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Estimates of +the future slze of the
tional population are oftemn necessary pre-
uisites for both long~ and short-range plan-
12 by business and govermment, The Bureau
the Census, over the past decade, has de-
oped and published projections indicating
> size of the population that would result
Specified assumed levels of fertility, mor-
ity, and net immigration were to be real-
de The~lést‘projections of the population
the United States issued by the Bureau of
 ‘Census appeared in August 1953.% The
sent report provides a revigion of these
jections taking into account developments
ce  that time,  but using essentially the
¢ methodology.

By far the most Iimportant area of un-
tainty in projections of the future popula-
n.is that relating to fertility, Therefore,
tables in this report distinguish between
jectiong of the population already born and
Jections of tHe groups yet to be born dur-
the period under  consideration, These
jections are based on the assumption that
Te will be nodisastrous war, major economic
Boression, epldemic, or other catastrophe,

See Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No,

v "lystrative Projections of the Population of

¢ United States, by Age and Sex: 1955 to 1975,"
st 21, 1953, ,

Prepared by
ing Division.

i

REVISED PROJECTIONS COF THE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES,
BY AGE AND SEX: 1960 TO 1975%

The present revision makes avallable a
geries of projéqtions conglistent with current
estimates of the population. For Series A, B,
and C,  the revision involves & shift of the
benchmark date from April 1, 1953, to July 1,
1985, ©but no change in the underlying assump-
tions with respect to future trends infertility,
mortality, and net immigration. A supplemen-
tary Series AA has been added +to reflect the
1954-55 level of fertility, which is somewhat
higher than the  1950~53 level. The highest
fertility assumptions of the earlier report
assumed continuation of the 1950-53 level,

The projections issued in 1953 included a
Series "D," which assumed linear decline from
1988 to approximately the prewar levels by
1960, fertility then remaining constant at the
latter level to 1975, This series is omitted
here Dbecause the sharp decline in number of
births which it implies in the near future
appears most unlikely. For the 30 months Jan-
uary 1953 Yo June 1955 the Series D projec~
tion had included 9,158,000 births, which is
845,000, or nearly 9 percent below the number
that occurred, For 1955 to 1960 it implies =&
number of ©births approximately 25 percent
lower +than that implied in Series AA, which
continues present fertility levels., Under
these oircumstances, the former Series D no
longer seems "reasonably possible"; 1t is
therefore omitted.

Meyer Zitter of thé Estimates and Forecasts Section, Demographic Statistics Branch, Population and

! For sale by the Bureau of the Census
‘ Price 10 cents
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Thus, four series of projections are given
here, which differ among themselves only in the
projections of persons born after July 1, 1955,
A1l four series include the same set of pro-
jections of the number of persons born before
July 1985, since the possible range of variae
fion in the number of deaths and migrants Tor

2 -

this group

four series

lation

is small compared to the jog
range of future Tertility. It is felt +ng
are reasonably possible, 4
series is selected &t this time as mosE  1ike
The four series of projections for tofal e
and the earlier projections pubis,
in Series P=25, No. 78, are given in table

Table A.--COMPARISON BETWEEN REVISED AND EARLIER SERTES OF POPULATION PROJECTIONS:
(Tn millions)

1960 TO 1975

E . . - Projections of total populatiopn
Reviged projections of total population y i}
July 1 of each from Series P-25, No. 78
year Series Seriles Series Series Series Series Series
AA A B C A B ¢
1960..6e00cavosssnss 179.4 177.8 177.8 176.5 177.4 177 176.1
1965 eeasosncncnsss 193.3 190.3 190.3 186.3 189,9 189.9 186.1
19700 cisvcanorscscos 209.4 204.6 203,0 196.4 204.2 202.4 196.3
1975, v ecieeencsnsana 228.5 22L.5 214.6 206.9 221.0 213.6 206,6
Comparisons of earlier projections with 1955. Differences between the current esti
current egtimates,-=By July 1, 1955, +the cure and the other projections, Series C and], s
rently egtimated population of +the United somewhat larger. A comparison of the 4i
States had exceeded the highest projection ence between the currently estimated. popula

(series A and B) of the 1953 report for that
date by about one-half million, mainly as a
result of the difference between the projected
and actual number of births +that occurred in
the period between Janmary 1, 1953, and July 1,

