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

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

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

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

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

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

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

2 Under the Act allocations at the State level are based on 
the interaction of "tax effort," population, and per capita 
income. Below the State level the allocations are essentially 
determined by "tax effort" and per capita income, although 
population is used as a constraint and for deriving control 
totals for income aggregates. For a detailed discussion of the 
methodologies used in updating population, per capita income, 
and "tax effort" for Federal revenue sharing allocations and of 
the allocation process see U.S. Bureau of the Census, Census 
Tract Papers, Series GE-40, No.1 0, "Statistical Methodology 
of Revenue Sharing and Related Estimate Studies," U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 1974" 
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net migration) estimated separately. To the 1970 
census population base for each area the following 
components were added: 

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

2. An estimate of net migration developed from 
individual administrative records; and 

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

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

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

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

Natural Increase. For the natural increase compo
nent, annual births 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 Aajustment 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 npt migration rate for each geographic 
area for the esti mati on 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 years (excluding exemptions for age and blind
ness). 

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

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

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

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



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

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

Other Adjustments. For areas of under 1,000 popu
lation, the net migration rates used in the estimation 
process were not those derived specifically for each 
area; rather the overall county migration rate was used. 
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 estimate~ were also merged with 
estimates for geographic areas provided by State 
a!:lencies 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 estirnate 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. 
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County estimates in turn were adjusted to be 
consistent with independent State estimates published 
by the Census Bureau in Current Population Reports, 
Series P-25, No. 533, in which the administrative 
record-based estimate was averaged with the P-25 type 
estimate. s 

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES 
METHODOLOGY 

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

Total money income is the sum of: 

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

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

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

Receipts from the following sources are not in
cluded as income: Money received from the sale of 
personal property; capital gains; the value of income 
"in kind" suph 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 alld 1972 Federal income tax 
returns, and a special set of State and county money 
income estimates prepared by the Bureau of Economic 

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

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

For the county estimates, the same general tech
nique was used except that, instead of carrying forward 
the 1970 census aggregates, the per capita amount for 
each income type was brought forward. The updating 
of per capita amounts rather than aggregates was done 
to minimize any errors in the PCI estimates due to 
errors in the assignment of geocodes to the 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 PCI esti mate. 

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

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

Municipalities subordinate to minor civil divi· 
sions. The PCI esti mates for these places with a 1970 
population of 500 or more were made by applying 
rates of changes for the entire MCD to the 1970 census 
estimates for these areas. For such places with a 1970 
population of less than 500, the PCI 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 INCOM 
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 non money income which are not included 
in th€ census definition. Wages received in kind; the 
value of food and fuel produced and consumed on 
farms; the net rental value of owner-occupied homes 
and farm dwellings; imputed interest; property income 
received by mutual life insurance companies; self
administrated pension trust funds; and nonprofit insti

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

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



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

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

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

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

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

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

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

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

(Base is Series P-25 type estimates) 

Population size in 1970 

Item 
All 

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

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) 1, •.• , •••••••• , •••••• 0.6 0.3 0.7 0.9 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(Base is co-op estimates) 

Counties with 1,000 or more population 
Counties 

Items 
All 

25,000 with less 
counties 50,000 

10,000 1,000 
than 1,000 

Total to to to 
or more 

50,000 25,000 10,000 
population 

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

Number of counties or 
equi valents ........... ...... 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 porcont ........... 646 642 101 91 239 208 4 
5 to 10 perc(~nt .......... 411 413 46 54 138 175 1 
10 percent and over ...... 105 87 4 7 16 60 18 

- Represonts zoro. 
'By rogion: Northeast 1.9 porcent: North Central 2.5 porcent: South 3.2 percent: Wost4.2 

percent. 



The 1968-10 Test. A test covering the two-year 
period prior to the 1970 census and using the 1967 and 
1969 Federal income tax returns covered 16 counties 
and eight cities ranging from 54,000 to 386,000 
population. 6 These areas had had special censuses or 
demonstrated accurate estimates available in the 
vicinity of 1968 that could be used as a base for 
evaluation. The average percent difference between the 
population estimates using administrative records-based 
data and the census counts was less than two percent 
for the period (table C). 

The 1910-13 Test. For the 1970 to 1973 period 
comparisons are available for 86 areas where special 
censuses had been taken for this very purpose. The 
areas were randomly selected nationwide, and are 
"representative" of areas with population of less than 

6 Meyer Zitter and David L. Word, "Use of Administrative 
Records for Small Area Population Estimates," paper pre
sented at the annual meeting of the Population Association of 
America, New Orleans, La., April 27, 1973. Available on re
quest to Chief, Population Division, Bureau of the Census, 
Washington, D.C. 20233. 
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20,000. Because of the small number of areas involved, 
the test can only provide a rough order of magnitudes 
of the level of differences underlying the popUlation 
estimates generated for the approximately 36,000 
revenue sharing areas below the county level. Com
parisons are also available for 165 areas where special 
censuses were conducted by the Census Bureau at the 
request and expense of the locality. These are generally 
very small areas-a large percentage have less than 
1,000 population-but range as high as 65,000 popu
lation. The areas are usually very fast growing and 
many have had extensive annexations, thus, they are 
not "typical" or "representative" of the other areas of 
the country. As mentioned above, the results of the 
special census for these 251 areas were utilized in 
developing their final population estimates. 

Table 0 summarizes the average percent difference 
between the estimates from administrative records with 
counts from special censuses for 86 areas where special 
censuses were conducted by the Bureau of the Census 
in April and May 1973 specifically for evaluation of 
the method in estimating small areas. Overall, the 
estimates differed from· the special count by 5.9 

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

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

Population of 

All 
Incor-

Item porated Counties 50,000 
areas 

places 
Over 

to 
200,000 

100,000 

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

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

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

- Represents zero. 
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percent, with the largest difference occurring for the 
smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 
population differed by less than 5 percent-4.6 per
cent, while the average difference for the 27 areas 
below 1,000 population was 8.6 percent. There was 
slight positive directional bias, with about 60 percent 
of estimates exceeding the census counts. Considering 
the size of areas involved here, the level of accuracy 
suggested by these averages is quite good and is in line 
with expectations on the basis of experience with the 
aforementioned county 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 o·f the analysis are not representative of all 
the general areas for which estimates are being gener· 
ated. Their size, rates of growth, and degree of 
annexations taking place make them "unique" and 
difficult candidates from the point of view of popula
tion estimation. The poor showing of the estimates 
here illustrates the many problems associated with 
measuring population change for such areas. Yet, it 
should be pointed out that the updates, even under 
these circumstances, are much better approximations 
of the current population than the 1970 census counts. 

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

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

Accuracy of the Per Capita Income Estimates. Simi
lar types of analyses and evaluation are not available 
for the estimates of PCI (per capita income). Income 
data and PCI are available for the 86 areas in which 
special censuses were conducted for this purpose. As 
noted, the areas in which the censuses were taken were 
relatively small; thus the PCI estimates which were 
built up from the 1970 census PCI are subject to 
substantial sampling variability. In 90 percent of the 
cases, the differences between the 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, systematicallv, in geographic detail on a current 
basis not available from any other known source (short 
of a full-scale census). The margin of these differences 
is reasonable and within the limit of what might be 
expected of such intercensal estimates. The level of 
accuracy of the esti mates implied by the test results 
would appear to be acceptable for most uses where 
current population figures are required. It is in line 
with the quality level recommended or proposed for a 
variety of legislative purposes. For example, it has been 
proposed that sample survey data to be used, in part, 
for the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 
(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 

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

percent 
and over 

IX 

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

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

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

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

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Distribution of differences between estimate 

Rate of change, percent 
Total and special census 

1970 to 1973 differ-
number of 

ence 1 places Less than 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 to 20 20 percent 
3 percent percent percent percent and over 

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

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

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

- Represents zero. 
'Disregarding sign. 
230 to 50 percent. 

3.6 
6.9 

10.6 
10.4 

7.2 

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

4 - 1 1 2 
1 - - 1 -

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

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Number of areas with differences 

Area 

-
-

21 

-
-

of 

percent 
difference' 

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

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

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

'Disregarding sign. 

. 



x 

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

(Base is special census) 

Distribution 

Rate of change, 
Average Total of differ-
percent number ences between 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 ........ 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
tive Iy supersede the provisional county esti mates 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, 197QANP1973,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 
for pel for places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

AREA 

STATE OF MISSOURI f • b ...... ~ ~ ...... " (t G ~ .. " 

ADAIR COUNTY ....... ' .. e .. e • e ....... e .. , .. ,,, •• 

BRASHEAR ................................ 
GIBBS •• ,,, .. ,, ...... 8 ..... ' •• 0 Q .......... , ......... ~. 

KIRKSVILLE ................. • ••• ••••••• •• 
NOV INGER" • " " e" " ~ 0 II ,,0 II "." " II II II ,," ~ " ell" •• " " • 

ANDREW COUNTy .................. ••• •• 

AMAZONIA •• ell. (I ,"0." •• ,,,." ~ •• 11.''' .. 9 0 .... " 
BOLCKOW ................ ••••• .... •••••• .. 
COSBY ............... ·,,···········Go .... o 
COUNTRY CLUB VILLAGE .................... 
FILLMORE". """ ..... "., ••• ,,,,,. ""." ..... II" •• II 

REA" .. " II. I> " I " •• ~ " II " •• ~ ••• " " " • o. " _ • " " ti II .. II a 
ROSENDALE ............................... 
SAVANNAH,,,.,, II'" II'.'''.''" ••• " .. ,."'',, ••• el> ... 

F 
P 
R 
T 
W 
W 

8 
F 
L 
M 
M 
R 
V 
V 

ATCHISON COUNTy ......... It .. ,.,. •••• ,.,. .... e""" 

AIRFAX ................ ••• .... ••••• .. ••• 
HELPS CITy .............. ••• .. •••• .. •••• 
OCKPORT ................................ 
ARKIO ....................... • ... • .. •••• 
ATSON "" , II • ,. .... ,. .. , , ... ,.,. t ,. ...... ,. ,. •••• I • ,. ,. • 

ESTBORO ............................................. ,. ...... 

AUDRAIN COUNTY. t ...... f ....... It ,. ........ ,. ,. 

ENTON CITy ............................. 
ARBER ....... ,. .............. , .... ,. .. , .... ,. •• ,. ,. .... It 
ADDONIA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
ARTINSBURG ...... ,. ... , ........... ,. ..... ,. .. ,. ...... ,. 
EXICO ......................... ••• .. •••• 
USH HILL ............. ,. t ... ,.,. 1>,. ...... ,.,. .. ,.' ....... 

ANDALIA ................. • .............. 
ANDIVER ••••••••••••••••• ·.·.·.·.·,·,·.· 

BARRY COUNTY ..................... • ., 

UTTERFIELD .......................... • •• 
ASSVILLE ............................ • •• 
XETER .................................. 
ONETT (PART) ••••••• It' ••••••••• , q •••••• 

URDY ............. ~ ' •• 1' •••••••••• ••••••• 
ELIGMAN, ••• , ••••• , I ................ t •• t' 
ASHBURN ....................... ••• ..... • 
HEATON .................. ••• .. •••• .. ••• • 

BARTON COUNTy .................... • •• 

B 
G 
L 
L 
L 

URGESS. , ••••••••• " I' ••• w , I ••••••• , • , •• 

OLDEN CITy .................. • ....... ••• 
AMAR" •••••••• , •••• , ••••••••• , ••••••• " 
AMAR HEIGHTS ....... I ••••••••••••••••• • •• 

IBERAL ...................... •••••• .. • •• 
INDENMINES ........................ ••• •• M 

BA 
CE 
DO 
GO 

RTON CITY TOWNSHIP .................... 
NTRAL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
YLESPORT TOWNSHIP ••••••• It ••••••••• • •• 

LDEN CITY TOWNSHIP .................... 

lTY C 
LA 
LE 
MI 
NA 
NE 
NO 
OZ 
RI 
SO 

TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 
MAR TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 
ROY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
LFORD TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
SHVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
WPORT TOWNSHIP •••••••• ,." ••••••• ••••• 
RTH FORK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ARK TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
CHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
UTH WEST TOWNSHIP ..................... 

UN ION TOWNSHIP .......................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

q 767 954 

23 934 

)00 
108 

16 003 
534 

12 887 

357 
221 
130 

1 029 
252 

56 
274 

3 760 

9 502 

817 
80 

1 501 
2 567 

166 
239 

25 522 

111 
472 
710 
309 

11 '173 
140 

3 015 
104 

21 482 

1'12 
1 976 

493 
'I 230 

6'15 
469 
282 
391 

10 976 

72 
84'1 

3 963 
99 

629 
302 
302 
532 
285 

1 196 

3 963 
760 
27'1 
284 
387 
240 
323 

1 OOq 
602 
471 

355 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION ( DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) ( CENSUS) 

'4 677 623 1,9 3 564 2 952 

22 472 6.5 3 047 2 472 

316 -5.1 2 763 2 353 
112 -3.6 2 763 1 199 

15 560 2.8 3 183 2 6'14 
SQ7 ~2.q 2 607 1 995 

11 913 8.2 2 9H 2 482 

326 9.5 2 888 2 34l. 
225 ~1.8 2 888 1 640 
130 (Z) 2 888 2 469 
9'13 9.1 q 341 3 660 
251 0.4 2 888 1 750 

5'1 3.7 2 688 1 707 
2'15 11.8 2 888 1 793 

3 32'1 13.1 2 882 2 593 

9 2'10 2.8 ) 1'1) 2 659 

835 -2.2 J 562 3 068 
76 5.3 3 084 1 505 

1 575 -4.7 2 852 2 623 
2 517 2.0 2 810 2 636 

16'1 1.2 3 084 1 407 
23'1 2.1 J 08'1 2 298 

25 362 0.6 3 230 2 652 

121 ... 8,3 2 867 2 522 
470 0.4 2 868 2 206 
7'15 -4.7 2 982 2 459 
318 -2.8 2 867 2 360 

11 807 -2.8 3 690 2 979 
151 -7.3 2 867 2877 

3 160 -'1.6 3 108 2 601 
102 2.0 2 867 2 '132 

19 597 9.6 2 560 2 152 

125 13.6 2 542 1 611 
1 910 3.5 2 925 2 '128 

'13'1 13.6 2 542 2 023 
4 225 0.1 2 927 2 515 

588 9.7 2 613 2213 
'124 10.6 2 5'12 1 690 
257 9.7 2 542 1 528 
360 8.6 2 542 2 421 

10 431 5.2 2 729 2 232 

69 '1.3 2 40'1 1 759 
810 4.2 2 141 1 865 

3 760 5.4 3 179 2 629 
96 3.1 2 275 1 47'1 

6'1'1 ~2.3 2 '185 2 164 
279 8.2 2 579 2 134 
285 6.0 2 631 2 225 
501 6.2 2 506 2 134 
267 6.7 2 631 2 1'18 

1 142 4.7 2 162 1 912 

3 760 5.4 3 137 2 629 
723 5.1 2 355 1 954 
257 6.6 2 631 2 707 
266 6.8 2 631 1 650 
363 6.6 2 631 1 580 
226 6.2 2 631 1 502 
305 5.9 2 631 1 7J6 
998 0.6 2 QS5 2 085 
565 0.5 2 '180 2 111 
'138 7.5 2 631 2 692 

335 6.0 2 631 1 500 

MO. i 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

20.7 

23.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
20.4 
30.7 

19.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
12.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
11.1 

18.2 

16.1 
(NA) 
8.7 
6.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 

21.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.3 
(NA) 
23.9 
(NA) 
19.5 
(NA) 

19.0 

(NA) 
20.5 
(NA) 
16.'1 
18.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.3 

(NA) 
14.8 
20.9 
(NA) 
14.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.4 
(NA) 
13.1 

19.3 
20.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.7 
17.5 
(NA) 

(NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS --Com:imJed 

(1970 population and related PClligures 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) 

A 
A 
A 
8 
D 
F 
H 
M 
P 
R 

R 
C 
o 
D 
E 
E 
G 
H 
H 
H 

AREA 

-

BATES COUNTY ........................ 

ORlAN ................... • ........... ••• 
MORET e 9" \I \I \I II It It".'. 0 •• ,,' 0 9, 8 0 0 ~ ••• , f o· •• 
MSTERDAM ............................... 
UTLER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
REXEL (PART) .......................... • 
OSTER II." t ,,, •• ". '" e •••• e " G " ••• t" " • II ..... $ , 

UME. It."." ....... ""."" ...... 0"" 0 ......... """ .... " 

ERWIN ........................... • ...... 
ASSAIC ................................. 
ICH HILL •• " til ..... I" ..... "" •• " •• G'"'' ~'."." 

OCKVILLE ........................... " .. 
HARLOTTE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
EEPWATER TOWNSHIP ...................... 
EER CREEK TOWNSHIP ............ " ""HI flO •• * C ~"'" 
AST BOONE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
LKHART TOWNSHiP ........................ 
RAND RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 
OMER TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
OWARD TOWNSHIP, ••• 0 eo.", • 0 ~ gO' G" •• ~ •• 0 

UDSON TOWNSHIP ......................... 

ONE OAK TOWNSHIP ....................... 
INGO TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
OUND TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
OUNT PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ................. 
EW HOME TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
SAGE TOWNSH IP. I ••• , ••• 0.00 II" ~ .0" fi" &.0." 
LEASANT GAP TOWNSHIP ................... 

L 
M 
M 
M 
N 
o 
P 
p RAIRIE TOWNSHIP .............. , ••••••••• 
R 
S 

OCKVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
HAWNEE TOWNSHIP ........................ 

PRUCE s 
s 
W 
W 
WE 

TOWNSHIP II ... II e.' 0' II 0 .. , t, l ~ q ........ fi 

UMMIT TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ALNUT TOWNSH I P II t ......... e " ~ ...... , " I , .. ~ >t ~ .. II •• 

EST BOONE TOWNSHIP ........... ; ...... • •• 
ST POINT TOWNSHIP ................ " ••• 

BENTON COUNTy ....................... 

OLE C 
10 
L 
WA 

CAMP, .. " ... R , ..... " , G II f • ~ .. II •• e P •• ~ • ~ • " .. 

NIA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I NCOLN" ••• '. "It" • I Q D" ....... II' & \I II' , ... ~ /I' ~ '" " 

Gl 
LU 
MA 
SE 
ZA 

AS 
CE 
CO 
HA 
HA 
HA 
RO 
ST 

AG 
DE 
EA 
GO 
LE 
RU 
ST 

RSAW ... t 1\. \l'" II g. II O .......... 0 11 ~ .. , fl ~ 0'. D •• 

BOLLINGER COUNTY ............... """ •• 

ENALLEN ................... 00 ....... ' .. 

TESVILLE .............................. 
R8LE HILL ............................. 
DGEWICKVILLE ..................... ,.· •• 
LMA .. " ...... " .. ~ " .... $ .. ~ 6 * t ~ ~ .. " .... " 0 " " ~ " E g • ~ <i " 

BOONE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

HLANO ~'t & ~ 6 ~,,~. ~ .. § e t ~ 0 t' e ~ ~ e ~"Q ~ .. , 0 $ 0 ~ 
NTRAL I A e f> eo. " 0 a • 9" • f> ~ ~ ,$ ... ~ • \I ~ ~ f> ~ 0 B 5 .. 0 

LUMBIA ................................ 
LLSVILL"E •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RR I SBURG .. f> ." f> 9 .. f> ...... ~ •• ~ Q $ ... Q ~ Q • Q , ..... Q 

RTSBURG ............................... 
CH£PORT ...... "" ~ G ,,~ i"' .... " , t .... " a .. " ~ ~ .. ,. .. "" 5 " 

URGE ON .. Q ~ ~ '& .... ~ • " II , " .. II G , ~ /I " , ~ " ••• ~ ~ /I II II II 

BUCHANAN COUNTy ..................... 

ENCy ................................ " 
KALB .. ~ " /I .. " ~ /I ~ .... " .... " .. " ~ .. ~ " .. " ...... " Q i 6 II " 

STON .. 0 .. a .... Q "" • "" ~ ~ e ..... " " , • 11 .. I" " ~ y ~ ~ .. fl ~ 
WER (PART) e"" t".". ~,,, ~ e ~ .. G. t ... " .. """".,. 

WIS AND CLARK ......................... 
SHVILLE ............................... 

