TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW

A Monthly Summary of Business and Economic Conditions in Texas
BUREAU OF BUSINESS RESEARCH : THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS

PROSPECTS FOR THE AEROSPACE INDUSTRY IN TEXAs by Robert B. Williamson |/ TEXAS BUILDING CON-

STRUCTION IN JANUARY by Robert M. Lockwood |/ POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS COUNTIES, 1963

VOL. XXXVIII, NO. 3
MARCH 1964

$3.00 A YEAR

v’ o -

o m Ch

':i el B e

R i a7

2 P B!l . '

:. ;"" 1m| w
o %A, T

E o ' I

£ '“"l g\

o |

N/

A
III

M

/
:"' |
]



TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW voL. xxxvrirr, No. 3, MARCH 1964

Editor: Stanley A. Arbingast / Associate Editor: Francis B. May / Managing Editor: James J. Kelly
Editorial Board: Stanley A. Arbingast, Chairman, John R. Stockton, Francis B. May, Robert H. Ryan, James J. Kelly

CONTENTS
57: THE BUSINESS SITUATION IN TEXAS by Francis B. May
60: PROSPECTS FOR THE AEROSPACE INDUSTRY IN TEXAS
by Robert B. Williamson
65: TEXAS BUILDING CONSTRUCTION IN JANUARY 0y Rob-
ert M. Lockwood
67: JANUARY RETAIL SALES IN TEXAS by James J. Kelly
69: POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS COUNTIES, 1963

TABLES
H8: SELECTED BAROMETERS OF TEXAS BUSINESS
59: BUSINESS ACTIVITY INDEXES IN 20 TEXAS CITIES
65: ESTIMATED VALUE OF BUILDING AUTHORIZED

66: BUILDING AUTHORIZED IN TEXAS, 25 SELECTED CITIES

66: ESTIMATED VALUE OF BUILDING AUTHORIZED, METRO-
POLITAN AREAS AND OTHER CITIES

67: ESTIMATES OF TOTAL RETAIL SALES

67: CREDIT RATIOS IN DEPARTMENT AND APPAREL STORES

G7: RETAIL SALES TRENDS BY KINDS OF BUSINESS

68 : PERCENT CHANGE IN SALES OF TEXAS DEPARTMENT AND
APPAREL STORES

68: POSTAL RECEIPTS

T0: 1963 POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS COUNTIES BY
THREE METHODS, WITH AVERAGE ANNUAL GROWTH
RATES, 1960-1963

T71: 1963 POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS STANDARD
METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS BY THREE METHODS,
WITH AVERAGE ANNTAL GROWTH RATES, 1960-1963

T3: LOCAL BUSINESS CONDITIONS

CHARTS
57: TEXAS BUSINESS ACTIVITY
58: MANUFACTURING EM PLOYMENT IN TEXAS
58: MANUFACTURING PLACEMENTS IN TEXAS
59! TOTAL UNEMPLOYMENT IN TEXAS
61: AIRCRAFT AND PARTS MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT

IN TEXAS, 1950-1963
61: BLECTRICAL MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT MANUFAC-
TURING EMPLOYMENT IN TEXAS, 1950-1963
62: TOTAL AEROSPACE AND ATRCRAFT INDUSTRY MANUFAC-
TURING EMPLOYMENT IN THE UNITED STATES, 1957-
1963
63: TOTAL AEROSPACE AND AIRCRAFT INDUSTRY MANUFAC-
TURING EMPLOYMENT PERCENTAGE CHANGES, 1957-
1963
65: BUILDING CONSTRUCTION IN TEXAS

The Bureau of Business Research is a member of the
Associated University Bureaus of Business and Economic
Research.

BUSINESS RESEARCH COUNCIL

John Arch White, Dean of the College of Business Admin-
istration (ex officio) ; John R, Stockton; Jim G. Ashburne,
Jessamon Dawe, James R. Kay, Stephen L. McDonald,
E. W. Mumma, and W. T. Tucker

BUREAU OF BUSINESS RESEARCH

Director: John R. Stockton

Associate Direcltor and Resources Specialist: Stanley A.
Arbingast

Asgsistant to the Director: Florence Escott
Statistician: Francis B. May
Administrative Asgistant: Juanita Hammons

Researeh Associate: Charles O. Bettinger, Marie Fletcher,
Louise K. Iscoe, James J. Kelly, Ida M. Lambeth, Robert
M. Lockwood, Margaret Paulissen, Elizabeth R. Turpin,
Robert B, Williamson

Research Assistant: Bobby G. Bizzell, Harold L. Sides,
William W. White

Adminigtrative Secretary: Margaret F. Smith
Sentor Seeretary: Diana Rausch

Senior Clerk Typist: Pauline M. Casey, Claire Howard,
Carollin Mayes, Janet Redding

Cartographer: Judy Buerkle
Library Assistant: Merle Danz

Statistical Assistant: Mildred Anderson, Sara Garza-
Gongora
Statistical Technician: Janice Soriero

Clerical Assistant: Pamela Binkley, Robert Zani
Offset Press Operator: Robert Dorsett, Daniel P. Rosas

COOPERATING FACULTY

Charles T. Clark: Associate Professor of Business

Statistics

Robert H. Ryan: Special Instructor in Business Com-
munications

L. L. Schkade : Assistant Professor of Business Statistics

Published monthly 1})’ the Buﬁ_eau of Business Research, College of Business Administration, The University of Texas, Austin, Tesas, TET1Z2.
Second-class postuge paid al Austin, Texas. Content of this publicatisn is not copyrighted and may be reproduced freely, Acknowledgment of
source will be appreciated. Subseription, $3.00 a year; individual copies, 25 cents,



THE BUSINESS SITUATION IN TEXAS
by Francis B. May

IN JANUARY THE SEASONALLY ADJUSTED INDEX OF TEXAS
business activity rose to a new all-time high of 142.9%
of its average monthly value during the 1957-59 base
period. At this level the index was 4% above December
1963, and 3% above its January 1963 value. During
the last half of 1963, the index moved in a narrow range
of 134.3% to 140.3%. This breakthrough into new high
ground in the first month of the year is an encouraging
sign of renewed vitality in the state’s economy.

Miscellaneous freight carloadings rose 89, after sea-
sonal factors were taken into account. At 77.6% of its
average monthly value during the 1957-59 base period, the
index was higher than it has been sinee October of last
year when it reached 80.69: of the base value. The Jan-
uary index was 6% above the comparable year-ago value.
The success of “piggy-back” hauling of truck trailers on
specially-designed flat cars is aiding this index.

Seasonally adjusted January erude petroleum produc-
tion in the state was virtually unchanged from December.
The 98.39% wvalue of the index was 119% above January
1963. Data published in the February 15 issue of World

Oil place Texas production at 973,925,000 barrels of erude
oil in 1963, up 3.2% from 1962. United States production
was 2,756,432,000 barrels, up 3.09% from 1962, Texas pro-
duction was 33.8% of the national total. Louisiana pro-
duction of 524,530,000 barrels was up 9.9% from its
1962 output of 477,153,000 barrels. Louisiana was the
second largest producing state with 19.09 of total na-
tional production.

Total domestic petroleum production in 1963 was
80,243,000 barrels above 1962, The 1963 increase in total
Louisiana production of 47,377,000 barrels was 59.09% of
the entire national increase. The Texas inerease in output
of 30,597,000 barrels was 38.1% of this total. Texas and
Louisiana together provided 97.19: of the total increase
in United States production in 1963.

The United States Bureau of Mines forecasts a 1.3%
increase in domestic production of crude petroleum in
1964 and a 2% increase in production of natural gas
liquids. Imports of crude oil in 1964 are forecasted at a
level of 5.39% above 1963. Imports of refined products are
expected to be 1.5% above 1963. The estimate of 2,192,000
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MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT IN TEXAS
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barrels a day of imports of crude oil and refined products
amounts to 20.09% of total new supply during the year.
New supply is defined as domestic production of oil and
natural gas liquids plus imports of crude and vefined
products.

Seasonally adjusted crude runs to stills in January
were virtually unchanged from December. The index was
19 below January of last year when severe cold re-
quired high runs to provide additional fuel oil. Average

SELECTED BAROMETERS OF TEXAS BUSINESS
(1957-50=100)

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964
Jaun Dee Jan _from from

Index 1964 1963 1963 Dec 1963 .Jan 1963
Texas husiness aectivity ......... 1429 137.8r 138.8r + 4 + &
Migcellaneous freight carload-

ings in SOW, disteict........... 6 LD T35 + 8 + &
Crude petroleum produetion ... 983% 08.6* BB.3r =™ + 1
Crude oil runs to stills. .. L1324 11200 1180 Ll — 1
Total electric power consumption 149.1% 148.6% 1386.67 2 + 9
Industrial power consumption .. 136.3% 136.8% 126.0r = + 8
Bank (ebits el 008 TBRE 18RO 4 @ 4
Ordinary life insurance sales . . 149.3 117.7
Total rvetail sales 120.1% 117.6" 118.7r + -2 + 1

Durable-goods sales ... ... .. . 184.5% 135.1% 132.1r e + 2

Nondurable-goods sales = . . 112.7%=108.4% 111.8¢ + 4 + &
Urban bhuilding permits issued = 130.3 112.5 1206 4 16 4+ 8

Residential ; .= 1236 11000 ELGE 11 =+ II

Nonvesidential C 15062 1078 187.8 + 39 o
Total industrial produetion ... .. 122% 121r 113 + 1 + 8
Total nonagricultural employment

in Texas o .. 109.8% 109.0r 106.6r + 1 =
Manufacturing employment

in Texas R ' - 107.5% 107.9r 104.1r il =
Average weekly earnings—

manufacturing S R 116.3% 114.2r 110.1r + 2 + 8
Average weekly hours—

manufaeturing e ! 99,5 99.Tr 90.5 L L

Adjusted for seasonal variation,
“Preliminary.

rRevised,

“Change is less than one-hall of 1 percent.

daily demand for distillate fuel oil in January of last
vear was 3,309,000 barrels, 8.2% greaterr than January
of this year.

The United States Bureau of Mines forecasts a 2.3%
inerease in domestic demand for vefined products in 1964.
Gasoline demand will be up 1.8% over 1963. Kerosine
demand will be up 7.29¢ because of increased demand for
jet engine fuel. Distillate fuel oil demand will be up 2.3%.
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MANUFACTURING PLACEMENTS IN TEXAS
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Residual fuel oil demand will be up 1.9%. Crude runs
to stills for the year are expected to be 1.49: higher
than in 1963, Imports and inventory reductions will sup-
ply the difference between demand for refined products
and refinery runs.

After declining during the final quarter of 1963, the
seasonally adjusted index of total electric power econ-
sumption rose a fraction of a percentage point in January.
At 149.1% of average monthly consumption during the
1957-59 base period the index was 9% above January
1963, Industrial power consuraption performed in much
the same manner as total consumption, holding steady
at a level equal to December and 8% above January 1963.
Domestic and commercial consumption plus industrial
consumption make up the total index. A parallel move-
ment of the two indexes means that the pattern of move-
ment of domestic and commercial power consumption was
the same as that of industrial power consumption. Both
of these indexes have strong long-term growth rates.

Seasonally adjusted total retail sales in the state
rose 2% in January to a value 1% above January 1963.
January sales of nondurable goods caused the month-to-
month rise in total sales. Sales of durables in January
held steady at the December level after seasonal factors
were taken into account. Comparison with January 1963
reveals a 29 improvement in sales of durable goods and
a 19 increase in sales of nondurables.

Retail sales for the United States in January dropped
from December's record of $21,091,000,000 to $21,001,-
000,000 on a seasonally adjusted basis. They were 3%
above January 1963. Increased sales of durables in Jan-
uary were more than offset by a decline in sales of non-
durables. January 1964 sales were the second highest on
record, exceeded only by December 1963.

Total retail sales for the nation in 1963 were $247
billion, up 4.9% over 1962. Total annual retail sales have
declined in only one year, 1961, since the 1930’s.

The seasonally adjusted index of total urban building
permits issued rose 169 in January to 130.3% of the
average monthly volume of permits issued during the
1957-59 base period. This was 8% above the January
1963 level of the index. Both residential and nonresiden-
tial permits contributed to the rise. Residential permits
were up 11% over December and an equal percentage
over January 1963. Nonresidential permits were up 39%
over December and 9% over January 1963. National
data show that private residential permits declined in
January from their December level after seasonal factors

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



TOTAL UNEMPLOYMENT IN TEXAS
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are taken into account. Private housing starts in Janu-
ary were above their December wvalue after seasonal
adjustment,

The seasonally adjusted index of nonagricultural em-
ployment in the state prepared by the Bureau of Business
Research from data collected by the Texas Employment
Commission rose 1% in January, At 109.8% of the
1957-59 monthly average the index was 3% above Jan-
uvary 1963, Manufacturing employment was at the De-
cember level after seasonal factors were taken into ac-
count. It was 39 above January 1963,

Total nonagricultural employment in the state was
2,686,200 in January. Manufacturing employment was
517,900.

Employment in production of crude oil and natural gas
in January was 104,800, down 2.2¢; from January 1963.
Since oil output has stabilized, the continued decline in
employment in oil and gas production must be attributed
to the impact of automation. Automatic production, meter-
ing, and flow control on the lease has become inereasingly
common in recent years with a consequent decline in the
need for pumpers and gaugers,

Employment of 665,400 in retail and wholesale trade
in January was 2.1¢ above January 1963 levels. Finance,
insurance, and real estate firms employed 143,900 in
January, up 4.69% from the corresponding 1963 month.
Employment in service industries in January was 379,600,
up 3.4% from January of last year.

Government employment in the state was 486,500 in
January, up 2.4% over January 1963, State and local
government employment was 354,500, up 2.99% from the
comparable 1963 employment total. Much of the growth
in this category is due to increases in the number of
teachers and other school personnel needed to educate
our growing young population. A Bureau of the Census
study indicates that the age group 5-24 years in 1985
will number between 84,636,000 and 103,492,000 depend-
ing on the assumptions of fertility used, This age group-
ing spans the prinecipal school-attending groups. In 1963
there were 60,312,000 in the 5-24 age group. By 1985
the size of the group will increase 40.3% to 71.6%, de-
pending on whether the low or the high fertility assump-
tion is most nearly realized. If the school-leaving age is
raised and drop-outs decrease, the size of the school
population will increase at an accelerated rate, In either
event, the cost of educating this vastly inereased number
of young people must be borne.

The seasonally adjusted index of average weekly earn-
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ings in manufacturing in Texas rose 29 in January to
116.39 of its 1957-59 average monthly value. This was
an all-time record for the index.

The seasonally adjusted indexes of business activity
for twenty Texas cities show numerous rises in January.
Sixteen cities had month-to-month inereases. Two had
no change. Only Austin and Corpus Christi had declines
in January. This indicates that the January improvement
in activity was generally diffused throughout the state.

BUSINESS ACTIVITY INDEXES IN 20 TEXAS CITIES
(1057-69=100)

Percent change

Jan 1964  Jan 1964

Jan Dect Jan from from
City 1964 1963 1963 Dec 1563 Jan 1963
Abilene G R 124.9 124.5 e + 8
Amarillo Swin . HBDRE 138.6 130.1 + 9 A=-16
Austin | ... 155.6 151.4 156.7 — 4 — 1
Beaumont ... ... 140.3 131.4 118.1 4= 7 38
Corpus Christi .. .123.1 124.0 108.3 1 + 14
Corsicana | J110.6 108.2 116.6 kB — b
Dallas . 2= 1438 1421 150.2 o e — 4
20 R L R e 128.8 120.1 120.6 s il
Fort Worth . <1230 115.1 114.9 = il
Galveston | MR e 108.1 107.6 + 4 T 4
Houston RSN |71 1 ¢ 147.7 139.1 oy D He- ol
Laredo . -138.1 138.7 136.4 he 3 o
Lubbock Gt BT 142.7 165.4 + 182 + 14
Port Arthur ...... 111.1 97.9 100.9 -+ 18 + 10
San Angele .. .134.8 114.4 121.3 e | +-11
San Antonio ... . 140.2 139.8 189.4 i T 2k
Texarkana e |l I 147.4 144.8 + 10 + 12
Trler: e 1816 124.4 123.4 + 6 el
WBe0:  anisce e 136.4 133.6 128.6 =+ iE + 8
Wichita Falls ....127.7 112.0 1198.5 + 14 el

Adjusted for seasonal varintion.
**Change is less than one-half of 1¢.
TRevised.

February 1961 marked the beginning of the ecurrent
business expansion. March is the thirty-seventh month of
this upswing. Few peace-time expansions have lasted so
long. The most recent of these was the October 1945 to
November 1948 cyclical upswing, which had a thirty-
seven-month duration. During the period since December
1854, there has been only one peace-time upswing that
exceeded thirty-seven months in length. This was the
March 1933 to May 1937 expansion. It lasted fifty months.
These data are based on the National Bureau of Economic
Research reference dates, which are accepted by all stu-
dents of the business cycle. Passage of the tax-reduction
bill assures the current expansion a new lease on life.
An upsurge in consumer expenditures for durable and
nondurable goods will result, Reduction of the corporate
income tax will improve the cash flows of the nation’s
corporations. This will result in a new wave of invest-
ment in new plant and equipment. Much of the nation’s
productive plants and machinery are old and in need of
replacement by more modern plants and equipment. The
means to make this investment is now at hand.

Aside from the amount of the cut, the mere fact that
there has been a general reduction indicates that a new
business climate prevails. The psychological effect of this
new business climate is very important. It will encourage
an expansionary view of the economy that will cause en-
trepreneurs to think of the future in larger terms.
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PROSPECTS FOR THE AEROSPACE INDUSTRY IN TEXAS

by Robert B, Williamson -

Assistant Professor of Finahcé, College of Business Administration

TEXAS HAS AN IMPORTANT STAKE IN NATIONAL AEROSPACE
programs, and the outlook for the Texas aerospace in-
dustry is fairly bright for the next few years. Recent
indications of future reduetions in government aerospace

programs, however, could have serious long-run implica-

tions for the state,

The nation’s aerospace industry sells more than 80%
of its output of ajreraft, missiles, spacecraft, and related
components to the Federal government for its military
and space programs. The industry already has experi-
enced drastic adjustments since World War IT because
of changes in government requirements. Now, after a dif-
ficult transition from large-seale production of conven-
tional military aircraft to greater emphasis on missile
and space vehicle development, the industry is confronted
with the prospects of a decrease in demand for missiles
and space hardware.

The budget estimate of the Federal government for
fiscal year 1965 shows total military spending down about
$1 billion from the current year to approximately $51
billion, and present plans anticipate further decline, per-
haps another $5 bhillion decrease by fiscal year 1969. The
fiscal year 1965 appropriations request for weapong pro-
curement is down more than $1 billion from the amount
approved for the current year, and this reflects primarily
a cutback in requests for missiles, Over the next few
years, the largest decline in military spending is expected
to be for missiles. It iz expected that aircraft procure-
ment will decrease moderately and military space spend-
ing will show a small rise. The trend for military research
spending is less certain, but research funds were reduced
in the fiscal year 1965 budget. In the civilian space pro-
gram, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration
estimates that its appropriation needs will begin to taper
off beyond fiseal year 1965 unless new major projects
are approved, '

Importance of the Industry

The fortunes of aerospace manufacturers are of con-
siderable significance to Texas and the nation for a num-
her of reasons. The nation’s military security depends to
2 large extent upon the capabilities of this industry. Cuy-
rently, approximately 609 of the Defense Departiment's
weapons requirements are purchased from the aerospace
grougp,. .

A significant portion of the nation’s scientific and en-
gineering research and development is performed by aero-
space companies. It 18 estimated that these companies
employ almost one-fifth of all the scientists and engineers
doing research and development work in Ameriean in-
dustry. The serospace research and development effort, al-
though directed toward military and space-program re-
quirements, serves to advance the frontiers of secience
and technology in general. The technical abilities of the
individuals and organizationsg involved could be dissipated
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in any major cutback of military and space programs,
unless there were wise national policies and support for
alternative types of research. The space program, as such,
is of special value to the nation to the extent that it
contributes directly to basie scientific knowledge.

A number of the specialized aerospace companies also
manufacture important commercial and industrial prod-
ucts, such as commercial air transpoeris and various elec-
tronic products and components, Taking into account all
kinds of production, the contribution of the industry
to current levels of economic activity ranks high. In fact,
the U. 8. Department of Labor estimates that the aero-
space industry is the largest single manufacturing indus-
iry in the country, employing moere than one million work-
ers, or one and one-half times the number employed in the
second-ranking automobile industry.

Texans should be concerned about any major changes
affecting the aercspace industry because of its importance
to the nation’s military, scientific, and industrial eapa-
bilitieg, if for no other reason. The industry is alsc im-
portant as a major employer within the state. At the be-
ginning of 1964, Texas aircraft companies employed about
38,000 workers; and probably another 10,000 to 15,000
Texas workers in electronics, chemicals, and other indus-
tries were engaged directly in the manufacture of aero-
space products and components. The total of approxi-
mately 50,000 aerospace manufacturing empleyees makes
the industry one of the state’s largest. Within the manu-
facturing sector, the chemicals industry is about as large,
hut only food processing is clearly larger. And, despite
the fact that its present employment is down from pre-
vious levels, the aerospace industry accounts for approxi-
mately 15% of the total increase in Texas manufacturing
workers since 1940, ) : :

The economic importance of aerospace activities to
Texas is not fully measured by a simple count of pro-
duction workers. These workers receive above-average
wages, near the levels received by the highly-paid pe-
troleum refining and chemicals industry employees and
well above the average for all manufacturing workers in
the state, According to the 1961 Survey of Manufactures,
the average wage of Texas aircraft production workers
was $2.86 per hour, compared with an average of $2.22
for all Texas factory workers.

In addition to the production workers in the industry,
2 sizeadble number. of nonmanufacturing workers are en-
gaged in aerospace activities in Texas. Other manufac-
turing and service jobg are dependent upon aerospace
production, in that they ave reguired te produce sup-
plies for the aerospace industry and its employees. The
major aircraft companies, like most producers of com-
plex products, spend a large share of their revenue with
suppliers. According to available national data, manu-
facturers of complete aireraft pay out directly about
one-half of their zales dollar to other suppliers for parts,

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



materials, and various supplies used in production. Tak-
ing into account the consumption expenditures of aero-
space workers and in all the indirect effects of industry
purchases, it is estimated for the nation as a whole
that every dollar of final demand for aerospace products
requires approximately one additional dollar of output
in other industries.

Aerospace Activities in Texas

Texas aerospace manufacturing is concentrated in the
Dallas-Fort Worth arvea. Located there are three major
aireraft companies and two of the state’s largest elec-
tronics companies. The latter have a significant share of
their business in the aerospace field. Products of the
principal firms include bombers, fighier planes, helicop-
ters, missiles, space boosters and space equipment, and-a
variety of electronic components and equipment for aero-
gpace syatems.

AIRCRAFT AND PARTS MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT
‘IN TEXAS, 1950-1943
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In addition, there are a number of medium-sized parts
manufacturers in Dallas-Fort Worth and several other
smaller producers of civil aircraft and aerospace com-
ponents located throughout Texas from El Paso to the
Lower Rio Grande Valley. Also considered as heing within
the industry are two chemical establishments in the state
which specialize in the production of rocket fuels,

The largest sector of the industry in terms of em-

ployment is composed of establishments primarily en-
gaged in the manufacture of complete airecraft for the
military. This category accounts for nearly one-half of
the aercspace manufacturing workers in Texas. Ineluded
is the manufacturing of helicopters, which provides over
10% of the industry’s total employment, The other half
of the industry’s work force is about egqually divided
among three other categories: missiles and spacecraft,
aercspace electronic equipment and components, and mis-
cellaneous aerespace parts and equipment.

Related to the aerospace manufacturing industry are
various other establishments and activities within the
state, The Manned Spacecraft Center near Houston is the
administrative headquarters for the nation’s manned
space flight programs and has responsibility for issuing
a large share of the government contracts for space pro-
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grams, The Air Force School of Aerospace Medicine in
San Antonio conducts research in the biclogical aspects
of manned space flight. The state’s universities and in-
dependent research organizations, such as the Southwest-
ern Research Institute at San Antonio and the Graduate
Research Center of the Southwest in Dallas, participate
in various kinds of aercspace research.

