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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Data for 1900, 1910, and 1920.-In 1910 the Bureau of the 
Census published material relating to the pofulation of 25 
"metropolitan districts" containing 28 centra 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, a 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 city, 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.1 

The 25 metropolitan districts thus rel?resented a. more 
definitely urban population than the 19 cities combined with 
their "adjacent territory." The former did not includei in 
general, unincorporated rural areas having a density of ess 
than 150 per square mile even though lying within 10 miles 
of the city boundaries1 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 territorj 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),• tl-lthough 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
central cities for 1900 is the population of the cities as they 
were in 1900, no account bemg taken of annexations made 
between cen~us dates. Thus a central city which annexed 

I Thirteenth Census of the United States: 1910, voL I, p. 73. 
• See vol. I, 1910, p. 77. 
a Bee voJ. I, 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 
l?ss, although there was no spatial 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 the decade 1910-20, that is, 
the 1910 figures for each district as a whole relat-e to the area· 
as established for 1920, but the 1910 figures for the central 
cities represent the population of the city within its 1910 
boundanes, 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 terntory 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. Estimates • 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 order 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 

• J!or the detaill of tbeae estimates, a tabJo a. 
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 metropolitan district. 
This resulted in the addition of 38 new metropolitan dis­
tricts, which brought the total up to 96.' In the present 
report, one of the 1930 districts, that for Providence-Fall 
River-New Bedford, has been split into 2 (a separate 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 figures 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 of 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 different principles were used by the Bureau of the 
Census: (a) 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 
presented in the 1940 Census Report. Figures for 1930 
have 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 rnP.tropolitan 
districts, however, so as to provide a measure of their growth 
during the decade on ao. identical-area basis, it was neces­
sary to make various adjustments through transfer of the 
population of territory annexed, etc., supplemented by esti­
mates where there had been changes in the boundaries of 
townships or other transferred areas between 1930 ~nd 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 a. 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 popula.tiou 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 exa.mio.ation of the boundaries of 
the census enumeration districts of the city in 1930 and in 

• See Fifteenth Census ot the United St4tes: 1930 Metropolitan Districts. 

1940 led to the estimate that the area. of 8 square miles _which 
had been annexed during the decade had a P?PulatiOn of 
2,311 in 1930. Hence, in the columns sho~mg 193q-4o 
comparative data. in this report, Los Angeles mty was given 
a 1930 population of 1,240,359 instead of the census fi~ure of 
1 238 048 and its rate of growth became 21.3 percent mstead 
of 21

1

.5 percent, as shown in the census reports. At the 
same time this number of persons (2,3_11) was ~ubtracted 
from the actual population of the outside area m 1930 to 
secure its comparative 1930 pop~a.tion_. 

In this instance it made very httle difference whether or 
not the population of territory all:nexed during ~ d~cade was 
added to the population of the. mty ~t t)le begt~mg of t~e 
decade but in many metropolitan distncts, pa.rtLCula.rly m 
some of the smaller districts, it makes a. significant 4!fference 
in the rate of the city's growth and an even greuter 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"). 
In other words, the various minor civil divisions or other 
subareas are classified as urban or rural for the decade in 
accordance with their classification at the beginning of the 
decade. Thus if a. village in the Los Angeles 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 beginning of the decade leads to a. larger figure 
for growth of satellite rural population and consequently a 
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 
to the population of the central city at the beginning of the 
decade. 

Relation of present data. to census reports.-Beca.use 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. Iu addition to these changes, usually minor, 
in the data for established metropolitan districts, figures are 
also presented here for a 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 compa.ris'>n is augmented by the pre­
sentation of estimates of the population at the beginning 
of the decade for a number of districts which appear without 
comparative figures in the census reports for 1930 and 1940. 

While 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 betweejl 1930 and 

• An exception was made tor a lew large towns, malnly In New England which were clas· 
sified as urban by the Bureau of the Census In 1930 and 1940 under special rule, though not 
incorporated as cities, These wcro classUled accordiug to their uban-rural status at the eqd 
of the decade. 



INTRODUCTION 3 

1940 on the ba~is of the completed and adjusted figures is 
8.1 percent, whi~h may be compared with an increase of 8.2 
percent in the .133 districts for which comparative figures 
were presented m 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 th~ 
1940 Census Report gave no comparative figures, tended to 
make 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 metropolit.an 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 classiftcation.-Where either central cities or metro­
politan districts are classified by size the classification is 
based 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 it 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 
available 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 193Q-40. 

Group II, 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) i. data for 2 decades are available for this group. 

Group I I, 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 IV, for the 44 districts constructively of 1910, 
including the 25 original districts and 19 districts set 
up for the cities shown with adjacent area in the 1910 
Census Report; data are available for this group cov­
ering the entire period from 1900 to 1940. 

Groups III and IV are limited to areas with central cities 
of 100,000 or more. Group II, comprisin~ tho 1930 areas 
includes a considerable number of distncts with central 
cities smaller than this but with a population of n.t least 
100,000 in the metropolitan 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 discuss 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 
points at issue relate to the most recent decade (1930-40) 
the most adequate data are obviously the 140 districts of 

groTuhp ~· d' 'd al d' · k' h f h f e m lVI u 1str1cts rna mg up eac o t e our groups 
are shown, by regions, with their population, in table 1, 
the first of the ~eneral tables, beginnmg 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 between 1920 and 1930. 
The total area of the 44 districts in this group was nearly 
twice as great in 1940 n.s in 1910, with approximately the 
same increase in population, though the average popula­
tion per square mile was slightly less in 1940 than m 1910 
and 1920. Other significant back~ound relationships which 
may be drawn from this table mclude 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 difference in popu­
lation per square mile was much less than this. 
TABLE I.-POPULATION AND AREA OF GROUPS OF METRO­

POLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE 
MILE: 191Q-40 

{Figures Cor individual dlstrlctsln table 2) 

Area ln Population AVCmR:O 

OBOUP AND CENSUS YEAR Population squaro per population 
square ""' mUC5 milo district 

Group I, 140 dl!trfcts •..•.••. UHO .. 62,965,773 44,626.0 1, 411.0 440,760 

Group n, 97 dlstrlcts ..•••••. IIHO .. liO, ll8, .592 38, 411<.8 I,63ti.8 000,470 
1930 .. 64, 763, &:16 30,677.9 1, 400." 664,471 

Group III, li8 dJstricts ..•..•. lMO .. 62,740,637 29,26-4.6 1,802.8 OOD, 320 
1930 •• 4D, 013,484 'J:T, 728.2 1, 767.6 8-46,000 
H~20 .. 36,002,323 20, 128.~ 1, 788.1 620,M6 

Group IV, 44 dlstriet8 ........ 1940 .. 48,424,642 23,638.7 2,057.2 1, !OO,MO 
1930 .. 46, 186,403 22,416.4 2,01fo.D 1,026, 004 
1920 .. 32,070,000 14,880.6 2. 216.7 740.320 
uno .. 26,039,836 12,131.8 21 U6. 4 691,814 



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 figur~s for 4 decades. 

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

(Total areas as or end ot decade; urban·rural classitl.catJon as or beginning or decade] 

AREA AND GROUP l93o-40 192~0 101o-20 19oo-J910 

Group I (140 dlstrlcts): 
Metropolitan districts.------------------------

Centro.l cities ••••••••••••••••••• ------------­
Satelllto 91'eas ••••••••• ----------------- -----­

sare lllte urbBD ••••••• .: •••••••• ------------­
Satellite rural ••••••• ----------.------------Area outside metropolitan district;s... _________ _ 

U rbBD outside •• -----·-··········------------
Rural outside •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

a 1 ---······- ----····-- ---···----
1).1 ---------- ---------- ----------

11).1 ---------- ---------- ----------
7.4 ---······- -·······-· -········· 

30.0 ---······· -········- -········· 
6.1) ---------- ---------- ----------
9.1 ---------- ---------- ----------
1).6 ---------- ---------- ----------

Group IT (ffl districts): 
Metropolitan districts ••••••••••••••••••• -------

Central cities •• -----------------------------­
Satellite areas .... ----------------------------Satellite urban. ___________________________ _ 

Satellite ruraL __________ -------------------
Area outside metropolitan districts-------------

Urban outside.------------'-----------------­
Rural outside ••• -----------------------------

7.7 
4.7 

14.4 
7.4 

29.4 ••• ••• 6.9 

G~~f~N::hstbl:'~-------------=---------- ' 7. 3 
Central cities •••••••••••• -------------------- 4. 4 
Satellite arens·------------------------------- 13.6 

Satellite urban-·-·····-------------------- 7. 2 
Satellite ruraL •••••••• -------------------- 29.2 

Area outside metropolltBD districts------------- 7. 2 
Urban outside............................... 8. 9 
Rural outside •••• ---------------------------- 6.4 

Group IV(« districts): 
Metropolftan districts.----------------------- 6. 9 

Central cities................................ 4. 2 
Satellite areas-------------------------------- 13.0 

Satellite urban_ •••• ----------------------- 7. 3 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••• ----------------- 28.1 

Area outside metropolitan district&.---·······- 7. 4 
Urban outside------------------------------- 8. 7 
Rural outside •••• ---------------------------- 6. 7 

28.3 ---------- ----------
22.3 ---------- ----------
44.0 ---------- ----------
37.7 ---------- ----------
56.0 ---------- ----------
7.9 ---------- ----------

17.7 ---------- ----------
4.6 ---------- ----------

27.8 
20.9 
46.4 
39.4 
61.9 
9.5 

20.6 
6.1 

28.0 
20.6 
48.7 
40.6 
68.1 
10.2 
21.0 
6.3 

26. g ----------
2.5. 2 ----------
32. 0 ----------
30.7 -·-··--·-· 
36.1 -···-·----
9. 6 ----------

21. 3 ----------
6. 7 ---------· 

26.3 34.6 
23.4 33.6 
31.3 38.2 
30.2 35. g 
34.1) . 43.2 
10.8 16.4 
24.0 29.1 
6.0 12.8 

Changes between 1900 aJ!-d 1910.-There were o~y 44 
metropolitan districts in whiCh there. was a central c~ty of 
100 000 or more in 1910 and for which data are available 
for 'the decade 190D-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 or population chanl:es in each metropolitan district, sec table 3. 

by 16.4 percent, or a little less than one-half as fast. More­
over, the growth in thi~ 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 
percent) and within the satellite areas there was a difference 
between 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 that theY' 
are probabl;v significant. The satellite areas, in spite of 
the difficult1es o1local transportation in those days and in 
spite of the ~rent numbers of immigrants entering the cities1 were beginmng to grow at a faster rate than the centro..t 
cities. -

Since the population of the nonmetropolitan urban com­
munities 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 these 
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 tota!increase 
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 degree, 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 should 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 onl;v 25.3 per­
cent, as compared with 34.6 percent in the precedmg decade. 
Undoubtedly this slower 1\"rowth is accounted for in large 
part by the slackening of =igration 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 followin!l" the 
exhaustion of good homestead land about 1890 our unmi­
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 

I! 



6 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 
TABLE m.-PERCENTAGE OF UNITED STATES TOTAL POPULATION AND OF TOTAL DECENNIAL INCREASE IN 

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND IN NONMETROPOLITAN URBAN AND RURAL AREAS, BY DECADES: 190Q-1940 

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

AREA AND OROUP 

Group I (140 districts): 
Metropolitan districts ••••••••••••• --------.---------

Central cities ••••••••••• ---- ••• -----·· ••••••••••••• 
Satellite areas.------·-·--------------------------­

Satelll te urban ••••••••••• ----- ••••• -----------·. 
Satellite rural. __ ----------------·-·-------------

Area outside metropolitan districts •••••••••••••••••• 
Urban outside ••••• ---------.----------- •• __ ••••••• 
Rural outside.------------------------------------

Group II (97 districts): 
Metropolitan distrlcta •••••••••••• -------- •••• -- ••••• 

Central cities ••••• ----------- •• -------------------­
Satellite areas .••. --------------------------------

Satellite urban •••• ___ ••••••••• ----- ••••••. _ ••• _. 
Satellite ruraL •. -------------·------------------

Area outside metropolitan distrlcts------------------
U rban outside •• -------------------•••••••••••••• 
Rural outside.------------------------------------

Group Ill (58 districts): 
Metropolitan districts •••• ----.------ __ .-------------

Central cities .••• ---- ••••••• --------.--------------
Satellite areas .••• --------------------- _____ ------. 

Sa tell ito urbau ••••••••••••• ---------- •••••• ----­
Satellite rural ..•• -------------------------------

Area outside metropolitan districts •••••••••••••••••• 
Urban outside •••••• -------- ••• ----•• ----- •• ~-- ••• 
Rural outslde.---------------------~--------------

Oroup IV (44 districts): 
M etropolltan districts •••.•••••• -------- ••• ---------_ 

Central cities.. ••••• --- •••••••• --------.----------­
Satellite areas .• ------- •• __ • -------- •• ----- -------. 

Satellite urban .••••••••••••••.•• __ ----- __ ------­
Satellite rural.-----------------------------·----Area outside metropolitan districts _________________ _ 

Urban outside ••••••• ----- ••••••••• -------- •• ---- •• 
Rural outside.----------------------------------·-

1930-4.0 AREAS 

Percent or 
United States 

population 

1940 1930 

47.8 
32.6 
16.3 
0.4 
5.0 

52.2 
13.9 
38.3 

44.9 
30.2 
14.7 
0.4 
5.3 

55.1 
16.2 
38.9 

40.1 
26.0 
13.2 
8.8 
4.4 

59.9 
21l.i 
39.8 

36.8 
24.7 
12.1 
8.3 
3.8 

63.2 
22.8 
40.4 

41.4 
33.2 
14.3 
9.4 
4.8 

52.6 
13.6 
38.9 

44.7 
31.0 
13.8 
0.3 
4.4 

65.3 
15.9 
39.4 

40.0 
27.6 
12.5 
8.8 
3.6 

60.0 
19.8 
40.1 

36.9 
25.4 
11.5 
8.3 
3.2 

63.1 
22.5 

"'· 6 

Percent ot 
United 
States 

Increase, 
1930-<0 

53.0 
23.3 
29.7 
o. 7 

20.1 
47.0 
17.1 
20.0 

47.3 
20.0 
27.4 
9.5 

17.9 
62.7 
20.5 
32.1 

40.3 
16.8 
23.5 
8.8 

14.6 
50.7 
24.3 
35.4 

35.2 
14.6 
20.6 
8.4 

12.2 
64.8 
27.0 
37.8 

192G-30 AREAS 191G-20 AREAS lm>0-1910 AREAS 

Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of 
·Percent of Percent of 

United States United States United 
United States United 

population United population States 
population States States 

Increase, Increase, increase, 
1920-30 1920 1910 

1911)-20 1910 1900 UKMH910 
1930 1920 

---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ---------------------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------
44.6 
30.8 
13.8 
8. 7 
5.1 .... 

15.2 
40.2 

39.9 
27.5 
12.4 
8.1 
4.3 

60.1 
19.0 
41.1 

36.8 
25.4 
ll.4 
7.6 
3.8 

63.2 
21.6 
41.6 

40.4 
20.2 
11.1 
7.3 
3.8 

59.6 
15.0 
44.7 

36.3 
26.4 
9.8 
6. 7 
3.1 

63.7 
18.3 
45.4 

33.4 
24.5 
8.9 
6.3 
2.6 

60.6 
20.7 
45.9 

70.8 
40.5 
30.3 
17.1 
13.3 
20.2 
16.4 
12.8 

62.5 
34.3 
28.2 
16.5 
u.s 
37.5 
23.2 
14.3 

58.0 
31.2 
26.8 
15.8 
11.0 
42.0 
27.0 
15.0 

---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------

34.0 30.8 55.5 ---------- ---------- ------------
25.3 23.3 39.2 ---------- ---------- ------------
8. 7 7.6 16.3 ---------- ---------- ------------
6.0 5.3 10.9 ---------- ---------- ------------
2. 7 2.3 5.4 ---------- ---------- ------------66.0 69.2 44.5 ---------- ---------- ------------

18.3 17.3 24.7 ---------- ---------- ------------
47.7 51.8 19.8 ---------- ---------- ------------
31.2 28.6 48.4 28.3 25.5 41.9 
23.4 21.8 34.1 21.7 )9. 7 31.4 
7.8 6.8 14.3 6.6 5.8 10.5 
5.6 4.9 10.0 4.4 3.9 6.7 
2.2 1.9 4.3 2.2 1.8 3.8 

68.8 71.4 51.6 71.7 74.5 58.1· 
20.6 19.1 30.7 17.4 16.3 22.6 
48.2 52.2 20.9 54.3 58.2 35.4 

TABLE IV.-PERCENTAGE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT POPULATION AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE IN 
CENTRAL CITIES AND SATELLITE AREAS: 190Q-1940 

(Total areas as of end or decade; urbnn·rural classification as of beginning of decnd.e. For figures by regions, see table 6} 

ABEA. AND OBOUP 

Group I (140 districts): 
Metro poll tan districts ••• ------·······-- ...... --------

Cent rnl cities •••••• _ •• -------·----_ •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite areas .••• -----------. -- ---- --·--· ••••••••• 

Satellite urban •• -------- ••••• ----- __ --------•••. 
Satellite rural •••••••••••••••••• -----------------

Group U (97 districts): 
Metropolitan districts .•• -----------•. --------------. 

Centrnl clUes ...••••• -----------------····--------. 
Sa tell! te areas ••••••• ----------. -------- •••••••••• _ 

Satellite urban ••• ---------·-- ................. -----
Satelllte rural. -- •••••• ---- ..... --------- ---------

Oroup m (58 districts): 
Metropolitan districts •••• --- •• -----.............. : ••. 

Central cities .•••••••••• ------·.---------.......... . 
Satellite areas ............... ------· -----------------·· 

Satellite urban •• ---------------------.--------·· 
Batelll te rural.----------... -------· ........ ------

Group IV (44 districts}: 
Metropolltan districts ___________ --·-··-·········-

Central cities.--------------------· ..... __ ... -----
Satellite areas •• ----------------............ ------ __ 

Satellite urban •• -----------·--.............. -----
Satclllte rural ••• --------------------------------

193D-CO ABEA.B 

Percent of metro­
politan population 

1940 1930 

100.0 
66.0 
32.0 
19.8 
12.3 

100.0 
67.3 
32.7 
20.8 
11.8 

100.0 
67.1 
32.9 
22.0 
10.9 

100.0 
67.1 
32.9 
22.6 
10.2 

100.0 
69.9 
30.1 
19.9 
10.2 

100.0 
69.2 
30.8 
20.9 
9.0 

100.0 
68.0 
31.1 
22.0 
9.1 

100.0 
68.9 
31.1 
22.5 
8.5 

Pcroontof 
metro­
politan 

incrcnsc, 
193D-40 

100.0 
43.9 
56.1 
18.3 
37.8 

100.0 
42.2 
57.8 
20.1 
37.8 

lOll. 0 
41.8 
58.2 
21.9 
36.3 

100.0 
41.6 
68.5 
23.9 
34.7 

192HO AREAS 

Percent or metro­
politan population 

1930 1920 

Percent of 
metro­
po11tan 

Increase, 
1920-30 

191G-20 AREAS 

Percent o! metro­
politan population 

1920 1910 

Percent of 
metro­
politan 

increase, 
1910.20 

190D-1910 AREAS 

Percent of metro­
politan population 

1910 1900 

Percent of 
metro­
politan . 
Increase, 
1901)-1910 

---------- ---------- ------------ ---------· ---------- ---------- ·- ---------- ---------- ----·----------------- -------· -- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------
---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------

)()().0 100.0 100.0 ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- -------· -- ------------69.1 72.4 57.2 ---------- ---------- ---------- ·- ---------- ---------- ------------30.9 27.6 42.8 ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------19.4 18.1 24.1 ---------- ---------- ------------ -·-------- ---------- ------------ll.5 0.5 18.8 ---------- ---------- ------------ ---------- ---------- ------------
100.0 10!J.O 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ---------· ---------- ------------69.0 72.9 54.8 74.4 75.4 70.7 ---------- ---------- ------------31.0 27.1 45.2 25.6 24.6 20.3 ---------- ---------- ------------20.3 18.6 26.3 17.7 17.2 19.7 ---------- ---------- ------------10.7 8.5 18.8 7.9 7.4 0.7 ---------- ---------- ------------
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
69.1 73.4 53.8 75.1 76.2 70.5 76.7 77.3 74.9 
30.9 26.6 46.2 24.0 23.8 20.5 23.3 22.7 26.1 
20.6 18.7 27.2 18.0 17.3 20.6 15.6 15.5 16.0 
10.3 7.8 19.0 7.0 6.5 8.9 7.7 7.2 9.0 
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· total increase ~ha.n they did 10 years earlier, 48.4 percent 

as compared ,WltJ;l 41.9 percent, and their proportion of the 
total populat1on mcreo.sed from 28.6 percent in 1910 to 31.2 
percent m 1920. 
D~~ ~his decade the difference in rate of growth between 

central c~bes {23.4 percent) and satellite areas (31.3 percent) 
was cons~d~rably larger th~ i;n the preceding 'decade. The 
decentraliZmg trend was gammg momentum. There could 
no longe~ .be any doubt that metropolitan districts were 
~ecentro.llZI~. The proportion of our total population living 
~ the satell1te . areas of these 44 metropolitan districts 
mcreo.sed by a l}ttle o.ver one-seve~th, from 6.8 percent to 
7.8 perce~~. d~rmg this decade while the proportion in the 
central c1t1es 11?-cr~ased by ~nly about one-half as mueh. 
Furthermore, W1thm 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 
iill these. comparisons we are dealing with identical areas in 
the same 44 metropolitan districts in 1910 a.nd 1920. 

For ~h~ decade 191Q-20 we can also study the growth of 
14 addit1onal metropolita.n districts, this number of addi­
tional 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 tbe cities originally­
s~OW}l with "adj~nt terr!tory" among tbe 44 group IV 
dL'Itncts already d1Scussed,1 18 their area as delineated for the 
Census of 1930. Since these new metropolitan districts were 
with 1 or 2 exceptions, smalle~ than a.ny of ~he 44, they did 
~o~ ad4 greatly to ~be pro_Pot:tlon of the N at1on's population 
hvmg m metropolitan diStricts, raising it only from the 
28.6 per!lent in the 44 grl)Up .IV. districts in 1910 to 30.8 
percent m the 58 !P"oup III distncts in the same year and 
from 31.2 percent m the 44 in 1920 to 34 percent in the 58. 
That these 14 new motroJ.lolitan districts grew somewhat 
faster than. thl! original 44 18 s~own by the fact that the 58 
group III dlStncts had a rate of mcreo.se 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 
~~ for the 44, the diffen:nce beipg greater for the central 
CitieS th~ fo~ t~e satell1~ ~ea..o;. Since the growth of 
metropolitan diStricts by SIZe ,will be treated in some detail 
in chapter 4 this JlOint. will not be pursued further here. 

As. a result of the differences in the rate of growth in the 
~nst1tuent parts of ~e metropolita.n districts the propor­
tion of the metropolitan population living ~ the central 
cities ~~ decline(! during this decade. In the 44 districts 
the de · e was from 76.2 percent in 1910 to 751 percent in 
1920, and in the 58 it was from 75.4 percent to 74.4 percent. 
Only 70.7 percent of the metropolitan increase during thfl 
dec&4e went to the central cities of the 58 districts. It is 
suffic1ent to sar here that the addition of these 14 new 
metrop<!lit~n districts does not change the decentralizing 
trend mgnificantly, 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 192Q-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 metropo'litan 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 (191Q-20) to 28 percent 
(192Q-30); in the 58 (group III), from 26.9 percent to 27.8 
l'ercent, and in tlle new group of 97 (group II) it was higher 
(28.3 percent) tlla.n in either of these groups. As compared 
witll an average rate of increase of aoout 28 percent m the 
several groups of metropolitan districts during this decade, 
the increase m the remainder of the Nation was 10.2 percent, 
deducting tlle 44 metropolitan districts, and only 7.9, de-

• Por three of these cJtleJ the dlstrJct• el~blllhed ror llUO were buect on bou.a.darfea aet ap 
or meaopoUIOD dlltrlollllllii'JG. 

duct.ing ~e 9~ ~etropolitan districts of 1930. The 97 
metro_Polita.n diStricts absorbed almost 12 million of our 
totalmcrease of about 17 million during tllis decade. 

. T~e trend toward decentralization within metropolitan 
districts was also greatly accelerated during the 1920's. 
In the original 44 metropo!i~an districts (group IV) the rate 
of growth of the central Cities fell from 23.4 percent in tlle 
decade 191Q-20 to 20.5 percent in the decade 192o-30 and 
tllat of the satellite areas rose from 31.3 percent to 48 7 
percent. :rhus their satellite areas grew almost two aO:d 
one-half .tunes .as .fast as their central cities. In the 58 
metropolitan diStricts (group III) the corresponding per­
~~ta.ges for these two decades were 25.2 and 20.9 for central 
01t1es an~. 32 and 46.4 for satellite areas. However, the 
!JOntral. c1t1es of bo~h of these group~ were still absorbing an 
mcreas1!lg proportion of our nat10nal 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 26.4 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 ?8 !P"ew 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 d~ not fun! 
d.a!Dentolly eha.nge tlle trends. In the 97 distr1cts tlle central 
01t1es grew somewhat faster than in the 44 and the satellite 
areas grew more slowly, but the rate of growtll of the latter 
was s~ill far allead of that of the former. It seems probable 
that .m !Dany ?f the relatively small central cities added to 
the list 1n settmg 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 ~wth of metropol­
itan_population in the 44 districts in this decade (1920-30) 
and m 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 
p~eference for satellite areas w~ieh were rural at the be~in­
mng of the decade. The satellite rural areas of the origmal 
44 metropolitan districts not only had a much hi~her rate of 
~rowth than the satellite urban areas, but their absolute 
mcrease amounted to approximately 70 percent of that of 
the satellite urban areas. Because of these differences in 
rates of growth tlle satellite rural areas (in the 44 group IV 
metropolitan districts) increased their proportion of the met­
ropolitan population from 7.8 percent 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.~_perccnt to 69.1 percent. It 
appears from the data in tables ill and IV that tllere were only 
minor differences between the rates of growth of the groups 
of 44 and 58 metropolitan districts a.nd those of the 97 metro­
politan districts, although the more rapid growth of central 
citi~s. in the 97 than in the 44 and 58, since it is due to the 
add1tion of new and smaller metropolitan districts, is in 
itself a type of decentralizing movement. 

The proportion of our total population living in metro­
polita~ districts of course increases directly as new metropol­
Itan districts are added. The ;proportion of the Nation's 
population living in the 58 distncts of 1920 (!croup III) was 
2.9 percent higher in 1920 and 3.1 percent nigher in 1930 
tha.n in the original 44; and in the 97 districts of 1930 
~roup II) it was 7.1 percent higher in 1920 and 7.8 percent 
higher in 1930 than in the 44. 

It should be noted also that tllere were substantial in­
creases from one decade to another in the area included, even 
in tho same group of districts-perhaps especially in the 44 
districts of grouP. IV. (See table I which gives the area of 
each group and district in square miles for e&ch 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 chan((e in the distribution of their growth between 
the central c1ties and the satellite areas, and within the 
satellite areas, the more rapid growth of the rural portions.• 
Although the satellite areas eontained but 26.6 percent of the 
metropolitan population in the 44 districts in 1920 they 
absorbed 4.6 million persons during the decade 1920-30, or 
46.2 percent of 'tho 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 people 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 193Q-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 r the rate of growth 
was the highest of any of the 4 groups, perhaps because this 
group eontaincd 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 III, and 6.9 percent in the 44 districts 
of group IV. Thus in the group containing most of olir 
older and larger metropolitan districts (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 national increase in this decade, as 
compared with 58 percent in the freceding decade. The 
58 districts absorbed 40.3 percent o the national increase in 
the decade 193Q-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 
193D-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 central cities had the slowest 
growth (4.2 percent) and that the rate was significantly 
below the national rate of increase (7.2 percent) and only 
about one-fifth as hig-h as their rate in the preceding decade. 
The rate of growth m 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 192Q--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 only 46.2 percent of their population in­
crease between 1920 and 1930 took place in their satellite areas 

a It should be recoiled that In measuring this growth the areas which were cla.sslftcd as 
rnral in 1920, consisting or all incorporated vUlages having rower than 2,500 people, and all 
unincorporated areas except towns and townships first cJasslOed as urban under special rule in 
1930r were considered rural throughout the decade although they may have passed tho 2,500 
mar,;; dwill& the decade. 

this proportion rose. to ~8.5 perce_nt in the decade 1930-40, 
with 34.7 percent gomg mto satell1t~ rural areas as compared 
with only 19 percent in the pr~ced!ng decade. 

The distribution of populat10n mcrease between central 
citios and satellite areas varies somewhat as between one 
and another of the four groups of metropolita_n districts 
but it is certainly significant &hat ~the _proportlO';l of the 
metropolitan population increase gomg mt~ ~at~lhte areas 
was larger than that going into the central mtu;s m al_l t~ese 
groups. (See table IV.) In the 97 metr<_>poh~an d1stncts 
of group II 57.8 percent of the metropohtan mcrease be­
tween 1930 'and 1940 was found in the satellite areas, with 
the satellite rural areas absorbing 37.8 percent, wh~e in the 
140 metropolitan districts of group I the satell1te 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 
growth of metropolitan districts as a whole, which might 
have been expected to retard decentralization, had just the 
opposite effect. · 

The net effect of this decentralizing movement over 40 
years has been to increase larg-ely the proportion of the 
metropolitan population living m 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 PI 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 1920 to 
32.7 in 1940; and in the 140 districts of g-roup I the per­
centage increased from 30.1 in 1930 to 32 m 1940. 

It is, of course, impossible at this time to say with any 
assurance that the central cities are approaching the end of 
their growth, as the 1930-40 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 1930-40 
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 largely a conse­
quence of the d~pression rather than of a rapid and funda­
mental change m 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 190Q--1910 was 34.6 percent, and that of the metro­
politan urban population was 33.9 percent while that of the 
!lonmetropolitan urban areas was 29.1 perc~nt. In the follow­
rug decade, when the same group of metropolitan districts 
grew by 25.3 percent, their metropolitan urban population 
grew 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 original metro­
politan districts had a growth of 28 percenu, their urban 
population a rate of_24.6 percent, and the nonmetropolitan 
urban population a rate of 21 percent. In the 58 districts of 
group III 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 
192Q-1930, except as new and smaller and faster growing 
metro-politan districts were shifted from nonmetropolitan 
urban to metropolitan urban. 

In the decade 1930-40, 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 a permanent reversal of the past 
trend, or whether in the future the smaller nonmetropolitan 
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, a 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 a. 
considerable number of cities in 1930 and 1940, we can 
measure this centrifugal movement in those cities where there 
were no significant changes in tract boundaries during the 
decade. 

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 Cit;Y

1 
health districts) for 1930 and 

1940 as comparable areas w1tnin the cities. The areas used 
here are bounded by concentric circles having an increasing 
radius. These circles of course cut through tracts, which 
must necessarily use street boundaries; hence

1 
it was neces­

sary to establish a practical rule to determme 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 was no con­
venient means of determining what proportion of its popula­
tion lived inside or outside o. given circle. Furthermore, 
since each circular segment contains the same tracts in both 
years o. mistake in judgment as to the group in which o. 
particular tract belonged would probably make only a 
negligible difference in the results. 

TABLE V.-,-PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION OF 
GROUPS OF CENSUS TRACTS LYING WITHIN GIVEN 
DISTANCES FROM CENTER OF CITY, FOR SELECTED 
CITIES: 193(}-40 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease) 

DI!ITA.NCB FRO>! CEN• Los New Ohl· Philo.- Cleve- Cln· Boston Pitta• 
'rEB OF CITY Angeles York cage dolpbta land olnnntl bUI'Kb 

----------
TotaL •••••••••••• BL6 7.8 0.8 -1.0 -u I. 0 -I.S o.s ----------------Wltbbt 1 mllc .•••••••. 3.9 

r-· 1-7.2 -10.6 -11.6 -6.6 -11.8 -6.0 
1-2 miles ......•••.••.. 7.4 -10.7 -8.9 -7.9 -7.6 -8.3 -1.1 
2-3 miles ...••••..••... 10.8 0.7 -8.4 -1.8 0.2 2.0 0.9 -o.s 
3-4 miles.--------·---- 9.6 -l.lli -2.3 -3.4 1.3 4.6 2.6 
4-6 mile.'il ...•••........ 9.0 7.4 0.6 f -2.4 -4.6 3.0 4.2 6.5 
5-6 miles .•............ 16.6 2.6 0.6 13.9 •. 7 

I 
6-7 miles ..•........... 34.8 8.3 3.9 19.7 0. 7 Ill. g 

} 
7-8 miles .............. 65.2 36.1 

} &-10 miles ............. 82.4 12.8 4.9 l 8.1 -1.2 
1o-12 miles ......•••••. 109.8 } 20.3 6.0 13.2 
12 and over ......•...•. 62.6 21.1 4.7 

. 
DI5TANCB FROM CBN• St. Ind(an Co tum- Wosh- Nash· New Butfalo • ·bus, lngtor., Dayton TER OJ' CITY Louis a polls ObJo D.O. villi> Uavon 

--
Total. .•..•...••.. 0. 6 -0.7 8.s 6.1 86.1 8.8 u -u ------------Within 1 mlle ••••••••. 0.6 -18.3 0.4 6.7 20.9 2.3 8.3 -3.1 

1-2 miles .••.......•.•• 0.6 -4.6 6.6 1.7 31.2 8.3 1.1 -0.3 
2-3 miles ........•...•. -3.6 -2.7 4.6 3.7 46.3 10.1 

} 3-4 mHos.------------- -2.3 -0.7 6.8 } 8.3 -0.2 4-6 milos ______ _, _______ 3.1 2. 7 } 12.2 83.3 16.7 
6 and over ... --------- 16.8 14.3 21.7 

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 qnite slowly, while the areas nearer their peripheries 
grew o.t o. 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 W o.shington, J.J. 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 all 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 cities and 
their satellite areas. Only in Dayton is it doubtful whether 
there was o. decentralizing trend within the city, while such 
o. trend was clearly marked u.s 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
sentlld in table VI, we find that there have been substantial 
differences in their rates of growth. In the decade 190Q-
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 
(191Q-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
tricts (33.7 percent) grew slightly slower than in 190Q-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 192Q-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 1910 and 1920. 

In the.1930-40 decade, as we have already noted, there 
was a 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 m 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 

J The individual districts In each region, Including both tho original 44 ot UHO (group IV) 
and those established subsequently, are listed ln table 1. 

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

In the next tw·o decades, 1920-30 and 1930-40, tho differ­
ences in regional growth between the 44 and tho 58 metro­
politan districts were of the same character as in the decade 
1910-20. Those of the 58 in the West grew a little less 
rapidly than those of the 44, and in tho South a little more 
rapidly, with practically no dificrence in the Northeastern 
and North Control States. 

Regional changes in group II districts.-When the 97 
metropolitan districts of 1930 (group II) are compared with 
the 58, the s~tme typo 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 ittcrcasN!. 
Again there was very little difit•ronce in the rate of gt-owth 
of these two groups of metropolitan districts in the North­
eastern and North Central States. 

In the decade 1930-40, 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 tho larger nmnberstill 
continued to have the higher rate of growth but the di!Ier­
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 metropolitan districts of that year. 
The proportions in the other re~ions at the same datos and 
in the same groups of metropobtan districts are as follows: 
The North Central region, 28.3 percent and 29.2 percent; 
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 tho expense 

TABLE VI.-NUMBER OF METROPOIJTAN DISTRICTS AND PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION, BY DECADES, BY 
1 REGIONS: 190Q-1940 

(Based on flgurcs In table 4) 

GROUP I GROUP D OROUPm OBOUPJV 

BEOION 

1930--40 1931)...40 192G-SO I93HO 192G-30 191o-20 193HO l92D-30 191G-SO IOOQ-1910 

NUMBER OF DISTRICTS 

United Sta&es-... - ....... ------- .................................................. __ 140 91 97 68 68 68 .. .. .. .. 
32 29 29 19 19 19 16 16 16 16 ... 28 28 17 17 17 " 14 14 14 

•• 29 29 15 15 15 0 0 9 0 
16 11 11 7 7 7 6 6 6 6 

The N orthcastern Sto.tes. __________ : .................... -- ....... -- ---- ... --. 
The North Central States.-------------------------------------
The South . . ~ ••....... -----------···········---- --- ----- --... --
The West-·-·--------·····-----.-- ........ -------------~--------

l'ERCENT OF INCREASE IN l'Ol'ULATION 

9.1 7.7 28.3 7.8 17.8 18.0 8.9 28.0 26.1 Sf.l 

4.3 4.2 20.1 4.3 20.6 19.8 4.4 20.7 19.2 31.6 
United Slaleo........................................... J---7:+-__::~+---=::.:.J--...:::+ _ _:::..::..j.-__:::.:_j--_::_:+--:::71---:=::-:-ll--7.-: 

The Northeastern Sto.te9 . • ------------ ---------------------- ---­
The North CentraiStates •••..••••.••..... ~--------------------
The South. __ ------ --------------------- --· -·-- -- -------------­
The W eat.-------------------- ..••.•• ----------------------···· 

4.9 
18.6 
18.1 

... 31.9 
18.0 325 
17.6 67.9 

4.6 32.1 30.4 
18.5 Z1.4 28.7 
16.8 69.3 40.9 

4.8 32.8 33.7 33.0 
16.6 .... .21. 8 22.1 
17.1 61.3 •U.S 07.0 

11 



12 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

of the Northeastern region, since the North Central region United States as a whole the change in this per:centage fo! a 
only slightly more than held its proportion. given group from the beginning to ~he en~ of the peri<!d 

Metropolitan urban and total urban.-The proportion of covered was relatively small, there bemg a shght decrease In 
the total urban population represented by the urban parts groups II and IV, and a little increase in group II~, though 
of the metropolitan districts at the end of each of the four of course the 140 districts of group I represented ~~ 1940 a 
decD.des is shown by regions in table VIII, with separate much larger percentage of the total urban populatiOn than 
figures for the four groups of metropolitan districts. In the did the 44 districts of group IV. . · 

-

TABLE VII.-NUMBER OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL METROPOLITAN POPULATION, 
BY REGIONS: 1900-1940 

[Based on figures In table 4) 

-
GROUP I GROUPU GBOU'l'M GROUP IV 

BEG TON Peroont or Percent of Percent or Percent of 

Number of population Number or population Number of population Number or population . 

districts districts districts districts 
11!40 1930 

United States .... --._--- __ ---- ... ----~--- -------- 140 100.0 100.0 

The Northeastern Sta~s---------·········--··-----··- 32 42.6 44.2 
The North Central States ..••...•..................... 44 29.2 30.1 
The South.-----------------------------------------·- 49 17.0 15.6 
The 'Vest .. _------- .. _____________ ..•••.•.•.•••••.•••• 15 11.1 10.2 

TABLE VIII.-PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL URBAN POPULA­
TION LIVING IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY 
REGIONS: 1910-40 

Figures represent tho situation at the end or each or the 4 d<'cadcs ror which data are presented 
In this series or tables. Based on figures in table 8J 

AREA AND GROUP 
Number 

or 

PERCENT OF TOTAL URBAN POPU• 
LATION IN METROPOLITAN 

DISTRICTS 1 

districts 1----;---,.--,..---
1940 1930 1920 1910 

-----------1·--·1--·1------
GROUP I 

United SLates . .•••..•••••••••.•••••••.•. 

The Northeastern States ...•• --······--------­
Tho North Central States •.•••••••••.....•.... 
The South ••..•••..•• ··----------------------­
The West-·············-----------------------

GROUP n 

United States ..•. --------------- •••••••. 

The Northea!ltom States ....••..••••••..•.•... 
The North Central States .••.••••............. 
The South ••••.•.•..••.•••••••................ 
The "'est ••••••••••••••••... __ .........••..... 

GROUPID 

U nltcd States ...........•••••••••••••... 

The Northeastern States .....•.••••..•••...... 
The North Central States ...•••••••.•......... The South ... ________________________________ _ 
The West ..••.•.•.••••••••• ------------------_ 

GROUP IV 

U nlted States .••.•.•.....• ----·· •••••••. 

The Northeastern Stntes .•....•••••...••...... 
Tho North Central St.ates ••••••••• ___________ _ 
The South .••.••...•.•.•.••. ------------------The W_est ••••••••••••• ______________________ •. 

140 76.9 -------- -------- --------

32 87.3 -------- -------- --------
44 71.8 -------- -------- --------
49 68.8 -------- -------- --------
16 73.3 -------- -------- --------

97 70.9 '12.2 -------- --------1---1·-­
29 86.4 .... -------- --------28 00.6 67.2 -------- --------29 49.2 51.4 -------- --------11 70.3 71.0 -------- --------

l---I-­
68 63.9 er;.t 63.S 

~ 19 81.8 81.8 76.6 
17 50.5 00.8 57.6 --------15 36.4 37.9 41.6 --------7 63.5 64.5 00.5 --------

1---1 
44 69.2 .... 6U 80.0 

16 78.1 78.0 72.7 72.8 
14 67.1 57.3 54.1 63.0 
9 26.1 27.3 31.3 36.3 
6 61.5 62.3 67.7 69.3 

1 The bll.'le or divisor used In the computation or these percents Is the population In the 
stated year or the territory In each region which was clas.•dfied as urban 10 years earlier; the 
dividend Is the metropolitan urban population or the stated year obtained by adding the 
centml city population and the satellite urban, as shown in table 4. All or tho figures used 1n 
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 moke 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-

1930 1920 1920 1910 1910 1900 

97 100.0 100.0 68 100.0 100.0 44 100.0 100.0 

29 46.5 4!1.6 19 50.6 63.6 15 64.8 50.1 
28 29.6 28.8 17 29.5 27.4 14 28.2 28.3 
29 13.7 13.3 15 11.7 11.5 9 9.6 10.6 
11 10.2 8.3 7 8.2 7.< 6 7.4 5.0 

tricts from time to time. In the decade 193()--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 :JIJ.Ore 
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 193()--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. On.the basis of the 1940 metropolitan 
classification (group I-140 districts), the South had 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 theW est 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. 



CHAPTER4 

GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS BY SIZE 

The total number of metropolitan districts increased from 
44, in group IV, as presented for the decade 190G-1910, to 
140, in group I, as presented for the decade 193G-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 one 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. 

TABLE IX.-NUMBER OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS IN 
THE UNITED STATES, BY SIZE: 190Q-1940 

[Clas:sitlcation based on size at beginning or decade) 

Under 250,000 to 500.000 to 1,000,000 
BCADB AND GROUP Total 2.10.000 600,000 1,000,000 inhabi-

Jnhabi- .lnbabi- inhabi· tants and 
tants tants lants over 

Group 1. •.••••.•..•. 1930---40 140 92 29 9 10 

Group D •• ----------1:~ 97 49 29 9 10 
97 •• 23 11 7 

Group m ........... I930--i0 08 11 28 9 10 
1920-<!0 08 18 22 11 7 
1916-20 08 31 u 8 • 

Group IV_ •••••••••• 1930-40 44 • 20 9 10 
1020-<!0 44 9 17 11 7 
19Io-20 44 19 12 . 8 • 1900--1910 44 23 14 3 • 

Size classes, 190G-1910.-In the 44 metropolitan districts 
of 1910 the smallest size class, namely, that com{.lrising 
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 b;Y: 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 a slightly slower 
growth (31 percent), but tbe 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 tho.n 
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 ho.d 
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 tho.n in the preceding class. 

TABLE X.-PERCENT OF INCREASE IN POPULATION OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY DECADES, BY SIZE: 190Q-1940 
[Based on ftgures In table 9] 

SIZE 01' lriETBOPOLITAN DISTRICT AT 
BBOINNINO or DECADE AND OROtJP 

1 oako AREAS 1021r30 AREAS 

Percent or increase in Percent or Increase In 
population population 

191G-20 AREAS 

Percent or fncrease in 
population 

JgocrUJIO AREAS 

Percent of fncrcase lo 
population 

Nwn·l---;;--....-----1 Num-l--.,--,.-----1 Num-1--.,.--...------INum· ---;;;---;-----
ber or ber or Satellite bcr ot SateiiJte ber or 
djs. Sate1lite dfs. Cen dis- Cena areas dill· 

tricts Total ~~· '--areas-;---1 tricts Total tmla , __ •...,..;---1 tricts Total tral 1--.,.---1 trJcta 
cities 1- cities 1- cities 

Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural 

Total 

SatcJIIte 
Cona arena 
trnl '--.,..-­oltlCI ,-

Urban Rural 
---------1-- --11--1--~--1--l--11·--1--1·->---- 1--1--!--:J--1---1/--1--1--

13 
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Size classes, 1910-20.-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 
percent. The lowest rate (21.4 percent) was found in the 
largest size class and that for the 250,000-500,000 class 
was 28.5 percent. When the 58 districts of 1920 (group III) 
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 IV) 
and the 58 districts of 1920 (group III). The chief departure" 
from that order was in the satellite rural areas, 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 
gro,vth 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 ne\V metropolitan districts. 
This is the decade (1920-30) that saw such a remarkable 
growth in the satellite areas of all metropolitan districts, 
but 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 (!P'oup III), with a still larger swing 
to the central cities m the 97 districts of 1930 {group II), 
where they gained 32.6 percent while their satellite cities 
~ained only 17.6 percent. In the size class 250,000-500,000 
m the 44 group the central cities (16.9 per.cent) 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 
grew much faster than the central cities. Growth in these 
larger 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 

250 000-500 000 class also fell below that level. The rates 
in ~scending order of size class in the 140 group (group I, 
1940) were 12.2 percent, 8 percent, 8.8 perc~nt, and 6.~ per­
cent and W(l!e the same in the two larger s1ze classes m all 
four groups of metropolitan districts (group I t? group Iy). 
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 percen.t. 
In the central cities, however, only the smallest SIZe class m 
the 140 group had a ra~~ (7.8 percent) as high~ that.of the 
Nation. The central Cities were no longer holdmg thmr o'Yn 
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, II, 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 areas 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 as the satellite urban, except in the 44 districts of 
group IV. _ . 

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 s.ome 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
~rally, though n?t always, had a lower rate of growth than 
m the smaller s1ze 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 per~ent) ?f ~ the metropoli~an population in the 140 
metropolitan d1stncts, although this proportion had declined 
slightly during the decade (from 52.6 percent in 1930) 
Their increase in population was only 1 998 67 4 while th~ 
remainder of the. metropolitan_ distyicts,' with 47.4 percent 
?f the metropolitan _populatiOn Ul 1930, increased by 
~,716,068, t~;ius absorbmg 57.6 percent of the metropolitan 
mcrease durmg the decade. The movement of new metro~ 
politan districts into tho largest size class has prevented 
any significant decrease in the proportion of our metropolitan 
populati~n livi~g _in such districts since 1900. The four 
metropolitan d1str1cts of over 1,000,000 in 1900 contained · 
48.~ perc~nt ?f t~e metropolitan population Of the 44 metro­
politan distr1cts m that year. The 5 of this size in 1910 
contained almost the same proportion of the population ( 4 7 8 
percent) in the 58 metropolitan districts; the 7 of 1920 co~-

• tained 4 7.5 percent of the population of the 97 in that year 
and the 10 of that size in 1930 had 52.6 percent of thepoDu-
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TABLE XI.-PERCENTAGE OF METROPOLITAN POPULATION AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY SIZE 
OF DISTRICT: 190Q-1940 

(Based on figures ln table 9] 

1D2~30 AREAS 101~20 AREAS JOoo-1o1o A1ius 

SIZB OF )rETROPOLITA.N DISTRICT 
A't BEOlNNING OF DECADE 
AND GROUP 

, Percent of metropolitan Percent o! Percent of metropolitan Percent of Peroont or metropolitan Percent of Poroent or metropolitan Porcont ot 
metro• 
politnn 

.population metro- population 
poll tan 

mctroo population metro- population 
polltan polltan 

incrcnso, '----.-~~I 193()-.{0 .-
incrense, '---,_,----I lncrt'nsc, 1920-30 1' lOlQ-20 '----.----( lncren.<~o1 1- lOOIHOIU 

11140 1930 1930 

Group L------------------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Under 250,000 _ ... _ --------------------- 19.2 18.6 28.0 
250,0fl0-600,001) ______ -- -------------- --- 17.4 17.4 17.2 

r.'oOo~~~cr~=::::::::::::::::::: 11.6 11.5 12.4 
51.8 52.6 42.4 

Group n_ ________________ __ ------ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.'0 

Under 250,000.------------------------ 14.0 13.6 19.3 17.2 250,000-500,000 _________________________ 18.5 18.4 19.3 15.4 
.oo,ooo-1,~000- -- ---- ------- ----- ---- 12.3 12.2 13.9 
1,000,000 an over--------------------- 55.2 55.8 47.6 

20.4 
47.1 

Group m ________________________ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

~~~~-:::::::::::::::::::::::: 4.2 4.1 5.4 
20.1 19.9 22.5 

8.1 
16.6 

~~~~~~er=:::::::::::::::::::: 13.8 13.6 16.4 
61.9 62.3 55.8 

22.7 
62.6 

Group IV--·--··-------·--------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Under 250,000.------------------------ 2.2 2.1 2. 7 4.6 
250,ooo-500,CNXL ........................ 16.4 16.4 14.7 
500,ooo-l,OO?f000-- -- ------- --- ---- _,--- 16.0 14.8 18.7 
1,000,000 an over ..•.•...•....•....... 67.4 67.7 63.8 

15.7 
22.8 
57.0 

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 

1920 1920 1010 1910 1900 

100.0 100.0 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

16.7 
16.5 
19.3 ~ i :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
47.6 45.6 ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ------------ ···-------·- ............ 
8.0 8.6 18.6 17.5 22.3 ------------ ------····-- ---------·--17.6 12.6 17.6 17.3 18.4 ------------ ---------·-- ------------21.5 

52.8 
27.2 18.1 17.3 21.1 

~----------- ------------ ·-----------51.7 45.8 4.7.8 38.1 ------------ ------------ ·-----------
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

4.6 3.8 13.3 13.2 13.6 18.1 16. 1 23.0 
16.5 1;!.6 16.9 1G.5 18.6 24.6 26.2 22.2 
21.4 27.8 10.8 18. 7 24.2 0. 7 10.4 7.0 
67.4 55.7 50.0 51.6 43.7 47.7 48.2 46.2 

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. 

T..i.BLE Xll.-INCREASE IN POPULATION IN THE 58 GROUP III METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, BY DECADES, BY SIZE: 191Q-40 

INCREASE IN POPtri.ATJON PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OJ' INCBBABB 

DECADE AND SIZE 01' METROPOUTAN DISTRICT AT BEGINNING OF DECADE Satellite arena BatciiUe areas 
Total Central Total Central 

cities cities 
Urban Rural Urban Rural 

19SQ-40 
8,684,793 1,488,-188 784,040 1, 302,687 100.0 41.8 91.9 sa. a 

TolaL ..................................................................... I--:::'-=·II--''-::'-::::-I---:'-::::+-'=::..:.:.:+-_::.:.:..:..II---:"-:-1--=+--'= 

) g~~m-.::::::::'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
r.oo0o~·~~er:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::: 

191,818 
807,431 
586,870 

1, 998,674 

74,028 
344,440 
280,700 
789,922 

10,302 107,488 
09,2114 300,697 
94,035 203,031) 

010,409 liD8,343 

100.0 38.6 ••• .... 
100.0 42.7 8.0 48.8 
100.0 40.4 10.0 34.6 
100.0 30.6 30.6 2V.9 

192G-30 
10,871,879 6, 861,809 2, 808,889 2, 010,881 100.0 64.8 211.1 18.8 

913,817 704,055 16,229 193,533 JOO.O 77.0 I. 8 2J. 2 
ToW ............. --------·····---···----·····----------------------------1_....:.,:::'-=·II--'='=+--''-::::-1--=::..:.:.:.+--,.,.:.:..:.·II---=-:-/---:-:+--:.:..:. 

Under 250,000--------------------. ----- --------- -- • --------·· ••••· -- ·-----------
250,()()()--50(1,000 ......••.....•••.... ---------------------------·-··---------------
500,DOO-l,OOO,OOO • •••••••• -------- ---···- ---- ••••• --.--- ------ ---·-······ •••••••• 
1,000,000 and over .......... -----------------····------.---------- ..•.. -····-----

191o-20 

1,339,846 
2, 002,390 
5, 516,626 

808.264 1!)8,300 
1, 458,091 828,783 
2,881,509 1, 765,517 

333,232 }()().0 00.3 14.8 24.0 
6Hi,lil6 100.0 50.2 28.0 21.2 
8&1,600 100-0 li2.2 32.0 16.7 

7, 821,911 6, 386,118 ], 600,030 738,786 100.0 70.7 19.7 9.7 

1, 703,078 1,350, 948 1J9,676 232,456 100.0 70.3 7.0 13.6 
ToW ...................................................................... I-..::.:::=:.:~II-..::.:::=:.:.:::_I-.:..:::::.::::.+-_::::.:.::_I--..:::~II--=:..:-1--....::::-I----:,::..; 

Under 250,000 .••••...•.••.. ------- -· •• ----··----- ------·-··- • ---------- • --·-··--
250,{)()()-6(1(),000 ....•••..•.••....••....••....••••....••......••........•.•.•.•••.. 

~~·:?f~er.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1, 402,615 
1,610,184 
2, 906,034 

In these 58 metropolital} di~tricts an increa~ing proport!on 
of the increase has been gomg mto the largest SIZe class dunng 
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 kregular in th.eir proportion of the metropol­
itan increase. But the most significant fact from the stand­
point of decentralization !s the steady ai_~d, in all b~t one cas.e, 
the rather ra:pid declme ~ the proportiOn !Jf the ~cr~ase m 
the central mties of all SIZe classes. It IS also Significant 
that in this group of 58 districts there is no very clear relation 

976,771 239,3D8 186.446 100.0 09.6 17.1 13.3 
1,301,972 264.~ 43,628 100.0 8<1.9 16.4 2. 7 
1, 765,427 876,372 274,235 100.0 00.4 30.2 ••• 

between size and the proportion of the metropolitan increase 
found in the central cities. In the decade 1910-20 the largest 
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. In the next 
decade (192Q-30) there was little difference in the proportions 
of the increase in the two larger size classes going mto the 
central cities. The smallest class was at the top by a rela­
tively large margin. This would seem the natural distri­
bution, if it is density of population and size of denscl:y 
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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, 
except in the largest class, in the proportion going into 
satellite urban areas, with a large gain in the proportion 

goin!l' into satellite rural areas, this latter movement being 
particularly marked during the decade 1930-40. In this 
decade there was also a definite relation between the size of 
the metropolitan districts and the proportion of their increase 
goin~ into satellite rural areas-the smaller the metropolitan 
distncts 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 a 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 see~s ~ttle reason to doubt. that the increasing use 
of automobiles IS a _fac~or of great rmportance in bringing 
about the decentralization of metropolitan districts which 
has b~en noted from ~ime to time in the preceding discussion. 
The rmprovement m public transportation serving the 
~uburb~ should :n<?t be overlooked, however, as a factor 
mcreasmg the willingness of people to live in the suburbs 
and work~ the city. ~ add1t~o'?- to .these improvements in 
transportatro~, the pre~tige of li~g m certain suburbs, the 
movement. of mdustry mto the penpheral areas of cities and 
the extension_ of te~ep~one and electric service throughout 
~he metropolitan diStncts, have also exerted 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 
popul11:tron. ~n !Lny event we have little precise information 
regar?mg therr influenc~. The movement of industry to 
~atellite areas, h~wever, .IS n<?t so generally recognized as an 
Important factor m the situation. Since we have some useful 
in~o~ation ~bout this, it will be profitable to - present 
this infonnation and to try to relate it to the pattern of 
metropolitan 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 plants in these areas, which are defined by county lines 
employed 58.2 percent of all wage earners in manufacturirri 
in 1919. This proportion fell to 56.2 percent in 1929 and to 
54.7 percent in 1939, as indicated in table XIII. Since 1929 
the wage earners in these 33 industrial areas can be further 
divided into those em_p]oyed 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 ea.rners in manufactur­
ing; by 1939 this proportion had fallen to 31.9 rercent. 
The proportion of wage earners in the remainder o 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 a changing distribution in the place of 
employment of their industriO.l 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 a metropolitan district may frequently 
consist chiefly of white-collar workers. Also, the location 
of new J.>lants 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. 

TABLE 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 

AREA 19SD I 18291 

United State•-------------------------------------·---------- 100. o 100. o 
In ~untf~ or

1
ft3 major industrial arons .............................. l----:64::-_::-7 1--:::,._-:2 

s::!mte ~~t~s:··---------------------------------------------- 31. u all. t 
Remainder of cOiititii:iS.::::···································· 2. 0 2. 0 

In counties outside maJor lnduSiii8i"Rreii:"""""···················· 20· 2 18. 2 
Cone!,!~ ~nlflnlng cities of100,000 or more................... 8. 2 8.o 

Re!!Tnder ~-COUtiti(is·.:::······-····-·····-··-·-·········· 6. 6 o.o 
Otb im rtan lnd ·-···················-····-······ 1. 7 1. 0 All ~fher :unti t _ ustrlol counties........................... 9. 6 g, 3 

es -------------------························· Z7.6 26.0 

I Census of Manuracturors, 1939 voJ. III. -
I National Resources Planning Board, "Indu!~trlal Location snd Resouroos u Washington 

Government Printing Office, 1943, p. 100. • • 

Under the circumstances it seems only reasonable to look 
upon t~e ?ecline ill: the actual n~~ers of wage earners em­
ployed m mdustry m 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 
~as only 10.8 percent) as a partial explanation of the rela­
t.Ively 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 
~umbe~ of wage earners in the satellite portions of the 33 
mdustnal areas (from 1,874,000 to 1,797,000 or a decline 
of 4.1 percent) was much smaller proportionally 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 snLellite areas 
between 1929 and 1939 as well as in the central cities. The 
increase in population in most metropolitan districts and 
especially in their central cities during this decade must, 
therefore, have resulted chiefly from an expansion of non­

. manufacturing employment. The growth of trade and 
service industries, and the increasing tendency for retail 
stores, service establishments, etc., 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 hnd a smaller numerical growth than the 
central city. Table V shows that while New York City had 
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 bighPr rate of growth than in 
tho satellite area of the New York division (18.2 percent) 
and is almost equal in numbers to thP 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 arc 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 decline in manufacturing 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 cit.ies. 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 band, 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 lil<ely 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 
metrppolitan district for that matter, the Los Angeles 
metropolitan district was growing 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 

satellite areas and its absolute satellite growth (32.4,_1?8) 
was much larger than that in the New York diviSion 
(193,291). In addition the growth of the Los ~ngeles 
metropolitan district as a whole was nearly three. trmes as 
rapid as that of the New York division_. }'hese ~e~ences 
in pattern of growth are all the more s1gnificant m VIeW of 
the fact that the city of Los Angeles has an ~rea. of 448 
sguare miles as compared with 299 square miles ~ New 
York City. 'Thus in spite of its relatively low density. the 
majority of people added. to the Los Angeles J?letrop~hta:n 
district went outside the City to find a place to hve, whwh 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), base~ on a special census shows that .Los 
Angeles city had an mcrease 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 1930-40 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 it 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. · · 

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 lilm 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 de~ree of decentralization within metropolitan districts 
depenas 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 
a higher degree of decentralization in the New York area. 



CHAPTER 6 

THE DEMOGRAPHIC SIGNIFIGANCE OF THE GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 

The demographic importance of this ~ast 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 in 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 War I. 

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. Anyone of these could be 
largely destroyed by a single A-bomb, as we now know, and 
probably not more than a half dozen would be able to func­
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 h!!.d 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 a 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 a 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, ~ew 
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 
shouid 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 a metropolitan district than for its central city. 
- J The rcpla;oment iD.dex rofl'rrod to here is secured by dividing the standardized ratio of 
children to women In a given city or district by tho ratio or children to women In a life table for 
tho white popuJatlon of the United States in the years 1939-41. An index of 100 means that 
there are Just enough children to maintain the present population. A higher index means 
that this population will continue to grow 1n each generation by the remainder obtained by 
subtracting 100 from this index. Thus 120-100 leaves 20 and Indicates the percentage by 
which birth rates BOd death rates remaining as they were at this time, population will in· 
crease in a generation. An Index below 100 means that there are too few children to main tam 
the present numbers. The replacement Index has been used here because It is simple to 
calculate. Furthermore the replacement index and tba 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 t)tal population was non­
metropolitan rural, using the 140 metropolitan districts of 
that year, while 47.8 percent was metropolitan. Tho non­
metropolitan rural areas would need to have a replacement 
index in 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 populations 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 total 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 arc 
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 percenta~e 
points higher in New York and Philadelphia to 13 points m 
Chicago, and to 19 or 20 points in Detroit and Los Angeles. 
(The use of replacement mdexes yields essentially the same 
results.) These are substantial differcncPs. It is possible, 
therefore, that the continued decentralization of metro­
politan population may have a significant effect 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. 

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

TOTAL HETROPOLI· 
CENTRAL CITY SATELLITE AREA TAN DISTRICT 

METROPOLITAN DlBTRIC'l' 
Net re- Rcplnoe- Net re- Repla.oo- Net re-- Rcplaco-
protluc- mcnt produc· ment produc· rncnt 
tion rate IndO% tlon rote lnde.1 tlon rato index 

Chicago •.•••••••• ---------- 68.4 68.3 65.2 05.2 78.6 78.2 
Detroit .• --------------·--- 82.7 84.0 70.7 77.9 9.5.0 08.6 
Los Angeles .••••••••••••••• 71.8 71.7 62.0 02. J 82.6 82.1 
New York ••••••••••••••••• 63.7 65.6 01.2 63.0 Ill!. 6 70.0 
PhUadelphln .•••••••••••••• 73.8 74.li 70.0 71.4 70.8 8().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 

I Sbteonth Cen.~ or the UnftN! StatC!'I: 1940, "Population, Dftrcrenthd Fertlllty, 1040 
and JDlO, Standardized Fertliity Rates and Reproduction Ratctl," p. 20. 
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tJ;t~ movement of population t~ the peripheries of these 
Cltles. In genera.l it ca.n be said that within these cities there 
were no more children per 1,000 white women in the outer 
zones than in the inner zones, a.lthough in some cities the 
~dexes for the centra.l zones were very low. The higher 
birth rates commonly associated with poorer living conditions 
seem to ba.lance any tendency for people who live near the 
p7ripheries. of citi~s to have larger families. Indeed, the 
htghest ra.t10s of children to 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:. 

ment indexes in the cente~ of severa.l cities; which ~ proba­
bly due to the presence of boarding houses .and a high pro­
portion of unmarried women, the lo:vest ra.t10s a.re gener.a.lly 
found in the middle zones. There IS less reason to beheve 
that a. low proportion of married women is an importa.J?-t 
cause of low ratios of ehildren in the middle zones than. m 
the· central zone or zones but there a.re no data bea.rmg 

· directly on this point. It is not unt!J the satellite. areas ~re 
reached that there is a clear relatiOn between mcreasmg 
distance from the center of the city and a higher replacement 
index. 



