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STRATIVE PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATION OF STATES 
TO 1985 (REVISED) 

dvance report) 

This report presents illustrative series 
projections of the population of States, 

1970 to 1985, taking into account data 
interstate migration from the 1960 Census, 
well as the estimated changes in state popu­

that have occurred since 1960. They 
revisions of previously published 

ections of State population for these dates 
in the Series P-25, No. 326 report (pub­

February 7, 1966). The revisions were 
to take account of recently completed re­
national population projections published 

report No. 359, and current estimates of 
population for July 1, 1965, (and the im­
estimates of net migration for each State 

the period Aprii 1960-July 1965) published 
report No. 348. The methodology and under­

assumptions are the same as in the earlier 
, however. The, figures given here are 

a forthcoming report in the P-25 Series of 
la tion Re orts, which will present 
of the population by regions; di­

ons, and states, by age, sex, and color, to 
They will supersede those published last 

in the aforementioned No. 326 report., 

based on a number of 
alternative assumptions concerning 

redistribution of population through inter­
migration, as ,'fell as on alternative as~" 
ons of future ferti li ty of women in each 

the States. (Only one assumption concerning 

future mortality is used.) They are not in­
tended as predictions but rather as indications 
of the population distributions that would 
develop on the basis of these assumptions. 
One of these assumptions is the continuation 
throughout the period of the interstate migra­
tion pattern of the recent past. 

The projections are based on the assump­
tion that there will be no major war, severe 
economic depression, 'or other catastrophe. The 
projections are generally designed to be con­
sistent with assumption of continued high eco­
nomic activity nationally and, for at least one 
of the series, of the preservation of recent 
differentials in economic activity among the 
States. The projections incorporating "migra­
tion Series I" assume the continuation of past 
trends and patterns of population redistribution 
through interstate migration. 

Although the specific relationship between 
the size of migration streams and economic con­
ditions is not known, it is generally believed 
tha t intersta te migration movements are signifi­
cantly affected by differential economic oppor­
tunities, and that any drastic changes in the 
economic advantages of one State over another 
will have substantial impact on the future size 
of migration streams and even on the direction 
of net migration for the affected States. Fur­
thermore, no attempt is made to assess the 
possible regional impact of substantial change 
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in the level or pattern of defense spending 
or of such specialized regional programs as 
Appalachia, or any similar regional development 
plans still forthcoming. 

Basically, 
timates of the 
July 1, 196'5, 
this series. 

the projections start with es­
total population of states for 

published in report No. 348 of 
The 196'5 estimates are carried 

forward on the basis of separate projections of 
each of the components of population change to 
each projection date. Since the 196'5 State 
figures were not available by 
color groups, operationally, 
start with the AprH 1, 1960, 

detailed age-sex­
the computations 
Census data, by 

State, by age, sex, and color, and are carried 
forward on the basis of separate projections of 
each of the components of change, also by age, 
sex, and color. However, they have been forced 
into agreement with estj.mates of the population 
of States, by broad age groups, for July 1, 
196'5, given in reports Nos. 348 and 354. The 
procedure used assures consistency between the 
projections and the most recent current esti­
mates of population. 

The methodology and underlying assumptions 
used to develop these State projections are the 
same as those used in developing the earlier 
State projections published in the No. 326 re­
port. Projections of fertility and mortality 
were developed consistent with the latest na­
tional projections of these components given in' 
report No. 3'59. Specifically, the estimated 
number of births for each State, for each 5-year 
period, was derived by the use of general fer­
tility rates (the number of births per 1,000 
women of childbearing age). The general fer­
tility rates for the States were projected on 
the assumptions that the 1960 national-State 
differentials will be reduced gradually and 
that the ratios of State rates to national 
rates will all reach unity in '50 years. The 
projected general fertility rates were applied 
to the projected numbers of females aged 1'5 to 
4-4 years, to derive the future number of births 
for each State, for each '5-year period. The 
numbers of births so computed were then summed 
for all States and adjusted to add to the num­
ber of births projected nationally. 

For present purposes, two of the four 
national fertility assumptions were used--B 
and D--to provide alternative projections of 
the number of births in each State. Generally, 
both of these national fertility levels assume 
a decline from present levels; but, whereas the 
decline in fertility indicated in Series B is 
only very ~oderate, Series D implies a substan­
tial drop in fertility in the coming years. 

