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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, HJ73 estimates of the 
population of each area together with adjusted April 1, 
1970 census populations (see "Population Base" sec­
tion below) and percent change. In addition, the table 
presents per capita money income estimates for 1972 
plus 1969 per capita income as reported in the 1970 
census. Percent change in per capita income is shown 
only for areas of 500 or more population in 1970. 

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

I In certain midwestern States (Illinois. Minnesota, Missouri, 
l\Iebraska, 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 esti mates of per 
capita income were obtained by updating the per 
capita value directly rather than by updating of 
population and aggregate money income. Conse­
quently, for these areas the esti mates of per capita 
income to a large extent were derived independent of 
the population estimates. 2 

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Population Base. The 1970 population base is the 
1970 census count updated to reflect all 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 net migration rate for each geographic 
area for the estimation period (1970-1973) based on 
administrative record data and applying this rate to the 
appropriate 1970 population base. Net migration from 
the administrative records was developed as follows: 

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

2. A migration matrix was then developed for the 
matched cases for 1970 and 1973 geograph ic 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 esti mate date, such special census 
results were incorporated in the estimate. In several 
States, the subcounty estimates were also merged with 
estimates for geographic areas provided by State 
agencies participating in the Federal-State Cooperative 
Program for Local Population Estimates. These 
occurred in seven States-California, Connecticut, 
Florida, New Jersey, Oregon, Washington, and Wiscon­
sin. 

The estimates for the geographic areas in each 
county were adjusted to an independent county 
estimate which represents the average of the results of 
the administrative record-based estimate for the county 
with the county estimate for 1973 derived from the 
Federal-State Cooperative Program (FSCP). For all but 
11 States the administrative records estimate at the 
county level was weighted equally with a provisional 
1973 FSCP estimate. For the States of Arizona, 
Colorado, Hawaii, Maine, Maryland, Nebraska, Rhode 
Island, South Dakota, Utah, Vermont, and Wyoming, 
however, revised 1973 FSCP estimates were available. 
In view of this, the FSCP estimates in these States were 
given two-thirds weight inasmuch as the revised FSCP 
estimates themselves are the average of the results of 
two separate methods. 
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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 inc0me: Money received from the sale of 
personal property; capital gains; the value of income 
"in kind" such as food produced and consumed in the 
home or free living quarters; withdrawal of bank 
deposits; money borrowed; tax refunds; exchange of 
money between relatives living in the same household; 
gifts and lump-su m inheritances, insurance payments, 
and other types of lump-sum receipts. 

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

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

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

For the county estimates, the same general tech­
nique was used except that, instead of carrying forward 
the 1970 census aggregates, the per capita amount for 
each income type was brought forward. The updating 
of per capita amounts rather than aggregates was done 
to minimize any errors in the PCI estimates due to 
errors in the assignment of geocodes to the I RS data 
and errors in the population estimates. Census wage 
and salary per capita income amounts were updated 
using the percent change in the 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 estimate. 

Subcounty Governmental Unit Estimates 

Minor civil divisions and independent municipali­
ties. hJr 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 tor 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 INCOME" 
WITH "PERSONAL INCOME" 

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

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

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

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



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 SEA. It should be noted 
that since the 1972 per capita incomes are built upon 
the census amounts, they will tend to reflect the same 
relative "short-fall" as existed in the census. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

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

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

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

Testing of the administrative records procedure for 
selected areas has been conducted for the 1968-70 
period as well as for 1970 to 1973. The test for 
196& 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 esti mates 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) 

Item 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) 1 ••••••••• " ••••••••• 

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

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

All 
States 

0.6 

51 

40 
9 
2 

Population size in 1970 

4 million 
and over 

0.3 

16 

16 
o 
o 

1.5 to 4 Less than 
million 1.5 million 

0.7 0.9 

18 17 

13 
4 

11 
5 
1 

'By region: Northeast 0.6 percent; North Central 0.7 percent; South 0.6 percent; West 
0.6 percent. 
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estimates. As can be noted, there is very close 
agreement between the esti mates, with the overall 
average difference amounting to 0.6 percent. There 
were no extreme variations in the estimates--all were 
under 3 percent with no regional or directional biases 
indicated. The final State estimates used in the 
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 pattem 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 
late r years. 

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

(Base is co-op estimates) 

Counties with 1,000 or more population 
Counties 

Items 
All 

25,000 10,000 1,000 
with less 

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

or more 
50,000 25,000 10,000 

population 

---

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) 1 ••• '" . J.l 3.0 2.3 2.3 2.9 4.0 18.1 

Number of counties or 
equivalents ...... ...... .... . 3,140 :l,115 679 508 1,015 853 25 

With differences of: 
U.:!SS than 1 percent ..... , 7S0 780 243 161 211 165 -
1 to 3 percent ........... 1,195 1,193 282 255 411 245 2 
3 to 5 pt':~rcent ........... 646 642 104 91 239 208 4 
5 to 10 percent .......... 414 413 46 54 138 175 1 
10 percent and over ...... 105 87 4 7 16 60 18 

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

percent. 



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

The 191()"73 Test. For the 1970 to 1973 period 
comparisons are available for 86 areas where special 
censuses had been taken for this very purpose. The 
areas were randomly selected nationwide, and are 
"representative" of areas with population of less than 

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

Table 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 esti mating 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 I 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 esti mates decreases 
with increasing rate of growth. 

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

For the 165 special census areas table G indicates 
the same general pattern of decreasing level of accuracy 
with increasing 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 esti mation system using adminis­
trative records yields results that compare favorably 
with existing methods and provides acceptable esti­
mates, systematically, in geographic detail on a current 
basis not available from any other known source (short 
of a full-scale census). The margin of these differences 
is reasonable and within the limit of what might be 
expected of such intercensal estimates. The level of 
accuracy of the esti mates implied by the test results 
would appear to be acceptable for most uses where 
current population figures are required. It is in line 
with the quality level recommended or proposed for a 
variety of legislative purposes. For example, it has been 
proposed that sample survey data to be used, in part, 
for the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 
(CET A) and the Amendment of 1974 to the Elemen­
tary and Secondary School Act provide figures with a 
coefficient of variation, in the neighborhood of 10 
percent, a difference of the same general magnitude as 
the largest of the average shown here for the smaller 
areas. That the system yields figures for all geographic 
areas in the country-States, counties, cities, town­
ships, etc.-systematically and at about the same time 
is, in itself, a significant advantage. 



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

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Number of areas with differences of 

Area 
percent 

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

percent 
and over 

IX 

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

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

'All areas have population oJ 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 22 
6.9 21 

10.6 17 
10.4 4 

7.2 1 

9 8 5 -
3 6 8 4 
3 1 3 9 
- 1 1 2 
- - 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 percent 

-
-

21 

-
-

of 

difference' Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 percent 

1 
U 

All areas (165) .............. 

,000 to 65,000 (123) .............. 
nder 1,000 (42) ................... 

'Disregarding sign. 

13.6 

7.5 
31.4 

percent percent percent and over 

48 25 26 66 

46 25 23 29 
2 - 3 37 



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 
Average Total of differ-

Rate of change, 
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. 
IDisregarding sign. 

The esti mates are further improved when the figures 
are merged (averaged) with existing estimates of known 
quality based on independent methods and data 
sources. This merging is done uniformly for States and 
counties; however, the final set of subcounty estimates 
also incorporates the results available from special 
censuses including those conducted locally for their 
own purposes. (Such acceptable local special censuses 
for small areas were available for areas in California, 
Oregon, and Washington-in these areas, the final 
estimates are the special census counts adjusted only to 
a july 1 reference date.) Furthermore, for several 
selected States, the subcounty estimates were also 
merged with locally produced esti mates prepared by 
State agencies participating with the Census Bureau in 
the Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Popu· 
lation Estimates. Thus, the tinal 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 thim the 
1970 census counts. 

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

• 



RELATED REPORTS 

The population estimates shown in this report are 
consistent with State estimates published in Current 
Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 533. They effec­
tively supersede the provisional county esti mates for 
1973 published in Series P-26, No. A9 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. 



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

STATE 

(1970 population and related PCI figures 
forPCI for 

AREA 

OF NORTH DAKOTA ••••••••••• 

ADAMS COUNTY ••• , ., ••••••••••••••• ' 

BUCYPUS •• , ••••••••••••• , ••••••••• ' •••• 
HAYNES ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••• ' 
HETTINGER •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
REEDER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ., .' 
ARGONNE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BElSIGL TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BUCYRUS TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ••••••••••• ' ••• ' 
CEDAR TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
CHANDLER TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CLERMONT TOWNSHIP ....................... 

DARLING SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ................ 
DUCI< CREEK TOWNSH I P ••••• , •••••••••••• ' •• 
GILSTkAP TOWNSHIP ....................... 
HETTINGER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• , •• , • 
HOLDEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
JORDAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
LIGHTNING CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
MAINE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
NORTH LEMMON TOWNSYIP •••• , ••••••••• , '" • 
ORANGi'. TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ••••••••• , ••• , '" • 

REEDER TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••• ' .' •• 
SCOTT TOWNSH IP ••••••• " •••••••••• ' ••• ' .' 
SOUTH FORK TOWNSHIP ..................... 
TAYLOR BUTTE TOWNSHIP •• , ., ., •• , •••• , •••• 
WHETSTONE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WOLF BUTTE TOWNSHIP ..................... 

BARNES COUNTy ................ ••••• •• 

DAZEY •••••••••••••••• " •• , ••••••••••• ' •• 
FINGAL ••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
KATHRyN ................................. 
LEAL ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• • 
LITCHVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
NOME ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• ••• ••••• •• 
ORISKA ............................. ••• •• 
P ILLS8URY •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' •• 
ROGERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SANBORN •••••••••••• , ., ••• , ••••• , .' ., .' .' 

SIBLEy .................................. 
VALLEY CITy .......................... ••• 
WI~BLEDON •••••••••• , ., ••••••••• , ••• ' •••• 
ALTA TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 
ANDERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... ' 
ASHTABULA TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BALDWIN TOVINSHIP ....................... • 
BINGHAMPTON TOWNSHIP .................... 
BRIMEk TOWNSHIP •• , ., ., ••••••••••••• , '" • 
CUBA TOWNSHIP •••••• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 

DAZEY TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
ECKELSON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
EDNA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELLS BURY TOwNSHIP ....................... 
GETCHELL TOWNSHII' •••• , ••••••••••••••••• ' 
GRAND PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 
GREEN TOWNSHIP .......................... 
GREENLAND TO~NSH I p ••• , ••••• , ., •••••••••• 
HEMEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOBART TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• ,., '" • 

LAKE TOWN TOWNSHIP ...................... 
MANSFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... • 
MARSH TOWNSHIP .......................... 
MEADOW LAKE TOWNSHIP .................... 
MINNIE LAKE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
NELSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NOLTIMIER TOWNSHIP ...................... 
NORMA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OAKHILL TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ORISKA TOWNSHIP •••• , ., ••• , ••••••• " •• ' .' 

PIERCE TOWNSHIP ......................... 
POTTER TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 
RARITAN TOWNSHI p ••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 

Estimates of percent change 

635 487 118 469 

831 3 155 538 

44 2 895 1 786 

52 .9 2 1 793 

632 655 -1.4 3 2 943 

304 306 -0.7 2 2 768 

72 75 -1,4 2 895 2 179 

49 48 2.1 2 0 

56 57 -1.8 2 

49 49 0.0 2 895 

32 3? 0.0 2 
66 6'7 -1,5 2 

64 65 -1.5 2 2 012 

'i8 59 -1.7 2 1 929 

q9 50 -2.0 2 3 635 

166 16R -1.2 2 3 Oq1 

57 58 -1.7 2 1 108 

23 23 0.0 2 0 

39 38 2.6 2 e95 773 
'56 57 -1.8 2 895 qe5 

161 163 -1.2 2 895 269 

66 67 -1.5 2 895 692 

85 86 -1.2 2 895 (;63 

110 110 0.0 2 895 865 

q7 45 4.4 2 895 650 

55 56 -1.8 2 895 859 

35 3'\ 0.0 2 895 763 
eq 65 -1.5 2 895 968 

It; 178 lt; 669 -3.3 014 2 435 

128 128 0.0 2 701 1 666 

163 166 -1.8 2 920 2 266 

109 109 0.0 2 920 2 581 

q3 41 4.9 2 701 2 472 

292 294 -0.7 2 920 1 B02 

103 103 0,0 2 920 1 }q5 

128 128 0.0 2 920 2 795 

q9 50 -2.0 2 920 2 688 

96 96 0.0 2 701 2 715 

251 255 -1.6 2 920 1 e65 

20 20 0.0 2 920 0 

7 407 7 843 -5.6 3 119 2 717 

332 337 -1.5 2 701 2 351 

161 164 -1.8 2 920 1 823 

75 75 0.0 2 920 2 256 

101 102 -1.0 2 920 1 380 

85 86 -1.2 2 920 5 162 

167 170 -1.8 2 920 2 223 

81 82 -1.2 2 920 1 629 

97 98 -1.0 2 920 2 34q 

83 84 -1.2 2 920 1 616 

156 158 -1.3 2 920 3 081 

97 97 0.0 2 920 2 060 

75 76 -1.3 2 920 1 391 

99 100 -1.0 2 920 2 473 

97 97 0.0 2 no 2 666 

127 126 0.8 2 920 2 163 

131 131 0.0 2 920 695 

78 79 -1.3 2 920 078 

128 12B 0.0 2 920 651 

96 96 0.0 2 920 1 027 

89 90 -1.1 2 920 6 124 

112 112 0.0 2 920 1 855 

126 125 0.8 2 920 2 385 

99 100 -1.0 2 920 2 065 

115 115 0.0 2 920 2 186 

128 127 0.8 2 920 1 li27 

121 121 0.0 2 920 2 569 

129 129 0.0 2 920 1 659 

105 105 0.0 2 920 440 

114 114 0.0 920 e45 

97 98 -1.0 92U 128 

186 188 -1.1 920 365 

N. OAK. 1 

26.3 

24.3 

INA) 
INA) 
19.1 
(NA) 
INA) 
I NA.I 
(NA) 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

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

(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
( ,"A) 
INA) 
INA) 

23. R 

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

(NA) 
14.8 
( NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
( NA) 
( NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

(NA) 
INA) 
INA) 



2 N. DAK. 

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

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

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

ROGERS TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSEBUD TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SIBLEY TRAIL TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
SKAND I A TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SPRING CREEK TOWNSHIP ................. .. 
SPR I NGVALE TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
STEWART TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 
SVEA TOWNSHIP .......................... • 
THORDENSKJOLD TOWNSH IP ................. , 
UXBRIDGE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 

WEIMER TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 

BENSON COUNTy .................... ••• 

BR INSMAOE •••••••••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••• , 
ESMOND ................................. . 
KNOX ••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• • 
LEEDS .................................. . 
MADDOCK •••••••••••••• , •••• '" •• , •• '" ••• 
MINNEWAUKEN .......................... • •• 
OBERON ••• , ••• , ......................... . 
WARWICK ..................... " ........ • •• 
yORK ................................. ••• 
ALBERT TOWNSHIP ........................ • 

ARNE TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
AURORA TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
BEAVER TOWNSHiP ....................... .. 
BROE TOWNSHiP ........................ ••• 
BUTTE VALLEY TOWNSH I P .................. . 
EAST FORK TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
ELDON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
ESMOND TOWNSHiP ...................... ••• 
HESPER TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
IMPARK TOWNSHiP ........................ . 

IOWA TOWNSHIP ........................ ••• 
IRVINE TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
ISABEL TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 
KNOX TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
LAKE IBSEN TOWNSHIP .................... • 
LALL IE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEEDS TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 
LOHNES TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
MCCLELLAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MINCO TOWNSHIP ......................... . 

MISSION TOWNSHIP ....................... • 
NORMANIA TOWNSHIP ...................... • 
NORTH VIKING TOWNSHIP .................. . 
OBERON TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
PLEASANT LAKE TWP ...................... . 
RICH VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................... . 
RIGGIN TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
ROCK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
SOUTH VIKING TOWNSHIP ...... '" .......... . 
TWIN LAKE TOWNSHIP ... : ................. . 

TWIN TREE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WARWICK TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 
WEST ANTELOPE TOWNSH IP ................ .. 
WEST BAY TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
WOOD LAKE TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
YORK TOWNSHIP ........................ ••• 

8 r LL I NGS COUNTy •••••••••••••••••• ••• 

MEDORA ••••••••••••• , • " " •••• , ., '" ••••• 

HOTTINEALJ COUNTy ••••••••••••••••• ••• 

ANTI_ER ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , •••••• 
80TTINEAU .......................... ••• •• 
ECKMAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , ••• ' 
GARDENA •••••••••••• , ., ••••••••••••• , .' .' 
KRAMER ••••• : ••• " " ••••••••••••••• ~ ••••• 
LANDA •••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• ' •••••• 
LANSFORD ............................... . 
MAXBASS ................................ . 
NEWBURG ••••••••••••••••••••••••• '" ••••• 
OMEMEE ................................. . 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATe) 

72 
118 
130 
125 
141 
126 
126 
118 
187 
122 

82 

329 

38 
~19 
106 
631 
708 
502 
153 
170 
104 
148 

124 
105 

62 
112 
201 
123 
124 
154 
136 
185 

75 
89 

138 
146 
lOB 
178 
138 

41 
84 
54 

513 
132 
127 
200 
108 
134 
101 

88 
108 
108 

74 
71 
97 

118 
322 

99 

190 

131 

596 

136 
846 

9 
84 

128 
60 

298 
173 
128 

5 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

72 
118 
130 
124 
145 
125 
125 
119 
189 
122 

83 

24~ 

36 
41~ 
104 
626 
708 
496 
151 
168 
102 
146 

123 
103 

63 
111 
199 
122 
123 
152 
135 
183 

75 
87 

137 
144 
106 
176 
138 

39 
B3 
55 

50B 
131 
127 
198 
107 
133 

99 
86 

106 
107 

74 
71 
95 

116 
317 

97 

198 

129 

9 496 

135 
760 

9 
64 

125 
61 

296 
174 
125 

5 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.8 

-2.8 
0.8 
0.8 

-0.8 
-1.1 
0.0 

-1. 2 

1.0 

5.6 
0.7 
1.9 
0.8 
0.0 
1.2 
1.3 
1.2 
2.0 
1.4 

0.8 
1.9 

-1.6 
0.9 
1.0 
0.8 
0.8 
1.3 
0.7 
1.1 

0.0 
2.3 
0.7 
1.4 
1.9 
1.1 
0.0 
5.1 
1.2 

-1.8 

1.0 
0.8 
0.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
2.0 
2.3 
1.9 
0.9 

0.0 
0.0 
2.1 
1.7 
1.6 
2.1 

-0.7 

1.6 

1.1 

0.7 
3.1 
0.0 
0.0 
2.4 

-1.6 
0.7 

-0.6 
2.4 
0.0 

1972 1969 PERCENT 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

2 920 1 602 (NA) 

2 920 1 ~99 INA) 
2 920 1 383 INA) 
2 920 1 697 INA) 
2 920 2 293 INA) 

" 920 1 752 INA) 
2 920 1 307 INA) 
2 920 1 776 INA) 
2 920 1 974 (NA) 

2 920 1 777 INA) 

920 593 INA) 

463 ~89 30.4 

2 952 3 366 INA) 
2 116 1 567 (NA) 
3 £1.24 2 309 INA) 
3 411 2 674 27.6 
2 295 1 985 15.6 
2 952 2 203 INA) 
2 952 2 449 (NA) 
2 521 2 209 INA) 
3 42~ 3 131 INA) 
2 521 1 892 INA) 

2 521 673 (NA) 

2 521 001 INA) 
2 521 0 INA) 
2 521 2 053 INA) 
2 521 2 118 INA) 
2 521 90~ INA) 
2 521 0 INA) 
2 521 035 INA) 
2 521 872 INA) 
2 521 456 INA) 

2 521 982 INA) 
2 521 976 INA) 
2 521 611 INA) 
2 521 669 INA) 
2 521 2 568 INA) 
2 521 2 222 INA) 
2 521 3 015 INA) 
2 520 2 759 INA) 
2 521 2 299 INA) 
2 521 2 865 INA) 

1 1~9 904 27.1 
2 521 1 575 INA) 
2 521 3 506 INA) 
2 521 2 497 INA) 
2 521 1 264 INA) 
2 521 2 886 INA) 
2 521 1 781 INA) 
2 521 2 907 INA) 
2 521 2 661 INA) 
2 521 1 833 INA) 

521 0 INA) 
521 1 288 INA) 

2 521 1 461 INA) 
2 521 2 516 (NA) 
2 521 1 139 INA) 
2 521 3 059 INA) 

057 632 26.0 

152 2 221 INA) 

3 028 456 23.3 

2 791 522 (NA) 
3 212 631 22.1 
2 790 0 (NA) 
2 112 1 730 INA) 
2 112 1 748 INA) 
3 035 7 616 INA) 
3 035 2 752 INA) 
2 791 2 012 INA) 
2 791 2 958 INA) 
2 919 0 INA) 



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 applicllble See text) 

AREA 

OVERLy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ... • •• 
RUSSELL ••••••• , , , , •• , • , •••••••••• ' •••••• 
SOURIS .................................. 
WESTHOPE •••••• '" • , •••••••••••••• ' , ••••• 
WILLOW CITy •••••••••••••• , •••••• , .... • •• 
AMITY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• ,., •• , ••••• " • 
ANTLER TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
BENTINCK TOWNSHIP ....................... 
BLAINE TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' •• 
BRANDER TOWNSHIP ........................ 

