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This report presents projeotions of the 
p".L ... 'J.UU 01" aoJ.lege age (18 to 24) by states, 

seleated years to 1973, using thre~ dif­
assumptions regarding the pattern and 
,ot future interstate migration. The 

as assuming no interstate migration will 
useful to those interested in modifying 

generally uniform migration assumptions 
u.!,u~aued in the projeotions. 

TAe present report does not inolude esti-
01" future oollege enrollment. There is 
arable unoertainty about the proportions 

"J.J. e/ol:'i:l-fuze youth that will actually be en-
in oollege in future years. The trend 

sharply upward in the past, but future 
in the proportion wUl depend in large 
on polioiesand programs relating to 

the oollege and seoondary levels of edu-
It is assumed that state and looal 

are in a better position than the 
of the Census to oarry the projeotions 

In addition to the assumptions concerning 
interstate migration. the projeotions 

(a) ourrent mortality rates at 
oontinue, (b) no additional 

losses from war or other disaster, and (0) no 
appreoiable ohange in the volume of net immi­
gration from abroad. 

NatiQ:Qal trends 'and prospeots.--'fhe, number 
of persona ot college age is now at its lowest 
point in 25 years. On July 1, 1955, there 
were roughly 15.1 million persons 18 to 24 
years old.,oompared with 16.0 million in 1950$ 
16.6 million in 1940, and' 15.5 million in 
1930. 'fhis group has been deolining slowly 
from its 1943-44 peak of about 16.9 million, ' 
as persons born during the 1930's reaohed 
oollege age and replaoed those in the group 
born during the late 1920' s.. 'lIhe' aollege-age 
group is now made up entirely of persons born 
during the depression years. when birth rates 
were at the lowest point in our history. For 
the remainder ot this deoade, ~al1 annual 
gains will be registered., however. Between 
1960 and 1965 the group will grow quite rapidly 
as the maJor wave ot "war babies" and the 
initial wave of postwar babies reaoh oollege 
age, gaining, on the average, about 4 peroent 
per year during this period. By 1966, persons 
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ot oollege age will number one-third more than 
at present (July 1955). The group will oon­
tinue to grow ata relatively rapid pace; and. 
by 1973, when this past year's births reach 
oollege age, it will be larger than at present 
by an estimated 75 peroent. Roughly speaking, 
tor every tour· persons now ot college age, 
there will be three additional persons by 1973. 

Trends in this age group sinoe 1930 and 
prospects tor tuture growth are illustrated 
graphioally in figure 1. (A semilogarithmio 
soale is used to indicate the prospeots for 
the future in terms of relative rather than 
absolute growth.) 

Figure l.--ESTIMATED AND PROJECTED NUMBER OF 
PERSONS OF COLLEGE-AGE. IN THE UNITED 
STATES: 1930 TO 1973 
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Although the long-term outlook is for 
substantial gains in the oollege-age group, 
there will be oonsiderable variation in the 
annual rates of growth. Fluotuations in the 
yearly number of births have been rather marked 
during the 1940's. The sharp rise in the num­
ber of births between 1946 and 1947, in par­
ticular, will provide an extra upswing in the 
numbers reaohing college age in 1965. The in­
crease in the college-age group between 1964 

and 1965 may be a~ost three times as large 
the average annual gain of the preoeding 
years. The projeoted annual rates of 
and the oumulative peroentage 
eaoh year from 1955 to 1973 are shown in 
:following table A. 

Table A.--PROJECTED CHANGES IN POPULATION 
Hl TO 24 YEARS OLD: 1955 TO 1973 

July 1, 
of each year 

Percent of 
Number in increase 

1955 •••••••••••• 
1956 •••••••••••• 
1957 •••••••••••• 
195$ •••••••••••• 
1959 •••••••••••• 
1960 ••••••• ~ •••• 
1961 •••••••••••• 
1962 ............ 
1963 •••••••••••• 
1964 •••••••••••• 

:1.965 •••••••••••• 
1966 •••••••••••• 
1967 •••••••••••• 
196$ •.••••••••••• 
1969 •••••••••••• 
1970 •••••••••••• 
1971 •••.••.••• .. 
1972 •••• •••• •••• 
1973 •••••••••••• 

age grotqJ 
( thousands) 

15,106 
15,130 
15,271 
15,4$1 
15,$19 
16,237 
16,9$$ 
17,573 
1$,055 
1$,522 

20,043 
21,190 
22,1$1 
22,790 
23,699 
24,694 
25,770 
25,$$0 
26,360 

0.2 
0.9 
1.4 
2.2 
2.6 
4.6 
3.4 
2.7 
2.6 

$.2 
5.7 
4.7 
2.7 
4.0 
4.2 
4.4 
0.4 
1.9 

Prospeots for growth by States.--For 
United States as a whole, the population 
groups of persons already born oan 1:>e proj 
wi th a reasonable degree of certainty. 
natio,nal projeotions of the, oollege-age 
lation to 1973 disoussed above 
relati vely small errors t inasmuoh as this 
oonsists entirely of persons born before 
1955. Projeotions of State population, 
ever, involve assumptions regarding 
interstate migration and, thus, are subject 
relatively large errors. The projeotions 
here merely attempt to indioate what 
tion would result in each State 
oontinuation of oertain past trends 
state migration. For comparison 
future population it there 
~nterstate migration 
These figures are not regarded 
possibilities. however. 

