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This report is one of a series containing current
estimates of the population and per capita money
income for selected areas in each State. The population
estimates relate to July 1, 1973 and the estimates of
per capita income cover 1972. Areas included are all
counties and incorporated places in the State plus
active’ minor civil divisions—commonly towns in New
England, New York, and Wisconsin, or townships in
other parts of the United States.! These State reports
appear in Current Populfation 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 ‘“Poputation Base' sec-
tion below) and percent change. In addition, the table
presents per capita money income estimates for 1972
plus 1969 per capita income as reported in the 1970
census. Percent change in per capita income is shown
only for areas of 500 or more population in 1970,

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

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

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

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

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

?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 aliocations and of
the allocation process see U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census
Tract Papers, Series GE-40, No. 10, “'Statistical Methodology
of Revenue Sharing and Related Estimate Studies,”” U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1974.
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20402, and U.S. Department of Commerce, district offices, $.50 Current Population Reports issued
in Series P—20, P—~23, P—25 P-26, P-27, P-28 (summaries only), P—60, and P—65 are sold as a
single consolidated subscription at $56.00 per year, $14.00 additional for foreign mailing.
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net migration) estimated separately. To the 1970
census population base for each area the following
components were added: _

1. Anestimate 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 estimatésiprocedure was modified
to relate to the population under 65 years of age, with
change in the population 65 years and over estimated
by adding change in reported Medicare enroliment,
10970 to 1973, to the 1970 census count 65 years and
over. Medicare enroliment statistics were not available
below the county level for application of this modifica-
tion to incorporated places and MCD's.

Population Base. The 1970 population base is the
1970 census tount 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.® 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.?

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.

#U.S. Bureau of the Census, Series GE-30, No. 1, Boundary
and Annexation Survey, 1870-73; U.S. Government Printing
Office, 1975. :

In most States these data were not available for all
areas to be estimated within a given county. For these

~areas not specifically reported, births and deaths were

allocated on the basis of the 1970 census population.

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

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

for each year.

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

3. 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 claimed on returns matched for the
two vyears {excluding exemptions for age and blind-

ness).

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

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

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

Changes in institutional inmates, college enroliment,

and resident military population were generally not
adequately reflected in either the net migration or



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

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

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

For all areas regardless of population size where

special censuses {Federal or State conducted) were

taken close to the estimate date, such special census
results were incorporated in the estimate. In several
States, the subcounty estimates were also merged with
estimates for geographic areas provided by State
agencies participating in the Federal-State Cooperative
Program for Local Population Estimates. These
occurred in seven States—California, Connecticut,
Florida, New Jersey, Oregon, Washington, and Wiscon-
sin.

The estimates for the geographic areas in each
county were adjusted to an independent county
estimate which represents the average of the results of
the administrative record-based estimate for the county
with the county estimate for 1973 derived from the
Federal-State Cooperative Program (FSCP). For all but
11 States the administrative records estimate at the
county level was weighted equally with a provisional
1973 FSCP estimate. For the States of Arizona,
Colorado, Hawaii, Maine, Maryland, Nebraska, Rhode
Island, South Dakota, Utah, Vermont, and Wyoming,
however, revised 1973 FSCP 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.

1

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

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES
METHODOLOGY

The 1972 per capita income (PCI) figure is the
estimated mean or average amount of total money
income received during calendar year 1972 by all
persons residing in a given political jurisdiction in April
1973. The 1972 PCl 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| estimates are based on the following
data sources: The 1970 census, income and related
data from the 1969 and 1972 Federal income tax
returns, and a special set of State and county money
income estimates prepared by the Bureau of Economic

SFor 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 estimates 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 PCl estimates were developed by carrying forward
the 1970 census aggregates for each type of income,
i.e.,, wages and salaries, nonfarm and farm self-
employment income, Social Security, public assistance,
and “‘other income,” and dividing the sum of these
1972 aggregates for each State by the estimated April
1973 population. The percent change in wage and
salary income, as reflected by the 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 PCIl estimates due to
errors in- the assignment of geocodes to the IRS data
and errors in the population estimates. Census wage
and salary per capita income amounts were updated
using the percent change in the IRS wage and salary
per exemption. For the remaining income types,
percent change in the BEA per capita amounts were
used. The 1972 per capita amounts for each income
type were then multiplied by the previously discussed
updated population estimates, and the resulting county
aggregates were adjusted to the State aggregates. For
each county the aggregate amounts for each income
type were added to get an estimated 1972 total money
income which was then divided by the estimated
population to derive the 1972 PC! estimate.

Subcounty Governmental Unit Estimates

Minor civil divisions and independent municipali-
ties. For MCD’s with a 1970 population of 1,000 or
more and for incorporated places not subordinate to
MCD’s, the updates were also developed using per
capita amounts. Updated census earnings plus “other
income” per capita were developed using the percent
changes in IRS Adjusted Gross Income per exemption.
The estimates for Social Security and public assistance
were made by assuming that the 1870 census per capita
amounts for these income types grew at the same rate
as that for the county.

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

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

Municipalities subordinate to minor civil divi-
sions, The PCIl estimates for these places with a 1970
population of 500 or more were made by applying
rates of changes for the entire MCD to the 1970 census
estimates for these areas. For such places with a 1970
popuiation of less than 500, the PCl 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
directly comparable with estimates of personal income
prepared by the Bureau of Economic Analysis of the
Department of Commerce (BEA). The lack of corre-
spondence stems from the following differences in
definition and coverage.

1. Income definition. The personal income series
include, among other items, the following types of
money and nonmoney income which are not included
in the census definition. Wages received in kind; the
value . of food and fuel produced and consumed on
farms; the net rental value of owner-occupied homes
and farm dwellings; imputed interest; property income
received by mutual life insurance companies; self-
administrated pension trust funds; and nonprofit insti-
tutions; income retained by fiduciaries on behalf of
their beneficiaries; and the excess of the accrued
interest over interest paid on U.S. Savings Bonds. The
Census Bureau definition of income, on the other
hand, includes such iterms 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
4 interviews are subject to various types of reporting
errors which tend to produce an understatement of
income. It is estimated that overall, the census
obtained about 92 percent of the comparable total
money income aggregates derived from the personal
income series prepared by the BEA. It should be noted
that since the 1972 per capita incomes are built upon
the census amounts, they will tend to reflect the same
relative “‘short-fall” as existed in the census.

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

Accuracy of the population estimates. Tests of the
accuracy of methods employed in the State and county
estimates appearing in Current Population Reports,
Series P-25 and P-26 have been well documented. The
results of tests against the 1970 census at the State
level are contained in Series P-25, No. 520, while tests
for 1970 for counties are summarized in Series P-26,
No. 21, Briefly, the State estimates procedure averag-
ing Component Method Il and the Regression method
vielded 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

\

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. s
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 adminisirative records procedure for
selected areas has been conducted for the 1968-70
period as well as for 1970 to 1973. The test for
1968-70 focused on counties and cities in the 50,000
to 400,000 population range. The 1970-73 test relates
(1) to small areas under 20,000 population where
special censuses were taken specifically to test the
procedure and, (2) to other areas where special
censuses were available for use (none larger than
65,000). Comparisons were also available with other
sets of estirnates 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. |t 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 indeper;(fjent estimation systems.