Table B,--PROJECTED AND ACTUAL POPULATION FCR JULY 1, 1955, AND COMPONENTS OF C%fNGE,

JAWUARY 1953 TO JULY 1955
(In thousands)

and the projections for July 1, 1955,
approximations +to the contribution of
the components
difference for the period January 1, 1955,
July 1, 1955, are given in table B. o

of change

o the

accumula

Pro jected series
Component of change Aetual
A and B C D
Total population, January 1, 1953ccceescccss 158, 434 158, 434 158,434 158,434 v
Change, January 1953 to July 1955: v
BirthS,eeecouvecocsnceansassavessnsosnoss 10,003 9,546 9,405 9,158 -
DeathSeressososcassoscsscsascsscascnsoss 3,783 3,883 3, 880 3,874
Net immigration.secscssosseavssoscacoccss 594 685 685 6851
Total chongeeseoesccsoscococsoscsans 6,814 6,348 6,210 5,969..
Population, July 1, 1955.ccecscccescsccssces 165,248 164,782 164,644 164,403
Excess of current estimate: ) : .
NUDET e e e vovcvoonsssconsasscssscsocncsso ves 466 604 845"
Percentessecssoscssoscnscencncasscsonsoe seo 0.28 0.37 0.51

In the perspective of long-term projec-
tions, these differences are relatively minor
and well within the margin of error character-
istic of population projections for the United
States, The direction of the differences could
easily be reversed in several more years. TFor
short-run projections, however, such as those
to 19680, +he fact that the "A" projection is
now below the actual estimate creates certain
complexities in developing a series in line
with the most recent estimate of the current
population, The use of = existing projections

tions,

yeers of age,
ference
nmber of births, as indicated shove.
parison between the eéstimates
by age and sex,

given 4in table C below.

without any 2djustments would 1eadt0'unrea8
able results. -

By age, +the differences between the cr
rently estimated and projected population we
also relatively minor.
rors occur in the number of children under
reflecting, of course, the d
between the sctual and the project

Relatively larger ¢

for July 1, 1955,
The projection

" o
and the proje
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the total and of the population under 5 years
relate to Series A and B; the projected popu-
lation B years and over, is, of course, the
same for all projected series.

Table Co--BSTIMATED POPULATION AND PROJECTIONS (SERTES
& AND B), BY AGE AND SEX: JULY 1, 1955

{In thousands)

Male Female
Age Current | Projecw|Current | Projece
estimate|{ +ion jestimate! +dion

ALl 28S.eseean| 62,0041 81,7541 83,245 83,028
Under 5 yearSiassoes 9,325 9,135 8,982 8,782
5 60 9 yeurSesseaco 8,764 8,760 8,384 8,385
10 to 14 yearS.esss 6,785 6,786 6,555 6,556
15 60 19 yenrBeee..| 556821 5,684 5,504 5,506
20 t0 24 yearseeese 5,399 5,402 5,367 5,373
25 10 29 YeATB.asse 5,807 5,787 5,937 5,926
30 50 34 YeArSee...] 6,07L] 6,059 6,321 6,308
35 t0 39 yeaTS..s.e| 5,686] 5,695{ 5,914 5,923
40 10 44 FeATSsuooe 5,496 5,508 5,713 5,728
45 t0 49 YeuTS.....| 4,988{ 5,001 5,103 5,117
50 to 54 yearSeesee Aoy 348 4ey357 4y 461, 4y 473
55 10 59 yearSesase 3,837 3,852 4,002 4,021
60 to 64 yearSessee 3,257 3,259 3,433 3,426
65 10 69 YearS.se..| 2,587 2,565]  2,767| 2,750
70 to T4 yeaTrs..se. 1,896 1,889 2,183 2,203
75 years and over.. 2,076 2,015 2,619 2,551

projections to
changes over the
in the cohort

With respect +to the age
the most significant
have been made

1975,
earlier flgures

Figure 1.-~-ESTIMATED CHANGES

under 5 years old in 19583 i.e., 5 to 9 in

19680, 10 to 14 in 1965, etc.

Progpects of fubture growth.--Llthough une
certainty as to the fubture course of fertility
prevents an sssured forecast of the total pops
ulation of the United States in 1I75H; esgbiw-
mates of change for imporbtant segments of the
population can be made with a reasonable degree
of certeinty. By 1975, a substantial portion
of the population--azan estimated 60 to 65 perw
cent=wwill consist of persons born before 1955,

Projections of this group involve relatively
small errors. It appesrs quite clesr, for exe
ample, That persons in their late "teens"

and early "twenties" representing roughly the
college~age group (18 to 24 years) will ine
crease rapidly after 1980 and may number almost
25 million by 1970, or 10 million more then at
present (July 1955),  This group in 1970 will
be made up entirely of posiwar babiles,.

