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This report is one of a series containing current 
estimates of the population and per capita money 
income for selected areas in each State. The population 
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. 

Table 1 shows July 1, 1973 estimates of the 
population of each area together with adjusted April 1, 
1970 census populations (see "Population Base" sec
tion below) and percent change. In addition, the table 
presents per capita money income esti mates 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 

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

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

These 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 esti mates of per 
capita income were obtained by updating the per 
capita value directly rather than by updating of 
population and aggregate money income. Conse
quently, for these areas the estimates of per capita 
income to a large extent were derived independent of 
the population esti mates. 2 

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

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

2 Under the Act allocations at the State level are based on 
the interaction of "tax effort," population, and per capita 
income. Below the State level the allocations are essentially 
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 
{6 relate tothe population Ufider' 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 enroll ment statistics were not available 
below the county level for application o·f this modifica
tion to incorporated places and MCD's. 

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

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

Natural Increase. For the natural increase compo
nent, annual births 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 esti mation period (1970-1973) based on 
administrative record data and applying this rate to the 
appropriate 1970 population base. Net migration from 
the administrative records was developed as follows: 

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

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

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

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

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

By definition immigrants arriving since 1970 could 
not be in the 1969 tax file. Consequently net i mmigra
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 1he unincorporated balance of county. Annexa
tions through 1972, when recognized (see "Population 
Base" above), were allowed for by adjusting the 1970 
base population of the place by the population of the 
annexed area, and the annexed area thus was assumed 
to share the migration rate of the incorporated place 
annexing it. For annexations occurring in 1973 the 
growth rate of the area being annexed from was used. 

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

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

The estimates for the geographic areas in each 
county were adjusted to an independent county 
esti mate 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 eqUillly 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 estimates 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. 

'" 
County estimates in turn were adjusted to be 

consistent with independent State esti mates 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 
esti mated mean or average amount of total money 
income received during calendar year 1972 by all 
persons residing in a given political jurisdiction in April 
1973. The 1972 PCI estimates are based on data from 
the 1970 census, or later special censuses, and reflect 
corrections to the census data as well as changes in 
income, population, and geographic boundaries which 
have occurred since 1970. 

Total money income is the sum of: 

• Wage or salary income 
• Net nonfarm self-employment income 
• Net farm self-employment income 
• Social Security or railroad retirement income 
• Public assistance income 
• All other income such as interest, dividends, 

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

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

Receipts from the following sources are not in
cluded as income: Money received from the sale of 
personal property; capital gains; the value of income 
"in kind" such as food produced and consumed in the 
home or free living quarters; withdrawal of 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 esti mates 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 esti mates 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 su m of these 
1972 aggregates for each State by the esti mated April 
1973 population. The percent change in wage and 
salary income, as reflected by the I RS data, was used 
to update the 1970 census wage and salary amount, 
while the remaining income types were carried forward 
using the percent change implied in estimates devel
oped by the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA). 

For the county estimates, the same general tech
nique was used except that, instead of carrying forward 
the 1970 census aggregates, the per capita amount for 
each income type was brought forward. The updating 
of per capita amounts rather than aggregates was done 
to minimize any errors in the PCI estimates due to 
errors in the assignment of geocodes to the I RS data 
and errors in the population estimates. Census wage 
and salary per capita income amounts were updated 
using the percent change in the 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 esti mates, and the resulting county 
aggregates were adjusted to the State aggregates. For 
each county the aggregate a mounts 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 I RS 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 PC I esti mates for these govern mental 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 
esti mates 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 
estimates 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 
di rectly comparable with esti mates of personal income 
prepared by the Bureau of Economic Analysis of the 
Department of Commerce (BEA). The lack of corre
spondence stems from the following differences in 
definition and coverage. 

1. Income definition. The personal income series 
include, among other items, the following types of 
money and non money income which are not included 
in 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 living quarters, income received from roomers 
and boarders residing in households, employee contri
butions for social insurance and income from private 
pensions and annuities, which are not included in the 
personal income series. 

2. Coverage. The 1972 per capita money income 
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 8EA. It should be noted 
that since the 1972 per capita incomes are built upon 
the census Jmounts, they will tend to reflect the same 
relative "short-fall" as existed in the census. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

Accuracy of the population estimates. Tests of the 
accuracy of methods employed in the State and county 
estimates appearing in Current Population Reports, 
Series P-25 and P-26 have been well documented. The 
results of tests against the 1970 census at the State 
level are contained in Series P-25, No. 520, 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 

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

Table A summarizes the percentage differences for 
1973 at the State level between the admin istrative 
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 
and over 

1.5 to 4 
million 

Less than 
1.5 million 

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

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

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

0.6 

51 

40 
9 
2 

0.3 

16 

16 
o 
o 

0.7 

18 

13 
4 
1 

'By region: Northeast 0.6 percent; North Central 0.7 percent; South 0.6 percent; West 
0.6 percent. 

0.9 

17 

11 
5 
1 
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esti mates. As can be noted, there is very close 
agreement between the esti mates, 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 
esti mati on 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 10,000 population it's ~ I 
almost twice as large (4.0 p9rcent). 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 

Items 
All 

25,000 10,000 1,000 
with less 

counties 50,000 than 1,000 
Total to to to 

or more 
50,000 25,000 10,000 

population 

-----

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) 1 ........ 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 per<:::nnt ...... , •... 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 8y 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 
p~riod 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 1970-73 Test. For the .1970 to 1973 period 
comparisons are available for 86 areas where special 
censuses had been taken for this very purpose. The 
areas were randomly selected nationwide, and are 
"representative" of areas with population of less than 

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

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

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

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

Population of 

All 
Incor-

Item porated Counties 50,000 
areas 

places 
Over 

to 
200,000 

100,000 

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

Number 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 expected, accuracy of the estimates decreases 
with increasing rate of growth. 

On the other hand, the administrative record-based 
esti mates did not fare as well for the 165 areas for 
which special censuses had been taken at the request of 
localities (table F). The average difference for all areas 
was in excess of 10 percent (13.6); with the very 
largest differences occurring for the very smallest of 
areas. The difference is cut almost 'in half to 7.5 
percent if we el iminate places of under 1,000 population 
from consideration; the difference is further reduced to 
less than 6 percent (5.9) when only places over 2,500 
population are included. There was a strong negative 
directional bias; all of the estimates understated the 
population. It should be noted that the places included 
in this part of the analysis are not representative of all 
the general areas for whiCh estimates are being 'gener
ated. Their size, rates of growth, and degree of 
annexations taking place make them "unique" and 
difficu It 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 estimated PCI and 
those obtained in the special censuses were within 
sampling variability at the 95 percent level of confi
dence. In effect, PCI did not change enough in the 
1970-72 period in most instances to move outside of 
the relatively large range of sampling variability associ
ated with the 1970 census results. Thus, it is not 
possible to obtain a reliable reading or even rough 
approximations on the accuracy of the updated PCI 
using the 86 areas as standards. 

Summary Evaluation. The above analysis suggest 
that the population estimation system using adminis
trative records yields results that compare favorably 
with existing methods and provides acceptable esti
mates, systematically, in geographic detail on a current 
basis not available from any other known source (short 
of a full-scale census). The margin of these differences 
is reasonable and within the limit of what might be 
expected of such intercensal estimates. The level of 
accuracy of the estimates implied by the test results 
would appear to be acceptable for most uses where 
current population figures are required. It is in line 
with the quality level recommended or proposed for a 
variety of legislative purposes. For example, it has been 
proposed that sample survey data to be used, in part, 
for the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 
(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. 
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Table D. PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS 
ESTIMATES AND 86 SPECIAL CENSUSES; 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Number of areas with differences of 
Average 

Area 
percent 

10 
diffcr- Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 
encc 2 percent percent percent 

percent 
and over 

-

IX 

All arcas (86) ' ............ 5.9 32 IS 20 16 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) ............• 4.6 26 J.:l l.1 6 
Under 1,000 population (27) ....• , 8.6 6 5 6 10 

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

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

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Distribution of differences between estimate 

Rate of change, percent 
Total and special census 

1970 to 1973 differ-
number of 

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 I 

ESTIMATES AND 165 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Distribution 

of change, 
Average Total of differ-

Rate 
percent number between ences 

1970 to 1973 
difference 1 of places estimate and 

special census 

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

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

- Represents zero. 
lDisregarding sign. 

The estimates 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 
seleeted States, the subcounty estimates were also 
merged with locally produced estimates prepared by 
State agencies participating with the Census Bureau in 
the Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Popu
lation Estimates. Thus, the final set of estimates 
incorporates as much data as possible on population 
change for geographic areas throughout the country 

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

The system is weakest at the very smallest area level, 
however, particularly for small places where unusual 
activities are underway such as very rapid population 
growth or substantial annexations. Yet even for such 
places, as noted above, the estimates generated here are 
better refleetions 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 esti mates are normally 
presented in Bureau reports rounded to the nearest 
hundred and State population estimates to the nearest 
thousand. 



RELATED REPORTS 

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

XI 

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

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

ERRATA NOTE 

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

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

Official 1970 
census State 

Report No. State count 

548 Arizona 1,772,482 

551 Colorado 2,207,259 

563 Louisiana 3,643,180 

564 Maine 993,663 

565 Maryland 3,922,399 

572 Nebraska 1,483,791 

579 North Dakota 617,761 



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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY I, 1973 
,NSUS CHANGE 

1972 1969 
( IESTIMATE) ICENSUS) 

KANS. 1 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE IESTIMATE) 

--------"-~. r-.--------f-------
------.~---~~--,-.~------"-----

STATE OF KANSAS~ & ...... ~ ....... ~. ~. ~ 264 328 '2 249 389 0.7 681 2 929 25.7 

ALLEN COUNTY ••••• , .................. 15 597 15 043 3.7 985 . 2 373 25.8 

BASSETT •••••••••••••• , ., •••••••••••••••• 65 62 q v 8 3 647 3 757 INA) 

ELSMORE ................................. 117 116 0.9 3 401 2 223 INA) 

GAS •••••••••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 451 438 3.0 2 672 2 '163 INA) 

HUMBOLDT •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 382 249 5.9 3 160 2 '194 26.7 

lOLA ..................... ••••• ..... ••••• 6 7H 493 3.4 3 069 2 548 20.4 

LA HARPE ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 526 509 3.3 1 955 1 576 24.0 

MILDRED •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 42 ~2 12 ) 2 953 IS) INA) 

MORAN ................................... 565 550 2.7 2 3 118 885 2~.6 

SAVONBURG ••••• , ........................ , 110 109 0.9 3 401 931 (NA) 

CARL YLE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 288 281 2 0 5 2 953 915 INA) 

COTTAGE GROVE TOWNSHIP .................. 332 320 3.7 2 953 2 375 (NA) 

DEER CREf.K TOWNSHIP ..................... 159 153 3.9 2 953 2 599 INA) 

ELM TOWNSHIP ............................ 218 180 3.2 2 543 2 197 1507 

ELSMORE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 607 593 2.4 3 401 2 760 23.2 

GENEVA TOWNSHIP ......................... 180 173 4.0 2 953 1 606 INA) 

HUMBOLDT TOWNSHIP ....................... 337 326 3.4 2 953 1 585 INA) 

lOLA TOWNSHIP ........................... 893 865 3.2 3 567 2 867 24.4 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 245 235 4.3 2 953 2 284 INA) 

MARMATON TOWNSHIP ....................... 952 924 3.0 2 355 1 898 24.1 

OSAGE TOWNSHIP .......................... 429 416 3.1 2 953 1 843 INA) 

SALEM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 337 326 3.4 953 684 INA) 

ANOERSON COUNTY •••••••••• , ••••••• ' ., 674 501 2.0 871 225 29.0 

COLONY ••••••• , ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 393 382 2.9 2 769 1 938 INA) 

GARNETT •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 174 169 0.2 3 225 2 -598 24.1 

GREELEy ................................. 379 368 3.0 2 191 1 704 INA) 

HARRIS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 43 41 4.9 2 218 1 474 (NA) 

KINCAID •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 195 189 3.2 2 863 2 261 INA) 

LONE ELM ............................... • 67 66 1.5 2 863 1 277 INA) 

WESTPHAL! A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 191 18'5 3.2 2 465 1 863 INA) 

IND IAN CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 213 207 2.9 2 863 1 546 INA) 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ '109 395 3.5 2 863 2 494 INA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 189 183 3.3 2 863 2 097 (NA) 

LONE ELI' TOWNSHIP ....................... 322 313 2.9 2 863 2 010 INA) 

MONROE TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 552 536 3.0 2 754 2 154 27.9 

NORTH RICH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• , ., 140 135 3.7 2 863 1 571 INA) 

OZARK TOWNSHIP .......................... 559 543 2.9 2 769 2 125 30.3 

PUTNAM TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••• , •••••••• 276 269 2.6 2 863 2 025 INA) 

REEDER TOWNSHIP ..................... ; ... 522 506 3.2 2 218 1 737 27.7 

RICH TOWNSHIP ........................... 390 379 2.9 2 863 2 265 INA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 187 180 3.9 2 863 1 497 INA) 

WALKER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• , 626 606 3.3 2 191 1 714 27.8 

WASH I NGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 236 228 3.5 2 863 2 072 INA) 

WELDA TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••••••••• ' •••••• 345 334 3.3 863 644 (NA) 

WESTPHALIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 535 518 3.3 465 925 28.1 

ATCHISON COUNTY •••••••••• , ••••• , .' ., 18 693 19 165 -2.5 942 348 25.3 

ATCHISON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 12 146 12 565 -3.3 3 036 2 433 24.8 

EFF INGHAM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 596 605 -1.5 3 155 2 330 35.4 

HURON ................................... 105 106 -0.9 2 057 1 971 INA) 

LANCASTER •••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 275 279 -1.4 2 057 1 428 INA) 

MUSCOTAH ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 203 206 -1.5 4 225 If 056 INA) 

BENTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 194 213 -1.6 3 042 2 242 35.7 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 640 650 -1.5 1 670 1 332 25.4 

GRASSHOPPER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 691 700 -1.3 4 225 3 ;322 27.2 

KAPIOMA TOWNSHIP ........................ 303 308 -1.6 2 742 2 167 INA) 

LANCASTER TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 922 937 -1.6 2 110 1 666 26.7 

MOUNT PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ................. 685 696 -1.6 892 2 307 25.4 

SHANNON TOWNSHIP ........................ 590 564 1.7 715 2 222 22.2 

WALNUT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 523 532 -1.7 731 2 178 25.4 

BARBER COUNTy .................. • ... • 678 016 -4.8 042 021 33.8 

HARDTNER ••••• , ., '" •• , ••••• " •••• ' •••••• 278 300 -7.3 4 077 3 284 INA) 

HAZEL TON ••• , •••• '" •• , ••••••• " •• ' ., •••• 164 176 -6.8 4 077 2 784 INA) 

ISABEL ................... • ••••••• ••••• •• 138 147 -6.1 4 077 2 248 INA) 

KIOWA ................................... 450 414 2.5 4 999 3 342 49.6 

MEDICINE LODGE ••••• ' ••••••••••••••••••• I 374 545 -6.7 3 599 2 785 29.2 

SHARON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 247 265 -6.8 3 417 2 489 (NA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 



2 KANS. 

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

(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 

JUL Y 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 

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

SUN. CITy ••••••••••••• • ••• ••• .. ••••• .. ••• 
111 119 -6.7 ~077 2 126 (NA) 

AETNA TOWNSH IP ••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• qO q3 -7.0 q 077 (S) (NA) 

DEERHEAD TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••••• , ••••••••• , 38 40 -5.0 ~ 076 020 (NA) 

EAGLE TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 95 102 -6.9 q 077 (S) (NAl 

ELM MILLS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 99 10{' -6.6 4 077 2 247 (NA) 

EL WOOD TOWNSH IP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• q25 q58 -7.2 q 077 3 2q2 (NA) 

HAZEL TON TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 282 302 -6.6 q 077 3 320 (NA) 

KIOWA TOWNSH IP ••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 567 538 1.9 5 040 3 632 38.8 

LAKE CITY TOWNSHIP •• '" " '" ., •••••••••• 99 106 -6.6 4 077 3 299 (NA) 

MCADOO TOWNSHIP ......................... 36 38 -5.3 4 077 2 815 (NA) 

MEOICINE LODGE TOWNSHIP ................. 794 993 -6.6 576 2 683 33.3 

MINGONA TOWNSHIP ........................ 99 106 -6.6 077 6 136 (NA) 

MOORE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 59 63 -6.3 076 2 173 (NA) 

NIPPAWALLA TOWNSHIP •• , •••••••••••••••••• 70 7~ -5.~ 077 (S) (NA) 

RIOGE TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 57 61 -6.6 076 1 636 (NA) 

SHARON TOWNSHIP •••• , .' '" ••••••••••••••• ~99 535 -6.7 3 ~17 2 5~2 34.~ 

SUN CITY TOWNSHIP ....................... 162 17~ -6.9 q 077 2 099 (NA) 

TURKEY CREEK TOWNSrllP ................... 41 ~4 -6.8 q 077 8 129 (NA) 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 218 233 -6. ~ q 077 2 604 (NA) 

BARTON COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 30 350 30 663 -1.0 585 2 85~ 25.6 

ALBERT ............................... • •• 231 235 -1.7 2 872 2 2q9 (NA) 

CLAFLIN .............................. • •• 872 887 -1.7 3 043 2 ~55 2~.0 

ELLINWOOD ............................ • •• ~26 416 0.4 3 512 2 958 18.7 

GALATIA .......................... ••••• •• 77 78 -1.3 3 007 1 751 (NA) 

GREAT BEND ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• • 15 853 16 133 -1.7 ~ 006 3 226 2~.2 

HOISINGTON ........................... •• • 3 72q 3 710 0,4 3 085 2 602 18.6 

OLMITZ ................... • .............. 160 161 -0.6 2 872 1 304 (NA) 

PAWNEE ROCK •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• q35 ~42 -1.6 3 341 2 337 (NA) 

SUSANK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 58 59 -1,7 3 007 2 063 (NA) 

ALB ION HWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 110 112 -1.8 3 007 1 913 (NA) 

BEAVER 'TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 245 249 -1.6 3 007 2 031 (NA) 

B.UFFALO, TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 412 420 -1.9 3 007 2 q5~ (NA) 

CHEYENNE TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 423 ~30 -1.6 3 007 1 592 (NA) 

CLARENCE TOWNSHIP ....................... 158 159 -0.6 3 007 2 312 (NA) 

CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP ................... • •• 139 141 -1.4 3 007 2 050 (NA) 

COMANCHE TOWNSHIP ....................... 39~ 401 -1.7 3 007 2 261 (NAl 

EUREKA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 148 151 -2.0 3 007 3 257 (NA) 

FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 184 187 -1.6 3 007 1 024 (NA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... lqO 142 -1.4 J 007 1 780 (NA) 

GREAT BEND TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••••••••••• , •• 575 523 3.q 3 055 2 ~80 23.2 

INDEPENDENT TOWNSHIP .................... 032 0~9 -1.6 3 038 2 417 25.7 

LAKIN TOWNSH IP ••••• , ••••••••••• , •••••••• 419 426 -1.6 3 007 1 946 (NA) 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 285 291 -2.1 3 007 2 491 (NA) 

L06AN TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 200 203 -1.5 3 007 1 109 (NA) 

NORTH HOMESTEAD TOwNSHIP ••••• o •••••••••• 161 163 -1.2 3 007 1 777 (NA) 

PAWNEE ROCK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• '" •• , •• ;73 58? -1.5 3 341 2 717 23.0 

SOUTH BEND TOWNSHIP .................. • •• :;24 533 -1.7 2 934 2 401 22.2 

SOUTH HOMESTEAD TOwNSHIP ................ 307 312 -1.6 3 007 2 079 (NA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 215 217 -0.9 3 007 1 863 (NA) 

WALNUT TOWNSH IP •••• , ., ., •••• '" ••••••••• 591 599 -1.3 2 872 2 311 2~.3 

ViHEATLANO TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 112 114 -1.8 007 610 (NA) 

80UKHON COUNTY ••• , ••• , ••• , ••• " ••••• 15 523 15 215 2.0 370 615 28.9 

BRONSON •••• ' ••••••• , ., ., ••••• , ••••••••• , 408 397 2.8 2 796 1 825 (NA) 

FORT SCOTT ••••••••• , ••• , .' ••••• , •••••••• 049 8 967 Q.9 3 333 2 720 22.5 

FUL TON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 219 213 2.8 3 242 1 387 ( NA) 

I;APLETON ................................ 113 112 0.9 3 242 1 295 (NA) 

~EDFIELD ............................. • •• 1~2 138 2.9 3 ~62 1 020 (NA) 

UNIONTOWN ............................ • •• 294 286 2.8 2 796 1 765 (NA) 

ORYWOOD TOWNSHIP ........................ 398 388 2.6 3 242 2 078 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP .................... • .. 330 321 2.8 3 242 2 001 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 482 469 2.8 3 242 1 758 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 211 1 179 2.7 2 796 2 179 28.3 

MARMATON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 638 620 2.9 3 462 2 017 22.9 

MILL CREEK TOWNSHIP .................. • •• 422 41;> 2.4 J 242 1 28q (NA) 

OSAGE TOWNSHIP .......................... :568 357 3.1 3 242 2 280 (NA) 

PAWNEI:: TOWNSHIP ........................ • 355 347 2.3 3 242 2 979 (NA) 

SCOTT TOWNSHIP .......................... 719 615 6.4 4 155 3 151 31.9 

TlM~ERHILL TOWNSHIP .................. • .. 300 302 1.0 3 242 3 169 (NA) 

WA.LNUT TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 2q6 238 3.4 3 2~2 1 736 (NA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 



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

(1970 population and related 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) 

KANS. 3 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

BROWN COUNTy ..................... • •• 

EVEREST •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• , .' ••••• , 
FAIRVIEW ........................... ••• •• 
HAMLIN ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 
HIAWATHA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
HORTON ............................. ••• •• 
MORR ILL .......................... , ., .' ., 
POWHATTAN .......................... ••• •• 
RESERVE. ................................ 
R08INSOi~ ................... ~ ••• " •••• -.· •• 
WILLIS .................................. 

HAMLIN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , ••• , •••• 
HIAWATHA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRVING TOWNSHIP ......................... 
MISSION TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
MORRILL TOWNSHIP ........................ 
PAIlONlA TOWNSHIP ........................ 
POWHATTAN TOWNSH IP •••••• , •••••••••• , ••• , 
ROBINSON TOWNSHIP .................. , •• , • 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ......................... 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 

BUTLER COUNTy .................. ••• •• 

ANDOVEr .......................... ••••• •• 
AUGUSTA ................................. 
R-ENTON ••••••••••••••• ' ~ ••••••••••••••••• 
CASSODAy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
DOUGLASS ............................. • •• 
ELBING ............................... • •• 
EL DORADO •••• , •••••••••••••••••• '" •• ' •• 
LATHAM .................................. 
LEON ............................. • ... ••• 
POTWIN ........................... ••••• •• 

ROSE HILL •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
TOWANDA .............................. • •• 
WHITEWATER ....................... ••••• •• 
AUGUSTA TOWNSHIP ........................ 
RENTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP .................... 
BRUNO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHELSEA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CLAY TOWNSHIP ........................... 
CLIFFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 

DOUGLASS TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ELDORADO TOWNSHIP ....................... 
FAIRMOUNT TOWNSH I P ••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ....................... 
GLENCOE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• " ••••••••• 
HICKORY TOW~SHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
LI TTLE WALNUT TOWNSHIP .................. 
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
MIL TON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• " " ••• 

MURDOCK TOWNSHIP ........................ 
PLE ASANT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PLUM GROVE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
PROSPE.CT TOWNSHIP .................... ; •• 
RICHLAND TOWNSHI P •• , •••••••• '" ••••••••• 
ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ROSALIA TOWNSHIP ........................ 
SPR I NG TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
SYCAMORE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TOWANDA TOwNSHIP ........................ 

UNION TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ......................... 

CHASE COUNTY ..................... • •• 

CEDAR POINT ............................. 
COTTONWOOD FALLS ........................ 
ELMDALE •••• , ., ••••• , ••••••• " ••••••••••• 
MATFIELD GREEN ••••• , ••••••••••••• ' .' •••• 
STRONG CITy ...................... • ... • .. 
BAZAAR TOWNSHIP ......................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. • 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTlMATt.) 