Table A summarizes the percentage differences for
1973 at the State level between the administrative
records-based estimates and the Series P-256 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
It ‘ALl
en States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than
and over million 1.5 million
Average percent difference
(disregarding sign) ...eeioeinnrnnenannn 0.6 0.3 0.7 0.9
Number oOf StateS..siveeseerconsesnvescnne 51 16 18 17
with differences of:
Less than 1 percent......vovevevcocoacss 40 16 13 11
1 to 2 percent.esereeesresrecesvoconsccs 9 0 4 5
2 t0o 3 PErceNt.ceencoscesnrsssonsnossos 2 0 1 1

By region: Northeast 0.6 percent;

0.6 percent.

North Central 0.7 pezxcent;

South 0.6 percent;

West
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estimates. As can be noted, there is very close
agreement between the estimates, with the overall
average difference amounting to 0.6 percent. There
were no extreme variations in the estimates-—-all were
under 3 percent with no regional or directional biases
indicated. The final State estimates used in the
estimation system as “controls” for all other geo-
graphic areas represent an average of the estimates
from these two systems, thus further improving the
overall State totals.

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

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

There appears to be some regional variation in the
differences, but not unusually so. Since size of areas is
so important an element in the level of expected
accuracy of estimates, part of the regional differences
reflects regional size variation in the population of
counties. The number of differences in excess of 10
percent was not large (except for the smailest 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)

R ; 00 .
Counties with 1,000 or more population Counties
All with less
3 25,0 10,00 00
Items counties 50,000 » 000 ,000 11,0 than 1,000
Total or more to to to ulation
50,000 | 25,000 | 10,000 {P°P
Average percent difference
(disregarding signm)*........ 3.1 2.3 2.3 2.9 4.0 18.1
Number of counties or
equivalents.,................ 3,140 3,115 | 679 568 1,015 853 25
With differences of: :
Less than 1 percent...... 780 780 243 161 211 165 -
1 to 3 percent........... 1,195 1,193 282 255 411 245 2
3 to 5 percent........... 646 642 104 91 239 208 4
5 to 10 percent.......... 414 413 46 54 138 175 1
10 percent and over...... 105 87 4 7 16 60 18

~ Represents zero. :
xBy region: Northeast 1.9 percent; North Central 2.5 percent; South 3.2 percent; West 4.2

percent.




The 1968-70 Test. A test covering the two-year
period prior to the 1970 census and using the 1967 and
1969 Federal income tax returns covered 16 counties
-and eight cities ranging from 54,000 to 386,000
population.® These areas had had special censuses or
demonstrated accurate estimates available in the
vicinity of 1968 that could be used as a base for
evafuation. 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 CJ.

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

¢ 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,

Vii

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

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

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

(Base is census.

Period of estimates is 1968-70)

Population of
All Incor—
Item porated Counties 50,000
areas places Over to
200,000 100,000
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
befow 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
estimates did not fare as well for the 165 areas for
which special censuses had been taken at the request of
localities (table F). The average difference for all areas
was in excess of 10 percent {13.6); with the very
largest differences occurring for the very smallest of
areas. The difference is cut almost in half to 7.5
percent if we eliminate places of under 1,000 population
from consideration; the difference is further reduced to
less than 6 percent (5.9) when only places over 2,500
population are included. There was a strong negative
directional bias; all of the 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
difficuit 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 PCl {per capita income). Income
data and PCl 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 PCl estimates which were
built up from the 1970 census PC! are subject to
substantial sampling variability. In 90 percent of the
cases, the differences between the estimated PCl and
those obtained in the special censuses were within
sampling variability at the 95 percent level of confi-
dence. In effect, PCl 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.



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

(Base is special census)

Number of areas with differences of
Average
percent 10
Area differ- Under 3 3to5 5 to 10
ence? percent percent percent percent
) and over
All areas (86)'........ voes 5.9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (59)ciieesrucnsns 4.6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27)...... 8.6 6 5 6 10

1All areas have population of under 20,000,
?Disregarding sign.

Table E. AVERAGE PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS ESTIMATES
AND 86 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE, 1970 7O 1973

(Base is special census)

Distribution of differences between estimate
Average .
Total and special census
Rate of change, percent number of
7 i —
1970 to 1973 differ-| = laces |Less than| 3 to 5 |5 to 10 | 10 to 20 |20 percent
ence
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 to 5 percent....... 3.6 22 9 8 5 ~ -
5 to 10 percent...... 6.9 21 3 6 8 4 -
10 to 20 percent..... 10.6 17 3 1 3 9 21
20 to 30 percent..... 10.4 4 - 1 1 2 -
30 to 50 percent..... 7.2 1 - - 1 - -

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

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

(Base is special census)

A Number of areas with differences of
verage
Area percent
. .
difference! Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 | 10 percent
percent percent percent and over
ALY areas (16B).............. 13.6 48 25 26 66
1,000 to 65,000 (123).............. 7.5 46 25 23 29
Under 1,000 (42)......c0vninnnnnnn 31.4 2 - 3 37

'Disregarding sign.
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Table G. AVERAGE PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS
ESTIMATES AND 165 SPECIAL CENSUSES BY RATE OF POPULATION CHANGE,

1970 TO 1973

(Base is special census)

Distribution
Average Total of differ-
Rate of change,

1970 to 1973 percent . number ences between

difference of places estimate and

special census
All areas........ 13.6 165 165
Less than 3 percent.... 4.1 23 48
3 to 3 percent...... . 2.8 5 25
5 to 10 percent........ 6.5 19 26
10 to 20 percent....... 5.7 39 27
20 to 30 percent....... 8.9 23 11
30 to 50 percent....... 15.4 22 ’ 19
50 to 70 percent....... 25.5 12 9
70 to 100 percent...... 35.3 9 -
100 to 150 percent..... 44.1 7 -
150 to 200 percent..... 46.1 4 -
More than 200 percent.. 67.8 2 -

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

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

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

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




RELATED REPORTS .

The population estimates 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.
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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
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois
Indiana
Iowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri

No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
No.
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No.

No.
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No.

No.
No.

571
572
573
574
575
576
577
578
579
580
581
582
583
584
585
586
587
588
589
590
591
592
593
594
595

Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio

Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

o



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

figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change

(1970 population and related PCI ;
for PCH for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text)

