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This report is one of a series containing current 
estimates of the population and per capita money 
income for selected areas in each State. The population 
estimates relate to July 1, 1973 and the estimates of 
per capita income cover 1972. Areas included are all 
counties and incorporated places in the State plus 
active minor civil divisions-commonly towns in New 
England, New York, and Wisconsin, or townships in 
other parts of the United States. I These State reports 
appear in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, in 
alphabetical sequence as report number 546 (Alabama) 
through 595 (Wyoming). A list indicating the report 
number for each State is appended. No report is to be 
released for the District of Columbia, but a U.S. report 
containing selected summary data is being issued. 

Table 1 shows July 1, 1973 estimates of the 
population of each area together with adjusted April 1, 
1970 census populations (see "Population Base" sec­
tion below) and percent change. In addition, the table 
presents per capita money income estimates for 1972 
plus 1969 per capita income as reported in the 1970 
census. Percent change in per capita income is shown 
only for areas of 500 or more population in 1970. 

The estimates are presented in the table in county 
order, with all incorporated places in the county listed 
in alphabetical order followed by any minor civil 
divisions, also in alphabetical order. Minor civil divi­
sions (MCD's) are always identified in the listing by 

, In certain midwestern States (Illinois, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, and the Dakotas) some counties have active minor 
civil divisions while others do not. 

the term "township," "town," or other MCD category. 
Where incorporated places fall into more than one 
county, each county piece is marked "part," and totals 
for these places are presented at the end of the table. 

These estimates were developed to provide updates 
of the data elements used in Federal revenue sharing 
allocations under the State and Local Fiscal Assistance 
Act of 1972. Below the State level the esti mates of per 
capita income were obtained by updating the per 
capita value directly rather than by updating of 
population and aggregate money income. Conse­
quently, for these areas the estimates of per capita 
income to a large extent were derived independent of 
the population esti mates. 2 

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

To estimate the population of each county subarea 
a component procedure was used, with each of the 
components of population change (births, deaths, and 

2 Under the Act allocations at the State level are based on 
the interaction of "tax effort," population, and per capita 
income. Below the State level the allocations are essentially 
determ ined by "tax effort" and per capita income, although 
population is used as a constraint and for deriving control 
totals for income aggregates. For a detailed discussion of the 
methodologies used in updating population, per capita income, 
and "tax effort" for Federal revenue sharing allocations and of 
the allocation process see U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 
Tract Papers, Series GE-40, No.1 0, "Statistical Methodology 
of Revenue Sharing and Related Estimate Studies," U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1974 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, and U.S. Department of Commerce district offices. Price 6!i cents. 
Current Population Reports issued in Series P-20, P-23, P-25, P-26, P-27, P-28 (summaries only), P-60, and P-65 are sold as a single consolidated subscription at 
$56.00 per year, $14.00 additional for foreign mailing. 



net migration) estimated separately. To the 1970 
census population base for each area the following 
components were added: 

1. An estimate of natural increase (the excess of 
births over deaths) based on reported birth and death 
statistics or on estimated figures where reported data 
were not available; 

2. An estimate of net migration df:veloped from 
individual administrative records; and 

3. An estimate of change to "special" populations 
not accounted for in (1) and (2). ," 

For counties this estimates procedure was modified 
to relate to the population under 65 years of age, with 
change in the population 65 years and over estimated 
by adding change in reported Medicare enrollment, 
1970 to 1973, to the 1970 census count 65 years and 
over. Medicare enrollment statistics were not available 
below the county level for application of this modifica­
tion to incorporated places and MCD's. 

Population Base. The 1970 population base is the 
1970 census count updated to reflect all population 
"corrections" made to the data after the initial 
tabulations as well as changes due to new incorpora­
tions, disincorporations, and annexations. 

Adjustments to the 1970 population base were 
made for annexations where the 1970 population of 
the annexed area was 1,000 or more or where at least 
250 people and 5 percent of the 1970 population were 
involved. 3 Annexations through December 31, 1973 
are reflected in the estimates. For reported new 
incorporations occurring after 1970 the 1970 popula­
tion within the boundaries of the new areas are shown 
in the table. This geographic updating is accomplished 
largely as a result of an annual boundary and annexa­
tion survey conducted by the Bureau. 4 

Natural Increase. For the natural increase compo­
nent, annual births aRd deaths for 1970 through 1972 
were compiled from State vital statistics offices for 
counties and for as many smaller areas as were 
available. This was supplemented by data from the 
National Center for Health Statistics for about 300 
cities of 10,000 or more not covered by the State 
agencies. 

3 Ai:fjustment was made also for a limited number of 
"unusual" annexations where the .annexation for an area did 
not meet the minimum requirements but was accepted by the 
Office of Revenue Sharing for inclusion in the population base. 

4 U.:S. Bureau of the Census, Series GE-30, No.1, Boundary 
and Annexation Survey, 197()'73, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, 1975. 

In most States these data were not available for all 
areas to be estimated within a given county. For these 
areas not specifically reported, births and deaths were 
allocated on the basis of the 1970 census population. 

Net Migration. Net migration was estimated by 
developing a net migration rate for each geographic 
area for the estimation period (1970-1973) based on 
administrative record data and applying this rate to the 
appropriate 1970 population base. Net migration from 
the administrative records was developed as follows: 

1. The individual administrative records-Federal 
individual income tax returns-were matched by Social 
Security number for reporting years 1969 and 1972, 
and the place of residence of the matched filer noted 
for each year. 

2. A migration matrix was then developed for the 
matched cases for 1970 and 1973 geographic resi­
dences based on the reporting of residence in the 
administrative record at the time of filing. 

3. I n-migrants, out-migrants and net migrants (ins 
minus outs) for each area were thus noted, and net 
migration rates were computed for each area based on 
the exemptions clai med on returns matched for the 
two years (excluding exemptions for age and blind­
ness). 

4. These net migration rates for the matched cases 
were then assumed to apply to the total population. 

Adjustment for Special Populations. In addition to 
the estimates of natural increase and net migration, 
adjustments were incorporated into the estimates for 
each area when necessary to account for changes in 
population that would not be fully reflected in the 
migration component derived from the administrative 
records. Among these populations were immigrants 
from abroad, institutional inmates, college students, 
and Armed Forces. 

By definition immigrants arriving since 1970 could 
not be in the 1969 tax file. Consequently net immigra­
tion for the period 1970 to 1973 was estimated by 
using the Immigration and Naturalization Service's 
reported number of al iens intending to reside inStates 
and in cities of 100,000 and over. For the remaining 
parts of States outside cities of 100,000 and over, the 
reported immigrants were allocated on the basis of the 
distribution of foreign born population in the 1970 
census, with a minimum adjustment of 50. 

Changes in institutional inmates, college enrollment, 
and resident military population were generally not 
adequately reflected in either the net migration or 



natural increase components. These changes were 
monitored over the three years, and significant changes 
were incorporated as special adjustments. 

Annexations and New Incorporations. New incor­
porations since 1970 were estimated by determining 
the 1970 population of the area now incorporated, 
assigning natural increase on a pro rata share of the 
births and deaths not specifically assigned to other 
places in the county, and assuming the net migration 
rate of the unincorporated balance of county. Annexa­
tions through 1972, when recognized (see "Population 
Base" above), were allowed for by adjusting the 1970 
base population of the place by the population of the 
annexed area, and the annexed area thus was assumed 
to share the migration rate of the incorporated place 
annexing it. For annexations occurring in 1973 the 
growth rate of the area being annexed from was used. 

Other Adjustments. For areas of under 1,000 popu­
lation, the net migration rates used in the estimation 
process were not those derived specifically for each 
area; rather the overall county migration rate was used. 
In addition a detailed review was made for all areas to 
resolve problems arising from incorrect geographic 
codes in developing the migration matrix. 

For all areas regardless of population size where 
special censuses (Federal or State conducted) were 
taken close to the estimate date, such special census 
results were incorporated in the estimate. In several 
States, the subcounty estimates were also merged with 
estimates for geographic areas provided by State 
agencies participating in the Federal-State Cooperative 
Program for Local Population Estimates. These 
occurred in seven States-California, Connecticut, 
Florida, New Jersey, Oregon, Washington, and Wiscon­
sin. 

The estimates for the geographic areas in each 
county were adjusted to an independent county 
estimate which represents the average of the results of 
the administrative record-based estimate for the county 
with the county esti mate for 1973 derived from the 
Federal-State Cooperative Program (FSCP) . .For all but 
11 States the administrative records estimate at the 
county level was weighted equally with a provisional 
1973 FSCP estimate. For the States of Arizona, 
Colorado, Hawaii, Maine, Maryland, Nebraska, Rhode 
Island, South Dakota, Utah, Vermont, and Wyoming, 
however, revised 1973 FSCP esti mates were available. 
In view of this, the FSCP estimates in these States were 
given two-thirds weight inasmuch as the revised FSCP 
estimates themselves are the average of the results of 
two separate methods. 

III 

County estimates in turn were adjusted to be 
consistent with independent State estimates published 
by the Census Bureau in Current Population Reports, 
Series P-25, No. 533, in which the administrative 
record-based estimate was averaged with the P-25 type 
estimate. 5 

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES 
METHODOLOGY 

The 1972 per capita income (PCI) figure is the 
estimated mean or average amount of total money 
income received during calendar year 1972 by all 
persons residing in a given political jurisdiction in April 
1973. The 1972 PCI estimates are based on data from 
the 1970 census, or later special censuses, and reflect 
corrections to the census data as well as changes in 
income, population, and geographic boundaries which 
have occurred since 1970. 

Total money income is the sum of: 

.. Wage or salary income 

.. Net nonfarm self-employment income 

.. Net farm self-employment income 

.. Social Security or railroad retirement income 
• Public assistance income 
• All other income such as interest, dividends, 

veteran's payments, pensions, unemployment 
insurance, alimony, etc. 

The total represents the amount of income received 
before deductions for personal income taxes, Social 
Security, bond purchases, union dues, medicare deduc­
tions, etc. 

Receipts from the following sources are not in­
cluded as income: Money received from the sale of 
personal property; capital gains; the value of income 
"in kind" such as food produced and consumed in the 
home or free living quarters; withdrawal of ban k 
deposits; money borrowed; tax refunds; exchange of 
money between relatives living in the same household; 
gifts and lump-sum inheritances, insurance payments, 
and other types of lump-sum receipts. 

The 1972 PCI estimates are based on the following 
data sources: The 1970 census, income and related 
data from the 1969 and 1972 Federal income tax 
returns, and a special set of State and county money 
income estimates prepared by the Bureau of Economic 

S For a discussion of the methodologies used in preparing 
State estimates see Current Population Reports, Series P-25, 
No. 520 and 533. 
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Analysis. In general terms the method used to produce 
the 1972 PC I esti mates was to carry forward the 1970 
census estimates using the above data to measure the 
change from 1969 to 1972. 

State and County Estimates. At the State level, 
1972 PCI estimates were developed by carrying forward 
the 1970 census aggregates for each type of income, 
i.e., wages and salaries, nonfarm and farm self· 
employment income, Social Security, public assistance, 
and "other income," and dividing the sum of these 
1972 aggregates for each State by the esti mated April 
1973 population. The percent change in wage and 
salary income, as reflected by the I RS data, was used 
to update the 1970 census wage and salary amount: 
while the remaining income types were carried forward 
using the percent change implied in estimates devel· 
oped by the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA). 

For the county estimates, the same general tech· 
nique was used except that, instead of carrying forward 
the 1970 census aggregates, the per capita amount for 
each income type was brought forward. The updating 
of per capita amounts rather than aggregates was done 
to minimize any errors in the PCI estimates due to 
errors in the assignment of geocodes to the I RS data 
and errors in the population estimates. Census wage 
and salary per capita income amounts were updated 
using the percent change in the IRS wage and salary 
per e)(emption. For the remaining income types, 
percent change in the BEA per capita amounts were 
used. The 1972 per capita amounts for each income 
type were then multiplied by the previously discussed 
updated population estimates, and the resulting county 
aggregates were adjusted to the State aggregates. For 
each county the aggregate amounts for each income 
type were added to get an estimated 1972 total money 
income which was then divided by the estimated 
population to derive the 1972 PCI estimate. 

SubGounty Governmental Unit Estimates 

Minor civil divisions and independent municipali­
ties. For MCD's with a 1970 population of 1,000 or 
more and for incorporated places not subordinate to 
MCD's, the updates were also developed using per 
capita amounts. Updated census earnings plus "other 
income" per capita were developed using the percent 
changes in IRS Adjusted Gross Income per exemption. 
The esti mates for Social Security and publ ic assistance 
were made by assuming that the 1970 census per capita 
amounts for these income types grew at the same rate 
as that for the county. 

The PCI estimates for these governmental units with 
a 1970 popUlation in the 500-999 range were com­
puted by applying the average percent change in PCI 

for the county, excluding large places (10,000+ popu­
lation), to their 1970 census PCI. PCI estimates for 
these govern mental units with a 1970 population of 
less than 500 were assumed to be equal to the average 
PCI of the county excluding any large places. The 
subcounty estimates were adjusted to the county 
estimates to insure conformity. 

Municipalities subordinate to minor civil divi­
sions. The PCI estimates for these places with a 1970 
population of 500 or more were made by applying 
rates of changes for the entire MCD to the 1970 census 
estimates for these areas. For such places with a 1970 
population of less than 500, the PCI wasassumed to be 
equal to that of the township. These subtownship 
estimates were then adjusted to the township estimates 
to insure conformity. 

COMPARABILITY OF "MONEY INCOME" 
WITH "PERSONAlINCOME" 

The income data presented in this report are not 
directly comparable with estimates of personal income 
prepared by the Bureau of Economic Analysis of the 
Department of Commerce (BEA). The lack of corre­
spondence stems from the following differences in 
definition and coverage. 

1. Income definition. The personal income series 
include, among other items, the following types of 
money and non money income which are not included 
in th€ census definition. Wages received in kind; the 
value of food and fuel produced and consumed on 
farms; the net rental value of owner-occupied homes 
and farm dwellings; imputed interest; property income 
received by mutual life insurance companies; self­
administrated pension trust funds; and nonprofit insti­

tutions; income retained by fiduciaries on behalf of 
their beneficiaries; and the excess of the accrued 
interest over interest paid on U.S. Savings Bonds. The 
Census Bureau definition of income, on the other 
hand, includes such items las regular contributions for 
support received from persons who do not reside in the 
same living quarters, income received from roomers 
and boarders residing in households, employee contri­
butions for social insurance and income from private 
pensions and annuities, which are not included in the 
personal income series. 

2. Coverage. The 1972 per capita money income 
esti mates shown in this report are based on the income 
data from a 20 percent sample of the 1970 census. The 
income of military personnel overseas, and of persons 
who died or emigrated prior to the date of the census 
was not reported in the census. The income of these 
groups is included in the aggregate personal income 
series. 



