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Highlights

Changes in the age structure of Minnesota's coun­
ties have important social and economic implica­
tions for both the private and public sectors: the
decline in births since 1959 is now being reflected in
declining school enrollments; the post-World War II
"baby-boom" generation is entering the job and
housing markets; and those born during the low­
birth period of the 1930s are now reaching middle
age. Migration serves to accent these changes in
some counties and to mask them in others.

This report presents estimates of the population of
Minnesota and its 87 counties by age and sex for
July 1, 1975. Figure 1 depicts the pattern of change
by age in the state. Highlights of the 1970 to 1975
period are as follows:

• Minnesota's population grew at a rate slower
than the nation's but faster than that of the
West North Central region. 1 Table 1 provides
a comparison by age of Minnesota and these
areas.

• The number of people under five years of age
in the state declined by 38,380 or 11.6 per­
cent. Two-thirds of Minnesota's counties ex­
perienced a decline in this age group. In addi­
tion to Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, the
counties with the most dramatic declines are
located near the southern and western bor­
ders of the state. Counties showing the largest
rates of increase surround Hennepin and
Ramsey and extend into north and north cen­
tral Minnesota.

• The population 5 to 17 years of age declined
by 68,370 or 6.5 percent. The largest percen­
tage losses occurred in counties in southern
and southwestern Minnesota. Only 17 coun­
ties experienced increases in this age group.
These counties either surround Hennepin and
Ramsey Counties or are located in north cen­
tral Minnesota.

1The West North Central region comprises Minnesota, Iowa, Mis­
souri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska and Kansas. - 2 -

• The population 18 to 29 years old was the
fastest growing age group in the state. This
age group increased by 117,240 persons or
17.2 percent. Sherburne, Chisago, Waseca
and Washington Counties had the largest per­
centage increases. Population changes in
some counties containing post-secondary In­
stitutions reflected enrollment trends at the
schools.2

• The population 30 to 44 years old showed the
second fastest rate of growth of any age group
in the state. Part of the change Is due to the
movement of the low-birth generation of the
1930s into another cohort. The largest in­
creases were concentrated in counties sur­
rounding Hennepin and Ramsey Counties.

• The population 45 to 64 years old had a
modest increase of only 2.7 percent from
1970 to 1975, reflecting the entry of the 1930s
low-birth generation. This age group ex­
perienced losses among counties in
southwestern and northwestern Minnesota
while increases occurred in the rapidly­
growing counties of north central Minnesota
and the Twin Cities and St. Cloud
metropolitan areas.

• The population 65 years and over increased
by 29,550 or 7.3 percent. Virtually every
county in Minnesota experienced an increase
of its elderly population. Among the counties
showing the largest percentage increases in
this age group are those in the high-amenity
area of northern Minnesota (e.g., Aitkin,
Becker, Beltrami, Cass, Mille Lacs and Otter­
tail Counties). .

2SIue Earth County was the only county estimated to have lost 18
to 29 year-olds since 1970, reflecting the enrollment decline at
Mankato State University since 1970. Waseca County's gain may
be traced to large enrollment increases at the University of Min­
nesota Technical College in Waseca.



Table 1

Summary of Population Change, 1970-1975

Age Group Minnesota West North Central
Regiona

u.s.

Total 3.0% 2.3% 4.8%

Under 5 years -11.6% -10.4% -7.4%

5 to 17 years -6.5% -7.4% -4.1%

18 to 44 years 13.4% 12.6% 12.7%

45 to 64 years 2.7% 0.1% 4.1%

65 years and over 7.3% 6.9% 12.3%

aMinnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska and Kansas.

Sources: Office of State Demographer and U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 734, November 1978.

• Pipestone County had the greatest rate of
population decline of any county in the state
during the period at 6.2 percent. Only the 18
to 29 year-aids and the elderly in the county
increased in number.

• Sherburne County had the highest rate of
population growth in the state with an in­
crease of 39.6 percent from 1970 to 1975. The
18 to 29 year-aids and 30 to 44 year-aids in­
creased by 57.8 percent and 61.9 percent,
respectively.

- 3 -

• The three largest counties in the state (Hen­
nepin, Ramsey, and St. Louis) also ranked
first, second and third in population losses
between 1970 and 1975. Although Hennepin
County had the largest decreases of persons
under 5 years, 5 to 17 years and 45 to 64
years, it also had the largest increases of
young adults (18 to 29 year-olds) and the
elderly.

• The dependency ratio dropped in every
county between 1970 and 1975.3 Only seven
counties (Aitkin, Clearwater, Le Sueur,
Morrison, Pope, Red Lake and Todd) had
values greater than 100.

3The dependency ratio Is the number of persons under 18 and
over 64 years per 100 persons 18 to 64 years. This ratio, a
measure of the dependency load the productive population must
bear, is based on the assumption that persons 18 to 64 years old
are the "productive" segment of the population and persons un­
der 18 years and over 64 years are the "dependent" segment.



Figure 1

Population Change by Age Group, 1970-1975
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Sources and imitations Of Th stimates
Introduction

The estimates in this report were developed using
a variation of the censal ratio method. 4 This method
makes use of "symptomatic" data series. A
symptomatic series is any data series which may
serve as an indicator of population magnitude or
change, such as school enrollment records, birth
and death statistics, income tax files, automobile
registrations and bUilding permit records.

The censal ratio method consists of (1) computing
the ratio of a known, base-year population to a
corresponding symptomatic data series from the
same year and (2) mUltiplying this ratio by the
symptomatic data series entry for the estimate year
to obtain the estimated population. These steps may
be represented as follows:

calculating the 1975 population. Independently
derived regional age-sex estimates were employed
to adjust the 1970 population-symptom ratio and to
normalize age-sex cohorts to regional totals. 6 To
facilitate the estimation and normalization
processes, the counties were grouped into three
geographic regions: the Twin Cities metropolitan
area (Region 11); northeastern Minnesota (Region
3); and the remainder of the state. 7 The general for­
mula used to calculate county age-sex estimates
was:

(1 ) ro
Po

So

(3) Pijt

(4) Eik

Sijt .
Pijo- Eik
Sijo

Siko Sikt- -
Piko Pikt

4Henry S, Shryock and Jacob S, Siegel, The Methods and
Materials of Demography, (Washington, D,C,: U.S. Government
Printing Office, 1973), pp. 750, 753.

5The original intention had been to provide estimates for eight
age cohorts, but data problems dictated the use of only six.

where r0 is the ratio in the base year "0" derived
from the values for the population (Po) and symptom
(So), St is the value of the symptom in the estimate
year "t", and Pt is the estimated population.

The basic assumption of the ratio method is that a
stable relationship exists over time between the pop­
ulation and the symptom. For the estimates presen­
ted in this publication, 1970 was the base year. The
procedure assumes that the ratio of population to
symptom in 1975 will equal the ratio for 1970. This
implies that there has been no dramatic change in
sUbscribership or coverage of the symptomatic data
between 1970 and 1975. To compensate for any
such changes, the development of the 1975 county
age-sex estimates described in the next section in­
cluded an adjustment factor.