There has been extensive development of military and
civil flying facilities in Texas. These facilities increase
military air power capabilities, enhance the practical
utility of civilian air transportation, and add to the
economic importance of aerospace activities, Twenty Air
Force bases, four Navy aviation installations, and three
major Army aerospace centers are in operation in the
state. In eivil aviation, Texas ranks second among the
states in number of civil aircraft and first in number
of civil airports and airfields.

The Texas aerospace industry has had itg ups and

ELECTRICAL MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURING
EMPLOYMENT IN TEXAS, 1950.1963
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downs since its takeoff as a major industry during World
War II. From a wartime peak of more than 50,000 work-
érs, Texas aircraft manufacturing empleyment dropped
to a postwar low of under 10,000 in late 1945, The
Korean War spurred employment back to near-record
levels, and then an intensification of cold war defense ef-
forts raised the number of Texas aircraft workers to a
peak of nearly 60,000 in the spring of 1957. Since then
the number hias been reduced, first by defense budget
cutbacks and then by the shift in emphasis from airerafi
to missiles. Meanwhile, employment in the related elec-
trical machinery industry has continued to grow. In-
creases in workers engaged in aerospace electronics
work have partly offset the decline in aircraft employ-
ment since the 1957 peak. Of the present totul of about
50,000 workers in Texas aerospace manufacturing, a large
number of the approximately 12,0600 workers outside the
traditional aircraft industry are in electronics manu-
facturing.

The pattern of change has been generally s1m1lar for
the nation over the years. The number of aircraft and
parts workers has decreased while missile and space pro-
grams have encouraged expansion of aerospace employ-
ment in electronies companies, ordnance plants, and other
establishments outside the traditional aircraft industry.
The net result probably has been” a small decrease in
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overall aerospace employment in the nation since the 1957
highs but a decrease relatively smaller than the one
estimated for Texas. Current aercspace employment
levels show partial recovery from the 1958-62 lows for
beth the nation and the state.

Aerospace companies have found it necessary to em-
ploy an increasing number of scientific and engineering
personnel due to the researeh requirements and technical
spphistication of modern aerospace products. This trend,
in eombination with the declining demand for production
workers to produce conventional military aircraft, has
increased the ratio of “nonproduction” employees in Texas
aireraft companies from 27% of total employees in 1954
to 43% in 1961, The present average ratic of nonproduc-
tion employees to total employees in all manufacturing is
arcund 25%. Meanwhile, the same basic trends have sup-
ported the level of nmew capital spending per production
worker in the Texas aireraft industry, despite the avail-
ability of unused production capacity. Rising demands for
office space, research laboratories, and similar facilities
help to explain this development. Although the level of
new capital expenditures per production worker in the
Texas aireraft industry has been maintzined fairly weil
in recent years, it has been helow the average level and
growth of such expenditures for all manufacturing in
the state.

Major Companies

Aerospace activities in Texas are widespread and have

many potentially significant ramifications. However, of
greatest direct and immediate economic significance to the
state are the prospects for a handful of major establish-
ments. As of the latest Census of Manufactures, in 1958,
there were only 26 establishments employing the ap-
proximately 50,000 workers in the Texas aireraft and
parts industry, The bulk of the workers were employed
by the four largest companies, all located in the Dallas-
Fort Worth area, The same basic situation prevails today,
except that merger has reduced the four major aireraft
companies to thvee, and the Dallas plant of the state’s
largest electronics company has become increasingly in-
volved in aerospace production. Currently, these four
companies account for about 80% of Texas aercspace
manufacturing employment,

General Dynamies/Fort Worth. The Fort Worth di-
vision of the New York-headquartered General Dynamics
Corporaticon is the largest Texas establishment specializ-

ing in the production of military aireraft. Presently there .

are around 13,000 workers on the payroll, but the plant
had employment peaks of over 30,000 workers during both

World War II and the Korean War. Prior fo termination

in 1962 of its last major airplane production contract, for
the supersonic B-58 Hustler bomber, the plant’s employ-
ment was around 17,000, Annual sales volume, which was
nearly $500 million during B-58 production, was down to
less than 3200 million in 1963.

The major project at the Fort Worth plant now is
the F-111 (TFX) Air Force-Navy fighter plane, The
plant also does medifications on the B-58, produces missile-
space eguipment components, and has werk and research
projects under way on other zerospace programs.

This producer is heavily committed to military aiveraft
production, and such specialization entails some risks.
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However, the experience of its personnel in developing
and producing advanced supersonic ajreraft, the suitahbil-
ity of its Air Force-owned facilities for aireraft manu-
facturing, the locational advantages of its Fort Worth
site, and the remewed interest of defense officials in
manned aircraft are favorable factors in the long-run
outlook for General Dynamics/Fort Worth.

The award of the F-111 contract to the Fort Worth
plant and its major subcontractor, the Grumman Aireraft
Engineering Corporation of Bethpage, New York, is the
dominant supporting factor for the next decade. The
initial contract of approximately $500 million is for 23
prototype planes. However, it has been widely reported
that the Defense Department’s original plans called for
a program which would ultimately cost more than §6
billion and invelve production of around 2,000 planes.

Although a large share of this money would be spent
with Grumman and wvarious suppliers throughout the
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EMPLOYMENT IN THE UNITED STATES, 1957-19643

THOLSANDS BF EMPLOYEES

1200 1200
&
_—I\ b
=
Tetal A
\~ atd SrOIpUCE® "—‘-'/,_,_../_—
500 M\ BN 00
;-\/-.l—n-...\
N Al f dp
reraft an artE - ]
so0 e 600

0 ]
1957 1] '59 14 81 ‘62 - 83

+Based an tolal in aircroft end paris, ammunilion [«xcapt small arms},
ond electranic camponanls, n.e.c
#Estimaied by author.

SOURCE: U. & Burenu of Lobor Stafistica,

country, most of the planes would be assembled at Fort
Worth. The first flight of the F-111 is expected around
the end of this year, and it is estimated that the follow-
on production contracts would equip units of the Air
Force and Navy for at least a decade starting in 1968.

Based on -the fulfillment of these plans, employment
should rise by about 5,000 workers to a total of nearly
18,000 by the end of 1968 and remain near that level for
the next several years. -

Ling-Temeo-Vought, Incorporated. LTV of Dallas, a
company which grew out of the merger of Ling-Temco
Electronics and the Chance Vought Corporation in 1961,
has around 14,000 aerogpace employees in the Dallas
area. More than 10,000 of its workers doing aircraft,
missile, and space work are classified as part of the air-
craft industry, and most of the remdinder are in elee-
tronics work related to aerospace programs. LTV em-
ployment is also dewn from the combined peaks reached
in earlier years by its predeceszor companies.

LTV sales of more than $300 million last year were
distributed as follows: aireraft, 399 ; missiles and space,
21%; and electronies and all other, 40%. Government
sales accounted for nearly 86% of the total and will
be a larger share in the future because the company hag
heen selling subsidiaries which do nondefense work.

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



The major production item at LTV’s main Dallas plant
near Grand Prairie is its F-8 Crusader Navy fighter. The
Crusader series of fighters first began flying in 1955, and
the latest models of the series are scheduled for produe-
tion in 1965, with purchases by France helping to ex-
tend the production run, Besides the Crusader, LTV pro-
duces a wide variety of aerospace products and does a
rising volume of research work. Aerospace items in pro-
duction include Scout space rockets and launech vehicles,
Saturn fuel tanks and other space rocket parts; Minute-
man missile parts; tactical missile systems, radar trans-
mitters; airborne surveillance, reconnaissance, and com-
munications systems; and many other electroniec com-
ponents.

The mainstay of future aerospace production by LTV is
expected to be a close support attack plane, called VAL,

TOTAL AEROSPACE AND AIRCRAFT INDUSTRY
MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT PERCENTAGE
CHANGES, 1957-1963*

Texas and United States
TOTAL AEROSPACE AIRCRAFT AND PARTS
e i

._g%.

United States

-39%

#Based partly on auvthor’s estimates.

#Based on employment in aircraft and parts and
one-half electrical machinery and equipment
employment.

¢ As defined for preceding chart.

SOURCES: Texas Employment Commission.
U. 5. Bureau of Labor Statistics.

which is a direct descendant of the Crusader fighter. The
company was selected only last month to design and pro-
duce the plane for the Navy and Marine Corps. Various
unofficial estimates place potential orders for the VAL
at 500 to 1,000 planes and the ultimate total cost of the
program from $1 billion to $2 billion.

An important LTV development project is the XC-
142A vertical/short takeoff and landing (V/STOL) trans-
port being developed for the Navy and which is scheduled
for test this summer. This plane could become a tri-
service transport, and it has commercial possibilities as
well. LTV also has been awarded a research and de-
velopment contract for the Army’s Lance misgile, but this
work will be done in Michigan. The company has a mil-
itary research contract for a nuclear ramjet powered
missile (LASV project) and has several NASA study
projects.

The mnew contract for the VAL plane and expected
increases in electronies 'and research activities will pro-
vide the principal support to LTV’s employment levels
during the next few years. Other factors which add
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strength to the company’s sales and employment prospects
include the fact that the company has a variety of
development studies and production proposals in hand, its
employees have displayed a wide range of capabilities,
and the company is giving increased emphasis to research
—a source of employment in itself and a basis for future
production contracts. A conservative forecast is that LTV
aerospace employment (including the related electronics
workers) will be up 5% to 10% above its present level
by the end of this decade.

Bell Helicopter Company. The major problem of the
Bell Helicopter Company seems to be one of keeping up
with growing demand., Not that this division of the Tex-
tron Company has fallen behind in its production sched-
ules, but it has found it necessary to expand facilities
and add employees. Employment at its Fort Worth plants
has risen to around 5,600 workers, compared with slight-
ly more than 3,000 less than two years ago. The com-
pany’s total sales, government and commercial, are esti-
mated to have been approximately $100 million in 1963,
up some 10% to 15% from the previous year.

Bell Helicopter sells more than 909% of its output to
the government, but it is at the same time the world’s
largest producer of commercial helicopters, and this side
of its business has been growing in volume. The com-
pany’s two principal military models are its UH-1 Iroquois,
a turbine-powered, multimission, triservice helicopter, and
its OH-13, Sioux, light observation helicopter. In recent
months, the plant received its largest single contract to
date, a $108 million Army contract for the Iroquois, Bell
already had nearly $300 million in contracts for the same
eraft, and this new large order and smaller subsequent
contracts will insure its production until 1966. Additional
contracts have been awarded for the QH-13S observation
helicopter that will extend its production until 1965.

Potential future military business could come from pos-
sible orders for a new LOH, light observation helicopter.
Bell is in competition with two other companies on this
craft and was scheduled to deliver the first of its de-
sign models early this year. The final production contract
for the winner of the competition could mean orders for
around 3,000 craft beginning in 1965, The military de-
mands for helicopters are definitely running counter to
the projected decline in total defense spending.

Based on current orders and prospective business, em-
ployment at the Bell plant seems certain to increase dur-
ing the next few years, although at a slower rate than
in the past two years.

Texas Instruments, Incorporated. The major electron-
ies firm in the Dallas area with an important stake in
aerospace developments is Texas Instruments. This com-
pany, with more than 14,000 workers in Dallas County
and another 7,000 employed elsewhere throughout the
world, does approximately one-half of its work, directly
or indirectly, for the military and most of this is in some
way related to aerospace requirements.

This firm has expanded rapidly since it was re-
organized and given its present name in 1951, The com-
pany has pioneered in the fast-growing semiconductor
field, and its employment growth probably accounts for
half of the total employment increase in the state’s
electrical machinery manufacturing industry since 1951.
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Although severe industry competition has slowed its sales
expansion, total company sales are in the range of $300
million, and it currvently has one of the best profit mar-
gins in the industry.

Texas Instruments is the leading producer of semi-
conductors for electronic equipinent. It also produces semi-
conductor networks (integrated circuitry). The latter are
being used in the aerospace field in Minuteman missiles,
military aireraft, and in airborne electronic counter-
measures systems. In addition, TI manufactures com-
plete electronic and aerospace systems and major com-
ponents. Among its major products are the Navy’s Shrike
tactical missile (nearing production based on an ex-
pected production contract) ; airborne radar systems (in-
cluding the FLAR system for the F-111); airborne map-
ping and communications systems; airport radar sur-
veillance systems; and contrel, guidance, and communi-
cations components for several missiles and space ve-
hicles. The Shrike is expected to become a major tactical
weapon for the Navy, and TI will produce the guidance
and airframe portions of the misgile in a new 435,000-
squarve-foot plant rvecently completed at its Dallas site.

Even though Texas Instruments is sensitive to any
general curtailment in aerospace spending, the firm seems
to have sufficient business in hand to maintain present
levels for the near future, and its backlog of government
and commercial orders continues to rise. As weapons sys-
tems have become more sophisticated, the electronics con-
tent has risen, and this general trend would provide sup-
port to TI sales even with a decline in total spending for
aerospace products.

Collins Radio Company. The Dallas plant of the Collins
Radio Company of Cedar Rapids, Jowa, is another elec-
tronics establishment which deserves mention as a major
aerospace employer. Collins Radio of Dallas has shown
significant gains in size and in aerospace participation in
recent years.

Manned Spacecraft Center, Houston. Of considerable
importance to the state’s aerospace industry is the NASA
headquarters for manned spaceflight programs located
near Houston. This office was moved to Houston in 1962
and officials are transferving its more than 3,000 em-
ployees into new, large, campus-like facilities on the south-
east edge of Houston. The center is responsible for the
nation’s Gemini and Apollo (man-on-the-moon) programs
and is the largest contracting element within the National
Space and Aeronautics Administration. Although the bulk
of the work for existing programs alveady has been as-
signed and most of the spending for present programs
will be in other states, the existence of the center in
Houston has several economic advantages for Texas. The
prospect of future programs and contracts continues to
attract new sales offices to the Houston area. Move than
125 national space-related companies have already estab-
lished offices there, and at least one major company,
Lockheed Aircraft Corporation, has announced purchase
of sites for research and development and for industrial
work in the Houston area. Furthermore, the presence of
the center in Texas has stimulated generally a renewed
interest in science and science education within the state,
and increased scientific knowledge serves as a basis for
future economic advances.
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CONCLUSION

Analysis of the prospects for the major individual
aerospace firms in Texas indicates that, with present
national programs and plans, the industry in the state
will not be seriously affected by the anticipated decline
in total aerospace spending—at least, not for the re-
mainder of this decade, In fact, it appears likely that
Texas aerospace employment will increase by 15% to
20% between now and 1970.

The Texas aerospace outlook is certainly more favor-
able than the declines indicated for some other parts
of the industry. However, it should be recognized that
the relatively favorable outlook for the next few years
does not represent a very large contribution to the state’s
economic growth. The expected 7,000-to-10,000-worker in-
crease in the aerospace industry by 1970 would do no
more than bring the industry employment back to its
1957 levels.

Government aerospace spending in Texas has been at
relatively low levels in recent years, and, although Texas
companies can anticipate increased business, there is no
evidence that present plans would-bring a major shift in
the state’s position as a supplier of government aero-
space demands, Texas, with about 5% or more of both
the population and aerospace employment of the nation,
received 4% of the new military prime contracts in fiscal
year 1962 and only about 3% of NASA’s budget in fiscal
year 1963. While military purchases were rising sharply
in some West Coast and Northeastern states between 1958
and 1962, military expenditures in Texas were reduced
$461 million, or 30%. From 1961 to 1963, NASA expendi-
tures in the state rose only $18 million, compared with
an increase of nearly $300 million in California.

Assuming a continued decline in the nation’s military
aerospace requirements, the principal factor which might
support long-run growth in Texas aerospace activities is
the possibility of new ecivilian space programs. Texas
is favorably situated with respect to the “golden crescent”
of the Gulf Coast area, which contains most of the key
NASA installations—such as, the Houston center; the
Michoud space booster assembly plant in Louisiana; the
Mississippi 1ocket test facility, 50 miles east of New
Orleans; the major NASA research facilities at Hunts-
ville, Alabama; the launching center at Cape Kennedy,
Florida; and the White Sands Missile Range in New
Mexico, which is now being used by NASA for testing.
The prinecipal production, testing, and launching centers
in the Gulf Coast area are connected by navigable water-
ways, a considerable advantage because of the size of
some of the rockets involved.

Therefore, major space programs beyond the Apollo
moon project promise the greatest long-run economic
gains to the Texas aerospace indust'ry-—and the simple
facts of a space frontier open for exploitation and our
nation’s position of world leadership seem to make new
space ventures not a question of whether but only a
question of when.

For other reports on the Texas nerospace industry see (1) E. C.
Barksdale, The Genesin of the Awviation Industry in North Texas,
Texas Industry Series, No, i, Bureau of Business Research, The Uni-
versity of Texas: Austin, 1938; and (2) Tyree Hardy, “Business Air-
eraft in Texas,"” Teras Business Review, December, 1963.
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TEXAS BUILDING
CONSTRUCTION IN JANUARY

by Robert M. Lockwood

LED BY AN $18.2 MILLION BULGE IN THE ESTIMATED
value of nonresidential permits, the seasonally adjusted
index of total construction authorized in Texas rose in
January to 130.3% of the 1957-59 average, a one-sixth in-
crease over the December index level and the second-
highest January figure since 1947, At 122.69% of the base-
period average, the index of residential construction
exceeded by 119 the comparable figures for December
and January 1963 and also represented the second-highest
January level. Jumping 399 above the 107.89; of last
December, the index of nonresidential construction at-
tained 150.29 of the base level, a record exceeded in
only one January out of the last 17.

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION IN TEXAS
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Gaining 449 on last December and 8% on January a
year ago, the estimated value of all construction author-
ized in Texas in January totaled $133.4 million, about
$40.4 million over the December 1963 figure. Omitting
the estimated value of permitted additions, alterations,
and repairs, which fell off 19 from its December level,
new construction authorized in Texas in January amount-
ed to $123 million, 49% ($40.5 million) above the De-
cember figure and 10% ($11.1 million) ahead of January
1963,

Residential construction authorized in the state during
the first month of 1964 totaled almost $72 million in
estimated value, $22.3 million and 45% above the De-
cember level. Estimated vesidential values for January
1964 showed a gain of 11% (6.5 million) over those for
January a year ago.
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At $49.3 million in estimated permit values, single-
family housing gained 50% over December, compared to
the 459; increase in the whole residential sector. Be-
cause the average indicated values of one-family houses
are rising all the time, particularly in those cities which
contribute the bulk of this investment, this slightly dis-
proportionate gain does not necessarily rveflect a favor-
able trend in this residential category. One-family homes
authorized in Januarvy ran 11% above the %65 million
authorized in January 1968.

Although multifamily housing increased 349: in esti-
mated values from December and 119% from January a

ESTIMATED VALUE OF BUILDING AUTHORIZED

Source: Bureau of Business Research in ecooperation with the Bureau
of the Census, U. 8. Department of Commerce

Percent change

Jan
1064 Jan 1964 Jan 1964
T PP P frum fFUm
Classification (thousands of dollars) Dec 1968 Jan 1063
ALL PERMITS i . §138.855 + 44 + 8
New construction ... _ ... ... . 123,006 4+ 49 + 10
Residential (housekeeping) ., 71,048 + 4R + 11
One-family dwellings y 40,384 4+ 50 + 10
Multiple-family dwellings 22,614 + 34 + 11
Nonresidential buildings . 51,058 + 55 Ly il
Nonhousekeeping buildings
(residential) .. ... .. .. 1,866 == B +145
Amusement buildings 5,878 + 1062 +675
CRArolBE  rorousomirss = 2,010 + 40 + B3
Industrial buildings .... .. 3,690 + 82 — 25
Garages (commereial
and private) : . B8 271 + 46
Serviee stations ... ... 1,237 + 1% + 59
Hospitals and institutions 7.774 +117 + 81
Office-bank buildings i 7,571 + 64 + 65
Works and utilities .. ... 1,666 + 4 +146
Educational buildings .. ... 7,308 + 36 53
Stores and mercantile
buildings . ... . (. 5,089 — 8 — 26
Other buildings and
structures ..., " 1,102 — 48 T — 23
Additions, alterations, and
repairs I e Ve e S 10,344 — 1 — 9
METROPOLITAN ws.
NONMETROPOLITAN{t
Total metropolitan .. 114,719 + 48 + &
Central eltfes ............ 90,428 + 50 + 4
Outside central eities ... ... 24,201 + 42 =+ T
Total monmetropolitan . .. . 18,638 + 20 + 85
10,000 to 60,000 population. . 10,444 + 39 + 45
Less than 10,000 population, 8,182 + 3 4+ 24

tAs defined in 1060 Census.

yvear ago, the net dollar increases from December to Jan-
uary and from January 1963 to January 1964 were solely
attributable to apartment buildings permitted. The gross
increase in estimated values of $5.8 million from Decem-
ber to January came about only because the $7.1 million
gain in estimated apartment values more than offset
the $1.3 million decline recorded by two-, three-, and
four-family dwellings. A somewhat smaller January-to-
January decline in two-to-four family homes was more
than made up for by the $2.9 million gain in estimated
apartment values, causing a net increase in multifamily
housing values of $2.3 million,

An examination of the pattern of residential authori-
zations within the 21 metropolitan aveas of the state
reveals some striking differences between January 1963
and January 1964, One-family homes gained 3% in num-
ber of units and increased 9% in estimated value. The
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largest absolute increase in tha number of units author-
ized occured in Dallas, which permitted 46 more units
this January than last. The number of one-family homes
declined in 10 of the metropolitan areas, one of which
was San Antonio. .

The number of two-family dwelling units authorized in
metropolitan areas in January 1964 fell 64 below that for
January 1963, a decline of 44%. Of the 10 metropolitan
areas in which two-family houses were authorized in
January 1968, eight showed a decline in January 1964,
and only Fort Worth recorded an increase.

The 13% decline, from Jannary 1963 to January 1964,
in the number of apartment units authorized in the

state’s 21 metropolitan areas represented 426 units. It -

is interesting to note the circumstances which produced
this decline from last January to this January.

BUILDING AUTHORIZED IN TEXAS
25 Selected Citles

FPercent change
Total congtruction _—

Jan 1984
Jan Jan from
City . 1964 1863 Jan 1963
Abilene ... ... ... § 909,938 § 1,159,056 — 22
Amarille ........... .. 3,922,25% 2,328,855 T4 18
Arlington ... ..., 1,320,880 575,877 +129
Austin ... 7,593,541 8,081,867 — 5-
Beaumont ... .......... L3§19,130 846,406 + 58
Covpus Christi ... ... 2,510,420 1,686,203 . 4121
Dallas . . 13,257,164 15,838,580 - 18
El Paso .............. 2,818,481 1,845,045 + 28
Fort Weorth ..... .. ... h,B48,735 6,313,213 + &
Gulveston ............ 394,856 894,377 — 60
Garland . ... ... ... 2,000,208 2,161,283 — 34
Grand Prairie . ... HET, 698 1,002,143 -— 43
Houston ... ... ... ... 28,006,527 18,961,113 + 48
Irving ... ... . ... 2,388,803 2,082,584 + 18
Longview . ....... R 593,500 246,000 +141
Lubbock .............. 3,122,300 10,299,794 . — 7
Mesquite . ... ... 329,807 1,117,850 — 70
Midland ... ....... .. 2,501,520 1,088,100 -+ 130
Odessa . .............. 442,275 876,825 — 50
Port Arthur .... ..... #485,740 495,000 + 99
Richardsen . 3,228,326 1,481,171 =+121
Ban Anpgele ... ... ... 332,141 B&8,500 — 83
Sar Antonio ..., .. 7.225,503 5,791,258 + 25
Tyler ... ... .......... 5,258,540 2,043,540 +157
Waro . ..., ..., 1,124,648 5,721,682 — 70
Wichita Falls ... ... . 804,187 2,919,810 — 79

Ten of the metropolitan areas authorized apartment
construction in January a year ago, and five of these
increased their January figures in 1964. This gross in-
crease—in Amarillo, Dallas, El Paso, Fort Worth, and
San Antonio—amounted to 497 units, 341 of which were
in Fort Worth. Austin, Houston, Tyler,
Wichita Falls, the five cities which decreased their Jan-
uary apartment authorizations, aggl'egated 1,324 fewer
units in January 1964. Tyler and Waco each declined
100%, having authorized no apartment building at all in
January 1964, The difference between the increase of 497
and the decrease of 1,324 amounts to a gross decline of
827 units.

