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HISTORICAL CENSUS STATISTICS ON THE FOREIGN-BORN
POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES: 1850 TO 2000

1. Introduction

This working paper updates and supersedes Working Paper No. 29, “Historical Census Statistics
on the Foreign-Born Population of the United States: 1850 to 1990.” The primary change to table
content is the addition of data for 2000. The tables in the Internet version of the new working paper

are in Excel and PDF whereas the tables in the previous working paper were in HTML only.

2. National Trends in the Foreign-Born Population

The 1850 decennial census was the first census in which data were collected on the nativity of the
population. From 1850 to 1930, the foreign-born population of the United States increased from
2.2 million to 14.2 million, reflecting large-scale immigration from Europe during most of this period.’
As a percentage of total population, the foreign-born population rose from 9.7 percent in 1850 and
fluctuated in the 13 percent to 15 percent range from 1860 to 1920 before dropping to 11.6 percent in
1930. The highest percentages foreign born were 14.4 percent in 1870, 14.8 percent in 1890 and
14.7 percent in 1910.

From 1930 to 1950, the foreign-born population of the United States declined from 14.2 million to
10.3 million, or from 11.6 percent to 6.9 percent of the total population. These declines reflected the
extremely low level of immigration during the 1930s and 1940s. The foreign-born population then
dropped slowly to 9.6 million in 1970, when it represented a record low 4.7 percent of the total
population. Immigration had risen during the 1950s and 1960s, but was still low by historical
standards, and mortality was high during this period among the foreign-born population because of its
old age structure (reflecting four decades of low immigration).

Since 1970, the foreign-born population of the United States has increased rapidly due to large-
scale immigration, primarily from Latin America and Asia. The foreign-born population rose from
9.6 million in 1970 to 14.1 million in 1980, to 19.8 million in 1990, and to 31.1 million in 2000. As a
percentage of total population, the foreign-born population increased from 4.7 percent in 1970 to
6.2 percent in 1980, to 7.9 percent in 1990, and to 11.1 percent in 2000, the highest percent foreign
born recorded in the decennial census since 11.6 percent in 1930.

3. Data on the Foreign-Born Population in Statistical Compendia

The U.S. Bureau of the Census published historical data on the foreign-born population of the
United States in three statistical compendia. The most recent, Historical Statistics of the United States,
Colonial Times to 1970, was preceded by Historical Statistics of the United States, 1789-1945 and
Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial Times to 1957 (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1975,
1949, and 1960, respectively; see references). This working paper, like Working Paper No. 29, is a

'U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 1997, Table 1, p.25.
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small reference work that updates and expands data on the foreign-born population presented in the
most recent edition of Historical Statistics of the United States.”

4. Accuracy of the Data

Since 1940, some data in the decennial census of population have been collected on a sample basis.
Sample data are identified in the detailed tables.

The data contained in this paper are partially based on a sample of households or persons that
responded to the census long form. As a result, the sample estimates may differ somewhat from the
100 percent figures that would have been obtained if all housing units, people within those housing
units, and people living in group quarters had been enumerated using the same questionnaires,
instructions, enumerators, and so forth. The sample estimates also differ from the values that would
have been obtained from different samples of housing units, and hence of people living in those
housing units, and people living in group quarters. The deviation of a sample estimate from the
average of all possible samples is called the sampling error.

The sampling variability on data in the detailed tables for 1950 to 2000 is low because the data are
for the United States as a whole, for states, and for large metropolitan areas and cities and thus are
based on relatively large numbers of sample cases. For more information on sampling variability for
each of these censuses, see the sources cited for each detailed table.

In addition to the variability that arises from sampling, both sample data and 100 percent data are
subject to nonsampling error. Nonsampling error may be introduced during any of the various
complex operations used to collect and process data. Such errors may include: not enumerating every
household or every person in the population, failing to obtain all required information from the
respondents, obtaining incorrect or inconsistent information, and recording information incorrectly. In
addition, errors can occur during the field review of the enumerators’ work, during clerical handling of
the census questionnaires, or during the processing of the questionnaires.