CHAPTER 7 
·THE FUTURE GROWTH OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 

_In the U:nited States as a whole.-Will metropolitan dis­
triCts <:ontmue to ab~orb the larger part of any future in­
crease m our population, as they did before 1930? Or does 
the decade 193Q-40 represent a turning point, so that in the 
fut'!ll"e WI! m\1-y expect a rate of population growth in metro­
poh~an distriCts no greater than, or even lower than, in the 
Nation as a whole? Will metropolitan districts continue to 
decentralize in the sense in which that term is used here 
name!y, to grow more rapidly in their rather thinly settled 
satell~te .arc\1-s than in ~he c~ntral cities? Finally, is there 
any m4ICation th9:t dispersion, that is, the scattering of 
population more wrdely 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 metropolitan 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 
issued 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 groups 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 
summarized 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 
Umted States outside the metwpolitan group, on the other 
hand, decreased 8.5 percent. 

In the Northeastern States the decrease in the totaJ civilian 
population was 5.7 percent, and the ~ecrease in the metro­
politan counties in these States only shghtl;r less, 5.1 percent. 
In the North Central States the total civilian population 
decreased 4.3 percent, and the metropolitan county popula­
tion increased 1.8 percent. I~ ~~e South the!e was a decrease 
of 3.4 percent in the totaJ civilial!- popul&:ti?~ as compa~ed 
with an increase of 11.6 p_ercl!nt m the ~Ivilian population 
of the metropolitan cou~ti~ m that regron. In the. West 
the total civilian population u?-creased 8.~ per!Jent, whde the 
population of the metropolitan counties mcreased 16.9 
percent, or~almost twice as fast. 

TABLE :XV.-CIVILIAN POPULATION AND RATE OF 
CHANGE, APR. 1, 1940, TO NOV. 1, 1943, IN METROPOLITAN 
COUNTIES . CONTAINING 139 • METROPOLITAN DIS. 
TRICTS CLASSIFIED BY SIZE, AND FOR NONMETRO­
POLITAN COUNTIES, BY REGIONS 

[A minus sign(-) denotes doorease] 

BSTIVAT&D CIVILU.N 
I'OPULATION Percent 

BEOION AND SIZE o• METBOPOIJTAN Dl!TBICT lN 1940 1----,..----1 O( 
lncrca.se 

Nov. 1, 1943 Apr. 1, 1040 

United Sta&ea................................... li7,S07,884 ISI,S29,11M. -!.1 
1--~~-~-~~-1---~ 

Counties containing metropolitan districts.......... 68.267,003 66,775,729 2. 2 
Under 250,001L................................... 14, 3M:', 600 13, M3,617 3. 7 
250,()(1().500,000. ----------------------------------- 11, 132, 621) 10, 435, 849 6. 7 
600,ooo-1,ooo,ooo... ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• s, 2os. 2M 8, oat, 101 2. g 
1,000,000 and over................................. 34,601,530 34,454, 562 0.1 

Nonmetropolltan counties.......................... 69,(}10,881 6f, 553, 376 -8. a 
The Northeastern States............................. 33, 8M, 320 36,914,411 -4.1 

1--~~-~-~~-1---~ 
Counties containing metropolitan districts_________ 26, 96.5, 406 28,411,767 -a. I 

Under 250,000..................................... 2, 717, 320 2, 801, 100 -3.0 
250,{)()()-500,000....................................... 3, IOO,ISZ7 3, 302, 108 -4.1 

roro~·~O!Ji'~er.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ti ~~:~~ ~~: ffl: ill :~g 
NonmetropolJtan counties............................ G, 918,824 7,W2, 644 -7.8 

The North Central States.............................. 38,381,483 40,100,928 --4. s 
1--~~-~-~~-1---~ 

Countlos containing metropolitan districts........... 10,808,081 19,458,719 1.8 
Under 250,000............................................ 4,103, D?l 4,197, 8b8 -0.1 
250,ooo-500,000................................................... 2, 600,8.59 2, 610,461 4. 0 

roOO~·~i'~~er.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~~: ~= ~: ~~: ~~ ~:: 
NonmetropolJtan counties.............................. 18,662,782 20,642, 200 -10.1 

Tho SoutL-------------·----·-----------------,_40=, 0~8•:.:·7~78:..1 _ _:':::1,.::604.=88.::•_1 __ -t..::..:. c 
Counties containing metropolitan dlstrlcts........... 12,854,3.18 11,614,306 11.8 

Under 250,000................................................ 6, Bah, 710 6, 307,720 8.1 
250,0IJ0-500,000...................................... 3, .J:.o. 378 3, ().')(}, 202 13.1 

~o00~·~~er:.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~: :~ ~:g!;~; ~~ ~;:: 
Non.metropolitan countle!L.............................. Zl,2'.18,438 20,000,656 -o. 2 

The W•"-----·-----·--------·-·-------·-····-·I-..:,I4,:...8,.78:_• •,.,•,..• 
1
_1:...'•:....8_08:.:• 801..:.-l-__:8.:.:.1 

Counties containing metropolitan dlstrlct.s............ 8, 638,488 7, 390,037 16.9 
Under 250,000........................................... 1, 617, 589 1, 4CiO, 873 11.0 
250,ooo-500,000. ....................................... 1, OOti, 86.5 1, 672, 028 21. 2 
600,{)(1()-1,000,000. - -- -- -----------·--- ---------·-·. - --------- ---- ... ---. ----- --- -··---- .. --
1,000,000 and over---------··-···-·---·-··········· 6, IllS, 034 -t, 361, J36 17. 8 

Nonmetropolitan counties.......................... 6, 340,837 6,417,831l -1.2 

a Metropolitan counties were deft ned as counties more than 60 J)f!roont of whoso population 
was within a metropolitan district In lO.JO. Tbe Greensboro, N.C., metropolitan district lJ 
not represented In tbls series bccauso this district contained 1058 thnn 60 percent of tho popUID­
tlon of Oulliord County In which It was located. 

Although many of these changes reflect war conditions, 
and the return movement of military personnel 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 194Q-50 will witness a relatively large 
increase in metropolitan population, the cityward movement 
being more similar to that which occurred in the decade 
192Q-30 than to that in the decade 193Q-40. A boom in 
industry and trade such as many people expect will almost 
certainly be favorable to the increa.se of metropolitan 
population. The nonmetropolitan rural population will, 
of course, remain about stationary or will declme, depending 
on the magnitude of the movement to metropolitan districts. 

21 
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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 i'l 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 metropolitan 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-BlliTe 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 among 
metropolitan districts during the war might be cited but all 
they 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-Oakland, Portland, Oreg., etc.). 
. In view of these uncertainties and in·e(1;ularities in the· 

growth of particular metropolitan districts 1t 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 re~onal increases in 
metropolitan population in the West and <:>outh 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 patt{lrn of metropolitan 
growth will be somewhat different in these two regions. It 
appears more lil>ely 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 already 
given, there is also some evidence regarding economic devel­
opments which seems quite enlightening as one tries to assay 
the probabilities of the future regional growth of metropolitan 

population. "The spread of manufactur~g to the West ~~:nd 
to the South has been accelerate~ dunng ~he w~r, with 
important industrial operations bemg established m most 
Southern central Western and far Western States ... AI-

' ' 0 h though many of the plant;; m these .t ree younger m~nu-
facturing areas are not easily convert1ble1 the great var!ety 
of raw materials and parts industries which have gone mto 
these three new areas suggests that they may retain after 
the war much of their new importance." 1 

· • 

Expansion in manufacturing plant.-Between July 1940 
and May 1944, the War Production Bo~rd authorized expend­
itures for manufacturing plant and eqmpment to the aJ?-OI!nt 
of somewhat over 14 billions of dollars. These were distrib­
uted by regions as shown in table XVI. The table a!so 
shows the distribution of expenditures for plant and ~qmp­
ment in 1939 (the last normal prewar year) as reported m ~he 
census, and the distribution of wage earners in manufacturmg 
for tho 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 shipbuildmg, all ammunition and explosives, and one-half 
of aircraft expenditures have been eliminated from the author­
izations referred to above. Admittedly much other ~xpend­
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 percenta(1;eS given here 
do not particularly discriminate against any regiOn by 1mduly 
reducing the proportion of authorizations for new plant and 
equipment it received during the war. 

TABLE 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 or Expendt- WAGE EARNERS IN 
facilities tures for JUNUi'ACTUlUNO 

REGION authorized, plant.and 
July 1940 equtp. 

to ment,. 1939 1929 1919 May 1944' 1939 

--
U nlted Stales ••• ------------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0' 100.0 --The Northeastern States ________________ 25.4 32.9 40.6 41.4 46.4 Tho North Central States. ____ 1 __________ 37.4 37.5 32.7 34.1 31.8 

The South .• ---------------------------- 24.4 21.6 
"'· 4 18.0 15.7 

The West .. ____ ------------------------- 12.8 8.0 6.3 6.5 6.0 

I Excludes all sbJpbullding, all ammunition and e:zplosives, and ~ or aircraft expenditures. 

It is recognized, moreover, that the distribution ~f 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 manufactnring.-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 
metropolitan 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.: .. Industrial Expansion and Loeatfon," The Annals of the A.merf· 
can Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 242, p. ZT. 
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and 46.4 percent in 1lll9. There can be no reasonable doubt 
that the manufacturing industry of the Northeast did not 
hold its own during the interwar period. Moreover, in 1939 
the N~rtheast reported only 32.9 percent of the national 
exp~nd1ture 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~ orth Centra.! States the proportion of the Nation's 
manufacturing 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 this region claimed 37.5 percent of the expend-· 
itures for plant and equipment reported to the Bureau of 
the Census and it received 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 heayy industry of the Nation, which 
requires heayy 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 
received 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 a 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. 

In the decade 1930--40 the Northeast again lost in its 
proportion of manufacturing wage earners, though. o~y 
slightly and the North Central States now showed a srmilar 
loss. The South kept on gaining 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 percentl 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 Soutl! 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 m·:penditures for plant and equipment in 
1939 and during the war should not be ignored as {110tors 
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 wartinle au thoriza­
tions or even by the prewar trend in proportions of manufac­
turing wage earners but the conclusmn that the South and 
West now have considerably larger manufacturing facilities 
in comparison with the Northeast and tl!e North Central 
States than they had in 1939 seems fully justified. More­
over, there seems no reasonable doubt that there has 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 relative 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 they 
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 oven more rapidly 
in the postwar years than in the prewar years seems highly 
plausible. There is, of course, nothing inevitable in this 
southward and westward movement of industry. People 
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.-There is also a 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 inlmigrants from abroad which 
went to the northern cities and as long as there was still a 
relatively large rural population 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. With the dinlinution 
of foreign inlmigration, the decline in the proportion of rural 
population, and the reduction in the, birth .rate in. the r!lral 
population as well as in the urban, the older mdustrml regtons 
became 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 legu.l 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 ruru.l 
community to a nearby city and the sluggishness increases 
u.s distance increases because of intervening opportunities, 
because of the many pprsonu.l 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 a 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 a 
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 increase 
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 controi 
exercised by certain industries already well established 
elsewhere, is impossible to say. It would seem that these 
inertias are, u.S 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 
lar~er metropolitan districts are slowly but rather steadily 
losmg their industriu.l preeminence to peripheral areas. The 
larger metropolitan districts are more and more becoming 
trade and service centers and centers of financiu.l and indus­
triu.l 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. 

H there should be a gradual increase in the proportion of 
our national metropolitan population in the South and West, 
will their metropolitan populations t~nd 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? A~ain one can only speak 
in terms of probabilities not certamties. 

It has 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, J?. C., are the 
only two metropolitan districts in the South havmg more than,-
500,000 inhabitants in 1930. New Orleans an~ Housto~ 
passed into this class between 19?0. and 1940. Smc~ ~alt~­
more and Washington are not dJStmctly southern Clttes, It 
appears that the metropolitan population of the South ~as 
not tended to congregate in a few large places to anythmg 
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 Centru.l States, which had the next 
highest number. These differences between t~e Sou!h ~nd 
other regions in size and number of metropolitan dJStrtets 
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 
is any discernible trend towards the dispersion of industry 
which might be expected in due time to influence the growth 
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 
this report. The counties containing the 33 major industrial 
cities show a steady decline in their proportion of the N a­
t ion's manufacturing wage earners from 1919 to 1939. Fur­
thermore their share of expenditures for plant and equipment 
in 1939 was substantiu.lly 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 
substantiu.l 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 industriu.l 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 th.e 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 t~e group. of counties de:'ignated "other important 
mdustnu.l counttes" 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 
United States, which may be called minor industriu.l counties 
there was a slow but steady increase in wage earners fro~ 
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. 
slig?-tl~ dispe:sive movement of industry away from the 
maJor mdustr1u.l areas and toward those of lesser importance 
when the country is considered as a whole. However when 
regions are considered there appear to be significant' differ­
ences., (See table XVII.) Within the Northeastern and 
North Centru.l States, the percent distribution of manufac­
turing wage earners among the different groups of counties 

t Goodrich, Carter and Others. "Migration and Eoonomlo Opportunity" Pblladelpbta. 
University or Pennsylvan.la Press, 1936, append.LI: 0, table 76, pp, 704-707. ' 
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did not change appreciably between 1919 and 1939, although 
the _proport~on of these regions' expenditures for plant and 
eqmpment m 1939 that was r(,lported by the counties con­
taining the major industrial cities was somewhat smaller 
than the proportion of wage earners in those counties. 
Thus there seems to have been at most only a mild measure 
of dispersion in the industry of the North. 

TABLE 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 

Expenditures JU.N17J'ACTURING WAOB 

for plant fLild KABNBB8 
BBOION AND COUNTY OBOl71' equipment, 

1939 1939 1929 1919 

United states.. .... ------·--------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Counties in 33 major fndustrlal areas: Total __________________________________ ~--- 113.1 54.7 56.2 58.1 
Counties containing maJor industrial cities. 36.8 42.2 <3.8 H6 

Counties outside 33 major industrial areas: 
Counties containing clUes of lOO,OOOor more. 9.1 8.2 8.6 7.9 
Other important industrial counties ..•.•.•. 8.8 9.6 9.3 8.4 
Remaininll counties ________________________ 29.1 27.6. 26.0 25.6 

The Nonbeutern St&te•---------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Counties in maJor industrial areas: Total ______________________________________ 7tH 74.5 75.0 74.9 
Counties containing maJor industrial cities. 46.7 61.2 lil.3 li1.6 

Counties outside major industrial areas: 
Counties containing cities ol100,000 or more. 3.2 2.9 3.0 2.8 
Other important Industrial counties ....••.. 7.8 10.6 10.li . 10.2 
Remaining counties ......•.....• --------. __ 13.8 12.0 n.• 12.0 

The North Central States ................ 100.0 100.0 100.0 0 100.0 

Counties in major indwtrlal areas: Total ______________________________________ 61.8 00.1 60.7 60.6 
Counties containing major Industrial cities. 46.6 62.6 64.6 63.3 

Counties outside major Industrial areas: 
Counties containing cities of IOO,OOOormore. 7.1 7.6 8.2 7.8 
Other Important industrial counties ...••••• 7.6 7.6 7.6 6.3 
Remaining countle.s---·········-----------· 23.6 24.7 23.7 26.4 

The Souih.. •. --------------------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Counties Jn major industrial areas: 
6.1 8.4 8.3 9.6 Total ...... --------------------------------

Counties containing maJor industrial cities. L8 7.0 6.8 8.4 
Counties outside major industrial areas: 

19.6 21.4 Counties containing citie3 or 100,000 or more. 21.6 21.3 
Other important industrial counties ...••.•. 14.0 12.6 11.4 8.6 
Remaining counties.----------------------- 69.3 69.6 69.0 60.6 

- The Weal •..•• ------------······-------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Counties 1ri maJor industrial areas: 
61.0 48.1 44.6 43.0 Total . . ---- -------. ----------- --- ---- --- ---

Counties containing major Industrial cities. 44.2 44.6 <1.6 39.2 
Counties outside major industrial areas: 

8.3 9.4 10.6 12.1 Counties containing cities of 100,000 or more. 
Other important Industrial counties.------- 4.2 4.2 .... ••• . Remaining counties ..•.....•••••...•.•••••• 38.6 38.3 40.0 40.4 

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 o~ much s~cance for this 
region. Thetr proportwn of regional expend1tures for plant 
a.nd equipment in 1939 was fa.r below that of their w~e 
earners. In the South, the group" other important indus~ia.l 
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 a.nd 1939, rising from 8.6 to 
12.5 percent of the regional toto.!. In this group of counties, 
as wella.s 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 
proportion of wa.ge earners, alt;hough the margin was not 
la.rge. 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 proportion 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 ha.ve been a trend toward 
increasing centralization of industry in the major industrial 
a.reas, rather than dispersion. 

Summo.ry.-The conclusions justified by these dato. are: 
(a) That there was a significant and steady shift of industry, 
as measured by proportions of manufacturing wage earners, 
toward the South and a slight shift toward the West over the 
20-year period as a 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 by the depression of the 1930's, seems 
likely to be resumed during the next few years. 

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

3. In the Northeastern and North Central States the 
larger metropolitan districts seem likel;v to hold their 
proportions. both of the total populatiOn and of the 
metropolitan population. In the West these lar~er 
metropolitan districts seem likely to increase in relat•ve 
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. 

5. 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 
tha.t such growth is "natural" and will be modified only 
slowly as the basic conditions affecting ~owth 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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TABLE !.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS IN EACH REGION, 1910 TO 1940, WITH INDICATION 

. OF GROUP ASSIGNMENT·' . 
(Group I, comprising the districts of 1940, Includes ali the dlo;trlcts listed: group n comprises all diStriCts in existence in 1930, that Is, those cOr which figures aTe given In the table Cor 1930 as 

well as 1940; group Ill comprises those districts for which figures are given Cor 1920, 1930, and 1940; and group IV, those for wilich figures are given. for 1910 and the 3 later dates. For group 
totals and number or districts in each region, sec table VI] · 

BEGION AND HETROPOLITAN DISTRICT 

TIIB NORTBBASTEIIN STATES 

Portland, Maine.--·-········-·-----------
Manchester, N. H------------------------
Boston, 1\tnss .. _ ..•. ------- .• ---------·---
Fall River-New Bedford, 1\fn.c:s •••••••••••• 
Lowell-Lnwrence-H avcrhill, Mass ••••••••• 
Springfield-Holyoke, Mass.---------~~·-·· 
Worcester, 1\llass •• -~-----------------··--­
Providence, R. 1--------------------------
BrldJi:Cport, Conn ••. ------~--------------­
Hartford-New Britain, Conn .••••••••••••• 

New Haven, Corn .•• -------~-------------
W aterbury, Conn. _____ -------------------
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N. Y _________ _ 
Bln~thamton, N. Y-----------------------­
BuJTalo-Niall:arabN. Y •••. ---------------­
New York-Nort eastern New Jemy ------
Rochester, N. Y -------·-----------------­
Symcusc, N. Y-----------------~------·--­
Utica-Rome, N. Y _ -----------------------
Atlantic City, N.1-----------------------
Trenton, N. J ________ -------· -------------
Allentown-Dcthlehom-Easton, Pa ________ _ 

~~~P~-~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Harrisburg, Pa .••••• ---- •• _ •• ----~ _. _ ••••• 
1 ohnstown, Pa ••••••••••• ____ •••••• -------
Lancaster, Pa __ • _ •••••••••• ···--------•••• 
Philadelphia, Pa •••• _ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
P itt:~burgh. Pa •••••••• -······-··-------••• 
Reading, Pa ••••••••••• -------············. 
Scranton-WUkes-Barre, Pa. ••••••••••••••• 
York, Pa •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Number or districts ••••••••••••••••••• 

TBB NORTH CENTRAL STATES 

Akron, Ohio __ •••••••• --------------. __ ••• 
Canton, Ohio .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cincinnati, Ohio--·-···-·· •••••••••••••••• 
Cleveland, 0 hlo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Columbus, Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dayton, Ohio ••.• :·-----------------------
Hamilton-Middletown, Ohio •••••••••••••• 
S pringtlo ld, Ohio ••••• ---- •• ---------------
Toledo, 0 hio •••• --------· ••••••••••••••••• 
Youngstown, Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Evansville, Ind ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ft. 'Vayne, Ind ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indianapolis, Ind •••••••••••••••••••••••••• South Bend, Ind _________________________ _ 
Terre Haute, Ind •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Chicago, lU •• ---·-·-· --------------------. 
Decatur, ill.------....................... . 
Peoria, IlL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RockfordL DL •••••••••• ·--------------·-· 
Sprlngfio d, ID--······-·-··---------------

Detrolt, Mlcb ____ •••••••••••• -------- •• __ 
Flint, M feb •••• __ •••••••••••••••• --------. 
Orand Rapids, Mich •••••••••••••••••••••• 

~~:~,~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
S~inaw-BM City, Mich •••••••••••••••••• 
M adlson, Is ••• ----------················ 
MUwaukoo, Wis •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Racine· Kenosha, Wis •••• __ ••• ··------·--­
Duluth, Minn.-5uperlor, Wis ••••••••••••• 

Mlnnenpoll.s-St. Paul, Minn •••••••••••••• 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa .•••••••••.•••••••••••• 
Davenport,lowa-Rocklsland-Mollno, ill •• Des Molnest.lowa. ______________________ _ 

Sioux Cltyi Jowa •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Waterloo, owa .• ·--------------------····· 
Kansas City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans ••••• 
St. Jose~h, Mo •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
St. Lou l Mo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Springfle d, Mo·-·----···········-··-·---
Lfnooln, N ebr ------ __ •• ___ •••••••••••••••• 
Omaha, Nebr.-CouncJI Bluffs, Iowa •• ___ _ 
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Popula­
tion, 1940 
(group I) 

106, 5<36 
81,932 

2. 3ro.514 
272,M8 
334,969 
31H,t123 
300, 194 
711,500 
216,621 
502, 193 

308,228 
144,822 
431,575 
145,156 
857,719 

11,600,520 
411,970 
258,352 
197, 128 
100,096 

200,128 
32.5,142 
114,094 
134,039 
173,367 
151,781 
132,027 

2,898, 644 
1, 99-4,060 

175,355 
629,681 
92,627 

82 

349,705 
200,352 
789, aoo 

1, 214, 9-l3 
3fl5, 796 
271,513 
112,686 
77,406 

341,663 
372,428 

].41,614 
134.385 
456.357 
147,022 
83.370 

4-,400,126 
65,764 

162,566 
105,259 
89,484 

2, 205,867 
188,554 
209,873 
77,213 

110,356 
153,388 
78,349 

790,336 
135,075 
157,098 

911,077 
73,219 

174,995 
183,973 
fr7,791 
67,050 

634,093 
86,001 

1,367,977 
70,514 

Popula­
tion, 1930 
(group II) 

Popula­
tion, 1920 

(group lll) 

Popuia-· 
tlon, uno 

(group IV) 

--2.-307:897- -·i:m~iM- --·t:sro~470 
273, 055 274, 345 241, 622 
332, 028 342, 706 307 J 189 
308, 991 359, 778 
305, 293 2i6, 75.5 
600,631 #1, 228 
203,969 185, 580 
471,185. 381,875 ------------

293,724 
140,575 
425,259 
130,005 
820,673 

10,001,424 
398,591 
245,015 
190,918 
102,024 

190,219 
322,172 
114,232 
129,817 
161,672 
147,611 
12a,1re 

2,847,148 
1, 953,668 

170,486 
6.\2,312 

29 

346,681 
191,231 
769,464 

1,194, 989 
340,400 
251,928 

258,912 206, 1iil 

.... 377;i&i. . ----348; iii 
-·-·oo2:Mr -- --488~66i 

7,910,415 6,474,508 
320.966 248,512 
200,868 Ui9, 801 

102,331 ........... . 

19 15 

285,113 ------------
----006~850- -----563~804 

925.720 613, 270 
260, 338 100, 146 
189, 360 14!j, 121 

··-·a4G:sao· ----263:7i7. ---·-iso;a76 
3tli,""' 283,521 ........... . 

123,130 
126,558 
417,685 
146.5<39 

--i;364;7M- ··a;i78;924- ---2;446;92i 
----i44;73~f :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

103,204 ------------ ------------

2, 104, 764 1,165,153 600,982 
179,939 ------------ ------------
207,164 1M. 264 ~28, 263 

····743~4i4- ----637;7ar ---·-m;i76 
133, 463 ------------ -·----------
165, 390 ----------·- ------------
832,258 629,216 

----iM;49i" :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
160,963 139,997 ------------------------ ------------ ------------

·-··oos;is6· ---·in;SM· -----MO;«s 
--i;m;m· ····usO:oio· ···--s;s;;aa 
------------ ------------ ------------

REGION AND liETROPOUTAN DISTRICT 

TBB NORTH CENTRAL STATES-Con. 

~~~t~. ~=-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Number or districts~---··········-----

THB SOUTH 

Wilmington, DeL ........................ . 
Baltimore, Md ••••••••••••••• __ ••••••••••. 
Washington, D. 0--------·---------------
Norrolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, Va •• 
Richmond. Va •• ··---------·-------------­
Roanoke, V & •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Charle!'lton, W.Va •••••.•••••••.•••••••••• 
Huntington, W. Va.-Ashlond, Ky ________ _ 
Wheeling, W .. Va •••• ---------------------­
Asheville, N. C---------------------------

Cbarlotto, N. 0 •••••••••• ---------------- · 

8~:C~~tgor~ · ~: 0::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Winston-SalemJ.. N. C ..................... . 
Charleston, S. V--------------------------
X~~ti':~,ii£1::.~:.::::::::::::::::1::::::::: 
A ugust.a., Ga •• __ ----- __ -·--••• ------ ••••• 

if:?~a~~-_-_-_-_::::::::::::::~::::::::: 
Savannah, Ga .•••••• -----··- ••• --------- •• 
Jackson ville, Fla •• --------··--·.~ ••• -----. 
Miami, Fla ..• --·--------···----J---·····-
Tompa-St. Petersburg, Fla •••••••••••••••• 
LouisYllle, Ky.-----------------·----·----
Chattanooga, Tenn ••••••••••••• ~---------
Knoxvllle, Tenn.-------·--·----·-···----­
Memphis, Tenn ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nashville, Tenn ·-------·-···----.;. ___ ------
Birmingham, Ala. .•••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Mobllc, Ala .• ___________________ ----------
Montgomery, Ala ••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Jackson, Miss .••••••••••••• ·--- ___ --------
Little Rock, Ark .......................... . 
New Orle~ La...----------'-----..,----------
Shrevcport, .L& •••• _ ••••••••••••• -- ......... -
Oklahoma City, Okla ••••••••••••. : ••••••• 
Tulsa, Okla ••••••••••••••••••••••• ----- ••• 
Amarillo, Tex ••••••••••••••• ____ ---- ••• -~. 
A nstiD, Tex •••••••••••••• ___ • ___ -----· •••• 

Beaumont-Port Arthur, Tex •••••• ;. ••••••• 
Corpus Christl, Tex ....................... . 
Dallas, Tex ••••••• -----·-··--------- ··---­
El Paso, Tex .•.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fort W orth+;Tex •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

f!~~~;J~f;~~:::::::::::::~:::::::::: Waco, Tex •••••••• .;. ____________________ _ 

Number or dlstrlets ••••• · ............ ' ••• 

TIIB WEST 

Denver, CoJo ••••••••••••• ·-·------····-··-

~g~!~z~X~Yz::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Salt Lake City, Utah •••••••••• ·--····-·--
Seattle, Wash .• ---···---------- •••• ___ ••• _ 
~okane, Wash .•• ---------·-·-------·---· acomad Wash •• ----- •• __ • ______ •••• _____ _ 
Portlan C Oreg ••••••••..•••••••••••••••••• 

~~ge~~C8.ifr::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Sacramento, Calll •••••• ~----··------·-··--
San Diego, Calif .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• gan rranclsco-Oakland, Calli ••••••••••••• 

8~~. '6~::.::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Number or districts ••••••••••••••••••• 

Popula­
tion, 1940 
(group 1) 

Popula· 
tlon, 1930 
(groupm 

Popula­
tion, 1920 

(group lll) 

Popula­
tion, 1910 · 

(group IV) 

77,749 
127,308 ----ii9;i74" :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

44 

188,974 
1, ().16,692 

007,816 
330,396 
245,674 
110,593 
136,332 
170,979 
196,340 

76,324 

112,986 
69,683 
73,055 

109,833 
98,711 
89,555 

442,294 
87.809 
92,478 
7<,8:!0 

117,970 
195,619 
2.50, 537 
209,693 
434,408 
193, 215 
151,829 
332,477 
2U, 769 
407,851 

114,006 
93,697 
88.003 

126.724 
640.030 
112,225 
221,229 
188,562 
53,463 

106,193 

138,608 
70,677 

376, 548 
115,801 
207,677 
71.677 

510,397 
319,010 
71,114 

49• 

384,372 
62,0.19 

121,828 
204,488 
452,639 
141,370 
156,018 
406,406 
97,"" 

2, 004,596 

108,000 
256.368 

1,428, 525 
129,367 
. 79,337 

15 

28 

163,592 
949,247 
621,059 
273,233 
220,513 
103,120 
108,160 
163.367 
100,623 

17 

152,302 
787,458 
506,5SS 
289,179 
194,890 

14 

--·-·ass~7i5 
367,869 

-----i58;6S9 

--~--------- ------------ ______ ;. ____ _ 

-~---------- ~----------· .. ._. _______ _ 
105,431 
148,713 
132, 189 
169.010 
404,396 
168,589 
135,714 
276.126 
209,422 
382,792 

---------·.-- ------------ ------------
----ii3;i37" :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

494,877 397,915 348,109 

····roo:iii3- :::.::::::::: :::::::::::: 
183,:11)7 ........ : .............. . 

-----~------ ------------ ----------~-

--·-m::~r ~~~~~~~:~~ :::::::::::: 
17 •• 575 129,744. ------------

~--·aao~2i6" ----i71;oo2· :::::::::::: 
279,271 177,995 ------------------------ --·--------- ---------·--

29 15 9 

830,761 264,232 219,314. 

----iM~4si· --.--iro:ooo· :::::::::::: 
420,663 357,950 239,269 
128,798 114, 236 123, 922 
146,771 
378,728 ----299;882- -----2i6;048 

··2."ais;s2r --·-87o;oor -----438;226 
126,005 
181.020 

1, 200.094 
103,428 

------------ ------------ ------------. 
11 7 8 
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TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE: 
19!o-40 

J4ETROPOLlTAN DISTRICT 

Akron, 0 hio ••• ___ ••••• _ ---- ••• ------. _ 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N.Y •••••••• In central cities ___________________ _ 
Albany------_ •• ___ ----------._ 
Schenectady-··---- •• ---- _____ _ 
Troy •••••• _. ___ --------------_ 

Outside central cities .••••••••••••. 

Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa •••••• 
In central cities ••••••••••••••••••• 

Allentown .•••• ------ _. _______ _ 
Bethlehem ••••••••• _------ ___ _ 
Easton. ______ --------------

Outside central cities ••••••••••• ::: 

Altoona, Pa •••••••••••• ·-·-----------. 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Amarillo, Tex. •••••••••• ______ ••••••• __ 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Asheville, N.C ••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Atlanta, Ga.---------------------------
In centro] city---------------··-·-­
Outside central city---------------

Atlantic City, N. 1--------------------­
In central city---·----------------­
Outside central citY-------------·· 

Augusta, Ga.---------·----------------
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city--------------· 

Austin, Tex. •••.• _ •••••••••••••••• ·---. 
In central city •.••. ---------------­
Outside central city---------------

Baltimore, Md •.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central city .•••.•••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city---------------

Beaumont-Port Arthur, Tex. ••••••••••• 
In central cities •••••••••••••••••• ~ 

Beaumont.-------•• ----- •••• _ 
Port Arthur---·--------------­

Optslde central cities •••••••••••••. 

Binghamton, N. Y ••••••••.•••••••••••• In central city ____________________ _ 

Outside central city--------------­

.Birmingham, Ala ••••••••••• · •••••••••• 
In central citY----------------··--· 
Outside centrBl citY---------------

Boston, Mass. ___ ------· •••••••••••• __ • 
In central citY---------·········--­
Outslde centrBl citY---------------

Bridgeport, Conn •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ln central city--------------·-····­
Outside central city----------·--·· 

Buffa.lo-Niagan., N.Y ••••••••••••••••• 
ln ccntrnl cities .•••••••••••••••••• 

B utlalo ..• ___ ------····--------
Niagara Falls •••••••••••••••••• 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 

Cuton, 0 hio ••••••••••••••••••• --- ----. 
In centrBl citY-----------------·--· 
Outside central city---····--------

Cedar Rapids, Iow&------------------­
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY---------------

Charleston, S. 0.---------·----·····----
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Charleston, W.Va ..•••••••••••••••••••• 
In central city------·--··---···---­
Outside central citY---------------

Charlotte, N. C ..••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY---------------·····­
Outside centrBl citY---------------

Chattanooga, Tenn ••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY---·············---·· 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Chloago, m .. -------·-··-···----··--·--
In central city--------·········-··· 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

770423--<8-3 

Population 

S4~ 106 
244,791 
104,914 

431,676 
288,430 
130,577 
87,549 
70,304 

143,145 

325, 142 
188,983 

9!1, 004 
58,400 
33,589 

136,169 

114,094 
80,214 
33,880 

63,483 
61,686 

1, 777 

18,324 
51,310 
25,014 

442,294 
302,2SS 
140,006 

100, 098 
64,094 
36,002 

81, 809 
65,919 
21,890 

106, 193 
87,930 
18,263 

1, 046, 892 
859,100 
187, 592 

138,608 
105,201 

59,061 
46, 140 
33,407 

145, 156 
78, 309 
66,847 

407,851 
267,583 
140,268 

2, 350,514 
770,816 

1, 579,698 

218,821 
147, 121 
69,500 

857,719 
65.'i, 930 
575,901 
78,""' 

203,789 

200,352 
108,401 
01,951 

73,219 
62,120 
11,009 

98,711 
71,275 
Zl,436 

138,332 
67,914 
68,418 

112,988 
100,800 
12,087 

193,215 
128, 1(13 
65,052 

4, 499,128 
3,300, 80S 
I, 102,318 

1940 

Area in 
square 
miles 

268.3 
53.7 

199.6 

463.5 
38.5 
10.0 
10.2 
9.3 

420.0 

340.6 
36.8 
15.7 
17.6 
3.6 

303.8 

ISS. 5 
9.0 

124.5 

33.4 
16.4 
17.0 

134.0 
14.6 

119-6, 

257.6 
34.7 

222.8 

58.2 
11.6 
44.7 

187.2 
9.8 

177.4 

'106.2 
25.1 

6110.1 

677.1 
78.7 

498-4 

235.9 
19.8 
10.4 
9.4 

216.I 

182. 9 
10.0 

172.9 

347.8 
50.2 

297.4. 

1, 082. 3 
46. 1 

1,016.2 

ITI.5 
14.6 

156.9 

473.4 
52.1 
39.4 
12.7 

421.3 

245.1 
13.9 

231.8 

239.0 
27.1 

211.9 

14S.S 
4.5 

138.8 

281.8 
7.7 

273.9 

47.0 
19.3 
27.7 

631.8 
27.4 

501.4 

1,194.2 
200.7 
017.6 

1930 1920 1910 

Population Population 
per square Population 

milo 

Al'l'alll 
square 
miles 

Population 
per sQuare Population 

n1Ue 

Art'n In 
squnro 
miles 

per sQuare Population 
milo 

Art'R In 
squnro 
UJ!Jo.!l 

Popnlntlon 
~r squaro 

milo 

I, 380. 8 
4, 558.5 

525.6 

931. 1 
7,491. 7 
6, 872. 6 
8, 583. 2 
7, 559.6 

336.8 

954.8 
5, 135.4 
6,172.2 
3,342.3 
9, 330.3 

448.2 

854.8 
8, 912.7 

272.1 

1, 800.7 
3,151. 6 

104.5 

589.6 
3, 538.6 

20U 

1, 717.6 
8,711.5 

628.4 

1, 781. 1 
6, 573.4 

805.4 

489.1 
6, 728.4 

123.4 

150.8 
3, 503.2 

26.9 

I, 813.7 
10,016.1 

376.4 

587.8 
6,313.2 
6, 678.9 
4, 008. 6 

164.6 

793.8 
7,830.9 

386.6 

I, 17S.3 
5,330.3 

471.6 

2, 212.7 
16,720.6 
1,5M.6 

1,283. 1 
10,076,8 

4.-13.0 

1, Btl. 8 
12,551.4 
14,616.8 
6,144. 0 

493.7 

816.4 
7, 798.6 

396.7 

34~ 891 
255,040 
91,641 

425,259 
295,867 
127,412 
95, 692 
72, 763 

129,392 

322,172 
184,923 
92,563 
57,892 
34,468 

137,249 

114,232 
82,054 
32, 178 

242. 78 
37.60 

205.18 

472.45 
38.64 
18.87 
10.35 
9. 32 

4.33.91 

334. 53 
32.13 
11.41 
17.46 
3.26 

302.40 

133.06 
8.64 

124.42 

1,428. 0 
6, 783,0 

446.0 

900.1 
7,676.9 
6, 752.1 
9, 245.6 
7,807.2 

21l8.2 

983.1 
ll, 755.5 
8,112.4 
3, 315.7 

10,573.0 
4.53.9 

858. II 
9,497.0 

268.0 

285, 113 
208,-135 

76.678 

377,185 
274,080 
113,34.4 
88,721 
72,013 

103,105 

178. 0 
22.7 

155.3 

472.4 
38.6 
18.9 
10.3 
9.3 

433.0 

I, 801. 8 
9,182. 2 

493.7 

798.4 
7,119.0 
6,997.0 
8,613.0 
7, 743.3 

237.0 

348, 1111 
24U, 802 
100,253 
72,826 
76,813 
98,250 

47!1.4 
38.6 
18. 0 
10.3 
0.3 

433.9 

m.o 
0,-100.7 
6,304.4 
7,070.6 
8, 2.'iU.6 

220.6 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------·----- -------·-··- -·---------- -··--------· 
--·--------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- -·-----·---- ------------ ------------ ------·-----

370.920 
270,366 
too, 5b4 

102,024 
!10, 198 
35,826 

221.31 
34.79 

186. 52 

62.77 
11.50 
41.27 

I, 876.0 
7, 771.4 

639.1 

1, 933.4 
5, 756.3 

808.1 

249,226 
200,616 
48,610 

ISS. 2 
20.2 

107.0 

1871.1 
7, 657.1 

454.3 

186,235 
1M,830 
30,396 

133.2 
20. 2 

107.0 

J, 390. 7 
5, 001). g 

284.1 

------------ -----------· ---------·-- ··---------- ---------·-- ·----------· ·----------- ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ ·-----··---------------- ------------ ------------ -------·-··· -·-------·-- -·----------
---·---·---- -----·-····· -----·------ ------------ ----------·- ··---------- ------------ -------·-·-· ---·---·-------------·-- ------------ ------------ -----·------ ---·-------- --··-------· ------------ ------------ ------------·----------- ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------ ·-----··---- ·-----------
-··--------- ------------ -----·---··- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------------------·-- ---·-------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -·--······-- ------------ --------·---·----------- ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ --·--------- --------·---

949,247 
804,874 
144,373 

658. 51 
78.72 

479.70 

1, 699.8 
10,224. 6 

300.9 

787,4118 
733,826 
63,632 

381. 6 
71).0 

sou 
2, 064.1 
0, 288.9 

177.3 

6118,716 
658,486 
100,230 

288. 6 
30.1 

:108.4 

S,2BS,II 
18, 6M.3 

387.0 

________ .. ___ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --·--------- --·-·------- ------······ ------------------------ ·----------- ------·----- ------------ ------------ --·-·------- -·---------- ·-----··---- ------------------------ --·--------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ----·------- ---------·-- ·-·------·-· ·----·------------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ----------·- -··--------- -----·------
IS~ 005 
76,662 
53,343 

382,792 
259,678 
123, 114 

2, 307,697 
781,188 

1, 526,709 

203,969 
146,716 

67,253 

820, 67S 
648,536 
573, (176 
75,460 

172,007 

191,231 
104,906 
86,325 

183. 19 
9 . ., 

173.00 

307. 86 
50.26 

257.60 

1,022.80 
43.90 

078.70 

169.33 
14.64 

1M.69 

458.85 
51.67 
38.90 
12.67 

407.28 

2!8. 88 
13.62 

224.70 

709.7 
8, 252. 1 

306.7 

1, 243.4 
6, 100.7 

477.9 

2, 258. 9 
17,704.7 
I, 560.0 

1,204.8 
10, 0'..!1, 6 

370.1 

1, 778.3 
12,575.8 
14,732.0 
5, 955,8 

422.4 

802.2 
7, 702.3 

394. I 

------------ --·--------- ·-----·----- ---·-··----- ·---------·· ----------------------·- --·---·----- -------··--- ------·--·-· ----·----·-· ----···--------------·-- ------------ ------------ ·--------·-- --·--·-----· ------------
266,772 
178,806 
87,006 

1, '112, 2M 
748, Of.O 

1, 024,194. 

186, 580 
143,5.')5 
42,025 

602,847 
500,775 
500,775 

307.9 

"'· 3 257.6 

670.4 
43.5 

620.9 

169.3 
14.6 

164.7 

218.8 .... 
38.9 

866.4 
3,5.')4.8 

341.6 

3, 107.0 
17,100.8 
J, 943.8 

1, 096.2 
9,832.5 

271.7 

2, 766.2 
13,027.6 
13, O'ZT. 6 

208,066 
132, 685 
75,381 

I, 620,470 
670, [,S.') 
849,885 

127, 398 
102,054 
25,344 

468,661 
423,715 
423,715 

807.9 
50.3 

267.0 

624.9 
41. 1 

4.83.8 

189. s 
14.6 

154.7 

208.9 
38.7 
38.7 

6111. B 
2,637.9 

2\12.0 

2, 896.7 
16,31.5.9 
1, 7L6. 7 

7Ml. 6 
«1,900.0 

163.8 

Ill, 881.8 
10,918.7 
10, iH8, 7 

---··oo;m· -----i7o~o-- ·---··m.·o· ·----M;D4o· ----·ias~2-- ---····asa:i 
------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ --·-------·· ---------·-------------- ------------ ------------ -----··----- ··---------- ---·-·-----· ------------ ------------ ------------ -··--------- --·--------- ------------

309 •• -····------- ------------ ··--·--·---- --------··-- ........... .!; ___________ ----------·- -----·------ -·---
2,292.3 ----··------ ------------ -----------· ----------·- --------··-- -·--------·- ------------ ------------ ............. . 

62.4 --··-------- ------------ -·--·------- -------\--- ----····-·-- ------------ -------·---- ---·-·---··- ----··---··· 

688.8 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --·--------- ------·--·-- ---·-------- --------·--- ------------
15,838.0 ----·------· ------------ --------·--- ------·--·-- -·---------- ------------ -···-·------ ··----·--·-- ------·-----

197.7 ···--------- ------------ ·---------·- -·---------- -----------· ------------ ------------ ·---------·· ·-----------

494. I 
8,820.0 

249.8 

2,404. 0 
s,m.u 

438.4 

363.3 
4,677. 5 

129.0 

3, 799.3 
16,433.5 
I, 127.1 

108, 180 
60,408 
47,752 

278.78 
7.6G 

269.09 

. 390.8 ------------ -------·---- ------------ ------------ ···------··- --·----·----
7,Sf .. 'i.4 ------------ ------·----- ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------

177.5 ------------ ----·-·----- -----------· -·--------·- ·----·-----· --·-·-------

----·------- --------·--- ------------ --·--------- ---------··· ---------·-· ·----------· ---·-------- -----------
:::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::~:: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

188,1189 
119,798 
48,791 

4,394,166 
a, 376,438 

088.317 

<89.72 
16.17 

473.55 

1, 119.29 
201.90 
917.39 

S4U 
7,408.1 

103.0 

s, 899.8 
1G, 7:?3. 3 
1,077.3 

--··-------· ------------ ·-------···- --·------·-- ------------ --·--·----·· ·----------- -----·------ ----·------- ·----------- ------------ -------------------·--- --·--------- ----·----··· ------------ ------------ -······-----
!,178,924 
_2, 701, 7().5 

477,219 

733.7 
102.8 ..... 4,332.1 

14,013.0 
882.3 

2, 448,921 
2, lij5, 2M3 

281,638 

839.1 
18!1.1 
464.1 

8,828.1 
11,806.0 

676.2 



28 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE· 
191o-4G-Continued 

==============~=============r============~============~~============~ 
194& • 1920 1920 1910 

1------.------.-----l-~--~-----,,-----·l-----~-----.-----l·-----,,-----~r--­
llETROPOUTAN DISTIUCf 

Popu1atlon 

Cincinnati, 0 hio ••• ----------- _ --------
In central city--------------------­
Outside centrnl citY---------------

Clevela.nd, Ohio __________ -------- ____ _ 
In central cllY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Columbia, s. c _______________________ _ 
In rcntral cltY------·-··------·--·­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Co tum bus, Ga •••• ----- •••••••••••••••• 
In central citY---------------------
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Columbus, Ohio .•••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Corpus Cbrlsti, TeL------------------­
In central city-------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Dallas, TeL. __ •••••••• ---------······ 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY---------------

Davenpon, Iowa-Rock Ialand-Holine, 
DL. __ • ·--...•.•• ·--------· ----------In central cities.. .•• _______________ _ 

Davenport, Iowa .............. . 
Rock Island, ill ..••.•..•.•.•.. 
MoUne, DL ......••••••••••••• 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 

Dayton, 0 bio. -----··----- ------------·-
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Decatur, m.---------------------------
In central cltY-------·-·-·---·-·-·-Outside central city _______ ,_ ______ _ 

Denver, Colo _________________________ _ 

In central citY---------------------
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Deslloines, Iowa·--------·---·-·-·· 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Detroit, Mich.-------------------------
In central city ••••.•••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Duluth, Minn.-SupOrior, Wis ••••••••••• In central cities ___________________ _ 
Duluth, Minn. _____________ _ 
Superior, Wis •••••••••••••••••• 

Outside central cities. ••••••••••••• 

Durham, N.C ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside centro! city ••••••••••••••• 

El Paso, TeL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city! •••••••••••••• 

Brie. Pa ..• ·-···------------------------
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central cltY------~----·-·-

Bvansnlle, Ind •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central city ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city-----·-·-------

Fall Rinr-New Bedford, J4aaa.. ______ _ In central cities. ________________ _ 

Fall River-----······-··----·­
New Bed!ord ••••••••••••••••• 

Outside central cities. ••••••••••••• 

Flint, llich.. ••••• ·-------------·-·-·-·-
In central citY-----·······-·-·---·-Outside central city ______________ _ 

· Fort Wayne, Ind.~------······-···-·-·­
In central citY---------------------Outside central city ______________ _ 

Fort Worth, TeL .•••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Fresno, Calif ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY----------··-········ 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Gal'fe.ston. TeL •••••• -----------······· 
In central cltY---------··········-
Outaide central city ••••••••••••• _ 

'789, 309 
455,610 
333,699 

I, 214. 94S 
878,336 
336,607. 

89, 655 
62,396 
27, 159 

92,478 

"'· 280 39, 198 

385, '196 
306,087 
69,709 

70, 67'T 
67,301 
13,376 

376,648 

""'· 734 81,814 

174,995 
143,422 
66,039 
42, 7i6 
34.008 
31,573 

2'11, 513 
210,718 
60,795 

85,784 
69,305 
6,459 

SII4,S72 
322.412 
61,960 

ISS, 9'13 
159.819 
24,154 

2, 291,897 
1, 623,452 

672,416 

167,098 
136,201 
101,065 
35, 136 
20,827 

82,88S 
60,195 
9,488 

116,801 
96,81U 
18,991 

184,039 
116,955 
17,084 

141,614 
97,062 ...... 

2'12, 848 
22h, 769 
115,428 
110,341 
46,879 

188,654 
151,543 
37,011 

134. S86 
118,410 
16,976 

207,877 
177,662 
30,016 

97,1504 
60.886 
36,819 

11, 877 
60,862 
10,816 

PopuJation Population Population Area In 
square 
miles 

per square Population 
milo 

Area in 
square 
miles 

per square Population 
mile 

Area In 
square 
miles 

per square Population 
mile 

Area in 
square 

· miles 

Population 
per square 

mile 

521. D 
72.4 

449.6 

"338.2 
73.1 

263.1 

123.2 
8.8 

114..4. 

185. 5 
6.3 

179.2 

219.8 
39.0 

180.8 

295.7 
9.3 

286.4 

649.8 
40.6 

609.2 

129.2 
34.1 
18.1 
9.1 
8.9 

95.1 

124.8 
23.7 

171.1 

27.6 
9.6 

18.0 

MI.O 
67.9 

283.1 

210.2 
53.8 

166.4 

818.S 
137.9 
718.4 

458.4 
98.9 
82.3 
36.6 

369.6 

108.4 
13.3 
93.1 

96.1 
13.6 
81.5 

8U 
16.2 
72.3 

178.8 
9.7 

167.1 

810.3 
63.0 
33.9 
19.1 

257.3 

144. 6 
29.3 

116.2 ' 

141.1 
17.1 

124.0 

287.3 
49.8 

237.6 

184.8 
9.9 

164.7 

120.4 
8.1 

122.3 

1,612.4 
6, 293.0 

742.4 

8, 813.8 
12,015.6 

1,279. 4 

728.9 
7,090.5 

237.4. 

498.6 
8,457.1 

218.7 

1, 884.. 2 
7,848. 4 

330.2 

239.0 
6, 161.4 

46.7 

884.9 
7,259.6 

160.7 

1, SM. 6 
4, 20.5. g 
3,648. 6 
4., 700.5 
6,015. 7 

332.0 

'1,393.8 
8,891.1 

356.3 

s.ssu 
6,242. 6 

368.8 

1,127. 2 
6,568.4 

218.9 

876.2 
2, 970.6 

164.4 

2, 881.1 
11,772.7 

1136.0 

842.7 
1,3n.2 
1,622. 2 

960.0 
68.1 

8'4.8 
4,625. 9 

101.9 

1, 217.7 
7, 118.4 

233.0 

1, 614. 8 
7,219.4 

236.3 

801.0 
10,006.4 

200.6 

8'18. 7 
4,259.8 
3,405.0 
6,m.o 

182.2 

1, 304.9 
6,172.1 

321.3 

962.4 
8, 924.6 

128.8 

722.9 
3, .. 7.6 

126.4 

592.4 
0, 129.8 

238.0 

649.7 
7,513.8 

88.4 

769,464 
451,160 
308,304: 

I, 1114, 989 
900,429 
2114, .. o 

340,400 
200, 564 
49,836 

302,858 
260,475 
49,183 

164,491 
60,761 
60,751 

619.66 
71.41 

448.16 

SIO. 20 
70.76 

239.44 

219.17 
38.46 

180.71 

!04.42 
41.78 

462.04 

128.11 
18.07 
18.07 

1, 481.7 
6,317. g 

687.9 

8, 852.8 
12, i25.1 
1, 230.2 

1, 553.1 
7,555.0 

275.8 

SIS. 9 
8,234.4 

106.3 

1, 220.8 
3, 362.0 
3,362. 0 

808,850 
401,247 
205,603 

925, '120 
796,841 
128,879 

280,338 
237,031 
23,307 

195,585 
158,976 
36,589 

331.2 
71.1 

200.1 

232.8 .... 
170.2 

129.1 
22.6 

103.6 

!04. 4 
41.8 

4ll2.6 

1, 832.3 
6,643.4 

'RIO. 6 

s, 979.9 
14, 128.4 

73L4 

2,084.. 6 
10,488.1 

225.2 

S87. 7 
3,803. 3 

79.1 

683, 804 
363,.591 
200,213 

613,210 
560,683 
62,607 

199,148 
181, 511 
17,635 

174.8 
49.8 

124.8 

181.2 
45.6 

116.6 

12U 
22.6 

103.6 

a, 220.1 
7,301. 0 
I, 004.3 

S, Bot.4 
12,295.2 

455.1 

1, 5'19. 3 
8, 031.6 

170.4 

---··ga;74(t -----iOS:48- ____ ,_SM:"i- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
251,928 180. 12 1, 398. 1 189,380 180. 1 1, 051. 4 146, 121 180. 1 806. 8 
200,982 18. 13 11, 085. 6 152, 559 18. 1 8, 428. 7 116, 677 18. 1 6, 440. 7 
60,946 161.99 314.6 36,801 162.0 2Zl.2 28,644 162.0 176.2 

------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
330,181 
287,861 
42.900 

180,983 
142,559 
18,404 

2.104. 704 
1,568. 662 

636,102 

166,390 
101,463 
101,463 

205.09 
57.9.5 

247.14 

20!1. 97 
54.00 

149.07 

748. 62 
137.00 
008.62 

443. 86 
62."' 
82.3< 

1, 084..1 
4,967.4 

173.6 

72U 
2, 040.0 

123.6 

2, 819.4 
11,375.4 

880.8 

350.3 
1, 627.6 
1,677.6 

284,232 
256,491 

7, 741 

139,997 
128,468 
13,529 

1,165, 1113 
993,078 
171,476 

72.2 
57.9 
14.3 

203.1 
64.0 

149.1 

273.8 
77.9 

195.9 

3, 659.7 
4,429.9 

641.3 

889.S 
2,342.0 

90.7 

4,251.1 
12,755.8 

875.3 

219,314 
213,381 

6,933 

500,982 
465,766 
35,216 

72.1 
67.8 
14.3 

150.9 
40.8 

110.1 

3, Mi. 8 
3, 691.7 

414.9 

S, 320.0 
11,415.8 

319.9 

·····53;92r --·-·asrar ------i4i~4- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

------------ --·--------- --·--------- ----·------- ------------ -··-·------- ------------ ------------ --------------------·-·· ----------·- ------------ ------------ ·----------- -·---------- ------------ ------------ ----------------------·- ------·----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ·--·-------· 
118,481 
102,421 
16,040 

129, 817 
115,907 
13,850 

123,130 
102,249 
20,881 

2'13, 066 
2Zl,871 
115,274 
112,597 

45, 184 

119,939 
156,492 
23,447 

128,658 
114,946 
11,612 

174,171 
163,447 
11,128 

290. 82 
13.50 

Zl7.32 

89.00 
19.25 
69.76 

148. 60 
8. 71 

139.89 

312. 60 
61. 89 
32.00 
18. 9ll 

260. 01 

141.44 
29.07 

111.77 

138.118 
17.19 

121.39 

170.80 
46.40 

124. :>) 

407.3 
7,686. 7 

67.8 

1,458. 8 
6,024.3 

198.6 

828.8 
11,739.3 

149.3 

8'f3. 8 
4,390.4 
3,503.8 
6,929.3 

173.4 

1, 212.2 
5,274..4 

209.8 

913.2 
6,686.8 

95.7 

1, 023.8 
3,522. 6 

89.6 

-----··----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------
------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ ·----------- ·---------------------·- ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ -·---------- -·--·-------
------·--·-· ----------·- ------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------------------ --·---·----- ----------- ------------ ------------- ------------------------ -------·---- -----·--·--- ----·------- ------------ --·---------

274,341 
241,702 
120,485 
121,217 
32,643 

Sl2. 6 
61.9 
32.9 
19.0 

200.6 

87'T,9 
4., 657.1 
3, 662.2 
6, 379.8 

125.3 

241, 822 
215,947 
110,295 
96,652 
25,675 

Sl2. 6 
61.9 
32.9 
19.0 

260.6 

7'13. 9 
4,160.8 
3,626.0 
5,086.9 

98.6 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------------------ ------------ --·--------- -----·------ ------------ -----------------------· ------·----- ------·----- ------------ ·----------- ------·-----
------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· --------·--- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·---·--------- -----·------ ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------

129,744 
106,482 
23,262 

170.8 
46.4 

12<.2 
780. 6 ------------ ------------ ------------

2,294.9 ------------ ------------ ------------
187. a ------------ -----·------· -----------

________ _:-___ ------------ ------------ ·----------- --------·--- ------------ ------·-·--- __________ :;_ --·---------
--·-------·· -·---------- ------------ ------------ --·---·----- ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------------------ ------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ -·---------- ------------
·----------- ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ---.,-··------ -----------­------------ ------------ ------------ ----·--·---- ------------ ------------ ··---------- ------------ ----------------------·- ---------·-- ----·------- ---------·-- ----------- ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ . 



GENERAL TABLES 29 

TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE: 
1910-40--Continued 

KETilOPOUTAN DlSTIDC'l' 

Population 

Grand Rapids, JIJoh ___________________ 209,871 In central city _____________________ 164,202 
Outside central city------···-····- 45,581 

Greensboro, N. 0 .••••••••••••••••••••• 'TS, 055 
In central city •••••••••••• ! .••••••• 69,319 
Outside central citY--------------- 13,736 

:Uam.llton-Middletown, Ohio ___________ 112,886 In central cities ____________________ 81,812 
Hamilton ___ ••••• ------------ 60,592 
Middletown ••• ___ ---------- •• 31,220 

Outside central cities. ••••••••••••• 30,874 

Harris burg, Pa.-----------------------.. 173,387 
In central citY------------------··· 83,893 
Outside central city ••••••••• ~---·- SD,474 

llartford-New Britain, CoDD..---··----- 602,198 
In central cities. ••••••••••••••••••• 234,952 

Hartford •.•••••••••••••••••••• 166,267 
New Brital.o •••••••••••••••••• 68,685 

Outside central cities. ••••••••••••• 267,241 

llouston, Tu .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 610,997 
In central citY-------------········ 384,514 
Outside central city·········------ 125,883 

Huntington, W. Va.-Ashland, Ky ••••••• 170,979 
In central cities .•.••••••••••••••••• 108,373 

Huntington, W.Va.. •••••••••• 78,836 
Ashland, KY----··-··--·----- 29,537 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 62,606 

Indianapolis, Ind •••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY------------···-····· 
Outside central citY---·--····--··-

4611,3117 
386,972 
68,385 

Jackson, Miss ••••• ~-----···-·-···-·-_ •• 88, ODS 
In central city-----·-··------------ 62,107 
Outside central citY--------------- 25,896 

Jacksonville, Fla ••••• ------------····._ 196,619 
In central city-------·········-···· 173,005 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 22,554 

JobJUitown, Pa.·--······-···-·····---- llil, 781 
In central citY------·--·----------- 66,668 
Outside central citY------···----·- 85,113 

Kalamazoo, Mich •••••••••••••••••••••• '11, 218 
In central citY------·-············· 64,097 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 23, 116 

Ka.nsu City, 'l!o.·Kansaa City, Kana •••• 8S4,099 
In central cities •••••••••••••••••••• 620,636 

Kansas City, Mo .••••••••••••• 399,178 
Kansas City, Kam •••••••••••• 121,458 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 113,457 

Knozville, Tenn •••••••••••••••••• ------
In central city------········-------
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

16~ 829 
111,580 
A0,249 

Lancaster, Pa ••••• --·- ···-········----- 19i,027 
In central city--------·---········- 61,345 
Outside central citY-----··-······· 70,682 

Lansinr. Mich. •••••••••••• ------ ••••••• 110,866 
In central citY---------··--········ 78,753 
Outside central citY--------······· 31,603 

Lincoln, Nebr •• ----------·--········--
In central city-----···-··-········-
Outside central citY------········-

88,181 
81,984 

6,207 

LiWe Rock, Ark.. .................. ~----· 128.724 
In central citY--~---··········----- 8S,009 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 38,685 

Los Angeles, CaUl. ••• - •••••••••••••••• s, 904,698 
In central citY-----------····-----· ~ ""'277 
Outside central cltY----······----- 1,400,319 

louia'fille, Ky --·-···-·-................. 494,408 
In central city ••••••••••••••••••••• 319,077 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 116,331 

loweU-La.wrenee·li&YerhiU, lf&u_ ••• 334,969 
In central cities •• -----··-·····-··· 232,464 

LowelL •• -------·····---···· 101,389 
Lawrence----·····-----··· 84, 3Zl 
HaverhilL •••••••••••••••••••• 46,752 

Outside central citiea •••••••••••••• 102,006 

ll&con, Ga .••• ___ ······--···---·····---
In central citY-------·-···--······-
Outside central city ................ 

74,830 
67,865 
16,965 

ll&dison, Witl ............................ '1B,S49 
In central citY~-----·-···-········· 67,447 
Outmde central city .................... 10,002 

ll&nohellter, ll'. B---······-········· 8~ ... 
In central citY~---···········-···· 77,685 
Olltalde oeDtral olty .................... - 4,247 

1940 

Area. in 
square 
mlles 

142.9 
Zl. 0 

119.9 

Tll.' 
18. 0 
54.2 

226.2 
11.9 
6.6 
6.3 

213.3 

130.1 
6.2 

123.9 

678.8 
31.1 
17.4 
13.7 

647.6 

1, 024.8 
72.8 

951.6 

m.o 
20.6 
12.6 
8.0 

234.4 

9111. 8 
53.6 

262.2 

498.8 
16. 1 

420.2 

242.9 
30.2 

212.0 

216.7 
6.6 

210.1 

7S.S 
8.6 

64.8 

600.4 
77.8 
68.6 
19.2 

f22.6 

1100.9 
26.4 

175.6 

IIM.O 
3.9 

230.1 

108.1 
11.6 
116.6 

110.7 
24.3 
8U 

m.o 
17.9 
96.1 

1,640.8 
448.3 

~022.6 

464.4 
37.9 

-i16. 6 

284.0 
61.6 
12.9 
6.7 

32.0 
242.4 

eu 
8.0 

86.4 

60.7 
8.1 

44.6 

69.7 
32.1 
87.8 

1930 1920 1910 

Population 
per square :PopolaUon 

mne 

Area in 
squaro 
mnes 

Population Aroo In 
square 
mHos 

Populo.tlon A rna In 
IQilRnt 
mllos 

PopulDtfon 
por squaro 

mile 

1, 48B. 7 
7,143.1 

380.2 

1, Oil. 8 
3,295.5 

263.4 

600.4 
6,875. 0 
7,005.6 
6,890. 6 

144-7 

1, 332.6 
13,531.1 

722.1 

887.9 
7,554. 7 
9, 555. 6 
6,013.5 

488.1 

488.8 
6,2818 

132.3 

670.6 
5, 260.8 
6,256.8 
3,6£2.1 

267.1 

1,441.. 
7,219.6 

260.8 

201.7 
3,857.6 

6L6 

807,7 
6, 730.6 

106.4 

703.7 
11,90.5.0 

405.1 

1,053.-i s. 364.4 
356.7 

1, 287.2 
6,692.0 
6,811.9 
6,325. 9 

268.6 

766.7 
4. 302.. 

