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Population Trends tn Oklahoma 

POPULATION TRENDS IN OKLAHOMA 
by 

OTIS DURANT DUNCAN 

Introduction 

3 

The history of population movements in the area now comprising the 
State of Oklahoma may be divided into four periods. First, Spanish and 
French occupancy, 1539 to 1803; second, the era of Indian migration and 
occupancy which extended from 1803 to 1889; third, the openings to white 
settlers from the states from 1889 to 1893; and fourth, the era of statehood 
expansion, 1893 to the present. • It is the purpose of the present paper to 
study the changes in the population of Oklahoma that have taken place 
from 1890 to 1934 with reference to (1) geographic concentration and disper­
sion, (2) inter-state migration, (3) quantitative growth of farm population, 
(4) age distribution, (5) sex composition, (6) marital condition, (7) racial and 
national origin, (8) occupational description, and (9) educational advance­
ment. The principal sources of data for these comparisons, necessarily, are 
the Federal Census Reports, there being no official state census· materials 
available, and only a few fragmentary research reports up to 1934. Not 
even the State Health Department can render wholly reliable service on the 
natural increase of the population, because registration of births and deaths 
in Oklahoma is both a new thing and rather defective. 

It is necessary, therefore, to state in the beginning that this study has 
all the limitations of any census investigation. It is largely a reclassifica­
tion of the published census figures which are gathered at intervals of ten 
years. In 1907, President Theodore Roosevelt ordered a simple head-count 
of the population in order to determine the number of representatives Okla­
homa should have in the lower house of Congress. This special census was 
not analytical in any sense. Likewise, the Agricultural Census of 1925 is 
concerned with only the farm population in rather broad and unwieldy 
classfications. Since the Agricultural Adjustment Administration's program 
was inaugurated, it has been discovered that many "suitcase" farms in 
w&tem Oklahoma were entirely omitted from the Census of 1930. For 
examrle, the 1930 census gives 1204 farms for Harper county, whUe the 
State Allotment Board received over 2000 wheat contracts in that county in 
1934. It is improbable that the number of farms could have increased so 
phenomenally as that in so short a time as four years, and in an· area where 
the size of farms was doubtless increasing because of mechanization of 
agricultural production, Furthermore, changes in county line boundaries 
have been so numerous since sta.tenood was granted in 1907 that it is fre­
quently impossible to determine whether population changes are really shifts 
in population or changes in territorial allocation of the population. In some 
counties whole townships were transferred, whUe in others only indefinite 
parts of several townships were shaved off one county and appended to an­
other. Finally, the rapid growth of the population in an inconceivably shor' 
time is in itself a source of great error in any attempt to inter.polate for 
changes between census enumeratlons. 

In view of these recognized shortcomings, it has been thoUght best t.t> 
deal with the aggregate population rather than to attempt to show county 
11-'lilts. However, thl:l'e is a valuable source of information on populatio ·JJ 
movements which for lack of time has not been utUized in this study. 

A concllle resume of the first two periods Is given tn the writer's paper, ·rhe l"usion of 
White, Negro, and Indian Cultures, Sum. Soc. Sci. Quart. XIV, March 11134. For a 
discussion of a typical opening, see Joe B. llofllam, The Opening of the Cherokee 
Strip, unpublished Master's Thesis, Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanical Oollegr 
Library 11131. 
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namely, the Annual Scholastic Census which is available from the state and 
county superintendents of pubHc instruction.• This census covers the pop­
ulation from 6 to 20 years of age inclUsive, which is ordinarily about one­
third of the total for the State. It seems reasonable to beHeve that the 
utilization of this material, which is seldom done, would aid materially in 
the intercensal interpolation of both the total population and its territorial 
mobility, not only in Oklahoma but also in each of the respective states of 
the union. 

Besldentlal Di*ibution of Oklahoma Popala.tion 
Prior to 1'920, the census definltion of "rural population" was simply 011 

the basis of size of thtll community. A population center of 2499 inhabitants 
or less was a rural community, and one with 2500 or more was urban. The 
vagary of this procedure is too well known and too obvious to require dis­
CUSSion. It was always grossly misleading. In Table 1, the population of 
Oklahoma is shown from 1890 to 1930 according to place of residence, vary­
ing from rural farm communities to cities of 100,000 and over. In Figure I 
the estimated growth of the farm Is shown in comparison with the total 
population of the state. 

TABLE I.-Distribution of Population in Oklahoma for Census Years 
by Type of CommDDity of Residence. 

POPULATION OP OKLAH0114A, CENSUS YEAR 
Type of community 

1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 

Total ------------- 2,396,040 2,028,283 1,657,155 790,391 258,657 

100,000 and over ____ 326,647 -------- -------- -------- --------
25,000 to 100,000 ---- 58,425 193,647 89,483 -------- --------
10,000 to 25,000 _____ 168,698 123,617 79,383 20,043 --------
5,000 to 10,000 ----- 162,358 104,193 44,072 5,681 5,333 
2,500 to 5,000 ------ 105,553 118,023 107,217 32,693 4,151 
1,000 to 2,500 ------ 160,698 157,792 108,650 43,483 1,134 
Under 1,000 (Towns) 137,734 134,180 121,717 39,773 2,069 
Unincorporated 

villages -------- 254,853 180,932 59,183• 86,703 } 
245.970 .. 

Rural farm -------- 1,021,074 1,015,899 1,047,450• 562,015• 

Sovacs: U. S. Census, 1920, Population, Oklahoma 2nd Series, p. 5. 
•Estimated. 

• •Impossible to make separate estimates for two reasons. Plrst, no data on the number 
of farms In the Indian Territory for 1SDO are avafiable. Second, private souroea 
on vWage population In either of the territories are too fragmentary to be at all 
usable for 1890. 

Fortunately, R. L. Polk and Company of Detroit pubHshed several bust­
ness directories of Oklahoma. during the later territorial and early period of 
statehood. Two of these directories, one pubHshed In 1902, the other in 
1912, gave local estimates of population, presumably by pos~ters and 
other prominent local leaders, for all the trade centers of the State, whether 
Incorporated or not. These estimates corresponded with the regular census 
years. Prequently they were highly erroneous, but a careful study of their 
estimates shows that they were not biased In any one direction; they were as 
often under-estimated as over-estimated, so tbat while the populatian figure 

"C. Warren Thornthwalte, Internal Migration In the United States, Unlv. Pennsylvania 
Press, 1113<l, pp. 38-52, has prepared a series of maps based on School Census data 
which show population shifts by counties from 1910 to 1934. Those Interested will 
find this source helpful In understanding Internal population changes In Oklahoma. 
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of a given vDiage may be useless, the total popUlation Df an v1llages is sub-. 
stanttally accurate, as may be seen la~. The Census gave the popUlation 
of all "rural" territory and of all ubincorporated territOry.· (By. deducting 
the population of all incorporated v1llages of less thlm 2,500 as gtvep bY 
the Census from that of all villages of less than 2,500 as ·given· by Polk;s 
Directory, the population of all unincorporated vUia.ges was obtained. Th~n 
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by subtracting the population of all unincorporated v1lla.ges fl"'m that of 
all untncorporated territory which was given by the Census, it was possible 
to approximate the farm population. This procedure was followed in order 
to obtain an estimate for the farm population for both 1900 and 1910. The 
figures obtained in each case were quite satisfactmy, judged by the average 
number of people per farm which was obtained when the estimated fann 
population was divided by the total number of farms given by the Census 
for these same years. The averages found in this way were in surprisingly 
close agreement with those for 1920, 1925, and 1930, which were obtainable di­
rectly from the Census. The computations, admittedly, are not exact to the 
~ cipher, but they are sufficiently accurate to admit of practical use in 
computing the trend of the farm population in Oklahoma. It was im­
possible to use this procedure for 1890, because not even the private esti­
mates were available. In order to solve an equation of N terms, at least 
N-1 terms must. be reduceable either to known or to constant quantities. The 
same principle applies in making populattan estimates. 

TABLE Z.-Pereentace Distribution of Population In Oklahoma 
for Census Yean by Types of .Community of Residence. 

PBRCENT OP OKLAHOMA POPULATION, CENSUS YEARS 
Type of community 

1930 11120 1910 1900 1880 

Total --------------- 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
100,000 and over ____ 13.6 
25,000 to 100,000 ----- 2.4 9.6 5.4 
10,000 to 25,000 ------· 'l.O 6.1 4.8 2.5 
5,000 to 10,000 ------ 6.8 6.1 2.'1 .'l 2.1 
2,500 to 5,000 ------- 4.4 5.8 6.5 4.2 1.6 
1,000 to 2,500 -------- 6.'1 7.8 6.6 5.5 .4 
Under 1,000 --------- 5.'1 6.6 7.2 5.0 .8 
Unincorporated 

Yillages ----------- 10.7 8.9 3.6 11.0 } 95.1 
Rural farm --------- 42.'1 50.1 63.2 '11.1 

In Table 2, it is possible to see the percentage change in the populations 
of different types of communities in Oklahoma from 1690 to 1930. The time 
interval Is so short that it is unsafe to say precisely what trends have been 
established, except In cases in which the variations are both pronounced 
and consistent. Two decidedly distinct trends here may be recognized. 
Plrst, there has been a rapid decline in the proportion of the population 
living on farms. Roughly speaking, the proportion of farm people in the 
total population declined on an average by a•bout one percent per year be­
tween 1900 and 1930. The bulk of the relative loes of farm population has 
been absorbed mostly by cities with populations of 10,000 and over, and by 
those of 2,500 to 10,000 populattan. In 1920, cities of 10,000 inhabitants com­
prised 2.5 percent of the total population and in 1930, 23.0 percent, or a 
relative increase of 900 percent. Cities in the 2,500 to 10,000 population 
class comprised 4.9 percent of the total population in 1900, and 11.2, percent 
of the total in 1930, or a relative increase of 229 percent. On the oth~r hand, 
the relative increase of all vmages of less than 2,500 populatian was only 19 
percent during this period. These changes are shown graphically in Pigure 
D. 

The foregoiB.g statements must be accepted as applicable only withm 
limits. A possible inference from th~m iS that, U such trends should con­
tinue, the farm population wOUld in a comparatively short time be redUced 
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Percent Distribution of OkJahoma Population by Type of Community 
of Residence For CeDIIIII Years. 
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Plgure II. The data from which this 11'aph was constructed are given In Table :1. It Is 
to be noted that whUe there has been a marked decline In the proportion the farm 
population was of the total for the State, the absolute size of the farm popula­
tion In 1liH was the largest It had ever been In the history or the State. The 
principal changes which have occurred In the total population have ·been a phe­
nomenal growth of towns and cities. WhUe the natural Increase of the farm 
population Ia 11'8Bt, the urban-ward migration of farm people has been io rapid as 
to keep the relative lncteulf In the numbers of people on farms from rlaip&. 

to almost nothing, the vWage population would become statiO'lla.I'Y, whlle 
that of cities 1n that 10,000 and above class would ilXP&nd to infinity. The 
truth of the matter 1s that from 1930 to 1934 there was a slowing down. In 
the growth of cities 1n Oklahoma and a heavy landward movement of PoPu­
lation. In a later portion of this study, two movements of the farm popu­
lation will be described which will offset this rectilinear conception of popu­
latlon.growth. There is, however, a high degree of probab111ty that the 
small V1llage of Oklahoma wlll either become an almost constant factor in 
the demography of the state or that .it wlll decllne to comparative lnsignifi­
cance. It 1s practica.lly certain that the small rural town does not represent 
a necessary stage In the evolution of cities. They are more likely to become 
vestl.glal organs of both the large cities and the farm communities. Their 
growth 1s circumvented on both ·sides by farms and larger cities. The 
vUlage can grow commerclally only to the extent that the farmer finds lt 
inconvenient to go to a larger center to do h1s trading on the. one hand, and 
onlY to the extent that the larger Cities find them Wfeful as their own arms 
of trade on the other. These are a priori statements, to be sure, but ·they 
appear supportable In the light of the apparent trends In vUiage growfjh tD 
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Oklahoma thus far. There are exceptions to this principle, as for example, 
that occasioned by the discovery of oil on the outskirts of a village. Bow­
ever, there are only negligible exceptions to the rule that oil villages become 
mere ghost towns when the oil activities have ceased. What the limiting 
factors in the growth of large cities are, no one can say; and as for the 
limits to the growth of farm population in the immediate future, it seems at 
the present time to be a struggle ·between biology and public politics for 
agriculture. 