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
POPULATION (DOLLARS)
AREA
JULY L1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) | (CENSUS) CHANGE
STATE OF (LOUISTANA,esosansesovavac 3 745 730 3 642 463 2,8 2 876 2 330 234
ACADTA PARISH. uoeossocooassanvanssos 52 649 52 109 160 2 248 1792 25,4
CHURCH POINT,uioevsssvsosnossoncsvoncrss 3 840 3 865 0,6 1 986 1575 26,1
CROWLEY s, e uvocoonoovsvonsossasosorotosat 15 950 16 104 “1,0 2 449 1 969 24.4
ESTHERWOOD , v s ovooveecsoarnsatosotsoancs 666 661 0,8 1 859 1 481 25,5
EUNTICE (PART )y oassoorcossonacarsronciss 109 112 2,7 2 152 1877 (NA)
10T A, e ueuncoooessascasosasoonssossosavss 1 250 1271 wlo 2 720 2 077 31,0
MERMENTAU . y o sasvorsoscarasosssnnntooasst 762 756 0,8 1749 1 393 25.6
MORSE « s o sooroonusesssrnsossonsnsssesnsss 764 759 0.7 1 993 1 588 25,5
RAYNE oy cvoussennovstonsavtsnscssnsosassy 9 561 9 510 0.5 2 161 1 784 21.1
ALLEN PARISH, (svvevsronvanssasssssas 20 509 20 794 wlo 4 2 207 1 809 22.0
ELTZABETHe w v evseasosononvononcssvsnsvaos 506 504 ) 2 452 2 001 22,5
KINDER 4 s avoseraosanesssososasarsnsossses 2 413 2 307 4,6 2 606 1 976 31,9
CAKDALE (|, uupennvesonssvasooasrsncsvonss & 866 7 3031 ~6,0 2 194 1792 22,4
OBERLIN, ;vaoevsacsssossootavssanssosasne 1 858 1 857 0,1 2 163 1 656 30,6
REEVES . 0 snaonsevsrssnrosssosotsnarasysas 216 214 0.9 2 222 2 828 (NAY
ASCENSION PARISH, v isaeonconcacanasss 39 486 37 086 6,5 2 572 2 097 22,7
OONALDSONVILLE v asuvrusannsosannvesnoones 7 354 7 367 -0,2 2 373 1 904 24,6
GONZALES s uvesonusasranontannsesvroscsas 4 758 4 512 5,5 3 328 2 660 25,1
SORRENTO . s evuennosnossronscroasorsoserys 1188 1182 0.5 2 269 1 803 25,8
ASSUMPTION PARISH. s esrvevnasensaras 20 060 19 654 2,1 2 072 1 617 28,1
NAPOLEONVILLE sy usussnssssovncnnsorssarss 961 1008 “4,7 3 198 2 521 2607
AVOYELLES PARISH, s essonursnssssssas 37 819 37 751 0.2 1 881 1 482 2649
BUNKIE , cevsononnnvoncrarsocessnansoranes 5 261 5 395 =25 2 219 1767 25,6
COTTONPORT v v asnansessosraverassrsvatonss 1 918 1 862 3,0 2 650 2 013 31,6
EVERGREEN, s usnvvssvonsaossorvavessannrer 305 307 -0,7 1900 3 217 (NAY
HESSMER . 4y uvosnonnsosrasaravosssnsasanas 4y9 454 ~1,1 1.900 1 352 (NA)
MANSURA, L ueavennrusosvoseravarasarsenvver 1 688 1 699 0,6 1520 1 264 20,3
MARKSVILLE s ussuovsnsasanasoressennnoarat 4 583 4 519 1.4 2 183 1 632 33,8
MOREAUVILLE s euuvsosnsnsnanae eraves 800 807 “0,9 2 us8 1 940 28,2
PLAUCHEVILLE svueuuvorsnorercvcarroncssss 223 224 -0, 4 1 900 1191 (NA}Y
SIMMESPORT 4 uvonnssssorsosnvevssonsunrosane 1 876 2 027 7.4 1 418 1184 19,8
BEAUREGARD PARISH, . evsnsrssaresssse 24 023 22 .888 5.0 z 672 2 213 20,7
DE RIODERywsaonossreassoaronossennonsnat 10 001 10 078 ) -0,8 2 854 2 392 19,3
MERRYVILLE t4unsuunnsnranssonnsanssonanss 1 306 1 286 1.6 2 469 2 060 | 19,9
BIENVILLE PARISH. ¢ asvevusssusonarye 15 638 16 024 2.4 2 046 1 654 23.7
ARCADIAs v avnsennavsovurvssnncunnsonesad 3 023 2 970 1.8 2 514 2 074 21,2
BIENVILLE . s euvoosorsssnvnersuspssonsoser 277 287 3,5 2 050 1 660 ' (NAY
BRYCELAND s s evraorerrsearravotsssrarasss 62 65 4,6 2 050 1 968 (NA)
CASTOR s yansnvonnvenotansosssaenatonoras 177 183 ~3,3 2 050 2 356 (NA)
GIBSLAND s vusvoonssssrensassnnsorsatares 1 346 1 380 ~2.5 2 087 1 644 26,9
JAMESTOWN. s e vvosassnsescerssonsarvosstes 147 153 ~3,9 2 050 1 478 (NA}Y
MOUNT LEBANON.  4ueusssssosssvencsranasar 98 102 ~3,9 2 050 2 627 (NAY
RINGGOLD, s s eoonvoneorsssesoroasnsrasntar 1671 1738 ~3,5 2 286 1 799 27.1
SALINE v svannssourprersonsnvescesreranes 295 307 3.9 2 050 1 159 (NA)
BOSSIER PARISH. taeevvoovsonsarerenas 66 723 63 703 4,7 2 827 2 284 23.8
BENTON . e unosnnssnoroeraasnesotnassenssss 1 351 1 493 ~9.5 2 420 1972 2247
BOSSTER CITYsnoeesesasonasonssasusnesras 42 896 41 595 3,1 3 075 2 480 24.0
HAUGHTON, sy v asvennnsnsnvaocsnnncssonsses 900 885 1,7 3 226 2 565 25.8
PLAIN DEALINGeeocraoscanessssosnesesarasr 1 259 1 300 3,2 2 985 2 310 29.2
SHREVEPORT (PART)uuvsrsnurosasrsssasatas 246 250 1,6 2 392 3 121 (NA)
CADDO PARISH.ssevoonsvosnassssesates 236 826 230 184 2.9 3 210 2 608 23,1
BELCHER . s s vosonsovansssessstansrsusssasen 485 482 0.6 2 448 3 347 (NA)
BLANCHARD 4 v nevnusarsorsassrnsssasorons 609 806 0.4 2 858 2 282 25,2
GILLTAM. s s s envnonvarovasensnssnsrearas 211 211 0.0 2 448 1 924 (NA)
GREENWOOD ., v vunnaosrnorsssssrcarssnnesr 211 212 =0,5 2 448 3 972 (NA)
HOSSTON. s s annnenassvssnorsoanscronasss 430 428 0,5 2 448 2 180 (NA)Y



Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCl)
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 CAPITA MONEY INCOME

POPULATION (DOLLARS)