Furthermore, income data obtained in household 
interviews are subject to various types of reporting 
errors which tend to produce an understatement of 
income. It is esti mated that overall, the census 
obtained about 92 percent of the comparable total 
money income aggregates derived from the personal 
income series prepared by the BEA. It should be noted 
that since the 1972 per capita incomes are built upon 
the census Jmounts, they will tend to reflect the same 
relative "short-fall" as existed in the census. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

Accuracy of the population estimates. Tests of the 
accuracy of methods employed in the State and county 
estimates appearing in Current Population Reports, 
Series P·25 and P-26 have been well documented. The 
results of tests against the 1970 census at the State 
level are contained in Series P-25, No. 520, whi Ie tests 
for 1970 for counties are summarized in Series P-26, 
No. 21. Briefly, the State estimates procedure averag­
ing Component Method II and the Regression method 
yielded average differences of about 1.85 percent when 
compared with the 1970 census. Subsequent modifica­
tions of the two procedures incorporated in estimates 
for the 1970's would have reduced the average 
difference in 1970 to 1.2 percent. For counties the 
1970 test suggested an average difference of about 4.5 
percent for the combination of procedures used. All 
these differences relate to a 10-year period. 

The Administrative Records method, introduced 
here as a partial weight in the estimates for States and 
counties and as the basis for estimates below the 

v 
county level, has had no possibil ity of such extensive 
testing as the other methods. The data series on which 
the estimates procedure is based has only been avail­
able for the entire United States since 1967. Its 
extensive employment here is based on somewhat more 
limited testing and a priori considerations relating to 
the extensive coverage of the files. No other methods 
or sets of data currently available are as pervasive in 
coverage as these files. 

Testing of the administrative records procedure for 
selected areas has been conducted for the 1968-70 
period as well as for 1970 to 1973. The test for 
1968-70 focused on counties and cities in the 50,000 
to 400,000 population range. The 1970-73 test relates 
(1) to small areas under 20,000 popu lation where 
special censuses were taken specifically to test the 
procedure and, (2) to other areas where special 
censuses were available for use (none larger than 
65,000). Comparisons were also available with other 
sets of estimates for all States and counties. 

Some sense of the reasonableness of the administra­
tive records estimates at the State and county level can 
be obtained by reviewing them against the "standard" 
methods already in use to produce estimates for these 
areas. It should be noted that the differences between 
the two sets of estimates are not "errors" but rather 
measure the degree of consistency between the sepa­
rate and independent estimation systems. 

Table A summarizes the percentage differences for 
1973 at the State level between the administrative 
records-based estimates and the Series P-25 type 

Table A. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND SERIES P·25 TYPE ESTIMATES FOR STATES: 1973 

(Base is Series P-25 type estimates) 

Item 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign)' ••.•••.••••.•..••••• 

Number of States •...••..••.•.••..•••••.•• 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent. ........•....•.•... 
1 to 2 percent •.•..•.•.••.••.••.••.•••. 
2 to 3 percent ........................ . 

All 
States 

0.6 

51 

40 
9 
2 

Population size in 1970 

4 million 
and over 

0.3 

16 

16 
o 
o 

1.5 to 4 Less than 
million 1.5 million 

0.7 0.9 

18 17 

13 
4 

1 

11 
5 

'By region: Northeast 0.6 percent; North Central 0.7 percent; South 0.6 percent; West 
0.6 percent. 
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estimates. As can be noted, there is very close 
agreement between the estimates, with the overall 
average difference amounting to 0.6 percent. There 
were no extreme variations in the estimates--alt were 
under 3 percent with no regional or directional biases 
indicated. The final State estimates used in the 
esti mati on syste m as "controls" for all other geo­
graphic areas represent an average of the estimates 
from these two systems, thus further improving the 
overall State totals. 

Table B summarizes the percentage differences at 
the county level between the administrative records­
based estimates and those prepared as part of the 
Census Bureau's Federal-State Cooperative Program for 
Local Population Estimates. The overall difference 
between the two sets of estimates averages about 3 
percent for the more than 3,000 counties (and county 
equivalents) in the country. The differences vary 
considerably by size, paralleling the pattern noted in 
other studies. Generally, tests of accuracy of alter­
native estimating procedures have shown that the larger 
the area the smaller the average percent difference in 
the estimates. In the comparison made here, the 
average difference in the estimates for counties with 
populations of 50,000 or more is 2.3 percent, whereas 

for counties between 1,000 and 10,000 population it's 
almost twice as large (4.0 percent). The difference for 
the 25 smallest counties (those under 1,000 popu­
lation) runs even higher. With such a small group, 
however, the overall average differences are heavily 
affected by a few extreme differences. 

There appears to be some regional variation in the 
differences, but not unusually so. Since size of areas is 
so important an element in the level of expected 
accuracy of estimates, part of the regional differences 
reflects regional size variation in the population of 
counties. The number of differences in excess of 10 
percent was not large (except for the smallest counties, 
as noted earlier). Overall, the administrative records 
estimates compare favorably and are highly consistent 
with those from the Federal-State Cooperative Pro­
gram, thus imparting a high degree of confidence in the 
new set of figures. Again, the "final" county estimates 
used in the estimation system as controls for sub­
county areas use averages of administrative records 
estimates and the Co-op estimates. The final merging of 
the two sets of estimates should further improve the 
overall county totals and add a degree of stability for 
later years. 

Table B. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS ESTIMATES 
AND THE CO-OP ESTIMATES: 1973 

(Base is eo-op estimates) 

Counties with 1,000 or more population 
Counties 

Items 
All 

25,000 10,000 1,000 
with less 

counties 50,OO() than 1,000 
Total to to to 

or more 
50,000 25,000 10,000 

population 

A verage percent difference 
(disregarding sign) 1 •••. .... :l.1 3.0 2.3 2.3 2.9 4.0 18.1 

umber of counties or 
679

1 
equivalents ....... "., , , .... 3,140 :l,115 568 1,015 853 25 

N 

WHh differences of: 
Less than 1 percent." .. , 780 780 243 161 211 165 -
1 to 3 percent ........... 1,195 1,19:3 282 255 411 245 2 
3 to 5 percent ........... 646 642 104 91 239 208 4 
5 to 10 pe rce nt .. , , , , , , .. 414 413 46 54 138 175 1 
IO percent and over ...... 105 87 4 7 16 60 18 

- Represents zero. 
'By region: Northeast 1.9 percent; North Central 2.5 percent; South 3.2 p~rcent; West4.2 

percent. 



The 1968-70 Test. A test covering the two-year 
period prior to the 1970 census and using the 1967 and 
1969 Federal income tax returns covered 16 counties 
and eight cities ranging from 54,000 to 386,000 
population. 6 These areas had had special censuses or 
demonstrated accurate esti mates available in the 
vicinity of 1968 that could be used as a base for 
evaluation. The average percent difference between the 
population estimates using administrative records-based 
data and the census counts was less than two percent 
for the period (table C). 

The 1970-73 Test. For the 1970 to 1973 period 
comparisons are available for 86 areas where special 
censuses had been taken for this very purpose. The 
areas were randomly selected nationwide, and are 
"representative" of areas with population of less than 

6 Meyer Zitter and David L. Word, "Use of Administrative 
Records for Small Area Population Estimates," paper pre­
sented at the annual meeting of the Population Association of 
America. New Orleans, La., April 27, 1973. Available on re­
quest to Chief, Population Division, Bureau of the Census, 
Washington, D.C. 20233. 

"'I 

20,000. Because of the small number of areas involved, 
the test can only provide a rough order of magnitudes 
of the level of differences underlying the population 
estimates generated for the approximately 36,000 
revenue sharing areas below the county level. Com­
parisons are also available for 165 areas where special 
censuses were conducted by the Census Bureau at the 
request and expense of the locality. These are generally 
very small areas-a large percentage have less than 
1,000 population-but range as high as 65,000 popu­
lation. The areas are usually very fast growing and 
many have had extensive annexations, thus, they are 
not "typical" or "representative" of the other areas of 
the country. As mentioned above, the results of the 
special census for these 251 areas were utilized in 
developing their final population estimates. 

Table D summarizes the average percent difference 
between the estimates from administrative records with 
counts from special censuses for 86 areas where special 
censuses were conducted by the Bureau of the Census 
in April and May 1973 specifically for evaluation of 
the method in estimating small areas. Overall, the 
estimates differed from· the special count by 5.9 

Table C. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND THE 1970 CENSUS 

(Base is census. Period of estimates is 1968-70) 

Population of 

All 
Incor-

Item porated Counties 50,000 
areas 

places 
OVer 

to 
200,000 

100,000 

A verage percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ......... 1.8 2.8 1.3 1.9 2.1 

N umber of areas .......... , ... 24 8 16 9 10 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent: ..... 12 3 9 3 4 
1 to 2 percent ........... 2 1 1 2 1 
2 to 3 percent ........... 6 1 5 2 4 
3 to 5 percent ........... 2 1 1 2 -
5 percent and over ....... 2 2 - - 1 

- Represents zero. 
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percent, with the largest difference occurring for the 
smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 
population differed by less than 5 percent-4.6 per­
cent, while the average difference for the 27 areas 
below 1,000 population was 8.6 percent. There was 
slight positive directional bias, with about 60 percent 
of estimates exceeding the census counts. Considering 
the size of areas involved here, the level of accuracy 
suggested by these averages is quite good and is in line 
with expectations on the basis of experience with the 
aforementioned county esti mates. Again we note the 
impact of size on the expected level of accuracy. Even 
though all the areas in this part of the test study are 
relatively small-less than 20,000 population-the 
larger ones fare much better than the smaller ones. A 
4.6 percent average difference for places of between 
1,000 and 20,000 population represents an acceptable 
level of difference for population updates. 

For the 86 areas table E shows the relationship 
between the percent difference in the administrative 
records estimates and the rate of population change. As 
might be expected, accuracy of the estimates decreases 
with increasing rate of growth. 

On the other hand, the administrative record-based 
esti mates did not fare as well for the 165 areas for 
which special censuses had been taken at the request of 
localities (table F). The average difference for all areas 
was in excess of 10 percent (13.6); with the very 
largest differences occurring for the very smallest of 
areas. The difference is cut almost in half t9 7.5 
percent if we el iminate places of under 1,000 population 
from consideration; the difference is further reduced to 
less than 6 percent (5.9) when only places over 2,500 
population are included. There was a strong negative 
directional bias; all of the estimates understated the 
population. It should be noted that the places included 
in this part of the analysis are not representative of all 
the general areas for which estimates are being gener­
ated. Their size, rates of growth, and degree of 
annexations taking place make them "unique" and 
difficult candidates from the point of view of popula­
tion estimation. The poor showing of the estimates 
here illustrates the many problems associated with 
measuring population change for such areas. Yet, it 
should be pointed out that the updates, even under 
these circumstances, are much better approximations 
of the current population than the 1970 census counts. 

For the 165 special census areas table G indicates 
the same general pattern of decreasing level of accuracy 
with increasing fate of growth. Here, however, there is 

clear indication that the percent difference on the 
average is far below the growth rate. For high-growth 
areas, despite the fact that percent differences are 
sometimes relatively high, the estimate is much closer 
to the true population than is the 1970 census count. 

Accuracy of the Per Capita Income Estimates. Simi­
lar types of analyses and evaluation are not available 
for the estimates of PCI (per capita income). Income 
data and PCI are available for the 86 areas in which 
special censuses were conducted for this purpose. As 
noted, the areas in which the censuses were taken were 
relatively small; thus the PCI estimates which were 
built up from the 1970 census PCI are subject to 
substantial sampling variability. In 90 percent of the 
cases, the differences between the estimated PCI and 
those obtained in the special censuses were within 
sampling variability at the 95 percent level of confi­
dence. In effect, PCI did not change enough in the 
1970-72 period in most instances to move outside of 
the relatively large range of sampling variability associ­
ated with the 1970 census results. Thus, it is not 
possible to obtain a reliable reading or even rough 
approximations on the accuracy of the updated PCI 
using the 86 areas as standards. 

Summary Evaluation. The above analysis suggest 
that the population estimation system using adminis­
trative records yields results that compare favorably 
with existing methods and provides acceptable esti­
mates, systematically, in geographic detail on a current 
basis not available from any other known source (short 
of a full-scale census). The margin of these differences 
is reasonable and within the limit of what might be 
expected of such intercensal estimates. The level of 
accuracy of the esti mates implied by the test results 
would appear to be acceptable for most uses where 
current population figures are required. It is in line 
with the quality level recommended or proposed for a 
variety of legislative purposes. For example, it has been 
proposed that sample survey data to be used, in part, 
for the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 
(CET A) and the Amendment of 1974 to the Elemen­
tary and Secondary School Act provide figures with a 
coefficient of variation in the neighborhood of 10 
percent, a difference of the same general magnitude as 
the largest of the average shown here for the smaller 
areas. That the system yields figures for all geographic 
areas in the country-States, counties, cities, town­
ships, etc.-systematically and at about the same time 
is, in itself, a significant advantage. 



Table D. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND 86 SPECIAL CENSUSES: 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Number of areas with differences of 

Area 
percent 

10 
differ- Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 
ence 2 percent percent percent 

percent 
and over 

IX 

All areas (86)' ............ 5.9 32 13 20 16 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) ............• 4.6 26 13 14 6 
Under 1,000 population (27) •..... 8.6 6 5 6 10 

'All areas have population of under 20,000. 
"Disregarding sign. 

Table E. AVERAGE PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS ESTIMATES 
AND 86 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE, 1970 TO 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Distribution of differences between estimate 

Rate of change, percent 
Total and special census 

1970 to 1973 differ-
number of 

encel 
places Less than 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 to 20 20 percent 

3 percent percent percent percent and over 

All areas ...... 5.9 86 32 18 20 15 21 

Less than 3 percent .. 2.4 21 17 2 2 - -
3 
5 
10 
20 
30 

to 5 percent ....... 
to 10 percent ...... 
to 20 percent ..... 
to 30 percent ..... 
to 50 percent ..... 

- Represents zero. 
'Disregarding sign. 
"30 to 50 percent. 

3.6 
6.9 

10.6 
10.4 

7.2 

22 9 8 5 -
21 3 6 8 4 
17 3 1 3 9 

4 - 1 1 2 
1 - - 1 -

Table F. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS ESTIMATES 
AND 165 OTHER SPECIAL CENSUSES: 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Average Number of areas with differences 

Area 

-
-

"I 
-
-

of 

percent 
difference' 

Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 percent 
percent percent percent and over 

All areas (165) .............. 13.6 48 25 26 66 

1,000 to 65,000 (123) .............. 7.5 46 25 23 29 
Under 1,000 (42) ................... 31.4 2 - 3 37 

'Disregarding sign. 



x 

Table G. AVERAGE PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND 165 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Distribution 

Rate of change, 
Average Total of differ-
percent munber ences between 1970 to 1973 

difference! of places estimate and 
special census 

All areas ........ 13.6 165 165 

Less than 3 percent .... 4.1 23 48 
3 to 5 percent ......... 2.8 5 25 
5 to 10 percent ........ 6.5 19 26 
10 to 20 percent ....... 5.7 39 27 
20 to 30 percent ....... 8.9 23 11 
30 to 50 percent ....... 15.4 22 19 
50 to 70 percent ....... 25.5 12 9 
70 to 100 percent ...... 35.3 9 -
100 to 150 percent ..... 44.1 7 -
150 to 200 percent ..... 46.1 4 -
More than 200 percent .. 67.8 2 -

- Represents zero. 
IDisregarding sign. 

