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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

DEePARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
Bureavu orF THE CENSUS,

o Washington, D. C., February, 1947.
IR:

I transmit herewith a report on the growth of metropolitan districts in the United States from 1900 to 1940. This report
brings together in one publication population data for all of the metropolitan districts for the entire period for which such data
are available and supplements the figures presented in the regular census reports by providing metropolitan district estimates
for a considerable number of cities originally shown on the less definite “adjacent territory’’ basis, The comparisons are
presented decade by decade, and minor adjustments in the population at the beginning of the decade have been made for those
- metropolitan districts where there were changes in boundaries during the decade, in order to place the comparisons on an

“identical area’ basis. Because of these adjustments many of the figures differ slightly from those found in the regular census
reports, since the latter refer to the districts as constituted at the time of each census.

- Thereport was planned and the text written by Dr. Warren S. Thompson, Director of the Scripps Foundation for Research
sn Population Problems, and the tables were prepared for the most part under his supervision by the staff of the foundation,
Minor revisions of both tables and text, mainly in the direction of standardization with other census reports, were made under
the supervision of Dr. Leon E. Truesdell, Chief of the Population Division, Bureau of the Census,

This report will meet & definite and frequently expressed need for & single brief publication summarizing the data on
metropolitan districts, by way of supplement to the more detailed figures which are found scattered through many volumes
of the census reports for 1940 and earlier years, in addition to the presentation of comparative data for each of the four decades
on the new basis referred to above and the historical summary for the 40-year period.

Respectiull
Pectitss J. C. Carr,

: Director of the Census,
Hon. W. AverELL HARRIMAN, :
Secretary of Commerce.
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" CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Data for 1900, 1910, and 1920.—In 1410 the Bureau of the
Census published material relating to the population of 25
“metropolitan districts” containing 28 central cities having
200,000 inhabitants or more, and data for 19 districts com-
prising cities of 100,000 to 200,000 with their “adjacent
territory.” The distinction between these two types of
urban areas can best be made clear by quoting the census
report:

The ‘‘metropolitan district,”” which, as previously noted, has, as its
nucleus, & city of at least 200,000 inhabitants, includes the population
and area of the central city itself and of all minor civil divisions lying
within the “adjacent territory” except, as a rule, those which had a
density of population of less than 150 per square mile. Where the
density was less than that the division was considered as rural rather
than urban in character, and as not properly a part of the metropolitan
district. This limit of density, however, was not always rigidly applied.
In some instances for special reasons divisions having a somewhat
higher density, perhaps as high as 200 per square mile, have been
omitted, and in a few instances a minor civil division has been included
within the metropolitan district, even though it had a lower density
than that just stated, because that division was completely or almost
surrounded by other civil divisions having a density which would
require them to be included. The exception in such cases seems justi-
fied in order to avoid undue irregularity in the shape of the districts,
or gaps lying wholly within their area.

In general, the city with its “adjacent territory,” as here defined,
includes the central ecity, and in addition all cities, towns, villages, or
other divisions located within 10 miles of the boundary of the central
city; while the metropolitan district includes, besides the central city,
only those divisions within the 10-mile limit which had a density of
population of not less than 150 persons per square mile.!

The 25 metropolitan districts thus represented a more
definitely urban population than the 19 cities combined with
their “adjacent territory.” The former did not include, in
general, unincorporated rural areas having a ‘density of Jess
than 150 per square mile, even though lying within 10 miles
of the city boundaries, while the latter included all territory
within this 10-mile limit. As a result of these different
definitions of areas in 1910 the 25 metropolitan districts had
an ‘‘outside” area of only 5,519 square miles while the 19
smaller cities included ‘‘adjacent territory’”’ amounting to
10,229 square miles,? or almost twice as much, although their
outside population was less than one-third that of the
metropolitan districts.

In 1920 the Bureau of the Census published data on metro-
politan districts and cities with adjacent territory similar to
those published in 1910. By that time, however, there were
29 metropolitan districts, with 32 central cities of 200,000
inhabitants or more and 29 central cities of 100,000 to 200,000
with adjacent territory. The 1920 Census Report presented
data for all the minor civil divisions (townships, election
districts, etc.) in both metropolitan districts and adjacent
territory. As in 1910 the metropolitan districts of 1920 had
an outside area much smaller (8,277 square miles) than the
adjacent territory of the cities of 100,000 to 200,000 (15,043
square miles),?® although the outside population of the metro-
politan districts was again almost three times as great as that
of the adjacent territory of the smaller cities.

As published in the census reports, the population of the
'centrﬁ

cities for 1900 is the population of the cities as they
were in 1900, no account being taken of annexations made
between census dates. Thus a central city which annexed

1 Thirteenth Census of the United States: 1010, vol. §, p. 73.
1 Bea vol. I, 1810, p. 77.
# Bea vol. 1, 1920, p. 72,

a city adjacent to it is credited with the growth due to the
annexation and the outside area is charged with an equal
loss, although there was no spatisal redistribution of popula-
tion. On the other hand, the total area of each metropoli-
tan district and each city combined with its adjacent terri-
tory was the same at the beginning as at the end of the
decade. The same comment applies to the data published
in tho 1920 Census Reports for tEe decade 1910-20, that is,
the 1910 figures for each district as a whole relato to the area -
as established for 1920, but the 1910 figures for the central
cilies represent the c{lo&)ulation of the city within its 1910
boundaries, not including annexations made during the
decade. .

In order to get population figures for the 19 cities with
adjacent territory, as shown in the 1910 Census Report,
which would be comparable with the figures for the 25
metropolitan districts, it was necessary to find some means
of reducing the amount of outside territory assigned to each
central city. Since metropolitan districts were set up in
later censuses for all these cities, a convenient and satis-
factory procedure seemed to be to accept these later-estab-
lished boundaries for 1910. Metropolitan districts for 1910
were therefore set up for these cities, using the boundaries
established in 1920 for those cities which had attained a
population of 200,000 in 1920 (3 cities), and the 1930 bound-
aries for the remaining cities. The 1900 and 1910 figures
for these reconstructed metropolitan districts were obtained
by putting together the census figures for the various minor
civil divisions making up the district in 1920 or 1930. Since
there were some changes in the boundaries of minor civil
divisions during this period which could not be traced, it
was not always possible to get precise data for exactly
identical areas. Hstimates* had therefore to be made in
some cases, but it is believed that the errors involved in these
estimates are too small to affect the comparisons either for
the districts as a whole or for their constituent parts,

At the same time, minor changes were made in the 1900
population as published for some of the central cities (and
converse changes for their outside areas) in ordar to bring
them into line with the general proposition that the popula-
tion data for the beginning of the decade should in every case
represent the population of the district or the central city

-or the outside area, as delineated for the census at the end

of the decade,

Metropolitan districts were likewise constructed for the
29 cities which were presented in the 1920 reports with
adjacent territory, all of these districts being set up on the"
basis of the metropolitan districts established for the cities
in the 1930 census. Adjustments were also made in the
1910 population of some of the central cities, in order that
the figure presented for the beginning of the decade might
represent the population of the areas as they stood at the
end of the decade, that is, in 1920, _

Data for 1920 and 1930.—In the 1930 Census Report the
distinction between metropolitan districts and cities with
adjacent territory was dropped, all districts definitely delin-
eated being called metropolitan districts, and essentially the
same principle was used in defining them as was applied in
determining the metropolitan districts for cities over 200,000

4 For the detalls of these estimates, see table 3,
’ 1



2 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

inhabitants at the censuses of 1910 and 1920, except that the
area which might be included within the metropolitan dis-
trict was no longer limited to the territory within 10 miles of
the city boundary. In addition, the lower limit of 100,000
inhabitants for the central city was dropped and every city
which had 50,000 inhabitants or more in 1920, with a fairly
dense surrounding population amounting to an aggregate of
100,000 or more within territory which might fairly be
called ‘‘contiguous,” was set up as a metropo%itan district.
This resulted in the addition of 38 new metropolitan dis-
tricts, which brought the total up to 96.5° In the present
report, one of the 1930 districts, that for Providence-Fall
River-New Bedford, has been split into 2 (a secparate dis-
trict for Providence and one for Fall River-New Bedford)
following the pattern of 1940, so that there are 97 districts
for 1920-30, rather than 96.

In addition, 1920 population figcures have been made up
for 11 districts which appeared in the census report with
'1930 figures only, by reason of radical changes in the bound-
aries o% minor civil divisions between 1920 and 1930, which
made exact comparisons impossible. Approximate popula-
tion data were worked up for these cases, through the use of
generally satisfactory estimates, so that the series of com-
parisons might be complete.

Data for 1930 and 1940.—In 1940, 43 additional metro-
politan districts were added, which made a total of 140,
since Providence and Fall River-New Bedford were now
separated and counted as 2 districts. In the comparative
data for population in these districts in 1930 and in 1940
two diflerent principles were used by the Bureau of the
Census: (@) For the 96 (97) districts defined in 1930, the
1930 area was used to determine the population in that year
for both central cities and outside areas and the 1940 areas
were used of course as a basis for the 1940 population; (b)
for the new metropolitan districts first defined in 1940, the
. 1940 areas were used to determine the 1930 population also,
both in the central cities and in the outside areas. There
were seven districts, however, for which exactly comparable
data for 1930 were not obtainable, by reason of changes in
local area boundaries, and for which 1940 figures alone were

resented in the 1940 Census Report. Figures for 1930
Ea,ve been supplied, for these cities, on the basis of estimates,
as in the case of the 11 cities shown without comparative
figures in the 1930 Census Report.

For the new areas, except the seven just mentioned, the
1930 figures presented in the 1940 Census Reports previously
represented the population of the 1940 area of the districts
and their constituent parts. In order to obtain 1930
figures for the 1940 area in some of the older metropolitan
districts, however, s0 as to provide & measure of their growth
during the decade on an identical-ares basis, it was neces-
sary to make various adjustments through transfer of the
population of territory annexed, ete., supplemented by esti-
mates where there had been changes ip the boundaries of
townships or other transferred areas between 1930 and 1940.
An example of one of the more complicated cases will serve
to make this point clear. The census reports indicate that
there was only & slight change in the area of the Los Angeles
metropolitan district as a whole between 1930 and 1940,
this resulting from the elimination of one township (Catalina,
1930 population 1,986) from the district, the addition of
parts of other townships caused by the redistricting of Los
Angeles County, and slight changes in some Orange County
townships. After a study of these changes and the census
enumeration districts used in 1930 and 1940, it was decided
that there was also a negligible change in the 1930 popula-
tion by reason of these changes in the area. As concerns
the 1930 population of the central city of Los Angeles
itself, however, a careful examination of the boundaries of
the census enumeration districts of the city in 1930 and in

* Bep Fifteenth Census of the United States: 1930 Motropolitan Districts,

1040 led to the estimate that the area of 8 square miles which
had been annexed during the decade had a population of
2,311 in 1930. Hence, i the columns showing 1930-40
comparative data in this report, Los Angeles city was given
a 1930 population of 1,240,359 instead of the census figure of
1,238,048 and its rate of growth became 21.3 percent instead
of 21.5 percent, as shown in the census reports. At the
same time this number of persons (2,311) was subtracted
from the actual population of the outside area in 1930 to
secure its comparative 1930 population.

In this instance it made very little difference whether or
not the population of territory annexed during a decade was
added to the population of the city at the beginning of the
decade, but in many metropolitan districts, particularly in
some of the smaller districts, it makes a significant difference
in the rate of the city’s growth and an even greater difference
in the growth of the outside (satellite) area and of the urban
and rural portions of this area. )

Urban-rural classification.—While the population at the
beginning of each decade has been adjusted, where necessary,
to reflect the number of inhabitants in the area as it stood at
the end of the decade, the contrary practice has been fol-
lowed in the classification of the area outside the central
city as urban or rural (“satellite urban” or “‘satellite rural”).
Ta other words, the various minor civil divisions or other
subarens are classified as urbaa or rural for the decade in
accordance with their classification at the beginning of the
decade. Thus if a village in the Los Aageles satellite area
had fewer than 2,500 persons in 1930 but passed this number
before 1940 it was considered as rural throughout the decade
and its growth was counted as growth in rural population.®
The reason for following this practice is that insofar as size
influenced people in choosing their residence this choice had
to be based on the size at the preceding census, since this
was the only knowledge available until the new census.

The procedure of treating a place as urban only if it was
urban at the beginniag of the decade leads to a larger figure
for growth of satellite rural populaticn and consequent%y 8
smaller figure for growth of satellite urban population than
if urban-rural status at the close of the decade had been made
the basis of classification. It does not similarly affect the
growth of the central city, since the population in any ter-
ritory, urban or rural, annexed during the decade was added
:;10 th:f population of the central city at the beginning of the

ecade. :

Relation of present data to census reports.—Because of
adjustments made in the population figures for many of the
metropolitan districts in order to provide comparative data
for areas identical at the beginning and the end of the decade,
the figures given for individual districts in table 1, and the
totals for all metropolitan districts or for various groups of
districts which are given in other tables in this report differ
somewhat from those published in the regular reports of the
Bureau of the Census for what may at first appear to be the
same areas. In addition to these changes, usually minor,
in the date for established metropolitan districts, figures are
also presented here for 2 number of metropolitan districts
of cities which appear in the census reports with data only
for the more inclusive “adjacent territory,” and the list of
districts available for comparison is augmented by the pre-.
sentation of estimates of the population at the beginuning
of the decade for & number of districts which appear without
comparative figures in the census reports for 1930 and 1940.

hile the adjustments referred to above represent material
changes in the comparative figures for many individual
metropolitan districts, the gross effect on the comparisons is
relatively minor. The percentage increase in .the popula-
tion of the 140 metropolitan districts between 1930 and

8 An exception was roade for 8 few large towns, mainly In New England, which were clas-
sified as urban by the Bureau of the Census In 1930 and 1940 under spﬂcini rule, though not
I?ct(])ll;pgrawéi as clties, These wero classifled according to their uban-rural status at the end
o ecade.



INTRODUCTION 3

1940 on the basis of the completed and adjusted figures is
8.1 percent, which may be compared with an increase of 8.2
percent in the 133 districts for which comparative figures
were presented in the 1940 Census Reports.  The expansion
of the 1930 population data to cover the 1940 area in those
districts whose area was expanded during the decade 1930-40
tended, of course, to make smaller the percentage of increase
in the total metropolitan population. On the other hand,
the addition of the seven ““new’ districts, those for which the
1940 Census Report gave no comparative figures, tended to
meke it larger, since these districts taken alone showed a
population increase of 25.6 percent.

The material additions to the original metropolitan dis-
tricts of 1910 and 1920, through the setting up of districts for
the smaller cities of 100,000 to 200,000, result of course in
materially different trends for the total metropolitan popula-
tion as compared with the original metropolitan district
totals, limited to districts with central cities of 200,000 or
more, which are presented in the census reports; but these
additions at least make the data for the decades 1900-1910

and 1910-20 more closely comparable with those for the two

later decades in which still smaller cities were included.
Size classification.—Where either central cities or metro-
golita.n districts are classified by size the classification is
ased on the size at the beginning of the decade for which
comparisons are presented. :

Satellite areas.—The term ‘“‘satellite area” has been used
to indicate that part of the metropolitan district outside the
central city or central cities; and the urban and rural parts of
this outside area have been designated for brevity, in tables
and elsewhere, “satellite urban” and *‘satellite rural,”
respectively. The term “satellite cities” has been used in the
literature relating to metropolitan districts for a long time,
and while the expression seems not quite so appropriate as
applied to the rural territory outside a central city, this
slight expansion of the figure may be permissible, especially
as 1t provides a brief and convenient term for frequent use.

Arrangement of tables.—The statistical data which form
the main part of this report are presented in two series of
tables, a series of summary tables numbered from I to
XVII and printed in close connection with the text relating
to the various topics under discussion, and a series of more
detailed general tables numbered from 1 to 19 and assembled
at.the end of the report.

Grouping of districts.—For convenience in discussion, the
four groups of metropolitan districts for which data are
aveilable for one or more of the four decades between 1900
and 1940 have been given arbitrary designations, as follows:

Group I, for the 140 districts set up for the 1940 census;
this is the most inclusive of the groups, but data are
available for it only for the single decade 1930—40.

Group 11, for the 97 districts of the 1930 census (the 96
original groups increased to 97 by splitting the Provi-
dence-Fall River-New Bedford district into 2 dis-
tricts) ; data for 2 decades are available for this group.

Group IiI, for the 58 districts constructively of 1920,
including the 29 original districts and 29 additional
districts established for the cities presented with ad-
jacent area in the 1930 Census Report; data for this
group are available for 3 decades, beginning with 1910.

Group 1V, for the 44 districts constructively of 1910,
including the 25 original districts and 19 districts set
1(1:p for the cities shown with adjacent area in the 1910

ensus Report; data are available for this group cov-
ering the entire period from 1900 to 1940,

Groups IIT and IV are limited to areas with central cities
of 100,000 or more. Group II, comprising the 1930 areas
includes a considerable number of districts with central
cities smaller than this, but with a population of at least
100,000 in the metropoiitnn district as a whole. Group I,
comprising the districts of 1940, includes not only smaller
cities, but a considerable number of districts whose total
population is less than 100,000. Some allowance for these
differences should be made in comparing the trends indicated
by the data for the several groups.

Where it is desired to girscuss the changes which have
taken place over the whole 4 decades from 1900 to 1940,
the available data are obviously limited to the 44 districts
of group IV (1910). At the other extreme, where the main
poiuts at issue relate to the most recent decade (1930-40)
the m(ist adequate data are obviously the 140 districts of

oup I.

The individual districts making up each of the four groups
are shown, by regions, with their population, in table 1,
the first of the general tables, beginning on p. 26.

The population, area, population density, and average
population per district are summarized for the four groups
of districts in table I, while corresponding figures for the
individual districts are presented in table 2. It may be
noted that the 44 districts of group IV —the group for which
comparative figures for 4 censuses are available—expanded
very materially in area, especially belween 1920 and 1930.
The total area of the 44 districts in this group was nearly
twice as great in 1940 as in 1910, with approximately the
same increase in population, though the average popula-
tion per square mile was slightly less in 1940 than 1 1910
and 1920. Other significant background relationships which
may be drawn from this table include the fact that the
average population in 1940 of the 140 districts of group I
was decidedly less than one-half the average population of
the 44 districts of group IV, though the di.[%erence in popu-
lation per square mile was much less than this.

TasLe I.—POPULATION AND AREA OF GROUPS OF METRO-
POLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE

MILE: 191040
[Figures for indlvidusl districts [n table 2]

Area In Population Averago
GROUF AND CENSUS YEAR Populstion | square aqr:f;re P""'l-‘“'!‘;”"n
miles mile distriet
Group I, 140 distriets. .. ... 1040 62,005,773 44,026.0 1,411, 0 449, 760
Group II, 97 dlstricts. ... 1840..| 50,118, 502 38,404.8 1,535.8 600, 470
1030.. 54, 753, 045 35,577.9 1,406.9 804, 471
Group III, 58 distriets_ ... 1M0..| 52, 740, 537 290,254. B 1,802.8 000, 320
P 1930 40,013, 484 27,728.2 1: 767.6 845, 080
) 1820._ 35,902,323 20, 128.3_‘ 1,788.1 020, 566
Aroup IV, 44 districta________ 1840__ 48, 424, 642 23,638.7 2,057.2 1, 100, 560
P 1930_. 45, 186, 403 22,416.4 2,018.9 1, 020:9(.\4
1920 32,070, 098 14, 880. & 2,216.7 740,320
1910_] 26,039,836 12,131.8 2,148.4 081,814




CHAPTER 2
THE GROWTH AND DISTRIBUTION OF METROPOLITAN POPULATION

Table II shows the rates of increase of the four groups of
metropolitan districts for which it has been possible to secure
.the population for identical areas decade by decade since
1900,' and of their constituent parts. Because our cities and
their surrounding areas have been growing rapidly during
this whole period, new metropolitan districts would have
been making their appearance from census to census even if
there had been no change in the definition or size of metro-
politan districts. Because the changes in size in 1930 and
1940, in particular, introduced new metropolitan districts
which in most cases were smaller than those outlined earlier,
it was thought advisable to give data for the four groups of
metropolitan districts, increasing in numbers from census to
census. These are the 140 districts of the 1940 census
(designated in the table as group I), for which data are
available only for the decade 1930—40; the 97 districts of
1930 (including 2 districts instead of 1 for Providence, Fall
River, and New Bedford, and designated group II}, with
data for 2 decades; the 58 districts set up for 1920 (designated
group III), with data for 3 decades; and the 44 districts set
up for 1910 (designated group IV), with figurés for 4 decades.

Tasre II.—PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION OF
METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND OF NONMETROPOLI-
TAN URBAN AND RURAL AREAS, BY DECADES: 1900-1940

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade]

AREA AND GROUP . 163040 | 1020-30 | 1910-20 | 1800-1910
Groun T (140 districts):
Matropolitan districts -5 T
Central cities. 5.1
Batellito arens 15.1
Satellite urban 7.4
Satellite raral______ 30.0 o

Ares outside metropolitan distriets.—coeeene-- 6.5
Urban outside 9.1 e
Rural outside, 5.6 |...

Group II (87 districts):
Maetropolitan districts. 7.7 283 oo PR,
Central cities. 4.7 22,3
Batellite areas. 14.4 4.0
" Batellite urban 7.4 70 (N S S,
Batellite rural. .. ..o e mmemeeee 20.4 66.0 | oooeee

Area outside metropolitan distriets.e. . —_____ 6.0 (5 2 N
Urban cutside . 0.4 17.7
Rursl outside 5.9 4.8 ———

Group ITX 158 distriets): ‘

Me?ropol tan distrietSemm o eTeemaae 7.3 27.8 20.9
Central cities_ . 4.4 20.9 25.2
Batellite arcas. 13.8 46. 4 32.0

Satellite urban 7.2 30.4 30.7
Satellito rural. . oo m————ee 26,2 61.¢ 35.1

Aroa outside metropolitan distriets—— o ocveee-- 7.2 0.5 0.8
Urban outside 8.9 20.5 21.8
Rural outside. 6.4 6.1 5.7

Qroop IV (44 Qistricts):

Me]t’rnpouum districts 6.9 28.0 26.3 34.8
Central cities 4.2 20.5 23. 4 33.8
Hatellite areas 13.0 48.7 3.3 38.2

Batellita urban 7.3 40.6 30.2 35.0
Batellite rural_____.. 23.1 68.1 34.5 . 43.2

Aren outslde metropolitan distrietSea—cvccanea- 7.4 10.2 10.8 16.4
Urban outside 8.7 2.0 1.0 2.1
Rural outside 6.7 5.3 6.0 12.8

Changes between 1900 and 1910.—There were only 44
metropolitan districts in which there was a central city of
100,000 or more in 1910 and for which data are avaiable
for the decade 1900-1910. These 44 metropolitan districts
grew by 34.6 percent, or by more than one-third, while the
remainder of the population of the United States increased

1 For details of population changes fn each metropolitan district, see table 3.

by 16.4 percent, or a little Jess than one-half as fast, More-
over, the growth in this remainder was by no means uniform,
There was a great difference between the rate of growth of
the nonmetropolitan urban population (29.1 percent) and the
nonmetropolitan rural population (12.8 percent). There
was also a substantial difference in the rate of growth in the
central cities (33.6 percent) and their satellite areas (38.2
Eercent) and within the satellite areas there was a difference

etween the cities (35.9 percent) and the rural areas (43.2
percent). Although these differences were much smaller
than those which developed later, it would seem thet they
are probably si%niﬁc&nt. The satellite areas, in spite of
the difficulties of local transportation in those days and in
spite of the great numbers of immigrants entering the cities
were beginning to grow at a faster rate than the centr
cities. ;

Since the population of the nonmetropolitan urban com-
Iunities grew by only 29.1 percent and the nonmetropolitan
rural population by only 12.8 percent between 1900 and
1910, it is apparent that these 44 metropolitan districts
were getting far more than their proportionate share of the
Nation’s increase, as indicated in table III. Twenty-five and
five-tenths percent of the total population lived in thess
metropolitan districts in 1900, but in 1910 the same 44
metropolitan districts with identical areas contained 28.3
percent. In order to increase their proportion in this way
they had to absorb 41.9 percent of the Nation’s totalincrease
during this decade.

The great predominance of the central cities in the metro-
politan districts at the beginning of the century is shown by
the fact that they contained 77.3 percent of the total popula-
tion of these districts in 1900, as indicated in table IV. But
since they absorbed only 74.9 percent of the metropolitan
increase during the decade it appears that the districts were
even then beginning to decentralize to a modest degres, if we
define decentralization as a decline in the relative importance
of the population of the central city in the entire metropolitan

- district. The fact gshould not be overlooked, however, that

even though decentralization was beginning, the central cities
represented an increasing proportion of the total population
of the Nation and that in these 44 metropolitan districts they
continued to do so until the decade 1930—40.

Changes between 1910 and 1920.—In the decade 1910-20
the growth of the 44 metropolitan districts (on the basis of
their slightly larger 1920 areas, but still with identical areas
at the beginning and end of the decade) was only 25.3 per-
cent, as compared with 34.6 percent in the preceding decade.
Undoubtedly this slower growth is accounted for in large
part by the slackening of immigration during the decade of
World War I, which also affected the growth of the entire
Nation, accounting for a significant portion of the reduction
from 21 percent increase in the decade 1900-1910 to 14.9
percent in this decade. The fact is that following the
exhaustion of good homestead land about 1890 our 1mmi-
grants settled chiefly in the larger cities and any considerable
reduction in their numbers was bound to affect city growth
directly and significantly, although this might be compen-
sated for in part by the increased migration from farms to
cities, as appears to have happened since. In spite of the
slower growth of these metropolitan districts in this decade
they absorbed an even larger proportion of the Nation’s

5



6

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TapLe IN.—PERCENTAGE OF UNITED STATES TOTAL POPULATION AND OF TOTAL DECENNIAL INCREASE IN
METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND IN NONMETROPOLITAN URBAN AND RURAL AREAS, BY DECADES: 1900-1940

[Total areas as of end of dacade; urban-raral classification as of beginning of decade. For figures by regions, see table 6]

1830~40 AREAS

1920~-30 AREAS

1810-20 AREAS

19001010 AREAS

Percent of Porcent of Percent of t of Porcent of | poraant of
AREA AND GROUP United States | UMt ol [ yinited States | PO ON|  United States | PHESEL | United States " Tpipeg
population States population States population States pop 0] States
increase, increase, increase, }gﬁfm
10 | 830 | 193040 | yosp | 1ep0 | 292080} 1go0 | o0 | M0 | 1en0 1900
Group I (140 districts):
Matropolitan distriets.. . .ocucemomimimieaaeas 47.8 47.4 53.0
Central cities......- -- 32.5 a3.2 2.3
Batellite Breds oo 16.3 14.3 20.7
Batellite urban 0.4 9.4 9.7
Satellite raral. ..o ovmeeeeee 5.9 4.8 20.1
Ares outside metropolitan districts.. 52.2 52.8 47.0
Urban outside. — 13.9 13.6 17.1
Rural outside. oveem oo caaeaaaa 38.3 38.0 20.9
Group IT (97 distriets):

Metropolitan district8..-...-.-.-- —— 44.9 4.7 47.3 44.6 40.4 70.8 |----- a—=- - -|---

Central cities. JE— 30.2 31.0 20.0 30.8 20.2 3 - -

Batellite arcas 14.7 13.8 27.4 13.8 1.1 3 - ---l-
Batellite urban. .. 0.4 9.3 9.5 8.7 7.3 \ - ——
Sateilito rural oo oeee e anman 5.3 4.4 17.9 6.1 3.8 b 1 3 P R R, —— -

Area outside metropolitan distriets ______.____ 55.1 55.3 52,7 B5.4 5.6 20,2 |ecmcmmmnce]-nmee RV
Urban outsids 16.2 15.9 2.5 15.2 15.0 16.4 mm———— N En ] EETE P
Bural outslde e m e 38.9 30.4 3z2.1 40.2 4.7 128 Joommmmee e e e R

Gronp TII (58 districts): ]

Matropolitan districts - 40,1 40.0 40.3 39.9 36.3 62.5 34.0 30.8 .
Central clties oo 26.9 27.6 16.8 2.5 26.4 3.3 25.3 2.3 .
Satellite areas._ .. —.- 13.2 12.5 2.5 12. 4 0.8 28.2 8.7 7.6 .

Satellite urban...... 8.8 8.8 8.8 8.1 6.7 16.6 6.0 5.3 2
Batellite rural 4.4 3.6 14.6 4.3 3.1 1.8 2.7 2.3 5.4

Ares outside metropolitan districts. 50.9 60.0 B0.7 80.1 63.7 37.5 66.0 9.2 4.5
Urban outside - . 20.1 19.8 24.3 19.0 18.3 2.2 18.3 17.3 4.7 |- wana
Roural outside oo a i mnime—a———— 30.8 40,1 35.4 41.1 45.4 14.3 47.7 51.8 19.8 |- -

Qroup IV {44 distriets):

Metropolitan distriets. . oo aeeen 36.8 36.9 a5.2 36.8 33.4 58.0 3.2 28.6 48.4 28.3 25.5 41.9
Central Cities. e ool 4.7 25.4 14.8 25.4 24.5 31.2 2.4 21.8 H.1 2.7 19.7 3l. 4
Satellito Areas._ ceecceeeere-v- - 12.1 11.5 2.6 11.4 3.9 26.8 7.8 4.8 14.3 6.6 5.8 0.6

Satellite urban .- - 8.3 8.3 8.4 7.6 4.3 15.8 5.6 4.0 10.0 4.4 3.0 6.7
Batellite rURL. e e 3.8 3.2 12,2 3.8 2.0 1.0 2.2 1.8 4.3 2.2 1.8 3.8

Area outside metropolitan distrlets...ceeceemcean.. a3.2 3.1 04.8 3.2 86.6 42,0 8.8 7.4 51.6 7.7 74.5 58,1
Urban outside...cceecesmmacarmannns S, 2.8 22.5 27.0 218 2.7 27.0 20.6 10.1 30.7 17.4 16.3 2.6
Rural outside. .o oceecm e cr e cmemmvaagaas 40.4 40.6 37.8 41,6 45.9 15.0 45.2 52,2 20.9 54.3 58.2 35.4

Tasre IV.—PERCENTAGE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT POPULATION AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE IN

CENTRAL CITIES AND SATELLITE AREAS: 1900-1940

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. For figures by regions, see table 6]

1030-40 AREAB 1920-30 AREAS 1010-20 AREAS 1800-1910 AREAS
Percent of metro- Percont of metro- Percent of metro- Percent of metro-
AEEA AND GROUP politan populstion ng?g_or politan population Pm?g_ot politan populaticn P?;g'i':g_“ politan population Pgﬁ?g_“'
. politan politan politan politan -
inerenss, inerease, increase, inerease,
1940 1930 193040 1930 1620 1920-30 1920 1810 1910- 20 1010 1800 1900-1910
Group I (140 distriets):
Metropolitan distriets.._.. [ - 100.0 10,0 10000 |ecommmeee | e | e e .
Central cities .o vicmmcamrcree v eanae 68.0 60.9 ]| 0 439l e e e e
Satelliteareas_ o cememeeemee e mvam - az2.0 30.1 R - [ R A,
Batolllte arban_. [ - 10.8 100! I - A ) NN [P RN SIS I PR SR SRR A
Satelliteraral. .o oo eaee 123 10.2 - - .
Qroup IT (97 districts):

Metropolitan distriet8..cocaee oo ooeooama- - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. ¢ 100.0 p1 N1 DI N S, PR P - —
Central olties___..... 67.3 69.2 42,2 680.1 72.4 57.2 [ P F— . . I
Batellite areas. ...... - 32.7 30.8 57.8 30.9 27.6 42.8 PN I [N PR .

Batelliteurban . .eaceceemececenma- 2.8 20,9 20.1 19,4 18.1 b2 10 N (R S e cemen
Satellite rural. ——- 1.8 9.9 31.8 1.5 0.5 188 || O PR D
Group IIT (58 districts):

Metropolitan distriets..coeervemm o ccesceiamaadens 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. ¢ 100.0
Central cities 67.1 68.9 41. 8 60.0 72.9 5.8 74,4 75.4
Batellite areas_ -n 32.9 311 58.2 310 27.1 45.2 25. 6 4.6

Batellite urban. 22.0 220 21.9 20,3 18.8 26.3 17.7 17. 2
Batellite rural. ..o ccceememroccacrcrararea- 10.9 2.1 36.3 10.7 8.5 18.8 7.0 7.4
Group IV (44 distriets):

Metropolitan distriets. cocecamercmc ccemsasmcanssncnan 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
Central olties - 67.1 68.9 41.5 60.1 73.4 53.8 75.1 76.2
Batellite areas. ccocmeecmmcmcecaerercceann-- - 32.9 3L1 58.5 30.9 26.6 46.2 2.9 23.8

Batelite urban_ e e e meeee 2.8 22.5 2.9 20.6 18.7 27.2 . 18.0 17.3
Batellite rural. 10.2 8.5 .7 10.3 7.8 18.0 7.0 6.5
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- total increase than they did 10 years earlier, 48.4 percent
as compared with 41.9 percent, and their proportion of the
total population increased from 28.6 percent in 1910 to 31.2
percent In 192(.
. During this decade the difference in rate of growth between
central cities (23.4 percent) and satellite areas (31.3 percent)
was considerably larger than in the preceding decade. The
decentralizing trend wes gaining momentum. There could
Do longer be any doubt that metropolitan districts were
decentralizing. The proportion of our total population living
in the satellite areas of these 44 metropolitan districts
increased by a little over one-seventh, from 6.8 percent to
7.8 percent, during this decade while the proportion in the
central cities increased by only about one-half as much.
Furthermore, within the satellite areas the difference between
the rates of growth of urban and rural areas increased. The
former grew by 30.2 percent while the satellite rural areas
grew by 34.5 percent. It should be borne in mind that in
these comparisons we are dealing with identical areas in
- the same 44 mcfropolitan districts in 1910 and 1920.

For the decade 1910-20 we can also study the growth of
14 additional metropolitan districts, this number of addi-
tionel central cities having passed the 100,000 mark between
1910 and 1920. The area of each of these 14 new metro-
politan districts used hero, as for most of the cities originall
shown with “adjacent territory” among the 44 group 1
districts already discussed,? is their area as delineated for the
Census of 1930. Since these new metropolitan districts were,
with 1 or 2 exceptions, smaller than any of the 44, they did
not add greatly to the proportion of the Nation’s population
living in metropolitan districts, raising it only from the
28.6 percent in the 44 group IV districts in 1910 to 30.8

ercent in the 58 group III districts in the same year and
rom 31.2 percent in the 44 in 1920 to 34 percent in the 58.
That these 14 new metropoliten districts grew somewhat
faster than the original 44 is shown by the fact that the 58
group I1I districts had a rate of increase of 26.9 percent while
the rate of the 44 group IV districts was 25.3 percent. In
each constituent part the rate was also higher for the 58
then for the 44, the difference being greater for the central
cities then for the satellite areas. Since the growth of
metropolitan districts by size,will be treated in some detail
in chapter 4 this point will not be pursued further here.

As a result of the differences in the rate of growth in the
constituent parts of the metropolitan districts, the propor-
tion of the metropolitan population living in the central
cities again declined during this decade. In the 44 districts
the decline was from 76.2 percent in 1910 to 75.1 percent in
1920, and in the 68 it was from 75.4 percent to 74.4 percent,
Only 70.7 percent of the metropolitan increase during the
decade went to the central cities of the 58 districts. It is
sufficient to say here that the addition of these 14 new
metropolitan districts does not change the decentralizing
trend “significantly, although the rate of increase in the
satellite areas in the 58 was slightly higher than in the 44.

Changes between 1920 and 1930.—In the decade 1920-30
there was a partial resumption of immigration, and World
War I had given impetus to urban development, both of
which facts were reflected in a growth of metropolitan dis-
tricts more rapid than during the preceding decade. In
the original 44 metropolitan districts (group IV) the rate
of increase rose from 25.3 percent (1910-20) to 28 percent
(1920-30); in the 58 (group III), from 26.9 percent to 27.8

ercent, and in the new group of 97 (group 11) it was higher

98.3 percent) than in either of these groups. As compared
with an average rate of increase of about 28 percent in the
several groups of metropolitan districts during this decade,
the increase in the remainder of the Nation was 10.2 percent,
deducting the 44 metropolitan districts, and only 7.9, de-

9 Por three of theso eities the districts established for 1010 were based on boundaries ket up
or metropolitan districts in 1020

ducting the 97 metropolitan districts of 1930. The 97
metropolitan districts absorbed almost 12 million of our
total increase of about 17 million during this decade.

The trend toward decentrelization within metropolitan
districts was also greatly accelerated during the 1920’s.
In the original 44 metropolitan districts (group IV) the rate
of growth of the central cities fell from 23.4 percent in the
decade 1910-20 to 20.5 percent in the decade 1920-30 and
that of the satellite areas rose from 31.3 percent to 48.7
percent. Thus their satellite areas grew almost two and
one-half times as fast as their central cities. In the 58
metropolitan districts {group III) the corresponding per-
centages for these two decades were 25.2 and 20.9 for central
cities and 32 and 46.4 for satellite areas. However, the
central cities of both of these groups were atill absorbing an
increasing proportion of our national population. The
proportion of our total population in the central cities of the
44 metropolitan districts rose from 24.5 percent in 1920 to
25.4 percent in 1930 and in the 58, from 28.4 percent to 27.5
percent.

There was no significant difference in the rate of growth
of the 58 districts and the 44 although the satellite areas of
the 58 grew at a somewhat slower rate. As between the
97 districts of group II (1930) and the original 44, however,
there are some substantial differences but they do not fun-
damentally change the trends. Xn the 97 districts the contral
cities grew somewhat faster than in the 44 and the satellite
areas grew more slowly, but the rate of growth of the latter
was still far ahead of that of the former. It seems probable
thet in many of the relatively small central cities added to
the list in setting up the new group of 97, decentralization
was less urgent than in the larger and more densely settled
cities of the original group of 44.

A significant difference between the growth of metropol-
itan population in the 44 districts in this decade (1920-30)
and in the two preceding decades is found in the growth of
satellite cities (40.6 percent) and satellite rural areas (68.1
percent). Metropolitan people now began to show a decided
preference for satellite areas which wore rural at the begin-
ning of the decade. The satellite rural areas of the original
44 metropolitan districts not only had & much higher rate of
growth than the satellite urban arees, but their absolute
increase amounted to approximately 70 percent of that of
the satellite urban areas. Because of these differences in
rates of growth the satellite rural areas (in the 44 group IV
metropolitan districts) increased their proportion of the met-
ropolitan population from 7.8 g:rcent in 1920 to 10.3 percent
in 1930, while the satellite urban population increased only
from 18.7 percent to 20.6 percent. The proportion in the
central cities declined from 73.Hement to 69.1 percent. It
appears from the data in tables ITI and IV that there wereonly
minor differences between the rates of growth of the groups
of 44 and 58 metropolitan districts and those of the 87 metro-
politan districts, although the more rapid growth of central
cities in the 97 than in the 44 and 58, since it is due to the
addition of new and smaller metropolitan districts, 18 In
itself a type of decentralizing movement.

The proportion of our total population living in metro-

olitan districts of course increases directly as new metropol-
itan districts are added. The proportion of the Nation's
population living in the 58 districts of 1920 (group 11I) was
2.9 percent higher in 1920 and 3.1 percent higher in 1930
than in the original 44; and in the 97 districts of 1930
(group II) it was 7.1 percent higher in 1820 and 7.8 percent
higher in 1930 than in the 44. .

It should be noted also that there were substantial in-
creases from one decade to another in the ares included, even
in the same group of districts—perhaps especially in the 44
districts of group IV. (Sce table I which gives the area of
each group and district in square miles for each census date.)
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As was indicated above, the most striking fact in the
growth of metropolitan populations between 1920 and 1930
was the change in the distribution of their growth between
the central cities and the satellite areas, and within the
satellite areas, the more rapid growth of the rural portions.?
Although the satellite areas contained but 26.6 percent of the
metropolitan population in the 44 districts 1n 1920 they
absorbed 4.6 million persons during the decade 1920-30, or
46.2 percent of the total metropolitan increase in these
districts, while the central cities, with 73.4 percent of the
population in 1920, absorbed only 5.3 million, or 53.8 percent
of the increase. At the end of the decade (in 1930), therefore,
the proportion of the metropolitan population in the satellite
areas of these 44 districts had risen to 30.9 percent and

that in the central cities had fallen to 69.1 percent. More -

and more of the ?leople living in metropolitan districts were
choosing the satellite areas for their residence and of these,
more and more were settling in the areas which were rural at
the beginning of the decade.

Changes between 1930 and 1940.—The decade 1930-40
(the decade of the depression) was one in which the earlier
rapid movement toward urbanization came to a halt—
probably temporary, but none the less real. In this decade
there was, as one would expect, a marked slackening in the
movement of population toward metropolitan districts. In
the 140 metropolitan districts of group I the rate of growth
was the highest of any of the 4 grouHs, perhaps because this
group contained more relatively small cities; but it was only
8.1 percent here, while the national average was 7.2 percent.
In general, this rate was less in the smaller groups of metro-
politan districts, which had the larger average size. It was
7.7 percent in the 97 districts of group II, 7.3 percent in
the 58 districts of group I1I, and 6.9 percent in the 44 districts
of group IV. Thus in the group containing most of our
older and larger metropolitan distriets (group IV) the growth
of population fell below that of the remainder of the Nation,
whereas previously it had been from two to three times
as high. As a consequence of this slackening of growth in
metropolitan districts the 44 districts of group IV absorbed
only 35.2 percent of the pational increase in this decade, as
compared with 58 percent in the fpreceding decade. The
58 districts absorbed 40.3 percent of the national increase in
the decade 1930—40 and 62.5 percent in the preceding decade.
For the 97 districts the percentages were 47.3 in 1930-40
and 70.8 percent in 1920-30. The 140 districts absorbed
53 percent of the total national increase during the decade
1930-40. |

The rates of growth of the constituent parts of the metro-
politan districts in this decade show that in the original 44
metropolitan districts the cenfral cities had the slowest

owth (4.2 percent) and that the rate was significantly
ﬁlow the national rate of increase (7.2 percent) and only
about one-fifth as high as their rate in the preceding decade.
The rate of growth In their satellite areas, however, was 13
percent, or more than three times that of the central cities,
whereas it was less than two and a half times as high in the
decade 1920-30. Moreover, the difference in rates of
growth between satellite cities and satellite rural areas was
even greater proportionally, that for the satellite cities being
7.3 percent and that for the satellite rural areas, 28.1 percent.
Thus the growth of satellite rural areas was almost four
times as rapid as that of the satellite urban areas and over six

‘times that of the central cities. This resulted in a signifi-
cant change in the distribution of the increase of population
as between the constituent parts of these 44 metropolitan
districts. Whereas oply 46.2 percent of their population in-
crease between 1920 and 1930 took place in their satellite areas

1 It should be recalled that in measuring this growth the areas which were classified as
rural in 1920, conslsting of all incorperated villages having fower than 2,500 people, and al}
unincorporated areas except towns and townships first elassified as urban under special rule in
3930, were considered rural throughout the decade although they may have passed the 2,600
mark duriog the decade.

this proportion rose to 58.5 percent in the decade 193040,
with 34.7 percent going into satellite rural areas as compared
with only 19 percent 1n the preceding decade.

The distribution of population increase between central
citios and satellite areas varies somewhat as between one .
and another of the four groups of metropolitan districts
but it is certainly significant that the proportion of the
metropolitan population increase going into satellite areas
was larger than that going into the central cities in all these
groups. (See table fV.) In the 97 metropoliten districts
of group II, 57.8 percent of the metropolitan increase be-
tween 1930 and 1940 was found in the satellite areas, with
the satellite rural areas absorbing 37.8 percent, while in the
140 metropolitan districts of group 1 the satellite areas
absorbed 56.1 percent of the total increase, with the satellite
rural areas taking 37.8 percent. Thus for the first time the
major portion of the increase in numbers in our metropolitan
districts was found in the satellite areas and the slower

owth of metropolitan districts as a_whole, which might
ﬂ.ve been expected to retard decentralization, had just the
opposite effect, :

The net effect of this decentralizing movement over 40
years has been to increase largely the proportion of the
metropolitan population living in the satellite areas. The
satellite areas of the 44 districts of group IV contained only
22,7 percent of the metropolitan population in 1900, as
compared with 32.9 percent in 1940, In the 58 metro-
politan districts of group III the proportional increase in
the metropolitan population living in the satellite areas was
from 24.6 percent in 1910 to 32.9 percent in 1940; in the 97
districts of group II it was from 27.6 percent in 1820 to
32.7 in 1940; and in the 140 districts of group I the per-
centage increased from 30.1 in 1930 to 32 1n 1940.

It 1s, of course, impossible at this time to say with any
assurance that the central cities are approaching the end of
their growth, as the 193040 data might suggest, but there
is no doubt that the trend is in this direction. In the 44
original metropolitan districts the rate of growth of central
cities declined during the four decades from 33.6 percent in
the decade 1900-1910, to 23.4 percent in 1910-20, to 20.5
percent in 1920-30, and to 4.2 percent in the decade 193040,
while the rates of population growth in the Nation during
these four decades were 21 percent, 14.9 percent, 16.1 per-
cent, and 7.2 percent, respectively. In the 58 districts of
group III and the 97 districts of group II, the decline is of
much the same magnitude in the decades for which data
are available. It may well be, however, that the slow growth
of central cities during this last decade was lergely a conse-
quence of the depression rather than of a rapid and funda-
mental change in the pattern of distribution of the metro-
politan population. : ‘

Metropolitan and nonmetropolitan growth.—Although the
metropolitan districts had grown much faster than the total
population up to 1930, their urban areas have not conspicu-
ously exceeded other urban areas in rate of growth, except
as new metropolitan districts have been added. In the
original 44 metropolitan districts the rate of growth in the
decade 1900~1910 was 34.6 percent, and that of the metro-
politan urban population was 33.9 percent, while that of the
nonmetropolitan urban areas was 29.1 percent. In the follow-
ing decade, when the same group of metropolitan districts
grew by 25.3 percent, their metropolitan urban population
%re_w by 24.6 percent and the nonmetropolitan urban popu-
lation, by 24 percent. The differences are somewhat larger
in the 58 metropolitan districts of group II, probably because
the metropolitan districts added here were smaller on the
average than the 44 original districts, and were growing
faster; hence, when combined with the original metropolitan
urban areas they increased the rate of growth of this class,
the percentages being 26.9 for the 58 metropolitan districts,
26.2 for the metropolitan urban, and 21.3 for the nonmetro-
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politan urban. In the decade 1920-30 the 44 vriginal metro-
politan districts had a growth of 28 percen., their urban
population a rate of 24.6 percent, and the nonmetropolitan
urban population & rate of 21 percent. In the 58 districts of
group lII the corresponding percentages were 27.8, 24.7, and
20.5, respectively, and in-the 97 districts of group II they
were 28.3,25.4, and 17.7. Thus the metropolitan urban com-
munities as a whole did not grow much faster than the
nonmetropolitan urban communities in any decade before
1920-1930, except as new and smaller and faster growing
metro-politan districts were shifted from nonmetropolitan
urban to metropolitan urban.

In the decade 193040, on the other hand, there was a
reversal of this slightly more rapid growth of metropolitan
urban than of nonmetropolitan urban communities. For
the first time the nonmetropolitan urban communities grew
. somewhat faster than either the metropolitan districts as
a whole or their metropolitan urban population,

It is not possible, of course, to say with any assurance
whether this represents & permanent reversal of the past
trend, or whether in the future the smaller nonmetropofi)tan
urban communities will grow faster than the larger metropoli-
tan urban communities. The relatively slower rate of growth
of the latter may be the result of the unusual economic
conditions which prevailed during much of this decade.
The probable future growth of metropolitan districts is
discussed in chapter 7.

- Decentralization within cities—The preceding discussion
deals with the growth of the generally recognized constituent
parts of metropolitan districts in the United States. The
emphasis has been placed on facts showing the strong de-
centralizing movement within the metropolitan districts,
from the central cities to the satellite areas. In view of this
outward movement to satellite areas it would seem highly
probable that a similar movement has been taking place
within the central cities, & movement from the central or
“downtown”. areas of these cities to their outer portions,
particularly in those cities where the fringes are but thinly
settled. Using the data for ‘‘census tracts” available for &
considerable number of cities in 1930 and 1940, we can
measure this centrifugal movement in those cities where there
:rlveredno significant changes in tract boundaries during the
ecade. ' .

The method employed in the calculations given in table 7
and summarized in table V is to use identical groups of
tracts (or, in New York City, health districts) for 1930 and
1940 as comparable areas within the cities. The areas used
here are bounded b{ concentric circles having an increasing
radius. These circles of course cut through tracts, which
must necessarily use street boundaries; hence, it was neces-
sary to establish a practical rule to determine whether a
given tract which was cut, let us say by the circle with a
2-mile radius, would be considered as part of the area lying
between the circles described by the 1- and the 2-mile radii,
or between those described by the 2- and the 3-mile radii.
The practice followed here was to throw the tract into which-
ever circular segment contained half or more of the tract

as determined by visual inspection, since there wes no con-
venient means of determining what proportion of its popula-
tion lived inside or outside a given circle. Furthermore,
since each circular segment contains the same tracts in both
years a mistake in judgment as to the group in which a.
particular tract belonged would probably make eonly a
negligible difference in the results, ‘

Tapie V.-——PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION OF
GROUPS OF CENSUS TRACTS LYING WITHIN GIVEN
DISTANCES FROM CENTER OF CITY, FOR SELECTED
CITIES: 193040

[A minus slgn (—) denotes decrease)

DISTANCE FROM CEN- | Los New | Ohi- | Phlla- | Cleve-| Cin- Boston | Plttse
TER OF CITY Angoles| York | cago [delphia| land |eclnnatt | BOSWON| pymn

Total ... ceaan 8L§ 7.8 0.86] —L0| -2.5 Lo| -L8 0.3
Within 1 mile 3.8 —10.7 =721 =108 | ~11.5 —0.0 | —11.8 =5.0
1-2miles______ 7.4 . —=10.7| =-8.9 —7.9 -7.5 -B.3 =11
2-3 miles. _ 10.8 0.7 -8.4 —1.8 0.2 2.0 0.9 =0.3
34 miles. _ 2.8 " -1L8] —23]| -34 L3 4.0 2.8
4-5 miles. .. 9.0 1.4 0.6 —24]| —40 a0 4.2 5.5

56 miles... 16.68 * g 2.5 0.5 13.9 a7

6-7 miles_ . UB[ oa| solf 7| 07| 160

7-8 miles. .. 65,2 . .1 1

8-10 miles. ... s2.4| 128 40 sol wmazlt 81l ~13

10-12 miles 109.8 2.1 Y 20.3 .

12and OVer. oo 52.6 *

DISTANCE FROM CEN- 8t. |tndlan{Colum-{ Wash- 0 New
TER OF CITY Buffalol 10,15 { npolis | us |ingtor,| “yipe” 1D8yton| g ooy

. Ohio | D.C,

Total. . eeeeeeaee 0.6 -0.7 8.3 5.3 80.2 8.8 48 =13
Within 1 mile......... 0.6 —18.3 0.4 67| 20 23| 83| -31
1-2 miles. eeoraenn.. 0.6 —48 5.4 1.7 3.2 8.3 L1 -0, 3
23 miles., oo ean —3.8 —2.7 4.8 3.7 45.3 10.1
34 miles. .o —-23 —0.7 5.8 8.3 -0.2
4-5miles. o 3.1 2.7 } a7 12,2 83.3 18.7 .
band over.. o ceeceeena 16.8 14.3 '

There is no need to describe in detail the growth of the
population in the several areas obtained by the use of con-
centric circles as just described. It can be said that in
general the areas near the center of the cities lost population,
or grew quite slowly, while the areas nearer their peripheries
grew at a fairly rapid rate. In some of the smaller cities
in the group of 16 for which such tabulations were made,
namely, Dayton, Columbus, Nashville, and Indianapolis;
in Washington, b. c ; and in Los Angeles there was no
group of tracts which actually lost population but even in
most of these cities the more distant tracts gained more
rapidly than those near the center. In practically ell the
other cities the central tracts either lost population or
remained about stationary while the peripheral areas gained
quite rapidly, the rate of growth increasing with the increase
in the length of the radius used. Thus the decentralizing
trend appears to be about as great within the limits of
most of these cities as it is between the central citics and
their satellite areas. Only in Dayton is it doubtful whether
there was a decentralizing trend within the city, while such
a trend was clearly marked as between the city of Dayton
and its satellite area.



CHAPTER 3
REGIONAL GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS

Regional changes in group IV districts.—Of the 44 original
.metropolitan districts of 1910, two-thirds were found in the
Northeastern States (15) and the North Central States (14)
there being only 9 in the South and 6 in the West. In follow-
ing the development of these 44 districts by regions,' as pre-
sented in table VI, we find that there have been substantial
differences in their rates of growth. In the decade 1900-
1910 the metropolitan districts of the South grew by only
22.7 percent while those of the Northeast grew by 31.6 per-
cent, those of the North Central States by 33.9 percent, and
those of the West by 97.3 percent. In the following decade
(1910-20) the 15 metropolitan districts of the Northeast
increased by only 19.2 percent and grew more slowly than
the 9 in the South (21.8 percent). The North Central dis-
triets (33.7 percent) grew slightly slower than in 1800-1910,
while the rate in the West fell to less than one-half (41.8 per-
cent) that of the preceding decade. The order of growth by
regions was the same in the decade 1920-30 as in the preced-
ing decade but the differential between the lowest and highest
regions, the Northeastern States, with a rate of 20.7 percent
and the West with a rate of 61.3 percent, was increased. The
metropolitan districts of the North Central States again

grew by almost one-third and those of the South by 24.5 .

percent, or only a little faster than between 1810 and 1920.
In the 193040 decade, as we have already noted, there
was & very marked decrease in the rate of growth of the
44 metropolitan districts. This was true also of those in
each region, but the decline was highly differential. The
rate of growth of the 15 districts in the Northeast fell from
20.7 percent in the decade 1920-30 to 4.4 percent in the last
decade, and that of the 14 in the North Central region fell
from 32.8 percent to 4.8 percent. On the other hand the
rate of the nine in the South fell only from 24.5 percent to
16.5 percent, and that of the six in the West declined from
61.3 percent to 17.1 percent .
.Regional changes in group III districts.—For some of the
regions the rate of growth was changed significantly as data
for more metropolitan districts were added. In the 58
metropolitan districts of 1920 (group III), the growth of
those in the Northeastern States was but little affected by
the addition of new metropolitan districts, the rate rising
only from 19.2 percent to 19.6 percent. In the North

1 The individua] districts in each rezfon. lncludimf both tht.! original 44 of 1910 (group I[V)
and those established subsequently, are listed (n table 1.

