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the 19%0 - 1958 period, but has been the typical way in which the Negro com-
manity has grown over the years. However, expansion of the population in the
last two decades, together with low rates of rew housing consiruction and the
mullification by the Supreme Court of the restrictive covenants, which formerly
inhibited Negro residential expansion, have all combined to intensify this in-
vasion process at the present time and thus to make the practical and theo-~
rectical problems it raises of more than usuzl interest.

Mozley Park, lccated on the westside of Atlanta, was a strategic area
in the westward expansion of the Negro ropulation. It was occupied by white,
lcwer middle class, homeowners. The penetration of Negroes into this area

in early 1950 came as a results of a group of these homeowners contracting

~a Negro realtor to sell their property. The realtor put the property up for

sale to any purchaser, regardless of race. After Negroes purchased property
in the area, it becane known as a tension area. Even though these Negroes
had the same, if not higher, economic and educational characteristics as the
occupants of the area, it still became the focus of threats, intimidation,
sporadic viclence, meetings of the citizen groups, and conferences with t_he
representatives of the interested parties.

Realizing that the Negroes would not be frightened out of the area, and
realizing that because of the overcrovyded conditions in the Negro community
these Negroes wold even"bually occupy the houses that they had purchased,
other whites near the Negro community began to sell their property to Negroes.
The exodus of the white residents was so rapid that in approximately six
months, almost all of the ‘property in the area and the adjacent areas had

been or was tc be so0ld to Negroes.
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This was not the end of the expansion of the Negro community. The
whites that were residents in Mosely Park moved farther west and to other
sections of the city. This new white community located west of Mosely Park
was to witness a change in occupancy in the next few years. 'Negroes Par-
chased land beyond this new community. Not being able to set up legal
barriers to separate the two commmities ad not wanting to be caught between
two Negro neighborhoods, these white residents _;'.mediately sold their pro-
perty to Negroes and moved elsewhere.

As a consequence of these two movements, the expansion of Negroes into
these two areas cannot be classified under the stageé of succession as set
forth by Duncan and Dmcaﬁ and as used in this inguiry. One might very well
call it penetration and piling up, as succession occurred s rapidly. It is
very unlikely that this process will oc;':ur in ‘a narthern metropolis. The
main factors contributihg to this mrocess in Atlanta that are absent in the
North are the availability of land and the. extension of credit to Negroes
for housing. Negro financial institutions were responsible primarily for
the rapid expansion in that a considerable sum was made available for Negroes
to purchase new housing, whereas white financial institutions had hitherto
refused to extend credit to Negroeé as a class. As a result of this, the
Negro commnity was able to expand at-a rate not commonly observed in metro-
politan areas and with such rapidity that Duncan's theory of succession dees
not fit nth reference to the various stages. .

As we have indicated previously, the concomitants of succession of
the Negrc population in Atlanta differs significantly fz;om other metropolitan
iareas which have been studied previously. One will note that the problem c;f

popalation density has been a major factor in the expansion of the Negro com-
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mmity in the metropolitan areas of the United States. However, multiple-
dwellings and milti-storied apartment buildings are conspicuously absent in‘
the Negro commmity of Atlanta. As a result of this the expansion of the
Negro community was a result of real estate development rather than displac-
ing whites. This, again, suggests that the expansion of the Negro commnity
differs significantly and conclusions generally drawn about residential suc-

cession are not necessarily applicable.

Rrm it



CEAPTER- ITI

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Because of the lack of the compilation of sufficient data of an eco-
logical and demographical nature on the Negro population in a southern
metropolis, the writer has tried to emphasize this factor by doing a smallA
study on residential succession in the South. The emphasis in this inquiry
has been on plotting the pattern in which the Negro community expands in a
southern metropolis where therg exists a strict pattern of residential seg-

regation. By a modification of the method used to study residential suc-

‘cession in a northern metropolis, the writer has tried to asceftain if there

is a difference between the pattern of racial residential succession in a
northern metropolis and in a southem-mgtmpo}is. |

The data for analysis were limited ic census reports and reports on
population and housing in Atlanté. For geheral information of the areas
that underwent succession, a general survey of the area and personal inter-
ﬁas were made. Specific information from these interviews and surveys .
were not incorporated intc the main body of the analysis. Howév*er,-the basic
ideas gained from these helped to support the writer's hypothesis. The time
of the study is limited to the period from 1940 to 1958. Because of insuf-
ficient data for the entire period stt;died, general characteristics of:ithe
population were omitted. The analysis is based on the increase and decrease
in the specific number of Negroes and whites in the specific tracts. ther

analysis is made on a percentage basis. The general area of study includes
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the entire Atlanta Standard Metropolitan Area. Specific areas of study are
limited to the westside area of the Metropolitan Area and more specifically
to those areas adjacent to the Negro community. A study on the Negro in
Chicago, by Dancan and Duncan, servéd as measure for comparison.