JOSEPH" ... 4 " " " "4" .. " .. s " t" .... """ •• """ ••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

16 138 

1 493 
224 
127 

3 929 
103 
190 
361 

66 
58 

1 639 

210 
331 
312 

1 785 
qOO 
316 
233 
515 
599 
296 

2M 
179 
608 

q 632 
276 

! 999 
368 
204 
332 
320 

363 
313 
524 
402 
543 

11 283 

956 
167 
629 

1 950 

9 435 

DO 
654 
597 

93 
126 

8 1) 957 

622 
3 625 

60 832 
833 
1'15 
111 
304 
805 

86 896 

142 
273 
195 

29 
155 
287 

78 192 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

15 468 4.3 3 161 2 457 

1 259 18.6 3 216 2 935 
219 2.3 3 084 1 485 
120 5.8 2 357 1 588 

3 984 -1.'1 3 570 2 939 
98 5.1 J 08q q qS9 

178 6.7 3 08~ 1 387 
350 3.1 2 820 2 221 

6q 3.1 3 08q 931 
56 3.6 3 301 1 130 

1 661 -1.3 2 79q 2 166 

203 3.'1 3 08q 2 572 
312 6.1 3 oeq 2 026 
29q 6.1 3 oeq 2 22" 

1 529 16,7 3 159 2 720 
377 6.1 3 OM q 868 
298 6.0 3 084 1 60'7 
219 6.'1 3 084 2 O'l4 
492 4.7 3 084 1 999 
573 4.5 2 820 2 282 
278 6.5 3 084 1 908 

268 6.0 3 084 1 475 
169 5.9 J oaq 2 392 
579 5.0 3 301 2 573 

4 647 -0,3 J 538 2 916 
259 6,6 J oaq 2 591 

1 998 0.1 2 796 2 183 
346 6." 3 08'1 1 394 
191 6.8 3 084 2 309 
316 5.1 3 084 2 509 
302 6.0 3 Oeq 2 791 

340 6.8 3 084 2 117 
295 6.1 3 084 1 576 
493 6.3 3 084 1 482 
381 5.5 3 084 2 838 
512 6.1 2 357 1 942 

9 695 16.'! 2 766 2 163 

1 038 -7.9. 2 985 2 406 
151 10.6 2 792 2 041 
5H 9,6 3 OH 2 390 

1 423 37.0 3 963 2 B38 

8 820 7.0 2 181 1 728 

134 -3.0 2 18q 1 734 
626 4.5 2 228 1 764 
589 1.4 3 039 2 '106 

92 1.1 2 184 1 314 
118 6.8 2 184 1 513 

80 935 5.0 3 522 2 963 

769 6.9 3 029 2 576 
3 623 0.1 3 090 2 7)0 

58 812 3.4 3 6'l4 3 0"48 

790 5.4 3 533 3 005 
150 -3,3 3 22q 2 954 
120 ~7 .5 3 22'1 1 466 

307 -1.0 3 224 2. I'll 
787 2.3 2 747 2 JJ6 

86 915 (2) 3 292 2 738 

141 0.7 2. 965 1 816 
287 -4.9 2. 965 2. 310 
183 6.6 2 965 2 137 

29 (2) 2. 965 2. 607 
150 3.3 2 965 2 916 
300 -4.3 2 965 2. 313 

78 230 (Z) .3 327 2 771 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

28.7 

9.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
29.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
16.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.6 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
28.3 
21.3 
(NAI 
28.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
!NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.4 

27.9 

24.1 
(NA) 
28.6 
39.6 

26.2 

INA) 
26.3 
26.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 

lB.9 

17.6 
13.2 
19.6 
17.6 
(NA) 
!NA) 
(NA) 
17.6 

20.2 

(NA") 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAI 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.1 



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 

-

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

F 
N 
P 
Q 

15K ..................... ••• ..... ••••••• 
EELYVILLE ................ •• ..... •• •••• ' 
OPLAR BLUFF I ~. R " .... I' 8" .... " ....... " ... 0 .. ,. 'II ..... 

ULIN ..................... •• .... • ...... • 

CALDWELL COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• • •• 

B 
B 
C 
H 
K 
K 
P 
B 
D 
F 

RAYMEr, .. I> I> I • e .. P ~ ~ .... o •• II II 0 • _ 0 ~ • D II II 8 ~ ~ II I • 

RECKENR lOGE ............................ 
OWGILL •••••••••••• ••••••••• .. ••••••••• • 
AMiLTON ................................ 
IODER •••••• e 0 0" II G ~ II t II ~." tOO b ~. ~.". ~. ~ •• 

INGSTON 0 •• 0'" O. 11'11 II"" e •• ~ II" 0 ~. II'''' e' 

OLO ............ ; •••••••••• • ....... ••••• 
TOWNSHIP •• , 11.0" II II 0'" 0 ~ 00 e' RECKENRIDGE 

AVIS TOWNSH I P II' •• II 0 " • e II ~ • I •• 0 0 • D •• II' b I 

AIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ....................... 

OMER G 
G 
HA 
K 
K 
L 
M 
NE 
RO 

TOWNSHIP, •• , ••••• ~ ............... , t' 

RANT TOWNSHIP ................... ••••••• 
MIL TON TOWNSHIP ................ ,., .... 

IDDER TOWNSHIP ~ .... '" & •• " •••• , 0"'" ~ •• ' 
INGSTON TOWNSHIP, ....... , ...... , ....... 
INCOLN TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
IRABILE TOWNSHIP ....................... 

AU 
CE 
FU 
HO 
KI 
MO 
NE 

CA 
CL 
HI 
HU 
LA 
LI 
MA 
OS 
R! 
ST 

W YORK TOWNSHIP ...................... ' 
CKFORD TOWNSH I P ••••• , •••• b ............ , •• 

CALLAWAY COUNTy .................. • .. 

XVASSE .................... , ........... 
DAR.,." ........... , •• ·.·.··,··········· • 
LTON .................... •• ... •••••• .. • 
LTS SUMMIT ••••• o ••••••••• ••• ••• ••••••• 

NGDOM CITy ••••••••••••••••• 1I •••• t t •• I' 

KANE, ......... t ••• 0 ••••••••• , ... ·.·,,·.'.· 

W BLOOMFIELD ................... • ...... 

CAMDEN COUNTy ..... , •••••••••••••••••• 

MDENTON ••••••• t •••• , ••••• " ., •••• -," I •• 

!MAX SPRINGS .......................... 
LLHOUSE ADDITION •••••• o •••••••• ·,,·.· .. , 

RRICANE DECK .......................... 
KE OZARK (PART). ,'0 0 ................. " 

NN CREEK ••••••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• , I • 

CKS CREEK ............................. 
AGE BEACH ...................... • ..... • 
CHLAND (PART) •••••••••• t ••••••••• '. I.' 
OUTLAND (PART) ..................... • ., 

SU NRISE BEACH, , ••••••••• 0 •••••••••• D ., " 

CAPE GIRARDEAU COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

PLETON .................. •• ... •••••••• • AP 
CAP 
DEL 
GOR 
JAC 
OAK 
POC 
WH! 

BOG 
BOS 
CAR 
DEW 
HAL 
NOR 
TIN 
WAK 
CAR 
CHE 

E GIRARDEAU ................... • ... ••• 
TA ••••••• I D .... ' ••••• "' 0'" 0 •• ' •••• ,_. t 

DONVILLE ............................. 
KSON ................... •• ... ••••••••• 

RIDGE .......................... • ... • 
AHONTAS ....................... ••••• •• 
TEWATER ....................... • ... • .' 

CARROLL COUNTY ...................... 

ARD ............................. •• .. • 
WORTH ......................... ••••• •• 
ROLL TON. , • 8 I •••• •• , ••••••••• I •• , •• , /I 0 

ITT ••••••••••••• /I •••• ," f' I.' ••••• It •• 

E ............... • ..... ••• .. • .. • .. • .. • 
BORNE •• ' .............................. 
A ••••••• f'. II ..................... t' t' 

ENDA ............................ • .. •• 
ROLL TON TOWNSHIP ..................... 
RRY VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

36 053 33 529 7.5 2 543 2 067 

528 503 5.0 2 506 2 OQ5 

401 381 5.2 2 238 977 
17 OQ5 16 653 2,q 2 854 2 305 

507 496 2.2 2 238 1 742 

8 863 8 351 6.1 2 691 2 167 

936 919 1.8 2 667 2 003 

618 598 3 ~'3 ,. 040 1 677 
246 232 6.0 3 044 1 908 

1 723 1 645 4.7 3 002 2 599 

229 231 -0.9 2 151 1 951 

304 291 4.5 2 626 2 573 

439 438 0.2 3 022 2 651 

914 868 5.3 2 048 1 697 

1 337 1 284 q.l 2 690 2 061 

226 207 9.2 2 619 2 493 

434 397 9.3 2 619 2 280 

878 840 4.5 3 022 2 525 

2 158 2 0'13 5.6 2 983 2 520 

700 664 5,4 2 151 1 784 

582 54~ 7.0 2 626 2 174 

571 530 7.7 3 044 2 495 

393 358 9.8 2 619 1 767 

298 273 9.2 2 619 1 804 

3H 343 9.0 2 619 1 413 

27 953 25 991 7.5 2 782 2 316 

896 808 10.9 3 007 2 491 

50q 454 11.0 2 909 2 332 

12 q72 12 248 1.8 2 637 2 213 

1 473 1 296 13.7 3 n4 2 740 

59 53 11.3 2 909 2 027 

411 398 3.3 2 909 2 243 

456 427 6.8 2 909 3 000 

15 737 13 315 18.2 2 881 2 352 

1 90Q 1 636 16.'1 3 641 2 841 

120 104 15.4 2 872 2 736 

130 110 18.2 2 872 2 231 

201 169 18.9 2 872 2 324 

118 98 20.4 2 872 3 Q39 

305 268 13.8 2 872 1 560 

126 106 18.9 2 872 1 378 

1 402 1 091 28.5 3 813 3 502 

9 8 12.5 2 871 (S) 

200 168 19.0 2 872 1 492 

152 126 20.6 2 872 1 241 

51 194 49 350 3.7 3 244 2 636 

79 77 2.6 2 944 2 046 

32 071 31 282 2.5 3 411 2 770 

494 462 6.9 2 944 1 723 
117 125 -6.4 2 944 1 903 

6 158 5 896 4.4 3 464 2 805 

175 181 -3.3 2 944 3 318 

133 127 4.7 2 9Qq 2 019 

137 135 1.5 2 944 1 99" 

12 182 12 565 -3.0 2 893 2 404 

299 294 1.7 2 208 1 615 

359 386 -7.0 2 777 2 567 

4 689 4 847 -3.3 2 955 2 622 

134 135 -0.7 2 992 2 182 

445 461 -3.5 2 426 2 127 

881 950 -7.3 3 098 2 548 

162 167 -3.0 2 992 2 465 

105 116 -9.5 2 992 1 867 

4 609 4 755 -3.1 3 019 2 665 

76 78 -2.6 2 992 3 552 

MO. 3 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

23.0 

22.5 
(NA) 
23.8 
(NA) 

24.2 

33.2 
21.6 
(NA) 
15.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.7 
30.5 
(NA) 

(NA) 
19.7 
18.~ 
20.6 
20.8 
22.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.1 

20.7 
(NA) 
19.2 
21.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.5 

28.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
8.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 

23.1 

(NA) 
23.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.3 

INA) 
(NA) 
12.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
13.3 
(NA) 



4 MO. 

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 chang!.' 
forPClfor places of 500 or less are not applicable. See text) 

AREA 

C 
o 
E 
E 
F 
H 
H 
L 
M 
M 

OMBS TOWNSHIP •• , ....................... 
EWITT TOWNSHIP ......................... 
GYPT TOWNSHIP .......................... 
UGENE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIRFIELD TOWNSH IP. ~ e _ ••••••••••• 0 •••••• 

ILL TOWNSHIP ........................... 
URRICANE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ESLIE TOWNSHIP ........................ , 
IAMI TOWNSHIP" ........................ 
OSS CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 

P 
R 
R 
S 
S 
T 
V 
W 
W 

RAIRIE TOWNSHIP ........................ 
IDGE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
OCKFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TOKES MOUND TOWNSHIP ................... 
UGARTREE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ROTTER TOWNSHIP ........................ 
AN HORN TOWNSHIP ....................... 
AKENDA TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 

CARTER COUNTY ....................... 

LLSINORE ............................... 
RANDIN .......................... ••• .... 
AN BUREN •••• e 8 ••••••••• g ••••••••• ,,0 •• t • 

CASS COUNTy ...................... • •• 

RCHIE .............. " ............... ••• A 
8 
B 
C 
C 
o 
E 
F 
GA 
GU 

ALDWIN PARK ............................ 
ELTON .................................. 
LEVELAND ............................... 
REIGHTON ............................... 
REXEL (PART) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AST L YNNE ~ <I ............ "" """ .............. e .............. "" 

REEMAN ............................ ••• •• 

HA 
LA 
PE 
PC 
RA 
ST 
AU 
BI 
CA 
CO 

DA 
00 
EV 
GR 
IN 
MO 
PE 
PL 
PO 
RA 

SH 
UN 
WE 
WE 

EL 
JE 
ST 

RDEN CITy ........................ •••·•• 
NN CITy" ............................ • 

RRISONVILLE ........................... 
KE WINNEBAGO ..................... "., • 
GULI"AR ................................ 
EASANT HILL ........................ ••• 
YMORE .............................. • •• 
RAS8URG, .......... ~ ... , , ............. , •• fA ..... 

STIN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
G CREEK TOWNSHIP"" .................... 
MP BRANCH TOWNSHIP .................... 
LDWATER TOWNSHIP ...................... 

YTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAN TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
ERETT TOWNSHIP ..... , •••••••••••••••••• 
AND RIVER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
DEX TOWNSHIP .......................... 
UNT PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 
CUll AR TOWNSH I Po. ~ • , • Q 0 8 Q • $ '" $ ~ ~ •• ~. G • ~ 
EASANT HILL TOWNSHIP .................. 
LK TOWNSHIP •••••• , '" ••••••••••••••••• 
YMORE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ERMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ION TOWNSHiP .......................... 
ST POLAN TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ST PECULIAR TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••• , •• 

CEDAR COUNTy ••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 

DORADO SPRINGS ........................ 
RICO SPRINGS .......................... 
oeKTON •••••• '" ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CHARlTON COUNTY •• , •••••••••••••••••• 

UNSWICK" .............................. BR 
DAL 
GLA 
KEY 
MEN 
ROT 
SAL 

TON .................................. 
SGOw (PART) .......................... 
TESVILLE."" ........................ 
DON .................................. 
HVILLE ............................... 
ISBURy ............................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

J~~~T~~A~W APRI~ .. t'~II~~70 ~~~~~~T «1972 ••. 'r~~~~< 

327 333 -1.8 2 992 1 768 

385 390 -1.3 2 992 2 ~21 

1 179 1 255 -6.1 3 088 2 516 

393 Ql0 -q.l 2 992 2 266 

239 24q -2.0 2 992 2 131 

288 294 -2.0 2 992 1 553 
H9 772 -3.0 2 426 1 983 

200 203 -1.5 2 992 2 662 

59 61 -3.3 2 992 1 852 

2ql 2q6 -2.0 2992 4 210 

254 258 ·1.6 2 992 q 184 

565 596 -5.2 2 777 2 252 

106 106 (Z) 2 992 2 161 

426 436 -2.3 2 992 1 979 

M 86 -2.3 2 992 3 220 

296 303 -2.3 2 992 1 810 

582 581 0.2 2 208 1 788 

857 884 -3.1 2 472 2 004 

269 27q -1.8 2 992 1 827 

4 311 3 878 11.2 2 820 2 331 

347 342 1.5 2 798 1 717 

270 243 11.1 2 798 1 322 

778 714 9.0 4243 3 496 

46 365 39 448 17.5 3 297 2 664 

606 525 15.q 2 989 2 q13 

126 107 17.8 3 301 2 oqa 
13 886 12 270 13.2 3 347 2 784 

288 256 12.5 3 259 2 370 

330 29q 12.2 3092 1 614 
728 625 16.5 2 588 2 095 

306 255 20.0 2 933 2 928 

497 ~17 19.2 2 805 1 91q 

731 633 15.5 2 7Bq 1 892 

82 71 15.5 2 700 1 215 

6 126 5 052 21.3 3 568 3 034 

493 q32 1Q.l 6 967 6 913 

906 705 28.5 q 551 3 7qo 

3 688 3 396 8.6 3 362 2 921 

721 587 22.8 4 113 3 509 

210 181 16.0 2 587 2 19q 

1 388 1 189 16.7 2 953 2 383 

1 223 1 053 16.1 5 172 q OOq 

1 6ql 1 q96 9.7 2 906 2 288 

1 099 9Ql 16.8 2 620 2 168 

602 512 17.6 2 503 2 075 

1 303 1 102 18.2 3 023 2 322 

422 358 17.9 3 259 2 180 

7 367 6 075 21.3 3 296 2 778 

1 130 968 16.7 2 700 2 208 

15 036 13 247 13.5 3 290 2 626 

1 298 1 107 17.3 4 020 2 732 

4 317 3 931 9.8 3 353 2 858 

1 233 1 050 17.4 2 586 2 189 

3 190 2 471 29.1 3 200 2 717 

792 686 15.5 30n 2 509 

1 164 989 17.7 3 148 2 610 

'181 422 H.O 3 259 1 923 
2 680 1 851 44.8 3 889 3 229 

10 225 9 424 8.5 2 254 1 910 

3 283 3 300 -0.5 2 43Q 2 019 

193 188 2.7 2 249 1 793 

1 083 1 063 1.9 2 661 2 458 

10 783 11 084 -2.7 2 817 2 171 

1 212 1 370 ·11.5 2 744 2 227 

135 135 (Z) 2 801 1 051 

54 55 -1.8 2 q80 2 058 

700 730 -4.1 3 392 2 515 

288 289 -0.3 3 255 2 194 

122 131 -6.9 2 801 2 157 

1 901 1 960 -3.0 3 217 2 735 

INCOME 

~~R~~~T 

(NA) 
(NA) 
22.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
23.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.5 
23.4 
(NA) 

21.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.4 

23.8 

23.9 
(NA) 
20.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
47.1 
(NA) 

17.6 
(NA) 
21.7 
15.1 
17.2 
(NA) 
23.9 
29.2 
27.0 
20.8 

20.6 
30.2 
(NA) 
18.6 
22.3 
25.3 
47.1 
17.3 
18.1 
17.8 

23.2 
20.6 
(NA) 
20.4 

18.0 

20.6 
(NA) 
8.3 

29.8 

23.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
34.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.6 



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

SUMNER ................... • ...... •• ... ••• 
TRIPLETT ................................ 
BEE BRANCH TOWNSHIP ..................... 
BOWLING GREEN TOWNSHIP .................. 
BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIP ...................... 
CHARITON TOWNSHIP ...................... ' 
c 

C 
K 

LARK TOWNSHIP ..................... • ... • 
COCKRELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 

UNNINGHAM TOWNSHIP ..................... 
EYTESVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 

M 
M 
M 
S 
S 
T 
W 
Y 

END ON TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ISSOURI TOWNSHIP ....................... 
USSELFORK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ALISBURY TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ALT CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
R!PLETT TOWNSHIP ....................... 
AYLAND TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
ELL OW CREEK TOWNSHIP .................. • 

CHRISTIAN COUNTy ................... • 

B 
C 
N 
o 
S 

ILLlNGS ................. ••••• .. •• .. ••• • 
LEVER."."""" ...... &""',,. to. t •• G"".,,'."." 
IXA .................. •• .. •• .... •••••••• 
ZARK .......................... ••••••••• 
PARTA •• - ............................... 

CLARK COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

A 
K 
L 
R 
W 
W 

LEXANDRIA ............... • .............. 
AHOKA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
URAy •••••••••••••••••• ••••• .. ••• ••••••• 
EVERE ........................... ••••••• 
AyLAND ........... · ...................... 
YACONDA ................................ 

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

ONDAL~ .................. ••• .. •••••••• • 
IRMINGHAM ..................... •••••••• • 

AV 
B 
CL 
EX 
GL 
GL 
HO 
KA 
KE 
LA 

LI 
MI 
MO 
NO 
OA 
OA 
OA 
OA 
OA 
PL 

PR 
EA 
SM 

AYCOMO ................................ 
CELSIOR SPRINGS (PART) ................ 
ADSTONE ...................... ••••••• •• 
ENAIRE ......................... ••••• •• 
LT (PART) .............. •• .... •••• .. ••• 
NSAS CITY (PART) ................... ••• 
ARNEy •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
WSON (PART) ...................... , .... 

BERTy .................. • ..... • .. • .. ••• 
SSOURI CITy .................... • ... ••• 
SBY ................ ••• .. •• .. •••••••••• 
RTH KANSAS CITy .................... ••• 
KS ................... ••••• ... •••• .. ••• 
K VIEW ................... • ... ••••••••• 
KWOOD ........................................ • ................ 
KWOOD MANOR ........................... 
KWOOD PARK ................................ t .................. 

EASANT VALLEY. ........................ • 

ATHERSVILLE. ................. ••• ... •• • 
ST KANSAS CITy' ...................... • 
ITHVILLE ..................... •••••••• • 

CLINTON COUNTY ...................... 

MERON CA 
GO 
HOL 
LA 
OS8 
PLA 
TR 
TUR 

(PART) ................... • ... ••• 
WER .( PARTI ........... ••••• ... ••••••••• 

T (PARTI ................ • ..... •••••• • 
THROP .................. • ..... ••••••••• 

ORN IPARTI ........................... 
TTSBURG .............................. 

IM8LE .................. • ....... ••• .. •• 
NEY ................. ••••• ... ••••••••• 

CEN 
EUG 
JEF 

COLE COUNTy ......................... 