County Age-Sex Estimation Methodology

The 1975 age-sex estimates were developed for
six age groups.5 Chart 1 lists each age group and
identifies the symptomatic data series used in 6The 1975 regional estimates were developed using the same

censal ratio method described here. The age structure of these
estimates was checked against estimates from the 1977
Household Survey conducted by the Office of State
Demographer in April 1977,

7Region 11 contains Anoka, Carver, Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey,
Scott and Washington Counties; Region 3 contains Aitkin,
Carlton, Cook, Itasca, Koochlching, Lake and SI. Louis Counties;
the remainder of the state includes all other Minnesota counties.

(2) Pt St ro

- 6 -

where:

Pijt

Pijo

Sijt

Sijo

Eik

Siko =

Piko =

Population of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any county (j) in estimate year (t);

Population of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any county (j) in base year (0) (For these
estimates, Pijo is obtained from 1970
Census data);

Symptom of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any county (j) in estimate year (t);

Symptom of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any county (j) in base year (0);

Ratio adjustment factor for any cohort (i)
for region (k) in which the county is
located;

Symptom of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any region (k) in base year (0);

PopUlation of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any region (k) in base year (0);



Chart 1

Symptomatic Data Used for 1975 County Estimates

Age-Sex Group 1970 Symptom 1975 Symptom

Under 5 years Births from April 1, 1965 Births from April 1,
Males to March 31,1970 1970 to March 31,1975
Females

5 to 17 years Fall 1970 public and non- Fall 1975 pu blic and non-
Males public school enrollment public school enrollment
Females data, grades 1-12 data, grades 1-12

18 to 29 years 1970 driver's license 1975 driver's license
Males registration, ages 18 registration, ages 18
Females to 29 to 29

30 to 44 years 1970 driver's license 1975 driver's license
Males registration, ages 30 registration, ages 30
Females to 44 to 44

45 to 64 years 1970 driver's license 1975 driver's license
Males registration, ages 45 registration, ages 45
Females to 64 to 64

65 years and over 1970 Medicare counts 1975 Medicare counts
Males
Females

Sikt = Symptom of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any region (k) in estimate year (t);

Pikt = Population of any age-sex cohort (i) for
any region (k) in estimate year (t).

The ratio adjustment introduced into the formula
worked on the assumption that any change in the
relationship of population to symptom occurring for
the region would also be occurring in each of its
component counties. In the event that the regional
change was influenced chiefly by changes in one or
more large counties in the region, the adjustment
factor might not be representative of the experience
of other counties in the region, opening the
possibility of spurious estimates for those other
counties.

- 7 -

The county age-sex estimates developed from the
censal ratio method were controlled to the indepen­
dently derived regional age-sex estimates and the
1975 county population totals.a To illustrate this
process, it may be useful to think of a matrix with
each row being a county and each column being an
age group. The control process consisted of two
steps. The first step was to control each column en­
try to the regional age estimate or column total. Then
each row entry was controlled to the 1975 county
population estimate or row total. The state and
regional totals are aggregations of the controlled
county age-sex estimates.

8Mlnnesota State Planning Agency, Office of State Demographer,
Population Estimates for Minnesota Counties: 1977, July 1978.



Limitations

This estimation procedure has several limitations.
In particular, it cannot yield results of higher quality
than the data which it uses. Every effort was made to
ensure that the population data and the symptomatic
data series used in preparing the estimates were ac­
curate and consistent over time, but uncertainties
remain about the quality of some of the data, as
specified below.

One potential weakness is school enrollment data.
Fall public school enrollment data are not available
by county but only by school district. Since school
districts frequently encompass area in more than
one county, it is necessary to assign some school
districts to the county where it is felt a majority of
their pupils reside. It is possible that this assignment
scheme has created a distorted picture of population
changes in some counties. Non-public schools pose
even more difficult assignment problems and are
also subject to non-reporting problems.

There are also several difficulties with driver's
license data. The potential of duplicate and multiple
licensing is one problem which is difficult to assess.
Another concern is that subscribership rates by age
group may be changing over time, especially for
females. Given the short time span between the base
year and estimate year in this report, this problem
should be insignificant.

A more serious drawback with driver's license
data is that the county of enrollment does not always
correspond to county of residence. One reason for
this problem is failure to report a change in address.
From all available evidence, this is not a serious
problem in Minnesota except for the population 18
to 29 years of age. Many young people leave their
home county for school or military service in another
state or county, yet retain a license listing their

- 8 -

parents' address. Consequently, the symptomatic
data may overstate the number of people in this age
group in some counties and understate it in counties
with educational institutions or military installations.

This problem may have been particularly severe in
1970 when both college and military enrollments of
young men were higher due to the Vietnam Conflict.
Since 1970 is the base year for the ratio method, the
reliability of the 1970 populaflon-to-symptom ratio
used to calculate 18 to 29 year-olds in 1975 is
questionable, even with the ratio adjustment factor
included in the estimation formula.

The Vietnam Conflict also affected the ratio of
males to females of the population 18 to 29 years
old, so the 1970 Census data provided no basis for
evaluating 1975 county sex ratios for this age group.
The independent regional estimates were the only
guide available for checking the sex distribution of
18 to 29 year-olds, but their value was limited.
Problems with the sex distribution may not be
restricted to this age group. Comparison of the 1975
county age-sex estimates with two special county
censuses conducted in 1975 (Cook County and Pen­
nington County) prompts some concern about the
accuracy of sex estimates for certain age groups in a
few counties.

A final source of concern is a methodological
weakness of the normalization process. The type of
control run on the estimates distributed adjustments
linearly, that is, proportionately, among cohorts ac­
cording to their size. As a consequence, a cohort's
share of an adjustment may not match its contribu­
tion to the discrepancy. The overall effect of this
problem on the estimates is difficult to gauge,
although the impact on large cohorts may have been
minimal by virtue of their size.



Table 2
POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES BY AGE AND SEX

JULY I, 1975**

COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

MINNFSOTA 3,9210000 293,4RO 983,280 800.310 657,600 749.410 436.920
MALE 1.921,530 151,040 503.350 391.760 327,800 364.920 18i.660
FEM/lLE 1,999,470 142.440 479,930 408,550 329,800 384,490 254.260

AITKPJ 12,400 730 2.940 1,420 1, <;6.0 3,020 2.730
MALE 6.330 410 1,530 770 750 1,500 1,370
FEMALE 6.070 330 1.400 650 810 10520 1,360

ANOKA 185,400 16.960 55,060 40,480 40.970 25.830 6,110
MALE 92,A70 8,700 28.140, 19,270 20,820 13,250 2.69'0
FEt>1ALE 92.530 8,270 26.920 21.200 20,150 12,570 3,420

BFCKER 26.600 2.020 7,350 3,910 3,980 5,600 3,750
MALE 13.200 1.0<;0 3.770 1,980 1.920 2,740 1.750
FEMALE 13.400 970 3.570 1,930 2,060 2,870 2,000

BFLTRAMI 29,200 2.150 7.370 7.580 4.000 5,010 3,080
MALE 14,740 1.030 3.780 4.050 2,000 2,450 1.430
FEMALE 14.460 1.120 3.600 3,530 2,000 2,560 1,650