The data in this inquiry illustrated that by 1940 the basic location of
the Fegrc commnity was set. However, there were Negroes living in practically
all sections of the city. 1950 showed a trend toward the centralization of
the Negro population. 1958 exemplified a conceniration of the Negro populat-
ion afound the main Negro commnity located west of the business district.

There are virtually no Negroes living beyond the Fulton County line.
However, there is one tract, D=6, in the north eastern section 6i‘ the city,
that has a heavy concentration of Negroes. For the most part, where the per-
centage Negro popuiation is substantially high in an area, it t;ands to increase.
However, there are instances in Atlanta where this percentage decreased from
20 ~ 39 'per cent in 1940 to less .than one per cent in 1958. On the other hand,
those tracts having from 80-100 per cent in 1940 have continued to pile up. |
Each decade shows an increase in the number of tracts having from 80 to 100
percentage Negro pepulation.

In comparison with the expansion in a northern Negro community, it was
found that the cycle of succession, once started; oécurs with more rapidity
in the Seuth. Generéllf, in a northern metropolis, expansion of the Negro
community is on a block by block basis. In this study, ‘it was found that it
is on a neighborhood by neighborhood basis. When there is an influx of Negroes
into an area, there is an immediate exodus of. whites. Siﬁce 1950 there are
few instances where Negroes moved out of a particular a_.;ea. - |

The succession cycle is divided into four stages - penetration, invasion,
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consolidaticn and piling up. The Duncan and Duncan report did not deal with
the initial stage. However, it divided the third stage, consolidatiom, into
three phases - early consolidation, consolidation, and, late consolidation.
It is the conviction of the writer that succession involving Negroes and whites
should be classified in terms of the following stages: penetration, resistence
by old residents, invasion of new group, exodus of old group, ccmsolidation
of new group, and piling up. The time between the initial stage, penetration,
ané the consolidation stage is generally very. This was observed when
Negroes invaded Mogley Park. The writer has atiributed the following factors
to the rapid expansion of the Negro commmmnity in Atlanta:

(2) Because of the educational and economic status of Negroes who
invade white neighborhoods, generally they do not move into
old houses owned by whites. Usually the houses that Negroes
move intoc are not old and "a-bit-run-dcwn" ones.

(b) There is more land available for expansicn in:a southern me-
tropolis. Because of this availability of land Negroes move
into those areas nearest the Fegro commmity rather than one
densely pcpulated by whites. This shows that Fegroes tend to
develop new areas for residence.

(¢) Negroes may force whites to give up a particular neighborhood
by developing a neighborhcod beyond the white commmnity. In
order to keep from being caught between two Negro neighborhoods,
the whites move out of the area.

(d) The Negro controlled financiadl institutions play an important
part in Negroes invading white neighborhocds. One other less
known factor that causes Negroes toc buy in white neighborhoods
is that, even though higher than its actual value, it is less
expensive for a Negro tc buy a house in a white neighborhood
than it is to buy the same type house in a Negro neighborhood.

In support of the basic hypothesis - (a) That the expansion of the Negro
community will be a minimum of conflict if land is available and financial
institutions have a liberal policy; (b) That the strict pattern of racial

segregation encourages the succession cycle to take place more rapidly in a

southern metropolis that in a northern metropolis is more likely to be invaded

e mcomi e L
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by Negroes in a higher income and educational bracket — the study showed that,
even though present to a degree, conflict was soon eradicated by the whites
mcving out of the areas that Neg‘ogs had invaded. Because Negroes had the sup-
port of Negro controlled banks, loan companies, and insurance companies, they
were able to purchase land in desired areas without a fear of loss of financial
backing. Once invasion has occurred, the cycle is stepped up to a very rapid
pace because the whites, having a fear of a loss in real estate value now that
Negroes are in the néighborhood, move out at a very rapid rate. Generally,
when Negroes invade a residential area in a scuthern metropolis, there is a
degree of stability in the characteristic of the area. For the most part,
those Negroes invading a white neighborhood are of the same, if not higher,
economical and educational status.

