos 9. - 821 | 1,018 900 || Pilgtas_ ... 4,659 | 4418 3131 ||~ Pueblo Este _.. ' 838 " 789 " 5738
Guerrero... .| L87)  1,133 1,232 || Pughlo %.._- 2,601 | 2430 3°000 | _ Pusblo Oeste 41 408 599 4
1,865 1,728 1,745 || Ria Prieto... 1,400 | 1,088 1,800 || Celzada = 1,486 1,422 1 1éf
2540 | 2,431 2,005 || 70 2 TIEM0ermm oo ’ ’ g Emejagna ... 23657 | 1840 1, 469
Taos | Y487 1,362 Lag Marfas_ooooooooo 10,807 9,626 8,881 || Tizaa - 1314 1,185 1,024
O R Bt Moo town o[ BE g | M S I A
0 DAN0. _eeeen - -
15,113 | 14,589 12,223 || Anones... ... | 1,008 010 337 Palo Seco...._.. e 1,684 1,448 %. gég
3918 | 1,808 | %ucm‘abones._ - bod 433 498 %sleﬂl%rgedg Arenas @.......|  LEM| 1 s 1352
Coabey . 1 yem 950 680 || Buens Vista.... | Lo 817 701 || HEBDLE B ceennoenes '
Collores % I R Y AR DU gerrats. .- || bEs wim o Mayaglez. ... 87,307 | 76,487 | 58,270
Tonon i A B sl || Bopino.. o 1w 563 524 || Mayagtion city «. 58,04% | 60,376 | 87,080
- - 'y s
Momoyes Areiba_ 200000 9,490 | 274 | B0 ) SRROREEs | B | o | || G ae T ghbee | dgvie | dsdod
Rio Grande . 1y el ey ==~ || Maravilla Norte...-... - 380 1 I Marina Meridional ... 10,650 122 6808
Sallente 8. - o2 } 4,142 oo » . {m;!na eptenirional 4. 5 23 b oor %80
Veguitas » - 570 } 181 1,708 N?f&?}‘é}é‘f“‘ """""" T e R I L — zo’gﬁ 4,808 4,048
Zomas Bl 887 ' ' Palma Esorita, .. 1 Lom 850 723 || Algarrobos T Tysso|  17ee 1,422
Purfsima Concepeion....... "512 435 437 || Batsyes_.... N 701 ' 475
Juana Dfaz.......... 27,697 | 23,396 19,618 || Rio Cafas I 481 651 489 || Guanajibo.....ooonon| 1,751 050 1,078
Tue pizfown N AT BSL 2401 Lag Piedras........... 16,208 | 15,389 | 12,907 || TS5 do Moma o Islote 3 166 a5
Pueblo Norfe 5. : 541 425 578 || Los Pledrastown ¥ __....| 3,150 | 2,086 1,336
Pueblo Ocata 0. I are| o 0m 728 || Boguerén....... Loao | Tees| 1o | JuenAlonso.... I fo9
Pugblo Sur 0 - 718 761 828 || Ceiba....__. 810 677 504 || e aRmo- 7145 1,93 1,207
Amuelas %, .| 1,089 1,824 1,556 || Collores 3. 1,621 1,606 1,330 || Malozas ' 804 ' 545 ? 462
Callabo... 1201 902 823 || Bl Rio._._ 2,817 | 2,380 2,880 || Mayagior Ariba 4015 | 2 a 2 500
Capitanejo - 4,451 2,955 2,128 || Montones 37_....... 3,028 8,470 2,791 ersz,\dero i 1 540 1701 1,365
Olntrona.__ - 1,424 1,105 1,211 ({ Quebradas Arenas 3. 806 810 759 W N ont080. o om oo ' 580 850 ' 812
Oollores. .. - 2,302 2,461 2,717 || Tejas oot 2,837 2,727 2,269 || Naran ]alés' 575 496 222
Emajagual...... - 168 156 818 LfZ8 e ammnneene 24,755 | 22,145 | 18,762 || Quebrada Grande .. 2468|200 1,488
Guayabal ... | 36| 288 268 || Lotz (Contyenas) towns| 2,872 | 2,88 [} g grq || Lomed0m o : ’
Tacaguas... A 120 600 531 || Canévanas . .. ........ 2,068 2,950 } 18 Rfo Cafias Abajo... 030 1,040 845
Lomag .. ___. - 1,241 1,008 039 || Cubuy..._.. 1,630 1,859 1,180 || Rio Cafias Arriba.. 708 641 454
Rfo Cafias Abajo - 2,042 2,144 1,660 |} Hato Puerco. 3,480 3,555 3,582 {1 Rio Hondo.___. 781 048 844
Rfo Cafias Arriba_ - 902 805 909 || Lofza Aldea..... 1,745 1,454 1,606 || Rosario... 688 1,080 900
Sabana Llana___ S| 1,143 1,269 755 Lofza Aldeq village. 1,745 1,464 1,608 || Sbalos .. -| 3,678 4,674 3,636
Ttjeras 2, 268 1,062 054 OMBS. o e oeeemerm e e 2,434 1,844 1,513 || BabanetaS.ee-oearoccmana- 2,413 1,815 1, 50!