BFNTON 23,000 2.380 ~,370 4.920 3.400 3,660 2.270
co t-IALE 11.490 1,210 3.240 2.480 1,690 1.810 1.060

FEMALE 11.510 1,170 3,120 2.440 1,710 1.8.60 1.210

RIG STONE 7,900 480 1.990 1,060 1,160 1.860 1,360
MALE 3.930 250 1.040 500 590 930 620

, FEMALE 3,970 220 940 560 <;70 930 740

BLUE EARTH 51,600 3,510 11.730 14.960 7,400 8,320 5,670
MALE 25.240 1,840 6.020 7,410 3,730 3,990 2,240
FEMALE 26,360 1,670 5.710 7,550 3,,670 4.320 3,430

BPOWN 29.700 2,090 7,450 5.,390 4,570 6,070 4,120
MALE 14,330 I,ll 0 3,790 2,410 2,290 2,960 1,760
FEMALE 15,370 980 3,660 2,980 2.28Q, 3.110 2,370

C.~RLTON 2110600 2,250 7,890 4.430 4.480 6,270 3,280
MALE 14,470 1,180 4.080 2,350 2,210 3,210 1,440
FEMALE 140130 1.070 3,810 2.080 2.260 3,060 1.840

C~RVER 33.'500 2.940 9.390 6,380 6.010 5.780 3.010
MALE 16,920 1.550 4,830 3.170 3,090 2.930 1.350
FEMALE 16.580 1.390 4.560 3.210 2.920 2.850 1,650

CLISS 19,500 1,160 4,820 2.560 2.730 4.620 3.610
MALE 9.640 600 2.440 10310 1,310 2,210 1,760
FEMALE 9,860 550 2.370 1,250 1,420 2,410 1.850

CHIPPEWA 15.400 1.030 3,800 2.420 2.310 3,430 2,420
MALE 7,560 520 1.920 1.230 1.130 1.700 1.060
FEMALE 7.840 500 1.880 10190 1.170 1.730 1,370



POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES BY AGE AND SEX
JULY 1. 1975**

COUtHY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 yQS. 18-29'YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

CHlc;AGO 21.900 1.9')0 6.010 3.540 3.610 4.190 2.610
MALE 11.170 1.040 3.160 1.780 1.810 20100 1.270
FEMALE 10.730 910 2.850 1.760 1.800 2.080 1.340

CI AY 46.600 3.• 330 11.010 13.370 7.050 7.530 4.300
MALE 23.090 1.710 5.740 6.660 3.390 3.700 1 .. 890
FEMA.LE 23.510 1.620 5.270 6.710 3.660 3.830 2.410

CLEARWATER 8.700 710 2.260 10140 1.300 1.830 1.470
MALE 4.460 370 10190 620 620 920 740
FEMALE 4.240 340 1.070 520 680 910 720

COOK 3.700 230 880 S60 680 890 470
MALF 1.920 130 450 280 340 470 240
FEMALE 1.780 110 420 280 340 410 230

COTTOr,jWOOD 15.200 1.020 3.720 2.200 2.360 3.330 2.580
MALE 7.410 "inO 1.910 1.090 1.180 1.620 1.11 0
FEMALE 7.790 520 1.810 1 .110 1.180 1.720 1.470

CROW WING 38.700 2.730 9.480 6.820 5.840 8.340 5.480

..... MALE 18.850 1.440 4.850 3.310 2.840 3.890 2.510
0 FEMALE 19.850 1.290 4.620 3.520 3.000 4.450 2.970,

DAKOTA 1690300 16.240 49.710 34.260 34.430 25.600 9.060
M.ALE 84.180 8.290 25.530 16.410 17.350 12.820 3.780
FEMALE 85.120 7.950 24.170 17 ."850 17.080 12.790 5.280

DODGE 13.400 1.060 3.77f) 2.010 2.16Q 2.560 1.830
MALE 6.630 530 1.900 1.000 1.080 1.290 820
FEMALE 6.770 530 1.870 1.010 1.080 1.270 1.010

DOUGlAS 24.900 1.740 6.29f) 4.310 3.660 5.080 3.820
MALE 12.350 870 3.1 9 0 20190 1.800 2.520 1.780
FEMALE 12.550 870 3.1 Of) 2.120 1.860 2.560 2.040

FJlRIRAULT 20.200 1.340 4.900 2.970 3.010 4 •. 550 3.430
MAL E 9.850 710 2.500 1.500 1.480 2.180 1.470
FEMALE 10.350 630 2.400 1.460 1.530 2.370 1.950

FILLMORE 21.900 1.570 5.450 3.130 3.310 4.780 3.660
MALE 10.870 830 2.79f) 1.590 1.630 2.390 1.640
FEMALE 11.030 740 2.660 1.540 1.690 2.380 2.020

FREERORN 36.700 2.540 9.450 5.900 6.120 7.690 5 •. 000
MALE 18.060 1.300 4.860 2.940 3.040 3.830 2.090
FEM.ALE 18.640 1.250 4.590 2.960 3.080 3.860 2.910

GOOnHUE 37.600 2.790 9.720 5.890 6.170 7.670 50360
MALE 18.610 1.430 5.05f) 2.960 3.030 3.810 2.320
FEMALE 18.990 10370 4.67{J 2.930 30130 3.860 3.03,0



COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

GRANT 7.400 31',0 1.730 900 1.070 1.980 1.350
MALE 3.650 200 ASO 460 520 980 650
FEMALE 3.750 160 880 440 550 10000 710

HFNNEPIN 9210000 62.330 207.500 2160340 162.410 175.390 97.030
MALE 439.910 32.150 105.820 103.060 80.570 82.710 35.590
FEMALE 481.090 300180 101.680 113.280 81.830 92.670 61.440

HOUSTON 17.900 1.220 4.690 3.060 2.910 3.540 2.480
MAL E 8.910 630 20350 1.570 1.430 1.780 10140
FEMALE 8.990 580 2.340 1.500 1.480 1.760 1.340

HI 'B8ARD 12.000 820 2.960 1.630 1.720 2.830 2.040
MilLE 5.860 380 1.480 780 820 1.380 1.010
FEMALE 6.140 430 1.470 850 900 1.450 1.040

ISANTI 19.900 1.690 5.580 3.480 3.420 3.440 2.280
MAL!'" 10.050 860 2.920 1.770 1,720 1.700 1.080
FEMALE 9.850 830 2.670 1.710 1.700 1.740 1.200

ITASCA 38.300 2,860 10.000 6.190 5.750 9.000 4.490
MALE 19.090 1.460 5.050 3,080 2.830 4.540 2.130
FEMALE 19.210 1.400 4.950 30110 2.920 4.460 2.360,

-" JllCKSON 14.600 970 3.500 2.520 2.180 3.260 2.160-"
MALE 70180 460 1.820 1.320 1.050 1,600 920
FEM.A.LE 7.420 510 1.680 1.200 10130 1.660 1.240