AREA

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) | (CENSUS) CHANGE
IDA o s e eoeseseosnassssssssesvosoasbabtasss 370 370 0,0 2 448 2 068 (NA)
MOORINGSPORT e sevosocanoansosuasaresasss 832 83¢ 0.2 2 944 2 351 25,2
OIL CITYasnooovscsencsosascoosnsssanaved 909 907 0,2 2 519 2 012 25,2
RODESSA s yoonnoosassvosssnssosassosssaras 274 273 0.4 2 4us 2 232 (NA)
SHREVEPORT (PART)ssvceesussnsossonoensee 183 784 181 814 1.1 3 437 2 780 23,6
VIVIAN . convvooonnessssosnsssnassssasotos 4 012 4 ol6 ~0,8 2 732 2 283 19.7
CALCASIEU PARISH, oeavanosvasssoasce 149 258 145 415 2.6 2 995 2 468 21,4
DE QUINCY.yousuravossooonosoanassoacasss 3 476 3 448 0.8 2 673 2 205 21,2
TOWA, v svevacoosoanconstonossosnsssstarss 2 071 1 944 6,5 2 791 2 089 33,6
LAKE CHARLES, cuoaososesncanssoraaseassanss 74 795 77 998 “thy 1 3178 2 600 22,2
SULPHUR . 4 connonssvncosrscarsssassentasse 17 227 16 817 2.4 3 269 2 707 20,8
VINTON, o onnononosososs Ceereraneres 3 508 3 454 1.6 2 371 1941 22.2
WESTLAKE ;v ovaosvasunane Cenearatenas 4 300 4 082 5.3 2 782 2 326 19.6
CALDWELL PARISH:usseonesssssasoossoe 9 916 9 354 6,0 2 301 1 769 30,1
CLARKS 44 assonevsnnntassonctsossenossnoss 948 889 6,6 1 408 1073 31.2
COLUMBTIA 4 oeponcasevorasonorsaanusostasas 1 038 1 000 3,8 3 704 2 769 33,8
GRAYSON, o voneunasassssrsossasnssostatos 550 516 6,6 3 266 2 489 31.2
CAMERON PARISH,csvcoersssvsrunsscsne 8 873 . 8194 8.3 2 609 2 161 20,7
CATAHOULA PARISH, . oeqsunsananosssrsnss 11 601 11 769 “1,4 1913 1 552 23.3
HARRISONBURG , o 0savonassesorsansvorcseves 601 626 ~4,0 2 806 2 282 23,0
JONESVILLE s uuosunvarsovsacescsarasatnons 2 814 2 761 1.9 1 865 1 640" 13,7
SICILY ISLAND..c.ssecccavcssvsssasnssvsss 605 630 ~4,0 2 162 1 759 22,9
CLAIBORNE PARISH.esoossocaossonseres 16 099 17 024 ~5,4 2 188 1 764 2440
ATHENS 4 evsossooasarsonsosasosasssssasss 367 387 “5,2 2 232 2 521 (NA}
HAYNESVILLE s ueoonscancssosacorsssonoeonse 2 709 3 055 =11,3 2 696 2 064 30,6
HOMER v s v s oseosonscavanessoresossssstaset 4 404 4 483 -1.8 2 564 2 172 18,0
JUNCTION CITY (PART).uvcoeonconenssvores 149 159 -6,3 2 232 2 850 (NA)
LISBON, s as esavovansensssaserarsansassons 142 151 6,0 2 232 2 276 (NA)
CONCORDIA PARISH, . evsvesavssosacoves 21 391 22 578 “5,3 2 317 1891 22,5
CLAYTONG. 4 s ssoonconavesnonsorsnsessavates 1 041 1103 -5,6 1741 1 464 18,9
FERRIDAY , s ovasncansrasosocatosasasntases 4 627 5 239 11,7 2 307 1 830 26,1
RIDGECREST e vnsnasasnscsossrsasccratesas L 162 1 076 8.0 2 995 2 457 21.9
VIDALIAs ueovnvnousnoncncusrenanrooeresss 5 234 5 538 ~5,5 2 907 2 4o4 20,9
DE SOTO PARISH.esssscossoancnsonsses 22 503 20 764 -1, 2 233 17 25,7
GRAND CANE coveasasasssasosasuossansentss 280 284 1.4 2 256 3 231 (NA)
KEATCHIE , o vensoenoosenosasnssassaradsoas . 325 328 =0,9 2256 ° 1 961 (NA)
LOGANSPORT ¢4 g s svnoavasessssnaonaosssaros 1 391 1 330 4,6 2 664 2 194 21,4
LONGSTREET a4 vasovananossoonssaonserasss 182 182 0,0 2 255 1926 (NA)
MANSF IELD ., su v oosnvonnsosesonasasasuosted 6 845 6 432 6.4 2 798 2 300 21,7
SQUTH MANSFIELD . eeeancocoessosvavsonrat 434 . 439 ~1.1 2 256 1 364 : (NAY
STANLEY s v s esonocaccnsansonssosoonestaton 142 146 “2,1 2 255 1 705 (NA}
STONEWALL 4 oo ansanenonsosnsvsnnesaevsosss 545 551 -1, 2 571 2 047 25,6
EAST BATON ROUGE PARISH.soceseonssss 305. 060 . 285 167 7.0 3 471 2 839 22,3
BAKER 0 « s s aoeasasaoossossnstnvasoasstabas 10 368 8 281 25,2 3 201 2 647 20,9
BATON ROUGE METRO4suwossanssssonurssncas 289 734 271 922 6.6 3 480 2 846 22,3
ZACHARY ¢ 4 v ecnvncassanveoscssorssorsontar 4 958 4 964 ~0,1 3 5827 2 797 26.1
EAST CARROLL PARISHueueensesssenaras | 12 046 12 884 6,5 1 629 1 292 26,1
LAKE PROVIDENCE 4 yoaosvovonssnvsnasasasoe 5 904 6 183 “3,1 1731 1443 20,0
EAST FELICTIANA PARISH iasasansvessse 17 881 17 657 1.3 1733 1 386 25,0
CLINTON, soeavoasasanorvoerntvonnoassrstes 1 828 1 884 -3,0 2 948 2 147 37,3
JACKSON, s evuosnmssanscnsisocnsarsonsntse 4 0us 4 697 «13,9 1772 1 450 22.2
NORWOOD s s veavosanssesesasrsssveccrsesss 363 348 4,3 1 753 2 211 (NA)
SLAUGHTER . 4 apsaaansacs teresevesiiaas 603 580 4,0 2 134 1 683 26,8
WILSON . sawnvssoanvessoosasaraveassstoser 630 606 4,0 2 089 1 647 26,8




Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI)

FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS —Continued

figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change
for PCH for niaras of 500 or less are not applicable. See text)