11 B27 

312 
289 

96 
3 376 
2 185 

316 
113 
118 
284 

84 

:'37 
90'1 
323 
853 
653 
329 
70~ 
595 
797 
074 

38 '>65 

16~ 
eso 
520 
124 
179 
129 

11 6~1 
157 
513 
500 

388 
155 
523 

1 183 
968 
300 
236 
225 

92 
<.79 

468 
308 
380 
271 
249 
138 
261 
054 
120 
889 

230 
261 
696 
869 
8.37 
218 
42~ 

"24 
3~3 
635 

221 
354 

3 006 

76 
1 015 

105 
80 

51>0 
140 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

11 685 

.30~ 
283 

95 
365 
177 
308 
III 
117 
278 

82 

529 
885 
318 
837 
640 
322 
690 
581 
'181 
560 

38 658 

S80 
977 
517 
123 
126 
128 

12 308 
156 
510 
497 

3d7 
1 190 

520 
1 126 

963 
299 

3 677 
225 

91 
277 

413 
268 
385 
269 
24R 
137 
261 
650 
119 
884 

23'1 
1 307 

692 
867 
833 
218 
422 
922 
3~? 
669 

220 
353 

3 40B 

73 
987 
102 

77 
5~5 
137 

PERCEIH 
CHANGE 

1.2 

2.6 
2.1 
1.1 
O •. 3 
O. ~ 
2.6 
1.8 
0.9 
2.2 
2 t tf 

1.5 
2.1 
1.6 
1.9 
2.0 
2.2 
2.0 
2.4 
2.0 
2.5 

-0.2 

15.1 
-1.6 
0,6 
O. B 
4.7 
0.8 

-5.4 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 

0.3 
-2.9 
0.6 
5.1 
0.5 
0.3 

15.2 
(Z) 

-1.1 
0,7 

3.9 
3.2 
0.3 
0.7 
O. ~ 
0.7 
(2) 

0.6 
0.8 
0.6 

0.4 
-3.5 
0.6 
0.2 
0.5 
(Z) 
0.5 
0.2 
0.3 

-2.0 

0.5 
0.3 

2.9 

II .1 
2.8 
2.9 
3.9 
2.8 
2.2 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

2J~ 

~ q)6 
3 940 
3 216 
3 538 
2 701 
3 995 
2 1'10 
3 222 

827 
823 

.3 216 
2 
3 
2 
3 
3 
2 
2 
.3 9'10 
4 416 

330 

3 4117 
3 11011 
3 225 
3 290 
3 067 
3 290 
3 342 
3 290 
'I 109 
2 822 

2 930 
3 007 
4 1154 
2 953 
3 277 
3 290 
3 466 
3 290 
3 290 
3 290 

3 068 
3 129 
3 290 
3 290 
3 290 
3 290 
3 290 
II 09~ 

3 290 
3 711 

3 290 
3 838 
2 
3 
2 
3 290 
3 290 
3 501 
3 290 
2 9R6 

290 
290 

708 

2 589 
2 687 
2 dd9 
2 BR9 
2 317 
2 689 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

IIOB 

J 481 
2 373 
2 tj.97 
2 641 
) 995 
2 122 
1 831 
1 802 
2 013 
1 285 

313 
145 
~35 

2 107 
2 913 
2 085 
1 'j35 
2 093 
2 895 
3 259 

675 

2 921 
2 b23 
2 554 
2 460 
2 557 
2 756 
2 7119 
2 1162 
3 347 
2 435 

2 439 
2 344 
3 587 
2 449 
2 633 
I 766 
2 929 
2 144 
I ,,96 
2 0311 

2 571 
2 'j81 

835 
268 
dl0 
338 
797 
296 
18'1 
003 

I 267 
3 114 
2 266 
2 663 
2 177 
1 865 
1 063 
2 "22 
2 3112 
2 286 

026 
~25 

328 

2 d67 
2 307 
1 957 
1 1151 
1 820 
2 ~?2 

PEkCENT 
CHANGE 

3~.1 

(NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 
34.0 
35.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA I 

39.0 
35.7 
(NA) 

39 •. ' 
.37 .1 
( NA) 
35.0 
3';.1 
36.1 
35 Q:5 

?tt.S 

18.0 
20.6 
26.3 
(NA) 
19.9 
(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
22.8 
(NA) 

(NA) 
20 •. 3 
24.2 
20.0 
24. '; 
(NA) 
18.3 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 

19.3 
21.2 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
{NA) 
24.3 
(NA) 

23. " 

(NA) 
23.2 
24. ') 
2~ .0 
24.(' 
(NA) 

(~IA ) 
24.1 
(NA) 
30.(-; 

('~A ) 
(NA) 

16.3 

(NAI 
(NA) 
27.3 
(f\JA) 



4 KANS. 

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

(1970 population and related PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APR IL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 

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

CEDAR TOWNSHIP ••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 16~ 15A 3.8 2 889 3 228 (NA) 

COTTONwOOD TOWNSHIP ..................... 258 251 2.8 2 889 2 406 (NA) 

DIAMOND CREEK TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••• " • 32~ 31~ 3.2 2 889 2 464 (NA) 

FALLS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• '" ••••••• 1 2~7 213 2.8 2 692 2 336 15.2 

HOMESTEAD TOWNSHIP ................. ••• •• 120 117 2.6 2 889 2 803 (NA) 

MATFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• " • 23~ 226 3.5 2 889 1 888 (NA) 

STRONG TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 698 680 2.6 2 333 1 877 2~. 3 

TOLEDO TOWNSHIP ......................... 320 312 2.6 2 889 2 bOI (NA) 

CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• 703 4 642 1.3 903 324 24.9 

CEDAR VALE ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 682 665 2.6 3 466 2 907 19.2 

CHAUTAUQUA ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 141 137 2.9 2 939 1 406 (NA) 

ELGIN ....... c ...... , ............... • .. •••••••• .. • .. 
118 115 2.6 2 797 1 253 eNA) 

NIOTAZE ........................ • ... ••• •• 85 83 2.4 2 797 1 809 (NA) 

PERU ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
296 289 2.4 2 939 1 586 (NA) 

SEDAN ................................... 531 1 555 -1.5 2 719 2 337 16.3 

BELLEV ILLE TOWNSHIP ..................... 736 718 2.5 2 939 2 4~8 20.1 

CANEYVILLE TOWNSH I P •••••••••• ; •••••••••• 91 89 2.2 2 797 1 69~ (NA) 

CENTEf( TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 136 132 3.0 797 2 155 (NA) 

HARRISON TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 156 152 2.6 797 1 333 (NA) 

HEI"DRICKS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 198 193 2,6 2 797 1 613 (NA) 

JEFFERSON TO'dNSHIP ............. , •••••• ~." 837 816 2.6 3 464 2 899 19.5 

LAFAYETTE TOWNSHIP ...................... 68 65 ~.6 2 797 2 729 (NA) 

L1 TTLE CANEY TOWNSH IP •••••••••••• " ••••• 258 250 3.2 2 797 2 132 (NA) 

SALT CRl':EK TOWNSHIP ..................... 136 132 3.0 2 797 1 6~5 (NA) 

SEDAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 8~3 859 -0.9 2 709 2 290 18.3 

SUMMIT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , ••••• " " ••• 125 122 2.5 2 797 3 199 (NA) 

WASHINGTON TOWNSH IP •••••••••••• , •••••••• 117 llLI 2.6 2 797 1 933 (NA) 

CHEr,OKEE COUNTY •• , •••••••••••••••••• 21 993 21 549 2.1 721 245 21.2 

BAXTER SPRINGS .......................... 4 ~96 489 0.2 3 010 2 ~51 22.8 

COLUMbUS ••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 354 356 ez) 2 828 2 390 18.3 

GALENA ............................. ••• •• 3 6~1 712 -1.9 2 371 1 998 18.7 

ROSELAND ................................ 118 113 ~.4 2 608 2 244 (NA) 

SCAMMON ................................. ~71 ~57 3.1 2 721 1 785 (NA) 

TREECE ••••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••••••• " ••• 232 225 3.1 2 330 1 55~ (NA) 

wEIR ................................. • .. 764 HO 3.2 2 462 2 036 20.9 

NEST MINERAL ........................... • 238 232 2.6 2 608 2 554 (NA) 

CHEROKEE TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 368 357 3.1 2 721 1 578 (NA) 

CRAWFORD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 512 498 2.8 2 721 1 403 (NA) 

GARDEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 234 973 13.2 2 911 2 336 24.6 

LOLA TOWNSHIP ........................... 435 ~22 3.1 2 721 3 053 (NA) 

LOWELL TOWNS>1IP ......................... 391 379 3.2 2 721 1 977 (NA) 

LYON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 642 622 3.2 2 330 1 9~7 19.7 

MI NERAl. TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 328 318 3.1 2 721 1 324 e NA) 

NEOSHO TOWNSHIP ••••• '" • '" •••••••••• " • 350 3~O 2,9 2 721 2 391 (NA) 

PLEASANT VIEW TOWNSHIP ••• 4 •••• 0 .......... 5M 546 3.3 2 304 1 906 20.9 

ROSS TOWNSHIP ........................... 028 997 3.1 2 391 2 002 19.4 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 616 597 3.2 2 469 2 0~2 20.9 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 470 ~56 3.1 2 721 2 283 (NA) 

SHE" lOA!. * ~ ~ ............... 34'+ 334 3.0 2 721 985 eNA) 

SPRING .~.~ ... ~~ .. ~.~~~ 98b 956 3.0 J 108 570 20.9 

CHEYEN~IE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 4 14'1 'I 206 -2.6 688 368 55.7 

655 671 -2.'1 'I 695 2 869 63.6 

668 725 -3.3 3 347 2 526 32.5 

70 72 -2.8 3 655 2 628 (NA) 

127 1 153 -2.3 4 093 2 559 59.9 

144 1~7 -2.0 3 700 2 059 (NA) 

•• ~ •••••• 4 ••••• ~ .. 
12~ 130 -4.6 3 655 2 0'13 (NA) 

.............. ~ ~ ~ 
100 103 -2.9 3 655 1 918 (NA) 

40 '10 (Z) 3 655 3 824 (NA) 

87 88 -1.1 3 655 2 0'14 (NA) 

102 105 -2.9 3 655 1 513 (NA) 

WANO TOW~SHIP ............................ 347 2 '118 -2.9 495 376 47.1 

CI.AHK COUNTy ................. • ... • •• 2 825 2 896 -2.5 39'1 171 38.6 

•• e .. ~ ••••• * ••••• ~ ••••••••••••• 0 
231 1 2'14 -1.0 3 821 3 067 24.6 

MINNEOLA. : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

152 158 -3.8 4 788 2 077 (I"A) 

60b 630 -3.5 5 236 3 60~ 45.3 

APPLETON TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , ••••• " " ••• 871 902 -3.4 5 151 3 406 51.2 

ENC,LEWOOD TO~NSHIP ................... • •• 259 268 -3.~ 4 788 2 895 (NA) 

TONNSHIP ...................... 71 7~ -4.1 4 787 5 25'1 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• ~o 40 (2) 4 787 (5) (NA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. Q, 



KANS. 5. 

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

AREA 

CLAY COUNTY. '" ••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLAY CENTER ............................. 
CLIFTON (PART) ....................... ••• 
GREEN •••••••••• , ••• , ••••••• , ••••••• , •••• 
LONGFORD ............................. • •• 
MORGANVILLE ............................. 
OAK HILL ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
VINING (PART) ........................... 
WAKEFIELD ............................... 
ATHELSTANE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLA I Nt. TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••• " ............ ' 

BLOOM TOWNSHIP ......................... • 
CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
CLAY CENTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
EXETER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
FIVE CREEKS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GILL TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••• '" ••••••••• , 
GOSHEN TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ••• , ••••••••••••• , 
GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 
HAYES TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
MULBERRY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• , ••••••• , 
OAKLAND TOWNSHIP ••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
REPUBLICAN TOWNSHIP ..................... 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 

CLOUD COUNTy .... '" ................. 

AURORA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CLyDE ................................... 
CONCORD I A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
GLASCO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JA.MESTOWN ••••••••••• : •••••••••••••••• " • 
MILTONVALE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ARION TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
AURORA TOWNSHIP •••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 
BUFF ALO TOWNSHIP •••• '" •••••••• '" •••••• 
CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 

COLFAX TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ELK TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• .. 
GRA~IT TOWNSHIP •• '" •••••••••••••••••••• ' 
LAWRENCE TOWNSH I p ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• 
LYON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MEREDITH TOWNSHIP ....................... 
NELSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OAKLAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SHIRLEY TOWNSHIP ........................ 

SIBLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
SOLOMON TOWNSHIP ..................... • .. 
STARR TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ., ••••••••••••••••• , 
SUMMIT TOWNSHIP ......................... 

COFFEY COUNTY ....................... 

BURLINGTON ••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 
GRIDLEy .................. • ••• ••• ... ••• •• 
LEBO ••••• , ., ••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••• ' 
LE ROy ••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• • 
STRAWN ••••••••••••••••••• • ....... • ... • •• 
WAVERL Y •••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••••• , ••••• , 
AVON TOWNSHIP ........................... 
8URLINGTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• , 
CALIFORNIA TOWNSHIP ..................... 
HAMPDEN TOWNSHIP ........................ 

KEY WEST TOWNSHIP ....................... 
LE ROY TOWNSHIP ...................... • .. 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
NEOSHO TOWNSHIP ......................... 
OTTUMWA TOWNSHI P ••••• , ., ., ••• , ••••• , •••• 
PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ....................... 
POTTAWATOMIE TOWNSHI P •••••••••••• ' ••••• , 
ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

795 

882 
359 
163 

99 
256 

'10 
48 

583 
207 
2'18 

163 
2H 
385 
128 
182 
209 
167 
145 
13'1 
233 

360 
576 
1'16 
745 
434 
180 

12 963 

115 
910 
937 
741 
454 
694 
161 
269 
193 
196 

11'1 
060 
:>82 
196 
278 
173 
111 
186 

83 
264 

206 
930 
916 
108 

895 

268 
347 
026 
584 

87 
5'11 
285 
337 

59 
148 

237 
687 
746 
878 
200 
307 
195 
307 
896 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

9 890 

4 963 
359 
163 

99 
257 

'11 
48 

583 

163 
275 
386 
128 
183 
209 
167 
1'15 
13'1 
233 

361 
576 
l'1B 
745 
436 
181 

13 '166 

120 
946 
221 
767 
470 
718 
166 
280 
200 
202 

119 
1 102 

60'1 
202 
286 
180 
116 
193 

85 
274 

212 
963 
948 
113 

7 397 

2 099 
328 
589 
551 

81 
510 
268 
317 

5') 
138 

223 
649 
704 
827 
188 
28R 
184 
288 
845 

PERCENT 
CHAI'JGE 

-1.0 

-1.6 
(Z) 

(2) 
Il) 

-0. 'I 
-2.4 

(Z) 
(Z) 

(Z) 

-0.'1 
-0.3 

IZ) 
-0.5 

(Z) 
III 
(Z) 
(Z) 
(Z) 

-0.3 
(Z) 

-1.'1 
(2 ) 

-0.5 
-0.6 

-3.7 

-'1.2 
-3.8 
-3.9 
-3.4 
-3.4 
-3.3 
-3.0 
-3.9 
-3.5 
-3.0 

-4.2 
-3.8 
-3.6 
-3.0 
-2.8 
-3.9 
-4.3 
-3.6 
-2.4 
-3.6 

-2.8 
-3.4 
-3.4 
-4.4 

6.7 

e.l 
5.8 
6.3 
6.0 
7.4 
6.1 
6.3 
6.3 
7.3 
7.2 

6.3 
5.9 
6.0 
6.2 
6.4 
6.6 
6.0 
6.6 
6.0 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

518 

3 650 
2 807 
3 }97 
3 397 
3 397 
3 397 
2 807 
3 825 
3 39'1 
3 397 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

3 397 
2 807 
3 397 
3 772 
3 397 
3 397 

296 

3 220 
2 '133 
3 280 
3 936 
5 232 
2 703 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 

3 220 
2 449 
5 232 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 
3 220 

3 220 
3 969 
2 688 
3 220 

057 

3 112 
2 81'1 
3 096 
2 315 
3 124 
3 6R7 
3 124 
3 124 
3 124 
3 12'1 

3 124 
2 317 
2 814 
3 688 
.3 124 
3 12~ 
3 124 
3 124 
2 886 

1 ~69 
(CENSUS) 

2 :"84 

2 811 
1 ~o3 
1 34:3 
3 068 

(5) 

2 605 
3 053 
J 068 
2 2W7 
3 373 

2 191 
2 '163 
2 736 
2 780 
1 q83 
1 ~57 
1 
3 
1 
2 

1 393 
2 123 
1 8'19 
2 022 
2 368 
2 195 

'186 

1 553 
1 772 
2 619 
2 966 
3 845 
2 138 
1 627 
1 418 
2 496 
1 906 

1 451 
1 053 
'i 070 
2 115 
2 309 
2 759 
1 950 
2 043 
2 058 
1 907 

090 
083 
091 
556 

330 

2 539 
2 334 
2 319 
1 737 
4 769 
2 808 
1 '237 
2 762 
3 367 
2 573 

I 683 
1 751 
2 137 
2 781 
2 185 
3 636 
2 454 
1 513 
2 076 

36.1 

il'IA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
24.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
32.2 
(NA) 
33. '7 
INA) 
(NA) 

32.6 

(NA) 
37.3 
25.2 
32.7 
(NA) 

26.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
32.2 
28.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
I r,A) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(~IA ) 
28.7 
28.6 
(NA) 

31.2 

22.6 
(NA) 
33.5 
33.3 
(NA) 
31.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
INA) 

(NA) 
.32.:1 
31.7 

32. " 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 

39. ~ 



6 KANS, 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(~970 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. Soo text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

SPR I NG CREEK TOWNSH I P ................. .. 
STAR TOWNSHIP ......................... .. 

COMANCHE COUNTy .................... . 

COLDWATER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
PROTECTION ........................... • •• 
WILMORE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
AVILLA TOwNSHIP ........................ . 
COLDWATER TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
POWELL TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
PROTECTION TOwNSHIP .................... . 

COWLEY COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ARKANSAS CITy ......................... .. 
ATLANTA •••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••••••••• • 
BURDEN ••••••••••••••••• , .' •••••••••••••• 
CAMBRIDGE •••••••••••• ' '" •••••• , •••••••• 
DEXTER ............................... • •• 
GEUDA SPRINGS (PART) ................... • •• 
UDALL. '" •••••••••••• ' '" •••• , ••••••• " • 
WINFIELD ............................. ••• 
REAVE" TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
POL TON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CEDAR TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 
CRESWeLL TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
DEXTER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
GRANT TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 
HARVEY TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
M.APLE TOWNSH IP ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
NINNESCAH TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
OMNIA TOWNSHIP ......................... . 

OTTER TOWNSHIP ................... • ..... • 
PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSH IP •••••• , •••••••••• 
RICHLAND TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
SALEM TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
SHER lOAN TOWNSHIP .................... • .. 
SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
SILVERDALE TOWNSH IP .............. ' ..... . 
SPRING CREEK TOWNSHIP .................. . 
TISDALE TOWNSHIP ....................... . 

TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
TOWNSHIP ••• tiG ••••••••• ", ••••••• ,. 

WINOSOR TOWNSHIP ••••••••• * •••••••••••••• 

CRAWFORD COUNTy ................... .. 

ARCADIA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
•••••••••••••••• 0 •••• ~ ••• " •••••• 

••••• II ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• ~ • . " ................ ~ ..... ~ ....... . 
•••••••• " ••••••• " • * ~ ........... . .................. ~ ........ ~ .. .............................. ................................. 

BAKER TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
CRAWFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRANT TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
OSAGE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
SHEHMAN TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP .................... . 

DlCATUR COUNTy ..................... . 

CLAYTON IPART) ........................ .. 
DRESDEN .............................. • •• 
JENNINGS ............................. • •• 
NORCATUR ............................... . 
OBERLIN ............................... .. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JUL Y 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

161 
183 

669 

018 
661 

9ij 
120 
444 
151 
956 

3ij ij52 

12 735 
218 
'506 
111 
287 

11 
675 

11 088 
23ij 
56q 

78 
656 
471 
235 

95 
127 
149 
340 
688 
334 

BO 
796 
166 
<48 
244 
163 
674 
297 
124 
256 

651 
5;>2 
238 

37 3/11 

393 
470 
799 
ij23 
671 
154 
493 
630 

18 903 
133 

133 
d37 
ijOB 
932 
960 
538 
572 
893 
4ij2 

770 

7 
96 

207 
264 
2M 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

2 702 

016 
673 

96 
124 
450 
153 
975 

35 012 

1.3 216 
216 
503 
110 
286 

11 
668 

11 405 
232 
ij98 

78 
522 
469 
233 

95 
125 
148 
336 
883 
331 

37 850 

388 
348 
790 
22.3 
591 
152 
487 
622 

20 171 
330 

926 
827 
404 
920 
950 
520 
564 
884 
2ija 

4 988 

7 
10.3 
224 
284 
291 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

5.9 
6.4 

-1.2 

0.2 
-1.8 
-2.1 
.3.2 
-0.4 
-1.3 
-1.9 

-1.6 

·3.6 
0.9 
0.6 
0.9 
0.3 
Il) 
1.0 

-2.8 
0.9 
4.4 

I Z) 
8.8 
0.4 
0.9 
I Z) 
1.6 
0.7 
1.2 
0.6 
0.9 

Il) 
0.5 
IZ) 
Il) 

-0.4 
0.6 
0.4 
0.3 
1.6 
0.4 

0.3 
O. OJ 

1.3 

,·1.3 

1.3 
9.1 
1.1 
9.0 
3.1 
1.3 
1.2 
1.3 

-6.3 
0.9 

7.1 
1.2 
1.0 
1.3 
1.1 
1.2 
1.'+ 
1.0 
6.0 

I Z) 
-6.8 
-7.6 
-7.0 
-1.2 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

124 
124 

029 

2 901 
4 536 
4 135 
4 135 
3 651 
4 135 
ij 564 

20ij 

3 263 
3 036 
3 231 
3 036 
3 036 
3 106 
2 868 
3 159 
3 036 
3 111 

3 036 
3 219 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
2 8BO 
3 036 

3 036 
4 044 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
3 036 
3 211 
3 036 
J 036 
3 036 

J 781 
2 729 
3 036 

875 

2 461 
2 813 
2 216 
2 842 
2 733 
2 523 
2 758 
2 188 
3 044 
2 52} 

J 086 
2 181 
2 761 
2 316 
2 758 
2 318 
2 796 
2 523 
2 730 

480 

3 341 
3 341 
3 341 
3 341 
3 622 

1969 
I CENSUS) 

217 
235 

038 

2 316 
3 329 
2 297 
2 751 
2 777 
3 371 
3 408 

2 627 

2 701 
1 924 
2 757 
1 17ij 
2 128 

IS) 
2 293 
2 600 
2 725 
2 698 

731 
831 
933 
157 
338 

2 217 
2 267 
2 379 
2 ij16 
2 171 

1 537 
3 386 
1 732 
2 067 
4 06Q 
2 772 
2 704 
1 974 
1 889 
2437 

3 166 
2 285 
1 389 

395 

2 124 
2 312 
1 935 
2 293 
2 lH 
2 575 
2 600 
1 761 
2 552 
2 133 

702 
755 
169 

1 305 
2 260 
2 023 
2 250 
1 973 
2 235 

2 ~31 

IS) 
1 681 
2 001 
3 092 
2 685 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

INA) 
INA) 

25.3 
36.3 
INA) 
INA) 
31.5 
(NA) 
33.9 

22.0 

20.8 
INA) 
17.2 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
25.1 
21.5 
INA) 
15.3 

(NA) 
13.7 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
19.2 
INA) 

(NA) 
19.4 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
18.8 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

19.4 
19.4 
INA) 

20.0 

INA) 
21.7 
14.5 
23.9 
25.7 
(NA) 
INA) 
2Q .2 
19.3 
INA) 

14.2 
2~ .3 
INA) 
28.3 
22.0 
14.6 
24.3 
27.9 
22.1 

~3.2 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
34.9 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS --Continued 

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

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULA TI ON (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL ., 1970 PERCENT 1972 1%9 

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

Al.l.! SON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 92 <)9 -7.1 3 3 '11 1)49 

AL r'OR Y TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• '" •• , ••••••• , 41 44 -6,8 3 341 197 

BASSETTVILLE TOWNSHIP .. , ................ 63 67 -6,0 3 341 (S) 

BEAVER TOWNSHIP .................. , .. , ••• 90 97 -7.2 3 3Lf1 1 959 

CE~ITER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• , 78 83 -6.0 3 341 2 418 

COOK TOWNSHIP ........................... 58 6? -6.5 3 341 1 392 

CUSTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , 64 69 -7.2 3 341 1 258 

DRESDEN TOWNSHiP ........................ 258 279 -7.5 3 341 1 938 

FINLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• '" ••••• 103 111 -7.2 3 3111 2 535 

GARFIELD TOWNSHiP ....................... 78 83 -6.0 3 341 2 000 

GRANT TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 71 76 -6.6 3 3 '11 771 

HARLAN TOWNSHIP ......................... M 90 -6.7 3 341 027 

JENNINGS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 276 297 -7.1 3 341 912 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 81 87 -6.9 3 3 '.)1 310 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 335 360 -6.9 3 }lll 022 

L.OGAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 76 81 -6.2 3 341 465 

LYON TOWNSHIP ........................... 48 53 -9.4 :J 341 338 

OBE RLlN TOWNSHIP ••••• ' ., ••••••••••• , ••• ' 358 2 39? -1.4 3 621 665 

OLIVE TOWNSHIP .......................... 88 95 -7.4 3 3111 947 

PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 103 110 -6.11 341 397 

PRAIRIE DOG TOWNSHIP .................... 84 90 -6.7 3 341 612 

ROOSEVELT TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••• 66 71 -7.0 3 3111 781 

SAPPA TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 63 68 -7.11 3 341 923 

SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 70 75 -6.7 3 341 (S) 

SUMMIT TOWNSHIP ......................... '14 119 -10.2 3 3ql 748 

DICKINSON COUNTY .......... , , • , " •••• 20 935 19 993 1l.7 316 599 

AS ILENE •••••••••••••••••••• , ., •••••••••• 875 6 661 3.2 3 509 2 906 

CARL TON •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• Ill! l!o 10.0 3 338 7 759 

CHAPMAN ................................ , 312 1 132 15,9 3 246 2 542 

ENTERPR I SE .............................. 909 868 4.7 2 617 2 lOll 

HERINGTON ............................ • •• 220 165 1.7 3 476 2 661 

HOPE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 459 438 4.8 2 363 1 684 

MANCHESTER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 95 9? 3.3 3 338 (S) 

SOLOMON ................................. 020 973 4.8 2 90tl 1 951 

WOODBINE ................................ 177 170 4.1 3 339 2 792 

BANNER TOWNSHIP ••••• : ••••••••••••••••••• 185 177 1l.5 3 338 2 155 

BUCKEYE TOWNSHIP ........................ 426 407 4.7 3 339 2 603 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 1 367 305 11.8 2 651 2 171 

CHEEVER TOWNSHIP ........................ 208 198 5.1 .3 339 2 ,81 

FLORA TOWNSHIP .......................... 252 243 3.7 3 338 2 482 

FRAGRANT HIll. TOWNSHIP .................. 231 221 4.5 3 339 2 733 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ....................... 204 194 5.2 3 338 1 968 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 168 049 11.3 J 539 2 630 

HAyES TOWNSHIP .......................... 230 220 'l.5 3 339 3 428 

HOLLAND TOWNSH I p ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 133 126 5.6 3 338 6 051 

HOPE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• ; •• 685 654 4.7 2 363 1 802 

JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• " •••• ' •••• 279 267 'l.5 3 339 2 661 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 405 388 4.4 3 339 2 212 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 461 394 4.8 2 ~96 2 157 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 290 276 5.1 3 339 1 992 

LYON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• , 249 238 4.6 3 339 3 338 

NEWBERN TOWNSHIP ........................ 274 262 4.6 3 338 2 254 

NOBLE TOWNSHIP .......................... 61q 419 13.7 3 214 2 389 

RIDGE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 217 207 4.8 3 339 3 164 

RINEHART TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• " •••• , 234 224 4.5 3 338 2 622 

SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 199 190 4.7 3 338 2 740 

UNION TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 182 174 4.6 339 185 

WHEATLAND TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••• 171 16~ 3.6 339 660 

WILLOWDALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 176 169 4.1 339 ~96 

DONIPHAN COUNTy ..................... 983 9 107 -1.4 3 0011 2 360 

DENTON .................................. 159 162 -1.9 3 051 3 089 

ELWOOD ............................... ••• 288 283 0.4 2 984 2 339 

HIGHLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 883 899 -1.8 2 735 2 058 

LEONA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ., ••• ' •• 71 72 -1.4 2 922 1 ~ql 

SEVEPANCE ••••••••••••••••••••••• '" •• " • 124 128 -3.1 2 922 2 550 

TROy ..................... • ••••• ••••••••• 056 0"7 0.9 2 932 2 365 

WATHENA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 114 150 -3.1 3 545 2 809 

WHITE CLOUD •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' •• 206 210 -1.9 3 063 3 47~ 

BURR OAK TOWNSHIP ....................... 261 266 -1.9 J 051 2 084 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• '" •• " • 898 90'l -0.3 2 893 2 345 

INDEPENDENCE TOWNSHIP ................... 3115 351 -1.7 051 672 

IOWA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 789 823 -1.9 830 043 

MARION TOWNSHIP ......................... 29'l 300 -2.0 051 084 

UNION TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 434 443 -2.0 051 040 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

KANS. 7 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA I 
(NA) 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
35.9 
(NA) 
(NAI 

(NA) 
(NA I 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

27,6 

20.8 
(NA) 
27.7 
24.4 
30.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
49.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
22.r 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
34.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.1 

(NA) 
(NA) 
38.9 
(NA) 
( NA) 
( NA) 
34.5 
('"A) 
(bIA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

27.3 

( NA) 
27.6 
32.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
24.0 
26.2 
(NA) 
(NA)' 
23.4 

(NA) 
38.5 
(NA) 
(~!A ) 



8 KANS, 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related PCI ligures 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) 

POPULATlON 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHiP .................. • .. 
WAYNE TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 
WOLF flIVER TOWNSHIP ................... .. 