The influenoe of interstate migration 
illustrated by table B below, whioh ~how~. 
:five seleoted States. the projeoted·· . 
the nUlltber of persons of college agE(." ' 
1950 and 1973, assuming that the 19i,l.O ... 50' 
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migration patterns. respectively, were 
prevail throughout the projection period 

in 1950. Also shown are the oorres­
in this group that would be 

ected if there were no interstate (and in­
tional) migration in this age group to 

The figures are expressed as percent­
the 1950 collage-age population in 

B .... -RELATIVE SIZE OF POPULATION OF COLLEGE AGE, 
FOR SELECTED STATES: 1973 

State 

(1950 :: 100) 

Migration Migration No net like like 
1940-50 1930-50 migration 

115 123 15$ 
293 263 211 

90 106 157 
256 197 173 
104 130 17$ 

dif­
the rates of increase 
State to State, even 

there were to be no net migration in 
They would vary even more widely 

oonoerning migration are taken 

METHODS AND ASSUMPTIONS 

general method used in developing the 
tions was the "cohort-survival" method. 

procedure involves oarrying forward the 
; by age, as shown by the last popu­

on the basis of assumptions re­
future mortality, fertl4.ity, and net 

ion. For this projeot projeotions of 
ty were not required. The exaot assump­
regarding future mortality and inter­

~igration are. discussed below. 

Mbrtality.--One set of survival rates was 
to make appropriate allowances for mor­

during the projection period. The rates 
obtained from the 1953 abridged United 

life tables; state life tables for re­
periods were not available. 1 No allow­

were made for State differentials in 
Mortality rates at these ages, 

are rather low; and it is believed 

have only recently been 
by the Statistical Bureau of the Metropolitan 

J.mm.,.",.",,, Company. Tl).e data are bei~ published 
National Office of Vital Statistics, Public 

Service, U. S. Department of Health~ Education, 

that refinements in the procedure such as tak­
ing into account state differences in mortal­
ity, or allowing for further declines in 
mortality, would have had little effect on the 
final projections. 

Net interstate migration.--~hree gener­
ally uniform assumptions regarding interstate 
migration were used, yielding three alterna­
tive series of population projections. One se­
ries of projections is based on the assumption 
that the average annual net migration rates of' 
the i940-50 period for this age group. for each 
State, would prevail throughout the projeotion 
period beginning April 1950. The second series 
employs the 1930-50 migration rates. These 
periods represent relatively reoent migration 
experiences and appear to offer for most States 
possible but appreoiably different alternatives 
regarding future net migration. They are long 
enough to minimi~e the effeots of short-term 
fluctuations in migration and inolude a variety 
of eoonomic and military oonditions. Neither 
of these Periods refleots solely the migration 
patterns oharacteristio of a period of depres­
sion, war, demobilization, or reconversion. 

A third series of projections is shown 
assuming no net interstate migration through­
out the projection period. These projections 
represent simply the survivors ot cohorts of 
persons in eaoh state on April 1950 who would 
be of oollege age on eaoh projection date. For 
example, the projeotions tor luly 1958 repre­
sent survivors of the population exaotly 93/4 
to 16 3/4 years old on April 1, 1950. 

'.IIhe migration rates were developed from 
data prepared by the University of Pennsyl­
vania in oonneotion with studies on population 
redistribution. 2 Their estimates of net mi­
gration (whioh include net immigration from 
abroad), by age, color, and sex, were prepared 
for each intercensal period from 1870 to 1880 
through 1940 to 1950, using oensus data. 

