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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 Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972. The figures 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.'
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

Yn certain midwestern States (linois, 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 July 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 popula-
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-
fected 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, foliowed 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.
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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. Individual 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
estimate natural increase. These data were collected
from State health departments and supplemented,
where necessary, by data prepared and published by
the U.S. Depariment 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 population 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 popuiations. In 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, 1970 and July 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 vyield 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. In addition, adjustments for large
annexations through December 31, 1975, are re-
flected in the estimates.? 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 July 1, 1972, such
special censuses were taken into account in develop-
ing the estimates.® 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

ZIn general, an annexation was included if the 1970
census count for the annexing area was 5,000 or more and
the 1970 census count 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.

3Only special censuses conducted by the Bursau 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 1!
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 county population
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 1 and the Regression method.?

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 PCl
estimates are based on the 1970 census and have
been updated using rates of change developed from
various administrative record sets and compilations,
mainly from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) and
the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA).

4For further discussion of the methodologies used in
preparing State estimates, see Current Population Reports,
Series P-25, No. 640.
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The PCl 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

® Social  Security and raitroad
income

® Public assistance income

® All other income such as interest, dividends,
veteran’s payments, pensions, unemploy-
ment insurance, alimony, etc.

retiremernt

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 PCl estimates.
As noted above, the 1974 and revised 1972 State:
and county PCIl estimates were based on the 1970
census.® 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 coliec-
tion techniques, and estimation procedures, 1969 in-

*Income 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 1872 and 1974 PC! 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-
Hability for use in the estimation process. For this
report, the 1969 PCl shown for areas with a 1970
census sample population estimate of less than
1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1870
census sample value and a regression estimate. Re-
search has indicated that this procedure results in a
considerable improvermnent in accuracy compared to
the procedure relied upon in earlier estimates, which
was to use the county PCl 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 comparabie to
that portion of income included in IRS adjusted
gross income, and (2} “‘transfer income’ which for
the most part is not included in adjusted gross
income. These 1869 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.®

1972 (revised) and 1974 PCl updates. The tax-
able income portion of the 1969 money income was
updated using the percent change in adjusted gross
income (AGI) 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 ratig of
exemptions to the population or the change in this
ratio from 1969 to 1972 and 1972 to 1974 was not
within an acceptable range, the RS data for the
subcounty area were not used in the update process.
In such cases the percent change in AG! 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 BEA 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 July 1875 and 1973 population
estimates, respectively.

REVISION OF 1973 POPULATION AND
1972 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES

The July 1, 1973 population and calendar year
1972 per capita income estimates presented in this
report supersede those estimates published earlier in

8 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 populatior 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 (i.e.,
resident population excluding members of the
Armed Forces living in barracks, inmates of long-
term hospitals and prisons, and full-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 simitar 1970 tests for
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In
summary, the State estimates averaging Component
Method !l 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 local 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 esti-
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 results of the method against those of
the “standard”’ methods tested in 1870 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
only 1.5 percent for the smallest size category.

The findings indicate no directional bias in the
Administrative Records method either for all States
or by size. It shouid also be noted that the Admin-
istrative Records estimate falls in the middie 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.



Table A. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the
Average of Component Method Il 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)....ecoo. esnoacae 1.0 0.5 0.9 1.5
Number of States,.... Geovoscecosoenoa 51 16 18 17
With differences of:
Less than 1 percent..... Geesoesoase 32 14 12 6
1 to 2 percentece.eovococcaas vecoas 13 2 4 7
2 percent and OVEer....ccovooooo0 oeo 6 - 2 4
Where Administrative Records wasg:
Higher....cote00c00000sc0000c000eso0 24 7 9 8
LOWEeTr: s s e oao ceoeo saecoboscoovaa 27 9 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)

Counties with 1,000 or more 1970 population | Counties
A1l with less
Item ountie 50.000 25,000 10,000 1,000 | than 1,000
¢ 1 Total ’ to to to 1970
or more 50,000 | 25,000 10,000 | population
Average percent difference .
(disregarding sign)ececcoss 3.3 3.2 1.8 2.7 3.2 4,b 11.7
Number of counties or
equivalentsS..ooscocovvavoso 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26
With differences of:
Less than 1 percent..... 736 733 215 159 228 131 3
L to 3 percents.o.voocos 1,153 1,145 311 213 373 248 8
3 to 5 percente..coeecos 647 645 109 123 212 201 2
5 to 10 percente.ees.vess 471 467 42 58 167 200 4
10 percent and over..... 136 127 2 14 37 74 9




Comparison of these results for States and coun-
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
should 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 1o
an increased variability in the Method 1] and Regres-
sion method results as to a tendency for the Admin-
istrative Records estimates to wander.

At the county level, the findings over time are
more mixed. The level of difference for all counties
indicates littie 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 counties 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. In gen-
eral, there appears to be some decrease of corre-
spondence in the State level figures that should be
monitored in coming vears, 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 accurate (1.8 per-
cent difference), the areas may not be assumed to be
representative of the 39,000 units of government
covered by the Administrative Records estimating
system, and the time segment evaluated refers only
10 a 2-year period.

A more representative group of special censuses
in 86 areas selected particularly for evaluation pur-
poses was conducted in 1973. 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,

"Meyer 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)

Number of areas with differences of:
Average
percent
Area differ- | Under 3| 3 to 5 |5 to 10 10
ence percent | percent | percent percent
’ and over
ALl areas (86)2...veuveeen.. .. 5.9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (59).ccvce. seescoeoe .6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27)....... oo 6 6 5 6 10

Disregarding sign,

?A11 areas have population under 20,000 persons,



8

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 | 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 reiated 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 PCl. 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 faken are relatively small. The PCl estimates
are based upon data from the 1970 census, which
are subject to sampling variability due to the size of

the areas. Consequently, PCl 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
results 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
PC!l using the 86 areas as standards. The estimates
were made available 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 available.



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

of symbols, see text)

NEBR. 9
Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

r subcounty areas with a
For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)Y -

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY s APRIL s 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »

JULY 1. 1973 1970 1972 1969 10

1975 | {(REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER {PERCENT 1974 | (REVISEDY 1969 1974

STATE OF NEBRASKA,,se0. L B43 678 1 529 506 | 1 485 333 58 345 3.9 4 508 3 539 2 797 6le2

ADAMS COUNTYsovnoonavovan 29 839 30 805 30 553 =714 w23 4 868 3 630 2 890 68,4
AYR, guesosconnsaosonssncosasn 132 132 140 ] 5,7 3 506 2 704 2 136 64, 1
HOLSTEIN s encsososesssosnsnnss 193 208 231 w38 | «16.5 4 ou7 3 Hak 2 662 85,8
HASTINGSososonssosunconcncose 22 633 23 526 23 580 U7 4,0 5 033 3 801 3019 66,7
JUNIATA, covvecoponsssssscnons bUY 560 480 164 34,2 4 051 2 o 2 209 83,4
KENESAW, s eeososoconasoncosooa 726 783 728 -2 =0,3 5 221 3 874 2 888 80.8
ROSELAND . ocoeosesnsssssssens 242 210 212 30 1,2 4 107 2 808 2 553 6049
PROSSER ¢ souusesassossscssnonns 70 80 70 - - 3 390 2 299 1871 81,2
TRUMBULL (PART),csccvocessuse 4 4 4 - - 4 548 3 415 2 748 65,7
AYR TOWNSHIP.,es0vo000ncsusnsca 245 329 314 33 9.9 4 997 3673 2 7018 85,0
BLAINE TOWNSHIP, . vecssossvnss 765 705 654 11 17,0 4 032 3 264 2 659 5146
COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP . vuvvooes 335 357 403 =681 16,9 4 34y 2 962 2 334 86,2
DENVER TOWNSHIP,cesesonsenoss 1156 1 180 1139 17 1.5 3 865 2 670 2 026 90,8
HANOVER TOWNSHIP.vevssoesoosne 226 217 189 37 19,6 4 164 2846 2 554 63.0
HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP.uososonsnas 437 460 398 39 9.8 5 98% 4 088 3 302 81,3
JUNIATA TOWNSHIPssassesooases 949 877 751 198 26,4 4 032 2 746 2 245 79.6
KENESAW TOWNSHIPocoosesovoons 904 976 934 =30 3,2 4 889 3 338 2 754 775
LITTLE BLUE TOWNSHIP....00wes 210 220 226 w16 =Tl 5 510 3 627 2 929 81,3
LOGAN TOWNSHIP, . sovsssesnase 108 122 123 wiB ] wiZe2 4 243 2 897 2 127 99,5
ROSELAND TOWNSHIPaaesseasanse 507 462 491 16 3.3 4 263 2 902 2 370 7949
SILVER LAKE TOWNSHIP,...co0es 144 178 178 =341 =19, 4 136 2 826 2 282 81.2
VERONA TOWNSHIP, avuesssassnna 293 297 288 3 1.7 3 920 2 673 2 202 78,0
WANDA TOWNSHIP.,cosscoressnes 227 242 236 -9 w38 4 193 3 184 2 571 63,1
WEST BLUE TOWNSHIP.asosavesas 344 343 324 17 5.2 3 649 2 773 2 249 62,2
ZERO TOWNSHIP,eoenavevncnsass 258 317 325 wbT | @w20.6 4 322 3 180 2 337 84,9
ANTELOPE COUNTY . avvonsoes 9 248 9 058 9 047 201 2.2 4 059 3 128 2 148 89,0
CLEARWATER o nvsoassosssvoenss 369 404 398 w29 7,3 3 587 3 023 2 140 67,6
BRUNSWICK cueonenorsoovnsvansncs 191 200 229 «38 | wi6,6 4 395 3 040 2 230 97,1
ORCHARD 4 0 esnssanssosssansnns 493 468 167 26 5.6 3 907 3 397 2 034 92.4
ELGIN, seooannvsosasonnvsnsane 934 942 917 17 1.9 3 856 2 173 2 030 96,0
NELIGH.usvoenessecnsacrsonass 1 958 1834 1 764 194 11,0 4 645 3 620 2 416 92,3
OAKDALE sesasonvesoassssssnsnas 321 319 322 -] 043 4 182 2 824 i 964 112.9
83 77 86 3 3,5 3 B85 3 257 2 328 66,9

TILDEN (PART),consevsorvonsae 262 270 262 - - 4 809 3 447 2 384 89,1
BAZILE TOWNSHIP.:.souosssecsoes 252 234 235 17 7.2 3397 2 609 1 681 10261
BLAINE TOWNSHIP,evusssseeonns 185 1.82 204 ~19 9,3 3 278 2 506 1733 89,2
BURNETT TOWNSHIP.eosrssssoasse 219 218 249 «30 | «12,0 4 873 3 444 2 382 104,6
CEDAR TOWNSHIP., v soeesscncoss 286 287 294 8 «2,7 3 380 2 864 1T 89,2
CLEARWATER TOWNSHIP.ss0evases 558 598 601 =43 -T2 3 350 2 847 2 009 66,7
CRAWFORD TOWNSHIP,oueosssoons 284 263 252 32 12,7 5 48y 4 179 3 021 81,5
CUSTER TOWNSHIP, ivsesvesnssss 214 210 175 39 22,3 3 403 2 687 1 858 83,2
EDEN TOWNSHIP,ousnsenesossses 205 192 199 6 3,0 3 869 2 689 2 125 82,1
ELGIN TOWNSHIP, ssoccsvavcnns 167 172 161 6 3.7 4 170 3 243 2 242 86,0
ELLSWORTH TOWNSHIP.osoeosasns 350 3548 408 -85 «13,6 4 083 2 831 2 002 103,9
ELM TOWNSHIP, .o uvranoanssvss 167 168 147 20 13,6 4 678 3 877 2 608 794
FRENCHTOWN TOWNSHIP.censosona 159 162 176 -17 9,7 3 136 2 669 1 845 70,0
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP.oasssosenrs 649 630 643 6 0.9 4 095 3 484 2 162 89 .4
GRANT TOWNSHIPsyeonosavesnnos 254 220 200 54 27.0 3 629 2 963 2 049 7744
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP.ccosssenossy 160 153 150 10 6,7 6 035 5 134 3 550 70,0
LOGAN TOWNSHIP..neossssoasene 1 256 1277 1 242 14 1.1 3 632 2 583 1 940 87.2
NELIGH TOWNSHIP.soevcesvncsse 284 292 285 -1 =0k 3 964 3 376 2 075 91,0
OAKDALE TOWNSHIP.sessaneesnee 493 480 492 1 0.2 3 930 2 759 1 936 103.0
ORD TOWNSHIP . usevoscsscssnss 149 135 138 2 1.4 3 965 3 031 2 096 89.2
ROYAL TOWNSHIP.,es0000u0a0us0 267 229 247 20 8,1 3 567 3 0M2 2 101 69,8
SHERMAN TOWNSHIPesoossneacoes 115 107 127 =12 N 3 567 2 727 1 886 89,1
STANTON TOWNSHIP,weeesssensse 144 153 164 =20 | «12.2 3 010 2 373 1 641 834
VERDIGRIS TOWNSHIPooososavenes 92 90 92 - - 3 351 2 854 1 755 90.9
WILLOW TOWNSHIP ,eesooconsnses 128 140 143 =15 | «10,5 4 693 3 258 2 253 108,3
ARTHUR COUNTYseasonnnoses 566 582 606 =40 b6 3 513 2 629 1 874 87,8
ARTHUR . s osoonsasasonsssssasss 155 162 175 =24, =13,7 3 418 2 457 1795 90.4
BANNER COUNTYoovesessonse 940 976 1 034 w0l =9,1 8 230 5 299 3 014 17301
BLAINE COUNTYoosconensose 842 844 847 =5 046 4 109 2 651 2 304 78,3
BREWSTERcocoosvrccnsasanssses 35 53 54 ~19 | =35,2 4 473 2 657 3274 36,6
DUNNING, sonscscsnsasocvoascas 170 158 162 8 4.9 1 945 1 157 1 612 20,7
HALSEY (PART).aasonessncsssss 6 5 3 3| 100, 3 215 1 910 2 357 36,4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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Table 1. JULY &, 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