Nonsampling error may affect the data in two ways: first, errors that are introduced randomly will
increase the variability of the data and, therefore, should be reflected in the standard errors; and
second, errors that tend to be consistent in one direction will bias both sample and 100 percent data in
that direction. Such biases are not reflected in the standard errors.

The estimates in the tables may vary from actual values due to sampling and nonsampling errors.
As a result, the estimates used to summarize statistics for one population group may not be statistically
different from estimates for another population group. Further information on the accuracy of the data
from the 2000 census is located at <www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/doc.sf3.pdf>.

*An updated and expanded version of this reference, Historical Statistics of the United
States: Millennial Edition, is forthcoming from Cambridge University Press in 2006.




5. Sources, Definitions, and Explanations for the Detailed Tables

The format of this section parallels the format in Historical Statistics of the United States. A
general discussion of census data on the foreign-born population is followed by descriptions of each
table, including sources.

The first decennial census of the U.S. population was taken in 1790, as required by the
Constitution, in order to obtain the population counts needed for Congressional apportionment. A
question on place of birth, which is the primary source of data on the foreign-born population, was not
added until the 1850 census (Bohme et al., 1973).

Prior to 1850, the primary questions on the census were on age, sex, and race, although a few other
topics had been included (e.g., the industrial classification of employed persons, with three categories
in 1820 and seven categories in 1840). The data were collected not for individuals, but rather as tallies
at the household level in predefined categories on the questionnaire (e.g., the number of household
members who were White females under 5 years old or who were employed in commerce).

The 1850 census introduced major advances by collecting data for each individual and by
permitting write-in responses which could be coded later into a large number of categories. These
advances facilitated, most notably, the inclusion of questions on place of birth and on occupation, both
of which have been included in every subsequent census. The question on place of birth in the 1850
census required the enumerator to record the state, territory, or foreign country. Individuals who were
born in a state or territory of the United States (and the small number of individuals for whom place of
birth was not reported) were defined as native, and individuals born in a foreign country were defined
as foreign born. The dramatic increase in immigration to the United States during the 1840s may have
been a motivation for adding the question on place of birth in the 1850 census.’

Data on the total foreign-born population of the United States are generally comparable from 1850
to 2000, although the definition of foreign born has been refined. Since 1890, individuals who were
born in a foreign country, but who had at least one parent who was an American citizen, have been
defined as native rather than as foreign born.*

In the 2000 census, the population was classified by nativity as follows. The native population
included all U.S. residents who were born in the United States or an outlying area of the United States
(e.g., Puerto Rico), or who were born in a foreign country, but who had at least one parent who was an
American citizen. All other residents of the United States were classified as foreign born.

*Immigration to the United States increased from 599,000 in the 1831-1840 period to
1.7 million in the 1841-1850 period. Annual data show an increase from 52,000 in 1843 to
235,000 in 1847, and the figure remained above 200,000 through 1857 (U.S. Immigration and
Naturalization Service, 1997, Table 1, p.25).

*Wright and Hunt, 1900, pp. 172 and 188.



Data in this report are for the United States as defined at each census in census reports. The total
population shown in detailed tables for 1890 (62,622,250) is the population in general tabulations in
1890 census reports and excludes the population enumerated in the Indian Territory and on Indian
reservations (325,464) for whom information on most topics, including nativity, was not collected.
The 1890 census was the first to enumerate the entire American Indian population. Alaska and Hawaii
are included in the U.S. population starting in 1960. Data showing the effect of these changes in
geographic coverage on total population in 1890 and 1960 are included in Tables 8 and 9, which show
data on the U.S. population by race and nativity.

Through 1940, census data on nativity of the population were based on data for the total
enumerated population. For 1950 to 2000, data on nativity were based on a sample of the total
population ranging from about 1 in 4 in 1960 to about 1 in 6 in 1990 and 2000. In 1970, there were
two samples, one 15 percent and one 5 percent. The question on nativity was included on both
samples. Data on length of residence in the United States, citizenship status, and on Hispanic origin
were based on the 5-percent sample, and thus data on nativity cross-tabulated by these characteristics
were based on the 5-percent sample. In the detailed tables, sample data are identified with an asterisk
after the year (e.g., 1950%).