DOuGLAS COUNTy ..................... . 

BALOW IN C lTY ........................... . 
EUDORA ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ., .' •••••• 
LAWRENCE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••• ' •• 
LECOMPTON ............................ • •• 
eLI NTON TOWNSH I P ....................... . 
EUDORA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRANT TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
KA,IWAKA TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
LECOMPTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MARION TOWNSHiP ........................ . 

PALMYR'A TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
WAKARUSA TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
WILLOW SPRINGS TOWNSHiP ............... .. 

EDWARDS COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••• 

8ELPRE ••••• , ••••••••• , ••• , ., ., ••• " ••••• 
KINSLEy .............................. • •• 
LEWIS .................................. . 
OFFERLE •••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 
8ELPRe TOWNSHiP ........................ . 
FRmKLlN TOV,NSHIP ...................... . 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
KINSleY TOVINSHIP ....................... • 
LINCOLN TOwNSHiP ..................... • •• 
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ......................... . 

NORTH BROWN TOWNSHIP ................... . 
SOUTH BROWN TOWNSH I P .................. .. 
TRE'NTON TOWNSH I P ..................... ' .. 
WAyNE TOWNSHIP .... , .................. • •• 

ELK COUNTY ......................... . 

Elf< FALLS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
GRfhIOLA .. & .. ~ .. ~ ~ ... ~ ..... "" ......... 0 ... ~ .. ~ .... .. 
HOY/AHD •••••• '" •••••• , ••••••• , ••• " ••••• 
LONGTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOLINE ......................... , •••••••• 
ELK FALLS TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
GREENFIELD TOWNSHIP .................... . 

TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ELL! 5 COUNTY ....................... . 

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

.............. ~ •• " 9 ~ •• ~ • ..... ~ " ....... " ....... . 

ELLswornH COUNTy ................... . 

ELLSWORTH .............................. . 
HOLYROOO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KANOPOLIS .............................. . 
LORRA I NL. " •••••••••• ' ................. . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

061 
318 
582 

61 028 

2 463 
2 161 

48 431 
459 
q65 
002 
515 
681 
090 
584 

818 
663 
778 

4 491 

24 

2 
16 

1 
2 

6 

185 
200 
508 
206 
317 
162 
171 
221 
170 

97 

95 
116 
322 
623 

771 

122 
283 
892 
297 
540 
220 
406 
135 
152 
429 

120 
77 

228 
214 
789 

906 

0'16 
093 
185 
266 
163 
32.3 
352 

012 

M4 
999 
476 

309 

135 
607 
640 
158 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

57 

2 
2 

45 

104 
323 
593 

932 

520 
071 
698 
434 
439 
868 
490 
646 
032 
557 

798 
665 
739 

4 581 

191 
212 
525 
212 
326 
167 
176 
228 
175 
101 

98 
121 
333 
644 

858 

124 
290 
918 
304 
555 
223 
415 
166 
.\57 
439 

122 
76 

24 730 

2 U7 
15 396 

182 
246 
666 
317 
347 
572 
213 
997 

633 
9~3 

469 

6 146 

080 
593 
626 
153 

PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 
CHANGE lEST IMATE) ICENSUS) CHANGE 

-1.4 3 1M 2 508 26.2 
-1.5 3 051 1 697 INA) 
-1.9 2 922 2 269 28.8 

5.3 329 784 1>.6 

-2.3 3 025 2 336 29.5 
4.3 .3 3'18 2 870 16.7 
6.0 3 353 2 834 18.3 
5.8 2 734 2 162 INA) 
5.9 3 365 3 228 INA) 

4.7 3 091 2 636 17.3 
5.1 3 365 2 758 INA) 
5.'1 3 101 2 398 29.3 
5.6 2 763 2 214 24.8 
4.8 3 067 2 371 29.4 

0.5 2 931 2 274 28.9 
-0.1 'I 471 3 428 30.4 
5.3 .3 446 2 664 29.4 

-2.0 075 677 52.2 

-3.1 4 271 3 270 INA) 
-0.5 3 695 2 453 50.6 
-3.2 4 840 2 999 61.4 
-2.8 4 271 2 191 INA) 
-2.8 4 271 3 274 INA) 
-3.0 q 271 3 144 INA) 
-2.8 4 271 1 993 INA) 
-3.1 4 271 3 110 INA) 
-2.9 4 271 3 374 INA) 
-4.0 4 271 3 154 INA) 

-3.1 4 271 3 252 INA) 
-4.1 4 271 3 595 INA) 
-3.3 4 271 2 410 INA) 
-3.3 4 880 3 129 56.0 

-2.3 3 175 323 36.7 

-1.6 2 994 2 388 INA) 
~2~q 2 994 1 622 INA) 
-2.8 3 310 2 460 34.6 
-2.3 2 994 2 736 (NA) 
-2. '7 J 283 2 374 38.3 
-1.3 2 994 1 840 INA) 
-2.2 2 994 1 593 INA) 
-2.7 3 309 2 456 34.7 
-3.2 2 994 1 866 INA) 
-2.3 2 994 2 588 (NA) 

-1.6 2 994 1 412 INA) 
1.3 2 994 2 101 INA) 

-1.7 2 99£+ 2 002 (NA) 

-.l.8 2 99'1 3 124 INA) 
-2.6 3 Ij02 2 646 28.6 

O. '7 3 199 470 29.5 

-4.3 3 083 2 264 36.2 
4.5 3 449 2 719 26.8 
1.6 2 663 1 825 INA) 
1.6 2 592 1 913 35.5 

-18.9 2 480 1 892 31.1 
1.9 2 812, 2 800 INA) 
1.4 2 812 2 253 INA) 
J..7 2 850 2 075 37.3 
1.4 2 812 1 897 INA) 
1.5 2 1192 2 146 34.8 

1.7 2 663 933 37.8 
1.6 2 402 754 36.9 
1.5 2 812 962 INA) 

2. '7 3 233 311 39.9 

2.6 3 576 2 671 33.9 
2.4 3 336 2 615 27.6 
2.2 3 070 2 261 35.8 
3.3 3 153 3 128 INA) 



KANS. 9. 

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) 

AREA 

WILSON ................................. . 
ASH CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
BLACK WOLF TOWNSHIP •• " •••••• ,., ••••••• • 
CARNEIRO TOWNSHIP .................... ••• 
CLEAR CHEEK TOWNSHIP ................. ••• 
COLUMB I A TOV/NSH I P •••• ' ................. . 
ELLSWORTH TOWNSHIP ................. ••••• 
EMPIRE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP .................... ••• 
GREEN GARDEN TOWNSHIP ................. .. 

l.ANGLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• 
MULIlEHRY TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NOBLE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••••• 
PALACKY TOWNSHIP ................... • .. .. 
SHEHMAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
THOMAS TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
TRIVOLI TOWNSHIP ................... • ... • 
VALLEY TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 
flILSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

FINNEY COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

GARDEN C lTY ........................... .. 
HOLCOMB •••••• , ., ••• , .' ••• , ., • '" •••••••• 
GARDEN CITY TOWNSHIP ................... • 
GARFIELD TOWNSH IP •• , ." •••••••••••••••• , 
IVANHOE TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
PIERCEVILLE TOWNSHIP ................. • .. 
PLE.ASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
SHERLOCK TOWNSH I P ..................... .. 
TERRY TOWNSHIP •• ~ ....................... ~. t' 

FORD COUNTy .................... ••• .. 

BUCKLIN •• " •• , •••• , •••••••• , ••• , ••••••• , 
DODGE CITY ••• , ........................ .. 
FORD ••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
SPEARV ILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLOOt< TOWNSHIP ............ , •••••• • ... ••• 
BUCKLIN TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
CONCORD TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
DODGE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
ENTERPR I SE TOWNSH I P .................... . 
FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP, ..................... • 

FORD TOWNSHIP .................... ••• .. .. 
GRANDVIEW TOWNSHIP ..................... • 
PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP .................... • .. 
ROYAL TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• .. 
SODVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
SPEARVILLE TOWNS~IP .................. • .. 
WHEATLAND TOWNSH I p ....... , ............. , 
WILBURN TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 

FRANKLIN COUNTy •••••••••••••• ••••• .. 

LANE ................. ••• ......... ••••••• 
OTTAWA ........................... ••••• •• 
POMONA ••••••••••••• , ••••• , ••••• , '" ••••• 
PRINCETON ............................ • .. 
RANTOUL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RICHMOND ......................... ••• ... . 
WELLSVILLE ....................... • ... • •• 
WILL I AMS8URG •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
APPANOOSE TowNSH IP ••• , ••••••••••••••• ' ., 
CENTROPOLlS TOWNSHIP ................... . 

CUTLER TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
FRANKLIN TOWNSflIP ...................... • 
GREENWOOD TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARRISON TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
HAYES TOWNSHIP ..................... ••••• 
HOMEWOOD TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
OHIO TOWNSHIP ......................... .. 
OTTAWA TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
PEORIA TOwNSHIP ........................ • 

POMONA TOWNSHIP ........................ . 

SEt FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JUL Y Is 1973 
(ESTIt<ATEI 

890 
63 
68 
80 
88 

133 
920 

98 
26 

260 

88 
51 
22 

155 
75 
75 
89 
<;9 

75B 
1 064 

20 2tj9 

15 710 
292 

2 073 
515 
236 
357 
119 
935 
305 

22 896 

761 
14 458 

2IJ4 
731 
148 
826 
124 
391 
540 
187 

390 
852 

82 
854 

95 
134 
326 
338 
I'll 

20 347 

273 
10 677 

578 
169 
173 
496 
344 
305 
262 
658 

573 
8% 
279 
516 
277 
353 
502 
533 
710 
400 

770 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

19 

1'1 

22 

14 

870 
61 
66 
7B 
B'S 

85 
'19 
21 

029 

790 
272 
9'10 
'179 
220 
334 
112 
870 
28'1 

587 

771 
127 
246 
738 
149 
837 
124 

2 348 
545 
189 

393 
862 

83 
863 

97 
135 
.3'10 
342 
153 

20 007 

25'1 
11 036 

541 
159 
163 
'164 
183 
286 
24'5 
616 

537 
1 663 

260 
48'1 
258 
329 
'169 
499 
66'5 
374 

718 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2,3 
3.3 
3.0 
2.6 
.3.5 
2.3 
2.3 
3.2 
'1.0 
2.4 

3 f 5 
.3.5 
2.6 
2.3 

6.4 

6.2 
7.'1 
6.9 
7.5 
7.3 
6.9 
6.3 
7.5 
7.4 

1.4 

-1.3 
2.3 

-0.8 
-0.9 
-0.7 
-1.3 

(Z I 
1.8 

-0.9 
-1,1 

-0.8 
-1.2 
-1.2 
-1.0 
-2.1 
-0.7 
-1.0 
-1.2 
-1.3 

1.7 

7.5 
-3.3 
6.8 
6.3 
6.1 
6.9 

13.6 
6.6 
6.9 
6.8 

6.7 
11.6 
7.3 
6.6 
7.'1 
7.3 
7.0 
6.8 
6.8 
7.0 

7.2 

2 
;; 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

PER CAPITA t10NEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS I 

74') 2 181 
1.53 1 705 
153 1 689 
153 2 674 
153 2 
153 1 
101 2 
153 1 1508 

1 0'19 
3 309 

153 1 866 
153 1 996 
1 ~53 2 287 

1 
1 
1 678 
1 582 
1 9qq 
2 

722 2 

3 556 727 

.3 544 2 802 
3 655 2 '167 
.3 291 2 352 
4 133 2 9q6 
4 133 2 258 
4 133 3 277 
4 133 2 168 
3 '10'1 2 024 
4 133 2 97'1 

'185 795 

.3 '178 2 377 
3 683 3 08'1 
3 221 2 159 
3 567 2 689 
3 221 1 990 
3 292 2 388 
3 221 3 bOO 
3 19~ 2 '184 
3 106 2 251 
3 221 2 793 

221 2 100 
692 1 951 
220 2 157 

3 071 2 226 
3 221 2 528 
3 221 1 747 
3 236 2 302 
3 221 2 289 
3 221 2 '198 

3 239 2 :'>68 

3 117 2 230 
3 160 2 606 
2 907 2 168 
3 '12'1 3 279 
2 773 2 287 
2 852 2 285 
3 986 3 131 
2 633 2 170 
3 42'1 1 729 
3 '185 2 581 

2 773 2 047 
3 876 2 770 
3 q24 2 428 
3 '124 3 106 
3 '12'1 2 858 
3 '12'1 2 177 
3 '12'1 2 893 
3 '12'1 3 6'16 
3 552 2 631 
3 q24 2 567 

901 2 147 

25~ 8 
(NA I 
(NA I 
(NAI 
INA I 
(I'A I 
32.0 
(NAI 
(NAI 
(NA I 

(NAl. 
(NA I 
(I,A I 
(NAI 
INA I 
I NA I 
INA I 

24.7 

46.3 
19.'1 
(NA I 
32.7 
INA I 
37.9 
(NA I 
28.6 
38.0 
(NAI 

(NAI 
38.0 
(NAI 
3R .0 
(NAI 
(NA) 
40. b 
(NA I 
(NAI 

(NA I 
21.3 
34.1 
(NA I 
(NAI 
(NAI 
27.3 
(T,A I 
( NAI 
35.0 

35 .~ 
39.9 
(NAI 
(NA I 
(NAI 
(NAI· 
(f\iA) 
(!,AI 
35.0 
INAI 

35.1 
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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. 
forPCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

AREA 

POTTAWATOMIE TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
RICHMOND TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 
WI LLI AMSBURG TOWNSHI P ••••••••••••••••••• 

GEARY COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

GRANDVIEw PLAZA ........................ . 
JUNCTION CITy ........................ • .. 
MILFORD ................................ . 
BLAKELY TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
L I BERTY TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LYON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MILFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SMOKY HILL TOWNSHIP .................... . 

WINGFIELD TOWNSHIP .................... .. 

GOVE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

GOVE CITy ............................. .. 
GRAINFIELD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRINNELL ••••• " ••••• '" " •••••••• , ., '" • 
PARK ................................. • •• 
au INTER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BAKER TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
GAEL AND TOWNSH I p ••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• " • 
GOVE TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
GRA I NF I ELO TOWNSH I p ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRINNELL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JEROME TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LARRABEE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
LEWIS TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
DAVID L PAYNE TOWNSHIP ................ .. 

GRAHAM COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BOGUE •••••••••••• ~ 8 •••••••• * ••••••• ·.·0· 
HILL CITY ............................ • .. 
MORLAND •• , ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' ., 
ALLODIUM TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
BRYANT TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
GETTYSBURG TOWNSHIP .................... . 
GRAHAM TOWNSH I P ........................ . 
HAPPY TOWNSH I P ........................ .. 
I-IILL ClTY TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
INDIANA TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 

MILLBROOK TOWNSH IP .................... .. 
MORLA~I TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
NI CODEMlJS TOWNSH IP .................... .. 
PIONEER TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SOLOMON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WILD HORSE TOWNSHIP .................... . 

GRANT COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• TOWNSH; P :::::: :::: :: :::: :::::::: 
TOWNSHI p., •••••••••••••••.••• , ., 

SULLIVAN TWP ........................... . 

GHAY COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EAST ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EOOH, TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• " 
INGALLS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
MONTEZUMA TOWNSH IP ..................... . 
WEST HESS TOWNSH IP .................... .. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

573 
773 
638 

31 550 

841 
22 lQ5 

338 
113 

95 
277 
288 
222 
553 
692 

165 

171 
375 
451 
177 
~39 

370 
89 

365 
617 
727 

168 
112 

26 
482 

278 
175 

95 
101 
36B 
376 

6 486 

4 060 
5 162 

623 
701 

1 45"1 
280 
247 
2"15 
632 
708 
'>40 
439 
169 
500 

215 
962 
200 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 
(CENSUS) CHANGE 

534 7.3 
722 7.1 
598 6.7 

28 111 12.2 

734 14.6 
19 018 16.4 

296 14.2 
100 13.0 

84 13.1 
113 14.7 
252 14.3 
193 15.0 
346 15.4 
861 -2.9 

144 14.6 

940 0.4 

172 -0.6 
374 0.3 
449 0.4 
178 -0.6 
930 1.0 
360 0.7 

89 (Z) 

365 (Z) 

615 0.3 
723 0,6 

168 (Z) 

111 0.9 
26 (Z) 

483 -0.2 

4 751 -5.2 

257 -4.7 
2 071 -6.1 

300 -4.7 
101 -5.0 
293 -3.8 
157 -3,8 
101 -5.0 
157 -3.8 

2 394 -5.8 
09 -5.6 

291 -4.5 
184 -4.9 
100 -5.0 
106 -4.7 
386 -4.7 
392 -4.1 

961 8.8 

3 779 7.4 
4 769 8.2 

561 11.1 
631 11.1 

516 4.8 

373 5.9 
267 4.9 
237 4.2 
235 4,3 
606 4.3 
617 5.6 
517 4.4 
422 4.0 
160 5.6 
480 4.2 

205 4.9 
922 4.3 
193 3.6 

Estimates of percent change 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
(DOLLARS) 

1972 1969 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

3 117 318 
2 852 099 
2 633 955 

226 670 

3 340 2 6QO 
3 107 2 655 
3 050 2 145 
3 549 1 618 
3 549 3 318 
3 409 2 788 
3 549 4 087 
3 549 4 244 
3 158 2 563 
3 614 2 6Q9 

3 549 417 

764 501 

3 804 2 550 
2 208 1 751 
3 070 2 321 
3 804 2 306 
4 637 2 930 
4 795 3 204 
3 804 1 740 
3 804 2 723 
2 208 1 494 
3 070 2 086 

3 804 3 024 
3 804 3 809 
3 803 5 068 
3 804 1 814 

580 545 

3 451 1 706 
3 742 3 081 
3 451 2 735 
3 451 1 821 
3 Q51 2 071 
3 Q51 2 339 
3 451 2 124 
3 451 2 159 
3 710 2 923 
3 451 2 504 

3 451 2 092 
3 451 2 200 
3 451 1 778 
3 451 1 887 
3 451 2 702 
3 451 2 027 

582 767 

3 762 2 946 
3 616 2 831 
3 209 2 368 
3 659 2 700 

619 917 

3 611 2 484 
7 036 3 733 
4 737 2 229 
4 737 2 810 
4 871 3 107 
3 628 2 562 
7 036 4 438 
4 737 2 339 

737 2 746 
737 3 006 

737 1 826 
840 3 043 
737 3 035 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

34.5 
35.9 
3q.7 

20.8 

26.5 
17.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.2 
36.4 

(NA) 

50.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
58.3 
49.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
47.8 
47.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

40.7 

(NA) 
21.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.9 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

29." 

27.7 
27.7 
35.5 
35.5 

58.3 

45. Q 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
56.8 
41.6 
58.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
59.1 
(NA) 



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) 

KANS. 11. 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

GREELEY COUNTy ••••••• , •••••• , •••••• • 

HORACE, ......... , ...................... , 
TRIBUNE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
COLONY TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
HARRISON TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
TRIBUNE TOWNSHIP ....................... • 

GREENWOOD COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• • 

CLIMAX ........................... • ... • •• 
EUREKA ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
FALL RIVER ........................... ••• 
HAMILTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MADISON ................................ . 
SEVERy ............................. ••• •• 
VIRGIL ............................... ••• 
BACHELOR TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
EUREKA TOWNSHIP .................. , ••••• • 
FALL RIVER TOWNSHIP ....... ; ............ . 

JANESVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... . 
LANE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MADISON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
OTTER CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... . 
PLEASANT GROVE TOWNSHIP •• , •••••••••••••• 
QUINCY TOWNSHIP, ....................... • 
SALEM TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
SALT SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 
SHELL ROCK TOWNSHIP .............. " .... . 
SOUTH SALEM TOWNSHIP •••••• , ............ . 

SPRING CREEK TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
TWIN GROVE TOWNSHIP .................... • 

HAMILTON COUNTy .................... ' 

COOLIDGE ....................... , ••••••• ' 
SyRACUSE ............................... . 
BEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... . 
COOLIDGE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
KENDALL' TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
LAMONT TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
MEDWAY TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
RICHLAND TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SyRACUSE TOWNSHIP .................... "., 

HARPER COUNTy ••••• , ••••• , •••••• " ••• 

ANTHONy .... " .... , .. , ............ ' •••••• 
ATTICA, ............................ ••• •• 
BLUFF CITy ............... ••• ... ••••••••• 
DANVILLE ••••••• , ........ , •••• , •••••• , •• , 
FREEPORT., •• "" , ••••• , •• , •• "" ••••• ' • ' 
HABPER .... , .................... , ..... • •• 
WALDRON •••••• , ••••• , ................. ·, • 
TOWNSHIP NO 1 ...................... ·,,,· 
TOWNSHIP NO 2 .......................... . 
TOWNSHIP NO 3 ........................ • .. 

TOWNSHIP NO 4 ......................... .. 
TOWNSHIP NO 5 ......................... .. 
TOWNSHIP NO 6 .......................... . 

HARVEY COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BURRTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
HALSTEAD ............................... . 
HESSTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
NEWTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
NORTH NEWTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SEDGWICK •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
WALTON ................................. . 
ALTA TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
BURRTON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
DARLINGTON TOWNSHIP .................... . 

EMMA TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JUL Y 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

e95 

lq5 
Oqj 
233 
153 
509 

8 913 

M 
q24 
190 
3'18 
995 
383 
177 
236 
320 
2q7 

691 
264 
380 
300 
102 
222 

q8 
398 
2,91 
166 

152 
673 

871 

105 
815 
123 
222 
141 
147 

67 
61 
56 

053 

7 737 

622 
620 
105 

78 
21 

663 
24 

139 
358 
536 

q15 
583 
42q 

27 776 

832 
1 741 
2 192 

15 435 
993 
111 
217 
276 
066 
q25 

715 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

819 

137 
013 
220 
lqq 
455 

lql 

64 
'l 576 

191 
349 
061 
384 
179 
236 
322 
249 

693 
267 
qq7 
300 
101 
222 

48 
qOO 
290 
166 

151 
673 

2 7q7 

102 
720 
119 
215 
13B 
144 

65 
60 
55 

951 

7 871 

2 653 
639 
109 

dO 
21 

1 665 
24 

172 
366 
552 

429 
600 
q34 

27 236 

80B 
1 716 
1 926 

15 09 
963 
OB3 
211 
267 
035 
q09 

q33 

PERCENT 
CHAI<GE 

4.2 

5.8 
2.8 
5.9 
6.3 
3.7 

-2.5 

I l) 
-4.3 
-0.5 
-0.3 
-6,2 
-0.3 
-1.1 
Il) 

-0.6 
-0.8 

-0.3 
-1.1 
-4.6 

(2) 
1.0 
(Z) 

IZ) 
-0.5 
0.3 
Il) 

0.7 
I l) 

q .5 

2.9 
5.5 
3.4 
3.3 
2.2 
2.1 
3.1 
1.7 
1.8 
5.2 

-1.7 

-1.2 
-3.0 
-3.7 
-2.5 

I l) 
-0.1 

IZ) 
-2.8 
-2.2 
-2.9 

-3.3 
-2.8 
-2.3 

2.0 

3.0 
1.5 

13.8 
12 ) 
3.1 
2.6 
2.8 
3.4 
3.0 
3.9 

11 ,6 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

900 

3 618 
'I 054 
3 823 
3 823 
3 919 

'3 105 

3 089 
3 0'17 
3 089 
2 913 
3 519 
2 672 
3 OB9 
3 089 
3 089 
3 089 

2 913 
3 089 
3 581 
3 089 
3 OB9 
3 089 
3 OB9 
3 089 
3 089 
3 089 

089 
672 

q29 

q 5M 
4 373 
'I 564 
'I 5M 
q 564 
45M 
q 56q 
q 5M 
q 56q 
q 378 

8M 

q 347 
3 362 
3 813 
3 813 
3 813 
3 389 
3813 
3 q71 
3 819 
3 819 

819 
819 
819 

S06 

2 978 
3 923 
3 363 
3 6'11 
2 607 
3 457 
J 3M 
3 364 
3 014 
3 36q 

q89 

1969 
I CENSUS) 

5q7 

2 224 
3 123 
1 967 
1 510 
2 751 

443 

1 065 
2 585 
1 543 
2 188 
2' 554 
2 325 
2 401 
1 959 
2 819 
1 q85 

2 311 
3 378 
2 725 
1 q71 
2 155 
2 135 
1 009 
1 769 
3 029 
3 110 

Oq2 
092 

603 

699 
2 579 
2 389 
2 908 
3 268 
1 803 
3 988 

m 
596 

781 

140 
311 
101 
426 
IS) 
oBI 
IS) 
q93 
931 
667 

839 
443 
472 

814 

2 105 
3 178 
2 577 
2 980 
2 301 
2 660 
2 938 
1 417 
2 215 
2 106 

679 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

53.1 

tNA) 
29.8 
INA) 
(NA) 
42.'5 

27.1 

(NA) 
17." 
INA) 
(NA) 
37.1l 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

26.0 
INA) 
31.q 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(I; A ) 
(NA) 
INA) 

(NA) 
27.7 

70.) 

