
.I 

CURRENT POPULA liON HtPUH IS 

Population 
Estimates and Projections 

I.J. S. [)Ef?~B'J'I'V1EN'J' OF €QI'V1MER€E • Social and Economic Statistics ~dministration • BUREAU Of THE CENSUS 

Series P-25, No. 560 Issued June 1975 

1973 POPULATION AND 1972 PER CAPITA INCOME 
E IMATES FOR COUNTIES AND INCORPORATE 
PLACES IN IOWA 

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 
esti mates relate to July 1, 1973 and the esti mates 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. 1 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. 

Ta ble 1 shows July 1, 1973 esti mates 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 

1 In certain midwestern States (illinois, Minnesota, Missouri, 
l\Jebraska, 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 totllis 
for these places are presented at the end of the table. 

These esti mates 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 estimates 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 esti mates of per capita 
income to a large extent were derived independent of 
the population estimates. 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 
determined 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. 
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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 developed 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 popu'lation 
"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 popu lation 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 and 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 Adjustment 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, 1970·73, 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: 

i. 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. In-migrants, oui-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 claimed 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 aliens intending to reside in States 
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. 
I n 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 esti mate date, such special census 
results were incorporated in the esti mate. I n several 
States, the subcounty estimates were also merged with 
esti mates for geograph ic 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 esti mates 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 estimate 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. 
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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: 

4» Wage or salary income 
4» Net nonfarm self-employment income 
4» Net farm self-employment income 
4» Social Security or railroad retirement income 
4» Public assistance income 
4» 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 bank 
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 

5 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 PCI 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 estimated 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 I RS wage and salary 
per exemption. 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 esti mated 1972 total money 
income which was then divided by the estimated 
population to derive the 1972 PCI estimate. 

Subcounty 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 estimates for Social Security and public 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 governmental units with a 1970 population of 
less than 500 were assu med 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 esti mates for these pi aces 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 was assumed to be 
equal to that of the township. These subtownship 
esti mates were then adjusted to the township estimates 
to insure conformity. 

COMPARABILITY OF "MONEY INCOME" 
WITH "PERSONAL INCOME" 

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 nonmoney income which are not included 
in the 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 as regular contributions for 
support received from persons who do not reside in the 
same I iving 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 
estimates 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 estimated 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 amounts, 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, while 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 
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county level, has had no possibility 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 population 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 esti mates 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) 

Population size in 1970 

Item 
All 

States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 
and over million 1.5 million 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) I •••••••••••••••••••• 0.6 0.3 0.7 0.9 

Number of States •.•..........•.....•••... 51 16 18 17 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent .......•.•......•... 40 16 13 11 
1 to 2 percent ..•.. '" ..•..... '" •..... 9 0 4 5 
2 to 3 percent •••........••.•....•••... 2 0 1 1 

IBy 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--all were 
under 3 percent with no regional or directional biases 
indicated. The final State estimates used in the 
estimation system 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 tO,OOO 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 co-op estimates) 

Counties with 1,000 or more population 
Counties 

All 
25,000 10,000 1,000 

with less Items 
counties 50,000 1,000 

Total to to to 
than 

or more 
50,000 25,000 10,000 

population 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ' ... ' .... 3.1 3.0 2.3 2.3 2.9 4.0 18.1 

Number of counties or 
equivalents ....... ; .... ..... 3,140 3,115 679 568 1,015 853 25 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent ...... 780 780 243 161 211 165 -
1 to 3 percent ........... 1,195 1,193 282 255 411 245 2 
3 to 5 percent ........... 646 642 104 91 239 208 4 
5 to 10 percent .......... 414 413 46 54 138 175 1 
10 percent and over ...... 105 87 4 7 16 60 18 

- Represents zero. 
1 By region: Northeast 1. 9 percent~ North Central 2.5 percent; South 3.2 percent; West 4.2 

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 estimates 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 191(}'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. 
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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 Co.unties 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 estimates. 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 expe'cted, 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 to 7.5 
percent if we eliminate 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 esti mates 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 rate 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 esti mated PCI and 
those obtained in the special censuses were within 
sampling variability at the 95 percent level of confi
dence. In effect, PCf 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 legislati,{e purposes. For example, it has been 
proposed that sample survey data to be used, in part, 
for the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 
(CETA) 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 

--I---. 

IX 

-
All areas (86) , ............ 5.9 32 IS 20 16 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) ..•... '" .... 4.6 26 l3 14 6 
Under 1,000 population (27) .....• 8.6 6 5 6 10 

'All areas have population of under 20,000. 
2Disregarding 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 

ence 1 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. 
230 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 

-
-

21 

-
-

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. 
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Table G. AVERAGE PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND 165 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE, 
1910 TO 1913 

(Base is special census) 

Rate of change, 
1970 to 1973 

Average 
percent 

difference! 

Total 
number 

of places 

Distribution 
of differ

ences between 
estimate and 

special census 

All areas ....... . 

Less than 3 percent ... . 
3 to 5 percent ........ . 
5 to 10 percent ....... . 
10 to 20 percent ...... . 
20 to 30 percent ...... . 

13.6 

4.1 
2.8 
6.5 
5.7 
8.9 

165 165 

23 

30 to 50 percent ...... . 
50 to 70 percent ...... . 
70 to 100 percent ..... . 
100 to 150 percent .... . 
150 to 200 percent .... . 
More than 200 percent .. 

15.4 
25.5 
35.3 
44.1 
46.1 
67.8 

5 
19, 
39 
23 
22 
12 

9 
7 

:1 

48 
25 
26 
27 
11 
19 

9 

- 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 Of 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 esti mates 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 volu mes 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 



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. 
tor PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

AREA 

STATE OF IOWA .................... . 

ADAIR COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

ADAIR IPART) ......................... • .. 
BRIDGEWATER ............................ . 
CASEY IPART) ........................... • 
FONTANELLE ••••• , ., ••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
GREENFIELD ....................... ••••• •• 
ORIENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• 
STUART IPART) .......................... . 

ADAMS COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

CARBON ................................. . 
CORNING •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
NODAWAy •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
PRESCOTT ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 

ALLAMAKEE COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••• 

HARPERS FERRy •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
LANSING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
NEW ALBIN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
POSTVILLE •••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• " •• , 
WATERVILLE ............................. . 
WAUKON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

APPANOOSE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• • 

CENTERV I LLE ............................ ' 
CINCINNATI ............... • ... • ......... . 
ExLINE ••••••••••• , •• '" " ••• '" ••••••••• 
MORAVIA ............................ ••• •• 
MOULTON ............................ ••• .. 
MySTIC ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
NUMA •• '" •••••• , •••• '" •••••••••• " " •• , 
PLANO .................... • ..... ••• ... ••• 
RATHBUN •••••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••••••• " • 
UDELL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 

UNIONVILLE ............................. . 

AUDUBON COUNTy ................... ••• 

AUDUBON •••• , ••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• , •••••• 
BRAYTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EXIRA .............................. ••••• 
GRAy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
KIMBALL TON ••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 

BENTON COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ATKINS ........................... • ... ••• 
BELLE PLAINE ......................... ••• 
BLAIRSTOWN ........................... • .. 
GARRISON •••••••••••••••••• , ••• ".·.·.· •• 
KEySTONE ............................. • •• 
LUZERNE •••••••••••••••• , •• '" ••••••••••• 
MOUNT AUBURN ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
NEWHALL ................................ . 
NORWAY ................................. . 
SHELLSBURG ••••• , ., ., ••• , •••••••••••••••• 

URBANA ............................. ••• •• 
VAN HORNE ........................... ••••• 
VINTON ................................. . 
WALFORD •••••••••• , ., ., •••••••••••••••••• 

BLACK HAWK COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• 

CEDAR FALLS ........................... .. 
DUNKERTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
ELK RUN HEIGHTS ........................ . 
EVANSDALE .............................. . 
GILBERTVILLE ......................... • •• 
HUDSON ••••• , '" •• , ••• , ••••••••••• , ., .' .' 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

862 997 

702 
190 

31 
762 

2 203 
327 
342 

217 

130 
929 
168 
292 

15 305 

235 
187 
663 
630 
162 
868 

15 270 

6 480 
584 
232 
718 
783 
714 
171 
111 
114 

73 

167 

287 

616 
148 
934 
143 
333 

23 246 

586 
756 
616 
387 
555 
136 
200 
825 
560 
745 

558 
617 
753 
287 

131 959 

33 100 
556 
334 
003 
647 
754 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CeNSUS) 

'2 f)25 368 

9 487 

693 
188 

31 
752 
212 
324 
338 

6 322 

135 
09'\ 
176 
305 

14 968 

227 
227 
644 
546 
158 
883 

15 007 

6 531 
570 
224 
699 
763 
696 
165 
109 
113 

71 

161 

595 

2 907 
151 
966 
145 
343 

22 885 

581 
810 
612 
.383 
549 
134 
200 
701 
554 
740 

55? 
613 

4 845 
286 

132 916 

32 964 
563 
175 
038 
655 
535 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

1.3 

12 ) 

1.3 
1.1 
I Z) 
1.3 

-0.4 
0.9 
1.2 

-1.7 

-3.7 
-7.9 
-4.5 
-4.3 

2.3 

3.5 
-3.3 
3.0 
5.4 
2.5 

-0.4 

1.8 

-0.8 
2.5 
3.6 
2.7 
2.6 
2.6 
3.6 
1.8 
0.9 
2.8 

3.7 

-3.2 

-10.0 
-2.0 
-3.3· 
-1.q 
-2.9 

1.6 

0.9 
-1.9 
0.7 
1.0 
1.1 
1.5 
12 ) 

17.7 
1.1 
0.7 

1.1 
0.7 

-1.9 
0.3 

-0.7 

0.4 
-1.2 
13.5 
-0.7 
-1.2 
14.3 

Estimates of percent change 

PER CAP IT A MONEY 
I l'IOLLARS) 

1972 1%9 
IESTIMATE) ICENSUS) 

476 ee4 

194 914 

3 343 2 772 
3 508 2 549 
3 508 IS) 
3 200 2 653 
3 269 2 724 
3 508 2 450 
3 508 2 249 

715 409 

769 698 
464 d48 
769 727 
769 927 

2 465 260 

668 1 854 
897 2 356 
717 3 064 
861 2 322 
668 2 955 
412 2 b81 

783 2 418 

3 031 2 607 
2 431 2 084 
2 834 2 667 
2 886 2 474 
2 328 1 996 
1 791 1 536 
2 834 2 174 
2 834 1 853 
2 834 2 665 
2 834 170 

834 348 

801 377 

3 164 2 623 
2 889 1 619 
2 847 2 343 
2 889 1 676 
2 889 2 367 

289 2 776 

3 454 2 807 
3 206 2 665 
3 245 2 638 
3 426 1 982 
3 576 2 907 
3 425 4 555 
3 426 3 398 
4 067 3 306 
3 244 2 037 
3 626 2 947 

3 052 2 481 
3 193 2 595 
3 512 2 903 
3 426 2 n4 

650 988 

3 560 3 003 
3 144 2 491 
2 989 2 387 
3 355 2 t,06 
2 769 2 194 
4 314 3 441 

IOWA 1 

INCOME 

PEP CENT 
Ch/I"GE 

20. ~l 

9.1> 

20.6 
(NA) 
INA) 
20.6 
20.0 
INA) 
I"A) 

12.7 

(NA) 

21.6 
INA) 
INA) 

9.1 

INA) 
23.\) 
21.3 
23.2 
INA) 
27.3 

1').1 

16.3 
16.7 
UoA) 
16.7 
16.6 
1/'.6 
INA) 
11M) 
I i~A) 
INA) 

INA) 

17 .8 

20.6 
INA) 
21.5 
(NA) 

INA) 

l8.1i 

23.0 
20 •. 3 
23.0 
INA) 
23.il 
(NA) 
INA) 
23. \l 
23.0 
,,3.0 

2:3.G 
23.(! 
21.n 
INA) 

2?2 

lB.1) 
26. ? 
25.2. 
33.9 
26.t: 
25.4 



2 IOWA 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, 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) 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS 1 

AREA 

JANESVILLE (PART) .......... • ..... • .. • .. • 
LA PORTE CITy ........ ••• .. • .. • ...... • .. • 
~AY"'ONO ................................ . 
WATERLOO .............................. .. 

BOONE COUNTy ••••••••• • ••••• ••••••••• 

11EAVER ................. •••• .. • .. • .. •••• • 
BERKLEy .............. •••••••••••• .... •• • 
BOOIIjE ............. ' ., "" •••••• , •••••••••• 

BOXHOLM •••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
FRASER ............... • ••• ••• .. ••••••••• • 
LUTHER ••••••• '" '" •••• , ••••••• , ••••••• ' 
MADRID ................................. . 
OGDEN .................................. . 
PILOT ",OUNO ............................ . 
SHELOAHL (PART I •••• , ••••••••••••••••• " • 

8RE~,ER COUNTy ..................... .. 

DENVER ................................. . 
FREDERIKA .............. 0 ••••••••••••• ••• -' 

JANESVILLE (PARTI .......... • .... • ...... • 
PLAINFIELD ............... ••• .... ••• .. •• • 
READLyN .............. ••••••••••• .. • .. •• • 
SIJ~NER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TRIPOLI .............. • ...... •• ........ • • 
WAVERLy ................................ . 

BUCHANAN COUNTy •••••••••••••• ••••••• 

AURORA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HR~NDON •••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
FAIRBANK (PARTI •••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 
HA7LETON ••••••••••• , ••• , .' ., •••••••••••• 
I N0EPE',DENCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JESIJP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " • 
LA~10NT .. " ...................... " ...... " ...... " ............ ~ .... "" .. 
QUASOUETON ............ " ...... t ........... , .. " ............ I" 

ROWLEy ............... ••••• .. • .......... . 
STANLEy ................................ . 

WII'lTHPOP ......... G ........... e ........................ • .. • .... • 

QIJENA VI STA COfJNTY ............................... .. 

CITY ............................ . 

LAKESIDE::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
LI)\II~ GROVE .............................. . 
MARATHON ............. •••••••••• .. • .. •• .. ............................................ ~ .......... .. ............................ ............................ 

............................ ~ .................... .. .............................. 

RUTLER COUNTy ........ ••• .. ••• .. ••••• 

ALLISON .............. ••••••• ........ • .. . 
APL IN(1TON ................. " .. " .. " ............................. " 
ARFDALE •••• , ••••••••••• , ••••••••• ' .' ." • 
r<RTSTOW ................................ . 
CLAHKSV ILL£. ..... , ..................... . 

CALHOUN COII'ITY ••••••••••••• ••••••••• 

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

••• ~ ..... _ 0 • e ••••••••••••••••• , • 

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

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END of TABLE. 