General information on census data, including area classifications, definitions of topics, accuracy
of the data, and collection and processing procedures, is provided in decennial census publications.
The United States census has been taken on a de jure (usual place of residence) basis rather than on a
de facto (location at the time of the census) basis. For a general discussion of census coverage and
underenumeration, see U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1975, Part 1, Series A 1-371, p. 1. For evaluations
of census coverage since 1940, see Fay et al., 1988; Robinson et al., 1993; U.S. Census Bureau, 2001a;
and Robinson, 2001. For histories of the census of population, see Wright and Hunt, 1900; Eckler,
1972; and Anderson, 1988.

For a bibliography of all U.S. census publications through 1945, see Dubester, 1950. This catalog
was reprinted in the Bureau of the Census Catalog of Publications: 1790-1972 (U.S. Bureau of the
Census, 1974). For publications of the 1980 and 1990 censuses, see U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1984
and 1994. Additional information is available in the procedural histories of censuses cited in these
catalogs. For publications of the 2000 census, see <http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/index.html>.
For 2000 census data on the Internet, see <http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>.

Sources for each detailed table are included below. All sources are decennial census publications
unless otherwise noted. For publications from censuses of 1940 and earlier, sequence numbers are
included from the Dubester catalog (Dubester, 1950), which provides Library of Congress call
numbers, titles, and descriptions of the contents of each publication.

Table 1. Nativity of the Population and Place of Birth of the Native Population: 1850 to 2000.

Sources: For 1850-1870, 1870 census, Vol. I (Dubester #45), Table XXII, pp. 606-615. For 1880
1960, 1960 census, Vol. II, Subject Reports, Report No. 2A, State of Birth, PC(2)-2A, Table 1, p. 1.
For 1970, 1970 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1, PC(1)-D1, Table 191,
p. 596. For 1980, 1980 census, Vol. 1, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1, Sect. A, PC80



<http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/index.html>
<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>

D1-A, Table 253, p. 7. For 1990, 1990 census, Social and Economic Characteristics, 1990 CP-2-1,
Table 18, p. 18. For 2000, Census 2000, <http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>, Summary
File 3, Quick Table QT-P22.

The native population includes all U.S. residents who were born in the United States or an outlying
area of the United States (e.g., Puerto Rico), or who were born in a foreign country, but who had at
least one parent who was an American citizen. All other residents of the United States are classified as
foreign born. As described in the general text, the refinement to define as native those individuals who
were born in a foreign country, but who had at least one parent who was an American citizen, was
introduced in the 1890 census. It appears, however, that this instruction was not followed consistently
by enumerators in 1890 (1890 census, Vol I, Part I, Dubester #177, p. clvii).

The outlying areas are as defined at each census. Thus, for example, individuals born in the
Philippines (which was granted independence in 1946) were classified as native in 1940 and as foreign
born in 1950. The primary outlying areas in censuses of the United States include Alaska (1880
1950), Hawaii (1900-1950), the Philippines (1900-1940), Puerto Rico (1900-2000), Guam (1900
2000), American Samoa (1900-2000), the Canal Zone (1900-1970), Virgin Islands of the United States
(1920-2000), and Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands (1950-1980). See U.S. Bureau of the Census,
1975, Section 1, p. 9. Sources for data in Table 1, footnote 2 for Puerto Rico: For 1900, 1900 census,
Supplementary Analysis (Dubester #273), p. 280. For 1910-1950, 1950 census, Vol. IV, Special
Reports, Part 3, Ch. D, Puerto Ricans in Continental United States, P-E, No. 3D, Table A, p. 4. For
1960, 1960 census, Vol. II, Subject Reports, Report No. 1D, Puerto Ricans in the United States, PC
(2)-2D, Table 1, p. 2. For 1970, 1970 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1,
PC (1)-D1, Table 191, p. 596. For 1980, 1980 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D,
Part 1, PC80-1-D1-A, Table 253, p. 7. For 1990, 1990 census, Social and Economic Characteristics,
1990 CP-2-1, Table 18, p. 18. For 2000, Census 2000,
<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>, Summary File 3, Quick Table QT-P22.