Central States the corresponding percentages were 33.7
and 36.4, in the South 21.8 and 28.7, and in the West 41.8
and 40.9, the West being the only region in which the larzor
number of metropolitan districts grew more slowly than the
original group.

In the next two decades, 1920-30 and 193040, tho differ-
ences in regional growth betweon the 44 and the 58 metro-
politan districts were of the sameo character as in the decade
1910-20. Those of the 58 in the West grew a littlo less
rapidly than those of the 44, and in the South a little more
rapidly, with practically no difference in the Northcastern
and North Central States.

Regional changes in group II districts.—When the 97
metropolitan districts of 1930 (group II) are compared with
the 58, the same type of difference is found as between the
44 and the 58. In the West the larger number of metro-
politan districts had a slower rate of growth than the smaller
number, while in the South the rate of growth continued to
increase as the number of metropolitan districts increased.
Again there was very little difference in the rate of growth
of these two groups of metropolitan districts in the North-
eastern and North Central States.

In the decade 193040, comparing the 97 districts of
group II and the 140 of group I, this situation is reversed.
In the West the larger number of metropolitan districts had
the higher rate of growth. In the South thelarger numberstill
continued to have the higher rate of growth but the differ-
ence was smaller than before and is probably not significant.
In the Northeastern and North Central States the differences
in the rates of growth of these groups are negligible.

Changes in regional proportions of total.—These differences
in the rate of growth of metropolitan districts in the four
regions have resulted in significant changes in their propor-
tions of the metropolitan population cf the Nation, as shown
in table VII. In 1900, the Northeastern States contained
56.1 percent of the population of the 44 metropolitan dis-
tricts, while in 1940 this region had only 42.6 percent of the
population of the 140 mectropolitan districts of that year.
The proportions in the other regions at the same dates and
in the same groups of metropolitan districts are as follows:
The North Central region, 28.3 percent and 29.2 pereent;
the South, 10.6 percent and 17 percent; and the West, 5
percent and 11.1 percent. The large proportional gains .
were in the South and West, and were made at the expense

TasLs VI.—NUMBER OF METROPOLJTAN DISTRICTS AND PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION, BY DECADES, BY
, REGIONS: 1900-1940
[Based on figures In {able 4]

OROUP I GROUP I GROUP IO GROUP IV
REGION
1930-40 103040 1920-30 183040 1920-30 1810-20 183040 1920-30 1910-20 10001810
NUMBER OF DISTRICTS
United States . oo cececeeicscninnmmn s mam—————— 140 97 97 58 58 88 “ 4% “ “
The Northeastern States. e ea e e 32 29 20 19 9 19 15 15 15 15
The North Central Jtates. -..coemccucevavacmmmmammmcceracaras 44 2 28 17 17 17 14 14 14 14
The South. e imemmmccmccmsesscesnsnmmmma e amamm—ae e 49 20 29 16 15 16 ] 9
The West...-. - ——- 16 1 1 7 7 7 [ 8 ;] 8
PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POFPULATION
United Staten. .o oo cmcaemrmcaaeoea 8.1 7.7 28.3 7.8 g8 20.9 a9 28.0 26.3 8.0
The Northeastern Statea_, - .- 4.3 4.2 20,1 4.3 20.5 16.8 44 .7 19.2 31.8
Thg Ngrth Central States - 4.9 4.8 3.9 4.6 321 30.4 4.8 32.8 33.7 33.9
The South___ - 18.6 18.0 325 18.5 27.4 23,7 10.56 4.5 21,8 2.7
The Wesl_ .cocecmcaeceareccccacaesen . ——— 18.1 17.6 57.9 18.8 0.3 40.¢ 17.1 61.3 4.8 7.0

770423—48—2
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of the Northeastern region, since the North Central region
only slightly more than held its proportion.

Metropolitan urban and total urban.—The proportion of
the total urban population represented by the urban parts
of the metropolitan districts at the end of each of the four
decades is shown by regions in table VIII, with separate
figures for the four groups of metropolitan districts. In the

United States as & whole the change in this percentage for a
given group from the beginning to the end of the period
covered was relatively small, there being & slight decrease in
groups II and IV, and a little increase in group III, though
of course the 140 districts of group I represented in 1940 a
much larger percentage of the total urban population than

did the 44 districts of group IV.

Tasie VIL—NUMBER OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL METROPOLITAN POPULATION,
‘ BY REGIONS: 1900-1940

[Basad on figures in table 4]
GROTF I GROUP I GROTP I GEOUP IV
Percont of Percent of Percent of Percent of
BEGION Number of population . | \yumper of population Number of population Number of populstion
districts districts districts districts

1040 1030 1830 1920 1020 1910 1910 1800
140 100.0 100.0 87 100.0 100.0 58 100.0 100.0 4| 100.0 100.0
32 42,6 44,2 20 46.5 40.8 19 50.6 53.8 15 5.8 | 56.1
44 29.2 30.1 -] 20.6 28.8 17 20.5 7.4 14 28.2 28.3
48 17.0 15.6 20 13.7 13.3 15 11.7 1.5 9 8.6 10.6
15 11.1 10.2 11 10,2 8.3 7 8.2 7.4 6 7.4 5.0

TasLe VIIL.—PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL URBAN POPULA-
TION LIVING IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY
REGIONS: 1910-40 :

Figuros represent the situation at the end of each of the 4 decades for which data are presented
in this series of tables. Based on figures in table 8}

PERCENT OF TOTAL URBAN POPU-
Number LATION IN METROPOLITAN
AREA AND GROUP of DISTRICTS |
districts
1840 1030 1920 1610
GROUP I
TUnited States.__ - 140 76.2 ..
The Northeastern States. .. o veeeerenecunnn 32 87.3
Tho North Central States. _...eeeeeveeemaem—nn “ TLB | femrecec [crrneman
Tho South e oeee.. 49 58,8
The Weste. e eeencerame e mm———————— 16 73.3
GROUP I
Unlted States__._ o7 70.9 k{7520 PR I,
The Northeastern States. .. ooocceescoucacan 2 86,4 86,4 [ meifomaneana
The North Central States - 28 6.8 67.2 |0 oo
The Bouth . e cececmsne e 29 46,2 SL4 [
The West e ————— 11 70.3 F ¢ 3 U P I,
GROTP ITI
United States . eeeeeenens 58 a3.9 @62 838 | ______.
The Northeastern States. .o oveveeecceacooenn 19 81.8 81.8 k(1 ) I
The Worth Central States. .. .. omeu oo a . 17 60.5 60.8 57.8 |ooeeeeo
The Bouth o meeccam oo 15 36.4 37.9 41.8 Jeeeur e
The West R - 7 63.5 64.5 B0.5 |ceeennnn
GROUP IV
United States. - 4 59,2 60.4 58.4 80.0
The Northeastern States. .. .eerecaacoeaae 15 78.1 78.0 2.7 72.8
Tho North Central StateS...oeeeeeeeecemacaaan 14 57.1 57.3 6.1 53.0
The South.. R a——— Q 26.1 7.3 3.3 36.3
The West. . . 8 81.5 62.3 57.7 59.3

4 The base or divisor used in the computation of these perconts Is the population n the
stated yesr of the territory in each region which was classified as urban 10 years earlier; the
dividend is the metropolitan arban populaticn of the stated year obtained by sdding the
central city population and the satellite urban, as shown in table 4. All of the figures nsed in
the computation are presented in table 8 on p. 50. -

In 1910, the 15 group IV metropolitan districts of the
Northeast contained 72.8 percent of the total urban popula-
tion of the region. By 1940, this had risen to 78.1 percent in
the same metropolitan districts, as indicated by the figures
in table VIII. When the metropolitan districts, added in

the meantime, are included to make the total of 32 in this"

region in 1940, their proportion of the region’s urban popula-

tion becomes 87.3 percent. The increase in the proportion

of the urban population of the region living in the urban parts
of the metropolitan districts was not constant from decade
to decade, even in the 15 original metropolitan districts, and
was much affected by the addition of new metropolitan dis-

tricts from time to time. In the decade 1930-40, because
of the relatively large increase in the metropolitan rural
population (15.8 percent) and the very slow growth of the
nonmetropolitan urban population (1.7 percent), the metro--
politan districts in the Northeastern States absorbed more
people than the total gain in urban population in this region.

The 14 group IV metropolitan districts of the North
Central States like those of the Northeast, absorbed an
increasing proportion of the urban population of the region
between 1910 (53 percent) and 1930 (57.3 percent). In the
decade 1930—40, however, these 14 metropolitan districts of
the North Central States did not quite obtain their share of
the urban increase. This is also true for each of the larger
groups of metropolitan districts—the 17 of group III (1920),
the 28 of group II (1930), and the 44 of group I (1940).
But, of course, whenever new metropolitan districts were
added, the proportion of the region’s urban population living
in metropolitan districts increased, although it remained well
below that in the Northeast at all times. :

In the South, where there were but 9 metropolitan districts
in the original 44, these 9, unlike those in the Northeastern
and North Central States, registered a rather steady decline
in their proportion of the urban population of the region,
falling from 36.3 percent in 1910, to 26.1 percent in 1940.
But as new metropolitan districts were added from decade
to decade, the proportion of the region’s urban population
living in metropolitan districts rose steadily and fairly
rapidly from 36.3 percent in 1910 to 58.8 percent in the 49
districts of 1940. Onathe basis of the 1940 metropolitan
classification (group I—140 districts), the South hed only
about 13 percent less of its urban population in metropolitan
districts than the North Central States which in turn was
about 16 percent behind the Northeast.

The proportion of the urban population living in metropoli-
tan districts in the West will probably surprise most people.
Even as early as 1910, 59.3 percent of its urban population
lived in six metropolitan districts, which continued to
increase their proportion until they contained 61.5 percent
in 1940. In 1940 the 15 metropolitan districts then recog-
nized in the West (group I) contained 73.3 percent of the
urban population of the region. Throughout all this time
the West has ranked next to the Northeast in the proportion
of its urban population living in metropolitan districts, no
matter whether the comparison is made on the basis of its
original six metropolitan districts or on the basis of those
added from census to census. The major part of the urban
population of the West has always been found in a few
relatively large centers. :



CHAPTER 4

GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS BY SIZE

The total number of metropolitan districts increased from
44, in group IV, as presented for the decade 1900-1910, to
140, 1 group I, as presented for the decade 1930-40. The
major part of the increase took place through the addition
of new districts, smaller than those of the preceding decade,
The numbers in any oce of the size-groups were affected
‘materially, however, by the “graduation” of districts from
one group into the next larger. The number of districts in
each group is presented, by size, for each of the decades in
its coverage in table IX.

Tasre IX.—NUMBER OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS IN
THE UNITED STATES, BY SIZE: 1900-1940

[Classification based on size at beginning of deeade]

Zas | g | he | g
\ 000 000,000 nhabi-
ECADE AND GROUP Total | jnhabi- | inhabi- | ichabi- | tants and
tants tants tants over
Group Xeceereenennns 1930—40 140 02 2 9 1
Group Il .ooee____ 1930—40 o7 40 20 9 BT
1820—30 97 56 2 1 ¥
GQroupIIT_.__._.....1030—40 58 11 28 9
1020—30 58 18 2 11 7
1910—20 58 31 14 8 5
Group IV .ne...__1930—40 44 5 20 9 10
1020—30 44 9 -7 11 7
1910—20 44 19 12| 8 5
1900—1910 44 n| T -3 4

1

Size classes, 1900-1910.—In the 44 metropolitan districts
of 1910 the smallest size class, namely, that comprising
matropolitan districts having fewer than 250,000 inhabitants
at the beginning of the decade, grew by 51.3 percent, much
faster than any other class, as indicated by the figures in
table X. The next larger class—metropolitan districts of
250,000-500,000—grew by 30.5 percent and the largest size
class—metropolitan districts of over 1,000,000—-grew by 33.2
percent. The 500,000-1,000,000 group grew by only 25.2-
percent. Moreover, the central cities of the smallest size
class grew faster (55.8 percent) than either their satellite
urban areas (32.5 percent) or their satellite rural areas (30.3
percent) and faster than any other constitueat part of any
of the four size classes. In the next larger group—250,000-
500,000 inhabitants—the satellite cities grew most rapidly
(32.2 percent) while their satellite rural areas, like those of
the smaller metropolitan districts, had 2 siightly slower
growth (31 percent), but the differences in the rates of growth
of the constituent parts was much less in this class than in
the smallest size class. In the 500,000-1,000,000 group

- however, the satellite areas, both urban (55.7 percent) and

rural (54.5 percent), had much higher rates of growth than
the central cities (15.9 percent). In the metropolitan dis-
tricts of over 1,000,000 the satellite urban areas (35.3 per-
cent) and the satellite rural areas (62 percent) also had
higher rates of growth than the central cities (31.2 percent),
but the differences between the rates of growth in the con-
stituent parts were less than in the preceding class.

Tasre X.—PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION OF METROPQLITAN DISTRICTS, BY DECADES, BY SIZE: 1900-1940
[Based on figures {n table 9] :

1030:40 AREAB 1820-30 AREAS 1010-20 AREAS 1000~1910 AREAB
Peorcent of Increase in Percent of Increase in Porcent of increase in Percent of increase In
population popuiation population population
SIZE OF METBOPOLITA: AD;:IT)BGI% %:‘ Num- Num- Num- Num.
HEGINNING OF DECAD, bg;i-s?f Sataflite bg;;r c Batellite bglis?f . Batallite bgll-! t_:l’ c Satellite
- areas en- areas en areas on- arons
triots | potar |[ Son triets | potal || tral triets fopgral || tral tricts | moral || tral
cities clties citles altics
Urbac| Rural Urban{ Rural Urban| Rural Urbao| Ruarsl
4
Group I .- - PO I NS O | N5 O N TN AN RO | SO SO MU NS [OUVUPOn | ESSRUTIOY FUUOION PURnd IO Jtnt | I SN OO
AR Y IEXIIETR N BEX) (VN (IR | U MU NN U oo | I Nm—" SN SN NSNS | WS N S
gﬁfiooo-mu" 250.?&% ......................... 20| 8o 46| &8 300 oo o e et D et | St e
500,000-1,000,000.. . . commmmmemmmcranes 9| 88| 62| 68| 337 |aec|iacnnae|[-mnnas SIS FOPUPN ANVIPUOINN FRRPRRu | NDRFON Noliptois iy EPDIRIN FP | S S R
1,000,000 80d V6T - oo e e remmn- 0] 65| 89| 74| 288 X ORI DO IS FOUOUMN | MU AOORRON NANURN RO NS | MO S S
Group IL 7| 77| Tt} 74| 204 o7 | eB.8 ([ mea| an7| 880 ) el SN SSRDOON | PO SRS AP
40 109 63| 10.7| 21.3| s8] 321 26| 176
Un%—?&d% 29| 80| 48| 58| s0] =| 10.6[ 158 21.¢
500,000-1,000,000_ LTl 8.8 62| e8| a7| 1| 3s.2{ 22| £3.8
1,000,000 and O¥er. o . cemeamarenas 10| 65| 20| 7.4 268 7] w2201 384
Group DX ss| 7.8 44| 7.8 20.2 68| e8| 20.0| so.a| et.0]| 8| 200 esa| s0.7
...... 1] 95| 48] 104] 200 18 20.7 (| 276 21.4| 4356 31| w3 20| 40
B —— Bl s2ll 381 62| avs| 2| el iEe] 27| ae] | msosz| ane
500,000-1,000,000 o| &8l ezf 68 387| 11| 8521 24.2| 538 | 895 8 327(32.0( 430
1,000,000 A0d OVEL- oo oo oammmrrmmm e 10| 65| 36| 74| 288 7| zwa2fl2001] 284 63 5| 24180 | Z2
4}
Group IV, s ool 43] 73] 1| 4| wmo(20.5] ¢0.0| 651 a| 2.5 94| %02
8.8| 3.4| 163| azo 9| 222( 208 26.1| 28.5| 19| 28.7 {252} 21.8
}’53%.’55&% 23 6.6 g. 5| 68| 26.7| 17| 21.4||16.9| 200| ar.5| 12| 285 257 338
500,000-1,000 o| a8 e2| 68| 37| 11| 2641 2.8 s3] s1.1 8| 327 | 230 43.2
1,000,000 80 GV6T, oo meeemamermanan 10| e8| 39| 74| 288 7| amz2fl201| 284 6e3 5| 2.4 180 2
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Size classes, 191020.—In the next decade (1910-20) the
smallest metropolitan’ districts in the original 44 no longer
had the highest rate of increase. Their growth was 25.7
percent, while that of the 500,000-1,000,000 class was 32.7

ercent. The lowest rate (21.4 percent) was found in the
argest size class and that for the 250,000-500,000 class
was 28.5 percent. When the 58 districts of 1920 (group I1I)
are considered, however, the smallest size class again had the
highest rate of growth (34.3 percent). The rates for the
3 larger classes were not changed,by the addition of new
metropolitan districts, only 2 of which were above 250,000
in population.

“The rank in order of growth of the constituent parts of the
different size classes was much the same as that of the size
classes as a whole in both the 44 districts of 1910 (group 1IV)
and the 58 districts of 1920 (group III). The chief departure™
from that order was in the satellite rural arcas, where the
largest size class held first place in the group of 58 and was
only slightly behind the 250,000-500,000 class in the group
of 44 while the 500,000-1,000,000 class had the lowest rate
of growth in both groups, . .

Size classes, 1920-30.—In the following decade (1920-30)
the next to the largest size class had the highest rate of
growth in all three groups of metropolitan districts for which
comparative data are available, including the 97 districts
of 1930 (group II). Its rate was consistently almost one-
third above the rate of the largest size class and 70 percent
to 80 percent above that of the 250,000-500,000 class. The
variation in rate of growth between the 500,000-1,000,000
class and the smallest size class in the three groups of met-
ropolitan districts was greater than that just described,
the rate of growth of the smallest size class being much in-
fluenced by the addition of new metropolitan districts.
This is the decade (1920-30) that saw such & remarkable

owth in the satellite areas of all metropolitan districts,
%:m there were considerable differences in the rates of growth
of central cities and satellite areas in the different size classes.
In the smallest size class in the original group of 44 the
satellite cities (26.1 percent) grew somewhat faster than the
central cities (20.8 percent) but this was reversed (satellite
cities 21.4 percent and central cities 27.6 percent) in the-
next group of 58 (group III), with a still larger swing
to the central cities in the 97 districts of 1930 (group II),
where they gained 32.6 percent while their satellite cities
gained only 17.6 percent. In the size class 250,000-500,000
m the 44 group the central cities (16.9 percent) grew at a
slower rate than the satellite cities (20 percent) and in the
58 and 97 groups the satellite cities (21.7 and 21.6 percent,
respectively) grew over one-third faster than the central
cities (15.9 and 15.8 percent, respectively). In the two
larger size classes in all three groups the satellite cities

ew much faster than the central cities. Growth in these
ﬁ:rger size classes was changed very little by the addition
of new metropolitan districts. The satellite rural areas
grew at still higher rates than the satellite cities in this
decade (1920-30), 64.3 percent in the largest class and 91.1
percent in the next largest. Thus the pattern of growth in
the constituent parts of metropolitan districts of less than-
500,000 was quite different from that in metropolitan dis-
tricts over this size. The former grew about as rapidly in
their central cities as in their satellite urban areas and only
about twice as fast in their satellite rural areas as in their
central cities, while the larger metropolitan districts grew

about twice as fast in their satellite urban areas as in their -

central cities and three to four times as fast in their satellite
rural areas as in their central cities, ' .
Size classes, 1930-40.—In the last decade (1930—40), even
though the metropolitan rate of growth was low as compared
with the past, all but the largest size class of metropolitan
communities grew faster than the country as a whole (7.2
percent), except in the. original group of 44, where the
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250,000-500,000 class also fell below that level. The rates
in ascending order of size class in the 140 group (group I,
1940) were 12.2 percent, 8 percent, 8.8 percent, and 6.5 per-
cent and were the same in the two larger size classes in all
four groups of metropolitan districts (group I to group IV).
For the smallest size class the rate of growth declined steadily
as the number of metropolitan districts in this class became
smaller but in the 250,000-500,000 class the rate changed
but little except that in the 44 group it was only 6.6 percent.
In the central cities, however, only the smallest size class in
the 140 group had a rate (7.8 percent) as high as that of the
Nation. The central cities were no longer holding their own
in the metropolitan districts, except in the new small dis-
tricts. The rate was uniformly 4.6 for cities of 250,000~
500,000 in groups I, IL, and III and 3.5 in group IV.. The
rates in the central cities in the other size classes were the
same in all four groups of metropolitan districts and were 6.2
percent for metropolitan districts of 500,000-1,000,000 and
3.9 percent for those of over 1,000,000. ‘

In all size classes and in all four groups the rate of growth
in the satellite urban arees was higher than in the central
cities, although the differences were hardly significant in the
metropolitan districts of 250,000-1,000,000. They were a
little larger in the smallest and largest size classes but even
here were probably not significant. Finally, in all size classes
and in all four groups of metropolitan districts the satellite
rural population grew several times as fast as that of the
central cities and the satellite urban areas. In the smallest
size class of the 140 (group I) districts the rate of growth of
the satellite rural areas was about 3 times as high as in the
satellite urban areas, while in the largest size metropolitan
districts the satellite rural population grew more than 3
times as fast as the satellite urban and in the other 2 the
satellite rural rate of growth was approximately 5 times as
great aISV the satellite urban, except in the 44 districts of
group IV. L

Summary.—From-this brief review of the growth of metro-
politan districts by size it is clear that in general, the met-
ropolitan districts having fewer than 250,000 inhabitants
have grown faster than those with over 1,000,000. The
500,000-1,000,000 class, on the other hand, has grown as
fast or faster than the next smaller class, The 250,000~
500,000 class has, as a rule, grown slowly in comparison with
the others. There are spme variations from this pattern in
the different groups of metropolitan districts but they do not
appear to invalidate this generalization.

The central cities show considerable variations in growth
both as between size classes and in the four groups from
decade to decade but in the largest size class they have gen-
erally, though not always, had a lower rate of growth than
in the smaller size classes. '

It may be noted that in 1940 the 10 metropolitan districts
with over 1,000,000 inhabitants still contained over one-half
(51.8 percent) of all the metropolitan population in the 140
metropolitan districts, although this proportion had declined
slightly during the decade (from 52.6 percent in 1930).
Their increase in population was only 1,998 674, while the
remainder of the metropolitan districts, with 47.4 percent
of the metropolitan population ia 1930, increased by
2,716,068, thus absorbing 57.6 percent of the metropolitan
increase during the decade. The movement of new metro-
politan districts into the Jargest size class has prevented
any significant decrease in the proportion of our metropolitan
population living in such districts since 1900. The four
metropolitan districts of over 1,000,000 in 1900 contained
48.2 percent of the metropolitan population of the 44 metro-
politan districts in that year. The 5 of this size in 1910
contained almost the same proportion of the population (47.8
percent) in the 58 metropolitan districts; the 7 of 1920 con-

*tained 47.5 percent of the population of the 97 in thatyear
and the 10 of that size in 1930 had 52.6 percent of the popu-
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TapLe XI,—PERCENTAGE OF METROPOLITAN POPULATION AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY SIZE
C . OF DISTRICT: 1900-1940 : . ’

[Based on fighires in tablo 9]

1010-20 ARZAS 1000-1010 ARE4S
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\ .
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Under 250,000, .. 14.0 13.6
250, 000 18.5 18.4
500,000-1,000,000. . _ 12.3 12.2

B 55.2 55.8

GroupIH. ... eeoecmammen 100. 0 100.0

Tnder 250,000, 4.2 £1 3 X .
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Under 260,000 —acoeooieccecccacmam- 2.2 2.1 2.7 4.6 4.9 3.8 13.3 13.2 13,5 18.1 16.1 2.9
250,000-500,000 16.4 15.4 4.7 16.7 18.5 12.6 16.9 16.5 18.8 24.5 252 22,2
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districts of group III (1920), for example, has been increasing
is shown in tables XI and XII. In these tables, both the nu-
merical increase in the different size classes in these 58 metro-
politan districts for three decades and the changes in the pro-
portions living in these size classes during each decade are

given,

lation of the 140 at that time. Additional data are sum-

marized in table XI.
Distribution of increase.—That vast numbers of people

have been moving into the larger metropolitan districts and
also that the proportion of the metropolitan population
living in a fixed group of metropolitan districts, the 58

TipLe XII.—INCREASE IN POPULATION IN THE 58 GROUP III METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY DECADES, BY SIZE; 1910-40

INCREASE IN POPULATION .I'ERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF INCREABE
DECADE AND S1ZE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT AT BEGINNING OF DECADE Batellito arens Batelllte arcas
- Total Central Total Central
citios citfos
Urban Rural Urban Rural
193040 ) .
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L Y S 1o10-2 7,621,011 5,305,118 1, 500, 030 738, 785 100. 0 70.7 19.7 8.7
1,703,078 1,350, 946 119, 676 232, 466 100.0 7.3 7.0 13.6
25 0 30 ST pemasl o wen | omeds ) mae | xee)  ge) gl i
y 33000 T 1,610, 184 1, \ ) . . ) .
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1 r

between size and the proportion of the metropolitan increase

litan districts an increasing proportion
In these 58 motropo Y found in the central cities. In the decade 1910-20 the largest

of the increase has been going into the largest size class during
the last 3 decades. Until the last decade this was also true
for the 500,000-1,000,000 class. Both of the smaller size
classes have been irregular in their proportion of the metropol-
itan increase. But t%e most significant fact from the stand-
point of decentralization is the steady and, in all but one case,
the rather rapid decline in the proportion of the increase in
the central cities of all size classes. It is also significant
that in this group of 58 districts there is no very clear relation

metropolitan districts had the smallest proportion of their
increase in central cities, with the largest proportions in the
under 250,000 and the 500,000-1,000,000 class. 1In the next
decade (1920—30) there was little difference in the proportions
of the increase in the two larger size classes gom% into the
central cities. The smallest class was at the top by a rela-
tively large margin. This would seem the naturel distri-
bution, if it is density of population and size of densely
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populated area which lead people to stay out of the central
cities. In the last decade, however, the smallest size class
had the smallest proportion of its increase in the central
cities although the difference between it and the largest size
class in this respect was negligible.

. On the whole one can say that there has been a large decline
in the proportion of the increase in all these metropolitan
districts taking place in the central cities and some decline,
exce]i)t in the largest class, in the proportion going into

satellite urban areas, with a large gain in the proportion

going into satellite rural areas, this latter movement being
particularly marked during the decade 1930—40. In this
decade there was glso a definite relation between the size of
the metropolitan districts and the proportion of their increase
going into satellite rural areas—the smaller the metropolitan
distriets the larger the proportion of the increase in rural
areas. This situation is no doubt in part a consequence of
the tendency for any suburban area with & moderately dense
population to incorporate and become a city and would be
more marked around a large city than a small city.



CHAPTER 5

FACTORS AFFECTING THE REDISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION WITHIN METROPOLITAN
, DISTRICTS '

There seems little reason to doubt that the increasing use
of automobiles is a factor of great importance in bringing
about the decentralization of metropolitan districts which
- has been noted from time to time in the preceding discussion.

he improvement in public transportation serving the
suburbs should not be overlooked, however, as a factor
Increasing the willingness of people to live in the suburbs
and work in the city. In addition to these improvements in
transportation, the prestige of living in certain suburbs, the
movement of industry into the periphersl areas of cities, and
the extension of telephone and electric service throughout
the metropolitan districts, have also exertsd a significant
influence on the growth of satellite areas.

Most of the factors which have just been mentioned do not
. need to be elaborated upon. We are all more or less familiar
with their effects in making life in the suburbs easier and
more enjoyable for an increasing portion of the metropolitan
population. In any event we have little precise information
regarding their influence. The movement of industry to
satellite areas, however, is not so generally recognized as an
important factor in the situation. Since we have some useful
information about this, it will be profitable to - present

this information and to try to relate it to the pattern of )

metrepolitan population movements described above.
Location of manufacturing plants.—The Census Bureau
has established 33 major industrial areas in the United States
for purposes of the Census of Manufactures. Manufactur-
ing plents in these areas, which are defined by county lines,
employed 58.2 percent of all wage earners in manufacturing
in 1919. This proportion fell to 56.2 percent in 1929 and to
54.7 percent in 1939, as indicated in table XTII. Since 1929
the wage earners in these 33 industrial areas can be further
divided into those employed in the central cities of these
areas and in their satellite areas. In 1929 the central cities
employed 35.1 percent of all the wage earners in manufactur-
ing; by 1939 this proportion had fallen to 31.9 percent.
The proportion of wage earners in the remainder of the 33
major industrial areas, on the other hand, rose from 21.1
percent in 1929 to 22.8 percent in 1939. This may not
appear to be a large increase in wage earners in the satellite
areas; but when considered in conjunction with the decline
in the proportion of wage earners in the central cities, it
clearly indicates & changing distribution in the place of
employment of their industrial workers. There can be little
doubt that this shift of manufacturing to the satellite areas
has had an influence on the place of residence of the workers,
although there are no statistics measuring the extent to
which workers have followed the factories into the suburbs.
The relatively rapid growth of the satellite areas themselves
cannot be regarded as such, for the shift of population to the
satellite areas of & metropolitan district may frequently
consist chiefly of white-co]fa.r workers. Also, the location
of new plants is influenced by the changes in population
distribution themselves. However, there are enough in-
stances of the development of new communities around
plants which have moved from central cities to their satellite
areas to render it clear that in many cases the outward
movement of plants has resulted in a like movement of

workers.

.manufacturing employment.

TapLe XIII.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF MANUFAC-
TURING WAGE EARNERS IN THE UNITED STATES BY
GROUPS OF COUNTIES, AND BETWEEN CENTRAL CITIES
AND SATELLITE AREAS: 1939 AND 1929
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1 National Resources Planning Board, ““Industrial Location and Resouroes,” Washington,

Government Printing Offics, 1943, p. 100,
Under the circumstances it seems only reasonable to look
upon the decline in the actual numbers of wage earners em-
ployed in industry in the central cities of these 33 industrial
areas (from 3,089,000 in 1929 to 2,514,000 in 1939, a decline
of 18.6 percent, while the decline in the Nation as a whole
was only 10.8 percent) as a partial explanation of the rela-
tively slow growth of the large central cities during this
decade (4.4 percent in the central cities of the 58 metro-
politan districts of 1920). The fact that the decline in the
number of wage earners in the satellite portions of the 33
industrial areas (from 1,874,000 to 1,797,000, or a decline
of 4.1 percent) was much smaller proportionuliy than in the
central cities also makes it appear probable that the cen-
trifugal movement of industry was a factor in the much
more rapid population growth in satellite metropolitan
areas (13.6 percent in the satellite areas of these 58 metro-

politan districts) than in the central cities.

But while it seems eminently reasonable to believe that
this slow but steady shift of industry from central cities to
satellite areas is a factor of some importance in the relatively
more rapid growth of population in the satellite areas, yet
we should not overlook the fact that the number of manu-
facturing wage earners declined in most satellite areas
between 1929 and 1939 as well as in the central cities. The
increase in population in most metropolitan districta and
especially in their central cities during this decade must,
therefore, have resulted chiefly from an expansion of non-
The growth of trade and
service industries, and the increasing tendency for retail
stores, service establishments, ete.,, to be located in the
periphery of large cities, are important in this connection.

General economic factors.—The New York metropolitan
district may be divided into the New York and New Jersey
divisions, which had quite different rates of growth in the
decade 1930-40. The New Jersey division grew by only 2.3
percent and in this respect was more like Boston (1.6 per-
cent), Philadelphia (1.4 percent), and Pittsburgh (2.1
percent) than like the New York division, which grew by
9 percent. Moreover, the central cities of the New Jersey
division, like the cities of Boston and Philadelphia, lost
population, while New York City gained 7.6 percent,

17
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The growth of New York City in numbers amounted to
over one-half million (524,549) while that of the satellite
areas in the New York division was only a little over one-
third as much (193,291). The New York division of this
district was the only metropolitan area in the United States
having over 1,000,000 inhabitants in 1930 in which the
satellite territory had & smaller numerical growth than the
central city. Table V shows that while New York City bad
a decline in population within an area having a 2-mile radius
from the center of the city, and in this respect was quite
similar to a number of other large cities, it had a slight gain
in the area bounded by the 2-mile and 4-mile circles which
most of the other large cities did not have. Beyond the
4-mile circle the rate of gain increased with the length of the
radius until in the area within the city but over 10 miles
from the center of the city there was an increase of 190,936,
or 21.1 percent, which is a higher rate of growth than in
the satellite area of the New York division (18.2 percent)
and is almost equal in numbers to the gain in the entire sat-
ellite area (193,291). Clearly New York City and its sat-
ellite area east of the Hudson constitute a unique metro-
politan area in the Northeast and in certain respects in the
country as a whole, so far as population trends during the
1930's are concerned.

The fact that there was a fairly large increase in the New |

York division of its metropolitan district and particularly
in the city itself suggests either that New York City experi-
enced a smaller decline in manufacturing wage earners dur-
ing the decade 1930-40 than the other large cities of the
Northeast or that the services New York City was perform-
ing for the rest of the country were growing so rapidly it
could provide more jobs than these other large cities. On
the first point there is definite evidence. Between 1929 and
1939 the central cities in the 33 major industrial areas of the
United States had a decline of 18.6 percent in the number
of their manufacturing wage earners as already noted.
New York City, on the other hand, bad a decline of only 9
percent, as compared with 23.9 percent in Boston, 20.5 per-
cent in Philadelphia, and 29.1 percent in Pittsburgh. It
would appear, then, that New York City suffered less from
the dechne in manufdcturing wage earners than the other
large cities in that region. The difference is presumably
related to differences in types of manufacturing in New York
and other Northeastern cities. For one thing, it appears
that heavy industries tend to spread to areas near sources
of supply more than light industries, which tend to locate
near markets. Boston, on the other hand, has probably
been affected by the continued dispersion in the shoe industry
and the cotton industry, which has been going on for several
decades.

It also seems likely that as large cities tend to become
commercial and service centers rather than manufacturing
centers New York City has been able to make more satis-
factory adjustments to these changing city functions than
most other large cities in the Northeast. New York, like
Washington, D. C., although in quite different respects,
has increasingly become a national city performing an in-
creasing variety of services in the national economy.

In contrast to what was happening in the New York
division, or in the whole of the New York-New Jersey
metropolitan district for that matter, the Los Angeles
metropolitan district was %rowing much faster in its satellite
areas than in the central city. About 55 percent of its
metropolitan growth between 1930 and 1940 took place in

atellite areas and its absolute satellite growth (324,138)
:vas much larger than that in the New York division
(193,201). In addition the growth of the Los Angeles
metropolitan district as 2 whole was nearly three times as
rapid as that of the New York division. These differences
in pattern of growth are all the more significant in view of
the fact that the city of Los Angeles has an area of 448
square miles, as compared with 299 square miles in New

ork City. Thus in spite of its relatively low density the
majority of people added to the Los Angeles metropolitan
district went outside the city to find a place to live, which is -
in strong contrast with what took place in the New York
division. .

As a result of the operation of these different patterns of
growth over several decades the New York division of the
New York-New Jersey metropolitan district had only 14.4
percent (and the entire district only 27.8 percent) of its
population in satellite areas in 1940, while in the Los Angeles
district this proportion rose to 48.2 percent. A recent
release by the Bureau of the Census (Series P-SC, No. 119,
April. 10, 1946), based on a special census, shows that Los
Angeles city had an increase of 301,410 between April 1,
1940, and January 28, 1946. This is an increase of 20 per-
cent or almost as much as in the 193040 decade (21.5 per-
cent). There is no indication of the relative rate of growth
of Los Angeles city and its satellite area, but a census release
of the same date (Series P-SC, No. 118) for Long Beach,
the largest satellite city in the district, shows that 1t grew
by 46.8 percent in the same period. It seems reasonably
safe to assume, therefore, that the Los Angeles metropolitan
district retained its 1930-40 pattern of much more rapid
growth in satellite areas than in the city. o

In the districts established for some of the older cities such
as Boston and Pittsburgh, where the city boundaries are
determined more largely by geographic conditions and per-
haps by a greater unwillingness of old established suburban:
communities to join the central city, the satellite population
greatly exceeds that of the central cities. In Detroit, the
third metropolitan district of over 1,000,000 in 1930 which
grew fairly rapidly during the decade 1930—40, the pattern
of growth was more like that of Los Angeles than that of
New York. The satellite areas grew at a much faster rate
(22.5 percent) than Detroit (3.5 percent) and they also
claimed over two-thirds of the district’s increase (123,496
out of a total of 178,286). ‘

This brief description of the rates and patterns of growth
in several of the larger metropolitan districts would seem to
lend support to the view tentatively expressed above that
the degree of decentralization within metropolitan districts
d_epen(_fé more largely on the ease of automobile transporta-
tion within the given district rather than on the congestion
of population in that district. Certainly there is a vast dif-
ference between New York on the one hand, and Los Angeles
and Detroit on the other, in the ease with which private cars
can be used within their metropolitan districts. In the
latter, traffic congestion and parking problems, bad as they
are, constitute but a mild deterrent as compared with their
effect in New York. Then, too, New York’s huge size and
its water barriers not only make it a long drive from down-
town to the suburbs but also create bottlenecks which often
delay traffic movements for long periods. There can be .
little doubt that these are important factors in preventing
& higher degree of decentralization in the New York area.



CHAPTER 6
THE DEMOGRAPHIC SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS

The demographic importance of this vast growth in the
larger metropolitan districts lies chiefly in two facts: (a)
That people in modern large cities do not reproduce at a rate
-sufficient to maintain their numbers; and (b) that the physical
structure of such cities is, with few exceptions, ideal for
destruction by A-bombs. For some time we have known
that the native white population ia our large cities was not
reproducing itself, but the full import of this fact for our
future growth as a Nation was obscured by the great influx
into these cities of immigrants who had the reproductive
habits of rural people and by the relatively high rate of
natural increase in our native rural population, which out-
- numbered all other groups combined until about the time
of World WarI. .

The second of these two facts, namely, the vulnerability
of the modern city to attack by aerial bombs, has been fully
realized only since 1940. This matter will not be discussed
here more than to point out that in 1940 more than 40 per-
cent of our population lived in metropolitan districts with
central cities of over 100,000. Angone of these could be
largely destroyed by & single A-bomb, as we now know, and
progba,bly not more than a half dozen would be abie to fune-
tion at all after six or eight such bombs as that dropped at
Hiroshima had fallen on them.

Table 14 shows the standard ratios of children under 5 to
women 15-44 years of age and the replacement indexes for
the white population in those metropolitan districts of 1940
for which age data were available.!

A careful scrutiny of this table shows that very few of the
metropolitan districts of 1940 had a replacement index of
—100 or over (for their white population). Johnstown, Pa., a
relatively small steel city, is the only metropolitan district
in the Northeast which has & replacement index of over 100,
In the North Central States only Flint and Saginaw-Bay
City, in Michigan, had indexes of over 100. They are both
heavy manufacturing centers which have had a large influx
of people from the South. In the South only Huntington-
Ashland reached 100, although San Antonio was only 4 little
short of this figure. The former has had many migrants
from the hills of West Virginia and Kentucky and the latter
has. a large Mexican population. In the West only Salt
Lake City had an index exceeding 100. This city is the
center of the Mormon community. At the other extreme
there are 15 metropolitan districts where the replacement
index is below 70, among which are New York, Washington,
D. C., Cleveland, Chicago, Kansas City, St. Louis, New
Orleans, and San Francisco. There are 22 others where the
index is between 70 and 75, including Los Angeles, Balti-
more, Minneapolis, and Philadelphia. In this connection it
should be remembered that we are dealing here with metro-
politan districts, not cities. This is quite important for, as
will be shown below, the index is always significantly higher
for & metropolitan district than for its central eity.

1 The roplacement index roferrod to here I3 secured by dividing the standardized ratio of
children to women In a given ¢ty or district by thoe ratio of children to wormen in a life table for
the white population of the United States in the years 193041,  An index of 100 means that
there are just coough children to malntsin the present poipulation. A higher index menns
that this population will continue to grow In each generation by the remalnder obtalned by
subtracting 100 from this index. Thus 120—100 leaves 20 and Indicates the ?erccntage by
which, birth rates and death rates remaining as they were at this time, population will in-
eresse in 8 generation. An index below 100 means that there are too few children to maintain
the prescnt numbers. The replacement index has been used here because it is simple to
ealeulate, Furthermore the replacement index and the net reproduction rate are so nearly

alike that they can be used interchangeably.

Columns 3 and 4 in table 14 give the same data for the
nonwhite population, where the metropolitan district had -
over 1,000 nonwhite children under 5 years of ago. The
nonwhites have indexes of over 100 in only three metropolitan
districts and on the whole there is not as much difference
between whites and nonwhites as is generally assumed.

In 1940 only 38.3 percent of our total population was non-
metropolitan rural, using the 140 metropolitan districts of
that year, while 47.8 percent was metropolitan. The non-
metropolitan rural areas would need to have a replacement
index 1n the neighborhood of 130 or 135 to raise the index for
both groups to the maintenance level of 100. That this
estimate of about 130 to 135 as the replacement index needed
for the nonmetropolitan rural population to make the
average for it and the metropolitan population 100 is approxi-
mately correct is also shown by the net reproduction rates
for our white urban and rural pepulations as calculated by
the Bureau of the Census. These are 73.1 for the white
urban population, 114.6 for the white rural-nonfarm popu-
lation, and 157.2 for the white rural-farm population, and
for the tofal white population 95.7.2

Net reproduction rates and replacement indexes for five
metropolitan districts and their central cities and satellite
areas are presented in table XIV, When these rates are
compared we find that in every case the reproduction rate
for the satellite area is significantly higher than that for the
central city, varying from a little less than 10 percentage
points higher in New York and Philadelphia to 13 points in
Chicago, and to 19 or 20 points in Detroit and Los Angeles.
(The use of replacement indexes yields essentially the same
results.) These are substantial differences. It 1s possible,
therefore, that the continued decentralization ofp metro-
politan population may have & significant eflect upon our
future population growth, though of course there is no way
of knowing whether this differential will endure; nor do we
know whether it is due to the selective influence of the satellite
areas in drawing people with families into them or to the
direct effect of such environments on reproduction.

TasLe XIV.—NET REPRODUCTION RATES AND REPLACE-
MENT INDEXES FOR 5 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS:
1940

TOTAL METROFOLI-

TAN DISTRICT BATELLITE AREA

CENTRAL CITY

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT
Net re- | Replace-

produc- ment
tlon ruto | Index

Not re-
produe- | ment
tlonrate | Index

Not re- | Replace-
produe- ment
tion rate | Index

68.4 08.3 85.2 65.2 78.8 78.2
82.7 84.0 76.7 7.0 5.9 08. 5
7.8 n7 62.0 02.1 82.0 82.1
83.7 86,5 61,2 63.0 68.5 70.0
3.8 4.5 70.0 71.4 70.8 80.6

In order to see whether the decentralizing movement within
the city was having any effect upon birth rates, replacement
indexes were prepared for zones bounded by circles at differ-
ent distances from the center of the city (see table 12).
These are the zones that were used in the measurement of

t Bixteonth Cenmus of tha Unitad States: 1940, “Population, Differontial Fertlilty, 1040
and 1010, Standardized Fertllity Rates and Reproduction Rates,” p. 20,
19
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the movement of population to the peripheries of these
cities.
were no more children per 1,000 white women in the outer
zones than in the inner zones, although in some cities the
indexes for the central zones were very low. The higher
birth rates commonly associated with poorer living conditions
seem to balance any tendency for people who live near the

eripheries of cities to have larger families. Indeed, the
Eighest. ratios of children t¢ women are found near the centers
of these cities quite as frequently as near the edges. It is

of some interest that, aside from the extremely low replace-

In general it can be said that within these cities there

ment indexes in the centers of several cities, which is proba-
bly due to the presence of boarding houses and a hig 1:5{)-

ortion of unmarried women, the lowest ratios are generally
ound in the middle zones. There is less reason to believe
that a low proportion of married women 18 an important
cause of low ratios of children in the middle zones than in
the central zone or zomes but there are no data bearing

" directly on this point. It is not until the satellite areas are

reached that there is a clear relation between increasing
distance from the center of the city and a higher replacement
index.



CHAPTER 7
-THE FUTURE GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS

In the United States as a whole.—Will metropolitan dis-
tricts continue to absorb the larger part of any future in-
crease in our population, as they did before 1930? Or does
the decade 1930-40 represent a turning point, so that in the
future we may expect a rate of population growth in metro-
olitan districts no greater than, or even lower than, in the

ation as & whole? Will metropolitan districts continue to
decentralize in the sense in which that term is used here,
namely, to grow more rapidly in their rather thinly settled
satellite areas than in the central cities? Finally, is there
any indication that dispersion, that is, the scattering of
population more widely over the country, as distinguished
from decentralization, is taking place and, if so, how is it
likely to affect metropolitan growth?

Naturally such questions cannot be answered with any
assurance even for metropolitan districts as a whole and
with much less certainty for particular metropoliten districts
and size classes. However, it will be possible to adduce
certain considerations which will be helpful in judging the
general trends in the future.

The best evidence regarding population changes in the
-country as a whole since 1940 comes from a series of civilian
population estimates based on a count of the ration books
1ssued in November 1943. These figures were compiled on

_a county basis, and are thus not altogether comparable with
the data for metropolitan districts. As an approximation to
metropolitan district figures, however, estimates for what
‘were termed “metropolitan counties” were presented.
Metropolitan counties were defined as those counties 50
percent or more of whose population was included in some
metropolitan district. On this basis, figures were presented
for 139 metropolitan counties or ﬁroups of counties, one
metropolitan district (Greensboro, N. C.) not being repre-
sented because it contained less than one-half the population
of the county in which it was located. .

The figures representing the civilian population of these
counties for 1940 and 1943 are given in table 15, and are
gsummarized in table XV, classified by size of metropolitan
district and region. The population, of the entire group of
metropolitan counties increased 2.2 percent between 1940
and 1943, during which period the civilian population of the
entire United States decreased by 3.1 percent. The popu-
lation of metropolitan counties containing districts with
250,000-500,000 inhabitants increased 6.7 percent, while the
increase for counties with districts of 1,000,000 or over was
only 0.1 percent. The population in those counties in the
United States outside the metropolitan group, on the other
hand, decreased 8.5 percent. . o

In the Northeasterllja States the decrease in the total civilian
population was 5.7 percent, and the decrease in the metro-

olitan counties in these States ouly slightly less, 5.1 percent.

o the North Central States the total civilian populatioa
decreased 4.3 percent, and the metropolitan county c{)opula.-
tion increased 1.8 percent. In the South there was a decrease
of 3.4 percent in the total civilian population as com ared
with an increase of 11.6 percent in the civilian population
of the metropolitan counties 1o that region. In the West
the totel civilian population increased 8.5 percent, while the
population of the metropolitan counties increased 16.9

percent, or_almost twice as fast.

Tasre XV.—CIVILIAN POPULATION AND RATE OF
CHANGE, APR. 1, 1940, TO NOV., 1, 1943, IN METROPOLITAN
COUNTIES "CONTAINING 13%¢ METROPOLITAN DIS-
TRICTS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE, AND FOR NONMETRO-
POLITAN COUNTIES, BY REGIONS

[A minuvs sign (—) denotes decrense]

ESTIMATED CIVILIAN
POPULATION Porcent
REQION AND SIZE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT IN 1940 of
{ncrease
Nov. 1, 1843 { Apr. 1, 1040

United States...coeenr—ecceecnvramanaasasnannns 197,307,984 | 181, 320, 104 -11
Countles contalning metropolitan districts.......... 68, 287, 003 66, 775,729 2,2
Under 250,000.. ... 14, 304, 590 13,853, 017 a7
250,000~500,000. . - 11, 132, 620 10,435, 849 a7
500,000~-1,000,000. - oo eisiecmcuctm e ccnccm. B, 208, 254 8,031,701 2.9
1,000,000 and over.... 34, 601, 530 34, 454, 502 0.1
Nonmetropolitan counties, .| 69,010,881 o4, 653, 376 -8, 5
The Northeastern States. _....—.reeererervanannan 93,884,820 | 36,614,411 —47
Countles contalnlng metropolitan districts____...._. 26, 005, 460 28, 411, 767 -5.1
Under 250,000 oo rrreee. 2,717,320 2,801,160 -=3.0
250,000-500,000. «cneeaenv - 3,160, 527 3,302,108 -1
500,000-1,000,000. . . - 2, 737,867 2,883,015 ~5.Q
1,000,000 and' OVCl e 18, 343.782 10,426,388 -5.0
Nonmetropolitan counties.. 0,918,824 7,502, 644 -7.8
The North Contral States_ ... ove e 38, 361, 483 40, 100, 928 -—4.3
Counties contalning metropolitan distriets.. ... 10, 808, 081 19,458, 710 1.8
Under 250,000. 4,103,071 4, 107, 868 =01
260,000-500,000 . - - au o e oo oo . 2, 600, 850 2,510, 401 4.0
500,000-1,000,000. . ccermmracocmccmcereranomecerernn 3, 160, 573 3, 165, 583 0.4
1,000,000 and over....... 2| oass e | 0,504,817 2.5
Nonmetropolitan conntles. .. ecveeemceecevemamacens 18, 5562, 782 20, 642, 200 =10.1
The South 40, 082,778 41, 804, 909 —-3,4
Countles contsining metropolltan distriets.......... 12,85, 238 11, 514, 306 11.9
Under 250,000 .o ceeeusemcccmcccccceenmmmcemme———. §, 835, 710 5,307, 720 8.1
250,000-500,000. . e ceccamrermrmrmvmsnenrn e en 3,450, 378 3,050, 202 13.1
500,000-1,000,000_ .. cccacrereenn P 2, 300, 814 1,003,103 18.4
1,000,000 and over - - 1,207,436 | 1,073,221 12.5
Noumetropolitan counties. . o oooeeecamceeeeceaaanas 27,228,438 20, 000, 056 -9,2
The West.. e ccrmecmcemvevmsmemacananeannn 14,979, 825 13, 808, 803 B.&
Countles containing metropolitan districts..........| 8, 638, 488 7,300,037 10.9
Under 250,000 - 1,617,580 1, 450, 873 1.0
250,000—500,000 1,005, 885 1,572,028 21.3
B500,000-E,000,000. . . —eusessansosnsncnsssnscsnsmnmes|anmcemansncre]amserrocamocaa]onsnnasaan
1,000,000 and OVer... .o ceecasciccacssssacanan 5,115,034 4,301, 136 17.3
Nonmetropolitan counties 8, 340, 837 8,417, 868 -1.2

1 Metropolltan countles were defined as conntles more than 50 percent of whose populatlon
was within a mctral:]}oman district in 1940. The Greensboro, N, C., motropolitan district s
not represented in this serles because this district contained less than 56 percent of tho populn-
tion of Guilford County lo which It was located,

Although many of these changes reflect war conditions,
and the return movement of military persounel and civilian
workers back to their prewar homes will be large, it seems
likely that a large residue of the workers called into metro-
politan districts for war work will remain and that more of
the returning military personnel than came from these
districts will find its way there. The data cited above show-
ing the early 1946 population of Los Angeles and Long Beach
also point to this conclusion. It seems likely, therefore,
that the decade 1940-50 will witness a relatively large
increase in metropolitan Eopu]ation, the cityward movement
being more similar to that which occurred in the decade
1920-30 than to that in the decade 1930-40. A boom in
industry and trade such as many people expect will almost
certainly be favorable to the increass of metropolitan
population. The nonmetropolitan rural population will,
of course, remain about stationary or will decline, depending
on the magnitude of the movement to metropolitan districts.
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There is no evidence which would justify assuming that
the decentralization of metropolitan districts will be less
rapid than in the past two decades. On the contrary new
arterial and express highways are being built in many
metropolitan districts and improvement in the techniques
of building automobiles should cheapen them in relation to
incomes in the course of 2 or 3 years. Then, too, the re-
duction in hours of work and the longer week ends should
encourage living at some distance from one’s work, When
all these matters are taken into account it seems only reason-
able to expect a continued and perhaps an even more rapid
decentralization of metropoliten districts than in the past.

In the four regions.—It would be of great interest to every
metropolitan district if its future growth could be predicted
within a moderate range of error. However, a careful study
of the growth of the individual districts (see table 3) gives
little hope of finding a sound basis for such prediction, nor
does consideration of the wartime growth (1940 to 1943) of
metropolitan counties aid appreciably in the making of such
. predictions. The most that will be attempted here is some
general prediction relating to regions and based on the
trends shown by the data already presented.

During the early part of the war period (that is, 1940 to
1943) the counties in the Northeast in which were located
the metropolitan districts of New York (decrease, 7.1 per-
cent), Boston (decrease, 5.1 percent), and Pittsburgh (de-
crease, 7.8 percent) all lost population, while Philadelphia
(gain, 1.7 percent) a little more than held its own. Else-
where in this region the counties containing the Buffalo
metropolitan district gained 0.4 percent while those of the
Providence district lost 2.5 percent and those of the Scranton-
Wilkes-Barre district lost 21.3 percent.