While succession involving Negroes results in the displacement of white
families in a northern metropolis, it was fcund in this study of Atlanta that
it results not in displacement of i‘amilie.s , but in real estate development.

It is hoped that this inquiry has shown the need for more demographic |

information on the Negro population in the South.
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 POPULATION OF ATLANTA BY
CENSUS TRACTS, RACE AND PERCENTAGE

19);0%

Tract Total Hhite , ~ Negro

Nummber Population | Population| Percentage pulation | Percentage
Totals 302,288 197,686 104,602
D-1 1189 113 96 46 L
D-2 2081 19k5 93 136 7
D-3 3820 3751 98 69 2
D=l Lo21 3781 oL - 21,0 6
D -5 3363 3357 998 6 o2
D=6 2969 858 29 2111 23
De~T7 2533 2512 99.2 21 .8
D-~38 L601 1,526 98. 75 1.6
D-9 Wa7 4375 99 L2 1
Fel L7h 5121 99 53 1
F-2 6098 6006 98.5 92 1.5
F-3 108 10l 96 L L
F-l 4059 313} 9L 225 6
F=-5 3793 3635 96 158 . L
F-6 Lo27 3726 93 301 7
F-17 2625 1996 76 629 2k
F-8 5579 - 5183 93 396 7
F-9 3485 2870 82 - 615 18
F-10 3200 2931 92 269 8
F-11 3520 328} 93 236 7
F-12 6558 6146 9k 112 6
F-13 6688 6396 96 292 )
F-14 2622 2571 98 51 2
FP-15 6955 5752 97 203 - 3
F-16 3577 3473 97 10L 3
F 17 6160 5108 88 752 12
F - 18 9909 168} 17 8225 83
F-19 1278 3188 76 990 2k
F-20 1929 1861 96 68 L
F-21 3109 2803 - 90 306~ 10
F-22. 3422 535 16 2887 8L
F =23 3350 1182 35 2168 65
F-24 2721 0} 0 T 2721 100
F-25 4883 Lo o8 h8ho 99.2
P~26 6758 154 2 6604 - 9§ -
F =27 1960 1563 80 397 20
F-28 9767 51 15, 9716 99.5
Fe~29 5430 290 S . 51190 95
F - 30 5133 4787 93 36 7
F-31 2733 231 92 222 8

36
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TABLE 1 — Continued

Tract Total “White ¢ Yegro

-Number Population Population| Percentage| Populati - Percentage
Fa-32 . 1522 3896 86 626 1l
F - 33 4968 283 6 1685 9l
F-34 878 456 52 h22 48
Fe35 1675 - 1289 17 380 23
F-36 - k396 _ 11 *3 14385 23
F - 37 20l1 5 o2 2036 99.8
F-38 5749 15 3 573kh 99.7
F-39 3037 o hot 13 2630 87
F -0 3332 3013 90 319 10
F-l1 Sohl 971 99 73 1
F-1l2 Los5L -~ 3943 97 108 3
F-)}3 3017 535 18 2182 82
F~llh 611); . 1616 26 11,98 7h
F-l5 6521 6007 92 S1 8
F-L6 . 5577 1602 82 975 18
F-U? k623 586 13 4037 . 87
F-U48 1390 h36 10 3954 90
F-L9 L1965 h676 - 9L 289 6
F-50 1596 4580 99.6 16 A
F->51 756 75h © 99,7 2 3
Fe gz 5000 k333 99 61 1
F - —— ESE—— e —— ———
F~55 8437 - 21,88 33 56449 67
F - 56 6172 5829 9L 343 6
F - 57 3529 37 2 2792. 9
F -5 2560 2218 87 343 13
F-60 3733 3697 99 36 1
F-61 21k 2192 91 222 ' 9
F =62 26413 2261 . - 86 382 1
P63 hué8 57h - 13 3894 87
F -6l 1396 1396 100 0 0
F-65 3399 3395 99.9 h o1
F - 66 400 3890 88 - 510 | 12
cC -1 338 338 100 0 0
DC -1 694 cho 78 15} 22
DC - 2 1081 859 79 222 21
DC -3 339 2913 86 181 I
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TABLE 1 —= Continued

Tract “Total White Yegro
Fumber Population | Population | Percentage }Population Percentage