INA) 
69.6 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
68.6 

38.9 

38. q 
45.5 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
26.q 
INA) 
39.2 
INA) 
43.2 

INA) 
10.9 
INA) 

2q .6 

41.5 
23.4 
30.5 
22.2 
13.' 
30.0 
INA) 
INA) 
36.1 
INA) 

30.2 
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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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

IESTlMATU I CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

GARDEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 312 303 3.0 3 364 1 721 (NAl 

HALSTEAD TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 417 404 3.2 3 364 2 960 (NA) 

HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 353 342 3.2 3 364 2 539 (MA) 

LAKE TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 240 233 3.0 3 364 2 547 (NAl 

LAKIN TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 317 306 3.6 .3 364 2 61.1 (NA) 

MACON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 470 456 3.1 3 364 3 438 (NA) 

NEWTON TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••• , '" •• ' ••• ' ., 546 499 3.1 2 396 2 126 12.7 

PLEASANT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 266 258 3.1 3 364 2 108 (NA) 

RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 251 244 2.9 3 3M 2 117 (NA) 

SEDGWICK TOWNSHIP ....................... 541 498 2.9 3 513 2 804 25.3 

WAL TON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 406 391j 3.0 364 037 (NA) 

HASKELL COUNTY ••••••••• , ., ••• ' •••••• 859 672 5.1 274 749 55.5 

SATANTA •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 210 161 4.2 3 643 2 845 28.0 

SURLETTE ••• , ••••••• , •••••• '" •••• ' •••••• 261 208 4.4 5 055 3 302 53.1 

DUDLEY TOWNSHIP ......................... 655 579 4.8 3 548 2 520 40.8 

HASKELL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 698 619 4.9 5 026 3 239 55.2 

LOCKPORT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 505 Lt74 6.5 4 116 1 083 (NA) 

HODGEMAN COUNTY •••••••••• , ••••••• ' •• 696 2 662 1.3 477 214 39.3 

HA~ISTON ••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• * ••••• 286 282 1.4 6 725 3 166 (NA) 

JETI"10KE •••• , ••• , ••••• ' ••••••••• ' ••••• ' •• 939 936 0.3 3 574 2 668 34.0 

BENTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 52 50 4.0 4 248 1 506 (NA) 

CENTER TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 216 208 0.7 3 579 2 688 33.1 

HALLET TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 77 76 1.3 4 249 2 283 (NA) 

MARENA TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 576 568 1.4 6 725 5 065 32.8 

NORTH ROSCOE TOWNSHIP ................... 118 11'\ 2.6 4 249 1 855 (NA) 

SAWLOG TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 173 170 1.8 4 249 2 000 (NA) 

SOUTH ROSCOE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , •• 127 124 2.4 4 249 1 964 INA) 

STERLING Tow~SHIP ....................... 232 230 0.9 4 249 5 258 INA) 

VALLEY rOWNSHIP ......................... 125 121 3.3 249 556 ( NA) 

JACKSON COUNTY ••• " •••••••••••• ' .' •• 11 058 10 342 6.9 453 611 32.2 

CIRCLEVILLE ............................. 191 17A 7.3 3 468 2 442 (NA) 

•••••••••••••••• $ ••••••••••••••• 
180 16A 7.1 3 468 2 776 (NA) 

HOl. TON •• :: : ::::::::: :::: :::::: ::::::::: : 
268 248 8.1 2 662 1 789 (NA) 

201 06'l 4.5 3 944 3 090 27.6 

HOYT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• ~54 420 8.1 3 128 2 446 (NA) 

MAyETTA ................................. 264 246 7.3 2 819 2 095 (NA) 

~IETAWAKA •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• • •• 208 192 8.3 3 468 2 069 (NA) 

SOLDIER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 186 173 7.5 3 468 1 764 (NA) 

WHITING .............................. • •• 277 256 8.2 4 318 2 205 (NA) 

ADRIAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 178 166 7.2 3 468 2 762 (NA) 

286 264 8.3 3 468 389 (NA) 

893 828 7,9 2 833 2 129 33.1. 

340 243 7.8 3 121 2 429 28.5 
')10 472 8. ~ 3 468 2 082 (NA) 

669 619 8.1 2 662 1 978 34.6 

...... ~ ........ ~ ..... 191 178 7.3 3 468 1 559 (NA) 

& ••• ~~~*.~., ... ~ ..... :)03 467 7.7 J 468 2 381 (NA) 

~55 421 8.1 3 468 1 536 (NA) 

570 528 8.0 2 464 1 652 33.0 
/fin '113 8.2 3 468 2 055 (NA) 

SOLDIEH TWP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 517 479 7.9 3 468 2 368 INA) 

STRAIGHT CHEEK TOWf!SHIP ................. ,,'l4 236 7.6 3 468 2 831 (NA) 

TWP .......................... 494 459 7.6 3 468 3 702 (NA) 

TOWNSH IP ••• , '" •• , ••• ' '" ••••••• 547 '506 8,1 4 318 3 244 33.1 

JEFf'ERSON COUNTY ••••• , ••• ' •••• " .' •• 12 973 11 945 8.6 358 592 29.6 

623 10.6 3 202 2 240 Lt2.9 

• ~ •••••••••••• " •••• ~ & •••• ~ •• ~ 
472 10.6 3 388 2 881 INA) 

• •••• 5 • " •••• ~ ••• ~ ••••••••••• 
727 10.5 2 110 1 721 22.6 

,,~~.§ ............ ~ .... ~.*~ .... ~" 95') 10.5 4 151 3 188 30.2 

151 137 10.2 3 356 3 413 INA) 

· ..... ~ ........... " ......... 7:15 664 10.7 3 686 2 883 27.9 

• " • " •• a " ..... " " •• " ......... ~ ~ " • 
126 169 -3.7 3 102 2 410 28.7 

544 492 10.6 3 474 2 633 (NA) 

921 889 1.7 3 OB5 2 410 28.0 

162 149 8.7 3 356 J 108 (NA) 

JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 155 04<; 10.5 J 463 619 32.2 

KAW TOWNShIP ............................ ' 164 013 14.9 3 962 172 24.9 

KENTUCKY Tow'~SHIP ....................... 249 129 10.6 3 641 811 29.5 

NOPTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 238 121 10.4 2 111 724 22.4 

SEE FOOTNOTFS AT END OF TABLE. 
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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 PClfigures 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 t10NEY 

POPULATION I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

IESTIMATE) ICENSUS) CHANGE IESTIMATE) I CENSUS) 

OSt<ALOOSA TOWNSHIP ~ ~ •• , •••••• 0 ••••••• • ~. 1 737 1 572 10.5 3 855 %7 

OZAwKIE TOWNSHIP ..................... • .' q7~ Q30 10.2 3 356 652 

ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• , 617 558 3,8 3 145 2 366 

RURAL TOWNSHIP .......................... 527 1t76 10.7 3 356 2 937 

SAPCOX IE TOWNSHIP •••• ' ., ., ••••••••••• ' •• 503 456 10.3 3 356 2 711 

UNION TOWNSH IP ••••••••• , •• '" •• , .' •••••• 224 107 10.6 3 666 2 512 

JeWELL COUNTY •••••••• , ••••• , .' •••••• 740 6 099 -5.9 3 871 587 

BURR OAK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 403 '126 -5.4 3 464 2 000 

ESBON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 195 206 -5.3 ' 3 732 3 073 

FORMOSO .......................... • ... •• • 171 180 -5 0 0 3 732 2 773 

JEWELL ••••••••••••••••• , ., ••••••• ' ., ••• , 540 569 -5.1 3 453 2 212 

MANKATO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 180 1 ?B'7 -8.3 4 525 3 089 

RANDALL .......................... ••••• •• 1M 195 -5.6 3 732 2 134 

WEBBER ••••••• , ., ••••• ' ••••••••••• ' ••••• , 46 49 -6.1 3 732 2 %1 

ALLEN TOWNSH IP •• '" •• " •••••••••••••••• , 74 77 .... 3.9 j 1 949 

ATHENS TOWNSHIP ......................... 135 141 -4.3 3 1 718 

13ROWNSCREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 87 90 -3.3 3 732 1 667 

BUFFALO TOWNSHIP ........................ 708 745 -5.0 3 554 2 522 

BURR OAK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 539 568 -5.1 3 464 2 258 

CALVIN TOWNSHIP ...... , .................. 75 78 -3.8 3 732 3 883 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 360 477 -7.9 4 518 3 057 

ERVING TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 113 121 -6.6 ;J 732 3 286 

ESPON TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 339 357 -5.0 3 732 2 Q08 

GRANT TOWNSH IP ••••• , ••••• , ••••••••• , .' .' 326 345 -5.5 3 732 2 876 

HARRISON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 82 85 ··3.5 3 2 526 

HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 91 98 -7.1 3 3 205 

HOLMWOOD TOWI;SHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 89 96 -7.3 3 732 2 }62 

IONI A TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 178 188 -5.3 3 732 1 869 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 195 207 -5.8 3 732 2 368 

LIMESTONE TOWNSHIP ...................... 124 131 -5.3 3 732 1 792 

MONTANA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 140 147 -4.8 3 732 3 316 

ODESSA TOWNSHIP ......................... 85 88 -3.4 3 732 2 950 

PRAIRIt TOWNSHIP ........................ 273 291 -6.2 3 732 2 331 

RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 70 72 -2.8 3 732 1 873 

SINCLAIR TOWNSHIP •••• , ................... 1111 148 -4.7 3 732 2 716 

VICKSBURG TOWNSHIP ..................... • 88 95 -7.4 3 732 1 809 

WALNUT TOWNSHIP ........................ , 169 178 -5.1 3 732 1 672 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 150 159 -5.7 732 525 

WHITE MOUND TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••••• " • 109 117 -6.8 732 025 

JOHNSON COUNTY ...................... 232 824 220 073 5.8 418 ~42 

COUNTRYS I DE •••••••••• " •••••••••••• ' •••• ~~3 411 7.8 6 261 4 6'11 

DE SOTO ................................ • 827 839 -0.7 3 298 2 825 

EDGERTON ............ ~ ••••••• ~ ............. 555 513 8.2 3 098 2 305 

FAIRWAy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 328 227 1.9 9 155 6 170 

GARDNER ............... , ............. ' .. ~ ..... 1 930 839 4.9 3 740 2 860 

LAKE QUIVIRA IPART) .................... ' 1 O~8 968 8.3 6 612 5 05'1 

LEAWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 11 139 10 645 4.6 7 992 7 154 

LENEXA ••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• '" •• ' 8 773 5 5'19 58.1 520 3 176 

MERRIAM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 11 331 10 955 3.'1 929 3 904 

MISSION .............................. • •• 8 471 8 125 4.3 ~12 4 479 

MISS I ON HILLS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 171 ~ 198 -0.6 18 683 13 558 

MISSION WOODS .............. 256 237 8.0 6 261 6 In 

OLATHE •••••••••••••••••••••• : : :: :: : ::::: 21 196 17 917 18.3 3 695 2 995 

OVERLAND PARK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 82 081 77 934 5.3 5 167 4 3j7. 

PRAIRIE VILLAGE ............................. 27 034 28 378 -Q.7 5 b15 , 196 

ROELAND PARK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 698 9 760 -0.6 4 032 3 973 

SHAWNEE •• , ••••••••••• , •••• '" •••••••••• ' 22 168 20 946 5.8 'I 295 3 481 

SPRING HILL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 283 186 8.2 3 497 2 729 

WESTWOOD ••••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••• ' 2 482 383 4.2 4 029 3 9~5 

WESTWOOD HILLS .......................... 4'18 41'1 8.2 6 261 4 214 

AUPRY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 522 246 22.2 5 596 3 733 

GARDNER TOWNSHIP ........................ 1 981 831 8.2 3 483 2 503 

LEXINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• '" •••••••• 2 382 85'1 -16.5 2 631 2 397 

MCCAMI SH TOWNSHIP ...................... ' 604 559 8.1 3 662 2 725 

MONTICELLO TOWNSHIP ..................... 023 526 19.5 'I 781 3 2e~ 

OLATHE TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••• , ., •••••••• 045 965 8.3 4 4'15 J08 

OXFORD TOWNSHIP ........................ ' 040 961 8.2 4 825 591 

SHAWNEE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 274 1 177 8.2 6 532 438 

SPR I NG HILL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• " 539 498 8.2 6 261 606 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

KANS, 13 

INC OME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

29.9 
INA) 
32.9 
INA) 
INA) 
45.9 

49.6 

(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
56.1 
46. S 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

40.9 
53.4 
INA) 
47.8 
INA) 
(i;A) 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

INA) 
(NA) 

22 .• 0 

INA) 
16.7 
.31.!- .. tl 
'18. ~ 
30.8 
12.9 
11.7 
'12.3 
26.3 
20. R 

37.fl 
INA) 
23 .~ 
19.7 
11.9 
1.5 

23.4 
28.1 

2.1 
I "A) 

49.9 
39.2 
18.1 
34. 'I 
l!5 .. 6 
34. 'I 
34.4 
20.1 
INA) 



14 KANS. 

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

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

POPULATI ON 
PER C'APITA MONEY INCOME 

'DOLLARS) 

AREA 

KEARNY COUNTY •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 

DEERFIELD •••••• , ., ., ••• , ••••• , •••••••••• 
LAI< I i\l. 0 ••••••••••• , • B ~ •••••••••••••••••• 

DEEHF IElD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EAST HI8BARO TOWNSHIP ................... 
HARTLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
KENDALL TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAK IN TOWNSHIP .......................... 
SOUTHSIDE TOWNSHIP ..................... • 
WEST HI8BARD TOWNSHIP ................... 

KINGMAN COUNTy ...................... 

CUNN INGHAM •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KINGMAN .............................. • •• 
NASHVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ." • 
NORWICH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PENALOSA ................................ 
sPIVEy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
ZENDA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ALLEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BELMONT TOWNSHIP ........................ 
BENNETT TOWNSHIP ••••• ' ••• , ••• , •••••••••• 

CANTON TOWNSH IP •••••••• " •••• , •••••••••• 
CHIKASKIA TOWNSHIP ...................... 
DAL" TOWNSHIP ........................... 
DRESOEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EAGLE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
EUREKA TOWNSHIP. '" •••••••••• , ••••••••• , 
EVAN TOWNSHIP ........................... 
GALESBURG TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••• , •••••• 
Hoas IER TOWNSHIP ........................ 
KINGMAN TOWNSHIP ••••• ' ., ••••••• , .' •••••• 

LI8ERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
rHNNESCAH TOWNSHIP ...................... 
PETERS TOWNS~IP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RICHLAND TOWNSH IP •••••••• , •••••••• '" •• , 
ROCHESTER TOWNSHIP ...................... 
RURAL TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
UNION TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
VALLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
VINITA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
WH ITE TOWNSH IP ••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••• 

KIOrlA COUNTY ••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 

('REENSBURG .............................. 
HAVILAND ••• ~ ••••••• ~ ••••••••••• ~ •• Q.'.'. 
MULLlI'VILLE ............................. 
wELLSFORD •••••••••••• " ••••••• '" ••••••• 
BRENHAM TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••••••••••• ,. " • 
8UTLER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CENTEr, TOWNSHIP ......................... 
GAPF lEU) TOWNSHIP ....................... 
GLICK TO~NSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HI GHLANIJ TOWNSHIP ....................... 

KIONA TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ••••••••• ' •••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSH IP ••• ~ ••• "". * •• ~ ••••••••• , 
MARTIN TOW~ISHIP ......................... 
REEDER TOWNSHIP ......................... 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TOWNSHIP ......................... 
TOWNSHIP ......................... 

TOWNSHIP ...................... 
IVESTl.ANO TOWNSHIP ....................... 

LABcTTE COUNTY ••••••••• , ••••• ' .' •••• 

. " " ~ ." ....... " .......... " ........ ." ........... " ................... .. " . " . " " ..... " .. ~ ..... -.. " ...... 
EOI'A •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LABETTE ................................. 
MOUND VALLEY ••••••••••••••• , '" •• ' •••••• 
OSWEGO." ••••••••••••• '" ••••••• ~ •• ' .' •••• 
PAfISONS ................................. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

140 

485 
629 
653 
157 
136 
109 
846 
140 

98 

9 007 

486 
718' 
107 
qll 

32 
78 

143 
127 
137 
573 

173 
172 
259 
457 
162 
175 
265 
252 
169 
243 

211 
225 
288 
113 
278 
319 
125 
146 
224 
198 

849 

1 788 
664 
354 

8 
9~ 
3lt 

880 
70 
70 
'f6 

39 
36 

436 
92 
27 

175 
64 

758 
28 

25 qql 

846 
139 
536 
419 
106 
q68 

:> 243 
12 5'18 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

047 

474 
570 
639 
155 
133 
106 
781 
137 

96 

8 886 

483 
622 
107 
414 

3? 
78 

142 
126 
135 
576 

172 
171 
258 
454 
16? 
174 
264 
250 
168 
241 

211 
22~ 
286 
113 
274 
317 
124 
145 
222 
197 

088 

907 
705 
376 

9 
98 
36 

00.3 
73 
73 
51 

42 
39 

'162 
96 
29 

185 
67 

80'1 
30 

25 775 

845 
138 

1 596 
418 
105 
467 

2 200 
13 015 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

3.1 

2.3 
3.8 
2.2 
1.3 
2.3 
2.8 
3.6 
2.2 
2.1 

1.4 

0.6 
2.7 
(Z) 

-0.7 
(Z) 
(Z) 
0.7 
o.B 
1.5 

-0.5 

0.6 
0.6 
0.4 
0.7 
III 
0.6 
0.4 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 

(Z) 
0.4 
0.7 
(ZI 
1.5 
0;6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.9 
0.5 

-5.8 

-6.2 
-5,8 
-5.9 

-II.! 
-~.! 
-5.6 
-6.1 
-4.1 
-~.l 
-9.8 

-7.1 
-7.7 
-5.6 
-q.2 
-6.9 
-5. q 
-4.5 
-5.7 
-6.7 

-1.3 

0.1 
0.7 

-3.8 
0.2 
1.0 
0.2 
2,0 

-3.6 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

515 

q 711 
4 419 
4 711 
4 577 
4 577 
4 577 
4 426 
q 577 
4 577 

3 078 

2 993 
3 165 
2 993 
3 201 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
3 201 

2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 

2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 

.2 993 
2 993 
2 993 
2 993 

900 

4 073 
3 215 
~ 053 
3 331 
~ 053 
4 053 
4 071 
4 053 
q 053 
4 053 

4 053 
q 053 
4 053 
4 053 
q 053 
4 053 
4 053 
3 230 
4 053 

892 

3 387 
2 788 
2 345 
2 '145 
2 788 
2 202 
2 558 
3 005 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

519 

2 131 
2 569 
2 603 
1 464 
3 558 
3 005 
2 602 
1 893 
1 950 

2 338 

2 483 
2 609 
2 128 
2 894 

(S) 
1 787 
2 973 
2 546 
1 399 
2 495 

1 562 
3 463 
2 178 
1 982 
3 379 
1 579 
2 756 
1 978 
3 822 
1 192 

1 586 
2 627 
1 499 
1 814 
2 715 
1 789 
2 537 
2 682 
2 143 
1 501 

938 

109 
280 
981 
(S) 
796 
I S I 

3 087 
2 ~48 
2 091 
3 38~ 

2 555 
2 q98 
3 290 
3 YOO 
2 871 
2 854 
3 316 
2 385 
3 198 

q37 

3 055 
2 558 
1 985 
2 010 
1 914 
1 747 
2 196 
2 609 

pERCENT 
CHANGE 

79.2 

(NA) 
72.0 
81.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
70.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

31.7 

(NA) 
21.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
28.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

32.7 

31.0 
41.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAI 
31.9 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
35.4 
(NA) 

18.7 

10.9 
(NA) 
18. t 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
16.5 
15.2 



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) 

KANS, 1~ 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

CANADA TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
ELM' GROVE TOWNSH I P ..................... . 
FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
HACKBERRY TOWNSH I p ..................... . 
HOWARD TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LABETTE TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
MONTANA TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
MOUND VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................. . 
MOUNT PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 

NEOSHO TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
NORTH TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
OSAGE TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
OSWEGO TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ..................... ,. 
WAL TON TOWNSHIP ............... " ... ,,, •• 

LANE COUNTy., •••••••••••••••••• , •••• 

DIGHTON ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• " •• , •• 
ALAMOTA TOWNSHIP .............. , ....... " 
BLAINE TOWNSHIP ••• , .... , ...... , ........ . 
CHEYENNE TOWNSHI p, .... , ••• , •••••••• " •• , 
CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP .... " .. , ........... ,. 
OIGHTON TOVINSHIP ....................... , 
SPR I NG CREEK TOWNSH I p .............. , •••• 
WHITE ROCK TOWNSHIP .................... . 
WILSON TOWNSHIP ........................ . 

LEAVENWORTH COUNTy ................. . 

BASEHOR •••••••••••••• '.' ••••••••••• ' '" • 
EASTON .... , ....... , ............ , ••••••• , 
LANSING ••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• ~ •• 
LiAVENWORTH ............................ . 
LINWOOD ................................ . 
TONGANOX IE .............. , ••••••••• , ••••• 
ALEXANDRIA TOWNSHIP.,' ••••• ,., ••••••••••• 
DELAWARE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
EASTON TOWNSHIP ................... , ••••• 
F'A I RMOUIH TOWNSH I P ..................... . 

HIGH PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
KICKAPOO TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
RENO TOWNSH I P .......................... . 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
STRANGER TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
TONGANOX I E TOWNSH IP .................... . 

Ll NCOLN COUNTy ............. , ....... . 

BARNARD ••••••••••••• , .................. . 
BEVERLy .................. ••• ••••• ••••••• 
LINCOLN CENTER •••• " •• , ••••••••••• , ••••• 
SYLVAN GROVE ......................... ' •• 
BATTLE CREEK TOWNSHIP .................. . 
BEAVER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
CEDRON TOWNSHIP ........... , ............ . 
COLORADO TOWNSHIP ............ , •••• , ••••• 
ELKHORN TOWNSHIP ••••• ; •••••••••••••••••• 
FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ...................... . 

GOLDEN BELT TOWNSHIP ................... . 
GRANT TOWNSHIP •••• , ............... , ••••• 
HANOVER TOVINSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ........... , ••••••••••• 
IND I ANA TOWNSHIP, ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
MADISON TOWNSHIP ................... , •••• 
MARION TOWNSHIP .................... ' •••• 
ORANGE TOWNSHIP ................. , ••••••• 
PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ..................... ,. 

SALT CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
SCOTT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
VALLEY TOWNSHIP ........................ ' 
VESPER TOWNSHIP ................... , ••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

320 
827 
284 
q56 
396 
311 
387 
211 
913 
16'1 

196 
674 
647 
306 
437 
586 

752 

572 
1/12 
1qa 
36q 

54 
732 
lOq 

61 
146 

5q 722 

76q 
461 

3 929 
25 721 

340 
819 
660 

5 152 
1 080 
2 326 

1 034 
12 510 

764 
27q 
263 
934 

599 

188 
191 
604 
qOO 

73 
q68 
137 
342 
2qO 
118 

91 
125 

61 
77 

260 
75 

126 
127 
106 
561 

12q 
248 

90 
147 

APRIL 1, 1970 
( CENSUS) 

320 
825 
285 
q55 
395 
311 
387 
212 
912 

1 163 

1.95 
673 
6% 
306 
437 

1 442 

2 707 

5qO 
140 
148 
359 

52 
699 
10q 

59 
146 

53 340 

724 
q35 

3 797 
26 520 

323 
1 717 

626 
984 
020 
910 

1 DO? 
11 538 

72q 
208 
011 
797 

q 58? 

190 
193 

1 582 
403 

72 
q70 
)38 
345 

1 213 
119 

90 
126 

62 
76 

262 
74 

127 
127 
109 
565 

PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 
CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

(2) 2 786 2 100 (NA) 

0.2 2 445 2 009 21.7 
-o.q 2 788 1 696 ( NA) 

0.2 2 788 1 890 (NA) 

0.3 2 788 2 308 (NA) 
(2 ) 2 788 2 940 (NAI 
(Z) 2 788 2 561 (NA) 

-0.5 2 7B8 3 18q (NA) 

0.1 2 202 797 22.5 
0.1 2 975 603 14.3 

0.5 '2 788 2 356 ( NA) 

0.1 3 035 2 q94 21.7 
0.2 3 187 2 619 21.7 
(2 ) 2 788 2 424 (NA) 
(2 ) 2 788 1 900 ( NA) 

10,0 3 620 2 785 30.0 

1.7 376 038 q4.0 

2.1 4 122 2 651 55 .. 5 
1.4 4 il35 2 823 ( NA) 
(Z) 4 835 6 339 (NA) 

1.4 q 835 2 632 (NA) 

3.8 Ij 835 1 506 (NA) 

1.9 4 107 2 527 6~.5 

(Z) q 835 1 266 (NA) 

3.4 q 835 3 068 (NA) 
(2 ) Ij 835 8 188 (NA) 

2.6 429 713 26.Lt 

5.5 3 627 2 703 }4.2 
6.0 ) 154 2 648 (NA) 

3.5 2 907 2 209 31.6 
-3.0 3 69} 2 910 26.9 
5.3 3 490 2 491 (NA) 

5.9 q 147 3 179 30.4 
5,q 2 27'1 1 758 29.'1 
3.4 3 101 2 3q6 32.2 
5.9 2, 916 2 274 28.2 

21.9 3 434 2 570 ;l3.6 

3.2 3 407 2 573 32.4 
8.4 2 919 2 356 23.9 
5.5 q 413 3 qll 29.4 
5.5 3 573 2 729 30.9 

24.9 3 061 2 228 37.4 
q.9 4 1Zq 3 488 18.2 

0.4 3 3qq 323 q4.0 

-1.1 395 2 "05 (NA) 

-1.0 395 1 671 (NA) 

1.4 457 2 :;36 36.3 
-0.7 2 811 1 981 (NA) 

1.4 3 395 1 865 (NA) 

-0.4 3 395 2 703 (NA) 

-0.7 3 395 4 596 (NA) 

-0.9 3 395 1 826 (NA) 

2.2 3 q70 2 625 32. ? 

-0.8 3 395 3 064 ( NA) 

1.1 3 395 268 (NA) 

-0,8 3 395 613 (NA) 

-1.6 3 395 096 (NA) 

1.3 3 395 558 (NA) 

-0.8 3 395 961 (NA) 

1.4 3 395 958 (NA) 

-0.8 3 395 978 (NA) 
(Z) 3 39q 537 (NA) 

-0.9 3 395 832 (NA) 

-0,7 2 811 927 q5.9 

0.8 3 395 886 (NA) 

-O,q 3 395 541 (WA) 

2.3 3 395 786 (NA) 
(2) 3 395 300 (NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Contirmed 

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

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

LINN COUNTY •••••••••• '" ••••••••• ' •• 

BLUE MOUND ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• •• 
I.A CYGNE •••••••••••• '" •• , ••• ' •••••••••• 
MOUr,D CITy .............................. 
PARKER ••• " ••• '" •• , ••••••••••••••• " ••• 
PLEASANTON ....................... • ... • •• 
PRESCOTT ••••• , ••••• , '" •••• , ••••••••••• , 
RUlE MOUND TOWNSHIP ..................... 
OENTERVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 
URERTY TOWNSH IP ••••• " •••••••• , •••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 

MOUND CITY TOWNSHIP ..................... 
PARIS TOWNSHIP ..................... • .... 
POTOSI TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCOTT TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP •••• " •• , ••• , •••• '" ••• 
STtt.NTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
VALLEY TOwNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LOGAN COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• ' ••• ' 

OAKLEY ••••••••••••••••• , '" •••••••• " •• , 
RUSSELL SPRINGS ...................... • •• 
wINONA ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• •• 
AUGUSTINE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ELKADER TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LEES TOWNSHIP ........................... 
LO('ANSPORT TOWNSHIP •• , •••••••• '" •• ' •••• 
MCALLASTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
~ONUMENT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OAKLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PAXTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RUSSELL SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ................ 
wESTERN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
WINONA TOWNSHIP ......................... 

