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ABSTRACT

The estimates in this report are the product of
research conducted over the past decade. They represent an extension
of the Administrative Records method, the newest of the estimating
technigues used at the U.S. Census Bureau for producing population
estimates. Two chapters are devoted to a detailed discussion of the
methodology used to derive the ¢ :wimates that are presented in the
remaining chapters. One chapter is devoted to trends in the Black
population, one to trends in the 'other races" population, and one to
trends in the Hispani. population, all for the pericd 1980 to 1985.
Fifty-one tables provide detailed statistical information. Highlights
of the report include the following: The Black population in the
United States experienced an 8.3 percent growth rate between 1980 and
1985. The "other races" population increased 36.1 percent in that
time span, due largely to international immigration. The Hispanic
population increased by 22.9 percent over the same period. The South
continues to have both the greatest number of Blacks and the greatest
proportion of total population that is Black. The "other races"
population constitutes a much greater share of the total population
in the West than in other parts of the country. California and Texas
contain almost 55 percent of the Hispanics in the country. More than
10 percent of the nation's Black population lives in the New York
City metropolitan area. By 1985, greater Los Angeles had become the
first U.S. metropolitan area to have an "other races" population in
excess of one million. Over one-half of the Hispanic population in
1985 lived in seven metropolitan areas, with Los Angeles having by
far the largest concentration. This document presents primary data
for us2 by teachers in developing lesson plans or by students working
on individual or group projects. (JB)
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Chapter 1. Introduction

- FOREWORD

- This report presents population estimates by race and
- Hispanic origin for States, metropolitan areas and selected
.counties for 1980 through 1985. The estimates in this

. .~ report aro the product of research conducted over the past
"7~ decade. They represent an extenslon of the Administrative
=+ Records method, the newest of the estimating techniques
...i:. for producing population estimates for States, cnunties,
... -and places ut the Census Bureau. The methodology used
" to prepare the population estimates in this report has not
- " been fully tested against ths results of a decennial census
" and should be considerea developmental. Furthermore,
.- these estimates have not been integrated into the Census
- " Bureau's current estimates program.

Because of the developmental character of these sub-
national population estimates, they are being presented as

aresearch/developmental report (designated RD) in Series

P25, Population Estimates and Proections. The object of

this research/developmental category for reports is to
== provide a forum for dissemination of information from new

Census Bureau research activities that are not formally
integrated into current programs.

Although the Bureau of the Census publishes national
estimates of the United States population by race and
Hispanic origin, we have not routinely produced estimates
by race for States!, nor have we previously issued subna-
tional estimates of the Hispanic population. It should be
siressed that the population estimates presented in this
roport are not entirely consistent with existing Census
Bureau estimates, nor are they meant to replace or super-
sede them. Rather, these estimates are presented for the
convenience of potential users of these data prior to their
formal integration into the Census Bureau's regular popu-
lation estimates program.,

BACKGROUND

The Bureau of tiie Census has developed an extensive
program for providing population estimates in the years
between decennial censuses. In addition to making monthly
national estimates of the United Siates' total, resident, and

'Current Population Reports, Series P-23, No. 67, "Population Estl-
mates by Race for States: July 1, 1573 and 1975" was a one-time
offering. The scope and data sources used in that report were far less
comprehensive than what is contained here.

¥
oy

civilian populations, the Bureau also prepares annual
population estimates for the United States by detailed
demographic charagteristics, i.e., age, sex, race, and His-
panic origin.2

At the State level, the Census Bureau's current program
provides population estimates by singie years of age and
sex® but does not present information on race or Hispanic
origin. For publication purposes, the individual age esti-
rates are combined Into broad groups, aithough greater
age detail is available upon request. County estimates of
the total population are alsu produced annually, but the
Bureau's regular estimates program provides no data on
demographic characteristics for counties. The Census
Bureau does prepare another set of so-called "experi-
mental” population estimates for counties by age, sex, and
race. These estimates, known as the "NC! estimates”,s
are produced for two race categories—Whites and a
combined Black and Other Races grouping. In its regular
estimates program, the Census Bureau also produces
estimates of tha total population for some 38,000 local
governmental units biennially for even numbered years,
again without demographic characteristics.® The popula-
tion estimates by race and Hispanic origin in this report will
begin to fill an important gap in the population estimates
program, '

Following the publication of the 1973 and 1975 State
estimates for racial groups?, the Census Bureau continued
to investigate ways of improving the estimation procedures

2Current Population Reports, Series P-25 No. 1022, United States
Population Estimates, by Age, Sex, and Race: 1980 to 1987. For
estimation purposes, all persons are assigned into one of three mutually
exclusive race classes: White, Black, or Other Races. Other Kaces
include Asians, Pacific Islanders, American indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts.
Hispanics can be of any race.

3 Current Population Reports Series P-25, No 1024, State Population
agg Heousehold Estimates, with Age, Sex, and Components of Change:
1981.87.

“Currant Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 88-A, Provisional
Estimates of the Population of Countias, July 1, 1886,

5*NCI" stands for the National Cancer Institute, the agensy which
sponsors these estimates. The population estimates produced under this
agreement are used by the National Cancer Institute to compute rates of
cancer prevalenco, incidence, and mortality. See P-23, No. 158, "Meth.
odology for Experimental County Population Estimates for the 1880's" for
a description of the methods used to produce the NC! estimates. The NC!
estimates rely on the estimates presented In this report at several steps
in the estimation process.

®Current Population Reports, Serles P.26, No. 86-NE-SC, Ho. 86.
ENC-SC, No. 86-WNC-SC, No. 86-S-SC, and No. 86-W-SC contain 1986
population estimates for subcounty governmental units.

Current Population Repor:s, Serles P-23, No. 67, op. cit.
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used there. An evaluation of unpublished race estimates
_ for 1980 against census results confirrned that the State
and metropolitan area estimates for the Black population
. weére comparable in accuracy to the estimates for the total
' population®

- The estimates of the Other Races population for 1980
- were not as accurate as those for Blacks; and Hispanic
- @stimates for 1980 were not attempted. But, postcensal
estimates for the Other Races and Hispanic populations
are needed by data users. The national rate of population
increase between 1980 and 1985 in these two groups
- (36.1 and 22.€ percent, respectively) dwarfs the 5.2 per-
7 cent growth in the total population of the United States and
' even the 8.3 percent growth in the Black population over
the same tive-year period. In light of the rapid growth of the
Other Races and Hispanic populations, it is reasonable to
believe that the subnational postcensal estimates of these
two groups are of particular interest and should be pub-
lished even though they may be less accurate than the
estimates for the Black population.

FORMAT AND FOCUS

The population estimates appearing here are generated
by an elaborate version of the “component”® prccedure.
Because of The technical nature of the subject, the
methodological part of the report has been divided into a
general and a detailed section. The general section (chapter
2) provides information essential for a basic understanding
of the method and an evaluation of previous estimates, but
it stops there. The detailed methodology section (chapter
3) is directed toward more expeérienced users of population
estimates. It covars the measurement of internal migration,
and discusses the underlying methodology and data in
great detall. it may be practical for those readers satisfied
with the general discussion to skip the detailed methodol-
ogy ard proceed directly to the presentation of the esti-
mates (chapters 4 through 6).

Chapters 4, 5, and 6 provide analysis of the resulting
population estimates. Each of the three chapters covers a
specific group. Chapter 4 discusses trends in the Black
population; chapter 5 deals with persons of Other Races;
and chapter 6 covers recent trends in the Hispanic popu-
lation. Detailed tables presenting population estimates for

8David L. Word and Meyer Zitter, "Further Developments in Intercen-
sal Population Estimates Using Administrative Records,” Proceadings of
the Social Statistics Section of the American Statisticai Assoclation,
19882: 260-265. The evaluation results appearing in that publication plus
somu additional findings on levels . accuracy of the Biack population are
found at the conclusion of Chapter 2.

YA component population estimate derives its name from the fact that
It appends an estimate of population chatige by component (i.e., births,
deaths, and migration) to the results of the previous census.

States, metropolitan areas with an estimated group popu

lation exceeding 10,000, and selected individual counties
follow the short expository sections of each of these
chapters. The analysis in each of the three chapters is
seif-contained and deals only with the population ésti- -
mates for the particular group and that group’s relative .

share of the total population.
All detailed tables are presented on facing pages whether

for States, metropolitan areas, or specific counties. The —::..

left side provides the 1985 population estimate, the 1980 = -

census count, and components of change--i.e., births,
deaths, and net migration--for the five-year period. The net
migration component is further subdivided to provide an
estimate of that portion of net migration attributable to net
immigration from outside of the United States. The right
side of each table provides annual population estimates for
the group for the individual years 1980 through 1985, and
the group's estimated percentace of total population for
1980 and 1985.

The detalled tables within chapters 4, 5, and 6 follow the
same pattern. Each begins with estimates of the popula-
tion for States and is followed by two tables consisting of
estimates of the aggregate metropolitan and nonmetropol-
itan populations for States. A fourth table contains esti-
mates of individual metropolitan areas, with primary met-
ropolitan statistical areas (PMSA's) appearing under their
parent consolidated metropolitan statistical area (CMSA's).
A fifth and final table in each chapter contains population
estimates for selected individual metropolitan counties. All
population estimates dealing with States or the metropol-
itan and nonmietropolitan portions of States are displayed
without restriction on estimated levels of population. How-
ever, a minimum population standard of 10,000 is required
for inclusion in the individual metropolitan area tables. The
population level required to appear in the tables of individ-
ual countlies is 80,000 for Blacks, 20,000 for persons of
Other Races and 40,000 for Hispanics.

The primary reason for providing a population floor in
the display of population estimates of metropolitan areas
and counties in this report is that local population esti-
mates involving small numbers of people are generally
less accurate than those with greater numbers of people.
This finding Is confirmed when discussing the accuracy of
the Black population estimates at the conclusion of Chap-
ter 2. Furthermore, there is less general interest in esti-
mates for groups with small populations.

Since the emphasis of this report is on the Black, Other
Races, and Hispanic populations, we have not presented
estimates of the White population here. However, popula-
tion estimates for Whites were developed using the same
methodology as for the three groups shown in this report.
Although the sum of the White, Black, and Other Races
population of an area do not necessarily agree with the
Census Bureau's previously nublished official estimates,
the differences are generally small. Information on the
magnitude of these differences for 1985 appears in chap-
ter ¢, "General Methodology.”

------



-Chapter 2. General Methodology

-T STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS ~

- AN OVERVIEW

The population estimates featured in this report are

"_:'.f'i:'.' prepared by an extension of the Census Bureau's Admin-
- istrative Records method'. The mnemonic EAR, from the

initial letters in Extended Administiative Records, is used
.+ to describe this dascendant of the parent Administrative
-~ Records method. EAR will by used exclusively as the
*  name of this new rethod throughout the remainder of this
report.

Chapter 2 descrbes the methods and data sources
used to develop the population estimates for EAR as well
as those for the standard Administrative Records method.
The first part of the chapter contains more details of the

standard Administrative Records method than what has

appeared in previous Census Bureau publications. A sec-
ond section concentrates on the methods and data sources
of EAR.

To a large extent, the two sections are quite similar. The
most important difference between the two methods is that
EAR disaggregates internal migration and other compo-
nents by age, sex, race/Hispanic while the standard
version of Administrative records is limited to two catego-
ries—over age 65 and under age 65. The second section
of Chapter 2 desctribes the modifications made to some of
the data sotirces needed for 1he disaggreqate estimates of
the race/Hispanic breakdowns which ore of paricular
importance.

A third section of this chapter discusses the accuracy of
the EAR estimates. It includes a comparison of the EAR
estimates for the total population of States and large
metropolitan areas for 1985 and the official Census Bureau
estimates. In addition, there is an evaluation of 1380
estimates of the Blar!- population for States and metropol-
itan areas from an earier ve:sion of EAR with the 1980
census. This final section of the chapter also discusses
how the use of demographic detall on only a sample of tax
retums might affect the accuracy of a population estimate.

'See Current Popu'atioi: Hieports, Series P-25, No. 957, " Estimates of
the Population of States: 197010 1983," pp. 6-7 for a concise description
of the method.

In order to understand the EAR methodology, the
reader must have some knowledge of the standard Admin-
istrative Records method and its data sources. The Admin-
istrative Records method has been a staple of local area?
population estimation since 1975. It is a component method,
constructed by appending an estimate of one year's
popuiation change onto the previous year's population
estimate. In its most elementary form, it can be reduced
algebraically to:

P(t) = P(t-1) +Change in the interval (t-1,t) (1)

In equation (1), P(t) is the population estimate for yeart,
and P(t-1) is the population estimate for the preceding
year. When t is equal to 1981, P(t-1) will be, by definition,
the populaiion count at the time of the 1980 Census.

This equation is somewhat oversimplifiad. If the area
of estimation is a State or county, the population in
the estimate year, P(t), is the sum of two populatior
segments — the population under 65 years of age and the
population aged 65 years and over; or, in algebraic terms:

P(t)=P(t, <65)-+P(t, =2 65) )

For subcounty areas, only equation (1) is used because the
total population is estimated in one step. EAR's geo-
graphic reference for its population estimates are individ-
ual counties or groups of counties within a State. As a
consequence, this chapter will cover the procedural deta’ls
of standard Administrative Racords that deal with popula-
tion estimates for counties (where the estimation model
breaks the population into two age groups, over and under
age 65).

Population Aged 65 and Over

The population estimates of the two age segments
shown in equation (2) are prepared differentiy. The esti-
mate for the older and less numerous of the two popula-
tions is determined by adding one year's change in Medi-
care enroliment to the previous year's estimate of the
population aged 65 and over:

P(t.> 65) = P(t-1,= 65) +Medicare(t) -
Medicare (t-1) (3)

?n the literature of population estimation, local area refers to any
governmental unit within the United States (e.g., States,counties, cities,
townships, etc.).




Particination in the wtedicare srgram administered by the
Health Care Financing Administration -4CFA) s very hign.
Over 95 percent of the population 65 and over is enrolled
in this popular federal progrem. Thus, the measure of
- change in Medicare enroliment for any area provides a

- highly useful proxy for change in the population aged 65
and over for that area.

Population Under 65 Years of Age

The equation used to derive the estimate of population
under 65 for States and counties is a variation of the
standard demographic accounting equation:

PMt)=P(t-1)+B-D+M+ A GQ (4)

The new entries in equation (4) are births, deaths, migra-
tion, and change in the group quarters (GQ) population.
Migration is subdivided mito internal migration (more prop-
erly, "household domestic migration”) a:id net inierna-
tional migration. Internal migration, in the context of this
report, refers to the movement of persons across county
boundaries. International migration refers only to the esti-
mates of aliens making an initial entry into the United
States in the estimate year less estimates of allen emi-
grants over the same interval,

Births. The vital statistics offices in the individual States
are the primary source for data on annual resident births
for the States and counties3,

Deaths. Tabulaterd deaths, like births, are available from
the individual State vital statistics cffices. A problem arises
here because data on age at death are required for the
estimation process, but data on age of death are not
usually available from State publications. The National
Center for Health Statistics (NCHS) does tabulate death by
age for States and these data are used as a direct
component in the State version of the Administrative
Records methodology. To calculate deaths under age 65
for counties, national mortality rates by ags, race, and sex
are applied to the 1880 county population undei age 65.

Internal Miyration. This component gives the Adminis-
trative Records method its unique role in population esti-
mation methodology. The method is based on two princi-
pal assumptions. First, that migration rates for taxneyers
can be measured by matching addresses on tax returns

20ver twenty years ago, the Census Bureau and the governors of the
&0 States entered into an agreement whereby the governor appointed an
egency of State govarnment to work with the Census Bireau on matters
of population estimation. The Federal-State Cooperative Program for
Population Estimates (FSCPE)has evolved to the point where State data
needed for population estimation are usually provided through the
auspices of the FSCPE coriact.

from ore year to another. Secondly, that these migration
rates calculated for the taxpaying population are appro-

priate for estimating migration for the population under age -’

65 within the area. The Census Bureau first used the
Administrative Record method in 1976 while preparing
revised 1973 population estimates for States. It has proved
to be extremely successful in tests, particularly for States
and counties.4

The Census Bureau, through the use of the Social
Security number, matches the addresses of tax returns
annually to derive migration rates for States and counties
and biennially to determine migration rates for other gov-
ernmental units. The logic underlying tne estimation of
migration is straightforward. All tax returns can have one of
four nossible migration statusess:

(1) An individual tax return is filed from area A in year
(t-1), but no corresponding tax return is filed in year
t. This is called an UNMATCHED YEAR-—1 return,

(2) A tax return Is filed from area A in both year (t-1)
and year t. This is a NONMIGRANT return.

(3) A tax return Is filed from area A in yeai (t-1), but
from area B in year t. This return is simultaneously
an OUT from area A and an IN to area B.

(4) A tax return is filed from area A in year t but no
corresponding return was found in year (t-1). This
is an UNMATCHED YEAR—2 return.

The two categories of unmatched returns provide no
evidence of migration and so do not enter into the calcu-
lation of an area's migration rate. The rate of gross
outmigration (GOMR) is properly defined as:

GOMR = (OUTS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (5)

Although not technically a migration rate, the gross inmi-
gration rate (GIMR) s defined here as:

GIMR = (INS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (6)

This formulation conveniently allows the net migration rate
(NMR) to be defined as:

NMR = (INS - OUTS)/(NONMIGRANTS + OUTS) (7)

The estimate of an area's total net migration for the
migration year beginning July 1, (t-1) and ending on June
30, t is derived by multiplying the net migration rate above
by fhe estimated base population under age 65 in year
(t-1).

4Current Population Reports, Serias P25, No. 857, op. ¢it, and Word
and Zitter, op. oit,

®in practice, migration rates are estimated using tax exemptions, not
tax returns. For simplicity, the explanation of the derivation of internal
migration rates will refer to tax returns rather than exemptions appearing
on those tax returns.
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“ This explanation describes the essentials of the method
~used to measure migration in the Administrative Records
~method. The method relies heavily on matching tax returns.
‘The ability to match returns is, in turn, based on the
‘requirement of a Social Security numbr.r on all Federal
zincome tax returns. This is the sole identifler used for
“charting migration. The accuracy of the method is also a
“function of the relationship of migration of taxpayers to that

s of the total population, If coverage of tax rsturns (i.e., the
. ratio of taxpayers to population) is high, the procedure

"+ :should provide accurate estimates of total domestic migra-
tion. When coverage is low, the confidence in (though not

.7 'necessarily the accuracy of) the derived migration estimate
+ s lowered.

““ International Migration. This component is separated
from internal migration because the data sources required

- to estimate the internal migration component, consecutive

.. year tax retu/ns, are not usually available for immigrants
 prior to their arrival in the United States.

& Data on the number, characteristics, and country of

-7 origin of persons receiving permanent residence alien

status in the United States are available from the Immigra-

""" tion and Naturalization Service (INS) while information on

refugee arrivals are available from the Office of Refugze
" Resettlement (ORR). The Census Bureau has developed
" itsown estimates of emigration and undocumentedimmigration®
-+ to supplement the INS and ORR data.

= These four separate immigration components form the

*. basls for the national estimate of total net international

immigration. That national estimate of interr.ational migra-
tion is partitioned into 16 mutually exclusiva source areas.
The total estimate of immigrants into tie United States
from each of these 16 source areas is allocated to States
and counties using the distribution of the foreign born
population counted in the 1980 census whe arrived in the
United States between 1975 and 1980,

- Group Quarters Population. Persons living in group
quarters, such as military barracks, college dormitories,
mental institutions, prisons, etc., have different migration
patterns from the general population. First, their stay is
usually temporary. Second, research has shown that the
ratio of incorme tax exemptions to population is iow for
argas with a substantial GQ population. By inference,
persons in GQs either tend not to file Federal tax returns
or, at the very least, tend not to use the mailing address of
their GQ residence when they do file a Federal tax return.

To overcome these obstacles, the estimated GQ pop-
ulation (under 65) for a county is determined by a "net-
change” approach analogous to that used In determining
the total population over ags 65. The Census Bureau
monitors the GQ population in 3000 separate installations
on an annual basis. If a county does not contain one or

®Currant Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 1000, Estimation of the
Population of the United States by Age, Sex, and Racs;1980 to 1986,

more of these installations, we assume that the GQ
population of the county remains at the 1980 census level.
Otherwise, the estimated currerit GQ population of the
county is the GQ population of the county in 1980 modified
by the changes in GQ population for those installations
being trackad:

GQ(t) = GQ(t-1) + Installation(t) - Installation(t-1) (8)

In the Administrative Record method for States and coun-
ties, GQ(t) and GQ(t-1) represent the census-level popu-
lation within group quarters under age 65. Although there is
a rather substantial GQ population over the age of G5 living
in nursing homes, the universe of individual installations foi
the Administrative Records estimates does not contain
nursing homes. Estimates of change in the population over
age 65 residing in group quarters is assumed to be covered
through the use of the Medicare statistics.

EXTENDED ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS
(EAR)~ METHODOLOGY

Overview

EAR is very similar in design to the standard Adminis-
trative Records method but it provides more demographic
information at the expense of less geographiv detail.
Whereas the standard Administrative Records method
treats the population of each State or county as the sum of
two groups (i.e., the population under age 65 and the
population aged 65 and over), EAR divides the population
into 52 separate demographic groups. EAR's data sources
are essentially the same as those for Administrative Records,
but EAR uses (or assigns) information on age, sex, race,
and Hispanic origin to those data. EAR's geographic
universe covers the entire United 3tates, but it contains
just 488 mutually exclusive areas which consist of one or
more whole counties. The individual EAR areas can be
combined to produce estimates for every State as well as
all metropolitan areas.

Dsmographic Detall. For each of the 488 EAR areas, the
population is subdivided by age, sex, and race/Hispanic
oriyin, Seven age groups are separately estimated: under
20 years of age, 20-24, 25-34, 35-44, 45-54, 65-64, and 65
years and over. For the youngest age group, only the total
population is estimated, but for the other six age groups
estimates are made for males and females separately,
yielding 13 age-sex groups. Three racial divislons are used:
Whites, Blacks, and Other Races. These three race groups
are mutually exclusive and cover the entire population. In
addition, separate estimates are prepared for the Hispanic
population, whose members can belong to any of the three
racial classes. In all, 52 age-sex-race/Hispanic categories
are prepared (13 age-sax groups for each of three races
and fgr Hispanics).
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The initial population estimate for each demographic
cell within a geographic area is developed by a cohort-
component process. The components are the same as
those used for the standard Administrative Records esti-
mates, but EAR also incorporates the demographic princi-
ple of aging into the model. Using White females aged
35.44 years as an example. the basic EAR equation is:

Pw.f(t.35-44) = Pw,mq,as.“, - Dw',
* My + & GQ wy

+ Entrantsy ¢ - Exitsy ¢ (S)

The estimation starts with Py (t-1,35-44)—the population
of White females aged 35-44 in the year preceding the
estimate year, and subtracts D,y (~deaths to White females
aged 35-44 during the year, adds M,, ~—migrants (both
internal and international) in the group, and adds
A GQyw ~change in the group quarters population amon3
White females aged 25-44, The final two terms are used to
account for the demographic process of aging. "Entrants”
refers to White females aged 34 years in year (t-1) who
turn 35 during the year and move into the group being
estimated. For the youngest age group, the "entrants” are
births. "Exits,” in this example, are White females aged 44
in year (t-1) who are no longer in the age group at the end
of the year because they have aged into the next group.
This same basic equation is applied to all 44 age-sex-
race/Hispanic cells for persons under 65 years of age in
each EAR area.

Qeographic Detall. EAR's geographic universe consists
of 488 mutually exclusive county groupings. The specific
areas were chosen with two principal criteria in mind. Each
EAR area was defined to be contiguous counties with
somewhat homogeneous population characteristics’. Also,
the defined areas provide the flexibility of creating simul-
taneous population estimates for States and metropolitan
areas.

Every county whose combined Black, Other Races, and
Hispanic populations exceeded 100,000 in 1980 is a
separate EAR area. Each area is either wholly metropoli-
tan or wholly nonmetropolitan and is entirely contained
within a single state. Therefore, the EAR areas can be
aggregated to provide estimates for States (including the
metropolitan and nonmetropolitan portions thereof) and
individual metropolitan areas.

Aggregation of Estimates and Population Controls,
One chief distinction between EAR &nd standard Admin-
istrative Records is that the population estimates by race
and Hispanic origin for the EAR areas are formed by

*

"Multicounty metropolitan areas within a State having small numbers
of Blacks, persons of Other Races, or Hispanics wera not subdivided.
However, if any one county within the metropolitan area had large

numbers of Black's, persons ol Other Races, or Hispanics, it became a
separate EAR area.

aggregating individual population estimates for the specific
age-sex-race cells. Thus, for example, the estimated all
races population of the area is the sum of the population
estimates of the three racs groups. Traditional estimation
methods, on the other hand, use a top-down approach,
meaning that the estimates and components for smaller
geographic areas must be adjusted to agree with previously-
derived estimates for higher levels of geography. In the
standard Administrative Records method, county popula-
tion estimates are adjusted to agree with previously pre-
pared State population estimates.

Theinitial population estimatefcr any age-sex-race/ Hispanic
cellin an EAR area is developed oy the cohort-component
process illustrated in equation (8). These cell estimates are
subject only to an independent national contro! total for
that cell. For example, the estimates for White females
aged 35-44 for all 488 EAR areas are forced to agree only
with a national estimate for the number of White females
aged 35-44. The population estimates by race and His-
panic origin for any area apnearing in this report result from
aggregating specific cell values by age and sex for the
appropriate race/Hispanic group. No further efforts are
taken to align thc se numbers to any existing population
estimates for geographic areas.

The independent national control totals for age, sex,
race, and Hispanic populations represent estimates derived
by a cohort-component process starting from the 1980
census. The national race and Hispanic numbers appear-
ing in this report ditfer slightly from those published by the
Census Bureau because the EAR initial populations for
1980 were modified to correct various reporting errors and
anomalies in the 1980 Census®. However, the numerical
values for the national components of population change
since 1980 in EAR are the same as those used in other
Census Bureau astimates. :

Components of Population Change. As stated earlier,
EAR uses the same basic data on components of popula-
tion change as does the basic Administrative Records
method. All of the data for the components of change
other than internal migration are available for individual
counties. The county-level data for those components of
change are aggregated to the appropriate EAR geographic
area before carrying out the final calculation of internal
migration. The explanations of the EAR components given
below focus on the age, sex, race, and Hispanic detail that
is required by EAR. Except for internal migration, the
explanations are relatively straightforward.

Detsiled information on internal migration by age, sex,
race, and Hispanic origin is the essential defining feature of
EAR. Accordingly, this chapter provides an overview of the

8See Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 1000 for a descrip-
tion of the methuds used to derive national estimates for age-sex-race
groups. The methods used for the Hispanic estimates are described in a
forthcoming report, also in the P-25 serles.

The moditications to the 1880 Census to establish initial values for the
EAR estimates are described iater in this chapter.
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internal migration measurement process, while Chapter 3

- provides a detailed description and evaluation of the
- methods used to estimate internal migration. Chapter 2
. does contain essential requirements for estimating the
- component of internal migration for demographic groups.

... However, the actual derivation of the internal migration

;- component and the acquisition of usable race data are so
- complex that a separate chapter (chapter 3) is provided to

describe the mechanics of EAR more fully. That chapter is
self-contained and is available for readers interested in the

"‘--7’; full methodological detail. Others can skip Chapter 3

entirely and proceed directly to the substantive chapters

. reporting on the estimates for specific race and Hispanic

R e

populations, chapters 4-6,

Population Aged 65 and Over

EAR calculates change in the population aged 65 and
over for racial groups in a manner similar to the standaru
Administrative Records method (i.e., by adding change in
Medicare enroliment to the base population aged 65 and
over) as shown in equation (3) on page 3. The Medicare
statistics used in EAR, are subdivided by sex and race but
do not differentiate Blacks from persons of Other Races.
Therefore, the Medicare data can be used directly to
estimate only the White population. For Blacks and Other
Races, the estimated change in the population aged 65
years and over is measured by change in the number of tax
exemptions in this age group for the smaller of the two
groups. The estimated population change in the larger of
these two groups (usually Blacks) is measured as a

- residual (i.e., change in Medicare enroliment for Blacks

and Other Races combined minus change in tax exemp-
tions over age 65 for the smaller of these two racial
groups).

The individual Medical record does not contain an
explict Hispanic identification code to obtain an estimate of
the Hispanic population 65 and over. We added a one
year's change in the Spanish surname exemptions for
persons aged 65 and over (as defined by the 1980 Census
List of Spanish Surnames) to the previous year's estimate
of Hispanics aged 65 and over. These preliminary esti-
mates of the elderly Hispanic population for all EAR areas
are subsequenily adjusted io agree with an independently
derived national estimate of Hispanics in this age group.

Population Under 65 Years of Age

EAR estimates for the population under 65 years of age
are derived using equatir:» (9). The components of popu-
lation change come fron ii1e same data sources described
earlier for standard Administrative Records estimnates.

Births. NCHS (National Center For Health Statistics) is
the sole source of data for births. NCHS tabulates births for
counties using the place of residence of the mother and a

number of raciai categories that can be aggregated to
provide data for Whites, Blacks, and Nther Races. These
data are used directly in the EAR estimates for the
population under 20 years of age by racial groups.

Beginning In 1980, NCHS began to produce county-
level data on Hispanic births for those States collecting
data relating to Hispanic births. Currently, the 24 States
that participate in this undertaking account for over 90
percent of the nation’s Hispanic population. Estimates of
Hispanic births for EAR areas in the remainder of the
nation are developed by muitiplying fertility rates (based on
data from the 24 participating States) times estimates of
Hispanic women of childbearing ages.

Deaths. NCHS tabulates county deaths for three race
groups by sex and 10-yea: age intervals beginning at age
5. These data are used directly in the estimates appearing
in this report. To estimate Hispanic deaths by age and sex
for EAR, the national age-sex mortality rates for the total
resident population were applied to the estimates of the
Hispanic population in the EAR area by age and sex for the
previous year.

International Migration. As in the standard Administra-
tive Records method, the national tota: of net international
migration for each year is subdivided by country of origin.
Immigrants are distributed to geographic areas within the
United States by each of 16 source cointries of birth using
the geographic distribution of immigrants from the 1980
census who entered the United States between 1975 and
1980. The immigrant's country of birth determines the
race/Hispanic classification; e.g., those born in Mexico are
ciassified as Hispanic and White; in Canada, non-Hispanic
and White; ii; !ndia, non-Hispanic and Other Races; in
Jamaica, non-Hispanic and Black, etc. A single sex and
age distribution of alien immigrants arriving in the United
States from 1980 through 1985 is applied to the county
estimates of international immigration by race/Hispanic
category to obtain age-sex estimates of this component,

Group Quartei's Population. The group quarters popula-
tion estimate assumes that the age-sex-race/Hispanic
distribution of the GQ population under age 65 for an EAR
area in 1980 will remain constant throughout the 1980's.
The total GQ population for each EAR area is estimated by
equation (8) on page 5. In theory this could be a problem,
but in practice it has not proved to be®.

Cohort Eftect. One additional component in age estima-
tion, and an important one, is the cohort effect. in order to
make an estimate of the population aged 35 to 44 in year
t, the most essential data are the population aged 35 to 44
inyear (t-1), those age 34 in year (t-1), and those age 44 in
year (t-1). The latter two groups are the entrants and exits

*Very fow EAR areas contain individual installations that are large
relative to the total population of the area. Also, the changes in the
demographic distribution within a type of installation are very smali. For
example, females made up 9.2 parcent of the Nation's Armed Forces in
1886, an increase of only 1.4 percent from the 1880 figure of 7.8 percent.
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shown in equation (9) on page 6. For each of the 488 EAR
areas, estimates of exits from one age group and entrants
into the adjacent older age group are calculated from
national factors on age distribution within the specific
grouping. In other words, the EAR estimation mode!l assumes
that the proportion of 35-44 year-old White females who
are age 44 in any given year is constant for all EAR areas.

In terms of the estimates for each age group, this
assumption has not proven to be particularly satisfactory,
at least not at the State level. However, the estimates of
cohort change in adjacent age groups cance! one another
so that the estimates of total population for EAR areas (by
race and Hispanic origin) are largely unaffected. To exam-
ine the effect of the cohort assumption, we compared the
underlying 1985 EAR age estimates with the 1985 age
estimates for States that appeared in Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, No. 1010. The largest differences
occurred in the estimates for the population under age 20
and ages 20 to 24 in the state of \Jtah. in 1980, Utah had
afar lower proportion of 15 to 19 year olds among its under
age 20 population than did the nation. As a consequence,
Utah's estimated exits from the 0 to 19 age group into the
20-24 age group were greatly overestimated. This in turn
caused an obvious underestimate in Utah's age 0 to 19
1885 population and an equivalent overestimate in the
population age 20 to 24. The two errors do compensate
however, and there is no apparent error in the 1985 total
population estimate for Utah.

Internal Migration. The estimate of internal migration
under age 65 for EAR is determined by virtually the same
procedures previously described in the standard Adminis-
trative Records method. Tax returns filed in consecutive
years are matched according to Social Security number
(SSN) of the primary taxfiler. Then, the matched returns
are assigned a migration status based on the two addresses:
nonmigrant or inmigrant to one area and outmigrant from
another. EAR's major difference fiom the standard Admin-
istrative Records method Is that EAR assigns an age-
sex-race/Hispanic origin designator to all tax payers and to
their dependents.

The demographic information contained on the SSN
application is available to the Census Bureau only for a
20-percent sample of SSN's. As a resuit, only one-fifth of
all tax returns are used to develop the EAR estimate of
internal migration. Although this is not a major concern for
the more populous areas, it may present problems for
areas whose population lies near the bottom of the pubii-
cation range. Because of the necessity of basing age-
sex-race and Hispanic migiation estimates on sample
data, the EAR universe has been limited to 488 areas
rather than all 3139 counties in the United States. A
separate section on the limitations of these estimates due
to sampling appears fater in this chapter. In a nutshell,
each primary taxfiler is assigned demographic character-
istics on tne basis of the information on the primary tax
filer's Social Security application. T.2 other members of
the taxpayer’s family are given demographic characteris-
tics consistent with those of the primary filer. For example,
a spouse is assigned same age group, opposite sex, and
same race/Hispanic classification as the tax payer. In
practice this assumption works well bacause most, but not
all, husbands and wives are of the same race and Hispanic
origin category.

Table A below presents data on racial composition of
marriages in 1987, Of the marriages involving at least one
Black spouse, 94 percent had both partners Black. in 4
percent, the husband was Black, but not the wife, and in
less than 2 percent the wife was Black and the husband
was not. In terms of the EAR estimates, the net effect of
assigning husbands and wives the same racial group,
(assuming the husband is the primary tax filer) is to
overstate the total number of Black wives by 2.4 percent.
This figure is the difference between the number esti-
mated, (3674 + 154 = 3828) and the actual number (3674
+ 64 = 3738). For Other Races, the procedure led to a
10.0 percent underestimate; for Hispanics, a 3.4 percent
underestimate. The use of a national population control for
each age-sex-race group serves to reduce the effect of
any error introduced by this assumption.

Table A. Comparison of Same and Mixed Race/Origin Marriages In the United States: 1987

(Numbers are in thousands. The notation HW, Hw, hW, denote that (1) both the husband and wife are members of the reference group; (2) husband
is a member of the reference group, but wife is not; (3) husband is not member of the reference group hut wife s a member)

NUMBER PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
Reference Group Total :
Marriages HW Hw hw HW Hw hw i
BLACK ..t veeeeteeeenenenianninnes 3892 3674 164 64 94.4 40 1.6
OTHER RACES . ...iicvivivivenanninens 1838 1,216 231 391 66.2 126 213 ¥
MISPANIC ..ot 3,857 2,766 488 604 7.7 12.6 15.7 i

Source: Current Population Reports, Population Characteristics, Series P-20. No 424, Household and Family Characteristics: March 1887, Table 16
page 84,
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Table B, Moditied 1980 Census Figures Far Black, Other Races, and Hispanic Populations for Regions and
Seolected States
{Numbers are In thousands)
Complete OMB- Percent Sample Percent Ear Percant
Reglon, State, and Group Count Modifled | Difference*| Population| Differance* Moditied | Difference®
BLACK POPULATION
United States .. .vvvvvvniviviinnninianis 26,495 26,683 0.7 26,482 (2) 26,608 0.8
Northeast .........voviviiiiiiiininnini, 4,848 4,983 28 4,850 2) 5,002 3.2
New YOrk . .iiiviiiiiinieeiiienines 2,402 2,492 37 2,406 0.1 2,515 4.7
NOW 1ot iiiiiis it e 925 935 1.1 925 (2) 942 1.8
Massachusetts .....cocovviiininivaniis 221 241 8.8 221 0.1 232 4.7
Connacticut .....oviiiiiniiiiiiinrie 217 221 1.7 217 0.4 221 1.7
Other States ..o vvviveviniiiiiin e, 1,083 1,093 1.0 1,082 (2) 1,092 1.0
Midwest ... e 5,237 5,348 0.2 5,333 0.1 5,353 0.3
SoUth .t i et s 14,048 14,073 0.2 14,039 0.1 14,064 0.1
L -1 S 2,262 2,279 0.8 2,261 2) 2,280 0.8
OTHER RACES POPULATION
United States +.ovvvveiiiiiiiiininiiiin, 5,106 5,150 5,261 KR 5,359 5.0
NORNBASt v .vvvviverarrneiiveitianiins €67 77 1.6 689 3.3 706 5.9
Midwest .. covviii i e e e 676 685 1.3 707 45 717 6.1
SOoUth v e e e 874 880 0.7 920 53 940 7.6
WESL .. iviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii s 2,888 2,807 0.7 2,945 20 2,905 3.3
HISPANIC POPULATION
United States.......oovviiiieiiinaniie, 14,609 NA NA 14,604 2 14,251 2.4
Northeast .......ocviviiiviniiinnnnaines 2,604 NA NA 2,608 0.1 2,549 2.1
NBW YOrK ..vvvviiiiiiiinininnnenines 1,650 NA NA 1,661 0.1 1,653 0.4
NOW JBISEY . v vv v iniiiiniiiiinins s 492 NA NA 494 0.4 486 1.3
Other States . .....vvviivviieninensin, 453 NA NA 453 (2) 411 9.4
MidWest ...oivviis s 1,276 NA NA 1,270 0.5 1,180 7.8
L1117 1 636 NA NA 635 0.2 617 3.0
Other States . ..o v vivviiiiinninnnies 641 NA NA 635 0.8 563 121
South ..ot e 4,474 NA NA 4,468 0.1 4,283 «43
TOXAS .« vvvviiiiiasnsins i 2,086 NA NA 2,083 0.1 2,896 0.3
Florida .....coovvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiinin, 858 NA NA 858 (2) 851 0.8
Other 818188 vv v v ivvivieiiiiiinie i, 630 NA NA 628 0.4 436 30,7
WSt L e e 6,254 NA NA 6,257 0.1 6,238 0.3
catifornia ..o v it 4,544 NA NA 4,541 0.1 4,637 0.2
Other States . ...ocvvvvviviiiiiiiinnna, 1,710 NA NA 1,716 03 1,701 0.5
NA Not applicable
(2) represents zero or rounds to zero.
* Difference from 100% count shown in first column,
See text for explanation of different populations.
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initlal Population Values

EAR, as a cohort-component technique, adds an esti-
mate of population change since the previous census to
that previous census value. Thus, the obvious starting
point for the EAR postcensal race estimates would be the
published 1880 census figures. However, because of
certain problems and anomalies in data on both race and
Hispanic origin, the basic 1980 census data were modified
to provide the starting values for EAR in much the same
way the base census data for national race estimates had
been modified earlier.'®

The modified 1980 census figures by age, sex, race, and
Hispanic origin for EAR areas are derived from the sample
data collected in the 1980 census. These sample age and
sex totals for the various EAR areas, although not affected
by the modification process, do differ somewhat from the
complete-count data. The modification process began by
examining sample data related to race and ethnicity for
individuals and households. The items involved in the
procedure included race, Hispanic origin, place of birth,
ancestry, language spoken in the home, current residencs,
residence 5 years ago, Spanish surname, and relationship
to other household members. The basic philosophy guid-
ing the modification was that the original response was
generally to be accepted. Only when there were strong
indications of inconsistency was the original response to
be modified.1

Differences between the published 1980 census counts
and the modified values used in EAR are minor for
Blacks,but are more important for persons of Other Races.
The Black increase of about 200 thou:.ind (0.8 percent) is
almost exclusively confined to the States of the Northsast.
(See text table B.) The five percent upwards adjustment to
persons of specified Other Races is fairly large, but it is not
concentrated in any particular area.2

The modification procedure for the Hispanic population
resulted in a 1980 national total of about 14.3 million
Hispanics, a figure about 350,000 (or 2.4 percent) lower
than the complete count. (See table B.) However, this is a

'%Currant Population Reports, Series P-25, Nu. 1000, pp. 8- presents
the rationale for the use of modified census figures that are more
appropriate than published Census numbers for vss in population esti-
mation.

''The modification process and the data are fully described in Jeffrey
S, Passel and David L. Word, "Problems in Analyzing Race an« Hispanic
Origin Data from tha 1880 Census: Solutions Based on Constructing
Consistent Populations from Micro-Leve! Data.” This paper was pre-
sented at the 1887 Annual Meeting of the Population Association of
America, Chicago, llinois.

'?Note that the modified race data used in the EAR population base
differs slightly from the “OMB-consistent modified race” data used in the
Census Bureau's national population estimates appearing in Current
Population Reports, Serias P-25, No. 1000. The differences occur because
the EAR base relies on sample rata and individual modifications,
whereas the OMB-consistent muciiied race data rely only on aggregate
corrections to the 100-percent data.

net figure. About 150 thousand persons were moved from
non-Hispanic to the Hispanic category, which partially
offset the one-half million persons shifted into the non-
Hispanic group. Interestingly, the net changes from the
modifications are only noticeable for those areas where
the unmodified counts were already small. The 1980
Hispanic populations for States with significant Hispanic
populations were left virtually unchanged by this modifica-
tion. For example, the modified Hispanic population for
Califomia differed by only 4,000 out of 4.5 million from the
unmodified sample figure.

COMPARISON OF EAR ESTIMATES WITH
STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS
ESTIMATES

The EAR estimates are derived by a method that has
major procedural difierences from the standard Adminis-
trative Records estimates. The most noteworthy of these
are the "bottom-up” procedure used by EAR and the
modified starting populations. In spite of these differences,
the EAR estimates of total nopulation?? for States in 1985
are quite similar to the official published Census Bureau
estimates. (See text table C.)

The mean difference between EAR and the Census
Bureau's published 1985 estimates across all States is
only 0.5 percent. The differences in the estimates result
mostly from the fact that the publication series is formed by
averaging two methods, one of which is the Administrative
Records method. Had this comparison at the State leve!
been confined solely to EAR and the standard verslon of
Administrative Records, the mean ditference would have
been less than 0.1 percent. The largest differences between
EAR and the published estimates ware Hawali and Wyo-
ming at 2.2 percent and 1.8 percent, respectively. These
were the only two States where the estimates differed by
more than 1.5 percent.

For the 36 largest metropolitan areas (text table D), the
average difference between EAR and the Census Bureau's
published estimate is 0.7 percent, with the maximum
deviation being 1.7 percent. For metropolitan areas of this
size, diferences are not correlated with population. How-
ever, the relative difference between EAR and the pub-
lished estimate for all metropolitan areas does increase
with decreasing size.

'EAR estimates for the total population are obtained by aggregating
the astimates for Whites, Blacks, and persons of Other Races.
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Table C. EAR and Published Census Bureau Population Estimates for States: July 1, 1985.

(Numbers are in thousands)

State Pybllshed ' Percent Publishad Percent
Estimate EAR Difference State Estimate EAR Difference
Alabama ........ociiieenes 4,022 4,024 (Z) | Nebraska .........cco0iene 1,608 1,582 0.8
Alaska ... ..oviiiiiiii i 522 521 02INevada .......covvvnnenne 937 931 0.8
AfZONA . vviviiininiinanes 3,193 3,178 0.3 | New Hampshire .......... 999 986 0.3
ArKansas ........oiivnieens 2,360 2,358 0.1 |New dersey ......c.c.oovu 7,561 7,556 0.1
California .....covvevviines 26,358 26,582 0.8 |New Mexico .............. 1,451 1,451 (2)
Colorado ....oovviviiiins 3,234 ".228 0.2{NeWw YOrK ....oovvvnnnennn 17,746 17,733 0.1
Connecticut .......ovvvvnes 3,17 v 74 0.1 | North Carolind ............ 6,262 6,196 1.0
Delaware ........covvvvenn 622 9 05{NorthDakota ............. 685 678 -1.0
Dist. of Col. «...ovvvvvvnenn 623 626 R o] 1. T 10,747 10,767 0.2
Florda .....ovvvveniiennnn 11,364 11,285 0.6 0klahoma ....cvvevvinanes 3,30¢ 3,202 0.4
Georgla ... iiiiiiiiiiiinns 5,975 5,928 0.8{0regon .......... Ceverees 2,686 2,721 13
Hawall .....ooovvvieninnnnn 1,051 1,074 2.2|Pennsylvania ............. 11,863 11,867 (2)
1o - 1 T T 1,004 998 «0.6|RhodeIsland ............. 967 966 0.1
11771 To] - J 11,537 11,551 0.1 | South Carolina ............ 3,335 3,312 0.7
Indlana ......coieiiiiiiens 5,500 5478 0.4 {SouthDakota............. 708 704 0.6
fowa ...vviiriiiiiiiiin, 2,881 2,873 «0.3|Tennessee ..... ......vun 4,767 4,740 0.6
Kansas ...covvvviviinnnns 2,449 2,430 0.8|TEXAS .vivvverinrrrinrnes 16,389 16,218 1.0
Kentucky ........covevvnen 3,729 3,724 o8 I -1 1,645 1,644 2)
Louslana ................. 4,486 4,489 0.1 |Vermont ...........cv0vues 535 535 {2)
MaING v vvvviiiiiierennans 1,165 1,163 «03|Virginla .........00i0iienn 5,702 5,735 0.6
Maryland .........000000nn 4,393 4,444 1.2{Washington .............. 4,408 4,442 0.8
Massachusetts ............ 5,819 5,836 0.3 |West Virginia ............. 1,937 1,927 0.5
Michigan..............o00 9,088 9,180 1.0 | Wiseonsin . ...ovvvnvvvenss 4,776 4,786 0.2
Minnesota .......ceviinnn 4,192 4,214 05 {Wyoming .........cvvveenns 510 601 -1.8
MISSISSIPPE «vvvvviiiiinnn 2,614 2,614 (2)
MISSOUrt .. ..vviinnninenens 6,035 5018 0.3
Montana ......coeiiiiinsn 825 825 2)

(2) represents zero or round to zero.

Note: Base of percent is published estimate.
Source: Current Population Reports, Seiies P-26. No. 1010

Table D. EAR and Published Census Bureau Population Estimates for Metropolitan Areas of 1,000,000 or More:

July 1, 1985.
(Numbers are in thousands)

Area Published Percent Pubtlished Percent

Estimate EAR Difference Area Estimate EAR Ditferance

New YOrk «.ooovevininannns 17,787 17,713 04i8anDiegd ......iviiinen 2,133 2,162 1.4
Los Angeles .............. 12,759 12,954 15]Tampa.....ooveiiiinn 1,871 1,873 0.1
.Chicago ..........ovvvuve 8,080 8,002 0.1|PhOBNIX .. .ovvevvennnninen 1817 1,813 -0.0
San Francisco ........ovt 5,803 5,869 1.1]Denver .....ooviiiiiiinnn 1,828 1,832 0.2
Philadelphia .........c.000s 5,786 5,784 (2)|Cincinnati .........ov00 . 1,681 1,684 0.1
Detrolt ........covvvvvvnen 4,592 4,656 1.4 | Milwaukee ............... 1,551 1,575 1.6
Boston NECMA ........... 3,711 3,716 0.1|{KansasCity .............. 1,499 1,487 0.8
Houston ....ovevviviinn e 3.606 3,562 -1.2{Portland, OR ............. 1,350 1,370 1.5
Dallas ...oovvvvvirviinnns 3,626 3,498 08|NewOrleans ............. 1,330 1,328 0.1
Washington, OC ........... 3,494 3,534 1.1 {Columbus,OH ............ 1,287 1,287 {2)
Miaml .o 2,865 2,885 0.7{NOMOIK ...vvvvvvnvannnnes 1,280 1,291 0.9
Cleveland ................. 2,773 2,783 0.4 Sacramento .............. 1,256 1,259 0.2
Atlanta ................... 2,469 2,447 -0.9|San Antonio ...........00n 1,242 1,221 1.7
SLLOUIS . covviiiiiininnnes 2,422 2,417 0.2 | Indianapolis .............. 1,203 1,191 -1.0
Pittsburgh ...........o0000 2,334 2,339 02|Buffalo ........vvviiininn 1,186 1,204 1.6
Minneapolls ............... 2,262 2,271 0.4 | Hartford NECMA .......... 1,075 1,068 0.7
Baitimore .........cvuunnn 2,252 2,282 14 |Charlotte ..........o0vnnns 1,053 1,045 0.8
Seattle ..........ovvivinnn 2,250 2,270 09(SaltLake .........vovnnen 1,025 1,021 0.4

(2) resents zero or round to zero.
Note: Base of percent is published estimate. The metropolitan area names have been abbreviated for convenieice. If there is ambiguity in tho title,
the reference is to the Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area, not the Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area.

Source: Bureau of the Census, Press Release, C8 87-116, July 24, 1887
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ACCURACY OF EAR ESTIMATES

Population estiinates traditionally are evaluated by com-
parison against a census. On strictly technical grounds, we
cannot provide a formal evaluation of the estimates appear-
ing in this report because the EAR mode! used here has
been updated and improved since the earlier and less
complicated version of EAR used ‘or the 1970s. Popula-
tion estimates fur 1880 resulting from that earlier model
have previously been evaluated'4 and will be assessed in
greater detali here. The accuracy of 1980 estimates for the
total and Black populations from that earller edition of EAR
was eyulvalent to the accuracy of regularly prepared
estimates made by the Census Bureau. The improvemants
made in the EAR estimation mode! since 1980 and the
increased sample of tax returns (20 percent, rather than 10
F sent) should provide greater accuracy over the earlier
EAR model.

Some general comments can be made about the accu-
racy of the estimates appearing in this report. Given the
similarity between the 1985 EAR estimates of the total
population and the official estimates (text tables C and D),
it is obvious that the 1985 EAR estimates of the total
population will be of the same overall quality as the official
Bureau estimates.

The EAR estimates for Blacks (as well as those for
Other Races and Hispanics) are developed {rom the same
data sources as the estimates of total population. Given
the known level of e2curacy of the 1980 EAR estimates for
Blacks (discussed in the next section and text tables E and
F), it is likely that the EAR estimates for Blacks in 1985 will
be equivalent in accuracy to the 1985 total population
estimates for populations in the same size range.

The version of the EAR estimation mode! available in
the 1970s did not produce estimates of the Hispanic
population, but did provide estimates for the Other Races
population. Because few States and metropolitan areas
had sufficiently large Other Races base populations in
1970, a formal evaluation of the accuracy cf the 1980
population estimates for this group was not conducted.
However, estimates of small populations are never as
accurate as those for large populations. In addition, pop-
ulation estimates for areas thai are undergoing rapid
change are not as accurate as those for areas that are
experiencing more moderate change. Moreover, interna-
tional migration, the very component of population change
that causes the extremely rapid growth in both the Other
Races and the Hispanic populations is not allocated to
areas using current or symptomatic data; rather, the allo-
cations are based on a projection of past trends. For all of
these reasons, the 1985 EAR estimates for the Other
Races and Hispanic populations are not likely to be as
accurate as those for the Black or total populations.

Y“Word and Zitter, op. cil.

1980 EAR Estimates for Blacks

The evaluation of the EAR estimates for Blacks in 1980
is based on a single statistic—average percent error
without regard to sign. Furthermore, the universe for
evaluating those 1980 estimates is confined to States and
metropolitan areas that had at least 10,000 Blacks in 1970,
the base date of the estimates,

For the 23 States with a 1980 Black population in
excess of 250,000, the average error is only 2.3 percent,
This level of error is midway batwaen EAR's 2.1 percent
average error for the total population of £ s and the 2.5
percent mean error for both the standaru .Jdministrative
Records method and the published estimate.'® The fact
that EAR estimated the Black population of States so
accura.ely in 1980 is even more striking since the Black
population in these 23 States averaged about one million,
while the mean population for all States was in excess of
4 milllon. The maximum estimation error among the 23
States occurred In Washington, D.C. (7.7 percent). For the
remaining 22 states, the maximum estimation error was
less than 5 percent. As expected, the estimates for Blacks
in States having fewer than 250,000 Blacks are less
accurate. The level of accuracy did not vary greatly for
States containing 25,000 to 250,000 Blacks. Six of the 16
States with Black populations in this size range had errors
of more than 5 percent, with a maximum error of 9.3
percent occurring in Rhode Island. Thu maxiraum estima-
tion error for any of the 40 States included was New
Mexico (14.4 percent), the smallest of the 40 in terms of
Black population.

Table E. Average Absolute Percent Error for 1980
Estimates of Total and Black Populations
(by Slze) of States, by Alternative Estima-
tion Methods

Average

Estimation Method and Population Group A%se‘:::“e‘g; Number of
Error States

Black Population (EAR)...ccvvvvevrenes
Stateswith morethan ................. a2 40

10,000 Blacks In 1870.......c.vvvvennes

Black Population in 1880:...............
280,000 andOver ........vcviviinninns 23 23
100,000t0248898 ...............cvu0 3.7 7
50,000tn 088,099 ............0i0nunnn 3.7 5
250001049888 .................... 4.4 4
100001024989 .......cevvvviinnnn, 14.4 1

Total POpPulation ..ooeveereviesvorennes
EAR ... e e 2.1 51
Adminlistrative Records ................ 25 51
Published Estimates.................vu 25 51

'*The published State estimates for 1980 were formed by averaging
Administrative Records with two other independent estimation tech.
niques.
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Table F. Average Absolute Percent Error for 1980
Estimates of the Black Populatior: of Metro-
politan Areas and the Total Population of
Countles, by Size and Estimation Method

Average

Absolute
Estimation Method and Size Category Percent| Number of
Error Areas

Biack Populatiun (EAR) for Metropolitan
Areas

100,000 OrMOY® v vvvvivvrvnrvianinnns 27 48
§0,000t088,999 ..........iviiiiiinn, 34 32
250001049999 ..........oiiiiiiaes 5.6 48
100001024999 ..........co0iniinin, 5.7 40

Ceunty Population Estimates (Adminis.

trative Records)

100,000 OrmMOre .v.vvvrivvviniivnn.s 29 412
§0000t069,889 .....chvviiniiiiienn, 38 380
25000t049,989 .......i i 4.1 614
100001024993 ... .oviieiiiiiiiies 4.4 974

County Population Eatimatec (Published
Estimate)

100,000 0rMOre .. .covvviiiiieiiniians 3.0 412
§0,000t099,988 ......cviiiiiiiianans 38 380
250008049999 . ..iiiiiiiiii i 39 614
100001024999 ...............0vuln 41 974

Table F compares the accuracy of 1980 Black popula-
tion estimates by EAR ir the 168 metropolitan areas with a
Black population of 10,000 or more in 1970 against the
published estimates of total population for individual coun-
ties of the same general size range's. EAR's estimation
error for Blacks, only a portion of the population, is
approximately equal to the error in the total population
estimates for counties of the same size. The estimates of
the Black population within EAR areas containing 50,000
or more Blacks are actually more accurate than the
estimates of the total population in counties containing a
total population of §0,000. This relationship holds true for
both standard Administrative Records and the published
average of estimates. For metropolitan areas with fewer
than 60,000 Blacks, the EAR estimates for Blacks are not
as accurate as the estimates of the total population in
counties of the same size.

The decrease in accuracy of EAR estimates for areas
with fewer Blacks is not unexpected. The EAR estimate of
internal migration is based on sample data. The potential
error in a population estimate from Insufficient sample
cases cannot be overcome by the improved modeling of
EAR. The smaller areas are far more likely to have a less
accurate estimate of internal migration than are areas with
larger populations. This situation should be improved some-
what for the 1985 EAR estimates appearing in this report
because the sample size is double that used in the 1980
EAR estimates.

®Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 984, “Evaluation of
Population Estimation Prodedures for Counties: 1880°.