% HoRMIGUER0S.~Parts of Guanajibo barrio and Hormigueros barrio, which was returned in 1940 as Hormigueros—rural part, annexed to Hormigueros town since 1040, Bena-
vente barrio returncd as Benavento in 1840,

%0 HUMACAQ.—Parts of MahG and Rio Abajo barrios snnexed to San Francisco barrio (in Humacao town); part of Tej q
gart of Catafio barrio annexed to Santisgo barrio (in Humacao town); and part of Mabf barrio annexed to Santo Domingo barrio (in Humacao town) since 1940

arrio returned as Punta de Santiago in 1040,
31 TSARELA,—Parts of Bejucos,

uayabos,

and Mora barrios annexed to Isabela town since 1940, Bsjuras barrjo returned as Bajura in 1940,

ag barrio annexed to San Juen barrie (in. Humacao town);

Punta Santiago

ya Abajo, and Rio Grande barrios annexed to Jaynys town sinee 1040, Collores, Jauea, and Pica baitlos organized from part of Jayuya 'Abajo
barrio since 1040. Rfo Grande and Saliente barrios organized from Jayuya Arriba barrio since 1940, Vegflitas and Zamas barrios organized from Vegiiltas-Zamas barrio since 1914;).

3 JuaNA Diaz.—Part of Lomas barrio annexed to Pusblo Norte barrio (in Jnuana Dfaz town); parts of Amuelas and Lomss barrios annexed to Pueblo Oeste barrio (in Juana 13 Z
town); part of Amuelas barrio annexed to Pueblo Sur barrio (in Juans Diaz town) since 1940, . ; . i

'8 UNCos.—Parts of Ceiba Norte and Mamey barrios annexed to Pueblo Norte barrio (in Juncos town) singe 1940, Parts of Ceiba Sur, Lirjos, Mamey, and Valencisno Abajo
barrios annexed to Pueblo Sur barrio (in Juncos town) sinee 1040, Ceiba Sur barrio returned as Ceiba Sud and Pueblo Sur barrio (In Juncos town) returned as Pueblo Sud, ingl840,

35 LAJAS.—Sabana Yeguas harrio returned as Sabana Yegua in 1940, . Lajas barrio returned in 1940 as Lajas-rural part,

# LARES,~Pgrts of Lares and Pueblo barrios annexed to Lares town since 1940, ,

87 LAs P1epRAS.—Parts of Collores, Montones, Quebrada Arenas, and Tejas barrio annexed to Las Piedras town sines 1040,

8 1,01z ~—Part, of Candvanas harrio, returned in 1040 as Candévanas—outside Lofza town, annexed to Lofza (Candvanas) town since 1940,

3 L,UQUILLO.—Parts of Juan Marttn and Mata de Plitano barrios annexed to Luquillo town since 1040, . . Saliente barri

0 MANATE~—Part of Bajura Afuers barrio annexed to Pueblo Ponlente barrio (In Manati town) since 1040, Parts of Coto Norte, Coto Sur, and Tierras Nuevas Saliente arriog
anm‘axxic} to Puebl% Saéimfxtis[ barrio J(&1 Mm}n}ut( 1town) siné:et 191%?. toa0 & ] 1040 .

ARICAO.—Part of Maricao Afuera barrio annexed to Maricao town since A .

12 MAUNABO.~—Parts of Quebrads Arenas and Talante barrios annexad to Pueblo Este barrio (in Maunabo town); parts of Emajagua and Talante barrios annexed to Pueblo Oeste
barrio (In Maunabo town) singe 1§40, . d to Cércel

8 MAYAGUEZ,—Parts of Miradero barrio annexed to Candelaria and Rio barrios (in Mayagiiez city) since 1940, Parts of Quobrada Grande and 8abalos bnmoslmme:im | 0 el
barrio (in Mayagiiez city); part of S&balos barrio annexed to Marina Meridional barrio (in Mayagiioz city); part of Algarrobos barrio annexed to Marina Septentrimlm (%JBTMJ ( Ue 7 lgte
giiez clty); snd part of Mayagiiez Arriba barrio annexed to Salud barrio (in Maysghez city) since 1040, Algarrobos barrio refurned as Algarrobo in 1940. Isla de Mona &)
Monite barrio returned a3 ‘Mona Island in 1940, )