Inter-State Migration 
Inter-state migration is a phase of population movements which is not 

well understood by students of demography. This phenomenon is not 
amenable to any but subjective explanations. Neither the census nor any 
individual study known to the writer has made a serious attempt to classify 
its causes and effects. A large part of this type of mobility may be trace­
able to the search for employmel)t, the discovery of new sources of wealth, 
the search for health, desire for a change of climate, and hosts of oijher 
more or less valid reasons which may be equally as applicable to intra-state 
movements as to inter-state migrations. A large part of it seems to arise 
1n random, aimless wandering which sooner or later leads the rover across 
state Unes. :Furthermore, a great deal of inter-state migration may have 
no more socio-economic or political significance than local inter-neighbor­

. hood movements of farm tenants, or the change of apartments by urban 
residents. Whatever its importance, the fact remains that about one person 
in four of the native white population of the United states was bom in 
some other state than that in which he now resides, and conversely almost 
one-fourth of the population of the United States has migrated away from 
the state of natiVity. 

In Table 3, the percentage of all persons bom in Oklahoma who at the 
time of census enumeration were living elsewhere in the United States is 
shown in comparison with the average for the United States. These data 
show that the proportion of native ,vhites born in Oklahoma but living else­
where in the United States has practically doubled since 1890. This is 
somewhat surprising because the white population livdng in Oklahoma and 
Indian Territory prior to 1890 included mostly temporary residents, such as 
soldiers, surveyors, Indian agents, traders, squatters, and missionaries to the 
Indians, who would be expected to move away and take their familles with 
them after only short periods of residence. Prior to 1889 only a very few 
white people had acquired title to land in Oklahoma, and most of these 
either were of sufficient Indian blood to entitle them to land allotments or 

TABLE 3.-Pereent of All White Persons Bolttl In Olda.homa Who at the 
Time of Census Enumeration Were Uving Elsewhere In the United 

States Compared with United States Average. 

Oenaua year 

1930 
1920 
1910 
1900 
1890 

Percent born In Oklahoma 
but residing elsewhere 

In United states 

28.6 
23.5 
20.6 
17.9 
14.8• 

United State• aftl'ap 
percent living out­

Bide ltate of 
birth 

23.4 
22.5 
22.4 
21.5 
22.0 

SIJ1gm:: 0. J. OalpiD and T. B. :artmny, lfJf8r.taf8 Mlf/ratllme Amcmg t1ul Nat111e W'hfte 
Popullltllm, U. 8. Bur • .Agrl. Beon., Washington, D. 0., 183>1, p. 8. 

•IDclucle• Oklahoma Territory onJ:v, no census data on state of birth being avanable for 
IDdlan Territory In 1880. 
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had acquired the right to hold land through marriage to persons of Indian 
origin. White men having Indian wives were allowed to Hve with the tribes 
of their wives, and it is not improbable that this fact tended to anchor them 
more or less permanently because they often did not own property in other 
states. Their children, therefore, would be likely to remain in Oklahoma 
in order to benefit by the allotments when they reached maturity. 

In 1890, only 14.8 percent of the native whites bom in the territories 
lived elsewhere in the United States, while an average of 22.0 percent of 
the native white population of the United States lived outside the state of 
their birth. While there has been a gradual increase between 1890 and 1930 
in the percentage of the population of the United States who have migrated 
away from the state of their birth, the exodus of Oklahomans to other states 

Native White Mfliants Bom :In Oklahoma Living Elsewhere 

Mate-ot-b1nb data tor abUo poraooo borD 111 
Cl<l-, ud/or IJUI10A T8rr1tol'J, but 11>'11111 
elH11bere, nre ,pubU.Uocl tor each ot \!ae oea-
eue reara clurtita tbe &o-year perto4. .Prior 
to ltOO, howeYer, tbe DUIIber ot aueh atsranu 
ne nl'J amal.l• h• aaun-wbltee baYiDS reatd­
ad IR tb.1a area. 'lhfW penODa bona 1D what 
h no• OklahCIIIIl but llYSDs etaawbe:re at tbe 
time at aubuqUN.t ••••• .,..rauona wen 
toull4 tor tba IID8t part Sa ae1pbor1DI etatea. 
ftul number J1Y11111 111 C811toru1a 111 19110, -
eYer, na uarl7 rour Umea tbf lt20 tt~. 
lD aouequeaoa 1 b7 19::,0 tbe latter atate na 
Hooad OJI17 to Tuaa Sa aumber ot JlllUYe-whi*a 
:reatdata DBII1DI Oltlahoaa or ImUBD Terri to17 
•• their Place ot btrtb. Tbeaa lara:e moYe­
IUilta to c.l:ltom,_. ucJ Tuaa auspst a trek 
011 tba pan ot o11-t1ol4 woa"koro to noal.J 4o-
Yalop111s t1ol4o. 

u.s. DQa-t ot .!il"lOuUID'II Buraau ot .&srlcllltiD'IIllcoaai .. 
l"lgure m. Maps supplied by 0. J. Galpin and T. B. Manny, Division of Parm Population 

and Rural Life, 'O'Dited states Department of Agriculture. Bee study by these 
authors, Internste Mtgrstfon• Among t1ul Nattve White Population, (planograpbedJ 
Washington, D. 0., 11134, p. 82. 
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has been rapid, the increase being 1.4 percent for the United States average 
as compared with 13.8 percent for Oklahoma. Why the tendency for natives 
of Oklahoma to emigrate should increase ten times as rapidly as that for 
the country as a whole is not even suggested by the comparative data on 
the growth of population. However, it is known that few people were born 
In Oklahoma prior to 1890, and there is comparatively little migration be­
fore adult ages are reached. From 1890 to 1930, the population of Oklahoma 
Increased by 926.3 percent while that of the United States increased by only 
100 percent during the same time. Evidently the growth of the population 
of Oklahoma has been limited by natural increase in only a minor degree. 
The absorption of native white population born in Oklahoma into other 
states fs shown in Pigure m. 
TABLE 4.-Pereent ;of Total Na.tlve Wblte Population ot OJda.lumla at the 

Time ot Ceasa8 Enumeration Who Were Bom Elsewhere In the 
United States Compared with United States Averap. 

1930 
1920 
1910 
1900 
1890 

Percent born elsewhere 
but residing In 

Oklahoma 

51.9 
60.3 
71.2 
79.6 
97.8* 

Bo1711cz: 0. J. Galpin and T. B. Manny, op. cit., p. 7. 

United States average 
percent residing In 

other than state 
of birth 

23.4 
22.5 
22.4 
21.5 
22.0 

•Includes Oklahoma Territory only. No data on state of birth for Indian Territory In 
1890. 

In 1890, the native white population of Oklahoma composed 97.8 perceqt 
of persons born elsewhere in the Unted States, and perhaps over 90 percent 
of these had resided in the territory less than one year. The increase in 
the proportion of native Oklahomans in the population has been rapid. 
In four decades, the proportion of non-native Oklahomans declined by 45P 
percent, or practically 1.6 percent per year. (Bee Figure IV for absolute 
numbers of migrations to Oklahoma from other states.) This, of course, was 
accelerated by the high proportion of young children in the population. 
In view of the tendency prevalent in the United States as a whole, it seems 
that this proportion will continue to decline untn it reaches about 25 per­
cent, which at the present rate will require approximately 20 years subse­
quent to 1930. In other won:ls, by 1950 it may be exp~ted that the propor­
tion of non-migrants among the population of Oklahoma will approximate 
the average for the United States, other things remaining constant. 

Trends in• the Farm Popalation of Oklahoma 

During the past four years the writer has been engaged in an effort to 
obtain reliable computations on the annual changes in the farm populati~ 
of Oklahoma. Reports on these studies have been issued at various inter­
vals. In June, 1934, estimates were prepared with the aid of census ma­
terial and publi!lhed data on rural migration released by the Division of 
Rural Life in the U'nited States Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The 1935 
Census of Agriculture will be an invaluable aid in revising the estimates 
for the years since 1930. While at work on the present study, computa,­
tions were established by the procedure already described for 1910 and 1900, 
and interpolations were made for the intervening years. It is expected 
that the annual estimates thus obtained will prove to be highly useful in 
future researches dealing with the interrelations of demographic factors 
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Native White Migrants Into Oklahoma From State of Birth 

o.tlaJaoaaa Tent t017 wa• o-rautze4 tram a pa:rt 
ot Ia4te.a Terr1to17 to 1890, an4 the map ror 
tbat JMr 1D.cl\&dea oil.lJ' ree14eote or tDe :tor­
mer, r.rom 1900 an, the upe appl7 to the en­
UH area now aOilprhtn~: tb4 atate or Oll:la­
boall. '1'be nUilber ot ne.ttve whttee bom ela._ 
n.ire eud lt 'l'i.as in tbta area tnoreaaed \'81'7 
Np141J' up to 1910. I. .am&ll 8B1D 1D nUIIber 
oacvre4 bet:nea 1910 and 1920. Purtns; the 
moat reaat d.eoa4e \be nuiak>er ot persona born 
Ill other parte or tba Ua1 ted Stataa end 11Y­
b& fa Oklaboma remained praat1oall)' constant. 
a.eatead1D8 opportunt Un were the rtrat la• 
OtllUH toP nlo luta"l' lllBNUOI laW Oltla­
U., Latlll"', t11e cleYe~t of ~· eat 
Ol Uoo to oone tile ueda or qr1-tld'lll 
eNu, B.D.d ,.tbe oplot tattoa ot tla1a State•a 
atnare.l .reaouroea, obtetl7 on, au.lahl 
the tiD"'eMilt. into Qklabaala. 

v. s. J)opll'-• or .lp'loul- Burea11 or .&srlcuUUftl -·· 
PJgure IV. Maps aupplled b)' 0. J. 08lpln and T. B. Manny. lbl4., p. 83. 

11 

and other socio-economic data. The admitted inaccuracies ot the data 
which have been computed are not believed to be of sufficient weight as to 
preclude their, use in. time-series studies. 