Sampling Error

One of EAR's components of population change, inter-
nal migration, is developed from a sample of Federal tax
returns. As a result, the EAR estimate of internal migration
for any individual area may differ from a population esti-
mate that would have occurred had demr graphic informa-
tion been available for all tax filers. Although sampling
affects only the internal migration component in EAR, any
error on this component is carried forward to the estimate
of population change as well as to the estimated postcen-
sal population total.

In the Census Bureau's regular estimates evaluation
programs no sample data are used. Thus, estimation error
and modeling error are equivalent!?:

VAR (T) = VAR (M) (10)
In other words, the error variance of the total population
estimate (T) is exactly equal to the error variance due to
modeling (M). In this discussion, model error is any error
that is not due to sampling.

In EAR, there is a second error component, sampling,
which also plays a role in the calculation of estimation
error. If the modeling and sampling errors are uncorrelated?s,
the total error variance of the estimate, VAR (T), is the sum
of model variance, VAR (M), and sampling variance, VAR
(S).

VAR (T) = VAR (M) + VAR (S) (11)

The total error variance, VAR (T), is defined as mean
squared deviation of the population estimate from the

census. For the EAR estimates of Blacks in 1980, the total -

error variance can be derived from the data used in
constructing text tables E and F. To derive an estimate of
modeling variance, VAR (M), it is necessary to approxi-
mate the sampling variance in the EAR estimates, VAR
(S). Although the complex nature of the EAR madel does
not allow a straightforward calculation of sampling vari-
ance, it is possible to derive a reasonable approximation
for VAR (S).1®

For the 1980 estimates of Blacks, the sampling variance
is approximately 29.6 times the estimated population.
Thus, for an estimated Black population of 1,000,000, the

"7in actual evaluations of estimation models, ditferential undercount of
adjacent censuses and errors in the input data are important components
of error. Somatimes these factors may be more important in determining
error than estimation or modeling error.

8Generally, it Is reasonable to expect these errors to be uncorrelated
unless the sample estimates play a role in the cholce of a mode!.

®The estimates of sampling variance are providad by Robert E. Fay
of the Statistical Methods Division. The calculatinns assume that the
number of primary taxfilers moving into and out of an EAR area can be
simulated by a Polsson distribution with the mean annual numher of
crossings of EAR boundarles being 4 percent. Other factors involved are
the sampling fraction {and the associated finite populaticn correction} and
the mean and variance of the number of persons represented by each tax
return. Another factor relates to efficiency (ratio of tax payers to popula-
tion)which is discussed more fully in Chapter 3.
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standard deviation due to sampling (the square root of
sample variance) would be about 5,440 or 0.5 percent. For
a population estimate 25,000, ths standard deviation due
to sampling would be 860 or 3.4 percent of the estimate. In
the 1985 estimates, the multiplier is only 8.6, so that the
standard deviation for an estimated popuiation of 1,000,000
in 1985 would be 2,570. For an estimate of 25,000, the
standard deviation due to sampling in 1985 would also
drop by more than half to 406 or 1.6 percent of ‘he
estimate. The reduced sampling error in 1985 is due both
to doubling the sample size to 20 percent and halving the
estimation interval to 5 years.

Root mean squared error (RMSE), the square root of
the average squared error, is a measure of accuracy that is
approximately of the same magnitude as mean absolute
error.20 Estimated root mean square error can be parti-
tioned into root mean square error for modeling and root
mean square error for sampling. Based on equation 11 on
page 13, the sum of the squares of the two RMSE
components is equal to the square of the total RMSE. (See
text table G.)

Most of the root mean square error and nearly all of the
error variance in 1980 is attributable to modeling or
estimation error. Sampling contributes about 10-30 per-
cent of the total varlance in 1980, depending on the
nurber of Blacks in the area, For the 1455 estimates, the
sampling error variance will be reduced by 75 percent.
Thus, virtually all of the error in these 1985 estimates for

29RMSE tends to be larger than average absolute error because
RMSE gives greater weight to extreme errors.

Blacks (as well as persons of Other Races and Hispanics)
will be due to modeling error, The modeling error for the
1985 estimates should also be reduced over the 1980
estimates because of improvements in methodology and
the fact that the 1985 estimates are for a 5-year postcen-
sal interval rather than for a 10-year period.

The next chapter, "Chapter 3. Detailed Methodology”,
is mostly concerned with the intricacies of the EAR version
of the internal migration component. it is intended for
persons interested in the detailed workings of the estima-
tion methodology. The substantive results of EAR—sub-
national population estimates for Blacks, Other Races, and
Hispanics can be read and easily understood without
reference to chapter 3.

Table G. Estimates of Root Mean Square Error
(RMSE) for the Black Population In 1980 and
1985 by Size in 1980.

RMSE 1980 RMSE 19856
Paopulation in 1880 Number
Sam-( Sam- of
Total| Model ple ple| Aress
250 000 and Over....... 25 24 0.7 0.3 17
100,000-249,999 ........ 3.8 3.5 1.5 06 a1
§0,000-99,999 .......... 4.2 3.6 21 1.0 a2
25,000-49,399 .......... 6.8 6.2 29 1.3 48
10,000-24,999 .......... 7.7 6.5 4.1 1.9 40
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. Chapter 3. Detalled Methodology—Internal Migration

. OVERVIEW

Measurement ¢ internal migration is a critical factor in
the deveslopment of accurate subnational estimates of
population. Both EAR and the standard Administrative
- Racords mathod base their internal migration estimates on
the same basic set of data—mailing addresses appearing
on individual Federal tax returns filed in consecutive years.
The two variations differ with regard to the amount of

. geagraphic and demographic detail used and in the method

- for converting taxfiler migration to population migration.
Chapter 2 contains an outline of both forms of the Admin-
istrative Records method. This chapter describes the
procedures used to ascribe age, sex, race, and Hispanic
characteristics to tax returns. Next, it sets forth the con-
cepts and equations used to estimate internal migration in
EAR. This chapter concludes with an illustrative example
that highlights the methodological differences in estimating
internal migration in EAR and standard Administrative

- Records.

Both EAR and the standard Administrative Records use
the Social Security number (SSN) of the primary taxfiler to
match Federal tax returns filed in consecutive years. Each
method determines internal migration by comparing mail-
ing addresses on the matched tax returns. When the
malling addresses are identical, it is assumed that migra-
tion did not occur in the observed interval. If the addresses
differ, a decision must be made as to the type of move-
ment: (1) within place; (2) different place, same county; (3)
different county, but same State; or (4) different State. The
major issue at this stage of the process is geocoding, that
is, assigning the mailing address to the proper geographic
entity. Occasionally, there may be geocoding problems,
but they are generally confined to places within counties as
opposed to between counties or States. Since the EAR
universe consists of whole counties or groups of counties,
geocoding problems have not proved to be significant. In
any case, coding errors affect both EAR and the standard
Administrative Records m- :hod to roughly the same degree
and are beyond the scope of this repont.

Another major issue that could affect the estimation of
migration from matched tax returns is the coverage of tax
filing (sometimes expressed as the ratio of the tax filing
population to the total population). ideally, all persons
would file tax returns every year. Under this scenarin, the
net internal migration component would simply be the
difference between in-migrant filers and out-migrant filers.
However, not all people file tax returns and stili fewer file

tax returns in consecutive years. Nevertheless, both forms
of the Administrative Records method derive their esti-
mates of internal migration for the whole poputation from
the migration rate of taxfilers.

Not everyone is required to file a federal tax return. The
requirements for filing are a function of income, age, and
family situation, Consequently, some population groups,
such as the elderly and low-income persons not subject to
witholding, are less likelv &= 12 1epresented on tax returns
than others. The differen~as tevs2en migration rates for
tax filers and nonfilers n.gn hava serlous consequences
for measuring internal mi¢ "cucn of the total population,
particularly as the proportion of nnntilers increases.

The standard Administrative Records method assumes
that perscns under the age of 65 who do not file tax returns
in consecutive years migrate at the same rate as persons
who do file both years. (See eguations 2, 4, and 7 in
chapter 2.) EAR, on the other hand, assumes only that the
nonfilers within & demographic céll (i.e., an age-sex-race/
Hispanic cell} rmigrate at the same rate as the filers within
the same demographic cell . Akhough there is no hard
evidence whether the net migration rate of nonfilers differs
from filers, there is a considerable difference in filing rates
among demographic groups. Thus, EAR's use of separate
migration rates for nonfilers within each distinct demo-
graphic group appoars to offer significant advantages over
the use of a single global migration rate for all nonfilers. An
example illustrating this point appears at the end of this
chapter.

Use of Social Security Numbers

The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) requires every
federal tax form to include the Social Security number
(SSN) of the taxpayer. This unique identification number
enables the Census Bureau to match addresses on an
individual’'s tax form in consecutive years, and hence
measure internal migration. EAR, going one step further
than standard Administrative Records, attaches demo-
graphic characteristics of the taxfiler onto a 20-percent
sample of tax returns. This crucial step aliows EAR to
subdivide internal migration by age, sex, race, and His-
panic origin and differentiates EAR from the standard
Administrative Records method.

The Census Bureau is able to obtain these Social
Security data on demograpnic characteristics only because
of its unique position as a general purpose statistical
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agency.! Under terms of a 1981 agreement between the
Sociai Security Administration (SSA) and the Census Bureau,
the Census Bureau received selected demographic char-
acteristics for a systematic 20-percent sample of all SSNs
‘ssued from 1935 through 1981. The agreement with SSA
is still in effect and the Census Bureau continues to receive
quarterly updates of the same infurmation for an equiva-
lent sample of post-1981 SSN issuarices. The sample data
on individuals from SSA consists of the SSN and four items
of demographic information—surnamez (first 6 letters only),
race, month and year of birth, and sex. The information for
surname, date oi birth, and sex is virtually complete, with
response rates exceeding 99.9 percent. The very few
informational omisslons are fi!'.4 by a "hot-decking” pro-
cedure where missing items are nllocated from the previ-
ous acceptahle SSN record.

The race and Hispanic origin items have a far higher
rate of nonresponse. Consequently, the methods for deter-
mining appropriate race codes for some tax filers present
a far more difficuit problem than the determination of age
and sex. The rules for allocating missing data or rejecting
erroneous data are somewhat involved and are covered in
more detail in the next section.

DEFINING RACE AND HISPANIC GROUPS ON
TAX RETURNS

Race Data from the SSN

The basic data for assigning race, like age and sex,
comes from the S8S-5 form, the form used in applying for an
SSN. From 1835 through 1980, the SS-5 had three response
¢:tegories for the question on race:

White
Negro
Other

The first two categories present no problem. Individuals
who responded as "White” are assigned as White and
individuals who responded as "Negro” are assigned as
Black. The "Other” category is somewhat more problem-
atic. Ostensibly, "Other” at the time of SSA's inception,
was meant to include the groups now defined as "Asian
and Pacific Islander,” and "American indian, Eskimo, and

'Individual-leve! data from other government agencies are provided to
the Census Bureau under very stringent conditions that guarantee the
confidentiality of individuals. The data can be used only by the Census
Bureau and only for statistical purposes. Data can only be pubtlished in
statistical aggregates and only in a f °m that guarantees that individual
identities cannot be deduced. The widividual-leve! data are not shared
with any other agencies or individuals.

2 The surname field supplied by SSA is the name on the SSN record
in 1881, or at the time of application for persons recelving SSNs after
1881. For most men, the surname does not change. Most women who
marry do notify SSA of a name change.

Aleut.” These grotps were numerically small when Social
Security began in the 1930's, but have experienced marked
increzses in population, particularly since the middle 1980’s.
The real increase In the Other Race category was further
compounded when a significant proportion of the Hispanic
origin population began to respond as "Other” to the rac.o
question. But, the "Other” race category cannot ditferen-
tiate Asians and American Indians from Hispanics who
chose "Other” as a race response. EAR's method of
assigning racial categories for persons responding as
"Other” on pre-1980 SS-5 forms is discussed below in the
section, "Assigning Race Categories for the Hispanic
Population.”

In 1980, the SS-5 application form was changed. A
five-category breakdown replaced the previous three-Category
grouping. The five current categories are:

White

Black or Negro

Asian or Pacific Islander
American Indian, Eskimo or Aleut
Hispanic

As before, oniy one of these categories presents a prob-
lem for EAR. Responses of "White” are assigned as
White; "Black or Negro” as Black; and "Asian or Pacific
Islander” and "American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut” as
Other. Since the EAR racial groupings are meant to be
exhaustive, it is necessary to assign persons responding
as "Hispanic” to one of EAR'’s three basic race groups
(i.e., White, Black, Other).2 The procedures used are also
described in the section on "Assigning Race Categories
for the Hispanic Population.”

The final issue in assigning race codes involves persons
who did not respond to the race question. Through the
middle 1970's, the nonresponse rate for race on the S8-5
race query was a very manageable 1-2 percent. Since that
time, the nonresponse rate has risen quite sharply and
currently exceeds 5§ percent. The procedures for allocating
nonreponses to the race question are quite involved and
use information about the taxfiler's surname and place of
residence (at the ZIP code level). The detailed procedures
are described in the section ”Assigning Race Categories
to ‘Unknown' Race Responses.”

Assigning Race Categories for the Hispanic
Population

The assignment of Hispanic persons to racial groups
based on responses to the SS-5 form Involves two inter-
related issues, which depend on the date of application for

3Persons of Hispanic origin in EAR may be of any race, as in ail
Census Bureau data. However, in the 1980 census, less than 10 percent
of the Hispanic popuiation was Black, Asian or Pacific Islander, or
Amaerican Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut,
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’,:'-' . the SSN. For SSNs issued after 1980, a separate Hispaiic

respunse catagory exists, but persons electing thatresponse
must be assigned to one of the three racial groups used in
EAR (White, Black, Other). For SSNs issued before 1880,
many persons with Hispanic surnames answered “Other”
to the race question, an answer that is inconsistent with
EAR and most other data sets. These Hispanics who
responded as "Other” were reassigned as either White or
Black.

In censuses before 1980, virtually all persons of His-
panic origin were considered White. The same is also true
for vital statistics and various other current and past data
systems. In the 1980 census, however, about 40 percent
of persons of Hispanic origin answered the race question
ir a residual "Other, not specified” race category. in order
to provide data consistent with historical data seri2s and
other contemporary data sets, the Census Bureau pro-
duced 1980 census data classified by *OMB-consistent
modified” race categories.* In these data, persons of
Hispanic origin who respondad as "Other” to the Census
race question without choosing one of the specified race
categories were reclassified—most of them, as White
(over 97 percent). The EAR race estimates presented here
are designed to be consistent with the OMB-consistent
modified race categories.

For purposes of the EAR estimates, a// responses of
*Hispanic” to SS-5 forms (post-1980) were reclassified
into one of the three basic race categories. Although
Hispanics can he of any race, the great majority are
classifled as "White”, as opposed to the alternative choices
of “Black”, "Asian or Pacific Islander”, or "American
indian, Eskimo, and Aleut”. Ac a first step, all Hispanic
responses to the post-1980 $S-5 form are Initially consid-
ered to be "White.” This tentative classification is subject
to later modification depending on the racial composition
of the individual taxfiler's ZIP code of residence. The
specific rules used are described in the section on "Assigning
Race Categories to 'Unknown’ Race Responses.”

Before SSA revised the $S-5 form in 1980, about
one-half of all persons with Spanish sumames were respond-
ing as "Other” to the race question. Had that answer been
accepted at face value, the “Other” category from SSA
would have overstated the census data for the combined
*Aslan or Pacific islander” and "American Indian, Eskimo,
and Aleut” groups by a factor of two. Consequently,
persons with Spanish surnames® who responded as "Other”

“Passei, Jeffrey S., "Procedures for Producing Preiiminary OMB-
Consistent Modified Race Data from the 1880 Census by Ags, Sex, and
Hispanic Origin for States and Counties,” U.S. Bureau of the Census,
unpublished paper, 1882,

SParsons of Hispanic origin, itke many ethnic groups, tend to have
distinctive surnames. See Passel, Jeffrey S. and David L. word, "Con-
structing the List of Spanish Surnames for the 1880 Census: An Appii-
cation of Bayes' Theorem," naper presented at the annuai meeting of the
Popuiation Association of America, Denver, Colorado, April 1880. Although
only the first six letters of surname appear on the SSA demographic file
supplied to the Census Bureau, these truncated names have proved to be
a good Iindicator of whether a person is Hispanic. For example, the

on the pre-1880 SS-5 form were also tentatively reclassi-
fied as "White.” As with the post-1880 SS-5 responses of
*Hispanic,” these initial race reclassifications of White
were aiso subject to further modification on the basis of
raclal composition of the individual taxfiler's 2IP code of
residence.

Assigning Race Categorles for "Unknown” Race
Responses

The procedures for assigning a race category to the
three groups—(1) persons who did not respond to the race
question on the S5-5 form, (2) Hispanic surnamed persons
who responded as "Other” (pre-1880), or (3) persons
responding as "Hispanic” (post-1980)--are similar and use
the same basic data sets. Since most persons in the
United States are White (over 85 percent in 1980), a
guiding principle of the reclassifying procedures was to
assign persons as Black or Other only when there was
strong evidence to do so0. The data used for assigning race
consist of surnames (i.e., whether the person has a
distinctive ethnic surname) and place of residence (i.e.,
whether the person lives in a ZIP code with a high
concentration ¢f persons of a specific race).

Many surnames are associated with specific nationali-
ties, ethnic groups, or race groups. EAR makes use of
sucti relationships to assign race categories to persons of
unknown race and to compensate for situations where the
race information on the SS-5 form is inconsistent with EAR
race definitions. The speciiic surname data used to assign
race categories are: (1) the list of 12,500 Spanish sur-
names used to code the 1980 census®; (2) several shorter
lists of Asian or American Indian surnames?; (3) and a list
of common "Anglo-Saxon” names that are prevalent in the
Black population.t Surnames were truncated to 6 letters on
each of the three lists to be consistent with the data set
supplied by SSA.

The raclal composition of an individual's neighborhood
(as measured by ZIP codes) is used in conjunction with
these surname lists to help in assigning racial groups. All
ZIP codes in the country were classified according to the
proportion of tax payers in the ZIP area who are Black. The
use of race assignment rules that are conditional upon the

6-letter “names” of “GONZAL” and "RODRIG" are as good an indicator
of Hispanicity as are the full surnames “GARCIA,* *"GOMEZ,” or "DiAZ.”

®Passel and Word, op.cit.

’Passsi, Jeffrey S., David L. Word, Nampeo D. McKenney, and Yun
Kim, "Postcensal E=timates of Asian Populations in the United States: A
Description of Methods Using Surnames and Administrative Records,”
paoer presentad at the annuai meeting of the Population Assoctation of
Anerica, San Diego, California, April 1982,

8These names ware selacted by analyzing tha racial distribution of
surnames appearing on tax forms. For a list of the meost common
surnames in the Unlted States, see Department of Heaith, Education, and
Welfare, Social Security Administration, Office of Program Operations,
Report of Distribution of Surnames in the Social Secunly Number File
September 1, 1984, Examples of such names are Smith, Jones, Thomas,
Harrls, ete.
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percentage Black in an area (described in steps 1, 2, and
3 below) is intended to avoid serious geographic anoma-
lies in estimated racial composition.

Several major steps (shown below) are involved in
assigning a race code to any sample tax return with either
nonresponse or inconsistent response to the race item.
Step 1 includes the basic procedures already described.
Step 2 starts the treatment of unknowns. Step 3 continues
with the treatment of nonresponses and those cases
"tentatively identified as White” in step 1. The steps are:

1. a. ifthe race response on the SS-5 form is "White” or
"Black (or Negro),” that response is accepted and
the person is assigned to the appropriate racial
group.

b. If the response on the SS-5 form is “Asian or
Pacific Islander” or “American I::dian, Eskimo, or
Aleut,” that response Is accepted and the person
is assigned to “Other” race.

c. Ifthe response on the SS-5 form is "Other” (i.e., a
pre-1980 form) and the person does not have a
Spanish surname, that response is accepted and
the person is assigned to "Other” race.

d. All remaining racial resp~nses fall into one of
three categories:

(1) Persons who did not respond to the race
question on the SS-5 form. (These are assigned
with the procedures of Step 2.)

(2) Pre-1980 applicants of "Other” race with a
Spanish surname (6 letters only). (These are
assigned from the procedures of Step 3.)

(3) Post-1980 applicants of "Hispanic” race. (These
are also assigned with the procedures of Step
3.)

2. If the surname on the SS-5 form (6 letters only)
matches a name on the list of Asian and American
indian surnames, the existing unknown race renly
is reassigned to "Other” race. Otherwise, the race
classification proceeds to step 3.

3. a. For taxfilers needing a race code who reside in ZIP
codes where more than 76 percent of the taxfilers
are Black, the taxfiler is assigned as "Black.” Note
that step 3.a overrides any previous tentative
assignment of “White” that may have been made
to Hispanics.

b. For taxfilers who reside in 2IP codes where 50 to
75 percent of the filers are Black, the filer is
assigned as "Black” only if the filer's surname is
one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames (6
letters only). Otherwise, the filer is assigned as
"White.”

c. For taxtilers who reside in 2IP codes where more
than 25 percent but less than 50 percent of the
taxfilers are Black, the designation is dependent
on the surname of the filer. If the surname is not
one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames, the
fileris assigned as "White." if the surname matches

one of the common Anglo-Saxon surnames, the
filer is given the race of the previous tax filer with
one of these names who was "White” or "Black”
(i.e., a "hot-deck” procedure).

d. If none of these conditions is met (i.e., for taxfilers
who reside in ZIP codes where less than 25
percent of the taxfilers are Black), the race of the
individual taxfiler is assigned as “White.” These
steps permit all primary taxfilers to be assigned to
an age-sex-race group and avoid the problems of
an unknown race category on the demographic
characteristics.

Defining the Hispanic Population

In addition to preparing population estimates for three
race groups, EAR also provides subnational estimates for
the Hispanic population. The 1980 base population for the
Hispanic estimates is the modified 1980 census figures for
Hispanics described in chapter 2. The migration rates,
however, are calculated from matched tax returns of filers
with Spanish surnames. In spite of the fact that persons
applying tor SSN's after 1980 had the opportunity to
designate themselves as "Hispanic,” EAR does not use
that information in order to be consistent with data for
pre-1980 applicants. Instead, the taxfiler is classified as
Hispanic if the full surnama appearing on the tax return
(not the truncated 6-letter version) matches any name on
the 1980 census list of Spanish surnames. Thus, the sole
determinant of the component of internal migration for the
Hispanic origin population is the migration rate of taxfilers
with Hispanic surnames.

The Hispanic origin identifier based on self-reporting

has a high degree of agreement with the Spanish surname
identifier, particutarly for males and children. (See table H.)
However, for EAR, estimation of internal migration for the
Hispanic population is not wholly dependent on a one-
to-one correspondence between Spanish surnames and
Spanish origin. Rather, it is only important that the internal

Table H. Percent Distribution of Spanish Origin or
Surname Males: Marc!: 1976 Current Popula-

tion Survey
Spanish
Areaa Origin | Spanish| Spanish Net
and| Origin| Surname|  Ditfer-
Surname Only Only ence
United States .............. 77.2 139 8.9 58
Southuost® cooiviiiiiieann, 83.5 10.8 5.6 6.9
Femainder of
United States .............. 68.9 17.9 1.2 5.7

*Includes Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, and Texas.

Note: Based on unweighted counts from the March 1976 CPS. Net
difference is the percent by which the Spanish origin population exceeds
the Spanish surname population. Source: Passel Jetfrey S. and David L.
Word, "Constructing the List of Sparish Surnames for the 1880 Census:
An Application of Bayes' Theorem.” op. cit.
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migration rate of the Spanish surname population serves
as & 1easonable proxy for the internal migratior. rate of the
Hispanic origin population.

The high degree of agreement between the two identi-
fiers ensures the validity of the EAR approach, Of ever,
100 males in the United States who have either a Sparish
surname or are of Hispanic origin, 77 are members of both
classes. Nine have Spanish surnames, but are not His-
panic origin, while 14 are Hispanic origin but do not have
Spanish surnames. As a result, the Spanish origin popula-
tior is about 6 percent greater than the Spanish surname
population for males in the United States.

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF
DEPENDENTS

Primary taxfilers are assigned demographic character-
istics directly from the information supplied on the 8S-6
forms and the editing rules discussed earlier. If tax returns
did not include dependents, the coding operation would be
complete. However, the EAR estimation model requires
demographic information on the entire population so demo-
graphic characteristics must be assigned to dependents as
well as to primary filers. The rules for assigning demo-
graphic characteristics to dependents are straight forward
and rely on basic familial and demographic relationships.
These rules are used by EAR and not by the standard
Administrative Records method because only EAR has the
*rirh” source of demographic data provided by the SSN.
The rules used to assign demographic characteristics to
dependents are:

1. Spouses are given the race/Iiispanic status of the
primary filer, the age of the primary filer, and the sex
opposite from the primary filer. About 98 percent of
married primary filers are male,

2. Dependent children are given the race/Hispanic sta-
tus of the primary filer and are assigned to the age
group under 20. Neither EAR nor the Federal tax form
currently differentiates this youngest age group by sex.

3. Parents who are taken as tax exemptions are assumed
to be over the age of 65. They are excluded from the
migration tabulations because persons over age 65
gre included in Medicare data.

4. Other dependents are assumed to be younger rela-
tives (e.g., grandchildren, younger siblings, nephews,
or nieces). Under this assumption, characteristics are
assigned in the same manner as for children; i.e.,
these dependents are assumed to be under 20 years
of age and to be of the same race/Hispanic group as
the primary filer.

5. One-exemption returns filed by single persons under
the age of 20 are excluded from the migration calcu-
lations to avoid double counting. These persons are
assumed to be counted already as exemptions on
their parent's tax return.

The assumptions on spouses (rule 1) were discussed in
some detail in Chapter 2. The applicability of the other four
rules cannot be evaluated numerically. However, for each
rule, it is only necessary that the internal migration rate of
the group defined by EAR (i.e., the “proxy” group) is
representative of the internal migration rate of the group
being estimated. The logic of the rules is designed to
ensure that there is a ¢lose correspondence hbetween the
*proxy” group and the actual group.

As a result of rule 5, a number of tax returns are
excluded from the EAR estimates of internal migratiom.
Specifically, the exclusion is confined to those returns
containing one exemption filed by single persons under
age 20. Table | siiows the income distribution by age for
one-exemption tax returns filed by single White males for
1980. (The distribution of income by age for Blacks and
females Is quite similar to that shown for White males.)
Although the data in table | do not contain explicit infor-
mation on who is or who is not a dependent, the pattern of
income levels as reported on the tax returns suggests that
most of these persons under age 20 could not be seif-
supporting. Thus, they are extremely likely to be counted
as exemptions on some other tax returns. Following this
logic, EAR eliminates all one-exemption tax returns filed by
single persons under age 20 from the calculation of
migration.®

Table I. Percentage Distribution of One-Exemption
Tax Returns b Ag‘e and income Category:
1980 Federal Tax Returns for White Males

Parcentage in Income Category

Age Less than | $3,400 to| More than

$3,400 $7,400 $7,400

15 YBArS vvvvivrrrenvuneinnnenns 95 4 1
1EYLArS «.vvveviririnraneinnres 93 6 1
17YArS ..ovvvviviviarriernanss 80 19 1
1BYBAIS vuvvvrvvnrnrrerrnnannes 61 34 5
19YLArS v.ovvvivnrinncninsinany 44 39 17
QOYBAIS «.vvrivirririnieniians 32 37 31
219BArS ..vvvvvriiinrinieiinans 28 33 39
Q2YBArS ..vvvvvvriiiiinriinnins 25 30 45
Pl -1 11 S 20 27 63
24 Y0815 . iiiiirriir i, 17 23 60
25 Y88 ... ittt 15 20 €5
2EYOAIS ..vvviiiiiirinieriinies 14 18 €8
27 YEAIS .....cvvviiiririirniinns 14 18 68
2BYOArS ..vviinti it 14 17 69
COYBArS . vvvvierririnaninninns 13 18 69
B0-34Y6AIS .....vvvrinrriiinies 13 15 72

%In future years, It will be possible for both EAR and the standard
Administrative Records method to use a direct approach to determine
whether such one-exemption tax returns are in fact duplicates. The tax
reform act of 1986 requires that persons filing tax returns state whether
they are included as an exemption on another tax return.

LI
& U




CONVERTING MATCHED TAX RETURNS TO
MIGRATION DATA

Coverage, Match Rate, and Efficlency

To understand the relationship of tax payer migration to
population migration, it is necessary to have a firm under-
standing of three concepts—coverage, match rate, and
efficiency—that are common to EAR and the standard
Administrative Records method. These three concepts
form the basis for deriving estimates of population migra-
tion from information on taxfiler migration. Furthermore,
the differences in the application of efficiency rates in the
two versions provides insight why EAR is not just a method
for developing race estimates, but why it is actually supe-
rior to the standard Administrative Records method for
estimating total population.©

Definitlons. Each of the three concepts--coverage, match
rate, and efficiency--can be defined for datailed popula-
tion cells. Aithough each can be defined mathematically
for any demographic group in any area for any year, the
notation required to specify particular conditions obscures
the broader meanings of the equations and concepts.
Consequently, the equations shown below do not include
indexes for age, sex, race, time, or area. However, it is
important to note that the terms in each equation are
spacific for a single set of variables.

COVERAGE is the ratio of the number of tax exemp-
tions (i.e., the "tax exemption population®) at one date
to the estimated population on that same date.

Coverage = Exemptions / Population (1)

In the standard Administrative Records method, the
numerator is the total number of exemptions appearing on
tax returns that are not claiming additional exemptions for
age (65 and over). The denominator is the estimated
resident population under age 65 for the same geographic
area. For EAR, separate coverage rates are developed for
each of the 44 demographic groups within the geographlc
area that are under the age of &5.

MATCH RATE is the proportion of the tax exemption
population in an area In the initial year of the migration
interval that is matched in the second year of the
interval.

Match Rate = Matched Exemptions / Exemptions (2

In the standard Administrative Records method, one
match rate is calculated for each area, Lut EAR defines 44
distinct match rates for each geographic area. In general,
the match rates tend to be less variable for demographic
groups than coverage rates. (See table J for more detalil.)

""Word, David L. and Meyer 2itter, Further Developments In interc-
ensal Population Estimates Using Administrative Records, American
Statistical Association, Procesdings of the Social Statistics Section:
1882 , pp. 260-281.

EFFICIENCY is the produnt of Coverage and Matsh
Rate. It can also be defined as the ratio of the tax
exemption population found in consecutive years (.e.,
matched exemptions) to the estimated total population
in the first year.

Coverage » Match Rate
Matched Exemptions / Population (3)

Efficlency

Efficlency is the crucial factor for converting observed
migration of taxpayers into migration estimates for the
general population. EAR accomplishes this conversion to
population migration by dividing the measured internal
migration for a particular demographic class of taxpayers
by the associated efficiency rate.

Relationship to Estimating Internal Migration. Accurate
estimates of net internal migration are the key to construct-
ing accurate component population estimates. The esti-
mates of the internal migration component in the two
versions of the Administrative Record methods are based
on migration of taxfilers. Both EAR and the standard
Administrative Records method assume that the migration
rate derived for taxfiiers Is representative of the total
migration rate for the equivalent population group.

The difference between the migration rate as measured
by matched tax returns and the unknown "true” migration
rate is a function of both the proportion of nonfilers and
their rates of migration relative to that of the filers. When
nonfilers migrate at the same rate as filers, the migration
rate for the total population as measured by matched tax
returns will be extremely accurate. Since the rate of
nonfiler migration cannot be observed in either version of
the Administrative Records method, it is necessary to rely
on the assumptinn that nonfiler migration does not differ
substantiaily from the observed migration rate of filers.

High efficlency levels imply that measured migration of
filers closely corresponds to *true” migration because
there are few nonfilers. Estimated internal migration for
areas with high efficlency rates or for demographic groups
having high areal efficlency rates are likely to be accurate
because the tax-flling population and the total populaticn
are essentially synonymous. The estimate of internal migra-
tion will be flawed only when efficiency is low and the
migration of nonfilers differs markedly from filers. A low
efficiency rate by itself does not necessarily produce a
poor estimate of population migration.

An Application—National Data. Table J presents national
estimates of coverage, match rate, and efficiency for the
total and Black populations (by age and sex) for the
migration year 1984.85. Although local, not national, effi-
ciency rates are the principal factor influencing the con-
version from tax migration to population migration in EAR,
ths national rates shown in Table J provide some indica-
tions of the potential level of error in the EAR population
estimates.
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Table J. Coverage, Match Rate, and Efficlency by
Age and Sex for the Total and Black Popula-
tions: 1984-85

(Valueg expressed as percentages)

TOTAL POPULATION{ BLACK POPULATION
Children Cov-|Match| Effi-| GCov-{Match| Efti-
erage | Rate]ciency| erage| Rate| clency
Children vovvvvvvnonns 105,5] 03.1( 982 10A9]| 89.8 86,0
Males
20-24 918, ..oviuine, 83.0( 91.0] 755| 646| 854| 552
25-34yrs. ...viuae 848] 929( 78.8| 754| 87.7| 6€6.1
35-44y18. ..viiviis 86.6] 942! 816 778| 898| 699
4554 yrs. ....00ai 8711 951| 828| 762| 915| 69.7
55.64yr1S. ...iiuuns 859( 951 81.7| 67.7| 91.3| 618
65+years ....ui.e 70.4] 908( 63.9( 40.1]| 86.0{ 345
Females
20-24 918, .iviiuen 69.7; B84.5| 589 4777 822 39.2
25:34yrS. ....iivis 789 S0.6| 71.5| 662| 878| 58.1
354418, ....0v0es 86.1{ 93.5( 80.5| 741| 91.0{ 674
4554 yrs. ...cuee 868| 048| 823| 71.2| 923| 657
5564yrs. ..iivins 849( 952| B80.8| 651} 916] 596
65+years ......... 70.7| 921{ 65.1| 459| 89.1 40.9

For adult males below the age of 65, coverage does not
vary from 85 percent. At this level of coverage, overall
migration rates cannot be significantly influenced by the
migration behavior of the nonfilers, Over age 65 though,
coverage drops to about 70 percent. The coverage rates
for Black males in the prime labor force participation ages
are about 10 percentage points lower than for the total
male population. In addition, there is a far greater decrease
in coverage for Black males in the surrounding ages (under
25 and over 55).

Although the coverage and efficiency rates for Blacks
are lower than for the total population, we can infer that
EAR's procedures for estimating Black internal migration
work quite well. The accuracy of the 1980 Black population
estimates for States and metropolitan areas with substan-
tial Black populations did not differ from the accuracy of
the 1980 total population estimates for the same type of
areas.'! If the migration estimates had been flawed, ti 2
population estimates could not have been so accurate.

The lower coverage rates for females aged 20 to 34
may be related to EAR's method of allocating age of
spouse. EAR allocates the wife's age to the same broad
age youp as he nhusband. Since a wife is often in a
younger age category than her husband (e.g., a 25-
year-old man could certainly be mar..ed to a 24-year-old
woman), this procedure could lead to an understatement
of female coverage in the younger age groups. In addition,
the inver coverage for femalas in the younger ages might
also ‘= *ributable to unmarried mothers who do not file
tax returi.s. These women are less likely to be in the labor

Y1See text tables E and F in Chapter 2.
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force than the unmarried women in their age cchort who
do not havo chlidren. Moreover, they are less likely to
appear on a tax return than married women.

The estimated coverage rates for children are spuri-
ously high. Since coverage rates cannot actually exceed
100 percent, these rates suggest some possible problems
in the determination of demographic characteristics for
dependents on tax raturns. There are a number of factors
that could contribute to this excess coverage, even after
the possibility of duplicate filing has been eliminated.
College students over the age of 20 who receive half their
financial support from parents can be claimed as depen-
dents on their parents’ tax return. EAR classifies these
persons as under 20 years of age. A second possibility is
that both parties of a marriage terminated by divorce might
be claiming their children as dependents. Finally, all *other”
dependents are assigned to this young age group. Such
dependents who are actually over age 20 would errone-
ously add to the coverage of children.

Population Aged 65 Years and Over. Data from matched
tax returns are not used to estimate migration (or popula-
tion) for the group aged 65 and over. Rather, the popula-
tion estimates for this group are derived by taking the
difference in the number of Medicare enrollees in consec-
utive years. Although this procedure does not yield esti-
mates of the components of gross migration, it has proved
to be extremely accurate for estimating the population
aged 65 and over. This finding is generally attributed * 1!
fact that Medicare coverage is so complete for this popu-
lation.

More than 95 percent of the population over age 70 is
enrollec in the Medicare program. Even in the first year of
Medicare eligibility (i.e., age €5), nearly 80 percent of the
eligible population avails itself of the opportunity to partic-
ipate in this program. With such high levels of coverage,
Medicare enroliment data are extremely useful for popula-
tion estimation and are usad in all phases of the Census
Bureau's population estimates program.

As might be expected, the coverage rate for Federal tax
filing begins ‘o fall off drastically at normal retirement ages.
Table K shows this phenomenon with 1980 data on levels
of tax coverage for persons arad 55 years and over.
Although current coverage rate.s may differ slightly, any
differences are probably minor.

There is a significant and steady downward trend in
coverage for all of the race-sex groups after age 656.'2 The
decrease is much more noticeable for the Black popula-
tion. Coverage levels are so low for Blacks over age 65
and Whites over age 75 that matched tax returns would be
totally unsuitable for ineasuring migration of these groups.

12Egtimates of tax coverage are calculated from a 20-percent sample,
so small differences may not be statistically significent.
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Table K. Coverage Rates for Persons Aged 55 Years
and Over by Age, Sex, and Race: 1980 Fed-
eral Tax Raturns

(Values expressed in parcents)

White Black
Age

Male| Female Male| Female
6550 y0ar8......iiviiintn 88 88 73 66
60years ...iiiiviiiiinis, 88 84 74 €5
Glyears ...ooevvvivnenenss 86 80 65 55
62years .......ii0iiinins 80 80 69 55
63years .iiiiiiiiiiiiinens 83 79 62 50
Bdyears .......viiviiiis 83 76 64 50
65years ........iiiiiiinns 83 70 59 42
6Byears ......iiiiivnninn, 77 64 49 35
67years .....oiciiiiineins A 59 45 20
6Byears .. ...ciiiiiennens €8 49 40 23
6oyears ........oivvuuiass 63 49 38 23
70-74years ...covvvinennnss &8 48 28 18
75:79years . ....iiiinenans. 48 as 19 12
80-B4years ......oiiiuniin, 42 35 13 8
65andover ......... ..... 41 25 10 6

Even though it would be desirable to develop explicit
estimates of the components of net migration for all age
groups, it is not practical to make direct calculations of
internal migration for the elderly from matchad tax returns,
given the low coverage rates. The accuracy of migration
estimates for the elderly would be even more questionable
for areas where a sizable proportion of the elderly popu-
lation reside in retirement communities. Ths elderly living
in these special retirement communities tend to be affluent
and, thus, more likely to file tax returns and to migrate than
the rest of the elderly population in the same area.

Calculating Gross Migration from Matched Tax
Returns

There are two principal issues for EAR to confront in
estimating migration from the tax return data. The first
issue, common to both EAR and the standard Administra-
tive Records method, is how to deal with undercoverage
(i.e.. the population that is not represented on tax returns).
The concepts of efficiency and coverage directly enter into
the conversion of tax filer migration into population migra-
tion.

The second issue is that the matched tax returns used
for EAR come from a 20-percent sample. It would be
desirable to have demographic information encoded on all
tax returns, not just the 20-percent sample. However, the
lack of demographic characteristics on 80 percent of the
tax forms will not materially affect the accuracy of the
population estimates for the areas included in this report.:2

3886 Chapter 2 for a discussion of the approximate l{evels of
exstimation error that can be attributed to sampling. As an aside, the EAR
sampling rate for migration estimates is approximately twice the rate used
in tie other principal source of small-area data on migrant characteris.
tics=~the 18”9 census data on movement duri:ig the 1975-80 period.

There are, of course, individual data cells containing
small numbers of peopie (e.g., Black females aged 45 to
54 in the Rochester, Minnesota MSA) where one should
be wary of both the internal migration estimate and the
postcensal population estimate, In such cases, safeguards
are imposed on the EAR estimate of internal migration to
keep it from being unreasonably high. A description of the
method used to cap the internal migration estimates
appears below in the section on calculating in-migration.
Even with these safeguards, the potential for error is so
great that population estimates are not included in this
report when the population base is small.

Gross Out-Migration, In both EAR and the standard
Administrative Records method, tax return migration data
is converted into estimates of population migration by
assuming that the migration rate in the tax data applies to
the resident population estimate.4 The three categorles of
matched exemptions used in measuring migration are:
in-migrants to an area, out-migrants from the area, and
nonmigrants (i.e., taxfilers who file from the same geo-
graphic area in both years). The estimate of gross out-
migration from an area is the out-migration rate based on
matched exemptions times the base year population in the
area.5 |n this context, matched exemptions refer to exemp-
tions filed from an area in the first year of the migration
interval, regardless of where they are found in the second
year; i.e, total matched exemptions are calculated as
nonmigrants plus out-migrants. Algebraically, the estmate
of gross out-migration can be written as:

Gross Out-Migration = Out-Migration Rate * Population 4)

— Out-Migrant Exemptions

Matched Exem ptions * Population

Efficiency is defined as the ratio of matched exemptions
to population, (See eyuation 3.) equation 4 can be rewrit-
ten to show that the estimate of gross out-migration from
an area is the number of out-migrant tax exemptions
divided by the efficiency for the area:

Out-Migrant Exemptions
Gross Out-Migration = —Efficiency Rate 5

In EAR, gross out-migration is computed separately for
each of the 44 demographic cells under age 65 in all 488
EAR areas. Equation 5 is used to calculate out-migration
for every cell regardless of the levei of efficiency. Esti.
mates of the total gross out-migration (under age 65) for
each EAR area are formed by summing the individual
out-migration estimates for each age-sex-race cell.

'“The resident population base used in the various estimates differs
according to the available data. Generally, the base excludes the group
quarters population, In some variants of the standard Administrative
Records method, the bass includes only persons under age 65; in otherg,
it includes all ages

'®For clarity, all subscripts and superscripts are omitted from the
equations. The EAR migration estimates are derived separately for 44
demographic cells, whereas the standard Administrative Records method
relies on a single globat rate.
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Gross In-Migration. Logic suggests that the estimate of
gross in-migration would be derived in a manner analogous
to the estimate of gross out-migration shown in eguation 5.
In fact, gross in-migration is calculated in just that manner
in the standard Administrative Records method. However,
there are two factors nitigating against this approach.
First, the in-migrants to any particular area will themselves

%, be out-migrants from different areas with differing effi-
" clency rates. The efficiency rates tend to differ from one

another, but most importantly, they tend to differ from the
efficiency rate at the destination. Thus, some taxfiler
in-migrants would be inflated by too great a factor and
others by too small a factor.

A second problem is that ihe efficiency rate for the
destination area could be so low that the estimated level of
in-migration for a demographic cell would be unreasonably
high. Generally, efficiency rates calculated for demographic
cells with relatively large poplations do not differ greatly
from the national efficiency rate for that cell. When there Is
a large differencs, it is impossible to gauge whether the
difference Is "real” or only a sampling problem.

To avoid having to distinguish these problems, the
efficiency rate used for calculating estimated gross in-
migration (for EAR only) is modified slightly from the rate
used in estimating gross out-migration. The modification Is
developed in two steps. First, a Local Efficiency Rate
(LER) Is calculated for all 44 demographic cells in each
EAR area according to equation 3. This LER is averaged
with the National Efficiency Rate (NER) for the same
demographic cell to obtain a Modified Local Efficiency
Rate (MLER). However, if the initial Local Efficiency Rate
differs from the National Efficiency Rate by more than 20
percent, then the Modified Local Efficiency Rate is brought
to wi*ain 10 percenti of the National Efficiency Rate for that
cell. In other words, the MLER for any demographic cell
within an individual EAR area is constrained to the interval
bounded by 90 percent and 110 percent of the National
Efficiency Rate for that cell. Algebraically, MLER is:

0.9 * NER ,if LER < 0.8 * NER
MLE~ = (LER +NER)/ 2 ,jf 0.8 * NER < LER < 1.2 * MER
1.1 * NER ,if LER > 1.2 * NER (6)

The Modified Local Efficiency Rate converts in-migrant
tax exemptions into an estimate of total gross in-migrants.
Equation 6 allows the estimates of gross in-migration to be
calculated in a fashion directly analogous to the calculation
of gross out-migration previously discussed in equation 5.

‘ In-Migrant Exemptions
Gross In-Migration = Y uied | ocal Efficiency Rate @

State Estimates of Migration . Although EAR develops
estimates of gross in-migration and gross out-migration for
488 separate geographic areas, estimates of gross migra-
tion at the State level cannot be produced by adding the
estimates of gross migratio.: for the separate EAR areas
within the State. The following example shouid clarify that
statement.

Suppose that 3 of the 488 units of EAR geography are
the Houston metropolitan area, the Dallas metropolitan
area, and the rest of Texas. EAR provides estimates of
gross In-migration and gross out-migration for each of the
three areas. But, EAR doesn't differentiate the out-migrants
from Houston who are also out-migrants from Texas and
the out-migrants from Houston who are simuitaneously
in-migrants to Dallas or to the rest of Texas. These latter
two groups are neither in-migrants nor out-migrants when
the geographic unit of consideration is the State of Texas.
Thus, migration flows frc m Houston to Dallas and Houston
to the remainder of Texas would need to be excluded from
Houston's out-migration when an estimate of gross out-
migration from the State of Texas is compiled. Unfortu-
nately, EAR's data base does not allow tracking of individ-
ual migration flows between separate areas. However, the
estimate of net migration for a State is the sum of the net
migration estimates for all areas within the State.

COMPARISON OF EAR AND THE STANDARD
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS METHOD: AN
EXAMPLE

Both EAR and the standard Administrative Records
method use the same basic data to estimate natural
increase and international migration. The principal differ-
ence between the methods is In the derivation of internal
migration. Both methods calculate this component by
inflating the number of migrants appearing on matched tax
returns by the inverse of the efficiency rate. (See equations
5 and 7.) However, there are several differences in imple-
mentation between the methods. An obvious difference is
that standard Administrative Records uses all tax returns in
the estimates, while EAR uses only a 20-percent sample.
in part because of problems inherent in small samples,
EAR dampens the effect of extreme efficiency values on
the estimate of in-migrants by averaging the local effi-
ciency rate with the national rate. (See equation 6.) The
standard Administrative Records method, on the other
hand, treats in-migrants and out-migrants in the same
manner.

The greatest difference betweaen EAR and the standard
Administrative Records method is that EAR separates the
population into 44 age-sex-race groups whereas the stand-
ard Administrative Records method treats all persons
under 65 as a single group. In EAR, the differential
efficiencies for each of the 44 demographic groups & e
applied to migrant exemptions for the appropriate su>-
group of the population. To give a specific example, EAR
assumes that Black males aged 25-34 in an area who d»
not file tax returns migrate at the same rate as Black males
of the same age in that area who do file. The standard
Administrative Records method, on the other hand, assumes
that Black males aged 25-34 in an area who do not file tax
returns migrate at the same rate as ALL taxfilers under age
65 from the area.
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If the efficiency rates for all demographic groups and
areas were equal, EAR and the standard Administrative
Records method would generate the same estimates of
internal migration. However, there is wide variation in the
efficiency rates across geographic areas and among demo-
graphic subgroups. Nationally, the efficiency rates for
Whites under age 65 is about 85 percent; for Blacks of the
same age, it is close to 70 percent. Much of the variation
in local area efficlency rates parallels the underlying national
variation among demographic groups. As might be expected,
the geographic variation in efficiency Is far greater among
counties than for States and regions.

The following example illustrates how variations in
efficiency rates and observed migration rates among demo-
graphic classes can lead to sizable differences in the
estimates of total internal migration. To the extent that
EAR utilizes the demographic variations in migration pat-.
terns, it should estimate total internal migration more
accurately.

EAR may even produce better estimates when the
migration of nonfilers differs from that of filers. If migration
of nonfilers within a geographic area varles across demo-
graphic groups in @ manner similar (but not identical) to the
migration of filers, EAR will still capture some of the
migration differentials. The standard Administrative Records
method assigns a single migration rate to all nonfilere
regardiess of their demographic characteristics and so
does not enable that method to capture the local area
compositional differences. On the other hand, EAR weights
the observed migration of filers (and nonfilers) within a
demographic cell by the estimated size of the group. Thus,
even if the basic assumption of equal migration rates
between filers and nonfilers is Invalld within some demo-
graphic groups, EAR will give the failed assumption less
weight. This apparent advantage of EAR may be offset
somewhat by the difficulties inherent with small sample
sizes,

The following example (table L) uses a hypothetical
cemmunity of 20,000 persons to illustrate the difference
between EAR and the standard Administrative Records
method. One half of the population (10,000 persons) in the
initial year are White; the remaining 10,000 persons are
Black. In the migration interval, 5,000 Whites leave the
area (l.e., migrate out) and 1,000 Whites migrate into the
community. For Blacks, these figures are reversed. Black
in-migration Is 5,000 and Black out-migration is 1,000. For
simplicity, we will assume no hirths and deaths so that
natural increase is zero. Thus, at the end of the interval,
the community still has 20,000 persons, but the new race
distribution is 6,000 Whites and 14,000 Blacks. The actual
amount of total net internal migration is zero—6,000
in-migrants and 6,000 out-migrants.

To simulate he estimation process for EAR and the
standard Administrative Records method, it is necessary to
make assumptions about the proportion of the population
filing taxes and the efficiency rates. The local efficiency
rates for Whites and Blacks are assumed to be the same

as the national averages for these groups. For Whites,
efficiency is assumed to be 85 percent. This impliec 850
in-migrant exemptions, 4,250 out-migrant exemptions, and
4,250 nonmigrant exemptions. Efficiency for Blacks !s
assumed to be 70 percent, resulting in 3,500 in-migrant
exemptions, 700 out-migrant exemptions, and 6,300 non-
migrant exemptions.

Table L. Internal Migration Estimates for a Hypotheti-
cal Community: Comparison of EAR and the
Standard Administrative Records Method

Total White Black

ACTUAL INTERNAL MIGRATION

In-Migrants ... iiinnenns 6,000 1,000 5,000
Out-Migrants .............c00s, 6,000 5,000 1,000
NetMigration .................. 0 4,000 4,000
STANDARD ADMINISTRATIVE
RECORDS
In-Migration..........ovvinnenes
Exemptions .........000nenes 4,350 {850) (3,600)
Efficlency ......coivviiieninn 775%| (77.5%) {77.5%)
Estimated In-Migrants ......... 5,613 {1,097) (4,616)
Out-Migration ..................
Exemplions ........0i0vinenns 4,950 (4,250) (700)
Efficlency .......ociiiiinnn 775%| (77.5%) (77.5%)
Estimated Out-Migrants ........ 6,387 {5,484) (203)
Estimated Net Migratlon . ...... -774] (-4,387) (3,613)
EAR
In-Migration.........eovvvinenn
Exemptions ...........000i00 4,350 850 3,500
Efficlency .......ovviiinnnnn, (72.5%) 85.0% 70.0%
Estimated In-Migrants ......... 6,000 1,000 5,000
Qut-Migration ..................
Exemptions ..............000 4,950 4,250 700
Efficlency .................0.. (82.56%) 85.0% 70.0%
Estimated Qut-Migrants ........ 6,000 6,000 1,000
Estimated Net Migration .. ... .. 0 -4,000 4,000

Note: Figures shown in parentheses are not actually used in the
calculations. Rather, they are implied by the assumptions of the example
and the method.

EAR uses separate efficiency rates to estimate total
migration while the standard Administrative Rerords method
uses only a single global efticiency rate for the community.
The separate assumpticns on efficiency by race imply
4,350 in-migrant exemptions, 4,950 out-migrant exemp-
tions, and 10,550 nonmigrant exemptions. The overall
efficiency rate implied by these figures is 77.5 percent. This
rate is then applied to the observed tax paying migrants (in
and out) in the standard Administrative Records method to
arrive at an estimate of total in and out migration. Although
the assumptions in the example are admittedly extreme,
they do serve to illustrate some of the important differ-
ences between the two estimation methods.
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Since EAR and the standard Administrative Records
method treat all components of population change other
than internal migration identically, the preceding example
dealt only with estimates of internal migration derived from
the two administrative records procedures. Table L details
the derivation of estimated internal migration by the two
methods and shows the "true” or actual migration data.

In the example, the EAR estimate of net migration is

- ~ exactly equal to the true net migration, while the migration

estimate from the standard Administrative Records method
is significantly different. The difference between the two
migration estimates in table L arises because Whites and
Blacks have different rates of migration and different
efficlency rates; also, the racial composition of the com-
munity differs from the national average.

EAR explicitly separates the tax data migration by race
and recognizes the differences In efficiency between the
two racial groups. The standard Administrative Records

method is tied to a single efficiency rate for converting tax
data Into estimates of migration. In the example, the single
efficiency rate overstates White migration and understates
Black migration. Because of the underlying differences in
net migration by race, the standard Administrative Records
method serlously errs in estimating population as well as
internal migration.

The numbers In table L. support the EAR methodology.
The efficiency rates for Blacks are gerierally fower than
those for Whites and a difference of this magnitude would
not be unreasonable when age-sex-groups are compared.

EAR can explicitly correct for these differences in
efficiency and will often produce & more appropriate
estimate of total internal migration than the standard
Administrative Records method. Furthermore, as the exam-
ple illustrates, EAR also produces separate population
estimates for the racial/ethnic groups, while the standard
Administrative Records method does not.
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Chapter 4. Trends in the Black Population: 1980 to 1985

National

The Black population in the United States increased
from 26.7 million on April 1, 1980 to an estimated 28.9
million by July 1, 1985. The 2.2 million increase transiates
to a growth rate of 8.3 percent, one and one-half times the
rate for the total population of the United States for the
same time span. Blacks accounted for 12.1 percent of the
U.S. population in 1985 as opposed to 11.8 percent five
years earller.

Reglons and States

In 1985, sixteen States (see table M) had Black popu-
lations in excess of one milllon. Two of these States, New
York (2.7 million) and California (2.1 million) had Black
populations of more than two milllion. Only 12 states had
more than one million Blacks in 1980, while New York was
the only State at that time with two million Blacks.The four
States whose Black population passed one million in this
decade are Alabama, Maryland, New Jersey, and South
Carolina. Ten States and the District of Columbia had
between 200,000 and 1,000,000 Blacks in 1985, and 8
additional states had between 50,000 and 200,000 Blacks.

Table M. States with 1985 Black Population
Exceeding 1,000,000

(Numbers are in thousands)

Ponu Proep':oniion
opulation ac
Rank State P Percent

1985| 1980 ( changa| 1980 1985
1 New York........... 2,733 2,515 87| 143| 154
2 California........... 2,074 1,882 13.3 1.7 78
3 TOXAS . ivvrerensas 1,808 1,708 118 120| 118
4 Minols.....o.cvenves 1,775 1,682 56] 143 154
5 Georgia .vvviuininns 1,600 1,466 92| 288| 270
6 Florida .......cc00. 1,565 1,350 159{ 139| 139
7 North Carolina ...... 1,302} 1,320 54| 225| 225
8 Louisian@.....cv ... 1,348 | 1,240 88} 285| 300
8 Michigan ........... 1,243] 1,200 36 130 135
10 Ohlo...civiivnoness 1,136 1,081 51| 108 115
11 Pennsylvania........ 1,102 1,055 45 8.9 9.3
12 Virginia,ooeeviinnaas 1,081} 1,011 78] 1889 19.0
13 Maryland ..0000eines 1,076| 960 121] 228) 242
14 Algbama............ 1,055| 997 58| 256 @26.2
15 New Jersey ........ 1,025| 942 88| 128} 136
16 | South Carolina...... 1,012 948 66| 304] 305

Eight of the remaining 16 states, (Maine, New Hampshire,
Vennont, North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Idaho,
and Wyoming) had fewer than 5,000 Blacks in 1985,

For the States with a Black population of at least one
million, the highest gruwth rates are Florida (15.9 percent),
California (13.3 percent), Maryland (12.1 percent), and
Texas (11.8 percent). Michigan, (3.6 percent) had the
lowest Black growth rate among these States, but its rate
of Black population increase was not materially different
from that of other neighboring industrial states.

Callfornia’s estimated Black growth of 243,000 (13.3
percent) between 1980 and 1985 (table 1) ranked first
among States. Three other states New York at 219,000
(8.7 percent), Florida at 215,000 (15.9 percent), and Texas
at 201,000 (11.8 percent) registered Black population
increases of a similar magnitude. Only one state, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia lost Black population
during the 1980-1985 period.