TERTOWN .............................. 
ENE ........................... ••• ... • 
FERSON CITy ................... • ..... • 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF'TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

15~ 
190 
487 
381 

1 922 
520 
364 
234 
388 

1 270 

538 
Sq 

275 
2 9q9 

255 
406 
293 
448 

18 3~9 

912 
527 

1 599 
2 701 

507 

8 255 

428 
1 995 

136 
167 
441 
287 

131 984 

526 
2H 

1 870 
10 9'12 
25 109 

523 
275 

58 388 
1 029 

20 

14 764 
380 
382 

5 085 
179 
508 
211 
188 
274 

1 839 

168 
111 

1 751 

14 035 

3 557 
867 

62 
1 4q5 

57 
1 986 

216 
159 

48 636 

266 
171 

33 501 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION I DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

ICENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

178 ~i3.5 2 801 2 547 
191 ·0.5 2 801 1 698 

494 ·1.4 2 801 1 490 
)84 ·0.8 2 801 1 973 

2 090 ·0.0 2 506 2 041 

525 ·1.0 2 qeo 1 9q3 

367 -0.8 2 801 1 967 

237 -1.3 2 801 2 03~ 
q15 -6.5 2 801 2 161 

1 J08 ·2.9 3 104 2 309 

542 ·0.7 3 255 2 4q4 

55 ·1.8 2 801 (5) 

279 ·1.4 2 801 2 468 

2 962 -0.4 2 896 2 476 

258 ·1.2 2 801 1 622 

409 ·0.7 2 801 2 162 

297 ·1.3 2 BOl. 1 802 

462 -3.0 2 801 2 197 

15 12'1 21.3 2 751 2 225 

760 20.0 2 922 2 378 

430 22.6 2 732 1 874 

1 636 ·2.3 3 009 2 '120 

2 384 13.3 3 010 2 559 

380 33.4 2 732 1 672 

8 260 (Z) 2 577 2 101 

453 ·5.5 2 605 2 179 

2 207' .9.6 3 031 2 359 

1'19 ...8.7 2 605 1 866 

184 ·9.2 2 605 3 129 

'167 -5.6 2 605 2 250 
356 -19.'1 2 605 1 803 

123 702 6.7 4 110 3 406 

512 2.7 3 602 2 866 

266 3.0 'I 314 3 050 

1 841 1.6 4 309 3 425 

9 29'1 17.7 3 372 2 730 

23 422 7.2 4 499 3 713 

505 3.6 3 962 3 152 

263 ~.6 4 314 2 927 

56 368 3.6 ~ 110 3 ~'Il 

98'1 4.6 ~ 166 3 314 

19 5.3 ~ Jl~ 702 

13 70'1 7.7 3 872 3 215 

375 1.3 4 314 1 941 
337 13.~ 4 314 1 919 

5 183 -1.9 5 002 'I 212 
162 10.5 4 314 7 473 

49'1 2.8 4 314 .3 458 

201 5.0 'I 314 4 632 

170 10.6 4 314 2 804 

266 3.0 4 314 5 709 

1 535 19.8 .3 636 2 920 

153 9.8 4 314 4 1>79 

106 ~.7 4 314 2 479 

1 785 ·1.9 4 150 3 319 

12 462 12.6 3 178 2 518 

3 469 2.5 3 080 2 404 

729 18.9 3 209 2 537 

56 10.7 3 177 2 017 

1 268 14.0 3 122 2 460 
53 7.5 3 177 1 917 

1 832 8.'1 3 432 2 747 

206 4.9 3 177 .3 234 
1'12 12.0 .3 177 2 019 

46 228 5.2 3 708 3 056 

277 ·~.O 2 806 2 574 

163 4.9 2 806 1 ~02 

32 '107 3.4 ~ 138 3 371 

MO. 5 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
22.8 
27.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
34.4 

33.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

23.6 

22.9 
(NA) 
24.3 
17.6 
(NA) 

22.7 

(NA) 
28.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.7 

25.7 
(NA) 
25.8 
23.5 
21.2 
25.7 
(NA) 
19.4 
25.7 
(NA) 

20.~ 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.8 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 
24.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
25.0 

26.2 

28.1 
26.5 
(NA) 
26.9 
(NA) 
24.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
22.8 



6 MO. 

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

AREA 

LOHMAN .................................. 
RUSSELLV ILLE ......................... ' •• 
ST MARTINS .............................. 
ST THOMAS ~ • 0 8' t 8 8 po •••• P • 8 •••••••••• e 8 0 ~ 
TAOS ................................. ••• 
WARDSVILLE ........................... • •• 

COOPER COUNTy ....................... 

BLACKWATER ........................... • •• 
8 OONVILLE ............................... 
BUNCETON ................................ 
OTTERVILLE .............................. 
PILOT GROVE ............................. 
p 
W 

8 
C 
L 
S 
S 
S 

A 
D 
E 
G 
L 
S 
C 
C 
E 
G 

RAIRIE HOME"". " ........ " ............. ,t-,," 
OOLDRIDGE ........................... • •• 

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

OURBON, • G , •• ~ • " $ G •••• ~ .. 0 ••• ~ e 0 e • " ", •• 0 8 

USA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EASBURG ............................. • •• 
T ClOUD ............................. ••• 
TEELVILLE ........................... • •• 
ULLlVAN (PART) ......................... 

DADE COUNTy ......................... 

RCOLA ............................... • •• 
ADEVILLE, .............................. 
VERTON .............................. • •• 
REENFIELD ........................... ••• 
OCKWOOD ................................ 
0 GREENFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EDAR TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
RNEST TOWNSHIP ......................... 
RANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 

OCKWOOD TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ARION TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ORTK MORGAN TOWNSHIP ................... 
ORTH TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ILGRIM TOWNSHIP ........................ 

L 
M 
N 
N 
P 
p OlK TOWNSHIP ........................... 
R 
S 

OCK PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ................... 
AC TOWNSHIP. It 11 ...... a U fi "' .. ~'o ..... D 0 $'.' 6' 

MlTH TOWNSHIP •••••• '" ................. 
OUTH MORGAN TOWNSHIP ................... 

OUTH TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 

8U 
LO 
UR 

AL 
CO 
GA 
JA 
JA 
LO 
PA 
WI 
BE 
CO 

GR 
HA 
JA 
JA 
JE 
Ll 
Ll 
MA 
MO 

DALLAS COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FFAlO .............................. ••• 
UISBURG ............................... 
BANA 9 a e ~ ~ ~ 0 g ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .. ~ t " ~ ~ • ~ 11 ~ • ~ 809 ~ 11 It 

DAVIESS COUNTy ...................... 

TAM ON,. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FFEY ............................... ••• 
LLATIN ........................ , ....... 
MESON ................................. 
MESPORT ............................... 
CK SPRING ............................. 
TTONSBURG ............................. 
NSTON .............................. • •• 
NTON TOWNSHIP ................. , ....... 
lFAX TOWNSHIP ......................... 

AND RIVER TOWNSHlP •••••••••••••••••••• 
RRISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ME SPORT TOWNSHiP ...................... 
FFERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
NCOLN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RION TOWNSHIP ......................... 
NROE TOWNSHIP ......................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF' TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

111 
581 
460 
243 
563 
q73 

14 649 

254 
7 292 

423 
444 
701 
220 

97 

16 229 

1 048 
1 974 

227 
41 

1 461 
1 089 

7 034 

8q 
lq9 
258 

1 126 
876 
166 
353 

1 694 
jql 
341 

1 282 
208 
142 
286 
167 
388 
724 
182 
229 
345 

206 
345 

10 768 

1 969 
163 
357 

8 423 

207 
151 

1 883 
161 
583 

85 
536 
191 
866 
560 

534 
130 
576 
986 
353 
510 
222 
299 
195 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
( CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

109 1.8 2 806 1 909 
557 4.3 2 629 2 189 
431 6.7 2 806 2 053 
195 2t~o6 2 806 2 306 
528 6.6 1 752 1 459 
460 2.8 2 806 3 595 

14 732 -0.6 3 255 2 714 

2q9 2.0 3 182 2 972 
7 514 -3.0 3 333 2 985 

437 ... 3.2 3 182 1 566 
440 0.9 3 182 2 154 
701 (l) 2 329 1 995 
231 -4.8 3 182 1 925 

97 (Z) 3 182 936 

14 828 9.4 2 746 2 257 

955 9.7 3 454 2 816 
2 070 -4.6 2 555 2 123 

218 4.1 2 763 2 409 
34 20.6 2 763 2 064 

1 392 5.0 3 180 2 508 
1 058 2.9 3 661 2 746 

6 850 2.7 2 290 1 908 

80 5.0 2 157 (S) 

1~9 (Z) 2 157 1 626 
26q -2.~ 2 'fll 1 352 

1 172 -3.9 2 783 2 387 
887 -1.2 2 283 1 989 
1~4 15.3 2 157 2 043 
336 5.1 2 157 1 543 

1 711 -1.0 2 490 2 153 
135 q.~ 2 157 1 q24 
325 4.9 2 157 1 425 

1 273 0.7 2 304 2 050 
197 5.6 2 157 1 921 
136 4.4 2 157 1 449 
271 5.5 2 157 2 221 
160 4.4 2 157 1 735 
368 5.4 2 157 1 990 
707 2.4 2 411 2 218 
171 6.4 2 157 1 001 
218 5.0 2 157 1 360 
335 3.0 2 157 1 774 

195 5.6 2 157 1 332 
312 10.6 2 157, 1 456 

10 054 7.1 2 156 1 732 

1 915 2.8 2 583 1 85~ 
152 7.2 2 173 1 574 
369 -3.3 2 173 1 491 

8 420 (Z) 2 593 2 083 

225 -8.0 2 102 1 31;5 
157 -3.8 2 527 2 407 

1 833 2.7 3 051 2 701 
172 -6.4 2 600 2 343 
61q .. 5~O 2 038 1 H6 

85 (l) 2 230 2 398 
5QO .0.7 2 748 2 285 
189 1.1 3 138 2 678 
868 -0.2 2 735 2 259 
555 0.9 3 138 2 597 

5q3 -1.7 2 600 2 142 
129 0.8 2 527 2 009 
573 0.5 2 230 1 806 

1 016 -3.0 1 795 1 557 
351 0.6 2 527 1 344 
528 -3.4 2 085 1 705 
221 0.5 2 527 2 644 
296 1.0 2 527 2 486 
194 0.5 2 527 1 560 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 

19.9 

(NA) 
11.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
16.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.7 

22.7 
20.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.8 
33.3 

20.0 

(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
16.6 
1~.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
15.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 

12.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
8.7 

(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 

24.5 

39.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 

24.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
D.O 
(NA) 
16.7 
(NA) 
20.3 
(NA) 
21.1 
20.8 

21.4 
(NAl 
23.5 
15.3 
(NA) 
22.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 



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 

SALEM TOWNSHIP. /I' ~ .. II' II' & ~ U ~ *. C & ~. 0 6 0 (' • ~ ~ w. ~ 
S 
U 
W 

A 
C 
C 
M 
o 
5 
U 
W 
A 
C 

C 
D 
G 
G 
P 
S 
W 

HERlDAN TOWNSHIP ................ " •• '" 
NION TOWNSHIP ...................... "., 
ASHINGTON TOWNSH I P. a II' t ~ • 0 • $ II' e •• ~ .. e 9 • ~. ~ 

DE KALB COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••• 

MITy .......................... ••• ... • .. 
AMERON (PART) ....................... ••• 
LARKSDALE .............................. 
AYSVILLE ............................... 
SBORN (PART) ........................ • •• 
TEWARTSVILLE ........................... 
NION STAR. (I (I" (I (I e (I,. (I" _ ... (1 ......... 0." ..... 0 it 

EATHERBY ...................... • ... • .... 
DAMS TOWNSHIP .......................... 
AMDEN TOWNSHIP ............ , .... , ....... 

OLF AX TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ALLAS TOWNSHIP ...................... ". 
RAND RIVER TOWNSH I P ........ (I (I •• e .. eO, (I ...... 

RANT TOWNSHiP ....... " ................. 
OlK TOWNSHiP ........................... 
HERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 

DENT COUNTY ......................... 

UNKER (PART) ........................... 
ALEM ................................... , 

DOUGLAS COUNTy ...... , • .............. 

VA •••••••••• 0 ••••••••••• d ,,0, 0 ........ • •• 

DUNKLIN COUNTY ...................... 

RB YRD •••••••••• " ••• , ••••••• , • to •••••••• A 
CA 
CA 
CL 
HO 
HO 
KE 
MA 
SE 
au 
CL 
co 
FR 
HO 
IN 
SA 
UN 

MPBELL ................................ 
RDWELL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ARKTON ................................ 
LCOMB •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
RNERSVILLE ............................ 
NNETT ................................. 
LOEN •••• , .......... Of •••• e. tt ••••• t, ••• 
NATH ............................... • •• 
FFALO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

AY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TTON HILL TOVINSHIP .................... 
EEBORN TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••••••••••••• I'" 
LeOMB TOWNSHIP ........................ 
DEPENDENCE TOWNSHIP ................... 
LEM TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ION TOWNSHIP .................. " ...... 

FRANKLIN COUNTy ..................... 

BE 
GE 
"E 
NE 
OA 
PA 
PA 
ST 
SU 
UN 

RGER ............................... • •• 
RALD .................................. 
SLlE .................................. 
W HAVEN ••••••• , ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
K GROVE ............................... 
CIFIC ............................ • .... 
RKWAY ........................ ••••••• •• 

CLAIR ................................ 
LLlVAN (PART) ......................... 
ION .. ' ................................. 

WA SHINGTON ................ ~ • ~ ,. ~ ••••• t • 

GASCONADE COUNTY ............ , • ' ..... 

BLA 
GAS 
HER 
MOR 
OWE 
ROS 

ND ................................... 
CONADE.' .............................. 
MANN t ............ I ••••••• , • ~ ..... , •••••• 
RISON ................................ 
NSVILLE .............................. 
EBUD ~ II " " " • " " t •••• _ • ~ " •••• & ••• " •• I , ••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

421 
313 

2 196 
264 

7 895 

93 
562 
250 

1 086 
291 
69q 
430 
100 
562 

1 634 

701 
321 

1 063 
392 
948 
668 

1 605 

,12 730 

224 
4 700 

10 476 

2 813 

35 098 

616 
1 961 

830 
1 290 

616 
695 

10 380 
5 865 
1 700 
1 684 

2 477 
6 864 
2 026 
1 625 

12 851 
3 507 
4 066 

61 588 

236 
812 

88 
1 437 

379 
4 091 

260 
2 906 
3 862 
5 336 

8 600 

12 778 

692 
266 

2 607 
256 

2 536 
350 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

426 -1.2 2 527 1 
313 (Z) 2 527 1 

2 146 2.3 J 035 2 
261 1,1 2 527 1 

7 305 8.1 2 818 2, 279 

86 8,1 3 307 1 317 
491 14.5 2 930 2 603 
248 0.8 2 327 1 784 

1 045 3.9 3 624 3 079 
285 2.1 2 913 2 007 
634 9.5 2 430 2 086 
417 3.1 2 944 2 480 

91 9.9 2 662 1 433 
514 9.3 2 662 2 086 

1 547 5,6 3 518 2 824 

659 6.4 2 913 2 327 
293 9.6 2 825 2 373 
948 12.1 2 930 2 393 
357 9.8 2 825 2 185 
890 6.5 2 944 2 403 
612 9.2 1 842 1 499 

1 485 8.1 2 369 1 993 

11 457 11.1 2 686 2 189 

209 7.2 2 677 1 901 
4 363 7.7 3 226 2 5M 

9 268 13.0 1 977 1 663 

2 504 12.3 2 373 1 817 

33 H2 4.0 2 441 1 926 

575 7.1 1 415 1 116 
1 979 -0.9 2 270 1 799 

859 -3.4 2 188 1 761 
1 177 9.6 2 280 1 534 

593 3.9 2 636 1 872 
693 0.3 3 602 2 529 

10 090 2.9 2 8H 2 333 
5 3H 9.1 2 316 1 877 
1 484 14.6 2 544 1 951 
1 676 0.5 2 399 1 932 

2 589 ·4.3 2 666 1 854 
6 328 8.5 2 336 1 897 
1 881 7.7 2 176 1 473 
1 561 4.1 2 473 1 869 

12 459 3.1 2 723 2 209 
3 263 7.5 2 182 1 666 
3 985 2.0 1 947 1 599 

55 127 11.7 3 183 2 614 

226 4.4 3 201 2 920 
762 6.6 3 104 2 540 

81 8.6 3 201 1 953 
1 474 -2.5 3 607 2 772 

340 11.5 3 201 3 323 
3 247 26.0 3 40J 2 832 

233 11.6 J 201 3 201 
2 978 -2.4 3 122 2 582 
4 053 -4.7 3 480 2 689 
5 183 3.0 3 716 3 013 

8 499 1.2 3 501 2 902 

11 878 1.6 2 914 2 312 

621 11.4 2 618 2 087 
235 13.2 2 910 2 494 

2 658 -1.9 3 123 2 480 
234 9.4 2 910 2 817 

2 416 5.0 3 236 2 560 
305 1Q.8 2 910 1 972 

MO, 7 

INCOME 

PEKCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 
14.11 
(NA) 

23.7 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.7 
(NA) 
16.5 
(NA) 
(WA) 
27.6 
24.6 

25.2 
(NA) 
22. lf 
(NA) 
22.5 
22.9 
18.9 

22.7 

(NA) 
24.8 

18.9 

30.6 

26.7 

26.8 
26.2 
24.2 
48.6 
40.8 
42.4 
23.2 
23.4 
30.4 
24.2 

43.8 
23.! 
47.7 
n.3 
23.3 
31.0 
21.8 

21.8 

(NA) 
22.2 
(NA) 
30.1 
(NA) 
20.2 
(NA) 
20.9 
29.4 
23.3 

20.6' 

26.0 

25.4 
(NA) 
25.9 
(NA) 
26.4 
(NA) 



8 MO. 

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) 

A 
D 
F 
G 
K 
M 
S 
A 
8 
C 

H 
H 
J 
M 
W 

A 
B 
B 
F 
R 
S 
S 
W 
W 

AREA 

GENTRy COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LBANY .............. '" ................. 
ARLINGTON ..................... • ... •• .. • 
ORO CITy .................. •••••••••••• • 
ENTRy ................... • .............. 
ING CITy ................ ••••••••••• .... 
CFALL ................... • ..... ••••••••• 
TANBERRy ............................... 
THENS TOWNSHIP ......................... 
OGLE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OOPER TOWNSHIP ......................... 

OWARD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
UGGINS TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ILLER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ILSON TOWNSHIP ....... , ......... " ...... 

GREENE COUNTY •••••••••• • •••••••••••• 

SH GROVE ............................... 
ATTLEFIELD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ROOKL r NE e .. ~ '" ~ • '" .. '" " t .. , ~ " 0 eo .... e $ ~ • II ! • ~ " " ~ 
AIR GROVE ..................... •••••••• • 
EPUBL Ie. " "" ~" ~, • ~ ~ i • Q ~ • $ Q ~ " ~ " ", .. " ~ - c ~ ;" 

PRINGFIELD ................... , ......... 
TRAFFORD .......................... • .... 
ALNUT GROVE ......................... • •• 
ILLARD ............................ • .... 

GRUNDY COUNTy .................... • .. 

BR 
GA 
LA 
SP 
Tl 
TR 
FR 
HA 
JA 
JE 

IMSON •••••••••••••••••••••••• • ........ 
LT ... " ~ 8 ~., .... ~ ....... t""'" II ••• _. Ge" 8· 

REDO ............................... • .. 
I CKARDSV I LLE .......................... 
NDALL .................... • ••• ••• .. •• .. 
ENTON ................................. 
ANKLlN TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
RRISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
FFERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 

Ll 
Ll 
MA 
MA 
MY 
TA 
TR 
WA 
WI 

BERTY TOWNSHiP ........................ 
NCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
DISON TOWNSHIP"". ,. 0 6" e' ~. I ~. _0' 5'.' 
RION TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ERS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
YLOR TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ENTON TOWNSH I P " • 1:1 • 0 • ~ , • " A " 0 ~ 9 ~ ... , & • ~ ~ • 

SHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 
LSON TOWNSHIP ......... , ............... 

HARRISON COUNTY" ~ ... " .. ~ ~ ~ G",. ... " ~ 6 ~. ~ ~ 

THANY ••••• , _ .......................... BE 
8L 
CA 
EA 
GI 
MAR 
MO 
NEW 
RID 
ADA 

YTHEDALE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
INSVILLE ....................... • ••• • •• 
GLEVILLE ......................... ••• •• 
LMAN CITY .................... ••• ... ••• 

TlNSVILLE ............................ 
UNT MORIAH ......................... • •• 

BET 
BUT 
CLA 
COL 
CYP 
DAL 
FOX 
GRA 
HAM 
JEF 

L'IN 
MAD 
MAR 

HAMPTON .......................... • •• 
GEWAY ~ * 8""" ~ ~ &" ..... " .. "" " ...... ~ .. " • ~ ...... 0 .. e 

MS TOWNSHIP ..................... • .... 

HANY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LER TOWNSHiP ......... , ............... 
Y TOWNSH I P .... G •• \I ... 9 •• ~ c ~ a • ~ \I .... Q •• 9 •• 

FAX TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 
RESS TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LAS TOWNSHIP ......................... 

CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
NT TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ILTON TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
FERSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 

COLN TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
ISON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ION TOWNSHIP ......................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF.TABLE. 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

8 161 8 060 1.3 2 757 2 218 

1 733 1 804 -3.9 3 425 2 887 

169 164 3.0 2 540 1 506 

45 42 7.1 2 628 1 614 

139 H3 -2.8 2 658 1 106 

1 145 1 023 11.9 2 720 2 306 

207 203 2.0 2 309 1 549 

1 411 1 479 .4.6 2 662 2 286 

2 352 2 ~05 .2.2 3 099 2 606 

388 384 1.0 2 658 1 326 

2 199 2 240 -1.8 2 602 2 200 

199 193 3.1 2 658 1 163 

225 217 3.7 2 658 2 065 

1, 680 1 538 9.2 2 691 2 209 

804 781 2.9 2 454 2 067 

314 302 q.o 2 658 1 379 

165 600 152 929 8.3 3 386 2 781 

1 003 9J4 7.4 2 177 1 802 

3J5 307 9.1 3 066 2 486 

270 247 9.3 3 066 1 834 

481 431 11.6 3 066 2 532 

2 682 2 411 11.2 3 721 3 117 

128 310 120 096 6.8 3472 2 851 

547 491 11.4 3 066 1 829 

458 442 3.6 3 066 2 495 

1 514 1 018 48.7 3 214 2 559 

11 568 11 819 -2.1 3 030 2 450 

102 103 -1.0 2 988 1 668. 

252 261 -3.4 2 133 1 661 

397 383 3.7 2 687 2 428 

372 408 .8.8 2 856 2 437 

92 92 (Z) 2 988 2 229 

6 560 6 731 -2.5 3 180 2 619 

581 620 -6,3 2 856 2 357 

176 177 .. 0 ~ 6 2 988 2 187 

186 190 -2.1 2 988 3 307 

423 428 -1.2 2 988 1 279 

513 525 -2.3 2 133 1 H6 

473 477 -0.8 2 988 2 549 

417 422 -1.2 2 988 2 849 

444 q48 -0.9 2 988 1 980 

241 244 -1.2 2 988 1 706 

219 222 -1.4 2 988 2 311 

7 128 7 309 -2.5 3 156 2 603 
119 121 -1.7 2 988 2 598 

648 636 1.9 2 e,87 2 227 

10 079 10 257 -1.7 2 MO 2 091 

2 823 2 914 -3.1 2 947 2 527 

203 213 -4.7 2 858 2 563 

435 454 -4.2 2 818 2 173 

381 388 -1.8 2 734 2 499 

'125 376 13.0 2 213 1 703 

40 39 2.6 2 5qq 2 242 

154 165 -6.7 2 544 1 660 

307 327 ..,6.1 2 385 1 933 

42J 469 -9.8 2 175 1 589 

28) 281 (l) 2 544 1 758 

3 206 J 300 -2.8 2 939 2 472 

213 213 (2) 2 5Q,! 1 5'\9 

208 208 (Z) 2 544 1 697 

557 566 -1.6 2 858 2 320 

213 213 (Z) 2 544 1 946 

256 255 0.4 2 544 1 623 
197 197 (2 ) 2 5'14 1 362 

535 567 -5.6 1 810 1 473 

214 21'1 (Z) 2 5~~ 1 987 

264 262 0.8 2 5~4 2 965 

188 187 0.5 2 544 1 810 

721 740 -2.6 2 818 2 275 

523 540 -3.l 3 046 2 436 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

24.3 

18.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.0 
(NA) 
16.4 
18.9 
(NA) 
18.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.8 
18.7 
INA) 

21.8 

20.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
19.4 
21.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
25.6 

23.1 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.4 
21.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.2 
(NA) 
20.7 

26.3 

16.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

18.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
23.9 
25.0 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS -Continued 

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

IESTIMATE) I CENSUS) CHANGE I ESTIMATE) {CENSUS} --
SHERMAN ToWNSHIP ................ " •••• ',,, • 233 233 IZ} S4Q 918 

SUGAR CREEK TOWNSHIP ................. •• " 659 641 2,8 224 519 

TRAIL CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 341 350 -2.6 544 675 

UNION TOWNSHIP .......... " ....... •••••• • 478 480 ... 0 0 4 544 509 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ............... , •• • •• 185 183 1.1 5~4 644 

WHITE OAK TOWNSHIP ...................... 608 627 -3,0 385 931 

HENRY COUNTy ........................ 19 50) 18 451 5.7 3 089 4'13 

BLAIRSTOWN ................. • ..... •••••• • 
18

'
, 161 14.3 985 1 852 

CALHOUN ................................. 341 360 -5.3 010 2 406 

CLINTON .................. ••• ............ 939 50 1+ 5 ~8 395 2 731 

DEEPWATER •••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 623 565 10.3 473 1 830 

MONTROSE ................................ 539 531 1.5 271 2 807 

UR I CH e •• • ~ " 11 " • 0 ~." ~ ~ ••• 9 & _ ~ • ~. ~ s • ~ gil, .... 
4'17 43) 3.2 785 2 359 

WINDSOR .................... •••••••••••• • 
880 734 5.3 2 758 2 160 

BEAR CREEI( TOWNSHIP ..................... 279 263 6.1 3 176 2 118 

8ETHLEHEM TOWNSHiP ................... • •• q19 394 6.3 3 176 3 377 

RIG CREEK T OWNSH I P .... e D I> , .. , ~ • " ...... I> • " It .. I> 
29~ 277 6.1 3 )76 1 995 

BOGARD TOWNSHIP .................. • ... •• • 580 534 8.6 1 985 1 510 

CLINTON TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 161 710 5.8 3 398 2 711 

DAVIS TOWNSHIP ................... • .. •• •• 355 333 6.6 3 176 3 22~ 

DEEPWATER TOWNSHIP ...................... 896 867 3.3 3 075 2 333 

DEER CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 356 335 6.3 ;J 176 2 384 

FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP .................. ••• •• 922 847 8.9 2 527 1 960 

FIELDS CREEK TOWNSHIP ................ • •• q47 423 5.7 3 176 2 719 

HONEY CREEK TOWNSH!P .................... 219 206 6.3 3 176 3 104 

LEESVILLE TOWNSHiP ...................... 642 600 7.0 2 638 2 035 

OSAGE TOWNSHiP ................... ••••• •• 375 356 5.3 3 176 1 440 

SHAWNEE TOWNSHIP ........................ 324 305 6.2 3 176 488 

SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• • •• 226 212 6.6 3 176 2 312 

TEBO TOWNSHIP .......................... • 626 629 ~0.5 3 011 2 338 

WALKER TOWNSHIP .................... ••• .. 304 286 6.3 ;; 176 770 

WHITE OAK TOWNSHIP ...................... 753 721 4.4 '(85 176 

WINDSOR TOWNSHIP ........................ 3 324 153 5.4 76) 1'70 

HICKORY COUNTy ............... • ... • .. 5 414 4 481 20.8 554 2 029 

CROSS TIMBERS .................... ••••• •• 248 204 21.6 2 685 995 

HERMITAGE .......................... • ... • 326 284 14,8 2 685 311 

PRESTON ................................. 148 132 12.1 2 685 385 

WEAUBLEAU ............................... 404 343 17.8 2 685 972 

WHEATLAND ................ • .............. 379 317 19.6 2 685 714 

HOLT COUNTy .................. ••• •••• 6 930 654 4.1 437 2 764 

BIGELOW ................ •••• .. • .. •••••••• 
88 84 4.8 3 425 3 085 

CORNING ................. ••• ............. 141 134 5.2 3 426 2 332 

CRAIG ........................ ••••• •••••• 368 369 -0.3 3 426 1 969 

FOREST CITy .......................... ••• qOO 365 9.6 3 426 2 825 

FORTESCUE ............................... 64 63 1.6 3 425 1 651 

MAITLAND ......................... •••••• • 325 319 1.9 3 426 2 924 

MOUND CITY ............................ •• 215 202 1.1 3 293 2 680 

OREGON .................................. 817 789 3.5 3 093 2 522 

HOWARD COUNTy ................ • ... •• • 10 849 10 561 2.7 703 190 

ARMSTRONG ............................... 356 354 0.6 2 691 2 198 

FAyETTE ................................. 404 520 -3.3 2 751 2 323 

FRANKLIN ................................ 252 252 12 ) 2 691 1 460 

GLASGOW (PARTl .......................... , 320 281 3.0 2 427 2 106 

NEW FRANKLIN ....................... ••• •• 154 122 2.9 3 153 2 653 

HOWELL COUNTy .................. ••• •• 25 835 23 521 9.8 512 090 

BRANDSVI LLE •••••••••• " •••••• , ••••••• " • 155 145 6.9 2 510 1 837 

MOUNTAIN VIEW ...................... ••• •• 1 344 320 1.8 2 796 2 165 

WEST PLAINS ............................. 6 910 893 0.2 2 995 2 415 

WILLOW SPRINGS .......................... 2 075 0'15 1.5 2 914 2 362 

IRON COUNTy ...................... • •• 10 219 529 7.2 2 461 021 

ANNAPOLIS.' .............................. 335 330 1.5 2 479 1 485 

ARCADIA ................................. 623 627 -0.6 2 610 2 134 

DES ARC ...................... ••••••••••• 209 222 -5.9 2 479 2 223 

IRONTON .......................... • ..... • 515 452 4.3 3 008 2 590 

PILOT KNOB ....................... ••••••• 576 582 -1.0 2 339 1 912 

VIBURUM .......................... •••••• • 533 520 2.5 3 312 2 708 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

MO. 9 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
46.4 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
23.5 

26.4 

(NA) 
(NA) 
24.3 
35.1 
16.5 
INA) 
27.7 
INA} 
INA) 
INA) 

31.5 
25.3 
(NA) 
31.8 
INA) 
28.9 
INA) 
(NA) 
29,,6 
INA} 

rNA) 
INA) 
28.8 
{NA} 
28.0 
27.2 

25.9 

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

24.3 

INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.9 
22.6 

23.4 

(NA) 
18.4 
INA) 
15.2 
18.8 

20.2 

(NA) 
29.1 
24.0 
23.4 

21.8 

(NA) 
22.3 
(NA) 
16.1 
22.3 
22.3 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS--Continued f 

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

JACKSON COUNTy ...................... 649 132 65~ 178 -0.8 ~ 052 339 21.4 

BLUE SPRINGS ..................... ,. -, ... 11 ~97 779 69.6 4 108 3 481 18,0 

BUCKNER .. g I ...... """ _ • It t • I ......... " $ ... ~ ...... G 1 922 695 13.4 3 755 2 987 25.7 

GRAIN VALLEY a ~ e •• 0 ....... & ......... eo ••• o· 734 709 3.5 3 293 2 688 22.5 

GRANDVIEW ............................... 21 749 17 456 24.6 4 135 3 314 24.8 

GREENWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 935 925 1.1 3 527 2 879 22.5 

INDEPENDENCE ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ., •• 114 272 111 630 2.4 4 170 3 386 23.2 

KANSAS CITY (PART) ...................... 418 570 440 531 -5.0 3 970 3 297 20.4 

LAKE LOTAWANA .................... • ...... 1 866 1 786 4.5 5 897 4 954 19.0 

LAKE TAPAWINGO .......................... 895 867 3.2 5 929 4 839 22.5 

LEES SUMMIT .............. • ........... ••• 18 735 16 230 15.4 4 113 3 648 12.7 

LEVASy .................................. 276 283 -2.5 3 789 3 628 (NA) 

LONE JACK .. t ~ .. " "" • ~ II 8" .. II ,II .... II II " .... " II ... " ....... 
204 199 2.5 3 789 2 072 (NA) 

OAK GROVE ............................... 2 840 2 025 40.2 3 259 2 710 20.3 

RAyTOWN .............................. ••• 33 539 33 306 0.7 4 852 3 792 28.0 

SIBLEy ......................... ••••• .... 289 279 3.6 3 789 2 866 (NA) 

SUGAR CREEK ............................. 4 735 755 ... 0 4 4 3 707 2 970 24.8 

TARSNEy LAKES ........................ • •• 413 401 3.0 3 789 2 263 (NA) 

UNrTY, ......... O~ •• 8 •••••••••••• a .... t'.&e 249 242 2.9 3 789 4 230 (NA) 

JASPER COUNTy ....................... 82 547 19 852 3.4 3 067 2 561 19.8 

AIRPORT DRIVE ........................... 319 300 6.3 2 791 3 785 (NA) 

ALBA ................................. · .. • 369 365 1.1 2 791 2 150 (NA) 

ASBURy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 215 201 7.0 2 791 3 942 (NA) 

AV!LLE .................................. 124 119 4.2 2 791 1 495 (NA) 

BROOKLYN HEIGHTS ........................ D6 128 6.3 2 791 2 030 (NA) 

CARL JUNCTION" •• , $ O. II. ~. D,' ~. Q 0 0 ~ •• ,I & e 1 783 1 661 7.3 2 650 2 459 7.8 

CARTERVILLE ............................. 1 '754 1 716 2.2 2 332 2 009 16.1 

CARTHAGE ................................ 11 023 11 035 .. 0.1 3 148 2 540 23.9 

CARYTOWN ............................. • •• 126 119 5.9 2 791 2 874 (NA) 

DUENWEG .............................. • •• 702 656 7.0 2 622 2 213 18.5 

DUQUESNE ................................ 766 138 3.8 3 007 2 537 18.5 

FIDELITy ................................ 206 191 7.9 2 791 3 021 (NA) 

IRON GATES .................... ; ...... ••• 389 367 6.0 2 791 2 604 (NA) 

JASPER .................................. 814 796 2.3 2 854 2 408 18.5 

JOPLIN (PART) ........................... 38 201 37 OqO 3.1 3 291 2 758 19.3 

LARUSSELL ............................... 101 97 ~.1 2 791 1 885 (NA) 

NECK CITy ................ • ....... • ... ••• 120 llq 5.3 2 791 2 303 (NA) 

OAKLAND PARK .. " ... 0"""."""""" S .... &, ~ .... ~""" 165 156 5.8 2 791 2 103 (NA) 

ORONOGO •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • .... 518 q92 5.3 2 791 1 762 (NA) 

PURCELL ................................. 337 325 3.7 2 791 1 483 (NA) 

REEDS ................................... 129 122 5.7 2 791 1 309 (NA) 

SARCOX IE e ...... ft .. s ..... "" .... 0 II .... ~ ~ ~ ~ e .. ~ 0 ~ ... ~ ~ .. 
2qq 175 5.9 J 007 2 q25 24.0 

WACO ............ q " ............ & ...... ~ ........ ~ " .... eo"" t ~'" ~ 112 108 3.'7 2 791 q OOB (NA) 

WEBB CITy ........... , •••• , ............. • 63q 923 -Q.2 2 935 2 q37 20.Q 

JEFFERSON COUNTY • ~ ~ & .. 0 • ~ $ ~ 9 ~ .. ~ ~ o •• I> .. 118 257 105 2q8 12.4 288 723 20.7 

ARNOLD, .............................. ' •• 20 lq2 17 381 15.9 3 515 2 9qi 19.5 

CEDAR HILL LAKES 9 ~ ..... $ 0 ~ ... e c ~ .. ~ ~ • e _. ~. D ~ 199 177 12.Q 3 238 2 723 (NA) 

CRYSTAL CITy ................... ••• ... ••• 3 699 898 .,.5 ~ 1 3 501 2 929 19.5 

DE SOTO .............................. • •• 5 888 9Sq -1.6 3 231 2 568 25.8 

FESTUS ......................... , ..... • •• 7 078 530 -6.0 3 327 2 837 17.3 

HERCULANEUM ...................... , ...... 2 769 439 13.5 3 379 2 791 21.1 

HILLSB0f10 ................... , •••• , ...... 900 831 8.3 3 162 2 616 20.9 

KIMMSWICK ............................ , •• 290 268 8.2 3 239 1 760 (NA) 

OLyMPIAN ................................ 453 399 13.5 3 239 2 6'58 (NA) 

PARKDALE ................................ 949 836 13.5 3 031 2 507 20.9 

PEVELy ........................... • ... ••• 571 517 10.4 076 545 20.9 

JOHNSON COUNTY ....... , .............. 35 227 3q 172 3.1 952 388 23.6 

CENTERV lEW .............................. 218 234 -6.8 2 883 2 062 (NA) 

CHILHOWEE ...................... " ....... 296 297 -0.3 2 883 2 109 (NA) 

HOLDEN .......................... , ....... 110 089 1.0 3 300 2 732 20.8 

KINGSVILLE., ................. , .......... 268 284 .5.6 2 883 1 938 (NA) 

KNOB NOSTER ••••••••••••••••• " •••••••••• 2 278 26~ 0.6 2 852 2 326 22.6 

LA TOUR" Ii fO , ~ Q •• 0 •• e , • ~ ~ • , ~ ~ • ~ • , •••• ~. 9 • 0 
82 83 -1.2 2 882 1 465 (NA) 

LEETON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• q25 q25 (Z) 2 883 2 283 (NA) 

WARRENSBURG ............................. 12 716 13 125 -3.1 3 OQ3 2 561 18.8 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

t' 
'I 
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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 

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

KNOX COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 736 692 0.8 699 176 

BARING .................................. 202 206 -1.9 629 1 986 

EDINA .............................. ••• .. 582 574 0.5 253 2 594 

HURDLAND ................................ 220 225 ~2.2 2 629 1 901 

KNOX CITy .................... ••••••••••• 279 284 ~1.8 629 1 967 

NEWARK .................................. 120 114 5.3 629 2 169 

NOVELTy •••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 139 156 ~10 .9 629 1 187 

LACLEDE COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••• 21 329 19 944 6.9 670 245 

CONWAy ............................. ,,· .. 554 547 1.3 2 023 704 

LEBANON •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• • 8 307 616 -3.6 3 230 604 

PHILLIPSBURG ......................... • .. 194 173 12.1 2 666 338 

RICHLAND (PARTl ...................... • .. 43 42 2.4 2 666 (S) 

STOUTLAND (PART) ......................... 38 37 2.7 2 665 466 

LAFAYETTE COUNTY .... i ...... a , • & •• G .' ., 28 57l 26 626 7.3 3 319 2 709 

ALMA .......... II, ......... ~ '" •• " ... gil. ~ .. " .... " , • 
407 380 7.1 3 277 2 059 

AULLVILLE ........................ • ... ••• 113 108 4.6 3 277 1 892 

BATES CITy .............................. 273 229 19.2 3 277 1 899 

CONCORDIA •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• • 926 854 3.9 3 560 2 791 

CORDER ...... ; ........................... 513 476 7.8 3 277 2 402 

DOVER ............. , ............................... ;. ~ i' 131 133 -1.5 3 277 2 831 

EMMA (PART) •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• • • 78 15 4.0 3 277 1 616 

HIGGINSVILLE ......................... • •• 4 318 4 318 (Z) 3 451 2 822 

LEXINGTON ............................... 5 426 5 388 0.7 3 211 2 723 

MAyVIEW .... , ..... 1> ............................. -
J66 330 10.9 3 277 2 151 

NAPOLEON .................... " ................. " ................. 269 263 2.3 J 277 1 988 

ODESSA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 3 362 839 18.4 3 082 2 603 

WAVERLy .... " '" .......... " ....... p ....... , ................. 
890 821 "1.6 3 036 2 511 

WELLINGTON ..................... ••• ... • .. 769 120 6.8 3 566 2 950 

LAWRENCE COUNTy ..................... 26 805 24 585 9.0 810 2 360 

AURORA ................................. • 6 155 359 14.9 2 904 424 

FREISTATT ............................... 125 115 8.7 2 860 068 

HALLTOWN ....................... •••••• ... 113 106 6.6 2 860 102 

HOBER~ ... e D .................. 1> ....... to ~ ... i" to ~ ... ~ @ ~ .. 
68 64 6.3 2 860 985 

MARIONVILLE ............................. 474 496 ~1.5 2 456 2 071 

,"1ILLER ... ""." ............................... , ............ , " 116 676 5.9 2 H2 2 261 

MONETT (PART) ........................... 1 892 1 112. 10.5 J 931 3 132 

MOUNT VERNON ............ " t ........ " .... , ............ • 2 721 2 600 4.7 3 115 2 694 

PIERCE CITy •• , ............. , .... " ........... ,.· ...... 1 232 1 097 12.3 2 952 2 385 

STOTTS CITY •• " 'II ... " ........ " ... " .......... "., •• t 
232 203 14.3 2 860 1 764 

VERONA,.,. ,.,.. ,. • III ~ a I • ,. •• III ,II. , ,. • ,. •••• ,. •••• ,.., 564 515 9.5 239 846 

LEWIS COUNTy •••• ,. ..... ,. •• " ••••• ,.. III'"'' 10 597 10 993 .. 3$6 100 397 

CANTON,. III ,.. 'II" .,. ,. ,.,.. ,.,. ,..,. •• ,. ,. ,. • ,. ••• ,. • ,.,. •• I 390 680 ~10. 8 3 065 2 412 

EWING .... ,." .. ,.",.",.,.,.,..,. .... III.,.,..,.,..,.,..,. III III,,. 326 330 ·1.2 3 133 2 229 

LA BELLE •• ,. ,. III ,. ••• ,. .,. ,. •• ,. ,. ,. .. III ,. II ,. ,. ,. .,. ,.,. 0 ~ • 796 M8 -6.1 2 851 2 194 

LA GRANGE ............................ • .. 266 237 2.3 2 512 2 099 

LEWISTOWN ........................ • ... • .. 581 615 -5.5 2 545 1 958 

MONTICELLO ....................... ••• .... 150 151 -4.5 3 133 2 804 

LINCOLN COUNTY ...................... 19 828 18 041 9.9 949 371 

ELSBERRy .. ,..,. ••• ,.,.,..,. •• _, .. ,. ...... ,.,.,.,.,. III III.' 189 398 ~14. 9 2 649 2 195 

FOLEy ................................ • .. 235 22'1 4.9 912 2 831 

HAWK POINT.,. ,II.,..,.,.,.,. •••• ,. .. ,.,. •• ,..,.,.,.,.,..' 380 35'1 7.3 2 912 1 945 

MOSCOW MILLS ••• ,. •••••••••• ,. ••••• ,- •••••• 428 399 1.3 2 912 1 685 

OLD MONROE.,..,.,..,. •• ,. .,. •• ,.,. ... ,. ••• ,. •• ,.,.,.,.,. 359 330 8.8 2 912 2 829 

SILEX.,.,.,. 1>, •• """ t.,.,..,.." ••• ,. •••• ,.,. •• ' I" 313 306 2.3 2 912 1 609 

TROy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• .' 496 538 -1.7 3 200 2 181 

WHITESIDE ............................... 134 125 7.2 2 912 1 506 

WINFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 713 620 15.0 1 872 1 530 

LINN COUNTy ......................... 15 376 15 125 1.7 022 401 

BROOKFIELD .............................. 5 476 491 -0.3 3 223 2 619 

BROWNING (PART) ......................... 325 320 1.6 2 610 1 525 

BUCKLIN ........................... II ..................... ••••• 662 65" 1.2 2 801 2 195 

LACLEDE .......................... •• " ••• q48 430 4.2 2 400 1 666 

LINNEUS ................................. 390 400 -2.5 2 335 1 571 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

MO. Ii 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

24.0 

(NA) 
25.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

18.9 

18.7 
24.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.3 
20.1 
(NA) 

(NA) 
18.4 
20.9 
20.9 

21.6 

19.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
18.2 
21.3 
25.5 
15.6 
23.8 
(NA) 

21.3 

29.3 

21.1 
(NA) 
29.9 
19.7 
30.0 
(NA) 

24.1 

20.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
15.1 
(NA) 
22.4 

25.9 

23.1 
(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS~l1til'ii.led 

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

AREA 

MARCELINE ............................ • •• 
MEADVILLE ............................... 
PURD IN •• ~ ••• D' e 6 • II 0 It •• 0 01 ••• ~ .... II G •• 0 , 0 •• 

BAKER TOWNSHIP .......................... 
BENTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 
8ROOKFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... 
BUCKLIN TOWNSHIP ....................... , 
CLAY TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 
ENTERPRISE TOWNSHIP •• " •• It ••••• ". ~ •••• f $. 