FC -} 5867 5265 90 602 10
oC -5 1848 1558 8L 290 16
DC - 6 569 509 89 60 11
DC -7 5782 305k 5k 2728 L7
DC - 8 Lias 3991 90 L27 10
DC -9 ygs? L7 99 30 1
IC - 10 1590 1469 92 121 8
IcC-11 569 Sh3 95 26 5
DC - 12 1146 3037 73 1109 27
DC -~ 13 156 13 92 13 8
DC - 1 1079 971 90 108 10
DC - 15 2386 1806 76 580 2}
DC - 16 1385 1kL8 83 237 17
FC -1 11855 10497 89 1358 11
FC -2 4959 4236 8s 723 . 15
FC - 3 1218 888 L 360 29
FC =14 3312 2701 82 611 18
FC-5 L767. 110k 86 663 14
FC -6 5759 L618 80 13 20
FC-17. 12155 12155 100 0 o}
FC -8 1940 1635 8l 305 16
PC~9 2103 1849 7T S5l 23
FC - 10 2481 1930 78 551 22
FC-11 35hk 3209 91 335 . 9
FC =12 L34l 251k g8 1827 L2
FC - 13 8062 7906 ¢9 156 2
FC - 1) 232 220 95 12 5
FC - 15 4572 2287 50 2288 50
FC - 16 3300 3207 97 93 3
FC - 17 235k 2092 - 89 262 11
FC - 18 1402 1226 87 176 13
FC - 19 5059 Lo7h 98 85 2
FC - 20 12258 9035 Th 323 26




- POPULATION OF ATLANTA BY
CENSUS TRACTS, RACE, AND PEZRCENTAGE

1950%
Tract Total White ~ Negro
Number Population | Population | Percentage | Population | Percentage

Totals 331,31, 209,898 121,116

D-1 1712 1696 99.1 16 o9
D-2 2165 2081 96 8l L
D-1 ka3 395% 95 185 5
D~-5 Lhos k03 99.9 1 ol
D-6 3165 923 29 22,2 71
D~7 2685 2682 99.9 3 ol
D-38 7813 7772 99.5 I 5
D-9 7088 7073 99.8 15 2
F-1 h792 L1756 99.2 36 8
F-2 7765 7269 oL 496 6
F-3 131 126 96 g L
F-] L4022 3876 96 6 L
F-5 h612 4527 . 98 85 2
F=6 3925 3623 92 302 8
F-7 2920 2026 69 8oL gl
F-8 5077 2657 52 220 L8
Feg- 27h8 2286 83 h62 17
P-10 %958 L8h2 98 106 2
F-11 3255 3168 97 .87 3
F-12 6h7L 6342 98 129 2
F-13 6303 6090 97 203 3
F-1 2756 273h 99 2 1
F-15 626 6168 98 96 2
F~16 3161 3130 99 31 1
F =17 5991 L1568 76 123 2L
F =18 10917 1153 11 976L 89
F-19 2663 2Lih6 92 210 8
F-20 1959 . 189L - 97 65 3
Fe2l. 4536 4380 $7 156 3
Fe?22 5087 18 T Wb 5069 99.6
P23 3828 500 13 3328 87
Fe-2 3350 2 .1l 3348 99.9
Fe25 7336 12 o2 732L 99.8
Fe26 6682 12 .2 6670 99.8
F =27 147 937 e 35
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TPABLE 2 - Continued

Tract =~ . Total White - , Negro
Nuomber Population | Population| Percentage} Populatiorn | Percentage