ect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a

(1970 population and related per capita income ﬁgbres refl 4
1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the
of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE, PERCENT
JULY 1 APRIL 15 1970 T0 1978 CHANGE 5
JULY 1, 1973 1970 1972 1969 T0
19751 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 1974} (REVISED) 1969 1974
BOONE COUNTY.cssovansooons 8 064 7 864 8 190 =126 =15 3 380 2 682 2 231 51,5
ALBION, s soqocasvescasasassnsne 2 089 2 074 2 074 15 0.7 5 058 3 935 3172 59,5
CEDAR RAPIDS..upesecssasscnsns 42t 410 4u9 «25 “5,6 3 488 2 680 2 373 47,0
PETERSBURG.cssvo0o0sssassonns 324 345 370 461 =12.4 3 255 2 678 2110 54,3
PRIMROSE 4000 nsosacesosnaunasos a1 96 88 T ~8,0 2 946 2 31 2 104 40,0
ST EDWARD ¢ soavvasvoscssscnnas 1013 865 853 160 18,8 3 352 2 655 2 335 43,6
BOX BUTTE COUNTYsoaeeasss 10 480 9 770 10 094 386 3.8 4 997 3 462 2 396 108,6
ALLIANCE s pooooesscsesoscssncs 6 990 6 536 6 862 128 1.9 5 190 3 554 2 588 100,8
HEMINGFORD oo s nvascoosotoosase a07 664 734 73 9.9 5 211 3 418 2 194 137.8
BOYD COUNTY.csoesscvasses 3 874 3 666 3 752 178 =447 3 138 2 231 1619 93,7
NAPER, sscassncssnssascnsassas 153 146 159 -6 =3,8 3 476 2 724 2 316 5041
BRISTOW, cosecoscsonsesssonnsse 119 130 127 -8 6.3 3 247 2 429 1 666 94,9
MONOW I escononsasvnonsansnssass 16 16 16 - - 3 139 2 427 1 568 100,2
ANOKA o soseasnasscsaosoncssons 30 28 25 5 2040 2 793 1 951 1 404 98,9
BUTTE evsvononsncarsossosssnns 457 494 575 w118 =20.5 3 742 2 533 1 990 88,0
LYNCH s soosososoasveosasnssse 379 381 375 4 Lol 3 392 2 658 1 866 81.8
GROSS.sossocsvssasoncossonans 8 8 8 - - 3 005 2 145 1 541 §5,0
SPENCER s sssvevsasosvsncsonss 600 593 606 -6 “1s0 3 937 2 799 L 944 102.5
BASIN TOWNSHIP,,ocsesvseanssse 497 5051 - 505 =8 “1.6 2 734 1 969 1 598 71,1
BRISTOW TOWNSHIP.... cveae 210 227 227 «17 «7:5 3 085 2 168 1 482 108,2
BUSH TOWNSHIP.osssassecansnss 123 134 138 w180 =10.9 3 086 2 415 1 856 98,3
BUTTE TOWNSHIP:oseasescsancrs 829 827 919 «90 “948 3 096 2 153 1673 85,1
LYNCH TOWNSHIP,,s00es0as0ssss 542 538 532 10 1.9 3 098 2 364 1 624 90.8
MCCULLEY TOWNSHIP,.ososssoans 160 161 153 i 4,6 3 610 2 438 1 581 128,3
MORTON TOWNSHIP,cocvsvancossns 192 206 231 =39 «16,9 2 655 2 0%0 1395 90,3
MULLEN TOWNSHIP, coacsscsovsas 74 85 73 1 Le# 3 539 2 345 1697 108.5
SPENCER TOWNSHIP.ssaoscocsons 947 982 974 «27] - =248 3 409 2 342 1 672 103.9
BROWN COUNTYosvacesovnonns 4 196 4 141 4 021 175 44 3 936 2 852 2 168 81.5
AINSHORTH, socenoasosssnssaass 2 243 2 211 2 073 170 4 395 2 921 2 328 88,8
JOHNSTOWN g evocscnsovencoencns 79 81 82 =3 =37 3 ous 2 307 1 963 55,3
LONG PINE,sssossocnaescsnaase 414 369 363 51 14 3 105 2 536 1907 62,8
BUFEALO COUNTYsevcoesnnse 31 622 31 662 31 222 400 143 4 092 3 018 2 457 66,5
RIVERDALE ¢4 esoseesassnassancs 186 167 158 31 20,0 3 403 2 324 2 207 54,2
MILLER. cocasnsssasocsoasosans 109 125 130 =211 =16e2 4 472 3 529 2 TH4 63,0
ELM CREEK.qccsasssosoavccvsas 796 806 798 «2 043 3 872 2 997 2 489 58,6
GIBBONusaesonstcooncavnansans 1411 1 454 1 388 23 1.7 3 504 2 601 2 102 66,6
AMMERST e aonssossosncsscoaanse 274 273 259 12 4.6 2 784 2 092 1 784 56,1
KEARNEY , s ssvacocosonosncasces 19 333 19 435 19 181 152 0.8 4 279 3 160 2 877 66.0
PLEASANTON, oo swsovavssvoscase 289 264 261 28 10.7 4 593 3 633 2 746 673
RAVENNA, ¢ cassosssoosassnsanas 1 250 1 338 1 356 ~106 =78 3 914 3 104 2 452 59,6
SHELTON:sssssasvesassvosavsce 1102 1034 1 028 4 7.2 4 222 2 915 2 353 79,4
ARMANDA TOWNSHIP,..s0c00cancas 222 236 249 ~27! =10.8 3 282 2 739 2 269 44,6
BEAVER TOWNSHIP ,asuossucosnsns 176 179 173 3 1e7 3 739 3 170 2 394 56,2
CEDAR TOWNSHIPa uswvecosansos 264 242 24, 23 9.5 2 958 2 080 1 883 57,1
CENTER TOWNSHIP , ivsvecsonsnse 662 612 575 87 15,1 4 185 3 Q42 2 833 65,2
CHERRY CREEK TOWNSHIPorsoneas 142 151 135 7 5,2 3 645 2 754 2 268 60.7
COLLINS TOWNSHIP.oacocosnvans 920 864 909 11 1.2 2 949 2 224 1 836 6046
DIVIDE TOWNSHIP,.vecevacannne 294 319 303 -2 3,0 3 451 2 349 2 094 64,8
ELM CREEK TOWNSHIP..eecuncaca 1 091 1 103 1 083 8 0,7 3 944 2 941 2 425 6246
GARDNER TOWNSHIP, 0ossssasnas 180 178 172 8 47 3 760 2 934 2 416 55,6
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP.coscosnosoa 302 204 294 8 2.7 3 599 2 466 2 132 68,8
GIBBON TOWNSHIP ,avusesascvson 1 a7% 1 923 1797 82 4.6 3 893 2 772 2 220 75,4
GRANT TOWNSHIPG eosneonnvcsaes 469 474 447 22 4,9 2 840 2 294 1 895 49,9
HARRISON TOWNSHIP.oosssossocs 81 a8 100 19l 19,0 2 193 1 859 1 4od 56,2
LOGAN TOWNSHIP: ,ocaoasscocnne 101 148 117 «16] 13,7 3 464 2 891 2 384 48,4
LOUP TOWNSHIP .o .aeasseaoasnns 500 439 463 37 8,0 4 097 3 167 2 393 71,2
ODESSA TOWNSHIP iasponesanvona 290 307 326 =36 #11.0 5 009 3 542 2 897 72,9
PLATTE TOWNSHIP ,iearevoaconscs 203 205 198 5, 2.5 4 080 3 082 2 538 60,8
RIVERDALE TOWNSHIP.csooesosas 633 570 547 a6 15,7 3 319 2 573 2 184 52,0
RUSCO TOWNSHIP: s svavsssseconns 235 202 187 48 25,7 4 833 3 296 2 Tik 7841
SARTORIA TOWNSHIP,ovecosevace 132 131 130 2 1.5 3 363 2 540 2 092 60,8
SCHNEIDER TOWNSHIP..s0sacesas 228 246 239 w1l 446 3213 2 368 1 789 79,6
SCOTT TOWNSHIPo,aeecsonsnsonse 148 136 1336 17 13,0 3 447 2 350 1 934 7842
SHARON TOWNSHIP .ceoscosascnes 217 283 243 26 =10.7 3 493 2 382 1 964 78,1
SHELTON TOWNSHIP,uoeasoecnsan 1 361 1 285 1 289 72 5.6 4 622 3 449 2 483 86,1
THORNTON TOWNSHIP.4oose 180 211 200 =20| =10.0 3 466 2 363 i 946 78,1
VALLEY TOWNSHIP ;os00esvenosse 129 130 137 =8 =5.8 3 448 2 357 1 941 77:6

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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

ures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a

(1970 population and related per capita income fig
the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000,
of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE PERCENT
JULY $» APRIL Ls 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY Ls 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975 | (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
BURT COUNTY aosons6o0usans 8 969 8 911 9 247 «278 «3,0 3 821 3 354 2 594 47,3
CRATIG, vosvovassonsasaosasavos 255 251 295 w0 | w136 3 294 2 688 2 432 35,4
DECATUR coesnossessnsecosconce 625 664 679 «54 8,0 3 538 2 768 2 044 72,1
LYONS.uooooso0atanvsvsseocosna 1 101 1117 147 «76 w6, 5 4 715 3 855 2 774 70,0
OAKLAND s co00aaosnsononsoosnns i 314 1 315 1 355 w4 3,2 3 335 3017 2 374 40,5
TEKAMAH , ¢ o ossoasacossscosssno 1 864 1 810 1 8u8 16 0.9 4 395 3 880 2 929 50,1
ARIZONA TOWNSHIP.sscossssosnsa 412 420 445 -33 =74 3 688 3 446 2 737 34,7
BELL CREEK TOWNSHIP,.00sse0os 424 408 380 41 10,8 3 996 3 514 2 929 36,4
CRALG TOWNSHIP . s000as0csss0c 759 725 817 =58 wlyl 3 373 2 715 2 395 40,8
DECATUR TOWNSHIPsuovoosovesse o4 970 989 wlhs wlf 6 3 4us 2 827 z 148 60.4
EVERETT TOWNSHIPassasosossnono 1 362 1 376 1447 =85 «5o9 4 485 3 690 2 644 69,6
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ,sso0vsasnssacs 287 338 379 w92 ] w283 3085 2 978 2 312 33,4
OAKLAND TOWNSHIPsoocoavssonse 296 324 317 =21 6,6 3 340 3 227 2 411 38.5
PERSHING TOUNSHIP...:eses00e0 224 208 245 w21 8.6 2 951 2 84y 2 448 20,5
QUINNEBAUGH TOWNSHIP,cussssas 153 132 108 45 41,7 3 138 2 760 z 017 55,2
RIVERSIDE TOWNSHIP.csssrssvae 154 157 159 =5 w34l 2 967 2 613 2 028 46,3
SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP,sess000 204 206 222 -18 w84l 3 345 3 147 2 403 39,2
SUMMIT TOWNSHIP,.veecunsessss 576 521 536 40 7.5 4 244 4 09¢ 3 372 259
BUTLER COUNTYiueoasssnsss 9 232 9 181 9 461 =229 w2 ol 4 147 2 ou3 2 316 79,4
OCTAVIA, eacacsnossvonncsnosse 98 103 97 1 1.0 3 116 2 968 2 053 51,8
DAVID CITYuosaouessunsossssove 2 365 2 332 2 380 w15 =0.6 4 715 3 587 2 40 7241
ABIE o,voesvessspssssnassanson 92 80 78 14 17.9 2 583 5 970 1598 61,6
BRAINARD s eossenssssssssrncas 348 348 |- 309 39 12,6 3 635 2 574 1908 90,5
LINWOOD, ssooncvenensnntasssns 96 102 108 =121 =ii.l 3 410 2 487 2 020 68,8
RISING CITY.oovesssoovansonss 326 307 344 Y] 5,2 3 788 2 747 2 502 5104
SURPRISE,ussssocoosesssarssssne T4 76 77 w3 =39 2 881 ) 884 1 487 93,7
DHIGHT sosovessvssrssscasrenss 191 199 224 =33! «=14,7 3 737 2 593 2 124 75,9
BELLWOOD yoovscoosssosssnssans 349 339 364 -2 w33 3 784 2 702 2 433 55,5
BRUNO4asasossssusrsvosssnsonse 132 130 142 wl0 =740 3 222 2 280 1 694 902
ULYSSES.csosaurnsesvecnsunnos 315 308 | . 312 3 1.0 i 698 3 382 2 597 80,9
GARRISON,savosvascssassersans 54 65 60 w§ | =15,0 3 497 2 441 1 899 84,1
ALEXIS TOWNSHIP, o vosunsoscsss 429 392 381 48 12,6 2 901 2 021 1 590 82,5
BONE CREEK TOWNSHIP,,es0s000s 425 437 416 9 2.2 3 762 3077 2 257 66,7
CENTER TOWNSHIP ,sevvsevcsssse 286 287 316 =30 «9,5 4 378 3 008 2 587 69.2
FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP.socasossoas 327 334 361 =34 =9,4 3 564 2 524 2 022 76,3
LINWOOD TOWNSHIP,veeososasasns 335 323 334 4 1.2 1 228 790 641 91,6
OAK CREEK TOWNSHIP:voosserscs 615 625 601 14 2.3 2 830 2 060 1 496 89,2
OLIVE TOWNSHIP,,0e00000cc000s 253 279 306 =53] =17,3 14 000 6 769 4 904 124,3
PLATTE TOWNSHIP,.cecsessenasse 168 184 193 w25 | «13,0 3 276 2 523 2 071 58,2
PLUM CREEK TOWNSHIP,csssasrsns 281 300 319 w38 =11,9 2 164 1 554 1225 76,7
READING TOWNSHIP..ecoesssssss 640 593 608 32 5,3 4 818 3 195 2 765 4,2
READ TOWNSHIP . uosssoorsccsoas 352 354 360 =8 =2,2 4 076 2 616 2 257 80,6
RICHARDSON TOWNSHIP . oscrevse 435 hy2 48] =46 9,6 3 297 2 332 1 880 7544
SAVANNAH TOWNSHIP,sosescreacs 774 757 738 36 4,9 3 937 2 182 2 hou 63,8
SKULL CREEK TOWNSHIP..ucsenoo 396 400 440 =441 «10,0 3 031 2 246 1 678 80,6
SUMMIT TOWNSHIP . 4seoosesevcnes 256 254 261 -5 =ie9 4 035 2 864 2 253 7941
ULYSSES TOWNSHIPooronsesrevas 583 551 604 w2l w3,5 5 057 3 284 2 B33 99,6
UNION TOBNSHIP.,scoosescrescs 314 340 365 w51] «14,0 5 066 3 101 2 372 113,6
CASS COUNTY ovavoovascoas 19 704 19 626 18 076 1 628 9,0 3 782 3 090 2 511 50,6
ALVO4aosonsesscsavssssasnanae 152 155 151 1 0.7 3 415 3 107 2 488 37,3
AVOCA s vosoasnssensonacsssonca 224 234 229 -8 3,5 2 662 2 659 2 129 25,0
CEDAR CREEK,oospavsenvcsvusas 261 216 119 1421 119,3 3 049 3 046 2 439 25,0
EAGLE 4 yossssoonosssssvesscons 634 604 444 193 43,8 3 438 2 945 2 622 31,1
ELMWOOD , sossnsvanssvanesssvon 633 587 548 85 15,5 3 867 3 317 2 474 56,3
GREENWOOD v osvceosssvesscsons 534 534 506 28 5,5 3 260 2 826 2 598 25,5
LOUISVILLE sseooyososessescsscs 9991 - 1 089 1 036 ~37 3,6 4 376 3 963 3037 Hhol
MANLEY ¢ coasvsovososcsnccsonne 169 171 150 191 12,7 3 562 3 039 2 233 59,5
MURDOCK s o6 sssovencossasansocs 250 245 262 w12 -l o6 3 411 3 166 2 535 34,6
MURRAY ¢ s ovosssacoososnosrenan 436 361 286 150 52,4 3 450 3 372 2 700 27.8
NEHAWKA . s vseoasasesessosnnron 350 350 298 52 17,4 3 289 3 021 2 330 Hi,2
PLATTSMOUTH s ononensaassrcocs & 844 6 966 6 371 473 7.4 3 48% 2 893 2 422 43,9
SOUTH BENDusosssasssasssscosaa 103 104 86 17 19,8 2 237 2 235 1790 25,0
UNTON,sesusnsoponcuossesnsnne 328 294 275 53 19,3 3 134 2 835 2 349 33,3
WEEPING WATER,weconvosncsrsene 1 245 1 203 1143 102 8.9 3 468 3 024 2 373 46,1
CEDAR COUNTYocoeoasorsnss 11 883 11 850 12 192 =309 w25 2 660 2 247 1 655 60,7
BELDEN. sunssacusoesaccosrsoon 168 168 162 6 3,7 3 706 3 468 2 239 65,5
COLERIDGEgsssosovssnsrnssnsan 634 629 608 26 4,3 3 460 2 822 2 126 62,7
FORDYCE , ywosossssconcssescnss 140 138 146 b b, 4 5 674 3 112 2 029 8lal
HARTINGTON s ccssenrvcvnnernanc 1 537 1 533 1 581 =44 -2,8 3 384 2 873 2 183 54,9
LAUREL s cpevenssnsssscnssssass 8814 931 1 009 ~128| «12.7 2 912 2 623 2 004 45,3
MAGNET o cansaasnpssecsocsssosnse 57 63 88 31| =35,2 2 397 2 210 1732 38,4
OBERT,,, iewesvesessusenn 38 15 36 2 5,6 2 123 1 964 1 442 47,2
RANDOLPH,sseno0eorenosscrscns 1 107 1 108 1130 =23 w2a0 2 596 2 298 1 833 81,6

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE
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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

ures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a

(1970 population and related per capita income fig
t the ‘1970 census figure. For details and meaning