Unlform mortality rates (by age, sex, and 
color) from the national life tables were Used 
to derive the number of deaths for each 5-year 
period up to 198'5. Initial death rates were ob_ 
tained f\rom United States Abridged Life Tables, 
Rates for the projection period were derived by 
linear interpolati.on between the ini_tial rates 
0962 Abridged Li.fe Tables) and rates for the 
year 2000 derived for the national projeGtions 
report. 'rl1e numbers of deaths projected on 
the basi.s of these rates were adjusted to add 
to national totals. Thus, the mortality pro_ 
jections used here imply trends in mortality 
similar to the trend used in the national pro_ 
jections. In general, the figures imply only 
slight declines in the age-specific death rates 
in the years ahead. 

Alternative interstate migration assump_ 
tions were used in Gon,junction with the above_ 
mentioned fertility and mortality assumptions. 
Two of the interstate migration assumptions, 
used in Series I and II, are based on past 
migra tion patterns. A third migration assump­
tion, used in Series III, vIas that of "no net 
migra tion" for each State. This series is de­
signed primarily to serve as a guide for meas­
uring the impact on the population proj ections 
of alternative assumptions of future interstate 
migration. 

Future interstate migration was developed 
in terms of out-migration and in-migration sep­
arately, State by State, using the pattern of 
gross interstate movements pf the 19'5'5-60 pe­
riod. The basic information on these movements 
was obtained in the 1960 Census from a question 
on residence in 19'5'5. Briefly, under Series I, 
net migration is derived from an assumption 
that the gross interstate migration patterns of 
the 195'5-60 period will continue throughout the 
projection period. The gross out-migration 
ra tes are used to deri v'e the total number of 
out-migrants from each State, for each '5-year 
period, throughout the pro,iection period. The 
total interstate migrants so computed are dis­
tributed to States of destination on the basis 
of the percentage distribution of in-migrants 
in the 1955-60 period. The difference between 
a State I s contribution to the gross number of 
out-migrants and the number it receives as in­
migrants repr'esents net ihterstate migration 
for the State. The computations were carried 
through separately by age, sex, and color to 
reflect the changing age -sex-color composition 
of' the State I s population. 

The Series II migration assumption alloWS 
for the convergence of the gross migration rates 
during the projection period. In effect, under 
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f Series II, it is assumed that state migration 

differentials will gradually be reduced, and 
i that at some time in the future (approximately 
I 50 years hence), the number of persons migrating i from a State will be offset by an equal number 

of persons moving into the State from other 
States, thus providing ultimately zero net 
interstate migration for each State. 

In the special Series III, it is assumed 
that regardless of gross population movement, 
net interstate migration for each period after 
1965 will balance out to zero. 

In all series, immigration from abroad is 
allocated to States separately, using as an 
overall control the level established in the na­
tional population projections--that is, 400,000 
net per year. The distribution to States is 
made on the basis of the 1960 State of resi­
dence of the foreign-born population reported 
in the 1960 Census as living abroad in 1955. 

The methods and assumptions 
were applied uniformly to all 
though it is recognized that 
equally applicable to all States. 

just described 
Sta tes, even 

they are not 
One area in 

particular where questions 
cerning the reasonableness 
is the District of Columbia. 

may be raised con­
of the assumptions 

The District of Columbia is a small area 
and exclusively urban. The population composi­
tion, the city's position as the core of a 
large metropolitan area, and past suburbaniza­
tion which has involved substantial interstate 
movement all contribute to unusual gross inter­
state migration patterns. Furthermore, it is 
quite possible, because of present and planned 
land use, that the present population is not 
very far below the practical maximum. Conse­
quently, migration assumptions I and' II may be 
least appropriate for this area. 

In recognition of these special circum­
stances, additional projections were derived 
for the District of Columbia which provide sub­
stantially lower figures for 1985 than those 
derived by the uniform assumptions and shown in 
the detailed tables. The alternative projec­
tions for 1985 are 865,000 and 960,000. These 
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alternati.ve projections are based on somewhat 
different combinations of projections by color, 
also derived by uniform assumptions of future 
net interstate migration than that used in the 
main series. The projection of 865,000 assumes 
no further net out-migration of white persons 
and the convergence of the 1955-60 gross migra-, 
tion rates for nonwhite persons toward those 
for'whites for that period. This series, then, 
in effect, allows for considerable net out­
migration of the nonwhites from the District of 
Columbia. The projection of 960,000 by 1985, 
on the other hand, assumes the continuation of 
the net out-migration of whites from the Dis­
trict, but at rates reduced somewhat from those 
of the recent past period, and for a somewhat 
slower convergence of the gross migration rates 
of nonwhites to those for the whites than that 
assumed for the prOjection of 865,000. 