With regard to footnote 3 in Table 1, the 1970 census had two samples. In contrast to the
15-percent sample questionnaire, the 5-percent sample questionnaire did not include questions on
birthplace of father and mother, but it did include questions on citizenship status and on year of entry
for persons born in a foreign country. Sampling variability and differences in the questionnaires and in
editing procedures account for the differences between data based on the 15-percent and 5-percent
samples. These differences are most pronounced for the categories of "Born in the United States" and
of "Born abroad of American parents."

Table 2. World Region of Birth of the Foreign-Born Population: 1850 to 1930 and 1960 to
2000.

Sources: Tables 3 and 4.
Data in Table 2 summarize data from Tables 3 and 4 on region of birth of the foreign-born

population (number and percent distribution) in a one-page table. See text for Table 3 regarding
definitions of regions and country of birth. See text for Table 4 regarding data for 1940 and 1950.


<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>
<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>
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Table 3. World Region and Country or Area of Birth of the Foreign-Born Population: 1960 to
2000.

Sources: For 1960, 1960 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1, PC(1)-D1,
Table 162, p. 366. For 1970, 1970 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1,
PC(1)-D1, Table 192, p. 598. For 1980, 1980 census, Statistical Profile of the Foreign-Born
Population: 1980 Census of Population, CB84-179, Table 1, pp. 1-4; Vol. I, Characteristics of the
Population, Ch. D, Part 1, Sect. A, PC80-D1-A, Table 254, p. 9; and special tabulations. For 1990,
1990 census, The Foreign-Born Population in the United States: 1990, CPH-L-98, Table 13, pp. 19-21;
Social and Economic Characteristics, 1990 CP-2-1, Table 14, p. 14; and special tabulations. For 2000,
Census 2000, <http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>, Summary File 3, Quick Table QT-P15,
and special tabulations.

The countries or areas of birth included in Table 3 are those for which data are available for 2000.
Prior to 1960, the earliest year included in this table, census data were published for only a small
number of countries outside of Europe, reflecting the small number of non-European countries which
were numerically important sources of immigration to the United States. Table 4 shows data for the
1850 to 1930 period and the 1960 to 2000 period for a less detailed list of countries.

The six regions of the world shown in Table 3 are based on the "macro regions" used by the United
Nations in its Demographic Yearbook for 2002,
<http://unstats.un.org/unsd/demographic/products/dyb/dyb2.htm>. These regions are Europe, Asia, Africa,
Oceania, Latin America, and Northern America. In general, the subregions are the "component
regions" used in the same publication. The differences are in Oceania and Europe. For Oceania, the
component regions of Melanesia, Micronesia, and Polynesia are combined and shown as Pacific
Islands as well as being shown separately when data are available. For Europe, the component regions
of Northern, Western, Southern, and Eastern Europe are modified to reflect historical groupings and
patterns of immigration to the United States: Albania and Yugoslavia (former) are included in Eastern
Europe rather than in Southern Europe; and Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania are included in Eastern
Europe rather than in Northern Europe. Table 3 includes various subtotals of historical interest within
regions (e.g., within Northern Europe, subtotals are shown for the British Isles and for Scandinavia).

Data on country of birth are based generally on the political boundaries of foreign countries
existing at the date of the specified decennial census. Changes in political boundaries are less of a
concern for the 1960 to 2000 period covered in Table 3 than for the entire 1850 to 2000 period for
which data on country of birth are available and are shown in Table 4. Because of boundary changes,
including those made following World War I and World War I, accurate comparisons over time are
limited for some countries, such as Austria, Czechoslovakia (reported as Bohemia through 1900),
Hungary, and Poland. For a discussion of the effects of these boundary changes, see U.S. Bureau of
the Census, 1975, Part 1, text for Series C 228-295, pp. 103-104.