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and no
of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)Y
AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 15 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1, 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
19751 {(REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
ST HELENA, senosoasssecconsssn 110 109 102 ] 7.8 1827 1 869 1 372 33,2
WYNOT . evooosavasnccsassssasaoe 219 233 226 =7 =31 2 621 2 425 1 780 47,2
CHASE COUNTYaosocssssonas 4 480 4 173 4 129 351 8.5 5 084 3 160 2 212 129.8
IMPERIALoassonnoasscnsassancse 1 900 1 714 1 589 311 19.6 4 958 2 840 2 135 1322
LAMAR s sanssessasssosssscsass 50 39 30 20 66,7 5 293 3 406 2 351 125,1
WAUNETA, gossconsussnescascava 2%i 694 738 =21 w28 5 256 3 820 2 851 166,0
CHERRY COUNTY.sususooasnee 7 025 6 151 6 BU6 179 2,6 4 735 3 599 2 660 78,0
CODY,snsososnoocnsesosssssoses 201 220 246 w5l «18,3 4 130 3 338 2 343 163
CROOKSTON, cooasooccanaosssonss 103 86 86 17 1908 2 935 2 170 1577 86,1
KILGORE s esonsavustsoornonnans 107 102 110 w3 “2.7 4 126 3 053 2 219 85,9
MERRIMAN o sonsvsossccssnnsacs 180 189 172 8 447 4 068 3 291 2 391 70,0
NENZEL o evnssansnssrasosssnnsse 29 32 27 2 74 2 984 2 210 1 606 85,8
VALENTINE ;ounovesoesnsosuancs 2 684 2 598 2 662 22 0.8 5 370 3 705 2 724 9741
WOOD LAKE,scusasnouosssrsansse 108 115 117 =9 wls? 4 195 3 103 2 255 86,0
CHEYENNE COUNTYoonavoovas . 10 672 10 641 10 778 «106 wiel 4 364 3 323 2 423 80.1
DALTONG soosansveacsusnsasoanse 382 332 354 28 7.9 5 100 3 860 2 433 109,68
GURLEYwvousonavensonsnnansnas 206 201 233 13 5.6 3 717 3 036 2 155 72.5
LODGEPOLE seosssovcanssnsncaas 263 365 407 whl|  =10.8 4 270 3 393 2 408 7763
POTTER e cqaunssovasessssasaasce 398 358 356 42 14.8 4 260 3 231 2 623 62.4
SIDNEYeeasnsceacasavossssnsns 6 150 6 166 6 403 253 =440 4 290 3 238 2 467 73.9
CLAY COUNTY coaassonenses 8 210 8 408 8 266 ~56 047 4 844 3 005 2 446 98,0
BARONYVILLE osovsasanssssaoass 74 70 74 - - 4 604 2 764 2 268 103,0 S
CLAY CENTER, pavssrsoacvsennsan 1 022 990 952 70 7.4 4 752 3 092 2 626 81,0
EDGAR, ensaasssvsvssaancanoves 690 677 707 «17 Pra 4 402 2 711 2 146 1051
DEWEESE 4 ¢ ovoncvcoosoeasasonos 49 58 86 w37|  wd3.0 3 083 1 814 1 369 1258,2
FAIRFIELDyovsovoossosssonnsas 549 530 487 62 1247 3 821 2 526 2 167 7643
GLENVIL esasovsosoonnsssancons 324 367 332 -8 2.4 4 332 3 233 2 353 84,1
HARVARD 4 ¢ v osnsonsssaaneassone 1191 1217 1 230 39 “3.2 4 672 3 201 2 701 73,0
TRUMBULL (PART) seesnsvasscnne 234 259 216 18 8,3 4 946 2 583 2 099 135.6
ONB,soosssssnooonscarosnonnns 117 129 129 =12 9,3 6 388 3 325 2 537 151.8
SUTTONcwososssnnnssannnsnsnns 1 326 1 401 1 361 =35 =246 4 799 3 109 2 492 92,6
EDGAR TOWNSHIP . vsssesssvansas 801 795 821 w20 =24 4 336 2 661 2 119 104,6
ELDORADO TOWNSHIP.oaaovoavnoe 207 207 201 [ 3.0 4 526 2 623 2 384 90,1
FAIRFIELD TOWNSHIP, . eooes0v0s 787 787 789 -2 w043 3 768 2 376 2 021 86,4
GLENVIL TOWNSHIP,.eeevoensnca 439 508 477 38 «8.0 5 003 3 466 2 547 9644
HARVARD TOWNSHIP.vesevososcon 1 428 1 446 1 449 w2} =la4 4 917 3 238 2 684 83,2
INLAND TOWNSHIP .1 sevvescannse 142 144 122 20 16,4 5 375 3 148 2 441 12042
LEICESTER TOWNSHIP..soouavuss 384 426 385 -l 0.3 8 662 2 965 2 453 130.8
LEWIS TOWNSHIPoeossasavsonsnes 238 259 259 w2l 8,1 5 195| 2 873 2 338 122.2
LOGAN TOUNSHIP, sesssssnsnsas 235 255 263 «28] «10.6 5 896 2 928 2 231 150.8
LONE TREE TOWNSHIP.wowsenovon 117 114 127 «10 =749 4 474 2 TH5 2 229 100.7
LYNN. TOWNSHIP, ssasesorvsnasan 120 126 123 -3 =204 5 251 2 916 2 368 121.7
MARSHALL TOWNSHIP, oqsnnosvacs 124 104 100 24 24,0 4 788 2 589 2 103 1277
SCHOOL CREEK TOWNSHIP.weoscsos 256 251 258 3 =0,8 7 365 3 872 3 145 134,2
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP. coacncvasos 141 148 136 5 3.7 4 276 2 477 2 012 112.5
SPRING RANCH TOWNSHIP.uonssoe 206 208 204 2 10 5 868 3 599 2 923 100,8
SUTTON TOWNSHIP, uvennosessass 237 239 239 2 =08 4 295 2 623 2 135 104.2
COLFAX COUNTYuoonososnanse 9 672 9 532 9 498 174 1.8 3 654 2 799 2 368 54,3
CLARKSON, cosacvascsseracasass 725 727 805 «80 «9.9 3 550 2 945 2 396 48,2
HOWELLS.escocosnsssasssonsans 652 674 682 30 alhy b 3 390 2 381 2 198 54,2
LEIGHoovaoovasavnsssnanonanss 499 505 501 -2 «0 4 3 686 2 819 2 404 53,3
RICHLAND , 46 voponssasnsssnvsss 144 127 123 21 1704 3 203 2 749 2 520 27.1
ROGERS s «noosasonnssaassssases 119 102 95 24 25,3 § 036 2 940 2 444 65,1
SCHUYLER ; sasovovscoonsssacose 3 139 3 669 3 597 142 3.9 4 102 3072 2 594 58,4
CUMING COUNTYssnousanavas 11 958 11 960 12 034 w76 0.6 3 617 2 873 2 263 59.8
BANCROF Toossnaenscnnesscaanss 515 514 545 ~30 5,5 4 662 3 467 2 508 83.5
BEEMER . yooscesnosvsnsssosvnvs 736 731 699 37 843 3 437 2 538 2 110 6249
WEST POINTaowwoneconnsnsaanna 3 413 3 415 3 385 28 0.8 4 323 3193 2 525 T1.2
WISNER s ¢ aunonsossosesonsnsoan 1 287 1 288 1 315 =28 =2l 4 511 3 958 2 884 56,6
BANCROFT TOWNSHIP. . sas0ss0a0s 870 845 876 b 0,7 4 132 3 197 2 319 78,2
BEEMER TOWNSHIP,vassevvesense 992 1 001 990 2 0.2 3 383 2 494 2 055 64,6
BISMARCK TOWNSHIP.oeesnenosas 360 402 376 16 wthy3 3 314 2 851 2 582 2844
BLAINE TOWNSHIP,yeoooeasssces| 270 274 2064 6 243 1 948 1 712 1 243 57,0
CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP, 0evsnoone 316 330 © 345 w29 =84 3 811 2 818 2 042 86,6
CUMING TOWNSHIP,cocovsvcunase 355 369 386 ~31 =80 2 420 2 120 1 920 26,0
ELKHORN TOWNSHIP:ssaovsananss 514 490 495 19 3,8 2 334 2 057 1 651 4104

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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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 annexatio
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capi
of symbols, see text)

ns since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
ta income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CARITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS) :

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 15 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE
JULY Ls 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
19751 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974 | {REVISED) 1969 1974
GARFIELD TOWNSHIPcsuavsossose 457 430 450 7 1,6 3 168 2 811 2 224 42,4
GRANT TOWNSHIP ., acocccssvcans 293 310 291 2 0,7 1 995 145 1 336 49,3
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP.cconcocavone 442 444 434 8 1.8 4 407 3 259 2 412 82,7
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ., vsvosssoscnce 408 403 423 15 =35 2 230 1 686 1827 46,0
MONTEREY TOWNSHIP.oouesonsoss 399 404 448 Wt | ©10,9 2 965 2 568 2 068 43,4
NELIGH TOWNSHIP, oososacavsesn 344 340 349 =5 wlet 2 907 2 400 1 889 53,9
ST CHARLES TOWNSHIP..sacoence 47y 446 393 78 19,8 2 759 2 421 1 949 45,6
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP.ooossscsceno 501 496 528 27 5,1 3 026 2 654 2 227 35,9
WISNER TOWNSHIP, sooosoocncsse 266 274 286 20 7,0 3 263 2 864 2 306 41,5
CUSTER COUNTYaovacesncons 14 118 14 235 14 092 | 26 0.2 4 647 3 330 2 862 8104
MASON CITYosonovovocnsncsvaas 185 189 196 =11 =5,6 3 192 2 498 2 068 54,4
ANSLEY s asoovsosoacassovavsaoa 595 624 631 =36 5,7 4 076 3 137 2 529 61.2
ARNOLD s v soovosonncosvonvosune 719 738 752 w33 wlp, b 4 674 3 134 z 378 115,3
BERWYN.eocosnososssosssonnses 107 93 110 <3 «2,7 3 680 2 875 2 216 66,1
BROKEN BOWaososesonsanasesnsose 3 962 3 976 3 734 228 6.1 5 132 3 499 2 804 83,0
COMSTOCK gy usnoownsonansavocay 157 158 155 2 1.3 3 527 2 798 2 120 66,4
CALLAWAY . yavoonuscnsactosonss 513 545 523 =10 1.9 4 459 3 460 2 372 88,0
MERNA s o s osavsancsasasesaorces 367 361 322 45 14,0 4 537 3 009 2274 99,5
SARGENT, yesoovscovssssncssnas 752 758 789 | =37 wlf 7 5 004 3 502 2 506 99,7
ANSELMO . coosscsanccvsavcscons 160 160 180 «20f =1i.l 4 120 2 922 2 294 79,6
OCONTO 4 evoenssspevonssrsoacsn 116 122 155 w391 w25,2 4 209 3 286 2 486 69,3
ALGERNON TOWNSHIP..ossevssson 512 531 525 wl3 =2,5 3 082 2 427 2 022 52,4
ANSLEY TOWNSHIP ,seoaesncossos 785 828 84 «56 6,7 4 015 3 159 2 559 56,9
ARNOLD TOWNSHIP, cvsuosacuosne 1 067 1 054 1097 =30 2,7 4 283 2 909 2 070 106.9
BERWYN TOWNSHIP, ivvoessocosns 355 352 328 27 8.2 3 548 2 799 2 207 60,7
BROKEN BOW TOWNSHIP . eevsvnes 716 747 660 56 8.5 4 257 3 046 2 47 7263
CLIFF TOWNSHIP:, 0050500020005 268 270 |- 272 =4 =165 3 245 2 347 1 805 79.8
COMSTOCK TOWNSHIP.acssoovsuns 274 267 277 -6 -2,2 3 585 2 829 2 124 68,8
CORNER TOWNSHIP, . eoenvcoonnne 59 55 53 6 11,3 5 309 3 841 2 953 79.8
CUSTER TOWNSHIP,.co0cesssvsss 103 103 114 8 742 3 876 2 774 2 372 63,4
DELIGHT TOWNSHIP,s0vsoesncses 814 786 809 2 0.2 4 018 3 154 2 323 73,0
DOUGLAS GROVE TOWNSHIP....00s 103 119 155 «52] =33,5 3 696 2 674 2 056 79,8
EAST CUSTER TOWNSHIP.,.vous004 81 81 81 - - 3 679 2 662 2 o4é 79,8
ELIM TOWNSHIP .oy seoesceescnca 254 246 234 17 7.3 11 044 7 989 6 142 79,8
ELK CREEK TOWNSHIP.icsevoososs 228 231 229 -1 0ol 5 178 4 083 2 852 Bl,6
GARFIELD TOWNSHIP.ssvosacvnns 179 175 160 19 11,9 5 459 3 950 3 037 79,7
GRANT TOWNSHIP..sveceovcencns 98 102 95 3 3.2 9 835 7 114 4 968 98,0
HAYES TOWNSHIP, . s00s000s00s0s 87 83 72 15 20,8 3 753 2 715 2 088 79,7
KILFOIL TOWNSHIP.eossvosnsses 709 708 681 28 4ol 4 620 3.078 2 352 96,4
LILLIAN TOWNSHIP.cweoscsossss 237 256 232 [ 2.2 3 318 2 476 1 904 el
LOUP TOWNSHIP,0p0eseeescnnons 237 240 239 =2 =0,8 3 047 2 401 1 846 6544
MILBURN TOWNSHIPssaneossssuse 91 104 110 =190 . =17,3 3 870 2 800 2 153 7947
MYRTLE TOWNSHIP,0o0nnonsneves 196 196 181 15 8,3 3 468 2 733 2 10} 65,1
RYNO TOWNSHIP,s4oe0eenoecosses 118 120 116 2 1.7 3 Buyg 2 566 1973 79,8
SARGENT TOWNSHIP.vsvssscssoss 963 973 997 =34 3.4 4 653 3 286 2 388 94,8
SPRING CREEK TOWNSHIP,.ususss 54 58 54 - - 1129 817 628 79.8
TRIUMPH TOWNSHIP4eusoesssonas 131 139 145 wllf 9,7 8 708 6 300 4 843 79,8
VICTORIA TOWNSHIP.,¢ovocossoes 499 523 574 =75 w13,1 3 188 2 512 1 866 70,8
WAYNE TOWNSHIP . 00s0escessncs 170 175 184 =14 ol 12 822 8 572 6 590 94 .6
WESTERVILLE TOWNSHIP, ess0ess 225 221 242 -1 «7.0 4 058 2 743 2 086 94,5
WEST UNION TOWNSHIP,.ecsseses 144 127 127 17 13,4 3 491 2 749 2 351 48,5
HOOD RIVER TOWNSHIP.,cecs00es 410 423 480 =701 =14,6 4 529 3877 2 531 78,9
DAKOTA COUNTY secosvoosns 15 321 14 498 13 137 2 184 16,6 3 994 3 31 2 593 54,0
DAKOTA CITYeeasscovososansasse 1 209 1192 1 057 152 14,4 3 596 3 217 2 496 44,
EMERSON (PART) s, eeos0ecesssns 261 208 176 85 48,3 3 823 3 140 2 394 59,7
HOMER s o sosaasscanasenvencsss 521 521 457 64 14,0 4 468 3 512 2 476 80,5
HUBBARD g g onnsosusnounessveasse 199 18l 181 48 31.8 2 090 1 867 1424 46,8
JACKSON, yyvvvcsonsnseansasans 233 241 232 1 0.4 3 683 3 025 2 307 59,6
SOUTH SIOUX CITYseonosescocses 8 421 8 184 7 920 504 6,3 4 212 3 429 2 135 54,0
DAWES COUNTYcoaesononoonn 9 443 9 3714 9 761 =318 3,3 3 873 2 988 2 286 69.4
CHADRON, s o soossassncconcsonse 5 394 5 594 5 921 «527 «8,9 4 089 2 885 2 342 N
CRAWFORD ¢y eonssonsrosorsssans 1 325 1 228 129} © 34 2.6 4 108 3 299 2 379 72,7
MARSLAND ; v s eoooussvonssosssns 38 21 17 211 123.5 3 565 3 006 2 254 58,2
WHITNEY e vonrnocssvonsosvesnsse 66 K2 82 ~16] =19,5 3 573 3 012 2 258 58,2
DAWSON COUNTYrcuoseeososs 20 895 20 148 19 711 1124 5.7 4 876 3 461 2 766 76,3
COZAD s oosnnsasonesnnsssnasss 4 231 4 259 4 225 6 0ol 4 711 3 481 2 824 66,8
EDDYVILLE susasosssasavenosse 130 140 128 2 1.6 3 115 2 720 2 142 45,4
FARNAM, o 0 s e coss 244 259 270 =26 =9,6 2 375 2 951 2 130 58,5
GOTHENBURG s s svooenssscnuoaas 3 322 3 209 3 158 164 5,2 4 856 3 379 2 645 83,6
LEXINGTON o ssvnvsocosonscencn 6 061 5 871 5 654 407 7.2 4 960 3 480 2 904 71,0
OVERTON, sosososooanaosscosuss 622 572 538 84 15,6 4 105 3 436 2 625 56,4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLEJ



14 NEBR.

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 1

1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income i

of symbols, see text)

970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
s an estimate and not the :1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE, PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 | CHANGE,
JULY 1, 1973 970 1972 1969 70
1975| (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
SUMNER s o s esosvonessonssaasone 224 214 222 2 0.9 3 577 3 128 2 258 58,4
DEUEL COUNTY.ecseososccess 2 632 2 761 2 N7 =85 »3sl 5 842 4 060 3 002 94,6
BIG SPRINGS,.0esacsensacasnas 448 479 472 =24 =541 6 037 3 695 2 985 102,2
CHAPPELL coscsavoaonascscs 1 105 1197 1 204 w99 w82 6 000 4 374 3 166 89,5
DIXON COUNTYoouoscossoana 6 998 7 044 7 483 =455 whol 3 655 3 132 2 283 60,1
CONCORD, qesasossoonscesasaana 193 186 180 13 742 2 625 2 032 1 516 73.2
DIXONoocossaansocasossvossanas 121 127 128 -7 =55 2 988 2 314 1697 7641
EMERSON (PART)esesaascscossse 564 585 558 6 1.4 3 436 2 821 2 026 69,6
MARTINSBURG . yoesasaossosscans 58 63 73 «15] w20,5 3 715 3073 2 408 5445
MASKELL ¢ saoasscssososssasoncs 38 28 43 =5 wileb 3 539 2 966 2 062 1.6
NEWCASTLE csnoevoocvassascssos 321 329 347 -26 =745 3 3u4 2 865 2 169 54,2
WATERBURY suossovaovsvosocscane 115 94 81 34 42,0 3 095 2 696 1761 75,8
PONCA4eososaasovssssssacscans 941 935 984 w3 w4 3 524 2 955 2 301 53,2
ALLEN, cosaavsasaasoassocscses 353 309 309 44 14,2 3 500 3 331 2 471 41,6
WAKEFIELD (PART)seoososvoncse 961 936 1 064 =103 «9,7 4 243 3 804 2 714 55,2
CLARK TOWNSHIP . ccooessssncas 218 249 269 =51 =19,0 10 907 8 545 5 485 98,9
CONCORD TOWNSHIP.cseosnvaccas 584 613 615 34 «5,0 2 840 2 221 1730 64,2
DAILY TOWNSHIP.,o0sssc00ssaas 199 199 208 -9 wlpe3 3 132 2 681 1 948 60,8
EMERSON TOWNSHIP  aesscsooonsns 763 808 819 w56 6,8 3 399 2 758 1 920 77,0
GALENA TOWNSHIP,..s00ee 334 366 402 w68 16,9 3 527 2 948 2 255 5644
HOOKER TOWNSHIP ,uonasesesoosa 253 250 284 =34 =109 4 8o4 3 768 2 486 93,2
LOGAN TOWNSHIP.ysueessooncons 319 357 344 =25 7.3 1 808 1 708 1241 45,7
NEWCASTLE TOWNSHIP oesoccnvoe 586 568 565 21 3.7 2 949 2 656 2 012 46,6
OTTER CREEK TOWNSHIP.sssesoee 350 279 287 63 22.0 3 095 2 944 2 040 51,7
PONCA TOWNSHIP.,,e0osesess50s 338 330 360 =22 byl 3 841 3 226 2 344 63,9
SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP.cosvoae 225 228 243 wl8 wl o4 3813 3 091 2 246 69,8
SPRING BANK TOWNSHIPoas.eesss 617 597 656 <390 . =5,9 3176 2 873 2 182 45,6
WAKEFIELD TOWNSHIP.cosoassasnn 127 1 264 147 wl#6] 10,3 4 000 3 618 2 578 55,2
DODGE COUNTY.eoovosccvnse 36 315 35 712 34 782 1 533 4ol 4 510 3 546 2 867 57.3
SNYDER:asanoasseenvoassoncnss 424 414 383 41 10,7 2 505 2 062 1 736 44,3
FREMONT g coenocscserccsoonsans 23 953 23 609 22 962 991 4,3 4 733 3 705 2 982 58,7
HOOPER . s sassssvovsussssstssas 849 813 895 it =5,1 6 093 5 057 3 866 57.6
WINSLOW, voooassonsssocscsnnas 123 153 145 w22  w185,2 3 106 2 403 2 083 49,1
UEHLLING, yosscvees ceenssns 258 228 249 9 3.6 5 006 3 936 3 358 49,1
NICKERSON,ceaasasosssossassas 271 283 214 57 2646 4 478 3 261 2 795 60,2
NORTH BENDeanosnsessnensosass 1 345 1293 1 350 =5 =04 4 173 3 129 2 378 75,5
INGLEWOOD sevpnococoosnassvose 289 283 275 14 84l 3 448 3 281 2 15 24,3
SCRIBNER, snasososvcoasasosass 1 087 1 062 1 03L 26 245 3 803 3 261 2 610 45,7
DODGE 4 v vsusvnocnssvosoacsones 691 703 704 w3 1,8 4 163 3 478 2 482 67,7
COTTERELL TOWNSHIP . coceossses 434 405 425 9 261 4 652 3 443 2 875 61,8
CUMING TOWNSHIP, . a00ns00v0000 307 301 332 25 =745 3 446 2 630 2 224 54,9
ELKHORN TOWNSHIP, s vevecsoases (LI o7 395 9 2.3 3 831 3 013 2 460 55,7
EVERETT TOWNSHIP ., vesocossans 320 333 344 =24 =740 3 326 2 994 2 593 28,3
HOOPER TOWNSHIP . oovnsonasonas 1 387 1377 1 412 =25 w18 4 776 3 954 3 153 5145
LOGAN TOWNSHIPcooasssssasvoos 578 546 568 10 1.8 4 356 3 579 3 059 42,4
MAPLE TOWNSHIP:.uenososasssos 530 468 397 133 33,5 2 761 2 488 2 202 25,4
NICKERSON TOWNSHIP . oacoonsoose 748 716 568 180 31,7 3 483 2 645 2 387 45,9
PEBBLE TOWNSHIP,,ecoconeoscss 680, 691 678 2 0.3 3 039 2 517 2 078 46,2
PLATTE TOWNSHIP, .ousao0aconone 2 398 2 252 2 015 383 19.0 5 044 3 754 3 127 61,3
PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP..c0. 295 320 364 66| w1843 3 359 3 o42 2 484 35,2
RIDGELEY TOWNSHIPowocssansvss 319 346 354 =35 ~9,9 4 172 3 441 3 031 37,6
UNION TOWNSHIP, yessovasnssas 302 300 307 =5 =leb 4 458 3 311 2 873 55,2
WEBSTER TOWNSHIP ,uoueovcvssss 1 257 1 287 1 283 w26 »240 3 213 2 651 1 969 63,2
DOUGLAS COUNTYecoonanoson 411 878 411 891 389 455 22 423 5.8 4 926 4 075 3 309 48,9
BENNINGTON . cneesssvassrsvsnas 701 687 683 18 2.6 4 113 3 960 3 272 25,7
BOYS TOWNusosasoraaussncncnae 878 1013 989 113 =112 1 642 1 593 1 367 20,1
ELKHORN, s usssoonsocoesoncasen 1 607 1 358 1 184 423 35,7 4 179 3 665 1 355 26,6
OMAHAY s cosnsucsnssocsoncnonns 371 455 374 179 358 452 13 003 3.6 4 887 4 031 3273 49,3
RALSTONGsssoovoaasnonsossncnse § 764 5 782 4 731 . 1033 21,8 4 764 4 519 3 705 28,6
VALLEY aoavosonssacosnsssossnss 2 027 1 868 1 595 432! 2741 3 934 3 544 2 920 34,7
WATERLOOs cosoosonoasertecsass 543 519 455 86 18.9 3 619 3 374 2 851 26,9
DUNDY COUNTYsosuasoovaoss 2 764 2 922 2 926 162 w55 5 117 3 510 2 768 84,9
BENKELMAN o asosssassssonancs 1 218 1 330 1 349 131 9,7 5 256 3 454 2 834 85,5
HATGLER s svovevoococansvsasans 210 222 237 w2 =lluk 3 295 2 769 2 178 55,9
SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 an
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an e
of symbols, see text)