LYON COUNTy ......................... 

ADMIHE ............................. ••• •• 
ALLEN •• " •••• '" •••••••••••••••••• '" ••• 
AMERICUS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
BUSHONG •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
EMPORIA .............................. • •• 
HARTFORD ................................ 
t~E()SHO flAP IDS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OLPE .................................... 
READING ............................ ••• •• 
AGNES CITY TOWNSHIP ..................... 

••••••• ~ & •• , ••••••• ~ •• ... ~.~.~~ ......... ~ .. 
•••• ~ • ~ 9 & •••• _ " ••••• ~ ..... ~" ..... &.~.~.~ .... ~ 

••• * .................... 

.......... ~ •• * • ~ ....... ~ * 
,JACKSON 
PIKE TOWNSHIP •••• :::::::::::::::::::::: : 
READING TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
WATERLOO TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MCPHERSON COUNTY. " •• , ••• , ••• , .' •••• 

CANTON •• * ~ G ••••• ~ •• ~ •••••••••••• ~"'.'.' 
GAL VA ••••••• 0 ••••• $ •••• D ~ ••••• , • ~ ••••••• 
INMAN •••••••• ' ~ •••••••••••• ~ ., ••• ~ •••••• 
UNOSrlorlG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MCPHEHSON ............................... 
MARQUETTE •••••• , ••• , ., ••••• , ., ••••• , .' •• 
MOUNDRIDGE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WINDOM .................................. 
BA TTLE HILL TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••• 
BONAVILLE TOWNSH IP. " •••••••• , ., •••••••• 

CANTON TOWNSf;IP .................... ••• •• 
CASTLE TOWNSHIP. ~'."' •• '.""'.'.".'" 
DELMORE TOWNSHIP ........................ 
EMPIRE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• , ••• , •• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

916 

311 
998 
721 
257 
299 
225 
635 
520 
787 
361 

033 
402 
897 
365 
498 
198 
218 

680 

257 
80 

280 
51 
48 
49 
10 
45 

222 
563 

42 
1Q1 

55 
455 

32 542 

155 
188 
476 

44 
23 110 

'516 
252 
489 
266 
481 

991 
228 
1()9 
698 
731 
285 
929 
050 
550 
381 

24 760 

899 
526 
842 

2 7&)8 
10 768 

582 
259 
185 
120 
55 

152 
291 
109 
B70 

APRIL 1, 1970 
ICENSUS) 

770 

}08 
989 
714 
255 

1 216 
222 
628 
514 
780 
349 

023 
398 
810 
362 
492 
198 
216 

814 

327 
83 

293 
52 
49 
50 
11 
47 

233 
6ij9 

43 
147 

58 
475 

32 071 

lij4 
175 
441 

39 
23 327 

478 
234 
453 
247 
Q43 

918 
137 
027 
583 
677 
2.64 
862 
972 
509 
352 

24 778 

893 
52? 
836 

2 764 
10 a5) 

578 
1 271 

183 
119 

54 

144 
288 
108 
864 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

1.9 

1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
0.8 
6.8 
1.4 
1.1 
1.2 
0.9 
0.9 

1.0 
1,0 
4.8 
0.8 
1,2 
IZ) 
0.9 

-3.5 

-3.0 
-3.6 
-4.4 
-1.9 
-2.0 
-2.0 
-9.1 
-4.3 
-4.7 
-3.2 

-2.3 
-4.1 
-5.2 
-4.2 

1.5 

7.6 
7 .4 
7.9 

12.B 
-0.9 

7.9 
7.7 
7.9 
7.7 
8.6 

8.0 
8.0 
8.0 
7 .3 
8.0 
8.0 
7.8 
8.0 
8.1 
8.2 

I Z) 

0.7 
0.8 
0.7 

-0.2 
-0.8 
0.7 

-0.9 
1.1 
0.8 
1.9 

D.7 
1.0 
0.9 
0.7 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

330 

3 086 
3 278 
3 226 
3 877 
3 542 
3 405 
3 086 
2 713 
3 660 
3 298 

3 162 
3 405 
3 492 
3 405 
3 405 
3 q05 
3 405 

561 

3 641 
3 430 
3 430 
3 430 
3 430 
3 430 
3 429 
3 430 
3 430 
3 617 

430 
430 
430 
430 

317 

3 462 
3 462 
3 504 
3 462 
3 281 
3 322 
2 942 
3 520 
1 994 
3 462 

3 50'! 
3 587 
3 412 
J 719 
3 369 
3 462 
3 079 
3 578 
1 994 
3 462 

483 

3 433 
3 037 
4 058 
3 076 
3 732 
2 407 
3 297 
3 336 
3 336 
3 335 

3 452 
3 336 
3 336 
3 074 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

~17 

1 757 
2 2q3 
2 434 
3 013 
2 5 'll 
1 878 
2 217 
1 907 
2 566 
2 296 

2 320 
2 ~92 
2 498 
2 787 
2 636 
2 098 
1 875 

463 

2 712 
3 129 
1 868 
1 137 
2 890 

IS) 
IS) 
IS) 
954 
579 

052 
902 
854 
284 

620 

4 728 
4 220 
2 906 
2 004 
2 652 
2 073 
1 863 
2 393 
1 670 
3 550 

2 553 
2 486 
2 199 
2 789 
2 ~58 
4 182 
2 245 
2 611 
1 ~31 
2 168 

776 

2 481 
2 263 
3 339 
2 355 
3 106 
1 745 
2 525 
2 483 
2 302 
1 320 

2 545 
2 396 
1 002 
2 330 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

37.8 

INA) 
46.1 
32.5 
(NA) 
39.4 
INA) 
39.2 
~2.3 
42.6 
43.6 

36 •. 3 
(NA) 
39.8 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 

4Q.6 

34.3 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
40.2 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

26.6 

(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
23.7 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

37.3 
44.3 
55.2 
33.3 
37.) 
INA) 
37.1 
37.0 
30.2 
(NA) 

25.5 

38.4 
34.2 
21.5 
30.6 
20.2 
37.9 
30.6 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 

35.6 
INA) 
INA) 
31.9 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Contil1ued 

(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 (DOLURS I 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APHII.. 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PEPCENT 

IESTIMATE I (CENSUS I CHANGE (ESTIMATEI (CENSIJS I CHANGE 

GRoyELAND TOWNSHIP ................... • •• 263 260 1.2 3 336 2 034 INAI 

GYPSUM CREEK TOWNSH I P •••• " _ ••• _ ••••••• - 265 262 1.1 3 336 2 565 (NA I 

HARPER TOWNSHIP •• _" .,. _ ... - ............ 157 156 0.6 3 336 2 OJ3 (NAI 

HAYES TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 288 285 1.1 3 336 2 292 (NAI 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP ..................... • •. 262 259 1.2 3 336 2 405 INAI 

lONG CITY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ••••• • 368 365 0.8 3 336 3 btl3 (NA I 

LITTLE VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................. 414 411 0.7 3 336 2 096 (NAI 

LONE TREE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 454 450 0.9 3 336 2 118 INA) 

MCPHERSON TOWNSHIP ................... • .' "36 433 O. "/ J 336 4 561 (N/\I 

MARQUETTE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 781 775 0.8 2 78e 2 119 31.6 

~EHIDIAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 382 379 0.8 3 336 110 ( NAI 

MOUND TOWNSHIP ....................... -.' 1 704 713 -0.5 3 308 2 572 28.6 

NEW GOTTlAND TOWNSHI P ••••• _ •••••••• , •••• 248 246 0.8 3 336 " 36'1 (NAI 

SMOKY HILL TOWNSHIP .................... ' 268 265 1,1 3 336 2 239 INA) 

SO SHARPS CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 117 116 0.9 3 3:16 3 753 (NA I 

SPRING VAllEY TOWNSHIP .................. lUI{ 411 0.7 3 336 j e68 INA) 

SUPER!OH TOWNSH! P •••••••••••••••••••• , .- 309 299 0.8 3 852 2 B81l 33 ~6 

TURKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 308 307 0.3 3 336 2 INAI 

UNION TOWNSH IP ••••••• '" •••••••••••••••• 196 191! 1.0 3 336 3 (NA) 

MARION 'COUNTy .................. • ••• • 13 661 13 935 -2.0 192 }42 36.3 

BURNS ...................... • ..... • ... ••• 266 268 -0.7 3 !31l 1 911 (NAI 

DURHAM ••••••••••••••• '" ••••••••••••••• , 141 1113 -1.4 3 13'1 1 9115 (NAI 

FlORENCE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 708 716 -1.1 3 134 2 3119 33.4 

GOESSEl •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' ., 383 386 -0.8 .! 288 2 718 (NA I 

HIllSBORO ............................... 521 730 -7.7 3 373 2 560 31.8 

lEHIGH ................................... 167 168 -0.6 134 2 852 (NAI 

LINCOLNVIlLE ............................ 216 218 -0.9 2 523 2 'HI ( NA) 

lOST SPRINGS ............................ 103 103 III 3 131l 1 840 (NAI 

MARION ............................. ••••• 069 052 0.8 3 252 2 555 27.3 

PEABODY •••• , ••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 356 368 -0.9 3 266 2 595 25.9 

RAMONA ••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 119 121 -1.7 3 131l 1 505 (NA I 

TAMPA ............................ • ... ••• 153 lSI! -0.6 3 131l 1 944 INA) 

BL.A!NE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 261 263 -0.8 3 13 I! 1 939 ( NAI 

CATLIN TOWNSHIP ......................... 224 227 -1,3 3 13 I! 2 818 (NAI 

CENTEI< TOWNSHIP ......................... 282 285 -1.1 3 134 2 280 (NA) 

CLARK TOWNSHIP ........................... 2j~5 247 -0.8 3 134 2 225 I NA I 

ClEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 642 M8 -0.9 2 523 1 894 33,2 

COlFAX TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 310 313 -1.0 3 134 1 844 (NAI 

[)OYlE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 96 96 (Z) 3 134 1 443 (NA I 

DURHAM PARK TOWNSHIP ................... ' 322 325 -0.9 3 134 1 759 ( NAI 

EAST BRANCH TOWNSHIP .................... 194 196 -1.0 3 134 1 670 (NA) 

FAIRPLAY TOWNSHIP ...................... • 238 21!1 -1.2 3 134 2 246 (NAI 

GAlE TOWNSHIP ........................... 194 196 -1.0 3 1.34 2 618 (NA. I 

GRANT TOWNSH IP ••••••••••• ' •••••••••••••• 168 169 -0.6 3 13" 2 420 (NA) 

LEHIGH TOWNSHIP ........................ • 349 351 -0.6 3 134 2 513 ( NAI 

L18ERTY TOWNSHIP ....................... • 353 356 -0.8 3 131! 2 080 (NAI 

lOGAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 177 178 -0.6 3 131! 1 720 (NAI 

lOST SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ................... 313 316 -0.9 3 134 2 150 (NA I 

MENNO TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 322 326 -1.2 3 134 2 210 ( NAI 

MIL TON TOWNSHIP ......................... 379 382 -0.8 3 134 2 003 (NAI 

MOORE TOWNSHIP .......................... 113 Ill! -0.9 3 134 2 002 (NA) 

PEABoDY TOWNSHIP ........................ 598 612 -0.9 3 258 2 033 28.0 

RISLEY TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••••••••••••• ' 290 294 -1.4 3 134 1 785 (NA) 

SUMMIT TOWNSHIP ......................... 132 133 -0.8 3 134 1 739 (NA) 

WEST BRANCH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 860 866 -0.7 3 288 2 480 32.f. 

W !I.. SON TOWNSHIP ......................... 301 303 -0.7 3 134 2 911 (NAI 

MARSHALL COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 13 3tt5 13 139 1.6 582 594 38.1 

AXTEll •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 459 '156 0.7 2 102 1 n4 (NA I 

BEATTIE ................................. 290 288 0.7 3 531 2 615 (NA) 

BLUE RAP IDS •••••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••••• ' 249 1 148 8.8 3 060 2 255 35.7 

FRANKFORT •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 965 960 0.5 3 779 2 1!99 51.2 

MARySVIllE •••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 635 588 1.3 4 018 2 939 36.7 

OKETO ................................... 135 133 1.5 3 531 1 389 (NA I 

SUMMERF I ElD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 255 254 0.4 3 531 2 024 (NAI 

VERMIlUON .............................. 191 191 III 3 531 2 606 (NAI 

WATERVIllE ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 637 632 0.8 3 220 2 283 41.0 

BAlDERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 203 202 0.5 3 ,31 2 120 (NAI 

BIGELOW TOWNSHIP ........................ 95 9q 1.1 3 531 2 956 INA) 

BLUE RAPIDS CITY TWP •••••••••••••••••••• 1 357 1 257 8.0 3 059 2 250 36.0' 

BlUE RAP lOS TOWNSHIP .................... lij7 145 1.4 3 531 1 973 (NA) 

CENTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• ' ••• , •••• '" •• ' 191 191 Il I 3 531 3 611 (NAI 

ClEAR FORK TOWNSHIP .................... ' 97 96 )'0 3 531 2 184 INAI 

ClEVELAND TOWNSHIP ..................... ' 139 137 1.5 3 531 1 977 (NA) 

COTTAGE HILL TOWNSHIP .................. ' 187 187 (Z I 3 531 4 601 (NA) 

ElM CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 220 219 0.5 3 531 'I 525 (NAI 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TA8L[,. 
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Table 1. POPUL.ATION, 197() AND 1913, 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 PCllor places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GUITTARD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HERKIMER TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ..................... ••••• 
MARYSVILLE TOWNSHIP ........ ; .......... .. 
MURRAY TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
NOBLE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
OKE'TO TOWNSHIP ........................ .. 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ROCK TOWNSHIP. '.' .... '" ................ . 
ST BRIDGET TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
VERMILLION TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
WATERV ILLE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••• 
WELLS TOWNSHIP ........................ .. 

MEADE COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FOWLER ............................... • •• 
MEADE .............................. ••• •• 
wEST PLAINS ........................... .. 
C I MARRON TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CROOKED CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 
FOWLER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LOGAN TOWNSH IP ......... , ............. ' .. 
MEADE CENTER TOWNSHIP .................. . 
MERTILLA TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
ODEE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAND CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
WEST PLA I NS TOWNSH I p .................. .. 

~!AMI COUNTy ...................... .. 

FONTANA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
LOUISBURG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OSAWATOMIE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
PAOLA .. 4 " " •••• " * ••••••••••• " ~ ••••• " •••••• 
MARYSVILLE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
MIDDLE CREEK TOWNSHIP .............. " ... 
MOUND TOWNSH IP ••••••••• " .............. . 
OSAGE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OSAWATOMIE TOWNSHIP ................... .. 

PAOLA TOWNSH IP ... , .................... .. 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
STANTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SUGAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................. .. 
TEN MILE TOWNSHIP" ................... .. 
VAL.LEY TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
WEA TOWNSHIP ........................... . 

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

BELOIT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
CAWKEH CITY ............................ • 
GLEN ELDER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUfITER ••••••• , ••• ' ., ., ••• , ••••••• ' '" ••• 
SCOTTSVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
S rr~PSON •••••••••• ' •••••••••••••••••••••• 
TIPTON ............................... • •• 
ASHERV I LLE TOWNSHI P •• , ••• , •• '" •••••• ' ., 
BELOIT TOWNSHIP .................. , .... .. 
BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP ................... " 

HILL TOWNSHIP ................... • .. 
CREEK TOW'ISHIP ................... .. 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
TOW"SHIP ........................ . 
TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••• '" '" ••• ' ••• , 

ELDER TOWNSHIP .................... . 
TOWNSHIP ........................ .. 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
LULU TOWNSHjP .......................... . 

PITTSBURG TOI¥NSH IP ••••• , ............... . 
PLUM CREEK TOWNSHIP ...... " ........... " 
ROUND SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ................ .. 
SALT CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

307 
503 
349 
241 
419 
475 
761 
425 
382 
343 

186 
309 
180 
207 
794 
194 

4 941 

593 
900 
864 

83 
106 
850 
1M 

2 233 
211 
100 

106 
089 

20 936 

181 
144 
062 
142 
214 
460 
874 
459 
616 
563 

582 
883 
671 
367 
736 
912 

2 393 

716 

70 
36 

771 
76 

223 
55 

510 
56 

200 
119 

449 
119 

30 
66 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

303 
499 
347 
239 
416 
473 
755 
422 
377 
342 

185 
30" 

1 174 
206 
787 
194 

19 

912 

588 
899 
857 

83 
104 
8'D 
161 
229 
209 

99 

104 
080 

254 

160 
033 
963 
622 
223 
407 
769 
406 
544 
577 

514 
777 
591 
323 
649 
804 
085 

8 010 

4 121 
726 
422 
150 

46 
131 
31<; 
150 
368 
112 

73 
40 

817 
79 

232 
57 

540 
58 

211 
126 

~72 
127 

31 
69 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

1.3 
0.8 
0.6 
0.8 
0.7 
0.4 
0.8 
0.7 
1.3 
0.3 

0.5 
1.6 
0.5 
0.5 
0.9 
(ll 

0.6 

0.9 
0.1 
0.8 
(Z) 
1.9 
0.8 
1.9 
0.2 
1.0 
1.0 

1.9 
0.8 

8.7 

13.1 
10.7 
2.0 

11.3 
-0.7 
13.0 
13.7 
13.1 
13.2 
-2.4 

13.2 
13.6 
13.5 
13.6 
13.4 
13.4 
14.8 

-3.7 

-2.4 
-5.8 
-5.2 
-'1.0 
-8.7 
-6.1 
-5.4 
-4.0 
-4.6 
-7.1 

-4.1 
-10.0 
-5.6 
-3.8 
-3,9 
-3,5 
-5.6 
-3.4 
-5.2 
-5,6 

-4.9 
-6.3 
-3.2 
-4.3 

1972 1969 PERCENT 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

3 531 3 019 (NA) 
3 531 2 341 (NA) 
3 531 2 013 (NA) 
3 531 1 259 (NA) 
3 531 2 274 (NA) 
3 531 3 184 (NA) 
2 102 1 559 34.8 
3 531 2 025 (NA) 
3 531 1 708 (NA) 
3 531 1 710 (NA) 

3 531 2 101 (NA) 
3 531 1 699 (NA) 
3 866 2 763 39.9 
3 531 5 007 (NA) 
3 823 2 938 30.1 
3 531 2 636 (NA) 

945 98" 32.2 

2 458 1 714 43.4 
4 518 3 165 42.7 
3 681 2 888 27.5 
4 202 1 772 (NA) 
4 202 3 708 (NA) 
2 480 1 773 39.9 
4 202 1 609 (NA) 

" 575 3 429 33.4 
4 202 6 213 (NA) 
4 202 3 074 (NA) 

202 2 524 (NA) 
617 2 646 36.7 

334 2 600 28.2 

1 938 1 165 (NA) 
4 413 3 404 29.6 
3 208 2 660 20.6 
3 518 2 778 26.6 
3 465 2 688 28.9 
3 308 1 636 (NA) 
2 942 2 313 27.2 
3 308 1 989 (NA) 
1 938 1 589 22.0 
2 921 2 402 21.6 

2 906 2 285 27.2 
3 607 2 836 27.2 
2 956 2 324 27.2 
3 308 2 238 (NA) 
3 245 2 552 27.2 

1.50 2 477 27.2 
816 2 957 29.0 

458 ,.54 40.9 

3 488 2 558 36.4 
3 048 2 136 42.7 
3 915 2 985 (NA) 
3 448 2 083 (NA) 
3 448 2 517 (NA) 
3 448 2 108 (NA) 
3 448 1 912 (NA) 
3 448 3 192 (NA) 
3 448 1 '£68 (NA) 
3 448 3 592 (NA) 

3 448 2 968 (NA) 
3 448 2 103 (NA) 
3 055 2 179 40.2 
3 448 2 '£25 (NA) 
3 448 1 920 (NA) 
3 448 3 072 (NA) 
3 915 2 791 40.3 
3 448 2 134 (NA) 
3 448 2 978 (NA) 
3 448 1 742 (NA) 

3 448 975 (NA) 
3 448 848 (NA) 
3 448 (S) (NA) 
3 448 2 339 (NA) 
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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) 

PER CAPI TA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARSI 

AREA 

JUl.Y 1, 1973 APR IL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

(ESTIMATE I (CENSUS I CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUSI 

SOL.OMON RAP I DS TOWNSHIP ................. 91 95 -4.2 4'18 838 

TURKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 152 160 -5.0 448 247 

WALNUT CREEK TOWNSHiP ................... 69 72 -4.2 448 433 

MONTr,ot~ERY COUNTY ................... 40 126 39 949 0.4 077 540 

CANEy .......................... • .... •••• 2 204 2 192 0.5 3 322 2 636 

CHERRyVALE .................. '" " ••••••• 2 865 2 609 9.8 2 319 J. 900 

COFFEyViLLE .......................... • •• H 863 15 116 -1.7 3 033 2 563 

DEARING ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• • 340 33e 0.6 2 690 2 540 

ELK CiTy ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••• • 433 432 0.2 2 488 2 039 

HAVANA ............................... • •• 1'15 144 0.7 2 732 1 432 

INDEPENDENCE ..................... • ... • •• 10 373 10 347 0.3 3 '142 2 784 

LIBERTy ................................. 186 185 0.5 2 279 1 805 

TyRO .................................... 208 206 1.0 2 717 1 820 

CANEY TOWNSHIP ••••• , •••••••• '" ••• '" •• , 216 1 207 0.7 2 937 391 

CHEROKEE TOWNSHiP .................... • •• 583 581 0.3 2 757 245 

CHERRY TOWNSHiP ...................... ' •• 513 511 0,4 2 118 725 

DRUM CREEK TOWNSHIP .............. , ••••• , 427 1.t25 0.5 2 899 2 375 

FAWN CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 700 655 2.7 2. 713 2 '12.9 

INDEPENDENCE TOWNSHIP ................... 775 688 5.2 3 242 2 540 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 521 51B 0.6 2 279 1 856 

LOUISBURG TOWNSHiP ................... • •• 739 737 0.3 2 488 2 026 

PARKER TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 107 136 -2.6 3 063 2 328 

RUTLAND TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 295 293 0.7 2 899 1 745 

SYCAMORE TOWNSHiP ....................... 739 733 0.8 4 014 3 268 

WEST CHERRY TOWNSHIP .................... 2M 201 1.5 899 721 

MORRIS COUNTy .................... • ., 513 432 1.3 674 758 

COUNCIL GROVE. .......................... 351 2 403 -2.2 3 658 725 

DUNLAP ........................... ••••• •• 105 102 2.9 2 981 449 

DWIGHT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 335 322 4.0 3 727 193 

CATIMER .......................... ••••• •• 29 29 (ZI 3 595 (S) 

PARKERVILLE .......................... • .. 25 25 (Z I 3 595 (S I 

WHITE CITy •••••••••• , ••••• ••••••••••••• • 473 458 3.3 2 313 743 

WiLSEy ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• ••• •••••• • 174 169 3.0 3 595 882 

TOwNSHIP NO .1.., •••••••••••••••• 0 ••••• ••• 
602 583 3.3 2 981 298 

TOWNSH I P NO 2 .................... ••••••• 545 527 3.4 6 613 942 

,OWNSHIP NO 3 •••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 549 529 3.8 3 727 769 

TOWNSHIP NO 4 ........................ ••• 223 216 3.2 .l 595 3 197 

TOWNSHIP NO 5 ........................ • .. 660 640 3.1 2 313 1 729 

TOwNSHIP NO 6 ........................... 165 161 2,5 3 595 2 651 

TOWNSH IP NO 7 ........................ ••• 355 345 2.9 3 595 1 968 

TOWNSHIP NO 8 ........................ ••• 325 314 3.5 3 595 2 511 

TOWNSHIP NO 9 ......... I ......... , •••••• ,.· 
489 473 3.4 3 595 2 436 

HIGHLAND TWP ....................... ••••• 147 143 2.8 3 402 2 758 

OVERLAND TWP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 101 98 3.1 3 402 2 758 

MORTON COUNTY ....................... 563 576 -0.4 163 167 

ELKHART •••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••••••• , 078 2 089 -0.5 4 125 3 340 

RICHFIELD •••••••••••••••••• • ••••• •••••• • 81 82 -1.2 4 251 4 649 

ROLLA ...................... ••• ••• •••••• • 400 400 (Z I 4 360 3 300 

CIMARRON TOWNSHIP ....................... 80 81 -1.2 4 251 3 796 

JONES TOWNSHIP ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 25 24 4.2 4 2,)0 1 376 

RICHFIELD TOWNSHIP ........................ 330 332 -0.6 4 251 3 377 

ROLLA TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 563 561 0.4 4 360 3 253 

TALOGA TOWNSHiP ...................... • •• 2 430 442 -0.5 4 099 3 186 

WESTOLA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 136 136 (Z) 4 251 1 908 

NEMAHA COUNTy .................... • •• 11 297 11 825 -4.5 2 949 213 

BERN ............................. ••••••• 183 191 -4.2 2 925 4 941 

CENTRALIA ........................ ••••• .. 489 0;11 -4.3 2 669 2 185 

CORNING .............................. • •• 156 162 -3.7 2 925 1 576 

GOFF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 200 207 -3.4 1 961 1 490 

ONEIDA ............................... • •• 107 112 -4.5 2 925 1 048 

SABETHA ••••• '" •••••••••••• , ., •••••••••• 200 376 -7.4 3 504 2 501 

SENECA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ;· •• 117 182 -3.0 3 122 2 104 

WETMORE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 376 392 -4.1 3 322 2 389 

ADAMS TOWNSHiP ....................... ••• 276 287 -3.8 2 925 1 780 

BERWICK TOWNSHiP ........................ 344 358 -3.9 2 925 3 656 

CAPIOMA TOWNSHIP ••••• " •••••••••••• ' .' •• 239 249 -4.0 2 925 449 

CENTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• , ••• , ., •••• 278 289 -3.8 2 925 613 

CLEAR CREEK TOWNSHiP .................... 209 217 -3.7 2 925 658 

GILMAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 321 334 -3.9 2 925 242 

GRANADA TOWNSHiP ........................ 160 167 -4.2 2 925 646 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

KANS. 19 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.J. 