In Tables 3 and 4, the term "country or area of birth" is used (rather than just "country of birth")
because the foreign geographic areas of birth for which data are available have not always reflected the
United States' diplomatic relations at the date of each census.


<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>
<http://unstats.un.org/unsd/demographic/products/dyb/dyb2.htm>

Table 4. World Region and Country or Area of Birth of the Foreign-Born Population, With
Geographic Detail Shown in Decennial Census Publications of 1930 or Earlier: 1850
to 1930 and 1960 to 2000.

Sources: For 1850, 1850 census, The Seventh Census of the United States: 1850 (Dubester #30),
Table XV, p. xxxvii. For 1860, 1860 census, Population of the United States in 1860 (Dubester #37),
unnumbered table, pp. 620-623. For 1870, 1870 census, Vol. I (Dubester #45), Table VI, pp. 336-342.
For 1880, 1880 census, Vol. I (Dubester #61), Table XIIL, pp. 492-495. For 1890, 1890 census, Vol. I,
Part I (Dubester #177), Table 32, pp. 606-609. For 1900, 1900 census, Supplementary Analysis
(Dubester #273), Table 61, pp. 856-859. For 1910, 1910 census, Vol. I (Dubester #296), Ch. VII,
Table 2, p. 784. For 1920, 1920 census, Vol. II, (Dubester #453), Ch. VI, Tables 3-4, pp. 694-695.

For 1930, 1930 census, Vol. I (Dubester #653), Ch. 5, Table 4, p. 233. For 1960-2000, see sources for
Table 3. In addition, see U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1975, Part 1, Series C 228-295, pp. 117-118.

See text for Table 3 concerning the definitions of regions and countries of birth. Data are not
included in Table 4 for 1940 and 1950 because data on the foreign-born population by country of birth
in census publications for these years are limited almost entirely to the White population. For data on
the foreign-born White population by country of birth for 1910 to 1970, see U.S. Bureau of the Census,
1975, Part 1, Series C 228-295, pp. 117-118.

Table 5. Language Spoken at Home for the Foreign-Born Population 5 Years and Over: 1980
to 2000.

Sources: For 1980, 1980 census, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Ch. D, Part 1, Sect. A,
PC80-1-D1-A, Table 256, p. 16, and special tabulations. For 1990, 1990 census, Social and Economic
Characteristics, 1990 CP-2-1, Table 13, p. 13; Social and Economic Characteristics of Selected
Language Groups for U.S. and States: 1990, CPH-L 159; and special tabulations. For 2000, Census
2000, <http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>, Summary File 3, Quick Table QT-P16, and
special tabulations.

Data on language spoken at home are based on the question, "Does this person speak a language
other than English at home?," and if the answer was yes, also on the question "What is this language?"
(If the answer was yes, individuals were asked also "How well does this person speak English - Very
well, Well, Not well, Not at all.") If individuals spoke both English and another language at home, they
were classified by the non-English language in data shown in Table 5, regardless of how well they
spoke English.

The categories used to group data on language spoken at home are both linguistic and geographic
and are based generally on Classification and Index of the World's Languages (Voegelin, C.F. and
F.M., 1977). The classification used in Table 5 includes three major language groups (Indo-European
languages, Asian and Pacific Island languages, and Other languages) and selected language families
within each of the three groups (e.g., Romance languages within the Indo-European language group).
As a result, these categories do not always correspond to the regions and subregions of the world used
to group countries of birth (Tables 3 and 4). For example, unlike most languages spoken in European
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Hispanic origin are included also since 1970. Individuals of Hispanic origin, the vast majority of
whom report themselves by race as White or as "Other race," may be of any race.

There was a dramatic population increase in Other race from 1970 to 1980. This reflected the
addition of a question on Hispanic origin to the 100-percent questionnaire, an increased propensity for
Hispanics not to identify themselves as White, and a change in editing procedures to accept reports of
“Other race” for respondents who wrote in Hispanic entries such as Mexican, Cuban, or Puerto Rican.
In 1970, such responses in the Other race category were reclassified and tabulated as White.