J 
J 
L 
M 
N 
P 
Y 

C 
C 
L 
M 
W 
8 
C 
C 
F 
G 

RANTSVILLE TOWNSHIP •• a4e ••••• oti •• ".,&. 

ACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
EFFERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 
OCUST CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 
ARCELINE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ORTH SALEM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
ARSON CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 
ELL OW CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 

LIVINGSTON COUNTY ................... 

HILLICOTHE .......................... • •• 
HULA ~ '"" iii " "" • \I • , " '" •• ~ \I • \I " • , 8 " \I , • " • e~' ~ • , • 

UDLOW ................................. • 
OORESVILLE .......................... • •• 
HEELING, •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• ••• •• 
LUE MOUND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HILLlCOTHE TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••• 
REAM RIDGE TOWNSHIP .................... 
AIRVIEW TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
RAND RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 

REEN TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 
ACKSON TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 
EDICINE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ONROE TOWNSHIP .................... ••• .. 
OORESVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 
ICH HILL TOWNSHIP ....... ; ••• " ......... 
AMPSELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 

G 
J 
M 
I~ 
M 
R 
S 
W HEELlNG TOWNSHIP ............. ; ......... 

MCDONALD COUNTy ................ ••• .. 

NDERSON ........................... ••• •• A 
GO 
L 
N 
p 

COMAN ~ D • 1/" " ~ , •• " D ~ .. It • e ~ ... " "" e • 1/ •• t .. g • , 

ANAGAN ... " .... 1/ .. $ , 11"" .. " .. f .......... $ " " •• ".6". ~ .. ~ 

OEL ..................... ••••••••••• .. •• 
INEVILLE .......................... ••••• 

SO 
SP 

AT 
BE 
CA 
EL 
ET 
LA 
MA 
NE 
SO 

CO 
FR 
JU 
MA 

BE 
VI 

HA 
MO 
PA 

UTH wEST CITY $" ~ ••• ,,, .. , ~. 0;" 1/' ~ ~ o. ~ ~ ~ ~ 
RING VALLEy ...................... ••• •• 

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

LANTA ............................... ,. 
VIER ~ 8 " 11 Q • ~ ~ 6 ti • ~ ~ Q ~ $ 0 G & ~ ... ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ; ti t & ~ ~ 

LLAO •••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •• ••• •• 
MER G ~ .... ~ ~ \I ~ & ~ ,. e ............ 8 .. ~ .. , e .... * ..... , e ~ \I 

HEL \I " ~ " .... ~ p ~ e ~ e • , • ~ II .. _ ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 .. ~ " ~ • ~ ~ " ~ & & 

PLATA ................................ 
CON .. 3 .. .. Q .. ~ 6 e 1/ .. /It .. 1/ ...... ~ .... ~ \I ~ " .. a $ " ~ @ .. B ~ ~ .. 

IV CAM8R I A ........ " ......... II .. " " ~ .. ~ .. " ...... G " ..... " .. 

UTH GIFFORD .. , ~ .. , ~ f e ...... e e .. & ~"(I." ~,9 \I g g ~ 

MADISON COUNTY ................... • •• 

8AL T CITY ~ .. e ~ \I B f ,. ~ • " ij ~ @ ~ 1/ • ~ .. II • "" $. ~" , • 

EDERICKTOWN ........................... 
NCTrON ClTy .................... ••••••• 
RQUAND ................................ 

MARIES COUNTy •••••••••• , ••••••• ••• •• 

LLE (PARTl ....................... ••• .. 
ENNA ... 0 , ~ ~ II ~ 0 ~ e ~ • 0 e , e • 0 •• ~ • G ~ • Q 0 D. 0 9 0 • 

MARION COUNTy ....................... 

NNIBAL (PART) •••••••••••••• , .......... 
NROE CITY (PARn ...................... 
LMYRA •••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

2 632 2 622 0.4 3 133 2 499 
'+34 409 6.1 2 HI 2 139 
225 236 -4.7 2 610 2 669 

308 294 4.8 3 04/f 1 992 

767 764 0.4 2 610 2 097 
6 138 6 122 0.3 :3 250 2 639 
1 004 980 2.4 2 814 2 221 

383 365 4.9 :3 044 3 035 
181 172 5.2 3 044 1 332 
264 251 5.2 3 0'14 1 892 

350 334 4.8 3 044 2 155 
904 864 4.6 2 400 1 906 
707 703 0.6 2 335 1 782 

2 961 2 937 0.8 3 140 2 552 

258 245 5.3 3 044 1 337 
828 785 5.5 2 HI 2 167 
32'1 309 4.9 3 0'14 2 875 

16 172 15 368 5.2 3 265 2 680 

9 81'1 9 519 3.1 3 401 2 988 

242 244 -0.8 2 591 1 463 
167 175 -4.6 3 111 2 425 
137 131 4.6 3 111 2 111 
2M 268 6.0 3 111 4 302 
474 431 10.0 3 111 2 364 

10 519 10 159 3.5 3 384 2 971 
707 667 6.0 2 591 2 152 
468 426 9.9 3 111 1 552 
377 34q 9.6 3 111 1 533 

388 353 9.9 3 111 1 959 
518 472 9.7 3 III 1 084 

204 185 10.3 3 111 2 525 

424 '109 3.7 3 111 2 052 
442 408 8.3 3 111 1 909 
88'1 809 9.3 3 095 2 688 
286 261 9.6 3 111 1 789 
479 444 7.9 3 III 3 568 

14 153 12 357 14.5 2 382 2 026 

1 008 1 065 -5.4 2 954 2 512 
616 565 9.0 3 737 ) 190 
418 37'1 11.8 2 379 1 680 

1 112 924 20.3 2 057 1 756 
498 444 12.2 2 379 1 867 
511 453 12.8 2 379 2 118 

6.9 60 15.0 2 379 2 175 

15 '1M 15 432 0.2 3 090 2 481 

352 377 -6.6 3 058 2 035 
791 806 -1.9 2 559 2 081 

3~7 373 -7.0 3 058 1 675 
182 193 -5.7 3 058 1 885 
164 162 1.2 3 058 2 465 

I 319 1 377 .. tL,2 3 158 2 411 
5 :310 5 301 O~ 2 3 049 2 626 

240 260 .7.7 3 058 2 346 

63 64 -1.6 3 058 2 OpO 

9 167 B 641 6,1 2 685 2 132 

260 238 9~2 2 609 1 300 

3 683 3 799 -3.l 3 009 2 437 

180 166 8.4 2 609 2 105 
417 ~OO 4.2 2 610 1 128 

7 213 6 851 5.3 2 q7~ 2 052 

1 062 1 042 1.9 2 725 2 532 
541 505 7.1 3 083 2 566 

28 183 28 121 0.2 3 171 2 596 

17 899 18 406 "'2.8 3 084 2 555 

3'10 337 0 .. 9 3 366 3 218 

3 151 3 188 -1.2 3 376 2 601 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

25.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
24.5 
23.2 
26.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
25.9 
31.0 
23.0 
(NA) 
26.5 
(NA) 

21.8 

13.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
13.9 
20.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
15.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

17.6 

17.6 
17.1 
(NA) 
17.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

24.5 

(NAl 
23.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
31.0 
16.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

25.9 

(NA) 
23.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.6 

7.6 
20.1 

22.1 

20.7 
(NA) 
29.8 



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 

MERCER COUNTY ....................... 

MERCER ••• " •• to" 1>" .............. <1' ...... t .. 5" 1' ..... " .. 

PRINCETON. $" ft" t •• ' 8 G .. I 0"'.' R., 1\0,. t".' 0' 
SOUTH LINEVILLE ................ ;· ........ 
H ARRISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
LINDLEY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
M 
M 
M 
M 
R 

S 
W 

B 
B 
E 
I 
L 
L 
L 
L 
o 
S 

T 

ADISON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ARION TOWNSHIP .................... , •••• 
EDICINE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ORGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AVANNA TOWNSHIP ........................ 

OMERSET TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 

MILLER COUNTy ...................... • 

AGNELL .......................... f ...... " .......... f ........ 

RUMLEY .... 0 ...... " ................... II" ~ U ............... " .... e 

LDON ................... e I' ~ ... , .. , •. g .. " t ........ Q.'" o. 
BERIA ••••••••••••••• , ....... '., ••••••••• 
AKELAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
AKE OZARK (PART) •••••••••••• " •• , ••• • •• 
AKESIDE ............................. ••• 
AKEVIEW ......................... ••• .... 
LEAN •• ," ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• w 

T ELIZABETH ............................. 

USCUMBIA •••• I ••••••• I •••••••••••••• t'" 

MISSISSIPPI COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• 

NNISTON ................................ 
ERTRAND ••••• , ••• f •••••••••••• t •••••• , •• 

A 
B 
C 
E 
W 
W 

HARLESTON ....................... ••••• •• 
AST PRAIRIE ............................ 
ILSON CITy ................ • ....... ••••• 
yAH .................... • ......... • ... • 

MONlTEAU COUNTy ..................... 

ALlFORNIA .............................. C 
CL 
JA 
LU 
T 

ARK5BURG .............................. 
MESTOWN. 1>, ••••• 1> •••••• , •••• , •• , •••• 1>.' 
PUS •• ,,"1>11" I •• ' ......... f ....... t f.- t" 

IPTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 

HO 
MA 
MO 
PA 
5T 

BE 
HI 
JO 
MC 
MI 
MO 
NE 
RH 
WE 

MONROE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LLlDAY ......................... ••••••• 
DISON ••• ,. I ••• t •• ' ........... t ......... , 

NROE CITY {PART) ... , .................... I> 

RIS ............................ ••••••• 
OUT5VILLE ............................. 

MONTGOMERY COUNTy ................... 

LLFLOWER ........................... • •• 
GH HILL .......................... ••••• 
NESBURG ............................... 
KITTRICK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
DDLETOWN ....................... ••••• •• 
NTGOMERY CITy ........... ; ............. 
W FLORENCE ............................ 
INELAND ............................... 
LLSVILLE .............................. 

MORGAN COUNTy ....................... 

SA 
ST 
Sy 
VE 

RNETT .................. ••• ..... ••••• ., 
OVER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RACUSE .. • ........................... • .. 
RSAILLES .............................. 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

q 751 

316 
1 265 

52 
305 
335 
316 
808 
302 

1 705 
348 

274 
359 

16 808 

65 
100 

3 917 
814 

69 
488 
139 

42 
165 
323 

273 

16 712 

522 
589 

4 878 
3 274 

297 
573 

10 998 

2 980 
321 
228 

70 
1 826 

9 490 

159 
504 

2 023 
1 467 

62 

10 965 

363 
180 
464 

98 
235 

2 067 
649 
176 

1 506 

11 502 

189 
967 
224 

2 249 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

4 910 ~3.2 2 902 2 277 

364 -13.2 2 4M 2 587 
1 328 -4.7 2 956 2 355 

52 (Z) 2 46 11 2 199 
309 ~l'.3 3 067 2 033 
341 -1.8 3 067 3 244 
321 -1.6 3 067 2 062 
863 -6.Q 2 4M 1 890 
306 ~1.3 3 067 3 026 

1 774 -3.9 2 894 2 128 
354 -1.7 3 067 2 594 

279 -1.8 3 067 2 587 
363 -1.1 3 067 2 172 

15 026 11.9 2 765 2 295 

60 8.3 2 928 2 797 
87 14.9 2 928 3 379 

3 520 11.3 ;I 361 2 750 
7ql 9.9 3 638 2 878 

62 11.3 2 928 (5) 

Q09 19.3 2 928 4 577 
124 12,1 2 928 3 926 
35 20.0 2 928 (S) 

151 9.3 2 928 2 174 
287 12.5 2 928 1 779 

256 6.6 2 928 2 822 

16 647 0.4 2 177 1 734 

515 1.4 1 588 1 280 
604 -2.5 1 933 1 558 

5 131 -4.9 2 302 1 913 
3 275 (Z) 2 292 1 982 

295 0.7 2 161 1 039 
562 2.0 2 523 2 034 

10 742 2.4 2 681 2 201 

3 105 ·4.0 3 123 2 584 
343 -6.4 2 661 1 497 
243 -6.2 2 661 1 724 

68 2.9 2 660 2 473 
1 914 -4.6 2 950 2 343 

9 542 -0.5 2 7J3 2 155 

167 -4.8 2 712 2 030 
540 -6.7 2 425 1 922 

2 119 -4.5 2 681 2 302 
1 442 1.7 3 J66 2 708 

61 1.6 2 712 784 

11 000 -0.3 2 996 2 443 

360 0.8 2 985 1 996 
192 -6.3 2 985 2 929 
479 -3.1 2 985 2 555 
101 ~3.0 2 985 2 393 
235 (Z) 2 985 1 907 

2 187 -5.5 3 725 2 902 
635 2.2 2 143 1 759 
190 -7.4 2 985 2 049 

1 565 .3.8 2 812 2 Q54 

10 083 14.1 2 548 2 164 

167 13 .2 2 569 2 229 
849 13.9 2 413 2 031 
21~ 4.7 2 569 2 993 

2 2Q4 0.2 2 989 2 470 

MO. 13 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

27.4 

(NA) 
25.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA! 
(NA! 
30.4 
(NA) 
36.0 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 

20.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
22.2 
26.Q 
(NA) 
(NA! 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 

25.5 

24.1 
24.1 
20.3 
15.6 
(NA! 
24.0 

21.8 

20.9 
(NA! 
(NA) 
(NA) 
25.9 

26.8 

(NA) 
26.2 
16.5 
24.3 
(NA) 

22.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
28.Q 
21.8 
(NA! 
14.6 

17.7 

(NA) 
18.8 
(NA) 
21.0 
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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 rellect corrections to census counts or annexations. Estimates of percent change 
for PCI for places of 500 or less are not applicable See text) 

AREA 

NEW MADRID COUNTY ................... 

c 
C 
G 
H 
L 
M 
M 
M 
N 
N 

ANALOU ................................. 
ATRON ~ f ••• ~ .... u .... G e' ~ • 0 ............ 0 0 0 ..... ~ e , 

IDEON ................ ~ .. " .......... ~ .. i .................. G 

OWARDVILLE .......................... • .. 
ILBOURN ............................. • •• 
ARSTON .............................. • ., 
ATTHEWS ............................. ••• 
OREHOUSE ............................... 
EW MADR I D ... It' .. f ... 9 ....... f ... , , .. II • " ~ ~.,. ~ ~ .. 

ORTH LILBOURN .......................... 

p 
P 
R 
S 
T 

ARMA ... f • ~ ;; ~ II .. 1/ ........ t , " 0 • Q ~ .... ~ ... ~ • ~ ~ 0 u .. 

ORTAGEVILLE ............................ 
15CO ............................ • ... ••• 
IKESTON (PART)". ~. ~ •• e ~ ~ ~, ... 0 ••• 0.'''. II ~ 
ALLAPOOSA .............................. 

NEWTON COUNTy .................... • •• 

LlFF ................................ ••• c 
o 
F 
G 
J 
L 
M 
NE 
N 
R 

IAMOND .............................. • .. 
AIRVIEW ......................... • ... ••• 
RANBY ............................... ••• 
OPI-IN (PART) G It" 0" e .. f' ~ 'I"""'" $" ....... ~ .. to 0 

EAWOOD .. G e. 0 .. 11 ..... ~" ....... 1>" 0" ~ e, c •• ,,"" a". 
IDWAY ................... • ...... • .... ••• 

OSHO ~ ..... ~ .. II • eo. 1> ........... s Q ~ ~ , 1> " .. I • ~ ~ • " 

EWTONIA ................................ 
lTCHEY •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• ... • •• 

SA 
SE 
SH 
SI 
ST 
ST 
SU 
WE 

AR 
SA 
BU 
CL 
CL 
CO 
EL 
GR 
GU 
HO 

MA 
PA 
PI 
QU 
RA 
SK 
AT 
GR 
GR 
HO 

G I NAW .... ~ .. " e $ 9 0 • ~ • t ... , ....... 0 G • " a ~ " • 0 II Q II 

NECA ............................. • ... • 
OAL CREEK DRIVE ....................... 
LVER CREEK, 0 • fi "II" • t "" ..... " " ... ft ...... ", & .... 

ARK CITy .............................. 
ELLA ........................ ; ...... ••• 
NNYVALE ............................... 
NTWORTH OJ .. " a .. ., .. II t .. ~"""" "" ~ 0" $ u,.' D ~ t" ~ Ii 

'NODAWAY COUNTy ................... • •• 

KOE ~ <I' .. II " 8"" " "., .. 6 , ~ a f1" ... " ~ ~ f ~ q .. " ~ ~ q ~ .. " " 

RNARD Q 0 a " e .. ~ , • ,e ... e II ~ ~ D ~ II .. 0 " ... $ • t" .. " ~ " 
RLlNGTON JUNCTION ..................... 
EARMONT .......................... • ... • 
YDE .. ~ " .. " ....... B 0 •• e e • ~ .. ~ ~. 6 § 0 D. e ~"ti ~ e ~ ~ ij 

NCEPTION JUNCTION .................... , 
1'40 .. Ii .... " .. , ... " .......... " ~" ... ~ "" • ~"" .. ~ 0 ~" 0 II ~ D 

AHAM .. " .... 9 ~ ... 'I" ., ~ ~ e ~ ~ <I •• & 4' • ~ 6 ~ #. ~ a • '" ~ i 

ILFORO ........................... ••• •• 
PiONS ................................. 

RyVILLE ............................ ••• 
RNELL ................................. 
CKERING ............................ ••• 
lTMAN ................................. 
VENWOOD G 9 ~ ,~,. ft" D. ~ .. 9 ~ fi' Q ~ • ~ ~ ••• ~ ~ Q ~ 11_ 

lDMORE ........................... ••••• 
CH!SON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ANT TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
EEN TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
PKINS TOWNSHIP ........................ 

GHES TOWNSHIP,.. ~ &" p ~,. ~. ~. ~ e ~ ~ ~ •• ~ I ~ ~ G $ 

DEPENDENCE 
HU 
IN 
JA 
,JE 
Ll 
MO 
NO 
PO 
UN 
WAS 

TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 
CKSON TOWNSHIP ...................... , • 
FFERSON TOWNSHIP .................... , • 
NCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
NROE TOWNSHIP ..... , ................... 
DAWAY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LK TOWNSHIP ........................ , •• 
ION TOWNSHIP ....... , .................. 