82 JAYUYA.—Parts of Coabey, Ja
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Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930 Mnunicipatity and barrio 1950 ( 1940 ’ 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930
- ) ) ‘ 14,085
Mocaeaeee e 21,614 | 19,716 17,089 5 P!Im"as*Con- m w03 o7 | R lgo G(;:I;d;;;z- ------ __Lg,%:_ __J%ég_ > ?27
Q Gran ) - y 7] 9
U 1, . 3,005 2,164 850 949 787 || Cignags Alt. ... 1,308 878
Ao i el i L8651 | 1,626 | 1,371 | Giennga Bap il Z40¢ | 1se7| L7
Copa.__._._ Les | 1,805 1,181 842 877 822 | Guamén Abajo f2... 2,776 | 2,180 1780
_______ 718 740 88¢ || Mufioz Rivera. 1,311 1,215 928 || Guzméan Arriba.. 1,073 1,177 1, 0;0
1,424 1,371 1,197 || Pollos-..-. ... 1,487 1,318 778 || Herroras .. ... 171 267 ) 365
......... 1,272 1,202 1,061 1C%uebmda Arriba g%’al gg% ggg %}Iménez..i T i %(2 g, ggg z 357
3,006 9, 587 2,240 10T R O ameyes 1. ) ) )
1,175 1,432 1,268 Zarzal 2, 647 2,475 1,490
1,221 1,241 1,122 Pefivelas, ... 14,931 | 14,789°) 13,218 Rio Plodras M oso | es.200 10,853
() edras ™ . -~ ]
. é: %g ______ ??zf ...... i.g?? geﬂuellas town ... 2 ggg L 33? A ;ég Rio Pliedms oty P 132: 438 [ 19: 936 13,408
______ 2,216 2,187 15 arreal. .. ... o Bl Ce0. o e 0
2,238 2,088 X 83&%&:— o ﬁg; 1, 239 223 Gobernador Plzterln ......
Morovis.............. 2t | 137 ) 1 | Breernaciss L8| | o)) R Gl
aguasfo_.._......_..| 1,562 1,088 |  L240( @it 4He-mm-mm-
Morovis town ... 5,43 | 2,87 | 1,982 || Macans o1 Last| Lass | Daor | FlovelTerk
Barahoua L89g [, fégg %; ?03 %uelibmda Celba. i' 1332- %s géé i’ ‘éﬁ Quintang. . .ccoeeoee
Cuchillas... 1, 369 1, 49 UCIO. e ) N
Fr;r?é]uoi 1,269 1,200 1,185 || Santo Domingo. 1,847 1,469 3,105 Iato Rey Norte.........
Monte Liano & 1278 [ 17004 1,047 || Tallabos Alta. ___. 740 98¢ 1,230 B elagarrearemmnen
1,888 5 ggg 1 833 %‘ﬁﬂago” g"l’?iegte- 1 %fg g% § ggg Tleanor Rogseseli ...
260 1, 4 allaboa Salienfe.-... .. Martin Peda. ...
82 1,245 1,200
Lol rhi| 1ae PORCO e oo 126,810 | 105,116 | 87,604 Luerto Nuevo...
21 —
Vi | Lhe| The D AT
TiMero. .. )
1,232 1,379 1,185 Segundo....
1, 564 1,287 1,152 Tercero-._..
1,043 940 865 gu?rfa. .
uinio ...
Naguabo..__......._.. 21,019 19, 180 18,212 Sexto._ .
fu ! Canay Urbano »....__.
Naguabo town 46________. 4,442 4,185 4,087 Baldorioty de Castro 4.
Daguag_ _ . ...__ 1, 640 1,817 1,073 Clausells e . ______,
Duque it 2 202 2, 203 2151
Hiucares 10__ 1, 694 1,132 1,233
Maizales 46_ 2,065 1,576 1,627
Mariana___._. 2,678 1,339 2,107
Pefia Pobre...__ 1,990 1,798 1,608
0ts_____ 0 1,009 793 788
Rfo Blanco. ... 2,901 3,190 2,823
Santiago ¥ Limfwau-vao.. 218 1,048 Sebana Liane Norte
Sabana Lt Sur..
Naranjito... ... 15,927 | 13,851 11,646 2obana Llans Sur
Capitansjo. ..
IA‘Iaﬁnjito oW oo g, agg %, g!l)g } ggg Cerriilos...... -
chiote__ - 1 3 stuci .
Anones_. 720 | 2161 1,951 || Qoto Laurel. Tnditucidn .-
L7 | 1551 1,218 || Guaraguao.
1’ 2o '917 *wrg || Maehuelo Arriba Caimit
2010 | 1,924 | 1,700 || Magueyesss__ Copago--
2‘ 153 1’ 818 ]’ 170 Maragliaz.. upeY‘:I- e
Zoi| 180 1489 || Maruefio_..... Monacillo
’ ’ ? Monte Llano 49_. %g?g)rng% Arenas.
21,181 | 19,770 16,115 ug
1, 880 1,612 1, 514 Sabana Grande. .....
2,674 1,484 1,492 ) . . P o = B
784 1,054 1,414 22, 08 1,834 | Sahana Grande town #... 3 3 3
Dot Kbaja. Pl I+ Y 322 ?g“g N §33 AR e W 57 B 3 R4
Bauta Arriba. . 71| a2 759 Pl M "0 || Machuohal #1227 7T plr) LEw ) L
Bermejales_. 910 1,040 913 ! T 556 1 99 T 099
Gggggg- o) ggg 1,314 Quebradillas...___... 13,712 | 11,494 | 10,190 ; 1,600 1, 508
5 : 849 755
Collores... ... - 250 208 269 || Quabradillas town s____. 2,405 | 1,945 1,755 1,468 59 883
T T N 11 B o4 B il Gonm) Gmel ot L0z 10|
----------- 22 : hareas. . -
Cocos...-- - 1,852 1,521 1,384 i , 401 15,446
€ 05¢ 802 541 || Gualataca. Tlovam, vie! vaes Salinas.... 2,435 ) 19,400 o
Mata de Cafias__ . 682 549 456 1 Antonio 3719 2311 2 942 || Salinag town 4,367 3,178 s
1 San An - - » s s : 81 6,750
Orocovis 41 __ .. . 1,840 1,530 1,481 |\ san Tosé 0. - 1,052 010 791 || Aguirrese. _______ - 9,162 7,811 A
gg}}ggg --------- - ggg ggg ;g; Terranova 8177 1618 | 1,423 906 gg%r{af) lﬁ(ggﬁg;ge village 5.
SO0 LT 1,59 1,345 Rinebn...____._...._. 9,888 | 9,258 8,178 iagz ﬁfiﬁ‘%ﬂffgﬂ'ﬁ' -
Patillas. .. 18,851 | 17,319 | 14,178 Ringén town i.......... 1, 23; 078 18 Lopa oo
alaya. ... 2 1| FAMNAS ..o
Patillas town._ 2,237 2,272 2,035 || Barrero.. 601 432 780 || Quebrada Ysguas..
Apeadero. ... 1,078 1,218 089 || Calvachs_._ 1,208 1,158 002 || Rio Jueyes &__ ...
8J0._. ... 1,328 835 800 || Cruces 8. 894 1,221 1,140
Catac Alto.. 1,004 571 486 || Ensenada & 058 951 721 San Germfn. ...
Cacao Bajo_. 1,452 1,112 405 || Jagdey.-- 801 768 705 || San Qermén town _
Bpozene..... 108 21 234 || Pueblo ® 1,458 || Puedlo Cengral _
Quardarraya._. v 1, 502 1,541 1,504 || Puntas... 1,382 1,274 1,255 Pueblo Qccidental 88
LT R . 1,342 1,236 1,005 Y Rio Grands.. ... 043 902 809 Pugblo Oriental __._.
# Moch.—Part of Moca town taken to form Puchlo barric since 1940,