CECIl. TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HATFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••• , ............... 
ORDEllA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
UT BANK TOWNSHIP ...... , •••••••••••••••• 
ALEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 

·IDSVOLD 

C 
C 
D 
E 
E 
E 
H 
H 

TOWNSHIP ....................... 

H 
H 
K 
L 
L 
L 
M 
N 
o 
o 

LMS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
L YS I AN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ARAM TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ASTrNGS TOWNSHIP, ...................... 

OFF MAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
OMEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ANE TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ANSFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EWIS TOWNSHIP ••••• , .................... 
ORDSBURG TOWNSH IP ••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
OUNT ROSE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
EWBORG TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AK CREEK TOWNSHIP ...................... 
AK VALLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 

ST8Y TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
EABODY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ICKERING TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ENV ILLE TO~NSHIP ....................... 
ICHBURG TOWNSHI P •••••• , ., ••••••••••••• , 
OLAND TOWNSHIP ......................... 
CANDIA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
COTIA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ERGlUS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

o 
P 
P 
R 
R 
R 
S 
S 
S 
S HERMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ 

S 
S 
T 
W 
W 
W 
W 
W 
W 

TAR BUCK TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TONE CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
ACOMA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
AYNE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELLINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 
HEATON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HlTBY TOWNSHIP ......................... 
HITTERON TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••• , ••••••••• , 
ILLOW VALE TOWNSHIP .................... 

BO 
GA 
RH 
SC 
AD 
AM 
80 
BO 
BU 
FI 

BOWMAN COUNTY •••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

WMAN ••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• '" • 
SCOYNE ................................ 
AME ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PANTON ................................ 
ELAIDE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
OR TOWNSHIP ........................... 
WMAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
YESEN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ENA VISTA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
SCHBEIN TOWNSHIP ...................... 

SCOYNE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
M TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LDFIELD TOWNSHIP ...................... 
A I NBEL T TOWNSH IP •• '" •••••••••• , •••••• 
AND RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 
LEY TOWNSH IP ••• , ., ., ., •••••••••• '" •• , 

GA 
GE 
GO 
GR 
GR 
HA 
HA 
LA 
LA 
MA 

RT TOWNSHIP ........................... 

MI 
NE 
RH 
SC 
ST 
ST 
SU 

DD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , ••••••••••• , •• 
NGBERG TOWNSHIP ....................... 
RION TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NNEHALA TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••• , ., .' •••••• 
BO TOWNSHIP ........................... 
AME TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RANTON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
AR TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ILL WATER TOWNSHIP ..................... 
NNY SLOPE TOWNSHIP .................... 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

28 
14 

151 
708 
405 

80 
104 

57 
51 
87 

71 
82 
86 

104 
125 
143 

B4 
88 

122 
115 

42 
139 
120 

92 
61 
79 
91 
86 
54 
81 

105 
51 

185 
62 

130 
239 
156 
114 
129 

96 

91 
81 

120 
67 
81 
B8 
54 

260 
80 

3 969 

1 825 
35 

205 
361 

52 
52 
84 
53 
51 
51 

37 
33 
82 
55 
38 
75 
~3 
37 
32 
35 

37 
62 
77 
92 
54 
53 
25 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

( CENSUS) CHANGE (ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) 

28 0.0 2 112 3 341 

14 0,0 2 791 0 

151 0.0 3 035 2 785 

705 0.4 3 337 3 107 

403 0.5 2 112 1 661 

80 0,0 3 035 1 717 

104 0.0 3 035 2 858 
57 0.0 3 035 1 699 

50 2.0 3 035 906 

87 0.0 3 035 2 032 

72 -1.4 3 035 3 120 

82 0,0 3 035 2 797 

86 0.0 3 035 1 522 

104 0.0 3 035 4 778 

123 1.6 3 035 1 443 

143 0.0 3 035 2 468 

84 0.0 3 035 2 895 

88 0.0 3 035 2 450 

121 0,8 3 035 3 099 

114 0.9 3 035 2 703 

40 5.0 3 035 0 

138 0.7 3 035 2 249 

119 0.8 3 035 3 212 

92 0.0 3 035 5 111 

62 -1.6 3 035 2 103 

79 0.0 3 035 9B7 

91 0.0 3 035 2 047 

86 0.0 3 035 3 362 

54 0.0 3 035 1 476 

81 0.0 3 035 1 357 

105 0.0 3 035 2 060 

51 0.0 3 035 0 
184 0.5 3 035 2 445 

63 -1.6 3 035 1 860 

128 1.6 3 035 3 168 

237 0.8 3 035 1 972 

157 -0.6 3 035 1 918 

113 0.9 3 035 4 540 

126 2.4 3 035 2 057 

96 0.0 3 035 2 123 

91 0.0 3 035 1 930 

81 0.0 3 035 1 797 

119 0.8 3 035 3 954 
68 -1.5 3 035 2 159 

81 0.0 3 035 975 
88 0.0 3 035 2 134 
54 0.0 3 035 951 

260 0.0 3 035 2 117 

80 0.0 3 035 3 272 

3 901 1.7 3 141 2 502 

1 762 3.6 3 419 3 073 

34 2.9 2 912 699 

206 -0.5 2 912 1 951 

360 0.3 2 912 2 642 

53 -1.9 2 912 1 901 
53 -1.9 2 912 117 

85 -1.2 2 912 1 425 

54 -1.9 2 912 2 771 
52 -1.9 2 912 0 

52 -1.9 2 912 2 649 

35 5.7 2 912 0 

32 3.1 2 912 992 

82 0.0 2 912 4 280 
56 -1,8 2 912 961 
36 5.6 2 912 7~6 

76 -1,3 2 912 2 630 

43 0.0 2 912 0 
35 5.7 2 912 1 883 

31 3.2 2 912 0 
34 2.9 2 912 3 133 

35 5.7 2 912 1 675 
63 -1,6 2 912 2 875 
78 -1.3 2 912 1 755 

92 0.0 2 912 2 179 

55 -1.8 2 912 1 302 
54 -1.9 2 912 449 

25 0.0 2 912 0 

N.DAK. 3 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
7.4 

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

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

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
( Nt.) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

25.5 

11.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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



4 N. OAK. 

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

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

AREA 

TALBOT TOWNSHIP ......................... 
wHITING TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 

BURKE COUNTY ••••• , ••• , ••••• , .' •••••• 

BOWBELLS ......................... ••• .... 
COLUMBUS ••••••••• , ., ••••••••••• '" •••••• 
FLAXTON ............................ • .... 
LARSON •••••••• '" •• , ••••• , ., ••• , .' •••• ", 
LIGNITE ................................. 
PORTAL ............................. ••• •• 

OWERS LAKE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
BATTLEVIEW TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ,. 
. OWBELLS B 
C 

TOWNSHIP •• , .................... 
ARTER TOWNSHIP, .......... , ............. 

C 
C 
C 
o 
o 
F 
F 
F 

LAYTON TOWNSHIP, ....................... 
LEARY TOWNSHIP .................... ·., •• 
OLVILLE TOWNSHiP .................... • •• 
ALE TOWNSHIP •• " '" '" • " • " ••••••••••• 
IMOND TOWNSH IP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 
AY TOWNSHIP ............................ 
OOTHILLS TOWNSHiP ................... • •• 
ORTHUM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , •••• • .. 

,ARNESS TOWNSHIP ........................ 
H 

K 
K 
L 
L 
L 
M 
N 
P 
R 
R 

ARMONOUS TOWNSHiP., •••••••••••••••••••• 

ANDIYOHI TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ELLER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
AKE VIEW TOWNSHIP ...... , ............... 
EAF MOUNTAIN TOWNSHIP •••••••• , •••••• •• , 
UCY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , ••••• , ••• ,· •• 
INNESOH TOWNSHIP •••• , ................. 
ORTH STAR TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
ORTAL TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ICHLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
OSELAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 

S 
S 
T 
V 
V 
W 

HORT CREEK TOWNSHIP •• , •• , " , ••••••••••• 
00 TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • ... •• • 
HORSON TOWNSHiP ........................ 
ALE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ANVILLE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ARD TOWNSHIP ........................... 

BURLEIGH COUNTy ..................... 

B 
R 

I SMARCK ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• ' •••••• 
EGAN •••••••••• , ••••••••• ,.·.·.·.·.···· • 
ILTON IV 

IV 
AP 
B 
CA 
CH 
CL 
CR 

(PART) •••••••••••••••••••••• •••• ' 
IN6 ............................. • ... ••• 

PLE CHEEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , .......... 
OYD TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , •• , •••• , •••••• ·, • 

CR 
DR 
EC 
ES 
FL 
FR 
GH 
GI 
GL 
GR 

HA 
HA 
HA 
LE 
LO 
LO 
MC 
ME 
HI 
MO 

NA 
PA 
RO 
S1 

NFIELD TOWNSHIP ....................... 
RISTJANIA TOWNSHIP .................... 
EAR LAKE TOWNSHIP.,., •• , ....... ••• .... 
OFTE TOWNSHIP •••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 

OM WELL TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
I SCOLL TOWNSH IP •••••••• , • , ••••• , •• , ••• 
KLUND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
THERVILLE TOWNSHIP •••• , ............... 
ORENCE LAKE TWP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ANCES TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
YLlN TOWNSHIP •• , " ., •••••••••••••••••• 
885 TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ENVIEW TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
ASS LAKE TOWNSHIP ..................... 

RRIETT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• , .... 
Y CREEK TOWNSHIP ...................... 
zEL GROVE TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••• , .' .' •••• 
IN TOWNSHIP ........................... 
GAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
NG LAKE TOWNSHiP ••••••••• , ••••••••• •• , 
KENZIE TOWNSHiP .................... • •• 
NOKEN TOIVNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SSOUR I TOWNSHiP ..... , •••••••••••• ••• •• 
RTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

UGH TON TOWNSHiP .................. ••• •• 
INTED WOODS TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ••• , ., •• 
CI( HILL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
8LEY BUTTE TOWNSHIP .................. ' 

pER CAP ITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

BO 80 0.0 2 912 1 632 

Bl 81 0.0 2 912 2 573 

q 595 q 739 -3.0 2 Q90. 2 079 

566 584 -3.1 2 479 2 089 

450 465 -3.2 2 784 2 341 

277 2B6 -3.1 2 507 2 160 

33 35 -5.7 2 784 2 255 

)43 354 -3.1 2 784 2 067 

243 251 -3.2 2 784 2 858 

506 523 -3.3 1 870 1 587 

115 118 -2,5 2 490 1 82q 

69 71 -2.8 2 490 2 879 

69 71 -2.8 2 490 0 

60 62 -3.2 2 490 2 803 

64 66 "3.0 2 490 1 297 

73 76 -3.9 2 490 678 

115 118 -2.5 2 490 1 H7 

29 30 -3.3 2 489 0 

132 135 -2.2 2 490 2 725 

72 74 -2.7 2 490 2 229 

47 47 0.0 2 490 1 lJq 

84 86 -2.3 2 490 2 149 

63 65 -3.1 2 490 1 555 

78 81 -3.7 2 490 820 

48 50 -4.0 2 490 1 541 

46 46 0.0 2 490 0 

72 75 -4.0 2 490 1 217 

52 54 -3.7 2 490 2 094 

69 71 -2.8 2 490 2 591 

105 108 -2.8 2 490 2 140 
97 101 -4.0 2 490 3 606 

60 61 -1.6 2 490 2 605 

40 39 2.6 2 490 0 

118 121 -2.5 2 490 1 906 

76 79 -3.8 2 490 2 260 

51 53 -3.8 2 ~90 1 e48 

85 89 -4.5 2 ~90 1 259 

42 41 2.4 2 490 871 

138 143 -3.5 2 q90 3 066 

43 531 40 714 6.9 3 401 2 769 

37 16q 34 703 7.1 3 524 2 689 

78 74 5.4 2 635 2 205 

122 116 5.2 2 635 2 175 

238 223 6,7 2 635 1 480 

265 251 5.6 2 635 '2 422 

91 88 3.4 2 635 2 982 

60 55 9.1 2 635 2 542 

72 68 5.9 2 635 2 947 

86 83 3.6 2 635 582 

143 135 5.9 2 635 1 512 

55 50 10.0 2 635 2 341 

255 241 5,8 2 635 2 055 

179 168 6,5 2 635 1 430 

97 93 4,3 2 635 1 503 

64 59 B.5 2 635 329 

55 50 10.0 2 635 J 08q 

107 101 5,9 2 635 2 702 

255 241 5.8 2 635 2 450 

147 139 5.8 2 635 1 386 

106 100 6.0 2 635 1 669 

126 119 5.9 2 635 1 q27 

902 855 5.5 3 409 2 746 

76 72 5.6 2 635 854 

52 48 8,3 2 635 0 

76 72 5.6 2 635 1 442 

212 200 6.0 2 635 1 989 

161 151 6.6 2 635 4 548 

165 155 6.5 2 635 2 366 

69 65 6.2 2 635 1 573 

48 44 9.1 2 635 1 515 

76 72 5.6 2 635 1 689 

124 117 6.0 2 635 1 028 

83 80 3.7 2 635 2 668 

45 41 9.8 2 635 700 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
(NA) 

19.8 

18.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAl 
17.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

22.8 

22.0 
(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

( NA) 
24.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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



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

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

STEIBER TOWNSHIP ..................... • .. 63 58 8.6 635 381 

STERLING TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 205 193 6.2 635 309 

SCHRUNK TOWNSHIP .............. , ••••••••• 61 56 8,9 635 0 

TAFT TOWNSHIP ..... ,., •••••••• , •••••••••• M 59 8.5 2 635 785 

TELFER TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 110 104 5.8 2 635 091 

THELMA TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 49 45 8.9 2 635 870 

TRYGG TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 109 103 5.8 2 635 297 

WILD ROSE TOWNSHiP ...................... 74 70 5.7 2 635 703 

WILSON TOWNSHIP .................... • ••• , 107 101 5.9 2 635 584 

WING TOWNSHIP •••••• , ................... , 83 80 3.7 2 635 827 

CASS COUNTY •••• , '" •• , •••••••••••••• 78 924 73 653 7.2 625 949 

ALlCE .................... • ••• • ... •••••• • 
86 83 3.6 3 193 2 525 

AMENIA ........................... ••••• •• 83 80 3.7 3 193 2 798 

ARGUSVILLE ....................... ••••• •• 127 118 7.6 3 162 2 399 

ARTHUR .................................. 435 412 5,6 3 488 2 530 

AYR •••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• • 
52 48 8.3 3 256 1 697 

BUFFALO .......................... ••••• .. 254 241 5.4 3 256 2 886 

CASSELTON ............................... 474 485 -0.7 2 951 2 468 

DAVENPORT ............................... 157 147 6.8 3 194 2 534 

FARGO ............................ ••••• •• 56 637 53 365 6.1 3 781 3 106 

GARDNER ................................. 100 96 4.2 3 162 1 300 

GRANDIN ...................... ••••••••• •• 198 187 5.9 3 162 2 515 

HORACE .................................. 293 276 6.2 2 814 2 463 

HUNTER ........................... ••••• •• 382 362 5.5 3 488 3 016 

KINDRED •••• , ................. • ••• ••••• •• 523 495 5.7 2 814 2 090 

LEONARD ................................. 234 221 5.9 3 194 2 442 

MAPLETON ......................... ••••• •• 232 219 5.9 3 162 3 061 

PAGE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• •• 387 367 5.4 3 256 2 369 

TOWER CITy ....................... ••••• .. 306 289 5.9 3 256 2 723 

WEST FARGO ....................... ••••• .' 804 161 31.8 3 ~04 2 763 

W FARGO I NDSTRL PK ..................... , 110 104 5.8 3 39~ 2 272 

ADDISON TOWNSHIP ................. ••••• •• 145 138 5.1 3 194 849 

AMENIA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 162 154 5.2 3 194 517 

ARTHUR TOWNSHIP ......................... 186 176 5.7 3 194 777 

AYR TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• .... 125 116 7.8 3 194 857 

BARNES TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 097 038 5.7 929 518 

BELL TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 100 96 4.2 3 194 732 

BERLIN TOWNSHIP ......................... 148 141 ,:>.0 3 194 818 

BUFFALO TOWNSHiP ........................ 106 )02 3.9 3 194 678 

CASSEL TON TOWNSHIP ...................... 167 159 5.0 3 194 327 

CLIFTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 167 159 5.0 3 194 149 

CORNELL TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 116 110 5.5 3 194 3 085 

DAVENPORT TOWNSHIP ...................... 179 171 4.7 3 194 2 049 

DOWS TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 124 115 7.8 3 194 2 631 

DURBIN TOWNSHIP ...................... , .' 119 112 6.3 3 194 1 312 

ELDRED TOWNSHIP ...................... • .. 201 190 5.8 3 194 1 638 

EMPIRE TOwNSHIP ...................... , ., 169 161 5.0 J 194 2 116 

ERIE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2)3 201 6.0 3 194 2 650 

EVEREST TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 143 134 6.7 3 194 3 086 

FARGO TOWNSHIP .......................... 173 165 4.8 3 194 3 017 

GARDNER TOWNSHIP ........................ 163 155 5.2 3 194 2 640 

GILL TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• •• 156 146 6.8 3 194 3 365 

GUNKEL TOWNSHIP ...................... • .. 140 131 6.9 3 194 3 708 

HARMONY TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••• ••• •• 184 174 5.7 3 194 1 862 

HARWOOD TOWNSHIP ........................ 498 472 5.5 3 194 1 971 

HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 116 110 5.5 3 194 2 601 

HILL TOWNSHIP ........................... 131 122 7.4 3 194 863 

HOWES TOWNSHIP .......................... 144 137 5.1 3 194 2 596 

HUNTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 145 138 5.1 3 194 2 653 

KINYON TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 121 114 6.1 3 193 2 722 

LAKE TOWNSHIP ................... , ••••••• 82 79 3.8 3 194 3 112 

LEONARD TOWNSHIP ................. ••••• •• 144 135 6.7 3 194 1 920 

MAPLE RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 204 192 6.3 3 194 2 917 

MAPLETON TOWNSHIP ....................... 136 127 7.1 3 194 2 268 

NOBLE TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 145 138 5.1 3 194 2 067 

NORMANNA TOWNSHIP ....................... 270 257 5.1 3 194 2 3q9 

PAGE TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 129 120 7.5 3 19q 2 e45 

PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ....................... 312 296 5.q 3 194 2 262 

PONTIAC TOWNSHIP ........................ 165 157 5.1 3 194 1 221 

RAYMOND TOWNSHIP ........................ 199 188 5.9 3 194 1 167 

REED TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 644 610 5.6 3 201 2 530 

RICH TOWNSHIP ...................... • .... 126 117 7.7 3 194 574 

ROCHESTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 113 107 5.6 3 194 0 

RUSH RIVER TOWNSHIP ..................... 170 162 l+.9 3 194 3 986 

STANLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ••• , ., .' ., •••• 450 q27 5.4 3 194 2 769 

TOWER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 114 108 5.6 3 194 3 057 

N. DAK. 5 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

22.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
19.6 
(NA) 
21.7 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
23.2 
( NA) 

(NA) 
INA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 
16.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

INA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.5 

(NA) 
(I,A) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 



6 N. OAK. 

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

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

PER CAP IT A MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

WALBURG TOWNSHIP ........................ 293 276 6.2 3 194 1 887 

WARREN TOWNSHIP ......................... 165 157 5.1 3 194 2 269 

WATSON TOWNSHIP ......................... 171 163 4.9 3 194 3 168 

WHEATLAND TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••••••••••• , 260 246 5.7 3 194 2 637 

WISER TOWNSHIP .......................... 119 112 6.3 3 194 3 402 

CAVALIER COUNTy ..................... 10 766 8 213 31.1 3 614 2 197 

ALSEN ................................... 172 201 -14.4 2 633 613· 

CALlO ........................ • ••• ••••• •• 65 75 -13.3 2 633 478 

CALVIN .................................. 71 78 -9.0 2 633 345 

HANNAH .................................. 121 145 -16.6 2 633 849 

HOVE MOBILE PARK ........................ 17 4 325.0 3 278 0 

LANGDON ................................. 922 182 79.7 4 190 810 

LOMA .................................... 56 85 -34.1 3 278 0 

MILTON ................................. • 280 198 41.4 4 993 3 296 

MUNICH ............................... • •• 273 249 9.6 2 633 2 352 

NEKOMA ••• , .............................. 131 84 56.0 4 993 2 705 

OSNABROCK ............................ • •• 367 255 43.9 4 993 4 180 

SARLES (PART) ........................ • •• 104 138 -24.6 2 633 1 955 

WALES ................................... 111 116 -4.3 3 132 2 359 

ALMA TOWNSHIP ........................... 84 61 37.7 3 131 3 893 

BANNER TOWNSHIP ......................... 96 100 -4.0 3 131 1 565 

BILLINGS TOWNSHIP ....................... 74 112 -33.9 3 131 2 187 

BRUCE TOWNSHIP .......................... 88 115 -23.5 3 131 3 148 

BYRON TOWNSHIP .......................... 88 75 17.3 3 131 2 485 

CYPRESS TOWNSHIP ........................ 95 83 14.5 3 131 2 691 

DRESDEN TOWNSHIP ........................ 157 165 -4.8 3 132 1 168 

EASSY TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 107 88 21.6 3 132 2 889 

EAST ALMA TOWNSHIP ...................... 72 85 _15.3 3 131 2 060 

ELGIN TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 366 217 68.7 3 132 2 472 