(1970 population and related PC

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

POPULATION (DOLLARS)
AREA

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

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATEY | (CENSUS) CHANGE
EVANGELINE PARISH.eocooaussenvcnsooe 32 004 331 932 0.2 1 854 1 521 21,9
BASILE . uvonovsononvonconnnansocnonanoses 1708 1779 ~4,0 1 558 1361 14,5
CHATALIGNIER. y4qvoasansovsonaes 370 365 1.4 1 852 1 083 (NA&Y
MAMOU ., ¢ 0ssoosonssonssvonsosassonsasasas 3171 3278 “3,2 1937 1 600 2144
PINE PRATRIE ,veessoenrsnsvoctusosucosnses 519 515 0,8 2 196 1 804 21,7
TURKEY CREEK,.ovsovavsoscsooossocsosnsas 286 280 244 1 852 2 363 (NAY
VILLE PLATTE eavevurncusooonosocavssonas 9 238 9 692 wlh 7 1 860 1-622 14,7
FRANKLIN PARISH. \ ' ceevoceoarvsonaons 23 599 23 946 wlo b 1 840 1 485 2648
BASKIN, e oonanseonasssssovonossopnanossasos 173 177 “2,3 1 860 2 132 (NA)
BILBERT susovvorsenasatonecavonasnvascoas 728 746 “2,4 2 187 1683 28,2
WINNSBORO . s cvapsnccnnsosnconveosasonnsae 5 336 5 349 -0,2 2 314 1 788 29,4
WISNER . w uneovavernsconsntonsenvossoanee 1 254 1 339 b, 3 2 228 1 801 23,7
GRANT PARISH, yoseesovsoncnasnoncves 13 985 13 671 2,3 2 167 1736 24,8
COLFAXonosvanrorenonusorsnoonnosnsaontss 1837 1 892 “2,9 2 039 1 719 18,6
DRY PRONG.4aasenasssvsssssssnsososasarss 358 352 1.7 2 217 2 565 (NA)
GEORGETOWN, o ungunssscnessssonsanoaasases 310 306 1.3 2 217 1735 (NA)
MONTGOMERY s ¢ s ssvrousovacsusasossnsosates 936 923 1.4 2 139 1 666 28,4
POLLOCK s esavconsavcossscavsconavencnsogs 346 341 1.5 2 217 2 429 (NA
IBERIA PARISH, e essncecossonsonasss 58 976 57 397 2.8 2 423 2 003 21,0
DELCAMBRE (PART 4o vausssononasscososanes 813 775 4,9 2 174 1 780 2244
JEANERETTE s svoasevosorosssnonnosnsanst 6 496 6 322 2,8 2 182 3 723 26,6
LOREAUVILLE . sevesonvesrsvorrssnssannssns 746 728 2,5 2 851 2 334 22.2
NEW IBERIAuuseovarsnacosoncsosnsnoavoses 30 674 30 147 1.7 2 625 2 183 20,2
IBERVILLE PARISH, . vavsoovesnssvansen 30 415 30 746 w1l 2 237 1 795 24,6
GROSSE TETEessonsovonsesosonssnoncasenes 701 710 =1,3 2 183 1 744 25,2
MARTNGOUIN s vvsovesrvsossonnnconssenerss 1339 1 365 -1,9 2 328 10732 34,4
PLAQUEMINE y o s eusuosnnsvsasssasvsosaseres 7 883 7 739 1.9 2 947 2 388 23.4
ROSEDALE.evensnsnane seresesuatan 614 621 “l,1 2 076 1 658 25.2
WHETE CASTLE .. yvserveserecvrnooranonanne 2 261 2 206 2,5 2 421 1775 36.4
JACKSON PARISH, s eovenvsnsneosansean 16 091 15 963 0,8 2 657 2 127 24,9
CHATHMAN . ¢ e aanvneonasvvonnaoaseoasnnasss 827 827 0,0 3791 1 439 24,5
EAST HODGE.... 363 363 0,0 2 656 1 816 (NA)
EROS, suonsnes 164 164 0,0 2 656 1 863 (NA)
HODGE o s ovsvonssonvasenanvns 816 818 -0.2 3 016 2 423 24,5
JONESBORO, vevsssassossnossssssssansresee 4 812 5 072 ~5,1 3 188 2 595 22,9
NORTH HODGE . s eyvrosnonnoorsssssoasssserns 639 640 -0,2 3 188 2 B61 24,5
QUITMANG s s asusernnnesvovavorasssaneaasss 169 169 0.0 2 656 3 472 (NA)
JEFFERSON PARISH, venvsnooassansvace 381 530 338 229 12,8 3 672 3 026 21.3
GRAND ISLE.cevssssonvocssnosstsncsascnss 2 264 2 236 1.3 3 228 2 687 20,4
GRETNA e sssmsasvnnnonvorosassssoanstaess 26 128 24 875 5,0 3 141 2 569 2243
RARAHAN . e s v snoonnossarnvevassssnnsnnesss 12 972 13 037 =0,5 3 684 2 920 26,2
JEAN LAFITTE (uyeieponnonvcansranensnonss 608 539 12.8 2 ¢24 1 662 21.8
KENNER , s anssovarpoenanusssrsasncaspoesspt 42 543 26 858 42,5 2 878 2 392 20,3
HESTWEGD . vuusasnaansvrvoncorasssananaset 12 467 11 402 9.3 2 714 2 264 19,9
JEFFERSON DAVIS PARISHessassnooveres 29 508 29 554 ~0,2 2.362 1895 24,6
ELTONGevevsonsossnassonnaronsonnpontases 1 502 1 898 “6,0 1 848 1 546 19,5
FENTON ¢ asuvuananansronvosorearoseanstos 400 404 =1,0 2 278 1038 (NA)
JENNINGS, sy euoannoasnsovancsasveocunnses 11 300 11 783 4,1 2 465 2 090 17,9
LAKE ARTHUR . s vasuvssrrevssnansonssocnrses 3 568 3 851 0.5 2 330 1 875 24,3
WELSH s v svnanvornsncnsonosonasnansansnes 3 169 3203 -1 2 190 1811 20.9
LAFAYETTE PARISH,ysosesrusonesvsvsons 119 337 111 643 6.9 3 043 2 454 24,0
BROUSSARD e v ovesasnonssososerosnsanssonss 1916 1707 12,2 2 444 1891 29.2
CARENCROuovvverrsennsvssncs Cesenenar 2 501 2 302 8,6 2 522 2 035 23,9
DUSONs soseosnorasaasvsasenr seveear 1255 1199 4,7 1 808 1 441 25,5
LAFAYETTE .y e vsunesoranssass weenvoae 73 153 68 908 6.2 3 228 2 587 24,8
SCOTTuveargennsssnnonsoossssaonessassnss 1 593 1 334 19,4 2 508 2 055 22,0
YOUNGSVILLE ¢ onsanoersosoaoscanosnaseony 1 024 1 002 2,2 2 035 1519 34,0




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

(1970 population and related PC! 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 INCOMF
POPULATION (DOLLARS)
AREA

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

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) | (CENSUS) CHANGE
LAFOURCHE PARISH,scassosnsnsnnasases 71 636 68 941 3.9 2 665 2 163 25.2
GOLDEN MEADOW, s soncsnasocoscosassssvaoan 2 4u4 2 681 -8,8 2 984 2 571 1641
LOCKPORT 4 vovsessnsososvsscrvsasnsncnsss 2 46l 2 398 2.8 3 198 2 530 26,4
THIBOBAUX. oo usovcosssansssossonsacssnssse 15 979 15 028 6,3 2 886 2 306 25,2
LA SALLE PARISH,.seosesoacasosssasnue 14112 13 295 6,1 2 408 1933 24.6
UENA4 e vuenvsacasesosacsacrosaeansratonss 2 493 2 431 2,6 3 645 2 673 36 .4
OllAusoreavoosueccoeroorsonransausnocasae 1534 1 387 10,6 2 481 2 025 22,8
TULLOS . sesevvsoossasssocetssssrraoavsons 634 600 5,7 3 188 2 552 24,8
URANIA, 4 sasnsssncsoscusosnssoasscssasns 922 874 5,5 2 340 1875 4.8
LINCOLN PARISH, sersssscatasarsscoss 36 118 33 800 6,9 2 617 2 108 24,1
CHOUDRANT . v v cocvssorassossssnsaessossnes sa4 555 5,2 2 732 2 216 23,3
DOWNSVILLE (PART)sysseovncosucscansosnne 42 38 10,5 2 133 1331 (NA)
DUBACH, 4 sesaorsrsossoorcssnsosanasenasne 1139 1 096 3,9 2 942 2 201 33,7
GRAMBLING, ,auvysroesossosvacsssvssstarse 4 597 4 407 4,3 1 833 1 559 17.6
RUSTON,  escssesnonsatscasscncasususacas 18 887 17 365 8,8 3 082 2 463 25,1
SIMSBORO ¢y e voaoarconsvmononveoonssopsns 434 4iz 5,3 2 133 2 682 (NA)
LIVINGSTON PARISH. eostsrenouvsnnses 39 747 36 511 8,9 2 604 2 115 ' 23,8
ALBANY .4 v uevsasanasssscansbasasavasaree 753 700 .6 2 318 1878 23,6
DENHAM SPRINGS.wessevsesonsreoscararases 7 100 6 752 5,2 3 032 2 439 28,3
FRENCH SETTLEMENT . ouyesaoseresoonsnsasns 721 670 7.6 2 583 2 088 23,7
KILLIAN G ey oaoas teseeenranes 315 293 7.5 2 615 1634 (NA)
LIVINGSTON, . ovesen crscscssanarst 1334 1 398 4,6 2 468 1 870 32,0
PORT VINCENT 4 ouuspnnserenssoveranaensns 416 387 7,5 2 615 2 586 (NA)
SPRINGFIELD . ¢uvosonsasesnsvonoesnsatase 455 423 ) 2 615 1999 (NAY
HALKER .4 esunensossnessosesotosaontnsetss 1 562 1 552 0.6 2 22t 1874 18.5
MADISON PARISH, ouevsoononassososanss 14 677 15 065 ~2.8 1944 1 520 27.9
DELTAceocnurosesanossoeratsnnossaeatosen 148 153 3,3 1949 1935 (NA)
MOUND s e s paaensarncssnsosssssssvoanansans 75 78 -3,8 1 949 1 561 {NA)
RICHMOND 44 sesnsanensatcraansssninsotarss 55 56 ~1,8 1 949 1 520 (NAY
TALLULAN, ¢ s nsvsaracasaosssossorarytnsns 9 407 g 643 ~2.4 2 041 1 550 31,7
MOREHOUSE PARISH.cesssaraoavassansas 32 480 32 463 0,1 2 192 1 758 24,7
BASTROP . s voccavavarovoresssonassacosrss 14 489 14 713 ~1,5 2 445 1 939 26,1
BONITA, e vsosmonantoreversoarnnanaoasasas 529 533 -0,8 1 598 1270 25,8
COLLINSTON, s usvaasnsesarssornssnaonsaons 392 397 ~1,3 2 014 1 330 (NA)Y
MER ROUBE, s iveossrureonssossvasnessetssss 811 819 =1,0 3 p64 2 435 25.8
QAK RIDGE, 4y snavavosoaasssasaonsesavoe 274 276 ~0.7 2 ot 2 559 (NA)Y
NATCHITOCHES PARISH. sovacsocasnsavos 35 767 35 219 1.6 2 006 1 654 21,3
ASHLAND s e v sooosoavascssossorsossocssasss 213 211 0.9 1714 2 624 (NAY
CAMPTI v enoascroonsarvbassvresansirasasoras 1 081 1 078 0,3 1 831 1459 2545
CLARENCE s s oveuonvssevasnvsoscatsoasosoan 452 44y 0.9 1 714 1165 (NA}Y
GOLDONNA, esevnistusuavsoeanatanas 340 337 0,9 174 2 006 (NA)
NATCHE Zu ya g0 uenonnssasnnaassosooneannass 358 354 1,1 1714 1 654 {NA)
NMATCHITOUHES sa v poseossvasesscoonrasessn 16 605 15 974 4,0 2 386 1953 22,2
POWHATAN,  vovoveusnososevovsororeasansone 279 277 0,7 1714 1098 (NA)Y
PROVENCAL . 4 ovesorasnssssssnsessuonessens 535 530 0,9 1942 1 593 21,9