The esti mates are further improved when the figures 
are merged (averaged) with existing estimates of known 
quality based on independent methods and data 
sources. This merging is done uniformly for States and 
counties; however, the final set of subcounty estimates 
also incorporates the results available from special 
censuses including those conducted locally for their 
own purposes. (Such acceptable local special censuses 
for small areas were available for areas in California, 
Oregon, and Washington-in these areas, the final 
estimates are the special census counts adjusted only to 
a July 1 reference date.) Furthermore, for several 
selected States, the subcounty estimates were also 
merged with locally produced estimates prepared by 
State agencies participating with the Census Bureau in 
the Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Popu­
lation Estimates. Thus, the final set of estimates 
incorporates as much data as possible on population 
change for geographic areas throughout the country 

and provides a reasonable and acceptable set of 
estimates reflecting on population redistribution that 
has occurred since the last decennial census. 

The system is weakest at the very smallest area level, 
however, particularly for small places where unusual 
activities are underway such as very rapid population 
growth or substantial annexations. Yet even for such 
places, as noted above, the estimates generated here are 
better reflections of current population levels than the 
1970 census counts. 

For convenience in presentation the estimates in 
table 1 have been shown in unrounded form. The 
limitations described here, however, alert the user that 
the numbers should not be considered accurate to the 
last digit. County population estimates are normally 
presented in Bureau reports rounded to the nearest 
hundred and State population estimates to the nearest 
thousand. 



RELATED REPORTS 

The population esti mates shown in this report are 
consistent with State estimates published in Current 
Population Reports, Series P·25, No. 533. They effec· 
tively supersede the provisional county estimates for 
1973 published in Series P-26, No. 49 through 93 and 
in Series P-25, No. 527, 530·32, 535, and 537. 
Beginning with report 94 of Series P·26 the revised 
1973 county estimates under the Federal-State Cooper· 
ative Program will incorporate the Administrative 
Records procedure. 

XI 

Differences between the 1970 population shown in 
this report for geographic areas and those contained in 
the 1970 census volumes are attributable to corrections 
made to the counts since publication of the census 
tabulations and to geographic boundary changes since 
1970 such as annexations and new incorporations. 

BEA's personal income series for States and Coun­
ties are published annually in the August and May 
issues of the Survey of Current Business. A statement 
of methodology is available upon request from the 
Regional Economic Measurement Division of the 
Bureau of Economic Analysis. 

ERRATA NOTE 

In table 1 of the following reports the 1970 census total for the State should be 
footnoted. This footnote should read as follows: 

The figure shown here for the State includes all corrections made to the local 
populations subsequent to the release of the official State count. The official 
1970 census State count is 

Official 1970 
census State 

Report No. State count 

548 Arizona 1,772,482 

551 Colorado 2,207,259 

563 Louisiana 3,643,180 

564 Maine 993,663 

565 Maryland 3,922,399 

572 Nebraska 1,483,791 

579 North Dakota 617,761 



No. 546 
No. 547 
No. 548 
No. 549 
No. 550 
No. 551 
No. 552 
No. 553 
No. ,554 
No. 555 
No. 556 
No. 557 
No. 558 
No. 559 
No. 560 
No. 561 
No. 562 
No. 563 
No. 564 
No. 565 
No. 566 
No. 567 
No. 568 
No. 569 
No. 570 

CURRENT POPULATION REPORTS-SERIES P-25 

1913 Population Estimates for Counties, Incorporated Places, and Selected 
Minor Civil Divisions. 

(Reports may not be published in numerical order) 

Alabama No. 571 Montana 
Alaska No. 572 Nebraska 
Arizona No. 573 Nevada 
Arkansas No. 574 New Hampshire 
California No. 575 New Jersey 
Colorado No. 576 New Mexico 
C onnec t icu t No. 577 New York 
Delaware No. 578 North Carolina 
Florida No. 579 North Dakota 
Georgia No. 580 Ohio 
Hawaii No. 581 Oklahoma 
Idaho No. 582 Oregon 
Illinois No. 583 Pennsylvania 
Indiana No. 584 Rhode Island 
Iowa No. 585 South Carolina 
Kansas No. 586 South Dakota 
Kentucky No. 587 Tennessee 
Louisiana No. 588 Texas 
Maine No. 589 Utah 
Maryland No. 590 Vermont 
Massachusetts No. 591 Virginia 
Michigan No. 592 Washington 
Minnesota No. 593 West Virginia 
Mississippi No. 594 Wisconsin 
Missouri No. 595 Wyoming 



Table 1. POPULATION. 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
tor PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULAT ION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

GA. 1 

AREA ~.----------~-----------.------~-------,-------,------
PERCENT 

STATE OF GFOR.GIA ................. . 

APPLING COUIHY ................... ••• 

BAXLEy ........................... ••••• •• 
SIJP~ENCY ••• , ••• , •••• '" •••••••••••••••• , 

ATK I NSON COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

PEARSON ................................ . 
WILLACOOCHEE. ......................... .. 

BACON COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AL~A ................................... . 

BAKER COUNTy ...................... .. 

NEI'ITON ••• , ••••••••••• , ., ••••••• , •••••••• 

BALOWIN COLJNTY ••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

MILLEDGEVILLE .......................... . 

BANKS COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ALTO IPARTl .............. ••• ... ••••• ... • 
BALDwIN IPART) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GIl.LSVILLE IPART) ...................... . 
HOMER ................................ • •• 
LULA (PART> ............................ . 
MAYSVILLE (PART) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BARKOW COUNTy ..................... .. 

AUBURN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM ............................ • •• 
CARL ..................... ••••••••••••••• 
RUSSELL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
STATHAM •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WINDER ................................. . 

RARTO~ COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ADAIRSVILLE .......................... • •• 
CARTEKSv I LLE ••••••••••••• , ..... , •••••••• 
EME.KSON •••••••••• , ••• , ••••••••• , ••• ' •••• 
KINGSTON ............................. • .. 
TAYLORSVILLE IPART) .................... . 
WHITE •••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 

BE.N HILL COUNTy .................... . 

FITZGERALD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RERKIEN COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••• 

ALAPAHA ............................... .. 
ENIGMA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NASHVILLE •••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 
RAY CITY ............................. • .. 

HIAH COU';TY •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

MACON .................................. . 
PAYt'.JE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BLECKLEY COU~TY ••••••••••••••••••••• 

COCHRAN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TAllLE. 

JULY 1, IV73 
(ESTlI1ATE) 

q 818 255 

14 409 

3 4~9 
391 

5 833 

675 
113 

7R9 

:; 7'58 

938 

628 

32 :';43 

12 310 

772 

125 
263 

26 
365 
103 
305 

18 275 

392 
331 
255 
412 
891 

6 644 

35 8?!', 

1 820 
10 jOl 

il84 
777 
230 
502 

13 e18 

fl2H 

12 200 

6M 
531 
459 
648 

lq3 753 

1;:>1 714 
238 

10 494 

q 6~1 

APHIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

12 726 

503 
352 

879 

700 
120 

Il 233 

3 756 

875 

62q 

34 240 

11 601 

6 833 

125 
26q 

27 
365 
103 
305 

16 859 

361 
304 
234 
378 
8)7 

6 ~05 

32 911 

j 676 
10 138 

813 
714 
212 
462 

13 171 

8 187 

11 556 

633 
505 

4 323 
617 

143 366 

122 423 
236 

10 291 

5 161 

PERCEI,T ln2 1969 
CrlAI;GE (ESTI14ATE> (CENSUS) CHI!NGE 

5.0 380 2 640 28. \l 

13.2 }02 676 37.4 

-1.3 542 t,e;; 34.9 

11.1 316 "JC9 (NA) 

-0.8 1 965 442 36.3 

-1.5 301 717 34.0 

-0.6 523 116 36.5 

6.8 2 417 815 33.2 

G.l 2 792 2 148 30.(; 

1.6 1 703 "42 37.1 

0.6 662 oe3 41.4 

-5.0 323 861 24.f-

6.1 2 976 2 '123 22. t! 

-0.9 392 041 2<;." 

(2) 2 386 005 (NA) 

-0.4 2 386 462 I'jA) 

-3.7 2 .lR5 '20 (NA) 

12) 2 386 239 (NA) 

(Z) 2 386 385 (rIA) 

III 2 386 40:; (',A) 

8.4 819 272 2'1.1 

8.6 2 '190 874 I,;A) 

8.9 2 7R9 120 (t,IA) 

9.0 2 78V 904 (I~A ) 

9.0 2 790 ts4:; (,A) 

9.1 3 101 527 22.7 
0.6 3 112 498 24.t 

9.0 029 487 21.~ 

R.6 2 959 " 431 21.7 
1.6 3 582 2 061 25. ? 

tl.7 3 121 2 597 20. :? 
8.8 2 q55 2 Oq) 20. ? 
8.5 2 793 1 913 (i\lA) 

B.7 2 793 2 124 (i\!A) 

4.9 " 632 2 052 21~ •. 1 

1.1 631 '026 29. q 

, .6 452 d91 29.7 

4.9 742 344 2<;'. h 

::>.1 lH8 689 29. 1
) 

3.1 062 230 ze..3 
5.0 773 J66 29. " 

0.3 467 691 28. e 

-0.6 483 '704 ?R.f~ 

0.8 375 039 (:0/1) 

2.0 " 542 978 2H."'! 

-9.3 " 499 'os 28.9 



2 GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION. 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

~RMITLEY COUNTy ..................... 

HOi=!OKEN ..................... 0 .................. ••• ....... 

NAHUNTA .......................................... * .................. 

RROOKS COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RARWICK (PART) .......................... 
fvlOF-'VFbJ ........................................... • .......... 
PAVO (PART) •• ' ••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
OUITMAN ........... e ............ • •••••••••••••• 

f3RYAN COUNTY •••• '" •••••• '" .' •••••• 

PE~!f1f.'VKE ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
RICHMOND HILL .................... • .... •• 

8ULLOCH COU~TY." •••••••••••••••• • •• 

8ROOKLET •••••••••••• '" •• , •••••••••••••• 
PORTAL ....................... • .......... 
STATESRORO •• , •••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

8Ur{KE COUNTy ........................ 

FIL YTHIC (PMH) .................... • ...... 
GIPAPU ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
MIDVILLE ......................... • ... ••• 
SAPllIS ........................... • ...... 
\l.AYI'JF.SRORO •••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• 

RUTTS COUNTY ••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• , 

FLOVILLA, ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
JACKSON ................................. 
JOIK I NS';URG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CALHOUN COUNTy ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

AKLlNGTON (PART) ••• , .................... .* ................................ .............................. ~ ............. ................................. 

CAr-WEN C0UNTY ............. , ............. 

KHGSLANn .......... , ............. ' ...... ............................... ..... ~ ................... , ............. 

CAI"IlLEH COUNTY ...................... 

................................. ................................. 

CAR,WLl COUNTY •• '" ................. 

a •• ~ * ............ " • 0 t .. ~ ........ " " ••••••• 

PART) •••••• , •••••••••• '" ••••••• ................................ 
~Wll,\JT ZJON .............................. 
POOPV ILLF.. "'" ................................... 
TE~'Plt: ..................................... 
Ii ILLA RICA (PAHT) .............. I ......... • 
WHITt:SRURG ................................ • •• 

CATUOSA C OU~!TY •••••••••••••••••••• , • 

FOkT OGLETHO!"PE (PART) .................. 
~ I I\IGGOL[) ............ " .................... 0.' 

SEE. FOOT~OTtS AT c~ 1\10 OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

6 734 

475 
086 

13 985 

1M 
457 
282 

4 624 

246 

482 
928 

33 015 

719 
674 

1'1 819 

18 110 

3 
234 
6"9 
627 
091 

11 '155 

317 
772 
418 

445 

350 
292 
Y09 
281 

11 839 

',48 
'!06 
052 

6 503 

2 667 
237 

:50 659 

792 
13 

14 3B9 
294 
246 
961 
846 
eOI 

31 499 

146 
723 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

940 

424 
974 

l.3 743 

163 
449 
218 
818 

539 

1 361 
826 

31 58'i 

683 
643 

14 616 

18 255 

3 
241 
665 
643 
530 

10 560 

289 
778 
382 

6 606 

299 
210 
907 
2eo 

11 334 

831 
408 
aO? 

6 41? 

912 
230 

45 404 

753 
12 

13 520 
264 
221 
864 

3 837 
720 

28 271 

810 
381 

PERCEi'IT 
CHANGE 

13.'1 

12.0 
11.5 

1.8 

0.6 
1.8 
1.4 

-4.0 

10.8 

8.9 
1<.3 

4.5 

5.3 
4.8 
1.'+ 

-0.1l 

(Z) 

-2.9 
-2. '+ 
-2.5 
-7.9 

8.5 

9.7 
-0.2 
9.4 

-2.4 

3.9 
6.8 
0.2 
0.4 

4.5 

6.4 
(Zl 
5.0 

1.4 

-1.5 
3.0 

11.6 

2.2 
d.3 
6.~ 

11. 4 
11.3 
11. 2 
0.2 

11.2 

11.4 

8,8 
24.B 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

523 

2 494 
2 822 

151 

2 I'll 
2 I'll 
2 141 
2 271 

444 

2 218 
3 411 

541 

2 993 
2 098 
2 824 

029 

" 067 
2 070 
2 456 
2 396 
2 891 

767 

722 
012 
722 

944 

812 
895 
914 
983 

929 

3 536 
3 492 
3 102 

423 

757 
400 

944 

3 474 
2 875 
3 099 
2 876 
2 877 
3 590 
3 all 
2 459 

238 

3 506 
2 712 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

922 

646 
173 

656 

622 
167 
321 
829 

1191 

742 
617 

968 

2 301 
1 613 
2 184 

512 

(5) 

2 419 
1 794 
1 749 
2 112 

092 

054 
362 
250 

445 

383 
200 
408 
828 

228 

2 571 
2 531 
2 190 

813 

078 
514 

355 

2 923 
(S) 

2 419 
1 022 
2 241 
2 902 
2 369 
1 987 

564 

2 945 
2 103 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

31.3 

(NA) 
29.9 

29.9 

(NA) 
(NA I 
(NA) 
24.2 

29.2 

27.3 
30.3 

29.1 

30.1 
30.1 
29.3 

34.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
36.9 
37.0 
36.9 

32.3 

(NA) 
27.,5 
(NA) 

34.5 

31.0 
31.6 
35.9 
(NA) 

31.:; 

37.5 
JR.O 
41.6 

33.6 

32.7 
(NA) 

25.0 

10.9 
(NA) 
28.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.7 
27.1 
23.6 

26.3 

19.0 
29.0 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS -Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not' applicable. See text) 

AREA 

CHARL TON COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 

FOLKSTO" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
HOMELAND ......................... ••••• •• 

CHATHAM COUNTY •••••••••• '" ••••••••• 

GARDEN CITy .................. ••••••••••• 
POOLER ••••• , ••••••••••••• , ••• , ••• ' ., .' ., 
PORT WE';TWORTH ••••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 
SAVANNAH BEACH •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SAVANNAH ........................... ••• •• 
THUNDERBOL T ...................... ' •••••• 
VERNONRERG ••••••••••••• , •• '" ••••• '" •• , 

CHA TT AHOOCHEE COUNTy ................ 