Four metropolitan areas which authorized no apait-
ment units in January 1963—Reaumont-Port Arthur, Cor-
pus Christi, Lubhock, and Midland-—collectively permitted
401 units in Januvary 1964. This reduced the net metro-
politan area decline to 426, '

Estimated nonresidential permit values in January to-
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Waco, and .

taled some $51.1 million, 559 and 9%, respectively, above
the comparable figures for December and January 1963.
Because gross declines in estimated values from De-
cember totaled only about a million dollars, the $18.2 mil-
lion increase was practically net.

The largest single share of this increase, an estimated
$5.6 million, was attributable to amusement buildings,
which totaled §$5.9 million in January. The $5.7 million
Hall for the Performing Arts authorized in Houston
accounted for practically this entire figure.
~ A $4.2 million increase over December in estimated
hospital and other institutional permit values raised the
January estimate for that category to $7.8 million, largely
on the strength of two hospitals in Tyler and Laredo ag-
gregating $5.3 million.

Inereaging from December by almost $3 million, the
estimated January value of office and bank building per-
mits totaled about $7.6 million, about two-thirds meore
than both the December and January 19623 figures for
this category. ) ;

ESTIMATED VALUE OF BUILDING AUTHORIZED

Metropolitan Areas® and Other Cities

Source: Bureau of Business Research in cooperation with the
Buresu of the Census, 1. 8. Department of Commerce

Percent change

_. 1961 1962 1963 1962 1968
from from
Classification {millionz of dollars) 1861 15462

Total metropolitan ... $1,148.8  $1,285.7 §1,2B4.6 + 12 b

Central eities .......... 8206 10891 100156 + 18 — 4
Dutside central cities .. .. 2228 2466 2381 + 11 + 15
Total nonmetropolitan ..., 202.8 218.7 2284 4+ B + 2
10,000 to 50,000
population ............ 120.9 127.6 1278 + & w#
Less than 10,000 )
population ............ 81.8 91.1 966 + 11 + 6

*As defined in 1960 Census.
“Change is lesa than one-half of 19.

At an estimated $5.7 million, industrial building per-
mits enhanced their December total by 82% ($2.6 million),
although the January 1964 total was off 259 from the
$7.6 million recorded in January 1963. Because these data
are based completely on permits issued, some . heavier

“industrial construction, much of which is never under-

taken within the political limits of permit-issuing agen-
cies, is not reflected in these figures.

. Totaling $7.4 million in January, the estimated value
of school construction authorized increased the Decem-
ber figure by more than a third, although it fell 53%
below the estimated $15.9 million authorized in January

1963,

As reflected by building permits issued, the 1964 con-
struction year in Texas, clearly began auspiciously. The
indexes of total, residential, and nonresidential construc-
tion authorized in the state each attained a level sur-
passed only once previously in the 17 years of the pub-
lication of these data. The record January for the index
of total construction and the index for nonresidential
construction came in January 1962, a year in which the
annual average of the total index attained its second
highest level and that of the nonresidential index its
highest level. In 1959, the year of the record January for
the index of residential construction, the annual average
of that index attained its fourth highest level.
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JANUARY RETAIL SALES
IN TEXAS |
' by James J. Kelly

RETAIL STORES IN TEXAS HAD BETTER SALES IN JANUARY
than most merchants had anticipated, and, as a result,
optimism is reported to be high for continuing geod
sales into 1964. Total dollar volume of retail sales, not
adjusted for seasenal factors; was estimated to be $972.3
million, up 1% above the §959.0 million for January 1963.
All kinds of business are expected ordinarily to show a
seasonal decline from the December peak, but after ad-
justment for this seasonal miovement, total sales this
January were 29 higher than December. The improve-
ment in January was the result of the strong improve-
ment in sales of nondurable goods stores, which as a
proup increased 49 over December after allowance for
the seasonal decline normally experienced in January. The
durable goods category, on the other hand, decreased
slightly after adjustment for seasonal variation,

Automotive store sales are expected to decline 2%
in January, but this year the decline was 5%. This contra-
seasonal movement was large encugh to result in a slight
decline in total durable goods atore saleg, even though

CREDIT RATIOS IN DEFARTMENT AND APPAREL STORES

Ratio of
eredit gales Ratio of eollections
to net salea® to outstandingst
Mumber of
. reporting  Jan Jan Jan Jan
Classification stores 1964 1962 1964 - 1963
ALL STORES ... .. B §4.2 64.3 335 325
BY CITIES c
Cleburne ............. 3. 50.1 4%.5 48.8 44.8
Dallas ........... M- 67.2 - 67.7 0.0 52.6
Houston . e b 68.8 64,2 0.7 29.1
Ban Antonio ... .. ... ] 60.1 56.3 . 406 41.5

BY TYPE OF STORE
Department stores

{over §1 million) ... ¥ 64.6 84,6 82.1 80,7
Department stores .

{under §t rmllmn} 609 60.3 35,0 3.7
Dry goods and apparel .

stores  ............. bl 65.2 64.4 $3.% .ald
Women's s[?ecialty- .

shops . ... .. o # 60.6 63.56 8.5 36.9
Men's elothing stores.. T 64,2 64.1 48.8 4%.0

BY VOLUME OF
NET SALES

§1,500,000 and over.... 9 G4, B5.0 32.9 81.9
£500,000 to 1,600,000, .11 61.0 62,4 39.7 39.6
$250,000 to $500 004 . q .4 nl.4 44.5 46,10

Less than $250,000. .. ﬂ_ Bl.5 BB 37.7 38.1

" ESTIMATES OF TOTAL RETAIL SALES

Percent change

Jan
1864 Jan 1964
—_— from
Classification (milliona of dollars) Dec 1963
TOTAL . 39723 — 22
Durable goods® ..................... ... 368.3 —_ 7
Nondurable goods ... . ... G04.0 — 29

*Conluins automotive stores, furniture stores, and lumber, building
material, and hardware stores.

furniture and household appliance stores decreased some-
what less than is normal for January. Sales of lumber,
building material, and hardware stores registered no
‘change after allowing for the seasonal decline of 5% in
January.

The real surprise in the refail sales reperts in Janu-
ary was the behavior of nondurable goods stores. Apparel
stores normally show a 499 decline in January in com-
parison with December, but this year the decrease was
only 489, Food stores, which are expected to decline 12¢:
in January, registered only an 8% drop. General mer-
chandise stores, which normally benefit most in December
from the Christmas peak, were down only 55% instead. of
the 59% that is expected in January, Eating and drinking
places maintained their sales at the December level in
the face of a normal decline of 59 in January. Sales
of service stationa were down only 5% instead of the
usual seasonal deeline of 99. Only drugstores, in the
major nondurable categories, declined more than the
normal seasonal pattern. _

In general, all types of retail stores in Texas showed
improvements over sales made in January 1963. In the
durable goods segment, automotive stores, furniture and
household appliance stores, and lumber and building ma-
terial dealers were up in sales over a year earlier, In
the ‘durable goods group only hardware stores declined
in sales; volume was 5% below January 1963.

Nondurable goods sales were consistently hetter this
January than last with the exception of gasocline and
service stations and florists, whose sales were down, Sales

RETAIL SALES TRENDS BY KIND3 OQF BUSINESS

Source; Bureau of Business Research in cooperation with the Bureau
of the Census, U. 8. Department of Commerce '

Percent change

Noarmal
seasonal? Actual
Nutnber of
reporting = Jan Jan 1964
establish- * from from -
Kind of bustiness ments Dec Dec 1963
DURABLE GOODS
Automotive storesf ... ... ... ... .. 401 — 2 — B
Furniture & household
appliance storeat ..... ..., .. 188 — 2B — a7
Lumber, tuilding ma.ter:al and )
hardware stores ............... .. 255 — 5 o+ &
NONDURABLE GOODS |
Apparel stores ... ... ... e 414 — 49 — 48
Drugstores . ....................... 177 -o— 22 — 24
Eating and drinking places . ... .. .. 111 — & #¥
Food stores .................. ... 361 — 12 — 8
Gascline and service stations ... .. . 110 — 8 — 5
General merchandize storest ... .. .. 325 — B3 — b5
Other retail storest ............... 0% — 34 — 38

#*Credit sales divided by net sales,
tCollections during the month as & percent of accounts unpaid on the
first of the month.

MARCH 1964

*Average seasongl change from preceding month to current month.
**Change {s lesa than one-half of 1%.
fIncludes kinds of business other than classification iisted.
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by apparel stores, drugstores, eating and drinking places,
food stores, and general merchandise stores showed an
increase.

Trends in retail sales in the nation were similar to
those in Texas in January, Retailers throughout the
country were predicting good sales for the first quarter
of 1964. January was better than expected, and merchants
were looking forward to an early Easter season this
vear, Following the good sales month of December, total
sales of retail stores in Januvary in the United States
were $19.1 billion, before adjustment for seasonal varia-
tion, according to the U. 8. Department of Commerce.

PERCENT CHANGE IN SALES OF TEXAS DEPARTMENT
AND AFPAREL STORES

Percent change

Number of Jan 1964
repoTting from
Classification stores Dec 1883
ALL STORES ... ... ... .. .. 364 — 51
Abllene 5 — 44
Amarillo .. B — &b
Austin . 16 — &0
Beaumont . ........... ... e g e B4
Big Spring . ... ... ... . ... . ....... 4 — 4B
Brownwood . ... 4 — 61
Corpus Christi ... ... .o i 4 — 45
Dallas e 40 — 48
El PABO ... e E — 9
Fart Worth ... ... ... ... . ... . s 12 — 48
Galvestenn .. ... ... ... ..., [ [ — B2
Garland ... ... L 3 — k@
Hillshore . ..... o [ L — Bl
Houston ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... .. ... 39 — 53
Laredo ........... e e 4 -— hf
Longview ... ... .. 4 — 44
Lubbhock .............. .. e [ : — 48
MeAllen ... .. e e 4 — 53
Marshall .......... ... ... .. .. ... ... B — 5%
Mount Pleasant ... ......................;.. 8 — T4
Pariz o 3 — hE
Pasadena .......... . ... . ... ... ... e & — 51
Port Arthur ... ... . .. ... ... .. 8 e 48
Richaidson ... .. ... . ... . 3 -— 50
Ban Angelo ... 4 — 49
Ban Antendo ... ... Lo 25 - 4B
Bherman e 4. — B8
Temple ... . . b — 53
Texas City . .... e 3 — 66
Trler . 5 — b7
VWernon ... e e 3 — 49
Vietorla ................ . 4 — 51
WERCO e T -~ k9
Wichita Falls ... ......... ... . ... ......... B — 42

Although considerably less than December sales (249%),
January sales were 5% above what they had been in
January 1963. The nation’s durable goods stores had
sales of $6.0 billion in January, up 6% over January 1963,
and sales of nendurable goeds were up 4% over a year
ago to $13.1 billion in January.

The U. 8. Department of Commerde reports that per-
sonal income in the United States at the end of 1963
was at an all-time high annual rate of $475.2 billion.
With personal savings close to $30 billion, with con-
tinued high levels of income, and with & tax cut in
prospect, the consumer was expected to maintain retail
business at high levels,

The automohile is still proving to be the mainstay
of retail trade in Texas and in the nation. Sales of new
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and used eirs are holding at record levels, and dealers
and manufacturers are confidently predicting that 1964
will also be a good year. Sales of the 1964 mwodels, in
the last guarter of 1963, were good, and production is
proceeding at a record pace. By the end of 1963,
7,832,000 American-made cars were sold in the United
States. This was a 9% increase over the 6,753,000 auto-
mobiles s0ld in 1962. The record year for the United
States is still 1955, when 7,410,000 sales were made of
cars manufactured in the United States,

In 1955, a total of 58,000 foreign cars were sold in the
United States, pushing the total of nmew cars purchased
that year to less than 7.5 million.. If the 390,000 imports
be added to the 7,332,000 American-made automobiles, the
total of 7.7 million sales in 1963 may be considered to be
a record high.

POSTAL RECEIPTS

Percent changes

Jan 4, 1964-  Jan 4, 1964~

Jan 31, 1984 Jan 31, 1964
. from from

" Jan 4, 1964- Dec 7, 1963-  Jan 6, 1863-

City Jan 31, 1964 Jan 3, 1964  Feb 1, 1963
Alvin ... ... P $ 9,979 — 38 + 22
Angleton ... ... ... 10,932 - 13 + B
Ballinger ........... .. o 4,822 ) — 62 — 25
Bellalre ... .............. 35,968 e B1 — 11
‘Beltori  .................. .. 9,866 — 25 — 1
Breckenridge ... .. ... 9,045 — 24 + 2
Carrizo Springs ............ 3,667 — 87 — 26
Carthage ... ... .. ...._.. .. 6,875 — 51 — 7
Childress .......... ........ 6,300 — 47 — 22
Cleveland .................. 6,298 - 12 — 11
Coleman . ......... ......... E,256 — 25 — &
Columbus ... ............ 4,558 — 32 = 3
Commerce . ................ 6,178 — 42 — 13
Crockett ... .............. T.259 - 35 + 21
Cuere ... .. e 8,522 — 7 + 28
Dalhart e 6,301 — B2 — &
Dumaa e e 7.480 . — 61 + 1
El Campo ................. B61d — 8 — 28
Eléetra ....... e 4,027 — 45 — 42
Falfurriss . ...... U 5,484 R — b
Freeport s R X 1F — 7 — 17
Galena Park ... ... .. .. .. .. 8,002 — 49 — ab
Georgetown ... ............. 6,742 — 40 — 12
Gilmer ... 5,892 — 21 — 9
Gonzales .. ... ... ... ... 8,553 ’ — a7 — 17
GQroves .. ... ... 8,085 — B4 - — 10
Henrne . .... ... ... ........ 3,692 — 35 — 15
Hiltsbera .................. 8,473 -— 33 — 4
Hurst ..................... T.658 — 61 — 10
Kenedy ... ..., .. . 4,158 — 37 — 1
Kerrville ... .. ... ..... .. 14,357 — 44 -— 12
Lh Grange . .............. B§500 : — 49 — T
Lake Jackson ............. 4,401 - 489 — 25
Liberty .......... ... R 9,831 - 8 + 4
Marlin® ..., 7,944 - 88 — 15
Mathis ... ... ..., 2,708 — 29 — 1t
Navasots .............. ... 5,387 — 25 — 18
Perrytori . ............ ... 8,651 — 44 — 11
Pittsburg ... .., P 3,734 — 43 — 19
Port Lavaea ............... 10,790 — 2§ — 4
Refugio R 4,200 — 48 - — 17
Richardson ... .......... ... 41,632 — 27 4+ 13
Rusk _................ e 6,51¢ — 8 — 4
Seminole ... ... ... .. © 4,046 — Bb — 33
Stephenville . ....... ... ... 11,649 — 44 — 2
Taft .............. e 2,128 — 39 e 15
Wharton ... ... ... ... ... 8,860 — 51 — 18
Winnshore .. ... ... ..., .. 4,020 — 33 — 11
Yoakum ... ... ..... ...... 10,548 : — 40 — 25

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS COUNTIES, 1963

Prepared by Population Research Center
Department of Sociology, The University of Texas

1863 is the third consecutive year the Population Research Center has
preparad population estimates for each of the 254 Texas counties. Each
year emphasis i given to different aspects of population estimation.?
Last year, for example, the estimates were accompanied by a detailed
analysis of patterns in the estimated growth rates. This year three
estimates are glven for each county,

There are several reazons for this new approach., ¥irst, no ode method
of estimation is unequivocally superior to all other methods, ie, the
method which produces the most reliable estimate for one county may
not de so for other counties. Moreover, no estimate is more reliable
than the data upon which it is based, and the reliability of data
unquestionably varied from county to county and from one type of data
to the next. Thus, for example, in one county vital statistics (hirths
and deaths) may be more reliable than scholastic census data, whereas
the reverse may be true in another county. Consequently, sinee esti-
mation methods typically do not employ the same data, there is 2 real
need to consider a numhber of different methods, Scoond, the method
uzed for 1961 and 1942 (identified here as Method I} is becoming more
and more guestionable, because there is reason to heliave that the
reliability of the scholastic census has declined sinee 1960, Spedifically,
in some eounties the numhber of scholnstics anppears to be grossly
underenumerated. Third, regardless of the method or the data, el
population estimates arc subject to question, and there is no better
way to illustrate the point than by considering different estimates for
the same population. When the reader inspects the estimates in Table 1
and Table 2, he will find, consistent with the foregoing observations,
that the estimates and related growth figures often differ shacply (as
revenled in the percent point range in the last column of both tables).
Differences in the resultz of the three methods should not be disedn-
certing, dny estimate should always be interpreted only as indicative
of what the “tiue” population size or growth may have heen, and the
three estimates serve to facilifate such an interpretation by revealing
the maximum and minimum limits.

DEBCRIPTION .0F METHODS

Methed I. The Method I estimates in Table 1 and 2 are hased on the
following formula: M=L 4+ [{H)(I}] + (I — K). Esach wvarigble in
this formula is deseribed below:

A = Number of potential scholastice for year X. For example, the
potential scholastics for 1968 (year X in this case) are persons

3-14 enumerated in the 1950 federal census, and for 1967 it will

be persens horn during 1960, plus persons 0-10 enumerated in the
1960 federal censua. -

B = Number of potential scholastics dving between birth or 1980 and
year X, If A is a particular potentisl scholastie cohort. subtract
the number of deaths of A persons up to year X. For example,
suppose A, is persons 2 years of age in the 1960 federal census
and X is 1964, Then the deaths of A, iz the number of persons
two years of age who died in 1960, plus the numhber three years

, of age whe died in 1961, plus four-year-olds who died during 1382,
plus five-year-olds who died during 1363, B is thus the number in

céhc-rt__ A, dying between 1960 and 1963 (inclusive}, plus the

number In A, dyving between 1960 and 18963, ete.
C = Number of persons B-17 cnumerated in the 196} federml census.
D=A—8

. (two decimal places)

T = Number of persons. enumerated in scholastic census for 1B60.

F=DxE (whole number), giving expected number of seholastics in
vear X with no net migration of scholastins.
G = Actual number of scholasties enumerated in scliclastic census for
vear X,
" H=G—F, the
migration.

increase or deerease of scholastics attributable to

I = Migration multiplier, whilch is takem ax the ratio of the total
population te the number of persons 8-17 years of age in 1980,

J = Number of resident births between 1960 snd year X (e, when
X iz 1963, it 1s the number of births during 1860, 1981, and 1B42).

K = Number of resident deaths between 1980 and year 1.
L = Resident 1380 population according to the federal census of 1964.
M = Estimated population for year X.
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The crucial factor in the estimation formugla iz the migration mul-
tiplier. The first step tuken in the eomputation of a migration mul-
tiplier for each Texas county iz to determine the 1960 potential number
of persons 6-17 wyears of age (henceforth referred to as scholastics),
given the age composition of the county's population in 1950 and the
births and deaths in the county during the 1950-60 decade, In thig
ingtance thé 1960 potential number of scholastics is all persons 0.7
years of age in 1950 plus all persoma born between April 1, 1950 and
April 1, 1954, Bubtraction of the estimated number of deaths of poten-
tiat scholasties from the total yields the expected number of scholasties
in 1260. The difference hetween the numher of expected scholastics in
1960 and the number of persons 6-17 years of age enumerated in the
1960 federal ecensus is Indieative of net migration. For example, if the
1960 expected number of scholasties in a county iz 150, but the number
of persons B-17 years of age enumerated in the 1960 faderal census is
200, then the estimaté of net migration of scholastics over the decade
1050-60 is 50,

Since the total net migration over the years 1950-60 ia knowm for
each county, the divisicn of total net migration by the estimate of
#srholagtic net migration yields a migration multiplier for each county
(referred o as the ohtained migration multiplier), For example, if the
1950-80 total net mieration ie 500 and the estimated scholastic net
migration iz 125, then the obtained migration multiplier ie 4.00 (i.e.,
a gain of one scholastic from migration represents a gain of four
migranta of all apes). In most cases this operation yields a plausible
multiplier. However, the probiem case is the county with a very small
migration. To illustrate, if a county gained only two scholastics from
migration, it may have lost n few persons as far as total migratien ie
concerned. In such a ease, it iz not possible to compute a migration
multiplier. Then there may be cases when a county zained three
scholastics from migration but gained 30 from total migration. In such
A cagd, the obfained migration multiplier would be 10.00, but this
extremely high value is likely to reflect nothing more than minor errors
in the estimates of deaths of potential seholastics, inaccuracies in the
1050 federal census enumeration, and/or inaccuracies in the enumera-
tion of the 1960 federal census,

Rather than use extremely high or extremely low obtained mizration
multipliers for some counties (most of which have a wvery amall pop-
ulation), the decislon wag made to compute a state total (the sum of
all counties) of estimated scholastic net migration and totsl net
migration. The division of the latter by the former yields an obtgined
migration multiplier of 4.35. This migration multiplier of 4.35 for the
state as a whole was found to correspond very closely to the 1960 ratio
of the total pepulation of the state to the numher of persons 6-17 yenrs
of age, the ratio being 4.26. Further analysis of 1960 ¢ensus flgures
revenled that the ratio of total intercounty migrants (persons whe in
1#50 did not reside in the same county as 1965) to Intercounty migrants
6-17 vears of age is 4.25.2 : : '

These comparidens supgest a falrly close relationship between the
abteined migration multiplier and the ratic of the total population fo
persong 6-17 years of age. Further substantintion is found by inepection
of the two fipures for individua! counties. Generally, counties with a
high ofteinad migration multiplier also have a high age ratio, and the
roverse Alse 15 menerally true. Mofeover, there ia a generally ciose
agreemeant between the sge ratic snd the sbioined migration multiplier
in rounties with a large population, where minor errorz are least likely
tn create extremely high or extremely low ehtained migration multi-
piers. Finally, in a large proportion of the counties the ratio of the
total population to persoms 6-17 years of age 1@ between 3.85 and £.B5,
values within 1.00 of the obtained migrition multiplier for the state

“as a whole. Al of theze chzérvations clearly snggest that the use of

the ratio of the total population te persons’ 8-17 years of age as the
migration multiplier ia justified.

Although the major questlon in the use of Method I iz the migration
multiplier, there are several other possible sources of inaccuracy., The
formula assumes the accuracy of the 1960 federal census and each
annual seholastic census for the years 1960-62. It further assumies the
relinbility of the following vital statistice for the years considered:
deaths of potential scholastics, total deaths, and total births. _

As further research on the subiject is undertaken, it may be possible
to make adjustments for the vnrious possible sources of inaccuraey.?
It also may be possible to consider certain refinements in the method.
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Table 1: 1963 POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS COUNTIES BY THREE METHODS,
WITH AVERAGE ANNUAL GROWTH RATE_S, 1960-1963

Method 1 Method IT Method ITI
> .