It will be understood that in this part of the discUiiSion the data for 1930, 
1925, and 1920 are taken directly from the Census, and that those for 1910 
and 1900 are derived by subtractions of rather tangible quantities from aggre.. 
gates given by the Census, and that the figures for intervening··years are 
interpolations derived partially from the intercensal trends and partly from 
other general sources. It is assumed that these data actually represent the 
trends Jn farm population changes. These data are given in Table 5, to­
gether with the index of purchasing power of farm coniril.odlties, 1910 to 
1934, inclusive. 

Prom Table 5, it will be observed that the growth of farm population 
in Oklahoma has been cycl1caltn nature, and that between 1900 and 1934, 
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TABLE 5.--changes In the Size of Oklahoma Farm Popalation and the 
Index of Purchasing Power of Oklahoma Fann Commodities. 

Index of farm purchaatng 
Year Total population on power for Oklahoma• • 

Oklahoma farms• (11110-14=100) 

1934 1,097,280 
1933 1,090,944 67 
1932 1,056,000 48 
1931 1,026,432 50 
1930 1,021,174 71 

1929 976,515 96 
1928 941,766 99 
1927 92o,436 101 
1926 913,312 81 
1925 925,690 103 

1924 940,800 104 
1923 953,600 112 
1922 966,400 94 
1921 989,200 79 
1920 1,015,899 98 

1919 1,019,054 126 
1918 1,022,209 134 
1917 1,025,364 142 
1916 1,028,519 114 
1915 1,031,674 101 

1914 1,034,829 89 
1913 1,037,984 106 
1912 1,041,139 99 
19U 1,044,294 93 
1910 1,047,450 113 

1909 998,907 
1908 950,363 
1907 901.819 
1906 853,276 
1905 804,732 

1904 756,189 
1903 707,645 
1902 659,102 
1901 610,558 
1900 562,015 

•Pigures for 11130, 11135, and 11130 are taken from the Census. ThOBe for years after 
11130 are estimates, and wlll be checked as 100n 88 the 1935 Census of Agriculture 
Is available. Par lntercensal estimates see, Currnf Farm Bconomtc•. Okla. Agrl. 
Exper. Bta. Series 49, Vol. 5, No. 8, pp. 110-114; Vol. '1, No. 3. pp, 39-41. Plgurea: 
prior to 1930 are Interpolated on the basis of computations (Bee fn. 1 Table 1) for 
1900 and 11110. 

**Indexes prepared by L. B. Ellis, Dept. Agrl. Econ., Oklahoma A. and :M. College, see hi"· 
Oklahoma Parm Prices, Current Farm Bconomtc1, Supplement Table 83, p. 811, for· 
figures 1910-193ll. Later figures have been computed and Inserted In this table. 
No Indexes of purchasing power of farm commodities have been computed for 
Oklahoma prior to 11110. 
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there are four cyclical movements discernable. At once the criticism may 
be raised that the cyclical swings are anly refiectipns of the method by 
which the computations were made. In part this objection will be granted. 
However, it will not be admitted, without substantial evidence to prove 
the point, that the movements are due to this solely. Between 1920 and 
1934 est.lma.tes on rural migration were made by C. J. Galpin and T. B. 
Manny on the basis of census areas of the United States by means of 
questionnaires. Four states, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana, 
comprise one of these census areas. The annUal estimates for Oklahoma 
were computed in the same proportion of the total change for these states 
for the intercensal years as the farm populaton of Oklahoma bore to the 
total farm population of the area in the census year, and the res~t was 
added to or subtracted from the trend in natural increase corrected for 
changes in the size of famWes on farms. This would in some measure 
obviate the tendency toward the generation of an automatic cyclical move­
ment. Furthermore, the number of farms increased by 181.4 -percent be­
tween 1900 and 1930 according to census reports, while the farm population 
determined independently by the method already described increased by 
180 percent. Apparently the trends in farm population are not altogether 
due to the clumsiness of the interpolations, but rather in a large degree to 
demographic factors. 

In Figure V, an effort has been made to represent the trend in the 
growth of the Oklahoma farm population in comparison with the trend in 
the purchasing power of Oklahoma farm commodities since 1910. In other 
words, this is an attempt to show the relation of farm population changes 
to farm business conditians. The index of farm purchasing power is with 
reference to the 1910-1914 average, while the population changes are abso­
lute. On this basis it will be observed that the population movement ap­
pears to be much more inert than the index of busineBB conditions, which 111 
to be expected. Even if the index of purchasing power had been repre­
sented in a smoothed curve, this relationship would hold true. 

It may seem peculiar that the increases of the farm population seem 
to occur when the index of purchasing power of farm products is low, and 
the farm population declines when the purchasing pc)wer is high. There 
are several plausible explanations for this. First, real wages in urbaln in­
dustries tend to be even higher than farm purchasing power when the lat· 
ter is at its highest, except for short periods of time.• In the second place, 
when agriculture is prosperous, larger numbers of farmers are able to retire 
and move to town to edUcate their children or te engage in business. Third. 
during a prosperous period of agriculture, making a living is less difficult 
and children are therefore comparatively free to emigrate from the farms 
as soon as they are old enough to take. care of themselves. Fourth, when 
agriculture is prosperous, the alternative opportunities for young people off 
farms are usually more numerous, and they have comparative freedom of 
choice in mobWty. 

On the other hand, when agriculture is depressed, there are seldom many 
demands for labor off the farm, and young people stay at home because 
they cannot go elsewhere. In the second place, the high natural increase 
of the farm population and its small outlet during a. depression causes the 
farm population to rise Uke water impounded in a stream. Third, when a 
depression has been prolonged for several years, the problem of unemploy­
ment in the cities becomes unwieldy and the city population starts moving 
landward. For these reasons the quantitative changes in the farm popu-

"Bee Otla ·ourant ''Du11Can, "J'he Farmer6'· Standard ot ·Li11ing AI a Factor In Public 
Poliele• of Farm Belief, (unpublished paper read before Agricultural Bconomte~~ 
Dlvlalou. Bwn. Boc. Bel.· ADD. Oklahoma· C,ty, .AprU 3, lt31). 
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Growth of Oklahoma Farm Population Compared With the Index of 
Purchasing Power of Oklahoma Farm Commodities, 1910-1934. 
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P1gure ·v. Data for this graph will be found In Table· I; The growth of· the farm pop­
ulation In Oklahoma since 11110 exhibits a slight tendency to vary In the opposite. 
direction from the trend In purchasing power of ·farm products, although the 
movements of population lag a little behind the major fluctuations In the Index 
of purchas~ power ol farm products. 

lation may often take the opposite course to that of the index -of farm busi­
ness conditldns. Piuthennore, the exodus of farm population is a stimulus. 
to farm prosperity because fewer people are left to produce the fooil. supply-. 
and this· makes possible both higher wages and higher prices for farmers. 
Machinery can be substituted for lal»r, and farm production per inan may 
be allowed to exp&nd.' 

AB a check on the estimates of farm population trends in Oklahoma. 
Table 6 has been arranged. 'l1le manner 1n which the estimated number 
of persons actually living on farms was obtained for 1900 and 1910 .bas bt;en. 
described 1n previous paragraphs. This table is significant because it shOWS: 
approximately the average number of persons per farm in Oklahoma for­
Census years. 

l'n Table 6, it w1il ·be seen that the number of farms 1n Oklahoma has· 
remained fairly constant since 1910, while the total population on farms has. 
varied somewhat. The estimates for 1900 show that the average number­
of people on farms was the lowest for any year up to 1920. Although the­
figure 1a only an estimate, the writer believes it 1s reasonably accurate be-· 
cause the population of Oklahoma was increasing very rapidly at that ttme· 
through the process of migration. Many of the early settlers of the terri-· 
tory were either single people, young married people whose famUies were 

tSee allo, Rupert B. Vance's paper, Beglo!IG.I B•eo~~•tnlcttoa: A •• o.c tor Chit 8011t1J.. 
Joint publloatton, Porelp l'ol1cy ~latlon, New Yorll:, and the Unlveral.tJ' ot 
North Carolina PfeU. OhapeiiiDl, 1lll& 
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TABLE G.-Number of Farms, Total Farm Population, aDd Average Number 
Pel"SSIDS per:· Fal'm in Oklahoma for Census Years 1900 to 1930. 

Census year 

1930 
1925 
1920 
1910 
1900 

203,866 
197,218 
191,988 
190,192 
108,000 

Total number Average nu~r 
farm population persons per farm 

1,021,074 5.0 
925,690 4.7 

1,015,899 5.3 
1,047,450 55 

562,015 5.2 

Somcz: U. B. Census, Agriculture, lind Series, Oklahoma, 1930, p. 5. 

yet small, or large numbers of unmarried men in late middle life, as suc­
ceeding data on sex and age composition will show. By 1910, these young 
famnies had matured considerably, the number of their children had In­
creased and large numbers of unmarried migrants had married and had 
children. Between 1910 and 1920, the towns and cities had begun to absorb 
the surplus farm population rapidly, as was seen in Table 2. This reduced 
the average number of persons on farms to an appreciable extent. Further­
more, this process of urbanization went on with increasing momentum untn 
about 1926, when there was a slowing down in the cityward migration, and 
a tendency was begun for the farm population to grow somewhat faster 
than it did during the period of the World War. All in all, these data 
ileem to ·be closely in line with the trend of historical events in Oklahoma, 
and for that reason the validity of these awrages appears to the writer 
to be defensible. 

Trends in Age and Sex Composition of Oklahoma Popu]atlon 
At least three factors are responsible for changes in the age composi­

t!on of the population of Oklahoma. Fii-st, there has been an increase In 
the proportion of the population who were born in Oklahoma. Second, there 
has been a decline in the death rates of chlldren and even an increase 1n 
the relative number of persons dying in old age. And, third, as in other 
areas of the country, there has been some decline in the birth rates during 
recent years. These phenomena are well known and require little comment. 

The percentage increase in Oklahoma residents who were born in 
Oklahoma has been given (in Table 4) abow. The recent trends in ilnfant 
mortality and the death rates due to causes of jlennity haw been presented 
by the writer in another study! It was found in that study that, for the 
decade 1920 to 1929, the infant mOI'tality rates declined from 120 per 1000 
living births to 61.4 per 1000 living births in the rural parts of Tulsa county, 
and from 90.8 to about 63.2 per 1000 living births for the city of Tulsa, al­
though the variations for individual years were not always consistent. The 
smoothed trend in infant mortality for the city of Tulsa during this time 
showed a decline from around 115 to approximately 75 deaths per 1000 liv­
ing births. The death rate from causes of senildty increased from 44.1 to 
64.5 per 100,000 of the population during this period. Unquestionably, vital 
processes have been of great importance in recent years in changing the 
general age composition of the population of Oklahoma. 

The most conspicuous changes in the age composition of the population 
of Oklahoma from 1890 to 1930 have been an almost constant decline In 
the proportion of the population under 15 years of age, and a comparatively 
rapid increase in the proportion who are 65 years of age and over. As may 
be seen by reference to Table 7 and Figure VI, the population in all adult 

"See Otis Durant Duncan, Some Social and l!lconom1c Aspects of the Problem of Rural 
Health In Oklahoma, Okla. Agrt. Exper. Sta. Clr. No. '18, Sept., 1931, pp. lf-1'1. 
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ages shows a tendency either to increase or to remain almost constant in 
proportion to the totals. There seems to be no doubt that a part of the 
proportionate increase in older people in the total population has been due 
to the settlement of Oklahoma m06tly by people of middle age and under. 
In the passing of time, these have grown older, and the birth rates have 
declined appreciably. Even if the death rates for those past middle life 
had remained constant, there woUld have been a preceptible increase in the 
relative numbers of older people among the· total popUlation. 