d corrections to 1970 census counts, For subcounty areas with a
stimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE 5 PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL $» 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY L» 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975] (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
FILLMORE COUNTYsoovorssas 8 091 8 057 8 137 -l 0,6 5 465 3 372 2 746 99,0
GENEVAwsovoonansacsnsvcsssvnn 2 325 2 319 2 275 50 242 6 045 4 198 3 440 75,7
STRANG. ssveoasacoocascssasnos 48 53 47 1 261 4 268 2 687 2 100 103,2
SHICKLEY sencaocosssasosnnsacs 376 377 385 -9 wde3 5 912 3 499 2 762 114,0
EXETERG g sooannvonssasnoonsonae 771 790 759 12 1.6 5 347 3270 2 507 113.3
FAIRMONT soseaveasonsscocenvnae 769 725 764 8 1ol 4 276 2 634 2 188 05 44
OHIOWA: csoscsosoassconsssssas 139 138 156 wi7|  w10,9 3 428 2 052 1780 92,6
MILLIGAN s soaovoassancsasanos 278 291 319 =411 «12,9 4 548 2 680 2 333 94,9
GRAFTON, qavoovvonsscoasssavas 138 129 128 19 7.8 6 918 3 653 2 956 134,0
BELLE PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP..vsoes 178 188 217 w39 wiB,0 5 917 3 426 2 562 131.0
BENNETT TOWNSHIP.owssvossscan 135 126 131 4 3.4 6 710 3 918 2 926 129,3
BRYANT TOWNSHIP ocoscvsseasss 629 620 618 11 1.8 5 44s 3 289 2 7Ll 100.7
CHEL.SEA TOWNSHIP . eouuvssrsssse 196 192 208 =12 =5,8 4 305 2 983 2 464 Tl o7
EXETER TOWNSHIP, . cocsvcsssvoe 987 1 005 978 9 0,9 5 35¢ 3 158 2 551 110,
FATRMONT TOWNSHIP.evvoveranse 925 892 950 =25 w2 ob 4 455 2 670 2178 104,5
FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP.ossoosseons 356 357 385 29 «7.5 3 797 2 242 1 967 93,0
GENEVA TOWNSHIP,,eseoessevsos 2 212 2214 2 140 72 3.4 6 389 4 343 3613 76,8
GLENGARY TOWNSHIP,eseo0sscnon 434 455 498 wblh| w12,9 4 870 2 803 2 402 102,7
GRAFTON TOWNSHIP.csonsvasnses 327 312 292 35 12,0 5 148 2 718 2 341 £19,9
HAMILTON TOWNSHIPcussosassnsa 281 299 269 12 4,5 5 428 2 877 2 376 128,5
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP,cassvesssnoe 217 215 211 6 2.8 5. 09] 2 942 2 419 110,5
MADISON TOWNSHIPoeesaseasonna 692 674 677 15 2.2 4 537 2 937 2 198 1064
MOMENCE TOWNSHIP.vosavoarsoae 144 163 183 «39| =21,3 6 657 3 519 2 627 153, 4
STANTON TOWNSHIP.ceoosssssone 215 208 221 L) w2, T 6 601 3 721 3 060 115,7
WEST BLUE TOWNSHIP.veoosecoas 163 138 159 4 2.5 7073 3 749 3 082 129.5
FRANKLIN COUNTY.uusasonse 4 711 4 477 4 566 145 3.2 5 038 3 099 2 427 107.6
RIVERTONsocososossasansnsosns 238 228 220 18 8.2 4 524 2 890 2 406 88,0
UPLAND ¢ s asos 227 209 205 22 10,7 5 434 2 932 2 180 149,.3
BLOOMINGTON, ., 165 157 165 - - 4 061 2 676 2 034 9947
FRANKLIN sossovansssoovascnse 1 256 1186 1193 63 5.3 4 307 2 98) 2 352 83,1
CAMPBELL.vosoanvososovessoane 424 431 447 -23 51 5 853 3 196 2 393 144.,6
HILDRETH.oeoecncocsanncsrsacs 394 367 352 42 11.9 7 520 4 105 3 206 134,6
NAPONEE . «sssnosvsossurssosnce 157 166 187 =30] «16,0 5 376 3 180 2 885 86,3
ANTELOPE TOWNSHIP, ceovsersnse 359 343 350 9 2.6 5 410 3 142 2 246 140.9
ASH GROVE TOWNSHIP.seossesosc 218 208 - 206 12 5.8 6 275 3 512 2 514 149,6
BLOOMINGTON TOWNSHIPacasvvoas 384 364 383 1 0.3 4 239 3 085 2 464 7240
GRANT TOUNSHIPu.vesosveosnsos 287 279 288 =1 =0,3 3 808 2 774 2 183 Th ol
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP, v essesssanss 175 154 163 12 T4 5 133 2 831 2 233 130,0
MACON TOWNSHIP,,. vens 184 171 182 2 1.4 5 521 3 184 2 312 138,8
MARTON TOWNSHIP . eeevvvrossos 216 220 227 il wl,8 3 358 2 445 2 036 64,9
NORTH FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP,yeee0s 504 507 523 =19 =3,6 5 747 3 166 2 406 138.9
SALEM TOWNSHIPu.ssesesvssavoe 615 545 527 88 16,7 6 939 3 808 2 990 132.1
TURKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP.,.evcoea 252 254 277 25 =9,0 5 343 3 253 2 854 87,2
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP, . ousresse 260 248 247 13 6,3 4 443 2 446 2 148 106.8
FRONTIER COUNTY.oovanoasns 3 976 4 013 3 982 6 =042 5 016 3 076 2 217 126,3
CURTISu ueussoscansansonassoes 1 141 1149 1 166 =25 =2.1 3 825 2 472 1 880 103.5
EUSTISveosnssvossanescescaca 480 457 400 80 2040 6 821 3 806 2 556 166,9
MAYWOOD yavsnonossscnssscsosas 309 315 309 - - 5 140 3677 2 667 92,7
MOOREFIELD e sovanssvovrasanas 54 60 56 F) =36 3 649 2289 1 646 1287
STOCKVILLE consosaessacerssona 52 55 61 =9 =14,8 4 598 2 885 2 075 121.6
FURNAS COUNTYsaooosrssnnn 7 102 6829 6 897 205 3.0 4 306 2 916 2 312 86,2
ARAPAHOE 0 ssssocscssonsesenns 1 180 1133 1147 33 2.9 5 651 3 486 2 864 97.3
BEAVER CITYesooosovvasscsnces 808 767 802 6 0.7 4 448 2 918 2 264 96,5
CAMBRIDGE s 0soosessorcorsrcans 1 244 1 158 1145 99 8.6 3 742 2 482 2 037 83,7
EDISON,sasnvescssscoavssssaee 170 183 199 =29 wi4,6 6 391 4 360 3 338 91.5
HENDLEY s oosscescecsonassasons 52 52 58 w6| w1043 3 698 2 641 2 039 81,4
HOLBROOK, v assoasnssosasrnsnne 328 294 307 21 6,8 3 472 2 487 1 933 7906
OXFORD (PART)uoessssncsssnnne 885 888 878 7 0.8 4 049 3 000 2 296 76 .4
WILSONVILLE s sovsscssnnessnnen 256 256 266 =10 =3,8 3 995 3 197 2 218 80.1
GAGE COUNTY ,0ssonvsssnnes 23 523 24 016 25 731 «2 208 8,6 4008 3 058 2 409 66.4
BARNESTON, asseesavcvssssescns 132 139 149 =17 =11.4 4 442 3 334 2 738 62.2
LIBERTY ooosaososvsconsssncsas 92 90 118 =26 =22,0 4 097 3 024 2 380 7241
ODELLysesveosassosssnnusssane 313 318 349 =36  =10,3 3 928 3 008 2 560 53,4
ADAMS , s esussracsosesorssacnss 408 435 463 55 w119 3 678 2 723 2 294 60,3
BEATRICEaesss 11 325 11 554 12 389 -1 064 8,6 4 719 3 626 2 832 66,6
BLUE SPRINGS,. u74 493 506 «32 6,3 3174 2 539 2 031 56,3
CLATONIAcascescuesssoessecase 178 195 224 «46| «20.5 4 275 3 147 2 383 79,4
FILLEYosesosecgsososvesssssocs 142 142 138 4 2.9 4 431 3 187 2 821 5701
CORTLAND covonunavenssssssanas 284 313 326 =42 =129 4 280 3 094 2 ko8 3.4
PICKRELLsesosesssornssorevsee 178 190 118 60 50.8 3 980 2 629 2 104 89.4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 poputation and related per capita income figures reflect annexatiol
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capi
of symbols, see text)

ns since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
ta income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE 5 PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 1» 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE»
JULY L 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 19741 (REVISED) 1969 1974
YIRGINIA,sovoconsosooncocansse 92 84 83 9 108 3 864 2 957 2 187 76,7
WYMORE s ¢ o ncevooabsovansansase 1728 1 681 1 790 =65 3.6 3 910 3 096 2 499 56,5
ADAMS TOWNSHIP, qavsuvssasoan 662 687 705 w43 wbol 3 729 2 747 2 185 70,7
BARNESTON TOWNSHIP . 4oeoosoos 321 320 321 - - 3 u49 2 131 2 429 42,0
BLAKELY TOWNSHIP.sosoesesoase 419 395 429 10 2.3 4 710 3 647 2 796 68,5
BLUE SPRINGS TOWNSHIP,.ueunse 585 596 627 w2 =67 3 218 2 558 2 066 85,8
CLATONIA TOWNSHIPoeieooavonss 405 398 471 =66| =14.0 3 958 3 007 2 342 69,0
ELM TOWNSHIP.ouoavesacsasnsse 217 232 246 w2G| w1l.8 3 521 2 628 2 110 66,9
FILLEY TOWNSHIP ,4svcosncevoss 395 399 389 6 1.5 4 133 2 956 2 357 75 4
GLENWOOD TOWNSHIP.s.cvesssovne 359 354 366 =7 =149 3 390 2 4ug4 1 970 72,1
GRANT TOWNSHIP . aenvocoooonse 258 263 242 16 646 4 073 2 913 2 147 89,7
HANOVER TOWNSHIP.oonsasosssvs 403 354 369 34 9.2 3 207 2 806 2 152 49,0
HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP.,evseossnos 596 630 635 -39 wbol 3 935 2 809 2 250 74,9
HOLT . TOWUNSHIP  saoosvoconnovan 502 506 432 70 1642 4 308 3 082 2 137 57,4
HOOKER TOWNSHIP, ,00us00vavuva 166 179 204 =38 «18.6 2 614 10951 1 662 57,3
ISLAND GROVE TOWNSHIP seseans 124 129 165 whl | w2448 3 841 2 754 2 036 88,7
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP, soeaosconnco 402 424 456 wBlh| w11.8 4 308 3 ¢82 2 481 73,6
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP.oconvensssss 192 207 241 whQ| 20,3 2 893 2 522 2 223 30,1
LOGAN TOWNSHIP,,oenoscoasesse 285 313 357 w72 =202 "3 087 2 208 1719 79,6
MIDLAND TOWNSHIP, ouecvosnossse 1714 1 888 2 251 w537] 23,9 1135 948 756 5041
NEMAHA TOWNSHIP i 6oevoossocans 299 293 284 15 5.3 3 966 2 840 2 504 58,4
PADDOCK TOWNSHIP s evsaosoasnas 386 417 456 =70 =15.4 3 370 2 433 2 135 57,8
RIVERSIDE TOUNSHIP.vosscasnss 803 794 838 35 shhe2 3 065 2 418 1 956 56,7
ROCKFORD TOWNSHIP soouaecones 358 352 405 wB Tl wlleb 3 542 2 794 2 131 66,2
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP. scooovevsasse 249 254 253 wlf =146 3 870 3 028 2 236 73,1
SICILY TOWNSHIP,s0aunasasvans 267 268 285 «18 643 3 668 2 948 2 366 55,0
WYMORE TOWNSHIP,. . coeseocssass 1 828 1 807 1915 =87 4,5 3 943 3 109 2 508 57,2
GARDEN COUNTY:onoscassvsse 2 843 2 898 2 929 -86 =249 3771 2 866 2 07¢ 82,1
LEWELLEN, sasacvsosssnasessnss 356 368 376 =20 =5¢3 4 219 3 044 2 233 88,9
OSHKOSH o vuvsoonsocssrssesncs 1073 1 081 1 067 6 066 4 481 3 13 2 335 91,9
GARFIELD COUNTY wovesoeos 2 592 2 812 2 414 181 7.5 4 318 3 304 2 503 72.5
BURWELL o vasonvaescrsosscsanse 1362 1 388 1 341 21 166 5 457 3 830 2 917 87,1
GOSPER COUNTY cocovsnvnsso |- 2 383 .2 317 2 478 208 Gt 5 794 3 339 2 375 144,0
ELHOOD < vsassssnoessnnssnsans 642 645 601 43 648 6 039 3 682 2 690 124.5
SMITHFIELD soovesnsnnnoonnsass 77 61 58 19 32.8 4 489 2 600 1 822 1464
GRANT COUNTYavevonsonsaca 40 970 1 019 =79 =748 5 852 4 638 3 916 49,4
HYANNIS oy eanavassaccovsasnca 366 380 345 21 6al 5 005 3877 3 289 52,2
GREELEY COUNTY uosneoousa 3 757 3 858 4 000 =243 bl 3 262 2 624 1 951 67.2
GREELEY CENTER. wascousnsssnne 835 538 580 w45 «768 3 459 2 765 2 061 67.8
SCOTTAoswonoaananssssasaasass 362 337 354 8 2.3 4 051 3 068 2 372 70,8
SPALDING, apavssonsssansessoas 602 623 676 =Tl =109 3 458 2 777 2 023 70,9
HOLBACH, sssescovascannssansss 298 351 366 «68! =18.6 4 293 3 306 2 556 68,
HALL GOUNTY,osavsonsvoans 44 644 43 546 42 851 1793 442 4 454 3 499 2 w24 52,3
CATRO, soovensnsassosnnsssnnsn 673 660 486 i3 1.9 3 469 2 859 2 553 35,9
ALDA .o escnssensaniaseicossnss 596 542 456 140 30.7 2 932 2 452 2 233 31,3
DONIPHAN. s soaosnacsonccasncas 552 538 542 10 1.8 4 427 3 282 2 645 67,4
GRAND ISLAND . .scascenoanaonsse 33 304 32 439 32 358 Q46 2.9 4 604 3 610 3 003 53,3
WOOD RIVER.ccacsasessonvaonss 1 235 1 218 10131 104 9.2 3 574 2 742 2 371 50,7
ALDA TOWNSHIP . squsnausscoonan 1 01l 953 788 223 28,3 3119 2 469 2 318 34,6
CAMERON TOWNSHIP aoasaoonosans 247 274 257 10 =3.9 4 809 3 570 2 790 72 .4
CENTER TOWNSHIP  csosnnannonas 2 999 2 861 2 625 374 1462 4 181 3 390 2 893 44,5
DOMIPHAN TOWNSHIP, .. ussvencsa 915 874 903 12 1e3 3 946 2 925 2 319 7042
HARRISON TOWNSHIP. sunsoososos 347 362 327 20 6l 3 636 2 700 2 297 58,3
JACKSON TOWNSHIP suavcovvannes 613 601 584 29 540 4 436 3 284 2 577 7241
LAKE TOUNSHIP, s pausonsssasucs 461 469 #42 19 4,3 3 588 2 893 2 462 44,5
MARTIN TOWNSHIP, covosenancave 157 166 175 =18] =10.3 3 643 2 705 2 124 71,5
MAYFIELD TOWNSHIP. conovovoeuve 512 526 622 «110| =17.7 3 377 3 007 2 356 43,3
PRAIRIE CREEK TOWNSHIP. seoce 325 37 301 24 8,0 4 059 3 286 2 796 45,2
SOUTH LOUP TOWNSHIP, sencoenns 675 657 594 81 13.6 3 081 2 632 2 470 24,7
SOUTH PLATTE TOWNSHIP,0uses0s 289 244 232 57 24,6 3 241 2 445 1910 69,7 )
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP..vacnsans 1135 1 145 1 108 27 244 5 471 4 428 3 752 45,8 g
WOOD RIVER TOWNSHIP. . oceasnes 1 653 1 658 1 535 118 Te7 3 960 2 942 2 467 60,5