FREMONT TOWNSHIP ........................ 143 148 -3,4 3 132 1 446 

GLENILA TOWNSHIP ........................ 65 72 -9.7 3 132 1 297 

GOROON TOWNSHIP ......................... 104 85 22.4 3 132 917 

GREY TOWNSHIP ........................... 85 76 11.8 3 131 015 

HARVEY TOWNSHIP ......................... 87 85 2.4 3 131 962 

HAY TOWNSHIP ......................... • •• 112 137 -18.2 3 132 864 

HENDERSON TOWNSHIP ...................... 100 112 -10.7 3 131 589 

HOPE TOWNSHIP ........................... 101 107 -5.6 3 131 1 688 

HURON TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 91 110 -17.3 3 132 1 266 

LANGDON TOWNSHIP ........................ 78 88 -11.4 3 132 2 502 

LINDEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 87 119 -26.9 3 131 1 523 

LOAM TOWNSHiP ........................... 109 119 -8.4 3 131 1 547 

MANILLA TOWNSHIP ........................ 168 79 112.7 3 132 2 976 

MINTO TOWNSHIP .......................... 71 70 1.4 3 131 2 101 

MONTROSE TOWNSHIP ....................... 126 141 -10.6 3 131 1 201 

MOSCOW TOWNSHIP ......................... 98 91 7.7 3 132 3 493 

MOUNT CARMEL TOWNSHIP ................... 243 276 -12.0 3 132 1 943 

NEKOMA TOWNSHIP ......................... 725 126 475.4 3 132 233 

NORTH LOMA TOWNSHIP ..................... 47 88 -46.6 3 131 865 

NORTH OLGA TOWNSHIP ..................... 143 158 -9.5 3 132 751 

OSFORD TOWNSHIP ......................... 119 125 -4.8 3 132 1 222 

OSNABROCK TOWNSH IP ••• " •••• , •• '" •• , •••• 111 90 23.3 3 131 3 512 

PERRY TOWNSHIP .......................... 126 120 5.0 3 132 1 635 

SEIVERT TOWNSHIP ........................ 66 60 10,0 3 132 1 236 

SOUTH DRESDEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 124 142 -12. '7 3 132 3 358 

SOUTH OLGA TOWNSHIP ..................... 130 152 -14.5 3 132 1 325 

STORLIE TOWNSHIP ........................ 59 55 7.3 3 132 1 284 

TRIER TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••• , ., ., •••••••••• 124 109 13.8 3 132 000 

WATERLOO TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 84 121 -30.6 3 131 494 

WEST HOPE TOWNSHIP ...................... 119 118 0.8 3 132 291 

DICKEy COUNTY ••• '" ••••••••••••••••• 6 856 6 976 -1. 7 844 2 237 

ELLENDALE ............................... 805 517 19.0 2 914 2 422 

FORBES .. n ................. • ......... ••• 
80 88 -9.1 2 538 2 194 

FULLERTON ............................... 101 110 -8.2 2 538 1 764 

LUDDEN ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• ' 42 44 -4.5 2 538 1 854 

~ERRICOURT ........................... • •• 20 22 -9.1 2 538 1 630 

MONANGO e ....... _ .................. 0 .................. 103 112 -8.0 2 538 1 759 

OAKES •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 657 742 -4.9 3 652 3 135 

ADA TOWNSHIP ............................ 106 115 -7.8 2 538 676 

ALBERTHA TOWNSHIP •••••• , ................ 62 69 -10.1 2 538 141 

ALBION TOWNSHIP ......................... 92 102 -9.8 2 538 875 

BEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 131 144 -9.0 2 538 1 874 

CLEMENT TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••••••••••• , •• 173 189 -8.5 2 538 2 091 

DIVIDE TOWNSHIP ......................... 136 149 -8.7 2 538 1 462 

ELDEN TOWNSHIP ....................... ' • ',. 87 95 -8.4 2 538 2 043 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

64.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
49.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

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

(NA) 
(NA> 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

27.1 

20.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
16.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

ELLENDALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 142 155 -8.4 538 164 

ELM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 79 87 -9.2 538 679 

GERMAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 86 94 -8.5 2 b38 611 

GRAND VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................... 80 88 -9.1 2 538 258 

HAMBURG TOWNSHIP ........................ 91 99 -8.1 2 538 1 353 

HUDSON TOWNSHIP ......................... 123 133 -7.5 2 538 2 751 

JAMES RIVER VALLEY TWP .................. 92 101 -8.9 2 538 1 518 

KENT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 92 101 -6.9 2 536 1 839 

KENTNER TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••• , .............. 92 100 -B.O 2 538 1 592 

KEYSTONE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 56 62 ··9.7 2 538 3 175 

LORRAINE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 96 107 -10.3 2 538 321 

LOVELL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8q 92 -6.7 2 538 352 

MAPLE TOWNSHIP .......................... 119 129 -7.6 2 538 966 

NORTHWEST TO~NSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 71 78 -9.0 2 538 524 

PORT EMMA TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 109 119 -8,4 2 538 657 

PORTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 88 96 -8.3 2 538 532 

POTSDAM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 79 87 -9.2 2 536 940 

RIVERDALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 87 95 -6.4 2 538 053 

SPRING VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................. 74 81 -8.6 2 538 436 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 63 70 -10.0 2 5.36 615 

VAN METER TOWNSHIP ...................... 111 121 -8.3 2 538 923 

WHITESTONE TOWNSHIP ..................... 59 66 -10.6 2 538 981 

WRIGHT TOWNSHIP ......................... 131 144 -9.0 2 538 242 

YORKTOWN TOWNSHIP •• , ••••• , •••••••••••••• 90 98 -8.2 2 538 823 

YOUNG TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 67 74 -9.5 2 538 449 

DIVIDE COUNTY ....................... 329 564 -5.1 839 245 

AMBROSE ............................ ••• •• 102 109 -6.4 2 744 1 840 

CROSBy ............................. • ... • 499 545 -3.0 2 940 2 572 

FORTUNA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 203 216 -6.0 2 785 2 153 

NOONAN ............... , ••••• , •••••••••••• 376 403 -6.7 2 744 2 456 

ALEXANDRIA TOWNSHIP ..................... 69 74 -6.8 2 785 2 247 

AMBROSE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 80 86 -7.0 2 785 2 120 

BLOOMING PRAIRIE TWP •••••••••••••••••••• 69 74 -6.8 2 785 2 060 

BLOOMING VALLEY TWP .................... • 76 82 -7.3 2 785 784 

BORDER TOWNSHIP ......................... 54 58 -6.9 2 785 433 

BURG TOWNSHIP ........................... 54 58 -6.9 2 785 602 

CLINTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • 48 51 -5.9 2 785 0 

COALFIELD TOWNSHIP ...................... 80 86 -7.0 2 785 469 

DANEVILLE TOWNSH IP ..................... ' 84 90 -6.7 2 785 855 

DE WITT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 42 4? 0.0 2 785 499 

ELKHORN TOWNSHIP ........................ 207 220 -5.9 2 785 920 

FERTILE VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................. 51 54 -5.6 2 785 0 

FILLMORE TOWNSHIP ....................... 76 82 -7.3 2 785 789 

FRAZIER TOWNSHIP ........................ 35 37 -5.4 2 785 094 

FREDERICK TOWNSHIP ...................... 84 90 -6.7 2 785 078 

GARNET TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 53 56 -5.4 2 785 518 

GOOSENECK TOWNSH IP ...................... 81 87 -6.9 2 785 2 247 

HAWKEYE TOWNSHIP ........................ 52 55 -5.5 2 785 2 109 

HAYLAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 51 54 -5.6 2 785 1 299 

LINCOLN VALLEY TWP ...................... 85 91 -6.6 2 785 1 781 

LONG CREEK TOWNSHIP ..................... 65 70 -7.1 2 785 1 476 

MENTOR TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 77 83 -7.2 2 785 1 181 

PALMER TOWNSHIP ......................... 27 29 -6.9 2 765 1 590 

PLUMER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , •••••••• 29 31 -6.5 2 785 0 

SIOUX TRAIL TOWNSHIP .................... 54 58 -6.9 2 785 247 

SMOKY BUTTE TOWNSHIP .................... 75 81 -7.4 2 785 279 

STONE VIEW TOWNSHIP ..................... 43 45 -4.4 2 785 359 

TROY TOWNSHIP .......................... , 72 77 -6.5 2 785 461 

TWIN BUTTE TOWNSHIP ..................... 46 48 -4.2 2 785 222 

UPLAND TOWNSHIP ......................... 73 78 -6.4 2 785 743 

wESTBY TOWNSHI P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 124 130 -4.6 2 785 921 

WRITING ROCK TOWNSHIP ................... 32 35 -8.6 2 785 943 

DUNN COUNTY •••• , ••• " ••••••••••••••• 673 895 -4.5 576 053 

DODGE •••••• , ., ••• , ., ••••• , •••••••••••••• 117 121 -3.3 650 3 127 

DUNN CENTER ............................. 104 107 -2.8 650 4 432 

HALLIDAY ••••••••• , ...................... 399 413 -3.4 651 1 774 

KILLDEER ............................. • •• 593 615 -3.6 856 2 144 

EDDY COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 951 103 -3.7 2 715 056 

NEW ROCKFORD ............................ 826 969 -7.3 2 966 362 

SHEyENNE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 341 362 -5.8 2 497 259 

BUSH TOWNSHIP ........................... 89 95 -6.3 2 qn 542 

CHERRY LAKE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 71 76 -6.6 2 497 935 

N. DAK. 7 

INCOME 

PEKCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

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

26.5 

(NA) 
H.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
tNA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
{NA} 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
( NA) 
( NA) 

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

25.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
33.2 

32.1 

25.6 
( NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 



8 N. DAK. 

Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

AREA 

COLUMBI A TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , ••••• " •• ' 
COLVIN TOwNSHIP ...................... • •• 
EDDY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
FREEBORN TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 
GATES TOWNSHIP ................. ••••••• •• 
GRANDF IELO TOWNSHIP •• , •••••••••••••••••• 
HILLSDALE TOWNSHIP ••• , ............... • •• 
LAKE WASHINGTON TWP •••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MUNSTER TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
NEW ROCKFORD TOWNSHIP ................... 

PARADISE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
PLEASANT PRAIRIE TWP ................. • .. 
ROSEFIELD TOWNSHIP ...................... 
SUPERIOR TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TIFFANY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
SHELDON TOWNSHIP ....................... , 

EMMONS COUNTY •••••••• , ••••••• ' •••••• 

BRADDOCK ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• " •••• , 
HAGUE ................................... 
HAzEL TON ••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LINTON .................................. 

TRASBURG •••••••••••• , ., ................ 
UCHANAN VALLEY TWP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AMPBELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ANBURY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • .... 
ARDING TOWNSHIP ........................ 

S 
B 
C 
D 
H 
I ,AZIOL TON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

M 
T 
W 
P 

C 
G 
M 
B 
B 
B 
C 
E 
E 
F 

G 
H 
L 
L 
M 
M 
M 
N 
R 
R 

CCULLEY TOWI,SHIP .................... • .. 
ELL TOWNSHIP ........................ • .. 
000 TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
RAIRIE VIEW TWP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FOSTER COUNTy .................. ••• •• 

ARRINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••• •• 
LENFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHENRY •••••••••• , ., ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
IRTSELL TOWNSHIP •••••• , ................ 
ORDULAC TOWNSH IP •••• , •••••••• '" •• ' ., ., 
UCEPHALlA TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ARRINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ASTMAN TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
STABROOK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
LORANCE TOWNSHIP •• , '" •••••••• , •••••••• 

LcNF I ELD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
AVEN TOWNSHIP ..................... • .... 
ARRABEE TOWNSHIP •••• , ., •••••••••••••••• 
ONGVIEW TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CHENKY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
CKINNON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ELVILLE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ORDMORE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
OLUNG PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ................ 
OSE HILL TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••• , •• '" '" 

yARD TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 

GOLDEN VALLEY COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

BE 
GO 
SE 
8E 
au 
DE 
EL 
EL 
GA 
HE 

ACH •••••••••••• , ., .' ., ••••••• , ••• , •••• 
LVA •••••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
NTlNEL BUTTE ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ACH TOWNSHIP ................... • ...... 
LLJON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LHI TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••• , ••••• " " " • 
K CREEK TOWNSHIP ...................... 
MWOOD TOWNSHIP ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
RNER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
NRY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

LO 
PE 
SA 
SE 

NE TREE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
ARL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
DOLE BUTTE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• , ....... 
NTINEL TOWNSHIP ....................... 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

55 59 -6.8 2 ~97 1 180 

92 98 -6.1 2 q97 2 20; 
66 70 -5.7 2 q97 2 25~ 

157 167 -6.0 2 q97 1 379 

137 lq6 -6.2 2 q97 1 733 

79 8q -6.0 2 ~97 1 238 

65 69 -5.8 2 q97 1 20q 

q7 50 -6.0 2 q97 1 508 

128 136 -5.9 2 ~97 2 067 

136 lqS -6.2 2 ~97 1 571 

88 93 -5. ~ 2 ~97 1 803 

85 90 -5.6 2 q97 956 

98 105 -6.7 2 497 2 ~3q 

129 137 -5.8 2 497 1 853 

M 89 -5.6 2 497 1 455 

68 72 -5.6 2 ~97 0 

6 979 7 200 -3.1 3 099 2 422 

103 106 -2.8 3 155 5 ~77 

142 1~6 -2.7 2 633 1 686 

361 374 -3.5 3 155 2 320 

1 657 1 695 -2.2 3 183 2 ~25 

622 642 -3.1 2 758 2 233 

60 63 -~. 8 3 155 2 359 

112 116 -3.4 3 155 2 171 

102 105 -2.9 3 155 3 333 

140 144 -2.8 3 155 1 583 

117 121 -3.3 3 155 2 144 

116 120 -3.3 3 155 3 197 

M 89 -5.6 3 155 1 367 

86 91 -~.~ 3 155 1 120 

68 72 -::.JaO 3 155 3 526 

q 876 4 832 0.9 3 675 2 845 

2 557 2 ~91 2.6 3 351 2 354 

125 127 -1.6 4 029 1 945 

151 152 -0.7 ~ 029 1 466 

137 138 -0.7 4 029 1 394 

158 160 -1.2 ~ 029 3 800 

85 B7 -2.3 q 029 1 655 

150 151 -0.7 ~ 029 3 )71 

68 66 3.0 q 029 q 405 

85 87 -2.3 q 029 ) 955 

111 113 -1.8 ~ 029 1 265 

lq4 1q5 -0.7 q 029 3 999 

85 87 -2.3 4 029 6 575 

185 179 3,4 ~ 029 3 628 

97 99 -2.0 ~ 029 6 138 

147 H8 -0.7 ~ 029 3 003 

110 112 -1.8 q 029 1 781 

101 103 -1.9 q 029 6 010 

114 116 -1. 7 ~ 029 2 189 

84 B5 -1.2 4 029 2 793 

101 103 -1, 9 4 029 ~ 397 

83 84 -1.2 4 029 2 475 

2 M6 2 611 1.3 3 102 2 412 

1 433 1 408 1.8 3 368 2 898 

106 104 1.9 2 788 2 191 

125 125 0,0 2 788 1 145 

248 246 0.8 2 788 1 683 

59 59 0.0 2 788 2 10~ 

75 75 0.0 2 788 922 

2q 2q 0.0 2 78B 0 

22 22 0.0 2 788 0 

5~ 53 1.9 2 788 1 172 

42 41 2.4 2 788 6 oq8 

243 241 0.8 2 788 1 768 

25 25 0.0 2 788 3 677 

69 68 1.5 2 788 0 

104 102 2.0 2 788 1 675 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

28.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.3 
23.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

29.2 

42.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

(NA) 

28.6 

16.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 19'10 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

GRAND FORKS COUNTY •••••••••••••••••• 65 1q3 61 102 6.6 271 616 

EMERADO .................... • ..... •••••• • 908 515 76.3 2 165 1 683 

GILBy ............................ ••••••• 290 268 8.2 3 410 2 174 

GRAND FORKS ............................ , 41 4q7 39 008 6.3 3 q14 2 709 

INKSTER .......................... ••• .... 215 198 B.6 3 410 3 580 

LARIMORE ................................ 665 469 13.3 3 606 2 872 

MANVEL ••••• , ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• " • 285 265 7.5 3 410 3 255 

NIAGARA ................................. 124 115 7.8 2 209 1 872 

NORTHWOOD ••••••••• " •••••• , ••• , •••••••• ' 438 1 189 20.9 3 557 2 701 

REYNOLDS (PAHTl .................. ••••••• 120 111 8.1 3 410 3 65'1 

THOMPSON •••••••••• " •••• , •••••••• ' '" ••• 312 291 '7.2 3 410 2 BB2 

AGNES TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••• ' ••••• ' •••••• 140 131 6,9 3 410 174 

ALLENDALE TOWNSHIP •• " .. , ..... , ••• , •• • ., 177 164 7.9 3 410 009 

AMERICUS TOWNSHIP, ••• , ••••••••••••••• •• , 170 157 8.3 3 410 920 

ARVILLA TOWNSHIP ........... , ........... ' 222 205 8,3 3 410 2 460 

AVON TOWNSHIP •••••• , •• , .......... , ••• • •• 178 165 7.9 3 410 3 184 

BENTRU TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 62 58 6.9 3 41Q 4 353 

BLOOMING TOWNSHIP ....................... 165 152 8.6 3 410 3 143 

BRENNA TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••••••• ' 173 160 8.1 3 410 1 825 

CHESTER TOWNSHIP ........................ 136 127 7.1 3 410 2 407 

ELKMOUNT TOWNSHIP ................ ' • " •• ' 82 76 7.9 3 410 2 516 

ELM GROVE TOWNSHIP ................... • •• 150 140 7.1 .3 410 1 759 

FAIRF IELD TOWNSHIP ................... • .. 108 102 5.9 3 410 2 225 

FALCONER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , ., ••• " •• ' •• 252 233 8.2 3 410 1 319 

FERRY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 242 224 8.0 3 410 3 363 

GILBY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 160 147 8.8 3 410 3 129 

GRACE TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 105 100 5.0 .l 410 2 485 

GRAND FORKS TOWNSHIP .................... 566 523 8.2 3 776 2 969 

HEGTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 137 128 7.0 3 410 2 183 

INKSTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 1q3 134 6.7 3 4.10 2 351 

JOHNSTOWN TOWNSHIP ...................... 196 182 7.7 3 410 3 432 

LAKEVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 92 86 7.0 3 410 2 624 

LARIMORE TOWNSHIP .................. ••• •• 123 114 7.9 3 410 2 874 

LEVANT TOWNSHIP ......................... 76 68 11.8 3 410 1 836 

LIND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 146 137 6.6 3 410 1 949 

LOGAN CENTER TOWNSHIP ................... 104 99 5.1 3 410 2 710 

LORETTA TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 104 99 5.1 3 410 2 582 

MEKINOCK TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 11 962 10 693 11.9 2 677 2 183 

MICHIGAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • •• 175 162 8.0 3 410 1 566 

MORAINE TOWNSHIP ........................ 121 112 8.0 3 410 1 781 

NIAGARA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 146 137 6.6 3 410 2 305 

NORTHWOOD TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••• 165 152 8.6 3 410 2 595 

OAKVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 88 82 7.3 3 410 2 090 

PLEASANT VIEW TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 139 130 6.9 3 410 4 798 

PLYMOUTH TOWNSHIP ..................... ", 147 138 6.5 3 410 1 706 

RYE TOWNSHIP ......................... • •• 112 103 8.7 3 410 2 436 

STRABANE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 175 162 8.0 3 410 2 407 

TURTLE RIvER TOWNSHIP .............. ••• •• 161 148 8,8 3 410 3 270 

UNION TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••••••••••••• , ., ., ., 231 21'1 7.9 3 410 2 361 

WALLE TOWNSHiP .......................... 238 221 7.7 3 410 3 666 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 162 H9 8.7 3 410 3 366 

WHEATFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... 108 102 5.9 3 410 076 

GRANT COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 029 009 0.4 517 049 

CARSON ............................... ••• 467 466 0.2 3 635 3 316 

ELGIN .............................. ••••• 841 839 0.2 2 462 2 027 

LEITH ................................... 92 92 0.0 3 635 1 329 

NEW LEIPZIG ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 356 354 0.6 2 489 3 672 

BRISBANE TOWNSHIP ....................... 58 57 1.8 2 489 1 541 

BUCKSKIN TOWNSHIP ....................... 78 79 -1.3 2 489 1 595 

ELM TOWNSHIP .......................................... 108 107 0.9 2 489 1 979 

FISHER TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 41 39 5.1 2 489 3 891 

FREDA TOWNSHIP .......................... 67 67 0.0 2 489 2 167 

HOWE TOWNSHIP ........................... 36 35 2.9 2 489 1 242 

LARK TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 68 68 0.0 2 489 960 

LEIPZIG TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ., ., •••••••••• 123 122 0.8 2 489 754 

MINNIE TOWNSHIP ......................... 98 99 -1.0 2 489 07Q 

OTTER CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••••••••• , 51 50 2.0 2 489 629 

PRETTY ROCK TOWNSH I P ••••••• , •••••••••••• 46 4ij 4.5 2 ij89 0 

RALEIGH TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 169 169 0.0 2 489 395 

ROCK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 67 66 1.5 2 489 0 

SCHULTZ TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 50 48 4.2 2 489 290 

SHIELDS TOWNSHIP ....................... • 143 I'll 1.4 2 489 60Q 

WINONA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• , 52 51 2.0 2 489 728 

N. DAK, 9 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

25.0 

28.6 
(NA) 
26.0 
(NA) 
25.6 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 
27.2 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

tNA) 

22.8 

INA) 
21.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

GRIGGS COUNTY •• , ., ••••••••••• ' ., .' •• 

BINFORD ................................. 
COOPERSTOWN ............................. 
HANNAFORD ........................ ••••• •• 
ADDIE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
BALL HILL TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BARTLEY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
BROADVIEW TOWNSHIP ...................... 
BRYAN TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
CLEARFIELD TOWNSHIP .................... ' 
COOPERSTOWN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 

DOVER TOWNSHIP .......................... 
GREENF IELo TOWNSH IP •• , ............... , •• 
HELENA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
KINGSLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ' •• 
LENORA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
MABEL TOWNSHIP .......................... 
PILOT MOUND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• , .' 
ROMNESS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSENDAL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SVERDRUP TOWNSHIP •• , .' ••••••••••••••• ' .' 