In contrast to these projections for the 
District of Columbia, recent local reports for 
the District suggest a population maximum of 
810,000,1 a figure which is used by various 
local planning groups. 

The prOjections 
District of Columbia 

for all States and the 
relate to the total resi-

dent population--that is, the civilian resident 
population plus members of the Armed Forces 
stationed in each area. They have been de­
signed to be consistent with estimates of the 
population of the States, 1960 to 1965, pub­
lished in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, No. 348. 

ROUNDING OF ESTIMATES 

Estimates and prOjections presented in the 
tables of this report have been rounded to·the 
nearest thousand without being adjusted to 
group totals, which are independently rounded. 
Percentages are based on unrounded numbers. 

1 The 1980 Population of Metropolitan Washington, 
and Metropolitan Washington, Population Trends in the 
~, prepared by Raymond F. Olapp, for the National 
Oapital Planning Commission, National Oapital Regional 
Plan.~ing Oouncil, and the Government of the District of 
Oolumbia, October 1964 and March 1962, respectively. 



Table 1. •• ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATION OF STATES: 1960 TO 1985 

(1,Yl thousill1d:3. As ai' July 1.; (:xc;cpt UD noted. Roman numeral.'] I and II 
national projections series. 

division) 1, EGt1.mut(,~8 J 

,stute 196:) 
Series 

( census) 
1970 1975 

Unitp.cl S tate.s ..•....... 206,3t',;5 ~22, 80'5 

REGIONS: 
No:t'thl.~at:t ••.•.•.••••••.•• 
North Cr-:)utraJ. •..•... , .. " 
{30uth ... , . ............... 
IdeE:t ..•.....••...•••••••• 

NOlTrHEAS'r: 

ilOllTIl CENTnAL: 
Ea.st Nort.h Central. ...... 
W,est North Cen'b:rul ••. , .•. 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic ........... 
East South Central. ...... 
West t.>out.h Ccntro.l ....... 

\!lEST: 
Mountain ......... 
Pacif:lc .•..•............. 

NEW ENGLAND: 
Maine ..•••.•.••••••...•.• 
New Hampshirt~ ...••....... 
V(~rmont .................. 
Massachusetts ............ 
Rhea. Island •..•••••••.•. 
Connecticut ..... .......... 

MIDDLE ATLANTIC: 
New Yort •.•.••........... 
Ne\1 J er.sey ..•••••••••.... 
Permsyl vania •••..•••.•... 

EAST NORTH CENTnAL: 
Ohio .......•....•••....•. 
Indiana •.............•... 
Illinois ................. 
Michigan .. '" ...•...•..•. 
Wisconsin ............••.. 

vlEST NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota ............•... 
Iowa ..................... 
Missou.ri .....•..•••...•• " 
North Dakota ••••...••••.. 
South Dakota ••••••••...•• 
Nebraska .•.••••••••....•. 
Kansas ........•..••....•• 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware ..•.......•..... ~ M,6 617 

Marylarld •....••••.••.•••• 3,101 4,359 

District of Columbia1 ...• 7EA 935 

., .............. 3,967 5,243 

Virginia ...•..•..•.. 1,860 1,755 

North Carolina ....•...... 4,556 5,596 

South Carolina .•......... 2,383 2,865 

........... , ..... 3,943 

I 
5,142 

................. 4,952 7,721 

EAST SOU'lH CENTnAL: 
Kentuck;;r •.•••.•••.••••..• 
Tennessee ................ 
Alabama ••..•..•••••••.••. 
Mississippi. ..••..•.••..• 

1dEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansas .. , ........•..•.• 
Louiaiana .......•...•.... 
Oklahoma •.••.•••••••••.•. 
Texas, ••........•..•••••• 

I 
MOUNTAIN: 

Ivlontona •..••••••..•..•... 
Idaho .•.•............•.•• 

................. 
................ 