CUSSETA •••••••••••••••••••• " •••••• , • '" 

CHATTOOGA COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••• 

LyERLy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
MENLO •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• ' ••••• , 
SUMMI'RV ILLE ............................. 
TRION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

CHE"OKEt: COUNTy •••••••••••••• ' • " ••• 

BALL GROUND ............................. 
CA~'T ON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLLY SPRINGS •••••••••••• , ••• , '" •• ' • '" 
NELSON (PARTl .................... ••• ... • 
WALESKA ................................. 
WOODSTOCK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

CLARKE CUUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ATHENS ........................... • ..... • 
BOGART (PART) •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WINTERVILLE ............................. 

CLAY COUI'ITY •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 

8LUFFTO" ....................... " •• , • " • 
FORT GAINES ............................. 

CLAYTON COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••• 

COLLeGE PARK (PAqTl .................. ••• 
FOREST PARK .......................... • .. 
JO~ES80KO •••••••••••••••••••••••• ' .' •••• 
LAKe ............................... ••• .. 
LOVEJOY ....................... '" •• , • '" 
MOf;ROW ............................... • •• 
MOUNTAIN VIEw ........................... 
RIVERDALE •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 

CLINCH COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• , • '" 

ARGyLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , .' •••••• 
DU PONT •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• • 
HOMER V ILLe .............................. 

COHl, COU',TY •••••••••• , ••••••• ' • " ••• 

AC.ORTH ................................. 
AUSTELL ••••••••••••••••••••••• '" •• ' •••• 
KENNESA,; ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MARIETTA ............................. • •• 
PO.UEH SPRINGS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SMyRNA ............................................... 

SEt: FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

312 

183 
649 

179 124 

6 209 
1 782 
3 440 
2 070 

105 768 
2 564 

137 

,[4 d57 

315 

21 6M 

q47 
625 
326 
885 

35 313 

693 
627 
6~4 
112 
548 
975 

71 792 

49 117 
155 
589 

:;96 

113 
3.32 

122 327 

2 785 
1~ 398 

" 59b 
2 375 

280 
011 
484 
603 

L,714 

209 
257 
995 

221 <!79 

3 975 
3 134 
q 031 

30 ~J3H 
2 906 

21 516 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

5 680 

II? 
595 

IH7 816 

5 790 
1 517 
3 905 
1 766 

l1B 34q 
2 750 

136 

2"5 813 

251 

20 541 

426 
593 
043 
965 

31 059 

617 
3 654 

575 
101 
487 
870 

65 1'17 

44 3'+.? 
14<' 
5~1 

3 636 

105 
255 

98 126 

2 119 
19 994 

" 105 
2 306 

225 
708 
413 
'521 

/> 40~ 

2 (Jf:, 

?5? 
3 02<; 

196 793 

3 92q 
2 632 
3 540 

27 216 
? 55q 

19 1?7 

PERCF"T 
CHANGE 

11.1 

.3.4 
9.1 

-it .6 

7.2 
17.5 

-11. 9 
15.9 

-10.6 
-6.8 

0.7 

-42. <I 

5.1 

5.2 

Q.9 
5.4 
5.6 

-4.1 

13.7 

12.3 
-0.7 
12.0 
10.9 
12.5 
12.1 

10.1 

10.8 
6.2 
6.9 

-1.1 

7.6 
6.1 

24.7 

31.4 
-3.0 
7.1 
3.0 

24.4 
8.2 
2.~ 

46.5 

1.1 

1.5 
2 .0 

-1.0 

12.4 

1.2 
19.1 
13.6 
10.4 
15.6 
12.3 

PER CAP IT A NONE Y INCOME 
(DeLLAR S) 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

394 

089 
478 

3 Ij~O 

,J 
3 
3 571 
3 95q 
3 274 
3 490 
3 715 

584 

056 

d73 

2 Abe 
2 909 
2 778 
3 457 

2 887 

2 946 
3 264 
3 6~8 
2 876 
2 876 
3 002 

3 335 

3 226 
3 575 
3 399 

630 

!:)6Lt 
190 

" 073 

4 <191 
4 1% 
3 560 
4 087 
2 2S4 
4 6?q 
3 4£<2 
4 )63 

304 

322 
322 
616 

" 220 

351 
452 

3 309 
4 266 
3 710 
4 370 

1~69 
(CENSUS) 

d8Q 

233 
942 

65b 

2 680 
2 654 
2 704 
2 yq2 
2 490 
2 502 

" 457 

467 

121 

2 305 

2 486 
2 .337 
2 142 
2 738 

Q20 

2 477 
2 641 
J 068 
2 179 
1 761 
2 ~24 

2 705 

555 
683 
075 

.349 

0,,7 
349 

181 

3 487 
3 t.:90 
2 756 

" no 
3 181 
3 oOd 
2 7"5 
3 2JS 

1 605 

637 
160 
007 

440 

2 nl 
2. 790 
2 Y55 
3 458 
3 iJq2 
3 625 

GA. 3 

27. 'J 

313.:: 
27 ~ (, 

29.R 

29.7 
3D.f-
32.1 
34." 
31.1 
39.5 
INA) 

4'5. :5 

6'5.r, 

24." 

(NA) 
24.') 
29.7 
26.) 

19.3 

18. q 
14. Q 

18.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.9 

;n • .3 

26.:3 
(NA 

55.7 

(,M) 

62.3 

2P. C 

29.0 
27.2 ,9. ? 
37.6 
(~JA ) 

23. ? 

27.6 

('A) 

22.7 

12.i 
d3.>4 
12. " 
23. " 
22.(' 
2D.1-< 



4 GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS I 

AKEA 

COFFEE. COUNTY •• , ••••••••••••• , •••••• 

AMElt1QSE." .. " ........... ~ .. " .......... "" ........................ 
RROXTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
OOLJ(:;LAS ................................................. • .. •• • 
NICHOLLS ................. • ••• •••••••••• • 

COUUITT COUNTY •••••••••••••••• ' '" • 

REf" Ll~' ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
DOERIIN ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
ELLENTON ................................ 
FUNSTON •••••••••••••••••• • ••• • ••• ••••• •• 
~lOUL TRIE. ••••• e ••••••••• 0"0 •••••••••• ••••• 

NOf~ll,lAN PARK •••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••• , •• 
RIVERSIDE .......................... • .... 

COLUMBIA COUNTY •••• , ., •••••••••••••• 

liROVETOW"' ............................... 
HARLEM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

COOK COUNTY •••• , ., ., ., ••••••• , ••• , •• 

ArJEL ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••••••• , •• 
CECIL ................................... 
LENOX •••••••••••••••••••••• ·.·, •• ,.,.·. ' 
SPARKS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

COWETA COUNTY •••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

GRANTVILLE ........................... • •• 
HARALSON ................................ 
"ORE LAN!) ••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ND'NAN .................................. 
PALMETTU (PAf<TI .................. ••• .... 
SE~OIA ............................. ••••• 
SHARPS8URG .............................. 
TUR IN •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• " •• " • 

CRAWFORD COUNTy .................. • •• 

ROPE'RTA ........................... ••••••• 

CRISP CO'JNTV ......................... 

ARAtJI. o ' •••• 00 •••• 0 ••••••••••• e •• ~ ~ ••••• 

CORIJELE •••••••••••••• , • " ••••• ; " •• " " • 

DADE COUNTY ......................... 

TRENTON •• , ••• , ••••••• , • " •••• ,. " •• " •• , 

DAWSON COU~ITY •••••• " ••••••••••• '" • 

OAWSOI'JVILLE .............................. 

OcCIITlJR COUNTY •• , •• " •••••••••• ' ." • 

............................. ......... ., .................... ................................. ..................... ~ ............ 
Dt. cALf; COUNTY ••• ' •••••••• ,,'" ••••••• 

ATLA~TA (PAfnl .......................... 
AVO"DALE ESTATtS ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • 
CHAH8LEE ........................... ••• •• 
CLAHKST01l-j •• " ••• " •••••••••••• ' ••• , •••••• 
[)ECATUH •••••••••••••••••• " .. " ••••••••• '" • 
DORAVILLF ••••••••••••••••• , •••••• ••••• •• 
LlTHO"JIA ................................ 
PINE LAKE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

,EE FnOrr,OTES AT ENO OF TA8l.E. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE I 

?4 221 

269 
1 021 

10 6A6 
1 210 

33 168 

434 
109 
347 
301 

14 233 
937 
118 

2.5 095 

945 
489 

12 436 

4 876 
271 
BRI 
343 

34 684 

106 
173 
388 

11 169 
147 
973 
172 
261 

977 

789 

1/J 721 

3j) 
.to 758 

11 186 

.l 010 

975 

311 

;>2 702 

525 
10 172 

239 
281 

463 944 

42 936 
1 b11 
9 904 
3 "11 

20 644 
9 897 
2 378 

956 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS I 

22 828 

253 
957 

10 195 
1 150 

32 2% 

42? 
157 
337 
293 

14 qOO 
912 
114 

22 327 

3 169 
1 540 

12 129 

4 972 
265 
860 
337 

32 310 

128 
162 
363 

11 205 
136 
910 
161 
242 

5 7~8 

7% 

18 087 

)05 
10 733 

910 

1 523 

3 639 

288 

22 310 

513 
10 887 

231 
275 

415 387 

tJ6 687 
1 735 
9 127 
3 127 

21 943 
9 157 
? 270 

866 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

6.1 

6.3 
6.7 
4.8 
5.2 

2.7 

2.8 
-q.1 
3.0 
2.7 

-1.2 
2.7 
3.5 

12.4 

-7.1 
-3.3 

2.5 

-1.9 
2.3 
Z .4 
0.4 

7.3 

-2.0 
6.8 
6.9 

-0.3 
8.1 
6.9 
6.8 
7.9 

4.0 

5.8 

3.5 

2.6 
0.2 

12.9 

18.8 

9 .2 

B.O 

1,8 

2.3 
-6.6 

3.5 
2.2 

11.7 

-8.0 
4.4 
8.5 

25.1 
-5.9 

8.1 
4,8 

10.4 

1972 
(,STl~ATEI 

465 

2 122 
3 041 
2 883 
1 896 

2 607 

2 300 
1 999 
2 300 
2 300 
2 997 
2 031 
2 300 

975 

2 850 
3 177 

2 432 

2 441 
2 4'17 
2 578 
1 902 

989 

2 184 
2 905 
2 905 
3 086 
2 905 
2 565 
2 905 
2 90S 

8~9 

2 517 

606 

774 
491 

392 

167 

330 

422 

193 

2 688 
2 472 
2 010 
2 010 

" 801 

128 
6 997 
4 424 
3 070 
4 104 
4 393 
J 049 
2 884 

1969 
(CENSUSI 

970 

799 
2 465 
2 305 
1 332 

038 

1 483 
1 463 
1 776 
2 906 
2 324 
1 598 
2 197 

303 

164 
527 

891 

029 
906 
997 
635 

343 

960 
507 
669 
454 
171 

2 016 
263 
lAO 

449 

'171 

029 

127 
954 

e82 

693 

903 

'152 

705 

981 
943 
299 
10b 

'142 

2 442 , ;91 
3 506 
3 070 
3 243 
3 515 
2 395 
2 268 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2'5.1 

(NAI 
23.4 
25.1 
42.3 

27.9 

(NAI 
36.6 
(NAI 
(NA I 
29.0 
27.1 
(NAI 

29.2 

31.7 
25.7 

28.6 

20.3 
(NAI 
29.1 
16.3 

27.6 

11.4 
(NA I 
(I<AI 
2<;.8 
(NAI 
27.2 
(NA I 
(NAI 

27.6 

27.7 

28.4 

(NAI 
27.5 

27.1 

28.0 

22.4 

(.NAI 

28.6 

35.7 
27.2 
(NA I 
(NA I 

28.3 

28.1 
25.1 
26.2 
26.1 
26.5 
25.0 
27.3 
27.< 

Ii 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

GA. 5 

PER CAPITA e,ONEY INCUME 

AREA 

STONE MOUNTAIN ....................... ••• 

[lODGE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

CHAUNCEy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHESTER •••••• , ......................... . 
EASTMAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• " " '.' 
MILAN (PARTI ......................... • .. 
PLAINFIELD ••••••••••••••••• • ••••••• ••••• 
RHINE ................................ ••• 

DOOLY COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

RYROMVILLE ........................... • •• 
LILLy .................. • ..... • ......... • 
PI'IEHURST •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
UNADILLA ............................... . 
VIENNA ................................. . 

DOLIGHERTY COUNTY ................... . 

ALRANY ••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 

DOUliLAS COUiHY ................... ••• 

DOUGLASVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
VILU RICA (PART! ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EARLY COUNTy ................... ••••• 

ARLINGTON (PART) ..................... ••• 
BLAKELy ...................... • ••••••• ••••• 
DA~ASCl!S ........................... ••• •• 
JAr. IN •• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ECHOLS COUNTY ........ ; ........... • •• 

EFFINGHAM COUNTy .................. .. 

GUYTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RI!\ICON ...................................................... . 
SPRINGFIELD .......................... • .. 

ELBERT COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

80Wrl:AN ............................ " ........................... . 
ELRERTOf, ••• , ••••• , ••• , ••• , ••••••••••• ' ., 

EMANUEL COUNTy ...................................... .. 