JULY I, 1973 
(ESTIMATE 1 

46 
2 359 

575 
73 921 

27 352 

118 
60 

12 858 
253 
1.'51 
197 
478 
740 
224 

22 

23 467 

318 
197 
727 
464 
643 

2 096 
1 384 
7 368 

21 766 

228 
430 
758 
622 
708 
633 
494 
%0 
241 
151 

746 

20 966 

687 
823 
.355 
242 
449 
881 
251 
'l17 

8 948 
133 

17 294 

086 
932 
127 
22.8 
313 
7?2 
364 
686 
651 
099 

\3 990 

3AO 
107 
126 
"00 
535 

APR IL I, 1970 
(CENSUS 1 

~5 
2 256 

582 
75 533 

26 470 

113 
56 

12 468 
242 
143 
189 
448 
661 
211, 

21 

22 737 

169 
190 
696 
446 
616 
174 
345 
205 

21 762 

229 
432 
761 
626 
910 
662 
498 
464 
241 
151 

750 

20 693 

683 
717 
353 
240 
447 
877 
250 
813 
59!. 
132 

16 953 

071 
936 
126 
230 

1 360 
724 
363 
690 
631 
159 

14 292 

393 
112 
131 
910 
553 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2.2 
4.6 

-1.2 
-2.1 

3.3 

4.4 
7.1 
3.1 
4.5 
5.6 
4.2 
1.2 
4.8 
4.7 
4.8 

3.2 

12.7 
3.7 
4.5 
4.0 
4.4 

-3.6 
2.9 
2.3 

(Z 1 

-0.4 
-0.5 
-0.4 
-0.6 
-3.4 
10.3 
-0.8 
-0.9 

(Z 1 
(Z 1 

-0.5 

1.3 

0.6 
6.2 
0.6 
0.8 
0.4 
0.5 
0.4 
0.5 
4.2 
0.8 

2.0 

1.4 
-0.4 
0.8 

-0.9 
-3.5 
-0.3 
0.1 

-0.6 
1,2 

-5.2 

-2.1 

-3.3 
-4.5 
-3.8 
-5.8 
-3.3 

1972 1969 PERCENT 
(ESTIMATE 1 (CENSUS 1 CHANGE 

3 463 2 114 (NAI 
3 111 2 395 29.9 
3 180 2 520 26.2 
3 838 3 062 25.3 

330 801 18.9 

3 099 1 786 (NAI 

3 099 1 973 (NAI 
3 625 3 074 17.9 
3 099 2 482 (NA 1 
3 099 2 060 (NAI 

3 099 1 217 (NAI 

3 332 2 864 16 •. 3 
3 181 2 762 15.2 
3 099 3 H8 (NA) 

3 099 (S 1 (NA) 

291 852 15.4 

3 575 2 670 33.9 
3 548 2 517 (NAI 

2 957 2 371 24.7 
3 262 5 047 (NAI 

2 620 2 101 24.7 
3 612 2 853 26.6 
3 255 2 644 23.1 
3 476 2 900 19.9 

914 445 19.2 

2 994 2 265 (NA) 

2 994 1 728 (NA 1 
2 785 2 270 22.7 

393 1 951 22.7 
508 2 904 20.8 
092 2 683 15.2 
994 2 640 (NAI 
994 2 486 (NA 1 
994 2 528 (NA 1 
994 2 186 (NAI 

471 d30 22.7 

407 924 16.5 

3 323 2 790 19.1 
2 790 2 456 13.6 
3 486 3 220 (NA 1 
3 486 2 165 (NAI 
3 486 2 727 (NAI 
4 356 3 939 10.6 
3 486 2 702 (NA 1 

3 078 2 585 19.1 
3 791 3 253 16.5 
3 486 1 647 (NA 1 

108 561 21.4 

4 345 3 015 44.1 
3 224 2 580 25.0 
3 208 1 d89 (NA 1 
3 208 1 360 (NAI 

2 795 2 118 .J2.0 
2 716 2 173 25.0 
3 780 3 008 25.7 

2 751 2 201 25.0 
3 124 2 505 24.7 
4 011 3 036 32.1 

240 655 22.0 

3 350 2 240 (NAI 

3 350 1 147 (NA 1 
3 350 2 415 (NA 1 

3 351 2 606 19.4 
3 096 2 672 15.9 

• 



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

(1970 population and related PClligures 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) 

IOWA 3 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA I;ONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

LYTTON (PART) .............. ••••••••••••• 
MANSON ••• , ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , .' •• 
POMEHOY •••• , , •••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
RINARD ................... •• .. • .. ••• .. •• • 
ROCKWELL C lTY .................. , ., .' ., •• 
SOMERS ................. •••• .. • .. ••••••• • 
yETTER ••••••••••••••••••• ·.·····,······ • 

CARIlOLL COUNTy ••••• , ••••••••• ••••••• 

ARCADIA •••••••••••••• ·.·.···········,·· • 
BREDA .................................. . 
CARROLL •• , ••••••••• , ••••••••• , ., • ' ., .' ., 
COON RAPIDS .................... ••••••••• 
DEDHAM ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , .' •••••• 
GLIDDEN •••••••• ' •••• , •••••• , ••• ' ••••••• , 
HALAUR ................... •••••••••••••• • 
LANESBORO ••••• , .......... , ••••••••• , .' •• 
LIDDERDALE ............................. . 
MANNING .................. •••••••••••••• • 

RALSTON (PART) ............. , ••••• ••••••• 
TEMPLf.TON ................ •••••••••••••• • 
WILLEY ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , ., '" • 

CASS COUNTy •••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 

ANITA .................... •••••••••••••• • 
ATLANTIC ............................... . 
CUMBERLAND ............................. . 
GRISWOLD ..................... •••••••••• • 
LEWIS .................... ••• ... ••••••• .. 
MARNE .................... •••• .. •••••••• • 
MASSENA ................................ . 
WIOTA .................... ••• ... •••••••• • 

CEDAR COUNTY ••••••••••••••••• ••••••• 

BENNETT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 
CLARENCE ......................... ••••• ... • ............ .. 
OURANT (PART) .................... ••••••• 
LOWDEN ..................... • ... •••• ••••• 
MECHANICSVILLe ................... ••••• •• 
ST ANWOOD ••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 
TIPTON, .................. ••••• ... •••••• • 
WEST BRA'ICH ...................... ••••••• 

CERRO GORDO COUNTY ................. • 

CLEAR LAKE CITy ..................... • .. • 
DOUGHERTy ............ •••••••••••••••••• • 
MASON CiTy .............................. • ........ • .... • .. 

r~ESERVEY ............... •••• .. ••••• .. • .. . 
PL YMOUTH •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCK FALLS ............... • ... •••••• .. ••• 
ROCKWELL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SWALEDALE ................ •••••••••••••• • 
THORNTON ....................... ••• ... •• • 
VENTURA .................. •••••••••••••• • 

CHEROKEE COUNTy •••••••••••••••• ••••• 

AURELIA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ., 
CHEROKEE ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• • 
CLEGHORN ................... ••• .. ••••••• • 
LARRABEE ........................... ' '" • 
';ARCUS ................................. . 
MERIDEN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• ' 
QUIMBy ................. • .. • .. ••••••••••• 
WASHTA ....................... • ... • .. •••• 

CHICKASAW COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• ••• 

ALTA VISTA ..................... ••• .. •••• 
BASSETT .................. • .... •••• .. •• ., 
FREDER ICKS8URG •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

IONIA •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
LAWLER ..................... • .. •••• .. ••• • 
NASHUA ................... •••••••••••••• • 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTlMATf.) 

52 
966 
740 

85 
305 
190 

50 

22 829 

406 
507 
865 
321 
319 
9q7 
230 
201 
169 
715 

17 

17 

49 

31 

17 

15 

128 
306 

70 

242 

126 
216 
.392 
208 
536 
191 
442 
175 

916 

381 
940 
q55 
659 
978 
634 
607 
397 

2q7 

848 
134 
124 
353 
459 
150 
918 
223 
408 
541 

242 

144 
052 
277 
16~ 
269 
168 
399 
323 

016 

282 
150 
909 
269 
511 
678 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

22 

17 

17 

49 

54 
993 
765 

88 
396 
197 

52 

912 

414 
518 
716 
381 
325 
964 
235 
203 
173 
656 

128 
312 

72 

007 

101 
306 
385 
181 
526 
187 
433 
171 

655 

385 
915 
463 
667 
989 
642 
877 
322 

223 

6 430 
133 

31 839 
354 
461 
150 
923 
222 
410 
543 

17 269 

065 
272 
274 
167 

1 272 
167 
395 
319 

14 969 

283 
152 
912 
270 
513 

1 712 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-3.7 
-1.4 
-3.3 
-3.4 
-3,8 
-3,6 
-3.8 

-0.4 

-1.9 
-2.1 

1.7 
-4.3 
-1.8 
-1.8 
-2.1 
-1.0 
-2.3 
3.6 

(7) 
-1.9 
-2.8 

1.4 

2.3 
-1.2 
1.8 
2.3 
1.9 
2.1 
2.1 
2.3 

1.5 

-1.0 
2.7 

-0.5 
-1.2 
-1.1 
-1.2 
-9.4 
5.7 

(Z) 

6.5 
0.8 

-2.2 
-0.3 
-0.4 

(Z) 

-0.5 
0.5 

-0.5 
-0.4 

-0.2 

7.4 
-3.0 

1.1 
0.6 

-0.2 
0.6 
1.0 
1.3 

0.3 

-0.4 
-1.3 
-0.3 
-0.4 
-0.4 
-2.0 

1972 1969 PEKCENT 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

3 350 206 (NA) 

3 4EO 729 27.5 

3 284 592 26,7 

3 350 774 (NA) 

3 8E4 957 31.3 

3 350 335 (NA) 

.l 350 663 (NA) 

861 377 20.4 

873 2 342 (NA) 

603 2 155 20.8 
138 2 569 22.1 
832 2 927 30.9 

2 873 1 353 (NA) 

3 332 2 758 20.8 

2 873 2 678 ( NA) 

2 873 1 815 (NA) 

2 873 2 718 (NA) 

3 009 2 421 24.3 

2 873 965 (NA) 

2 B73 ell {NA} 

2 873 660 (NA) 

296 728 20.8 

3 096 " 345 32.0 

3 773 3 092 22.Co 

3 302 2 620 (NA) 

3 531 2 927 20.6 

2 144 1 773 20.9 

3 302 2 149 (NA) 

3 302 2 ,02 (NA) 

3 302 1 556 (NA) 

411 936 16.2 

3 531 3 150 (NA) 

3 066 2 982 2.f: 
3 530 2 (j,Lf9 23. Q 

4 403 3 669 dO .() 

J 065 2 555 ~o. () 
3 419 2 b49 20.0 
4 627 3 813 21.3 

4 065 3 30B 22.9 

603 963 21.A 

3 947 3 198 V." 
3 437 2 380 (NA) 

3 722 3 U61 21.6 

3 ~37 2 056 ( NA) 

3 437 1 970 (NA) 

3 437 4 106 (NA) 

2 656 2 146 23.~ 

3 437 1 723 (riA) 

3 437 2 288 (NA) 

3 134 2 532 23.0 

222 715 18.7 

3 443 2 035 21. " 
3 518 3 002 17.2 
3 245 2 266 t'IA) 

3 245 1 078 (!\lA) 

3 051 2 608 17.0 
3 245 2 009 (NA) 

3 245 2 901 (NA) 

3 245 2 147 (NA) 

680 279 26.4 

908 2 232 (NA) 

90ti 1 260 INA) 

512 2 750 27.4 
906 1 b81 (j\iA) 

657 2 084 27. ~~ 

367 2 748 22.5 



4 IOWA 

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 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

NEW HAMPTON •••••••••••••••• " ••••••••••• 523 3 621 -2.7 3 q63 2 69q 

NORTH WASHINGTON ••••• 4 ................... 
13q 134 (Z) 2 908 2 366 

CLARKE COUNTY •••• , •••••••• '" •••••• , 7 804 581 2.9 936 703 

MURRAy ................................. , 643 620 3.7 2 218 156 

OSCEOLA •••• , ••• , ••••• , • " •••••••••••• " • 1l.7 124 -0.2 3 005 682 

WOODBURN ............................. • •• 191 186 2.7 3 202 550 

CLAY COUNTY •••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••• , 18 668 18 464 1.1 531 990 

OICKENS ................................ t· ....... • .. • 243 240 1.2 3 612 2 196 

EVERL Y ••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• , •••••••• 707 699 1.1 3 727 2 842 

FOSTOHIA ................................ 223 219 1.8 3 612 2 527 

GREENV I LLE .............................. 118 117 0.9 3 612 2 701 

PETERSON ............................. • •• 474 469 1.1 2 400 2 966 

ROSSIE .................................. 90 91 -1.1 3 612 1 877 

ROyAL .............................. ••• .. 4H 469 1.1 3 612 2 882 

SPENCER ••• '" •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' 10 578 10 278 2.9 3 618 3 157 

WE88 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 238 234 1.7 3 612 1 879 

CLAYTON COUNTy ...................... 21 l!4 20 606 2.5 670 259 

CLAYTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 117 113 3.5 2 795 2 052 

EDGEWOOD (PART) ......................... 311 305 2.0 2 795 3 996 

ELKADER .............................. • •• !j71 592 -1.3 3 289 2 551 

ELKPORT ................................. 88 87 1.1 2 795 1 591 

FARMERSBURG .......................... • •• 276 232 19.0 2 682 2 185 

GARBER .................................. 150 148 1.4 2 795 1 227 

GARNAVILLO ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 647 634 2.1 2 255 1 ~12 

GUTTENBERG ••• , ., ., ••••••• ' ••••••• '" ••• ' 251 177 3.4 3 071 2 221 

LITTLEPORT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 100 97 3.1 2 795 655 

LUANA, ................ , ............. , ... 229 225 1.8 2 795 710 

MC GREGOR, •••••••••••••••••••••••• " ' •••• 008 990 1.8 2 524 2 028 

MARQUETTE ............................... 520 509 2.2 2 882 2 315 

MILLVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••• ·.·.·,· 28 27 3.7 2 795 1 806 

MONONA ••••••••••••••••• , •••••• I •• • •••••• 
438 395 3.1 3 445 2 628 

N RIIENA VI,TA ........................... 120 liB 1.7 2 795 2 264 

OSTERDOCK •••••••••••• , ••• ' ••••••••• , ••• ' 60 59 1.7 2 795 1 681 

Sf OLAF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 142 140 1.4 2 795 3 019 

STRAWbERRY POINT •••••••••••••••••••••••• 250 281 -2.4 3 220 2 665 

VOLGA CITy ....................... ••••••• 311 305 2.0 2 795 2 281 

CLINTON COUNTY, •••••••••••••• "" ••• 57 ~27 56 749 1.9 444 965 

ANDOVER •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 92 90 2.2 3 148 1 894 

CALAMUS ............................ ••• •• 403 396 1.8 3 148 3 246 

CAMANCHE ............................. • •• 4 367 470 25.9 3 687 3 327 

CHAHLOTTE ............................... 452 444 1.8 3 148 2 171 

CLINTON ................................. 34 150 34 719 -1.6 3 671 3 150 

DELtvIAR ••••••• , •••• 0 •••••••••••••••• , •••• 
609 599 1.7 1 919 1 635 

DE "II TT •••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••• " • 7q8 647 4.1 3 770 3 089 

GOOSE LAKE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 223 218 2.3 3 148 3 377 

GHANI) 1~0UND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 639 627 1.9 2 275 1 939 

LOST NATION ............................. 557 547 1.8 3 459 2 948 

LOW MOOk ............................. ••• 354 347 2.0 3 ,148 2 177 

TORONTO •••••••••• , ••• , ., .' ••••••• ' ••••• ' 147 145 1.4 3 148 2 409 

wEL TON ••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 106 104 1.9 3 148 1 699 

WHEATLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 847 832 1.8 .3 268 2 785 

CRAWFOkU COIINTY •••••• ' •••••••••••••• 18 562 19 116 -2.9 030 468 

AR I()~I •••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••• " •• , ., •••• 189 199 -5.0 3 062 1 869 

ASPINWALL ••••••• t •••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
75 81 -7.4 3 062 1 754 

RUCK GRQVE ••••••••••••••••••• , ••• ' ., • " • 41 41 (Z) 3 062 1 671 

CHA,kTER OAK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 676 715 -5.5 3 982 3 226 

IlELOIT ........................... • ... ••• 264 279 -5.4 3 062 2 036 

DENI SON •••••• , ., ••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 842 6 218 -6.0 3 373 2 761 

DOW CITy ........................... ••••• 539 571 -5.6 2 851 2 310 

KIRON ................................ ••• 260 27, -5.5 3 062 2 784 

MANILLA .......................... • ..... • 891 943 -5.5 2 !j67 2 080 

Rlr.KETTS ................................ 134 141 -5.0 3 062 3 004 

SCHLeSWIG,. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 828 875 -5.if- 611 3 736 

VAIL ..................... • ........... ••• 458 486 -5.8 3 062 1 ~37 

wESTSIDE ••• '" ......................... ' 368 389 -5.4 3 062 2 765 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

28.5 
(NA) 

8.6 

2.9 
12.0 
(NA) 

18.1 

INA) 
31.1 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
H.6 
(NA) 

18.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
28.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
2Q.4 
38.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 

24.5 
24.5 t: (NA) 
31.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.8 
(NA) 

16.2 

INA) 
(NA) 
10.8 
(NA) 
16.5 
17.4 
22.0 
(NA) 
17.3 
17.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
17.3 

22.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.4 
(NA) 
22.2 
23.4 
(NA) 
23.4 
(WA) 

23.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
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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) 

IOWA 5 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
IDOLLARS) 

AREA 

DAllAS COUNTY ....................... 