£ 48 £ x5 g .E FE

g% ac g7 #% g7 =T B3

B2 8¢ &5 = gd 3w g

PR A &4 5B S 4 B8
Counties FS*% g § Eﬁ% %g F?I't% é E Fi‘-:g
Anderson 20,640 1% 26,624 —1.9 80,628 2.8 47
Andrews 12,334 —2.9 9,308 —12.1 14,024 1.4 185
Angelina 42,493 2.2 9,936 0.1 48,627 320 29
Aransas 7846 A8 #,150 5.0 8013 45 1.2
Archer 6,588 2.3 6,247 0.7 5,922 —1.0 3.3
Armstrong 2,186 3.5 2,302 5.2 2,083 21 31
Alascosa 19,016 0.8 18,008 —-1.5 20,608 8.2 4.7
Austin 13,888 0.3 15,023 2.4 14,632 2.0 2.6
Bailey 10,022 3.3 9,718 2.2 10,187 37 1.6
Bandera 4,310 5.4 3,782 —L1.8 3971 07T 44
Bastrop 17,556 1.2 15,902  —21 18074 22 4.3
Baylor 6,266 2.0 5850 —0.2 6107 1.2 2.2
Ece 24,278 0.7 24,100 0.5 24,600 10 0.5
Bell 110,400 58 120,419 82 112,483 &9 29
Bexar 745,078 2.7 705,837 0.9 772,846 89 A0
Elanco 3,590 0.6 3,446 —2.0 8,787 o 2.4
Borden 1,008 —2.2 1,281 6.1 1,079 0.1 &4
Bosdque 10,564 —0.% 9,972 —24 . 11,446 19 48
Bowie 62,869 1.8 64,054 2.2 68.867 4.4 8.0
Brazoria 85,146 3.7 84,921 3.6 92,740 6.5 2.9
Brazos 46,1937 1.0 44,692 —0.2 49,524 83 35
Brewster 6,629 1.0 5,732 —.3.8 8,474 0.2 4.8
Briscoe 3,810 2.1 4,114 4.7 3911 30 2@
Brooks 8908 1.5 5,008 —2.0 2,169 21 44
Brown 27,127 8.1 26,201 ° L9 27,367 84 L5
Burleson 10,785 —1.2 10,285 —2.7 11,646 11 8.8
Burnet 9,008 —0.8 BBTL 1.4 8,601 1.2 2.4
Caldwell 18,868 —0.7 16,681 1,1 12,068  1.8. .7
Calhoun 15,484 3.5 18,797 0.4 19,068 4.8 4.2
Callahan | BS06 8.9 7674 —1.1 8574 28 5.0
Cameron 146,267 —1.1 137,528 —8.1 161,830 2.8 5.4
Camp 8202 L5 8,032 0.8 8624 3.1 28
Carson 7,829 0.2 7276 —2.2 867t 36 5.8
Cass 24,005 0.8 25,856 3.2 27,017 46 8.8
Castro 9,856 3.2 8,595 34 10,281 47 15
Chambers 11,038 2.1 9,081 —4.6 11,708 40 B8
Cherokee 33,186 0,1 22,489 —0.8 96,168 2.8 a5
Childress 2,377 —o.2 9,703 47 5800 07 4.0
Clay 8,201 —0.6 B204 0.6 0,085 2.6 3.2
Cochran 7,189 8.8 7,180 2.7 7272 42 0.5
Coke 2,480 -0.8 3,707 1.1 3750 Lb 2.4
Coleman 12,666 0.5 12,387 -2 18,261 21 2.3
Collin 44,418 2.5 45,812 1.5 47,686 4.8 - 2,3
Gollingsworth 6,285 0.0 6,870 0.5 6228 —03 0.8
Colarado 18,790 0.6 15,232 —4.4 19,666 2.1 8.4
Comal 20,817 1.8 18,474 8.4 21902 83 BT
Comanche 13,476 4.2 18,221 3.6 12,807 20 22
Concho 4,105 8.7 4,883 9.4 8,704 0.3 01
Cooke 23,687 L8 24,311 2.5 29,631 1.5 1.0
Coryell 32,333 10.0 21,884 8.9 28,440 57 B2
Cottle 4,162 —o0.4 2,888 —2.1 4,414 L& a4
Crane 4,419 —320 3947 —58 4,382 —23 &8
Crocketi 2,820 —3.2 4177 —0.3 1,368 1.2 44
Croghy 11,261 2.8 11,887 4.5 11,404 3.2 1.7
Culberson 3,223 4.8 4,084 12,5 2,077 3.2 &3
Dallam 6276 —0.1 5918 —21 6627 1.2 33
Dallas 1.060,605 8.3 1,000,942 1.7 1143717 61 44
Dawson 21,180 2.8 21,502 4.4 21,502 88 1.1
Deaf  Smith 15,058 4.4 15,862 6.1 14,608 3.8 2.5
Delta 5105 —4.8 5480 —2.2 6198 1.8 6.4
Denton 56,764 6. 54,110 4.4 55,562 © 5.3 1.6
Do Witk 20,462 —0.4 19,601 —L.8 21,987 2.0 3.3
Dickens 5523 34 5,080 0.8 5148 12 2.8
Dimmit 10,068 —0.1 9,504  —2.0 10,804 2.3 4.8
Donley - 4,549 0.7 5,063 1.8 4,553 0.8 8.6
Duval 13,821 1.1 11,281 —5.¢ 12,827 0.8 8.5
Eastland 19.564 0.1 18,613 —1.4 19,487 —01 17
Eetor 87,472 —1.8 85,532 —2.1 98,807 247 48
Edwards 2,582 8.0 3,824 119 2,481 1.6 103
Ellis 48,412 0.0 45,066 1.8 45,723 1.7 17
_El Paso 337.650 2.4 291,687 25 347187 2.8 G.B
Erath 16,486 0.5 15,363 5.9 16,928 14 54
Falls 20,275 —1.8 20,570 —1.1 21,664 0.8 2.2
Fannin 28,791 —0.1 24,918 1.4 24,285 06 1.5
Fayette 16,854 —0.9 21,267 1.4 20,644 0.4 2.8

Method I Method II Method IIT

& : 8 & g8 & gd B2

. RE Ay s art e HE

ioss B o= B ogs By

4E  g¢ 4E 8¢ 4B g8 &
Counties g% 2% dz 25 48 =¢ 22
Fisher 2246 18 9,028 4.6 B301 1.8 80
Floyd 18,655 8.3 13,471 2.8 14,223 4.6 L3
Toard 3,066 —0.6 3,202 0.8 3,668 48 49
Fort Bend 43,886 2.3 41,731 1.0 46,661 8.9 29
Franklin 5269 L1 5,026 0.5 5,286 L2 L7
Freestone 12,326 —0.5 10,782 5.0 12,481 —0.1 4.9
Frio 10,686 1.8 10,796 2.2 10,881 2.3 0.5
Caines 12,480 0.5 12,592 0.9 12,843 18 138
Galveston 148,112 L& - 188,080 -—06 155,420 $.4 4.0
Garza 8,511 —0.5 6,667 0.3 6,782 09 1.4
Giltespie 10,504 15 12,084 6.0 10,928 2,8 45
Glasseock 1,206 2.5 “1,361 6.5 1,068 —1.5 8.1
Goliad 5,276 —1.0° 5,461 0.2 5237 —1.2 14
Gonzales 17,861 —0.9 20,288 4.2 13,435 1.1 &l
- Gray 29,4T1 —2.3 . 25,878 - —+6.6 82,786 13 74
Grayson 74,456 0.6 72608 —0.2 79,991 28 8.1
- Grege 72,504 1.4 - B7,872  —0.T 70T 8.5 4.2
Grimes 12,348 —1.0 12,982 0.6 13,082 0.8 L8
Guadalupe 29,100 0.1 27,384 —2.0 31,748 3.0 5.0
Hale 39,422 2.3 39,719 2.5 40,836 - 3.5 1.2
Hall 8,018 8.0 7,437 0.5 7064 28 L5
Hamiltan 7,058 —22 9,466 3.6 8368 —0.5 5.8
Hansford 6813 8.1 3,986 —145 66T L8 1T.6
Hardeman 9,062 8.0 9,996 5.3 8377 064 B8
Hardin 27,287 3.4 - 24,692 0.1 28,388 49 4.6
Harris 1.842,511 2.6 1,308,738 1.7 1,437,889 4.8 8.1
Harrison 43,806 —1.8 42,646 —22 48,282 19 4.1,
Hartley 2,987  10.0 3,956 102 2,586 5.8 4.4
Haskell L3834 0.5 12,022 2.4 1,818 04 2.4
Hays 21,044 1.8 18,608 —2.3 20,461 0.9 4.1
Hemphill 3,186 —0.5 4,048 7.8 3,368 1B 8.4
Henderson 24,187 8.5 25,663 5.4 24,328 37 18
Hidalgo 182,547 0.3 189,777 —z1  20T.267 4.6 6.6
Hill 23,161 —40.7 28,478 —0.2 23,819 —0.5 0.5
_Hockley 24,087 2.6 28,609 1.8 23,866 2.3 0.7
Hood 538 —0.7 8,806 5.4 6,058 85 4.1
Hopkins 19,631 1.8 18,560 —0.1 20,256 20 8.0
Houston 19,784 0.7 17.827 —2.8 20,080 11 -39
Howard 42,508 1.9 39,198 —0.8 45,180 8.0 47
Hudspeth 3408 1.5 8,600 2.6 - 3,637 2.8 14
Hunt 41,302 1.8 41,174 L5 41598 18 03
Hutrhinzon 38,614 —0.8 29,667 —5.1 86,301 0.9 &0
Irion 1163 —0.9 1,061 —8.7 1,132 —1.F 2.8
Jack 8,050 —2.1 5087 7.2 | 7242 —4.8 6.4
Jackson 14,086 0.0 14,104 —2.3 14357 0.7 %D
Jaaper 23,046 1.4 23,620 2,1 26,317 B8 4.4
Jeff Davis 1,588 —1.0 1.468 —2.8 1,616 0.7 4.3
Jefterson 253,806 1.0 244,588 —0.1 284,908 25 2.5
Jim Hogg 5113 0.6 5,781 4.4 5530 8.8 8.8
Jim Wells 83,488 —1.1 34,056 —0.5 $8,168 8.8 44
Johnson 38708 8.6 31,87 —2.7 59,460 43 7.0
Jones 20,104 15 21,592 5.6 21,484 3.6 21
Karnes 15,252 0.6 14179 —1.% 16,123 24 438
Kaufman 0,116 0.2 30,426 0.5  3L,061 12 1.0
Kendall BO81 0.5 8379 114 6,516 4.4 111
Kenedy #64 2.5 968 3.0 958 27 0.8
Kent 1,841 2.1 1,608 4.6 1,878 2.8 T4
Kerr 20,208 6.1 18,542 3.3 18589 38 2.8
Kimble 4,383 2.6 4,863 7.0 4074 11 58
King 581 —3.3 366 —19.1 647 0.3 19.4
Kinney 2,426 0.4 2,088 6.3 2,498 0.6 62
Kleherg 30,087 0.0 26,857 —8.7 30,861 0.9 4.8
Knox 7,021 0.3 7,826 —0.1 B241 1.6 14
Lamar 34,870 0.1 43,456 —0.8 87,528 3.1 4.9
Lamb 24,102 8.2 24,207 3.8 28,300 22 L1
Lampasas 0,467 0,2 11,848 7.9 9,977 1.9 7.7
Ta Salle 5741 —13 4255 —11.2 5732 —14 8.9
Lovara. 19,841 0.8 10,164 —LY 20,862 11 24
Tee 8,128 0.6 7996 —8.8 9,181 0.8 48
Leon 10,758 2.8 9,151 —2.8 10,1712 07 B4
Liberty 22,455 0.9 20,202 —1.5 34,176 2.6 4.1
Limestone 20,436 0.0 18,226 —3.8 20,217 0.3 3.8
Lipscomb 3878 2.4 8,111 —32.0 8,676 2.5 5.6
Live Oak 7,634 —0.9 8,142 1.2 7,840 04 21
Llano 5,258 0.1 6,531 7.3 5,996 4.5 T2
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Counties ﬁé‘ %v'::, LE-% g% ;32 §§_ .:{‘.:g Counties E-: gﬁ ﬁ:ﬁh &g Eéh =4 F\‘:E
Loving 205 —38.2 338 134 216 —1.4 16.6 Travis 234,391 8.3 297,166 2.3 245485 50 2.7
Lulbhoek 171,071 3.0 154,689 0.4 182,762 6.2 5.6 Trinity 7,448 —04 6,353 5.7 8,186 6.6 12.3
Lynn 12,699 6.0 12,988 5.8 11,684 2.0 8.8 Tyler 10,880 0.7 11,485 2.3 12,345 4.8 4.2
McCulloch 8,827 0.0 9,073 4.1 9,482 24 4. Upshur 20,886 1.7 18,388  __2.8 21,283 2.3 4.8
MeLennan 152,108 9.7 145877 —0.0 168,801 29 338 Upton - 5607 —3.6 5168 —6.8 5581 —3.7 2.7
McMullen 1,169 1.2 845 —0.2 1,129 0.4 104 Uvalde 17070 0.5 16,098 —L15 15,408 8.0 4.5
Madison 7271 25 8,352 0.5 802 5.8 5.3 Val Verde 26,879 3.1 25051 2.0 28,728 5.3 3.3
Marion 7.635 —L.B 7186 —38.9 5,363 1.3 5.2 Van Zandt 19,7% 1,2 16,081 —5.8 20,688 2.8 8.4
Martin 5,426 2.3 5,521 2.9 5,27% L4 L5 Vietoria 50,350 . 2.7 51,682 3.6 52,061 4.3 1.6
Mason 3,807 0.2 3,685 —0.9 2,778 —0.1 1.1 Walker 23,190 2.6 23,710 3.3 28,966 3.6 L0
Matayordn 28,178 8.0 27,412 - 2.1 2811 8.6 L5 Waller 13,312 3.3 18,845 4.6 14,158 &8 2.0
Maverick 16,751 4,8 18,194 2.7 18,066 7.3 3.8 Ward 13,756 —2.7 14,917 0.0 16,356 21 5.8
Medina 19,602 1.0 1%,252 0.7 20,454 2.6 19 Washington 19,182 0.1 18,618 0.8 20,116 1.7 LB
Menard 2,958 —0.1 2,476 —6.0 5810 87 &7 Webh 87,192 1.2 64,4390 —0.2 75,085 4.9 5.1
Midland 88,452 0.4 63,188 —2.8 75247 8.5 5.8 Wharton 37762 —0.3 35,380 —2.6 40,243 1.8 4.4
Milam - 20,740 —2.4 20,137 —2.3 22,195 —0.1 8.2 Whesler 7,706 —1.0 7,684 1.1 5118 6.7 1.8
Mill= 4,640 1.3 2,966 —13.5 4,548 0.6 148 Wichita 134,301 2.8 1855816 3.2 144,004 51 2.3
Mitchell 11,824 1.8 10,681 —0.8 10,941 —0.8 26 Wilbarger 18315 1.0 19,421 3.0 18702 1.7 2.0
Montague 15,368 1.0 17,855 5.T 15468 1.8 4.7 Willacy 18,687 —2.4 17687 4.3 19,726 —0.6 8.7
Montgomery 80,479 4.2 27,685 1.0 31,796 56 4.6 “Williamson 35,128 0.1 84,368 —0.6 37,895 2.4 . 3.0
Moore 18,582 —2.8 13,088 —4.2 15764 2.2 64 Wilson 13658 L0 14,271 2.4 18,582 0.8 L6
Morris 1,749 —2.3 18,227 1.7 18,827 3.2 5.5 Winkler 12,140 —B8.9 12,251 —3.8 12954 —1.8 2.1
Motley 2817 —0.4 2,051 0.9 2901 08 Lk Wise 17751 14 15189 —8.8 18,638 8.0 6.8
Nacogdoches 8,444 0.5 26,840 —L.5 30,338 2.6 4l Wool 18,566 L7 19,019 2.5 19,200 2.8 L1
Navarro 34,025 —0,4 32,282 —2.1 25,885 14 8.5 ¥ oakum 8251 0.9 7723 —13 7,700 —1.4 2.3
Newton 10,439 0.2 10,047 —1.1 11,676 3.7 4.8 Young 16,883 —L.7 16,271 —2.0 17877 12 3.2
Nolan 18,047 —L.8 18,413 —1.0 18,158 —1.5  0.6- Zapata 4716 24 4,884 36 . B0 85 71
Nugeces 223,080 0.2 218,700 —0.4 232488 1.6 2.0 Zavala 13,250 1.4 13,046 0.9 18,355 1.3 0.8
Ochiltree 19,951 5.2 11,540 8% 11,852 7.8 2.8 -
Oltham 2.456 B0 2,622 10.2 2,100 29 7.3 Table 2
Orange 84,749 2.3 60,728 0.2 72,444 61 6B : :
“Palo Pinto 20948 0.7 10501 —1.7 28448 3.0 47 1963 POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR TEXAS STANDARD
Panola 16,802 —0.1 14818 —41 17742 17 6.8 METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREA3 BY THREE
Parker 24,316 2.0 22,254 —0.9  24.604. 25 3.4 METHODS, WITH AVERAGE ANNUAL GROWTH
Parmer 10,980 4.4 9758 0.6 10,876 42 8.8 RATES, 1960-1363
Pecos 12,020 0.2 12,012 0.2 12,270 0.e 07
Polk 14,344 L1 11,858 —5.2 15128 2.9 8.1 _M;etlgcgi}w_ . _Method 11 Method IIT )
Potter 121,876 1.8 115,766 0.1 128706 3.8 3.5 - & - & . & g%
Presidio 5872 —0.5 5735 1.6 8178 41 4.8 £ .8 & B & £E &t
Rains 5,041 0.5 2,682 3.7 2,620 —4d4 49 Standard 6T S a7 me £ me B
Rnndall 44741 9.2 36898 2.8 47016 108 80 . NMetropolitan A BD W iZ %% g%
Reagan 2,988 —T7.8 3,139 —6.2 3,748 —0.3 . 7.5 Statistical £ B 35 28 Zd <& §E f.jfo
Real 2,284 51 1,863 37 2287 82 g9  Areas M4 AR Ha AR M ~a Al
Red River 15784 0.1 13,463 —&1 16,470 1.6 6.7 Abilenel 126,990 1.8 124676 L2 140,840 G139
Reeves 17,228 —0.8 16,218 —2.8 17.828 0.3 3.1 Amarillo? 166,616 3.6 152,684 0.7 175722 b4 4.7
Refugio 10,933 —0.1 11.824 1o 11868 2.0 2.1 Austin? 234,301 8.3 227,166 2.3 246485 6.0 2T
Roberts 1,129 18 1.498 109 1,146 22 948 Berumont-
Robertson 15,685 —1.1 15188 —2.0 18408 0.5 2.5 Fort Arthur! 318,054 L% 805291 —0.1 837,862 3.2 3.3
Rockwall 5988 0.8 6,112 1.3 5,509 —2.2 8.5 Brownsville-
Runnels 14,306 —1.4 15,691 1.5 15401 0.8 29 Harlingen-
Rusk 28,290 -—0.1 26,168 0.2 37410 09 L1 San Benito® 146,207 —1. 137,538 —&.1 161,830 2.3 5.4
Sabine 7378 0.3 7.271  —0.1 8,341 44 45 Corpus Christis 223,060 6.2 218700 —0.4 282,488 1.6 2.0
8an Augustine 7986 0.9 6,867 3.9 8257 22 61 DNallas’ 1,196,199 3.3 1,145930 1.9 1,202,668 50 4.0
San Jacinto 6,448 1.6 6,735 3.0 6,880 3.8 22 El. Paso® 237.660 2.4 291,667 —2.5 847,167 8.2 6.8
8an Patricile 42,877 —1.8 40,324 —3.7 47,645 ‘1.9 6.6 Fort Worth? 502,341 1.1 540,267 —1.4 635,218 3.8 47
San Saba 7,007 3.1 8,182 —1.0 6578 1D 41 Gaulveston- :
Schleicher 2992 23 2,541 8.1 2,740 —0.6 54 Texas CilyV 148,112 1.8 138,080 —0.6 156,420 34 4.0
Seurry 18,965 2.4 17,472 —5.1 19,452 —1.5 5.8 Houston 1,842,511 2.6 1,200,738 1.8 1,487,88% 4.8 3.1
Sehackelford 8,574 8.7 3949 —04 3,868 —1.0 8.3 Laredot? 67,192 1.2 64,430 4.2 16,085 4.9 5.1
Shelby 20,575 0.2 21,884 2.1 22475 31 20 Luthock® 171,071 3.0 154,689 ~—0.4 182,762 b2 5.8
Sherman 2,865 3.2 2,842 2.9 2,729 1.7 1.5 Midlandt 68,452 0.4 63,188 —2.5 75,247 8.6 GRS
3mith 92,885 2,2 90,923 1.7 99,175 4.8 2.0 Odessa ' 87,472 —1.3 85,532 —2.1 ag.60T 2.7 4.8
Somervell 2,638 —0.8 2,166 —5.8 2,545 —0.4 5.4 San  Angelalf 89,952 2.6 73,844 4.2 73,685 4.4 1.8
Starr 18,854 3.2 17.358 0.4 20,861 65 6.1 San Antonic™  TT41TH 2.8 732971 0.8 804588 89 21
Stephens B514 —14 a812  —0.3 ®057T 06 2.0 Texarkana® 62,860 L6 64,054 2.2 65,367 4.6 2.0
Bterliny .17 —.1 Te0 148 1,195 —0.1 14.2 Tyler 62,335 ] 99,928 1.7 99,176 4.6 A0
Stenewall 2,089 —0.8 3.170 1.8 088 08 14 Waco® 153,100 0.7 145877 —0.8 163,891 29 LE
Suiton 7R ol 2,217 50 3850 1.5 6.2 Wichita Falls® 140,840 2.8 142,062 80 145026 4.8 2.0
Swisher 11,000 88 13,811 a7 12598 5T 49 .
Tarrant FR3.635 0.0 p1T.281 —1.8 £93,728 3.2 4.6 Counties in each SMSA: Jones and Taylor; *Potter and Randall;
Tavlor 108,796 1.8 103,154 0.7 118,908 5.4 8.7 #Travig; *Jefferson and Orange: "Cameron; "Nucees; TCollin, Dallas,
Tervell 2,260 —4.5 1,380 8.8 2,430 —2.1 13.3 Denton, and Elis; ®*El Paso; “Johnson and Tarrant: “Galveston; “'Har-
Terry 17986 2.9 17,80 8.0 17,288 2.0 1. vig; ¥Webk; YLubboek; Midland; "Eetor; ""Tom Green: "Bexar and
Throckmorton 2,960 2.2 3,281 5.7 2509 —21 7R Guadalupe (Guadalupe added under new definition by U.S. Bureau of
Tilus 17.151 0.9 16818 0.1 18988 3.8 A7 the Census, October 18, 1063); ®Bowie (excluding Miller, Arkansas):
Tom Grecn 690952 2.5 78,344 42 78,685 4.4 1.8 Wgmith; *McLennan: ™Archer and Wichita.



However, it i3 neither feasible nor desirable to attempt three possible
refinements, The natural increase eomponent of the estimation formula
iB Lased on births and deaths duaring the ealendar year rather than
from April 1 of one year to April 1 of the next year. Since the federal
censuy ig takem on April 1, births and deaths should be reckoned on
that date rather than from January 1 of one year to January 1 of the
next. However, since births and deuths are not reported for counties
on & monthly basis, the numbers between April 1 of one year and
April 1 of the next only can be estimated. Comparisons of the esti-
mated number with the number occcurring between Januwary 1 of one
year and January 1 of the next reveal no great differences: conse-
yuently, little would be gained by this adjustment. Still another con-
sideration is the fact that the scholastic census is taken in January,
while lhe lederal vensug iz taken onm April 1. The discrepancy hetween
the two dates is not desirable, Imt experimentation has revealed that
adjustment of the figures to take into account the discrepancies be-
lween the dates has very little effect on the resulta, Finally, slthough
adjustments can be made for under enumeration of bhirths and deaths,
research findings on the subject suggest remistration is now so mnearly
complete that little is gained by adjostment.

Although minor changes may be made in the future, the hasic fea-
tures of the estimation formula of Method I will be retained In meking
annual population estimates up to the vear of the next federal census,
1970.

Method [f. Thiz method eenerates o 1963 estimate based on the
ratic of the 1960 census population to the 1959 number of resident
births and deaths times the 1962 number of resident births and deaths.
The formula for a Method II estimate is: Py =[P, /{8, + D))
(B, +D,), where P iz the 1963 population estimate, P, is the 1960
census population, By iz the number of resident births in 1958, D, is
the number of residents deaths in 1952, B, is the humber of resident
deaths in 1659, B, is the number of resident bhirths in 1952, and D, i=
the number of resident deaths In 1962, .

Method II assumes the number of resident births and deathe regis-
tered for a county are reliable, and it further assumes that neither the

- birth rate nor the death rate of the county has changed substantially
between the census year and the estimate year. Generally, a change
toward a younger population leads to an overestimate when the estimate
iz bazed on hirths alone, and n change toward a more elderly peopulation
leads to an underestimate when deaths are comsidered alome. Conse-
aquently, by ecombining both births and deaths ope has the advantage
of cancelling out the estimate errors of each of the two considered
separately. However, Method II i{s particularly prone to lead to an
underestimate when there iz appreciable in-migration of young un-
married persons, those least likely to Influence the number of births or
denths, Further, Method IT ia likely to produce extreme errors im small
counties, because the number of births and deaths fends to fluctuate
considerably frem one year to the next, even with & constant population.

