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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 popula­
tion estimates relate to July 1, 1973 and July 1, 
1975, and the estimates of per capita income cover 
calendar years 1972 and 1974. Current estimates of 
population below the county level and per capita 
money income for all general purpose governments 
were prompted by the enactment of the State and 
Local F iseal Assistance Act of 1972. The figu res are 
now used by a wide variety of Federal, State, and 
local governmental agencies for program planning 
and administrative purposes. 

Areas included in this series of reports are all 
counties (or county equivalents such as census divi­
sions in Alaska, parishes in Louisiana, and inde­
pendent cities in Maryland, Missouri, Nevada, and 
Virginia) and incorporated places in the State, plus 
active minor civil divisions (MCD's), commonly 

towns in New England, New York, and Wisconsin, 
or townships in other parts of the United States. 1 

These State reports appear in Current Population 
Reports, Series P-25, in alphabetical sequence as 
report number 649 (Alabama) through number 698 
(Wyoming). A list indicating the report number for 

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

each State is appended. No separate report is to be 
issued for the District of Columbia. However, the 
estimates for the District of Columbia, together with 
a summary table for all States, will be presented in a 
report detailing the methods used to estimate 
income and population, and will contain further 
evaluation of the estimates. This report will appear 
in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 699. 

The detailed table for each State shows Ju Iy 1, 
1975 and revised July 1, 1973 estimates of the pop­
ulation of each area, together with April 1, 1970 
census population and numerical and percentage 
change between 1970 and .1975. The 1970 popu la­
tion and related per capita income figures reflect 
annexations since 1970 and include corrections to 
the 1970 census counts. In addition, the table pre­
sents per capita income estimates for calendar years 
1974 and 1972 (revised), plus calendar year 1969 
per capita money income derived from data col­
lected in the 1970 census. 

The estimates are presented in the table in coun­
ty order, with all incorporated places in the county 
listed in alphabetical order, followed by any func­
tioning minor civil divisions also listed in alpha­
betical order. Minor civil divisions are always identi­
fied in the listing by the term "township," "town," 
or other MCD category. When incorporated places 
fall in more than one county, each county piece is 
marked "part," and totals for these places are pre­
sented at the end of the table. 

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, and U.S. Department of Commerce 
district offices. Postage stamps not acceptable; currency submitted at sender's risk. Remittances from foreign countries must be by international 
money order or by draft on a U.S. bank. Additional charge for foreign mailing, $14.00. All population series reports sold as a single consolidated 
subscription $56.00 per year. Price for this report 55 cents. 
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POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

To estimate the population of each subcounty 
area, a component procedure (the Administrative 
Records method) was used, with each of the com­
ponents of population change (births, deaths, net 
migration, and special populations) estimated sep­
arately. The estimates were derived in two stages, 
moving from 1970 as a base year to develop esti­
mates for 1973, and in turn, moving from 1973 as 
the base year to derive estimates for 1975. 

Migration, I ndividual Federal income tax returns 
were used to measure migration by matching indi­
vidual returns for successive periods. The places of 
residence on tax returns filed in the base year and in 
the estimate year were noted for matched returns to 
determine in-migrants, out-migrants, and nonmi­
grants for each area. A net migration rate was 
derived, based on the difference between the in­
migration and out-migration of taxpayers and de­
pendents, and was applied to a base population to 
yield an estimate of net migration for all persons in 
the area, 

Natural increase, Reported resident birth and 
death statistics were used, wherever available, to 
esti mate natu ral increase. These data were collected 
from State health departments and supplemented, 
where necessary, by data prepared and published by 
the U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Wel­
fare, National Center for Health Statistics. For sub­
county areas where reported birth and death statis­
tics were not available from either source, estimates 
were developed by applying national fertility and 
mortality rates to the 1970 census counts for the 
cohort of the female population 18 to 34 years old 
and to the total popu lation 65 years old and over, 
respectively, in these areas. These estimates were 
subsequently controlled to agree with birth and 
death statistics for larger areas where reported data 
were available. 

Adjustment for special populations. I n addition 
to the above components of population change, esti­
mates of special populations were also taken into 
account. Special populations include immigrants 
from abroad, members of the Armed Forces living in 
barracks, residents of institutions (prisons and long­
term health care facilities), and college students en­
rolled in full-time programs. These populations were 
treated separately because changes in these types of 
population groups are not reflected in the compon­
ents of population change developed by standard 
measures, and the information is generally available 
for use as an independent series, 

In generating estimates for counties by this pro­
cedure, the method was modified slightly to make 
the county estimates specific to the resident popula­
tion under 65 years of age. The resident population 
65 years old and over in counties was estimated 
separately by adding the change in Medicare en­
rollees between April 1 t 1970 and Ju Iy 1 of the 
estimate year to the April 1, 1970 population 65 
years old and over in the county as enumerated in 
the 1970 census, These estimates of the population 
65 years old and over were then added to estimates 
of the population under 65 years old to yield esti­
mates of the total resident population in each 
county. 

Annexations and new incorporations, The 1970 
census counts shown in this report reflect all popula­
tion "corrections" made to the figures after the 
initial tabulations. I n addition, adjustments for large 
annexations through December 31, 1975, are re­
flected in the estimates. 2 For new incorporations 
occurring after 1970, the 1970 population within 
the boundaries of the new areas are shown in the 
detailed table. This geographic updating is accom­
plished largely as a result of an annual boundary and 
annexation survey conducted by the Bureau of the 
Census. 

Other adjustments, For areas where special cen­
suses were conducted after Ju Iy 1, 1972, such 
special censuses were taken into account in develop­
ing the estimates,3 In several States, the subcounty 
estimates developed by the Administrative Records 
method were averaged with estimates for corre­
sponding geographic areas which were prepared by 

2 in genet ai, an annexation was included if the 1970 
census count for the annexing area was 5,000 or more and 
the 1970 census cou nt for the annexed area or areas ex­
ceeded 5 percent of the 1970 count for the annexing area. 
Adjustments were also made for a limited number of "un­
usual" annexations where the annexations for an area did not 
meet the minimum requirements but were accepted by the 
Office of Revenue Sharing for inclusion in the population 
base. 

3 Only special censuses conducted by the Bureau of the 
Census or by the California, Florida, Oregon, or Washington 
State agencies participating in the Federal-State Cooperative 
Program for Local Population Estimates were used for this 
purpose. In addition, in a relatively small number of cases 
where special censuses were conducted by localities, where 
the procedures and definitions were essentially the same as 
those used by the Bureau of the Census, the results of these 
special censuses were also taken into account in preparing the 
estimates. 



State agencies participating in the Federal-State 
Cooperative Program for Local Population Estimates 
(FSCP). These States include California, Florida, 
Oregon, Washington, and Wisconsin. 

The estimates for the subareas in each county 
were adjusted to independent county estimates. For 
1973, the county estimates are revisions to those 
prepared by the Bureau of the Census alone or by 
the Bureau of the Census in conjunction with par­
ticipating State agencies as a part of the Federal­
State Cooperative Program. These estimates are 
revisions of those published in Current Population 
Reports, Series P-25, No. 620. For 1975, an inter­
mediate set of county estimates was prepared, since 
all of the data necessary to develop final estimates 
under the FSCP program were not available. Specif­
ically, only data for two of the methods relied upon 
in the FSCP estimates (i.e., Component Method If 
and the Administrative Records method) were avail­
able. The 1975 estimates result from adding the 
average 1974-1975 population change indicated by 
the two methods to the 1974 cou nty popu lation 
figures contained in Current Population Reports, 
Series P-25 and P-26. 

The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to 
be consistent with independent State estimates pub­
lished by the Bureau of the Census in Current Popu­
lation Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 640 and 642, in 
which the Administrative Records-based estimates 
were averaged 'with the estimates prepared using 
Component Method II and the Regression method. 4 

PER CAPITA INCOME 
ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY 

The 1974 and revised 1972 per capita income 
(PCI) figure is the estimated average amount per per­
son of total money income received during calendar 
years 1974 and 1972 for all persons residing in a 
given political jurisdiction in April 1975 and April 
1973, respectively. The 1974 and revised 1972 PCI 
estimates are based on the 1970 census and have 
been updated using rates of change developed from 
various adm inistrative record sets and compilations, 
mainly from the I nternal Revenue Service (I RS) and 
the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA). 

4 For further discussion of the methodologies used in 
preparing State estimates, see Current Population Reports, 
Series P-25, No. 640. 
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The PCI estimates are based on a money income 
concept. Total money income is defined by the 
Bureau of the Census for statistical purposes as the 
sum of: 

~ Wage and salary income 
~ Net nonfarm self-employment income 
~ Net farm self-employment income 
~ Socia.1 Security and railroad retirement 

income 
~ Public assistance income 
• All other income such as interest, dividends, 

veteran's payments, pensions, unemploy· 
ment insurance, alimony, etc. 

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

Procedures for State and county PCI estimates. 
As noted above, the 1974 and revised 1972 State 
and county -PCI estimates were based on the 1970 
census. 5 The updates for these areas were developed 
by carrying forward the aggregate amount (i.e., the 
sum of all individual incomes in the State or county) 
independently for each type of income identified in 
the census to reflect differential changes in these 
income sources between 1969 and the estimate date. 
Data from the 1969, 1972, and 1974 Federal tax 
returns provided by the Internal Revenue Service 
were used to estimate the change in wage and salary 
income at the State and county level. All other 
types of income for these governmental units were 
updated using rates of change based on estimates of 
aggregate money income provided by the Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. 

At the county level, several modifications of 
these procedures were used to better control the 
estimates of income change. For example, the IRS 
data for sub-State jurisdictions were subject to non­
reporting of address information on the tax return 
and to misassignment of geographic location for 
reported addresses. To minimize the impact on the 
estimates from such potential sources of error, per 
capita wage and salary income for counties was up­
dated intact as a per capita figure using the percent­
age change in wage and salary income per exemption 
reported on IRS returns. In addition, because of 
differences in the definition of income, data collec­
tion techniques, and estimation procedures, 1969 in-

Sincome data from the 1970 census reflect income 
received in calendar year 1969. 
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come estimates from the census and BEA were not 
strictly comparable. These differences were espec­
ially evident at the county level for nonfarm and 
farm self-employment income. BEA estimates for 
these types of income tend to have considerably 
more year-to-year variation than estimates derived 
from surveys and censuses. To minimize the effects 
of these differences, constraints were put on the rate 
of change in income from these sources in develop­
ing the 1972 and 1974 PCI updates. 

As a final step to insure a uniform series of esti­
mates at the State and county levels, the updated 
county per capita figures were converted to a total 
aggregate income and were adjusted to agree with 
the State aggregate level before a final per capita 
income was calculated. 

Procedures for subcounty per capita income esti­
mates. The 1974 and revised 1972 per capita income 
estimates for subcounty governmental units were 
developed using a methodology similar to that used 
to derive county-level figures. However, there are 
differences in the number of separate categories 
of income types used in the estimation procedure, 
and in the sources used to update the income 
components. 

As in the case of the population estimates, a 
two-step procedure was relied upon to update the 
income figures from their 1969 level to refer to 
1974. The 1972 estimates were prepared using the 

. rate of change from 1969 to 1972. The 1974 esti­
mates are based on the 1972 estimates, and were 
updated by an estimate of change from 1972 to 
1974. Also, as in the case of the population figures, 
the subcounty income data were uniformly adjusted 
to reflect major annexation and boundary changes 
which occurred since 1970. 

1969 base estimates. The 1970 census PCI figures 
for small areas are subject to sizable sampling vari­
ability, causing them to lack sufficient statistical re­
liability for use in the estimation process. For this 
report, the 1969 PCI shown for areas with a 1970 
census sample population estimate of less than 
1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1970 
census sample value and a regression estimate. Re­
search has indicated that this procedure results in a 
considerable improvement in accuracy _eompared to 
the procedure relied upon in earlier estimates, which 
was to use the county PCI amount for various small 
governmental units. The resulting 1969 estimate for 
each of these areas is a base estimate for preparing 
1972 and 1974 estimates and does not represent a 
change in the 1970 census value for these areas. 

For subcounty updating, 1969 total money in­
come was divided into two components: (1) "tax­
able income" which is approximately comparable to 
that portion of income included in I RS adjusted 
gross income, and (2) "transfer income" which for 
the most part is not included in adjusted gross 
income. These 1969 subcounty estimates were ad­
justed to 1970 census totals for higher level govern­
ment units. This was done using a two-way adjust­
ment procedure controlling both to county totals 
and to several size class totals for the State. 6 

1912 (revised) and 1974 PCI updates. The tax­
able income portion of the 1969 money income was 
updated using the percent change in adjusted gross 
income (AG!) per exemption as computed from IRS 
tax return data. However, if the number of IRS tax 
returns for any area was very small, or if the ratio of 
exemptions to the population or the change in this 
ratio from 1969 to 1972 and .1972 to 1974 was not 
with in an acceptable range, the I RS data for the 
subcounty area were not used in the update process. 
In such cases the percent change in AGI per exemp­
tion for the county was used. Similarly, if the IRS 
data for a particular subcounty area passed the 
above conditions, but the percent change in AGI per 
exemption was excessively large or small compared 
to that for the county, the change was constrained 
to a proportion of the county change. 

The percentage change in per capita transfer in­
come at the subcounty level was assumed to be the 
same as that implied by the SEA estimates at the 
county level. 

The 1974 and 1972 estimates of taxable income 
and transfer income were adjusted separately using a 
two-way procedure similar to that used for the base 
estimates and were then combined to estimate total 
money income. The 1974 and 1972 PCI estimates 
were formed by dividing the total money income 
aggregates by the Ju Iy 1975 and 1973 popu lation 
estimates, respectively. 

REVISION OF 1913 POPULATION AND 
1912 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES 

The Ju Iy 1, 1973 popu lation and calendar year 
1972 per capita income estimates presented in this 
report supersede those estimates published earlier in 

6 Additional review and evaluation detail concerning the 
1969 estimated income for places under 1,000 population is 
contained in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 
699. 



Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 546 
through 595. The July 1, 1973 population estimates 
shown in this report differ from those published 
previously for several reasons: (1) The procedure for 
correcting missing address information on the orig­
inal tax forms was changed to more accurately re­
flect the population distribution of the various 
areas; (2) more accurate and up-to-date information 
on several components of population change (births, 
deaths, and special population groups) are now avail­
able; (3) the net migration component has been 
changed from a civilian population base to refer in­
stead to the non-group quarters population (Le., 
resident population excluding members of the 
Armed Forces living in barracks, inmates of long­
term hospitals and prisons, and fu II-time students 
enrolled in college); and (4) additional special cen­
suses are available for use that were conducted since 
the time of the last estimates. 

Similarly for per capita income: (1) The 1969 in­
come levels for small areas have been estimated 
rather than relying upon reported 1970 census fig­
ures, and (2) a revised procedure was used in con­
trolling the 1972 estimates for internal agreement. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

Population estimates. Tests of the accuracy of 
the methods used to develop State and county pop­
ulation estimates appearing in Current Population 
Reports, Series P-25 and P-26 have been docu­
mented elsewhere. The results of evaluations against 
the 1970 census at the State level are reported in 
Series P-25, No. 520, while similar 1970 tests for 
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In 
summary, the State estimates averaging Component 
Method II and the Regression method yielded aver­
age differences of approximately 1.9 percent when 
compared to the 1970 census. Subsequent modifica­
tions of the two procedures that have been incor­
porated in preparing estimates for the 1970's would 
have reduced the average difference in 1970 to 1.2 
percent. For counties, the 1970 evaluations indi­
cated an average difference of approximately 4.5 
percent for the combination of procedures used. It 
should be noted that all of the evaluations against 
the results of the 1970 census concern estimates ex­
tending over the entire 10-year period of 1960 to 
1970. 

Since 1970, however, the Administrative Records 
method has been introduced with partial weight in 
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the estimates for States and counties, and except for 
the few States in which focal estimates are utilized, 
carries the full weight for estimates below the coun­
ty level. The data series upon which the estimates 
procedure is based has been available as a compre­
hensive series for the entire United States only since 
1967. Nonetheless, several studies have been under­
taken evaluating the Administrative Records Bstj·, 
mates from the State to the local level. At the State­
wide level, little direct testing can be performed due 
to the lack of special censuses covering entire States. 
Some sense of the general reasonableness of the 
Administrative Records estimates may be obtained, 
however, by reviewing the degree of correspondence 
between the resu Its of the method against those of 
the "standard" methods tested in 1970 and already 
in use to produce State estimates during the 1970's. 
It must be recognized that the differences between 
the two sets of estimates'may not be interpreted as 
errors in either set of figures, but may only be used 
as a partial guide indicating the degree of con­
sistency between the newer Administrative Records 
system and the established methods. 

Table A presents such a comparison for State 
estimates referring to July 1, 1975. A rather close 
agreement may be observed in the estimates for all 
States at only a 1.0 percent difference. Only two 
States exceeded a 3-percent difference, with both 
being smaller States (under one million population) 
and both having unique circumstances that affect 
population patterns (Alaska and the District of 
Columbia). The variation of the Administrative 
Records method from the average of the other 
methods does increase noticeably for smaller States 
in a regular pattern, but'still reaches an average of 
on Iy 1.5 percent for the smallest size category. 

The findings indicate no directional bias in the 
Adm inistrative Records method either for ail States 
or by size. It should also be noted that the Admin­
istrative Records estimate falls in the middle of the 
three estimates for 18 States, in contrast with 
approximately 17 cases to be expected by chance. 

A similar comparison may be made at the county 
level (table B). Although the differences between 
the Co-op estimates and the Administrative Records 
results are larger at the county level than for States, 
the variations are well within the range that would 
be expected for areas of this population size, and 
the county pattern matches closely the findings for 
States. The overall differences for all counties is 3.3 
percent, and ranges from 1.8 percent for the larger 
counties to 11.7 for the 26 small counties under 
1,000 population. 
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Table A. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the 
Average of Component Method II and Regression Estimates for States: 1975 

(Base is the average of Method II and Regression estimates) 

Population size in 1970 

Item All 
States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 

and over million 1.5 million 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) •.•.•..•.•..••••. 1.0 0.5 0.9 

Number of Stateso .. <> 0" () (I Q <) 0,. (1 to <) <) 0 <) .. (> ... <) 51 16 18 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent •....•.•••••.••• 32 14 12 
1 to 2 percent •...••.•.•••••••••••• 13 2 4 
2 percent and over ........ ., .. <) .... 0 .... " 0 0 OJ ... 6 - 2 

Where Administrative Records was: 
Higher ••.•....••.•.•••.•••.•.•.•.•• 24 7 9 
Lower <II> .......... " 0 <) .. 0 .. 0 .... " .. <) <) ... /) .. 0 " • 0 <) " <) <) 27 9 9 

- Represents zero. 