HINGTON TOWNSH I P , c , ~ e q ~ g • " 0 Q " •• ~ 0 ~ " ~ 0 

WH ITE CLOUD TOWNSHIP .................... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

2~ 084 

348 
141 

1 208 
535 

1 309 
710 
605 

1 288 
2 820 

344 

1 308 
3 409 

418 
325 
214 

35 368 

44 
669 
260 

1 891 
2 397 

188 
253 

7 670 
219 
105 

236 
1 766 

355 
411 
125 
188 
335 
140 

23 369 

53 
201 
588 
201 
g7 
234 
206 
206 

94 
648 

10 603 
207 
238 

94 
338 
441 
608 
682 
526 

1 080 

734 
691 
960 

1 143 
668 
824 

1 018 
12 689 

606 
502 

639 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL I, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
( CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

23 420 2.8 2 277 1 785 

358 -2.8 2 273 2 007 
122 15.6 2 273 2 078 

1 112 6.6 2 677 2 209 
500 7.0 572 450 

1 152 13.6 2 298 1 940 
666 6.6 2 882 2 2M 
538 12.5 3 311 2 602 

1 332 ... 3.3 2 153 1 737 
3 029 -6.9 2 818 2 106 

334 3.0 2 273 335 

1 051 24.5 2 136 1 563 
3 117 9.4 2 450 1 933 

412 1.5 2 273 2 125 
309 5.2 2 273 2 823 
205 ~.4 2 273 1 292 

32 981 7.2 2 632 2 356 

39 12.8 2 863 2 180 
608 10.0 2 260 1 861 
263 -1.1 2 863 1 427 

1 678 12.7 2 490 2 031 
2 216 8.2 4 395 3 402 

lH 8.0 2 863 1 873 
234 8.1 2 863 3 378 

7 517 2.0 3 110 2 551 
208 5.3 2 863 1 808 
101 4.0 2 863 4 865 

224 5,4 2 863 2 854 
1 577 12.0 2 801 2 365 

329 7.9 2 863 2 620 
381 7.9 2 863 3 249 
122 2.5 2 863 2 368 
197 -4.6 2 663 1 635 
311 7.7 2 863 3 066 
132 6.1 2 863 1 015 

22 467 4.0 2 990 2 386 

49 8.2 3 096 1 259 
206 -2.4 2 281 1 542 
634 -7.3 2 898 2 119 
226 -11.1 2 369 2 107 
158 -7.0 2 166 1 153 
237 -1.3 2 166 1 665 
20'1 1.0 7 388 1 699 
213 -3.3 4 568 1 773 
105 -10.5 2 322 1 65], 

656 -1.2 2 8!H 2 386 

9 970 6.3 2 646 2 341 
232 -10.8 3 232 2 114 
245 -2.9 3 020 1 789 

95 -1.1 2 812 1 311 
336 0.6 2 943 2 531 
440 0.2 2 393 1 934 
621 -2.1 2 369 1 8,42 
672 1.5 2 281 1 727 
512 2.7 2 812 2 095 

1 073 0.7 2 780 2 251 

72'1 1.4 5 343 4 228 
700 -1.3 3 232 2 422 
937 2.5 2 739 2 160 

1 131 1.1 2 304 1 806 
650 2~8 J Jill 2 587 
810 1.7 2 393 1 850 

1 M9 -3.0 3 051 2 4'fO 
11 871 6.9 2 829 2 322 

600 1.0 3 020 2 228 
50l. 0.2 2 322 1 792 

616 3.7 3 218 2 qq7 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

27.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.2 
27.1 
18.5 
27.3 
27.2 
23.9 
33.8 
(NA) 

36.7 
26.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

20.2 

(NA) 
21.Q 
(NA) 
22.6 
29.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
18.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

25.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
36.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
19.5 

21.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
28.6 
32.1 
34.2 
23.5 

26.4 
33.4 
26~8 
27.6 
29.1 
29.4 
25.0 
21.8 
35.5 
29.6 

n.5 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

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

AREA 

OREGON COUNTY II /I" ..... II I> D II .. ~ • ~ ... , II /I ~ .... 

A 
K 
T 

L. TON •• 0 ~ 11.11 \I 11 8 II. II .. ". ,I .. 0 /I" 0' 61 II.." II'" II" II .. II 

OSHKONONG 61 I) • ". /I II II "" , ...... 8 .. II' • 8 , ... /I" ~ , 0 • I 

HAYER .... " (I II ............... t ~ ...... It •• ~ ... It It II .. ' ~, 

OSAGE COUNTY ~ .. ~ ~ D' • ~ " .. It II , .... II II , It "" , 

A 
B 
C 
F 
L 
M 
W 

RGYLE.,,, U 1/ .. ~"" ." $" II". II 11,11 II" II II II' e"" 11," 

ELLE (PART)"" II 1/" II II ..... II ... " ...... D' II" C" It •• 

HAMOIS, .. It II It .. " It .. II" II. t' .. II .. II II II II II II •• " II II .... ' 

REE8URG 0 .. I II II" • II 1/ .... G • " • • 1/ "" t, II •• D' ." II' e. 
INN. It •••• t. e, 0 II .. 0 ... ' ••••• "" II'.' ~ .. II G, II. f 

ETA. D, ....... II II II II II B",,""" 8 II.' e',,,,,,, It. ~ 
ESTPHAkIA ••••••••• II •••• II •• ", ••••• ,,·.· 

OZARK COUNTY ••••• t, •••• , •• ~ .. ~ .... , ••• 

B 
G 
T 

AKERSFIELD •••••••••• ,., •••• , •••• ,." •••• 
AINESVILLE .......... ". t •••• , •••••••• • •• 

HEOOOSIA ••••••••••••••• "." ••••• •••••• • 

PEMISCOT COUNTy ................ •••• • 

RAGG B 
C 
C 
HA 
H 
HO 
HO 
NO 
PA 
ST 

CITy ... , ....................... t, ••• 
ARUTHERSVILI.E •••• ; ..................... 
OOTER, ••••• , •• II .................. I I.' ••• ·" 

YTI •• tl ••• ' 'I'" t. I ••••••• " I •• t •••••• 

AYTI HEIGHTS ........................... 

WA 

AL 
FR 
LX 
LO 
PE 
WI 

GR 
HO 
HU 
LA 
SE 
SM 

LLANO •••••••• " ••••• • ••• •••••••••••••• • 
MESTOWN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••• • 
RTH WARDELL ........................... 
SCOLA ........ ' ... t>' ••• , ............. " • " ••• 
EELE ................................. • 

RDELLe •••••••• e •••••••••••• ••• ..... ··"·, 

PERRY COUNTy ........................ 

TENBURG •••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• • 
OHNA ..................... ••• ....... • .. 
THIUM .................. ••••••••••••• .. 
NGTOWN •••••••••• III I' It •••• , ••• It ••••• • •• 

RRYVILLE ............................. • 
TTENBERG ............................. • 

PETTIS COUNTy .................. • ... • 

EEN RIDGE. /I •••• ,. f •••• ' ••••••••• /I ••••• 

USTONlA ............................... 
GHESVILLE .......................... • .. 

MONTE, ............. I ............ ' ••• ·., 

DALIA •••••••••••••• • ••••• • .... ·.·,··· •• 
ITHTON ......................... • ... • .. 

PHELPS COUNTy ••••••• , ................. 

OLITTLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• DO 
ED" 
NE 
NOR 
ROL 
ST 

AR SPR I NGS ......................... •• 
WBURG .......................... • ... • .. 

THWYE ............................... • 
LA, •••••••• • ' ••••• , ••••••• t· .... ·.····1 
JAMES ................................ 

ANN 
BOW 
CLA 
CUR 
EOL 
FRA 
LOU 
TAR 

PIKE COUNTy ......................... 

ADA •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LING GREEN ........................ • .. 
RKSVILLE ............................. 
RYVI~LE ........................... • .. 
lA .................................. • 
NKFORD ........................ ••••• •• 
ISIANA ................ ••••••• ... • .... 
RANTS ..................... • ••• ••• .... 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

9 606 

756 
229 

1 565 

11 363 

254 
92 

618 
560 

1 311 
366 
3'6 

6 971 

253 
680 
137 

26 632 

204 
7 368 

406 
3 737 
1 232 

329 
273 
157 
17~ 

2 373 

275 

lq 824 

258 
232 

58 
113 

5 009 
8 

35 965 

425 
328 

97 
898 

22 634 
413 

30 697 

556 
262 
836 
146 

13 327 
2 913 

17 108 

111 
2 869 

671 
327 
320 
467 

4 378 
44 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPUL.ATION (DOI.LARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

, 
9 180 4.6 1 934 1 607 

715 5.7 2 474 2 047 
216 6.0 1 940 1 150 

1 609 -2.7 2 587 2 107 

10 994 3.4 2 72' 2 271 

262 ·3.1 2 765 2 275 
91 1,1 2 765 2 296 

615 0.5 3 018 2 486 
577 -2.9 2 700 2 225 

l. 289 1.7 2 833 2 358 
387 -5.4 2 765 2 710 
332 1.2 2 765 1 673 

6 226 12.0 1 987 1 696 

210 20.5 1 970 1 063 
627 8.5 2 924 2 518 
132 3.8 1 970 1 113 

26 373 1.0 2 279 1 796 

210 ... 2..9 2 281 2 399 
7 350 0.2 2 847 2 342 

q14 -1.9 2 281 2 437 
3 841 -2.7 2 065 1 81B 
1 232 (Z) 751 574 

329 (Z) 2 281 1 793 
273 (Z) 2 281 936 
157 (Z) 2 281 1 343 
180 .3.3 2 281 1 836 

2 107 12.6 2 )3q 1 792 

275 (Z) 2 281 2 406 

1q 393 3.0 2 596 2 016 

217 -6.9 2 620 2 648 
225 3.1 2 620 2 697 

56 3.6 2 620 1 eq9 

113 (Z) 2 620 1 298 
5 149 -2.7 3 127 2 312 

9 -11.1 2 619 755 

34 P7 5.4 3 093 2 491 

Q03 5.5 2 891 2 104 
312 5.1 2 891 2 155 

92 5.4 2 891 1 912 
814 10.3 2 436 1 975 

22 847 -0.9 3 203 2 565 
402 2.7 2 891 2 217 

29 567 3.8 3 032 2 586 

535 3.9 2 421 2 051 
252 4.0 2 H4 2 586 
806 3.7 2 537 2 150 
138 5.8 2 745 2 349 

13 571 -1.8 3 412 2 903 
2 929 -0.5 2 890 2 426 

16 928 1.1 3 070 2 550 

109 1.8 3 053 1 288 
2 936 -2.3 3 204 2 610 

668 O.q 3 396 2 842 
337 -3.0 3 053 2 050 
321 -0.3 3 053 2 573 
472 -1.1 3 053 1 885 

4 533 -3.4 3 347 2 915 
45 -2.2 3 053 (S) 

MO. 15 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

20.3 

20.9 
(NA) 
22.8 

19.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
21.4 
21.3 
20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

17.2 

(NA) 
16.1 
(NA) 

26.9 

(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
13.6 
30.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAl 
19.1 

(NA) 

28.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
35.3 
(NA) 

2q .2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.3 
24.9 
(NA) 

17.2 

18.0 
(NA) 
18.0 
(NA) 
17.5 
19.1 

20.4 

(NA) 
22.8 
19.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
14.8 
(NA) 
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TOJble 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Contil'llAed 

(1970 population and relatad PCI figures may reflect corrections to census counts Of annexations. Estimates of percent change 
rorPCI tor places of 500 or 1_ are not applicable. See text) 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

PLATTE COUNTy ....................... 

CAMDEN POINT ............................ 
DEARBORN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
EDGERTON ............................... • 
FARLEY." • e •• ,,&. 0 ~ • e , • , • , •• e _ 0 •• 0 •••••• *. 
FERRELVIEW ........................... • .. 
HOUSTON LAKE ............................ 
KANSAS CITY (PART) ...................... 
LAKE WAUKOMIS .................................. ti· 

NORTHMOOR ............................ • •• 
PARKVILLE ............................... 

PLATTE CITy .......... • ......... • .. •••••• 
PLATTE WOODS ............................ 
RIVERSIDE ............................... 
TRACy ................................ • .. 
WEATHERBY LAKE .......................... 
WESTON ... "e'"", g •••••••• 0 ••••• , • ~ .. , e"" 

POLK COUNTY ......................... 

ALDRICH ................................. 
BOLIVAR .......................... ••••• .. 
FAIR PLAy ............................ ••• 
FLEMINGTON ........................... • •• 
HALF WAy ... " ...... Q" a •• 0 .. 0 ~., •• II ... ~ t to. 0 ... 

HUMANSVILLE. /I ~ ........ /I .... " ......... C $" e' .... B ~ .. 

MORRISVILLE ............................. 
PLEASANT HOPE e 8 .... ..... 8 •• , .... 0 • f , .... , ..... , ~ 

PULASKI COUNTy ................... • .. 

CROCKER .............................. • •• 
DIXON 0 ............ " 0 .......... I ..... t •• e ... ~ ~ II 0 .... ~ f 

RICHLAND (PART) ......................... 
ST ROBERT ............................ • .. 
WAyNESVILLE ••••••••••• , ................. 

PUTNAM COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••• • .. 

LIVONIA .............................. • •• 
LUCERNE .............................. • .. 
POWERSV I LLE •• , .......................... 
UNIONVILLE ........................... • .. 
ELM TOWNSHIP ............................ 
GRANT TOWNSHiP ....................... • •• 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LINCOLN TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MEDICINE TOWNSHIP ....................... 

RICHLAND rOWNSH I P 0 ~ <> • ~ ~ ~ <> ~ • ~ , ~ Q .. " ~ •• e ~ 9 • 

SHER~IAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 
UNION TOWNSHIP ....................... '" 
WILSON TOWNSHIP ••••• "" ................ 
YORI( TOWNSHIP ........... ; ............... 

RALLS COUNTy ..................... • •• 

CENTER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HANNIBAL (PART) ......................... 
NEW LONDON a" , • D"" ~" .. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .. ,," ~ ~ v " ,,0 ~ " .... e" 

PERRy ................................ • .. 
RALLS ................................ • •• 

RANDOU'H COUNTY ••••••• , ............. 

CAIRO ................................... 
Cl~ARK q ~ _ .. ~ ... e • II .. ~ .. " & ~ 0 e ~ .. ~ " Q G ~ $ .. s • 0 s § c ~ .. 

CLIFTON HILL .... <I .............. ", .. " .. ",,;r c It s. 5 ....... ~ 
HIGBEE ............................... • •• 
HUNTSVILLE·~ .. II .. " .. Q. ~. 0' ~ e ~'e .. e" 0 .. " ........ "'· 

JACKSONVILLE ........ , ................... 
MOBERLy ........................ , ..... • .•• 
REN I CK ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , ., •• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

35 773 

310 
6H 
551 
204 
164 
40'1 

10 841 
1 367 

676 
1 761 

2 39'1 
567 

2 585 
313 
980 
325 

16 895 

68 
q 589 

314 
130 
178 
825 
260 
319 

38 704 

768 
1 372 
1 706 
1 563 
3 443 

936 

114 
129 
129 

1 979 
786 
309 
205 
339 
335 
.370 

255 
165 

2 083 
670 
~20 

8~1 

566 
193 
939 
793 

88 

22 792 

278 
260 
159 
634 
483 
138 

13 025 
187 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

32 081 

264 
543 
477 
174 
140 
338 

10 431 
1 105 

562 
253 

2 022 
'lS4 
123 
252 
832 

1 267 

15 415 

66 
~ 769 

328 
126 
167 
825 
256 
265 

53 967 

ag 
387 
733 
465 
375 

916 

119 
126 
125 

2 075 
762 
309 
198 
327 
323 
359 

247 
158 

2 163 
663 
'107 

7 76~ 

588 
20) 
967 
839 

89 

22 434 

248 
271 
174 
641 
~42 
142 

12 988 
188 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

11.5 

! 7.4 
16.8 
15.5 
1'7.2 
17.1 
19.5 
3.9 

23.7 
20.3 
40.5 

18.'! 
17.1 
21.8 
24.2 
17.8 
4.6 

9.6 

3.0 
-3.8 
-4.3 
3.2 
6.6 
(Z) 
1.6 

20.4 

-28.3 

-5.7 
-1.1 
-1.6 
6.7 
2.0 

0.3 

-4.2 
2.~· 
3.2 

-~.6 

3.1 
(Z) 
3.5 
3.7 
3.7 
3.1 

3.2 
4.4 

-3.7 
1.1 
3.2 

1.0 

-3.7 
-4.9 
-2.9 
-5.5 
-1.1 

1.6 

12.1 
-4.1 
-8.6 
-1.1 
2.8 

-2.8 
0.3 

-0.5 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

~ 371 

4 111 
2 442 
4 111 
4 111 
4 111 
4 111 
5 129 
5 545 
4 080 
3 126 

'I 460 
'I 111 
4 359 
'I 111 
6 302 
3 729 

510 

2 517 
2 805 
2 517 
2 517 
2 517 
2 589 
2 517 
2 517 

216 

3 128 
2 939 
3 279 
2 584 
3 504 

374 

2 179 
2 179 
2 179 
2 6~7 
1 828 
2 179 
2 179 
2 179 
2 179 
2 179 

2 179 
2 179 
2 616 
2 954 
2 179 

021 

2 925 
2 991 
2 237 
2 306 
2 991 

074 

2 697 
2 698 
2 697 
2 069 
2 819 
2 723 
3 375 
2 697 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

3 ~91 

2 957 
1 906 
2 569 
3 090 
4 636 
2 928 
II 060 
4 466 
3 186 
2 295 

3 597 
5 947 
3 532 
2 919 
'I 920 
2 835 

2 048 

3 911 
2 245 
1 300 
1 406 
3 306 
2 115 
2 385 
1 407 

496 

2 427 
2 192 
2 513 
2 402 
2 731 

009 

1 2QO 
1 102 
1 28~ 
2 514 
1 681 
1 132 
1 136 
1 612 
2 468 
1 765 

1 269 
1 876 
2 307 
2 938 
1 610 

405 

2 376 
2 396 
1 817 
1 8'13 
1 409 

513 

3 488 
1 782 
1 717 
1. 670 
2 389 
1 745 
2 750 
1 960 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

25.2 

(NA) 
28.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.3 
2l~ .2 
28.1 
36.2 

24.0 
(NA) 
2;1.4 
(NA) 
28.1 
31.5 

22.6 

(NA) 
24.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 

28,8 

28.9 
34.1 
30.5 
7.6 

28.3 

18.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
5.3 
8.7 

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
13. 1; 

0.5 
(NA) 

25.6 

23.1 
(NA) 
23.1 
23.1 
(NA) 

22.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.9 
18.0 
(NA) 
22.7 
(NA) 



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 

RAY COUNTY e ~ G. a" G.' B •• , ~ P ~". ~." e ~. Q 

CAMDEN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
ELMIRA ............................... ••• 
EXCELSIOR SPRINGS (PART) ............... . 
FLEMING ................................ . 
HARDIN ......................... • ... • ... • 
HENRIETTA .............................. . 
LAWSON (PART) .......................... . 
ORRICK ........................... • ... ••• 
RAyVILLE ................ , .............. . 
RICHMOND ............................. ••• 

WOODS HEIGHTS .......................... . 

REYNOLDS COUNTY •••• , ............... . 

BUNKER (PART) .......................... . 
CENTERVILLE ............................ . 
EL~ I NGTON .. ~ ~ ..... , "II /II" , t .. ~ ~ 9 .. /II ~ D D \I • 0 ....... t .. 

RIPLEY COUNTy .................... ••• 

DONIPHAN •• "''' G .. p ........ ~ ...... i'~ iI" 0;""; ~,,~ ~ .. ~ iI S 

NAyLOR ....... ~ .... P /II""" t ........ t .. p ..... P \I 1/1 D'''''''''''' 

ST CHARLES COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••• 

AUGUSTA ................................ '. 
OFALLON ........................... ••• .. 
PORTAGE DES SIOUX ...................... . 
ST CHARLES ........................... ••• 
ST PETERS ............................ • •• 
WENTZVILLE, G , .... It It. ". le~ ..... " 1/1 ~ f· ...... .. 

ST CLAIR COUNTy .................. • .. 

APPLETON CITy .......................... • 
COLLINS .......................... • ... • .. 
GERSTER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
LOWRY CITy ........................... ••• 
OSCEOLA .............................. • .. 
ROSCOE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
VISTA ................................ ••• 

ST FRANCOIS COUNTy ................. . 

BISMARCK ............................. • .. 
BONNE TERRE ............................ . 
DESLOGE ................................ . 
ELVINS ............................. • ... • 
ESTHER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
FAIRVIEW ACRES ......................... . 
FARMINGTON ............................ .. 
FLAT RIVER ........................... '" 
HIGHLEY HEIGHTS ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEADINGTON ......................... ••• •• 

LEADWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RIVERMINES ........................... • •• 

5T LOUIS COUNTy .................... . 