K~NAREC 11.300 1.020 2.980 1.650 1.820 2.300 1.530
MilLE 5.610 530 1.510 790 890 1.150 740
FEtAALE 5.690 490 10470 860 930 1.150 790

K·~ Nl) I YOH I 32.500 2.4,0 8.000 5,800 4.980 6.750 4.540
Mill F 160370 1.300 40100 2.980 2.520 3.390 2.080
FE~1ALE 16.130 10120 3.900 2.820 2.460 30360 2.460

KTTTSON 6.800 430 1.720 840 1.060 1.650 10100
MALE 3.450 230 890 440 540 850 500
FEMALE 3.350 200 840 400 520 800 590

KnOCHICHINr, 17.500 1..490 4.580 2.900 2.710 3.960 1.860
M6,LE 8.850 760 2.380 1.490 1.340 1.980 910
FEMALE 8.650 730 2.210 1.420 1.370 1.980 950

UC QUI PARLE 11.200 650 2.660 1.340 1.720 2.810 2.030
MALE 5.590 340 1.330 670 860 1.430 970
FEMALE 5.610 310 1.330 670 860 1.380 1.060

LIIKE' 13.600 1.0 J 0 3.990 20100 2.440 2.<:<20 1.150
MALE 6.980 51',0 2.040 10100 1.260 1.500 520
FEM.ALE 6.620 450 1.950 1,000 1.180 1.420 620



POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR ~INNESOTA COUNTIES BY AGE AND SEX
JULY I, 1975**

COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 yRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YR5.. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

LAKE OF THE WOODS 4,300 310 960 810 670 1,010 550
MI.\.LE 2,~220 160 490 430 340 510 290
FEMALE 2,080 150 470 380 330 490 260

Lf SUEUR 22,300 L.800 6,090 3,600 3,260 4,230 3,310
MALE 11,080 890 3,200 1,740 1,650 2,080 1,520
FEMALE 11,220 910 2,890 1,870 1,610 2,150 1,790

LINCOLN 8,300 540 2,140 1,030 1,240 1,960 1,390
MALE 4,130 270 10100 530 620 980 620
FEMALE 4,170 270 1,040 500 620 970 770

LyON f4 ,700 1,880 6,100 5,080 3,740 4,950 2,940
MALE 2.310 930 3,130 2,640 1,890 2,420 1.290
FEMALE ~2.390 950 2.960 2,450 1,850 2,530 1,650

MCLEOD 29,000 2.430 7.070 5,210 4,740 5,790 3,770
MALE 14,320 l,2AO 3.620 2,430 2,410 2,870 1,710
FEMALE 14,680 1,140 3,450 2,770 2,330 2.920 2,060

Mr·HNOMEN 5.800 400 1,62/) 820 870 1,350 740
..... MALE 2.950 210 810 410 440 720 360
I\:l FEMALE 2,850 190 810 410 430 630 370,

MARSHALL 13.200 1,020 3,660 1,810 2,060 2,810 1,840
MALE 6,690 550 1,840 910 1,020 1,490 880
FEMALE 6.510 470 1,820 900 1,050 1,320 950

MARTIN 25,000 1,720 5,750 3,860 4,040 5,690 3.950
MALE 12.180 880 2.930 1,920 1.970 2,770 1,700
FEMALE 12.820 840 2.820 1,940 2.060 2,920 2.250

MFEKE'R 20.000 1,610 5.030 3,010 3,030 4,370 2,940
MALE 10.010 810 2,600 1,540 1,560 20180 1.320
FEMALE 9.990 790 2.430 1,480 1.480 2.190 1,620

MILLE LACS 17.900 1.260 4.830 2,680 2,670 3,740 2,720
MALE 8.890 640 2.530 1,270·· 10360 1,800 1,290
FEr4ALE 9.010 (>20 2,300 1.4.0 0 1.310 1.940 1,430

MORRISON 27,700 2.260 8,240 4.190 3,850 5,320 3,850
MALE 13.580 101RO 4.100 2.030 1,860 2,610 1,800
FEMALE 14.120 1.080 4.140 2,160 1;990 2,710 2.050

MO.IEP 43.500 2.860 10.640 7,270 7.010 10.290 5.420
MALE 21.280 1,460 5.380 3.740 3.370 5,020 2,310
FEMALE 22.220 1.400 5.260 3.530 3.630 5,280 3,110

MIIRRAY 11.800 750 3.280 1.510 1.770 2.780 1.700
MALE 5.940 390 1.670 800 880 1,420 780
FEMALE 5.860 360 1,600 720 900 1.360 920



COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

NICOLLET 24.600 2.000 5.530 6.560 3.790 4.000 2.710
MALE 12.390 1.070 2.830 3.400 1.910 2.000 1.170
FEMALE 12.210 940 2.700 3.160 1.880. 2.000 1.540

NORLfS 23.1 00 1.650 5.930 4.090 3.590 4.740 3.100
MALE 11.420 820 3.120 2.070 1.740 2.320 1.350
FE"'1I\LE 11.680 840 2.800 2.020 1.850 2,420 1.750

NORr~AN 9.400 650 2~190 1.150 1.300 2.260 1.850
MALE 4.760 330 1.120 590 670 1.160 890
FEMALE 4.640 310 1.080 550 640 1.090 960

OLMSTED 88.400 7.720 22.820 18.780 16.990 13.960 8,130
MALE 41.530 3.990 11.800 7,690 8,430 6,610 2.990
FEMALE 46.870 3.720 11.010 11.090 8.560 7.350 5.130

OTTER TAIL ·48.500 3.040 11,870 6.860 7.150 11.140 8,430
MALE 24.050 1.550· 6.130 3.400 3,570 5.480 3.920
FEMA.LE 24.450 1.490 5.740 3.470 3.580 5.660 4.510

PFNNINGTON 14.500 1.080 3.510 3.040 2.210 2.660 2.010
MALE 7.250 560 1.790 1.560 1.11 0 1.300 920
FEMALE 7.250 520 1.710 1.480 1,100 1.350 1.090,

...... PINE 18,500 1.370 4.730 2,490 3,070 4.070 2.770c.>
MALE 9.560 690 2.450 1.430 1.640 2.030 1.330
FEMALE 8.940 680 2.280 1.060 1,430 2.040 1,440

PIPf:STONE 12.000 860 2.960 1.900 1,740 2.480 2.050
MilLE 5.830 440 1.500 940 850 1.210 880
FEMALE 60170 420 1.460 960 880 1.260 1.170

POLK 35.100- 2.480 8.930 5.950 5.360 7.360 5.020
MALE 17.390 1.250 4.570 2.980 2.720 3,620 2.240
FEMALE 17.710 1,240 4.360 2.970 2.630 3.740 2.770

POPf 11.000 770 2.760 1.340 1.590 2.500 2.030
MALE" 5.540 410 1.460 730 740 1.270 930
FEMALE 5.460 360 1.300 610 860 10230 1.100

RAMSFY 460.·300 33.860 108.800 105.770 75.210 86.960 49.700
MALF 220.550 17.490 55.540 51.500 37.170 40.500 18.360
FnlALE 239.750 16.370 53.260 54.280 38.040 46.460 31.340