Age Distribution of Oklahoma PopalaUon for 1890 Compared with 1930. 
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l'lsure · VI. "Data from 'l'able 7. It Is notleeable that the proportion of children In the 
~al population has· decnued. materially while the proportion of people 4li :vean 
of ap and over have Increased al'Jlreclably between 1890 and 11130. 
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TABLE 7.-Age Distribution of Oklahoma Population Shown as Percent of 
Total Population in Quinquennial Age Groups for 

Each Census Year. 

PERCENT OP TOTAL POPULATION IN AGE GROUP, 
CENSUS YEAR 

Age group 
1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 

~otal ---------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

0-4 years ------------ 11.0 12.5 14.6 15.0 14.2 

5-9 ------------------ 11.9 12.9 13.1 14.0 13.6 

10-14 ---------------- 10.8 12.2 11.2 12.3 11.2 

15-19 ---------------- 10.5 10.3 10.5 10.6 8.7 

20-24 ---------------- 9.6 9.0 9.6 9.3 9.5 
25-29 ---------------- 8.2 8.2 8.4 8.2 9.2 

30-34 ---------------- 7.0 6.8 7.0 6.6 8.2 
35-39 ---------------- 6.7 6.6 6.3 5.6 6.7 

40-44 ---------------- 5.6 5.2 4.8 4.9 5.4 
45-49 ---------------- 4.8 4.6 3.8 4.0 4.6 
50-54 ---------------- 4.1 3.6 3.6 3.3 3.5 
55-59 ---------------- 3.2 2.6 2.5 2.2 2.2 

60-64 ---------------- 2.4 2.1 1.8 1.5 1.4 
65 and over --------- 4.1 3.2 2.7 2.5 1.6 

SoullcEB: 1930 and'1t20, 15th U. S. Census •. Popu1Gtfo7J.; 1930, Vol. D, Cb. 10, p, 848; 
1910, 14th u. s. Census. Popallltloft., 1nD, Vol. U, p. 258; 1900, 13th u. s. Census. 
PopalGtloft., Vol-. m, l910, p. o&a; 1~:_ 11th u. s. Census. PopuJcstloft. pt,' n. pp. 
'f4-'J5, ~udes Oklahoma Territory ODJY, population. of Indian Terrltl!rJ' J1l)t being 
separated by.flve-year age groups. 

TABLE B.-Number of Males to 100 Females in Oklahoma Population by 
Age Groups for Population of Known Age 1890-1930. 

MALES TO 100 PBIIALES, CENSUS YBAR 
Age group 

1930 1920 1910 1900 1890° 

~otal ---------------- 106.1 109.0 113.7 115.6 128.2 
0-4 years ------------ 102.9 100.3 100.2 102.1 109.0 
5-9 ------------------ 103.1 101.7 103.2 100.5 108.2 
10-14 ---------------- 102.9 103.6 104.5 105.7 106.5 
15-19 ---------------- 100.2 99.6 104.4 105.2 97.8 
20-24 ---------------- 98.2 99.1 105.4 109.7 114.8 
25-29 ---------------- 99.3 101.9 112.0 110.2 141.3 
30-34 ---------------- 102.9 105.3 118.9 129.2 159.8 
35-39 ---------------- 105.6 115.2 126.5 138.8 160.9 
40-44 ---------------- 109.8 117.3 130.9 150.3 155.5 
45-49 

---------------~ 
111.2 131.9 134.2 143.5 178.1 

50-54 ---------------- 126.2 147.0 163.9 151.0 181.6 
55-59 ---------------- 129.1 147.0 155.0 143.9 201.8 
60-64 ---------------- 133.3 146.4 151.0 144.8 217.5 
65-69 ---------------- 132.9 143.2 140.3 153.7 184.8 
70-74 ---------------- 134.0 138.7 137.7 140.3 187.8 
75-79 ---------------- 126.1 122.0 135.0 119.8 107.9 
80-84 ---------------- 122.6 112.3 120.6 126.1 147.4 
85 and· over --------- 99.3 98.8 85.5 81.3 61.5 

SoviiCIICII: u. s. Census, Vol. D, 1930, p. 848; Vol. n, 1920, .P· 25'f; Vol. I, 1910, p. 395; 
Vol. D, 1900, pp. 38-l'f, 80-81; pt, D, 1890, pp. 'f4-'f5. 

•Includes Oklahoma Territory only. 
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In Table-8 the sex ratios, the number of males to each 100 females, are 
given for the population of each census year by five-year age classifications. 
These data are indispensable to an understanding of qualitative changes in 
the population, and throw important light upon the famUy and economic 
rela.tionships, although these do not come within the pale of the discussion 
at this point. 

As is characteristic of new populations generally, par-ticularly those of 
agricultural regions and areas of extractive industries and forestry, there was 
a lJea.VY predominance of males in the population of Oklahoma in 1890. 
One feature of Table 8 which the writer cannot explain, however. is tha~ 
there was a greater predOOJIJHI.Jl(l(' of males among chlldren in 1890 than 
has been t,plcal of later years. Why should there have been an unusual 
excess of males over females among children 15 years of age and below in 
1890? Beginning with 1900, the sex distribution in these age groups aP­
proached the same proportions as have been maintained constantly ever 
since. Even ehildren four years of age and under showed a greater disparity 
of males than is usually !found of those under one year of age. In the 
population 25 years of age a.nd over there was an enormous excess of mas­
culinity. For the most part the male excess has declined oontinuously since 
1890, which IWBS to be expected, but even in 1930 it was at least 25 percent 
greater than the proportion of females. In 1930, there was almost equality 
in~ proportions for the population from 15 to 29 years of age, :If any dif­
ference, a slight excess of feDUIIles; but in all other age groups, except those 
over 85 years of age, males were in .pronounced predominance. 

Bacial W.d National Origin. of Oklahoma Population 
The population of Oklahoma is somewha.t distinctive as to its racial 

and national origin. There are three important racial elements, the white, 
the Indian, and :the negro, and only an insignificant proportion of other 
races. The foreign and mixed whites 1n the population are too small in 
number to be considered except to say that. since 1900 they have continu­
ously de~Be!i in proportion to th~ total population. Oklahoma has never 
been an·frnPorti.Lrit area of absorption of-European immigrants. The State 
has been populated by a tertiary migration of European stocks whose orig­
inal ancestors came direct from the mother country to the Atlantic Coa..stal 
PlaiD, thence by a secondary migration to the central Mississippi Valley, 
and f1nally to Oklahoma. 

TABLE 9.-Pereentatre Distribution of Oklahoma Population in National 
and Baclal GrouiiS for Census Years. 

PERCENT OF POPULATION, CENSUS YEAR 
National and racial 

group 1830 1820 1910 1900 1890 

~tal -----------~---- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Native white -------- 87.5 87.8 84.8 82.2 65.7 
Native parentage ---- 83.2 82.8 79.1 78.1 63.9 
Foreign parentage __ 2.0 2.8 3.0 3.1 .9 
Mixed parentage ____ 2-.2 2.4 2.7 3.0 .9 
Foreign born white• __ 1.4 2.0 2.4 2.8 1.0 
Negro --------------- 7.2 7.4 8.3 7.0 8.4 
Indian, Chinese, Etc._ 3.9 2.8 4.5 8.2 24.9 

aou.oa: U. 8. Census. Poplllation, Oklahoma, 1830, 2nd Series, Table 13; Population 
11130, Vol. II, Table 12; Popvlatlon, 1810, VoL III,. Table 1, ·p. 481. 

•Includes M:ex1cana In 1830 to :be comparable with ·earlier years, the proportion of Kexl­
cans being only 0.3 percent ot the total population. 
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The principal states which have contributed to the population of Ok· 
lahoma are Texas, Arkansas,. Missouri, a.pd Kansas. Nationally the popu· 
lation of Oklahoma is highly homogeneous, .but thinking in terms of regional 
social characteristics it is rather heterogeneous. Oklahoma is neither 
east, west, north nor south, but an unamalgamM;ed agglomeration of the 
characteristics of ali these areas. There is no typical Oklahoman in the 
sense in which this descriptive !WOuld ~ly in Virginia, Connecticut, or 
Iowa. There are Texans, Kansans, Missourians, and expatriates from other 
states who are transplanted into Oklahoma. Only iri an almost impercep­
tible degree is it possible to detect a tendency toward an "Oklahomaniza­
tion" of the population. The data which are shown 6n race and nativity 
are, therefore, distinctive enough as ·to race, but not as to nativity except 
in the general sense that the people are natives of the United States. 

In Table 9, there are three significant ·trends to be obServed. First, the 
native white population is increasing rapidly in relative importance. Sec­
ond, the foreign-born and mixed elements of the white population are fad­
ing out, and may be expected to become increasingly obscure owing to the 
natianal restriction of European immigration. Third, Indians and negroes 
are failing .to hold ·their own demographically as compared with the white 
race. The absolute increase in these races is too small to maintain their 
original positions in the total !POpulation. A secondary observation of im­
portance is that there is a high degree of probability that the Indians are 
'being assimilated in the white population. As rapidly as India'DS become 
more white than Indian In !blood, they tend to lose their identity as Indians. 
However, in spite of the fact ·that the slightest trace of negro blood classes 
an individual as a negro, the negro population does not increase, but rather 
diminishes relative to the total population. This may be seen clearly by 
consulting Pigure VU. 

Marital Condition of Oklahoma PopalatiOD 
There are many factors which affect the marital condition of a popu· 

lation. Plrst, the proportion of each sex who are married is limited by the 
numerical proportl.ans of .the two sexes to each other. If there is··a great 
predominance of males over families, a larger proport•on of females than of 
males will be married. - The second ltiUiting factor is the age composition 
of the population. If the proportion ot children iii the population under 15 
years of age is unduly large, .the properl;ion of· .married !People wW be de­
creased. The third limiting factor is bhe nature of migrations. If large 
numbers of single or unmarried people of adult age are emigrating, the pro­
portion. of married people in the population from which these migrants are 
going will be increased, while that in the group to.which they are going will 
be decreased. If the emigrants are predominantly :of one sex, the propor­
tion of married people of the same sex will be increased in the population 
group from which the emigration is taldng place, but it ·will be decreased 
in the group which is absorbing them. If unemployment is relatively un· 
favorable to persons of one sex in a given area, an exodus of that sex is to 
JM! expected, and a corresponding shift in .the proportions of the population 
of the same sex will !be registered :both in the area from which they go and 
in that into which .they are absol'bed. Thus it is that a knowledge of social 
and economic factors is highly important in gaining an understanding of 
the marital behavior of a population group.• 

"See the writer's paper, Sez Ratios and Marital Condition or Adult Populations of Dif· 
rerent Types ot Communities 1n the· United States 1n Relation ta Population 
Changes, Bocf4Z Force•, XII. No. 2, Dec. 1933, pp, 222-229. 
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Percentage Dlstribuiion of Oklahoma Pop111ation by National and 
Baeial Groups for CeDS118 Years. 
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Pltrlml VII. Data hom Table 11. The Cbarat:*erlatlc trend In racial and national origin 
of the population of OklahOma Is a eonthiuous relative Increase In the proportlon 
of native whites of native parentage, wblle other groups have eltber decreased 
relativelY or have remained atatlolllll'J' In relation to the total population. 