These details regarding the larger metropolitan districts
of the Northeast are given to show how dependent the growth
of particular metropolitan districts is upon the economic
conditions of the period. The war required products and
economic services different from those of peacetime. New
York, which had made a relatively good adaptation to the
changing economy of the decade 1930—40,-was unable to
adapt itself to the war economy and hence lost population
at a faster rate than any of the larger metropolitan districts
of the Northeast except the anthracite coal region of Scran-
ton-Wilkes-Barre, which had been losing population since
about 1930,

Detroit and Los Angeles may be cited as metropolitan dis-
tricts which had been growing at a rapid rate for some years
and whose counties continued to gain rapidly during the war.

Many examples of even more remarkable growth amon
metropolitan districts during the war might be cited but a
thgr tell us is that a particular area was so located that it
could undertake a special war job to advantage (Norfolk-
Portsmouth-Newport News, Savannah, Mobile, San Fran-
cisco-Osakland, Portland, Oreg., etc.).

. In view of these uncertainties and irregularities in the

growth of particular metropolitan districts it seems that we
must be content to study the trends of regional growth and
the probabilities of economic expansion in regions to secure a
helpful view of probable future growth in metropolitan dis-
tricts. The general conclusion justified by such a study is
that the relatively rapid and steady regional increases in
metropolitan population in the West and South will continue
and that these regions will absorb metropolitan population
at the expense of the Northeastern and North Central States.
It seems likely, however, that the pattern of metropolitan
growth will be somewhat different in these two regions. It
appears more likely to be concentrated in a few large metro-
politan districts in the West than in the South.

In addition to the evidence of population trends alread
given, there is also some evidence regarding economic devel-
opments which seems quite enlightening as one tries to assay
the probabilities of the%uture regional growth of metropolitan

population. “The spread of manufacturing to the West and
to the South has been accelerated during the war, with
important industrial operations being established in most
Southern, central Western, and far Western States . . . Al-
though many of the plants in these three younger manu-
facturing areas are not easily convertible, the great varlety
of raw materials and parts industries which have gone into
these three new areas suggests that they may retain after
the war much of their new importance.” *

Expansion in manufacturing plant—Between July 1940
and May 1944, the War Production Board authorized expend-
itures for manufacturing plant and equipment to the amount
of somewhat over 14 billions of dollars. These were distrib-
uted by regions as shown in table XVI. The table also
shows the distribution of expenditures for plant and equip-
ment in 1939 (the last normal prewar year) as reported in the
census, and the distribution of wage earners in manufacturing
for the years 1939, 1929, and 1919. In order to eliminate as -
much as possible of the wartime expenditure for plants whose
convertibility to peacetime production is extremely doubtful,
all shipbuilding, all ammunition and explosives, end one-half
of aircraft expenditures have been eliminated from the author-
izations referred to above. Admittedly much other expend-
iture for war plants would be omitted and some of that
omitted would be included if an adequate standard of con-
vertibility could be applied in each of the 12 categories of
expenditure used in these tabulations. But it is believed
that even with these shortcomings the percentages iiven here
do not particularly discriminate against any region by unduly
reducing the proportion of authorizations for new plant and
equipment it received during the war.

TasLe XVI.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY REGIONS OF
AUTHORIZATIONS FOR EXPENDITURES ON MANUFAC-
TURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT, JULY 1940, TO MAY
1944; OF SIMILAR ACTUAL EXPENDITURES IN 1939; AND
OF MANUFACTURING WAGE EARNERS IN 1939, 1929,
AND 1919

Value of | Expendi- WAGE EARNERS IN
fatchilitjesd tlu.ref fcn('1 MANUFACTURING
authorize piant an
BEGION Tuly 1040 '} equip-

to meoent, .
May 1044 1 1930 1939 1828 1918

Tnited States. . oeeeeocecccccnanee 100.0 160.0¢ | 100.0 | 100.0| 1to0.0

The Nertheastern States. oo voeeeeae. 25.4 32.9 40.6 41.4 46.4
The North Central States.___. LR 7.4 37.5 32.7 34.1 31.8
The South.. 24,4 . 2.6 20.4 18.9 15.7

- The West... 12.8 8.0 6.3 6.5 6.0

I Excludes ali shipbullding, all ammunition and explosives, and 14 of alreraft expenditures,

It is recognized, moreover, that the distribution of expendi-
ture for plant and equipment in a single year (1939) cannot
be regarded as a norm against which to measure the wartime
departure. Nevertheless, when coupled with the data on
the regional distribution of wage earners it seems that the
differences between the regional distributions of these two
types of expenditures may have some significance.

Wage earners in manufacturing.——The trend in the
regional distribution of wage earners in manufacturing during
the 20 years between 1919 and 1939 may be in itself a better
measure of the regional changes in industrial capacity than
the expenditures for new plant and equipment. But when
both of these measures point in the same direction it would
seem that they ought not to be ignored in searching for an
explanation of the differences in the regional growth of
metropoliten districts and in trying to get a useful view
of probable future changes.

In 1939 the Northeast had 40.6 percent of the Nation’s
manufacturing wage earners. It had 41.4 percent in 1929

1 McLaughlin, Glenn E.: “Tndustrial Expansion and Location,"” The Annals of the Amert-
can Acadetny of Political and Social Science, Vol. 242, p. 27. ' me
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and 46.4 percent in 1319. There can be no reasonable doubt
that the menufacturing industry of the Northeasst did not
hold its own during the interwar period. Moreover, in 1939
the Northeast reported only 32.9 percent of the national
expenditure for new plant and equipment in that year and it
received only 25.4 percent of the wartime authorizations for
plant and equipment between July 1940, and May 1944, after
certain deductions were made, as explained above.

In the North Central States the proportion of the Nation’s
manufacfuring wage earners rose from 31.9 percent in 1919

to 34.1 percent in 1929 and ‘then declined to 32.7 percent in .

1939. In 1939 thisregion claimed 37.5 percent of the expend-
itures for plant and equipment reported to the Bureau of
the Census and it recetved almost the same proportion (37.4
" percent) of the wartime authorizations for plant and equip-
ment. Although its proportion of manufacturing wage
earners declined somewhat between 1929 and 1939 it reported
a proportion of new capital equipment somewhat higher
than it had of wage earners in the latter year, The fact that
a large part of the heavy industry of the Nation, which
requires heavy capital outlay, is located in this region may
account in part for the high proportional expenditures of
new capital,

In the South there has been a slow but steady increase in
the proportion of the Nation’s manufacturing wage earners
since 1919, from 15.7 percent in that year to 18 percent in
1929 and to 20.4 percent in 1939. In 1939 this region
received only a little more than this proportion of new-plant
and equipment (21.6 percent) and during the war years it
roceived 24.4 percent, a significant increase in proportion
when it is recalled that all expenditures for shipbuilding and
ammunition and explosives and half of those for aircraft have
been deducted. It would appear that the South did gain
proportionally as compared with both the Northeast and the
North Central States in new manufacturing facilities
developed during the war, .

The West gained slightly in its proportion of manufactur-
ing wage earners between 1919 (6 percent) and 1929 (6.5
percent) and then did not quite hold its own between 1929
and 1939 (6.3 percent). In 1939, however, it received 8
percent of the reported expenditures for new plant and
equipment and during the war period, 12,8 percent. There
can be little doubt that manufacturing facilities were increas-
ing fairly rapidly in the West before the war and that the
war greatly enhanced the rate of increase.

When these trends are compared with trends in metro-
politan population growth there seems to be a fairly close
relationship. Between 1920 and 1930 there was & rapid
increase in metropolitan population.. In the 97 metropolitan
districts the slowest growth was in the Northeast (20.1
percent). In the North Central States (31.9 percent) and
the South (32.5 percent) it was over one-half higher than in
the Northeast, and in the West (57.9 percent) it was nearly
three times as high. The Northeast was the only region in
which the proportion of the Nation’s manufacturing wage
earners declined during this decade. ] o

In the decade 1930—40 the Northeast again lost in its
proportion of manufacturing wage earners, though only
slightly, and the North Central States now showed a similar
loss. The South kept on %ai,lmmg proportionally, about as
in the preceding decade, while the West lost at about the
same rate as the Northeast. In this decade the rate of
metropolitan growth (in the 97 metropolitan districts of the
previous decade) in both the Northeast (4.2 percent) and
the North Central States (4.8 percent) fell well below that
of the Nation (7.2 percent). In the South (18 percent)
and the West (17.6 percent), on the other hand, although
the rate was far below what it had been, especially in the
West, it was still over twice the national rate. Metropolitan
growth in the South remained more nearly at the level of
previous decades than in any other part of the country.

The continued increase in the proportion of the wage earners
in the South would seem to accord well with the relatively
high metropolitan increase in this region during the last
decade. In the West, climatic factors have long played a
much larger part in population increase than elsewhere in
the country and apparently have continued to do so, but
the relatively large expenditures for plant and equipment in
1939 and during the war should not be ignored as factors
likely to influence metropolitan growth during the next
few years.

It is not suggested that the expansion of peacetime indus-
try will be determined by the pattern of wartime authoriza-
tions or even by the prewar trend in proportions of manufac-
turing wage earners but the conclusion that the South and
West now have considerably larger manufacturing facilities
in comparison with the Northeast and the North Central
States than they had in 1939 seems fully justified. More-
over, there seems no reasonable doubt that there hias been a
trend in the distribution of industry toward a proportional
increase in manufacturing in these regions. It seems not
unlikely, therefore, that in a period when new building is
difficult and expensive and when new machine tools are
hard to get the South and West may draw some industry
beyond what might be considered their normal increment,
just because they now have the facilities for such expansion.

In addition to the ralative increase in plant and equipment
in these regions it also seems highly probable that large war
profits and the rapid amortization of wartime capital ex-
penditures have resulted in making relatively more local
capital available in these regions than has been available
in the past. Finally, it seems reasonably certain that thoy
now have a much larger supply of labor trained in the
use of modern machinery than they had possessed hereto-
fore. In view of these new conditions the statement of
Dr. McLaughlin quoted above to the effect that, these regions
are likely to expand their manufacturing even more rapidly
in the postwar years than in the prewar years seecms highly
plausible, There is, of course, nothing inevitable in this

-southward and westward movement of industry. Ieople

go where jobs are to be found. They move from areas where
it is relatively hard to make a living to areas where they
believe they can do better. If the South and the West are
able to take advantage of the conditions noted above which
seem to favor their more rapid industrial development we
may witness a rather rapid growth of metropolitan popula-
tion in these regions, ) )
Sources of new labor supply—Thera is also & basic demo-
graphic fact which should not be overlooked in this connec-
tion. It has been shown above that only a very few of the
metropolitan districts for which age data are available had
enough children in 1940 to maintain their numbers if they
were deprived of in-migrants for several years and if there
were no increase in birth rates. This means that the growth
of metropolitan districts depends almost wholly upon their
ability to attract in-migrants. As long as there was a large
and fairly steady stream of immigrants from abroad which
went to the northern cities and as long as there was still a
relatively large rural populsation in these regions which was
not needed on the farms, as the mechanization of agriculture
took place, and which also had a relatively high natural
increase, the metropolitan districts of the Northeastern and
North Central States had a labor supply ample to the needs
of a very rapid industrial expansion. ith the diminution
of foreign immigration, the decline in the rrOporglon of rural
population, and the reduction in the birth rate in the rural
opulation as well as in the urban, the older industrial regions
gecame more dependent on attracting native laborers from
rural areas at a greater and greater distance.
Migration is relatively easy in the United States and except
for a few attempts by certain States during the depression
to exclude migrants who might become public charges there-
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have never been any legal bars against ‘“free’” movement
from State to State and region to region. But it must be
recognized that in spite of this lack of legal barriers the
migration of workers from place to place is never. entirely
free. There are many factors which make the movement of
labor sluggish even when this movement is only from a rural
community to & nearby city and the sluggishness increases
as distance increases because of intervening opportunities,
because of the many personal factors which make people
reluctant to go to strange places where they must live among
people with strange habits and because of the increasing
economic difficulties involved in making long moves and
great changes in type of occupation.

This imperfect mobility of the labor force gives a certain
advantage, so far as population growth is concerned, to the
area in which there is & natural increase in population, as
compared with one which is dependent chiefly on migration
for the increase of its workers, particularly if the latter is
at a distance from the sources of migrants and also has &
climate which is quite different from that to which the
possible migrants are accustomed. (The resulting “ad-
vantage,” of course, is not an advantage from the stand-
point of the economic welfare of the people in an area of
growing labor supply, unless it makes possible a higher per
capita product.) For this reason the South, which has the
largest natural increase of any part of the country, now
has an increasing advantage in its natural population
growth over other regions, so far as the potential incresse
of its metropolitan population through migration from the
surrounding rural areas is concerned, and will probably
have still more in the next decade or two as the decline in
the birth rate following World War I reduces proportionally
the native labor supply of the northern regions, Whether
in the long run this advantage in the increase of the
native labor supply will be great enough to overcome

the disadvantages of inadequate capital, untrained labor,

unfavorable freight rates, and the semimonopolistic control
exercised by certain industries already well established
elsewhere, is impossible to say. It would seem that these
inertias are, as a whole, losing some of their force as time
passes. Certainly the facts given above should not be
ignored when trying to assess the probable regional develop-
ment of American industry in the next decade or two.

Differential expansion.—It should be said again that the
development of trade and service industries in our larger
metropolitan districts has probably accounted for much of
their population growth in the past decade and this may
become even more important in the future. As noted in
chapter 6, not only the larger cities but also some of the
larger metropolitan districts are slowly but rather steadily
losing their industrial preeminence to peripheral areas. The
larger metropolitan districts are more and more becoming
trade and service centers and centers of financial and indus-
trial control in an increasingly complex economic system.
How long this can continue no one can say but that this
development accounts for a significant part of our metro-
politan growth during the last three or four decades no one
can doubt.

If there should be a gradual increase in the proportion of
our nationa] metropolitan population in the South and West,
will their metropolitan populations tend to aggregate in the
larger metropolitan districts, as they have in the North-
eastern and North Central States, and will their pattern of
decentralization be the same? Again one can only speak
in terms of probabilities not certamnties.

It bas been noted in chapter 3 that the development of
metropolitan districts in the South has taken a somewhat
different form in both of these respects than in other parts

of the country. ~Baltimore and Washington, D. C., are the

only two metropolitan districts in the South having more than .
500,000 inhabitants in 1930. New Orleans and Houstor

passed into this class between 1930_&nd 1940. Since Balt;—

more and Washington are not distinetly southern cities, it

appears that the metropoliten population of the South has

not tended to congregate in a few large places to anything

like the same extent as in the remainder of the country. In:
1940 the South had 49 of the 140 metropolitan districts —

5 more than the North Central States, which had the next

highest number. These differerices between the South and

other regions in size and number of metropolitan districts

suggest the possibility that the further development of in-

dustry in the South may be accompanied by its dispersion-
into more relatively small communities than has been the

case in the other regions. - .

Dispersion of industry.—Table XVII, which shows the

change in manufacturing wage earners in certain groups of
counties between 1919 and 1939 and the proportion of ex-
penditures for new plant and equipment in 1939 in these same
groups of counties, has been prepared to show whether there
18 any discernible trend towards the dispersion of industri
which might be expected in due time to influence the growt
of metropolitan districts. The grouping of counties used
here is that adopted by the authors of ‘“Migration and
Economic Opportunity.”? The new data available here are
those which appeared in the reports of the 1939 Census of
Manufactures supplemented by a special tabulation of the
expenditures for plant and equipment, by counties, made for
thisreport. The counties containing the 33 major industrial
cities show a steady decline in their proportion of the Na-
tion’s manufacturing wage earners from 1919 to 1939. Fur-
thermore their share of expenditures for plant and equipment
in 1939 was substantially less (5.4 percent) than their pro-
portion of wage earners in that year. The figures for the total
of all counties in the 33 major industrial areas also show a
substantial decline in the proportion of wage earners, but the
proportion of expenditures for new plant and equipment in
them in 1939 was only 1.6 percent below their proportion of
wage earners. In the group of counties having cities of over
100,000, but not in the 33 major industrial areas, there was a
slight increase (0.7 percent) in the proportion of wage earners
between 1919 and 1929 and then a very small decline (0.4
percent) by 1939. Their proportion of the expenditures for
new plant and equipment in 1939 was but slightly above—
9.1 percent as compared to 8.2 percent—their proportion of
wage earners, -
. In the group of counties designated ‘“other important
industrial counties” the proportion of the Nation’s manu-
facturing wage earners increased steadily but slowly from
8.4 percent in 1919 to 9.6 percent in 1939. In this last year
they received only 8.8 percent of the expenditures for plant
and equipment. In the remainder of the counties of the
Umited States, which may be called minor industrial counties,
there was a slow but steady increase in wage earners from
25.6 percent in 1919 to 27.5 percent in 1939. This group of
counties reported 29.1 percent of the expenditures for plant
and equipment in the latter year. .

The conclusion would appear justified that there is a
slightly dispersive movement of industry away from the
major industrial areas and toward those of lesser importance
when the country is considered as a whole. Howaever, when
regions are considered there appear to be significant differ-
ences. (See table XVIL.) Within the Northeastern and
North Central States, the percent distribution of manufae-
turing wage earners among the different groups of counties

? Goodrichk, Carter and Others. ““Migration and Economie Opportunit "
University of Pennsylvania Press, 1935, appendix ©, table 76, pp, '?&-701. v" Philadelphie,
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did not change appreciably between 1919 and 1939, although
the proportion of these regions’ expenditures for plant and
equipment in 1939 that was reported by the counties con-
taining the major industrial cities was somewhat smaller
than the proportion of wage ecarnmers in those counties.
Thus there seems to have been at most only a mild measure
of dispersion in the industry of the North.

TapLe XVII.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION. BY GROUPS OF.

COUNTIES OF EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING
PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939 AND OF MANUFAC-
TURING WAGE EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, BY
REGIONS :

MANUFACTURING WAGE

Expendlitures EARNERS

for plant and

BREGION AND COUNTY GROUP equi%g;enh

1859 1829 1019

United States. oo oo 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Countles containing major industrial cities.,
Counties outside 33 major industrial areas:
Countles containing cities of 100,000 or more.
Other important industrial counties....._..
Remaining counties. o cceeeeemamnmamemanaan

The Northeastern States. ... ccccaaoooo
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The South. 1

" Countfes In major ipdustrial areas:
Total

L1371 W, . 5.1
Counties containing major industrial cities. 1.8
Counties outside major industrial areas:
Counties containing citley of 100,000 or more. 21.6
Qther important industrial counties....._... 14.0
Remaining counties 59.3

-~ The West. i 100.0

Counties In major Industrial areas:
Total.___.. . J— . &1,
Countics containing mafor industrial cities. 44,
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Since only 2 of the 33 major industrial areas, namely,
Baltimore and Wheeling, are in the South, the figures for
major industrial areas are not of much significance for this
region. Their proportion of regional expenditures for plant
and equipment in 1939 was far below that of their wage
earners. In the South, the group “other important industrial
counties” (outside of the major industrial areas and not

containing cities of 100,000 or more) is the only one in which
the proportion of the region's wage earners showed a sub-
stantial increase between 1919 and 1939, rising from 8.6 to
12.5 percent of the regional total. In this group of counties,
as well as in the counties containing cities of 100,000 or more
outside major industrial areas, the proportion of the region’s
expenditures for plant and equipment in 1939 exceeded the

roportion of wage earners, a.l&ough the margin was not
arge. Decentralization of industry in the South, therefore,
appears to have been considerable.

In the West the proportion of the region’s wage earners in
the three major industrial areas included in this region, and
also the proportion in the counties containing the major
industrial cities increased sharply between 1919 and 1939.
Moreover, in the major industrial areas the prO})ortion of the
region’s 1939 expenditures for manufacturing facilities were
significantly in excess of the proportion of wage earners,
Thus in the West there seems to have been a trend toward
increasing centralization of industry in the major industrial
areas, rather than dispersion.

Summary.—The conclusions justified by these data are:
(@) That there was a significant and steedy shift of industry,
as measured by proportions of menufacturing wage earners,
toward the South and a slight shift toward the West over the
20-year period as & whole; and (b) that within the regions
only the South shows a definite tendency to greater dispersal
into relatively small communities.

By way of a general forecast of the trend of metropolitan
growth for the next few years the following statements seem
to be justified:

1. The rapid growth of metropolitan districts, which
was interrupted %y the depression of the 1930’s, seems
likely to be resumed during the next few years.

2. The growth of metropolitan districts will probably
continue to be somewhat more rapid in the South and
féhe West than in the Northeastern and North Central

tates. :

3. In the Northeastern and North Central States the
larger metropolitan districts seem likely to hold their
proportions. both of the total population and of the
metropolitan population. In the West these larger
metropolitan districts seem likely to increase in relative
importance while in the South the smaller metropolitan
districts seem likely to gain relatively.

4. There is nothing in the proportions of expenditures
for plant and equipment which would indicate a probable
shift in the near future from the pattern described in 3.

&. There is no evidence in the data presented here to
indicate in advance probable changes in growth in
particular metropolitan districts. The rate and pattern
of past growth, however, does create a presumption
that such growth is “natural” and will be modified only
slowly as the basic conditions affecting growth change.
Each metropolitan district and each region has its own
distinctive problems, which must be studied closely if
.one would predict with even moderate accuracy its
probable future growth.
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TasLe L.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS IN EACH REGION 1910 TO 1940, WITH INDICATION
) OF GROUP ASSIGNMENT !
[Group I, comprising the districts of 1940, Includes all the districts listed; group II comprises all distrdets in existence in 1939, that Is, those for which figures are given o tha tabla for 1930 as

well as 1940; group IIT comprises those districts for which figures are given for 1920, 1930, and 1940; nnd group Iv, those for which figures are given for 1910 and the 3 later dates. For group
totals and numher of districts in each region, sce table VI]

Popula-

Popula- Popula- Popula- Populn-: Popula- Popula- Popula-
REGION AND METROPOLITAN DISTRICT tion, 1940 | tion, 1830 tion, 1920 | tiom, 1910 REGION AND METROPOLITAN DISTRICT - | tlom, 1640 { tiom, 1830 | tion, 1920 | tion, 1810 -
. (group I) | (group II) | (groupIID) | (group IV) (group I) | (group II) | (group III) | (grouplV)
THE NORTHEASTERN STATES THE RORTH CENTRAL STATES--Con,
Portland, Maine. ... cvvevevececcmmmmcmeee 106, 506 |- - --- || Topeka, Kans. - T
Manchester, N.H......... - LI N O A Wichita, Kans. ; 119,174 I I
Boston, Mass. . ... coreanan .| 2,850.5144 2,307,807 | 1,772,254 1, 520, 470
Fali River-New Bedford, Mass. ... - 272, 648 273,055 274,345 241, §22 Namber of diStricts. - vvmneo—cimreeer] . 44 28 17 14
Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass.. - 334,969 332,028 342,706 307 189
BSpringheld-Holyoke, Mass_...___.. - 364, 623 308, 991 358, 778 [eveneoeaon
‘Worcester, Mass__ ... - 300, 104 305, 203 276, 755 233, 004 THE SOUTH
Providence, R. I __________ - 711, 500 600, , 228 385,872
Bridgeport, Conn. ... _..... - 216, 621 203, 060 1835, 580 127,398 || Wilmington, Del — 188, 974 163, 592 152,302 |avmee e
Hartford-New Britain, Conn..__..__..___. 502, 103 471, 185 o122 19 -1/ P — %B;;;]ﬂi:?grf, MI‘) & - o i %g. g?é g%?. 34; 787,458 658,715
, on, D. O e s 5! 3 367, 869
New Haven, Corn. oo oo oveccccaccmaee 308, 228 203,724 258, 912 208, 151 Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, Va-- 330, 396 273: 33 %ﬁg ........ '.-.-
Waterbury, Conn._______..__.__. - 144, 822 140,575 | e eeee--=a-- || Richmond, V 245, 674 220, 513 194, 890 158,659
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N, Y. . 431, 575 425, 259 377, 185 151 || Roanoke, Va_
Binghamton, N. Y., .o ovvvnnenes . 145, 156 130,005 |oceaoooeoc|oe e Charleston, W. Va
Buffalo-Niagara, N. ¥ __ ... - 857, 719 820,673 002, 847 488, Huntingmn W, Va. -Ashla.nd ) i< A
New York-Northe&stem Now Jersey.- .| 11,600, 520 | 10,901,424 | 7,910,415 6, 474, 568 || Wheeling, W. Va.
Rochester, N, Yoo oo veee - 411, 970 308, 591 20, 248,512 || Asheville, N. O__ (e
Symcuse, N. Yoo ceeevaeeran - , 352 245,015 200, 863 159, 801
Utica-Rome, N. Y _ . ___ . ....... - 197, 128 190,918 | [l Charlotte, N. Co ool -
Atlantie City, N J oo c e meee X 102,024 | |emmmaanaas Durham, N. C_b_ ..........
Qreensboro, N. O, .___ . ...
Trenton, NoJ. o ooooeoeeevnenenens o00,128 | 100,219 [ 102,330 ) ______ Winston-Salem, N. O oooooooooooooomooos
Allent.own-Bc!.hlehom-Enston, Pa.. Charleston, 8, & _ T T
Altoonn, Pa, ool Columbl%s o S S,
Erie, Pa.. -- ——-- Atlonts, Qoo
Harrisburg, Pa. oo Aungusts, Ga.. - o
Johnstown, Pa... Columbus, OB o cccecmccvmmeccmgmmmmm e e |- 1 (— ————
Lancaster, Pa__._ Macon, QB oo emcm e 74, . . cema
Philadelphia, Pa_
Pittsburgh, Pa. Savannah, Qa._ - - 117, 970 105,431 || e
Reading, Po.ecee oo Jacksonville, Fla. .- 195,619 148, 713 |icemeememman oo ceeee
Seranton-Wilkes-Batre, Pa_ . .vveveveneennn Miaml, Flo_ o cevreeccenen N 3 132,180 -
York, Pa 'Il:oanzpai-ﬁt lléetersburg ﬁ. 28% 60.010 | .. |
uisville, PR y ] 31 286, 158
Number of districts. ... v emmmememanm—. a2 20 10 15 %attnfllloog%y‘l‘enn %g%, gég }gg. %g ...... ?'jf? _____________
oxvlille, Tenn_____ . . -
THE NORTH CENTRAL STATES Memphis, Tenn 332, 477 276,128 214, 169 169, 474
Akron, Ohto Mo,705 | e8| 285113 ‘ﬁ?.f?t'.}“ﬁ' Tenflif ora | ST ooz et
y OO : A Bk I I, AL, - s
Canton, Ohio. 200,352 [ 101,21 | AU ghatt, LT | 26,772
Cincinnatf, Ohio. .. ereeeccemennamneeen 789, 300 759, 464 606, 563,804 || Mobile, Ala__.__... . 114, 906
Cleveland, Ohio e eerceeevenecmnarae 1,214,043 | 1,194,080 925, 720 613, 270 Monzgomery, F 8 , 607
Columbus, Ohio. — 305, 796 340, 400 ) 199, 146 || Jacksol . 88,
Dayton, Ohio___ .. - 1,513 251,928 189, 360 145,121 Little Rock Ak o 126, 724
Hamilton—Midd]etown. Obloo e 112, 686 - New Orleans - 540, 030
Bpringfleld, Ohio 72T I N I Shrevcport S qd mnzes
Toledo, Ohio 341, 663 346, 530 263,717 180,375 || Oklahoma Cit.y, L0 )4 . 220
Youngstown, Ohioe i cecaaaaes 372,428 283,521 |eeocmeaaaaan Tulsa, Okla._ - - 188, 562
Amarillo, Tex..aeeu oo ooz 53,
Evansville, Ind. J wmee| 1miso| Austin, T )
LT S —— T I u— ustln, Tex : 106,195
ianapolis, In \ 17, 339, 105 237,783 || Beaumont-Port Arthur, Tex...... e m———
South Bend, Ind 17,022 | 146,500 : Corpus Christ, Tex.ow . erorreo e R -
Terre Haute, Ind 83.870 [ oceee . ____[22TT7 Dallas, Tex. 376, 548 |7 300,858
%I;:;i;ﬁ(;, ]I'.]ll-_ 4, {gg. 126 | 4,364,756 | 3,178,024 2,446,921 %l l;s%o. T;x;f‘_-.. 115, 801 118, 461 I PR -
¥ - 1 [, ) I, ort Worth, TeX. e ee e en A
FPeoria, 11 _ 162, 565 144, 732 Ga.lvesr,o:f Wox 1 o e 174, 678 120,74 fovemeea -
Rockford, 1. --| 106,259 i IR I Heuston, ’I‘e:...- avan 082
Springgeld, Hi.. 9, 484 San Antonle, Tex_-_ "~ !
?ﬁgmiiﬁ{ﬂ& ___________________________ 80, 10X _cee.o. . 71,114 I
t. ¢ I e ' -
Gram'i Rapids, ioh ‘ Numper of distriets. ....c........ mess 40 29 15 9
Kalamazoo, Mich ' o
Lansing, Mlch _________ THE WEST -
5 &gmaw— Wy City, Mi
Milaion, Wis-2- , Denvar, Odlo..........-.- 32| 80761 | oe22| 219,314
Racine-Kenosha, Wis 133,463 . Phoenfx, Az, s S
Dulutb, Minn.-Supetior, Wis 157,008 155,390 8alt Lake City, Utab. ...oooomme oo O N BT N BT
Seattle, Wash________ | 452639 490, 663 Faen |77 50 50
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. oo _o_..___ o077 | sazzs8 | 620,218 ' g 367,950 29, 269
Cedue Kapids Towa. o] AN iy : T s —— ool | L[ TeBel 190
avenport, Iowa-. and-Mo ml... 4,095 154,481 |oooeeooee o leca o200 o 7" | Portland, Oreg. oo wnang | Age s |Tommnntnoac|reemenanmna
Ees M&Inesilowa. ! 183,973 ) 139,907 mm& ,Sm" """"""""""" 4%’ 408 378, 728 299, 882 215,048
t ''''''' IR [wmmwascr et |lemssercnc e |ssvmsacaamns
Watarloo fowa, 27> s O — - Los Angeles, Galif 2,904,606 | 2,318,520 | 270,008 35,28
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans,.... 634,003 188 | 4,36 acram
St. Joseph, Mo 1Y Wt Wl ol 0 -~ 120,905 -
- Lou s 1,293,518 9 2177777828733 || San Francisea.Oakin 020 | |ememe e am
sp,mgﬂefd’ oo B | 29%b16 | 962,01 San }’Js%?cclseo-amgakhn__ 1,200,094 | 86 477 888, 873
Btockton, Calil.....ue-- ! .
Lincoln, Nebro o oooeeeseeeeiesvnnees 88,191 [Lemee_ .. ’ N
Omaha, Nebr «Council Blufls, Iows. ae____ f 273,851 238, 083 102,045 Number of districts.__ 11 7 []

26
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TasLe 2.—POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE:
191040
1940 1630 1920 1510
h
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT
P Areain | Population Areain | Population Areain | Population Area [n Population
opulation| square | per square | Population| square | per square | Population| squnre | per square | Population| square | per squato
iniles mile miles mile miles mile miloa miio
Akron, Ohio____..._...... T, 348, 705 253.3 1,380. 6 3486, 681 242. 78 1,428.0 £as5, 113 178.0
In central elty___..... 244, 701 83.7 4,558. 5 255, (40 37. 60 8, 783.0 208, 435 22,7
Outside central city 104, 914 199.6 525.0 91,641 205. 18 446. 0 70.078 155. 8
Albany-Scheneqtacly-Troy. K.Y ... 431, 575 483.5 g1l 425,259 472. 45 900.1 377, 188 472. 4
In central eities oo oeameen 288, 430 38.5 7,401.7 205, 867 38, 54 7,070.9 274,080 3.6
Albany. e 130, 577 10.0 8,872 6 127,412 18. 87 8: 752.1 113: 344 18: 9
2 — miml b ogmil el ownlowmsl osm)
OQutside central citfes.._________.-| 143 145 425.0 a30.8 | 129,382 433,01 "28.2| 103106 433.9
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa_.____ 325, 142 340.8 554.8 322,172 834, 53 £83.1
In central cities 188, 983 36.8 §,135.4 184, 923 32,13 5,765.6 |-
Allentown. - 946, 904 15.7 6,172.2 92, 563 11.41 8 112.4
Bethlehem - 58, 400 17.5 3,342.3 57,802 17.40 33157 |0
Easton._..___. - 33, 589 3.8 9,330.3 34,468 3.20 10: 573.0 |.
Outside central citles. ... __.______ 136, 169 303.8 448.2 137, 249 302.40 453.9
Altoona, Pa........ . 114,084 133.5 .8 114,232
In central cit, - - 80, 214 9.0 3 82,0
Outside central city - 33,880 124.5
Amarillo, Tex_..._... - 53, 483 8.4
In central city. 51, 688 16.4
Qutside central city__ 1,777 17.0
Asheville, N.C 76,324 134.0
In central city b1, 310 14.6
Cutside central elty oo 25,014 119. 5 .|
442,994 207. 8 1,717.8 370. 920 221.41 1,8768.0 249, 228 133.2 1871.1 188, 236 139.2 1,300.7
302, 248 347 8,711.5 270, 368 M7 7,774 200, G1¢ 26,2 7,657.1 154, 830 20,2 b, 000. %
140, 006 222.8 628. 4 100, 554 186, 52 538, 1 48,810 107.0 454.3 30, 360 107.0 2684, 1
Atlantic City, N. ¥ 100, 098 6.2 1,78L.1 102, 024 52.77
In contral city.—...... {4, 004 11,6 5, 573.4 60, 198 11, 50
Outside central city 36,002 4.7 805.4 35,826 41,27
Augusta, Ga._ S 87, 809 187.2 |*°
In central eity________ 65,919 0.8
Outside central city 21, 890 177.4
Austin, Tex. 108, 183 706.2
87, 930 25.1
; 18,263 650.1
g ———— vl mas | owgl pet| mow| me) g
Outside central city.. 187, 502 984 , 3056 ‘7.3 100,230 258, 4 "387.9
Beaumont-Port Arthur, Tex...oooo... 138, 808 235.9 g
In central cities.—_.___. v 105, 201 10.8 .
Beaumont. . - 59, 061 10.4 .
Port Arthur___.__ — 46, 140 9.4 008. 6
Outside central cities . ____.____. 33, 407 216.1 154.6
Binghamton, N. Y. ____._. 145, 156 152.9 793. 9
In central city..... 78,300 10.0 , 830, 9
QOutside central city.. 66, 847 172.9 380.0 3
- Birmingham, Ala__ . 407, 851 347.0 1,170.3 882, 792 807, 88 1,243.4 248, T2 a9 866.4 208, 068 807.9 876.8
In congral city_____ 7, 583 50.2 5,330.3 250, 678 50, 26 b5, 100.7 178, 806 50.3 3,554.8 132, 685 60.3 2,037.9
Cutslde central city 140, 268 207.4 47108 123,114 257.60 477.9 87, 066 257.6 3415 75,331 257.0 22,6
Boston, Mass__.... 2,950, 14 1,082.8 2,212,7| 2,307,887 1,022.80 2,2%.9 1 1,772, 2M 570.4 3,107.0 | 1,520,470 §24.9 2 p‘B& 7
In central city.... - 770,816 46, 1 16,720, 5 781,188 43. 90 17,764.7 748, 060 43. 5 17,106.8 070, I8% 4.1 16,315.9
Outsido contral city. o oocearaea-. 1, 679, 608 1,016.2 1,6564.5 | 1,528,709 978. 70 1,560.0 ] 1,024,184 520.9 1,1H3.8 , 463.8 1,706.7
Bridgeport, ConN__cceveeccececevmman 218, 821 17L6 1,263.1 203, 989 149. 38 1,204.8 185, 580 169.3 1,096, 2 127, 398 180.3 782, 8
In contral city. 147,121 4.6 10,076, 8 144, 718 1464 10,021.6 143, 555 14.0 9,835 102,04 14.6 0,900.0
Outside central city. 69, 500 156. 9 443.0 57, 253 154, 069 370.1 3 1647 2787 25,344 1.7 103.8
Buffalo-Niagara, N. ¥ __ocoemmcanna. 857, 710 473.4 1,81L8 820, 573 459. 85 1,778.3 602, 847 218.8 2,756.2 488, 881 206, 9 2,619
In central cities.__ - 653, 930 52.1 12, 551.4 648, 530 5L 67 12, 576.8 506,775 38.9 13,027.6 423,715 .7 10,948, 7
gti)ﬂnlo__ﬁ_ h_-- - B;g, ggé ?g ; lg. ?}g g bgg. %g ?525 g?' lg, ;:%g 500,775 34.9 13, 027.6 423,715 8.7 10, 48,7
agara Falls._____ - s s g y s R ) B L D Tt R L e L] EEL e el Femia4
PRt e e — 203,780 421.3 4837 17Zm7 407.28 4224 90,072 170.6 5340 B4, 040 i68.2 3801
Conten, Ohio. oo e maccimmmmm s 200, 352 U457 815, 4 101,241
lmIn central city —— 108,401 13.9 7,708, 6 104, 906
Outsido central elb¥ .- —eccacaaaa . 01,951 218 306.7 86,325
Cedar Rapida, Towa_ oL 79,218 230.0 908, 4
In contral Gity....... 62,120 27.1 2,923
Qutside contral city. 11, 09 21L.8 52.4
Charleston, S. O v r——— 88, m 143.3 838.8
In central ity 71,275 4.5 16,8389
Qutside central city_-_. 27,436 138.8 97.7
Charleston, W. Va...... 136, 332 281. 8 4841
In central ¢ity. ... 67, 014 7.7 8,820.0
Qutside central ¢ity. 68,418 273.9 240.8
Charlotte, N. C 112, 086 47.0 2,404, 0
T8 Contral GlY oo e emonn 100, 899 3| s2zne
Outside central ety 12,087 2.7 436, 4
- 183, 216 531.8 363.3 168, 589
Gh"l‘ﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁr&'{; ..................... 128,163 o7.4 | 4677.5| 119,798
Qutside contral City. —ccemamvea-aen 65,052 504.4 129.0 48,781
28 184.2 8,700.3 | 4,364,785 1,110.2% 4,898.6| 8,176,024 798.7 $32.71 2,446,821 39,2 3,828, 1
cm?ﬂbﬁ%ﬁfeity _ g‘ ggg zlws 1’206.7 18.433.5 | 3,370,438 201,90 | 16,723.3 | 2,701,705 102.8 1,013.0| 2, 185,24 185.1 11, 806, 0
Outslde contral SIE7—-oommmommemoct L 102,318 or.s | yzn7l ess a7 p17.39 | ‘10773 | Tarrzw b9 1, 638 4541 576.2

T70423—48——3



28 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940
TasLE 2.—POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE-

1910-40—Continued y
1940 ° i 1030 1620 1810
. - L d
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Areain | Population Areain | Population Areain | Population Areain | Population
Population squars per square | Population square per squareg | Population| sguare per square| Population| square per square
miles mile miles mile miles mile miles mile

Cincinnati, Obio. - oo 789, 309 521.9 1,612.4 789, 464 519. 59 1,467 606, 850 3312 1,882.3 569, 504 174.6 9,928.1
In central city 455,610 724 |  6203.0] 451,160 71.41 63170 | 400,247 71.1 5,643.4 363, 591 49.8 7,3010
Qutside central ety oemeememaneaen 333, 690 440,56 742.4 308, 304 448, 15 687.9 205, 603 2601 740.5 200, 213 1248 1,604.3

Cleveland, Okio 1,914,943 "336.2 3,613.8 | 1,104,089 310.90 | 83,8523 925, 720 232, 6 3,9790.9 613,270 1612 3,804.4
In central City.. - . cenoeisomanes 878,336 73.1| 12055) 600,429 70.76 | 12,725.1 706, 841 56.4 | 14,128.4 560, 663 45.6 12, 205.2
Outside central eity-_... ... 336, 607, 263.1 1,270.4 204, 500 230, 4 1,230,2 128,870 178.2 73L4 52,607 15,8 456.1

Columbia, S. C 89, 555 123.2 720.9 J-

In rentral city._____. 62, 306 8.8 | 70905 | o tTIITIITTTIIIIITITION I : - -
Outside central city_ 27,150 114.4 237.4 .- - O O R,

Columbus, Ga_____ ~ 8L, 478 185.5 4885 -

In central city..... 53,230 6.3 8,457.1 - -
Qutside central city_ 39, 198 179.2 218.7 - [

Columbus, Ohio 385, 798 219. 8 1,684.2 340, 400 219.17 1,558.1 280, 338 126.1 9,084.5 109, 148 126.1 1,670.3
In central eity ..o ___ ) 39.0 7,848 4 ) 38, 46 7, 555.0 237,031 22.6 | 10,488.1 181, 511 2.6 8,031.5
Outside central city. 59,700 180.8 3302 49,536 180. 71 275.8 23,307 103.5 225.2 17,635 103.5 170.4

Corpus Christi, Tex........ 70, 677 205.7 230.0 |.. .
Incentralclty . _____ 57,301 9.3 6,161.4 .

Outside central Cit¥eeecaaicanane-a- 13,376 236. 4 48.7 1 .. .

Dallas, Tox o o eueeecmenemineeocasnnan 376, 548 549, 8 884§ 302, 858 504. 42 615.9 196, 585 504, 4 7.7 |- —
in'central eity. ... 294,734 40.6 | 7,250.5 260, 475 4.78 | 6 234.4 158, 676 41.8| 38,8033
Outside central city. 81, 814 500.2 160. 7 49, 183 462.64 106.3 26, 589 462.6 79.1 -

Davenport, Iowa-Rock Island-Moline,

1 IR 174, 995 120.2 1,354 5 154,401 126, 56 1,290.8 -
In central eities. ... 143, 422 3.1 4,205.9 60, 751 18.07 3,362.0 - - —
Davenport, IoWa. oo emcceeeceem 66,039 18.1 3,648.6 60, 751 18.07 3,362.0 —
Rock Island, I0___ ...~ 42,775 9.1 4,700, 5 . B I - -
Moiine, 111 34, 608 6.0 50157 R M : Y -
Outside central citles .o 31,573 05.1 a32.0 93, 740 108. 48 864.1 | ..

Dagton, Ohis 271, 513 194.8 | "1,3%98.8 251, 628 180.12 1,308,7 189, 360 180.1 1,051. 4 145,121 180.1 805. 8
T 210, 718 2.7 881|009 18.13] 1L085.6| 152,55 151 84287 1667 18.1 6,440.7
Outside cantral City. .on-.-.nnoomn 1 171. 1 356.3 50, 946 161.99 346 36, 801 102.0 227.2 28, 544 162.0 176.2

Decatur, a5, Téd b 8,301 4 A, ——
In contral eIty o ieeee 59, 305 8.5 6,242.6 P
Outside central eity_.___- PN 6, 459 18.0 8 - -

Denver, Colo 384,372 3410 1,1e7.2| 330,781 $05.09 1,084.1 264,292 72.2 3,850.7 219, 314 72.1 9,041 8
In central CitY. - —ooooooonean 322 412 579 55684 z7 el 57.95| 49674 256 4m 7.9 4420l 2338 57.8 3,601.7
Outside central City.eaeiciacciaann 61, 160 28.1 218.9 42, 900 47,14 173.6 7,741 14.3 541.3 5, 033 14.3 414.9

Des Moines, Towa 13,073  enoe 875, 2 160, 963 203,07 8 30, 997 , 689.3
In central 159,819 53.8| 2,90.8| 14250 54.00 | z,gg%. 0 iza:«ws 0 29,8420 |LZIITITITIIITI
Outside central city._. 154 150, 4 1644 18, 404 149.07 | 123.5 13, 520 1461 %0.7

Detroit, Mich 2, 205, 867 856.2 2,681.11 9,104 764 746, 52 g10.4 | 1,165 153 273.8 255, 5 500, 052 150.9 $,820.0
In central city._._.__ 1,023, 452 137.9 | 11,772.7 | 1,568,662 137.90 1¥: 375.4 , 078 77.9 1;’. 755.8 405, 766 40.8 11, 515.8

. Outside central cit 672 415 18,4 o| 36102 608. 62 880.8 171,476 105.9 875.3 35,216 1101 310,90
Duluth, Minn.-Supérior, Wis_. | 1m0 450.4 842.7 155, 300 443,85 850.8
In central citles__. ... | 3201 88.9 1,377.2 101, 463 62.34 1,627.6 |1
Duluth, Minn... 1 10085 62.3 1,622 101, 463 6234 1,627.6 -
Superior, Wis_____ 35,136 36.8 60,0 . R
Qutside central cities_. .o —voee oo 20,807 368. 6 58.1 53,027 381,31 141.4 - -

Purbam, B. Cone oo €9, 683 106.4 6349
Incentral ety . __._ _— 60, 195 13.3 4,525 9
Qutside central €it¥.oem memeeemen- 9,488 3.1 10L9 .

Bl Pano, TOX oo oooovmememammmreane—s| 115,801 2,1 1,97.7 118, 461 280. 82 7.

Ip central city......... —| 681 1.8 7Tus4| 1024 1Bs&| 7 g& 3 -
Outside central citye oo oeeoeeenn 18, 991 8L5 233.0 16, 040 277.32 *57.8 - .
ie, Pa. . 184,039 88.6 1,514 8 120, 817 80.
in centrai eity._-..-TTTTTTTTIIIT 116, 955 16.2| 72104 115067 1955 ] m——
OQutside central clty.... .. i 7, 72.3 6.3 13, 850 69.75 198, 6 S
Bvansville, Ind. ..o e 141,814 176.8 801.0 128,130 148. 60 888,
In central city........ - . 9.7 10,006.4| 102240 871 n, 7%3.3 B
Outside central elEy ... 167.1 266, 6 20, 881 139. 80 149,
Fall River-New Bedford, Mans_.._.__. 272, 48 5103 a7 | 279 05 812. 50 £73.8 274, 346 3125 87,9
In cantra] cities..- S| 225789 8.0 4208| 2man 561.89 |  4,300.4 24‘1‘2 702 10| 4071|315 o 50 1608
Tl wad) B OGS @] NE) Dmal mesl me) pea) wE) Es) fe
b -—— d o hy - - 3 21,2 ,
Outside central cities,.. 46, 879 257.3 1822 45,184 200, 61 "173.4 3 6*:3 w08 s g: &6 20,0 5003
Flint, Mich . .. .____. {188,054 5| 1,8049| 1o ese . /
In central eity... 151, 543 23| 51| 15649 lg. 3‘; é’ o
Qutsida central city_ 37,011 116.2 | 321.3 23, 447 111.77 "opg g ||
- Fort Wayne, Ind.. oo ooeiveeieauecens 184, 385 11 BAL 4 126, 558 B -
In central city.... .. | 180 17.1 6,924.6 114, 946 li% E; 8, gslusfg
Quiside central eity o.__._.__.._| 15,675 124.0 128.8 11,612 121,30 ' 857
Fort Worth, TeX. .. coeeeeee oo 207, 077 287.3 7989 174, 675 170 80
In central city. ... | Imee2 40.8 |  3,567.5| 163447 40.40 %: gﬁg gt ‘I'a’ : gi&“'s '
Outside central CiYaeenen.neneuans| 30,015 a7.6 126.4 1,128 124,20 §8. 6. 2, 262 124.2 187.3
Fresno, Calif. 97, 504 184.8 -
In central eity . _Z-2227777TTI0TT 60, 635 50| olmsl -
Outside central eity_eeeea—ecece—n- 3,519 1547 238. 0 .
Galveston. Tex 71, 877 130.4 5.7 .
In central eIty .o eeeceeaaas, -— 60, 862 8.1 7,613.8
Outaide central GIty.....o.o.o.o. - 10,815 122.3 85.4




GENERAL TABLES ‘ 29
TanLe 2.—POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE:

1810-40—Continued
1840 1930 i 1620 1910
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT i Areain | Population] Arcain | Population Arcs in | Population Areain ({ Populaetion
Population| square per square | Populstion| square per squaro | Population] square per square | Population| square por 3quare
miles mile miles mile miles - mile ] miios mile
Grand Rapids, Mich_____.____________ 200, 873 142.9 1,468, 7 207,154 138, 85 1,619.8 184, 264 1363 1,191.8 126, 389 138. 3 1.0
In central city....____ , 2.0 7.143.1 108, 552 23.02 7.348.7 137,634 2.0 5,084 1 112,671 23.0 4,804 4
Outsideé central city 45, 581 110.9 380. 2 113. 33 340.3 16,0630 113.3 146.8 15, 692 113,83 138. 8
Greensbore, N. O e 74,050 7.2 LOILS |oeecicuacas]acaccanaanas e . [ S, N —
In central eity..._ _.. 59,319 18.0 T [ . -- J SRS PRSI AP .
Qutside central City- - ecememoeeues 13, 736 5.2 253.4 mmmvmmmmmran|m—————————- o - - . rave
Hamilton-Middletown, Ohio. oo 112, 888 226.2 500.4 |. - e Y SR PR H .
In central cities. BI, 812 me| 680 L .
Hamilton.... 50, 502 6.6 7,605.5 |oocmmee e -[-
Middletown 31, 220 5.3 5,800.6 |-.-—- .-
Outside central cities. 30,874 213.3 1447
Harrisburg, Pa. 178, 367 130.1 1,332, 6 181, 672 120. 52 1, 248.
In central eity....__ 83,893 6.2 13,5311 80, 339 6.19 12,978,
Outside central city. - - 89,474 123.9 722.1 81,333 123.33 659. & -
Hartford-New Britain, Conn_ 502,183 579.6 867.9 471,185 566, 05 833.9 a1, 875
In central cities. 234, 952 31 7.664.7 164,072 15.88 10,332.0 138, (36
Hartford....__ 168, 267 17.4 9, 555. 6 164, 072 1588 { 10,332.0 138, 036
New Britaln.. 3 13.7 5,018.5 }.——_ .
Qutside central citles. 267, 241 547. 5 488.1 307,113 549,17 558, 2 243, 836
Honston, Tex . 510, 987 L0248 498. 3 350, 216 796,20 424 4 171,082
Incentral eity. . ... 384, 514 72,8 5,281.8 292, 352 7L.79 40723 138,276
Outside contral Clt¥ . emeae e 125, 883 £51. 5 132.3 46, 864 7254 64.4 32,780
Huntington, W. Va.-Ashland, Ky____.__ 170, 979 260.0 670.5 163, 387 264.27
In central cities . __._____ ... . 108, 373 20.6 5,260.8 104, 646 2.7
Huntington, W. Va_. - 78, 836 12.8 6,256.8 75,572 16. 27 [1]
Ashland, Ey.___...__ - 20,537 8.0 3, 6021 20,074 7. 50 N
Outside contral cities. .o cueceoeno- 62, 600 234.4 267.1 58, 721 240. 50 244.2
Indianapolis, Ind 406, 367 315.8 1,441 9 417, 686 IL 78 1,3%0.8 339, 105 240. 5 1,410.0 937, 788 9.5 5,468.3
In central Gty ..o eeeeeae 386, 972 53.6 7,219.8 364, 161 54. 16 0,725.0 34, 164 43.8 7, 200.3 243, 650 3.0 7, 060.3
Outside central City—oee oo ... 8, 385 262. 2 260.8 53, 524- 257. 60 207.8 24, 911 196.9 128.5 4,143 10.5 393,06
Jackson, Miss.____ e emmeeemsceaacacoas B8, 003 436.8 1) 3 O IO [T - N - .
In central elity...... . 62, 107 16,1 8,857.8 ) [, 0N PO IS R, "
Outside contral eity_______________ 25,886 420.2 6L6 w——— i IREN FRON R,
Jacksonville, Fla___..__ .. .... 105, 819 242.2 807.7 148, 713 218, 08 082, 0 ———— I
In central ¢ity_ ... . 173, 065 30.2 5,730.6 120, 540 26,38 4,910,9 |- -
QOutside central it Y-eeeeeceecaean. 22,554 212.0 106.4 19,164 181.68 100.0 |-
Johnatown, Pa._ 18], 781 216.7 703.7 147,811 170. 00 820, 6 [ .
Incentral ClbY .o v o emeememeaee 8 5.6 11, 805. 0 66,993 5.45 12,2923 |..
Outside central elty_ oo 85,113 210.1 405.1 80,618 174,45 462.1 o R
Ealamazoo, Mich 17,218 7.3 1,059.4 .
In central city....... 54, 007 8.5 6,364.4 |. . - JR—
Outside central city.. 23,116 6.8 356.7 |.---- .
Kansas City, Mo.-Eansas City, Ea: 834, 003 500. 4 1. %072 608, 188 454. 51 1,838.1 477,354 412.6 1,187.2 840, 448 8.0 3, 518.4
In oelllttyral cltlg. ..... x_ty o 520, 638 77.8| &62.0] 521,603 70.01 | 0,607 | 425 687 43| &smso0| w0 112 gg.g : gzg 5
Kansas City, M 309, 178 58.6 6,819 390, 746 58,55 6,827.4 324,410 8.5 5, 545. 5 248, 381 8.8 4.245.8
Kansas City, Kans 121, 458 19.2 8,325.9 121,857 20. 46 5,955.9 101,177 15.8 6,403. 6 83, o 21. 3 y 257- !
Qutside central cities. 113, 457 4228 288.5 X 375. 50 230.8 51,767 a338.2 183.1 ) ., .
Enoxville, Tenn. ..ceccnnunrenrannmmaaa= 151, 828 200.9 weh Y 135,714 102.83 k(3 N MRy SR A -l-
In cer'nrs.'l 113 - 111, 680 25.4 4,302.9 105, 802 24,40 4,007.7 | |emrmemrerer=|enrcrmnecsasfammanna worna|ramacasererafarasnnsanes -
QOutside central il ¥oeeeeacaraer—- A0, 249 175.5 229, 29,912 166, 23 179.9 - aafemamm PO .
easter, P 152, 027 2340 §8d. 2 129,158 23170 83156 ). [ VIR Spppp——— - -a
L el Yoo 81,345 50| 15725 59, 940 a.27| 183330 R N = R
Outside central ¢ty o oceevennna. 70,082 230.1 307.2 63,207 | . 2R 43 278.7 . - - .-
Lansing, Mich | 110,35 108.1 1,020.8 | e oo :
In %entru] 1] 5. RN 78,753 1.8 6,780.1 | e -
Qutside central eIty oceeeacacnaea. 31,608 06. 5 321, [P F—
Lincoln, Nebr - 88,181 1107 T08.7|. .. a [P I
In central ety ..o ccaecemr - 81,9084 T3 3,373.8 |. ORI P S O [T L e L e
Qutside contral QlbYaeceecamaree- 6,207 86.4 TLB |emaccecmmafeeemnas - sesnlons mefecennensnses
. 126.724 114 0 1,111.8 118, 137 108, 99 1,088.0 1- I .- R .
o B8, 03 ] R w75 | Loole P W :
. Qutside central oltY. e ceareme- 38, 686 9.1 402.5 31,458 9L 24 3448 . [ UL PRSP P, ceceacmmeann
T e, Sl pwm| nzas| ume|asmanl Lgew| peme| | e ) ) el
Outerde centrdl Gty L4030 | 20025 32808| Loso4me| L402| Lode| 302,335 8337 3. 119, 28 6.8 d02.4
isvi 8 950.0 288, 158 221.1 1,204.9
Loularille, R ity 535, 007 WA ednd| srie| Bl smi| Bhar 2] 10402 . L1l o
Qutside central cit; ] 115,331 416.6 276.9 08, 651 427.94 225. 9 83, 3122 268.7 62, 230 ), .
3 ,081.8
ook o, .| 20| Wl puet| wmer| wmm) opues sl el ) W) CRE) G
fn wlfvrv?allf flfes. oo %g% 350 3] 7,860.8 | 100,234 B38| 7Teonz| 112760 134 4140 |  oe, 294 12.4 1;: g}g.#
S —— sl =o| %ael... 6.6 | ImOmTy Ml bkl Wil Ot A
. OutsEi[(?: contral Gitien oommmomon: 102, 505 242.4 422.0 | 46,728 27205 530.3| 135677 72l 93.6 |~ 115, 003 3 { 8
74,830 .4 801.8 ). S W W AL F . .
e 67,885 go| wmilf = i I
Outside central GILY--.evusnsaenes] 18, 965 854 8.7 |- - T
ison, Wi 70,340 0.7 1,488.7 PURNESPPISIN, fp—. USRI PO PR
mdf,’,o:mgr;] aty.. e ammme—— 67,447 8.1 ,326.8 LT - - SO
Outside central Clly. o ococemnesnn- 10, 902 .o L R mLatt e b
Manochester, N, H 81,032 89.7 1,175.5 - - N e
In central clty. ..., S 77, 685 az1 ‘ﬂa I
Outside central Cit¥eenmrrmasanaers & 247 816 1