222.3 

664.. 
16,729.5 

3<17.2 

207, 1M 
168,592 
23,662 

13B. sa 
23.02 

113.33 

per squaro Population 
mlle 

1, 619. s 
7,323. 7 

340.3 

164,284 
137,634 
16,630 

198.8 
Zl.O 

113.3 

persquarc Population 
mllo 

1,181.8 
6, 984.1 

146.8 

128,283 
112,571 
15, 61)2 

ISU 
:13.0 

ll3.3 

941.0 
4, 8\)f. 4 

138.6 

:::::::::::: ::::::::::z ::::::::::-:: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

161, 8'12 129.62 
80,339 6.19 
81,333 123.33 

471,186 686.06 
164,072 15.88 
164,072 15.88 

1, 248. a 
12,978.8 

669.5 

833.9 
10,332.0 
10,332.0 

381,876 
138,036 
138,006 

685.1 
IU 
15. g 

6'16. 8 ------------ ------------ ------------
8,681. 6 ------------ ------------ ------------8,681. 6 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• : ••• 

---·w;iia· -----MD~i7- ------ss9~2- --··w;83ii. -----·Mr2· ------• ._ro· :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
399,218 '199. 20 424,4 171,082 799.2 21(. 0 ------------ ----------- ---------·--
292, 352 71.79 4, 072.3 138,276 71.8 1, 026. R •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
4.6,864 727.41 64..4 32,786 727.4 46.1 ····-------- ------------------------

183,387 !64. 27 818.2 ----------·- ------------ ................ ·----------- ------------ ----------·· 
1()4, 646 23.77 4, 402.4 .............. ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
75,572 16.Zl 4,644.9 ·----------- ------------------------------------------------------------
29,074 7.50 3,876.li ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
68,721 240.50 244.2 ----·------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·------·----

417,886 
364,161 
53,524 

811.'16 
64.15 

267.60 

1, 989.8 
0, 725.0 

207.8 

389, 106 
314, 194 
24,911 

H0.6 
43.6 

196.9 

~410.0 
7, 200.3 

126.6 

237,788 
233,650 

4,133 

43.6 
33.0 
19.6 

a, ue. s 
7, Of!(). 3 

aoa. o 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ -------·----
----·-----~- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ............................ . 

148,718 
129,549 
19,164 

147,811 
66,993 
80,618 

918.06 
26.38 

191.68 

178.116 
6.46 

174.45 

882.0 
4, 910.9 

100.0 

820.6 
12,202.3 

462.1 

-----------· -------·---- ------------ ------------ ------------ ............... . 

---·-------- ------------ .............. ------------ ------------ ------------ ------···--- ------------ -----------· ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------·-·--- ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ---------··- ------------ ---·--------
808,188 f64. 61 
521,603 79.01 
399,746 68.55 
121,857 20.46 
88,683 375.60 

136,714 192. 8S 
105,802 26.40 
29,912 166.23 

129, 168 231.70 
59,949 3.27 
63,207 ~.43 

1, 838.1 
0,601. 7 
6,827.4 
6, 955.9 

Zl0.6 

70U 
4,007. 7 

179.9 

631.6 
18,333.0 

276.7 

4'17, 864 
421i,587 
324,410 
101,1'17 
61,767 

flU 
74.3 
68.0 
15.8 

338.2 

1, 167.2 
li, 728.0 
6,545. 5 
6, 403.6 

163.1 

S40, 448 
330,712 
24!1, 381 
82,331 
9, 734 

98.9 
76.6 
68.6 
17.1 
21.3 

I, 618.4 
4, 374.6 
4, 245.8 
4,814.7 

4li7.0 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ _________ ., __ 
-----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --·-------------------·- ·----------- ---------··· ------------ ------------ ------·----------------- ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ............... .. 

1, 020.9 ------------ -·---------- --------·--- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·· 
6, 789.1 -----------· ------------ ·----------- -----------· ----·------- -----------· ------------ ·----------- ----------·· 

327.5 ··---------- ------------ ------·----- -----------· ----·------- ------------ ·----------- ·----------- ------------

1118.7 ·---------·- • ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -··--------- ------·----- -----------· 
3,373. 8 ------------ •••••••••••••••••••••••• ------------ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• •••••••••••• 

7L8 .......................... -·----······ ............... -··········· •••••••••••• ·••••••••••• ................. ·•···•••···· 

1, 111. II 
4,~18.4 

402.6 

1, BU. 1 
3, 3M. 6 
1,281.8 

868.0 
8,418.9 

276.9 

~ U9.4 
4, 505.1 
7,859.6 

12.585.6 
l, 461.0 

f22.9 

801.11 
7, 233.1 

198.7 

1, 488.7 
8,326.8 

244-4 

1,176.6 
2,420.1 

118.0 

118,137 108.89 
81,670 17.76 
31,458 OL24 

2, 818, 528 ~47U4 
~238,018 440.32 
~0l0,478 1,034. 02 

1,098.0 
4,601. 6 

344-8 

------------ ------------ .............................. ------------ ............. . ------------ ·----------- -----------· .............. -·------·--- ............. . -----------· -----------· ------------ -----·------ ------------ .............. . 
1,670.6 879,008 ~m.• 878.6 m,026 m.o 1,108.4 
2,811.7 676,673 305.7 1,576.9 3HI,l98 99.2 3,217.7 
1,0«.9 302,335 933.7 323.8 119,0'28 296.8 402.4 

4.04, 398 483.92 87L 7 818,1119 194.8 960.9 288, 168 121.1 1,194..1 
307,745 35.98 8,M3.2 234,891 22.4 10,480.2 223,928 20.7 10,817.8 
oo, as1 m.lK 220. s sa, 268 312. 2 266.1 62, zao 200." a1o. a 

1!2, 028 292. 18 1, 198. t M2, '108 292. 2 1, I'll. 8 80'1, 189 192. 2 I, 061. I 
185,302 20.13 9 205.3 'IJJ7,029 20.1 10,300.0 192,186 20.1 ~001.6 
100,234 13.38 1,491.3 112,759 13.4 8,41f.9 106,294 ta.4 ,932.4. 
85. 068 6. 76 12,602. 7 M, 270 6. 7 14,070.1 &, 892 6. 7 12, 81U. 7 

--·-it6;726- ·-·-·mas· ------Mo:a· ----iu;en· ······m·r ······•gs:s· ····ii6;003· ------27i"i~ --u··-422."a 
-----·------ ------------ ----------·· ----~·------ ··-----·---- ----------~ ·----------- ------------ ----·------· --··----·--- ··---------- ------------ ----·-----·· ----------·- ------------ ------·----- ------------ ............... . ------------ ________ .. ___ ------------ ............... -·-----·---- ............... ·----·------ ----·-·----- ............. .. 
------------ ------------ .................. ------------ ................ ------------ ~-·-·-··---- ............................. .. ------------ ------------ ----------·- ----·------- ---------·-- ------------ ··---------- ............... ------------------------ -·--·------- -----·------ -----·----·- .............................................. ------------ --------·--· 
---------·-- -----------· ------------ --··-------- -·-----··--- ------------ ................................ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ................. --···------- -·---------- ................ ----------·- ................ .. ..................................................... ______ ....................... -·---------- ................................ ______ ,. __ _ 



30 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE: 
191Q-4Q-Continued 

IIETROPOLITAN DISTRICT 

Hem phis, Tenn ••• --.---------•••••••• 
In Ci'ntral citY--------------------­
Outside central city--·------------

ldiami, Fla ______ ·----------------------In centrnl city ____________________ _ 

Outside central citY---------------

Milwaukee, Wis.----------------------In centrol city ____________________ _ 

Outside centrnl citY--------------­

Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn.. ••••••••••• 
In central cities ..•.•••••••••••••••• 

Minneapolis •.•••••••••• --- •••• 
St. PauL •.••.••••••••••••••••. 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 

Mobile, Ala .••••••• ------ •• ___ ------ ••• 
In ccntml city--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Montgomery, Ala ••••• -----· ••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••. 

N a.sh ville, Tenn ••• -------- •••• --------
In central cltY--------·-----------­
Outsi!ie central city---------------

New Raven, Conn ••••••••••••••••••••. 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY---------------

New Orleans, La .••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside centro! citY---------------

NewYork-Northeaatern New Jersey •• 
In centrnl clllcs _ _ ------···------ _ 
Outside centro.l cities •••••••••••••• 

liew York Division •••••••••••••• 
New York CitY--------------­
Outside citY-----------------

New Jersey Division ••••••••••••• 
In centro.l cities ••••••••••••• .=. 

Eliza beth_ •••••••••••••••••• 
1ersoy CitY-----------------
Newark.----- •• ------------­
Paterson ••••••••• -----------

Outside central cities ••••••.••• 

Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, 
va .• ____ ----------------------------In central cities __________________ _ 

Norrolk .. ---------------------
Portsmouth._------- •••••••••• 
Newport News ..•••••••••••••. 

Outside central cities.. ••••••••••••• 

Oklahoma City, Okla.. ••••••••••••••••• 
In central city--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Omaha, Nebr.-Council Bluff's, Iowa ••• In centml cities __________________ _ 

Omaha, Nebr ----------------­
Council Bluffs, Iowa .••••••••• 

Outside central cities •• ___________ _ 

Peoria, m. _____ -----------------------
In central CitY--------------------­
Outside central city------········-

Philadelphia, Pa .• ------------····---­
In central citY------·····---·-----­
Outside central city---------------

Phoeni:l:, Ariz----_ • --------- -----------
In central city .•••••••••••••••••••• 
Outside central citY;---------------

Pittl burgh, Pa .••• ---------- ••••• -----­
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central city---------------

Portland, Maine .• ---------------------
In central city----------------····­
Outside central city---··········--

Portland, Oreg.----· •••••••••• ---- ••••• 
In central city ____ ------------····-
Outside central city------------··· 

Providence,ll. ! ...................... . 
In centrnl city ---------------···-­
Outside centrnl city----·-····--·--

Pueblo, Colo •••••. ----------·······-----
In Cf'ntral cltY---------···-··-----­
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

PopulatiOn 

382,477 
21)2, 942 
39,535 

200,637 
172, 172 
78,365 

790,336 
587,472 
202.864 

911, 07'1 
780, 106 
492,370 
287,736 
130,971 

114,906 
78,720 
36,186 

93,697 
78,084 
15,613 

241,789 
167,402 
74,367 

308,228 
160,605 
I47, 623 

640,030 
494,537 
45,493 

11,690, 1120 
8, 435,496 
3,265,024 

8, 707,868 
7, 454,995 
1, 252, 671 

.. 982,854 
9&1,501 
109,912 
301,173 
429,760 
139,656 

2,002, 353 

330,398 
232.144 
144,332 

50,745 
37,067 
98;252 

221,229 
204.424 

16,805 

287,698 
265,283 
223,844 
41,439 
22,415 

182, 666 
I05,087 
57,479 

2, 898,844 
1, 931,334 

967,310 

121,828 
65,414 
66,414 

1, 994,080 
671, 6SO 

I, 322,401 

106,666 
73,643 
32,923 

409,408 
305,394 
101,012 

7'11, 600 
253,504 
457, GOO 

82,039 
62, 162 
9,877 

194<1 

Area In 
sQunro 
miles 

288.2 
45.6 

242.0 

184.0 
30.3 

133.7 

250.8 
43.4 

200.9 

528.0 
106.0 
53.8 
52.2 

422.0 

88.5 
11.7 
76.8 

183.2 
20.3 

I42.9 

316.9 
22.0 

293.9 

242.8 
17.9 

224.4 

333.8 
199.4 
134.4 

2, 580.9 
356.7 

2, 204.2 

1, 384.6 
m.o 

1,065. 6 

1,198. 3 
57.7 
11.7 
14.3 
23.6 
8.1 

I,138. 6 

441.9 
38.1 
28.2 
6.2 
3. 7 

403.8 

176.9 
49.8 

I26.1 

199.0 
54.2 
38.9 
15.3 

144.8 

109.0 
12.4 
96.6 

I, 021. S 
127.2 
89<.1 

132.1 
9. 7 

I22.4 

1, 624. 5 
52.1 

1, 572.4 

96.3 
21.6 
73.7 

307.4 
63.5 

243.9 

&oll.3 
17.9 

487.4 

71.9 
10.0 
6L9 

Population 
per square 

mlle 

I,15S. 6 
6,424.2 

163.0 

~ 527.7 
5, 682.2 

586.1 

3,157. 8 
I3, 536.2 

980.5 

1, 725.6 
7,359. 5 
9, 151.9 
S,512. 2 

310.4 

I, 298.4 
6, 728.2 

471.2 

574.1 
3,846. 5 

109.3 

785.3 
7,609.2 

253.0 

1, 212. 1 
8, 972.3 

657.9 

1, 617.8 
2,480.1 

338.5 

4, 585.0 
23,&18. 7 
1,476. 7 

8, 381.1 
24,933. 1 
I,I75. 6 

2,493.4 
16, 993.I 
9,394. 2 

21,061.0 
IS. 210.2 
I7, 241.5 
I, 758.6 

747.7 
6,093.0 
5,ll8. 2 
8, 184. 7 

10,018.1 
242.3 

1, 257.7 
4.104. 9 

I33.3 

1, 445.7 
4,894. 5 
5, 754.3 
2, 708.4 

154.8 

1,491.4 
8.474.8 

595.0 

2. sas. 2 
15,183.4 
1,081.9 

92'2. 2 
6, 743. 7 

460.9 

1,227.6 
I2, 891.7 

841.0 

1,118. 2 
3, 409.4 

446.7 

1, 322.1 
4,809.4 

414.2 

1,408.1 
14,162.2 

939.7 

882.9 
5, 216.2 

lli9.6 

Population 

276, 128 
253, 143 
22,983 

132, 189 
110,637 
21,552 

743,414 
578,249 
165,165 

832,258 
735,962 
464,356 
271,600 
~,296 

209,422 
I53,866 
55,556 

293, '124 
162,655 
131,069 

494,817 
458,762 
36, 115 

10,901,424 
7, 942,600 
.. 958.824 

7, 986,368 
6, 930,446 
I,055, 922 

.. 915,058 
1,012,154 

114,589 
316,715 
442.337 
138, 513 

1.002,002 

273,233 
209,831 
129,no 
45,704 
34,417 
63,402 

202,163 
I85,389 
16,774 

213,851 
256,054 
214,006 
42,048 
I7, 797 

144,732 
I04,969 
39,763 

2, 847, 148 
I, 950,961 

~96, 187 

1930 

Area In 
SCJUtlfe 
miles 

221.18 
45.67 

I75.49 

111. 59 
43.00 
68.56 

241.70 
41.14 

!!00. 56 

626.37 
107. 55 
55.38 
52.17 

417.82 

323.38 
25.97 

297.39 

249.07 
17.91 

231.16 

287.02 
196.00 
91.02 

2, 514. II 
353.36 

2, HiO. 75 

1, 354. 'Z1 
299.00 

1,055. 27 

1,159. 84 
54.36 
9.73 

13.00 
23.57 
8.06 

1,105.48 

488. 69 
37.00 
28.00 
5.00 
4.00 

431.59 

181.78 
30.35 

151.43 

204.98 
52.80 
39.10 
13.70 

152.18 

IOti.M 
12.28 
93.26 

993. 89 
128.00 
805.89 

Population 
per square 

mlle 

1, 248. 5 
5, 542.9 

I31.0 

1, 184.9 
2,573.0 

314.4 

3,075.8 
14,055.6 

823.5 

1, 584. 1 
6, 843.0 
8,384.9 
5, 206.2 

230.5 

847.6 
5, 924.8 

186.8 

1, 1'19. s 
9, 081.8 

567.0 

1, 724.2 
2, 340.6 

396..8 

4,338.1 
22,477.4 
1,300.4 

6,897.2 
23,178.7 
1, 000.6 

2,519.9 
I8, 619. 5 
11,776.9 
24,362.7 
18,767.0 
17,185.2 
1, 721.3 

589.1 
5, 671.1 
4, 632.5 
9,140. 8 
8,604. 3 

I46.9 

I, 112.I 
6,108.4 

110.8 

1, 338.0 
4, 849.5 
5,473.3 
3,069.2 

116.9 

1,3'1l.3 
8,548.0 

426.4 

2,884. 7 
I5, 241.9 

I,035.0 

Population 

214. 189 
162,351 
51,818 

537, 75r 
457, 147 
so, 590 

629,218 
615,280 
380,582 
234,698 
I3, 936 

158,238 
us, 3i2 
37,896 

258,912 
162,537 

96,375 

397,915 
387,219 

IO, 696 

7, 910,416 
5, 620,048 
2, 290,367 

289,179 
205, 760 
115,777 
54,387 
35,596 
83,419 

238,083 
m,763 
191, 601 
36, 162 
8,320 

2, 40'1, 234 
I, 823,779 

583,455 

Area In 
square 
miles 

221.2 
45.7 

I76. 5 

200.4 
25.3 

I75.I 

147.3 
IOI. 9 
49.7 
52.2 
46.4 

323.4 
26.0 

297.4: 

249.0 
17.9 

231.1 

197.3 
178.0 
19.3 

1,174. 8 
299.0 
875.8 

468.6 
37.0 
28.0 
5.0 
4.0 

43I.6 

205.0 
52.8 
39.1 
13. 7 

162.2 

765.4 
128.0 
627.4 

I Popu1atfon 
per square 

mlle 

968.2 
a, 552. 5 

295.3 

2, ass. s 
18,069.1 

460.3 

4. 211.7 
6, OOS.I 
7, 657.6 
4,496.1 

307.0 

483.1 
4, 55I. 6 

127.4 

1, 039.8 
9,080.3 

417.0 

2, 018.8 
2, 175.4 

554.2 

8, 733.4 
IS. 796.1 
2,616.2 

817.1 
5, 561.1 
4,134. 9 

10,877.4 
8,899.0 

I93.3 

1,151. 6 
4,313.7 
4,900.3 
2, 639. 6 

54.7 

3, 186.7 
14,248.3 

930.0 

Popu1ntion 

159,474 
131, 105 
28,369 

427,175 
373,857 

53,318 

628,268 
516, 152 
301,408 
214,744 

I0,104 

1S7, 871 
110,364 
27,007 

208,151 
I33, 605 
72,546 

948,109 
339,075 

9,034 

8, 414, 588 
4, 766,883 
I, 707,685 

192,945 
153,388 
124,096 

29,292 
39,557 

I, 972, 342 
1, 549,008 

423,334 

1910 

Area In 
square 
miles 

221.2 
45.7 

175.6 

115.5 
22.8 

152.7 

147.7 
102.3 
50.1 
52.2 
45.4 

323.4 
26.0 

297.4 

249.0 
17.9 

23Ll 

215.9 
196.0 
I9.3 

963.9 
280.8 
677.1 

205.0 
52.8 
39.1 
13.7 

I52.2 

884.0 
I30.2 
553.8 

Population 
per square 

mlle 

720.9 
2, R68. 8 

I61. 6 

2,434. 0 
16,397.2 

349.2 

s. !83. 0 
5, 0.15. 5 
6,016.I 
4, 113.9 

222.6 

428.3 
4. 244.8 

92.6 

827.9 
7,464.0 

313.9 

1. 818.8 
1, 730.0 

468.1 

6, 717.1 
I6, 620.9 
2, 522.1 

941.8 
2, 905.I 
3,173.8 
2,138.1 

259.9 

2, ass. 6 
11,897.1 

704.{ 

------··---- ------------ --····------ -·---------- ----------·- ···-·------- -·---------- ------------ --------------·--------- ------------ ------------ ---------·-- -·---------- ------------ -------·---- ------------ -----------------------· ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ -------·----
I, 963,668 

669,817 
1,283, 851 

1, 828.05 
51.30 

1, 574. 7~ 

1, 201.6 
13,056..9 

816.3 

1, 207, 504 
588,343 
619,161 

859.4 
39.0 

619.5 

I, 831.2 
I4, 745.4 

009.6 

1, 042,855 
533,905 
608,960 

834.2 
41.4 

592.8 

1, 844.4 
12,896.3 

868.6 

------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ -----···---------------- ------------ -----------· -------.----- ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------
378, '128 
301,815 
76,913 

890,631 
252,981 
!37,650 

277.46 
63.45 

214.01 

605.33 
17.83 

487.50 

1, 385.0 
4. 756.7 

359.4 

1, 368.7 
14, 188.5 

897.7 

299,882 
258,288 
41,594 

444,228 
237,595 
206,033 

25I.2 
63.2 

188.0 

197.8 
17.8 

I79.8 

1, 193.8 
4. 086.8 

221.2 

2, 248.1 
13,348.0 
1, 149.2 

216,048 
207,214 

7,834 

396,972 
224,326 
17~046 

88.0 
. 48.4 

19.6 

197.8 
17.7 

179.9 

3,162. 6 
4.281.3 

399.7 

2,003. 9 
12.673.8 

9M,1 

-·---------- -----·------ --·--------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ ------------------------ ··--·------- ------------ ------------ ---·-·------ ------------ ----------·- ------------ ................ .. ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------·---- ---·-------- ------------



GENERAL TABLES 31 

TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE: 
191 0-4G-Continued 

• 

liETROPOLITAN DISTRICT 

Racine-Kenosha, Wis _________________ _ 
In central cities ___________________ _ 

Racine •••••••• ---------------­
Kenosha .•.••••• -------·-------Outside central cities _____________ _ 

Reading, Pa .••• ----- _ -----------. -----
In central citY---------------------Outside central city ______________ _ 

Richmond, Va. ------- _ -------------- __ 
, In central citY------------------··· 

.outside central cltY---------------

Jloa.nok.e, Va. ------------------. ·---- __ 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY------·-··-·-·-

lloohester, N. Y------······-·-·-------­
ln central citY---··---------------­
Outside central citY-------·-·-----

llookford, m ____________ ----------------
In centrnl citY----···-·-----------­
Outside central citY---------------

Sacramento, Calif •••••• ·····-----------
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central oltY--------·····--

Saginaw-Bay City, Mich.. •• - ••••••••••• 
In central cities •••••••••••••••••••• 

Saginaw---·--·-------· •••••••• 
Day CitY-------------······---

Outslde central cities.. ••••••••••••• 

St.1oseph, Mo ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY-----········--

St. Louis, Mo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY---------·····-

Salt Lake City, Utah.·-··---·······--­
In central city--·······-··-···----­
Outside central citY------------··· 

San Antonio. TeL---·········-·-·---
ln central citY--------------------­
Outside central citY-------------·· 

San Diego, 'Calif·-----·-·-----········-
ln central city ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ontside cent~ citY---------------

San FranciscO-Oakland, Calif _________ _ 
In central cities ___________________ _ 

. Snn Francisco ••••••••••••••••• 
Oakland .•••••••• -·-········-·· 

Outside central clties •••••••••••••• 
San lose, Calif ________________________ _ 

In central city--------------------­
Outside central citY---------------

Savannah, Ga ••• ·----------------------
• In centrnl citY-------------·-······· 

Outside central citY---------------

Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, Pa ••••••••••••• 
In central cities. ••••••••••••••••••• 

Scranton •••••••••••••••••••••• 
W likes-Barre .••••••••••••••••• 

Outside ce,ntral cities. ••••••••••••• 

Seattle, Wash. ••• ----·----··--········· 
In central city ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Shreveport, La ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central citY---------------·-···· 
Outside central clty ••••••••••••••• 

Sioux City, Iowa •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
- In central city ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Outside central citY---------------

South Bend, Ind.--------------······ 
In central city ••••. ----------·-·-·· 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Spokane, Wash .••••• :. ••••••••••••••••• 
In central city •••.••••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Springfield, m __________________ -····· 
In central city .••.••••••••••••••••• 
Outside central city ••••••••••••• ,.. 

Springlleld, lllo ••••• ·--·--······--·-·· 
In central citY----------------·-·· 
Outside central city ............... . 

Population 

135,076 
115,960 
67,195 
48,765 
19, 115 

176,866 
110,568 
64,787 

246,674 
193,042 

62,632 

110, 698 
6P, 287 
41,306 

411,970 
324,975 
86,G95 

106,269 
84,637 
20,622 

168,999 
105,958 
63,041 

163,388 
]30, 750 
82,794 
47,956 
22,638 

88,991 
75,711 
11,280 

1, 387,977 
816,048 
651,929 

1104,488 
149,934 
64,554 

319,010 
253,854 
65, 156 

2.58, 388 
203,341 
63,0ZI 

1, 428, 626 
036,699 
1134,536 
302,163 
491,826 

129,867 
68,457 
60,910 

117, 9'10 
95,9£16 
21,974 

829, 681 
226,6-10 
140,404 
80,236 

402,941 

4112, 839 
368,302 
.84,337 

112,226 
OS. 167 
14,058 

87, '191 
82,3M 
6,427 

147,022 
101, 2(i8 
.f6, 7M 

141,870 
122,001 
19,369 

89,484 
75,503 
13,981 

'TO, 614 
61,238 
9,270 

1940 

Area In 
square 
mUcs 

188. 6 
16.3 
8. 7 
7.6 

172.2 

162.2 
8.8 

163.4 

80S. 9 
21.4 

282.6 

240.6 
10.7 

2211.8 

8011.9 
34.8 

271.1 

143.7 
12.0 

131.7 

489.2 
13.7 

465.5 

182. I 
26.2 
16.6 ••• 135.9 

108.8 
14.1 
94.7 

968.0 
61.0 

895.0 

45LO 
52.! 

3118.6 

488.8 
35.7 

430.6 

620.4 
fl5.3 

425.1 

1, 002. 9 
97.4 
44.6 
62.8 

905.5 

242. I 
14.8 

227.3 

44Ll 
IJ.l 

430,0 

886.6 
26.3 
19.4 
6.9 

&9.2 

216.3 
68.6 

147.8 

4U 
18.7 
29.7 

80.8 
45.0 
15.8 

165.8 
19. 7 

13S. 9 

218.8 
41.5 

237.3 

69.2 
9.6 

69.7 

88.2 
13.6 
74.6 

1930 1920 1910 

Population Population An-n In Populntlon 
per square Population 

mUe 

Area In 
square 
mUcs 

per square Population square 
mUo miles 

oer squnro Population 
milo 

Art'aln 
squnro 
Ulill'S 

Populntlon 
pt•r Sflunro 

milo 

718.8 
7, 114. I 
7, 723.6 
6,416.4 

111.0 

1, 081. 1 
12,564.6 

4.."2. 3 

808.4 
9, 020.7 

186.3 

459.8 
6, 475.4 

179.7 

1, 346.7 
9,338.4 

320.9 

732.6 
7, 053.1 

156.6 

338.9 
7, 734.2 

116.4 

948.3 
4, 090:5 
4, 987.6 
4,005.4 

166.6 

799.6 
5,369.6 

119.1 

1, 430.9 
13,377.8 

616.7 

453.4 
2, 855.9 

136.9 

884.1 
7, 110.8 

15L3 

m.6 
2, 133.7 

124.7 

1, 424.4 
0,617.0 

14,227.3 
6, 722.8 

643.2 

534.4 
4,fl21i.5 

2()8.0 

287.4 
8, 648.3 

61.1 

1, 633. 2 
8,617. 5 
7, 237,3 

12,408.0 
1,121.8 

2, 092. 6 
5,376. 7 

570.6 

ISS, 483 
117,804 
67,542 
50,262 
15,659 

170,486 
lll,171 
59,315 

220, 519 
182,929 
37,584 

103, 120 
69,206 
33,914 

398, 591 
328,132 
70,459 

10~204 
8.1),864 
17,340 

128, 995 
93,750 
33,245 

185.20 
15.00 
8. 61 
7.38 

169.21 

167.07 
9. 52 

147.55 

934.80 
24.00 

310.60 

291.00 
10.00 

221.00 

804.24 
34.23 

270.01 

138. 1'1 
11.74 

127.03 

482.02 
13. 7l 

448.31 

720.8 
7,367.4 
7,8«.6 
6,810.6 

92.6 

~085.4 
11,677.6 

402. 0 

859.0 
7,622.0 

121.0 

448.4 
6,920.6 

153.5 

I, 910. I 
9,586.1 

260.9 

749.7 
7,313.8 

136.5 

274.9 
6,838. 1 

74.2 

--------·--- ------------ ----------·· ·--~-------- ------·----- ------------

149,899 
107, 7M 
35,915 

194,890 
171,607 
23,223 

920,988 
295,750 
25,216 

167.1 
9. 6 

145.6 

334.8 
24.0 

310.6 

186. 0 .... 
155.5 

914.7 
11,3411.7 

24~7 

682.6 
7, 1ti2.8 

74.8 

I, 735.0 
10,025.4 

162.2 

168,869 
127,628 
31,031 

248, 512 
218, 141) 
30,363 

894.8 
24.0 

310.6 

188. 7 
20. 1 

100.6 

474.1 
&,317.8 

DU.O 

1,3Si.l 
10,sr.a. 2 

1H2.3 

------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------··--·- ·····----·-------------- ------------ ------------ ··-::--------- ------------ --------.---- ···--------- ---------·-· ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ··---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ---.--------- ------------···-----·--- ------------ ------------ ·····------- -----·------ ----------·· -----------· ---·-------- ------------
------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ----·------------------- -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· -----------· ------------ ------------··---------- ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·- ·----------- ------------

I, 293, 516 
821,960 
471,556 

184,451 
140,267 
44, 184 

279,271 
231,542 
47,729 

181,020 
147,995 
33,025 

1, 290,094 
OIR,457 
634,394 
284, Of.o3 
371,637 

103,428 
57,651 
<D,m 

105,431 
85,024 
20. 4fY1 

8.52, 912 
zm,ruo 
143,433 
86,626 

422,253 

420,883 
365, 5H3 ...... 

821. 64 
61.00 

760.54 

450.85 
52.04 

308.81 

467'.34 
35.72 

431.62 

332. 97 
93.64 

238.73 

825. 60 
95.16 
42.00 
53.16 

730.<4 

210.39 
7. 75 

202.64 

37'0.01 
7.00 

362.41 

394. 7'3 
20.TI 
19.32 
6.95 

368.-46 

209.90 
68.6<1 

141.40 

1, 574. 6 
13,-47-4.8 

620.0 

409.1 
2, 696.4 

110.8 

697.8 
6, 482.1 

110.6 

644.8 
l,S80.5 

138.3 

1, 682.8 
0, 651.7 

16, )Of. 6 
5,343.5 

608.8 

491. 8 
7,438.1!1 

225.9 

284.9 
11, IR?. 4 

56.3 

1, 852. 8 
8, 757.5 
7,424.1 

12,464. 2 
1,146.0 

2,004.1 
6, 337.0 

389.5 

952,012 
772.8D7 
179, 115 

150,086 
us, 110 
31,0.56 

117,996 
161,379 
16,616 

309.0 
61.0 

248.0 

4150.8 
52.0 

308.8 

467.8 
35.7 

431.6 

3, 080. 9 
~670.4 

m• 
332.9 

2,TII.3 
80.1 

380.9 
-4,520.4 

38.6 

828, 733 
687,020 
141,704. 

809.4 
61.4 

2-1ao 
11,878. D 

11, li!U ... 
671.4 

·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ -----------· -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·--- -----------· 
891,477 
722,037 
liOO, 676 
216,201 
108,640 

-447.7 
87.7 
42.0 
45.7 

360.0 

I, 991. 2 
8, 243. 3 

12,003. 7 
4, 7:11. 2 

468. 2! 

888, 879 
5U7,fm6 
416,012 
150,174 
119,787 

-462.2 
02.2 
46.5 
45.7 

300.0 

I, 619.0 
6,100.6 
8,0116.8 
3, 21!6.1 

332.7 

------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------ ·-------·--------------- ·----------- -----------· ----------·- ---------·-- ------------·----------- ------------ ------------ ·----------- ---------·-- ------------
------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ----·-·----- ------------------------ ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ -----·-----· 

674,264 
211, 616 
137,783 
73,833 

362,M8 

857,950 
315,312 
42,638 

394.7 
20.3 
10.3 
7.0 

368.4 

227.8 
68.6 

169.0 

1,464.9 s. 046. 2 
7,IaiJ.O 

10,647.0 
1)84.4 

1, 572. 7' 
5,3RO. 8 

262.3 

609,112 
100, U72 
120,807 
67,106 

312,HO 

299,269 
237, JIH 

2.1116 

304. 7 
20.3 
10.3 
7.0 

31:18.4 

84.8 
[,5, g 

••• 

1, 289. 9 
7,41!0, 4 
6, i:lll 9 
0,6H!I.4 

l:l47.3 

8, 721.1 
4, 243. 2 

247.0 

2', 918.7 ----------·- ------------ --------·-·- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·-----------
5, Z19. 6 ............. ------·-·--- ---········- -·--·-······ •••••••••••• ·······----- --·-········ --····--·-·- ............ . 

473.3 ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·-----· ------------ ------------ ----------·- ----------·- ------------

1,443.9 ---·-·------ ------·-·-·· --······---- --····-···-- --··-------- -·····-·-·-- --··-·--·--· -·········-- ·--·--·---·· 
1, 830.3 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ·------·----

343. 5 ··---------- ----------·- ··---------- ---····----- ------------ ------------ ------------ --·--------- ---·------·-

944.9 
6,140.5 
33~7 

607.1 
f2, roo. s 

81.6 

148.689 
104, 193 
42,376 

128,798 
1115,514 
13,284 

163. 80 
16.86 

136.74 

270.26 
40.3' 

2211.88 

964.2 
6, 179.9 

309.9 

478. 6 
2, 861.4 

57.8 

-·---------- ------------ ------------ ·····------- ------------ ------------·----------- ------------ ----------·- ···-----·--- ---------·-- ---·--·--·-------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·--------
114,238 
104,437 

9, 700 

270.8 
40.4 

220.0 

422.6 
2, 5.\Qi. I .... 123,922 

104,402 
19, t2t.o 

270.3 
40.4 

22U 

4118. 6 
2, 684. 2 .. .. 

1, 293.1 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ -----------· ------------
7,947.7 ------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ ------------ ---------··· -------····· ------------ ---------·--

234.2 ---------·-- ------------ -------·---· ------------ ·----------- ------------ ········'['·-- ------------ ·-----------

799. 5 ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·--- ------------ ----·------- -------·---- ------------ -----·----·· 
4, 602.8 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·-------· ------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------

124.3 --·-····--- ·---------·- -----·------ .............. _________ , __ -·---------- ------------ .......................... . 



32 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE 2.-POPULATION AND:AREA OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, AND POPULATION PER SQUARE MILE: 
19lll-40--Continued 

KETKOPOUT4N DISTRICT 

Sprlng1leld, Ohio-------------------- __ 
In central citY---------------------
Outside centrnl city •••••••• .: •••••• 

Springfield-Holyoke, lllla.aa.. ____________ 

In central cities •• -----------------
S pringflold •••••••••••••••••• __ 
Holyoke ••••••• -------------- •• 

Outside central cities •••••••••••••• 

Stockton, Calif ••••••••••••••••••• ---- __ 
In central city---------------------
Outside central city ••••••••••••••• 

Syracua:e,li. Y ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
In central city----------~----------
Outside central city ..................... 

T&coma, Wuh. .................................... 
In central city---------------------
Outside central city .............. - -

Tamf:..a-St. Peteraburg, PI&.. .................... central cities ...... _______________ 
TampL ................................. St. Petersburg _________________ 

Outside central citles. ................ 

Terre Haute, Ind •• --..................... 
In central city------------------·--Outside central city _______________ 

Toledo, 0 bio ........... -------- ------ ........... 
In central city ..................................... Outside central city _______________ 

Topeka, XaDII ....... ____________________ 

In cent.ra.l city---------------------
Outside central city---------------

Trenton,lf. 1-------------------------In central city _____________________ 
Outside central city ................... 

Tuln, Old&---------------------------
In central city ....................................... 
Outside central city ......................... 

Utlca-Rome,lf. Y •• - ...................... In central cities. ________________ 
Utica •• _____________________ 

Rome ... ------ ....................... 
Outside centrai cities.... ..................... 

Waco, Tez.. •• :. ........................................ 
In central city---------------------Outside central city _______________ 

Waahington, D. C.·-------------------
In central city----------------------
Outside central city---------------

Waterbury, Conn .................................. In central city _____________________ 
Outside central city ...................... 

Waterloo, Iowa ...................................... 
In central city---------------------Outside central city _______________ 

Wheeling, W. V& .. --~------------------
In central city--------~----······-
Outside central city---------------

Wiehita, Kau ........... -----------_ -----_ 
In central city ............................. 
Outside central city .................... 

Wilminlton, Del ....................... ----- ... 
In central city ................................ 
Outside C8Dtral citY---------------

Winston-Balem, lf. C---····---······-
In central city ................................. 
Outside central city---------------

Worcester, Mu•--------·--------------
In central city---------------------
Outside central city ................... 

York, Pa .. -----------------------------In central city _______________ .. ___ 
Outside central city ....................... 

Younptown, Ohio ............................. In central city _____________________ 

Outside central city--------------_ 

Population 

'11, 408 
70,002 
6, 744 

394:,823 
203,304 
149,654 
53,750 

191,819 

79,337 
64,714 
24,623 

268,352 
20.5, {167 

62, 38li 

1116,018 
109,408 
46.610 

209,693 
169,203 
108,391 
60,812 
40,490 

83,370 
62,693 
20,677 

841,88S 
282,349 
69,314 

71, '749 
67,833 
"· 916 

200,128 
124,697 
76,431 

168,682 
142,167 
4.6,405 

197,129 
134,732 
100,518 
34,214 
62,896 

71,114 
65,982 
15,132 

907,816 
663,091 
244,72.1 

144,822 
99,314 
46,608 

87,050 
51,743 
16,307 

198, 340 
61,099 

135,241 

127,308 
114,966 
12,342 

188,974 
112,604 
76,470 

109,833 
79,815 
30,018 

309,194 
103,694 
112,600 

92, 82'1' 
66,712 
36,916 

872,428 
167,720 
.... 708 

1940 

Area In 
square 
miles 

62.8 
11.8 
41.0 

629.2 
52.7 
31.7 
21.0 

4i6. 5 

251i. 7 
9.9 

245.8 

228.6 
2.1.8 

201.2 

184.2 
46.6 

137.7 

292.8 
71.2 
19.0 
62.2 

191.6 

104.8 
9.8 

96.1 

204.1 
37.1 

167.0 

4S.I 
11.3 
31.8 

16U 
7.2 

152.6 

886.4 
21.4 

866.0 

394.8 
92.9 
15.8 
77.1 

301.4 

220.6 
12.6 

208.0 

620.0 
61.4 

468.6 

203.0 
27.6 

175.4 

96.6 
13.0 
82.6 

420.0 
9.6 

410.4 

141.8 
21.1 

120.7 

1148.3 
9.8 

288.6 

177.7 
15.1 

162.6 

898.2 
37.1 

359.1 

92.8 
4.1 

88.6 

363.7 
32.8 

320.9 

1930 1920 1910 

Population Population 
per square Population 

milo 

Area In 
square 
miles 

per square Population 
mile 

Aree In 
square 
mUes 

Population 
per s9uare 

mile 
Population 

Area In 
square 
mUes 

Population 
per square 

mUe 

1,468.0 ------------------------------------ ------------------------------------ ------------------------ ------------
5,988.3 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

164.5 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ______ ':' _____ ------------ ------------

746. '7 
3,857.8 
4, 717.8 
2, 659.6 

401.5 

SIO.S 
6, 526.7 

100.2 

1,140.6 
8,141.0 

260.4 

847.0 
2,352. g 

838.6 

'797.9 
. 2,376.4 
6, 704.8 
1,165.0 

211.3 

'194. 8 
6, 397.2 

217.4 

1, 874.0 
7,610.6 

855.2 

1, 803.9 
6,002. 9 

311.8 

1, 253.1 
17,319.0 

494.6 

488.0 
6, 642.9 

127.1 

322.6 
.4,478.6 

72.8 

1, '746.8 
10,799.6 

633.6 

713.4 
3, 698.3 

2.19.6 

700.1 
3, 980.2 

186.6 

46'7.6 
6, 364. 6 

329.6 

897.8 
6, 448.6 

102.3 

761.1 
11,480.0 

320.6 

818.1 
6,285. 8 

184.6 

772.8 
6,220. 9 

313.3 

1,000.8 
13,832.2 

406.8 

1,062. 9 
_6, 113.4 

637.9 

398,991 
206,4.37 
149,900 
56,537 

.192,554 

246,016 
209,326 
35,689 

148,771 
106,817 
39,954 

189,010 
141,586 
101,161 
40,426 
27,42< 

846,630 
290,718 
65.812 

190,219 
123,3.56 
86,863 

183,207 
141,258 
4.1,949 

618.89 
62.86 
31.70 
21.16 

466.83 

139.73 
2.1.34 

114.39 

100.97 
46.35 

144.32 

288.18 
71.58 
19.00 
62.58 

194.00 

789.2 
3,905.4 
4, 728.7 
2, 671.9 

ua4 

1, '753.6 
6,200. 7 

312.0 

769.8 
2,304.6 

276.8 

834.9 
1,978.0 
6, 324.8 

768.8 
140.9 

204. 38 I, 896. 7 
32.97 ...... s. 817. 7 

171. 39 325.6 

1'12. 97 
7.23 

165.74 

391.40 
21. 60 

369.80 

1,099. '7 
17,061.7 

403.4 

488.1 
6, 639.7 

113.4 

359,778 
189,817 
129,614 
60,203 

169,961 

200,888 
171,717 
29,151 

283,717 
243,164 
20,5.13 

162,331 
119,289 
43,042 

618. '7 
62.9 
31.7 
21.2 

465.8 

139.7 
26.8 

114.4 

93.2 
28.1 
65.1 

1\'li.B 
7.2 

166.7 

693.6 
3,688. 2 
4.088.8 
2,839.8 

364.9 

1,437.9 
6, 787.2 

254.8 

2, 829.6 
6, 653.6 

316.7 

-----------------------------------------------------------

169,801 
137,249 
22,652 

180, 3'76 
168,497 
11,878 

------------------------------------------------------------

139.7 
2.1.8 

114.4 

93.2 
28.1 
66.1 

------------------------------------------------------------

1,143. 9 
6, 424.9 

197.1 

1, 936.4 
6, 996.3 

182.6 

938.9 ------------ ------------ ------------
16,667. 9 ------------ ------------ -----------­

.... 8 ------------ ------------ ------------

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------~--------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------~----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·-------------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
621,059 484.99 
4.86,869 62.00 
134,100 422. gg 

140, 676 206.88 
99,902 28.10 
40,673 178. 56 

1, 280.8 
7,862. 7 

317.2 

680.2 
3,655.2 

227.8 

608, 688 
4.37, 571 
00,017 

296.9 
60.0 

20U 

1, 906.2 
7,292.9 

836.2 

367,889 
331,069 
36,800 

297.6 
60.0 

237.6 

1, 238.6 

.6. ~ll:: 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------~----

------------ ---------·-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·-------- ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------------------·---- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
190,823 399.31 
61,659 0.00 

128,864 390.31 

119,174 142.97 
111,110 20.71 

6,064 122.26 

183,692 228. 84 
106.697 7.19 
86,995 221.45 

477.4 
6,851.0 

33o.4 

833.8 
6, 365.0 

66.0 

716.6 
14.825.7 

257.4 

------------ -----···---- -------·---- ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ----------~- ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------
---·-------- ------------ -----·------ ------------ ------------ --------·--------------- ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ ------------------------ --·--------- ------------ ------------ ---·-------- ------------

162,302 
110,168 
42,134 

228.8 
7.2 

221.4 
16, ~Z~: ~ :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

190.3 ------------ ------------ ------------

------------ ------------ ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·--- --·--------- ------------------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ------------ --------·-·· ------------
305,293 
195,311 
109,982 

399. 68 
37.20 

3<12. 36 

784.1 
6,250.8 

303.6 

278,756 
170,754 
97,001 

899.6 
37.2 

362.4 

892.6 
.. 832.1 

267.7 

233,004 
145,986 
87,018 

S99.8 
37.2 

362.4 

68S.I 
- 3,924.4 

240.1 

-·---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ --------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
:::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

3114,690 
170,002 
194,558 

883.47 
83.84 

329.63 

I, 003.0 
5, 023. 7 

600.2 

283, 621 
132,358 
151,163 

38S.4 
83.8 

329.6 

780.2 
3, 916.9 

468.6 



GENERAL TABLES 33 
TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 

OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190o-I940 ' 
(Total areas BS of end or decade; urban-rural alassltlcatlon as of beginning or decade. A minus sign (-) denotes dooroase. Peroont not shown where Jess tbrm 0.1) 

1930--&0 ARE48 1920-00 ARKAB 101~ AB.B.\8 1900-1010 J.REAB 

Population Porcont or PopulnUon Percent of 
JIETROPOLITAN DISTRJCT Popula tlou. Populatl 

'---------,--------IPe~ntof on Pe~ntof 
1 increase, !---·---,-----1 increase, 1-----0 ------1 

1930-40 1920-30 1940 
lncroaso, Jncron.!lo, 

1930 1930 19:10 19:10 1910 lDlD-20 1910 1900 1900-1\HO 

286,113 104,3:10 173.3 ------------------------------------Akron, Ohio~--------···-------: ...... 349,706 366,826 346, 681 188,371 

208,435 69,067 201, 8 ------------------------------------76, 678 35, 2.')3 117.6 ------------------------------------40,823 20,991 01.6 ------------------------ -----------· 3.1, 85.1 14,262 161.4 ------------ ------------------------

Akron----------------------------~ 244,791 262,018 
Satellite areas ____________ ---------- 104,914 94,607 

Satellite urban·---------------- 68,188 66,05.5 
Satellite ruraL--------------- 36,726 28,652 

265,010 221,ll8 
91,641 67,253 
68,036 40,823 
33,60.5 28,430 

AlbaDY-Schenectady-Troy, N. y ________ 431,676 425,269 426,269 3'T'T, 186 ST1,1B5 348,861 8.1 348, llil 181,84.8 liS. I 

274,080 249,892 9. 7 24U,802 186,484 34.0 
113,344 100,253 13.1 100, 2.'13 D-1, llil 0.6 
88,723 72,826 21.8 72,826 31,682 120.U 
72,013 76,813 -6.2 76,813 60,651 20.6 

103,105 98,959 4.2 98,~9 00, 3fl2 20 
61,289 61,433 -0.2 68,476 63,613 9. I 
oll,816 37,526 11.4 89, 783 42,749 -u 

Central cities. ••••••• ._.. •••••••••••• 288,430 295,867 
Albany---------------------- __ 130,577 127,412 
Schenectady-------···--------_ 87,549 9.5, 692 
TroY------------------------- 70,304 72,763 

Sate1lite areas •••••••••••• ···-·----: 143, 145 129, 392' 
Satellite urban. •••••••••••••••• 63,688 -65,221 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 79,457 64,171 

295,867 274,063 
127,412 113,344 
9.5,692 88,723 
72,763 71,900 

129,392 103, 122 
65,221 61,289 
6f,l71 41,833 

Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa ••••• 326,142 822, 172 322,172 281, oss 
Central cities •• ____________________ 188,083 184,923 

Allentown ••••••••••••••••••••• 96, 904 92,563 
Bethlehem •••••••••••••••••••• 68,490 67,892 
Easton •••• ·------·--------•••• 33, 589 34,468 

Satellite areas·-----···--·-······ 136,159 137,249 
Satellite urban. ••••••••••••••• : 71,005 72,666 
Satellite ruraL--------------- 64,2.14 64,683 

184,923 164,013 
92,563 76,051 
67,892 M, 149 
34,468 33,813 

137,249 117,070 
65,398 64,617 
71,851 62,453 

------------ ------------ ------------ ··---------- ------------ -----------· 
------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------

------------ ------------ -----------· ----·--·---- ------------ -----------· 
Altoona, Pa ••••••••••• ····------------_ 114,0114 114,11S2 114,232 103,904 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------··- ----------·-

Altoona.·--·-··----········------- 80,214 82,054 
Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 33,880 

82,054 67,991 -2.2 20.7 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite urban.·------······· 9,528 

32, 178 32, 178 35,913 6.3 -10.4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••• : 

9,427 9,427 8,648 1.1 9.0 ------------ ------------ ------------ ···--------· ------------ ------------24,352 22,761 22, 7SI 27,26S 7.0 -16.6 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------
Amarillo, Tez.•----------------------- 63,463 44,668 19.7 

laB 
------------ ------------ -----------· -----------· ··---------- ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------

16.7 
AmarUlo............................ til, 686 43, 132 
Satellite areas.. ••••• ·---········--= 1, 777 1, 636 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· Satellite urban.. ____________ -····-··-·-- --···---·---

Satellite rural ___________ ;__ 1, m 1,636 -------ii"7" :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
AaheviUe, N. C •••••••••••••••••••••••• I 76,324 70, &ST ._. 

22 
Z!.O 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· 

4H 

338 
76.8 
9.1.8 
70.0 

30.6 
161.2 
103.7 
219.3 

249,228 185,236 su 186,236 Uli,009 63.1 

200, 616 164,839 29.6 154,830 
""· 203 

67.0 
48,610 30,396 60.0 30,d00 28,800 6.6 
11,301 6,381 78.6 ---··ao;aoo· -----28;soo· ---------6~3 37,219 24,016 M.O 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ........ ,. ....... . 

Austin, Tex. •--·-·····-···············I---':IOO-',-'I:-93:-+--,7:::8,-'726-:-::I----':44.:.0=-J:-::·:::··::··:::-:.·-::-:::·-:f-::·:::--::-:::-·::··::·::··:f·::·:.··::·:.--::-·:::·::·-~.-:::·::··:::·::·-::·:.-·::--:1:.-·::· ·:::·::··::·:.-·::·:-1 :.··::·:::· ·::-·:::·;:_··::·.:j-::::· ·::·:::· ·::-·:::·;:_··:::·:::·11:::-·:::·;:.-·::·:::··::··:::·:::·: 1:· ·:::·:.··::·:::··::··::::·· 
Austin ___ ......................... 87,930 53,1201 65.6 ------------ ----·-······ .............. ----······-· ····-------- ............................................................... . 
Satellite areas .••• ---·····-·····--~ 18,263 20, 606 -1L 4 ------···-·- -·--········ .............. --·-········ ..................................................................... . 

Satellite urbru:L ................. -·---------- --···---·-·- ·····------- ------······ .................................................................................................................. .. 
Satellite ruraL.................. 18,263 20,605 -11.4 ......................................................................................................................................... . 

Baltimore, lid.• ••.••••• -- ------ -- •••• __ 1, 04.8, 899 951, 689 10.0 949,247 

Baltimore_ •• ------- ••• __ • ---··· ••• 859,100 804, 87.{ 0.7 804,874 
Satellite areas _________ ••• ---------- 187,692 146, 71& 27.9 144,373 Satellite urban. ________________ 41,871 34, 663 21.2 12,531 

Satellite ruraL---·------------ 145, 721 112, 162 29.9 131,842 

1 Akron, 1930-40.-Ravenna Township in Portage County was Included In the metropolitan 
district In 1940 for the first time. Its population, 9,944 in 1930, was added to the 1030 metropol· 
ltan district population for the 193o-40comparlson. Annexations to Akron In 1030, JWJ, and 
1932 affect the comparability of the 1040 and 1030 figures for the city and each or 14 tracts added 
by these annexations. The 1930 population within the 19-10 boundaries of these 14 tracts was 
68,497 while the 1Y30 population within the 1930 boundaries of these 14 tracts was 61,619. The 
dillerence betwoon these two 1030 populations, 6,978, Is added to Akron city In 1930 to allow for 
this diflerence In their area at these 2 censuses. 11120-SQ-Kenmore village, population 12,683 
In 1920( annaxed to Akron city between 1920 and 1930. This number was added to the 1920 
centra city population to secure comparable figures for 1920 and 1930. 

• Amarillo, 11130-40.-We assumed that the population in the satellite area in 1930 was 86.426 
percant of the population outside the rentral city as it was in 1040. 

'Atlan&a, 19SD-40.-'l'hat part. of district H4.6, Oak, in Clayton County, outside of College 

817, 646 18.1 787,468 863, 810 18. 8 1Sti8, 716 6'T'T, 810 I C. 0 

733,826 9. 7 733,828 658,485 31.4 M8, 486 608,057 9. 7 
83, 820 '72. 2 63, 632: 105,325 -{9.1 100, 230 (Ill, 713 .fli. g 

~~:~ ~~:~ -·-·-&;632- ----ios;au· ----·::49~r -·-·ioo;zw· ---··os;7ir ····----4&:9 
Park city and districts 479, Bryants and 1289, Adarmvllle, both In Fulton County were 
Included {n the metropoUtan district in 1940 for tho On~t tlmo. Tholr combined population, 
3,838 in 1030, was added to the 1930 metropolitan di!trlct population. 1920-30.-Klrkwooa 
town, population 2,U34 In 1920 annexed to Atlanta l."ity between uno and IY30. 11100-11110.­
Edgawood, Oakland City, and Battle Hill, total population 2,3311n 1900, annoxed &o Atlanta 
city between 1UOOand 1910. 

• Austin, 11130-40.-The 1930 metropolitan dl!trJct potmlatlon lncludel!ll the following: 
Precinct 1, population 1,760 In 1930; precinct 2j population 5,162in 1030;_procinct 3, por.ulatlon 
64,628in 1000; precinct 6 and precinct 8, popu ation 6,446ln 1000; proclllCt 6, populat 011 0,73U 
in 1930; nil In •rravls CountY. Total Td,725. 

• Baltimore, 11130-40.-That part of district 2, Howard County, outside of EIJicott City wu 
included in the metropolitan dh;trlct In HHO fodhe On~t time. Ita population, 2,34.21n ur.w, 
was added to the 1ll30 metropolitan dlJtrict population. 



34 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: l90!H94o-Continued 

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

1930-40 AREAS 192G-30 AREAS lOHHZO A.UEAS lGOQ-1910 AREAS 

)IETROPOLJTAN DISTRICT Percent of Population Percent of Population Percent or Population Percent of 
1------;----1 increase, 1----0 ----1 increase, 1----0 ----IIncrease, 1-----,-----1 increase, 

- ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ - ~m 

Population 

1940 1930 

llea.umont-Port Arthur, Tex. •••••••• ---I---:I:-S8~, -:80::8+-:-12::':..• 84=•+--~8~. -:'-F--:.:-~--:.:-~--::-:.:--::-+·:,:-_--_-_----------·F·.:.--_-_-_----------·11-----_-_--_-_--------~---_-_--_-_--_-_-_---~--------_-_--_-_---·'!·-------------------~---------------------~-----_-_-_----------
Central clUes..................... 105,201 108,634 -3.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Beaumont..................... 59,061 67, 7'J2 2. 3 -----·------ ....••...... ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· 
Port Arthur ••• ---------------- 46., 140 '60, 1'02 -1), 4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------- _ ------------ ------------ ------------

Satellite areas ..•••• ---------------- 33,-407 1U,215 73.9 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----·-··---- ------------ ------------
Satellite urban_ ________________ ------------ -------- -- ------- _ ---. ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite ruraL_________________ 33, 407 19, 215 73.9 . ----------- ---------- __ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Binghamton .. N. Y ••• ------------------1-_::"::':..· 1::'-:'-1-_::IO.SO;:., oo='+ _ _:I::I·~'+-:O::-:=+--;:~;-I---~;-F:.:.::::.:.. __ I·:.:.:::.:.:::.:.:::.:.::I==~-II----1----·I----
Binghamton ••••••• __ •••• ---. -- ..•. 78,309 76,662 2.1 Satellite areas ____________________ •. 66,847 63,343 25.3 

Satellite urban. •••••••••••••••. 35,741 29,798 19.9 
Satellite ruraL---------------- 31,106 23,545 32.1 

Birmingham, Ala.•--------------------- 407,851 387, TIT ••• 
Birmingham.-------- _______ • ______ 267, 583 259, OiS 3.0 
Satellite areas. __ ------. __ •••••••• __ 140, 2f,S 128,039 9.6 

Satellite urban. •.•••••••••••••. 48, 759 4S, 224 7.8 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••.. 91, 609 82,815 10.5 

Boston, Ma.u,' ···---------------------- 2, 350, 514 2, 313, 145 1.8 

Boston .••••• -------·-------------- 770,816 781, 188 -1.3 
Satellite areas.--------------------- 1, 579, 698 1, 531,957. 3.1 

Satellite urban. .••••••• ------ .. 1, 493,862 1, 457,0.50 2.5 
Satellite ruraL---------------- 85,836 74,007 14.6 

Bridgeport, Conn·-----------------·--- 218,821 203,989 ••• 
Bdd~eport. ___ ---------- _________ . 147,121 146,716 0.3 
Satel ito areas ......•••••.•••••••••. 69, 500 67,253 21.4 

Satellite urban. •••••.••••••• ___ 33, 551 29,325 14.4 Satellite ruraL ______________ - •. 35,949 27,928 28.' 
Butralo-Niagara, N. Y.•---------------- 857,719 820, 573 u 

Central cities.-----·- __ •••• ________ 653,930 648,536 0.8 
Buffalo .••••• ---------------- •• 575,901 573,076 0.6 
Niagara.---------------------- 78,029 75,460 3.4 Satellite areas __________________ ·--- 203, 789 172,037 18.5 Satellite urban _________________ 107,422 101, 853 6.5 
Satelllte ruraL ________________ 96,367 70,184 37.3 

Canton, 0 hio ••••••••••••••• ______ •••••• 200,352 ·191, 231 u 
Canton _________________ • __ --- __ •••. 108., 401 104,906 3.3 
Satellite areas ..••• ·--------------. 91,951 86,325 6.6 

Satellite urban. •••••••••••••••. 65,410 65,225 0.3 
Satellite rural------------------ 36, 535 31,100 17.6 

Cedar Rapicbl, Iowa _____________________ 73,219 66,691 10.0 ------------ -~---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·-
Cedar Rapids _____________________ 62, 120 06,007 10.7 
Satellite areas .... -~-------------·-- 11,009 10,494 6.8 Satellite urban _______________ .• 4, 721 4,348 8.8 

Satellite ruraL---------------. 6,378 6, 146 3.8 

-~---------- ------------ -~---~------ -·---------- ~----------- ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ -~----~----- ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ -------------·-·-------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Charleston, S. C------------------------ 98,711 79,780 2S.8 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------!>.---- ----------~- ------------ ------------ ------------

Charleston________________________ 71, 275 62, 265 14. 5 ------------ -·------. __ • ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ----;-------- •••• .: ••• ___ _ 
Satellite areas...................... 27,436 17,495 66. 8 ------------ ------------ ---------·-. ------------ ------------ -----~------ ------------ ----------- _ ------------

Sntelllte urban. ________________ ------ _____ . _. ---- ______ --------- _ .. ------------ ---------- __ -----------. --·--------- ------------ -----------· ----···----- ------------ ------------Satellite rura.L._______________ 27,436 17,495 66. 8 ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------
Charleston, W. Va______________________ 138, 332 108,180 26. 0 lOB, 160 73, 026 48. 1 ~--·-··----- ------------ _ ----------. -------~---- ------------ ------------

Charleston. -----------------------1---:.::,:-:, o:;l<:-r--:60::-, <::08;:-r--712=-.7,-1--o::o'-. ,::08::-1--=3.::-, 7o08::-l---:6c:2.-:6+;,_:_--+_.:.:_:.:.:_:.:.~l-_.:._.:.. __ l·----1==:.:.::-ll-;,_:_:_:.:.:_:.:. 
Satellite nreas .. --~------- ---------- 68, 418 47, 752 43. 3 47,752 33, 417 42.9 :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Satellite urban·--·------------- 16, 71 l 13, 347 25. 2 9, 158 6, 475 41. 4 
Satellite ruraL________________ 51,707 34,400 50.3 as. 594 26,942 43.2 

CharloHe, N. 0. --·····------------··- 112, 988 91, 264 23. 9 ···------··- ------···--- -------····- -------····· -----·-·-·-· •••••••••••• ----------·· •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Chnrlotte •• --------------- •••••••• 1--;:100;;;;-;, 8;;99;;-j--8;.2;-, 8;;7;;;6-j---;;22.:;-;;o-1-__ -__ -_-__ -_-__ -_-_1-__ -_-__ -__ -_-__ -_-_, 1-__ -_-__ -_-__ '-_'-__ '-_F_~ __ :.: __ -_'-__ '-_'-__ '-_F_:.: __ ::_= __ ::_~ __ :.:_~ __ l_:.:_~ __ :.:_~ __ '-__ '-_'-__ + __ :.: __ ::_:.: __ ::_:.: __ ::_:_11~ __ ::_= __ :.:_= __ :.:_~ __ :.:_ F_~ __ :.:_~ __ :.:_~ __ :.:_= __ 
Satellite areas-------------------- 12,087 8,589 40.7 ------------ -·-···------ ------------ -·-······--- ---·-·····-- ········---- --------···· •••••••••••• ------------

~:~lli~ ~::::::::::::::: -----i .. ""087" -----·s.·-589- -------.;_o-:7-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Chattanooga, Tenn.• _ ------------------I--;;18;;;3,~2-:;16;-I--~18S:;;=-;, 6;:8";-I---::I'-;:.8:-+-:-18S::::C, 6~8=9 _

1 
_ _::12:.1::., 94::;.1 -I--_:S:8·,:s_

1
:--::-::--::-::--::--::-:-j:-::--:--::-:--::-::--::-1=-=--::-::--::-::--::-::--:j:-::-::--::-::--:--::-:--:~::--:--::-:--::-::--::-:-11:--::-::--::-::--::-::--::-

c8 b:m~~ooga. -------------------- 12885,0163 119, 798 7. 0 119, 798 71. 930 66. 6 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
a areas~-------------------- , 52 48, 791 33.3 48,701 60,011 -2. 4 ----·······- ------------ ------------ •••••••••••• ------------ -·-·······--Sntelllte urbnn................ 3, 538 3, ZJO 9. 5 , · · 

satellite ruraL................. 61,514 45,501 as.o ---·-.;_s;7Di" --·-·ro;Oii- ------=2~4- :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1 Birmingham, 19SD-40.-All of precincts 22, 38, and 44, Jefferson County were Included ln • Buffalo-Niagara, 1920-SO.-La Salle villaA'e, population 3,8131n 1920, annexed to Nla,:t'ara 

the metropolitan district in 1940 rortbe first time. Their combined popula'tlon 4 925 in 1930 Falls city in 1927. This wss added to the H120 central cities population. 191Q-20 and 190~ 
was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1920-30.-ln~lenook io~-n poputa!. 1910.-Niagara not considered as a central city in the decades. 
tlon 1,000 in 1920, annexed ~o Birmingham city between 1920 and 1930. 1900-1910.-P~att City • Chattanooga, 1920-30.-lt wns assumed that U5.87 percent of the population of Hamilton 
and Ensley, total population 5,585ln IOOO annexed to Birmingham between 1900 and 1910. County, Tenn., wasln the metropolitan district in 1920as that part ortt was in the 1030 metro· 
The population of the metropolitan district In the decade 1900-1910 is that of the adjacent polltan district; also the population or those districts In Georgia which were Included In 1930 
area 8S dcOned In 1920. wore added to tho 1920 population. East Chattanooga town, population 4,720 In 1920; St. 