2 See University of Pennsylvania, Studies of Popu­
lation Redistribution and Economic Growth, Net Inter_ 
censal Migration 1870-1950, Vol. II State tables. 
·Prepared by Everett S. Lee, Daniel 0, Price, and others. 
Unpublished report, Philadelphia, April 15, 1953 (re­
vised December 1, 1954). The report contains migration 
estimates for age groups 10 years old and over. The 
required estimates of net migration for age groups 
under 10 years were developed independently from: 
1950 Census of Population, Vol. IV, Special Reports, 
Part 4, Chapter A, state of Birth (P_E No. 4A). The 
State of birth data for the District of Columbia, Mary_ 
land, and Virginia were adjusted for the tendency to 
misreport birthplace in the case of births in Dis_ 
trict of Columbia hospitals to suburban mothers. 
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Basically, the estimates were prepe,red ' bya 
Itresidual" procedure, that is t by obtaining the 
differences between the "expected" and enumer­
ated population, by age, at each oensus date, 
for each State. The II expected" population 
represents the survivors at eaoh census of the 
number of persons 10 years young~r at the pre­
ceding census. For example, the "expected" 
population 20 to 24 years in 1950 represents 
the survivors of persons 10 to 14 years enu .. 
merated in the 1940 Oensus. The estimated net 
mi~ation ~or this age group for the 1940-50 
period is the difference between the "expected" 
and the enumerated population in this age 
group on April 1950. 3 

Sinoethe estimates of net migration for 
eaoh intercensal p~riod represent the reSidual 
differenoe between two censuses, they are af­
fected by differenoes between the oensuses 
arising beoause of different enumerating pro­
oedures or other speoial oircumstances. Only 
two types of adjustments were made in the 

'data--one for the differenoe in the prooedure 
used in enumerating college students in the 1940 
and 1950 Censuses, and the other fOr ohanges 
in the number of persons in military servioe. 

In the 1950 Census college students liv­
ing away from home were considered residents 
of the oommunities in whioh they were living 
while attending college, instead of as persons 
temporarily absent from their parental homes 
as was the praotioe in 1940. Inasmuch as these 
college-age projeotions are intended as guides 
for planning for fu.ture college enrollments, 
it appeared inadvisable to inoorporate into 
the population prOjections for this group the 
past pattern of out-of-State oollege enroll­
ment. Oonsequently, adjustment,s were made to 
the estimates of net migration so as to allo­
cate college students baok to the State of 
their parental homes. 4 Local statistioians 
oan make their own appropriate assumptionsre­
garding the future attraotion of out-of-State 
faoilities for its residents and vice versa. 

The adjustments for ohanges in the size 
of the Armed Forces were made in order to min­
imi'Ze the effeot of the relatively large mili­
tary population of reoent years, as oompared 
with 1940 and earlier years. The University 
of Pennsylvania I III estimates of net migration 
for 1940 to 1950 inoluded military migration. 

3 Volume I of the report by the UniverSity of Penn­
sylvania contains a detailed discussion of the method­
olO~ and other pertinent information. 

The exact amounts of adjustment were developed 
from ,census data and data published by the U. S. Office 
of. :Education in Residence and Migration of College 
Students: 1949-50, U. S. GOVernment . Printing Office, 
Washington, 1951. Although such adjustments are quite 
small for states, they have significant effects on 
estimates for some counties and cities. 

Thus, states with large military estab 
ments gained persons of military ages 
expense of other areas. Sinoe the 
pattern of military interstate migration 
somewhat peculiar to the period, 
rates were based on data in which 
personnel were allocated to state of pres 
residence. Furthermore. this type of 
ment has the effect of yielding projeotions 
the "de jural! population, that is, persons 
the Armed Forces are considered as part of 
population of their state of reSidence be 
errtering the Armed Forces. 

The projeotions of net migration (~'~j~l~~ 
ing net immigration from abroad) were 
by applying the mj.gration 'rates, state 
State, to the appropriate age groups in 
1950 Oensus (or to births between April 
and July 1955). The resulting figures 
then adjusted to add to an independent 
mate of net immigration from abr0ad 
United States as a Whole during each pro 
period. These latter figures were those 
corporated in the revised national project 
published in 1955 by the Bureau of the 0 
in Current Population Reports, Series 
No. 123. The projected number of persons 
to 24 years were derived by adding" 
appropriate survivors of cohorts from 
the adjusted number of net migrants. 
State figures were adjusted, in turn, to 
with the national projeotions published or 
plied in the No. 123 report. 

Definition of population.--As 
above. the pro jeotions shown here were de 
to reflect the !lde jurel! . population 
than the population as enumerated in c 
that is, persons inducted into or enlisting 
the Armed Forces from this age group 
eluded with the population of their 
state of residenoe. It is believed that.t 
is the type of population for which 
useful projections of this age group 
present purpose can be prOvided. Users 
these projections can exercise their own 
ment in determining the' effect of 
ohanges in the strength of the 
oollege enrollment potentials. 
determining the si~ifioanoe 
levels of our Armed Forces as well as to 
ning for the future, table 0 below gives 
estimated total number of persons serving 
the Armed Forces from eaoh state and the 
ber st.ationed in each State on July 1, 
The figures relate to all persons in the 
Foroes, not just to the college-age 
tion. Armed Foroes data, by State 
are not available. At the national 
about two-thirds of pll Armed Forces and 
three-fifths of those on the continent 
July 1, 1955, were in the IB-to-24-year 