30 ' METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940
Tasre 2.—POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE:

1910-40—Continued
1940 ’ 1830 1020 \ ) )
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Areain | Population Arca in | Population Areain l Population AreaIn | Population
Population| square | per squaro | Population| square per square | Population| square | per square | Population| square per square
injles mile miles mile miles mile milas mile
Memphis, Tenn.. o rees 892,477 288.2 1,158.6 276, 196 221.18 1,248.5 214,189 221.2 968.2 150, 474 221.2 720.9
In central city._... 202, 942 45.8 6,424.2 253, 143 45.67 542.9 162, 351 45.7 3,552 6 131, 105 45.7 2,R08.8
Qutsido central eity_ oo oomemao.. 3%, 536 242.6 163.0 22,983 175. 40 131.0 51, 818 175.5 205.3 28,369 176. 5 16L.8
Wiami, F1o. e e e e 250, 537 184.0 L5277 132,189 111. 56 1,184.8 |_ R
In central elty_______ | 12172 30.3 5 082.2 110, 637 43.00 20573, ¢{__ T - N IO IR M
Qutside central city_ . ...... 78,365 133.7 586.1 21, 552 68, 56 314.4 [ . RO I NP S S
Milwankee, Wit - orroeeeenn.. 700,336 250, 3 3,157.8 743, 414 241.70 3 075.8 537,737 2004 2,688.3 427,175 175.5 92,4340
In centrol city._...__ 587,472 43.4 13, 536.2 B78, 249 41, 14 14,055, 6 457, 147 25.3 18,060. 1 373,857 22.8 16,307. 2
QOutside central city. 202, 864 200.9 980. 5 185, 165 200. 56 823.5 80, 540 175.1 460.3 63, 318 152.7 349, 2
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn .____...... 811, 077 528.0 1,725 8 832, 258 525.37 1,584 1 629, 218 147.3 4,9TL7 628, 258 147.7 3,583.0
In contral elties. . ooveeee. . 780, 108 106.0 7,350.5 735, 902 107, 55 6,843.0 615, 280 101.9 6,038, 1 516, 152 102.3 5, 045. &
Minneapolia. . 402,370 53.8 9,155.9 464, 356 55.38 8,384, 0 380, 582 49,7 7,657.6 301, 408 501 6,010, 1
L Poul. .. - 287,730 52,2 5,612.2 271,608 52,17 5, 206.2 234, 698 52,2 4,490.1 214,744 52.2 4,113.9
Outside contral cities ..o ___. 130,971 4220 310.4 86, 206 417,82 230.5 13, 936 45.4 307.0 10,104 45.4 222, 8
Mobile, Ala______________ ‘_ ............ 114,806 88.5 1,098 4 [ |l . - —
In central city _— 78, 720 1L.7 6,728.2 |- .- am—- (ISP ESSPRRNI [y
Qutside central ¢ty e.veereomenno- 30, 186 70.8 471, 2 [N H JEER S S F
Montgomery, Ala_ ... 83, 697 183,.2 7% U S FURIPRU W S SIS AUIRRPUI FUS ) [ R
1o central ety .oeon.x 78,084 20.3 LR Y (R N I I, - — R PR I - ———
Outside central city. 15,613 142,9 100.3 |- - o-l- - [ . ——
Nashville, Tenn. .o aeaeman 241,769 316.9 785. 9 208, 422 323,36 847. 6 158, 288 923, 4 483.1 137,871 328.4 426.3
In central eity_—_..._ 167, 402 22.0 7,600.2 53, 866 25. 97 5,924.8 118, 342 26, ¢ 4,551.6 110,364 28,0 4,244.8
Oul.sisie ceotral eity 74, 367 203.9 253.0 56, 556 207. 39 186.8 37,896 207.4 127.4 27, 507 207. 4 9;
New Haven, Conn. cenccccnunans 308, 228 242,83 12721 298, 724 246. 07 1,178.8 258, 012 248, 0 1,080.8 204, 151 240.0 8T8
In central eIty oo 160, 605 17.9 8,072.3 162, 655 17,01 9,081. 8 162, 537 7.9 9,080.3 133, 605 17.9 7,464.0
Qutside central city. eae| - 147,623 224.4 857.9 131,069 231.16 567.0 86, 375 231.1 417.0 72,546 23L1 313.9
New Orleans, La__ 540, 030 333.8 1,617.8 494, 877 287.02 1,724.2 397,915 197.3 2,0160.8 348, 109 215.8 1,618.9
In central city...._ 494, 537 199. 4 2,480.1 438, 762 196. 00 2,340.6 387,219 178.0 2,175. 4 339,076 196.0 1,730.0
Outside central city. .. 45, 493 134. 4 38.5 36, 115 91.02 366. 8 10, 696 19.3 554.2 0,034 10.3 468.1
New York-Northeastern New Jersey..| 11,690, 520 2, 560.9 4, 565.0 | 10,901,424 2,514, 11 4,830,171 7,010,416 | 1,174.8 8,733.4 | 0,474,568 $63.9 g, 7iv.1
Incentrol cltieS .. _commennaa o -| 8,435, 406 366.7 23,648. 7 L 42, 353. 36 22,477.4 | 5,620,048 200.0 18,796.1 | 4,700, 883 256. 8 16, 620.9
QOutside central cities. 3,255,024 2,204.2 1,476.7 | 2,058,824 2,160. 75 1,360.4 | 2, 200,367 876, 8 2,616.2 | 1,707,085 6771 2,622,1
New York Division.___ 8, 707, 688 1,984. 8 8,381.1 | 7, 986,368 135427 5,897.2 |.caeaae -
New York City.____ 7,451, 996 260.0 24,533.1 | 6,930,446 299. 00 23,178.7 |. . --
outside eIty eereeeeannne 1,252, 671 1,065, 6 1,175.6 | 1,055,922 | 1,055.27 1,000.8 |-TTTTT - - ———— -
KRow Jersey Division. . _.____..._. 2,082, 854 1,108.8 2,493.4| 2,815,058 | 1,159.84 2,518.8 |.. [ IR - - ———-
In central eities_ . ____:. 980, 501 57.7 16,893. L 1,012,154 &4, 36 18,619. 5 |.. - RSN PRIt PRVt N [
Elizabeth_ ... ... - 108,912 11.7 9,304.2 114, 589 0.73 11,776.9 - [
Jersey City 301,173 14.3 21,061.0 316,715 13.00 24,3627 - |-
Neowark 426, 760 23.8 18,210.2 442, 337 .57 18, 767.0 U - -1-
PALerSON.mue e s vmmmmmmnmes 139, 658 81| 17,2415 138,513 8.06 1 17,1862 |_ - ..
Qutside central cities......_... 2,002, 353 1,138.6 1,758.6 | 1,902,002 1,105.48 ) i W 3 A I AP S, ——— .
Norfolk-Portamouth-Newport News,
__________________________________ 330, 308 441.9 4.7 273,233 408, 69 588.1 280, 179 488. 68 817.1 |- ——

In central cities. 232, 144 38.1 6,003.¢ 209, 831 37.00 5, 671.1 205, 760 3.0 [T W ) RO M
Norfolk.._____ 144, 332 28.2 5,118.2 120, T10 28. 00 4,632.5 115,777 28.0 [t N N E—— N N
Portsmouth 50, 745 6.2 8,184 7 45, 704 §.Q0 9,140.8 , 387 6.0 10,877.4 [--

L4 Newport News__.____________. 37,067 3.7 10,018.1 3,417 4.00 8,604.3 35, 506 4.0 B,800.0 |. . ———
Outside central cities._____________ 98,252 403.8 243.3 63, 40 431, 59 146.9 83,419 431.8 193.3 |-- m———
Oklahoma City, Okla________________. 221,229 176.9 1,857.7 202,163 181.78 Y0 5155 O SN SNSRI IR IO [
Incentralelty ... __ 204,424 49.8 4,104.9 185, 360 30. 35 108.4 . R I I
Qutside central ity o oee oo 16, 805 126.1 133.3 16,774 151.43 110.8 — . |- ———
Omaha, Nebr.-Council Bluffs, Towa.___| . 287, 888 199.0 1,445.7 278, 851 204. 98 1,338.0 238, 083 205.0 1,151 6

In central cities_ .. et 265, 283 54.2| 4894.5| 256,054 52.80 | 48405 =77 .8 4313.7 }g: ﬁ ’2%:2 2,%.5; :
Omaha, Nebr. . ____.. 223, 844 38.9 5,754.3 214,006 29. 10 5,473.3 191, 601 30.1 4,000.3 124, 098 3.1 3,173.8
Council Blufs, Towa_. 222207 41,439 15.3| 27084 42,048 1370 | 30092 36, 162 13.7] 2,636 20,202 13.7 !

Outside central cities. _____________ 22,415 144.8 184.8 17, 797 152,18 116.9 320 152.2 .7 ap, 567 152.2 ! 250.9

Peoria, Il ______. 162, 568 108.0 1,491.4 144, 732 105. 4 1,871.8
In central ¢ity._. 105, 087 12.4 8,474.8 104, 969 12,28 8,518.0 B -
Outsido central 57,479 9.6 505.0 30, 763 93.26 426.4 . . - R
Philadelphia, Pa._. 2,898,044 1,02L.3 2,836.2 | 92,847 148 993. 88 2,884.7 ] % 407,2 3 .
In central city 1,031, 334 127.2 | 15,1834 | 1,950,961 12200 | 15249 1823 7 !;3,3 12: 548, {:213: 003 10,9 Ig: 8071
Qutside central cit. 967, 310 B 1 1,089 894, 187 805, 89 1,036.0 583, 455 627.4 9300 423, 334 553.8 | 764.4
Phoenix, Ariz s 121, 828 132.1 820.2 men
in central eity._.....__._. 65,414 9.7 67437 oo o i I I = m———
Qutside central ety ... .o 56,414 122.4 460,9 | oo . N A it
Pittsburgh, Pa._. —— 1,984, 060 La4 & 1,227.8 | 1,953 488 1,428.05 1,20L & | 1,207 504 850. 4 1,831.2 | 1,042 4556 834.2 1,844.4
guﬁ;ﬁ.;scle e e — L) G2l amsen7| e s 51.30 | 13,0569 | 535 343 30.0 | 14,745.4 | 533,006 1.4 | 12)300.3
¥emcacmmmmnanan y 822, 2 972, 841.0 ] 1,283,851 L6 75 B1&. 419, 161 619, & 998. 6 508, 950 592.8 - B868.6
Portland, Maine_____ .. 108, 5668 95.8 1,118.2
In central city..._.. - 73, 643 21.8| 34094 .
Outside central city. —momoomooe . 32,923 737 446.7
FPortland, Oreg. 406, 408 307.4 1.820.1 378, 728 277, '
e —— oy | gl gawd| monsis| ouas| 4jmr| smems| ens| soes| apge| =3 R
u o central ity o ooe..... 101,052 7 243.9 414.2 76,913 214.01 359.4 41, 504 188. 0 221.2 7,834 19.6 390.7
Providenee, R. I ..o .. ... 711, 500 503.3 1,408.1 890, 631 A ‘
{)nucl:;:dtgtle ggﬂm- i-;g % el wwez2|  zs2emt mijg 333 1:,' ?ggﬁg g% ggg Igﬁ g lg: g:g: (l) ggg,’ 2;3 lg% 1% ?sgg: g
¥. ) 487. 4 939.7 437, 650 487, 50 807, 7 206, 033 179.8 1,140.2 171,046 170, 9 54,1
Pueblo, Colo. ..o eeeenn 62, 039 e 862.9
In central city. 52, 162 10.0 5,216, 2 It Sttt Sttt i
Outside central city. 9,877 6L.9 160, 6 i e n ey B B i et td CEE LT TR ——
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TABLE 2.
. 191040—Continued
1940 1930 1820 1910
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Arcaln | Population Arcain | Population Arcatn | Population Aren tn | Population
Population| square per square | Population| squoare per square | Population| square per square | Population] square PpOr S0 U
mites mile miles mile miles mlle miles milo
Racine-Eenogha, Wi oo ocecneeees 185, 075 188.5 718.8 139, 463 185, 20
In central cities 115, 800 16.3 71141 117,804 15.99
Racine 67, 195 8.7 7.723.6 87, 512 B.61
Kenosba . oiesnceecocsacooaas 48, 765 7.8 6,418.4 50, 262 7.38
Outside central eitles _____________ 19,115 172.2 1110 15,659 169. 21
Reading, Pa. : 175,385 182.2 1,081 170,468 167. 07
Incentral eity oo 110, 568 8.8 12, 564, 5 111,171 9. 52
Outside central elty ... _.______.._ 64, 787 153.4 492.3 59, 315 147. 55
Rickmond, Va. e ———— 245,874 303.9 808. 4 220, 518 334 40
+ In central €ity._____..oooeeno. 163, 042 21.4 0,020.7 182, 029 24.00
_Outside central ety oo 62,632 282. 5 156.3 37, 584 310, 60
Roanoke, Va.... - 110, 698 240. 5 459.8 103, 120 231, 00 5
In central city 69, 287 10.7 6,475.4 60, 206 10. 00 .6
Outside central eity__ - 41,306 220.8 179.7 33,914 221, 00 153. 6
Rochester, N. Y____ . 411, 970 305.9 1,348.7 808, 501 - 80424 1,3]0.1 820, 988 185. 0 1,736.0 248, 514 186.7 1,911
In central city...... 324,975 34.8 0,338 4 328,132 3423 9,686, 1 285, 750 20.5 | 10,025.4 218, 140 20.1 10, 853, 2
Qutside central city - 86, 605 271,1 320.9 70,459 27001 260.9 25,218 165, 5 1022 30, 363 100.0 23
Rockford, T 106, 269 13,7 7925 109, 204 138,77 LTI O PO SO (Y R— SR RN FR,
In central €LY ceveumammocneee. 84, 837 12,0 7,053.1 85,864 1L.74 /1T -3 SO RS PRI PSRRI ERRR R,
Outslde central ity ... 20,022 1317 156.6 17, 340 127.03 136.5 - SPNSEN DOV
Sacramento, Calil. 158, 809 469, 2 330.9 128, b93 482. 02 2749
In central eit¥.o. oo 105, 958 18.7 7,734.2 93, 750 13,71 6,838.1 |unmeminmaa et
Qutside central ity oo , 041 455.5 116.4 33,245 448, 31 TA2 |ecimmeninni]reermoncannn
Saginaw-Bay City, Mich, 153, 308 162.1 946.3 - ——- -
n central 130, 750 26.2 4,09005 |oc oo | eeen --
Saginaw. ... B2, 704 16.6 4,987.8
ay City. 47, 856 9.6 LT AR RO AN MR E
Ontside central clties. 638 135.9 166.8 fuvecesasomc|onemcmmaoaee -
8t. Joseph, Mo 88,991 ) 108. 8 789.5 |- - - -
Incentral eity .. _._.. 75,711 4.1 5,369.8 |- -|--- - -—-
Qutgide central ¢ity_ . ceeeeeeann 11,280 M7 110.1 - - - -

§t. Lounis, Mo 1,387,877 956.0 1,430.0 ] 1,208 518 831, 54 1,674 6 052,012 a08.0
Incentral €Ity . oo eeeeeeeaee 818, 48 61.0 13,377.8 821, 660 61.00 ( 13,474.8 772, 807 a1.0
Outside central ety oo §51, 920 895.0 616.7 471, 656 760, 54 620, 179, 115 248,0

Salt Lake City, Utah 204, 488 4510 453. 4 184, 451 450. 85 409, 150, 080 4504
In central ety —.ooomsoooeoooooon 149, 934 525] 2,855.0] 140,267 s2.04 | 2,6054| 18110 52.0

* Qutside central eit¥emeeemecnmaaes ) 308, 5 136.9 44,184 398, 81 110.8 81,050 308.8

San Antonio, Tex 319, 010 488.3 884 1 279,271 487, 34 597.8 171,995 447.3
In central city—ooooooowoooooon| 253,854 3.7] 7108 2BLse 35.72 | 64821| 181,378 35.7
Outside central Cit¥oeeeeeecaoaer.. a5, 156 4306 1513 47,729 431, 02 110.8 18,610 43L.6

San Diego, Calif. 254, 368 520.4 192. 4 181, 020 932,97 544.8 {.

Inecxe?;tml [] 2 2 : 05.3 2,133.7 147,005 03. 64 1,580, 5 |-cucmemamana
Outside central ity oo ) 425.1 1247 33,025 238.73 138.3 -
Francisco-Orkland, Calit 1,428, 525 1,002, 9 1,424 4 | 1,980,004 B25. 60 1,562.8 801,477 “rr 1,091 % 880, 873 462.2 1,518.0

sMI;—.; central eities..... 936, 695 07, 4 9,617.0 018, 457 5. 16 9, 651, 7 722,037 f;j [7)' 8,243.3 57, 040 302- g 6,150.8

. 8an Franefsco__ 634, 636 44.6 | 14,227.3 034, 304 42.00 | 15,104.8 506, 676 29 12,003, 7 "2 , 0035,
Oskland 302,163 52.8 5,722.8 284, 063 53.16 5,313.5 218, 201 7 4,732, 2' i1
Outside central citieS.aaeceaaeao..| 481,826 905. 5 543.2 371,637 730, 44 508. 8 108, 540 360. 408, 2! .
Jose, Calif. 128, 887 242 1 534, 4 103, 428 21039 4014 |..
Sunh:; central clty , 457 14.8 4,025, 5 , 651 7.75 7,438.8 | R - -
Outside central city. 60, 910 221.3 268.0 45, 202, 64 225.9 |.- ——— -

Savannah, Ga. 117,970 411 267. 4 106, 431 370.01 254, 9 - IR SVRIUIPON AR RIS .
In central city...._. e mmm————— 65, 908 1.1 8,648.3 85,024 7. 11,187.4 - . Y (RN NN (U .
Outside central ¢it¥..cammenaeanann 21,974 430,0 51.1 ) 362.41 60.3 - I P - -

Boranton-Wilkes-Barre, Pa............. 629, 581 3365 1,6833.2 %{2}; gég 8% ;g é, gg% g g’lﬂll. g?ﬁ Sg% ; ll}:ggg. g 115&9]: sl:% 3%: ; ;: fgg: 2
In central CitieS wecesensaceanne-n 226, 640 233 ?' %’;;g 143, 433 1% 32 7424 1 137, 753 10.3 7.130.0 129, 867 10.3 0,724.9

Scranton 140, 404 10. H e e 8.2 i o o e o7, 106 70 0, 560 4

- o Wilkes-Barre. .oeeseenonaees 86, 236 ; " 151 ' 208, 4 1.146.0 362, 48 308, 4 " o84, 4 312, 140 3n08.4 7.3
Outside central clties... —veeae.... 402, 941 850, 2 1,121.8 , 6 , 146, A ,

230, 269 848 3,721 1

N wsesseres e | sas| pome| amew| wee| pael) gmes|  mey Loerl AR 8| DG:
In central City...-- - 368, 302 088.5 5,370.7 3 - 3 038 169.0 o525 2 076 4 2470
Outside central elty. ———cuceoe 84,337 147.8 570.8 , 050 141. 40 380.5 A .

Shreveport, La. 112,925 48.4 2.818.7 I e - -

Inpc:ntral P A ccmamran 08, 167 18.7 5, 219.6 - .- . - -
Qutside central ety e eeoeeemaeae 14, 058 2,7 473.3 . (- .
City, Towa 87,781 60.8 1,443.9 -{- -- ee|- e D

Ehufn waptral T A — 82,304 4.0 1,803 . - - et U D M
Ountside central eity.comeemaaennn-as 5 16.8 343.5 |-eramrmemna- mammmmmm——— .. eomare—-

Ind 147, 022 155.9 844. 9 146, 569 163. 80 17 . - [ —-e

o eohttal 157 o 101, 268 19.7| 05| 104193 680 6170 I T
Outside central city- 45,754 135.9 336.7 42,378 136. 74 300.9 . B MO "y

270. 422.8 123, 022 270.3 58,
srlane, ks wow |l | ) s G| R4l @l W R W8
Qutside central cit 19, 369 237.3 8L.6 , 284 220, 88 57.8 0,790 260 42.6 3 3 .
Springfleld, T £8, 484 49.2 1,208.1 | e
P Igﬂcentml L3, 75, 603 9.6 70407 I —e-- - -|-- oo
Outside central Cityoceeeeerm-mam — 13,981 59.7 234.2 |. R JO IO A, .
ringfleld, M 0,514 | ' 882 799.5 - N i

Springheld ety eros T YY) i Iovmin st ienmennts B S et S : -

Outside central Clt¥eaceseare—aun= 9,276 746 124.3
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TasLe 2.—POPULATION ANDZAREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS,

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1340
AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE:

1910-40—Continued
. 1030 ~
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT ) Areain Pol!);ﬂ?ntfl?en g&-pgé:gn
Population Population sgl}]ael;p pel m(iie ‘mile
Springfleld, Ohdo. . oo __ 77,408 . 0 - il
In central city—oooooo_. 70, 662 % 3 PR I
Qutside central CitY—ceceenciaen... 6,744 .5
Springfield-Holyoke, Masa. ____________ 394, 6238 745.7 398, 981 518.80 518.7 93.6
In central cities e ... - 203,304 857.8 208, 437 52.86 52.9 3,588.2 |....C
Springfold. ... 149, 554 1.8 149, 900 3L, 70 3.7 4, 083.8
olyoke. ... 3 550. 6 56, 537 21.18 21.2 2,830.8
Outside central cities__ 101,319 401. 6 192, 554 465.83 465.8 364.9 |
Stockton, Calif____... 70,337 5.7 3.3 . R
In central elty_.. 54,714 9.9 55267 |.o- P NN MO O WU
Qutside central city..... 24,623 245.8 -3 IR
Syracuse, N. Y — 288, 352 224. 5 245,015 138.73 1,758. 6 130.7 1,4%7.9 1,143.9
Incentrateity_ . ... 205, 967 25.3 209, 326 25. 8, 260, 7 253 6,787.2 5, 424.9
Qutside central elty. .o weeeune ... 52, 385 201.2 35, 689 114. 38 312.0 114. 4 254.8 197.1
Tacoma, Wash 158,018 184.2 140,771 190. 67 769.8
Incentral CItY. oo 109, 408 46.5 106,817 48.35 2,304.6 -]
Outside central elty__cecoeana. . . 46, 610 1377 39,054 144, 32 276.8 J—
Tampa-St. Petersburg, Fla...____ o 209, 683 £262.8 Yer.9 169, 010 266.18 834.9 —
central clties. ... 108, 203 71.2 '2,376.4 141, 586 71.58 1,978.0
TAMDA e ae 108, 391 10.0 §,704.8 101,161 16.00 5,324.3
5t, Potersburg._. 60, 812 52.2 1,165.0 40, 425 52.58 768.8 e
Outside contral cities__ I 40,490 181.8 2i1.3 27,424 194. 60 140.9 -]-
Terre Haute, Ind ... 83,370 Iod 9 7oL 8 -
In central city____ ... 62, 603 0.8 §,397.2
Qutside central city- .. 20,677 95.1 217.4 e
Toledo, Ohfo. oo oo 341,083 W41 1,874 0 346, 530 204. 38 2 2,820.6 1,088.4
In central elty.eee.ceeccauccanman.. 282,349 a1 7,610.6 200, 718 32,97 1 8,653.5 §,900.3
Outside central eity____________... 59,314 167.0 355.2 55,812 171. 30 815.7 182.6
Topeka, Ean¥_.eeee . __._.. 77,148 43.1 1,803.9 -
In cantral city. 67,833 1.3 46,0029 ___...... |
Outside centra] ity oo cmaecee__ 0,818 3L8 BLE | oo
Trenton, N.J_.. .o eeeecmcacme o 200, 128 150.7 1,858.1 190,219 172.97 72.8 938.9
Io central city. ..o 124, 697 7.2 17,315.0 123,356 7. 7.2 18, b67.9
Outside central city..cueoaaaa..... 75,431 152.5 404.6 185.74 85, 7 259,
Tulsa, Okls. 188, 562 388.4 488.0 183, 207 991. 40
In central clty. oo eeeo 142, 157 21,4 8,642, 9 141, 258 21. 60 -1- -
Outside central city... 46, 405 866.0 127.1 4], 940 269, 80 A-..
Ttica-Rome, N. ¥, 167,128 2943 499. 9 190,818 354. 18
In central cltieS mmee o ___ S 2.9 1,450.3 101,740 21.20
Utiea, 100, 518 15.8 6,361.9 101, 740 21.20
Romo__ o M, 214 7.1 £43.8Y e
Oatside central cities oo ____ 62, 306 301.4 207.0 89,178 336.95 -
Waco, Tex_ ... 71,114 290, 5 9220 ] e A1
Incentral ity oo 55, 982 12,5 .4,478.6 N . . I
Outside central ¢ity_ . —ceucaoa... 15,132 208.0 T2.81... -
807,916 e20.0| 1,788 2108 484.90 gas.0 | 1,005.2 1,238,
663, 081 61,4 10, 799. 6 486, 860 62, 00 60.0 7,202.9 5,517.8
244, 726 458.6 £33.6 134, 190 422. 99 205.9 335.2 154,
144, 822 203.0 713.4 140, 575 208.68
99, 314 27.8 3,508.3 , 002 28,10 N
Outside central ¢ity_._._. 45, 508 175.4 250, 5 40,673 178, 58 o -
Waterloo, TOWR -« .evereeeememeemanes 87, 050 955 | _reat|........ .
Incentral ety e ceeeeeeen 51,743 13.0 o -
Qutside central eib¥ . e mcaemea . 15,307 826 1885[..... - - .
Wheeling, W. Voo oo 198, 310 420.0 180, 628 889, 31
In central ClbYemen o oienan. - 41, 098 9.6 61, 659 0. —
Outside central eity. ... 135, 241 410.4 128, 064 300, 31 .
Wichite, Kans ..o ________.______. 127,308 M41.8 119,174 142,97
Incentraleity .o ____ 114, 968 211 111, 110 b1 0o B T TN I A R A Mt S
Ontside central city... 12,342 120.7 064 b~ .7 I N N IR N R ki Rt
Wilmington, Del__ 188,974 248, 3 163, 592 228. 64 .6 L]
In central city. 112, 504 9.8 108, 597 7.19 2| 15 011
Outside ceptral cit; 76, 470 238.5 58, 095 221,45 4 190. R
' Winston-Salem, N.C___ ... .._ 109, 538 .7 -
Incentralelty .. eeeeeuns 78,815 U B %1 % f I SRl R M M i nnttitel Rtk Lt e b it
Outside central clty_.___---222777 30,018 162.6 R N N
Worcester, Mass. .o 300, 194 396.2 805,208 | g, 56 ) ]
In central clty 193, 694 37.1 195,311 37.20 itk 4, gggﬁ? 3 333:1
Qutside central ¢ity_.cemeene-..... 112, 500 350.1 109, 982 362,36 362.4 267.7 2401
York, Pa - oo 02, 627 82.8
Incentral Oit¥ oo ccaaaees 56,712 4.1 R N IR SR MRS Nt A
Qatside central ¢it¥ _.eceeenonenn.. 35,015 88.5 [ S AR SO S Mty Nt St dnnetieielniatied
Youngstown, Ohio. . 872, 428 353.7 364, 560 a3, ,
In central city..... 167, 720 328 oz | e % ] Y15 v
©Outside central cit 708 320.9 194, 558 320.63 2 a29.6 "453.8
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Tasig 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1040 A

[Totnl areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade, A minus sign (—) denotes deoroase. Poroont not shown whore less than 0.1]

1930-40 AREAS 1020-30 AREAS . 1910-20 AREAS 1000~1910 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Popula
pulation Percent of Population Percent of Population Porcont of Population Porcont of
increass, increass, Increase, Inoronao,
1840 1030 193040 1930 1020 1620-30 1620 1610 1610-20 1910 1800 1000-1010

Akron, Ohio ) oo 349, 705 356, 626 -1.9 346, 8381 288, 971 20.9 285,113 104, 320 i+ - 1Y RPN S I, -
Akron i 244,01 262,018 —-8.8 255, 040 221,118 15.3 208, 435 69, 087 -1
Satellite areas 104, 914 o4, 607 10.9 01, 641 67,253 36.3 76, 678 35, 253 175

Satellite urban.. 68, 188 60, 055 3.2 58, 036 40,823 | 422 40, 823 20, 991 0L b
Satellite rural..__. 36,726 28, 552 28.6 33,605 26,430 | 211 35,455 14,262 | - 151.4

Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N. Y. 431, 575 425,259 16 425,259 377,185 12.7 377,185 348, 851 81 348, 151 $63, M40 .1

Central cities...._.. 283, 430 205, 857 —2.5 205, 867 274, 063 8.0 274,080 240, 802 0.7 249, 802 186, 484 |, .0
Albany.__...._ 130, 577 7,412 25 127,412 113,344 12.4 113,344 100, 253 13.1 100, 253 ™, 16) ﬂ, [
Echenectady.. ... - 67, 40 95, 692 8.5 95, 892 , 7.9 88,73 72,820 21.8 72, 826 31, 082 120.9
Troy. 70,304 72,763 -3.4 72,763 71,006 1.1 72,013 76,813 -6.2 76,813 60, 451 20. 6

Satellite Areas 143, 145 129,302 10.6 120,392 103, 122 25.5 103, 105 $8, 850 4.2 08, 00, 362 2.0
Satellite urban oo ________ 63, 688 «85, 221 —-2.4 , 221 61, 280 8.4 61, 280 81,433 -0.2 58, 476 53,013 0.1
Batellite rural. .. _____.____ 79,457 84,171 2.8 o4, 171 41,833 53.4 41,810 37,526 1.4 89, 783 42, 140 -0 9

Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa_..__ 926,142 822,172 0.9 822,172 281,083 ) L J NS ANV St (USRNSSR N R

188, 983 184, 923 2.2 184,923 184,013 12.7 ——— -
00, 604 92, 563 4.7 92, 563 76, 051 2.7 o .
88,40 57,892 Lo &7, 802 54, 149 [i%!] -}-
33, 589 34, 468 —2.6 34,468 33,813 Lo
; 136,158 | - 137,249 —0.8 137, 249 117,070 17.2 -
Satellite urban. .eeeeeeaae .. 71, 605 72, 666 -] 0 £5, 308 54,617 10,7 |-2ea -a]-a -
Satellite rural . ooe oo 64, 254 64, 583 -0, 5 71,851 02,453 15,0 |--- -

Altoonn, Pa. 114,084 114,232 -0.1 114, 232 109, 604 9.9 |- PR FRSISSS P R R -
Altoona 80,214 82,054 -2 2 82,054 67, 091 20.7 ——e .- ase
Batellite a7eas 33, 880 32,178 5.3 32,178 36,013 ~10.4 i -

Satellite urban...ve e 9, 528 9, 427 11 9, 427 8, 648 9.0 e I .-
Satellite raral oo oo 24,352 22, 751 7.0 22, 751 , 265 -16.8 .

Amarille, Tex, 2 oo 53, 468 44, 668 10.7 |oceues I . iR —--]- .- (Y
Amarillo 51, 686 43, 132 10.8 . -f- -
Batellite areas, 1,777 1,536 [0 U PR RO W [, R Fppy— - -

Batellite urban -
Setellite rural___ oo 1,77 1,636 157 -

Asheville, N. C. ' 76,524 70, 537 8.2|. - . .
Ashaville. §1,310 50,193 22 -|- -
Batellite areas_ oo | 25,014 20,344 2.0 -

Batellite urban e
Batellite ruralee oo 25,uld 20,344 2.0 -

Atlanta, G2 .| 443,204 874,768 18.0 370, 920 260, 424 42.4 249,928 185, 236 4.5 185, 230 121,009 sl
Atlanta. 302, 288 270, 366 1.8 270, 366 203, 550 328 200, 616 154, 830 2.8 154, 83D 02, 203 67. 9
Batellite areas 140, 006 104, 362 M1 100, 554 56,874 76.8 48, 810 30, 394 50.9 30, 490 28, 808 5.8

Satellite urban_._____a 54, 050 42,076 28.5 29,302 15,013 05. 8 11,301 6,381 LN ) (SO—— ] [Tt ——
Batellite rural..__. 85,956 62,316 37.9 71,162 41,861 70.0 37,219 4,016 55.0 30, 306 2, 5.5

Atlantic City, . J 100, 098 102, 024 -0 102, 024 84,970 7.0 |. - - - .
Atlantie Cit Y. coom e 64, 004 66, 198 -3.2 06, 198 50, 707 an.6 .. -- -

Batellite areas....... - 36,002 85, 826 0.5 35, 820 14,2683 151.2 | - - -

Batellito urban... - 29,741 20,498 0.8 17, 105 8,399 103.7 - ————— -
Batellite rural . ____ ... 6,261 . 6,330 =11 18,721 5, 504 219.3 aee|- - -

Avgusta, Ga. B7, 808 77, 431 13.4 . . - i - -l- . e
Augusta = : 85, 819 60, 342 92 [REPRE K —— A ———— | e R e Cane L TR TR EETES R PR SR ———
Batellite areas. 21,800 17, 089 -5 O [ IS S N M . .

Batellite urban Smmararane - - - .-
Satellite rurad e 21,800 17,080 281 . - B Sl R el Rl R R A v

Anustin, Tex.4 106, 193 73, 728 4.0]. [V came -- B
ANSEID.en crmeereremarneemmma—ane 87, 930 53, 120] 85.5 -

Batellite areas. - 18,263 20, 605 =114 -
Batellite urban I - -
Batellite rural 18,263 20, 605 -11.4 .

Baltimere, MAY. ... 1,046,802 861, 588 10.0 o0, 247 817, 646 863, B10 18.4 858, 710 BTy, 870 1.0
Baltlmore........ 859,100 804, 874 &7 B804, 874 733,828 558, 485 al.4 58, 485 &08, 057 2.7
Batellite areas 187,52 | 16,718 7.9 1433 8, 820 105,325 —40.1| 100,230 04, 713 4.9

Satellite urban_ - 41, ) . 1 11, 21 . [ N IR NI N e ——

Batellito rural.___ oo 1456, 721 112, 162 20.9 131,' 842 72, 606 . 53, 632 105, 325 —40.1 100, 230 68,713 45.9

irke 3 10 To et 11 poDuloL o, b 441000, wos lied Lothe IS0 mEttopol. et Metpaliah ALsa 140 fr tho s U, "ol comeiisd Dopiation
first time, Its tion, 9, n , Was ed tothe 1630 met - Jit n the metropo rlet in fe-t 3

district in 1940 for the first tim population, B metropo 3?:% s 1630, was addgd to the 1830 metropolltan district population. lmao_-—]arkwood

itan district population for the 1930-40 comparlson. Anpexations to Akron in 1930, 1931, aod

1932affect thg cgmparability of the 1940 and 1930 figures for the city and each of 14 tracts added town, population 2,934 in 1020, annexed to Atlania city between 1920 and 1530,  1900-1910,—

by these annexations. ‘The 1930 population within the 1840 boundaries of these 14 tracts was Edgewood, Oakland City, and Battle Hill, total populatlon 2,331 in 1000, anpexed Lo Atlaata

58,497 while the 1430 population within the 1630 boundaries of these 14 tracts was 51,510, The eity between 1900and 1610, .

difference between these two 1930 populations, 6,078, is added to Akron city in 1930 to allow for CAustin, 1930-40.—The 1930 metropolitan district pobulation inclndea the following:

this diflerence in their area at these 2 censuses. 1920-30—Kenmore village, population 12,683 Precinct 1, population 1,750 in 1630; precinct zi population 5,162 in lm()gn;imcinct 3, Eo ulatlon
- in 19201, annexed to Akron city between 192% and 1?3(}0.1 9%hladnlumber was added to the 1920 g:,uzsln llli H grecigc’é 5 nn:i pro’i:‘lxicr.] %3 %&;gu atlon 5,446 Lo 1¢30; precinct 6, population 6,739

entra ulation to secure comparable res for and 1930, 1630; all in Travw ounty. otal 73,725,
i Amf.}itﬁn??fsuo.—m assaured that the p%gular.!on in the satollite ares in 1930 was 86.425 % Baltimore, 1930-40.—T hat part of district 2, Howard County, outsids of Elilcott City was
percant of the population outside the central city as it was in 1940. Included in the metropolitan district fn 1940 for the Orst tlme. Its population, 2,342 in 1934,
+ Atlanta, 1930-40,—That part of district 1446, Oak, In Clayton County, cutside of College was sdded to the 1630 metropolitan district populsatlon,
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METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TasLe 8.,—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
' OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.1]

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT

1030-40 AREAS 1020-30 AREAS 1010-20 AREAS 1000~1910 AREAS
Population Percent of Population Percent of Population Percent of Population Percent of
increase, increase, inerease, increase,
1940 1930 1930-40 1680 1920 1920-30 1820 1910 1810-20 1810 1900 1900-1810

Beanmont-Port Arthur, Tex .___.......

138, 808 127,840

Contral cltles, . e ..o 105, 201 108, 634
Beaumont. ... eoceeeeo. 55, 001 57, Ti2
Port Atthur. .o 46, 140 B0, 02
Batellito areas . oo 33,407 10,215
Satellite urban. oo e cmce e e
Satelliterural ..o .. 33,407 19,215
Binghamton, . ¥ _ ..o 146, 168 130, 005 11.7 130, 605 88, 703 ) P O J, . —— -]- [ .
Binghemton.....cc.... 78,309 76, 802 2.1 76, 662 06, 800
Bateliite areas_,_____. 66, 847 53, 343 25.3 63, 343 31,903
Batellite urban. 35, 741 26, 708 10.9 29, 708 21, 300
Batollite rural. 31, 108 23, 545 321 23,545 10,513
Birmingham, Als.b. .. . 407, 851 387, T17 5.2 382,792 268,772 4.5 248, 772 188, 607 414 208, 086 115, 338 80.4
Birmingham.. 287, 583 250, 078 3.0 259, 678 180, 396 43.9 178, 806 132, 085 34.8 132, 685 44,000 201.6
Batellite areas. 140, 268 128,039 N ] 123,114 88, 376 42.5 87,966 55,982 57.1 75, 381 71,336 57
Satellite urba 48, 759 45,224 7.8 33,488 27,342 22,6 18, 674 12, 843 45.4 10, 864 g, 358 70.9
Batellite rural. 91, 509 B2, 815 10.5 89, 626 59, 034 518 69, 202 43,139 60.6 64, 617 64,078 -0.7
Boston, Mens,?. .. ___________. 2,350,514 | 2,313,145 L6 | 2,807,807 | 2007425 - 18,0 ) 1,772,254 | 1,651,138 16.7 | 1,520,470 | 1,249,504 21,7
Boston. .o 770, 816 781, 188 ~1.3 781,188 748, 060 4.4 748, 060 486, 002 .0 870, 585 560, 892 10.8
Satellite areas. ... .1 1,579,808 | 1,531,857 3.1 1,528,709 | 1,259,365 221 1,024,104 845, (48 21.2 8490, 885 633, 512 23.4
Satellite urban__ .| 1,493,882 | 1,457,050 2.5 1,457,050 | 1,203, 146 2.1 | 1,007,772 829, 107 21.5 844, 614 882, 517 B.7
Satellite rural . ool 85, 836 74, 907 4.0 69, 659 56, 218 23.9 16, 422 15, 938 3.0 5, 271 6,005 —13.6
Bridgeport, Conn. e 216, 621 203, 969 8.2 203, 589 185, 680 8.8 185, 580 127, 368 45.7 127, 398 91,278 35.8
Bridgeport .. ... i47,121 148,716 0.3 146, 716 143, 555 2.2 143, 555 102, 054 40.7 102, D54 70, 908 43.7
Satellito areas______. . 69, 500 57,253 21.4 57,253 42,025 36.2 42, 025 25,344 65.8 25, 344 20, 282 25.0
Satellite urban... - 33,551 | 28,325 14. 4 20, 325 21,822 .4 21,822 12, 257 78.0 10, 519 6, 494 62.0
Satellite rural..eooeeceeeeean.. 35, 940 27,928 28.7 27,928 20, 203 38.2 20, 203 13,087 4.4 14, 825 13, 788 7.5
Buffalo-Niagara, N. ¥} ... 857, 719 820, 578 4.6 B20, 578 a7l 803 29.1 602, 847 4903, 290 22.2 488, 681 384, 031 24.0
Central eltles. oo . 853, 830 848, 536 0.8 648, 536 561, 348 pEiN 3 (R SN A M FR N R
BufTalo..._._. - 575,901 573,078 0.5 573,078 506, 775 13.1 508, 775 423,716 19.8 423,715 362, 387 20.2
‘ Nipgara.....___ - 78,020 75,460 3.4 75,460 b4, 573 -SSR IS AP ISR U R
Batellite areas______.__ - 203, 786 172, 037 18,5 172,037 110, 845 55.6 96, 072 49, 675 38.1 84, 546 41,044 56.0
Satellite urban. - 107,422 101, 853 5.5 95, 252 65, 425 45.6 58,377 43,079 28.5 28, 530 23,618 20.8
Satelliterural . _________. 96, 367 70,184 37.3 76,785 45, 120 70.2 40, 695 26, 496 53.6 36, 416 18,025 102.0
Canton, Ohio... e 200, 352 -191, 231 4.8 191, 231 163, 300 b T I - A--- e |emmmnmanmnms|e—————————
CANLOD . e e e ———————— 108, 401 104, 906 3.3 104, 806 87,091 205 |.a--- -1l- ——— |- J—
Sateliitoareas. .. _______ . 91, 951 86, 325 B.5 86, 325 66, 218 30.4 I P - P P
Batollite urban_... - 55,410 55, 225 0.3 49, 447 an, 031 26.7 |--- P - -1- J—
Batelliterural ________________. 36, 635 31, 100 1.5 36,878 27,187 EN N I I, O, (SRS SR
Cedar Rapids, Towa.._.__.........___. 73,219 86, 581 SO J) ISR ISR SRS IS NV N W O SRR
Cedar Rapids.._. 62,120 50, 097 10.7
Batellite areas_ ___... - 11,009 10, 454 5.8
Satelliteurban__ ... 4,721 4,348 8.8
Satellito rural.. - 6,378 g, 148 * 3.8
Charleston, 8. C. .. 98, 711 T, 760 23.8
Charleston..._. 71,275 62, 265 14.5
Satellitoareas ____________ 27,436 17,495 50.8
Batellite urban. ..o omeooi|oeeee . [ I,
Satellite rural oo 27,436 17,495 56.8
Charleston, W. Va._ .o, 138, 332 108, 160 28.0
Charleston. oL 67,014 60, 408 12.4
Batellitenreas ... ... _____. 68, 418 47,752 43.3
Satellitourban. ... 16, 711 13, 347 252
Satellite rural _________________ 51,707 3, 405 50.3
Charlotte, No Cucaeee el 112,988 81,264 23.8 . . s . .
Charlotto. . 100, 809 82,675 22,0
Satallite areas 12, 087 5, 550 0.7 -
Satellite urban__ . - - B Bttt et ] [P PR P
Satellite rural 12,087 8, 589 40,7 |emee I - -
Chattanoogs, Tenn.o .. .. ... 193, 216 168, 580 .8 168, 589 121,041 38.3 e==n -
Chottanoogh. e 128,163 119,788 7.0 119, 708 71,930 66.5 -
Satellite arcas. .o eeeaeees 85,052 48, 791 3 . o ey il ittt Ittt ===
Satellitourban_ ... 3,538 3, 230 i3 Midiod O wo ) T . B X
Satellito rural- oo 61,514 45, 561 35.0 48,701 50,011 R o i o

§ Birmingham, 1630-40.—All of precine

the matro(i)olitan district in 1940 forthe first time.

ts 22, 38, and 44, Jofferson County, were included in
Thelr combined

! Buffalo-Niagars, 1920-30.—La Saile village, population 3,813 in 1020, annexed to Niagara

r opulation, 4,925 in 1930, Falls city in 1927, This was added to the 1820 central cities population. 1910-20 and 1900~
ggg ?%13 mt? ﬁe:ﬁgggi?ré?}&%ﬁg%lgglggtp?tgggonl.mésmasfgo I;Ienolo;c tuwg. popula- 1910.—N¥agm not considered as a central city in the decndes.p P o
, A 1Ly be o an ) 0.—Pral s ' =] .
and Fusley, tot.:';l apulation 5,585 n 1900, nanexed 10 B v ineuy bemtweenllmo ;nilt ngltg: Chattancoga, 1920-20.—It was assumed that 05.87 percent of the population of Hamilton

County, Tenn., wasin the met litan district in 1920 as tha i -
The pepulation of the metropoliten district (n the decade 1900-1910 is that of the adjacent litan Qistri o m?c? e i aaghat Pano it-was Ln tha 1930 metro

area as defined in 1920,

politan district; alzo the population of those districts in Georgla which were included in 1930

wore added to the 1920 population. East Chattanooga town, population 4,720 in 1020; St.

! Boston, 1830-40,—Wenham town, Essex Cotraty; North Reading town, Middlesex County; Elmo town, population 3,800 in 1920; Alton Park town, population 3,020 in 1020; North Chat~
and Hanson town, Plymouth County, were included in tho metropulita’n district in 1940 for tahooga town, opulation 2,198 in 1020; and River View b A 1020 ﬂ
the first time, Their combined populﬁtlon. 5,248 in 1920, was added to the 1030 moetropolitan fat oh ol ron a1 e hole o lnnaT aearion 200 n 1020 annexed

L to Chattanoogn city between 1020 and 1030, Th
district population. 1610-20.—Hyde Park, population 15,507 in 1910, annexed to Boston city i A ct 5 oty combined: population, 14,035 in, 1920,

between 1610 and 1920,

was added to the 1920 population of Chattanooga eity.
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Tasie 8.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued

[Total areas as of end of decade; nrban-rural elassification as of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrenss. Percent not shown where loss than 0.1}
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- 193040 AREAS 1020-30 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1000-1010 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT o
Population Percent of Population Percont of Population Percent of Foputation Percont of
hl:grcase. Increasas, inerensa, Incrense,
1840 1830 3040 1880 1920 1920-30 1820 1910 1910-20 1910 re00 | 1000-1010
hd
Chicage, 111,10 4,499,196 | 4,974, 542 2.8 | 4,364,756 | 39,271,567 8.4 | s.178,004 | 9 408 048 20.4 | 8,446,001 | 1,837,907 5.1
Chicago.. 3,306,808 { 3,378,438 0.6 | 3,376,438 | 2,703,146 2.9 | 2,700,705 | 2 180,5
£ , 386, , 376, 2 8 8 , 189, 8 B5, .
Satelllta]tllireas.i) ................... 1,102, 318 995, 104 10.4 | 988,317 | 568,411 e | ez 266,4% %.1 % ;m. @ b 'l]gg ﬂg % '3
gggem:a R ————— 7,688 |- 884, 464 6.0| 801,034 | 450,175 7.6 | 8ie07e | 199,730 88.3 145, 603 00, 001 01.8
ellite rural.mmee oo omoomeoens 104, 630 113, 640 4.9 184, 683 109, 236 70.9 101, 140 66, 602 5.7 116,035 49,411 134.8
Cincinnatf, Obfo Mev e oo 780, 309 759, 484 2.9 769, 464 630, 806 20.4 008, 850 847, 878 6.9 563,804 | 405,070 13,7
Clntinnat] 455,610 | 451,160 1ol 451,160 | 401,247 12.4 401,247 384, 745 363, 501
D , . . , \ ] . \ ) ) a1, .
sat.eu.m]s];irteas-l_) ................... 333, 609 208, 304 82 308, 34 220, 649 34.3 205, 503 183,131 &% 200, 213 mi. ﬁg 23 8
smu' ¢ urban ) 222, 522 0.1 202, 447 167, 251 21.0 148/ 861 135,180 10.9 138, 031 112,353 2.4
, Satellite rural . — oo 111,013 85, 782 29,4 105, 857 62,3 60.8 65, 742 47,942 16.3 61, 582 51,700 19.0
" Cleveland, Ohio ¥ oot 1,214,943 ( 1,200,254 Le| 1,184,989 | o885 ar.7| 625,720 ee2 6T 48.7 a1, 20 | 430,020 6.0
Cleveland .| 878,338 | w02,4m ~a7| 000,42 805,422 11.8 706,841 508, 863 40.1 560,603 | 384,111
Batellito BTEAS. . —onommememensmase 236,607 | 207,783 13.0| 204,560 | 130,432 1258 | 128,879 53, 708 148: 0 62, 607 85, 900 131%
Satellite urban 201,917 266, 064 9.3 210,376 101, 422 107. 4 05, 800 33,103 160. 4 32,782 15, 760 108.0
Satellite rural oo ____. 44, 650 30,810 45.0 " 20,010 180.2 33,079 X 60.5 10, 825 20, 150 =16
Columbia, §. C . 89, 555 73, 063 V7% U PR IS (U 1 .. .- N \
[S111 11107 | R —— 62,396 51, 581 210 -
Satellite AreAS - oceccccmcacamamaa- 27,159 22,382 2.z I S =
Satellite DrbaN - eeeemmmmememan 3, 2,815 20.3 i IR i . N
Satellite rural . -2 _o____Z_20 23, 651 10, 467 21.5 - - .-

Columbus, Ga.!¥ 02,478 ™, 718 28,9 |- SR S
Columbus. o . ... 53,280 43,131 2.5 |- -I- S
Satellite areas_ ... 38,198 28, 587 g1 B i

Satellite nrban. 15,351 13,862 10.7 - o
Satellite rural. . - , 34T 14,725 6.9 —_— Al [P P [ ———" -

Columbus, Ohip M. ceeececeeeeeee. 385,708 | 340,400 7.5 340, 400 267,413 27.8 260,338 198, 148 50.7 169, 148 143,707 2.5
CoOlEmbBUS .- - - —ecemememcmcmmmanans 306, 0B7 202, 522 a.6| 200564 239, 486 21.3 237,031 181, 511 30,8 181, 6il 125, 500 4.6
Satellite areas 59, 709 47,878 49,836 A . ; A : . . )

Satellits HFDAM - oo oo 24, 181 19, 692 o fhld il B 2.2 bl Mo 28
Satellite rural. comeeeeecrocaear 35,58 | 25,18 26.0 49,836 21,927 78.6 23,307 17,635 2.2 17, 636 17, 237 23

Corpus Christi, Tex_........ O, 70,677 84,292 UL T R NESUTUIY I SN |- - . [ .
Corpus Christl oo 57, 301 27, 741 106.6 |- -

Entellite Arens. ..o oowameoeamana— 13,376 6,401 1061 |- -
Satellite urban. = - SO -
Satellite rural e e e ceaeaana] 13,376 8,491 106.1

Dallas, Tex. 878, 548 500, 858 o1.8| 309,858 195, 585 5.3 198, 566 121, 089 818 |occen- .. .- -
Dallas.__ 204, 734 260, 475 12.2| 260,475 158,976 63.8 158, 976 92, 104 72,6 |emrneccacnec]oeeeaceerans]-crrranan .
Batollite Qreas. - momomomeeeae 81, 814 49,183 66.3 49, 183 36, 589 3.4 X 28,955 20.