F =28 908L L3 1l 9alil 99
F-29 5501 10 .8 5460 99.2
F-30 L5k6 4342 95 204 5
F-~31 2927 2,66 84 W&l 16
F~32 1405 3678 83 727 17
F«33 6681 263 L 6118 96
F-34 L03 105 26 298 - Th
F-35 2439 2180 89 . 259 ik
F-236 3617 2 o5 3815 99.5
F - 37 2194 2 9 2192 99.1
F-38 6437 1} 2 623 - '99.8
F-39 a8k kol 11 3733 -89
F-10 3%00 2953 76 $21Y4 2
F-l1 4828 1789 99.2 39 8
F-=)}2 3509 3268 93 LI 7
F - L3 4569 216 -5 4353 9s
F-Lkb 6160 900 15 5260 85
F - L5 6547 6050 92 197 '8
F-L6. 518l L032 78 nsz2 2
F - U7 Lol 761 15- 153 &y
F-Us 5718 2379 L2 3339 58
F-L9 Ls2h 1,258 o 266 6
F - 50 1297 2148 99.6 13 h
F-151 1225 1225 160 0 0
F - 52 3946 3933 99.6 13 ol
F- g 5671 5577 98 ok 2.
F - — —— e — —
F-55 8521 2609 31 5912 69
F-56 6093 5760 95 333 5
F - 57 3633 h27 12 3206 88
F =58 3002 3001 . 99.97 1 .03
F =59 2083 - 1733 83 350 17
F ~ 60 1362 155 99.8 7 2
P61 4992 L5k 91 kL3 9
F - 62 2981 2183 83 498 17
F -~ 63 5273 668 12 L665 88
F - 6h 1Ih7 1hhé 99.9 1 S |
F=65 5232 5066 97 166 3
P - 65 589k SL78 "93 116 7




)33

TABLE 2 —= Continued

—r

Tract Total T Wnite . Negro ‘
Number Population; Population | Percentage! Popmlation Percentage

cc~-1 3307 3278 99.1 29 o9
DC -1 3016 2953 97 83 3
DC -2 345 3352 97 93 3
DC - 3 8034 7201 90 833 10
DC -4 11686 11363 97 323 3
D¢ -5 509 14825 95 265 5
DC -6 190 186 983 L 2
IC -7 6818 1,092 60 2726 Lo
C - 8 S7h8 53713 93 375 7
DC -9 5155 5133 99.3 o o2
DC - 10 3914 3710 95 204 5
C - 11 1070 1058 99 12 1
IC - 12 8748 7038 80 1713 20
C - 13 892 878 98 1 2
DC - 1} 3252 3110 96 12 L
DE - 15 3428 3003 - . 88 h25 12
DC - 16 2182 2325 Sk 157 6
FC-1 19238 18581 . 96 707 h
FC -2 7506 6891 g2 615 8
FC - 3 2500 2048 82 52 18
FC-1L 4773 k656 98 117 2
FC-5 7905 7077 S0 828 10
FC -6 6756 5232 I 152} 23
FC =7 22093 15277 69 6816 31
FC -8 3097 3032 98 65 2
FC-9 o7 sh3l g1 537 9
FC - 10 3737 3075 82 662 18
FC - 11 6698 6h27 96 n L
FC -~ 12 10675 8ooly . 75 2671 25
FC - 13 10405 - 10281 99 12} 1
FC - 1h 3 126 88 17 12
FC - 15 6300 3419 5L - 2881 6
FC - 16 1,528 11866 99 62 1l
FC - 17 312 283 2 29 9
FC - 18 997 997 100 0 0
FC - 19 8560 - 8535 99.7 25 o3
FC - 20 1754k 13528 97 " 1026 23

*Pata from the Seventeenth Census of the United States, 1950,




POPULATION OF ATLANTA BY

CENSUS TRACTS, ?ACE% AND PERCENTACE

1958
Fract Total White . ~ Negro
Number Population | Population Percentage| Population Percentage

Totals 924,000 716,300 207,700

D-1 1843 1843 100 0 s}
D2 2169 2151 992 18 8
D-3 h3ko h3ko 100 0 0
D-L 1306 4221 98 85 2
D-§5 5128 L643 91 h85 9
D=6 2456 586 10 5070 90
D-7 2715 2715 100 0 0
D8 8hl7 8432 99.8 15 o2
B~9 8452 8452 100 c 0
F-1 531 5361 100 0 0
F-2 -7887 7542 96 345 h
F-3 203 198 98 5 2
F-l 3947 3821 97 126 3
F-5 5017 4959 .99 58 1
Feb k351 3901 oL 250 6
F-7 2,89 1539 62 950 38
F-38 5503 2223 Lo 3260 60
F-9 2769 1617 58 1152 W2
F-10 1812 L781 99.3 i o7
F-11 2912 2818 98 64 2
F-12 6838 6718 98 120 2
F~13 5959 5098 86 861 1
F-1l 2)i52 24438 99.L 1 b
F~15 5396 5345 99 51 1
F =16 2930 2917 99.6 13 i
F-1l7 6057 1816 30 ivih g 70
F - 18 1nsh 0 0 11511 100
F - 19 29 2828 96 1320 L
F-20 2215 2215 100 0 0
Fo21. 14265 k233 99.2 32 8
Fe22 569N pa -k 5673 99.6
F-23 6616 L9 .} 6557 99.2
F-2h 3909 0 0 3909 100
F-25 9186 0 0 9186 100
F-26 . 73h2 0 0 7342 100
F-27 1349 650 ‘49 691 51