Table C.--ESTIMATED STRENGTH OF .ARMED FORCES BY STATE-OF-DUTY STATION AND STATE-OF-PRESERVICE RESIDENCE: 
JULy 1, 1955 

(In thousands) 

-
sta- Pre- Sta- Pre- Sta-

Pre_ 

State tion service State tion service State tion service 

strength re8i- strength re8i- strength resi_ 
dence dence dence 

United State!.' •• 1,996 2,930 Kentucky ••••••••••• 57 60 North Dakota •••••• 1 13 

liabB.IIUl." v· • .. 0 <If ...... .., .. 27 70 Louisiana •••••••••• 25 51 Ohio •••••••••••••• 20 140 

A,riZOIUi .. ., ,,\!I '!I q II .... Ii) 1\1 1\1 25 18 .Ma.ine. \II" ip e .. "'" ...... 'iii "' .. 15 23 Oklahoma •••••••••• 31 54 

UltanBas .. 1\ " "'<II <\I 1/1 .. ott .: ~ 1$ 40 Maryland ••••••••••• 76 43 Oregon ............ 5 32 

California ••••••• ' •• 336 207 Massachusetts •••••• 44 100 Pennsylvania •••••• 27 200 

Oolorado.vlP"'."."" •• 41 28 Michigan .. 1\1 a .. ~ 0)0 G 1& ...... 14 106 Rhode Island .... " •• 31 17 

Connecticut •••••••• $ 36 Minnesota •••••••••• 5 5$ South Carolina •••• 57 49 

Delaware~. -0 .. Q" '" 40 .... III 7 5 Mississippi •••••••• 26 42 South Dakota •••••• 5 15 

Dist. of Columbia •• 22 15 Mlssourio.\II~.~ •• ~\!I~ 34 75 Tennesseee •• ol\looe .. 1$ 6$ 

Florida" "''' "'.,. .. " .......... $$ 70 
Montana •••••••••••• 5 12 Texas .................... 212 155 

Georgia" '" " 1/1 It II .. <II '* .. It • $2 SO Nebraska ......... ~ .. ~O$ 12 27 Utah •••••••••••••• 5 14 

ldaho.a •• '.e4 ..... III •• 4 14 Nevada .... 11>" Q ............. 9 4 Vermont ••••••••••• 1 9 

Illinois ••••••••••• 64 142 New Hampshire •••••• 4 14 Virginia •••••••••• 158 71 
New Jersey ••••••••• ;,9 82 Washington •••••••• ' 73 51 Indiana ••••••••••• ; 5 74 

Iowa. \10 to 1;1""" <11" ~ «I" {I ~ '" 2 50 New Mex:ico.*.011 ........ . 26 15 West Virginia ••••• 1 48 

XSnsas&4&.S.~"" ••• $ 39 42 New york ••••••••••• 
North Carolina ••••• 

Faotors unique to speoifio area.s.--Tha 
projeotions presented here are ba.sed on the 
assumptions -that past trends in the ohosen time 
periods will, State by State, oontinue U~­
changed 'chroughout the prOjection period. In 
some instanoest however, there is looal know­
ledge of impending developments that will have 
a ma.jor impact on population trends. In these 
instances, it wculd be desirable to adjust the 
pasie assumptions to take account of these 
changing oiroUlllStances" In the preparation of 
the present population projections, it was not 
feasible to make adjustments for speoial o:Lr­
oUBlstanoes in ~verl State.. It was known, of 
course, that some of the important faotors op­
erating during past periods no longer exist and 
ideally should not 00 refleoted :in the migration 
rates. However, in an effort to maintain as 
muoh uniformity as possible in d('J'll'eloping the 
baSic underlying aSs11mptions regardi.ng future 
interstate migration, exoeption,'9 to the assump .. 
tiona were limited '1;0 a very few states where 
past rlir!;es represented very extreme values" 

Becanse of tln.e extensive migration during 
the 19401t~ to 'the West Coast, the migratiion 
rates for the :Pacifio States were quite h:i.gh. 
!his high migra.tion was particularly charao­
teristic of 'the lS .. 'to-24-year age gro11P9 which 
in general is '!;he most mobile age group in 'the 
POpulation. The net in"migration ra'te for this 
age group for California was more than 50 per~ 
cent of the number in the group 10 years ear­
lier in 19400 Furthermore, since the number 
Of persons in the Na'tion who will reach col~ 
lege age throughout the projection period will 
grow progressively larger and larger, the con-

72 234 Wisconsin. ~ <II .. <I II • (.t II 4 62 
95 $7 Wyoming ••••••••••• 10 6 

tlnuation of 'the 1940~50 rate to 1973 would 
have yielded extremely large numbers of net 
in"migrants to California. In order to be 
som.ewhat on the conservative side, the rates 
for Oalifornia were reduoed progressively so 
that they would yield net migration ,to Cali~ 
fornia of a'bout the same absolute magnitude as 
during the base periods. 