ADEL ••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
BOUTON .................................. 
DALLAS CENTER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DAWSON .................................. 
DESOTO ............................. ••• .. 
DEXTER ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••• 
GRANGER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
LINDEN .................................. 
MINBURN •••••• , ., ., ., •••••••••••••••••••• 
PERRy .................... • ••••••• ••••• •• 

REDF I ElD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
VAN METER ............................... 
WAUKEE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• .. 
WOODWARD ••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 

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

BLOOMF I ElD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DRAKESVILLE ••••• '" •••• , •••••••••••••••• 
FLORIS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• ". 
PULASK I ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DECATUR COUNTY ••••• , ••• , ••••••••• , ., 

DAVI S CITY .............................. 
DECATUR CITy ............. • ....... • ...... 
GARDEN GROVE ............................ 
GRAND RiVER ............................. 
LAMONI ................... • ••• • ••• • ... • •• 
LEON ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 
LE ROy ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• , •••••• 
PLEASANTON ......................... , ... , 
VAN WERT ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
WELDON ............................... • ., 

DELAWARE COUNTY .... ~ .................... 

COLESBURG ............................... 
DELAWARE ••••••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••••••• ' 
DELHI •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
DUNDEE ................... , .............. 
OYERSV I lLE I PART) •• , ., ••••••••••••• , •••• 
EARLVILLE ............................... 
EDGEWOOD IPART) ......................... 
GREELEy •••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
HOPKINTON •••• , ., '" •••••••••••••••••••• , 
MANCHESTER .............................. 

MASONVILLE. .......................... • •• 
ONEIDA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RyAN ................... ••• ............. • 

DES MOINES COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• 

BURL I NGTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DANVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MED I APOLlS ................. , •••••••••••• 
MIDDLETOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WEST BURLINGTON ......................... 

DICKINSON COUNTy .................... 

ARNOLDS PARK ............................ 
LAKE PARK ............................... 
MILFORD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
OKOBOJI ............................ ••• ., 
OLD TOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ORLEANS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SPIR IT LAKE ............................. 
SUPERIOR ................................ 
TERRIL .................................. 
WAHPETON ................................ 

WEST OKOBOJI ••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

26 933 

2' '102 
164 
111 
239 
534 
669 
678 
285 
368 

6 623 

943 
579 
935 
020 

8 406 

674 
171 
152 
265 

680 

301 
201 
286 
212 
439 
119 

44 
63 

244 
154 

18 964 

373 
154 
522 
163 

70 
744 
475 
319 
791 
419 

1~7 
53 

340 

~5 446 

30 183 
915 
269 
429 
051 

13 138 

005 
011 
612 
:>75 

25 
412 
154 
143 
413 
153 

221 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

26 oeB 

'119 
160 

1 128 
232 
369 
652 
661 
278 
378 

6 906 

921 
464 
577 
010 

207 

718 
163 
145 
255 

9 737 

301 
198 
2e5 
211 
540 
142 

43 
62 

244 
155 

18 770 

379 
153 
527 
166 
73 

751 
481 
323 
600 

4 641 

147 
55 

3~3 

46 982 

32 366 
948 
242 
443 

3 139 

12 565 

970 
976 

1 668 
361 

24 
396 
014 
)39 
397 
149 

210 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

3.3 

-0.7 
2.5 

-1.5 
3.0 

'14.7 
2.6 
2.6 
2.5 
2.6 

-4.1 

2.4 
?4.8 
22.7 
1.0 

2.4 

-1.6 
4.9 
4.8 
3.9 

-0.6 

(2 ) 
1.5 
0.4 
0.5 

-4.0 
-1.-1 

2.3 
1.6 
III 

-0.6 

1.0 

-1.6 
0.7 

-0.9 
-1.8 
-4.1 
-0.9 
-1.2 
-1.2 
-1.1 
-4.8 

IZI 
-3.6 
-0.9 

-3.3 

-6.7 
-3.5 

2.2 
-3.2 
-2.8 

4.6 

3.6 
3.6 

-3.4 
3.9 
4.2 
4.0 
4.6 
2.9 
4.0 
2.7 

5.2 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

612 

3 828 
3 624 
3 744 
3 624 
3 624 
3 089 
3 736 
3 624 
3 624 
3 4'>1 

9'19 
624 
462 
714 

053 

902 
056 
056 
056 

362 

379 
379 
379 
379 
367 
589 
379 
379 
379 
379 

787 

2 911 
2 911 
2 645 
2 911 
2 911 
2 702 
2 911 
2 911 
2 714 
3 811 

2 911 
2 911 
2 911 

603 

3 57e 
2 B3~ 
) 761 
3 757 
3 359 

323 

3 684 
3 595 
2 b86 
3 443 
3 443 
3 443 
3 383 
3 443 
3 443 
3 443 

443 

1969 
ICENSUS) 

946 

147 
267 
034 

2, 141 
2 458 
2 506 
3 031 
2 463 

756 
Y02 

2 392 
3 610 
3 092 
3 157 

2 S03 

3 139 
2 343 
1 662 
2 044 

982 

2 082 
1 548 
1 e93 
1 650 
1 950 
2 235 
2 315 
1 028 
2 121 
2 242 

337 

2 757 
2 e33 
2 130 
2 279 
2 285 
2 175 
2 :>67 
2 6~0 
2 185 
3 009 

1 698 
3 103 
2 e38 

103 

3 091 
2 366 
3 255 
3 636 
2 038 

2 717 

2 920 
2 e59 
2 418 
4 303 

IS) 
4 183 
2 755 
1 293 
1 '27 
2 938 

580 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

22.6 

21.6 
INA) 
23.4 
INA) 
INA) 
23.3 
23.3 
INA) 
I NA I 
18. q 

23.3 
INA I 
12.0 
17.6 

22. G 

24.3 
INA) 
INAI 
INA) 

19.2 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
21.4 
15.8 
I NA I 
INA) 
INAI 
INA) 

19.3 

INA) 
INAI 
24.2 
INA) 
INAI 
24.2 
INA) 
INAI 
24.2 
26.7 

INA I 
(NAI 
INA) 

16.1 

15.6 
19.h 
15.5 
INA) 
18.4 

22.:J 

26. ? 
25.7 
19.4 
INA) 
INAI 
INA) 
22. t3 
INA I 
INA) 
INAI 

INA) 



6 IOWA 

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 

DUBUQUE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• • .... 

ASBURY ••• , ., ••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••• , 
BALLTOWN ••••••••••••• , '" ••••••••••••••• 
RANKSTON ......................... <1- .......... It ........ "." ... 

BERNARD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CASCADE (PART) .......................... 
CENTRALIA .................... ••• ... •• ... 
DUBUQUE •• , ••• , '" •• , ••••• , ., ••••••••••• , 
DURAN~O •• , ••• , '" •••• , ••••••••••• , •••••• 
DYERSVILLE (PART) .................. ••••• 
EPWORTH .... " ..... o ................. e·. O •••• 

FARLEy .................................. 
GRAF ......................... • ... •••• .. • 
HOLY CROSS ••••• , ••••• , ., ••••••••• , .' ., ., 
LUXEMBURG •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
NEW VIENNA ......................... ••• .. 
PEOSTA ..................... • ....... • .... 
RICKARDSVILLE ........................ • .. 
SAGEVILLE. ................ ••••••••••••• • 
SHERRRLL ••• , ., ••••••• , ., ••• , •••• '" ••••• 
WORTHINGTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

ZWINGLE (PART) ........... , ••••••••• • ... • 

EI1MET COUNTy ........................ 

ARMSTRONG •••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• , 
DOLL I VER ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• ' •••• 
ESTHERVILLE ........................ • .... 
GRUVER ••• , ••• , ••••••••••••••• " •• ' ••••• , 
RINGSTED ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 
WALLINGFORD ............................. 

FAYETTE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• • .... 

AllUNGTON, .............................. 
CLERMONT ••• , ., •••• , •••• , •••••••••• '" •• , 
DONNAN ••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELGIN ................................... 
FAIRBANK (PARTi .................... • .... 
FAyETTE .................... • ..... ••• •••• 
HAWKEyE ............................ • .... 
MAYNARD •••••••• , ••• " ••••••••••••••••••• 
OELWEIN ............... '" ............... 
RANDALIA ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 

ST LUCAS ••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
wA~ENA ............................. ••• •• 
WAUCOMA ........................ • ... • .... 
\IIESTGATE .................... ~ •••• , ., •••••• 
wEST UNION ................. ••••• ... ••• .. 

FLOYD COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CHARLES CITy ............................ 
COLWELL •••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• , •• 
FLOyD •••••• ' ., ., ••••••• , .................. 
MAHBLE ROCK ............................. 
NORA SPRINGS ....................... ••• .. 
ROCKFORD ••• , ••••• , ., .................... 
RUOO ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 

FkANKLIN COUNTY •••••••••••••• , •••••• 

ACKLEY (PART) •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
ALEXANDER ............................... 
CQUL TER •••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••• ' •••• 
DOWS (PART) .............. • ... • ..... • •••• 
GENEVA ••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ............... 

HAMPTON ................................. 
HANSELL •••••••••••• , ••• , ., ••••••• , .' •••• 
LATIMER ......... ; •••••••••• •••••••••• ... 
POPEJOY •• , ••••• , ••••••• , ••••• , ., •••••••• 
SHEFFIELD ............................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

93 036 

673 
85 
30 

154 
401 
109 

62 518 
58 

380 
198 

062 
75 

305 
195 
413 

60 
203 
356 
238 
383 

85 

lq 172 

078 
94 

8 131 
137 
512 
2q7 

26 721 

476 
577 

17 
608 

q9 
688 
524 
499 
502 

79 

193 
233 
354 
203 

2 605 

20 015 

9 181 
102 
385 
%6 
421 
912 
433 

13 172 

50 
251 
263 
111 
202 
428 
126 
397 
148 
057 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

90 609 

410 
79 
28 

148 
344 
105 

62 309 
55 

364 
132 

096 
70 

290 
185 
392 

57 
193 
338 
190 
365 

82 

14 009 

061 
95 

108 
135 
509 
245 

26 898 

~81 
582 

18 
613 

49 
947 
529 
503 
735 

81 

194 
237 
357 
204 
624 

19 860 

9 268 
100 
380 
461 
337 
902 
429 

13 25'5 

49 
2~9 
262 
110 
201 

~ .376 
124 
393 
147 
070 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2.7 

M.I 
7.6 
7.1 
4.1 
4.2 
3.8 
0.3 
5.5 
0.5 
5.8 

-3.1 
7.1 
5.2 
5.~ 
5,~ 

5.3 
5.2 
5.3 

25.3 
4,9 

3.7 

1.2 

1.6 
-1.1 
0.3 
1.5 
0.6 
0.8 

-0.7 

-1.0 
-0.9 
-5.6 
-0.8 

(Z) 
-13.3 
-0.9 
-0.8 
-3.0 
-2.5 

-0.5 
-1.7 
-0.8 
-0.5 
-0.7 

0.8 

-0.9 
2.0 
1.3 
1.1 
6.3 
1.1 
0.9 

-0.6 

2.0 
0.8 
0.4 
0.9 
0.5 
1.2 
1.6 
1.0 
0.7 

-1.2 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

250 

2 899 
2 899 
2 899 
2 899 
3 297 
2 899 
3 4M 
2 899 
3 179 
2 ~04 

2 838 
2 899 
2 899 
2 899 
2 625 
2 899 
2 899 
2 899 
2 899 
2 899 

2 899 

056 

2 871 
3 094 
3 210 
3 09~ 
3 120 
3 094 

985 

071 
962 
071 

2 787 
3 071 
2 829 
3 23~ 
2 ~04 
3 420 
3 071 

3 071 
3 071 
3 071 
3 071 
3 505 

133 

3 q87 
3 177 
3 177 
3 177 
3 025 
3 124 
3 177 

272 

J 310 
3 310 
3 310 
3 310 
3 310 
3 549 
3 310 
3 310 
3 310 
3 164 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

689 

2 952 
2 650 

(5) 
4 961 
2 578 
2 717 
2 827 
2 371 
2 721 
2 077 

2 346 
2 155 
2 377 
2 326 
2 102 

173 
224 
q75 
999 
632 

228 

2 558 

2 087 
1 650 
2 810 
2 468 
2 591 
1 957 

2 qq6 

488 
355 
(5) 

2 216 
3 165 
2 141 
2 757 
1 911 
2 689 
1 741 

2 264 
3 917 
2 139 
1 866 
2 828 

682 

2 9~7 
1 722 
2 869 
2 500 
2 633 
2 639 
2 335 

664 

1 635 
2 287 
2 795 
2 486 
2 594 
2 987 
2 929 
2 888 
2 142 
2 396 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

20.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.9 
(NA) 
22.5 
(NA) 
16.8 
15.7 

21.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA-) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 

19.5 

37.6 
(NA) 
H,2 
(NA) 
20.4 
(NA) 

22.0 

(NA) 
25.8 
(NA) 
25.8 
(NA) 
32.1 
17.3 
25.8 
27.2 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.9 