J Boawn,19S0-40.-Wenham town, Essex County; North Reading town, Mlddlo.sox County; Elmo town, population 3,800 in 1920; Alton Park town, population 3,020 In 1920;" North Chat• 
and Hanson town, Plymouth County, were included In tho metropolitan district in 1940 for tanooga town, population 2,1961n 1U20; and River View town, populo.tlon 209ln 1920 annexed 
the flrst time. Their combined population, 5,l48 in 1030, wns added to the 1030 metropolitan to Chattanooga city between 1920 and 1030. Their combined population, 14,035 in 1920• 
district population. 191Q-20.-Hyde Park, population 15,507 in 19101 annexed to Boston city WWJ ~dd9d to tho 1\}2() population of Chattanooga city. 
between 1910 and 1920. 
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GENERAL TABLES 35 

TABLE B.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190D-194G-Continued ' 

[Total areas as or end or decade; urban-rural classltlcatlon as or bcglnnlng or decade. A mlnw sign ( ) denotes d.ecrooso. Percent not shown whoro loss than o.t] 

193HO AREAS 1020-80 ABEAS 101tr20 AREAS lG00-1010 ABBAS 

METROPOLITAN DJSTRlcr Population Percent or Population Percent or Populntlon Percent or Population Percent or 
Increase, 1-----r-----1 lncren.~e, 1----..,-----1 lncronso, 
1920-30 1920 1910 UllQ-20 1910 1900 100!)-1910 

increase, 
1940 1930 1930-40 1930 1920 

• 
Chicago, m,to ---------- -------- ------ __ 4,499,128 4,374, 542 •. 8 4,364, 766 8,271,667 

Chicago ___________________________ 
3, 396,808 3, 37R,438 0.8 

Satellite areas. __ ------------------ 1,102, 318 998,104 10.4 
Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 937,688 884,464 6.0 
Satellite rural ••••••••••••••••• 164,630 113,640 44.9 

3,376,438 2, 703,146 
988,317 568,411 
801,634 459,175 
186,683 109,236 

Cinclnna.ti, Ohio 11 ••••••••••••••••••••• 789,309 759,4.84 u '169,464 680,898 

Cincinnati .•••••••••••••••••••••• 455,610 451,160 1.0 
Satellite areas.-----··········---=- 333,699 308,3M 8.2 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 222,686 222,522 0.1 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 111,013 85,782 29.4 

451,160 401,247 
308,304 229,649 
202,447 167,251 
105,857 62,398 

Cleveland, Ohio~~-------············-- 1, 214,943 1,200,264 1.2 1,194, 989 936,864 

Cleveland ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 878,336 902,471 -2.7 900,429 805,422 
Satellite areas. ----·· •••••••••••••• 336,607 297,783 13.0 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 291,917 266,964 9.3 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 44,600 30,819 45.0 

294,560 130,432 
210,376 101,422 
84,184 29,010 

33.4 8,178, 924 1,456, 94.2 

24.9 2, 701,705 2,189, 520 
73.9 477,210 266,422 
74.6 3i6, 079 100,730 
70.9 101,140 66,602 

00.4 608,850 687,878 

12.4 401,247 384,745 
34.3 205,003 183,131 
21.0 140.861 135,189 
69.6 65,742 4.7,942 

27.7 925,720 822,671 

11.8 700.841 li68. 863 
125.8 128,879 53,708 
107.4 05,800 33,103 
100.2 33,079 20,605 

29.4 8,448, 921 

23.4 2,185, 283 
711.1 261, (138 

88.3 145,003 
51.7 110,035 

8.9 66S,8M 

4.3 ana. 501 
12.3 200,213 
10.0 138,631 
16.3 61,682 

48.7 81S, !170 

40.1 660,663 
140.0 62,607 
189.4 32,782 
60.6 19,82.5 

1, 837, 98'1 

1, 698,576 
139,412 
00,001 
49,411 

495,9'19 

331,8Gil 
164,113 
112,353 
~~. 760 

4i0,020 

384, 111 
36,{100 
16, 75{1 
20,150 

33.1 

28.7 
87.7 
Gl. 8 

134.8 

18. '1 

0.6 
22.0 
22.4 
10.0 

48.0 

46.0 
.CO.li 

108.0 
-1.0 

Columbia,-S. C-------------····------- 89,555 '13,963 21.1 ------------ ----·------- -·--··------ -··--------· -----·-···-- -····-······ ------------ -···---··-·- ........ \. .. . 
Colum bls ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 62,396 51,581 21.0 -----------~ ------------ ------------ ----·-····-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· 
Satellite areas.----·--···-·····--·- Z'/,159 22.382 21.3 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 3,508 2, 915 20.3 ------------ ------------ -----------· ----------- ------------ ------------ -------···-- ------------ ------------Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 23,651 19,467 21.6 ------------ ------------ ···········- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Columbus, Ga.ll ••••••••••••••••••••••• 92,478 11,718 28.9 

Colnm bus •••••••••••••••••••••••• 53,280 43,131 23.5 
Satellite areas.:.. ••••••••••••••••••• 39,198 28,587 37.1 

Satt!llite urban.-----···-··-·-- 15,351 13,862 10.7 
Satellite rural.---------------- 23,847 14,725 01.9 

Columbus, Ohio 11 ••••••••••••••••••••• 885,798 340,400 7.6 840,400 281,418 21.3 260,338 199,146 SO.'T 199,146 142,797 39.6 

Columbus ••• -------············· 306,087 292,522 4.6 200,564 239,486 21.3 237,o:n 181,511 30.6 1BJ, 611 125, 660 44.6 
4.9,836 Z'/,927 78.5 23,307 17,635 32.2 17,635 17,237 2.3 Satellite areas •••• ---------···-·· __ 59,709 47,878 24.7 

Satellite urban--------------- 24,181 19,692 22.8 
Satellite rural---············· 35,528 28,186 06.0 -·-··•o;sa6- ·····27;o27· -------7B~r ·····23;ao7· -----iKros· ----·-·ai:i- -----i7;ro6· ·----i7;23r --·-·---·i:"a 

Corpus Christi, Tez.. ••••••••••••••••••• 70,817 84,232 108.6 ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ----------·· 

~:i.l~Jr?~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ..... :~:~:- --·-·+~::- -···--:~:- ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ========== ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ---:--------- ------------ ---------··· 
Dallaa, Tez.. ............................. 876,648 809,668 21.8 809,858 l96,li95 68.8 195,696 191,069 81.6 

Dallas ••• ---------------······-·-- 294,734 2110,475 13.2 260,475 158,976 63.8 158,976 92.,104 72.0 ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite areas.--------------·--··· 81,814 49,183 66.3 49,183 36,589 34.4 36,589 28.955 20.4 --------·-·· ------------ ------------

Satelllto urban.-------------- 24,746 12.622 06.1 
Satellite rural .................. 67,068 36,561 66.1 -----49;isa· ---··ao;689- -------34~4- ---··ao;sso· -----28;oss- ·------26~4- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

D&venporC, Iow&-Rock Island-Moline, 
m.~·-------------------------------- 174,996 166, 104 

Central cities ....................... 143,422 130,940 
Davenport ..................... 60,039 60,751 

10.8 

9.6 
8. 7 

164,491 

60,751 
60,751 

144,669 8.9 

7,1 
7.1 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·-----------
------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------

Rock 1slllnd ....................... 42,775 37,953 12.7 ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------ ------------ -------·---- ------------
M ollne ......................... 34.608 32,236 7.4 

Satellite areas.--------·······----- 31,573 24,164 30.7 
Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 18,4{12 15,525 19.1 ---·-:::r -----~:~~r -------·;::- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Satellite rural-----·-·······-· 13,081 8,639 61.4 10, 794 10,815 -o. 2 ------------ ------------ --·--·------ ---------·-- ------------ ---------·-· 

D&yton, Ohio ............................. 271, 613 251,928 7.8 251,928 189,380 33.0 189,860 146,121 ao.a 145,121 us, oao 21.6 

Dayton ............................. 210,718 200,982 4.8 
Satellite areas------·····------·-·· 60,795 li0,946 19.3 

Satellite urban. .... ·--········- 13,100 12.,012 9.9 
Satellite run:U.. ..................... 47,599 88.934 22.3 

200,982 152,559 31.7 152,559 116,577 30.9 na,5n 86,333 36.6 
50,9-16 36,801 38.4 36,801 28,644 28.9 28,644 26,6117 0.9 
5,518 4,383 26.9 4,383 4,271 u 4,271 3,1141 8.4 

45,428 32,418 40.1 32,4.18 2<,273 33.0 2<,273 22,766 6.7 

Decatur, m ............................... 86,764 82,867 u ------------ 4----------- ------------ -----·------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·-----· ·--------·-· 
Decatur........................... liD, 305 67,510 3.1 ••••••• ! ......................................... --·-·-······ ................................................... . 
SateB!~tTi~rbiUL=:::::::::::: ------~~~- ------~~~~- ····---~-~- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Satellite ruraL................... 6, 459 6, 357 20. 6 ----········ .......................................................................................................... . 
Newburgh Township, population 6,813 In 1910, annexed to Cleveland city between 1010 and 
1920. l90D-1910.-Soutb Brooklyn, population 2,343 Jn 1000, annexed to Cleveland citY 
between 1900 and HJIO. 

10 Chicago; 1930-40.-Llsle Township and that part or NapervllJe Township In Naperville 
city, Du Page County, m., and that part of Waukegan Township, Lake County, m., outside 
Waukegan and North Chicago cities were included In the metropolitan district in 1940 for 
the first time. Their combined population, 9,787 in 1930, was added to the 1000 metropolitan 
district population. 1920-80.-Mount Greenwood village( population 1,441 In uno, annexed 
to Chicago in 1920. This was added to the uno central c ty population. 1916-20.-Morgan 
Park village{ population 3,004 In 1910, and Edison Park village, population 543 in 1910, an­
nexed to Ch cago city during the decade and therefore added to ChicaRo In 1910. 

11 Cincinnati, 1916-20.-Incorporated places with a total population of 21,154 In 1910 annexed 
to Cincinnati citY between uno and 1920. l&OG-1910.-Spencer, Bond HllJ, Winton Placo, 
Evanston, and Hyde Park, total population of 5,964 In 1900, annexed to Cincinnati city 
between 1900and 1910. 

u Cleveland, 1930-40.-Beachwood, Highland Heights, Mayfleld, Mayfield Heights, 
Olmsted Falls and Westview villages and Olmsted 'l'ownshlp, all in Cuyahoga County, 
were included !n the metropolitan district In 1940 for the first time. Their combined popula· 
tlon, 5,265 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. ~lllcs Heh::hts 
village annexed to Cleveland city in ID32. Its population, 2,042in 1000, was added to the 1930 
population or Cleveland city. 1916-20.-Nottingham. village, population 2,387 in uno and 

1a Columbu., Ga., 1930--40.--The 1930 metropolitan district population waa B!I.'!Umed to 
Include the following: District. 008, Lower Town, populaLion 8,023 In IU'JO; di11trlct 772, 
McCrary, population 20,293 In 1000; district 773, Upper Town, population 8,305 In 1930; 
district 921, Dozemans, population 18,ZJO in ID30, all in Mwcogoo County, Oa.; precinct 1, 
Girard, Russell County, Ala., population 9,668 In 1930 and old precinct 10, Loo t1ouut.y, 
Ala., population 6,500 In 1930. Total, 71,718 In 10'30. 

II ColumbiUI, Ohio, 193Q-40,-EB.St Columbw vlllaJte annexed to Columbus city In 1032. 
Its population 1 958ln 11130 WB.!I added to the 1930 population of Columbtl! city. 1920-30.­
East Linden vlJiage\ population 72-1 In 1920, and Linden Uchtht.! vllhuco, population 1,731 In 
1920, annexed to Co umbus city between 1920 and IV&O. '!'heir comblnod population, 214M 
in IQ20, wB.!I added to tho IQ20 population of Columbus city. 

II DaYen_port,lowa-Rock hland-Moline, m .• 193Q-40.-Port Byron Township, Rock bland 
County, Ill., was Included In the metropolitan dl!ltrlct in 19·10 for the first time. I til popufa.. 
tlon, 013 in 1000, was added to the 1930 metropolitan dl!ltrlct. population. 1&20-80.-JLock 
Island and Moline not. comlderod aa contral clUes. 



36 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190G-194Q-Continued 

[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classification as oi beginning of decade. A minus sign (-) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where loss than O.l] 

lOIG-20 ABBAS ltKI!rUIIO ABEAS 

KETBOPOLITAN DISTRICT Population P ulatl n Population p t 1 Population Percent or op o Percent or ercen o 
Percent of 1----,----1 increase, 1-----r-----1 increase, 1-----r-----1 increase, 

1----;-----1 ~~~~· 1830 1820 1920-30 1920 1910 191Q-20 1810 1900 IOOQ-1910 
1940 I9SO . 

Denver, Colo.".·--------------------·- 384, S7!a 331,050 16. 1 330, 781 280, 332 18. 0 264, 232 219,314 20. 5 

Fa6i!ii?ie·areas·-------------------- a~:~ 28J· rs~ ~~· 2 ~ = ~: :~ ~: ~ ~: ;:~ 21
:: :u i&: ~ --b·----------------- o 680 7:980 21:a 7,980 _ 4,356 83.2 4,356 2,m 46.0 

~:~m~ ~ar:::-_-__ -_:::::::: si 280 as. 209 48. 6 34, 920 10,485 79. 2 a. 385 2, 9SO H. 7 

Dea Moine•, Iowa .• ------------------- JBS, 9'TS 160,983 14. S 180,983 140,241 14. 8 1S9, 99'7 9'7, SB1 4S. 8 

~a~M~~~~--------------------- 1~:n~ )~·:so: Ar~ 1?s:ro: l~:m it~ l~t:~ ff:g~ ::: __ '!)___________________ 4 252 4:280 -0:'7 4 280 3,631 1'7.9 3,631 2,573 41.1 
Satellite uural..r an..-------------- t9', 002 \4,125 40.9 li 124 10,142 39.3 9, 898 8,44.0 17.3 
Satellite r ··-···-·········· ~ 

219,314 

213,381 
6,933 

147,423 

140,529 
6,894 

48.8 

61.8 
-13.9 

DelrOII, Jllch." •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1
__:2.c;"'::::6,:_88::7+.:2.:.:1:::17::_• 6::8:.1 _

1 
__ _,a:_4+-:9:;• 1::04,::-:-784::-l-:::1,-:26=2~, 908::::-·l--~88:::·:.:0+-"1,'-;1:;;85.;-, 1;;6;;-S ·i-_::61:.::4•:_:0:_88:_l---1::2.::8._8-l--:600-:::'c, 9::8:-9 ·I--::SI::'8,':9=87;-I----:;67:-;. I 

Detroit............................ 1,623,452, 1, 568,662 3. 5 1, 568,662 1,~,!a~ 1~: g rn:~~ 4~~·~ ~~J 4~; ~: ~:rob ~: ~ 
Satellite areas •• -------···-······-· :~·:!~ ~· :~ ~· ~ ~;· ~: 193• 919 84 5 118,787 ro: 129 490. 1 8, 287 6,182 34.1 

~:~m~ ~~::.:.-:=:::::::: 187:769 100:482 76:3 1m:358 68:618 20ia 62,688 26,939 95.6 26, m 22,508 19. o 

Duluth IIIDD..-superior, Wia.n _______ 
1 
__ 1.,.67_,_oo_8_

1 
___ 16_6:-, s.,oo,.,..,

1 
____ 1:-.:-l 1-...;1~65::, ::soo~!-...:16:;'~· •;:1:;'-1---~~~· ':-1·::·:··:·:·:··::·.:··::·-F·::·:··::·.:··::·:··:·::· F·.:··::·:··:·::·::··::·:· f·:.··c:·:.··:.·.:.··;c·_-_.1 r-··-·-·-··-·-··-·----~----·-··-·-··_·_·_·-

c t-• ttl 136 201 137 576 1 0 101 463 98,917 2. 6 ------·-··-· •••••••••••• -------····; -···-······- -······---·- -------···--en uu c es·--------------------- • • :
0
:
4 

' 
Duluth, Minn.·-------------- 101,065 101,463 -2.

7 
101,463 98,917 2.6 -·---------- ------------ ------------ ---········· ----·-······ ····-------· 

ante~m::~r~~~::::::::::::::::: ~:~~ ~;:i~: 17.3 ---=-~~:rs- -----::.~- ------=~:r :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Su.telllte urban___________ 9, 772 9, 303 5. 0 .,..., 
Satellite ruraL ••••• ___________ 11,125 8,611 30.7 11,032 9,498 16.2 ------------------------ -------····- ------------ --·········· ------------

D ha li a 89 883 •s ~· 19 1 ------------ ------------ ------------
"' 

m '":::··=·-1-----:::-l::··::·::··::·:··::·.:··::·:r·::·::··::·::··::·.:··::·:·F·::··::·.:··::·:··:·::·:·IF-·::·:··:.·::·::··c:·::··:l"··c:·:.··c:·.:··:.·.:.··:.·.l··"·.:.··:.·.:.··c:·_·_··_·,~-------l·--------l---------. . --·····················1---'--1--- . . 
Durham·----·······-----···-···- 60, Ul5 62,037 15.7 -·-·-------- ------------ ------------ --------···- --······---- ------------ --------·-·- ····-··---·- --··--------
Satellite areas______________________ 9, 488 6, 488 46. 2 -···-----·-- --·-·······- --·········· -···-------- ------·-···- ----·····--- ------------ ----····---- ----··------

Satellite urban...----······-· ------------ ··-·-------- --······---- ----·····-·· -------·---- ----·-----·- •••••••••••• ····-------- ------------ ------------ ··---------- ---------··­
Satellite ruraL---··········- 9, 488 6, 488 46.2 ····-------- -----·--··-- ····-----·-- --------···- --------~··· --······-·-- ··········-- -------····· --·········· 

Bl --- T•• 116, 801 118,461 -2. 2 118,481 a.t 210 25. '7 •••••••••••• ------------ --------·--- ------······ ------·····- -·--·-······ &-· ----·-·······-········1--=::=+......:::::.:::·I---..:::-:-~-=:::.:::-I--: ... ~::-I-_::::..:-F===Ii===:+==--t----I·----I----
Et PaSO---------------··········· 96,810 102,421 -5.5 102,421 Tl, 660 32.1 ------------ ----········ --·······-·· •••••••••••• --·-······-- --·-·····--· 
Su.telllte areas-----·············· IS. 991 16, MO 18. 4. 16, o.to 16,650 -a. 7 ---------·-- ------·----- ----·------- ---------··· -------·-··· ------------

Satellite urban.. •••••••••••••••• -·------·--· ----·-··---- --------·-·- ------------ ------·-·-·· --·-·······- ------------ ····-------- ------------ --------·-·· -------····· -----------­
Satellit.e ruraL................. 18, 991 16,040 18. 4. 16,040 16, 650 -3.7 ------·····- ······------ ------------ -·-·····--·- •••••••••••• --····-····· 

Erie, Pa--···························l--1:-94,.:._.,.03,-9-1--1-29:.., 8:-1::-7 ·I---:S~. 8:-i--:I:-29-:-'=81::T-I--I0::9':, 8::89;:-I·-
Erle............................... lHI, 955 ll5, 967 0. 9 115,967 93,372 
Sate11fte areas ••• ·-····-·-·------- 17,084 13,850 23.4 13,850 16,617 

18.1 •••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 

24.2 ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ ---·-------- -----------· 
-16.1 ----·-··---- ----------·- ----------·- ------------ ------------ -·----------

~:~m= ~==:::::::::: 1~ ~~ 1& &: ~ ~ -·--·ia;sso· ----·ie;5ir -----=is:T :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
B .... ~e Ind tt 141 814 123 ISO 16 0 123, ISO 102, 781 19. 8 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

•.u.& ' • --······-------------1-....::::-:· :::-·1-....::::-· :::-I---=::·.:..I,-::::-:::-II-....::7:::-I---:::-::-F:::..-,.I-----I-----I-----I-----I·----
EvllD.sviue ••••• ------------------- 97,062 99,419 -2.4 102,249 85,264 19.9 ------······ ---------·-- --··---·---- ----·····-·- ------------ ----------·· Satellite areas______________________ 44, 552 23, 711 87. 9 20, 881 17,527 19. 1 

Su.telllte urban.____________ 13, 160 ll, 668 12.8 11,668 12,169 -4.1 
Satellite rural--------··-······ 31,302 12, O-l3 160. 7 9, 213 5, 368 71. 9 

Fall River-New Bedford, Mass."'-··----l---:2::'19,;:-:84::8:..l·-~9=73~, ::06=6+ __ -_o::·~I-I--2;:7:;:3,~0:::'~'-I---:2~T';4,':S4:::6::-I·----'·:0.-;6:+-:"7;,4~, 34;;;;;6+-114;;;;1~, 8;:2:;2-I--;-I;;S:-. 6;;-l--;114;;;1,;;82:;:2;-!"--;1;88~,-;:04;;;1;"!---:-:;28;-;. 6 
Central cities...................... 225,769 2Zl,871 -0. 9 2Zl,871 241,702 -5.7 241,702 215,947 11.9 215,947 167,305 · 29.1" 

Fnll River·-------------------- 115,428 115,274 0.1 ll5, 274 120,486 -4.3 120,485 119,295 1.0 119,295 104,863 13.8 
New Bedford.--------------· U0,341 112,597 -2.0 112,597 121,217 -7.1 121,217 90,652 25.4 96,652 62,442 M. 8 

Satellite areas...................... 4.6, 879 45, 184 8. 8 46, 184 32, 643 38.4 ~·. ~ 25, 676 27. 1 25, 676 20, 736 23. 8 
Satellite urbllD------········ 25,822 25, 127 2. 8 25, 127 17,304 45.2 12,298 40.7 9, 500 7, 236 31.3 
Satellite rural-----·-·--------- 21,057 20,057 6.0 20,057 15,339 30.8 15,339 13,377 14.7 16,176 13,500 19.8 

I'UDt, l'ltich.............................. 188,554 1'19, 939 4. 8 179,938 102,968 '74. 8 .••••••••••••••••••••••• ------------ ------------ ------·----- •••••••••••• 

Flint.............................. 151,543 156,492 -3.2 156,492 91,599 70.8 ------------ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -·---------- •••••••••••• 
Satellite areas_____________________ 37,011 23,«7 67.8 23,447 11.359 106.4. ---------··· •••••••••••• ------------ ----·------- --··--······ --------···· 

Satellite urban.---·········· •••••••••••• -····------- --·····-·-·- ------------ ·····------- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Satellite rural..--··········· 37,011 23.«7 67.8 23,447 11,359 106.4 ------·-·--- •••••••••••• --···-···--- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

:rem Wa:rne, Ind. ••••••••••••••••• _____ 
1
_....:.134,..:_08:-:-6 ·l--=1.,.28.:., :-66::8+--:-8.':9-l--l:-9-'8,.,.66_8-l--':94,:'-::8-::98+--s::s:-. 8=-~-----·-··_·_··-··-·+·-··_·_··_·_··-·-··+·-·-··-·-··-··_·_··. 1-_._ .. _._ •• _._ •• _._.

1 
_. --·-··-·-··-··_-_.

1
_··-·.,.· --·-··-·-··-· 

Fort Wayne....................... 118,410 114,946 3.0 114,946 86,549 32.8 •••••••••••• -----------· •••••••••••••••••••••••• ---········· --------···· 
Satellite areas·-----·-----········ 16,976 11,612 37. 6 11,612 8,147 42.6 ·-···-----·- ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :. •••• ···--------· 

Satcllfte urban. ___________ -····------- ·----------- -·-······--- --···------- •••••••••••••••••••••••• --------···· ............. ---------·-- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Satellite ruraL.·-············· 15,975 11,612 37. 6 11,612 S. 147 42.6 ----·-······ ········---- •••••••••••• ·······----- •••••••••••• --------···· 

:ron Worth, Tex.n ____________________ l---::'0=7'-:, 8:-"::-I·-:-18::~'-'::8S:-I·---14.::-:6+-:I:-74,"-:67=5+-:I:-'9~,.,.744::-II--~S4.::-:8-I--:1::279,-:744:::-I--:8::7,':2::09::-I---48.:::-8::-~-------··-·-··-·-··+·-·-··-·-'··-·-··-··+··-·-··-··-·-··-·· Fort Worth ______ •••••••• ;...... 177,662 163,447 8.7 163,447 111,536 46.6 106,482 73,312 45.2 •••••••••••••••••••••••• ------------
Satellite areas •••• ------·········· 30,015 17,916 67.6 11.128 18,208 -38.9 23,262 13,897 67.4 ------------ ·----------- -----·-----· 

~:~m~ ~~==:::::::::: ~ ~2 ~::m M:: -----ii;m· -----ii;'208- -----=ii"r -----2.\u:r ····-ia;sor -------o?:,- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
u DenYer, 193o-40.-Precinct 28, Adams County, population 640 In 1930, was tnc1uded in in 1920, and part or Hamtramck Township, population 672 in 1920, allln Wayne County, 

the metropolitan district In 1940 for the first time and was added to tbe metropolitan district annexed to Detroit city between 1920 and 1930. Their combined population, 6,694 In 11120, 
population in 1030. Precinct 7, Dry Crook, Arapahoe County, population Z13 in 1930, was added to the 1920 population of Detroit city. 1910-20.-St. Clair Heights vlllage, population 
subtracted u.s it was not included in the 1040 metropolitan district. 19~1910.-0iohervilJe, 1,252 in 1910, annet:ed. to Detroit city between 1910 and H~20. 190G-1910.-Delra.y, population 
Elyria, Argo precinct, Berkeley, Montclair, Valverde, and Paper Mills, total combined popu- 4,673 in 1900, annexed to Detroit city between 1000 and 1910. 
latlon, o1a70in1900,annexed to Denver city between IQOOand 1910. The metropolitan d1strict 11 Duluth, Minn.-Superior, Will., l92G-30.-Superior, Wis., was not conBidered as a central 
populat on for HIIO Is the one (riven in the 1920 census, vol. 1. lt was found that 24.22 percent city In this decade. 
of the ruru.J populu.tion of the counties that appeared in the metropolitan district as deOned It EnnavUle, 1930-40.-In 1930 Evansvlli~J.L Ind., was erroneously reported. In 194.0 It was 
in 1920 was living In the metropolitan district In 1910. This same percent was then assumed reported as In Knight, Perry, and Pigeon ·1·ownsbtps only and its 1930 population In these 
to bold In securing the 1900 metropolitan district population. townships was 99,419, which was used as the population of Evansville city in 1930. 

11 Detroii,1930-4.0.-Harrison Township, In Macomb County; that part of West Bloomfl:eld :10 Pall River-New Bedford, 1920-30.-Tbe 1930 census combined these cities with the Provl· 
Township outside Sylvan Lake village, Farmington city, Farmington Township; all in deuce metropolitan district. This was separated from the Providence metropolitan district. 
Oakland County; and Taylor Township, in Woyne County, were Included In the metro- 11 Pon Worth, 1930-40.-Preclnct 2, population 6,788 in 1930t_:was added to tho 1930 metro-
politan district In 1940 for the fl:rst time. Their combined population, 12,817 In 1930, was politan district population. 1920-30.-Polytechn.ic town and L'illes City, population 6,054ln 
added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1920-30.-Greenfl:ela Township, popula-- 1920, annexed to Fort Worth since 1920. 
tlon 2,643 in uno. Redto~ village, population 1,389 in 1920, Oakwood vUlage, populat.ion 1,990 
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TABLE B.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCENT 

OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190(H94D-Continued ' 
[Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classl.8catlon as of bcg.lnnfng or decade. A minos sign(-) denotes decroase. Percent not shown where Ie.ss tbBn 0.1) 

lllaHO ABBAS 101G-W ABUB ltlro-1010 J.RB.\11 

JOtBOl'OLITAN DJSTBIC't Population Percent of Popu1atlon Percent of Population Portent of Population Porooot of 
1------;-----1 increase, 1----....,..----1 increase, 1----0 ----1 tncrcaso, 1-----r----1 lnoroo.so 

1931HO 1930 1820 I02<h'IO I8SO 1810 I9IG-20 1910 1900 IOOG-1010 . 1840 1830 

Fresno, CaliL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1-· --:8:-1,::604;:-l--18,=-1~1:-8 .
1 
__ ...:24.:::-=8-F •• ::··::·.::··::··::·.::· -+·::··::·.::··::··::·.::··::·: j:-" ·::·::· ·:::··::·::··:::··:r·:.:·::··.::-·::··::·.::··::·1:··::·.::· ·::··::·.::· ·::· ·:f·::·.::··::··::·.::· ·:::· ·:.:·F·.::· ·:::· ·:.:·.::· ·:::··::·:·1.::· ·:::· ·::·::· ·:::· ·::··::-:j:·:::· ·::·::· ·:::··::·::::··· 

Fresno ••••••• ·-----~-----·--·--- 60,685 62.513 15.6 .......................................................................................................................................................... .. 
SateUito aroas_....................................... 36,819 2h,60lj 43.8 ---------··· ............................................... ------------ ........................................................... --····-····· 

~:::m: ~:.':::::::::::::::: --·-·;;t·siii- ·····;;i·oor ------·;;;·a·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------..., -.., ...,_ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------- ----------·-
Galveston, Tez.. .................... , •••• '11, 87'1 68, SOl liU 

Galveston ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 60,862 62,938 15.0 
Satellite areas ••••••••• ;. •••••••••••• 10,816 6,3<)3 101. 'T 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 6, 748 8,534 62.6 
Satelllte ruraL •••••••• /. •••••• 6,061 1,829 177.0 

Grand Rapids, Mich. •••••••••••••••••• 209,873 207,164 1.8 20'1, 1M 164,284 24.8 1&4,284: 128,283 20.8 128,283 91, 9SS 81.0 
Grand Rapids ___________________ 

164,292 168,692 -2.6 
Satellite areas .•••• ···----••••••••• 46,581 38,562 18.2 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 4,899 4,024 21.7 
Satellite rural..·-·----------· 40,682 34,538 17.8 

168,692 137,634 22.6 137,634 112.671 22.3 112,571 87, M6 28.0 
38,662 16,630 13L9 16,630 16,6.0 fl-O 16,692 10,368 6U 

·····as;i62· ---··;6,"630· ······u;:u- -----i6."630" ·····;;;o92· -----·-·o:o· ·····;o;oP>· ·····;o;;;;s· ········ai:i 
Greeuboro, N. 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• TS, 066 83,469 16.1 ------------ ·----~------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------ ............ ------------ ........... . 

gar:~~~~~~::.=.:::::::::::: ..... !~!~. -----~~~- -------~-~- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Satellite rural. ••••••••••••••••• · 1~, 736 9,900 38.7 •••••••••••• ------·----- ...................................................................................... . 

Bamilton-ltfiddletown, Ohio •••••••••••• 112,888 106,889 

Central cltlea.---------·········-- 81,812 82,168 
HamUton •••••••••••••••••••••• 00,692 62,176 
MiddletoWD.-------------···· 31,220 29,902 

Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 30,87! 24,821 Satellite urban. _______________ 4,611 4,491 
Satellite rural.------------·· 26,363 26,330 

Jlarrisburw, Pa. ___________________ 
113,381 181,811 

Harrisburg ......................... 83,893 80,339 
Sate1Ute areas •••••• - •••••••••••••• 89,471 81,333 

Satellite urban •• ·-·-·······-· 46,274 43, 191 
Satellite nual.,. ...................... 44,200 38, 142 

Jlartford-liew BritaiD., Oonn.u ______ 69B, 193 411,186 -
Central clUes.-----~------------- 234,952 232,200 

Hartford ________ •••••••••••• 168,267 164,072 
New Britain..-••••••••••••••• 68,685 68,128 

Satellite areas .••••••••• __________ 267,241 238,986 Satellite urban. _____________ 161. 2f11 146, 122 
Satellite ruraL·--············ 106,034 82,863 

Bouston,. Tex.D .......................... 610,391 346,388 

Houston.~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 384,614 292,352 
Satellite areas ....................... 12:i, 883 63,016 

Satellite urban. ••••• ---------- 10,641 8,660 
Satellite nual •••••••••••••••••• 116,242 44,356 

Buntington, W. Va..-Aabland, XJ ••••••• 170,979 183,381 

Centra1 cities ....................... 108,373 1()4.,846 
HnntLDJ:on .................... 78,836 76,572 
Asbian ---··············------ 29,537 29,074 Satellite area,s. ____________________ 

62,606 68,721 
Satellite wbnn.. •••• _ ••••••••• • 24,277 25,326 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••••• 38,329 33,39:i 

Indiana.polis, Ind.lt ______________ .. ___ 4&6,36'1 417,886. 

Indianapolis ......................... 368,972 364,161 
satellite areas ........................ 68,386 M,624 

Satellite urban_ ................ 3,907 3,552 
Satellite ruraL ... _ ............... 64,478 40,972 

1ackeon, ltliaa,tl __ , __ ••••••••••••••••• 88,003 86,803 

-0.4 
-3.0 

4.1 
24.4 
0.4 

29.7 

1.1 

4.4 
10.0 
4.8 

15.9 

8.8 

1.2 
L3 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ............. . ------------ ------------ ___________ ,. ------------ -------·---- ------------ ------------ --·-······-- ---········ 
1e1,m 

80,339 
81,333 
38,0-19 
63,27-t 

471,186 

164,072 
164,072 

144, BIT 

76,917 
68,900 
26,690 
42,210 

381,876 

138,036 
13<1,036 

11.8 

6.8 
18.0 
5.1 

26.2 

83.4 

18.9 
18.9 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------·-----" 
------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ............ . ·----------- ------------ ------------ -----·---·-- ------------ ------------------------ -------·---- ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------------------ --·------·-- ------------ ·----------- ............. -------·---· 

S8J, 876 294,221 29.8 -----------· ------------ ·······-·--· 
138,036 98,916 39.6 ------------ -------·---- ............. 
138,036 98,916 au ------------ ------------ ----·-······ 

1~:& -···m;iia· ····24a;sa9· -------26.-r ····24a;sao· --·-ios;am· ·------24~8- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
10.3 21f, 2.50 170.142 26. o 1f7, ooo 116,363 zr. 1 -··········· -··········· ............ .. 
14.2 92,863 13,697 26,0 95,939 78.(H.f, 21.8 -----------· ···--------- ------·--··· 

u.s 339,218 171,082 88.3 111,082 103,860 84.1 

31.6 292.352 144,002 101.7 138,276 85,784 61.2 ------------------------ -----······· 
137,4 46,864 26,100 19.6 32,186 18,906 8L6 •••••••• o: •• ------------ ---·--·--··· 
1~: ~ -----4B;BM· ·····20;ioo· ·······7o~6- ·····32;m· ----·ii;ooo· ·······si~i · :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

3.6 
4.3 
1.6 ... 

-4.1 
14.8 

9.0 

6.3 
27.8 
10.0 
29.0 

34.1 

183,387 114,878 

10f, 646 64,906 
75,672 ro, 111 
29,074 14,729 
68,721 49,972 
21,646 18,190 
37,076 31,782 

411,886 MS,888 

364,161 316,223 
63,624 27,046 

49.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------ ---------·--

61.2 ------------ ------------ ............................ ------·----- ............. .. 
60.6 ·----------- ............... ·----------- -----·---~-- ------------ ............ .. 
97.4 ---------·-- -------·---- ------------ ·----------- ---·-------- ------------
17.6 ------------ ............................ ··-------·-- ---·-------- -------·-··· 
19.0 ------------ ----·------- ------·----- ------------ .............. ------····-· 
16.7 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·-------- -----·-····· 

11.6 

16.2 
93.6 

SS9,10ri 

314,194 
24,911 

233.650 
20,844 

S3.1 

34.6 
19.6 

237,788 173, ass au 
233, 650 170, una ao. 7 

4,133 2, ... 64-U 

-····ro;6~- ·····21;M6- ··--·--oo~o- -····u;iiii" ·····m;Mi- -----·-iii~i- ······4;iaa· ······2;ooo· ·····--~M:o 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -·-------·-- -----·-···-- ---------··· -·---------- ----------·· 

1 -•- ~" Pia ,. 1 --·~8~6,~8~1D~~-·~4~B,~T~Ia~l--_:a~1~-6~-~~4~B,~T~I8~~-~~os~,~6~Ts~I:--8~T~-o~-.::-·::·::··::··::·::··::·1:·::··::·.::··::·::··::··::-f·:::· ·::·.::··::·::·-~·-::·f.·~-·=·=··:··::·:· ·:·~:·:··:·:··:··=·=··:·1:·:··=·=··:· ·=·=··::· a.....un.~..~.~e, • ---··············---1_ 
1 ckso Ill 173 066 136 146 28.1 129 649 91,658 41.6 ------------ ............................ ···--------- ------·----- ............ . 
S~telll~var:SS::.:::::::::::::::::: ziMC 13:667 66.2 19:164 17,020 12.6 ---········· --·····--·-- ····-·-····· --·········· •••••••••••• ............. .. 

6 697 2, 775 101.7 ------------ ------------ -----·------ ............. ----------·- -·····-;•···· · ~=~m~~:::::::::::::::: --·-·a-464· -----ia;667- -------6&2- 13:667 14,245 --4.8 ---------·-- _________ : __ --------·--- ---------·-· -----------· ------------

"Hartford-New Brit&in, 1920-30 and 191Q-20,-New Britain not considered as a central city 1900-1910.-Irvlngton, popu1atlon 1,799 In 1900, anneud to IndlanapoliJ city between 
1000 

In these. decades. an:J J~~n I&SHO -The Mlssi5llippl State Ho&pital was moved from Jack110n city to 
:a Houston, 193H0.-0Jd precinct 8, population 0,162ln 1930, added to the 1930 metro- • 'b id ed 1 th metroiKJlitan district of lll40: hcnc:e Jta 

polit&n district population 1920-30.-Ail of precincts 1, 2 and 3, Harris County, were con- another county wblc wu not cons er n e d Ule t ulan di.£rlct 
sidered in the metropolitan" d[strictin 1920. Magnolia Park, population4,080 In 1920, Harri5-- population, 2,M9 in U130, was subtracted from both the city an me ropo 
burg, population 1,461 in 1920, Park Place, population 430 In 1920, and Independence Heights, P~f~~n;tf::WieaHO.-South Jacksonville city anne.ted to Jacbonvllle In

1 
193

30
2. I

1
u, 

population 7115 in 1920 annexed to Houston city between 1020 and 1930. ulatlon 6 697•10 1930 was ndded to the 1930 population of Jackaonvlllo city. 920- .-
It Indianapolis, 1921i-aO.-UnJversity Heights town population 477 In 1920, and Broad eo: sssumed that 95.63' percent of Duval County, Fla., was Jn the Il18tropo1Jtan dlatrict lD 

Ripple town, population 1 562 In 1920, annexed to Indianapolis city between 1920 and Ul30. 1920 85 that narl or It was 1D the UJ30 metropolitan dlatrlct. 
Their combined populatloh, 2,0291n 1920, was added to Ulo 1920 central city population. ..--· 



38 METROPOLITAN DIS'];RICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190D-194o-Continued 

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

193HOABBAS 1920-30 ABEAB 1916-20 AREAS lUOD-1910 AREAS 

IIBTROl'OLtTAN DISTRICT Population Population Percent of 
1-----;-----1 increase, 1-----;-----1 

Percent or Population Percent or Population Percent Of 

1940 1930 

Increase, 
1930 1920 1920-'0 193G-40 1920 1910 

1-----;-----1 increase, 1----...,.-----1 increase, 
191G-20 1910 - 1900 1900-1910 

147,811 142,044 3.9 

66,900 67,3Z7 -6.6 
lohnstown, P&..----------·-·--·······-l---'-16:-1'-, 7:-8::-l·l---'-14:..7:.., 8:-:1:..1_

1 
___ 2:..·.:.9-i-_:==-i---c'=+----:-c+---·--·---··-·-·-_· 1_-_·--·-··--·--------I---------------------I-----·-·-··-·--·---- 1 ------·-------------~---··-·-··----·-----

Johnstown......................... 66,668 66,993 -{), 5 
80,618 74,717 7.9 
27,530 29,508 -6.7 
63,088 45,209 17.4 

Satellite areas •• -------------···-·-- 85, 113 80, 618 5. 6 
Satellite urban................. 30,785 31,337 -1.8 
Satellite ruraL................ 64,328 49, 281 10. 2 

Kalamazoo, Mich •• ------------------- -1--77--'-, 2:..1..:'+_..:72.:.:..· 73..::..9 -1---..:8::.. 2:..r·::·::··::·.:··::·::··::·::·F·::··::·..:··:..·..:·:..··..:·~-II~--::·::··::·..:·:..··..:·:..··:I·::·..:··:..·..:·:..··..:·:..··..:·.F-..:·:..··..:·:..··..:·::··::·..:·I:·::··::·::··::·::·:..··::·::·II--:..··..:·:..··::·.::··..:·c..·~-ll~--=-..:·_---------·.::··+··::·.::·:..··..:·:..··::·.:.:.·· 
Kalama!.OO----····---------------- 54,097 54,786 -1.3 ------------ ----·······- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----····--- ---·-······- ------------
Satellite areas---------------------- 23,116 17, ll53 28.8 ------------ ------------ ------------ -····-···-·- ----··------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Satellite urbBn ••••••••••••••••• ····-------- ------------ ------------ ---·-·-·-·-- •••••••••••• ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -·-·······-- -----·····-- -----------­
Satellite rura]_ •••••• ----------- 23,116 17,9.53 28.8 ------------ ------------ ---·-·····-- •••••••••••• -----·····-- -----······- •••••••••••• ······':'····· •••••••••••• 

Xanaas City, Ho.-Xanaaa City, Xans.u. 834,093 

Central cities •••••••• -----·-······· 520,636 
Kansas CitY, Mo •••••••••••••• 399,178 
Kansas Clt.y, Kans.----------- 121,458 

Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 113,457 
Satellite urb81l.---·········· 18,754 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••••• 94,703 

XnoDille, Tenn... ••• _ ••••••••••••••••• 151,829 

Lanca.ster, Pa.. ••••••••••••••• ---------- 1St, 021 

Lancaster----····---·- ••••••••••••• 61,345 
Satellite areas ••••••••• ----·-------- 70,682 

Satellite urb81l.---··--------- 22,586 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 48,096 

"r.a...nr. Mich. ••••••••• --------------- 110,958 

Lansing ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 78,753 
Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 31,603 

Satellite urb81l ••••••••••••••••• 5,839 

613,964 

521,603 
399,746 
121,857 
92,351 
17,870 
74,481 

136,714 

123,168 

59,949 
63,207 
20,705 
42,602 

98,894 

78,397 
20,297 
4,389 

s.s 
--6.2 
--6.1 
--o.3 

22.9 
4.9 

27.2 

11.9 

u 
2.3 

11.8 
9.1 

13.2 

11.8 

.6 
66.7 
33.0 

808,198 

521,603 
399,746 
121,857 
80,583 
15,296 
71,287 

195,114 

123,158 

69,949 
63,207 
20,705 
48,602 

419,899 

433,261 
324,410 
108,851 
46,632 
11,086 
34,9!6 

95,895 

10!,482 

53,150 
52,332 
18,251 
34,081 

28.7 

2"-4 
23.2 
11.9 
86.7 
30.9 

104.0 

41.8 

18.7 

12.8 
20.8 
13.4 
24.7 

411,964 

42.5,687 
324,410 
101,177 

51,767 
19,360 
32,407 

------------

889,216 29.8 840,446 228,295 49.2 

330,712 28.7 330,712 221,04.8 49.6 
248,381 :J0.8 248,381 163,752 51.7 
82,331 22.0 82,331 57,296 43.7 
38,564 34.2 9,734 7,187 35.4 
15,819 22.4 6,960 3,270 82.3 
22.746 42.6 3,774 3,917 -3.7 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 25,764 16,908 62.0 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ............. ------------
Lincoln, Nebr.n •••• ------------------ 88, 191 85, 84tl 2.7 

Lincoln............................ 81,984 79,592 3. 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• ------------ ------------ •••••••••••••••••••••••• -·······--·· ------------ •••••••••••• 
Satellite areas...................... 6, 207 6, 248 --o. 7 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••• -·-·-------- ------------ ---·-------- •••••••••••• ····--·-·-·-

~=~:m: ~:::::::::::::::: ------6;"201· -----·s;24s· ------=o~7- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Li«le Rock, Ark. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 12~ 724 119,197 12.0 119,137 BB,4M 27.9 ------------ --·----·---- ------------ ------------ ----------·- ------------

Little Rock-------------~·-······· 88,039 81,679 7.8 
Satelll te areas.. ••••••••• ------·-·-·- 38,685 31,468 23.0 

Satellite urban.-----------~- 21, 137 19,418 8.9 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 17,548 12,040 45.7 

81,679 65,142 25.4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·---31,4.'i8 23,312 24.9 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ' 19,418 14,048 38.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·-----------12,040 9,264 :JO.O ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·-·- ------------
Loa Angeles, Calif,n ___________________ 2, 904, 698 2, SIS, 640 26.4 2, 918,628 995, 60S 192.9 879,008 484,841 89.1 438,228 129,082 26U 

Los Angeles ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,504,m I, 240,3.'i9 21.3 
Sa tell! te areas _______ •••••••••••••• 1, 400,319 1,076,181 :JO.I 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 942,510 753,987 25.0 
Satellite ruraL ................. 457,809 322,194 42.1 

1, ZlS, 048 576,673 114.7 576,673 .at9,198 80.7 319,198 104,266 206.1 
1, 080,478 418,930 157.9 302,335 145,643 107.6 119,028 18,796 633.3 

628,526 252,214 148.4 167,261 77,9113 114.6 38,138 14,638 160.6 
453,952 166,716 172.3 135,074 67,660 99.7 80,890 4,158 1,845. 4 

Louiaville, Ey.H •••••••••••••••••••••••• 434.409 404,998 1.4 404,998 390,048 22.6 318, 169 284,808 8.0 288,158 259,868 10. I 

:Louisville ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 319,077 307,745 3. 7 
Satellite areas ...................... 115,331 00,651 19.3 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 36,007 37,765 -2.3 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••••• 78,424 63,886 33.2 

307,745 242,008 27.1 234,891 223,928 4.9 223,928 205,173 9.1 
96,651 87,980 9.9 83. 2ll8 70,678 17.8 62,230 64,683 13.8 
37,765 33,090 14.1 33,090 31,824 4.0 31,041 31,402 -1.1 
58,886 64,890 7.3 50,178 38,864 29.1 31,189 23,281 34.0 

LoweU-I.&wrence-Baverhill,llau.ll- 334.989 332,028 0.9 332.028 342,708 -S.I 342.708 801, 189 11.8 907,189 267,165 19.2 

Central cities. ••••••••••••••••••••• 232,464 234,012 0.7 
LowelL •• ------····-·········· 101,389 100,234 1.2 
Lawrence •••••••••••••••••••••• 84,323 86,066 -0.9 

185,302 207,029 -10.5 207,029 192,186 7.7 192, 186 157,528 22.0 
100,234 112,759 -11.1 112,759 106,294 6.1 106,294 94,009 11.9 
86,066 84,270 -9.8 94,270 85,892 9.8 85,892 62,569 37.3 -HaverhilL •••••••••••••••••••• 46,752 48,710 -4.0 

Satellite arens •••••••••••••••••••••• 102, 60S 98,016 4.6 ----i46;726" ---·ias;67r ------·-;rr ----ias;G77- ----ii5;ooa· -----·-is:o- ----ii5;003· ·-·-ioo;m· --------i4~7 
Satellite urban.·--·····-···-- 72,643 71,894 1.0 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••••• 29,862 26,122 14.3 

120,604. 114,540 6.3 Il4,540 96,697 18.6 00,697 82,047 16.6 26,122 21,137 23.8 21,137 18,306 15.5 18,306 17,280 8.9 