Racial composition or change in racial composition is
ofter: of greater interest than estimated numerical change.
Even though Florida, California, and Texas exceeded the
national rate of Black growth, none had an appreciably
greater proportion of Blacks in their population in 1985
than 1980. In fact, Texas had a lower proportion of Blacks
in 1985 (11.8 percent) than In 1980 (12.0 percent).

On the other hand, there were 3 States where Blacks
increased their share of a State's population by at least
one percentage point (table 1 following this chapter). The
States are: New York from 14.3 to 15.4 percent; Maryland
from 22.8 to 24.2 percent; and Mississippi from 35.2 to
36.3 percent. Mississippi had the greatest proportion (36.3
percent) of Blacks for any State in 1985; South Carolina
(30.5 percent) was second; and Loulslana (30.0 percent),
was third. The District of Columbia, which Is actually a city,
is estimated to ivave been 69.7 percent Black in 18886.

The South continues to have both the greatest number
of Blacks and the greatest proportion of total population
that is Black among the four census regions. Slightly over
one-half (62.8 percent) of the Black population in the
United States lived in the South in 1985, roughly the same
as the percentage of the national Black population living in
that region at the time of the 1980 census (52.7 percent).
Overall, 18.7 percent of the South’s population is Black,
compared with 8.7 percent for the remaining thres regions.To
place this statistic in another perspective, the proportion of
population that is Black in the States of New York and
Hlinois (15.4 percent) is exceeded in 11 of the 16 Southern
states.
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Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences

More than four out of every five Blacks reside in
metropolitan areas. The estimated rate of the Black pop-
ulation Increase for all metropolitan areas from 1980 to
1885 was 9.0 percent, aimost double the 4.7 percent rate
of the Black population Increase occurring in nonmetropol-
itan areas (tables 2 and 3 following). The major cause of
this differential growth Is a continued net outmigration of
Blacks from the nonmetropalitan portion of the South.

Over 90 percent of the nonmetropolitan Black popula-
tion continues to reside in the South (4.6 of the 5.0 million).
Although nearly 10 percent of this country’s nonmetropol-
itan population is Black, only one percent of the nonmet-
ropolitan population in the North and West Is Black. There
are just three States outside of the South where the
nonmetropolitan population is even 2 percent Black. The
three States are: Missouri (3.3 percent), Kansas (2.5
percent), and lllinols (2.4 percent).

individual Metropolitan Areas

The New York City metropolitan area’s' Black popula-
tion was estimated to be 3.2 milllon on July 1, 1988 (table
N and table 4). More than 10 percent of the United States’
Black population Iives In the New York CMSA and New
York's Black population is greater than i“e total population
of all but ten metropolitan areas in this country. Over
one-half of New York's estimated 260,000 Black popula-
tion increase during the 1980-85 period Is directly attribut-
able to the component of net international migration. Miaml
and Boston are the only other metropolitan complexes In
the United States that derive any appreciable portion of
thelr Black population growth from this source.

Los Angeles is the only other metropolitan area with a
Black population increase of more than 100 thousand
(129,000) from 1980 to 1985. Eight additional areas had
Black population gains of between 50,000 and 100,000.
Alphabetically, they are: Atlanta (82,000), Chicago (81,000),
Dallas (68,000), Houston (77,000), Miami (83,000), Phlla-
delphia (64,000), San Francisco (53,000), and Washing-
ton, D.C. (80,000).

Natural Increase (the number of births minus the num-
ber of deaths) tends to be relatively high for the Black
population. Therefore, very few metropolitan areas expe-
rience enough net Black outmigration to cause a loss in
Black population. in fact, only 6 of the 223 metropolitan
areas appearing in table 4 lost Black population between
1880 and 1985. The largest losses in Black population

' For convenlence, Individual metropolitan statistica! areas (MSA's) In
this section will be denoted by slingle readily recognized names, rather
than by officlal tities. Furthermore, any reference to a particular metro-
politan area refers 1o the larger consolldated metropolltan area (CMSA)
when both the CMSA and the primary MSA (PMSA) are defined (e.g.,
Detroit will be taken to mean the Detrolt-Ann Arbor, Mi CMSA).

Table N. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Black
Population Exceeding 500,000

{Numbers are In thousands)

Proportion

Population Black
Rank Metropoliten Percent

1985| 1980 change| 1880| 1685
1 New York CMSA ....| 3,201 2,941 88] 16.9 18.1
2 Chicago CMSA...... 1645 1,564 52 19.7| 203
3 Los Angeles CMSA..| 1,194 1,065 12.1 9.3 8.2
4 Philadelphia CMSA ..| 1,108 1,044 82| 184| 18.2
5 WwashingtonD.C.MSA| 965! 874 103| 269 2798
8 Detroit CMSA ....... 049 921 31| 194! 204
7 Houston CMSA. ..... 841 564 1368( 18.2| 18.0
8 Atlenta MSA ........ 608! 526 166! 2468 24.9
9 Baltimore MSA. ..... §92| 561 56 255 26.0
10 San Francisco CMSA. 524 471 11.2 8.8 8.9

occurred in Kllleen, TX (-800) and Clarksville, TN (-1,200),
and were caused by reported declines in the millitary
stationed at Fort Hood and Fort Campbell, respectively.

According to table 4, there are sixteen metropolitan
entities with five-year growth rates for the Black population
at or above 20 percent, but Miami (23.3 psrcent) is the only
area with a sizable Black population. Sacramento (28.5
percent), Honolulu (25.5 percent) and Phoenix (25.2 percent),
all located In the West, had the most rapid rates of Black
population grewth among MSA's for the period 1980 to
1985.2 Each of these areas had also experienced rapld
growth In their total population. Three PMSA's within the
Los Angeles metropolitan complex, Riverside (39.0 percent),
Anaheim (29.8 percent), and Oxnard (27.2 percent) had
particularly large rates of Black growth over the 1980-85
period.

There are 17 metropolitan areas in the United States
where Blacks constitute more than 30 percent of the total
population (table O). All are in the South and most of them
are £mall. Memphis (41.4 percent) and New Orleans (33.6
percent) are the only arsas listed whose total population
excaeds 500,000.

Countles

Table 5 presents Black population estimates for the 54
individual counties having Black populations of more than
80,000 in 1980. Cook County (Chicago), IL with an esti-
mated 1985 Black population of 1,416,000 had more

2Fresno, CA is listed in table 4 as having had a Black population
Increass of 33.5 percent. However this large rate of increase Is spuriously
high. The apparent error In the gstimate is atributable to an overstate-
ment In registered Black births reported by NCHS. A large proportion of
the Hispanic births occurring In the city of Fresno were erroneously
tabulated as Black. Had the birth reglstration data from the State of
California been used in the construction of the estimates, the estimate of
the Black population In the Fresno MSA would have been trimmed by
nearly 6,000. This alternative estimate suggests that Fresnu's true Black
growth rate for 1680-85 was slightly in excess of 10 percent,
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Blacks than 45 of the 50 States. Los Angeles County
(1,037,000) is the only other county with an estimated
1235 Black population of over ane million. Wayne County
(Detroit), MI at 842,000, Kings County (Brooklyn), NY at
839,000, Philadelphia County, PA at 663,000, and Harris
County (Houston), TX at 633,000 round out the list of
counties with 1985 estimated Black populations in excess

“of §00,000.

Table O. Metropolitan Areas that are More than 30
Percent Black In 1985

Parcent Black Percent Black
Metropolitan Metropolitan

1085| 1980 1885| 1880
Pine Bluft, AR..... 43.8] 40.6)Shreveport, LA...| 383.7| 83.2
Albany, GA....... 43.2| 40.7 [New Orleans, LA.{ 336| 326
Jackson, MS...... 42.7| 41.3|Tallahasses, FL...| 31.8} 325
Memphis, TN ..... 41.4] 830.9|Fayottaeville, NC..| 31.3] 31.0
Florence, SC ... .. 38.7| 37.5|Danville, VA...... 3141 30.0
Savannah, GA....| 36.8] 86.6)Augusta,GA..... 30.8] 830.
Columbus, GA....| 36.3| 35.1]Charleston, SC...| 80.6] 81.1
Montgomaery, AL ..| 86.,1| 34.7|Monroe, LA ..... 305 20.2
Macon, GA....... 34,7, 8336

There is great disparity in the estimated rate of Black
population change among the 54 counties appearing in

table 5. Da Kalb County (Atlanta), GA ranks first in Black
growth at 29.6 percent.New York County (Manhattan), NY
and the District of Columbia are the only two counties to
have had Black population losses during the 1980-85
period.

Three counties, aside from De Kalb, have estimated
Black population increases of more than 20 percent.Two o
of the three counties, Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale), FL
(26.5 percent) and Dade County (Miami), FL. (22.1 percent), s
are the constituent parts of the Miami CMSA. The third
county with an increase In Black population exceeding 20
percent is Prince George's County, MD (25.2 percent), a
suburb of Washington, DC. Prince George's estimated
Black net migration estimate of 41,000 was the highest
among all counties, and probably reflects the sizable n«i
outmigration (27,000) from Washington DC for the same
period.

Five of the counties (and independent cities) appearing
in table 5 were more than 50 percent Black in 1985, In
addition to the District of Columbia (69.7 percent), they are:
Orleans Parish (New Orleans), LA at 58.8 percent, Balti-
more City, MD at 57.4 percent, Fulton County (Atlanta), GA e
at 52.7 percent, and Richmond City, VA at 52.2 percent.
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Table 1A, Estimates of the Black Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change Since 1980

Change, 1980.85 Components of change
Region, division, and State Net migration
. Julg 1, April 1,
= 1885 1880 Numbar Parcent 8irths Déaths | International Total Percent
A United States .......o.0vvvvv.. .| 28,802,400 | 26,608,300 2,204,100 8.3 3,084,400 1,211,300 278,800 321,000 1.2 -
o Northeast .......ccovnieevivniniiea ] 85,406,400 5,001,800 403,600 8.1 547,200 216,300 169,000 72,700 1.6 "
Midwest. ........c.ovvv il | 56435007 5,362,600 280,000 6.4 617,800 236,600 16,800 91,500 1.7
South .. vviiiinniienieiieneie.| 15,263,000 14,084,300 1,186,800 8.5 1,828,800 673,300 78,200 235,300 1.7
West. ... vviii it iiiiianeeel | 2,600800( 2,279,700 320,800 141 302,600 86,300 16,700 104,500 4.8
NewEngland . .......coo0vvnene, 545,800 490,600 55,200 11.3 60,400 16,500 21,100 11,200 2.3 L
Main® ..ot e 3,800 3,400 200 () 500 100 100 <300 (B) oy
New Hampshire «.vvvivvviiineiennns 4,900 4,400 500 (8) 500 100 100 . (8) )
VOImOnt « it i ‘e 1.800 1,200 500 (B) 100 . - 400 (8)
Messachusetts . ......ocovvvevnnnns 258,300 231,800 28,500 11.4 28,600 7,800 12,400 6,700 26 I
Rhodelsland. .......ccovvivvvninn, 33,600 28,800 4,800 18.6 4,300 1,100 2,000 1,500 6.3 s
Connecticut...... e e 243,800 221,000 22,800 10.3 28,400 7,400 6,500 3,800 1.7
Middle Atlantic. ........vvvvveuo | 4,869,600 4,511,100 348,400 1.7 488,700 199,830 147,800 61,500 1.4
New York .o vovviiiinnsnnnicnnnnnes 2,733,100 2,514,600 218,500 6.7 276,600 105,700 127,500 48,700 19 -
NOW JOrSaY. ..o vvirnnvivvreonses 1,024,700 941,900 82,800 6.6 103,500 36,400 156,100 17,700 1.9
Pannsylvania. ......ovivneiinnenie]| 1,001,700 1,054,700 47,000 45 107,700 65,700 5,300 +5,000 0.6 N
EastNorthCentral. . .........0u.. 4,784,400 4,562,800 231,600 6.1 516,700 169,100 13,400 -86,900 1.8 e
Ohlo v cvvvviiiii i i i i 1,138,400 1,081,200 66,100 5.1 119,300 50,500 2,800 «13,700 1.3 -
INdlANa .. .ovviiiiiiiii i Ciees 436,100 416,200 19,800 4.8 47,400 17,700 800 -8,800 2.4 -
LT 1,774,800 1,681,500 93,400 6.8 204,800 73,300 6,100 36,200 2.3 7
T Michigan............. Cirrerreaaeas 1,242,800 1,198,800 43,200 3.6 119,000 52,600 2,600 +23,100 -1.8 .
i Wisconsin, .......... Cesiaassaasn e 204,200 164,100 20,000 10.9 28,000 6,000 1,400 800 0.6
WestNorthCentral .............. 649,100 786,800 69,300 7.5 101,200 36,300 3,400 +5,800 0.7 .
Minnesota. . ....ovviiieinn . 63,700 53,000 10,6800 20.3 8,700 1,700 1,300 3,800 7.1
lowa ........ Cierreenas . 46,200 42,600 2,600 6.1 5,600 1,600 400 1,400 3.2 -
Missouri .... Cetere e 545,100 514,300 30,800 6.0 61,100 25,700 900 4,600 0.9
) North Dakota. . R Cereeas 3,100 2,600 800 (B) 700 e . . B) .
SouthDakota .. .....ccovvvivnnnvnny 2,600 2,200 300 (8) 500 . . -200 (8) —
f\“ NOBZasSKR. . .. vivv vttt §2,500 43,100 4,400 8.1 7,000 1,800 300 800 1.7
g KaNBas «.. ..o vvvnisnesrnitnnnnns 136,800 127,100 9,800 7.7 17,700 5,500 500 -2,400 1.9
South Atlantic. . ........0s 6,342,800 7,688,300 674,600 8.8 864,700 355,400 63,400 175,300 23
e Delaware. .. ...ovvviivinennnen 106,100 67,000 9,100 9.4 11,500 4,200 300 1,800 1.8
e Maryland...... Ceeaeaes 1,076,100 960,100 118,000 121 89,700 38,300 7,800 54,600 6.7
olntrlct of columbla Cereraraaees 436,700 450,000 +13,400 -3.0 39,000 26,500 4,600 27,800 6.2
R Virginla ....... Ceteraer s 1,090,700 1,011,000 79,700 7.9 101,600 48,800 2,600 27,000 2.7
West Vlrglnln. S 63,800 65,300 +1,600 2.2 §,500 4,500 200 2,500 3.8
North Carollna, .....ovvvvvinnevvnane| 18823001 1,320,300 72,000 5.4 120,300 61,800 1,000 4,500 0.3
’ SouthCarollna ......covviivvnnnne 1,011,700 948,800 62,800 6.6 106,300 43,100 €00 =300 0.0
Goorgla ... 1,600,400 1,465,800 134,600 0.2 189,400 67,200 2,000 32,400 22
Florida ......ovvviiiiniieciionnnas 1585.100 1,350,100 216,100 16.9 191,600 €2,100 44,000 65,600 6.3
East SouthCentral ..............| 3,032800( 2,860,500 183,300 6.7 327,500 147,800 2,600 +16,500 0.6
Kontucky «v.vvviviiiiiiiiinnnt, o 263,800 260,800 4,000 1.5 27,000 13,800 400 8,100 3.6
Tennesses .......ocovvvviiinenins 765,500 725400 40,100 6.5 77,600 37,200 800 300 0.0 %
AlabamMa ... i i 1,054,800 806,800 568,000 6.8 110,400 51,600 1,200 -400 0.0 i
MisSIs®ippl. . o v v 948,800 887,500 61,100 6.8 112,800 44,900 100 6,800 0.7 <
Weost South Central ., ...........| 3,877,300 8,626,400 350,800 10.0 444,600 170,100 10,300 76,500 2.2
ATKANSAS. . . v vviti it 301,800 373,100 18,800 5.0 45,500 20,300 400 +6,400 1.7 %
1,348,400 1,239,700 108,700 88 162,100 61,100 1,100 7,700 0.6 “f
227,600 205,400 22,200 10.8 27,900 10,200 1,000 4,600 2.2 %
1,808,600 1,708,200 201,300 116 208,000 78,400 7,700 70,800 4.1 -
321,800 271.300 50,600 18.7 36,000 8,800 2,100 19,600 7.2 i
2,000 1,800 200 (8) 300 . . -100 (B)
2,800 2,800 100 {B) 500 100 100 -300 (8)
3,600 3,300 300 (8) 600 100 100 -200 (8)
120,300 103,200 17,000 16.6 13,800 3,100 800 6,300 6.1
28,700 24,200 4,500 18.6 3,600 800 200 1.600 6.7
91,500 74,700 16,700 22.4 12,200 3,000 500 7.600 10.1
11,800 8,900 1,800 (8) 1400 300 100 700 (8)
61,300 61,400 9.900 19.2 7.400 1,600 200 4,000 7.8 :
2,278,600 2,008,500 270,200 13.5 262,700 77.400 14,600 84,900 4.2 -
122,400 108,800 15,600 14.6 15,700 3,400 800 8,200 3.0 .
41,100 37,800 3,400 8.9 5,000 1, 400 500 -300 0.7 -5
2,074,300 1,831,600 242,800 13.3 235,500 72, 200 13,100 70,400 4.3 o
17.600 14,000 3,600 26.0 2,600 300 100 1,300 0.4 R
23,200 18,300 4,800 28.5 3,800 200 200 1,200 6.6 T

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.
(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 18. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1885

Percent Black

Region, division, and State April 1, Jul& 1, Juls 1, Julg 1, Julz 1, Julg 1,
1680 1881 1882 1583 1984 1805 1980 1088
Unitad Statés . ..oovcvv i ininnnns 26,688,300 27,222,200 27,651,000 28,070,400 28,488,000 26,002,400 118 121
Northe@st ........cvviiiirinninininranss 6,001,800 5,092,100 5,166,500 6,248,000 §,328,800 6,406,400 10.2 108
Midweat........... IR, 6,352,600 5,427,200 5,469,700 6,620,700 5,564,500 6,643,500 8.1 0.5
SOUtN. . o eit ettt i . 14,084,300 14,349,700 14,507,400 14,819,700 16,037,000 15,253,000 18.7 18.7
WeBl .. v it s s 2,279,700 2,363,200 2,417,800 2,462,000 2,537,800 ,600,500 5.3 64
NewEngland ......ovvuininviiinainnn 490,600 506,500 514,200 623,600 534,400 546,900 4.0 4.3
Maing .....iviiiiriii i s 3,400 3,700 3,800 3,800 3,700 3,600 {8) e)
Naw Hampshire. ... ...cov00e 4,400 4,500 4,500 4,600 4,700 4,900 (8) 8)
vVermont ..o oiiii i e Cevaas 1,200 1,200 1,300 1,300 1,400 1,800 (8) 8
Massachusetts ...c.oovuveeis 231,800 239,000 242,200 247,100 262,600 268,300 4.0 4.4
Rhode Island. .. .oovvvnnav v 28,800 20,800 30,700 31,200 32,300 33,600 3.0 a5
Connecticut. . .....ooviviii s 221,000 227,200 231,700 235,700 239,700 243,800 7.1 7.7
Middle Atlantic........ et aaraiaes . 4,511,100 4,588,600 4,652,300 4,724,400 4,792,500 4,850,500 12.3 131
NewYork ......o0v0v 0 i r et 2,514,600 2,563,500 2,603,700 649,600 2,682,700 2,733,100 14.3 154
NOWw Jersey . ..o.vvvriinnirrinsaansrnas 941,900 960,800 976,200 992,200 1,006,800 1,024,700 128 13.6
Ponnsylvania. ... ociiiiinrriniiniinns 1,054,700 1,062,200 1,072,400 1,082,700 1,092,800 1,101,700 8.0 03
East NorthCentral . .....oovvvanavin 4,662,800 4,622,700 4,856,400 4,686,500 4,748,500 4,794,400 10.9 11.6
L T 1,081,200 1,084,600 1,103,200 1,112,800 1,124,800 1,136,400 10.0 10.8
indiana ......... et i e 416,200 422,100 425,200 420,800 433,600 438,100 7.6 8.0
{linols . .... Cireee e Lt tas e 1,881,500 1,707,200 1,722,500 1,739,400 1,759,700 1,774,800 14.7 154
L T 1,199,800 1,209,100 1,212,700 1,219,000 1,230,600 1,242,900 13.0 13.6
Wisconsin........... Cereeaaas P 164,100 185,400 182,800 196,700 199,800 204,200 3.0 43
Wast North Central ... .. et 788,800 804,500 813,300 824,200 836,100 840,100 4.6 4.8
Minnesota......covvvnviann Crertaerenas £3,000 55,800 57,300 £8,800 61,200 €3,700 1.3 1.5
IOWR . vvvviierirtarssnnronnnsan Ceeaas 42,600 43,700 43,700 44,300 44,700 45,200 1.8 1.8
Missourl. ......... Ceraaas T 514,300 820,400 525,100 630,500 §37,600 548,100 10.5 10.9
North DBKOtR. « v vivv vt riaaranaanss 2,500 2,800 2,900 3,000 3,101 3,100 (8) {8)
South Dakotd ..o vevvirrnnervrrnnes 2,200 2,300 2400 2500 2,6uy 2,500 (8) (=)
Nebragka. ....... et tr i 48,100 49,400 50,800 61,200 52,300 52,500 a1 3.3
Kansls .......oiviierirttansatnnnnnas 127,100 130,100 131,400 133,800 134,800 136,000 5.4 X}
South Atlantle. . ........... 7,668,300 7,827,700 7,857,300 8,080,300 8,211,000 8,342,000 20.7 20.8
Delaware........ Chrareaaas Ceeaa 97, 99,000 100,200 102,000 104,000 108,100 16.3 174
Maryland......... Cierraeaans 860,100 985,500 1,005,200 1,026,000 1,063,600 1,078,100 22.8 24.2
District of Columbia. ............ 450,000 448,100 444,700 443,300 439,000 438,700 70.5 .7
virginie ....... e Cereeaas 1,011,000 1,031,200 1,045,400 1,081,700 1,077,800 1,090,700 18.9 10.0
West Virghnia. ...........0000s 85,300 85,400 65,400 85,300 64,800 63,800 3.3 33
North Carolina. ....ovvivvnnnans 1,320,300 1,337,800 1,350,000 1,386,600 1,377,200 1,392,300 226 22.6
South Carolln® +.....ecvvvvnns 948,800 966,100 979,600 991,200 1,001,600 1,011,700 30.4 308
Georgia. v vttt e 1,465,800 1,407,200 1,523,200 1,543,800 1,671,100 1,600,400 26.8 27.0
Florida....... Cere st eir et . 1,350,100 1,399,500 1,442,800 1,481,300 1,621,900 1,685,100 139 13.6
East South Central.........oovvuvens 2,889,500 2,910,300 2,944,000 2,974,600 3,006,300 9,092,800 19.8 20.1
Kentucky......oovvvununs Ceriarararaas 259,900 60,200 263,500 264,600 300 263,800 7.1 7.1
Tonnesses ........... it rraaaas 725,400 736,000 742,300 748,700 756,800 765,500 15.6 16.2
AlBbAMA ... .. e i i e 996,800 1,012,100 1,022,800 1,031,800 1,043,800 1,054,800 256 28.2
Mississippl. .. .ooivevinn Cearasraraaas ‘e 887,500 802,000 X 920,800 941,300 948,600 36.2 38.3
West SouthCentral .. .............. . 3,526,400 3,611,700 3,696,000 3,764,500 3,818,700 3,877,300 149 14.7
AKBNBBS. . it Crrriaaes 373,100 378,300 382,500 386,800 369,100 361,900 16.3 168
Loulsiang............... et aaee e 1,239,700 1,267,400 1,201,100 1,311,800 1,332,300 1,348,400 20.6 30.0
OKIBhOMA& . . ..ot i e it r s 205,400 211,000 217,200 222,100 225,500 227,600 6.8 8.9
ToXas (oo vvvirireniinas Ciees e ranas 1,708,200 1,755,000 1,805,200 1,845,200 1,872,700 1,800,500 12.0 11.8
Mountain ...... eraarr e itananas 271,300 283,800 265,700 304.600 311,700 321,900 24 25
Montana .......... et e . 1,800 1,700 1,900 2,000 1,900 2,000 8) (8)
[ 713 T 2,800 2,800 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,000 (B) {8)
Wyoming............vuus e 3,301 3,400 3,800 3,700 3,500 3,800 (8) (B)
ColoradD .. ... v v e 103,200 108,000 112,700 114,500 116,400 120,300 KK} a7
New Mex 0 ........... e 24,200 25,000 26,200 27,600 27,800 28,700 1.0 20
AfZONB ... oovvii i e 74,700 78,000 81,500 64,800 88,400 91,500 2.7 29
Uteh ...........oivivn e . 9,800 10,600 10.700 11,300 11,600 11,8600 (B) 8)
Nevada.........o0000 Chrr et Cee §1.400 §4,200 586,400 67,800 §9,600 81,300 8.4 X-)
Pacific ........ i 2,008,500 2,060.400 2,121,800 2,177,500 2,225,900 2,276.600 8.3 8.4
Washington. ...... e e ree s 106,800 112,100 115,500 117,000 120,400 122,400 28 28
(0T . £ T 37,800 38,500 36,200 39,300 40,200 41,100 1.4 1.5
California.........covvi it nen s P 1,631.500 1,887,500 1,034,400 1,085,200 2,027.300 2,074,300 7.7 7.8
Alaska............. Ch et e e . 14,00 13,800 15,100 16,100 18,7 17,600 3.5 34
Hawali......covviiivieiii it 18,300 17,500 17,600 19,800 21,400 23,200 1.0 2.2

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was lass than 10,000,
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Table 2A. Estimates of the Black Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change

Since 1980 o
Change, 1980:85 Companents oi change
: Raglon, division, and State Net migration 7
i July 1, Aprit 1, -
i 1985 1980 Number Percent Births Deaths | International Total Parcant
23,036,800 | 21,957,800| 1,979,000 8.0 2,668,500 962,409 274,500 372,900 1.7
5,345,500 4,947,000 398,500 8.1 541,800 214,200 168,200 70,800 14
5,402,100 6,121,300 280,800 5.5 581,200 224,600 15,800 +85,800 1.7
10,656,000( 6,667,800 987,200 1021 1,141,300 438400 74,200 285,300 3.0 :
. 2,534,200 2,221,700 312,600 14.1 294,200 84,200 16,400 102,600 46
O NewEngland................... 533,200 479,700 63,500 1.2 59,100 16,000 20,830 10,400 2.2 '
. Maine ..... e 1,700 1,600 100 8) 200 . . . 8
New Hampshlre. ... ................. 3,900 3,500 400 (B) 400 100 . . (8)
I vermont ... ii i 400 400 - (8) - . . . (8)
N Massachusetts ..................... 255,000 229,200 25,800 11.3 28,200 7,600 12,400 5,200 23
. Rhodelsland. .............cc.o00vive 30,100 25,600 4,500 17.4 4,000 1,000 1,800 1,400 54
Connecticut. . ... v i 242,000 219,400 22,700 10.3 26,200 7,300 6,400 3,800 1.7
Middla Atlantio. ... oo vvvininn 4,812,300] 4,467,300 344,900 7.7 482,800 198,200 147,400 60,400 1.4
NewvYork .......oocvvviiinnnnnnnn, 2,700,400 2,484,600 215,700 8.7 272,800 104,800 127,100 47,700 1.8 i
NewuJersay.......ooovvvviivnninns 1,024,700 941,900 82,900 88 103,500 38,400 15,100 17,700 1.9 .
_ Pennsylvania......... e i 1,087,200 1,040,800 46,300 45 106,400 55,100 5,300 +5,000 0.5
T East North Central........... ....] 4,651,800 4,425,000 226,800 6.1 502,400 182,800 12,800 -82,800 -1.8
Ohlo ..o vvviiiii i Veereenan 1,084,600 1,040,800 53,800 5.2 115,200 48,600 2,700 12,800 -1.2 K
indlana ......... tereertetaatetenans 409,700 350,700 18,000 49 44,800 16,700 700 -9,100 2.3 o
Win0is . ..o v v vt i 1,725,800 1,634,900 91,000 5.6 199,600 71,000 5,000 37,700 2.3 I
Michigan.........cooviiiiiiinn i, 1,221,300 1,177,800 43,500 3.7 117,100 §1,600 2,500 «22,000 1.9 o
wisconsin .. ....iiii i o 200,300 180,800 19,400 10.7 26,700 5,000 1,100 1,300 0.7 A
e WestNorthCentral .............. 750,300 696,200 64,100 7.8 88,800 31,800 3,000 2,800 <0.4 o)
Minnesota......oovvviiiriiiiin, e 62,200 51,500 10,600 20.7 8,500 1,600 1,300 3,800 73 =
lowa ...ooivii it 37,700 35,400 2,300 6.5 4,800 1,300 200 -1,200 3.2 o~
MISSOUR. .. .vvviiii i i 489,300 462,000 27,200 5.9 64,900 22,700 800 -4,800 -1.1
NorthDakota. ...................... 1,500 1,200 300 () 300 . . - (B) =
South Dakota . .... Vheeees hereanaes 1,500 1,200 200 B) 400 . . -100 (B)
Nuobraska. . ... N 51,400 47,000 4,400 9.3 6,800 1,700 300 =700 1.5
Kansas ......ccoviviiiniinininns 106,800 87,800 9,000 8.2 13,100 4,400 400 300 0.3
South Atlantio. . ................. 6,021,500 | 5,440,700 580,800 10.7 €22,100 242,400 62,400 201,100 37
Dolawarg...........coviinvnineenn, 67,800 60,900 7,000 116 6,900 2,700 300 2,800 46
Mayland............0oii i 1,014,000 859,400 114,6C0 12.7 83,700 34,900 7,800 65,800 6.2
District of Columbia. . ..o vvvvvnnn, 436,700 450,000 13,400 3.0 36,800 25,500 4,600 7,800 6.2
VirRgila ..o i e e 827,500 751,300 76,200 10.1 80,100 34,60n «,700 30,500 4.1
West Virginla, ........ 22,800 23,400 -600 -2.4 2,000 1,600 . 1,100 4.9
North Carolina 665,700 651,300 44,400 6.8 64,200 27,900 1,000 8,100 13
SouthCaroiina ...........covvvevnns 468,400 462,800 35,500 7.7 52,000 20,400 500 4,000 0.8
GoOOrgIa. . it e 1,024,400 813,500 110,900 121 108,400 39,600 1,800 44,000 4.8
Florlda. ............ooviviiiiin 1,434,000 1,227,800 206,100 16.8 176,800 65,500 43,600 84,800 6.9 -
East SouthCentral............... 1,734,400 1,631,300 103.100 6.3 182,200 81,200 2,100 2,100 0.1
Kentueky.....oovvvvviinii i, 183,400 178,400 4,900 28 19,200 8,600 400 4,800 2.7
Tennessea .........cvvvvviiiin... 643,100 605,600 37,500 6.2 66,700 30,300 600 1,200 0.2
Alabama ............000 i, 677,000 633,300 43,700 6.9 70,200 32,400 1,000 6,800 0.9
MISSISSIpPL ... 230,800 214,000 17,000 7.9 26,000 8,800 100 -100 0.0
West SouthCentrat . ............. 2,809,100 | 2,585,800 303,300 11.7 337,000 116,600 8,700 82,100 3.2
AKENBAS. ... .oiiii i 175,900 164,100 11,800 7.3 21,100 7,800 400 +1,400 0.8
: Loulslana...........ooovv i 820,900 838,800 82,100 9.8 111,300 39,800 1,000 10,600 1.3
Oklahoma.............ccvvvvinnn, 171,000 161,100 18,800 13.1 21,800 8,400 800 4,400 29
> TOXES .. . vttt 1,631,300 1,441,900 189,400 13.1 162,800 61,800 7,500 68,600 4.8
Mountain ..........ooiiiiiiin 286,200 239,400 46,800 18.1 36,100 7,800 1,800 18,400 7.7
MONMANA .. .o vovvs e inini e 1,300 1,200 100 (B) 300 . . 100 (B)
- ldaho. . ...oovvi vt 800 600 200 (B) 100 - . 100 (8)
5 Wyoming.......oovviiiiiinni e, 2,500 2,400 100 (B) 400 100 . 200 (8)
.. Colorado. . ......ooov v it 118.400 101,600 16,700 16.5 13,700 3,100 800 6,100 6.0
- NewMexiCO ....ovvvvviiniiiiinnnn, 14,100 11,600 2,400 20.9 1,700 300 200 1,000 8.9
ATlZONa .. ..coviii i e 77,800 62,600 15,200 243 10,300 2,500 500 7,400 11.8
Utah ...t 10,600 8,200 1,400 8) 1,300 300 130 400 (B)
Nevada.........covvivvnnnnnnenen, 59,800 50,200 9,600 18.8 7,300 1.500 200 3,700 7.4
Pacifie ..o 2,246,100 1,882,300 266,800 13.6 260,100 76,400 14,500 84,200 4.2
Washington. .......oovvviiiniannnn 118,300 103,000 15,300 148 15,300 3,300 700 3,300 3.2
Ofegon . ..o 36,100 35,700 3.400 9.6 4,700 1,400 400 . 0.1 -
Calfornia. .........covvvi v 2,056,800 1,616,200 240,800 103 233,500 71,400 13,100 78,700 4.3
Alagka. ...........0 i 12,400 8.600 2.800 (B) 1,800 200 100 1,200 (B)
Hawall.........oo0iiiiiiiinn o, 22,300 17,800 4,500 255 3,700 200 200 1,000 6.7 -

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.
(B) indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 2B. Annual Estimates of the Black Metropolitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Percent Black

Reglon, division, and State April 1, Julg 1, Juls 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julg 1,
1980 1881 1882 1883 1984 1985 1980 1985
United States .........covune AP 21,857,800 22,428,700 22,801,300 23,177,000 23,650,900 23,036,900 12.7 131
Northeast . .....cvvvvvcernnans e 4,947,000 5,038,300 5,109,700 5,190,100 5,287,300 5,345,600 113 1241
MIgWESBE. .« v vt ettt i e 5,121,300 5,192,200 5,232,700 5,282,600 5,345,000 5,402,100 123 129
LT 1T herr s 9,667,900 9,908,300 10,102,800 10,285,800 10,464,800 10,855,000 18.8 18.9
West............ Vereaas et erseenas 2,221,700 2,283,900 2,356,100 2,418,700 2,473,700 2,534,200 8.2 6.3
NewEngland...................00s 478,700 494,010 502,500 511,800 522,500 533,200 4.8 6.0
Maing .......... itaerr e are e 1,800 1,700 1.800 1,800 1,800 1,700 {8) (8)
New Hampshire. . .......ccovivvviienines 3,500 3,500 3,600 3,600 3,700 3,800 (8) B
Vermont ....ooviiini ittt 400 500 §00 500 400 400 (8) (8)
Massachusetts ... ......coovvinunnnnnes 229,200 236,300 239,300 244,000 249,600 255,000 42 4.6
Rhodelstand. . ......ccooviiiinnennnns 25,800 26,500 27,300 27,800 28,800 30,100 3.0 34
ConnecticUt. . . oot i e 219,400 225,600 230,100 234,100 238,100 242,000 7.7 8.3
Middle Atlantic. .. .....covv i 4,467,300 4,642,300 4,607,100 4,678,300 4,744,800 4,812,300 134 143
New YOrK ... covv vt iii ittt i ienanens 2,484,600 2,633,300 2,572,800 2,817,800 2,859,800 2,700,400 16.7 18.8
New Jersey........oooiiininnininnnnnes 941,900 960,800 978,200 992,200 1,008,800 1,024,700 12.8 13.8
PannSYIVANIA. ... . ovennenrseenns ...| 1.040800| 1048200 1,058.200| 1088300 1,078,300| 1,087,200 10.4 108
gastNorthCentral. . ......oevvvvn i 4,425,000 4,483,000 4,515,900 4,555,000 4,606,300 4,861,800 13.7 144
Ohlo ....... S r it ra it e 1,040,800 1,053,800 1,062,000 1,071,100 1,083,300 1,094,600 12.2 12.9
17 171 - TN 380,700 396,300 308,300 404,200 407,500 408,700 10.5 110
MiNOIS ..o vv vt ii it iinen s RN 1,834,800 1,858,800 1,874,800 1,601,400 1,710,200 1,725,900 17.5 18.2
Michigan.........ovvv i, 1,177,800 1,187,000 1,190,600 1,187,400 1,208.800 1,221,300 16.7 16.6
Wisconsin . . ....ooiiit tiii it 180,900 186,000 169,200 191,800 165,800 200,300 5.8 6.3
WestNorthCentral ................. 886,200 709,200 718,800 726,600 736,700 750,300 7.4 7.8
MNNesotB. .. .. civiititi ittt s 51,500 54,300 65,6800 57,400 59,700 62,200 2.0 23
Lo 35,400 38,000 38,100 35,700 37,200 37,700 298 3.1
MIBSOUM. . oo v v it ittt a it 462,000 487,200 470,800 475,600 482,000 489 300 143 148
NorthDakota. . ......ovvviiiinnnnnnnnas 1,200 1,400 1,300 1,400 1,500 1,500 (8) {8)
SouthDakota . «..ocovvvvarivnninnraeas 1,200 1,300 1,400 1,500 1,500 1,500 (8) (8)
Nebraska, . .....cviiiiiiiiiniiiienene, 47,000 48,300 49,200 50,000 51,100 51,400 6.8 6.8
KENBAS « v vt vvivin it nronsnnsnnnes 97,800 100,700 102,000 104,000 105,800 108,800 85 8.8
South Atlantic. ........ errarreesean 5,440,700 5,578,500 5,686,500 5,793,400 5,908,400 8,021,500 20.3 205
DOlawWare. . . .. iei it i e 60,800 82,400 63,300 64,600 66,200 87,800 16.3 16.8
Maryland......oviiiiiiiii i 899,400 924,800 943,800 964,200 991,700 1,014,000 2298 245
Districtof Columbla. .. ... vvviv vt 450,000 446,100 444,700 443,300 439,000 438,700 70.5 88.7
viginia ..o i e 751,300 771,800 785,800 801,500 818,100 827,600 20.1 20.2
WestVirginfa.............ovviiiiiin, 23,400 23,000 22,800 22,800 23,100 22,800 3.3 3.3
NorthCarolina. . .v.oovvviviiinnranesnns 851,300 662,400 670,000 676,800 686,400 695,700 20.3 204
South Carolind .....oovvviiiiinirnienns 462,900 473,600 481,400 488,300 493,200 498,400 24.8 25.1
Georgla. .. .ov v ii ittt e 913,500 938,800 958,300 976,100 998,800 1,024,400 28.8 271
Flonda, oo ioviii it i e 1,227,800 1,275,700 1,316,300 1,353,700 1,382,100 1,434,000 13.8 140
EastSouthCentral. ......oovvvve v 1,631,300 1,858,800 1,878,800 1,894,400 1,712,600 1,734,400 20.6 21.2
Kentucky........vvivviiiiiinien e 178,400 179,700 180,900 182,400 182,100 163,400 108 108
TONNOBSEB ... oo vttt tittnntsnrrans 605,800 815,300 821,100 826,300 633,200 643,100 18.8 20.4
Algbama ... ...t it it 833,300 645,300 852,600 859,700 668,900 877,000 25.7 26.5
Mississippl. .. ..ove ittt e i 214,000 218,600 222,000 228,000 228,400 230,600 29.9 30.8
WestSouthCentral ..........c00viss 2,685,800 2,668,000 2,738,700 2,797,800 2,845,800 2,899,100 15.4 16.3
P - T T 164,100 167,800 169,800 171,800 173,600 175,800 18.5 191
Loulslana. .....oovviiivinnnncrinnnnnes 838,800 859,500 877,500 883,000 908,900 920,800 29.0 29.7
OKIBROMA .« v oot cviinniierntannnas 151,100 156.400 161,200 165,000 168,800 171,000 8.6 8.8
B 1= - T 1,441,800 1,486,000 1,531,000 1,667,900 1,584,400 1,831,300 128 12.5
MOUNLAIN .. v vveinreereneronnnnss 239,400 251,100 261,700 268,500 275,700 265,200 3.3 3.5
¥ T4 1T T 1,200 1,100 1,200 1,300 1,300 1,300 (8) {8)
1715 7 600 700 800 700 700 800 {8) {8)
WYOmMING. . .oov it i 2,400 2,400 2,600 2,700 2,500 2,600 (B) (B)
L7 1oT T [~ T 101,600 106,400 111,000 112,800 114,500 118,400 4.4 «+.5
New MeXiCO . .oovvvivriivennininsnnnes 11,800 12,100 12,600 13,400 13,600 14,100 1.8 21
AfZONA .. vvv vttt bttt ti it 62,600 85,400 66,800 71,800 74,800 77.800 3.1 3.2
L7 T 9,200 9,800 9,800 10,300 10,400 10,800 (8) \8)
NOVAAE . ...ttt it Ve 50,200 63,200 65,100 56,500 58,000 58,800 7.7 7.8
PROIIC .o oot vee it innntinnneas 1,082,300 2,04.,200 2,094,400 2,149,200 2,1986.000 2,249,100 6.9 7.0
washington. ..........ooiiiiii e 103,000 108,200 111,700 113,100 118,400 118,300 a.1 3.3
(- 1+ 1+ 1 1 35,700 38,700 37,300 37,400 38,300 38,100 2.0 21
Calfornla. . ......coovieiiiriiniienenns 1,816,200 1,872,800 1,918,200 1,968,300 2,010,800 2,058,800 8.0 8.1
AlASKA. . ..t ittt ittt i i e 9,600 9,500 10,400 11 400 11,800 12,400 55 5.4
Hawall. ... v ivi it i it e 17,800 18.900 16,800 19,100 X 20,700 22,300 23 2.7

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 3A. Estimates of the Black N

Change Since 1980

onmetropolitan Population for Stutes: July 1, 1985, and Coniponents of

1
Change, 1900-86 Components of change
Region, division, and State Net migration
Jul; 1, April 1,

1985 1980 Number Percant Binths Deaths | Internationat Total Percent
United States .+.........00000|  4,885,600( 4,740,500 226,000 4.7 §25,800 248,800 4,200 52,000 1.1
Northeast .............ovvvvennnns, §06,900 64,600 5.100 9.4 5,300 2,100 800 1,000 3.5
Midwest, . .....cooiiiiiiiieiiien s, 241,300 231,300 10,100 43 26,600 10,800 1,100 8,700 2.5
SOUth vivii i e, | 4,588,000 4,396,400 201,600 4.6 485,500 233,600 2,000 +50,000 1,1
Wolt ... e €6,300 58,100 8,200 14.2 6,400 2,100 300 1,800 3.9
NewEngland.................\s 12,700 11,000 1,700 16.3 1,400 500 300 600 7.4
MBING . .....ovcv i e 1,900 1,800 . (B) 300 . 100 +200 (B)
New Hampshire, ... ......00vvven s, 800 800 . (8) 100 . . - {8)
VOImONt ... vv vt e 1,300 800 §00 (B) 100 . . 400 (8)
Massachusetts .........ovuveenn s, 3,200 2,600 700 (8) 400 200 - 500 (8)
Rhodafslend. ............0v000uens 3,500 3,200 300 (8) 300 100 200 200 (B)
Connectiout, .o v vt e 1,700 1,600 100 (8) 200 100 100 . {8
Middle Atlantie. .. .......00i0us s 47,300 43,600 3,500 7.9 3,000 1,600 1,100 25
NewYork ..........., e e 32,700 30,000 2,300 8.2 2,700 800 1,000 34
New Jorsey. .....ocvvvnvnvinvinnns, . - - - . . - - .
Pennsylvania, ........oo i 14,600 13,800 700 6.1 1,300 €00 - 100 04
East North Central. .............. 142,600 137,600 4,800 3.5 14,200 6,400 700 +3,000 2.2
0 L e e 41,600 40,500 1,300 3.2 4,100 1,800 100 +1,000 2.4
Ly 26,300 25,600 800 3.2 600 1,000 100 -800 3.3
finolg . ooovi i, e 48,900 46,600 2,400 5.1 6,300 2,300 200 -800 1.2
Michigan ........oviviviviiinenes . 21,700 22,000 +300 1.4 1,600 1,100 . 1,100 4.9
wisconsin........ociiiii s 3,800 3,200 700 (B) 300 100 200 400 ()]
West North Central .............. 88,600 93,500 5,200 56 12,400 4,500 500 +2,700 28
Minnesota. ... .o e 1,600 1,400 100 (8) 200 - - . (=)
IOWA ..o e 7,500 7,200 300 (B) 600 300 200 +200 (B)
MIBBoUR. .. v e e 55,800 62,200 3,600 7.0 6,200 2,800 100 400 0.7
North Dakot, ... .vivvivnnvnrenns, 1,600 1,300 300 8) 400 - . . (B)
South Dakot . ....vvvvvvnvniinnnes 1,000 1,000 100 (B) 100 . . 100 B
NObraSKR. .. .oovvv it ii s 1,100 1,100 . (8) 200 - . +100 (B)
Kansas ........oovviiiiiiiiinnnens 30,100 20,300 700 25 4,800 1,200 100 +2,700 8.1
South Atlantie. .. ..vvvviuuu. el ] 2,321,400 2,227,800 03,800 4.2 282 800 113,000 1,000 -26,600 1.2
Delaward...........oovh veinnns 36,200 36,100 2,100 59 4,600 1,600 100 -1,000 2.7
Maryland. .. .oovviiiii i e 62,100 60,700 1,400 23 €,000 3,400 - «1,200 2.0
District of Columbig. .. ....ovvvvvvrens . - - . . . . . 0.0
Vighl ..o vv v e 263,200 269,600 3,600 14 21,500 14,400 100 +3,600 1.4
West Virghnla, . v..ooovv v 41,000 41,800 800 2.2 3,500 3,000 200 +1,300 3.2
North Carolina. . ......ovvvvveveinn.s 608,500 €66,000 27,500 4.1 65,100 34,000 . +3,600 0.5
South Carollngd ......ovvvvnvvnnennns 613,200 485,900 27,300 58 64,200 22,800 200 -4,300 0.8
GOOrgIR. .. i e e §76,000 §52,300 23,800 4.3 62,800 27,500 100 11,700 2.1
Flodda. . ..o iviv it ene s 131,100 122,100 8,000 7.4 14,800 6,600 400 600 0.7
East South Central. .. ... «] 1,206,400 1,238,200 60,100 4.9 145,300 66,600 400 +18,600 1.6
Kentucky.............. . 60,800 61,600 -800 1.1 7,700 4,400 . +4,300 5.3
Tennessss ............., 122,400 116,600 2,600 22 10,600 6,600 100 +1,400 1.2
AlBBAMG . ..o e 377,600 363,500 14,300 39 40,100 16,600 200 +6,300 1.7
Mississlppl. .. .oov i e 717,700 873,500 44,200 6.6 86,600 35,800 - +6,600 1.0
Waest South Central ,......ouvvvss 678,200 930,500 47,700 5.1 107,500 §4,200 600 +5,600 0.8
BAS. iti  eeaes 216,000 208,100 6,600 3.3 24,400 12,500 . +4,800 2.4
Loulsiana, ........vvivviiiniiine s 427,400 400,800 26,600 6.6 £0.800 21,300 100 +3,000 0.7
Oklahoma . .....ovvn e i ininnn.s 56,600 64,300 2,300 4.2 6,100 3,600 300 . 0.0
TOXAE i i e s 278,20¢ 268,300 11,800 4.5 26,100 16,600 200 2,300 0.f
Mountain ...oviiiiiiii s 38,700 31,800 4,800 16.2 4,800 1,100 200 1,200 3.8
MOMRRA . ..o ocvie e e 700 800 100 8 100 - . . (B)
A0, . e e 2,100 2,200 +100 (B) 400 100 100 400 (B)
WYOmINg. ..oovniii it e 1,100 200 200 (8) 100 . 100 100 (B)
Colormdo. .....oviviiiiiiiiiinee.s 1,800 1,600 300 (B) 100 . . 200 (B}
NOwMexieo .......ovvnvnvnvnnsin, 14,600 12,500 2,100 16." 1,800 600 . 800 47
ARZONE . o ovii i e e 13,700 12,100 1,600 128 1,800 400 . 100 1.1
L 1 1,100 700 400 (B) 100 - . 300 (8)
Nevada.......oooviiiiinivnnninns 1,500 1,200 300 &) 100 100 . 300 (B)
Pacifie ..o 20,600 26,200 3,400 12.9 3,800 1,000 100 600 20
Washington. .....ooviiiin i iien s, 4,100 3,800 300 (8) 400 100 100 - (8)
Lo T, 2,000 2,100 . (8) 300 100 . 300 (B)
Calfornia. . . s e e 17,400 15,400 2,000 13.0 2,000 700 . 800 6.0
ARBKR. . o 5,200 4,400 800 ® 600 100 . 100 (B)
HEWRH. o e 800 500 3001 (B) 100 . . 200 (8)

- Represents zero or & number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base wae less than 10,000.
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Table 3B. Annual Estimates of the Black Nonmetropolitan Popula.cn for States: Aprii 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Percent Plack

Region, divigion, and State April 1, Julz 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julz 1,
1080 1981 18682 1983 1984 1685 1980 1865
United States .. ..coovviirvinnenss 4,740,500 4,703,600 4,849,800 4,803,400 4,835,200 4,065,600 8.8 8.9
NOFthBaSt «...oovvvvvivaassn AN 64,600 55,700 56,800 57,200 §9,800 59,600 1.0 1.1
Midwost, . . ..ot it r i 231,300 235,100 236,800 23R,100 239,500 241,300 1.3 14
South. ... vvvnivannnnes Cee e 4,396,400 4,443,400 4,494,800 4,534,% 4,572,200 4,598,000 16.4 164
West............. B R IS 58,100 69,300 61,400 83,400 63,800 66,300 08 0.8
NewEngland . ...oovvvvniiiinnenees 11,000 11,400 11,700 11.800 11,800 12,700 0.8 08
Maing ........oo0uns e 1,800 2,100 2,100 1,600 1,900 1, (8) (8)
New Hampshlre. ......... et 800 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 8) (8)
Vermont ............ e 800 800 800 200 1,000 1,300 (8) (8)
Massachusetts ......... Cereeaeas Cerees 2,600 2,700 2,900 3,100 3,000 8,200 @) {8)
Rhode l8land. . coovvrven v rninnnnnnans 3,200 3,300 3,400 3,300 3,400 3,500 {8) (8)
Connectiout. ..o oovveueiniennes 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 4,700 (8) ®)
Middie Atiantic . . ... NN Ceeinee e 43,800 44,300 45,200 46,100 47,700 47,300 1.2 1.3
New York ..... Crees e Ceeaas Ceiaeas 30,000 30,200 30,900 31,700 33,100 32,700 1.8 19
' aw Jorsey....... . . . . . . .
Pennsylvania. . ....coviiiii i ceeen 13,90L 14,100 14,200 14,A00 14,600 14,800 0.8 08
EastNothCentral.................. 137,800 139,700 140,500 140,500 142,100 142,600 15 15
Chlo ....ovvvvnns Ceeeeas Cees . 40,500 11,100 41,200 41,400 41,500 41,800 1.8 18
INdland vvoovvveeriniinnen Ceven 25,500 25,900 25,000 25,700 26,100 28,300 1.4 1.5
flinois ........ Cireiiie e Ceriees 46,600 47,200 47,700 47,800 48,700 48,600 2.2 24
Michlgan........oicvvievennes et 22,000 22,000 22,100 21,600 21,800 21,700 1.2 1.2
Wisconsin ............ vt e 3,200 3,400 3,600 3,800 3,800 3,800 (-} (B)
West North Central .............. e 83,500 85,300 96,500 87,600 87,400 96,800 1.2 13
Minnesota............o000e0 . 1,400 1.400 1,500 1,600 1,500 1,800 8) {8)
JOWR ..ovvvin i iiiianas 7,200 7,700 7,800 7,700 ,600 7,500 ((c)] B)
MigBOUM. . .o vvveiiianiissn 52,200 63,200 64,100 64,900 55,400 65,800 3.1 33
North Dakota. .. ......... . Ceres 1,300 1,500 1,809 1,600 1,600 1,600 ®) (B}
SouthDakotd .....oovvvvnivninnnnniees 1,000 1,000 800 1,000 1,000 1,000 8) {B)
NODrESKA. « . . ovvvivv i iy 1,100 1,200 1,300 1,200 1,200 1,700 &) 8)
KaNSas .......vvvvinrensntnrnnsannnes 26,300 20.400 29,400 29,800 268,000 30,100 24 25
South Atlantic.......... Cireieaaaes . 2,227,600 2,249,200 2,270,800 2,286,800 2,304,800 2,321,400 21.8 217
Delaware. .........oo0vvnn et 36,100 36,600 38,800 37,500 37,700 38,200 18.4 184
Maryland........... e 80,700 60,700 81,300 81,800 81,800 62,100 20.4 189
Districtof Columbla.......ocvvvivvinnan, - - - - - - - -
Virginla ....... oo 258,600 259,400 259,800 260,300 281,700 283,200 16.2 16.1
West Virginia, .. ......... PN 41,900 42,300 42,600 42,400 41,800 41,000 34 33
NorthCaroling. . ......ovvvvvnvnennnnnns 669,000 875,400 680,900 686,700 880,800 896,500 25.0 25.0
SouthCarolind ........coovivinnnnn nas 486,900 492,600 498,200 502,900 508,400 513,200 38.7 38.7
GOOIGIA. . oot ittt i e . 552,300 558,300 564,900 567,600 572,500 576,000 26.8 268
Flofiga, . coovv v ieiieniiinnnnnes NP 122,100 123,800 126,500 127,600 126,800 131,100 14.2 128
East South Central 1,238,200 1,261,300 1,267,400 1,280,500 1,263,700 1,268,400 18.3 16.7
Kentucky. ...ooovvevvvnanen 81,500 80,500 82,6800 200 83,200 80,600 4.1 4.0
TENnessee ......coovvvvvns 116,800 120,700 121,200 122,40v 122,700 122,400 7.8 7.7
AlRbamB . ... it 383,500 368,700 370,100 372,000 374,800 377,800 25.4 25.8
Mississippl. . ...oov it 873,500 683,400 693,500 703,800 713,000 717,700 373 388
Waest South Central . 930,500 942,800 956,300 966,700 973,800 978,200 134 13.2
ATKANSAS. .. ... i ittt it 208,100 210,500 212,700 213,800 215,300 218,000 14.9 16.0
Loulsiana. ............... 400,800 407,600 413,500 418,600 423,400 427,400 30.5 30.8
Oklahoma 54,300 54,800 56,000 57,100 56,700 56,800 4.2 4.1
TeXAB .. ..ovvvniivinnnnnes 266,300 270,000 274,100 277,200 276,400 276,200 8.1 8.7
31,800 32,700 34,000 35,100 35,900 36,700 0.8 0.8
600 800 800 700 600 700 (8) {8)
2,200 2,200 2,100 2,000 2,000 2,100 (8) (8)
800 800 800 1,000 1,000 1,100 8) ®)
1,600 1,600 1,700 1,700 1,800 1,800 (8) (8)
12,500 12,800 13,600 14,200 14,200 14,800 1.8 1.8
12,100 12,600 12,800 13,200 13,700 13,700 1.8 18
700 800 800 1.000 1,200 1,100 (8) ®B)
Nevada.............. et hesaeaiaeanas 1,200 1,100 1,200 1,300 1,400 1,500 (8) (8)
PacIfic ....v ittt 26,200 26,800 27,400 26,300 27,900 29,600 0.8 0.9
washinglon.......ooeiviriinniinnnns 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 4,000 4,100 8) (B)
OrOgON v cvvvvvernrnerenenns e 2,100 1,800 1,800 1,900 1,800 2,000 (8) ®)
Calffornia. .......oovviiiiiinsriinninee 15,400 16,000 16,300 16,800 16,400 17,400 1.8 18
Alaska....... St hres et 4,400 4,400 4,700 4,700 4,800 5,200 (8) ((:)]
HaWAL . .o ovvvir ittt §00 800 600 700 700 800 (B} ®)