16.B 

18.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
14.9 
18.4 
(NA) 

22.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
32.1 

I, 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. 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) 

PER CAP I TA MONEY 

POPULATION I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

IESTIMATE) I CENSUS) CHANGE IE,TIMATE) I CENSUS) 

FREMONT COUNTy ...................... 9 476 9 282 2.1 133 2 683 

FARRAGUT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 535 521 2.7 3 394 2 902 

HAMBURG ................................. 646 1 649 -0.2 2 658 2 377 

IMOGENE •• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 198 192 3.1 3 139 1 053 

RANDOLPH ................. ••• ••••• ••••• •• 221 214 3.3 3 139 2 927 

RIVERTON ......................... ••••• •• 341 331 3.0 3 139 2 007 

SIDNEy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• 055 061 -0.6 3 727 2 831 

TABOR IPART> ............. ••• .... ··,·.· •• 870 848 2.6 2 670 2 283 

THURMAN .......................... • ...... 235 230 2.2 ' 3 139 2 924 

GREENE COUNTy ................ • •••••• 12 513 12 716 -J. .6 415 057 

CHURDAN .......................... ••••• •• 586 59A -2.0 2 960 q53 

DANA ..................... ••• ... ••••••••• 
116 118 -1,7 3 701 706 

GRAND JUNCTION ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 9q7 967 -2.1 3 061 :'37 

JEFFERSON •••••••• , ••••••••••••••• " •••• ' 7.35 735 12 ) 3 736 113 

PATON .............................. ••• •• 322 329 -2.1 3 702 239 

RALSTON (PART) ..................... ••• •• 1 1 12) 3 690 (S) 

RIPPEy ••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 31q 270 16.3 3 702 356 

SCRANTON ................. • ••••••• ••••• •• 735 751 -2.1 3 25q 697 

GRUNDY COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 14 391 lq 119 1.9 q96 951 

BEAMAN ••••••••••••••••••• " •• , ., ••••••• ' 227 222 2.3 3 595 3 096 

CONRAD ........................... ••••• •• 956 932 2.6 3 294 2 705 

DIKE. ........................ • ... ••••••• 816 79" 2.8 3 042 2 Lf98 

GRUNDY CENTER ........................... 827 712 Lf.2 3 86q 3 111 

HOLLAND ............................ • .... 265 258 2.7 3 595 2 161 

MORRISON ......................... • ., ••• ' lqO 136 2.9 3 595 2 q03 

REINBECK ......................... ••••• •• 729 711 1.1 3 59Lf 3 111 

STOUT ................................... 201 196 2.6 3 595 2 573 

WELLSBURG •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 772 75q 2.4 4 158 3 q15 

GUTHRIE COUNTy ...................... 12 550 12 2Lf3 2.5 034 454 

ADA IR IPARTl ••••••••••••• ••• ..... ••••••• 59 57 3.5 3 020 933 

BAGLEy ........................... • ... ••• 385 365 5.5 3 020 2 8q3 

BAyARD ............................. ••• •• 662 628 5.4 3 030 2 455 

CASEY IPARTl ..................... ••• ... • 560 530 5.7 2 986 2 420 

GUTHRIE CENTER ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 857 83q 1.3 3 315 2 745 

JAMAICA .................. • ....... ••••• •• 285 271 5.2 3 020 2 549 

MENLO ............................ ••••• •• 411 391 5.1 3 020 2 092 

PANORA ........................... ••••• •• 035 982 5. q 3 q31 2 780 

STUART IPART) .......................... • 061 016 4.4 3 609 2 654 

yALE ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• ... ••••• •• 317 301 5.3 3 020 2 223 

HAMIL TON COUNTy .................. • •• 17 993 18 383 -2.1 4q3 843 

8lA I RSBURG .............................. 277 287 -3.5 3 452 3 102 

ELLSWORTH ........................... '" • q29 4q3 -3.2 3 q52 2 823 

JEWELL .................................. 123 1 152 -2.5 3 640 2 982 

KAMRAR ••••••••••• , ••••••• ' ••••••••••• , •• 235 2q3 -3.3 3 452 2 310 

RANDALL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 173 179 -3.q 3 452 2 79q 

STANHOPE ........................... • ... • q68 qS? -2.9 3 452 2 141 

STRATFORD IPART) ........................ 650 671 -3.1 3 128 2 578 

WEBSTER CITy ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , •• 8 237 R 488 -3.0 3 312 2 848 

WiLLIAMS ................................ 4ql 456 -3.3 452 2 304 

HANCOCK COUNTy ...................... 13 824 13 506 2.q 125 518 

BRITT •••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' •••••• 961 069 -5.2 3 357 2 65q 

CORWITH .......................... ••• .... q2q 431l -3.2 3 209 2 709 

CRYSTAL LAKE ............................ 268 276 -2.9 3 209 3 183 

FOREST CITY IPART) ..................... ' 110 115 -4.3 3 208 3 208 

GARNER ............................. ••• •• 169 257 -3.9 3 319 2 652 

GOODELL .................. ••• ••••• ••••• •• 212 218 -2.8 3 209 3 593 

KANAWHA ............................ ••• •• 798 822 -2.9 3 095 2 434 

KLEMME .................................. 538 'i5q -2.9 3 269 2 571 

WODEN, ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 258 265 -2.6 3 209 2 677 

HARDIN COUNTy .................... • •• 22 001 22 248 -1.1 3 q83 2 932 

ACKLEY (PART) .......................... • 687 7q5 -3.3 3 289 703 

ALDEN .................... ••• ..... ••••• •• 871 876 -0.6 3 563 955 

BUCKEyE .................. , •••••••• '" •• ' lq2 lq3 -0.7 3 545 069 

ELDORA ........................... ••••• •• 148 3 223 -2.3 3 155 828 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

IOWA 7 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

16.R 

17.0 
11.8 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
31." 
17.0 
INA) 

11.7 

20.7 
INA) 
20.7 
20.0 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
20.7 

18.5 

INA) 
21.8 
21.8 
Zq.2 
INA) 
(NA) 
15.5 
INA) 
21.$ 

23.6 

INA) 
INA) 
23.q 
23. q 
20.8 
INA) 
INA) 

23. " 
36.0 
INA) 

21.1 

INA) 
INA) 
22.1 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
21.3 
16.3 
INA) 

24.1 

26." 
II,A) 
(NA) 
INA) 
25.2 
INA) 
27.2 
27.1 
INA) 

18.8 

21.7 
20.6 
INA) 
11.6 



8 IOWA 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 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 pel for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

HUBBARD •••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• , ••••• 8~3 846 -0.'1 ~ 2'11 3 71'1 

IOWA FALLS •••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 310 q5~ -2.2 3 816 3 177 

NEW PROV I DENCE ••••••••• " •••••••••• , •••• 208 208 (Z) 3 545 3 710 

OWASA ...................... • ... • ..... ••• 68 69 -1.'1 3 5~5 2 056 

RADCLIFFE •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 545 548 -0.5 3 217 2 668 

STEAMBOAT ROCK ..................... ••• •• 393 394 -0.3 3 545 2 666 

UNION •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 482 48q -0.'1 3 5'15 2 686 

WHITTEN ................................. 19~ 194 (Z) 3 545 1 967 

HARRISON COU~ITY .................... , 16 895 16 2'10 '1.0 956 510 

DUNLAP ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 217 292 -5.8 2 117 1 695 

UTTLE SIOUX ............................ 247 239 3.3 3 079 1 833 

LOGAN ....................... • ••• ••••••••• 682 526 10.2 3 264 2 770 

MAGNOLIA ................................ 212 206 2.9 3 079 1 540 

MISSOURI VALLEy ...................... ••• 598 519 2.2 3 052 2 478 

MODALE ..................... • ••••• •••••• • 307 297 3.'1 3 079 2 989 

MONDAMIN ................... ••••••• .. ••• • '135 '120 3.6 3 079 2 758 

PERSIA ......................... 0 •••••••• e 
326 316 3.2 3 079 2 658 

PISGAH ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• ••• ••••• •• 297 286 3.8 3 079 3 161 

WOOD8INE ................... • ... • ... ••• •• 302 349 -3.5 2 737 2 307 

HENRY COUNTY ..................... • •• 17 8'15 18 114 -1.5 296 2 859 

COPPOCK (PART) ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• '10 38 5.3 3 285 2 006 

HILLSBORO .................. • ... •••••••• • 252 252 (ll 3 285 2 255 

MOUNT PLEASANT .......................... 6 608 007 -5.7 3 404 3 066 

MOUNT UNION ............................. IH 173 0.6 3 285 2 345 

NE~; LONDON ................. • ..... • .. • ... 895 900 -0.3 3 312 2 966 

OLDS ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 205 206 -0.5 3 285 2 355 

ROME ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 135 135 (2 ) 3 285 2 162 

SALEM .......................... • ........ 456 q58 -0.'1 3 285 1 811 

WAyLAND .................... ••• ...... ••• • 700 702 -0.3 2 835 2 476 

WINFIELD ................... ••• ••• ••••••• 896 897 -0.1 3 375 2 948 

HOWARD COUNTY •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 11 310 11 '1'12 -1.2 943 662 

CHESTE.R ............. " ." .................... 183 181) -1.1 3 480 2 033 

CRESCO ..................... • ......... ••• 724 927 -5.2 3 377 2 537 

ELMA •••••••••••••• , •••••••• •••••••••••• • 591 601 -1.7 3 072 2 351 

LIME SPR INGS •••••••••••••••• '" ••••••••• 490 497 -1.'1 3 480 2 548 

PROTIVIN ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 328 333 -1.5 3 480 2 894 

RICEVILLE (PART) ..................... ••• 361 366 -1.'1 3 480 5 112 

HUMBOLDT COUNTY •••••••••• , ••••••• " • 12 650 12 519 1.0 1~5 63~ 

BODE ......................... ••• ... ••••• 375 372 0.8 3 19'1 3 483 

BRADGATE •••••••••••••••••••• '" ••••••••• 132 Po 1.5 3 194 2 958 

DAKuTA CITy ................ • ....... •• .. • 853 746 14.3 2 773 2 279 

GILMORE CITY (PART) .................. • •• q81 477 0.8 3 194 2 322 

HARDY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 73 73 (2 ) 3 194 1 636 

HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 58d 665 -1.7 3 319 2 831 

LIVERMORE ............................ • •• 515 510 1.0 2 855 2 347 

LUVERNE (PARTl .......................... 67 67 (2) .3 19'1 1 235 

OTTOSEN ................................. 93 93 (ll 3 19'1 3 267 

PIONEER .................... • ..... • .. •••• 57 56 1.8 3 19'1 2 q2~ 

RENI·iICK ............... G ................ ••• 
434 429 1.2 3 19'1 871 

RUTLAI',[) •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• " • 217 215 0.9 3 19'1 707 

THOR ............................... ••••• 21'1 212 0.9 3 194 553 

lOA COUNTY .......................... 9 264 283 -0.2 323 211 

ARTHUR ............................. ••• •• 272 273 -0.'1 3 961 2 934 

BATTLE CREEK ••••••• , •••••••• '" •••••• ' ., 832 837 -0.6 3 051 2 472 

GALVA ................. 0 ••••••••••••••• ••• 
410 q12 -0.5 3 961 3 288 

HOLSTEIN ................................ ~15 445 -2.1 .3 695 2 885 

IDA GROVE •••••••••••••••••• , ., ., •••••••• 268 261 0.3 4 303 3 240 

IOWA COUNTY •••••••••• , ., •••••••••••• 15 5'19 15 '119 0.8 056 ~82 

LADORA ............................... • •• 3n 321 (Z) 3 141 3 196 

MARENGO •••••••••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••• 247 2 235 0.5 2 9'17 2 569 

MILLERSBURG ............................. 189 167 1.1 3 I'll 2 414 

NORTH ENGLISH (PART) ................ •• .. 949 945 0.'1 2 816 2 2'12 

PARNELL ................................. 175 175 (Z) 3 I'll 2 898 

VICTOR (PART} •••••••••••••••••••••• ,.· •• 848 843 0.6 4 039 3 216 

WILLIAMSBURG ......................... • •• 881 807 '1.1 4 026 2 969 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

14.2 
20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

17.8 

24.9 
(NA) 
17.8 
(NA) 
23.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.6 

15.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
11.0 
(NA) 
11.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
14.5 
H.5 

10.6 

(NA) 
33.1 
30.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

19.4 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.2 
21.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

3.5 

(NA) 
23.4 
(NA) 
28.1 
32.8 

23.1 

(NA) 
14.7 
(NA) 
25.6 
(NA) 
25.6 
35.6 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913, 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) 
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POPULATION 

PER CAP IT A I~ONE Y INCOME 
I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

ANDREW ............... , •••••••••••••••••• 
BALDWiN •••••• , ., ••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• , 
BELLEVUE ••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
GREEN ISLAND ................... ••••• •••• 
HURSTVILLE ................. •••••••••••• • 
LA MOTTE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 
MAQUOKETA ...................... ••• ... •• • 
MILES ................ , .................. 
MONMOUTH ••••• , •••••• '" " ••••••••••••••• 
PRESTON •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 

SABULA .................................. 
.oT DONATUS ••••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 
SPRAGUEV I LLE ............................ 
SPRINGBROOK .......................... • •• 
ZWINGLE IPART) ................... • ... • •• 

JASPER COUNTy .................... • •• 

BAXTER ............... , ••• , •••••••••••••• 
COLFAX ............... •••••••••••••••••• • 
KELLOGG ................................. 
LAMBS GROVE ............................. 
LyNNViLLE ........................ ••••• •• 
MINGO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
MONROE ................... • ......... ••••• 
NEWTON ................... ••••• ... •• .. •• • 
PRAIRIE CITY ............................ 
REASNOR .................... • ••• ••••• .... 

SULLy .................... • ... •••••••••• • 
VALERIA ................ ••••••• ... •• .. •• • 

JEFFERSON COUNTY .................... 

BATAVIA ...................... ••• .... •• •• 
COPPOCK (PARTI ........... • ... • ... • ...... 
FAIRFIELD •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
LIRERTYVILLE ......................... • •• 
LOCKRIDGE •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
PACKWOOD ................. • ... • ... • ...... 
PLEASANT PLAIN ....................... ••• 

JOHNSON COUNTY ...................... 

CORALVILLE .............................. 
HILLS ............................ ••••• •• 
IOWA C lTV ............................................................. 

LONE TREE ........................ ••••• •• 
NORTH LIBERTy .......................... • 
OxFORD ........................... ••••• •• 
SHUEYVILLE .............................. 
SOLON •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 
SWiSHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ... • •• 
TIFFIN ............................. • ... • 

UN IVERS lTY HEIGHTS ...................... 

JONES COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

ANAMOSA •• , •• '" •••••••• " •••••• , •••••• ' •• 
CASCADE (PART) ......................... • 
CENTER JUNCTION ......................... 
MARTELLE ......................... ••••• •• 
MONT I CELLO ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' ••• , 
MORLEy ........................... • ..... • 
OLIN ............................. ••••••• 
ONSLOW ••• , ., ••••••• , ., • " ••••••••••••••• 
OXFORD JUNCTION ......................... 
WyOMING ................................ • 

KEOKUK COUNTY ....................... 