BALLWiN ............................... , 
BELLA VILLA ............................ . 
BELLEFONTAINE NEIGHBORS ••••••••••••••••• 
BELLERIVE .............................. • 
BEL NOR .............................. ••• 
BEL RIDGE ............................ ••• 
BERDELL HILLS .......................... . 
BERKELEy ............................... • 
BEVERLY HI~LS .......................... . 
BLACK JACK ........................... ••• 

BRECKENRIDGE HILLS ..................... . 
BRENTWOOD .......................... ••• •• 
BRIDGETON ............................ • •• 
BR I DGETON TERRACE ...................... . 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

19 666 

302 
136 
138 
1M 
740 
479 
278 
941 
22) 
981 

395 

6 303 

2'11 
198 
065 

106 626 

213 
8 643 

563 
34 086 

648 
164 

8 253 

971 
153 

45 
490 
955 
139 

47 

39 342 

1 436 
3 745 
3 135 
1 632 
1 026 

45 
7 250 
4 407 

128 
315 

310 
439 

965 157 

13 051 
1 020 

13 832 
431 

2 691 
5 446 

444 
20 100 

805 
4 332 

7 114 
10 288 
20 357 

327 

POPULATION 

j 7 599 

106 

238 
209 
094 

e03 

850 
586 

92 9511 

195 
018 
509 

31 834 
486 
223 

667 

058 
150 
42 

520 
87'1 
137 

44 

36 875 

1 387 
3 622 
2 818 
1 660 
1 040 

43 
7 031 
4 550 

119 
299 

397 
402 

951 671 

10 656 
1 018 

1~ 084 
437 
247 
346 
449 

19 743 
846 
145 

7 011 
11 248 
19 992 

332 

1l.7 

5,6 
9.7 

17.9 
7.9 
8,3 
2.8 

25.9 
6.6 

10.4 
0.7 

9.1 

3.2 

1.3 
-5.;; 
-2.7 

14.7 

9.2 
23.2 
10,6 
7.1 

33.3 
-1.8 

7.6 

-8.2 
2.0 
7.1 

-5.8 
9.3 
1.5 
6.8 

6.7 

;;.5 
3.~ 

11.2 
-1.7 
-1,3 
".7 
3.1 

-3.1 
7 .6 
5.4 

-6.2 
9.2 

1.4 

22.5 
0.2 

-1.8 
-1.4 
19.8 
1.9 

-1.1 
1.8 

-4.8 
4.5 

1.5 
-8.5 
1.8 

,·1.5 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

;; J05 

;; 328 
;; ;;28 
;; 328 
;; 328 
;; 641 
;; 328 
3 438 
;; 122 
.} 328 
;; 319 

328 

098 

2 129 
2 129 
1 920 

865 

2 708 
1 757 

555 

;; 430 
;; 295 
3 124 
3 840 
;; 430 
3 382 

585 

;; )24 
2 619 
2 618 
2 978 
;; 270 
2 618 
2 618 

2 863 

2 980 
2 84;; 
;; 041 
2 469 
2 958 
2 873 
3 317 
2 867 
2 873 
2 873 

930 
873 

4 750 

q 516 
~ 458 
4 825 
4 706 
7 496 
4 081 
4 706 
3 6J3 
3 459 
q 650 

;; 527 
4 681 
4 819 
4 706 

635 

2 467 
1 257 
7 188 
1 942 
2 894 
2 626 
2 889 
2 482 
2 2'11 
2 674 

934 

721 

070 
808 
479 

575 

221 
479 

2 960 

2 199 
2 607 
2577 
;; 215 
3 448 
2 764 

109 

627 
644 

1 358 
2 385 
2 619 
2 518 
1 454 

351 

2 488 
2 442 
2 498 
2 101 
2 414 
It 017 
2 649 
2 394 
2 861 
1 944 

463 
476 

995 

3 670 
3 384 
3 863 
6 576 
5 345 
3 375 
;; 689 
3 101 
2 865 
3 771 

2 933 
q 004 
4 026 
2 386 

MO. 17 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
25.8 
(NA) 
19.0 
25.8 
(NA) 
24.1 

(NA) 

21.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
29.8 

18.4 

21.9 
18.8 

20.1 

(NA) 
26.4 
21.2 
19.4 
(NA) 
22.4 

22.6 

26.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
24.9 
24.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.8 

19.8 
16.4 
21.7 
17.5 
22.5 
(NA) 
25.2 
19.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 

19.0 
(NA) 

18.9 

23.1 
31.7 
24.9 
(NA) 
40.2 
20.9 
(NA) 
17.2 
20.7 
2.3.3 

20.3 
16.9 
19.7 
(NA) 



18 MO. 

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

(1910 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 

CALVERTON PARK Q (I " if " " " " , " 0- " " .. 0- .. " " .. (I ~ .. " • " " 

CHAMP II \I e '" • (I "(I",, , ~ t. U " II D .... e .. fi 0-, .. """" II ~ D " 

CHARLACK o " .... "" .. " ..... ,," .11/1 .. ., •• 0. e Of •• ,,""" 

CLARKSON VALLEY """ It'''' 0'" e,,'"'' \I' e" ........ " 
CLAYTON ••• & Ii .. ~." ... 0'1' $ 0 D' 0 0 ... D" G" t tit·". 
C 
C 
C 
C 
C 

C 
o 
o 
E 
E 
E 
F 
F 
F 
F 

F 
G 
G 
G 
G 
H 
H 
H 
H 
J 

OOL VALLEY. {t a"" ~ .. ".'" /1""""" •• 1\".".'",,,, 
OUNTRY CLUB HIl.LS •• t •• /I /I tt 00.100_0" II 0 11' 

DUN TRY LIFE ACRES ••• 0110 It •• "."""" ••• " 'II" 

RESTWOOD .. , • 8 II ... It .. a" " " ... " • " .... " •• ~ II t" .. " • 

REVE COEUR" II""" 8 " II II " " " • """ ". &" e.'" "" • II 

RYSTAL LAKE PARK.". ,.", 11' •••• II 0"""" II" 
ELLWOOD ••• 11.0 ••• """ """"""""""". Of" II II" II 

ES PERES" •• ,,"" II ." ••• , t • " t" I II •• "'I." •• , , " 
DMUNDSON .... "II, " ~ II" t , • t •• II • f" "" "" •• II G • II " 

LLISVILLE •• t. fJ ••••• I a e' •• /; ••••• 4'. D •• ·". 

UREKA ~ ••••••• " • " • ", ••• <I II eta ••• II .'.0, ••• 
ENTON. '11_" ,"t.)I ................... t •••• 

ERGUSON i i ; i i ; i ~ i ; ii i it i i • II .. ij ••••• t" Ii '" ill •• 

LORDEll HILLS ••• 1> ••••••• ft •••••• tt' •••• 

LORISSANT ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 

RONTENACe "' ••••• ,. jI' tit ........ 0.0 ........... 

LENDALE •••••••• " I ••• , ••••• a , •• " II' •••• 

LEN ECHO PARK •••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 .. 

RANTWOOD •••• " I •• , , •• '" , •••• ,., & •• ,., G ~ •• 

REENDALE" •••••••••• , • & • " II ••••• I ., I' •••• 

ANLEY HILLS ......................... ••• 
AZELWOOD ... "" .... "" \I"",,"" G" •• " •• g" Q' t"""'" 
ILLSDALE" .... G "."" .. " t .. Q" " .. "" .. "" .. " .. ,, .......... 

UNTLEIGH ............................... 
ENNINGS ............................. • •• 

INLOCIi .................. 8 ••••••• ~ •••• ·I. 
IRKWOOD ................................ 
ADUE ~ .. II .. e .& ......... " .. ,,~ ." " .. t .. ~ .. "t "0, • _" ..... , 
AKESHIRE ... " .... " ...... ,," f""" .... " .. &" ft ........... "" 0 

ACKENZIE. ,. tie 0 ..... _""" .. fie ,o.e $" s" , .. ,° .. 11 

ANCHESTER .............................. 

K 
K 
L 
L 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 

APLEWOOD .......................... ••• •• 
ARL80ROUGH" ,,"8' ... " "" .. ~ , " .. " 0 d " ; ... ". t" " ... 
ARY RIDGE" ............ ,,_ .. ,," e •••••••• " to 10 

OLINE ACRES ......................... • •• 

NO 
NO 
NO 
OA 
OL 
OV 
PA 
PA 
PA 
PE 

PI 
RI 
RI 
RO 
ST 
ST 
ST 
SC 
SH 
SU 

RMANDY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
RTHWOOOS Q. 'J' 0 .. ,. 0'" II' /I" ~ e t". 0 ~ •• ~ it <1" 

RWOOO COURT .................... • ... ••• 
KLAND $ •• & ... 8 ...... G I> I • & ~ t ........ & " 1>"." ....... 
IVETTE ................................ 
ERLAND ............................. ••• 
GEDALE ................................ 
SADENA HILLS .......................... 
SADENA PARK ••• 0" , ••• I 1>. Og O\>iO G .0.08' 9' 

ERLESS PARK ........................ ••• 

NE LAWNG «I, a' ~. 0 ~ ••• ~ ~ ~,,~ ~ ~"~,, 9 ~. t ~ •• <1''' 

CHMOND HEIGHTS ....... , ................ 
VERVIEW ............................... 
CK HILL .......................... ••••• 

ANN ............................... • •• 
GEORGE Ii. II II I> ~ ..... e e • ~ , .. 0 ~ • ~ e I> , " ~ ~ ~ it" \I .. 

JOHN .............................. ••• 
HUERMANN HEIGHTS ...................... 
REWSBURY ••••••••••••••••• • ••••• ••••• •• 
NSET HILLS ............................ 

CAMORE HILlS e til ...... ""'" •• "ell ~ .'e~e" 0 9-

MES BEACH" G 1\ 1\ g .. ~ at •• \I" \I • , " • ~ ~ " *. II •• 0 ~ e 

WN AND COUNTRy ........................ 
IN OAKS, ~"Q ~ \I" 0 ~ ... "". ~ Q"". ~. ~ e. 0 •• $ 0 II g 

IVERSITY CITy ......................... 
LANDS PARK ............................ 
LLEY PARK 4 ~ ~ ." "0 ~ .. 9" .. Q 0 ~ ~ ~ Q ~ ~ $ ~ ~,D ~ .. " • 

LDA V I LLAGE .. G .. " .... e ~ .... " ...... e .. " ~ a 4 0 t <I- '" G" .. 

SY 
T! 
TO 
TW 
UN 
UP 
VA 
VE 
VE 
VI 

LDA VILLAGE. HILLSel •• _O.88t~~.e·~·.o.o 
NITA PARK ............................. 

NITA TERRACE ~ ..... 0" •• , .... 8 .... " .... ". t .... ~ " 

RSON WOODS ............................ 
aSTER GROVES e .. 0 .. , ..... 0 J II ... t • " ••• ~ • ~ 0 • 0 

VI 
WA 
WE 
WEL 
WE 
WIL 
WIN 
WOO 

LSTON ................................ 
STWOOD ................................ 

BUR PARK ............................. 
CHESTER .............................. 
DSON TERRACE ......................... 

SFE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

2 080 
19 

2 064 
164 

18 159 
2 040 
1 611 

62 
14 842 

8 942 

343 
7 257 
5 420 
2 I'll 
q 771 
2 709 
;3 521 

28 911 
9'14 

66 999 

4 262 
7 024 

263 
982 
952 

;3 029 
14 655 

2 649 
701 

17 116 

5 371 
29 663 
10 207 

1 225 
220 

5 243 
12 920 

1 511 
595 

.3 636 

6 220 
"7 511 

122 
1 719 
8 924 

25 020 
5 073 
1 319 

739 
54 

6 541 
13 652 

J 827 
6 897 

18 726 
2 017 
9 405 

300 
5 941 
4 099 

801 
1 269 
2 621 

44 
47 670 

688 
3 431 
2 108 
1 215 
2 979 

341 
2 568 

24 987 
5 884 

308 
687 

2 357 
5 '1'+6 

PER CAP IT A MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLI.ARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
( CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

2 025 2.7 5 238 4 016 
19 (Z) 4 705 (S) 

1 872 10.3 4 698 3 728 
157 '1.5 4 706 5 142 

16 153 12.'1 8 170 6 937 
2 059 uO.9 4 063 3 357 
1 64'1 u2.0 'I 496 J 672 

60 3.3 'I 706 6 690 
15 123 -1.9 4 747 3 993 

8 967 -0.3 10 735 ., 981 

356 ~3. 7 4 706 4 295 
7 137 1.7 3 909 :3 274 
5 333 1.6 6 265 5 272 
2 298 ~6.8 3 190 2 923 
q 681 1.9 4 018 ;3 377 
2 J54 13.6 J 859 J 015 
2 275 5'1.8 3 626 J 034 

28 759 0.5 'I 415 3 728 
989 -4.6 ;3 705 J 069 

65 908 1.7 ;3 843 ;3 249 

;3 920 8.7 11 914 9 650 
6 981 0.6 6 207 5 201 

268 -1.9 'I 706 J 440 
994 ~1. 2 7 3H 6 108 
972 -2.1 5 680 4 705 

2 801 8.1 4 825 3 614 
1q 082 4.1 4 369 3 710 

2 599 1.9 .3 176 2 61.3 
714 "'1.8 12 375 10 250 

19 .379 ~1l. 7 4 090 .3 516 

5 629 ~'+.6 2 021 1 646 
31 679 -6.4 5 173 4 470 
10 359 -1.5 13 683 11 795 

1 186 3.3 5 795 '+ 649 
22q ul.8 4 706 3 438 

5 031 Lf.2 " 231 3 560 
12 785 1.1 .3 962 3 291 

1 1192 1.3 6 260 '+ 825 
602 ~1.2 '+ 092 .3 390 

.3 722 -2.3 5 148 q 065 

6 236 -0.3 4 245 3 264 
6 047 2'+.2 '+ 499 3 872 

122 (Z) 4 706 3 !;98 
1 609 6.8 q 722 3 956 
9 156 ~2.5 7 137 5 932 

24 819 0.8 3 962 3 340 
5 044 0.6 3 '+87 2 876 

1 337 -1.3 8 120 5 907 
760 -2.8 7 377 6 111 

51 5.9 q 706 (5) 

" 495 0.7 2 987 2 794 
13 802 -1.1 5 366 4 525 

3 7'+1 2.3 3 516 J 368 
6 815 1.2 4 III 3 429 

18 215 2.8 q 020 :3 504 
2' 03.3 -0.8 5 698 4 735 
9 281 1.3 4 126 3 409 

290 .3 0 1+ q 706 2 844 
5 896 0.8 " 845 4 044 
4 126 ~O.7 5 893 q 9,41 

821 -2.'1 '+ 345 ;'I 599 
1 265 0.3 2 802 2 515 
2 6'+5 -0.9 9 984 8 '+35 

41 7.3 q 706 J 268 
47 527 0.3 5 245 4 410 

695 -1.0 q 16q 3 '+Q9 
J 662 ... 6.3 3 156 2 469 
2 112 -0.2 3 630 2 988 
1 205 0.8 J '+34 3 337 
2 905 2.5 3 727 3 269 

344 -0.9 4 706 4 623 
2 54,+ 0.9 9 685 7 012 

27 457 ~9.0 5 166 4 3q4 

7 050 u16.5 1 908 1 817 
311 -1.0 4 706 14 539 
692 ~O. 7 4 387 3 634 

2 329 1.2 3 433 2 854 
5 880 -7.'+ 3 785 3 255 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

30.4 
(NA) 
26.0 
(NA) 
17.8 
21.0 
22.4 
(NA) 
18.9 
34.5 

(NA) 
19.4 
18.8 
9.1 

19.0 
28.0 
19.5 
18.4 
20.7 
18.3 

23.5 
19.3 
(NA) 
20.7 
20.7 
J3.5 
17.8 
21.5 
20.7 
16.3 

22.8 
15.7 
16.0 
2'+.7 
(NA) 
18.8 
20.'1 
29.7 
20.7 
26.6 

30.1 
16.2 
(NA) 
19.4 
20.3 
18.6 
21.2 
37.5 
20.7 
(NA) 

6.9 
18.6 
~.q 

19.9 
H.7 
20.3 
21.0 
(NA) 
19.8 
19.3 

20.7 
11.4 
18.4 
(NA) 
18.9 
20.7 
27.8 
21.5 

2.9 
14.0 

(NA) 
38.1 
18.9 
5.0 

(NA) 
20.7 
20.3 
16.3 



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) 

MO. 19 

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

STE GENEVIEVE COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

BLOOMSDALE ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• 
STE GENEVIEVE ........................... 
ST MARYS .. " "" .... .. " .............. I> .. I> $ .. "It ...... 11 "" • 8 .. 

SALINE COUNTy ....................... 

ARROW ROCK ........................... • .. 
BLACKBURN. " .. e 0 I I"" •• t " 8 ". p " • , • 0 .. " It" .... 1) ., 

EMMA (PART) ........................ • ... • 
GIl.LIAM ............................ ••• •• 
GRAND PASS ............................. • 
MALTA BEND 1/ G .... D • , ...... J ...... ~ .. 0 .... & • 0 D • , , " , t t 

MARSHALL ................. • ••••••• ••• .... 
MIAMI .................... ••• ............ 
MOUNT LEONARD ........................... 
NELSON .................................. 

SLATER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
SWEET SPRINGS ........................... 

SCHUYLER COUNTy .................... • 

DOWNING .......................... ••••• .. 
GLENWOOD ......................... ••••• .. 
GREENTOP ................................ 
LANCASTER ............................... 
QUEEN CITy ............... ••••• ... •••• .. • 

SCOTLAND COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• ••• 

ARBELA ........... ~ ...... " .................. ,. .... B' 
GRANGER ...... " ". G .... "" .... " ........ " • " " • , .. II • " ... , 

MEMPHIS ...................... • ... • ... ••• 
RUTLEDGE ........................... ••• •• 
SOUTH GORIN ............................. 

SCOTT COUNTy ..................... ••• 

BENTON ........................... ••••• •• 
BLODGETT 6."""" ........ " ... """ .. ,, ... " •• " ........... 
CHAFFEE ................................ • 
COMMERCE ................................ 
DIEHLSTADT ................. • ... ••• ... • .. 
HAYWOOD CITy ..................... ••••••• 
ILLMO .............................. ••••• 
KELSO .............................. ••••• 
MINER ............................ ••••••• 
MORLEy ........................... • ..... • 

ORAN ••••••• ' ............................. ' 
SCOTT CITy" ........ "" .... "" .... " .. """ ...... ,,,,, ... t 

SIKESTON (PART) .............. ., ......... 
VANDUSER ................................ 

SHANNON COUNTY ...................... 

BIRCH TREE ... " ...... " ... " ............ " •• " ...... t' 
EMINENCE ............................. • •• 
SUMMERSV ILLE (PART) ..................... 
WINONA ................................. • 

SHELBY COUNTY ....................... 

BETHEL ......................... ••• ...... 
CLARENCE ................................ 
HUNNEWELL ........................ • ... ••• 
LEONARD ................................. 
SHELBINA ........................... ••• •• 
SHELByVILLE .......................... • •• 

STODDARD COUNTy ..................... 

ADVANCE .......................... • ...... 
BAKER .................... , •••••••••••••• 
BELL CITY .................... • ••• ••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

13 67q 

429 
q 573 

66q 

2q 268 

79 
284 
147 
2i5 

72 
337 

11 712 
195 
139 
227 

406 
609 

781 

378 
228 
335 
784 
554 

5 444 

68 
101 
162 
133 
215 

34 809 

671 
224 

2 869 
226 
150 
444 
249 
407 
680 
542 

1 227 
2 755 

14 749 
323 

454 

589 
538 

53 
008 

771 

134 
022 
273 
100 

1 967 
531 

26 961 

939 
74 

455 

APRIL ), 1970 
(CENSUS) 

12 867 

411 
q 714 

6q5 

24 837 

81 
294 
149 
248 

72 
342 

12 051 
205 
139 
230 

576 
716 

665 

406 
196 
351 
821 
588 

5 499 

70 
105 

2 081 
139 
220 

33 250 

640 
220 
793 
234 
155 
420 
232 
401 
640 
528 

1 226 
2 464 

14 390 
306 

7 196 

573 
520 

52 
973 

7 906 

14) 
050 
304 
107 

2 060 
601 

25 771 

903 
72 

424 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

6.3 

4.4 
-3.0 

2.9 

-2.3 

-2.5 
-3.4 
-1.3 
-5.2 

(Z) 
-1 $5 
-2.8 
·4.9 

(Z) 
-1.3 

-6.6 
-6.2 

2.5 

",,6,9 
16.3 
-4.6 
-4.5 
-5.8 

-1.0 

~2.9 
-3.8 

3.9 
-4.3 
-2.3 

4.7 

4.8 
1.8 
2.7 

-3.4 
-3.2 
5.7 
1.4 
1.5 
6.3 
2.7 

0.1 
11.8 

2.5 
5.6 

3.6 

2.8 
3.5 
1.9 
3.6 

-1.7 

-6.3 
-2.7 

-10.2 
-6.5 
-4.5 

-11.6 

4.6 

4.0 
2.8 
7.3 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

2 75q 

2 H8 
) 180 
J 054 

3 238 

3 261 
3 261 
3 261 
3 261 
3 261 
3 261 
3 177 
3 261 
3 261 
3 261 

3 072 
3 373 

2 391 

2 377 
2 377 
2 377 
3 065 
2 692 

475 

2 422 
2 422 
2 538 
2 422 
2 422 

3 001 

3 377 
2 727 
3 230 
2 727 
2 727 
2 727 
2 439 
2 727 
2 923 
2 272 

2 751 
3 063 
3 319 
2 727 

111 

2 010 
2 851 
2 160 
2 244 

2 989 

2 988 
2 497 
2 988 
2 988 
2 871 
2 563 

2 489 

238 
949 
219 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

2 206 

1 890 
2 422 
2 459 

2 620 

q 079 
2 786 
2 902 
2 992 
2 472 
3 077 
2 6'15 
1 450 
1 736 
1 670 

2 442 
2 725 

903 

1 387 
1 442 
2 453 
2 473 
2 172 

2 025 

1 156 
633 

2 053 
1 790 
1 959 

2 383 

2 733 
2 787 
2 431 
2 083 
1 890 

549 
1 984 
2 581 
2 366 
1 839 

2 258 
2 531 
2 625 
1 918 

764 

638 
324 
(5) 
829 

370 

2 185 
2 149 
2 277 
2 292 
2 337 
2 035 

1 989 

823 
418 
596 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

24.8 

(NA) 
31.3 
24.2 

23.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

25.8 
23.8 

25.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.9 
23.9 

22.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
23.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 

25.9 

23.6 
(NA) 
32.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.9 
(NA) 
23.5 
23.5 

21.8 
21.0 
26.4 
(NA) 

19.7 

22.7 
22.7 
(NA) 
22.7 

26.1 

(NA) 
16.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.8 
25.9 

25.1 

22.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 



20 MO. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS---Contil'lued 

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

AREA 

BERNIE ........................... • ... ••• 
8 
D 
D 
E 
P 
P 
C 
D 
E 

LOOMFIELD ....................... ••••• .. 
EXTER .................................. 
UOlEY .................................. 
SSEX .................... ••••• .. •••••••• 
ENERMON ........................... ••••• 
UXICO ........................... • ... • •• 
ASTOR TOWNSHIP ......................... 
UCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
LK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

L 
N 
P 
R 

IBERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
EW LISBON TOWNSHIP ..................... 
IKE TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 
ICHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 

STONE COUNTy ........................ 