TYROL TOWNSHIP .......................... 
WASHBURN TOWNSHIP ....................... 
WILLOW TOwNSHIP ..................... '" • 

HETTINGER COUNTy .................... 

MOTT ••••••••••••••••••• ·.·,·.·.·.····· •• 
NEW ENGLAND ............................ ' 
REGENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• , .' 
ACME TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ALDEN TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ASHBY TOWNSH IP ••••••••••• , ., ., •••••••••• 
BAER TOWNSHIP ........................... 
BERRY TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
BLACK BUTTE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
BRITTIAN TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CAMPBELL TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CANNON BALL TOWNSHIP .................... 
CASTLE ROCK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
CHIL TON TOWNSHIP ........................ 
CLARK TOWNSHIP .......................... 
FAR INA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ' .' 
HAVELOCK TOWNSHIP ...................... ' 
HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••••••••• ' .' 
INDIAN CHEEK TOWNSHIP ................... 
KENNEDY TOWNSHIP ........................ 

KERN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
KUNZE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• •• 
MADISON TOWNSH I P ••••••••••• " •••• ' •••••• 
MERRILL TOWNSHIP ........................ 
MOTT TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••••••••• ' ., .' .' 
NEW ENGLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• , 
ODESSA TOWNSHIP ...................... • .' 
RIFLE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ST CROIX TOWNSHIP ....................... 
SOLON TOWNSHIP ......................... • 

STEINER TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••••••••••••• ' ., 
STREHLOW TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TEPEE BUTTE TOWNSHIP ................. ' ., 
WAGENDORF TWP .......................... • 
WALKER TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••••••• , ••••••••• ' 

KIDDER COUNTY •• , ., ••• , ., ••••••••• , .' 

DAWSON .................................. 
PETTI~ONE ............................... 
ROB INSON ••• , ., ., ••••••••• , ••••••• ' •••••• 
STEELE ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• ' .' 
TAPPEN .................................. 
TUTTLE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ALLEN TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ATWOOD TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••••••••••• , .' 
BAKER TOWNSHIP .......................... 
BUCKEYE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

199 

244 
472 
2q6 

95 
109 

75 
87 

100 
100 
135 

116 
142 
101 
109 
108 
171 
109 
110 

73 
121 

165 
109 
103 

4 815 

286 
862 
326 

65 
62 
24 
54 
73 
59 
59 

77 
147 
185 

62 
51 
66 
83 
51 
63 
85 

37 
88 
71 
50 
84 
94 
H 
69 
90 
'i9 

101 
61 
55 
82 
7" 

473 

135 
177 
128 
726 
302 
221 

89 
59 
78 
57 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

18q 

242 
485 
244 

93 
108 

74 
85 
98 
99 

136 

115 
140 
100 
108 
107 
168 
108 
109 

72 
120 

161 
108 
103 

075 

368 
906 
344 

68 
63 
26 
55 
77 
60 
60 

82 
155 
195 

63 
52 
69 
88 
52 
66 
90 

39 
93 
75 
51 
89 
99 
78 
73 
97 
50 

106 
62 
56 
87 
78 

4 362 

131 
173 
125 
696 
29Q 
216 

88 
57 
77 
54 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

O,q 

0.8 
-0,9 

0.8 
2.2 
0.9 
1.4 
2.4 
2.0 
1.0 

-0.7 

0.9 
1. q 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
1.8 
0.9 
0,9 
1.'1 
0.8 

2.5 
0.9 
0.0 

-5.1 

-6.0 
-4.9 
-5.2 
-£l..q 
-1.6 
-7.7 
-1.8 
-5.2 
-1.7 
-1.7 

-6.1 
-5.2 
-5.1 
-1.6 
-1.9 
-~.3 
-5.7 
-1.9 
-~.5 
-5.6 

-5.1 
-5.'1 
-5.3 
-2.0 
-5.6 
-5.1 
-5.1 
-5.5 
-7.2 
-2.0 

·Q.7 
-1.6 
-1. 8 
-5.7 
-5.1 

2.5 

3.1 
2.3 
2.11 
4.3 
2,7 
2.3 
1.1 
3.5 
1.3 
5,6 

1972 
(ESTIMATE) 

953 

2 862 
3 126 
2 862 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 

2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 862 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 
2 861 

2 862 
2 861 
2 861 

2 595 

2 664 
2 699 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 

2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 

2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 

2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 
2 521 

696 

2 525 
2 525 
2 525 
3 104 
2 525 
2 638 
2 638 
2 638 
2 638 
2 638 

1969 
(CENSUS) 

371 

2 496 
2 602 
1 732 
3 342 
2 177 
2 778 
2 146 
2 452 
1 666 
2 436 

1 510 
2 279 
2 590 
2 158 
1 963 
2 286 
1 768 
2 164 
4 526 
2 273 

910 
2 053 
2 051 

2 083 

2 308 
2 377 
2 316 
1 371 
5 219 
2 819 
1 01q 
1 145 
1 359 
3 708 

1 833 
1 528 
2 622 

345 
~18 
370 
2H 

0 
452 
276 

0 
1 746 
3 468 
1 250 
2 256 

956 
586 
803 

2 68'1 
1 531 

1 595 
2 519 
3 283 
1 315 
1 782 

059 

2 '112 
1 748 
2 982 
2 ~62 
1 552 
2 348 
1 699 
1 024 

888 
H8 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

24.5 

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA)· 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

24.6 

15.4 
13.5 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

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

30,9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
26.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 



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

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

AREA 

BUNKER TOWNSHIP ......................... 
CHESTlNA TOWNSHIP ....................... 
CLEAR LAKE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
CROWN HILL TOWNSHIP ..................... 
CRYSTAL SPRINGS TOWNSHIP ••• '" •••••••••• 
EXCELSIOR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
FRETT 1M TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• , •• " •• 
GRAF TOWNSHIP ........................... 
HAYNES TOWNSHiP ......................... 
LAKE WILLIAMS TOWNSHiP .................. 

MANNING TOWNSHIP ........................ 
PEACE TOWNSHIP .......................... 
PETERSVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 
PETT IBONE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
P LEAS ANT HILL TOWNSHIP .................. 
REX I N TOWNSHIP .......................... 
ROBINSON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
SIBLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TEWART TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ANNER TOWNSHIP •••• , '" ••••••••••••••••• 

T 
T 
V 
V 
W 
W 
W 
W 
W 
Q 

APPEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 

K 
M 
N 

UTTLE TOWNSHIP ........................ ' 
ALLEY TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ERNON TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ALL ACE TOWNSHIP ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
ElSER TOWNSHIP •• , ., '" ................. 
ESTFORD TOWNSHiP ....................... 
ILLlAMS TOWNSHIP ....................... 
OOOLAWN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UINBY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ICKAPOO TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ERKEL TOWNSHIP ......................... 
ORTHWEST TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 

LA MOURE COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

ERLlN ............................... ••• 
ICKEY .................................. 
DGELEY ............................ • .... 
UD ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ULM ••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
A MOURE ................................ 
ARION .................................. 

8 
D 
E 
J 
K 
L 
M 
V 
A 
B 

ERONA .................................. 
DRIAN TOWNSHiP ......................... 
ADGER TOWNSHIP ......................... 

LACK B 
B 
DE 
GL 
GL 
GL 
GO 
GR 
GR 
GR 

LOAM TOWNSHIP .................... ' 
LUES IRO TOWNSHIP ....................... 

HE 
KE 
Ll 
MI 
NO 
NO 
OV 
PE 
PO 
PR 

AN TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ADSTONE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
EN TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ENMORE TOWNSHIP •• , ., •••••••••••••••••• 
LDEN GLEN TOWNSHIP .................... 
AND RAPIDS TOWNSHIP ................... 
ANDVIEW TOWNSHIP ..................... ' 
EENVILLE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 

NRIETTA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
NNISON TOWNSHIP ....................... 
TCHVILLE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
KKELSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RA TOWNSHIP ........................... 
RDEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
10 TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ARL LAKE TOWNSHIP ..................... 
MONA VIEW TOWNSHIP .................... 
AIRIE TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••••••••• ' •••••• 

NEY TOWNSH IP ••••••••••• , .............. 
Y TOWNSHIP ............................ 
SCOE TOWNSHIP ......................... 
SSELL TOWNSHIP ........................ 
AN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
RATOGA TOWNSHiP ....................... 
ERIOAN TOWNSHiP ....................... 
EDE TOWNSHIP .......................... 

RA 
RA 
RO 
RU 
RY 
SA 
SH 
SW 
WA 
WI 

NO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
LLOWBANK TOWNSHIP ..................... 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

89 
62 
70 
54 
85 
62 
71 
78 
66 
69 

12q 
72 

123 
68 
72 
47 
94 
72 
49 
56 

99 
150 
65 
58 
58 
81 
69 
58 
80 
33 

ij3 
101 

49 

7 015 

75 
117 
893 
107 
613 
951 
212 
138 
143 
116 

109 
127 
114 
159 
169 
108 
143 
140 
127 
153 

125 
173 
142 

69 
124 
146 
104 
110 
80 

143 

71 
109 
127 

93 
117 
106 

81 
133 
lOB 
118 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

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

88 1.1 2 638 1 561 
61 1.6 2 638 3 1.11 
70 0.0 2 638 6 q43 
51 5,9 2 638 985 
811 1.2 2 638 1 332 
61 1.6 2 638 2 147 
71 0.0 2 6.38 636 
77 1.3 2 638 832 
65 1.5 2 638 3 199 
68 1,5 2 638 1 796 

121 2.5 2 638 1 560 
72 0.0 2 638 756 

120 2.5 2 638 2 160 
67 1.5 2 638 2 069 
72 0.0 2 638 1 574 
qq 6.8 2 638 1 114 
92 2.2 2 638 1 593 
72 0.0 2 638 1 898 
% 6.5 2 638 1 803 
5.3 5.7 2 6.38 0 

97 2.1 2 638 2 257 
146 2.7 2 638 3 078 
64 1.6 2 638 1 436 
55 5.5 2 638 1 631 
55 5.5 2 638 6 931 
80 1.2 2 638 1 649 
69 0.0 2 638 485 
55 5.5 2 638 909 
79 1.3 2 638 2 375 
31 6.5 2 638 0 

qO 7.5 2 638 0 
99 2.0 2 638 0 
46 6.5 2 638 0 

7 117 -1.4 3 364 2 617 

76 -1.3 3 291 1 830 
118 -0.8 3 291 2 968 
888 0.6 3 235 2 44a 
110 -2.7 J 030 1 943 
625 -1.9 3 212 2 430 
951 0.0 3 045 2 304 
215 -1.4 3 291 2 084 
140 -1,4 3 534 3 093 
146 -2.1 3 534 4 594 
117 -0.9 3 534 1 532 

112 -2.7 3 534 4 105 
127 0.0 3 534 3 673 
115 -0.9 3 534 1 198 
163 -2.5 3 534 1 239 
IH -2.9 3 534 1 744 
111 -2.7 3 534 3 710 
145 -1.4 3 534 2 586 
142 -1.4 3 534 2 854 
127 0.0 3 534 1 004 
156 -1.9 3 534 1 342 

125 0.0 3 534 1 006 
178 -2.8 3 534 5 297 
144 -1.4 3 534 1 791 

91 -2.2 3 534 2 599 
142 -12.7 1 780 1 564 
149 -2.0 3 534 10 134 
107 -2.8 3 534 1 606 
113 -2.7 3 534 1 360 

82 -2.4 3 534 6 402 
146 -2.1 3 534 2 161 

72 -1.4 3 534 2 734 
112 -2.7 3 534 3 655 
127 0.0 3 534 1 650 

95 -2.1 3 534 4 789 
118 -0.8 3 534 2 935 
111 -2.7 3 534 1 802 

83 -2.4 3 534 1 380 
134 -0.7 3 534 6 651 
111 -2.7 3 534 1 105 
119 -0.8 3 534 1 727 

N.DAK. 11 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

28.5 

(NA) 
(NA) 
32.1 
(NA) 
32.2 
32.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

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



12 N. OAK. 

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY j, 19?3 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 

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

LOGAN COUNTY ••• "".,.",.".,."" , 9'18 II 2115 -7.0 099 185 28.7 

FREDON lA" " " , ••• , , ., , , " ., ., , •• , " •••• 91 100 -9.0 3 864 2 935 iNA) 

GACKLE ........ " ...... , •••••••••••••• ·, • '131 470 -8.3 3 86'1 2 1178 (NA) 

LEHR (PART! •• , .,. , •••••••• , ••••••• '" •• , 66 72 -8.3 3 86'1 7 988 (NA) 

NAPOLEON ••••••• , ••••••• , ,. , ••• " •••••••• 003 036 -3.2 2 367 1 8119 28.0 

BRYANT TOWNSHIP ••••• , •••••••••••••• ,., .. 177 193 -8.3 II 207 2 096 (NA) 

DIXON TOWNSH IP ....... " ••• , •••• , •• , ••• ,. 89 99 -10.1 II 207 2 018 (NA) 

FINN TOWNSHIP ........................... 611 69 -7.2 'I 207 863 (NA) 

GLENDALE TOWNSHIP ••• '" •••••••••••••••• , 69 77 -10.4 II 207 833 (NA) 

GUTSCHM I EDT TOWNSHIP •••••••• , •••••• ' ., ., 911 1011 _9.6 II 207 918 (NA) 

HAAG TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 86 96 -10.4 II 207 136 (NA) 

JANKE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 76 85 -10.6 II 207 1 9112 (NA) 

KROEBER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 66 711 -10.8 4 207 1 438 (NA) 

RED LAKE TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 122 131 _6.9 4 207 15 789 (NA) 

SEALY TOWNSHIP ••• , ••• , ••• , ., ••• , ., •••••• 61 66 -7.6 II 207 2 133 (NA) 

STARKEY TOWNSH IP ••••••••• " •••••••••••• , 103 112 -8.0 II 207 2 716 (NA) 

MCHENRY COUNTY •• '" •• , ••••••••• , •••• 8 664 8 977 -3.5 562 000 28.1 

ANAMOOSE ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 389 401 -3.0 2 452 770 (NA) 

BALFOUR ................................. 90 93 -3.2 2 452 385 (NA) 

BANTRY ••••••••• , ., •••••••• '" •• , ••••••• , 40 40 0.0 2 498 329 (NA) 

BERGEN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 23 24 -4.2 2 1197 0 (NA) 

BERWICK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 31 33 -6.1 2 498 1 210 (NA) 

DEERING •••••• , ., ••• ' • '" ••• , ., ., •••••••• 72 75 -11.0 2 498 1 0110 (NA) 

DRAKE ................................... 616 636 -3.1 2 1125 1 873 29.5 

GRANV I LLE •••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 272 282 -3.5 2 1198 1 764 (NA) 

KARLSRUHE ............................... 166 172 -3.5 2 1152 2 478 (NA) 

KIEF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 46 116 0.0 2 452 2 097 (NA) 

TOWNER ........................... • ... • •• 842 870 -3.2 3 089 2 521 22.5 

UPHAM •• , ••••••• , ••••• ,. , •••••••••• , , •••• 262 272 -3.7 2 1198 2 491 (NA) 

vELVA .............................. ••••• 181 2111 _11.8 3 077 2 550 20.7 

VOLTAIRE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 52 54 -3.7 2 1198 3 358 (NA) 

ANAMOOSE TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••• , ., •••••••••• 123 125 -1.6 2 1198 1 987 (NA) 

BALFOUR TOWNSHIP ••• , .................... 111 114 -2.6 2 498 3 081 (NA) 

BANTRY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 72 75 -4.0 2 1198 2 101 (NA) 

BERWICK TOWNSHIP ........................ 127 129 -1.6 2 1198 2 783 (NA) 

BJORNSON TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••••••••••••••• , 84 87 -3.4 2 498 1 108 (NA) 

BROWN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 78 81 -3.7 2 498 3 530 (NA) 

COTTONWOOD LAKE TWP ••••••••••••••••••••• 118 118 0.0 2 498 788 (NA) 

DEEP RIVER TOWNSHIP ..................... 93 97 -4.1 2 1198 1 508 (NA) 

DEERING TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ., ••••••••• , '" •• , 101 104 -2.9 2 1198 1 ~13 (NA) 

DENBI GH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 911 98 -4.1 2 ~98 2 223 (NA) 

EGG CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••• " ., •••••• , •••• 58 60 -3.3 2 498 837 (NA) 

FALSEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• , • 105 108 -2.8 2 498 034 (NA) 

GIU,ORE TOWNSHIP ........................ 36 37 -2.7 2 1198 2 999 (NA) 

GRANV I LLE TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••••••••• , •••• 119 121 -1.7 2 498 1 750 (NA) 

GRILLEY TOWNSH IP ........................ 100 103 -2.9 2 1198 2 368 (NA) 

HENDR I CKSON TOWNSHIP., •••••••••••••••••• 95 99 -11.0 2 1198 3 385 (NA) 

KARLSRUHE TOWNSHIP ................. ••• •• 102 105 -2.9 2 498 2 OQl (NA) 

KOTTKe VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................. 67 69 -2.9 2 1198 1 820 (NA) 

LAKE GEORGE TOWNSHIP .................... 153 160 -~.4 2 498 1 63q (NA) 

LAKE HESTER TOWNSH IP ••••••••• , ••••••••• , 133 137 -2.9 2 498 1 728 (NA) 

LAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 73 76 -3.9 2 498 1 375 (NA) 

LAYTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 71 74 -4.1 2 1198 1 602 (NA) 

LEBANON TOWNSHIP ........................ 120 122 -1.6 2 498 3 0116 (NA) 

Ll TTL£ DEEP TOWNSHIP .................... 89 92 -3.3 2 1198 1 289 (NA) 

MEADOW TOWNSHIP ....................... ,. 94 98 -4.1 2 1198 2 559 (NAi 

MOUSE RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 110 40 0.0 2 498 2 138 (NA) 

NEWPORT TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••• , ••• , ••• , ••• ' •• 120 122 -1.6 2 498 1 623 (NA) 

NORMAL TOWNSHIP ........................ • 75 78 -3.8 2 498 1 573 (NA) 

NORTH PRAIRIE TWP ••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 112 116 -3.~ 2 1198 1 939 (NA) 

NORWICH TOWNSHIP ........................ 1116 152 -3.9 2 498 2 618 (NA) 

ODIN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 101 1011 -2.9 2 498 2 237 (NA) 

OLIVI A TOWNSH IP •••••••••• , ••• , ., ••• , • " • 89 92. -3.3 2 498 1 533 (NA) 

PRATT TOWNSHIP .......................... 74 77 -3.9 2 1198 1 622 (NA) 

RIGA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• "., •••••••• 87 101 _13.9 1 4511 1 896 (NA) 

ROUND LAKE TOWNSHIP ..................... 94 98 -II .1 2 1198 2 425 (NA) 

SALINE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• , •••• ~O 110 0.0 2 1198 1 331 (NA) 

SCHILLER TOWNSHIP ....................... 114 118 -3.11 2 498 695 (NA) 

SPRING GROVE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• " ' 97 100 -3.0 2 1198 0'13 (NA) 

STREGE TOWNSHIP ......................... 130 132 -1.5 2 1198 847 (NA) 

VELVA TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ., ••••••••• , ., '" • 120 122 -1.6 2 1198 721 (NA) 

VILLARD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , ••• ' •••••• 80 83 -3.6 2 498 608 (NA) 

VOLTAIRE TOWNSHIP •••• , ••••• , •••••••••••• 74 77 -3.9 2 1198 210 (NA) 

WAGAR TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ., •••••••••••••••••• 72 75 -4.0 2 1196 643 (NA) 



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

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

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

PER CAP ITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

WILLOW CREEK TOWNSHIP ................... 89 9;> -3.3 498 598 

MCINTOSH COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••• , 450 545 -1.7 3 995 161 

ASHLEy ........................... ••••• •• 263 1 236 2.2 3 656 2 898 

LEHR (PART) ............................. 210 215 -2.3 3 956 3 021 

VENTURIA ................. •••••••••••••• • 75 77 -2.6 3 956 2 688 

WISHEK ................... •••••••••••••• • 
218 275 -4.5 3 473 2 796 

ZEELAND .......................... •••• ... 305 313 -2.6 3 956 1 398 

ROLOFF TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 55 56 -1,8 3 956 11 430 

MCKENZIE COUNTy ................ ••• •• 6 012 6 127 -1.9 838 329 

ALEXANDER ........................ ••••• .. 202 208 -2.9 2 920 603 

ARNEGARD ........................... ••• •• 139 1.41 -1.4 2 919 395 

RAWSON ......................... " ••••••• 9 10 -10.0 2 920 0 

WATFORD CITY ..................... ••••• •• 762 768 -0.3 3 1.30 623 

ALEX TOWNSHIP ........................... '17 46 2.2 2 919 261 

ANTELOPE CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• , q1 39 5.1 2 919 0 