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000,
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Table 4A. Estimates of the Black Population for fode'r

and Comiponents of Change Since 198

opolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: July 1, 1985, T

Change, 1980.85 Components of change N
Metropolitan area Net migration .
Julgat April 1, Interna.
1986 1880 Number Percent Births Deaths tional Total Percant
Abary, GAMSA ... ..o iiii e e 50,800 45,800 5,000 11.0 5,900 1,800 - 800 20
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY MSA .......... 33,000 30,700 2,300 73 3,500 1,200 400 100 0.3
Albuquerque, NMMSA .................0.. 11,300 9,500 1,700 \B) 1,400 200 100 €00 (8)
Alexandria, LAMSA. ................. reas 38,800 36,400 2,200 6.1 4,700 2100 . 400 1.0
Allentown-8ethlahem, PA.NJ MSA Ceirir e 10,800 9,400 1,600 (B) 1,300 300 ano 500 {8)
Anchorage, AKMSA .............o00vvennn 12,400 9,600 2,800 {8) 1,800 200 100 1,200 {8)
Anderson, SCMSA ..........cvvviiininnns 23,500 22,800 700 3.1 2,200 1,100 . 400 20
Anniston, ALMSA ... ...vviiviiinininens 22,300 21,000 1,800 8.5 2,300 1,100 . 600 3.0
Asheville, NCMSA ...........coiiivinins 13,700 14,000 300 -1.9 1,100 1,000 . 400 286
Athens, GAMSA . .. 0o it iivrr i ennns 26,300 23,500 2,800 1.8 2,700 1,100 100 1,200 50
Atlanta, GAMSA.. ....... et 608,300 526,100 82,200 15.6 61,200 21,700 1,500 42,6800 8.1 o
Atlantic City, NOMSA . .........oivvvueen, 42,800 39,800 3,000 75 4,700 2,500 200 800 21 o=
Auguste, GA-SCMSA.,............. Cheee 115,500 106,900 8,500 8.0 12,700 4,900 100 700 0.7 W
Austin, TA MSA..... 60,700 50,400 10,300 20.5 6,100 2,300 300 6,500 129
Bakerafleld, CAMSA. . . ... ettt ceese 23,400 21,200 2,200 104 3,000 1,200 100 400 1.7
Balimore, MDMSA. .. .......ovviiivnnnnns 562,200 560,800 31,400 56 66,800 26,800 1,700 1,600 03
Baton Rouge, LAMSA ..............c00000s 154,100 137,700 16,400 11.9 18,400 6,200 300 4,200 3.1
Battle Craek, Ml MSA . st 14,000 13,400 600 42 1,500 600 - 400 3.0
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX MSA. Crrrteii e 87,600 81,800 5,800 741 9,900 4,100 200 . .
Benton tarbor, MIMSA ..........0000vvnns 25,100 24,800 300 1.2 3,500 1,100 . «2,100 4.6
Blloxi-Gulfpon MSMSA...... v 84,400 32,900 *,600 4.5 4,000 1,400 . «1,100 34
Birmingham, AL MSA . Crirrertrenaes 252,800 240,300 12,500 52 24,900 13,700 100 1,200 0.5
Boaton-Lawrence-Salem -
Lowell-Brockton, MANECMA .............. 202,800 181,500 21,300 117 22,000 56,900 11,400 6,300 29
Bradenton, FL. MSA.......... rrriirienes 14,900 13,300 1,600 119 1,800 700 . 500 a8 e
Bryan.Coliege Station, TX MSA.. ....... iee 11,900 10,500 1,400 138 1,300 800 100 70" 68 )
BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA. . 118,800 116,100 3,700 32 11,800 5,300 509 2,600 2.8
Buffalo, NYPMSA .. ....oovii v i 108,300 104,900 3,400 3.2 10,500 4,800 500 2,300 2.2
Niagara Falls, NY PMSA Cerrata ittt 11,600 11,200 400 3.2 1,400 400 . «£00 5.2
Burlington, NCMSA. ............ 19,700 19,100 800 3.2 1,400 800 . 100 04
Canton, OMMSA. .....vvvvirininrione. 25,700 24,500 1,300 51 2,800 1,200 . -400 1.4
Champalgn-Urbana-Rantou!, IL MSA. ... .. ees 14,700 14,800 100 0.9 1,800 §00 100 -1,300 8.7
Charleston, SCMSA . ... .c.vviiiiinernnns 144,600 133,700 10,200 8.1 16,700 5,800 100 . .
Charleston, WV MSA. ...... sttt 13,700 13,800 «100 0.7 1,200 800 . 500 -3.8
Charlotte Gastonla-nock Hlll
MSA............ et e 211,100 104,400 16,700 8.6 20,600 8,700 200 4,800 26 oy
Charlottesvllle, VA MSA. Teiraeae e rtriarernn 17,400 17,100 300 1.7 1,700 1,000 . -400 2.8 .
Chattanooga, TN.GA MSA . Cerrieene 61,100 59,800 1,300 22 6,700 3,200 . 1,200 20 o
Ia
CHICAGO-QARY-LAKE COUNTY, B3
ILINWICMSA i 1,646,300 1,584,100 81,100 52 186,300 68,100 5,800 37,100 2.4 E
Aurora-Elgin, ILPMSA................ . 16,400 13,800 2,700 19.3 2,200 400 100 800 58
Chicago, ILPMSA ............covvvenel .| 1,426,700 1,360,000 68,700 49 161,400 €0,600 6,300 34,100 2.5 2
Gary-Hammond, INPMSA,............... 120,700 127,100 26 21 14,300 5,600 100 6,200 4.9 -
Joliet, IL PMSA ...... it e chias 3:,000 31,600 5,400 17.2 3,800 700 . 2,300 73 'gf
Lake County, IL PMSA. ........... Creeaes 31,5600 28,600 2,600 10.2 4,000 900 200 200 06 J
GINCINNATI HAMILTON, s
OHKY-INCMSA.......... RN Ceins 195,800 186,100 9,800 52 21,100 9,300 300 -2,000 «1.1 -
Cincinnatl, OH-KY-IN PMSA .......... ceaes 182,800 173,800 8,800 5.1 16,800 8,700 300 2,300 13 o
Hamilton-Middistown, OM PMSA . .. .. ceeae 13,300 12,400 900 7.3 1,300 600 . 200 19 -
clarksvllle-Hopklnsvme, K
NKY MBA i e 30.600 31,800 1,200 3.9 4,400 1,300 100 -4,300 +138 )
CLEVELAND -AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA. . 444,300 427,200 17,100 40 46,000 20,400 1,200 8,600 20 N
Akron, OHPMSA........... et it 63,500 80,600 2800 4.7 6,600 2,600 100 -1,100 -1.8
Cleveland, OH PMSA...... N PN 359,800 346,600 13,300 38 37,000 17,100 1,100 6,700 1.9 s
Lorain-Eiyria, OM PMSA. ................ . 21,000 20,000 900 4.7 2,400 700 . -800 4.0 w
Colorado Springs, COMSA. ........ e 23,200 18,500 3,800 19.3 3,600 400 100 600 33
Columbla, SCMSA ...... et . 127,600 117,800 9,700 8.3 12,700 4,500 200 1,500 13
Columbus, GA-AL MSA........ e, 67,800 63,800 4,000 48 9,500 3,800 100 *1,600 18
Columbus, OHMSA ....... et e 148,300 137,800 10,500 7.6 15400 6,800 500 700 05 B
Corpus Christi, TX MSA........... N 13,800 12,800 800 7.2 1,600 600 100 - 0.3 :

- Reprosents zero or a numher which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1880 population baso was less than 10,000.
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985
Matropolitan area Percent Black
April 1, July 1, July 1, July 1 July 1, uly 1

71980 1981 1962 1903 1984 J 1'355 1880 1085
Albany, GAMSA ... ... ..o i 45,800 47,300 48,400 49,100 49,400 50,800 40.7 43.2
Albany-Schanectady-Troy, NY MSA .......... 30,700 30,800 31,300 31,900 32,600 33,000 3.7 39
Albuquerque, NMMSA ...........covvinn i, 9,500 9,800 10,300 10,600 10,800 11,300 2.3 25
Alexandria, LAMSA. . ............. Cherraas 36,400 36,700 37,300 37,800 38,600 38,6800 28.8 2841
Aflentown-Bethlghem, PAINJMSA .. .... .... 9,400 9,600 10,200 10,200 10,700 10,800 1.6 1.7
Anchorage, AKMSA ... ...coveviiiiiiinnn 9,600 9,500 10,400 11,400 11,800 12,400 5.5 54
Anderson, SCMSA............. Chianas es 22,800 23,000 23,000 23,200 23,500 23,500 1741 174
Anniston, ALMSA.............. s e 21,000 21,800 22,400 22,700 23,000 22,800 17.8 18.3
Asheviia, NCMSA ............. e e 14,000 13,800 13,800 13,800 13,800 13,700 8.7 8.2
Athans, GAMSA. ...... Vire aaaaraas e 23,500 24,000 24,400 25,100 25,800 26,300 18.1 18.7
Atlanta, GAMSA. ... ..o i 626,100 643,500 656,300 §70,200 587,200 608,300 248 24.9
Atlantic City, NJ MSA ..... Cererrr e 39,900 40,800 41,200 41,400 42,500 42,8900 14.4 14.7
Augusta, GASSCMSA . .....cocvviiiiiines 108,600 108,000 110,500 111,400 113,400 115,500 30.8 308
Austin, TX MSA. . .......... it 50,400 §2,000 63,800 56,200 56,100 60,700 0.4 8.6
Bakersfield, CAMSA. . ......civviiiiinnins 21,200 21,500 22,500 22,600 23,000 23,400 5.3 5.0
Baltimore, MDMSA............ et e 660,800 567,700 674,800 680,400 567,500 692,200 256 28.0
Baton Rouge, LAMSA ... ...oovvvivias s 137,700 142,700 145,700 148,100 151,800 154,100 278 284
Battle Craek, MIMSA .. ..ocvviverininin . 13,400 13,400 13,500 13,400 13,600 14,000 9.5 10.2
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TXMSA. ........vve . 81,500 83,700 83,700 85,6800 86,700 87,600 218 229
Benton Harbor, MIMSA ... ...vivvv i . 24,000 24,900 24,600 25,000 25,300 25,100 14.6 15.2
Bilox-Gulfport, MSMSA ........... Veresans 32,800 338,200 33,200 33,800 34,300 34,400 18.1 17.8
Birmingham, ALMSA ....... Cieia e Cerean 240,300 243,000 244,800 247,500 250,600 252,800 27.2 279
Boston-Lawrence-Salem-
Lowell-Brockton, MANECMA. ........... ... 181,500 187,200 169,800 183,600 198,800 202,800 8.0 8.6
Bradenton, FLMSA. . .........ov vt Cieena 13,300 13,700 14,300 14,8600 14,800 14,000 9.0 8.4
Bryan-College Station, TX MSA.............. 10,800 10,700 11,100 11,600 11,000 11,600 11.2 10.3
BUFFALQ-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA....... 143,100 117,300 117,500 116,600 119,100 119,800 8.3 10.0
Buffalo, NY PMSA .. ..... Crenen Cerrrenas 104,800 106,300 108,200 107,400 107,800 108,300 10.3 11,0
Niagara Falls, NY PMSA ...........co00vee 11,200 11,100 11,300 11,300 11,300 11,600 4.9 82
Burlington, NCMSA. . .....vvvivviiiaannn ve 18,100 18,200 19,500 19,400 19,600 18,700 19.2 124
Canton, OH MSA. . ... vt ii i . 24,500 24,900 25,00C 25,300 28,700 25,700 8.0 64
Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, IL MSA, . ........ 14,600 14,800 14,800 14,700 15,000 14,700 8.7 8.7
Charleston, SCMSA .. ..vvii i iiinnnes 133,700 137,700 140,200 141,800 143,100 144,600 311 30.6
Charleston, WWMSA. ............ Ceriarans 13,800 13,700 13,600 13,700 13,800 13,700 5.1 82
C rarlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill,

NC-SCMBA......cvviiiniines IR 104,400 198,600 201,800 204,400 207,200 211,100 20.0 20.2
Charlottesviile, VAMSA...... e e 17,100 17,000 17,200 17,200 17,400 17,400 15.1 145
Chattanooga, TN-GAMSA .,..... e 50,800 60,300 €0,400 60,6800 60,700 61,100 14.0 144
CHICAGO.GARY-LAKE COUNTY,

ILINWICMSA ......... e irre 1,664,100 1,685,800 1,608,800 1,815,200 1,632,400 1,846,300 10.7 20.3
Aurora-Eigin, ILPMSA......... e 13,800 14,200 14,600 15,400 15,800 18,400 4.4 49
Chicago, ILPMSA ........... e 1,360,000 1,377,100 1,386,400 1,400,600 1,415,300 1,426,700 224 23.1
Gary-Hammond, INPMSA . . .... R 127,100 126,500 126,100 130,000 130,700 128,700 10.8 20.7
Jollet, ILPMSA ........... Cerrarieraaas 31,600 33,100 33,800 34,800 36,100 37,000 8.9 10.1
Lake County, ILPMSA. ..........ooovii £5,600 20,700 30,300 30,700 30,800 31,50V 8.5 6.8

ClNCINNATI-HAMILTON.

OHKYJINCMSA . ......ovvvinnnn N 188,100 188,500 180,400 191,100 183,500 185,900 11.2 118
Cintinnati, OM-KY- |N PMSA. ... .vivivis . 173,800 175,800 177,500 178,000 180,600 162,600 12.4 129
tamilton-Middiatown, OH PMSA. .. ...... . 12,400 12,800 12,800 13,200 13,100 13,300 4.8 4.9

Clarksville-Hopkinsville,
TNKY MSA. oo ittt cenians 31,800 31,500 32,000 30,600 20,200 30,6800 21.2 200
CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA. .. .. 427,200 431,000 433,800 437,400 441,700 444,300 156.1 18.0
Akron, OMPMSA. ... ... viiiiininns . 60,800 €0,700 61,100 62,000 63,100 83,500 8.2 0.8
Cloveland, OHPMSA. ......... ..o cviinne 348,600 350,100 351,600 354,600 387,600 359,800 18.3 18.3

Lorain.Elyria, OH PMSA. ....... i riareaes 20,000 20,300 20,800 20,800 20,800 21,000 7.3 7.7
Colorado Springs, COMSA. ...... N 16,500 01,100 22,200 22,100 22,300 23,200 8.3 6.4
Columble, SCMSA ........oviiivnnns e 117,800 121,000 122,600 126,400 128,800 127,600 28.7 205
Columbus, GA-ALMSA.......covvv it e, 83,000 84,300 87,000 88,600 87,400 87,800 35.1 38.3
Columbus, O MSA ....... T TR 137,800 140,800 142,000 143,400 145,700 148,300 114 118
Corpus Chrigth, TXMSA. ..ovvvvvnven, e 12,800 13,000 13,500 13,890 13,700 13,800 4.0 a0
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Table 4A, Estimates of the Black Po
and Components of Chan

pulation for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:
ge Since 1980—Continued

July 1, 1985,

Change, 1980-86

Components of change

Metropolitan area Nat migration
Julg 1, April 1, Interna-
1885 1830 Number Percent Births Deaths tiona! Total Percent
DALLAS-FORT WORTH, TXCMSA .......... 485,400 417,000 68,400 16.4 53,600 17.400 1,700 32,000 7.7
Datlas, TXPMBA ..........civivvinn 363,700 314,000 49,700 16.8 40,400 12,700 1,100 22,000 7.0
Fort Worth-Arlington, TX PMSA............ 121,700 103,000 18,700 18.2 13,400 4,700 500 10,000 8.7
Danville, VAMSA ............ Verareaaiana 34,500 33,600 1,000 29 3,100 1,600 . 500 1.6
Davenﬂm-nock Istand:-Moline,

IAILMBA . e e 18,400 16,800 1,600 9.2 2,600 600 - 400 2.5
Dayton-Springfleld, OHMSA............ Veus 126,100 118,800 7,200 6.1 13,000 5,500 300 -300 0.3
Daylona Beach, FLMSA. . ................. 31,800 20,000 2,800 96 3,200 1,500 200 1,100 a9
Decatur, ILMSA ..... e e 14,500 13,800 700 5.0 1,800 500 . =700 4.9
OENVER-BOULDER, COCMSA............. 81,100 78,500 12,600 16.0 9,800 2,500 600 6,300 6.8

Denver, COPMSA,................. AN 86,000 76,700 12,300 16.1 8,600 2,500 600 5,200 6.8
Des Moinas, IAMSA............ e 15,000 14,100 800 6.3 1,700 700 . -200 -1.2
DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA ........... 849,300 921,200 28,100 3. 85,400 42,800 1,700 14,400 1.6

Ann Aroor, MIPMSA ...... eersar e ‘e 31,000 28,500 2,500 8.9 2,800 700 400 400 1.3

Datroh, MIPMSA. . ......vvvivienenens 918,400 892,800 25,600 28 82,600 42,200 1,300 14,800 1.7
Dothan, ALMSA....... e 26,700 24,300 2,300 96 3,300 1,100 - 200 0.9
ElPaso, TXMSA...........co0vvnes Ve 20,700 18,800 1,800 10.0 3,000 400 100 -700 -3.8
Ere, PAMSA, . ......coiiiiiiiieiiinnaes 12,800 12,300 600 5.2 1,800 500 100 700 5.6
Evansville, INNKYMSA .......ovvvininnens 16,400 15,800 600 5.2 1,800 800 - «100 0.4
Fayettavillg, NCMSA................00vnn 79,100 76,700 2,400 3.2 9,800 2,200 100 -5,200 £.7
Flint, MIMSA. ...... it i e 83,100 76,800 4,300 55 6,200 2,400 100 2,400 -3.1
Florence, ALMSA..........oovvvvnnns . 17,700 16,900 800 4.6 1,700 800 - . 0.2
Florence, SCMSA. .......oovvvvin v viannn 44,200 41,300 2,800 6.9 4,800 2,200 . 200 0.6
Fort Myers.Cape Coral, FL MSA. ............ 19,500 16,300 3,200 19.5 2,600 700 100 1,300 78
Fort Plerce, FLMSA .......... i 26,800 23,500 3,300 14.0 3,600 1,200 300 800 3.7
Fort Waiton Beach, FL MSA....... erraanaas 10,500 9,400 1,100 (8) 1,500 200 - <100 8
FotWayne, INMSA...................... 27,600 26,200 1,400 54 3,500 900 200 1,200 4.7
Fresno, CAMSA ..., ...ovvviinnnivnnens 34,800 25,800 8,700 335 8,400 1,200 200 500 1.9
Qadsdan, ALMSA............ovvnvinnnns 14,400 13,600 600 4.6 1,300 800 . 200 1.5
Galnesvilla, FLMSA .............covvvens 37,600 33,100 4,600 13.7 4,200 1,500 300 1,800 5.5
Grand Raplds, MIMSA.................... 35,600 32,400 3,200 10.0 4,600 1,100 100 =200 0.7
Greensboro—Winston-Salem-—

High POINt, NCMSA ............... Crraes 172,000 181,800 10,100 6.2 13,800 7,300 300 3,400 2.1
Greenville-Spartanburg, SCMSA............. 104,200 87,200 7,000 7.2 9,900 4,500 200 1,600 1.6
Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle,

PAMSA.............oevivn e N 36,700 34,300 2,400 6.9 4,000 1,600 100 -200 0.6
Hartford-New Britain-Middletown.

Bristoh, CTNECMA . ...............00ue ' 83,500 75,000 6,600 1.4 8,500 2,300 3,800 2,400 3.2
Hickory, NOCMSA..............c0vvivvenes 17,000 16,500 400 256 1,400 800 - 200 1.4
Honolulu, HIMSA .......... P 22,300 17,600 4,500 25.5 8,700 200 200 1,000 57
Houma-Thihodaux, LAMSA ................ 26,800 23,800 3,100 129 3,800 1,100 - 300 1.2
HOUSTON-GALVESTON.BRAZORIA,

TXCMSA. ... it it ittt 641,300 564,300 77,000 13.6 70,600 22,800 4,100 26,200 6.2
Brazotla, TXPMSA ........... Veereraaan 14,800 13,200 1,700 127 1,300 500 - 800 6.7
Galvaston-Texan City, TX PMSA .. ......... 36,500 36,500 2,000 56 4,400 1,900 - -500 1.3
Houston, TX PMSA ......... G i rriare s 587,000 614,600 73,200 14.2 64,6800 20,500 4,000 26,800 5.6

Huntsville, ALMSA....................... 447 39,100 5,400 138 4,400 1,400 700 2,400 6.0
{ndianapolis, INMSA. ..................... 1€8,100 167.700 10,400 6.6 17.800 7,100 100 -500 -0.3
Jackson, MIMSA ..............ccviiheen 10,900 11,000 -100 -1.0 800 300 100 -600 5.5
Jackson, MSMSA...............00vieue 162.700 148,400 13,300 8.9 16,500 6,500 100 1,300 09
Jackson, TNMSA................ovveuse. 24,200 22,300 1,900 8.4 2.400 1,200 . 700 341
Jacksonviile, FLMSA ............covieunns 178,200 156,000 22,300 143 20 200 8,300 400 10,300 6.6
Jacksonvilie, NCMSA..................... 23,400 23,200 200 0.8 3,400 400 100 2,700 -11.8
Kalamazoo, MIMSA .. ..................0. 17.400 15,800 1,600 10.0 2,200 §00 100 -100 -0.6
Kankakea, ILMSA. .............ovvvvineen 16,800 14,900 800 5.9 2,200 700 . -600 -4.2
Kensas City, MO-KSMSA.. ................ 163,800 179,000 14,000 78 21,700 8,500 300 800 0.5
Killeen-Temple, TXMSA . ........ovvvnnen, 36,300 37,200 =800 2.4 6,800 800 100 -7,000 -18.8
Knoxville, TN MSA. ..... e aaata i, 35,500 34,200 1,300 3.7 3,400 1,800 200 -200 0.6
Lafayette, LAMSA ..................0000s 49,500 43,600 6,800 136 6,300 1,700 100 1,300 3.0

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985—Continued

Metropolitan area

Percent Black

April 1, July 1, Julg 1, Juls 1, Julg 1, Julg 1,
1560 1081 1882 1983 1984 1985 1980 1085
DALLAS.FORT WORTH, TXCMSA .......... 417,000 428,800 441,400 455,500 468,600 485,400 14.2 138
Dallas, TXPMSA.............. Ceereann . 314,000 322,800 331,500 341,500 351700 369,700 16.0 15.7
Fort Worth-Arlington, TX PMSA ............ 103,000 106,000 108,800 114,000 116,900 121,700 108 104
Danville, VAMSA ............... Ceiriiaes 33,600 33,700 34,000 34,000 34,400 34,500 30.0 31.1
Davan&on‘ﬁock {sland- Mollne,

.......................... . 16,800 17,400 17,700 18,000 18,500 18,400 4.4 49
Dayton-Springfield, OH MSA. et reeranaeanse 118,800 119,800 121,200 123,000 124,500 126,100 126 13.6
Daytona Beach, FLMSA. ........covvuvnnn, 29,000 298,500 29,900 30,600 31,300 31,800 11.2 10.2
Decatur, ILMSA ............. cecaranaaans 13,800 14,100 14,100 14,100 14,500 14,500 10.5 1.4
DENVER-BOULDER, COCMSA............. 78,500 81,400 84,800 86,600 88,200 81,100 48 5.0

Denver, COPMSA........ e eraaes vees 76,700 79,700 83,200 84,900 86,200 89,000 5.4 556
Des Molnes, TAMSA. .........iviviinienan 14,100 14,400 14,500 14,400 14,600 15,000 3.8 4.0
DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA ........... 821,200 926,900 926,800 932,800 840,400 949,300 18.4 204

Ann Arbor, MIPMSA . ............... vees 26,500 28,800 29,200 29,400 30,300 31,000 10.7 118

Detrolt, MIPMSA........... reeeaeeaias 892,800 898,000 899,600 803,500 910,100 918,400 19.9 20.9
Oothan, ALMSA . .........covviiinnn veees 24,300 25,500 25,800 26,100 26,600 28,700 19.9 21.0
ElPaso, TXMSA, ... ivviiiivriniannns 18,800 18,700 20,100 19,600 20,100 20,700 39 3.9
Eriog, PAMSA. . ............ Cerereeaeanes 12,300 12,400 12,600 12,800 12,700 12,800 44 A8
Evansgviile, IN-KYMSA ............ .. R 16,600 15,800 15,800 16,100 16,300 16,400 56 6.9
Fayettaville, NCMSA. ........ocvvivetn vees 76,700 78,700 77,600 79,200 78,700 79,100 31.0 31.9
Flint, MIMSA. ............. e 78,800 79,800 80,300 81,200 81,800 83,100 17.5 18.9
Fiorence, AL MSA.. ... Seresesaetraansanes 16,800 17,300 17,400 17,400 17,400 17,700 125 13.0
Florence, SCMSA.. ... ..o iiiinianennas 41,300 42,200 42,700 43,400 43,800 44,200 375 38.7
Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FLMSA............ . 16,300 17,200 17,900 18,300 18,600 19,500 8.0 . 7.4
FortPlarce, FLMSA .. .........ocviiivenns 23,500 24,700 25,300 25,900 26,200 26,900 158 139
Fort Walton Beach, FL MSA........ Ceaan e 9,400 9,600 8,700 10,000 10,100 10,500 8.5 8.4
Fort Wayne, INMSA.............ou0 e 26,200 26,800 27,100 27,000 27,300 27,600 7.4 7.9
Fresno, CAMSA ........covvvvnen Cereeaes 25,900 27,600 29,100 31,100 32,700 34,600 5.0 8.1
Gadsden, ALMSA. ............. Cireaveaas 13,800 13.800 14,000 14,200 14,300 14,400 134 139
Galnesville, FLMSA .. ....oov i 33,100 34,100 35,100 36,300 36,900 37,600 18.3 18.2
Grand Rapids, MIMSA ...... Cerrie e 32,400 33,400 34,000 34,500 35,100 35,600 5.4 6.7
Greansboro~Winston-Satem-—

HighPoint, NCMSA .................. “es 161,900 164,400 166,000 168,000 170,700 172,000 19.0 19.4
Greenvilig-Spartanburg, SCMSA. .. .......... 97,200 98,800 100,700 102,100 102,500 104,200 174 17.6
Harrlsburg‘Lebanon‘Carllsle.

PAMSA. ..o it iiiiiiiiiittiiiensnnas 34,300 36,000 35,500 36,100 38,700 36,700 6.2 6.5
Hartford-New Britain. Mlddletown-

Bristol, CTNECMA . ........covviinvinna 75,000 77,400 79,100 80,700 82,500 83,500 71 78
Hiokory, NCMSA. ...ccovvvv it iiiininnens 16,500 16,700 16,600 16,800 16,800 17,000 8.2 8.1
Honolulu, HIMSA .. .. oviiiiiiiiiiineen 17,800 16,900 16,900 19,100 20,700 22,300 2.3 2.7
Houma-Thibodaux, LAMSA ................ 23,800 24,600 26,600 26,200 26,600 26,800 13.5 14,2
HOUSTON-GALVESTON. BRAZORIA
TXCMSA ... i ittt ittt ittt aeanes 664,300 686,300 612,000 625,600 632,000 641,200 18.2 18.0

Brazoria, TX PMSA ... iiiiiininennnns 13,200 13,800 14,100 14,500 14,600 14,1300 78 7.8

Galveston-Texas City, TXPMSA . .......... 36,500 37,000 37.600 38,200 38,700 38,600 18.6 18.2

Houston, TXPMSA ... 614,600 535.500 560,300 572,900 576,800 587,900 18.8 18.6
Huntsville, ALMSA . .. ..ooiiiiiiiiiiiii s 38,100 40,100 40,800 41,800 42,800 44,500 19.8 20.5
indianapolis, INMSA. . .......ccovivveennnn 167,700 160,000 161,800 164,900 166,300 168,100 135 141
Jackson, MEMSA .........iiiiiiniaas ces 11,000 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,700 10,800 73 7.5
Jackson, MSMSA,. .. ......oi vt 149,400 162.600 156,100 157,900 160,100 162,700 413 42.7
Jackson, TNMSA . .......coviiiiiiinnnnn 22,300 22,600 22,800 23,20¢ 23.500 24,200 30.0 30.9
Jacksonville, FLMSA .......ccoivvvnernnes 156,000 160,300 164,000 167,600 172,100 176,200 21.6 216
Jacksonville, NCMSA...........ocvivnnnnn 23,200 23,600 23,600 24,200 23,800 23,400 206 19.4
Kalamazoo, MIMSA . ............covivens 15,800 16,400 16,600 16,800 17,000 17,400 75 8.1
Kankakes, ILMSA...........cooe i 14,800 15,100 16,400 15,500 15.700 15,800 145 18.1
Kansas City, MO-KSMSA.............. e 179,800 182,500 184,200 186.800 180,300 193,900 125 13.0
Kilteen-Temple, TXMSA . .........covvvvn 37,200 36.400 35,800 34,800 34,000 36,300 17.3 1R7
Knoxville, TNMSA. .........ovevviniennns 34,200 35,000 36,200 34,800 36,200 35,500 6.0 6.0
Lafayotto, LAMSA ... ..o vvviiiiannnnaes 43,600 46,100 46,400 47,500 48,500 49,600 229 22.8
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Table 4A, Estimates of the Black Pop
and Components of Chan

ulation for Metropolit
ge Since 1980—Continued

an Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:

July 1, 1985,

Chango, 1680-85

Components of changa

Metropolitan area Net migration
Jul; 1, April 1, Interna.

1985 1880 Number Percent Births Deaths tional Total Percent
Lake Charles, LAMSA .......... e e 39,800 36,400 3,400 8.3 4,800 1,700 . 200 0.7
Lakeland-Winter Haven, FLMSA ............ 53,300 48,400 4,800 10.1 6,600 2,300 400 500 141
Lansing-East Lansing, MIMSA . ............. 26,000 23,400 2,600 10.9 2,300 600 400 300 1.2
LasVogas, NVMSA.................. ees 65,500 46,400 8,100 19.7 6,800 1,400 100 3,700 8.0
Lawton, OK MSA.......... e 18,100 18,000 1,100 6.0 8,000 400 . 1,500 8.4
Lexington-Fayatte, KY MSA. . ............... 36,200 34,700 1,400 4.1 3,400 2,000 100 . 0.1
Uima, OHMSA............. 12,300 11,000 1,300 12,0 1,500 300 . 100 1.1
Little Rock-North Little Rock,

98,400 80,800 7,600 8.4 11,800 4,000 300 «300 04
Longview-Marshall, TX MSA .. ... e 36,500 34,300 2,200 6.3 3,700 2,200 . 600 1.9
LOS ANGELES-ANAHEIM-RIVERSIDE,

MSA ......... bt ++| 1,184,500} 1,085,100 128,300 121 128,900 42,800 6,200 43,200 4.1
Anaheim-Santa Ana, CAPMSA............ 32,300 24,900 7,400 20.6 4,700 600 600 3,300 13.0
Los Armoles-t.ong Beach,

CAPMSA.............. Cerieas araas 1,037,300 949,400 87,800 8.3 109,500 39,000 6,700 17,400 1.8
Oxnard-Ventura, CAPMSA ........ Ceraae 14,600 11,500 3,100 e 1,800 300 200 1,500 13.0
Riverside-San Bernardino,

APMSA......... et arerr e . 110,200 79,300 31,000 38.0 12,800 3,000 700 21,100 26.8
Loulsvilie, KY-INMSA........ovvvivviinnn 126,800 121,100 5,700 47 12,500 6,300 300 400 0.4
Lubbock, TX MSA....... N N 16,500 15,400 1,100 7.1 2,400 600 200 700 4.3
Lynchburg, VAMSA ................... 20,400 28,700 700 28 2,500 1,800 . 200 0.8
Macon-Wamer Robing, GA MSA. . .... Cereaen 95,600 88,600 7,000 7.9 9,500 4,100 . 1,600 1.8
Mansfield, OHMSA...............0oouvs 10,100 9,400 700 (8) 1,000 300 . 100 {8)
Melbourne-Titusvills-Palm Bay,

L ettt it 28,400 23,6800 4,700 20.0 3,100 1,000 600 2,600 10.8
Memphis, TN-ARRMS MSA ............ eea 388,300 364,100 25,200 6.9 43,000 17,800 100 100 .
MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FL CMSA . ... .. . 492,500 389,300 93,200 23.3 65,800 16,300 38,000 43,6800 10.8
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood-

Pompano Beach, FLPMSA.......... Cereas 144,000 113,800 30,100 26.5 18,200 4,500 6,500 16,400 144

Miami-Hiaieah, FL PMSA. ...... Cersaraaan 348,400 285,400 63,000 221 47,700 11,800 29,600 27,200 8.6
MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA ........... . 161,500 165,300 16,200 9.8 23,400 4,800 600 2,600 1.8

Milwaukee, WIPMSA. . .....oovevvvnennns 166,100 151,500 14,600 9.6 21,400 4,300 600 +2,600 1.7

Racing, WIPMSA ........0vivrenenns. 15,400 13,800 1,600 11.6 2,000 400 . . 0.2
Minneapotis-St. Paul, MN-WIMSA ........... 60,400 49,800 10,600 21.3 8,300 1,600 1,200 3,800 7.8
Mobile, AL MSA. .... St i et 135,000 127,100 8,800 6.8 15,600 €,200 100 +800 0.4
Monroe, LAMSA. ............ Crrreraees . 44,600 40,700 3,800 8.5 5,500 2,000 . 400 0.8
Montgomery, ALMSA...........cvvnvnnn 103,400 84,700 8,700 8.n 11,000 4,500 . 2,200 2.3
Muskegon, MIMSA........... Crrir e e 20,500 198,400 1,100 5.8 2,400 800 . -500 2.5
Nashville, TN MSA ...... S tirerira s 145,400 137,200 8,200 6.0 14,000 7,000 300 1,100 0.8
New Haven-Watorbury-Meriden,

CTNECMA ... ......... rrariiai s 74,000 68,300 5.700 8.4 8,000 2,300 800 . .
New London:Norwich, CTNECMA ........... 10,100 8,800 1,200 (B) 1,200 300 . 300 (B)
NewOrlsans, LAMSA. ................... . 445,800 409,700 38,200 8.8 53,100 18,200 500 2,300 0.6
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-LONG

{SLAND, NY-NJ-CTCMSA ....... TN 3,701,200 2,841,200 260,100 6.8 321,500 129,800 139,800 62,400 2.1

Bergon-Passalc, NJPMSA.............. . 101,700 84,200 7.500 7.8 10,100 3,500 2,400 800 0.8

Bridgeport-Stamford-Norwalk.

Danbury, CTNECMA.................. . 74,400 67,200 7,200 10.7 8,500 2,400 1,800 1,100 1.6
Jorsoy City, NOPMSA .. ...... . 79,400 71,600 7,800 14 11,800 3,000 1,800 <800 1.2
Middiesax-Somerest-Hunterdon,

JPMSA......... T S 56,600 48,000 7,600 15.6 5,300 1,700 1,100 3,800 8.2
Monmouth-Ocean, NJ PMSA. . . .. e 57,000 52,800 4,200 8.0 6,100 2,500 500 700 1.3
Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA. ............. . 165,500 163,800 21,800 13.3 16,400 6,000 4,500 11,400 8.9
New York, NY PMSA. .. ....oovvvvnnnnnns 2,185,700 2,013,200 172,600 6.6 220,500 67,300 118,800 39,300 18
Newark, NI PMSA . ....... e e 443,000 413,800 20,200 7.0 40,600 16,800 7,500 5,400 1.3
Orange County, NY PMSA................ 18,800 16,700 2,200 13.5 2,200 600 200 700 4.0

Norfolk-VIrﬁlnll Beach-

Nowport News, VAMSA . ................. 362,600 326,600 36,800 1.0 37,000 15,100 300 13,600 43
Ocala, FLMSA ............, e e 22,300 20,400 2,000 9.8 2,800 1,200 100 300 1.7
Oklahoma City, OK MSA........ i . 92,200 78,800 13,300 16.9 11,600 3,400 400 6,100 64
Omaha, NEJAMSA........... Crres i, 47,900 44,100 3,800 8.7 8,300 1,700 100 «800 1.7
Orando, FLMSA. /... .ovvvitiieienevens, 108,400 80,900 15,600 171 12,400 3,800 1,100 6,800 76

- Reprasents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1885—~Continued

Metropolitan area

Percent Black

April 1, July 1, July 1, uly 1, uly 1, uly 1,
p1980 1581 1582 J 1;83 J 1584 J 1%85 1980 1985
Lake Chares, LAMSA . ............... e 36,400 37,600 38,400 39,100 39,700 30,800 '8 22.7
Lakeland:Winter Haven, FL MSA ....... Ciees 48,400 40,600 50,800 51,500 52,100 63,300 15.1 14.8
Lansing.East Lansing, MIMSA ......... veres 23,400 23,700 24,000 24,200 25,300 26,000 5.6 6.2
Las Vogas, NVMSA .......... Veereeaaenen 46,400 49,200 50,800 52,300 53,800 55,600 10.0 10.1
Lawton, OKMSA, .. .. ciiviintiiiiaiias 18,000 18,600 19,400 19,200 18,600 18,100 16.0 16.0
Lexington-Fayette, KY MSA. . ... ettt 34,700 35,000 35,600 35,800 36,000 26,200 10.8 10.9
Uma, OHMSA. ........oivue e 11,000 11,400 11,700 11,900 11,800 12,300 7.1 8.0
umo Rock:North Little Rock
RAMSBA. . . it e 90,800 83,400 84,500 95,300 87,100 98,400 1941 16.9
Longvlew-Marshall ™ NSA e ter e 34,300 34,800 35,400 35,600 36,200 36,500 226 218
LOS ANGFLES-ANAHEIM-RIVERSIDE
........................... 1,085,100 1,084,500 1,118,800 1,145,800 1,168,500 1,184,500 8.3 8.2
Anaholm-Santa Ana CAPMSA............ 24,800 26,700 28,500 29,500 31,000 32,300 1.3 1.6
Los An}aeles-Long Beach,

CAPMSA. .. i ittt 848,400 970,600 987,200 1,006,500 1,020,700 1,037,300 127 125
Oxnard-Venture, CABMSA . .,.........ve 11,600 12,100 12,800 13,200 14,000 14,600 2.2 24
Fllverslde-San Bernardino,

CAPMSA............ Cereraaaas e 70,300 85,100 91,300 66,800 102,800 110,200 5.1 5.8
Loulsville, KY-IN L L7 121,100 122,600 123,100 124,700 125,600 126,800 127 133
Lubbock, TAMSA .. ......cvvv Ceearaans 15,400 15,100 15,500 16,100 16,400 16,500 73 7.6
Lynchburg, VAMSA ... 28,700 28,600 28,700 20,000 20,100 29,400 20.3 20.5
Maconwamer Robins, GAMSA. . ........... 88,600 81,200 81,700 93,300 84,800 85,600 33.6 34.7
Mansfiald, OHMSA. ........oovvevns e 8,400 9,400 8,400 8,500 9,600 10,100 74 7.7
Melboume-‘ﬂtusvllle- Paim Bay,

FLMSA .......... el et a et 23,600 24,800 25,900 26,600 27,400 28,400 8.7 8.5
Memphis, TN-ARRMS MSA ...t 364,100 370,500 375,200 376,700 384,100 388,300 39.8 414
MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FLCMSA ....... 368,300 422,100 440,500 457,800 475,300 492,500 16.1 174

Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood-
Pompano Beach, FLPMSA ................ 113,800 120,300 126,200 191,800 137,600 144,000 11.2 128
Miami-Hialeah, FLPMSA. ........covvinne 285,400 301,800 314,200 326,100 337,700 346,400 176 19.8
MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA . ........... 165,300 166,800 172,300 174,500 177,800 181,500 105 115
Milwaukea, WIPMSA. ........... Ciereaas 161,500 155,500 157,800 159,800 162,800 166,100 10.8 1.8
Racing, WIPMSA ........... G riiataaas 13,800 14,300 14,500 14,700 15,100 15,400 8.0 8.8
Minnaapoils:St, Paul, MNSWIMSA ........... 40,800 62,600 54,000 55,800 56,000 60,400 23 2.7
Mobilg, AL MSA. ... .... P ettiera et eeaneae 127,100 120,500 131,300 132,900 134,800 135,900 28.6 20.0
Monroe, LAMSA. .. .. ... ittt i 40,700 41,300 42,300 43,100 44,000 44,600 208.2 305
Montgomery, ALMSA . ........cooiv e 84,700 87,400 98,800 80,700 101,400 103,400 34.7 36.1
Muskegon, MI MSA. ..... Ceheeieasaraaraas 19,400 18,400 16,800 19,000 20,100 20,600 123 1341
Naghville, TNMSA .........covvene e 137,200 138,900 130,700 141,300 143,100 145,400 16.1 18.1
New Havan-Waterbury-Merlden.

CTNECMA . .. ittt iiiiniaitaanaas 68,300 70,200 71,000 71,800 72,600 74,000 9.0 8.5
New London-Nomwich, CT NECMA ........... 8,800 8,200 8,400 9,800 10,000 10,100 3.7 4.1
New Orloans, LAMSA. . ......coiviviinnnen 408,700 418,100 426,500 433,600 440,300 445,800 328 33.6
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW

JERSEY-LONG ISLAND, NY-NJ-CT CMSA.... 2,941,200 2,998,700 3,047,400 3,101,800 3,151,600 3,201,200 16.8 18.1

BorgenPassalc, NJ PMSA, .........oc0ee 94,200 86,100 87,800 99,400 100,500 101,700 7.3 7.9
Bridgeport- Sumfow Norwalk-

Danbury, CTNECMA . .........cviien 67,200 68,800 70,600 71,800 73,000 74,400 8.3 8.0
Jersey City, NJ PMSA ................... 71,600 73,800 75,600 77,000 78,100 70,400 128 14.1
Mlddlesex-Somerset-Humerdon.

PMSA ...ttt it it 48,000 48,800 48,900 61,600 63,300 55,600 5.4 6.0
Monmouth-Ocean. NIPMSA......covvnnnn 52,800 63,700 54,300 56,300 56,100 57,000 6.2 6.1
Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA. .......cco0une 163,800 169,200 173,300 178,700 162,600 185,500 6.3 7.0
NawYork, NYPMSA..........coviiinenn 2,013,200 2,050,600 2,082,800 2,118,100 2,152,600 2,185,700 243 26.1
Newark, NJPMSA .. .....ccoiiiiiiiannas 413.800 419,000 426,200 432,100 437,000 443,000 22,0 23.6
Orange County, NY PMSA. ... .......... 16,700 17,500 17,800 18,000 16,400 18,800 6.4 6.9

Nodolk-VIrﬁinia Beach-

ews, VAMSA . .......... .o 326,800 337,800 343,300 350,800 358,100 362,600 28.2 28.1
Ocala. FLMSA ... . i it 20,400 20,800 21,500 21,600 22,000 22,300 16.8 14.0
Okiahema Clty, OKMSA. .. ..o vviviiiinennn 78.800 82,300 85,000 87,800 $0,300 82,200 8.2 8.5
Omaha, NEJJAMSA. ... ... iiiiiiii i 44,100 45,100 46,000 46.900 47,800 47,800 75 7.8
Orlando, FLMSA. . . ....coiiiiiiiiieninnes 80,900 84,000 97,000 100,200 103,400 106,400 13.0 12.8
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= Table 4A. Estimates of the Black & . «ation for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: July 1, 1985,

o and Components of Chango Since 1980—Continued _
Change, 1880-85 Components of change
" Metropolitan area Nt migration
U Julz 1, April 1, Interna-
i 1686 1860 Number Parcent Births Deaths tional Total Parcent
1- Pansma City, FL MSA. ..... Cereairieeres . 11,000 11,700 200 1.3 1,400 800 - 700 6.0 :
2 Pascagoula, MSMSA .................... . 24,200 22,000 2,200 0.9 2,800 600 . 200 0.8
Pensacola, FLMSA........oivivviinnene, 52,600 48,400 4,400 8.1 6,200 2,200 100 400 0.0
Peoria, ILMSA .............. RN 23,400 21,800 1,600 7.5 3,600 700 . +1,300 5.1 e
PHILADELPHIA-WILMINGTON. %
TRENTON,PA-NJ-DE-MD CMSA ........... 1,108,800 | 1,044,400 64,400 6.2 107,400 61,000 5,600 8,800 0.8 S
Philadelphla, PA-NJ PMSA. . ... vt 945,000 693,800 51,200 6.7 60,500 45,500 4,800 6,200 0.7
- Trenten, NJPMSA............. AN 80,200 66,100 4,100 74 6,100 2,200 500 200 0.4
VIneland vaille-aridgeton.
MSA ..o i e e 22,300 20,600 1,600 7.9 2,800 800 200 =200 0.8
Wllmlngton. DE-NJ MDPMEA.........vt e 81,400 73,800 7,400 10.1 8,100 3,300 300 2,600 35
Phoenix, AZMSA ..............vvvnuss .. €0,200 48,100 12,100 252 7,800 1,800 300 6,100 12.7
Plne Bluff, ARMSA..................c..0s. 30,500 36.800 2,600 7.2 4,500 1,600 - - -
PITTSBURGH-BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA. ... 185,600 162,000 3,600 2.0 18,500 10,500 600 -4,300 2.4
Beavor County, PAPMSA .. ... ETEETRRTI 11,600 11,700 ~100 -1.0 1,200 700 - -700 5.7
A Pittsburgh, PAPMSA. ............v el 174,100 170,300 3,800 2.2 17,300 8,800 600 3,700 2.2 L
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. .... 37,400 34,100 3,30 8.8 4,600 1,400 300 100 0.3 2
Portland, ORPMSA...........ovvvtunnns 35,400 32,500 2,800 9.0 4,300 1,300 300 -100 0.2 "
3 Poughkeepsie, NY MSA ............. Tevea 19,300 17,400 2,000 114 1,600 600 100 800 54
Proﬁdence-Pawtucket-Woonsocket 4
RINECMA............0oevunne Ceiraa 30,100 25,600 4,500 174 4,000 1.000 1,800 1,400 54 -
. Raleigh-Durham, NC MSA............. voo.| 160,800 146,900 13,800 9.5 13,100 6,400 300 7,300 49 e
) Richmond-Petersburg, VAMSA. ............. 237,200 221,000 16,300 €9 21,600 10,800 300 4,500 2.0 Xy
Roanoke, VAMSA. ....... e rtiirasenres 28,800 25,900 800 3.2 2,200 1,500 - 200 0.6 .
Rochester, NYMSA .................... o 86,100 78,700 7,400 0.4 10,300 2,300 1,000 -600 0.8
Rockford, ILMSA ........ Ceeerasaas PP 22,400 21,000 1,400 6.8 3,000 600 . -800 4.4 -
Sacramento, CAMSA ..................... 79,600 61,800 17,700 285 9,200 2,100 500 10,500 17.0
Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, MI MSA. .......... 39,200 37,400 1,600 49 4,600 1,200 100 -1,500 4.1
St. Louls, MO-ILMSA............... Cieaes 430,800 407,600 23,200 57 48,800 20,600 400 -8,000 1.5
Salinas-Seas!de-Monterey, CAMSA .......... 20,900 10,300 1,600 8.1 3,200 400 100 =1,200 6.4
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UTMSA.............. 10,400 9,100 1,400 (B) 1,300 300 100 400 (B)
San Antonlo, TXMSA............. AN 83,400 72,600 10,800 149 8,000 3,600 300 6,400 8.8 i
SanDlego, CAMSA ............covvveune 124,800 105,500 10,400 184 18,100 2,800 800 6,100 6.7
SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND-SAN JOSE, '
............................ 523,800 471,000 52,800 11.2 58,500 18,800 2,800 15,300 3.2
Oakland CAPMSA..........ccovveet 289,800 285,300 34,700 13.1 31,300 11,000 800 14,400 54 =
San Francisco, CAPMSA ................ 132,800 126,600 4,000 3.1 13,800 6,000 1,000 +4,000 3.1
San Jose, CAPMSA .............. evean 49,300 43,300 6,000 13.9 6,600 1,000 800 400 0.9 g
Vallejo-Falrfleld-Napa. B
MSA .. 35,400 28,800 6.600 227 3,800 800 100 3,500 12.2 y
Saralota. FLMSA...... P N 11,700 10,400 1,300 123 1,400 600 100 400 3.6
- Savannah, GAMSA. . ..................... 85,800 80,6800 5,100 6.3 9,500 4,200 100 -200 0.2
SEATTLE-TACOMA, WACMSA ............. 101,400 86,800 |- 12,600 14.1 13,000 2,600 §00 2,400 2.7
Seattle, WAPMSA...................... 67,300 68,300 8,000 155 7,400 2,100 400 3,700 6.4
Tacoma, WAPMSA..................... 34,100 30,500 3,600 115 5,600 700 100 -1,300 4.4
Shreveport, LAMSA . ...............0..0n. 121,500 110,500 11,000 10.0 14,500 6,800 - 2,200 20
South Bend-Mishawaka, INMSA. ............ 23,600 21,800 1,600 74 2,900 200 - -400 2.0
Springfield, ILMSA . ...................... 13,100 11,600 1,600 13.8 1,800 500 - 200 1.4
Springfield, MANECMA. . .................. 32,600 31,000 2,000 63 3,600 800 400 -800 21
Stockion, CAMSA. .........cvovvveinan.. 23.800 19,400 4,600 23.2 3,000 1,000 - 2,600 13.3
Syracuse, NY MSA . .. .. e eri e 34,000 31,300 2,700 86 4,300 1,000 400 600 2.0
Tallehasces, FLMSA ................. e 67,000 61,800 6,200 8.4 7.200 2,600 300 400 0.7
Tam&a -St, Petersburg-Clearwater,
............................... 180,700 148,400 21,300 144 20,100 7.200 1,300 8,400 6.7 .
- Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, ARMSA .......... 26,800 24,900 2,000 7.9 2,800 1,300 - 400 1.7
Toledo, OHMMSA. ..............0vvuvtus, 70,300 65,700 4,500 6.9 8,000 2,800 300 =600 -0.8
v Topeka, KSMSA............ovivvnnnnn, 13,100 11,800 1,200 0.8 1,600 600 - 200 1.6 -
3 Tucsun, AZMSA.................... e 17,600 14,600 3,100 211 2,300 6800 200 1,300 8.9 :
. Tulsa, OKMSA . ..........oiviviinnness 67,000 51.400 5,600 10.9 6,600 2,400 300 1,200 24 .
Tuscaloosa, AL MSA. ............ Cresreaa 30,400 37,400 1,800 5.2 4.000 1,600 - -500 -1.3 :
Tylen TXMSA....ooiiiiiiini i 30.600 28,100 2,400 84 3,200 1,400 100 700 2.3 __
I - Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.
(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000, s
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Table 4B. Annual Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks:
April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985—Continued

Mstropolitan area Percent Black
April 1, July 1, July 1, uly 1, July 1, uly 1,

%eo 1581 1582 v 1583 1584 J 1!85 1980 1805
Panama City, FLMSA..... .......... e 11,700 12,300 11,800 11,600 11,700 11,900 120 112
Pascagoula, MSMSA ... ....iviiii i iiina 22,000 23,100 23,700 24,200 24,100 24,200 18.6 198
Pensaccls, FL MSA. . i 48,400 49,400 §0,200 50,800 51,700 62,800 18.7 18.5
Peorm, ILMSA ... it ce 21,800 22,400 22,800 23,200 23,300 23,400 6.0 6.7
PH!LADELPHlA-WILMlNGTON-TRENTON

PANJ-DE-MD CMSA...... it 1,044,400 1,058,000 1,068,800 1,080,700 1,084,100 1,108,800 18.4 18.2
Philadeiphia, PANJPMSA. .. ..covovvvns o 893,800 902,500 ©13,000 922,300 933,600 945,000 18.9 19.7
Trenton, NJ PMSA......... Ceriiraenaes . §6,100 67,200 §7,000 58,800 §9,200 €0,200 18.2 19.2
Vineland.Millville-Bridgeton,

NIPMSA . ...t ittt ias . 20,500 20,800 21,200 21,700 22,100 22,300 18.5 16.8
Wiimington, DE-NMDPMSA. ... ..cvu 73,800 75,500 76,700 77,800 79,300 81,400 14.1 149
Phoanix, AZMSA .. ..iviiiiiiariranarians 48,100 50,100 62,600 55,100 57,500 60,200 3.2 3.3
Ping Bluthb ARMSA. ...oivviiiiriiisnsnnes 36,800 37,400 38,000 58,500 39,200 398,500 40.6 43.8
PITTSBURGH-BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA. ... 182,000 182,700 184,000 184,800 185,300 185,600 7.5 78
Beaver County, PAPMSA .......... Ceraan 11,700 11,500 11,700 11,800 11,500 11,600 5.7 59
Pittsburgh, PAPMSA . ........oov v inee 170,300 171,100 172,300 173,100 173,000 174,100 1.7 8.1
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA..... 34,100 34,000 35,700 36,600 36,600 37,400 28 27
Portland, ORPMSA ... ....... et 32,500 33,300 33,800 33,800 34,700 36,400 28 30
Poughkeapsle, NY MSA ........ .. Chees 17,400 17,800 18,600 18,000 18,300 19,300 74 7.6
Providence-Pawtucket-Woonsocket,

RINECMA...... Ciriaas I T 25,600 26,500 27,300 27,600 28,800 30,100 3.0 34
Raleigh-Durham, NC MSA. ..... Chraaa i 146,800 148,800 182,000 154,300 157,000 160,800 26.2 25.5
Richmond-Petersburg, VAMSA. .........0 . 221,800 228,100 228,400 232,300 234,800 237,200 28.1 205
Roanoke, VAMSBA. .....c.oiiiiiiiinninans 25,800 26,800 28,500 26,800 26,700 28,800 11.6 12.1
Rochester, NY MSA «...cvvvveannns Cereaa 78,700 80,800 81,800 83.400 84,500 88,100 8.1 8.7
Rockford, ILMSA .........v e Ceereraaaas 21,000 21,300 21,600 21,800 22,100 22,400 7.5 8.0
Sacramento, CAMSA . ....... i 61,900 66,400 69,600 73,200 76,800 76,600 5.6 (K]
Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, MIMSA. .......... 37,400 38,200 38,100 38,700 36,200 39,200 8.8 9.8
St. Louls, MO-IL MSA. . e 407,600 412,700 415,700 420,400 426,000 430,800 174 178
Sallnas-Seaslde-Monteray. CA MSA ....... o 18,300 16,800 20,200 20,500 21,800 20,800 6.7 64
Salt Lake Citv-Ogden, UTMSA. ........ov0 i 9,100 9,600 8,700 10,200 10,200 10,400 1.0 1.0
Sgn Antonlo, TXMSA .. ... cviviiiniinnees 72,800 75,800 77,800 78,800 81,500 83,400 6.8 6.8
SanDIego, CAMSA . ...vvi vt . 106,600 108,600 113,200 118,600 120,600 124,800 5.7 5.8
SAN FRANCISCO. OAKLAND-SAN JOSE.

CACMSA . ... it i iiiiiiiierireerinnns 471,000 484,100 494,200 505,300 514,800 §23,900 8.8 8.9
Osakland, CAPMSA ........ Cererrrraras 285,300 273,100 278,700 287,000 203,000 206,800 15.1 15.4
San Francisco, CAPMSA ........cvvvuins 128,600 128,800 130,300 130,800 132,700 132,600 8.6 8.4
SanJoso, CAPMSA ... ..o iiiiiiiiiiaan 43,300 46,000 47,100 48,000 48,400 48,300 3.3 3.5
Vallep «Fairtield- Nap'-

...................... e 28,800 30,800 32,300 33,400 34,300 35,400 8.6 9.3
Sarasota, FL MSA......... Cerraareaan N 10,400 10,500 10,800 11,000 11,300 11,700 6.1 4.7
Savannah, GAMSA. ... ..ovviiiiiinnia 80,800 82,600 83,800 84,300 85,500 85,800 366 38.8
SEATTLE-TACOMA,WACMSA .......... .0 88,800 93,000 66,000 96,900 99,600 101,400 4.2 45
Seattle, WAPMSA. .....iiiiiiiinninns 58,300 80,400 62,000 63,700 85,600 67,300 3.8 39
Tacoma, WAPMSA............ Cerararas 30,500 32,700 34,000 33,200 33,800 34,100 6.3 85
Shreveport, LAMSA . ........v a0 Crarian 110,500 112,500 115,300 117,700 119,400 121,500 33.2 33.7
South Bend-Mishawaka, INMSA. ............ 21,800 22,400 22,500 22,800 23,000 23,800 8.1 88
Springfleld, IL MSA . ........ e e 11,600 12,200 12,100 12,400 12,600 13,100 6.1 6.9
Springfield, MANECMA, . .......cooiv e N 31,000 31,600 31,300 32,000 32,300 32,800 53 6.7
Stockton, CAMSA. ........ouue e 19,400 20,300 21,000 21,800 22,800 23,000 5.6 6.9
Syracuse, NY MSA . ..... Cereaan Ciraerane . 31,300 32,100 32,400 33,000 33,100 34,000 49 8.2
Tallahasses, FLMSA ......... et 81,800 63,400 64,800 65,100 85,900 67,000 328 3.9
Tnm&a St Petmburg-CIoafwator.