Table B. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the 
Provisional Co-op Estimates for Counties: 1975 

(Base is the provisional Co-op estimates for counties) 

1.5 

17 

6 
7 
4 

8 
9 

Counties with 1,000 or more 1970 population Counties 

All with less 
Item 

counties 50,000 
25, 000 10,000 1,000 than 1,000 

Total to to to 1970 
or more 

50, 000 25,000 10,000 population 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ••.•.••• 3.3 3.2 1.8 2.7 3.2 4.4 11.7 

Number of counties or 
equivalents ••.••••••.•••••• 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent ..••. 736 733 215 159 228 131 3 
1 to 3 percent ••....•••. 1,153 1,145 311 213 373 248 8 
3 to 5 percent ......•.•. 647 645 109 123 212 201 2 
5 to 10 percent •••..•.•. 471 467 42 58 167 200 4 
10 percent and over .•.•• 136 127 2 14 37 74 9 



Com parison of these resu Its for States and cou n­
ties in 1975 with a similar analysis based on 1973 
estimates is helpful as an indication of consistency 
over time. Some deterioration in the match of re­
sults from a selection of estimating techniques 
shou Id be anticipated as the length of the estimating 
period increases and as the methods respond in vary­
ing degrees to the dynamics of population shifts. At 
the State level, such divergence is found. The overall 
variation increased from 0.6 percent difference in 
1973 to 1.0 percent in 1975, with the most dra­
matic jumps occurring in the small States. On exami­
nation of the independent estimates from each 
method, however, this may be attributed as much to 
an increased variability in the Method II and Regres­
sion method resu Its as to a tendency for the Adm in­
istrative Records estimates to wander. 

At the county level, the findings over time are 
more mixed. The level of difference for all counties 
indicates little change since the 1973 estimates (3.1 
percent difference in 1973 and 3.3 percent in 1975). 
There are noticeable reductions in the differences 
for the largest and smallest population size cate­
gories (from 2.3 percent in 1973 to 1.8 percent in 
1975 for cou nties of 50,000 or more, and from 18.1 
percent to 11.7 percent for counties under 1,000 
population), but modest increases may be observed 
in the variations for the remaining categories. I n gen­
eral, there appears to be some decrease of corre­
spondence in the State level figures that should be 
monitored in coming years, but little change has 
occurred in the county variations, with even some 
convergence of estimates for the larger and smaller 
counties. 
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Three tests of the Administrative Records popu­
lation estimates against census counts have been 
undertaken. First, a limited evaluation involving 24 
large areas (16 counties and 8 cities) was conducted 
on estimates for the 1968-1970 period.? Althoughthe 
test shows the estimates to be quite accu rate (1.8 per­
cent difference), the areas may not be assumed to be 
representative the 39,000 units of government 
covered by the Administrative Records estimating 
system, and the time segment evaluated refers only 
to a 2-year period. 

A more representative group of special censuses 
in 86 areas selected particularly for evaluation pur­
poses was conducted in 1 The areas were ran­
domly chosen nationwide to be typical of areas with 
populations below 20,000 persons. 

Table C summarizes the average percent differ­
ence between the estimates from the Administrative 
Records method and counts from the 86 special cen­
suses. Overall, the estimates differed from the 
special census counts by 5.9 percent, with the 
largest differences occurring in the smallest areas. 
Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popUlation 
differed by 4.6 percent, while the average difference 
for the 27 areas below 1,000 population was 8.6 
percent There was a slight positive directional bias, 

7Meyer Zitter and David L. Word, U.S. Bureau of the 
Census, "Use of Administrative Records for Small Area Pop­
ulation Estimates," unpublished paper prepared for presenta­
tion at the annual meeting of the Population Association of 
America, New Orleans, Louisiana, April 27, 1973. 

Table C. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates (Unrevised) 
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 
encel percent percent percent 

percent 
and over 

All areas (86) 2 ••••••••••••••• 5.9 32 18 20 16 

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

lD'isregarding sign. 
2All areas nave population under 20,000 persons. 
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with about 60 percent of the estimates exceeding 
the census counts. Again the impact of population 
size on the expected level of accuracy may be noted. 
Even though all of the areas in this study are rela­
tively small-less than 20,000 population-the larger 
ones demonstrate much lower variation from census 
figures than the smaller ones. 

The third evaluation involving census compari­
sons is currently underway, and is based upon the 
approximately 2,000 special censuses that have been 
conducted since 1970 at the request of localities 
throughout the United States. Such areas constitute 
a fairly stringent test for any method in that they 
are generally very small areas, often are experiencing 
rapid population growth, and frequently are found 
to have had a vigorous program of annexation since 
the last census. This evaluation study has not been 
completed for use here but will be included in detail 
as a part of the comprehensive methodology descrip­
tion in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 
699. 

As a final caution, it must be noted that for con­
venience in presentation, the estimates contained in 
table I are shown in unrounded form. It is not in­
tended, however, that the figures be considered 
accurate to the last digit. The nature of estimates 
prompts the rounding of figures in related Bureau 
reports and must be kept in mind during the applica­
tion of the estimates contained here. 

Per capita income estimates. Similar types of 
analyses and evaluation are not available for the up­
dated estimates of PCI. Income data and PCI for 
1972 are available for the 86 areas in which special 
censuses were conducted for testing purposes. As 
noted, however, the areas in which the censuses 
were taken are relatively small. The PCI estimates 
are based upon data from the 1970 census, which 
are subject to sampling variability due to the size of 

the areas. Consequently, PCI did not change 
enough in the 1970-72 period in most instances to 
move outside of the relatively large range of sam­
pling variability associated with the 1970 census 
resu Its on income for small areas. Thus, it is not 
possible to obtain a reliable reading or even rough 
approximations on the accuracy of the change in 
PCI using the 86 areas as standards. The estimates 
were made avai lable to persons working with eco­
nomic statistics in each State for review prior to 
publication. Comments from this "local" review 
helped identify problem areas and input data errors. 

RELATED REPORTS 

The population and per capita income estimates 
shown in this series of reports supersede those found 
in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 
546 through 595 for 1973. The population esti­
mates contained here for States are consistent with 
Series P-25, No. 533 (1973) and No. 642 (1975). 
The county estimates for 1975 are superior to the 
provisional 1975 figures published earlier in Series 
P-25 and P-26 due to the addition of a second 
method, but will not be reported elsewhere in Cur­
rent Population Reports. The county population 
estimates will be replaced by subsequent final 
1975 figures to be developed through the Federal­
State Cooperative Program for Local Population 
Estimates. 

DETAILED TABLE SYMBOLS 

In the detailed table entries, a dash "-" repre­
sents zero, and the symbol "Z" indicates that the 
figure is less than 0.05 percent. The symbol "B" 
means that the base for the derived figure is less 
than 75,000. Three dots ", .. " mean not applicable, 
and "NA" means not avaiiable. 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE. COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREAS 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY 
(DOLLAHS) 

INCOME 

-------,--~UL Y -=1::-~~-~97gH~~G~~_:--+--------r----
JULY 1, 1973 [ ~:::1970 ------------- 1972 

AREA 

--------._-----------_._- ------_. __ ._--- ------- -----
STATE OF GEORGIA....... 4 931 083 4 831 '115 q 587 930 343 153 7.5 4 091 3 3751 

1975 (REVISED)1 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCeNT 1974 (REV ISED) 

APPLING COUNTy........... 14 472 14 070 12 726 746 13.7 2 734 2 306 

BAXLEy....................... 3 484 3 539 3 503 -19 ~0.5 2 932 542 
SURRENCy..................... 423 3H2 352 71 20.2 3 268 598 

ATKINSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

PEARSON. II • '/I • (! \I ~ II fJ • t1 • f .. 6 II 0 0 0 ~ ~ 
WILLACOOCHEE ••••••••••••••••• 

BACON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ALMA •• f II II ......... " ••• "" ••• ".". 

BAKER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

NEWTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BALDWIN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

MILLEDGEVILLE •••••••••••••••• 

BANKS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ALTO (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
BALDWIN (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
GILLSVILLE (PART) •••••••••••• 
HOMER •••••••••• " •••• , •••••••• 
LULA (PART) ................. . 
MAYSVILLE (PART) ••••••••••••• 

BARROW COUNTy •••••••••••• 

AUBURN." •• ". ~. " ••••••••••• " •• 
BETHLEHEM •••••••••••••••••••• 
CARL ........... e".".,. •••• ", ... ". 
RUSSELL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
STATHAM /I •••••••••• " ......... "" •• 

WINDER. o •• " •• " ••••• " •• " •• "" •• 

BARTOW COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ADAIRSVIL~E •••••• , ••• , ••••••• 
CARTERSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
EMERSON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
KINGSTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
TAYLORSVILLE (PART) •••••••••• 
WHITE ••• II •• ' II •••••••••••••• ,. 

BEN HILL COUNTy •••••••••• 

FITZGERALD ••••••••••••••••••• 

BERRIEN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ALAPAHA ••••••••••••• , ........ e 

ENIGMA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NASHVILLE ................... . 
RAY CITY ... e .................. . 

BIBB COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

MACON (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
PAYNE ....................... . 

BLECKLEY COUNTy •••••••••• 

ALLENTOWN (PART) ••••••••••••• 
COCHRAN ••••••••••••• 0 ........ . 

B'l7 

629 
096 

9 l'1a 

3 675 

3 897 

627 

33 126 

12 614 

6 896 

118 
271 

24 
352 
127 
228 

19 210 

'193 
308 
288 
397 
967 

6 730 

36 66'1 

1 889 
10 268 

832 ' 
804 I 
202 
457 

1'1 '104 

8 189 

12 580 

717 
5'13 

'+ 580 
829 

g2 978 

121 069 
228 

10 505 

4 772 

5 816 

650 
109 

8 926 

3784 

3 945 

630 

32 872 

12 231 

6 62'1 

115 
267 

29 
345 
133 
237 

18 372 

51'1 
276 
262 
398 
913 

6 689 

36 '1381 

1 912 
10 532 

807 
752 
235 
'1'12 

D 931 

8 085 

12 279 

652 
5.51 

'I 616 
686 

10 5'+8 

'I 9'15 

879 

700 
120 

8 233 

3 756 

3 875 

62'1 

34 2'10 

11 601 

6 833 

125 
264 

27 
365 
103 
305 

16 859 

361 
30~ 
234 
378 
817 

6 605 

32 911 

1 676 
10 138 

813 
71~ 
212 
~62 

13171 

187 

11 556 

633 
505 

'I 323 
617 

10 291 

5 161 

22 

63 

-7 
7 

-3 
-i3 

24 
.77 

351
1 

132 
4 

54 
19 

150 
125 

3 753 

213 
130 

19 
90 

-10 
-5 

233 

2 

-388 

-1 282 
-8 

214 

_389 

~().5 

0.6 

0.5 

8.7 

0.9 

-5.6 
2.7 

-11.1 
-3.6 
23.3 

-25.2 

36.6 
1. ;3 

23.1 
5.0 

18.4 
1. 9

1 

ll.~ 

12.7 
1.3 
2.3 

12.6 
-'1.7 
-1.1 

8.9 

-0.3 

-7.5 

2. 192 

2 518 
1 63.6 

2 893 

2 064 

2 786 

2 86'1 

3 074 
3 229 

n!i ' 
3 325 

3 040 
;\ ~86 
;\ 096. 
3 208 
3 660 
3 674 

3 576 ' 

3 607 
q 2A7 
3 220 
2 868 
2 879 
3272 

3 111 

2 949 

952 

2 2'11 
2 685 
3 360 
2 133 

'I 167 

'I 125 
3032 

3 179 

3 107 

1 929 

2 233 
1 432 

360 

995 

334 

381 
2 689 

2 460 I 1 866 
2 505 
2 201 ' 

2 778 

2 296 
2 769 
2 527 
2 618 
2 982 
3 101 

3 021 I 
2 889 
3 495 
2 794 
2 297 
2 550 
2 898 

6~'I 

2 526 

2 456 

1 831 
2 289 
2 775 
1 897 

562 

1969 

2 637 

676 

887 
860 

~t;2 

707 
110 

815 

142 

1 861 

2 '130 

: ::: 1 
2 128 
1 947 
1 '+76 
2 016 
1 009 

2 272 

2 020 
2 11t; 
2 048 
2 122 
2 ~44 
2 1t87 

2 487 

2 436 
2 861 
2 422 
1 999 
2 078 
2 178 

2 052 

2 026 

1 891 

484 
755 
200 
478 

2 691 

704 
855 

1 978 

1 938 

pERCENT 
CHANGE. 
1969 TO 

197'1 

55.1 

63,1 

55,4 
75,7 

59,4 

40.2 

66.2 

46.2 

58.2 

52.8 

55.6 

63.2 
51.7 
51.7 
51,8 
51.3 
55,6 

'+6.3 

50.5 
64.9 
51.2 
51.2 
"9.8 
Lf?7 

43.8 

48.1 
'18.4 
32.9 
43.5 
38.5 
50.2 

51.6 

56.1 

51.0 
53.0 
52.7 
44.3 

52.6 
63.5 

60.7 

60.3 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1914 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUB COUNTY AREAS-Col"ltinued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME POPULATION 
____ ~-.------_.------4------ _____ -1 _____ -.-__ .:.<D_Oc::L=L,.ARc:;S:c:) ___ -.-__ _ 

AREA 
JULY 1, 

1973 
(REVISED) 

CHANGE, 
APRIL I. 1970 TO 1975 

1970~-~-~'-----
(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 

JULY I, 
1975 

----------------1-------+-------1------+----;-

BRANTLEY COUNTy •••••••••• 

HOBOKEN ..................... . 
NAHUNTA.GooG~ ••••• e8 ••••• $ ••• 

BROOKS COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BARWICK (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
MORVEN <I <I •• <I 0" II II • II. II II e i ... II.' II .. 

PAVO (PART)o ••••••••••••••••• 
QUITMAN •••••••••••••••••••••• 

BRYAN COUNTy ............. 1 

PEMBROKE",. "' •••• "'''" ••••• "".". 
RICHMOND HILL •••••••••••••••• 

BULLOCH COUNTy ••••••••••• 

8ROOKLET ••• ~ •••••• ;.I •• O •••• " 

PORTAL" ... " ... ,I. \I .... '" e I' It" D" ~ •• 

STATESBORO. G ... '" ••••• '" '" '" • '" "' ••• 

CALHOUN COUNTy ••••••••••• I 
ARLINGTON (PART) •• ,., •••••••• 
EDISON." •• \I'" II" Oil" II" II'" O. II 11'11 

LEARY. to. to •• " 1/ • 0 tt .". '" • '" '" 0 •• " • '" 

MORGAN IJ •• I '" 0 " • " , •• " •• '" ••• 0 • '" 6 

KINGSLAND 0 • ., 11 • 0 • '" • (10 " 0 •• II " " " .. " 

S'T HARYS,o'.'l!flfI,,,,,,;o!l'''ofI!lo,, 
WOOOBINE ••••• ,,~I1 ••••••••• "'.II. 

CANDLER COUNTy ... " ...... I 
METTER 0 • 1/ '" e '" ~ til • I) /J " G 01 I " a " • (> $ • (> 

PULASK I fI ti .. II '" " • II " '" .... '" '" .... <I '" <I- II' 

CARROLl COUNTY ••••••• ",. 

CATOOSA COUNTy ••••••• , •• , 

FORT OGLETHORPE (PART) ••• , ••• 
RINGGOLD ..... e (0" (0 .. & t" ........ II t!l 0 (0 .. 