4 Morovis,—Parts of Monte Llano and Morovis Norte barrios annexed to Morovis town since 1040,

4 NAGUARO.—Parts of Duque, Hiicares, Maizales, and Rio barrios annoxed to Naguabo towa sinee 1840, .
1 Orocovis.—Part of Orocovis barrio annexed to Orocovis town since 1940,
 PENUELAS—Part of Coto barrio annexed to Pofinelas town since 1940, Cusbas and Jaguas barrios returned a8 Cuevas and Jagua, respectively, in 1940,

# PoNce.—8an Antdn and Machuelo Abajo barrios annexed to Ponco city sinea 1840, Cangs Urbano, Magusyes Urbang, and Portugués Urhano barrios organized from parts of
Canas, Magusyes, snd Portugués barrios, respectively, and snnexod to Ponce city sinco 1040, Oanas Urbano barrio divided into Baldorioty de Castro, Clausells, and Reparado sub-
barrios, Monie Llano barrio returned as Moutes Lianos in 1940,

% QUERRADILLAS,—Parts of Cacao, San J 03§, and Terranova barrios annexad to Quebradillas town since 1040, ) R

8 HiNcON.—Part of Ensonada barrlo annsxed to Rincon town, and part of Rincén town taken to form Pueblo barrio sinee 1040.  Cruees barrio retarnod as Cruz in 1040,

8 Rio Grawpr.~—Parts of Guzman Abajo and Herroras barriog annexed to Rfo Grande town singe 1940, Herraras barrio returned as Herrera in 1940,

8 Rio PrEDRAS,—R{o Piedras retirned a3 a town in 1040, Rura) barrios of Hato Rey and Sabana Llana and part of Monacillo barrio annexed to Rio Piedrag city since 1940. Tor-
tugo‘bamo returned as Tortugas in 140,

 BABANA QRANDE,—Part of Machuchsl barrio annexed to Pueblo Sud barrlo (In Sabans Grande town) sinee 1940,