New .............. 
Ariz,ono. ...........•....•. 
Utah •..•••••.•••••••••••• 
Nevadu •••.••••.••••.••••• 

PACIF'IC: 
Washington ....•.......... 

.............. 
Alaska ...•.............•. 
HO'vlaii ..•........•.•.•.• . 633 ! 710 763 812 

~cxt) page J, fo:r J:lpee.LrJ.J. pro,iectiofw. 

I-D 

19IJO 

In? 
821 
386 

2,58$ 
l,.3IYi-
2}/~69 

1,31"6 
700 

360 
862 912 ?6;j 

l{)tter~~ B and D represent 

Series II-B 

19'/5 1980 1985 

2L"2,31.1 263,627 -----

513 

23,586 
9,697 

13,575 

!.,20.1 
2,975 
5,199 

725 
750 

1,634 
2,552 

681 754 

897 
901 

fl21 884 952 



Table l, •• ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATION OF STATES: 1960 TO 1985··Continued 

(In thousondB. A(:,l of July 1, except as noted. Roman numerfilG I and II indicate interstate 
n,~tiona.l .pro,jections serieG. See text for 8XT),wnU1:'lOnS J 

United 

REGIONS; 

diVision, 
StatR 

Northeast •..•......•..•.. 
North Cem-tral ..•.... , .•.• 
South ...•.•....•.••••...• 
Went .•••.•••••••••.•••••• 

NOR'l'HEAST: 
New England ••.•.• , ..•...• 
Middle Atltmtic ......... . 

NORTH OENTRI\1: 
East North Central •...•.. 
We st North Central ..•.... 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic .......... . 
East South Central •.•.... 
West South CentraL •..... 

WEST: 
Mountain ... '" .......... . 
Pacific ................ " . 

WEW ENGLAND: 
Haizle- ••••.••••.••••••..•• 
New Hampshire ..........•. 
Vermont ...... : ...... .... . 
Massachusetts •.•.....•... 
Rhodf' Island ••••..••••••. 
Connecticut ••.••..•....•. 

MIDDIll ATLANTIC: 
New york ........ .' ....... . 
New Jersey ..••..•........ 
Pep.,nsylvania .••..••..••• , 

EAST NORI'H CENTRAL: 
Ohio .••..•••..••.•••••••• 
Indiana ............•..... 
Illinois ................ . 
Michigan .•........•...... 
Wisconsin •........•...... 

WEST NORTH CENTRI\1: 
Minnesota .•.••........ " . 
Iowa •...•....•.......•.•• 
Missouri .•...•.••.......• 
North Dakota ............ . 
South Dakota ••......•.... 
Nebraska .....•.. , ....... . 
Kansas •.••.••••••..•.•.•• 

SOUTH ATLANTIC: 
Delaware ...•......... '" . 
Maryland .•........•..•••• 
District of Columbia 1 •••• 

Virginia, .......... . 
North Carolina .......•... 
South Carolina ....••..... 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky .............•.•. 
Tennessee ............ ' ... . 
Alabama ..••••..•••.•..... 
Mississippi •...........•• 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
ArkansHs .••..••••..•••.•. 
Louisiana .......•.••..... 
Okl!lhoma .•.••.•••.•..•. 
Texrols ••.•••••••••• , •••••• 

MOUNTAIN: 
Mont.ano.. , , . , , ........... . 
Idaho ... , ............... . 

................ 
Nmf tljcx.ir~o,....... • ..•• , 
Al'izonu ..... , ..... , ... '" 
Utah ••....... , .......... . 
Nevada •••...••••••••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
\<1 <1utd.ng"ton •••.••••••••••• 

986 
723 
ta3 

5,485 
910 

3,055 

18,954 
7,330 

11,637 

10,598 
5,036 

10,987 
8,603 
4,246 

projectiorU3. 