CHARLTON COUNTy •••••••••• 

7 '152 

'159 
1 166 

14 173 

132 
458 
308 

4 1113 

8 128 

1 545 
1 022 

33 256 

737 
631 

14 609 

18 374 

;3 

213 
624 
635 

" 322 

12 113 

421 
:5 971 

'166 

6 707 

1 '105 
1 546 

961 
286 

12 001 

1 8'10 
3 413 
1 OJ4 

" 706 

2 856 
193 

52 645 

1 744 
17 

13 9J2 
223 
2M 

1 145 
3 963 

863 

32 158 

I 

5 2011 
1 790 

6 515 

2 254 
701 

6 835 

421 
1 103 

lit 011 

135 
462 
329 

'I 618 

7 IIJ7 

1 538 
912 

33 195 

709 
640 

14 984 

18 35'1 

;3 
236 
612 
630 

5 287 

12 004/ 

353 
3 75'1 

502 

6 537 

1 '109 
1 396 

939 
278 

11 9'11 

1 950 
Jill? 
1 0'13 

6 1165 

2 815 
219 

50 903 

1 819 
15 

14 512 
228 
247 

1 061 
3 928 

821 

'I 507 I 
1 526 

6 222 

2 196 
659 

5 940 

'+24 
974 

13 7'13 

163 
'1'19 
278 

<i 818 

6 539 

1 361 
826 

31 585 

683 
6'13 

1'1 616 

18 255 

:3 
2'11 
665 
643 

5 5'0 

10 560 

289 
:3 778 

382 

6 606 

1 299 
1 210 

907 
280 

11 33'1 

1 831 
:3 'loa 
1 002 

6 '112 

2 912 
230 

45 'lOll 

1 753 
12 

13 520 
26'1 
221 
86'1 

3 837 
720 

28 271 

3 810 
1 381 

5 680 

2 112 
595 

1 512 

35 
192 

430 

-31 
9 

30 
-'105 

1 589 

18'1 
196 

1 671 

5'1 
-12 
-7 

119 

-28 
-41 
-8 

-208 

1 553 

132 
193 

8'1 

667 

9 
5 

32 

7 2'11 

-9 
5 

'112 
-41 

63 
281 
1'16 
1'13 

3 887 

1 391 
'109 

835 

1'12 
106 

25.5 

8.3 
19,7 

-19.0 
2.0 

10.8 
-8.Q 

13.5 
23.7 

0.7 

-11.6 
-6.2 
-1.2 
-3.8 

'15.7 
5.1 

22.0 

1.5 

8.2 
27.8 
6.0 
2.1 

5.9 

0.5 
0.1 
3.2 

15.9 

-0.5 
41.7 
3.0 

~15.5 
28.5 
32.5 
3.8 

19.9 

36.5 
29.6 

6.7 
17.8 

2 990 

2 965 
:3 285 

2 568 

3 '136 
1 936 
2 72l! 
2 586 

:3 076 

2 59l! 
q 203 

3 206 

l! 329 
3 011 
:3 370 

2 '180 

3'113 
:3 942 
3 132 
2 860 
3421 

:3 279 

:3 237 
:3 787 
2 '129 

2 'Ilia 

2 002 
3 250 
2 582 
:3 232 

:3 6'1'1 

'I 100 
'I 212 
'I 001 

3 025 

3 312 
2 800 

:3 535 

'I 162 
3 162 
3 719 
3 129 
J 576 
3 605 
3 391 
3 067 

3 876 

'I 292 
:3 319 

2 982 

3 563 
2 9811 

1972 
(REVISED) 

2 48a 

2 375 
2 689 

2 HO 

2 799 
1 589 
2 112 
2 254 

.2 '181 

2 375 
:3 582 

2 559 

3 293 
2 292 
2 768 

2 018 

2 73·7 
3 076 
2 6'16 
2 309 
2 828 

2 803 

2 581 
:3 08J 
2 023 

1 907 

1 636 
2 796 
1 881 
2 '138 

2 9'13 

) 45'1 
:3 '122 
2 983 

2 376 

2 690 
2 191+ 

2 95'1 

:5 419 
2 591 
:3 051 
2 556 
2 992 
3 187 
2 998 
2 1+55 

1969 

1 922 

1 760 
2 155 

1 657 

1 998 
1 359 
1 500 
1 823 

1 891 

1 752 
2 481 

1 968 

2 289 
1 717 
2 18'1 

1 512 

2 013 
2 079 
1 798 
1 727 
2 122, 

2 092 

2 029 
2 360 
1 500 

1 qq5 

1 366 
2 172 
1 391 
1 875 

2 228 

2 57'1 
2 534 
2 193 

1 813 

2 072 
1 688 

2 355 

2 931 
2 0'18 
2 421 
1 851 
2 195 
2711 
2 375 
2 021 

2 56<1 

2 9511 
2 109 

1 880 

2 2'13 
1 906 

pERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

197q 

55.6 

68.5 
52.'1 

55.0 

62.7 

'1S.1 
69,4 

62.9 

89.1 
75.'1 
511.3 

64.0 

69.5 
89.6 
7'1.2 
65.6 
61.2 

56.7 

59.5 
60.5 
61.9 

69,4 

'16.6 
1+9.6 
85.6 
72.4 

63.6 

59.3 
66.2 
82.4 

66.9 

59.8 
65.9 

50.1 

112.0 
54.11 
53.6 
69.0 
62.9 
3J.0 
42.8 
52.7 

51.2 

58.6 

58.8 
56.4 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1. 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREAS-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

AREA 

CHATHAM COUNTy ••••••• 

BLOOMINGDALE ••••••••••••• 
GARDEN CITy •••••••••••••• 
POOLER" " " " ~ II Il • 1/ " ~ • " ~ 0 • it" D 

PORT WENTWORTH ••••••••••• 
SAVANNAH eEAcH.I$.~I.$'B. 
SAVANNAH. {lO"""" a" ~ .. G .. II ~" .. 

THUNDERBOLT •••••••••••••• 
VERNONBERG'D60IlGOOoo" ••• " 

" .. ,@ 

.. , ~ e 

<lee ... 

",tI. 
•• e. 

", ... 
OO'i 

II.·" 
II •• ~ 

CHATTAHOOCHEE COUNTY. •• 19 

,otle 

CHATTOOGA COUNTy ••••• ... , 
LyERLy" • , " " " " " " • , 10 "II 0 " Ii " {I 

MENLO.". III". II" II •• " •••• " ... 

SUMMERVILLE. o •••••••••••• 

;1;;1. 

., .. .... 
TRYON •• oe .......... " •••••• ~ .. , .. 

CHEROKEE COUNTy •••••• 'f.' 

.... BALL GROUND" •••• " •••••••• 
CANTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLLY SPRINGS •••••• , ••••• 
MOUNTAIN PARK (PART) •••••• 
NELSON (PART) •••••••••••• 
WALESKA ••••••••• o ••••••••• 

WOODSTOCK ••••••••••••••••• 

tI ••• 
.e •• 

." .,." 

CLARKE COUNTy ••••••••• 

ATHENS ••••• fit •• " ........ "" .. ". 

BoGART (PART) ••••••••• o ••• 

WINTERVILLE ••••••••••••••• 

CLAy COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BLUFFTON •• u •• co •••• " ••••••• 

FORT GAINES ••••••••••••••• 

CLAYTON COUNTy •••••••• 

COLLEGE PARK (PART) ••••••• 
FOREST PARK ••••••••••••••• 
JONESBORO ••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE •••••• to Of •••••••••• ,. 

LOVEJOy ••••••••••• " ••••••• 
MORROW ••••••••••• " ••••••• It 
MOUNTAIN VIEW ••••••••••••• 
RIVERDALE ••••••••••••••••• 

... ... 

... 

... ... ... 

... 

... ... 

... 

... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 
CLINCH COUNTy •••••••••• .. 

ARGYLE •• CI ••• ,.." ......... '" o. /I 

DU PONT ••••• e 8 ••••••••••••• 

HOMERVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 

COSB COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ACWORTH •••• e ••••••••••••••• 

AUSTELL (PART) ••••••••••••• 
KENNESAW ••••••••••••••••••• 
MARIETTA ••••• " 9 ........ II •• ' f 

POWDER SPRINGS ••••••••• 6 ••• 

SMyRNA •••••• , ••••••••••••• , 

COFFEE COUNTy •••••••••• 

AMBR9SE., •• ,." ••• ,o •••• , •• 
BROXTON •• , ••••• \1' ••••••••••• 

DOUGLAS •••••••• \I' " • " •••••• ". 

NICHOLLS., ••••••••••••••••• 

.. .. .. 

.. 

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

.. 

.. .. .. .. 
I 

POPULATION 

-- _.-.---

JUL Y 1, APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1973 1970 

.19'75 (REVISED) (CENSUS) 
--(---------1-------

183 J04 180 825 187 816 

1 916 1 875 1 817 
5 999 6 113 5 790 
1 911 1 749 1 517 
) ;337 3 423 3 905 
1 773 1 773 1 786 

1.10 3'18 109 343 118 349 
2 662 2 632 2 750 

133 134 136 

15 772 15 836 25 813 

1 291 1 340 1 251 

22 322 21 753 20 541 

1123 '155 426 
678 672 593 

5 076 5 204 5 0'1) 
1 976 1 939 1 965 

38 9911 35 6110 31 059 

669 673 617 
3 715 :J 768 3 6511 

566 556 575 

- ~ -
110 109 101 
600 587 1187 

1 787 1 2'1'1 870 

72 377 72 227 65 177 

49 '157 119 017 'III 3112 
201 199 1'16 
573 592 551 

:3 '190 3 605 3 636 

111 104 105 
1 165 1 229 1 255 

DO 516 121 10'1 98 126 

;5 195 2 928 2 119 
20 1114 21 JOI 21 261 

5 953 5 638 'I 105 
2 809 2 836 2 306 

291 291 225 
5 212 'I 631 J 708 
2 922 2 956 2 413 
7 250 6 119 2 521 

6 598 6 547 6 405 

228 219 206 
253 265 252 

J 282 :5 065 3 025 

239 832 221 7112 196 793 

6 43'1 5 711 3 929 
3 298 J 070 2632 
5 93'1 5 293 J 548 

31 317 32 703 27 216 
'I 683 3 669 2 559 

18 960 18 791 19 157 

24 933 24 559 22 828 

3'1'1 304 253 
1 092 1 043 957 

10 537 10 769 10 195 
1 079 1 028 1 150 

ESTIMATED PER CAPlTA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) -------

CHANGE, PERCENT 
19'70 TO 1975 

(REV!~m 
CHANGE, 

---
IPERCENT 

1969 TO 
NUMBER 1974 1969 1974 

.------
--------~ 

-4 512 'I 199 3 445 2 658 58,0 

99 5.4 3 7'12 2. 991 2 321 61,2 
209 3.6 'I 132 3 436 2 682 51l,1 
39'1 26,0 4 '176 :5 '195 2 661 68,2 

-568 -1~.5 ~ 633 :3 563 2 710 70.9 

-13 -0.7 5392 II 181 2 9'19 82,8 
_8 001 -6.8 3872 3 238 2 499 54.9 

-88 -3.2 'I OM :3 212 2 508 I 59.6 

-3 -2.2 8 553 6 776 5 186 M,9 

-10 041 -38,9 'I 22'1 :3 61:1 2 467 71.2 

'10 ),2 1 744 1 509 1 121l 5582 

1 781 8,7 '3 443 2. 886 2 305 49,11 

-3 -0.7 :; 228 2. 735 2 237 
I 

44,3 
85 14.3 3 076 2. 51'1 2 218 38.7 

3' 0.7 :5 205 2 738 2 150 49.1 
11 0.6 'I 163 '3 '136 2 753 51.2 

7 935 25.5 :s 57'1 2 899 2 1120 '17.7 

52 8,11 :3 150 2 60'1 2 339 311.7 

61 1.7 II 012 3 303 2 8'19 40.8 
-9 ~1.6 II 050 3 2011 2 887 110.3 

- 8:9 - - - 52:5 9 :3 103 2 '165 2 038 
113 23.2 :3 013 2 39'1 1 979 52.2 
917 105.'1 :5 9113 3 115 2 602, 51,5 

7 200 11,0 3 9113 3 J20 2 705 45.8 

5 115 11.5 :3 789 " 19'1 2 556 '18.2 
55 37.7 3 623 2 99'1 2'113 50.1 
22 '1.0 'I 205 3 '1'16 2 787 50.9 

-146 -11.0 2 '116 1 923 1 3'19 "19.1 

6 5.7 3 205 2 555 1 726 85.7 
-90 -7.2 2 834 2 289 1 688 67.9 

32 390 3::l.0 'I 9311 'I 122 :5 161 55.1 

1 076 50.8 5 507 'I 5n J '193 57,7 
-8117 -'1,0 'I 981 'I 187 J 282 51.8 

1 8118 45.0 4 397 3 608 2 761 59.;;; 

503 21.8 4 726 J 881 2 976 58,8 
66 29,3 'I 159 J 406 2 606 59.6 

1 5011 40.6 5 669 II 683 3 615 57.4 
509 21.1 4 423 :3 634 2 790 58.5 

II 729 187.6 5 131 'I 217 :3 241 58.3 

193 3.0 2 728 2 391 1 805 51.1 

22 10.7 :3 708 3 083 2 I'll I 73.2 
1 0.4 2 060 1 8'19 1 437 '13,4 

257 8.5 2 829 2 672 2 012 40.6 

43 039 21.9 5 275 4 260 3 'l1l0 53.3 

2 505 63.8 II 170 J 369 2 976 '10.1 
666 25.3 'I '116 J 510 2 802 57.6 

2 ;86 67.2 4 321 :5 381l 2 960 '16.0 
~ 101 15.1 5 1I3J q 362 J 1t57 57,2 
2 12'1 83.0 q 562 3 654 3 047 49,7 
-197 -1.0 5 351 4 339 3 624 47,7 

2 105 9.2 2 933 2 496 1 970 46.9 

91 36.0 1 528 1 183 961 59,0 

135 I1t.l 3 308 2 785 2 223 4a,8 

3tt2 3.4 3 303 2 868 2 300 43.6 

-71 -6,2 2 OH 1 851 1 332 55.7 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY I, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REViSED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 
SUBCOUNTY AREAS--Continued 

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

AREA 

-------~.----.----

COLQUITT COUNTy •••••••••• 

BERLIN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DOERUN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELLENrON6 •••• ' •• Q.$e6.~~ ••• BO 

FUNSTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOULTRIE ••••••••••••• • ••••••• 
NORMAN PARK ••• o ••••• o •• u ••••• 

R 

G 
H 

A 
C 
L 
5 

C 
G 
H 
M 
N 
P 
5 
S 
T 

R 

A 
C 

T 

IVERSIDE .................... 

COLUMBIA COUNTy •••••••••• 

ROVETOWN •••••••• B ••••••••••• 

ARLEM. Q , ••• " ~ ~ ~ •• 0 • t .. 'I" , •••• 

COOK COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

DEL .... ........ _ • ~ .; .... " .. i ... ~ a .. i •• 

ECIL ••• ~ ••••• ~ ••• e •• d~ •••••• 
ENOX •• ~t •• 8 ••• *.~ ••••••••••• 
PARKS.~e,. •• ao~Q •• ~ ........... 

COWETA COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ORINTH (PART).~$,.~~ ••• o •••• 

RANTVILLE.o.e,u ••• u ••• oo 6 , •• 

ARALSON (PART> .............. 
ORELAND. e 8. /I". II II. G' /I e /I.",,' ~ 
EWNAN •• " ••• e II C" III ~,,,.,, ••• II ••• 

ALMETTO (PART) 11 ... 9 e."'.".' •• 
ENO I A /I. (I _ • /I •• G • I , 8 u ~ " " 8 e II 8 II • 

HARPS8URG4~."."." •••••••• 
URIN. a <l ~ a II ...... ij.""";" 1;> a ~ ~. = Q 

CRAWFORD COUNTy •••••••••• 

08ERTA 80 .. II I •• II " g • , /I ••• 8 .... D • 

CRISP COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

RAB! •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ORDELE it ••••••••• " •••••• II •• , • 

DADE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

REN'rON I (I • ~ • , • ~ G • ie, G • II " e II U •• 

DAWSON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

DA WSONVILLE@ao~~~@$~~@C$~Q~Q~ 

DECATUR COUNTY •• , ••• , •••• 

TAPULGUSoe6'~~~o~~PO~aO$fiOQ 
INBRIDGE.e$~e.o8.e"'v'~, •• 
INSON. <I G S "'a .. 10. ~ •• """ <l d Of ~ '" II .. 

AT 
BA 
BR 
Cl MIMAX •• ,. II • 0' "''' e Q "II 9 '" 11 ~ .. 1/. "' .. <l 

AT 
AV 
eH 
CL 
DE 
DO 
L! 
PI 
ST 

CH 
CH 
EA 
MI 
PL 
RH 

DE KALB COUNTy ••••••••••• 

I~ANTA ( PAR T ) '" " " '" ~ , I • " " • " ~ Q " 

ONDALE ESTATES ••••••••••••• 
AMBLEE" II " 111 ~ • ~ • II ij /I ~ ~ _ a 11 0 ~ \I II 11 

ARKSTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
CATUR ...................... 
RAV I Ll..E ~ • " (I 5 ~ II II , 0 " Q " U 0 II ~ ~ •• 
THONIA •••••• o •••••••••••••• 

NE LAKE ~ " • " • (I " 9 ~ " • /I G S " II • '" " • 

ONE MOUNTAIN., ••••••••••••• 

DODGE COUNTy ••••••••••••• , 
AUNCEY". It a II 11 tl" ~ 11 '1,,,,,.,,.,,,,,,, 
ESTER It t ••• /I ... ,,;I It e .. , I\' ... ~ "Q !I • 

STMAN \I a '" II I o. !II II .. 0 •• II , \1'11"" Q .. 

LAN (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
ArNFIELD •• 8 •• ~&aa ••• ao.co ... 

INE •• It e •• D. "1111 ft 811 t. 8 _,.0 II a 8 

JULY I. 
1975 

L--._--. 

34 018 

530 
1 150 

31+2 
:l05 

14 175 
918 
135 

28 365 

3 170 
1 655, 

12 '195 

4 930 
282 
888 

1 255 

36 ~261 
1'+ 

1 143 
111 
319 

12 1~5 
167 

1 052 
180 
260 

6 '1871 
817 1 

19 550 

320 
11 085 

11 7111 

1 813 

'I 30e l 
322 

2'1 326 

515 
10 722 

254 
285 , 

'150 599 

36 993 
1 505 
7 727 
5 392 

20 21!1 
9 195 
3 361 

765 
:3 688 

16 q89 

325 
397 

5 587 
1122 

85 
551 

POPULATION 

~ 

JUL Y 1, APRIL 1, 
1973 1970 

(REVISED) (CENSUS) 

33 565

1 

32 298 

525 422 
1 050 1 157 

31+'1 337 
300 293 

14 358 14 400 
913 912 
129 1H 

25 138 22 327 

2. 914 3 169 
1 559 1 540 

12 470 12 129 

,. 981 '1972 
287 265 
906 860 

1 353 1 337 

35 610 32 310 

15 14 
1 155 1 128 

108 114 
361 363 

11 668 11 205 
156 136 

1 007 910 
177 161 
258 242 

6 115 5 748 

783 746 

18 870 18 087 

316 305 
10 919 10 733 

11 299

1 

9 910 

1 780 1 523 

4 085 3 639 

312 288 

22 9SQ 22 310 

501 513 
10 4q6 10 887 

235 231 
27'1 275 

452 787 415 JB7 

'11 lH 46 687 
1 647 1 735 
8 221 9 127 
5 01'1 3 127 

21 :l1t7 21 943 
9 1t?1t 9 157 
2 966 2 270 

791 866 
:3 151! 1 8?9 

16 369 15 658 

355 308 
393 ~09 

5 662 5 416 
~'16 1196 

82 77 
53'1 '171 

PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

197~H~~GE) 
pERCENT 
CHANGE, 

1972 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974 

1 720 5.3 :3 048 2 601 2 038 49.6 

108 25.6 2 409 1 922 1 657 45.4 
-7 -0.6 2 451j 1 946 1 461 68.0 

5 1.5 2 888 2 408 1 878 53.8 
12 Ij .1 3 4H 3 138 2 447 42.0 

-225 -1.6 3 493 2 918 2 317 50.8 
6 0.7 2 331 2 050 1 777 31.2 

21 18.4 3 122 2 603 2 030 53.8 

6 038 27.0 3 715 3 025 2 303 61.3 

1 - 3 599 2 925 2 167 66.1 
115 7.5 3 900 3 282 2 531 54.1 

366 3.0 2 898 2 421 1 891 53.3 

-42 -0.8 2 723 2 J85 2 030 3/1.1 
17 6.4 3 033 2 590 1 856 63.4 
28 3.3 3 166 2 685 1 976 60.2 

-82 -6.1 2272 2 022 1 635 39.0 

4 116 12.7 3 619 3 049 2 343 5/1.5 

- - :3 309 2 731 2 096 57.9 
15 1.3 2 710 2 291 1 957 38.5 
-3 -2.6 3 502 2 679 2 055 70./f 

-'1~ -12.1 2 817 2 15t; 1 793 57.1 
940 8.4 3 706 3 159 2 445 51.6 

31 22.8 :3 323 2 7112 2 104 57.9 
142 15.6 3 375 2 831 2 108 60.1 

19 11.8 2 598 2 lqq 1 6/15' 57.9 
18 7.Q 3 321 2 741. 2 103 57.9 

739 12.9 2 232 1 843 1 449 54.0 

71 9.5 2 781 2 471 2 002 38.9 

1 463 8.1 3 215 2 615 2 029 58.5 

15 4.9 :3 414 2 968 2 081 6/1.1 
352 3.3 :l 019 2 507 1 955 5/1.4 

1 8Jl 18.5 2 878 2 421 1 862 52.9 

290 19.0 2 684 2 252 1 697 58.2 

669 18.4 2 790 2 369 1 903 1l6.6 

34 11.8 3 310 2 952 2 350 40,9 

2 016 9.0 2 647 2 182 1 705 55.2 

2 0.4 J 294 2 675 1 985 65.9 
-165 -1.5 2 951 2 459 1 945 51.7 

23 10.0 :I 099 2 705 2 077 49.2 
10 3.6 3 146 2 554 1 996 57.6 

35 212 8.5 5 875 II 760 3 742 57.0 

-9 694 -20.8 3 736 3 057 2 'I'H 53.1 
-230 -13.3 8 861 7 077 5 600 58.2 

-1 400 -15.3 5 439 It 411t :3 501! 55.2 
2 265 '72.4 5 '189 'I 16,. 3 074 78.6 

-1 702 -7.8 5 116 'I 125 :3 242 57.8 
36 O.I! 5 692 '1 470 3 513 62.0 

1 091 Ita.l It 312 :3 ;57 2 398 79.8 
-101 -11.7 'I 045 :3 204 2 356 71.7 

1 789 94,2 3 300 2 623 2 057 60." 