Satellite urban 24, 748 12 622 961 |ouemmnonnnan . .
Satellite rtural - ooee oo 57,068 36, 561 56.1 49,183 30, 589 30, 560 28, 55 77 - - —

Pavenport, Iowa-Rock Island-Moline,

11 174, 905 155, 104 12.8 1584, 401 144, d8p 8.8 |- e U RSP NI N P

Contral citfes 143,422 130, 940 0.5 60,751 56,727 71 .
Davenport.eeeeeereer—ssmcsses 66, 039 60, 751 8.7 60, 751 66,727 7.1 - - .-
Rock Island 42,775 37,953 12.7 |- —el- :
Moline. 34, 608 32,236 7.4 R aam | -]

Satellite areas. oomeooeeacecr——— 31,573 164 30.7 93, 740 87,942 8.8 T - -
Satellite urban 18, 402 15, 525 19.1 , 46 127 7.5
Satellite FUral- e oeeeeememe 13,081 , 630 5L 4 10, 794 10, 815 —0.2 —

Dayton, Ohio 271, 513 251,928 v.a| o568 189, 560 3.0 189, 360 145,121 20.6 148, 121 112,030 20.5
Dayton 210,718 | 200,982 48| 200,082 162, 559 a7 162, 559 116, 577 30.9 116, 577 85, 333 6.6
Satellite nrens___— - €0, 705 50, 46 19.2 50, 040 X 28.4 34, 28, 544 2.9 28, 5id 20, 007 0.9

Sateltite urban.. 13, 106 12,012 9.9 5,518 4,353 25.0 4 4,271 26 4,271 3,1 8.4
Batellite rurnl.———ceemeom- 47,500 a8, 934 23 45,423 32,418 40,1 32,418 : 3.0 24,273 22, 766 6.7

Decatur, BL 85, 784 82, 867 {8 . I . U I U P -
Decatur 59, 305 57,510 3.1 L] -
Satellite areas.... o ceememanca- 6,450 5,357 20.6 -e-

Satellite urban.. - - -- - -
. Satellite rural . —weononmn-| 6,450 5,357 20.8 N - JE——

10 Chicago; 1880-40,—Lisle Township and that part of Naperville Townsbip in Napervillo
city, Du Page County, IiL, and that part of Waukegan Township, Lake County, Il outside
Wankegan and North Chicago cities were included In the metropolitan district in 1840 for
Their combined population, 9,787 in 1830, was added to the 1930 metropolitan

the first time,
distrlet population, 1920-30.—Mount Greenwood village population 1,441 in 1920, annexed
to Chicago in 1920. ‘This was added to the 1920 central cfty population. 1810-20,—Morgan

Park village, population 3,604 in 1910, and Edison Park village, Eopulation 513 in 1910, an-
nexed to C%chago ¢ity during the decade and therefore added to Chlcago in 1910,

11 Cincinnati, 1910-20.—Incorporated places with a total population of 21,154 in 1910 annexed
to Cincinnatt city between 1910 and 1920. 1600-1910.—Spencer, Bond Hill, Winton Place,
)la?,vanston, and gh'de Park, total population of 5,964 in 1200, annexed to Clncinnati city

atween 1800 and 1910,

11 Cleveland, 1030-40.—Beachwood, Highland Heights, Mayfeld, Mayfleld Heights,
Olmsted Falls, and Westview villages, and Olmsted Township, all in Cuyahoga County,
were ineladed In the metropolitan district in 1640 for the first time. Their combined populo-
tion, 5,265 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. Miles Heights
villoge annexed to Cleveland city in 1932 Its population, 2,042in 1430, was added to the 1430
population of Cleveland city. 1910-20.—Nottingham village, population 2,387 In 1010 and

Neowburgh Township,
1800-1910,—Sout
between 1900 and 1910,

u Columbus, Ga.,
include the following: District 668, Lower Town,
McCrary, population 20,263 in 1030; district 773, Upper Towa,
district 921, Bozemans, population
Girard, Russell County, Ala., po)
Ala., population 6,500 in 1030,

14 Columbus, Ohio, 1030-40,—East Columbus v
Its population 1,958 jn 1430 was added to the |
populstlon 724 in 1920, an
umbus city between 1920 and 10630,
in 1020, was added to the 1620 population of Columbus ¢ity.

1 Davonport, Iowa-Rock Istand-Moline,
County, 1., was included in the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time,
tion, 613 {n 1930, was added to the 1030 metro

1920,

East
1620, annexed

inden viilage
to Coi

Eopulatlon 5,813 in 1910,
Brooklyn, population 2,343 in 1000, sunezoed Lo

1830-40.~The 1930 metropalitan distrlet populntion was assumed to

18,230 in 1930, all In Muscoges County,
ulation 9,668 in 1930 and old precioet 10, Loo County,
otal, 71,718 in 1

1., 1930~40.—Port Byron Township,

Clevol

popuiation 8,623 In 1430; dis

Ga.; p

730,

%ropulntiun of Columbus city.
n

den Felghts villnuownpulalia

Thelr combined populat

olitan district population, 1820-3

Island and Moline not considered as central citlea.

anpexed to Cleveland city betwoen 1910 nnd

and city

trict 772,

population 8,305 in 1930;

reeinet 1,

{llage annexed to Columbus city In 1032,
1020-30.=

n 1,731 In
fon, 2,466

Rock Island
Ita popula-

0.—Hock
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Taste 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued
[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-ruml classification as of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where loss than 0.1)

1030-40 AREAS 1020-30 ARRAS 1910-20 AREAS 19001910 ABEA_B
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Porcent of Population Percent of Population Plgreant of Population 1;“”%‘;_2 of
Increase, increase, crease, nerease,
1040 1980 1630-40 1630 1620 162030 1820 1910 1010-20 1910 1900 | 1900-1910
Denver, Colo.14. 384,372 331,050 16.1 330, Y81 280, 332 18.0 264, 232 219,314 20.5 219, 914 147, 423 40.8
0 ------------..--_......---....-. 322,412 287, 861 12,0 287, 861 258, 491 12.2 258, 491 213, 381 20.2 213, 381 140, 520 5L.8
?:t’;ﬁﬁe areas - 81, 960 43,189 | 43.5 42, 900 23,841 7.9 7,741 5,933 30.5 5, 933 8,804 -13.9
Satelliteurban_________._______ 9, 680 7, 880 21.3 7,880 —~ 4,358 83.2 4,356 2,983 46.0 o5 ié'i
Satellite rural «——meee oo mnee s 52, 280 5, 200 8.5 34, 20 10,485 70.2 3,385 2,950 4.7 4,933 " —13.
Des Moines, JTowa 188,978 160, 963 143 160, 883 140, 241 B 130, 987 87, 381 4.8
Dos Molnes. .o eeaceaneee 166,819 142, 550 12,1 142, 559 126,468 12.7 128,468 86, 368 48. 4
Batellite areas 24,154 18, 404 3.2 18, 404 13,773 33.8 13, 520 11,013 2.8 |.. -1- -
Satellite urban_ . 4, 252 4, 280 —-0.7 4,280 3,631 17.9 3, 631 2,578 41.1 |-- -
Batellite rural...__.2 . _._... 19, 502 14,125 40,9 14,124 10, 142 20.3 0,808 | 8440 17.3 -
Detroit, Mich,!” 2,295,887 | 2,117,881 8.4 | 2,104,784 | 1,252,800 as.0 | 1,185 158 514,086 126.8 500, 082 818, 987 57.1
trolt 1,623,452, 1, 568, 662 3.5| 1,568,862 | 1,000,372 56.8 093,678 467,018 112.8 464, 768 290,277 60,5
]S)aeterl(l)ite ALGAS.w v 672,415 ! 648,919 2.5 536, 102 252, 537 1123 171,475 47: 068 264.3 35: 216 28, 660 2.7
Satellite urban.. 484, 616 437 9.5 357, 744 193,019 845 118, 787 20,129 490.1 8, 287 6, 182 .1
Satellite raral. 187, 768 106, 482 76.3 178,358 58, 618 204.3 52, 688 26, 939 05.6 26, 929 22,508 19.6
Duluth Minn.-Superior, Wis. b, oeeeaaes 157, 098 156, 380 1.1 155, 380 158, 213 14 . I -
Central citles. s 136, 201 137,578 -1.0 101, 463 a8, 017 26
Duluth, Minn__ - 101, 085 101, 463 - 4 101, 463 88, 017 2.6
Buperior, WiS_.ccecccccamneaaa 35, 138 36, 113 -2.7 - - -
Satellite areas 20,807 17,814 17.3 . 83,027 5, 208 -0.7 -
Batelliteurban. . ... 9,772 , 5.0 42, 805 44,708 -4.2]|.
Satelilte rural —_______._______ 11,125 8,511 20.7 11,032 9, 408 16.2
Durham, N, Qe eeeeraee 68, 683 58, 626 10.1 -
Durhsm —— 60, 105 52,007 15,7 . -
Satellite areas 9,488 6,488 48,2 -
Satellito urban
Satellito rural. oo e 9,488 6,488 46.2
El Paszo, Tex 118, 801 118,461 -2 2 118, 481 84, 210 25.7
El Paso 96, 810 102, 421 -5.5 102,421 77, 560 32.1
Satellite areas. 18, 991 16,040 18.4 16, 040 16, 650 -3.7
Batellite urban R - - -
Satellite rural .o m 18,891 16,040 18.4 16, 040 14, 650 -3.7 .
Erie, Pa. 134, 030 120, 817 33 120, 817 109, 839 18.1 —
Erle . 16,055 | 115,067 0.9 | 15967 0,372 2.2 -
Eatellite areas 17,084 13, 850 23.4 13, 850 16,517 =-16,1
Batellite mrban. e 2,78 2, 2.2 -
Batollite raral .. 14, 166 10, 996 28.8 13, 850 16, 517 -16.1
Evansville, Ind. ... - 141,814 123, 130 16.0 128, 150 102, 781 19.8
‘Evansville o7, 062 99,419 -2.4 102, 248 85, 264 19.9 ~
Batellite arcas 44, 552 23,711 87.8 20, 881 17, 527 10. 1 -
Satellite urban_ 13,160 11,668 128 11, 668 12,160 —4.1
Sotellite raural_________.. 81,302 12,043 160, 7 9,213 5,358 Lo
Fall River-New Bedford, Mass.®_..____ 272, 848 273, 055 —0.1 279, 055 274, 345 -0.5 274, 345 241, 622 18.5 241, 622 188, 041 28.5
Central citles. . | 228,760 227, 871 —0.9 227,871 241,702 —5.7 241,702 215, 947 1.9 215, 947 107,305 29,1
Fall River. | 18,428 115,274 0.1 115,974 120, 485 —4.3 120, 485 119, 205 1.0 119, 205 104, 863 13.8
New Bedford. . Jd n0an 112, 507 -20 112,507 121, 217 -71 1210217 90, 652 25 4 , 652 82, 442 5.8
Batellite areas.________ N 48, 879 45, 184 5.8 45, 184 32, 643 38.4 . 25, 675 27.1 25, 675 20, 736 23.8
Batellite urban.._._ - 822 25,127 28 25,127 17,304 45.2 17,304 12,208 40.7 9, 500 7,236 3L3
Batellite rural. v ceaaaas 21,057 20,057 5.0 20,057 15,339 30.8 15,339 13,377 4.7 16,175 13, 500 . 1.8
Flint, Mioh. ... eeeeecacemeccaaccaan 188, 554 179, 838 4.8 179, 939 103,958 4.8 R
Flint._____ 151, 543 156, 492 -—3.2 156,492 91, 500 70.8 ——
Satellite areas, - 37,011 447 5§7.8 23, 447 11,350 100. 4 (O .
Batellito urban [ . [ PR, - -
Batellite rurak..oooo oo ooeomoe a7, 011 23, 447 57.8 28, 447 11, 359 106.4
Fort Wayne, Ind 134, 385 120, ts8 6.2 120, 568 94,088 8s.8 - am——- -
Fort Wayne. 118,410 114, 946 3.0 114,946 86, 549 i 32.8 eemeeermrmen | ——————
Batellite areas - 15,976 11,612 37.6 11,612 8, 147 42,5 |. .
Satellite urban .- - ——— [ P - -
Batellito ruxral..eee e eeeeemae 15,975 11,612 are 11,612 8,147 425 -
Fort Worth, Tex.tl. o eeeeeeaaaaa 207, 877 181, 368 46 174, 576 129,742 e 128, T44 87,200 48.8 ———
It Areas . - 13,897 . -
Satellits BIDAD oo oemoens 4,240 8, 601 15.8 il Wi il ; 0.4 . :
Batellite rural .o ieenes 25, T76 14, 255 80.8 11,128 ~38.9 23, 262 13,897 67.4 -

18 Denver, 1630-40.—Precinct 28, Adams County, gopulation 540 in 1930, was included in
the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time and was added to the metropolitan district
population in 1030. Precinet 7, Dry Creck, Arapahoa Ceunty, population 273 in 1930, was
subtracted us it was not included in the 1040 metropolitan district. 1900-1810.—Globerville,
Elyria, Argo precinet, Berkeley, Montclsir, Valverds, and Paper Mllls, total combined popu-
Istion, 6,670 in1900,annexed to Denver city between 1900and 1910. The metropolitan district
population for 1910 is the one given in the 1920 census, vol. 1. It was found that 24.22 percent
of the rura) population of the counties that appeared in the metropolitan district as defined
in 1920 was living jn the metropolitan district in 1910, ‘This same percent was then assumed
to hold in securing the 1800 metropolitan district population,

17 Detroit, 1930-40.—Harrison Township, In Macomb County; that part of West Bloomfteld
Township outside Sylvan Lake village, Farmington city, Farmington Township; all in
(Oakland County; and Taylor Township, in Wayne County, were incitded in the metro-
politan district in 1940 for the first time. Tbeir combined populstion, 12,817 in 1930, was
added to the 1530 metropolitan district population. 1920-30,—Greenileld Township, populas
tion 2,643 in 1920, Redlord village, population 1,389 In 1620, Oakwood village, population 1,600

in 1920, and part of Hamtramck Towaship, population 872 in 1920, all in Wayne County,
annexed to Detrolt city between 1920 and 1930. Their combined population, 3,604 in 1920,
added to the 1920 population of Detroit eity. 1910-20,—St. Clalr Helghts village, population
1,252 in 1010, annexed to Detrolt city between 1610 and 1820. 1600-1010.—Delray, population
4,673 In 1900, annexed to Detroit city between 1900 and 1910,

¥ Duluth, Minn.-Superior, Wis., 1920-30,—Suporior, Wis., was not considered as a central
city [n this decade.

1 Evangville, 1680-40.—In 1630 Evansville, Ind., was erroneously reported. In 1040 it was
reported as in Knight, Perry, and Plgeon Townships only and its 1930 population in these
townships was $0,419, which was used as the population of Evansville city in 1930,

1 Fall Biver-New Bedford, 1820-30.—The 1930 cepsis combined thesa cities with the Pravi-
dence metropolitan district. This was separated from the Providence metropolitan district,
Dolitan distriot popaiaion 1008 30,2 Palyasents o aod Nies Ity papilation 600

ct population. —Po ¢ town an es Clty, pop on b o
1020, annexed to Fort Worth slnce 1820,
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Tasue 8.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT

OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1800-1940—Continued
[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. ‘A minus slgn {(—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown whare less than 0.1)

103040 AREAS 1920-30 AREAS 1010-20 ARKAD 10001010 AREAN
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Percent of Population l;;rcant of Population Poreent of Population Porcont of
CTease, croase, incrense, - increaso
1940 1930 1030-40 1650 1920 1020-30 1930 1610 110-20 | pop0 1900 | 1900-1016°
Fresno, Calif. - 97, 804 78,118 U8 .. I rememceamane|enamacie————
Fresno. . 50, 085 52, 513 15.8
Satellite Breas. oo oveeeeem oo rene 36,818 605 8l I
Batellite urban . % f‘f
Batellite rural. e eeren 30,819 25, 605 438 T T - = I .

Galveston, Tex. 58, 301 208 I A i} . - I A .
Galveston.....eeeeacccccomcnmanean 938 15.0 |
Satelllte areas..._.. %353 101.7 1 - N mmmee-

Satellite urban.... 3, 534 62.6 o N - =l o o R
Batellite rural 1,829 177,0 |.. [ IR, . .- - I

Grand Rapids, Mich..... 207, 154 1.8 207, 154 164, 2684 s 164, 284 128, 263 s 128, 268 97, 633 ) 8]

g‘:&nﬁgggg&-. 1%. ggg -;g. g 108,502 1::7, % 1%2 g 137,634 112, 671 22.3 1:?, 5;% % 5'33 28.8
Bateliito urban. 302 gl %) 1 ot I Lo deoof | Ihe= bl e st IO hont IO ioiels
Batellite rural. 40, 34,533 17.8 38, 562 16,630 1319 16,630 15, (92 15 602 10, 368 5.4

Greensboro, N, C.. oot 78, 085 63, 469 5.1 ] caeud [ I SN I A I .
Greensboro. . 59,319 53, 569 10.7 | R I R IS A, T
Satellite ATeaS. e emee e 13,736 9,900 38,71 .- S PO IS JR N

Satellite urban [ I - A .
Batellite rural .. eeeenea- T 13,738 9, 000 E ) PO R A IR DR R I PR RPN S

Hamilton-Middletown, Ohfo.. .- 112, 656 108, 989 53| ) P K RPN N i - - -
Central cities. . occoeceeenenenee 81,812 82, 168 —0.4|. [V P W -

Hamilton.......... 50, 502 52, 176 -3.0 | -|- .
Middletown...... 31,220 29, 902 411 [ O F Y Y ———.
Batellite areas 30,873 24,821 24.4 . . - .
Satellite urban.... 4, 511 4,491 0.4 ——— —eef- .
Batellite rural.......... 26, 20,330 20.7

Harrisburg, Pa 175,37 | 161,672 v.0 | enem2| 144,817 L N NN IS NSRRI o
Harrisburg, - 83,8093 80, 330 4.4 80, 330 75,917 5.8 -

Batellite arcas 89, 474 81,333 10.0 81,833 68, 900 18.0 |. - --
Satellite UrbaN..veeeeeeeneaee-- 45,274 43,191 4.8 28, 059 26, 690 51
+ Satelliterural. .. 200 88, 142 15.9 63,274 42,210 26,2 |..-.. .
Hartford-New Britain, Conn ¥ ____.._. 02,163 471,185 |- 6.6 471, 185 981,875 23.4 381, 876 264,928 P10 2 R PR .. .
Central eltles oo eeeee 232, 200 1.2 184, 072 128, 036 18.0 138,036 8,915 30.0
Hartford 164,072 L3 164,072 138, 036 18.9 138, 036 08,015 20.0
New Britaltl oo 48, 128 0.8 [N SO WO I . ———-
Batellito 6reas. .. oeeeeee e 238, 985 1.8 307, 113 243, 830 25.6 243, 830 105, 307 24.8
Satellite urban_....moee-- 146, 122 10.3 214,250 170, 142 25.9 147, 900 116,363 2 N N . ..

~ Batellite rural oo oeeeeeaces 92,863 14.2 92,563 73,697 26,0 05, 939 78, 04 218 |- -

Houston, Tex.m. 345, 368 47.8 330,216 171, 062 08.3 171, 062 103, 850 (-7 9% N MU PR R,
Houston.. 202,352 3L5 202, 352 144, 062 10L.7 138, 276 85, 784 61.2 |-eenae .- -
Batellitd Ar0aS. .uemmcauemanananaoe 63,016 137, 4 46, 864 26, 100 7.6 32, 786 18,008 BLB |oenceee S - T —

Satellite urbaxn.. 8, 660 -5 1 I I, N PR & e N N P—— -
Batellite rural...oecvemecam-e-- 115, 242 44,350 150.8 46,804 26, 100 70.8 32,786 18,068 8L5 |-- .- .-

Huntington, W. Va,-Ashland, Ky.....--| 170,978 | 163,367 47 163,567 114,878 PN [ - . PR

Centra? citles. .ommaeessucaaemeans 108,373 104, 646 3.6 104, 646 84,908 6.2 .
2 DT I0T0 ) R —— 78,836 75,672 4.3 75,672 50,177 50.8 ). ma—-
Ashlan 26, 537 20, 074 1.8 20,074 14,720 07.4
Batellite areas...--meececoecaaeces== 62,606 58,721 8.6 8,721 40,072 17.5 -\
Batellite urban. .e—e—. . 25,328 —4.1 21,646 18,150 16.0 -
Batellite rural. .ooeemem- - 38,320 33,305 14.8 87,076 31,782 8.7 - .-
Indianapolis, Ind.H___ ..o 455, 357 417,085 9.0 417,885 439,368 1.5 399, 106 954, 404 38.8 237,763 173,839 2.0
.7
Indi M 888, 972 364,161 6.3 364, 161 316,223 15.2 314,14 233, 850 34.5 238, 650 170,963 a4,
Sateﬁ'l]t?ep:re:s ...................... ug, gagg 6{;. gg; ]26*. g 53,624 s 93.6 24,011 20,844 10. 4,133 2,609 5.9
J1f b 3 3 L0 [ocaaae. - —— I PR [ A I E—— PO
PPN ———— Tl edam|  aen 20,0 | "B [T, 6db O TRl X s 4,133 3,600 -

Jackson, Mins, 88, 003 a5, 603 8.1 NS P mmanan N IR e
Jeckson 62,107 45,633 36.1 - -
3““&”&?&“3 .................. 25,806 19,970 2.7 o o

il mmw
Satellitg gr:l.n ................. 25, 804 19, 970 20.7 -
Yacksonville, Flath oo oooooeoeeeoomeaa| 185,618 148,718 5L.6 148,713 108,578 [ - S.OL et Imihiafainhinsieed It akanilel aininaiviuin z
Jacksonvill 173,005 135, 148 28.1 120, 540 91, 558 415
Satellite ar:an 22, 554 13, 567 66.2 19,104 17,020 1(1] f‘ g .-
* Batellite urban. .o comenn]onaea . 5, 507 2,775 -1 - -
Satellite raral. ... . —ee- 22, 554 13, 567 66.2 13, 567 14, 245 —.

m':,?““ﬁ"d‘“’" Britain, 1920-30 and 1910-20,—New Britaln not considered as a central olty
ot decades.
3 Houston, 1930-40.—01d precinct 8, population 6,152 in 1630, added to the 1930 metro-
politan district population,  1920-80.—All of precinets 1, 2, and 3, Harris County, were con-
sldered in the metropolitan district in 1920. Magnolla Park, population 4,080 (n 1920, Harris-
burg, population 1,481 In 1620, Park Flace, population 430 n 1920, and Independence Helghts,
Population 715 (n 1920, annexed to Houston city between 1020 and 1030,

1 Indianapolis, 1890-30,—Unjversity Helghts town, population 477 In 1920, and Broad
Ripple town, population 1,552 in 1820, annexed to Indianapolis city betwoeen 1920 and 1830,
Their combined population, 2,020 in 1020, was added to the 1920' central clty population.

)

1900-1910.—Irvington, population 1,709 in 1600, annexed to Indlanapolis city between 1900
and 1010, N ity 1
8 Jackson, 1930-40.—The MIississipp! Btate Hospitel was moved from Jackson city to
anngt::r cou'nty which was not consl;gered in the metropolitan district of 1940; hn::l:.-if, :ta
populatlon, 2,64¢ in 1930, was subtracted from both the city snd the metropolitan district
populsation in 1930, o In 1632 Its
i Sonth Jacksonville city sonezed to Jacksonville in

p;;mmln;lélﬂ? légla%,o;as%l:lded to the 1630 popﬁhtion of Jacksgnvillo city. 1920-30,—It
was n.ssume& that 95.63 parcent of Puval County, Fla., was {0 the metropolltan district in
1920 83 that part of it was Ln the 1930 metropolitan district.
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TasLE 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued )

[Tota) arsas as of end of decade; urban-rursl classification ss of beginning of decade. A minus sign {(—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.1]

193040 AREAB 1020-30 AREAS 1810-20 AREAS 1000-1810 AREAS
METEOPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Percent of Population Percent of Population Porcent of Population Percent 6f
increass, increnss, increase, increpse,
1940 1030 163040 1830 1920 1920-30 1620 1810 1910-20 1910 | . 1500 1800-1810
Johnstown, Pa. - 161,781 147,811 2.6 147,811 142,004 CI TN ISR [N [, NSRRI AR EESO
Johnstown 66, 668 66, 903 —0.5 66, 903 67,327 —0.5 . - eeee]-
Satellite areas. ... 85,113 80, 618 5.6 80,618 4,17 7.9 |-
Satellite urbam. 30, 785 31,337 —1.8 27, 530 , —a.7 |. .
Satellite rural 54,328 49,281 10.2 £3,088 45, 209 17.4 - i I I
Ealamazoo, Mich. ... 77,913 72,738 6.2 I - - i 1.
Kalamazoo. .cceeeemmammmmmmmeem—nn 54,007 54,786 —13 - . .
Satellite areas 23,116 17,953 28.8 |. R Vo ———— — -
Satellite urban RV PRI IV I B IR
Satellite reral ..cevemcmmcaee—an 23,116 17,953 28, . 1
Eannas City, Mo,-Eansas City, Eang7.| 634,083 613,054 3.3 608, 186 470,893 98.7 477,354 368,276 29,3 340,448 £98, 295 49.2

Central ¢itios. ozeemmcmceoronans 520,636 521,603 —0.2 521,603 433,261 20.4 425, 587 330, 712 8.7 30,712 221,48 49.6
Kansas City, Mo 399, 178 390,746 —0.1 205, 746 324,410 2.2 424, 410 248, 381 30.8 248, 381 163, 752 51.7
Konsas City, Kans ceeeeem--- 121,458 121, 857 —0.3 121,857 108, 851 1.9 101,177 82,331 2.9 82,331 57, 206 43.7

Sateilite areas 113, 457 92, 351 22.9 86, 583 46, 632 85.7 51,767 28, 564 342 9,734 7,187 35.4
Batellite UrbaN e eveeeeeaenens 18, 754 17, 870 4.9 15,208 11,686 30.9 19, 360 15,819 2.4 5, 960 3, 270 823
Satellite MUrBl e ece cceem e e 94,703 74,481 2.2 71, 287 34,946 104.0 32,407 22, 745 42.5 3,774 3,917 —3.7

Enoxville, Tenn 151,820 135,714 11.9 195,714 85, 835 418 - —

Knoxville - 111, 580 105, 802 5.6 105, 802 77,818 36.0 |. - .

Satellite Breas. ..oveemmcoooemmmmas 40, 249 29,912 346 29,012 18,017 6.0 -
Satellite urban . - — cm— ——— N RO SN DR MR H——
Satellite rural. oo oecveeeeanmm- 40,249 20,012 4.6 20,912 18,017 | . 66.0 ——— -

Lancaster, Pa. | 189,027 123,166 1.9 123,156 1085, 482 16.7 -

Lancaster. 61,345 59, M8 2.3 59,9040 53,150 12.8 |.. [ . —

Satellito areas 70, 682 €3, 207 1.8 63, 207 52, 332 . 20.8 o
Satellite UDAN. . errereemmmmee 22, 588 20,705 9.1 20, 705 18, 251 13.4 =
Eatellite rral oo ceemnene 48,008 42, 502 13.2 42, 502 34,081 PYS N N W

ansing, Mich —| 110,358 98, 604 1.8 .

Lansing 78,753 78,397 .5 - [

Batellite areas 31,603 20, 297 55.7
Satellite urban.___eeeeeeeeeee- 5, 839 4,389 33.0 - - -

Satellite rural.. o ccnememnenee 25,764 15, 908 62.0 R RSPV —— A
- Lincoln, Nebr oo eeeooocmmeme 88,101 | | 85,840 -8 3 I VNN I
Lincoln 81,084 70, 592 a0l . e
Satallite areas 6,207 6, 248 —0.7 - -
Batellite urban - . -
Satellite rural . —coomeneare—mr 6,207 8, 248 —0.7 USSR N M M M
Little Rock, Ark. 126,724 113, 157 12.0 113,157 B8, 454 2.9 - —- -

LAttle ROCK - —cccaoooceccmcmmnans 88, 039 81,679 7.8 81, 679 65, 142 25.4 o

Satellite areas , 31,458 23.0 31,458 2,312 e
Satellite urban. 21,137 16,418 8.0 19,418 14,048 38.2
Satellite rural_ 17, 548 12,040 45.7 12,040 g, 264 20.0

Los Angeles, Calif.®. o eemee 2,004,588 | 2,316, 540 25.4 1 2,818,520 865, 603 132.9 879, 008 464, 841 89,1 438,226 123, 062 956, 1

Los Angeles. 1,240, 358 21.8 | 1,238,048 576, 673 114.7 576, 673 19,108 80.

Satellite areas 1,076, 181 30.1| nosuers| 418,930 . 1570| s023ms) 145643 1078 ?}g: 058 8 7o 053
Satellite urban___ 753, 987 25.0 626, 526 252,214 148.4 167, 261 : 4.5 28, 138 14 838 150. 5
Satelliterural . _i_.a...| 467,809 322,194 421 453, 952 166, 716 172.3 135, 074 67, 650 99.7 80, 890 4,168 1,845.4

Loulaville, Ey.» - 434, 408 404, 308 7.4 404, 306 830,048 2.5 918, 159 204, 608 80 288, 158 259, 858 10.1

Louisvllle —eee| 219,077 307,745 3.7 307,745 242, 068 2.1 234, 891

Eatllite areas 115,331 96, 651 19.3 Y 57,980 9.9 3, 208 2?(31: et 178 2(?2,92%3 o5 13':1;
Satellite urbam. com oo 36, 807 87,705 —2.3 37,765 33,090 14.1 33,090 31,824 4.0 31, 041 31 402 =11
Satellite Mural.ceees o ceuen-aer 8, 424 58,886 @32 58, 886 54,890 7.3 50,178 38, 854 20.1 31,186 2, 281 310

Towell-Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass.8l__..| 334,969 298,028 0.9 332,028 342,708 -3.1 343,708 307, 180 1.8 507, 189 257, 765 19,2

Central ¢itles oroooooceeacmen 232, 464 234,012 -0.7 185,302 207,020 —10.5 207, 020 102,186 7.7 1
Lowell.._ 101, 389 1@1 z4 12| 1002 1522 79 e 106, 204 81 1%: P 13:: oa0 =0

ooy Bavertl revmeemoomemanmosne 133,: 152 32: 0 Zio 4 -8 84,270 85,892 0.8 85,892 65,650 | _ 373

atellite areas , 01 46 146,726 135,677 8.1 135,677 115,003 . 57
Satellite urban__________.11_l| 72,043 71, 804 no| 1200604 | 104,540 53| 1450 96, 667 Bl oo 100,227 11
Batellite MUral-.uuer-ceeaavennss 29,862 2,122 1.3 26,122 21,137 23.6 21,137 18, 308 16. 6 18, 306 17, 280 59
Macon, Ga 74, 830 7,207 113 -

MACOD. - - —eemememsnamnmemmmnene 57,865 53,829 7.5 S . —— -

Batallite ATeAS.....omesenseemameee 18, 965 13,308 2.6 .. - ===
Batellite urban -

Satellite rural.. oo oo maeen 16,965 | 13,308 2.6

17 Kansag City, Mo.-Kansas City, Eans., 1830-40.—Shawnee Towpship, Johnson County assumed that 99.2 percent of the populati ] 1
Kans,, was included in the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time, Its populnt[on: city, and 81.1 percelrl}t of the populggi?m g( %rxgg%og;kuﬂ%?%ecrg?gt%giﬁﬁg °§1f{'£§%?sg:e}°§
5,768 [n 1630, was added to the 1930 metropolitan distriet poFMat:on. 1800-1910.—Argentina, in 1020 8s these percentages were in the metropolitan district in 1930 Bgsid O trti:
population 5,878 in 190& was anneXed to Kansas City during this deeade. Township and Upland city in 8an Bernardino County wera included 19005“1:’910 igr 8
1n"1 gggeﬁ& ;gﬂiﬂ;‘iio—mgvleglggl;:lig’l aﬁ?éleﬁdxﬁ% clt;%gcgillnycity in 1930. Its population, 3,659 Pg;l;g. Por:hllatton 1,787 in 1800, was annexed to Los Angeles durlng the decade a
, ; . uisville, 1920-30.—Highland ]
M Los Angeles, 1930-40.—Catalina Townshigb Los Angeles County, population 1,988 in annexed to Louilsville cit;gbe’:geeﬁa;gzgnaig Eilégl?l e towns, population 7,177 In 1920, were

i 1800-1810.—Crescont Hill lat
1030, was in the metropolitan district in 1930 but not in 1940 so it was subtracted from the 442 In 1900, was annexed te Louisville city between 1900 and + Pepuiation
g . s v 1910,
1930 metropolitan district population. Tujungs eity, population 2,311 in 1930, was annexed 1t Lowell-Lewrence-. hill 040 jod o e N
to Los Angeles in 1032, hence, it was added to the 1930 city population. 1950-30.—It was time i this decade. Haverhill, 1630-40.—Haverhill considered a central city for the first
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Tasre 8.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1800-1940—Continued

[Total arcas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of docade. A minus sign {(—) denctes decrease. Percent not shown where loss than 0.1]

163040 AREAS 1920-30 AREAS 1010-20 ABREAB 1000-1010 AREAS
METROFOLITAN DISTRICT Populat{
Pl ation Porcent of Population Percent of Population Peresnt of Population Poreont of
lxlzgggx_a?, increase, Increase, inoronso,
1940 1050 0 1630 1920 1420-30 1620 1910 1910-20 1910 1900 | 1000-1010,
" -
‘Madison, Wis. an 78, 349 84, 350 21.8 R - N SRRV SIS MR (VPR [P S,
ls\’rzglilfc; --- %- g; 53- 899 18.5 ) R I - -
atellite arens 151 y |-
Satellite urban e ' 5__ 6?_'_)_ - -I- .
Satellite Turale emeeen o oeeeoe 10,902 8,451, 0.0 IO R B -

Manchester, N.H_ .. ________. 81,9892 B0, 873 L8[ ... I RN R ST ITRUTURUUTE S E
Manchester 77,685 76, 834 1.1
Batellite areas ——— 4,247 3,839 10.6

- Balollite urban [ IR -
Satelliteraral e .. 4, 247 3,839 10.6

Memphis, Tenn,i, 832,477 276, 877 20.1 276,128 109, 881 36.3 214,189 181, 143 18.8 159,474 128, 725 82,0
Memphis 292, M2 253, 143 16,7 253, 143 162, 351 55.9 162, 35) 131, 165 23.8 131, 105 102, 47 2.7
sate‘lsla%g T —— 39, 535 23, 734 66.6 2, 983 37,340 —38.4 b1, 818 50, 038 3.6 28,309 27,078 4.8

Satellite rurale—oo oo 30,535 7,735 6.6 22,983 |37, 310 Ty 1,818 50, 138 Y 3,391 018 4“8

Miami; Fla®........... S Y 193, 895 B7.0 132,189 39, 538 et d | .. .__ S SUUUUY NN N WISUU N —
Miami —— 172,172 110, 637 55.6 110, 637 30, 887 257.3 |- -I- .

Satellite areas. ...._ S 78,365 23,358 25.5 21,652 8, 566 151.6 {... . R - .-
Satellite urban__ 40, 204 14, 791 172.2 R R ISR N Mo F
. Satellite ml‘ai...--..-._ ......... 38,101 8, §67 344.7 21, 552 8, 566 b 1) T Y MR F . -

Milwaukes, Wis 780, 338 748, 414 6.3 743,414 553,118 84.4 537, 137 431, 417 240 437,175 324, 863 .5
MiIWQUkEB ........................ 587,472 578, 249 L6 578, 249 460, 194 25.7 457, 147 73, 857 22.3 373,857 285,315 81.0
Batellite nreas 202, 864 165, 165 2.8 165, 165 092,924 .7 80, 500 57,500 40.0 53,318 39, 8 3.5

Satellite urban. eeveeeeoee .o 134, 815 117,387 14.9 107, 857 49, 004 119.7 33,886 19, 774 74 9,438 0, 234 5.4
Satellite ruraloceeeeeeocmaaaaae 67, 840 47,778 42 2 57,308 43, 830 3.8 46, 704 37,786 2.6 43, 880 33,414 3.8

Minneapolis-S¢t. Paul, Minn.___._.__.___. 011,077 832, 258 0.5 832, 258 880, 344 22.3 820, 218 526, 2568 18. 8 526, 2568 372, 009 415

Central cities.__.. 780, 106 735, 862 6.0 735, %2 813, 280 10.6 615, 280 516, 152 10.2 B16, 152 365, 783 41.1
MinneapoliS. ocooo oo ccaao. 402, 370 464, 356 8.0 464, 356 180, 582 2.0 380, 582 301, 408 26,3 301, 408 202,718 48,7
St. Panl e 287, 730 271, 606 5.9 271, 606 234, 698 16.7 234, 698 214,744 8.3 214,744 163, 005 a7

Batellite areas. 130,971 06, 206 36.0 08, 206 a5, 064 48.0 13, 936 10, 104 ar1.9 10, 104 6,220 02.3
Satellite urban. —aoarcaeeeo.. 76, 137 59, 667 27.8 35, 43 27, 867 20.0 9,822 7,170 37.0 |eeccmeoen I S
Satelliterieral o b4, 834 36, 629 40.7 00,363 87, 167 62.3 4,114 2,034 40.2

Mobile, Ala.%. 114,908 986, 807 18.9
Mobile...... 78,720 69,412 13.4
Batellite AréAs. . . eceemcmmemennaann 36, 186 27,195 33.1

Satellite urban._. — 8, 084 4, 580 32.8
Batellito rural .. commeeo_aa 30,102 22,615 33.1

Montgomer¥, Al cueeenccommeemme e 93, 607 78, 989
MONLEOMerY . oo cemmmmmmccmma 78,084 66,079
Satellite areas. . oo oceemeee e 15,613 12,310

Satellite urban . wee e ]emam e [
Satellite rural. eeememcecomeeeen 15,613 12,310

111, 105 2.0

Rashville, Tenn. 209, 422 166, 238
/

Nashville___._ 163, 804 118, 342 0| 11s,32| 110,804 7.2] 110,364 80, 805 30,5
Satellite areas 65, 556 37,806 46.6 37,806 27, 507 8.8 27, 607 30, 300 —0.2
T T TT S v ot o O o s Oy e I B e B Rt el
Satellito rural_ 55, 55 57, 506 6.6 37, 566 7, bor 378 7, 507 30, 300 283
New Havett, CORIL. oo wecenmeommaamone 808,228 | 203,724 258,812 1.4 22| 20818 5.8 | sos 181 | 108,478 21.9
160,605 | 102,855 162, 537 01| 1ezs7| 133,805 21.7| 13,805 | 108,027 2.7
Bietitte weas 147,623 | 131,000 96, 375 36.0 96, 375 72,518 32.8 2, £8, 446 4.1
Satellite QrBALL..o o oomnmommo- 70,943 o7, 604 57, 762 23.9 57, 7602 46,605 2.8 41,376 32, 15 20,9
Satelite rural. - 76, 650 63,405 813 .1 38,813 25,881 9.2 31,170 25, 861 20,6
New Orleans, Lab oo oo ooone.| 540,030 | 484,877 405,848 2.8 | sev,e16 |  s4s, 100 15| ms 0| 284,01 18.3
8.1

New Orleans. —..memmmen-mncmen- 404,607 | 458,762 387, 219 18.5| es7,210| 39,075 1.2| sav0r5| 287,104 18,
Bl arons 45,403 3, 118 g 721 41 10,690 9, 034 18.4 9, 034 7,611 20,3
R I T 1 ' A % il A Nt I R
S 29, 622 22, 544 11, 530 130.1 16,308 5, 034 i84 ¢, 054 7,6l 2.3

u Mem?h.is, 1530-40.—HBartlett and Germantown towns, Shelby Goum‘.yi includeii |l} ntl:)e in g}q 19310 rﬂeu;n:olitnn ]n:lﬂizs'grict(i ; gcagcoanut Grovecity, population 1,308 in 1020, was annoxed

0 for the first time, Their combined population, 751 in 193 to Miaml city between aD 3 .
lg:;rggtgeaantlodm;icig;€ lil?tl‘o;;litta?:l d?strict populstion. lgzo—aﬂ.p—lljt was assumed that M Mobile, 1830-40.—The 1930 metropolitan distrlct pepulation in{%g’dcs llho lf?!)lowinu:
£9.4 percent of Shelby County, Tenn,, was in the metropolitan district in 1920 and all of Mobille city, population 68,202 in 1930; precinct ﬂf population 7,109 [n 1 i;{ll'cc r‘u:%4 | pﬁ%‘
Miss?sslppi Township, Ark. 1810-20.—The population of this metropolitan district is that lation 4,480 la 1420; precinet 11, populntion 4,458 I 1030; precinet 12, po_pll.l) SE\ hun (f' " n i
of the 1920 eity and ¢ n'djacent area.’ 1900-1910.—Lenox, population 327 in. .1900, alﬂgaxﬁd % Prﬁclnit 528% rmllgt on&ﬁ;ﬂ;lgzwgg;] ﬂ{ﬁfgfﬁ%”?{"ﬂ,’&ﬂf"ﬂ'éﬁ l;:‘r.ig‘.: Imr“'ca;:r G?) vg;nlzgg:t

" i on 4, n ;P 3 A H '

Memphis cliy slnco 1000. Tho popalation salled metropolitan district for tbis city é‘treet Loop, pepulation 1,210 in 1530, Total, 95,607 in 1030. QGovernment Bireet Locga(i (R:C:Futo

really the 1020 definitlon of 'adjacent area, . 4 In 10%. Old precinct 1, popylstion  lation 1,210 in 1030 was annered to Mobile city betweea 1630 snd 1940, bence, wis

~ B Miami, 1930-40.—~Dade County was red 1 1,21 JMablio elty

923 in 1030; old precinct 2, less part in Miami Shores town, population 512 in 1930, old pre- L’I'?bl]e ¢ity population [p 1930 making A2, " sh was o
3 i 1 1020-30.—1t was assumed that 48.36 percent of 8t, Bernard Parlsh w

cinct 8, less prt In Mlami Shotes towm, DoR e ot in 1930, were Included IO o0, wos the gﬁﬁooiﬁ?sﬂ? 'dls%gl-gt In 1920 since that part of It wns In the 1030 metropolitan district.

politan district n 1040 for the first time. Their combined population, 1,806 n tedl ras  Eae BOROFC T Foror iy s 47, and 8 in Jelferson Parish wero also includod in the 1920

added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1920-30.—It was assumed that 0247
percent of Dade County, .%‘la.. was in the [;’ngtmpolitan district in 1920 as that part of it was metropolitan district population.



METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TasLE 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued ;
[Tatal areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. A minns sign (—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.1
' 183040 AREAH 1820-30 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1000-1010 AREAS ®
- METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population ‘ Per::ent of Populstion Porcent of Population Percent of Population Porcent of
increase, increasse, creasa, increase,
1640 1630 193040 1950 1930 1920-30 1620 1910 1010-20 19160 o0 | 1800-1010
New York-Northeastern New Jersey, M, | 11,680, 520 | 10, 808, 332 7.2 | 10,601,424 | 8,505,404 20.2 1 7,910,415 | @ 584,859 .5 | 6,474,568 | 4 607,804 40.8
Central cities. oo 8,435,406 | 7,042 600 8.2 | 7,042,600 | 6,564,333 21.0 | 65,620,048 | 4,786,883 17.9 | 4,766,883 | 3,437,202 8.7
Batallite areas - , 265, 2,003, 732 0.8 | 2,058,824 1,841,071 52.4 290, 3 1,700,976 27.2| 1,707,685 | 1,170,602 45.9
Satellite urban_____.___________ 2,536,183 | 2,306,088 58| 22182 | 1,571,845 41| 2,018,068 | 1,631,022 238| 1,463, , 027, 405 42.5
Satellite rural oo oees J— 718, 861 566, 744 26.8 740, 349, 126 100. 6 271, 390 168, 954 60,8 244 047 143,197 70.4
New York Division _..eecrrcremeacns 8,707,068 | 7,889,828 90| 7.088,3081 @ 95'1, 085 97,8 | 6,009,104 | ©,047,247 18.9 | 5,009,009 | 8,587,802 89.9
New York Clty. ... 7,454,905 | 6,930,440 7.6 ] 6,930,446 | 5,620,048 23.3 | 5620,048 § 4 768,883 17.9 | 4,766,883 | 3,437,202 8.7
Batellite areas_ _____.______ 1,252,671 i 1,059,380 18.2 | 1,055, 922 631, 037 67.3 379, 056 280, 364 36.2 242,124 150, 400 60.9
Batelllte urhan. 789,311 700, 047 12.8 620, 888 431,372 43.9 247,203 192,174 28.6 140,380 90, 073 65.9
Batellite rural. oo eeeee 403, 360 ), 20.0 435,034 199, 665 117.9 131,833 83,190 48.5 92, 737 60,417 83.6
New Jersey Division_ .. oooemmoeeoos 2,082,854 | 2,916, 508 2.3 2015058 | 2,24, 918 20,9 | 1,811,811 | 1,519 612 1,445,669 | 1,020,112 43.7
Central cities . 880,501 | 1,012,154 -3.1| 1,013,154 944, 285 7. y
Elizabeth - 109,912 114, 589 —4£1 114, 589 05, 783 b 2 (R ER cummmsmemem | e ———— e -
Jerse¥ CIbY oo oo 301,173 318, 715 —4. 8 316,715 298,103 6.2 PO P,
NewArK e ccevrcecveermmen 429, 700 442, 337 —2.8 442,337 414, 524 8.7
Paterson. _._. coresanen 139, 656 138, 513 0.8 . 138,513 135,875 h L' SRR SN U P L Y
Batellite arens__ —-| 2,002,353 | 1,004,352 51| 1, 1,310,034 45,3 | 71,011,311 11,510, 612 25.8 | 1,485,550 | 1,020,112 43.7
Satellite urba, I| s 852 | 1606 841 2.9 1,557,884 | 1,140,573 40.1 ] 1,771,765 | 1,438,848 2.1 1,314,240 937,332 40,2
SBatellite rural ..o 255, 501 207,411 2.2 305,018 169, 461 80,0 139, 546 80, T84 728 151,310 82,780 B8
Worfolk-Portsmonth-Newport News, i
Vadr 350, 396 263, 894 16.3 278,233 208, 086 —8.3 289,179 108, 833 40.21. -- -
Contral clties 232, 144 200, 831 10.8 200, 831 206, 958 14 205, 760 120, 847 70.3 |ommmmmrmrmnm O
o o) £4] L S, 144, 332 128,710 11.3 129,710 115,777 12,0 115,777 67, 452 71.8 -
Portsmouth_ ..o eeieiencenns 50,745 45,704 11.0 46, 704 y ~16.0 54, 387 83,190 83.9 -
Newport News.. eeoeooumaeeo 37,067 34, 417 7.7 34,417 30, 7904 —8.5 35, 508 , 205 76.2 |-
Batellite areas ______ . . ______ 252 4,163 32.5 63,402 91,128 —30.4 83,419 , 088 14.3 |---
Snlcllite arbnn. . 17,439 17,195 1.4 17,195 16, 905 1.7 6, 138 b, 505 11.6 .. J—
Batellite rural ____.. - 80,813 56, 41.9 3 74,223 —37.7 77,281 67,481 T 70 SRR [P FUR
OXklahoma City, Okla. ... .oeeereemcenen 221,220 202,183 9.4 £02, 189 100,778 100.8 |oomee -l mamamemma|omammm————— - -
[03-450400) 1 S 204,424 185, 339 10.3 185, 380 91,205 b 110 N
Batellite areas 16,805 16,774 0.2 16, 774 9,478 77
Satellite nrban -
Batellite rural..eeeoccacaanaa 16,805 16, 7i4 0.2 16, 774 9,478 7.0 .
Omaha, Nebr.-Council Bluffs, Iowa. ... £87, 698 273, 861 51 273,851 288, 440 14.9 234, 083 199, 102 22.3 102, 045 181,629 19.4
Contral eltiag. oo e 268, 283 258, 054 3.6 255, 054 227,763 12.4 227,763 185, 523 2.8 153, 388 128, 357 19.5
Omaha........... 223, 844 214, 006 4.6 . 3 22.6 .
Council BlufMs._.. 41,438 42, M8 -—1.4 2.5
Batellito aren. .. e icevcamaa 2, 415 17,797 25.9 0.8
Batellite urban [ PO, ————
Batelliterural .. __ ... 22 415 17,797 <]
Peoria, T . eeeee 162, S8 144,732 12.8
Peorl8. .o oeecmee vt ecccavnea 105, 087 104, 969 0.1 .
Batellite areas ..______ 57,470 39,763 4.6 7 .
Satellite urban.._ . 30,157 24, 435 234 18, 129 12,088 33.5 |- —
Satellite rural. .- 27,322 15,328 78.2 23, 634 14, 216 66.2
Philadelphia, Pa.t .. eeeeeeeen 2,898,644 | 2,857,328 1.4 | 2,847,148 | 2,452,078 16.1] 2,407,234 | 1,983,308
Philadelphia 1,031,334 | 1,050,981 =1.0]| 1,950,961 | 1,823,779 7.0 | 1,823,7m | 1,540,008
Batellite areas. ... - 087, 310 108, 362 8.7 866, 187 028, 207 42.8 583, 455 434, 208
Batellite urba . 671, 574 832,121 6.2 583, 650 430, 094 a5. b 322, 087 , 209
Batellite rural. . . 205, 274,241 7.8 312,237 | - 197,303 58.3 281, 368 180, 000
Phoenix, Atlz.® .. 121,828 86, 358 [0 G PRI PRI IR HOSIRoN I -
PhoenIx. .o ima—a 85,414 48,118 35.9 |-ceeeoo -}--- R N
Batelliteareas . . _._. 56,414 38,238 47,6 |.core [ S - acnne
Batelliteurban_ ... ... 4, 855 3, 665 -3 (U PRI SIS
Satelliterural ... —eeeeoe 51, 559 34,573 49.1 |-... - o
Pittaburgh, Pa.0___________..ooeeneen 1,894,080 | 1,053,868 2.1} 1,083,608 | 1,896 648 15.1| 1,207,502 | 1,089 052 16.0] 1,040,85 | 702,088 3L
Pittsbuegh. . ._____eeeas 669,817 | __...___.... 660,817 | 625,110 7.2| 888,343 [ 535008 mo| 533,005 451 512 18.2
Batellite areas_________ 1,253, 851 32§ 1,283 851 | 1,071,538 10.8 619, 161 408, 047 24.3 508, 950 341, 456 01
Satellite urban’.. 708, 456 1.6] 743,554 | el 201 21.7| 360,280 | 304,068 2.2 | 246,457 | 108, 288 46.4
Satellite rural... - . -________0 485, 395 5.8 540,207 | 460,336 17.4 249, 881 103, 391 20,2 282, 403 173,268 5.6
Portland, Maine 99,874 1 I . B S L . i SO I N
Portland. . e 70,810 L0 I (I MY RV E [RSETRSS P, 1.
Batellite areas._____ X 13.8 |.--- . . .-
Satellite urban. 24, 647 9.0 [... - -1 - R
Satelliterural. . ____. i 6,055 £, 417 b7/ O FORSRRROIETN R SRR SRR PR DU F

M Neow York-Northeastern New Jersey, 1930-40.—Ston? Point town In Rockland County,
N. Y.; Watchung Borough, and Green Brook Townsh f in Somerset County, N, J., were
IncludedNn the metropoliton district in 1940 for the first time. Their combined popuiation,
4,508 in 1930, was added to tha 1930 metropolitan district population,

8 Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, 16830-40.—Kempsvillo magisterial district, Princess
Anne County, and Lynnhaven district were included in the metropolitan distriet in 1940 for
tho first time, Thelr combined population, 10,761 in 1930, was added to tho 1930 metropolitan
district population. 1920-30.—Kecoughton town, population 1,198 in 1920, annaxed to New-
port News city hetween 1920 and 1830, .

3 Pegria, 1820-30.—Averyville village, population 3,815 !n 1920, annexed to Peorla city be-
tween 1920 and 1930, ‘This population was added to the 1920 Peorla city population.