ARNEGARD TOWNSHIP ....................... 99 102 -2.9 2 919 56q 

BEAR DEN TOWNSHIP ....................... 83 86 -3.5 2 919 897 

BLUE BUTTE TOWNSHIP ..................... 209 21q -2.3 2 920 552 

CHARBON TOWNSHIP ........................ 87 90 -3.3 2 920 250 

ELK TOWNSHIP ..................... ••••• •• 39 37 5.Q 2 919 Q40 

ELM TREE TOWNSHIP ....................... 197 203 -3.0 2 920 467 

GRAIL TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 61 64 -q.7 2 919 806 

HAWKEYE VALLEY TOWNSHIP .............. ' •• 115 117 -1.7 2 919 432 

IDEAL TOWNSHIP ...................... '" • 136 138 -1.4 2 920 279 

KEENE TOWNSHIP ................... ••••• •• 47 46 2.2 2 919 852 

NORTHFORK TOWNSHIP ...................... 28 29 -3.Q 2 919 116 

PATENT GATE TOWNSHIP .................... 19 20 -5.0 2 919 741 

POE TOWNSHIP ............................ 40 38 5.3 2 919 399 

RANDOLPH TOWNSHIP ....................... 107 109 -1.8 2 920 0 

RED WING TOWNSHIP ....................... 23 24 -4.2 2 919 1 127 

RHOADES TOWNSHIP" ................... • •• 159 166 -4.2 2 920 2 Q44 

RIVERVIEW TOWNSHIP ...................... 31 31 0.0 2 919 0 

SCHAFER TOWNSHIP .... , ..... , ............. 87 90 -3.3 2 920 173 

SIOUX TOWNSHIP .......................... 138 140 -1.tt- 2 919 432 

TWIN VALLEY TOWNSHIP ........ " .......... 118 120 -1.7 2 919 789 

WILBUR TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 53 55 -3.6 2 919 0 

YELLOWSTONE TOWNSHIP ................. • •• 576 593 -2.9 2 882 317 

MCLEAN COUNTY ....................... 11 487 11 251 2.1 826 181 

BENEDICT ................................ 73 72 1.4 2 851 3 804 

BUTTE ............................ ••••• •• 199 193 3.1 2 851 2 598 

COLEHARBOR ....................... ' ••• ' .. 117 112 4.5 3 037 2 573 

GARRISON ......................... ••••• •• 617 614 0.2 3 418 2 686 

MAX .................. '· ... ••• ... ••• .. • .. • 
308 301 2.3 2 851 2 083 

MERCER ............................... • •• 136 132 3.0 3 263 2 693 

RUSa ....................... • ... ••• .. •••• 15 15 0.0 2 862 0 

TURTLE LAKE ............................. 730 712 2.5 3 214 451 

UNDERWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 800 781 2.4 2 988 275 

WASHBURN ............................. • •• 823 804 2.4 2 888 231 

WILTON (PART) .................... ••••••• 592 579 2.2 2 556 1 975 

AMUNDSvILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 104 102 2.0 2 851 1 911 

ANDREWS TOWNSHIP ........................ 109 106 2.8 2 851 1 445 

AURENA TOWNSHIP ......................... 77 76 1.3 2 851 2 513 

BLACKWATER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 126 121 4.1 2 851 632 

BLUE HILL TOWNSHIP .... " ................ 57 56 1.8 2 851 303 

BUTTE TOYINSHIP ....................... ••• 68 67 1.5 2 851 772 

BYERSVILLE TOWNSHIP ......... " •••••••••• 57 56 1.8 2 851 172 

CREMERVILLE TOWNSHIP .................... 105 103 1.9 2 851 0 

DEEPWATER TOWNSHIP ...................... 96 94 2.1 2 851 081 

DOGDEN TOWNSHIP ......................... 97 95 2.1 2 851 928 

DOUGLAS TOWNSHIP ........................ 81 80 1.2 2 851 842 

ECONOMY TOWNSHIP ........................ 77 76 1.3 2 851 958 

GATE TOWNSHIP ........................... 91 89 2.2 2 851 125 

GREATSTONE TOWNSHIP ..................... 82 81 1.2 2 851 749 

HORSESHOE VALLEY TWP .................... 53 52 1.9 2 851 112 

l.AKE WILLIAMS TOWNSHIP .................. 76 75 1.3 2 851 2 377 

LONGFELLOW TOWNSHIP ..................... 296 288 2.8 2 851 2 183 

LOQUEMONT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• " •• , •• 77 76 1.3 2 851 1 828 

MCGINNIS TOWNSHIP ....................... 87 85 2.4 2 851 3 355 

MALCOLM TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 85 84 1.2 2 851 2 612 

MEDICINE HILL TOWNSHIP .................. 95 93 2.2 2 851 1 491 

MERCER TOWNSHIP ......................... 74 73 1.4 2 851 1 613 

OTIS TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 102 101 1.0 2 851 2 Q19 
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INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 

26.4 

26.2 
(NA) 
(NAl 
24.2 
(NA) 
(NA) 

21.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
19.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
24.4 

29.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.1 
31.3 
29.4 

29.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

POPLAR TOWNSHiP .................... ••• •• 91 89 2.2 2 851 2 363 (NA) 

ROSEGLEN TOWNSHIP ....................... 131 127 3.1 2 851 2 08q (NA) 

ROSEMONT TOWNSHIP ....................... 81 80 1,2 2 851 1 617 (NA) 

ST MARY TOWNSHIP ........................ 96 9q 2.1 2 851 1 867 (NA) 

SNAKE CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 81 80 1.2 2 851 2 635 (NA) 

SNOW TOWNSHIP .................... •••••• • 77 76 1.3 2 851 1 86q (NA) 

TURTLE LAKE TOWNSHiP .................... 68 67 1.5 2 851 0 (NA) 

VICTORIA TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 57 56 1.8 2 851 196 (NA) 

WISE TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 8q 83 1.2 2 851 3q8 (NA) 

MERCER COUNTY .................... • •• 222 175 0.8 026 2 206 37.2 

BEULAH ............................. ••• •• 376 3qq 2.q 05'+ 2 68q 13.8 

GOLDEN VALLEy ........................ ••• 23q 235 -o.q 95q 1 672 (NA) 

HAZEN ................................... 210 2qo -2.4 785 2 809 3q.7 

PICK CITY ........................ ••••••• 120 119 0.8 2 95'+ 2 lq3 (NA) 

STANTON .............................. • •• 5H 517 -0.6 777 2 065 3q.5 

ZAP .................................. ••• 271 271 0.0 95q 1 570 (NA) 

MORTON COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 20 827 20 310 2.5 638 066 27.7 

ALMONT ........................... ••••• •• 112 109 2.8 2 458 2 279 (NA) 

FLASHER ................................. q76 ,+67 1.9 2 q58 2 2q6 (NA) 

GLEN ULLIN ....................... • ... • •• 1 017 1 070 -5.0 2 652 1 928 37.6 

HEBRON. " •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 1 080 1 103 -2.1 2 903 2 298 26.3 

MANDAN .................................. 11 370 11 093 2.5 2 802 2 206 27.0 

NEW SALEM •••• , ••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 960 943 1.8 2 750 2 113 30.1 

CURLEW TOWNSHIP ......................... 96 96 0.0 2 q58 902 (NA) 

EAGLES NEST TOWNSHIP .................... 54 53 1.9 2 q58 7qO (NA) 

ENGELTER TOWNSH IP ........ , ••••••••••••• ' 126 123 2.'+ 2 qS8 q79 (NA) 

MOUNTRAIL COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••• , 519 q37 1.0 501 2 111 18.5 

NEW TOWN ............................. • •• 631 428 14.2 2 663 2 396 11.1 

PALERMO .............................. • •• lq6 lq6 0.0 2 2M 1 qeo (NA) 

PARSHALL ............................. • •• 027 2q6 -17.6 2 73q 2 619 q.q 

PLAZA ................................ • •• 291 291 0.0 2 2M 1 q66 (NA) 

ROSS .................................... 126 125 0.8 2 264 1 08q (NA) 

SANISH ............................. ••• •• 25 25 0.0 2 2M 0 (NA) 

STANLEy .............................. • •• 675 581 5.9 3 32q 9qq 12.9 

TAGUS •••• , ., ............................ 13 lq -7.1 2 26q 430 (NA) 

wHITE EARTH •• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 128 128 0.0 2 264 25'+ (NA) 

ALGER TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• 45 q3 q.7 2 26q 902 (NA) 

AUSTIN TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 36 3q 5,9 2 26q 689 (NA) 

BANNER TOWNSHIP ......................... 63 6~ -1.6 2 2M 1 048 (NA) 

BICKER TOWNSH IP ............. , '" ....... , 5~ 55 -1.8 2 2M 1 131 (NA) 

BIG BEND TOWNSHIP ....................... 59 60 -1. 7 2 2M 2 350 (NA) 

BROOKBANK TOWNSHIP ...................... q6 q5 2.2 2 26q 1 63q (NA) 

RurKE TOWNSHIP .......................... q7 q7 0.0 2 26q 667 (NA) 

CLEAR WATER TOWNSHIP .................... q6 q5 2.2 2 26~ 0 (NA) 

CCTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP ..................... 56 56 0.0 2 2M 297 (NA) 

CRANE CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... H 75 -1.3 2 2M 0 (NA) 

CROWFOOT TOWNSHIP ....................... 65 66 -1.5 2 264 082 (NA) 

DEBING TOWNSHIP ......................... 79 80 -1. 2 2 2M 800 (NA) 

EGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• q7 q7 0.0 2 26q 2 032 (NA) 

FERTILE TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 75 76 -1.3 2 264 2 897 (NA) 

HOWIE TOWNSHIP ....................... ••• qq 42 4.8 2 26~ 1 361 (NA) 

IDAHO TOWNSHIP .......................... 127 126 0.8 2 2M 2 069 (NA) 

JAMES HILL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• " • 58 59 -1.7 2 264 3 090 (NA) 

KICKAPOO TOWNSHIP •••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••• 39 37 5.'1 2 2M 1 962 (NA) 

KNIFE RIVER TOWNSHIP .................... 36 34 5.9 2 264 0 (NA) 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ................ " ...... 17 18 -5.6 2 26q 0 (NA) 

LOSTWOOO TOWNSHIP ....................... 60 61 -1.6 2 2M 3q'l (NA) 

LOWLAND TOWNSHIP ........................ 125 12q 0.8 2 2M 1 26~ (NA) 

MCALMOND TOWNSHIP .................... • •• 52 53 -1,9 2 264 3 970 (NA) 

MCGAHAN TOWNSH IP ................. ' ." ••• 102 100 2.0 2 264 1 453 (NA) 

MANITOU TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 78 79 -1.3 2 26'+ 1 q74 (NA) 

MODEL TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 119 118 0,8 2 26'+ 2 768 (NA) 

MOUNTRAIL TOWNSHIP ••• , ••• , ••••••••••••• ' 68 69 -1.'1 2 26q 3 066 (NA) 

MyRTLE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• , ....... • •• ~q 4, 4.8 2 26'1 1 667 (NA) 

OAKLAND TOWNSHIP ...... , .............. • •• 50 51 -2.0 2 264 64q (NA) 

OSBORN TOWNSHIP .................... ••• •• 332 333 -0,3 2 264 478 (NA) 

OSLOE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ,·., •• 54 55 -1. 8 2 2M 316 (NA) 

PALERMO TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••• ' q9 49 0.0 2 2M 539 (NA) 

PARSHALL TOWNSHIP ........ " .......... • •• 93 93 0,0 2 26q 987 (NA) 

PLAZA TOWNSH IP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 73 7q -1. 4 2 264 153 (NA) 

POWERS LAKE TOWNSH I P •••• , ••••••••••••••• 80 82 -2.'1 2 2M 100 (NA) 

POWERS TOWNSHIP ......................... M 65 -1.5 2 26'1 Q43' (NA) 

PURCELL TOWNSHIP ........................ 53 5q -1.9 2 2M 0 (NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913. AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

RAT LAKE TOWNSHIP ....................... 45 43 4.7 2 26'1 0 (NA) 

REDMOND TOWNSHIP ••••• , ••••• " ••••••••••• 31 30 3.3 2 264 1 049 (NA) 

ROSS TOWNSHIP ........................... 47 47 0.0 2 26'1 3 330 (NA) 

SHELL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 45 43 4.7 2 264 1 353 (NA) 

SIDONIA TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••• " ••••••••••• 52 53 -1.9 2 264 1 670 (NA) 

SIKES TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 97 2.J. 2 26'1 1 729 (NA) 

SORKNESS TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••• 49 50 -2.0 2 264 1 391 (NA) 

SPRING COULEE TOWNSHIP .................. 89 90 -1.1 2 264 1 319 (NA) 

STAVE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 67 68 -1.5 2 264 1 948 (NA) 

VAN HOOK TOWNSHIP ....................... 57 57 0.0 2 264 1 075 (NA) 

WAYZETTA TOWNSHIP ....................... 66 67 ~1.5 2 26'1 992 (NA) 

WHITE EARTH TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••• , ••• , ., •••• '18 48 0.0 2 264 363 (NA) 

NELSON COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 8}4 5 807 0.5 77'1 129 30.3 

ANETA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " 361 376 -'1.0 2 465 1 891 (NA) 

LAKOTA ........................... ••• .... 1'19 964 19.2 :s 318 2 767 19.9 

MCV I LLE •• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 561 583 -3.8 2 659 2 32'1 14.4 

MICHIGAN CITy ...................... ••• .. 461 '178 -3.6 2 H4 2 395 (NA) 

PEK IN •••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 114 120 -5.0 2 629 1 763 (NA) 

PETERSBURG ......................... • .... 256 266 -3.8 2 744 2 096 (NA) 

TOLNA ................................ • •• 237 247 -'1.0 2 629 2 028 (NA) 

ADLER TOWNSHIP .......................... 112 118 -5.1 2 629 1 128 ( NA) 

BERGEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 113 I19 -5.0 2 629 2 425 (NA) 

CENTRAL TOWNSHIP ........................ 96 99 -3.0 2 629 1 691 (NA) 

CLARA TOWNSHIP .......................... 77 79 -2.5 2 629 2 1'17 (NA) 

DAHLEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 153 157 -2.5 2 629 1 852 (NA) 

DAYTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 99 103 -3.9 2 629 1 606 (NA) 

DODDS TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 86 88 -2.3 2 629 3 602 (NA) 

ENTERPR I SE TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••••••• , ., •••• 59 60 -1.7 2 629 1 5'13 (NA) 

FIELD TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 107 113 -5.3 2 629 2 258 (NA) 

FORDE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 114 120 -5.0 2 629 1 223 (NA) 

HAMLIN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 112 118 -5.1 2 629 3 492 (NA I 

ILLINOIS TOWNSHiP ....................... 59 60 -1.7 2 629 1 446 (NA) 

LAKOTA TOWNSHiP ......................... 99 103 -3.9 2 629 1 742 (NA) 

LEE TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• .... 168 174 -3,4 2 629 2 '187 (NA) 

LEVAL TOWNSHIP ....................... • .. 83 85 -2.4 2 629 1 639 (NA) 

MELVIN TOWNSHIP .................. ' •••••• 72 73 -1. 'I 2 629 2 585 (NA) 

MICHIGAN CITY TOWNSHIP .................. 141 146 -3.'1 2 629 1 231 (NA) 

NASH TOWNSHIP ........................... 86 88 -2.3 2 629 1 362 (NA) 

NESHEIM TOWNSHIP ................... ••• •• 88 90 -2.2 2 629 I 821 (NA) 

ORA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • •• 94 96 -2.1 2 629 2 558 (NA) 

OSAGO TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 90 92 -2.2 2 629 1 548 (NA) 

PETERSBURG TOWNSHIP •••••• , •••••••••••••• 88 90 -2.2 2 629 2 170 (NA) 

RUBIN TOWNSHIP .......................... 102 106 -3.8 2 629 3 515 (NA) 

RUGH TOWNSHIP ........................... 80 82 -2.'1 2 629 375 (NA) 

SARNIA TOWNSHIP ......................... 162 168 -3.6 2 629 523 (NA) 

WAMDUSKA TOWNSHIP ••• '" ••••••••••••••••• 70 71 -1.'1 2 629 287 (NA) 

WILLIAMS TOWNSHIP ....................... 88 90 -2.2 2 629 460 (NA) 

OLIVER COUNTY •••••••• , ••• , ., •••••••• 2 293 2 322 -1.2 620 927 36.0 

CENTER ••••••• , •••••• '" •••••••• , •••••••• 616 619 -0.5 324 357 41.0 

PEMBINA COUNTy ................. • .... 12 033 10 728 12.2 533 417 46.2 

BATHGATE ................................ 140 133 5.3 3 685 2 927 (NA) 

CANTON ••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••• 85 81 4.9 3 '114 1 601 (NA) 

CAVALlER ............................. • •• 412 381 7'1.7 'I 510 2 873 57.0 

CRySTAL .......................... ••••• •• 286 272 5.1 3 '11'1 2 611 (NA) 

DRAYTON •••••• , ., ••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 010 095 -7.8 3 569 2 906 22.8 

HAMILTON ............................. • •• 119 110 8.2 3 374 1 720 (NA) 

MOUNTAIN ••••• , ••••••• " •• , •••••••••••••• 153 146 4.8 3 '114 1 819 (NA) 

NECHE ................................... 478 451 6.0 3 685 2 948 (NA) 

PEM8INA ............................ ••• •• 784 741 5.8 3 691 2 954 2'1.9 

5T THOMAS ............................... 538 508 5.9 3 613 2 739 31.9 

WALHALLA ................. • ... •••••• ..... 1 '122 471 -3.3 2 163 1 643 31.6 

ADVANCE TOWNSH IP •••• '" ••• '" •• , •••••••• 249 233 6.9 3 414 1 863 (NA) 

AKRA TOWNSHIP ••••••• '" •• , •••••••••••••• 182 169 7.7 3 414 2 072 (NA) 

BATHGATE TOWNSHIP ....................... 90 85 5.9 3 414 1 65'1 (NA) 

BEAULIEU TOWNSHIP ....................... 137 130 5.q 3 'IH 2 357 (NA) 

CARLISLE TOWNSHIP ....................... 232 219 5.9 3 414 2 070 (NA) 

CAVALIER TOWNSHIP ....................... q67 qQO 6.1 3 414 2 198 (NA) 

CRYSTAL TOWNSHIP ........................ lq7 140 5.0 3 '114 1 511 (NA) 

DRAYTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 7q 70 5.7 3 Ql'1 Q 188 (NA) 

ELORA TOWNSHIP .......................... 151 144 '1.9 3 414 3 723 (NA) 

FELSON TOWNSHIP ......................... 211 200 5.5 414 2 309 (NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPiTA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

AREA 

GAROAR TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAMILTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JOLlETTE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
LA MOURE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
LODEMA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MIDLAND TOWNSHIP ........................ 
NECHE TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
PARK TOWNSHIP ........................... 
PEMBINA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ST JOSEPH TOWNSHIP .................... " 
ST THOMAS TOWNSH IP ••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
THINGVALLA TOWNSHIP ..................... 
WALHALLA TOWNSHIP ................... .... 

PIERCE COUNTY ....................... 

BALTA ............................ • ..... • 
BARTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
RUGBY~ ••••••••••••••••••• a •••••••••••••• 

WOLFORD •••••••••••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
ALEXANDER TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ANTELOPE LAKE TOWNSHIP .................. 
8 
E 
E 
H 

ALTA TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
• LUNG TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LVERUM TOWNSHIP ........................ 
AGEL TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••• , ., ••••••••• , 

J 
M 
N 
R 
R 
T 
T 
T 
W 

EFFERSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EYER TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••••• , ••• " ••••• 
E5S TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ENO VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................... 
USH LAKE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
ORGERSON TOWNSH IP ••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 
RUMAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 
USCARORA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• , 
HITE TOWNSHIP .......................... 

RAMSEy COUNTY •••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 

ARTLETT ••••••••••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 
ROCKET •••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 
HURCHS FERRY •• , ••••••••••••••• , ., •••••• 
RARY •••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• , •••••••••• 
EVILS LAKE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DMORE ••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••• , ., ••••••• , 
AMPOEN •• , ••••• , ••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
AWTON ••••••••••••••• , ••••• , •••••••••••• 
TARKWEATHER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARTLETT TOWNSHIP ....................... 

ATO C 
C 
C 
C 
D 
D 
F 
FR 
GR 
HA 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
HAIN LAKES TOWNSHIP .................... 
OIJLEE TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 
REEL TOWNSHIP .......................... 
E GROAT TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RY LAKE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
ANCHER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HA 
HI 
KL 
LA 
LI 
MI 
MO 
NE 
NE 
NI 

ESHWATER TOWNSHIP ..................... 
AND HARBOR TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 
MMER TOWNSHIP ......................... 