It is reasonably certain +that the number
of persong 65 years old and over will also ine
crease substantially. This group in 1955 nume
bered slightly over 14 million and by 1975 may
reach 204 million. This figure in all likeli-
hood represents ‘a minimum, since no improve=
ments in morbtality after 1960 are implied in
these projections.

Projected changes in the population by
age, for the periods 1985 +o 1965 and 1955
to 1975 sare shown in figure 1 below. For

IN POPULATION, BY AGE GROUPS:

19556 10 1985 AND 1958 TO 1975

1955 TO 1965 Age 1955 T 1975
75
TOm74
55 w69
60=54 oot
5559 TECGEND
50554, Geries ©
sl Series AA
45 wmiS
A wbids A1l series
35-39
3034
25-29
20m24
’\lg_' ,l
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those age groups involving estimates of future
births, changes implied wunder both Series 44
and Series €, representing the extremes of the
projectiong, are shown.

METHODS AND ASSUMPTIONS

Mortality and net immigration.=-One series
of age-gsex specific mortality rates was used
for all four series of population projections,
Briefly, the mortality rates were extrapolated
oh the basis of the experience of the 19401g in
terms of - survivael rates for S«year age groups
and S-year time periods.a The rates imply in

- general a continuation unbil 1960 of the dee
creases observed duringthe 1940%g, For periods
after 1960, the rates were mssumed +to remain
congtant at the 1956«60 levelse.

Similarly, the same allowance for net ciw
vilian immigration by age &nd sex was incore
porated into all four series
The volume of civilian immigration to the United
States d1s determined largely by the various
laws controlling international migration. In
view of the nature of such controlling factors
and of the relative minor role of net immigrea-
tion as & component of population change,
rather arbitrary allowances were used here for
immigration. From 1955 to 1960, the total ale
lowance was 1.4 million (approximately the net
number arriving during the 1950«B5 period).
Thereafter, +the allowance was approximately
1.2 mwillion per quinguennium., The age=sex
distribution was based on the experience of
several recent postwar years.a

Fertility.=-Two sets of annual age-spew-
cific fertility rates (ennual births per 1,000
females of childbearing age in a given B=year
age group at the middle of the year) were used
in the No. 78 report +to provide the upper and
lower limits for the age-specific Tfertility
rate patterns which determined the four series
of population projections, The rates for
Series A, B, and C were adopted intact for
this report; and, as mentioned earlier, Series
D was droppede Series A was represented by
average age-specific Ffertility rates for 1948
to 1950 adjusted +to equal the total number of
births occurring between July 1950 and April
1953, (Births, by age of mother, for years
after 1950, were not available at that time.)

2 The rates were adopted from the "medium series" of
an earlier Bureau of the Census report, (urrent Popu-
lation Reports, Series P-25, No. 43. Pages 3 and 4 of
that report give more exact gpecifications of the derw
ivation of the rates. A preliminary examination of
these rates did not reveal any important deviations
from actual mortality during the 1950.55 period.

3 Page 6 of the No. 43 report shows the approximate
age~sex distribution of net immigrants adopted for use
here.

of projections. -

‘35 1o 39 years.ieecee 60.2

Series D wused the 1959-60 medium Serle
fertility rates given in the earlier rg
Series P=25, No, 43, which is roughly s
to the actual "prewar" (1939-40) level o=
tility. An additional pattern of rate
developed for this report in deriving the
plementary Series AA. These new rates v
sent projections <to 1954«55 of ageespe
rates on the basis of reported rates for
and earlier yesrs. The total number of y
and total fertility (as measured by the x
of births per 1,000 females of childbe
age) were higher in the year ending July
1955, than in 1952-53; consequently the ds
age«specifie rates for 1954«55 are somesw
higher., The pattern of rates was estims
graphically, using as a gulde +the tren
ecach age-specific rate since 1940, as we
the level of total  fertility for the
ending July 1955, The pattern of rat
derived represents the estimated "pres
level of fertility and yields the “total nm
of births during that year. It is hardiy
be expected +that +these rates will .co
exactly with the rates +that will be publ:
when  full tabulations for the period ‘bee
availavle, but it may be noted that ovars
ment of ‘the rate for any one group would
compensated by understatement for one

of +the others. The extrapolated rate
1,000 women for 1954-55, and those used 1ni
earlier report are as follows.