Method ITf, Estimntes based on this- method are computed by mul-
tiplying the ratic of the 1860 census population to the number of 1980
pasgenger car registrations times the number of 1383 pessenger car
rexistrations. The formula for the Method IIT estimate ia: P, —
(P, /C,1C,; where P, is the 1962 estimate, P, is the I1B60 census
population, €, 1s the number of passenger cara registered In 1960, and
G, s the number of passenger cars registered in 1963

Method ITI assumes the ratio between passenger cars snd popniation
remains constant, It also assumes either no irregularities in registration
{persons registering their ears in o county where they are not resi-
dents) or no change in either the amount or kind of such irregularities.
The major prohlem with Method IIT is that changes in the number of
passenger cars ean be a function of increases or decreases in the real

1. 3ee "Population Estimates for Texas Counties, Standard Metro-
politan Statistical Areas, and Urbanized Areas, April 1, 1861," Tergs
Business Review, XXXVI (January, 1862), pp. 7-8; and “Population
Estimates for Texas Counties, 1961 and 1962," Teras Buwiness Review,
AAHEVII (April, 198%8), pp. TI-88,

2, See U.5. Bureau of the Censns, 7.5, Census of Population: 1960
PCiL1]-45D  (Washington: U.5. Government Printing Office, 1962),
Table 140, Figures on migrante of less than flve yeara of apge were
estimated (by assuming the same propertion of migrants as among the
5-0 age group), and fizures for the €-17 nge group were estimated
from census data on age groups 5-9, 10-14, and 15-19.

3. One possibility in this conneetion is to adjust for underenumera-
iton in the 1960 federal census. However, at present, there is not
gufficient information on the subject to attempt an adjustment.

4. The actual registration year 1960 was from April 1, 1959 to
March 21, 1960 and actual registration year 1963 was from April 1,
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income of families and individualas that have no relation to population
Auctuntions, Generally, for some 25 years economic trends in Texas
eounties have been such that Method IIT produces an overestimation of
poputation.

INTERPRETATION 0F RESULTS

Given the fact that only a few Linda of relevant atatisties are com-
piled annunally for all 254 counties of Texas, not a great deal of choice
can be exerciged in devising estimation ‘methods. Thus, availability of.
dats was & major consideration in selecting the three methods deseribed
above and not the proven superiority of the methods over sl possible
alternatives. However, experimentation with different methods in pre-
dicting the 1560 populaticn of Texas counties does provide a basia
for interpreting the results of the thres methods.

In general, Method I produces far more reliable estimates than does
Method II, which in turn is superior to Method III. Further, Method ITE
tends to result in an overestimation of pepulation, while the reverse iz
true for Method II. {This was one of the reasons for conasidering the
two tmethods, sinee one of them gives the maximum probable population
size and the other vields the minimum,)

Figures in Table 1 provide support for this contention. In 639%
of the cases {i.e., a comparison of the three estimates for individual
eounties) Method IIT yielded the highest 1963 estimzte as compared to
24%, for Methed II and only 139 for Method I. Fifty-eight percent
of the low estimatea were produced hy Methed II, but only 2312% by
Method I and 119 by Method III. Finally, 585; of the Method I
estimates are intermediate, but this iz true for only 269 of the

: Metho_d ITI estimates and even less {189%) for the Method II estimates,

Differences among the three estimates are even more elear-cut for the
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (see Table 23, Method III
was the highest estimate in all 21 cases, and Method II produced the
lowest estimate in all but three céases.

Past experimentation and the analysis of Tables 1 and 2 suggest
clenrly that Method I iz superior to either Method II or Method III.
Accordingly, the sum of the Method I estimates in Table 1 and in
Table & provides the best 1963 estimate of the state peopulation as a
whole and of the metropolitan population. The estimzied 1963 popu-
lation for the state so computed is 10,110,568, which represents =
1960-63 average annual percent growth of 1.8°. Corresponding figures
for the metrepolitan population (the residents of Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Areas as defined in Talle 2) are 6,618,698 and 2,2, The 1960-
€3 mrowth rate of the state is less than the 1950-80 rate (1.8 as eom-
pared to 2.2), and the 1960-82 metropolitan rate iz much less than it
was during 1960-60 (2.2 as compated to 3.5},

Sone rules of tnterpretetion. Given a number of different population
estimates, there are no infallible rules for arriving at the “best” or
most probable estimate. However, certain general guide lines ean be
formulated.

{13 A Method I estimate in most casez is more reliable than either
ol the other twa, :

{2} The closer the agreemeni among the three estimates, the greater
th: confidence that can be placed in any one of them.

{3) A Method III estimate that is higher than either of the other
two represents the maximum popuwlation size, and it should be inter-
preted only In such terms.

(4} A Method II estimate that is lower than elther of the other two
represents the minimum population size, and it should ke interpreted
only in such terms.

t51 If a Method IL estimate is intermediate or highest, the greater
the confidence that can be placed in it,

%) If A Method IIT estimate iz intermediate or lowest, the greater

.the confidence that can be placed in it.

19682 to March 31, 1983,

4. All of the growth figures reported in thiz paper are reduced to
an average annual basis, The average annual percent growth (PR) is
(P,—P) /T

computed as follows: PR = 100, where Pr is the average an-

P, + P2
nual pereent growth, P, iz the population size at the beginning of the
period, P, is the population size at the end of the period, and T is the
number of years in the period. This formula gives a much more realistie
average annual growth rate than does the simple interest formula:
{P,——P /T
— e 10
1

f. Bince our concern is with the Texas metropolitan population, the
fizures on the Texarkana Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area ex-
clude Miller eounty, Arkansas.

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



LOCAL BUSINESS CONDITIONS

Retail sales data for cities are reported in this tabula-
tion. The first ¢olumn containz an average percent change
from the preceding month marked by a dagger(}). This
is the normal seasonal change in sales by that kind of
business. The second column shows the percent change in
asetual sales reported for the month, The third eclumn
shows the change in sales from the same month of the
preceding year. A large variation between the normal
seasonal percent change and the percent change in re-
ported sales indicates an abnormal month. Postal receipts
information which is marked by an asterisk (*) indicates
cash received during the four-week postal accounting
period ended January 31, 1964. Annual postal data are

for 13 four-week periods falling elosest within 1962 and

1363 calendar years.

Changes of less than one-half of 19 are marked with
a double asterisk(**). Waco retail sales information is
reported in cooperation with the Baylor Bureau of Busi-
ness Research. End-of-month deposits as reported rep-
resent money on deposit in individual demand deposit ac-
counts ont the last day of the month and are indicated by
the symbol (I). All population figures are final 1960
census data with the exception of those marked (r),
which are estimates of the Texas Highway Department.
Figures under Texarkana with the following symbel (§}
are for Texarkana, Texas, only.

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964
Jan from from

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1*]64
JAn from

City and item 1984 Dec 1983 Jan 1062 City and item 1964 Dec 1982 Jan 1J63
ABILENE (pop. 90 368) AMARILLO {pop. 155,205r)
Retail zales . ... ... ... . PN — 27t - 19 Retail sales ... ... ... ... . ... ... — 27t | — 28
Apparel stores ... ...... ... ... ... — 4uf — 68 Apparel stores ... ... e — 48t — bB
Automotive storea ......... ... ... — 2t — 1 Automotive stores ... .. P I — 2t — 3%
Drug stores .. ... iiiaiiaaa — 22t + 2 Eating and drinking places. . . ..... w—  A¥ — 2
General merchandise stores. .. .. .. . — 501 — 43 Furniture and household
Postal receipts® . ... ... ... ... % 125772 — 34 — 3 appliance stores ... ... ... ... .. — 28t —— 3G
Building permits, less federal contracts § 508435 + 41 — 22 General merchandise st,ores ......... - BT — &5
Bank debits (thousands) ... .. . $ 128,357 + 7 + 0 Postal receipts® ... ... ... 250,275 — 2p ks
End-of-menth deposita (thousands)§. . § 70,633 — g i Building permits, less federal contracts § 3,922,237 + 98 + 18
Annual rate of deposit twrmiover. ... .. 21.2 + & + 10 Bank debits (thowsanda).............$3 516,474 + 9 + 18
Employment (area) ................ 35,700 — 4 — 3 ¥nd-of-month deposits (thousands) i & 133,002 + 6 + &.
Manufacturing employment {aresa) . 4,270 + 2 — & Annual rate of deposit turnover . .. 29.3 + B8 + 16
Percent unemployed {area). . ... .. 6.8 + 11 —_ 7 Employment (area) ... .. ... ..., 54,800 — £ + 1
. Manufacturing employment (area). 6,260 + 1 + b
ALICE (pop' 20’861) Percent unemployed (area).......... 4.4 + 19 — 8
Retail sales .. ... ... ... .. ... ... ..., — 27t — 18
Eating and drinking places. ....... — &t + 7 ARLINGTON (p0p° 44!775)
Lumber, building materisl, Postal receipts® ... 1., ... ... ... $ 67060 - 19 + 9
hardware stores ............ ... . — 5t + 1 o Building permits, less federal contracts $ 1,320,580 — 41 +128
Postal receipts®™ ... . . 3 18,324 — 30 — 10 Employment faread ................ 285,600 .2 + 4
Building permits, less federal contracts § 16L850 +170 + 1 Manufacturing employment {area) . 55,500 un + 11
FPercent unemployed {area). ... ... .. 4.7 + 12, — 1b
ALPINE (pop. 4,740) -
Fostal receipts® ... ... ... ... ... B 5,295 — 41 — 12 ATHENS (pop. 7,086)
Building permits, less federal contracts § 2,100 — 98 — 7 Postal receiptst . $ 5,886 — 41 — 10
i:ﬁko ﬁiﬁthﬂ;:u:;:;“:tﬂ SIS : zggi 1 E i 1: Ruilding permits, less federal contracts § 127,900  +138  +278
Anal vote of dI; e 1 ousandsl .. "q . - T Bank debits {thowsands) ... ... P $ 12011 B | + 14
: P urnover. ... . + End-of-month deposits {thousands)i..§ 10,826 — 4 + 11
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... - 13.1 8 1
ANDREWS (pop. 11,135) " Moovr T
POfsta’I recelpts® L. L. H £,102 — 40 — 20 BAYTOWN ({pop. 28,159)
Building permits, less federal contracts § 35,200 + 38 L. T8 .
‘Bank debits (thousands) ... ..... . .... 3 6.385 + 9 + 5 Retail saleals ......................... — 27t —
End-of-month depoaits (thousands)§. § 7,344 — 1  — 14 Automotive stores ................. -+
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... . 104  + 18 + 14 Food stores ...................... = —12f 12 -
Postal receipts® ... ... ... ... oL ) 85,559 — 39 —
= Building permits, less federal contracts § 671,002 +310 + ®4
ARANSAS PASS (poi)' 6’906) . Bank debits (thousands).. ... .. . ..... $ 32,484 — 4 + 7
Dostal receipte .. ..., ... ... ... . .. % 5,618 - 27 — 1% EBnd-of-month deposits (thousands)t. . § 29,935 + 18 + &
Building permits, less federal contracts § 14,200 — 54 — i Annual rate of deposit turnhover. ... .. 18.5 — 12 + 2
Bank debits {thousands}........ ... .. $ 4,847 — A + 11 Empioyment {avea) ................ 568,500 — 1 + 8
End-of-month deposits (thousands) f..% 5,679 — & — 10 Manufacturing employment {area) . 86, 404 + 3 + 5
Annual rate of deposit turnover... .. 9.5 — 7 + 18 Dereent unemployed (area} . .. .. ... 44 + 18 — 21
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- Jan 1964 Jan 1964 Percent change

Local Business Conditions Toreet 7o ees  Local Business Conditions e T tem
Jan from from Jan from rom,
City and item 1064 Dec 19838 " Jan 1063 City and item 1964 Dec 1968 Jan 1063
AUSTIN (pop. 186,545) - BISHOP (pop. 3,722)
Retail sales ... ... .. ... .. ... .. — 2Tt — 24 Postal recelpte® ... ... ... . ... ...... H 2,800 — 24 — 26
Apparel stores — 4971 — 4T Building permits, less federal contracts 3 2,000 — 98 -
Automotive stores ... ... ... ... — 2f + 5 Bank dehits (thousands}. R 1,912 + 8 — 4
Drug stores ....................... - 22f — 14 End-of-month deposite {thousands)t .§ 2,262 — 8 — 15
Food stores ... n — 12% — 5 Annual rate of depesit turnover...... 8.7 + 7 + 10
Furniture and household :
appliance stores . ............... e 28% — 26

General merchandise qtores ......... — 5t — 5l o BONHAM (p()p. 7,357)

Lumber, building material, Postal reeeipts® . ..... .$ 6,403 — 5 — 20
and hardware stores......... .. .. - 8t — 8 Building permits, less federal contracts- $ 59,500 + 28 — 92

Postal receipts®™ oo $ 519,702 — 13 § Bank ‘debits {thousande) . I 9,109 + 7 + 10

Building permits, less federal contracts § 7,508,501 + 84 5 End-of-month deposits (thousandsH ¥ ] 8,418 — 5 + 5

Bank debits (thousands)........... .. $ 200,399 + 2 o Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 12.7 + 9 + 2

End-of-month deposits (thousands)}t. $ 179,821 + 4 + 12 .

Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 20.4 — 2 — 5

Employment (area) ................ 84,700 -1 + 4 BORGER (pop' 20,911)

Manufaciuring empleyment {area) . 6,170 + 2 + 4 . )

Percent nnemploved (area).......... 2.8 + 9 + 3 Pm_;ta‘l recelpte® ... 3 24.172 — — 3

. Building permits, less federnl contracts $§ 142,850 + 287 — a5
Nonagricultural placements ....... .. 91 + 84 + &

BAY CITY (pop. 11,656} :

Retail sales . ... ... ... ....... . .. .. — 27t — 8 .

Apparel stores ... ... .. .. .. ....... — 2f — . BRADY (]JOD. 5,338)

General merchandise stores. ... . ... — 59t -— 42 Postal receipts® ... .. ... ... 3 6,399 _ 2 + 08
Pogtal veceipts® ... .. ... .. ... . .% 11,869 — 48 — 37 Building permits, less federal contracta § 84,435 . — 50
Bank dehits {thousands} ............. L] 14,918 + 19 + & Bank debits {thousands) .. .. ........ 3 5,668 g — 2
End-of-month deposits (thousands}}. .§ 26,491 + 2 + 17 End-of-month deposits (thousands}f. § 7788 + 1 + 6
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. .. 2.1 + 1% - 7 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ..... &6 — @ —_ 8
Wonagricultural placements ... .. ... . 9 — a7 — 12
BEAUMONT (pop. 119,175) BRENHAM (pop. 7,740)

Retail sales ............... .. ... ... -— 2%F - B8 S Postal receipte® ...... ... . ... ... .. 3 9,040 — 48 — 1t
A"I‘”"‘l__st"res ------------------ — 40f. — 67 Building permits, Jess federal contracts § 124,876 +188 + 78
?“t"“t“’“"e “";‘ES ----------------- — 2 — 9 Bank debits (thousands)............. $ 12618+ 15+ 10

wrniture and household : End-of-month deposits (thousands)f..$ 13814 — 8 + 8
appliance stores ................ — &t —17 Annual rate of deposit twrnover. ... .. 10.7 + 13 + 4

Gasoline and service stations, ... . .. — ot — 2 Nonagricultural placements ......... 48 + 5 4+ 45

General merchandise stores. .. ... — 50f - B2 ’

Lumber, building raterial,”

and hardware stoves. ... .. ..., ... — &t + 18 BROWNFIELD (pop. 10,286}

Postal veceipts® . ..., ... . ... . ..... . $ 185,400 LR+ — B Postal receipta® ) $ 11,826 — 41 1

Building permits, less federal contracts $ 1,319,180 +149 + b6 Bank debits (thousands) .. ... .. § 20822 3 22 _ .2

Bank debits (thousands}.... . ... .. ... ¥ 230,874 + 5 + 20 End-of-month deposits (thousands}§..$ 19,717 + 12 — &

End-of-menth deposits (thousands)f..§ 108561 -4 + 1 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 158 + 5 + 4

Annual rate of deposit turnover. ., |, 25.1 + & + 19 . .

Employment {area} ........... P - 109,000 _— 1 + 4 -

Manufacturing employment (area} . 25,640 EE + 4
Percent uneraployed (area)....... ... 0.8 + 17 — 18 BROWNSVILLE (pOp. 48’040)

Betail sales
Automotive gtores . ... ............ - 2% — 9

BEEVILLE (pOP' 13!811) Lumber, building materwj. )

Retail sales " und hardware stores. . . ... ... ... — Bt — 28 Iy
Lumber, building material, Postal receipts® . ..... L....8 Bd.EY8 — 42 — 8

and hardware slores. .. ..., ., .. .. — &F — 43 Ca Building permits, less federa]. contra.cts § 227,106 + 140 + 188

Postal receipts® ... ..., ... .. ... .. 12,800 -— 41 — 11 Bank debits (thousanda) ............. § 40,228 — 4 —_2

Building permits, less federal contracts § 20,965 + 14 — H4 End-of-month deposits (thonsands)t. .$ 21,378 -— 9 — 5

Bank debits (thousands)............. $ 12,313 + 13 + 2 Annual rate of deposit turnover. . ... 21.6 — 8 + 5

End-of-month deposits (thousandsii., $  14,47K - 3 + & Employment (area) ..... Lo 84,300 — 1 3

Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 10.0 + 15 i Manufacturing employmcnt {m'ca.) 4,760 — 7 e

Monagricultural placements . ..., ..., L] — 1 + 1 Percent unemployed {arem).......... 8.4 + 14 —_ 0

e Nonagriculturel placements .. ....... 338 + 149 + 39

BIG SPRING (pop. 31,230)

Retail sales ..., . .. . ... ... . . . _. — 27t — 14
Apparel stores .. ... ... ..., . .. .. — 497 — 40 BROWNWOOD (p0p‘ 16’974)

Antomotive stores ... ... ... . . -2 47 o Retail sales

Lumber, building matermi Apparcl stores . ... ... — 40t — B9

and hardware stores. . . ... — 5t — 4k o Aulomotive stores . ... . ~- 2 + 1 .

Fostal reeeipts™ . .......... .. ... . ... . 3 35310 44 — 33 TPostal reeeipts® ... ... ... $ 35093 — 8 + 7

Building permits, lezs federal confracts § 212,970 + 159 —_—1 Building permits, less federal contracts § 32,861 +115 - 24

Bank debits (thousands)...... ... . .. % 44,100 + 10 — 1 Bank debits (thousands)............. § 18,444 + & + 38

End-ol-month deposits (thousands)i. 26,582 Ll - End-of-menth deposits (thousands)f. .§ 13,699 - 2 — 1

Annual rate of deposit turnover. ., ., 14,9 + 11 + .7 Annual rate of deposit turnover.... .. 16.0 + 7 + 8

Wonagrieulbural placements .. ..., .. 184 + 37 + an Nonagricultural placements ......... 70 — 4 + 28
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Local _Busin'ess Conditions

Percent change

Local Business Conditions

Percent change

MARCH 1964 .

Jan 1964 JE}‘n 1964 3 Jafﬁ 1964 .I(}n 1964
: Jan from Tom a&n rom Tom
City and item .- 1964 Dec 1963  Jan 1968 City and item 1964 Dec 1963  JTan 1963
BRYAN (pop. 27,542) COLORADO CITY (pop. 6,457)
Retail sales ............. ... ... ..., — 2Tt — 1 Retail sales
Automotive stores . ... ... ... — 2t + 1 oo Lumber building material,
Postal receipts* ... ... ... 3 25213 — 43 — 14 and bardware stores .. ....... .. ) — Bt e 23
Bank debits (thousands)_ .. _..... .. .. 3 33,080 + 14 + 11 Poatal reesipta® .. .. . ... . ... ..., % 5,868 — Bl T}
End-of-month deposits (thourands}§. . § 20,082 — 1 + 8 Bank debits (thousands) . ..... . .. .. .. % 6,404 + 18 — 10
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 19.8 + 12 + & End-of-month depesits (thouszmrls)£ F 7.204 + & e
Nonagricultural placements ... .. .. 201 + 4 + 20 Annual rate of depozit turnover. ... .. 110 + 135 — 8
CALDWELL (pop. 2,204) COPPERAS COVE (pop. 4,567)
Postal recelpts® ..................... § 2,05 —u — Postal veeelpte® ..................... 5 38 —ES T 38
Bank debits (thousands) . s 2’%5 + 10 + 12 guliin‘;ﬂ; p:ermnt:, less federal contracts § 523.21? +149 +102
End-of-month deposits (thcusands)t $ 1092 — 38 e sk debits (thousands) ............. ¥ 1'554 +u . —1u
Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . 8.3 + 11 + 8 End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. § 1,509 + 4 + 4%
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 12.4 + 9 — 33
CAMERON (pop. 5640) - CORPUS CHRISTI (pop. 184,163r)
Postal receipts* . ... . ... ... . 3 4,748 — &Y — 37 Retail sales . o — o7¢ _ 15
Building permits, less federal contracta § 14,600 o +201 Apparel st;)‘re;il ’ _' o — it — a5
Banl debits (thousands).. .. ... .. .. .. $ 5,586 + 3 + 8 Auntomotive stor;es e — ¢ 4
End-of-menth deposits (thousands)i. § 4D . — 4 + 4 Ceneral merchandise stores — kot _ g2
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 121 + 6 + 8 Posta.tlrecemta@' ..................... % 196.'884 — 33 — 10
) Building permits, less federal contracts § 8,510,420 + 87 +121
CANYON (pop. 5,864) Bank debits {thousands) . .$ 251,638 T 414
Postal Teceipts™ - ..o 5 5,908 o 56 _ 1 End-of-month deposita (thousands)t % 117,783 — 7 + 1
Building permits, less federsl contracts § 130,801  + 28 + 5l Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... L BT+ T A0
. Employment {area) 65,200 — 1 + 1
Bank -debite {theusands) ........ ... _. E 8,320 + 13 + 11
. Manufacturing employment. (area). &,650 -1 — 1
End-of-month deposits (thousands}}. % T.658 + 8 + 7 Percent Joved (area) J 29 - 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. .. 13.5 + & + K ercant uhemployed {area).......... " .
- CORSICANA (pop. 20,344
CARROLLTON (pop. 4,242) - (pop. 20,344) o m
i ail sales ... ..................... — —
Postal receipts® ... ....... ... .. ...... $ 6,339 — 36 — 8 Lumber, Luilding material,
Building ?ermits, less federn] contracts § 405418 +- 250 + 1 and hardware stores. ... . . . . — Bf + 8 o
Bank dehits (thous'a.nds) ............. $ B 527 + 11 + 12 Postal receipts® . .. . § 20747 —_1 14
End-of-month depesits (thousands)$. . § 3,331 - 1B + 4 Building permits, less federa] cuntra.cts $ 79,483 __ Ed + 22
Annual rate of deposi?; turnover. ... .. 22.8 + 1 + 4 Bank debite (thousanda).. . ...... ..., § 20,905 + 5 ~ &
End-of-month deposits (thousands)f..$ 22,141 e + 4
CISCO (pﬂp_ 4,499) Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 11.3 + 5 — 1
Postal recelpts® - 5 018 s % Monagricultural placements ......... 162 — 20 + 27
ostal receipte® .. ... ... ... . ..., . — 7 —
Bank debits (thousands)............. $ 4,082 + 1 + 10 )
End-of-month depositz {thousands)i. .3 8,698 — 4 — 3 CRYSTAL CITY (pop' 9’101)
. Annual rate of depesit turnover. ... . . 18.0 + 2 + 14 Postal receipts™ ...... .8 3,628 .- — 23
. EBuilding permits, less federai contracts $ 20,000 - — 28 — B2
LE 0 1 : Bank debits {thousands)......... .. .. -3 3,268 + 3 — 1
C . BURNE (p p- . 5’381) End-of-month deposita (thousands) t. 2,726 — B — 12
Reéali 5&1135 N . Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 13.8 + 1 + 1
eneral merchandise stores.... ... .. 91‘ — a3 - .
Postal receipts* , ..., .. .. ... . .. .. 3 14,666 - 48 — 37 DA
Building permita, less federal contracts § 132,752 +168 + 4 LLAS (DOD. 679’684)
Bank debits {$housands) . U 14,217 + 18 4+ 1 Retail sales ... ... ... ..., LRRRERRY - — 3z — &1
End-of-month 'deposits (thousands}: .§ 13,128 — 8 + 8 Apparel stores ... 0 0 B — 40
Annual rate of’deposit turnover. .. .. B 12.8 + 14 - & Automotive stores ... ...l — 1t — 5
Employment {area) ................ 225,600 - 2 + 4 Drug stores ...................o. — 7 —1z
Manufacturing employment (area} . 55,800 w + 11 E“t‘f’g and drinking places........ — & - 4
Percent nnemployed (area} ... .- A 4.7 + 12 — 1 Florists ... ... .. ... ... ... ...... B — 40f — 30
- Food stores ..... e — 14¥ — 4
Furniture and household
) CLUTE (p')p 4 501) appliance steres . ..........., . .. — 21% — 25
Postal recg|pta‘? e ] 2,502 — 40 + & General merchandise stores. .. .. ... . — BiT — b4
Building permits, less federa] wntrac‘t,a 3. 18785 +3810 17 Lumber, building material, ¢
Bank debits [thousanda) _____________ § 1,906 4 =z + 14 and hardware stores. ... ... .. ., .. — 5t + 11
End-of-month depesits (thousands) . & 1,471 — 4 — 1 (MTice, store, and school
Annual, rate of deposit turnover. ... .. . 15.2 + 8 + 14 supply dealers . ... ... ... R ¥ + 15 -
- : i Postal receipta® ... % 2,508,382 — 15 — 1
) Building permits, less fel:leral contracts $13,257,164 — b — 18
COLLE_GFE STATION (pop. 11,396) Bank debits (thousends).............§ 3008561 — 3§  — 4
Pc:?ta.l reeeipts® ... ... $ 32,181 + 38 + 10 End-ef-menth deposits (thousands)i. . $ 1,314,007 - 10 + 7
Building permits, less federal contracts § 812,432 + 11 +548 Annual rate of depowit turnover. ... . 85.% — 2 — B
Bank debits (thousands)...... ... .. .. 3 5,308 + 5 + 21 Employment {area) ... ............. 496,900 — 1 + 4
End-of-month deposit.s (thousanda)t. .§ 3,768 + 4 + 26 Manufucluring employment (area) . 112,250 + 2 + B
Annual rate of deposit turnover. . ... 17.5 + 20 — 1 ‘Percent wnemployed (area)...... .. .. 4.1 + 14 .- 2
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e P t chang ) . . vy Percent change
Local Business Conditions T e Local Business Conditions