The classification of the population by race reflects common or social usage. It does not denote
any clear-cut scientific definition of biological stock. Through 1950, the classification of the
population by race was usually obtained by the census enumerator's observation. Individuals of mixed
White and other parentage were usually classified with the other race. In 1960, census data on race
were collected by a combination of self-classification, direct interview, and observation. In the 1970
census, data on race and Hispanic origin were obtained primarily through self-classification. In the
1980 and 1990 censuses, the data were obtained entirely through self-classification.

In the 1850 census, the only racial classifications in census reports were for White and Black. It is
not clear how the unknown, but clearly very small, number of enumerated individuals who were not
White or Black were classified by race. Chinese and American Indian classifications were added in
the 1860 census; however, prior to 1890, the enumeration of American Indians excluded Indian
reservations and American Indians living elsewhere in tribal society (not taxed). Japanese was added
in 1870, and other Asian "races" were added starting in 1910. In the 1930 census only, Mexican was
defined as a race. Tabulations for 1930 were revised to include Mexicans with White and were
included in 1940 census reports and are included in this report.

In the 1950 census, an "Other races" category was added in an attempt to identify individuals of
mixed White, Black, and Indian ancestry. This attempt was only partially successful; however, the
"Other races" category was retained, and with self-identification of race and Hispanic origin, there has
been a dramatic increase since 1970 in the "Other races" population. This is due primarily to
individuals who are of Hispanic origin and who choose not to report in a specific racial category, such
as White or Black.

Data by race for 1950 and for 1960 in Table 8 are based on more than one tabulation of the data
and in some cases on more than one sampling rate. As a result, the totals for races other than White
differ slightly from the sum of the component races. Data for 1950 on the population by nativity for
these component races are highly inconsistent and are not included in Table 8. See sources for
Table 8.

For more detailed discussions of data on race and Hispanic origin, see U.S. Bureau of the Census,
1975, Section 1, text for Series A 91-104, pp. 3-4, and the sources listed above for Table 8.





<http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html>
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Table 25. Nativity of the Population for the 25 Largest Urban Places and for Selected Counties:
1850.

Source: 1850 census, The Seventh Census of the United States: 1850 (Dubester # 30), Table of
Counties, Districts, and Parishes in the United States, 1850, pp. xcv-cii, and Census of 1852 for
California, Tables I-II, p. 982; and Statistical View of the United States (Dubester # 33) Appendix,
Table III, p. 399.

Table 25 presents available data on the population of the 25 largest urban places in 1850, along
with data for their parent counties when data are not available for the individual urban places in 1850
or 1860. In the 1870 census, in which data are available for both counties and places, the percent
foreign born in the population in these cities was usually higher than in their respective parent
counties.

Table 26. Nativity of the Population for Urban Places Ever Among the 50 Largest Urban Places
Since 1870: 1850 to 2000.

Sources: See sources for Table 23.

Each urban place included for any year in Table 23 is included in Table 26. Available data on
nativity of the population are included for each year, regardless of whether or not the urban place was
among the 50 largest urban places in that year. Ranks in total population for 1950 to 1990 among all
urban places in the United States, which are based on sample data, differ in a few cases from those
shown in Gibson, 1998, which are based on complete-count data for all censuses in the 1850 to 1990
period.
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<http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/c2kbr01-1.pdf>







24

. 1953d. Census of Population: 1950, Vol. IV, Special Reports, Part 3, No. 3D, Puerto Ricans
in Continental United States. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1963a. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1C, Nonwhite Population by
Race. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1963b. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1D, Puerto Ricans in the
United States. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1963c. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 2A, State of Birth.
Washmgton DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1964a. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Part 1,
United States Summary. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1964b. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. I, Characteristics of the Population, Parts 2-52,
Alabama to Wyoming. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1965. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1A, Nativity and Parentage.
Washmgton DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1966. Census of Population: 1960, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1E, Mother Tongue of the
Forelgn Born. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973a. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. 1, Characteristics of the Population, Part 1,
United States Summary. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973b. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. 1, Characteristics of the Population, Parts 2-52,
Alabama to Wyoming. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973c. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1A, National Origin and
Language Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973d. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1B, Negro Population.
Washmgton DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973e. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1C, Persons of Spanish Origin.
Washmgton DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

. 1973f. Census of Population: 1970, Vol. II, Subject Reports, 1D, Persons of Spanish
Surname. Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.








mailto:(301)763-2422/pop@census.gov

98

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

No.