Ser:i.e.''> I-D 

5,637 
926 

3,276 

19,740 
7,864 

1l.,731 

3,753 
2,706 
4,692 

650 
674 

1,480 
2,309 

20,564-
$ ,11'38 

11,945 

11,621 
5,457 

LL,953 
9,277 
4,58S 

3,931 
2,741, 
4,846 

657 
681 

1.,502 
2,355 

642 

':'29 
799 

1,052 991 
870 721 
465 t~J.LI· 

6,157 5,496 
968 912 

3,768 3,046 

21,415 18,960 
9,052 7,308 

12,290 11,668 

12,363 10,610 
5,766 5,043 

12,666 11,004 
9,727 8,620 
4,862 A., 254 

3,649 
2,7.30 
4,589 

654 
622 

1,473 
2,284 

assumptions, lotto!','j B and D represent 

Series II-I) 

5,665 5,907 
93l 957 

3,254 3,476 

19,776 20,680 
7,805 8,331 

11,813 12,087 

11,058 
5,230 

11,1t.35 
8,956 
4,403 

3,774, 
2,736 
4,706 

661 
685 

1,493 
2,327 

5 

470 

3,713 

21,690 
8,893 

12,489 

12,370 
5,793 

12,733 
9,897 
4,892 

685 

85H 
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Table 2.··PROJECTIOflS OF THE POPULATION OF STATES ASSUMING NO NET MIGRATION (SERIES III): 1970 TO 1985 

(In thousnndo. Pro,jeotionEJ assume no net migrntion after 1965 and are consiGtent with Series B national proJections; net. immigration· from 
abroM continueG at 400,000 ]Jer ye8.l" throughout the pro,jection period) 

Region, division, and 
State 

REGIONS; 
Northenot •..•.......••... 
North CentraL .•......... 
tlouth •••... , ..•••..•.•••• 
West ••••••••••••••••••••• 

NORTHEAST: 

NOH'rH CENTRAL: 
Ear..: t North Central •.••... 
W('lst North Centrnl. •••... 

SOUT!!: 
South Atlantic .......... . 
East South Cr-mtra.l. .•••... 
West South OentraL .•.... 

WEST: 
Mountain •...........•.•.. 
PB.(lii'ic ••.....••••..•.••• 

NE:W ENGLAND: 
Maine •••••••••••••.•.•••. 
Net., Hampshire ..•..••...•. 
Vermont ••.•....••........ 
Massachusetts ...•..•••... 
Rhod'e Island ••.•.•..•.... 
Connecticut ..••.••.•....• 

MlJJDLE ATLANTIC: 
New york .•..•......••..•. 
New Jersey •••..•••.•.•... 
Pennsylvania ....•••...... 

EAST NORTH CENTHAL: 
Ohio .................... . 
Indiana ••...•..•.......•. 
Illinois ...••••••.•••.••• 
Michigan ................ . 
Wisconsin ••.•..•••..••... 

WEST NORTH GENTHAL: 
Minnesota ••••. " •......•. 
Iowa ..•••..••••.•.••... ,. 
Missouri ................. . 

19,206 
7,187 

12,067 

10,842 
5,172 

11,278 
8,884 
4,378 

3,769 
2,S'70 
4,689 

1975 

1,122 
'161 
2.62 

6,04,5 
995 

3,229 

20,624 
7,702 

12,738 

11,654 
5,5% 

12,125 
9,636 
4,713 

4,067 
3,046 
4,975 

1980 

1,218 
821 
502 

6,520 
1,065 
3,494 

22,287 
8,304 

13,55J. 

12,62.'2 
6,012 

13,J.41 
10,525 
5,124 

4,435 
3,271. 
5,328 

1985 

24,115 
8,960 

14,445 

13,673 
6,511 

14,260 
11/~91 
5,577 

4,841 
3,522 
5, '122 

Region, division, and 
State 

WEST NORTH CEN'rRAL--Gon. 
Dakota .....•....•• 
Dakota ........•••. 

NebraGka. ••••••...••.•••• 
I(1;U1SUU •••••••••••••••••• 

SOUTH ATLlit.rTIC: 
Delaware .•••...........• 

oi.' Columbia ..•. 