Jan 1964 Jan 1964 . . Jan 1964 Jan 1964
Jan fram fro - Jan . from from
City and item 1964 Dec 1963 Jan 196% City and item 1964 Dec 1963 Jan 1963
DEER PARK (pop. 4 865) EL PASO (pop 276,687)
Postal receipts® ... 6,258 — 48 + 28 Retail sales ..... L =Tt — 24
Building permite, ]ess federa.l ccntracts $ 118,621 — 29 + 10 Apparel stores .......... ... ... .. — 48% — 58
Bank debits (thousands)............. 3 5,431 -+ 28 + 42 Automotive stores ... ... .......... — 2t - 8
End-of-month deposits (thousands}}. . § 2,805 w10 + 28 Food stores ... ... ... .. ... . . uuiin. — 12% — 8
Annnal rate of deposit turnover. .., . 20.1 + 25 + 1 General merchandise stores... ... . .. — £8F. T — 49
Lumber, building material,
DEL RIO (pl:lp. 18,612) and hardware stores............. — 6t — 11 .
Retail sales Postal recelpte® .. ... ... ... § 236,221 — 34 —_ 4
Automotive stores ................. — 2t — Ui Building permits, less federal contracts § 2,318,481 — 18 -+ 26
Lumber, huilding material, ’ Bank débits (thousands) ... ....... ... $ 428,599 + 1 4+ 7
and hardware stores.. . .. .. Tee — &t — 26 End-of-month depesits {thousande)f. .5 191,706 -1 + 1
Postal receipts* ... ... ... ... ..., & 15523 — 40 — 18 Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 26.6 + 1 + 10
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 73,204 + 90 — 85 Employment (area) ... .. R 92,600 —_ 1 e
Bank debits (thousande) ... . ... . . § 1n323 — & + 5 WManufacturing employment (area). 15,640 — 1 + &
End-of-month deposits (thousands)t. % 15,353 — 1 + 8 Percent unemployed (area}....... ... 5.7 + 14 - 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 9.8 — b + 1 -
: - ~ EULESS (pop. 2,062)
DENISON (pop. 22,748) Postal receipts® ... .,................ $ G506 — 57 + 1
Retail sales . Building permita, less federn] contracts § 457,411 + 9 + 105
Automotive stores ................. — 2% +1 Bank debits (thousands) ..... ... . $ 4486+ 5+
Tastal recemt?' """"""""""" $ 21250 — A7 — 17 End-of-month deposits (thousends)i. .3 2,443 + & + 56
Building permits, leas federal contracts § 205,982 + 23 + 55 Annyal rate of deposit tarnover. ... .. 22.4 e + 8
Bank debits (thousands) ... ..... ... 3 20,853 + 7 + 15
End-of-month deposite (thousands)$. § 15,268 ~ B + 4 FLOUR BLUFF (pop 9 332)
Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 16.0 + 9 + 18
Nonagricultural placements 130 431 + 18 Bank debits (thousands). .8 3,309 — 121 + 32
""""" End-of-month deposits (thouaands] Ioo% 2,086 — 21 + 52
DENTON (pop. 26,844) . Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 16.8 - 27
Retail sales
Automotive stores . ... ... ... . ... - 2 w4 . FORT STOCKTON (pOp. 6 373)
Postal receipts™ . ... ... ...... ... ... $  anas81 — 27 ~ 14 Postal receipts®* ............. ... § 5,698 — 67 — 40
Building permits, less federal contracts § 1,159,731 + Th — 21 Building permits, less federal wn“““t" § 28,760 — &9 — &
Bank debits (thousands).. . .......... § azem + 27 + 28 Bank debits (thousends)............. $ 5593 + 10 — &
End-of-month deposits {thousands) ¥ . § 28,701 —_ 2 + i End-of-month deposite (thousanda) §. § 5,243 — 4 —_ 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. . .. 13.5 + 28 + 15 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 134 + 15 — ¢
Nenagrienltur, lacements .. ... . ... 120 T — 13
perienltael » i _ FORT WORTH (pop. 356,268)
DONNA (pop. 7,522) . Retail sales ................. .. .. . — 26t — 18
TPostal receipts® . ............... ... .. ¥ 4,020 — 3% + 2 Apparel stores ... ... ... ... ... .. — 34t — 41
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 16,775 + & — BT Automotive atores . ..., .. ... ... .. -— 11t — i
Bank debits (thousands)......... .. .. $ 2,283 — 5 — 10 Drug stores ... .......oviiniinniin, — 13% — 16
End-of-month deposita (thousends)i. . § 3,487 — 15 — 5 Eating and drinking places. ... .. . — 2 + 12
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 7.3 L — 12 Furniture and household
appliance storea .... . .. — 25— BD
EAGLE PASS (pop. 12,094) Gasoline and service statlons ....... — Bt — 10
Betull zales ’ ‘General merchandize stores. ... ... .. — 64t — G6
Gazoline and service stationa... .. .. — 8§ — @ oL Lumber, building material,
Postal receipts* .. ... ... .. ..., .. 4 5,188 — 35 + 1 and hardware steres......... .. .. + @} + 11 .
Building permits, less federal contracta § BZ,2RH + 78 -+ 50 Pestal receipta® ... .. .....% 875,546 —-— 22 — 4
Bank debits (thousands)..... ... ... $ . 5,861 + 5 + 16 - - Bullding permits, less federal contra.cts $ 1,648,736 + B6 + &
End-of-month deposits” (thousandait. .§ 4,701 + 2 + Bank debits {thousands). % 990,552 + & + 8
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 14.9 + 1 + 15 End-of-month deposits (thuusandsli. %3 415770 — 1 + 5
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 27.5 + 9 LA
EDINBURG (pop 18 706) Employment (area} ..... Ceeeo. 225,600 — 2 + 4
Postal receipts® 12,224 — 82 L Manufaeturing employment (a.rea.] 55,800 b + 11
Building permits, less federal co‘ntracta $ 843,900 + h4 + 466 Percent unemployed faren).. ... .. ... 4.7 + 12 — 1h
Bank debits (thousands). 8 18,319 + Bl + 29 :
Bnd-of-month deposits (thowsands)t. $ 10648 435 + 3 ~ FREDERICKSBURG {(pop. 4 ,629) i
Annual rate of deposit tyrnover. .. .. 26.0 + 85 + 31 Retail sales
Nonagrienltural placements ..., ... . 386 .+ 20 — 4 Drug etores . ...................... — 22¢ — 8 .
: - General merchandise stores. .. .., -— H8t — 52
EDNA (pop. 5,038) Postal receipts® ..................... $ 0 68T — 42 - 4+ 5
Postal receipte® .. ... ... .. ... .. 1 6,377 — 17 — 4 Building permita, less federal contracts § 86,110 +214 +141
Building permits, less federal contracta § 35,335 + 98 + B Bank debits (theusands).............§ 9,618 — 7 + 15
Bank debits (thousands) . R | 6,330 + 14 — 32 End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. § 9.310 — & + 4
End-of-month deposits (thuuaands)i $ 7122 - — 4 + 3 Annual rate of deposit turnover.. . ... 12.0 - 7 + 8
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 10.4 + 14 — 35
GAINESVILLE (pop. 13,083)
ENNIS (D{)p. 9,347) Retail sales ......................... — 27t — 28
Postal receipts® .. ... . .. .. ... . ..., ¥ 5,085 — 88 — & Drug stores . ........... ... ... ... — 221 - 17
Building permits, less federa) contracts § 209,750 + 184 — T4 Furniture and household -
Bank debita (thousands).. . ... .. . .. 3 7,646 + 17 + 2 applinnce stores ............ ... — 28% — 31 Ce
End-of-month deposits {thousands)i. . $ 7.412 — 3 + 5 Postal receipta* . % 12708 — B1 ~ 29
Anmnual rate of deposit turnover. . ... 12.2 + 18 — & Building permits, less federal contracts § 402,347 +463 - +1243
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Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1064

Local Busine_ss Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

MARCH 1964

Anngal rate of deposit turnover...... 5.0

Jan from fro Jan from from
City and item 1964 Dec 1968 Jan 1.JS.5 City and itenr 1964 Dec 1963 Jan 19632
GALVESTON (pop. 67,175) GRAND PRAIRIE (pop. 30,386)
Retail sales .. ... .. L.l — — 31
Apparel stores . ....... ... — 404 _ g Postal reeeipts® . ........ .. ... . . ... .. $ 26,328 — 55 + 8
Automotive stores ............... .. —_ 2t — 13 Bullding permits, less federal contracts $ 627,698 — 13 — 43
Food BLOTeS ... ooonoon oo . — 12% _ 3 Bank debits (thousands). ... . ... .. ... $ 18,508 — 2 — &
Furnitere and houschold End-pf-month deposits (thousands)$. . $ 11,627 b + 7
appliance stores ... .......... .. — 28t — 81 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ., ., 10,2 — 8 — B
Postal veceipts® . ... ... ........ .. § 105926  — 27 + 7 Employment (area) ................ 98000 — 1 + 4
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 294,856 — &7 — 60 Manufacturing employment (area). 112,250 + 2 + 6
Bank debits (thousandsy ... ... ..... . $ 105,504 — 2 + 5 Percent unemployed (area}.......... 41 + 1 — 2
End-pf-menth deposits {thousands)$. § 61,192 — 2 — 3
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... . 1N — 2 + 7
Employment (area} ................ 4,300 s + 7 GRAPEVINE (pop. 2,821)
Manufacturing emplovment fares) . 10,470 — 1 + 1 . ’
Percent unemployed (arem)....... .. . 6.0 + =z — 23 Po?ta.l recelptf.* """"""""""" § 4.022 — 1 o
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 12,888 S — 24
Bank debits (thousands). .. ... .. .. . k] 3,649 -+ 10 + 15
GARLAND (pop. 38,501) End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. g 3,151 — 1 + 5
Retail sales . ... .. .. ... ... . — a7+ i Annugl rate of deposit turnover. . . ... 18.8 + 10 + 8
Apparel gtores ... ... ... ... ..., — 49¢% — 54
Automotive stores ... ... ..., ... — 2 + 13 ..
Postal receipts® ..................... $ 54282 — 12 — 12 GREENVILLE (pop. 19,087) )
Building permits, less federal contracta § 2,090,393 + 27 — 34 Retail gal
Bank debite (thousands)............. §  50.596 + 19 + 42 A ste:res 22t 2
End-of-month deposits (thousands}?. § 18438  + 5  + 18 Postal roestonan T ¢ oo e 44
Annual vate of deposit turnover. ... .. 33.7 + 18 + 23 . PLET e 5,47 -
Employment farea) ...... .. . . ... 196,900  — 1+ 4 Pulding nermits, less federal contracts § 18250 + 76 4 2
Manufacturing employment (ares) . 112,850 + 2 + & Bank debits [thouss{nds) ............. $ 17,147 + B LA
Percent unemployed (area} ... . 4.1 + 14 — g End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. . § 14,216 — 1 + 2
"""" Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 14.4 + 11 o4&
j Nonagricultural placements ... .. ..., w3 . 4 37 +-222
GATESVILLE (pop. 4,626) '
Postal receipts® ... ... .. e $ 5,366 — 3 — 10
Bank debits (thousands)....... . . $ 6454 14+ 8 HALE CENTER (pop. 2,196)
End-of-menth deposits (thousands)t. . % 5,879 — 2 + 1 .
; Fostal receipts™ . ... ... ... ..., . ... ¥ 1,612 — 61 — 23
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 12.8 + 17 4+ 8 Bank debits (thousands).... . .. . $ 8,892 + 55 + =
B End-of-month deposita (thousands)i. .3 6,548 + 8 — 4
GIDDINGS _(pop. 2,821) Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 16.4 + 32 + 12
Postal reeeipts® .. ...... . . .. .. ... .. k] 2,201 — 83 — 22
Building permits, less federal enntracts 28,000 + 829 — 15
Bank debits (thousands).......... .. § 4855 4+ 2+ 8 HARLINGEN (pop. 41,207)
End-of-month deposits {thoueands)t. .3 4,092 — 4 + 1 .
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 10.5 + 4 + & Retail sales ......................... —nt — &
Automotive stores . ... ..., ..., — 2f + 8
: Food stores ...... . — 12t — 4
GLADEWATER (pr- 5,742) Gasoline and service sta,t.lons ....... — 9% — 9
Postal receipts® ............... ... .. $ 8,275 — 34 — 12 Lumber, building materials, )
Bank debits (thowsands) .. ... .. . ... .. % 4,429 & + & and hardware stores. ... ... ... - — Bt — 27
End-of-month deposits (thousands) 7.8 3,835 — 11 o~ B Postal receipts® ... . . ... . $ 32,485 — 41 — 1%
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... ., 180 + 4 + 18 Building permits, less federal contracts § 50,650 — 80 — &i
Employment {area) .. ... .. . ..., 28,550 — 1 = Bank debits (thousands),. . ... ... .. .. 41,086 + 1y + 1t
Manufacturing employment (area) . 5,680 w1 + 2 End-of-month deposits (thousands}i. . § 20,800 + 2 + 3
Percent unemployved (area). ..., ..... 6.0 + 23 + T Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 23.9 + 18 + 31
Employment farer) ......... ...... . 34.200 — 1 + 3
H . 8 Manufacturing employment (area}. 4,T¢0 — T ik
E?&DT ‘}FAITE (pOP 1’3 3)2 203 20 a Percent unemployed (area) .. ... ... 8.4 + 14 — 8
OF I‘E(EEIDtS """"""""""" 8 ' '“ - Nonagricultural placements ... . ... .. 408 — 14 + 26
Bunk debite (thousands) ... ... .. ... .. 3 4,21% + 17 + 28
End-of-manth deposits {thousands)i 3§ 5777 + 2 + 29 -
Anpual rate of deposit turnover. .. .. 8.9 + 18- ki
_ HEMPSTEAD (pop. 1,565) ,
GRAHAM (pop. 8,505) Postal receipts® ... .. ... ..., ... . .. 3 5,485 — 20 + 3
Tostal receiptst ... ... ... .. ... 3 8,570 — 89 _ 33 Bank debits (thousands). .. ... ... .. $ 1,682 + 8 — 17
Building permits, less federal contracts § 10,584 + 124 -— 6d End-of-month deposits (thousands)..$ z.a7 + 2 t 8
Bank debits (thousands)  ............ § o886 + 11— 1 Anneal rate of deposit turnover. ... . 8¢+ 2
End-of-month depnsits (thonsands)it. & 10,514 — 7 + 3 :
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 111 + 12 . ]
. HENDERSON (pop. 9,666)
GRANBURY (pop 2,227 ! Postal receipts® ..................... $ 1208 .32 — o
Postal receipts® .. ... ... ... ... .. & 8,451 — 34 + 18 Building permits, less federal contracts § 33,400 4163 a7
- Bank debits (thousands) . . . 1,761 + 8 + 3 Bank debits {thowsandsz}. .. ... .. . _. % 7715 + 3 — 4
End-of-month deposits (thousands)I % 2,053 -— 2 -— 3 End-of-month deposits (thousands)i..$ 18,423 F + 8
Annual rate of depesit turnover. . . .. 10.2 + 11 + 4 + 2 — 14



. vaw Percent change . ays Percent change
Local BuSlneSS Condltlons -Jan 1964 Jan 1064 Local B“Slness Condltlons Jan 1934 Jan 1964
Jan from from Jan fro from
City and item 1964 Dec 1968 Jan 1963 City and item 1964 Dec 1963 Jan 1943
HEREFORD (pop. 7,652) _ JUSTIN (pop. 622)
Postal reeeipta® ... ... ... Lo 9,387 — B7 — & _
Building permits, Jess federal contracts s 428360  — 17 +704 Postal recaipts® ... .............. % 578 — 62 t+ 9
Bank debits (thousands). ..§ 20,080 +922  + 38 Bank debits {(thousands)............. & 1441 +3 -9
End-of-month deposits (thousands)?..§ 18811  + 6 + 12 End-of-month deposits (thousands)?. .5 g6 4+ 4 4+ 8
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 19.4 + 14 + 14 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 19.8 + ¢ — 4
HOUSTON (pop. 938,219) KATY (pop. 1,569)
Re;ali SBIES ..o — 2ot _ 20 Postal receipts® ... ................... 3 2,426 — 87 — 13
pparel stores ........... ... ... — 46t 47 "
Automotive SEOTEE oo — 13t . Building permits, legs federal contracts $ 60,300 C 4368
Drug stores ........ . — 18f T Bank debits (thousa.nds} ............. $ 2,380 + 8 + 1
Esting and drmkmg places ________ ©_ 1at 1 End-cf-month depusm.; (thousands) }..§ 2,708 — & + 9
Food stores ..........o.oo oo et — 11 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... we 41— 8
Furniture and hou.seho]d
appliance storex ................ — 38t — 41
General merchandise stores e — 541 — BB KERMIT (po-p' 10’465)
Liguor stores ........ — K2t — 48 Retail sales
Lumber, building ma.terlals. Drug stoTes . .. oo — 22t 1 .
and hardware stores. ........ ..., + 6t + 12 Postal receipts® ... ... ... ) 8,195 —_ 41 - 18
Postal receipte® ........... .. .. ... . .. $ 2,124,372 — 23 + & Building permits, less federal contracts § 25,865 +263 5l
Building permits, less federal contracts $28,046,527 + 80 + 48 ’
Bank debits {(thousands)............. $ 3,788,644 - 4 + 7
End-of-month deposits (thousand=)}$. .§ 1,521,800 — 7 + 3 KILGORE (pop. 10,092)
Annual! rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 28.8 — 4 + &
Employment {arvea) ................ 568,500 — 1 + 5 Postal receipts" ... ... -.$ 15,354 — 37 — 25
Manufacturing employment (area} . 06,400 + 3 + 5 Building permits, less federal oontracts % 18,076 + 1108 — 85
Percent unemployed (area) . ......... 4.4 + 18 — 21 Bank debita (thousands) ... ... ... ... # 18,158 + 14 + 2
: End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. . $ 12,183 e + b
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 12.4. + 14 + 2
HUMBLE (DOD. 1’711) Employment i(area) ................ 28,650 —_1 i
Postal receipts® ..................... § 8,799 — 45 + 18 Manufacturing employment {area) . 5,680 — 1 + 2
Building permits, less federal contracts § 17,5600 — 91 + 17 Percent unemployed (area) ... ...... 8.0 + 28 + 7
Bank debits (thousands) ... ... ... .% 3,271 + 3 + 18
End-of-month deposits (thousands)t. . 3 3,308 + & + 15
Anngal rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 12.4 — 1 + & KILLEEN (DOD 23 377)
Postal receipts® . ... .8 42, 488 — 48 — 18
HUNTSVILLE (pop. 11,999) Building permits, less feders] contracts $ 1,945,915 +199 +196
Tostal recefpts® .. ... ... . .... o $ 10,542 — AT m 89 Bank debits {(thousands)............. § 18,686 + 1 + 28
Building permits, less federal contracts §  33.420 +2635 — 3 End-of-month deposita (thousands)f. .§ 12,008 + 4 + 18
Bank debits {thousands)............. 3 2012 + 5 — 24 Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . ... 12,0 — 2 + @
End-of-month deposita (thousands)f § 10,269 wa + 4
Anmual rate of deposit turnover. . .. .. 10.4 + 3 — 21 KINGSLAND (pop. 150)
Postal receipts® . ... ... ..o 3 633 — &7 — 18
IOWA PARK (pop' 5,0001‘) Bank debits {thousands) . . . 586 + 18 ’
Building p:erm;ts, less federal contracts § ~ A0,000 + 25 End-of-month deposits (thousandsM 3 470 + 1
Bank debits {thousands)............ § 3,952 + .6 + 10 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 15.1 + 19
End-ef-month deposita (thousands)t. .3 3,077 — 3 + 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 11.7 + B + 9
KINGSVILLE {(pop. 25,297)
IRYING {pop. 45,985) Retail sales _
Postal recelpts® . ... .. .. ... $ a1,52a - 43 1 Drug stores . ..., — 2% — 8 Co
Building permits, less federal contracts § 2,388,803 + 87 + 18 Postal receipts® ............... L 17084 —38  — B
Bank debits {thousands) ... .......... $ 36,702 + 3 + a2z Building permits, less federal eontracts § 145,530 +219 +141
End-of-month deposits (thousandsYf. . § 17,154 -1 4+ 24 Bank debits (thousands}. .83 12008 — 8 — 7
Annunal rate of deposit turnover. . ... . 25,5 [ + il End-of-month deposits (thousands}i § 15,634 + 7 + 13 .
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 205 — 12 w— 14
JACKSONVILLE (pop. 10,509r)
Postal receipts® ... .......... .. § 19,524 2.4 KIRBYVILLE (pop i 660)
Building ?ermits. less federal contracta § 108,150 — 34 +176 Postal receipts® . ... . 8 3,555 — 42 — 6
Bank debits {thousands)............. § 13,308 + 10 + 6 Bank debits {thnusands] ............. § 2,118 — 8 — 3
End-of-month deposits {thousands) . .§ 5,856 - 2 + 1 End-of-month depoesits {(thousandsii. .§ 3,266 — 9 + 7
Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 154 + 0 + 1 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 7.4 — 7 -1z
JASPER (pop. 4,589) _
Retail sales ... ... ... ey — 29 . LA FERIA (pop. 3,047)
Posgtal receipts® ... ... .. . ... ... .. 3 8,643 — 6 — 'y Postal receipts® .. ... ... ... [3 2,712 — 42 —.20
Building permits, less federal contracts § 577,025 41505 + 1487 Building permite, leas federal contracts § 7,050 + 750 — 7
Bank debitz (thousands) . PR TS B L] + 17 s Bank debits {thousands). B 2,130 + 12 + 33
End-of-month depasite {thausands)t 3 8,618 - 4 + @ End-of-month deposits (thousands]i B 1,604 + 17 + 9
Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . ... 15.4 + 16 -6 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 11.2 . — 1 + 33
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Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