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 si
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita in

nce 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
come is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

of symbols, see text)
POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA : CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 14 1970 TO 1975 . CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 1O
1975, (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED} 1969 | 1974
HAMILTON COUNTY.suuoasnns 8 822 8 918 & 867 w5 0.5 5 201 3 496 2 392 1574
AURORA G saosvoonanscenesnssacs 3 351 3 388 3180 171 5.4 5 243 3 542 2 603 10L.4
GILTNER, sovcuscoscosaccsncns 362 345 408 w6 | w113 4 478 3 000 2 148 108.5
HAMPYON . yusxsosononsossssssos 385 391 | 387 w2 (o5 | § 806 3 292 2 625 113.6
HORDVILLE sasovvuoossssaasenny 130 141 147 wi17] wll.6 i 965 3 107 2 206 12501
MARQUETTE s s e sovnonsnscooasnos 279 293 239 40 16,7 4 160 2 848 2 319 794
PHILLIPS usvonsnovooscosnnone 358 330 34y 17 5,0 4 348 3013 2 us4 7762
STOCKHAM, s aoasoasvssosvsnvona 62 55 65 | w3 4,6 3 362 2 106 1 566 1i4.7
HARLAN COUNTY. . oovacsssos 4 357 4 290 4 357 - - 4 985 3 204 2 314 115, 4
HUNTLEY coavvovsosssavovsvaues 50 v 67 wl 7| w25.4 5 303 3 406 2 233 1375
RAGAN o soosvuosaonosnsvossoos 73 66 60 13 21,7 3 223 2 039 1 503 114,04
ALMA 4 oo casvsnnsvonosnasnosnne 1 295 1 307 1299 wlf w03 4 588 3 096 2 252 103,7
OXFORD (PART) ,vasoocvosscnnee 249 240 238 11 4.6 4 384 2 864 2 000 119.2
REPUBLICAN CITYaosossoannvass 176 174 179 w3 w1y 5 772 3 408 2 685 115,40
ORLEANS sy eossvonsocsnssensocs 569 544 592 23 “3,9 6 168 3974 2 644 133.3
STAMFORD (s oneesonvscennascase 244 216 207 37 17.9 5 254 3279 2 316 126.7
ALBANY TOWNSHIP,.covvssconoes 104 99 o6 8 8.3 3 021 1 %00 1382 121.8
ALMA TOWNSHIP, s 40000sancososs 127 146 132 «5 w3.8 5 076 2 815 2 109 140,7
ANTELOPE TOWNSHIP..vsssvncnee 183 160 172 11 64 4 592 2 531 2 095 119.2
ELDORADO TOWNSHIP..ssosossssn 92 103 107 ¢ «18] =14.0 3 963 2 863 1828 116,8
EMERSON TOWNSHIP.oeesesousson 359 337 360 =4 w03 4 459 2 947 2 070 115.4
FAIRFIELD TOWNSHIP.veusvonons 75 74 85 «10| =11.8 8 011 5 039 3611 121.8
MULLALLY TOWNSHIP.sesosononss 265 263 292 -27 9,2 5 442 3 284 2 500 17,7
ORLEANS TOWNSHIP, ccouvewavase 713 696 733 «20 2,7 6 479 4 147 2 733 137.4
PRAIRIE DOG TOWNSHIP.osoenass 32 32 29 3 10,3 6 056 3 809 2 729 121.9
REPUBLICAN CITY TOWNSHIP,.q.s. 60 68 65 w5 7.7 4 228 3 076 2 534 6648
REUBEN TOWNSHIP,.essnsovnscas 145 143 132 13 9.8 3 872 2 45§ 1 930 100,86
SAPPA TOWNSHIP ., asesesesssnss 380 352 363 17 4,7 4 858 2 938 2 217 119,41
SCANDINAVIA TOWNSHIP .. ouoeoss 210 194 159 " 51 3241 4 095 2 566 2 125 92,7
SPRING GROVE TOWNSHIP..:eysuss 122 115 12 10 8.9 5 603 3 700 2 654 15104
TURKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP.scsaess 107 98 111 wlt “3,6 4 423 2 896 2 054 155.3
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP,.0eocenoss 88 101 110 “22| =20,0 5 403 3 480 2 202 145.4
HAYES COUNTYouwveonoveosns 1 533 1 544 1 530 3 0.2 4 207 2 556 1923 118.8
HAMLET o owssvoosvovossoonnssas 68 68 64 4 6.3 4 455 2 733 2 066 11846
HAYES CENTER..cesescscrsonncs 249 239 237 12 5,1 B 545 3 408 2 291 142.0
HITCHCOCK COUNTYsovossnos 4 141 3 915 4 051 90 2.2 4 842 3 262 2 284 112,0
CULBERTSONsssssenosrassesnsce 789 758 801 =12 =15 4 978 3 043 2 367 110.3
PALISADE eessoscovessoconcnne 416 392 372 4y 11,8 5 445 3 963 2 419 125,14
STRATTONycavsssnesscssssonnsse 616 532 481 135 2841 5 295 3 504 2 754 92,3
TRENTON,sovosssvovoosronnonss 693 668 770 »7T| 10,0 5 172 3 581 2 350 12001
HOLT COUNTY uososvonanons 13 311 12 763 12 933 378 249 3 900 2 171 2 018 93,3
EWING.veovassacasoroncconsnns 564 544 552 12 2.2 4 003 2 924 1 865 114.6
ATKINSON,sussssooscsscasasass 1 445 1417 1 ko6 39 2.8 4 662 337 2 236 108.5
CHAMBERS s s gsoosoonenvoveosnns 321 291 321 - - 3 438 2 404 2 002 Tia7
EMMET e v onaovonsvasornovonsssn 76 78 70 6 8.6 4 470 2 744 1 996 123.9
INMAN  ocvsnesstonsnsssnsnssne 143 163 160 w7l =106 2 B26 2 252 1 761 60,5
O NEILL.ooosnvavavorooncassos 3 965 3 730 3 753 212 5.6 4 286 2 898 2 216 93,4
STUART s s psaveseensunessanssos 550 561 561 =11 «240 4 048 3 056 2 137 8944
PAGE s eassssssscossnonsensencs 179 174 177 2 1.1 3 329 2 191 1 838 Bl.1
ANTEL.OPE TOWNSHIP ., aosovasasne 71 77 67 4 6,0 3 673 2 624 1 922 91,1
ATKINSON TOWNSHIPsseosvoonssns 2 071 1 941 1 933 138 7ol 4 302 3 166 2 108 1041
BELLE TOWNSHIP.,soscssscrvsss 87 80 75 12 16,0 3 533 2 525 1 849 91,1
CHAMBERS TOWNSHIP, . vsesesnune 554 540 573 19 33 2 817 2 015 1702 65.5
CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP.ouvssearecs 121 111 104 17 16,3 2 907 2 258 1 654 75,8
COLEMAN TOWNSHIP.eoussnsasnss 50 52 61 wll| =18,0 1701 1 215 890 91,1
CONLEY TOWNSHIP,.couvsessensns 76 73 120 B4 =36,7 3 049 2 368 1735 75,7
DELOIT TOWNSHIP,essosveooessse 259 276 267 -8 =3,0 3 754 2 543 2 139 75,4
DUSTIN TOWNSHIP.osoecorasnoss 70 55 53 17 3241 3 254 2 325 1703 91.1
EMMET TOWNSHIPc.conssorcsnens 196 185 207 =11 -, 3 4 272 2 812 1 886 126.5
EWING TOWNSHIP«osevncosensvos 637 616 625 12 1.9 3 961 2 999 1 949 103.2
FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP..soeesvonan 100 90 85 15 17,6 3 192 2 282 1671 95,1
FRANCIS TOWNSHIP,ouvecsaoness 76 78 85 w9 |  wl0.,6 813 538 394 106.3
GOLDEN TOWNSHIP.eessosssssonae 197 185 196 1 0.5 37613 2 876 1 888 91,4
GRATTAN TOWNSHIP.ueassaonvens 698 692 652 46 Tal 4 676 3 402 2 338 100.0
GREEN VALLEY TOWNSHIP..ccose. 136 152 147 =11 7.5 2 621 2 036 1491 75.8
HOLT CREEK TOWNSHIP s oosnowns 36 33 45 9] =20,0 1 065 761, 558 90,9
INMAN TOWNSHIPessssosssornens 436 414 uy7 wll 2,5 3 403 2 437 1 850 83.9
IOWA TOWNSHIP,caseensscssvasa 97 98 93 4 4,3 3 779 2 936 1 904 98,5
JOSIE TOWNSHIPsoocsnssssnssss 26 251 . 18 8 hy 4 3 537 2 526 1 850 91.2
LAKE TOWNSHIP,suaseevesansnon 126 133 137 -1l w840 3 473 2 297 1 682 106.5

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 annexatio
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capi
of symbois, see text)

ns since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with 2
ta income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
LREA CHANGE, PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
19751  (REVISED) (CENSUS} NUMBER | PERCENT 1974| (REVISED) 1969 1974
MCCLURE TOWNSHIP, cocasosaasas 112 102 100 12 12,0 4 0z6 2 877 2 107 91,1
PADDOCK TOWNSHIP.s0evsoossons 179 170 202 23| =ilot 3 405 2 6U5 2 031 67.7
PLEASANT VIEW TOWNSHIPuocease 90 86 103 w13l =12.6 3 710 2 650 1 941 91,1
ROCK FALLS TOWNSHIP..ouevseese 57 58 52 5 9.6 2 973 2 124 1 556 91,1
SAND CREEK TOWNSHIP..ceoenass 138 141 131 7 5,3 2 849 2 214 1 862 53,0
SARATOGA TOWNSHIP,soeasosoaoe 76 59 66 10 15,2 3 146 2 248 1 647 91,0
SCOTT TOWNSHIP,»,000cn0secsans 128 108 109 19 17.4 3 569 2 %50 1 868 91.1
SHAMROCK TOWNSHIP.sovasoensse 68 63 64 4 6.3 3 536 2 526 1 850 91,1
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP.sseoccsonas 276 259 254 22 8.7 4 494 3 269 2 395 87.6
SHIELDS TOWNSHIP,eo00cacsssas 159 169 168 -9 «B o4 5 093 3 369 2 467 106,4
STEEL CREEK TOWNSHIP,.eoosese 113 104 105 8 7.6 3 414 2 354 1724 98,0
STUART TOWNSHIP ., essevsoonneo 1 081 1 048 1 048 3 0,3 3 428 2 663 2 006 70,9
SWAN TOWNSHIP ,esossescaccnsss 90 o4 97 -7 762 3 327 2 377 174 911
VERDIGRIS TOWNSHIP.secoersses 483 454 472 11 2.3 3 322 2 189 1875 110,9
WILLOWDALE TOWNSHIP.esoeasuss 98 90 89 9 10,4 3 218 2 500 1 810 77.8
WYOMING TOWNSHIP . cosasooasess 111 118 130 =191 =14.6 3 347 2 600 1 687 98,4
HOOKER COUNTYsocvsnosonan 990 970 939 51 5.4 3 915 3 292 2 574 52.1
MULLENvaacsvoovosscasnassoncs 707 689 667 40 6,0 4 234 3 5870 2 819 50,2
HOWARD COUNTYosonenvcsnoe 6 970 7 083 6 807 163 ) 3 728 2 651 2 119 75,7
COTESFIELD vuossavoonsnocoons 68 72 76 =8] =10.5 3 910 2 846 2 247 74,0
CUSHING, uooanvenvounaossancas 34 39 43 91 =20,9 3 003 2 185 1725 74,1
DANNEBROG, cevvosscocnsceccrsa 398 409 380 14 3.6 3 651 2 756 2 215 64,8
ELBA, cooscuaocasscsoasocesans 211 229 214 - - 3 589 2 514 2 164 65,9
FARWELL oeeossanassseasonssons 174 11 172 2 1.2 3 327 2 421 2 122 56,8
HOWARD CITY.qosvosvoonsoanasns 179 201 182 =3 “ieb 3 769 2 558 2 226 69,3
ST PAUL,ssossoocssoossosccsscs 2 075 2 133 2 026 49 204 5 218 3 435 2 777 87.9
JEFFERSON COUNTY.oscerane 10 583 10 534 10 436 117 1l 3 913 2 888 2 407 62,6
DAYKINsoesnosonvssancncvasoss 169 195 192 23| =12.0 3 621 2 755 2 295 57.8
DILLERsocsvrsssossssocsocrens 303 301 287 16 5,6 3 146 2 496 2 055 53,1
ENDICOTTuoarsoconssnascosnsos 225 197 167 58 34,7 2 491 2 176 1771 40,7
FAIRBURY suvsoosoacsasvecsanns 5 276 5 315 5 265 11 0.2 4 377 3 187 2 635 66,1
HARBINE 4 ¢« snossnooonsousccnane 39 45 4l 5| =1).4 3 323 2 598 2 114 57,2
UANSEN.osuosoacsnvnsascsoocne 190 182 191 -l <065 3 295 2 571 2 178 51,3
PLYMOUTH  covsconsosoevacassas 43) 419 424 7 1.7 4 U2y 3 215 2 616 69,0
REYNOLDS,scevesonsnoscensnnes 127 117 115 12 10.4 2 078 1 816 1 478 40,6
STEELE CITYeusosoanasasosensae 175 175 176 -} =06 3 180 2 485 2 023 57,2
JOHNSON COUNTY oucccesnns 5 448 5 687 5 743 -295 5,1 3 532 2 877 2 207 60,0
COOKooavosncncannsanosnsasans 272 281 328 56 w17, 3 958 3 502 2 559 54,7
CRAB ORCHARD s sovsassuncaesss 93 100 96 -3 =3,1 3 314 2 562 1941 70,7
ELK CREEK, csaossnsvoscsasaove 144 150 154 -7 =6 3 657 3 033 2 297 59,2
STERLING.vovaovnnvncosocansse 534 560 476 58 12.2 3 574 2 761 2 238 59,7
TECUMSEH, o svsconaassasoscscas 2 037 2 072 2 058 =21 wl o0 4 151 3 372 2 545 63,1
KEARNEY COUNTY ovossaarane 6 847 & 876 & 707 140 2.1 5 990 3773 2 880 108,0
MINDENseasssoocssonscscsansas 2 743 2 132 2 669 74 2.8 6 050 4 187 3 306 83,0
HEARTHELL s caaospovsssoscanans 96 112 104 -8 =747 4 522 2 487 1 965 13044
NORMAN ¢ 4 s 0aveonnoonoasnsnonea 56 56 52 4 T 4 885 2 897 2 304 112,3
AXTEL L sessonsesacvcoassennsoo 527 535 500 27 5,4 5 2688 3 481 2 588 104,3
WILCOXeouonscasooonssoanansas 290 297 280 10 3,6 6 325 3731 2 499 183,1
BLATNE TOWNSHIP, .osacseseoccs 423 421 395 28 7.4 5 499 3 434 2 649 107.6
COSMO TOWNSHIP s sa0secessssacs 165 173 175 =10 «5,7 5 884 3 134 2 414 143,7
EATON TOWNSHIP oosonaconsscoas 239 267 258 =19 7ol 5 293 2 966 2 419 118.8
GRANT TOWNSHIPsocosesnuvsssass 142 135 135 1 5,2 5 537 3 406 2 627 110,8
HAYES TOWNSHIPa,coscsocansnne 1 369 1 367 1 343 26 19 & 323 4 161 2 %09 117.8
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP sugaccoessnnse 152 151 168 «16 =9, 6 169 3 745 2 865 1153
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP.cpooeassvsss 1 869 1 895 1847 22 1.2 6 499 4 264 3477 86,9
LLOGAN TOWNSHIPocoononcacsnsns 162 172 171 =9 w3 5 832 3 739 2 580 12640
LOWELL TOWNSHIP . oooeocssecsss 192 207 203 =11 5,4 6 480 3 672 2 832 128,8
MAY TOWNSHIP,.voenosscasossos 190 181 188 2 $ed 5 459 2 898 2 540 114.9
MIRAGE TOWNSHIP, cuesconssancn 1111 1080 1 ou7 o4 Nl 4 867 3 121 2 294 112.4
NEWARK TOWNSHIP,svasssccsusan 200 191 171 29 1740 5 950 4 076 3 565 6649
ONEIDA TOWNSHIP, osoaeccavscs 486 ua7 459 27 5,9 6 125 3 482 2 400 155,2
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP.osesososarss 148 158 147 1 0,7 7 550 4 017 3 098 143,7
KEITH COUNTYsesoaasossoss 9 366 8 734 8 487 879 10.4 4 590 3 579 2 742 67,4
BRULE ,sesoncasansoanssscnsssse 476 491 423 53 12,5 4 922 3 678 2 618 88,0
OGALLALA eossasonncsassatasss 5 442 5 119 4 976 466 9ok 4 787 3674 2 944 62.6
PAXTONGassososoasssoncasssans 594 521 503 91 18,1 4 254 3 753 2 557 66,4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita
of symbols, see text)