lrlacon, Ga.. •••••••••••••••••••• ·-·-·-·· 14.830 87,221 11.3 ------------ ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ···--------- ------------
Macon............................ til,865 63,829 7.5 --·-·-·----- •••••••••••• ··---------- •••••••••••••••••••••••• ···-----···· •••••••••••••••••••••••• ·-·---------
Satellite areas...................... 16,965 13, 3U8 26. 6 ------------ --·······-·- ------··---- ·····------- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ----······--

~~~ill~~~.::.::::::::::: -----is;oos· -----ia,·agg· -------26~6- ------------ ------------ -------~---- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ -·---·------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·-
n :Kanaa• City, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans., 199()....40.-Shawnee Townshlp,1ohnson County, 

Kans., was included in the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time. lts population, 
5,768in UlJO, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1900-1910.-Argentina, 
population 5,87H in 1900 was annexed to Kansas City during this decade. 

Jl Lincoln, 193()....40.-lfa\·elock city annexed to Lincoln city in 1930. lts population, 3,659 
1n 1930, was added to the 1930 population or Lincoln city. 

n los Angeles, 1930-40.-Catalma Township, Los Angeles County, population 1,986 In 
1930 was in the metropolitan district in 1930 but not in 1940 so It was subtracted from the 
193o'metropolitan district population. Tujunga city, population 2,311 in 1930, was annexed 
to Los Angeles In 1932, hence, it was added to tbe 1930 city population. 1921)-30.-lt was 

assumed that 99.2 percent or the popu1ation or LoS Angeles County outside of Los Angeles 
city, and 91.1 percent of the population or Orange County were in the metropolitan district 
1n 1920 as these percentages were in the metropolitan district in Ul30. Besides, Ontario 
Township and Upland city In San Bernardino County were Included. 190G-1910.-San 
Pedro, {>opulation 1,787in 1900, was annexed to Los Angeles during the decade ' 

ao LoU1Sville, 1926-30.-Highland Park and Oakdale towns, population 7 177 '1n 1920 were 
annexed to Louisville city betwee.n 1920 and 1930. 190Q-1910.-Crescent' Hill popu'lation 
4.42 In 1900, was anne:.:ed to Louisvtllo city between 1900 and 1910 ' 

II Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill, 1930-40.-Haverhill considered 6 central city tor the first 
time in this decade. 



GENERAL TABLES 39 
TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCENT 

OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-194G-Continued ' 
{Total areas as or end or decade; urban-rural classUI.catlon as or be-Inning or d"""'de. A mlnw slgu ( l d r.• .,..... enotcs decrease. Percent not shown where loss than 0.1] 

193HOARBAS 1920-30 AREAS 1\llD-20 .UlKAB lDIXrlOlO AREAS 

IIBTBOl'OUTAN DIS1'BJCT Population Population p t 1 •------,----1 ercen o 1· increase, 1-----,------ Perc. t Or Population p Population 
n •-----r----1 e~ntor Poreoptor Increase, 1- lncronso, 1-----r----1 lnorooso, 

1940 1930 1930-40 
~ - - - ~ - ~ ~ -~ 1--·-1----1----1---·1----l·--~-~-1-~-1--

l:ladison, Wis . .:': ••••• ·······-·· •• ·-·---~---7~9~, ;34~9t-~84~, 3~5~0+ _ __:2~1~-8~~-::-.:··::·:··::·.:·::· ·::-~:-:· ·::·.:·::· ·::·::··::·:-: 1:·::· ·::·::··::·.:· ·::·:· ·:1:::::::.:::.::::1:.:::.:::.:::.:: 1:::.:::.:::.:::1 ::.:::.:::.::::I:.:::.:::.:::::: I:::::::::::: ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Madison........................... 67,447 57,899 16 5 ----------·- ---------·-· --···-··-·--Satellite arens.------·-------------- 10,002 6, 451 69. o ------------ --------···- ·······----- ·---····-··· ·----------- ·-·-·---·-·· --------·-·· 

t~m~ ~~~ae::::::::::::::::: ---·-io;oo2- ---·-·o;4si; -----·-eg~o- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Manchester' N' B •••••••• ---- ----------~--~81~,~93~2~~---:80;;.-, 8~73~1:--~1~. ~8 ·1·::·:··:·:·:::··:·::··::·-j:·:·:::··:·::··::·.:··:·:·~:-::··::·.:··:·:··:·:·:·11=··::·:··:·:·::··:·.:··:1:::··:·:::· ·::·:::· ·::·:· ·::·:1:·::·.:· ·::·:· ·::·.:·:··:·1 :·.:··::·:··::·:·:··:·:·II:··::·:·:··::·:::· ·::·:::--:1·::·:· ·::·:·:· ·.:·:.::· •• 
Manchester------------------ .I 77 685 76, 834 1. 1 Satellite areas ------ 4' 247 3 839 10 6 ------·-···- ------------ ····-------- •••••••••••• ------·-···· ··--·-·····- ------·-···· ········-··· ........... .. 

· Satellite u~b~i:i:::.::::::::::::: _______ : ___________ :_ __ • ----------·- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------···· ----------·- •••••••••••• ·---------·· 
Satellite ruraL---------------- 4,247 a,s39 -----·-io~e· :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :·········-· --·--------- ······------ ···--------- --·-········ --··-······· ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Memphis, Tenn.11---·········-····----~--;33~2,~4~77~~--~27~6~, 8~77;-l---~";:-~1-l-....;';.78~, ~12~9-1-~1~99~,;69~1-1--__:3~8~. 3~~--2~1~4,~1;89~~--~16~1~, 1~43~1---!;18~. !_2 -1-- ::":9,-:4::74:-+-::12::9", 7::26::-1---.;.•:::..u 
Wrllfthfs__________________________ 292,942 253, 143 15.1 253, 143 162,351 lis. 9 162.351 131, 10s 23. 8 tal, 1os 102,647 21. 7 

a e enrens .. --------·----------- 39,535 23,734 66.6 22,983 37,34.0 -38.4 61818 50 038 3 6 28 369 27 o ~atell!te urban ••••••••••••••••. ------------ ------------ • • • , , 78 4. 8 
atellite ruraL.·--------------- 39,635 23, 734 ----·-·oo_·o· -----22,"983- --·-·a7;34o· ----·=38~4- -----~i;SiS- --···ro;ms· ····----3~6- ····-28;36{1" ·····27; 078. ·········r g 

Miami; Fla,ll __________________ ~-- -- ---- 250,637 IS3,995 

Miami. •••••••••••••••• ____ -------- 172,172 JIO, 637 
Satellite areas. __ ---·--------------- 78,3n5 23,358 

8'1.0 132,189 

110,637 
21,552 

39, 6S3 

30,967 
8,566 

23U 

2fJ7. 3 
151.6 

----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------·-··· 

Satellite urban .•••••••••••••••• 40,204 
Satelli,te ruraL •••••••••••••••• 38, 101 

14,791 
8,667 

55.6 
235.6 
172.2 
344.7 -----2i;562" ----··s;566- -·----i6i~6- --------·--- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------······ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Milwaukee, Wis ••••••••••••••••••••••• '1&0, 338 

Mil waukee •••••• ----------·------- 587,472 
Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 202,864 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 134,915 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 67,949 

~eapolis·St. Paul,llimL ••••• ______ 911, 07'1 

Centml cities ••• : •••••••••••••••••• 780, 106 
Minneapolis ••••••••• ---------- 492,370 
St. PauL •••••••••••••••••••••• 287,736 

Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••••• 130,971 
Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 76,137 
Satellite ruraL--------····---- 64,834 

743,414 
578,249 
165, 165 
Il7, 387 
47, 7'18 

832,258 

735,962 
4M,356 
271,606 
96, 21l6 
69,667 
36,629 

8.8 

1.6 
22.8 
14.9 
42.2 

8.6 

8.0 
6.0 
6.9 

36.0 
27.0 
49.7 

'143, 414 61!3,118 34.4 &3'1, 737 

6i8, 249 460, 194 25.7 457,147 
165, 165 92,924 77.7 80,500 
107,857 49,0114 119.7 33,886 
57,308 43,830 30.8 46,704 
83~2·8 880, 344 218 828, 218 

735,002 615,280 19.6 615,280 
464,356 380,582 22.0 380,582 
271,606 234.698 15.7 234,698 
96,200 65,004 48.0 13,936 
35,9-13 T/,867 29.0 0,822 
00,353 37,197 02.3 4,114 

431, 41'1 2U 42'1, 176 324,963 31.5 
373,8.57 22.3 373,857 2R.'i, 316 31.0 
57,500 40.0 53,318 30,6-HI 34.6 
19, 7i4 71.4 0,438 o, 234 lil.4 
37,786 23.6 43,880 33,414 31.3 

62~ 2.8 19.8 628, 2&8 372,009 41.5 
510,152 19.2 516,152 365,783 41.1 
301,408 25.3 301,408 202, 718 48.7 
214,744 0.3 214,744 163, OM 31.7 

10, l().j 37.9 10,10f 0,220 02.3 
7,170 37.0 -----ici;i04" ----··e;226-2,934 40.2 ········ora 

Mobile, Ala.••------········------····-- 114,808 ·~807 18.9 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----·-······ 
Mobile ••••••• ---------····------·- 78,720 69,412 13.4 

33.1 
32.8 
33.1 

---·-------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ----······-- --------···· 
Satellite areas. __ ----------····------ 36,186 27,195 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 6,084 4,580 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite ruraL--------------- 30,102 22,615 ------·····- ------------ ------------ -----------· -----------· ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------

Montgomery, Ala •••••• ------···-----·- 93,897 78,388 19.5 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------··-- ---·-··----- ------···--- ------------ -----·------

r.;lf~~ffi~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -----:~:- -----~f:~- -------~:!- ~~~~~~~~~~~= :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: - ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ -··········· 

New Haven ••••••••••••••••••••••• 160,605 162,655 -1.3 162,655 
Satellite areas •••••••••••••••••••.•• 147,623 131,009 12.6 131,009 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 70,943 67,664 ... 71,559 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 76,680 63,405 20.9 69,510 

New Orleans, La.P ••••••••••••••••••••• 640,030 494,877 9.1 494,877 

New Orleans ••••• -----··-----··--- 494,537 458,762 7.8 458,702 
Satellite areas.---····----··----···- 45,493 36, 116 21!.0 36, 116 

Satellite urban ••••••••••••••••• 15,871 13,571 16.9 9, 584 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 29.622 22,644 31.4 26,531 

u Memphis, 1936-40.-Bartlett and Germantown towns, Shelby County included in the 
metropolitan district in 1MO for the flrst time. Their combined population, 751 In 1930, 
was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. Ht2G-30.-lt was a.-.sumed thnt 
89.4 percent of Shelby County, Tenn., was In the metropohtan district in 1920 and all of 
Mississippi TownshiE, Ark. 1916-20.-The population of this metropolitan district Is that 
of the 1920 city and • adjacent area." 1960-1910.-Lenoz, population 327 In 1900, annezed to 
Memphis city since woo. The population called "metropolitan district" for this city Is 
really the 1920 definition of "adjacent area.'' 

... 11 Miami, 1930-40.-Dade County was redistricted In 1939. Old precinct 1, population 
923 in 1930; old precinct 2, less part in Miami Shores town, population 512 in 1930, old pre­
cinct 8, less part in Miami Shores town, population 371 in 1930, were included In the metro­
politan district In HMO for the first time. Their combined population, 1,806 in 1930, was 
added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1926-30.-lt was assumed that 02.4.7 
percent of Dade County, Fla., was in the metropolitan district In 1920 as that part of U. was 

162,537 0.1 
96,375 36.0 
57,762 23.9 
38,61.3 64.1 

162,537 133,605 21.7 133,605 108,07:7 23.7 
00,375 72,546 32.8 72,546 68,446 :U.I 
67,762 46,605 23.6 41,376 32, M15 21!.9 
38,613 25,881 49.2 31, 170 25,S61 20.6 

405,948 21.8 39'1, 915 348,109 14.8 848,109 294,816 IB.i 

387,219 330,075 14.2 339,075 287,104 18.1 
10,600 9,034 18.< 9,034 '1,611 20.3 387,219 18.6 

1s, m 92.8 
1I:Wo 1~:~ ··--·io;iioo- ······n;OM· -------if4- --~-··v;O:H· ······r;nii- ········20:a 

in the 1030 metropolitan district. Cocoanut Grove city, population 1,3061n JD20, was annoxod 
to Miami city between 1920 and 1930. 

u Mobile, 193HO.-The 1930 metropolitan dl!trlct population lncJudCIJ tho following: 
Mobile city population r..S,202ln 1930; precinct fJ population 7,100 In 1U30; precinct 10 popu· 
Jatlon 4,480 In 1u:w; precinct II, population 4,H.58ln 11130; precinct 12, populntlon 2,2'i-i/n 1030; 
precinct 21, population 1,4431n Hl30; precinct 23, populntlon 931ln IVJO; Prlchnrd city, popu• 
lation 4,580 In 1U30; precinct 32, population 1,4.'".o0 In 1U30; and old precinct 31, Government 
Street Loop, population 1,210 In 1930. Tot.n.J, 00,0071n JU30. Government Street Loop1 popu• 
latlon 1,210 in 11130 was anncxcd to Mobile city between 1930 and 1940, hence, waa aadcd to 
.Mobile city population In 1930 making It 00,412. 

15 New Orlean., 192o-30.-lt was assumod that 48.36 percent or St. Dcrnard Pnrl.th wruiiD 
the metropolitan district In 1920 since that part of It Willi In the 1030 metropolitan district. 
The population of wards 1, 2, 3~ 4, 7, and 8 in Jefferson Pnrlsb were n1so Included In the lll20 
metropolitan district population. 



40 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190G-194Q--Continued 

(Total areas as or end or decade; urban-rural classification as or beginning of decade. A minus sign (-) denotes decrease. Percent not shown where less than 0.11 

193D-CO AREAS 1920-«0 AREAS 191o-20 AREAS 1900-1910 JltBJ..fJ 

Percent or Population Percent or 
1----0 ----1 Increase, 1-----r-----1 Increase, 1----,------

1930-40 19SO 1920 lD20-30 

Population Population METROPOLITAN DISTRICT 

19(0 1930 1920 1910 

Percent of Population Percent or 
increase, 1------.----1 increase, 
lOIG-20 lDlO l900 1900-1010 

NewYork-Jlortheutern!lewJeraey,n. 1_:1.::1•..:990...:.:•.:.62.:.0~-I-.:.10::•.:.908,:..::..:.33::2-I----'::·.:.'-I-I::0:.,90::.:.~~424::.:..1-.:.8,~50c_:6•..:404.:..:..1----'28.:. . ..:'+-':.•.,.91::0'-,4:-1::6-I--:8'-,""'::-:'"=8::69:-+---:90::-:.6:+-8,:'::47.,.4~,=698:::-I--:4,~80J-:,8::04:::-II---4::0:-=.6 
Centrnlclties .••••••••••••••••••••• 8,135,496 7,942,600 6.2 7,942,600 6,564,333 21.0 6,620,048 4,766,883 17.9 4,766,883 3,437,202 38.7 
Satel1lte areas .•• ------------------ a, 255,024 2, ona, 732 o. s 2, 958,824 1, 941,071 52.4 2, 290,367 1, 700,976 ZT. 2 1, 7rt7, 685 1, 170,602 45.9 

BntPllite wban_________________ 2, 536, 163 2,300, 988 5. 8 2, 218, m 1, 571,945 41.1 2,01S. 008 1, 631,022 23.8 1,463, 638 1, 027,405 42.5 
Satellite ruraL_________________ 718,861 666,744 26.8 740,052 369,126 100.6 271,399"' 168,954 60.6 244,047 143.197 70.4 

New York DiYision. •• ·---------••••••• 
1
_8,:.• _ror2, 8,-8..:8-1-..:':..• 9.:.9:.:9:.• 8::28.:_

1 
__ _...:8::.. o=-t . ....::'·~9:.:88.::•..:3.:.98:.+_8.::•.:.2.:.il,:.• .:.08..:6-1-__ .:.27::·.:.9-1--:6:.• 9,-98,.,•:.1:-04.,-I-6,:.04,..7.:.•.,24.:.J_~ __ ..:I..:8 • ..:8+_6,~098~, 0011::::+-'':...• 6:-8-::'':.8:-9.,-2-1----:3::9-::. 8 

NewYorkCitY------------------- 7,454,995 6,930,446 7.6 6,930,446 6,620,048 23.3 6,620,048 4,766,883 17.9 4,766,883 3,437,202 38.7 
Satellite areas.--------------------- 1, 2."i2,671 1,0..~9, 380 18.2 I, 0..'15, 022 631,037 67.3 379,056 280, 3M 35.2 242,126 150,490 60.0 

Sate111te wban......................... 789,311 700,047 12.8 (120,888 431,372 43.9 247,203 192, 174 28.6 149,389 90,073 65.0 
Satellite ruraL_________________ 463,360 359,333 20.0 435,034 199,665 117.0 131,853 88, 190 49.6 92,737 60,417 63.5 

New Jersey Dirlsion.. ...... -------- _ ... 1--:2::,.,.98:-2:...• 8:-M:--II--'2::.• 9.:.1::8:.• 506::.:.-1-__ _:2.::..:.9 ~-.::'·~9:.:1.::6•..:0.:.58:...I.-2.:.•:.:'_M::•.:."..:9+--.:'9::·.:.3-I--'I::.• 9..:1:.:1:.• 3..:1.:.1_1_.:.1•:.'::1.:.9•..:8::.12:...l.--..:'::.6.:.:8+_1_:•_48_6:...• 6_6_9-1-..:1::.• 02.:...:0:.• 1::1::.'+~--4::3.:._. J 
Central cities............................ 980,501 1,012, 154 -3.1 1,012, 1M 9«, 285 7. 2 

Elizabeth ••••• -------·---·---·-- 109,912 Hf, 589 -4.1 114,589 95,783 19.6 
Jersey City_____________________ 301,173 316,715 -4.9 316,716 298, 103 6. 2 
Newnrk.................................... 429,700 442,337 -2.8 442,337 414,524 6. 7 
Paterson_______________________ 139,656 138,513 0.8 . 138,513 135,875 1.9 

Satellite arens ___ ,;_________________ 2, 002, 353 1, 004,352 5. 1 1, 902, 002 1, 310, 034 45. S 
Satellite urban__________________ 1, 746,852 1,696, 941 2. 9 1, 597,884 1, I40, 573 40. 1 
Satellite rural •• ---------------·- 255,601 207,411 23.2 305,018 I69,461 80.0 

Rorfollr::-Portamouth-Newport News, 
va.n -------------•• ·-------·--···----l---:::"::o"=, 9"98:+-::28::3:...• 984::.,-·l----'18.::.:.3_1_--:2,-'3..:•.,29:-:3-l---:2:-:9"8,::08::8c-l----._8.:.. 9+-.,."::9,"=1:-:".,.-l·-.:.19"3:.• 8,:9.:.3 ·l----'49..:·..,2 ~-· -_--_-_·-_·_-·_._. 11.:.·-::-.:.--::-.:.--::-.:. .. :.:·l-·.:.--::.--.:.-.:.--::-.:.··:;.-

Central cities______________________ 232, 144 209, 831 10. 6 209,831 206,958 1. 4 205, 760 I20, 847 70. 3 
Norfolk........................... 144,3.12 1~, 710 11.3 I29, 710 II5, m 12.0 115, m 67, 41l2 71.6 
Portsmouth..................... 50,745 45,704 11.0 45,704 54,387 -16.0 64,387 33,100 63.9 
Newport News.................... 37,067 34,417 7. 7 34,417 36, '194 -6.5 35,500 20, 20S 76.2 

Satellite arens_____________________ 98, 2.52 74, 163 32. 5 63, 402 91, 128 -30.4 83,419 72, 986 14.3 
Satellite urbnn._________________ 17,439 17, 195 1.4 17, 195 16,905 I. 7 6,138 5, 505 11.5 
Satellite ruraL..................... 80,813 56,968 4L 9 46,207 74,223 -37.7 77,281 67,481 14.5 

Oklahoma City. otla __________________ l--:22;:1;-,:22::9:-l·-.,.202::-,1::;98~---=9:-.4::-l--:"::02-:·-:l::ss:-r--l:::oo-:-·:::m:::-l---:l::oo::-.-:8-I-·----------_·-----·-I-·-----_-_ .. _._._ ... 
1
._._ .. _._._ .. _-_--_·

1 
.. _--_-_--_·_-_ .. _._.

1
_._ .. _._·-------=----+·-;..-_··-----------'·-

0ktaboma.................................... 204,424 185,389 10.3 185,389 91,295 103.1 
Satellite areas_____________________ 16,80!i 16, 774 0. 2 16, 774 0, 478 77.0 ------···-- ------------ ------------ ---·-------- ------------ ............... . 

Satellite urban. _______________ --·--------- ------------ -·····------ -----------· ................ ·····------ --------·-·- ---·-·------ ------------ ------------
Satellite ruraL.......................... 16,805 16,774 0.2 16,774 9,478 - 77.0 --·--------- .................................................... :::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Omaha, Nebr.-CouncUB1utl's,Iowa.... 287,898 273,851 6.1 273,861 238,440 14.9 238,083 19S, 102 22.8 192,945 
153,388 
124,096 
29,292 
39,657 
28,259 
13,298 

181,823 

128,357 
I02, 555 
25,802 
33,266 
26,001 
7,286 

19.4 

19.5 
21.0 
13.5 
18.0 
1.0 

83.0 

Central clUes......................... 265, 283 256,054 3. 6 
Omaha .... -------------------- 223,844 214, 006 4. 6 
Council Bluffs.._______________ 41,439 42,048 -I. 4 

Satellite area ...... -·-·-··--------- 22.416 17, i97 25. g 
Satellite urban.. .................... ------------ ----------·· ·----------
Satellite ruraL................ 22.415 17,797 25.9 

2.56, 054 ?:rl, 763 12. 4 227, 763 ISS, 523 22. 8 
214,006 I91, 601 11. 7 191, 601 156, 231 22.6 
42, 048 36, 162 16. 3 36, 162 29, 292 23. 6 
17,797 10,677 66.7 . 8.320 7,579 9.8 

..... i7;797· -----io;-677- ----·-·aa7· ----··s;a2t,- ----·-;;579- ------·-o:s· 

Peoria, m.a .. _, __ .. _____ .,., _________ l--1;;82:;·-;;68;;;8+-:1:::44,-:-732=·1--....::12~. 8+-:1::44::-·:::73::•+....:1::08~, 23=8 ·1--... 8=8~. "+"::'::."::"::'::."::"+"::; .. ::·-:;·:; .. ::. .. ::.·F·:; .. ::. .. ::·:; .. ::. .. ::·:·I.:. .. ::. .. ::·::--::. .. ::·= .. +·::. .. ::·=·-::. .. ::·:: .. ::.·11: .. ::·::-·::.·-::·=·-=·-
Peorla_____________________________ 105,087 104,969 0. 1 104,969 7D, 936 31.3 
Satellite areas.____________________ 57,4i9 39, 763 44. 6 39,763 26,302 51.2 

SateUite wban.................... 30, 157 24,435 23.4 16, 129 12,086 33.& 
-----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --------·-·- ------------

Satellite rural_________________ 27,322 I5, 328 78.2 23,634 14,216 66.2 ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Philadelphia, Pa.• -·----···· ................ 1-:2-:-, ;;89;;8';, 844-;:;;·l-2;'-;;8;;67~, 3;;23;;-I----:-1·-::4-J--;2';, 64;;';;·:::148:;-l--;2';, 4;;;';;'·-:0J;:;8;-j---1';8;-:. 1:-J·-2-:-·:401~, 2;:;34;;-l·--:-1,';98::3~, 9::0::::8 -I----:'::1.::4-J-.::1·:.:9:::72::, ::342::-l.....:l:_:• 823::::·.:14::9-1---.:2:1 . .:6 

Philadelphia........................ 1, 931,334 I, 950,961 -1. 0 I, 950,961 1, 823, 779 7. 0 1, 823,779 I, 549,008 I7. 7 1, 649, 008 1, 293, 697 I9. 7 
Satellite areas______________________ 967,310 906,362 6. 7 896, 187 628, 297 42.6 583,455 434,298 34.3 423,334 329,452 28. s 

Satelliteurban................ 671,574 632,I21 6.2 583,950 430,994 35.& 322.087 2.53,299 ZT.2 222,061 178,380 24.5 
Satellite ruraL________________ 295,736 274,241 7.8 312,231 - 197,303 68.3 261,368 180,999 44.4 201,273 151,072 33.2 

Phoenix, Arlz.• ... --.. ·---------.. -·---~--1-;;21;-';,82;;8_1 __ 8;;8;':, 9;;68;;-l---:4;;1.-;1+ .. _._ .. _ .. _._ .. _ ... 
1
.-_·_--_--_-_--_--_-

1
_._ .. _ .. _._ .. _ .. _.i. _ .. _ .. _._ .. _ .. _._ .. 'i'._ .. _._ .. _ .. ::·.:.··.c·:l-.. ::·.:.·-.:.-·::-.:.--.:. .. l·:::-.:.--::·-::·:: .. ::·-::-F·= .. ::--::--::·:; .. ::-·:j= .. ::--::-·::·:; .. ::·:::·-

Pboenlx. ........ .:.................. 65,414 48,118 35.9 
Satellite areas______________________ 56,414 38,238 47.5 

Satellite urban________________ 4, 855 3, 665 32.5 
Satellite ruraL--------------~ 51,559 34,573 49.1 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------·----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -~--------·- ------------ ----------------------·- ------------ ----·-·----- ------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ ------------ ------------------------ --------·--- ------------ ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------·----- ------------ ------------
Pittsburcb, Pa.a _____ • ____ •• _ •••••••••• 

1
_1_. ;;994;;;-. 080;;;;;_

1 
__ 1_, 9;;6;;;3-;, 8;;8;8-j----•-· 1-j·-'1,-;9;;63;,-;;8;;88;-~-1-',-;;8:;;98-;, -;94;;8~~----:16;.-;;li __ l.;., 20;;;;;'-:' 6;;04;-l-1,':033;;:'-;0;;62;+---:1:;8.-:9+-1,:.• ::04:2~, 8;:6::6+-'~9~2,:.:9~8~8 ·l---.:3::1.~6 

Pittsburgh ___________________ ··--- 669,569 669,817 --- . 669,817 625,110 7.2 588,343 535,005 10.0 533,905 451,512 I8. 2 Satellite areas ______________________ . 1, 324,491 I,283, 85I -- ---3:2· I, 283,851 1, 071, 536 10.8 619, 16I 498, Of7 24.3 508,950 341,456 49.1 
Satellite urban'.________________ 810,993 798,456 1. 6 743,554 611,201 21.7 369,280 304, 656 21.2 246,457 168,288 46. 4 
Satellite rural------------------ 613, 498 486, 395 5. 8 540, 297 460,335 17.4 249, 881 I93, 391 29. 2 262,493 173, 168 51.6 

Portland, Jlalne. --------_ -------------l---:108;;-, 6;;:8;;8-l---;88~, 8;;7;;4-I----;B.~J;;-1··::·:.-·::·.:. .. ::·::.·..: .. :.:·f·.:.·-::-:::-:--::·:--::·.c· F·.:.--:::-:--::-::.--::-::.·~·~.c .. ::·.:.-·::·::.·.:. .. ::·.:. .. ~r-: .. ::.-.:.· -:::-:--::-::."::·f-::-:.--:::·::--::-::--::·:::·F·:: .. ::-::--::-:·-::-:::·:·1 i: .. ::-::·-::·:·:: .. :-:·-:1·::·:::--::-:-: .. ::·.:--::-
Portland................................ 73, 643 70,810 4. 0 
Satellite areas ... --~------·--------· 32.923 29,064 I3. 3 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ ----·------- ------------ ----·------- ------------
Satellite wban •••• -:.................. 26,868 24,647 9. 0 ------------ -----·------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -·---------· 
Satellite ruraL________________ 6, 055 4,417 37.1 ------------ -----··----- ------------ ------------ ----------·- -----------· ----------·- ------------ ------------------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------

P New York-Northeastern New Ieney, 1930-40.-Stonr, Point town In Rockland Connty, 
N.Y.; Watchung Borou~th, and Green Brook Townsh pin Somerset County N. 1., were 
lncluded~n the metropoliton district in 1940 for the first time. Their oombin:d population, 
4,908 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 

17 llorfolk-Portsm.outh-Newport News, 1930-40.-KempsviUo mn~tlsterlal district, Princess 
Anne County, and Lynnhaven district were Included In the mptropolitan district In 1940 for 
the first time. Their combined population, 10,761 in 1930, wa.s added to tho 1930mctropolltan 
district population. 1920--30.-Kecou~thton town, population 1,1g8 In 1920, 8DI1e.Iod to New-
port News city between 1920 and 1930. • 

P Peoria, 1920-30.-Averyville vfllage, population 3,815 In 11120, annexed to Peoria city be­
tween 1920 and 1930. Thls population was added to the 1920 Peoria city population. 

"Philadelphia, 1930-40.-Ciayton Borough ln Gloucester County, and Florence Township 
in BurJ.iolton County, both in New Jersey, were included In the metropWtan district in 1940 

ror the first time. Their combined population, 10,I751n I930, was added to the 1930 metro"" 
polltan district population. ~ 

40 Phoeni%, 1930-40.-Tbe I930 metropolitan district includes Phoenix city Glendale pre­
cincts 1 and 2; balance or Glendale town; ~ ot Peoria precinct; lio or Washington precinct· 
Alhambra precinct; Issac precinct: Osborn precincts 1, 2, 3, and 4; Madison precinct· Crelgb! 
ton precinct; Del Hey precinct; Wilson precinct; W: or Heard precinct· Park Vlow'preoinct 
(excluding Phocnb::); Alkire preelnot (excludln~t Phoenix); 3-i or Broadw'ay preclnot· Mwpby 
precinct; ~ ot Rivexside preclnct. Total, 86,356 iD 1930. ' 

41 PUt.sburgb, 19~.-Annexatlons to Pittsburgh, resulting In the formation or tracts 
I3-Z, 2&-Y, 26-Z, 31-C, and 32-Z, combined population, 2,000 In 1940, subtractt'd from Pitts­
burgh city In 1940 as the population of this area not obtainable for 1930. 1910-20.-Bpring 
O_arden, population 1.100 1n 1910, 8DI1eud to Pittsburgh city between 1910 and 1920. 



GENERAL TABLES 41 
TABLE 3.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 

OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1900-194Q--Continued 
{Total areas as of end or decadej urban-rural classlftcatlon as or beginning of decade. A minussJgn (-)denotes decrease. Parecnt not shown wbcra lCS8 than o.t) 

Jlii3D-40 ABEA8 1920-30 ABBAS llll~J.BUJI IGOO-llillO J.RI:A8 

liB'iBOPOLITAN DISTRicr Population Percent of Popu1atlon Percent of Population Percent of Population Percent or 
increase, Increase, Increase, lncrcnso, 

11140 1930 193<HO 1930 1&20 19.,...,. 11120 1910 191~20 1910 1900 1900-1910-

Portlana, Oreg. u ----------------- ______ 406,408 379,274 u 378, '128 SOB, 087 22.6 299,882 940,006 14.9 21&, 048 91,888 154.6 

Portland •••• ----. ------- ---------. -305,394 301,815 1.2 301,815 Wl,288 16.9 Wl,288 213, 251 21.1 207, 214 90,420 129.2 Satellite areas. __________ ,! __________ 101,012 77,459 30.4 76,913 50, 7{19 51.4 41,694 20,764 M.6 7,83< 1,2-12 630.8 Satellite urban_ ________________ 24,912 21,527 16.7 21,527 18,323 17.6 18,323 13, 687 34.0 ·-----?;&if' ----·-i;242" ·-·-·-·63o:s Satellite ruraL ••••••••••••••••• 76,100 65,932 36.1 66,38<1 32,476 70.6 23,2i1 13,107 76.7 

Providence, B. 1."~·-·······--···------ 711, 600 690,831 s.o 890,631 604,383 14.3 444,228 396,9711 111.11 396,9711 SOB, 110 09.C 

Providence ..•• __ ••.• ---- •••••••••• 2.53,604 252,981 0.2 252,981 237, 595 .... 237,596 224,326 6.0 224,326 175,607 27.8 
Satellite areas .•.•• -------·- __ •••••• 457,996 437,650 4.6 437, 650 366, 768 19.3 206,6.13 171,646 20.4 171,646 130,613 31.3 

Satellite urban. •••••••••••••••• 424,794 401,442 4.3 407,442 342, 055 18.9 202,130 169,194 Ul.S 109,194 129,378 30.8 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 33,202 30,208 0.0 30,208 24.113 26.3 3,807 2,462 68.9 2, 462 1, 136 110.0 

Pueblo, Colo. u --···----••• ___ -------- __ Blil,039 67,8611 u ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ·······--·- . --·----·--·· 
Pueblo............................ 62, 162 60, 006 4. 1 . ----------- . ---------·- -----------· . ---------· .....•••••••• ------------ ------·-··-· . ---·------- .•••.••••.•• 
Satellite areas...................... 9,871 7, 766 ZT.3 ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ............ -------····- ............ -----------· ........... . 

Satellite urban_ _______________ --------··-- ---····-·-·· ........................ -·---------- ------······ .••••••••••• ··---------· --·-·------- ······----·- ....................... . 
Satellite rural_________________ 9, 877 7, 766 :rt. a ·'----------- ------------ --------·--- -···--······ ----------·- ------------ --····------ ....................... . 

llaeine·Kenosha, Wis.................. 136,076 133,4BS 1.11 133,483 111,292 19.9 ------·----- ............ ------------ .................................. .. 

Central cities...................... liS. 960 117, 804 -1. 6 117, 804 99, 065 18.0 -----------· .••••.••••••.. ·--------- ............ ----------·· ........... . 
Racine........................ 67,195 67,542 -O.li 67,642 68,693 15.3 -·-···------ ........................ ------·-·--- ------------ ........... . 
Kenosha....................... 48,765 50,262 -3.0 50,262 40,472 24.2 ----·-·····- ................................................ ----------~-

Satellite areas______________________ 19,116 16, 659 22.1 15. 659 12. m 28. 1 ------------ ------------ ------------ . ----------- ....................... .. 
Satellite urban. •••••••••••••••• -----------· ----------- ......................... -----------· ----------- ------------ ------------ ............................................... .. 
Satelllte ruraJ.._______________ 19,116 16, 659 22.1 15, 659 12, 221 28. 1 ······------ -··--------- ..................................... _ ............. .. 

Reading, Pa ... _-------- ••••• -----------. 176,366 110,488 2.9 170,488 144,498 18.0 143,899 126,021 14.9 ·----------· ............ ------·---·· 
Reading _____ ....... -------------- ... 110,568 111, 171 -0.5 111, 171 107,784 3.1 107,784 00,071 122 ·----------- ------------ ------------SateUite areas.--------------------- 64,787 59,315 0.2 59,315 36,712 61.6 35,915 28,950 24.1 ·----------- ------------ ···-····----Satellite urban .................. 20, 126 18,979 6.0 8,450 6,220 35.9 3,200 2,030 IU ·----------- ------------ ·-----------Satellite ruraL-------------- 44,661 40,336 10.7 50,865 30,492 86.8 32,616 28, 020 26.3 ··---------- ------------ ·-·---~-----

Richmond, Va.u ____ ....................... 246,614 1120,618 11.4 120,613 194,890 IS. I 194,890 168,669 ou 168,669 180,41T 01.7 

Richmond................................. 193,042 182,929 5.5 182,929 171,667 6.6 171,667 130,833 31.2 127,628 04,765 84.7 
Satellltearens........................ 52.632 a7,584 40.0 37,584 23,223 61.8 23,223 27,826 -10.6 31,031 36,052 -13.0 

Satellite urban. ................................ -·····------ ··-·-------- -····---·-·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ····-------- --···-----·- -···------·· ......................... . 
Satelllterural...................... 52,632 a7,584 40.0 37,584 23,223 61.8 23,223 27,826 -16.6 31,031 3li,062 -13.0 

Roanoke, V&-........................................ 110, 693 lOS, 120 f.ll 109,120 T2, 034 43. 9 .......................... ---~···-···· .............. ----········ ............ ~---

Roanoke ..... _ ...................... 69,287 69,206 0.1 69,206 50,842 36.1 -··--------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------·· ------------Satellite areas.. ....... _ .................. 41,306 33,914: 21.8 33,914 21,192 80.0 ···--------- -----··----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------~-----
Satellite urban. ................... 9,192 8,443 8.0 8,443 6, 938 21.7 ------------ ----·------- ------------ ------------ -------····· ------------
Satellite ruraL ..... ---·------·· 82,114 25,471 28.1 25,471 14,2M 78.7 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·-······· ................. 

Rochester, Jl. Y ................................... 411,970 398,691 S.4 398, 691 828,926 111.1 820,966 148,611 19.2 248,612 186,409 14,0 

Rochester ••• ····-·---···-----···-- 324,975 328,132 -1.0 328, 132 295,750 10.9 295,750 220,087 34.4 218,149 l(J,'I,496 33 . .f 
Satellite areas •••• -----·····------- 86,995 70,459 23.5 70,459 33,175 112.4 25,216 28,425 -11.3 30,363 21,013 38.6 

Satellite urbaD.------------ 34,711 29,266 18.6 29, 2.:'15 13,650 114.3 4,626 3,112 48.7 
~---·ao;aar ""'"2i;9i3' ----·--·as:o 

Satellite ruraL---··-------- 52,284 41,204 28.0 41,204 19,525 111.0 20,600 26,313 -18.7 

llockford, DL................................. 106,269 103,204 I. 0 lOS, 20.f T8, 818 St. S .............. ----·-······ ---·-·------ ---~----·-·· -----······· --··-----··· 

Rockford 84, 637 85,864 -1.4 85, 864 65,651 30. 8 ........................................... -~---~-····· ............................ .. 
Satellite Qf'OOS::::.::::::::::::::::: 20, 622 17,340 18.9 17,340 12,965 33.7 ................................................................................... . 

Satellite urbBil.---··---··--- --·--------- ----·--·---- ----·-······ --···------· ................. ---·-·----·- -----·-····· ............... -------····· .......................................... .. 
Satellite ruraL.---···-····-- 20,622 17,340 18.9 17,340 12,965 33.7 ----········ ........................................................................ .. 

sacramento, cant. .................... :.··-- 168, 999 128,996 16.2 128, 996 84, 709 ta 9 ................................. -~---------- .............................. -----~--~---

Sncramento............................. 105,958 93,750 13.0 93,750 65, {1()8 42.2 ...................................................................................... .. 
S t lilt """ 53 041 33 245 59 5 33 245 18.801 76.8 ------------ -----------· ---·------·- ------··-~-- ------------ ............ .. a eSa~Jftt;'UrbD.iL'.:::::::::::::: ......... : ............ : .... ---------~-- ....... : ..... ---~-------- --·····----- ------------ ····--·····- .......................................... ··--------~-

Satellite ruraL.:.................. 63,041 33, 245 59. 5 33, 245 18,801 76. 8 ............................................................................................. . 

Saginaw-Bay City, Mich.. ••• ------···-- ~53, 388 144, 84T 8. 0 ........................................ --------···· ........................................... -······-·-·· .............. . 

0 -n1 ltl 130,750 128,070 2. I .............................................................................................................................. . 
en~, c e5------··---···--····- 32, 794 80,716 2. 6 Soglnaw........................... --------·-·· ··········-- .............................. ----········ -·-·-······- --········-- •••••••••••• ··-······••• 

B Cit 47 956 47 355 1 a -·---·--·-·· ............................................... ---········· ......................................................... .. 

B•t·~illffr~~i~:.:~~~~~~~~~~~ -----~-~- -----:~i~- -------~~:- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
S • h ~- s8, 991 - e1, 618 -u ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ............ ------------

t .... o.ep • '""'··----------------------l--:;.:=:+--:::.:::-f----::.:-F===:F===c:..:l==='-·r'--=+='---l-----r-----l-----1------
st 1 h 75 111 so 935 -e 6 -··--······ ------------ ------------ ......................................................................................... .. 

saier~rt~.f:::::~~~~~~~~~~ -----::~:- -----:~:- ___ : ____ ~:- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
u Portland Oreg 1938-40 -Old precinct 43, Clackamas County, population 172 In 1930, f::lltan district with tbe Providence metropolitan district. Tbey are treated acparately 

and old precinct I, 'PopulatiOn 374 in Hl30, were added to tbe 1930
1 metropoll!-01~1s.,t,{ictlpopu- ~e:Pueblo, 1930-CD.-The 1930 metropolitan dlstrlct includes Pueblo city, and the balance 

lation since they were first included in tbe metropolitan dlstr ct In 1040. " ............. - t was b eel 112 1,':1 Jl 6 d 117 
assumed that 61•73 -cent or the population of Clackamas County, 98.46 percent or that or of precincts 2, 3, 5, o, 71 10, 12, 16, 18, 21, and 37. and t e entire pr ncta , a.., , an • 

~ c 1 tb .._ Their combined popmatlon wu57,8521n 1930. 
Mu1tnomab County, and 17.23 percent or that of Washington ounty wero n 8 meuo- u Richmond, 1900-1910.-Mancbester, population 9,716lo 1000, anoeud to Richmond city 
polltan district 1D 1920 as these percentages were 1D the metropolitan district In 1930; Mione- between HIOO and 1910. 
baha precinct and vancouver precinct In Clark County, Washington, were added in 1920 u Rochecer, 1910-20.-cbarJotte vlllageL population 1,Q38 In t910lo annexed to Rorhe1tcr 
for the aamo reason. city betweea 1010 and uno. 1900-1910.-.t~rJibton, population 888 1000, annAJM to Ro-

61 Proridence, 1~0.-The 1930 census combined the Fall River-New Bedford metro- chestet city between HIOO and 1910. 



42 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900--1940' 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190()-194(}--Continued . 

(Total areas as of end or decade; urban-rural classlfl.catlon as of beginning of decade. A minus sign(-) denotes decrease. Percent not shown wero less than O.l] 

1930-40 AREAS 1920-30 AREAS 191G-20 AREAS 190G-1910 AREAS 

lriETROPOIJTAN DISTRICT Population Percent or Popn1atlon Percent of 
Increase, 1-----;----1 Increase, 1---~----

Population Percent of Population . Percent of 
increase, 1-----,----1 increase, 
191()-20 1910 1900 1900-1910 1940 1930 1930-40 1930 1&20 !920-30 1920 1910 

Sl Lo-·- 111 " 1,387,977 1,298,993 6.3 1,293,618 1,071,529 20.'1 952,012 828,733 14.9· 828,733 849,585 27.8 
• u.u~, o. ----------------------~_::;:~~-l-~~:;-l--_:~-l-~~~-i-.::_;=:::+--=:::;+-;77~z.;-;;89~7+-;68;7~.;;0,.;;;-ll---;1~'-'sil-~asiiii1"7,'ii029ool--.:s,;;s:;, miiB_I ___ Ii1oJ.4_. 

St. Louis.......................... 816, gg: :2~, i: tg· ~ g~. ~ ~~: = 71:i !79, 115 141,704 26.4 141, 7M 74,347 90.6 
Satellite nren.s •••••••••• ------------ ~~; 8!i9 ~: 014 • s· 9 201' 561 131,3fJ8 55.7 111,742 93,441 19.6 72,621 36, 6.'17 98.1 

Satellite urban_ ___ ••••••••••• 222,070 174,019 zi 6 19.,'648 I00,497 91.7 67,373 48,263 39. 6 6D,083 37• 690 83· 3 
Satellite ruraL-------········ . .., 

Salt Lake City, Utah ~~--·------------~-..;204~, 4~88:_1 __ ~184::::, 4~5~1_1 __ _:10~-;9-~-~1=-84~, 4~5~1+-;1~52~,~74~8+--:20~.~·+-;1~50;,~08<1;;;-II-_:1~19;•-;80;3~~---:·~·-;· ·~~-------------·-·---l--------------------~---_ .. _--:-·-:-----:--· 
Salt Lnke City----·--------------- 149,934 140, 267 6. 9 14.0, 267 118, 110 18. 8 118, 110 92, 777 27. 3

8 
-·--········ -·····------ --·-····----

Satellite areas •••••••• -------------- 54,554 44, 184 23.5 44,184 34,638 27. 6 31,956 27,126 17.
0 

------------ ---------··· ------------
Satellite urban................. 9, 097 7, 743 17.5 5, 172 4,584 12.8 ._t.,

3
584_
72 

4, 0.57 13. -------····· ---····----- ------·····-
Satellite ruraL................ 45, 457 36,441 24. 7 39, 012 30, 054 29. 8 "'' 23, 069 18.7 ------------ ---------·-- ------------

San Antonio, Tez_ _________ ----------~ _ _::31::9:_:, 0::10:_1 __ _:27_:9_:, 2::7_:1_1 __ _:14.::_::2-1-_:2_:79::, ::27_:1-1--:1-,89='-'-,'"'::-lf---4,-7 ·-,'+-:1::77:''-::99=5:-I--1-:0-::7,-;9::-74:-I---84.::-:8;-~--------------------~---------------_-_--_
1
_ .. _-·_-_-·---------

San Antonio·-------------····---- 253,854 231,542 fl. 6 231,542 I!!!,379 43.5 1~~.·~r: ~.· ~~ :~ ~ 
Satellite arCM---------------------- 65, 156 47, 'i29 36. 5 47,729 ......, 013 70.4 

5sntot'e111111"'1• ~:~~n----------------- 5~· !: · J· ~ :~· ~ ·----47,-m· -----28:'0i3- -------70~4- -----i6~6i6- -----ii~360. -----·-4a~r :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::~ , ....... __________________ . . . 

San Diego, Calif. tt ··--···--· -·---· ·---~ _ _:2_:_59::•_:_39::8-1--_:18::2::., OT::::0-1---40::::_. ::_8 -1-__:1::8::1•:_020::.:_ 1--::97:-, -::":-:7-l----::85:-.-::8-f---------------------~---------------------~------·-·---------·-·r·--------~----------~---------------------~---_-_-·_-_ .. _-_-_--
San Dlep;o_________________________ 203,341 147,995 37.4 I47, 995 rg·, Ws 88.5 
Sate1llte areas·------------··------- 53, 027 34,075 55. 6 33, 025 73.7 

~:~m~ ~~::::=::::::::: ~: ~ ~:: ~~ ~kg ~ ~ 1;: :~ :: ~ 
san Francisco-Oakland, Calif. so -------~~1::, .:.429~, 5::25_1 __ 1::·.:.'07:::., 72::::.0 _1 ___ 9::. ::.2 ·1-.:.1•::2::.90.:., O::M::_I--:9-::84:-, ::49::'+--'-:3-::3.-:8-l--:8:-:90:1,-::477:=-l--8:-:80:8,-:8:c73:-l---"::-:· 8;-~-:c88::8-;, 8::73:;-l·--;477::-:, 7::8::2-l---:43;-;. 8 

Central clUes______________________ 936,699 918.~57 2.0 918,457 722,937 27.0 722,937 567,086 27. 5 567,086 409,742 38.1 

t~,~~dn:~~::::::::::::::::: :SJ:fa: =:~= --------6~·- ~:~: m:~~ :r:: m:~~ f~:~~: ~:& nz:~i: 34~:~~ 1~! 
Satellite areas_.................... 401,826 389,263 26.3 371,637 ~~: m 53.9 ~~ ~~ 119,787 40. ~ 1~:: ;~i gg: ~~ 

107
_ 
9 Satellite urban_______________ 348.869 302,191 15.4 266,723 49.2 85,321 39.

9 83 
45.l 

SatelliteruraL •• ______________ 142,957 87,072 64..2 1()4.914 62,826 67.0 49,599 34,466 43. 60,036 -34,4 

San lose, Calif."------------·--------- -1 _ _:1_29.:, .:.387:_1 _ _::108::::., 5'-9"'5-1---2::1::.. 4,:-1 _ _:1::.08::•_:4.:.29:.-1---7::1-', -::74::2-l----,44:-.-,2+-------------------+--------------------j---·-----------------ll-·-_·_·_·--·--·----·+-·------------------~-------·_·_·-_·_·----
San Jose .•. ------------------------ 68,457 61,818 10.7 57,651 39,642 :i: 
Satellite areas...................... 60,910 4.4, 777 36. o 45, m 32,100 

Satellite urban.·--·--------··- 14,969 12,704 17.8 6,302 5,220 20.7 
Satclliterural................. 45,941 32,073 43.2 39,475 26,880 46.9 

Savannah, Ga..-------------.. ·--------- Il'T,B'TO 105,431 11.9 105,431 100,032 &.4 ···-·------- ------------ ------------ -······----- ------·---·· ··----------

Savannah........................... 95, 906 85,024 I2. 9 85, o!u 83, 2.i2 2. 1 .............. -····--·---- -···-------- ------··---- ............. ·······-----
Satellite areas·------------·------- 21,974 20, 407 7. 7 20,407 I6, 780 21. 6 ------------ ------------ ------------ --·-·····-·· ------------ ------------

Satellite wban ________________ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----···----- ------------ ----------·- ------------ ------------ -------··-·· ------------
Satellite rural----------------- 21,974 20,407 7. 7 20,407 16, 780 21. 6 ····-·--··-- ____ ,: _______ ------------ ----------·- ···--------- ------------

Scranion-Wilke .. Barre, Pa_............. 629, &81 652,312 -3.6 852,312 690,208 10,6 674,284 611, '181 12.2 609,112 970,819 37. S 

Central cities______________________ 226,640 230,059 -1.5 230,059 221,1i0D 3. 8 211,616 196,972 7.4 196, D72 153,747 28.1 
Scranton._____________________ 140,404 143,433 -2.1 143,433 137,783 4.1 137,783 129,867 6. I 129,807 102,026 27.3 
Wllkes-Bnrre.................... 86, Zl6 86,626 -0.5 86,626 83,826 3.3 73,833 67, 105 10.0 67, 105 51,721 29.7 

Satellite areas..................... 402.941 4:22,253 -4.6 422,253 368.597 14.6 362,648 314,789 15.2 312, 140 217,072 43.8 
Satellite urban________________ 332, O.i9 349,231 -4.9 343,858 303,0-16 I3. 5 275,000 241,112 14.1 196,593 136, 743 43. 8 
SatelliteruraL________________ 70,882 73,022 -2.9 78,395 65,551 19.6 87,552 73,677 18.8 115,547 80,329 43.8 

Seattle, Wash.u •• ----------------------~--:45;;2~, 8S;;;;;8·I--:4;;:20-;-, 8;;8S;;;-I---:7.-;8+-:429:::;',-;:88S::-I:--:3;;-50;-':8T;;9+--:2-;0.~0+-:'::';;7,-;;9;:50+-'=5=5,~8=22:+--4::0-;-. 0;:-f--;25;:9-;-, 29=9+-:-"::-·:-38:::0+-__:1;::77::·-:1 
Seattle •••••••••••••••• ~-----····-- 368,302 365, 583 0. 7 365,583 315,685 I5.8 315,312 237,976 32.5 237,194 86,146 175.3 
Satellite areas·-------------------- 84,337 55,080 53.1 55,080 34,993 57.4 42,638 17,646 141.8 2,075 214 869.6 

Satellite urban.·-------------- 4,488 4,062 10.5 4, 062 3,301 23.1 8, 918 2,993 198.0 
Satellite rural................. 79,849 51,018 50.5 51,018 31,692 61.0 33,720 14,653 130.1 

Shreveport, LL.------·---···------··--I--;11;;;2'-;':;:";+--;;"-;-· :;;oea:;:-l--3;;;0~. 4+.'-""-'"c.':'-·:...--:__-c-1 _:_:--.::.--_-_ .. _·------~--------------------~ [--------------='--'---+-..,--::-.:.--::.--::-::'"::.·: ~~--::-.:.·-::-·::-::· -_ .. _1·='--:'-·::.·-:_-.:.--:: .. ::· F-.:.-·::·-::-_:--::--::-:·11'-' -::-::·-_:--::-.:.· -=--
Shreveport________________________ 98,167 76,655 28.1 
Satellite areas------------------·-- 14,058 9, 411 49. 4 

Satellite urban.................. 5, 786 4, 003 44.5 
Satellite rural................... 8, 272 5, 408 53.0 

----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----·------ -----------· ----------------·--·---- ------------ ----··------ ------------ ------------ -----------~ ------------ -------·---- ------------------------ ------------ ----------·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Sioux City' low&.- ------·--·-----------~---;:";'-;79:;:1~1---":;;-• ;;77;;6+---4.;--;8-l-.. _._--_-_--_·c.-_ .. +·:.:·.::.--_·_·_·--·-----~-------_-_--_-_ .. _._.l---"----------------1----'-.:.--:.:·.:. .. ::-.::.-·:_·+-::-.=--::-.::.-·::-::-_--_-f·----'·::.-.:.--::-.:.--::·:· F'.:_'":_:-;:--::-:-·::-::-:-1 i:--::-:-::--::-::--::·=--

Sious: City-----------------------· 82, 364 79, 183 4. 0 
Satellite areas.--·--------------·-- 5, 427 4, 592 IS. 2 

Satellite urban________________ 4, 556 3, 92i 16.0 
Satellite ruraL •••• ------------ 871 665 31.0 

------------ ------------ ----------- ------------ -·---------- ·----------- ------------ ---·-------- ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ····-------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
So11lh Bend, In<L------------..... : .. _

1
_-;;14;;7,-;02;;;;2;-I---;1;;;48-;,-;;";;9-I----;o;-. ':+-1::4-::8·-;";;9-l--;.92;-,1;;;4;;;' ·l---';;9:-;.1;-l-.-_._·-_--_-_--_--_

1
-_-_--_--_-.:.·-c.'":_-r·-=---::.--::·::--=----_-

1 
r-·-c.--:_-.:.--::--::-::--+-=--=-::--:: .. ::-_:--::-

1
:--::-.::--::-::--:::--=--

south Bend-------------····-·---- 101,268 104,193 2.8 I04,193 70,983 46.8 
Satellite areas·-------------------- 45,754 42,376 8. 0 42,376 21,162 100.2 ------------ ---·-------- -----------· ------------ ------------ ----------·------------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------Satellite urban •••••• ---------- 2S, 298 28,630 -1.2 28,630 15,195 88.4 

Satellite ruraL................ 17,456 13,74.6 27.0 13,746 5, 967 I30.4 ------------ ------------ ------------ -·---------- ------------ ------------
cr SL Louis, lBSD-40.-Thnt part or St. Charles Township outside St. Charles city and that 

part of Dardenne Township In St. Peters town, nllin St. Charles County, Mo.; that part of 
Meramac Township In Ellisville town, St. Louis County Mo.; and Columbia precinct, 
Monroe County, lll.; were included In the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time. 
Their combined population!. 5,477 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district popu· 
lation. 1920-30.-East St. LOuis, Dl., ln~uded In central city population in this decade. 

41 Salt Lake City, 1910-20,-The pof-ulatwn in the metropolitan district !or this city is tho 
1920 population or the city and tho ' adjacent area." 

•• San Diego, 193D-40.-El Cajon city, San Diego County, population 1,050 in 1930, included 
in tho metropolitan district In 1940 ror the Orst time. Its population, 1,050 In 1930, was added 
to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1920-30.-It was assumed that 99.57 percent 
of San Diego Township was In the metropolitan district in 1920 as this part or it was in the 
1930 metropolitan district. East San Diego, population 4,148 in 1920, anneJ:ed to San Diego· 
city In 1923. 

"Baa i'rancisco-Oakl&nd, 1930-40.-Bollnas Township, Marin County, and $0wnshJps 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·-----------
6, 8, and 16 in Contra Costa County included tn metropolitan dic;trlct in 1940 ror the Jlrst 
time. Their combined population, 17,626 in 1930, added to the 1930 metropolitan district 
population. 1900-1910.-Tbe metropolitan district population lor 1910 is the ono given in 
the 1920 census, vol. 1.-45.66 percent or the mral population of the counties that appeared 
in the metropolitan district as defined in uno was found In tho metropolitan district in that 
year, hence, this proportion was placed In the metropolitan district in 1910. This same per• 
cent was also used to secure the 1900 metropolitan district population. 

at San Jose, 193G-40.-Part of Fremont Township, Santa Clam County, was Included in tho 
metropolitan district In 1940 for tho first time. Its P:Opulatlon, 3,167 in 1930, was added to the 
metropolitan district population in 1930. WUlow Glenn city, populatioQ 4,167 in 1930, was 
annexed toSanJoseclty in 1936 and was added to the 1930 population or San Joso city. 192G-
30.-lt was assumed that 71.27 percent of Santa Clara County was in the metropolitan district 
in 1920 since this part or it was in the 1930 metropolitan district. 

u Sea.Ule, 1900-1910.-Ballard, Columbia, and West Seattle preclncts8 total combined popa· 
lation, 5,476ln 1900, annexed to SeatUe between 1900 and 1910. 



GENERAL TABLES 43 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLIT~N DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190()...1940-Continued ' 

(Total areas as oC end of decade; urban-rural classltlcation as of beitnnlng of decade. A minus sign ( } denotes decroa.o;e. Pflrcent not shown where less than o.t) 

liETROPOUTAN DISTRICT 

1930-CO ABBAS ............... ••••• 

1----:--.--.----r-----I------·~--4A-... -r-----l-----~':'':~_:~•:•: .. :;•------l-----•~lvtoARIAs 
Population Population Population P t 1 Population 

Percent of J----;-·----l Percent or increase. increaso, 
l030-40 1930 1920 ID20-30 1940 1830 

-----.-----I ercon o Increase, 
1920 1910 lOID-20 1810 1800 

Percent of 
lncreaso, 
1900-UUO 

Spokane, Wash,!S______________________ 141,370 128,798 9. 8 128,798 118,178 9. o 114,236 112,491 1. 8 183,928 49, soa 148. a 

spokane ___________________________ 1--;.;:,.;-, ;;oo;;~-~--~~~~.~ .• ~~;.-j----;.~. ,;-f-~1~15~.;.,~.+-:1.:.~ •• ~,~.+--~ .. :.~1-~1; .. ::·;"~,+-~~ .. ~ .• ~.~,-1---2~1-~~~~--_.:~~-1---~~ satellite ~reas_____________________ 19,369 13,284 45.8 13,284 9 799 35. o 9, 1uo 8, osn ------·2i:r 'n; ~~ ~~; ~ ':: ~ 
Satellite urban.------·-------- -·---------- ------------ ' satellite rural .•••••••••••• ____ 19,369 13,284 ------·4s:s· -----13;284- ------9;799· ----·-·as.-6· ······9;7oo· ----··s.·osu· -------2i:i· ----·io;~20- -----i~oM· ·-----··w:7 

Springfteld,nL........................ 89,484 82,361 8.8 ------------------------------------ -·---------l--~~~-~---~~;-l·----~~·~~~~~~~~~~=1~~~~-1=~~~~-·l:·:··~-:-·~-:-·:·:·:·l:··:·:··:·:··:·:·:··~l--:·:··:·:·:··:·:··:·l:·:··:·:··:·:·:··:·:·l:··:·:··:·:·:··:·::·· 
~PteriiDI15'field........................ 75,503 71,864 5.1 •••••••.•••• ------------------------ .•••.• 

a tte areas •. ------------------- 13,981 10,503 33.1 ------------ ------------ ------------ .•.•.. :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Satellite urban.----- •..• ------ ------------ -----. ·----- , satellite rural •• -- •. ----------- 13,981 10, 503 ----·-·aa:r :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::: ·-- --- -- ·--- ·----- ·-- ----· · · · · -----· ----· · ··--· ------- · ----· · ---· · ------ ------------ ·----------- -··--------- ·········-·- ------------

Springfteld, Mo .• _ ••••••••...•.• ----- •. 
1
_--:1;,0'-, 6;;1;;;4_

1 
__ -;83~, 8;;';;".

1 
__ __.:1~0~. 8~ ~-:.:·:· ·:.:·:· ·:.:·:· ·:.:·:.:·~~-:· ·:·:· ·:.:·:··:.:-:·:·I_:·-:·:··:·:··:.:·:·:· -~~·:·:· ·:·:·:· ·::·:· -~·r:·:·:· ·:·_:· ·::·:· ·:·:-~:·:· ·::·:· ·::·:· ·:·:.· ·:1 :· ·::·:· ·:·:_· ·:·:· ·:·:~:·::·::· ·:·:_· ·:·;_· ·:·:·1:·::· ·::·::· ·:·:_· ·:·::· · 

Springfield ••. --------------------- 61,238 57,527 6.5 
Satellite areas •...•••. ------------- 9, 276 6, 136 51. 2 

Satellite urban •......•.••.•••• ------------------------
Satellite ruraL................ 9, 276 6, 136 -----··si:2· :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Springfteld-Holyoke, Man •• ___ ._ ••.• --l--;;38;;~:-;;823;:-ll---•;;;8:;8~, 8;:;8::;1-l-----;1'-. 1:·+-:•::'"~·:89;;1;-l--::•';;8~, m::::-1---::10::.. ~8 +-~·~·~8,~118::-l--='.:"::· .:42S:::..I----='1::·:.'+-·:·:.· ·:·:.· ·:·:·:· ":j.·:·:_· ·:·:· ·:·:· :· ·:·I:·:· ·:·:..· ·:·:· :· ·:::·. 
Cen~ra\citA,d.·--------------·----- ~·~04 ~·~ -1.5 206,437 189,817 8.8 180,817 146,656 20.4 

pr ng e -------------------- 14 , 54 14 , -0.2 l49, 900 129,614 15.7 129,614 88,926 45.8 

Sate~i~Y~~::·.:::::::::::::::::: 1~; i~ 1~: ~ ~:: 1=: ~~ 1~; :f: l~J 1~: = 1~: ~~ :Z:: ~ 
Satellite urban................ 156,645 159,029 -1.5 159,029 HI, IJ.'i9 12. 7 138,441 110,002 24.. 8 
Satellite ruraL---------------- 34,674 33,525 3. 4 33,626 28,902 16.0 31,520 23,806 32. f 

stockton. calif ________________________ •
1 
__ ~111~. •;;•:;7-r--~·~~~. ·~·;-• ·I----:·:;·~· ·~F·:-::· ·:·::· ·::·::· ·::·:-

1 
::-:.:-·:·::-·::-:--~-:-·:r::· ·::·::· ·:·:.:· ·:·::· :· -l·:·:.:--:·.:··:-:· ::--::-,:·:· ·:·::· ::··:·::··::·:-I':·::· ·:· ::-·::·:· ·::·::· -~~=-·::·:· ·::·:· -::·:.:· ·:·.1:·:.:·::· ·:·::· ·:·:.:··:·:·,I=·::· ·::·::· ·:·::· ·:·::·-

stockton__________________________ 54, 714 47, 963 14. 1 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ .. ----------
Satellite areas .• ------------------- 24, 623 13, 917 76. g ------------ -----------· ------------ ----------·- ------------ ----------·- --------···· --------···· :::::::::::: 

Satellite urban ••••.•.••.•••••• ------------ -------- •••••••• ------- •••• -----
Satellite ruraL................ 24,623 ---- 13,917 -------76:9· :::: ............... : .... :::::::::::: ..... ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

SJI'(lcuae, ll. Y ·"----------------------I---::";:'~· ';:':-'-l-__.:':;'~e,~•:::•~l ·l---::0.~8+-;:;"::'~· 0;:1:::'-l _ __.:,..=·~'-;88::-l--.:'~':.:· o:.+-~200:::., :::··~·-l--="~8:;, 80:::1_1 __ __:':'::.· 1:_1 __ ;.1::'8::·:.••:1~l--.:"::7::_, '":::'_1 ___ .:_•~•·:.:• 
Syracuse •••••••••••••••••••.••• :... 205,967 209,326 -1.6 209,326 li3, 911 20.4 171,717 137,249 25. I 137, 249 108,374 26.tl 
Satellite areas.-------------------- 52,385 47,375 10.6 35, 689 26,957 32.4 29, 151 22,552 29.3 22,M2 18,831 19.8 

~::m~~~~:::::::::::::::: i~:~ i!:r~ ~~~ ~:~~ ~k:~ !X:~ n::~ 1~:1~~ ~:~ ~::1i~ 1~:m ;x:= 
Tacoma., Wa.ah __ • __ •••••• _ •••••••••••• 

1 
__ --,1,_8_, o.,.lac-l---:-14,-,8-:, 77-,::-1 /---_::•· :-• -J---:1;:;48~, ;:17:-1-/-__.:1;:;27:;-, :::":::1-J-_ __.:1~6·-:'+-·::·::· ·::·::· ·::·::··::·I/:··:·:.:·-:·::··:·::··::·/:·:· ·::· :· -:· ·:·:.:· ·:·/ ;·:_· ·:·::· ·:· ·:·:· ·:·j:·:· -~·::··::··:·:··:·I:·:.:· ·:·::· ·::·:· ·:· ·::· 

Tacoma .••••.••••• ---------------- 109,408 106,817 2.4 106,817 97.658 9.4 
Satellite areas.-------------------- 46,610 39,954 16. 7 39,954 2 .. ,593 35.0 

Satelliteurban ••...••••••••••• 12,100 11,000 10.0 11,000 9,486 16.0 
Satellite ruraL................ 34,510 28,954 19, 2 28,954 20,107 44.0 

Tampa-st. Petersburc, Fla.."-.. --------1---:'"-,8:.., .,.'"'-:-:-1----:-18::8~, 0::1::0-1---24.-:-:-::-1 ·1-~1-:88:..'-,':::I0:-1--~81:.., :::864::-1-----:-83:-. .,.' -1-------·_·.:· ·:.:·:..· --·r·::·:· ·:.:·:..· ·:.:·:· ·::·::·1:.·::· ·::·:· ·::·::· ·::·:.· ·:1::· ·::·::· ·:·::· ·:.:·:.· ·:·.j:·::·::· ·::·:.:· ·:·::· ·:·::·1 :·::· ·::·:· ·::·:_· ·:·::·. 
Centrnlcities..................... 169,203 141,586 19.5 141,586 74,308 90.5 ------------ -·-------··· ...••••.•••.•••••••..•••••...•••••.. ········----

Tampa........................ 108,391 101,161 7.1 101,161 60,071 RS.f ------------ ---------·-- ••••••••••••••••••••..•• ----·-··---- ·····-------

Sote~~~f:rJ~~::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -----~!~- -----~~:- -------~~:- -----~~:- _____ ;;~~:- ------~~~~- ~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ ~~~~~~: ~ ~: ~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ 
Terre Haute, Ind. ------ ____ .•••••• --- •

1 
___ 83:.:::., 3::7:.:0+_..:8::'•:.:240:::._

1 
___ _:1:_. 4:.+·:·:.:·-::-::· ·::·::· ·::·~-//:·:· ·::·::··::·::· -~·.::· -:

1
:.:-·::.·.::· ·:·.::· ·:·.::· ·::·-r·::·:· ·::·:· ·:·:· ·:.:·:.:·.1:·::· ·:·.::· ·:·:.· ·:·:· :·1 :_· ·:·:.:· ·:·:· ·:·:· :.:· -~j:·::·:_· ·:·:· ·:·:.· ·:·:·j:·::· ·:·:_· ·:·:.· ·:·:..· ·:1 ~· ·::·::· ·::·:_· ·:·:.· ·;:· 

Terre Haute.--------------------- 62,693 62,810 -0.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ --·--------- ···------·-- ----·-------
Sate\Utenreas..................... 20,677 19,430 6.4 

SateiUteurbnn ••••••....•..••• 3,729 3,588 3.9 
SateUite rural.---------------- 16, 94S 15,842 7. 0 

------------ ------------ ------------ ~----------- ------------ ------------ --··-------- ····-------· ------------------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ----·------- ------------ --··-------- ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ---·------·-
Toledo, Ohio.---~--------- •. ---- •...•. 

1 
___ M:..:.::I•:..'-:c83-l---,•4,8,'=63::-o:-l------,1,-. 4+-34='·~·::••:.. 1 __ i:1::'·~0_:82+-__.:';:"::· o:-l--:::'83~·~7:_11:_1 __ :_180::::, '::_1'~+--.:'l:.:'.I-_:IBO::::, ':7_:6 _1 _ __:1"'::::· ':'":.1 __ ...:•:•:::· 6 

Toledo •• -----·-------------------- 282,349 290,718 -2. g 290,718 243, 164 19.6 243, 164 168,497 44.3 1118,497 131,822 'n. 8 
Satelliteareas..................... .59,314 55,812 6.3 5.5,812 31,898 75.0 20,553 11,8i8 i3.0 11,878 8,528 39.3 

Satellite urbnn................ 8,140 7, i70 4. 8 4,588 3, 195 43.6 
Satellite ruraL................ 51, 174 48,042 6. 5 61,224 28,703 78. 5 

Topeka, Kl!-ns- ------------------------, __ 77:.:::., ::74:..8-1---':.:1:., 81:::.8-1---..:':..· ':_f·::·::··::·::.· ·:.:-::··:.:·:·I-----------· ------------ ------------ -------- · -- · ----- • · · ·--- -- • ·· · ------ •• --------- · ·------- ·-·· 

§:fet~ie·;rens::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~ a;;~ at~ :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Tr •• ~.~~~:~:-~:~:::::::::::::::: ----~:;::· ----;~:::· ------·

3
:::· ====;~~;;;= ====;;~~~;= =======;;~;= ====;;;~~;= ::::;;;~~;;= =======;;_=~= =:::::::::::c::::::::: :::::::::::: 

~:i~~itt~§i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~E~lli ~~~~ :H 'tt~ ~~~m ~f 'li:~ ~:~ ~i ~~~~~~~~~~~t~~~~~~~~~t~~~~~~~~~~ 
II Spokane, 1900-1910.-Tbe population in tho metropolitan dlstrlce Is the population for 

the city and the "adjacent area" as defined in 1920. ! 
"Syracuse, 19So-40.-Camillus and Manlius towns, Onondaga County, were Included In 

the metropolitan district In 1940 ror tbe first time. Their combined population, 11,686 in 
1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 1920-SO.-Ea.stwood village, 

population 2,194 in uno. annexed to Syracuse city during the decade. ThJJ woa added to the 
uno Syracuse city population. 

u Tampa-St. PetenblliT, 1920-SO.-It was assumed that 81.9 percent cf IIJII!boro County 
and 69.6 percent or Pinellas County were In the metropolitan dtatrlct lo 1920 0111 these propor­
tioDJ were in the 1930 metropoUtan district. 



44 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE a.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAL METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
. OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 190Q-194D-Continued 

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

1930-(0 AREAS 

METBOPOUTAN DISTRICT Population 

1940 19SO 

Pe~nt~'-------,--------l increase, r 
11130-40 

lDlo-20 AREAS 1900-1910 AREAS 

11120 1910 

Population Percent of PoPulation Pel'CElnt ol 
1-----,------1 increase, 1------;----1 increase, 

191G-20 l&lO l&OO 100(H910 

Tulsa, Old&. ------------------------- -~--1--8,.-B,_IB:-::2-1--I-:-83-, 20..,-7 ·1-- _.:2-~9+_:=::::--1---=:::-::::-1---::::-:-lc:· ·c_:-·c_:·_--_-------+·------------------~--------------------~~--------------------~--------------------~-------------------
Tulsa •••••••••••••••• ------------- 142, 157 141, 258 0. 6 
Satellite areas.-------------------- 46, 40S 41,949 10. 6 

Satellite urbaD---------------- 18, 3M 17,207 6. 9 
Satellite rural_________________ 28,019 24,742 13.2 

Utica~ Rome, N. Y .•• ~ •• __ ••••• ---- •• -- • 1 _ _:1::97::•_:128=-1-_:19::>::_, 9::77~'1--_..:0:·::_8+-=:_:::_l _ _:_:.::_:.:.:...l---.::.:~-f-_:--::-::.· ::· ·::.·::-·::.·::.-r·::-·::.·::.-·::·::.-·::·::.·::.-~~::.-·::·::.·::· ·::.·::.--_-_---~-· -------------------~-· -----·-------------j---------------.,----
Central cities _________ .-------·_... 134, 732 134, 078 0. 5 

Utica._-------- ••••••• -------. too, 518 101, 740 -1. 2 
Rome_________________________ 34,214 32,338 5.8 

Satellite areas______________________ 62.300 61,8119 0.8 

--·-iot;7to· ----·w;tso- ------··s:i· ::::::::·:::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
--·-·s9;im· ----·so;628- -------io:6- :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 

Satellite urban _____________ •••• 35, 756 38, 161 -6. 3 
Satellite rurnL. __ ------------- 26,640 23,738 12.2 

63,087 57,118 10.5 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
2(1,091 23,510 11.0 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------

Waco, Tex,n •. ------------------------- 71, 114 64, 497 10. s 

Waco______________________________ 55,9S2 52,848 5.9 ------------------------------------------------------------------------ ----------·· ------------------- .. 
Satellite areas .••• ----- ••••• ____ ... 15, 132 11, 649 29.9 ------------ _ ••. ----- •. _ ------------ . ------- ____ ------------ • ----------- ------------ ------- •••••• -----------

Satellite urban ................. ----------·------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- •••••••••••• ------------
Satellite rural._________________ 15, 132 11,640 29. 9 .... ----- ___ ..... ------- ------------ • ------- ____ ------------ __ •• -------- ----------. _ ------------ ------------

Wuhington, D. 0."-------------------- 907,816 627,068 44.9 621, OSD 124,489 18.4 506,688 sao, 608 SS.1 S67, 869 so:;, 684 ¥0.3 

437,671 331,069 32.2 331,009 278,718 18.8 
09,017 49,439 39.6 36,800 26,966 36.5 
18, ()fJO 15,329 17.8 15,329 14,528 5.5 
50,957 34,110 49.4 21,4tl 12,438 72.6 

Washington, D. C ...... ----------- 6f>3, 091 488,869 36.2 
Satellite RrCas. -------------------- 244, 72!'i 140,189 74.6 

Satellite urban ............ ----- 113,729 67,807 67.7 Satellite ruraL .. ______________ 130,W6 72.382 81.0 

486,869 437,571 11.3 
134, 190 86,89fl 54.4 
34,828 23,1103 -45.7 
99,362 62, U95 67.7 

Waterbury, Conn .......... _ ••• --------- 144,822 140, 676 3.0 140, 676 129,261 B. 8 

''" aterbury ......... --------------- 99,314 99,002 0.6 
Satellite areas. ____ --------------. 45, 50S 40,073 l1.9 

....... 91,715 8.9 
40,673 37,536 8.4 

Satellite urban ........ --------- 15,388 14,315 7.5 14,315 16.051 -4.9 
Satellite ruraL ......... ------- 30,120 26,358 14.3 26,358 22,485 17.2 

Waterloo, Iowa.----------------------- 67, OliO 67,052 17.6 ---------~-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Waterloo .... --------· ________ : •••• 51,743 46,191 
Satellite areas ........... ____ ...... 15,307 10,861 

Satellite urban ................. 9,349 7,362 
Satelltte ruraL ................ 6,958 3,499 

Wheeling, W.Va."-------------------- 198,340 192,080 

Wheeling •• ----------------------- 61,099 61,659 
Satellite areas •• ---------------- ... 135,241 130,401 

Satellite urban.--·--- .... ----- 65, 186 65,073 
Satellite ruraL ............ ---- 70,055 65,328 

·Wichita, K&bl. -----------------.---.-- 127, SOB 119,174 

12.0 
40.9 
27.0 
70.3 

2.2 100,62.3 

-0.9 61,659 
3.7 128,964 
0.2 60,073 
7.2 63,891 

8.9 119, 174 

170,479 

56,208 
114,271 
57,472 
56,799 

76,978 

II. 8 

•• 7 
12.9 
13.2 
12.5 

16.9 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------- .. ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Wichita .. ------------------------- 114,966 111,110 3.5 111,110 72,217 63.9 ------------------------------------ ----------~- ------------------------
SateUitcan>a!L..................... 1Z,342 8,064 63.1 8,064 3,761 , 114.4 ------------------------------------------------------------ ---------·-· 

Satellite urban ................ ------·-----------------------------------------------------·---------···-----------------------------------------------------------------------
Satellite rural................. 12,342 8,064 63.1 8,004 3,761 114.4 ·----------- ------------------------ ------··---· -----·------ ------------

Wilmington, Del.•------- ..... --------- 188,974 166,746 13. S 163, 692 152,302 7.4 152,302 115,709 Sl. 8 ·----------- ------------ ------------
Vlilmlngton ............ --------.-- 112,504 106, 697 5.5 
Satellite areas ......... -·----------. i6, 47C 00,149 27.1 Satellite urban. _____________ _._ 16,404 13,925 10.6 

Satellite rural .................. 61,006 46,224 32.1 

106,597 110, tn8 -3.2 110,168 87,411 26.0 ---------·-- ------------ __________ .. _ 
56,995 42,1:W 35.3 42, 134 28.298 48.9 ------------ ------------ -----------· 10,026 9,914 I. I 3,854 3,351 15.0 ------------ ·----------- -----------· 46,96{1 32,220 45.8 38,280 24, 9-!7 53.4 ------------ ·----------- ----·-------

Wiuton-Sa.lem, B. C ...... -------~----- 109,833 97,274 12.9 ··---------- ------------ ---------·-· ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ------------
'\'lnston-Salem •• __________________ 79,815 75,274 6.0 -----------· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------··· ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite areas .• ____ .......... --... 30,018 22, 000 36.4 ___ •• ------ •••• ---- ........ ------- __ ------------ ----·-- ___ • _ ------------ .. ____ •••••• ------ •• ______ ----------

Satellite urban ........... ----- -----------· -----------· ------------ ----------·· ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ···--------- ------------ ------------
Satellite rural................. 30,018 22,000 36.4 ------------------------ ______ : _____ ------------------------------------------------------------------------

Worceater, Mau .................... -- .1_-;308;::;-, ::19::4+-~so;;'~· 2~9-;-3-[----;:-;-[---;:;::;-;-l--;-;;;;-:;;:+---'-;:--;-ll--;::;;-:;;-;--l--:~~=-~----;:;7-l-~:::-=-l--=-:~,: 
Worcester......................... 193,6U4 195,311 

0.3 305,293 276,766 10.3 278,766 233,004 18.8 233, 004 202,494 II. I 
0.8 195,311 179,754 8.7 179, 7M 145,986 '23.1 145,986 118,421 23.3 Satellite areas...................... 112,500 109,982 

Satellite urban................. 72, 5.18 72, 247 
SatcJIItc ruraL---------------· 39,952 37,736 

2.3 109,982 97,001 13.4 97,001 87,018 u.s 87,018 84,073 3.6 0.4 72,247 66,646 S.4 02,755 59,355 5.7 59,355 !),'i,452 7.0 5.9 37,735 30,365 24.3 34,2-46 27,663 23.8 27,663 28,621 -3,3 

York, Pa .................... ---- __ -- ... 
1 
__ .,;:;-' 92:;;;;7+--:';;7~, 1;;9:;-I·I---~;-I·----I-----I-----I-'---'F::.::::.::.::.:=[=.::.:::.::::::.:.:..:.F::::.:.:.:_:.:.:_+:.:.:_::.:::.:~I.::.:.::.:::.:::.:.:.: 

'York------------------------------ 56,712 55,254 2.6 

8.' ·----------- ------------ ----------- - ------------ ------------ ----------- . ----------- - ----------- . ------------
Satellite areas..................... 35,915 31,941 12.4 -------- ---- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ -------~----

Satelllteurban................ 13,308 12,987 3.2 ------------ ------------ ---------·-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite ruraL................ 22,517 18,9M 18.8 ------------- -----------~ ------------ ------------ ··---------- ------------ ------------ ------------ -------------------·---- ------------ -------·---- ------------ -------·---- ---------·-- ------·----- ------------ ------------

M Utica-Rome, 1930-40.- Kirkland town, Oneida Counl:y, was Included in the metropolitan 
district in 1940 for the first tlml'. Its population, 5,069 in U130, was added to the 1930 metropoli­
tan district population. 1&20--30.-Home, N.Y., was not considered a central city in this 
de.cnde. 

n Waoo, 1930-40.-Tbe metropolitan district In 1930 includes all of precinct 1, population 
64..4971n 1930. 

K WuhiJllton, D. C., l&a0-40.-Distrlct 10, Laurel, In Prince Georges County, Md., and that 
part of Fall1 Church district, FairfBJ: County, Va., outside Falls Church town, were included 

in the metropolitan district In 1940 for the Arst ttme. Thelr combined population, 6,999 In 
1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 

It Wheeling, 1930-40.-That part of Clay district, Marshall County, W.Va., outside of 
Moundsville city, was included In the metropolitan district in 1940 for the first time. Its 
population, 1,437 in 1930, was added to tho 1930 metropolitan district population. 

10 Wilmington, 1930-40.-New Garden township and Avondale Borough both in Chester 
County, Pa., were Included in the metropolitan district in IG40 for the first time. Their 
combined population, 3,154 in 1930, was added to the 1930 metropolitan district population. 
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TABLE B.-POPULATION OF INDIVIDUAl, METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCE NT • OF INCREASE, BY DECADES: 1901H940-Continued 
(Total area" as of end o! dccadej wban-rural classl.!lcation as of beginning ot decade. A minus sign (-) denotes decrease Percent not shown where Joss than o 11 

U3D-40 AREAS 19211-30 AREAS liHG-20 AREAS 100Q-IV10 AREAS . . 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Population Percent or Population Percent o! Population Percent of Popuhltloo Percont of 

-
increase, increase, lncronse, lnC'roRS(', 

1940 1930 lll30-10 1930 1)20 1920-30 1921) 1910 191D-20 1910 1900 HIOO-HHO 

Youngstown, 0 hio ••••••• ----- ••••••• _. 372,428 384, 680 2.2 864, 560 283, 621 28.6 283, 621 168, T69 88.0 ------------ -····-·-···· -· -------··-
Youngstown •••••••••• __ ••• ---- ••• 167, '120 170,002 -1.3 170,002 
Satellite areas •••••• ~- •• ~~_------~_. 204,708 194,558 6.2 194, 558 

Sate11ite urban •••••••••••••••• 145,637 145,248 0.3 142,698 
Satellite ruraL .•••.•..••..•••. 59,071 49,310 19.8 51,860 

NOTz.-The figures represent the population de identical areas Cor each m!!tropolltnn dlstrict 
and each constituent part at tho beginning and end or a decade. In other words, where the 
figures for the beginning or a decade, as published in the census reports for a given metropolitan 
dtstrlct represent the population or a smnller area than those Cor the end of the decade, adjust­
ments have been made, usually Increasing more or less the earlier comparative figure. A-djust­
ments or some kind have been made In tho beginning-of-the-decade figures tor 34 out of the 
total140 districts. 

For the decade 1930-40 the metropolitan districts as defined by tho 1940 census were used and 
tho comparative figures tor 1930 represent the population of the area as defined in I MO. Some 
minor exceptions will be noted in the proper place. For the 7 distticts which appeared in tho 
1940 Census Reports without 1930 comparative figures. the 19'JO population has been con­
structed, mainly by putting together definite figures for the cities and townships which make 
up the metropolitan district, with estlmates for cases where by reason or chnngos In township 
boundaries exact fignrcs are not available. Tho 7 districts involved comprise Amarillo, Tex.; 
Austin, Tex.; Columbus, Ga.; Mobile, Ala.; Phoenix, Ariz.; Pueblo, Colo.; nnd_Waco, Tex. 

For the decade 1920-30 the metropolitan districts as defined for the 1930 census were used and 
the comparative figures Cor 1920 represent tho population ol the area a.<~ defined in 1930-bcing 
ror the most part the same as the originally published figures. For 11 districtswhlchappeared 
in the 1930 Census Reports without 1920 comparative figures, the 1920 population has been 
constructed, as indicated above for the 7 districts ot HKO. The districts involved here com­
prise Chattanooga, 'l'enn.; Houston, Tex.; Ja~ksonville, Fla.; Los Angeles, Calif.; Memphis, 

132,358 28.4 132,J5b 09,006 67.4 ------------ ------------ ------------
151,163 28.7 151,163 8&, 700 .... 

-----~------ ------~~~~-- ---------~--
109,<KI7 30.8 10.5, 777 60,814 74.6 ------------ ------------ ------------
42,086 23.3 45,386 2U,089 06.0 ------------ ----------- ------------

Tenn.; Miami, Fla.; New Orleans, La.; Portland, Oreg.; San Diego, Calif.; San Jose, Calif.; 
and Tampa, Fla. _ 

For the decade 191Q-20 the metropolitan districts as defined by tho 1920 con sus wrrc usod for 
cities whose populn.tlon exceeded 200,000 in I 020 nod tho comparative flrorcs for 1010 roprooont 
tho population of the area as dofinod In 1920. I!' or 29 cities o 100,000-200,000 In H~20. for which 
tho Hl20 Cen!lus Reports l!:h'e figures for "adJacent territory" rather than m~>tropolitnn dis· 
tricts, tho metropolitan districts u.s defined by the 19.10 census were used for 1U20as wt•llas for 
1910. There wore thus added to t.ho HHO-:M ll!!t 29 metropolitan district.s, oomnrtsinK all those 
with contrnl-city population below 200,000. 

For the decade 1900-1910 the districts BS defined by tho 1910 census wore ugcd for clUe! with a 
population of 200,000or more, and the comparative figures for 1000repro5ent tim population of 
the area u.s drfined in 1910. For 3 cities whose populntlon exceeded 200,000 In 1920 hut not In 
1910, the metropolltnn districts as defined for the 1{120 ccnsu<~ were usod and tho comp!lratlvo 
figures for 1900 repre~nt the population of the area u.s defined In 1020, For lllcltles which had 
a population of 100,006-200,000 in 1U20 and over 100,000 in 1010, tho mctropolitun dlst riots ns 
defined by the 1930 census wl're used and the comparative figures for 1900 represent tho popu· 
Jatlon of the e.rea as defined In lU:IO. In this way thoro wore added to the orl~lnal list 10 
metropolitan districts, comprisin~r all those with a central city population under 200,000. 

'fho adjustments necessary to sewro Identical area population!' at the be~:lnntn~~: aud end or 
each decade are noted in connection with the Individual districts whore this Wll!' possible, 
though there are a number or cases where small changes were made !or which no complelely 
accurate description could bo made. 

TABLE 4.-POPULATION OF GROUPS. OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 190Q-1940 

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

1931r40 ARII:AS 1920-30 AREAS Ullo-20 AREAS 1900-1910 AREA! 

AREA AND GROUP 
Population Percent 

------~--------1 or 
Population Percent Population Percent Population Percent 

1----~---1 or 1-----,---l or 1------..,----: or 
1910 1900 

Increase, 
1900-1910 

increase, Increase, lncroase, 
1930-40 1930 1920 1920-30 1920 1910 1911}-20 1940 1930 ·--------1!--------1-----1----1----

UNITED STATES 

Group I (140 districls) •••••••• __ ••• __ ••••• -- -- --~~82~, 9:8::6•..:_17S:.:_I_:6:c8,~2::61~, O:S::_1 ·1--::8-_:1_1:· -::_· ·::·::· ·::_· ·::·::· -:j:·::.· ·::·::··::_· ·::·::· -~-~ 1:· ·::·::· ·::· ·::_·::· ·r·::· ·::_· ·::·::· ·::_· ·::-·:·r ::· ·::· ·::_··::·::· ·::_· ·::·r:·::· ·::· ·::·::· ·::· ·+·::· ·::·::· ·::··::·:..· ·--~~-----------------· ·-r-·.:.· -----·-· ---. 

5.1 ······--·-·- -·--·----·-- -------·-- -----·------ --------···· ----·-·--- --······---- -·-·-------- --------·· Central cities •••••••••••••••.••••• --------- 42,194,080 40, 724, 532 
Satellite areas .••••••••••••••...••.. -------- 20, 171,693 17,626, 499 

Satellite urban _______________ ••• ------- 12,438, 141 11,577, 403 
Satellite ruraL ••••••••••.•••••• ------· 7, 733, 552 5, 949, 006 

lli.l -··-------·· ............ --·------- ··--·----·-· ··---------- -----···-- ·---------·· --------···· ···------· 
7.4 ······--···· ------------ ---------- ·•··•••••••• ------·-···· ---·------ --··-------- ··----·····- -·--------

30. 0 -····-----·- ------------ ·--------- ··········-- ····----···· ---------- ····-------- ·-------·--· ···-------

New diatricW in rrOup I (4S diatridiJ)-- -- --1...:'':.·~64~7::_. ~18~1-1-~s::_. S4~1·::•":94:_1-~1::•·:.1_j:·:· -~-::--~-:-·:.:·:· ·:r::· -~-::--~-:-·:.:·:··::·j:·~-::-·:.:·:-·:.:·:..· .+. -~·:· -~·:· ·:.:·:-·:.:·r:·~-:--~·:· -~-::-·::·:·rr:· ·:-~-:--~-:--~-F·:· ·::·:..· -::-~-·:-~·:·r :· ·:.:·:-·:.:·:-·:.:·.::.-·:·-r:·~·::· ·:.:·:..-·:.:·.:.:.--
Central cities. •••••••••••.••• ------------ 3, 003, 343 2, 708, 568 10. 9 
Satellite areaS-~-------------·------------ 843,838 833,426 33.2 

Satellite urbBD-------·---·--·---- __ ____ 114, 303 98, 298 16. 3 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• -------- 729, 535 535, 128 36. 3 

Central cities •••••••••• ------·------------- 39,700,137 
Satellite areas •••••••••• -----·-·------------ 19,321,855 

Satellite urban......................... 12,323, 838 
Satellite rural.~-------------------·---- 7, 004,017 

38,015,964 
16,893,073 
11,479,165 
5,413, 008 

•. 7 
14.4 7.4 
29.4 

--------·--- -·---------- ·-------·· ···········- --·---·----- ---------- ·-------·--- -·---------- -------·-------------- -----·---·-- -----····· ··---------- --·--·------ ·---·----- ·----------- -----·--···· --·-······ ------------ ---------·-- ---------- ···-······-- -----------· --·------- ------------ ------------ ····--···· ·----------· ............. ···-·-·-·· ............ -·--·-----·· ---·------ ··----·-···· ··---------- ··--------
64, 763,646 42,689, 971 28. s ............ .. ·········· ···------- ··-----·---- ............ ·----·-·--
37,814,610 30,007,129 22.3 ···-----·--- ··-------·-- ·--------- ----·--··-·- ---------·-- ------···· 
16,W9,035 U, 762,842 44.0 --·····----- ·---·------- -·-------- ·---···-··-- ··---------- ............ 
10,625,828 7, 716,027 37.7 -----·------ ·----------- ·------··· --··-------- -·---------- ----·-----
6,313, 207 4, 040,815 60.0 --·--------- ------·----- ·-----··-· ·----·-·---- ------------ ----------

49,013,484 38,541,806 27.8 36,992,323 28, S70, 412 28.9 ............ -----·------ ···--·--·-
33,809,861 27, 91'17, 952 20.0 26,769,832 21,384,716 25.2 

Group m (68 dislri ... ) •••••••••••••••••••.••• --~_6::2,<::7:_:40::_, ::_58~7-1_::4:::9,:_16:6'::, 7:::44:_1 __ _.::7·:_S_r-:::.::.:::::.r-::::.::::.::::-l--:::.:-r-::~::.::=-r.::::::::~+-.:::::-f.::.:.::.:.:::.::.:.::.+.::.:.::.:.:::.::.:.::. r::.:.::.:.::..:.:.:..:. 
3li, 363, 827 33, 865, 64 I 4. 4 ··---------- ----------·· ····-··---

15,203,823 JO, 383,853 .... 9, 222,491 6, 98.5, 600 32.0 --------·--- --····------ ····--···-
9, 942, 119 7,133, 230 39.4 6, 386,341 4,886,311 30.7 ------·-···· ·--·--·-·--- ··--------
5,261,50{ 3, 250,6ZJ 6L9 2. 836,150 2,0119,385 36.1 ---------·-- ··---------- ·---------

17,376,710 15,290,103 13.6 
11,616,822 10,832,782 7.2 
6, 759, 888 4, 467,321 29. 2 

Central cltle.s •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Satellite areas.--------••• -.-- ... --••• -•• ----

Satellite urban ••• ------ ...... -- __ ••• __ .--
Satellite rural ••••.•••••••••••••••••••.. 

46, 188,403 36,292,293 28.0 32, 970, 0&8 28,322,318 26.3 28,039, 838 19,341,670 Sf. I 

31,232,713 25,910,993 20.5 24, 748,4~ 20,062,909 ZJ.4 19,007, 3fl2 14, t»U,I!ifl7 .... 
13, D53, 690 9,381,300 "'· 7 8, 221, (1()2 6, 259,409 31.3 6, 072,47-1 4,3W, 703 :111.2 
9,306,218 6, 816,928 .-.8 5, 921,600 4,M9,L79 30.2 4,0M,3UH 2, ~~~. 6liO 36.0 
4,647,:(72 2, 764,372 68.1 .. 299,1100 1, 709,830 34.6 2. ()()!j, 07G 1,40'l,153 43.2 

Group IV <44 dislrictal----·----------··--------1~"~· 424~·~64~2~1~':::6,~2~"<:.· 8:64:..r. _ __:8·~·~j..::::.:::::::.l..::::::::..:::..rt--=::.:.r-::::::::.:::..l..::::=:::.:::+-.:::::...f.::::=:=::+:::.:~::::-l--::=-: 
Central citias ••••••••••••••••• _ •••••• -----. 32, 512, 630 31,213,387 4. 2 
Satellite areas.............................. 15,912, 012 14, 078,477 13.0 

Satellite urban----·~------------------- 10,956,005 10,208,624 7. 3 
Sate11ite ruraL------------------------ 4, 9M, 947 3, 86Y, 853 28. I 

TilE NORTHEASTERN STATES 

oro up I (S2 di.Btricw) __ • _ • __ • __ • _____ ••• _ ••.•.. 1 ~2~8,~1144~. 1~7:1. 1 ~•::::•·:.••~·~· 4~8:8.1--~•::.· s:+·::.· ::· -:..-·::·::--~-::· -+·~-::· ·:..· ·::·::· ·::.·::· ·:r·::·::· ·::.· ::· ·:..· ·::· f·::-·::·::· ·::.· ::· ·:..· ·::· f·::· ·::·::· ·::·::· ·.:.-·:.:·-1'·.:.-·:.:·_· ·.::.:.::.· ·+· ·:..·.:.· ·-·-· ·-· -· ·-1- · · · · · · · · · .. · .. • · · ·• ·• 
Central cities ••••.. -------·· .••. --·-·------ 16, 576,382 16, 119, 169 2. 8 
Satellite areas._ •••••••••.• ---·--··-------- 10, 267, 789 9, 629, 309 6. 6 

Satellite urban _________________ ••.•••• 7, 458. 795 7, 186, 1:185 3. 8 
Satellite rural ••••.•••• ----··--------.. 2, 808, m 2. 44~ 324 16.0 

............ ···-----··-- ---·----·- ······-----· ···----·-··· --·-······ -----···-··- ····-------· ·····-----·····---·--- ------------ -----··--- ·····---·--· -·-····-···· -·----·--· -··-········ ·····------- ·-----·---
·---·----- .. ----··-----· ------·--- ........................ ""#""'"" ............ -------·--- ·--------------··----- -·---------- ............... ···-- --·-········ ·········· ·-------···· -·····------ ·------··· 

New diatrict.s in lf'OUP I (S cliatrict.a) .... _ ••• 1 _;_28:.::1•_:12=6~1-._:':8~7,_:112.::_1 ___ ::6.::0+. ·::·::· ·.:.· ·:.:·_-·:.:·c-
1 
r. ----· --- --·-· ---· · · ·-· .. · · · .. · · .. · .... - -" · · · · · · · · · -· · ..... ·.. . ..... " .. . . . . ·-.. . . . . . . . . ""." . " .. 

Central cities •••••••••••••••••••••••• -.... 208.040 202,898 
1
[; -·---------· ------------ --··----·· ·····-·····- ·-····-·---- ···-··---- ----------·- ·······----- •••••••••• 

sar .. ~l1 .. UII~alan:::::::::::::::::::::::: ·.2:: ~.:: ~:~ :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::: 
a te rur ········-----·····---···· .. 



46 METROPOLIT-AN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE 4,.-POPULATION OF GROUPS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, WITH PERCENT 
OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 1900-194Q-Continued 

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

1930-4<1 AREAS 

Population 

1&40 1930 

TBB RORTBBASTERR STATES-Con. 

Percent 
or 

increase, 1930-40 

1920-30 AREAS 

Population 

1930 1920 

Percent 
or 

increase, 
19ln-30 

lOlo-20 AREAS 

Population 

1920 1910 

Percent 
or 

increase, 
1910-20 

1900-1910 AREAS 

Population 

1910 1900 

Percent 
or 

increase, 
1900-1910 

Group D (29 districts) ______ ••••• :-------------_ 28, 683, 046 25, 480, 128 4. 2 26,443. &flO 21, 178,898 20. 1 
------l·----·l-----l------l·----·l------l------l-----

Central cities ..•••••. ______ -----.------ .. __ Satellite areas _______________________ . __ .. _ 
Satellite urban •••••• _----------. _____ . 
Satellite rural ••••. --------------- •..•. 

16,368,342 
10, 194, 704 
7,418, 529 
2, 776,175 

15, 9Itl, 261 
9, 564, 465 
7,149, 351 
2,415,114 

2.8 6.6 3.8 
15.0 

15, 767,085 
9,676,56.'i 
6, 949, 766 
2, 726,700 

13, 840,200 13.9 
7,3.16,487 31.9 
5,463,903 27.2 
1, 872, 584 45. 6 

GroupW(19districta) ... -------------------·-- 24,945,394 23,913,486 4.3 23,881,488 19,821,789 20.5 19,203,'148 15,215,993 19.8 ------------ ···--------- --~···----
~1::,,~M~9~.~19~6~1---~3.~04~1~4~.~~2.~3~~~~13~.0~1~5.~00~1~1---~1~4~.0ci-~11~,9~6~7.~2~00~1-~10~,2~1~7.-4~Mcl·--~1~7-.1~1-_-__ -_-__ -_-__ -__ -_+_-_-__ -__ -_-__ -_-__ ·l_-_-__ -_-__ -_-__ 

j 

Central cities .•••...• __ -------------- .. __ ._ 
Satellite areas.-- __ .. ---------- __ ._ ..... __ _ 

Satellite urban •• -------------- ... _ ... _ 

15,393,835 
9, 551,559 
7, 118,907 
2, 432,652 

&. 964, 289 6. 6 9, M9, 110 6, 806, 708 32.9 6, 236, 480 4, 998, 529 24. 8 
6, 857, 401 3. 8 6, 674, 342 5, 224, 231 Zl. 8 "'· 902, 800 4, 011, 340 22. 2 

Satellite ruraL----------------------._ 2, 106,888 15.5 2, 374,788 1, 582, 47i 50.1 I, 333,680 987,189 35.1 

GroupiV(l&diatricta) _________________ •••.•• ~. 23,873,091i 22,882,804 4.4 22,650,587 18,773,289 20.'1 17,168,083 14,387,906 

~1~,-.:r.=.~~oo~.~~---~3.~1-1~1~,~-~~.~3~~~~1~~.~oo=.~1~M~I---~1~4~-•~-~11~.~4l~~~~~o~l-~.~.~,=.~.oo~71 
19. 2 14, 276, 808 10, 845, 888 31.6 

Central cities ••.. -------------- __ .. ----.... 14, 720, 314 
Satellite areas •....• ---------- •...•.• _.____ S. 952, 781 8, 406, .'i72 6. 5 8, 423,265 6, 313, 154 33.4 s. 743,723 4, 608,899 

16.7 
24.6 
22.0 
36.3 

9, 760,462 
4, 515.346 
3, 455,423 
1, 059,923 

7, 505,665 
3, 340,221 

30.0 
35.2 
33.4 
41.4 

Satellite urban •.•. ______ .. __ ..•.•. _... 0. 763, 494 
Satelltte ruraL________________________ 2, 189,287 

6, 516, .506 3. 8 6, 275,848 4, 892,883 28.3 4, 602,872 3, 771,600 
1, 890,066 15.8 2. 147,417 1,420, 271 51.2 "1,140, 851 837,200 

2. 590, 669 
749,552 

TBB NORTH CENTRAL STATES 

Group I (44 districts)._---------------- •• __ ._. . 18, 414, 483 1'1, 647, ~91 

Central cities __________________ .. ------ •... 
Sate lUte areas .. __ ••• --------._.----- __ .... 

Satellite urban •• --------_ ... ----_ .. _ •. 
Satellite rural.---------- .... -- ... -.... 

13,687,471 
4, 727,012 
2, 957,002 
1, 770,010 

13,498,224 
4,1).19,367 
2, 749,849 
I, 299, 518 

••• 
1.4 

16.7 
7.5 36.2 

--······-··· ··-------· ···--······· ............ ---------- ---·····---- ------------ ----------
---- ......... ······-···· ---------- ----------- -- .. ------. ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------

New districts in group I (18 districts)...... I, 399,621 1, SOB, 941 6.. . ---------- . ·--------- --------~--- ·----------- ---~------

Central clttes ____________________ . -- .... . 
Satellite areas _____________ ---. _____ ._ .. . 

Satellite urban ________ .• _ ...... ___ ... . 
Satellite ruraL--------------- ___ .•. __ . 

1, 164,015 
235,506 
32,705 

202, 801 

1, 125,892 
183,049 
28,105 

154,944 

3.4 28.7 16.4 
30.9 

Group II (28 diatricta)__________________________ 17,014,982 18,238, 8Mt 4.8 18,188,979 12,2'12,545 31.9 ----······· ............ ---·------ ······------ ····-------- ----------
~~~~~~-~~~-----,-----l----r----1~~~~=~ Central cities ••••.... -- •..•.•.•••......•... 