RFD LAKE 5.300 460 1.590 790 690 1.070 690
MALE 2.700 250 810 410 380 520 340
FEMALE 2.600 210 780 380 320 550 350

RFDWOOD 19.600 1.430 5.160 2.700 2.860 4.340 3.100
MALE 9.710 6RO 2.640 1.350 1.470 2.200 1.360
FEMALE 9,.890 750 2.520 1.350 1.390 2.140 1.740



POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES BY AGE AND SEX
JUL Y 1. 1975**

COU~.JTY TOU L UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

RFNVILLE 20.900 1.460 5.460 2.830 3.080 4.690 3.380
MALE 10.470 740 2.850 1.450 1.520 2.350 1.540
FEMA.LE 10,430 720 2.610 1.370 1,560 2.340 1.840

RICE 43.500 3.270 10,610 10.700 6.440 7,460 5,020
MAlF 21,630 1.630 5.590 5.590 3.170 3,580 2.070
FEMALE 21,B70 1.640 5,010 5.120 3.270 3,880 2,960

ROCK 11.400 790 2,940 1.820 1.770 2,500 1,580
MALF 5,570 410 1,490 890 870 1.220 690
FEMJl.LE 5.830 380 1.450 930 900 1,280 890

R0SE.AU 12.200 1,090 3,300 1.720 1.810 2.590 1.680
MALE 6.230 520 1.690 880 910 1.370 860
FEMALE 5.970 570 1.610 840 910 1.220 820

SAINT LOUIS 216.600 15.150 50.940 41,360 32,720 49.350 27.070
MALE 106.050 7.720- 26.100 20.650 16,200 24,120 11,250
FEMALE 110,550 7,430 24.'340 20,710 16.520 25.230 15.820

SrOTT 39,600 3,350 12,420 7,330 7,440 6.410 2,650
...... MALE 19.960 1,720 6.460 3.590 3.710 3,300 1,180
.g:,. FEMALE 19.640 1.620 5.9S0 3,740 3,730 3.110 1,480

SHERPURNE 25.600 2.010 7.040 6,220 4.280 3,860 2.180
MALE 13.330 1,010 3.510 3,650 2.190 1,940 1.040
FEfI<1ALE 12.270 1,000 3,530 2.570 2.100 1.920 1.140

SIBLEY 15.700 1.000 3,980 2.440 2,430 3.480 2.360
MALE 7,830 Sf', 0 1,970 1.280 1.180 1,750 1,090
FEMALE 7,870 450 2,010 1.160 1.250 1,730 1.270

STEARNS 102.300 8,060 27.530 26.810 14.560 16,000 9,320
MALE 50.610 4.120 13.980 13,130 7,310 7.990 4,070
FEMALE 51.690 3.9S0 13.550 13,680 7.250 8.010 5.250

·STEELE 28.700 2.170 7.270 5,160 4.840 5.830 3.420
MALE 14.100 1.11 0 3.680 2.600 20320 2.920 1.460
FEMA.LE 14.600 1.060 3.590 2.560 2.520 2.910 1,950

STEVE~\JS 11.200 630 2.640 2,930 1.S00 2.060 1.430
Mt,LF 5,690 340 1,340 1.570 760 1,040 630
FEMALE 5,510 300 1.300 1,350 740 1.030 800

SWIFT 13,300 850 3.230 1,920 1.980 3,250 2,070
M.ALE 6,600 440 1.610 990 9S0 1,620 , 960
FEMALE 6.700 410 1,620 920 1,000 1,630 1,110

TnDD 23.300 1.810 6.510 3,130 30300 5.000 3.560
MALE 11.630 940 3.350 1,1')30 1,640 2.440 1.630
FEMALE 11·670 870 3.160 1,490 1,670 2.550 1,920





Table 3

ABSOLUTE AND PERCENTAGE CHANGE RY AGE FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES.
1970-1975**

COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 1"1-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

MINNESOTA
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 114.900 -38.380 -68.370 117.240 55.050 19.810 29.550
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 3.0 -11.6 -6.5 17.2 9.1 2.7 7.3

AITKIN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.000 30 -150 370 80 110 550
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 8.7 4.7 -5.0 35.3 5.6 3.9 25.2

ANOKA
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 30.690 -1.790 3.500 10.670 9.940 7.210 1.170
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 19.8 -9.6 6.8 35.8 32.0 38.7 23.7

BFCKER
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.230 40 -70 960 530 310 450
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 9.1 2.2 -0.9 32.8 15.3 5.9 13.5

BFLTPhMI
...... ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.830 100 360 1.110 610 290 340m PERCENTAGE CHANGE 10.7 4.9 5.2 17 .2 18.1 6.1 12.3

BFNTON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.160 170 -10 1.140 390 150 320
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 10.4 7.8 -0.1 30.1 12.9 4.2 16.2

BIG STONE
ABSOLUTE CHArllGE -40 -110 -290 270 30 -10 60
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -0.5 -lA.5 -12.8 33.9 3.0 -0.4 4.6

BI UE EARTH
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -720 -340 -430 -380 440 -390 380
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -1.4 -8.8 -3.6 -2.5 6.3 -4.5 7.2

BPOW~I

ABSOLUTE CHANGE 810 -340 -670 1.020 340 120 340
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.8 -13.9 -'3.3 23.2 8.1 2.0 9.1

CARLTON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 530 -80 -510 680 -120 200 360
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.9 -3.5 -6.1 18.2 -2.6 3.3 12.3

CllPVFP
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 50170 200 800 1.960 1.180 880 150
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 18.2 7.3 9.3 44.4 24.4 18.0 5.2

CIlSS
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.180 10 160 690 520 370 420
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 12.6 0.9 3.4 37.3 23.4 8.7 13.3



COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YPS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

CHIPpnJA
ARSOLUTE CHANGE 290 -90 -380 550 140 -40 110
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.9 -Fl.3 -9.0 29.6 6.3 -1.0 4.6

CHISAGO
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 4.410 470 880 1.260 920 670 210
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 25.2 31.6 17 .1 55.2 34.2 19.0 8.8

CLAY
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -10 -380 -1,170 1.210 130 -170 370
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 0.0 -10.2 -9.6 9.9 1.8 -2.2 9.3

CLEARWATER
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 690 90 30 280 200 10 80
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 8.6 13.8 1.3 33.0 17 .8 0.6 5.8

COOK
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 280 -20 -70 150 100 70 50
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 8.1 -Cl.O -7.1 36.4 17.2 8.1 12.6

...... COTTONWOOD..... A8S0LUTE CHANGE 310 -100 -390 430 180 -90 280
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.1 -9.2 -9.6 24.5 8.4 -2.5 12.2

CROW WING
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 3.870 80 -lAO 1.820 730 820 600
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 11.1 3.0 -1:8 36.5 14.2 10.9 12.2

DAKOTIl
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 29.490 260 5,450 8.900 7.730 5.310 1.850
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 21.1 1.6 12.3 35.1 29.0 26.2 25.6