Washington and Oregon also presented some 
unique problems in this respeot. The in~ 

migration rates for the 1940~50 period were 
quitehigh-~Washin~on, 29 percent; 'Oregon, 36 
percent. However, on the basiS of current es­
timates of total population for these states, 
it appeared that population growth had slowed 
consj,derablyo For example, the average annual 
rate of increase in the population of Washingm 
"ton had dropped from 3.2 for the 19400050 period 
,to an estima'ted 1.5 for the 1950-54 pertod.1> 
On the basis of th:l,s evidenoe, it was con ... 
sidered prudent to modify these rates in order 
,to align them with the more reoent rates of 
growth implied in o'ur S'tate estimates. ConSe­
qUently, 'the rates were reduced by about one­
half or rough~v paralleling the declines in 
the average annual rates. The migrat:!.on r~\tes 
for Nevada were also scaled down somewhat. 

Arwther exoeption to the uniform applioa­
t:!.on ()f the assumptions is represented by the 
projeotions for the Distriot of Columbia. The 
migration pa'l;terns for the'District of Colum .. 
bia for 'the past two decades were assooiated 

;; See C1.lrrent Populat,ion Reports, Series P-25, No. 
124. 
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with unique features whioh are unlikely to be 
repeated in the future. The past two deoades 
were oharaoterized by heavy in-migration to 
the District of Oolumbia, primarily as e. result 
of the expanded activities of the Federal Gov­
ernment. ~e in-migration rate was larger for 
the college-age group in the 1930's than in 
the 1940's (+88 peroent vs. +58 peroent). As 
the small area of the District of Columbia has 
filled uP. - the migration of Federal employees 
and their families has shifted to the Maryland 
and Virginia suburbs. Although the population 
of the metropolitan area has grown consider­
ably sinoe 1950, the Distriot of Oolumbia has 
registered only small gains. Oontinued in­
migration to the metropolitan area would not 
neoessarily result in a rapid gain for the 
Distriot itself. There did not appear to be 
any recent pattern of migration that could be 
expected to continue to 1973, and no basis ex­
isted for determining two reasonably probable 
projections for future growth. Consequently. 
only ~ series of net migration assumptions 
was prepared. This used the ourrent migration 
rate in the school ages as a guide in deVelop­
ing the rates for the college-age group for 
later years. 

The net effeot of these changes inthe 
uniform migration assumptions is indicated by 
table D, whioh presents a comparison, for the 
States concerned of 1973 projeotions based 
directly bhthe observed net migration rate 
with those based on the adjusted ra~es de­
soribed above. 

Table D.--COMPARISON OF PRO;mCTIOl'6 BASED ON OBSERVED 
AND ADJUSTED NET MIGRATION RA.TES, FOR SELECTED 
STATES: JULy 1, 1973 

(In thousands. The States for whi~h figures are pre-, 
sented here are those for which projeotions are 
based on adjusted migration rates;' see teXt) 

Migration like Migration like 
1940-50 1930-50 

State Observed Adjusted Observed Adjusted 
migra- migra- migra- migra-
tion tion tion tion 
rates rates rates rates 

California •••••• 3,634 2,779 3,303 2,706 
District of 

Columbia ••••••• 166 133 224 133 
Nevada •••••••••• 44 42 45 42 
Oregon •••••••••• 445 340 402 34$ 
Washington •••••• 59$ 495 555 503 

General.--The method of preparing 
projeotions involved the use of migration 
survival rates for varying periods 
for different groups of oohorts. 
stances, lO-year rates were used 
developed from the experience of the base 
riods as disoussed above. Consequently, 
procedures did not require oomputatio~s 
any of the intermediate years or indl 
ages. Projeotions tor dates intermediat,e 
tween the years shown may be Obtained by 
terpolation. In many instances, the 
application of linear interpolation will 
adequate results. For those states where 
projeotions indioate substantial ohanges 
period to period, a more elaborate 
allowing for annual ohanges in the 
reaohing oollege age may be preferable. 
addi tional age detail within the age 
shown, it would be desirable to interpolate 
the basis of the distribution of the 19BO 
hort for this group as shown by 1950 Census 
data. Projections for i~termediate years 
age groups based upon such interpolation 
oedures may be obtained upon request from 
Bureau of the Census. 

Related reports.--Projections of the 
population of States for 1960 and 196B 
published earlier in O_u_r_r __ en_t ____ ~~ __ ~~~ 
ports', Series P-25, No. 110. The estimate ot 
the oollege-age population shown here are gen­
erally consistent with the projeotions of 
population shown in No. 110 prepared by the 
"component" procedure. The base period,s used 
to project migration were approximately the 
same for both reports. 