14 -

15 -

16 -

17 -

18 -

19 -

20 -

21 -

22 -

23 -

24 -

25 -

26 -

27 -

28 -

Fertility of American Men. Amara Bachu. Issued March 1996.

Comparisons of Selected Social and Economic Characteristics Between Asians, Hawaiians,
Pacific Islanders, and American Indians (Including Alaskan Natives). Edward W.
Fernandez. Issued June 1996.

Findings on Questions on Race and Hispanic Origin Tested in the 1996 National Content
Survey. Prepared in the Population Division by the Racial Statistics Branch and the Ethnic
and Hispanic Statistics Branch. Issued December 1996.

Race and Ethnicity Classification Consistency Between the Census Bureau and the National
Center for Health Statistics. Larry Sink. Issued February 1997.

Results of the 1996 Race and Ethnic Targeted Test. Issued May 1997.

Who Responds/Who Doesn’t? Analyzing Variation in Mail Response Rates During the
1990 Census. David L. Word. Issued July 1997.

Trends in Marital Status of U.S. Women at First Birth: 1930 to 1994. Amara Bachu.
Issued March 1998.

State Estimates of Organized Child Care Facilities. Lynne Casper and Martin O’Connell.
Issued March 1998.

How Well Does the Current Population Survey Measure the Foreign-Born Population in the
United States Dianne Schmidley and J. Gregory Robinson. Issued April 1998

Poverty, Family Structure, and Child Well-Being: Indicators from the SIPP.
Jason Fields and Kristin Smith. Issued April 1998

Child Well-Being Indicators from the SIPP.
Kristin Smith, Loretta Bass, and Jason Fields. Issued April 1998

Timing of First Births: 1930-34, 1990-94. Amara Bachu. Issued May 1998

Co-Resident Grandparents and Grandchildren: Grandparent Maintained Families. Lynne
Casper and Ken Bryson. Issued March 1998.

Population of the 100 Largest Cities and Other Urban Places in the United States: 1790 to
1990. Campbell Gibson. Issued June 1998

Are There Differences in Voting Behavior Between Naturalized and Native-born
Americans? Loretta E. Bass and Lynne M. Casper. Issued March 1999.
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Historical Census Statistics on the Foreign-born Population of the United States: 1850
1990. Campbell J. Gibson. Issued February 1999

Direct Measures of Poverty as Indicators of Economic Need: Evidence from the Survey of
Income and Program Participation. Kurt J. Bauman. November 1998

American Community Survey and Intercensal Population Estimates: Where Are the Cross
roads? Amy Symens. Issued December 1998

Women’s Labor Force Attachment Patterns and Maternity Leave: A Review of the
Literature. Kristen Smith and Amara Bachu. Issued January 1999

Evaluation of Relationship, Marital Status, and Grandparents Items on the Census 2000
Dress Rehearsal Charles Clark and Jason Fields. Issued April 1999.

Unbinding the Ties: Edit Effects of Marital Status on Same Gender Couples.
Charles Clark and Jason Fields. Issued April 1999.

Racial-Ethnic and Gender Differences in Returns to Cohabitation and Marriage: Evidence
from the Current Population Survey. Philip N. Cohen. Issued May 1999.

How Does POSSLQ Measure Up? Historical Estimates of Cohabitation.
Lynne Casper, Philip N. Cohen, and Tavia Simmons. Issued May 1999.

Childlessness Among American Women On the Rise? Amara Bachu. Issued May 1999.

Methodology and Assumptions for the Population Projections of the United States: 1999 to
2100. Frederick Hollman, Tammany Mulder, and Jeffrey Kallan. Issued January 1999.