Estimated
1950w53
average

Extraw=
polated
1954 =55
rates

Age of female

15 to 19 yearst..... 87.5
20 1O 24 yearSeecess 232.5
25 10 29 yeBTrS.eeses 195.0
30 t0 34 yearseseees 122.2

40 to 44 years®..... 16.5

1 Rates include births to females under 15 years

age.,
2 Rates include births to females over 44 years

age.

The four series of population project
shown here involve the following assumed £
tility rates:

Series AA: "Present" levels (1954—55)
main constant to 1975. -

Series Az

1950=5% rates remain‘constani k.
1975. o

1950=53 rates remain 'conSt‘
to 1965, +then drop linesrly
roughly the prewsr level by197

Serles B3




series C: 1950=53 rates decline linearly
) from 1953 +to roughly the prewar
level by 1975,

« 5 =

The four series

Table D.~~PROJECTED BIRTHS AND BIRTH RATESﬁ

imply projections of the
total number of births and of crude birth rates
as given in the following table Di

1955 T0 1975

. X o1 Average annual rate per 1,000 of the
period Births (in millions) midperiod population
Series AA | Series A | Serdes B | Series C | Series AA | Series A | Series B | Series C
1955 10 19600sesasess 20.6 19,1 19,1 7.7 24,0 22.3 22.3 20,7
1960 $0 1965eescvsscs 21.7 20.1 20.1 17.4 23.3 21.8 21.8 19.2
71965 $0 19700cccvoccne 2heds 22,7 21.0 18,3 a2 23.0 21,4 19.2
17:1970 to 19754cccuusnn 28.2 25.9 20,5 19.4 25.7 R4y3 19.7 19.3

These revised projections of births may be compared with those developed by Whelpton on the basis of analysis
tHe fertility history of different cohorts of women. (Paseal K. Whelpton, Cohori Fertility--Native White Women
the United States, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N. J., 1954.) Using birth order statistics -and a
fety of data concerning child spacing, age at marriage, and size of completed families, bhe prepared several
des of projections of births (designated as "high," "medium," and "low") to native white women, for periods up
1963,” No direct comparisons can be made with' the projecticns of births shown in his book inasmuch as his fige
s'relate only to births to pative white mothers and cover different time periods. However, by making rough
owarces for births to foreigneborn whites and nonwhites (assuming births to native whites account for 83.5 per=-
4 of all birthse-the 1949-52 average) and interpolating linearly +to obtain identical time periods, it appears
t his‘figures imply the following projections of total births for the 1955-60 period: Low, 12,2 million; medium,
9'million; high, 17.6 million. By comparison with the data shown here, it is obvious that Whelpton's projec=
ons represent lower levels of future fertility (at least to 1960} than those incorporated in this report.

a slight dip in the period 1960 to 19654 re=
flecting the predominance in the major childe
bearing ages of the smaller number of femeles
born during the 19301ts, For purposes of come
parison, figure 2 shows the actual crude birth
rates for yeasrs since 1910 and the projected
rates glven in table D. )

Series C implies crude birth rates about
low as +those in the 1930t's., With the ex-
ption of Series AA, each of the . series
lies reductions in the crude birth rate
rom ‘the 1950-55 average of about 24.8. On
he whole, Series AA implies a continuation of
pe present level of the crude rate except for

‘Flgure 2,-~-ACTUAL AND PROJECTED AVERAGE ANNUAL NUMBER OF BIRTHS PER 1,000 POPULATION:
! 1910 TC 1975

——n

Actual Projected

195455 fertility
levels remain
constant to 1975

1950.53 levels
remain congtant

77 Q\ - -
to 1975,

)

195053 levels
remain constant
to 1975, then
decline linearly

to "prewar! leve.
els by 1975

1950.53 levels
decline linearly
to prewar levelg
by 1975

 “

915 1920 1925 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 1976 1975

fSOu:ce: Figures to 1940 adapted from: National Office of Vital Statistlcs, "Birth and Birth Rates in the Fn-