RODELINE 40 s oo nosusnoessisnsstasnsnsasod 277 274 1.1 174 194y (NA
ORLEANS PARSH (PART) sovesasancsonsos 573 479 593 471 ~3,4 3 319 2 705 22.7
MEW ORLEANS. . osccovsarssssorcsssvocorvus 573 479 593 471 -3, 4 3 319 2 705 22.7
GUACHITA PARISH. sovonosrnsacvornsnas 124 817 115 387 5,6 2 866 2 318 2346
MONROE . 4 yvnenonnessaarssssasananosntotos 58 525 56 374 3,8 2 987 2 334 28,0
STERLINGTON, o v yavraosrosarsssoioasonvedas 1 o847 1118 6,4 3 399 2 606 30,4
WEST MONROE .4 s savsasavecsosennvaunstatns 15 537 14 868 4,5 3 270 2 623 24,7
PLAQUEMINES PARISH,  yvoucvonrsonsonon 25 517 25 225 1.2 2 891 2 338 23.7
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI)
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS —Continued

figures may reflect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change

. (1970 population and related PC 2 u
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text)
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
POPULATION (DOLLARS)
AREA

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

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

POINTE COUPEE PARISHisersavssccsssos 21 830 22 002 «0,8 1 945 1 533 26,9
FORDOCHE 44 coosocavsscseacernsbannrvonsar 480 488 wleb 1 963 2 033 - (NA}
LIVONIAs . anvoacvavooscssosesnnncaruvatad 603 611 ~1,3 2 371 1 851 28,1
MORGANZA ;4 canesoaseoassosnosoasvasscnon? 825 836 ~1,3 2 083 1 627 28,0
NEW ROADS . y0cauvosvsessnosasusarcssinsss 4 217 3 945 6,9 2 122 1712 23.9
RAPIDES PARISM, 4 0000000 0000sossssss 123 222 118 078 4,4 2 626 2 109 24,5
ALEXANDRIAcsscassooossnsonssssnsassrasat 43 420 41 811 3,8 2 975 2 344 26,9
BALL eoocnonnsosonanesosasosonnsaescotat 1 698 8 1 642 3.4 2 605 2 101 24,0
BOYCE 4 v v envoasvsonnansosaseonosnorsbosas 1 303 1 240 5,1 1 900 L 409 34,8
CHENEYVILLE, sovonsascoaossocoassososassn 1043 1082 “3,6 1 768 3 241 42,5
FOREST HILL., hesssonsost 382 370 3.2 2 358 2 287 (NAY
GLENMORA, s savovon veeounen 1 694 1 651 2,6 1912 1 516 26,1
LECOMPTE s aueosnoavecasssonasovasasanuoss 1 524 1 518 0,4 2 205 1637 34,7
MCNARY o 0o ovoasncsnavasosvsoanonsorssnsas 249 220 13,2 2 333 1 828 (NA)
PINEVILLE s yvonossononcosvnssoonsnsanonss 10 822 9 643 12,2 2 970 2 280 30,3
TIOGAauarnosossnnassonsnsasasnsasosates 196 189 3,7 2 358 3 224 (NA)
WOODWORTH v ssaosoecssoasssonnenossorses 423 409 3.4 2 358 1 440 (NA)
RED RIVER PARISH.eevovvosontersnrvsr 9 148 9 226 ~0,8 1 954 1 547 26.3
COUSHATTA ucvanvnnurovnssessonoccsesnter 1 518 1 492 1.7 2 84} 2 149 32,2
EDGEFIELD, yauonsosanarvosassonsassnssves 199 201 -1,0 2 001 2 289 (NA)
HALL SUMMIT.4sueascunsvoorosonanocssanss 189 190 «0,5 2 001 1 839 (NA)
MARTIN, ¢ vouovanosnavosrsanosvsnasvassnns 415 416 =0,2 2 001 1952 (NAY
REICHLAND PARISH. ,vvvsvovavqssrssasss 22 082 21 774 1.4 2 089 1 607% 28,1
DELHI cvvosoovcsssaencssconsossavasssovns 3 112 2 887 7,8 2 538 2 198 15,5
MANGHAM . a0 yosasons crvereratasiras 554 544 1,8 3 212 2 508 28,1
RAYVILLE s oovssncacancsnsosvonnatescravss 4 147 3 962 4,7 2 216 1742 27.2
SABINE PARISH. oosavenvsavnassuonese 18 798 18 638 0,9 2 079 1 650 ’ 26,0
CONVERSE 4o asaossnansotsonsoseaosssssanss 377 . 375 0.5 2 098 2 099 (NA}
FLORIEN oo osossnosnavaessosnssassnsscsss 640 639 0,2 2 413 1 905 26,7
FISHER ,uueusassvseesasonsorveasseraonrae 191 191 0,0 2 o098 1 744 (NA)
MANY s 0y avo 3 227 3 112 3,7 2 903 2 219 30,8
NOBLE ¢ svusas 211 209 1,0 2 098 1 984 (NA)
PLEASANT HILLesovosaeussronroone 829 826 0,4 2 200 1737 L2647
ZHOLLE o uuvenerorrvocsasosasennssonsones 2 165 2 169 ~0.2 1 605 1331 20,6
ST BERNARD PARISH, . vsssveossaorsonse 57 004 51 185 11.4 3 209 2 626 22,2