DEL TA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " • 
GIBSON ••••••• , ••• , ••• , ., .' •••••••••••••• 
HARPER .................................. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
I ESTIMATE) 

21 308 

3q5 
176 
533 
1-16 

90 
335 
657 
421 
265 
979 

872 
167 
116 
201 
14 

36 429 

808 
459 
622 
246 
391 
267 

1 407 
15 765 

1 217 
290 

703 
97 

15 466 

530 
7 

403 
331 
234 
160 
123 

73 232 

476 
515 

47 502 
908 
312 
693 
183 
927 
556 
305 

204 

19 b12 

985 
397 
170 
337 
698 
123 
702 
251 
661 
740 

13 702 

458 
77 

166 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

20 839 

335 
172 

2 336 
112 

88 
326 
677 
409 
257 
950 

845 
164 
112 
196 

14 

35 425 

788 
2 293 

607 
239 
381 
260 

1 389 
15 619 

1 141 
284 

685 
96 

15 774 

525 
7 

8 715 
329 
232 
157 
121 

72 127 

6 130 
507 

46 850 
834 
055 
666 
154 
837 
417 
299 

265 

19 868 

389 
400 
172 
341 
509 
123 
710 
253 
666 
746 

13 943 

475 
80 

173 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2.3 

3.0 
2.3 
8.4 
3.6 
2.3 
2.8 

-0.4 
2.9 
3.1 
3.1 

3.2 
1.8 
3.6 
2.6 
IZ) 

2.8 

2.5 
7.2 
2.5 
2.9 
2.6 
2.7 
1.3 
0.9 
6.7 
2.1 

2.6 
1.0 

-2.0 

1.0 
(2) 

-3.6 
0.6 
0.9 
1.9 
1.7 

1.5 

5.6 
1.6 
1.4 
8.9 

2~.4 
4.1 

18.8 
10.8 
33.3 

2 .0 

-4.8 

-1.3 

-9.2 
-0.7 
-1.2 
-1.2 
5.4 
(2) 

-1.1 
-0.8 
-0.8 
-0.8 

-1.7 

-3.6 
-3.7 
-4.0 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

900 

3 184 
3 184 
3 588 
3 164 
3 1M 
3 184 
3 522 
3 184 
3 184 
3 143 

J 58? 
3 184 
3 184 
3 184 
3 184 

523 

3 060 
2 809 
3 946 
3 258 
3 258 
3 258 
3 828 
3 923 
3 867 
3 258 

612 
258 

J 097 

2 716 
3 206 
3 225 
3 207 
3 207 
3 207 
3 207 

5~0 

586 
320 
586 

3 462 
3 "396 
2 601 
3 511 
3 609 
3 511 
3 512 

6 037 

2 950 

3 144 
2 990 
2 990 
2 990 
3 351 
2 990 
2 867 
2 990 
2 342 
3 344 

935 

999 
999 
999 

1969 
ICENSUS) 

595 

2 147 
3 603 
3 549 
1 721 

497 
2 b80 
2 923 
5 660 
1 bl~ 
2 572 

2 936 
2 146 
3 176 
1 744 

IS) 

014 

2 541 
2 392 
3 276 
3 602 
3 067 
3 306 
3 231 
3 404 
3 198 
2 685 

2 999 
1 850 

803 

378 
IS) 

2 833 
3 381 
2 137 
2 759 
3 026 

007 

3 1~2 
2 811 
3 025 
2 932 
2 978 
2 203 
2 751 
3 057 
3 273 
2 685 

5 057 

491 

2 566 
2 434 
3 584 
2 397 
2 784 
2 185 
2 390 
3 503 
1 952 
2 788 

455 

995 
048 
973 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

11 ~ d 

INAI 
INA) 
1.1 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
20.t:') 
INA) 
INA) 
22.2 

22.2 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

16.9 

20.4 
17.4 
20.5 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
18.5 
15.2 
20.9 
INA) 

20.4 
INA) 

10.5 

14.2 
INA) 
13.8 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

17.7 

14.1 
18.1 
18." 
18.1 
14.0 
18.1 
INA) 
18.1 
I "A) 
INA) 

19.4 

18.4 

22.5 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
20.4 
INA) 
20.0 
INA) 
20.0 
19.9 

19.0 

INA) 
INA) 
I ~IA) 
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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) 

PER CAP ITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA " 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

HAyESVILLE .............................. 89 93 -4.3 2 999 3 051 

HEDRICK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 762 790 -3.5 2 695 2 212' 

KEOTA •••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••• ••••• •• 979 1 112 -12.0 2 594 1 980 

KESnICK ................................. 247 257 -3.9 2 999 1 759 

KI NROSS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 94 98 -4.1 2 999 2 338 

MARTI NSBURG ............................. 136 140 -2.9 2 999 2 035 

NORTH ENGLl SH (PART) ........ , ............ 19 20 -5.0 2 998 1 135 

OLLIE •••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 259 268 -3.4 2 999 2 625 

RICHLAND ................................ 572 595 -3.9 3 594 2 950 

SIGOURNEy ............................... 129 319 -8.2 3 326 2 866 

SOUTH ENGLISH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 210 218 -3.7 2 999 3 033 

THORNBURG •••••••••• , ., ., •••• '" •••••••• ' 94 98 -4.1 2 999 2 314 

WEBSTER ................................ ' 127 130 -2.3 2 999 3 213 

WHAT CHEER ••••••••• , ., ••••••• , •••••••••• 836 868 -3.7 2 736 2 246 

KOSSUTH COUNTY ••••••• , •••••••••••••• 23 188 22 937 1.1 924 442 

ALGONA ••••••• , ••• , ., ., •••••••••••••••••• 106 032 1.2 3 483 3 010 

BA'ICROFT ••••• " •••• , ••• , ., ••• , •••••••••• 063 103 -3.6 2 224 1 949 

RURT ................................................................. 612 608 0.7 2 432 1 988 

FE'ITON ••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••••••••••• 407 403 1.0 2 990 3 172 

LAKOTA ••••• , ., ••••• , ., ••••• " ••••••••••• 387 385 0.5 2 990 1 951 

LEDyARD ................................ • 242 240 0.8 2 990 2 250 

LONE. ROCK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 167 166 0.6 2 990 3 247 

LUVERNE (PART) ......................... • 314 313 0.3 2 990 3 016 

SWEA CITy •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 779 774 0.6 3 568 2 916 

Tl TONKA •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• , .' 604 599 0.8 3 041 2 485 

WESLEY ••••••• " •••• , ••••• , ••• , •••••••••• 554 548 1.1 987 441 

WEST BEND (PART) ........................ 12 12 (Z) 989 ( S) 

wH I TTEMORE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 663 658 0.8 935 398 

LE.E COUNTY ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' 42 712 42 996 -0.7 280 847 

DONNELLSON ••••• " •• , ••• , ••••••••••••••• ' 809 798 1.4 4 179 3 493 

FORT MADISON ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 13 360 13 996 -4.5 3 603 2 975 

FRANKLIN ............................. • •• 113 111 1.8 3 200 2 496 

HOUGHTON .................................................... 122 119 2.5 3 200 3 402 

KEOKUK ••••• , ••••••• , ••••• , ••• , •••••••••• 13 904 14 631 -5.0 3 206 2 899 

MONTROSE ........ ~ ........................... ,; .... , ....... 745 735 1.4 2 509 2 097 

ST PAUL .......................... • ..... • 132 129 2.3 3 200 2 032 

WEST POINT .............................. 058 045 1.2 2 942 2 465 

LINN COUNTy •••••••• " •••••••••••• ' .' 164 275 163 213 0.7 3 710 3 208 

ALBURNETT ............................... 417 41R -0.2 3 214 3 000 

BERTRAM •••• , ., ••••• ' ••••• , ••••••••• ' • " • 177 177 (2) 3 214 1 711 

CEDAR RAPIDS ......................... • •• 109 897 110 642 -0.7 3 885 3 349 

CENTER POINT ............................ 1 477 1 456 1.4 3 267 2 669 

CE"TRAL CITY ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 1 165 1 116 4 .4 3 293 2 770 

COG(JON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 654 656 -0.3 3 666 3 128 

EL y •••••••••••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••• '" •••• ' 275 275 (Z) 3 214 2 819 

FAIRFAX •••••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 633 635 -0.3 3 074 2 623 

HIAWATHA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 764 416 14.4 3 q86 3 052 

LISf30N ••••••• o •• o ••••••• t •• ~ ••••••••• 0 •• 
374 329 3.4 2 990 2 298 

~ARION ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·.·.·o . 18 403 18 028 2.1 3 724 3 2q3 

MOUI" VeRNON ••••••• , • , '" •••••••• ' ••••• , 2, 917 3 018 -3.3 3 306 2 875 

PALO •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •• ••••• •• 428 430 -0.5 3 214 2 325 

PRAIRIE8URG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 181 182 -0.5 3 214 2 138 

ROP-INS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 660 663 -0.5 3 415 2 914 

SPRINGVILLE .......................... • .' 966 970 -0.4 3 219 2 746 

WALKEK ............................ ·,·.·. , 620 622 -0 ,3 2 626 2 241 

LOUISA COUNTY ....................... 11 172 10 682 4.6 186 666 

COLUI~HUS CITy ........................... 311 312 -0.3 3 204 2 294 

COLUM"US JUNCTION ....................... 131 205 -6.1 4 107 3 312 

COTTtR ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 54 55 -1.8 3 204 2 598 

FREDONIA ............... , ................ 167 168 -0.6 3 204 2 353 

GRANDV lEW •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 354 357 -0,8 3 2Dq 2 557 

LETTS ...................... , ......... • •• q31 4}4 -0.7 3 204 2 372 

MORNING SUN •••••••• _ •••••••••••••••••••• 901 906 -0.6 3 189 2 66J 

OAKVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• '" •• ' 366 369 -O.B 3 204 2 459 

WAPELLO ............................ ••• •• 785 873 -4.7 3 176 2 732 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
21.8 
31.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.8 
16.1 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.8 

19.7 

15.7 
14.1 
22.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.4 
22.4 

22.4 
(NA) 
22.4 

15.2 

19.6 
21.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
10.6 
19.6 
(NA) 
19.4 

15.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
16.0 
22.4 
18.9 
17.2 
(NA) 
17.2 
14.2 
30,1 

14.8 
15.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.2 
17.2 
17.2 

19.5 

(NA) 
24.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
19.8 
(NA) 
16.3 
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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 

LUCAS COUNTy ................. ••••• •• 

CHARITOI' ............. ••• .. ••••••••••••• • 
DERBy ...................... ••• •••••••••• 
LUCAS •• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '" • 
RUSSELL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WILL! AMSON ......................... ' •••• 

LYON COUNTy .................. •••••• • 

ALVORD ................................. , 
0001; ........................... •••••••• • 
GEORGE ••••••••••• , ••••••••• " •••••••• ' •• 
INrIOOD •••••• G •• ' a •••••••• 4 ..... f •• • ........ • 

LARCHWOOD .......................... , ••• , 
LESTER ••••••••••••••• '" ., ••••••• , ••• ' •• 
LITTLE ROCK .......................... ••• 
ROCK RAPIDS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

MADI SON COUNTY ••••••••••••••• , ••• , •• 

BEVINGTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 
EARLHAM •••••••• , ., ••••••• , ••••••••••• ' •• 
EAST PERU .................. • ..... • .. •••• 
MACKSBURG •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
PATTERSON ........................ •••••• • 
ST CHARLES ....................... ••• .... 
TRURO •••• , ., ••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WINTERSET ............................... 

MAHASKA COUNTY ...................... 

BARNES CITY (PART) ••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
BEACON ................. • .. • .. ••• .. ••••• • 
EDDYVILLE (PART) ........................ 
FREMONT. ......................... ••••• •• 
KEOMAH ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• ' .' •••• 
LEIGHTON ........................... ••• .. 
NEW SHARON ................. • ..... •••••• • 
OSKALOOSA .......................... , •••• 
ROSE HILL ........................ • .. • .. • 
UNIVERSITY PARK ......................... 

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

BUSSEy ..................... • ..... •••••• • 
DALLAS ••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• , •••• 
HAMILTON ......................... ••••••• 
HARVEy •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KNOXVILLE ........................ ••••• •• 
MARySVILLE ....................... ••••• •• 
MELCHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 
PELLA ............................ ••••• •• 
PLE ASANTV ILL!'. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SWAN ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ••• , .' • " ••• 

MARSHALL COUNTy •••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

ALBION ••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••• • 
CLEMONS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FERGUSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 
GILMAN ..................... • ..... • ..... • 
HAVERHILL ................ • ..... •••••••• • 
LAUREL ................... ••• ••••• •••••• • 
LE GRAND ................... • ..... • ... ••• 
LISCOMB .................... • ••••• •••••• • 
MARSHALL TOWN ••••••••••• , ., •••••• '" •• ' •• 
MELBOURNE •••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 

RHODES ••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ST ANTHONy ....................... ••••• •• 
STATE CENTER ............................ 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973' 
(ESTIMATE) 

10 398 

968 
16~ 
254 
608 
222 

13 456 

202 
438 
232 
644 
611 
238 
531 
580 

12 364 

58 
036 
195 
150 
128 
470 
382 
721 

22 340 

223 
451 
186 
488 

41 
142 
959 

10 932 
196 
544 

26 835 

515 
453 
192 
225 
503 

94 
946 
005 
331 

58 

42 299 

791 
182 
207 
527 
164 
251 
622 
335 

27 047 
678 

350 
160 
257 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

10 163 

009 
161 
247 
591 
216 

13 340 

204 
437 

1 194 
644 
611 
238 
531 

2 632 

11 558 

54 
974 
184 
142 
120 
443 
359 
654 

22 177 

218 
338 
157 
480 

41 
140 
94'+ 

11 22'1 
192 
534 

26 352 

498 
438 
186 
217 
755 

91 
913 
668 
297 
56 

41 076 

772 
)7-8 
203 
513 
160 
2'+5 
565 
328 

26 219 
661 

3'+7 
156 
232 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2.3 

-0.8 
1.9 
2.8 
2.9 
2.8 

0.9 

-).0 
0.2 
3.2 
(Z) 

(Z) 
(Z) 

(2) 
-2.0 

7.0 

7.4 
6.4 
6.0 
5.6 
6.7 
6.1 
6.4 
1.8 

0.7 

2.3 
33.4 
18.5 
1.7 
(Z) 

1.4 
1.6 

-2.6 
2.1 
1.9 

1.8 

3.4 
3.4 
3.2 
3.7 

-3.2 
3.3 
3.8 
5.1 
2.6 
3.6 

3.0 

2.5 
2.2 
2.0 
2.7 
2.5 
2.4 

45.5 
2.1 
3.2 
2.6 

2.3 
2.6 
2.0 

PER CAPITA I;ONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

01~ 

3 642 
3 073 
3 073 
2 458 
3 073 

829 

2 927 
2 927 
3 527 
3 011 
3 271 
2 927 
2 161 
3 505 

183 

3 241 
3 385 
3 241 
3 241 
3 241 
3 241 
3 241 
3 603 

953 

2 707 
2 707 
2 707 
2 707 
2 707 
2 707 
3 252 
3 206 
2 707 
2 710 

279 

307 
307 

3 307 
3 307 
3' 428 
3 307 
2 941 
3 293 
3 402 
3 307 

660 

2 795 
3 242 
3 242 
3 540 
3 242 
3 242 
3 177 
3 242 
3 897 
3 451 

242 
242 
514 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

536 

2 862 
1 892 
2 069 
2 026 
2 094 

472 

1 755 
2 135 
3 001 
3 044 
2 757 
2 097 
1 U21 
3 133 

651 

320 
761 
031 
919 
592 
183 
664 
052 

528 

1 958 
1 740 
1 739 
2 656 
2 528 
2 247 
2 736 
2 773 
1 916 
2 281 

677 

2 095 
1 933 
1 566 
2 %7 
2 834 
1 176 
2 381 
2 712 
2 653 
1 446 

095 

2 328 
3 469 
2 372 
2 949 
2 364 
2 789 
2 b46 
2 417 
3 316 
2 875 

3 002 
2 016 
3 065 

).8.8 

27.3 
(NA) 
( NA) 
21.3 
( NA) 

14.4 

(NA) 
(NA) 
17.5 
18.6 
18.6 
(NA) 
18.7 
11.9 

20.1 

(NA) 
22.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.3 

16.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(f,A) 
18.8 
15.6 
(NA) 
18.8 

22.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.0 
(NA) 
23.0 
21.4 
19.2 
(NA) 

18.:! 