ADHAIN (PARTI .................... • ..... • 
GARF IELD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NUNEZ ................................. .. 
OAK PARK ............................... . 
ST I LLMOkF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SU~MERTOWN •••••••••••• '" •• , •••••••••••• 
SWAINSBORO ....................... • ... • •• 
TWIN CITy .............................. • 

EVAi'lS COUNTY ....................... . 

pELLVILLE. ............................ • .. 
CLAXTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
DAISy .................................. • 
HAGAN ........................ § •••••••• • •• 

FANNIN COUNTY ...................... . 

pLllE k I nGE ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' •••••• 
MCCAySVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MINEHAL BLUFF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.MORGANTON ................................................. . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(eSTIMATe) 

094 

16 236 

31B 
424 

5 592 
515 

80 
487 

10 :;03 

429 
158 
412 
430> 
391 

95 017 

76 963 

6 509 
114 

12 935 

405 
408 
279 
174 

15 iJ77 

008 
90B 
"73 

17 614 

742 
6 189 

19 124 

346 
221 
12.1 
?34 
543 
lf4 
576 
126 

oR2 

245 
605 
158 
b02 

13 093 

686 
!)86 
120 
213 

POPULATlU~ 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

1 ~99 

15 6,)8 

308 
409 

" 41h 
496 

77 
4'71 

10 404 

q~)7 

341 

59 639 

72 623 

28 6,)9 

472 
8" 

12 682 

39q 
5 267 

272 
172 

1 924 

n 632 

742 
g')4 
001 

17 262 

724 
6 OR 

Ii\ 357 

3)? 
214 
117 
226 
522 
13q 
325 
119 

7 290 

234 
2 669 

150 
572 

13 357 

602 
"19 
119 
205 

PERCENT 
CHAI,liE 

62.9 

3.7 

3.2 
3.7 
3.2 
3,8 
.3.9 
.3.4 

1.0 

2.4 
1.9 
1.7 

·,)'5 
2.1 

6.0 

6.0 

30.9 

1~.0 
34.1 

2.0 

1.5 
2.7 
2.0 
1.2 

0.9 

10.0 

3.9 
2.9 

-2.8 

2.0 

2.5 
-3.9 

4.2 

4.2 
3.3 
3.4 
3.5 
4.0 
.3 .1 
3.4 
0.6 

S .4 

4.7 
-2.4 

5.3 
~.2 

4.0 

~ .2 
-2.0 

5.'1 
3.9 

1972 
(,,,T Il~ATI::) 

2 611 

d41 
7?5 
72~ 
725 

2 ! 56 

212 

162 

418 

217 

256 
694 

2 2'06 
2256 

172 

i. 738 

2 446 
2 910 
:5 632 

2 604 

2 'in 
" <127 

427 
427 
911 

" 42.1 
065 
64:5 

2 1 '43 

116 
076 
116 
B37 

2 )87 

d!. 46b 
2 ~!.!-IJ 

2 384 
" 384 

(DOLLARS) 

2 109 

6?'i 

h47 
2 11)4 
1 541 
2 018 
1 792 

463 

2 423 

2 646 

2 '143 
:5 615 

688 

097 
093 
946 
635 

766 

2 1"3 

U81 

710 

057 

041 
oo? 
496 
YL\I-I 

PEKCEI,T 
CHANGE 

27.1 

30.1 

(NA) 
(c,A) 
{f\IA} 

21 

30. u 

29. ':.? 

3 1. ., 

27. ~~ 

(NA) 

(NA) 
(IlIA) 

(I>JAl 
2'3. ,I 

2G. F-

2A.9 
P..!A) 
INA) 



6 GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RElATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Contim.led 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

FAYETTE COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••• 

PROOKS .................................. 
FAYETTEVILLE. .................... • ... • •• 
PEACHTREE CITy •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TYRONE ••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••••••• , • " • 
WOOLSEy •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' .' 

FLOYD COUNTY •••• '" •••••••••••••••• ' 

CAVE SPKING •••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 
ROME ........................... •• .... ••• 

FORSYTH COUNTY ••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

CUMMING •••••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 

FI;ANKLlN COUNTY. '" ................. 

CAf\ION (PART! ..................... • ...... 
CARNESVILLE ...................... • ...... 
FRANKLIN SP~ INGS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAVONIA ........................ • ........ 
ROYSTON IPARTI ••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 

FULTON COUNTy ....................... 

ALPHAkETTA ....................... • ...... 
ATLANTA IPART) ......................... • 
COL LEGE PARK IPART) ..................... 
EAST POINT ••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••••• •• 
FAIRBURhi ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o ••• • 

HAPEVILLE ........................ • ...... 
MOUNTAIN PARK ........................... 
PAU1ETTO (PART) .................. • ... • •• 
ROS~~ELL •••••••••••••• ' ••••••••• ~ ••• , •••• 
UNIO'I CITy ............... ••• ..... • .... •• 

GIL,1ER COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

CAST ELLIJAy ........................... • 
ELLIJAy •••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••••••• 

GLASCOCK COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 

rOSE HILL .................. • ......... ••• 
nII~SON ..................... eo ••••••• ••••• 

~!TCH'LL ................. • .... • .. •• .. ••• 

GLYNN COUNTY ••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 

f1RUf\lSVI ICI< •••••• o, .................. ••••••• 

GOROON COUNTY •••••• , ••••••••• ' ., .' .' 

CALHOUN .......................... • ...... 
FArRMUU~JT ••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• 
PLAINVILLE .............................. 
RA~.'(:lEH ~ •••••••••••••• , •••• ~ ••••••••••••• 
INDUSTRIAL ClTY (PART) ................. • 

Gh~UY COIII,TY ••••••••••••••• , .' •••••• 

CAlfiO ................................... 
l'iH IGHAM •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 

G'EE.NE COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

GREEhJSl-lORO ••••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••• '" " • 
SILUI,M .................................. 
UNIOI'! POI~~T •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·,· 
·NHITE PLAIN, ............................ 
"QODI/ILLE ............................ • •• 

SEt: FOOTNOTES AT END OF TA8LE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

H 867 

255 
3 554 
1 169 

193 
135 

76 066 

1 %0 
:>9 056 

20 263 

2 035 

13 519 

bill 
533 
522 
088 
904 

594 :;62 

3 034 
408 187 

20 499 
'i4 971 

3 631 
9 (j'S6 

259 
1 994 

13 669 
4 B67 

9 713 

519 
331 

i80 

49 
739 
196 

"2 112 

19 628 

26 359 

4 769 
689 
213 
156 
511 

1H 146 

922 
,AS 

10 .J78 

4.15 
31b 
615 
236 
379 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

11 364 

172 
160 
793 
131 

91 

73 742 

1 30'5 
30 759 

16 928 

2 031 

12 784 

653 
510 
501 
044 
959 

(,05 210 

2 455 
4411 352 

16 084 
39 315 

3 143 
9 567 

26P 
909 
500 
031 

fl 956 

488 
326 

;> 200 

4h 
701 
107 

50 52R 

19 585 

23 570 

4 74, 
623 
192 
140 
444 

17 820 

A 061 
381. 

10 212 

583 
319 

1 624 
236 
379 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

30.8 

48.3 
64.5 
47.4 
47.3 
48.4 

3.2 

19,5 
-5.5 

19.7 

0.2 

q.2 

4.3 
4.5 
4.2 
2.2 

-2.8 

-1.8 

23.6 
-9.0 
27.4 
14.4 
15.5 
-5.3 
-3. ~ 
4.5 

60.B 
60.6 

8.5 

6.~ 
0.4 

4.4 

6.5 
5.4 
Q.8 

J .1 

0.2 

11.8 

().4 
10.6 
10.9 
11.4 
15.1 

1.8 

-1, 7 
1,0 

1,6 

-6.5 
-0.3 
-0.6 

I Z) 
I Z) 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

826 

.l 7M 
3 968 
4 904 
3 764 
3 764 

316 

2 335 
3 531 

2 985 

077 

658 

2 170 
2 852 
3 070 
3 156 
2 729 

344 

4 179 
3 984 
4 485 
4 429 
3 634 
4 575 

" 615 
2 870 

804 
~52 

381 

2 376 
3 168 

365 

484 
5bLl 
484 

3.32 

778 

996 

3 906 
2 123 
2 970 
2 975 
2 122 

359 

492 
356 

177 

2 832 
2 126 
2 310 
2 126 
2 126 

1969 
(CE"SUS) 

2 768 

2 970 
2 880 
3 606 
2 697 
2 453 

617 

dSq 
732 

362 

390 

059 

1 686 
2 215 
2 3M 
2 474 
2 183 

453 

3 259 
3 230 
3 503 
3 560 
2 721 
3 403 
2 743 
2 233 
3 633 
2 250 

870 

099 
472 

821 

757 
906 
244 

;0 058 

2 215 

449 

3 054 
1 750 
1 671 
1 643 
2 449 

779 

068 
;'87 

735 

340 
469 
906 
190 
372 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

38.2 

(NA) 
37.8 
}6.0 
INA) 
INA) 

26.7 

23.9 
29.? 

26.4 

28.7 

29.1 

28.7 
28.8 
28.8 
27.6 
25.0 

25.8 

28.2 
23.3 
28.0 
24.4 
33.6 
34.4 
INA) 
28.5 
32.2 
53.4 

27.:3 

(NA) 
28.2 

29.9 

INA) 
35. (, 
(NA) 

30 • .3 

2').4 

22.3 

27.9 
21.3 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

32.6 

33." 
INA) 

25.5 

21.0 
I i,A) 
21.2 
INA) 
INA) 

~ i i ~ 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS -Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

GA. 7 

POPULATION 

PEP CAPITA MONEY IhCOME 
(DOLLARS I. 

ARFA 

G~INNETT COUNTy .................. • •• 

BERKELEY LAKE ••••••••••••••• '" •••• , •••• 
BUFORD (PART) •••••••••••••••••••• " " ••• 
DACULA ••••••••••••••••••• " .............. "'" 
DULUTH .................................. 
GRAySON ........................ " .... " ......... , 
LAWRENCE VILlE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LlL~URN ...................... ••• ... • .... 
LOGANV! LLE (PART> .................... • .. 
NORCROSS ................................ 
REST HAVEN ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

SNELL V I LLE ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
SUGAR HILL ....................... ••• ... • 
SUWANEE •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• " •• ' •• 

HABERSHA,I COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• 

AL TO (PART) .................. • ••• • ...... 
BALDWIN (PART) ................ '" •• , •••• 
CLARKESV ILLE ............................ 
CORNELIA ........................... ••• .. 
DEMOReST ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• ' •••••• 
MOUNT AIRy ........................... • •• 
TALLULAH FALLS (PART) ................... 

HALL COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• , ., ••• , 

BUFORD (PART) ........................ ••• 
CLERMONT. ............................... 
FLOWERy BRANCH ••••••••••• , ., ., ••• ' ••• ' ., 
GAINESVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GILLSVILLE IPARTl .................... ••• 
LULA (PART) •••••••••••••••• ••• ••• ••••• •• 
OAKWOOD .................... ••• ••• •••••• • 

HANCOCK COUNTY ••••••• , ••• , ••••• , • " • 

SPARTA ....................... • •••••••••• 

HARALSON COUNTY •• , ••• , ••••••• , •••••• 

BREMEN (PART) ........................ ••• 
BUCHANAN ................................ 
TALLAPOOSA •••••••••• '" •••••••••• ' •••••• 
WACO ................................... • 

HARRIS COUNTy.,. •• ,..,..,.,. ,. * •• ,. ,.,. ,.,. ,.,..,. 

HAMILTON ................................ 
PINE MOUNTAIN .......................... , 
SHILOH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WAVERL Y HALL ......................... ••• 
wEST POINT (PART) ....................... 

HART COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• ' ., •••• 

BOwERSVILLE ............................. 
CANON (PART) ............................ 
HARTWELL ••••• , ••••• , ••••••• , ••••••• , ••• , 
ROYSTON (PART) .......................... 

HEARD COUNTy •••• '" •••••••••• ' •••••• 

CENTRALHATCHEE .......................... 
CORINTH •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
EPHESUS ......................... '" ••••• 
FRANKLIN ............................. • .. 

HENRY COUNTY ••••••••••• , ••••••• ' •••• 

HA~PTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
LOCUST GROVE ......................... ••• 
MCDONOUGH •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
STOCKbR I DGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT ENi) OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATe) 

95 b96 

301 
614 
065 
iJ62 
499 
683 
136 
274 

3 679 
257 

712 
236 
838 

22 119 

260 
,34 
332 

3 016 
1 002 

'l86 
199 

64 357 

99 
315 
846 

16 393 
77 

688 
272 

" 150 

2 386 

17 037 

636 
558 
853 
%3 

11 929 

368 
889 
308 
6CJ5 
708 

16 378 

311 
'58 

q ;95 
436 

5 649 

201 
117 
224 
a02 

26 766 

1 643 
725 
851 
590 

APRIL 1, 1.970 
( CEhSUS) 

72 349 

219 
q 545 

782 
810 
.366 
207 
668 
200 

2 75~ 
18P 

990 
7LIt') 
61'> 

20 691 

247 
50A 
29'1 
014 
070 
463 
187 

,9 'l05 

95 
290 
779 

15 459 
73 

633 
250 

9 Oig 

2 172 

15 927 

472 
800 

2 B96 
431 

11 520 

357 
8e2 
29~ 
671 
713 

1'5 81'l 

30J 
5(' 

'l 865 
'l25 

5 354 

106 
107 
212 
749 

23 nq 

1 551 
61f? 
67'> 
%1 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

32.3 

37.4 
1.5 

36.2 
2.lJ 

36.3 
28.3 
28.1 
37.0 
3:'; .5 
30.7 

36.3 
28.1 
36.3 

6.9 

5.3 
5.1 
2.9 
0.1 

-6.'l 
5.0 
6.4 

g.3 

4.2 
8.6 
B.6 
6.0 
5.5 
8.7 
Il.a 

1.5 

9.9 

7.0 

4.7 
7.2 

-1.5 
7.4 

3.6 

3.1 
3.1 
.J.'l 
3.6 

-0.7 

3.6 

3.3 
3.6 

-5.5 
2.6 

5.5 

8.1 
9.3 
5.7 
7.1 

12.8 

18." 
12.9 
b.6 
2.'l 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

3 [135 

036 
071 
B72 

5 OB2 
3 836 
3 b95 
3 ;)5 
'3 830 
4 658 
:.; 836 

4 
3 
2. 

2 719 

714 
b88 
098 
946 
676 
714 

" 71'l 

1'iQ 

2 821 
2 821 
2 375 
4 1<;0 

821 
363 
821 

777 

741 

" 863 

267 
688 
938 
658 

847 

" 952 
3 on 
2 952 
2 2.31 
7 742 

2 ,,"5 

2 531 
2 531 
3 067 
2 531 

'>23 

5S0 
580 
5110 
75'+ 

193 

b65 

" 196 
3 4'>0 
3 426 

.lY69 
(CENSUS) 

890 

3 681 
2 428 
2 164 
3 ,,92 
2 645 
3 114 
2 64" 
1 729 
:.; 477 
:.; 199 

3 637 
2 853 
2 156 

12' 

2 212 
2 107 
2 956 
2 356 
2 257 
1 725 
2 264 

2 ;'16 

1 0.34 
2 13; 
1 936 
3 129 
1 22" 
1 na 
2 354 

357 

14'l 

2 356 

3 360 

" 218 
2 391 
2 139 

077 

731 
183 
708 
:172 

b 45'l 

2 031 

137 
651 
}'l'l 
325 

Y43 

151 
681 
673 
073 

2 387 

307 
641 
569 
545 

PEI\CENT 
CHANGE 

32.7 

(NA) 

26.5 
32.'7 
41." 
(NA) 
?S.l 
32. 0 
(NI\ ) 
3q~ I! 
(NA) 

33." 
31.7 
32.7 

2fi.O 

(l'lA) 
27.f, 
3,0.0 

25.0 
18. " 
(I'A I 
(NA) 

2~,. L~ 

(i\IA) 
(~A ) 
22.7 
32.6 
(·'lA) 
22.7 
(NA) 

31.0 

27. P, 

21.'" 