.............................. 148,400 152,400 156,000 161,200 165,800 189,700 9.2 8.1
Texarkana, TX-Toxlrklna. ARMSA.......... 24.900 26,400 25,500 25,800 26,200 26,900 221 22.4
Tolado, OH MSA...... e Ceeas e 65,700 86,800 67,300 68,300 68,200 70,300 10.7 11.4
Topoke, KSMSA......oooviiiiiiinnnns e 11,800 12,500 12,500 12,800 13,000 13,100 7.7 8.3
Tucson, AZMSA, . ..ot 14,500 15,200 18,000 16,700 17.200 17,800 27 28
Tulsa, OKMSA . ........ et e . 51,400 52,800 64,100 65,400 56,200 67,000 7.8 78
Tuscalooss, ALMSA. ...ov v iiiinans Cires 37.400 37,800 38,100 38,300 38,800 39,400 27.2 27.8
Tyler, TXMSA....oovt T TR R I 28,100 28,500 20,000 20,600 30,000 30,500 218 203
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Table 4A. Estimates of the Black Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Blacks: July 1, 1985, "_
and Components of Change Sirice 1980—Continued _
Change, 1980-85 Componsnts of change s
© Metropolitan area Net migration
= July 1, April 1, Interna- -
. 1985 1680 Numbor Percent Births Doaths tional Total Percent
Waco, TXMSA ............. ceeverennenn.| 28800 27300 2,200 8.1 3,400 1,600 . 300 13 .
> Washington, DC-MD-VAMSA...............| 064600 874,300 20,200 10.3 87,800 36,100 12,800 38,400 44 X
Wast Palm Beach-Boca Raton- .
Delray Beach, FLMSA ...............cv... 93,500 78,500 14,000 17.6 11,700 3,700 2,200 6,000 76 o
Wichita, KSMSA. .......ovvvvinveiinnnny, 34,300 32,100 2,200 6.7 4,700 1,200 200 +1,300 4.2 -
I Wichita Falle, TXMSA, .....ovvvninane. - 11,500 10,800 700 65 1,300 500 100 <100 0.7
© 7 Wilmington, NG MSA. .......... e, 24,100 22,400 1,600 7.3 2,100 1,300 . 800 3.7
7 Worcester-Fitchburg-Leominster,
MANECMA . .. vttt viiiierrinnnnnienens 10,100 8,000 1,100 (8) 1,200 200 300 100 8)
York, PAMBA . ..ot viiiiiniiir e s 11,600 10,300 1,100 10.8 1,400 400 . 100 13
Youngstown-Warren, OHMSA .............. 58,000 56,100 1,800 3.4 6,300 2,800 - =1,600 2.6 g
- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. P
(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000, P
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Table 4B, Annual Estimates of thc Black Population for Metropolitan Areas With 10,000 or More Blacks:
Aprll 1, 1980 .o July 1, 1985~Continued

Metropolitan area Parcent Black
and State April 1, syt duy aiy sy 1 iy 1,

1980 1881 1862 1883 1864 1885 1680 1886
Waco, TXMSA .............. Cierens e 27,300 27,600 28,200 28,600 20,100 28,500 18.0 18.0
Washington, DC-MD-VAMSA ...........0v0s 874,300 604,100 909,400 925,900 845,700 064,600 289 273
Waest Palm Beach-Boca Raton.

Delray Beach, FLMSA ........covviinnis. 70,500 82,300 85,200 87,600 90,700 83,600 13.8 1298
Wichita, KS MSA. ..... Ceterieaaaiarenaaan 32,100 33,200 33,700 33,700 34,100 34,300 78 8.0
Wichita Falle, TXMSA. .....covviiiiiianes 10,800 11.400 11,600 11,600 11,30C 11,600 9.0 9.3
Wilmington, NCMSA........... Cierarreas 22,400 22,600 23,200 23,500 23,600 24,100 21.7 21,
Worcaster-Fitchburg-Leominster,

MA NECMA......ovvvviiiionennnans 8,000 9,100 9,600 8,800 9,000 10,100 1.4 1.5
York, PAMSA...... ....... Ciaraaaes ees 10,300 10,600 10,800 11,200 11,300 11,500 2.7 29
Yeungstown-Warren, OHMSA . ............ . 56,100 56,600 56,800 57,200 §7,700 58,000 10.6 11.3
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Table 5A, Estimates of the Black Population for Selected Countles: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change

Since 1980 ~
Change, 1880-65 Componants of change e
County Nst migration
July 1, April 1,
1085 1860 Number Percent Rirths Deaths | internationa! Tota! Parcent ’
o Jeaterson County, AL L. v iiivi i aree 235,000 223,600 11,100 5.0 23,100 12,800 100 600 0.3 o
»2 Moblle County, AL......... e 123,300 115,000 6,300 7.2 14,100 5,600 100 -200 0.2 .
r AamedaCounty, CA.......oviiiien 230,000 205,000 25,000 12.2 24,000 6,800 700 8,700 49
Los Angeles County, CA..............| 1,037,300 849,400 67,800 0.3 100 0 39,000 6,700 17,400
San Diego County, CA . ..........01ns 124,600 106,500 19,400 18.4 1€, 0 2,800 900 8,100
-:x. SanFranclaco County, CA............ 69,100 66,800 2,200 25 8,100 4,500 600 2,400 W
< District of Columbla, v v v vviveviiiiiias 438,700 450,000 +13,400 3.0 30,00 26,600 4,800 +27,600 6.2 Y
i Broward County, FL.........00ven0 s 144,000 113,800 30,100 265 18,20V 4,500 8,500 16,400 14.4 -
= DadeCounty, Pl v iiiin i iveines 348,400 285,400 83,000 22.1 47,700 11,600 20,500 27,200 9.5
Duval County, FL ..o vvvvvnnnnnnn 161,100 140,600 20,500 146 18.400 7,300 400 9,400 6.7
Hilisborough County, FL. .. ..... Ciernaa 100,300 66,600 13,700 15.6 12.100 4,200 §00 §,600 6.7
DeKalbCounty, GA................W. 169,600 130,800 38,700 20.6 15,700 3,600 600 28,700 20,4
Fulton County, GA ....covivenviriens 326,200 304,000 22,200 7.3 34,600 14,100 700 1,800 0.8
Cook County, I ........... ceeniiees| 1415700 1,352,100 63,600 47 160,200 60,400 6,000 «36,100 2.7
Ltake County, IN ........oovvvvinnnn, 120,300 128,800 2,600 20 14,300 5,600 100 6,300 5.0 =
F MarionCounty, IN........covvninnnnn 185,800 165,800 10,100 6.6 17,000 7,000 100 =700 0.5 !
Jefferson County, KY ....... ........ 114,600 110,100 4,500 4.1 11,600 5,800 300 1,200 1.1
. Caddo Parish, LA ..........o0vvvens 104,800 65,300 9,600 10.1 12,400 5,100 . 2,300 24
... EastBaton Rouge Parish, LA ......... 128,700 114,600 14,800 13.0 15,400 5,000 300 4,500 39
Orleans Parish, LA .......oovvvvennns 327,600 308,400 16,200 6.2 38,400 15,400 300 -3,600 1.2
' Prince George's County, MD, .. ........ 311,400 248,700 62,600 262 27,100 5,200 2,900 40,700 16.4
- Baitimorecity, MD.........o0iiuinn, 449,700 431,800 17,800 41 44,400 22,700 1,100 3,600 0.8 e
o SutfolkCounty, MA.......oovvivinas 148,700 133,600 13,100 8.8 16,200 4,500 6,300 1,400 1.1 B
© WeynoCounty, ML ..o oo ivnnnnan 641,700 830,000 11,700 14 76,100 40,000 1,000 24,400 2.9 iy
Hinds County, MS.........ovvvviins, 123,600 113,200 10,600 0.4 14,500 4,700 100 800 0.7 &
- Jackson County, MO......c.ovviiiens 132,400 126,700 6,700 54 14,800 5,800 200 2,200 1.7 G
. St.LousCounty, MO .......c0vvvvens 125,100 109,400 16,700 14.4 12,700 3,400 100 6,300 5.6
- St Louscity MO .............. veaas 207,300 208,200 1100 0.5 24,900 12,600 200 +11,300 5.6 _
EssexCounty, NJ ........... eraeaes 340,300 321,300 19,000 5.9 31,700 13,400 5,000 800 0.2 TR
UnlonCounty, NJ . .....ovvvvennnns, 90,800 61,600 8,100 14 6,100 3,000 1,300 4,000 5.0 e
Bronx County, NY ... v vnvinninnns 437,600 407,000 30,500 75 426 15,700 17,800 3,600 0.8 W
: Ere County, NY ....ovivivniiinnnnas 108,300 104,800 3,400 3.2 10,60C 4,800 600 2,300 2.2 P
! Kings County, NY . ......o0vvn Ciees 639,300 754,800 84,500 11.2 92,600 26,100 66,000 20,000 28 aE
Nassau County, NY...........00000n 104,700 80,000 13,800 16.2 9,000 3.500 3,100 6,400 8.2 o
e Now York County, NY........ ETTRI 331,600 336,800 +5,100 1.5 32,200 23,500 7.800 -13,600 4.1 ’
Queens County, NY ......covvuivnnnn 411,600 364,100 47,500 13.1 37,800 14,200 22,200 23,700 6.5
Waastchester County, NY. . ............ 115,000 105,400 9,800 8.1 9,600 4,500 3,800 4,200 4,0 .
Macklenburg County, NC ............. 117,700 107,300 10,400 9.7 11,600 4,600 200 3,600 3.3 3
Cuyahoga County, OM . ...oovvvvinuns 356,000 341,600 13,200 3.9 36,500 16,800 1,100 68,400 1.8 >
FrankiinCounty, OH......vovvvevenns 141,200 131,600 9,700 7.4 14,800 5,400 §00 300 0.2 :
Hamilton County, OH ...... ........ 174,600 166,400 6,200 49 19,100 6,300 300 «2,600 1.5
3 Montgomary County, OH. ............. 102,100 95,000 7,200 7.5 10,800 4,200 200 800 0.8
3 Allegheny County, PA.......... henes 154,200 150,600 3,800 24 15,300 8,600 500 +3,000 20 B
Philadelphia County, PA .............. 662,600 644,000 18,800 29 63,200 35,600 2,900 +6,000 1.4 3
Charleston County, 8C........c.0vuns 100,200 85.300 4,800 51 12,000 4,100 100 +3,000 -3.1 i
Richland County, SC................ . 111,400 104,100 7.300 70 11,000 3,600 200 100 0.1
DavidsonCounty, TN .. ....ovvvvve e 112,100 106,400 5,700 54 10,800 5,400 300 200 0.2
Shelby County, TN . ..ovvvveinvnnnnes 348,000 324,400 23,600 7.3 36,200 165,700 100 1,200 0.4
DOallas County, TX . ...vcvevnvvinvnnnn 331,600 286,100 45,500 15.8 37,300 11.400 600 19,600 €8
Harris County, TX . ...ovvcvvevinnnnsn 632,700 472,800 69,600 128 60,100 18.600 4,000 18,500 3.9
Tarrant County, TX.......... Cerrieen 118,200 100,800 16,400 16.2 13,100 4,500 600 9,800 8.7
Norfolk City, VAL . cooov i ivinns 101,400 94,200 7,200 7.7 11,100 4,700 100 800 0.9
Richmond city, VA. ..... ceeees PR 117,400 112,600 4,900 43 11,700 6,600 100 400 -0.3
Mitwaukes County, WI ......... i 184,600 150,000 14,600 8.7 21300 4,200 €90 2,500 1.7

- Represents zero or a numbar which rounds to zero.
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Table 5B. Annual Estimates of tha Black Population for Selected Counties: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985
o Percant Black

un ml 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1,

Y A‘?I 980 1881 1582 1583 1584 1585 1980 1985
Jefferson County, AL......... Creaae e . 223,800 226,300 227,600 230,100 232,800 235,000 33.3 34.5
Moblle County, AL. .... T . 116,000 117,200 118,290 120,600 122,300 123,300 316 32.6
Alameda County, T"A........ Carri e 205,000 210,700 214,800 220,800 226,700 230,000 18,5 18.9
Los Angeles Couniy, CA. ..... .. P aeaas 940,400 970,600 987,200 1,006,500 1,020,700 1,037,300 127 125
San Dlego County,CA . ..... e 105,500 109,600 113,200 118,800 120,600 124,800 5.7 58
San Francisco County, CA ............... 86,900 88,200 87,500 87,600 88,800 £9,100 12.8 12.3
District of Columbia................. e 450,000 45,100 444,700 443,300 439,000 436,700 70,4 69.7
Broward County, FL ...........cc0vvvis 113,800 120,300 126,200 131,800 137,600 144,600 11.2 12.8
Dade County, FL............ovvviinnins 285,400 301,600 314,200 326,100 387,700 348,400 17.6 19.8
Ouvel Gounty, FL. . ......... e 140,800 144,700 148,200 151,400 155,200 161,100 24.8 253
Hilisborough County, FL .. ........o v uts 86,600 89,100 91,600 84,400 97,600 100,300 134 13.5
DeKalb County, GA....... Crrrae e . 130,800 137,100 144,700 162,000 160,000 169,600 271 325
Fulton County, GA. ......... Crrasaaaes . 304,000 311,600 312,600 316,600 320,800 326,200 61.6 §2.7
CookCounty, il .......coiviiininns 1,362,100 1,388,100 1,379,100 1,391,200 1,404,800 1,415,700 25.7 266
Lake County, IN ...........covvin v 126,600 128,200 128,800 120,600 130,300 129,300 24.2 25.7
MeronCounty, IN................ Cevees 166,800 158,000 169,800 162,800 164,200 185,800 204 21.8
Jefferson County, KY ......... ... e 110,100 111,400 111,600 112,800 113,600 114,600 16.1 17.0
Caddo Parigh, LA ....... Cer e R 85,300 87,000 98,800 101,000 102,900 104,900 378 38.8
East Baton Rouge Parigh, LA............. 114,800 119,100 121,800 124,100 127,500 129,700 313 33.0
Orleans Parish, LA ............ Veae e 308,400 314,100 317,500 321,300 324,500 327,600 65.3 58.8
Prince George's County, MD......... RN 248,700 262,600 271,600 282,100 207,800 311,400 374 44,8
Baltimoracity, MD..................... . 431,800 434,800 439,600 442,800 447,200 449,700 540 67.4
Suffolk County, MA............ v 133,600 137,600 130,100 140,800 143,600 146,700 206 2.2
Wayne County, MI.............ooivvenss 830,000 833,200 832,800 833,800 837,700 841,700 355 38.0
Hinds County, MS................. e 113,200 115,800 118,100 120,100 121,500 123,800 451 477
Jackson County, MO........... N 125,700 126,900 127,800 128,600 130,500 132,400 200 21.0
St. LoulsCounty, MO ............ovvvus 109,400 113,000 114,800 117,900 122,100 125,100 11.2 ' 12.8
St.louscity MO .............cc vl 208,200 205,700 206,400 206,900 206,700 + 207,300 46,6 47.1
EssexCounty, NJ ..........ovvvvve e 321,300 326,400 320,000 335,300 336,600 340,300 37.7 40.7
Union County, NJ ...... rrr i 81,600 83,400 85,600 87,100 88,460 00,600 16.2 18.1
Bronx County, NY ..... vhrsian i 407,000 411,800 420,000 425,400 430,300 437,500 343 37.6
Erle County, NY...... Crrarer e RN 104,900 106,300 106,200 107,400 107,800 108,300 103 1.0
Kings County, NY . ......ovviiininnnnnnss 754,800 773,800 788,500 805,500 822,100 838,300 33.8 37.3
Nassau County, NY............... e 90,800 83,700 96,500 100,100 102,200 104,700 69 80
New York County, NY........ Ve e 336,800 334,700 331,300 331,500 333,300 331,800 236 22.6
Queens County, NY ............... Vares 304,100 375,800 385,500 304,800 403,700 411,800 10.2 215
Waestchester County, NY. . ............... 105,400 108,100 110,200 112,600 113,800 115,000 12.2 13.2
Meckienburg County, NG ................ 107,300 110,200 112,000 113,600 115,500 112,700 26.5 268
Cuyahoga County, OH. . ............. . 341,800 346,100 348,000 349,700 352,800 355,000 228 243
Frankiin County, OH ... .. rrraaareaaes 131,600 134,300 136,400 136,600 139,000 141,200 16.1 16.7
Hamilton County, OH .. ................. 168,400 168,400 169,500 166,800 172,400 174,800 19.1 20.3
Montgomery County, OH. ................ 95,000 96,000 97,600 88,200 100,400 102,100 16.6 18.0
Allegheny County, PA............... e 150,500 151,500 162,400 163,000 153,800 164,200 104 114
Philadelphla County, PA ............. .00 644,000 645,200 648,800 653,200 858,700 662,800 38.1 39.9
CharlestonCounty, 8C...............c0s 85,300 98,500 100,000 100,500 100,800 100,200 34.5 35.4
Richland County, 8C............... .00 104,100 106,500 108,100 110,500 111,500 111,400 38.6 40.3
Davidson Gounty, TN ..........ovovnens 108,400 107,700 108,400 109,800 110,800 112,100 223 228
ShelbyCounty, TN ........ooviiiinn s 324,400 330,600 334,300 338,400 342,600 348,000 41.7 43.6
Daltas Cot-aty, TX......ovvvviivininn, 286,100 294,200 302,400 311,400 320,400 331,600 18.4 18.8
Harfis County, TX ... vve v viin s 472,600 491,300 611,800 621,200 625,500 §32,700 108 19.6
Tarrant County, TX .......ovviiiiinnenns 100,800 103.900 107,600 141,600 114,500 119,200 11.7 11.8
Norfolkclty, VA.............coiiiinen e 94,200 97,100 97,200 103,200 102,800 101,400 36.3 354
Richmondcity, VA........ooovvviin ey 112,600 113,200 114,300 116,300 116,500 117,400 614 52.2
Milwaukee County, WH .. ............000s 150,000 153,900 156,200 158,300 161,300 164,600 156.5 17.2
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Chapter 5. Trends in the Other #aces Populaiion: 1980 to

1985

NATIONAL

The Other Races! population in the United States was
estimated to be 7.3 million in 1985, an increase of 1.9
million (36.1 percent) over the 1980 census figure of 5.4
million.2 The Other Races population made up 3.1 percent
of the total U.S. population in 1985, compared with 2.4
percent in 1980, The extremely rapid growth of the Other
Races population is largely a function of international
migration. This component accounted for 1.1 million of the
1.9 million increase over the five-year interval, Net immi-
gretion among persons of Other Races is almost entirely
confined to Asians or Pacific Islanders.? As a result, those
areas of the United States where American Indlans are the
principal Other Races group have substantially lower growth
rates for the Other Haces population than areas where
Aslans and Pacific Islanders are predominant.

Reglons and States

California, with 2,315,000 persons of Other Race in
1985, accounts for aimost one-third of the national popu-
lation of this group. (See table P.) Hawali (692,000), and
New York (516,000) were the only other States where the
Other Races population exceeded 500,000. These three
States had almost half (48 percent) of the country's Other
Race population in 1985.

California's Other Races increase of 743,000 (47.3
percent) between 1980 and 1985 is, by itself, greater than
the 1885 Other Races population in any other State, and
accounted for more than 25 percent of the State's total
population increase. That estimated increase is also greater

'The term “Other Races" refers to that portion of the United States
population that I8 neither White nor Black. Other races primarily consist
of: (1) Aslans and Paclfic Islanders, and (2) American indians, Eskimos,
and Aleuts. In the text, the term "'American Indian’ will refer to the sscond
group, but It encompasses Eskimcs and Aleuts as well. The data
avallable to EAR does not permit separate population estimates of the
two main Other Races population groups.

2n 1980, 11.7 milllon parsons provided a racial entry other than White
or Black. More than haif of this number were Hispanics who seleoted the
racial category "Other,” but did not choose one of the specified Other
Races. The 5.4 million figure for Other races in 1980 is an estimate of the
population that is elther Asian, Pacific Islander or American Indian. See
the section in Chapter 2 on "nitial Population Values' and Passe! and
Word, 1887, op. ¢it.

SThe Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) has a special
category for Native Americans who apply for permanent residence from
Canada. The numbers are very small, accounting for tess than 1,000
persons over tha 1980-85 interval.
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Table P. States with 1985 Other Races Population
Exceeding 100,000

{Numbers are In thousands)

Proportion

Rank State Population Percent Other Races
1985 1980 Change| 1980| 1985
1 California ........... 2315 1,572 47.3 6.6 8.7
2 Hawall .o.ooovivnnnis 692| 603 146| 625| 644
3 New YOorK. ....oovene 516 3856 34.1 2.2 29
4 TeXaS . v vsieriinii, 315| 188 67.1 13 1.9
5 NOIS. . vvevviverens 64| 195 35.3 1.7 23
] Washington......... 241) 178 354) 43 54
7 Oklahoma ........4. 229 182 19.4 6.3 7.0
8 Arlzona. . ...vivi e 213 180 18.3 6.6 6.7
) New Jorsey......... 184 122 50.5 1.7 2.4
10 New Mexico «..cvuve 156| 117 334 8.0 107
11 Florda ...ovvviennes 136 81 48,71 09 1.2
12 Michigan ........... 130 109 18.7 1.2 1.4
13 Virginla. . ..o vveenns 127 83 51.8 1.6 2.2
14 Pennsylvania........ 118 83 423 07 1.0
15 Maryland ......o000e 113 79 41.8 1.9 26
16 North Carolina ...... 108 , 90 204 1.6 18

than the 5-year change in tora/ population for any of the
States, except California, Texas, and Florida, Aside from
California, the only States with an estimated increase of
more than 100,000 in their Other Races population were
New York (131,000) and Texas (126,000).

Texas' estimated 1980-85 growth rate for persons of
Other Races (67.1 percent) ranked first among States.
Virginia, (51.9 percent), and New Jersey (50.5 percent) are
the only other States with more than 100,000 Other Races
population in 1985 that had increases exceeding 50 per-
cent. Louisiana (60.3 percent) and Georgla (50.1 percent),
with far fewer parsons of Other Races, also had increases
in their Other Races population of more than 50 percent.

The Other Races population constitutes a much greater
share of the total population in the West than in other parts
of the country. Overall, 8.4 percent of the West's 1885
population was Other Races—more than quadruple the
proportion for any of the three remaining regions. Although
the Lther Races population Is increasing rapidly through-
out the United States, there are just three States outside of
the West where the Other Races population makes up
more than 3 percent of a State's total population in 1685
(table 6). They are North Dakota (4.0 percent), South
Dakota (7.9 percent) and Oklahoma (7.0 percent).

The two newest States, Hawall and Alaska, have a far
greater proportion of Other Races residents than any of

.)&‘7-' ;:
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the 48 conterminous States. i 1985, the Other Races
proportion of total population was 64.4 percent in Hawali
and 17.7 percent in Alaska. Three States admitte~ at the
beginning of the 20th century—Oklahoma, New Mexico
and Arizona—rank 6th, 3rd and 7th, respectively, in pro-
portion Cther Races in 1985. All three States had large
American Indian populations at time of admission and
each had more than 100,000 American Indians in 1980.

In general, the estimated growth rate for the Other
Races population in individual States is closely related to
the estimate of net international migrations. EAR allocates
very few international migrants to an area if American
Indians are the dominant “Othe: Race" group. in 14 of the
15 States where the 1980 count of American Indians
exceeded that of Asians and Pacific Islanders (text table
Q), the Other Races growth rate for the 1980-85 period
was below the national average of 36.1 percent.

Table Q. Other Races Population, Composition and
Growth Rate: 1980-1985

Amarican

Indian®* Population, 1980
7 Percent Percent
State of Other| Change in
Races Other
Popula- Races
Number tion| 1980-1985
United States . .....ovvvvveennens 1,558,700 20.1 36.1
South Dakota ........ovveveennn 45,600 95.9 16.7
Montana ......c.cvveivinnnnnnn 37,700 91.8 20.4
New Mexico ......covvvvvrnnnns, 106,800 91.4 33.4
Oklahoma ........cvvvvviiinnnn, 171,200 89.3 10.4
NorthDakota ..........o0vvvenss 20,000 89.1 22,5
AlBSKA .o iv ittt 64,400 87.8 25.7
AHZONA .. ivvviveinrnininennnnns 154,400 85.7 18.3
WYoming .ooovviiiiininnnnnnenes 8,300 78.9 16.2
North Caroling .......ovvvevvnnne 90,400 73.0 20.4
ATKANSES . ..vuiriiiriniininans 12,800 63.3 15.7
1aho viivvviiiiii i, 10,500 59.9 20.1
MaING viiiiiiiii it 4,400 §7.9 21.6
WISEOnSIN . .vvviviii e 80,600 57.5 32.2
MINNesSota . ..o.vviiiiiii e 36,700 52.4 42.2
Nebraska .......cccvvvvivnnnnns 9,100 51.8 278
Hawall .....coviiiiiiiiiiininne 3,000 0.5 146
AllOther States ................ 752,800 16.8 41.0

*Includes Eskimos and Aleuts. Rounded to nearest 100.

Hawall, the only State where Asians and Pacific Island-
ers constitute an absolute majority of the population, had
the lowest estimated Others Races growth rate (14.6
percent) for 1980-85. For Hawaii, international migration of

“The underlying assumption used In deriving the component of
international migration for a specific locale Is to continus to allocate
country-gpecific immigration on the basis of 1975-80 gsographic patterns.
Becausa {nternational migration Is often the largest component of Other
Races population change, aven minor deviations from the 1975.80
patterns may introduce significant errors onto the estimate of the Other
Races population,

Asians and Pacific Islanders since 1980 was 39,000, an
amount larger than all States except California, New York,
Texas, and lllinois. But this amount of international migra-
von is small relative to Hawail's O.her Racas population in
1980. As a result, the component of grow:h from interna-
t .1al migration as a proportion of 1980 population is iess
in Hawali than any of the other States where Asians and
Pacific Islanders outnumber American Indians.

Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences

The disparity between metropolitan and nonmetropoli-
tan growth in the Cirer Races population since 1980 is
another reflection of ine differences in geographic distri-
bution of American Indians and Aslan and Pacific Island-
ers. The largest American Indian Reservations are located
in nonmetropolitan areas, whereac the Asians and Pacific
Islanders in the United States tend to be clustered in
metropolitan areas. The Other Races growth rate within
metropolitan areas for 1980-85 was estimated to be 40.7
percent while the growth rate for all nonmetropolitan
areas® was only 17.4 percent (tables 7 and 8).

Individual Metropolita 1 Areas

By 1985, greater Los Angeles® had bacome the first
metropolitan area in the United States to have an Other
Races population of more than one million (table R). Los
Angeles’ estimated 1985 Other Races population of 1,061,000
represented an estimated increase of 359,000 (51.2 per-
cent) from 1980. San Francisco’s 235,000 increase (45.5
percent) placed its 1985 Other Races population at 751,000.
New York (604,0C:2) and Honolulu (539,000) ranked third
and fourth in number of Other Races inhabitants; no other
area had even 250,000 persons of Other Races in 1£85.
Collectively, these four metropolitan areas containad nearly
three million persons of Other Races in 1985 or forty
percent of the national total.

Between 1980 and 1985, persons of Other Races
increased their share of metropolitan San Francisco's
population from 9.6 to 12.8 percent. San Francisco (12.8
percent) and Honolulu (64.4 percent) are the only two
metropolitan areas in the United States where the Other

The estimates of nonmetropolitan change for New Mexico and
Arizona appearing in table 8 are probably wrong individually, but not in the
aggregate. The numbers in that table indicate substantial Inmigration to
nonmetropolitan New Mexico concurrent with outmigration from nonmet-
ropolitan Arizona. This pattern reflects an anomaly in addresses on
Federal tax forms. it is much more realistic to assume that the nonmet-
ropolitan m'aration vates for New Mexico and Arizona are equal, If this
were true, the population of Other Races in nonmetropolitan Arizona
would be increased by 13,000 with an offsetting decrease In nonmetro-
politan New Mexico. Any adjustment to the nommetropolitan populations
of the two States would also affect the estimates of the two State
populations,

8See Chapter 4, footnote (1) for the convention used In naming
metropalitan areas In this discussion.
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Races population is more than ten percent of the total
population.

Table R. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Other Races
Papulation Exceeding 75,000

(Numbers are in thousands)

Proportion
Rank | Metropolitan Area | FOPUlation Persent Other Races
1885| 1980| Change| 1980] 1985
1 Los Angeles CMSA..| 1,061 702 51.2 6.1 8.2
2 San Francisco
CMSA......ovvvene 752 517 45.5 9.6 12.8
3 New YOrkCMSA ....| ©604| 430 40.4 25 3.4
4 Honolulu MSA. ...... 539| 473 13.8| 621 64.4
5 Chicago CMSA ..... 234 171 370 22 29
8 San Diego MSA..... 177 114 55.5 6.1 8.2
7 Seattle CMSA.. ..... 166 110 40.9 6.3 6.9
8 Washington D.C,
MSA .......oivvenn 151 100 51.9 3.1 4.3
9 Houston CMSA...... 125 67 87.2 2.2 3.5
10 Philadeiphia CMSA ..| 100 69 45.5 1.2 1.7
11 Sacramento MSA. ... 86 64 35.4 5.8 6.8
12 Dallas CMSA. ....... 81 42 88.3 1.5 23

The metropolitan areas baving the highest rate of
population increase among persons of Other Races in the
firs* *ive years of this decade are Dallas (88.3 percent) and
Houston (87.2 percent). In both areas, the international
migration component accounts for three-quarters of the
estimated Other Races growth. Since the astimated level
of Other Paces growth is based on a projection of immi-
gration patterns for the 1975-80 pariod, the general con-
cern about the potential for error in measuring the compo-
nent of International migration is particularly salient for
these two areas. (See Chapter 2.)

Countles

Los Angeles County's Other Race increase of 240,000
betwean 1980 and 1985 was more than three times that of

60

any other county in the United States. Morecver,the L.os
Angeles County Other Races /ncrease was greater than
the Other Races population of any other county except
Honolulu County, HI. In 1980, the difference between the
Other Races populatian of Los Angeles and Honolulu
Counties was less than 50,000, but by 1985 Los Angeles’
estimated Other Races population of 760,000 was almost
one and one-half times as large as Honolulu's 539,000
Other Races population. Although no county except Los
Angeles and Honolulu had 200,000 persons of Other Race
in 1988, there were nine coutities with an estimated Other
Races population greater than 100,000, Five of these
counties are located in California.

Honolulu County had the highest 1985 proportion Other
Races (64.4 percent) of the counties appearing in table 10.
Aside from Honolulu, the four remaining other metropolitan
counties with an estimated Other Races population exceed-
ing ten percent in 1985 are located in the San Francisco
Bay metropolitan complex. They are San Francisco County
(27.4 percent), San Mateo County (14.6 percent), Santa
Clara County (13.4 percent) and Alameda County (12.1
percent),

There are 32 metropolitan counties with an estimated
Other Races population in excess of 25,000 persons in
1985, (See table 10.) Twelve of these counties increased
their Other Races population by more tnan 50 percent
between 1980 and 1985. Dallas County, TX (85.8 percent)
and Harris County (Houston), TX (84.3 percent) had the
highest Other Races growth rate; they are the most
populous counties in the metropolitan areas with the
highest Other Races growth rate. At the other extreme, the
two counties in the table estimated to have had the lowest
rates of Other Races growth for 1980-85 were Wayne
County, (Detroit) MI (9.5 percent) and Honolulu County, HI
(13.9 percent). No other county appearing in table 10 had
an estimated rate of growth below 20 percent.
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OTHER RACES ...

Tahle 6A, E;;I‘r’nates of the Other Races Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change Since

-~ Change, 1980-85 Componsnts of change L
Reglon, division, and State Net migration -
L July 1, April 1,
A 1985 1930 Number Pgroent Births Deaths | Internationat Tota! Parcent
e United States ................ . 7,282,500 5,358,700 1,033,700 36.1 147,400 100,200 1,102,400 1,287,300 24 0 F
- Northeast ...........covvviiinnnne, 982,80¢ 708,100 276,700 39.2 82,800 10,100 194,800 203,800 288
Midwest. ... .. e ren et e 626,300 717,300 208,000 28.1 101,300 10,800 163,100 118,600 168
South «ovvvvvvniinnnenn Cireananeaas 1,319,000 940,300 378,600 40.3 128,900 13,000 211,000 261,800 278
R Wast...........ooiiiiiiic e, 4,064,400 2,895,000 1,069,400 35.7 433,400 67,100 533,600 703,100 235
o New Englend . .......... N . 163,800 115,400 48,40G0 42.0 17,100 1,400 28,800 32600 284

o MaINg v.o v vvnieiia, e 9,700 7,500 2,100 (8) 1,200 100 800 1,000 ®)

e New Hampshire........... e 7,600 4,800 2,800 (B) 700 - 800 2,100 (8)

ol Vermont .......... e 2,600 2,800 100 (8) 200 . 200 -100 (8
Massachusatts ................ .00 89,600 63,000 26,400 42.0 9,100 800 16,600 18,200 29.0
Rhodelsland. ...........covviveunn, 14,600 10,300 4,300 42.1 2,400 200 2,800 2,200 213
Connecticut. ............. reraaraas 38,600 26,800 12,700 471 3,600 200 7,500 6,400 86.0

Middle Atlantic. ............ . 616,800 690,700 226,200 38.6 85,800 8,600 166,100 171,100 29.0 Si
New YOrk .. coovevnnnnnn 516,300 385,100 131,200 34.1 41,700 8,700 101,700 96,100 25.0
New Jersey............ 184,000 122,300 61,800 50.5 13,300 1,100 35,300 48,600 40.6 o
Penngylvania....................... 118,700 83,400 35,300 423 10,700 800 29,100 25,400 30.4 e

East North Central. ......... N 585,400 461,800 133,500 28.9 64,800 6,100 117,500 83,800 181

.................... Verneaean 88,600 69,800 18,700 26.8 8,800 700 16,000 10,600 16.1 N
Indlana Cir e earara s Ve 8L 34,600 7,100 20.7 3,600 100 8,000 3,700 10.8
Mol oo v v it . 264,200 185,300 69,000 35.3 21,200 1,800 63,800 48,500 254
Michigan.................... Ve 130,200 108,700 21,400 10.7 11,800 1,300 21,000 10,600 10.0 e
Wisconsin.............. Cetesnranas 70,800 53,500 17,200 32.2 9,300 1,200 6.800 9,100 170

West North Central .............. 330,800 265,400 75,600 20.6 46,500 5,700 45,8600 34,800 138 U
Minnesata.............o00uus . ©9,700 70,100 28,600 42.2 14,700 1,300 17,800 18,200 23.2 oE
lowa .............. Cheresiieraaaas 27400 20,800 6,700 32.2 3,400 200 7,000 3,500 16.7 L
Missourl........... e taiae s 60,200 40,700 9,500 23.3 4,700 300 8,600 5,000 124

= North Dakot®. . ........oovvevnnnns, 27,500 22,400 5,100 22.5 4,500 800 500 1,000 4.4 —

e SouthDakota ... vvvvviineranen. 65,500 47,500 7,800 16.7 9,600 2,200 400 600 13

P Nebraska......... S rirs et 22.600 17,600 4,800 27.8 3,300 400 3,100 2,000 11.4
Kansas ......... eriraaaaaas Cereas 48,100 36,200 11,800 329 5,900 400 8,200 6,400 17.8

SouthAtlantic. . ................. 594,800 425,800 168,100 3.7 48,700 4,800 88,300 124.200 20.2
Delaware..............cciiiiienns, 9.800 6,400 3,200 (8) 500 100 1,200 2,800 (8) S
Maryland......... e rer ettt aae 112,500 78,400 33,200 41.8 9,100 600 22,400 24,000 314 Tl
Dlstrict ofColumbla.................. 8,100 8,300 800 (8) €00 200 2,400 400 & i
Viiginla ... ..o 126,800 83,500 43,300 51.9 10,500 700 20,100 33,500 40,2 s
Wost Virglnla ....................... 9,300 8,500 700 8) 700 100 800 100 8) T

_ North Carolin@...............o0vnen, 108,800 80,400 18,500 20.4 12,100 2,000 7300 8,400 9.3

N South Carolind .........ovvvvenun, 26,700 20,600 6,100 204 2,400 100 4,000 3,800 18.6 4
T Qeorgla. . i e 56,200 37,400 18,800 50.1 5,100 300 10,000 14,000 ar3 7

. Florida, .......ooveviiii i iiinnnnnns 135,800 91,300 44,500 48.7 6,800 600 21,100 36,300 39.7 £

EastSouthCentral. .............. 94,800 75,400 16,400 25.7 9,600 600 14,800 10,500 140 .
Kentueky..........coeiiviinnnnns, 20,700 16,700 4,000 23.8 2,400 100 3,700 1,700 10.1 o
TONNGS808 .. ivvi i iiiii e, 30,600 23,200 7,400 31.8 3,000 100 5,400 4,500 19.8 ‘\
Asbama.................c00ve0n 25,400 20,400 5.000 24.4 1,800 100 3,800 3,100 1563 4

; MISBISEIOPL . .. ov v iy 18,200 15,100 3,100 20.5 2,200 300 1,800 1,200 79 -
= West SouthCentral .............. 628,300 439,200 180,200 43.3 70,700 7.500 97,800 127,000 288

R ATKONSAS, .. ivi e 23,300 20,200 3,200 16.7 2,000 100 3,000 1,300 6.2
T £ T §2.500 36,000 23,500 60.3 8,800 400 16,8600 17,100 438
OKIahoma. .. vvv it e 220,000 181,700 37,200 104 31,800 5,200 8,400 10,800 5.6
1 1 314,600 188,300 126,300 87.1 30,200 1,700 89,800 97,800 613

Mountain ...........ccvvinnnen 627,400 495,300 132,200 26.7 88,200 13,200 38,200 56,100 113
Montana.......... e ree e 49,400 41,100 8,400 20.4 8,200 1,700 800 1,800 4.8

HahO. ..o s e 21,100 17,600 3,500 20.1 2,800 §00 1,100 1,300 7.2
Wyoming. ..o 12,200 10,500 1,700 18.2 2,100 300 200 -100 -0.8
Colorado..............vivinen 78,300 57,300 21,000 38.7 8,300 700 12,000 12,400 21.7
Now MaXiCo ........coovvevnnnnns, 165,800 116,800 39,100 33.4 20,600 3,200 3,400 2,700 188
AfZONB ... it e 213,300 180,300 33,000 18.3 32800 5,200 7,000 6,800 3.2
Utkh ..o e §3.100 41,300 11,700 28.4 8500 800 7,700 4,000 0.7
Novada......oooviviininnnnnn.ns 44,300 30,600 13,800 48.1 5,300 700 8,800 9,200 30.0 .

Pacie ......ovvvvivennn Ceeeaa 3,438,800 2,480,700 £37.200 7.5 344,100 £3.800 495,300 647,000 25§ :
washingten. .............. Cireenaas 241,400 178,400 63,100 36.4 27,100 3800 37,100 39,800 223 \
Lo T . 96.800 72,500 24,000 33.0 10,600 1,200 17,300 14,800 20.1 H
Californla, .......oovviiiiiin e, 2.3156,200 1,672,200 743,100 47.3 221,300 27,800 390,800 549,500 36.0 =
ARBKE. ... i e e 2,100 73,300 18,800 5.7 14,800 2,600 2,100 8,700 9.1 4
Hawall. ...........ccciiii i, 881,700 603,400 88,300 148 70400 18,500 39,000 36,400 4.0 .

- Represents zero or 8 number which rounds to zero.
(B) Indicates that 1880 pooulation base was less than 10,000, -




OTHER RACES

Table 6B. Annua' Zstimates of the Other Races Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Percent other races

Reglon, division, and State April 1, Julg 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1,
1980 1981 1882 1883 1984 1385 1980 1985
United States ......... ......... 6,358,700 6,865,200 6,247,600 6,687,100 6,832,600 7,292,500 2.4 31
Northeast ......covvvvvineivinnennns 706,100 775,500 825,600 875,800 920,600 982.800 14 2.0
Midwest. ........ e rreres e 717,300 778,600 819,400 851,100 889.500 926,300 1.2 16
uth...... Lt ter e nans e eeees 940,300 1,045,000 1,124,900 1,190,800 1,263,500 1,319.000 1.2 1.6
West..... e e i 2,995,000 3,236,000 3,477,600 3,669,300 3,860,000 4,064,400 6.9 8.4
NewEngland ............... Cereaes 115,400 128,300 137,400 145,500 164,800 163.800 09 13
Malng .....cvivii i eernares 7,500 8,100 8.700 8,900 9.400 9,700 {8) (B)
New Hampshlre. . ..........oooveeiinen 4,900 5,600 6,000 6,500 7.000 7600 (B) (8)
Varmont ......oooviiiiiinnns Ceenaaaas 2,800 2,800 2,800 2,800 3,000 2,900 (B) (B)
Massachusetts ..........oovviiiviennes 63,000 69,400 74,100 79,300 84,000 89,500 14 1.5
Rhodelsiand. ..o oo vviiviiniiiinnnnns 10,300 11,600 12,600 13,100 14,000 14,600 11 1.5
Connacticut. .........hiii e Ceaas 26,900 30.800 33,200 34,800 37,400 38,600 0.9 1.2
Middle Atiantic......... Cieaeas R §80,700 647,200 688,200 730,400 774,800 818,800 1.6 2.2
New YOIK oo vviiiieneiniinnniinnnees 385,100 416,500 439,200 466,200 491,800 516,300 2.2 29
NewJorsay.......... Cereraar e 122,300 136,600 148,200 157,800 170,700 184,000 1.7 24
Pannsyivania........ NP Crrieeea s 83,400 94,000 100,900 106,500 112,300 118,700 0.7 1.0
EastNothCentral .. ......ocvvvnvnen 481,900 497,800 623,800 644,000 670,100 695,400 14 1.4
...... S T 69,900 74,200 78,500 81,000 84,800 88,600 0.6 0.8
INianNa «voviirierieiiirinens e . 34,500 37,200 38,500 38,800 40.300 41,600 0.6 0.8
Minols ........... Cereneanas e 196,300 214,800 227,100 238,700 251,800 264,200 1.7 23
Michigan......... e Crrrraaiaae s 109,700 114,400 118,400 121,800 125,900 130,200 1.2 1.4
wisconsin......oiiiiiiie PN 53,500 57,500 61,200 63,600 67,300 70,800 141 1.6
West North Cantral ........ Crrreaaas 255,400 280,700 295,700 307,100 319,400 330,800 1.5 1.9
MINNeBOtE . . .t tov ittt i e 70,100 79,700 85,700 90,300 94,500 99,700 1.7 24
lowa ...... Cerirreaas B 20,800 23,500 25,000 25,790 26,800 27,400 0.7 1.0
Missourl....... et aeas e 40,700 43,800 45,300 46,800 48,800 50,200 0.8 1.0
NothDakota. .. .o cvveviivinnrinnsenns 22,400 24,100 24,800 25,600 27,200 27,500 3.4 4.0
South Dakola ... .. s Cerenas e 47,600 49,6800 50,900 52,600 54,100 §5,500 6.9 7.9
NObraska. . « .o v vvviiiinnerinnnens e 17,600 18,100 20,000 20,600 21,500 22,600 1.1 14
Kansas ............ Cireraetar e 36,200 41,000 44,000 45,300 48,300 48,100 15 20
South Atlantic. .. ..o vvvein s . 425,800 470,500 499,500 628,200 §80,200 £94,800 1.2 1.5
DOlaware. . ... .. it e 6.400 7,400 7.600 8,300 8,600 9,600 {B) (8)
Mayland........coviiiiiiiii i, 79,400 87,600 93,800 98,600 105,700 112,500 1.9 25
District of Columbi. ... vivviiienen 8,300 8.400 8,700 9,000 9,000 9,100 (8) (8)
Virginia ....... e tiesraaeresaraae s 83,500 86,200 104,500 112,000 118,100 126,800 1.6 22
WestVirginla. ........oov i N 8,500 8,800 8,600 8.600 8,800 9,300 (8) (8)
North Carolina 90,400 95,700 99,100 101,700 105,500 108.800 1.5 18
South Carclina 20,600 22,400 23,300 24,500 25,300 26.700 0.7 0.8
Goorgla. ... it e 37,400 41,300 43,600 48,800 51,000 56,200 0.7 0.9
FlOHgA. « v cvvviiiitin et ninnanaas 91,300 102,700 110,400 118,600 127,100 135,800 0.9 1.2
EastSouthCentral. ..............0t0 75,400 80,600 84,700 88,5600 92,100 94,800 0.5 0.6
Kentueky......oo it 16,700 17,700 18,800 19,600 20,000 20,700 0.5 0.6
TEANEGSSE v vvertvrrorannonseanrnnns 23,200 25,300 27,000 28,200 29,600 30,600 0.6 0.6
AlBDAMA ..o v v it i e 20,400 21,500 22,500 24,000 24,700 25,400 0.5 0.6
Mississlppl. . ... ool 15,100 16,100 16,300 16,800 17,800 18,200 0.6 0.7
West SouthCentral ........oovvvnnen 439,200 493,900 540,700 574,100 601,200 620,300 1.8 24
ArKBNBAB. . .. ittt e 20,200 20,800 21,300 22,400 22,700 23,300 09 1.0
Loulsiand. .. ....covvii ittt 39,000 46,600 §3,100 56,200 59,800 62,500 0.8 1.4
OKlahoma .. ....cvv it tiitiiasrronnnns. 181,700 202,500 211,700 219,400 224,200 229,000 6.3 7.0
TOXAB + v cvvvietnrsnrnnoonsnssnsssnnss 188,300 224,000 254,600 276,000 204,500 314,600 1.3 1.9
Moumtain ......iviiiiniiri i 485,300 631,100 558,400 681,200 603,200 627,400 4.4 49
Montana ...... ... il 41,100 43,000 44,800 46,400 47,800 49,400 6.2 6.0
T T 1T« 7 17,600 18,800 198,700 20,000 20,600 21,100 1.9 21
Wyoming. ...oovveiiiieiiiniensinnens 10,600 11,200 11.600 11.800 11,800 12.200 2.2 24
ColorRUD . v v v vt vttt i 57,300 63,600 69,000 72,200 75,800 78,300 20 24
NeW MOXICO .. oo vvinieriinnennnnnnnnsns 116,800 126,400 134,800 140,800 147,600 155,800 9.0 10.7
F e T T 180,300 188,800 194,000 200,300 206.400 213.300 6.6 6.7
[ 7 P 41,300 45,800 48,700 60,400 61.400 §3.100 28 3.2
Nevada....... i rersatarereaaraa e 30,600 33,700 38,700 38,300 41,400 44,300 38 4.8
Pactfic ..... e et 2,498,700 2,734,900 2,818,200 3,088,000 3,256,800 3,436.900 79 9.7
Washington..........ccoviveii e 178.400 197,500 210,300 219,500 230,500 241,400 4.3 54
3 72,600 81,200 88,800 89,400 93,000 66,500 28 36
California. . . ......ooiiiiiiitiiii i 1,572,200 1,763,800 1,899,600 2,034,300 2,169,800 2,315.200 6.6 8.7
AIRBKA. .. vt ii ittt i i e 73,300 76,900 80.400 84,600 87,800 92,100 18.2 17.7
Hawall. ..o v i it s 603,400 625,400 640,800 660,100 676,600 691.700 62.5 64.4

(B) Indicates that 1980 population was less than 10,000,
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54 OTHER RACES

Table 7A, Estimates of the Other Races Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of

Change Since 1980 o
ey Change, 1880-85 Components of change s
T Region, division, and Stale . Nat migration
3 Julg 1, April 1, *
& 1585 1680 Numbar Parcent Births Deaths | Itemational Total Percent
Sy Unted States............0vv.o| 6,040,200] 4,291,900 1,748,300 407 81,200 69,8001 1,081,100] 1,238,900 23.8
NORBRESE «vvva v iieior it ranennens 942,500 672,600 270,000 40.1 79,000 9,800 191,500 200,600 29.8
. 707,400 529,400 177,900 316 70,000 5,300 162,100 113,300 21.4
1,019,500 678,700 340,800 50.2 95,600 6,800 200,100 252,000 371 T
< 3,370800| 2,411,300 959,600 308 338,600 48,100 517,400 671,100 278 L
149,000 103,400 45,600 4“1 15,800 1,300 27,800 31,400 30.4 vl
T 3,700 3,100 700 ®) 400 . 400 300 (8)
5,600 3,400 2,300 ®) 500 - 700 1,800 (B)
1,100 1,000 100 ®) 100 . 100 . (8) i
87,400 61,400 26,100 425 8,600 800 16,500 18,100 295 :
13,000 £,000 4,100 ®) 2,200 200 2,800 2 8)
38,100 25,600 12,500 49.0 3,400 200 7,300 9,400 36.6
Middia Auanﬂc et iereserenenes 793,600 569,200 224,400 304 63,500 8,300 163,700 169,100 29.7 E
NOW YOIK . oivvvunnnnnns e 497,300 369,000 128,300 348 40,000 9,700 94,600 256
NGW JBIBEY . - oo vevooneenrsonirees 184,000 122,300 61.800 £0.5 13,300 1,100 35,300 49,600 40,6
Pennsytvania.......... Cerreereriees 112,200 77,800 34,300 44.1 10,200 800 28,600 24,800 320
East Noth Central. .o.o.ovvuvns 619,600 396,800 123,100 31.0 46,200 3,700 112,900 60,600 203
L 77.900 61,200 16,700 27.3 7,500 600 15,300 9,800 16.1
~ T - S 33,200 26,800 6,300 236 2,900 100 7,400 3,600 13.3
HINOI . vt in i 251,500 164,900 66,600 360 20,100 1,700 61,800 48,200 26.0
MICHIAN . v ivnes i cine s 107,600 88,400 19,100 21.8 9,500 800 20,300 10,400 11.8
L T 49,400 35,100 14,300 406 6,200 500 8,000 8,600 244
Wost North Oemral Cerenen 187,700 132,800 54,600 41.3 23,800 1600 39.300 32,700 246
MINNOSOMA . . . v v i ree 76,200 49,300 25,800 524 10,900 700 16,600 16,700 31.8
JOWR i iiiiieiii i inees 16,900 11,900 5,000 422 2,000 100 4,800 3,100 263
MIBOU, .« +oe e eeonee e i 39,300 30,300 8,800 205 3,600 200 7,700 6, 18.2 .
worth Dakota. ........ Ceiiea Cereena 4,900 3,800 1,100 ®) 700 400 (8)
SouthDaKot . ...ovvvinvivierinnns, . 7,800 5,600 2,100 ®) 1,600 200 400 200 (8)
Nebraska. .......... e rieee 13,900 10,000 3,900 39.4 1,700 100 3,000 2,300 23.4
Kansas ...... 29,900 21,900 7,900 362 3,500 200 6,500 4,700 21.3
South Auannc. i, . 487,400 330,500 1£6,900 475 38,700 2,800 94,300 121,000 36.6
Delaware. 6,900 4,000 2,900 ®) 300 2,600 B)
0 Manland. ... 110,800 77.500 33,300 429 8,800 900 22,100 25,300 32.6
- District ot Columbia. .. .. ore et 8,100 8,300 800 ®) 600 200 24 400 (8)
= VIGINI Lo cii i i 120,200 77,200 43,000 857 10,000 600 28,400 33,700 43.6
: WeStVIRGINI. . . ovvninvinariaiee s 4,100 3,500 600 ®) . 300 300 (B) 3
North Carollna. ...ooveviveiiievnnnn, 42,000 30,600 11,400 ar3 4,600 300 6.800 7,100 232 ;
SouthCerolina ............. Cerenens 19,600 14,600 4,800 327 1,700 100 3,200 3,200 219
GOOIQIA. v vvvie e et 46,900 29,700 17.200 677 4,000 200 9,300 13,300 44.8
Florda. ..o 127,800 84,900 42,900 §05 8400 600 20,700 35,100 41.3 §
East South Contral......... e 64,800 48,900 15.900 326 6,400 300 12,8600 9,800 20.0
KOMUCKY. 4 v vviviinneinerniannens 12,600 10,200 2400 237 1,500 2.900 1,000 9.8
Tennessed ......... Cerereri i 25,800 18,700 7,100 380 2,600 100 5,300 4,600 24.6 ¢
Albama . . .o R 19,000 14,600 4,400 304 1,500 100 3,300 3,000 20.7
Mississippl. . ..... e, 7,400 5,400 2,000 ®) 800 1,300 1,200 8
west South Central . Cereeae 467,300 299,300 167,900 86.1 £0,400 3,700 83,000 121,200 405
ATKBNSAS . o0 e vt iian i iiinaeiees 13,000 10,800 2,200 10.8 1,200 . 2,700 1,000 8.9
Lowslana. ..... e rirereaaees . 62,000 32,400 20,200 634 5,600 400 14,900 15,300 47.3
Okiahoma........ e Cererenany 109,500 86,700 22,900 264 15,200 1,700 8,500 9,400 10.8
TOMBY v vvervianineivinniiirinees 291,800 169,400 122,400 723 28,500 1,600 66,900 85,600 564
MOUNTRIN . oo vavnniarannnineas 261,600 100,200 71,300 376 33,600 3,300 33,800 41,100 21.6
MORANA . .o vvveicninies ceeiananis 7,400 6.100 1,300 | - ® 1,100 100 200 400 (8)
19ah0. . .o ovieniiinens, eereiee . 4,100 2,800 1,300 ® 800 . 400 800 8
Wyoming. ....ooooeiveniinn. 2,600 2,500 100 ®) 300 - 100 -100 (8)
Colorado. ...... Cheriereeaie, 70,000 49,100 20,900 428 8,300 600 11,700 13,100 28.7
NOW MEXICO + ..ot iviivnnnanienss 25,500 20,200 5,400 266 3.300 300 2,500 2,400 11.9
AMZONB . vt ivn e iiiinaiiiiainas 81,000 60,200 20,800 348 10.200 1,500 6,100 12,200 202
(8 T 37,300 27,300 10,000 387 6,100 400 7.000 4,300 15.7
T 33,700 22,100 11,500 521 3,800 400 5,800 8,100 36.5 :
- Pachie ......oveieiiiiiained| 3,109,300 2221,000 888,700 40.0 303,000 44,800 483,500 630,100 28.4 .
- WaShInglon. .. .ocvvreeneniininns, 200.000 151,100 68,500 389 23,400 3,100 34,700 30,600 25.5 :
< Oregon.......... e 70,700 49,000 20,800 418 7,600 800 15,800 14,100 2.2 .
Calfomia. ............... 0 2,269,200 1,633,300 735,800 480 215,800 26,800 397.800 546,800 35.7 4
AlBBKA. .. cov i it 20,500 13,500 6,900 512 3,300 400 1.200 4,000 295 -
Hawall. oo 539,000 473,200 65,800 139 £2,900 13,700 34,000 26,600 5.6 .
s - Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero,
' (8) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. —
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Table /B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Metropoiitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Parcent other races

Reglon, division, and State April 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1,
1980 1551 1'552 1‘33 1984 1'335 1980 1085
United States ... ... e veens 4,201,900 4,751,500 5,008,700 5,369,700 5,714,200 6 040,200 25 33
872,800 739,500 789,000 837,900 889,800 942,500 1.6 2.1
525,400 £81,700 616,700 642,800 675,800 707,400 1.3 1.7
678,700 775,000 848,100 902,800 960,200 1,019,500 1.3 1.8
2,411,300 2,855,200 2,847,000 3018300 3,188,400 3,370,600 6.7 8.4
103,400 115,300 124,200 181,700 140,300 149,000 1.0 1.4
3,100 3,000 3,500 3,600 3,700 3,700 {B) (8)
.. 3,400 4,000 4,400 4,700 5,100 5,600 (B) {B)
Vermont .......iivnenes Cereneas s 1,000 1,100 1,100 1,200 1,100 1,100 (8) (8)
Massachusetts ............ . 61,400 67,700 72,300 77,400 81,800 87,400 1.1 1.8
Rhode IS1aNd. . ..o vv v eieiiie e, $.000 10.100 11,200 11,500 12,400 13,000 1.0 18
Conneoticut. . . . ovvvrinn.s Cerenenes . 25,600 29,400 31,700 33,400 38,100 38,100 0.8 13
Middie Atiantic......... e cen 589,200 624,200 664,700 706,200 749,800 783,500 1.7 24
NBW YOMK oo vivennrinvnrnencnenenes 389,000 359,400 421,800 448,300 473,100 497,300 23 3.1
NOW JOIBBY . . o v vvrreenennseenrnnnsns 122,300 138,600 148,200 157,800 170,700 184,000 1.7 24
Pennsylvania.......... e 77,900 \ 94,800 100,200 105,800 112,200 08 1.1
EastNothContral. ....ovvvvevnennns 396,500 429,000 453,800 472,600 498,700 519,600 1.2 18
0 v P, 61,200 65,300 68,500 71,200 74,600 77,800 0.7 0.9
INAIANA & v vt vvnenenenereneernsnenanes ,000 29,100 30,400 30,600 32,000 23,200 0.7 09
Wlinols . ..... ey 184,900 ,600 215,700 226,900 239,600 251,500 20 26
Michigan....... Cerenen et iiaeees 88,400 93,400 97,300 100,400 104,200 107,600 1.2 15
Wisconsin. ....ocovvenn Cerenens e . 35,100 38,500 41,600 S 48,300 49,400 1.1 15
West North Central .......... e 132,800 151,800 182,600 170,100 178,800 187,700 1.4 19
MIRNESOM . . o v v e vvvrvennes Cereieneas 49,300 57,600 62,600 X 70,600 75,200 1.9 27
JOWA » oo vve i e nnnnnas eetaraaes . 11,600 14,000 15,100 15,700 16,400 16,800 1.0 14
MISBOUM. . v vsevreevnerenenrnrnenensnes 30,300 33,100 34,400 35,500 37,800 39,300 0.9 1.2
NOMh DAKOME, v vovivvrreeeeneneernnn, 3,800 4,400 4,400 4,500 4,700 4,900 ®) ®
South Dakota +....... et ereareees 5,600 6,200 X 7,100 7,700 7,800 ) ®)
NOBIABKA. . v oo vrerererrrnens e 10,000 11,100 11,800 12,300 12,600 13,800 1.4 1.9
Kansas .......... Ceraeeenins T, 21,800 25,600 27,700 28,500 29,000 20,900 1.9 25
SOUth AUANLIC. . oo v vveevirnreenvnes 330,500 373,000 400,500 425,800 455,800 487,400 1.2 1.7
Delaware. ...........v... Cerenenns ces | 4,900 ,200 5,700 6,000 6,900 (8) {8)
LY T P 77,500 85,900 92,100 97,100 104,100 110,800 2.0 27
District of Columbig. . . oo vvvvvnnns Ceeens 8,300 8,400 8,700 9, 9,000 9,100 (8) 8)
Virgnia .....oovvvinn e Cererreaes 77,200 89,500 97,800 105,400 112,300 120,200 2.1 29
WestVirginia. . ... 3,500 3,800 3,600 3,790 3800 4,100 ®) @)
North Carolina. ........... e 30,600 34,500 38,400 36,000 30,800 42,000 1.0 1.2
SOUth CAIOHINA v .o ovrveevevnrenennones . 14,800 18,300 17,200 18,000 18,700 19,600 0.8 1.0
Georgla......... e e 20,700 33,500 35,000 33,600 42,400 48,600 0.8 1.2
L - Y Cerenn 900 98,200 104,100 111,500 119,700 127,800 1.0 1.2
East South Central. ....... Cerenenans 48,000 53,100 88,300 £0,000 62,200 64,800 0.6 08
Kentucky...... e Ceeeens 10,200 10,700 11,600 11,700 41,000 12,800 0.6 0.7
TONNGBBE8 + .\ v evvvvrrennnenens Ceeean 18,700 20,400 22,000 23,000 24,600 25,800 0.6 08
Alabama......... B 14,600 15,700 16,300 17,700 18,400 10,000 0% 0.7
MISBIEBIPRI. v vvee i e 5,400 6,306 6,400 6,600 7,300 7,400 (®) (8)
West SouthCentral .......ovvvvennns 299,300 348,800 389,300 417,900 442,300 487,300 1.8 25
Arkansas....... e 10,900 11,600 11,600 12,700 12,000 13,000 1.2 1.4
LOUISIANA. ..o v vv e eiereieneneianas .. 32,400 39,100 44,400 47,600 50,600 52,000 1.1 1.7
86,700 3,800 99,400 103,600 106,800 109,500 5.0 57
169,400 204,500 233,600 254,000 271,800 201,800 1.6 22
180,200 240,800 227,600 237,000 248,900 261,600 28 3.2
6,100 ,500 ,800 7,100 7,100 7,400 8 (8
2,800 3,200 3,500 3000 3,000 4,100 (8) (®)
2500 2,600 2,700 2,600 2,5C) 2,600 8 (8)
49 100 5,300 60,400 63,000 87.00 0 70,000 2.1 27
2v,200 21,700 23,400 23,700 24000 25,500 3.3 38
60,200 65,400 68,200 71,700 75,800 81,000 2.9 34
27,300 31,100 33,600 35,000 35,900 37,300 2.4 30
22,100 25,000 27,800 20,700 31,6 33,700 3.4 4.4
2,221,000 2,444,500 2,619,500 2,779,200 2,830,500 3,109,300 7.7 9.7
151,100 168,700 181,300 180,400 199,400 208,800 45 58
49,000 57,500 62,800 84, 87,800 70,700 2.8 39
1,533,300 1,714,200 1,858,300 1,991,300 2,125,700 2,269,200 6.8 89
P T 13,500 14, 16,300 17,900 19,300 20,600 7.8 89
L 473,200 489,100 500,000 515,700 527,400 539,000 82.1 64.4

{B) Indicates that 1980 popuiation was less than 10,000.
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Table 8A. Estimates of the Other Races Nonmetropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components
of Change Since 1980 T

Change, 1980-85 Componenta of change

Reglon, division, and State Net migration '
e Julg 1, April 1,

1285 1980 Number Percent Births Deaths | international Total Parcent 4

United States . . ... ereecinaed| 1,262200( 1086800 185,400 174] 166,200 91,100 41,300 50,400 47 )

§ Northeast ......ovvvvviniiniiincnes 40,200 33,600 6,700 19.9 3,800 600 3,300 3,300 9.9 .