Virg:Ln:i a ~ •••••••..• 
North Caro line ••....•... 
South earo lina •...•••..• 

EAS'l' SOUTH CENTFt.AL! 
Kentucky ....••..•....••. 
Tennessee ..•••....•••••. 
AlabClma... . •••.•••.•.•• 

viES? saUT'H CENTRAL: 
A.:r.kansas ••••••..•••••.•• 
Louisiana •••.•..•••••..• 
Olclahoma ..•••••.•.••.•.• 
Texas •••••.••.•••••.•••• 

Montana ..•••..•••.••.... 
Idaho .. " .............. . 
Wyo!ll.i.ng •.••••..••••••••• 
Oolorado ••.•.•••..••.•.. 
New I'1=xico •••••••••••••• 
Arizona ••••••••••.•••.•• 
Utah .. " ............... . 
Nevada •••••••••••••••••• 

PACIFIC: 
Washir..gton •••••••••••••• 
Oregon ••..••••..•••••.•• 
California ..... '" ••••••• 
Alaska .•••.• , •••••••...• 
Hawaii ••.•.•.•.••.•. ; •.• 

1970 

696 
'127 

750 
738 
350 

2,090 
1 126 
1; 737 
1,093 

1~76 

3,161 
2,031 

19,954 
304 
785 

1975 

2,206 
4,230 
2,'132 

12,517 

816 
800 
378 

2,269 
1,265 
1,937 
1,221 

525 

3,410 
2,163 

21,864 
:%7 
873 

1980 

831 
858 

895 
875 
~ll 

2,479 
1,429 
2,172 
1,372 

579 

3,709 
2,322 

24,070 
396 
975 

1985 

2,616 
5,172 
3,154 

If),110 

982 
956 
41.7 

2,704 
1,608 
2,428 
1,534 

635 

4,038 
2,494 

26,456 
449 

1,088 
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Table 3. •. PROJECTED CHANGE AND COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, FOR STATES: SELECTED PERIODS, 1965 TO 1985 

(Numbers in thousands) 

Series I-B 

1975 1975 to 1985 

Region, division, 
and State 

Net change chllllge Net ohange Components of change Net ohange Components of change 

Net 
Death.s mi-

________________ 1 ~~er.+_--+_ __ 

Net 
mi­

gration 
Number Deaths mi- Number ~:~~ Births 

gru"tion gration 
--~----+--4----+----I 

United State s .•.•. , ~, 816
4 
__ t--'-_-+_-'-__ +_-'-_1J.-'-:'_-+ __ +--':'_'-! 

ENGLAND: 
Maine ..........•... ,. 
New Hampshire ••.•...• 
Vernlont ..•..•••.•.... 
Massachusetts •.....•• 
Rhode Island •.•..•... 
Connecticu t •••..••..• 

EAST NORTH OENTHilL: 
Ohio .•••••••••••••••• 
Indiana ..•...•••••.•• 
Illinois. ,', ......... . 
Michigan .....•••...•. 
Wiscons:U1 .••.••••••.• 

NOHTH CENTRiIL: 
Minnesota •••••••••••• 
Iowa •.•....•..••..... 
mssouri ............ . 
North Dakota .....•.•. 
South Dakota .•....... 
Nebraska •••••••••••.. 
Kansas ..••••.•.•....• 

soum ATLANTIO: 
Delaware •.........••. i 
Maryland .........•.. '1' 
District of' Columbia. 
Virginia. •..•..•••..•. 

" It!est Virginia ....•..• t 
, North Carolina .•..... 

South Carolina .•...•• 
Georgia ............. . 
Florida ...•••......•. 

EAST SOUTH CENTRiIL: 
Kentucky ...•...•..•• '1 

' Tenn.e ssee ..•.•.•..... 
'Alabama •.•...•.•...•. 
Mississippi.. ••.....•. 

\lEST SOUTH OENTRAL: ", 
"Arkansao •....•....•.. 

Louisiana ........... . 
Oklahoma ......•.•..... 
Texa,':J •••••••••••••••• 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana .•..•.•.•....• 
Idaho •......••...•... 

163 
277 
102 

1,338 
162 

1,278 

5,185 28.6 
3,096 45.7 
1,772 15.3 

3,286 32.J. 
1,415 28.9 
3,236 30.4 
2,350 28.3 
1,189 28.7 

1,498 

8,850 
3,577 
5,014 

5,342 
2,513 
5,474 
4,436 
2,156 

1,891 
1,231 
2,20'1 

327 
343 
712 

1,099 

220 
155 

90 
1,221 

197 
632 

~,,169 

1,544 
2,590 

2,158 
1,031 
2,352 
1,686 

926 

788 
643 

1,071 
130 
150 
334 
510 

J.04 
723 
196 
870 
379 
968 
476 
871 

1,778 

665 
818 
731 
4.92 

460 
723 
566 

2,J.72 

-86 
+70 
-11 

+4 

+503 
+1,063 

-652 

+102 
-67 

+114 
-400 
-42 

-85 
-268 
-113 
-114 
-112 
-159 
-199 

+58 
+438 

+5J. 
+68 

-350 
-287 
-289 
-157 

+2,945 

-J77 
-'113 
-140 
-306 

-99 
-57 

-118 
-28 

375 144 -55 
359 142 -13 [ 
164 65 +1 

1,145 401 +162 I 

~~2'~~~~~~::::::::::: 1 1'3761 °6317~8 ~~ ++:~+64~09711 
Utah .•.....••••.... " . 
Nevada ...•••..••...•• I I 