RDING TOWNSHIP ........................ 
GHLAND CENTER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
INGSTRUP TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
"TON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LLEHOFF TOWNSH IP ••• , ••••••••• , ••••••• , 
NNEWAUKAN TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••• , •••••••••• 
RRI S TOWNSHIP ......................... 
WBRE TOWNSHIP ......................... 
WLAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
XON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ONAN TOWNSHIP ...................... ••• 
RTHFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... 
ESSA TOWNSHIP ......................... 
TARIO TOWNSHIP ........................ 
ERLAND TOWNSHIP ....................... 
LICAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• , .' ., 
OSPECT TOWNSHIP ....................... 
YAL TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NO 
NO 
00 
ON 
OV 
PE 
PR 
RO 
S 
ST 

MINNEWAUKAN TOWNSHIP .................. 
EVENS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , •••••••••• 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

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

200 189 5.8 3 ~14 3 085 

119 110 8.2 3 414 1 553 
178 166 7.2 3 414 2 240 

141 134 5.2 3 414 3 235 
198 186 6.5 3 ~14 2 296 
145 138 5.1 3 4H 2 700 
189 177 6.8 3 414 1 491 
130 124 4.8 3 414 1 825 
108 100 8.0 3 414 4 526 
203 191 6.3 3 414 2 06} 

228 215 6.0 3 414 2 152 
24} 229 6.1 } q 1'~ 1 829 

197 185 6.5 3 414 2 022 
389 366 6.3 3 41q 2 590 

6 478 6 323 2.5 2 551 2 139 

130 133 -2.3 2 315 881 

33 }q -2.9 2 315 0 

3 l'll 2 889 8.7 3 032 2 608 

78 81 -3.7 ;1 315 2 021 

110 114 ... 3,5 2 315 939 

80 84 -4.8 2 315 1 555 

124 127 -2.4 2 315 q87 

168 173 -2.9 2 315 1 338 

116 120 -3.3 2 315 965 

219 225 -2.7 2 315 1 185 

136 140 -2.9 2 315 1 154 

76 79 -3.a 2 315 2 517 

103 107 -3.7 2 315 1 971 
105 109 -3.7 2 315 2 565 

106 110 -3.6 2 315 2 005 

99 103 -3.9 2 315 1 312 

135 139 -2.9 2 315 1 352 

133 136 -2.2 2 315 2 9~2 

153 156 -1.9 2 315 1 485 

13 663 12 915 5.8 3 24a 2 607 

34 19 78.9 3 322 0 

98 95 3.2 3 322 1 855 

145 )39 4.3 3 323 2 647 

156 150 4.0 3 323 2 236 

7 508 '7 078 6.1 3 144 2 528 

414 398 4.0 3 449 2 013 

120 114 5.3 3 449 1 825 

129 123 4.9 3 n2 2 602 

201 193 4.1 3 4q9 4 661 

145 139 4.3 3 323 2 193 

81 79 2,5 3 323 1 640 

78 76 2.6 3 322 2 147 

140 134 4.5 3 323 3 248 

1 349 1 289 4,7 3 490 2 662 

54 51 5.9 3 322 1 620 

81 79 2.5 3 323 2 150 

119 113 5.3 3 323 1 203 

106 103 2.9 3 323 3 124 

232 223 q.o 3 323 1 752 

87 85 2.4 3 322 '7 228 

11'7 112 4.5 3 323 2 883 

95 92 3.3 3 323 1 941 

102 99 3.0 3 322 6 872 

99 96 3.1 3 323 1 835 

120 114 5.3 3 323 941 

131 125 4.8 3 323 2 882 

68 66 3.0 3 323 4 615 

98 95 3.2 3 322 2 494 

91 89 2.2 3 323 1 400 

66 64 3.1 3 323 3 073 

103 100 3.0 3 323 2 500 

90 88 2.3 3 323 3 726 

94 91 3.3 3 322 2 319 

150 144 4.2 3 323 3 481 

75 73 2.7 3 323 0 

95 92 3.3 3 323 1 277 

107 104 2.9 3 323 1 346 

98 95 3.2 3 322 5 860 

97 94 3.2 3 323 1 819 

131 125 4,8 3 323 1 822 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

19.3 

(NA) 
(NA) 
16.3 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

24.6 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
24.4 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
31.1 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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



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

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

forPCllor places of 500 or less are- not applicable. See text) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY I, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

SULLIVAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• -••••••••••••• 105 102 2.9 3 323 729 

TRIUMPH TOWNSHIP ..................... ••• 75 73 2.7 3 323 818 

WEBSTER TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 180 175 2.9 3 323 997 

RANSOM COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 022 102 -1.1 276 462 

ELLIOTT ........................ • .... ••• • 49 50 -2.0 3 080 2 026 

ENDERLIN ................................ 274 343 -5.1 3 621 2 637 

LISBON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 110 090 1.0 3 404 2 772 

SHE.LDON .......................... ••••• •• 189 192 -1.6 3 080 1 862 

ALlCETON TOWNSHIP ....................... 147 148 -0.7 3 080 2 027 

ALLEGHANY TOWNSHIP ................... • .. 121 122 -0.8 3 080 6 502 

BALE TOWNSHIP ........................... 138 139 -0.7 3 080 1 604 

BIG BEND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ' ., 183 185 -1, 1 3 080 1 994 

CASEy TOWNSHIP ................... •••••• • 185 187 -1.1 3 080 2 197 

COBURN TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• B6 81 -1.1 3 080 916 

ELLIOTT TOWNSHIP ....................... • 142 143 -0.7 3 080 3 579 

FORT RANSOM TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 266 270 -1.5 3 080 2 119 

GREENE TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 162 164 -1.2 3 080 2 752 

HANSON TOWNSHIP .................... • .... 152 153 -0.7 3 080 1 749 

ISLAND PARK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 187 189 -1.1 3 080 2 539 

ISLEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 112 113 -0.9 3 080 0 

LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ........................ 164 166 -1.2 3 OBO 793 

MOORE TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 157 158 -0.6 3 080 933 

NORTHLAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 138 139 -0.7 3 080 919 

OWEGO TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 45 46 -2.2 3 080 902 

PRESTON TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 168 170 -1.2 3 080 2 000 

ROSE MEADE TOWNSHIP ................... • •• 76 77 -1.3 3 080 1 506 

SANDOUN TOWNSHIP ........................ 89 90 -1.1 3 080 2 391 

SCOVILLE TOWNSHIP ....................... 42 43 -2.3 3 080 502 

SHENFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 205 208 -1.4 3 080 306 

SPRINGER TOWNSHIP ....................... 158 159 -0.6 3 080 401 

SYDNA TOWNSHIP .......................... 123 124 -0.8 3 080 560 

TULLER TOWNSHIP ......................... 158 159 -0.6 3 080 226 

RENVILLE COUNTY ••••••••••••••••••••• 699 828 -3.4 043 536 

GLENBURN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 36q 381 -4.5 2 908 125 

GRANO ............................ ••••• •• 4 4 0.0 2 908 0 

LORAINE .............................. • .. 32 33 -3.0 2 200 1 q35 

MOHALL ••••••••• , ., ., ••••••••••••••• , .' ., 924 950 -2.7 3 857 3 422 

SHERWOOD ................................ 351 369 -4.9 2 200 1 808 

TOLLEy ............................... • •• 155 163 -q.9 2 200 2 388 

BRANDON TOWNSHIP ........................ 168 175 -4.0 2 908 1 271 

CALLAHAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 56 59 -5.1 2 908 2 757 

CLAY TOWNSHIP ........................ • •• 69 73 -5.5 2 908 1 326 

COLQUHOUN TOWNSHIP ...................... 103 108 -4.6 2 908 2 03Q 

EDEN VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................... 80 85 -5.9 2 908 3 011 

ENSIGN TOWNSHIP •••• , '" ; •••••••••••••••• 72 76 -5.3 2 908 3 202 

FAIRBANKS TOWNSHIP ...................... 110 114 -3.5 2 908 1 696 

GRASSLAND TOWNSHIP ...................... 87 91 -4.4 2 908 1 241 

GROVER TOWNSHIP ......................... 68 72 -5.6 2 908 1 468 

HAMERLY TOWNSHIP ........................ 64 68 -5.9 2 908 2 877 

HAMLET TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 62 66 -6.1 2 908 1 401 

HURLEY TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 79 84 -6.0 2 908 3 988 

IVANHOE TOWNSHIP ........................ 64 68 -5.9 2 908 2 388 

LOCKWOOD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 30 31 -3.2 2 907 1 900 

MCKINNEY TOWN$H I P •••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 55 57 -3.5 2 907 660 

MUSKEGO TOWNSHIP ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 92 97 -5.2 2 908 1 953 

PLAIN TOWNSHIP .......................... 76 80 -5.0 2 908 2 688 

PRESCOTT TOWNSHIP ....................... 55 57 -3.5 2 907 2 855 

PROSPERITY TOWNSHIP ..................... 101 105 -3.8 2 908 2 438 

ROCKFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• '" ••••••• 106 ill -4.5 2 908 3 243 

ROOSEVELT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 53 55 -3.6 2 908 2 785 

STAFFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 91 96 -5.2 2 908 2 916 

VAN BUREN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 57 61 -6.6 2 908 3 021 

WHITE ASH TOWNSHIP ...................... 70 74 -5.4 2 908 1 556 

RICHLAND COUNTY •••••••••••••• ' ., ••• , 18 229 18 089 0.8 885 270 

ABERCROMBIE. ..................... ••••• •• 257 262 -1,9 733 3 483 

BARNEy ........................... ••••• •• 80 81 -1,2 898 2 077 

COLFAX ••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••• .. ••• • 69 70 -1.4 733 2 672 

DWIGHT ........................... ••••••• 92 93 -1.1 2 898 8 563 

FAIRMOUNT ............................ • •• 404 412 -1, 9 2 898 1 833 

GREAT BEND •••••••••• '" •••••• , ••••••• ' •• 84 86 -2.3 2 898 1 205 

HANKINSON ............................... 133 125 0.7 2 934 2 098 

LIDGERWOOD ••• , ••••••••••• , ••••••• ' ., •••• 008 000 0.8 3 042 2 148 

N.DAK. 17 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(NA) 
( NA) 
(NA) 

33.1 

(NA) 
37.3 
22.8 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

20.0 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
12.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

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

27.1 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
39.8 
41.6 



18 N. DAK. 

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) 

PER CAP IT A MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

MANTADOR ................................ 9q 95 -1,1 2 898 2 506 (NA) 

MOORETON ............................. • •• 156 158 -1.3 2 898 1 960 (NA) 

WAHPETON ................................ 349 076 3.9 2 999 23H 26.3 

WALCOTT ........................ • ... ••• •• 1M 166 -1.2 733 1 560 (NA) 

WyNDMERE ............................. • •• 503 516 -2.5 2 922 2 204 32.6 

ABERCROMBIE TOWNSHIP .................... 363 372 -2.4 2 898 1 463 (NA) 

ANTELOPE TOWNSHIP ....................... 245 251 -2.4 2 898 2 893 (NA) 

BARNEy TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 172 IH -1.1 2 898 0 (NA) 

BARRIE TOWNSHIP ......................... 142 145 -2.1 2 898 889 (NA) 

BELFORD TOWNSHIP ........................ 232 237 -2.1 2 898 524 (NA) 

BRANDENBURG TOWNSHIP .................... 202 209 -3.3 2 898 2 611 (NA) 

BRIGHTWOOD TOWNSHIP .................. • •• 180 183 -1.6 2 898 1 517 (NA) 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 263 268 -1.9 2 898 2 128 (NA) 

COLFAX TowNSH IP •••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 250 255 -2.0 2 898 1 728 (NA) 

DANTON TOWNSH IP •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 203 210 -3.3 2 898 2 219 (NA) 

DEVILLO TOWNSHIP ........................ 220 226 -2.7 2 898 1 580 (NA) 

DEXTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 176 178 -1.1 2 898 1 987 (NA) 

DUERR TOWNSHIP .......................... 276 282 -2.1 2 898 1 851 (NA) 

DWIGHT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2H 220 -2.7 2 898 ~ 317 (NA) 

EAGLE TOWNSHIP ••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• 315 323 -2.5 2 898 1 991 (NA) 

ELMA TOWNSHIP ........................ ••• 166 168 -1.2 2 898 1 6qq (NA) 

FAIRMOUNT TOWNSHIP ...................... 227 233 -2.6 2 898 2 153 (NA) 

FREEMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 81 83 -2.Q 2 898 1 535 (NA) 

GARBORG TOWNSHIP ........................ 153 155 -1.3 2 898 1 818 (NA) 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......................... 207 21~ -3.3 2 898 1 971 (NA) 

GREENDALE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 152 154 -1.3 2 898 1 832 (NA) 

HELENDALE TOWNSHIP ...................... 124 130 -q.6 2 898 2 490 (NA) 

HOMESTEAD TOWNSHIP ...................... 117 120 -2.5 2 898 2 590 (NA) 

IBSEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 157 159 -1.3 2 898 1 976 (NA) 

LA MARS TOWNSHIP ..................... , •• 1M 166 -1.2 2 898 3 270 (NA) 

LIBERTY GROVE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 197 20Q -3.q 2 898 1 q21 (NA) 

MOORETON TOWNSHIP ....................... lql lqq -2.1 2 898 1 780 (NA) 

MORAN TOWNSHIP .......................... 155 157 -1.3 2 898 1 551 (NA) 

NANSEN TOWNSHIP ......................... lQO 1~3 -2.1 2 898 2 289 (NA) 

SHEYENNE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 84 86 -2.3 2 898 1 272 (NA) 

SUMMIT TOWNSHIP ......................... 269 275 -2.2 2 898 q 246 ( NA) 

VIKING TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• , ••• , ••••••• , 118 124 -4.8 2 898 2 379 (NA) 

wALCOTT TOWNSH IP ........................ 239 2~4 -2.0 2 898 1 893 (NA) 

WALDO TOWNSHIP .......................... 170 172 -1.2 2 898 1 531 (NA) 

WEST END TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• , 92 93 -1.1 2 898 1 018 (NA) 

wy~,OMERE TOWNSHIP ....................... 189 194 -2.0 898 972 (NA) 

ROLETTE COUNTy ...................... 12 718 11 549 10.1 223 660 33.9 

OUNSE ITH ••• , ., ••• , ••••••••• , ••••• , ••• " • 897 811 10.6 3 062 2 272 34.8 

MyLO .................................... 56 51 9.8 2 231 2 065 (NA) 

ROLETTE •• , ••• , ••• , ., •••••••••••••••••••• 641 579 10.7 3 2H 2 385 3q.8 

ROLLA ................................... 534 458 5.2 3 854 2 882 33.7 

ST JOHN ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ql0 367 11.7 2 232 1 854 (NA) 

FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ....................... 180 164 9,8 2 232 2 526 (NA) 

KOHLMEIER TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 137 123 11.4 2 232 2 136 (NAl 

LEONARD TOWNSHIP ........................ 228 207 10.1 2 232 1 481 (NA) 

MARYVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 140 126 11.1 2 232 2 701 (NA) 

RUSSELL TOWNSHIP ........................ 197 178 10.7 2 232 1 362 (NA) 

SOUTH VALLEY TWP ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 125 113 10.6 2 232 986 (NA) 

SHELL VALLEY TOWNSHIP ..... , ............. 162 145 11.7 2 232 017 (NA) 

CURHIE TOWNSHIP ......................... 101 92 9.8 2 232 820 (NA) 

SARGENT COUNTY •••••••••••••••••••••• 003 937 1.1 946 239 31.6 

CAyUGA •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 119 116 2.6 2 823 1 928 (NA) 

COGSWELL ••••• , •••••••••• '" ••••••••••••• 206 203 1.5 2 823 2 257 (NA) 

FORMAN .................................. 603 596 1.2 2 975 2 502 18.9 

GW INNER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 629 623 1.0 3 836 3 302 16.2 

HAVANA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 156 156 0.0 2 838 2 007 (NA) 

MILNOR .................................. 6q9 645 0.6 2 823 2 Q30 16.2 

RUTLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , • 227 225 0,9 2 838 2 3Q4 (NA) 

BOWEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 1~1 139 1.'+ 2 823 1 726 (NA) 

BRAMPTON TOWNSHIP ....................... 1'18 148 0.0 2 823 1 980 (NA) 

DENVER TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••• , •••••••••• 128 127 0.8 2 823 2 681 (NA) 

DUNBAR TOWNSHIP ......................... 163 163 0.0 2 823 998 (NA) 

FORMAN TOWNSHIP •••••• ' •••••••••••••••••• 123 120 2.5 2 823 1 OQ9 (NA) 

HALL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 252 248 1.6 2 823 2 305 (NA) 

HARLEM TOWNSHIP ......................... 101 99 2.0 2 823 1 885 (NA) 

HERMAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 163 163 0.0 2 823 2 001 (NA) 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP ........................ 100 98 2.0 2 823 1 491 (NA) 

KINGSTON TOWNSHIP ....................... 212 210 1.0 2 823 2 639 (NA) 

MARSOE TOWNSHIP ......................... 125 122 2.5 2 823 2 798 (NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

MILNOR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• .. 126 125 0.8 2 823 1 929 (NA) 

RANSOM TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••••• , .' ., •••• 188 185 1.6 2 823 3 392 (NA) 

RUTLAND TOWNSHIP ..................... • .. 12q 121 2.5 2 823 1 600 (NA) 

SARGENT TOWNSHIP •••••••• '" " ••••••••••• 115 112 2.7 2 823 2 822 (NA) 

SHUMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 158 158 0.0 2 823 2 864 (NA) 

SOUTHWEST TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••••• , •••••• 62 61 1.6 2 82.3 1 152 ( NA) 

TAYLOR TOWNSHIP ......................... 80 80 0.0 2 823 1 483 (NA) 

TEWAUKON TOWNSHIP ...................... • 125 122 2.5 2 823 1 407 (NA) 

VERNER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 101 99 2.0 2 823 3 6'15 (NA) 

VIVIAN TOWNSHiP .................. ••••• .. 234 232 0.9 2 823 2 387 (NA) 

WEBER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 11~5 145 0.0 2 823 020 (NA) 

WHITESTONE HILL TWP •••••••••••••••••• • •• 143 lql 1.'1 2 823 371 (NA) 

WILLEY TOWNSHIP •••••• ' •••••••••••••••••• 156 156 0.0 2 823 067 (NA) 

SHERIDAN COUNTY •••••••• , ., ., •••••••• 315 232 2.6 145 328 35.1 

GOODR I CH ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 308 300 2.7 3 397 3 629 (NA) 

MCCLUSKy ................................ 681 66q 2.6 2 606 1 e03 44.5 

MARTIN ......................... ••••••• •• 12q 120 3.3 3 397 2 749 (NA) 

BERLIN TOWNSHIP •••• , ••• , •••••••••••••••• 100 99 1.0 3 397 2 382 (NA) 

DENHOFF TOWNSHIP •••• ~ •••••••••••••••• , •• 143 138 3.6 3 397 4 851 (NA) 

EDGEMONT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • 34 3q 0.0 3 396 2 158 (NA) 

FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ....................... 64 62 3.2 3 397 2 019 (NA) 

HOLMES TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••• , •••••••••••••• 61 59 3.4 3 397 1 34q (NA) 

MCCLUSKY TOWNSHIP .................... • .. 82 81 1.2 3 397 1 817 ( NA) 

MARTIN TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 97 96 1.0 3 397 1 051 (NA) 

NEW GERMANTOWN TWP ................. ••• .. 110 108 1.9 3 397 311 (NA) 

PICKARD TOWNSHIP ••••• , ., •••••••••••••••• 72 70 2.9 3 397 0 (NA) 

LI NCOLN DALE TOWNSHIP ................... 96 95 1.1 3 397 445 (NA) 

BOONE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• • .... 70 68 2.9 3 397 0 (NA) 

GOODRICH TOWNSHIP ....................... 117 113 3.5 3 397 0 (NA) 

STRASSBURG TOWNSHIP ..................... 94 93 1.1 3 397 0 (NA) 

SIOUX COUNTy ••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 856 632 6.2 956 432 36.6 

FORT YATES .............................. 282 153 11.2 226 884 18.2 

SELFRIDGE •••••• , ••••••••••• , ••••• " ••••• 360 346 4.0 895 725 (NA) 

SOLEN •• , ••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 186 180 3.3 895 465 (NA) 

MENZ TOWNSHIP ........................ • ., 44 42 4.8 895 800 (NA) 

SLOPE COUNTY ••••• , ., ., .............. 364 484 -8.1 914 175 34.0 

AMIDON .................................. 51 54 -5.6 2 916 0 (NA) 

MARMARTH ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 214 247 -13.q 2 916 472 (NA) 

BUCKLIN TOWNSHIP ........................ 21 24 -12.5 2 916 0 (NAI 

CARROLL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• , '" ••••••• 54 58 -6.9 2 916 0 (NA) 

CASH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 21 2q -12.5 2 916 173 ( NA) 

CEDAR CREEK TOWNSHIP .................... 67 73 -8.2 2 916 556 (NA) 

CHALKY BUTTE TOWNSHIP ................... 19 21 -9.5 2 916 264 (NA) 

CONNOR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 59 63 -6.3 2 916 0 (NAI 

CRAWFORD TOWNSHIP •• , ••••••••••••••• , •••• 35 37 -5.4 2 916 108 (NA) 

DOVRE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 29 32 -9.4 2 916 478 (NA) 

HARPER TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••• , ••••• " ••••••• 17 19 -10.5 916 0 (NA) 

HUGHES TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 3 3 0.0 2 913 330 (NA) 

HUME TOWNSHIP ........................... 60 64 -6.3 2 916 835 (NA) 

MINERAL SPRINGS TWP •• , ••• , ••••• " ••••••• 43 46 -6.5 2 916 389 (NA) 

MOORD TOWNSH IP ••••• , ., ., ••• , •••••••••••• 48 51 -5.9 2 916 213 (NA) 

MOUND TOWNSHIP .......................... 37 40 -7.5 2 916 0 (NA) 

PEACEFUL VALLEY TWP ••••••••••••••••••••• 37 39 -5.1 2 916 164 (NA) 

RAINY BUTTE TWP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 65 71 -8.5 2 916 225 (NA) 

RICHLAND CENTER TOWNSHIP ................ 19 21 -9.5 2 916 221 (NA) 

SAND CREEK TWP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 62 67 -7.5 2 916 993 (NA) 

SHEETS TOWNSHIP ......................... 50 53 -5.7 2 916 755 (NA) 

SLOPE CENTER TWP ....................... • 25 27 -7.4 2 916 423 (NA) 

SUNSH I NE TOWNSHIP ....................... 5 6 -16.7 2 91q 0 (NA) 

WHITE LAKE TWP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 60 64 -6.3 2 916 033 (NA) 

WOODBERRY TOWNSHIP ...................... 39 42 -7.1 2 916 240 (NA) 

STARK COUNTy ........................ 19 488 19 613 -0.6 656 121 25.2 

SELF I ELD ••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• " • 1 195 1 130 5.8 2 619 091 25.3 

DICKINSON ................ •••••••••••••• • 12 387 12 405 -0.1 2 875 318 24.0 

GLADSTONE ........................ ••••• •• 227 222 2.3 2 297 606 (NA) 

RI CHARDTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 813 799 1,8 2 527 954 29.3 

SOUTH HEART •••••••••••••• , ••• , ., ••• ' •••• 133 132 0.8 2 296 147 (NA) 

TAyLOR .................................. 166 162 2.5 2 297 999 (NA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

AREA 

STEELE COUNTY •• , ••••••• , •••••••••••• 

FINLEy ......................... ••• ... ••• 
HOPE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
lUVERNE •••••••••••••• " •• , ••••••••• ' •••• 
SHARON ........................... ••••• •• 
BEAVER CREEK TOWNSHiP ................... 
BROADLAWN TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
CARPENTER TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
COLGATE TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••••••••• , ., ••••• , 
EASTON TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EDENDALE TOWNSHIP ....................... 