Midwast ..o 216,000 187,800 31,100 165 31,300 5,500 11,000 6,300 2.8

SOUth o i 208,500 261,700 37,600 146 34,300 6,200 10,800 9,800 3.7 N

West.........ooviviiiiiiin | 693800 583,700 109,800 18.8 96,800 18,800 16,100 32,000 5.5

NewEngland................... 14,800 12,000 2,800 23.6 1,600 100 1,000 1,400 11.4 0
Maine ...iviiiies e 5,800 4,500 1.500 (B) 800 100 400 800 8)

New Hampshlre.............c000uet 2,000 1,500 500 (8) 200 - 100 300 (B)
Vermont.......................... 1,800 1,700 - (B) 100 . 100 100 (8)
Masgsachusetts ............o00v0ui, 2,000 1,700 400 8) 200 . 100 200 (8)
Rhodelsland. . .....ovvviiviiieiinn, 1,600 1,300 300 8) 100 . 100 200 (B)
Connacticut. . ..o vviiiiiiiiiennes 1,400 © 1,300 100 {B) 100 . 300 - (8)

Middie Atlantic..... Verreiaeaa 25,400 21,600 3,800 17.9 2,200 300 2,400 1,800 8.0
NewYorK .o.oviviiiinnninin e 19,000 16,100 2,900 18.0 1,700 300 1,800 1,500 9.1
NEWJBISEY. v oot it eiiiinieens - . . - - - - 0.0
Pennsylvania. . ......coviiiiniininan, 6,500 5,500 .000 (8) 500 - 400 500 (8)

East North Central............... 75,800 65,400 10,400 16.9 8,600 1,400 4,600 3,200 4,9

Lo T 10,700 8,700 2,000 (8) 1,400 100 700 700 8)
Indiana ........ooviviviiiiiii o 8,400 7,600 800 (8) 700 . €00 100 (8)
HInOIS . . vvvvv vt 12,700 10,300 2,400 22.8 1,100 100 1,900 1,300 13.0 Vel
Mlchlgan....................... 22,600 20,300 2,300 113 2,300 £00 600 §00 2.2
Wisconeln.......ociiviiiiiii i 21,400 18,400 2,800 16.0 3100 700 800 500 3.0

West North Central .............. 143,200 122,600 20,700 16.9 22,700 4,100 6,300 2,100 1.7 o
MInnBsota. o v vt 24,500 20,800 3,800 18.1 3,800 600 1,400 600 2.7
IOWA ..ot e 10,600 6,600 1,700 (8) 1,400 100 2,100 300 (8)
Missour. ...oovii i 11,000 10,400 §00 63 1,100 100 800 +500 4.5 -
NorthDakota. ....ovvvvivniininnnn, 22,600 18,600 3,800 1.2 4,200 800 100 €00 3.0 .
SouthDakota v o.ovvvvivinviieninns 47,700 41,600 6,800 13.8 8,100 2,000 . -300 0.8 '
Nebraska. . ..o iiiiinae.., 8,700 7,700 1,000 (8) 1,600 300 100 -300 (8)

KONSA® . ... viiiiiniiiiinininenes 18,200 14,200 4,000 279 2,400 200 1,700 1,600 12.3
e South Atlantie. ......... Ceeiieeeas 107,400 95,300 12,200 128 11,000 2,100 4,000 3,200 3.4
. Delaware. ............ooviiinn. ., 2,600 2,300 300 8) 200 - 200 200 (8)
Maryland. ....ooooviiiiiii i 1,700 1,800 «100 {B) 300 . 200 =300 8)
District of Columbla. .. ... ... . . . . - - . . - .
Virginla ..., 6,600 6,300 300 (B) §00 . 700 -100 (8)

WestVlrgInla....................... 5,200 56,000 200 8) 400 . 500 -200 (B) ,

North Carollna. . .....vovvivnnrvnnn. 66,600 59800 7,100 118 7,500 1,700 500 1,300 2.2

South Carolina ...... T TN 7,100 5,600 1,200 (B) 700 - 800 600 (8) r

Georgla. . ...t 9,300 7,700 1,600 (8) 1,000 100 700 700 8) &

Florda. . .ooovv i, 7,800 6,400 1,600 8) 600 100 400 1,200 8)

East South Central. .. ..... Veriee 30,000 26,600 3,500 13.1 3,000 300 2,000 800 29 T
Kentucky......ooovvivinnininnnnns, 8,100 6,500 1,600 (8) 900 . 800 700 (8) :
Tennessee ... ........... cos 4,800 4,500 300 (8) 400 - 200 -100 (B)
Alaba 6,300 5,800 500 (8) 500 - 400 100 8) 5
Mlsslsslppl. s ittt 10,800 8,700 1,100 ) 1,300 300 600 - (B)

West South Central ............. . 162,100 139,800 22,200 15.9 20,200 3,800 4,800 5,800 4.1
Arkansas................. Cevees . **10,300 8,300 1,000 (8) 800 100 300 300 (8)
Loulslana.................. Cerreees 9,600 6,600 3,000 (B) 1,300 100 1,100 1,800 (8)
Okighoma.................. e 119,400 105,000 14,400 13.7 16,400 3,500 900 1,500 1.4
TOXAB v v vv vt e 22,800 18900 3,900 20.4 1,700 100 2,700 2,200 118

Mountaln ................ eeaes 385,800 305,000 €0,800 16.9 65,600 98,800 4,300 15,100 49
Montana ......... eeens Cevees veeas 42,000 35,000 7,000 20.1 7,100 1,600 700 1,600 44

" idaho...... Ceeenees eeen Veree ves 17,000 14,800 2,300 16.2 2,300 §00 700 §00 3.3

s Wyoming......ooovviiiviiiinenn, 9,600 6,000 1,600 B8) 1.800 300 100 - (B8)

; Colorado.......... et 8,300 8,100 200 (8) 1,000 100 300 -700 {8)
NewMaxico .. ..oovvviinvinnininnne, 130,400 86,700 33,700 34.9 17,300 2,800 800 19,300 20.0
Arzona..............., e 132,200 120,100 12,200 10.1 22,300 3,700 1,000 -6,400 6.3
Utah............ Ceeeen eeees e 15,800 14,000 1,700 12.2 2,400 400 700 -300 2.2
Nevada........... 10,600 8,400 2,200 (8) 1500 300 100 1,100 ()]

Pacific ..... Cerreanes v 327,700 278,700 49.000 176 41,200 9,100 11,600 16,800 8.1
Washington. . ........ iereeieeaaees 31,600 27,200 4,200 15.6 3,700 700 2,400 1,200 45
Oregon ...... Ceeeiieeeas Cereseenan 25,800 22,600 3,100 138 3,000 400 1,400 500 23 ;
Californla. . ............ 46.100 38,800 7,100 18.4 6.500 900 2,000 2,600 6.7
Alaska. . ...........ceeee terteseees 71,600 59,700 11,800 18.9 11,400 2,300 800 2,700 4.5 P
Hawail................ e 152,800 130,200 22,600 17.4 17,600 4,800 5,000 9,807 [ 7.6

- Represents zero or & number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000. -
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Table 88. Annual Estlmates of the Other Races Nonmetropalitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to

July 1
Parcent other races

Reglon diviglon, and State Aprl 1, Julz y Julz 1 Julz 1, Julg 1, Julg 1,
1960 1881 1882 1863 1084 1665 1960 1085
Unlted States . ..........coo0vn e 1,086,800 1,113,700 1,148,800 1,187,400 1,218,400 1,262,200 20 2.2
Northeast ..... e et 33,500 36,000 36,700 36,000 36,700 40,200 06 0.7
Midwest. . ..o cooi i i i e 187,800 196,800 202,800 208,300 213,000 216,000 1.1 1.3
South..c.oiviviiiiiii e e 261,700 270,000 278,800 268,000 203,200 286,500 11 1.2
West............ ettt . 583,700 610,700 630,800 653,000 671,800 803,600 8.1 8.8
Now England . ......... Cereeeas Cees 12,000 13,000 13,200 13.600 14,500 14,800 08 0.7
MRING v vevinenriincnnnnes e 4,500 5,000 5,300 5,400 5,700 5,800 ®) (8)
New Hampshire. .. .c..cocveiiiinnnennen 1,500 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,800 2,000 (B) (8)
Vermont .. ..ot i e 1,700 1,600 1,700 1,700 1,800 1,800 (B) (8)
Maseachusetts ............c00vnn e 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,800 2,100 2,000 (B (8)
Rhode island. . ........ Cerra i 1,300 1,500 1,400 1,600 1,600 1,600 (8) (8)
Connecticut. ....... P i 1,300 1,400 1,500 1,400 1,400 1,400 (B) (8)
Middle Atlantic................ R 21,600 23,000 23,500 24,200 256,200 25,400 0.6 0.7
NewYork ........ 16,100 17,100 17,400 17,800 18,700 18,000 1.0 1.1
New Jersey . . . . . . . .
Pennsylvania......... RN 5,500 5,800 6,100 6,300 6,500 6,500 ()] (=)}
East North Central. . ...... PN 65,400 66,000 70,000 71,400 73,400 76,800 0.7 0.8
)] (< J Crrarari it N 8,700 8,800 9,600 9,800 10,200 10,700 04 05
INAIANA + v veeee et 7,800 6,100 6,200 8,200 8,300 8,400 (®) B8)
{liinois ..... Cireerarea st i 10,300 11,100 11,400 11,800 12,200 12,700 05 0.6
Michigan......o0 v civvaenn Criraaaes 20.300 20900 21,100 21,400 21,700 22,600 1.1 1.3
Wisconsin............ it Ceeaas 18,400 18,600 19,600 20,100 21,000 21,400 1.2 1.3
West NorthCentral .......covv v 122,600 128,800 132,800 138,900 140,500 143,200 1.8 1.8
Minnesota .. ... ..ottt i i 20,800 22,200 23,100 23,800 24,200 24,500 14 1.7
. 8,600 9.600 9,800 $,900 10,400 10.600 05 0.6
10,400 10,600 10.800 11,200 11.200 11,000 0.6 0.6
18,600 18,700 20,400 21,200 22,500 22,600 44 §£3
South Dakota ...... 41,800 43.400 44,100 45,700 46,300 47,700 8.2 9.3
Nebraska........... 7,700 8,000 8,200 8,300 8,500 8,700 (8) (8)
Kangas ..............00 i 14,200 16,500 1€,300 16,800 17,300 18,200 1.2 1.6
South Atiantic. ..... Cerraar e 65,300 97,600 96,000 102,300 104,400 107,400 0.9 1.0
DelaWAr. . ... it e 2,300 2,500 2,800 2,600 2,600 2,800 {8) (8)
Maryland................ Cieiaeraaaans 1,800 1.600 1,600 1,500 1,600 1,700 (8) {8)
District of c°lumbl| .................... . . . . . . . .
viginta ..o e 6,300 8, 600 6,700 6,800 6,800 6,600 (8) (8)
West Virginla. oo oo it cviiii i 6.000 6,000 6,100 4,800 5,000 6,200 (8) (8)
NorthCarolina...........ocoviinennens . 69,800 61,300 82,700 64,000 85,700 66,900 22 24
SouthCarollna ........oovvvvvinennnns . 5,800 6,100 8,200 6,600 6,700 7,100 (B) ®)
Lo T 1 7,700 7,800 8,000 6,100 8,800 9,300 (8) )
Florida................ i ceraas 6,400 8,500 8,400 7,100 7,400 ) (8) (8)
East South Central. ............ . 26,600 27,500 28,300 29,500 29,800 30.000 04 0.4
Kentucky............. 6,500 7.000 7,300 7,800 8,100 8.100 ((=)] (8)
Tennesses ......... 4,500 4,900 5,000 5,100 6,000 4,800 (8) {8
Alabama ......... NN 5,800 5,800 6,200 8,300 6,300 6,300 (B) (B)
Mississippl. . .....ccvi il Crraiaraaas 6,700 0,800 9,800 10,200 10,500 10,800 05 0.6
West SouthCentral ...........0 s e 135,800 145,000 161,400 156,200 168,600 162,100 2.0 2.2
APKANBAS. . .o i v i iiiii it it 3,300 9,300 9,400 800 9,800 10,300 0.7 0.7
Loulsiana. .......viiiiiiiin s Ceeaaas 8,600 7,500 8,800 8,600 9,200 9,600 ®) 8)
OKIahOMA . ... ot ci i e 105,000 108,700 112,400 116,800 117,300 116,400 8.1 8.7
TOXE8 . ..o iiiiiiii s Cerataraeraas 18,800 19,500 21,100 2,000 22,600 22,800 0.8 0.7
Mountaln ..o iii i 305,000 320,300 332,000 344,200 354,300 365,800 74 8.1
MONtRNA . ...t tiiiii i e 36.000 38,500 38,100 30,300 40,700 42,000 6.8 8.7
daho. ....oovvi i C rirrirarer s 14,800 16,600 18,200 1G,200 18,600 17,000 19 2.1
WYOMIND. . oo vve vt cee i eeen, 8,000 6,800 8,800 $.200 9,400 9,500 ®) ®
Colorado...... et a e ara e 8,100 8,300 8,600 8.700 8,800 8,300 )] (B8)
Now Mexico ....... et taria s . 86,700 104,600 111.500 117.100 123.100 130,400 139 16.7
AfZONB ... it i e e 120,100 123,200 124,800 128,700 130.500 132,200 17.7 17.2
Utah ... i . 14,000 14,800 15,100 15,500 16,400 15,800 42 4.1
Nevada............... Cerirertierenaas 8,400 8,700 8,800 8,200 9,800 10,600 68 8.3
Pacific .......... Cerereri s 278,700 280,400 208,700 308,600 317,300 327,700 8.0 9.7
Washington. . .....covciiiiiiiii i 27,200 28,700 20,000 30,10 31,000 31,600 34 3.7
Lo 22,600 23,700 24,200 24,500 26,200 26,800 28 20
Calforna. ..........ooovviviinnnn Ciees 38,000 39,700 41,300 43,000 44,300 46,100 4.0 4.2
ARBKR. . ... i e §9.700 62,100 64,100 €8,7¢0 68,800 71,600 26.3 248
Hawall...... e it . 130,200 138,200 14,100 144,400 148,200 152,800 044 4.5

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1880 population was less than 10,000.
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Table 9A. Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas With 10,000 or More Other Races:

July 1, 1985, and Components of Change Since 1980 e
Change, 1980-85 Components of chango
Melropolitan area Not migration
Julg 1, Apiil 1, Inter- N
1985 1880 Number Percent Births Deaths national Total Pe:cont
Albuquerque, NMMSA ............. cens 20,700 16,000 4,800 30.2 2,700 200 2,400 2400 149
Anchorage, AKMSA................., . 20,500 13,600 6,800 51.2 3,300 400 1,200 4,000 298
, Atlanta, GAMSA........ e . 20,400 17,400 12,000 60.1 2,600 100 5,600 8,500 54.7
Austin, TXMSA........... Ciaaaes iees 13,500 7.800 5,700 (B) 1,100 . 2.700 4,700 (8) T
Bakersfiald, CAMSA. ......... e 21.100 15,200 5,800 38.7 2,100 200 2,300 4,000 26.1 L
Balmore, MDMSA.................o . 39,000 28,400 10,600 373 3,200 300 7.500 7,700 271
Boston-LawronceoSalem-LowelI-Brockton.
MANECMA............vvi iy 70,8600 49,500 21,200 428 7,300 800 13.200 14,600 296
BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA.... 16,700 13,600 2,300 189 1,600 300 2,200 1,000 73 B
Bufalo, NYPMSA .................0 12,400 10,400 2,000 10.2 1,300 200 2,000 1,000 9.5
Chaﬂotte-Gastonla Rock Hill, -
NCSCMSA. ..........ovv i, 10,000 8,100 2,800 (8) 1,000 100 1,400 1,900 (B8 -
CHICAGO-GARY-LAKE COUNTY, ;
a ILIN-WICMSA ...... e 234,400 171,200 63,300 37.0 18,500 1,600 57,800 46,400 2741 :
Chicago, ILPMSA ........... Ceasaees 206,100 151,500 54,600 36.0 16,200 1,500 62,100 39,800 26.3 )
N Lake County, ILPMSA. ............... 11,500 7,600 3,900 B 1,000 - 1,900 3,000 (8)
- CINCINNATI-HAMILTON,
. OH-KY.IN CMSA............. Crarias 13,400 10,500 3,000 283 1,200 100 2,400 1,800 17.9 e F
Cincinnatl, OHKY-IN PMSA. . .......... 11,200 8,800 2,300 (B8) 1,000 100 2,200 1,400 (8) e
CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA. . 20,300 23,400 6,000 255 2,200 300 6,300 4,000 17.0 iy
Claveland, OHPMSA................. 21,400 16,800 4,600 274 1,600 200 4,800 3,200 18.1
Colorado Springs, COMSA.............. 10,800 7,600 3,200 (8) 1,400 100 1,700 1,900 (B8
Columbug, OHMSA .............. A, 14,600 10,800 3,800 371 2,000 100 3,300 2,100 10.6
DALLAS-FORT WORTH, TX CMSA ....... 80,800 42,900 37,900 88.3 7,200 400 15,300 31,100 72.5 el
Dallas, TXPMSA.............0v0vens §6,000 20,600 26,400 80.1 5,400 300 10,700 21,300 718 s
Fort Worth-Aanmon TX PMSA . 24,700 13,200 11,500 866 1,800 100 4,700 0,800 742 @
DENVER-BOULDER, COCMSA....... ves §3,000 38,000 17,000 47.2 6,400 500 9.200 11,100 30.8 .
Donver, COPMSA.............. Ceaas 47,600 32,500 14,900 459 5,700 400 8,600 9,600 208 R
DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA ........ 69,400 57,500 11.800 208 8,000 600 13,000 6,500 113 .
Detroit, MIPMSA. . ..... eraees AN 61,200 60,700 10,500 20.7 5,200 §00 11,100 5,800 11.5 P
Fayetteviile, NC MSA. ........ Creraeanes 11,100 8,700 2,300 B8) 1,600 100 1,800 1,000 (=)] e
Fort Smith, AR-OKMSA ...... N 10,800 8,400 2,400 ((2)] 1,100 100 1,500 1,400 (B8 -
Frasndg, CAMSA .. ........oovvviinnnns 32,800 21,700 11,100 51.1 4,300 600 2,800 7,300 33.7 e
z Hartford-New Britaln-MIddIetown-
- Bristol, CTNECMA .......... Ceranaaan 11,400 8,000 3,400 (8) 1,100 100 2,000 2,300 (8) o
Honoluty, HI MSA .................. ves §39,000 473,200 65,800 139 62,600 13,700 34,000 26,600 6.6 LW
HOUSTON GALVESTON-BRAZORIA, :
MSA. ... i e 124,000 66,700 58,200 87.2 13,000 800 33,000 46,000 68.9 R
Houston. TXPMSA........ Ciernas . 118,100 62,700 66,400 88.5 12,600 700 31,300 43,60" 60.6 i
indianapolis, INMSA. .......... Cernaas 10,300 8,300 1,600 | 900 . 2,400 1,100 ®) &
Jacksonvllle, FLMSA ......... Cerraas o 12,800 0,500 3.400 (8) 600 100 1,700 2,900 ()] 3
Kansas City, MO-KSMSA............... 23,700 17,400 6,300 364 2400 100 4.900 4,000 23.2
LasVegas, NVMSA ................... 22,700 14,300 8,400 58.8 2100 200 4,100 6,500 454 %
Lawton, OKMSA. ...........cvivnee 10,300 7,800 2,500 (8) 1,600 200 1,600 1,000 (8) ;
LOS ANGELES-ANAHEIMoRIVERSlDE. a3
CACMSA ..........coo it 1,061,100 701,800 369,300 51.2 93.300 10.900 206,700 276,900 39.4 oy
: Anahelm Santa Ana, CAPMSA......... 191,400 112,100 79,300 70.7 17,600 1,200 41,200 62,900 §6.1 N
o Los An eles-Long Beach., :
e SA...... e et 760,500 §19,800 240,700 463 64,200 9,000 163,700 185,600 356.7 o~
OxnardoVentura. CAPMSA........ e 34,000 21,900 12,000 §4.9 3,200 200 3,800 9,000 40.9 g
Riverside San Bernardino,
CABMSA..........ivv v 76,200 48,000 27,200 66.8 8,300 600 8,000 19,500 40.8 E
- MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FLL.CMSA .. .. 35,700 23,700 11,800 60.3 2,700 200 6,500 9,600 40.0
= Fon Lauderdale-Holl 3 H
y Pompano Beach, FLPMSA ...... i 11,100 6,700 4,400 (3] 800 100 1,200 3,500 (8} B
Miami-Higleah, FLPMSA.............. 24,600 17,000 7,600 445 1,700 100 4,200 6.000 35.1 1
MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA ......... 22,300 17,300 6,000 289 2,600 200 3,200 2,600 16.1 =
Miwaukeo, WIPMSA................. 21,000 16,300 4,800 29.2 2.400 200 3,000 2,500 158.3 W
Mirneapolis-St. Paul, MN-Wi MSA ........ 66,800 42,800 24,000 66.0 9.800 600 15,000 14,800 4.6 g
Modesto, CAMSA. .................... 13,400 9,300 4,100 (8) 1,200 100 2.000 3,000 B3)
New Orleans, LAMSA. ................. 31,900 17,500 14,300 81.6 3,200 200 10,800 11,300 64.3 ,Z
- Represents 2610 or a number which rounds to zero.
: (B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000. i
i
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Table 9B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Other

Races: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

68

Percent other races
Matropolitan area April 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, =
1080 1381 1582 1983 1584 1585 1880 1985
Albuquerque, NMMSA ................. 15,900 17,300 18,700 19,100 20,200 20,700 38 4.5
Anchorage, AKMSA . ........cvvvihienn s 13,600 14,900 16,300 17,900 16,300 20,500 7.8 89
Atlanta, GAMSA....... e 17,400 18,000 21,400 23,100 26,000 20,400 0.8 1.2
Austin, TXMSA........ et reeaees 7,800 9,000 10,000 10,800 12,100 13,500 1.4 1.9
Bakersilold, CAMSA. ........ Veeaees . 15,200 16,200 17,500 18,300 20,200 21,100 3.8 4.5
Baitimore, MOMSA. .................. . 28,400 30,900 32,800 34,400 36,600 38,000 1.3 1.7
Boston-Lawrence-Salem-Lowell-Brockton,
MANECMA. .........ciiiiiinnnrnens 49,500 54 00 63,700 82,500 66,200 70,800 1.4 1.9
. BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA. . 13,600 14,400 14,600 15,000 15,300 15,700 1.1 1.3
Buffalo, NYPMSA . ...............0es 10,400 11,200 11,300 11,700 11,800 12,400 1.0 1.3
Chadotte-Gas!onla Rock Hill,

NC-COMSBA......ov ittt iiinnans . 8,100 9,300 10,000 9,800 10,400 10,900 0.8 1.0
CHICAGO-GARY-LAKE COUNTY

ILINWICMSA .. .oviivv i 171,200 188,500 169,800 210,800 222,900 £34,400 22 29

Chicago, ILPMSA ........covvevvnnnn 151,500 166,000 175,500 185,800 168,100 208,100 25 3.3
Lake County, ILPMSA............ vees 7,600 8,700 9,400 9,800 10,700 11,500 1.7 25
CINCINNATI-HAMILTON,

OHKY-INCMSA ........oiiiiinvnnns 10,500 11,300 11,0600 12,000 12,700 13,400 0.6 0.8
Cin¢innati, OH-KY-IN PMSA ............. 8,800 9,300 10,000 10,100 10,600 11,200 0.6 0.8
CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA . . 23,400 24,500 25,600 26,800 27,800 29,300 ng 1.1

Cleveland, OHPMSA. .........00viht 16,800 17,700 18,800 19,800 20,600 21,400 0.8 1.4
Colorado Springs, COMSA.......... Vees 7,600 8,400 8,100 9,500 10,100 10,800 2.5 3.0
Columbug, OHMSA ............ccvvvin 10,600 11,500 12,500 13,100 13,700 14,500 0.9 1.1
DALLAS-FORT WORTH, TX CMSA ....... 42,600 61,300 57,100 84,500 72,000 80,800 1.5 23

Dallas, TXPMSA . .........ovvvvnnnnn 29,600 35,800 30,600 44,600 49,800 £6,000 1.5 24

Fort Worth-Arlington, TX PMSA . ........ 13,200 15,500 17,600 18,800 22,100 24,700 1.4 2.1
DENVER-BOULDER, COCMSA.. ....... 38,000 41,000 45,100 47,700 §0,500 §3,000 2.2 29

Denver, COPMSA. ..........ovvvvens,s 32,500 37,000 40,900 42,800 45,300 47,500 23 29

DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA ........ 67.500 60,000 62,100 64,200 66,700 69,400 1.2 1.5

Detroit, MIPMSA................v0e 60,700 6,100 64,900 56,800 68,600 61,200 1.1 1.4
Fayeftovilla, NCMSA. . ............... . 8,700 9,800 10,100 10,200 11,000 11,100 35 4.4
Fort Smith, ARROKMSA ............... . 8,400 9,100 9,400 10,100 10,800 10,800 5.2 8.3
Fresno, CAMSA.............0vivinens 21,700 28,300 24,000 27,800 26,800 32,800 4.2 68
Hartford-New Britain- Mlddlatown

Bristo, CTNECMA .. .......ccvvninnnn 8,000 8,700 9,200 9,800 10,800 11,400 0.8 1.1
Honolulu, HIMSA . ...................s 473,200 489,100 §00,800 516,700 627,400 639,000 621 64.4
HOUSTON GALVESTON-BRAZORIA,

............ Feer i 66,700 86,100 104,000 112,800 118,300 124,000 2.2 35

Houston. TXPMSA ... ciei it 62,700 81,100 98,400 108,600 111,800 118,100 23 37
Indianapolis, INMSA. . ..............00s 8,300 9,200 8,600 9,800 10,200 10,300 0.7 0.8
Jacksonville, FL MSA ........ e 9,500 10,700 10,500 11,300 11,600 12,800 1.3 1.6
Kansas City, MO-LKSMSA............... 17,400 19,200 20,300 21,300 22,700 23,700 1.2 16
LasVegas, NVMSA . ..........c.ovvvves 14,300 18,300 18,500 19,800 21,200 22.700 341 4.2
Lawton, OKMSA. . ..........oviivvnens 7.800 8,300 8,600 9,300 9,700 10,300 6.9 8.6
LOS ANGELES ANAHE!M-RIVERS!DE.

....................... 701,800 791,400 864,100 927,300 962,000 1,081,100 6.1 8.2

Anaheim Santa Ana. CAPMSA......... 112,100 135,600 162,100 164,200 177,200 191,400 6.8 8.9

Los Angeles-Long Beach,

CAPMSA............cvvivvns vees 519,800 677,600 625,800 669,300 713.200 760,500 7.0 9.2
Oxnard-Ventura, CAPMSA ............ 21,800 24,700 26,800 26,100 31,600 34,000 4.1 6.6
Riverside-San Bernardino,

CAPMSA. ...t iiiiiciiie, 48,000 63,700 §9,500 64,800 70,100 76,200 a1 4.0

MIAMLFORT LAUDERDALE, FLCMSA ... 23,700 27,000 29,300 31,300 33,200 35,700 0.5 1.2

Font Lauderdale-Hollyvood-
Pompano Beach, FLPMSA . .......... 6.700 7.800 8,600 9,500 10,100 11,100 0.7 1.0
Miami-Higleah, FLF uSA.............. 17,000 18,200 20,700 21,800 23,100 24,600 1.0 14
MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA ......... 17,300 18,700 19,800 20,400 21,200 20,300 1.1 1.4

Milwaukee, WIPMSA. ................ 16,300 17,600 18,700 19,300 20,100 21,000 1.2 1.5
Mirnoapolis-St. Paul, MN-WIi MSA ........ 42,800 60,100 54,800 58,800 62,400 66,800 2.0 2.9
Modesto, CAMSA. ..........vvvvnnnn 9,300 10,600 11,200 11,700 12,500 13,400 3.5 45
New Orleans, LAMSA. ................. 17,500 22,400 26,200 28,300 30,100 31,900 1.4 2.4
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OTHER RACES

Table 9A. Estimatey of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Other Races:
July 1, 1985, and Components cf Change Since 19§0—Continued

Chanye, 1980.85 Components of change
Metropolitan area Net migration
Ju!g 1, April 1, Intar-
1985 1980 Number Parcent Birthg Deaths national Total Parcent
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-

LONG ISLAND, NY-NJ-CTCMSA...... “ 603,800 420,800 173,800 404 45,800 6,800 123,600 134,700 319
Borgen-Passale, NJPMSA. ............ 42,400 28,900 16,500 67.8 3,000 200 8,800 12,700 47.2
Bridgeport sumford Norwalk.

Danbury, CTNECMA . ............v0 14,200 8,400 5,800 (B) 1,300 100 §,200 4,600 {8)
Jorsey City, NJ PMSA e Cirerens 24,200 17,100 7,200 421 1,600 200 7,100 5,800 33.8
Mlddleux-Sommot-Huntordon.

NIPMBA . ... i iiiciiiiaii e 20,800 17.500 12,300 70.0 2,100 100 4,500 10,300 €8.9
Monmouth.Qcean, NJ PMSA. e 13,800 8,700 5,000 B 900 100 1,700 4,200 (8)
Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA, . ........... 45,300 30,000 16,300 51.0 2,800 400 5,400 12,800 42,9
New York, NYPMSA. . ......oovvevns 390,500 200,700 86,700 343 31,100 6,300 64,700 74,000 254
Nawark, NJPMSA . .....ooveveinan, 40,800 28,600 12,300 43.1 2,800 200 8,200 9,600 338

Norfolk-Virginla Beach.

Mewport News, VAMSA . .............. 32,300 23,000 6,300 40.3 2,800 200 5,000 6,600 284
Oklahoma City, OKMSA..........oovv v 46,600 35,300 11,300 32.1 8,600 700 4,800, 6,500 1656
Orlando, FLMSA. .......cvvven Cereaeas 13,000 7,700 6,300 1(:)] 800 . 2,000 4,500 B)
Ponsacols, FLMSA. .........ovivvvnn 10,400 7,000 3,400 (B) 700 . 1,700 2,700 (8)
PHILADELPHIA-W!LMINGTON THENTON

PANJDE-MDCMSA. .......ovvvivvnn, 90,800 68,600 31.200 455 6,600 800 22,200 23,400 34.1

Philadelphia, PA-NJ PMSA ........ ven 63,100 57,200 25,800 450 7500 700 20,000 19,000 333
Phoenix, AZMSA ....... 65,100 30,400 15,700 30.8 6,700 800 4,700 8,000 24.9
PITTSBURGH-BEAVER VALLEY. PA CMSA 17,000 13,100 3,800 30.1 1,500 100 3,800 2,800 10.9

Pittsburgh, PAPMSA. ...y 16,200 12,600 3,700 30.0 1,400 100 3,500 2,500 19.8
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. . 68,700 30,200 18,500 49.7 6,500 700 14,000 13,700 34.9

Portland, ORPMSA........... ereaas 51,700 34,600 17,200 49.6 5,800 700 12,600 12,000 34.9
Providence Pawtucket-Woonsocke!,

RINECMA. .o viii i iiiiiianneinen 13.000 9,000 4,100 (B) 2,200 200 2,800 2,000 (B)
RONO, NVMSA . .......ovvvees i 10,800 7,800 3,100 1(:)] 1,800 200 1,800 1,600 (8)
Richmond-Patersburg, VA MSA. .. ........ 11,100 7,400 3,700 (B) 900 100 2,300 2,800 (8)
Rochester, NYMSA ...........covvvne, 12,500 9,400 3,100 (0) 1,300 100 2,500 1,800 (8)
Sacramento, CAMSA..........ooveeens 86,200 63,700 22,800 35.4 8,700 1,200 8,100 15,000 236
St Loula, MO-ILMSA ..........oovv e . 24,400 168,500 6,900 31.9 2,100 100 4,800 4,000 214
Sallnas-Seaslde-Montarey, CAMSA . .... .. 31,100 24,200 6,900 28.5 3,400 500 4,000 4,000 168.4
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT MSA....... e 31,800 22,800 8,100 30.9 4,900 300 6,100 4,500 19.9
San Antorlo, TXMSA . ...oovvvviiiennn, 16,500 12,200 4,400 35.8 1,400 200 3,400 3,100 257
SanDiego, CAMSA .............. e 178,700 113,600 63,000 55.56 20,800 1,300 33,000 43,500 38.9
SAN FRANCISCO-0AKLAND-SAN JOSE,

ACMSA ........ et tiirer ey 751,500 616,500 235,000 45,5 69,600 10,400 128,200 178,000 34.1
Oakland CAPMSA...... Cereraiees 206,400 136,800 60.800 50.8 18,800 2,300 20,400 53,000 38.7
San Francisco, CAPMSA ............ . 209,100 225,700 73,400 325 28,000 6,800 68,200 63,300 236
SanJose, CAPMSA ..........oviue s 180,600 113,800 78,100 67.0 19,100 1,700 33,300 58,700 §1.7
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA PMSA. ....... 12,300 9,000 3,300 ® 1,400 100 700 2,000 (B)
Vallejo-Falrtield-Napa,CA PMSA ........ 35,800 24,200 11,600 48.0 3,300 -1 4,000 8,600 356

Santa Barbara-Santa Maria. ‘

tompoc, CAMSA ............... Ceens 18,500 12,700 3,800 30.3 1,700 20¢ 2,400 2,300 18.3

SEATTLE-TACOMA, WA CMSA . 155,700 110,500 45,200 40.8 18,300 2,201, 27,700 31,100 28.2
Soattle, WAPMSA..............0000 124,200 88,200 38,000 40.8 12,100 1,800 22,300 26,800 20.2
Tacoinu, WAPMSA. ........ Ciareeeas 31,500 22,300 9,200 41,2 4,200 400 6,300 6,300 238

Spokane, WAMSA ..........ovvvvnes . 11,600 8,800 2,700 (B) 1,400 200 1,800 1,500 (B)

S0ckton, CAMSA. . ..vovviiiiiiiiiinn 40,200 26,600 13,700 51.8 6,000 800 5,000 8,700 328

Syracuse, NYMSA .. ........ e 10,000 7,600 2,600 (8) 1,100 200 1,400 1,600 8)

Tlm&a-Sl Pctmburg-Claarwater.

B 19,100 12,200 8,800 56.1 1.420 100 3,300 8,600 458

Tucson, AZMSA............. et 25,800 20,800 5,100 248 3,500 700 1,400 2,400 114

Tulsa, OKMSA ....... ettt 45,800 37,909 7,800 20.8 6,100 700 2,000 2,400 64

Visalia-Tulare-Porterville,

CAMSA..............c o e Ceeene 11,300 6,500 2,800 (B} 800 100 800 2,100 (8)
Washington, DC-MDNA MSA............ 151,200 £0,500 51,600 519 11,800 1,100 37,200 40,000 411
Wichita, KSMSA. ............. AU 12,800 9,600 3200 8) 1,700 100 3,700 1,800 (®)

- Represents 2ero or a number which rounds to zero.

{B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000.

69

g

Y




Fietu el

IO AT U A A, e F Y

I L DU R I S O 108

OTHER RACES

Table 9B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Other
Races: Aprll 1, 1960 to July 1, 1985~Continued

Percent other races
Metropolitan area Aprit 1, July 1, July 1, July 1, July 1 July 4,
1980 1981 1983 1983 1984 1988 1980 1885
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-

LONG ISLAND, NY-NJ-CT CMSA..... e 429,800 470,400 §01,300 534,400 569,200 603,600 25 3.4
Bergen-Passaic, NJ PMSA , e 26,900 30,900 33,200 35,400 39,500 42,400 21 33
Bridgepon—Stamford Norwalk

Danbury, CTNECMA........covvnuns 8,400 10,300 11,500 12,000 13,000 14,200 1.0 1.7

Jergsy City, NJ PMSA ......... e 17,100 18,600 20,000 21,500 22,600 24,200 31 &
Middiesax-Somarsct- Hunterdon,

NIPMSA.........ccvvvue RN . 17,500 19,800 21,700 23,500 26,100 29,800 20 3.2
Monmouth-Ocean, NJPMSA ............. 8,700 8,800 10,800 11,900 12,700 13,800 1.0 1.8
Nassau-Sutfolk, NY PMSA ..............0 30,000 22,800 35,800 39,100 41,800 45,300 14 1.7
New York, NY PMSA ..... Crrerarr e o 280,700 314,700 331,400 352,500 872,300 380,500 a8 4.7
Newark, N PMSA. . ......... Cettaeraens 28,500 31,400 34,600 36,100 36,300 40,800 1.5 2.2
Norfolk-Virginia Beach-

Newport News, VAMSA................ 23,000 26,500 27,100 20,400 30,600 32,300 2.0 28
Ohlghoma Clty, OK MSA, .......... Criias 85,300 39,200 42,600 45,000 48,200 46.600 4.1 48
Criando, FL MSA .. ..... it ieans 7,700 8,800 10,000 10,600 11,700 13,000 1.1 1.8
Pensacola, FLMSA ,.............c0v00s 7,000 7,800 8,600 9,300 9,800 10,400 24 3.2
. HILADELPH!A-WILMINGTON TRENTON.

PANJDEMDCMSBA .........ovvv v e 68,600 77,300 83,200 87,600 84,400 09,800 1.2 1.7

Philadelphia, PA- NJ PMSA ........ i 57,200 64,300 69,400 73,500 78,000 83,100 1.2 1.7
Phoenix, AZMSA . .... et 36,400 43,300 45,500 47,800 51,200 55,100 26 3.0
PITTSBURGH-BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA 13,100 14,600 15,400 16,100 16,100 17,000 0.5 0.7

Pittsburgh, PAPMSA. .. ........ Cirereas 12,500 14,000 14,700 15,400 15,400 16,200 0.6 0.8
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. . 39,200 46,200 50,800 53,100 55,600 58,700 3.0 43

Portland, ORPMSA. .............. e 34,600 40,600 44,800 46,760 48,800 51,700 3.1 44
Providence- Pawtucket-Woonsocket

RINECMA. .. .t ittt iarneenans 9,000 10,100 11,200 11,500 12,400 13,000 10 1.5
Reno, NVMSA........ Ceriaas Creiaeaes 7,800 8,800 9,400 8,800 10,400 10,800 4.0 5.1
Richmond-Petersburg, VAMSA ........... 7,400 8,200 9,000 9,600 10,100 11,100 1.0 1.4
Rochester, NYMSA .............. e 9,4C0 10,300 11,100 11,600 12,100 12,500 1.0 1.3
Sacramento, CAMSA. ........ Chrraiae 63,700 696,000 73,200 77,400 81,600 88,200 58 6.8
St. Louls, MO-IL MSA .. 18,500 20,200 21,400 22,400 23,500 24,400 08 1.0
Sallnas-Seasids- Monterey, CA MSA 24,200 27,000 27,600 28,200 29,800 31 100 8.3 9.6
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT MSA.......... o 22,800 26,200 28,200 29,400 30,400 31,800 25 3.1
San Antonlo, TXMSA............. e 12,200 13,300 14,300 15,200 16,100 18,500 11 14
San Diego, CAMSA ...... e v 113,600 130,600 144,000 155,200 165,800 176,700 8.1 8.2
SAN FRANCISCO OAKLAND-SAN JOSE,

MSA .......civvien Cieaeraaaens 618,500 573,600 618,500 661,800 704,100 761,500 9.6 128
Oakland CAPMSA..... et iiar i, 136,600 153,700 168,200 180,300 192,800 206,400 78 10.8
San Franclsco, CAPMSA . .............. 225,700 242,600 266,000 270,800 284,200 289,100 15.2 18.0
San Joso, CAPMSA............vvvees 113,600 132,200 146,200 160,300 173,800 189,600 8.8 13.4
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CAPMSA ......... 9,000 9,800 10,300 10,600 11,500 12,300 3.0 3.8
Vallejo-Fairfisld-Napa, CAPMSA. . ........ 24,200 27,800 30,100 31,700 33,400 35,800 7.2 9.4

Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-

Lumpoc, CAMSA .............c0vvees 12,700 13,800 14,800 15,200 16,000 18,500 4.2 5.1
SEATTLE.-TACOMA, WA CMSA........... 110.500 123,700 133,300 138,800 147,100 155,700 53 8.9

Seattlo, WAPMSA ................ . 88,200 99,100 106,800 111,000 117,600 124,200 55 A

Tacoma, WAPMSA. .........covvvvvnns 22,300 24,700 26,500 27,900 29,500 31,500 46 6.0
Spoksne, WAMSA . ....... Cer e 8,800 9,800 10,100 10,700 11,100 11,800 26 3.3
Stockton, CAMSA .............coivvns 26,500 26,400 31,600 34,400 37,200 40,200 7.8 9.9
Syracuse, NYMSA ..................... 7,600 8,200 8,500 8,000 9,500 10,000 1.2 1.5
Tam&a -St. Petersburg-Clearwater,

............. PPN 12,200 14,200 15,400 16,600 18,300 19,100 08 1.0

Tucson, AZ MSA. ........ e 20,800 22,200 23,300 23,700 24,700 25,800 38 4.3

Tulsa, OKMSA................ Cireaaas 37,900 40,200 41,800 42,800 44,300 45,800 5.8 6.3
VIsaIia-Tullre Porterville,

AMSA ... i e 8,500 8,900 9,300 10,100 10,800 11,300 34 4.1

Washlngton DC-MDVAMSA............. 99,500 113,800 124,000 132,200 141,400 151,200 3.1 4.3

Wichita, KSMSA. . ............oiviunn 9,600 11,500 12,800 12,700 12,400 12,800 23 30
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Table 10A. Estimates of the Other Races Popuiation for Selected Counties: July 1, 1985, and Components of

Change Since 1980 .
Change, 1980-35 Camponents of chango Tl
s Counly Net migration
S 1. (] 1' [N
SR 1685 preo Number Percan Births Deathe | international Total Percent RS
Maricopa County, AZ ..vuvuvievinans, £5,100 39,400 15,700 39.8 6,700 800 4,700 9,800 24.9 i
Pima County, AZ. . v v vvvirinnn.s, 256,900 20,800 5,100 24.8 3,600 700 1400 2,400 114
Alameda County, CA.....ovvvvvvnnnn| 147,400 9,400 48,000 48.2 13,600 1,800 23,300 36,200 36.4
Contra Costa County, CA .........uus, 59,000 37,400 21,600 57.8 6,300 500 6,200 1€,600 450
. FresnoCounty.CA...... .........., 32,800 21,700 11,100 1.1 4,300 500 2900 7,300 33.7
" Leshngeles County, CA.......uuuuul.| 760500  519800] 240,700 463 64,200 9000/ 153700 185500 85.7
P Monterey County, CA L vuiiieeeiny s 31,100 24,200 €.900 285 3.400 500 4,000 4,000 16.4
"+ OrangeCounty. GA.....ivuiiiiiien | 1914001 112,100 79,300 70.7 17,600 1,200 41,200 62,900 56.1
Sacramanto County, CA . ......uvives s 71.700 52,000 19,700 379 7,800 1,100 7,700 13,300 255 -
o San Bornardino County, CA ........... 47,000 29,600 17,800 89.4 8,300 300 5,200 12,500 42.3 o
San Diego County. CA ....vvvvvein.n| 176700 113,600 63,000 655 20,800 1,300 33,000 43,500 38.3 i
San Francisco County, CA ............| 197600 154,700 42,600 217 16,100 4,800 42,000 31,600 204
San Joaquin County, GA. .. .vueusess s 40,200 28,500 13,700 61.8 6,000 900 5,000 8,700 32.8 o
San Mateo COunty, CA. .. .vvuurvaass 91,000 63,100 27,600 4“2 9,200 1,000 14,200 19,700 31.2
Santa Clara County, CA .....vvvvvvuun | 180600 113,800 76.100 67.0 19,100 1,700 33,300 58,700 51.7
Vontura County, CA .....vvvvuuiuiiss 34,000 21,000 12,000 54.9 3,200 200 3,800 9,000 409
Honoluu County, Hl . vvvvvvvviaviin, ]  539000] 473,200 65,800 139 82,800 13,700 34,000 26,600 58
Cook County, IL ...vvvvvvvivnvnnnns| 176100 129,700 46,400 35.7 14,000 1,400 46,100 33,800 26.0
Mantgomery County, MD . ............ 41,100 26,200 14,900 §7.0 3,000 300 8,300 12,300 46.8
Wayne County, Ml ..o v vivuinnnn, 27,100 24,700 2:400 05 2,400 300 5,600 200 0.
Hennepin County, MN............000s 33,600 2. 800 10,700 489 4,900 e 6.100 6,200 274
Bergen County, Nd .. vvvvvverennnn, 34,000 21,500 13.400 622 2,500 200 7,300 11,100 616
Bronx County, NY. ...oovvvvneiinn., 26,800 21,200 5,60C 28.3 3,000 300 5,800 2,000 134
Kings Countys NY . o vevvinnnnnans 68,600 52,600 16,000 304 6.400 900 13,800 10,500 19.9 5
Now York County, NY......ov.oouant, 69,100 81,500 17,600 21.8 6,300 2,400 21,600 13,800 169 S
Queens Coumty, NY ........ovvvvunnaf 147,900 104,300 43300 4.8 12,000 1,300 33,800 32,900 316 =
Oklahoma County, OK ......cvuvvunsis 29,700 21,800 7,900 3.3 4,500 500 3,500 3,900 17.9 :
e Philacalphla County, PA .....o.uu s 32,000 23,400 9400 40.3 3,400 400 10,200 6.400 27.1
= DaNas COUMY, TX. . v vvvuvvrneenennns 46,200 24,600 21,300 858 4,800 300 400 16800 678
o Hams County, TX . v.vvvvvvvuniiiees.| 105,600 57,200 48,300 84.3 11,300 700 29,700 37,600 65.7
King County, WA. . ...ovvvuiinnnen] 107,100 77,300 29,800 386 10,300 1,700 20,100 21,200 27.5
Plarce County, WA ...........ovnuu, 31,500 22,300 9.200 412 4,200 400 5,300 5,300 239
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Table 10B. Annual Estimates of the Other Races Population for Selected Countles: April 1, 1980

to July 1, 1985

Percent other races

County rl 1, July 1, July 1, Julv 1, July 1, uly 1,

A%BBO 1551 1;82 1883 18&4 y 1%85 1680 1685
Maricopa County, AZ .. ..viiriiiiiinaies 30,400 43,300 45,600 47,000 61,200 55,100 26 3.0
PimaCounty, AZ. .. .o viiiianiniiarnnns 20,800 22,200 23,300 23,700 24,700 25,600 a9 493
Alameda County, CA. ... ... ivivnininnes 99,400 110,100 119,800 128,300 137,600 147,400 0.0 121
ContraCostaCounty, CA........cevvies 37,400 43,600 48,600 52,000 65,200 59,000 67 8.1
FrasnoCounty, CA.......oovvnnvvaiinnns 21,700 23,300 24,800 27,600 29,800 32,800 42 68
Los Angales County, CA.......cvvvvvnnes §10.600 577,600 €25,800 660,300 713,200 760,500 7.0 0.2
Monterey County, CA .. .o vvv v ivinnn, 24,200 £7.000 27,600 28,200 20,800 31,100 83 9.5
Orange County, CA.......vvvvnninnnnnns 112,100 135,500 162,100 164,200 177,200 191,400 58 88
SacramentoCounty, CA . ...........0 000 52,000 56,100 60,000 63,800 67,500 71,700 66 8.0
San Bernardino County, CA ..........00 v 29,500 33,500 38,000 40,800 43,800 47,000 3.3 44
SanDiego County, CA .......covvvvninnn 113,600 130,600 144,000 165,200 165,900 176,700 6.1 8.2
San FranciscoCounty, CA........o0vvv e 154,700 184,500 171,800 180,700 188,000 187,600 228 274
San JoaquinCounty, CA........0oovvennn 26,500 20,400 31,600 34,400 37,200 40,200 76 0.9
SanMateo County, CA . ......vveviannnns 63,100 69,300 74,600 80,200 85,800 91,000 10.7 1486
SantaClaraCounty, CA .....oovvvvvunnss 113,600 132,200 146,200 160,300 173,000 189,600 88 13.4
VenturaCounty, CA. .....oeviiii v vanas 21,600 24,700 26,800 20,100 31,600 34,000 4.1 56
Honolulu Caunty, Hl .o vvvivvvneriinnne, 473,200 489,100 500,900 515,700 527,400 539,000 621 64.4
Cook County, 1L . .ovv v vvnnevinnirninnes 120,700 141,500 150,200 158,700 168,200 176,100 26 33
Montgomery County, MD. . ...oovvvvvnnees 26,200 30,000 32,300 34,700 37,600 41,100 456 64
Wayne County, ML, ... oo viiviniiininnas 24,700 26,200 25,400 25,800 26,300 27,100 11 1.2
Hennapin County, MN. ..o oo v i vnens 22,800 26,200 27,700 20,600 31,500 33,500 24 a4
BergenCounty, NJ . ......... Cereseeaens 21,500 24,800 26,700 26,700 32,300 34,800 2.6 42
Bronx County, NY ... oo vvivnvnniinnnses 21,200 22,600 23,600 24,800 25,500 26,8600 1.8 23
Kings County, NY .. vovvnivvvnnninnnniaes 52,600 57,000 59,400 62,300 66,700 68,800 24 K]
New York County, NY. ...oovvviiinnnenes 81,500 85,000 88,200 92,200 95,500 09,100 5.7 8.7
Queens County, NY . ... coovvinniiinnnns 104,300 115,000 122,800 132,100 140,700 147,800 65 1.7
Oklahoma County, OK . ....ovvvinninnnns 21,800 24,500 27,000 26,700 20,500 20,700 38 48
Philadsiphla County, PA . ....oovvvvnnenn, 23,400 26,300 28,500 29,500 32,000 32,500 1.4 20
Dallas County, TX .. vvv vt ivneivnnnen 24,800 30,000 33,300 37,500 41,500 48,200 1.6 28
Harris County, TX v vvnivin v innrrinnsas §7.200 73,700 88,300 95,200 100,000 105,500 24 a9
KingCounty, WA. . ...ovviieiiin i innns 77.300 £6,800 93,100 96,600 101,800 107,100 6.1 79
Plarco County, WA . ... .oiiviiiiiiineets 22,300 24,700 26,500 27,800 20,500 31,600 4.6 6.0
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Figure 3. Hispanic as a Proportion of Total Siate Population: 1985
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Chapter 6. Trends in the Hispanic Population: 1480 to 1985

NATIONAL

The resldent Hispanic population in the United States
inc-eased from 14.3 million In 1880* to an estimated 17.5
million by July 1, 1985, This 3.2 milllon numerical gain is
equivalent to a five-year growth rate of 22.9 percent, four
times the rate of increase experienced by the total U.S.
population. tlispanics accounted for ona-quarter of the
nation’s poputation gain from 1980 to 1985, yet they made
up only 6.3 percent of the U. S. population in 1980. By
1885, Hispanics had increased their share of the U. S.
population to 7.3 percent.