MARCH 1984

Jan from from Jan from from
City and item 1964 Dec 1263 Jan 1968 City and item 1984 Dec i963  Jan 1963
LA MARQUE (pop. 13,969) LLANO (pop. 2,656)
Postal receipts® ...l ] 9,876 A2 — & Postal receipta® . ... ... ... ... ... .. F 3,008 - 38 — &
Building permits, less federal contracts § 520,582 +266 + 209 Building permits, less federal contracts § 8,150 _m4 — a7
Bank debits (thousands)............. §1L775 + 27 + 27 Bank debits (thousands) . ... ... .. .. 3 3,445 + 8 + 15
End-of-month deposits (thousands) 1. .§ . 5,854 - 1 — 4 End-of-month deposits (thousands) . . § 4,208 — 5 + 8§
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... 24,0 + 24 + 27 Annual Tate of deposit turnover. .. .. 9.6 + 8 + 8
Employment {area) ... .. _....... .. 64,300 L + 1 .
Manufacturing employment (area) . 10,470 — 1 + 1
N 6.0 + 2 — 33
Peveent unemployed {area) LOCKHART (pop. 6,084)
Retail sales
LAMESA (DOD- 129438) Automotive stores . ..., ...... — 2t — 17 L
Retail sales Postal receipts*® . ... . . 4,815 — 42 — 8
: Building permits, lesa federal contracts 3 2,320 — 37 — B§
Drug storez ... ..o — 22t — 17 B
Lumber, building materials, ank dehits (thousa.nds} ............. 3 5,870 + 340 + 18
and hardware stores. .. .......... — 5t 1+ 43 End-of-month deposnt? (thousands}i. 3 5,619 — 4 -~ B
Postal receipts® . ............ T $ 12,540 — EO 19 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 12.3 + 28 + 23
Building permits, less federzl contracts § 216,100 — 45 — d1
Banlk debits {thousandsd. ... .. .. .. .. $ 35822 + 85 + 2
End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. . $ 25,192 + 19 e LONGVIEW (pop. 40,050)
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. .. 1838 4 21 + 2
- Monagricultural placements ....... .. 49 + 29 — a7 Betail sales ... — 27t + 1
Apparel stores ... ... ... ... — 48% —-36
Automotive stores ... ... ... ... — 3% + 29
Drug atores . ... . — 22% — 21
LAMPASAS (p()p. 5?061) Lumber, building materla.ls,
Postal receipts® ... ............. ... § sa1 —41  —oa1 and hardware stores............. — % —u 3
Building permits, less federal contracts § 25,800 + A7 — 5§ Postal reeeipts™ ..................... § 60412 — a1 — 1
Bank' debits (thowsands) ... ... ... . .. § 7,088 + 18 — & Building permits, less federal contracts § 543,500 — 15 +141
End-of-month deposits (thousanda):. .3 6,123 — 11 — 17 Bark debits ({thousanda) . ... B 54,943 + 14 + 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 14.7 + 20 + 1 End-of-month deposits {thausands)i 8 10,840 -7 + 8
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 15.6 + 13 — b
Employment {area) ................ 28,550 — 1 #2
.Manufacturing employment {area). £,680 — 1 + 2
LA PORTE (pop. 4,512) Percent unemployed (arem)... ....... 6.0 + 28 + 7
Building permits, less federal contracts § 768,000 + 3963
Bank debits {thousands)..... .. Cee 3 4,R81 + 0 — B
End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. § 29870  + 2 — 21 LOS FRESNOS (pop. 1,289)
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 18.7 + 8 + 7
. Postal reeeipts® .. ... .. ... ... 3 1,066 — 62 — 2R
" Building permits, less federal contracts § 16,500 + 55 +284
Bank debits (thousands). ............% 1,491 + 2 + 32
LAREDO (pop. 60,678) End-of-month deposits (thousands)i..3 1433  + 2 + 11
Retail sales . Annual rate of deposit turnover. T 12.6 + 2 + 75
" Apparel stores ... ... ... ......... — 49% — B6
Postal reeeipts® .. ... 3 41,681 — 28 + 2
Builting permits, less federal contracts § 1,116,457  +2827  +2600 LUBBOCK (pop. 128,691)
Bank debits (thousands) ... ... . ... .. k] 25,405 + 1 + 2 .
End-of-month deposits (thousands)t. .§ 29,250 + 3 + & Retail gales ..o - 8T% — 25
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 17,2 — 2 — 2 “Apparel stores' . —ast — 40 )
Employment (ares) ................ 18800 — 3 4 1 Autamotive stores ................. — 2 -3
Manufacturing employment (area) . 1,210 - 2 + 4 General merchandize stores......... — Bof — 50
Percent unemployed (area). .. .. ... .. 12.6 + 7 — 1 Postal receipts® ...... R — 17 + 5
Nonagricultural placements .. ... . 104 ¥ 15 + 14 Building permits, less federal mntrac‘ts § 2,122,390 + 84 — 70
Buank debits (thousands)............ .§ 444,531 + a2z + 14
End-of-month deposils (thousands)i.  § 143,672 + 1 + 1
. Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . .. 27.2 + 24 4+ 15
LEVELLAND (DOD. 10’153) Employment {(area) . ) 57,600 — 3 + 8
Retuil sales Manufacturing employrnent (area). 5,080 + 1 + 2
Automotive stores . ... T ... ...... — ot _ 5 Percent unemployed {area).......... 4.3 + 34 B
Postal receipts® . . .. ... $ 10611 —80 — 3 '
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 76,625 —- 68 — 62
LUFKIN (pop. 17,641)
LITTLEFIELD .pop. 7,236) Retail sales
Automotive stores ..., ... . ... .. -—_ 2f + 2% L
Retail sales Postal receipis® ........... ... ... .. .. $ 28,793 — 24 — 9
Automaotive stores ..., ... L — 2t + 2 Building permite, less federal contracts § 356,618 -+ 501 +121
Gasoline and servire statioms. .. ... . -— . — 21 Bank debits {thousands)............. ¥ 24,189 — 12 =+ 18
General merchandise stores. .. ... . — B9f  — 54 - End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. § 29,002 + 2 + 7
Postal receipts® ... ... ... ... % 10,282 — 32 + 7 Annpal rate of deposit turnover. . .. . © 143 — 11 + 14
Building bermits, lese federal contracta $ 94,200 — &0 — 27 Nenagricultural placements ... ..., 47 L + 52



Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1864 Jan 1964

Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

a0

Jan from fro Jan from from
City and item 1364 Dec 1963 Jan 1963 City and item 1964 Dee 1963 Jan 1963

McALLEN (pop. 32,728) MEXIA (pop. 6,121)

Retail sales ............coonnnn -2 - 2; Postal recelpts? .................... 3 6788 —28 — 4
Apparel stores ... - 4:* - 47 Building permits, less federat contracts § 24,000  — 20 +4700
2ut°T“t'v°-s;°;es h ld """""" — 2t Bank debits {thousands)............. $ 4,904 + & — 1

u;:;l?;:cznsto:::e o 284 20 End-of-month deposits (thousands)i..$ 5,296 — 2 + 11
................ v — 1 it 11.0 + & _ 9
Gasoline and sevvice stations. . ... .. — 8t ~— 2 Annuel rate of deposit turnover

Postal receipta* ... ... ... . . 3 85,744 — 35 — 9

Building permits, less federal contracts § - 121,421 + 25 — 51

Bank dehits (thousands) ............ s wmos +2 + s  MIDLAND (pop. 62,625)

End-of-montk deposits (thousands)}. . § 22,870 L + &

Atinual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 19.4 + 18 + 2 Retmil sales ... ... ... ... ... ........ — 27t — 25

"Employment (area} . ............... 41,900 — 2 + 4 Automotive stores . ... ... ... ..., — 2t — 22
Manufacturing cmployment (area) . 4,850 — 1 — 22 Drug stores . ... ociriiania s — 22t — 44 o

Percent unemployed (areal.......... 1.6 4+ 23 4+ 3 Postal receipts ... ... ... ... $ 118,086 — 3 — 22

Wonzgricultural - placements ... ... .. 276 — 2 + 5 Building permits, less federel contracts § 2,501,520 +973 +130

Bank debity (thousands) ............. § 147,822 + 1 + 4
End-cf-menth deposits (theousands)f.  $ 105,785 - B + &

MCCAMEY (p()p' 3!375) Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 16.2 + 3 — 1

Postal receipts® ... ... L $ 2,716 — 49 — 6 Employment {area) B 56,000 — 3 — 2

Bank debits (thousands)........... .. ] 1,241 ] + 18 + & Manufacturing Empioyment (a.rea). 4,010 A% — 3

End-of-month depesits (thousands)}. . § 1,754 4+ & — 0 Percent unemployed (area).......... 4.1 + 28 - 7

Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. .. 18.6 =+ 10 + 17 Nonagricaliural placements ... ... .. 558 4 0 — R

McGREGOR (pop. 4,642) .

Building permitg, less federal contracts § 200 — hE — 83 MIDLOTHIAN (pﬂp' 1!521)

Bank debits {thousand=s) .~ ... ... ... .. $ 4,564 + 20 + 87 s . .

Hnd-of-month deposits (thousands)t..$ 5787 _ 2 + g Byilding Qermlm. less federal contracts § 48,500 +213 +200

Annual rate of depoait turnover.... .. 9.6 + 22 + a0 Bank debits (thousands).............% 1,407 + 42 + s

. End-of-month deposits (thousands)i..$ 1,418 -1 — 13
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 11.2 + 49 + 17

McKINNEY (pop. 13,763}

Retall sales
Furniture and honsehold

applianee stoves ................ — 28% — B2 MINERAL WELLS (p0p' 11’053)

FPostal receipts*® ... .. R 18,606 — 28 — 10 :

Retail sales

ﬁml:u:lg permits, less federal contracts § 1-07’5:08 + 64 + 58 Genernl merchandise storea... ... .. — 59 — G4

E“’; . ebits h(t(;lousstnds] h """ d """ ¥ ;;,629 +. 3:2 I 1 Postal receipte® . .. ... .. ... ... L8 17,898 — 1 + 3

pndo ]"“O“t f‘;ﬂos't? (thousands)t. § B36 6 Building permits, less federal contracts § 284,850 + 10 + 44
MNUA: ‘rat.e of deposit turnever. . . . .. 13.2 + i - 1 Nonagricultural placements ......... 50 — 44 —_ 17

Nonagricultural placements ;1) + & + 7 :

MARSHALL (pop. 23,846

(pop. 23,846) MISSION (pop. 14,081)

Retail gales ... ... ... ... . ... ... .. ... — 27% — 42
Apparel gtores ... ... ... ... .. - — 48t — 35 .. Retzil sales

Postal reeeipta® ... ... ... ... ..., ] 29,871 — 27 8 Drug stores .. ... ... .. — 22t — 6 L

Building permits, less federal contracts § 56,975 +148 — 32 Postal reeeipts®™ ..................... $ 7.848 — 47 — 22

Bank debits (thousands} . L.o.....% 19,669 + 9 + & Building permity, less federal contracts § 61,520 +571 + 03

End-of-month depesits (thnussnds}I § 22588 E — 1 Bank debits {thousands). ... ... ... .. $  127e7 + 17 + 13

Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 10.5 + 4 + 8 . End-of-month deposits {thousands)t..$ B,684 -— b — &

Nonagricultural placements ......... 181 + 2 + 51 Annual rate of deposit turnover.. . ... 17.2 + 14 + 21

MERCEDES (pop. 10,943)

Postal receipts* . .. . ... .. ... ... 2 4,800 — 18 — 25 MONAHANS (pop. 8,567)

Building permits, less federal contracts $ 28,850 + 17 -+ 18 .

Bank debits (lhousands) .. ... ...... $ 62T+ 5+ 2 i“’?f;‘.l receipts” o fodornl sompets $ Ihaoo -z — 4

End-of-month deposits (thousands)$.  § 3,967 + 4 + 2 B:;ku:]gt?ir“?:; ulf:“d )era conlructs : ‘:g,ggg + 3; . i J:

Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 16.1 — — 1 ehits ° & ' -

! End-of-month deposits (thousands)t ] 8,251 + 4 + 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 16.2 — & + &

MESQUITE (pop. 27,526) .

Retail sales
Eating and drinking places. . ...... — 5t — 41 . MOUNT PLEASANT (pop. 8,027}

Postal receipts® ............. .. ..., $ 13,088 ot — 12 : '

Building permits, less federal contracts § 329,507 — 32 — 70 Retail sales

Bank debits (thousands)......... ....% T,B64 — 20 .2 Apparel stores ... ... ... .. . ..., — 49% — T4 o

End-of-month deposits (thousands) . $ 6,661 + 3 + 3 Postal receipts® ... ...... . ... ...... 3 14,001 — 27 — 16

Annual rate of depesit turnover... .. 14.8 — 22 + B Building permits, less federal contracts § 128,800 +176 +951

Employment (area) . 496,900 — 1 + 4 Bank debits (thousands}............. $ 11420 +.11 4+ 10
Manufacturing employment (area]. 112,350 + 2 + 6 End-of-month deposits {thousands)}. . § 8,432 — 1 + 14

Percent unemployed (area). ..., ... .. 4,1 + 14 — 2 Annugl rate of depesit turnover. ... 16.2 + 7 —1

TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

Local Business Conditions

Percent. change

Jan 1964  Jun 1964

Jan fro from Jan from from
City and item 1964 Do 1963 Jan 1063 City and item 1964 Dee 1963 Jan 1963
MUENSTER (pop. 1,190) PAMPA (pop. 24,664)
Postal reeeipta® ... .. ... .. L. % 1,760 — 32 — 49 Retail sales ... ... ... ... ... .. — 274 m
Building permits, less federal contracts § 4,650 — T +45a0 Eating and drinking places. .... ... — 5t L
Bank debita (thowsands}.............% 2,428 + 17 — 5 Laumbher, building materials,
End-of-month deposita (thousands)t. . § 2,381 — 8 + 8 and hardware stores .. .. .. ... - Et — az .
Annusal rate of deposit turnever, .. . .. 12,1 + 12 — 11 Postal reeceipts® .. ... ..., ... .. .. $ 27,721 — 8% — 19
: : Building permits, leas federal contracts § 57,329 + 26 -- 13
Bank debits {thousands}..... .. .. .. .. & 20,447 + 13 + 7
NACOGDOCHES (pop. 12,674) End-of-month deposits (thousands)%..§ 208907 — 4  — 21
Postal receipts® ... ... . ... .._.._..._.% 21,453 — 18 + 25 Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . ... 17.0 + 19 + 24
Building permits, less federal contracts § 206,894 +143 + 845 Nonagriculfural! plavements .. ... .. .. 124 + 28 — 9.
Bank debits (thousands}............. $ 22,985 + & 4 23
End-of-month deposits {(thousands)}f. 3 19,854 — & + 8
" Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 13.4 + 8 + 13 PARIS (pop 20 977)
MNonagrienltural placements ... .... .. 45 + 17 + 1% Retail males ... ... .., ... .. — 27t — 28
Apparel stores ... L. L -~ 40% — 5B
) Automotive stores .......... ... ... — 2f — 19
NEDERLAND' (pop. 12,036) Lumber, building materials,
Postal receipts® ... ... L S 9,353 — B0 — 14 and hardware stores IERRTERRE — &t — 2
Building permits, less federal contracts § 123,221 + 24 —1] Postal receipts® .. ... ... ... ... ... ] 28,000 — 41 .. 14
Bank dcbits fthousands) ............. % 5,827 + 11 — 3 Building permits, less federal contracts $ 318,041 B (] + U7
End-of-month deposzits (thousands)i. . § 4,990 + 2 + 28 Bank debite (thousands).. . ..., ..., .. 3 24,280 + 26 + 22
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 14.5 + 7 — 24 End-of-month deposits (thousanda) . . § 16,776 — B + 8
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 16.8 + 28 + 14 ¢
N icultural placements ... .. .. h2 — —
NEW BRAUNFELS (pﬁp- 15,631) cnagricultural placements 28 31
Postal reeceipts® . L L. E 19,184 — 47 —
Building permits, less federal contracts § 97,340 — 1 — 51 PASADENA (pop. 58,737)
Bank debits (thousands)... ... ... ... . § 12,453 + & + 2 Retail sales ......................... - 27t — 15
End-of-month deposits (thousands}t. . § 12,188 — 3 — 1 Apparvel gtores ... ... ... ... — 49% — 51
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 13.0 + 6 + 1 Automotive stores ... ... ..., ... .. — 2t — 7
General merchandise stores. . — ROt - 59
NORTH R[CHLAND HILLS (pop' 8,662) Postal reeeipts®™ ... ..., .. ... ... .. § 35,544 — Bl — 24
i K Building permits, less federal contracts § 1.476,560 i - 21
Building permits, less federal contracts § 264,532 + 187 — &8 Bank debits (thowsands)....... ... ... 3 57045 + 7 + 14
Bank debits {thousands) ............% 514  — & 4101 End-of-month deposits (thousands}}..$ 81,134  + 8  + 10
End-of-month deposits (thousands)$. § 3,328 + 4 152 Annual rate of deposit turnover... . .. 22.4 + 2 + 20
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 18,5 — 14 - — 14
. PE .
ODESSA (pop. 80,338) COS (pop. 12,728)
Postal receipts® . . ... % 10,1686 — 43 — 25
tatl sales oL Lo L — —
Refail sales at 8 Building permits, less federal contracts § 12775+ 9 . — 34
Furniture and household :
: Rank debits (thousands) .. ... . ... .. 5 23,714 + 14 + 3
appliance stores ... .. ... — 28t — 23 .
i : End-of-month deposits {thousands)f. . 11,879 — b =
General merchandisze stores .. .. ... — 59t — 82 . sl - 2 1
Postal receipts® . .................... $ 80,852 — 38  — 10 i““"“‘ 3 ‘_'“1“’ "fl def"’s't t“:m“er ------ 34§ i :i + i
Bullding permits, less federal contracts § 442,375 +105 — 50 onagricultural placements ... -
Bank debits (thowsands}, AU 02,856 + 13 -+ 20
End-sf-month depnsits (thousand*i)i .$ 87,288 + 9 + 4 PHARR (pop. 14,106)
Annual rate of deposnt turnover. ... .. 13.8 + 4 + 12 T . i .
Employment (area) ............. ... 56,000 — 3 —_ 2 Postall 19‘-“31913?" --------------------- § r‘b'.ISI — 45 — 28
Manufacturing employment (area) . 4,010 e _ 3 Building D.El'mlts. less federal contracts § 52,075 — Eio + 19
Percent unemployed (area) ... .. ... .. 4.1 1 28 S Bank dcbits {t.hnussjnds) ........... I..S E.D?E + 23 + 13
Nonagricultural placements .. . ...... 433 + 24 + 7 End-of-month deposits (thousands) ] . § 5,245 + 22 + 14
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 12.8 e + 1
ORANGE {(pop. 25,605) PILOT POINT 1,254
Postal receipts® ... ... ... .. ... .. 5 34,657 —n + 15 (pol" » )
Building permits, less federal contracts & 128,338 — B3 + 712 Building permits, less federal contracts § 18,500 + 68 +457
Bank debits (thousands).. ... .. .. .. & 32,719 i + 2 Bank debits {(thousands)....... ... .. $ 1,270 + 7 + 2
End-of-month deposits (thousands}i. % 28,754 + 1 + 14 End-of-month deposits (thousande)f. 3 1,752 — B a4
Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 14.1 — 5 — 5 Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 2.3 + i4 v
Employment farea) ................ 109,900 — 1 + 4 !
Miunufacturing employment (area) . 35,640 s + 4 rw
I'ereent unemployed {area).. . ... . ., 6.8 o+ 17 — 18 PLA[NVIEW (DOD' . 18’730)
Nonagricultural placements . 144 — 1 + 15 Retril zzles
Automotive stores ... ... .. ... ..., — 2% — 1t
‘ General merchandise storcs ........ — 59t — a7 S
PALESTINE (pOp' 13’974) Postal reccipts® ... ... ... .. ... $ 29,208 — 42 — 1
Postal reeeipts® . ..., ... . ... . ... ... .. $ 16,248 — 47 — 12 Building permits, less federal contracts § 577,250 + 1 +111
Building permits, less federal contracts § 87,024 + 5 + 13 Rank debite {(thousands). ... ... . .. $ 70,620 + 40 + 2
Bank debites (thousands) . ... . ... . .. & - 12,261 4+ 7 + 12 End-of-month depoasits (thousands}i. . § 345,084 +, 4 + T
End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. . & 16,247 — 2 — 2 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 24.1 L — 1
Annusl rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 9.0 + & -+ 13 Nonagricultural placementa ... ... ... 252 + & -+ 13
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Local Business Conditions

Jan

Percent change

Jun 1364 Jan 1064

from

Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan 1964

Tom Jan from from
City and item 1964 Dec 1963 Jan 1983 City and item © 1964 Dige 1063 Jan 1943
PLANO (pop. 3,695) ROSENBERG (pop. 9 698)
Postal receipts® .. ... ... ... .. .. .. .. § 5,813 — 46 + 13 Postal receipts* . ... ... ... ... ... ... 9,600 43 —
Building permits, less federal contracte $ 411,897 + 63 — 15 Building permits, less federal contracts $ 56,050 _ 69 — 41
Bink debits {thousands}............. S 4,790 + 15 +1_42 End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. _§ 9,686 — 2 +
End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. .$ 2,510 — 23 + 24
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... . 17.2 + 22 + 48 SAN ANGELO (pop_ 58,815)
- Retail sales ......................... — 27t — 44
PORT ARTHUR (pop' 66’6‘6) General merchandise stores ..... .. — 59 — a6
Retail sales ... .. .. ... ... .. .. ..... — 2?_’( - 17 Postal receipts® ... ... ... .. ... $ 25,239 - T — 8
Automotive stores ................. - 2 +1s Building permite, less federal contracts 3 332,141 + 40 — 68
Furniture and household Bank debits (thousands)............. $ 71141 + 2t + 1
nppliance stores ... — . — End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. § 51,608 L'+ 8
Tumber, building materials, Annual rate of depesit turnover. ... .. 16.6 + 20 + 4
and hardware stores ........... — — 8 Employment {avea) ................ 19,500 — 2 i
Postal receipts® . ... ... ... ... . 53,225 — 48 —_— 24_ Manufacturing employment (area) . 3,110 — 1 s
Building permits, less federal contracts § 985,740 +301 + 89 Percent unemploved (area) .. .. ... 6.0 + 18 %
Bank debits (thousands)............. § 0 T4.264 + 1 + 11
End-of-month deposits (thousands}f..§ 42,896  + 1 — 3 SAN ANTONIO (pop. 587,718)
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ., .., 20.8 + 12 + 14 Retail sales -....ooooorrn oo _ 22t —17
Employment. (area) 108,908 -1 + o4 Apparel stores L, e 437 — A8
Manufacturing em]}loyment (drea) 35,640 = + 4 Automotive stores .. ... ......... . — at — 7
Percent uncraployed (acea). . ... ... .. 6.8 + 17 — 1B Drug stores ... ovoer 1t — &
Eating and drinking places. . . ... .. — & — 4
PORT ISABEL (pop. 3,575) Food €lOYes ... ....oooneerinnnin. — % o+ 1
Pustal reeeipts® ... .. . ... ... . ... $ 2,338 — a7 — 12 Furniture and honeehold
Building permits, less federal contracts § 18,500 — 2 — 38 appliance stores ... ... ... - BOT — a7
Bank debits (thousands).......... . . . % 1,490 + =22 + 44 Grsoline and serviee stations. ... .. - 4t wh
End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. .§ 1,211 — 4 4+ 15 Ceneral merchandise stores. ... .. .. — hO% Y
Annusl rate of deposit turnover. . .. .. 14.4 + 31 + 28 Jewelry stores ....... o — %5
Liguor stores . ........ ... ... ..... — 53
PORT NECHES (DOP 8 696) Lumber, building material,
Postal reccipts® . .. .. A 9,228 — 24 + 11 and hardware stores ........... ey &
Building permits, less federal contracts k] 69,450 + 228 — 22 Wupseries ... .. .. ... ... ... . ... - — 13 .-
Bank debits (thousands) ............ .8 9,056 — 1 + 5 Postal receipts? ... ..., . . ... ... T F Bl1.982 — 3 — 1
End-of-month depasils (thousands)¥. % 6,525 tee — B Building permits, less federal contracts $ 7.225.903 + 8 + 25
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... 15.6 — 4 + 10 Bank debits (thousands)........ ... .. % A01,268 — 1 + 1
: - End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. .§ 432,883 —_ 2 + 2
QUANAH (DOD. 4,564) Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 22.0 1 + 1
Postal receipts™ ... ... ... ... ... $ 4,958 — - 17 Employment {area} ........... . ... 214,760 ua + 8
Building permits, less federal contracts § 6,600 + a7 — 82 Manufacturing employment (area} . 25,675 e + 4
Bank debits (thousands).... . ... .. .. $ 7.160 + 1% — 20 Percent unemployed (area)... ... ... 5.2 +1 — 1
End-of-menth deposits (thousands) . . § 8,212 + 3 — 6
Annual rate of deposit turnover... ... 14.0 + 135 — 15 SAN BENITO (DDD- 169422)
- — Hetail sales
RAYMONDVILLE (p(}p- 9,385) Automotive stores ... .. ... .. ..., — 2t + & o
Retail sales Postal recelpts® ... ... . . ... ... .. .... k] 8.468 — 38 — 8
Automotive stores ..., - 2% + 1 Building permits, less federal contracta § 154,800 +352 + 12838
Food Btores _................... ... — 12 — 14 Bank doebita (thousands)............. ¥ 5,690 + 18 — 3
Lumber, building materials, . End-of-month deposits {thousande}l. § 5,330 — 3 — &
anil hardware stores. ... ... .. .. — 5t — 24 . Annual rate of deposit turnover.. ... 11.3 + 18 4+ 1
Tostal reseipts® . ... .. .. ... .. .. .. % 5,579 — 8, — 17 Employment (area} : 34,300 — 1 + 3
Baiiding permits, less foderal contracts § 84,800 — 42 + 1 Manufaciuring employment {area) . 4,700 — ¥ b
Bank debits (thousands).. .. ... ... . . 3 5797 + 13 — i Pereent unemployed (area).. . ....... 8.4 + 14 - 2
End-of-month deposits {thousands) . . § 7,939 + 7 — 4 0 -
Annoal vate of deposit turnover. . . . .0 + lo + 2 SAN JUAN (p()p. 4,371)
Nonagricultural placements ... .. .. 196 +185 + 10 Postal receipts® ... ... ... . ... ... . ... § 2,560 — 48 — 8
Building permits, legs federal conlracts 3 140,020 +118 + 41
ROBSTOWN (pop. 10,266) Rank debits (thousands) ... ... ...... § 2,038 + 4 + 5
Retail sales End-of-month deposits (thousaunds}f. . % 2,148 + & + 4
Aulumotive storea ................. — 2f + 27 Annyal rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 11.7 — 1 + 4
Gagoline and service stations. . ... .. — ot — 12
Postal reeeipts®™ ..................... $ 7811 — a7 22 SAN MARCOS (pop 12,713)
Building permits, less federal contracts § 28,115 + 5% — B2 Postal reeeipts® ... . ... ..., E 11,154 — 38 — 40
Bank debits (theusands). . ..., . ... .. $ 10,587 + 1% — 8 Building permite, less federal contracts § 103,715 — & +124
End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. .3 9,514 + & — 1 Bank debits (thousands)............. $ 9,477 + 16 + 18
Annual vate of deposit turnover. ... .. 12.8 + 1% — 3 End-of-month depasits (thousands) . 3 10,R50 + 14 + 19
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 11.4 + 12 + 3
ROCKDALE (pop. 4,481) : '
Postal receipts® ... ... . ... ..., ., 3 4,228 — 48 —-— 10 SAN SABA (pop. 2,728) ]
Building permita, less federal contracts & 17,1560 + 17 +1737 Fostal receipts® ........ e ] 3,435 — 47 e 25
Bank debits (thousands)...... .. ... .. 3 4,762 + 11 + 22 Bank debits (thousands) ... ... ..., .. 13 5,474 — 2 + 21
End-of-month deposits (thousands)§. .4 6,363 + + B8 End-of-month deposits {thousanda)i. . § 4,748 — 8 — 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 8.2 + T + 16 Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. . .. 13.5 + 1 + 19
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Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964 Jan lJG4