since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE, PERCENT
JULY L5 APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1 1973 1970 1972 11969 TO
197%) (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
KEYA PAHA COUNTY.oacansae 1 319 1 328 1 340 «2l =16 3795 2 615 2 021 87.8
BURTONcopsessssossosrsassssnsse 17 17 23 wb|  w26e} 2 932 1 878 1903 B4, 1
SPRINGVIEW, ssonansssesesensoe 296 265 260 36 13,8 3 404 2 372 2 403 41,7
KIMBALL COUNTYosessononne 6 021 5 445 6 009 12 0.2 4 531 3 677 2 780 62,3
BUSHNELL 4 avsesvsaotcoscsnsocs 267 237 211 56 26,5 4 913 4 257 3 201 53,5
IXooucuousossnanssaasnvnonse 365 324 342 23 6,7 6 873 5 184 3 646 88,5
KIMBALL ysusonsossvoasvosoosen 3 610 3 289 3 680 =70 wl o9 4 785 3 872 3 034 57,7
KNOX COUNTY,ooesscasnasns 11 281 11 305 11 723 -2 «3,8 2 990 2 su4y 1 847 61.9
BLOOMFIELD vuvanssosnccsscnns 3128 1191 1 287 =162] w126 3 675 3094 2 220 65,5
CREIGHTON. sssveassssncssscacs 1 292 1 319 1 461 =169 =il.6 3 622 2 931 2 100 7245
BAZILE MILLS.cocssvasosvesvas 41 42 44 -3 6,8 2 966 2 497 1 776 6740
CROFTON, svseesecsssscosssseca 710 729 | - 677 33 4,9 3 o4z 2 492 2 027 50,1
WAUSA, esosssscosocsosassasans 669 673 720 -5 «Tal 4 087 3 294 2 210 84,9
WINNETOON  aooos crscsnens 96 79 84 12 14,3 2 622 2 278 1 626 61,3
NIOBRARA,ssecsssrscassoscnsocse 610 614 602 8 1.3 3 473 2 933 2 169 60,1
VERDEL «ssoosrsosesocossonnans 80 75 0 6 8,1 2 806 2 164 1 546 81,5
SANTEE ssovsnsossscacooscsanes 254 172 51 203| 398,0 1853 1596 1 149 6143
CENTER . yousssssassosassennsos 119 108 111 8 7.2 1 994 2 048 1547 28,9
VERDIGRE ,ovosresssossotsoonns 506 535 570 =64 =11,2 2 181 2 026 1 524 43,1
ADDISON TOWNSHIPuvsssossosnca 228 236 223 5 2.2 1 800 1 488 1 063 69.3
BOHMEMIA TOWNSHIPuoesssoosonans 83 80 85 -2 2,4 1 500 L 290 921 62,9
CENTRAL TOWNSHIP,.0eoss e 179 161 166 13 68 1 962 1 687 1 206 62,7
CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP..evsseveva 238 231 258 «20 w78 3 270 2 812 2 009 62.8
COLUMBIA TOMNSHIP..cceecscsss 283 284 278 5 1.8 5 153 4 150 2 965 73,8
CREIGHTON TOWNSHIPWysasesoves 335 341 350 =15 -l 3 2 477 1 966 1 406 76,2
DOLPHIN TOWNSHIPsseseovennons 263 262 306 w43 =il ] 2 298 1976 1 412 62,7
DOWLING TOWNSHIP.cosesecnosase 327 320 313 14 4.5 2 926 2 318 1 656 7647
EASTERN TOWNSHIP.csosesessvea 1 104 1120 1 100 4 0.4 2 450 2 049 1 605 52,6
FRANKFORT TOWNSHIP..0savsnose 137 118 132 5 3.8 1 847 1736 1 240 49,0
HARRISON TOWNSHIP.essonreooes 154 142 136 18 13,2 2 477 2 130 1 822 62,7
HERRICK TOWNSHIP, . oesosvroase 30 28 31 -] 3,2 2 860 2 459 5787 62.8
HILL TOWNSHIP,ucoonvooarssnss 194 222 246 =52 w2i,! 2 819 2 540 1 815 55,3
JEFFERSON TOWNSHIPoosevconoas 125 132 125 - - 1927 1 556 1 288 49,6
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP.ossrsassnsee 924 918 987 =63 6ot 3 635 2 981 2 044 7.8
LOGAN TOWNSHIPwsooessossoncaaa 175 180 169 6 346 L 339 1 259 900 48,8
MILLER TOWNSHIP,,ccceseesosss 350 318 317 33 104 2 758 2 610 1 B66 7,8
MORTON TOWNSHIP,cereossoneses 337 348 358 =21 =5,9 5 753 4 ou7 3 535 62,7
NIOBRARA TOWNSHIP.soeausnonas 676 688 672 4 0.6 3 373 2 865 2 126 58,7
PEORIA TOWNSHIP, eeosoesosasne 251 242 261 10 3,8 2 288 1967 1 406 62,7
RAYMOND TOWNSHIP.eqssarsosocs 344 314 364 =20 =5,5 3 038 2 703 1 933 5742
SANTEE TOWNSHIP..cevevssacass 310 221 101 209! 206,9 1 838 1 585 1133 62.2
SPADE TOWNSHIPacossesavsnoass 92 88 95 =3 =3,2 2 384 2 242 1 602 48,8
SPARTA TOWNSHIP.osassavsnease 159 165 158 1 0.6 2 867 2 618 1 646 The2
UNION TOWNSHIP.ywocoonorassvns 105 90 95 10 10,5 2 505 2 154 1 539 62,8
VALLEY TOWNSHIP,eossesseuncse 261 245 269 8 3,0 3 138 2 940 1 948 61.1
VERDIGRE TOWNSHIPouuassransnos 734 786 836 «102] =12.2 1 801 1 638 1 249 44,2
WALNUT GROVE TOWNSHIP.uisasee 211 234 256 w451 w17,6 2 008 1 656 1 353 48,4
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP .. ovesoses 163 187 182 =19|  «10.4 2 627 2 322 1 694 55,4
WESTERN TOWNSHIP, coavvesnscon 89 97 106 =17 =16,0 2 969 2 794 1 917 54,9
LANCASTER COUNTYvvevnonns 181 659 179 684 167 972 13 687 8.1 4 758 3 864 3 154 50,9
BENNET o ouvnveovassscassrsnnas 516 490 489 27 5.5 3 248 3 012 2 598 25,0
DAVEY s socsossasvsssassssassas 229 195 163 66 40,5 3 505 3 250 2 713 29.2
DENTONGoeasroonvnasssssncanons 156 149 151 5 3,3 3 221 3 185 2 682 20.1
FIRTHeseossvuncsasonsvassnsnns 395 362 328 67 20.4 3 687 3 424 2 871 28,4
HALLAM, s sa0ee sevesecrne 288 304 280 8 2,9 2 954 3 094 2 535 16.4
HICKMAN, s eansse sseessonve 646 497 415 231 55,7 3 737 3 552 3 151 18,6
LINCOLNY 4srevovonscevncsasnae 163 112 162 177 152 639 10 473 6.9 4 860 3 931 3 206 51,6
MALCOLM, cosesnsosssossscsnsss 358 322 132 226 171.2 3 413 3 133 2 665 28,1
PANAMA ¢ o sevosaansssasosrenosn 174 171 153 21 13,7 3 810 4 089 3 159 20,6
RAYMOND o o sosasbansnanssannons 219 213 187 32 1741 2 565 2 574 2 382 T.7
ROCA, ysenonssesenssosssvcrace 140 131 118 22 18,6 3 162 3 126 2 632 20,1
SPRAGUE ¢ aososuccossnvsnsoeses 149 130 119 30 25,2 3 741 3 582 2 768 35,2
WAVERLY . sovosecnscaresssoncse 1 636 1 497 1 1582 484 42,0 3 840 3 575 2 801 37.1
LINCOLN COUNTYsuvossoncan 33 965 32 598 29 538 4 427 15,0 4 313 3 430 2 627 64,2
BRADY,vosvavecocscssassrsnans 365 332 311 54 17.4 3 756 3 479 2 516 49,3
DICKENS,seeesonnscesoscsnssss 27 22 22 5 2247 2 589 2 310 1 750 47,9
HERSHEY s sorososssssssssraasas 636 590 526 110 20.9 3 365 3 039 2 348 43,1
MAXWELL e ssovsocssossssssssoas 299 279 282 17 6,0 3 396 2 860 2 370 43,3
NORTH PLATTE.ocascossssensace 21 882 21 265 19 447 2 435 12,5 4 437 3 477 2 727 62,7
SUTHERLAND s sosooassovsvencsns 1185 1 028 840 345 411 4 054 3 766 2 617 54,9

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 refiect annexations since 1970 an
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an e
of symbols, see text)

d corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
stimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1 1973 1970 1972 1969 T0
1975 (REVISED} (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
WALLACE . suovnonnssssnosscanan 269 246 241 28 11.6 3 455 2 868 2 178 58,6
WELLFLEE T voovovossavaoassenons 51 45 51 - - 3 444 3073 2 327 48,0
LOGAN COUNTYooansoasosnnas 1 030 1 016 991 39 3.9 4 051 3 085 2 533 59,9
GANDY arssennavsnvsssoossoesa 52 61 50 2 4,0 2 355 1741 1 843 27.8
STAPLETON, cseavnaosossacesnos 315 333 311 4 1.3 3 442 2 599 2 566 34,1
LOUP COUNTY,oea0vsncannsa 911 889 854 57 6.7 5 190 3 785 2 850 82.4
TAYLORu o soonavsnvanonaonsaoa 282 264 240 42 1745 3 321 2 288 2 368 40,2
MCPHERSON COUNTY.ooensooa 634 630 623 11 1.8 3 611 2 670 1702 112.2
MADISON COUNTYsosasessnsse 28 297 27 906 27 402 895 3,3 4 248 3 382 2 676 58,7
BATTLE CREEK . vsnseanvsnosans 913 844 774 142 184 4 134 3 203 2 471 67,3
MADISON . oosonsonssnosossnooss 1 675 1 557 1 595 80 5.0 4 053 3 222 2 582 57,0
MEADOW GROVE ., oesssocuscssncs 362 378 372 =10 w247 3 415 2 959 2 286 49,4
NEWMAN GROVE (PART)uaaoesssss 833 824 854 “21 w245 3 623 2 998 2 479 46,1
NORFOLK 4 a0 ouneasnssoassossass £7 370 17 031 16 607 763 4a6 4 456 3 676 2 934 52,0
TILDEN (PART).vesvsvvonsavnoa 676 737 685 =9 =13 "3 259 2 633 2 101 55,1
MERRICK COUNTYsssovansacs 8 908 8 997 8 751 157 1.8 4 304 3 037 2 391 80,0
CENTRAL CITY.o0nnssenoncnssss 2 880 2 903 2 803 77 2.7 4 487 3 292 2 631 69 .4
CHARMAN, s osenoeonsscnssssooas 435 455 371 64 1763 4 128 2 558 1 993 107.1
CLARKS connvsonsansssnsscacesa 390 436 480 «$0| 18,8 4 575 2 907 2 259 102.5
PALMER s osonounoosasoncurssna 039 446 391 48 12.3 3 217 2 527 2 295 40,2
SILVER CREEK, . scncoesoensovoa 542 497 483 59 12.2 4 325 3 012 2 501 7249
CENTRAL TOWNSHIP..2vecososnes 105 114 113 -8 w7l 3 485 2 434 1917 80,2
CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP,ososvecossne 702 753 686 16 2.3 4 849 3 074 2 309 110,0
CLARKSVILLE TOWNSHIP,sassosss 913 964 973 w60 642 4 474 2 793 2 167 106,5
LONE TREE TOWNSMIPiesesevenne 765 707 703 62 8.8 3 674 2 900 2 079 76,7
LOUP TOWNSHIP,coveonsvsssvsase 808 826 802 6 0.7 3 529 2 503 2 070 70,5
MEAD TOWNSHIP,oeossnceaccsasns 242 248 269 =270 =100 4 245 2 667 2 336 81.7
MIDLAND TOWNSHIP.ocasosennsne 267 269 284 w17 «6,0 3 919 2 612 2 091 87.4
PRAIRIE CREEK TOWNSHIP.ssenso 440 416 455 w15 =3,3 3 694 2 923 2 091 76,7
PRAIRIE ISLAND TOWNSHIP.seseo 60 61 60 - - 3 843 2 708 2 132 8043
SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP.essoeoa 788 763 728 58 8.0 4 773 3 198 2 565 8641
VIEREGE TOWNSHIP ., eussssnsans Ul 973 87% 69 749 4 560 3 274 2 684 7041
MORRILL COUNTY 4 rsuneecass 5 954 5 950 5 843 141 2.4 3 891 2 693 2 024 92,2
BAYARD o s coansnnrnasasnsnousesn i 396 1433 1 338 58 4,3 3 735 2 447 1 962 90,4
BRIDGEPORT 4y aosncosnrsrsnonca L 532 1493 1 490 42 2.8 4 004 2 822 2 259 77.2
BROADWATER 0 ssenvnaasssivases 124 128 141 =17 w1241 3 576 2 371 1122 107.7
MANCE COUNTYuovnsononsann 4798 4 910 5 162 =344 67 3 986 2 912 2 216 79,9
FULLERTON, sasusodassansssvnoe 1459 1486 1 444 15 1.0 4 679 3 559 2 617 78,8
GENOA , s eacoocncoaossacnsavons 1 068 1097 1174 =106 =940 3 080 2 376 1 869 64,8
BELGRADE , sooasossoessstsecona 192 220 210 ~18 «846 4 172 2 663 2 197 89,9
BEAVER TOWNSHIP  icooovasnvona 245 240 251 ) w2l 4 440 3213 2 458 80,6
CEDAR TOWNSHIP.oassoacnessons 217 201 227 «l0 ol o B 3 539 2 932 2 300 53,9
COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIPcasssacnnn 124 121 150 w26] w1743 4 632 2 963 2 2661  103.5
COUNCIL CREEK TOWNSHIP..yes0. 151 169 171 =201 =117 4 621 3 064 2 344 97,1
EAST NEWMAN TOWNSHIP..veneses 209 210 224 15 wby T 5 312 3 576 2 730 94,6
FULLERTON TOWNSHIP, covonnsesa 154 165 158 wlf =245 3 570 2 584 1976 80,7
GENOA TOWNSHIPooasesnossesasne 1 280 1315 1 408 -128 gl 2 898 2 250 1 754 65,2
L.OUP FERRY TOWNSHIP,,0escasss 138 160 159 w2l]  wi3.2 3 815 2 484 1 900 100,8
PRAIRIE CREEK TOWNSHIP .« owuon 274 258 295 w2l =741 4 543 2 920 2 318 96,0
SOUTH BRANCH TOWNSHIP, .ousees 63 7% 108 85 =417 3 418 2 437 2 038 6747
TIMBER CREEK TOWNSHIP.ooasaes 358 386 409 <51l =125 3 967 2 545 2 094 89.4
WEST NEWMAN TOWNSHIP..ouessea 124 124 138 el wi06) 3 204 2 667 2 040 59,0
NEMAHA COUNTY.cvassssosan 7 954 8 645 8 976 =i 022 =11.4 4 182 3 523 2 697 55,1
AUBURN: s ossssesvnacasscassson 3 513 37859 3 650 ~137 w38 4 657 3 940 3 095 50,5
BROCK,veooosanvnneanasaraceas 185 201 192 w? 3.6 3 43¢ 2 THS 2 128 61.2
BROWNYILLE esovanonssasnvonns 156 174 174 18] =10.3 3 572 3 377 2 618 36,4
JOMNSON s anesavansssanssnoonse 332 359 350 -18 =5, 3 834 3 588 2 621 46,3
JULIANccooncoosnasosssocnasns 50 76 80 «30] w37.5 3 313 2 871 2 226 48,8
NEMAMA ¢ s svonsonassaseacnosas 179 227 207 wRB| w138 3 971 3176 2 462 61,3
PERUc ovssnsaseoscuscssovnssal 798 956 1 380 ~-582]  ~42.2 2 879 2 512 1 961 46,8
I .