26 ~o 
22.1. 
18.3 
( NAI 
(NA) 
(NAI 
23. h 
(NAI 
(NA I 
22.8 

22.8 
22.8 
(NAI 
11.7 
27.6 
22.8 
22.8 
31.6 
(NA) 
22.8 

(NAI 

33.2 

34.2 
(NAI 
(NAI 
(NAI 
(NA I 
(NAI 
(NAI 
29.7 
33.8 
34.6 

(NA) 
33.8 
(NA) 
(NA I 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NAI 
(NA) 

31.4 

23.5 
(NA I 
( N~. 
(Nf" 
INA) 
(NA) 

34.0 
28.7 
(NAI 

33.3 

(NAI 
22.2 
INA) 
(NA) 
INAI 
40.1 
4B .4 
(NA) 
(NAI 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA I 
(NA) 
(NA I 
(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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JUL Y 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

HARR ISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 484 503 -3.8 1 961 1 4q6 

HOME TOWNSHIP .................... ••••• •• 681 710 -4.1 2 658 1 978 

ILLINOIS TOWNSHIP ....................... 459 478 -4.0 2 925 2 127 

MARION TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 484 506 -4.3 1 8B6 1 396 

MITCHELL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 304 317 -4.1 2 925 2 183 

NEMAHA TOWNSHIP .................... ••• •• 215 223 -3.6 2 925 881 

NLUCHATEL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 138 143 -3.5 2 925 927 

RED VERMILLION TOWNSHIP ................. 200 207 -}.4 2 925 134 

REILLY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 216 224 -3.6 2 925 222 

RICHMOND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 625 652 -4.1 2 118 567 

ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• ••••• •• 298 311 -4.2 2 925 1 459 

"ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 477 498 -4.2 2 925 5 676 

WETMORE TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 570 594 -4.0 3 322 2 453 

NEOSHO COUNTY •• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 18 458 18 812 -1.9 ' 3 066 460 

CHANUTE .......................... • ...... 981 10 341 -3.5 3 238 2 614 

EARL TON ............ , .................... 1.01 102 -1.0 2 549 1 788 

€RIE ............ a" .................... It .... ~ ........... a .... 
487 414 5.2 3 116 2 655 

GALESBUHG •••• , ••••• , ••••••••• , ••• ' •••••• 144 146 -1.4 2 753 3 112 

ST PAUL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 791 804 -1.6 2 589 1 849 

STARK ............................ • ... • •• 124 124 (Z) 2 753 2 481 

THAyER ..................... • ••••• •••••• • 423 4}0 -1.6 2 390 2 096 

RIG CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... • •• 472 482 -2.1 2 753 1 814 

CANVILLE TOWNSHIP •• , ., ••••••• , •••••••••• 525 533 -1.5 2 549 2 103 

CENTERVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 485 49} -1.6 2 75} 2 715 

CHETOPA TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 791 804 -1.6 2 390 1 987 

EHIE TOwNSHIP .................... • ...... 833 767 3.7 3 131 2 743 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .............. , •••• ••••• •• 483 489 -1.2 2 753 2 338 

LAD ORE TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 392 399 -1.8 2 753 1 634 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ................ , ....... 365 370 -1.~ 2 753 1 524 

MISSION TOWNSH IP ••••• , ••••••• , • " •••••• , 07Q 090 -1.5 2 676 2 042 

SHILOH TOWNSHIP ......................... 306 312 -1.9 2 753 2 027 

TIOGA TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 304 279 2.0 3 307 2 678 

WALNUT GI,OVE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 4~6 453 -1.5 2 753 1 835 

NESS COUNTY •••••••• , ••••••••• ' .' .' •• 749 791 -0.9 916 109 

BAZINE .................................. 383 386 -0.8 2 527 1 577 

BROWNELL ••••••• '" •••••••••• '" •• ' ••••• , 98 98 (ll 2 855 3 387 

NESS CITY •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• HO 756 -0.9 2 820 2 137 

RANSOM ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• q13 416 -0.7 3 093 2 696 

UTICA ............................ • ... • •• 292 297 -1.7 3 592 2 764 

BAZINE TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ., ., ••••••• ' •••• 632 636 -0.6 2 528 1 938 

CENTER TOWNSHIP •••• , ••• , ., .' •••••••••••• 797 812 -0.8 2 820 2 III 

EDEN TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 138 139 -0.7 2 855 2 531 

FORRESTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 121 124 -2.q 2 855 1 787 

FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ................ • ... • •• 239 2q[ -0.8 2 855 2 791 

eo •••••••• ~ ~ ••••••• ~ • 175 176 -0.6 2 855 836 

155 155 (Z) 2 855 1 630 

652 657 -0.8 3 093 2 292 

547 554 -1.3 3 592 2 685 

295 297 -0.7 2 855 1 800 

NORTON COUNTY ...................... • 7 178 7 279 -l.q 3 772 584 

. iPARr;:::::::::::::::::::::::::: qa6 489 -0.6 q 184 3 037 

119 120 -0.8 3 755 3 828 

.... 5~ ........... e •••• ~ .... a~ .. ~~· ... ~~ 
90 90 (Z) 3 755 1 585 

NOP TON. : : : : : : : : ::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

q34 439 -1.1 3 805 2 575 

S50 3 627 -2.1 3 699 2 730 

ALf)INl TOWNSHI p •••• , .' •••••••• '" ••••••• 86 86 (Z) 3 755 2 857 

AU1ELO TOWNSHIP ......................... 180 182 -1.1 3 755 2 068 

ALHENA TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 691 696 -0.7 4 18q 2 852 

IlELLE PLAIN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 65 65 (ll 3 754 2 338 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ..................... i ... 37q 378 -1.1 3 755 1 973 

TOWNSHIP ................. • ... • •• 63 63 (Z) 3 755 698 

TOWNSHIP ................. • .. •• •• 69 69 (ll 3 754 916 

TOWNSHI p •••••• " •• , • " ••••••••••• 400 QOl -0.2 3 755 117 

TOWNSH If' •••••••• , ••••••••••• ' •• 84 84 (Z) 3 755 474 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 103 103 IZ) 3 755 664 

TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••• , .' •••••• 45 '14 2.3 ;3 75q IS) 

TOWNSHIP ....................... 30 3[ -3.2 3 75Q 931 

TOWNSHIP ......................... 525 530 _0.9 3 805 625 

TOWNSH IP ••• , ., ••••• , ••• , ••• ' '" ••• 74 75 -1.3 3 755 120 

TOWNSHIP ........................ 53 54 -1.9 3 755 237 

TOWNSHIP ......................... 71 72 -1.4 3 755 792 

TOWNSHIP .......................... 171 173 -1.2 3 755 956 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABU: • 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

35.6 
34.4 
(NA) 
35.1 
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38.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
32.0 
(NA) 
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30.4 
33.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
34.9 
33.8 
(NA) 
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INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
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35.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
Q6.7 
INA ). 
(NA) 

(NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
1 NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
45.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

I ESTIMATE) ICENSUS) CHAI;GE (ESTIMATE) I CENSUS) 

ORANGE TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••• , ., •••••••• 65 65 III 3 754 2 :558 

ROCK ARANCH TOWNSHIP •• , ....... ,." •••••• 54 55 -1.8 3 755 1 839 

ROCKWELL TOWNSHIP,."., ............ , .... 59 5q (Z) 3 755 2 322 

SAND CREEK TOWNSHIP •• , ••••• , '" •••••••• , 73 74 -1.4 3 755 3 787 

SOLOMON TOWNSHIP ........................ 170 170 I Z) 3 755 1 670 

WEST UNION TOWNSHIP ..................... 122 12} -0.8 3 755 2 '>34 

OSAGE COUNTY ••• , ••••••••••••••• , ., •• .14 219 13 352 6.5 155 451 

BURL I NGAME ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 096 999 9.7 3 249 2 523 

CARBONDALE ... " ...................... ' .. 029 041 -1.2 ' 2 784 2 191 

LYNDON ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 050 958 9.6 3 508 2 ti57 

MELVERN •••••••••• , ••••• , ................ 499 455 9. '7 3 591 3 

OLIVET ••••••••••••••• • ••• •••••••••••••• • 69 64 7.8 3 161 1 

OSAGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 5117 2 600 -2.0 3 2 449 

OVERBROOK ............................... 821 748 9.8 3 2 653 

QUENEMO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 469 429 9.3 2 9'12, 1 942 

SCRANTON ................................ 629 575 9.4 2 759 2 261 

AGENCY TOWNSHIP ......................... 645 590 9.3 2 9 112 2 149 

ARVONIA TOWNSHIP ........................ 199 181 9.9 } 161 3 185 

BARCLAY TOWNSHIP ••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 234 214 9.3 3 161 2 105 

BURLINGAME TOWNSHIP ..................... 770 1 613 9.7 3 397 2 647 

DRA(iOON TOWNSHIP ........................ 297 273 8.8 3 161 2 508 

ELK TOWNSHIP ............................ 269 157 9.7 3 129 2 482 

FAIRFAX TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••• , •••••••••••• 276 252 9.5 3 161 2 343 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 325 297 9.4 } 161 2 237 

JUNCTION TOWNSHIP ...................... • 503 459 9.6 3 161 2 197 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 159 lq5 9.7 3 161 1 4q7 

MELVERN TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••••• , ........... , 873 797 9.5 3 591 2 8'16 

OLIvET TOWNSHIP ......................... 263 240 9.6 3 161 1 942 

RIDGEWAY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 836 776 3.4 3 085 2 413 

SCRANTON TOWNSHIP ....................... 043 952 9.6 2 672 2 053 

SUPER I OR TOWNSHIP •• , .' •••••••••••••••••• 366 }34 9.6 161 2 771 

VALLEY BROOK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 612 472 9.5 313 2 677 

OSBORNE COUNTy ...................... 072 6 416 -5.4 845 2 628 

AL TON •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• 200 214 -6.5 } 634 2 625 

DOWNS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 211 268 -4.5 4 418 3 454 

NATOMA ••••••••••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 560 603 -7.1 3 904 2 950 

OSBORNE •••••• , ., ••• , .' ••• , •••••••••••••• 895 980 -4.3 3 692 2 714 

PORTIS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 167 178 -6.2 3 634 1 679 

BETHANY TOWNSHIP ........................ 267 288 -7.3 3 633 2 272 

BLOOM TOWNSHIP ••••••••• " •••••••••••••• , 182 195 -6.7 3 633 3 064 

CORINTH TOWNSHIP ........................ 86 91 -5.5 3 633 501 

COVERT TOWNSHIP ......................... 32 35 -8.6 3 63} 101 

DELHI TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 80 84 -4.8 3 634 442 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ••••••• ' ., ••••••••• , ••••• , 72 76 -5.3 3 633 820 

HANCOCK TOWNSHIP ........................ 62 65 -4.6 3 634 851 

HAWKEYE TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 48 52 -7.7 3 633 2 284 

INDEPENDENCE TOWNSHIP ................... 77 81 -4.9 3 633 2 331 

JACKSON TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 78 82 -4.9 3 633 92} 

KILL CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 67 71 -5.6 3 63 11 852 

LAWRENCE TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••••• 75 79 -5.1 3 633 145 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ., ••••••• , ••••••• ' 24 25 -~.O 3 633 IS) 

MOUNT AYR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 78 82 -4.9 3 633 ~04 

NATOMA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 611 658 -7.1 :; 891 784 

PENN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 191 205 -6.8 3 634 1 7~0 

ROSS TOWNSHIP ........................... 356 422 -~ .6 4 395 3 273 

ROUND MOUND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• , 97 106 -8.5 3 63} I 605 

SUMNER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 356 }80 -6.3 3 634 2 205 

TILDEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1M 197 -6.6 3 634 2 865 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ., •••••••••••••••• 53 56 -5.~ 3 633 } 399 

VICTOR TOWNSHIP ......................... 47 51 -7.8 :; 633 1 794 

WI NF I ELD TOWNSHIP ....................... 51 55 -7.} 3 633 3 255 

OTTAWA COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• , ., •• 6 246 6 183 1.0 278 4}2 

BENNINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 561 561 I Z) ,3 417 2 5n 

CULVER .................................. 150 I qe 1.4 3 225 2 294 

DELPHOS ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 598 599 -0.2 2 607 1 851 

MINNEAPOLIS ............................. 035 971 3.2 3 644 2 786 

TESCOTT •• , ••• , ••••• , ••••••••••••••• , .' ., 393 393 I Z) 2 657 1 951 

BENNINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 843 843 (Z) 3 473 2 634 

BLA I NE TOWNSHIP ......................... 93 93 (2) 3 225 2 12q 

BUCKf:YE TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••••• '" ••••• , •••• 118 119 -0.8 :; 225 3 Y4Q 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 92 90 2.2 J 225 2 367 

CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• , ., •••••••••• 109 110 -0.9 3 225 2 286 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
INA) 
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(NA) 
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36.9 

(NA) 
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INA) 
(NA) 
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46.3 
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36.0 
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INA) 
(NA) 
39." 

(NA) 
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INA) 
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3'1.8 

3'5.0 
(NA) 
qo. b 
30.8 
(NA) 
31.9 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 



22 KANS. 

Table 1. POPUL.ATION, 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 
lor 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 

CONCORD TOWNSHIP ........................ lqq 143 0.7 3 225 2 501 (NA) 

CULVER TOWNSHIP .................... • .... 279 278 0.4 3 225 3 014 (NA) 

DURHAM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 32 34 -5.9 3 224 1 5q6 (NA) 

FOUNTAIN TOWNSHIP ...................... , 2qq 244 (Z) 3 225 I 653 (NA) 

GARF I ELD TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••• , •••••••••••• 121 122 -0.8 3 225 2 285 (NA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 105 106 -0.9 3 225 1 942 (NA) 

HENRY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• q6 % (Z) 3 225 871 (NA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 164 164 (Z) 3 225 2 550 (NA) 

LOGAN TOWNSH IP •••••• '" " •••• , •••••••••• 148 146 1.4 3 225 2 300 (NA) 

MORTON TOWNSHIP ...................... • .' 552 55;> (Z) 2 657 2 022 31.4 

OTTAWA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 60 59 1.7 3 225 I 905 (NA) 

RICHLAND TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ••• , ., ••• ' •••••• 166 167 -0.6 3 225 1 821 (NAi 

SHER I DAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 726 728 -0.3 2 648 2 051 29.1 

SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 104 105 -1.0 3 225 2 631 (NA) 

STANTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 64 63 1.6 3 225 I 979 (NA) 

PAWNEE COUNTy ....................... 8 592 8 484 1.3 770 797 34.8 

BURDETT 0 •• eo ••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••• 282 285 -1.1 3 725 2 491 (NA) 

GARF I ELD, •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 259 261 -0.8 3 725 2 336 (NA) 

LARNED .................................. 642 567 1.6 4 208 3 327 26.5 

ROZEL •••• , ., ••• , ., ••••••••••••••• ' ••• ' ., 23'1 236 -0.8 3 725 2 249 (NA) 

ASH VALLEY TOWNSHIP ..................... 78 79 -1.3 3 725 2 478 (NA) 

BROWNS GROVE TOWNSH IP •• , ••• , ••••• ' •••••• 362 366 -1.1 3 725 2 256 (NA) 

CONKLING TOWNSHIP ................. , ••••• 68 69 -1.4 3 725 3 136 (NA) 

GARF I ELO TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 335 338 -0.9 3 725 2 684 (NA) 

GRANT TOwNSHIP .................. , ....... 317 320 -0.9 3 725 2 173 (NA) 

KEYSVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 77 78 -1.3 3 725 2 455 (NA) 

LARNED TOWNSHIP •• , ., ••••••• , •••••••••••• 387 390 -0.8 3 725 3 165 (NA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP., •••••••••••••••• , •••• ' 56 57 -1.8 3 725 1 067 (NA) 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••• , •••••••••••• , ••• 94 95 -1.1 3 725 2 070 INA) 

MORTON TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••• , ., .' •••••• 123 124 -0.8 3 725 2 513 (NA) 

ORANGE TOWNSHIP ......................... 86 87 -1.1 3 725 2 773 (NA) 

PAWNEE TOWNSHIP. '" •••• , ••••• , ., •••••••• 133 134 -0,7 3 725 902 (NA) 

PLEASANT GROVE TOWNSHIP ................. 224 226 -0.9 3 725 2 218 (NA) 

PLEASANT RIDGE TOWNSHIP •••• , ., •••••••••• 105 106 -0.9 3 725 1 892 (NA) 

PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................ 185 187 -1.1 3 725 1 870 (NA) 

RI VER TOWNSHIP ................... " ..... 90 91 -1.1 3 725 3 835 (NA) 

SANTA FE TOWNSHIP ....................... 937 876 7.0 1 739 1 314 32.3 

SAWMILL TOWNSHIP ........................ 54 54 (Z) 3 725 2 122 (NA) 

SH I LEY TOWNSHI P •• , ., ••• , •••••••••••••••• 46 46 (Z) 3 725 2 611 INA) 

CENTER TOWNSH IP .................. 68 69 -1.4 3 725 2 957 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 124 125 -0.8 3 725 2 591 (NA) 

PHILLIPS COUNTY •• , ••••••••••• , • " ••• 922 888 0.4 '112 454 39.0 

............. & ••••••••• ,," ••••••••• 9 
291 294 -1.0 3 404 2 7'17 (NA) 

••••••••• * " • ~ • " ~ ••••••••••••••••• 179 180 -0.6 3 40'1 1 375 (NA) 

290 293 -1.0 3 404 1 869 (NA) 

••••• * • ~ ...... ~ ......... '" ••••• " 762 760 0.3 2 959 2 129 39.0 

" ........... ~ ••••• " •• 0 ~ II •••• 
19'1 195 -0.5 3 404 1 547 (NA) 

~ " ..... ~ •• t .. " • u ••• " •• ~ * ••••• 306 3 241 2.0 3 5'11 2 590 36.7 

.. ~.~.~ ... ~ ................ ~ 200 201 -0.5 3 '104 2 226 (NA) 

........... " • ~ •• ~ * •••••••• <- 57 5f -1.7 3 ~04 2 74'1 (NA) 

••• ~ •••••••••••• v ........ 
120 121 -0.8 3 40~ 1 738 (NA) 

......... ~ ........... ~ ~ .. ~ ...... 101 103 -1.9 3 40'1 1 981 (NA) 

ilELMONT TOWNSHIP ••• , ....... ~ ..... $" ~ 5 •• ••• 
162 164 -1.2 3 404 1 619 (NA) 

1'30W CREEK TOWNSHIP ...................... 56 57 -1.8 3 404 3 576 (NA) 

CRYSTAL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ,.· •• 85 85 (Z) 3 404 2 996 (NA) 

DA nON TOWNSH IP •••••• " •••• , •• '" •••• " • 89 89 I Z) 3 40~ 872 (NA) 

CEER CREFI< TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 97 99 -2.0 3 404 'I 060 (NA) 

FRFEOOM TOWNSHIP ................ , ....... 117 118 -0.8 3 ~O'l 6 899 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ....................... 78 78 III 3 404 'I 382 INA) 

TOWNSHIP ................. • .. ,· .. 97 99 -2.0 3 404 5 466 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ...................... 83 83 (Z) 3 ~O'l 3 238 (NA) 

TOwNSHIP •• , .............. , .... • .. 372 375 -0.8 3 '104 2 020 INA) 

TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• 876 875 0.1 2 959 2 131 38.9 

ISLAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 343 343 IZ) 3 '10'1 1 407 (NA) 

MOUND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• 253 ?55 -0.8 3 40~ 1 027 (NA) 

PHILLIPSBURG TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 342 343 -0.3 3 ~O4 2 285 (NA) 

PLAINVIEW TOWNSrIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 43 4~ -'1.4 3 404 1 159 (NA) 

PLUM TOWNSHIP ••• , •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 435 '138 -0.7 J 404 2 461 (NA) 

PRAIRIE VIEW TOWNSHIP •••• , ., •••••••••••• 320 322 -0.6 3 404 1 931 (NA) 

RUSHVILU' TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 62 6? IZ) 3 404 3 556 (NA) 

SOLOMON TOWNSHIP ........................ 305 307 -0.7 3 404 1 537 (NA) 

SUMNFR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 76 76 (Z) 3 40'1 5 030 (NA) 

TOWANDA TOWNSH IP ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 32 35 -e.6 403 199 (NA) 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 36 39 -7.7 404 IS) (NA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 



KANS. 23. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(1970 population and related PClfigures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 

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

Pt'R CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (OOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE I ESTIMATE) ICE~SUS ) CHANGE 

WALNUT TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 33 36 -8.3 404 132 INA) 

POTTAWATOMIE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••• 12 481 11 755 6.2 302 475 33.4 

REl. VUE ••••••• , ••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• , ••• ' 172 161 6.8 3 185 2 60lf INA) 

EMMETT .................................. 166 156 6.4 3 185 2 331 INA) 

HAVENSVILLE ...................... ' •••••• 175 163 7.4 3 185 2 417 INA) 

LOUISVILLE ....................... ••••• .' 217 204 6.4 3 185 1 512 INA) 

MANHATTAN IPAHT) ..................... • •• 718 678 5.9 3 937 3 071 28.2 

OLSBURG .......................... ••• .... 161 151 6.6 3 185' 2 233 INA) 

ONAGA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••• ' 812 761 6.7 .l 946 .l 188 23.8 

ST GEORGE ............................... 258 241 7.1 2 630 1 812 (NA) 

ST MARYS ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 460 434 1.8 .3 134 2 407 )0.2 

WAMEGO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 686 507 7.1 .3 .l8 11 2 751 23*0 

WESTMORELAND ........................... , 519 485 7.0 .3 532 .3 123 INA) 

wHEATON •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 115 106 8.5 .l 185 2 719 INA) 

BEl.VUE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , ••• , •••• 362 .l39 6.8 .l 185 2 679 INA) 

BLUE TOWNSHIP ........................... 280 263 6.5 .l 185 2 469 INA) 

BLUE VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 312 293 6.5 .3 185 2 2Ll (NA) 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 128 120 6.7 .3 185 1 722 I ~IA) 

CLEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 167 157 6.4 3 185 2 160 INA) 

EMMETT TOWNSHIP ......................... 291 273 6.6 3 185 .3 023 INA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 330 309 6.8 .l 185 2 302· (NA) 

GREEN TOWNSHIP .......................... 128 120 6.7 3 185 1 013 INA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 142 I34 6.0 .3 185 I 745 INA) 

LONE TREE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 281 262 7.3 3 185 2 334 (NA) 

LOUISVILLE TOWNSHIP ..................... 019 4~8 6.4 3 185 1 911 INA) 

MILL CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 090 022 6.7 3 814 2 786 36.9 

POTTAYIATOMIE TOWNSHIP ................... 439 411 6,8 3 185 I 870 INA) 

ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 658 616 6.8 3 556 2 846 24.9 

ST CLERE TOWNSHIP ....................... 72 68 5.9 3 185 2 470 INA) 

ST GEORGE TOWNSHIP ...................... 069 001 6.8 2 709 2 059 31.6 

ST MARYS TOWNSHIP ....................... 776 730 2.7 3 148 2 470 27.4 

A 
~HANNON TOWNSHIP ........................ 188 176 6.8 3 185 2 048 INA) 

X SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 140 132 6.1 3 185 1 526 (NA) 

SPR I NG 'CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 60 57 5.3 3 185 2 335 INA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 164 154 6.5 3 185 2 228 INA) 

VIENNA TOWNSHIP ......................... 130 122 6.6 3 185 3 391 (NA) 

WAMEGO TOWNSHIP ......................... 031 2 830 7.1 3 375 2 688 25.6 

PRATT COUNTy ..................... • •• 9 908 10 056 -1.5 980 943 35.2 

AyERS .................... ••••••••••••• •• 43 46 -6.5 3 940 IS) (NA) 

COATS .................... •• .... ••• ... ••• 148 152 -2.6 3 940 2 169 INA) 

CULLISON ........................... ••• •• 112 117 -ii.3 3 941 1 626 (MA) 

IUKA ............................. ••••••• 204 210 -2.9 3 941 2 322 (NA) 

PRATT •••••••••••••••••• ••••• ... ··,.··· •• 6 676 6 736 -0.9 971 3 027 31.2 

PRESTON ................................. 234 239 -2.1 3 650 1 892 INA) 

SAWyER ............................... • •• 160 164 -2.4 3 435 3 421 INA) 

HAYNESV I LLE TOWNSHIP .................... 671 687 -2.3 3 850 2 812 36.9 

IUKA TOWNSHIP ........................... '+62 475 -2.7 3 941 2 396 (NA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 238 246 -3.3 3 940 2 165 I 'IA) 

RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 421 '135 -3.2 941 140 INA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP. '" •••••••••••••••••••••• 229 234 -2.1 940 508 INA) 

PAXON TOWNSHIP .......................... 513 527 -2.7 435 078 33.' 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 700 716 -2.2 669 478 34.2. 

RAWLINS COUNTY ••••••••••••••• " • '" • 177 393 -4.9 177 094 SI.7 

ATWOOD ••••••••••••• , ..... , •••••••••••••• 596 658 -3.7 3 600 2 633 36.7 

HERNDON •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• " • 253 268 -5.6 2 888 1 929 (NA) 

MCDONALD ••••• , ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• ' 254 269 -5.6 2 BB8 2 201 (NA) 

ACHILLES TOWNSHIP ....................... 99 105 -5.7 2 888 1 070 (NA) 

ARBOR TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 4'1 47 -6.4 2 888 ( S) (NA) 

ATWOOil TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 697 1 765 -3.9 3 594 2 611 37.6 

REAVER TOWNSHIP ......................... 70 73 -4. I 2 888 2 004 (NA) 

BURNTWOOD TOWNSHIP ...................... 196 208 -5.8 2 888 2 517 INA) 

CELIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• " •••• ' 4'18 475 -5.7 2 888 2 390 INA) 

CLINTON TOWNSHIP ....................... , 124 133 -6.8 2 888 1 497 INA) 

.., 
1 DR IFTWOOD TOWNSHIP ...................... 149 159 -6.3 ~88 677 INA) 

ELK TOWNSHIP ............................ 84 88 -4.5 2 888 295 INA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 36 39 -"1.7 2 888 IS) INA) 

HERNDON TOWNSHIP ........................ 394 419 -6.0 2 888 650 (NA' 

JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP ..................... , 76 79 -3.8 2 888 708 (NA) 

LAING TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• ' 81 85 -4.7 2 888 682 INA) 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP .......................... lOB 114 -5.3 2 888 836 INA) 

LUDELL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 196 208 -5.e 2 888 649 INA) 

MIKESELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 43 46 -6.5 2 888 757 I ~IA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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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 01 percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

AREA 

MIPAGI, TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
ROTATE TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
UN I ON TOWNSH I P ......................... . 

RENO COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ABByVILLE ............................ • •• 
ARLINGTON ............................ • •• 
BUHLER ...................... · ........... . 
HAVEN ................................ • •• 
HUTCHINSON ........................... • .. 
LANGDON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 

'N I CKERSON ••••••• ,. ................... ' •••• 
PARTRIDGE ............................ • •• 
PLEVNA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PRETTY PRAIRIE ......................... . 

SOUTH HUTCH I NSON ....................... . 
SyLVIA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TuRON .................................. . 
WILLOWBROOK ............................ . 
ALBION TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARLINGTON TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
BELL TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
CASTLETON TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
CENTER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
CLAY TOWNSHIP .......................... • 

ENTERPRISE TOWNSHIP .................... . 
GRANT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• * ••••• e •• 

GROVE TOWNSH IP ......................... . 
HAVEN TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
HAYES TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUNTSV ILLE TOWNSHIP .................... . 
LANGDON TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
LITTLE RIVER TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
LODA TOWNSHIP .......................... . 