20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 
17.5 
20.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
13.9 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Cc:mtinued 

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for plac6& of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

MILLS COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• " • 

EMERSON •••••••••••••••••••• " ••••••••••• 
GLENWOOD ................................ 
HASTINGS ............................. • .. 
HENIlEkSON ............................... 
MALVERN •••••••••••• , ••• , ••• ' ••••• , .' ••• , 
PACIFIC JUNCTION ..................... • •• 
SILVER CITy ............ • ... ••• ...... •••• 
TA80R IPART) ....................... ••• .. 

MITCHELL COUNTy ..................... 

CARPENTER ............................ • •• 
MCINTIRE ............................. • .. 
MITCHELL •••••••• ' ••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
ORCHARD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
OSAGE ................................ • ., 
RICEVILLE (PART) ........................ 
ST ANSGAR •••••• , ., ••• , • ~ ., ., ••••• ' ., .' •• 
STACYV ILL£. ........................ ••••• 

MONONA COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 

BLENCOE .................... • ..... • ... •• • 
CASTANA .......................... • ... • •• 
MAPLETON ••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 
MOORHEAD ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
ONAWA ................................ ••• 
RODNEY ••••••• " •••••• " •••• , ••••••••••• , 
SOLDIER •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
TURIN ................................ • •• 
UTE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
WHI T I NG ................................... 

MONKOE COUNTY •••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 

ALBIA ............................ • ... • ., 
EDDYVILLE (PARTl ................. • ... ••• 
LOVILIA .......................... • ...... 
MELROSE .......................... • ... • •• 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• , 

COBURG .................................. 
ELLIOTT •••••••••••••••••• ••••• ••• •••••• • 
GRANT ................................... 
RED OAK •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
STANTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
VILLISCA ............................. • .' 

MUSCATINE COUNTY. " •••• , ••••••• , •••• 

ATALISSA ......................... ••••••• 
CONESVILLE. •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
DURANT (PART) ........................... 
FRUITLAND ............................ • •• 
MUSCATINE •••••••••••••••• " •••• " •• ' • " • 
NICHOLS ................................. 
STOCI(TON ................................ 
wEST LIBERTY ............................ 
WILTON ................................ " 

O'BRIEN COUNTy"" ••• " ••••••••••••• " •• 

Af<CHER ............................... • •• 
CALUMET ••••••• '" •• , .' •••••••••••••••••• 
HARTLEy ................................. 
MOfIETA .................................. 
PAULLINA ................................ 
PR IMGHAk ••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• , 
SAN80RN ................................. 
SHELDON .......................... • ... • •• 
SUTHERLAND. " •••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(eSTIMATE) 

12 522 

513 
406 
244 
226 
160 
537 
290 
117 

12 714 

121 
232 
231 
115 
675 
504 
981 
590 

12 081 

256 
215 
578 
272 
217 

66 
243 
115 
516 
595 

319 

942 
7 

651 
194 

13 389 

38 
4q4 
160 

6 658 
603 
512 

38 294 

251 
302 

4 
147 

22 257 
407 
228 

2 402 
2 001 

17 664 

134 
220 
665 

42 
1 215 
1 010 
1 437 
4 673 

671 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS I 

1.1 832 

484 
4 421 

229 
211 
158 
505 
272 
109 

13 108 

122 
234 
233 
115 
815 
511 
994 
598 

12 069 

255 
211 

1 M7 
271 
154 

66 
242 
115 
512, 
590 

9 357 

151 
7 

640 
192 

12 781 

36 
423 
152 

6 210 
574 
402 

37 181 

244 
295 

4 
142 

22 405 
396 
222 
296 
873 

17 522 

134 
219 

1 694 
41 

257 
995 
465 
535 
875 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

5.8 

6.0 
-0.3 
6.6 
7.1 
0.2 
6.3 
6.6 
7.3 

-3.0 

-0.8 
-0.9 
-0.9 

12) 
-3.7 
-1.'1 
-1.3 
-1.3 

0.1 

0.4 
1.9 

-'1.2 
0.'1 
2.0 
12 ) 
0.4 
(Z) 
0.8 
0.8 

-0.4 

-5.0 
(2 ) 
1.7 
1.0 

4.8 

5.6 
5.0 
5.3 
7.2 
5.1 
7.8 

3.0 

2.9 
2.4 
(Z) 
3.5 

-0.7 
2.8 
2.7 
4.6 
6.8 

0.8 

IZI 
0.5 

-1. 7 
2.4 

-3.3 
1.5 

-1.9 
3.0 

-0.5 

1972 
IESTIMATEI 

155 

3 790 
2 912 
3 790 
3 790 
3 197 
3 831 
3 790 
3 789 

2 948 

3 025 
3 025 
3 025 
3 025 
3 346 
3 301 
3 639 
3 043 

3 110 

3 263 
3 263 
3 881 
3 263 
3 312 
;; 263 
3 263 
3 263 
2 489 
3 315 

877 

3 223 
2 959 
2 392 
2 959 

313 

3 478 
3 479 
3 479 
3 363 
3 176 
2 987 

533 

3 371 
3 371 
3 370 
3 371 
3 644 
3 371 
3 371 
3 518 
4 049 

964 

2 970 
2 970 
3 555 
2 970 
3 772 
2 971 
2 742 
3 140 
3 004 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

3 129 

3 350 
2 525 
4 032 
3 448 
2 815 

IS) 
189 
568 

2 473 

1 794 
1 511 
1 285 
2 378 
2 804 
2 709 
2 986 
2 498 

603 

464 
472 
780 
436 
659 

2 333 
2 121 
3 512 
1 966 
2 618 

350 

674 
IS) 
906 
120 

947 

(S) 
2 122 
2 772 
2 931 
2 691 
2 506 

986 

2 243 
2 759 

IS) 
2 178 
3 085 
2 210 
2 248 
3 159 
3 408 

451 

2 769 
1 917 
2 906 
1 953 
2 634 
2 446 
2 206 
2 695 
2 473 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

0.8 

INAI 
15.3 
INAI 
INA) 
13.6 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

19.2 

(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
19.3 
21.9 
21.9 
21.8 

19.5 

(NA) 
INA) 
39.6 
INA) 
24.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.6 
26.6 

22.'1 

20.5 
INA) 
25.5 
INA) 

12.4 

INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
14.7 
18.0 
19.2 

18.3 

INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.1 
INA) 
INA) 
11.4 
18.8 

20.9 

INA) 
INA) 
22.3 
(NA) 
43.2 
21.5 
24.3 
16.5 
21.5 



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 census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 
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POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS I 

AREA 

OSCEOLA COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 

ASHTON ••••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• , •••••• 
HARRIS ................... • ..... ••••• .... 
MELVIN ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 
OCHEYEDAN ............................... 
SIBLEy .................................. 

PAGE COUNTY •••••••• ,. " ••••••••••••• 

BLANCHARD •••• , •• " ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
BRADDYVILLE ............. " ............. , 
CLARINDA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
CO!N.Q ••••••• ~.e .. f ........ ~.·.·o ......... 
COLLEGE SPRINGS ••••••••••••••• '" ••••••• 
ESSEX •••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 
HEPBURN •••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 
NORTHBORO ............... ,., ............. 
SHAMBAUGH •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SHENANDOAH .............................. 

yORKTOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

PALO ALTO COUNTy .................... 

AyRSHIRE ................................ 
CURLEW ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
CyLINDER ............................. • •• 
EMMETSBURG ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRAETTINGER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MALLARD •••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
RODMAN ............................. ••• •• 
RUTHVEN .................. ••••••••••••• •• 
WEST BEND (PARTI ......... • ........... • .. 

PLYMOUTH COUNTy ..................... 

AKRON ................................... 
BRUNSVI LLE •••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
CRAIG ...................... ••• ••• ••••• •• 
HINTON ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••• , •••••• 
KINGSLEy ••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 
lE MARS ............................ ••••• 
MERRILL •••••••••••• , '" •••• , •••••••••••• 
OyENS ................................... 
REMSEN ••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , •••••••••• 
STRUBLE ................................. 

WESTF IElD •••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 

POCAHONTAS COUNTy ................... 

FONDA .................... ••••• ••• ••• .... 
GILMORE CITY (PARTI .................... • 
HAVELOCK ................................ 
LAURENS •••••••••••••• , ., ••••••••••• , •••• 
PALMER ....................... ; ••••••••••• 
PLOVER ••••••••••••••• " •••• , •••••••••••• 
POCAHONTAS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROLFE •••••••• '" ••••••• , ., ••••• , .' •••••• 
VARINA ........................... • ..... • 

POLK COUNTy ......................... 

ALLEMAN .................. ••• ... • ........ 
ALTOONA •••••••• , ., ••••• , ., •••••••••••••• 
ANKENy .......................... '" ••••• 
BONDURANT •••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• , ., ., .' •• 
CLIVE •••••••••••••••••••••••• , ., •••••••• 
DES MOINES .............................. 
ELKHART •••••••••• , •• '" •••••••••••• ' •••• 
GR!MES ............................................... 
JOHNSTON ................................ 
t~lTCHELLVILLE .......................... ' 

PLEASANT HILL. ......................... • 
POLK CITy .................. •• .... • .. • .. • 
RUNNELLS ................................ 
SHELDAHL (PARTI ...................... ••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATEI 

389 

469 
189 
315 
530 
639 

19 170 

147 
217 
391 
309 
310 
811 

41 
122 
188 
352 

III 

13 364 

246 
96 

136 
309 
921 
390 
105 
719 
865 

24 076 

348 
123 

95 
~77 
096 
601 
n4 
144 
448 

57 

146 

12 059 

917 
271 
232 
669 
246 
122 
127 
719 
133 

294 449 

194 
3 782 

11 082 
475 

3 122 
199 14:; 

275 
854 
348 
466 

590 
732 
364 
170 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS I 

555 

483 
195 
325 
545 

2 749 

18 537 

139 
207 
420 
294 
295 
770 

38 
115 
178 

5 968 

105 

13 289 

243 
95 

133 
4 150 

907 
384 
104 
708 
853 

24 322 

324 
125 

98 
488 
097 
159 
790 
145 
367 

59 

148 

12 793 

980 
289 
248 
792 
264 
129 

2 338 
767 
140 

286 130 

189 
883 
151 
462 

3 005 
201 404 

269 
834 
236 
341 

535 
715 
354 
16A 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-1.9 

-2.9 
-3.1 
-3.1 
-2.8 
-4.0 

J .4 

5 .8 
4.8 

-0.5 
5.1 
5.1 
5.3 
7.9 
6.1 
5.6 
6.4 

5.7 

0.6 

1.2 
1.1 
2.3 
3.8 
1.5 
1.6 
1.0 
1.6 
1.4 

-1.0 

1.8 
-1.6 
-3.1 
-2.3 

(Z I 
-6.8 
-2.0 
-0.7 

5.9 
-3.4 

-1.4 

-5.7 

-6.4 
-6.2 
-6.5 
-6.9 
-6.8 
-5.4 
-9.0 
-6.3 
-5.0 

2.9 

2.6 
31.2 
21.1 
2.8 
3.9 

-1.1 
2.2 
2.4 
5.0 
9.3 

3.6 
2.4 
2.8 
2.4 

1972 
(ESTIMATE I 

021 

3 193 
3 193 
3 19.3 
3 244 
J 420 

' 3 221 

3 221 
3 221 
3 137 
) 221 
3 221 
2 674 
3 221 
3 221 
) 221 
3 656 

221 

065 

3 164 
3 1M 
3 164 
3 320 
2 876 
3 1M 
3 164 
3 757 
3 408 

977 

3 142 
3 008 
3 008 
3 008 
4 269 
3 172 
2 762 
3 008 
3 176 
3 008 

008 

3 171 

2 995 
3 235 
3 235 
3 205 
3 235 
3 235 
3 724 
3 083 
3 235 

116 

4 070 
3 567 
3 935 
4 070 
4 625 
4 051 
4 070 
3 588 
3 464 
3 378 

4 295 
3 284 
4 070 
4 070 

1969 
(CENSUS I 

~98 

1 857 
2 154 
2 296 
2 639 
2 787 

712 

1 114 
2 050 
2 677 
3 427 
2 377 
2 253 
3 \125 
1 710 
2 172 
3 164 

980 

618 

4 099 
2 944 
3 420 
2 748 
2 359 
2 645 
2 332 
3 081 
2 795 

393 

2 442 
2 907 
3 393 
2 390 
3 130 
2 648 
2 204 
2 211 
2 533 
2 ~99 

333 

b86 

2 393 
2 650 
2 479 
2 738 
2 138 
4 468 
2 903 
2 464 
2 529 

3 443 

(S I 
3 016 
3 211 
3 153 
3 843 
3 404 
3 440 
3 114 
3 602 
2 894 

3 291 
2 722 
2 448 
3 335 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

16.3 

(NAI 
(NAI 
(NA I 
22.9 
22.7 

18.H 

(NAI 
(NAI 
17 .2 
(NAI 
(NAI 
18.7 
(NA I 
(NAI 
(NAI 
15.5 

(NA I 

17.1 

(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA I 
20.8 
21.9 
(NAI 
(NAI 
21.9 
21.9 

24.4 

28.7 
(NAI 
( NAI 
(NAI 
36.4 
19.6 
25.3 
( NAI 
25.4 
(NAI 

(NA I 

22.6 

25.2 
(NAI 
("AI 
17.1 
(,<AI 
(NA I 
28. ) 
25.1 
(NA I 

19.5 

(NA I 
18,3 
22.5 
(NAI 
20.3 
19.0 
(NA I 
15.2 
-3.8 
16.7 

30.5 
20.6 
("A I 
(NAI 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, 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 I 

AReA 

URBANDALE. ........... •••••••••••••••••• • 
WEST DES MOINES ............ • ........... • 
WINDSOR HEIGHTS •••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTy ••••••••••••• ••• 

AVOCA •••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••••••• ... 
CARSON ••••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• ' .' •••• 
CARTER LAKE •••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••••••• 
COUNC I L BLUFFS ..................... ••••• 
CRESCENT ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
HANCOCK ................... ••••••••••• .. . 
MCCLELLAND ....... , ..................... , 

MACEDONIA .............. •••••••••• .. •••• • 
MINDEN ............... ••• .... •• .. •• .... • • 
NEOLA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••••••• 

OAKLAND •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 
SHELBY (PART) ........................ • .. 
TREyNOR .............. ••• .... •• ...... •• .. 
UNDERWOOD ................ •••••••••••• .. . 
WALNUT ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• , ., ••••• , 

POWESH I EK COUNTY ................... • 

BARNES CITY (PARTI ....... ••• ... • .. ••• .. • 
BROOKLyN ............................... . 
DEEP RIVER ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• 
GRINNELL ............... •••••••••••••••• • 
GUERNSEY ••••••••••• , ., ., •••• '" " •• , •••• 
HARTWICK ................. •••••••••••• .. . 
IvlALCOM ••••• eo ....... ' ••• , ••• ' ............. . 