In Table 10, the percentage diatrlbution of the population of Oklahoma 
15 years of age and over according to marital condition is given for census 
years from 1890 to 1930. It is the purpose of this table to show the trends 
in marital behavior of the Oklahoma population whler bave occurred since 
tbe settlement of the State. 

'11le data of this table show in general that there has been an increase 
in the proportion of married males and a relative decline in the numbers 
of adult males who are single or never married, while the proportion of 
widowed males has remained almost constant, except for chance variations. 
The proportion of married males having increased, there bas been an in· 
crease in the propol.'tion of divorced males. Part of this increase in divorced 
ma.les may be only a manifestation of a tendency to increasing divorce that 
bas been prevalent throug~out the United states, rather than to eireum­
stanees peculiar to Oklahoma. The Census shows that the percentage of 
divoroed males in the adult population of the United States increased con­
tinuoUSly from .2 percent in 1890 to 1.1 percent in 1930, while in Oklahoma 
the corresponding figures were .4 pel'eeDt in 1890 and 1.5 percent in 1930. 

For the adult female population of Oklahoma the percent who -nre 
single, or never married, bas decreased by a small fraction, but not suf­
ficiently to be ascribed to anything ·but chance. On the otber band the 
percentage of females in the adult population who were married has de­
clined consistently from '12.3 in 1890 to 87.2 in 1930. On the other band the 



Populatton Trends tn Oklahoma 21 

TABLE 10.-Perceldap Distribution of Oklahoma Population 15 Yean of 
Age .and Over by Marital ConditiOn of 

Eaeh Sn: for Census Yean. 

PERCENT OF MARITAL CONDITION, CENSUS YEAR 
Sex and marital 

condltlon 1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 

Males --------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Sblgle ----------- 30.9 32.6 35.7 38.4 41.0 
Married --------- 62.9 61.4 58.2 55.6 53.9 
Widowed --------- 4.6 4.8 4.8 4.9 4.5 
Divorced -------- 1.5 .8 .6 .4 .4 
Unknown ------- .1 .4 .7 .7 .2 

Females -------------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Sblgle ---------- 21.3 22.3 21.9 22.3 21.5 
Married --------- 67.2 67.7 69.3 68.2 72.3 
Widowed -------- 9.5 8.7 7.9 8.4 5.9 
Divorced --· ------ 1.9 1.0 .6 .6 .3 
Unknown ------- .1 .3 .3 .5 .o 

Bovac.:: U. B. Census. Poprdatfon, Vol. n, Tables 13-14, pp. 853-854. 

proportion of widowed females increased from 5.9 percent in 1890 to 9.5 
percent in 1930, and that of divorced ·fem.a.les from .3 percent bl 1890 Q) 
1.9 .percent in 1930. In the general population of the UDited States the 
proportion of widowed females has remained practically constant at about 
11 percent durblg this period, whlle that of divorced females has increased 
from .4 percent in 1890 to 1.3 percent in 1930. 

The significance of this table is that the early population of Oklahoma 
was composed largely of two marital groups, comparatively young families 
in which most of the unmarried females were daughters moving into the 
territories with their parents, and of U'llJDarried men who came seeking to 
establish themselves economically ,before marriage. As the population has 
grown older, there has been an increase in widowed females because the 
men, being older than their wives, have either died more rapidly or remar­
ried more often when widowed than widowed females, or both. The relative 
decline 1n sblgle men is partly explained by the fact that a.fter they es­
tablished residence they took wives as fast as the young women reached 
marriageable a.ge, whlle the tendency of the praportlon of sirigle women to 
remain constant is an indication that their numbers have been increased 
comparatively llttle iby migration, and most of those in adult ages have 
grown up ln famllles who moved to Oklahoma intact. In other words the 
changes in marital •behavior of the adult population have been only a mani­
festation of a process of demographic assimilation and absorption which has 
been in progress since the great waves of lmmlgration which occured during 
the first two decades of the State's history began to subside and Oklahomans 
began to assume a settled mode of living. 

Trends In Oceupational Distribution of Oklahoma Population 
One of the most important characteristics of a population group which 

needs to be known in studyblg its cultural and social evolution is the method 
by which it e&ms its llvhig, or its occupational description. When Okla.­
homa was settled, agriculture was the chief source of Uvellhood for the 
peoPle, in relative as well as in absolute terms. During the fii'st two de­
cades of the State's existence, a.grlcultural production in Oklahoma ex­
panded greatly as also did the a.ctual number of people eng&;ged in a.grl­
culture. However, a number of circumstances have been operative since 
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1910 which reduce to some extent the a.beolute numbers of people . occupied 
1n agricUlture as well as their proportion in the total employed populatian. 
Mechanization of productive processes in agricUlture and the appearance 
of altem.a.tive opportunities in other industries have been jointly responsible 
for the decline in the significance of farming as a source of employment. 

TABLE 11.-occupational Classlfica.tfon of Oldalhoma Population Ten 
Years of Age and Over as Gainfully Employed at the 

Time of Census Enumelration. 

NUMBERS BNOAOBD Ill OOCtJPATIONS, 
CENSUS YEAR 

Occupational classUicatlon • 
1930 1920 1910 1900 

All occupations --------------- 828,029 681,428 598,629 288,405 
AgricUlture 

----------~-------
305,986 306,493 346,274 186,704 

All non-agricultural 
occupations ------------- 522,043 374,935 252,355 79,701 

Trade .and transportatfan ______ 159,510 108,258 72,502 22,411 
Nfg. and mech. Jndustrles ____ 105,820 104,785 66,264 15,275 
Domestic and persona.l -------- 71,119 42,398 33,985 27.400 
Extractive industries ---------- 60,210 38,349 10,460 4.~01·· 

Professional services ---------- 49,226 34,275 30,489 9,520 
ldlscellaneous ----------------- 76,158 46,870 48,655 758 

0 0laulflcatlon made lfrom Census Reports b)' .John H. McClure. See hl8 unpubllsbed 
lllaster•a Thesis, A Studv ot the Composttton Gnd Ch.GrGctemtlca ot the BurGI Gnd 
UrbG!l PopulGtton 0/ OkiGli.OmG, 1932, p. 1'12, OD tne at Okla. Agrl. and lllech. Ool­
lep Llbral')'. 

• •Includes those working In mines and quarries only. 

Table 11 shows the actual numbers of people 10 years of age. and over 
who were employed in various broad occupational groups on th~ date of 
census enumeration from 1900 to 1930. The dlvlslon of the population· ac­
cording to this clas~ification was not attempted for two reasoil&. Pirst, the 
population ot 1890 had arrived so rece'ntly that an occupational classifica­
tion made in 1890 would not have been reliable. Second, the numbers of 
people engaged outside of agriculture at that time was so small as to be 
insignificant. The data are valuable in that they furnish an idea of the 
physical importance of various cypes of occupations in the maintenance of 
the State's population. 

TABLE 12.--Pereeatap DlstriiHdiDD of Ga:lnfally Employed Popalaaan 
of Oklahoma by Oeeqa.tional Classification. 

Occupational claaslflcatJon• 

All occupations ---------------­
AgricUlture --------~-----------­
All non-agricUltural occupations 
Trade and transportation.. _____ _ 
Mfg. and mech. industries _____ _ 
Domestic and personal --------­
Extractive industries -----------
Professional services ___________ _ 

~a11eous ------------------
•See .Jobn H. IICOiure, Rlfd,. p. 171. 

PERCENT ENGAGED IN OCCUPATIOK, 
CENSUS YilAR 

1930 

100.0 
37.0 
63.0 
19.3 
12.8 
8.5 
7.3 
5.9 
9.2 

1920 

100.0 
45.0 
55.0 
15.9 
15.3 
6.3 
5.6 
5.0 
6.8 

1910 

100.0 
57.8 
42.2 
12.1 
11.0 
5.8 
1.7 
u 
8.2 

1900 

100.0 
70.1 
29.9 
8,4 
5.8 

10.3 
1.6 
3.5 

.3 
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In Table 12, the percentages of the population gainfully employed in 
the different types of occupations are shown in order that changes in the 
relative importance of each occupational group may be seen. 

In Table 12, it will be observed immediately that there has been a de­
cline in the relative importance of agriculture as a source of employment 
which, despite absolute changes in the nwnbers of people engaged in agri­
culture, has ibeen continuous. In 1900, 70.1 percent of the employed popu­
lation were engaged in some form of agriculture while in 1930 the number 
had declined to 37 percent of the total employed population. Conversely the 
number of people employed in non-agricultural occupations increased from 
29.9 percent to 63 percent of the total between 1900 and 1930. The occu­
pational groups which blcreased regularly in relative importance during 
this period are trade and transportation, which increased almost two and 
one-half times; extractive industries, which increased almost five times; 
and professional services, which increased ·a little more than one and one­
half times. The proportion of persons employed in domestic and personal 
services declined appreciably from 1900 to 1910, then increased slightly from 
1910 to 1930. 

TABLE 13.-N11JJ1ber of Persons In Total Populaton of Oklahoma for Eaeh 
Worker Galnf1llly Employed In Specified Occupational Class. 

Occupational classification • 

All occupations ----------------
Agriculture --------------------All non-agricu,ltural occupations 
Trade and transportation ------
Mfg. and mech. industries _______ 
Domestic and personal ---------
Extractive industries -----------
PrOfessional services -----------
l&lscellaileous ------------------
•See .John H. McClure, Ibid., p. 175. 

NUMBER IN TOTAL POPULATION POR EACH 
PERSON EMPLOYED IN OCCU­

PATION GIVEN 

1930 1920 1910 1900 

2.89 2.98 2.77 2.97 
7.83 5.86 4.79 4.23 
1.59 1.82 2.37 3.32 

15.02 18.74 22.86 35.27 
22.64 19.36 25.01 50.91 
33.69 47.64 48.76 28.85 
30.79 52.86 158.40 188.14 
48.67 59.18 80.88 83.02 
31.46 43.27 34.06 1006.87 

In studying occupational classifications, it is necessary to bear in mind 
that technologies are changing all the time, and while the census designa­
tions are kE!'Pt as uniform as possible, even they must be changed. It is 
often impossible to follow th~ same census designations consecutively 
through several icensal periods. For this reason the data. on occupational 
changes may be only nominal. For example, a type of work which :may be 
regarded as personal service at one time :may come to be known as a. professiQil 
or a business later on. A laundress doing private family laundry work 
ma.y be given a different status from one working at a mangel in a com­
mercial laundry. Hair dressers and barbers are beginning to insist that 
they are professionals; and hotel operators may be regarded as business 
men, while rooming-house keepers are considered to ibe engaged in personal 
service. Many census categories of employment are purely arbitrary, and 
there is no good reaom why they should or should not be changed. If they 
are altered, it causes the subjective characteristics of the working popula­
tion to appear to be modified, while objectively their socio-economic status 
is unchanged. This is a definite Umitation of the data under discussion 
at this point. 