A number of factors contribute to the rapid Hispanic
population increase. First, there is eubstantial international
migration. This component is estimated to be 1.4 million2
for the five-year period ending in 1886. International migra-
tion, alons, is sufficient to increase the 1880 Hispanic
population by ten percent. Secondly, the Hispanic popula-
tlon is characterized by relatively high tartility rates. These
two factors have led to a young age distribution that is also
conducive to low crude death rates. Tha combined effect
of high birth rates and low death rates caiises the rate of
natural increase of Hispanics to be well above the leve! for
the total and Black populations. (See tabla S.)

The crude birth rate among Hispanics s only slightly
higher than the Black crude birth rate, but 50 percent
higher than the birth rate for the total populaticn. The crude
death rate among Hispanics is only one-half that of both
the total and Black populations. Consequently, the rate of
natural increase among Hispanics is wwo and one-half
times that of the total population and one and one-half
times the natural increase rate for Blacks. When the effect
of international migration is added on to the natural
increase rates, the difference in estimated rete of popula-
tion change widens even more.

Reglons and States

Betwaen 1880and 1 885, the Hispanic poypulation increased
by over 25.4 percent in the South and West, but only by
156.8 percent in the Northeast and Midwest (table 11).

1As discussed In chapter 2, this figure differs from the 1880 census
count of 14,6 miltion Hispanics bacause of modifications made principatiy
to correct for reporting errors. Reporting errors are mors prevalent In
araas with faw Hispanics, 8o that the nat reduction in the 1880 Hispanic
count is concentrated In States with small Hispanic populations. All of the
estimates presentad In this report are consistent with an initial 1980
Higpanic population of 14.3 million.

#The 1.4 million international migration estimate for Hispanics con-
tains an affowance for undocumented allen arrivais since 1980, Undoc-
umented allens account for about one-halif of the total Hispanic immigra-
tion since 1980,
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Table S. Rates of Population Change for the Total,
Black, and Hispanic Populations of the
United States: 1980 to 1985

{Numbers are in thousands)

Total Black| Hispanic

1885 Estiaate .. v.vvvviiiiienns 238,740 28,802 17,516
1880 CaNBUS . .oivvviiinniinnnes 226,547 26,698 14,251
" yrcent Growth, 188085 ........ 54 8.3 229
Births, 198085 ... ...0vvivnns 19,219 3,094 1,918
Average Annual Births ........, 3,661 589 365
Crude Bith Rate® ......vvvvvu. 186.7 21.2 2209
Deaths, 1980-85 ................ 10,555 1,211 341
Average Annual Deaths ....... 2,010 231 €5
Crude Death Rate® ........... 8.6 8.3 4.1
Natural Incraase, 1560-85 . ...... 8,664 1,883 1,577
Average Annuel Natural increase 1,651 358 30
Crude Rato of Natural ' ‘-ease®. 741 12.9 13.9
Net Immigration, 188085 ........ 3,620 321 1,688
Average Annual Nat Immigration 672 61 322
Crude “Rate” of Net Immigration* 29 2.2 20.2

*Rates are per 1,000 mid-period population,

This ten percentag) point difference in Hispanic growth
rates parallels the regional differences observed for the
total population of the U.S. over this time span. However,
the differences in regional growth rates among Hispanics
cannot be expressed in familiar Sunbelt-Frostbelt terms
because international migration, not internal migration, is
the principal driving force of the growth.

In 1985, California’s Spanisir origin population num-
bered 5.9 million, accounting for one-third of all the His-
panics living in the United States. Th: estimated 6.9 million
Hispanic population in California exceeds the total popu-
lation in 38 States. Texas, with 3.7 million Hispanics in
1985, ranked second among States in Hispunic popula-
tion. Together, California and Texas contain aimost 55
percent of the Hispanics in *he country. New York's
Hispanic population is approaching 2 million, and Florida
has become the fourth State with a Spanish origin popu-
lation exceeding one million. The nine States appearing in
table T contain 87.6 percent of the nation's Hispanic
population in 18886, up slightly from 87.1 percent In 1980,

California’s Hispanic population is estimated to have
ircreased by over 1.3 million persons (29.4 percent)
between 1980 and 1985. Texas registered an increase of
nearly 700,000 persons (23.1 percent) over the same time
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Table T. States with 1885 Hispanic Population
Exceeding 200,000

{Numbaers are In thousands)

Proportion
Population Hispanlc
Rank State Percent P
1985| 18801 change 1880 1885
1 California ..... 5873 4,537 29.4 19.2 2241
2 Texas....o.es 3,600 2,986 281 211 228
3 New York..... 1,878 1,653 13.7 9.4 10.6
4 Florida ....... 1,102 851 28.5 8.7 8.8
5 flinols........ 755 617 22,4 5.4 6.5
8 New Jersay. .. 573 486 18.0 6.6 7.6
7 New Mexico .. 561 482 14.2 37.0 378
8 Arizona....... 533 447 19.3 16.4 16.8
] Colorado ..... 383 341 125 118 119

span. More than 60 percent of the estimated national
increase in the Spanish origin population between 1980
and 1985 occurred in those two States. Florida’s estimated
numerical increase was 250,000, but its rate of increase
(29.5 percent) was about the same as that registered by
California. One-third of Florida's increase is directly attrib-
utable to a single incident—the Mariel boatlift in the spring
of 1980 added about 75,000 persons to Florida’s Hispanic
population. Most annual estimates of population contained
in this report form a smooth progression, but one-half of
Florida's 1980-85 Hispanic Increase took place between
1980 and 1981.

Virginia had the greatest estimated rate of Hispanic
increase between 1980 and 1985 (37.5 percent), but its
numerical increase was small (table 11).3 The 1= HMis.
panic population in Virginia was estimated tobet " .0 as
compared with 63,000 in 1980. The relatively low Hispanic
growth in Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan suggest that the
recent economic downturn in these States may affect
growth rates for all ethnic and racial groups.

Every State is estimated to have had an increase in the
proportian Hisranic between 1980 and 1985. Hispanics
ancounted for 22.1 percent of California’s population in
198¢, an i»craase of nearly 3 percentage points since
1980. Five other . (ates, all appearing in text table T, had
increases ranging from one to two percentage points.

Metropolitan-Nonmetropolitan Differences

Almost 90 percent of the Hispanic population (15.7
million) lived in metropolitan areas in 1985, while only
three-quarters of the total population resided i metropol-
itan areas. The estimated five-year rate of growth for

3Not only Is the international migration component developed from a
continuation of recent trends (chapter 5, footnote 4), but birth statistics for
Hispanic women are currently available for only 24 States. In addition,
there Is no single source for mortality data. As a result, the estimated
1880-85 population change for many areas is based on data that are not
specific to the area. A more complete discussion of the methodology is
presented in Chapter 2.

Hispanics in metropolitan areas was 23.7 percent, as
opposed to a still substantial 16.2 percent in nonmetropol-
itan araas (tables 12 and 13). One-third of the Hispanics
living in nonmetropolitan areas (655,000) resided in Texas
in 1985. Another one-third lived in the four remaining
Southwestern States of Arizona, California, Colorado, and
New Mexico.

Individual Metropolitan Areas

Over one-half of the Hispanic population in 1885 (9.5
million persons) lived in seven metropolitan areas ( table
U). Los Angeles* had by far the largest concentration of
Hispanics, 3.7 million, followed by New York with 2.3
million. Miami, with an estimated 815,000 persons of
Hispanic origin in 1985, is third and is closely followed by
San Francisco (775,000) and Chicago (757,000). There
are a total of 13 metropolitan areas with 200 thousand or
more Hispanics in 1985, an increase of one from 1980.

Los Angeles’ estimated 894,000 Hispanic population
increase between 1980 and 1985 is greater than the total
1985 Hispanic population in any other metropolitan area
except New York. Moreover, the estimated international

migration component for Los Angeles of 463,000 for

1980-85 is in itself larger than the total 1985 Hispanic
population in all but 6 other metropolitan areas. At the
beginning of this decade, metropolitan New York's His-
panic population was 700,000 less than Los Angeles’, but
by 1985 the difference had doubled to 1.3 million. Los
Angeles’ estimated Hispanic rate of increase (32.3 per-
cent) for 1980-85 is more than twice metropolitan New
York's 14.7 percent rate of Hispanic increase. The first six
metropolitan areas listed in table U had Hispanic

Table U. Metropolitan Areas with 1985 Hispanic
Population Exceeding 200,000

(Numbers are in thousands)

Population P;,?sp":r::’c"
Rank [ Metropolitan Area Prrcent P
1985| 1880 Change| 1680 | 1886
1 Los Angeles CMSA .. .| 3,660 | 2,766 3231 244 28.3
2 New York CMSA...... 2,346 | 2,045 1471 1.7 18.2
3 Mlami CMSA......... 815 627 30.0] 23.7 28.3
4 San Francisco CMSA.| 775| 649 1041 121 138.2
5 Chicago CMSA....... 757 620 22.2 7.8 0.4
6 touston CMSA....... 6851 446 33.3| 144 16.7
7 S$an Antonio MSA..... 568| 485 169| 453| 46.5
8 ElPasoMSA......... 360{ 300 20.0| 625 67.6
9 San Dlego MSA ...... 358 774 30.7] 14.7 18.6
10 Dallas CMSA......... 346 6 40.5 8.4 8.8
1 McAllen TX MSA ..... 281 .2 21.0f 81.9| 829
12 Phoenix MSA......... 250 200 2491 133 13.8
13 Denver CMSA........ 203 173 174 10.7 111

“See Chapter 4, fuotnote (1), for the convention used In naming
metropolitan areas in this discussion.
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‘increases of at least 100,000 for the 1980-85 period, and
" the estimated growth in metropolitan Dallas was virtually at

“7- that level.

SO

Every one of the metropolitan areas with an estimated
population of more than 10,000 Hispanics appearing in

- table 14 had an estimated increase in its Spanish origin
- population from 1980 %o 1985. Moreover, most of these

areas had rates of Hispanic growth exceeding 10 percent.
By way of comparison, the U.S. rate of growth between
1980 and 1985 was only 5.4 percent. Detroit, Cleveland,

. Colorado Springs, Pueblo, and Santa Fe are the only
-+ . metropolitan areas containing 25,000 Hispanics in 1980
that falled to increase their Spanish origin population by at

least 10 percent, Only three metropolitan areas (Colorado

" Springs, CO; Santa Fe, NM; and Naples, FL) appearing in

table 14 had a smailer Hispanic share of the total popula-
tion in 1985 than 1980.

Metropolitan areas wit:1 the greatest Hispanic propor-
tions are concentrated in the Southwest. There are 37
metropolitan areas within the five State Southwestern area
that were more than 10 percent Hispanic in 1885, and six
of them had a majority Hispanic population. The six are:
Laredo, TXs— 97.9 percent Hispanic; McAllen, TX—82.9
percent; Brownsville, TX—81.0 percent; El Paso, TX—67.5
percent; Las Cruces, NM—56.5 percent; and Corpus Christ,
TX-~50.5 percent. Outside of the Southwest, the Hispanic
proportions tend to be much smaller. in the remainder of
the nation, the only metropolitan areas estimated to be 10
percent or more Hispanic were Miami (28.3 percent), New
York (13.2 percent), and the much smaller Yakima, WA
(17.3 percent).

$The estimates for Hispanics in this report were developed indepen-
dently from the estimates for the total population. As a final step, it was
necessary to adjust tha Individual estimates upward by 2 percent to agree
with the independently-derived estimated change ‘n the Spanish origin
population for the nation. As a result, the Hispanic proportions for 1885
may be cverstated In the heavily Hispanic areas. This is especially true for
Laredo, where a more accurate estimate of the proportion Hispanic in
1685 would be 95 porcent.
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Counties

Table 15 presents estimates for 59 metropolitan coun-
ties with more than 40,000 Hispanics in 1985. Los Angeles
County, the nation’s most populous county with nearly
eight million total inhabitants, contains more Hispanics (2.7
million in 1985) than any State except Texas and, of
course, California. The estimated five-year Hispanic popu-
lation Increase in Los Angeles County (666,000) is more
than the total 1985 Hispanic population in any other county
except Dade County (Miami), FL, whose estimated His-
panic population in 1985 was 758,000.

Broward County, FL, which is adjacent to Miami, led all
counties appearing in table 15 in rate of Hispanic growth.
Broward's Hispanic population increased by an estimated
47.4 percent with net migration accounting for more than
8C percent of that increase. Tarrant County (Ft, Worth), TX
had the second-highest iate of Hispanic growth, (40.2
percent), but Tarrant County was not nearly as dependent
on net migration for its growth.

There are 17 counties with a Hispanic population in
excess of 40,000 where Hispanics make up more than
one-fourth of the county, and 13 of these were in the five
Southwestern States. Of the four counties outside those
States, three are part of the greater New York metropolitan
area: Bronx County, NY (38.1 percent); Hudson County
(Jersey City), NJ (30.0 percent); and New York County
(Manhattan), NY (25.6 percent). The fourth, and the county
with the greatest Hispanic proportion outside of the South-
west, was Dade County (Miami), FL where 43.0 percent of
the 1985 population was Hispanic.

There are five counties appearing in table 15 whose
Hispanic population did not increase by at least 10 percent
between 1980 and 1985. The five are Lake County (Gary),
IN (2.5 percent); Pueblo County, CO (4.4 percent); Wayne
County (Detroit), Mi (5.1 percent); Kings County (Brooklyn),
NY (9.9 percent); and San Francisco County, CA (9.9
percent). The first three were the only counties with
estimated Hispanic outmigration (i.e., in these countles,
the estimated Hispanic intemational migration was not
sufficient to offset estimated domestic outmigration).
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Table 11A. Estimates of the Hispanic Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of Change -

Since 1980 -
Change, 1880-85 Components of change Lo
b Reglon, division, and State Net migration =
i Julg 1, April 1, e
S 1885 1580 Number | Percent girths Deaths | International Total Percent -
United States . ................ 17,616,700 | 14,251,000 3,265,800 229 1,818,000 341,000 1,384,700 1,688,800 1.0
Northeast ......... Pertciacan ieaes 2,037,300 .2,549,400 387,800 156.2 300,200 60,500 208,000 14¢£,200 6.6
Midwest, .....oooiiiii i, 1,381,200 1,176,900 201,200 171 166,600 20,300 108,500 65,700 5.6
South ........... TP .. §60837,300{ 4,283,400 1,053,800 24.8 564,600 121,600 362,400 550,800 13.8
Weet.......... tiirereian el 7,661,000 6,236,200 1,622,800 26.0 677,500 138,700 687,800 684,000 14.2
NewEngland................... 326,600 273,500 §3,300 19,5 36,800 4,100 16,800 18,700 68
Maine ........... T 4,400 3,700 700 8) 400 . 100 300 (B)
Naw Hampshire...........oovninnn, 5,700 4,200 1,500 (8) 600 . 300 1,000 {8)
Vermont ........ et ee Ve 3,700 2,700 800 (8) 400 . 100 600 8) .
Massachugetts ............o0vuan, 164,100 126,700 27,400 21.7 16.700 2,000 10,400 10,800 €6 g
Rhodeisland. .. ..o viviviiiiian, 10,700 14,900 4,800 320 2,100 200 2,400 2,800 49.6 ;
Connecticut....... iresieaaas e 138,200 121,300 17,800 14.8 16,700 1,800 3,600 3,100 &5 ‘['f
Middle Atlantic................ .| 2610,400{ 2,275,800 334,600 14.7 261,400 §6,400 160,100 129,500 5.7 £
New York .. 1,878,800 1,653,100 225,700 13.7 187,470 43,100 136,200 61,500 4.9 -
New Jersey. ........ et 673,200 486,600 87,600 16.0 65,800 10,700 45,800 42,700 8.8
Pannsylvania 158,500 137,200 21,300 15.5 16,500 2,500 4,000 6,400 39
Eas! North Central. .............. 1,166,600 893,300 173,400 17.5 132,500 17,400 100,000 58,200 6.9 N
Ohlo.............. ereaaeees oo 107,700 99.600 6,000 6.0 10,600 1,600 2,400 -1,000 1.0
indigna ...............0000 vieeeen 62,600 76,100 4,500 5.8 7,600 1,300 2,900 -1,600 2.3 .
. L e 754,800 616,700 138,200 22.4 87,600 11,300 67,600 61,600 10.0 =
Michigan.......... Phe e 165,200 141,000 14,200 10.1 18,800 2.500 3,800 2,100 1.5 o
Wisconsin........... i 66,300 57,600 6,500 14.7 7,700 700 3,300 1,500 28 £
West North Central .............. 214.50C 186,700 27,6800 14.8 23,300 2,800 6,600 7,400 4.0 5
Minnesota............. eveas senean 33,500 27,600 5,800 21.5 3,700 300 1,700 2,600 8.4
owa ............. e 25,600 22,700 3,100 13.6 2,800 200 1,500 400 19
MiBsour. . ... 46,300 41,700 6,600 16.8 5,600 800 1,800 1,700 4.2
NorthDakota.................. eeen 3,400 3,200 100 (E) 400 . 100 -300 {B) -
4 SouthDekota . ................ TSI 3,700 3,500 200 (8) §00 . 100 +300 8)
Nebraska................. Creeiae. 20,900 27,000 2,800 10.6 3,300 400 . . 0.0
Kansas .............. e 69,000 60,900 9,000 14.8 6,000 1,100 2,500 3,200 |
T South Atlantic................... 1,403,500 1,086,300 317,200 20.2 107,000 42,700 183,200 252,900 2.3
g Delaware....... e e 10,000 8,400 1,600 \w) 1,100 100 200 600 (8)
L Maryland........oociiii e, 71,400 64,600 16,600 30.2 7,800 1,000 6,200 8,700 17.6
District of Columbia.................. 18,200 15,600 2,600 16.6 2,300 500 3,700 800 5.9
Virginia .,...... it it 67,000 63,300 23,700 87.5 8,700 800 7,500 16,000 3.7 ey
Waest Vlrglnla. N 7,800 6,800 1,100 (8) 800 100 100 400 (B) e
North Carolina. .. ....... e eaes 38,800 31,100 7,600 2t 4,500 300 1,800 3.600 1.7 .
South Caroling ...........cvvununns, 20,100 16.900 3,200 18.6 2,300 200 700 1,000 5.8 .
Georgla, ........ ereeaea e iaaees 47,700 36,200 8,600 25.1 3,600 600 2,600 6,300 16.8 S
Florida. ............. ... veveaaeeae] 1,102,100 861,100 261,000 20.5 74,500 36,800 160,400 216,500 26.3
Eest South Central ............... 62,500 64,600 7,600 14.3 §,300 600 2,000 3,100 68 :
Kentucky....oovvnviinn i, 14,300 13,500 800 6.2 1,600 100 §00 600 4.4 ¥
TONNGSEOR . .....vvvviinniinans, 16,200 16,800 2,400 16.0 1,200 100 700 1,400 8.5 X
Alabama..............o.ool e, 18,300 14,300 4,000 217 1,800 200 400 2,200 16.2 ®
~ Missisalppl. ...t 11,700 11,000 800 58 700 200 400 100 13 @
Waest South Coentral.............. 3,671,300 | 3,142,500 728,8ud 28.2 472,200 76.300 187,300 334,800 10.7 .y
ATKANSas.........oiiiii i, 18,500 10,700 2,800 28.3 1,500 100 300 1,400 128 .
B Loulslana..................cccveue 86,400 81,700 18,600 20.3 10,500 2,400 6,200 8,500 10.4 3
= Okiahoma . ...... rrr et 66,800 54,000 15,800 20.3 7,000 1,000 3,300 6,600 18.9 :
ToXas ...o.oviviiiiii i, «...] 8,680,600/ 2,896,000 693,600 23.1 453,200 74,700 187,500 315,100 10.5 .
N Mountaln ....covvveinn i, 1,666,700 ! 1,451,600 294,800 16.2 160,000 36,400 48,400 80,200 6.2 ’
N 10,600 8,200 1,600 (B) 1,300 100 . . (8) .
41,600 36,200 5,600 15.4 4,300 600 3,200 1,800 5.0
26,500 24,200 2,300 8.3 3,100 500 §00 -400 1.7
383,500 341,000 42,500 126 38,700 7.600 8,100 11,600 3.4
: 650,600 462,100 68.500 14.2 54,900 14,200 8,600 27,800 5.8
AfZOn& . ... .ol e §39,200 447,000 66,200 18.9 62.700 10,300 19,400 33,800 7.8
Utah ... 70,600 §6,800 11,700 10.9 8.500 900 2,600 4,100 8.9 R
Nevada........... PN RPN 66,700 63,320 16,500 31.0 6,500 1,300 5,800 11,300 21.2
Pacfic ..........coiiiiiie, 6,174,400 | 4,766,400 1,368,000 20.0 €07,500 103,300 630.400 783,600 168.8 B
Washington...............ooviue, 142,000 116,000 26,100 2256 15,600 1,600 9,100 12,100 10.5 -
Oregon............cocvvivninnn e, 76,000 62,500 13,600 21.7 8,400 800 4,700 6,000 8.7
Clllfomla ................... 6,872,600 4,537,100 | 1,335,400 20.4 662,200 96,300 624,600 772,600 17.0
Alaska... ..., 11,500 8,600 2.800 (8) 1,400 100 400 1,600 (8)
Hawall......... et 72,300 62,300 10,000 18.0 10,000 1,400 §00 1,400 23 i
- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero. (_

(B) Indicates that 1880 populaticn bass was less than 10,000.
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Table 11B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Percent Hispanic

Region, division, and State April 1, July 1, Juiv 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, July 1, —
1980 1984 1982 1983 1884 1585 1880 1985
Unted S1ates ... .oovverevnennnnns 14,254,000 15003,800| 15695,200| 18,294,800( 16,800,100| 17,616,700 63 7.3
2,549,400 2,647,800 2,710,000 2,782,300 2,862,600 2,837,300 5.2 5.9
1,178,900 1,227,200 1,259,400 1,292,100 1,338,700 1,381,200 20 2.3
4,283,400 4,606,700 4,809,400 4,903,000 6,156,700 5,337,300 5.7 6.5
6,238,200 6,612,100 6,916,400 7,226,500 7,640,100 7,861,000 14.4 16.3
NewENgland . ...ooovvnvvninennen, 273,500 266,100 205,500 304,800 315,900 326,600 22 26
MBING . e veeien i eneie ety 3,700 3,700 3,800 4,000 4,100 4,400 =) (8)
Now HEMPSBhIre. . .. vvvverenienernensns 4,200 4,500 4,700 5,000 5,400 5,700 ) 8)
VBIMONE . ovvvveveener  arnsrnsnnnns 2,700 3,000 3,100 3,200 3,500 3,700 8 (8)
Massachusetis . . .oovvvevreevrnnenennes 126,700 133,300 138,300 143,100 148,600 154,100 22 2.6
Ahode 1sland. . ... ovvvvriiiiene i 14,800 16,100 17,100 17,900 16,800 19,700 1.6 2.0
CONNBCLICUL. . oo v vveevrenrrenernenenss 121,300 125,600 128,400 131,500 135,500 139,200 3.9 44
Middle AUBNNC . . ..o evveveeenenenns 2,275,800 2,361,800 2,414,500 2,477,600 2,646,700 2,610,400 8.2 7.0
INBW YOTK & ot vnrvetvnrnnvnrennnennnns 1,653,100 1,706,600 1,742,400 1,788,000 1,836,200 1,678,800 94 10.6
NOW JOIBEY. ..o v vveveievereneninnnns 485,600 513,000 526,500 539,600 656,800 573,200 6.6 7.6
PONNSYIVENIA. ... v vv e 137,200 142,100 145,600 149,800 154,600 158,500 1.2 1.3
EastNoth Central.................. 963,300 1,034,000 1,061,200 1,089,800 1,130,100 1,166,600 24 2.8
11 TP 89,600 101,700 102,500 104,100 105,800 107,700 0.9 1.0
INGIANA ..oty 78,100 76,000 80,000 80,300 81,500 82,600 14 1.5
L T 616,700 651,100 874,200 896,600 727,800 754,900 5.4 6.5
e 141,000 142,700 143,700 148,800 150,700 165,200 1.5 1.7
WISCONBIN . . .vvv e iiiii it iiiiiineen 57,900 59,600 \ 62,100 84,500 66,300 1.2 1.4
WestNorthCentral ................. 186,700 193,200 198,200 202,300 208,600 214,500 1.1 1.2
MINNBBOIA . e v v vvveererrneneneeeneness 27,600 29,100 30,300 30,700 31,800 33,500 0.7 0.8
BOWB + o ovvvereneeenenenenenesnsonosns 22,700 23,600 24,100 24,500 25,500 25,800 0.8 0.9
MISEOUM. o v v verer e ernrnnerenens 41,700 43,100 43,700 44,800 47,000 48,300 0.8 1.0
NORB DAKOR. vv v ovee e verveinneenrnnes 3,200 3,300 3,600 3,700 3,600 3,400 ) (8)
South Dakota 3,500 3,400 3,600 3,500 3400 3,700 (8) (8)
NODIABKA. .o v v e et ereneneeeersncnennss 27,000 28,100 28,900 29,400 20,500 20,800 1.7 1.9
KANBAB « o1 v vvvrvrennernrenenineeinsns 60,900 62,500 64,000 65,700 67.800 69,000 28 2.9
SOUth ANANUS. ..o vv e eve e iianas 1,086,300 1,227,500 1,269,400 1,314,000 1,355,600 1,403,500 29 3.5
DOIAWAIE. « e ovevvvvvirnnrenrnnansanas 8,400 8,500 8,800 9,200 9,600 10,000 1.4 1.6
MaTVIANd . . ..o e 54,800 58,800 61,300 64,600 68,200 71,400 1.3 1.6
District of Columbla 15,600 16,300 18,800 17,200 17,300 16,200 25 2.9
Y T 63,300 69,000 73,800 77,700 82,500 87,000 1.2 1.5
West Virginla, .. .......ooiiiiiiiiats 6.900 7,000 7,300 7,700 7,800 7,800 (8) 8)
NOrth Caroling. ... ovvvr e ernneneennes 31,100 32,100 33,100 34,400 37,200 386,800 0.5 0.6
SOUth Caroling .....oovvvevnenrnnrnins 16,900 18.400 18,800 19,400 19,900 20,100 05 0.6
L 38,200 39,800 42,200 43,700 44,900 47,700 0.7 0.8
(0 (1 VA 851,100 977,800 1,007,300 1,040,100 1,088,200 1,102,100 8.7 8.8
EastSouthCentral. ....oooovvvevnnts 54,600 56,200 56,100 59,200 60,500 62,500 04 0.4
Kentueky. .. .oovvenes e 13,500 13,200 14,000 14,000 14.000 14,300 0.4 0.4
TOANGEEGE « . o v v vrevvevneeenennennns 15,800 18,100 16,600 16,800 17,600 18,200 0.3 0.4
AlBDAMA . ..t vrvee i 14,300 15,700 16,100 16,600 17.400{ , 18,300 0.4 0.5
MISBIBBIRPL. . ove i 11,000 11,200 11,400 11,800 11,500 " 11,700 04 0.4
WestSouth Central . ....oovvvvnenne. 3,142,500 3,323,000 3,481,800 3,620,600 3,742,600 3,871,300 13.2 14.7
APKANBAS . . v vvveveenrnrnenrnenenenses 10,700 11,400 11,800 12,500 13,600 13,500 05 0.6
LOUISIANA. ..ottt e 81,700 87,400 91,400 94,500 96,400 98,400 19 2.2
OKIBROMA . . v v eeeeereennensnrnesns 54,000 58,400 63,700 65,800 8,300 69,800 1.8 2.1
L T 2,906,000 3,165,700 3,314,800 3,448,100 3,664,400 3,689,600 214 22,8
MOUMAIN « vt vvne e ee e vienennns 1,451,800 1,511,100 1,566,400 1,604,500 1,644,000 1,888,700 128 13.2
MOMMBIA o e vt et reenesvireennenenens 9,200 9,800 10,200 10.400 10,500 10,800 1.2 1.3
BRI, v v eeeeie ity 36,200 37.300 36,700 39,500 41,000 41,800 38 4.2
T T 24,200 26,200 25,800 26,100 26,200 28,500 5.2 5.4
COlOrAAD . o vt ver et i e 341,000 353,100 361,400 368,500 374,600 383.500 11,8 1.9
L T 482,100 486,100 £08,900 526,700 538,400 560,600 37.0 37.8
AHZONA .o ov v v tne it et rnennnneeesns 447,000 469,000 485,200 601,800 £17,000 533,200 164 16.8
07T P 56,900 62,400 64,800 67,300 60,500 70,600 4.0 43
NOVAGA . . o vveer i ennennnnnaneness 53,300 58,000 61,300 63,600 66,700 68,700 6.7 7.5
PACHIC + v v v everveernnneertnenenss 4,766,400 5,101,000 5,360,000 5,822,000 6,808,200 6,174,400 15.1 17.5
WRBRINGION. . o vvveevvnennnesnnenss 116.000 1 gg.soo 126,800 131,300 137,800 142,000 28 3.2
OrBgON « .o vvvevieretneenaninainnenes 62,500 ,000 68,300 70,100 73,500 76,000 24 2.8
CAlfOrnIB, . v v e iiii i 4,537,100 4,839,200 5,089,400 5,341,500 5,603,400 5,872,500 19.2 221
ABEKA. . oottt eeeiit e ineeeenanas 8,600 8,900 9,700 10,800 11,200 11,500 2.1 2.2
HAWBI . o eere i e 62,300 63,700 65,700 68,400 70,200 72,300 6.5 6.7

(B) Indicates that 1880 population base was less than 10,000,

78

:

g

¥

-, e

RS AN




e oot
Aot e
o e ’

at

Ry
v-.;(:‘f

70

HISPANIC

Table 12A. Estimatr  f the Hlspanlc Metropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of
Changu e 1980

Change, 1980.85 Components of change
Region, division, and State Net migration
July 1, April 1,
10885 1980 Number Percant Births Daaths | Internationa! Tota
United States .. ..ocovvvnvnnnn 15,608,000 12,686,800} 3,012,000 23.7{ 1,713,200 300400) 1,321,200 1,588,100
Northeast ..........ovovvvvviennnn, 2,800,700 2,617,600 363,200 15.2 207,200 60,000 205,000 146,000
Midwest. .. .....coviiiiiiiiiiiiieen 1,225,100 1,036,100 189,000 18.2 139,200 18,000 105,000 67,900
SoUth .. vttt i e 4,542400]| 3,609,700 832,700 258 480,100 103,000 355,800 545,700
WaBt. ..ottt i 7,030,600 6,523,600 1,607,000 27.3 786,800 119,300 655,600 830,600
NewEngland................... 314,400 263,400 51,000 19.4 37,500 4,000 16,600 17.600
Malng .......coiiiiiiii et eien s 1,800 1,6L0 300 (8) 100 . . 200
New Hampshire. ... .ooovviinnen e, 4,500 3,200 1,300 (8) 400 . 200 200
Vermont . ...oiiiiiii it 1,000 700 300 (8) 100 - - 100
Massachuselts ...................000 162,000 125,700 27,200 216 18,500 1,600 10,300 10,600 X
Rhode Island, . .. .. teereeseans Cereas 18,600 14,000 4,600 33.1 2,000 200 2,400 2,800 20.7
Connecticut. . ....oii i, 135,600 118,200 17,400 14.7 16,300 1,800 3,400 2,600 24
Middle Atlantic . . .........ovuuns 2,586,300 2,254,100 332,200 14.7 259,700 55,600 188,500 128,400 6.7
New York ...... it ey . 1,860,600 1,635,400 224,200 13.7 186,100 42,800 136,700 80,800 AD
New Jorsey. ......vvvvviinsininnna, 673,200 485,600 87,600 18.0 55,600 10,700 45,800 42,700 8.8
Poennsylvania.............o0vhuiunnn 153,600 133,100 20,500 15.4 18,000 2,400 4,000 \ 3.7
EastNorthCentral. .............. 1,086,700 918,300 168,300 18.3 124,600 16,200 96,500 59,800 8.5
L1 L« 2 87,200 80,100 7,100 8.8 8,600 1,300 2,200 -300 «0.3
Indiana . ......ociiii i i 72,200 68,000 4,200 6.1 6,700 1,200 2,800 1,300 -1.8
11 - 735,100 506,100 137,000 22.9 86,200 11,000 868,700 61,800 10.3
Michigan. . ......ooiviiiiinnivenes 133,200 121,100 12,100 10.0 16,400 2.200 3,700 +2,100 «1.7
Wisconsin . .......ociiiii i, 58,800 51,000 7,800 15.5 6,800 600 3,100 1,600 3.2
West NorthCentral .............. 138,500 117,800 20,700 17.6 14,400 1,800 6,500 8,100 6.9
MNNesota. . ..ooivnnenenenriennns 27,800 22,000 5,000 26.8 2800 300 1,600 3,300 148
lowa ..t i i e 15,200 13,600 1,700 12.4 1,700 100 800 100 04
MISBOUI. ... v ittt e 40,300 34,500 6,800 16.7 4,700 700 1,500 1,700 6.0
NorthDakota. . ......oovvivinennnnn, 1.600 1,500 - (8) 200 . 100 +200
SouthDakota .......oovvvnveeevnnnn 2,200 1,600 600 (8) 300 . 100 400
Nebraske. .........cooviviiiniinnnn 15,400 13,300 2,100 15.8 1,800 200 700 800
Kansas ...........coiiiiiiiiiian 36,100 31,400 4,600 14.7 3,000 600 1,600 2,200
South Atlantic. .....oovevevinnnes 1,332,000 1,027,800 305,000 20.7 100,100 41,300 180,800 246,200
Delawarg...........co.0.00 teeesaans 7,500 6,300 1,200 (8) 800 100 200 400
Maryland..............o000e, tees €9,600 63,300 16,400 30.7 7,700 1,000 6,100 8,600
District of Columbia. . ............ teus 18,200 15,600 2,600 16.6 2,300 §00 3,700 800
Virginia ... .. e tostansanenanaans ‘e 81,300 56,700 22,500 38.4 8,100 800 7,500 14,300
WestVirginia. . .......ociiiiieninnn, 2,600 2,400 200 (B) 300 - - -100
North Carolina. . ...........ovvvvnnn. 27,700 22,400 6,300 28.7 3300 200 1500 2,200
SouthCarolina ........ovvvvvevninnn, 13,800 11,600 2,200 18.7 1.600 100 600 600
Goorgia. .. .o e 38,600 30,400 8,100 26.5 3,000 400 2,600 5,600
L T 1,073,700 827,100 246,600 208 71,800 88,100 168500 212,800
East SouthCentral............... 42,100 37,000 5,100 13.8 3,600 400 1,400 1,600 Al
Kentueky. .. covveiinnniiiniiinnnna, 7,700 7,200 600 (8) 000 100 300 +300 (8)
TeNNeSERS ..\ vvvivn it 13,800 12,500 1,400 1.2 800 100 500 700 53
Alabama..............cc0iiivenn, 14,600 11,600 3,000 26.1 1,500 100 400 1,600 14.0
MissISsIppl . v i 5,800 5,700 100 (8) 400 100 100 -200 €
West South Central .............. 3,167,400( 2,644,800 622,500 245 386,400 61,400 173,300 207,600 117
ATKENSAS. . ... iiii it 6,600 5,200 1400 (B) 1,000 - 300 500 (B)
Loulslang. .. .....cvvviiiiiivinenne, 81,600 66,400 15,300 23.0 8,700 2,000 5,000 8,600 128
Oklghoms .. ....oovviivvinninnns, 44,600 33,500 11,200 33.4 4,600 €00 2,300 7,200 216
TOXAE ¢ v v vt iie et stonsnnns 3,034,500 2,430,800 684,600 24.4 372,200 66,800 164,800 281,400 116
Mountain .......oooveiinnienss 1,110,300 842,600 167,700 17.8 118,800 20,600 32,800 66,500 74
Montana...........coiiveiniinnn, 4,800 4,300 600 {B) 800 - - 100 (B}
ldaho. . c.ovvi it 4,200 3,600 600 8) 500 100 100 100 (B}
Wyoming. . ..ooovii i i, 10,100 8,100 1,000 8) 1,300 200 200 -100 (8)
Colorad. .. .ot ii it 307,800 260,600 38,200 14.2 31,200 5,400 7,700 12,400 4.6
NewMOXICO .....coovvvnninvennnnn, 266,100 250,600 35,500 141 26,500 6.500 5,400 15,400 6.1
AfZONB .. .ovv i, e 381,000 312,300 60,600 223 46,400 6,700 12,600 20,800 0.6
Utth oo i 66,200 49,200 8,000 18.2 7,100 700 2,000 2,600 5.4
Novada..........ooiiennineeenine, 67,200 43,800 13,400 305 6,300 1,100 4,800 8,200 20.9
Paclfie ........ocveviinnnn, ..l 6,820,2001 4,580,800 1,338,300 20.2 667,800 98,700 622,800 770,100 16.8
Washinglon. ..........ccoviiiinnns, 115,800 93,600 22,200 23.7 12,700 1,300 7,000 10,800 115
Oregon .....oovvii it e 49,800 41,100 8,800 21.3 5,800 500 3,100 3,500 8.6
California. .. ......oociviieiinnn, 5,803,800 4,383,700 1,300,100 20.6 641,300 85,800 611,800 754,700 17.2
Algka. ... e 6,800 4,600 1.800 (B} 800 - 300 1,100 {B)
Hawal. ... e 63,900 47,600 6,300 13.2 7,300 1,000 §00 - -
- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.
(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000.
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Table 12B. Annuzl Estimates of the Hispanic Metropolitan Population for States: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

Parce u Hispanic
Reglon, division, and State April 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, July 1, Julz 1, Julg 1,

1980 1981 1682 1983 1884 1985 1880 1985
United States .. ....... et 12,686,800 13,466,000 14,015,200 14,667,800 16,124,100 15,608,800 73 8.6
Northeast ........... .00t Verrsaanaas 2,517,800 2,615,100 2,676,300 2,747,700 2,627,000 2,800,700 6.6 6.6
Midwest. ............ Crbsriranens i 1,036,100 1,081,600 1,113,000 1,142,100 1,168,600 1,225,100 25 2.9
South....... Cresanaes Crresiee e . 3,609,700 3,802,400 4,076,000 4,236,300 4,381,200 4,642,400 70 6.0
West..... e .....| 5523500 6866800 6,146000] 6,431,800| 6,720,300{ 7,030,600 15.4 17.5
New England........... Ceasaeaaaa 263,400 275,200 284,400 293,200 304,000 314,400 2.5 3.0
Maine ,............ eeaves Chia e 1,600 1,500 1,700 1,700 1,800 1,800 (B) (B)
New Hampshire, . ........ovvviiviinnnns 3,200 3,500 3,700 3,900 4,200 4,500 (8) (8)
vermont ......iiiiiii e seranen 700 800 800 800 1,000 1,000 (8) (B)
Massachusetts ..... Cerrraaraaas s 126,700 132,3% 137,300 142,000 147,400 162,800 23 2.7
Rhode lsland. ................ s 14,000 14,800 16.900 16,600 17,700 18,600 1.8 2.1
connetticut. .. ... it e 118,200 122,200 124,900 128,000 131,800 135,600 4.1 4.7
Middle Atlantic....... Ceraaees e 2,264,100 2,338,800 2,391,800 2,454,500 2,623,000 2,586,300 6.8 7.7
NewYork .......... Creias e earaaaaes 1,635,400 1,688,800 1,724,200 1,768,500 1,817,300 1,656,600 103 1.6
NBWJOIBBY .« oo vviinnar s snansnas 485,600 613,000 626,500 539,600 656,800 673,200 6.6 7.8
Pennsylvania. ........ Cissiesearansanes 133,100 137,800 141,100 145,400 149,800 153,500 1.3 1.6
East North Coentral...............00 916,300 959,100 986,300 1,013,600 1,062,800 1,086,700 29 34
L0 1 80,100 82,300 63,100 84,500 £€5,800 87,200 0.9 1.0
INdIANA v ovvv i e 68,000 69,200 70,000 70,700 71,500 72,200 1.6 1.9
{in0i8 .o vvevvnnvnann Crrasesrarataiaas 566,100 632,500 656,700 677,500 708,400 735,100 6.4 7.7
Michigan........ seraviaaaee Ceaaas . 121,100 122,500 123,800 125,900 120,500 133,200 1.6 1.8
Wisconsin .......ooiviviin i cees 61,000 §2,700 §3,800 66,100 §7,600 68,900 1.6 1.8
West North Central ................. 117,800 122,500 126,700 128,300 133,800 138,500 1.3 14
Minnesota........ Cerraraaar e 22,000 23,400 24,800 25,300 26,300 27,800 0.8 1.0
L T 13,500 14,000 14,100 14,400 14,800 15,200 1.1 1.2
Missour. . ...ov i Chreieaeaas 34,500 35,800 36,400 38,800 38,900 40,300 1.1 1.2
: NothDakota, . .......oovvviiinvinnnss 1,500 1,600 1,700 1,800 1,700 1,600 (8) (8)
.. SouthDakota ........ovvnvvvvvnunnn Vees 1,600 1,600 1,800 1,800 1,800 2,200 (B) (8)
Nobraska. ......oovvviiiieiiniianaaes 13,300 14,100 14,800 14,800 16,100 15,400 1.8 241
Kansas .........oovvnaann e 31,400 32,000 33,100 33,300 35,100 36,100 2.7 3.0
South Atlantic. .......cvveviivanas 1,027,800 1,167,100 1,206,500 1,248,600 1,288,500 1,332,800 3.8 4.5
Delaware. . .....oouvv it 6,300 6,400 6,500 6,800 7,200 7,600 (8) (B)
Maryland.........ccien i i 63,300 67,200 §6,700 62,900 66,400 60,600 1.4 1.7
District of Columbla. . ............ovvts . 15,600 16,300 16,800 17,200 17,300 16,200 25 2.9
Virginia ...... i rer s aaraareeaaas 58,700 64,300 €8,800 72,800 77.200 81,300 18 2.0
WeSLVirginia. . ..o e 2,400 2,500 2,700 2,600 2,600 2,600 ®) (8)
Noth Caroling. ... ..oovvvvniininnes e 22,400 23,300 23,800 24,200 26,500 27,700 0.7 08
SouthCarolina ..........ovovvveinnnnn,s 11,600 13,000 13,000 13,700 13,600 13,600 0.6 0.7
Georgia...... Cerraaraaaaaaraas Veeaaas 30,400 31,800 33,800 49,200 35,000 38,600 0.8 1.0
Flordda, ......cvviiiiiii it i 827,100 962,300 881,200 1,013,000 1,039,800 1,073,700 0.3 10.6
EestSouth Central. ................. 37,000 38,500 36,700 40,500 40,900 42,100 0.5 0.5
Kentueky. . ..o v vvviiiiiininn e, 7,200 7,100 7,600 7,700 7,400 7,700 (B) (B)
TONNESSBO ¢ v v vvv it saas 12,500 12,800 13.000 13,100 13,500 13,800 0.4 0.4
Alabama ... ... e 11,600 12,800 13,000 13,500 14,000 14,600 0.5 0.6
Misslsslppl. . ..o oo v ceririi e 5,700 56,800 6,100 6,100 6,000 5.800 (8) (8)
WestSouthCentral ............. .., 2,644,000 2,696,800 2,831,800 2,847,300 3,053,800 3,167,400 16.1 1€.7
AKANSES. . ... v 5,200 5,800 6,800 6,200 6,700 6,800 (8) (B)
Loulsian®. . ... .ovvv i i it 66,400 71,500 75,000 77,600 76,700 81,600 238 26
Oklahoma .. ......ovv vttt i e 33,500 36,000 39,200 40,400 42,700 44,600 1.9 23
Texas ...... i 2,439,800 2,583,500 2,711,700 2,623,100 2,824,800 3,034,500 21.6 23.3
Mountaln ...........oviivvii, 942,600 963,500 1,014,200 1,046,600 1,078,800 1,110,300 13.0 13.4
Montana . ...t e 4,300 4,500 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,000 (8) (B)
1daRO. . .o vv vttt i i s e e 3.600 3,800 4,100 4,200 4,300 4,200 8) B)
Wyoming........oovvi i 9,100 9,700 10,000 10,200 10,100 10,100 8.5 741
Colorado..........ovv it i 269.600 279,300 286,400 202,800 296,100 307,600 11.6 1.7
NewMexico .............00 Cerenaaaaes 260,600 257,700 263,600 273,000 279.400 286,100 41.1 42.4
AlZONB . .o vt vttt 312,300 326,700 341,100 353,600 367,200 381,800 16.3 15.9
Utah .. vt i 49,200 51,800 63.600 55,600 67,300 58,200 4.4 4.8
Nevada......... Crrreriasarersaea e 43,800 48,100 £0,700 62,500 64,800 67,200 6.7 7.5
Pacific .....covvii it 4,580,800 4,663,400 6,133.800 6,385,200 6,652,400 §,820,200 16.0 18.6
Washington. .. ......covvivininn e, 83,600 96,900 103,500 107,200 112,300 115,800 28 3.2
(-« 1o ) T 41,100 43,100 44,800 45,600 48,100 48,600 23 27
Californla. .......ovciviiiii i e 4,383.700 4,687,100 4,830,300 6,174,500 5,432,600 6,603,800 18.4 223
Alagke.............. T 4,800 5,100 5,600 6,400 6,600 6,000 (8) (8)
Hawal.......coiviiviiiiia i, 47,600 48,20, 49,600 61,600 62,500 §3,800 6.2 6.4
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Table 13A. Estimates of the His

Change Since 1980

panic Nonmetropolitan Population for States: July 1, 1985, and Components of

Change, 1980-85 Components of change
Region, division, and State Net migration
July 1, April 1,

1985 1980 Number Perzent Births Deaths | International Total Percent
United States ................. 1,817,800 1,564,000 253,800 16.2 204,800 40,700 63,500 89,700 57
Northeast ............... Ceareraes . 36,500 31,800 4,600 14.6 2,900 500 800 2200 71
Midwest. ....... reeesiareaaas e 156,000 143,800 12,200 8.5 16,600 2,200 3,500 2,200 1.8
South ...oovviiii i Ceen 794,800 673,700 121,200 18.0 84,500 18,600 26,800 45,200 6.7
West............oiiii 830,500 714,700 115,800 16.2 80,700 19,400 32,200 44,400 6.2
NewEngland................... 12,400 10.200 2,300 223 +,200 *00 400 1,200 11.3
Maine ......oviiii i e 2,600 2,100 400 (B) 300 . 100 200 (8)
New Hampshire, .................... 1,200 1,000 200 B) 100 . . 100 )
BIMONt ... i e 2,700 2,000 700 (B) 200 . 100 500 8)
Massachusetts ............. v 1,300 1.000 300 {B) 100 . 100 200 (8)
Rhodsisland.................c..e0 1,100 1,000 100 (B) 100 . . . )
Connecticut. .. ....... Crereiaiesenes 3,600 3,000 600 (8) 400 . 200 200 ()]
Middle Atlantxc .................. 24,100 21,700 2,400 11.0 1,700 400 600 1,100 5.1
NewYork ......oovvviiiiiinnes, 19,200 17,700 1,500 8.8 1,300 300 §00 600 3.5
NewJersey. ............... Cirenaen . . . . . . . . .
Pennsylvania...............co00uus 4,900 4,100 800 (8) 400 100 . 500 [£))
East North Central............... 80,000 74,900 5,100 6.7 7,700 1,100 1,400 1,500 2.0
hio ..... e e ey 20,500 19,500 800 48 2,000 300 200 +700 3.7
Indigna ....... . 10,400 10,100 300 3.3 900 100 100 500 4.7
filinols ......ooiii i e 19,800 18,600 1,100 6.1 1,600 300 800 -200 0.9
Michigan...... . . 21,800 19,900 2,100 10.4 2,500 300 100 -100 +0.3
Wisconsin............... Ceres Vees 7,400 €.800 €00 (B) 800 100 200 +100 8)
West North Central ,............. 76,000 68,800 7,100 10.3 8,900 1,100 2,100 700 1.0
Minnesota........ e, 5,700 5,600 - (B) 700 . . 700 {8)
lowa ...... ettt it 10,700 9,300 1,400 ®) 1,200 100 600 400 {8)
Missourl.......ooo i 8,000 7,200 800 (B) '900 100 300 . {B)
North Dakata.......... Cerreaiaaraas 1,800 1,700 100 ®) 200 . . -100 8
SouthDakota.............o00vunnns 1,500 1,800 400 (B) 200 . - 700 B)
Nebraska..................o0uuesss 14,500 13,800 800 5.6 1,700 200 300 600 4.6
Kansas ........o.vvviviviinnnnnns, 33,800 29,400 4,400 14.8 3,800 600 800 1,000 34
South Atlantic. . ............vusss 70,600 58,500 12,200 20.8 6,900 1,400 2,300 6,700 11.4
Delaware. . ...vvvvvvviiiiinnnnnnnss 2,600 2,100 400 B 800 . . 200 8)
Maryland.........oocvcii e 1,800 1,600 200 (B) 200 . . . (B)
District of Columbia. ................. . . . . . . . . .
Virginta ............ ....... i 5,700 4,500 1,200 (B) 600 100 100 €00 (8)
WestViginia. ................0.s s 5,300 4,400 900 ®) 500 100 . 500 {B)
North Carolina. . .. ... it 11,200 8,700 2,500 (B) 1,200 100 160 1,400 (8)
South Carolina ........... Cernareees 6,300 5.300 1,000 (8) 700 100 100 300 (8)
BOMIA. ... i 9,200 7,700 1,500 (8) 800 200 200 800 (8)
Florida. .......ooviiiiin v, 28,400 24,000 4,400 18.5 2,600 800 1,800 2,700 1.3
East South Central ............... 20,300 17,600 2,700 15.4 1,800 300 £00 1,200 6.8
KentuChy. ........ccovvvvininnnn. 6,600 6,300 300 (B) 700 100 200 =300 (8)
TeNnesses ,.......cvovvvinininnn.s. 4,300 3,300 1,000 {B) 300 . 100 700 (B)
Alabama.......................... 3,700 2,700 S00 () 400 . . 600 (B)
Mississippl. .. ..o 6,800 6,300 500 (8) 300 100 200 300 {B)
West South Central .............. 703,900 697,600 106,300 17.8 85,800 16,800 24,000 37,300 6.2
ATKBNSAB. ..ot v 6,900 5,500 1,400 (8) 500 100 . 9004 (8)
Loulslana, ...............o0vvueens. 16,700 15,400 1,400 8.8 1,800 500 300 0.2
OKlahoma . .......coovvvnennnnnens. 25,200 0,500 4,700 22.7 2,500 500 1,000 2,800 12.9
TOXBS ..o e 655,100 556,200 98,800 17.8 81,000 15,900 22,700 33,700 6.1
676,300 509,200 67,100 13.2 61,200 14,800 15,600 20,700 4.1
6,800 4,900 800 (B) 700 100 . 300 8)
37,600 32,500 6,000 16.5 3,800 500 3,100 1,700 5.2
16,300 15,100 1,200 8.2 1,800 300 300 300 -1.0
75,700 71,400 4,300 6.0 7,400 2,200 500 800 -1.3
264,500 231,500 33,100 143 28,400 7,700 3,300 12,400 54
151,300 134,700 16,700 124 16,300 3,600 6,800 4,000 29
12,500 8,700 2,700 (8) 1,500 200 600 1,400 8)
12,500 9,400 3,100 (B) 1,200 200 1,000 2,100 B)
Pacific .....ovvieii e 254,200 205,500 48,700 23.7 29,600 4,500 16,600 23,600 11,6
Washington. .................c00uss 26,200 22,300 3.800 17.4 2,800 300 2,000 1,300 6.9
Oregon................ i 26,200 21,400 4,800 224 2,600 30 1,600 2,500 11.7
Californla. .. ...........ovvvvinns, 178,600 143,300 35,300 246 20,900 3,600 12,800 17,900 12.5
AlBSKE. ... .. e, 4,700 3,700 1.000 (8) 500 . 100 500 (8)
Hawall................o0o0e e, 18,400 14,700 3,700 26.2 2,700 { 400 100 1,400 9.9

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 1980 population base was less than 10,000.
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" Table 13B. ‘l'\ggsual Estimates of the Hispanic Nonmetropolitan Population for States: Aptil 1, 1980 to July 1,

= feglon, division, and State Percant Hispanie i
April 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, July 1,
19660 1981 1982 1983 1984 1585 1985
Unitad States .....oovvvvvnvnn Chees 1,564,000 1,827,700 1,680,000 1,736,900 1,776,000 1,817,800 3.3
. Northoast. ....... Ceraaed e ‘e 31,600 32,800 33,800 34,600 36,500 38,500 0.6
e MIOWESE. . oo i i i i i e e e 143,800 145,800 146,400 160,000 152,100 158,000 0.9
CSOUth. e i e 673,700 704,200 731,400 757,600 777,600 794,800 3.2
West oo v ittt i erraaas i 714,700 745,200 768,400 764,700 810,800 830,500 10.6
NewENngland ......covvvvviiciiininen 10,200 10,600 11,100 11,500 11,800 12,400 0.6
~ Malng. .. o i era et 2,100 2,200 2,200 2,300 2,400 2,600 (8)
~. New Hampshire.......... i iraaans . 1,000 1,100 1,000 1,100 1,100 1,200 (8)
Lo Vemont. L e 2,000 2,100 2,200 2,200 2,500 2,700 {8)
“ o Massachusetts, . ...ovvii i il e 1,000 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,200 1,300 8)
... Rhodelisland........ Cearieanas Cieraaas ‘e 1000 1.100 1,200 1,300 1,200 1,100 8)
T CONNECHCUL. L 3,700 3,300 3,400 3,500 3,500 3,600 8
Middle Atlantic .. ..o i i 21,700 21,800 22,600 23,000 23,600 24,100 0.7
.+, NewYork. .......ovvvus, e 17,700 17,700 18,200 18,600 18,900 19,200 11
v, NewJersey......vvvun i areriaaaracaas - . - . - . .
-. Pennsylvania........ et e 4,100 4,200 4,500 4,600 4,700 4,900 &)
East North Central ...... et . 74,900 74,800 74,900 75,000 77.400 80,000 08
B © 1 T e 16,600 19,400 19,400 19,600 20,000 20,500 2.9
Toodndlana, i i ieraraiaaaas . 10,100 9,800 10,000 9,600 10,000 10,400 0.6
7 Minols L Cirresaat et 18,600 18,500 18,500 19,100 16,300 19,800 1.0
- Michigan ..., .0 Ceraraaaas raaaaaas N 19,800 20,200 19,800 20,700 21,200 21,900 1.2
Wisconsin .......ihae Crrriaaaaaas e 6.800 6,900 7,100 7.000 6,900 7,400 (8)
Weast NorthCentral ....ovvvevnninn €6.900 70,700 71,500 74,000 74,700 76,000 1.0
L= MINNBSOtA . .u i i e 5,600 5,600 5,600 5,400 5,600 5,700 (8)
R 1+ - T e 9,300 9,700 10,000 10,100 10,700 10,700 0.6
o MiEsoUR . e Cherarren 7,200 7,200 7,400 8,000 8,000 8,000 (2]
U NOMN DAKOM. .ot 1,700 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 (8
- -South Dakota. . .... Cera s R 1,900 1,800 1,700 1,600 1,600 1,600 (8)
2 Nebragka, o ooovue e Cistarsaaans e 13,800 14,100 14,200 14,600 14,400 14,600 1.7
o KANBEB i e 20,400 30,600 30,900 32,500 32,700 33,800 2.8
South Atlantig. ......cvvvvvnincnn RN 68,500 60,400 63,000 65.500 66,200 70,600 0.7 P
I o - -7 £ 2,100 2,200 2,300 2,400 2,400 2,600 (8) e
o Maryland oL e e Ceenes 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,700 1,800 1,800 (8) Bl
T Districtot Columbla. ... i eraas . - . . - . .
VirRginl, oo e e 4,500 4,700 4,800 4,900 6,300 5,700 ({=)] Ee
WestVirginla............ Cerririrraaeas . 4,400 4,500 4,600 5,100 5,300 5,300 (B) ik
North Caroing.....covvviiiieriiiiinnries 8,700 8,800 8,300 10,200 10,700 11,200 0.4 -
South Caroling. ..o oot vvivir i iiiinns 5,300 5,400 5,800 6,700 6,200 6,300 (B) e
Goorgla, .o i i i e 7,700 7,700 8,300 8,500 9,000 9,200 (8) I
Flonda.........covvii it iiiiinas e 24,000 25,500 26,100 27,100 28,600 28,400 2.7 &
East South Central......... e . 17,600 17,700 13,400 18,800 10,600 20,300 0.3 %
Kentucky . .,...ooovnnn e . 6,300 6,000 6,400 6,300 6,800 6,600 (8) =
TONNGB 86, « v vvs vt s inn i, e 3,300 3,300 3,600 3,700 4,100 4,300 (8 Er
Alabama ............... T 2,700 2,800 3.100 3,100 3,400 3,700 (8) ?
Missisippl. .o e . 5,300 5,500 5,300 §,700 5,500 6,800 (8) w
Ed
Wast SouthCentral . ... ...ovevvivnn., 687.600 626,100 650,000 673,300 688,800 703,800 0.5 B
Arkansas, .......... erraaraas el e 8500 56,600 6,000 8,300 6,900 6,900 (8) S
Loulglana......oov i i C 15,4utd 16,800 16,400 16,800 16,700 16,700 1.2 5
Okighoma ............. e eaeaaeaas 20,500 22,400 24,400 26,100 25,600 25,200 1.8
TOXA8. ... iir ittt i it £68,200 §82,200 603,200 626,000 639,600 655,100 20.6
Mountain. ....... e e 509,200 527,800 642,200 §567.800 667,100 676,300 12.8
Montana ...........ovvvns e 4,800 5,300 5.800 5.800 5,800 5.800 8)
Idaho. . ......coovvune Ceeanen e 32,500 33,600 34,500 26,800 36,800 37,600 . 4.6
Wyoming...oovviiiiis e 15,100 15,600 15,800 15,800 16,200 16,300 4.6 46
Colorado v . .vv v e e it 71,400 73,800 75,000 75.600 75.600 76,700 12.7 12,5
NowMexlco. .......o vttt s 231,500 238,400 245300 283,700 269,100 264,500 334 33.8
Arizong .....iueen i Cirrtaaraeaaas 134,700 140,300 144,100 148,300 146,800 151,300 19.9 10.7
Ulah. 9.700 10,700 11,200 11,700 12,200 12,600 29 33
L . . 9,400 10,000 10,600 11,100 11,800 12,600 8.6 75
Pacifie..... it tairraata e 206,500 217,600 228,200 236,900 243,700 254,200 6.7 75
Washington............. e N 22,300 23,300 23,500 24,100 25,500 26,200 2.8 31
OrBgoN . .vieiiiii i 21,400 22.800 23,600 24,500 2A,500 26,200 25 2.9
Callfornla..........cooviniee s e 143,300 152,100 169,100 167,000 170,700 178,600 14.6 18.3
ABBKA. ... .. it i s 3,700 3,800 4,000 4,400 4,400 4,700 (B) (B)
Hawall,..........o0voiiiiees Cierraaaas 14,700 156.500 16,100 16,800 17,700 18,400 7.3 7.8

- Rapresents zero or a number which rounds to 26ro.