,PACIFIO' 
WaShL~ton •...... > • • • 656 + 106 

45 4.6 
126 18.7 

37 9.0 
479 8.9 

68 7.6 
567 20.0 

2,3/,$ 13.0 
1,375 20.3 
.552 4.8 

1,216 11. 9 
522 10.7 

l'~~i ii:~ 
417 10.1 

343 
48 

378 
25 
16 
79 

149 

114 
824 
135 
82/;­
-61 
663 
315 
752 

1,918 

226 
495 
LI-36 
254 

9,6 

2.3 
5.4 
6.6 

22.7 
23.3 
16.9 
18.6 
-3.4 
13.4 
12.3 
17.1 
33.0 

7.1 
12.9 
12,5 
10.9 

2,082 
6,037 

212 
156 

91 
1,113 

184 
629 

3,820 
1,499 
2,24.5 

2,314 
1,104 
2,358 " 
1,955 

946 

830 
559 
973 , 
150 ' 
157 
322 
496 

130 
890 
209 

1,107 
J44 

1,209 
668 

1,142 
1,433 

7251 
889 ' 
$59 
632 

20,013 

5,148 
5,677 
6,034 
3,155 

1,206 
3,942 

3,891 
1,785 

2,904 
1,291 
1,838 

700 
2,456 

108 
73 
44 

593 
96 

292 

1,984 
711 

1,248 

1,127 
797 
446 

384 
322 
524 

64 
75 

166 
250 

:,7 
326 
93

1 

400 
186 
448 
222 
405 
777 

323 
385 
345 
239 

223 

+1,256 
-404 

+

38

1 
+320 

+2,939 

-59 
+44 
-11 
-41 
-21 

+230 

+511 
+587 
-445 

-70 
-87 
-32 

-217 
-83 

-103 
-189 
-71 
-62 
-66 
-76 
-96 , 

-219 
-98 

-131 
-\-15 

+1,261 

-176 
-8 

-78 
-Ittl 

7,J.91 21.0 
1,882 13.2 
3,646 17.0 

2,331 21~.8 
8,722 28.3 

118 11.4 
151 18.8 

65 14,8 
859 14.7 
94 9.8 

711 20.9 

2,837 13.9 
1,721 21.1 
1,220 10,0 

2,069 18.1 
893 16.5 

2,037 17.2 
1,409 15.2 

772 16.9 

675 
271 
644 

58 
64 

140 
241 

149 

17.3

1 

9.7 
13.2 
8.6 
9.2 
9.1 

10.1 

Oregon.. . . . . . .. •.. . .. 451 + 134

1

' 
Caltfornia........... 11,623 4,163 +5,841 
Alaska. . . • . . . . . • . • • • . 206 31 -~.e 65 
Hawaii.. .•• . . .• ..••• • 203 417 137 -77 64 -19 100 