ENGER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• 
FINLEY TOWNSHiP .................... ••• .. 
FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP •••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
GOLDEN LAKE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
GREENVIEW TOWNSH IP ••••• , ••••• , '" •• , •••• 
H 
M 
N 
P 
R 

UGO TOWNSHIP ........................... 
ELROSE TOWNSHIP ........................ 
EWBURGH TOWNSHIP ....................... 
RIMROSE TOWNSHIP ....................... 
I VERS I DE TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••• 

S 
S 
W 
W 

HARON TOWNSHiP ....................... ' •• 
HERBROOKE TOWNSHIP •• , ••• , ••••••••• , •••• 
ESTFIElD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ILLOW LAKE TOWNSHIP .............. ; ••••• 

STUTSMAN COUNTy .................... , 

C 
C 
J 
K 
M 
M 
P 
S 
W 
A 

LEVElAND •••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 
OURTENAY ............................... 
AMESTOWN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
ENSAl ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EDINA ............................... • •• 
ONTPELlER ........... , ••• , •••••••••••••• 
I NGREE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TREETER ............................. • •• 
OODWORTH •••••••••• , ., ., ••• , ••••• ' ••••• ' 
LEXANDER TOWNSHiP ...................... 

A 
8 
B 
B 
C 
C 
C 
C 
C 
C 

SHLAND TOWNSHiP ........................ 
LOOM TOWNSHIP .......................... 
LOOMENF I ElD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• , 
UCHANAN TOWNSHIP ....................... 
HICAGO TOWNSHIP ••• , ., ••• , •••••••••••••• 
ONKLlN TOWNSHIP ........................ 
OR INNE TOWNSHiP ........................ 
ORWIN TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OURTENAY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 
USA TOR TOWNSHiP ........................ 

EER LAKE D 
DU 
ED 
El 
FL 
FR 
GE 
GE 
GL 
GR 

TOWNSH I P ....................... 

GR 
HI 
HO 
10 
JI 
KE 
LE 
Ll 
lO 
LY 

MA 
MA 
MI 
MO 
MO 
NE 
NO 
PA 

PHAM TOWNSHIP ......................... 
MUNDS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DRIDGE TOWNSH IP •••• , ••••••••••• ' ••••• , 
INT TOWNSHIP .......................... 
lED TOWNSIHP ••• , .' ••• , •••••••••••••••• 
R~ER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PMANIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACIER TOWNSH IP ••••••••• " " •• , .' •••••• 
AY TOWNSHIP ........................... 

IFFIN TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• ' 
DDEN TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
MER TOWNSHIP ....................... • •• 
SCQ TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
M RIVER VALLEY TWP ................. ••• 
NSAL TOWNSHIP ......................... 
NTON TOWNSHIP ...................... • •• 
PPF.RT TOWNSHIP ..................... • .. 
WERY TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ON TOWNSHIP •• , ••• , ., ••••••• " " " " •• ' 

NNS TOWNSHIP ••••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
RSTON MOOR TWP ........................ 
aWAY TOWNSHiP ......................... 
NTPELIER TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ON LAKE TOWNSHIP ...................... 
WBURY TOWNSHIP ........................ 
GOSEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••• '" ••••••• '" • 
RIS TOWNSHIP .......................... 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

JULY 1, 1973 APRIL 1, 1970 PERCENT 1972 1969 

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

3 483 3 749 -7.1 3 746 3 043 

751 809 -7.2 3 248 2 623 

339 364 -6.9 3 949 2 186 

78 84 -7.1 3 949 1 936 

188 201 -6.5 3 101 2 027 

129 140 -7.9 3 949 2 982 

80 86 -7.0 3 949 2 213 

86 93 -7.5 3 949 3 249 

119 129 -7.8 3 949 2 986 

98 105 -6.7 3 949 2 404 

89 96 .7.3 3 949 8 219 

127 137 -7.3 3 949 8 115 

100 109 -8.3 3 949 2 641 

225 243 -7.4 3 949 2 236 

107 116 -7.8 3 949 3 895 

84 91 -7.7 3 949 2 675 

84 91 -7.7 3 949 1 614 

105 114 -7.9 3 949 2 6J4 

126 136 -7.4 3 949 6 312 

115 122 -5.7 3 949 3 642 

89 96 -7.3 3 949 2 687 

61 66 -7.6 3 949 2 070 

105 114 -7.9 J 949 1 274 

97 104 -6.7 3 949 3 621 

97 104 -6.7 J 949 3 840 

23 526 23 550 -0.1 3 161 2 452 

130 128 1.6 2 185 1 978 

127 125 1.6 3 526 2 081 

15 243 15 385 -0.9 J 051 2 446 

265 263 0.8 3 526 1 636 

507 488 3.9 2 185 1 479 

116 116 0.0 3 526 2 339 

75 76 -1.3 3 526 1 568 

327 n4 0.9 2 185 1 664 

141 139 1.4 3 526 2 124 

84 85 -1.2 3 526 2 468 

124 123 0.8 3 526 2 880 

323 320 0.9 3 526 4 154 

78 79 -1.3, 3 526 1 697 

164 164 0.0 3 526 4 194 

109 109 0.0 3 526 ! 278 

55 53 3.8 3 526 2 809 

118 118 0.0 3 526 2 584 
131 129 1.6 3 526 1 843 

108 lOB 0.0 3 526 1 389 

79 80 -1.2 3 526 2 501 

82 83 -1.2 3 526 2 921 

131 129 1.6 3 526 1 152 

94 95 -1. ! 3 526 1 552 

187 186 0.5 3 526 3 721 

112 112 0.0 J 526 1 950 

104 105 -1.0 3 526 2 704 

49 46 6.5 3 526 874 

84 85 -1.2 3 526 4 605 

68 68 0.0 3 526 1 406 

92 93 -1.1 3 526 4 442 

78 79 -1.3 3 526 3 833 

B2 83 -1.2 J 526 2 3M 

116 116 0.0 3 526 1 425 

52 50 4.0 J 526 0 

72 73 -1. 4 3 526 2 881 

73 74 -1.4 3 526 1 322 

92 93 -1.1 3 526 2 033 

97 98 -1.0 3 526 3 168 

96 97 -1.0 3 526 2 625 

63 63 0.0 3 526 2 342 

140 138 1.4 3 526 2 212 

68 68 0.0 3 526 702 

285 285 0.0 3 526 3 061 

128 126 1.6 3 526 1 452 

108 lOB 0.0 3 526 6 170 

92 93 -1.1 3 526 1 492 

8q 85 -1.2 3 526 1 249 

90 91 -1.1 3 526 1 399 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

23.1 

23.8 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

(NA) 
(NAl 
(NA) 
(NA) 

28.9 

(NA) 
(NA) 
24.7 
(NA) 
(NA) 
INA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 

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

(NA) 
.(NA) 

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

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

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

N.DAK. 21 

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

1972 
IESTIMATE) 

1969 
I CENSUS) 

------------------~--------~------~----~----~--
JULY 1, 1973 

IESTIMATE) 
APRIL 1, 1970 

(CENSUS) 

PETERSON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
PINGREE TOWNSHIP ...................... .. 
PIPESTEM VALLEY TWP ................... ,. 
PLAINVIEW TOWNSHIP,., .. , ............... . 
ROSE TOWNSHI P ••••• , , ......... , •••••••••• 
ROUND TOP TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
ST PAUL TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SEVERN TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
SHARLOW TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SINCLAIR TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 

SPIRITWOOD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
STIRTON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
STREETER TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
STRONG TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SYDNEY TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
VALLEY SPRING TOWNSH IP ................. . 
WADSWORTH TOWNSH I P ••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
WAL TERS TOWNSHIP ..................... • •• 
WELD TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
WINDSOR TOWNSHIP ....................... . 

WINFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WOODBURY TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
YPS I LANTI TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••• 

TOWNER COUNTy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BISBEE ................................ .. 
CANDO ................................. .. 
EGELAND ................................ . 
HANSBORO .............................. .. 
MAZA ................................... . 
PERTH ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCK LAKE ............................ ••• 
SARLES IPART) ........................ • .. 
ARMOURDALE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ATKINS TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 

BETHEL TOWNSHIP ••••••• " •••• , ••••• ,., ••• 
CANDO TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
COOL! N TOWNSH I p ....................... .. 
CROCUS T0WNSH I P •••••••••••••••• " ••••••• 
DASH TOWNSHIP ......................... .. 
GERRARD TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
GRAINFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOWELL TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
LANSING TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
MAZA TOWNSHIP .......................... . 

MONROE TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
MOUNT VIEW TOWNSHIP .................... . 
NEW CITy TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
OLSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PAULSON TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
PICTON TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
ROCKLAKE TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
SIDNEY TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
SMITH TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
SORENSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• ; •••••• 

SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••••• ; ••••••••••• 
TEDDY TOWNSHIP ......................... . 
TWIN HILL TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
VICTOR TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
VIRGINIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
zION TOWNSHIP .......................... . 

TRAILL COUNTy ...................... . 

BUXTON ......... , ••••••••••••• , '" •• ' ••• ' 
CLIFFORD ............................... . 
GALESBURG •••••• , ••••••••• , ., ••••••• , .' ., 
HATTON •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HILLSBORO .............................. . 
MAyVILLE ............................... . 
PORTLAND ............................... . 
REYNOLDS (PART) ....................... .. 
BELMONT TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
BINGHAM TOWNSHIP ....................... . 

BLANCHARD TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP .................... . 
BOHNSACK TOWNSHIP ••••• ~ ................ . 

74 
63 
91 
67 

116 
50 
B7 

115 
B2 
61 

175 
102 
140 

B7 
lOB 
90 
83 
77 
95 

128 

115 
136 
183 

~ q69 

291 
~88 

91 
47 
19 
43 

257 
10 
99 
60 

74 
113 

58 
111 

B2 
70 
91 
61 
60 
62 

53 
79 
53 
B4 
70 
97 
67 

106 
72 
86 

71 
93 
79 

104 
82 
96 

498 

241 
86 

136 
029 
q02 
245 
547 
128 
110 
165 

137 
149 
148 

75 
63 
92 
67 

116 
48 
88 

115 
83 
61 

175 
103 
138 

8B 
108 

91 
8q 
78 
96 

126 

115 
134 
182 

645 

305 
512 

96 
49 
20 
44 

270 
10 

103 
63 

78 
119 

61 
116 

86 
74 
96 
64 
63 
65 

56 
83 
56 
88 
74 

101 
70 

109 
76 
90 

75 
98 
83 

107 
86 

100 

571 

235 
84 

13q 
808 
309 
554 
534 
125 
107 
161 

135 
lq5 
144 

-1.3 
0.0 

-1.1 
0.0 
0.0 
lj. ~ 2 

-1.1 
0.0 

-1,2 
0.0 

0.0 
-1.0 

1. 'I 
-1.1 
0.0 

-1.1 
-1.2 
-1.3 
-1,0 

1.6 

0.0 
1,5 
0.5 

-3.8 

-q.6 
-1,6 
-5.2 
-4.1 
-5,0 
-2.3 
-q .8 
0.0 

-3.9 
-q.8 

-5.1 
-5.0 
-4.9 
-q.3 
-4.7 
-5.4 
-5.2 
-4.7 
-4.8 
-4.6 

-5.4 
-4.8 
-5.q 
-4.5 
-5.4 
-4.0 
-q .3 
-2.8 
-5.3 
-4.4 

-5.3 
-5.1 
-4.8 
-2.8 
-4.7 
-q.o 

-0.8 

2.6 
2.4 
1,5 
2.6 
7.1 

-12.1 
2.q 
2.4 
2.8 
2.5 

1.5 
2.8 
2.8 

3 :;26 
3 526 
3 026 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 

3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 
3 526 

526 

526 
526 
526 

265 

3 306 
3 174 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 

3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
;) 306 

3 306 
3 306 
3 J06 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 

3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 
3 306 

139 

;3 507 
2 689 
2 689 
3 823 
3 275 
2 894 
2 821 
3 507 
3 125 
3 125 

125 
125 
125 

2 262 
3 550 
4 397 
2 212 
1 120 
q ~39 

1 578 
3 346 
3 098 
3 371 

5 268 
3 998 
1 481 
1 876 
3 032 
2 766 
1 q96 
1 536 
2 136 

10 796 

;320 
161 
885 

582 

2 80q 
2 719 
3 61q 
1 717 
2 168 

o 
2q5 

o 
841 
860 

3 819 
2 012 

823 
6 93q 
2 10Q 
1 522 
2 083 
2 029 
5 658 
1 410 

11 q85 
4 547 
1 608 
2 058 
2 658 
1 868 
Q 809 
1 640 

091 
472 

599 
837 
295 
263 
310 
qlq 

q77 

1 665 
2 256 
1 771 
2 886 
2 787 
2 311 
2 335 
2 953 
3 214 
q 287 

3 279 
2 001 
2 170 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

26.5 

INA) 
16.7 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
INA) 

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

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

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

26.7 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
32.5 
17.5 
25.2 
20.8 
INA) 
(NA) 
INA) 

INA) 
INA) 
INA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

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

BUXTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 130 127 2.4 3 125 2 650 (NA) 

CALEDONIA TOWNSHIP ...................... 211 206 2.4 3 125 2 465 (NA) 

ELDORADO TOWNSHIP ....................... 217 211 2.8 3 125 2 680 (NA) 

ELM RIVER TOWNSHIP ...................... 93 91 2.2 3 125 0 (NA) 

ERVIN TOWNSHIP .......................... 221 215 2.8 3 125 1 887 (NA) 

GALESBURG TOWNSHIP ...................... 151 147 2.7 3 125 3 142 (NA) 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ....................... 179 175 2.3 3 125 2 088 (NA) 

GREENFIELD TOWNSHIP ..................... 102 99 3.0 3 125 2 270 (NA) 

HER8ERG TOWNSHIP ........................ 103 100 3.0 3 125 2 320 (NA) 

HILLSBORO TOWNSHIP ...................... 203 198 2.5 3 125 2 190 (NA) 

KELSO TOWNSHIP .......................... 124 120 3.3 3 125 5 190 (NA) 

L1NOAAS TOWNSHIP ........................ 172 167 3.0 3 125 1 732 (NA) 

MAYVILLE TOWNSHIP ....................... 158 15q 2.6 3 125 2 870 (NA) 

MORGAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 181 177 2.3 3 125 2 122 (NA) 

NORMAN TOWNSHIP ......................... 113 110 2.7 3 125 2 22q (NA) 

NORWAY TOWNSHIP ......................... 177 172 2.9 3 125 2 100 (NA) 

ROSEVILLE TOWNSHIP ...................... 147 143 2.8 3 125 2 464 (NA) 

STAVANGER TOWNSHIP ...................... 135 133 1.5 3 125 3 008 (NA) 

VIKING TOWNSHIP ......................... 203 198 2.5 3 125 2 233 (NA) 

WOLD TOWNSHIP ......................... , •• 158 15q 2.6 3 125 1 772 (NA) 

WALSH COUNTy ........................ 16 844 16 251 3.6 897 332 24.2 

ADAMS ................................... 290 284 2.1 2 829 3 233 (NA) 

ARDoCH ................ ; ............... ,. 72 70 2.9 3 505 2 166 (NA) 

CONWAy ............................... • •• 57 57 0.0 2 195 1 593 (NA) 

EDINBURG ................................ 325 315 3.2 2 829 1 831 (NA) 

FAIRDALE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 106 102 3.9 2 829 1 602 (NA) 

FORDVILLE ............................... 372 361 3.0 2 195 2 037 (NA) 

FOREST RIVER ............................ 173 169 2.'1 2 829 2 638 (NA) 

GRAFTON •••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 931 946 -0.3 2 771 2 380 16.q 

HOOPLE .................................. 340 330 3.0 2 829 3 072 (NA) 

LANKIN .................................. 226 221 2.3 2 195 1 567 (NA) 

MINTO •• , ................................ 653 636 2.7 3 614 3 106 16.4 

PARK RIVER •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 062 680 22.7 3 579 3 105 15.3 

PISEK ................................... 156 154 1.3 2 829 2 854 (NA) 

ACTON TOWNSHIP •••• , ..................... 206 200 3.0 2 829 1 9q6 (NA) 

ADAMS TOWNSHIP .......................... 119 115 3,5 2 829 1 419 (NA) 

ARDOCH TOWNSHIP ......................... 138 135 2.2 2 829 3 729 (NA) 

CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••• 141 139 1.'1 2 829 1 635 (NA) 

DEWEY TOWNSHIP .......................... 107 103 3.9 2 829 1 449 (NA) 

DUNDEE TOWNSHIP ......................... 201 195 3.1 2 829 1 433 (NA) 

EDEN TOWNSHIP ........................... 111 106 4.7 2 829 3 162 (NA) 

FARMINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 269 262 2.7 2 829 2 450 (NA) 

FERTILE TOWNSHIP ........................ 2M 278 2.2 2 829 2 171 (NA) 

FOREST RIVER TOWNSHI P •••••••••• " •• " " • 127 123 3,3 2 829 2 526 (NA) 

GLENWOOD TOWNSHIP ....................... 305 297 2.7 2 829 3 105 (NA) 

GOLDEN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 13q 131 2.3 2 829 1 838 (NA) 

GRAFTON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 192 186 3.2 2 829 3 760 (NA) 

HARRISTON TOWNSHIP ...................... H6 144 1.'1 2 829 1 817 (NA) 

KENSINGTON TOWNSHIP ..................... 175 171 2,3 2 829 2 812 (NA) 

KINLOSS TOWNSHIP ........................ 129 126 2.'1 2 829 1 365 (NA) 

LAMPTON TOWNSHIP ........................ 193 187 3,2 2 829 1 q19 (NA) 

LATONA TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , ............ • •• 120 116 3.'1 2 829 1 494 (NA) 

MAP,TIN TOWNSHIP ......................... 189 183 3.3 2 829 1 q99 (NA) 

MEDFORD TOWNSHIP ........................ 119 115 3.5 2 829 2 908 (NA) 

NORTON TOWNSHIP ......................... 166 163 1.8 2 829 1 515 (NA) 

OAKWOOD TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,35 229 2.6 2 829 2 994 (NA) 

OPS TOWNSHIP ............................ 144 142 1.4 2 829 2 386 (NA) 

PEIHH TOWNSHIP .......................... 129 125 3.2 2 829 1 357 (NA) 

PRAIRIE CENTER TOWNSHIP ................. 279 273 2,2 2 829 1 320 (NA) 

PULASKI TOWNSHIP ........................ 227 222 2.3 2 829 1 218 (NA) 

RUSHFORD TOWNSHIP ....................... 159 157 1.3 2 829 1 530 (NA) 

ST ANUREWS TOWNSHIP ..................... 132 129 2.3 2 829 1 8q8 (NA) 

SAUTER TOWNSHIP ......................... 134 131 2.3 2 829 1 421 (NA) 

SHEPHERD TOWNSHIP ....................... 100 97 3.1 2 e29 2 303 (NA) 

SILVESTA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• " ••••••• 124 120 3.3 2 829 1 570 (NA) 

TIBER TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 143 141 1.'1 2 829 1 825 (NA) 

VERNON TOWNSHIP •••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 185 179 3,Q 2 829 2 12q (NA) 

VESTA TOWNSHIP .......................... 87 85 2.'1 2 829 2 314 (NA) 

WALSH CENTRE TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••• 204 198 3.0 2 829 2 330 (NA) 

WALSHVILLE TOWNSHIP ..................... 228 223 2.2 2 829 1 578 (NA) 

WARU COUNTy ...................... • •• 60 473 58 560 3.3 3 188 590 23.1 

BERTHOLD ................................ 380 398 -4.5 4 209 3 684 (NA) 

BURLINGTON .............................. 495 247 100,4 2 507 2 536 (NA) 

CARPIO .................................. 205 215 -4 .. 7 4 209 3 452 (NA) 



Table 1. POPULATION, 1910 AND 1913, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
fOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continl.led 

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

POPULATION 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
I DOLLARS) 

AREA 

DES LACS ••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 
DONNyBROOK ..................... " • , ••• , • 

DOUGLAS •••••••••••••• ·.·,·····.·····,·· • 
KENMARE •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••• , .'" 
MAKOTI ••• , ..... , • , •••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
MINOT •••••••• , ., ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
RyDER ••••••• , •••••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 
SAWYER ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• " ••••• 
SURREy ••••••••••••••••••• , • " •• , ••• " •• ' 
TATMAN TOWNSHIP ........................ • 

WATERFORD TOWNSHIP ....... , ............. • 
AFTON TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ANNA TOWNSHIP .......................... • 
BADEN TOWNSHIP ........................ .. 
BERTHOLD TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
BRILLlAN TOWNSHIP ..................... ,. 
BURLINGTON TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••••••••• ' 
BURT TOWNSHIP ........................ ·,· 
CAMERON TOWNSH!P ••••••••••• ,., •••••••••• 
CARBONDALE TOWNSHIP ....... , ........... .. 