These projections are oonsistent with the 
revised national projeotions, by age, published 
in Current Population Reports, Series P-2B, 
No., 123. 

Current estimat es of the population of, 
States, by broad age groups, are published 
nually in the P-25 series of reports. 
latest figures published are for 1954 and 
shown in Current Population Reports, 
P-25, No. 130. The present projeotions do not 
take into account ohanges between 1950 
1954 implied by the estimates in that rep~~t 
and, oonsequently, are not directly comparable 
with the 1954 population estimates by broad 
age groups. 
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Table 1. --PROJECTIONS OF THE POPUIATION 18 TO 24 YEARS, BY REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES: JULY 1, 1958 TO 1973, 

WITH COMPARATIVE FIGURES FOR APRIL 1, 1950 

(In, thousands. Figures re la te to the civilian population plus members of the Armed Forces who resided in the area at the 
time of their entry into service) 

Region, division, and 
State 

Jul;y 1, 
1973 

United States ••••••••• 

REGIONS: 
Northeastern •• " •....••• " 3,499 4,079 5,135 5,822 

North Central •..••• " , .•• 4,346 5,033 6,338 7,500 

South ................... 5,568 6,319 7,821 8,7B3 

West .................... 1,836 2,258 2,943 3,577 

NORTHEAST: 
'New England ••••••••••••• 1,016 1,277 1,423 845 1,00l 1,255 1,419 838 987 1,239 1,391 

Middle Atlantic ••••••••• 3,255 4,116 4,664 2,755 3,234 4,089 4,627 2,661 3,092 3,896 4,431 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
East North CentraL ••••• 3,076 3,661 5,583 3,019 3,564 4,506 5,478 2,908 3,410 4,331 5,172 

West North CentraL ••••• 1,3M 1,485 2,03B 1,365 1,488 1,7$3 2,060 1,438 1,623 2,007 2,328 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic .......... 2,420 2, 3,891 2,449 2,810 3,500 3,B90 2,442 2,791 3,458 3,924 

East South Central ...... 1,276 1,311 1,561 1,337 1,411 1,651 1,703 1,457 1,610 1,949 2,105 

West South Central •••••• 1,579 1,756 2,467 1,594 1,7B7 2,219 2,532 1,669 1,918 2,414 2,754 

593 699 1,119 589 695 880 1,094 582 680 B60 1,046 

1,547 2,106 3,614 1,52B 2,065 2,.907 3,557 1,254 1,578 2,OB3 2,531 

NEW ENilLAND: 
Maine ................... 102 133 95 104 127 136 99 110 136 145 

New Hrunpshire ........... 57 79 50 56 70 79 52 58 73 eo 

Vermont .................. 41 56 38 41 50 54 41 46 58 62 

Massachusetts" • " .......... 493 685 413 486 603 687 410 482 600 684 

Rhode Island ............ 85 118 70 84 107 119 68 80 103 115 

Connecticut ............. 183 238 352 179 230 29B 344 168 211 269 305 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New york ................ 1,333 1,596 2,333 1,339 1,605 2,069 2,364 1,235 1,452 1,862 2,141 

New Jersey ~ ••••••••••••• 434 553 856 420 528 696 798 400 491 636 721 

rennsylvania •••••••••••• 1,161 1,001 1,106 1,475 996 1,101 1,324 1,465 1,026 1,149 1,569 

EAST NORTH CEll'rRAL: 
Ohio .................... 849 806 970 1,522 781 929

1 

1,201 1,460 747 879 1,137 1,365 

Indiana ................. 422 416 498 748 408 484 609 733 392 460 576 681 

Illinois ................ 885 817 971 1,423 807 956 1,197 1,420 773 913 1,160 1,360 

Michigan •••••••••••••••• 686 699 847 1,343 682 815 1,027 1,302 643 759 957 1,181 

Wisconsin ............... 354 338 375 547 341 380 472 563 353 399 501 585 

\lEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
'Minnesota ............... 308 297 336 475 302 349 429 515 306 358 447 521 

Iowa •••••••••••••••••••• 273 i57 276 364 259 2eo 331 375 272 ' 305 372 423 

Missouri •••••••••.•••••• 407 381 419 561 381 423 506 580 386 433 521 608 

North Dakota ............ 72 63 62 75 63 62 68 74 75 83 101 115 

South Dakota ............ 73 66 67 80 95 64 64 75 84 73 81 103 119 

Nebraska ................ 144 124 126 153 173 122 122 147 166 136 147 189 219 

, ·Kansas •••••••••••••••••• 200 leo 199 245 295 174 188 227 266 190 216 274 323 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaw8.l'e •••••••••••••••• 33 34 42 53 67 33 41 53 67 30 36 45 57 