Satellite areas •...... __ ............ __ .. __ .. 
Satellite urban .•.. ---- ______ ........• _ 
Satellite ruraL. _______ ..... __ .....•. __ 

12,523,456 
4. 491,506 
2,924,297 
1, 567,209 

12,372,332 
3, 866,318 
2, 721,744 
1, 144,574 

1.2 16.2 7.4 
36.9 

12,332, 229 9, 949,358 23.9 
3, 856, 750 2, 323, 187 66. 0 
2. 3S2, 693 1, 503,317 58. 5 
I, 474,057 819, 870 79.8 

Group m (1'1 districta) _____________________ .... 16,340, '134 14,880,158 4.8 14,811,098 11,058,840 32.1 10,824,484 7,'187,128 38.4 ····-------- ------------ ----------
~~~~~---~---~:1----~l-~7~-----1~~~~~~ Central cities __________ ------ __ --- •.•.•.... 

Satellite areas. ____ .•. ------- __ .----- ..... . 
Satellite urban •.... ___ ... _ .. _____ .... . 
Satellite ruraL ••.. -----.-- ...... - .... . 

11,246,499 
4, 004, 235 
2, 769,002 
l, 325,233 

11, 104, 113 
3, 556,043 
2, 576,958 

979,085 

1.3 
15.1 7.6 
35.4 

11, 167,482 
3,443,616 
2, 150,978 
1, 292.638 

9. 0.')5, 359 23.3 8, 943, 988 6, 750, 726 32. 6 
2, 001,281 72.1 I, MO. 476 t, 036,402 62.1 
1, 302,911 65.1 1, 069,951 612,804 74.6 

698, 370 85. 1 610, 525 423, 598 44. 1 
·---·------- ------------ ----.·----· 

Group IV (14 districts) ___ ----------_ •. ---.--- .. I-;;"-;-· 4::"';;''-;6::'";;+:1';;·::":"~· oo;:;;-s ·I---:'~-"::+:13;;'-;:7';;;;"~· ";;":-+-1;;0,-;344:;;-, ::'07:;-l--;:32;-.-:"·l-;;"·~'::"-;-· •::3::3+-;:7·:..;':;:'6;;, ;;6':;"+-::ss::·:-7·l-~7,:.:3::31::., •:::•::•+:.:'·:.:•::_76::·.:u::o_1 ___ ss:::..:. 9 
Centra1citles ______________________________ 10,674,169 10,529,534 1.4 10,599,881 8,575,415 23.6 8,476.7Z7 6,516,225 30.1 6,449,247 4,881,813 32.1 
Satelliteareas ............................. 3,760,459 3,248,474 15.8 3,139,0I3 1,769,092 77.4 1,439,106 900,433 .w.s 881,973 594,297 48.4 

Satelllteurban ........................ 2,550,925 2,361,375 8.0 1,945,964 1,149,360 69.3 919,720 528,626 74.0 443,852 300,398 47.8 
SatelliteruraL •• -----------·-····---·· 1,209,534 887,009 36.3 1,193,049 619,732 92.5 519,386 371,807 39.7 438,121 293,800 40.1 

TBBSOUTH 

Group I (49 dmricta)___________________________ 10,723, 28S 9, 039,839 18. 8 -------·---- ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ •• ______ .... _________ _ 
~~~-~~~-~--~------l-----l-----1-~~l-~~1~===1====1====1=== 

Central cities ..• --------------------------- S. 101,069 7, 128, 223 13. 6 
Satellite areas.---------------------------- 2, 622, 194 1, 91 I, 616 37. 2 Satellite urban _______________________ - 624,525 49R, 662 25.7 