CARPIO TOWNSHIP ......... , .......... • ... • 
DENMARK TOWNSHIP, ••••••• , ••••••• ,.,·.·.· 
DES LACS TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
ELMDALE TOWNSHIP ............ , ......... .. 
EUREKA TOWNSHIP ••• ", •••••••••••••• , •••• 
EVERGREEN TOWNSHIP.,., •• , ••• ,., ••••• ".· 
FOXHOLM TOWNSHIP ...... , •• " ..... , ...... . 
FREEDOM TOWNSHIP ............. , ........ .. 
GASMAN TOWNSHIP .................... • ... ' 
GREELY TOWNSHIP •• ,., •••• , .......... " ... 

GREENBUSH TOWNSHIP .. , ••••• " •••••••• ,· .. 
HARRISON TOWNSHIP."., ••••• , •• , •.• ",., •• 
HIDDENWOOD TOWNSHIP., .................. . 
HILTON TOWNSHIP." ...... " •••• ,."" •••• 
IOTA FLAT TOWNSHIP, ••••••• " ••• " ••••••• 
KENMARE TOWNSHIP .... , ...... , ....... " .. . 
KIRKELlE TOWNSHIP ••• " ••• , ••••• , •• ,.,.,. 
LINTON TOWNSHIP ................... , ••••• 
LUND TOWNSHIP .......... " ............ ' •• 
MAYLAND TOWNSHIP" •• , •• , •• , •••••• ", •••• 

MCKINLEY TOWNSHIP .................... ·.' 
MANDAN TOWNSHIP ..... , •• ,., ••• " •••••• ·" 
MARGARET TOWNSHIP •••••• , ••• , •••••• , •• , •• 
MARYLAND TOWNSHIP ................... , ••• 
NEDROSE TOWNSHIP .... , .. , •• , •••••• , ••• ·,. 
NEWMAN TOWNSHIP •• " ••••• ,.,.".,., •• , ••• 
NEW PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP ............ " ..... . 
ORLIEN TOWNSHIP ................ " .... , .. 
PASSPORT TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
REE TOWNSHIP." ••• " •••• " •• "., •• ,.,·,· 

RICE LAKE TOWNSHIP .................. ,·" 
ROLL! NG GREEN TOWNSH I p, •••••••••• , , ... .. 
RUSHVILLE TOWNSHIP, .................... . 
RYDER TOWNSH IP., , , •••• , •••• , •••••••••••• 
ST MARYS TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
SAUK PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP .................. . 
SAWyER TOWNSH I P •• , •••• , • , , •• , • , •• , , , •••• 
SHEALEY TOWNSHIP" .... , ................ . 
SPENCER TOWNSHIP, ••• ,., •••• "." •••••• ,. 
SPRING LAKE TOWNSHIP ................... . 

SUNDRE TOWNSHIP •• ,."., •••• ,., ••• " ••• ,. 
SURREY TOWNSHIP •• , .......... ", •••• , •••• 
TOLGEN TOWNSHIP" ••••• ,., ••••• , ••••• ,.,. 
TORN I NG TOWNSH I P, ••••••••• , • , • , , ••••• ' •• 
VANG TOWNSHIP ..... ",., ....... , •••• , ... ' 
WILLIS. TOWNSHIP ....... , ........... , ... .. 

wELLS COUNTy,.,., ••••••••••• ,., ••• ,· 

BOWDON. , •• , •• , ••• , •••••••• , , , , , , •••• , • , • 
CATHAy, .............. , ., " •• , .. ,.,."." 
FESSENDEN •••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• , ••• ' 
HAMBERG. , ••• , , ••• " ••• , ••• , • , • , , •• , • , ' •• 
HARVEy •••• , •• , •••••• ," •• , " , ., •• ' •••• ,' 
HURDSFIELD., •• " ••••••••••••• ,., •• ".· .' 
SyKESTON ...... ,., ..... ,.",·".·.· ,,, ... 
BERLIN TOWNSHIP ..................... ,· .. 
BILODEAU TOWNSHIP ..... , ................ . 
BREMEN TOWNSH I P. , ••• , , , •••• , ••• , ••••••• ' 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

189 
156 
136 
775 
152 

33 643 
202 
357 
735 
473 

697 
547 

53 
50 

100 
114 
207 

92 
70 
97 

114 
97 
95 

113 
156 

19 
221 
112 
2~6 

49 

86 
934 

98 
69 
84 

117 
169 

57 
60 
76 

12.9 
76 
95 
68 

424 
99 

149 
114 

79 
85 

70 
94 

105 
88 
68 
59 

128 
73 

117 
57 

226 
165 

41 
65 
85 

113 

531 

217 
106 
777 

q8 
313 
131 
220 

89 
128 
168 

APRIL 1, 1970 
ICENSUS) 

197 
163 
144 
515 
159 

32 290 
211 
373 
361 

6 033 

368 
572 

56 
52 

106 
117 
217 

96 
72 

102 

118 
102 
99 

116 
163 

21 
233 
115 
257 

51 

89 
975 
103 

71 
86 

124 
178 

60 
63 
78 

137 
78 
99 
69 

431 
104 
157 
117 

81 
88 

72 
98 

109 
91 
70 
62 

135 
75 

124 
60 

236 
173 

q3 
67 
88 

116 

847 

229 
110 
815 

51 
361 
139 
232 

93 
136 
178 

PERCENT 1972 1969 PERCENT 

CHANGE IESTIMATE) ICENSUS) CHANGE 

-4.1 4 209 4 006 INA) 

-4.3 2 702 2 074 INA) 

-5.6 2 510 2 062 INA) 

17 ,2 2 999 2 656 12.9 

-4.4 2 510 3 257 INA) 

4.2 3 405 2 880 18.2 

-4.3 2 510 1 513 INA) 

-4.3 2 507 2 223 INA) 

103.6 2 507 1 978 INA) 

-9.3 3 072 2 055 49.5 

-10.5 3 072 2 099 46.11 

-11.4 3 '187 3 066 13.7 

-5.4 2 702 0 INA) 

-3.8 2 702 4 146 INA) 

-5 ~ 7 2 702 1 635 INA) 

-2.6 2 702 2 227 I ~)A) 

-4.6 2 702 2 169 INA) 

-4.2 2 702 1 912 INA) 

-2.8 2 1 900 INA) 

-'1.9 2 2 166 INA) 

-3.4 2 702 2 907 INA) 

-4.9 2 702 1 896 INA) 

-4.0 2 702 1 651 (NA) 

-2.6 2 702 3 734 INA) 

-4.3 2 702 2 823 INA) 

-9.5 2 702 0 INA) 

-5.2 2 702 542 INA) 

-2.6 2 702 907 INA) 

-~. 3 2 702 865 INA) 

-3.9 2 702 570 INA) 

-3.4 2 702 2 866 INA) 

-4.2 3 184 2 800 13.7 
-4.9 2 702 2 616 INA) 

-2.8 2 702 2 076 INA) 

-2,3 2 702 1 294 (NA) 

-5.6 2 702 2 919 INA) 

-5.1 2 702 1 754 INA) 

-5,0 2 702 2 589 INA) 

-4,8 2 702 3 548 INA) 

-2.6 2 702 2 488 INA) 

-5.8 2 702 2 457 INA) 

-2.6 2 702 2 552 INA) 

·4,0 2 702 2 754 INA) 

-1. 4 2 702 1 565 (NA) 

-0.5 2 533 2 327 8.9 

-4.8 2 702 1 848 INA) 

-5.1 2 702 2 335 INA) 

-2.6 2 702 2 193 INA) 

-2.5 2 702 920 INA) 

-3.4 2 702 706 INA) 

-2.8 2 702 866 INA) 

-4,1 2 702 606 INA) 

-3.7 2 702 940 INA) 

-3.3 2 702 440 INAI 
-2,9 2 702 050 (NA) 

·4.8 2 702 885 INA) 

-5.2 2 702 741 (NA) 

-2.7 2 702 767 INA) 

-5,6 2 702 404 INA) 

-5.0 2 702 661 INA) 

-4.2 2 702 2 876 (NA) 

-4.6 2 702 1 286 INA) 
-~, 7 2 702 3 010 INA) 

-3.0 2 702 1 379 INA) 

-3.4 2 702 916 INA) 
-2,6 2 702 804 INA) 

-4,0 107 412 28.8 

-5.2 3 673 3 704 INA) 

-3.6 2 698 1 350 INA) 
-4.7 2 855 2 524 13.1 

-5.9 2 698 0 INA) 

-2.0 3 375 2 818 19.B 
-5.8 3 673 3 011 INA) 

-5.2 3 673 2 548 INA) 

-4.3 2 921 1 240 INAI 

-5.9 2 921 864 (NA) 

-5.6 2 921 825 INA) 
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Table 1. POPULATION, 1970 AND 1973, AND RELATED PER CAPITA INCOME (PCI) 
FOR REVENUE SHARING AREAS-Continued 

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

POPULATION 
PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

BULL MOOSE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• • 
CATHAY TOWNSHIP ........................ . 
CHASELEY TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
CRYSTAL LAKE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••• 
OElGER TOWNSH IP ........................ ' 
FAIRVlllE TOWNSHIP ..................... • 
FORWARD TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
FRAM TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
GERMANTOWN TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAALAND TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HAMBURG TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAWKSNEST TOWNSHIP ................... ••• 
HEIMDAL TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
HILLSDALE TOWNSHIP ..................... . 
JOHNSON TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LYNN TOWNSHIP .......................... . 
MANFRED TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
NORWAY LAKE TOWNSHIP ................... . 
OSHKOSH TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PONY GULCH TOWNSHIP .................... . 

PROGRESS TOWNSH IP •••••••••••••••• " " •• ' 
RUSLAND TOWNSHI P •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ST ANNA TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
SILVER LAKE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• 
S COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP .................. . 
SPEEDWELL TOWNSH I P •••••••••••••••••••••• 
SYKESTON TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
VALHALLA TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
WELLS TOWNSHIP ........................ .. 
WESTERN TOWNSHIP ....................... . 

WEST NORWAY TOWNSHIP ................... . 
W ONTARIO TOWNSHIP ................... • .. 
WOODWARD TOWNSH IP ............... ' ....... . 

WILLIAMS COUNTy .................. ••• 

ALAMO •• , ••••• , ••••••• , •••••• '" •• ' •••••• 
EPPING ................................. . 
GRENORA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• 
RAY •••• , ., ., ••••••• , • " ••••••••••••••••• 
SPRING BROOK ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
TIOGA •• , ••••• , ., ••••• ' ••• , ., ••••••• ' .' .' 
WHEELOCK ••• , ., ., •••• '" " •••••••••••••• , 
WILDROSE ••••••••••••• " •••••••••• , ••••• , 
wILLISTON .............................. . 
HANKS •••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• 

ATHENS TOWNSHIP .................. • ••• • .. 
BARR 8UTTE TOWNSHIP .................... • 
BIG MEADOW TOWNSHIP .................... . 
BIG STONE TOWNSHIP ................... ••• 
BLACKTA I l TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLUE RIDGE TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
BONETRAILL TOWNSHIP .................... . 
8ROOKL YN TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BUFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BULL BUTTE TWP ••••••••••••••••••••••• • .. 

CHAMP I ON TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
CLIMAX TOWNSHIP ....................... .. 
cow CREEK TOWNSH IP .................... .. 
DRY FORK TOWNSHIP .................... • .. 
DUBLIN TOWNSHIP .................. • ••• ••• 
EAST FORK TOWNSHIP .................... .. 
ELLISVILLE TOWNSHIP ................... .. 
EQUALITY TOWNSHIP ...................... . 
FARMVAlE TOWNSHIP ..................... .. 
GOLDEN VALLEY TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• 

GOOD LUCK TOWNSHIP ..................... • 
GRENORA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARDSCRABBLE TOWNSHIP .................. . 
HAZEL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
HEBRON TOWNSHIP ........................ • 
HOFFLUND TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
JUDSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••• 
L1NOAHL TOWNSHIP ....................... . 
MARSHALL TOWNSH I P ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MISSOURI RIDGE TOWNSHIP ................ . 

MONT TOWNSH IP •• " •••••••••••••••••••••• , 
NEW HOME TOWNSHIP ...................... . 

JULY 1, 1973 
(ESTIMATE) 

86 
105 
120 

68 
100 
104 
103 
125 
92 

107 

92 
58 

163 
125 

96 
77 

169 
128 

80 
103 

62 
95 
83 
72 
92 

139 
95 
86 

170 
103 

81 
88 
74 

18 647 

117 
133 
375 
730 

25 
295 

20 
221 

11 084 
13 

45 
35 
61 
70 
2 1, 

66 
68 
56 

131 
.58 

42 
52 
59 
55 
19 
40 
69 
66 
46 
62 

59 
)0 
61 
79 
76 
34 
58 
47 
63 
93 

59 
55 

APRIL 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) 

19 

90 
109 
125 

71 
104 
108 
107 
130 

96 
111 

96 
61 

173 
132 
101 

81 
179 
136 

84 
107 

66 
100 

87 
75 
96 

1% 
100 

90 
180 
107 

85 
92 
77 

301 

124 
140 
401 
776 

27 
1 667 

21 
235 

11 280 
13 

45 
37 
64 
75 
26 
69 
73 
57 

138 
59 

43 
53 
60 
56 
20 
41 
74 
70 
% 
65 

60 
32 
64 
85 
82 
36 
59 
47 
66 

102 

60 
56 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

-4.4 
-3.7 
-4.0 
-4.2 
-3.8 
-3.7 
-3.7 
-3.B 
-4.2 
-3.6 

-4.2 
-4.9 
-5.8 
-5.3 
-5.0 
-4.9 
-5.6 
-5.9 
-4.8 
-3.7 

-6.1 
-5.0 
-4.6 
-4.0 
-4.2 
-4.8 
-5.0 
-4.4 
-5.6 
-3.7 

-4.7 
-4.3 
-3.9 

-3.4 

-5.6 
-5.0 
-6.5 
-5.9 
-7.4 

-22.3 
-4.8 
-6.0 
-1.7 
0.0 

0.0 
-5.4 
-4.7 
-6.7 
-7.7 
-4.3 
-6.8 
-1.8 
-5.1 
-1,7 

-2.3 
-1.9 
-1.7 
-1.8 
-5.0 
-2.4 
-6.8 
-5.7 
0,0 

-4.6 

-1.7 
-6.3 
-4.7 
-7.1 
-7.3 
-5.6 
-1.7 
0,0 

-4.5 
-8.8 

-1,7 
-1,8 

1972 1969 PERCENT 
(ESTIMATE) (CENSUS) CHANGE 

2 921 1 247 (NA) 
2 921 2 650 (NA) 
2 921 2 933 (NA) 
2 921 1 349 (NA) 
2 921 2 805 INA) 
2 921 1 688 (NA) 
2 921 2 604 (NA) 
2 921 2 013 (NA) 
2 921 2 110 (NA) 
2 921 2 525 (NA) 

2 921 1 626 (NA) 
2 921 1 117 (NA) 
2 921 1 362 (NA) 
2 921 2 816 INA) 
2 921 3 001 (NA) 
2 921 1 006 (NA) 
2 921 841 (NA) 
2 921 3 573 (NA) 
2 921 4 512 (NA) 
2 921 3 996 INA) 

2 921 2 376 (NA) 
2 921 1 853 (NA) 
2 921 2 638 (NA) 
2 921 1 141 (NA) 
2 921' 1 893 (NA) 
2 921 1 378 (NA) 
2 921 2 052 (NA) 
2 921 1 811 (NA) 
2 921 1 774 (NA) 
2 921 2 214 (NA) 

2 921 530 (NA) 
2 921 336 INA) 
2 921 896 (NA) 

994 514 19.1 

2 843 557 (NA) 
2 842 672 (NA) 
2 843 620 INA) 
2 631 191 20.1 
2 842 0 (NA) 
3 214 2 720 18.2 
2 843 1 697 (NA) 
2 843 1 988 INA) 
3 107 2 659 16.8 
2 841 0 (NA) 

2 842 0 (NA) 
2 842 0 INA) 
2 842 2 368 (NA) 
2 8 142 1 567 (NA) 
2 843 1 270 (NA) 
2 842 2 636 (NA) 
2 843 0 (NA) 
2 843 4 516 (NA) 
2 843 1 695 (NA) 
2 842 2 164 (NA) 

2 842 891 (NA) 
2 843 696 INA) 
2 843 217 (NA) 
2 843 856 (NA) 
2 842 0 (NA) 
2 843 043 (NA) 
2 842 0 (NA) 
2 842 972 (NA) 
2 842 907 INA) 
2 842 841 (NA) 

2 843 3 076 (NA) 
2 842 2 630 (NA) 
2 842 1 537 INA) 
2 843 2 379 (NA) 
2 842 2 496 (NA) 
2 842 2 100 (NA) 
2 842 1 603 (NA) 
2 842 3 895 (NA) 
2 843 2 082 (NA) 
2 842 1 578 (NA) 

843 0 (NA) 
843 2 723 (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) 

PER CAPITA MONEY 
POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

AREA 

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

OLIVER TOWNSHIP",., ............. , •••••• ij8 48 0.0 2 84) 2 238 
ORTHELL TOWNSHIP ........................ 34 36 -5.6 2 aq2 1 266 
PHERRIN TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 57 58 -1.7 2 e42 1 933 
PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP ................ 227 2q3 -6.6 2 M3 2 724 
RAINBOW TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 46 q6 0.0 2 842 4 541 
ROCK ISLAND TOWNSHIP ................ , ... 30 32 -6,3 2 842 0 
ROUND PRAIRIE TOWNSHiP ........ ,.", ••••• 84 91 -7.7 2 843 2 289 
SAUK VALLEY TOWNSHIP .................... 170 181 -6.1 2 843 3 336 
SCORIO TO~NSHIP ............. , ••••••••••• 99 108 -8.3 2 843 2 252 
SOUTH MEADOW TOWNSHIP ............. " •••• 66 69 -4.3 2 842 3 003 

SPRINGBROOK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• , ., ., •••• 51 51 0.0 2 843 2 710 
STONY CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••• '" •••••••••• 238 254 -6.3 2 843 2 2q6 
STRANDAHL TOWNSHIP ••••••••• , •••••••••••• 64 67 -4.5 2 843 0 
TRENTON TOWNSHiP., ............... , ...... 226 242 -6.6 2 843 1 444 
TIOGA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••••••• " .' •• 274 291 -5.8 2 843 3 .072 
TRUAX TOWNSHIP .......................... 56 57 -1.8 2 M3 1 689 
TWELVE MILE TOWNSH I p •••••••••••••••••••• 118 125 -5.0 2 843 2 380 
TYRONE TOWNSHIP ......................... 51 51 0.0 2 843 0 
VIEW TOWNSHIP ........................... 50 50 0.0 2 842 1 237 
WEST BANK TV/P ........................... 50 50 0.0 2 842 1 814 

WHEELOCK TOWNSHiP ....................... 46 % 0.0 2 842 743 
WILLISTuN TOWNSHIP ...................... 600 640 -6.3 2 063 1 718 
WINNER TOWNSHiP ......................... 78 8ij -7.1 2 843 0 

MULT I -COUNTY PLACES 

LEHR, ••••••••••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••••••• 276 287 -3.8 3 934 4 123 
REyNOLDS ••• , ............................ 248 236 5.1 3 460 3 372 
SARLES ............................. , •••• 114 148 -23.0 2 691 1 837 
WiLTON .................................. 714 695 2.7 2 569 2 010 

N. DAK. 26 

INCOME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

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

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

(NA) 
20.1 
(NA) 

(NA) 
(NA) 
(NA) 
27.8 

NOTE: IN THE PERCENT CHANGE COLUMN "0.0" REPRESENTS NO CHANGE OR A CHANGE OF LESS THAN 0.05 PERCENT. IN THE 1969 PCl COLUMN 
HOt! INDICATES THAT NO VALUE WAS SHOWN BeCAUSE IT DID NOT MEET PUBLICATION STANDARDS. 

FOf< NORTH DAKor A 1970 CENSUS DET A I L WAS T ABULAT ED FOR I NCORPORAT ED PLACES AND CENSUS COUNTY D I V 15 IONS. COUNTS FOR TOWNSH I PS 
WE~E NOT TABULATED. THE. 1970 DATA SHOWN HERE fOR TOWNSHIPS ARE ESTIMATES CONSISTENT WITH THE CENSUS COUNTS AVAILABLE FOR THE 
ABOVE-MENTIONED AREAS. 
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No. 548 
No. 549 
No. 550 
No. 551 
No. 552 
No. 553 
No. 554 
No. 555 
No. 556 
No. 557 
No. 558 
No. 559 
No. 560 
No. 561 
No. 562 
No. 563 
No. 564 
No. 565 
No. 566 
No. 567 
No. 568 
No. 569 
No. 570 

CURRENT POPULATION REPORTS-SERIES 5 

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 