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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NEBR. 21
Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

nce 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
come is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

PORULATION

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE RERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1s 1976 TO 1975 CHANGE o
JULY 1, 1973 1970 [ 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) tCENSUS) NUMBER 1974 | (REVISED} 1964 1974
NUCKOLLS COUNTYausooasane 7 182 7 256 7 -222 3 961 2 703 2 204 8.t
HARDY s seanosossoscscasasasass 273 263 23 4 381 3 348 2 655 65,0
LAWRENCE s uocossaecsonsssucuas 302 297 wth] 3 844 2 888 2 179 a3
NEL.SONowssoanasssssoanscsssono 682 693 w6l 3 691 2 2331 58,3
NORAssosossrnsnonsussscostsce 29 39 wil 3 943 2 761 2 208 78,8
OAK o osvavsnanstasvassssssosse 99 97 i 3 897 2 5231 1827 113,03
RUSKINeoooussososcsnsssnsnncs 210 206 =19 4 330 3 347 2 426 T8 .5
SUPERIOR, snscoonavonsensnsnss 2 109 2 B42 2 w70 4 493 2 896 2438 Bl 3
OTOE COUNTY.aoesvssansoso 15 160 15 491 15 =416 =2,7 4123 3 338 2 660 55,0
BURRyavonnovacnaososaasansoss 103 102 wh 4,6 3 131 2 619 z 031 5,2
DOUGLAS . soecaescnnvsoconacnas 180 176 5 2.9 4 106 3 518 2 768 48,3
DUNBAR . secsosstsssnsassasossne 244 251 ~8 342 3 138 2 90l 2 252 39,3
LORTONssoassnanaososncossnsos 41 43 wh| wl2.8 3 851 3 288 2 550 61,0
NEBRASKA CITY.sussos0sccronns 7 204 7 367 7 «237 w3,2 4 327 3 346 2 732 584
OTOE wesvsoosnovonsaseessannes 196 200 -8 =3.9 4 Byl 3 880 3 009 51,0
PALMYRA, cusnssssovsssosssacns 389 393 3 0.8 3 631 3 101 2 408 51,0
SYRACUSE 4o evesonsocasnvescscs 1 501 1 564 1 «61 ~3.9 4 924 3 959 3073 60,2
TALMAGE s ssonacvosssoncsspenss 255 274 301 «10.5 4 o461 3 541 "2 608 714l
UNADILLA.cacoossncacessososns 255 267 =16 5,9 3 967 3 387 2 627 51,0
PAWNEE COUNTYsuvososncnse 4 108 4 309 4 =365 3 425 2 880 2 118 617
BURCHARD s pssevsssnsasessasavss 129 132 -2 4 115 3 483 2 508 64,1
DUBOIS.eoescavsnoosnssssssnne 151 166 -34 2 545 2 313 1 789 42,3
LEWISTON. eavecsooovonnsovsncs 64 65 w2l 4 223 3 574 2 573 64,1
PAWNEE CITYssuvsvossunoesesces 1 158 1194 1 «109 4 238 3 415 2 411 75,8
STEINAUER . conesoovussssranvas 113 109 w5 5 155 2 490 1 986 643
TABLE ROCKuvsoossavossassoases 378 393 51 3 649 2 883 2 075 75,9
PERKINS COUNTY cvnessssnns 3 477 3 2%0 3 54 7 676 4 779 3070 180,0
ELSIEseasenovnsscnvosasscannss 119 112 b 7 401 4 785 3 084 140,0
GRAINTONs oovavssassacooonsuse 23 18 3 6 650 4 300 2 172 139.9
GRANT ysavsvesosasvesssnenares 1137 1 091 ] 38 9 498 5 943 3972 139,
MADRIDu,vsasacsvassssonenvons 262 230 28 & 498 4 195 2 790 132.9
VENANGO . s ouvocscossnsassonncs 213 220 =5 8 507 4 873 2 932 190.1
PHELPS COUNTY.cosserscass 9 948 9 734 9 395 4, 5 842 4 132 3027 93,0
BERTRAND ;e avuosaconnacssnvncs 629 640 =33 5,0 5 343 3 808 2 610 1046
FUNKyossosovasoscnoovsssennas 168 151 25 17.5 6 249 4 36l 2 891 116.2
HOLDREGE yveessesssssovescvses 5 778 5 669 5 143 245 6 187 4 443 3 285 88,3
ATLANTA, sossnosnososossessons 97 70 -4 B ] 2 280 1 584 1252 82.1
LOOMIS,s snenonosossssconassnan 386 401 63 19.5 5 B60 4 055 2 604 125.0
ANDERSON TOWNSHIP, .. 191 168 14 7.9 4 669 2 908 2 254 10744
CENTER TOWNSHIP, cvovssscsonss 270 280 w3 wlyl 5 313 3 308 2 498 1127
COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIPauesssovsn 116 122 w5 il ] 4 636 3 592 2 353 970
DIVIDE TOWNSHIP, cesossrsacncs 364 354 =6 <le6 6 078 3 768 2 653 1291
GARFIELD TOWNSHIPosesesesssns 545 557 7 1.3 5 366 & 050 2 781 93,0
INDUSTRY=ROCK FALLS TOWNSHIP, 320 279 49 18,1 4447 2 976 2197 102.4
LAIRD TOWNSHIP.cessvesssnonns 628 619 95 17.8 5 740 3 939 2 588 122,1
LAKE TOWNSHIP,eussavasscncasa 256 233 65 34,0 5 984 3 726 2 839 110.8
PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP,oouss 165 164 5 3,1 4 916 3 515 2 590 898
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP, sescesesoe 199 196 =1 0,5 5 530 3 954 2 913 89,8
UNION TOWNSHIP, csveosssesvson 438 453 - - 5 473 3 712 2 666 105.3
WESTMARK TOWNSHIP..osessanssns 268 275 6 2.3 5 290 3 793 2 795 89.3
WESTSIDE TOWNSHIP.oueonensoos 208 185 19 10,2 4 825 4 052 3072 5701
WILLIAMSBURG TOWNSHIP.ussrses 204 182 6 3.0 5 271 3 514 2 925 80,2
PIERCE COUNTYoesrnoesosncs 8 576 8 561 8 83 3 222 2 707 2 025 59,1
FOSTERuuwsssnssunsssusencrses 98 76 19 3 090 2 407 1975 5645
HADAR 4 opsssaasoossenssnstasns 172 136 - 3 315 2 881 2 118 56,5
MCLEAN: s ovanessassannsscssonss 57 71 10 2 915 2 510 1 846 57,9
OSMOND s s pvovnntasonassssoncss 831 823 w52 3 666 3 140 2 134 75,8
PIERCE ssonsnscesssssssoseses 1 328 1411 1 =32 3 553 2 880 2 378 49,4
PLAINVIEW, veaesosonsansasvane 1 375 1 417 1 =119 3 871 3 308 2 396 61,6
PLATTE COUNTY.oossscscocs 28' 215 27 287 26 1671 4 169 3 322 2 633 58,3
HUMPHREY s s s sgsoessosaonssesce 869 844 7 4 461 3 234 2 611 70,9
PLATTE CENTER,ccocessaasavaas 426, 411 42 4 122 3 015 2 370 73,9
TARNOV .o yaconsnceosassssssans 66 65 3 3 486 2 764 2 296 5.8
DUNCANs g osaosesosvovosvescons 335 339 37 3 162 2 544 2 118 49,3
COLUMBUS, s asansnaosessocnnvos 16 774 16 118 15 1 303 4 432 3 564 2 815 57.4
CRESTON,ousvevnsossonosoonanaa 182 169 11 3 44y 3 005 2 123 62,1

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE,
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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

ect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a

(1970 population and related per capita income figures refl : ‘ .
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)
AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE,»
JULY 1, 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
19751 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 19741 (REVISED) 1969 1974
CORNLEA, saoesoscsssancnsnnans 66 70 54 12 22,2 2 967 2 342 1 900 5642
NEWMAN GROVE (PART).csssscsss 9 9 9 - - 3 523 2 873 2 3101 - 82.5
seecsancsscescads 268 267 295 =27 5.2 4 062 2 945 2 414 68,3
ceseavenenses 306 284 291 15 5.2 3 719 2 866 2 198 69.2
BISMARK TOWNSHIP 4 ewesoos 354 354 394 =40 =102 3 265 2 862 2 300 42,0
BURROWS TOWNSHIP.cosuscovssoe 380 394 426 w46]  «10.8 2 979 2 187 19181 85,3
BUTLER TOWNSHIP, sesvocssosase 636 627 568 68 12,0 3 541 2 843 2 347 50.9
COLUMBUS TOWNSHIP.osvsvoonnas 2 925 2 760 2 639 286 10.8 4 521 3 805 3 082 46,7
CRESTON TOWNSHIP ovvvoscocnce 532 508 511 21 4ol 3 120 2 852 2 129 46,5
GRAND PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP...0s0. q41 454 468 =27 «5,8 5 884 4 412 3 286 79,1
GRANVILLE TOWNSHIP.,000e0snse 1 317 1 284 1 313 4 0.3 3 869 2 825 2 286 69.2
HUMPHREY TOWNSHIP. coee 521 510 482 39 8.1 2 948 2 159 1 741 69,3
JOLIET TOWNSHIP,ceosvosocvsas 298 293 302 =4 =163 1739 1 268 1049 70,7
LOST CREEK TOWNSHIP,.seesnsses 785 747 691 94 13,6 4 025 2 926 2 223 81.1
LOUP TOWNSHIP..oasnvscovacnns 170 176 188 =18 =9.6 3 027 2 503 1894 59,8
MONROE TOWNSHIP,evvoevocnonss 224 205 228 =4 «1.8 2 894 2 110 1 835 57.7
OCONEE TOWNSHIP, sooseccesvens 510 514 543 «33 =6, 1 3 633 2 643 2 287 58,9
ST BERNARD TOWNSHIP,ceovenons 784 755 726 55 7.6 2 686 1 983 1 554 72.8
SHELL CREEK TOWNSHIP.eavoncos 514 530 504 10 2,0 3 667 2 866 2 260 62,3
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP .eovnoscoenes 388 377 396 =8 =2,0 3 994 3 211 2 804 42,3
WALKER TOWNSHIP,,eovscvesonns 372 423 407 =35 =86 4 281 3 119 2 323 84,3
WOODVILLE TOWNSHIP.,voesovens 284 249 278 6 2.2 2 807 2 147 1 726 62,6
POLK COUNTY anonsscccnnne 6 368 6 354 6 468 =100 =145 4 827 3 038 2 694 79,2
OSCEOLA, sesoncsacssarssssssse 881 962 923 «42 =4,6 4 423 2 980 2 725 62,3
POLK, sosaocssoonssasasnnnrans 416 410 413 3 047 4 703 2 807 2 235 110.4
SHELBY 4 eoavoneasanaoesavonoss 585 630 647 =62 <9,6 4 788 3 318 2 707 76,9
STROMSBURG s e secosnvsoscoanass 1231 1215 1 215 16 1.3 4 813 2 879 2 555 88 .4
RED WILLOW COUNTYsusasoans 12 538 12 377 12 191 347 2.8 4 771 3 366 2 591 84,1
BARTLEY . soucoeccosssssssancas 285 279 283 2 0.7 4 684 3 590 2 508 86,6
DANBURY s sunocvessssassoeanas 127 128 137 =10 =73 4 506 3 454 2 601 73.2
INDIANOLA. scooonscsnaassannss 713 691 872 41 6.1 4 021 2 677 2 262 7748
LEBANON, s oacssasocsasossansas 87 96 118 =31] =263 3 894 2 701 2 265 71,8
MCCOOK. s uesavosrnososcecconsse 8 us5 8 356 8 285 170 2.4 4 985 3 472 2 702 84,5
RICHARDSON COUNTYososunese 11 619 12 288 12 277 =658 =54 3 704 3 138 2 411 53,6
BARADA 4 ssceasorssasscasasnns 59 60 58 1 147 2 926 2 605 1 960 49,3
DAWSON. s ooossassavssscsssosas 289 255 251 38 1541 2 856 2 673 2 236 27.7
FALLS CITYuovossnvavscosasass 5 100 5 346 5 444 =344 =643 4 097 3 297 2 529 62,0
HUMBOLDT 4 sasossesanccnsssiee 1 108 1 235 1194 86| . =7.2 4 435 3 800 2 907 52,6
PRESTON. s cuvsssassncaosesonne 52 55 64 12| =18.8 3 484 3 102 2 334 49,3
RULOssveenssssasnsssscncssnne 252 260 299 471 «15,7 3 074 2 737 2 059 49,3
SALEM, cponnasoconcnsassocases 174 205 214 =43 | =20.1 3 407 2 827 2 364 44,1
SHUBERT ssssnsosonsssssossvsas 202 210 240 =38 | =15,8 3 394 3022 2 274 49,3
STELLAcesanesasosscsovenscsoe 293 296 282 11 3.9 2 734 2 271 1 900 43,9
VERDON. s onsacocasvasssassnas 304 303 265 39 14,7 3 715 3 448 2 374 56,5
ROCK COUNTY,oveosescssoss 2 259 2 206 2 231 28 163 4 408 2 998 2 067 113,3
BASSETT,usoancennsassoscosess 980 1 009 983 =3 03 5 820 3 755 2 712 110.0
NEWPORT g 0vavesonanccsconssss 154 138 141 13 9.2 3 329 2 401 1 860 79,0
SALINE COUNTY.ouoscrovace iz 713 12 551 12 809 =96 =Go7 4 21 3 329 2 654 T4t
CRETE s sasoonnossononssraansns 4 439 4 381 4 444 =5 «04l 5 216 3874 3 050 7140
DE WITT.ovssosacoocoscasseovnas 613 600 651 -38 -5,8 4 u68 2 911 2 885 4,9
DORCHESTER s sesavvssssacsvoss 652 580 492 160 32,5 3 680 2 712 2 407 52,9
FRIEND ¢ ss0asanocasanscesnnnna 1 088 1 081 1 126 -38 =34 5 305 3 791 2 857 85,7
SWANTON, covonsosncovnsssnssas 162 159 160 2 1.2 4 302 3 212 2 527 7002
TOBIAS ssaorsenasurssonasccas 123 126 124 =1 «0oB 5 168 3 445 2 711 90,6
WESTERN, ,cooso0s0nvaasascsasss 325 345 244 «19 ~5,5 5 204 3 813 2 731 90.6
WILBER weonnnaooneansccansnas 1457 1463 1 483 =26 =148 3 832 2 721 2 198 74,3
SARPY COUNTY.veaanseconce 75 128 71712 66 200 8 921 13,5 4 133 3 449 2 792 48,0
BELLEVUE cosonosacscossessnanna 20 964 21 636 24 953 =989 =45 4 401 3 749 3 065 43,6
GRETNA4eusoonasavsnsosevaosos 1 689 1520 1 587 132 8.5 4 078 3 661 2 936 38,9
LA VISTAuveaosssocsoscovovncs 8 519 7 292 4 858 3 661 754 3778 3 334 2 680 41,0
PAPILLION svsesaossssesoncnsse &6 692 6 186 5 606 1 086 19.4 4 716 3 944 3 225 46,2
SPRINGFIELDssevoovascanuocaas 757 752 798 «38 4,8 4 185 3 799 3 098 34,1

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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 annexatiol
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capi
of symbols, see text)

ns since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts, For subcounty areas with a
ita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
) (DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY L APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY s 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 | (REVISED) {CENSUS ) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
SAUNDERS COUNTYosonanvens | 17 982 17 364 17 048 964 5.7 4 331 3 360 2 412 79,6
ASHLAND 4 o ss0aovevosnancossans 2 466 2 383 2 176 290 13,3 4 320 3 587 2 564 68,5
PRAGUE e o e 0sosovssvrnsssocssns 313 294 291 22 746 3 850 2 820 2 048 88,0
COLON, soosuncoscoscsssnssaess 142 133 109 33 30,3 3111 2 383 1973 5747
WESTONG sovssnvnoosovssssssaas 282 258 285 w3 1ol 3 975 3 248 2 046 94,3
MEMPHIS e paosovonescsosassono 89 86 71 18 25,4 5 060 3 947 3 156 6043
LESHARA . s ssonossacsonnssoruosn 125 109 102 23 22,5 3 581 2 153 2 264 58,2
MEAD ,eosassesasoossasesscsans 567 520 488 79 16,2 4 833 3 905 2 722 7746
MALMO o o sponsossassssnsassossse 124 139 131 -7 8,3 5 003 3 930 2 472 102,4
MORSE BLUFFoasseavsnsocnsonns 181 171 162 19 1147 4 876 3 487 2 654 83.7
CEDAR BLUFFS..0unsecussssasss 655 644 616 39 6.3 5 126 3 642 2 560 100,2
VALPARATSOsescoosossesssssens 389 413 415 26 w63 2 775 2 143 1 455 90,7
CERESCO.vsesenvcoonvecncusnes 626 537 w7y 152 324 4 505 3 697 2 655 69,7
YUTAN . eovessssonsssesasesnsss 608 568 507 101 19.9 4 186 2 234 2 653 56,7
3 389 3 372 3 835 whl6 | wileb 4 820 3 785 2 715 7745
150 140 121 29 24,0 4 350 3 766 2 475 75,8
ASHLAND TOWNSHIP.......-.-... 2 538 2 429 2 235 303 13,6 4 571 3 742 2 670 71,2
BOHEMIA TOWNSHIP.cscvecasssse 233 230 224 9 4,0 4 290 2 985 1 955 119.4
CENTER TOWNSHIP .acovenvansese 521 514 502 19 3.8 3734 2 588 1 887 9749
CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP.vossosovssoe 869 797 705 164 23,3 3 470 2 689 1 934 79,4
CHESTER TOWNSHIP,osas0s500c0sa 590 557 573 17 3.0 3 163 2 216 1 655 3991
CLEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP.ouvecoes 699 719 551 148 26,9 5 219 4 138 2 965 76,0
DOUGLAS TOWNSHIP,sessovvassne 279 278 281 w? =0,7 4 739 3 414 2 442 94,1
ELK TOWNSHIP, ,soesovccorcrncs 396 449 413 1?7 wlh o 3 361 2 65} 1720 95,4
GREEN TOWNSHIPu,ooossacvorons 231 220 205 26 12,7 4 922 3 555 2 542 93.6
LESHARA TOWNSHIP,cvoovsensves 333 293 301 32 10.6 3 931 2 935 2 329 68,8
MARBLE TOWNSHIP,,cavvassvssns 329 312 301 28 9,3 4 560 3 544 2 305 97,8
MARIETTA TOWNSHIPsoueosonsaes 917 883 834 83 10,0 4 428 3 496 2 524 754
MARIPOSA TOWNSHIP..sousssnsee 475 473 460 15 3.3 4 314 3 333 2 326 85,3
MORSE BLUFF TOWNSHIP, eeseuse 402 361 381 21 5.5 4 800 3 406 2 384 10103
NEWMAN TOWNSHIP,,0e0vvecsanse 284 334 290 b “2,1 2 986 2 629 1 731 72,5
NORTH CEDAR TOWNSHIP.. .. 858 837 840 18 2.1 4 759 3 415 2 390 99,1
OAK CREEK TOWNSHIP.ooesasense 760 760 748 12 1.6 3 042 2 352 1 609 89,1
POHOCCO TOWNSHIP,eoaeansncncs 503 476 422 81 19,2 5 393 4 107 3 264 65,2
RICHLAND TOWNSHIPuusnnoosenen 1 008 897 853 155 18,2 4 195 3 384 2 477 69.4
ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP.wsoesssos 282| 260 307 =25 8,1 2 966 2 067 1 642 80,6
SOUTH CEDAR TOWNSHIP . s0sseee 352 323 262 90 34,4 4 008 3 085 2 006 99,8
STOCKING TOWNSHIP,sscesssnoese 401 375 358 43 12,0 4 368 3116 2 229 96,0
UNION TOWNSHIPuewenseassssene 979 924 825 154 18,7 4 301 3 336 2 66] 61.6
WAHOO TOWNSHIPs.vessaovsonnns 352 327 312 40 12,8 4 034 3 384 2 280 769
SCOTTS BLUFF COUNTY.eusso 36 167 35 333 36 432 265 w047 4 406 3 424 2 544 73,2
GERING, couononosoasnssosassncs 6 547! 6 244 5 639 908 16,1 3 765 3 054, 2 578 46,0
HENRY ¢ usseooonoosvansossssuss 152 151 147 3,4 3 813 3 348 2 519 51,4
LYMAN, saoessonecnrovsoncrorns 513 523 561 48 8,6 4 766 3 624 2 587 84.2
cssessavesssrns 81 78 79 2 2.5 3 223 2 830 2 129 51,4
158 125 124 34 274 3 967 3171 2 385 66,3
. 1 016 1 010 939 77 8,2 3 588 3 143 2 228 61,0
MITCHELL ussoovesvanavosesaca 1 859 1 838 1842 17 0,9 4 740 3 888 2 720 74,3
MORRILL cosssoncsossonscossucs 966 936 937 29 3.1 3 354 2 919 2 047 63,8
SCOTTSBLUFF 4, ceesvasncncstrss 12 655 .12 183 14 507 wl 852] =12.8 4 723 3 813 2 817 6767
TERRYTOWN,vssevonsonccavssacs 806 770 747 59 7.9 3 079 2 599 2 002 53,8
SEWARD COUNTYcoassnorcnne 15 394 15 409 14 460 934 6.5 444 3 224 2 547 75,7
BEAVER CROSSING.uoovesssoansa 418 425 400 18 4,5 3 268 2 827 2 195 48,9
BEE, vosossresoavossonsssnvasse 154 158 156 w2 w143 3011 2 560 1 926 %5643
CORDOVA ,4vsevonsssoocscsssvns 126 146 141 wiB| =106 4134 2 994 2 494 65,8
GARLAND ¢ ypnessassssssaasarass 268 295 244 24 9.8 5 121 4 605 3 432 49,2
GOEHNER s s pesnssanvsvasacrcncs 184 170 113 71 62,8 4 136 3 342 2 615 58,2
MILFORD gavsvoosassencnsvssces 1 895 1 923 1 846 49 2.7 3 796 3 136 2 k28 56,3
PLEASANT DALE,ussesssesroness 331 312 258 73 28,3 3 836 3 146 2 462 55,8
SEWARD 40 vavesossncossssasavess 5 572 5 693 5 294 278 5,3 4 148 3 086 2 485 66,9
STAPLEHURST covsoserorssvsrsan 254 248 227 27 11,9 3 761 2 917 2 245 67.5
TAMORA .o ssvecevosososssosssos 93 o4 93 - - 2 949 2 394 1 873 57.4
UTICAcsoonovnossavasassassncs 660 653 602 58 9.6 4 604 3 660 3 079 49,5
SHERIDAN COUNTYoosoasseoce 7 433 7 566 7 285 148 2.0 4 686 3 559 2 556 83,3
GORDONuoavsosasassanaroossase 2 276 2 28l 2 106 170 8.4 4 718 3 189 2 434 93,8
HAY SPRINGS.,s0snceesssvsssan 662 699 682 20 2,9 5 607 3 831 2 694 108,1
RUSHVILLEsssvoscsosnsosansane 1 136 1195 1 137 -] =0,4 4 187 2 987 2 165 93.4