8 
C 
G 
H 
K 
R 

LUE EyE ............................. • .. 
RANE ................................ ••• 
ALENA ............................... ••• 
URLEY ~ ••••• ~ •••• 0 ., •• , •••• _ , • G ••• ,0 Q • t II 

IMBERLlNG CITy ...................... • •• 
EEDS SPRING ............................ 

SULLIVAN COUNTY ..................... 

ROWNING B 
G 
G 
H 
H 
M 
N 
o 
8 
au 

(PART) ......................... 
REENCASTLE ............................. 
REEN CITY ......................... • •••• 
ARRIS .................................. 
UMPHREYS ............................... 
rLAN~,,, ~ ~ w" ~,. p"" ~ &,. Q Q ~ ~ 6''' s 0 ~,.,. ~ ~ 0-, ~,~ 0 0 

EWTOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SGOOO ~ .. 0-"" to 0- " "" '" Ole ~ • ,,~ _ '" ,,~ " u , 0 "" ~ ••• p ~ 
OWMAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 

CL 
DU 
JA 
Ll 
MO 
PE 
PL 
PO 
TA 
UN 

BR 
FO 
HO 
FO 
TA 

CHANAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 

AY TOWNSHIP ................. ; ......... 
NCAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
CKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
BERTY TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
RRIS TOWNSHIP ......................... 
NN TOWNSHIP ........................... 
EASANT HILL TOWNSHIP .................. 
LK TOWNSHIP ........................... 
YLOR TOWNSH I P ~ .. ~ e , .. " 0 " .. b , ~ ~ , ... " .... I\' ~ • , ~ 

ION TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 

TANEY COUNTY .. 0 t. t $. ~,,~ ~ ~ 9 ft ~ II ~ ~ ... § ~ ~ t ~ 

ANSON •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• , 
RSyTH ................................. 
LL I STEH * $ ~ ~ • c It g • , Q • ~ , ~ a ~ ~ ~ fi ~ ~ _ ~ • ~ • ~ ~ e 6 

CKAWAY BEACH .......................... 
BLE ROCK TOWNS lTE •••••••••••••• , •••• , • 

TEXAS COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BOOL 60 •• " .. u ~ e Q $. II ~ $ ~ ~ .. 5 • !I ~ g 0 (;f Q D" 0 f ... a & 

USTON ................................. 
eKING. ~ f ~ .. I> ~ W &. ~'''. g ~. ~ e ~ It ~ .. $ ~ •• wOo ~ •• 
YMONDVILLE ............................ 
MMERSVILLE (PART) ..................... 
ONE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CA 
HO 
Ll 
FA 
SU 
BO 
BU 
CA 
CA 
CL 

RDINE TOWNSHIP ........................ 
RROLL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
55 TOWNSHIP ........................... 
INTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 

RRENT CU 
OA 
JAC 
LYN 
MOR 
OZA 
PIE 
PIN 
ROU 
SAR 

TOWNSHIP ........................ , 
TE TOWNSHIP ........................... 

KSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
CH TOWNSH IP 0' q •• & 6 ~ • e •••• ~ ••• ~ • ,~ ~ • ft • 

RIS TOWNSHIP ......................... 
RK TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RCE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EY TOWNSHIP .......................... 
BIDOUX TOWNSHIP ................... '" 
GENT TOWNSHIP ....................... , 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

1 863 
1 ~94 
5 976 

2:5,6 
532 
159 
729 

3 677 
3 085 
1 409 

11 507 
921 

3 982 
2 379 

11 908 

87 
986 
460 
182 
760 
370 

7 595 

93 
220 
589 
167 
1'12 

1 778 
221 
109 
552 
317 

656 
509 
662 
253 
321 

1 188 
298 

2 3~1 
202 
296 

16 657 

2 898 
993 

1 1'16 
255 

20 

19 91'1 

1 9l.7 
2 1'16 

988 
317 
1121 
219 

2 9119 
976 

1 226 
1 140 

426 
513 

1 107 
949 
842 
~70 
~22 

'I 016 
I 016 

290 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
(CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

1 Ml 13.5 2 712 2 109 
1 584 -5.7 2 869 2 282 

6 024 -0.8 3 115 2 483 
248 -~.8 2 009 1 843 
493 7.9 1 949 1 580 
154 3.2 1 949 706 
759 -4.0 2 420 1 896 

3 578 .2.8 2 819 2 273 

2 918 5.7 1 976 I 581 

1 389 1.'1 1 609 1 269 

10 886 5.7 2 875 2 292 
885 4.1 I 622 1 285 

3 780 5.3 2 231 1 802 
2 335 1.9 2 068 1 616 

9 921 20.0 2 852 2 427 

91 -4.'1 2 796 1 737 

I 003 -1.7 3 062 2 540 
391 17.6 2 796 2 U5 
148 23.0 2 796 2 236 
633 20.1 3 982 3 389 
286 29.'1 2 796 1 336 

7 572 0.3 3 088 2 '127 

92 I,! 3 078 1 966 
235 ·6.~ 2 596 1 794 
632 -6.8 3 543 2 939 
17'1 ·q.o 2 578 1 788 
1'10 1.4 2 756 2 456 

1 79'1 -0.9 3 323 2 611 
211 4.7 2 578 2 2H 
108 0.9 2 756 1 997 
543 1.7 2 756 2 180 
311 1.9 3 078 1 599 

647 1.'1 2 578 2 058 
498 2.2 3 078 2 544 
650 1.8 3 607 2 853 
248 2.0 3 078 ~ 030 
315 1.9 3 078 2 457 

1 237 -4.0 2 892 2 379 
291 2.'1. 3 078 1 347 

2 345 -0.2 J 271 2 574 

198 2.0 3 078 3 081 
289 2./1 3 078 1 941 

13 023 27.9 2 809 2 286 

2 1'75 33.2 3 801 2 653 
803 23 • .7 3 112 2 521 
906 26.5 2 60q 2 109 
213 19.7 2 828 J 295 

16 25.0 2 819 (S) 

18 no 8.7 2 393 1 972 

1 8~8 3.7 3 42q 2 756 

2 178 -1.5 2 901 2 505 
l. 002 -1.11 2 255 1 895 

2811 11.6 I 761 1 1115 
383 9.9 2 018 2 092 
193 13 .. 5 2 326 1 589 

2 756 7.0 3 117 2 532 

871 12.1 2 018 1 688 
1 088 12.7 1 972 1 769 

1 003 13.7 2 005 1 678 

374 13.9 2 326 1 063 
1151 13.7 2 326 1 373 
980 13.0 1 797 1 516 
836 13.5 2 386 2 021 
7'10 13.8 2 377 2 013 
~13 13.8 2 326 1 665 
371 13.7 2 326 1 2QO 

3 926 2.3 2 690 2 366 
894 13.6 2 191 1 855 
254 1~.2 2 n6 1 Q12 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

28.6 
25.7 
25.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.6 
24.0 
25.0 
26.8 

25.4 
26.2 
23.8 
2B.0 

17.5 

(NA) 
20.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
17.5 
(NA) 

27.2 

(NA) 
(NA) 
20.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.4 
(NA) 

25.3 
(NA) 
26.q 
(NA) 
(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
27.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.9 

33.2 
23.4 
23.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.3 

2'1.2 
13.1 
19.0 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.1 
19.5 
11.5 
19.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
18.5 
18.1 
18.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
13.7 
18.1 
(NA) 

I 



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

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

AREA 

SHERRILL TOWNSHIP ....................... 
UPTON TOWNSHIP .......................... 

VERNON COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BRONAUGH ............................. • •• 
DEERFIELD ........................ • ... ••• 
HARWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
METZ .. to .. " .. " I> ~ .. It .... , .. "" JI ~ " .... II ,,~ .. 1> •• " .. 'II .... e " 

M 
M 
N 
R 
S 
S 

ILO."" .... e,," ell"' ............ " II"" & ............ II .. ~"" 
OUNDVILLE ......................... • ... • 
EVADA. 1> .. 1> ......... ~ .... " .. " .. D.' 0 8 ~ .... "". 0 D""""" 
ICHARDS ................................ 
CHELL CITy ...................... • .. •• .. 
HELDON .......................... • ... • .. 

S 
W 
B 
B 
B 
C 
C 
C 
D 
D 

TOTESBURY ••••••••••••••• • ••••••• •••••• • 
ALKER •••••••••• , ....................... 
AeON TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
ADGER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
LUE MOUND TOWNSHIP ............... ,,,,,,, ............. 
ENTER TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 
LEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 
OAL TOWNSHIP ••••••••• ,., •••••••••••••• , 
EERFIELD TOWNSHIP ...................... 
OVER TOWNSH IP. ~ ........ t •• I ............ , •• ,. 

RYWOOO TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ARRISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ENRY TOWNSHIP, •• , ............... ,. c ....... ,· •• 

AKE TOWNSHIP .................... • ••• ••• 
ETZ TOWNSHIP .......................... • 
ONTEVALLO TOWNSHIP ..................... 

D 
H 
H 
L 
M 
M 
M 
o 
R 
V 

OUNOVILLE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
SAGE TOWNSHiP ........................ ,. 
ICHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
IRGIL TOWNSHIP ......................... 

W 
W 

ALKER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 

MA 
TR 
WA 
WR 

CA 
IR 
MI 
PO 

GR 
MI 
PI 
WI 

WARREN COUNTy ................................. 6 

RTHASVILLE ......................... • .. 
UESDALE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
RRENTON. ,. , ••• 0 ••••••••••• t •• , ••• , -' •• , 

IGHT CITy ...................... ••••••• 

WASHINGTON COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• 

LEDONIA .......................... ••••• 
ONDALE •••••••••• ; •••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
NERAL POINT ........................... 
TOS1 •••••••••••• P ••••••••• I •••••••••• I 

WAYNE COUNTy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EENVILLE ......................... ••• .. 
LL SPRING ............................. 
EDMONT ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
LLlAMSVILLE ... , ....................... 

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

GGINS .......................... • ...... 
RDLAND •••••••••• , ••••• I ••••••••• f' " • , 

01 
FO 
MA 
NI 
RO 
SE 

RSHFIELD .............................. 
ANGUA •••••• p • , •••••••••••••••••• " ., •• 

GERSVILLE ............................. 
YMOUR ••• ; •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •••• 

ALL 
DEN 
GRA 
SHE 
WOR 

WORTH COUNTY ... , .................... 

ENOALE ............................... 
VER ............................ ••••••• 
NT CITy .............................. 
RIDAN ••••••••••••• , •• , .... " ••••••••••• 
TH ••••• , ~ ••• II, •••• , I •••••••••••••• ••• 

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 19.73 
(ESTIMATE) 

2 632 
720 

19 387 

223 
121 

89 
130 

75 
161 

9 317 
105 
377 
517 

37 
248 
856 
348 
297 

8 401 
481 
306 
6117 
'153 

1 073 
327 
317 
2118 
1133 
325 
7ft7 
392 
292 
390 

567 
2 1186 

11 558 

q~9 

308 
2 lq3 
1 114 

16 373 

119 
339 
410 

2 759 

9 711 

353 
218 

1 630 
1106 

17 665 

155 
1110 

2 977 
359 
6311 

j 334 

3 254 

103 
91 

1 039 
228 
112 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 
( CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

2 536 3.8 2 200 ! 817 
634 13.6 1 752 1 48ij 

19 065 1.7 2 678 2 lij9 

203 9.9 2 666 2 360 
112 8.0 2 908 1 520 

91 ~2.2 1 757 2 192 
120 8.3 2 615 1 412 

80 ~6.3 2 475 1 952 
149 8.1 2 666 1 861 

9 736 -4.3 2 837 2 305 
105 (Z) 2 616 2 375 
)67 2.7 1 757 1 384 
498 3.8 2 475 2 188 

35 5.7 2 615 2 104 
227 9.3 2 311 1 789 
816 4,9 1 757 1 463 
320 8.7 2 616 1 912 
273 B.8 2 615 1 895 

8 65) -2.9 3 233 2 ;88 

443 8.6 2 616 .1 928 
279 9.7 2 615 1 773 
598 8.2 2 908 2 373 
418 8.11 2 616 1 828 

1 021 5.1 2 1175 2 059 
JOI 8.6 2 616 1 862 
295 7.5 2 615 2 076 
228 8.8 2 615 1 629 
397 9.1 2 615 2 311 
300 8.3 2 615 1 726 
686 8.9 2 666 2 1511 
360 8.9 2 616 2 8211 
276 5.8 2 615 1 778 
358 8.9 2 616 1 6117 

520 9.0 2 311 1 887 
2 523 -1.5 1 Jill 1 160 

9 699 19.2 3 177 2 579 

1115 8.2 ~ 206 2 877 
262 17.6 3 206 2 469 

2 057 4.2 3 ~17 2 932 
9113 18.1 3 q41 2 772 

15 086 8.5 2 244 1 7B4 

113 5,3 2 2ij7 1 900 
319 6.3 2 247 1 615 
369 11.1 2 247 1 697 

2 761 (Z) 2 755 2 174 

8 546 13.6 2 161 1 799 

328 7.6 2 200 2 1119 
207 5.3 2 200 1 298 

1 906 -4.0 2 511 1 966 
398 2.0 2 200 1 946 

15 562 13.5 2 399 1 972 

1110 10.7 2 395 2 7115 
399 2.8 2 395 1 864 

2 961 0.5 3 158 2 578 
309 16.2 2 395 1 727 
574 10.5 2 553 2 101 

1 208 10.q 2 1128 1 836 

3 359 -3.1 3 163 2 610 

104 -1.0 3 101 1 212 
104 -12.5 3 101 1 318 

1 095 -5.1 2 977 2 555 
251 -9.2 3 101 2 887 
(13 -0.9 3 101 1 271 

MO. 21 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

21.1 
18. ! 

24.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
2'1.9 
(NA) 
(NA) 
22.5 
(NA) 

20.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.5 
15.6 

23.2 

INA) 
(NA) 
16.5 
24.1 

25.8 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.7 

20.1 

(NA) 
(NA) 
27.7 
(NA) 

21.7 

(NA) 
(NA) 
22.5 
(NA) 
21.5 
32.2 

21.2 

(NA) 
( NA) 
16.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 



22 MO. 

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

AREA 

WHIGHT COUNTY ....................... 

HARTViLLE ............................... 
MANSFIELD ............................... 
MOUNTAIN GROVE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NORWOOD ................................. 
BOONE TOWNSHIP ••••••• _tt e"'" , ••••• "t." 
BRUSH CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 
CLARK TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ELK CREEK TOWNSHIP ...................... 
GASCONADE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
HART TOWNSHIP ........................... 

MONTGOMERY TOWNSHIP ..................... 
MOUNTAIN GROVE TOWNSHIP ................. 
PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................ 
UNION TOWNSHIP .......................... 
VAN BUREN TOWNSHIP ...................... 
WOOD TOWNSHIP ........................... 

INDEPENDENT CITIES, 

ST LOUIS ............................ 

MULTI-COUNTY PLACES 

BELLE ~ .... i ••••••• , ...... , ., ....... II 0 ........ 11' I • 

BROWNING ............. /I ............. /I ~ /I ~. 0 /I II. 0 ~ t 

BUNKER. " " , " • /I /I • D "" /I, ... , • II ...... , ........... , 

CAMERON .... e ...... I" •• @ _. f ~. Q ~. ~. 9' G.' /I.,;, 
DREXEL .................................. 
EMMA ......... a ••• ,,' ., ~ f." "''' II •• , •• " •• /I." " 
EXCELSIOR SPRINGS ....................... 
GLASGOW, " • /I .... ~ " A •• , •• ", • " ." p a \I'" • ~ ••••• 

GOWER,. ~." • " •• " "" • \I •• '"'' " • '" " t'" " • ~'" I 

HANNIBAL V \I ., " .. , II I 0) f. " ". /I \I' • " " .. , " ...... t" • e 

HOL T ." e ~ " " \I " 8 " • /I •••• "" ,. , /I • e ..... " • " • ~ • "I' 

JOPLIN •••••••••••••••••••••• , ........... 
KANSAS CITY II .. """" .. """ .. "."" .. " .. " _. II P t" II"'" 

LAKE OZARK ...... "" .. It .. ". 8 .. " ....... /I •• ,," .. ",," .... ,," 

LAWSON, ••• , .............................. 
MQNf:Ti ." ........ ~ ................ _" ".".,," f •• " $"" ... " 
MONROE C I TV .. 8 " ~" ~" D' ~ t" II ... " D ... " /I • ~ e""" "II 
OSBORN ... "." ....... "" .. ". f .... ""." .. "" t""""",,",, t 

RiCHLAND ................................ 
SIKESTON ........................... ; •••• 

STOUTLAND ............................... 
SULLIVAN ................................ 
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S DOES NOT MEET PUBLICATION STANDARDS. 
Z LESS THAN 0.05 PERCENT. 

POPULATION 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 
(ESTIMATE) ( CENSUS) 

15 226 13 667 

556 524 
1 193 1 056 
3 800 3 377 

319 294 
792 707 
479 427 
964 868 
488 435 
960 861 

1 010 923 

686 612 
4 825 4 291 
2 236 1 987 
1 079 963 

562 502 
1 143 1 091 

558 006 622 236 

1 154 1 133 
418 412 
465 447 

q 119 3 960 
831 723 
225 224 

11 080 9 411 
1 374 1 336 

896 758 
18 092 18 609 

337 319 
40 598 39 256 

487 799 507 330 
606 507 

1 298 1 034 
6 122 5 937 
2 363 2 ~56 

348 338 
1 758 1 783 

15 074 14 699 

238 205 
4 951 5 111 

47'1 435 
----

(DOLLARS) 

PERCENT 1972 1969 
CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

--

11.4 2 3H 1 828 

6.1 2 294 1 560 
13.0 2 606 2 078 
12.5 2 327 1 853 
8.5 1 812 1 330 

12.0 1 955 1 602 
12.2 2 239 1 413 
11.1 1 814 1 492 
12.2 2 239 1 326 
11.5 2 748 2 252 
9.4 2 227 1 745 

12.1 1 954 1 602 
12.4 2 458 1 944 
12.5 2 420 1 899 
12.0 1 993 1 633 
12.0 2 072 1 698 
4.8 2 589 2 052 

-10'.3 3 292 2 726 

1.9 2 728 2 518 
1,5 2 714 1 655 
4.0 2 392 1 979 
4.0 3 060 2 428 

14.9 2 650 2 393 
0.4 3 267 2 516 

17.7 3 371 2 778 
2.8 2 429 2 104 

18.2 3 201 2 542 
... 2.8 3 083 2 553 

5 .6 4 104 2 771 
3.4 3 356 2 796 

... 3,8 q 012 3 329 
19.5 2 917 4 326 
25.5 3 452 2 770 

I 
3.1 3 236 2 699 

-3.8 2 779 2 424 
3.0 2 957 1 999 

-1.4 3 262 2 512 
2.6 3 296 2 630 

16.1 2 838 

I 
1 487 

...3,1 3 520 2 701 
9.0 2 034 2 212 

---

1THE fiGURE SHOWN HERE FOf.( THE STATr: iNCLUDES ALL CORHECTIONS MADE TO THE LOCAL POPULATIONS SUBSEQUENT TO THE: r~ELEASE Of" 
THE OFFICIAL STATE COUNT. THE OfFIC'IAL 1970 CENSUS STATE COUNl IS 4- 677 399~ 

:ESTI~ATE;_ INCLUDES ANNE_~A:.19N NOT REFLECTED IN 1970 FIGURE. 
'NAME CHANGED FROM I<ANDOLPH: 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

26.6 

47.1 
25.4 
25.6 
(NA) 
22.0 
(NA) 
21.6 
(NA) 
22.0 
27.6 

22.0 
26./.1. 
27.4 
22.0 
22.0 
26.2 

20.8 

8.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.0 
10.7 
(NA) 
21.3 
15.4 
25.9 
20.8 

(NA) 
20.0 
20.5 

-32.6 
24.6 
19.9 
14.6 
(NA) 
29;9 
25.3 

(NA) 
30.3 
(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-SERI 

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 