MEDFORD TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
MEDORA TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
NINNESCAH TO~NSHIP ..................... • 
PLEVNA TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
RENO TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSCOE TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
SALT CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... . 
SUMNER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
SYLVIA TOWNSHIP ........................ . 

TROY TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
VALLEY TOWNSH IP ........................ , 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
WESTMINSTER TOWNSHIP ................... . 
YODER TOWNSHIP ......................... . 

REPUBL I C COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

AGFNDA ................................. . 
BELLE V ! LLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
COURTLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CUBA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MUNDEN ••• , ••••••••••••••••••• , .; •••••••• 
NARKA .................................. . 
REPUfJL I C •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCmDIA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 
TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

8ELLEVILl..E TOWNSHIP .................. • •• 
BIG BeND TOWNSHIP .................... ••• 
COUIHLAND TOWNSHIP ................... ••• 
ELK CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
FAIRVIE" TOWNSHIP .................... ••• 
FARHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FReEDOM TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 
GRANT TOWNSHIP"' ••••••••• f ••••••• 6 ••• ", ••• 

.JEFFEKSON TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
LIRERTY TOWNSHIP •••••• d." ••••••••••• • •• 

LINCOLN TOW~'SHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
NOHlIAY TOWNSHIP. ...... • .............. . 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP .................... . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT EN~ OF TABLE. 

JUL Y 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

79 
86 
92 
77 

60 971 

145 
508 

1 055 
1 139 

39 106 
93 

184 
304 
124 
566 

836 
392 
Ij35 
100 
872 
660 
126 
2LJ 
635 
165 

186 
795 

80 
629 
140 
208 
243 
475 
522 
139 

181 
830 
578 
112 
299 

4 327 
114 
4'51 
372 
543 

138 
558 
197 
271 
624 

205 

105 
2 93'1 

391 
282 
121 
12'1 
236 
,,40 
273 
167 

251 
384 
597 
271 
216 
173 
225 
151 
170 
135 

151 
26 'j 
'f93 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

83 
90 
96 
el 

60 765 

143 
503 

1 019 
1 146 

39 110 
93 

187 
302 
124 
561 

879 
390 
430 
100 
865 
652 
126 
212 
628 
962 

184 
789 

81 
633 
139 
207 
240 
472 
483 
138 

179 
821 
571 
112 
296 

4 438 
114 
446 
368 
538 

137 
553 
195 
270 
619 

49B 

107 
063 
403 
290 
123 
130 
243 
567 
283 
172 

260 
397 
616 
278 
221 
179 
232 
155 
175 
140 

155 
271 
508 

(DOLLARS) 

PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 
CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

-11.8 2 888 170 (NA) 
-11.'1 2 888 195 (NA) 

-4.2 2 888 133 (NA) 
-4.9 2 888 275 (NA) 

0.3 478 813 23.6 

1.4 3 578 2 605 (NA) 

1.0 3 459 2 611 32.5 
3.5 3 196 2 740 16.6 

-0.6 3 760 2 903 29.5 
(2) 3 498 2 e52 22.7 
(2) 3 578 1 493 (NA) 

-0.3 3 100 2 377 30.'1 
0.7 2 905 2 161 (NA) 
(ll 3 578 1 620 (NA) 
0.9 3 494 2 757 26.7 

-2.3 3 006 2 488 20.8 
0.5 3 083 2 276 (NA) 

1.2 4 228 3 161 (NA) 
(2 ) 6 896 10 679 (NA) 
0.8 3 452 2 668 29.4 
1.2 3 482 2 6811 29.7 
(2 ) 3 578 2 7'10 (NA) 
0.5 3 578 1 784 (NA) 

1.1 2 905 2 249 29.2 
6.9 3 790 2 90'1 30.5 

1.1 3 578 4 155 (NA) 
0.8 5 619 II 127 36.2 

-1.2 3 578 3 840 (NA) 

-0.2 3 778 2 950 28.1 
0.7 3 578 5 528 (NA) 

0.5 3 578 5 501 (NA) 

1.2 3 578 2 049 (NA) 

0.6 3 578 3 522 (NA) 

2.6 3 132 2 548 22.9 
0.7 3 578 2 518 (NA) 

1.1 3 578 2 290 (NA) 

1.1 2 889 2 229 29.6 
1.2 4 228 3 266 29.5 
(Z) 3 578 2 694 (NA) 

1.0 3 578 1 575 (NA) 
-2.5 2 508 2 596 -3.4 

(Z) 3 578 2 284 (NA) 
1.1 3 578 1 777 (NA) 
1.1 3 578 2 873 (NA) 
0.9 3 083 2 376 29.8 

0.7 3 578 1 687 (NA) 
0.9 3 235 2 496 29.6 
1.0 3 578 7 668 (NA) 

0.'1 3 578 2 327 (NA) 
0.8 2 424 1 870 29.6 

-3.4 698 586 43.0 

-1.9 3 711 3 796 INA) 
-4.2 3 453 2 482 39.1 
-3.0 6 231 3 025 (NA) 
-2.8 3 088 2 147 (NA) 
-1.6 3 711 2 069 (NA) 
-4.6 3 711 1 604 (NA) 
-2.9 3 711 1 999 (NA) 

-11.8 2 933 2 074 41. q 

-3.5 3 711 2 019 (NA) 

-2.9 3 711 2 523 (NA) 

-3.5 3 711 1 456 (NA) 

-3.3 3 711 2 305 (NA) 

-3.1 6 231 4 383 42.2 
-2.5 3 711 2 785 (NA) 
-2.3 3 711 4 027 (NA) 
-3.4 3 711 2 390 (NA) 

-3.0 3 711 2 829 (NA) 

-2.6 3 711 1 856 (NA) 

-2.9 3 711 1 402 (NA) 

-3.6 3 711 2 072 (NA) 

-2.6 711 134 (NA) 

-2.6 711 613 (NA) 

-3.0 088 169 42.4 

!J 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPiTA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING· AREAS --Continued 

(1970 papulation 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 I 

AREA 

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

(ESTIMATE I (CENSUS I CHANGE (ESTIMATE I ICENSUSI CHANGE 

ROSE CREEK TOWNSHI P •••••••• , •••••••••••• 181 188 -3.7 3 711 1 783 (NA I 

SCANDIA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• ,· ... , .... 697 726 -4.0 2 928 2 OM 41.9 

UNION TOWNSH IP ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 100 )02 -2.0 3 711 3 052 (NAI 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 183 185 -1.1 3 711 2 713 (NAI 

WHITE ROCK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• ••• •• 186 192 -3.1 3 711 6 261 (NAI 

RICE COUNTY •••••••• " •••••••• , '" " • 12 036 12 320 -2,3 275 552 28.3 

ALDEN •••••••••••••••• ·.·,··,······ .. ••• • 
232 238 -2.5 3 430 2 292 (NAI 

BUSHTON •••••••••••• , ••• , ., ••••••• , •••••• 389 397 -2.0 2 988 2 485 (NA) 

CHASE •••••••••••••• , ••••••• , •••••••••••• 781 800 -2.4 '3 210 2 349 36.7 

FREDER I CK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 37 39 -5.1 3 430 2 143 INAI 

GENESEO, ........ 5 ~ ~"" .. 0 ............... " ... f .... B ... ~. * • 442 1)53 -2.4 3 167 2 312 (NAI 

LITTLE RIVER ........................... • 483 493 -2.0 3 162 2 135 (NA J 

LyONS ................ •••••••••••••••••• • 
231 4 355 -2.8 3 264 2 662 22 ~6 

RAyMOND ...................... ••••••••• •• 131 133 -1.5 3 1130 3 007 (NA) 

STERL I NG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ., .' 279 312 -1..1.i 3 254 2 528 28.7 

ATLANTA TOWNSHIP ........................ 253 258 -1.9 3 430 5 176 (NA) 

BELL TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• •• 37 39 -5.1 3 430 1 966 INAI 

CENTER TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••• , •••••••••••••• 171 175 -2.3 3 430 3 473 (NAI 

EAST WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ................ 78 79 -1.3 3 430 5 142 (NA) 

EUREKA TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 144 147 -2.0 3 430 2 330 (NAI 

FARMER TOWNSH IP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 573 586 -2.2 2 988 2 240 33.4 

GALT TOWNSHIP ........................... 111 113 -1.8 3 430 3 565 (NA) 

HARR ISON TOWNSHIP •••••••• , •••••••••••••• 226 232 -2.6 3 430 3 311 (NAI 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 935 956 -2.2 3 235 2 455 31.8 

MITCHELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 159 163 -2.5 3 430 1 793 (NAI 

ODESSA TOWNSHIP ......................... 87 89 -2.2 3 430 1 486 (NAI 

PIONEER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 134 137 -2.2 3 430 2 167 INA) 

RAYMOND TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 254 259 -1.9 3 430 3 078 (NAI 

ROCKvILLE TOWNSHIP ••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 152 154 -1.3 3 430 1 748 (NAI 

STERLING TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 277 284 -2.5 3 430 2 823 (NA I 

UNION TOWNSHIP ............... ••••• ...... 660 674 -2.1 3 162 2 324 36.1 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' J54 363 -2,5 3 430 2 086 (NA J 

VICTORIA TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••• 574 587 -2.2 3 167 2 377 33.2 

WEST WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ................ 183 ISR -2.7 3 430 1 711 (NA) 

WILSON TOWNSHIP .................... ••• •• 166 170 -2.4 3 430 2 108 (NAI 

RILEY COUNTy ..................... • •• 59 386 56 788 4.6 061 2 532 20.9 

LEONARDV I LLE ............................ 417 412 1.2 2 505 2 025 (NA I 

MANHATTAN (PARTI .... '" ................. 29 537 26 897 9.8 3 665 3 043· 20.4 

OGDEN •• , ••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 2 101 1 491 40.9 2 231 1 765 26.4 

RANDOLPH ................................ 108 106 1.9 2 618 3 634 (NAI 

RILEy •••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• • 
677 668 1.3 3 191 2 461 29.7 

ASHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 138 136 1.5 2 618 2 050 (NA) 

BALA TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 803 793 1.3 2 505 1 964 27.'i 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 142 141 0.7 2 618 1 229 (NAI 

FANCY CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 154 153 0.7 2 618 2 035 ( NAI 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ••••• , '" " •••••••••••• ' .' 342 338 1.2 2 618 3 284 (NAI 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' 211 207 1.9 2 618 2 OS4 (NAI 

MADISON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 926 916 1.1 3 210 2 513 27.7 

~ANHATTAN TOWNSHIP ...................... 9 173 8 715 5.3 2 379 1 845 28.9 

MAY DAY TOWNSHIP ........................ 147 146 0.7 2 618 2 298 (NAI 

OGDEN TOWNSHIP .......................... 382 769 34.7 2 249 1 894 1B.7 

SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ................... • ... • 237 234 1.3 2 618 1 579 (NAI 

SWEDE CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 203 199 2.0 2 618 2 833 (NA I 

WILD CAT TOWNSHIP ....................... 403 397 1.5 2 618 3 072 (NA) 

ZEANDALE TOWNSHIP ....................... 352 348 1.1 2 618 q 1M (NAI 

ROOKS COUNTY ••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 2S4 628 -q.5 918 344 24.5 

DAMAR •••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• • 
231 245 -5.7 2 888 2 097 (NAI 

PALCO .................. e ................... " ..... ••••• .... 
377 398 -5.3 3 081 2 853 (NAI 

PLAINVILLE ....................... ••••• •• 507 627 -4.6 2 807 2 685 if.5 

STOCKTON ••••••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••••• 765 818 -2.9 3 071 2 609 17.7 

WOODSTON ••••••••••• , • " •• , .,. " •••••••• ' 201 211 -4.7 2 888 1 972 INAI 

ZURICH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 178 189 -5.8 2 888 2 184 ( NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO 1. .......................... 439 46.3 -5.2 2 884 (S I ( NAI 

.1 TOWNSHIP NO 2 ........................ ••• 425 qq9 -5.3 2 884 (S I (NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO 3 ........................ ••• 735 788 -3.0 3 075 491 23.4 

! TOWNSHIP NO :5 .............................................. 163 172 -5.2 2 884 (S I (NA) 

TOWNSHIP NO 9 .......................... • 72 76 -5.3 2 907 (SI (NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO 6 ........................ ••• 130 136 -q. q 2 8SQ (S I (NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO Lt ..................................... 42 44 -4.5 2 907 (S I ( NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO 10 ..................... • ... • 31Q 33;> -5.Q 2 884 lSI (NA) 

TOWNSHIP NO 11 ................. • ... • ... • 911 3 053 -4.7 2 853 488 14.7 

TOWNSHIP NO )2 ................... • ... ••• ;'69 286 -5.9 2 884 (S I (NAI 

TOWNSHIP NO 8 •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 4RQ 512 -5.5 081 982 3.3 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Col1tinued 

(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) 

AREA 

TOWNSHIP NO 7&",,* .. ,,~*~oe* ••••••• ~ •• &.~ •• 

RUSh COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ALEXANDER ............ , ., •••••••••••••••• 
RISON .................................. . 
LA CROSSE ........................ ••••• .. 
LI EBENTHAL ........................... ' •• 
MCCRACKEN •••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ,. '" 
OTIS ................................. • •• 
RUSH CENTER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TlMKEN ................................ .. 
ALEXANOER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BANNER TOWNSH IP •••••••••••• '" •••••••••• 

BELLE PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ................ .. 
BIG TIMBER TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
BROOKDALE TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
CE,ITER TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
HA~PTON TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
ILLINOI, TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
LA CROSSE TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
LONE STAR TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
PIONEER TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 

PLEASANTDAlE TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
UNION TOWNSHIP ......................... • 

HUSSELL COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

8UNKER HrLL~ ............ t ••• ~~ ••••••• ••••• 

DOkHANCE ......................... ••• ... . 
GORHAM ••••••••••••••••• , ., ., • " " ••••••• 
LUCAS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
LUnAY ................................. .. 
PARADISE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
HUSSELL •• , •••••••••• '" •••••• , •••••••••• 
WALDO •••••••••••• , ••••• , ••••• , ••• ' .' •••• 
RIG CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
CENTER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 

FAIRFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
FAIRVIE" TOWNSHIP .................... ••• 
GRANT TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
LURAY TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
PARADISE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
PLYMOUTH TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
RUSSf.LL TOWNSH IP ....................... . 
WALDO TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
WINTERSET TOWNSHIP ..................... . 

SALINE COUNTy ...................... . 

SOLOMON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SPRI~IG CREEK TOW"SHIP ................. .. 
WALNUT TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP .................... . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TA8LE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
IESTIMATE) 

300 

5 001 

126 
282 
518 
169 
327 
382 
233 
120 

72 
313 

205 
281 

51 
381 
195 
~7J 
122 
705 
'108 
51j1j 

96 
152 

9'19 

171 
220 
359 
'199 
285 
136 
130 
115 
5'11 
'169 

72 
656 
220 
193 
'101 
332 
~05 
193 
217 
120 

JO~ 
239 
39'1 
162 

37 85'1 
177 
38'1 
123 
'17~ 
6'19 

239 
8'1 

518 
189 
128 
378 
112 

2 303 
672 

1. 958 

213 
325 
309 

78 

APRIL 1, 1970 
I CENSUS) 

317 

117 

129 
285 
583 
169 
333 
387 
237 
123 

72 
321 

208 
283 

53 
387 
200 
!jOO 
125 
77'1 
'11'1 
550 

96 
15'1 

9 '128 

181 
234 
379 
524 
303 
1'15 
371 
123 
572 
506 

75 
689 
23'+ 
20<; 
'+28 
353 
'+30 
20'1 
232 
129 

~6 592 

303 
238 
391 
160 

37 71~ 
175 
380 
124 
472 
6'15 

238 
83 

516 
188 
129 
375 
114 

2 257 
668 
769 

212 
324 
308 

76 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-5.4 

-2.3 

-2.3 
-1.1 
-4.1 
III 

-I,S 
-1.3 
-1.7 
-2.'1 

12 ) 
-2.5 

-1.~ 
-0,7 
-3.8 
-1.6 
-2.5 
-1.5 
-2.4 
-3.9 
-1.'1 
-1.1 

(2) 
-1.3 

-5.1 

-5.5 
-6.0 
-5.3 
-4.8 
-5.9 
-6.2 
-4,5 
-6.5 
-5.'1 
-7.3 

-'1.0 
-4.8 
-6.0 
-5,9 
-6.3 
-5,9 
-5.8 
-5.4 
-6.5 
-7.0 

0.9 

0,3 
o ./j 
0,8 
1.2 
0.4 
1.1 
1.1 

-0.8 
0,4 
0.6 

O. 'I 
1.2 
O./j 

0.5 
-0.8 
0.8 

-1.8 
2.0 
0.6 

10. '7 

0.5 
0.3 
0.3 
2.6 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

2 907 

210 

3 183 
3 183 
3 198 
3 183 
3 183 
3 '+01 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 

3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 183 
3 197 
3 183 
3 '+01 

183 
183 

'103 

3 338 
3 338 
2 9'11 
2 401 
3 338 
3 338 
3 538 
3 338 
2 9'11 
3 338 

3 338 
2 626 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 
3 338 

3 416 

3 492 
2 769 
'+ 377 
2 769 
3 669 
1 76'1 
2 769 
2 769 
2 769 
'+ 377 

2 769 
2 769 
3 890 
2 769 
2 769 
2 769 
2 769 

855 
'+92 
698 

2 769 
2 769 
2 769 
2 769 

1969 
I CENSUS) 

IS) 

386 

2 '+28 
2 612 
2 675 
1 950 
2 537 
2 59/j 
2 182 
2 826 
2 234 
1 693 

2 106 
2 266 

'1/j9 
2 163 
2 /j61 
2 311 
1 618 
2672 
2 976 
2 589 

1 356 
2 337 

788 

796 
IS) 

2 535 
1 993 
1 915 
2 166 
3 09/j 
2 252 
2 367 
2 796 

5 202 
2 013 
1 555 
3 15/j 
1 910 
1 798 
2 7'+0 
2 607 
2 30/j 
1 515 

726 

2 778 
2 67'1 
2 614 
2 135 
2 930 
1 597 
2 7/j5 
1 535 
3 649 
2 964 

2 895 
1 780 
3 071 
2 351 
2 226 
1 899 
1 267 

687 
371 
173 

2 '+16 
3 253 
2 589 
2 323 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

INA) 

3'1.5 

INA) 
(NA) 
19.6 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
19.6 
INA) 
31.4 

INA) 
INA) 

22.1 

INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
20.5 
INA) 
INA) 
1'+. '+ 
(NA) 
24.3 
19.4 

INA) 
30.5 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 

25.3 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
25.2 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
n.7 
INA) 
INA) 
26.7 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
2"4.':' 
47.3 
QQ.8 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
(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) 

MNS. 27 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS I 

AREA 

SCOTT COUNTY ••••• ' ., ••••• , ••••• , •••• 

SCOTT CITY ..................... ••• ... ••• 
BEAvER TOWNSHIP .................... ••• •• 
ISBEL TOWNSHIP ••••••• ' •••••• '" ••••• '" • 

SEDGWICI< COUNTY •• ' ••••••••••••• " ••• 

ANDALE ... 0 .......... 0 & ••••••••••• 6 •••••••• 

BENTLEy •• , ••••• , ••••••••••••• , ., •••••••• 
CHENEY ........................... " ••••• 
CLEAfIWATER ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
COLWICH .......................... ' ...... 
DERBY •• , ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' '" ••• 
EASTBOROUGH ••••••••••••••• '" " •••• " ••• 
GARDEN PLAIN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
GODDARD •••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• ' •••• 
HAySVILLE ............................ • •• 

KECHI ................................... 
MA I ZE •••••••••••• , ., ••• , ••••••••• ' • " ••• 
MOUNT HOPE ••••••••••••••• • ••••••• ••••• •• 
MULVANE IPARTI ................. ••••• ... • 
VALLEY CENTER •••••••••••••••••••••• , '" • 
VIOLA ................ • ••• •••••••••• .. •• • 
WICHITA ........................ ••• ...... 
AFTON TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 
ATTICA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
DELANO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 

EAGLE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
ER IE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
GARDEN PLAIN TOWNSIiIP ................... 
GRAND RIVER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
~RANT TOWNSHIP ................... ••••••• 
GREELEY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
GYPSUM TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ILLINOIS TOWNSHIP .................... ,,· 
KECH I TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• •• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 

MINNEHA TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
MORTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
NINNESCAH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OHIO TOWNSHIP ........................... 
PARK TOWNSHIP .................... " •••• • 
PAYNE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
RIVERSIDE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ROCKFORD TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
SALEM TOWNSHIP .......................... 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 

UN ION TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
VALLEY CENTER TOWNSHIP .................. 
VIOLA TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 
WACO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

SEWARD COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

KISMET ......................... ••• ... • •• 
LIBERAL ................ ••• ..... •••••••• • 
FARGO TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 
LIBERAL TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 
MORRIS TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' 
SEWARD TOWNSHIP ...................... • .' 

SHAWNEE COUNTy ................... • •• 

AUBURN ••• , ••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• , '" • 
ROSSVILLE ............................ • •• 
SILVER LAKE ........................ ••••• 
TOPEKA ........................... ••••••• 
WILLARD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
AUBURN TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
DOVER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
GROVE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
MENOKEN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
MISSION TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

MONMOUTH TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ROSSV 1 LLF: TOWNSHIP ................... ••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE I 

727 

061 
292 
165 

336 083 

~77 
2~8 
213 
603 
U39 
031 
172 
650 
914 
845 

218 
H8 
637 

2 095 
2 710 

183 
261 231 

466 
617 
~~6 

591 
76 

137 
338 

2 083 
919 
535 
719 

10 358 
348 

792 
~82 
015 
483 
89~ 
516 

10 910 
11 650 

7 543 
977 

518 
9~3 
399 
005 

16 065 

293 
13 747 

650 
354 
113 
201 

160 133 

273 
982 
852 

136 059 
128 
118 
022 
198 
959 

2 632 

335 
~45 

APR IL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS I 

5 606 

~ 001 
281 
159 

350 69'1 

500 
260 
160 
1135 
879 
947 
141 
678 
955 
700 

229 
785 
665 
063 
551 
193 

276 554 
~88 

2 621 
2 306 

619 
79 

1 189 
354 

;> 071 
961 
196 
753 

10 556 
364 

669 
~43 
B67 
507 
872 
541 

10 539 
11 285 

7 380 
1 025 

591 
858 
~19 
430 

16 062 

294 
13 789 

652 
307 
113 
201 

155 322 

261 
934 
811 

1.32 952 
124 
066 
976 
190 
912 

2 469 

113 
376 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

2.2 

1,5 
3.9 
3.e 

-4.2 

-4.6 
-~ .6 

l~ e 6 
11.7 
-4.6 

1.1 
.7 

-4.8 
-4.7 
-~.2 
1.6 
6.2 

-5.2 
-5.5 
-4.5 
-0.2 
3.4 

-~.5 
-3.8 
-~.4 
-4.5 
0.6 

-4 .~ 
-12.7 
-4.5 
-1.9 
-~.4 

3.4 
2.7 
7.9 

-~. 7 
0.8 

-4.6 
3.5 
3.2 
2.2 

-'1.7 

-~.6 
~.6 

-'I.e 
~O .2 

(Z I 

-0.3 
-0.3 
-0.3 
3.6 
(21 
(Z I 

3.1 

~ .6 
5.1 
5.1 
2.3 
3.2 
~.9 
4,7 
~.2 
5.2 
6.6 

19.9 
5.0 

1972 
(ESTIMATEI 

~ 102 

120 
018 
018 

846 

• 2 722 
3 1 
4 
3 '+15 
3 
4 

13 521 
2 973 
3 988 
2 554 

3 544 
3 512 
2 992 
3 371 
3 ~q5 
3 651 
3 906 
3 651 
3 852 

323 

3 111 
3 651 
2 621 
3 651 
3 919 
3 068 
2 760 
3 358 
3 561 
3 651 

7 511 
~ 548 
3 571 
2 65~ 
3 350 
3 388 
2 667 
4 O~~ 
3 011 
3 315 

3 
3 
3 651 
3 170 

620 

3 ~28 
3 021 
3 428 
3 602 
~ 028 
4 028 

3 861 

j 6~5 
3 099 
~ 088 
3 92.0 
3 531 
3 531 
3 373 
j 

3 
5 

3 385 
3 177 

1969 
I CENSUS I 

791 

2 81~ 
3 1'19 
3 14~ 

196 

2 201 
2 659 
3 161 
2 616 
2 398 
3 462 

11 d17 
2 337 
3 277 
2 ~06 

2 162 
2 723 
2 301 
2 682 
2 803 
2 612 
3 259 
3 177 
3 160 
4 731 

2 533 
~ 128 
2 0'71 
2 14q 
3 09~ 
2 504 
2 338 
2 725 
2 875 
2 119 

b 6117 
3 ~63 
2 096 
2 153 
2 596 
2 750 
2 226 
3 245 
2 ~66 
2 635 

387 
755 
313 
654 

89~ 

2 5~1 
2 9~~ 
2 228 
2 705 
5 193 
2 123 

1~2 

3 2~0 

2 404 
3 ~74 
3 1M 
J 561 
2 881 
2 b19 
1 653 
2 986 
3 <\63 

2 795 
2 587 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

'17.0 

%.4 
(NA I 
(NAI 

20.3 

23.7 
(I,A I 
28.7 
.30.5 
3'1.4 
2'1- ~ 5 
11~ e II 
27 ~? 
21..7 
6.2 

I NAI 
29.0 
30.0 
25.7 
2'1.7 
I NA I 
19.9 
( NAI 
21.9 
12.5 

22.e 
( NAI 
26.t· 
(NA I 
26. "I 
22.5 
18.0 
23.2 
23.9 
(NA I 

13. (l 

31.3 
32.5 
23.3 
29.0 
23.2 
19.8 
21+ .6 
22.1 
25.8 

3 tLS 
22.8 
INAI 
19.4 

25.1 

I NA I 
23.0 
53.9 
33.2 
INAI 
I NA I 

22.9 

(NAI 
28.9 
17.7 
23.9 
(~AI 

22.6 
2B.B 
INAI 
28.1 
45,,5 

21.1 
22 ~ (I 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

(PCI) 

(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 INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) I CENSlIS) CHANGE 

SILVER LAKE TOWNSHIP .................... 198 140 5.1 3 756 3 129 20.0 

SOLDIER TOWNSHIP ........................ 731 225 20.8 3 879 3 132 23.9 

TECUMSEH TOWNSHIP ....................... 394 827 -11.3 4 259 3 099 37.4 

TOPEKA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• , ., ., •••••• 908 828 9.7 3 296 3 443 -4.3 