MONTEZUMA •••••••••••••• , ., ••••• " •••• " • 
SEARSBORO ................ ••• ... •••••••• • 
VICTOH (PART) ....................... •••• 

RINGGOLD COUNTy •••••••••••••••• ••••• 

BEACONSF IELD ......... , ................. . 
BENTON ••• , •••••• '" •• , ., .' ••••• " •••••• , 
DELPHOS .................. ••••• .. ••••••• • 
DIAGONAL ....... to. 0 •••• • ... • .. •••••••••••••• 

ELLSTON •• ' ••• " •••••••••••••• , • " •••••• , 
KELLERTON •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
MALOY •• , •• '" •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
MOUNT AYR ................ • ............. . 
REDDING •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
SHANNON CITY (PARTI ................... .. 

TINGLEy •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 

SAC COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• 

.................................. 
LAKE viEw::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
LYTTON (PART) ...................... • ... • 
NEMAHA ................... ••• ..... •••••• • 
DDEBOL T •••••••••••••••••• , •••• '" •••••• , 
SAC .................................... . 
SCHALLER ................. ••••• .. • .. •• .. . 
WALL LAKE •••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••••• 

SCOTT COUNTy ••••••••••• ••••••••••••• 

BETTENDORF •••••••••• '" •• ' ••• , '" ••••••• 
BLUE GRASS ••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 
BUFFALO .................. ••• ..... •••••• • 
DAVENPORT, ....................... ••••• •• 
DIXON ................................. .. 
DONAHUE •••••• , ••• ' ••••••• ' ••• , • " •••• ' ., 
DURANT (PART I •••• " .................... . 
ELDRIDGE ............................... . 
LE CLAIRE .............................. . 

LONG GROVE ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 

MCCAUSLAND ............................ .. 
MAySVILLE ................ ••• ........ ••• • 
NEW LIBERTy ................ • ..... ••••• .. 
PANORAMA PARK •••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(E.STlMATEI 

19 008 
18 113 

6 510 

R9 241 

575 
763 

3 373 
61 238 

286 
230 
148 
334 
437 
976 

616 
6 

478 
428 
880 

19 253 

20 
377 
327 

8 593 
94 

101 
396 
401 
140 
108 

6 385 

49 
46 
35 

332 
77 

304 
45 

835 
112 

10 

247 

15 482 

309 
684 
186 
305 
111 
237 
011 
784 
881 

146 352 

23 735 
1 411 
1 488 

98 628 
283 
221 

5 
2 377 
2 692 

276 

231 
176 
146 
224 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS I 

86 991 

535 
756 

3 268 
60 348 

284 
228 
146 
330 
433 
968 

603 
6 

472 
424 
870 

18 803 

20 
410 
323 

8 402 

15 

142 

22 
1 
1 

98 

94 
101 
388 
353 
140 
106 

373 

48 
46 
35 

327 
76 

299 
45 

762 
111 

10 

244 

573 

329 
727 
2'19 
324 
117 
323 
2.68 
835 
936 

687 

126 
032 
51.3 
469 
276 
216 

5 
535 
520 
269 

226 
170 
I'll 
219 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

31.7 
10.2 
3.3 

2.6 

2.6 
0.9 
3.2 
1.5 
0.7 
0.9 
1.4 
1.2 
0.9 
0.8 

0.8 
(Z) 
1.3 
0.9 
1.1 

2.4 

(2 I 
-2.3 
1.2 
2.3 
(2) 
(ZI 
2.1 
3.5 
(2 I 
1.9 

0.2 

2.1 
(2 ) 
(2 ) 
1.5 
1.3 
1.7 
(2 I 
4.1 
0.9 
(2 I 

1.2 

-0.6 

-6.1 
-5.9 
-5.0 
-5.9 
-5.1 
-6.5 
-7.9 
-6.1 
-5.9 

2.6 

7.3 
36.7 
-1.7 
0.2 
2.5 
2.3 
(Z) 

54.9 
6.8 
2.6 

2.2 
3.5 
3.5 
2.3 

1972 1969 PERCENT 
(ESTIMATE I (CENSUS I CHANGE 

4 463 3 795 17.6 
4 857 3 905 24.4 
6 295 5 273 19.4 

366 823 19.2 

3 326 2 778 19.7 

2 990 2 428 23.1 

2 797 2 318 20.7 

3 373 2 819 19.7 

3 494 2 952 (NA I 
3 494 2 670 (NAI 

3 494 1 918 (NA I 

3 494 2 354 (NAI 

3 494 2 409 (NAI 

2 871 2 331 23.2 

3 902 3 427 13.9 

3 493 3 111 (NAI 

3 494 3 643 (NA) 

3 494 2 607 (NAI 

4 802 4 323 11.1 

532 159 11.8 

3 851 (S I (NA) 

4 031 178 26.8 
3 851 2 466 (NA I 

3 960 3 372 17.4 
3 851 1 953 (NA) 

3 851 1 882 (NAI 

3 851 1 866 (NAI 

4 349 5 477 -20.6 

3 851 2 017 (NAI 

3 851 1 848 (NA) 

2 998 555 17.3 

3 052 1 844 (NAI 

3 052 1 819 (NA) 

3 052 4 927 (NA) 

3 052 2 516 (NAI 

3 052 2 116 (NA) 

3 052 1 750 (NA) 

~ 052 1 034 (NA) 

3 086 2 537 21.6 
3 052 1 736 (NA) 

3 051 (S I (NAI 

052 607 (NAI 

150 2 875 9.6 

3 477 3 265 (NA I 

3 1'12 3 128 20.6 

3 611 3 123 15.6 
3 477 2 576 (NAI 

3 477 3 473 (NAI 

2 973 2 201 35.1 

3 547 3 069 15.6 

2 791 2 315 20.6 
3 295 2 733 20.6 

924 294 19.1 

4 667 3 861 20.9 

3 672 3 355 9.4 

3 311 2 752 20.3 

3 837 3 240 18.4 
3 601 2 567 (NAI 
3 601 2 008 (NAI 

3 600 (51 (NAI 

3 506 3 188 10.0 
3 584 3 066 16.9 
3 601 3 432 (NA) 

3 601 2 222 (NAI 

3 601 2 968 (NAI 

3 601 2 487 (NAI 

3 601 2 681 (NAI 

~ •. 
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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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

PLAIN VIEW ............... ••••••••••••• .. 23 23 (Z) 3 600 (S) (NA) 

PRINCETON ........................ ••••• •• 653 633 3.2 3 q38 B35 21.3 

RIVERDALE ............................... 706 68q 3.2 5 764 75q 21. 2 

WALCOTT •••••• , •• '" •••••••• , ••••••••••• , 019 989 3.0 3 956 263 21.2 

SHELBY COUNTY •• , ••••••••••••••••••• , 15 7q6 15 528 l,q nq 2 486 17.0 

DEFIANCE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 398 392 1.5 3 012 1 870 (NA) 

EARLING ••• ; ............................. 5M 573 1.9 1 798 1 493 20.4 

ELK HORN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 681 667 2.1 2 157 1 791 20.q 

HARLAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• • 176 049 2.5 3 556 3 001 18.5 

IRWIN ............................ ••• .... 455 4% 2.0 3 012 2 402 (NA) 

KIRKMAN •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 73 72 1.4 3 012 1 385 (NA) 

PANAMA .................................. 225 221 1.8 3 012 2 Y56 (NA) 

PORTSMOUTH ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ••• , 244 239 2.1 3 012 1 8q8 (NA) 

SHELBY (PART) .................... ••••••• 5q2 531 2.1 3 120 2 591 20.4 

TENNANT ................................. 93 93 (2 ) 3 012 7 310 (NA) 

WESTPHALIA ..................... •••••••• • 125 121 3.3 012 q75 (NA) 

SIOUX COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 28 263 27 996 1.0 699 226 21.2 

ALTON ............................ ••• ... • 936 01A -8.1 3 431 2 73q 25.5 

BOYDEN .................................. , 668 670 -0.3 2 724 2 291 lB.9 

CHATSWORTH ....................... •••••• • 90 90 (Z) 2 723 2 057 ( NA) 

GRANVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 383 383 (2) 2 723 1 568 (NA) 

HAWARDEN ........................... , ••• , 568 789 -7.9 2 951 2 52q 16.9 

HOSPERS ................................. 64q 6q6 -0.3 2 719 2 23q 21.7 

HULL ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
q64 523 -3.9 3 030 2 382 27.2 

IRETON .................................. 581 582 -0.2 2 799 2 300 21.7 

MATLOCK .......................... ••••• •• 89 89 (ll 2 723 1 q77 (NA) 

MAUR I CE •••••••••• , ...................... 266 266 (Z) 2 723 2 356 (NA) 

ORANGE CITy ................ • .... ••• .... • 3 532 3 572 -1.1 3 4qO 787 23.4 

ROCK VALLEy ........................ • .... 2 203 2 205 (ll 2 H4 242 22.'1 

SIOUX CENTER ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 3 706 3 q50 7.4 2 763 303 20.0 

STORY COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• " •••• , 65 120 62 783 3.7 611 068 17.7 

AMES ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • qO 428 39 505 2.3 3 577 3 073 16.4 

CAMBRIDGE •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' ., 679 661 2.7 3 519 2 828 24.4 

COLLINS ............................ , •••• q15 q04 2.7 3 812 3 317 ( NA) 

COLO ........................... • ... ••••• 624 606 3.0 3 722 2 991 2q.4 

GILBERT ................................. 534 521 2.5 3 281 2 636 24.5 

HUXLEY ••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 361 937 45.3 3 q91 2 805 2q.5 

KELLEY ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 241 235 2.6 3 812 2 870 (NA) 

MCCALLSBURG ........................ ••• •• 316 307 2.9 3 812 3 055 ( NA) 

MAXWELL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• ' ., 779 7% 2.8 3 696 2 970 24.~ 

NEVADA .................................. 306 95? 7.1 3 686 3 20q 15.0 

ROLAND ............................. ••• •• 828 803 3.1 2 95~ 2 374 2q.4 

SHELDAHL (PART! ...................... • •• 100 98 2.0 3 812 2 bq1 (NA) 

SLATER ••••••• " •• , ., ••••••••••••••••• , ., 1 138 09q 4.0 3 988 3 127 27.5 

STORY CITy ....................... ••••••• 2 325 10Q 10.5 3 iq6 2 540 23.9 

ZEARING •••••• , ••••• q •••••••••• t ••••••• I' 550 535 2.8 3 230 2 600 2Q.5 

TAMA COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 20 274 20 1q7 0.6 177 592 22.6 

CHELSEA ................................. 38q 381 0.8 3 160 2 223 (NA) 

CLUTIER ................................. 277 275 0.7 3 160 2 132 ( NA) 

DYSART ••••••• , '" •••••••••••••••• " ••••• 330 251 6.3 4 3q7 3 qq2 26.3 

ELBERON •••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ., • " ••••• 205 203 1.0 3 160 2 111 (NA) 

GARWIN ........................... ••••• .' 566 563 0.5 2 965 2 q~l 21.; 

GLADBROOK •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• " • '" • 968 961 0.7 3 080 3 030 21.5 

LINCOLN ................................. 185 1BLI 0.5 3 160 2 485 (NA) 

MONTOUR ••••• '" •••••••••• , ••••••••••• ' ., 336 334 0.6 3 160 2 087 (NA) 

TAMA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 3 003 000 0.1 3 101 2 487 2q.7 

TOLEDO ............................... • •• 2 '132 361 3.0 3 254 2 7~7 18.5 

TRAER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 676 1 682 -o.q 625 130 15. p, 

VINING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 71 71 (Z) 160 ()67 (NA) 

TAYLOR COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• '" • 619 8 790 -1.9 2 723 2 278 19. :. 

ATHELSTAN •••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• " " •• , 64 65 -1.5 2 791 d02 (NA) 

BEDFORD ................................. 736 733 0.2 3 260 2 912 12.0 

BLOCKTON ••••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 2M 273 -3.3 2 791 1 324 (NA) 

CLEARF I ELD ••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 420 Q30 -2.3 2 791 2 on (NA) 

CONWAy .................................. 88 91 -3.3 2 791 1 125 (NA) 

GRAVITy •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 278 286 -2.8 1 798 744 (NA) 

LENOX ................................... 1 162 1 215 -4.~ 2 933 2SQ 28.4 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, 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. 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

AREA 

NEW MARKET ............................. . 
SHARPSBURG ••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••••• , 

UN ION COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AFTON •••• , ., ., ••••••••••••••• " ••••••••• 
ARISPE ................................. . 
CRESTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CROMWELL ............................... . 
KENT ••••••• , ., •••••• '" •••••••• , ••••••• , 
LORIMOR ............................ ••• •• 
SHANNON ClTY (PARTI ................ • .. .. 
THAyER ............................. ••• •• 

VAN BUREN COUNTy ................. ••• 

BIRMINGHAM ......................... ••••• 
BONAPARTE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
CANTRIL •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
FARMINGTON ............................. . 
KEOSAUQUA •••••••••••••••••• ••••• ... ••• •• 
MILTON ................................ ••• 
MOUNT STERLl NG ......................... . 
STOCKPORT.. ............................. . 

WAPELLO COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

AGENCy ............................. ••••• 
BLAKESBURG ••• , ••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••• , 
CHILLICOTHE .......................... • •• 
EDOYVILLE (PARTI ............... • ... ••••• 
ELDON •••• , ••••••••••• , •••••••••• '" " ••• 
KIRKVILLE .......................... ••• •• 
OTTUMWA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

,IARREN COUNTy .................. ••••• 

ACKworHH ........................... • ... . 
CARLISLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
CUMMING ............................ ••• •• 
HARTFORD ............................... . 
INDIANOLA •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
LACONA ................................. . 
MARTE NSDALE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MILO ................................. ••• 
NEW VIRGINIA ....................... ••••• 
NORWALK .......................... ••••• •• 

ST MAi{YS ............................. ••• 
SANDyVILLE ............................. . 
SPRING HILL .......................... ••• 

WASHINGTON COUNTY .................. . 