42
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TABLE 3 —= Continued

White

Tract “Total ~ Negro
Number Population{ Population| Percentage| Population Percentage

F - 28 6693 68 10 6625 90
Fe-2 5217 156 3 5061 97
F-30 3991 3922 98 69 2
F-31 2896 2L35 8L hé1 16
F =32 h391 3553 81 838 19
F - 33 61480 0 0 81,80 100
F-23 377 75 20 302 80
F-35 2130 1792 8L 238 16
F-36 3628 0 "0 3628 100
F-37 2211 0 0 22la 100
F-38 6275 0 0 6275 100
Fe239 L8 518 12 3963 88
F -0 5323 1012 19 k311 8l
F-1n 4326 4299 99.h 27 b
F-l2 3842 3769 98 73 2
F-U43 LhS6 99 2 1357 98
F - Ll 7228 212 3 7016 97
F-l5 3617 2hh7 68 1170 - 32
F - k6 5203 2325 L5 2878 55
F-h7 L939 367 7 L572 93
F-.U8 c96l - 2058 35 3906 65
F-k9 4058 3978 93 80 2
F - 50° 3988 3988 100 0 0
P-5Sl 1177 177 100 0 0
F~52 3948 3948 100 0 0
g - 513, 5925 5838 99 87 1
F - 55 13700 2190 12 11510 88
F~56 5892 3042 52 2850 1,3
F - 357 3868 272 7 3536 93
F - 58 2562 2562 100 0 0
F =59 1707 - 1560 91 147 9
F - 60 3882 3882 100 0 0
Fa-6l 6184 | 5785 ok 399 6
F - 62 . 3081 2345 76 736 2L
F ~ 63 6670 657 10 6013 90
F -6l 2128 2128 100 . 0 0
F-65 6331 6300 99.5 31 &S
F - 66 6081 5718 ok 363 6
cC -1 6875 6875 100 0 0
DC -1 - 6875 6691 97 181 3
Dg -2 6875 3992 99 53 1.




TABLE 3 - Continued

15N

Tract ~Total White Yegro
¥mber Population | Population| Percentage | Population | Percentage

DC - 3 201l 19033 9l 11 6
nC - L 21655 24356 99 299 1
DC -5 11722 11511 98 211 2
nC -6 239 239 100 0 0
DC -7 7557 5063 67 2hok 23
DC -~ 8 5282 5573 96 255 L
DC -9 L959 1959 100 0 0
DC - 10 1,287 115k 98 93 2
c-11 11,88 1488 100 0 0
DC - 12 21736 15788 91 1948 9
DC - 13 991 991 100 0 0
DC - 1L 11286 11252 99.7 3 +3
D¢ - 15 1539 121l 98 325 2
e - 16 3901 3810 98 91 2
FC -1 26503 25935 98 568 2
FC - 2 13786 13642 .- 99 1h; 1
FC -3 5070 L673 92 397 9
FC -1 5715 5665 95.1 50 9
FC -5 8775 8368 95 Lo7 5
FC - 6" 1246l 6939 56 5525 Ll
FC -7 30440 15502 52 14538 L8
FC - 8 3889 3527 91 362 9
FC -9 12h45 11830 95 615 5
FC - 10 6711 6307 9L L3k - €
FC - 11 14230 1393} 93 216 2
FC - 12 12183 9962 80 2521 20
FC - 13 17173 17099 99.6 - Tk b
FC - 1§ 219 229 92 20 8
FC - 15 7836 521) 67 2622 32
FC - 18 5784 5709 99 75 1
FC - 17 389 372 96 17 L
FC - 18- 1724 1724 100 0 0
FC - 19 95801 97175 99.7 .26 3
FC - 20 28261 21757 77 650k 3
GID - 572 7750 754k 97 206 3
GD - 1100 6889 6162 9 b7 9
G - 1327 8022 7827 98 195 2
G - 1116 L1460 1160 100 0 o]

*Data from Preliminary Estimates, Population and Housing, Atlanta Metro-
politen Plamming Commission, Atlante, April 1, 1958.