# Philadelphia, 1930-40,—~Clayton Borough in Gloucester County, and Florence Township
in Burlington County, both in New Jersey, ware Included in the metropilitan district in 1840

* for the first time. Their combined

opulation, 10,175 n 19 -
palitan district population, pop + 10,175 In 1830, was added to the 1030 metro

# Phoenix, 1930-40.—The 1030 metropolitan distriet includes Phoenl y
cinets 1 and 2; balance of Glendale town; 4 of Peorla precinct; H:%l; ’{vc;ging'é’.? %’}Ié’czﬁf,?
Alhambra preeinet; Issac precinct; Osborn precinets 1, 2, 3, and £; Madison .
ton precinct; Del Roy rrectnct: Wilson precinet; ¥ of Heard precinct; Park View
(excluding Phoenix); Alkire precinet (excluding Phoenix); 34 of Broadway pracinot;
precinct; 34 of Riverside precinct, Total, 86,356 in 1030, '

4 Pittsburgh, 1830-40.—Annexations to Pittsburgh, resulting in th
13-2Z, 26-Y, 26—’2. 31-C, and 32-Z, combined population, 2,000 lg 1340, s?ﬂgggzgtt-iioﬁ-o% gﬁ%-s
burgh clty in 1940 as the population of this area not obtainable for 1930, 1010-20.—8pring
Garden, population 1,100 in 1910, annexed to Pittsburgh city botween 1010 and 1920,

reclnet
urphy

recinet; Creigh- -
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TasLE 8,—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued

[Total areas as of and of decade; urban-rural classification a3 of beginning of decads. A minus sign (—) denotes decreass. Porcont not shown where less than 0.1)

103040 ARBAB 1920-830 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1000-1010 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRI
CT Population liﬁ?;‘é’;ﬁe“ Population Pl:roent of Population liarccnt o Population Porcent of
] CTERse, nerease, =| Inecroase,
1840 1830 1 1030 1030 1920-30 1590 1810 1910-20 1910 100 | 1000-1010-

Portland, Oreg. oo 408,408 | 370,974 72| 918,78 s0s,087 2.5 | asmms2 | 40,00 se.0| 915,048 91,688 1.8
POrtIANd. e eoeeee oo -305,394 | 301,815 12| a30,815] 258988 16.0| 258,288 | 213,261 21, 7, 214 0, 420
Satellite areas 101, 012 77,450 30.4 76,913 50, 709 514 41, 504 26, 754 2.5 207: oo 1153231 g

Satellite urban____ 24,012 21, 527 15.7 21, 527 18, 323 17.5 18323 13, 567 Y [P IR R
Satellite rural 76, 100 55, 932 36.1 55, 336 32, 476 70.5 2, 271 13,167 76.7 7,831 5308

Providence, B. L&, ... oeeneeeeeeeeeen 711,600 | @90, 681 3.0| oepoesn| 804,308 4.3 | #4208 | 305,07 19.2| 9ss,07a| s08 L0 89.4
PrOVIAONEs. oo oceeeeeeeeeeeeen 253,504 | 252,081 0.2 252,081 | 237,505 6.5 o37.505| 224,326 5.0 | 224,326 175697 27.8
Satellite areas.________ 457,996 | 437,850 4.6| 437650 | 366,768 19.3| 206638 | 175648 20.4 | 17046 | 130,513 1.8

Batellite urbamn, .. 424,704 | 407442 43| 4o7412| 242655 18.0 | 202,736 |  10m, In4 10.8| 160184 | 126,378 30.8
Satellite raral___________ - ___ 33, 202 0, 0.9 30, 208 24,113 25,3 3, 807 2, 452 55.9 2452 1,135 116.0

Pueblo, Coloth__ooomooee - 62,039 57,859 7.8 |.. - ST U, ISR ISR [SSUPUR ISUUURIN R
PUBDIO. . oo oo 52, 162 50,008 41|
Batellite areas. ..o ceeeomemeas 9,877 , 766 27.3

Satellite UrbAN e cmce e ceeee | [
Satellite rural______._._..20C 9,877 7,756 2.8

Racine-Kenosha, Wisooooo—cooeoeeo. 135,075 | 138,468 1.8

Central eities. ..o ocemmecmecemmneee 115, 660 117, 804 -1.8
Raeine . oo 67,185 67, 542 =-0.5
Kenosha ——- 48, 765 h —3.0

Batellite areas. 19,115 15, 659 22,1
Satellice rapa TR T} v

atellite rural ... _ \ 271

Reading, Pa... 175,385 | 170,486 20| 170,488 | 144, 408 18.0] 143,809
Reading........ | mnoses| in1m —0.5| 1,7 107, 784 31| 107,784
Bateliite areas......... 64, 767 59, 315 9.2 59, 315 36,712 al.8 35, 016

gagﬁgm urb:f_ 32. olsgg ig. g;g 13 0 8, 450 6, 220 35.9 3, 290 .
atellite rural __. N 3 . 50, 865 30,402 68.8 32,618 -

Richmond, Va4 245,674 | 220,518 | 1.4 | 220,613 | 104,800 19.1 104,600 ] 168,850 92.8 188,650 | 150,417 TR 4
Richmond 193,042 | 182,629 6.5 18200 | 171,667 66| 17,007 130,83 31,2 197,028 04,765 .7
Sateé]uéelﬁrbeas_.ﬁ__-_..-..----_-..-- 52,632 27,684 40.0 37,584 23,223 61.8 =, 223 27,826 —~10.§ 31,031 35, 0562 -13.0

ale, & urban - oLl ——— ——— emficsstcccnceermrmncccesi|anosanrasrsa{epnansnnmana
Satallite rural. oo -. 52, 632 37,584 0.0 27,834 23,223 8.8 2,223 27,820 Zi6E 31, 63l 35, 052 Zi370

Roanoke, Va 110,503 | 108,120 7.2| 103,120 79, 034 48,91 J -
Roanoke 89, 287 69, 206 0.1 60, 206 50,842 YR 1 PR SN AR AN U — .
Batellite areas. 41,308 33,914 21.8 33,914 21,192 60.0 |- cemmen

Al e e e y 3 /] ly - Ja—

Bochester, B. X omoeoeoeee| 411,070 898,501 8.4 808501 903098 2.9 920,668 ( 245,518 g0.9 | 248,012 | 180,400 4.0
ROChESHer. .« emeecnmmecmemame 324,075 | 328,132 ~10| 3®m132| 295750 10.0 | 205750 | 220,087 3.4 | 218,140 | 103496 35,4
Batellite arons 86, 995 70,459 2.5 70, 459 33,175 112.4 25,216 28, 425 -11.3 30, 303 21,013 3.6

Satellito Urban. e ——ccacmm e 34,711 29, 256 18.8 29, 255 13, 650 114.3 4,626 3,112 8.7 leememaee e ]em SN PR,
Satellite rural oo To. 52,284 41,204 26.9 41,204 19,525 L0 X 25,313 —18.7 30,363 21,913 35.6

Rockford, Tl 105,259 | 103,204 2.0| 103,204 78, 616 VIR ) ISR ISR SR AT I M
Rockiord 84,837 85, 864 -1.4 85, 884 45, 851 30.8 m——— . P ——
Batellite areas 20, 622 17,340 18.9 17,340 12,985 a7 - B o] EES

Satallite nrban W62z | 17,340 SR ) I TY " CE I I N - = P .-
11 o o e e 8 2 | s [) . [] 3 - - . - -a

Sacramento, Calif _.eeencccacmmeccanane 168, 899 128,905 26.2 128, 995 84, 708 46.9 . I R NI E

' ment 105, 958 03,750 13.0 93, 760 85, 008 422 J- ..

' S‘;%;ﬁ{?g:‘%,:u - 8,041 | 33,245 s0.5| 325 18800 76.8 : 1 M -

B cvcrscemrrmdddgn|ccessrsnnrre | s rrrn | rssrrsnarac s eenn e rr e rm— —— b T
Batetlite rural - P N7 TS X T T 7.8 o o
Saginaw-Bay City, Mich..... .| 183,388 144, 47 6.0 1.. S E— - JRON .- ] Sy
........... 130,750 | 128,070 2.1 o - .
Oenh"]nllcu[es—- ----- 82,784 80,715 2§ ———— - [ [PPSR, Pty v
Baginaw.,
BaY CILFemmrooeoommmareemmme 47,950 47,358 13 . o = o i
Sateélite!slilrtt;m - 22,638 16,577 36.6 - --
ate [ ) Rtat-h--ug -
Batellito rural. e —eeomm———- 22,638 18,577 36.6

St. Joseph, Mo 86,801 | -~ #1519 —4.9 - B ] Ieeaieitiutetatutel Stnleleisiehaubind
Bt. Joseph . 75,711 80, 935 —6,5 R b Rttt -
Bateélue‘: r a— ] Bt 68 - - -

e - - N
ST i1, 28071 10, 584 8.8 weles.

4 .. 1030-20.— 014 precinct 43, Clackamas County, population 172 in 1930,
and !t;‘l,cllu;:egin%!lf population 374 11]1)1930, were added to the 1030 metropolitan distriet popu-
lation since they were first included in the metropolitan district in 1040, * 1920-30.—It was
assumed that 51.73 percent of the pepulation of Clackamas County, 98.46 percent of that of
Multnomah County, sod 17.23 percent of that of Washington County were in the metro-
politan district In 1020 as these percentages were in the metropolitan district in 1930; Minne-
baha precinet and Vencouver precinet in Clark County, Weashington, were added in 1020

h rensomn,
ln:.t?:,u:;::;“. 1820-30.—The 1930 cepsus combined the Fall River-New Bedford metro-

litan distrlet with the Providence metropolitan district, They are treated separately

era,

# Pueblo, 1030-40.—The 1930 metropolltan district Ineludes Pueblo city, and the balance
of precincts 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 16, 18, 21, and 37, and the entire precinets 112, 113, 115, snd 117,
Thelr combined population was 57,852 1n 1830,

# Richmond, 1900-1810,—Manchester, population 0,715 in 1000, annexed to Richmond city
between 1900 and 1910,

# Rochester, 1910-20.—Charlotte village, populntion 1,938 in 1010, annexed to Rochester
city between 1010 and 1920, 1900-1910.—Brighton, populatien 838 (n 1900, annasad to Ro-
chester ity between 1900 and 1010,
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TanLE 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR_ CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1800-1940—Continued

{Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of deeade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown were less then 0.1

1930—40 AREAS 1920-30 ABEAS 1010-20 AREAS 1800-1010 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Percent of Popalation Percent of Population Porcent of Population - Percent of
increase, increase, increase, l%mlold
1840 1930 153040 1030 1920 1620-30 1920 1910 1610-20 1010 1800

St. Loufa, Mo.*, .| 1,967,077 | 1,208,983 5.8 1,208,518 | 1,071,500 20.7 952,012 828, 733 4.9 §28, 733 840, 586 27.8
St. Loui - 816, (48 821, 960 -0.7 896, 307 839, 064 8.7 772,807 687, 020 12.5 687, 020 575,238 19. 4
Satellit]canrem 551 ' 929 477,033 15.7 397, 209 231, 865 7.3 178,115 141,74 28.4 141,704 74,347 00.6

i i 131,368 55.7 111,742 . 83,441 19.6 72,621 a8, 657 98.1
Batellite urban. . evereece= 329, 859 303,014 |, 8.9 204, 561 ' 3 ' ] 553
Satelliterural e 222,070 174,019 27.6 192, 648 100, 497 0.7 67,373 48, 263 3%.6 60,083 37,690 .
Salt Lake City, Utah ©_______________.. 204, 488 184, 451 10.9 184, 451 152,748 20.8 150, 068 119, 805 25,2 |-comceaaea- -
Salt Lnke Clty. 140,634 140, 267 6.9 140, 267 118,110 18,8 118,110 62,777 21.3
Satellite ArenS. oo mmaacea e 54, 554 44,184 21. 5 , 184 . 27.8 31,856 27,126 17.8 1. .
Sntellite urban.... 9, 097 7,743 17. 5 5,172 4, 584 12.8 4, 534 , 067 13.0 J—
Batellite rural___ . eeeeiaiee 45, 457 36, 441 4.7 39,012 30, 054 20.8 27,372 23, 069 18.7 -

San Antonio, Tex_ 319,010 279,271 14.2 278,271 189, 92 47.6 177,985 107,874 [V 30 R N FS
San Antonio, 253, 854 231, 542 9.6 231, 542 161,379 43.5 161,379 06, 614 67.0 |- ———
8atellite nreas 85, 158 47,720 36.5 47,720 28,013 0.4 18, 816 11,360 46.3 |-ccvrennncac|evearncreen]omaan soeman

Satellite urban. oo 5,700 3,874 L7708 SN NI N —— i i -
Satellito rural. oo ee- 59, 456 43,855 35.6 47,720 28,013 70.4 16, 616 11, 360 46.3 o

San Diego, Calif ¥, oo e 258, 368 182, 070 40.8 181, 020 a7, 62T 85.8 [ I
8nn Diego. 203, 41 147,995 37.4 147,995 78, 500 88.5
Satellite nreas 53,027 33,075 55.6 33, 19,018 73.7 -

Satellite urban._ - 26,339 19,108 37.8 12,726 6,405 98.7 -]~
Satellite rural._ . , 14,967 78.3 20,29% 12,613 i1 - A N, —
San Francisce-Oakland, Calif, 2. _-| 1,428,525 | 1,307,720 9.2 1 1,290,004 964, 485 ~33.8 881,477 888, 873 29.8 686, 873 477,782 43.8
Central clties. e uao. - 038, 000 B18, 457 2.0 918, 457 722,937 27.0 722,937 567, 086 27, 5 567, 086 409, 742 38.1
San Francisco. -1 ~ 634,536 034,30 | 634, 394 508, 676 25,2 508, 676 418,912 21.5 416,912 342,782 21.8
Onkland.._.____. - 302,103 284,063 6.4 284, 063 216, 261 34 216, 261 150,174 44.0 150, 174 66, 960 124.3
Satellite areas__._._. - 491, 826 3890, 263 28.3 371, 637 241, 558 53.9 168, M0 110, 787 40.7 119,787 68, 040 76.4
Satellite urban.._ - 348, 869 302,191 15.4 , 123 178,732 49.2 118, 941 85,321 30.4 69, 751 33, 557 107.9
Satelliterural. oo oo -oo 142, 857 87,072 64.2 104, 914 62,826 67.0 48, 558 34, 406 43.9 50, 036 34,483 45.1
San Jose, Calil. M - 129, 387 108, 595 2L 4 103, 428 71,742 44.9 -
San Jose 68, 457 81,818 10.7 b7, 651 39, 642 L1 T P R M R — =
Batellito areas. . ceeeeeecmenann- 60, 910 44,777 30.0 45,777 32,100 42.8 - -
Satellite urban_. 14, 060 12,704 17.8 6,302 b, 220 20.7
Satollite rurat_ .. _--- 45, 941 32,073 43.2 36,475 26,880 48.9
Savannah, Ga - 117,870 105, 431 1.8 105,431 100, 032 544...
Savannab.. ..ol ccecccccccaceees 95,908 85,024 12.9 85,024 83, 252 ‘21
Batellite areas___ o iuen 21,974 20, 407 .7 20, 407 16, 750 21.6 -
Batellite urban [ S — [—
Batellite rural. - oo e emmem 21,974 20,407 7.7 20, 407 16, 780 21.6

Seranton-WilkesmBarre, Pa. oo veeeea-s 620, 581 52,312 ~3.5 852,312 580,208 10,5 574,264 511,781 12,2 509,112 870,818 7. 3.

Contral cltles. o ccu oo 226, 640 230,059 —L5 230,059 221,609 3.8 211, 618 166,972 7.4 196, 972 153,747 28,1
Scranton...... - 140,404 143,433 -21 143,433 137,783 4.1 137,783 129,867 6.1 129, 867 102, 020 27.3
“{[lkes-Bme_- —— 84, 23 B8, 026 0.5 86, 626 83,826 3.3 73,833 47, 105 10.0 67, 105 51,721 20.7

Satellite areas_____.. an 402, 841 422, 253 —4.6 422, 253 368, 597 14.6 362, 648 314, 786 15,2 312,140 217,072 43.8
Entellite urban._. | 3,208 319, 231 —4.0| 313,88 | 303,018 13.5| 2500 241,112 14.1 106, 503 136, 743 43.8
Batellite rural. . oo 70,882 73,022 —-2.9 78, 395 65, §51 10.8 87,552 73,877 18.8 115, 647 80, 329 43.8

Sealtle, Wesh.Bt 452, 839 420, @83 7.8 4240, 663 330,078 20,0 357,850 255, 822 40.0 239, 209 886, 360 1m.1
Beattle ... ... 368, 302 365, 583 0.7 365, 583 315, 685 16.8 315, 312 237,976 32,6 237,164 86, 146 5.3
Satellite nreas._. 84,337 b5, 080 53.1 55, 080 34, 503 57,4 42,638 17,646 141. 6 2,075 ’ 214 gg{) 6

Satellite urba; 4,483 4, 062 10.5 4,002 3,301 2.1 8,018 2,903 198.0 . ——-
Satellite rural. .. 79, 840 51,018 56.5 51,018 31,602 61.0 33,720 14,053 130.1 2,075 214 8690.6

Shreveport, La. 112,225 86,006 0.4 |..... A. . .
Shraveport. 98,167 76, 655 291
Satellite areas. o ceeae e ecemaa—- 14,058 9, 411 49,4 |. mm|mmmmmm——

Satellite urban. - 5,786 4,003 4.6 —- - 1 : -
Batallite rural. ... ceceeaucnas 8,272 5,408 53.0 N IR T . -

Sioux City, Tows. | snm 83,775 4.8 | . N .

Sionx City. 82,3 79,183 40 N . I

Satelifte aress. . ceoceeccncenacaace 5, 427 4,502 18.2 e . i -

Satellite urban._. 4, 556 3,927 16.0 1 S IRV IS M . -
Satellite rural. e eeeeae - 871 665 310 |. e - I

South Bend, Ind . 7,022 | 148,560 03| 140,500 92, 145 £9.1 1
Bouth Bend. .o oo 101,268 104,193 —2.8 104,193 70, 983 46.8 |- - - I .

Batellite areas. ... - 45, 754 42,370 8.0 42,376 21,162 100.2 |--.. - - B —— -
Satellite urban. . - 28,208 28, 630 -2 28, 630 15,105 T [ R - - - -
Satellite rural .o eeeeavenaens 17, 458 13,746 2.0 13,746 5, 867 1304 |oomm e e i iR -

# St, Louis, 183040.—That part of St. Charles Township outside St. Charles olty and that
glart of Dardenne Township in St. Peters town, all in St. Charles County, Mo.; that part of

eramac Township in Ellisville town, St. Louis County, Mo.; and Columbis precinct,
Monroe County, Ll.; were included In the metropolitan distriet 'in 1840 for the first time.
Their combined population, 5,477 in 1830, wag added to the 1930 metropolitan distriet popu-
Istion, 1920-80.—East St, Louls, Iil., inciuded in central city population In this decade,

4 Salt Lake City, 1010-20,—The populatlon in the metropolitan district for this city is the
1920 pepulution of the eity and the *‘adjacent area.’”

# San Diego, 1830~40.—E] Calon city, Ban Diego County, population 1,050 in 1930, included

6, 8, and 16 in Contra Costa County Included in metropolitan district in 1940 for the first
time, Their combined poEulntion. 17,026 in 1930, added to the 1930 motropolitan district
population. 1900-1010.—The metropolitan district population for 1910 is the one given in
the 1920 census, vol. 1.—45.68 percent of the rural rpopulntlon of the eounties that appeared
in the mettopolitan district as defined in 1920 was found in the metropolitan distriet ln that
year, bence, this proportion was placed in the metroPolltun distriet in 1910,
cent was also used to secure the 1600 metropolitan district population.

¥ San Jose, 1930-40.—Part of Fremont Township, Banta Clara County, was included in the

This same per-

in the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time. Its population, 1,050 in 1630, was added
to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1620-80.—It was assumed that 99.57 percent
of 8an Diego Township was in the metropolitan distriet in 1920 as this part of it was in the

1930 metropolitan district. East San Diego, population 4,148 in 1920, annexed to San Diego’

¢ity in 1923,
#Ban Francisco-Osakland, 1830-40.—Bolinas Township, Marin County, and townships

Inetropolitan district in 1840 for the Sirst time. Its population, 3,167 in 1930, was added to the
metropolitan distriet population in 1930, Willow Glenn city, population 4,167 in 1930, was
annexed to San Josecity in 19356 and was added to the 1930 population of San Joso city. 1820~
30.—TIt was assumed that 71.27 percent of Santa Clara County was in the metropolitan district
In 1920 since this part of it was in the 1930 metr%?o].itan distriet,

2 Seaitle, 1900-1010.—Ballard, Celumbia, and West Scattle precinets, total combined popu-
lation, 5,476 In 1000, annexed to Seattle between 1600 and 1610,
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Taste 8,—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued '

[Totsl areas a5 of end of decads; urban-rural classification s of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decroase.  Porcent not shown where less than 0.1)
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1030-40 AREAS 1920-30p AREAS 1010~20 AREAS 1900-1910 ARKAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRI
cT Population Percent of Population | Percont of Population Porcstit of Populatlon Porcont of
i?gm hl-ngcmasu, ncrease, A increasa,
1940 1930 1030 1620 20-30 1820 1910 1910-20 1010 1500 1000-1010
5
Spokane, Wash.™. . ... 141,370 128, 798 0.8 138,798 118,178 9.0 114, 238 112,401 1.8 189,929 49, 803 149.8
Spokane.....ooeeeiemeeae .| 122,001 115, 514 5.8 115, 514 108, 379 6.6 1
Satellite arens. ool oTIIITTIIIIT d " - " h 04, 437 104.402 | ... 104.402 36,848 83,3
Satollite urban_.........—.. 19,360 S| 468y BB el ne) 79| 8,080 e 16,520 | 12,08 80.7
Satelliteraral 227 100 19,369 13,284 45.8 13,284 9,700 8,700 8,089 AT TEE ) S 12,05 | 7T 50,7
Springfleld, Il.. oo 80,484 82,367 [0 IO EOUIIIOTN SO R [P PR RUUIRITN I R
Springfleld. ..o 75, 503 71,864 5.1
Satellite areas..... 13, 981 ,
Satellite urban. .o |eeeiaeeen
Satellite raral. . ceeeceeecen—. 13,081
Springfield, Mo_._ oo 70,514
Springfleld. . oo 61,238
Satellite areas.. ... 9,278
Satellitourban. oo
Satellite rural . eoureeeeeeeea . 9,276
Springfleld, Ohio_ . weee i 77, 408
Springfleld ..o oo ereceeaa 70, 662
Satellite areas. ..... 8, 744
Satellite urban .. e cueaean |
Satellite rural ____ 6, 74
asg,em1 |  —p1| seseo1| s v7e | 108 | 388,778 | 281,428 978 |einiceiec|ooiceimacens
26, 437 —~1.5 206, 437 189, 817 8.8 189, 817 1486, 656 b1 S (R [,
149, 900 —-0.2 148, 600 120, 814 15.7 129, 814 88, 926 L1 N PR
56, 537 —4. 9 56, 537 80, 203 —-6.1 y 57, 730 L
192, 554 —0.6 192, 554 189, 861 13.3 189, 961
158, 029 =15 158, 029 141,050 12,7 138, 441 i
33, 525 3.4 28, 902
€1, 580 P> 53 I U I Y RS WU ST IR
47,963 4.1
13,017 76.9
""" 13,017 e
258, T01 0.6 245, 015 200, 608 22.0 £00, 888 189, Bol 2.7 159, 801 197, 208 2.8
2090, 326 ~1.8 209, 326 173, 911 20. 4 171,717 137,249 25.1 137, 248 108,374 26.6
) 47,375 0.6 35, 689 28, 324 20,151 22, 552 20.3 , 552 18, 831 19.8
Satallite urban._ 12,632 0.7 12,632 11,458 10.2 11,458 8,413 30, 2 8,413 g, 002 40.2
Satallite raral . oo 30, 3,743 4.2 23,057 15,409 48.8 17,603 14,139 25.1 14, 139 12,820 10.2
Tacommn, Wash_ . . cecceeeemmmecemcmaa- 158,018 146, 771 8.3 148,771 137, 251 | 1030 ISR IS IS AP IS R
b -TT0) o - T 100, 408 108, 817 2.4 106,817 97.858 9.4
Satellite areas_ ... 46,610 30, 854 16.7 39, 954 2,503 35.0
Satellite urban 12, 100 11, 000 10.0 11, 000 0,488 16.0
Satellite rural o oo ee e 34,510 , 054 19. 2 28, 954 20,107 44.0
Tamps-St. Petershurg, Fla. ¥ 209, 693 169, 610 24.1 168, 610 91,054 L3 U IR IR NN IR N
Ceontral clties. ccmcmmemcceacnomcaan 149, 203 141, 586 19.5 141, 586 7—4,308 00. 56
TAMPAwanneoenn 108, 391 101, 161 7.1 101, 161 60, 071 a8 4
St. Petersburg. 60, 812 40,425 50.4 40,425 14, 237 183. 0
Satellite areas. ....._. 40,490 27,424 47.6 27,424 17, 646 56, 4
[ [T Y020 YN S i IR RPN FR TP
Satellite rural. . acevccecvanaa- 40, 460 27,424 47,6 27424 17,846 0 BB |emeeeraemecemmmm e mm e naas
Terre Haute, Ind _ . cieeca-_.. B3, 370 82, 240 | 0% R AU [P MNP SR PRSP FRIRPISPPETY PRPRIPPPIPEP R,
Torre Haute . o oo oo ecmcammaem 62, 693 42,810 | 3 IR W IR I [ FRISRIN I IS AR B M
Satellite arens. ooooocooiiasamoaa 20,677 19, 430 6.4
Satellite urban__. 3,720 , 588 3.0
Satetlite rural 16, 848 15,842 N 1 TSN OIS [ SIS ISP SIS PRSI SRR
Toledo, Ohlo. e vmeecmcccccccacaraas 841, 683 844, 530 —1.4 3486, 530 476,082 28.0 203,117 189, 376 46.2 180, 375 146, 350 285
L L 1 282, 340 200, 718 —2.9 290, 718 243, 164 10.6 243, 14 108, 497 4.3 108, 497 131,822 .8
Satellite arensS  cccoccceemaieas 590,314 &5, 812 6.3 55, B12 31,898 75.0 A 11,878 73.0 11,878 8, 5. 30.3
Satellite urban - .. c.oo.. , 14 7,770 4.8 4,588 3,105 N S T E e O IEEETFLIPEre) EPPTPR (PP TN [y,
Satellite rural e e imaam e 61,174 , 42 6.5 51,224 28, 703 7.6 20, 553 11,878 3.0 11,878 8,628 a3
Topeks, KADS - ——ooeeemecnmamcmocnns 7, 48 71,679 85
TOPeKA - - oo iemmmmammammmammcmmman 67,833 64,120 5.8
Satellite Arefs. aeveaneacccacsanan 9,016 7, 559 3,2
< Satellite urban - - oo e iieme | ccccmmeaeecemcceacaeac e
Satellite rural. - cceeevucaao.. 9,016 7, 559 3.2
Trenton, R. Joceocmrmmccccceacanaees 200, 128 190,210 5.2 190,219 162, 331 17.2 162,331 127, 421
Trenton. oo ccamammnmmcmcamm e 124, 697 -123, 356 1.1 123,350 110, 288 3,4 119,289 946, 815
Satellite Areas_...cce-vemcmoooooo 75,431 66, 863 12.8 43,042 55.3 43,042 3
Satellite urbaD. - vveaecaaca—. oo 17,435 16,765 4,0 14, 765 13, 627 20.4 l?, 248 9, 380
Satellite rural. o co.oeoooomeaes 57, 906 50, 098 15.8 50, 29,116 721 32,754 21,220

# Spokane, 1000-1910.—The populstion in the metropolitan dlstrict Is the population for

the city and the *'adjacent area’” as defined in 1920,

# Syracuse, 1930-40.—Camillus and Man
the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first tlme.

1930, was andded to the 1930 metropolitan district populatios.

TI0423—48—4

lius toﬁ'ﬁs, Onondagn County, were Included in
Their combined population, 11,686 in

1920 8yracuse city population.

population 2,104 in 1920, anpexed to Byracuse city during the decade. Thls was added to the

% Tampa-St. Petersburg, 1920-30.—It was assumed that 81.¢ percent of Hillsboro County
and 69.6 percent of Pinellag County were in the metropolitan district in 1920 o8 these propor-

19020-30.—Eastwood village, tions were in the 1930 metropolitan district,
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TapLe 3.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
. OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.1]

% Ttica-Rome, 1830-10.— Kirkland town, Onelda County, was Included in the metropolitan
dlstrict in 1840 for the first time. 1ts population, 5,059 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropoll-
san :::ll[slnct population, 1820-30.—Kome, N. Y., was not considered a central city in this

qeade.
“-l:gtg?mié%ao-io.-'l‘he metropotltan distriet in 1030 Includes all of precinet 1, population
n .

4 Washington, D. C., 1930-40.—D!strlet 10, Laurel, {n Prince Qeorges County, Md., and that

part of Falls Church distriet, Fairiax County, Va., outside Falls Church towa, were included

in the metrojm
1930, was ad

population,
® Wilmington, )

193040 AREAS 1020-30 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1900-1610 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Porcent of Population Percent of Population Percent of Population Percent of
. ——| “increase, increase, increase, increase,
1840 1630 1030~40 1030 1020 1620-30 1920 1910 1910-20 1910 100 | 1900-1910
188, 562 188, 207 2.9 183, 207 104,878
142, 157 141,258 0.6 141, 258 72,919
4 41,949 10.6 4], 49 31, 460
17,207 4.9 17,207 15,710
24,742 13.2 24,742 15,750
195,977 0.8 160, 018 174, 784
134,078 (7 RS I
101, 740 -2 10, 740 84, 158
32, 338 [ X7 MR
LR 0.8 89,178 80,628
38, 161 —6.3 , 087 57,118
X 12.2 26, 091 23, 510
84,407 1135 7 R (RO FORIIN SRR FUNURRSUN [ U (I SR
52, 848
Satellite Areas ... .ccaccmveoanaoo- 11, 649
Batellite urban._. R,
Satellite rural.___...______ eeam 11,840
Washington, D.C.0________________..-- 907,818 627,058
Washington, D. Coeereoicicineman 663, 001 486, 869 N 437, 571 331, 069 2.2 331,009 278,718 18.8
Satellite areas....... 244,725 140, 189 i 09,017 40, 439 30.8 36, 800 26, 966 36.
Satellite urban.. 113,720 67, 807 67.7 34,828 23, 903 A 3
Satellitorural __.___..coveee-- 130, 8406 72,382 81.0 99, 162 62,995
Waterbury, Conn.____... S, 144, 822 140, 575 5.0 140, 576 129, 261
Waterbury. .. eaas 99,314 9, 902 91,715
Satellite areas______ 45, 508 40, 673
Satellite urban__ 15,388 14,315
Satellita raral. ceeeee oo 30,120 26, 358
Waterloo, oWB- o oeoveernranencceaas 67,050 b7, 052
WALLTLO0 e coe e cmmmaemmmes 51,743 46,191
Satellite areas____. - 15,307 10, 861
Satellite urban.. — 9,349 7,362
Satelliterural .. oo cevoeoaaaan 5,958 3,490
Wheeling, W. Va.?________._ ... 186, 340 192, 080
Wheeling. oo oo 61,080 a1, 659
Satellite areas. ... 135, 241 130, 401
Satellite urban. 65, 186 \
Satellite rural - oo oee e e aeeee 70, 055 65,328
‘Wichita, Eans. .o 127, 308 110,174 119,174 75,078
Wiehita oo 111, 110 mono| 72,2170 5.9 |eeeeiaaan..
Satellite areas______ ... ... ... 8, 084
Satelliteurban_ .. __....
Satellitorural - o oeeoeeeeee 53.1
Wilmington, Del®_. .. ..o__caes 188, 974 166, 746 18.8 103, 502 152, 502 7.4 152, 802
Wllmington.: ..................... 112, 504 108, 597 5.5 106, 597 110, 168 —3.2 110, 168
Satollite preas. .. . uoicavacacceme- 76,47C 60, 149 .21 56, 995 35.3
Satellito urban. g 15, 404 13, 925 0.8 10,028 .
Satellito rural. aeennonaeao- 61, 066 46, 224 321 48, 969
Winston-Salem, N.C__.._........ - 109, 833 97,274 [0 1 (R IR I IO
© IWinston-Salem. .o oeoieoioaaes 79,815 75,214 X)) IO IO N
Satellite areas______ 30,018 22,000 36.4 |eeenaaanan.
Satellite urban. . . o[ e meema e
Satellite rural. ... aev.n 30,018 22, 000 b T T (RSP cmmaen
Worcester, Mass________.__________..... 306, 194 305, 293 0.3 305, 203 276, 756 10.3 274, 755
Worcester. ..o 193, 094 195,311 -0.8 165, 311 179,754 8.7 170, 754
Satellite arcas_..... 112, 500 100, 982 2.3 109, 982 97, 001 13.4 47,001
Eatellite urban. 72, 68 72, 47 0.4 72, 47 66, 646 8.4 52,755
Satellite rural. . ....ooiaaa 28, 052 37,735 5.9 37,735 30,355 24.3 34, 46
York, Pa 92,827 B7, 195 LI RN IR [SUROSA RUVSRIN IR [SURERRTUT WU SSTURIORS NI
York 5,712 55, 254 2.8
Batellite areas. . ... 35,015 31,41 12.4
Batellite urban 13,308 12, 987 3.2
Satellita rural 22,517 1B, 954 18.8 - ——

et, Marshall Count.ry,
or

litan dlstrict in 1940 for the first time, Their combined population, 5,099 in
idded to the 1930 metropolitan district ?opulauon. pop °
¥ Whoeling, 1930-40.—That part of Clay distr

W. Va., outside of
Moundsville city, was included in the motrepolitan district in 1040

the first time.
1,437 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population.

930-40.—New CGarden township and Avondale Borough, both in Chester
County, Pa., were included in the metropolitan district in 1640 for th%

Its

first time. Their

combined population, 3,164 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population.

-
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TasLE 8.—POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERC‘E NT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-1940—Continued

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural -nla.sslﬂcntion as of beginning of decade. A minus sign (—) denotes decrense. Porcont not shown whers loss than 0.1)

' 1030-40 AREAS 102030 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1900~-1910 AREAS
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Percent of Population Percent of ) Population Porcont of Populatlon Percont of

} {ncroases, increase, increass, ineronse,

1840 1030 163040 1930 1320 1620-30 1820 1810 1g10-20 1810 1600 1000-1010
Youngstown, Ohio. ..o 372,428 364, 5680 2.2 364, 560 283, 521 20.8 283, 521 168, 789 8e.0
Youngstown._. 167, 720 170, 002 —13 170, 002 132,358 28.4 132, 458 9, 008 07.4
Satellite arcas 204, 708 194, 558 5.2 194, 558 151, 163 28,7 151, 163 8, 703 08,6
Sntall!te urb: 145, 637 145, 248 0.2 142, 608 109, 0%7 30,8 105, 777 60, 614 .5
Satellite rural.. , 071 49,310 19.8 51,860 A 23.3 45,380 24, 089 56.0

Note.—The figures represent the population éf identical areas for each métropolitan district
and each constituent part at the beginning and end of a decade. In other words, where the
figures for the beginning of 8 decade, as published in the eensus reports for a given metropolitan
district ropresent the population of s smaller aren than those [or the end of the decade, adjust-
ments have beon made, usually inereasing more or less the earlier comparative Ggure.  Adjust-
gg{iﬁ&f 3&?1-? Esind have been made In the beginning-ol-the-decade flgures for 34 out of the

cts.

For the decado 193040 the metropolitan districts as deflned by the 1840 census were used and
the comparative figures for 1930 represent the population of the area as defined in 1940,  Some
minor exceptions will be noted in the proper place. For the 7 districts which appeared in the
1940 Census Reports without 1930 comparative figures, the 1530 population has been con-
sttueted, mainly by putting together definite flgures for the cities and townships which meke
up the metropolitan district, with estimates for cases where by reasen of changes in township
boundarijes exact figures are not available. Tha 7 districts invoived comprise Amarillo, Tex.;
Austin, Tex.; Columbus, Ga.; Mobile, Ala.; Phoenix, Ariz.; Pueblo, Colo.; and Waco, Tex.

For the decade 1920-30 the metropolitan distriets as dofined for the 1930 census were used and
the comparative figures (or 1920 represent the population of the area as defined in 1930—hein
for the most part the same as the originally published figures. For 11 districts which appeare
in the 1930 Census Reports without 1920 comparative figures, the 1920 population has been
constructed, as indicated above for the 7 districts of 194¢. ‘The distriets involved here com-
prise Chattanoogs, T'enn.; Houston, Tex.; Jacksonville, Fla.; Los Angeles, Calif.; Memphis,

TasrLe 4.—POPULATION OF GROU

Tenn.; Miaml, Fla.; New Orleans, La.; Portland, Oreg.; San Diego, Calif.; 8an Jese, Calil.;
and Tamna, Fla. .

For the decade 1910-20 the metropolitan districts as deflnod by the 1920 consus were used for
cities whose populntion exceeded 200,000 in 1920 and the comparative figures for 1010 raprosent
the population of the area as defined in 1920,  For 20 clties of 100,000-200,000 in 1920, for which
the 1920 Census Reports give figures for “adlacent territory” rother than metropolitan dis-
tricts, the metropolitan districts as deflned by the 1930 census were usod for 1920 as well o3 for
1810, Thete wore thus added to the 1010-20 1ist 20 motropolitan districts, comprising nll thesc
with contral-city population below 200,000,

For the decade 1900-1910 the districts as defined by the 1910 consus wore used for citles witha
population of 200,000 or more, and the comEarntivo figures for 1600 represent the population of
the area as defined in 1910. For 3 citles whose population exceeded 200,000 1o 1920 hut not in
1910, the motropolitan districts as dofined for the 1920 census wore used and the comporative
figures for 1000 represent the population of the area as defined In 1920, For 10 elties which had

- @ population of 100,000-200,000 in 1920 and over 100,000 in 1910, tho metropolitan districts as
defined by the 1930 consus were used and the comparative figures for 1900 represent the popu-
lation of the area as defined in 1930, In this way there wero added to the originul list 10
metropolitan districts, comprisiog all those with a central eity population under 200,000

The adjustments necessaty to secure identiesl aren populations at tho beginning and end of
ench decade are noted in connection with the individual districts whore this was possible,
though there are a number of cases whera small changes wero made for which no completely
accurate description conld be made,

PS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 1900-1940

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade)

193040 AREAS 1920-30 AREAS 1910-20 AREAS 1000-1910 AREAS
AREA AND GROUP Population Pereent Population Perc‘em FPopulation Pm;crent Populution Pc:}cfnn
of Q
increase, nerease, incroase, inecresse,
1640 1830 ) 193040 1930 1920 1920-30 1020 1810 1910-20 1010 1800 1900-1910
URITED STATES
Group I (140 distriots). oo oo eceecmaeaas 62,965, 773 | 58, 251,031 [ O FOY AU IR IO S I [UUNUNUY ISR AR SN
Contral Cities. e e e v e cccceecicanan 42,704, 080 | 40, 724, 532
Satelllte areas._____ 17, 526, 498
Satetllite urban. 11, 577,403
Batellite rural 5, 949, 036
New districts in group I (43 districts)...._. 3,847,181 | 8,341,904
Contral cities. oo e evmae 3,003,343 | 2,708,568
Batellite areas_ 843,838 | 633,426
Satallite urban. - 114,303 68, 208
Satellite ruml____---..-_-_._-..---T ..... 720, 535 535,128
Group IT (87 districts) .o oo e 59,118, 582 | 54, 009, 037 7.7 | 5%, 753, 645 | 42, 669,871 28.3
........................... 39,790, 737 | 38, 015, 064 4.7 | 37,814,610 | 30,907,128 2.3
S:?;h’ﬁle??l?s ........ 10 327 855 | 16,893,073 | . 144 | 16 a0, 035 | 11, 762 842 ®o
Satellite urban. _| 12,323,838 | 11,479, 145 7.4 ] 10,625 828 | 7,716,027 a7
Satellite roral. s cacccecc e reae 7,004,017 | 5,413, 908 20.4 6,313,207 | 4,040,815 50.0 .
58, 740, 537 | 49, 165, 744 7.3 | 40,013,484 | 38, 341, 803 27. 8 | 35 902, 323 | 28,370, 412
35, 363, 827 | 33, 865, 641 4.4 | 33,500,861 | 27,957,952 20.9 | 26,708, 832 | 21,384,716 25, 2
17,376,710 | 15, 290: 103 13.8 | 15,203,623 | 10, 383,853 40.4 9, 222, 401 0, U85, 606 32,
11, 616, 822 | 10, 832, 782 7.2 9.%2,119 ] 7,133,230 39.4 6, 386, 341 4, 8848, 311 30.
6,750,888 | 4,457,321 29.2 | 5261,504 | 3,250,623 6.9 | 2,836,150 | 2,009, 35,
Group IV (44 districts) et 48, 424, 642 | 45,291,884 8.9 | 45, 186,403 | 85,202,208 28,0 | 32,070,008 | 286,322,918 £5.8 { 26,039, 636 | 19, 343, 570 Me
...... A 31,213,387 £.2 | 31,232,713 | 25,010,993 20,5 | 24, 748, 494 | 20, 062, 909 23.4 | 19,007,362 | 14, 40, 667 33 [ ]
e ?ﬁ: 3}% o 14, 078, 477 13.0 | 15, 95:%: 690 | 9,381,300 8.7 | "8 221,802 | "6, 250,400 aa | 607247 | 4,30, 708 382
10, 856, 685 | 10, 208, 624 7.3 | 9,308,218 1 o 616 028 40.8 | 6,021,808 | 4,549, 570 0.2 | 4,004,308 2,001,660 35.9
4,955, 847 | 3,809,353 28.1 4,047,472 | 2,704,372 88,1 | 2 290,990 | 1,709,830 3.6 | 2 008,076 1,402, 153 43.2
THE NORTHEASTERN STATES
Group I (32 distriets) . o eemeeemciaeeenan 28, 84%, 171 | 25, 748, 408 4.3
Central eitles. oo .oeeceevccccm s 16, 576,382 | 16, 119, 150 2.8
Satellite areas_____ 10,267,789 | 9, 629, 300 6.0
Satellite urban. 7,458,795 | 7,186,085 a8
Batallite ruralee e oo ocevnam e 2,808,004 | 2,442,324 15.
New districts in group I (3 districts)_ . ... 281,125 | 267,743 5.0
Central citles. .. oeemmecememmeemmnr 208, 040 202, 808 25
Batellite aress... 73, 085 B4, 84 12.7
Batellite urban, 40, 268 37,634 7.0
Satellite rural. 32,819 27,210 20.0
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OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 1900-1940—_00ntmued

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900—1940
Tasie 4.—POPULATION OF GROUPS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT

[Total aress as of end of decade; urban-rural ciassification as of beginning of decade]

1030-40 AREAB 1920-30 AREAS 1010-20 AREAS 1000-1010 AREAS
»
AREA AND GROUP Population Perefent Population Pero‘ent Population Pero[ent Population Pe r(f:ent
o o ol a
. increase, increase, increase, increase,
1940 1930 193040 1830 1920 1920-30 1020 1010 1910-20 1610 1800 1800-1910
THE NORTHEASTERN STATES—Con.
Group IT (20 districts)__......... emans 28, 563, 048 | 25, 480, 726 4.2 | 25,443,830 | 21,178,606
Central citles ... oo 16, 368, 342 | 15,914, Ml 2.8 | 15,767,085 | 13, 840, 209
Batellite areas...... 10,194,704 | 9, 6.6 9,676,565 ; 7,336,487
Satellite urban. 7,418,520 | 7,140, 351 3.8| 6940 786 | 5,463 003
Satellite rural. e e eiiiccinaaa. 2,776,175 2 415,114 15.0 | 2,726,799 1,872, 584
Group TIT (19 distriets) ... 24,945, 384 | 23,013,485 4.8 | 23,881,468 | 19,831,769 20.5 | 18,208,748 | 15,215 983
Centraleities. ... . 15, 303, 835 | 14, 949, 196 3.0 | 14,832,358 | 13,015,061 14.0 | 11,967,266 | 10,217, 464
Satellite areas. .. ... 9,551,550 | & 664,289 6.6 0,040,110 , 808, 708 32.9 | 6,236,480 | 4,998,520
Satellite urban 7.118,907 | 6,857,401 3.8 6,674,342 | 5,224,231 27.8 | 4,002,800 [ 4,011,340
Satellite rorsle o ceeccccaccr e ranna- 2,432,652 | 2,106,888 15.5 | 2,374,788 | 1,582,477 50.1| 1,333, 680 D87, 180
Group IV (15 districts) ... _....... 29, 673,095 | 22, €82, 604 4.4 | 22,650, 587 { 18, 779, 988 20.7 | 17, 158, 083 | 14,387,008 10,2 | 14,275,808 | 10, 845,836 3Le
3 Central citles..__. .. 14, 720, 314 | 14, 276, 032 3.1 | 14,227,322 | 12,460, 1356 14.2] 11,412,340 | 9,770,007 16.7 | 9,760,462 | 7, 505,665 30.0
Satellite areas.. ___...o..... | o5z 3m1 | s, 406,572 6.5 8,423,265 | 6,313,154 33.4| 5,743,723 | 4,608 800 24.6 | 4,515,346 | 3,340,221 35.2
Satellite urban .| 6,763,404 | B, 516, 506 3.8 6,275,848 , 802, 883 28.3| 4,602,872 3,771,600 22,0 | 3,465,423 580, 669 33.4
Satelliterural . __ . _______..__. 2,180, 267 1,860, 066 15.8 | 2,147,417 | 1,420,271 51.2 | 1,140,851 837, 200 36.3 | 1,089,923 749, 5562 4l.
THE NOBTH CENTRAL STATES
Group I (44 districte). .. ... L 18,414,483 | 17,547,880 | 4.9 ... e e e e el
Central cities.. -} 13,687,471 | 13,408, 224
Satellite areas. .. , 727,012 | 4,049,367
Satellite urba 2,057,002 | 2,749,849
Batellite rural __ 1,770,010 { 1,290, 518
New districta in group I (18 districts) __ ... 1, 398, 521 1, 308, M1
Central cities 1,164,015 1 1125802 @ 34| .eeoaaniiiforeanaioaas
Batellite areas____ 235, 508 040 | BT
8atellite urban... . 32,705 28,105 18.4).........._.
Satelliterural ... ... 202, 801 14,944 | 309 .. freecaeenaas
Group II (26 districts) _________ .. 17, 014, 962 | 16, 238, 850 4.9 | 18,188, 870 | 12,272, 843
Central elties .. .o 12, 523,456 | 12,372,332 1.2 | 12,332,220 | 9,649,368
Satellite areas. __... 4,461,506 | 3,568,318 16.2 | 3,856,750 | 2,323,187
Satellite urban_.. , 924,297 | 2,72], 744 7.4 | 2,382,803 | 1,508,317
Satellite rural 1,567,200 | 1,144,574 36.9 | I,474,057 8189, 870
Group III {17 districts). ... .. _. 15,940,784 | 14,060,156 4.4 | 14,811,088 | 11,056,640 32,1 | 10,624,484 | 7,787,128
Central efties ... ... ... R 11,246,499 | 11, 104, 113 1.3 | 11,167,482 | O, 035, 350 23.3| 8,943,088 | @, 750, 726
Sateilite areas_ ... 5 | 3, 556,043 15.1 | 3,443,616 | 2,001,281 721 | 1,880,478 | 1,038,402
Satellite urban___ R 2, 576,958 .51 2,150,978 | 1,302,011 65.1 1, 068, 851 612, 804
Sateliterural . _.__________.________. 979, 085 35.4 1 1,202,638 898, 370 85.1 610, 525 423, 508
Gronp IV (14 distriets). . ... ... .. 14,434, 628 | 18,778,008 4.8 | 18,738, 84 | 10, 344, 50T 32.8 | 9,015833 | 7 416,858
Centraleitfes ... ... 10, 674, 160 | 10, 529, 534 1.4 | 10,509,861 | 8,575,416 23.61 8,476,727 | © 518 225 X
Satellite areas._ ___ . _..iciiciiiiiiicnananens 3,760,459 1 3,248,474 15.8 ] 3,139,013 1, 769, 092 77.4 1,439,108 900, 433 , 297 ‘
Satellitewrban. . _.._.o.o.eaa. 2,550,025 | 2,381,375 8.0 1,945,064 | 1,140,360 60.3 919, 720 528, 026 74.0 443, 852 300, 308 a7.8
Satelliterural ... 1, 209, 534 887, 000 36.3| 1,103 049 819, 732 92.5 519, 386 371, 807 30.7 438, 121 203, 809 0.1
THE SOUTH
Group I (40 distriets)_________ ... 10,723,208 | 9,039,839

Contral citles______
Satellite areas._
Satellite urban_
Satellite rural.

New districts in gronp I (20 districts) . ____.
Central eilies. o oo o e e iaiiaeae
Satellité ATeAS. - .meeeee e

Satellite urban . vu. e imaeas
Satelliterural oo e

Group IT (20 districts). .o

Central cities. o oo e v
Satellite areas. _.....
Satellite urban..
Batelliterural . ..