{B) Indicates that 1880 popu'ation base was less than 10,000.
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Table 14A, Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Metro

1285, and Components of Change Since 1980

politan Areas with 10,000 or More Higpanics: July 1,

Change, 1980.85 Components of changa
Metrupolitan area Net migration
Jul; 1, Aprit 1, Interna-

1985 1980 Number Percent Births Deaths tional Total Percent
Abileng, TXMSA...........coiiivin e, 15,800 13,200 2,400 185 2,400 200 400 200 1.6
Albuquerque, NMMSA .................... 172,800 165,500 17,400 11.2 16,400 4,000 3,000 5,000 3.2
Ailentown-Bethlehem, PAANJMSA ........... 16,700 14,200 2,500 18.0 1,800 200 300 800 6.2
Amarillo, TX MSA .. ... vviiviinennes 20,200 14,800 5,300 355 2,600 200 500 2,800 10.7
Atlanta, GAMSA.........coiviiiin e 24,300 17,600 8,700 38.0 1,600 300 2,3r 5,200 297
Atlantic City, NOMSA ................. ceas 10,100 6,700 1,400 ®) 1,100 200 . 500 (8)
Austin, TXMSA . ...t i, 124,400 84,500 20,800 31.6 14,200 1,800 3,200 17,600 18.6
Bakerstield, CAMSA....... Cere e 115,000 87,400 27,600 318 15,600 2,100 8,200 14,100 16.1
Baliimore, MDMSA. .............cco00vne sy 18,800 15,700 3,100 20.0 2,100 400 800 1,400 8.0
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX MSA. .. ........... 13,800 12,200 1,700 138.7 1,400 300 800 600 5.0
Boston.Lawrence-Salem-Lowell-Brockton,

MANECMA . ........ it 102,800 82,800 20,000 242 12,600 1,400 9,500 8,800 10.7
Brownsville-Harlingen, TX MSA. ... .......... 184,700 183,700 31,000 18.8 22,800 4,400 10,200 17,600 7.7
Bryan-College Station, TX MSA. . ............ “3,800 9,500 4,300 (B) 1,700 200 800 2,600 (8)
BUFFALO-NIAGARA FALLS, NY CMSA........ 15,600 14,400 1,200 8.4 1,200 200 300 300 2.0

Butfalo, NYPMSA .. ........oiviiineienn, 13,700 12,700 1,000 (A4 1,100 200 300 100 1.0
CHICAGO-GARY-, AKE COUNTY,

LINWICMSA ... .. e 757,100 618,700 137,400 22.2 88,600 11,800 86,700 60,800 0.8

Aurora-Elgin, IL PMSA......... e 34,800 27,000 7.800 29.0 4,700 300 3,600 3.400 12.7

Chicago, ILPMSA . .............coovvens. 628,600 509,300 119,200 23.4 74779 10,000 78,800 55,100 10.8

Gary-Hammond, INPMSA. ................ 47,300 45,600 1,700 3.8 v 1,000 1,600 +1,700 3.8

Jollet, ILPMSA ...........covivieivinnss 18,600 14,200 2,400 16.8 1,600 200 1,200 800 6.7

Lake County, ILPM3A. ................... 25,700 20,100 5,500 276 3,300 200 3,100 2,500 12.5
CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA.. ... 40,700 37,800 2,800 7.4 4,400 00 800 +1,000 25

Cleveland, OHPMSA. . ............ccutn.. 25,500 ~3,100 2,400 10.5 2,800 400 600 . 0.2

Lorain-Elyria, OR PMSA. . ................. 12,800 12,800 200 1.8 1,400 200 100 1,000 7.8
Colorado Springs, COMSA............... . 27,200 24,800 2,400 8.5 2,800 300 400 +100 23
Corpus Christi, TX MSA. .. .. e 178,700 158,200 20,500 129 22,100 4,300 1,700 2,800 1.7
DALL'S-FORT WORTH, TXCMSA .......... 345,700 248,100 90,600 40.5 45,300 4,800 28,300 68,800 23.9

Dallas, TXPMSA............ e aieeareaa, 244,600 174,£00 70,000 40.1 32,700 3,200 21,500 40,500 232

Fort Worth-Arlington, TXPMSA............. 101,100 71,600 28,600 41.3 12,600 1,400 6,900 186,400 25.7
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, IAIL MSA .. ... 12,200 11,700 600 4.8 1,200 100 800 -500 4.2
DENVER-BOULDER,COCMSA............. 202,800 173,200 28,700 171 20,200 3,400 €,200 12,800 7.4

Boulder-Longmont, COPMSA.............. 12,400 10,100 2,400 23.4 1,200 100 500 1,500 12,6

Denver, COPMSA. ............covvnvnnren 180,500 163,200 27,300 16.8 18,000 3,300 5,700 11.600 71
DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA ..... ..... 71,000 64,800 6,200 8.5 6,700 1,500 2,700 +1,100 1.6

Detroit, MIPMSA............... e 86,500 61,400 5,100 8.4 8,000 1.500 1,6C0 1,400 2.3
ElPaso, TXMSA.........oovviniineninns, 359,800 288,800 60,000 20.0 40,800 7,200 22,200 26,400 6.8
Fort Collins-Loveland, COMSA.............. 10,200 8,600 1,700 8) 1,000 100 300 800 (8)
Fresno, CAMSA ...........cccviivininn, 186,500 159,700 35,800 23.8 24,400 3,200 10,500 14,500 8.8
Grand Raplds, MIMSA.................... 14,200 12,400 1,800 15.1 1,800 100 700 200 1.8
Greeley, COMSA ...............00vvenns. 23,800 21,000 2,600 125 2,800 400 700 200 1.0
Harttord-New Britain-Middletowr-Bristo),

TNECMA ... i ciineens 50,100 43,700 6,400 14.8 6,200 600 6§00 800 1.8
Honoluly, HIMSA .................¢c¢..e s 63,800 47,600 6.300 13.2 7,300 1,000 500 . .
HOUSTON-GALVESTON-BRAZORIA,

TXOMSA. . i i e 554,600 448,200 148,400 33.3 87,100 8,200 67,300 70.500 168

Brazoria, TXPMSA .. ..............c0.vte 28,000 22,500 5,500 24.4 3,400 300 1,600 250 11.0

Galveston-Texas City, TX PMSA..... ...... 27,800 23,500 4,300 18.4 3,200 700 1,100 1,800 78

Houston, TXPMSA ........... .......... 538,800 400,200 138,600 34.6 80,600 8,200 54,500 66,300 18.8
Jacksonville, FLMSA ...............c..e 14,800 12,200 2,800 22.8 600 300 500 2,500 20.3

nsag City, MO.KSMSA.................. 36,800 31,800 5,100 16.1 3,500 600 1,100 2.200 7.0
. enTemple, TXMSA................... 23,600 22,100 1,500 6.8 4,000 3oe 800 +2,200 9.8
Laxeland-Winter Haven, FLMSA ............ 10,800 9,1t 1,700 ) 1,000 200 700 800 (8)
Lansing-Cast t.ansing, MIMSA .............. 14,100 12400 1,700 14.0 1,700 100 500 100 1.0
Laredo, TXMSA ... .......viiiinninns 110,100 92,200 17,800 10.4 13,600 3,200 5,400 7,500 8.2
LasCruces, NMMSA . .................... €4,500 50,700 13.800 27.3 6,500 1,200 2.200 8,500 18.7
LaoVegas, NVMSA.................... . 44,300 34,600 9,700 28.0 3,900 800 3,500 8,700 103

- Represents zero or a number which rounds to zero.

(B) Indicates that 18 ~ population base was less than 10,000.
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April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985

- Table 14B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Hispanics:

84

Percent Hispanic
Metropolitan area
April 1, ng 1, July 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julg 1,
1980 1681 1982 1983 1984 1885 1980 1985
Abllene, TXMSBA.........ciiiii it 13,200 13,900 14,100 14,900 15,500 15,600 11.9 129
Albuquerque, NMMSA .. ................. 155,500 169,000 181,800 167,000 169,400 172,800 37.0 37.8
Allentown-Bathlahem, PA-NJ MSA .. ......... 14,200 14,700 14,900 15,500 16,200 16,700 2.2 26
-2 Amarllo, TXMEA i e, 14,900 16,800 16,700 17,600 19,200 20,200 8.6 10.7
S Mianta, GAMSA . L e 17,600 19,000 20,200 21,000 22,200 24,300 0.8 1.0
L Aantic City, NI MSA ... i e 6,700 9,000 9,000 9,300 9,700 10,100 3.1 3.4
S AUBHR, TXMSA. .o e 94,500 99,800 104,100 109,100 116,000 124,400 17.6 17.7
.- Bakersfield, CAMSA...............00000e 87,400 84,100 99,800 105,400 108,800 115,000 21.7 245
- Baltlmore, MDOMSA. .........covciinnnnens 15,700 16,500 16,800 17,100 17,700 18 800 0.7 0.8
- Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX MSA. ............. 12,200 12,600 13,000 13,500 13,900 13,900 3.2 3.8
BostomLawrenc&Salem Lowell-Brockton,
MANECMA........ioiiiiiiiiiiennneen, 82,800 88,000 92,000 95,600 99,100 102,900 2.3 28
-~ Brownsville-Harlingen, TXMSA.............. 163,700 172,400 180,100 188,800 191,400 184,700 78.0 81.0
* Bryan-College Station, TX MSA.............. 9,500 10,400 11,600 12,300 12,900 13,800 101 11.9
BUFFALC -NIAGARA FALLS, NYCMSA. ...... 14,400 14,800 14,800 15,000 15,300 15,600 1.2 13
Buffalo, N* "MSA...... ... . i, 12,700 13,100 '3,200 13,300 13,400 13,700 1.3 1.4
" CHICAGO - LAKE COUNTY
IANWEG i it 619,700 654,400 677,600 700,600 730,800 757,100 7.8 9.4
Aurora-Elg. FMSA... ... i, 27,000 28,300 29,600 30,600 33,100 34,900 6.6 10.4
Chicago, ILPARSA . ... iiiiii i 609,300 539,500 §59,800 679,500 606,300 628,600 8.4 10.2
Gary-Hammond, INPMSA. . ............... 45,600 48,100 46,900 47,400 47,400 47,300 7.1 75
Jollet, ILPMSA ... ..ovviiiiiiiiii i 14,200 14,900 14,800 16,400 15,600 16,600 4.0 45
Lake County, ILPMSA. ...........co0vvne, 20,100 21,800 22,700 23,600 24,600 26,700 4.6 58
CLEVELAND-AKRON-LORAIN, OH CMSA ., 37,800 38,500 39,000 40,000 40,200 40,700 1.3 1.5
~ Clavsland, OH PMSA. .. ...  erteeeninenans 23,100 28,600 24,000 24,500 25,100 25,600 1.2 14
Lorain-Elyria, OHPMSA. . ............o0vtee 12,600 12,800 12,800 12,800 12,900 12,800 4.6 47
.- Colorado Springs, COMSA. . ............... 24, 25,800 26,500 26,600 26,600 27,200 6.0 76
- Corpus Christh TXMBA. .........covvvniens 169,200 184,600 170,600 174,200 176,400 179,700 408 5§05
- DALLAS-FORT *#ORTH, TX CMSA .......... 246,100 264,600 280,700 208,100 320,000 345,700 8.4 9.0
Dallas, TXFMSA.............cvvnns e 174,500 187,600 198,800 212,100 227,400 244,800 8.9 105
Fort Worth-Arlington, TX PMSA. .. .......... 71,600 77,100 81,900 £3,000 92,700 101,100 7.4 8.8
Davenport-Roch 1oland-Moline, IA-IL MSA .. ... 11,700 12,000 12,100 1.,100 12,200 12,200 3.0 3.2
DENVER-BOULDER,COCMSA . ............ 173,200 181,000 186,900 191,500 196,200 202,900 10.7 114
Boulder-Longmont, COPMSA.............. 10,100 10,900 11,300 11,700 12,300 12,400 6.3 58
Denver, COPMSA...... ....oiiiiiienenn 163,200 170,200 175,600 179,900 183,900 180,500 11.4 11.8
DETROIT-ANN ARBOR, MICMSA........... 64,800 65,200 65,700 67,100 68,800 71,000 14 1.5
Deatrolt, MIEMSA. ............cveh . ues 61.400 61,700 62,100 63,300 64,800 66,500 1.4 1.5
ElPaso, TXMSA. ............ociiiivinnn, 259,900 315,100 327,500 339,500 350,400 359,800 62.5 875
Fort Collins-Loveland, COMSA.............. 8,600 8,900 8,800 8,800 9,600 10,200 5.8 6.0
Fresno, CAMSA . ..........ciiiiiiii e 150,700 158,700 165,500 173,200 179,300 188,500 20.3 327
Grand Raplds, MIMSA .................... 12,400 12,700 13,100 13,10C 13,900 14,200 2.1 2.2
Grealey, COMSA ...........ccoiviiinnnes 21,000 21,200 21,400 22,500 23,300 23,800 17.0 17.7
Ham‘ord-New Britain-Middletown-Bristol,
CTNECMA ... ... ittt it 43,700 44,800 48,000 47,600 48,700 §0,100 4.2 4.7
Honolulu, HIMSA ................ccvvve e, 47,600 48,200 49,600 61,800 52,500 53,000 6.2 6.4
.OUSTON-GALVESTON BRAZORI.\

K OMSA. . ittt e it e 446,200 486,700 520,600 644,800 668,700 684,600 14,4 16.7
Brazorla X PMSA ...................... 22,500 23,500 24,300 25,600 26,700 28,000 18.2 14.7
Galvoston-Texas City, TXPMSA............ 23.500 24,200 25,600 26,400 26,800 27,800 12.0 13.2
Houston, TXPMSA ............cvivvnnns 400,200 438,100 470,700 492,600 615,200 638,800 14.6 17.0

Jacksonville, FLMSA ............... ..... 12,200 12,400 12,500 13,100 13,800 14,300 1.7 18
Kansas City, MO-KSMSA. ................. 31,800 32,600 33,70C 33,800 35,600 36,800 2.2 26
Killeen-Temple, TXMSA.............vvees 22,100 22,900 22,600 22,700 22,800 23,600 10.3 108
Lakeland-Winter Haven, FLMSA ............ 9,100 9,700 9,700 10,000 10,600 10.800 28 3.0
Lansing-East Lansing, MIMSA .............. 12,400 12,800 13,100 13,400 13,700 14,100 29 33
Laredo, TXMBA ... ciiiiiiiina 92,200 98,000 103,300 107,800 108,000 110,100 92.9 978
Lag Grucos, NMMSA ..............veu i 50,700 63,600 55,900 68,900 61,700 64,5C2 626 56.5
Las Vegas, NVMBA.................00 i 34,600 37,800 39,700 40,700 42,500 44,300 7.6 8.1
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Table 14A, Estimates 2 the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Hispanlcs: July 1,
1885, and Components of Change Since 1980—Continued o

Change, 1880-85 Componenta of change
» Metropolitan area Net migration
July 1, April 1, interna.
1985 1980 Number Percent Births Deaths tional Total Percent .
LOS ANGELES~ANAHEIM mveasme. T
MSA ... e NN 3,660,200 2,768,500 693,700 32.3 425,200 69,700 463,800 528,100 181 T
: Ananelm-Sama Ana, CAPMSA, . e 380,100 265,800 94,200 32.8 456,200 4,800 48,200 63,800 18.8 '
Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA. N 2,742,700 | 2,076,800 665,800 3241 921,500 46,200 364,700 360,600 188 ..
AT Onxnard:Ventura, CAPMSA .............. . 144,300 113,700 30,600 26.9 16,000 2,100 12,400 16,700 147 o
AN Riverside-San Bernardino, CAPMSA ..... e 393,000 280,100 102,900 35.5 42,500 6,600 18,600 67,100 2341 o
e Lubbock, TX MSA................ v 47.800 41,500 6,300 153 6,500 700 600 600 1.4
McAlien-Edinburg-Migslon, TX MSA .......... 280,600 232,000 48,600 21.0 26,700 6,700 14,300 27,700 11.8
Merced, CAMSA,........ i Chiiaas 48,800 33,500 15,400 46.1 5,200 700 4,800 11,000 320
MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FLCMSA ........ 815,300 627,100 188,200 30.0 61,600 31,300 143,700 167,800 268
s Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood .Pompano
3 Beach, FLPMSA. . ....,.. Chateiee saaas §7.100 38,700 18,400 47.4 3,800 1,400 4,100 15,800 412
- Miaml-Hialeah, EL, rMSA. Chetireer ey 758,200 668,400 169,800 28.9 47,800 26,800 139,600 151,900 268
Midland, TXMSA............ i 18,800 12,400 6.400 51.9 3,300 200 1,000 3,400 275
MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA ............ 45,000 39,800 5,000 126 5,300 600 2,500 300 08
T Milwaukee, WI PMSA. ......... i 37,600 33,000 4,600 13.9 4,400 500 2,200 700 2.1
' Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN-WIMSA ........... 25,800 20,100 5,700 26.1 2,800 300 1,500 3,300 16.4
. Modesto, CAMSA. .. \...ovviviiiiienrnnes 51,700 39,400 12,300 31.2 6,400 800 4,200 6,700 17.0
o Naples, FLMSA ......oovviiiniinnnn.. . 11,800 9,100 2,800 {8) 1,500 200 700 1,400 ® o
C New Haven-Waterbury- Marlden, CTNECMA. ... 28,600 256,800 3,800 14.9 3,500 400 §0) 800 30
New Crioans, LAMSA. ......oovvvvvvnens,, 64,600 45,800 8,800 19.2 5,800 1,600 4,600 4,600 101 . 5
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-
LONG ISLAND, NY-NJ.-CTCMSA .......... 2,345,600 2,045,100 300,500 147 234,100 62,500 184,400 118,800 58 .
Bergen-Passale, NJ PMSA ......... Ceeaaes 109,700 80,300 18,400 21,6 11,200 1,700 10,200 9,800 140
Bﬂdg'sgonoswmford.Norwnlk-Danbury. _
=. CTNECMA ....... T TR R TR 50,800 44 /00 6,200 14.0 6,100 700 2,200 000 20
5 Jorsay City, NJPMSA . .........oovvie 168,500 145,400 23,100 158 14,400 4,300 18,800 13,000 89
Middiesex-Somerset-Hunterdon, INJ PMSA.. . .. 47,500 38,500 9,000 23.5 4,400 700 3,200 5,300 13.9 r -
Monmouth-Ocean, NJ PMSA..........0vu0e 24,400 20,400 4,000 18.6 2,100 400 600 2,300 13
= Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA. .......... i 120,700 101,300 18,400 19.1 9,000 2,200 6,800 12,600 124 L
iR New York, NY PMSA ..........00vvvveel .| 1,663,900 1,467,000 186,800 134 171,200 39,800 130,400 85,300 4.5 g
Newark, NOUPMSA. .......civiiiininiennn 147,500 126,800 20,800 16.4 14,800 2,700 11,000 8,700 6.8
Orange County, NY PMSA. .. ........ Cedaas 12,700 10,800 1,700 16,7 1,000 200 300 800 8.2 o
Norfolk-Vlrglnla Beach- Newport News,
MSA.. ..... et Ceea 20,800 15,200 5,700 37.1 2,200 200 600 3,600 23.8
Odem. TXMSA......... Ciiieraas PSR 35,400 25,000 10,500 418 6,400 500 1,600 4,600 18.6
- Cklahoma City, OKMSA........... N 24,800 18,000 6,900 38.5 2300 300 1,600 4,800 274
Omaha, NEFAMSA, ....ovvviiiiiiinnennn, 13,400 11,700 1,700 14.7 1,300 100 600 500 45
Orlando, FLMSA. .. ...coovvvviiiin i, o 34,200 26,200 9,000 36.6 2,500 700 1,800 7,200 28.8 k-4
y T PHlLADELPHIA~WILMINGTON-TRENTON.
PA-NJ.DE-MD CMSA, ........... Cirenaan . 162,200 140,200 22,000 15.7 16,300 2,500 3,800 5,200 3.7 )
Philadelphla, PANJPMSA ............c0ts 127,600 110,000 17,600 16.0 15,200 2,100 3,100 4,500 4.1 =
w CTrenton, NEPMSA, ...ooouivivii 12,100 10,500 1,600 16.7 1,500 100 300 300 28 4
“ Vlneland-MIlMﬂe-Bndgeton. NJPMSA........ 18,700 12,200 1,400 11.8 1,700 200 200 . 0.3
Phoons, AZMSA ... ..o 250,100 200,200 48,300 248 31.800 4,000 9,400 22,100 11.0 (
PITTSRURGH-BEAVER VALLEY, PA CMSA. ... 11,700 9.200 2,500 (8) 1.200 200 600 1,600 (B)
Pittsburgh, PAPMSA. . .................0 10,800 8.400 2,500 (8) 1,100 260 600 1,600 (8) .
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. .. . 30,100 24,400 5,700 236 3,700 200 1,500 2,400 0.7
o Portland, OR PMSA, ........ Cetii s . 26,300 21,300 5,000 23.7 3,200 300 1,400 2,100 10.0 e
: Providanc&Pawtucket-Woonsocket
 J RINECMA......... e e e 18,600 14,000 4,600 33.1 2,000 200 2,400 2,800 20.7
= Pueblo, COMSA . .....iiviiii it iennnns 43,700 41,800 1,900 44 4,400 1,100 100 -1,400 3.4 '
: Reno, NVMSA ........... RN RN 12,900 8,200 3,700 ((z)] 1,400 200 1,300 2,500 8)
Ricivland-Kennewick-Pasco. WA MSA....... o 12,000 8,800 2,100 &) 1,400 100 1,300 800 (8)
- Reprasents 2ero or a number which rounds to zero. <
(8) Indicates that 1580 population base was lass than 10,000. 4

g

R g . TP . - R et e e e e o e e - . e e e




ST R Y e CL P P P

S e w

A ek y R AT W Tt 2 Aty €T R weaTan e s Tega el e Ty e, A % s e e e A s s st Tene s,

AR Ry s T e S A i L

77

April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985—Cor: inued

‘Table 14B. Annuai t:stimates of the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or llore Hispanlcs:

Matropolitan area

Percent Hispanic

86

Aprit 1, July 1, ly 1, ly 1 ly 1, y 1,
1980 81 J%ez Jﬁgeé J%ea J"%ges 1980 1985
Los ANGELES ANAHEIM-RIVERSIDE,

........................... 2,766,500 2,968,000 3,135,100 3,300,800 3,482,000 3,680,200 241 28.3
Anaheim Santa Ana, CAPMSA........... 285,800 307,500 327,600 344,800 382,800 380,100 148 17.7
_Los Angeles-Long Beach, CAPMSA ...... 2,076,800 2,229,300 2,351,100 2,475,900 2,610,800 2,742,700 278 33.0
Oxnard-Ventura, CAPMSA.............. 113,700 121,100 126,400 132,200 138,300 144,300 215 23.6
- Riverside-San Bernardino, CAPMSA . ..... 280,100 310,100 330,100 348,000 370,100 393,000 18.6 20.8
v Lubbock, TXMSA.........covvvvinnvnan 41,500 42,800 44,400 45,700 47,400 47,800 196 21.8
McAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TXMSA ........ 232,000 244,300 256,600 267,700 275,100 280,800 81.9 82.0
Morced, CAMSA ..............000inues 33,500 36,200 38,100 40,600 46,000 48,900 24.9 20.8
MIAMI-FORT LAUDERDALE, FL CMSA. . ... 627,100 734,600 753,400 774,100 701,700 815,300 23.7 28.3

Fort Laudsmale-HoHywood -Pompano

Beach, FLPMSA.........coivviinnaen 38,700 44,300 47,800 50,000 52,800 57,100 3.8 5.1

Miami-Hialeah, FLPMSA, . .............. 588,400 690,300 705,600 724,100 738,700 758,200 38.2 43.0
Midland, TXMSA .. ........oviiiiiinnas 12,400 14,200 16,400 17,800 18,300 18,8C0 15.0 17.6
‘MILWAUKEE-RACINE, WICMSA.......... 39,800 41,000 41,700 42,400 44,100 45,000 25 29

~ Milwaukee, WIPMSA .................. 33,000 34,C00 34,700 35,500 36,900 37,600 24 2.7

" Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN.WIMSA ......... 20,100 21,500 22,900 23,300 24,300 25,800 0.8 11

- Modesto, CAMSA.................00l 39,400 42,400 44,5800 46,800 48,900 51,700 148 17.3

.. Naples, FLMSA ............co0viivnenn 9,100 10,100 10,300 11,300 11,600 11,800 10.5 10.3

.. New Haven-Waterbury-Meriden, CT NECMA . 25,800 26,700 27,300 27,600 28,600 29,600 3.4 3.8

- New Orieans, LAMSA ... ... Peerneraaeias 45,800 49,000 51,000 52,300 53,500 54,600 36 4.1
NEW YORK-NORTHERN NEW JERSEY-

"LONG ISLAND, NY:NJ.CTCMSA......... 2,045,100 2,124,500 2,170,900 2,227,700 2,288,800 2,345,600 1.7 13.2

Bergen-Passalc, NJPMSA .............. 90,300 95,700 98,800 102,500 106,200 109,700 7.0 8.6

BridgeEon-Stamford Norwalk. Danbuvy.

........................ 44,600 46,300 47,200 48,100 49,400 50,800 5.5 6.2

Jorsey City, NOPMSA.................. 145,400 156,300 159,500 162,300 165,700 168,500 26.1 30.0

Middiegex-Somerset-Hunterdon, NJ PMSA. . 38,500 41,000 42,500 43,700 45,700 47,500 43 5.1

Monmouth-Ocean, NJPMSA ............ 20,400 21,400 21,800 22,200 23,400 24,400 24 2.6

Nassau-Suffolk, NY PMSA .............. 101,300 106,700 109,800 113,800 117,600 120,700 3.9 46

New YOrk, NYPMSA. . ..........civvns 1,467,000 1,513,600 1,543,800 1,583,800 1,626,300 1,663,900 17.7 198

Newark, NJ PMSA. ....... et ranreaas 126,800 132,600 135,400 138, 000 142,200 147,500 6.7 7.9

Orango County, NYPMSA .............. 10,800 11,000 11,800 12,9 12,300 12,700 4.2 46
Norfolk-VlrgInle Beach-Newport News,

VAMSA, ... it iivieiiiiiin e 15,200 16.800 18,200 19,200 20.300 20,900 1.3 1.6
Ocossa, TXMSA. .........ovviviininnnn 25,000 28,900 32,200 32,900 33,800 35,400 2186 275
Oklahoma City, OK MSA. ................ 18,000 19,200 20,700 21,900 23,700 24,800 21 2.6
Omaha, NEJAMSA ........ooovvvienns 11,700 12,400 13,000 12,930 13,200 13,400 20 2.2
Oriando, FLMSA ..........cvviivvn e 25,200 27,600 20,000 30,800 33,000 34,200 3.6 41
PHILADELPHIA-WILMINGTON-TRENTON,

PA-NJ-DE-MDCMSA ...............e 140,200 144 900 149,100 162,300 157,300 162,200 25 2.8

Philadeiphia, PANJPMSA .............. 110,000 113,900 117,300 119.800 123,500 127,600 23 a7

Trenton, NOPMSA ............ .00t 10,500 10,800 11,300 11,300 11,800 12,100 34 3.9

Vineland-Miilville-Bridgston, NJ PMSA .. ... 12,200 12,400 12,700 13,100 13,400 13,700 9.2 10.2
Phoenix, AZMSA ........... «iievvnen. 200,200 211,500 220,300 228,800 254,500 260,100 133 13.8
PITTSBURGM-BEAVER VALLE\ PA CMSA . 9,200 9,500 9,800 10,800 11,400 11,700 04 0.5

Pittsburgh, PAPMSA. .................. 8,400 8,700 9,100 9,900 10,600 10,800 0.4 0.5
PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, OR-WA CMSA. .. 24,400 25,600 26,800 27.300 28,900 30,100 198 2.2

Portlland, ORPMSA. .........o .ot vt 21,300 22,200 23,300 23,700 25,100 26,300 1.9 2.3
Provldence Pawtucket Woonsockel.

NECMA. .. ...oviiieiiiiieniennnaas 14,000 14,800 15,900 16,600 17.700 18,600 1.6 2.1
Pueblo. COMSBA.........iiiiiiiie e 41,900 42,300 42,800 43,400 43,500 43,700 33.2 35.3
Reno, NVMSA . ..........c..coiivvnns 9,200 10,200 11,100 11,800 12,400 12,800 48 8.0
Richland-Kennawich-Pasco, WAMSA. ...... 9,800 11,300 11,500 11,600 12,000 12,000 6.8 8.0
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Table 14A, Estimates of the Hinpanic Population for Metropolitan Are

1985, and Components of Change Since 1980--Continued

as with 10,000 or More Hispanics: July 1,

Change, 1980-85 Components of change
Matropolitan area Net migration
Julg 1, April 1,

1885 1980 Numter Percent Births Deaths | International Total Percent
Rochester, NY MSA ................, 16,000 17,800 1,200 8.9 2,300 300 200 -800 -4.3
Sacramento, CAMSA............... . 127,200 103,200 24,000 23.3 11,800 2,300 4,800 14,500 14,1
Saginaw-Bay Clty-Midland, MI MSA , ., ., 16,000 15,500 600 58 2,200 200 100 +1,400 8.9
St. Louls, MOJILMSA................ 20,100 17,300 2,800 165 1,800 400 900 1,400 8.2
Salem, OARMSA.... ..... Veeaan R 12,900 10,800 2,100 9.8 1,400 200 800 900 79
Salinas-Seaside-Monteray, CA MSA. ..., 98,000 75.000 24,100 221 11,200 1,400 11,500 14,200 18.0
Salt Lake City-Ogden, UTMSA. ........ §2,100 44,200 8,000 18.0 6,200 700 1,300 2,500 5.7
San Angalo, TXMSA ..............0, 22,300 18,100 4,200 23.2 3,200 400 800 1,400 79
San Antonlo, TXMSA. .. ....civvvvnes 567,500 485,400 82,100 16.9 §8,800 14,100 11,7 37,400 7.7
SanDiego, CAMSA .. ..........0004. 358,200 274,100 84,100 30.7 36,500 6,500 32,400 §3,000 19.9
SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND-

SAN JOSE,CACMSA............... 775,100 649,300 126,800 19.4 73,000 15,300 54,000 68,100 10.5

Qakland, CAPMSA. ................ 216,000 180,500 35,600 19.7 1,100 4,400 12,000 22,900 127

San Francisco, CAPMSA............ 189,200 164,500 24,700 15.0 14,600 4,900 20,200 15,000 9.1

San Jose, CA PMSA. . ... Vs ey 267,300 224,600 42,600 1.0 30,600 4,300 13,800 16,300 73

Santa Cruz, CAPMSA. ...... Ve 36,900 27,200 9,700 35.7 4,900 500 3,800 5,300 19.5

Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CAPMSA ., .... 25,000 19,700 5,300 26.9 2,600 400 1,700 3,100 16.9

Vallejo-Fairflald-Napa, CAPMSA ... ... 40,700 , 32,800 7,800 24.2 5,200 700 2,300 6,400 16.6
Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoc,

CAMSA ... i ittt rnentnane 9,600 55,100 14,400 261 7,700 1,200 4,700 7,800 143
SantaFo, NMMSA............. Ve 48,600 44,500 4,300 9.6 3,600 1,300 200 1,800 4.8
SEATTLE-TACOMA, WACMSA........ 52,200 42,700 9,500 223 6,200 700 1,800 4,000 6.3

Soattle, WAPMSA ................. 37,200 30,100 7,100 23.4 4,500 500 1,600 3,100 10.3
Tacoma, WAPMSA............... e 15,000 12,500 2,500 19.8 1,700 100 300 800 68
Springfield, MANECMA .............. 27,600 23,700 3,800 16.2 3,300 300 300 600 a3
Stockton, CAMSA . ......... Vireraes 82,200 65,600 16,700 25.5 8,000 1,700 4,100 9,300 143
Tam&a-St. “atersburg-Clearwnter,

FLMSA. ..o ittt i o, 94,500 77,800 16,700 21.4 6,800 3,700 3,800 13,500 174
Tol*do, OHMSA. .......oevvinnnnns 17,100 15,800 1,200 7.3 1,900 200 300 500 *3.2
Tueson, AZMSK. .o vviey i irinnen, 131,800 112,100 19,700 17.5 14,600 2,700 3,200 7,800 7.0
Tulsa, OKMSA,.....ovviviiiineens 11,800 8,800 3,100 &) 1,300 200 500 2,000 (3]
Victoria, TXMSA..........00cvveens 25,400 21,200 4,100 194 3,800 500 300 900 4.0
Visalla-Tulzie-Portarville, CAMSA ... ... 94,300 73,600 20,700 28.2 12,400 1,700 6,800 10.000 13.6
Waco, TXMSA........ovvvieninnen, 18,100 14,600 3,500 24.8 2,600 400 700 1,200 8.1
Washington, DC-MD-VA MSA. . ..... Ve 121,300 89,500 31,800 3586 13,800 1,800 15,700 19,800 22.1
Wast Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Delray

Beach, FLMSA..........coeivan s 37,800 27,300 10.600 8.8 3.300 900 4,100 8,100 20.8
Wichita, KSMSA, .......covvviirnnes 12,800 11,000 1,700 15.7 1,600 200 900 400 3.2
Worcester-Fitchhurg-Leominster,

MANECMA. . ... ciii vt ininese 14,600 12,500 2,100 17.0( 1,800 100 400 500 K]
Yakima, WAMSA............... Vet 31,600 26,400 6.300 24.8 2,900 400 3,400 4,800 154
Yuba City, CAMSA.......... erraaan 12,600 10,100 2,500 248 1.400 200 1,000 1,300 13.2

- Represents cero or a number which rounds to zaro,
{B) Indicates that 1980 population base was l6ss than 40,000.
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| 2« ', ole 14B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Metropolitan Areas with 10,000 or More Hispanics:
s April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985—Continued

U ] Percant Hispanic
iy Matopolian area ) 1 July 1 July 1 July 1 July 1 July 1
: A%ssd et 1563 %83 Y084 a8 1680 1985
" Rochester, NYMSA ......covevvivnrnans 17,800 18,100 18,400 18,700 18,800 19,000 1.8 1.9
< Sacramento, CAMSA............coiue 103,200 108,000 114,800 19,200 123,000 127,200 9.4 101
-+ Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, MIMSA ... .... 15,500 15,500 15,300 15,800 15,900 16,000 37 39
s Stlouls, MOLMSA. . ..., 17,300 17,800 18,500 18,700 19,600 20,100 0.7 08
S 7 - Salem, ORMSA ..., o 10,800 11,400 14,600 11,900 12,500 12,800 4.3 6.0
2. .Salinas-Seaside-Montarey, CAMSA. ....... 75,000 61,300 85,200 89,400 94,700 99,000 258 303
... Salt Lake City-Ogden, UTMSA............ 44,200 46,300 47,800 49,900 51,200 62,100 . 49 5.1
i 'san Angelo, TXMSA ... ... R 18,100 19,200 20,100 21,100 21,800 22,300 21.3 233
T SanAntonlo, TXMSA........oiii e, 485,400 502,800 518,500 538,100 550,500 567,600 45.3 46.5
SanDiegd, CAMSA ........ooviiinian, 274,100 283,800 309,700 326,500 340,300 368,200 14,7 16.6
SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND-
SAN JOSE,CACMSA. ......... e 646,300 675,700 668,500 723,700 748,500 775,100 12.1 13.2
Qakland, CAPMSA..........c.cov00s e 180,500 187,400 193,400 199,200 208,400 216,000 10.2 1.1
; San Francisco, CAPMSA .......... Ceena 164,500 168,700 174,100 180,700 185,820 189,200 1.1 120
San Josa, CAPMSA........ Ceirrenaas 224,600 234,100 242,600 251,000 258,800 267,300 17.3 18.8
g Sants Cruz, CAPMSA. . ........... e 27,200 28.800 30,800 32,600 34,900 36,900 1456 173
Santa Roca-Pstalurna, CAPMSA . ........ 19,100 20,700 21,600 22,800 23,800 25,000 66 74
Vallgjo-Falrfiald-Napa, CAPMSA. ......... 32,800 35,100 36,500 37,400 38,800 40,700 9.8 10.7
/. Santa Barbara-Santz Marla-Lompoc,
T CAMSBA L e 55,100 58,000 60,600 63,200 66,100 €9,500 18.4 214
... SanlaFe,NMMSA............covvvvnis 44,600 45,200 45,800 47,100 48,200 48,800 47.8 47.1
SEATTLE.-TACOMA, WACMSA .......... . 42,700 45,400 48,800 47,700 49,800 52,200 20 23
Seaitie, WAPMSA ............co00v0nn 30,100 34,700 32,800 33,800 35,400 37,200 1.9 24
o Tacoma, WAPMSA. ..............c0e 0 12,500 13,700 14,200 13.800 14,400 16,000 26 28
~i..  Springfield, MANECMA ..........co0vve 23,700 24,500 25.000 25,800 28,700 27,800 4.1 4.7
7. Stockton, CAMSA ........ PN . 65,500 89,600 72,600 75,700 78,700 82,200 18.6 20.2
33 Tamr&St. Petersburg-Claarwater,
- FLMSA........ciiviviiinen 77,800 82,400 86,100 88,500 80,700 94,500 4.8 5.0
o Toledo, OHMSA. . ..o cviiiiviinns e 16,600 16,600 16,500 16,400 16,800 17,100 26 28
—ea Tueson, AZMSAL L. e i e e 112,100 117.300 120.900 124,800 128,600 131,800 211 221
“Y Tulen, OKMSA ... ....... Craerirer s 8,800 9,700 11,000 11,300 11,800 11,800 1.3 1.8
. Victoria, TR MSA. .. .ooiviiiv i iininanns 21,200 22,700 23,800 24,300 24,6800 26,400 |. 30.9 33.0
Visalla-Tulare-Porterville, CAMSA ......... 73,600 78,200 82,200 86,300 90.400 94,300 280 34.1
Waco, TXMSA . .......o.ve e 14,600 15,400 15,600 16,400 17,500 18,100 8.6 9.9
Washington, DC-MD.VAMSA. .. .......... 89,600 87,100 103,000 108,800 114,800 121,300 28 34
West Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Dalray
Beach, FLMSA. .......oiviiiiciiien, 27.300 32,100 33,400 34,300 36,000 37,800 47 5.2
Wichita, KEMSA. . . ....ovv v iviiine o 11,000 11,400 11,700 11,800 12,500 12,800 2.7 v.0
Waorcester-Fitchburg-Leominster,
MANECMA. ... ..ot iiiiiieas 12,600 13,100 13,300 13,600 14,200 14,600 19 2.2
Yakima, WAMSA . ..... i e . 256,400 26,600 27,500 29,400 30,90 31,600 147 17.3
Yuba City, CAMSA...............ovu 10,100 10,700 11.100 11,600 12,000 12,600 9.9 114
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Table 16A. Estimates of the Hispanic Population for Selected Countles: July 1, 1985, and Components of
Change Since 1980 o

Changs, 1960.85 Components of change :
T =0
County Net migration Lo
Julg 1, April 1, Sl
1085 1880 Numbher Percent Births Deaths | international Toltal Parcent .
Maricopa County, AZ ................ 250,100 200,200 49,800 249 31,800 4,000 9,400 22,100 11.0
PimaCounty, AZ...........ovvu s Ve 131,600 112,100 19,700 17.5 14,600 2,700 3,200 7,800 7.0
Alameda County, CA. .......... veres 146,800 125,900 23,100 18.3 12,400 3,200 8,500 13,800 114
Contra Costa County, CA............. 67,100 64,600 12,600 23.0 4,700 1,200 3,600 8,000 185
FresnoCounty, CA............c.0vus . 188,500 150,700 56,800 23.8 24,400 3,200 10,500 14,500 9.6
KemCounty, CA............covvnunn 115,000 87,400 27,600 318 15,600 2,100 8,20. 14,100 16.1
tos Angeles County, CA..............] 2,742,700| 2,078,800 665,800 321 321,500 46,200 384,700 390,800 18.8
Monteray County, CA ........oivuss e 99,000 75,000 24,100 32.1 11,200 1,400 11,500 14,200 10.0
Orange County, CA. ........ ... Veses 380,100 285,900 04,200 328 45,200 4,600 48,200 53,800 18.8 -
Riversldo County, CA . ......ccovvvenn 171,000 124,600 48,400 37.2 20,000 29800 9,800 29,300 235 IR
Sacramento County, CA............. ' 90,400 72,200 18,100 25.1 8,200 1,700 2,700 11,600 16.1 o
San Bernardiao County, CA ........... 222,000 165,500 56,600 34.2 22,500 3,700 8,800 37,800 228
San Diago County,CA .......... veens 358,200 274,100 84,100 30.7 36,500 6,500 32,400 63,000 18.3
San Francisco County, CA............ 91,500 83,500 8,000 9.5 7.000 3,200 11,100 4,200 L]
San Joaquin County, CA............ . 82,200 65,500 16,700 25.5 0,000 1,700 4,100 9,300 143
San Mateo County, CA............... 87,400 72,200 15,100 210 7,100 1,600 8,200 9,600 13.2
Santa Barbara County, CA............ 68,500 55,100 14,400 26.1 7,700 1,200 4,700 7,800 143
SantaClaraCounty, CA ........... ves 267,300 224,600 42,600 18.0 30,800 4,300 13,900 16,300 7.3
Tulare County, CA........ vereaas ees 94,300 73,600 20,700 28.2 12,400 1,700 6,900 10,000 138
VenturaCounty, CA ........ovvvvnen 144,300 113,700 30,600 26.8 16,000 2,100 12,400 18,700 147
Denver County, CO...........vvvenn . 102,700 92,5.9 10,400 11.3 11,800 2,300 4,400 800 09
Pueblo County, CO......ovvvvvvnnne, 43,700 41,900 1,800 4.4 4,400 1,100 100 1,400 3.4
Fairfield County, CT ............ .00, 60,800 44,600 8,200 14.0 6,100 700 2,200 900 20
Hartford Count,, CT ...t . 46,800 41,100 5,800 14.0 5,800 800 600 500 1.2
Broward County, FL ........c0vveun 57,100 38,700 18,400 474 3,600 1,400 4,100 15,800 412
Dade County, FL............... Veves 768,200 588,400 169,800 28.9 47,800 29,800 139,600 151,800 258 -
Hilisborough County, FL............. ' 75,400 63,300 12,100 . 184 5,700 3,200 2,900 9,600 15.1 e
Honolulu County, !:II ................. 53,800 47,600 6,300 13.2 7,300 1,000 500 . . :
CookCounty, IL ... v iviivnnnnneenn 607,600 480,400 113,300 23.1 71,600 9,800 74,500 51,500 105
LakaCounty, IN .........0000 N 44,100 43,100 1,100 25 4,200 1,000 1,600 2,200 5,0
Suffelk County, MA.........cocvnvens 47,100 38,300 8,800 2.9 6,200 700 4,400 3,300 86
Wayne County, ML . ..........co00uee 40,100 38,200 2,000 5.1 5,200 1,100 1,100 2,100 5.5
EssoxCounty, NJ.....ovvvvvinnnnnn 83,600 74,600 9,000 12.0 8,100 1,800 5,100 1,400 1.8
Hudson County, NJ............ Veraes 168,500 145,400 23,100 15.9 14,400 4,300 14,900 13,000 88
Passalc County, Nd. .. oooviviininnnn 75,500 61,800 13,600 22.0 8,800 1,000 7,300 5,700 0.2
UnionCounty, N ............ eeneas 48,200 39,500 8,700 221 4,500 800 4,900 5,200 13.1
Bernalilo County, NM .. .............. 172,800 155,500 17,400 11.2 16,400 4,000 3.000 5,000 3.2
Dona Ana County, NM ............... 64,500 50,700 13,800 273 6,500 1,200 2,200 6,500 168.7
Bronx Couny, NY........... eerianes 442,600 306,100 48,600 11.8 48,900 10,700 14,200 10,400 28 o
Kings County, NY ........... Veares 434,100 384,800 38,300 0.9 47,400 8,300 26,000 1,200 03 5
Nassau Couniy, NY. ....ooovvvneyan 53,600 43,100 10,500 245 4,000 1,000 4,900 7,500 176 5
New York County, NY................ 376,500 326,000 40,400 12.0 37.700 11,200 49,700 13,800 41 o
Queens County, NY ............v.Wes 317,700 263,400 54,300 20.8 32,000 6,700 34,500 29,000 11.0 1“
Suffotk County, NY . .......oivvnnnn, 67,100 56,200 8,900 15.2 5,000 1,200 1,900 5,000 86 >
Waesticheaster County, NY.,...... reraas 53,50y 44,600 8,800 19.8 4,300 800 4,500 5,500 123 .
Philadelphla County, PA . ............. 67,400 60,000 7.500 124 8,500 1,400 1,400 300 N&
BexarCounty, TX .......ooviiiaiinnn 543,700 464,700 79,000 17.0 §6,200 13,600 11,200 36,400 ' —-
Camaeron County, TX. ........ veriaaes 194,700 163,700 31,000 18.9 22,900 4,400 10,200 12,600 .7 N
Oallas County, TX .. .. .vvvn v enns 213300 153,600 59,600 38.8 26,400 2,800 20,100 33,200 218
El Paso County, TX. ............. veas 359,800 208,800 60,000 20.0 40,900 7.200 22,200 26,400 8.8
Haris County, TX ............ Vevaeans 468,400 387,500 121,800 33.2 74,700 7.500 52,200 54,600 14.9
HidalgoCounty, TX. . ......vvviinns 280,800 232,000 48,600 21.0 26,700 5,700 14,300 27,700 118
Lubbock County, TX . ...........0 0. 47.800 41,500 6,300 153 6.500 700 600 600 14
Nuacaes County, TX...........cvvietn 149,500 132,000 17.500 13.2 18,200 3,600 1,700 2,600 22
Tarrant County, TX ... oviviiinann. 94,500 87,400 27,100 40.2 11,800 1,300 6,400 16,500 245
Travis County, TX . ....ooviviinnnen, 95,400 72,400 23,000 31.8 11,200 1,400 2,800 13,209 18.2
Webb County, TX . .................. 110,100 92,200 17,800 19.4 13,600 3,200 5,400 7,800 8.2
- Represents ze10 or & numbar which rounds to zero. g
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Hispanic 81
-, Table 15B. Annual Estimates of the Hispanic Population tor Selected Countles: April 1, 1980 to July 1, 1985
. Percent Hispanic
County April 1, Juls 1, Julg 1, Julg 1, Julz 1, Julg 1,
1880 1861 1882 19883 1684 1985 1880 1885
Matlcopa County, AZ .. covivini i iianans 200,200 211,500 220,300 228,800 238,500 250,100 13.3 13.8
PimaCounty, AZ.........00000vvnne 112,100 117,300 120,800 124,800 128,600 131,800 21 221
AlamadaCounty, CA........ v veinnnns 125,800 130,400 134,800 138,700 143,000 146,800 11.4 12.2
vontra Costa County, CA ...... Cireeraaan 54,600 67,000 58,800 60,500 63,600 87,100 8.3 0.2
Fresno County, CA .vvovvvvvi i ennnnes 150,700 158,700 165,500 173,200 178,300 188,500 8.3 32.7
KemCounty, CA.....ovviviinivvineens,s 87400 84,100 89,800 105,400 108,800 115,000 21.7 245
Los Angeles County, CA..........oo0vu e 2,076,800 2,228,300 2,351,100 2,475,800 2,610,800 2,742,700 27.8 33.0
Monteray County, CA .. ...ovvviinin e 75,000 81,300 85,200 88,400 84,700 99,000 25.8 30.3
Orange County, CA.......... e 285,000 307,500 327,600 344,600 362,800 380,100 14,8 17.7
Riverside County, CA ...... Ceravaaatenas 124,600 134,300 143,400 151,500 162,200 171,000 18.8 20.8
Sacramento County, CA..........00vvune 72,200 76,500 81,100 84,800 67,900 80,400 8.2 101
San Bernardino County, CA ........c00eu 165,500 176,700 186,600 186,400 207.800 222,000 18.5 208
SanDlego County, CA ............ .00 274,100 293,600 309,700 326,500 340,300 358,200 14.7 18.6
. San FranciscoCounty, CA ............... 83,500 65,100 85,700 88,800 91,100 91,600 12.3 12.7
San Joaquin County, CA........ Cierriaas 65.500 €9.600 72,600 75,700 78,700 82,200 18.9 20.2
SanMateoCounty, CA........oovivvnin 72,200 75,400 76,800 81,700 84,200 87,400 123 14.0
Santa Barbara County, CA .............. §5,100 68,000 60,600 63,200 66,100 69,500 18.4 214
Santa Clara County, CA . ......... Veraaas 224,600 234,100 242,600 251,000 258,800 267,300 17.3 18.9
TulareCounty, CA......oiviiivnninnnsns 73,600 78,200 82,200 86,300 80,400 04,300 299 34.1
VenturaCounty, CA..........ocviieiinas 113,700 121,100 126,400 132,200 138,300 144,300 218 236
DonverCounty, €O.....ovvviiiviv e 92,300 85,100 £6,800 89.400 100,300 102,700 18.7 201
PuebloCounty, CO.....ovvvivvin v iian 41,800 42,300 42,809 43,400 43,500 43,700 33.2 35.3
Falfield County, CT .....oovvi i iiinn 44,600 46,300 47,200 48,100 48,400 60,800 55 8.2
Hartford County, CT .....ovtt e Vieiaraan 41,100 41,900 43,000 44,600 45,500 48,800 6.1 -X-]
BrowardCounty, FL ......vvvviinveennnn 38,700 44,300 47,800 50,000 52,900 57,100 3.8 5.1
DadeCounty, FL........ovnvvven, P 668,400 690,300 705,600 724,100 738,700 768,200 36.2 43.0
Hillsborough County, FL ........... Vivaan 63,300 66,800 68,400 72,400 73,100 75,400 0.8 10.2
Honolulu County, Hl . ..ooviviiiniiin ey 47,800 48,200 49,600 61,500 £2,500 63,800 8.2 6.4
Cook County, I .. vouu et Cheie e . 480,400 518,100 §38,300 §57,100 583,100 603,800 9.3 14
Lake County, IN .....viiviviinviv oy 43,100 43,300 43,800 44,200 44,200 44100 6.2 8.8
SuffolkCounty, MA............... Vienen 38,300 40,700 42,300 44,000 45,600 47,100 6.8 74
Wayne County, ML .o v vvvviiiiinnn 38,200 37,800 38,100 38,500 39,000 40,100 1.6 1.8
EssexCounty, NJ..........o.vue, Veveas 74,600 76,800 78,200 79,700 81,100 83,600 8.8 10.0
HudsonCounty, NJ.......coovvvvin e 145,400 156,300 160,800 162,300 165,700 168,500 281 30.0
Passalc Courty, NJ.....vvovuvnnnn Verras 61,800 65,500 67,800 70,300 73,000 75,500 13.%5 16.6
UnionCounty, NJ . .....ovvue e Veeeaean 39,500 42,700 43,800 45,200 46,400 48,200 7.8 0.6
Bernalilio County, NM........ Ve N 155,600 156,000 161,800 167,000 189,400 172,800 37.0 37.8
Dona Ana County, NM ... ............... §0,700 63,500 55,900 58,800 61,700 34,500 52.6 §6.56
Bronx County, NY .. ............. Cieeena. 366,100 405,200 412,800 423,800 433,100 442,600 33.8 38.1
Kings County, NY ....... Cereresaaas tees 364,800 402, 10 408,000 415,400 428,000 434,100 17.7 19.3
NassauCounty, NY.......ovvvei i innnsn 43,100 48,200 47,600 48,700 51,700 53,600 3.3 4.1
New York County, NY................... 336,000 345,300 350,500 359,000 367,700 376,500 23.6 25.6
Queens County, NY ..........c0vvvvnnnn 263,400 279,800 286,800 209,500 308,400 817,700 13.68 18.6
Suffolk County, NY ....... Ceeraer e iaaas 58,200 60,500 62,300 64,200 65.800 67.100 4.5 5.1
Waestchastar County, NY. .. ..... ..ottt 44,600 46,700 48,200 48,800 51,500 £3,500 5.1 6.2
Philadelphla County, PA . ................ 60,000 62,100 63,300 64,400 66,300 67,400 3.6 4.1
BexarCounty, TX . ...oiivvivivvenennees 464,700 481,600 486.900 513,600 227,300 543,700 47.0 48.5
CameronCounty, TX. . .......oovvvvnnnss 163,700 172,400 180,100 186,800 181,400 184,700 78.0 81.0
DallasCounty, TX . .....cvieviiniinnnnns 153,600 185,400 175,300 186,500 186,400 213,300 9.8 121
EiPgsoCounty, TX......oviivvvennnnenn 288,800 315,100 327,500 338,600 350,400 359,800 62.5 67.5
Harrs County, TX .. .oovvnviii i nnens 367,500 402,800 431,600 449,700 468,300 489,400 16.3 18.0
Hidalgo County, TX.......... Ceeri e 232,000 244,300 256,600 267,700 275,100 280,600 81.9 62.8
Lubbock County, T ......... Cereeeeaaes 41,500 42,800 44,400 45,700 47,400 47.800 18.6 218
Nuoces County, TX............ Ceraeenas 132,000 136,200 141,200 144,100 146,300 149,500 48.2 50.8
Tarrant County, TX .....covveiiiinnnnes 67.400 72,500 76,800 80,700 86,600 64,500 78 8.2
TravisCounty, TX .. ... vvin i e 72.400 76.400 80,600 84,300 88,200 85,400 17.3 17.7
WebbCounty, TX ..........0covvnt. 92,200 68,000 103,300 107,800 108,000 110,100 82.9 87.8
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