A popular belief is that there has been a decline in the proportion of 
employed people to the total population since machinery came into wide-
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spread use. Whne this may be true in certain highly specialized types of 
work It does not appear to be a general phenomenon In Oklahoma.' Table 
13 has been prepared for the purpose of testing this viewpoint for Okla­
homa. 

In 1900 there were 2.97 persons in the general population of Oklahoma 
for each person employed. In 1910 the corresponding figure •was 2.77 per­
sons, in 1920 It was 2.98 persons, and in 1930 It was 2.89 persons far each In­
dividual employed. If the difference between the ratios in 1900 and 1930 be 
taken as the trend, the decline Is only .08 persans more in the general 
population per employed worker in 1930 than In 1900. In view of a great 
lnerease in unemployment even before the cataclysm of 1d, It would seem 
that this small difference could be explained as being far more the result 
of economic disturbances than of tecb!nologlcal changes. Nevertheless. 
tomes have been written to prove that machine progress has been at the 
expense of the jobs of workers. Again, It Is entirely possible that the small 
displacement shown here could he attributed in some measure to the sudden 
acquisition of fortuitous wealth, the Inheritance of estates, or even in 1930 
to the retirement of successful business men and farmers. At any rate, the 
data do not prove that fewer people are working now than formerly •because 
machines have dlsplaced men. 

rn 1930 each person engaged In agrculture was producing food and other 
basic raw materlall!l far 1.85 times as many non-agricultural and unemployed 
people as In 1900. But this means only that these additional persons are 
employed outside of agriculture, and that there Is now a greater division of 
la'bor in all productive processes than was true In 1900. There were 3.32 
persons in the general population for each worker employed In all non­
agricultural ·Industries taken together In 1900, while In 1930 the ratio had 
declined to 1.59 persons, a decline of slightly more than 100 percent. A 
decline In a given ratio means a relative increase In employment In that 
field. The greatest relative :Increase In absorptlon of non-agricultural labor 
has bee'n In the extractive industries, which In 1930 employed about four and 
one-half times as great a proportion of the population as In 1900. Trade 
and transportation employed relatively two and one•thlrd times as many 
people In 1930 as in 1900, and professional services almost twice as ma.ny, 
whne employment In professional services experienced a slight decline rela­
tive to the general population In 1930 as compared with 1900. On the whole, 
the problem of employment Is one of constantly making new allocations ·of 
the human in relation to all other 'factors In production, rather than a 
general decline In employment. 

There Is a distinct social problem in the reallocation of human mate­
rials to productive processes which arises In the division of labor between 
the sexes. Table 14 shows the trend In the employment of women 1n all in­
dustries from 1900 to 1930 far Oklahoma. 

TABLE 14.-Pereent :Females Were of Total Gainfully Employed Popula­
tion of Oklahoma .at Time of Ceasus Enumerations.• 

Year of census 

1930 
1920 
1910 
1900 

Number gainfully 
emplo;yed 

828.029 
681,428 
598,629 
266,405 

•Bee John B. McClure, ilrid., p. 111. 

Percent 
females 

18.6' 
16.1 
15.0 
9".2 

Number In total 
population per. 
female worker 

18.6 
21.4 
22.1 
35.2 

rsee further the writer's paper, wm t1&e •achttae wrscl: CiollfllaU0111 ~). 
on rue at Oklahoma AJrlcultaral and Mechanical Oollege Ltbrary, 11114. 
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The data in Table 14 indicate quite clearly that women are increasingly 
important in industry. In 1900, only 9.2 percent of all employed persons in 
Oklahoma were women, while In 1930, 18.6 percent of all employees were 
women. In absolute terms tt~.e number of women workers increased from 
22,473 in 1900 to 129,81lin 1930, or an Increase of 577.6 percent, while during 
the same time the number of male workers Increased from 243,932 to 698,-
218, or by only 286.2 percent. Putting the matter in still another light, In 
1900 there were 35.2 persons In the general population as compared with 
18.6 in 1930 for each female gainfully employed. This disproportionate in­
crease in the employment of women is partly due to only an arbitrary defi­
nition of employment. A housewife .is not registered as being gainfully em­
ployed, but domestic servants, maids In hotels, waitresses, hair dressers. and 
janitresses are. However, as bas been seen already, there has been no 
marlred relative increase In the numbers employed in these types of occu­
pations. Women are working in secretarial, managerial, teaching, business, 
and numerous other types of employment In which they enter Into direct 
competition with male labor; and the statistics seem to indicate that It Is 
in the fields where women meet masculine competition that their employ­
ment has- Increased most rapidly. 

While not aprepoa to this discussion, It may be said subjectively that 
female employment affects the sta.ndards of living of the population in a 
serious way. Plrst, It tends to lower the common wage level because women 
will work for lower wages than are ordlnarlly paid men In the same occu­
pation. Second, a large number of women workers are without famllles, 
and their employment displaces men with .families. Third, the employment 
of married women is a potential source of psycho-social disrUption of family 
life because It removes the woman from the more Intimate family functions 
which cannot be delegated suecessfully to their husbands. Furthermore, 
the necessity for a famlly to subsist upon the wages of a female ·breadwinner 
induces an economic strain upon the family, for as has been said, the wages 
of women are usually low compared with thoae ot men, and the per capita 
spendable income is generally reduced In cases in which the wife works 
rather than the husband. In spite of all this, there has been a dispropor­
tionate increase In the employment of women In Oklahoma up to 1930, and 
In all probablllty an even greater relative Increase since 1930. 

Cllanges In IDitera.cy In Oklahoma Population 

The proportlan of illiteracy is by no means an adequate measure of the 
educational advancement of a population group. However, there are no 
other criteria for which data can be had for the State as a whole except 
for a few single years. In the main, It can ibe assumed with justlf1ca.tion 
that as the proportion of Dllteracy declines, the average level of education 
attained by the population is rlslDg. Furthermore, a decline In the per­
centage of illiteracy Is lndlca.tive of increasing acculturation of the popu­
lation because the ability to write neceasarily implies the acquisition col­
laterally with it of other forms of knowledge. Thus the spread of literacy 
implies not only a widening of the culture base, .but also an Increase in the 
height of the culture pyramid. Unfortunately, there are no available data 
which indicate the proportions of the whole population who have carried 
their education through the grade school, the high school, and college. 

In Table 15, the percentage of 1lllteracy among different population 
groups 10 years of age or over is shown for Oklahoma from 1890 to 1930. 
For 1890, the census dlvlslon of the filiterate population is less detailed than 
for succeeding census years. This is not to be deplored, however, for the 
reason that the total population of the territory was so small, and the minor 
racial and national groups were smaller stlll. that the more minute dlvlatons 
used in later years probably would not have been statistically slgniflca.nt. 
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TABLE 15.-Peree.- of miteracy in Population of OkJaboma 10 Years of 
Age aDd Over, by Racial and National Orgin. 

PBRCBNT ILLrfBRATB, OBH8US YEAR 
Racial and national 

groups 1930 1920 1910 1900 1890 

All groups ---------~ 2.8 3.8 5.6 12.1 5.4 
Native white of na-

tive parentage ---~ 1.8 2.4 3.5 8.1 } Native white of foreign 3.4 
or mixed parentage .9 1.2 4.3 3.1 

Pore1gn born white~- 5.6 14.0 9.8 10.8 6.1 

Negro --------------- 9.3 12.4 17.7 37.0 } 39.2 
Indian, Chlnese, etc. __ 31.1 16.9 25.2 35.2 

Sonca: U. 8. CeDS11S. PopUIGtfOII, 1930, Vol. II, pp. 181, 121111; 1820, Vol. m, p. 829; 
Vol. III, 1810, p. 488; 1880, Part II, p. XXXV. 

At first it ls strlklng that the proportion of Dliteracy more than doubled 
between 1890 and 1900. There are two plausible explanations for that. 
PJrst. there 1s an indication that a great deal of the migration which oc­
cured during that decade was from ,the less highly cultured social strata. 
Second, th1s was the period of the State's history when the absorption of 
population was most rapid in absolute numbers, and there were few schools, 
churches, ·or other educational opportunities avaDa.ble for either those who 
immigrated during that decade or had moved in to the territory prior to 
that time. Th1s was an era of social or1gins rather than of soc1al a.ssim11a­
tion in Oklahoma. 

From 1900 onward the proportion of Witera.cy in the total population 
10 years of age and over has diminished rapidly. It was reduced by 53.7 
percent between 1900 and 1910, by 34.3 percent between 1910 and 1920, and 
by 35.7 percent from 1920 to 1930. No doubt this has been due to improve­
ment of school fac111ties, the building of roads, the provision of transporta­
tion for school chDdren, the creation and ·enforeement <even if lax) of 
compulsory school laws, and a general widening of. cultural horizons. 

During the period since 1900, the proportion of illiteracy has been de­
creased by two-tbirds in the white population of foreign and mixed parent­
age, and in .. 1930 the proportion of illiteracy in this group was only one-half 
as great ~· .lll the native white .population of native parentage. This is 
explained 'by ·the fact that the mixed elements of the white population are 
descended from Anglo-Saxon and "nlutomc stocks primarny, arid that these 
people reside ·mostly in the counties of Okiahonia in which educational op­
portunities are far better than average for the State. In the foreign born 
white population Witeracy increased from 6.1 percent in 1890 to 14.0 per­
cent in 1920, but declined to 5.6 percent in 1930. Most of the forel.grt born 
whites are either Mex1cans or Southeastern Europeans wh<lse educational 
advantages at home were limited. ~ermore, these people Uve for the 
most part around the coal and zinc mines and in the counties of Oklahoma 
which are below the average of the State in educational advancement. 

The proporttcm: of negroes who are Witerate has decUDed witli phe­
nomenal rapidity since 1900. At that time, 37.0 percent of those 10 years of 
age and over were illiterate whlle at present only 9.3 percent are Witerate. 
The support of negro education in Oklahoma, though probably ina.dequa.te 
even now, has not been totally neglected. From 1910 to 1930, negro children 
between the ages of 'I and 20 years who· were attending school increased from 



Population Trends tn Oklall,oma 27 

65.1 percent to 72.0 percent. Among the -Indian population illiteracy de­
clined from 35.2 percent in 1900 to 16.9 percent in 1920, but it had risen 
again to 31.1 percent in 1930. It would be only a speculation to attempt an 
explanation of this phenomenon, and it could not be done except at the 
hazard of wrongfully charging the responsibility for it either to the Indian 
himself or to the Federal and State governments, which would be insupport.. 
able iby avaUable facts 1'11 either case. The phenomenon may be only a dif­
ference in the adequacy of census reports as between various census years. 