Maryland ................ 244 252 328 441 513 24B 319 422 488 221 274 350 408 

District of Columbia 1 ... 87 79 106 133 64 79 106 133 55 66 97 137 

Virginia ................ 373 442 554 628 369 434 543 607 366 425 525 597 

West Virginia ........... 241 232 232 261 265 242 247 283 278 261 279 333 344 

North Carolina •••••••••• 488 519 608 653 502 541 642 677 525 579 701 764 

South Carolina •.•••••••• 250 260 280 328 350 2M 295 351 365 291 331 404 447 

Georgia ................. 394 392 420 506 548 401 437 534 563 426 480 603 674 

Florida ................. 287 324 424 586 734 322 417 566 712 267 321 400 496 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ................ 321 308 306 340 351 329 341 390 398 367 404 485 520 

f:ennessee ••.••••••••••.• 384 382 421 503 531 385 427 515 538 392 438 529 569 

Alabwna .................. 361 350 358 410 418 364 379 441 445 402 443 538 572 

Mississippi ............. 250 236 226 251 261 259 264 305 322 296 325 397 444 

WEST, SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas ................ 210 195 187 203 189 211 213 239 221 247 329 329 

Louisiana ............... 306 312 357 440 504 316 366 458 527 320 469 550 

9klahoma ................ 246 214 202 212 207 223 21B 235 221 260 338 350 

Texas ••••••••••••••••••• 870 858 1,010 1,312 i,56? 844 990 1,287' 1,563 842 986 1,278 1,525 

MOUNTAIN: 
Monta:na ••••••••••••••••• 62 61 69 83 102 61 69 84 102 63 74 93 109 

Idaho ................... 63 67 75 88 103 69 80 98 114 72 83 101 112 

Wyoming ................. 30 30 35 45 54 32 38 47 56 31 37 47 55 

Colorado •• " ••••••••••••• 138 139 160 205 258 137 159 205 251 136 157 204 249 

"New Mexico •••••••••••••• 87 101 131 167 89 106 140 171 89 104 136 167 

Arizona ••.•. 0 ••• " ••••••• 80 104 132 178 236 100 122 155 211 91 107 130 170 

utah •.•••••••• · .......... 81 87 103 130 157 83 97 120 147 85 100 126 154 

Nevada1 ••• " ••• o ••••••••• 15 IB 24 32 42 18 24 31 42 15 18 23 30 

220 242 317 438 495 241 315 431 503 218 271 353 402 

149 168 215 290 340 167 213 287 348 147 176 220 255 

996 1,137 1,574 2,249 2,779 1,120 1,537 2,189 2,706 889 1,510 1;874 

for these areas do not foll~ the uniform assumption used for the other States. See p. in text for detailed 



- B -

Table 2.--RELATIVE SIZE OF THE POPULATION OF COLLEGE AGE, BY REGIONS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES: 1958 TO 1973 

(1950 = 100) 

Migration like 1940-50 Migration like 1930-50 No net migration 

Region, division, 
and State 

1958 1963 1968 1973 1958 1963 1968 1973 1958 1963 1968 

. United States ......... 96 1!:~ I--~-1---
164 96 112 142 164 95 110 138 

REGIONS: 
Northeastern5 ........ .. e 87 103 130 147 87 102 129 146 B4 98 124 

North CentraL •••••••••• 9.5 110 137 163 94 108 134 161 93 lOS 136 

South ................... 99 109 133 148 100 112 138 152 104 lIB 146 

west .................... 112 11,7 202 247 III 144 198 243 96 1Ul 154 

NORTHEAST, 
New England ••••••••••••• 89 106 133 148 8ll 104 131 148 87 103 129 

Middle Atlantic ••••••••• B7 102 129 147 87 .. 102 128 145 B4 97 122 

NORTH CENTl1AL: 
East North CentraL .•••• 96 114 145 174 94 111 1.41 171 91 107 135 

west North CentraL ••••• 93 100 120 138 92 101 121 139 97 110 136 

SOUTH: 
south Atlantic .......... 101 115 143 162 102 117 146 162 102 116 144 

East South Central ...... 97 99 114 118 101 107 125 129 111 122 l4B 

west South Central ••••.• 97 107 133 151 ,97 109 136 155 102 117 148 

WEST: 
Mountain ................ 109 128 163 204 108 127 161 200 106 124 157 

Pacific ................. 113 154 218 265 1.12 ].51 213 260 92 115 153 

NEW ENGLAND, 
, 

Maine ................... 95 103 125 134 96 105 J.28 137 100 111 137 

New Hampshire ........... 95 106 132 148 94 105 132 147 97 110 137 

Vermont ................... 95 103 125 1.41 96 104 126 138 103 117 146 

Massachusetts .......... 0.0 .... 86 102 127 J.41 as 100 125 142 a5 100 124 

Rhode Island ............ 87 104 133 146 B7 103 132 146 83 98 127 

Connecticut ............. 90 117 l54 174 88 113 147 170 83 104 132 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New york ..•.•. of e ••••••• 87 104 134 152 B7 105 135 l54 81 95 122 