ST CHARLES PARISH.uosesnansrsrorvnas 31 406 29 550 6,3 2 847 2 313 23,1

ST HELENA PARISH. snsvssronvasarsoes 9 306 9 937 6,4 1 709 1 329 28,6
GREENSBURG.csvesscsssrnvorrrosasacrtssar 612 652 ~6,1 1 878 1 413 32.9
MONTPELTER suuuosassoassoversssocnenessen 198 211 6,2 1771 3 327 (NA)
ST JAMES PARISH. . esssssanvassrsonrss 19 088 19 733 “3,3 2 320 1 768 31,2
GRAMERCY s o vssonsosnvasnsronsrsossrnassrnn 2 553 2 567 ~0,5 3 157 2 480 27,3
LUTCHER w s evnosonvesvsssncsroconsrorasos 3 811 3911 ~2.6 2 558 1 876 36,4
ST JOHN THE BAPTIST PARISH,..eesevus 24 983 23 813 4,9 2 388 1 883 26.8

ST LANDRY PARISH.svovsovvansseesenns 81 007 80 364 0.8 1952 1 548 26,1
ARNAUDVILLE (PART)yavvussennssnsasonarss 1227 1 350 20,8 2 182 1 696 28,7
CANKTON. v veusnonnossteensasonassontasns 261 260 0.4 1703 999 (NA)
EUNICE (PART).oavvrsonsnsassronnsocsnanss 11 452 11 278 1.5 2 386 1 953 22,2
GRAND COTEAU.4svseasosusssnnnsannsonatss 1 231 1 301 ~5,4 2 311 1633 41,5
KROTZ SPRINGS.,eeessacncersenserssevsces 1392 1 435 ~3,0 2 254 2 123 6.2
LEONYILLE s sveassavacesossesrssencsanavon 514 512 0,4 1 729 1 369 26,3
MELVILLE ., cuavsovass 1 836 1 987 ~7.6 1 710 1 548 10,5
OPELOUSAS . sovsavernsarsssraseansnse 20 063 20 387 -1.6 2 319 1 805 28,5




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

d PCI flgures 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)

(1970 population and relate

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
POPULATION (DOLLARS)
AREA
JULY 1, 1973 APRIL L, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) | (CENSUS) CHANGE
.
PALMETTO 4o esonsessosnsassentorsconsonses 312 312 0,0 1703 1737 (NA)
PORT BARRE .« couorsonsscrescocsnsatnsosns 2 169 2 133 1.7 1 805 1533 17.7
SUNSET 4 useovovocassanessasdsnasssatotos 1 633 1675 “2,5 1 860 1 479 25.8
WASHINGTON . o ¢ s ovooossonossosasoscrssnns 1 403 1873 4,8 1 620 1 281 26,5
ST MARTIN PARISH.eesaersusvsasassons 33 385 32 453 2,9 1 888 1492 26,5
ARNAUDVILLE {PART)oosvovennoasosaasnscss 128 123 4,1 1 882 1532 (NA)
BREAUX BRIDGE ‘4 oensvoosonstonnssevegrss 4 789 4 942 ~3,1 2 469 1 932 27,8
HENDERSON, 4o s soesrasoensncssesoncsnensss 1151 1107 4,0 1 723 1 568 9.9
PARKS ¢\ v s asocusasasassnssssussonsnsenss 502 : 491 2,2 1 882 1242 (NAj
ST MARTINVILUE +esencnianvecsannosssanas 7 434 . 7 153 3.9 1 906 1 451 31,4
ST MARY PARISH, .essseasvonnansisens 61 747 60 752 1.6 2 625 2 167 21.1
BALDWIN. 4 aseeasonsaorossuorsarsosecassns 2 285 2 117 7.9 2 420 2 034 19,0
BERWICK 4 o eseonsnnscarsssnstorsanvssasas 4 182 4 168 0,3 2 690 2 344 14,8
FRANKLIN, s 0oessnnsssssoesssssvasseeratas 9 133 9 325 “2,1 2 492 2 060 21,0
MORGAN CITY.uooeuonoureoeansanssarsssoss 17 060 16 586 2,9 2 980 2 455 21,4
PATTERSON, casoncssonoes 4 587 4 409 4,0 2 727 2 175 25,4
ST TAMMANY PARISH,ssvevesenssoasnsas 70 587 63 585 11,0 3 127 2 575 21,4
ABITA SPRINGS,sasstveresessanennsesnins 924 839 10,1 2 692 2 216 21.5
COVINGTON, s v nasesrsoseocosenvnenssnsnns 7 786 7 170 8,6 3 164 2 449 29,2
FOLSOM, 4 ueeoovacarsnncrnasssnssontssatas 276 249 10,8 3 017 2 069 (NA)
MADISONVILLE, veee teeoe 885 801 10.5 3 461 2 850 21,4
HANDEVILLE 1 v s onnnsesneenneinennrenenenn 3 069 2 571 19,4 3 420 2 716 25,9
PEARL RIVER.esvessanvenvrsasorsrusosnses 1 390 1 364 2,1 2 870 2 304 24,6
SLIDELL . cusevsrnancssnsosrsssesautsnaons ‘18 207 16 101 13,1 3 462 2 839 21,9
SUMG e e avovovssososnrsrnesesnssesnesnsns 317 288 10,1 3 017 1 540 (NA)
TANGIPAHOA PARISH. o s iecrernncrvsnsns 68 102 65 875 3,4 2 104 1 707 23,3
AMITE CITYuesovosoosasaoscasscesasnsassr 3 724 3 593 3.6 2 274 1 824 24,7
HAMMOND 4 s o s soenornnresonarsnsnsstssarss 12 508 12 487 0.2 2 477 2 057 20,4
INDEPENDENCE , ¢ o vusoussesssotnsosatesssos 1 697 1 770 -G, 1 2 227 1826 22,0
KENTWOOD 4« o s ssovascucoesanctnessatssntas 2 573 2 736 6,0 2 072 1574 31,6
PONCHATOULA 4 e vnasessosrssesssnsonasarss 4 804 4 545 5,7 2 386 - 1917 24,5
. 1236 1 273 -2,9 1 764 1 452 21,5
TANGIPAHOA +evverraerres 486 469 3.6 2 017 1 395 (NA)
TICKFAW. covevrorncrscosrasssrscsarseatae 383 370 3.5 2 017 1347 (NAY
TENSAS PARISH. ecsnesvesrrsesscriees 9 060 9 732 6,9 1 6ub 1 248 31,7
NEWELLTON, s ouvpoaronrnssosasnennasssaras 1373 1 403 “241 1 783 1 427 24,9
ST JOSEPH, sucsevcssencasasntosarsorsaons 1 803 1 864 -3,3 1691 1 398 21,0
WATERPROOF ¢ 4 0o eoovascssonsasntannsassnes 1 325 1438 -7,9 1 554 1 105 40.6
TERREBONNE. PARISH s 0csensonnasnssnss 80 458 76 049 5,8 2 654 2 183 21,6
HOUMA ¢ 4 s v e sononsesssosncsnstesscasssasos 30 551 30 922 “1,2 3 252 2 529 28,6
UNION PARISH, i osevesnacrrssconsssses 18 822 ig 447 2.0 2 251 1 835 22,7
BERNICE 4 sy vassanasnsnsnssersasassesssves 1 663 1794 1,3 2 464 2 006 22,8
DOWNSYILLE (PART) ¢unrseenceravsossssatas 128 122 2.5 2 239 1 533 (NA}
FARMERVILLE . .o goaspavenosvososocasasatos 3 594 3 416 5,2 2 238 1 863 20,1
JUNCTION CITY (PART),tesrsenensaasncarsn 581 574 1.2 3 087 2 532 21,9
LILLTE s v ecssrosscasuansassvsossasaintor 163 160 1.9 2 239 1 378 (NA)
MARION 4 0o s sasncunensusasssntossanoanstas 807 796 1,4 2 095 1718 21,9
SPEARSYILLE cascnesasnosonnnrscennsosanss 200 197 1.5 2 239 1 B74 (NA)
VERMILION PARISH,4voocssnvecaoisssas 43 761 43 074 1.6 2 513 1975 27.2
ABBEVILLE 440 oepooonsssercaasncnsassosons 12 466 12 336 [ 2 488 2 025 22.9
DELCAMBRE (PART) i ouuseressntassacsntorss 1 as1 1 200 2.6 1902 1 604 18,6
ERATHo s e s vsesouoevasasassnsoncansonsnsss 2 132 2 oz4 5.3 2 568 1996 - 28,7
GUEYDAN . 4 s osavsovesnnsesnssosnsonsoopsas 1 882 1 98y -5,1 2 863 2 199 30,2
KAPLAN, ¢ v e ecevcossncassnssssnonratanarae 5 508 5 540 ~0.6 2 556 2 030 25,9
MAURICE 4 g o savonnasassssosnnasssaotansone 483 476 1.5 2 528 1 883 | (NA)
VERNON PARISH, s ovasrcsvonsoencsrnans 42 602 53 794 ~20,8 3 403 2 423 28,2
HORNBECK g a2 ssssoornssssnasvsacassrsanron 555 525 5,7 2 287 1773 29,0
LEESVILLE e uoasonesarararsantasnontssotes 8 541 8 928 4,3 2 795 2 114 32,2
NEWLLAND s o ssvensarsoncasasssnesaasisnrae 1 874 1 800 4,1 2 789 2 223 25,5
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCl)
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS —Continued