Local Business Conditions

Percent change

Jan 1964  Jan 1964

MARCH 1964

Jan from Jan from from
City and item 1964 Dec 1953 Jan 1‘#63 _ City and item 1964 Dee 1963 Jan 1963
SEAGOVILLE (pop. 3,745) SOUTH HOUSTON (pop. 7,253)
Postal reecipts® . ....... ... ... $ 3,440 —. 40 — 1 Poatal reeeipts® . .......... ... .. .. $ 7,485 — b3 — 15
Building permits, less federnl contracts § 6,775 — 72 L Building permits, less federal contraels-$ 376,207 4408 +577
Bank debits (thousands) ........ ... .. $ 3,352 + 18 + 28 Bank debits (thousands) . I 5,808 + & + 28
End-of-month deposits {(theusands)¥. . § 1,782 — 18 + 15 End-of-month deposits (thousands): ] 4,678 B + 86
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 20.9 + 16 + & Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... . 15,2 + 3 — 4
SEGUIN (pop. 14,299) SULPHUR SPRINGS (pop. 9,160)
Retail nales Postal recelpts? .............. ... ... $ 13879 — 21 + 33
Automative stores ................. — 2 — 17 Building permits, logs federal contracts $ 100,675 — 73 — 46
Postal reeeipts? ... §otzror - 81— Bank debits (thousands)..... ... ... $ 18,927  + 14+ 18
Building permits, less federal contracta § 110,420 +i1l — 15 End-of-month deposits (thousands)f, $ 18,3980 — 1 + 4
Bunk debits (thowsands). ... .. .. . ... L3 13,005 + 15 + 7 Annusl rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 12.4 + 18 + 13
End-cf-month deposils (thousands)i. . % 15,107 | — 1 + 1
Annual rate of deposit tarnover. ... .. 16.4 + 20 + 5
SWEETWATER (pop. 13 9]4)
SHERMAN (pop. 24,988) Retail sales
Retadl sales ... ... .. .. ... ... - BTY — 34 Automotive stores ................. -~ 2 + z S
Apparel stores ... ... . L. — 48¢ — BE Pogtal reeetpts® ... . ..., ., ..., 3 14,748 — 8 + 23
Automotive sfores .. ... .. e — 2t — 30 Building permits, less federal contracts § 102,550 + 460 +119
Furniture and household ) Bank debits (thowsands}.............§ 16,937 + 16 e
applinnce stores — 28t — & End-of-month deposits (thousands)i. § 10,845 — 3 + 13
Lumber, building materlal Annual rate of deposit turnover. . . . .. 1R.3 + 16 e
and hardware stores . ........... — &f + 40 Nonagricultural placements .. ... ... . 67 + 24 — 18
Postal receipts® ... .. e $ 34,778 — 33 — 11
Building permits, less federal contracts § 241,908 + §7 — 53
Bank debits (thousands). ........... $. 37489 o+ 15+ 1 TAYLOR (pop. 9,434)
End-of-month deposits {(thousands) i % 20,339 — 11 — 1 Eetail sales
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 20.9 + 16 + & Automotive stores ... ... .......... — 2t —_ g L
Nonagriculiural placements ... ... .. 145 + 34 + 13 Postal receipts®* . ... ... .. . .. $ 9,746 T —1s
i Building permits, less federal contraets § 1.300 — &6 — 75
SILSBEE (pOp. 6,277) Bank debits (thousands) ... .. .. ..., .. H 10,603 + 23 + 14
Postal receipts® . ... % 7,973 — s 1T End-of-month deposit..s {theusands)i. .§ 15,859 — & + 7
Building permits, less federal contracts § 20,499 — 52 +201 Annual rate of deposit turnover...... 7.8 + 32 t. 5
Rank debits {thousands) . s 1844 _ 3 T 13 Nonagricultural placements ... ... ... 21, + 200 o
End-of-month deposits {thousands)i R 5,650 &= + 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 1.3 i + ll.J TEMPLE (lmp- 30,419)
Retail sales . ... .. ..., . ... .. .. ... .. — 27 —— 28
SINTON (pop' 6’008) Apparel stores .. ... ... ... ... — 4B% — b3
Postal receipts® . .. L 3 8,804 — 22 — 22 Furniture and household
Building permits, less federal contracta $ 10,599 — T8 + 486 applince stores .............. .. — 284 __ 50
Bank debite (thousands) . U 4,772 + 2 -4 Lumber, building material,
End-of-month deposits (thousands}t 3 5,027 + 4 - T and hardware stores .. ...... .. . — 5f + 1 -
Annunt rate of deposit turnover...... 11.6 = + s Postal reeeipts® .. ....... ... .. $ 42587 — a3 — 4
- Bank debits (thousands)....... ... .§ 37,133 + 18 + 10
SLATON (p(}p. 6,568) MNonagricultural placements ... ... .. 187 + 39 + 68
Pastal receipta® ... 3 4,997 — 43 — 2 -
Building permits, less federal contracts § 14,330 . + 9 «
Bank debils (thousands)_ ... ... .., .. ¥ £,758 + 31 — 2 TERRELL (pop' 13’803)
End-ol-month deposits (thousands)i.  § 5,492 + 18 — b Posltal receipts® ... ... ... ... § 6,974 — &7 — 18
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 187 + 12 + 8 Building permits, less federal contracts 3 40,287 — 47 + 32
Employment {aren} ................ 57,600 — 3 + & Bunk debitz (thousanda) . AR | 0,548 + & + 7
Manufacturing employvment (area} . 5,080 + 1 +° & End-of-month deposits (thousands}}‘. 5 5,866 — 5 + =
Pereent unemploved {area). . . ... ... 4,3 + 34 aw Annual rvate of deposit turnover. ... .. 15.0 + 9 + 11
SMITHVILLE (pop. 2 933) TEXARKANA (pop 30,218)
Postal reeeipts® ... ... ... ... .. .., 2,075 — 49 — 43
‘Ruilding permits, Jess federal contracts s 4,500 +800 — a3 Retail salesd
Bank debits (thousands) . ............ $ 1,558 + 27 + 4 Automotive stores ... ... - =7
End-of-month deposita (thousands)t. .3 2,608 — 1 + 11 F‘urmt}lre and household
Annual rute of deposit turnover.... .. 7.1 + 27 — 7 applmn.ce stores R — 28t — B -
Postal reeeipts® ... ... e ] 74,880 — 17 — 11
Building permits, less federal
SNYDER (pop. 13,850) eonttacts§ .................... ... $ 230,270 4200 + 35
Retail sales Bank debits (thousands) .. .. .. ... .. . $ 72,085 + 7 + 12
Automotive stores ... ... ... ... .. — 2t + 7 End-of-month deposits (thouswnds)t. . % 19,876 B + 7
Building permits, lags federal contracts § E7,500 +342 — T Annual rate of deposit turhover. ... .. 0.8 + 12 + 6
Bank dchits (thousandsy. ..., . ... . . % 18,43% + 1 + 18 Employment. faread$ ... ...... ... ... 41,650 —_. & + @
End-of-month deposits (lthousands)t. 4 19,626 — 1 + 8 Manufacturing employment (area)§ 5,480 R + 13.
Annual rate of deposit Lurnover. .. ... 11.2 4+ 1 + 17 Fercent unemployed (aveald. .. . . 7.1 <+ 25 — 4



’ ean Pearcent change . .y Percent chunge
Loeal Business Conditions e Loeal Business Conditions —_—
Jun 1864  Jan 1964 . Jan 1964 Jan 1964
Jan from from ' Jan from from
City and item 1064 Dec 1968  Jan 1963 City and item 1964 Dee 1963 Jan 1463
TEXAS CITY (pop. 32,065) WACO (pop. 103 462)
Retail sales ... ... ... ... . ... .. — 27t — 18 o Retail sales ..... . o — o1¢ _ a7
Appnrel stores ... .. ... ... ....... — 49f — BB Apparel stores . 40t — 3
Automotive stores ... ... .. ...... — 2% — 7 Automotive stores .. IIIIIIIIIIIIIII _ ¢ _ 9
Pof‘m.l receipla? $ 28231 — 2 * Flerists ... ... . SR,
Building i_term1ts, less federul contracts § 227,617 — 41 + 2 General merchandise stores .. .. . —_ 5ot B0 -
Bank debits (thousands).... ... .. . . .. £ 30,336 + 25 + 8 Lumber, building material,
End-of-month deposits (thousands)}. § 15,662 + o6 t 7 and hardware stores ... .:. .. — 5 + 82 o
Annual ra_f.e of deposit turnover...... .23.8 + }_8 = Postal receipts¥ .. ... .. .. ... ... .. .. § 174,688 — 29 — 7
Employment {area) ............... 54,300 oo+ Building permits, less federal contraats § 1,124,648  + 78 — 70
Manufacturing employment (avea). 10470 — 1 41 Bank debits (thousands)......... . $ 14258 + 8+ 7
Fercent unemployed (area).’ .. ... .. 8.0 + 2 — 3 End-ef-menth deposits {thousands) . . § 80,382 — 3 + 8
Arnnual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 21.0 % — 2
TOMBALL (pop‘ 1’713) Employment {area) ...... P 51,500 — 1 + 2
Building permits, less federal contracts $ 15,000 e +131 Manufacturing employment (area) 16,430 =+ + 1
Bank debits (thousands) ... ., .. . ... Y 8,036 + 5 + 11 Percent unemploved (atea).......... 6.1 + 11 + 7
End-of-momth deposits (thousands) .. $ 6,252 + 18 3
An » R ) —
nual rate of deposii turnover . 16.4 . 2 + 18 WEATHERFORD (p(}p 9 759)
TYLER (pop. 51,230} Postal receipte® ... ... . ... § 12,880 — 50 — 21
Retail sales ... ... ... .. . ... ... — 7% 4 4 Building permits, less federal contracts § 25,335 — Th + 33
Apparel stores ... ... ... .. ... .. — 44% — 5T o End-of-month deposits (thousands) . . § 18,857 — b + 1
Automotive stores ..., ... ... ... .. — 2t + 10 . . i
Postal receipta . ... . ..., ... ... .. § 117,451 — 0. — § ;
Building permits, less federal contracts § 5,258,900 + 882 +1567 WESLACO (DOD' 15’649) .
Bank debits (thousandsy . ... . % 118,461 + 1 + 7 Retail sales
End-of-month deposits {thousands)t. . $ 70,023 — 4 + 0 Automotive stores ................ — 2 + 2
Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 14.9 + 10 + 2 Food Btores ... — 12— 7
Eraployment (area) ...... ; 31,400 — 1 1+ 2 Postal reeeipts® .. ... ... . .. .. . ... 3 9,706 — 47 — 33
Manufactaring emplnyment, (area) 7,720 _ 1 + o Building permits, leas federal?contracts $ 183,500 +15% +158
Percent unemployed (avea).......... 5.2 + & 4 Bank debits (thousands)... .. ... ... .. $ 10,205 + 30 + 29
Nonagricuitural placements ......... 434 — 15 - 38 Enid-of-month depdsits (thousandsif. 3 7678 + 3 +oe
: Annual rate of deposit turnover. .. ... 16.2 + 24 + 25
UVALDE (pop. 10,293)
Postal receipts® ..................... $ 9T 28— 14 WICHITA FALLS (pop 101,724)
Building permits, less foderal contracts § 28 541 + 32 — 66 Refail sales . ... ... .. ... .~ .. R —
Bank dehits (thouwsands) . ... .. ... . .. ¥ 12,424 + 9 — 2 Aulomotive stores ...... . ....... . — 3t — 12
End-of-month deposits {(thousands)t. . § 4,478 + 9 i Eating and drinking places. .. ..., — Bt + 14
Annusl rate of depesit turnover. . ... 16.5 + 4 — 2 Furniture and houschold
appliance storea .......... .. .. .. — &% — 11
VERNON (DOD. 12,141) . General merchandise stores. .. ... . .. — 58f - 47 C
Retail sales Postal receipts . ..o........... .. ..., $ 118,080 —_ 43— 3B
Automotive stores ... ... ... ... — 2 —10 e 3 Building permits, less federal contracts § 604,187 — 57 —
Postal receipts® .................... ¥ 12876 — &7 — 20 Bank debits (thousands) .. ... .. ...... $ 147,180 + 12 + 7
Building pérmits, less federal contracts $  §6,192 +1z28 — 30 End-Gi-month deposits (thousands}y. § 102,368 _ 7 4+ 1
Rank debitzs (thowsands) ... ... . ... .. 3 19,0745 =+ 20 - 10 Annual rate of deposit turhover. ... .. 16.6 + 11 ) + 3
End-cf-month deposits (thousands)t. § 20,145 — 2 + 2 Employment (area} .. .......... 45,200 — 2 2¢
Annual rate of deposit turnover. ... .. 113 - + 18 — 12 Manufacturing employment (area) . £,050 5o + 4
Nonagricultural placements ... ... . .. AT + 4 — 11 Porcent nsemployed (area).......... 5.3 + 18 — 5
VICTORIA. (pop. 33,047) _ 'LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY (pop. 352,086)
ail sales . ... ... .. ... ... . ... .. ... — 27t — B L . . ” .
Apperel stores ... ... — at  — 5l (Cameron, Willacy and Hidalgo Counties)
Autormotive stores ... ..., ... ... — zf + 7 o Retail salea ... ... .. ... .. .. ... ... — a7t — 12
Furniture and household ’ ' Apparel stores ... . 0L - 49% — 49
applianee stores .. ... . .., ... . — 28f ... 89 Automotive atares ... ... .. ... ... — &t + &
Postal rveceipte® ... ... & 42,087 . — 321 — 7 Drug etores . ... ... ... ... ....... — 22f — 31
Building permits, less federal contraets §  $62,480 + 402 + 82 Eating and drinking places. ... .. — Ot — 8
Bank dcbits (thousands) . ... ... ... .. 3 77,063 + 7 + & Plariste ... ... o — 89
End-of-month deposit: {thousands)l. . § 84,746 - T + 7 Food stores ............... PP — 12% — 7
Anrual rate of deposit turngver. .., 10.5 + 8 + 1 IMurniture and household .
Nounagrieultural placements ... .. .. .. 377 + 12 + 1 appliance stores ..., .. ..., .. — 28t . — 85
Gasoline and service stations. .. .. .. — ot + 1
WAXAHACHIE (pop. 12,749) General merchandise stores. .. .. ... — 88% — 5T
Retail sales Jewelvy stores .. .. L L Co. — 61
Lumber, building raterial, - Laamber building material,
and hardware stores ........ .. .. — &% —- 48 and hardware stores . ... ... .., .. — Bt — 1R
Postal receipts® ... .. ... ... ... ] 17,043 — 23 — 17 Sporting goods ... L. — BB .
Building permits, lesz federal contracts § 14,800 — 68 + 10 Postal receipts® ... ... ... ... — 41 — 15
Eank debits (thousands) ... .. .. ... .. # 11,695 + 1 + 18 DBuilding permita, less federal contracts + 18 + 8
End-of-maonth deposits {thousandsy$. 3 10,521 -— 4 + 6 Bank debits {thoGsands) ... .. A + 15 + B
Annual rate of depesit turnover, ... .. 13.0 + 4 + 4 End-of-month deposits (thousands) . .. + 2 + 1
Nonagricultural placements ... .. .. .. 41 + 21 s Annual rute of deposit turnover. ., ., 18,5 + 1t + 156

84 ' ’ TEXAS BUSINESS REVIEW



BAROMETERS OF TEXAS BUSINESS

All figures are for Texas unless otherwise indicated. All indexes are based on the average months for 1957-59, except where indi-
cated; all are adjusted for seasonal variation, except annual indexes. Employment estimates are Texas Employment Commission
data in cooperation with the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the U. S. Department of Labor. The index of Texas business activity
is hased on bank debits in 20 cities, adjusted for price level. An asterisk (®) indicates preliminary data subject to revision. Revised

data are marked (r).

Jan Dec Jan
1964 1963 1963
GENERAL BUSINESS ACTIVITY
Texas business activity, index ... .. . : N P 142.9 187.8r 138.3r
Miscellaneous freight carloadings in SW District, index. .. .. .. . 77.6 71.9 73.5
Wholesale prices in U. 8., unadjusted index...... 101.0 100.3r 100.5r
Consumers’ prices in U. 8., unadjusted index. .. . ... ... ... i 107.7 107.6 106.0
Income payments to individuals in U. 8. (billions, at seasonally ad-

Yot el Y s S S R S BT § 47875* § 476.0r § 454.0r
Business failures (number) . .. ... . . .. Bl e, L0 ey Iete 54 49 56
Business failures (liabilities, thousands) .. sz $ 6,787 $ 3.878 $ 6,450
Newspapey Hnage SAGBR .. oo v avs s sarim b s Sy ] i 108.6 107.3 109.5
Ordinary life insurance sales, index. ... ... ... ... ; v 149.3 117.7

TRADE
Total retafl sales. index - ooooviisesaniriniinise o 120.1% 117.5% 118.71

Purable-goods aales, index ... ciocviaiiiiasamenant 134.5* 135.1* 152.1r

Nondurable-goods sales, index . ......... ... . . S ; 112.7% 108.4* 111.8¢
Ratio of credit sales to net sales in department and apparel stores G429 66.9* 64.87
Ratio of collections to outstandings in department and apparel stores . 83.5% 34.5% 32.5r

PRODUCTION
Total electric power consumption, index. . LM 149.1* 148.6* 136.6r
Industrial electric power consumption, index . ........ .......... 156.5% 156.3* 126.0r
Crude oil production, index . ... ; : 08.5* 08.6% 88.3r
Average daily production per oil well (bbl) 13.1 15.1 122
Crude oil runs to stills, index............ .. . 1124 112.0 113.1
Industrial production in U. 8., index . .., iy . 127.1* 127.0r 119.2
Texas industrial production—total index .. ... ... 122+ 121r 118r
Texas industrial production—manufacturing index 158# 138r 128r
Texas industrial production—durable goods, index .. .. .. 130* 131* 121r
Texas industrial production—nondurable goods, index 144+ 143r 133r
Texas mineral production, index ... .. ... . 100* 100#* D4r
Construction authorized, index. ... ........ ... .. .. ... .. N— 130.3 1125 120.6

ReniClentinl OO ... o500 s s e S R AT B DA SeE | 122.6 110.0 110.8
Nanrespdential bldag - covcvicma e oas 2o o 150.2 107.8 137.8

AGRICULTURE
Prices received by farmers, unadjusted index, 1910-14=100 ... ... 256 255 265
Prices paid by farmers in U. 5. unadjusted index, 1910-14=100 . . . 313 311 512r
Ratio of Texas farm prices received to U. 8. prices paid by farmers 82 82 85

FINANCE
Dtk debite. tndex. o pno i sermasssms et 144.3 1582 139.0
Bank dehets, (R S tndlent (i G s e s s 163.3 160.4r 147.9
Reporting member banks, Dallas Reserve District:

Loans (millions) .. ..... ... . .., .. . . & 3,985 § 4178 $ 3,506

Loans and investments (millions) e o T U1 $ 6,063 ¥ 6,337 § 5,619

Adjusted demand deposits ( millions) . .. § 2907 $ 2938 § 2960
Revenue receipts of the State Comptroller (thousands) ... . .. $122,620 $112,718 $120,183
Federal internal revenue receipts (thousands) ... ..... .. . $260,964 $131,604 $268,480

LABOR
Manufacturing employment in Texas, index. . . ... . . 107.5% 107 9r 104.1r
Total nonagricultural employment in Texas, index .., ... ... 109.8* 109.0r 106.61
Average weekly hours—manufacturing, index... . . .. i = 99.5% 99.7r 99.5
Average weekly earnings—manufacturing, index... ... ... ... ... 116.3* 114.2r 110.1rx
Total nonagricultural employment (thousands) ............ ... 2,686.2* 2,745.1r 2,608.9r
Total manufacturing employment (thousands) . .. ........ ... Bl17.9* 520.2r 501.5r
Durable-goods employment (thousands) ... ... ... ... . .. .. 252.1% 252 8r 240.5r
Nondurable-goods employment (thousands) .. ... SRR 265.8% 267 4r 261.0r
Total nonagricultural labor force in selected lahar market areas
T e R 2,464.0 2,485.0 2,409.6
Employment in seclected labor market areas (thousands) .. ... .. 2,2992 2,326.1 22181
Manufacturing employment in selected labor market areas
(435535 05 T ) 416.9 412.3 395.8
Total unemployment in selected labor market areas (thousands) . . 118.2 104.1 131.1
Percent of labor force unemployed in selected labor market
RATBART 3 s srom s R e N A AR A L i v 4.8 4.2 5.4
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1964 DIRECTORY OF TEXAS MANUFACTURERS
Marie Fletcher, Editor

This major publication is the most complete and authoritative
source of information on manufacturing plants in Texas. Pub-
lished by the Bureau of Business Research at The University
of Texas, the DIRECTORY lists more than 10,500 manufac-
turing establishments in its 722 pages. The 16th edition, pub-
lished this month, is the result of a wyear of preparation by
the stafl of the Bureau, which used the manufacturers and the
chambers of commerce as the principal sources of the informa-
tion included in the entries.

The 1964 DIRECTORY contains an indexed section which
lists all products made in Texas. The product section lists all
chemicals produced in Texas alphabetically under the appro-
priate five-digit Standard Industrial Classification number. An-
other section contains an alphabetical listing of all plants in
the state showing city location and home office; The geograph-
ical section, perhaps the most useful, lists plant location by eity,
and contains such information as name of chief executive officer,
post office box number and Zip Code, number of employees by
size group, and principal products made in the plant $15.00

Order Your Copy from
BUREAU OF BUSINESS RESEARCH

(Texas residents add 2% sales tax)