WILLI AMSPORT TOWNSHIP .................. " 133 248 -9.2 2 675 2 170 23.3 

SHERIDAN COUNTy ..................... 747 859 -2.9 374 898 77.8 

HOXIE .............................. ••• •• 362 419 -4.0 3 618 2 309 56.7 

SELDEN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 265 271 -2.2 3 225 2 477 (NA) 

ADELL TOWNSHIP .......................... 132 135 -2.2 3 225 1 328 (NA) 

BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... 52 52 (l) 3 225 2 113 (NA) 

BOVi CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 89 92 -3.3 3 225 2 196 (NA) 

EAST SALINE TOWNSHIP .................... 132 135 -2.2 3 225 l. 392 (NA) 

KENNETH TOWNSHIP ........................ 478 537 -3.8 3 602 2 151 67.5 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 193 197 -2.0 3 22.5 1 705 (NA) 

PARNELL TOWNSHIP ........................ 133 136 -2.2 3 225 1 385 (NA) 

PRAIRIE DOG TOWNSHIP .................... 115 117 -1.7 3 225 874 (NA) 

SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 397 406 -2.2 J 225 197 (NA) 

SOLOMON TOWNSHIP ........................ 383 392 -2.3 3 225 676 INA) 

SPRING 8ROOK TOWNSHIP ................... 203 207 -1.9 3 225 685 (NA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 103 107 -3.7 3 225 374 (NA) 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP ......................... 173 177 -2.3 3 225 211 (NA) 

WEST SALINE TOWNSHIP ••• ; ................ 165 169 -2.4 3 225 258 (NA) 

SHERMAN COUNTY ••••••••• , ••••• " ••••• 940 792 1.9 728 716 37.3 

GOODLAND ••• , ., ••••••••••••••• , ••• ' •••••• 577 5 510 1.2 3 748 2 954 26.9 

KANORADO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 287 278 3.2 3 680 2 363 (NA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 192 186 3.2 3 680 1 783 (NA) 

IOWA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 61 58 5.2 3 680 1 421 INA) 

ITASCA TOWNSHIP ......................... 274 266 3.0 3 680 3 418 (NA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 163 157 3.8 3 680 999 (NA) 

LLANOS TOWNSHIP ......................... 99 97 2.1 3 680 000 INA) 

LOGAN TOWNSH IP ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 15~ 149 3.4 3 680 903 (NA) 

MCPHERSON TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••• 116 113 2.7 3 680 799 (NA) 

SHERMANVILLE TOWNSHIP ................... 89 86 3.5 3 680 649 INA) 

SMOKY TOWNSHIP .......................... 123 119 3.4 3 680 999 INA) 

STATE LINE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• .467 451 3.5 3 680 008 (NA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 70 67 4.5 3 680 400 (NA) 

VOLTAIRE TOWNSHIP ....................... 396 378 4.8 3 680 614 (NA) 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 160 155 3.2 3 680 297 INA) 

SMITH COUNTY ••• , ••••• , ••••••••••••• , 699 6 757 -0.9 689 571 43.5 

ATHOL •••••• , •••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 105 108 -2.8 3 544 3 271 (NA) 

CEDAR ................................... ~4 46 -4.3 3 545 1 459 (NA) 

GAyLORD •••• ~ ••••• '.'. e ~ •••• " ••• ~" •• ' •••• 
210 211 -0.5 3 544 2 182 (NA) 

KENSINGTON •••• " .... §" •••• ~. ft •••••••••• ••• 
648 653 -0.8 3 903 2 977 31.1 

LEBANON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 513 517 -0.8 2 912 2 2'17 29.6 

SMITH CENTER ••••••• , '" ••••••••••••••••• 372 389 -0.7 4 020 3 009 33.6 

RANNER TOWNSHIP ......................... 74 73 1.4 3 544 1 390 (NA) 

BEAVER TOWNSHIP ........... , ............. 105 108 -2.8 3 5 u 4 1 138 (NA) 

BLAINE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 1.00 -1.0 3 544 1 586 (NA) 

CEDAI, TOWNSI1 rP ••• " •• , ••••• , •••••••••••• 795 801 -0.7 3 866 2 836 36.3 

TOWNSHIP ......................... 5;1 2 549 -0.7 4 015 2 945 36.3 

TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• 108 111 -2.7 3 544 1 321 (NA) 

CRYSTAL PLAINS TOWNSHIP ................. 73 72 1.4 3 544 4 195 (NA) 

OOR TOWNSHIP ............................ 79 78 1.3 3 544 1 606 (NA) 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ....................... 63 63 I Z) 3 544 2 976 (NA) 

rOWNSHIP ••• ~ •• ~ ••• ~ ~ ••••••••••••• 65 65 I Z) 3 544 2 536 (NA) 

TOWNSHIP ......................... 181 183 -1.1 3 ,544 2 098 INA) 

TOWNSHIP ......................... 189 191 -1.0 3 5
'
j4 2 132 (NA) 

HOUSTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 324 328 -1.2 3 544 2 028 (NA) 

LANE TOWNSHIP ........................... 213 21q -2.7 3 544 3 068 (NA) 

LI ~ICOlN TOWNSHIP ........................ 165 165 12) 3 5~4 3 066 INA) 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 106 109 -2.8 3 544 2 566 INA) 

MARTIN TOWNSH IP ............... , ......... 73 72 1.4 3 51j1j ! 331 INA) 

OAK TOWNSHIP ............................ 694 700 -0.9 2 859 2 103 35.9 

PAWNEE TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ••••••••••••• ' .' •• 109 112 -2.7 3 544 1 678 (NA) 

PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 129 130 -0.8 3 544 1 790 (NA) 

SwpN TOWNSHIP ........................... 76 75 1.3 3 544 1 250 (NA) 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 131 132 -0.8 3 5~4 3 614 INA) 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 102 103 -1.0 3 544 3 816 (NA) 

VlEPSTER TOWNSHIP ........................ 115 118 -2.5 3 544 2 580 (NA) 

WHITE ROCK TOWNSHIP ..................... 99 100 -1.0 544 194 INA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARINGAREAS-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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (OOLLARSI 

AREA 

JULY 11 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS I CHANGE (ESTIMATe I (CENSUS I 

STAFFORD COUNTY •••• , ••••• , •••••••••• 6 016 5 943 1.2 986 092 

HUDSON .................................. 185 181 2.2 4 097 2 846 

MACKSV ILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 493 484 1.9 3 908 3 107 

RADIUM ........................... ••••• •• 55 55 (Z I 4 091 2 953 

ST JOHN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 477 477 (ZI 3 971 J 101 

SEWARD ....................... •••••••••• • 69 66 4.5 4 097 2 :;05 

STAFFORD ......................... • ... • •• 431 1 414 1.2 3 881 3 015 

ALBANO TOWNSHIP •••••• ' ., ., '" ••••••••••• 85 81 4.9 4 097 J 688 

BYRON TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 116 115 0.9 "l 097 4 631 

CLEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• • •• 65 62 4.8 4 097 2 944 

CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP ................. ••• •• 126 1211 1.6 4 097 2 268 

DOUGLAS TOWNSHIP ................. • ... • •• 181 179 1.1 4 097 2 715 

EAST COOPER TOWNSHIP .................... 96 94 2.1 4 097 3 150 

FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 156 154 1.3 4 097 3' 199 

F ARM I NGTON TOWNSHIP •• ' ••• , •••••••••••••• 575 563 2.1 3 908 2 946, 

HAYES TOWNSHIP ..................... , ••• ' 312 306 2.0 4 097 3 385 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• ' 171 169 1.2 4 097 2 304 

SEWARD TOWNSHIP ..................... , ••• 216 211 2.4 4 097 4 028 

OHIO TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 504 498 1.2 4 097 2 531 

PUTNAM TOWNSHIP •••••• , ., ••••••••••• , ••• ' 32 33 -3.0 4 097 (S I' 

RICHLAND TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 80 77 3.9 4 097 782 

ROSE VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................... 98 96 2.1 4 097 3 319 

ST JOHN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • .... 179 1 185 -0.5 J 915 3 167 

SOUTH SEWARD TOWNSHIP ................ • •• 149 147 1.4 4 097 3 762 

STAFFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 607 587 1.3 3 883 3 029 

UNION TOWNSHIP ••••••• ' ••••• , ••••••••••• , 63 60 5.0 4 097 3 101 

WEST COOPER TOWNSHIP .................... 106 106 (Z I 4 097 3 345 

YORK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 98 96 2.1 4 097 2 181 

STANTON COUNTy ••••••••••••••• • ... • •• 402 287 5.0 979 445 

JOHNSON CITy ................... • .... •••• 099 038 5.9 120 747 

MANTER ................... • ... • ..... ••••• 229 219 4.6 977 213 

SIC, SOW TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 559 536 4.3 666 210 

MANTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 500 479 4.4 977 790 

STANTON TOWNSHIP ....................... • 343 272 5.6 110 705 

STEVENS COUNTY ••••••• , •••••••••••••• q 328 " 19A 3.1 391 310 

HUGOTON .................. ••••••••• .. ••• • 799 739 2.2 418 3 454 

MOSCOW ••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , ., ........ 238 228 4.4 323 3 ;;81 

SUMNER COUNTY •••• ' '" •••• , .......... 23 240 23 553 -1.3 166 513 

ARGONIA •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 580 591 -1.9 3 864 3 294 

BELLE PLAINE ......................... ••• 526 1 553 -1.7 3 003 2 280 

CALDWELL ................. ••• ••• ••••••• •• 411 540 -8.4 3 381 2 731 

CONWAY SPRINGS ....................... • •• 129 153 -2.1 2 513 1 907 

GEUDA SPRINGS (PART) ••••••••••••••• ••• •• 206 212 -2.8 J 212 2 014 

HUNNEWELL ............ • ••• •••••••••••••• • 
76 77 -1.3 2 902 1 313 

MAyFIELD ..................... ••• ... ••• •• 109 110 -0.9 3 212 2 350 

MILAN •••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••• ... • •• 160 162 -1.2 3 212 2 407 

MULVANE (PARTl ..................... • ... • 452 122 29.4 2 692 2 17" 

OXFORD ••••••••••••••• " •• " •••••••••••• ' 178 113 5.8 2 85Sf 2 294 

SOUTH HAVEN .......................... • •• 406 413 -1.7 2 902 2 "57 

WELLINGTON ••••••••••••••• ••• ••• ••••• .... 728 B 072 -".3 3 282 2 690 

AVON TOWNSHIP ........................... 209 215 -2.8 3 212 2 072 

BELLE PLA INE TOWNSHIP ................... 143 2 182 -1.8 3 298 2 ;'23 

BLUFF TOWNSHI~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 191 196 -2.6 3 212 1 869 

CALDwELL TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••• , ••••••••••• ' 324 329 -1.5 3 212 2 178 

CHIKASKIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 117 121 -3.3 3 212 2 522 

CONWAY TOWNSHIP ......................... 096 1 118 -2.0 2 647 2 061 

CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••• ' ., •••••••••••••••• 239 244 -2.0 3 212 2 106 

DIXON TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 784 801 -2.1 3 760 2 863 

DOWNS TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 217 222 -2.3 3 212 3 290 

EDEN TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 277 285 -2.8 3 212 2 614 

FALLS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 272 278 -2.2 3 212 2 641 

GORE TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 105 789 17.7 2 880 2 406 

GREENE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 105 107 -1.9 3 212 1 774 

GUELPH TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••• , •••••••••••••• 191 196 -2.6 3 212 1 682 

HARMON TOWNSHIP ......................... 183 185 -1.1 3 212 1 69" 

ILLINOIS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 131 13" -2.2 3 212 2 724 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 168 171 -1.8 ) 212 1 846 

LONDON TOWNSHIP ......................... 393 400 -1.7 3 212 2 614 

MOHRIS TOWNSHIP •••• , •• '" ••••••••••••••• 62 63 -1.6 212 ~ 15~ 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 19'10 AND 19'13. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Col'ltinued i' 

(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 I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

IESTIMATE) ICENSUS) CHANGE IEST[MATE) ICENSUS) CHANGE 

OSBORN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 297 303 -2.0 3 212 2 484 INA) 

OXFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 392 332 4.5 2 865 2 340 22.4 

PALESTINE TOWNSHIP ...................... 201 207 -2.9 3 212 3 710 INA) 

RYAN TOWNSHIP ........................ • .. 312 316 -1.3 3 212 1 989 INA) 

SEVENTY SIX TOWNSHIP .................... 265 271 -2.2 3 212 3 487 INA) 

SOUTH HAVEN TOWNSHIP. " •• , ••• , ., ••••••• , 715 726 -1.5 2 902 2 304 26.0 

SPR I NGDALE TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , ••••••• " • 514 526 -2.3 2 334 1 824 28.0 

SUMNER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 182 184 -1.1 3 212 2 399 INA) 

VALVERDE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 145 147 -1.4 3 212 1 098 INA) 

WAL TON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• '" •• , •••••• 469 480 -2.3 3 212 2 093 INA) 

WELLINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 406 413 -1.7 212 313 INA) 

THOMAS COUNTY •••• , ••••••• , ••••• , •••• 872 501 4.9 493 2 614 33.6 

RREWSTER ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 333 320 4.1 3 444 2 724 INA) 

COLBy .................................. • 908 658 5.4 3 522 2 786 26.4 

GE~ •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 82 80 2.5 3 445 2 865 INA) 

MENLO ................................ • •• 5·0 48 4.2 3 444 1 733 INA) 

REXFORD ................................. 241 231 4.3 3 444 2 442 INA) 

BARRETT TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••••••••• '" 168 160 5.0 3 444 2 554 INA) 

EAST HALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 205 197 4.1 3 444 1 876 INA) 

KINGERY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 154 148 4.1 3 444 2 972 INA) 

LACEy TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 147 143 2.8 3 444 2 349 INA) 

MENLO TOWNSHIP .............. I .......................... 
152 145 4.8 3 444 1 968 INA) 

MORGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 476 455 4.6 3 445 2 389 INA) 

NORTH RANDALL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , .' ., 127 121 5.0 3 444 2 104 (NA) 

ROVOHL TOWNSHIP ......................... 198 190 4.2 3 444 2 351 INA) 

SMITH TOWNSHIP .......................... 316 304 3.9 3 444 2 052 INA) 

SOUTH RANDALL TOWNSH IP ••••• , ., • " ••••••• 289 276 4.7 3 444 1 854 INA) 

SUMMERS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 192 184 4.3 3 444 2 025 INA) 

wENDELL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 124 118 5.1 3 1144 1 861 INA) 

WEST HALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 417 402 3.7 3 444 2 865 INA) 

TREGO COUNTY ••• , • " •••• " •• , ., •••••• 316 4 436 -2.7 293 2 340 40.7 

COLL YER .............. , •• '" •• , •••••••••• 176 182 -3.3 2 676 2 442 INA) 

WAKEENEY ............................. • •• 281 334 -2.3 3 473 2 775 25.2 

COLLYER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 578 596 -3.0 2 676 2 011 33.1 

FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ....................... 176 182 -3.3 3 190 2 546 INA) 

GLENCOE TOWNSHIP ........................ 110 113 -2.7 3 190 1 306 INA) 

OGALLAH TOWNSH IP ••••• , •••••• '" " " ••••• 315 326 -3.4 3 190 1 786 INA) 

RIVERS I DE TOWNSH IP ••••••••• '" ••••••••• , 256 265 -3.4 3 190 1 401 INA) 

~AKEENEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 731 798 -2.4 3 460 2 717 27.3 

IV ILCOX TOWNSHIP ......................... 151 156 -3.2 3 190 1 664 INA) 

WABAUNSEE COUNTY ••••••••• , ., ., ., ••• , 611 397 3.3 312 503 32.3 

ALMA ................................. ••• 934 905 3.2 2 546 2 036 25.0 

ALTA VISTA ........................... • .. 416 402 3.5 3 262 2 573 INA) 

ESKRIDGE ................................ 611 5~9 3.7 3 256 2 415 34.8 

HAI,VEYVILLE .................... , •••••••• 289 279 3.6 2 978 1 990 INA) 

MCF ARLAND ••• 4 •• o. •••••• ~ ••• o.. ~ • Q •• ~ ... o. ••• 216 209 3.3 2 753 1 907 INA) 

MAPLE HILL .............................. 338 327 3.4 6 177 <l 120 INA) 

PAXICO •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• , ••• • •• 22.3 216 3.2 2 753 1 959 INA) 

ALMA TOWNSHIP ........................... 199 1 161 3,3 2 538 2 005 26.6 

FARMER TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 128 125 2. 't 3 251 2 248 INA) 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 627 606 3.5 3 262 2 506 30.2 

KAW TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 231 225 2.7 3 252 1 504 INA) 

MAPLE HILL TOWNSHIP ..................... 628 607 3.5 6 177 4 729 30.6 

MILL CREEK TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••• 195 189 3.2 3 251 2 146 INA) 

MISSION CREEK TOWNSH IP .................. 426 412 3.4 3 252 2 304 INA) 

NEWBUIW TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••• , •••••••••• 906 877 3.3 2 753 2 097 31.3 

PLUMB TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 620 '199 3.5 2 978 2 270 31.2 

ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 160 155 3.2 3 252 2 528 INA) 

WA8AUNSEE TOWNSHIP ...................... 476 461 3.3 3 252 2 516 INA) 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 150 145 3,4 3 251 2 123 INA) 

WILMINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 8M 835 3.5 3 287 2 495 31.7 

WALLACE COUNTy ...................... 116 215 -4.4 319 359 qO.7 

SHARON SPRINGS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 949 012 -6.2 3 290 2 456 34.0 

WALLACE ................................. 108 112 -3.6 3 380 2 064 INA) 

HARRISON TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••• , .' ., 1.37 lQo -2.1 3 379 1 447 INA) 

MORTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 77 78 -1.3 3 379 4 412 INA) 

NORTH TOWNSHIP .......................... 12 12 III 3 378 IS) (NA) 

SHARON SPR INGS TOWNSHI P •••••• , •••••••••• 249 321 -5,5 3 274 2 421 35.2 

WALLACE TOWNSHIP ........................ 270 280 -3.6 3 380 2 498 INA) 

WESKAN TOWNSHIP •••••• , ., ••••• , ., ••• ' • '" 373 384 -2.9 3 380 2 379 INA) 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT ENO OF TABLE. 
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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 I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

WASHINGTON COUNTy ................ • •• 969 9 249 -3.0 297 293 43.8 

BARNES .................................. 202 209 -3.3 3 145 3 115 (NA) 

CLIFTON IPART) ....................... • •• 347 359 -3.3 3 1M 3 000 (NA) 

GREENLEAF ............................... 435 448 -2.9 4 060 2 702 INA) 

HADDAtJI •••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••• ••••• 
280 289 -3.1 3 145 1 692 (NA) 

HANOVER ................................. 767 793 -3.3 3 421 2 539 34.7 

HOLLENBERG ••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• , ., •• 45 47 -4.3 3 145 1 022 INA) 

LINN ............................. ••••••• 376 388 -3.1 3 4M 2 585 INA) 

MAHASKA ................................. 119 122 -2.5 3 145 2 472 INA) 

MORROWVILLE ............................. 193 201 -4.0 J 145 1 966 (NA) 

PALMER ............................... • •• 161 166 -3.0 J 1'15 2 256 INA) 

VINING IPART) ........................... 34 36 -5.6 3 164 IS) INA) 

WASHINGTON ....................... ••••• •• 562 584 -1.4 3 L~q6 2 561 34.6 

BARNES TOWNSHIP ......................... 340 351 -3.1 3 145 2 654 INA) 

8RANTFORD TOWNSHIP ...................... 145 148 -2.0 3 145 2 231 INA) 

CHARLESTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 169 176 -4.0 3 1'15 1 247 INA) 

CLIFTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 568 589 -3.6 3 164 2 232 41.8 

COLEMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 127 133 -4.5 3 145 4 148 INA) 

FARMINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 259 268 -3.4 3 145 2 589 INA) 

FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ....................... 256 266 -3.8 3 145 1 233 (NA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 105 109 -3.7 3 145 1 044 INA) 

GREENLEAF TOWNSHIP ...................... 582 600 -3.0 4 060 2 999 35.4 

HADDAM TOWNSHIP ......................... 461 477 -3.4 3 145 1 950 INA) 

HANOVER TOWNSHIP ........................ 0)8 073 -3.3 3 326 2 301 44.5 

HI GHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 90 92 -2.2 3 145 1 431 (NA) 

INDEPENDENCE TOWNSHIP ................... 2M 294 -3.4 3 145 1 470 INA) 

KIMEO TOWNSHIP .......................... 132 138 -4.3 3 145 3 072 INA) 

LINCOLN TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 171 178 -3.9 3 145 2 610 INA) 

LINN TOWNSHIP ........................... 622 643 -3.3 3 404 2 488 36.8 

LITTLE BLUE TOWNSHIP .................... 164 169 -3.0 3 145 1 950 INA) 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 166 171 -2.9 3 145 2 148 INA) 

LOWE TOWNSHIP ........................... 126 132 -4.5 3 145 1 086 INA) 

MILL CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 381 397 -4.0 3 145 1 932 (NA) 

SHER IDAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 179 186 -3.8 3 145 2 040 INA) 

SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 371 382 -2.9 3 145 2 412 INA) 

STRAWBERRY TOWNSHIP ..................... 222 230 -3.5 3 145 2 039 INA) 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 202 208 -2.9 3 145 2 378 INA) 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHiP ..................... 2~6 255 -3.5 3 145 2 257 INA) 

WICHITA COUNTy ................... • •• 025 274 7.7 980 2 482 60." 

LEOTI ...................... • ..... •••• .. • 2 101 916 9.7 4 074 2 540 60.'1 

LEOTI TOWNSHIP .......................... 3 525 274 7.7 3 980 2 '182 60.' 

WILSON COUNTY ....................... 11 131 11 317 -1.6 007 3'16 28.2 

ALTOONA .......................... ••••• •• '169 475 -1.3 3 042 2 197 INA) 

BENEDiCT ........................... , •••• 90 91 -1.1 2 960 2 199 INA) 

BUFFALO ............................ • .... 317 321 -1.2 2 960 1 503 INA) 

COyVILLE ........................... ••• •• 92 93 -1.1 2 960 2 963 INA) 

FREDONIA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 3 021 3 080 -1.9 3 010 2 '185 21.1 

NEODESHA ........................... ••• •• 3 217 3 295 -2.'1 2 903 2 446 18.7 

NEW ALBANy ......................... ••• •• 59 59 (Z) 2 960 1 642 INA) 

CEDAR TOWNSHIP .......................... 709 717 -1.1 3 042 2 391 27.2 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 640 649 -1.4 3 '185 2 767 25.9 

CHfTOPA TOWNSHIP ........................ 237 238 -0.4 2 960 2 191 INA) 

CLIFTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 463 468 -1.1 2 960 1 672 INA) 

COLFAX TOWNSHIP ......................... 397 '102 -1.2 2 960 2 195 INA) 

DUCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 125 126 -0.8 2 960 1 325 INA) 

FALL RIVER TOWNSHIP ..................... 379 384 -1.3 2 960 1 663 INA) 

.. GUILFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 216 218 -0.9 2 960 1 823 INA) 

NEODESHA TOWNSHIP ....................... 582 587 -0.9 3 238 2 571 25.9 

NEWARK TOWNSHIP ......................... 216 218 -0.9 2 960 1 740 INA) 

PLEASANT VALLE Y TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 214 216 -0.9 2 960 1 754 (NA) 

PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ........................ 161 162 -0.6 2 960 2 617 INA) 

TALLEYRAND TOWNSHIP ..................... 241 243 -0.8 2 960 2 146 (NA) 

VERDIGRIS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 254 256 -0.8 2 960 388 INA) 

WERSTER TOWNSH IP ........................ 58 58 IZ) 2 960 946 INA) 

WOODSON COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••• 024 4 789 -5.5 045 207 3B.O 

NEOSHO FALLS ......................... • •• 173 184 -6.0 ;) 060 1 Y64 (NA) 

TOF<ONTO ............................ • .... 405 431 -6.0 2 611 1 781 INA) 

YATES CENTER ............................ 872 967 -4.8 j 188 2 445 30.4 

BELMONT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 115 124 -7.3 3 060 3 129 (NA) 

E 
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 
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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. 
tor PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

Estimates of percent change 

I POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

AREA 

I~LY 1, 1973 ~fPR~~7~--I--;;;;c~ 
------------------------------------1 .~STIMATE) -- __ ~N~~~) CHANGE 
CENTER TOWNSHIP............. ............ 367 391 -6.1 
EMINENCE TOWNSHIP....... ........ ........ 150 158 -5.1 
EVERETT TOWNSHIP........................ 167 1 178 -6.2 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP........................ 210 223 -5.8 
NEOSHO FALLS TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• I q60 Q90 -6.1 
NORTH TOWNSHIP.......................... 109 117 -6.8 
OWL CREEK TOWNSHIP...................... 243 258 -5.8 
PERRY TOWNSHIP....... ....... ............ 142' 150 -5.3 
TORONTO TOWNSHIP ...................... "1 688 733 -6.1 

WYANDOTTE COUNTy.................... lA3 105 186 845 -2.0 

AONNER SPR I NGS ......................... , [' 
EDWARDSVILLE ........................... . 
KANSAS CITy ............................ . 
LAKE QUIVIRA (PART) ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SHAWNEE TOWNSHIP ....................... . 

MUL TI -COUNTY PLACES 

CLAYTON ................................ . 
CLIFTON ................................ . 
GEUDA SPRINGS .......................... . 
LAKE QUIVIRA ........................... . 
MANHATTAN .............................. . 
MULVANE ................................ . 
VINING ................................. . 

S DOES NOT MEET PUBLICATION STANDARDS. 
Z LESS THAN 0.05 PERCENT. 

6 
2 

172 

1 
30 

3 

881 
155 
99'> 

56 
019 

56 

126 
706 
217 
104 
255 
547 

82 

5 
1 

178 

1 
27 

3 

560 
681 
561 

5.3 
990 

53 

127 
718 
223 
021 
575 
185 

84 

23.8 
28.2 
-3.1 
5.7 
2.9 
5.7 

-0.8 
-1.7 
-2.7 
8.1 
9.7 

11.4 
-2.Q 

(DOLLARS) 

1972~ 1969 
_::STl MATE) (CENSUS) 

3 060 2 21q 
3 060 2 797 
3 060 2 181 
3 060 1 718 
3 060 1 661 
3 060 2 12q 
3 060 2 078 
3 060 2 755 
2 611 1 906 

515 838 

3 557 2 745 
3 701 2 676 
3 517 2 837 
3 660 4 799 
q 604 3 469 
3 660 2 838 

3 732 3 802 
2 983 2 415 
3 207 2 022 
6 461 5 753 
3 671 3 044 
3 096 2 529 
2 955 2 451 

1THE FIGURE SHOWN HERE FOH 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 2 2~9 071. 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
37.0 

23.9 

29.6 
38,) 
24.0 
(NA) 
)2.7 
(~A ) 

(NA) 
23.5 
(NA) 
12.3 
20.6 
22.4 
(NA) 



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 