¥ SALINAS~—~Parts of Aguirre, Laps, and Rio Jueyes barrios annexed to Salinas town since 1940, Central Agnirre village refurned in 1040 as Aguirre, Aguirre barrio divided into
four sub-barrios sines 1940, Conui and San Felipe villages not returned saparately in 1940, ;
% 3AN GERMAN.~Part of Auconss harrio sunexed to Pueblo Central barrio (In Sen Germén town); parts of Ancones, Maresiia, and Sabans Grande Abajo barrios annexed to

Eﬁ%ﬁ;"igﬁf}fum‘ barrio (lu San Germéan town); parts of Ancones and Retiro barrios annexed to Pueblo Oriental Darris (in San Gorm4n town) sinee 1640. Oetuf barrlo returned as



- NUMBER OF INHABITANTS
Table 5—POPULATION OF MUNICIPALITIES BY BARRIOS: 1930 TO 1950—Con.

Municipality and barrio | 1950 1940 . 1930 Municipality and barrio | 1950 1940 1930 Municipality and barrio 1950 1940 1930
San Germéin-—Con, San Sebastifin 35,876 | 30,266 | 25
Ancones ®... . | 1107|1481 | e | . B0 Sebastifin...... A )y 5, 691 Utuado—Con.
oYY — Bag | Lo S Sebasti tow.___ Y T b piel 2iw
£:0 11 B = $51 [ o RN 651 1,116 | 1,070 || s eVLUTUYnnen g ]
ST Ra— nEE bl  Drrdja. g0 | ga0| 175 Log2 | Lemr | L204
Duey A0 oL 1bonito..... s 1,721 4.1
Duey Bajor~ 111 Lo oo Alto Sano_ "711 362 323 16,621 | 14,329 12, 332
Guams, oo "e80 | 1,817 Babomamey- 1,226 832 601 8,402 8,238 2,88
- , O?ll)abazas__ 1,784 1,383 1,985 g, :12% %, ggg i, gég
Hoconueo Alto.. .o .. 80, .- 1,078 1, 082 772 || Candelaria. - » T
Hoconuco Bajo- .oeeee.-- i' g?g 1 ggg Oidl‘al—‘--- ’ 671 569 522 || Cienegueta. - 1, 050 1; 068 000
Marestia 1 " 258 " 538 Culebrina 1,610 828 703 || Espinosa - z 2,752 1,978 1, 651
Minillas. . -2 238 | 9160 Eneas 1014 | 1,117 959 || Maricao t2__ I 2200 2,000 1,074
Retiro ®_____ . ______ . 1' 196 1’ 483 Guact Mavilla. . — 445 419 404
Rosario Alto_......._ 11 789 779 Guaajagasa 17T ggi A 586 || Sabana.. T ZZT 8,013 2,531 1,871
R . Lusl ol Guatemela. )21 umr 198 yegyBaja 28,025 | 23,105 | 20,406
Sabana Eneas-_....____| 1,040 727 Inlgt"aﬁgﬂa" o é’ §§8 %’ 3%% %’ 27 || Vega Baja town 5 5, 536 5,400 4,784
Sabana Grande Abajo #__ 1,804 1,762 JunS;a]____ T 1 0s1 1 056 i ggg Algarrobo N 3,883 1, 062 1,727
T T 570 a1 Magos... T Taos | s 500 || Almirante Norte. 24 200 1 5o
San Juan¥.. . 224,767 | 169,247 AnTe o w1 o 520 || Gibo Carino o2 570 496 L
San Juan ity ¥ ... 924, 767 | 160, 247 Perchas No, 2. 1,049 o71 1,082 || Celbe 2,028 1,452 970
San Juan Anfiguo 50| 201760 | 9/ 881 Cibuco 204 263 595
Catedral om0 ™ s 1/6 % 2,081 | 2,103 1,384 || Puerto Nueyo.. 1,852 631 860
El Morro o7, 991 1 086 1,932 1,201 239 || Pugnado Adentro_. 1,837 1,618 1,415
Murina. . 1,810 7844 1,251 1,090 1,093 || Pugnado Afuera.._. 8,051 2,828 2, 810
Mercado... . 7,594 7 858 2, 260 2,153 2,045 || Quebradas Arenas. 823 777 0567
gzwrta de Tierra 9,114 1 1: 480 901 845 599 %}o ﬁbq%o 3, ggz 2, ggg 1, gég
an Cristdbal. ... 4LM5 | 5,688 Santa Ysabel 13,478 | 11,468 8,886 || Veomnail®
3 ,688 | 8,894 || Santa Ysabel_._._.____. 3, ) y Yeguads 6502 827 838
San ’Francisco ........ 2,690 2,780 ]S3 anta VISiié)el towﬁlél P %’é 1; % g ;g 1586 g oos 0 202 0. 52
SaNbUrce. - e 106,007 | 138 091 oca Veldzquez #._______ 5 868 Vieques.. .. 9 s , Bba
Alto del Cabro 2633 3,91 788 |1 Descalabrado..ou.oooo... 2,726 2,102 1,817 || Vieques town & _.____. 3: 085 2,078 3, 101
Buyola. . Lok | 140 Telicla 16... 669 | 1,327 1,09 || Torida ... . 2,638 1,253 78
Bolivar #7_ Be11 | 1y |- FeliCia 2o 1,580 | 1,307 88¢ || Tlaye - TT107C z "191 1,770 1, 688
Buenos Aires 01, 18,541 159 | Jawea 1. _____________ 1,301 1,181 1,130 | Mosquifo®i____ - - 20 851 818
Campo Alegre ! 001 865 |- Jauea 2 ... ... 1,052 1,159 986 || Puerto Diablo .. - 804 548 6056
Ghicharo. .- g8 | 170 ). Tlaya #..... 886 725 522 Buerto Forro & |z L 50 5 530
ondadito . V14 ,270 |- Toa Alta... | 14,155 | 13,371 | 11,696 || Puerto Real.... - ' ’ 1