DODG!:
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 360 -30 -170 320 210 -60 90
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.8 -2.5 -4,.3 19.2 10.7 -2.3 5.1

DOUGLAS
ARSOLUTE CHANGE 1.990 30 100 1.030 430 70 330
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 8.7 1.5 1.7 31.3 13.3 1.5 9.4

FARI8AULT
A8S0lUTE CHANGE -700 -130 -970 490 -30 -230 180
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -3.3 -A.9 -16.6 19.5 -0.9 -4.8 5.5

FILLMORE
ARSOLUTE CHANGE -20 -90 -560 560 160 -200 110
PERCENTAG~ CHANGE -0.1 -5.5 -9.3 21.6 5.2 -4.1 3.2





COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

KOOCHICHING
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 370 110 -640 490 -30 240 200
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.2 7.7 -12.2 20.2 -1.0 6.5 11.8

L/lC QUI PARLE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 40 -100 -470 310 150 70 70
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 0.3 -13.9 -14.9 30.6 9.8 2.4 3.7

LoKE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 250 -70 -320 270 -10 340 40
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.9 -6.3 -7.5 14.6 -0.3 13.2 3.4

L~KE OF THE WOODS
I\BSOLUTE CHANGE 310 20 -170 220 110 80 50
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 7.9 6.9 -15.1 37.8 20.0 8.4 10.1

LE SUEUR
ARSOLUTE CHANGE 970 -;>20 40 660 260 -70 290
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 4.5 -10.7 0.6 22.4 8.7 -1.6 9.7

-'" LTNCOLN
<0 ARSOLUTE CHANGE l.60 -10 -190 240 50 20 60

PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.9 -2.0 -8.2 29.8 3.8 1.0 4.2

LYON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 430 -110 -6~0 520 430 110 140
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.8 -5.3 -9.9 11.4 12.9 2.4 4.9

MCLEOD
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.340 -20 -240 850 410 100 250
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 4.8 -0.9 -3.3 19.6 9.4 1.7 7.0

MAHNOMEN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 160 -130 -160 220 100 100 30
P~RCENTAGE CHANGE 2.9 -25.2 -8.9 36.8 13.3 8.3 3.9

MARSHALL
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 140 -70 -220 390 140 -90 -20
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.1 -6.3 -5.8 27:3 7.'5 -3.1 -0.8

MARTIN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 680 -80 -~80 780 410 50 390
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.8 -4.6 -13 .3 25.6 11.4 0.9 11.1

MEEKER
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.610 150 -140 710 400 250 230
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 8.8 10.6 -2.7 30.9 15.3 601 8.6



ABSOLUTE AND PERCENTAGE CHANGE BY AGE FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES.
1970-1975**

COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

MILLE LACS
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.200 -20 400 750 430 320 310
PERCENTAGE 0HANGE 14.0 -1.2' 9.1 39.1 19.0 9.2 13.0

MORRISON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 750 -290 -430 950 150 80 290
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 2.8 -11.4 -5.0 29.3 4.2 1.5 8.2

MOWER
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -1,420 -610 -2.680 1,270 -10 100 510
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -3.2 -17 .5 -20.1 21.2 -0.2 1.0 10.3

MURRAY
ARSOLUTE CHANGE -710 -210 -620 90 -10 -20 50
PERCE~TAGE CHANGE -5.7 -21.5 -15.9 6.7 -0.6 -0.8 3.1

NTCOLLET
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 80 10 -780 770 110 -340 320

I\) PERCENT~GE CHANGE 0.3 0.5 -12.4 13.3 2.9 -7.9 13.2
0

NOPLFS
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -110 -280 -870 840 90 -170 270
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -0.5 -14.4 -12.8 25.9 2.6 -3.4 9.5

NORMAN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -610 -60 -410 140 -140 -150 10
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -6.1 -7.8 -15.8 13.7 -;-9.7 -6.2 0.4

01. MSTF.:D
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 4.300 -750 -480 2,240 1.920 410 960
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 5.1 -8.9 -2.1 13.5 12.7 3.0 13.3

"OTTER TAIL
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 2.400 -190 -680 10650 530 120 960
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 5.2 -5.8 -5.4 31.7 8.0 1.1 12.8

PFNNINGTON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1,230 40 -70 820 310 -50 190
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 9.3 3.8 -1.9 37.2 16.1 -2.0 10.2

PINE
ABSOLUTE C+lANGE 1,680 140 -10 590 510 340 120
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 10.0 11".0 -0.2 30.8 19.7 9.0 4.5

PIPESTONE
ABSOLUTE" CHANGE -790 -130 -720 290 -HO -240 110
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -6.2 -13.1 -19.6 18.3 -5.9 -8.8 5.8



COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

POLK
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 670 -140 -890 1.310 320 -20 80
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.9 -5.4 -9.1 28.3 6.4 -0.2 1.5

POPE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -110 10 -340 260 20 -150 100
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -1.0 1.3 -10.9 23.7 1.2 -5.8 5.0

RtMSfY
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -15.960 -9.710 -15.040 7.770 1,610 -2.190 1,590
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -3.4 -22.3 -12.1 7.9 2.2 -2.5 3.3

RED LAKE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -90 -40 -100 140 0 -70 -10
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -1.6 -7.8 -5.9 20.7 -0.4 -6.2 -1.7

REI)WOO[)
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -420 -270 -610 420 -10 -130 170
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -2.1 -15.8 -10.6 18.6 -0.4 -2.8 5.8

I\:) RFNVILLE..... ABSOLUTE CHANGE -240 -180 -670 600 50 -120 80
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -1.1 -11.0 -10.9 26.7 1.7 -2.5 2.4

RTCE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.920 0 -390 1,370 450 110 370
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 4.6 0.0 -3.5 14.7 7.5 1.6 7.8

RnCK
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 50 -}30 -380 340 120 -20 120
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 0.5 -13.7 -1l.3 22.7 7.1 --0.7 8.1

ROSFAU
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 630 110 -160 350 150 -10 190
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 5.5 11.7 -4.8 25.8 9.1 -0.4 12.4

SAINT LOUIS
ABSOLUTE CHo.NGE -4.090 -1,510 -8.900 5,800 -260 -330 1,110
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -1.9 -9.1 -14.9 16.3 -0.8 -0.7 4.3

S,OTT
ABSOLUTE CHo.NGE 70180 -240 1,910 1.930 2.040 1.400 130
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 22.1 -6.6 18.2 35.7 37.9 28.1 5.2

SHERRURNE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 7.260 260 1.870 2.280 1.640 910 300
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 39.6 14.6 36.1 =i7.8 61.9 30.9 16.1



ABSOLUTE AND PERCENTAGE CHANGE BY AGE FOR MINNESOTA COUNTIES,
1970-1975**

COUNTY TOTAL UNDER 5 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

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

SIBLEY
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -150 -190 -5<;0 510 -90 -30 . 200
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -0.9 -16.3 -12.1 26.5 -3.4 -0.8 9.2

STEAR~JS

ABSOLUTE CHANGE 6,900 -1,110 -1,130 6,440 1,340 800 550
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 7.2 -12.1 -4.0 31.6 10.2 5.3 6.3

STEELE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1,770 -110 -460 1.080 500 440 320
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 6.6 -4.6 -6.0 26.4 11.4 8.1 10.3

STEVENS
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -20 -190 -370 650 -50 -130 80
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -0.2 -23.2 -12.4 28.5 -3.3 -6.0 6.0

SWIFT
, ABSOLUTE CHANGE 120 -220 -510 480 170 140 60

I
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 0.9 -20.5 -13.6 33.8 9.3 4.3 3.1I\)

1\).