1 Includes net loss from resident population to Armed For.c~s overseas for the July 1, 1965, to July 1, 1966, period. 

9/~30 
3,828 i 
6,068 

2,79.1 
8,688 

257 
206 
113

1 
1,442 

231 I 

869 

5,030 
2,079 
2,769 

1,061 
671 

1,234 
176 
186 
390 
603 

865 
1,112 
1,075 

775 

586) 1,2&:'t 
645 

3,5'74 

208 
200 

93 
657 
408 
6'70 
379 
178 

861 
545 

232 

3,460 
l/tlit 
2,083 

835 
2,9"82 

112 
81 
46 

628 
101 
339 

2,185 
833 

1,343 

405 
322 
547 

66 
75 

167 
260 

56 
397 
103 
1~70 

192 

466 
l,?02 

342. 
433 
3~6 
253 

237 
386 
292 

1,167 

'14 
'/4 
34 

;215 
96 

198 
96 
4'7 

344 
238 

2,310 
17 
73 

+450 
-190 
+34·9 

+3 ~391 

+188 
1·262 

+197 
-386 

+1,22J. 
-532 
-339 

>375 
+3,016 

-27 
+26 
-1 

+44 
-36 

+182 

-8 
+475 
-206 

+172 
+20 

+146 
-183 

+41 

+19 
-78 
-43 
-52 
-46 
-83 

-103 

+26 
+177 
+31 
-49 

-131 
-189 
-158 
-171 

+1,684 

-201 
-104 
-62 

-165 

-91 
-20 
-721-

-154 

-19 
-fll 
+17 

+249 
+4 

-30 

+116 
+42 

+-2,953 
-36 
-58 
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Tabla 3 ... PROJECTED CHANGE AND COMPONENTS OF CHANGE, FOR STATES: SELECTED PERIODS, ,1965 TO 1985··Continlled 

Hl.:lg i011, 
fHld :Jtate 

North Cenliral. ..... . 
;,")()utll. ..•...•.•...• ,' • 
Wef)t .......... . 

NOHT'lTEAST: 

NOHTH CENTItAL: 
East Nortil Central. .. 
Wel3t North CentruL .• 

LiOU'rH: 
L;outh Atlantic ..•.••• 
l~aBt Douth Central ... 
VieGt Bouth Cent;rf;ll. .• 

Wgr;T: 
t1ourrttlin ..•...•••••.. 
P&cif Ie •.. , .•........ 

NEW ENGLAND: 

t1assachusetts ....... . 
Rhode Island .•••....•• 
Cormecticllt ......•..• 

MIDDLE ATLIl.NTIO: 
New york .........•..• 

EAST NORTH CENTWlL: 
Ohio ...•.....•....... 
Indiana ....•..••.•... 
Illinois ............ . 
Michigan ......•..•... 
Wisconsin ......•..... 

WEST NORTH CENTItAL: 

Missouri ............ . 
North Dakota .•..•.••• 
~)outh D'~kota ........ . 
Nebraska ........ '" .. 
Kansas ..••.•••••••.•. 

,sOUTH A'fLANTIC: 
Delaware ............ . 

of Columbia. 

Virginia .....•.. 
North Carolina ...... . 
South Carolina ......• 

EAST ,sOUTH CENTH-AL: 
Kentuck;y ••.•.•• _ •.••• 
Termessee .••••••••• , . 
Alabarna ....•...••.••. 
Missi.:wippL .•......• 

WEST SOUTH CENTllflL: 
flX'kansu8 •...•.••.••.. 
LUltisinno. ..••.•.••.•. 
Oklahoma ...•.....••.. 
Texas .......•.• _ •••.• 

MOUN'rAIN: 
Montuna ............. . 
Idrlilo ••........•••... 

Ne,\o! M8xieo .........•. 
Ari\:lona ••..•••.•..••• 
Utah •...•....••...• _, 
NAvada .....•••...•••• 

PACInc: 
Ha,shingtoIl .......... . 

Alar;kn •.••.........•• 
Hav/uii .•...•... ' •...•• 

(NumberE in thou;:;und,,) 

Z Less than 500. 
1 IncludeG net lost, fl'lim :r.esidGn·~ popula.tion to Armed ForeGO ~)V(lr3eaU for I,he July 1, 1965, to July 1, 19b6, period. 

H29 
2,939 

112 
81 
46 

6.33 
J.02 
339 

2,211 
832 

76 
169 
260 

56 
396 
104 
470 
196 
522 
256 
468 
944 

:~S 
434 
3B8 
256 

237 
387 

-1-?',653 

+221 
+560 

'-971 
-X3 
-1.44 

+277 
+2,377 

~15 

+22 
+1 

+78 
-1~ 

+154 

+270 
+394 
-104 

+180 
-77 
+/tO 

+19 
-5/+ 
-20 
-36 
-33 
-55 
-65 

+32 
-6 

-94 
-1.l5 
-102 

-97 
+1,188 

-134 
-62 
-38 

-no 

-60 
-5 

-4:3 
-35 

-12 
,-7 

+11 
+63 
+48 

,-189 
+9 

-39 

):)0 u.s. GOVERNMENT PRtNTING OFFICE: 1967_~52_008/74 