o hasel &40 - Toa Alta town. 1,302 | 1,001 1,203 || FOtB ATORAS.oooooooo oo o 901 883
’ el 8o?ttorno ........... L 222 L ggg L gig Villalha oo 14,972 [ 12,871 11, 847
Gandule e 4,287 /.7 AlAte0. - oo g illalba t o5 - 1,460 834 [canvemmenn
Herrera. . 5193 | 8 A Mucarabones 1 ozus| gos 1,407 ggo%}fﬁxs Abajo. _ it 1,235 1,151
Hipddromo. 4,002 8706 |- OVt ol 2,621 1,231 1,082 || Gaonillas Arriba. : 1,718 1,605 1, 688
oare. .. 9,036 5,448 |- Pifins. oo 316 1,630 1,800 || Hato Puerco Abajo. . 901 049 778
Tsla Grande 5. 979 923 i Quebrada Arenas.. 1,189 1,075 1,147 || Hato Puerco Arriba. D 308 1, 647 1, 445
Las Casas ¥1_ 5,995 88 |- Quebrada Cruz.... 2,180 | 1,750 1,570 || Vacas I 21e 1, 840 1, 756
Tas Marias 1. " b %50 | Rio Lajas. ... 1,340 | 1,420 1,303 || villalba Abajo.. .. | 1wy 1) 453 1, 407
52371;%%:3" g. %f 5, g% - Toa Baja 15,761 | 11,410 9,865 || Villalba Arriba 85________. 3,733 8, 200 3,728
Tofmm o T yaw | reEel Toa Bajs t0WDaenooo oo 1,824 | 2,015 1,508 Yabucon_ . .o.._.__. 28,810 | 27,438 21, 914
! S Candelaria.......... 5,080 3,580 2,352 || vahucoa town 0 &, 268 4, 542 3, Bl
Machuchal .. 2,080 | 2,764 |oeeenes Media Luna 2246 1,368 2,343 || Agnacate._____.. e 1 2043 " 824 2,136
Maria Moczd 7. 3198 295 | Palo Seco..... 840 904 825 || ‘Calabazas 6. .00 - 1, 564 4 577 3, 690
Murruecos o1 18167 | 6,673 |- Sabana Seca. 5,771 8,539 2,449 || Gamino Nuevo..... ] 2ess 2,137 1, 842
%z{% 5eﬁa- b %ﬁ s ggg - Trujillo Alto_ ... 13,605 | 11,726 9,576 %g:g:bota _________ - g, ggz g. g?g }. ggi
Merhaff ¥ 9,438 i Trufillo Alto town ®...... 1,082 1,014 908 || yuan Martfn 8 ____ 1 9104 3 114 2, 200
Minillas ¥ ) bag ﬁ’ 597 Oarrafzo 0___________. 2,252 1,784 1444 | Timones. ..o .. N 2,638 a0 1404
Miramar. 1688 | 4408 |- Cuevas &0__ 4,848 | 3,703 2,650 || Playa__..__. 2,358 1,434 1, 447
Monteflores &1 62| 1829 | Dos Bocas .. 676 } 1,082 859 || Tejas._ 1,702 1,051 1,671
Obrare - | es| w0 La Gloria 1,805 | 1,421 1,239 || TS g ’ g
------------- » h 904 |-emamamoe | Qugbrada Grande........| 1,236 | 1,372 1,309 Yauco._ 33,708 | 30,533 27, 787
Ocean Park ¥_______. 2,209 583 |- Quebrada Negrito.. 1,856 1,400 1,182 || Yauco town 9,801 0,088 8, 607
g%%l&’ﬁ&[& §, ggg ;3, gﬁ - Utuado.._____ 46,625 | 42,531 37,434 ggggfg é\:grﬂg L g. ggg ;{, "gg g, 578
Pulguero_ ... 9t 8 238 | Utuado town & 9,603 4,430 4,768 || Aguas Blancas_ ... o " g8 ' 783 i g%
Sugrado Corazin..... 278 | 1,688 | Angeles. . 3,620 | 3,862 2,908 || ‘ATgarrobo &7____ | 1,009 888 038
Sun Juan Moderno...| 1464 | 1,266 | Arenas 8_ 2,806 | 3,785 2,410 || ‘Alm4cigo Alto..... 874 748 700
San Mateo 8. 20 AT AN Caguana 4,153 3,461 3,008 || Almacigo Bajo 7. 1,921 1,239 010
o ot A Canfaco_. 508 656 860 || Baring 7. .. 2,067 1,852 1, 546
Shanghai. - 7153 | 3660 |- Caonillas 2,188 | 1,81 1,348 || Caimito... "718 " 03¢ ' 404
Tyas Talieres 51 ; 6o | Y7E0 |- Ogggé}loas Arrib ns o 1,060 gonor H":'a' _________ 768 810 813
_—— 67
Villa Palmeras ¢ 8,748 2,089 [ecemecao gon Ailon % ggg 1 ggg 2 égi Diﬂgo ernandez 6. 1,100 921 086
uagnica. L) R 1,538 1,480 1, 34
San Lorenzo............ S e 22' 3 || Zas Paim L7 940 77 || Erniles 588 ' 743 g
)
________ L4907 | L 1931 || Liméno oo 470 080 847 || Noranjo..- 1000 L5 L 072
3,078 2, 689 2,335 || Mameyes Abajo__________ 1,445 1,830 1,766 || ‘Quebradas. . 1’020 o4l 1 036
5,472 5 %2 %508 Paso Palma. oo peEl T 3‘7’2 L 118 || Ranchera & I I 11 1,114 1,307
Y i
1,660 1,780 1,611 854 | 1,180 1,04 || IO PrIOO- oo 1,188 41 888
2,408 2,223 1,788 1,228 1,127 045 || Rublas_ ..o 858 807 733
Quebrada #____ Tao| 1,607 1, 508 82| 123 1,306 || Siorra Alfa- 1,477 1,182 1, 403
Quebrada Arenas. 3,469 3,108 2,814 813 1,775 1,579 || Susda Alta. 787 706 888
Quebrada Honda. 2,145 1,856 1,385 1,094 974 884 || Susan Baja 7. 2,950 1,087 1, 245
Quemados & _________C L6 | 1,770 1,703 583 918 815 || VegaSuaaceocoamamaomee o 751 768 ' 780