NeW' Jersey .. ~ ....................... 89 113 152 175 86 108 142 163 82 101 130 

Pennsylvania ............ 86 95 114 127 86 95 11.4 126 !IS 99 120 

EAST NORTH CENTHAL: 
Ohio ...................... ~ ..... .,' 95 114 1.49 179 92 109 1.41 172 88 103 134 

Indiana ................. 98 118 148 177 96 115 144 173 93 109 136 

Illinois ......... ; ...... 92 110 137 161 91 108 135 160 Il7 203 131 

Michigan ................ 102 123 157 195 99 119 149 190 91, 110 139 

Wisconsin ............... 95 106 131 154 96 107 133 159 100 113 142 

WEST NooTH CENTHAL: 
Minnesota~. o ... ~ ... ~ ~. ~~' ~ 0 96 109 131 154 98 113 139 167 99 116 ]45 

rowa~ ........................ ~ ••• 94. 101 118 133 95 103 121 138: 100 112 136 

Missouri ................ 94 103 121 138 94 104 W. 142 95 106 . 128 

North Dakota ............ 88 a6 94 104 88 86 94 102 104 116 140 

South Dakota ............ 91 93 110 130 88 88 103 116 101 112 143 

Nebraska ................ Il7 88 106 121 85 85 102 115 94 1O.3 132 

Kansas •••••• ~ ............ 90 99 122 l4B 87 94 11.4 133 95 108 137 

SOUTH ATLANT~C: 
Delaware ........................... 101 125 159 200 100 124 159 201 90 107 135 

Maryland ................ 103 135 181 210 102 131 173 200 91 112 143 

District of Columbia •••• 73 91 121 153 73 91 121 153 63 75 112 
Virginia ................ 100 U8 148 1611 99 116 1.45 163 98 11.4 140 

West Virginia ........... 96 96 108 110 100 103 118 116 108 116 138 

North Carolina .......... 99 106 124 133 102 110 131 138 107 118 1.43 

South Carolina •••••••••• 104 112 131 140 107 118 141 146 116 133 162 

Georgia ................. 99 107 128 139 102 111 135 143 108 122 153 

Florida .................. 113 lIt8 204 256 112 lIt5 197 248 93 112 139 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ................ 96 95 106 109 102 106 122 124 114 126 151 

Tennessee ................ 99 109 131 138. 100 111 134 140 102 11.4 l31l 

Alabama ................. 97 99 113' 115 100 105 122 123 111 122 1.49 

Mississippi ............. 95 90 100 104 104 106 l22 129 llB 130 159 

WEST SOUTH OElITRAr.: 
Arkansas ................. 93 89 97 90 101 102 11.4 106 llll 131 l57 

Louisiana •••••••••••• ~ •• 102 116 143 164 103 119 1.49 171 104 121 1.53 

Oklahoma ................ Il7 82 86 B4 90 89 95 90 106 116 137 

Texas .............. ' ................ 99 116 151 180 97 114 1.48 180 97 ~ 147 

MOONTAIN: 
Montan.a .............................. 99 111 134 165 99 112 137 165 103 120 151 

Idaho ................... 105 n8 140 162 109 126 155 180 113 131 159 

Wyoming ................. 101 118 150 181 105 125 159 188 103 124 159 

Colorado .................... 100 116 148 186 99 115 148 181 98 113 147 

New Mexico ................ 112 129 167 214 114 135 179 219 114 133 174 

Arizona ..................... 130 165 221 293 124 152 193 263 113 133 162 

utah .................... lOB 128 i61 195 103 120 1.49 182 106 .124 156 

Nevada~ .................... 125 166 219 285 125 164 213 2811 101 125 155 

PACIFIC: 
Washington •••••••••••••• 110 144 199 225 110 143 196 229 99 123 160 

Oregon ......... ~ ............ 113 145 195 229 112 144 194 234 99 119 148 

Oalifornia .............. 11.4 158 226 279 112 154 220 271 B9 113 152 

1973 

~ 

140 
160 
164 
187 

145 
139 

162 
158 

163 
160 
169 

191 
185 

146 
149 
15g 
141 
141 
150 

lAO 
148 
13' 

iL61 
11\1 
154 
In 
lIS' 

169 
155 
141' 
159 
16' 
153 
162 

1'Tl, 
167 
157 
160 
lIt3 
155 
179 
171 
173 

162 
lAS 
158 
178 

l57 
179 
142 
17'} 

177 
177. 
l1l3 
l80 
213 
2U 
191 
208 

183 
172 
l8a 