831 5.3 :3 338 2 790 2 109 58.3 

17 5.5 J 041 2 51:) 1 677 62.0 
-12 -2.9 J 161 2 536 1 858 70.1 
171 3.2 ~ 653 :5 873 2 999 55.2 
-H -1'1.9 J 3'11 2 862 1 953 71.1 

8 10.4 2 389 1. 954 1 460 63.6 
80 17.0 2 998 2 564 1 750 71.3 
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Table 1. JULY 1. 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1. 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REViSED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUB COUNTY AREAS-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symb01s, see text) 

AREA 

DOOLY COUNTYe'~$Oe.eDse.e 

8YROMVILLE~eee.eee"~'.'~'~'D 
LILLY ••• """ e'" fI" II" It 0 "'" 1/11'10" 

PINEHURST .................... 
UNADILLA •••• ,.,., ............ 
VIENNA, flo .. " e <I 0 1\ ti f> 1111 ~. ~ 110 ~ /I" II" I> 

DOUGHERTY COUNTy ••••••••• 

A L.BANYof>" OIl"" /I" • It 0l0l 0& iii •• g .. 0/1 f>. 

DOUGI.AS CQUNTYo., ...... II." 

A 
o 
V 

USTELL (PART) •••••••••• , •••• 
OUGLASVILLE •••••• , .......... 
ILLA RICA (PART) •••••••••••• 

EARLY COUNTYo •••••••••••• 

A 
8 
D 
J 

RLINGTON (PART)II ••• ~ ••••• II •• 
LAKE;l.Y •• Iii ..... & f> /I f>. 1\'. I\' ........ " 

AMAS,CUS •••••••••••••••••••• II 
AKIN." 1111" 1 ••••• 1\ •••••••• " .. •• 

ECHOLS COUNTy., •••••••• •• 

EFFINGHAM COUNTy ••••••••• 

G 
R 
S 

UYTON •••••••• ~.o""":eell.e ••• 
INCON •••••••••••••• II~ ••• D ••• 

PRINGFIELO •••••••••••••••••• 

BO 
EL 

AD 
GA 
NU 
OA 
ST 
SU 
Sl'I 
TW 

BE 
CL 
DA 
HA 

ELBERT COUNTy •••••••••••• 

WMAN •• ,I. 'I' ,1 ••• 11 ••• II •••••• II. 

BERTON •••••• ~ •••• ,.· ••• •••• 

EMANUEL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

RAIN (PART) •••••• It'. I.", II, 
RFIELO •••• "" .............. 0" 

NEZ •••••••••••••••••••••• •• 
K PARK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ILLMORE •••••••••• " ••••••••• 
MMERTOWN ••• ". It ••••••••••••• 
AINSBORO •••••••••• e •••••••• 

IN CITy ••••••••••••••••••• " 

EVANS COUNTy •••••••• ~ •••• 

LLVILLE •• " ••••••••••••• • ••• 
AXTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ISY •••••••••••••••• ••••••• • 
GAN ••••••• ' ••••••••••••••••• 

FANNIN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

UE RIDGE ••• , •••••••••••••• ~ BL 
MCC 
MIN 
MOR 

AYSVILLE •••••••••••••• e ••• 

ERAL BLUFF •••••• e •• I I' I' •••• 

GANTON •••••••••••••••••••• 

BRO 
FAY 
PEA 
TYR 
WOO 

CAY 
ROM 

FAYETTE COUNTy ••••••••••• 

OKS .................... e •••• 

ETTEVILLE •••••••••••••• I •• 

CHTREE CITy ............. , ... 
ONE .............. • ••• ••••••• • 
L~EY .............. t. ,1., •••• 

FLOyD COUNTy •••• I •••••••• 

E SPRING •••••••••••••••••• 
E ••••••••••••• ••••• .. ••••• • 

JULY 1, 
1975 

-----
10 793 

403 
173 
'I'!3 

1 498 
2 627 

90 752 

73 373 

45 26)1 

-
11 868 

153 

12 813 

360 
5 152 

243 
193 

2 127 

15 753 

843 
2 214 
1 176 

18 070 

689 
6 151 

19 861 

351 
2tt'l 
117 
264 
545 
169 

7 6tt:3 
1 242 

8 125 

,272 
2 815 

135 
604 

H 2731 

1 797 
1 697 

136 
202 

17 721 

251 
'I 036 
2 7~9 

9'14 
118 

77 096 

1 600 
29 204 

POPULATION 

--, 

JULY 1. APRIL I. 
1973 1970 

(REVISED) (CENSUS) 
-----

10 649 10 '104 

401 419 
159 155 
449 405 

1 443 1 457 
2 '106 2 341 

95 695 89 639 

77 035 72 623 

39 487 28 659 

- -
8 593 6 597 

116 85 

12 90'1 12 682 

351 399 
5 205 5 267 

233 272 
189 172 

2 016 1 924 

15 213 13 632 

831 742 
2 150 1 8S4 
1 087 1 001 

17 77'1 17 262 

705 724 
6 199 6 '138 

19 549 18 357 

3'16 JJ2 
210 214 
119 117 
264 226 
503 522 
168 159 

7 529 7 325 
1 257 1 119 

7 827 7 290 

259 234 
2 738 2 669 

150 150 
627 572 

14 015 13 357 

1 761 1 602 
1 625 1 619 

130 119 
215 205 

1'1 717 11 364 

195 172 
3 272 2 160 
2 092 793 

722 491 
11'1 91 

76 390 73 7'12 

1 5<17 1 305 
29 925 30 759 

.-----------
CHANGE. 

1970 TO 1975 

NUMBER PERCENT 
---- ----

389 3.7 

-16 -3.8 
16 11.6 
38 9,4 
'11 2.6 

286 12.2 

1 113 1.2 

750 1,0 

16 bOil 57.9 

- ... 
5 271 79.9 

68 80.0 

131 1.0 

-39 -9'.8 
-115 -2.2 

_29 -10.7 
21 12.2 

203 10.6 

2 121 15.6 

101 13.6 
360 19.4 
175 17.5 

808 4.7 

.35 -4.8 
-287 ·11,5 

1 50'1 8.2 

19 5.7 
30 1'1,0 - -38 16,8 
23 'l.Il 
10 6.3 

318 4.3 
123 11.0 

835 11.5 

38 16.2 
1116 5.5 
-15 -10.0 

32 5.6 

916 6.9 

195 12.2 
78 '1.8 
17 14.3 
-3 -1.5 

6 357 55.9 

79 '15.9 
1 876 86.9 
1 936 2'14.1 

'153 92,3 
27 29.7 

3 354 '1.5 

295 22.6 
-1 555 -5,1 

--

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

2 680 

:5 699 
3 2'1'1 
2 838 
3 1'12 
2, 921 

:3 969 

]) 859 

II 189 

;I 928 
'I 507 

2 690 

:3 291 
3 189 

~ ml 
2 553 

:3 362 

3 326 
3 600 
'I 5541 

:3 129 

:3 117 
3 808 

2 928 

3 '1'18 
:.I 373 
2 913 
2 656 
2 57'1 
2 532 
3 254 
2 225 

2 7'18 

:3 1'15 
3 309 
2 267 
2 373 

2 819 

2 87'! 
2 967 
2 723 
3 220 

4 729 

3 867 
4 7'10 
I> 382 
4417 
:3 5'1'1 

'I 025 

2 916 
'I 163 

(DOLLARS) 

~EV 1972 

2 147 

:< 693 
2 782 
2 434 
2 518 
2 151 

3 229 

3 155 

3 528 

:3 293 
3 715 

2 2'13 

2 838 
2 69'1 
2 606 
2 )20 

2 W; 

2 795 

2 723 
2 923 
3 750 

2 601 

2 485 
3211 

2 '162 

2 853 
2 6'16 
2 '110 
2 229 
1 979 
2 094 
2 815 
1 867 

211 

2 389 
2 817 
1 766 
1 866 

2 '12'1 

2 '180 
2 637 
2 298 
2 717 

3 942 

3 188 
3 9'12 
5 222 
3 621 
3 18'1 

3 295 

2 360 
3 '121 

i
PERCENT 
CHANGE. 
1969 1'0 

1969 ' 1974 

629 

841 
924 
67'1 

2 030 
1 802 

2 647 

2 488 
2 789 

1 688 

2 023 
2 098 
1 923 
1 72'1 

1 766 

2 163 

2 025 
2 281 
2 756 

2 081 

1 984 I 
2 540 

908 

2 193 
2 058 
1 873 
1 679 
1 692 
1 628 
2 301 
1 '158 

710 

1 878 
2 20'1 
1 519 
1 633 

856 

2 040 
2 00'1 
1 7'16 
2 065 

2 768 

2 558 
2 89'1 
3 652 
2 528 
2 555 

2 617 

1 888 
2 732 

1 

100,9 
68,6 
69.5 
5tL~8 
62,1 

58,3 

. .. 
57.9 
61.6 

59.~ 

62.7 
52.0 
66.0 
M,e 

55,'1 

64,2 
57.8 
65.2 

57.1 
'19.9 

53.5 

57.2 
63,9 
55,5 
58.2 
52.1 
55.5 
'11.11 
52.6 

60.7 

67.5 
50.1 
49.2 
45.3 

51.9 

'10,9 
46.1 
56.0 
55.9 

70.8 

51.2 
63.8 
7'1,8 
7~.7 
38.7 

53.8 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1. 1915 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1912 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 
SUBCOUNTY AREAS--Continued 

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 
1975 

---~ ... --... - .... ~ .. ~----.. ------.-

FORSYTH COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CUMMING."' ••• " •••• , ........ . 

FRANKLIN COUNTy •••••••••• 

CANON (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
CARNESViLLE •••••••••••••••••• 
FRANKLIN SPRINGS ••••••••••••• 
LAVON I A •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROYSTON (PART) ••••••••••••••• 

FULTON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ALPHARETTA ••••••••••••••••••• 
ATLANTA (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
COLLEGE PARK (PART) •••••••••• 
EAST POINT ••••••••••••••••••• 
FAIRBURN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAPEVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
MOUNTAIN PARK (PART) ••••••••• 
PALMETTO (PART) •••••••••••••• 

ROSWELL It ~ " <II II ~ ~ II " a '" ~ .. " " " Q " •• <I " 

UNION CITYi •• "~.e.&~ ••••••••• 

GILMER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

EAST ELLIJAy ••••••••••••••••• 
ELL I JAY ~ .. '" e .. 1'1 .... \I <!I i " .. II '" " " <I ... " " 

GLASCOCK COUNTY •• f ••••••• , 

EDGE HILt ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GIBSON .... "' ... it ~ .. $" 1I ...... ~ .. ill * II'"'' 0 

MITCHELL ••••••••••••••••••••• 

GLYNN COUNTy ........... "I 
BRUNS.ICK •••••••••••••••••••• 

GORDON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CALHOUN ~ , , I> '" " ~ (> .. II .. $" P • G '" ~ u ~ 9 • 

~AIRMOUNT •••••••••••••••••••• 
INDUSTRIAL CITY (PART) ••••••• 
PI.AINVILLE •••••••• , ......... . 
RANGER •• " .................. . 

GRADY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

CA 1 RO 0 U 'l' ~ .. ~ .. ~ " Q '" (II Q , & ~ ... " <t" ~ " " 

WHIGHAM ...................... . 

I 
GREENE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

~~EENSBORO ••••••••••••••••••• 
LOAM ~ l> ~ " Q 11 • ;0) " tI ... Q ~ ~ ~ '17 .... It" , 11 .,. 

UNION POINT •••••••••••••••••• 
WHITE PLAINS ••••••••••••••••• 
WOODVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

GIINNETT COUNTy •••••••••• 

BERKELEY LAKE •••••••••••••••• 
BUFORD (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
DACULA" It ~"Q. Q ~,. (jI 0 til It ~" .. G" 11@"" Il 

DULUTH" .. ~ .. e .. ~"~"~ .... ,,~ .... "'"'' 
GRAySON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAWRENCEVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
LILBUHN., .. "" It" It .... <II ... It <:>11." It .. tI'""" 
LOGA~VILLE (PART) •••••••••••• 

NORCROSS ••••••••••••••••••••• 
REST HAVEN" 11 ...... " III '" , .. 0 , G 001 .... ~ .. 

SNELLVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
SUGAR HILL ••••••••••••••••••• 
SUWANEE •••••••••••••••••••••• I 

22 016 

2 682 

13 690 

698 
593 
681 

2 053 
1 9~7 

580 600 

3 396 
399 06Q 

21 476 
36 627 

q 275 
7 029 

1M 
2 300 

17 659 
2932 

10 402 

535 
1 435 

2 382 

55 
805 
196 ' 

48 489 

18 627 

27 66'1 

5 )03 
638 
527 
2'!5 
167 

18 912 

8 293 
39'1 

10 767 

2 708 
343 

1 590 
260 
421 

113 21f7 

36'1 
8 576 
1 5'17 
2 '191 

571 
15 207 

4 165 
3'19 

'I 662 
311 

8 576 
2 7110 

726 

POPULATION 

JULY 1, 
1973 

(REVISED) 

13 '101 

70'1 
565 
61'1 

2 156 
1 969 

59'1 653 

2 964 
418 177 

19 951 
::18 005 

3 758 
7 741 

249 
2 332 

13 261 
2 994 

9 767 

582 
1 330 

2 307 

50 
717 
177 

52 J08 

19 8'16 

26 555 

5 163 
618 
506 
218 
159 

18 317 

7 990 
'106 

10 '169 

2 545 
337 

1 631 
247 
'103 

97 034 

28'1 
5 351 

912 
2 10'1 

391 
8 781 
2 977 

272 

:s 878 
260 

5 463 
2. 327 

670 

CHANGE, 
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 

19701---·----.-----1 
(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 

16 928 

2 031 

12 784 

653 
510 
501 

2 044 
1 959 

605 210 

2 1\55 
448 352 

16 0811 
39 315 

:3 143 
9 567 

268 
1 909 

e 761 
3 031 

8 956 

488 
1 :126 

2 280 

'16 
701 
187 

50 528 

19 585 

23 570 

'I 748 
623 
'WI 
192 
140 

17 826 

e 061 
381 

10 212 

2 583 
319 

1 624 
236 
379 

72 349 

219 
'I 545 

782 
1 810 

366 
5 207 
1 668 

200 

2 755 
188 

1 990 
1 745 

615 

5 088 

651 

906 

45 
83 

180 
9 

-12 

-24 610 

941 
~1I9 288 

5 392 
-2 688 

1 132 
-2 538 

-84 
391 

8 898 
-99 

1 4116 

47 
109 

-2 039 

-958 

4 0911 

555 
15 
83 
53 
27 

1 086 

232 
13 

110 898 

1115 
'I 031 

765 
681 
205 

10 000 
2 497 

149 

1 907 
123 

6 586 
995 
111 

30.1 

32.1 

6.9 
16.3 
35.9 
0.4 

-0.6 

38.3 
-11.0 

33.5 
-6.8 
36.0 

-26.5 
-31.3 

20.5 

16.1 

9.6 
8.2 

19.6 
1'1.8 
4.8 

17.4 

11.7 
2.4 

18.7 
27.6 
19.3 

6.1 

56.5 

66.2 
88.7 
97.8 
37.6 
56.0 

192.0 
1'19.7 

711.5 

69.2 
65.'1 

331.0 
57.0 
18.0 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MON£V INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

1972 
1974 (REVISED) 

3 762 

:3 889 

:3 182 

2 706 
:3 362 
3 832 
:3 608 
3 3311 

5 218 

~ 249 
II 601 
5 51'1 
5 '117 
II 838 
5 500 
'I '106 
3 579 

6 165 
3 '169 

2 835 

4 950 
3 005 
2 956 

II 066 

:3 480 

:3 492 

II 463 
2 838 
:3 346 
2 805 
2 892 

2 824 

2 781 
2 676 

2 6011 

:3 3911 
2 407 
2 721 
2 2118 
2 32'1 

'I 795 

5 0311 
:3 6011 
3 778 
6 074 
'I 928 
'I 767 
'I '121 
:3 258 

5 511 
'I 543 
6 119 
II 759 
3 343 

2 628 

2 022 
2 686 
3 101 
3 065 
2 675 

'I 298 

II 205 
:3 898 
'I 11117 
'I 1105 
3 637 
II '131 
3 457 
2 776 

'I 899 
2 776 

2 n8 

2 376 
:3 08'1 

2 391 

'I 291 
2 552 
2 761 

3 345 

2 862 

2 998 

:3 779 
2 602 
2 823 
2 186 
2 11110 

2 165 

2 797 
1 979 
2 289 
1 794 
1 911 

J 950 

'l '181 
3 129 
:3 017 
I! 965 
3 985 
J 972 
:3 750 
2 758 

'I 408 
:3 7t5 
5 286 
:3 906 
2 868 

pERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1969 197'+ 

2 362 

2 391 

2 059 

1 751 
2 227 
2 420 
2 465 
2 175 

3 453 

3 266 
3 230 
3 503 
3 561 
2 727 
3 '10'1 
2 788 
2 238 

3 683 
2 255 

1 870 

1 899 
2 1167 

1 821 

3 212 
1 975 
2 067 

2 558 

2 214 

2 4'19 

3 043 
1 950 
2 285 
1 9'13 
1 975 

1 779 

1 866 
1 679 

1 735 

2 302 
1 571 
1 876 
1 424 
1 517 

2 690 

3 266 
2 432 
2 204 
3 598 
2 578 
3 114 
2 648 
2 060 

3 483 
2 708 
3 6'1'1 
2 858 
2 228 

59.3 

62.7 

54.5 

54.5 
51.0 
58.3 
46.4 
53.3 

60.7 
42.4 
57.4 
52.1 
77.4 
61.6 
58.0 
59.9 

67.4 
53.8 

53.6 

65.7 
50.8 

55.7 

54.1 
52.2 
43.0 

59.0 

57.2 

58.7 

50.1 

65.9 

54.1 
56.'1 
71.4 
68.8 
91.2 
53.1 
67.0 
58.2 

56.2 
67.8 
67.9 
66,5 
50.0 
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Table 1. JULY 1.1913 (REVISED) AND JULY 1. 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1914 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE. COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREAS--Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

AREA 

HABERSHAM COUNTy ••••••••• 

ALTO (PART) ................. . 
BALDWIN (PART) ••••••• •••••••• 
CLARKESV! LLE ••••••••••••••••• 
CORNELlA ................... • • 
DEMOREST .................... . 
MOUNT A I RY Q <& ~ .. $ II D & \I ~ ~ ~ \I ~ a ~ ~ (;. .. 