27.') 
21." 
22. 9 
('A) 

:n.! 

(j\!A) 

41. '-i 
('~A ) 
41.9 
J..!.;?'; 

25. i ; 

( '~A ) 
(!..JA) 

30. k 

INA) 

2q.9 

('A) 
(NA) 
(1<1\) 

3?9 

33 •. ' 

2L1.? 
53.tl 
34 • .3 
)4.6 



8 GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION. 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

HOUSTON COUNTy ...................... 

CENTEf<VILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
PERRy ••••••• " ................... ••••••••• 
WARNER ROBINS .......................... , 

IRWIN COUNTy ........................ 

DC ILLA ............... , ., ., ., ••••••••••• , 

JACKSON COUNTY •• '" •• , ••• , ••••••••• , 

ARCADE ••••••••••••• , ., ., ••• , ••••••••••• , 
BRASELTON ............................... 
COMMERCE ••• , ....... , ••••• , ., •••••••••••• 
HOSCHTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
JEFFERSON ............................ • •• 
MAYSVILLE: IPARTI ..................... ••• 
NICHOLSON ............................... 
PENDERGRASS •••••••••••• , •• 0 ••••••••••••• , 

JASPER COUNTY •• , ••••••• " •••••• , ., ., 

/-totJTICELLO ..... •• ~" •• '".' •• ''''''''''''.''''''''' 
SHADY DALE ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• ' .' •• 

JEFF DAVIS COUNTY •••••• , •••••••••••• 

DENTal ................................... 
HAZLEHUKST ............................. , 

JEFFERSON COUNTy .................... 

AVERA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
BARTOW ........................... • ... • •• 
LOIJISVILLE. ................ ••• ... • .. ••• • 
STAPLETON .............. , ••• , •••••••••••• 
WADLEY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
~,IRENS .................................................. 

JENKINS COUNTY ••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 

MILLE", .................................. 

JOHI\!SON COUNTY .............................. 

IPAIH) ........................ • •• 

vmI~HTsviLLS:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: 

-JONeS COUNTy .................................. 

GRAY ................ " ..... , ........ , ............. 

LAMAR COUNTY ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 

......................... ., ...... 
.......................... ·0· .................................. 

LAN I ER COUNTY •• ' • " •••••••• , ••••• , •• 

LAKELAND ••••• , ••••• ' ••••••• ' ••••••••• '" 

LAURI'NS COUNTY ••• " •••••• '" ., .' ., ., 

CADwELL ............................ • .... 
OEXTEH .................................. 
DUrUlj ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
DUDlf'Y ••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
EAST iJUBLlN ............................. 
MO', TROSE ••••••••••• ' •••••••••••••••••••• 
RE"TZ ...................... • ••••• ••••• •• 

SFE FOOTNOTE!> AT ENO OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

67 942 

2 074 
8 280 

37 447 

245 

203 

22 504 

244 
413 
680 
542 
662 
26~ 
q2q 
2aq 

186 

025 
202 

10 IB6 

264 
4 337 

16 771 

212 
325 
531 
380 
032 
2~q 

8 339 

809 

652 

367 
330 
031 

13 069 

076 

10 893 

314 
767 
263 

9aq 

393 

33 669 

357 
4q5 

15 420 9 
431 
5q6 
202 
.)97 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

62 924 

1 725 
7 771 

33 491 

036 

185 

21 093 

229 
386 
702 
509 
6q7 
2q8 
397 
267 

760 

132 
190 

q25 

24q 
q 065 

17 174 

217 
333 

2 691 
0390 
989 
204 

332 

713 

727 

373 
336 
106 

12 270 

014 

10 6d8 

322 
4 935 

270 

5 031 

5M 

32 738 

354 
438 

15 143 
423 
000 
199 
392 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

8.0 

20.2 
6.5 

11.8 

2.6 

0.6 

6.7 

6.6 
7.0 

-0.6 
6.5 
0.9 
6.9 
6.8 
6.4 

7. q 

-5.0 
6.3 

8.1 

8.2 
6.7 

-2.3 

-2.3 
-2.4 
-5.9 
-2.6 

2.2 
1.8 

0.1 

2.6 

-1.0 

-1.6 
-1.8 
-5.6 

11.4 

3.1 

1.9 

-2.5 
-3 .~ 
-2.6 

-0.9 

-6.9 

2.8 

0.8 
1.6 
1.9 
1.9 

29.8 
1.5 
1.3 

1972 
I ESTIMATE) 

645 

3 699 
3 544 
3 962 

400 

'2 883 

675 

2 639 
2 639 
2 628 
3 068 
2 918 
2 639 
2 639 
2 639 

~~O 

q33 
q37 

363 

2 352 
2 64q 

217 

2 259 
2 259 
2 757 
2 259 
2 qqq 

2 513 

005 

148 

2 163 

" 171 
2 171 
2 6~2 

860 

575 

660 

2 671 
2 715 
2 671 

511 

305 

726 

2 541 
2 541 
3 167 
2 541 
2 166 
2 541 
2 541 

1969 
I CENSUS) 

2 790 

805 
802 
049 

839 

278 

157 

2 171 
2 135 
2 220 
2 507 
2 281 
1 618 
2 196 
1 396 

823 

905 
675 

d38 

264 
147 

655 

952 
892 

2 151 
36q 
795 
626 

592 

706 

635 

292 
'183 
d96 

273 

2 841 

086 

112 
166 
505 

1 d36 

709 

091 

2 198 
2 256 
2 402 
3 192 
2 199 
2 051 
2 542 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

30.6 

31.9 
26.5 
29.9 

30.5 

26.6 

24.0 

INA) 
INA) 
18.4 
22.~ 
27.9 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

33.8 

27.7 
INA) 

28.6 

INA) 
23.1 

3Q.0 

INA) 
(NA) 
28.2 
(NA) 
36.2 
37.6 

25.9 

25.9 

32.3 

INA) 
INA) 
39.3 

25.8 

25.8 

2,7.5 

INA) 
25.3 
INA) 

36.8 

3q.9 

30.q 

INA) 
INA) 
31.8 
INA) 
-1.5 
INA) 
(NA) 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(1970 population and related PClfigures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not appl icable. See text) 

GA. 9 

POPULAT I ON 
PeR CAPITA 110NEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

LEE COUNTy ..................... ••• .. 

LEESBURG ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
SM ITHV I LLE ••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 

LIBERTY COUNTY ••• , •••••••••••••••••• 

ALLENHlJ~ST .............................. 
FLEM I NGTON ............................. ' 
HI'IESVILLE ........................... • •• 
MIDWAy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
R I CERORD ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• ' ., ••• , 
WAL THOUHVILLE .......................... • 

LINCOLN COUNTY •• '" ••••••••••••••••• 

Ll NCOLNTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LONG COUNTy ...................... ••• 

LUDOWICI. ........................ ••••• •• 

LOWNDES COUNTy ................... • .. 

DASHER ............................... • •• 
HAHI RA ••••••••••••••••••• , •.••••••••••••• 
LAKE PARK ............................ ••• 
NAyLOR ............................. ••• •• 
REMERTON ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 
VALDOSTA ................................ 

LUMPK I N COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••• 

DAHLONEGA ............................ ••• 

MCDUFF IE COUNTY •••••••••••••••• , ••• , 

DEARING ............................ ••••• 
THOI~SON .............................. • •• 

MCINTOSH COUNTy .................. • •• 

DAPIEN ............................. ••• •• 

MACON COUNTY ••• ' • " ., ••••••••••••••• 

IDf'AL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
MARSHALLVILLF. ........................ • •• 
MONTEZUi1A ............................... 
OGLETHORPE ......................... ••• •• 

MADISON COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

CARL TON .......................... ••••••• 
COLbERT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 
COMER ................................... 
DANIELSVILLE ............................ 
HULL ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• • 
ILA ................................ ••••• 
ROYSTON (PAHT) ....................... ••• 

MARION COUNTY •••• , ••••••••••• ' •••••• 

BUENA VlSTA .......................... • •• 

MER I WETHER COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• 

GAy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
GREENVILLe •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LONE OAK ••••••••••• , ••••• , ., ••••••••••• ' 
LUTHERSV I LLE ....... ; .................... 
MANCHESTER (PAPTl .................... • •• 
WARM SPRINGS ............................ 

SEE FOOTNOTeS AT END OF TABLE. 

JlJL Y 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

952 

227 
e79 

16 750 

232 
268 
083 
170 
2'15 
311 

066 

337 

357 

~29 

60 525 

490 
413 
390 
264 
566 

34 841 

138 

631 

15 892 

582 
7 "50 

8 325 

116 

13 285 

5'59 
1 367 
q 241 
1 409 

15 067 

324 
5R7 
914 
419 
Z"b 
223 

51 

5 ORo 

432 

19 898 

205 
155 
IJO 
408 

" 501 
535 

APRIL 1, 1 ~70 
(CENSUS) 

Oqlj 

996 
711 

17 569 

230 
265 

6 13" 
167 
252 
310 

'j 895 

442 

746 

419 

55 112 

452 
326 
361 
244 
523 

32 303 

8 72B 

2 658 

1<; 276 

555 
6 503 

371 

1 826 

12 933 

543 
370 
125 
28/\ 

13 517 

294 
53? 
B2A 
378 
222 
202 

44 

0"9 

486 

19 461 

200 
1 085 

lZQ 
400 

4 636 
523 

PEHCENT 
CHMJG£ 

27.1 

23.2 
23.6 

-4.7 

0.9 
1,1 

-o.e 
1.8 
1.2 
0.3 

2.9 

-7.3 

-10.4 

0.7 

9.8 

e." 
6.6 
e.o 
8,2 
8.2 
7.9 

4.7 

-1.0 

4.0 

4 .• 9 
14.6 

12.9 

15.9 

2.7 

2.9 
-0.7 
2.8 
9.6 

11.5 

10.2 
10.3 
10.4 
10.8 
10." 
10.4 
15.9 

-0.3 

-0.3 

2.2 

2.S 
b.5 
0.8 
2.0 

-2.9 
2.3 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

2 03" 

LPt8 
932 

567 

2 oR3 
2 se3 
2 992 
2 583 
2 583 
2 583 

2 372 

9O!) 

230 

760 

2 869 

2 540 
2 771 
2 540 
2 540 
2 999 
3 094 

2 275 

342 

791 

J 729 
2 889 

258 

2 415 

10" 

178 
528 
472 
193 

636 

663 
2. 6"2 
2 299 
2 663 
2. 663 
2 b63 
2 663 

2 118 

577 

411 

2 410 
2 811 
2 Jjl0 
2 410 
3 
2 

1969 
(CE"SUS) 

55" 

783 
406 

2 010 

5}.1:I 
410 

2 31e 
2 365 
1 764 
2 010 

1 863 

320 

630 

993 

219 

2 323 
2 03~ 
1 362 
1 329 
2 350 
2 379 

927 

981 

165 

2 094 
2 298 

729 

001 

632 

674 
510 
941 
642 

091 

1 H61 
2 109 
1 tJ07 
2 j60 
J 131 
2 200 
1 311 

1 649 

926 

"37 

no 
OJ7 
021 
"62 

PeRCENT 
CHANGE 

36. '7 

37.3 
37. Jj 

27.3 

25.2 

36.M 

29.3 

( NA) 
3'S.Y 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.6 
30.l 

30.6 

20.7 

28.Y 

30.1 
21..1 
27." 
33J 

20.1 

2R.4 

33. R 

31.2 

(r~A ) 
(NA) 
28.1 
31.3 



10 GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

PER CAPITA MONEY I NCOI1E 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

WOODBURY ••••••• , .,. " '" •••••••••••••••• '180 422 4.1 915 2 177 33.9 

MILLER COUNTy ....................... 331 6 424 -1.4 178 598 36.3 

COLQUITT ••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 870 026 -7.7 830 117 33.7 

MITCHELL Coumy •••••••• , ............ 19 130 lR 956 0.9 311 774 30.3 

qACONTON ................................ 725 710 2.1 2 774 137 29.8 

CAMILLA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8R9 987 -2.0 2 638 141 23.2 

MEIGS (PART) ............................ 45 44 2.3 2 316 994 (NA) 

PELHAM ........................... • ...... 325 539 -4.7 2 668 981 34.7 

SALE CITy ............................... 3}0 323 2.2 2 316 669 (NA) 

MONROE COUNTY ....................... 11 711 10 991 6.6 2 834 266 25.1 

CIJLlODEN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ... • •• 277 272 1.8 2 808 ~9q (NA) 

FORSyTH ••••••••••••• ;. I •••• • ••• ••••• ••• , 
61~ 736 -3.3 3 447 861 20.5 

MONTGW,ERy COUNTy ................... oq3 099 -0.9 353 758 33.8 

AllEy ................................... ~79 q87 -1.6 2 3~0 771 (NA) 

ALSTON ..................... • ..... • ... • •• 103 104 -1.0 2 340 177 (NA) 

HIGGS TON ••••••• " .................. ••••• •• 172 175 -1.7 2 3qO 756 (NA) 

YOuNT VERNON ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• ;70 '579 -0.6 2 3q6 767 32.8 

TARRYTOlrlN ............................. " • 184 188 -2.1 2 3qO q76 (NA) 

lJVALOA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 652 663 -1.7 2 6Sq 005 32.~ 

VIDALIA (PART) ..................... • .... 6 6 (Z) 2 338 083 (NA) 

MORGAN COUNTY •••••• , ••••••• " ••••••• 10 513 90q 6.1 266 701 33.2 

80SHICK ....................... ••••••• •• 313 289 8.3 Z 252 520 (NA) 

RUCK HEAD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 191 177 7.9 2 252 ~22 (NA) 

MADISON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• OQ2 890 5.3 2 607 092 24.6 

RUTLEDGE ................................ 679 628 8.1 2 900 211 31.2 

MURRAY COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 15 171 12 986 16.8 842 285 24.4 

CHATSWORTH ....................... • ... • .. .171 706 17.2 3 360 732 23.0 

nON ............................. • ...... 336 2.86 17.5 2 863 2 999 (NA) 

INDUSTRIAL ClTY (PAHT) .................. 154 132 16.7 2 862 285 (NA) 

MUSCOGEE COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• , 161 209 167 377 -3.7 ~4q 663 29 •. 3 

RI8B CITY ................ • ....... • ..... • 8,6 812 ],.7 3 OQ2 383 27.7 

COI.LJtvll1l)S .... , ..... s • " ••• "." ....... ,," .' ". ~ D' 160 383 166 565 -3.7 3 qq6 664 29.Q 

NoWTON COUNTY •••••••••••••••• " ••••• 30 666 26 282 16.7 023 333 29.6 

COVINGTON ........................ • ...... 10 613 10 267 3.4 2 999 2 368 26.6 

MANSFIELD •• , ••• , ••• , ••••••• , ., ••• ' ., .' ., 399 3QO 17.4 3 033 2 286 (NA) 

NEWllOHN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 34Q 29Q 17.0 3 033 1 791 (NA) 

OXFOR(; 0 • o •• " ~" " ..... " 8 ............... " •• ". 
608 373 17.1 3 321 2 391 38.9 

POPTERDAlE .............................. ti02 773 1,6 2 aQ3 2 '116 17.7 

OCONEE COUNTy .................... • •• 8 b08 7 915 11.3 2 705 176 2~.3 

i PART i::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 249 235 6.0 2 692 2 471 (NA) 

"50 521 5.6 3 195 2 586 23.5 

HORTH HIC,H SHOAlS ....................... 173 165 4.8 2 692 2 229 (NA) 

WATKINSVILUo ............................ 041 986 5.6 2 957 2 393 23.6 

OGLETHORPt COU''iTY •••••• " •••••• " •• ' 61" 7 598 0.2 260 7Ql 29.8 

ARNOLDS V IllE ............................ 182 181 0.6 2 271 452 (NA) 

CRAWFORIl ......................... • ...... 631 624 Ll 2 520 932 30." 