SDJIJDiai"Y and Conclaslons 
Population trends in Oklahoma represent the coordination of diverse 

cultural traits. Scarcely would it .be possible in any state of the union t.o 
find at once greater simUarities and contrasts than in Oklahoma. The 
population is predomina.tely native white, born mostly outside of Oklahoma. 
It partakes of the nature of all the regions of the United States; and in 
spite of that, it has a uniqueness all its own. The State has been up to now 
primarUy an area of absorption. In respect to nationality, the population 
is 98.6 percent American, and it is 87.5 percent native white. At the same 
time, it is composed of three distinct racial elements, which socially are im­
pervious to each other, but in which there is constant biological mixing. 
In place of a bi-racial problem there is a racial triangle in Oklahoma which 
is highly obtuse. The white race is culturally allled with the negro, the 
religion, education, occupation, and poUtics of the two races being practically 
the same. The negro has almost completely forgotten his primitive culture, 
and has adopted that of the white man. In terms of sociability and in­
termarriage there is a coalescence between the whites and the Indian, but 
the underlying elements in their cultural and psychological heritages are as 
far removed from each other as the poles of the earth. 

Territorially, the population of Oklahoma has shifted greatly toward 
the towns a:nd cities since 1890. From 1910 onward the growth of popula­
tion has been mostly an urban increase because of a tremendous rural exodus. 
In absolute numbers the farm population has rema.ined almost constant, 
which has shifted the relative increase mostly to non-farming communities. 
Movements in the aggregate of the farm population have a tendency to be 
associated inversely with business prosperity. The more favorable business 
conditions are, the greater is the Ukelihood of an increased rural emigration. 
While there has been a decline in the proportion of residents of Oklahoma 
who were born in other states, there has been an increase in the proportion 
of persons born in Oklahoma bpt who Uve in other states which now exceeds 
the average for the United States by 5.2 percent. The explanation of this 
is not apparent. 

Like most new agricultural areas, Oklahoma was settled by a population 
composed predominantly by males and comparatively young people. In re­
cent years there has been an increasing tendency toward a balance in the 
age and sex ratios of the population. However, it will be sometime yet be­
fore an equilibrium can be estabUshed in either of these two characteristics 
if the present rate of change continues. In racial composition, there is a 
tendency for the population to become increasingly white. Foreign born 
population has never been statistically important in Oklahoma. The negro 
population is at a standstilli'll relation to the total, if not actually declining 
in relative importance. The Indian population is in danger of utter extinc­
tion as a distinct group through the operation of demographic processes. 
Miscegenation of Indians and whites is proceeding rapidly, and the remain­
ing Indian population is regarded as being almost stationary. 

In marital conditton there is a slowly approaching equilibrium between 
the sexes, especially amoilg those who have 1been married. However, the 
proportion of marriageable males who have never married is about one and 
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one-half times as great as that of marriageable women. In 1890 there 
were twice as many marriageable men as women in the population. 
Widowhood of females has increased rapidly, while among males it 
has remained almost constant. The proportionate increase in di­
vorce has been about 400 percent for males and 600 percent for females 
since 1890. This is believed to ibe in a large measure lost motion in the 
process of cultural assimilation, although divorce has increased rapidly 
throughout the entire country during this same time. 

The .principal trends in occupational distri·bution of the population since 
1890 have been a relative decline in the sig'nificance of agriculture as a 
means of employment, and a compensating increase in the relative im­
portance of non-agricultural occupations. Business, professions, and ex­
tractive industries have emerged in large proportia.ns. There was, up to 
1930 and possibly after, an increase in the proportion of females among the 
employed population which threatens to assume a geometric configuration. 
Education has advanced in the lower cultural strata of the population prob­
ably with greater rapidity than in the upper strata, due to increase in pubHc 
support of schools and other poHtical policies which have tended all the 
time to brOaden the scope of public serviCe& and to equalize opportunities as 
between social classes. 

Judging the future by the present, it appears likely that in the near fU­
ture the dynamic, restless, surging forces behind the population movements 
in Oklahoma will have begun to lose their momentum. It is apparent that 
the tide of Immigration has been checked already, and an exodus from the 
State 1s proceeding rapidly. Puture increases in the population will depend 
more and more upon vital processes. One of the chief causes of concern 
1s the disparity .between the sexes, which not only is a factor retarding 
natural increase but also one which induces a heavy strain upon the family 
institution itself. Technological changes have reduced employment but lit­
tle on the whole, but economic conditions have been out of 1balance 'for a 
long time. Oklahoma has depended far too much upon ·booms and rushes 
to give impetus to its industry. In the light of what can be seen now, 
Oklahoma over-built ;itself in the •beginning. Villages expected to become 
cities, and cities hoped to be metropolises. At the present time Oklahoma 
is faced with the necessity of ceasing to grow and taking a little time to 
ripen. The results of an exaggerated optimism are ·beginning to be felt 
while the State has to perform the difficult tasks Incidental to digesting 
and assimilating the enormous intake it has received during the past four 
decades and forging all these factors into a secure civilization. 



Populatfcm Trends tn Oklahoma 29 

LITERATURE CITED 

United States Bureau of Census, AgricUlture, 2nd Series, Oklahoma, 1930. 

United States Bureau of Censi.JS, PopUlation, 1930, Vol. II; 1920, Vol. III; 
1900, Vol. n; 1890 pt. II. 

Duncan, Otis Durant, The Fusion of White, Negro, and Indian CUltures at 
the Converging of the New South and the West, Southwestern 
Social Quarterly XIV, March, 1934. 

----------··-• The Farmer's Standard of Living as a Factor 1n Public Poli­
cies of Farm Relief, Unpublished study. 

------------• Some Social and Economic Aspects of the Problem of Rural 
Health In Oklahoma, Okla. Agri. Exp. Sta. Clr. 78, Sept. 1931. 

------------• Sex Ratios and Marital Condition of AdUlt PopUlations of 
Different Types of Communities 1n the United States 1n Rela­
tion to Population Changes, Social Forces, XII, Dec. 1933. 

------------• Wm the Machine Wreck ClvDiza.tion, (Unpublished) Oklahoma 
AgricUltural and Mechanical College Library, 1934. 

Ellis, L. S., Editor, Current Fann Economics, Okla. Agr1. Exp. Sta. Series 49, 
Vol. 5; Vol. 7, No. 3. 

------------• Oklahoma Farm Prices, Current Parm Economics Supplement. 

Galpin, c. J., and Manny, T. B., ~tenta1e l!rf.i,ratious Amouc the Native 
White Popalati01111, U. 8. Bur. Agrl. Econ., Washington, D. C., 
1934. 

McClure, Jobn H.. A Study of the COmposition and Characteristics of the 
Rural and Urban PopUlations of Oklahoma, Unpublished mu­
ter's thesis, Oklahoma AgricUltural and Mechanical College Li­
brary, 1932. 

Thonlthwa1te, C. Warren, Intemal Migration in the United States, Uni­
versity of Pennsylvania Press, PhDadelphla, 1934. 

Vance, Rupert B., Regional Reconstruction: A Way Out for the South. 
Joint iPubllcation, Porelgn Polley Association, New York, and 
the Unlverslty of North Carolina Press. Chapel Hill, 1935. 



30 Oklahoma Agricultural Experiment Statton 

APPENDIX 
The accompanying appendix table comprises all the existing official 

lnformatian on total population changes in Oklahoma by counties from 
1907 to 1930. Prior to 1907 only a few of the present counties of the State 
had been organized. Since that time, there have been numerous changes 
in the boundaries of the counties for which corrections in making this 
table have been impossible. However, corrections and adjustments have 
been made in cases in which new counties have been formed and in which 
whole townships have been transferred from the jurisdiction of one county 
to that of another. 

The purpose of this table is to make available in convenient form a 
compact summary of the growth of population in Oklahoma by counties 
since the State was organized. These data, it is believed, w1ll serve a highly 
useful function as a ready reference for persons interested in the State's 
growth but who do not have direct access to the regular United States 
census volumes. 

Percentage Increase •in Oklahoma Population by 
Counties, 1907 to 1930. 

DECREASE 

LESS THAN 26 PERCENT 

Z1 TD 49 PERCENT 

50 TO 119 PERCENT 

100 PERCENT & OVER 

STATE INCREASE 

89.4 PERCENT 

Data from whl.ch this map was made are given In the Appendix table. Corrections 
have been made for changes In county lines In all cases for which census Informa­
tion was avaUable. 
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ChaDP In Density of Oklahoma PopalWtion per Square 
Mile 1907-1930. 

LtGENO 

DE'REASE 

o-e.• 

so-zot.e 

211-otll.ll 

110 & OYER 

STATE INCREASE 14.1 
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This map shows the change In numbers of people per squere mne whleh took place be­
tween 1807 and 11130. Adjustments have been made for changes In eount:v lines 
and the Ol'IJanlzatlon of new eountles aeeordlni to Information avaUable from the 
Federal Census. The data from whleh this map was made are given In the table 
shown In the Appendix. 
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Growth of Population In Oklahoma From 1907 to 1930 by Counties. 
~to:~ 

Popula- Popala• Percent PopuJa. Percent Popula- Percent Percent Density 
tlon Density tton Density lnereaae tiDn Density lnerease tlon Density lnerease lnerease Increase 

ODUDty 11107 11107 1910 1810 11107-10 1820 11120 1810-20 11130 1830 11120-30 1907-30 11107-30 
(1) (2) (1) (I) (3) (1) <•> <•> (&) (Ill (II) (2) (2) 

0 ------------------------
State, total 1,414,177 20.4 1,657,155 23.9 17.2 2,028,283 29.2 22.4 2,396,040 34.5 18.1 69.4 14.1 ""' - ~ Adair 9,115 15.6 10,535 18.0 15.6 13,703 23.5 30.1 14,756 25.3 7.7 61.9 9.7 
Alfalfa 16,070 18.5 18,138 20.9 12.9 16,253 18.7 -10.4 15,228 17.6 -6.3 -5.2 -0.9 0 

;§ 
Atoka 12,113 12.1 13,808 13.8 14.0 20,862 20.9 51.1 14,533 14.6 -30.3 20.0 2.5 R 
Beaver 13,364 7.4 13,631 7.5 2.0 14,048 7.7 3.1 11,452 6.3 -18.5 -41.3 -1.1 ll:o. Beckham 17,758 19.4 19,699 21.5 10.9 18,989 20.7 -3.6 28,991 31.6 52.7 63.3 12.2 fQ -------------------- :1 
Blaine 17,227 18.5 17,960 19.3 4.3 15,875 17.1 -11'.6 20,452 22.0 28.8 18.7 3.5 () 

Bryan 27,865 30.0 29,854 32.2 7.1 40,700 43.9 36.3 32,277 34.8 -2D.7 15.8 4.8 ~ ... 
Caddo 30,241 22.0 35,685 25.9 18.0 34,207 26.5 -4.1 50,779 39.4 48.4 67.9 17.4 .... 

~ 
Canadian 20,110 22.6 23,501 26.4 16.9 22,268 25.0 -5.2 28,115 31.6 26.1 39.8 9.0 ... 
Carter 26,402 31.8 25,358 30.5 -4.0 40,247 48.4 58.7 41,419 49.8 2.9 56.9 18.0 R ... 