48 United States, 1909-1948," Vital Statistics--Special Reports, Volume 33, No. 8 (September 1950). Figures for

e to 1955 adapted from published and unpublished figures supplied by the National Office of Vital Statistics;
to 1975 projected by the Bureau of the Census.,
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The upturn in the number of births (table
D) from Series C after 1965 despite progress-
ively reduced -age~specific fertility rates
reflects the entrance into the major child-
.bearing ages of the large number of females
born in the late 1940's and early 1950's., The
increases in Series A and AA despite constant
age-gpecific fertility rates are also explained
by +these women who were born in the late
1940's and early 1950%'sg,

i Bage population.--The projections by age
WSrevbased on the July 1, 1955, age-sex dlas-
trivution of the population Including Armed
Forces overseas. This population, by b-year
age groups, was carried forward by S-year
time periods using the mortality and net im-
migration rates discusssd above, The July 1,
1955, current estimates were based on 1950
Census data adjusted for age blases 1in the
nonwhite population at the older ages and
for net census undercounts of children under
5 years and included Armed Forces overseas,
A detailed explanation of the derivation of
the 1955 figures 1s given in Series P-25,
No. 121,

The projections for the age group under ©5
years old 1in all four series were derived by
estimating survivors of births for the pre-
ceding five years - and adding an allowance for
net immigration, thus arriving at estimates of
the "true" npumber of children under 5 years.
Then, in order to permit comparisons with the
1950 Census; the number of children under
5 for each projection year' was reduced by
802,000 (mele, 430,000; female, 366,000) rep-
resenting the estimated "net census under-
ocount™ of children under 5 years old in the
1950 Censgus. Accordingly, these figures do
not provide +the proper bases for examining
changes in the size of the cohort. The appro-
priete bases are the figures shown in the
bottom of each table labeled "Adjusted for net
census- undercount.” L more detaliled dis-
cussion of this point 1s given on page 4 of
report No. 1l21,Series P~25,

Many of the younger cohorts “increase in
size over the 5-year time periods (e.g., the
10-to-14 age group in 1960 is larger than the
5-t0-9 group in 1955, and the 15-to-19 group
in 1960 is larger +than the 10-to-14 group in
1955). These increases reflect the fact that
net immigrstion has tended to éxceed mortality
at these ages.

General,,~~The four series of populsation
projections given here offer the user a fairly

wide cholce of assumptions as to thekcg
future fertility, Although they are ip
to define =& reasonably probable range
quite possible that fubure fertility.y
substantially from the levels indiocs ed
In view of the many unknowns invoive i
dicting - future fertility,  the Bureau g
Cengus does not reoommend any one: seri
the "best™ serles. .

Projections for dates or for age
other <+than those shown generally may =
tained by some form of interpolation, In
instances the simple application of 1
interpolation will yield adequate  reg
Because of the interest usually shown
"short-run” projections, annual projectie
the total population for July 1 of each. ye
1960 are shown in table &  below for-ali
gseries. These amnual figures were obtain
a modified application of the cohort-sur
method used 1in preparing  the projeotion
S5~-year time intervals.

Table E.«=ANNUAL PROJECTIONS OF THE POPULATI
OF THE UNITED STATES: 1955 TG 1960...

(In thousands)

Series

July 1 of each Seriles
A and B

year AA

165,248 °
167,759
170,263
172,774
175,299
177, 840

165,248
168,062
170, 868
173,682
176, 511
179,358

1955, c0enevacncrsias
1956, i0e00s0sassssas
1957 i evesacsosesoonn
1958 eesacescsosons
1959, 0000assencccase
1960, eseccsesncrsnss

Related reports.-~Projections of,thé PO

ulation of States for 1960 and 1965 -were. pu
lished earlier this year in Current Populat.
Reports, Series P-25, No. 110, The £
shown for the United States in that repo
consistent with those given in the cearli
No. 78 report. The revised totals shown h
may be used to adjust the State projectla
given in Series P-25, No. 110, if desired.
simple procedure, adequate for most pur
would be to apply to each of the State f
the following factors:

1960 19650

© 1,003
1.0025-

1.0042
1.0037

Series A 800 Besesosss
Series Ceesocssoncces

These factors represent the ratic of the T
vised totals to the old totals, includi
allowances for the exclusion of persons' s

ing in the United States Armed Forces abro




State projections.* A series
congistent with the new

samed 1n the
‘state projections

ies AA shown here may be derived by apply-
g a factor of 1.0128 for 1960 and 1.0199 for
65°to the A and B projections as given.