TODD
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.190 40 -30 680 250 0 240
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 5.4 2.1 -0.4 27.9 8.2 0.0 7.2

TRAVERSE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -150 -100 -320 180 -20 20 80
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -2.5 -22.3 -16.9 29.4 -2.5 1.8 8.1

WABASHA
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.180 -90 -liO 630 360 160 180
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 6.8 -6~3 -1.1 29.0 14.6 4.3 6.8

WADE~IA

ABSOLUTE CHANGE 890 -140 20 540 230 150 90
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.2 -14.4 0.6 35.0 13.5 5.8 4.1

WASECA
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 1.140 -70 -370 1.240 210 10 120
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 6.8 -4.6 -7.9 53.0 8.2 0.3 5.4

WASHINGTON
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 20,400 10 3,420 6,240 6,020 4,100 610
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 24.6 0.1 12.3 47.0 36.9 34.6 12.8

WI\TONWAN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -700 -100 -680 310 -90 -250 110
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -5.2 -In.2 -18.3 19.0 -4.4 -8.4 5.7



COUNTY TOTAL Uf\JDEP 5 5-yr YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65 .. YRS.

N
cu,
I

WTLKIN
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -490 -180 -360 190 -190 10 40
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -5.2 -24.1 -12.6 16.3 -13.5 0.4 3.0

WTNONA
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 690 -320 -510 940 390 -210 400
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1.6 -9.2 -4.7 9.3 6.4 -2.5 7.3

WRIGHT
ABSOLUTE CHANGE 8.770 900 1.640. 2.310 2.140 1.270 500
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 22.5 23.1 13.7 40.8 36.5 18.1 11.2

YFLLOW MEDICINE
ABSOLUTE CHANGE -320 -80 -760 530 -50 -110 140
PERCENTAGE CHANGE -2.2 -8.1 -18.3 31.0 -2.3 -3.3 6.2

** TH~ SUM OF A COLUMN OR ROW MAY DIFFER FROM T~E TOTAL DUE TO ROUNDING ERROR.



Table 4

COUNTY DEPENDENCY RATIOS

COUNTY DEPENDENCY RATIO* CHILD DEPENDENCY AGED DEPENDENCY
RATIO** RATIO***

1970 1975 1970 1975 1970 1975

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

MINNESOTA 88.9 77.6 68.7 57.8 20.2 19.8

AITKIN 109.9 106.7 69.8 61.2 40.1 45.5
ANOKA 94.7 72.8 88.5 67.1 6.2 5.7
BECKER 108.6 97.2 80.4 69.4 28.3 27.8
BELTRAMI 80.9 75.9 62.1 57.4 18.8 18.5
BENTON 102.2 91.9 83.2 73.0 18.9 18.9

BIG STONE 109.9 93.6 75.6 60.3 34.3 33.3
[ILUE EARTH 68.7 68.2 51.6 49.7 17.0 18.5
BROWN 98.5 85.2 72.5 59.5 26.0 25.7
CARLTON 94.7 88.4 74.5 66.8 20.3 21.6
CARVER 100.3 84.4 80.1 67.9 20.2 16.5

CASS 108.0 96.8 69.7 60.3 38.3 36;5
CHIPPEWA 101.6 89.0 70.6 59.2 30.9 29.7
CHISAGO 106.0 93.1 77.8 70.1 28.2 23.0
CLAY 74.0 66.7 59.3 51.3 14.7 15.4
CLEARWATER 112.3 104.0 75.6 69.6 36.7 34.4

COOK 89.1 74.1 66.3 52.2 22.8 21.9
COTTONWOOD 102.2 92.6 71.1 60.0 31.2 32.6
CROW WING 97.5 84.2 69.8 58.1 27.7 26.1
DAKOTA 93.2 79.6 83.3 69.9 10.0 9.6
DODGE 108.1 98.9 . 80.3 71.7 27.8 27.2

DOUGLAS 98.9 90.8 68.6 61.5 30.3 29.2
FARIBAULT 102.9 91.8 71.3 59.3 31.5 32.5
FILLMORE 104.7 95.1 71.6 62.5 33.1 32.6
FREEBORN 91.0 86.2 68.1 60.8 22.8 25.3
GOODHUE 102.2 90.6 73.0 63.4 29.3 27.1

GRANT 104.7 87.4 67.6 53.1 37.1 34.3
HENNEPIN 76.7 66.2 59.6 48.7 17.0 17.5
HOUSTON 108.9 88.1 80.9 62.1 28.0 26.1
HUBBARD 105.6 94.1 71.4 61.1 34.2 33.1
ISANTI 102.0 92.5 76.8 70.4 25.2 22.1

ITASCA 97.4 82.8 75.1 61.4 22.3 21.4
JACKSON 98.7 83.3 69.2 56.2 29.5 27.1
KANABEC 107.0 95.6 77.2 69.2 29.8 26.4
KAN[IIYOHI 91.8 85.4 66.2 59.5 25.6 25.9
KITTSON 99.3 91.6 68.6 60.6 30.6 31.0

KOOCHICHING 93.2 82.9 74.5 63.5 18.7 19.4
LAC QUI PARLE 109.5 91.1 72.8 56.5 36.7 34.6
LAKE 94.8 82.4 78.6 67.0 16.2 15.4
LAKE OF THE WOODS 92.1 72.8 68.2 50.9 23.8 21.9
LE SUEUR 108.3 101.1 78.9 71.2 29.5 29.9

LINCOLN 107.4 96.3 73.4 63.4 34.0 32.9
LYON 90.9 79.3 68.9 57.9 22.1 21.3
MCLEOD 92.4 84.3 67.9 60.4 24.5 23.9
MAHNOMEN 115.9 90.9 88.7 66.6 27.2 24.3
MARSHALL 109.2 97.4 79.5 69.9 29.6 27.5

- 24-



COUNTY DEPENDENCY RATIOS

COUNTY DEPENDENCY RATIO* CHILD DEPENDENCY AGED DEPENDENCY
RATIO** RATIO***

1970 1975 1970 1975 1970 1975

------------------------------------------------------.------------------------

MARTIN 9'7.2 84.1 68.4 55.0 28.8 29.1
MEEKER 103.1 91.9 73.2 63.7 29.9 28.2
MILLE LACS 106.9 97.0 75.2 67.1 31.7 29.9
MORRISON 121.3 107.4 92.1 78.6 29.2 28.8
MOWER 93.5 77.0 72.4 55.0 21.2 22.1