---,---------------- ~ 
Cherokee 14,274 18.0 16,778 21.2 17.5 19,872 25.1 18.4 17,470 22.7 -12.1 22.4 4.7 ~ Choctaw 17,340 21.9 21,862 27.7 26.1 32,144 40.7 47.0 24,142 30.6 -24.9 39.2 8.7 

al 
Cimarron 5,927 3.2 f',553 2.5 -23.2 3,436 1.9 -24.5 5,408 2.9 57.4 -8.8 -0.3 i Cleveland 18,460 33.3 18,843 34.0 2.1 19,389 35.0 2.9 24,948 45.0 28.7 35.1 11.7 
Coal 15,585 29.7 15,817 30.1 1.5 18,406 35.1 16.4 11,521 21.9 -37.4 -26.1 -7.8 al 

-·------------------- ;:s 
Comanche• 19,500 17.8 25,067 22.9 28.5 26,629 24.3 6.2 34,317 31.3 28.9 76.0 13.5 .... 
Cotton• 12,238 19.4 16,422 26.1 34.2 16,679 26.5 1.6 15,442 24.5 -7.4 26.2 5.1 l:ll .... 
Craig 14,955 19.8 17,404 23.0 16.4 19,160 25.3 10.1 18,052 23.8 -5.8 20.7 4.0 R 
Creek 18,365 19.1 26,223 27.3 42.8 62,480 64.9 138.3 64,115 66.6 2.6 249.1 47.5 

.... ... 
0 

Custer 18,478 18.5 23,231 23.3 25.7 18,736 18.8 -19.3 27,517 -27.6 46.9 48.9 9.1 ;:s 

Delaware 9,876 12.4 11,469 14.4 16.1 13,868 17.5 20.9 15,370 19.4 10.8 55.6 7.0 
Dewey 13,329 13.5 14,132 14.3 6.0 12,434 12.6 -12.0 13,250 13.4 6.6 -0.6 -0.1 
Ellis 13,978 11.5 15,375 12.6 10.0 11,673 9.6 -24.1 10,541 8.7 -9.7 -24.6 -2.8 
Garfield 28,300 26.7 33,050 31.1 16.8 37,500 35.3 13.5 45,588 43.0 21.8 61.1 16.3 
Garvin 22,787 27.8 26,545 32.3 16.5 32,445 39.5 22.2 31,401 38.2 -3.2 37.8 10.4 



Grady 23,420 22.9 30,309 29.6 29.4 33,943 30.5 12.0 4:7,638 4:2.8 40.3 103.4 19.9 
Grant 17,638 17.7 18,760 18.9 6.4 16,072 16.2 -14.3 14,150 14.2 -12.0 -19.8 -3:5 
Greer• 13,083 20.3 16,449 25.5 25.7 15,836 24.6 -3.7 20,282 31.5 28.1 55.0 11.2 
Harmon• 10,541 19.2 11,328 20.7 7.5 11,261 20.5 -0.6 13,834 25.2 22.8 31.2 6.0 
Ha.rper 8,089 7.8 8,189 7.9 1.2 7,623 7.4 -6.9 7,761 7.5 1.8 -4.1 -0.3 

-------------------
Haskell 16,865 27.4 18,875 30.7 11.9 19,397 31.5 2.8 16,216 26.4 -16.4 -3.8 -1.0 
Hughes 19,945 23.3 24,040 28.1 20.5 26,045 33.0 8.3 30,334 38.4 16.5 52.1 15.1 

i Jackson 17,087 22.0 23,737 30.5 38.9 22,141 28.5 -6.7 28,910 37.2 30.6 69.2 15.2 
Jefferson 13,439 17.5 17,430 22.7 29.7 17,664 23.0 1.3 17,392 23.2 -1.5 29.4 5.7 
Johnston 18,672 28.4 16,734 25.4 -10,4 20,125 30.6 20.3 13,082 19.9 -35.0 -29.9 -8.5 -s::t 
Kay 24,757 26.5 26,999 28.9 9.1 34,907 37.4 29.3 50,186 53.7 43.8 102.7 27.2 .... ... 

0 
Jtln&'fisher 18,010 20.2 18,825 21.2 4.5 15,671 17.6 -16.8 15,960 17.9 1.8 -11.4 -2.3 ;:! 
Klowa 22,247 18.9 27,526 23.3 23.7 23,094 21.7 -16.1 29,630 28.3 28.3 33.2 9.4 "'3 
Latimer 9,340 12.7 11,321 15.4: 21.2 13,866 18.9 22.5 11,184 15.2 -19.3 19.7 2.5 ... 
LeFlore 24,678 15.3 29,127 18.0 18.0 4:2.765 26.5 46.8 42,896 26.6 .3 73.8 11.3 <II 

-------------------- ~ Lincoln 37,293 38.9 34,779 36.3 -6.7 33,406 34.8 -3.9 33,738 35.2 1.0 -9-.5 -3.7 
Logan 30,711 41.6 31,740 42.9 3.4 27,550 37.3 -13.2 27,761 37.6 0.8 -9.6 -4:.0 ;t 
Love 11,134 22.4 10,236 20.6 -8.1 12,433 25.1 21.5 .9,639 18.8 -22.5 -13.4 -3.6 0 McClain 12,888 22.9 15,659 27.9 21.5 19,326 34.4 23.4 21,575 38.4 11.6 67.4 15.5 O'i1' 
McCurtain 13,198 7.0 20,681 10.9 56.7 37,905 20.0 83.3 34,759 18.3 -8.3 163.4 11.3 -s::t ;:so 
1\.lclntosh 17,975 27.2 20,961 31.7 16.6 26,404 37.3 26.0 24:,924 35.2 -5.6 38.7 8.0 0 
Major 14,307 15.3 15,248 16.3 6.6 12,426 13.3 -18.5 12,206 13.0 -1.8 -14.7 -2.3 ~ 
Marshall 13,144 31.4 11,619 27.7 -11.6 14,674 35.0 26.3 11,026 26.3 -24.9 -16.1 -5.1 s::t 
Mayes 11,064 16.4 13,596 20.1 22.9 16,829 24.9 23.8 17,883 26.5 6.3 61.6 10.1 
Murray 11,948 28.2 12,744 3Q.l 6.7 13,115 30.9 2.9 1:l,410 29.3 -5.4 3.9 1.1 

1\luskogee 37,467 46.0 52,743 84.8 40.8 61,710 75.8 17.0 66,4:24 81.6 7.6 77.3 35.6 
Noble 14,198 19.3 14,945 20.4 5.3 13,560 18.5 -9.3 15,139 20.6 11.6 6.6 1.3 
Nowata 10,453 17.8 14,223 24.3 36.1 15,899 27.1 11.8 13,611 23.2 -14.4 30.2 5.4 
Okfuskee 15,595 25.0 19,995 32.1 28.2 25,051 40.2 25.3 29,016 46.6 15.8 86.1 21.2 
Oklahoma 55,849 77.9 85,232 118.9 52.6 116,307 162.2 36.5 221,738 309.3 90.6 298.2 231.4 

w 
w 



APPENDIX-(Contlnued) w 
~ 

Popula- Popula- Percent Popula- Percent Popula- Percent Percen& Deruilty 
tlon DellllltY tlon Denlllty Increase tlon Density Increase tlon Density Increase Increase Increase 

County 1907 11107 1810 '1910 11107-10 1810 1910 1910-20 1830 1830 1910-30 11107-30 11107-30 
(1) (II) (1) (I) (3) (1) (f) (f) (5) (I) (&) (I) (2) 

---------------------
Okmulgee 14,362 21.2 21,115 31.1 47.0 55,072 79.0 160.8 56,558 81.1 2.7 293.8 59.9 0 
Osage 15,332 6.7 20,101 8.8 31.1 36,536 16.0 81.8 47,334 20.8 29.6 208.7 14.1 cor .... 
ottawa 12,827 26.9 15,713 32.9 22.5 41,108 86.2 161.6 38,542 80.8 -6.2 200.5 53.9 s::a 
Pawnee 17,112 29.3 17,332 29.7 1.3 19,126 32.8 10.4 19,882 34.0 4.0 16.2 4.7 ;,-

() 
Payne 22,022 32.5 23,735 35.0 7.8 30,180 44.5 27.2 36,905 54.4 22.3 67.6 21.9 ~ ..__,_.__..,.......__ 

34.8 s::a Pittsburg 37,677 27.5 47,650 34.8 26.5 52,570 38.4 10.3 50,778 37.1 -3.4 9.6 
Pontotoc 23,057 31.7 24,331 33.4 5.5 30,949 42.5 27.2 32,469 44.6 4.9 40.8 12.9 lb. 

IIQ Pottawatomie 43,272 54.6 43,595 55.0 0.7 46,028 58.0 5.6 66,572 83.9 44.6 53.8 29.3 "1 
Pushmataha 8,295 5.8 10,118 7.1 22.0 17,514 12.2 73.1 14,744 10.3 -15.8 77.7 4.5 ... 

<:1 
Roger Mills 13,239 11.7 12,861 11.3 -2.9 10,638 9.4 -17.3 14,164 12.5 33.1 7.0 0.8 ~ .... -------------------- .... 
Rogers 15,485 21.5 17,736 24.3 14.5 17,605 24.8 -0.7 18,956 26.7 7.7 22.4 5.2 ~ 

"1 
Seminole 14,687 23.2 19.964 31.5 35.9 23,808 37.6 19.3 79,621 125.8 234.4 442.1 102.6 s::a .... 
Sequoyah 22,499 32.5 25,005 36.1 11.1 26,786 38.7 7.1 19,505 28.1 -27.2 -13.3 -4.4 1!!1 Stephens 20,148 22.5 22,252 24.8 10.4 24,692 27.5 11.0 33,069 36.9 33.9 64.1 14.4 

~ Texas 16,448 8.0 14,249 6.9 -13.4 13,975 6.8 -1.9 14,100 6.8 0.9 -14.3 -1.2 
Cll 

8.7 89.5 10.6 
"1 

Tillman 12,869 17.6 18,650 25.4 44.9 22,433 26.4 20.3 24,390 28.2 i Tulsa 21,693 38.4 34,995 61.9 61.3 109,023 186.4 211.5 187,574 320.6 72.0 764.7 282.2 Cll 
Wagoner 19,529 35.8 22,086 40.5 13.1 21,371 39.2 -3.2 22,428 39.7 4.9 14:8 3.9 ;s 
Washington 12,813 30.1 17,484 41.1 36.5 27,002 63.5 54.4 27,777 65.4 2.9 116.8 35.3 .... 
Washita 22,007 21.9 25,034 24.9 13.8 22,237 22.1 -11.2 29,435 29.3 32.4 33.8 7.4 til .... 

15,517 13.2 12.7 17,005 13.5 6.7 9.6 1.1 
s::a 

Woods 12.4 17,567 14.0 15,939 -9.3 .... ... 
Woodward 14,595 11.8 16,592 13.5 13.7 14,663 11.9 -11.6 15,844 12.8 8.1 8.6 1.0 () 

;s 
•Population for Comanche and Cotton counties apportioned from Comanche county for 11107 and 1910. Population for Greer and Harmon 

counties apportioned from Greer county for 11107. Cotton county was 
county was organized from part of Greer county In 11108. 

•united states Ce1111us, State Compendium-Oklahoma, 1930, Table 2. 
•calcula ted. 

orsanlzed from _part of Comanche county In 1912. Harmon 

•United States Census, Vol. m, liUO, Oklahoma, Table 1. 
•United States Ce1111us, State Compendium-Oklahoma, 1920, Table 1. 
SUnlted States Census, Population, Vol. I, 1830, Oklahoma, Table 3, pp. 879·880. 
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