LExINGTON •• " ........ """ •••••• "" ••• ·.·.·,, • 326 322 1.2 2 271 086 (NA) 

MAXEYS ••••••••••••••••••• , ., ., •••••••••• 231 229 0.9 2 271 639 (NA) 

PAULDING COUNTY •••••••••••• , ••••• ' ., 20 074 17 520 1~. 6 651 20Q 20.3 

DALLAS ........................... ••• .... QP 13} 13.1 2 729 2 190 ZQ.6 

HIRAM ••• " .......... "." •••••• " .. " ..... ·." ........ 508 ~41 15.2 2 651 2 165 (NA) 

SEE FOOTNOTE S AT END OF TABLE. 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS -Continued 

(1970 population and related PClfigures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPClfor places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

GA. 11 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA ,~ONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

PEACH COUNTy ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' 

BYRON ................................... 
FORT VALLEy ............................. 

PICKENS COUNTy ••••••• , ••••• , ••••• " • 

JASPER ••••••••••••••• ' ••••• " ••••••••••• 
NELSON (PART) ........................... 
TALKING ROCK ••••••••••••••••••••• ' ., ••• ' 

PIERCE COUNTy ••••••••• '" ••• '" " ••• 

BLACKSHEAR ••••••••••• , '" ........ ,. " •• ' 
PATTERSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PIKE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••• '" •• ' .' 

CONCOKD ................................. 
MEANSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOLENA .................................. 
WILLIAMSON .............................. 
ZERIJLON .......................... ' ••••• ' 

POLK COUNTy •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' 

ARAGOI~ ................................. ' 
CEDARTOWN ............................... 
ROCKMART ••••••••••• , ••••• , •••••••• '" •• , 
TAYLORSVILLE (PART) ..................... 
VAN wERT ............................... • 

PULASKI COUNTy ••••••••••••••• Q •••••• 

HAWKINSVILLE ............................ 

PUTNAM COUNTy •••••••••••••••• , '" ••• 

EATONTON ............................... ' 

QUITMAN COUNTY ...................... 

GEORGE TOWN .............................. 

RABUN COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• ' .' •••• 

CLAyTON ................................. 
DILLARD ................................. 
MOUNTAIN CITy •••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
TALLULAH FALLS (PART) ................... 
TIGER ...................... I ........................... 

RANUOLPH COUNTy ............ ,,,.,, ......... " 

COLEMAN •••••••• , ••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
CUTHBERT ................................ 
SHELLMAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RICHMOND COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 

AUGUSTA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
8L YTHc. WARTl ........................... 
HEPHZIRAH ............................... 

ROCKDAle COUNTY •••• , ., ••••• ' ., ., •••• 

CONyERS ................................. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(EST! MATE) 

17 172 

700 
335 

10 006 

255 
5,30 

77 

961 

o~6 
847 

855 

330 
)31 
~12 
301 
82.1 

31 209 

998 
9 009 
3 907 

~5 
381 

170 

980 

537 

881 

071 

929 

S 939 

710 
197 
633 

70 
331 

8 823 

171 
918 
207 

I~O 785 

56 319 
341 
024 

24 164 

6 936 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

15 990 

368 
251 

9 620 

1 202 
,\12 

76 

9 281 

2 62<; 
78R 

7 316 

312 
313 
38<;> 
284 
776 

29 656 

027 
253 
857 
~1 

360 

8 066 

077 

39'1 

4 125 

2 180 

860 

8 327 

569 
186 
59<; 

68 
312 

8 734 

168 
972 
166 

162 437 

59 86,+ 
330 
987 

18 152 

4 890 

PERCEI,r 
CHANGE 

7 .~ 

2q.3 
0.9 

if.O 

if.4 
3.5 
1,3 

'1.3 

-3.0 
7.5 

7.4 

5.8 
5.8 
5.9 
6.0 
5.8 

5.2 

-2.8 
-2.6 
1.3 
9.8 
5.8 

1.3 

-2.~ 

1.7 

-5.9 

-5.0 

8.0 

7.3 

9.0 
5.9 
6.6 
2.9 
6.1 

1.0 

1.8 
-1.'+ 
3.5 

-7.2 

-5.9 
3,3 
3.7 

33.1 

41.8 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

732 

593 
574 

735 

,2 9~6 
2 610 
2 722 

50'1 

392 
'i 85 

2 '175 

~62 

~62 
'162 
462 
235 

722 

2 930 
3 081 
2 7~7 
2 712 
2 712 

2 792 

833 

915 

031 

906 

2 256 

437 

661 
427 
334 
427 
'+27 

GIl 

014 
287 
676 

318 

3 287 
3 333 
2 592 

'+71 

621 

1%9 
(CEI;SUS) 

166 

988 
0;>7 

206 

572 
116 
651 

Bll9 

911 
884 

878 

881 
375 
664 
043 
~68 

231 

496 
44~ 
265 
~54 
600 

085 

094 

321 

2 500 

1~9 

3~0 

03~ 

013 
290 
955 
124 
'+55 

'+82 

334 
686 
361 

561 

2 368 
1 720 
2 080 

2 '072 

2 792 

PEHCENT 
CHANGE 

26.1 

2~.() 

25.2 
31.9 

(NA) ",A) 
(NA) 
(NAI 
31.1 

22.0 

17.'1 
26.1 
21.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 

33.9 

35.3 

25.6 

21.2 

65.9 

19." 

32.2 
(NA) 
19.4 
( NA) 
(NA) 

(-NA) 
3!J.6 
37."' 

29.6 

35." 

29.7 



12. GA. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PClfigures may reflect corrections to cllnsus counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

SCHLEY COUNTY •••• ' ••• ' •••••••••••••• 

ELLAVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• •• 

SCREVEN COUNTY ••••••••••••••••• , •••• 

HILLTONIA ............................... 
NEWINGTON •••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••••• • 
OLIVE" ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••••• • 
ROCKY FORD ...................... • .. • .. •• 
SyLVANIA ................................ 

SEMINOLE COUNTY •• " •••••• , •••••••••• 

DONALSONV I LLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRON CITy ................ • ... • .. • .. ••••• 

SPALDING COUNTY •••••••• , ., ••••••••• , 

GRIFFIN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
SU'<NYSlDE ........................ ••••• •• 

STEPHENS COUNTY •• " ••••••••••••••••• 

AVALON ••••••••••••••••••• ·.·.·,·······, • 
MAilTIN ..................... • .. • ...... •• • 
TOCCOA .................. " ...... •• .. ••• • 

STEWART COUNTY ••• " •••••• , •••••••••• 

lUMPKIN .................. • ... • ••• • ... •• • 
OMAHA •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••• • ••• ••••••• 

I~ICHLAND ••• ~.' 0 ••••••••••••••••••• , •• • o· 

SUMTE R COUNTY •••• ' •••••••••••••••••• 

AI;Ell I CUS ••••••••• , ••• ' ••••••• , ••••• ' .' •• 
ANDERSONVILLE ........................ • •• 
DE SOTO •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
LESLIE ••••••• ' ••••••••• , ." •• , ••• " " ••• 
PLAINS ............................. ••• •• 

T AL'30T COUNTY •• , ••••••• , ., •••••••••• 

GENEVA ................... • .............. 
JU"CT I ON CITy .................... • .. •••• 
/iANCHESTER IPART) ................ • ... • •• 
TALHOTTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
WOODLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 

TALlAFEHf10 COUNTY ................... 

CRAWFOROVILLE ........................ • •• 
SHAkON ................... • ..... ••• .. •••• 

TATTNAlL COUNTY •••••••••• , ., ••• , •••• 

COfclTOI'IN ......................... ••••• •• 
COLLINS .............................. • •• 
GlENNVILI.E ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• •• 
~1ANASSAS ............................. • •• 
REIIlSVIllE ............... • ••• • ••• • .. ••• • 

TAYLOR COUNTY •••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

·3UTLEK ••••••••••• , ., ••••••••• " •• , •••••• 
REyNOLD' ......................... • ... • •• 

TELF AIR COUNTy ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

HELENA ••• , ••••••••••• '" .' •••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LUM8ER CITy .......................... • •• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY I, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

902 

2'79 

12 q53 

292 
351 
216 
250 
022 

708 

01q 
376 

ql 798 

21 718 
215 

21 493 

217 
214 
151 

995 

517 
179 
763 

27 890 

16 317 
282 
330 
079 
706 

422 

238 
205 
1.34 
()55 
6<;4 

281 

6Aq 
148 

15 757 

30B 
053 
358 
13S 
673 

972 

075 
183 

11 QH 

206 
219 
337 

APRIL I, 1970 
ICENSUS) 

097 

391 

12 591 

29q 
q02 
217 
252 

3 199 

059 

907 
351 

39 514 

22 73q 
209 

20 331 

20" 
201 
971 

511 

1 q31 
188 
823 

26 931 

16 091 
27q 
321 
562 
683 

6 625 

250 
269 
lQ, 
Oq5 
689 

2 Q23 

735 
160 

16 557 

321 
574 
541 
14Q 

1 806 

865 

589 
253 

11 394 

230 
227 
377 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-6.3 

-8.1 

-1.1 

-0.7 
-12.7 
-0.5 
-0.8 
-5.5 

9.2 

3.7 
7.1 

5. e 

-4.5 
2.9 

5.7 

6.4 
6.5 
2.6 

-7.9 

6.0 
-q.8 
-3.3 

3.6 

l,q 
2.9 
2.8 
3.0 
3.Q 

-3.1 

-4.8 
-5.2 
-6.3 

1,0 
-5.1 

-5.9 

-6.9 
-7.5 

-4.8 

-4.0 
-3.7 
-5.2 
-4.2 
-7.4 

1.4 

-0.9 
-5.6 

0.2 

-2.0 
-3;5 
-2.9 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

353 

53q 

290 

2 313 
2 019 
'2 313 
2 313 
J 03Q 

Q72 

5M 
507 

138 

354 
924 

914 

2 912 
2 912 
2 797 

969 

553 
982 
283 

689 

2 880 
2 38q 
2 38q 
2 251 
2 015 

192 

26t+ 
26'1 
264 
277 
Q55 

1 939 

772 
01Q 

llq 

143 
52q 
568 
lQ3 
327 

130 

1389 
129 

150 

2 132 
2 124 
2 297 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

7q3 

796 

6q7 

2 657 
1 612 
1 199 
1 3q9 
2 256 

nq 

102 
508 

482 

2 605 
3 893 

300 

1 925 
2 318 
2 253 

qll 

963 
442 
612 

058 

200 
701 
077 
761 
577 

659 

41q 
743 
54Q 
730 
796 

Q99 

072 
3QO 

554 

384 
871 
960 
131 
415 

621 

074 
253 

713 

485 
200 
818 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

35.0 

ql.1 

39.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
3q.5 

25.2 

22.9 
INA) 

26.q 

28.8 
INA) 

26.7 

(NA) 
INA) 
24.1 

39.5 

30.1 
INA) 
ql.6 

30.7 

30.9 
INA) 
(NA) 
27.8 
27.8 

32.1 

INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
31.6 
36.7 

29.4 

33.8 
INA) 

36.0 

INA) 
34.9 
31.0 
(NA) 
37.8 

31.4 

39.3 
38.9 

25.5 

Q3.6 
INA) 
26.3 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS -Continued 

(1970 population and related PClfigures may reflect correction$ to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

GA. 13 

POPULATION 

PER CAP ITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

MCRAE .............................. ••• •• 
MILAN (PART) ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
SCOTLAND (PART! ........................ • 

TERRELL COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• ·,· 

BRONWOOD a" .. <t ............ " ... e ..... " .. " ....... * ~ ." ~ • 
DAWSON ................................. . 
PARHOTT •••••• , •••••• '" •••• , ., •••••••••• 
SASSER ............................. ••• •• 

THOMAS COUNTy .................... ••• 

BARWICK (PART) ......................... . 
BOSTON .................. , ........ •••••• • 
COOL! DGE ••••• , • " , ••••••• , ......... , •••• 
MEIGS (PART) ........................... • 
OCHLOCKNEE ••••• , •• , .............. ••• ... . 
PAVO (PART) •••••••• , ••••••••••••• ••••••• 
THOMASVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

TIFT COUNTy ...................... ••• 

OMEGA •••••• ,., " ................... , .' ., 
TIFTON ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , '" • 
TV TY .......................... ••••••••• 

TOOf',8S COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

LYONS •••••••• , ••••••• , •••••••• , ••••••••• 
SANT A CLAUS .......................... ••• 
VIDALIA (PART)., ..................... ••• 

TOWNS COUNTy ................... • ... • 

HIAWASSEE .............................. . 
YOUNG HARR I S ••••• , ••• '" ............. ' .. 

TKEUTLEN COUNTy ................... .. 

SOPERTON ••••••••••• ,.· ••• • ••••• •••••••• • 

TROUP COUNTy ..................... ••• 

HOGANSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
LA GRANGE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
WEST POINT (PART! ..................... .. 

TURNER COUNTy .................. ••••• 

ASHBURN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RERECCA .......................... •••••• • 
SyCAMORE ••• , ••••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 

TWIGGS COUNTy ...................... . 

DANVILLE (PAHT) ...................... • .. 
JEFFERSONVILLE ......................... . 

UNION COUNTY ....................... . 

BLAIRSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

UPSON COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

THE ROCK ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
THOI~ASTON •••••••••••• , ••• , ••• , ••••••••• , 
YATESV ILL£. ............................ . 

WALKER COUNTy ••• ; ................ ••• 

CHICKAMAUGA .......................... • .. 
FORT OGLeTHORPE (PART) ................. . 
LA FAyETTE ............................. . 

SEE FOOTNOTE'S AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

04e 
571 
232 

11 137 

q91 
5 199 

219 
332 

36 270 

2Bq 
573 
755 
104 
642 
522 

18 450 

;>9 429 

870 
12 687 

469 

20 51.1 

660 
129 

10 263 

785 

'I'll 
582 

5 b96 

656 

44 467 

;> 932 
23 056 

3 317 

b56 

103 
260 
538 

024 

.381 
373 

579 

5q6 

;>3 8;>3 

137 
700 
427 

')] 055 

003 
08 

6 339 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CEI,SUS I 

) 151 
588 
239 

11 416 

500 
5 383 

222 
339 

jq 562 

269 
443 
717 
182 
611 
497 

18 15'\ 

27 288 

831 
12 179 

'147 

19 1;;1 

739 
11 q 

9 501 

4 565 

5 647 

2 5% 

44 466 

3 075 
23 301 

3 519 

8 790 

4 209 
266 
'i<l7 

8 2Z? 

390 
1 302 

6 Bll 

491 

23 505 

1311 
10 024 

423 

50 691 

PEHCENT 
CHANGE 

-3.3 
-2.9 
-2.9 

-2.4 

-I.e 
-3.4 
-l..'1 
-2.1 

4.9 

:;,6 
9.0 
5.3 

-6.6 
5.1 
5.0 
1.6 

7.8 

4.7 
4.2 
4.9 

7.1 

-2.1 
9.3 
8.0 

4.8 

6.3 
7.0 

0,9 

2.3 

(Z) 

-4.7 
-1.1 
-5.7 

-1.5 

-2.5 
-2.3 
-1.6 

-2.4 

-2.3 
5.~ 

11.3 

11. 2 

1.4 

0.7 
-3.2 

0.9 

4.7 

8.7 
-1.7 
4.9 

1972 
(E"TlMATE) 

2 699 
1 679 
2 123 

162 

233 
;J30 
191 
191 

6.37 

314 
()92 
304 
966 

844 

S57 
565 
302 

647 

442 
284 
026 

102 

156 
037 

2 091 

2 712 

943 

2 519 
3 140 
2 6e9 

)72 

321 
2 303 
2 853 

910 

941 
239 

007 

2 087 

047 

3 042 
3 452 
3 042 

185 

006 
191 
620 

1969 
(CEI'lSU5 ) 

131 
355 
198 

045 

667 
ti09 
'121 
793 

054 

763 
494 
674 
6eO 
608 
d89 
309 

169 

957 
678 
293 

945 

915 
b81 
181 

767 

320 
575 

655 

114 

315 

2 067 
2 421 
2 337 

782 

e56 
091 
138 

440 

,"1 
736 

606 

2 451 

2 385 

325 
753 
013 

2 0;50 

501 
416 
743 

PeRCENT 
CHANGE 

34.n 
28.8 
(NA) 
( NA) 

28.4 

37.7 
30.1 
(NA) 

28. :5 

31.1 

30.7 
.3:1.1 
(NA) 

36.1 

27.'J 
(NA) 
38.7 

19.0 

(NA) 

29.3 

26.3 

28. :1 

27. J 

~l. 9 
29.7 
11.6 

33.1 

25.1 
("A) 

33.4 

32.6 

(hIA) 
29.{) 

~5.(i 

(NA) 

27. p. 

20. ? 
(NA) 

J? .tl 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS---ContinlJed 

(1970 population and related PCI figures mav reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

LINWOOD ................................ . 
LOOKOUT MOUNTAIN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSSVILLE .............................. . 

ViAL TON COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

BETWEEN •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
GOOD HOPE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
JERSEy ................................. . 
LOGANVILLE (PART) .................. ••••• 
MONROE ••••• , ., ., ••••••••• " •••••• , •••••• 
SOC IAL CIRCLE ......................... .. 
WALNUT GROVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

WARE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WAyCROSS ....................... ••••• .. .. 

WARREN COUNTY ••••••••• " ............ . 

CAMAK •• " ••••• '" •••••••• " ••••••••••••• 
r-JOR.'(iOOD ••••••••••••••••••••••••• e - •••••• 

VlARRE!HON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

WMHINGTON COU'HY •••••••••••••••••• • 

nAVIS80RO ........................ • .... .. 
DEEPSTEP ......................... ••• .. • • 
HARR ISON ••• , ., ., •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OCOj\)EE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I· 
IUDDLEVILLE ........................... .. 
SANDERSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TENNILLe: ................. • ..... • ... • ... . 

WAy"E COUNTy ....................... • 

JESUp .................................. . 
ODlIM ••• , ., ••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• ' •••••• 
SCREVEN ........................ ••••• ... . 

wEBSTER COUNTy ................. • ... • 

PRESTON ................................ . 
wESTON ••• , ., ••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••••• 

\'IHEtLEI' COUNTy ••••• , ............. ••• 

••••••••••• 0 ................ ••••• 

(piu~i') ::::: :: :::: : ::::::::::::: 

ViH I TE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

CLEvELMO •• , ••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••• 
HELEN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• • 

'HlTFIELO COUNTy ................. • •• 

COHUTTA ................................ . 
DALTON ••••••••••••••• " ........... ••••• .. 
INGUSTRIAL CITY (PARTl .......... , ...... • 
TUNNEL HILL ................. , ...... ••••• 
VARNELL •••••••••••••• • ••• • ....... •••••• • 

WILCOX COUNTy .................. ••• .. 

i\SPEVILI.[ ............................... . 
P!"EVIF'; ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• 
PITTS .................................. . 
ROCdElU: ................. • ............. . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JUL Y 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

016 
458 
218 

27 366 

110 
237 
210 
337 
793 
213 
205 

3~ 773 

18 630 

662 

232 
280 
106 

17 035 

463 
)05 
320 
256 
139 
<'58 
6R5 

19 103 

B 955 
403 
997 

2 ~57 

227 
72 

4 667 

83" 
071 

22 

8 189 

1.J.80 
267 

59 347 

'112 
18 645 

50 
152 
328 

6 ~~8 

APRIL ), 1970 
(CENSUS) 

23 

33 

18 

568 
538 
957 

404 

94 
202 
180 
118 
0'71 
961 
175 

525 

996 

6 669 

22~ 
272 

2 073 

17 480 

~76 
107 
329 
262 
1~3 
5~6 
7,,3 

17 858 

9 091 
379 
936 

2 362 

226 
73 

596 

8}, 
670 

22 

353 
252 

55 108 

393 
18 872 

44 
1 146 

314 

6 q98 

781 
'l2B 
345 
380 

PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 
CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CE"SUS) CHANGE 

4.8 590 1 263 25.9 
-5.2 6 1f23 5 489 17.0 
6.6 3 501 2 735 28.0 

16.9 921 256 29.5 

17.0 2 91~ 3 O~9 (NA) 

17.3 2 91~ 1 363 (NA) 

16.7 2 914 2 105 (NA) 

19.6 ,3 166 2 4~2 29,6 
8.9 3 298 2 550 <'9.3 

12.9 3 167 2 486 27.q 

17.1 2 914 1 70~ (NA) 

3.7 988 312 29.2 

-1.9 22~ q94 29.3 

2.9 767 2 138 29.~ 

3.6 3 767 J.4 719 (NA) 

2.9 3 767 1 545 (NA) 

1.6 2 230 1 669 33.6 

-2.5 296 757 30.7 

-2.7 2 300 2 1~0 (NA) 

-1.9 2 300 2 057 ( NAI 
-2.7 2 300 1 q51 INA) 

-2.3 2 300 1 696 (NA) 

-2.8 2 300 279 (NA) 

-5.2 2 7qq 044 3~.2 

-3.9 2 716 035 33.5 

7.0 2 663 109 35. b 

-1.5 09b 289 35. :< 
6.3 862 022 (NA) 

0.5 '141 433 .35.5 

4.0 1 993 482 J~.5 

0.4 20~ 030 (NA) 

-1.4 203 664 (NAI 

1.5 2 022 566 2.9.1 

0.1 736 202 24.3 

0.1 466 179 2~.3 

III 9~5 ( S) INA) 

,.8 2 59'1 116 22.R 

4.4 2 683 301 16.f, 

6.0 2 602 B41 (NA) 

7.7 3 404 2 72~ 25. ') 

4.0 .J 037 2 271 (~A ) 

-1.2 4 216 3 133 34.6 

13 .6 3 037 2 724 INA) 
0,:') 3 406 2 !,512 5~ .6 

4.5 3 037 2 584 (NA I 

-0.7 201 687 30. 'i 

-2.0 123 ~50 37. (, 
-2.1 3 174 .lib 37.n 
-1.4 2 267 )58 I NM I 
-6.3 2 332 6r.e 23.:; 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
tor PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 
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POPULATION 

PER CAP I TA MONE Y INCOME 
(DOLLARS I 

AHF:A 

WILKES COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• " •• ' 

RAYl.E •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
TIGNALL .. " ....... e .... * ...... "" ........ " .......... 

WASHINGTUN ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• •• 

WILKINSUN COUI'TY •••••••••••••••••••• 

ALLENTO"IN .... e ............... e ............. 0". ~ ... 
DANVILLE (PART) .................... ••• .. 
GORDON ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• ' ., 
IKV·INTON •••••••••• ~ ..................... 
IVEY ..................... ••••••••••••••• 
MCIIHYRE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
TOor1Sf<ORO ........................ ••••• •• 

110RTH COUNTY •••••••••••• '" •• , '" •• , 

POuLAN .................................. 
SUMNER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SyLVESTER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WARWICK •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ., •••••• 

NUL Tl-COUfITY PLACES 

ADRIAN ........................... ••••• •• 
AL TO ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• , ., ., • " •• ' 
AkL I NGTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ATLANTA ................................. 
8ALnWIN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
RAR~ICK .............. " ••••••••••••••••• 
P.L YTHE. ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' ••• , 
KOGAHT ••••••••••••••••••••• e ••••• ' -.- ••••• 

8R!:HEN ................................ • .. • •• 
PUFORD ............................. ••• •• 

CANON .............................. • .. ••• •• 
COLLEGE PA~K ...................... " .... 
OAt,'VILLE ......................... ••••• •• 
FORT OGLETHORPE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GILLSVILLE .............................. 
LOGANVI LLE ••••••••••••• , ••••••• , •••••••• 
LULA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
MANCHESTER .............................. 
MAySVILLE ............................ • .. 
MEIGS ................................... 

MILAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
NEL 'iON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••• 
PAL"ETTO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
PAV0 ................................ ••••• •• 
ROYSTON •••••••••••• o •••••••••••••••••••• 

SCOTLAND ............................. • •• 
TALLULAH FALLS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TAYLOllSVILLE .......................... • •• 
INDUSTRIAL CITy ...................... ••• 
VIQALlA ............................ ••• •• 

VILLA RICA .............................. 
WEST POINT ....................... ••••••• 

JULY 1, .\973 
(ESTIMATE I 

10 286 

112 
765 
025 

980 

310 
132 

2 706 
"01 
258 
496 
721 

15 894 

824 
223 
027 
:;01 

713 
385 

1 755 
1(51 123 

797 
448 
3q4 
705 

3 049 
4 713 

739 
>3 2M 

~13 
204 
103 
611 
791 

4 635 
570 
149 

086 
642 
141 
80~ 

2 391 
254 
269 
275 
715 

10 269 

'>60 
025 

APHIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS I 

10 lil'l 

110 
756 

4 094 

9 393 

295 
12'5 

2 553 
757 
245 
471 
6"2 

14 770 

766 
207 
226 
46" 

705 
372 

1 698 
495 039 

772 
432 
333 
667 

3 4e4 
4 640 

709 
lR 203 

515 
809 
100 

1 318 
736 

q 779 
553 

1 226 

084 
613 

2 O~" 
77':J 
q28 
261 
255 
253 
620 
~07 

922 
232 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

1.0 

1.8 
1.2 

-1.7 

6.2 

5.1 
5.6 
6.0 
5.8 
5.3 
5.3 
5.7 

7." 

7.6 
7.7 

14.2 
7.5 

1.1 
3.5 
3.4 

-8.9 
3.2 
3.7 
3.3 
5.7 
4.7 
1.6 

4.2 
27.9 
-0.4 
d.7 
3.0 

22.2 
7.5 

-3.0 
3.1 

-6.3 

0.2 
4.7 
'1.7 
3.7 

-1.5 
-2.7 
5.5 
8.7 

15.3 
8.0 

1.0 
_II, 9 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

568 

563 
456 
046 

434 

503 
503 
721 
608 
503 
503 
29'1 

235 

2 3;;3 
2 235 
2 421 
2 235 

2 295 
2 607 
1 915 
3 903 
2 088 
2 244 
3 322 
3 278 
4 262 
3 066 

2 198 
~ 4~6 

2 085 
3 502 
2 711 
3 279 
2 366 
.3 028 
2 503 
2 314 

2 173 
2 656 
2 872 
2 247 
2 692 
2 1C8 
2 639 
2 780 
2 345 
3 026 

023 
509 

1969 
(CENSUS I 

037 

119 
958 
419 

820 

623 
951 
113 
905 
873 
;'62 
675 

673 

770 
479 
071 
"38 

1 U59 
2 165 
1 573 
3 156 
2 219 
1 997 
1 e01 
2 604 
3 347 
2 ~20 

1 683 
3 501 
1 951 
2 991 
1 696 
2 323 
2 003 
2 445 
1 501 
1 063 

1 566 
2 123 
2 229 
1 685 
2 035 
1 173 
2 235 
1 786 
2 345 
2 176 

405 
035 

PEHCENT 
CHANGE 

26.1 

( NA) 
25.'1 
25.9 

33.7 

(NA) 
(NA) 
28.8 
36.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
37.0 

33.6 

32.9 
(NA) 
16.9 
(NA) 

23.5 
(NA) 
21.7 
23.7 
16.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
25.9 
27.3 
26.7 

30.6 
28.1 
6.9 

17.1 
( NA) 
41.2 
18.1 
23.R. 
66.e 
39.1 

38.8 
25.1 
28.8 
33. u 
32.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(l) 

39.1 

25.7 
2.3. H 

S ODES NOT MEET PUBLICATION STANDARDS. 
Z LESS THAN 0.00 PERCENT. 
1THE fiGURE SHOWN H[f~E. fOR THE STATE INCLUDES ALL CORRECTIONS MADE TO THE LOCAL POPULATIONS SUBSEQUENT TO THE RELEASE Of THE 

OffiCIAL STATL COUNT. THE OFFICIAL 1970 CENSUS STATE COUNl IS 4- 589 575. 