TALLULAH FALLS (PART! ....... . 

HALL COUNTY ............. . 

BUFORD (PART! .............. .. 
CLERMONT .. , • 11 ro II ~ fl'" ....... \I e I" ~ " II 

FLOWERY BRANCH ••••••••••••••• 
GAINESViLLE ................. . 
GILLSVILLE (PART) •••••••••••• 
LULA (PART) ................ .. 
OAKWOOD. "<I.,, \I" II .. ". ~. ,,8' \I I" a .. 0 

HANCOCK COUNTY ........... \ 

SPART,A." • II II" /I"" II'" 'I" 0 8" II' II /I " /I 

HARALSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

BREMEN (PART) o. 01 U CO" /I ••••• " II 

BUCHANAN .................... . 
TALLAPOOSA ••••••••••••••••••• 
WACO. /I ~" /I II" ( •• """ •• ,, /I"" /I .. "" iii II 

HARR I S COUNTy •••••••••• •• 

HAMILTON." /I /I""" .. /I /I II /1''1 /I •• " /I"" 
PINE MOUNTAIN ••• /I /I" /I' 0 /I /I •• "" 

SHILOH. II " .. "." /I'" /I 'I' /1"""4 II" 0" /I 

WAVERLY HALL ••••••••••••••••• 
WEST POINT (PART) •••••••••••• 

HART COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BOWERSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• • 
CANON (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
HARTWELL ••••••••••••• • ••• •••• 
ROYSTON (PART) .............. . 

CENTRALHATCHEE ••••••••••••••• 
COR I NTH (PART) .............. . 
EPHESUS. /I /I /I /I /I"" •• /I /I II" ••• /I"" /I /I 

FRANKLIN, /I /I".,,""" /I"" I."" e" /I" /I 

HENRY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

HAMPTON .. ,,/I." •• 11 , .. /I /I II ,," /I" /I (0 /I II II 

LOCUST GROVE· ................ . 
MCDONOUGH /I /I II /I", /I,,",," " •• " /I" " " " 

STOCKBRIDGE ................. . 

HOUSTON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CENTERVILLE •• Q /I",,"" II."" •• II" 10" 
PERRY." ". /I _" /I" "oJ /I /I" /I'" /I." It " •• 

WARNER ROBINS •••••••••••••••• 

IRWIN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

OC 1 LLA II .... II '" II • II II til II • , •• 11'11 Q II , .. 

~ACKSON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ARCADE ...................... . 
BRASELTONo •• D •••••••• ~'t ••••• 
COMMERCE"'""" •••• 8 II II .... f' II II II 1> .. 

HOSCHTON. It .. 0.11 fO ..... 0 ........ .. 

JEFFERSON ..... II II II .......... II ..... II .. G .. 

MAYSVILLE (PART) •••••• ,.", ••• 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY iNCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

_______________ , ________________ ~---.-----------,.-.-----____________________ I ____________ · __ ,. __ ·_· _____ · _____ r 
CHANGE, 

JULY 11 
1975 

23 128 

26'1 
565 

l. 231 
3 059 
1 19'1 

528 
207 

66 590 

117 
285 
854 

18 079 
87 

702 
296 

9 329 

2 232 

17 310 

3 6J3 
953 

2 892 462 
12 26'1 

38'1 
923 
362 
779 
759 

16 682 

318 
'19 

'I 7221 381 

5 977 

207 
109 
2'10 
857 

28.897 

1 997 
851 

:3 038 
2 1'1'1 

71 6161 
2 '187 
8 259 

39 696 

8 359 

3 057 

23 '131 

265 
'139 

3 6'19 
608 

1 692 
'101 

22 

256 
540 

1 231 
3 039 
1 H5 

524 
198 

6'1 665 

106 
289 
817 

16 521 
79 

713 
270 

17 043 

3 667 
847 

2 896 
472 

11 814 

358 
886 
no 
739 
757 

16 513 [ 

316 
58 

'I 712 
3B'1 

5 766 

202 
103 
230 
830 

26 656 

1 751 
768 

2 825 
1 951 

66 4'121 
2 062 
8 200 

37 772 

8 323 

3 2'10 

22 757 

255 
'101 

3 762 
630 

1 686 
334 

APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 
1970 1--

(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 

20 691 

247 
506 

1 294 
:3 014 
1 070 

463 
187 

59 405 

95 
290 
779 

15 459 
73 

633 
250 

9 019 

2 172 

15 927 

3 '172 
800 

2 896 
'131 

11 520 

357 
862 
298 
671 
713 

15 814 

301 
56 

" 865 
425 

5 35l! 

186 
93 

212 
7'19 

23 72'1 

1 551 
M2 

2 675 
1 561 

62 924 

1 725 
7 771 

33 491 

8 036 

:3 185 

21 093 

229 
386 

:3 702 
509 

1 647 
248 

2 '137 

17 
5'1 

-63 
1~5 

12
'
+ 

65 
20 

7 185 

22 
-5 
75 

2 620 
1'1 
69 
Lt6 

310 

60 

1 383 

161 
153 
-'I 
31 

'1'1'1 

27 
61 
6'1 

108 
'16 

868 

17 
-7 

-1'13 
-'1'1 

623 

21 
16 
28 

108 

5 173 

'1'161 
2 09 1 363 
583 

6 692 

762 
'188 

6 205 

323 

-128 

2 338 

36 
53 

_53 
99 
45 

153 

6.9 
11.2 
-4.9 

1.5 
11.6 
H.O 
10.7 

12.1 

23.2 
-l .• 7 
9.6 

16.9 
19.2 
10.9 
18.4 

2.8 

8.7 

4.6 
19.1 
-0.1 
7.2 

6.5 

7.6 
7.1 

21.5 
16.1 
6.5 

5.5 

5.6 
-12.5 
-2.9 

-10.4-

11.6 

21.8 

28.8 
32.6 

n.3 13.61 

13.8 

44.2 
6.3 

18.5 

4.0 

11.1 

15.7 
13.7 
-1.4 
19.4 
2.7 

61.7 

1972 
1974 (REVISED) 

3 256 

3 315 
., 326 
q 649 
3 574 
3 'fb ll 
:l 
3 

I 
:3 799 J 

J 252 
:3 834 
3 '124 
'I 669 
2 669 
3 141 
3 389 

2 088 

3 146 

3 279 

47'77 
3 386 
3 357 
2 785 

:3 559 

q '168 
3 946 
3 196 
:3 215 
7 '187 

3 005 

3 011 
2 902 
3 575 
2 43.3 

3 099 

:3 086 
2 839 
3 410 
3377 

:3 838 

:3 5401 
2 811 
'I 167 
'I 63.3 

4 367 

3 021 

3 142 

3 182 

3 H3 
2 731 
3 161 
3 6'16 
3 5571 
2 690 

2 708 

2. 709 
2 796 
3 9'1'7 
2 896 
2 6"" 
2 "·31 1 

2 7351 
3 14'1 . 

2 63'1 
2 980 
2 55'1 
J 915 
2 161 
2 '102 
2 74" 

1 770 

2 803 

< 826[ 

q 233 I 

2 809 
2 842 
2 512 

2 891 

3613 
3 181 
2 582 
2 411 
6 279 

2 523 

2 356 
2 396 
2 928 
2 010 

2 456 

2 538 
2 335 
2 805 
2 777 

J 189 

2 951 
2 466 
3 368 
J 640 

3 666 

3 60'1 
J 539 
J 947 

2 495 

2 8110 

t 

2 649 

2 578 
2 420 
2 648 
2 805 
2 9'10, 
2 1961 

1969 

2 125 

2 111 
2 084 
2 %7 
2 356 
2 257 
1 849 

2 131 I 

2 516 

2 088 
2 164 
1 985 
J 127 
1 713 
1 970 
2 176 

2 356 

3 35'1 
2 295 
2 386 
2 131 

2077 

2 547 
2 271 
1 860 
1 705 
'I 984 

2 031 

2 032 
1 899 
2 3"1 
1 571 

1 9'13 

2 012 
1 852 I 

2 224 
2 228 

2 387 

2 JO'l 
1 842 
2 566 
2 542 

2 790 

2 810 
2 801 
J o'la 

1 839 

2 288 

2 157 

2 100 
2 105 
2 228 
2 28'1 
2 289 
1 836 

57.0 
59,6 
5"1,2 
51,7 
53~5 
62,6 
57.1 

51,0 

55.7 
77,2 
72.5 
'19.3 
55.8 
59.4 
55.7 

39.2 

42.4 
47.5 
40.7 
30.7 

75.4 
73.8 
71.8 
88.6 
50.2 

'18.0 

48.2 
52.8 
52.7 
54.9 

59.5 

53.4 
5J.3 
53.3 
51.6 

60.8 

53.6 
52.6 
62.4 
81.5 

56.5 

37.3 

47.5 

49,7 
29.7 
'11.9 
59.6 
55.4 
46.5 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY I, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 
SUBCOUNTY AREA5-Continued 

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

AREA 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

~----------r--------~--------~------------~--~------~------~----------
CHANGE, pERCENT 

'CHANGE. 
1969 TO APRIL 1, t970 TO 1975 

1970~--------.-----~ 
JUL Y 1, 

JULY I, 1973 1972 
197~ (REVISED) 1969 197q (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 

__________ . ____ .. _______ I--____ -l-_____ -1_~ ____ I_-----+---_+----+-----1-----+----

JASPER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

MONTICELLO ••••••••••••••••••• 
NEWBORN (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
SHADY DALE •• & •• Q •• o~ ••••••••• 

JEFF DAVIS COUNTy •••••••• 

JEFFERSON COUNTy ••••••••• 

AVERA." ........ " •••••• ". II 11.11., ~ 
BARTOW. \1'111 II"" II I'" II W"."" 11'11 II .. 
LOUISVILLE. II" 1> ..... II" II II'"" 11.11 .. 

STAPLETON.19 •••• G •••• ~ •• o •••• 
WADLEY •••••••••• 09." ••••• ~ ••• 

WREN~ , " ...... II II II 0 •• 0 II , ... \I • a , ~ G 

JENKINS COUNTy ••••••••••• 

MILLEN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JOHNSON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ADRAIN (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
KITE. II'" a ...... II II'. II II II. II II •••• 

WRIGHTSVILLE,I., ••• 8 •• ~o ••• o,~ 

JONES COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

GRAy ........................ . 
MACON (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 

LAMAR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ALDORA 11<10 • , •• <10 •• '" II ., II ..... II /I II ••• 

BARNESVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
MILNER •••••• " ••••••••••••• " •• 

LANIER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

L..AKELAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 

LAURENS COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ALLENTOWN (PART) ••••••••••••• 
CADWELL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DEXTER ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OUBL IN. " .. " " • ~ " ., G 8 II " " ., " \I II ". 0/1 • " 

DUDLEY ........................ . 
EAST DUBLIN •••••••••••••••••• 
MONTROSE ~ II ,," II II II " "" ... '" " 0 .. " • $ .... 

RENTZ a .. ~ .... ~ '" (II ... II /I .. " ~ .. Q ..... N .. \I ~ a 

LEE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LEESBURG ~ '" 01/ t • ~ • " "' ... " .. " " .... ~ e , G 

SMITHVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 

LIBERTY COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ALLENHURST. a ~ .. " .. " ~ •• '" " .. '" " .. "e .. 
FLEMINGTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
HINESVILLE.~ •••• o,'.gM •• @e ..... 

MIDWAY ..... ".t ........ "' ..... o •• '" 

RICEBORO ................... .. 
WALTHOURViLLE •••••••••••••••• 

Q21· 
316 

6 715 

2 341 
26 

210 

10 691 

223 
4 '195 

16 857 

199 
279 

2 512 
3211 

2032 
2 213 

8 223 

3 1185 

7 859 

1133 
332 

2 Oll? 

ill 781 

2 368 
68 

11 622 

337 
'I 66'1 

337 

5 117 

2 ~76 

33 9'15 

6 
)44 
5'15 

15 095 
395 

2 551 
211 
411 

9 386 

1 329[ 
683 

20 '161 

263 
309 

6 627 
217 
263 
3'15 

419 
302 

6 314 

2 154 
26 

212 

10 285 

236 
~ '101 

16 842 

206 
307 

2 579 
3'19 

2 04'1 
2 260 

8 333 

:3 757 

7 754 

406 
321 

2 112 

13 909 

2 286 
61 

11 0581 

330 
4 658 

297 

5 018 

2 49J 

33 855 

6 
360 
508 

15 049 
415 

2 59J 
221 
416 

8 717 

1 226 
708 

17 3'11 

232 
269 

5 827 
1'/3 
2'16 
31,9 

397 
267 

5 760 

2 132 
25 

190 

17 174 

217 
333 

2 691 
390 

1 989 
2 20" 

8 JJ2 

J 713 

'/ 727 

373 
336 

2 106 

12 270 

2 014 
52 

10 688 

322 
4 935 

270 

5 031 

2 569 

32 738 

6 
35" 
~38 

15 g3 
'123 

2 000 
199 
392 

'/ 0'14 

996 
711 

17 569 

230 
265 

6 13'1 
167 
252 
310 

2'1 
~9 

955 

209 
1 

20 

1 266 

-21 
'130 

-317 

-18 
-5" -179 
-66 
~3 

9 

-109 

-228 

2 511 

35'1 
16 

86 

-193 

1 207 

-10 
107 
-48 
-28 
551 

12 
19 

2 342 

333 
-28 

2892 

33 
4'1 

493 
50 
11 
35 

6.0 
18.4 

16.6 

9.8 ".0 
10.5 

-8.6 
10.6 

-1.8 

-8.:3 
-16.2 
-6.7 

-16.9 
2.2 
0.4 

!.7 

20.5 

17.6 
30.8 

8.7 

".7 
-5.5 
2'1.8 

3.7 

-2.8 
2~.4 
-0.3 
-6.6 
27.5 
6.0 
If.8 

16.5 

14.3 
16.6 
8.0 

29.9 
4.'1 

11.3 

3 425 
2 465 

2 872 

2 772 
2 797 
2 5161 

2 848, 

2 667 

:3 0'10 
3 134 
:3 380 
:3 525 
2 8'18 
:3 053 

2 SII'I 

2 3'12 
2 738 
2 776 

:3 6117 

II 388 
:3 '1111 

J 2911 

:3 3'1'1 
3 '115 
:5 644 

: :~:I 
J 235 

3 170 
:3 1123 
:3 869 
3 642 
'I 887 
3 1101 
:5 092 
:5 692 

3 1'13 

3 278 
2 751 

3 210 

3 245 
3 11)11 
:3 610 
:5 217 
2 920 
2 6112 

2 609 
2 192 

2 '103 

2 298 
2 376 
2 316 

2. 221 

2 1185 
2. 562 
2 710 
2 881 
2 437 
2 509 

1 983 

2 11,9 

2. 076 

1 9"5 
2 217 
2 '102 

2 976 

:3 706 
2 765 

2. 682 

2 686 
2 7'18 
2 927 

2 538 

2. 328 

2 733 

2 620 
2 629 
:3 161 
:3 093 
3 7511 
2 867 
2 770 
3 090 

2. 583 

2 629 
2 3'12 

2 605 

2 756 
2. 755 
3 033 
2 8011 
2 3113 
2. 120 

2 1'10 
1 711 

1 823 

1 910 
1 83'1 
1 768 

1 838 

1 535 
2 1111 

1 655 

1 803 
1 859 
2 15'1 
2 091 
1 798 
1 826 

1 593 

1 709 

1 635 

1 '180' 
1 917 
1 896 

2 273 

2 an 
2 095 

2 086 

2 081 
2 175 
2 267 

1 836 

1 699 

2 091 

1 990 
2 069 
2 19'1 
2 '118 
2 852 
2 218 
2 105 
2 36/j 

1 85t; 

1 894 
1 1198 

2 010 

2 087 
2 132 
2 '128 
2 053 
1813 
1 6'11 

57.5 

55.0 

60.5 
48.7 

61. 