Projections of school enrollment in the
ted States, by grades for each year 1953 to
5, were published 1in December 1953 in
rent Population Reports, Series P-25, No.

These data, too, were designed to be con-
tent with the earlier series of population
jections published in No. 78. The pro-
tions of school enrollment, and the single-
r-of-age data shown there for years up
ough 1959, did not involve estimates of
rths for future years and thus, for the most
f, are substantially in accord with these
ised projections and may still be used with

4 & somewhat more elaborate technique, applicable
/. to the State projecticns prepared by the "compo-
tmethod, would involve distributing the differ-
between +the old and revised projections in
ordance with the projected distribution of births,
ates. The projections of births by States were not
shed in the No. 110 report but are available upon
estifrom the Bureau of the Census.

a fair degree of confidence. Even the data
incorporating the earlier series of projec-
tions of fertility are, with minor exceptions,
roughly consistent with these revised pro-
jections, inasmuch as only slight differences
exlst between the revised Series A, B, and C
projections of births for 1955 to 1960 and
those used as the base for the No. 8% report.
The main problem exists with regard to the
enrollment projections for 1960-61, and par-
ticularly for grades 1 and 2 for these years
(and for progressively higher grades for the
succeeding years). JHEanrollment in the lower
grades for these years will be drawn mainly
from births of the past two years, which, as
noted earlier, were somewhat higher than
ticipated. The effect should be higher
rollments in 1960 and 1961 in the first
grades than indicated by the published
rollment projections. However, it is diffi-
cult to make any definite statement about
changes in the projected level of enrollment
without teking into consideration all the per-
tinent factors, Such factors as changes in
entrance age, different enrollment rates, and
the extent of retardation are alsc important
in determining future levels of enrollment.
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(In thousands
1975;
level by 1975.

Series, AR, A, Bj and ¢ imply' the' fbllow . : A
B.1950-53 level contlnues to 1965, then declines to dbout the "prewar! level by 1975;
Flgures below the braces relate to persons born before July 1, 1955)

5 levei‘ébnﬁinueé to 1975;

A221950-53 Jevel conbinues to
G-=1950-53 level declines from 1953 +to about the “prewar®

1960 1965 1970 1975
Age . an 4 and c AA A and c 2 A B ¢ ‘AL A B ¢
A1l ages......... | 82,004 88,733 87,957| 87,247| 95,455 93,8961 01,847 103,264 100,830| 99,993 96,611| 112,682| 109,134] 105,583 | 101,662

Under 5 JearsS.oe.es.- 9,325! 9,922 9,146 8,436 10,416 9,633| 8,294| 11,790| 10,915 10,078[ 8,745| 13,671] 12,556| 9,842 9,301
5 40 9 FOATSeaseersan 8,764 9,779 10,355 9,579 8,869| 10,849 10,066 10,066 8,727| 12,222 11,348 10,511| 9,178
10 0 14 YEATS.enenss 6,785 8,779 9,775 10,3511 9,5751  9,5751  8,865] 10,845 10,062 10,062| 8,724
15 0 19 yearS..e.e.- 5,682 6,795 8,772 9,767 10,3431 9,5671  9,5671 8,858
20 10 24 FEATE..eeees 5,399 5,69 6,795 . 8,772 9,767
25 10 29 yearS..s.... 5,807 5,424 5,707 6,811 8,792
30 10 34 years.eees.s 6,071 5,825 5,429 5,713 6,818
35 $0 39 yearS....... 5,686 6,068 5,809 5,414 5,697
40 10 44 YEATSeuesnes 5,496 5,646 6,012 5,755 5,364
45 t0 49 yearSiieses. 4,988 5,389 5,524 5,882 5,631
50 $0 54 YeaTrS.eeeses 4,348 4,785 5,158 5,288 5,630
55 £0 59 YearSeesess. 3,837 4,053 4,451 4,797 4,918
60 t0 64 yearS...ee.. 3,257 3,443 3,629 3,985 4,295
65 10 69 YearS..soes. 2,587 2,742 2,892 3,048 3,347
70 10 74 YEATS..esess 1,896 2,011 2,127 2,243 2,364
75 years and OVET.... 2,076 2,378 2,604 2,799 2,978
Persons born before