Satellite ruraL------·----------------- 1, 997,669 1, 414,954 41. 2 

------------ ------------ -------~-- ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ---------------------- ------------ ---------- ·----------- --·--------- ---------- ------------ --·--------- ---------------------- -----------~- ---------- -------~---- --------·--- -·-------- ------------ -·---------- ---------------------- ------------ ·--------- ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------
New di&tricta in group I (20 districta) _ ----- 1, 806,827 l, 481, 106 21.9 ---------- __ ------------ -------- __ -----· ------ ---------- •• ---------- ------------ ---------· __ -----.----

~~~-~~-~--~-----~-----~-----~------l------1~===1====1====1=== Central cities.------------------ __ ------ 1, 398, 313 1, 181,088 18.4 
Satellite areas.-------------------------- 407, 514 300, 017 35. 8 

Satellite urban.----------------------- 36, .fi7 28, 894 26. 2 
Satellite rural.--------···------------- 371,037 271, 123 36.9 

-------·-·-- ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ---------- -----·------ ---------·-- ---------------------- ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ------·--- ---·-------- ------------ ----------· ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ -------------------·-- ------------ ---------- ------------ ---·-------- ---------- ------------ ------------ ---------· 
Group II (29 districts)__________________________ 8, 917, 438 ?, 668, 734 18.0 '1, 510, '181 5, 888, sao 32. 5 ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------ ____ .. --· -------

~::!l~1:;;i~;b~~::::::: ::::: :::::: ::::::1-:g~: -;,t;;4:..;: :0~~;-l--.~1 :;;rm~1 1~: ~~::;-1·--. ~~;-: ;;-I·-~~:;;~~~~: ~~.;i ·i--j~:':;t.-;,~:~: o:;;l;;~-1---;~-;-;g·l_~: :~::~:~: :~:~::~:-::1 ~::::: -~::~::~:~:::.::::1 ~:::.::~:::.:::~:.::::1:~:::::~:::: ::.:::::::.::_::! ~: =:.:=-=~ :::: :~:::: :~:::! \::: ::::::::~:::::=:: 
Satellite ruraL------------------------ 1, 626,632 1, 143,831 42.2 1, 237, 892 922, 912 34. 1 ------------ ---------·-- ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------

Group m (15 district.) _________ ••• ___ -----.- ___ 1-;e~, ";:;;'·-:0:;:13:+-:';-· ::";;;3,~607~ l-~1;;;8-;. 6+-:';-· 4::68::,~8:;:97~l·-:'-;-·::'";;:';' 2:;7-;5 -l--';;;7:-:. ';-+-:';;·:'o;:;7::, ':"-:' -:-;;3·-:'68;:;-, 24:-;;-'-l--::'":.:· 7:.+·:.:·::· ·::· ·::·::· -~·::· ·: i--~··c· -~-::-·:.:·::· ·::· ·:I.-::·:.:··::·.:·-~-=-. 
Centralclties _____________________________ 5.014,474 4,442,476 12.9 4,442,476 3,.530,969 25.8 3,!i06.330 2,668,455 31.4 
Satelliteareas •••••••••.•••••••. ___________ 1,517,539 1,071,131 41.7 1,026,421 761,306 34.8 700,932 599,787 16.9 

Satellite urban------------------------ 389,357 300,933 29.4 184,809 144,578 Zl. 8 91, 20i 75,233 21.2 
SateiJite rural------------------------- 1,128, 182 770, 198 46.5 841,612 616,728 36.5 609,725 524,554 16.2 

------------ ------------ ---------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------ ----------
GroupiV(9diltricta) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,699,011 3,947,20'1 18.5 3,929,362 3,168,124 24,6 3,091,415 2,638,808 21.8 B,510,U8 2,045,477 22_7 

ien~wl el ties.---- .... ---------------- -·- .1-:~:-:, ~;;;;:,-:&:;;;~;-l--;3;-, ,:-:1 :..;;;8,-:23;;;2;-l·--;:.;;;._-;~;+-:a;-, ;-:178;;;,-:23;;:,;-r-:2;-,::ga;;~:-;990;;;;~;;l--~:;;--;;-l--~;;-:::25;;;-:, 28;;;;;9 -~:· -;;~-;1::1~;-383;;;:;+·--:24::.. ::-3 -1-~ .. -=1 .. =-. 1::7:-8-:1...:1,:.:6.:94::., 4::3::,-1--..:24::..:_ 5 
ate teareas·----·----·------------------ , , ,975 • 751,120 1 ,1 • 66,126 426,225 9.4 400,978 351,045 14•2 Satelllteurban________________________ 311,18i 240,996 29.1 157,588 117,759 33.8 81,215 66.,377 22.4 57,234 52,288 9•6 SatelliteruraL--------------------·--- 728,762 511,979 38.0 593,532 401,375 47.9 384,911 359,848 7.0 343,744 298,757 1s. 1 



GENERAL TABLES 47 
TABLE 4.-POPULATION OF GROUPS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS WITH PERCENT 

' · OF INCREASE, BY DECADES, BY REGIONS: 190(}-194Q-Continued 

(Total areas as of end of decade; urban-rural classlficatlon as or bcg{nnlng or dccndo) 

193G-40 ABBAS 1020-30 AREAS lUlQ-20 ABBAS 1900-1010 ABBAS 

J.BEA AND GROUP Population Percent Population Percent PopuJation Pcroont Population Peroont 
1----,..----1 or 1----,..----1 or increase, increase, -;----1 or •----,----I or lncrcnsc, 1 lncroa.'iO, 

1940 1930 103()-40 1930 1920 1920-30 1920 1910 191D-20 1910 1900 lOOD-1\HO 

TilE WBST 
Group I (16 districts) __________________________ 8, 983,858 6, 916,1SS 18. I 

central cities. - - -------------------------- 4,429,158 3,978, {126 11.3 
Satellite areas. _ --------------------------- 2, 554,698 1, 936,207 31.9 

Satellite urban.----------------------_ 1,397, 819 1,143, 967 22.2 
Satellite rural.------------------------ 1,156, 879 702,240 46.0 

New districta in group I (4 districts) ••••••• 860,708 284,208 28.9 

Central cities •• --··-·······-----------·- 232,975 198,690 17.3 
Satellite areas •• -·-··---------- ---------- 127,733 85,516 49.4 

Satellite urban·--------------------- 4,855 3,665 32.6 
Satellite rural ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 122,878 81,851 50.1 

Gtoup II (II dmricls) •••• ----·--------------··· 6,623,148 5, 830,927 17.a li, 810,236 3, 552,350 67.9 ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------
Centml cities. ___ ···---------------·-···-· 4,196, 183 3, 780, 236 ' 11.0 
Satellite areas •• ----····--···---··········· 2, 426,965 1,&'l0,691 31. 1 

Satellite urban.-----·------·-··------- 1, 392,004 1,140,302 22.2 
Satellite rural. ------------------------ 1,034,001 710,389 ·~a 

3, 773,758 2, 638,280 43.0 ------------ ------------ -----·---- ------------ ------------ ----------1, 836,477 914,070 100.9 ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------962,018 482,621 99.3 ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------874,459 431,449 102.7 ------------ ------------ ---------- ------------ ------------ ----------
Group m \1 districts)--·-····················· 5, 922,396 6, 089,496 16.8 6,052, 021 3,171,121 69.3 2, 958,861 2, 099,049 4.0.9 ------------ ------------ ----------

Central cities. __ ----·----- •••••••••••••••• 3, 709, Ol9 3, 369,856 10.1 
Satellite areas •• --------------------------- 2, 213,377 1, 698,640 30.3 

Satellite urban.----·--------···-·· ••• 1, 339,556 1,097,490 22. I 
Satellite rural ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 873,821 601,1~ 45.4 

3,307,545 2,3511,563 429 2,352,248 1, 748,071 3<.6 ------------ ------------ ----------1, 684,476 814,658 106,8 604,603 350,978 72.3 ------------ ------------ ----------931,900 401,510 101.9 322,383 186,034 72.6 -------·---- ------------ ···-----·· 762,486 353,048 113.1 282,220 164,044 72.0 ----·------- ------------ ----------
Group IV {6 districts)-----------·-------------- 6, 117,908 4, 884,045 17.1 4, 867,570 3,018,373 at.3 s, 808,786 1,979,146 41.8 1,922,662 978,097 a7.0 

Central cities •••••••• --------------------- 3, 559,085 3,229,589 10.2 
Sate IIi te areas.-----· •••••••••••••••• ----· 2,158,823 1, 654,456 30.5 

Satellite urban •• ----- ••••••••••••••••• 1, 330,459 1,089, 747 22.1 
Satellite ruraL •••••• :.. ••••••••••• ---·-· 828,364 564,709 46.7 

3, 227,278 2, ZJ8,453 44.2 2, 234,138 1, 665, 294 35.0 1,&18,475 8fl7, 91i7 80. D 
1, &1.0,202 77D, D20 110.3 572, tw7 3ZJ, 852 76.8 274,177 108, 140 lfr3. 6 

926,818 456,926 102.8 317,799 182,877 73.8 107,8KD 48,196 123. g 
713,474 322,994 120.9 254,848 140,976 80.8 166,288 69,Gf6 177.4 

\ 

TABLE G.-PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION'S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 
AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 190(}-1940 

Total areas as of end or decade; urban-rural classlflcatlon as of beginning or decade. For corresponding flgures for tho UnJted States as a whole, sec table III. Pcroentnotshowo wbcro IC!B than 0.1} 

AREA AND GROUP 

THE NORTHEASTERN STATES 

Group I {32 disbic&s).---···--------··-

Central cities •• -···---------·-·---
Satellite areas.-------------·-···--

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite rural ••••••••••••••••• 

ll ew districts in group i {3 disbictll) • 

Central citlt's .••••••• ---···----· 
Satellite areas .•••••••••••••••••• 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 

Gtoup II (29 dmricls). _______ , __ ,_·--·-

Central cities •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Satellite areas ••• --·····-------···-

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite ruraL •••••••••••••••• 

Gtoup m (19 dislrlcls) •••• -----·····-·-

Central cities •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Satellite areas •.••••••••••••••••••• 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite rural ••••••••••••••••• 

Group IV (Ui didric&s) ••••••••••••••••• 

Central cities •••••••••••• ---·· ••••• 
Satellite areas ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SatPUite urban •••••••••••••••• 
Satellite rLU'Bl ••••••••••••••••• 

770423-4&--6 

103G-40 AREAS 

Percent or rt'gional 
population 

ta<O 1930 

74.8 74.8 

46.1 46.8 
28.6 28.0 
20.7 20.9 
7.8 7.1 

0.8 0.8 

0.6 o.a 
0.2 0.2 
0.1 0.1 
0.1 0.1 

73.8 74.0 

45.6 40.2 
28.3 27.8 
20.6 20.8 
7.7 7.0 

69.S 69.6 

42.8 43.4 
20.6 20.0 
19.8 19.9 
6.8 6.1 

au au 

<0.0 41.6 
24.9 .... 
18.8 18.9 
6.1 ••• 

Percent of 
roglonBl 
Increase, 
'IOO<HO 

70.7 

29.6 
41.2 
17.5 
23.7 

1920-30 AREAS 

Percent of regional 
population 

1930 1920 

Percent or 
regional 
Increase, 
1920-30 

Percent of regional 
population 

1920 1910 

PerO!!nt or 
rc~<:"lonal 
increB.'!C, 
191D-20 

1900-1010 ARJ:AS 

Percent or reldonal 
population 

1910 1900 

PerO!!nt of 
regional 
intTewro, 
UI00-11110 

0. 9 ------------ ------------ ------------ ·----------- ------------ ·----------- ------------ ······-····· -·-········-
0.3 
0.6 
0.2 
0.4 

a9.8 

29.2 
40.7 
17.4 
23.3 

8a.a 

28.7 
37.9 
16.9 
21.0 

au 

28.7 
35.2 
15.9 
19.3 

·-------·--- ·----------- ------------ ·----------- ----------·· ---·-------- _____ , ______ ------------ ------------
73.9 71.4 89.6 ------------ ------------ ------·----- ------------ ------------ ---------··· 
45.8 46.7 .... ------------ ··---------- ------------ ---------·-· -·····----- ------------... I 24.7 49.1 ------------ ------------ ··-···-··-·- ···--------- ------------ -·--·-······ 20.2 18.4 31.2 -·---------- ------------ ···--------- ------------ ------------ ····-······· 7.0 6.3 17.9 ·----------- ------------ -··--------- ·····------- ------------ ------------
as.c 88.8 86.2 at.4 68.8 78.8 ------------ ----------·· ·--·--------
43.1 <3.9 38.1 <0.3 39.6 .... ------------ ------------ --------·--· 
20.3 22.0 .{7.1 21.0 19.3 32.6 ------------ -·---------- -·----------19.4 17.6 30.4 UJ.II 16.6 23.6. 

---·------~ ------------ ----------·· ••• •• 3 16.6 ... 3.8 9.1 ········---- -----------· ------------
85.8 as.s 81.4 67.8 66.8 73.0 66.1 •t.a 7LI 

41.3 42.0 37.1 38.6 37.8 43.1 37.7 315.7 46.8 
24 .• 21.3 4<.3 19.4 17.8 29.0 17.6 15.9 24.4 
18.2 16.. 29.0 lJ. 6 14.6 21.9 13.4 12.3 17." 
6.2 4.8 16.3 3.a 3.2 8.0 4.1 a.6 • •• 



48 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 
TABLE G.-PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION'S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 

AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 190D-1940--Continued 
Total areas as of end of decade: urban-rural clBSSI8cation as or bcglnnlnJ!' or decade. For corrcspondlnJ!' figUres tor the United States as a whole. ~ee table m. Percent. not shown where less thanOll 

1G30-40 AREAS 1920-30 ABBAS Uno-20 AREAS 1900-1910 AREAS 

AB.U. Ah"D GROUP Percent or regional 
population 

Percent of Percent of regional Percent of 
regional , ___ P_•_P_ula,-tl_on ___ 

1 
regional 

Percent of regional 
population Percent or 

regional 
increase, 
191D-20 

Percent of rcglonol 
population Percent of 

regional 
increase, 
1900-1910 1940 1930 

increase, 1· increase, 
!930--40 19!0 1920 lD20-30 1920 1910 1910 1900 

TR1 NORTH CENTRAL STATES 

Gtoup I < « dlatriotaJ __________________ 1 __ _:•::6·~·+-_:•6::. :6 ·1---so::.:. o+·-::·::--::--::·::--::--+·-::--::--::·::--::-::· -.j:·::· -::-::· -::-::·::-·:-11~--::·::--::--::--::·::--:1:-::·::--::--::·::--::-·::· F-=· ·::--::-::--::--::·:-1 ::· -::·-::·::--::--::-::·r·::· -::·::--::--::·::--:·: ~~-·::·::--::--::·=--=-• 
Central cltirs...................... 34.1 36.0 12.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite areas •• ------------------- 11. 8 10. A 43. 7 ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Ra.tellite urban................ 7. 4 7. 1 13.4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
SatelliteruraL................ 4.4 3.4 30.4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

New diat.ric&a in IP'OUP I (18 dill• 
lric:ta) ------------ • • --------------~---·::-· ::-6 ·1----::,_-:-4 -l----::6·-:'-r·::·::· ·=· ·=· ·::· =· ·=·1 =· ·=··=··::·=··=··:·I F.-=-·::·::··=··=-·=-~~-·=·=-·::··::··::··::·~=·=··::··::··::··::·::···~=·=··=··=··::·::··::' ·r·=· ·=·-=·=-·=·-=·-:r·=· ·:::·:::· ·::· ·=··:::-~-~ :::· ·::··=··=··:::·::· ·-=· 
Central cities.................... 2. 9 2. 9 2. 5 ------------ ------------ ------------ -~--------.. - ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------
Satellite areas .• -------------·-- 0.6 o. 5 3. 4 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------Satellite urban ••••••••••••• -... 0.1 0.1 0. 3 

Satellite ruraL................ o. 5 o. 4 3.1 
----------.:.- ------------ ------------ -------.----- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ··---.. ------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------

Gtoup n (26 dlatri""l---·-------·······l--..:42::·::t_l-_ __::4'-::1:...l·---=60::·:.:1+---=41::·.:..9_1 ___ '::'::·1+---=':::~::'+··::··::·::··::··::·::··:j:·::··::-·::·::··::··::·~-1 ::··::-·::·::-·::-·::·.::··l·::··:::·::··::-·::·::··::·F··::·::-·::··:::·::··::·~-1 ::··::··:::·::··::··:::·:::·-
C<'ntrnlcittcs .••••••••••••••••••••• 31.2 32.1 9.8 32.0 29.2 52.1 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite areas·-------------------- 11.2 10.0 40.4 10.0 6. 8 33. 5 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------Satellite urban________________ 7. 3 7. 1 13. 1 6. 2 4. 4 19.2 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------······ 

SatelliteruraL................ 3.9 3.0 27.3 3.8 2.4 14..3 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------
Group m (17 distriota): ________________ 

1 
___ •,~-:"+---=sa~·.:..o _

1 
___ 4::'::· 9+---='::7 . ..:9+---='':::· .:..6 ·I---":.:::· 7+---='::1·..:'-l---"::'::· 1:...1 __ .....:'::'·:..:7-F .. ::··:.:·::··::··::·::··+·::··:::·::··::··:::·::··::·F··:::·::··::··::·::··:.::·· 

Centml cities...................... 28.0 28.8 9. 2 28.9 26.6 46.2 26.3 22.6 63.1 
Satellite areas.-------------------- 10.2 9. 2 ;w. 7 8. 9 6. 9 31.6 4. 9 3. 5 15.6 

Satelllteurban •••••••••••••••• 6.9 6.7 12.4 5.6 3.8 18.5 3.1 2.1 11.1 
SatelliteruraL................ 3.3 2.5 22.3 3.3 2.1 13.0 1.8 1.( 4.6 

Gtoup IV (14 dlatriota) ................. 1 __ ..:'::'-:.:0+---:':::'·-:-7-I---=42::.. t:-J----='::6·::'-1--_:30::-.:.4 _1 ___ 7:.:4.:.:2+ _ _:29:·.:1-l--__:24.::_8:_l_-_:80:-~6~l--_:24.::6 -1--..:•::o:.:. 8:_1 _ _.:.._:62.:.:• 
Central cities_____________________ 26.6 27.3 9.3 27.6 26.2 44.3 24.9 21.8 47.6 21.6 18. 6 44.1 
Satelllteareas..................... 9.4 8.4 33.0 8.1 5.2 29.9 4.2 3.0 13.0 3.0 2.3 8.1 

Satclliteurban •••••••••••••••• 6.4 6.1 12.2 6.0 3.( 17.4 2.7 1.8 9.6 1.6 1.1 4.0 
SatelllteruraL................ 3.0 2.3 20.8 3.1 1.8 12.6 1.6 1.2 3.6 1.6 1.1 4.1 

TliE SOUTH 

Gtoup I (49 dlalrlcto).---·-···-·---··1---:16::-. 77 ·1---:":::·-:-8 ·1---:44.:,:-:•~.·::-·::-::--::··::--::-:·1 ::··::··::··::-·::·::-·:·1 ::··::··::-·::·::-·::··::·11~·-::--::·::--::--::-·::·j:--::·::--::-·::··::--::-F·::--::--::--::--::-::··j:·::· ·::··::-·::·::--::--:j:·::··::· ·::·::--::--::··:1:·::-·::·::··::--::--=--
Central clUes...................... 19.4 18.8 25. 6 
Satellite areas.---------------····· 6. 3 6. 0 18. 7 

Satellite urban................ 1. IS 1.3 3. 4 ------------ ------------ ----------- ------------ ------------ ---.,.-------- ------------ ------------ ------------
Satellite rural................. 4.8 a. 7 16.3 

If ow dlatriota In llOUP I (20 .u....j_l--'--:4.-:8+-~'::-· :-9 ·1----:'-:· 6+. ·::·::··::··::·::-·::··:~-::-::··::-·::·::-·::·::··r·::··::·::··::-·::-·::·:·~~~-·::·::··::· ·::··::·::·-:j:·::-·::·::-·::· ·::·::··::-~:-·::·::··::··::·::··::--l·::·::··::··::·::·-::-·::·~:-·::·::··::·::··::··::·:·1 ::··::-·::·::-·::-·::·::--
Central eitfes____________________ 3. 4 3.1 5. :-
Batclllte art>as.__________________ 1.0 0.8 2.8 

Satellite urbnn................ 0. 1 0.1 0. 2 
Sal.ellite rural................. 0. 9 o. 7 2. 6 

------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----~------------------- ------------ ----:-------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ _______ .. ____ ------------ ------------ ------------
Group n <29 dlatriotal--------------~--~·:::1.-;4+---:oo;-.;;o ·l---';;6-;. 7+---;1-;9.-:8+--7.17~. 71 _1 __ ..:s;:8.:.:9:F··:.:·::··::··::·::·-::· ·: F-::-::·-::--::-·::·::··::-F··::·::--::-·::·::··::··:r·::·::·-::--::-::··::·-::· 1=·::--::·-::-::··::··::·:·l ::··::-·::·::--::--::·::--

central cltles .. ____________________ 16.1 16.7 19.8 .15. 7 13.5 30.9 ------------ ------------ ---------~-- ------------ ------------ ------------
Satelllt.e areas·----------~-----·--- 6.3 4. 3 16.8 4.1 3.1\ H.O 

Satellite urban •••••••••••• --- 1.4 1. 2 3. 2 0.9 0.8 1.4 
Satellil.e ruraL................ 3.9 3.0 12.7 3. 3 2.8 6. 7 

Group m (16 distrida) ••••••••••••••••• 
1 
__ -;;16~. 7;;+--~14.~8·I---;";'·~7+--;1~4.:.;4+-_..:1~S:.;. o+_-·:..:94::;::. 9~---~12~. 7:-l---=:11~-~1 ·l--...;16~-~1 ~··::-::--::·::··::··::-::--:I·::·::-·::·::··::·::--::·-~::-·::·-::·::--::·::-·::·:-

Centml cities______________________ 12.0 11.7 16.0 11.7 10.7 19.3 10.6 9.1 22.4 
Satellite areas..................... 3. 6 2.8 11.7 2. 7 2. 3 l'i. 6 2.1 2.0 2. 7 

Satellltcurban •••••••••••••••• 0.9 0.8 2.3 0.6 0.4 0.9 0.3 0.3 0.4 
------------ ------------ ________ ;. __ _ 

SatelllteruraL •••••••••••••••• 2.7 2.0 9.4 2.2 1.9 4.8 1.8 1.8 2.3 

Gtoup IV (9 dlatriotal------------------~--..:1~1-~0+---=10;·-;4-I--~17~.1~+---=1~0-~4~~--~•;·~6 ·!---1~'-:.:';-~---~9-~S·I----:'~· 8~~--~1;4.~8+_: _ _.:9~. 6;-l---~'-~'-l---~9~. 6 
Central cltfes______________________ 8. 6 8. 4 10.0 8. 4 8. 0 11.4 7. 9 7. 2 13.7 7.2 6. 9 8. 5 
Satellite areas.-------------------- 2. 5 2. 0 7. 1 2. 0 1. 6 4. 9 1. 4 I. 4 1.1 1. 5 1. 4 1. o 

Satclllteurban................. 0.7 0.6 1.8 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 
BatelliteruraL •••••••••••••••. 1.7 1.4 6.3 1.6 1.2 4.1 1.2 1.2 0.7 L2 1.2 1.0 

TliE WEST 

Group I u& diltricca>------------------I---;60~-·;-I---~48;:.-;7+--;IIS;;·~8d~·-::·::--::·::-·::·::··:·I:·::··::··::·::··::·::--::-F·::··::·::··::·::··::··::·r·::--::-::··::·::··::·::·-+·::-::--::··::·::··::·::·-:1:-::·::·-::-::-·::··::·::··~::-·::-·::-::··::·::·-::--:1::-·::··::·::··::-::··::·:·l ~--::·::··::-::--::--::-:· Central cities...................... 31.9 33.4 22. 7 
Sal.elllte areas..................... 18.4 16.3 31.1 

Su.telllte urban .•••••••• ------ 10.1 9. 6 12.8 
Sal.ellite ruraL................ 8.3 6. 7 18.4 

------------ ----------i- ------------ ----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
:::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::~ :::::::::::: 
------------ _________ .. __ ------------ ------------ ------------ -----------· ------------ ------------ ............. .. 

Rew dWricC.8 in croup I (4 dbta.).. I.e ll. 4 s. 9 ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ :· .. ·-------- ------------ __ ,. _____________ .. ______ _ 
Central citieS.................... 1. 7 1. 7 1. 7 
Satelllte areas.-----------------· 0. 9 0. 7 2. 1 

Satellite urban •••••••••••••••• ······------ -···-------- 0.1 Sal.ellite rural_________________ 0. 9 o. 7 2.1 

----------- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ -------"----

:::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: 
Group n (11 diatriotal.------·--·----·-··l---:4~7-:.;7+---;47~-;s -1---4;9~. 9~-----;•:;:7·~"+---:;'9~. ;8 ·l---:8;;':.;· 8+··::-::··::--::·::--::··=~=· ·::--::-·::·::--::··::·I:·::··::--::·::·-::--::·~-::··::--::·::-·::·-::-::··:1:·::--::·::··::·-::·::··:·11~-·::·::··::·-::·::-·::·· 

Central cities...................... 30.2 31.8 20.9 31.7 29.6 37.9 
SateiiJte areas..................... 17.5 15.6 29.0 16.4 10.3 30.8 

Satellite urban •••• ·-········· 10.0 9. 6 12.7 8.1 6.4 16.0 
Satellite rural................. 7.4 6.0 16.3 7.4 4.8 14.8 

:::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::;::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::: ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ----------- ------------............... ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------
Group m (T dU&rictl;) •• ~----·-········· 41.7 G. 8 43.0 42.6 86.8 82. B II. I 30.8 41.8 

central cities •••••••••••••••••••••• !----;;,.,;-_ 7;-t--;28;-_;3-!---;,7;:.~1+---;28;.~3+--:,.,~. 6~~--~33~.8~---:,.,~. 74 'l---:;26;:_;;o-l---:.,~.~1+··::·-::·::··::·::--::·:-l ~--::-::--::··::-::-·::·:-11:··::·::··::-::--::-::··=-
Batelllt.e areas.-------------------- 16.9 14.3 25.9 14.2 9.1 29.1 6.8 6.1 12.2 ------------ ·--~-------- -~ .......... . 

Satellite urban................ 9. 6 9. 2 12.2 7.8 5. 2 16.7 3.6 2. 7 6. 5 ------.. ·-··· ---------·-- ----------· 
Sal.elllteruraL................... 6.3 IS. I 13.7 6.3 4.0 13.3 3.2 2.4 6.7 ····-··--------······---·····---A--····-------- _________ .. _____ ,: _______ _ 



GENERAL TABLES 49 

TAB_LE G.-PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION OF EACH REGION AND OF REGION'S INCREASE IN METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS 
AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 190()-194Q-Continued 

(Total areas as or end of decade· urban-rural classlftcation as or beginning of decade For OOrTeSPOnd.ing Ogurcs for the United States as a h Je. tabl III Ptlroe t t sh hera lt\!S thnn 0 11 wo ... 0 n no ownw 

193()-40 AREAS 102Cr30 AREAS lDlo-20 ABJ:AB 1900-HllO ARBA.S 

AREA AND OBOtrP Percent of regional Percent or Percent of regional Percent of Percent of regional Peroont of Percent or rcglonnl Percent of population rcgionlll populat.lon regional population regional population reglonlll 
lncrcase, In crease, -· Increase, lncmnso, 

1910 1930 I!J30-10 1930 - 1920 11120-00 1920 1910 lOID-20 1910 1900 1900-lUlO 

-- -
THE Wm;T-continued 

Group IV (8 districts) __________________ 41.2 41.1 42.0 10.9 M.9 81.8 Sl.6 19.0 S9.8 SIB. I 113. 9 su 
Cen trnl cities ____ --------------- ___ 25.6 Z7.1 16.6 Z7.1 25.1 33.0 113.1 24.3 Z7.9 24.2 21.2 28 .• 
Satellite areas. __ ------------------ 15.5 13.9 25.4 13.8 8.8 28. 7 6.4 4. 7 12.0 4.0 2.6 6. I 

Satellite urban ••• !------------ 9.6 9.2 12.1 7.8 •. I 15.7 3.6 2.7 6 .• 1.6 I. 2 2.2 
Satellite rural.---------------- 6.0 4.7 13.3 6.0 3.6 13.0 2.9 2.1 ••• 2.4 u 3.0 

-
TABLE G.-PERCENTAGE OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICT POPULATION AND OF METROPOLITAN INCREASE IN THE 

CONSTITUENT PARTS OF .THE DISTRICTS, BY REGIONS: 190()-1940 
[Total areas as or end or decade; urban-rural classtncatfon as or beginning or decade] 

UNITED STATES TBII: NOBTHBASTEBN STATES THB NOBTB CBNTBAL STATES TUB SOUTH TUB WEST 

DB_CADE, ABBA, AND OBOUl" Population Population Population Population Populntlon 
Increase, Increase, Increase, Increase, Incrco.so, 
1930-10 1930-10 I!J30-10 I!J30-10 1030-4.0 

1910 1930 1910 1930 1910 1830 1910 1930 1910 1910 

1930-40 
Group L--------- ----- -------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Central clUes .•••••••••••••• 68.0 69.0 43.0 61.8 62.6 41.7 74.3 76.0 21.8 7li.li 78.9 67.8 63.4 67.3 ~2.1 
Satellite urban.------------ 10.8 I0.9 18.3 Z7.8 27.9 24.8 I6. I 1.5. 7 23.9 •. 8 ••• 7.6 20.0 10.3 23.8 Satellite ruraL _____________ 12.3 10.2 37.8 10.5 9.5 33.5 9.6 7.< 54.3 16.6 15.7 34.6 18.6 13.4 3~.1 

Group n. ___________ :.. ________ 100.0 100.0 160.0 160.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 160.0 160.0 160.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 

Central cities _______________ 87.3 69.2 42.2 61.6 62.5 41.8 73.6 76.2 19.6 75.2 78.7 65.6 63.4 67.1 ~I. 9 Satellite urban_ ____________ 20.8 20.9 20.1 Z7.9 28.1 24.9 17.2 I6.8 26.1 6.6 6.2 8.9 21.0 20.3 26.6 
Satellite ruraL------------- 11.8 9.9 37.8 10.5 9 •• 33.4 9.2 7.0 54.4 18.2 lo.t 3U , ... 12.6 32.6 

Group In.-------------------- 106.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 160.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 106 il 

Central clUes .•••• ---------- 67.1 68.9 41.8 61.7 62.5 43.1 73.3 75.7 20.9 76.8 80.6 06.2 62.6 66 .• 39.7 
Satellite urban _____________ - 22.0 22.0 21.9 28 .• 28.7 25.3 18.0 17.6 28.2 6.0 ... 8.7 22.6 21.7 28.3 
Satellite ruraL------------- 10.9 9.1 36.3 9.8 8.8 31.6 8.6 6.7 06.9 17.3 14.0 35.2 ]f.8 11.0 31.0 

Group IV--------------------- 160.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 106.6 100.0 

Central cities--------------- 67.1 68.9 41.5 62.2 62.9 ... 9 
-

73.9 76.4 22.6 77.4 80.5 08.4 62.2 66.1 30.5 
Satellite urban-------------- 22.6 22.5 23.9 28.6 28.7 24.9 17.7 17.1 28.9 6.8 6.1 10.8 23.3 22.3 28 .• 
Satellite ruraL------------- 10.2 8.5 34.7 9.2 8.3 30.2 8.4 6.4 49.1 15.8 13.4 30.8 14.6 11.6 31.6 

1920-30 1990 1920 1990-80 1930 1920 . 1920-90 1930 1920 I91JIHO 1930 1920 1820-30 1830 1920 19~-so 

Group II---------------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 

Central cities .•.•••• -------- 69.1 72.4 57.2 62.0 60.4 46.2 76.2 81.1 60.8 79.1 79.0 79.4 67.3 74. a 60.2 

Satellite urban •• ----------- 19.4 18. I 24.1 Z7.3 25.8 34.8 14.7 12.2 .... 4.4 4.7 3 .• 17.1 13.6 23.3 

Satellite ruraL------------- 11.5 9.5 18.8 10.7 8.8 20.0 9.1 6.7 16.7 10.5 16.3 17.1 15.6 12.1 21.6 

GrouP m. .... :.--------------- 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 

central cities-----·----·---- 69.0 72.9 54.8 62.1 60.7 ... 8 76.4 81.9 .... 81.2 82.3 77 .• 66.7 74.3 ..... 7 

Satellite urbBD---·--------- 20.3 18.6 26.3 Z7.9 .... 36.7 14.7 11.8 23.9 3.4 3.4 3.4 18.4 14.6 25.0 

Satellite rural---·--·----·--- to. 1 8.0 18.8 9.9 6.0 19.6 8.8 6.3 16.7 15.4 IU 19.1 IU 11.1 21.2 

Group IV------------·-------- 100.0 100.0 106.6 106.0 106.0 t06:o 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 

Central cities------·-------- 69.1 73.4 63.8 62.8 66.4 ~5.6 77.2 82.9 69.6 80.9 83.6 70.0 66.3 7~.2 ...... 
Satellite urban.---·-------- 20.6 18.7 Z7.2 Z7.7 26.1 35.7 14.2 II. I 23 .• 4.0 3.7 5.2 19.0 16.1 25.4 

Satellite rural-----·------·- 10.3 7.8 19.0 9 •• 7.6 I8.8 6.7 6.0 16.9 15.1 12.7 24.8 14.7 10.7 21.1 

19111-20 1920 1910 1910-20 1920 1910 1910--20 1920 1910 1916-10 1120 1910 1916-tO 1920 1810 1810-10 

Group III.----------·-··------ 160.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 

Central cities .•••• ---------- 74.4 75.4 70.7 60.7 67.1 08.6 84.2 66.7 77.3 83.3 81.6 89.2 79.6 83.3 10.4 
I7. 7 I7.2 ]9.7 26.9 26.4 211.8 I0.1 7.9 16.1 2.2 2.3 I. 7 10.9 8.0 16.8 

Satellite urban-----·------- 7.9 7.< 9.7 7.3 6.5 11.6 u 5.4 6.6 , ... 16.0 9.1 • 9.6 7.8 13.8 
Satellite rural---------------

106.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 
Group IV----·--------··--·---

75.1 76.2 70 .• .. .. 68.0 ... 0 ..... 87.9 76.4 84.0 83.2 02.8 79.6 83.6 .... o 
Central cities.---·--·--·---- 18.0 I7.3 20.6 26.8 26.2 30.0 0.3 7.1 16.6 2.6 2.6 2.7 11.3 0.2 16.3 
Satellite urban-----·------· 7.0 ... 8.9 6.6 •. 8 u.o 5.2 •. o 5.9 12.5 14.2 ... 9.1 7.1 13.8 
Satellite rural---------------

1900-1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1810 1900 1100-1910 It tO 1900 1to0-1910 

100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 106.0 100.0 
Group IV-----·-·······-·-----

80-7 88.9 82.6 76.7 77.3 74.9 68.4 69.2 65.7 88.0 89.1 84.5 84.0 82.8 89.3 
Central cltles .• ----·-----·-- I5.6 15.6 16.0 24.2 23.9- 25.2 6.1 ... 7.7 2.3 2.6 1.1 ••• 4.0 6.3 
Satellite urban------------- 7.7 7.2 0.0 7 •• 6.0 o.o 6.0 5.4 7.8 13.7 , ... 0.7 6.6 6.1 11.2 
Satellite rural--·--·--·-··-- -
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TABLE 7.-POPULATION AND RATE OF INCREASE IN GROUPS OF CENSUS TRACTS LY1NG WITHIN SPECIFIED DISTANCES 
FROM CENTER OF CITY, FOR SELECTED CITIES: 193o-40 

[A minus sign(-) denotes decrease] 

POPULATION Percent or l'OPVLATION Percent or 
POl'ULA.TION 

CITY AND DISTANCE FRO>! increase, CITY AND DISTANCE FROM increase, CITY AND DISTANCE PBOU 
CENTER OJ cn:Y CENTER OJ' CITY CENTER OJ CITY 

1840 1930 1930-40 1840 1930 1930-40 1940 

Boston..~----·--------··------ 770,818 181,188 -l.S Columbua ••• -------------··- 308,087 290,li64 u New York Cit1-------------·- 7,454,996 

Within 1 mUe ••••••••••• 100,990 114,494 -11.8 Within 1 mile ••••.•••••• 50,110 46,963 6.7 Within 2 miles __________ 558,931 
1-2 miles .•••• ------------ 159,459 173,905 -8.3 1-2 miles ---------------- 112,312 110,419 1. 7 2-4 mUGS .•••••••••••••••• 1, 084,603 
2-3 milCS----------------- 189.305 187,608 0.9 2-3 mlles .•••••••••••••••• ·70,417 67,874 3. 7 H miles .•••••••••• :.. ••••• 1, 884, SRI 
3-4 miles ••• ------------- 122,251 116,873 4. 6 3 and over.-------------- 73,248 65,308 12.2 

6-8 mile.c; _________________ 
1, 580,422 

4-5 miles----··----------- 112,165 107,661 4.2 8-10 miles .•••••• _________ 1, 2.i2, 244 
5-6 mtles ...•••••••••••••. 41, ll7R 39,339 6.7 Dayton. •••••••••••••••••••••• 210,718 200,982 u 10 and over-·------------. 1,093,914 
6 and over--------------- 44.668 41,308 8.1 

Within 1 milo .•••••••••• 38,051 35,128 8.3 
Philadelphia ________________ 

1,931,334 
Buffalo.--·-----·-----·------ 1175,901 578,076 0.6 

1-2 mnos _________________ 
97,411 96,350 1.1 

2and over •••••••.••••••• 76,256 69,504 8.3 Within 1 mUe .• _ -------- 96,100 
Within 1 mlle ••••••••••. 73,030 72,597 0.6 1-2 milP!-'1 .•••••••••••••••• 366.873 
1-2 miles .•••• ------------ no. 278 109, 626 n6 Indianapolis.. •••••• __ .------- 38~ 972 354, 161 6.3 

2-3 miles.. ________________ 40S, 413 
2-3 miles .•••• ------------ 120,480 124,962 -3.6 3-4 miles _________________ 412,785 
3-4 miles .• -------------- 127,6,1;9 130.664 -2.3 Within 1 mile ••••••••••• 41,028 40,870 0.4 4-6 miles .•••••••••••••••• 207,750 
4-5 miles .•••• ------------ 101, 576 98,548 3.1 1-2 miles ________________ 

107,097 101,380 6.6 D-6 miles .•••••••••••••••• 205,438 
5 and over------------·-· 42, 8<8 36,679 16.8 

2~ miles ________________ 
137,373 131,49-1 4.6 6-7 miles ••••••••••••••••• 137,1a2 

3-4 miles ....••••••••••••• 57,223 54,068 5.8 7-8 miles.---------------- 58,526 
cbicaco .. --·-----··-------··· 3, 398,808 3, 378,438 0.6 4 and over •• ------------- 44,251 36,34.9 21.7 8 and over ••••••••••••••• 41,317 

Within 1 mile ••••••••••• 30,237 32,694 -7.2 Loa Angeles •.••••••••••• .: •••• 1, 604,277 1, 288,048 21.11 
Pittsburgh. __________________ 

671, 8119 
1-2 miles.---------------- 168, 152 188, zn -10.7 
2-3 miles ..••••••••••••••• 255,111 2i8, 546 -8.4 Within 1 mile ___________ '13, 82-4 71,019 3.9 Within 1 mile ___________ 54,327 
3-4 miles.---~----~------- 378,703 384,498 -1.5 1-2 miles .•••• ···--------- 143, 119 133,288 7.4 1-2 miles .•. ~-----~------- 187, 134 
4-6 miles ..• ~--------~---· 967,525 961,605 0.6 2-3 miles •••••••••••••.••• 216,723 195, 525 10.8 2-3 miles ••••••••••••••••• 145,144 
6-8 miles .••••• ----------- 854,182 822, 2~8 3.9 3-4 miles -------------~- 215,922 197,028 9.6 3-4 miles ..••••••••••••••• 155, 596 
8-10 miles.--------------- 471, 6.19 449, 738 4.9 

4-5 miles _________________ 
183.836 168, 60S 9.0 4.-5 mites ..••• ~----------- 79,026 

10 and over •••••••••••••• 2i1,259 256.978 4. 7 11-6 miles .••••••••• :.. •••••• 212,170 181,888 16.6 4 nnd over ••••••••••••••• 50,432 
6-7 miles •.. ~---------·--- 119,331 88, 529 34.8 Cincinnati. __________________ 

465,610 451,160 1.0 7-8 miles ...•••••••••••••. 55,154 33,386 65.2 Sl. Louis .. _________________ .. 816,048 
8-10 miles .••••••••••••••• 42,~ 23,309 824 

Within 1 mile ••••••••••• 93,156 99,'139 -6.6 1D-12 miles .•••••••••••••• 72, 34,435 109.8 Within 1 mile .•••••••••. 55,827 
1-2 m!IPS--------~---···· 67,316 72,795 -7.5 12 and over •••••••••••••• 169,4.52 111,036 62.6 1-2 miles .••• ~------------ 146,813 
2-3 miles .•••••••••••••••• 82,033 80,403 2.0 2~ miles ..• ~------------- 199,R70 
3....f miles ••••••••••••••••• 60,431 59,676 1.3 Nashville.---------------·· •• 167,402 153,888 6. 8 3-4 miles .•••.••• _________ 125, 500 4.-5 miles. _______________ 54.319 52,751 3.0 4-6 mlles ________________ 161,429 
H mileS---------------- 46,408 40,732 13.9 Within 1 mUe .•••••••••• 22,335 21,836 2.3 6 and over.------~------- 126,549 6-7 miles .• ______________ 29,542 25,274 16.9 1-2 miles .•••••••••••••••• 77,690 71,742 8.3 
7 and over ••• --------··· 22,402 19,790 13.2 2-3 miles .•••••••••••••••• 49,485 44,953 10.1 Waabington, D. C, _______ . ___ 883.091 

3 and over.-------------- 17,892 15,335 16.7 
Cleveland..----------------- 87~ 336 900,429 -2.6 Within 1 mile ••••••••••• 160, Olli New H&ven. ___________ ! .... 180,605 162,666 -LS 1-2 mnes ________________ 266,996 

Within 1 mlle ••••••••••• 16,263 18,375 -11.6 2-3 miles •••••••• _________ 155,543 
1-2 miles ..••••••••••••••• 103,790 112,749 ' -7.9 Within 1 mUe ••••••••••• 55,526 57,293 -3.1 3 and over ••••••••••••••• 80,637 
2-3 miles •• ------····---- 145,602 145,308 0.2 1-2 miles .•••••••••••••••• 83,652 83,898 -0.3 
3-4 miles.---------------- 209,301 216,768 -3.4 2 and over.-------------- 21,42i 21,4.64 -0.2 
4.-li mlll"IS ••• --------·-··- 161,674 169,556 -4.6 
H miles---------------- 127,381 126.725 0.5 
6-7 roUes ..••••••••••••••• 61,006 50,64.4 o. 7 
7 tmd over.-------------- 63,319 60,306 •. o 

TABLE 8.-TOTAL URBAN POPULATION AND METROPOLITAN URBAN, BY REGIONS: 19lo-40 

[FJgores represent the situation at the end or each or the 4. decades for which data are presented in this series or tables. Based on figures in table 9] 

1840 1930 1820 

1930 

6, 930,446 

625,863 
1, 076,816 
1, 755,537 
1,458, 935 
1,110,317 

902,978 

1, 950,981 

107,392 
402, 581 
412,885 
422,539 
212,8HI 
200,483 
114,589 
43,318 
34,355 

689,817 

fJ7,196 
189,226 
145,594 
151,803 
74,941 
41,058 

821,960 

68,362 
153,846 
205,375 
126.411 
1fJ7,252 
llO, 714. 

486,889 

132, 34.4 
203,515 
107,004 
43,946 

1910 

Percent of 
Increase, 
1030-40 

7.6 

-10.7 
0. 7 
7.4 
8.3 

12.8 
21.1 

-1.0 

-10.6 
-8.9 
-1.8 
-2.3 
-2.4 

2.5 
19.7 
35.1 
20.3 

0.3 

-1;,0 
-1.1 
-0.3 

2.5 
6.6 

. -1.2 

-o.7 

-18.3 
-4.6 
-2.7 
-0.7 

2.7 
14.3 

38.2 

20.9 
31.2 
45.3 
83.3 

ABEA. AND GROUP 
Total 
urban 

llETROPOLITAN 
"URBAN 

Total 
urban 

llETROPOLITA.N 
"URBAN· 

Total 
urban 

KETBOPOLITA.N 
URBAN 

llETROPOLITAN 
URBAN 

Number 

78, 4'19, 923 62,114,676 

Z7,1116. 253 23,786,871 
23, 180.670 15,447,753 
14,829,819 7.290,804 
7, 953,181 6, 589,147 

73,479,923 48,980,649 

27,616,253 22,512,742 
23, 180.670 14, 015, 601 
14,829,819 5, 403,831 
7, 953,181 6,048, 675 

Percent 
oltotal 

70.8 

86.4 
66.6 
49.2 
70.3 

63.9 

81.8 
60.5 
86.4 
63.5 

69.2 

78.1 
117.1 
26.1 
61.6 

87,0811,746 

26.291,378 
21,890,829 
12, 212. 764: 
6,670, 774. 

87,085,745 

26,291.378 
21,800,829 
12.212.764 
6, 670,774. 

87,085,745 

26,291,378 
21,800.829 
12. 212.764: 
6,670,774. 

Number 

48,440,438 

22,716,851 
14,714,922 
6, 272,889 
4, 736,776 

43, 751,980 

21, 506,700 
13,318.460 
4,627,285 
4,299,_535 

40,1138, 9S1 

20. 603, 170 
12, M5, 845 
3,335,820 
4,154,096 

Percent 
or total 

'12.2 

86.4 
67.2 
61.4 
n.o 

85.2 

81.8 
60.8 
37.9 
64.5 

60.4 

78.0 
67.3 
27.3 
62.3 

-----·----·-
-------------------------------·---------------
112,489, 638 

22,036,683 
17,376,742 
8,653, 486 
4,423, 728 

52,489, liS8 

22.036.683 
17,3715,742 
8. 653,485 
4, 423,728 

Number 

-----------
---·----------------·---------------------------
83, Ui8, 178 

16.870,066 
10.013,939 
3, 597,537 
2,674, 631 

so, 870,100 

16,015.212 
9,3116,447 
2. 706,1104 
2, 551,937 

• 

Percent 
of total 

----------
------------------------·-··------------

63 .• 

76.6 
57.6· 
41.6 
60.5 

118.4 

72.7 
M.1 
31.3 
57.7 

Total 
urban 

------------
-·-----------------------------·-----·--------·-

--·---···---
--·-------·---·--------· 
~--~-----··· ------------
40,058,9411 

18,142,369 
12.993.935 

5, 961,775 
2, 960,866 

Number 

·--·-----··-
---------------------------------------------·--

------------
--------------------·----------------·----------
24,631,760 

13.215,885 
6, 893,099 
2.166,412 
1, 766,364 

Percont 
or total 

----------
---------------------------------····---

------·-·-
-----------------------------------·----

60.0 

72.8 
63.~ 
86.3 
59.3 
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TABLE 9.-POPULATION OF GROUPS OF METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS BY SIZE: 190G-1940 . . . 
(Total areas as of end of decade· urban rural clnss!Ocatlon as or brglnnlng of decade} 

TOTAL CENTRAL CITIES BATBLUTJ: URBAN 8ATBWTE RURAL 
Number 

DECADE, 811E OP liBTROPOLITAN' or Percent Percent districts Percent Percent 
DISTRICT AT BEI}INNING Oi' DEC· Population or PopuJntJon of Populo.tlon or Populntlon or 
AJ>E, AND OBOUl' increase. increaso Jncrease lnrronso 

1940 1840 1830 1830-40 1940 1980 1830-40 1810 1830 1830-40 I 1940 1830 I83Q-40 

1880-40 

Gronp L.·----------------- 140 62,966,7'18 68,251,031 8.1 42,784, 080 40,784,632 6.1 12,438, ~41 11, 671,463 7.4 '7, 733,60 6,N9,038 30.0 

Under 250,000.--------------------- 82 12, 115,996 10,797,199 12.2 8, 870,312 's. 228,982 7.8 8.58, 418 no, 111 11.4 2.387, 260 1, 797,600 au 250,000 to 500,000 ___________________ 
28 10, 92(1, 882 10,116,481 8.0 7, 000,844 7, 612,344 1.6 1, 2.'i0, 275 1, 100,742 6.8 1, 706, 763 1, 313,395 30.0 600,000 to 1,000,000 _________________ 8 7, 2i8, 123 6, 691, 2S3 8.8 5,000,089 4, 710,293 6.2 1, 472,307 1, 378,332 6.8 80.5, 007 002, ll28 33.7 

1,000,000 or more ••••••••••••••••••• 10 32,644,772 30,646,098 6.6 20,962,835 20,172,913 3.0 8, 848,081 8, 237,672 7.4 2, 833,866 2, 236,613 28.8 

Group II.-----··---:----------- 87 59,118,592 54,909,037 7.7 39, 790,737 38,016,864 .., 12,323, 8S8 11,479,16& 7.4 '1,0()4.017 ~413,808 IU 

Under 250,000. ···------------------ 19 8, 268,815 7, 455,205 10.9 fi, 866,969 5, 520,414 6.8 744,115 672,419 10.7 1,657, 731 1, 202,372 at. a 250,000 to 500,000 •.•••• _____________ 28 10,926,882 10,.116, 481 8.0 7, 960,844 7,612, 344 1.6 1, 2.'iiJ,275 1, 190,742 6.8 1, 706, 763 1, 313,395 30.0 600,000 to 1,000,000 ________________ . • 7, 278, 123 6, 691,2.53 8.8 5,000,080 4, 710, 293 6.2 1,472,367 1, 378,3.12 6.8 805,667 602,628 33.7 
1,000,000 or more·-------·······---- 10 32,644,772 30,646,098 6.5 20,962,835 20,172,913 3.9 8, 848,081 8, 237,072 7.4 2,833,8.56 2,236, 613 20.8 

Group m. _______________ 
68 62, 74tl, 657 49,165,744 7.3 56,563,827 33,865,641 4.4 II, 818,822 10,832,782 u 6, 769,888 4,457, S21 18.1 

Under 250,000 •• ------ ••• ----------- 11 .2, 215,902 2,024,084 8.5 1, 629,042 1, 555,014 1.8 109,004 98, 702 w:o~ 477,8.56 370,368 28.0 250,000 to 500,000 .•• ________________ 28 10,601,740 9, 794,300 8.2 7, 771,861 7,427, 421 1.6 1,187, 370 1,ll8, 076 6.2 1, 642,600 1, 248,812 31.3 600,000 to 1,000,000 _________________ 9 7, 278,123 6, 691,2.53 8.8 5,000,089 4, 710, 2'J3 6.2 1, 472,367 1,378, 332 6.8 80.5, 007 002,628 33.7 
1,000,000 or more.-----------·------ 10 ·~ 614,772 30,646,098 ... 20,962,835 20,172,013 3.9 8,848,081 8, 237,672 7.4 2,833,866 2, 235,613 26.8 

Group IV············-····-·-- 41 48,484,642 46,291,864 8.8 s2, 012, 6SO 31,215,387 4.2 10,968,086 10,208,824 7.8 4,966,947 S,889,8Q IU 

Under 2li0,000 •• ---- •• ····-······-•• 6 1, 055,307 969,856 8.8 793,858 767,617 3.1 38,450 33,349 16.3 222,000 168,800 32.0 
250,000 to 500,000 •••• ~~------------- 20 7, 446,440 6,fJS4,657 6.6 5, 75S, 848 6, 562,564 3.6 597, 167 659, 271 6.8 1, 003, -t26 &:12,822 26.7 600,000 to 1,000,000 _________________ 9 7,278, 123 6,691,253 8.8 5, 000,089 4, 710,293 6.2 1, 472,367 1,378.332 0.8 805,667 602,628 33.7 
1,000,000 or more- ••••••• ~~-----~~-- 10 32,644,772 30,640.098 6.5 20,962,835 20, 172,913 3.9 8,848, 081 8, 237,072 7.4 2, 833,866 2, 236,613 26.8 

1826-30 1830 1880 1820 1826-30 1880 1820 1826-30 1830 1820 1826-30 1930 1820 1826-30 

Group II. ..................... 87 84,708,645 42,669,971 28.8 S7,814, 610 SO, 907, 129 22.3 10,826,828 7. 716,027 87.7 8, SIS, 207 4, 048, 816 66.0 

Under 250,000 ••••••••• ------------- 66 9, 407, 196 7, 122.473 32.1 7, 078,714 6, 339,997 32.6 710,479 604, 119 17.6 1, 618,003 I, 178,3.57 37,8 
250,000 to 500,000 ••••••••• ---------- 23 8, 427,655 7, 046, 720 19.6 6, 076,428 5, 247,264 15.8 1,179,174 ll70, 033 21.6 1,172, 053 820,423 41. a 
600,000 to 1,000,000 ••••• ~--------~-- II 11, 145,622 8,243,232 35.2 7, 473,495 6, 015,404 21.2 2,368, 910 1, 540, 127 63.8 1,303,217 687,701 80.6 
1,000,000 or more·----·------------- 7 25,773, 172 20,257,546 27.2 17, 185,973 14,304,464 20.1 6, 367,265 4,601, 748 88.4 2,219, 934 1, 361,334 64.3 

Group m. .....• -------~---··· 58 49,013,484 3B,MI,80!i 27.8 35,809,881 27,957,952 20.9 9, 942, 119 1, ISS, 250 38.4 6,261, 604 a, 260, m 81.8 

Under 250,000 •••••••••••• ~--------- 18. 3, 089,207 3,075, 300 28.7 3,258,888 2, 554,833 27.6 92,168 75,939 21.4 638,161 -t4-t,618 43.6 
250,000 to 500,000~------------····~- 22 8, 105,483 6, 765,637 19.8 li, 891, 505 5, 0&1,251 15.9 1, 113,776 915,416 21.7 1,100,202 766,070 43.4 

600,000 to 1,000,000 .• --------------- II 11,145,622 8, 2-13,232 35.2 7,473,405 6, Olli, 404 21.2 2, 368,910 1, 540,127 63.8 1,303, 217 fl87, 701 ,89.6 
1,000,000 or more.:--·---~----------- 7 25,773,172 20,257,546 27.2 17,185,973 14,304,464 20.1 6, 367,265 4, 601,748 88.1 2, 219,034 1, 351,334 01.8 

Group IV-~--·····-----··-··- 41 4~ 188,403 36,292,293 28.0 31,232,718 26,810.893 20.6 9, 306,218 e, 616,828 40.8 4,647,471 s, 764,372 au 
Under 250,000---------------------- 9 2, 016,776 1, 637,509 23.2 1, 687, 122 1, 396, 161 20.8 47,475 37,663 20.1 282, 179 203,686 38.6 
250,000 to 500,00lL •••••••••••••••••• 17 7,082,881 5, 834, 202 21.4 5, 622.085 4, 810, 244 16.9 558,511 4115,257 20.0 002,288 lili8, 701 61.6 
600,000 to 1,ooo,ooo _________________ II 10,313,571 7, 563,036 36.4 6, 737,5.13 5, 400,124 21.8 2, 332,007 1, 512,200 M.8 1, 2-13,071 650,652 91. 1 

1,000,000 or more------------------- 7 25,773, 172 20,257,646 27.2 17, 185,973 14,304,464 26.1 6, 367,265 4,601, 7-18 38.1 2, 219,034 1, 351, 33f 64.3 

1816-20 1820 1820 1810 1910-20 1820 1810 1816-20 1820 1810 1816-20 1820 1810 1016-20 

Group m.----·--···--·-···-- 58 36,992,823 28,370,412 28.8 28,788,832 21,884,716 26.8 e, 88&, Ml 4, 888,311 80.7 i,8S.8,160 2, 099,386 86.1 

Under 250,000.--------------------- 31 6,661,407 4, 958,329 34.3 5,337,649 3,986, 703 33.8 411,248 291,572 41.0 912,610 680, 05f 34.2 

250,000 to 500,000 .•••••• -----····-· 14 6, 322,435 4, 919,820 28.6 4, 701,926 3, 725, 155 26.2 1, 000,858 761,400 31.4 6J9,6.'il 4:!3, 206 43.0 

500,000 to 1,000,000----------------- 8 6, 532, 150 4,921, 966 32.7 5, 2-18,322 3, 946,350 83.0 880,049 615,465 43.0 403,779 360, 151 12.1 

1,000,000 or more •••• -----··-------- 6 16,476,331 13,570,297 21.4 11,481,935 9, 726,608 18.0 4,()1;14,186 3,217,814 27.2 000,210 626,076 43.8 

Group IV •••••••••• -... ........... 41 82,970,098 28,322,318 26.3 24,748,494 20,082,909 28.4 6, 921,808 4, 648,679 30.51 1,299, 998 1, 709,830 84.1 

Under 250,000-----------------····· 19 4,380,833 3,485, 880 25.7 3, 6-14,164 2, 010,467 26.2 232,854 182, JM Z7.8 (103,815 300,2-18 28. I 

250,000 to 500,000 •••••• ------------- 12 li, 580,782 4, 344,175 28.5 4, 374,073 3, 479,.584 26.7 714,517 534, 13.5 33.8 402,192 330, 4fi0 48.9 
600,000 to 1,000,000 _________________ 8 6, 532, 150 . 4, 021, 0!16 32.7 6, 248,322 3, 916,350 33.0 880,049 615, 4M 43.0 403, 770 31:.0,11)1 12. 1 

1,000,000 or more.----------···----- 6 16,476,331 13,570,297 21.4 11,481,935 9, 726,508 18.0 4, 004,186 3,217,814 27.2 900,210 026,976 43.8 

1910 1810 1800 19D0-1910 1810 1800 1800·1810 ·1910 1800 1800-1810 1810 1800 1800-1810 

1806-1810 

Grou~ IV •••••••••••••••• ~-·-- 41 28,038,838 19,343, 670 84.8 19,987,382 14,949,867 83.8 4, 061,888 2, 991,660 36.9 I, 008,076 I, 400, 168 u.o 

Under 250,000----··------------···- 23 4, 725.651 3,123, 467 61.3 3, 987,006 2, 559,002 ' 66.8 214,655 161,987 32.. 623,000 401,518 30.3 

250,000 to 500,000.------------------ II 6, 369,581 4, 881,436 30.6 5,028, 278 3,863, 832 30.1 SM, 749 646,315 32.2 180,664 371,280 31.0 

3 2, 530,303 2,020, 223 26.2 1, 779,419 1, 535, 7ffl 15.9 319, ffl8 204, {14.f'j 65.7 431,800 279,571 6<.6 
&10,000 to 1,000,000 ••• ~-----------·- 4 12,414,301 9,318, 444. 83.2 9, 171,759 6, 090,300 31.2 2,676, 016 1, 978,303 35.3 666,620 349,716 62.0 
1,000,000 or more .......... --------~-· 



52 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 

TABLE 10.-DISTRIBUTION OF THE POPULATION OF EACH GROUP AND OF THE GROUP INCREASE AMONG THE 
DISTRICTS, CLASSIFIED BY SIZE AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS: 190Q--1940 

[Total areas as or end or decade· urban-rural classlflcatton as of beginning or decade} 

TOTAL CENTRAL CITIES SATELUTB URBAN SATELUTE RURAL 

DECADE, SIZE OJ' liETROPOLITAN DISTRICT AT Number 
BEGINNING 01' DECADE, AND OROUP ofdfs.. - Percent Percent Percent of popu· Percent 

trlcts Population Increase Percent of popu- of group Percent of popu· or group or group 
Jatlon group increase lation group increase lation group increase 

19SCI-40 1940 19(0 1930 1930-40 1940 1930 1930-40 1940 1930 1931)-40 194.0' 1930 lBSD-40 

Group L-------------------------------·- 140 100.0 100.0 100.0 8&0 89.9 43.9 19.8 19.9 1&8 12.3 10.2 37. B 

Under 250,000 . . ---- .•• -----•.•.••••••••••••. ____ •.. 92 10.2 18.5 28.0 14.1 14.1 13.6 1.4 1.3 1.9 3.8 3. I 12.5 
250,()()()-500,000- -- ------ ---- -- ---------- -------- ---- 29 17.4 17.4 17.2 12.6 13.1 7.4 2.0 2.0 1.5 2.7 2.3 8.3 ro>,ooo-t,ooo,ooo ____________________________________ 9 11.6 1l.l) 12.4 7.9 8.1 6.1 2.3 2.4 2.0 I. 3 1.0 4.3 
1,000,000 or more ........•••.•••..•.•••••••••.•••... 10 61.8 52.6 42.4 33.3 34.6 16.8 14. 1 14.1 12.9 4.5 3.8 12.7 

Group n. ........................... ---------- 97 100.0 100.0 100.0 8T.S 89.2 42.2 20.8 20.9 20.1 11.8 9.9 37.8-
' 

Under 250,000 .. ----•. -·---.... __ .... ___ • ---------- _ 49 14.0 13.6 19.3 9.9 10. 1 8.2 1.3 1.2 I. 7 2.8 2.3 9.4 
250,()()1)-6()0,000 . . -- -- -------- -- ------- .•• --------- -- 2!1 18.5 18.4 19.3 13.5 13.9 8.3 2.1 2.2 1.6 2.9 2.4 9.3 
500,000-1,000,000. ---- ------ .•. ---------- -------- ---- 9 12.3 12.2 13.9 8.5 R.6 8.0 2.5 2.5 2.2 1.4 1.1 4.8 
1,000,000 or more.----·---·--·-----------·------···- 10 55.2 55.8 47.5 35.5 36.7 18.8. 15.0 15.0 14.5 4.8 4. I 14.2 

Group m. ...... _ ....... __ ·-···-· --·-·-····-- 58 100.0 100.0 100.0 87.1 88.9 41.8 22.0 22.0 21.9 10.9 9.1 36.3 

Under 250,000 ..... _ ---- _____ -----....•.•......... __ II ... 4.1 5.4 3.1 3.2 2.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.9 0.8 3.0 
250,(10()-{j()(),OOI). - - ---------- ---- ----------- -- --- ---- 28 20.1 19.9 22.5 14.7 15. 1 9.6 2.3 2.3 1.9 3.1 2.5 11.0 
.600,000-1,000,000 ......•..•.......•......•.......••.. 9 13.8 13.6 16.4 9.5 9.6 8.1 2.8 2.8 2.6 1.5 1.2 5. 7 
1,000,000 or more·---------------------------------- 10 61.9 62.3 55.8 39.7 41.0 22.0 16.8 16.8 17.0 5.4 4.5 16.7 

Grou~ lV ----·------_ ------------- __ ---------- 44 100.0 100.0 100.0 87.1 88.9 41.5 2U 22.6 23.9 10.2 8. 5 34.7 

Under 250,000. ----.............••••.• : .•••.. __ •••.. 5 2.2 2.1 2.7 1.6 I. 7 0.8 0. I 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.4 1.7 
250,()('~()--l)(~(~,OOO .. ----·········---------------------- 20 16.4 15.4 14.7 11.9 12.3 6.2 1.2 I. 2 1.2 2.3 I. 9 7.4 
500,000-J ,000,000. ------ ------- -- ---- -- ---- ---------- 9 15.0 14.8 IS. 7 10.3 10.4 9.3 3.0 3.0 3.0 I. 7 1.3 6.5 
1,000,000 or more ........• --------········-···-·---- 10 67.4 67.7 63.8 43.3 44.5 25.2 18.3 IS. 2 19.5 5.9 4.9 19.1 

11120-30 1930 1930 1920 192<HIO 1930 1920 192G-30 1930 1920 192HO 1930 1920 1920-30 

Oro up n. ____________ . ···--····-·-···---······ 97 100.0 100.0 100.0 89.1 7H 67.8 19.4 18.1 24.1 II. 6 9. 6 IU 

Under 250,000 ... .....•• ------------ _________ ------ _ 00 17.2 16.7 18.9 12.9 12. 5 14.4 1.3 1.4 0.9 3.0 2.8 3.6 
250,000-500,000- - ---- -- ----- ---- -- ------- ------ ----- 23 15.4 16.6 11.4 11.1 12.3 6.9 2.2 2.3 I. 7 2.1 1.0 2.8 
500,000-l,(l(X),OOO .... ----- .....•..•••••.•... -------·. II 20.4 19.3 24.0 13.6 14.1 12. 1 4. 3 3. 6 6.9 2.4 I. 6 5.1 1,000,000 or more ..•.••••••••••••• __________________ 7 47.1 47.5 45.6 31.4 33.5 23.8 11.6 10.8 14.6 4.1 3-2 7.2 

Group III.-----·-·······-·····---·-----·-·. 68 100.0 100.0 100.0 89.0 72.9 64.8 20.S 18.8 2U 10.7 8.6 18.8 

Under 250,000 .. ··········-·-·-----········----·-··· 18 8.1 8.0 8.6 6.6 6.7 6.6 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.3 1.2 1.8 
250,()()1)-6()0,000- - ---- ---------------- --------------- 22 16.5 17.6 12.6 12.0 13.3 7.6 2.3 2.4 1.9 2.2 2.0 3.1 li00,000-1,000,()()() ____________________________________ . II 22.7 21.5 - 27.2 15.2 15.7 13.7 4.8 4.0 7.8 2. 7 1.8 5.8 
1,000,000 or more----·······------------------------ 7 52.6 52.8 51.7 35.1 37.3 27.0 13.0 12.0 16.5 4.5 3.5 8.1 

Group IV----------------.:.------------------- 44 100.0 100.0 100.0 89.1 73.4 6S. 8 20.8 18.7 17.2 IO.S 7.8 19.0 

Under 250,000. ----- ·-·-·----------------------·- ___ 9 4.6 4.6 3.8 3. 7 4.0 u 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.6 0.8 
250,()()(}-.5()(),000- - - ---- ----------------- --- ----- ----- '17 15.7 16.5 12.6 12.4 13.6 8.2 1.2 1.3 0.9 2.0 1.6 3.6 600,000-1,000,000. ___________________________________ II 22.8 21.4 27.8 14.9 15.3 13.5 6.2 4.3 8.3 2.8 1.8 6.0 
1,000,000 or more ..•.•• -·--------------------------- 7 57.0 57.4 00.7 38.0 40.5 29.1 14.1 13.0 17.8 ... 3.8 8.8 

191(HIO 1820 1920 1910 1910-20 1920 1910 1910-20 1920 1910 1910-20 1920 1910 1910-20 
Oro up m. ___________ __ ---------. _. ···-·---·- 68 100.0 100.0 100.0 74.4 7H TO. 7 17.7 17.8 19.7 7.9 7.4 9.7 

Under 250,000 .. ~ .. __ .• -----·----- _______ -------- ___ 31 18.5 17. 5 22.3 14.8 14.1 17.7 1.1 1.0 1.6 2.5 2.4 3.0 
250,~500,000. - ---.---.--- --------- ---- -- ----•.• -- 14 17.6 17.3 18.4 13.1 13.1 12.8 2.8 2. 7 3.1 I. 7 I. 6 H 500,~1,000,000 _______________ . __________________ 8 18.1 17.3 21.1 14.6 13. 9 17. 1 2.4 2.2 3.5 1.1 1.3 0.6 1,000,000 or more·-----------·-----·--·------------. 6 45.8 47.8 38.1 . 31.9 34.3 23-0 11.4 11.3 11.5 2.5 2.2 3-6 

Group IV-----·····-·----.----·-·-.......... _._ 44 100.0 100.0 100.0 76.1 78.2 70.6 18.0 IT.S 20.8 7.0 u 8.9 
Under 250,000 .. ___ .. __ .....•.••••••. ___ ----------. _ 19 13.3 13.2 13.5 11. 1 11. 1 11.0 0.7 0. 7 0.8 1.5 u I. 7 250,000-500,000 .....•. : •.•••• ______________________ ._ 12 16.9 16.li 18.6 13.3 13.2 13.5 2.2 2.0 2.7 1.5 1.3 2.4 
500,()()()-1 ,000,000 ....•.•.. ------ -- -- ---- ------ --.- --- 8 19.8 18.7 24.2 15.9 15.0 19.6 2. 7 2.3 4.0 I. 2 I. 4 o. 7 1,000,000 or more·-·----------·-········-·---------- 6 50.0 51.6 43.7 34.8 37.0 26.4 1;4 12.2 13.2 2.7 2.4 4.1 

11100-1910 1910 1910 1900 1800-1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1810 1900 1900-1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 

Oro up IV---------------···· ............ ----·-· 44 100.0 100.0 100.0 78.7 77.3 74.9 16.8 16.6 18.0 7.7 7.2 9.0' 
Under 250,000 ___________________ __ ---------· .•••. __ 23 18. 1 16.1 23.9 15.3 13.2 21.3 0.8 0.8 0.8 2.0 2.1 1.8 
250,{)()()-500,000. - - ·--. -- -- -- -------------.- --·------ 14 24.5 25.2 22.2 19.3 20.0 17.4 3.3 3.3 3.1 1.9 1.9 I. 7 .500,000-1,000,000 ____________________________________ 3 9. 7 10.4 7.6 6.8 7.9 3.6 1.2 1.1 I. 7 I. 7 1.4 2.3 1,000,000 or more·------------····--·--------------- 4 47.7 48.2 46.2 35.2 36.1 32.6 10.S 10.2 10.4 2.2 1.8 3.2 . 



GENERAL TABLES 53 
TABLE H.-PERCENTAGE OF THE POP.ULATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND OF THE UNITED STATES INCREASE IN 

METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS AND THEIR CONSTITUENT PARTS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT: 190o-1940 

(Total areas as or end of decade· urban-rural olassiOcatlon as or beginning or decade Pcrcani not shown where loss than o 1} . 
TOTAL CBNTB.&L CITIES BA.T&WTB t7BBAN BATBLLIT.I B'tiRAL 

DECADE, BIZB OP METROPOLITAN DISTRICT Numbor 
AT BEOINNINO or DECADE, AND GBOVP or Percent of Percent of Pcrcont of Poroont of 

districts Percent of United United Percent of United United Percent of UniUld United Percent of United UnUod 
States population States States populntlon Stotes Statea population States Btatea population States 

- Increase lncroase lncro.,. lnorooso 

1981)-40 1940 1940 1980 l98o-40 1940 1930 1931)-40 1940 1930 i93o-t0 1940 1980 198()-{0 

Group L------------------------------ 140 47.8 47.4 63.0 39.6 33.9 23.3 9.4 u 9.7 6.9 4.8 00.1 

Under 200,000 .. ---------------------------- 92 9.2 8.8 14.8 6.7 6. 7 7.2 o. 7 0.6 1.0 I. 8 1.6 o.o 
250,{1{1()-6()0,000. - - -- ------------ ------------ 29 8.3 6.2 9.1 6.0 6.2 3.9 1.0 1.0 o.s I. 3 1.1 ~. ~ 
600,{)()()-l,OOO,OIXL .•••.•••••.•............... 9 ... 6.6 6.6 3.S 3.S 3.3 1.1 I. I 1.1 0.0 0.6 2.3 
1,000,000 or more ........................... 10 24.8 26.0 22.6 16.9 16.4 8.9 6.7 6.7 6.9 2.2 1.8 6.7 

Group II.----------------- __ ---------- 97 «.9 «.7 47.1 39.1 81.0 30.0 9.4 9.S 9.6 6. a u 17.9 

Under-250,000 .... ---...... --·-··. ---------- 49 6.3 6.1 9.1 ... ... 3.9 0.6 0.6 o.s 1.3 1.0 ... 
250,00()-liOO,OOO . ..•••••..•••...... ..-•.....••. 29 6.3 8.2 9.1 6.0 6.2 3.9 1.0 I. 0 0.8 1.8 1.1 ~.~ liOO.ooo-1,ooo,ooo ____________________________ 9 6.6 6.6 6.6 3.8 a.s 3.3 1.1 I. I I. I 0.0 0.6 2.8 
1,000,000 or more ...••...•..•......••.•••.•• 10 :u.s 26.0 22.6 16.9 16.4 8.9 6. 7 6.7 6.9 2.2 1.8 6.7 

Group m. __ ------·-···-· ·----------- 68 40.1 40.0 40.3 26.9 27.8 18.8 8.9 9.8 8.8 u u 14.1 

Under 250,000 ....••.•••.••••...••.. ------- 11 I. 7 1.6 2.2 1.2 1.3 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.~ 0.3 1.2 
250,tXIO-liOO,OOO ••• -·--·---------- ••• -- --.--- 28 8.1 8.0 9.1 6.9 6.0 3.9 0.9 0.0 0.8 1.2 1.0 ~-~ 
000,1100-1,000,000 ..••.•. .:'; ....•.............. • 5. 6 ... 6.8 3.S 3.S 3.3 1.1 1.1 1.1 0.6 0.6 2.3 
1,000,000 or more .••••••.•.••..•••......•... 10 :u.s 26.0 22.6 16.9 16.4 8.9 6. 7 6.7 6.0 2.2 1.8 o. 7 

Group IV •••• : .•.• -------------------- " 38.8 38.9 36.9 2U 95.4 14.8 8.3 8.S S.4 3.8 a.o IU -
Under 250,000 .••••• ··---------------------- 6 o.s o.s 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.3 

------o~6 - ------o~6-
0.1 0.2 0. I 0.0 

250,()[)1)--li()(),OOO . ......•••••••.•••• ---------- 20 6.7 6.7 6.2 4.4 ... 2.2 0.~ o.s o. 7 2.0 liOO,ooo-1,ooo,ooo ____________________________ • ••• 6.6 6.6 3.8 3.S 3.3 1.1 I. I 1.1 0.6 0.6 2.3 
1,000,~ or more ...•• -----------------~-- 10 :u.s . 26.0 22.6 15.9 16.4 8.9 6.3 6.7 6.9 2.2 I.S 0.7 

18110-30 1930 1930 1920 1920-30 1930 1930 1920-30 1930 1900 11120-30 1930 1030 IOOHO 

Group II.---------------------------- 97 "·8 40.4 70. s 30.8 29.2 40.5 8.7 7.8 17.1 6.1 u 11.1 

Under 250,000 •• ····---------------------·-- .. 7.7 6.7 13.4 6.8 5.1 10.2 0.6 0.0 0.6 1.8 1.1 2.G 250,()[)1)--li()(),()()()_ - _________ .,: ________________ - 23 6.9 6.7 S.l ~.9 5.0 4.9 1.0 0.9 1.2 1.0 o.s 2.0 600,ooo-t,ooo,ooo ___________________________ . 11 9.1 7.8 17.0 6.1 6.7 8.6 1.9 u ~.9 1.1 0.7 3.6 
1,000,000 or moro .• --------·-··········---· 7 21.0 19.2 32.3 14.0 13.6 16.9 &.2 .. ~ 10.3 1.8 1.3 6.1 

Group III.------------------------- 58 39.9 38.8 62.6 27.6 08.4 su 8.1 1.7 18.6 u 1.1 11.8 

Under 250,000 .•••••••..••• ~---------------- IS 3.2 2.9 5.4 2.7 2.4 ~.I 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.~ 1.1 

250,00D-li00,000. - ----------- ---------------- 22 6.6 6.4 7.9 4.8 ~.s ~.7 0.9 0.9 1.2 0.9 0.7 2.0 
liOO,OOil-1,000,000 ..••..•.......••••••••••••.. 11 9.1 7.S 17.0 6.1 6.7 8.5 1.9 u ~.9 1.1 0.7 3.6 
1,000,000 or more. .•..••••• ----------··--·-- 7 21.0 19.2 32.3 1'-0 13.5 16.9 5.2 4.~ 10.3 1.8 1.3 6.1 

Gro_up IV--····--·-·-:·············--· " 38.8 ·33.4 58.0 25.4 .... 31.1 7.8 u u. a 3.8 1.8 11.0 

Under 250,000 .. •••• -------------------····- 9 1.6 1.6 2.2 1.4 1.3 I. 7 ·-----iiT -----·o:r 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.6 
250,00D-li00,000 ....•••....••...... ---------- 17 6.S 5.6 7.3 4.6 ~.6 4.8 0.6 0.7 0.5 2.0 
liOO,OD0-1,000,000 ....••.......•••..•••••...•• 11 8.4 7.2 16.1 6.6 6.1 7.8 1.9 1.4 4.S I. 0 0.0 3.6 
1,~,000 or more..-----------····----------- 7 21.0 19.2 32.3 14.0 13.6 16.9 6.2 ... 10.3 1.8 1.3 6.1 

1919-30 1920 1910 1910 1911)-20 1920 1910 1910-20 1900 1910 191CHO 1920 1910 1919-20 

Group m. ...... ------------~--------- 68 34.0 30.8 66.6 26.3 23.3 89. t 6.0 6.1 10.9 •• 7 0.3 6.~ 

Under 250,® .. ---------. ------ -· ---------- 31 6.3 
··~ 

12. ~ 6.0 4.3 9.8 0.4 0.3 0.9 0.9 o. 7 I. 7 
14 6.0 5.3 10.2 ~-~ 4.1 7.1 0.9 0.8 I. 7 0.6 0.5 1.4 

~:~r00o~o00.::::::::::::::::::::::::::: s 6.2 6.~ 11.7 6.0 ~.3 9.5 o.s 0.7 I. 9 0.~ 0.~ 0.3 
1,000,000 or more .••••.••...••••.•...•.•••.. 6 16.6 14.8. 21.2 10.9 10.6 12.8 3.9 3.5 6.~ o.u 0.7 2.0 

Group IV----------------·······--·· " SUJ 28.8 48.4 23.~ 91.8 14.1 5.8 u 10.0 ••• L9 u 
19 4.1 3.S 6.5 3.~ 3.2 5.3 0.2 0.2 0.~ 0.5 0.~ o.s 

Under 250,000----- -------- -· ~----~--- ------ 12 6.3· •. 7 9.0 4.1 3.S 6.5 0.7 0.6 1.3 0.5 0.~ I. 2 
~:~ooro00.::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 8 6.2 6.4 11.7 6.0 ~.3 9.6 o.s 0.7 1.9 0.~ 0.~ 0.3 

6 16.6 14.8 21.2 10.9 10.6 12.8 3.9 3.5 G.~ 0.9 0.7 2.0 
1,000,000 or more~·-·--------···-···---····- -

1900-1910 1910 1910 1900 1~1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 1910 1900 1~1910 1910 1900 1900-1910 

Group IV-------·--------············· " 28.8 26.6 41.9 SII.T 19.7 11.4 4.4 u 8.7 ••• 1.8 u 
23 5.1 4.1 10.0 ~.3 3.~ 8.9 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.6 0.5 o.s 

U ndcr 250,000 .• ----··-·· ----------------··· 14 6.9 6.~ 9.3 5.5 5.1 7.3 0.9 0.9 1.3 0.5 0.6 o. 7 

~:~ooro00.::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3 2.8 2.7 3.2 1.9 2.0 1.5 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.6 0.~ I. 0 
13.5 12.3 19,, 10.0 9.2 13.7 2.8 2.6 4.4 - 0.6 0.6 1-~ 1,000,000 or more .•.••....••••••.•..•••.•••• • 



54 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 
TABLE 12.-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 t 

CITY AND DISTANCE FBOU CENTER OJ' 
CITY 

Boston.. _______________________________ _ 

Within 1 mDe----------------------l-2 miles __________________________ _ 

2-3 miles •• -----------------------· 
3-4 miles.---.--~--------------------
4-6 miles •• -------------------------
6-6 miles.--------------------------6 and over···-----------------·-···· 

Bufl'alo ______________ ., ________________ _ 

Within 1 mOe •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles •••••••. -------------------2-3 miles ____________________ ------

3-4 mites.--------------------------
4-5 miles .. ·······------------·-··--
5 and over·-··'"···--·-····--------

Chicago •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Within 1 mile .••••••• ----·--······ 
1-2 miles •• ------······-·-----------
2-3 miles ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
3-4 miles ••••• --------------·······-
4-6 miles •• ------------··········--
5-8 miles ••••••••••••••••••• -------. 
8-10 miles ••••••• :.. •••••••••••••••••• 
10 and over ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Cincinnati. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Within 1 mlle •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles ••• ------·---------------·-
2-3 miles •• -------------------------
3-f miles •• ·······--------·-··--···· 
<1-6 miles ••••••• ····---------------. 
5-6 miles •••••••••• ----------------
6-7 miles---------------------------
7 and over •••• -------------·-······ 

Clevehuul •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Within 11mDe •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles·------------------------:.-
2-3 miles. •••••• ---·----·-·-········ 
3-4 miles ••••••• --------·······-·--
4-6 mllcs •••••••••••• ---···--------
5-6 miles ........ --·---·-------------
6-7 miles •• ..:.. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
7 and OVer-··-···················· 

Children Replace-
per 1,000 mcnt 
women index 

270 78 

187 53 
200 82 
312 88 
265 74 
252 71 
2.13 71 
310 87 

271 78 

207 83 
283 80 
2f.S 75 
2r.s 76 
2M 71 
281 7ll 

!152 86 ---- ----
113 32 
241 68 
253 71 
246 69 
221 62 
214 60 
232 65 

""' 84 

24S .. 
201 .82 
276 77 
212 60 
207 ll8 
237 67 
237 67 
256 72 
2/lS 73 

!157 87 

276 77 
288 81 
265 74 
216 61 
217 61 
226 64 
243 68 
200 73 

CITY AND DISTANCE FROY CENTER OJ' 
CITY 

Children Rep1ace-
pt'r 1,000 mcnt 
women index 

Columbus, Ohio........................ 243 
1---::-:-1---::: 

Within 1 mile •••••••••• ------------ 291 

88 

82 
1-2 miles •• ----···-··--------------- 249 70 
2--3 miles .. ----·-------------------- 230 65 
3 and over·-----------···--·----·--- 2!6 69 

Dayton................................... 27S 
1----:c-:-1---:: 

Within 1 mOe ••••••••• ------------- 266 

77 

75 
1-2 miles •••••••••••••• ------------- 278 78 
2 and over.......................... 275 77 

Indianapolis _____________ ------------·-_ 2~9 
. . 1---~--

Within 1 IJJlle...................... 149 

73 

42 
1-2 miles •••••••••••••• ------------- 285 80 
2-3 miles·-------------------------- 283 80 
3-4 miles •••••••••••• .:.............. 2S3 71 
4 and over.......................... 257 72 

Loa Angele•-----·--·------------------- 221 
1----:c-:-r---·~ 

Within I mile ••••••••• ---·--------- 201 

.. 
"' 1-2 miles ••••••• ··-----····--------- 210 69 

2-3 miles •••••••••••••• ------------- 199 "' 3-4 miles·-------------------------- 180 61 
4-5 miles ••••••••• -----··----------- 185 52 
5-6 miles .•••• --------·····--------- 192 .. 
6-7 miles •• ------------------------- 238 67 
7-8 mllcs .••••••••••••• ---------·-·· 307 86 
8-10 miles •••••••••••••• ----------·· 2-n 68 
1G-12 miles .••••••••.••••••••.. ----- 278 78 
12 and over •••••••••••• ------------- 317 89 

Nuh ville ____ ---------------·- •• _.----- 268 
1---:-:::-1---:::: 

Within 1 mile...................... HIS 

7S 

55 
1-2 miles .•••••• -----·-------------- 326 92 
2-3 miles •• ·--------------------·-·· 187 53 
3 and over·------------·--------··-- 286 80 

New llaven ••••••••••••••• ------------- 2S7 
1---1---

Within 1 mlle ••••••••• ------------ 223 

87 

63 
1-2 miles............................. 241 68 
2 and over·-----------·-----·····- 262 74 

. 

I Standardi!.ed on United States 1935-39 rates; replacement index based on United States Jlfe tnhle 1939-41. (See ch. VI.) 

CITY AND DISTANCE FROM: CENTER OF 
CITY 

New York CitY"--·····------:·----------
Within 2 mlles. ----------·----·-··· 
2-4 miles ••••••••• -------·--·-------
.f-6 miles ••• ----------·---------···-
6-8 miles. •••••• -------··-··--------
8-10 miles ••• -----·--------------··· 
10 and over ••••• --------------------

Philadelphia ••••••• ------·····---------

Within 1 mOe •• -------·---------··-
1-2 miles •• -------------------------
2-3 miles •• --------------------····· 
3-4 miles •• --------·--·-··----------
4-5 miles •••••• ----------------····-
&-6 miles •••••••. -------------------
6-7 miles .•••••• ---·-······---------
7--8 miles .•• .;. •••• ------------------· 
8 and over •••••• ------------------·-

Pittsburgh. •••••••• ---------~-----------

Within 1 mlle •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles .••••• --------·------------
2-3 miles •• -------------------------
3--4 miles ••••• ------------------···-
4-6 miles .•• ------------------------
6 and over ••••• ---------------------

St. Louis •••••••••••••••••• -·----------·-

Within 1 mDe •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles ••••••• ------····-----···--
2-3 miles •• ----------------------.--
3--4 miles ••••••••• ----- ••••••••••••• 
4-6 miles .................. ·-------.• 
6 and over ••••• ------·-··-·---------

Washington, D. 0 •• ---------·----------· 

Within 1 mlle •••••••••••••••••••••• 
1-2 miles •• -----------····----------
2-3 miles .••••• ---------------······ 
3 and over •••• ---------····-···----

Children Replace-
per 1,000 ment 
. women index 

224 as 
196 65 
236 66 
207 58 
238 67 
219 62 
240 67 

264 71 

165 46 
259 73 
265 74 
257 72 
250 70 
242 68 
266 75 
264 74 
264 74 

sao 7S 

269 76 
200 82 
265 74 
230 66 
227 64 
306 86 

219 .. 
204 83 

""" 84 
210 69 
18.1 52 
)81) 53 
231 65 

188 62 

207 ll8 
162 46 
100 83 
204 67 

TABLE ·13.-REPLACEMENT INDEXES AND NET REPRODUCTION RATES FOR WHITE POPULATION OF CITIES OF 250,000 
OR MORE:.l940 

ClTT 

Atlanta, Ga.-----·-·----------------··-
Baltimore, Md __ • -----------. __ •••••••• 
Birmingham, Ala •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Boston, Mass.---·······-·-····--------
Buffalo, N. Y ---·------------------···· 
Chicago, m. ----------------·-----·----
Cincinnati, Ohio.----- ••••••••••••••••• 
Cleveland, Ohio.---··········---------
Columbus, Ohio·----------------------
Dallas, Tex. __ •• ---------------- •• __ ••• 
Denver, Colo.-------·----·-·········· 
Detroit, Mich •• __ •.• --- •••••••••••••••• 

Replace­
ment 
Index 

83.5 
69.7 
66.9 
76.9 
76.2 
65.2 

68.3 
66.6 
68.3 
61.3 
74.6 
77.9 

Netro­
produe­
tlon rate 

(ad­
Justed) • 

62.2 
68.6 
63.0 
76.4 
76.8 
65.2 

68.6 
66.9 
68.2 
69.0 
70.1. 
76.7 

CITY 

Houston, Tez •••• ------- •••••••• _ ------
lnd lan'1Jlolls, Ind_ -------~- ---- -------. 
Jersey ity, N. 1----------------------
Kansas City, Mo ••••••••• -------------
Los AnJ:!eles, CaUL ••••••• -------------
Louisville, Ky -------------------------

Memphis, Tenn •••••••••• -------------
Milwaukee, Wis •••••••••••••••. -------
Minneapolis, Minn ••••••• ----------·--
Newark, N. 1-----···--------------·---
New Orleans, La----·-··-----
New York, N. Y ---··------------------

}\ep1aoo­
ment 
Index 

67.6 
72.8 
66.3 
69.6 
6U 
76.6 

68.6 
73.1 
65.8 
64.9 
64.< 
63.0 

Netre-­
produc­
tlon rate 
·(ad­

Justed) 1 

65.8 
71.0 
68.3 
67.8 
62.0 
71.4 

58.9 
70.8 
63.3 
66.8 
60.8 
61.2 

an 

Oakland, Callt. --------------·---------
Philadelphia, Pa. _. ------- •• ---- ••• ____ 
Pittsburgh, Pa .•••••• ---- •• ----- ••••••• 
Portland, Oreg._ ••• ----- ••••••••••••••• 
trovfdenceNR. 1..---------------------

ochester, • Y -----------------------

gt ~~~·~~-----::::::::::::::::::::: 
San Antonio, Tez. ---------------·-
San Francisco, Calif •••••••••••••••• :::: 
Seattle, Wash----------···--------- • 
Toledo, 0 hlo .• _ ••• _ -~----·---··. ___ •• : _ 
Washington, D. C ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Repla~ 
ment 
indez 

66.8 
71.4 
73.1 
60.9 
71.1 
65.5 

61.6 
75.6 
94.< 
63. I 
61.0 
74.8 
62.3 

Netre: 
produo-­
tlonrate 

(ad­
Justed) • 

66.1 
70.6 
73.4 
66.8 
72.1 
64.4 

60.3 
72.3 
92.7 
53.1 
llS.O 
73.8 
64.6 

• Source: Department or Commerce, Bureau of the CcnsllS, Sixteenth Census Report on Population: Dltrerentlal Fertility, 1940 and 101D-Standardlzed Fertility Rates and Reproduction 
Bates. Sup. 1944. pp. 29-30. 



GENERAL TABLES 55 
TABLE H.-STANDARDIZED NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 5 YEARS OF AGE PER 1,000 WOMEN 15 TO 44 YEARS OLD, 

AND REPLACEMENT INDEXES, BY COLOR, FOR METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1940 
{The number or chUdren ls standardized on the basis or the women aged 15 to 44 In the population of tho United States. No data are glvon tor tho nonwhite whero tho number or nonwhite 

- ' chUdren under 5 was less than 1,000} 

METROPOLITAN DIBTBJC'l' 

Akron, Ohio •••••• -~······--- __ ---·······-----·-·· 
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, N.Y •••••••••••••••••• 
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, Pa ______________ 

~~\~?:;r~~ci:::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::: 
-Birmingham, Ala ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Boston, Mass •• _ ............................................... 
Bridgeport, Conn.--- ................................ _ 
Bufialo-N~ara, N. Y------------·····-··----·-
Canton, Ohio-... :. ........ - ......................... 
Charlotte, N. 0 .................. .;.. _______________ ~ 
Chattanooga, Tenn ........................................... Chicago, Ill- - • -.................. ___________________ • 
CinclnnatJ, Ohio ......................................... 
Cleveland, Ohio ........................................................... 
Columbus, Oblo ........................................................... 
Dallas, Tex. _ ... --- ---- ----------- -----·-· ............... 

R:;~gg,0gil:~~~~-~~~~~~-~~~~~-~::::::::: 
Denver, Colo •• ---·····-· ......................................... 

Des Moines, Iowa ................................. ~------------
Detroit, M icb ...................... -------------------·. 
Duluth, Mlnn.·Superlor, Wis ................................ 
Erie, Pa ............ -- .................................................. 
Fall River-New Bedford, Mass •• ----------------
FlintWM ich ___ • _____ ----- ------------------------
Fort a.yne, Ind •• - ................. - ........................... 
Fort Worth" Tex ........................................................... 
Grand Rap ds, Micb ............................................... 
Harrisburg, Pa .......................................................... 

Hartford-New Britain, Conn ................................ 
Houston, Tex. -·----------- ...... -.............................. 
Huntington, W. Va.-Ashland, KY---············. 
Indianapolis, Ind ..................................................... 
J acksonvUle Fla .................................................... 
Johnstown, Pa. ----........... --------·· · .................. ---
Kansas Citt, Mo.-Kansas City, Kans ................. 
Knoxville enn---···---···-··---·-············ 
Los A!'«J'Ies CallL.--·-·····-···-···---·-········· Louis e, i:y ...... ~ ................................................... 

Lowell-Lawrence-Haverhill, Mass ....................... 
Memphis, Tenn .................................................... 
Miami, Fla ........................................................... 

WBlTB 

CbUdren 
per l,()(N) 
women 

274 
254 
238 
255 
2tlO 
281 
283 
255 
200 
303 

263 
324 
243 
268 
235 
253 
237 
296 
200 
284 

280 ... 
21l8 
317 
281 
364 
2M .... 
325 
2.12 

256 
271 
355 
273 
265 
375 
246 
316 
256 
289 

296 
237 
222 

Replace­
ment 
Index 

71 
71 
81 
72 
73 
79 
80 
72 
82 
85 

74 
91 
68 
75 
66 
71 
67 
83 
82 
80 

79 
84 
84 
89 
711 

102 
75 
73 
91 
71 

72 
78 

100 
71 
74 

105 
69 
89 
72 
81 

83 
67 
62 

NONWBITll 

CbDdren 
per 1,000 
women 

360 
----------.••••• 2iii. 

32.1 
310 
310 

······aar 
----------

2M 
268 
271 
283 
296 
327 
215 

----··ai7-
----------
...•.. 305. 

----------------------------------------
------237" 
--------------·-----
······m· 
······m· 

240 
------276'" 

242 
260 
246 

··-···27r 
221 

Replace­
ment 
Index 

96 

·······os 
88 
82 
82 

·······oo 
---------

71 
71 
74 
75 
711 
87 
67 

••••.•• 84 
---------
···-···ii 
---------................. ------------------.•.•... 63 
............. ---------
•..•.•• 62 
-------76 

M 
·······n 

M 
69 

"" ·······n 
611 

JUtTROPOUTAN DISTRICT 

MDwaukoo{,_ Wl9 •• _ --------~---············--·-··· 
Minneru!ol St. Paul, Minn •••••••••••••••••••••• 

~:s:ao::J.~nn:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
New Orleans, La •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New York-Northeastern New J'crscy •••••••••••••• 
Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News, Va ............ 

Oklahoma CityC Okla .............................. 
Omaha, Nebr.- ouncU Bluffs, Iowa ................ ~ 
Peoria, IlL __ • ___ ... ·-··----=---·-·-·-·········· ...... 
PhlladelpblB, Pa ............................................... 
Plttsburgh6 Pa ................................................... -
Portland, reg .......................................... 
Providence, R. 1 ................................................. 
Reading, Pa ...... -----------------------·········· 
Richmond, Va. -···-····----------·-·-······· ···--
Rochester, N. Y---························-------

Sacramento, Cnllt ...................................... .;. ............ 
Saginaw-Bay City, Mich-................................ 
St. Louis, Mo ............................................................ 
Salt Lake City, Utah_ ................................................ 
San Antoni~ Tex .............................................. 
San Dlegois aliL .............................................. 
San Franc co-Oakland, Callt ...................... _.. ......... 
Scranton-W flkes-Barre, Pa. ............................ _ 

~~eh!!~biiia:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Spokane, Wash_ ................................................. 
Springfield-Holyoke, Mass ••••••• ~---·-·--··-·--·-
Syracuse, N. Y ........................................................ 
Tacoma8 wash •••• --------------------------------
Ta~a- t. Petersburg, Fla..--------·-············ 
Tol o, Ohio ......................................................... 
Trenton, N. ;r ......................................................... 
Tulsa, Okla ...................................................... 
Utica-Rome, N.Y ......................................... 
Washington, D. 0 ....................................... 

mc~R:.gk~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Wilmington, Del-............................................... 
W oroo.'lter, Mass ...................................................... 
Youngstown, ObJo ................................................... 

WIDTI: 

ObOdnm 
per 1,000 
women 

27& 
2tlO 
281 
2.12 
2.10 
233 
27< 

208 
238 
201 
28.1 
301 
2.17 
280 
249 
207 ... 
201 
366 
240 
397 
340 
m 
m 
296 
238 
284 

274 ... 
27& 
277 
237 
283 
25& 
282 
287 ... 
821 
276 
286 
291 
284 

Rcplnoo­
ment 
lndox 

71 
73 
79 
71 
67 

"" 77 

7& 
81 
82 
74 
88 
67 
711 
70 
68 
70 

73 
103 
60 

112 
96 
82 
63 
83 
67 
80 

71 
74 
71 
78 
67 
80 
72 
711 
81 
M 

00 
78 
80 
82 
80 

Ohlldron 
por 1,000 
women 

----------······m· 
~~---~3i0" 

2.17 
322 

22( 
............. 
······a22· 

879 
------472" 
-----·202" 
-----···· 
............ 
• ••••• 2Qi" 

--·---2i7" 
·······;oo 
-------··· ............... ............. 
............ 
--·--····· -----····· .••••. 240" 

314 
381 
243 

······m· 
............... 
······air 
······a70" 

Rnplnco­
mont 
lndos 

---------· •••••••• 63 
•••••••• 82 

63 
88 

&9 
-~--------

-······-M 
101 ....... ,26 

········ro 
. ............. 
•••••••r•• 
.••••••• 76 
•••••••• 58 

·····-··iii 
.............. 
-------·-· . ........... 
. .............. ----------.. ............. 
............. 64 

1!3 
101 
M 

•••••••• 7, 

-----------·--···84 
--··-···iii 



56 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1;940 
TABLE lli.-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 Cor the United States and for tbe:t regions, see table XV in the text. A minos sign(-) denotes decrease} 

DISTRICT9 UNDER 250,000 DISTRICTS OJ' 2®,D00-
600,000 

DISTRICTS or aoo,ooo­
J,ooo,ooo DISTRICTS Of 1,000,000 OB OVEB 

KETBOPO~ANCOUN~ 

1943 

THB NORTHBASTBBN STATES 

Percent 
1940 or in- 1943 

crease 

Percent 
1940 of in· 1943 ....... 

Percent 
1940 of in­

crease 
1943 1940 

Percent 
of in­
creaso 

Portland, Maine, metropolitan county (Cumbcrlsnd County, Maine) •••• 152,877 143,686 +6.4 ........... --------· •••••••• ---------- -~------- -------- --------- ----------- -----··· 
r~~~cs::tr~~~m~u~~::uift~t(E<!~~tid~~~~~~io~: ~i~OUth:· 136' 039 144' 888 -6.t --------- --------- .... .: ... ---------- --------- -----~- ----------- ----------- --------

and Suffolk Counties, Mass.) '-----------------. -----------··"'··-· __ ---- -----·-·- .............................. --------- . -------- .......... ---------- ----·--·· -------- 2, 671,74.0 2, 821,4.77 -5.1 
Fall River-New Bedford metropolitan county (Bristol County, Mass.) .. -·------------------------ 342,529 361,604 -6.1 .............. ---·----- -------- -------···· -------------------
Springfield, Mass.,-Holyoke metropolitan counties (Hampden and 

Hampshire Counties, Mnss.) ............................................. -------·- --------- ............... 392,64.0 4tl4,509 -2.0 -------·-- ----·-·-- ----·--- --········- ----------- -----··· 
Worcester metropolitan county (Worcester County, Mass.) ........................................................... 472,224 503,481 -6.2 ................... --------- ................ ----------· ............................. .. 
Providence metropolitan counties (Bristol, Kent, Newport, and Provi-

dence Counties, R.I.) ................................................................................... --------- .............. -------·- ................................ 650,310 676,389 -2.5 --········· ...................... -----·--
Bridgeport metror.olitan county (Fairfield County, Conn.) ................. 434,265 4.18,384 +3.8 ................. --------- ............... ---------- .................. ·····-- ----------- .............. ---·-·-· 
Bartrord-Ncw Brttain metropolitan counties (Hartford and Middlcse.J: 

Counties, Conn.)................................................................................................................................................................ 532,021 506.188 +5.3 ----·-·--·- ............................... .. 
New Haven metropolitan county (New Haven County, Conn.)'------·- --------- --------- ............ 477,763 4.84,316 -1.4 ............................................................. ----------- ............. .. 

Al~~~~~~~~~~b~ftC:.~~o¥.)1~~-~-~~~~-~~~~:~ .. ~-~~~~~: ................ -----·-·· ............. «6,658 4.65,500 -4..1 ................. -·--····- .................................... --~-------- ............ .. 
Bin11:hamton metropolitan county (Broome County, N.Y.).................... 164,4.43 165,749 -0.8 ............................................... .......... : ...... --------- ......................................................... .. 
Buffalo-Niagara metropolitan counties (Eric and Niagara Counties, N.Y.) ............. --------- -------- --------- ................ ............. 961,346 957,677 +o.4. ........................................ .. 
New York-Northeastern New Jersey metropolitan counties (Brons:, , . 

Kings, Nassau, New York Queens, Richmond, Rockland and West· 

~:i~. ~o~~~~~i~-~n~c{f:~n ~=·u~~gry:) ~-~~~~~~-~~~~- --------- --·--·-·· ............... ····---~- .................................. ---------- .......................... : ... 10,703,374. 11,624,018 -7.1 
Rochester metropolitan county (Monroe County, N. Y.L................. ................ ................. ............ 418, 655 438, 188 -4. 6 ..................................................................................... w 

~C:~:!,et:~~!~~u~~~n:~~~n?A~k~~~~ti~r·o~~ida-COiiiiiieS:· --------- --------- ------- 283,217. 295,108 -4.. o ---------- --------- ------- ----------- ----------- -------w 
N. Y .) ................. -------. .................... ...... .................................. 258, 433 263, 163 -1. 8 --------· .................. ---·---- ........................................................................................... . 

Atlantic City metropoUtan county (Atlantic Coun'J.l N. J ·>------·------ 107, 491 124, 037 -13.3 --------- --------- -------- ---------- ....................... ----------- ----------- --------
1~~~%~~-'ii~~gf~tt::.~~~~ '!;,t-~;oR~~~ieS~LeliiKiiiiidNOitii: too, 424 197' 318 -o. 5 --------· --------- -------- ---------- --------- -------- ----------- ----------- --------

ampton Counties, Pa.) .................................................................................... --------- -------- 332.021 346,4.92 -3.9 .... :::::-.... --------- ............ ----------- ............... -----'---

Altoona metropolitan county (Blair County, Pa.)............................. 126, 001 140,358 -10. 2 -----··-· --~------ ........................................... -----~-- ----------- ----------- ........... .. 
Erie metropolitan county (Erie Countyh Pa.>.--------------------········ 185,179 180,813 +2.4 --------- ................................ ---------- ........................................................... -·------
Harrisburg metropolitan county (Daup in County, Pa.)...................... 173,677 176,952 -1.9 --··w···- ............................................................................................................................. .. 
Johnstown mctropo~ltan county (Cambria County, Pa.) ..................... 187,384 213,459 -12.2 ................................................................................................................................. .. 
Lancaster metropolitan county (Lancaster County, Pa.) ................... 201, 649 212, 6(K -5. 1 ..................................................................... -------- .................................................. .. 
Philadelphia metropolitan counties (Delaware, Montfcomery, and Phila- · 

1:!~~~-~~~~~~~-~~::~~~~~~-~~~~~~-~?-~-~~~-~~~~:~~- .......................................... ------·-- ............................... --------·- ............... ............ 3,002, 665 2, 953,124 - +I. 7 

Pi~:~~tm~~~~~~~~~~n~~~~l-(~~~~-e-~=~-~~:~~~~-~~~~~~~: ......................................... --------- ........................... -~---····· -~-----·· -~------ I, 960,103 2, 126,769 -7.8 
Reading metropolitan county (Berks County, Pa.) ............................... 223,095 241,884 -7.8 ............................................................................ -···---- ........................................ -··----· 
Scranton-Wilkes-Bnrro metropolitan counties (Lackawanna and Lu- . 

zerne Counties, Pa.) ......................................................... --------- --------- ........................... -·------- -···---- 684,282 742,761 -21.3 ------··-· .. 
York metropolitan county (York County, Pa.) ................................ 170,363 177,971 -4..3 ............ ----------------- ---------- --------- ............................ : : .. ::::::::: :::::::: 

THB NORTH CBNTRAL STATES 

Akron metropo11tan county (Summit County, Ohio) ............................ -------------------------- 363,652 339,406 +7.1 ---------- .............. -------- ................. --·····---· -------· 
Cantoo metropolitan county (Stark County, Ohio) ..••• ."................... 247,668 234,887 +6. 4 --------- ............................................................................... .. 
Cincinnati metropolitan counties (Hamilton County, Ohio; Dearborn ------- --------·-- ........... .. 

County, Ind.; Campbell and Kentoo Counties, Ky.) ....................................................... -------- -------· ----·---- ............... 834,281 SOB, 166 +3.2 
Cleveland metropolitan county (Cuyahoga County, Ohio). ..••••••••••• --------- ............................. ------------------ ............... ---------- ................. -------- ·i;228;803. ·i;2i6;ssg· ---+i"O 
Columbus, Ohio, metropolitan county (Franklin County, Ohio) .......... --------- ............................ 415,930 387,644 +7.3 ------------------- .............. ----··--··· ............................... : .. 
Dayton metropolitan county (Montgomery County, Ohio) ................ --------· .......... ............. 338,688 295,480 +14.. 6 ................................. -------- .... . 
Hamilton-Middletown metropolitan county (Butler County, Ohio)..... 123,344 120,249 +2. 6 ----·---- ............................................................................ _ -------- ·:··-··---- -------· 
Springfield, Ohio, metropolitan county (Clark County, Ohio) ............. 100,466 96,647 +s.o --------- ---·----- ............................................. ------·- .. :::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::: 
Toledo metropolitan county (Lucas County, Ohio) ......................... -------·------------------ 336,396 344.,333 -2.3 ··-------- --------- __ _ 
Youngstown metropolitan couoties (Maboning and Trumbull Counties, ----- ······----- ·-··---·--- ·-------

Ohio)------------------------------------------··········-····-·-···--- .............................. ------·- 361,613 372, 666 -2. 0 ···-----·- ----·-··- .............. ···-------- ----··----· ............ .. 
Evansville metropolitan counties (Vanderhnrgh County, Ind.; Bender-

son County, Ky.) ............................... __________________________ 179,995 157,766 +14.1 ............ --------- ............................................................................... ··--------- -·----·· 
Fort Wayne metropolitan county (Allen County, Ind.) ..................... 162.686 15li,084 -1.6 -------------------------- ....................................................................................... .. 
Indianapolis metropolitan county (Marion County, Ind.) ........................................................... 491,053 457,691 +7.3 ........................................................................................... .. 
South Bend metropolitan county (St. Joseph County, Ind.)............... 173, 111 161, 823 +7. 0 --------- --~---··· .......................................................................... ····------- ·-·-----
Terro Haute metropolitan county (Vigo County, Ind.).:.......................... 90, 633 99, 709 -9.1 --------- ................................................................................................................. --------
Chicago metropolitan counties (Cook, Du Page, and Lake Counties, m.; 

Lake County, Ind.) ................................... "7 ................................... ---··---- -------- -------·· ............................................................. ----··-· 4,508,4.92 4.,674,692 -l.4. 
Decatur metropolitan county (Macon County, Til.)--------------------- 84,638 84,693 -0.1 --------- ................ -------- ---------- ......................... .. 
Peoria mctropolltnn counties (Peoria and Tazewell Counties, Dl.)......... 199, 626 211, 736 -6.8 --------- --------- -·-----· ---------- ........................... :: ::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::: 
Rockrord metropolitan county (Winnebago County, nt.). -------·······- 126, 110 121, 116 +f. I ................ -·------- .......................................................... ··----··--- -··-------- --~---·· 
Springfield, ill., metropolitan county (Sangamon County, Dl.)............. 113,393 117,912 -3.8 ............................... -------- ............... : .......................... -----··--·- .................. --·----~ 

Detroit metropolitan counties (Macomb, Oakland, and Wayne Counties, 
Mich.>----··-····--------------------------·--------------------------- ---···-·· --------- -······- --------- --------. -------- ---------- --------- -------- 2, 612, m 2, an, 823 +lo. 0 Flint metropolitan county (Genesee County, Mich.)......................... 228, 183 m, 944 +o. 1 --·-·---- ............................................................... ------·- ............................................ . 

Orand Rapids metro~lltan county (Kent County, Mich.)............... 231,381 246,338 -6.1 --------- ......................................................................................................................... .. 
Kalamazoo metropol tan county (Kalamazoo County,)Mich.)............... 101,716 100,060 +I. 7 ............................. -·--·--- ............... ------·-- ............... ---·--··--- .............................. . 
Lansing metropolitnn county (IDgham County, Mich. ------------------ 136,958 130,616 +4.1 .............................. -------- ............................ . 
Saginaw-Bay City metropolitan counties (Bay and Saginaw Counties, • ······-- ···---·-·-- ···-------· --··---·· 

Mich.l-------·-------··---------------------····--'-------------·------ 206.651 205, 4<9 +o. 5 --------- --------- -------- ·-------·· --------- ------·- ··--------· ----------· .•••.••• Madison metropolitan county (Dane County, Wis.) ....................... 136,232 130,660 +3.6 ............... -··-···-- -------- ---------- -----
Milwaukee metropolitan county (Milwaukee County, Wis.) ........................... --------- -------- --------- --------- ----·-·· 762,106 766,769- ··=0~6- ::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::: 
Racine-Kenosha metropolitan counties (Kenosha and Racine Counties, 

Wla.) ---------------------------------·····--·························· 15<,167 157,f70 -2.1 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
See footnotes at end of table. 
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TApLE 15.-CIVILIAN POPULATION IN COUNTIES CONTAINING 130 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS NOVEMBER 1948 

ESTIMATES AND 1040 CENSUS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT IN 1940, BY REGIONS--Contin~ed 
[For summary figures. both tor the United Statos and tor the 4 no.lriollll, see table XV In the te:rt. A mlnusalgn (-) dt~notes deal'Ca.50) 

DJSTRIC1'8 UNDER 250,000 DISTRICTS OP 2&0,DOO­
IJ00,000 

DISTRICTS Or MIO,OOo-
1,000,000, PI8TRICT8 Or 1,000,000 OR OVBR 

ltETBOPOLITAN COUNTIES 

1943 
Percent 

1940 or in· lMS 
crease 

Percent 
1940 of in- 194S 

crease 

PerC<!nt 
10(0 

----'------~---------1-- -----·----1---1------1---1---1----1--
1&40 of In· l&U ...... P(lrcont 

or In· 
crease 

TRB !fORTH CENTRAL STATEB-Contlnued: 

DRi~!~·.;'11~~gi~0&~:~y~~iSf.~~~~~!~~-~~:~=~-<~-t~-~~~-~~-~~=:. 228,716 253,986 -9.9 --······- ----·-··- -------- ---------- --······- --·····- ----------- ----------- ---·----Minneapolis-st. Paul metropolitan counties (Anoka, Hennepin, Ram-
sey, and Washington Counties, Minn.).-----------------·-····---~---- --------- • -------- .••• ____ ·-------- ·-------· •••••••. 002, 612 024,433 -2. 4 .•••••••••.••••••••••.•••••••• 

Cedar Rapids metropolitan county (Linn County, Iowa)................ 87,246 89,142 -2.1 --------- ••••••.•••••••••..••••••••. --------- •••••••. ---·-·····- ..••••••••. ····--·· Davenport, Iowa,-Rock Island-Moline, Ill., metropolitan counties (Scott 
County, Iowa; Rock Island County, 111.) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.. 201,244 U17,673 +1.8 -·------- -·-·-·--- •••••••••••••••••• --------- ---·-··- •••••••••••••••••••••• -···---· 

Des Moines metropolitan county (Polk County, Iowa) .••.•••••••• ~----- 188, 572 104, 576 -3. 1 _ -·------ -·--···-- ----·-·· --------·· -·------- ------·- ----·------ -··-······· -····--· 
Sioux City metropolitan county (Woodbury County, Iowa)............. 80,736 103,627 -13.4 ••••••••• -------·- -------- -------·-- ••••••••• ------·- ----------- -----·····- -···----
Waterloo metropolitan county (Black Hawk County, Iowa)------------- 75, 979 79, M6 -5. 0 ••••••••• --------- •••••••• ---------- .......... ------·- .................................. .. 
Kansas City Mo.,-Kansas City, Kans., metropolitan counties (Jackson 

County, :k.ro.; Johnson and Wyandotte Counties, Kans.) .......................... -----···-------··..................... 670,575 656,2215 +2.2 ................................. .. 

St. Joseph metropolitan county (Buchanan County, Mo.)··----··· _____ . 79,960 94,067 -15.0 .......................................................................................................... . 
St. Louis metropolitan counties (St. Louis city, and St. Charles and St. 

Louis Counties, Mo.; M~dlson and St. Clair Counties, Ill.\··---------·----------------··--------............................................................ 1,486,868 1,429,4f3 +3.9 
Springfield, Mo., metropolitan county (Greene County, Mo. -----------· 85, 256 00, 541 -5. 8 ........................................................................................... . 
Lincoln metropolitan county (Lancaster County, Nebr.).---------·----. 92. 795 100,li85 -7. 7 ·-------- .................... ---------- .......... ----···. -·---·----- ................... .. 
Omaha, Nt'br.,·Councll Bluffs, Iowa, metropolitan counties (Douglas . 

County, Nebr.; Pottawattamlc County ..l lowa).. .............................. ............. ...... ...... .......... 302, fJZ1 313, 442 -3, 5 ...................................................................... .. 
. Topeka metropolitan county (Shawnee (.;ounty, Kan.'l.) ................. ~ •. ·84, 765 91,247 -7.1 ••••••••• ---~----- .................................................................... . 

Wichita metropolitan county (Sedgwick County, Kans.) ..........•..... 104,945 143,311 +aa.o --------- ........ ; ................................. -------- --·-------- ............. ------·· 
TBE SOUTH 

Wilmington metropolltRD county (New Castle County, Del.) ••••••••••. 189,632 178,483 +6.2 ........................ ----·--- ................................................................... .. 

B~~m::rcmcS~~t~~~.~cU~-~~-~~~~:i~~~~-~~~~:-~-~~~-~~-~~~-~- --------- ........... __________________________ ............ ---------- ---·----- ......... 1, 201, tao 1, 073,221 +12.r~ 
Washington, D. C., metropolitan counties (District or Columbia; M<?nt-

f~~g:u~~~.~~~~-~~~:~~-~~~~-t!~:~~:-~-~~~~-~~~~~-c!~~-~-::~~~~:. ···----·- --·~---·· ----·-·- ................................... I, 175,384 919,632 +21.8 ....................................... .. 
Norfolk-Portsmouth-Newport News metropolitan counties (Hampton1 Newport News Norrolk, Portsmouth, and South Norfolk cities: ana 

Elizabeth City;Norfolk, Princess Anne, and Warwick Counties, Va.) __ ........... ........... ............ 505,1J9 321,560 +57,1 ....................................... -·········· -:········· ....... .. 
Richmond motropolltan counties (Richmond city, Henrico County, 

va.) ................................ -----------· --·-----·-----·· •. ------- .......... 252, 777 235, 002 +7. 6 --------- ............................................................................................. . 

gg:y~!~o::Wo~~~~:e~~tN~!J~~~e<~~~~g~~:~~~ur ~~:·v~>~=~ ~: m ~~~ = +i~; ::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: :::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::~ ::::::::::: ::::.:::: 
Hunttngton W. Va.,-Asbland, Ky., metropolitan count es (Cabell 

County, W.va.; Boyd County, Ky.bLawrencc County, Ohio)......... 172,311 190, 102 -9.4 .................................................................... --········· ....................... .. 

ww"""vling mBeltropotJICtanuncoty""otlheslo(Broo I Marshall, and Ohio Counties, 204 373 234,431 -12.8 --------- -········ -------- .................................... ----------- ......................... .. . a.; e mon o , 1)................................................... , _ 
Ashevnte metropolltan county (Buncombe County, N. C.)................ 97,423 108, 71515 -10.4 ............................................................................................................ . 
Charlotte metropolitan county (Mecklenburg Count)J N: C.) •••••••••••. 146,16fl 151,826 -3

0
.7
3 

--------- ................................................................................................. . 
Durham metropolitan county (Durham County, N. (.;.)................... 80, f81 80, 244 + · -·-·----- ......................................................................................................... . 
Winston-Salem metropolitan county (Forsyth County, N.C.) ••.•••••••• 109,847 126,475 -13.1 -···--·- ....................... -······--- ........................................................ .. 
Chllrle~ton, s. c., metropolitan county (Charleston County, s. 0.) ....... 161,819 117,694. +~r·~ ............................................................... -······ ............. ----------- ........... .. 
~ff!t~:~;~~~f~~~a!~~~f:clfe1'iP!ig~~o~~%;:c~Jntiii;Cf&:>::::: . 1 ~::~:~. -~~:~~- -~--: __ ·486;362' "477;26i" ""i-i"ii" :::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: ::·:::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::: 

·Augusta metropolitan county (Rtchmond County, Ga.).................... 88, 871 81,337 +fJ. 3 -----·--- ............................................................................ ···- --······ 

Columbus, Ga., metropolitan counties (Muscogce County, Ga.; Russell 9 111 269 +22 2 --------- ··---·--· -------- .............. ---······ ............ ·-------··- .............. ~ ......... . County, Ala.)-·······---------··············--························· 113051' s81°1 sa' 783 +2L, 6 Macon metropolitan county (Bibb County, Oa.)................................. , , --------- ..................................... ---······ -------- -···----·-· ......................... . 

Savannah metropolitan county (Chatham County, Ga.) •• ______________ 150,111 116,412 +~ g ............ -----···· ----·--- ................................... ---········ ..................... . 
~~kso1n;~~~~~rr~~o~~:t';~~%!~~~~~t~.o~r:J~-~~!:::::::::::::::::: -~~~~~- -~~~~~~- -~~---- ·204;445· "267;no· -+io~c.- :::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::· :: 
Ta~R-Bt.Pctersburgmetropolitancounties(Hillsborougb and Pln~llas 301 412 272,(100 +10_8 ............ -------·· .............................................................................. . 

Lo~~~~~:~~i~~f0i~33-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~=~~~~~~~~~ ----~---- -·------- -· ------ 508,719 451,350 +12. 7 ----·----- ····----- ....................... ----------- --···· --
Cha~~noo~ metfopolit9.n counties (HamUton County, Tenn.; Wa~er 208 333 211,334 -1.4 .......................... -------- -----···· -----·-·· ................................................. . 

County, Oa.) •• -----------t--(KDOX"COUiit"i,"Teiiii5::::::::::::::.:::: 1o5:616 178,468 +9.6 ---·----· --------- -------- ·-----···· ----····· ------·· ·········-· --········· ···-----
Knoxville metropolitan conn YlSb lb C t Tcnn) • _ 378,108 358,161 +5. 6 ......................... -------- ................................... . Mem his metropolitan county eX oun y, · ---·----····----- ------------- ---- ••• i---
~~!~~ga~~~~~~~~t:O:~t~(j!Je~~~08~~ti,C:f!t::::::::::::: .:'!~:~. -~::~:. --~-:?. "i?O;w· ·•w;oao· ·-+~a· :::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::::::: 

lit uoty (Mobile County, Ala.)........................ m, 763 141, 616 -tOO. 9 ............................................................................................... ... 
Mobilometropo anC:: neount (Montgomery County, Ala.) •••••••••• 115,246 111,428 +3.4 .......................................................... --··--·· -·----·-··· ••••••••••• •••••••• 
Montgomery metropo ta t (H'~es County, Miss.) __ .--·-----·--------- 110,836 107, m +3. 3 ................................................................ ---····· • •••••••••• ······-···· •••••••• 
Jackson metropolitan coun Y t 1 (P 1 ki County Ark) 165.771 166,020 +6.2 ......................... -------- -------·-- ·-------- ---····- ··--······· ·····--·-·· ···-···· 
Little Rock metropolitan eoun li Q:fferson and OrJcaDS"P&riShi;s:·i;&:.;~ .. ------- --------- -------- ........................ -------- 684, 181 644, 510 +7. a ................ , -·--···- ......... .. 
New Orlean:; metropolitan cout t {f,addo Parish, La.). -------------·--··· 130, 693 1150, 203 -7. 0 .......................... -------- ............ ··------- •••••••• ............ ---·· ····-- -·---··· 
Shreveport metropolitan coun Y t (Oklahoma CouDty, Okla.) ••••••••. 256,650 244, 1.S9 +5.1 ---···--- ............ -----·-· ............................. •••••••• -······-~~- ---····-~-- • 
Oklahoma City metrop~litanT~~gounty, OkiB.) ...... -------~------···- 213,200 193,363 +10.3 .............................................. ~----···· ........... --········· -·····--·-- ·····-·· 
I~~~~~~f;~~:l~t:uco~~y (Pot

1
teCr Cou1nytyT, Toxc)x.) ........................... 15806,,~~ 1~;~ ~I~ ::::::::: ::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::: 

Austin metropolitan county (Trav s oun , . --·--···---··---·-··--- . , 
rta county (Jefferson Oounty, Tex.)_.. 178, 214 145, 296 +22. 7 ......................................................................................................... . 

Beaumont-Port Arthur I!lctropo 1 t 0(Nueces county, Tex.) ••••• ------·· 113,403 92,6U. +22.4. ----····· --------· ----···· ···---···· ········- .......... ··········- ........................... . 
CorpusChristimetropohtancoun Y nt Te:t) .............. --------- ------··· -----·-- «2,967 398,4n +11.2 .............................................. -···---·--· •••••••• 
Dallas metropolitan county (DaUa.s Cou y,t TeX·>···------- 136 173 125,868 +B. 2 .............................................................. ·······- -········ •• ···------·· •••••••• 
El Paso metropolitan county (EI Paso corg YUnty TCX"j"""""""""""""""" '}Jj7° 856 225, 521 +IS. 8 ----····· ....................... ---------- --------- ···----- ............. --------~-- .......... .. 
Fort Worth metropolitan county (~arr~n c

0 
uotY TeX) ·---··----···· 9.; 314 79, 798 +IS. 2 ........................... ···---·- ····------ ---· ·• --- -----··- ··----···· · ········--- ......... .. 

Galveston metropolitan county (OR vcs onnt 0 Te:r ') · .. :::-:::=::::::: .......................................... --------- -·------- ~·----·- 601,249 528,961 +13. 7 ..................................... .. 
Houston metropolitan county (HarrBis Couco~Dt..,., TC:i~) ..................... --------- ...................... 364,Z15 316,800 +16.3 ..................................... --······--- ....................... ... 
S.n Antonio metropolitan county C e:tarc t 'Tex) • 103 186 101,898 +1. 3 ........................................................... ·······- ••••••••••• ........................... . Waco metropolitan county (McLennan oun y, • ............................ ' . 

See footnotes at end ot table 



58 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 
TABLE 15.-CIVILIAN POPULATION IN COUNTIES CONTAINING 139 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS, NOVEMBER l943 

ESTIMATES AND 1940 CENSUS, BY SIZE OF DISTRICT IN l940, BY REGIONs-Continued 
(For summary figures, both for tbe United States and for the 4 regions, see table XV ln the text. A minus sJgn (-)denotes decreaso] 

DISTRICTS 'ONDER 260,000 DISTRICTS 01' 2GO,ooo­
GOO,OOO 

DISTRICTS 01' GOO,OG0-
1,000,000 

DISTRICTS OJ 1,000,000 OB OVEB 

METROPOLITAN COUNTIXS 

THE WEST 

Denver metropolitao. counties (Arapahoe, Denver,· and J"eflcrson 

194S 
Percent 

1940 or in- IlKS 
crease 

Percent 
1940 or in- 1943 

crease 

Percent 
1940 of In- 1943 

crease 

Percent 
1940 olin· 

crease 

Counties, Colo.) ____________________________________________________ .; __ -------------------------- 405,274 381t267 -f-{1.3 ---------- .................. -------- ......................................... ., ........... .. 
Pueblo metropolitan county (Pueblo County, Colo.)..................................... 73, 268 68,870 +6. 4 ............... --------- ............... ---------- ............. -------- ----------- ---····---- --------
Phoenix metropolitan county (Maricopa County, Ariz.) __________________ 206,095 186,193 +to. 7 --------- --------- -------- •••••••• .:. --------- ............ ------····- ----------- --------
Salt Lake City metropolitan county (Salt Lake County, Utah)........... 230, 447 211, 085 +o. 2 --------- --------- -------- ---------- ........... -------- ----------- --·····---- ......... . 
Seattle metropolitan county (Kin~~: County, Wash.) ••.• --------··-------- --------- --------- ------- _ 594, 793 503, 353 +tS. 2 ---------- -----··-- .......... ------·-·· ----------- ----- •• 
Spokane metropolitan county (Spokane County, Wash.)_________________ 172,352 162,620 +6.0 -----·-- ----·---- -------- .............. --------- -------- ---------- ----------- ------·· 
Tacoma metropolitan county (Pierce County, Wash.) •.•••••••••••••••.•• 208,991 173,262 +20.6 --------- ............ -------- .......................... -------- ................. ----------- ............ . 
Portland Oreg., metropolitan counties (Clackamas and Multnomah 

Counties, Ore$!:.) .............................................................. -------------------------- 611,229 412,229 +24.0 ··-------- ----------------- ---------------------- --------
Fresno metropolitan county (Fresno County, Calif.) •••• ----------------- 194, 652 178, 565 +9. 0 --------- --------- ------·- .............................. -------- ----···-·-- ----------- ........... .. 
Los Angeles metropolitan counties (Los Angeles and Orange Counties, 

Calif.) •••.•. ----------------------------------------------·-·-·----·---- ............... --------- .......................................... -------- ............... ............. ............ 3, 292, (lSO 2, 913,758 +13. 0 
Sacramento metropolitan county (Sacramento County, Calif.) •••• ______ 188,168 160,770 +10.8 --------- --------- -------- ---------- --------- -------- .................. ---·····--· --------
San Diego metropolitan county (San Diego County, Calli.)------------··· ............... .............. ............. 394, 569 276, 079 +42- 9 -----····· .......................... ----------- ----------- ............. . 
San Francisco-Oakland metropolitan counties (Alameda, Contra Costa, 

Marin, San Francisco, San Mateo, and Solano Counties, Calil.) ................................ -------- --------- --------- -------- ---------- --------- -------- 1,822, 084 1, 4U,378 +26. 0 
San Jose metropolitan county (Santa Clara County, Cali!.)................ 191, 811 172. 301 +11. 3 ............................... -------- .................. -···----- ............ ----------- .................. --------
Stockton metropolitan county (San Joaquin County, Cllill.)................. 151,805 1~ 207 +13.1 .......................... -------- .............. --···-·-- -------- .............................. --------

Non.-Mctropolitan counties were defined as counties more than· 50 percent or whose 
population was within n metropolitan district In Hl40. The Greensboro, N.C., metropolitan 
district is not represented in this series because this metropolitan district contained less than 
50 percent or the popuJatlon or Guilford County in which It was located. 

1 BostoD metropolitan counties include data ror metropolitan counties in both the Boston 

metropolitan district (popu1ation 2,350,514 in 1940) and the LoweU·Lawrence-Haverhill 
metropolitan district (population 334,969 in 1940). 

2 New Haven counties Include metropolitan counties in both the New Haven metropolitan 
district (population 308,228 in 1940) and the Waterbury metropolitan district (population 
144,822 in UMO). . 

t 
TABLE 16.-EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE 

EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, BY GROUPS OF COUNTIES, BY REGIONS 
The grouping of counties used here Is the one made by the authors or "Migration and Economic Opportunity"; the counties in each group are listed on pp. 704-707 or that report. The dati) 

· on expenditures tor plant and equipment were derived from a speclal tabulation made hr this study) 

"'"' 

EXPBNDITURI!S FOB PLANT AND EQUIPMENT, 1939 

U nlled Statea ...................................... --------- ........................ --------------

The Northeastern States .......................................................................... . 
The North Central States •••••••••••••••••••••••••• --------··-------------------------· 
The South ..................................................................................................... .:.. 

. The West ................................................ ---------------------.--------------------. 

MANlJI'ACTUBING WAGE BABNBRS (ANNlJAL AVERAGE) 

1939 
tJDited s ..... ________ ... _ -·····--· .•. ----.... -------------- __ ------·-- __ ------·---·--

The N ortheastem States .... ------·------·----~-------------- ................................. . 
The North Central States ................................................................. --·----------. 
The South ••••••••••••••••••• - .......................................................... .,. ••••• 
The West .................................................... ..: •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1929 
United Statel •• _ ............................................................................... . 

The Northeastern states. ----- ---------------------------------------- ..................... .. 
The North Central States ................................................................ . 
The South ................................................... _. __________________________ _ 
The West ............... ------------- ------·· -------- ---------------------------- -------------

1919 
United s&a&ea------------------------------i·-------------------------------------

The N orthcastem 8 tates. -------------- -------·-------------------········· ................ . 
The North Central States ..................................... ------------·-------------- ........ . 
The South ........................................ _ ............................................... . 
The West ........................................................................................ . 

. 

All counties 

$1, 33'7, 688, 879 

440, 046, 783 
502, 058, 110 
288,315, 996 
107,167,983 

'7, 886, ti67 

3, 203,291 
2, 677,680 
1, 606,928 

<98, 868 

8, 838,748 

3,600,854 
3, 016,291 
1,587,860 

673,738 

9, 096,372 

4,224,042 
2,896,253 
1,431, 682 

644,39S 

COt1N'liE8 IN 83 II:AJOB INDUS• 
'IBlA.L .4BEAB 

Counties con-
Total taining major 

industrial 
cities 

$710, 297, '708 $491,924,092 

330,673, 189 205, 200,326 
310,247,643 234, 035, 873 
14,752,495 5, 253,345 
64,624,381 47,335,619 

4, Sll, 688 8, 329,648 

2,386,173 1,639, 7'71 
1,550,179 1,355,553 

135,696 112,251 
239,618 222,073 

4, 983, 876 3, 871,261 

2, 746,734 1,878, 961 
1,830,343 1,646,803 

131,072 107,365 
255,726 238,122 

6,289,409 4, 068, T88 

3,166,078 2, 180,336 
1, 752,261 1, 542,889 

137,800 120,237 
234,180 213,326 

CO"O"NTIES OUTSIDE 83 I:LUOB mDUSTBIA.L A.BEAB 

Counties con-
taining cities Other lmi>or- Remaining 
or 100,000 or tant industrial counties 

more counties 

$121, 194,499 SIIT,099,4TO $389,018,206 

14,244,669 34,343,057 60,785,868 
35,871,376 37,959,114 117,979,977 
62, 192,902 40,340,652 171,029,947 
8,875,642 4,445, 647 39,222,413 

660,053 766,307 2, 168,641 

93,185 340,620 383,313 
197,054 193,527 636, {120 
312,792 201, 140 957,400 
.7,022 21,020 191,008 

T68, 800 81'7, 648 2, SOO, 920 

108,531 383,1153 421,636 
247,601 224,821 713,526 aau,on 181,338 936,373 

61,091 27,638 229,3&5 

'717, 260 761,029 2, 328,684 

120,201 431,349 607,414. 
226,286 182,046 736,601 
304,803 123,459 865,530 
66,1160 24,176 220,079 
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TABLE 17.-EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURINGWAGE 

EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, FOR THE UNITED STATES, FOR 33 MAJOR INDUSTRIAL AREAS, AND FOR COUNTIES 
CONTAINING MAJOR INDUSTRIAL CITIES 

)See headnote to table 16. For those industrial areas which are made up entirely of counties containing maJor lndustrlnl rltles, only tho totals for the aroa aro atvM; Cor those which oontnla 
other counties, subtotals for the counties containing mojor lndustrlo.l cities aro also given] 

INDt18TBU.L AREA AND COt1N'rY 

Expondlturos 
for plant and 
equipment, 

1939 

KANUJ'ACT'OBINQ WAOE EARNERS (ANNV4L 
.A. VER.&.GI) 

19S9 1829 I 19191 

PJ:BCINT OJ' VNITI.D STATES TOTAL 

Expend· 
tturu 

ManutacturlnK WD!la oarncn 

Cor plant 
and 

equip- 1939 19i9 1919 mcnt, 
1939 

11,337,1188,872 7,888,681 8,8S9, 748 ti,09B,ST2 

710,297,708 4. 311,566 4, 963,875 6, 289,409 

100.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 

63.10 64.67 56.16 68.115 

1JIIiled Slales ....... _____ , _______________ ,_, _____ , ____________________________ I...:_.:_.,.:..,.,:...=I-_:,-:..,-I--:'-:-:C-::c:-:l-~-=-=+--::'-:-:-l--:-:-l-~_:,:..,...1-.:.:..::..:..: 

Total or industrial areas ________ ------- ____ .. _. ____ . ···-··········--··--· __ ---····-···--
Total or counties containing maJor industrial cities .................................... . 
Boston area .. ____________ .. ----·--··-····------··· .. ··-·-··-·-·····-·-----·--· .... --··-

Suffolk County, Mass._ • ···--·-·· ··-·······-·--· --· ................................... . Springfield-Holyoke area. .......... _ .... -···-··------· ..... _······---·-····--·-·· ....... _ 
W arrester area ____ ---------· •••••• __ •• ___ -------·-------· _. _ ·····-·····-----·-----·---_ Providence-Fall River-New Bed!ord area ....................... ~ ...................... . Bridgeport-New Haven· W aterbwy area •••••••••••••• --· •• ···--······----------·---·_ Hartford area ................................................................................ . 
Albany-Schenectady-Troy area ............................................................ . BuJinlo area. ___ • ________ --------·---------··-···--·· --·-·····---···· ........ --· ......... . Erie County, N. Y ----------·-········----·-·-···-------·-·-·-···················-New York City area ___________________________________ ··········---------··-·-······--

Bronx, Kings, Queens, Richmond Counties, N. Y -···-····------······-·--··-···--Rochester area .............................................................................. . 

Allen town-Bethlehem area ........................... ·--·---·.:.----· ••• -·-----· .... -----
P~l~~~~3~fp~~(f0WitY;P·a:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: P!ttsbur}!h area. __ . ______ --··---------·-· ........... -·----------------· ... -----·--------Allegheny County, Pa. ....... -·-·····-------····-·---··-·-·--------··· ----·--··-···-­Reading area __ • __ -------· -------·-·--·····-------------·. ···-·------·········-··-····-
Scranton-W likes-Barre area .••••••••• !.····----·· ............... ····-·--···--·-··········_ 
Akron area ____ . __ -------·····--···--· ..... ····----· ...... ;. ........ -·-··-··-·-··-······ ·--
Cin=fti:ne1~fOUiiiY;OliiO~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
oieva~;!~~OOW:ltY;OhlO::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~k~on =::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Y oun~stown area. __ ----· ••••• --------··-------·-······-·--·····-------------··--···--· Mahoning a.nd Trumbull Counties, Ohio ........................................... . 

Indianapolis area ................................................................................... . Chicago area ........................................................................................................... . Cook County, Ill.-----· ................................................................... ---······ 
Detroit area a_ --···------··-·-·············--···················--------------· ·-·----
Mtl~ll~~uk~COUiitY;Wfi:::::::::::::::-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Minneapolis-St. PauJ area ..... -- --- ------.- ................... -····--·················· ----Hennepin and Ramsoy Counties, Minn ........................................... . 
Kansas City area ... ---· -------. -- __ -· •• --- -----·--.- --·--··· ·····------· -···---···--· • • 

Jackson County, Mo., Wyandotte County, Kans •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

st. i~~l,~~countY;Mo::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Baltimore area ............................................................................... . 
wh~~r: ~~~ty;w:·va:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Seattle-Tacoma area ................................................................... . 

~: ~~~!i=~~Oii:iaiidiire&::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
San Franclsoo and Alameda. Counties, CallL ....................................... .. 

491,924,002 

26,800,li29 
5, 731, 7US 
6,149, 608 
9, 572,848 

14,437,649 
17,292,467 
12,195,331 

6, 336,148 
23,729,725 
17,323,050 

109, 559, 382 
45,215,458 
12,618,224 

4, 367,665 
49, 135,725 
25,781,354 
29,634,575 
21,506, 141 
4, 177,750 
2,594,017 

11,081,483 
18,621,184 
10,0HI,254 
22,362,071 
20,959,449 
6, 249,001 

10,201,154 
12, 203,975 
10,132,329 

12,986,713 
91,165,623 
52,123,271 
73,298,113 
15.472,021 
12, '104, 328 

7, 234,0.58 
7,09-1,011 
6, 304,175 
5,866,073 

22,255,012 
1,320, 694 

4, 559,036 
13, 078, IIlli 

694,309 

4,877,696 
31,379,774 
18,366,911 
11,078,049 

3,329,648 

237,496 
62,.{67 
36,446 
78,373 

153,013 
128,300 
62,244 

36,368 
91,328 
70,489 

849,608 
512,666 
61,331 

55,342 
321,725 
196,3.56 
191,003 
124,216 

40,612 
31,452 

40, 155 
87,384 
67,014 

140, 653 
125,876 
39,367 
30,676 
7~826 
62,090 

38,838 
483,593 
300,837 
311,332 

98,415 
80, 255 

48,607 
oH,llli 
38,378 
35,644 

126,831 
96,164 

105,737 
43,619 
6, 614 

36,853 
126,391 
76,374 
68,829 

3,871, 251 4,056, 788 

286,652 371.374 
8J,U63 98,111 
64,208 62,236 
83,620 lOZ, 740 

184,895 220,734 
136, 147 163,623 
66,482 70,000 

63, 112 63,816 
lUi, 212 116,633 
·~607 94,0.51 

918,206 1,035,836 
663,249 638,775 
63,248 67,653 

68,483 56,891 
376,009 46.5, 487 
246,008 281, 105 
227,221 244,001 
155,374 173,661 
47,350 41,072 
42,268 45,980 

67,298 7J,Oli0 
114, OG8 "~""' 85,421 SR,912 
176,840 184,982 
161,256 167,630 

42,591 33,085 
63,996 44,713 
78,903 84, 159 
63,282 48, 136 

61,117 62,142 

""'· 903 
620,133 

402,700 442, 193 
293,252 264, 2tl9 
144,760 136,Mli 
117,658 100,137 

65,148 00,688 
60,828 62,524 
48,332 48,378 
413,071 47, 298 

1M,321 lti2, 911 
161,283 114,801 

99,601 111,205 
45,006 43,791 
7,764 9,032 

47,449 67,202 
114,480 61,005 
93,797 10.5, 313 
76,193 84,459 

36.78 42.22 43.80 4<.00 

2.00 3.01 3. Zl 4.08 
0.43 0.7D 0.94 1.08 
0.46 0.46 0.61 0.118 o. 72 0.00 0.95 1.13 
1.08 1.94 2.011 2.43 
I. 20 1.113 1.64 I.RO 
0.91 0.7D o. 74 o. 77 

0.47 0.40 o. 71 0.7D 
1. 77 1.16 1.30 1.28 
1.30 0.89 1.05 1.03 
8.HI 10.77 10.39 11.39 
3.38 0."' 6.37 7.02 
0.94 0.65 0.72 o. 74 

0.33 0.7D 0.00 0.63 
3.67 4.08 • 4. 215 6.12 
1.93 2.49 2. 70 3.00 
2.22 2.43 2.67 2.119 
1.61 1.68 1. 76 1. 91 
0.31 0.61 0.64 0.46 
0.19 0.<0 0.48 0.61 

0.83 0.61 0.76 o. 78 
1.39 1.11 1.20 I.:U 
0. 76 0.85 O.'i17 o."' 
L67 1. 78 ~00 2.03 
1.67 1.00 1.82 1.114 
0.47 0."' 0.48 0.36 
0.76 0.30 0.61 0.49 
0.91 0.92 0.89 0.93 
0.70 0.00 o. 00 0.63 

0.97 0.<9 0.53 0.67 
6.82 6.13 6.23 6. 72 
3.00 ..... 6.:U 4.86 
6.48 3.96 3.32 2.01 
1.16 1."' 1.64 1."' 
0.96 1.02 1.33 1.17 

0.64 0.62 0. 74 o. 73 
0.63 o."' 0.00 o.oo 
0.47 0.49 O.M 0.63 
0.4< 0.46 0.52 0.62 
1.00 1. 61 1. 76 1.68 
0.10 1.22 1. 71 1.20 

0.3< 1.3< 1.13 1.22 
o."' O.M 0.62 0.48 
0.05 0.08 0.09 0.10 

0.36 0.47 0.64 0.74 
2.36 1.00 1.30 0.118 
1.31 II. 97 1.00 1.16 
0.83 0.76 0.86 0.93 



60 METROPOLITAN DISTRICTS: 1900-1940 
TABLB lB.-EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQillPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE 

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

[See headnote to table 16] 

HANO'FACTURINO WA.OE EARNERS rBRCENT OJ t1NITED STATES TOTAL 
(ANNll'AL AVBBAOE) 

E~ndlttncs ~--::~::~::~=----1------.---------------------ror plant and 
eqWpment, COtJNTY £MD CITY or 1001000 OB KOBE 

Oneida County, N. Y. tUtica) --------·····-·--·---------------------------·····--­
Onond~a County, N. . (Syracuse) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• --------------------

W~ro~~t~~:Jiie\T_~~~---"":_-_:::·.---.-.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Fnmklln Conn~, Ohio (Colum.bw)------·----------------------------------------­
Btark County, hio ~Canton)_.-------------------------···-------------·--··-----­
Allen County, Ind. (Fort Wayne) .••• -------------··-----------~--~·-·-~-~-----~--
St. Joseph County,lnd. (South Bend) ............................................. . 
Vanderburgh County, Ind. (Evansville)-··------- _____ ••••• ____ •• ___ ---------------
Peoria County, Dl. (Peoria)_ .••... -------------- •. -----········---------·····------
Genesee, Kent Counties, Mich. (Flint, Grand Rapids) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

St. Louis County, Minn. (Duluth)----------·········-----·----·-·····------------­
Polk County, Iowa (Des Moines) .• ---········---·-·------------···-·----------·-·­
Douglas County, N cbr. (Omaha) .••••••••••••••••••• -----.···-------------••• -----­
Sedgwick County, Kans. (Wichita)-------------------·······-·---------········---

New Castle Counv;. Del (WUmlngton) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Henrico County, a. (Richmond)--------··-····· •••••• __ ••• __ •••• ···-·--------___ _ 
Norfolk County, V a. (N orColk) -···--·······---·-·-·-·--•••••••••• ___ ·--- __ •• -------
Fulton County, Ga. (Atlanta)----------~---------.------- ••••.• -------------------
Dade County, Fla. (M iamt) .••••••• _____ •• ____ • _____ •••••••• ·-----------------·----
Duval County_:, Fla. (JacksonvUle). -----------------···-···--------···-·--·····---­
Hlll.sborough County, Fla. (Tampa>-------·-·······--·--------··-·····------------

Jellerson County, Ky. (Louisville)_---·······-·-----------------·-·---------------­
Davidson County, Tenn. (N asbvUie) .••••••••••• __ • _----- •••••••••• ------ __ • -----~--
Hamilton County, Tenn. (Chattanooga) ........................................... _ 
Knox County, Tenn. (Knoxville)_.-------------·- •••••••••• ---- ••••••••••••••••••• _ 
Shelby County, Tenn. (Memphis).------------····--------------:····-·------------
1 ef!erson County, Ala. (BlrmJngham) ••••• ----···--------•••••••••••• ____________ •• 

Orleans Parish, La. (New Orleans).-----------------------·······------------------
Oklaboma County, Okla. (Oklahoma City) •••••••••••••••••••• ------------·····---
Tulsa County, 0 kla. (Tulsa) •••••• --- •• ___ ------·······-------------- ____ •• ::. ••••••• 
Bexar County, Tex. (San Antonlo).---·-············-··------------·-··-··········--
Dalla.s County; Tex. (Dallas) ...•• -----·-·· ••••••••• ------------······ ••••••••• ----. 
El Paso County, Tex. (El Paso>-----······-----------------······-----L-----------
Hanis County, Tex. (Houston) __ ------···-------------····------------------------
Tarrant County, Tex. (Fort Wortb)---------------········---------------·;·······-

Denver County, Colo. (Denver>----------··············-·----------------··-······· 
Salt Lake County, Utah (Salt l.ake Clty) ••• ~---····---------------··-·-·-·······--
Spokane County, Wash. (Spokane>----···•----- •• ____ ••• __ ----- ---· ••• ! ......... __ _ 
Multnomab County, Oreg. (Portland) ................. ~·-·······-··--··------------
San Diego County, CaUl. (San Dlego) •.••••••••••• :. ............ ---·----------------

I "Henrico Connty and Richmond city. 
• Norfolk County and Portsmouth. city, 

1939 

$2,483,520 
4,433, 788 
4,317,265 
3,010,096 

3,202,078 
5, 643,143 
2, 220,886 
3,091,841 
2,066, 574 
2. 957,121 

11,847,615 

687,117 
926,883 

1, 955,769 
1,173,369 

2, 514,895 
13,476,212 
J 1, 717,785 

4,305,253 
741,511 

2,098, 568 
1,830,917 

5, 215,206 
5,461,873 
1, 925,971 
1, 611,703 
2, 955,374 
3,932,846 

2, 172,998 
870,318 

1, 733,519 
1,012,561 
3,991,304 

491,392 
12,906,141 
1,226,555 

2, 454,444 
1,036, 284-
1,473, 774 
2,399,381 
1,511,6&9 

1939 1929 

22,961 26,728 
25,644 35,060 
25,329 23,721 
19,251 23.022 

25,606 32,349 
28,898 32.202 
14,175 23,306 
20,840 31,400 
13,854 15,917 
8, 704 8,473 

57,070 62,980 

4,580 9,0M 
7,109 9,656 

11,144 16,339 
5,074 5,925 

15,633 19,711 
18,940 . 18,336 
9,955 12.187 

24,718 24,744 
3,545 2.398 
7, 711 7,065 

12,301 14,286 

31,114 36,860 
17,427 20.043 
20,074 21,033 
14.803 15,865 
18,225 19,521 
28.921 3l,M4 

10,707 22,592 
6,107 6,552 
6,387 6,137 
6,827 9,395 

16,339 . 13,853 
3,081 6,22< 

22,765 22, 131 
8,122 8,600 

11,477 16,239 
5,453 8,135 
6,482 8,051 

18,594 24,427 
6,016. 4,239 

1919 

Expenditures ManUCaeturing wage earners 
ror plant and 
equipment, 

1939 1929 1910 1939 

0.19 0.29 0.30 0.32 
0.33 0.33 0.40 0.41 
0.32 0.32 0.27 0.34 
o.23 o.:u 0.26 0.25 

29,370 
37,372 
30,515 
22,944 

o.25 0.32 0.37 0.35 
0.42 0.37 0.36 0.38 
0.17 0.18 0.26 0.18 
0-23 0.26 0.36 0.22 
o.t5 0.18 0.18 0.16 
0.22 o.u 0.10 0.10 
0.89 0.72 0-71 0.00 

31,573 
34,182 
16,509 
19,957 
14,475 
9,313 

&O,li24 

0.05 0.06 0.10 0.17 
0.07 0.09 0.11 0.09 
0.15 0.14 0.18 o."' 
0.09 0.06 0.07 0.05 

15,546 
8,232 

21,&43 
4, 432 

0.19 0.20 0.22 0.28 
0.26 o.:u o. 21 n.25 

25,751 
l 22,459 
I 12,278 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.13 

20,184 0.32 0.31 0.28 0.22 
1,385 0.06 o. Ill 0.03 0.02 

0.16 0.10 0-08 0.14 
o.14 0.16 0.16 0.16 

12,378 
14,637 

30,960 0.39 0.30 0.42 0.34 
14,068 0.41 0.22 0.23 0.15 

0.14 0.25 o."' 0.17 
0.12 0.19. 0.18 0.13 

15,394 
11,750 
16,431 0.22 0.23 0.22 0.18 
28,009 0-29 0.37 0.36 0-32 

26,641 0.16 0.25 0.26 0.29 
5,822 0.07 o.os 0.07 0.06 
4,765 0.13 0.08 0.07 0.05 
6,860 0.08 0-09 0.11 0.08 
8,708 o.30 0.21 0.16 0.10 

0.111 0.111 0.07 0.05 
o.oo 0.29 0.25 O. IB 
0-09 0-10 0.10 0.10 

4,816 
11,411 
9,196 

16,635 0.18 0.15 0.18 0.18 
0.08 0.07 0.09 0.10 
0.11 0.07 0.09 0.08 
0.18 o.:u 0.28 0.32 
o.u 0.08 0-05 o. Ill 

9,003 
7, 707 

28,713 
3,842 

1j 
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TABLE 19.-EXPENDITURES FOR MANUFACTURING PLANT AND EQUIPMENT IN 1939, AND MANUFACTURING WAGE 
EARNERS IN 1939, 1929, AND 1919, FOR OTHER IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL COUNTIES 

(See headnote to table 16] 

l'ERCENT OJ UNITED STATES TOTAL 

COUNTY 

Expenditures MA.NUFACTURD{G WAGE EARNERS 
for plant and (ANNUAL AVERAGE) Expenditures Manufacturing wage earners equipment, 

"'" 
for plant and 
equipment, 

19S9 1929 1919 1939 1989 1929 1919 

$635,01.5 14,308 12, 726 14,278 0.05 0. 18 0.14 0. 16 
1, 332, 235 9,260 9,648 12,214 0.10 0.12 0.11 0.13 

56R, 731 13,020 10,976 11,495 0. 04 0.17 0.12 0.13 
1, 77S, 000 22, 2S4 29,650 37,057 0.13 0.29 0.32 0. 41 

463,663 8, 754 7,164 8,632 0.03 O.ll 0.08 0.09 
2, 392,301 18, 136 20, 115 22,505 0.18 0. Zl O.Z! o. 2.5 

970,347 15, 139 22,600 33, 497 0.07 o. 19 0.26 0.37 
t, 013,020 10,559 11,986 13,095 0.08 0. 13 0.14 0.14 
1, 644,337 13, 267 16,578 20,144 0.12 0.17 0.19 0.22 

&11, 457 9,325 10, 747 13,345 0.05 0.12 0. 12 0.15 

Androscoggin, Maine .. ----- •.• -----_.···--- •.. _____ ..•. __ .•.••. ___ ..•.. __ ---··-. __ 
Cumberland, Maine ..• ··-- __ .. ·-- ___ .. _____ ..... _____ •. ____ .... ______ ._. _____ ... __ 

g~kl~~£~~~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Berkshire, ?tfn.ss __ ••• ____ ••• _____ •••• ___ .••• __ ...••. _____ ••. ____ •• ·---- _ •• ·-·-- _ .•. 
Plymouth, Mass ..•. ______ .... _._ ..• ______ .. _____ ... _____ ... _._._ ... ·------- ______ _ 
Lilchfield, Conn ___ ... _____ ... ___ .... ____________ .. ----- __ .•• ______ .• _____ ----· ___ _ 
New London, Conn ••• -----·-··---··----·-····------------------·--- ............. . 
\Vindham, Conn •••..••• _----- •• ____ ..•• ____ ------ ___ •• ______ ._ •• ____ ••. ____ ••••••• 

2, 571,953 27,679 24,937 20,027 0.19 0.35 0.29 0. 22 
I, 787, 968 13, i87 15,508 17,000 0.13 0.17 0.18 0.19 

209,404 9,818 9,079 9, 101 0.02 0.12 0.10 0. 10 
820,516 9,363 II, 246 14,603 0.06 0.12 0.13 0. 16 

1, 060, 578 II, 649 II,S51 13,168 0.08 0.15 o. 13 0.14 
917,730 8,843 10,558 16,035 0.07 0.11 0.12 0. 19 

Broome, N. Y ..• _ ••... __ ••••.. ------ __ .••••.. ------ .. ---- .... __ .•••• ____ •. --------
Chautauqun., N. Y ............. ----··--··--------·--·----····-------·-------·-·----
Fulton, N, Y .... ---- •• _ ...•••....••••.....••• _____ •••• ____ ••••. ---·· -----------.--
Herkimer, N. Y ..... ·------··· __ ..• ···------- .......• ----·------------------·--··-