® 84N GERMAN.—For footnote, see preceding page.
87 AN JuAN.—Military and Naval Reserves not returned separately in 1950, Bl Morro sub-barrio returned as Ballaja, Isla Grande sub-barrio returned as Miraflores, Marfa Moczd
sub-barrio returned as Marina Moezd, Merhoff sub-barrio reported as Merkhoff, Monteflores sub-barrio returned as Monte Flores, Parque sub-barrio returned as Patkf&hd Villa Pal-

meras returned as Sunoco in 1940. Part of Melilla sub-barrio annexed to Bolivar sub-barrio, part of Marruacos sub-barrio annexed to Buencs Aires sub-barrio, part of

as Casas sub-

barrio annexed to Merhoff sub-barrio, part of Las Marfas sub-barrio annexed to Ocean Park sub-barrio, part of Tras Talleres sub-barrio annexed to La Zona sub-barrlo, part of San

Mateo sub-barrio annexed to Minillas sub-barrio since 1940.

-

8 SAN LORENZO.—Parts of Hato, Quebrada, and Quemados barrios annexed to San Lorenzo town since 1040,

8 SANTA IsAREL—Parts of Bocs Veldzquez, Felicia 1, and Plaia. harrios annexed to Santa Isabel town since 1940
4 TRUIILLO ALTO.—Parts of Carrafzo, Ouevas, Dos Bocas, and

a Gloria barrios annexed to Trujillo Alto town sinc

8t UruAD0.—Parts of Arenas, Salto Abajo, and Vivi Abajo barrios annexed to Utuado town since 1940,

02 VEGA ALTA.~Parts of Bgpinosa and Maricao barrios annexed to Vega Alte town since 1940,

8 VEGA BaJAo,—Part of Cabo Oaribe barrio annexed to Vega Baja town since 1040, . .
8 VInQues.—Parts of Florida, Puerto Diablo, Puerto Ferro barrios annexed to Vieques town since 1940, Mosquito barrio returned as Mosqultes in 1940,

85 VILLALRA.—Part of Villalba Arriba barrio annexed to Villalba town since 1040,

6 YARUCOA.—Parts of Oalabazas and Juan Martin barrios annexed to Yabucoa town since 1040,
o7 Y AUco,~—Parts of Almacigo Balo, Diego Hernéindez, and Jicana barrios annexed to Pueblo Norte barrio (jn Yauco town);
to Pueblo Sud barrio (in Yauco town) since 1040, Algarrobo, Barina, and Ranchers barrios returned in 1940 as Algarrobos, Barinas,

parts of Almécigo Bajo and Sustis B
snd Rancheras, respectively.