July Ty 1955.000eee.| 82,004 78,811 74,684 70,274 65,601
5 t0 17 JeATS.enseess| 19,031 22,838 ,25,5441 24,7681 24,058 27,200 25,641 25,641 23,592| 29,286] 27,161 26,324 23,163
14 years and over....| 58,344 61,664 66,773 72,3401 72,185\/ 72,1851 72,086| 78,035 77,108 77,108| 76,185
18 years and oveT....| 53,647 55,973 59,495 64,274 69,7251 69,4171 69,4171 69,198,
21 years and over....| 50,361 52,291 54,7743 58,709 63, 554 ’
65 years and over.... 6,559 7,131 7,623 8,090 8,689
Adjusted for net cen-~

sus undercount: r | 1} 1T 1

Under 5 yearSe..... 9,760} 10,358] 9,582 8,872 10,85217 10,069‘ 8,730 12,226‘ 11,351\ 10,514‘ 9,181) 14,107|. 12,992] 10,278] 9,737




{In thousands.
19753
level by 1975,

WITH FIGURES FOR JULY 1, 1955

Series AA, A, B, and C imply the fcllowing assumptions as to fertility:
B-~1950-53 level continues to 1965, then declines to about the “prewar® level by 1975;
Figures Delow the braces relate to persons born before July 1, 1955)

ABL..1954.55 level conmtinues to 1975;

Table 3,--PROJECTIONS OF THE FEMALE POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES INCLUDING ARMED FORCES OVERSEAS, BY AGE, JULY 1, 1960 TO 1975,

Aww1950-53 level continues to
Ce=1950-53 level declines from 1953 1o about the "prewar"

1960

Adjusted for net cen-
sus undercount:
LUnder 5 yesrs

1985 1970 1975
A
e 197 AL A gnd ¢ AL A ;nd ¢ AL A B ¢ A A B ¢
All 8ge8.........| 83,244 90,625| 89,883\ £9,205| 97,891 96,400 94,444| 106,116 103,790] 102,991 99,759 | 115,781| 112,388 108,997| 105,245

Under 5 ye8TScevoscos 8,9821 9,526 8,784 8,1061 9,997 9,248 7,971 11,308 10,473 9,674 8,4001 13,1041 12,040 9,448 8,932
5 30 9 YearS.esssseoe 8,384 9,373 9,897 9,155 8,4761 10,368 9,619 9,619 8,341 11,680 10,844( 10,045 8,770
10 to 14 yearS..eeaes 6,555 8,406 9,377 . 9,901 9,159 $,159 8,479 1 10,372 9,623 9,623 8,344
15 10 19 years.csesss 5,504 6,586 8,427 9,400 9,926 9,182 9,182 8,500!
20 10 24 yearS.eessse 5,367 5,582 6,666 8,529 3,514
25 40 29 YeATS..eeens 5,937 5,443 5,648 6,745 8,630
30 10 34 YeATSase.eo. 6,321 5,980 5,471 5,677 5,779
35 40 39 YEATSe..ssns 5,914 6,338 5,982 5,473 5,673
40 to 44 yearS...eeses 5,713 5,906 6,315 5,960 5,453 '
45 10 49 yearS..esese 5,103 5,667 5,845 6,250 5,899 o
50 10 54 YEATS..sssa- 4,461 5,015 5,556 5,730 5,128 ‘
55 10 59 YEBTS.e0ssva 4,002 4,329 4, 856 5,380 - 5,548
60 10 64 YeaTS,.a0es- 3,433 3,805 4,106 4,606 5,103

65 1o 69 YyeaTSicencse 2,766 3,131 3,462 3,736 4,191
70 t0 T4 YRATS..e0vs 2,183 2,379 2,686 2,970 3,205
75 years and OVET.... 2,619 3,159 3,600 4,083 4,570
Pérsons born before

July 1, 1955.ccecsus 83,244 81,099 77,997 74,539 70,699

5 50 17 YEaTSesenceas 18,303 21,919 24,4771 23,7350 23,056] 26,043] 24,552§ 24,552i 22,594 28,020§ 25,987 29,*88‘ 22,163

14 yesrs and over....| 60,502 64,673 70,414 76,5151 76,3671 76,367\ 78,272 82,625 81,736 81,736| 80,849

18 years and OVeT....| 55,961 59,180 63,417 68,765 74,6571 74,3611 74,3611 74,150

21 years and OVeT....| 52,750 55,591 58,830 63,391 8,706

65 years and OVeT.e.. 7,568 8,669 9,748 10,789 11,966