~~~~~~~~t\1 -~~ ~ ~= :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
3, 224,329 19,296 31,712 3-1,996 0. 24 0. 24 0. 36 0.38 
2, 139,244 15,685 19,622 23, 765 0.16 o . ., o. 22 0.213 
3, 168, 408 27,718 Zl, 300 23,590 0.24 0.35 0.26 0.26 
1, 656,865 10,942 10,146 10.076 0. 12 0.14 o. 11 0.11 
1, 475,312 9, 297 12,005 12,081 0. 11 0.12 o. 14 0. 13 

514,649 6,673 10,358 11,468 0.04 0.08 0.12 0.13 
507, 147 s. 516 12, 110 12,060 0.04 0. l1 0.14 0. 13 

2, 849,848 Z7,302 30,331 Z/,117 o. 21 0.35 o. 3-1 0.30 

Cambria and Blair, Pa .•.••..•.. ___ ..•. __ .. ------- ...•......•. ________ ·---- ____ .... 
Dauphin, Pa. ··-·-- ..... _ ...... _____ .. _ ·---- ... ____ . _ .. __ ......•. ______ ..••.. ___ . __ 
Lancaster, Pa .... __ •.••• __ ...••••. __ ••• ·----- ••••. __ .•. ·--- .. __ •.••.•...•••. ----.--
Lebanon, Pa ...• ___ ..••••. ___ .•••• ___ .. _ ••• __ ..•••• ___ ...• -- ______ ••••.. -----.--- .. 
L)o·coming, Pn .•. __ ...•••• _. ---· ••• ____ .••.•....•• ___ .......... ------- •... ---- ·--·. 

~ct:'~~~k!Jt'~~:~1~:.~.~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::: 
York, Pa. _ ....................... _ ... -- ......••. _ .. --- ...... --.- ---·. ---.---------

1, 566,891 10,325 12,437 12,813 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.14 
572, 731 8,059 11,229 9, 096 0.04 0.10 0.13 o. 10 

t, 145, 306 10, 478 10,i20 7,822 0. 09 0.13 0.12 0.09 
1,161,371 8,194 8,578 8,021 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.09 
1, 934,645 13,031 15,962 11,542 0.14 0. 17 0.18 0. 13 
-~. 765,733 9,338 II, 259 9,414 0. 43 0. 12 0.13 0.10 
3,664, 040 14,651 15,361 13,625 O.Zl 0.19 0.17 0.15 
3, 764,331 10,256 6,300 2, 991 0.29 0. 13 0.07 0.03 
2, 341,283 17,466 19,916 15, S25 0.18 0.22 0.23 0.17 

Clark, Ohio ...•..... ____ ... _._ ..•.... __ .....•.... ·--- ... __ .. -- .... ·-- .. ---·.------. 

~c~~;~a~~~~rid: :·::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Elkhart, Ind.-·- •...•. _____ . __ ... __ . __ ... ·---_.---- ____ ._ ....•• _ ...... -.• --.--.·--· 
1\I adlson, Iud ................ _ ..... _. ___ ..... ____ . _ ... ____ .. ___ .. ______ .... ______ .. 
La Salle, Ill..-..... __ ... _ .... __ ...... _--- ...... -- .... -... -.. --- ..... ---.---.------. 
Rock Island, IlL ..•• ____ .-- •• ___ . ___ •••• ___ ..•••• __ ......•... __ ..•••• ___ ...•••. ---. 
Tnzcwcll, Ill .................... ____ ..••• _. __ --·--- ... --- •.••... -- .. -•• ··------ •••• 
\Vlnnebago, Ill ... _ .• _ ••• _. ____ ·--- .• __ .•• __ ··---.·---- ___ ...••••• ______ •• ----.----. 

1, 660, 522 9, 775 11,869 9, 969 0.12 0. 12 0.13 0.11 
3,101, 007 19,706 30,507 22,514 o. Zl 0.25 0.35 0. 25 
3, 197,853 11,025 12,145 10. 228 0.24 0.14 0.14 0.11 
2, 097, 136 13,493 15,716 12,664 0.16 0.17 0.18 0.14 
1, 756,960 12,155 IS, 217 12, 319 0.13 0.15 0.17 0.14 
1, 023, 501 9,065 10,000 8, 597 0.08 o. 11 0.11 0.09 
1,161,310 8,424 10,491 9, 582 0.09 0.11 0.12 0. II 
2, 044,494 8,086 7, 114 5,023 0.15 0.10 0.08 0.06 

Calhoun, 1\Uch. __ ... _____ -- ..•. _____ ••. ·---- ..••. --.---- ...•... -----. ··-- ----·· --· 

~(:I~in~~~~~lh~h.~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1\I uskegon, 1\Hch •••••••••••• ___ . _ ...... _ ---- ••• ·-- _ •••••• ___ ---··. ---------- •••••. _ 
Saginaw, Mich ......• _ ....•... ______ ..••. ---- .••. ------ ...•.. _____ .·-------- ....•. _ 
Sheboygan, \Vis ........ __ ---- .. ··-- __ .. ---- __ ..•... ··-·- __ .••.. ------·--·_----- ..•. 

~~~c~n;:~.:;i~~a·.~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2. 036,12.5 11,157 9,940 5,990 0.15 0.1< 0.11 0.07 
1, 037,773 7, 754 12,237 8,421 0.08 0.10 0.14 0.09 

609, 907 5, 748 8,479 6,606 0.05 0.07 0.10 0. 07 
6, 479, 609 61,837 47,330 30,048 0.48 o. 78 0.5< 0.33 
1, 697, 176 25,176 19,269 11,074 0.13 0.32 o. 22 0.12 
1, 547,677 12,067 9, 299 ~242 0.12 0. 15 0.11 0.07 
1, 932, 674 18,231 15,976 s. 017 0.14 O.Zl 0.18 0.09 
1,0-16,806 17,536 1~ 205 s. 924 0.08 0.22 0.14 0.10 
1, 409,092 12,496 12, ISS 10, 123 0.11 0.16 0.1< 0.11 

Allegany, 1\-Id •••••••••••• ___ .••••• ------ •• ·--------·. ------ ----·· ••••• __ ---- ·····--

~~g~l~~\V :v~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
C8barrus, Forsyth, and Gaston, N.C .......................... ------------·--·---
Gullrord, N. C ..• _ .... ___ ._ ....... _____ ..... ___ ......... ___ . ___ .·----- __ •.•• ----- __ 
1\-lccklcnbura:, N. C •..•• __ .. __ ••••••• ___ .•••••.. ___ .••• ____ . ____ ·-~-. _______ .•••••• 
Greenville, S. C .... ······-----···-··-·-----····---------·--·------···· .. ------··-· 

~~!~6~~~r5'a~~-?.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1, 508,292 9,835 7, 196 ..... 0.11 0.11 0.08 0.05 

956,369 4, 576 6, 776 7, 746 0.07 0.06 0.09 0.09 
6, 127, 576 3,519 6,000 3,602 0.48 0.04 0.07 0.04 

13,951,576 1~ 208 14,386 12,000 1.04 0.15 0.16 0.13 

Etowah, A ln ... __ ••••••••• ___ ..•• _ •••• _.----··.----- ______ ••••••• _____ .----.----- •. 
Pulaski, Ark ......................... ------.-·--- •• ··----- .• -•••••. ------- •• ·------
East Baton Rouge, La ...... ---. ___ ..•...• --- ...•. -- ..• --- .....•.. ------.---·-··· .. 
Jeflcrson, Tex .••••• __ ••••••••• --· ___ .•••••• ··---·· ••••••• ·-- __ ••••••••••• _____ ••••• 

I, 767,023 5,019 5,831 ~585 0.13 0.00 0.07 0. 07 
l,073,0S8 6,685 10,854 10,405 0.08 0.08 0.12 0.11 
1, 605,566 9,316 10,851 7,186 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.08 ~Ertg~~~~~~rif~~h~-~-:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

I Roanoke County and Roanoke city. 

0 