What Do We Know About the Undercount of Children? Kirsten K. West and J. Gregory
Robinson. Issued August 1999.
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Measures of Help Available to Households in Need: Their Relationship to Well-Being,
Welfare, and Work. Kurt Bauman and Barbara Downs. Issued May 2000

Have We Reached the Top? Educational Attainment Projections of the U.S. Population.
Jennifer Cheeseman Day and Kurt Bauman. Issued May 2000.
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The Emerging American Voter: An Examination of the Increase in the Black Vote in
November 1998. Avalaura L. Gaither and Eric C. Newburger. Issued June 2000
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Symens Smith, Bashir Ahmed, and Larry Sink. Issued November 2000.

The Effect of Work and Welfare on Living Conditions in Single Parent Households. Kurt
Bauman. Issued August 2000.
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Variations in State Mortality From 1960 to 1990.
Monique Oosse. Issued September 2003.

Accuracy of the U.S. Census Bureau National Population Projections and Their Respective
Components of Change. Tammany Mulder. Issued November 2002.

U.S. Census Bureau Measurement of Net International Migration to the United States: 1990
to 2000. Tammany Mulder, Frederick Hollmann, Lisa Lollock, Rachel Cassidy, Joseph
Costanzo, and Josephine Baker. Issued February 2002.

At-Risk Conditions of U.S. School-Age Children. Robert Kominski, Amie Jamieson, and
Gladys Martinez. Issued June 2001.

Home Schooling in the United States: Trends and Characteristics. K. J. Bauman. Issued
August 2001.

Evaluation of the 1990 School District Level Population Estimates Based on the Synthetic
Ratio Approach. E. R. Miller. Issued September 2001.

State Estimates of Child Care Establishments 1977-1997.
Grace O’Neil and Martin O’Connell. Issued August 2001.

Historical Census Statistics on Population Totals by Race, 1790 to 1990, and by Hispanic
Origin, 1970 to 1990, for the United States, Regions, Divisions, and States. Campbell
Gibson and Kay Jung. Issued September 2002.

Evaluating Forecast Error in State Population Projections Using Census 2000 Counts.
Paul Campbell. Issued July 2002.
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Evaluating Components of International Migration: Estimates of the Foreign-Born
Population by Migrant Status: 2000. Kevin Deardorff and Lisa Blumerman. Issued
November 2002.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Legal Migrants. Marc Perry, Barbara
Van der Vate, Lea Auman, and Kathy Morris. Issued November 2001.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Temporary (Legal) Migrants. Rachel
Cassidy and Lucinda Pearson. Issued November 2001

Evaluating Components of International Migration: The Residual Foreign Born.
Joe Costanzo, Cynthia Davis, Caribert Irazi, Daniel Goodkind, Roberto Ramirez. Issued
January 2002.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Foreign-Born Emigrants. Tammany
Mulder, Betsy Guzman, and Angela Brittingham. Issued June 2002.

Evaluating Components of Internation Migration: Native-Born Emigrants.
Jim C. Gibbs, Gregory S. Harper, Marc J. Rubin, and Hyon B. Shin.
Issued January 2003.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Migration Between Puerto Rico and
the United States. Matt Christenson. Issued January 2002.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Quality of Foreign-Born and Hispanic
Population Data. Art Cresce, Roberto Ramirez, and Gregory Spencer. Issued July 2002.

Evaluating Components of International Migration: Consistency of 2000 Nativity Data.
Nolan Malone. Issued January 2002.

Evaluation of Census Bureau’s1995-2025 State Population Projections.
Ching Li Wang. Issued October 2002.

Guide To International Migration Statistics: The Sources, Collection, and Processing of
Foreign-Born Population Data at the U.S. Census Bureau.
Joseph M. Costanzo, Cynthia J. Davis, and Nolan Malone. Issued October 2002.

Seasonality of Moves and Duration and Tenure of Residence: 1996.
Jason Schachter and Jeffrey Kuenzi. Issued December 2002.

Evaluation of 2000 Subcounty Population Estimates.
Greg Harper, Chuck Coleman, and Jason Devine. Issued May 2003.
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