01040, La Gloria barrio returned as Quebrada Infierno in 1940,

aja barrios annexeqd
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Table 6.—POPULATION OF ALL CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES: 1930 TO 1950

City, town, or village 1850 1940 1930 City, town, or village 1860 1940 1930 _City, town, or village 1950 1940 1930
Adjuntas. e 8,262 3, 856 2,376 || Fajardo 15,338 7,108 7,322 Nagusbo... 4,442 4,185 4,087
Aguada._. 3,178 2,137 1,062 || Florida.._- .- 1,710 Naranjito. 2, 358 1,790 1,438
Aguadilla. . 18, 276 13, 468 10,852 || QGuénica. .. 4, 833 3,036 9,642 || Orocovis.. 2,674 1,034 1,402
Aguas Buenas 2,671 2,876 2,050 || Guayamsa. ... 19, 408 16,913 10,063 || Patillas. .. 2,837 2,272 2, 036
Aibonito. oo 6,126 4,103 3,408 || Guaysnila.mewceiorccvnen 3,113 1,266 2,044 || Pefinelas.- 2,395 1, 462 1,318
ABBSEO. e 3,463 3, 280 2,157 1,128 939 || PONCE. e 09, 402 65,182 £3, 430
Arccibo_... 28,8580 22,134 4,419 3,569 3,468 || Puerto Jobos 781

s 4,2 2,482 1,533 12,260 || Quebradillas. .. 2, 405 1,04b 1, 7b8
1,030 1,745 Bormigueros - 1,776 1,051 11,412 || Rineén 1, 065 1,678 1,338
4,268 1,818 Humacao. ... .| 10,851 7,824 7,037 || Rio Grande. -.vaceewn-- 2,623 2,408 2,127
20,171 14, 508 Isahela.. 6,805 3,439 , 641 || Rio Pledras. .. 132, 438 19,038 13,408
4,797 5,303 Jayuys. . 2,318 1,808 14,808 (| Sabang Gran X , 783 3,778
33,759 24,377 Juana DI 4,743 3,931 2,406 || Salinas._. 4, 367 3,176 2,252
2,202 , 378 Jobos_._-.. . San Fellpe. . 7
5,041 5,368 FUDCOS. . aemmr 8,285 5,009 5,207 || San Qermén. . . ___ 8,872 6,446 5,636
9,182 Lajas 1,146 2,904 12,830 || San Juan. 224,707 | 180,247 114,718
18,428 Lares...... 3,836 4,302 3,040 || San Loren 6, 746 5 181 1
1, 666 Las Marlas._. 562 291 11,859 || San Sehastif 5, 206 4,278 3,341
2,781 Lag Piedras 3,150 2,056 1,336 || Santa Isabel 4,117 2,348 1,586
3,482 Lofza .. _. 2,872 2,356 3,318 || Toa Alta. 1,302 1,081 1,208
3,146 Lofza Aldeas 1,746 1, 454 1,606 || Tos Baja. 1,824 2,015 1,896
11,602 Luquillo. ... 2,266 2,013 1,877 || Trujillo A. 1,082 1,014 903
5,031 Manat! 10,002 6, 771 9,803 4,430 4,768
Coqul.. 1,868 Marieao 1,363 , 208 3,402 3,238 2,884
Corozal. . oooommooee 2,428 2,874 Maunsho. . o ceeeeeemoeen- 1,241 1, 255 &, 536 5,409 4,784
3,088 2,878 3,101
CUlEBIB oo 693 50, 376 1,499 834 13,728
2,537 3, 00! 8, 258 4, 542 3,841
4,730 2,157 X 9, 986 , 60

1 Population of the entire harrio, Including the town and the less densely settled srea surrounding it.
2 Returned as Candvanas barrio in 1930.
3 Returned as Lolza town in 1930,

Table 7.—POPULATION BY SENATORIAL DISTRICTS:
1930 TO 1950

Senatorial district 1950 1940 1930

Puerto Ricom e vocmeeaen.. 2,210,703 1,869, 255 1,543,913
Distriot 1 (San UML) <o ceme e 677,500 307, 730 2835, 085
Distriet 2 (Arecibo) .. 267,502 247, 640 211,842
District 8 (Agandilia) 281,962 249, 662 218, 493
District 4 (Mayagiiez) .. 267,418 240, 110 169, 461
District 5 (Ponee).... 268,840 233, 520 193, 289
Distriet 6 (QGuayama) 286,303 201,032 227, 680
District 7 (HUMACBO) -« o o aaae e ccec e amce e mmmem 260, 990 239, 561 210, 213




	Table of Contents
	Help with the 1950 Census
	Table of Contents
	Help with the 1950 Census
	Table of Contents
	Help with the 1950 Census