(1970 population and related PCl figures may refiect 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 INCOME
POPULATION (DOLLARS}
AREA e

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

(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) | (CENSUS) CHANGE
ROSEPINE 44 sosvoonosonsnnossoncssnsesntos 621 587 5,8 3 108 2 409 29,0
SIMPSON . 1 suesresnvasvrnossonssvnassnasse 520 491 5,9 3 127 2 394 (NA)
WASHINGTON PARISHu s venvonsvovnssasye 42 937 41 987 2.3 2 475 2 003 23,6
ANGTE 4 e vsasorunnonoarvoonnonsosnsvoeson 327 317 3,2 2 221 1754 (NA)
BOGALUSA, yveuscessnnarvovsssorosasororan 18 912 18 412 2,7 2 796 2 180 28,73
FRANKLINTON ¢ o ¢ 40 teoonnsonrovaocnansanne 3 616 3 562 1,5 2 304 1 849 24,6
VARNADO, v e aeecroavoosrsevesoasanonnsnsas 330 320 3,1 2 221 1637 (NA)
WEBSTER PARISH,suvseoeenonanuvanaeas 39 946 39 939 6.0 2 617 2 201 18,9
COTTON VALLEY oureounsvrocsvonasoonncngs 1 188 1261 -5,8 2 383 2 026 17,6
CULLEN, 4y vuenevanonraressosvorsvorsceasys L 817 1 956 “Tal 2 165 1793 20,7
DIXIE INN(yueousncnvocororonoscoasosssge 456 456 0.0 2 547 2 363 (NAY
DOYLINE L s o vuovunnsrnorsonosonsocnsasnons 719 716 0.4 2 626 2 197 19,5
DUBBERLY . 4 suveonanvasrionssannosrsnensas 213 212 0.5 2 547 2 079 (NA)
HEFLIN, o000 Creennranenaran 313 314 “0,3 2 547 1748 (NA)
MINDEN, i evaneusasovorososooonennescases 14 177 13 996 1.3 2 749 2 321 18,4
SAREPTA, 4 suavsasannnasvossnsnsssconsnsps 887 882 0.6 3218 2 692 19,5
SHONGALOO, v s vavaoonarsrsonsrsssnsossane 173 173 0,0 2 547 2 490 (NA)
SIBLEY . s s vueconsosnnssssensussssasasasos 872 869 0,3 1 853 1 550 1945
SPRINGHILL v s s earaacorsaceronsoaonnnnanys 6 192 | 6 496 ~4,7 3 235 2 732 18,4
WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH,,.svseweroys 17 258 16 864 2.3 2 304 1 55 24,2
ADDIS.  oyuenvesrasnsnsnnssonssessrasatys 752 724 3.9 2 259 1817 4.3
BRUSLY LANDING, s, uuouoroacosanerasnansas 1332 1 282 3,9 2 350 1837 27.9
PORT ALLEN, cuesornacrrsonrosronsasorsses 6 120 5 728 6,8 2 649 2 169 22,1
WEST CARROLL PARISH . evevrunrononves 12 892 13 028 -1,0 2 015 1662 21,2
EPPS, v sanssecesssspnesatnrassnanasssnsns 449 448 0.2 2 035 2 041 (NAY
FOREST s sunonsnsennorssnasansnunnsssnsss 222 221 0.5 2 035 2 535 (NA)
KILBOURNE . 4 vvensnposnsnvrssnsnsssarnens 371 370 0,3 2 035 1 506 (NA}
OAK GROVE 4o nsssarnsrrovnnovannsosesrsos 2 049 1 980 3.5 2 685 2 338 14,8
PIONEER .. s ysvssoenosasannosnscnsseosonsn 189 188 0.5 2 035 1165 (NA
WEST FELICIANA PARISHuuwsesuwvrsanes 10 397 10 761 ~3.4 1291 1 022 26,3
ST FRANCISVILLE . i seurnrnrarsosnnnensssoss 1835 1 603 14,5 2 669 2 219 20.3
HINN PARISH. s esvusrerernarvonsononse 16 748 16 369 2.3 2 477 2 021 22.6
CALVIN, o v evusrsnocenranssonnsonanssnsns 293 286 2.4 2 447 1 463 (NA)
DODSON, 44 vusanivasansssnssssssneasassess 470 457 2.8 2 447 1 584 (NA)
SIKES, , cuvunsrrsnvaverasosossnnssrnonsns 243 237 2,5 2 447 ’ 1 840 (NA)
HINNFIELD s s nouoenvnvnianvnnnsnannaronas 7 094 7 142 -0,7 2 335 1907 22.4

MULTI=COUNTY PLACES ! '
ARNAUDVILLE y tevunasnusnsssanaresasenaras 1 355 1673 ~19,0 2 154 . 1685 27.8
DELCAMBRE 4 4 s v s uvusroursonsononnnonesonns © 2 044 1975 3.5 2 010 \ 1 665 20,7
DOMNSYILLE v svsvsnnersunasssarssnenensos 167 160 4.4 2 212 l'1 499 (NA}
0 £ 11 561 11 390 1.5 2 384 1 952 2241
JUNCTION CITYusuuiiuvuonnensnnnsananarsn 730 733 -0,4 2 912 k 2 591 12,4
SHREVEPORT 4 s v svusovnarssonsnonoanonrones 184 030 182 064 1L, 3 436 | 2 780 23,6
IN THE 1969 PCl COLUMN

NOTE! IN THE PERCENT CHANGE COLUMN 0,0 REPRESENTS NO CHANGE.OR & CHANGE OF LESS THAN .G,05 PERCENT.
MOY LINDICATES THAT NO VALUE WAS SHOWN BECAUSE IT DID NOT MEET PUBLICATION STANDARDS,