AINSWORTH .......................... ••• •• 
8RIGI1TOI'l ...... ~ ••••••••••• t.* •••••• ••••••• 
COPPOCK •••••••• , ••••• , ••••• , '" ••••••••• 
CRAWFORDSV ILLE ......................... , 
KALONA ••• , ••• , ••••••• " •••••••••• ' .' •••• 
R IVERSllJE .......................... ••••• 
WASHINGTON ........................... • .. 
wELLMAN ....... It ........ , .... , ••• , ............ . 

wEST CHESTER ........................... . 

WAYNE COUNTy ..................... • .. 

ALLERTON .............. , ...................... "." 
CLlO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
CORyDON ................................ . 
HU~ESTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
Ll~'EVILLE .............................. . 
MILLERTON .......................... ••• •• 
PROMISE CITy ....................... ••••• 
SEYMOUR •• , ••••••••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE 1 

487 
102 

13 742 

826 
92 

328 
168 

87 
348 

90 
99 

672 

449 
548 
256 
796 
009 
563 

87 
333 

42 033 

611 
404 
128 
834 
288 
223 

28 825 

30 771 

126 
630 
219 
672 
577 
491 
353 
648 
522 
029 

119 
103 
152 

18 BOO 

441 
613 

13 
280 
545 
7M 

6 037 
1 068 

193 

422 

640 
112 
741 
671 
381 

83 
149 
926 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 
(CENSUS 1 CHANGE 

501 -2.8 
106 -3.8 

13 557 1.4 

823 0.4 
93 -1.1 

234 1.1 
168 (ZI 

86 1.2 
346 0.6 

90 (2) 
100 -1.0 

8 64.3 0.3 

452 -0.7 
517 6.0 
258 -0.8 
800 -0.5 
018 -0.9 
567 -0.7 

87 (Z 1 
334 -0.3 

42 149 -0.3 

610 0.2 
403 0.2 
126 1.6 
781 6.8 
319 -2.4 
222 0.5 

29 610 -2.7 

27 432 12.2 

111 13.5 
246 17.1 
189 15.9 
582 15.5 
852 8.2 
424 15.8 
306 15.4 
561 15.5 
452 15.5 
745 16.3 

105 13.3 
89 15.7 

131 16.0 

18 967 -0.9 

455 -3.1 
632 -3.0 

13 (21 
288 -2.8 

1 488 3.8 
758 3.4 

6 317 -4.4 
977 9.3 
199 -3.0 

R 405 0.2 

643 -0.5 
113 -0.9 
745 -0.2 
673 -0.3 
385 -1.0 

82 1.2 
148 0.7 
931 -0.5 

Estimates of percent change 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
(DOLLARSI 

1972 1969 
(ESTIMATEI (CENSUS 1 

2 540 075 
2 791 899 

960 429 

3 015 2 484 
2 950 2 517 
3 228 2 683 
2 950 1 089 
2 950 2 180 
2 950 2 044 
2 950 1 346 
2 950 2 128 

515 150 

2 611 2 814 
2 331 2 562 

611 1 981 
2 669 2 202 
3 211 2 549 
2 494 2 058 
2 611 2 473 
2 611 2 309 

328 735 

558 2 751 
3 311 4 019 
3 311 2 149 
3 415 2 641 
2 683 2 037 
3 311 2 378 
3 410 2 815 

384 838 

3 351 1 659 
3 601 3 013 
3 351 2 023 
2 984 2 529 
3 412 3 027 
3 351 2 082 
3 351 2 385 
3 984 3 378 
3 351 2 097 
3 779 3 491 

351 025 
351 741 
351 857 

411 893 

3 515 027 
3 370 776 
3 515 (S 1 
3 515 3 526 
3 595 3 000 
2 937 2 420 
3 586 3 035 
3 320 2 735 
3 515 4 139 

826 360 

3 069 2 650 
2 905 2 120 
3 544 2 761 
2 564 2 070 
2 905 2 799 
2 905 1 570 
2 905 2 112 
2 823 2 280 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

22.4 
(NAI 

21.9 

21.4 
(NAI 
20.3 
(NAI 
(NAI 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NAI 

17.0 

(NA 1 
-9.0 
(NAI 
21.2 
26.0 
21.2 
(NAI 
(NAI 

21.7 

29.3 
(NA 1 
(NA 1 
29.3 
31.7 
(NA) 
21.1 

19.2 
I' ,( i; 

(NAI 
19.5 
(NAI 
18.0 
12.7 
(NAI 
(NA 1 
17.9 
(NA) 
8.2 

(NAI 
(NAI 
(NAI 

17.9 

(NA 1 
21.4 
(NAI 
(NAI 
19.8 
21.4 
18.2 
21.4 
(NA) 

19.7 

15.8 
(NA 1 
28.4 
23.9 
(NAI 
(NA 1 
(NAI 
23.8 
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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) 

IOWA 17 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

WEBSTER COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

BADGER ........................... ••••• •• 
BARNUM ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 
CALLENDER .......................... ••• •• 
CLARE •••••••••• , ••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
DAYTON ••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••• , 
DUNCOMBE ............................. • •• 
FORT DODGE ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• , 
GOWRIE .................................. 
HARCOURT ............... ,. '" •••••••••••• 
LEHIGH .................................. 

MOORLAND ................................ 
OTHO ............................. ••••• •• 
STRATFORD (PART) ........................ 
VINCENT .............................. • •• 

WINNEBAGO COUNTy .................... 

BUFFALO CENTER ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
FOREST CITY (PART) ...................... 
LAKE MILLS .............................. 
LELAND .......................... ,' •••••• ' 
RAKE ............................. ••••• •• 
SCARVILLE ............................... 
THOMPSON ........................... ••• •• 

WINNESHIEK COUNTY •• , •••••••••••••••• 

CALMAR ....................... • ••• ••••• •• 
CASTALIA ................................ 
DECORAH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FORT ATKINSON ........................... 
JACKSON JUNCTION ........................ 
OSSIAN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• , 
RIDGEWAy ......................... ••• ... • 
SPILLVILLE .............................. 

WOODBURY COUNTY ..................... 

ANTHON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BRONSON ................................. 
C ORRECTl ONV I LLE .................... ' •••• 
CUSHING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DANBURy .............................. • •• 
HORNiCK .............................. • .. 
LAWTON ••••• , ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , •••• 
MOVILLE ............................ • •••• 
OTO .................. • ••••••• ••••••••• •• 
PIERSON ................................ , 

SALIX .................... • ..... ••••••••• 
SERGEANT BLUFF ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
SIOUX CITY ............................. • 
SLOAN •• , ••••••••• , ., ••••• " ••••••••••••• 
SMITHLAND •••••••••• , ••••••••• ' ••••• , •••• 

WORTH COUNTy ........... , ............ 

FERTILE ................................. 
GRAFTON •••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••• 
HANLONTOWN ........................... • •• 
JOiCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
KENSETT •••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••• , •••••••• 
MANLy ••••••• ' ••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• 
NORTHWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WRIGHT COUNTy ....................... 

BELMOND ................................. 
CLARION •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
DOWS (PART) .......................... • •• 
EAGLE GROVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GALT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
GOLDFIELD ............................... 
ROWAN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WOOLSTOCK ............................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973' 
(ESTIMATE) 

q7 527 

q53 
1q6 
410 
2q3 
923 
409 

30 722 
1 193 

297 
722 

264 
569 

40 
199 

14 044 

1 006 
4 212 
2 143 

235 
344 

85 
632 

22 238 

025 
218 

7 798 
351 
110 
877 
226 
374 

104 363 

714 
194 
872 
206 
530 
250 
406 
237 
205 
421 

389 
2 171 

s5 648 
802 
296 

9 110 

403 
260 
186 
206 
:370 
358 
051 

17 238 

507 
063 
666 
363 

51 
721 
230 
221 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

q8 391 

q65 
147 
1121 
249 
909 
418 

31 263 
1 225 

305 
739 

269 
581 

39 
204 

12 990 

1 118 
3 726 
2 124 

223 
324 

81 
600 

21 758 

008 
210 

7 703 
339 
106 
847 
218 
361 

103 052 

711 
193 
870 
204 
527 
250 
406 

1 198 
203 
421 

387 
1 164 

85 925 
799 
293 

8 984 

394 
254 
182 
201 
361 
294 
950 

17 294 

2 358 
2 972 

667 
4 489 

50 
722 
231 
22? 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-1.8 

-2.6 
-0.7 
-2.6 
-2.4 
1.5 

-2.2 
-1. 7 
-2.6 
-2.6 
-2.3 

-1.9 
-2.1 

2.6 
-2.5 

8.1 

-10.0 
13.0 
0.9 
5.4 
6.2 
4.9 
5.3 

2.2 

1.7 
3.8 
1.2 
3.5 
3.8 
3.5 
3.7 
3.6 

1.3 

0.4 
0.5 
0.2 
1.0 
0.6 
(2) 
(2 ) 
3.3 
1.0 
12 ) 

0.5 
86.5 
-0.3 
0.4 
1.0 

1.4 

2.3 
2.4 
2.2 
2.5 
2.5 
4.9 
5,2 

-0.3 

6.3 
3.1 

-0.1 
-2.8 
2.0 

-0.1 
-0.4 
-0.5 

1972 
(f.STIMATt.I 

382 

3 120 
3 120 
3 120 
3 120 
3 337 
3 120 
3 544 
3 526 
3 120 
2 908 

3 120 
2 493 
3 120 
3 120 

660 

2 911 
5 955 
2 826 
3 667 
3 667 
3 667 
4 014 

635 

2 583 
3 014 
3 169 
3 014 
3 OH 
2 353 
3 014 
3 014 

459 

2 249 
3 192 
2 618 
3 192 
2 618 
3 192 
3 192 
4 000 
3 192 
3 192 

3 192 
3 564 
3 56q 
3 168 
3 192 

3 281 

3 575 
3 575 
3 575 
3 575 
3 575 
3 046 
3 595 

815 

3 528 
3 397 
4 128 
3 357 
3 832 
4 147 
3 832 
3 832 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

872 

2 857 
3 178 
2 175 
2 029 
2 730 
2 219 
3 047 
2 922 
3 098 
2 379 

2 849 
2 040 
4 791 
2 343 

812 

2 815 
3 043 
2 850 
3 351 
3 057 
5 636 
3 064 

:'.138 

2 048 
2 228 
2 651 
2 123 
1 674 
2 007 
2 207 
2 614 

OS3 

1 792 
1 965 
2 086 
2 294 
2 086 
1 974 
3 427 
3 181 
1 316 
2 521 

2 071 
2 722 
2 952 
2 524 
2 249 

923 

2 245 
2 574 
3 337 
3 007 
3 039 
2 597 
2 937 

101 

2 891 
2 783 
3 323 
2 tj50 
2 839 
3 339 
2 627 
3 226 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

17.8 

INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.2 
(NA) 
16.3 
20.7 
(NA) 
22.? 

(NA) 
22.2 
(NA) 
INA) 

30.2 

3.4 
95.7 
-0.8 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.0 

3.8 

26.1 
iNA) 
19.'5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.0 

25.5 
("A) 
25.5 
(NA) 

25.5 
(NA) 
INA) 
25.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 

INA) 
30.9 
20.7 
25.5 
INA) 

12.2 

INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
17.3 
22." 

23.0 

22.0 
22.1 
24.2 
17 .8 
(NA) 
24.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
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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) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 
Af\EA 

~----------,------------,------~-------,-------,~----

MUL T I-COUNTY PLACES 

ACKLEy .................................. 
ADAIR ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BARNES CITy ............................. 
CASCADE ................................. 
CASEy ................................... 
COPPOCK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DOWS .................................... 
OUR ANT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DyERSVILLE ..... "." •• ,., ............... 
EDDyVILLE ...... " •• , .. , ..... , ..... , .... , 

EDGEIVOOD, •••••••••• , ., ••• , • , •••• '" ••••• 
FAIR8ANK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
FOREST ••••••• , ••••••• , ••••• , ••••• " •••• ' 
G ILMOKE CIT-Y ............................ 
JANESVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LUVERNE ••••• '" •••••• , ••• , ••• , ••• ' ., ." • 
LyTTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NORTH ENGLiSH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RALSTON ................. , ••••• , ......... 
RICEVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SHANNON CITY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SHfLBY •• ~" ••••• " .............. ., ......................... 
SHELDAHL ••••• " •••• , ••••••••• , ••••••• ' •• 
STRATFORD ............................... 
STUART ••••••••••••• , •••••• , •••• , ." •••• , 
TABOR ................................... 
VICTOR •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WEST BEND ........... ., ............ ., ........... ., ••• 
ZWINGLE ................................. 

S DOES NOT MEET PUBLICA nON STANDARQS. 
Z LESS ThAN 0.05 PERCENT. 

JULY I, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

737 
761 
243 
798 
591 

60 
777 
464 
450 
027 

786 
807 
322 
752 
773 
381 
357 
968 
129 
865 

100 
548 
292 
690 
403 
987 
956 
877 

99 

trHE FIGUR[ SHOWN HERE FOf{ THE STATE INCLUDES ALL CORRECTIONS 
OFfiCIAL STATE COUNT. THE OFFICIAL 1970 CENSUS 5T ATE COUNT IS 2 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

794 
750 
238 
744 
561 

58 
777 
472 
437 
945 

786 
810 

3 Ml 
766 
Hi 
380" 
37B 
965 
129 
877 

100 
537 
285 
710 
354 
957 
949 
865 

96 

MADE TO THE LOCAL 
825 041. 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-3.2 
1.5 
2.1 
3.1 
5.3 
3.4 
(2 ) 

-0,5 
0,4 
8.7 

(2) 
-0.4 
12.5 
-1.8 
4.3 
0.3 

-5.6 
0.3 
(2) 

-1.4 

(2 ) 
2.0 
2.5 

-2.8 
3.6 
3.1 
0.7 
1.4 
3.1 

POPULAT IONS 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

3 290 
3 318 
2 801 
3 229 
3 OH 
3 326 
4 011 
3 530 
3 IH 
3 284 

2 865 
2 802 
5 884 
3 209 
2 987 
3 026 
3 459 
2 820 
2 879 
3 376 

2 960 
3 124 
3 908 
3 128 
3 584 
2 802 
4 Ot8 
3 402 
2 939 

SUBSEQUENT TO 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

2 678 
2 663 
2 182 
2 552 
2 423 
1 810 
3 173 
2 880 
2 708 
2 454 

3 058 
2 361 
3 047 
2 433 
2 363 
2 788 
2 675 
2 198 
1 952 
3 739 

1 394 
2 776 
3 236 
2 693 
2 565 
2 434 
3 117 
2 845 
2 546 

THE RELEASE OF 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

22.9 
24.6 
(NA) 
26.5 
24.4 
(NA) 
26.4 
22.6 
17.2 
33.8 

-6.3 
18.7 
93.1 
31.9 
26.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
28.3 
(NA) 
-9.7 

(NA) 
12.5 
(NA) 
16.2 
39.7 
15.1 
28.9 
19.6 
(NA) 

THE 



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 

1973 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 
Connecticut 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 