Group ITT (15 districts) o cceecnmiaiamaaniaae
Central cities. o aia i
Batellite areas. . ol

Batellito urban . oo neee e cceeeeeeanas
Satallite rurala e el
Group IV (8 districts) . oo e cieaaaae

Central cities._ . . ooeeeeeceeaeaaaas —————
Batellite Breas._ . ceccccaciaaaia oo

8,101,089 | 7,128,223
2,622,104 | 1,011,616

624, 525 4906, 852
1,607,060 | 1,414,954

1,805,827 | 1,481,105

1,308,313 | 1,181,088
107,515 | 300,07
36, 477 28, 854
371,087 271,123

Satelliteurban_______..______________
Batellite rural o ool

8,017,438 | 7,558,734 16.0 | 7,510,781
8,702,756 | 5,047,135 127 | 5,041,588 [ 4,470,282
L6500 | . 37.4 | 1,568,243 | 1,180,008
467,768 257 | ‘381351 | 266,188
1,143, 831 22| 1,782 | 922,002
6,532,013 | 5,519,607 18.5 | 5,468,807 | 4,992,275 27.4 | 4,207,982 | 3,208,242
5,014,474 | 4,442,476 12.9 | 4,442,476 | 3,530,960 25.8 | 3,508,330 | 2,668 455
1,517,530 | 1,071,131 4L7| Losazl | CTeLdos | a8 7oz | soe7er
380,357 , 033 20.4 84,800 | 134,578 2.8 91, 207 75, 233
1,128,182 | 770,188 25| sinen| olgos 36.5| o60m725 | 524,554
4,509,011 | 3,047,207 10.5 | 8,929,350 | 5,158,124 24,5 | s,001,415 | 2538 608 3.8 | 9,600,156 | 2,045,477 22,7
3,559,062 [ 3,178,232 12.0 | 3,178,222 | 263,90 20.5 | 2,625,280 | 2 112,38 %3| 21
1,039,940 | 788,975 35.2{ 75,120 | 519134 4.7 466,126 | 426,225 0.4 24%: ors | 9o es s
3,87 | 240006 | 200 [ is7.588 | 7750 3.8| 81,25 86, 377 2.4 57, 234 52,288 9.5
728,762 | 527,07 asol ses2l 400,375 arol amoin | ase,8 Tol adtul o3y 15.1




TanLE 4.
. OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 1900—1940—Conunued
[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural elassifleation es of boginning of decndo)
1830-40 AREAS 1020-30 AREAB 1010-20 AREAS 1000-1010 AREAS
AREA AND GROUP FPopulation Perc;ent Population Porc[ent Population Percont Population Peorcont
of of of
inereasa, Increass, Incronss, fneronso,
1940 1830 1030-40 1830 1920 1920-30 1920 1610 1010-20 1810 1000 1000-1v10
THE WEST
Group I (15 distriots) ' 8,083,856 | 5,815,133 175 1 ISR SR FORS VRN R N SRR I e
Céntral elties. . 4,420,158 | 3,078,026
Satellite areas._ 2,554,098 | 1,038,207
Satellite urban._ 1,397,819 | 1,143,967
Satellite rural. 1, 156, 870 792, 240
New districts in group I (4 districts) ... 380, Y08 284, 208
Central citles o reeoeeieererccmem - 232,975 198, 650
Satellite areas. 127,733 85, 518
Satellite urban. .« e e 4,855 3, 665
Satellite rural. « 122,878 81, 851 .
Group II (11 districts) 6,623,145 | 5,830, 927 17.6 | 5,810,235 | 8,552,850 N
Central citles.__ 4,108,183 | 3,780, 236 “1LO | 3,773,758 | 2,638,280
Batellite areas. 2,424,965 | 1,850,601 a1 1,836,477 814, 070
Satellite urban. 1,392, 964 1,140,302 22,2 962,018 482, 621
fatellite rural - 1, 034, 001 710,389 45. 8 874, 460 431,449
Group III (7 districts) - 6,822,398 | &, 008,488 18.8 | 5,062,021 | 8,171,121 2,950, 861
Central Cities. - o ceeeemeeemcecm e eann 3,709,019 | 3,369,858 10.1 | 3,367,545 | 2,360,563 42.9 | 2,362,248 | 1,748,071
Batellite areas_ 2,213,377 | 1,608,640 30.3 1, 884, 478 814,558 106, 8 604, 603 350, 978
Satellite urban --a| 1,339,556 | 1,007,490 221 4931, 900 461,510 101, 9 322,383 186, 034
Satellite Tural . covuceeccnramncaman 873,821 601,150 45.4 762, 486 353,048 113.1 282, 220 104, 044
Group IV (0 districts) 5,717,908 | 4,884, 045 17.1 | 4,887,570 | 3,008,378 6L.3 | 3,808,786 | 1,079,148 41.8 | 1,022,852 9748, 087 87.0
Central cities___ 3,550,085 ( 3,220, 689 10,2 | 3,227,278 | 2,238,453 44,2 | 2,234,138 | 1,055,204 35.0 | 1,048,475 87, 057 B0 8
Batellite Areas. . . oe-ea-cecseecncmmmec s 2,158,823 | 1,054,456 30,5 | 1,640,202 779,920 110.3 B72, 847 323, 852 76.8 274,177 108, 140 164.8
Satellite urban._. - 1,330,459 | 1,089,747 2.1 926, 818 458, 926 102.8 317,769 182, 877 73.8 107, 889 48,106 123.9
Satellite rural 828,364 564, 709 46.7 713,474 322,984 120.9 254, 848 140,975 B0.8 ), ), H5 174

3

TasLE 5. —PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION’S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS
g AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 1900-1940

Tota) areas as of end of decades; urban-rural clnsslﬁeation a3 of beginning of decade. For corresponding figures for the United Btates as a whole, see table ITI. Percentnot shown whero less than 0.1]

103040 AREAS 1920-30 AREAS 1010-20 AREAS 1000-1010 ARZAS
Porcont of regional Percent of reglonal Percent of reglonal Percent of reglonnl
AREA AND GROUP population Pri';’{%‘;lgl"f population 1:%2‘}%':,’;1{" populatio Pr'i;zei?:';%fr population 1:,';"";’;‘:;]?'
. increase, Increase, increaso, increuse,
" 1080 1930 | 195040 1930 1820 1020-30 1920 1810 1010-20 110 woo | 1eo-lol0
THE NOBRTHEASTERN STATES
Group I (32 districts) 746 4.8 (% 3N O I R I
Central elties. _.emmmcccmcneae 46.1 40.8 205 [cmmmeeeeo
Batellite areas. . .coeaes 28,6 2.0 E1 1521 S I I S,
Satellite urban 20.7 2.9 i3] [ S PRI FRR
Satellite rural. . cocccccaccanea- 7.8 7.1 b M | I
Now districtsin group I (8 districts) - 0.3 0.8 () N RO SO S
Central citles i 0.6 0.6 0.
Batellite arcas . meeeeeecavneare—-- 0.2 0.2 0.
Batellito urban....... - 0.1 0.1 0.
Batellite rural. ... - 0.1 0.1 [13
Group I (20 districts)eemecccceeammerm—- 73.8 74.0 89.8 7.8 7.4
tral cities 45.5 46.2 20.2 46.8 46.7
g:gzl{?bacareas ..................... 28.3 27.8 40.7 28.1 u.7
Batellito urban 20.6 20.8 17.4 20,2 18.4
Batellite rural. o eeemoeoecvuen- 7.7 7.0 2.3 7.9 6.3
Group IIX (19 districts) oomooeceeeeeens 68.8 8.5 86.6 69.4 8.8 85.2 6.4
Central cities. 42.8 43. 4 28,7 43,1 43,9 8.1 40.3 30.5 46.1
Sate]lito aTeaS _..-ccevceaceromamns 28.5 26.0 3r7.9 28.3 22.9 47.1 21.0 19.3 32.6
Satellite urban.. ... . 19,8 10.9 16.9 19.4 17.6 30.4 16.5 16. 5 23.8.
Sstellite rural. ... - 6.8 6.1 21.0 6.9 5.3 16.6 [ ] 3.8 2.1
Group IV (16 districts).....- . 5.8 859 3.0 858 83,3 8.4 B7.6 85.8 73.0
1 citles. comucanae - 40.9 4L.5 2.7 -41,3 42.0 ar.1 38.6 37.8 43.1
A e — : 26,9 2.4 35.2 %5 21.3 3 9.4 17.8 2.9
Batellite urban.....-- - 18.8 18.9 15.9 18.2 16.5 20.0 15. 6 14.0 2.9
Batollite rural oo ecaecem 6.1 5.5 10.3 6.2 48 i6.3 3.8 3.2 8.0

770423—48—5




48 ‘ METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TasLe 5.—PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION'S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS
AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 1800-1940—Continued

Total areas as of end of decado: urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade. For corresponding figures for the United States as a whole, see table ITT. Percent not shown where less than 01]

1030—40 AREAS 1020-30 ARBAS 1010-20 AREAS 1000-1910 AREAD
Percent of reglonal Percent of regional Percent of reglonal Porcent of reglonal | pereent of
AREA AND GROUP population Precr;g:ltuiﬂ population P;?ieox:lta?r population - ngﬁ:;taff population regional
increase, Increase, ingrease, %ﬁﬁ?ﬁ
1040 1630 1930-40 1830 1020 1920-30 1090 1010 1910-20 1010 1600
THE RORTH CENTRAL STATES
Group I (44 districta)_.___ 45. 9 45.5 U B cof--- e et -- -
Central clties___ .1 35.0 12,2 . PN (- R R
Satellite areas. J1.8 10.5 [ %7 i PR JR R I R ey L] EESEREREEEEE FRRS R S Pt
Satellite urban. 7-4 7.1 bR T SRR AP [T [ - - =|rrmemarmane
Batellite rural e eaooeomemeee 4.4 3.4 30.4)..... .- -- -—--
New districts in group I (18 dis-
tricts) - 1.5 3.4 -3 VR SR [ RPN NUUNUU SO S ASUP S
Central clties. . ceuieican.- 2.9 2.9 2 R I [N J. wfeeuea -}-
Satellite areas. . _____. 0.6 0.5 3.4 .- I feeeae [ - -
Satellito urban_____ 0.1 0.1 0.3 ——— e ——— e-]-- -
Satelliterural . ... ocaae. 0.5 0.4 | = T T P — . - R T ——— ——

Group IT (28 districts).....o oo coceeeunas 42.4 481 0.1 A9 20.1 85.6 |- . SN IO O Y FOU U
Central cities. .. - a2 321 0.8 32.0 29.2 (770 [ R SN S B Py [
Batellite areas, . - 1.2 10.0 40. 4 10.0 6.8 33. 65 I -

Satellite urban. - 7.3 Tl 13.1 8.2 4.4 192 |occeicnmman]-nme [ PR P T
Batellite rural.... 3.9 3.0 27.3 3.8 2.4 PO TN O I J— R

Group OI (17 districts). ..omeeeeeeeeeue 35.2 38.0 £3.9 37,8 2.5 77 3.2 20.1 L P
Central eltles, ... oo ... 28.0 28.8 9.2 2.9 26.6 48,2 26.3 2.6 63.1 P - -
Satelliteareas.___________ 10.2 9.2 3.7 8.8 5.9 3L 4.9 3.5 15.6 |-- -l-

Satellite nrhan 6.9 6.7 12.4 5.6 3.8 18. 5 3.1 21 ) 1y A PO -
Batellitorural. oo eae 2.3 2.5 2.3]. 3.3 21 13.0 L8 1.4 4.5 -

Group IV (14 districta). o eeeeeeicaaces 36.0 35.7 2.4 36.8 3.4 74.2 20,1 2.8 805 24.5 20.8 52.9
Central cities__... 20.6 27.3 9.3 2.5 25.2 44.3 24.9 21.8 47.5 21.6 18.5 4.1
Satellite areas. . 0.4 8.4 33.0 8.1 5.2 20.9 4.2 3.0 13.0 3.0 2.3 8.1

Satellite urban. 6.4 a1 12,2 5.0 3.4 17.4 27 18 9.5 1.6 1.1 4.0
Batellite rural _ 3.0 2.3 20.8 3.1 1.8 12.5 1.5 1.2 ) 3.6 1.5 1.1 4.1
THE SOUTH _
Group I (40 districts) ..o ooeooee e 2.7 24,9 4.2 . - I
19.4 18.8 25,5 |encimemenm . VR SR (VR ENPRVIYN PRI R
6.3 50 18.7 |. . - RO R,
1.5 1.3 b3 OO A, — .- - SO VO P
4.8 3.7 15.3 -

Hew districts in group I (20 dists.}.. 4.3 X 8.51. S - I R —— i -
Central citfes_...... - 3.4 31 RSV FUNIU PRSI
Batellite areas. - 1.0 0.8 —

Satellite urb: . 0.1 0.1
Satellito rural. . - 0.9 0.7 -

Group IT (20 districts). ..o eececcmnan 21.4 20.0 3.7 18.8 7.1 8.9 ...

16.1 15.7 10.8 15,7 13.5 30.9 - . - - —— .

5.3 4.3 15.8 41 3.6 8.0 o
1.4 1.2 3.2 0.9 0.8 ) T P - - N IR P,
3.9 3.0 12.7 3.3 2.8 [ 5 [ - [, e ————— -

Group III (15 districts)_ .. ececeeeeecee- 18.7 1408 26.7 14.4 13.0 .8 12.7 1.1 26.1 e
Central cities ..o oo 12.0 1.7 15.0 1.7 10.7 10.3 10.6 9.1 22.4|..

Batellite areas________ 3.8 2.8 0.7 2.7 2.3 5.6 2.1 2.0 P IR .

Satellite urban__. 0.9 0.8 2.3 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.4 .
Batellite rural. 2.7 2.0 0.4 2.2 1.9 4.8 1.8 1.8 23

Group IV (9 districts) 1.0 10.4 17.1 10.4 8.5 16.3 93 B8 1us|. 8.5 8.3 0.5
Central €ities oo oo oeeeeeeeee 8.5 8.4 10,0 8.4 8.0 11.4 7.9 7.2 13.7 1.2 6.0 8.5
Satellite areas. _________ 2.5 2.0 7.1 2.0 14 4.9 1.4 1.4 1.1 15 1.4 1.0

Satellite urban. 0.7 0.6 1.8 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1
Batellite rural 1.7 1.4 5.3 1.8 1.2 4.1 1.2 1.2 0.7 12 1.2 1.0
THE WEST . .

Group I (15 districts) .o —mereecean 50.8 48.7 83.8 ———- 1
Central citieS . .ooomoeeeane. 31.9 23.4 -3 2 T I SRR i
Satellite areas_______ 18.4 16.3 31.1 LI P I,

Sutellite urban . 10.1 0.8 12.8 - - i .
Satellite rural -2 72700000 8.3 6.7 18,6 | it ol

Now districts in group I (4 dists.)__ 5.8 14 s8.9]..... : -

Central cities L7 1.7 ) 9 2 [P coveleeammmmmmmen]cavmnn N
Batellite arens. ... oo cmerrees 0.9 0.7 21 |. - m———
Batellite urban.... - - {11 O ROV FUSRU MSIPRIN [ PR,
telliterural . ... coerenmcernas 0.9 0.7 2.1 P cefem i ——— -
-

Group IX (11 districts). oo 4.7 4.3 40.8 47.9 0.9 -68.8 a - 1
Central cities - 30.2 81.8 2.9 3.7 2.6 3.0l — -

Batellite areas_ -~ _____ _.... 17.5 15.6 2.0 15.4 10.3 30.8 |.. P

Sotellite urban. . .ee.. 10.0 9.6 127 8.1 54 16.0 . o
 Bateliitorural..__.._... 7.4 6.0 16.3 7.4 4.8 14.8 o

Group I (7 districts) ... 4.7 42,8 4.0 42.5 35.8 628 .2 30.8 41.3|..

Central clties. ... 26,7 2,3 17.1 2.3 2.5 33.8 2.4 25.6 2.1

Batellite areas. . ...o... 15.9 1.3 259 14.2 9.1 20.1 6.8 b1 12.2

Batellite urban__._ 9.6 9.2 12,2 1.8 5.2 16.7 3.8 2.7 6.5 - J:"
Batellite rural. ... ..... ————— 6.3 5.1 13.7 6.3 4.0 13.3 3.2 2.4 5.7 T
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TABLE 5.——PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION'S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS
AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 1000-1940—Continued
[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decades. Yor oorresponding figures for the United States as a whole, soe tablo ITL.  Percont not shown whero less than 0.1]
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103040 AREAS 1020-30 AREAD 1010~20 AREAA 1000-1910 AREAS
Percent of regional Percent of regional . Percent of reglonal Porcent of reglonal

AREA AND GROTIP Percent of Percent of Percent of Percont of

Ppopulation regional population ‘tog fonal population reglonal population regionnl

Increase, in crease, incroase, Incrense,

1940 1850 193040 193 | - 1020 1920-30 1620 1610 1910-20 1810 1w0p | IN0-1MI0

THE WEST—Continned

Group IV (8 districts) - eveeeeecmnceeees 41.2 4.1 42.0 40.9 LIRS 8l.8 s 20.0 3.9 28.2 2319 4.8
Central cities -- 25.6 27.1 10.8 27.1 25.1 33.0 25.1 2.3 27.9 24,2 2.2 2.8
Satelliteareas. ____..____________ .. 15.5 13.9 25.4 13.8 8.8 8.7 6.4 4.7 12.0 4.0 2.8 6.1
Satellite urban. . 9.6 9.2 121 7.8 8.1 157 3.8 2.7 6.5 1.9 1.2 22
Satellite rural 6.0 4.7 13.3 6.0 3.6 13.0 2.9 11 B. & 2.4 1.5 3.9

TABLE 6.

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as of beginning of decade]

: _ AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE IN THE
CONSTITUENT PARTS OF.THE DISTRICTS, BY REGIONS: 1800-1940

UNITED STATES THE NORTEEASTERN STATES THE NORTH CENTRAL BTATES THE 300TH TIIE WEST
DECADE, AREA, AND GROUP Population - Population Population Popalation Population
- Increass, . Increase, Increase, Increase, Increase,
1630-40 1630-40 183040 1030-40 103040
1050 | 1030 1940 1930 1640 1930 1840 1930 1840 1030
193040 .
Group I 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
fes..... . 68. 0.9 4.0 81.8 62.8 4.7 4.3 76.9 21.8 75.5 8.0 57.8 63.4 67.3 2.1
S&‘Zﬁf&‘eﬁi‘rﬁ 19.2 10.9 18.3 27.8 27.9 24.8 16.1 15.7 2.9 5.8 E.& 7.6 20.0 10.3 2.8
Satellite rural... 12.3 10.2 ar8 10.5 9.5 . 3.5 9.6 7.4 5.3 18.6 16.7 34.6 16.6 13.4 Ml
Group I - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. ¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
........... . 9, 42.2 1. 82.5 41.8 73.8 76.2 10.5 75.2 78.7 56.8 03,4 7.1 41.9
g:&fﬁleﬁ[ggiﬂ- %.g go.g 2.1 g'.rg 23,1 24.9 17.2 16.8 2.1 6.8 62| 89 20.0 2.3 25.5
Satellite rural ———___..oo.ae 11.8 9.9 37.8 10.6 0.5 33.4 9.2 7.0 5.4 18.2 15.1 5.5 16.6 12.6 32.8
Group IOX 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000
: . 88.9 41.8 017 62.5 43.1 73.3 75.7 20.9 76.8 80.6 5.2 62.6 0.5 0.7
g:tﬁlrﬁleeétr{t?gn_ - S;.% 2.0 21.9 28.5 2.7 25.3 18.0 17.8 28.2 6.0 5.5 8.7 22.8 21.7 28,3
Satellite rural_.. 10.¢ 0.1 36.3 9.8 8.8 3L6 8.8 8.7 50.9 12.3 14.0 5.2 1.8 10.¢ 31.9
' 00, 0 100,0
GroP IV - eeeceeme 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160. 0 100.0 100. ¢ 100.0 1
T . . .9 41.5 62.2 62.9 “49 7.9 76.4 22.0 714 80.5 5.4 02.2 6.1 30.5
S:&'ifﬁiﬁi‘rﬁa:: - g;.é %. b 23.9 28.6 28.7 24,9 1.7 17.1 28.9 6.8 6.1 10.8 23.3 22.3 28.0
Satellite Tural. ..o omanoomee- 10.2 8.5 34.7 0.2 8.3 0.2 8.4 6.4 49.1 15.8 15.4 20.8 4.5 1.0 3.6
1920-50 1890 1920 | 1e30-s0 1830 1920 |.1020-% | 1930 1020 | 1e20-30 | 1030 1920 | 1eso-30 | 19%0 1920 | 1990-30
@roup It ) J 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. ¢ 100, ¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100. 0
07.3 74.3 5.2
Central citleS .o oeevmemeeen- 60.1 72.4 57.2 62.0 66.4 45.2 78.2 81.1 0.8 .1 7.0 70.4 -3 ss.
O — el o1l ompl ozl sl el )| oms) wl o r bl oEnoEd ag
Batellite rural - coevmneee- 1.5 . . . . . . . . . .
I 00. 0 100.0 100.0
FIOCS 1 SE— 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 100. ¢ 100.0 100, 0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 - s
Central cltls...—..------- ol By REl Ba| HI| B3 Bi uI| S i %3 T mip W8 9
3223}{%%2 ruraloon]  10.7 85 18.8 2.9 &0 10.5 8.8 6.3 16.7 16.4 14 1.1 T 111 21.2
. 100. 00. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0
P S 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 00.0 | e s -
- - 89, 73.4 63.8 62.8 66.4 45.6 77.2 82.9 5.6 80.0 £3.6 70.0 : .
S;%%{ﬂ'e"di'ﬁiif::: """ 28 18.7 7.2 217 2.1 35.7 14.2 11 235 4.0 21 52 1.9 1.1 24
Eatellite rural_--oe-—oome- 10.3 7.8 1.0 0.5 7.6 18.8 8.7 6.0 16.9 1 12 )
1910-20 1920 1910 | 1610-20 1920 1910 | 181020 | 1090 1010 | 101020 | 12920 110 | 1910-20 | 1920 o | 1901020
Group ML .- 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
. . 0.6 8.3 0.4
S — wl eal pall m3| =i B3 w1 4wl mi w3 w3 B | B
' g:::iﬂtt:unir:l?: ------------- 7.9 7.4 9.7 7.3 6.5 1.6 57 54 6.6 T 16.0 61| e 0 5. 7.8 13.
. .0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1%0.0 100.0 100.0
Gr0Up I¥:- - rommserr o = - 50 85.5 B7.9 78.4 8.9 8.2 9.8 7.8 83.6 60.90
V gi’“ﬁf&ﬂ'}tﬁ:ﬁ ------------- ;g:% ;g.g ;g:g gg:g g%oz 30:3 2.3 71 15.8 2.6 lz.:g i,; 1‘1':¥ g, f }g.g
ate - . ) . 2 . 5.9 12.5 . . .
B tellite TIral oo —oemnr 7.0 6.5 8.9 6.6 5.8 11.0 5. 5.0
1600-1010 1910 1900 |1e00-1910] 1810 1000 |1800-1910( 1810 1500 {1900-1610| 1910 1900 |teoo-1910{ 1910 1900 | 1900-1910
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.¢ 100.0
Ggomp £V -oasmeeeemenroe \ 74.9 68. 4 6.2 85.7 88.0 g9.1 84.5 84.0 82.8 0.3 85.7 82.9 8.5
8.7 7.3 ) . . . , . . . ,
Contral citles..o.coemor--on- K 16.0 U 2 23.9- 252 6.1 55 7.7 23 2.6 1.1 5.6 4.9 0.3
Batellite urban R %3 9.0 7.4 69 .0 60 54 7.8 13.7 4.6 ] 8.8 a1 1.2
atlLLLD [ULAl. oo emmenenes -




50 ' METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TasLe 7.—POPULATION AND RATE OF INCREASE IN GROUPS OF CENSUS TRACTS LYING WITHIN SPECIFIED DISTANCES
FROM CENTER OF CITY, FOR SELECTED CITIES: 193040

N [A minus sign (—) denotes decreasa)
POPULATION POPULATION : POFULATION
CITY AND DISTANCE YROM Porcentof || cyry axp DISTANCE FROM Percentof || crry awo DISTANCE 7RI ?ﬁzﬁg’:&'
CENTER OF CITY ’ CENTER OF CITY d CENTER ¥
: 180 | 1es0 [ 193050 - . : 140 | 1ss0 | 153040 140 | 1930 | 193040
Boston_ -l 770,816 | 781,188 —1.3 || Columbus. .o oeeeeeeeee| 306,087 | 290, 584 5.3 || New York Cityoeeeneccmmacee- 7,454, 895 18, 930, 446 7.6
Within I mile. ceurveoo-- 100,990 | 114,494 —1L8 Within1mile...._......|] 50,110 46,963 6.7 Within 2mfles._...... 558,031 1 625, 863 -10.7
1-2 miles. o ceemaermean- 169,459 | 173,905 —8.3 112,312 | 110,419 1.7 24 milos oomeee o 1,084,603 |1,076,816 0.7
0.9 70,417 67, 874 3.7 46 miles. ... - 1,884,881 |1,755, 537 7.4
4.8 L, 248 | 65, 122 6-8 miles____ 1, 580, 422 |1,458, 935 8.3
4.2 §-10 miles... 1,252, 244 1,110,317 12.8
g.'i’ -210, 718 | 200,932 48 10 and over. 1,003,014 | B02,978 211
' 38,051 35,128 8.3 || Philadelphia . .ceaunenenoaoooo 1,031,884 |1, 950, 681 —1.0
0.5 57,411 | 06,350 1.1
75,256 | GO, 504 83 ‘Within1mfle.._..._.__.| 96,100 | 107,392 —10.§
0.6 1-2miles | 366,873 | 402, 581 -8.0
0.6 366,872 | 364,181 6.3 2-3 miles veemmmmeemeeeen ‘405,413 | 412,885 -18
-3.8 3-4 miles. 412,785 | 422,530 —-2.3
—2.3 41,028 40,870 0.4 4~5 miles 207,750 | 212,819 -2.4
3.1 107,097 | 101,380 5.6 56 miles 205,438 | 200,483 2.5
16.8 137,373 | 131,454 46 6-7 mil 137,132 | 114,589 19.7
57,223 | 64,068 58 - 7-8 miles. 58,526 | 43,318 35.1
9,396, 808 (3,376,438 0.8 44, 251 36 9 2.7 Band Over e 41, 317 34,356 2.3
30,237 | 32,504 =7.2 || Xos Angelen. ... _...._....._|1, 504,277 |1, 238, 048 21.5 || Pittsburgh 671,650 | 669,817 0.3
168,152 | 188,231 —10.7
255,111 | 278, 518 —8.4 ‘Within T mile. ____....__ 73,824 71,010 3.9 Wlthin Imile.__._.___.|] 5,327 57,196 —5.0
378,703 | 384,408 =15 I-2miles. il 143,119 133, 288 7.4 il , 226 =11
067,525 | 961,605 0.6 195, 525 10.8 145, 504 —0.3
854,182 | 822,248 3.9 157,028 9.0 151, 803 2.6
471,638 | 449,738 49 168, 605 0.0 74, 041 85
10and OVer..-moav-muema-} 271,259 | 258,978 4.7 181, 688 16.6 51,058 ~1.2
88, 520 3.8
Cincinnati -1 455,410 } 451,150 Lo 33, 386 65.2 821, 960 -=0.7
23,309 82.4
Within 1mile. .. coe——ac| 93,156 09, 730 —6.6 2, 34,435 100.8 Within1mile._____._...[] 55827 68, 362 —-18.3
1-2 miles._...- -| 67316 72,705 =75 - 12and OVermmeeeeermen.- 169,452 | 111,036 52.6 1-2 miles. ceennn 153,846 -4.8
2-3 miles. ... -| 82,033 80,403 2.0 2-3 miles__. 199, 87 205,375 -2.7
34 miles.. 6043 | 9,670 13| Rashville. o oooooeeoeas 167,402 | 153,868 8.8 3-4 miles.__ 126,411 -0.7
4-5 miles._ | seme| s27st 3.0 4-5 miles___ 157,252 2.7
56 miles._.— -| 46,408 40,732 13.0(f Withinlmile.______..__ 22,335 | 21,836 2.3 580 OVl e—veemeemnas 110,714 14.3
8-7 miles.... 25, 274 1.9  1-2miles ... 77,690 | 71,742 8.3
7 and over 19,790 13.2]] 23miles o o___.. 49, 485 44, 953 10.1 || Washington, D. C..__._.._ .--| 663.081 | 486,889 88.2
............... 17,892 | 15,336 18,7
Cleveland 600, 429 -2.5 . Within1mile.._._...... 160, 015 } 132, 34 20.9
New Haven. .. __.___._.__| 180, 606 | 162, 455 -1.8 -2 miles. oeeano 203, 515 3.2
‘Within 1 mile 18,375 —11.5 : 2-3 miles__.. - 107, 064 45.3
1-2 mileS. ... 112,740 |, —7.9 Within 1 mile. ocoanemo.. 55, 526 657,203 —3.1 3and OVerecmeeeameeoo 80, 63 43,98 8.3
2-3 miles.. 148, 308 0.2 1-2miles. o oo §3,652 £3, 808 -0.3 ' ;
34 miles .. 216, 760 —3.4 2and OVer oo 21,427 21,464 -0.2
4-5 miles.. 169, —4.6
50 miles..... 126,725 0.5
6-7 miles__.. - 1, 008 50, 644 0.7
7 ond over 60, 306 5.0
TaBLE 8, , BY REGIONS: 1910-40
[Figares represent the situation at the end of each of the 4 decades for which data are presented in this series of tables. Ba.sed on figares in table §]
1840 ! 1830 1020 1810 -
METROPOLITAN METEOPOLITAN METROPOLIT,
AREA AND GROUF URBAN URBAN: UEBAN AN um%grno:“.nm
Total Total Total Total
urban P ¢ urban P urban urban
ercen ercent i Py
Number | ftotal Number | oFiot0 Number ol‘e?;etg.lt Number 1;?1;39&';{
GROUP I
United States. oo eeanans 73,479,923 | 55,292,921 k(7% R NI NN RN, I
The Northeastern States 27, 516, 253 | 24,035,177 87.3 PR
The North Central States 23,180,670 | 16, 844, 473 71.8 -
The South__.. 14,829,818 | 8, 725 504 58.8 |- -
The West, o occeemaararerrmmmrannnan 7,063,181 | 5,826,077 73.3 |aceanmeanes ——
GROUP 1T
United States 78,479,923 | 53,114, 576 70.9 | 87,085 745 | 48,440,438 2.2
The Northeastern Btates ..o eeeecemeeeeas 27,516,253 | 23, 786,871 86.4 | 26,201,378 | 22,716,851 86.4
The North Central States. 23,180, 670 | 15, 447, 753 66.6 | 21,800,820 [ 14, 714, 922 67.2 —- - . I - -
The Bouth 14,829,819 | 7,200, 804 40.2 | 12,212,764 , 272, 889 5l.4 1. . I R - -
The West_.. 7,963,181 | 5, 589, 147 70.3 | "6,670,774 | 4,735,776 710 |. N - -
GEO .
‘ TUnited States 73,479,923 | 46, 980, 649 63.9 | 67,085,745 | 43, 751,980 05.2 | 52,480, 598 | 33,156,179 3.2
The Northeastern States. . .ceeee ... 27,516,253 | 22, 512, 742 81.8 | 26,201,378 | 21, 506, 700 81.8 | 22,036, £33 | 16,870,068 76.8
The North Central States... 23, 180, 670 | 14, 015, 501 60.5 | 21,800,820 | 13,318. 460 60.8 | 17,275,742 | 10,013,939 wel ] -
e R Treeceas 14,829,819 | b, 403, 831 86.4 | 12,212.764 | 4,027,285 37.9 | 8,663,485 | 3,507,557 ael - -- -
The West ; 7,953,181 | 5,048,675 63.5 | 6,670,774 | 4,200,535 64.5 | 4,423,728 | 2074631 asl - - ——
GROUP IV -
- - UnitedStates 79,479, 923 | 43, 488, 695 5.2 | 67,083, 743 | 4o, 538,951 80.4 | 52,489, 538 | 30,870, 100 58.4 | 40,058, 948 | 24,031, 760 0.0
The Northeastern 8tates. o camrmoeeeaas 27,516, 253 | 21, 483, 808 78.1 | 26,201,378 | 20, 503, 170 78.0 . 18,015, 212 1 .
The North Central SLate.. .oeeeoessssmmmmmmes B Is0070 (1220006 | 67.1(20,800.89 | 12548885 | er.3 | 197574z | 0000447 | bag | oo e | '3 Al 88 28
THe BOUD e mmeeememocmmemmmmmmem 14,829,810 | 3,870,249 26.1 | 12.212.764 | 3,335,820 27.3 | 8.653,485 | 2,706, 504 81-3 | 5961,775 | 2.166.412 36.3
Tho Webtoreeecoceemmem oo ceesenonneommeaee 7,963,181 | 4,880, 544 61.5 | 6,670,774 4,154,000 623 | 4,423,728 | 2,551,937 7.7 | 2,960,868 | 1,756,354 9.3
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TaBLE 9.—P0.PULATION OF GROUPS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY SIZE: 1900-1940
[T'otal areas as of ond of dceade; urban-raral classification as of beginnlng of decade)
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TOTAL CENTRAL CITTES BATELLITE URBAN SATELLITE RURAL
Nun}her
DECADE, 8I7E OF METROPOLITAN oL Percent Percent Porcent Pereont
DISTRICT AT BERINNING OF DEc- | Olstricts Population of Population of Population of Population of
ADE, AND OROUP increase, increaso increase Increnso
1840 1640 1930 1830-40 1840 1830 1830-40 1940 1930 1030-40]| 1840 1630 103040
1680-40 y
Groupl ..o 140 | 62,996,778 | 68,251, 031 8.1 || 42,794, 080 | 40, 724, 532 6.1 | 12,498, 142 | 11,677,463 7.4 | 7,733,058 } 5,046,088 20.0
;U_'nder 250,000, - e 02 | 12,115,086 | 10,707, 199 122 || 8 870,312 | '8, 228, 982 7.8 858,418 790,717 11.4 | 2,387,260 [ 1,707, 500 32.8
250,000 to 500,000 .o oo 20 | 10,920,882 | 10, 118, 481 8.0 L, 060, 844 | 7,612,344 4.6 | 1,250,275 | 1,190,742 5.8 1,706,763 [ 1,313,305 30.0
800,000 to 1,000,000_ ... .___________ 0| 7,278 123 | 6, 601,253 8.8 || 5000080 | 4,710, 203 6.2 | 1,472,367 | 1,378, 332 6.8 805, 067 2, 028 3.7
1,000,000 OF MOTE. - < eeeemmecaoemmee 10 | 32,644, 772 | 30, 6486, 008 6.5 || 20,602,835 | 20,172, 013 3.9 | 8848081 | 8 237,072 7.4 2,833,850 | 2 235,613 20,8
Group IL o7 | 59,118, 582 |54, 609, 037 7.7 || 99, 790, 73y | 98,015, 864 4.7 | 12,989,838 | 11,478,185 7.4 | 7,004,017 | 8 419,608 0.4
Under 250,000, eee oo oo 40 | 8,268,815 | 7, 455,205 10.9 || 5 866,000 | 5, 620,414 6.8 744,115 672, 419 10.7 | 1,857,731 | 1,202,872 3.8
250,000 t0 500,000 v ereoemmemns 2t | 10,926,882 | 10,116, 481 8.0 || 7060844 | 7 612344 4.6 1,250,275 [ 1,190,742 58| 1,700,763 | 1,313,308 30,0
500,000 to 1,000,000 .-~ _ - - .~ 9| 7,278,123 | 6 601,253 8.8 || 5,000,080 | 4,710,203 6.2| 1,472,367 | 1,378,332 6.8 805, 667 , 33.7
1,000,000 OF MOT8. e e e e v wmmem | 10 | 32,644,772 | 30, 646, 008 6.5 || 20,962,835 | 20,172,013 3.9| 8,648,081 | 8,237,072 7.4 | 2,833,850 | 2 215,813 20.8
Group IIL 58 | 62,740,687 | 48, 155, 744 7.3 |) 85,968,827 | 33,865, 641 4.4 | 11,616,828 | 10,832, 782 7.2 | 5 750,888 | 4 467 821 20.9
Under 250,000, . - mmeeneaeccvsmmneeee n| 225002 | 202,084 9.5 1,620,042 | 1,555014 4.8 109, 004 08, 702 10.4 477,850 370, 368 2.0
250,000 to 500,000_____ 28 | 10,601,740 | 9, 704, 300 8.2 777,881 | 7 427,421 4.6 | 1,187,370 | 1,118,076 6.2| 1,042,500 | 1,248,812 31,8
500,000 to 1,000,000 9| 7,278,123 | 6,601,253 8.8 (] 5,000,080 | 4, 710,203 6.2 | 1,472,367 | 1,378,332 6.8 805, 007 2, 628 3.7
4000 0T MOTe. . cceenveemcanncann , 46, , 962, 84 ! 1 8 e , 237, . y ] 8
1,000,000 10 | 32,844, 772 | 30, 646, 098 6.5 || 20,962,835 | 20,172, 113 3.9 | 8,8i8081 | 8 237,672 7.4 | 2,833,860 | 2 236513 26,8
GrOUP IV e creeeeneemnevenann 44 | 48,424,842 | 45,201,884 6.9 || 32, 512,830 | 31,219,387 4.2 | 10,006,085 | 10,208, 624 7.8 | 4,955,047 | 3,869,808 28,1
Under 250,000. .. .coaeeeensenanen 5| 1,055,307 969, 856 8.8 793,858 767, 617 3.4 38,450 33,349 15.3 222, 696 108, 800 32,0
250,000 to 500,000.._ _uueemooo- 20 | 7,446,440 | 6,984,057 6.6 || 5 755,848 | 5,562,564 3.5 507,167 650, 271 6.8 | 1,003,425 BU2, 822 20.7
500,000 to 1,000,000 9| 7,278,123 | 6,691,253 8.8 , 000,089 | 4,710,203 6.2 1,472367 | 1,378 332 0.8 , 867 602, 628 337
1,000,000 OF IDOTO- +r e uermmm v e 10 | 32,644,772 | 30, 646, 008 6.5 [| 20,952,835 | 20,172,913 3.9 | 884081 | 8 237,672 7.4 2,843,850 | 2,235,613 20.8
1920-30 1930 1830 1820 1920-30 1930 1020 1020-30 1930 1020 1620-30 1630 1920 1020-30
97 | 54,753, 645 | 42, 689,971 28,9 (| 37,814,010 | 30,807, 128 £2.8 | 10,626,828 | 7,718,007 87.7 | 6,319,207 | 4,040,818 50.0
561 9,407,196 | 7,122,473 32.1| 70,714 | 5,330,907 32.6 710,470 604,119 17.6 | 1,618,008 | 1,178,357 a7.8
231 8,427,655 | 7,046,720 19.6 ]| 6076428 | & 247, 264 15.8 | 1,179,174 970,033 21.6 | 1,172,053 820,423 41.9
11 111,145,622 | 8,243, 232 35,2 {| 7,473,495 | 6,015,404 24.2] 2,368,010 | 1,540,127 53.8 | 1,308,217 057, 701 BO, 5
7| 25,773,172 | 20, 257, 546 27.2 || 17,185,973 | 14, 304, 464 20.1 | 367,265 | 4,601,748 28.4 | 2,219,034 | 1,381,334 04.8
Group IT 68 | 49,013,454 | 98, 341,805 97.8 || 39, 809,861 | 27,957, 052 20.6 | 9,842,118 | 7,188,230 30.4 | 5,961,604 | 3 260,822 a.e
Tndor 250,000.. ..ceeeeeavenesaremmnm| 18.| 3,089,207 | 8,075 300 20.7 || 3,258,888 | 2,654,833 27.6 92,168 75, 930 21.4 638, 151 444,018 1.6
250,000 to 500,000. .- 2 (| 8105483 | 6,765,637 10.8 || 5,801,805 | 5,083,251 15,9 | 1,113,776 15,416 21.7| 1,100,202 766, 070 42,4
500,000 to 1,000,000 11 | 11,145,622 | 8, 243,232 35.2 || 7,473,406 | 6,015 404 24.2 | 2,368,910 | 1,540,127 53.8 | 1,303,217 €87, 701 89.5
1,000,000 OF HIOT€. - a2 mummemmmme 7 | 25,773,172 | 20,257, 546 27.2 [} 17,185,973 | 14, 304, 464 20,1 | 6207,205 | 4,001,748 35.4 | 2,219,034 | 1,351,334 .3
[c757.1. 5 o A 44 | 45,186,403 | 95,292, 203 28.0 || 31,232,718 | 26,010,883 20,5 | 9,300,218 | 6,616,828 40.8 ] 4,847,478 | 8,784,872 .1
Under 260,000.. - caceeecmecemeaenn-- 9| 2,006,776 | 1,637, 500 2.2 || 1,687,122 | 1,306,161 20,8 47,475 37, 603 2.1 282,170 203, 686 38.5
250,000 to 500,000_...---- 17 | 7.082, 5,834, 202 2l.4 || 5,622,085 | 4,810,244 16.9 558, 511 405, 257 20.0 002, 288 568, 701 81.5
500,000 to 1,000,000 .- 11 | 10,313,571 | 7,563,036 36.4 || 6,737,533 | 5,400,124 24.8 | 2332007 | 1,512,260 8.3 | 1,243,011 850, 652 Pl 1
1,000,000 OF IOT@ - ——avmmmmmmmmme 7 3, 172 | 20, 257, 646 27,2 || 17,185,972 | 14, 304, 464 20,1 6,367,265 | 4,601,748 38.4 | 2,210,034 | 1,351,3H 0.3
1010-20 1020 1820 1810 1810-20 1020 1810 1010-20 1020 1010 1010-20 1020 1610 1010-20
Group IL 58 | 85,002, 323 | 28,870,412 26.0 || 26,769, 832 | 91, 384,718 26.2 | 9,896,841 | 4,686,311 80.7 | 9,835,180 | 2,089,385 2.1
............. 81] 6,661,407 | 4,958,320 34.3 || 5,337,649 | 3,986,703 33.0 411,248 291, 572 1.0 12, 510 0640, 054 u.2
}}’5{,’%?,5 %5,,03%0 000, - 14 | 6,322,435 | 4,019,820 28.5 || 4,701,926 | 3,725,155 26.2 | 1,000, 761, 460 314 619, 651 413, 208 3.0
500, 000 to 1,000,000 ——- - 81 6,532,150 | 4,021,066 32.7 || 5248322 | 3,048,350 23.0 880, 049 615, 405 43.0 403,779 400, 151 121
1,000,000 or more. .- - &5 | 16,476,331 | 13,570,207 2L4 {| 11,481,835 | 9,726, 508 18.0 | 4,094,186 | 3,217,814 2.2 000, 210 025,075 4.8
Group1V-..... . 44 | 82,870,006 | 26,922, 318 28.3 || 24,748,404 | 20,062, 900 28,4 | 5,021,608 | 4,548,870 20.2 | 9,980,098 | 1,709,830 X
19 | 4,380,833 | 3,485,880 25.7 || 3,644,164 | 2,010,407 25,2 232, 854 182, 165 7.8 503, 816 303, 248 2.1
21)53:‘1)85 %goéggoﬁéﬁi 12| 5 580,782 | 4 344,176 28.5 || 4,374,073 | 3,479,584 25.7 714,517 534,135 23.8 442,102 330, 450 48.9
" 500,000 to 1,000,000 8| 6,532 150 | - 4,621,006 32.7 || 6,248,322 | 3 946,350 33.0 880, (40 615, 405 4.0 403, 770 3ii0, 15) 12.1
1,000,000 or'more. .. 5 | 16,476, 331 | 13, 670, 207 21.4 || 11,481,935 | 9,726,508 18.0 | 4,004,186 | 3 217,814 2.2 000, 210 626, 075 43.8
'y L}
1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1610 1800 1800-1810 | -1810 1600  [1800-1010 1910 1800 | 1600-1810
1000-1910
44 | 26,039,836 | 10, 349, 570 84,8 |[ 18,907,362 | 14, M40, 867 83.6 | 4,004,308 | £ 901,580 35.9 | 9,008,076 ) 1,402 158 0.9
23 | 4,726,651 | 3,123, 467 §1.3 || 3,987,008 | 2,559,982 -. 55.8 214, 855 161,087 32.5 523, 090 401, 518 3.3
14| 6,360,581 | 4,881,436 30.5 || 6,028,278 | 3 863,832 20,1 854,749 646, 315 322 486, 554 371,289 3.0
3| 2,530,303 | 2,020,223 25.2 || 1,779,419 | 1,835 707 15.9 319,078 204, 945 55.7 431, 800 279, 571 M. g
412,414,301 | 9,318,444 33.2 || 9,171,750 | 6,0590,356 31.2 | 2675016 | 1,078 303 ] 353 , 6 349, 775 62




52 . - METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: ;900—1940
TapLe 10.

DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF EACH GROUP AND OF THE GROUP INCREASE AMONG THE
DISTRICTS, CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 1900-1940

_ [Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural ¢lassifieation as of beginning of decade]

TOTAL CENTRAL CITIES SATELLITE URBAN SATELLITE RURAL
DECADE, SIZE OF METROFOLEFAN DISTRICT AT %ﬁg" - Perocnt | Percent | | Porcent
BEGINNING OF DECADE, AND GROUP tricts Percent of popu- ercen Percent of popu- Percent of popu= | oro o0
Population Incmase' Jation group ?xl; group lation group ?Lgr"ga“sg lation group norent
193040 1640 1640 1930 | 183040 || 1840 103 | 193040 | 1940 1930 | 193040 | 1840 1930 | 1930-40
Group1 . 1ol 00| sono| ol eso 69.9 43.9 10.9 19.9 18.3 12.3 10.2 87.8
92 10.2 18.5 2.0 14.1 u.1 13.6 14 1.3 19 .8 3.1 12,5
2 17.4 7.4 17.2 12.6 133 74 2.0 2.0 1,5 27 23 B3
9 1.6 1.5 121 7.9 8.1 81 23 24 2.0 1.3 1.0 4.3
10 5L 8 52.6 a2 4 3.3 348 16.8 11 11 129 45 5.8 127
97| 100.0| 1000 1000 7.3 e9.2 .2 20,8 20.9 20.1 me| o9 7.8
Under 250,000... 0 14.0 13.6 19.3 0.9 10.1 8.2 1.3 1.2 1.7 2.8 2.3 0.4
X 2 185 18.4 193 13.5 13.9 83 21 23 16 2.9 2.4 9.3
500,000-1,000,000. 9 123 12.2 13.9 3.5 8.6 6.9 Z5 25 22 14 11 4.8
1,000,000 or More.. 10 B5.2 55.8 4.5 35.5 36.7 1.8 150 15.0 1.5 48 a1 14.2
8| moo| 00| 100 6.1 889 4.8 22,0 22.0 21.9 10.9 6.1 383
Under 250,000 1 6.2 4.1 54l a1 3.2 2.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.9 0.8 3.0
| P 20.1 19.9 2.5 147 15.1 9.6 23 2.3 19 3.1 2.5 1.0
500,000-1,000,000.-2" 77 . 9 13.8 13.6 18 4 9.5 9.6 81 28| * 28 26 16| - L2 5.7
3,000,000 or more_ ... - 10 6.8 62.3 558 37 4.0 22.0 16.8 18.8 17.0 b.4 45| - 17
+ GroupIV. | 1w0of 00| w00 87.1 6.9 4.6 92.0 22,5 23.9 10.2 8.5 1R §
TOART 250,000« oo cccanmcmemsmsimmssom o nnnnn 5 22 21 2.7 L6 L7 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.4 1.7
250, 000, .. 0f 154 15.4 07 1.9 12.3 6.2 1.2 1.2 12 23 1.9 7.4
£00,000~1,000,000_ 0 15.0 4.8 18.7 10.3 10.4 9.3 2.0 3.0 30 1.7 13 6.5
1,000,000 or mere_ - IIITIITTIIIITIITTTTTT 10 87.4 67.7 63.8 a3 45 25.2 18.3 18.2 19.5 59 49 1.1
1920-50 1930 1930 1920 | 182030 || 18s0 1920 | 102030 | 1980 1020 | 1o20-30 | 1930 1920 | 1920-30
Group I o7 woo| 100 1000 €.1 2.4 57.2 10.4 18.1 241 1.5 9.5 16.8
Trder 250,000« cceemeemoeoemeememmem e mmemmmee 56 17.2 16.7 18.9 || 12.9 12.5 14.4 1.3 14 0.9 3.0 2.8 3.8
\ 000 .. = b4 15.4 185 1.4 111 12.3 6.9 22 2.3 17 21 19 28
500,000-1,000,060__ - TTTT I n 20.4 19.3 2.0 13.8 .1 121 13 3.6 6.9 24 16 5.1
1,000,000 or more__-—-.--..-. LTI 7 i 4.5 5.8 3L.4 33,5 .8 1.6 10.8 14.6 41 3.2 - 7.3
Group IIL s6] 1000| 100 1000 85.0 2.9 0.8 0.8 18.8 26.9 10.7 8.5 18.8
Under 250,000 18 8.1 8.0 8.6 8.6 8.7 6.6 0.9 0.2 0.2 L3 12 1.8
250,000-500,000 . 2 16,5 17.6 12.8 12.0 13.3 7.6 2.3 24 1.9 22 20 31
500,000-1,000,000 1 22,7 25| - 2.2 15.2 15.7 13.7 43 1.0 78 2.7 18 58
1,000,000 or mors 7 526 528 5.7 35.1 37.3 27.0 13.0 12.0 16.5 45 2.5 8.1
Group IV. : 4| woo| 00| 1000 6.1 3.4 53.8 20,6 18.7 2T.2 10.8 .8 18.0
Under 250,000, - 9 45 4.6 3.8 8.7 4.0 20 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.0 0.8
250 17 15.7 16.5 12.6 124 136 8.2 1.2 L3 0.9 2.0 1.6 5.5
11 28 214 27.8 149 15.3 13.5 52 4.3 8.3 23 1.8 6.0
7 57.0 57.4 55.7 8.0 105 2.1 .1 13.0 17.8 s 38 8.8
1020 1020 1910 | 101020 {| 1820 1910 | 101020 | 1020 1210 | 1e1020 | 1620 1916 | 19i0-20
8| woo| 1mof 1000 44 5.4 70.7 1.7 7.2 18.7 7.9 7.4 0.7
a1 18.5 1.5 23 14.8 1.1 1.7 L1 1.0 L§ . )
14 7.6 17.3 184 13.1 13.1 128 2.8 27 3l % i 59
8 18.1 17.3 21,1 14,6 13.9 7.1 2.4 22 3.5 11 1.3 0.6
5 45.8 a8 31| -sLe 343 23.0 14 1.3 1.5 25 22 3.6
Group IV. .- . #| 1000] 100 1000 1] e 0.5 18.0 1.3 20.6 .0 8.5 8.9
Tnder 250,000 oo oo . 10 13.3 13.2 13.5 111 1.1 1L0 07 0.7 ]
250,000-500,000, ... T TTTTTT T 12 16.9 18.5 18.6 13.3 13.2 13.5 22 20 38 L8 Ls P
500,000-1,000,000. 8 19.8 18.7 242 15.9 15.0 10.6 2y 2.3 10 1.2 14 0.7
1,000,000 or mote, 5 50.0 516 iy 34.8 7.0 2.4 124 122 13.2 27 24 41
1900-1910 1910 1910 1900 {1eco-1010 || 1810 1900 |1900-1010| 1810 1600 |lsoo-1030| 1910 1900 | 1800-1810
Group 1V. . 44| woo| 100} 1000 6.7 7.8 ™9 166 15.5 16.0 7.7 .2 9.0"
Under 250,000 - 2 18.1 16.1 2.0 16.3 13.2 21.3 0.8 0.8 3.
250,000-500,000._ . ___-ZT T | 25| 2| =2 1.3 =o| 174 3.3 23| 3% 9 = 18
500,000-1,000,000. 3 0.7 104 7.8 6.8 7.9 3.6 1.2 1.1 17 1.7 14 23
1,000,000 or more____________ - 4.7 482 45.2 35.2 36.1 32.6 10,8 10.2 10.4 23 18 R




TasLe 11.

GENERAL TABLES
PERCENTAGE OF THE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND OF THE UNITED STATES INCREASE IN

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT: 1900-1940

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural elassification as of beginning of decado. Percont not shown where less than 0.1}

)
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TOTAL CENTRAL CITIES HATELLITE URBAN BATELLITE RURAL
Number
DECADE, SIZE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT
. of Percont of Percent of Porcont of Porcent of
AT BEQINNING OF DECADE, AND GROVE | giatricts | Porcent of United | United || Percent of United | ~ United | Percent of United | United | Peroent of United |  Unitod
Btates popuiation h?mtes States population I.Smm - | 8tates population lEtutf:o Btates population gg&
Creass CrCASe Cre
193040 . 1940 1940 1630 103040 1040 1050 195040 1840 1030 103040 1840 1030 1090-40
Group I 140 47.8 474 53.0 2.5 §3.9 2.9 04 .4 6.7 5.0 4.8 0.1
Under 250,000... 02 9.2 8.8 14.8 8.7 6.7 7.2 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.8 1.5 - 0.0
e I {1 O O O < 1 .
800,000-1,000,000. .- ... T TTTTTC 9 E.5 . X . . . . . . ) , )
1,000,000 ﬁ’gﬂmog?e 10 2.8 25.0 25 16.9 16.4 B9 6.7 8.7 6.9 2.2 1.8 a.7
Group IL - o7 “.9 w7 nx 30.9 31.0 20.0 0.4 0.3 ¥ ) 59 4.4 17.9
Under 250,000. . oo veee e emmmm e mmmemen 40 8.3 81 9.1 4.5 4.5 3.9 0.6 0.5 0.8 1.3 1.0 4.4
253.035—500?@0030 ................... R 20 8.3 8.2 2.1 8.0 6.2 29 1.0 1.0 0.8 1.8 1.1 “
500.000-1,000,000. - . ol 55 5.5 6.8 3.8 a3 2.3 11 11 11 0.0 0.3 2.3
Y e — mmemmranennns 10 24.8 25.0 22.5 15.9 16.4 8.9 8.7 6.7 6.9 2.2 1.8 0.7
Group ITL 88 40,1 40.0 40.3 26.9 2.6 16.8 8.8 8.8 B.8 44 L u.e
Syt s sl gl w8l sl 8l al @l @l o uw ul # &
%'000—1 .odoofwooﬁ.iiiZZIZ‘EZIZ:IZIZ:Z::I 9 5.5 5.5 6.8 3.8 3.8 3.3 11 1.1 1.1 0.6 0.5 2.3
1,000,000 or more 10 24.8 25.0 2.6 15.9 16.4 8.0 6.7 6.7 6.9 22 LB 8.7
Group IV, a“ 86.8 6.9 5.3 247 95,4 14.8 83 83 8.4 .8 3.8 18.2
Under 250,000 5 0.8 0.8 10| 0.6 0.6 [ A R 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0
) - 2 5.7 5.7 5.2 4.4 4.5 22 0.8 o8 0.4 0.8 0.7 2.6
%:000—1.0600?0066 . 9 5.5 5.5 8.8 3.8 3.8 2.3 11 1.1 1.1 0.6 tll g g g
1,000,000 or more. 10 2.8 "25.0 | 2.5 15.9 16.4 8.9 6.7 6.7 6.2 2.2 . \
1920-30 1930 1930 1020 1920-30 1990 1920 1020-90 1930 1920 1820-30 1630 1020 1020-30
Gronp IT o .6 40.4 0.8 80.8 9.2 0.5 e 7.8 171 5.1 2.8 18.4
5 .7 6.7 13.4 5.8 5.1 10.2 0.6 0.0 0.6 1.3 L1 2.6
2“56‘%35&?&%' : . 2 19 6.7 8.1 4.9 g.g &g {g gg 1.2 10 gg 20
Y 00, 00K 1 9. 7.8 17.0 6.1 X . X . X 3
fwooo%ggomoggo . ¥ 20 192 32.3 14.0 13.5 16.9 B2 a4 10.3 L8 1.3 Bl
Group III. 58 0.9 96.3 2.5 1.5 26.4 .9 8.1 6.7 1.5 'Y 5.1 1.8
Dui s sl wl ul #l @nl om0 gl 8l o8l ul 6l oy #
S - 1 9.1 7.8 17.0 6.1 5.7 8.5 1.9 1.5 4.9 1.; 0.7 3.8
1,000,000 or more. 7 21.0 19.2 32.3 14.0 13.5 16.9 5.2 4.4 10,3 I . A
Group IV & e8| -38.4 £8.0 28.4 4.5 3.9 7.8 6.8 15,8 3.8 2.6 1.0
. A . 1.3 17 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.5
Jnder Z0.00........ 7 i EE o is 46 48 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.5 2.0
250, i 1 8.4 7.2 16.1 5.5 51 7.8 1.9 14 48 10 0.0 3.
fmodo%gmnhoré: - H 21.0 19.2 32.3 14.0 13.5 15.9 5.2 4.4 10.3 1.8 . .
£} (]
’ 1010-20 1020 1010 1810-20 1930 1610 1910-30
1010-20 1620 1620 1010 1810-20 1080 1910 1 |
; 58 34.0 30.8 55.5 25.3 23.3 39.8 0.0 53 10.8 9.7 2.3 5.4
Sroup 0.2 0.9 0.9 0.7 17
. 5.4 5.0 4.3 9.8 0.4 \ . , ) .
Under 250,000. . ” : 4 s 5.3 i 14 a1 7.1 0.9 0.8 1.7 0.6 0.8 14
250,000-500,000. 8 8.2 5.4 .7 50 43 95 0.8 0.7 19 04 0.4 0.3
0,000 or thort, - 5] 18| 148 2.2 19| 106 128 3.9 3.5 6.4 0.9 )
o Group IV ' 4 318 25.8 45.4 23.4 81.8 "1 5.8 49 10.0 2.9 L9 4.3
. , 6.5 3.4 3.2 5.3 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.8
Under 260,000....... s ih b 9.0 a1 38 6.5 0.7 0.6 1.3 0.5 0.4 1.2
230, 000 oo ] 6.2 6.4 11.7 5.0 3 9.5 0.8 0.7 1o 0.4 0.4 03
B o taons - §| 158| 148 zf we| 108 128 3.9 3.8 6.4 0.0 0.7 2
o " 1900-1010 19010 1910 1900 | 1900-1910 1810 1900 | 1000-1010 | 1s10 1900 | 19001016 [ 1910 1000 | 1600-1910
Group IV, i 28,9 2.5 41,9 3.7 19.7 31.4 4.4 ) 67 2.2 18 58
- , 4.1 10.0 4.3 2.4 8.9 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.8 0.5 0.8
Tada Lt IO I N N < 1 I B O = B O B
500,000-1,000,000 H 13. g 12.3 19.4 10.0 9.2 13.7 2.0 28 4 0.6 0.5 L4
1,000,000 or more.
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TaBLE 12,

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1340

STANDARDIZED NUMBER OF WHITE CHILDREN UNDER 5 YEARS OF AGE PER 1,000 WHITE WOMEN 15 TO

44 YEARS OLD AND REPLACEMENT INDEXES, IN GROUPS OF CENSUS TRACTS WITHIN GIVEN DISTANCES FROM
CENTER OF CITY, FOR SELECTED CITIES: 1940!