MURRAY 108.3 94.5 80.9 66.5 27.4 28.0
NICOLLET 77.4 71.4 60.1 52.5 17.3 18.9
NOBLES 99.1 86.0 74.8 61.0 24.3 25.0
NORMAN 106.1 99.7 68,1 60.3 38.0 39.4
OLMSTED 86.2 77.7 70.3 61.4 15.9 16.3

OTTER TAIL 101.7 92.7 69.0 59.2 32.7 33.5
PENNINGTON 94.3 83.5 67.6 58.0 26.8 25.5
PINE 105.0 92.0 72.8 63.3 32.3 28.7
PIPESTONE 107.3 96.1 75.8 62.6 31.4 33.5
POLK 102.0 88.0 73.0 61.1 29.0 26.9

POPE 109.1 102.4 72.8 65.1 36.4 37.3
RAMSEY 82.7 71.8 64.2 53.2 18.4 18.5
RED LAKE 116.0 107.3 87.8 80.2 28.2 27.1
REDWOOD 108.2 97.9 77.7 66.6 30.5 31.3
RENVILLE 109.9 9'7.2 77.1 65.3 32.7 31.9

RICE 83.5 '76.8 63.0 56.4 20.6 20.4
ROCK 100.9 87.3 75,1 61.4 25.8 25.9
ROSEAU 105.5 99.1 78.9 71.7 26.6 27.5
SAINT LOUIS 86.7 75.5 64.7 53.5 22.0 21.9
SCOTT 105.2 87.0 89.2 74.4 16.0 12.5

SHERBURNE 92.4 78.3 72.7 63.1 19.7 15.2
SIBLEY 99.2 88.0 72.0 59.7 27.2 28.3
STEARNS 95.5 78.3 77.6 62.0 18.0 16.2
STEELE 94.9 81.2 72.4 59.6 22.4 21.6
STEVENS 86.2 72.5 63.8 50.5 22.4 22.1

SWIFT 107.3 86.2 75.8 57.2 31.6 29.0
TODD 110.8 103.9 '79.2 72.8 31.6 31.1
TRAVERSE 115.7 98.3 80.1 62.0 35.6 36.3
WABASHA 108.6 95.7 77.2 66.2 31.4 29.5
WADENA 110.4 94.9 79.6 67.1 30.8 27.8

WASECA 100.1 82.0 73.8 58.4 26.3 23.6
WASHINGTON 100.5 79.0 88.9 69.7 11.5 9.3
WATONWAN 98.9 89.3 70.0 58.6 28.9 30.7
WILKIN 106.9 95.6 79.3 67.3 27.6 28.3
WINONA 80.5 75.3 58.2 52.5 22.2 22.8

WRIGHT 110.0 96.6 85.8 76,1 24.2 20.6
YELLOW MEDICINE 103.2 88.'7 72.1 57.3 31.1 31.4

* POPULATION UNDER 18 AND OVER 64 PER 100 POPULATION 18 TO 64.

** POPULATION UNDER 18 PER 100 POPULATION 18 TO 64.

*** POPULATION OVER 64 PER 100 POPULATION 18 TO 64.
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Table 5
POPULATION ESTIMATES FOR MINNESOTA DEVELOPMENT REGIONS BY AGE AND SEX

JULY I, 1975**

RFGION TOTAL UNDER " 5-17 YRS. 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 yRS. 65+ YRS.

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

RFGIor'j 1 96.500 7.210 24.900 15.300 14.500 20,390 14,190
"1111 F 48.470 3,680 12.700 7,770 7.340 100320 6.650
FE~HlE 48.030 3.520 120190 7.530 70160 10,070 7,550

RFG TO~·J 2 60,000 4·390 150170 11·990 8.560 12,020 7.870
MlIlE 30.220 20150 7.750 6.290 4.210 5,980 3.830
Fn1AlE 29.780 2.240 7,420 5.700 4.350 6,040 4.040

RFGIO'~ 3 330.700 230730 81.220 58.960 50.340 75.410 41.040
M.AlF 163.700 12.220 41.640 29.710 24,940 37.330 17.860
FEMALE 167.000 11·510 39.580 29.250 25.400 38.080 23.180

R'GIOt~ 4 191.200 12.800 47.720 35.770 28.130 39.260 27.510
MilL F: 94.980 6.630 24.560 18.030 13.760 19,380 12.610
FI'"I-IlIlE 91',.220 6,170 23.160 17.740 140360 19.880 14,900.

I\)
8.810 32.760 18.770 17.690 26.060 18.4000) RFGIO~I 5 122·500,

MA.Lf 1',0.300 4.610 16.650 9.330 8.620 12.510 8.570
FE~~f\lE 62.200 4.200 16.110 9.440 9.070 13.540 9.830

RFGION 61'" 102.400 7.920 25.570 16.850 15.830 21.600 14.630
MlllF 51.160 4.140 13.170 8.400 8.010 10.790 6.650
FE~4ALE 51.240 3.781'1 12.390 8.440 7.820 10.810 7.980

RC:-GIO!\J 6~1 62.000 3.930 15.070 8,990 9.260 14.510 10.240
MlILE 30.840 2.030 7.':'00 4.600 4.630 7.280 4.690
Fn1 11LE 31·160 1.900 7,460 4,390 4.630 7,230 5.550

RFGION 7E 89.";00 7,281'1 24.130 13.840 14.590 17.740 11.900
MALE 45dOO 3,]70 12.560 7.050 7.420 8.790 5.700
FEMlILE 44.200 3.520 11.570 6,790 70170 8.950 6.200

RFGTOt-! 7W 198.1',00 17.280 54.560 45.910 30,240 31.820 18.770
MlIL F 99.S90 8.851'1 27.750 23.330 15,300 15.860 8.490
FEMALE 99.010 8.430 26.810 22,580 14.940 15,960 10.280

Rc-GIOt', 8 140.700 9.910 35.730 22.850 21.260 30,340 20.590
r~lIL E 69.500 4.910 18.390 11.630 10.570 14.990 9,010
FEMlILE 71.200 5.000 17.340 11.230 10.690 15,350 11,590

R;:-GIO!\I 9 219.500 15.710 52.820 45.320 33.210 42.540 29.900
MALE 107.900 8.190 27.070 22.390 16,580 20.810 12.860
FEM"LE l11.AOO 7.520 25.750 22.930 16.630 21.730 17.040



Ri"GION TOTAL UNflER 5 5-17 18-29 YRS. 30-44 YRS. 45-64 YRS. 65+ YRS.

I\).....,,

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

Ri"GIO~i 10 39S.000 29.710 99.620 75.720 65.210 75.800 48.940
MAI .. E 192.550 15.140 51,100 36.620 32,120 37,090 -20.480
FEMALE 202,450 14.570 48,520 39-0100 33,090 38,710 28,460

RFGION 11 1.912,500 144,820 474,000 430.060 348,770 341,910 172,940
MALE 927.060 74.730 242.390 ?06,600 174,300 163,770 65.260
FEMA,LE 985.440 70.090 231,610 223.460 174,470 178,140 107,680

** THE SUM OF A COLUM~ OR ROW MAY DIFFER FROM THE TOTAL DUE TO ROUNDING.



Figure 2

Minnesota Development Regions
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