68.6 
68.6 
56.9 
68.6 
58.4 
67.0 

5'1.9 

'18.0 

60.4 

5'1.7 
63.0 

57.9 

60.7 
57.0 
60.7 

67.0 

57.2 

5'1.7 

59.3 
65.4 
76.3 
50.6 
71.'1 
53.3 
'16.9 
56.2 

69.5 

59.7 

55.5 
61.1 
48.7 
56.7 
61.1 
61.0 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREAS-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

AREA 
JUL Y 1> 1973 19701------:......-----r-·----·---I 1972 1969 TO 

---.------- --'--JU-L-Y-l-' ~-A;:-l L-l :'---l-n-o--r-o---il'-; 9-7-5·------+---------'--- (DOLLAR~------llc~~~~~~ 
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) 3ERI PERCENT 197~ (REVISED) 1969 197'1 

~:~~-LI:··~:~-. ~-~~-~-~~-:: : :-: :-: ::::1-------:: ----:-~-:-:-+---~-:-:-:+-------~-6 ;;.--9'1-+-----4--: :-+-----:--:-:-:I----:-~: ----~-::l--:::: 
2 231 630 I H,b LONG COUNTy, •••• , •••••••• 

LUDOWICI ••••••••••••••••••••• 

LOWNDES COUNTy ••••••••••• 

DASHER, ...... II ~ ........ II ..... 0 , ... " " e It .. 

HAHIRA •• eo •• " ••••••••••• "., •• 

LAKE PARK •••••••••••••••••••• 
NAyLOR •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
REMERTON ................... II .. .. 
VALDOSTA .................... .. 

lUMPKIN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

DAHLONEGA .................. "I 
MCDUFFIE COUNTy •••••••••• 

DEARING ............. e ••••••••• 

THOMSON ..... u ....... , ............. . 

MCINTOSH COUNTy •••••••••• 

DARIEN ... e." .............. e ....... •• 

MACON COUNTY •••• e •••• ' ••• 

IDEAL •••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
MARSHALLVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
MONTEZUMA •••••••••••••••••••• 
OGLETHORPE ••••••••••••••••••• 

MADISON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CARL TON .................... , .... . 
COLBERT ......................... . 
COMER" •• ,. e •• (I ..................... .. 

DANIELSVILLE •••••••• ~ •••••• ~. 
HULL .......... II ................... e 

ILA •• , •• """".,, •• f" ........ It ... . 

ROYSTON (PART) ••••••••••••••• 

MARION COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BUENA VISTA •••••••••••••••••• 

MERIWETHER COUNTy ........ i 

GAY ••• ".". "' ......... " .... " ....... ~ 
GREENVILLE •• -................ . 
HARALSON (PART) •••••••••••••• 
LONE OAK ••• "'" ............ " • I> fI • 

LUTHERSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
MANCHESTER (PART) •••••••••••• 
WARM SPRINGS ••••••••••••••••• 
WOOOBURy •••••••••••••••••••• n 

MILLER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

COLQUITT .................... . 

MITCHELL COUNTy •••••••••• 

3 451 

1 322 

61 504 

496 
1 542 

41t7 
308 
619 

35 309 

16 981 

613 
7 /jOlt 

8 4221 

2 029 

13 317 

487 
1 '153 
4 160 
1 266 

15 769 

328 
600 
823 
'110 
253 
232 
'I'l 

5 6'11 

1 610 

20.562 

2111 
1 119 

50 
119 
1179 

It 477 
5'19 

1 '192 

6 259 

1 755 

19 686 

689 
It 943 

26 
II 363 

300 

3 526 

1 359 

61 119 

485 
1 532 

III 3 
292 
573 

35 669 

16 046 

619 
7 209 

8 302 

2 088 

13 '+97 

513 
1 450 
II 2'l2 
1 275 

15 154 

330 
587 
859 
40'1 , 
234 
236 

'17 

5 180 

1 469 

20 231t 

209 
1 127 

50 
123 
437 

4 5'10 
51t5 

1 467 

6 362 

1 691 

19 466 

720 
5 031 

36 
'I 504 

313 

:3 746 

1 419 

55 112 

/j
52

1' 1 326 
361 
244 
523 

32 303 

8 728 

2 658 

15 276 

555 
6 5031 

7 371 

1 826 

12 933 

543 
1 376 
q 125 
1 286 I 

13 517 

29'l 
532 
828 
378 
222 
202 
'1~ 

5 099 

1 '186 

19 461 

200 
1 085 

48 
129 
400 

'I 636 
523 

1 422 

18 956 

710 
q 987 

qq 
q 539 

323 

-97 

6392 

'1'1 
216 

66 
6'1 
96 

3 006 

696 

99 

1 705 

58 
901 

1 051 

203 

38'1 

_56 
77 
35 

-20 

2 252 

3'1 
68 
-5 
32 
:'1 
30 

1 101 

1'1 
34 

2 
-10 

79 
-159 

26 
70 

-165 

-271 

732

1 -21 
_tl'I I 

-18 
-176 
-23 

11.6 

9.7 
16.3 
23.8 
26.2 
18.4 
9.3 

8.0 

3.7 

11.2 

10.5 
13.9 

3.0 

-10.3 
5.61 
O.B 

-1.6 

16.7 

11.6 
12.6 
-0.6 
8.5 

H.O 
1'1.9 

10.6 

8.3 

5.7 

7.0 
3.1 
'1.2 

-7.8 
19.7 
-3.'1 
5.0 
4.9 

-3.0 
-0.9 

-40.9 
-3.9 
-7.1 

2 8'16 

3 326 

3 396 

3 575 
3 412 
2 433 
2 7'10 
3 3'13 
3 647 

2 790 

2 8'12 

:I 385 

4 281 
3 528 

:5 00'4 

2 '188 

2 856 
2 39'1 
2 960 
2 518 

3 195 

2 997 
:3 320 
:3 045 
3 530 
'I 011 
3 '156 
2 804 

2 878 

2 360 
3 187 
2 938 
2 941 
2 916 
3 688 
;3 167 
3 ~04 

2 711 

J 327 

2 806 

:3 328 
J 153 
2 727 
:3 178 
2 978 

2 839 

2 8531 
2 915 I 
2 791 
1 991 
2077 
2 736 
3 065 

2 796 

3 183 
2 893 

317 

2 561 

2 126 

2 199 
1 85'1 
2 581 
2 209 

2 626 

2 425 
2 686 
2'192 
2 856 
3 2q5 
2 656 
2 269 

2 087 

2 4'18 

2 '1'1'1 

1 992 
2913 
2 'f80 
2 '182 
2 539 
3 0'19 
2 68'1 
2 905 

2 150 

2 8'17, 

2 298 

2 765 
2 613 
2 202 
2 627 
2 603 

971 1 

219 

282 
0'1'1 
5'12 
572 

2 153 
2 360 

927 

986 

2 165 

2 612 
2 312 

729 

2013, 

1 632 

7'19 
517 
951 

1 650 I 

2 091 I 
1 922 
2 129 
1 975 
2 26'1 
2 572 
2 107 
1 798 

1 6'19 

936 

837 

1 '178 
2 039 
1 8'10 
1 842 
1 866 
2 383 
2 026 

2 1791 

598 

2 083 

77'+ 

2 049 
2 127 
1 683 
1 968 
1 815 

68,7 

56,7 
66.9 
57,8 
7'1,3 
55.3 
53.2 

56.'1 

63.9 
52.6 

57.5 

'19.2 

52.5 

6J.3 
57.8 
51.7 
52.6 

52.8 

55.9 
55.9 
5'1.2 
55.9 
55.9 
6Q.1 
56.0 

56.7 

59.7 
56.:3 
59.7 
59.7 
56.3 
Sq. e 8 
56.3 
56.2 

69.6 

59.7 

58.2 

62:4 
118.2 
62.0 
61.5 
64.1 
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Table 1. JULY 1,1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUB COUNTY AREA5--Contil1ued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
" ___ ~ ___________ , ____________ .-____________ .-___________________ t-______ -. __ ---(~D-O-L-LARS) 

CHANGE, pERCENT 
AREA 

MONROE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CULLODEN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FORSyTH •••••••••••••••••••••• 

MONTGOMERY COUNTy •••••••• I 
A I LE Y II " • /I II • '" • '" •••• 0 ••• It • ~ 11 It 8 • 

ALSTON ...................... . 
HIGGSTON •••• ,,', ••••••••• , ••• 
MOUNT VERNON8 ••••••• 8 ••• ~.'o. 
TARRYTOWN" ...... " •• , ••••••• 
UVALDA 0 ...... II • , ••• ~ " ••••• '" ~ •• 
VIDALIA (PART) ••••••••••••••• 

MORGAN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BOSTWICK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BUCKHEAD,.~.8.'.P~& •• G.u.".~. 
MADISON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RUTLEDGE" " ~ " '" .... " , " 41 /I " Ii " " "" " <l' .. 

MURRAY COUNTy •••••••••••• I 
CHATSWORTH,,,,,,,,, /I ....... ~" ....... "" a 1 

ETON,,, ".".,," It,,"" /I" $""."",, ...... .. 
INDUSTRIAL CITY (PART) ••••••• 

MUSCOGEE COUNTY.& •••••••• 

BIBB crry!+'.".""e~'6.~o' .. @ ... e. 
COLUMBUS ••••• ~ ••• jGe.~ •• $ ••• e 

COVINGTON~G .. H •• o ••• e~ •• ~.~~ •• 

MANSFIELD •••••••••••••••••••• 
NEWBORN (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
OXFORD ••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
PORTERDALE ••••••••••••••••••• 

OCONEE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

B! SHOP ........ " .. '" " " D " \I ~ .. ~ ... /I $ ~ ~ II III 

BOGART (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
NORTH HIGH SHOALS •••••••••••• 
.ATKINSVILLE •••••• ~ •••••••••• 

OGLETHORPE COUNTy •••••••• 

ARNOLDSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
CRAWFORD ••••• , •• , ••••••• '" ••• 
LEXINGTON ••••••••• " ......... . 
MAXEYS ~ Q * ~ ~ (I ~ .. " "" ~ n" <t., lj ~ II" ~ II ~ 

PAULDING COUNTy •••••••••• 

DALLAS." ••• , ••••••••••••••••• 
H r RAM ~ II .. \I II- /I (I ~ .. (I 0 I) 'I II " ~ 'I 10 ,. ~ $ ~ II ~ 

PEACH COUNTy" •• " ••••• " ••• 

BYRON" .. II .... " ~ 0" Q " II " " .... " ~ C Q ~ II " " 

FORT VALLEy •••••••••••••••••• 

PICKENS COUNTy •••••• , •••• 

JASPER ••••• " •••• " •••••••• " ••• 
NELSON (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
TALKING ROCK ••••••••••••••••• 

JULY ~5 

11 905 

226 
3 587 

6 298 

535 
91 

180 
1 526 

196 

71~1 

10 675 

)05 
115 

2 915 
823 

16 161 

3 320 
370 
165 

160 103 

751 
159 352 

32 077 

11 251 
386 
31j3 

2 166 
1 1!27 

9 361 

244 
651 
1'+5 

1 274 

7 93.3 

166 
708 
32'l 
158 

21 832 

2 534' 
552 

18 '+11 

1 693 
9 630 

10 '105 

1 1j26 
1\93 

90 

11 827 

236 
3 703 

(, 132 

476 
95 

177 
1 509 

16'1 
672 

7 

10 559 

302 
170 

2 919 
773 

15 295 

3 278 . 
3721' 
15'1 

159 305 

756 
158 5'19 

30 780 

11 062 
377 
33'1 

2 010 
1 583 

8 728 

21\3 
615 
litO 

l. 090 

7 750 

175 
7l.8 
321 
18e 

20 298 ' 

2 363 
'195 

17 914 

1 565 
9 859 

10 291 

1 373 
'180 

79 

9 879 

2 665 
885 

APRIL I, t970 TO 1975 CHANGE, 
19701---- 1972 1969 TO 

(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 197'1 (REVISED) 1969 19H 
----~----~------~---------~-------

10 991 

272 
3 736 

6 099 

'187 
10'1 
175 

1 579 
188 
663 

6 

9 90'1 

289 
177 

2 890 
628 

12 986 

2 706 
286 
132 

167 377 

812 
166 565 

26 282 

10 267 
3'10 
269 

1 373 
1 773 

7 915 

235 
521 
165 
986 

"/ 598 

181 
624 
322 
229 

15 990 

1 J68 
9 251 

9 620 

1 202 
512 

76 

9 281 

2 624 
788 

I 

914 8.3 

~46 -16.9 
-149 -4.0 

199 3.3 

46 9,9 
~13 ~12.5 

5 2.9 
.53 -3.4 

6 4.3 
52 7.8 

771 7.8 

16 5.5 
-2 -1.1 
25 0.9 

195 31.1 

3 175 24.4 

614 22.7 
84 29. q 
33 25.0 

-7 274 ~4,3 

~61 ~7.5 
-7 213 ~4.3 

5 795 

964 
46 
74 

793 
~3'f6 

1 446 

9 
130 
~?O 

288 

315 

-15 
8'1 

2 
-71 

4 312 

'101 
111 

2 '121 

325 
379 

1 206 

86 
86 

22.0 

9.6 
13.5 
27.5 
57.8 

~19.5 

18.3 

3.8 
25.0 

-12.1 
29.2 

··8.3 
13.5 
0.6 

-31.0 

24.6 

18.8 
25.2 

15.1 

8.2 

18,6 
~3.7 
18.4 

13.0 

3 579 

2 762 
4 139 

2 763 
I 

2. 6851 
2 49'1 
2 954 
2 525' 
2 816 
2 967 
2 515 

2 770 

2 778 
2 699 
:5 302 
3 341 

:5 261 

3 926 
:3 687 
3 202 

" 212 

3 600 
" 215 

:5 606 

3 581 
3 401 
3 224 
3 97) 
:5 678 

3 656 
3 956 
3 254 
3 709 

2. 703 

2 697 
2 812 
3 660 
3 003

1 
:3 175 i 

:3 104 
:3 275 

3 389 

q 562 
3 099 

:3 355 

:3 818 
:3 180 I 
2 B06 

, 056 

2. 933 
2 M5 

3 010 

2 343 
3 616 

2 343 

2. q38 
2 200 
2. 606 
2. 2'12 
2. 400 
2. 629 
2. 219 

2 337 

2 532 
2 '160 
2. 822 
2 802 

2 808 

3 298 
3 102 
2 705 

3 0'12 

3 024 
2 823 
2 909 
3 255 
2. 918 

2 68'1 

2. 801 
2. 909 
2. 556 
2. 739 

2 270 

2 055 
2. '186 
2. 791 
2 395 

2 73'1 

:3 568 
2. 5511 

2 802 

3 035 
2. 501 
2 '197 

2. '193 

2 404 
2. 278 

2 267 

1 750 ' 
2 652 

1 758 

1 832 
1 653 
1 959 
1 766 
1 998 
1 905 
1 667 

1 701 

1 6'13 ' 
1 5851 
2 075 
2 057 , 

2 285 

2. H9 
2 540 
2 185 

2 662 

2 177 
2 665 

2. 333 

2 365 
2. 1'12 
1 997 
2. 393 
2. 418 

2 176 

2. 217 
2 '155 
2. 109 
2 '188 

I. 7'11 

1 696 
2 0'13 
2 021 
1 711 

2 204 

2. 192 
2 209 

2 166 

2. 962 
2 019 

2 206 

2 570 
2 13'1 
1 9qq 

1 889 

1 910 
1 926 

57.9 

57.8 
'15.1 

57.2 

Q6,6 
50.9 
50.8 
43.0 
110.9 
55.7 
50.9 

62.8 

69.1 
70.3 
59.1 
62.'1 

'12.7 

42.8 
115.2 
116.5, 

56.2 

65.'1 
58.2 

5'1.6 

51.'! 
58.8 
61.4 
66.0 
52.1 

5'1.1 

65.0 
61.1 
5'1.3 
49.1 

55.3 

59.0 
37.6 
81.1 
75.5 

56.5 

53.0 
53.5 

52.1 

61.8 

53.6 
37.3 
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Table 1. JULY 1.1913 (REVISED) AND JULY 1. 1915 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1912 
(REVISED) AND 1914 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE. COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREAS-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

~ ______ ---.~ ____ --------r--__ ---_-, _____ ·--·----·-··-···-I·----··---"--r-"--~'''~'T-'-''''''-'''''''' r--" 
PERCENT 

1970 TO -1'n5 CHANGE, 
1972 1969 TO 

AREA 
JULY 1, 

JULY 1. 1973 
APRIL 1. 

1970 f-··-.-::....---,-------j 
NUMBER /PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 197~ _____ ...... __________ . ____ --+ ____ .. __ -+ ____ . ___ +-______ . __ 1---... _._ --·---·--f·---·--·---I---------·--· .... · -.----.--.-1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) 

PIKE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

CONCORD •• t8 ••• '.a.'e ••••••••• 
MEANSVILLE .................. . 
MOLENA. II 0 O. II GO. II p. e'''''' a •• -" ... " 

WiLLiAMSON ••••••••••••••• • ••• 
ZEBULON" •• It It It \I 11 • 0- .... 11 It OJ •• , OJ \I It II 

ARAGON G G ~ .. G II 0 ....... D ... $ ~ • II" II " \I 

CEDARTOWN •••••••••••• II ••• II .... 

ROCKMART ••• ~8 ••••••• OJ •••••••• 

TAYLORSVILLE (PART) •••••••••• 
VAN WERT;; ••••••••••••••••••• 

PULASKI COUNTy ••••••••••• 

HAWKINSVILLE •••••••••••••• ~ •• 

PUTNAM COUNTy •••••••••••• 

EATONTON .................... . 

QUITMAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

RABUN COUNTY ............. \ 

CLAYTON. a I • I ••• II I" .. I .. 'f ••• ;> •• OJ 

DILLARD ...................... . 
MOUNTAIN CITV •••••••• ~ ••••••• 
TALLULAH FALLS (PART) •••••••• 
TIGER •••••• 11' ................. . 

RANDOLPH COUNTy •••••••••• 

COLEMAN ................. a. a at .... . 