. : Children | Replace-
CITY AND DISTANCE FROM CENTER OF gﬁ‘g‘f% Rg’(}g‘t”' CITY AND DISTANCE FROM CENTER OF ‘g’fl{]ﬁg Rlenpc]g‘f'“ CITY AND DISTANCE Ymon cextER oF |00 n?ent
women index cry ‘women index e .women | index
Boston. . 270 78 || Columbus, Ohic - . 243 88 || Hew York City-woouer-mmnmeinmmmmmanans 224 63
Within 1 mile.. . 187 5 Within 1 toile. - - oo oo e cemee . 201 82 Within 2 miles. oo oo eocieenn 198 58
1-2 miles. .. 290 82 1-2miles.... 249 70 2-4 mlles 236 66
2-3 miles.. a2 88 2-3 miles_. 230 05 46 miles. 207 58
34 Mil0S. cnernicemccancnernnnscren- 265 74 3 and over. 216 69 6-8 miles 28 &7
4-5 miles._.__ 252 7 8-10 MileS. oo cmeeeammmm e mm e 219 62
56miles. .- .. 253 71 | Dayton e emr e emm———e e 278 7 10 and over. -- -- 240 67
Gand OVer, oo aeues 310 87
266 75 264 7l
Buffalo 14 i} 78 78 n
2and OVer. .o ceeeaecacmecmanccmenae 205 7 185 46
Within 1 008 eeeemeeacamcceemen 207 83 . 259 73
1-2 miles % 9}2 Indianapolis - 250 8 ﬁg %
268 75 149 42 250 70
. 254 7l 285 80 242 68
ERLT I 21 1] 283 8¢ 266 75
253 71 24 74
Chicago... 232 o6 257 72 264 74
Within 1 mile 13 32 || Los Angeles.._._.__.. 221 62 260 73
1-2 milos.. 21 68
2-3 mileS.coacan.o 253 |l - WithinImile.ooomooooommeeeocaee 201 56 260 76
34 miles o e 245 a9 1-2miles. e caccnemsecmr e 210 59 200 82
4-§ miles. .. 221 62 2-3miles. i e ———aa—a 199 56 265 71
B-8miles. . e ceemaa 214 &0 34 miles. o 180 b1 220 68
8-10miles. .o 22 85 4-5miles. et maee 185 52 4-5 miles_._ 227 64
10 and ovaer, 300 84 5B miles . er e cemme e gg g‘; 5 and over. 306 86
243 88 307 86 || St. Louis —— 219 082
241 68
201 82 278 78 Within 1 mile...ccmmanmmcemmaananas 204
275 KL 317 89 1-2 miles 208 84
212 60 23 MO8, e e e 210 59
207 58 || Nashvyille. 258 73 3AMiles e e 185 52
37 67 4-5 miles. . _ 189 53
7 67 . 'Within 1 mile 195 55 5 and over. 231 65
6-7 miles.. 256 72 12 miles. _..... 326 o«
7 and over. 258 3 2-3 miles...... 187 53 || Washington, D. C, 188 52
3 and over. - 256 80
Cleveland__..._ 237 87 ‘Within 1 mile 207
- New Haven._ 287 87 1-2miles. . o eeceammenacccceeeo o 162 46
Within T mile. 276 77 2-3 miles. R 190 53
1-2 miles. 288 81 Within 1 mile, 223 63 3and over.. 204 57
285 74 1-2 miles. . 241 a3
216 61 2and Over. o e 262 4
217 ()8
226 64
243 68
7 and over. 260 73
1 Standardized on United Btates 1935-39 rates; replacement Index based on United States life toble 1039-41. (See ch. VI.)
Tapre 13.—REPLACEMENT INDEXES AND NET REPRODUCTION RATES FOR WHITE POPULATION OF CITIES OF 250,000
. . OR MORE:_1940
Not re- Net ro- Net ro°
. Replace~ | produc- Replace- | produc- Replace- | produo.
arr ment | tion rate oY ment | tion rate arr ment | tionrate
index ad- Index " {ad- index (ad-
Justed) ¢ Justed) 1 Justed) 1
Atlanta, Ga. — 63.5 62.2 || Houston, Tex... ——- 87.5 65.8 || Oakland, Calif. oo 05.8 8.1
Baltimore, Md.. .- __ L 10 69,7 68.6 || Tndianapolis, Ind_ . —o.iooon. 72.8 71.0 || Philadelphis, Pa 714 0.6
Birmingham, Ala 66.0 63.0 || Jersey City, N. Joouererceesanacaconan- 66.3 68.3 || Pittsburgh, Pa..e.evenen.. 73.1 34
Boston, Mass. ___.ceeuveciacrcaacmnn—- 75.9 75.4 || Kansas City, Mo ... 9.6 57.8 || Portland, Oreg o ommeee oo 50.8 56.8
Buffalo, N. Y. - 78.2 75.8 || Los Angeles, Calif-.o v eeoomcamo 62.1 62.0 || Providence, R. I - n.1 72.1
Chicago, Il __ 85.2 85.2 T (10 5 75.6 71.4 || Rochester, N. ¥ oo oo om0 655 erd
Cincinnatf, Ohio. cemee e e 68.3 68.5 || Memphis, Tenn.._ 63.5 88,9 (| 8t. Loufs, Mo.. 8L 6 60.3
Cleveland, Obio._ 65.6 86.9 || Milwaukee, Wis._. 73.1 70.8 || Bt. Paul, Minn_ 75.6 ™3
Columbus, Ohio_ 63.3 83.2 || Minneapolis, Minn.. 85.8 63.3 || Ban Antonio, Tex. 04.4 92 7
Dallas, Tex.... 61.3 59.0 || Newarl, N.J____omcmameaecccaeny| .90 66.8 || 8an Francisco; Calif... 8.1 531
Denver, Colo._ 74.6 . 70.1|| New Orleans, La. —-84.41 ._. 60.8 1} Seattle, Wash 6Lo £8.0
Detroit, Mich. . aaeaas 7.9 76.7 || Now York, N, ¥ oo eumvamaoce e oceee 83.0 61.2 ([ Toledo, Oblo.. . __cceem oo 4 8 73.8
. Washington, D, Cowe oo o | 523 54.8

1 Source: Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Sixteenth Census Report on Population: Differential Fertility,

Rates. Sup. 1944. pp. 20-30,

1040 and 1910—8tandardized Fertility Rates and Reproduction



[The number of children {s standnrdizeg:l on the basls of the women ag;

GENERAL TABLES

TaBLE 14.—STANDARDIZED NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 YEARS OF AGE PER 1,600 WOMEN 15 TO 44 YEARS OLD,
AND REPLACEMENT INDEXES, BY COLOR, FOR METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1940

" 55

ed 15 to 44 In the population of the United States. No data are given for the nonwhite where the numbor of nonwhite

children under 5 was less than 1,000]
WHITE NONWHITE WRITE NONWHITE
METROFOLITAN DISTRICT Children | Replace- | Children | Replace METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Children | Replnce- | Children | Replace.
: ’ . per 1,000 | ment |per1,000| ment per 1,000 | ment |peor 1,000 mont
women index | women Index woman index | women index
Akron, Ohlo... 271 i 260 98 || Milwaukee, Wis. .. 278
Albany-Schenectady-Tro¥, N. Yocunovooomooooene 254 5.0 e Minneapolls-St. PAUE, MIDI - oo ooooooosooeoe o en 200
Allentown-Bethlehom-Easton, Pa_ . e 288 3 O P IO Nashville, Tenn rama - 281
Atlanta, Ga_. 255 72 256 68 || New Haven, Conn - 252
_Baltimore, Md 260 73 325 86 || New Orleans, 1a. oo veeanana 230 82
Birmingham, Ala. 281 Fil 310 82 || Now York-Northeastern New Jersey 233 63
Boston, Mass.__. . 283 80 310 82 || Norlolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, Va_ceao oo 214 n 322 88
Bridgeport, Conn. ... - 256 7 mammns
Buflalo-Niagara, N. Y. 200 82 361 98 || Oklahoma City, Okla._. 208 75 24 ']
Canton, Ohio...... . 803 85 .- Omaha, Nebr.-Councll Bluffs, Towa...-..-....... 288 -1 U R R
Peorla, IN..... ... z 201 731 I I
Charlotte, N, Q 263 T4 268 71 || Philadelphla, Pa.... . 208 74 322 85
Chattanocga, Tenn.. .- 324 91 268 71 || Pittsburgh, Pa. . .cucecacommiccmcaioncenensccasan- 304 85 amn 0
Chicago, IH..._ 243 03 o7 74 || Portland, Oreg . 27 67
Cincinnati, Okio 268 76 283 75 }| Providence, R. I - 2580 79 472 128
Cleveland, Qhio L 235 66 208 79 || Reading, Pa. 29 (I IR
Columbus, Ohio. 253 n 327 87 || Richmond, Va. .o eeemnamaee 207 58 202 T0
Dalins, TeX. o vueeeoeo. 237 a7 215 57 || Rochester, N. Y. 250 70 o
Davenport, Jowa-Rock Island-Moline, Ill.. ... 206 = I .
Dayton, Ohio 290 82 a7 84 || Bacramento, Calif. 201 1 IO ersecopen
Denver, Colo. 284 80 Saginaw-Bay City, Mlch —- 368 103 liecnennnn IR
St. Louls, Mo._____ 248 a0 205
Des Moines, Iows. 280 T i Balt Lake Clty, Ufoheeeceencvecccrnecnacacnannacas 397 N2 | |ormrmrmres
Bt Ml i | o ) i
Puluth, Minn.-SBuperior, WiS. caercmeeevcmamaeeas| 288 | 84 [l |amcaeemae on LHege, Calll e e e 202 B2 Maanaaaa..
Erio, Poeoeoemnnor D 317 8 San Francisco-Oakland, Calif . 225 63 204 ]
Fall River-New Bedford, Mass 281 7% Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, Pa. - 206 - R A —om-
Flint, Mich___.____. 364 102 Scattle, Wash - ame 238 87
Fort ’iVa,yn , Ind 266 76 South .‘bend, Ind 284 B feenaanaen SRR
Fort Worth, Tex 258 73
Grand Rapids, Mich - 325 9l Spokane, Wash.___ o 7
Harrishurg, Pa. - 252 1! Springfield-Holyoke, Mass._ ..o ocnecnceee 265 74
~ n mmdo gty @z
. 256 . acomn, Wash. ooooaeoo.
Harttord-New Britatn, Cona... 277 78 73 & || Tampn-5¢. Petersburg, Fla._—-—._-—--... T 27 67
Huntington, W. Va.-Ashland, K¥.neeecceaneenr. 355 100 fo e Toledo, Ohlo 283 80
Indianapolis, Ind 273 77 288 76 || Trenton, N. J. 258 72
Tacksonville, Fla. 265 74 210 84 || Tulsa, Okla.___._ 282 7
Johnstown, Pa..-mon 375 105 [ameerraam wsmeremr= || Utica-Rome, N. ¥ 287 81 ——- .
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansss City, Kans....... a————— g‘llg gg gg ;43 Washington, D. O__ 220 04 [7]
Tt A ngeles, Galil 265 |l = 8 || Wheeling, W. Va a1 ] e —
R 289 chita, Kans. o e cacmiiisscascancmaaa] 28| T leeeaecrce|aa hmmraree
Louisville, Ky. _ Wilmington, Del 20 8 315 |
-Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass..... P S 208 > ) IS orcester, Mass e
i‘«"e"ﬁﬁﬂnﬁf‘&'ﬁ.ﬁ‘ﬁ” Haverhlll, Mass ———- 237 67 274 73 || Youngstown, Ohlo. 284 80 370 i)
Miami, Fia.. = 62 21 5




56 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

Tasie 15.—CIVILIAN POPULATION IN COUNTIES CONTAINING 139 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, NOVEMBER 1943
ESTIMATES AND 1940 CENSUS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT IN 1940, BY REGIONS

[For summary figures, both for the United States and for the 4 regions, see table XV in the text. A minus sign {—) denotes decroase}

DISTRICTS UNDER 250,000

500,000

DISTEICTS OF 250,000—

DISTRICTS OF 500,000~

1,000,000

DISTRICTA OF 1,000,000 OB OVER

METROPOLITAN COUNTIES

1043

1840

Percon
of in-
crease

t
1843

1840

Percent
of in-

1843

1040

Percent
of in-
crease

1043

Percent
1840 of in-

THE NORTHEASTERN STATES

Portland, Maine, metropolitan county (Cumberland County, Maine). ...
Manchcster metropolitan connty (Hillsborough County, N. H.Y_____
Boston metropolitan countles (Essex, Middlesex, Notfolk, Plymout.

and Suffolk Counties, Mas8.) L oo e cccdecfcs cemaee .

152, 877
136, 039

143, 686
144, 888

Fall River-New Bedford metropolitan county (Bristol County. Mass.), .
Springficld, Mass.,-Holyoke metropolitan connties (Hampden and
Hampshlre Counities, Mnass.) ______ o eeeaa —--

Worcester metropolitan county (Worcester County, Mass.) . oooeouoeen.__

Providence metropolitan counties (Bristol, Kent, Newport, and Provi-
dence Countles, R, L) oo oo ccmeccmc e cme st e e e
Bridgeport metropolitan county (Fairfleld County, Conn.)ooo_ ...
Hartford-New Britain metropolitan counties (Hartford and Middlesex
Counties, CoNm.) . ai it o cccccccmcc e e eaca e ———
New Haven metropolitan county (New Haven County, Conn.) 2

2,677, 740

859, 319

Albany-Schenectady-Troy metro‘}golitan counties (Albany, Rensselser,
and Schenectady Counties, N. Y. .o ereee
Binghamton metropolitan county (Broome County, N. Yo ooomceeaean
Buflalo-Niagare metropolitan countles (Erie and Niagara Counties, N.Y.).
New York-Northeastern New Jersey metropolitan countles Bronx,
Kings, Nassau, New York, Queens, Richmond, Rockland, and West-
chester Counties, N. Y. hergnn Essex, Hudson. Middfesex, Mon-
mouth, Morris I;assnfc, and Unfon Counties, N. J. ). eeeoe.
Rochester metropo]itan county (Monroe County, N.Y,

Byracuse metropelitan county {Onondaga County, N.

532,021

061,345

418,655
283, 237

)

11}:&&;’{119:::13 metropolitan countles (Herkimer and Onelda Counties,
Atlantic Gity metropolitan county (Atlantle County, N. 3.0 oooeooome.
Trenton metropolitan county (Mercer County, N.
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton metropolitan colnties {Lehigh and North-

ampton Counties, Pa.)_..__. - .

10, 703, 374

11, 524, 018 ~7.1

Altoona metropolitan county (Blalr Cmmty, Pa.)

Erle metropolitan county (Erle County, P

Harrlsburg metropolitan county (Daupfﬂn ounty, Fa.)

Johnstewn metropolitan connty (Cambris County, Pa

Lancaster metropelitan county (Lanecaster County, Pa

FPhiladelphia metropelitan counties (Delaware, Mont omery and Phila-
del hla Counties, Pa.; Burlington, Camden, and Gloucester Counties,

Plttsb Wgh metropolitan counties (Allegheny, Fayotte, Washlngton,
tmoreland Counties, Pa.) o oo eecacceeac s
Read[ng metropolitan county (Berks County, P8.) oo cmceeecencionenes
Beranton-Wilkes-Barre metropolitan counties (Lockawanna and Lu-
zerne Counties, P8.)} .« oo oo ccccam e mearana.
York metropolitan county (York County, P8.) e ccreenen..

THE NORTE CENTRAL STATES
Akron metropolitan connty (Summit County, Ohio).

Canton metropelitan county (Stark County, Ohio)._.... evwemwmem—m—an——
Ciocinnati metro dm]itan couaties (Hamilton County, Ohio; Dearborn

742, 761

County, Ind.; Campbell and Konton Counnties, Ky.).....
Cleveland metmpolimn county (Cuyahoga Count.y, Ohlo)__..._...
Columbus, Ohio, metropolitan county (Franklin County, Ohio)..
Dayton metropolitan county (Montgomery County, Ohio) .. ________
Hamilton-Middletown metropolitan county (Butlcr County, Ohlo).....-.
Bpringficld, Ohio, metropolitan county (Ciark County, Ohio) ...
Toledo metropolitan county (Lucas County, Ohio)____

Y%utﬂg;ftown metropolitan counties (Mahoning and Trumbnil Cou.ntles,

Evansville metropolitan counties (Vanderburgh County, Ind.; Hender-
8on County, K¥.) oo rvaecmnmrmname —--

Fort Wayne metropoiitan county (Allen Gounty, I0d.), oo ooooooomeooo 1.

Indianapolis metropolitan county (Marion County, Ind.) . _.ceorceen.n.
South Bend metropolitan eou.nty (St. Joseph County, Ind) .............
Terre Haute metropolitan county (Vige County, Ind.). oo __.
Chicago metropolitan counties {(Cook, I'a Page, and Lake Countles, I1l.;
Lake County, Ind.} .. .. -

Decatur metropolitan county (Macon County, TIL.) .. _______._
Peoria metropolitan ecounties (Peoria and Tazowell Countles, T11). ...
Rockflord metropolitan county (Winnebago County, IIL). . oo vnceuues
Springfield, Ill., metropolitan county (Sangamen County, L) .o

Detricélg. metropolitan countfes (Macomb, Oakland, and Wayne Countfes,
Flint me’tEBia’&ﬁE&ﬁ'aﬁﬁii'(iéﬁéééé’éaﬁﬁi?.’ﬁiéﬁ')' LI
QGrand Rapids meLro litan county (Kent County, Mich.)
Kalamnazoo metropolitan county (Kalamazco Count& y Mich.Y e
Lansing metropolitan county (Ingham County, M
SaLquiJaE-Bay ity metropolitan counties (Bay and Saginaw Counties,
Madison metropolitan eounty (Dane County, WisJ.c.zm. "
Milwankee metropolitan county {Milwaukee County, Wis. ———
Racine-Koenosba metropolitan countles (Kenosha and Racine Counf es,
W

See footnotes at end of table.

4, 508, 402

2,612,115

101,716 | 100,060 | 417 loaecnnan -
, 058 | 130,616 | +4.1 |... ceea
208. 851 | 205,440 | 40.5
135,232 | 130,660 | +3.5
154,167 1 167,470 | —2.1

762, 1056

-=0.68
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TapLE 15.—CIVIIEJ:ISl;krN POPULATION IN COUNTIES CONTAINING 139 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, NOVEMBER 1943
IMATES AND 1940 CENSUS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT IN 1940, BY REGIONS—Continued

[For summary figures. both for the United States and fot the 4 regions, ses table XV In the text. A minus sign (—) denotes deorcass)
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METROFOLITAN COUNTIES

»

DISTRICTS OF 250,000~

DISTRICTE UNDEE 250,000 200,000 ”“"“f:’o”ogmf'“"‘ DISTRICTS OF 1,000,000 OR OVER
Percent Percent Percent P
1983 | 140 | ofin- | 1848 | 1040 | oflm- | 1048 1080 | ofin- | leds 190 | of fg?t
{reassg Crease Creaso . oreasg

THE NORTH CERTRAY, STATES—Continuad:

Duluth, Minn.,-Superior, Wis., metropolitan t ;

i Il>im§g'mP oluntir. Wiél.) ..... politan sounties (St. Louls Gounty,
inneapolis-S¢, Paul metropolitan counties {Anoka, H m-
sey, and Washington Counties, Minn,)..... (. .-.(i--_’__-?!.lfl.e.lzi.li'..l.‘?m

%edar Rarzu}s metaoptﬂi}.a]n cglﬂulri(ml:ﬂ County, Towa)....o_...._._..
avenport, Iowa,-Rock Island-Moline, I1l., metropoli
County, Iowa; Rock Isiand County, Ill.)'.-_.---E?l.l.t?‘:.??ﬁtt.e.s.ffff_

Des Moines metropolitan county (Polk County, Iowa) .._.....

Sioux City metropolitan county (Woodbury County, Jowa)._

Waterloo metropolitan county (Black Hawk County, Towa)..oooooeoo ..

Kansas City, Mo.,-Kansss City, Kans., metropolitan connties (Jackson
County, fqu.; Johnson eand Wysndotte Counties, Kans,).._ ..

8t. Joseph metropolitan county (Buchanan County, Mo.)..._.....___._
8t. Louis metropolitan counties (St. Louis city, and St. Charles and St.

Louis Counties, Moa.; Madison and 8t. Clair Counties, TIL)...cocee_..
Springfteld, Mo., metropolitan county (Greene County, Mo.). ——
Lincoln metropolitan county (Lancaster County, Nebr.). .._....__._....
Omaha, Nebr,,-Council Blufis, Iowa, metropolitan counties (Douglas

County, Nebr.; Pottawattamic Counl:yé]owa)-.,. P

. Topeka metropolitan county (Shawnee County, Kans.), cocceeeaena
‘Wichita metropolitan ecunty (S8edgwick County, Kans.). oo cceecaeao ..

THE SOUTH

‘Wilmington metropolitan county (New Castle County, Del.) - wvaueo ..

Baltimore metropolitan counties (Baltimore city, Anne Arundel,
Baltimore Countles, Ma.) oo e e

‘Washington, D. C., metropalitan counties {District of Columbia; Mont-
gomery and Prince Qeorges Counties, Md.; Alexandria city and Arling-
ton Counly, Va.) . ceeeeee o aimemieceepacccammssmesmrro e eacaa

Norfoik-Porismouth-Newport News metropolitan eounties (Hampton
Newport News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, and South Norfolk cities; an
Elizabeth City, Norfolk, Princess Anne, and Warwick Countles, Va.)_.

Rl‘r‘:rhmond motropolitan countics (Richmoend eity, Henrico County,

a

Roanoke matroe}:li:an countles (Roanoke city, Roanoke County, Va.)_.
Charleston, W Va,, metropolitan county (Kanawha County, W, Va.)...
Huntington, W. Va.,-Ashland, Ky., metropolitan countles {Cabell
County, W, Va.; Boyd County, Ky.: Lawrenee County, Oblo)__.....
W heeling metropolitan counties SBrooim, Marshall, and Ohio Counties,
W. Va.; Belmont County, Ohio)....... - .-

Asheville metropolitan county (Buncombe County, N. O.)..... ememmaman
Charlotte metropolitan county (Mecklenburg County, N. C.).. .
Durham metropolitan county {Durham Counté. N.C). ons
Winston-Salem metropolitan county (Forsyth ountg, N.C)}uamnan
Charleston, 8. C., metropolitan county (Charleston County, 8, 0.)......
Columbia metropolitan connty (Richland County, 8. C.} . oo vocvmueee
Atlanta metropolitan counties (De Kalb and Fulton Counties, Ga.).

* Augusta melropolitan county (Richmond County, Ga.)...ooocoeen )

Columbus, Qa., metropolitan countics (Muscogee Cuﬁnly, Ga.; Russel]

County, Alf.) . .oociccmrcccocmascmcammerrrese et eemsbssmmem—esseeesaea.
Macon métropolltan county (Bibb County, Ga.) . .

Savannah metropolitan county (Chatbam County, 38.).commeeeammamnnn.
Jacksoinville metropmitmltc':)t(lil)l:s(r:1 (%uv?:ltgoil“?: .'F]a.)..-
Miami metropolitan county (Dade County, Fla.). o ceooeecaronas e
Tampr-8t. P(l:)tersburg metropolitan counties (Hillsborough and Pinellas

Cotnties, FIB.) - ocer-cocsmsmommrroamm—ssmreemm = camaa o samme o maea
Louisvillp 'metropomg:; countics {Jeflerson County, Ky. Clark and

Floyd Counties, Ind,) o iarr e ccmarrmmm e cmem oo uae emermamm s
Chnttfmoogn metropolitan counties (Hamilton County, Tenn.; Walker

County, GB.) . ececcmmamcmco o semmemomcevmmnseeas
Knoxvill% metgopnlitan connty (Knox County, Tenn.)
Memphis metropolitan county %Bhelb County, Tenn.).
Nashville metropolitan county (Davidson County, Tenn.}. ...

172,311
204, 373

07,423
148, 168
80, 481
109, 847
161, 819
117,176

135, 80
101, 811

150, 111
245,123

208, 333

107, 673
164, 575
103, 627

790, 46

100, 102
84,431

108, 755
151, 826
80, 244

116, 412
210,143

Birmingbam metrepolitan county (Jeflerson County, Als.)-.

obile matrepolitan county (Mobile County, Alf) oo oo pomrmomee o
Montgumery l:netropolitan county (Montgomery ounty, Alo.). —
Jacksor metropolitan county {Hines County, MisS.) . cececccrmean
1.ittle Rock metropolitan county (Pulaski County, Ark.)._....-_h.- -mger -
New Orleans metropolitan counties (Jefferson and Orleans Parishes, La.).
Shreveport metropolitan county ( Caddo Parish, La,)....... B —
Oklahoma City metropolitan count (Oklahoma County, Okla).e.o....
Tulsa metropolitan county {Tulsa ounty, Okla.

Amarillo metropolitan county (Potter County, b o
‘Austin motropolitan county {Travis County, b3 3 S ——

ont-Port Arthur metropolitan county (Jeflersop County, Tex.)...
ggnmug Christi metropolitan county (Nueces County, Tex.).emeeer-ammuau
Dallas metropelitan county (Dallas County, TexX.} . .aceero- ———
F1 Paso metropalitan county (E1 Paso County, Tex.)....-a- .-
Fort Worth metropolitan county {Tarrant County, Tex.).
Galveston metropolitan county (Galveston Counts, TOX.)eemmmemsmmmmasa

141, 615
111, 428
107,273
156, 020

150, 203
244, 158

Houston metropolitan connty (Harr{s County, T“':I!cr ;

tropolitan county (Bexar County,
%&:cg ggﬁ'ioopﬁ?tnnpconnty (McLennan County, Tes.)

See footnotes at end of table
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METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940

TapLe 15.—CIVILIAN POPULATION IN COUNTIES CONTAINING 139 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, NOVEMBER 1043
ESTIMATES AND 1940 CENSUS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT IN 1940, BY REGIONS—Continued

{For summary figures, both for the United States and for the 4 roglons, see table XV in the taxt, A minus sign (—) denotes decreaso]

DISTRICTS OF 250,000~ DISTRICTS GF 500,000~ OR OVER
DISTRICTS UNDER 260,000 500,000 4 1,000,000 DISTRICTA OF 1,000,000
METROPOLITAN COUNTIRS
. Percent| Percent Percent, Percent
1043 1040 of in- 1843 1840 of in- 1943 1940 | of in- 1943 1840 of in-
crease crease crease crease
THE WEST
Denver metropolitan counties (Arapahoe, Denver, and Ieﬂ.’erson
Counties, Colo.) . - v n e oeee oo oo ecmoe e e cmmmwemmm e menden e oo ca e o e 405,274 | 381,267 | 6.3 - - e
Pueblo metropolitan county (Pueblo County, Colo.).. coeveeencanncaoae. 73,268 | 68,870 | 6.4 |ocoueme o eceie e e e f e nm e R
Phoenix metropolitan connty {Maricopa County, Ariz.).....cunoe 206, 095 | 186,193 | 4-10.7 y
Salt Lake City metropolitan county (Salt Lake County, Utah).... 230,447 | 21,086 { +9.2 |....___.|- R I - R
Seattle metropolitan county (King County, Was .)____.._---__.--_ ___________________________ 594, 703 | 503, FETE) I SRR, NN R " R—
Spokane metropolitan county (BFokano County, Wash.)_. 172,352
Tacoma metropolitan county (Plerce County, Wash.)... ... .. 208, 991 .-
Portland Oreg,, metropolitan counties {Clackamas and Multnomah
Counties, Oreg.) . coocee e recmmemmacrmeme -
Fresno metropolitan connty (Fresno County, Calif.). ... ccoooeoooomoao.. 194, 652 - -
- Log Angeles metropolitan countics {(Los Apgeles and Orange Countles,
Lo T 2SSO S 3,292,050 | 2,013,758 | -H13.0
Sacramento metropolitan county (Sacramento Countg —
Ban Diego metropolitan county (San Diego County, Calll) e cmcccecnianans -
Ban Francisco-Oskland metropolitan counties (Alameda, Contra Costa,
Marin, San Francisco, S8an Mateo, and Solano Countios. Calil) oo ee 1,822,084 | 1,447,378 | 426.0
Ban Jose metropolitan county (Santa Clara County, Calif.)..——_—____..| 191,811 | 172,301 | 1L 8 | cere]emremcen|cammcce]verranreen|carsmamrarr ceene- - - ——
Stockion metropolitan county {San Joaquin Ceunty, Calil). . ...... 151, 805 | 134, 207 | 413.1 |..-.. JERSEPSY RIS REPUPURURE PRSPPI S S [ [

Nore.—Metropolitan counties were defilned as counties more than 50 percent of whosa
population was within a metropolitan distriet in 1840, The Greensbore, N. C., metropolitan
district is not represented In this series beeanse this metropolitan distriet contalned less than

50 percent of the population of Guilford County in which it wag located

I Boston metropolitan counties include data for metropolitan countles in both the Boston

motropolitan district (population 2,350,514 in 1840) and the Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill
metropolitan district (population 334, 969 in 1940).

* New Haven counties include metropohtan counties in both the New Haven metropolitan

district {population 308,228 in 1940} and the Waterbury metropolitan district (population

144,822 in 1940},

'

TABLE 16.—EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE
EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1918, BY GROUPS OF COUNTIES, BY REGIONS

The grouplng of eotuntles used here is the one made by the authors of “Migration and Economic Opportunity”; the countles in each group are listed on pp. 704-707 of that report.

on expenditures for plant and equipment were derived {rom a special tabulation made I[-r this study}

The dats

°°m23“flf‘§gi°: INDTS | sOUNTIES OUTSIDE 33 MAJOR INDUSTRIAL ABEAS
ITEM All countles I
Countles con- | Countles con- . :
Other impor-
Total talning major { taining cities tant Industrial Remaining
industrial of 100,000 or
cities more counties countles
EXPENDITURES FOR PLANT AND EQUIPMENT, 1539
~ United States. .o evmmmsmemmammm—— $1,387, 588, 872 $710, 207, 708 $401, 924, 062 $121,184,480 |  $117,088,470 $388,018, ‘ 208
The Northeastern States. - - 440, 048, 783 330,673, 189 205, 299, 325 14, 244, 669 34,343, 057 60, 785, 868
The North Central States 502, 058, 110 310, 247,643 234,135,873 35, 871,376 37,959,114 117 979 977
The South 288, 315, 096 14,752, 405 , 253, 345 62,102, 502 , 340, 652 171,020, 947
_The West.. . 107, 167, 883 b4, 624, 381 47,335,519 |- 8,876, 542 4,445,647 38,222 413
MARUFACTURING WAGE EARNERS (ANNUAL AVERAGE) J
10398 1
United States P 7, 884, heY 4,311, e 3,329,848 50, 053 768, 307 2,188, 841
The Northeastern Btates___ 3,203,201 2,386,173 1,630,771 03,185 340, 620 383,313
The North Central States. .. - 2,577,680 1,550,176 1, 355, 653 ]97 054 193, 527 636, 920
The South., ... , 606, 928 135, 588 112, 251 312, 792 201, 140 957, 400
The West 408, 668 239,618 222,078 47,022 21,020 181,008
1929 .
United Statos . - - B, 638, 748 4,963, BT 3,871,261 758, 800 81T, 648 2, 300, 820
The Northeastern States_ _____ 3, 660, 854 2,746, 734 1,878, 961 108, 531 383,053 421 438
The North Central States. - 3,018,291 , 330, 343 1,646, 803 247, 601 224,821 713, 528
The South , 131,072 107, 366 330,077 , 926,373
The West__. 673,738 ) 238, 122 61,001 27, 636 229, 385
1919 y .
United Statea. y 9,004, 372 5,289, 400 4,058, 788 717,260 781,020 2,928, 684
The Northeastern States. . 4,224, 042 3,165,078 2, 180, 336 120, 201 431,340 507, 414
The North Central Btates. p——— 2, 896, 253 1,752,261 | 1, 542, 889 226, 286 182, 046 735'601'
The Bouth 1,431,682 , 800 20, 237 ap4, 803 123, 450 866, 530
The West. ... 544, 234, 180 213,326 65, 960 24, 176 220,078




EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, FOR THE UNITED STATE

GENERAL TABLES
Tase 17.—EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE

CONTAINING MAJOR INDUSTRIAL CITIES

]1Ses headnote to table 16. For those industrial areas which are made u

ustrial cities are also given)

59

8, FOR 33 MAJOR INDUSTRIAL AREAS, AND FOR COUNTILES

p entirely of counties containing mn(lor industrinl citles, only the totals for the area are given; for those which contaln
other counties, subtotals for the counties contalning major in

BRENY DRSEREERI =5228258 FR38BBY AZLEERE2 8

N e {(ANNUALI  prnceNT OF UNTTED STATES TOTAL
» | Expenditures Ex
pend- ]| Manufacturing wago carners
DNDUSTRIAL AREA AND COUNTY for plant and itures & WBRO
equipment, for plant
1939 1939 18201 1519 and
cquip-
. '?3?5}' 1630 1899 1010
United States....... S 81, 337, 186, 672 7,589, 567 8,838,743 9,008,872 | 100,00 | 100.00 | 100,00 100, 00
Total of Industrial aTess....oo....___.._......_.. o 710,207,708  4a11,5061 4,003,875 | 5 2mo400]| | ser| ss1e 59,15
Total of counties containing major industrial cities 401, 024, 002 3,329,648 3,871,251 4,050, 788 36.78 42.22 43.80 (T8
BoOStOn BTeB. .o oo e e e e e e e e o e 28, 800, 520 231, 406 235, 852 371314 2.00 a.01 - ] £
Suffolk COUNtY, MBS oo o oo 5, 731, 716 62,487 83, 963 98, 111 0.43 0.50 0.04 1
Springfield-Holyoke area.—......_ ameran , 149, 508 36, 446 3 62, 236 0. 48 0.46 0.01 0.
WOTCESEET 80D .- oo oooooeoeon oo o 9, 572, 848 78, 373 83, 620 102, 740 0.72 0.0 0.95 1
Providence-Fail River-New Bedford area = 14, 437, 649 153, 013 184, 505 220, 734 1.08 1M 200 2
Bridgeport-New Haven-Waterbury area. emmmmmammmmmemmmamm-mm——————— 17, 202, 467 128, 306 136,147 103, 023 1.20 1.63 1.5 1
Hartford area - 12,195, 331 62, 244 05, 482 70, 090 0.0 0.7 0.7 0.
Bty aneacuiady Troy afea. ... ol oram| amsl  uees| TR Ml B ¢
Buﬂﬁi-?ea{:%ﬁﬁii:"ﬁ'.'if" - B 17, 223, 050 70, 489 92, 60T 04, 051 1.3 0.89 1.06 1
New York Ciby aref. . umam o cesie oo - 109, g?g. ggg g:g. ggg g(l}g.g‘)g 1, g:;g. g:i?g g. :lsg lg.'g lg. gg 1'17.
Bronx, Kings, Queens, Richmond Counties, N, Y. ..... 45, 215, 2 ) \ . 3 , A
Rochester area - R — 12, 618, 224 51, 331 03, 248 07, 553 0.04 0.65 0.72 0
-Bethlebam ares : . 4,367, 665 55, 342 88, 483 56,801 0.33 0.70 0.60 0.
%Eﬁﬁ%ﬁi';e;re:.ﬁ ...... - o 49,136, 725 321, 725 376,009 405, 487 3.67 4.08| 428 5.
. Philadelphia County, Pa.. = ) esmeLast 190, 356 245, 903 241, 105 1.63 2.49 2.79 3
Pittsburgh area......_. - 20, 634, 575 101, 003 27, 221 . 901 222 2.43 2.67 2.
Allegheny County, Pa. 21, 506, 141 124,216 155,374 173, 561 1.61 1.58 1.78 1.
Reading area. . .. 177, 7 40,612 47,350 41,072 0.31 0.51 0.54 0.
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre area...____ ‘ - - 2,504,017 31,452 48, 0.10 0.40 0.48 0.
- 11,081,483 40,155 67, 208 71,050 0.53 0.51 0.70 0.
P e — = 18, 621, 184 7, 384 114, 068 112 084 1.39 L 1.20 1
Hamilton County, Ohlo.. 10, 019, 254 67, 014 85, 421 188, &l; g 0.75 0.85 g'gg g.
Oleveland area...... 22, 362,071 , 653 176,840 84, 167 178
Cuyahoga County, Ohio 20, 959, 449 125, 876 161, 250 167, 630 1.57 1.00 1.82 1.
Dayton area . 8,249, 001 30, 367 42, 891 , 085 0.47 .50 0.48 0.
Tojedo area - 10, 201,164 30, 678 53,990 44 713 0.76 0.30 0.01 0.
Y ounystown area ' 12, 203, 975 72,826 78, 903 s | oeL|  ee2| o080 0.
Mahoning and Trumbull Gounties, Ghio.. 10,132,329 52,290 53, 282 48,135 0.76 0.66 0.00 0.
2,086, 713 38,838 51,117 52, 14% 0.97 0.49 0.58 0.
Indlanapolis area 31 108, 023 483, 503 , 520,133y 682 613 62 B.
Caok Connty, 11 52,123, 271 837 462, 760 42,103 3.0 Lo| s 4.
Detroit area b 73, 208, 113 311,332 203, 25 204, 209 3.43 3.95 3.32 2
it mhaliby 15, 472, 021 415 144,700 136, 085 116 1.25 1.64 1.
e e oty Wi mooe e : o 1zgss 80,255 117, 106,137  0.95 L02| 133 117
Y, 734, 058 48, 607 65, 148 64, 528 0.54 0.62 0.74 0.73
innespolis-St. Paul area. oo _.... === vl 4 y Y
i aap Snd ey i, Ml S| omu| ER| @R @R SR I8 | ok
80538 LY BICR. o oooon ez ez s mm s Kans " 866, 073 35, 644 48,071 47, 0.4 ) . .
Jackson County, Mo., Wystidotts County, - - 25, 558, 013 126, 831 154, 391 152,911 1.08 1.01 1.75 1.68
8t. Iégmfoﬁ?'d&'u'ﬁf{ﬁo - 1,320, 604 96, 154 1, 114,801 0.10 L2 Ln 1.20
. r
8 106, 737 99, 601 111, 205 0.34 1.34 1.13 1.7
Baltimoro aren ] 078, 305 43,519 45,909 43,11 0.8 g5 g.e2 g.48
BEIINE BTe8 - s mmamea === , ] . , .,
OhioRCounty. W VB oo —asmmmmsrse———ismEmmmems————s=sEsmsme=eew==—odss 694, 0, 614 A
4,877,600 36,853 47,449 67, 202 0.6 0.47 0.54 0.74
Beattle-Tacoma ares. 31,379, 774 128, 301 114, 480 61, 665 2.35 1.00 1.30 0.68
Los Angeles area... ... 18, 366, 011 76,374 3,707 105,313 137 .97 1.06 1.16
Bau F £¥£ﬁ°'oak;ﬁdfﬁiﬁ'éaﬁ'ﬁties, i - - 11, 078, 049 , 820 76,193 84,469 0.83 0.75 0.88 0.93

1 The figures for 1929 [n this table include
1 'I‘hg figures for 191% in this table include
3 Subtotals for Weyne County omitted in

ta for railroad repalr shops (both steam and electric).
t;i:tu for establishments reporting $500 or more but less than £5,000,
order to avoid disclosure of data for individual establishments,
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Tastn 18.—~EXPENDITURES FOR MANIiFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939,

EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, FOR COUNTIES HAVING CITIES OF 100,000 OR MORE NOT IN MAJOR INDUSTRIAL

AREAS

[See headnote to table 18]

AND MANUFACTURING WAGE

MANUFACTURING WARQE EARNERS

(ANNUAL AVEEAGE)

l

PERCENT OF UNITED STATES TOTAL

. Fxpelndittur(:;
ant an
COUNTY AND CITY OF 100,000 OE MORE ga&pment, Expenduunés Manufacturing wage earners
. 1030 1639 1020 UTUR o ey
1939 1630 1029 1919
-
Oneida County, N. ¥. (Utiea) - _...oocvereucenn.- £2, 483, 520 , 961 26,728 29,370 0.18 0.2 0.30 0.32
Onondaga County, N. Y. (SYTBCUSE) e mcacemmc e ooommecmemm e en " - 4,433, 788 , 644 36,060 37,372 0.33 0.33 0.40 0.41
Mercer County, N. J. (Trenfon).._- - —- = 4,317,285 25,320 23,721 30,515 0.32 0.32 0.27 0.34
Erie County, Pa. (Erle 3,010,008 19,251 2,022 0.2 0.24 0.25 0.25
Franklio Countg. Ohlo (Columbus) 3,202,078 25, 606 32,340 31,573 0.25 0.32 0.37 0.35
8tark County, Ohio {Canton)_.._.. 5,843, 143 , 808 32,202 34,182 0.42 0.37 0.36 0.38
Allen County, Ind. (Fort Wayne)..__ - 2,229, 885 14,175 , 306 16, 508 0.17 0.18 0.26 0.18
Bt. Joseph County, Ind. (South Bend).... eemammmna- 3,091,841 20, 840 31,400 19, 857 0.2 0.28 0.38 0.22
Vanderburgh Count% Ind. (Evansville). ... cccenccacamcmcmcm e maemenaa] 2, 066, 574 13,854 15,917 14,475 0.15 0.18 0.18 0.18
Peoria County, I, (Pooris) . oo oeeezcecccccrcecanamea. 2,957,121 8, 704 8,473 9,313 0.22 0.11 0.10 0.10
Geneseo, Kont Counties, Mich. (Fliat, Grand Rapids) 11,847,616 57,070 62, , 524 0.80 072 G71 0.56
Bt. Louis County, Minn. (Duluth) - - 687,117 4, 580 9,054 15, 546 0.05 0.06 0.10 0.17
Polk County, Iowa {Des Molnes) . ..casememacsmcmumamanan - X 7,109 9,666 8, 232 0.07 0.00 0.11 0.09
Douglas County, Nebr. (Omahs). cveueaooooaas - 1, 955, 769 11,144 16, 339 21, 543 0.15 0.14 0.18 0.24
Bedgwick County, Kans. (Wichita) e cemreameacaacnnnaan 1,173, 5,074 5,925 4,432 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.05
New Castle County, Del. (Wilmington) 2,514,895 15,633 19,711 25,751 0.19 0.20 0.22 0.28
Heonrleo County, Va. (Richmond) . ceccameecsmcsnica i cmtececcccccccaccae 13,476, 212 18, 40 18, 336 122, 459 0.26 0.24 0.21 0,25
Norfolk County, Va. (Norlolk) *1,717,785 9, 955 12,187 112,278 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.13 -
Fulton County, Ga. (Atlanta) 4,305, 253 21,718 24,74 20,184 0.32 0.31 0.28 0.22
Dade County, Fla. (Miami)......._. - - 741, 511 3, ¥M5 2,308 1,385 0.06 0.4 0.03 0.02
Duval County, Fla. (Jacksonvlle) . - oo rceveearescm s mecanerar——— 2,098, 508 7,711 7,066 12,378 Q.16 0.10 0.08 0.14
Hillsborough County, Fla. (Tampa)-.--- . 1,830,817 12,301 14, 286 14,637 0.14 0.16 0.16 0.16
JefTerson County, Ky. (Loulsvillo) . - v ceeememcac e e cc s e em e m—mmm e 5, 215, 208 31,14 36, 860 30, 960 0.39 - 0,390 0.42 0.34
Davidson County, Tenn. {Nashvme) - 5,461,873 17,427 20,043 14, 068 0.41 0.22 0.23 0.15
Hamllton County, Tenn. (Chattan00gs). .ocoeaeean mmmimcms e cmmm mmmmmmenes s e 1,925,971 20,074 21,033 15, 3%4 0.14 0.25 0.2 0.17
Enox County, Tenn, (Knoxville) ..o cecam e remrccmew o= 1,611,703 |, 14,803 15, 865 11,750 0.12 0.16. - 018 0.13
Shelby County, Tenn., fMem hig). ... : i 2,955, 374 18, 225 19, 521 16, 431 0.22 0.23 0.22 0.18
Jeflerson County, Als. (BETDINERAM) . e e e e v em v e 3,932,846 , 921 31, 544 , 909 0.2 0.37 0.36 0.32
Orleans Parish, La. (Now Orleans) ..o ceccccmcciccsavrmmmmm———————————— 2,172,998 19,707 22,592 26, 641 0.16 0.25 0.26 0.2
Cklabhoma County, Okla. (Oklaboma Clity). ... . 870,318 6,107 B, 552 5,822 0.07 0.08 0.07 0.06
Tulsa County, Okla. (Tulsa)____._..... . 1,733,510 6,387 6,137 4,765 0.13 0.08 0.07 0.05
Bezxar County, Tex. (San Antonio).. e 1,012, 561 6,827 9,395 6, 860 - 0.08 0091 0.1 0.08
Dallas Connty, Tex. {Dallas) 3, 991,304 16,330 13, 853 8,708 0.30 0.21 0.16 0.10
El Paso County, Tex. (El Paso).... - ! 401,302 3,081 6, 224 4,816 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.05
Harris County, Tex. (Houston)_____ —— 12,9086, 141 22,765 22,131 11,411 0.96 0.29 0.25 0.13
Tarrant County, Tex. (Fort Worth).... 1, 226, 555 8122 8, 9,1 0.09 0.1 0.10 0.10
Denver County, Colo. (Denver reemsmaemam—m—m————m——————eae—— 2 454, 444 11,477 16, 239 16, 835 0.18 0.15 3 X
Salt Lake County, Utah ESalt ﬂm City). 1,036, 234 5,453 8,135 , 063 0.08 0.07 3.&3 8, }3
%foknns County, Wash, (Spokane) ‘ N  emamen————— 1,473,774 5,482 8, 051 7,707 0.11 0.07 0.00 0.08
ultnomah County, Oreg. (Portland) - metesirmeamm—ae————n————— 2,399, 381 8, 504 A, 427 28,713 0.18 0.24 0.28 0.32

Ban Diego County, Calif. (San Diego) ieen- 1,511,8% 6,016 . 4,239 , 842 0.1t - 0.08 0.05 0.04

t"Henrlco County and Richmond city.
& Norfolk County and Portsmouth city.




GENERAL TABLES

TasiE 19.—EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE
" EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, FOR OTHER IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL COUNTIES

[See headnots to table 16]
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FERCENT OF UNITED STATES3 TOTAL

Expenditures MANUFACTURING WAGE EARNERS
COUNTY fgag}l’;ﬂfa;‘;d (ANNUAL AVERAGE) Espenditures|  Manufacturing wage earners
' for plant and
1939
equipment,
1939 1928 1819 193% 1839 1920 1619
Androscoggin, Maine. .. e eebmcccmae—aae 3635, 015 14,308 12,726 14,278 0.05 0.18 0. 14 .16
Cumberlapd, Maine. v.ioceoovneaan 1,332 235 9,250 9,648 12,214 0.10 012 0.11 0.13
York, Maitte oo cccmricomcaeans 3 13,020 10,976 11, 495 0.04 0.17 0.12 0.13
Hillshorough, N, H._._..2- 127707 1,778,000 22, 284 23, 650 37,057 0.13 0.28 0.32 0. 41
Strafford, N, Ho.onoonaeaaaaee 463, 663 8, 754 7,164 8,632 0.03 0,11 0.08 0.09
Berkshire, Mass . _........ 2,302, 301 18, 136 20, 115 22, 505 0. 18 0.23 0.2 0.25
Plymouth, Mass___._______..__._ 970, 347 15,139 22, 600 33, 497 0.07 0.19 0.26 0.37
Litchfield, Conn___..._____.. 1,013,020 10, 559 11, 986 13,095 0.08 0.13 Q.14 0.14
New London, Conh ., .....__... 1,644,337 13, 267 16, 578 20, 144 0.12 0.17 0.1% 0.22
Windham, ComN, oo oo im e e mme e mbemmce e evanas 641, 457 9,325 10, 747 13,345 0.05 0,12 Q12 0.15
Broome, N. ¥ oo o e e e—am e m e —mmmmemmmemmeam———eemm——m—mn 2, 571,853 27,679 24,937 20,027 0.19 0.35 0.28 022
Chautauqua, N. ¥ ... ... 1, 787, 968 13, 787 15, 508 17,000 0.13 0.17 0.18 0.19
Fulton, N. Y. ... 209, 404 9,818 2079 9,101 0.02 0.12 0. 10 0.10
Herkimer, N. Y. .. _._..._. 820, 516 9, 363 11, 246 14, 603 0. 06 0. 12 0.13 016
Montgomery, N. Y R 1,060, 578 11,649 11, 851 13, 168 0.08 Q.15 0. 13 0.14
Omngo, N. Y. 917, 730 ! 10, 558 16, 035 0.07 0.11 0.12 018
Combrio and Blalr, Pa. o e oo ccc e e reecm e ccemmc e mmm s 3,224,329 19, 296 31,712 34, 956 0.24 0.24 0.36 0.28
DAUPhIN, P et oo e icec—imeecaamamamreaan 2,139, 244 15, 685 19,622 23, 765 Q.16 0.20 0.22 0.26
Lanenster, Ph . et oo anec e ae e mmmecmammcemraaammwran 3, 168, 408 27,718 23, 300 23, 590 0.24 0.35 0.26 0.26
Lebunon, Pa- 1, 656, 865 10, 542 10, 146 10, 076 0. 12 014 0.1 0.11
Lycoming, Pa...._-. 1,475,312 9,207 12,005 12, 081 011 0.12 0. 14 0.13
Northumberland, Pa_.__.. 5H, 649 6,673 10, 358 11, 468 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.13
Schuaylkill, Pa_ .. _______ 507, 147 8, 516 12,110 12, 060 0.04 0.11 0. 14 0.13
Yoork, Pa . el 2, 849, 848 27,302 30,331 27,117 0.21 0.35 0.3 0.30
Clark, Ohlo.wi o e imema e caedec i cecmeimeaean 1, 566, 801 10, 325 12, 437 12,813 0.12 0.13 Q.14 0.14
Sefoto, Ohio. . oo et 572, 731 8,059 11,229 9, 0.04 0.10 . 013 Q.10
Delaware, Ind. it amra———meammaemanman 1, 145, 306 10, 478 10, 720 7,822 0. 09 0.13 0.12 0.09
Elkhart, Ind. . o e 1,161,371 A 8,578 8,021 0.08 0.10 0.10 0.09
Madison, Ind .- R 1,934, 645 13,031 15, 962 11,542 0.14 0.17 0.18 0.13
L Salle, Tl e et et e e demmccceaemmemsatdmameteameommas 5, 765, 733 , 11, 259 9,414 0. 43 0.12 0. 13 0.10
Rock Island, T . .ot e iea e ccimecaccmcmcmstaccecaraeacmmmmaeamaans , 664, 040 14, 651 13,361 13,625 0.27 0.19 0.17 0.15
Tazewell, I} . ... veeeo .- 3, 764, 331 10, 256 6, 300 2,991 0.28 0.13 p.07 0.03
Winnebage, Il 2,341,283 17, 466 19, 916 15,525 0.18 0.22 0.23 0.17
Calhoun, Mich .. aae e 1,660, 522 9,775 11, 869 B, 669 0.12 012 0.13 0. 11
Ingham, Jackson, Mich__ 3, 101, 007 19, 706 30, 507 22,514 G23 0.25 0.35 0.25
Kalamazoo, Mich ... 3,197, 853 11,025 12, 145 19, 228 0.24 0.14 0.14 0.11
Muskegon, Mich e .a.. 2,097, 136 13, 493 15,716 12, 664 0.16 0.17 0.18 0.4
Saginaw, Mich._. 1, 756, 960 12, 155 15, 217 12,319 0.13 0.15 017 0.14
Sheboygan, Wis_.____.______. 1,023, 501 9, 10, 000 8, 597 0.08 0.11 0.11 0.09
Winnehago, Wis__ ... ..___ . 1,161,310 B, 424 10, 491 8, 582 .09 0.11 0.12 0.11
P i 2,044, 401 8 085 7,114 5,023 0.15 0.10 0.08 0.06
Allepany, Md .. ceiei oo cancomicamcimmcaicccmmmmmai—mcaasmereen—emceammeanon 2,036,125 11,157 9,40 015 0.14 0.11 0.07
ROBIOKE, Vi.)s o o ottt cm e cce e oo emeemic—-rememeen—n-smecemamdamm—cTsesaas 1,037,773 7,754 12,237 8,421 0.08 0.10 0.14 0.09
Cabell, W. VB, . cmmerecaacacaeae. 609, 907 5,748 8,479 5, 0.05 0.97 0. 10 0.07
Cabarrus, Forsyth, and Gaston, N. C. 6,479, 609 61,837 47,330 30,048 0.48 0.78 0. 54 0.33
Guilford, N. Co e oeocemaaenaeee 1,687,176 25,176 19, 269 11,074 0.13 0.32 0.22 0.12
Mecklenburg, N. Coeooo . 1,547,677 12, 067 g, 209 6, 242 0.12 0. 15 0.11 0.07
Qreenville, 8. C_ .. ... 1,932,674 18, 231 15, 976 8,017 0.14 0.3 0.18 0.09
Spartanburg, 8. Ceaeceeeeeonnns 1, 046, 17, 536 12, 8, 92¢ 0.08 (.22 0.4 0.10
MUSEOECE, QB nencaanmernccmacamo—mmameasccmmmemeammmomemes-eessemce—mmeeseammans 1, 409, 092 12, 496 12, 185 10,123 ol 016 0.14 0.11
EtOWAN, AN e o oo ammmmmmmme—m - mmemmmmeemmemmmamma———ann 1, 508, 292 8,835 7,196 4, 606 0.11 0.11 0.08 0.05
Puln.ski.' Ark.... .. 856, 369 4,576 6, 776 7,746 Q.07 0.06 0.08 0.09
East Baton Rouge, Li 6, 127, 576 3,510 6, 000 3,602 0.46 0.4 0.07 004
Toforson, TeX-...n .. 13,951,536 12, 208 14, 386 12, 000 L04 0.15 0.16 013
Pueblo, Coloa........ 1, 767,023 5,019 5, 831 6, 583 0.13 0.06 0.07 007
any; Harbor, Wash. 1,073,058 10,854 10,405 0.08 0.08 012 oll
Santa Clars, Calif_........ 1, 605, 566 9,318 10, 851 7, 186 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.08

1 Roanoke County and Roanoke oity.

O