CUTHBERT ...... , •• II ............ OJ • 

SHELLMAN •••••••••••••••• , •••• 

RICHMOND COUNTy •••••••••• 

AUGUSTA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLYTHE (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
HEPHZIBAH •••••••••• OJ ••••••••• 

ROCKDALE COUNTy •••••••••• 

CONyERS~ ••• ~ •••••••••••• , •••• 

SCHLEY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ELLAVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

SCREVEN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

HILL TONIA •••••••••••••••• , III" 
NEWINGTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
OLIVER •••••••••••••••••• a •••• 

ROCKY FORD ••••••••••••••••••• 
SyLVANIA ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEMINOLE COUNTy •••••••••• 

DONALSONVILLE ••••••••••••• , •• 
IRON CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 

§PALDING COUNTy •••••••••• 

GRIFFIN ••••••• " •••••••••••••• 
ORCHARD HILL •••••••• · ••••••••• 
SUNNY SIDE .............. f f ••••• 

8 Jtt2 

)'+5 
32q 
3'111 
321t 
895 

31 951 

991 
9 010 
;5 913 

55 
1116 

8 123 

Lf 066 

8 971 

1I 182 

1 997 

893 

9 26'1 

1 6'!0 
211 
576 

51 
272 

8 715 

201 
:3 6'19 
1 236 

156 151 

511 019 
IIlt9 

1 351 

27 '171 

8 312 

3 057 

1 258 

12 779 

315 
288 
177 
206 

:3 01'1 

B 091 

:3 086 
397 

113 967 

23 9'13 
89 

1611 

8 0'+3 

337 
332 
352 
311 
862 

31 510 

1 0'19 
9 207 
:3 939 

52 
399 

6 111 

4 095 

2 071 

930 

9 017 

1 638 
226 
607 

55 
301 

a 916 

201 
3917 
1 255 

152 909 

54 942 
'109 

1 0911 

235M 

6 502 

2 956 

1 212 

12 576 

310 
3511 
205 
2311 

:3 061 

112 133 

23 0'18 
86 

199 

7 316 

312 
313 
389 
284 
776 

29 656 

1 027 
9 253 
3 857 

111 
360 

8 066 

II 077 

2 180 

860 

6 327 

1 569 
186 
5911 
68 

312 

8 7311 

168 
3972 
1 166 

162 1137 

59 8611 
330 
987 

16 152 

II 890 

3 097 

1 391 

12 591 

2911 
1102 
217 
252 

3 199 

7 059 

2 907 
351 

39 514 

22 7311 
76 

209 

1 026 14.0 

33 10.6 
11 3.5 

_115 -11,6 
'10 111.1 

119 15.3 

2 295 

~36 

-2'1:3 
56 
1'+ 
56 

57 

-9 

577 

57 

-183 

:33 

937 

71 
25 

-18 
-17 
-ItO 

-19 

33 
-323 

70 

-6 286 

-5 8115 
119 
3611 

9 319 

3 1122 

-110 

-133 

188 

21 
-11'+ 

-110 
_116 

-185 

1 032 

179 
116 

II 1153 

1 209 
13 

_'+5 

-3.5 
-2.6 

1.5 
311.1 
15.6 

0.7 

-0.2 

6.9 

'1.5 
13.11 
-3.0 

-25.0 
-12.8 

19.6 
-8.1 

6.0 

-9.8 
36.1 
36.9 

70.0 

-9.6 

7.1 
-28.4 
-18.11 
-18.3 
-5.8 

5.3 
17.1 

-21.5 

I 

3 039 

3 131 
3 800 
3 097 
3 28'1 
3 '182 

~ 308 

3 559 
3 628 
:3 367 
J 097 
2 707 

3 16'1 

3 ~91 

3 540 

1 967 

2 075 

3 119 

;5 262 
3 008 
3 119 
3 311 ; 
3 010 

2 512 

2 541 
2 695 
2 273 

'+ 063 

3 862 
3 077 
3 320 

4 349 

,~ 7;57 

2 485 

2 507 

2 689 

4 107 
3 124 
2 B12 
2 649 
3 416 

3 103 

:5 026 
:5 822 

J 717 

3 884 
;5 252 
'I 671 

2 530 

2 586 
3 14l 
2 .561 
2 71.3 
2 926 

2 735 

2 874 
3 017 
2 747 
2 5!l 
2 195 

1 601 

l 808 

2 490 

2 5~6 
2 53? 
2. 451 
2 595 
2 203 

1 987 

2 023 
2 217 
1 927 

3 340 

3 265 
2 674 
2 692 

3 526 

3 787 

2 207 

3 289 
2 357 
2 157 
1 953 
2 892 

2 569 

2 582 
3 001 

3 12~ 

3 274 I' 2 675 
3 558 

1 878 

1 918 
2 215 
1 770 
2 012 
2 30:5 

2 23.\ 

2 495 
2 438 
2 264 
2 025 
1 771 

2 085 

2 097 

2 321 

2 508 

2 033, 

2 006 

2 0991 1 990 
2 09~ 
1 771 

! <t82 

2 561 

2 367 
1 9115 
2 063 

2 572 

2 794 

I 7'13 

1 802 

1 6'17 

2 206 
1 '746 
I '147 
1 518 
2 253 

1 974 

2 1211 
2 323 

2 '162 

2 607 
2 105 
:3 106 

'12.6 
'!8.1l 
48.7 
52.9 
52.9 

60.'1 

50.9 

71.2 

54,7 

53.'1 

62.6 
113.3 
56.7 
58.1 
70,0 

69.5 

7L,5 
62.3 
69,5 

58.6 

63.2 
58.2 
59 i1 t+ 

69.1 

39.1 

66,2 
78.9 
94.3 
7'1.5 
51.6 

57.2 
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Table 1. JULY 1,1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1,1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 

(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREA5-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For 5ubcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

~---------,---------.--------.--------------~--------'-------'---------'-' PERCENT CHANGE, AREA APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1975 
1970~--------r-----~ 1969 

CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

19?1l JULY I. 
1975 

JULY I, 
1973 

(REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 
1972 

(REVISED) 
______________ . __________ ~c----------,~---------4-------~e--------+------e----'----~------~--------~----

STEPHENS COUNTy •••••••••• 

AVALONe II ~ ('III 0 0:1 \18 0' (I" t. G"" \I" ~ t" ('I 

MART IN" \I II 0 0 * (10 6 II • /I "f " • " • II \I 0- II " , 

TOCCOA. II a .. " 0"111"" It Ii" \I" II « 0-" 0-" /I" II 

STEWART COUNTy ••••••••••• 

L.UMPI(!N ............... ; •••••• 
OMAHA" " e 0 e ,. •• " ••• " • " " " 110 " ", I " " 

RICHLAND $"'" D."" III e II 0 "" II" (I"" ... 

SUMTER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

AMERICUS •••••••••••••••••• " •• 
ANDERSONVlLLE •••••••••••••••• 
DE SOTO,." e .. "". 0"8""" ... ,,,,, ..... 
LESL I E Q " • " ~ " 1/ " • (I " ". " " " " • "a " " " 
PLAINS .. ".",." 111.,1"".""""" •• """,, 

TALBOT COUNTy •••••••••••• 

GENEVAs , ,,,,,,,, •• ,,,,,, 'VI" ,,110 ",." 

JUNCTION CITy •••••••••••••••• 
MANCHESTER (PART) •••••••••••• 
TALBOTTON, ••••••••••••• , ••••• 
WOODLAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 

TALIAFERRO COUNTy •••••••• 

CRAWFORDVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
SHARON" " (I I> , " 1/ " " " D , , " " <I " , II , , " • 

TAlTNAL!.. COUNTy •••••••••• 

COBBTOWN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
COLLINS. II 0" U III" .. """." II" \I""",,,,, 
GLENNVILLE. ................ • • 
MANASSAS" " Q " • ".iI " " " " " I " " " ..... " 

REIDSVILLE •• , •• I •• oae~ ••••••• 

TAYLOR COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BUTLER" " ." ,to • e " , " " (I, " ~ " • "11 0 " .. " 

REYNOLDS ••••••••••• e •••••••• , 

TELFAIR COUNTy ••••••••••• 

HELENA e 9 .. '"'' ,,<I ,,~ ". Ill' 0 0; ... G 1\ • • Q 

JACKSONVILLE" "''',,0-'' c., ",,,'11 <I 1\ 

LUMBER CITY (PART) ••••••••••• 
MCRAE" Q I "'I 0 " Q Q $ ... " /I $ 8 , •• , t ~ ~ ~ 
MILAN (PART) ................ . 
SCOTLAND (PART) •••••••••••••• 

TERRELL ~OUNTY ••••••••••• 

BRONWOOO~ •• iQ •• A •••••• oeM~~8D 

DAWSON t '" "''' (I" \I 0;. !.I , ~ "" "III,,,,,,,,, "G 
PARROTT •••••••••••••••••••••• I 
SASSER G II \I II fI " e 1/ G iii "" "' .. (I fI 'II ~ " ~ til (I • 

THOMAS COUNTy •••••••••••• 

OMEGA ~"(I Q" 0" II D".,." 0 (I "e .. " Q'" Go .. 

TIFTON." •••••••• " •••• " •• J.,·" 
TV TY ••••••••••••••••• " ••• " •• 

27 658 

15 533 
295 
3'11l 
557 
633 

6 520 

220 
231 
157 

1 0'11 
683 

2 388 

635 
163 

16 '127 

296 
525 

3 328 
131 

1 819 

11 2'1'1 

1 295 
227 

1 327 
2 979 

'199 
231 

11 103 

1173' 
5 0231 

223 
336 

J7 J93 

280 
1 56'1 

851 
1 197 

815 
5/lJ 

18 603 

:SO 0119 

1 058 
12 '156 

'179 

21 714 

221 
180 

8 105 

5 9113 

1 486 
182 

1 6M 

28 176 

16 535 
292 
3~9 
573 
666 

6 486 

230 
2q5 
155 

1 023 
651 

2 271 

632 
152 

15 692 

305 
583 

:I 29'1 
132 

1 813 

7 987 

1 617 
1 283 

11 509 

1 300 
230 

1 358 
:5 12'1 

571 
216 

1,1 227 

487 
5 157 

22'1 
3Q:S 

36 701 

277 
1 613 

815 
1 1'10 

76'1 
'187 

18 678 

29 799 

943 
12 872 

'151 

20 331 

20'1 
201 

7 918 

6 511 

1 '131 
188 

1 823 

26 931 

16 091 
27'1 
321 
562 
683 

6 625 

250 
269 
143 

1 0'15 
689 

2 '123 

735 
160 

16 557 

321 
574 

3 541 
1'1'1 

1 806 

7 865 

1 589 
1 253 

11 394 

1 230 
227 

1 377 
3 151 

588 
239 

11 '116 

500 
5 383 

222 
339 

3'1 562 

269 
1 '1113 

717 
1 182 

611 
.. 97 

18 155 

27 288 

631 
12 179 

'1'17 

-697 

til 
37 

-262 

727 

-558 
21 
23 
-5 

-50 

-105 

-30 
-38 

1'1 
.11 
-6 

-35 

-100 
:3 

-130 

~25 
-49 

-213 
-13 

1J 

169 

119 
51 

-150 

65 

-50 
-172 

-89 
-6 

-313 

-27 
-360 

1 
-3 

2 831 

11 
121 
134 

15 
204 

'16 
'148 

2 761 

227 
277 
n 

9.0 

-10.7 

-12.0 
-14.1 

9.8 
-0.4 
-0.9 

-0.8 

-7.8 
-8.5 
-6.0 
-9.0 
0.7 

2.1 

.3.6 
-5.5 

-15.1 
-3.3 

-5.4 
-6.7 

0.5 
-0.9 

8.2 

10.1 

3 595 

:3 255 
:3 255 
3 461t 

2 336 

2 9051 
2 597 
2 523 

3 058 

:3 206 
2 547 
1 781 
2 794 
2 778 

2 663 

2 292 
2 922 
5 696 
2 534 
2 604 

2 250 

:3 026 
2 298 

2 603 

:5 618 
:3 307 
3 059 
2 583 
'I 129 

2 516 

3 068 
:3 545 

2 615 

2 334 
2 284 
2 876 
2 936 
2 258 
2 091 

2 66 .. 

2 979 
2 805 
2 806 
3 417 

3 159 

2 923 
2 274 
2 648 
2817 
2 517 
2 882 
:3 412 

:5 395 

:3 11'1 
4 096 
:3 651 

2 931 

2 598 
2 790 
2 828 

1 949 

2 421 
2 129 
2 225 

2 660 

2 825 
2 162 
1 6'10 
2 181 
2 351 

2 194 

2 '081 
2 297 
4 796 
2 092 
2 250 

1 911 

2 602 
1 966 

2 119 

2 879 
2 56'+ 
2 514 
1 916 
:3 241 

2 089 

2 5011 
2 9~0 

2 116 

1 881 
1 7'1~ 
2 372 
2 5'n 
1 758 
1 673 

2 1~2 

2 568 
2 301 
2 072 
2 719 

2 637 

2 406 
1 9'17 
2 191\ 
2 299 
2 0'11 
2 231 
2 910 

2 816 

2 5'10 
3 420 
2 950 

2 300 

2 028 
2 177 
2 263 

1 Ill! 

1 9'13 
1 533 
1 595 

2 058 

2 185 
1 659 
1 258 
1 852 
1 680 

1 659 

1 581 
1 745 
:3 6115 
1 752 
1 819 

1 '199 

1 966' 
1 561 

1 55'1 

2 100 
1 717 
1 9~8 
1 398 
2 374 

1 621 

2 050 
2 226 

1 713 

1 '170 
1 ~33 
1 799 
2 109 
1 534 
1 466 

1 6'15 

1 772 
1 607 
1 659 
1 877 

2 05'1 

1 866 
1 495 
1 739 
1 682 
1 696 
1 787 
2 307 

2 169 

1 917 
2 679 
2 227 

65.6 

48,6 

'16.7 
53.5 
~1.6 
50.9 
65.4 

60.5 

'15.0 
67.4 
56.3 
411.6 
43.2, 

50.1 

53.9 
47e2 

67.5 

72.3 
92.6 
57.0 
8/1.8 
73.9 

52.7 

58.8 
59.'1 
59.9 
39.2 
'17.2 
42.6 

63.2 

68.1 
55.2 
69.1 
82.0 

53.8 

56.6 
52.1 
52.3 
67.5 
'16.4 
61.3 
47.9 

56,5 

62.4 
52.9 
63.9 
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Table 1. JULY 1,1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 

SUBCOUNTY AREA5-Continued 
(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

1--.------,...---'.-.,---.--.-----------+-------'...,..-.~~~A~-------­
PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1975 AREA JULY 1> APRIL 1, 

JULY 1> 1973 19701--------,----, 1972 
___ . ____ 1_9_7_5 +--_(_RE_V_I_S_E_D_) +-_(,C_E_N_SU_S_) __ ~~,~ P-E-R-C:~~-I------19_7~ "':~EV l:EO ~ 

TOOMBS COUNTy".......... 21 173 20 630 19 151 2 022 10.6 3 235 2 666 

LyONS........................ 3875 3 795 3 739 136 3.6 3 007 2 1176 
SANTA CLAUS.................. 153 1112 116 35 29.7 'I 022 J 260 I 
VIDAU A (PART) .. "........... 10 400 10 269 9 501 899 9.5 J 612 J 02~ 

TOWNS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

HIAWASSEE ••••••••• e •••••••••• 

YOUNG HARRIS ••••••••••••••••• 

TREUTLEN COUNTy •••••••••• 

SOPERTONi •••••••••••••• •••• •• 

TROUP COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

HOGANSVIL~Ea •• ~ •••••••••• •••• 
LA GRANGE ••••• at (I It. G •• " ...... . 

WEST POINT (PART) •••••••••••• 

tURNER COUNTy •••••••• • ••• 

ASHBURN •••••••••••••••••••• " • 
REBECCA, It' ." •• " •••••• 0-." \I •••• 

SyCAMORE ••••••••••••••••• • ••• 

TWIGGS COUNTV •••••••••••• 

ALLENTOWN (PART) ••••••••••••• 
DANVILLE (PART).p._ •• ~~.i •••• 

JEFFERSONVILLE ••••••••••••••• 

UNION COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BLAIRSVILLE ••• e •••••••••••••• 

UPSON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

THE ROCK ................... " •• 
THOMASTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
yATESVILLE •••••••••••••• ,· ••• 

WALKER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CHICKAMAUGA •••••••••••••••••• 
F'ORT OGLETHORPE (PART) ....... 
LA FAyETTE ••••••••••••••••••• 
LINWOOD •••••••••• """ •• " ••• "" " 
LOOKOUT MOUNTAIN ••••••••••••• 
ROSSVILLE •• " ••• ft"" ••••••••••• 

WALTON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BETWEEN, III.' CI." •• ""." •• CI." ••• " 
GOOD HOPE •••••••••••••••••••• 
JERSEy •• " ••• "" ••• "." •••••••• " 
LOGANVILLE (PART) •••••••••••• 
MONROE •••••••• ~ •••••••••• • ••• 
SOCIAL CIRCLE •••••••••••••••• 
WALNUT GROVE ••••••••••••••••• 

WARE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

WAyCROSS .................... . 

WARREN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

WASHINGTON COUNTy •••••••• 

DAVISBORO.""" •• ""." ••• " •••••• 
DEEPSTEP ......... ".""." •• "" ••• " 

5 968 

2 739 

'15 050 

2 929 
23 193 

;3 196 

8 7112 

II 035 
323 
'182 

353 
1 273 

8 110 

6'12 

2'1 311 

76 
10 750 

1138 

5'1 198 

2 20111 
511 

6 190 
611 

1 618 
3 991 

28 950 

106 
166 
202 

1 658 
9 J06 
2 387 

195 

35 917 

19 897 

6 1I7/j 

2'11 
26'1 

1 961 

q 787 

'I'll 
583 

5 660 

2 608 

411 677 

2 998 ' 
23 056 

:3 364 

8 616 

II 009 
32'1 
505 

8 206 

361 
1 300 

2'1 111 

97 
10 587 

1133 

53 '116 

2 062 
58 

6 185 
603 

1 563 
II 018 

27 777 

106 
185 
212 

1 11'19 
9 133 
2 2'1' 

19'1 

3'1 810 

19 377 

6 930 

215 
277 

2 10'1 

17 153 

'109 
9'1 

q 565 

5 647 

2 596 

44 466 

3 075 
23 301 

:3 519 

8 790 

q 209 
266 
5'17 

8 222 

390 
1 302 

6 811 

1191 

23 505 

136 
10 02'1 

'123 

50 691 

1 8112 
59 

6 Q'III 
588 

1 538 
3 957 

23 'lOll 

9'1 
202 
180 

1 118 
a 071 
1 961 

175 

33 525 

18 996 

6 669 

22'1 
272 

2 073 

17 '180 

1176 
107 

'5~ 7.81 2 609 2 J04 

37 
47 

-174 
57 

-65 

-37 
-29 

1 299 

151 

806 

-60 
726 

15 

3 507 

362 
-5 

1'16 
23 
80 
3'1 

5 5'16 

12 
w3'1 

22 
5'10 

1 235 
426 

20 

2 )92 

901 

-195 

17 
-6 

-112 

8.9 
8.6 

5.7 

5.5 

1.3 

_4.7 1 
-0.5 
-9.2 

-0.5 

-2.2 

. .. 
-9.5 
-2.2 

19.1 

30.81 

3.'1 

6.9 

19.7 
-8.5 
2.4 
3.9 
5.2 
0.9 

23.7 

12.8 
-16.8 

12.2 
118.3 
15.3 
21.7 
11.4 

7.1 

3 570 
2 650 

2 591 

3 181 

3 580 

:3 1701 3 733 
;5 356 

2 866 

2 759 
3 115 
:3 666' 

2 '128 

:5 060 
2 894 

2 353 

3 822 

3 598 

3 192 
3992 
3 421 

:3 780 

3 507 
5 9'19 
II 173 
2 277 
8 184 
'I 163 

3 46t! 

3 593 
2 907 
J '131 
3 699 
:3 788 
3 979 
:3 032 

J 366 

5 2151 
J 8111 
J 70'1. 

2 857 

J 281 
2 962 

2 97J 
2 210 

2 135 

2 765 

2932 

2 55'1 
:3 05'1 
2 85'1 

2 397 

2 321 
2 660 
2 8'1;; 

1 930 

2 356 
2277 

1 960 

2 987 

3 03'1 

2 66'1 
3 371 
2 918 

J 166 

2 983 
'I 876 
3 509 
1 839 
7 339 
:3 429 

2 9251 

2 972 
2 227 
J 082 
3 227 
3 218 
3 170 
2 50a 

:3 025 

3 290 

2 753 

'I 622 
:3 313 
3 110 

2 319 

2 575 
2 356 

1969 1974 
,------- - .. ---

1 9'15 66.3 

1 915 57.0 
2 363 70.2 
2 177 65.9 

1 767 59,0 

2 317 
1 768 

1 655 

2 092 

2 315 

2 069 
2 '119 
2 339 

1 782 

1 86'1 
1 995 
2 057 

1 905 
1 7'13 

1 6061 

2 3'18 

2 385 

1 908 
2 7'19 
2 090 

2 530 

2 500 II 

3 859 
2 736 
1 '1'13 
5 '187 
2 73/1 

2 256 

2 273 
1 721 , 
2 I'll 
2 '1'17 
2 551 
2 '191 
1 918 

1 505 

2 283 
1 783 
1 71'1 

1 757

1 
1 902 
1 821 

56.6 

52.1 

5'1.6 

60.8 

48.0 
56.1 
78.2 

. .. 
60.6 
66.0 

46.5 

62,8 

50.9 

67.3 
'15.2 
63.7 

40.3 
5'1.2 
52.5 
57.8 
'19.2 
52.3 

53.5 

58.1 
68.9 
60.3 
51.2 
1.18.5 
59,7 
58.1 

56,5 

57.0 

123.7 

62,6 

72.5 
62.7 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1,1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME E;STIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 
SUBCOUNTY AREA5-Continued 

(1970 population and related per capita income figures refled annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a 
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning 

of symbols see text) 
" 

AREA 

-_._ ..•. __ .. _------_.--

HARRISON." ~ .. " .... a" fI"."" eo" II." 
OCONEE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RIDOLEVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
SANDERSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
TENN I LLE a " II .. U ,. Q " ~ " ~ .. <lI ..... e II Ii .. " 

WAYNE COUNTV.,'.eo"Ge •••• 

~JESUP 0" Ii , .. " " " " fI" It U ..... " .. 0 • It .. " .... 

onUM ......................... 
SCREVEN .. to I> " to .. , " • Ii " .. oJ g " D " 8 u " .... 

WEBSTER COUNTy ............. 

RESTON & ~ .... " e' "" I" " .. 1\". " .. " II"" 
ESTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WHEELER COUNTy ••••••••••• 

A 
G 
L 
S 

LAMO./I! "''' 1& 1& 1& ell! e" <I""" 1& ..... "lie" 
LENWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
UMBER CITY (PART) ........... 
COTlAND (PART) •••••••••• o ••• 

WHITE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

C 
H 

LEVELAND •••••••••••••••••••• 
ELEN II , ~ ~ " $ 0 a e ~ " It (0 II e • G " " ~ U 1\ 1& • 

WHITFIELD COUNTy ••••••••• 

c 
o 
! 
T 
V 

OHlJTTA \l ~ 1& , $ " •• III II U 1& • fI ~ • " " • 1& • Q 

ALTON •• *.#.#.R~ •• # ••••••• ~ •• 

NDUSTRIAL CITY (PART) ....... 
UNNEL HILL •••••••••••••••••• 
ARNELL \I ~ • ., • ~ <'I (I $ (I .. (I 0 • \I •• (I " ;, , ~ 

WILCOX COUNTy., ••••••• , •• 

A 
P 
P 
R 

8BEV tLLE $ • 11 •• t. " ••• " " • , • " 1/ •• 

INEVIEW." It ... ". u ........ (I" II II e II 

I TTS ~ • /I" , " ... " II II ., ~ " !II • " II II ~ (I <'I " <I • 

OCHElLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

WILKES COUNTy, ••••••••••• 

AYLE" II '" ~ •• to ~ " ~ \I ~ II> '" " <I ,. " D " a \I II I> R 
T 
WA 

IGNAU .................... , •• 
SHINGTON •• , •••••••••••••••• 

WILKINSON COUNTy ••••••••• 

• LENTOWN AL 
DA 
GO 
lR 
IV 
Me 
TO 

(PART) II> .. @"<I<l4 •• "e", .. 

NVILlE (PART) •••••••••••••• 
RDON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
w r NTON III • ....... II .. II " .. " 6 e I> II e " ~ II II Q 

EY ... , .. ~ .. " .. ~ .. <I 0. .. $ II .. " " \I ~ <t .. ,. .. ~ 

• INTyRE e " II \I ft " W ~ '" " 1;1 " .. " ~ ~ 0 ~ \I 1\1 $ 

PO 
SU 
sy 
WA 

AD 
AL 
AL 
AR 
AT 
AU 
SA 
SA 

OMSBORO .................... 

WORTH COUNTy",., ••• , •• ". 

ULAN ••• , ................... 
MNER • ~ D .. " • Q a ~ " II ,. " 4t e II ~ 01 II II 1/ ~ if 

LVESTER~'e~'~'lIn$~$""~o .. & 

RWrCK/I .. I!r"" <I .. "" fI if It,,!lI" .. ~ <i" III"" 

MULTI-COUNTY PLACES 

RlAN." II" D" (II ~'<II ~." II"" 0 ..... \II III 

LENTOWN •••• U i ..... O ... ,.II •••• 

TO; ...... • II II ,. .. " f ~ It f> .... II II II" II" .... 

LINGTON. ,,1/1 ~ 11.0"" It ~ 1/ II. (I It" II ...... 
LANTA* .. ft~e'~o~.G$ ••• e ••• ~~. 
STELL .. ~ f) & .. II <$ G" /I" II 1I.!j <I .... , .. II I> I) 

LOW I N IJ I)" II " 0 .; e .. (0" I) $ II ..... II .. ,. • ~ 
RW 1 CK " <I .... .. ~ " g e , e .. ~ II fi " " ~ .. " • " 

JUL Y 1, 
1975 

f-

385 
215 
142 

5 212 
1 617 

19 309 

9 014 
'1'19 
971 

2 391 

232 
109 

" 708 

903 
596 -

17 

8 527 

1 55'1 
251 

60 267 

831 
22 482 

46 
1 770 

360 

6 850 

: 688 
506 
333 

1 398 

10 225 

92 
681 

q 022 

10 0'17 

I )12 
1'16 

2 625 
8'17 
256 
qJ9 
687 

16 626 

709 
2'18 

5 175 
549 

784 
316 
382 

1 765 
436 057 

J 298 
836 
'l12 

POPULATION 

JULY b APRIL I. 
1973 1970 

(REVISED) (CENSUS) 

379 329 
227 262 
1'12 1'13 

5 195 5 546 
1 671 1 753 

19 111 17 858 

9 120 9 091 
389 379 
996 936 

2 526 2 362 

237 226 
102 73 

lj 72'1 II 596 

888 833 
616 670 - -

20 22 

8 201 7 7'12 

1 '1'13 1 353 
267 252 

59 816 55 108 

"50 393 
19 815 18 872 

'19 44 
1 '109 1 146 

326 314 

6 857 6 996 

717 781 
532 528 
358 3'15 

1 381 1 380 

10 37'1 10 184 

96 110 
722 756 

~ 2"7 q 09" 

9 9'17 9 J93 

308 289 
136 125 

2 710 2 55;' 
802 757 
258 2'15 
'130 '171 
737 682 

16 20'1 1'1 770 

731 766 
209 207 

5 0'19 'I 226 
516 '166 

752 705 
3111 295 
371 372 

1 760 1 698 
'159 291 '195 039 

:3 070 2 632 
807 772 
412 '132 

ESTIMATED pER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
t970 TO 1975 CHANGE. 

1972 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 197'1 

56 17.0 2 626 1 9'+4 1 594 64.7 
_47 -17.9 J 417 2 533 1 777 92.:5 
~1 -0.7 2 879 2 292 1 716 67.8 

-33'1 -6.0 J 248 2 726 2 Ott3 59.0 
_136 -7.8 ;5 418 2 730 2 038 67.7 

1 '151 8.1 3 '15'1 2 860 2 109 63.8 

-77 -0.8 :5 648 3 0'10 2 278 60.1 
70 18.5 :3 210 2 828 2 0'18 56.7 
35 3.7 2 711 2 083 1 535 76.6 

29 1.2 2 477 2 105 1 '182 67.1 

6 2.7 :5 892 3413 2 '179 57.0 
36 49.3 :3 396 2 783 2 021 66.0 

112 2.'1 2 551 2 038 1 566 62.9 

70 8.'1 2 8'16 2 '124 2 079 36.9 
~7'I -11.0 1 989 1 759 1 335 49.0 

- ... - - - ... 
-5 -22.7 2 528 2 {)87 1 618 56.2 

785 10.1 2 989 2 529 2 116 41.3 

201 H.9 3 061 2 572 2 307 32.7 
-1 -O.'! :3 295 2 627 ,. 960 66.4 

5 159 9.'1 'I 030 :3 '142 2 72'1' '17.9 

'138 111.5 3 759 :3 021 2 181 72.4 
3 610 19.1 'I 488 3 9'16 3 136 43.1 

2 4.5 :3 490 2 930 2 302 51.6 
62'1 54.5 ;$ 489 3 063 2 400 45.4 

'16 14.6 :5 691 3 098 2 434 51.6 

-148 -2.1 2 815 ;2 238 1 687 66.9 

-93 -11.9 2 718 2 173 1 610 68.8 
_22 -4.2 :3 185 2 588 2 208 44.2 
-12 -3.5 'I 0'13 3 158 2 1'14 88.6 

18 1.3 2 916 2 409 1 961 48.7 

41 0.4 :3 186 2 566 2 037 56.1! 

-16 -16.'1 3 201 2 535 1 996 60.~ 
_75 -9.9 3 173 2 326 1 887 68.2 
-72 -1.8 :3 756 2 971 2 421 55.1 

65" 7.0 2 910 2 '12" 1 821 59.8 

23 8.0 ;5 732 3 159 2 373 57.J 
21 16.8 2 971 " 515 1 869 57.;' 
72 2.8 3 1"9 2 660 2 119 Qa.6 
90 11.9 :5 035 2 593 1 9'12 56.3 
11 ".5 ;5 987 3 191 2 388 67.0 

~32 -6.8 2 661 2 228 1 695 57.0 
5 0.7 2 953 2 '1S'+ 1 719 71.6 

1 856 12.6 2 70~ 2 232 1 673 61.6 

~57 ~7.1t 2 606 2 153 1 7q6 49.3 
ql 19.8 2 562 2 236 1 690 51.6 

9~9 22.5 2 960 2 '154 2 056 '+11.0 
83 17.8 :3 053 2 525 1 691 80.5 

79 11.2 2 838 2 36'1 1 616 56.3 
23 7.8 :3 721 J 1'19 2 365 57.3 
10 2.7 :3 2'10 2 606 2 035 59.2 
67 3.9 2 26" 1 879 1 520 46.9 

-58 982 -11.9 'I 527 :3 822 J 156 '13.11 
666 25.3 'I 1116 :3 510 2 802 57.6 

6'1 8.3 :3 29'1 2 761 2 099 56.9 
_20 -4.6 3 087 2 536 1 916 61.1 
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND Jut Y 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972 
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND 
SUBCOUNTY AREAS-Continued 

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts, For subcounty areas with a 
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure, For details and meaning 

of symbols, see text) 

POPULATION 

1-------- ..... 
AREA 

JULY 1, APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 197~ 1970 

1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) 
-

BLYTHE ••• o ••••••••••••••••••• ~52 ~12 333 
BOGART ....................... 852 814 667 
BREMEN .. ~ e .. , II .. It I), II II II " ••• D .. '" '0 .. 3 650 3 682 3 4M 
BUFORD .......... , ..... " ••• $II'lit 8 693 5 1t57 It 640 
CANON t> ...... \I" \I •• It 6 \I ". \I \I \I • It .. II II (t 7lt7 762 709 
COLLEGE PARK II OJ" ..... 0 ..... II, ... $ II 24 671 22 879 16 203 
COR I NTH. e ....... \I • " II .. II .... \I \I lit •• II \I II> 123 li8 107 
DANVILLE •••••• $ ••••••• u •••••• 499 497 515 

FORT OGLETHORPE •••••••••••••• 5 255 q 565 3 869 
GILLSVILLE ................ , ••• 111 108 100 
HARALSON ........................ 161 158 162 
INDUSTRIAL CITy •••••••••••••• 738 709 620 
LOGANVILLE •••••••••• , •••••••• 2 007 1 721 1 31B 
LULA ••••• , •••••• ,I ••••• It •••••• B29 Bq6 736 
LUMB~R CITy •••• , ••••• , ••••••• 1 327 1 358 1 377 
MACON II /I " " II II " II II II II II • II • II II , II II .. II /I II 121 157 122 795 122 1123 

MANCHESTER ••••••••••••••••••• 4 63'1 II 695 " 779 
MAySVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 629 571 553 
MEIGS. 11'".11 II •• "11 II II ,".11 II II II .... II 1 223 1 176 1 226 
MILAN ••• 9 II 1.11" II "" II 'I" ... II ••••• ., 921 1 017 1 081/ 
MOUNTAIN PARK •••••••••••••••• 18'1 2'19 268 
NELSON ... II II .... II II II II II" II \I II II II'" II II II 603 589 613 
NEWBORN ••••••••••••••••••• , •• 369 360 29'1 
PALMETTO II II ...... II II II II II II II II II II II II"" II II 2 '167 2 1/88 2 01/5 

PAVO •••• II II II II ••• II II 1I ••• "" ...... t" 851 B16 775 
ROVSTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 2 372 2 1100 2 428 
SCOTLAND. II II II .. ell" II" I II'" • II II II .. II II 2'18 236 261 
TALLULAH FALLS ••••••••••••••• 258 253 255 
TAyLORSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 257 287 253 
V I DAL I A 10 .. 10 ..... 1\ ..... 10 •••••• , I • 10 .. 10 1106 10 276 9 507 
VILLA RICA ••••••••••••••••••• 'I 136 q O'li! 3 922 
WEST POINT ••••• 0 ..... II ••• II ••• e 3 955 <; 121 q 232 

ESTIMATED 
-----------

PER C 
(DO 

APiTA MONEY INCOME 
LLARS) 

CHANGE, ,- PERCENT 

t
1J-'--'-n--1970 TO 

NUMBER 

119 
185 
166 

4 053 
38 

6 468 
16 

~16 

1 386 
11 
-1 

118 
689 

93 
-50 

-1 266 

-11l5 
76 
-3 

-163 
~BIj 

-10 
75 

'122 

76 
-56 
-13 

3 
'I 

899 
21'1 

-277 

"'" ~ ~ " PERCENT __ ~~~ (REV_I:E 

35.7 3 079 2 6 
27.7 3 877 2 9 
4.8 4 769 q 2 

87.3 3 796 3 1 

CHANGE, 
72 1969 TO 
D) 19691 .1.97'1 

-'-'·_--'---1--'---
741 1 946 I ~;8.2 
30 2 4'16 . 58.5 
26 3 350 42.4 
19 2 '125 56.5 

5.4 2 7191 
35.5 5 513 
15.0 2 893 , 
-3.1 3 034 

35.8 . '+ 310 
11.0 2 733 
-0.6 3 327 
19.0 J 323 
52.3 3 623 
12.6 3 127 
-3.6 2 876 
-1.0 'I 125 

-3.0 3 756 
13.7 2 621 
-0.2 2 815 

-15.0 2 751 
-31.3 II 406 
-1.6 3 166 
25,5 3 1911 
20.6 3 562 

9.8 2 8211 
-2.3 3 180 
-5.0 2 121 
1.2 3 311O 
1.6 2 925 
9.5 3 611 
5.5 J 1131 

-0.5 4 i45 

2 O. 51 1 763 54.2 
It 4 58 3 502 57.'! 
2 3 86 1 884 53.6 
2 3. 99 1 901 59.6 

3 It 86 
'11 
16 
05 
53 
18 
72 
2'1 

2 2 
2 6 
2 8 
3 1 
2 It 
2 3 
3 ~ 

3 1 
2 1 

06 
98 

2 29 6 
q 2 211 

3 115 7 
q 2 "9 

2 87 o 
'I 2 77 

2 lB J 
o 
8 
i! 
J 
J 
8 
9 

2 56 
1 70 
2 70 
2 5'1 
3 02 
3 01 
3 47 

2 968 45.2 
1 776 5.3~9 
1 991 67.1 
2 265 '16.7 
2 388 51.7 
1 976 58.2 
1 799 59.9 
2 70'1 52,6 

2 '121 55.1 
1 711 53.2 
1 682 67.'1 
1 726 59.4 
2 788 58.0 
2 118 '19.5 
1 983 61.1 
2 229 59.8 

1 68'! 67.7 
2 062 5'1.2 
1 q79 Q3.11 
2 121 57.5 
2 069 'H.~ 
2 177 65.9 
2 3SQ Q3.9 
2 785 48,8 
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