SEE FOOTNOTES AT END OF TABLE.
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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

res reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a

(1870 population and related per capita income figu
0, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning

1970 census sample population of less than 1,00
of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE, PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JuLY 15 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 | (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
SHERMAN COUNTY ososevsnne 4 515 4 571 4 725 =210 =l ol 3 349 2 136 1 992 68,1
ASHMTON. sa00eaov0sssassesasaas 235 262 271 42| 15,2 3 553 2 694 1714 107.3
LITCHFIELD s wsovnssssnsascanss 225 256 248 =23 “9e3 3 683 3 178 2 348 56,9
HAZARD s s ovesavassscosconoaose 67 75 72 =5 =649 3 498 3 183 2 192 59,6
LOUP CITYuuosoncscsnesssonnes 1 518 1 428 1 486 62 4,3 3 810 3 129 2 264 68,3
ROCKYVILLE s oo noosssnvesscncacs 91 104 114 w23 =20.2 3 380 3 056 2 327 45,3
ASHTON TOWNSHIP,sescsoconosase 443 482 494 =551 «10.3 2 928 2 227 1 522 92,4
BRISTOL TOWNSHIP,eoscsossacsse 319 279 306 13 Uy2 3 306 2 523 1 875 76,3
CLAY TOWNSHIP,ocossasaeononaso 186 188 179 1 3.9 3 405 2 821 2 096 62.5
ELM TOWNSHIP,ysoass0000ss0ass 84 81 89 w5 «5.6 3 617 2 996 2 226 62,5
HARRISON TOWNSHIP.ocusosscoss 392 436 447 w55 @123 2 886 2 612 1 883 53,3
HAZARD TOWNSHIP,usooveconsnss 286 286 277 9 3.2 3730 2 985 2 039 82,9
LOGAN TOWNSHIP,,cosovcscsssss 233 231, 223 10 4,5 3 287 2 723 2 023 62,5
LOUP CITY TOWNSHIP.ssoesnsass 1 798 1 720 1 781 17 1.0 3 693 2 996 2 175 69,8
OAK CREEK TOWNSHIP.ssoasooosa 117 129 121 =4 3,3 2 081 1 590 1298 60,3
ROCKVILLE TOWNSHIP.eoosconevs 304 328 348 ~H4 ] «12.6 2 955 2 682 2 096 41,0
SCOTT TOWNSHIP:ssossssossvavas 126 141 147 «21| =14.3 2 441 2 210 1 642 48,7
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP.... . 104 120 150 ~461 =307 3 960 3 589 2 446 61.9
WEBSTER TOWNSHIP.sessisovsues 122 149 163 <41 -25.2 3 094 2 362 1755 76,3
STOUX COUNTYooaoesaessoes 1 964 2 086 2 034 =70 3.4 4 442 3 083 2 062 115,.4
HARRISON. s rocaosausossroncose 370 392 377 =7 =149 5 247 3 636 2 605 1014
STANTON COUNTYsseosevcass 6 416 5 956 5 758 658 1104 3 370 2 691 2 104 60,2
PILGER s sseeassceavssansnuonss 445 446 470 2B =543 3 521 3 130 2 167 62,5
STANTON, csesovvoscenssrcssess 1 640 1 440 1 363 277 2063 4 042 3 037 2 419 67,1
THAYER COUNTYsuaesseosnnse 7 631 7 587 7779 ~148 =19 5 377 3 299 2 240 140.0
ALEXANDRIAuoosvsosasasscsnnse 198 227 225 =271 =12.0 5 291 3 687 2 492 112,3
BELVIDEREsasan 137 144 162 =25 =i5.4 4 509 2 472 1 609 180,2
BRUNING, s venanonosnaccnse 289 302 315 =26 843 6 390 3 586 2 676 138.8
BYRON, wcoosssanenacsnssvsoosse 149 172 171 22| =1249 5 808 3 352 2 234 160,0
CARLETON sscoavescocvassssssn 205 160 163 42 25.8 5 004 2 939 2 227 124,7
CHESTER s eavenonasocacsoasass 457 441 459 -2 «0¢b 4 654 2 586 1 928 141.4
DAVENPORT 0 sssveassossasesnss 416 409 427 wll 2,6 5 679 3 702 2 397 136.9
DESHLER ¢ vovousnnsvansoanssne 980 925 937 43 b6 5 412 3 308 2 262 139.3
GILEAD: csvevaosssscosuscosnas 47 57 60 w3 =257 4 284 2 710 1 832 133.8
HEBRON . coessosves vea 1 633 1 625 1 667 w3t 2,0 5 416 3 559 2 404 125,3
HUBBELL y s svsosassavavscnsnaa 7 67 83 wl2| =14.5 4 299 3 207 2 168 98,3
THOMAS COUNTY.oqsevencase 968 962 954 14 1.5 3 400 2 576 1 961 73.4
HALSEY (PART) vvscccnsscssnes 137 138 128 g 7.0 2 745 2 090 1746 57.2
SENECAsacsseancnscsaasaonsaas 106 105 111 -5 4.5 3 243 221 1 897 71,0
THEDFORD s asnswosssacanvnansase 314 293 303 i 3.6 3 275 2 511 2 217 47,7
THURSTON COUNTY, iosuavsos 7 332 7 008 6 gu2 390 5.6 2 902 2 515 1875 54,8
ROSALIE , s0neacesnasvsoasovass 202 199 204 =2 “1.0 4 349 3 808 2 556 70,1
THURSTON, snonconesecasacensns 130 119 147 13 111 3153 2 519 1 863 69,2
WALTHILb covonnsoncrsansancooas 980 919 897 83 9.3 3 157 2 871 2 048 54,2
PENDER . coesconsvsosoessnsenns 1 29% 1 242 1 229 65 5.3 3 934 3 491 2 455 60,2
EMERSON (PART}esasccosscaconn] 104 114 116 «12]  =10.3 3 695 3 083 2 011 83,7
WINNEBAGO yuoausossconanonnace : 753 628 675 768 11.6 2 358 2 100 1903 23,9
ANDERSON TOWNSHIP.isesesvesss 236 224 222 14 6,3 814 710 523 55,6
BLACKBIRD TOWNSHIPssevosoonss 1 076 997 953 123 12,9 1 552 1 343 1127 37,7
BRYAN TOWNSHIP . vassessosossns 144 143 142 2 1.4 3 024 21 2 074 46,0
DAWES TOWNSHIPosoosusnsovoonse 640 621 616 24 3,9 3 280 2 898 1 955 67,8
FLLOURNOY TOWNSHIP,4vuoscosose 340 340 347 =7 ~2.0 3 329 2 670 1 891 7640
MERRY TOWNSHIP.oavoeeossaenso 138 182 156 w18  w1l.5 2 718 2 606 1705 59,4
OMAHA TOWNSHIP ., sss00c000000sa 5 343 1 269 1 209 138 11.5 3 194 2 649 2 061 54,8
PENDER TOWNSHIP ,acessossavass 1 589 1 512 1 495 90 6,0 3 865 3 398 2 392 61,6
PERRY TOWNSHIPwasonensssnoass 330 340 346 =16 w6 3 320 2 714 1767 87,9
THAYER TOWNSHIP,ivescsessesnve 188 193}, 220 =320 =14.5 2 134 2 037 1 803 41,8
WINNEBAGO TOWNSHIP,,caaeavsss 1 313 1187 1 240 73 5.9 2 635 2 299 1 939 35,9
VALLEY COUNTY.ovoscennsce 5 379 5 471 5 783 =404 =70 4 167 2 953 2 194 89,9
ARCADIA,ossoaosvoveosasonnoas 389 373 418 =29 69 3 356 2 589 2 21t 51.8
ELYRIAwoasnoacsnesoosvsssvass 45 46 55 10] =182 2 810 2 116 1 586 77,2
NORTH LOUP.yessenrscrsasosass 390 397 44 w5l wll.6 3 309 2 618 1951 69,6
ORDyouosensvassoacossetvocoss 2 242 2 293 2 439 =197 “B¢l 5 160 3 549 2 876 100.3
ARCADIA TOWNSHIPeseosoossaaans 531 538 | 612 -8 =13.2 3 100 2 369 1972 57,2
GERANIUM TOWNSHIP,esanseosass 164 165 167 w3 «1,8 3 366 2 381 1772 90,0

SEE FOOTMOTES AT END UF TABLE.
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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

(1870 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)

PORPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE , PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975 | (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
NORTH LOUP TOWNSHIP....uevvees 592 631 657 =65 w9,9 3 346 2 564 1937 7247
ORD TOWNSHIP4vacosonrocosaosns 2 548 2 B9H 2 748 =200 «743 5 079 3 519 2 541 99,9
WASHINGTON COUNTY.vseonon 14 504 k 14 238 13 310 1194 9.0 4 020 3 329 2 674 50,3
BLAIRcooasavavonoosvacncooass 6 374 6 196 6 106 65 1ad 4143 3 487 2 807 4746
KENNARD g oo cvdocosnnnncssssses 400 388 336 64 19,0 3 188 2 875 2 321 37.4
FORT CALHOUN. vorsanovesaases 784 734 642 142 22.1 3 549 3 586 2 981 19,1
HERMAN ¢ o s vansosossoansnaosnca 341 341 323 18 5.6 3 882 3 432 2 824 37,5
ARLINGTON, eoossnsssoncasvsacs 1114 1 030 910 204 2244 3 899 3 241 2 766 41,0
WASHINGTON,veosasossvvsssnsse 144 121 76 65 85,5 3 185 2 785 2 275 38,7
TOWNSHIP NO Lioesssvonconcons 2 251 2 181 1 986 265 13,3 3 626 3 141 2 570 41,1
TOWNSHIP NO 2.00s0se0s0s0vess 1993 1 960 1 812 181 10,0 4 389 3 608 2 874 52,7
TOWNSHIP NO 3.e40c0vss0vacuca 1 988 2 049 2 210 =222 | =100 4 219 3 495 2 797 50,8
TOWNSHIP NO 4,. 1 728 1714 1 610 118 7.3 4 217 3 494 2 798 50,7
TOWNSHIP NO S.epnoss 2 153 2 116 1 939 214 11.0 3 957 3 182 2 553 55,0
TOWNSHIP NO 6,e000000s00nunss 2 203 2 072 1 863 340 18,3 3 863 3 272 2 498 54,6
TOWNSHIP NO 7yoescnascnencsse 2 188 2 146 1 890 298 15,8 2 969 3474 2 640 50,3
WAYNE COUNTYavsnoosassocns 9 129 9 361 10 400 wl 2781 wi2.2 3 474 2 862 2 192 58,5
CARROLL 4 ovsoavenascossnocanss 262 248 235 27 11.5 3 497 2 858 2 079 68,2
HOSKINS.ssvossosnssssarsonese 219 240 271 wB2 | «19,2 2 788 2 420 1.806] - 54,2
SHOLES.ewsvevesessssnssssonas 22 22 22 - - 3 700 3 215 2 399 54,2
WAKEFIELD (PART) cuoosannaonon 105 99 96 9 9.4 5 235 4 348 3 244 614
WAYNE o sonsosannoavscnavsssscs 4 356 4 622 5 379 wl 023 | w19,0 3 934 3 080 2 359 66,8
WINSIDE . socssososossnsosscoss 449 431 453 =4 =09 3 259 2 717 2 069 5745
WEBSTER COUNTY.eovnsnenscs 5 194 5 226 5 396 =202 =3,7 3 766 2 961 2 172 73,4
BLADEN, s apasonsosssnsssocoasna 263 272 293 «30 | =10.2 4 542 3 413 2 W42 86,0
BLUE HILLsesoowss 853 779 784 69 8.8 3 744 2 850 2 091 7961
CONLES . uperaninpsnsaronssnsns 48 51 57 =9 | =15,8 3 112 2 513 1 812 8.7
GUIDE ROCKusvsnvasvnessaoocace 261 277 318 w571 «=17,9 3 100 2 609 1912 62,1
RED CLOUD,ssooonascaosvosnsss 1 392 1 451 1 531 =139 9ol 4 550 3 554 2 563 77.5
WHEELER COUNTY.osva0sasss 1 069 1 063 1 051 18 1.7 3 586 2 406 1 687 112.6
BARTLE T Tasvosevossnosansonses 129 167 140 =11 =7.9 3 764 2 238 2 086 80.4
ERICSON,sssssoonessssncssnses 130 138 122 8 646 2 735 1 696 1 745 56,7
YORK COUNTY,evos00n0snnss 14 145 13 735 13 685 460 3ok 5 145 3 546 2 T43 B7.6
BENEDICT . vovnncononsosossanes 160 193 209 “49 | =23,4 4 718 3 139 2 378 98,4
BRADSHAW . yossnsasrossssesssas 315 325 347 «32 9,2 5 661 3 653 2 828 100.2
GRESHAM . s eovevesassvroscennne 251 226 248 3 Le2 5 362 3 496 2 ha4 121.2
HENDERSON, ssnvosovssessaonses 1 014 948 904 113 12.5 7 264 4 444 3 166 129,4
LUSHTON, voossovosssasnasnases 33 44 34 -1 249 5 199 3 818 2 893 79.7
MCCOOL JUNCTION, cuuonvonsosss 295 291 289 6 2.1 3 452 2 536 1921 7967
THAYER o s sueososnsssonsnasssos 65 72 78 w13 ] w167 3 872 2 844 2 155 79.7
WACO,oeoeoovosssasasrconvanss 234 209 214 20 9.3 4 099 3 361 2 330 75.9
YORK. ¢ sonnsesovnsesossoosannne 7 115 6 864 6 778 337 5.0 5 140 3 750 2 94y 74,8
MULTI~COUNTY PLACES
EMERSON, s seososrescacsccannns 929 907 850 79 9,3 3 872 2 927 2 100 70,1
HALSEYsovuseootssssarssssnsns 143 143 131 12 9.2 3 672 2 072 17461 . 110,3
NEWMAN GROVE o oasssessonasnsve 842 833 863 -21 2.4 3 622 2 997 2 477 46,2
OXFORD4osovnnosonsaorescsnncn 1134 1128 1116 18 1.6 4 122 2 974 2 233 84,6
TILDEN.sovouocssasssassonnnnse 938 1 007 ou7 -9 «1,0 3 606 2 866 2179 65,5
TRUMBULL yovesesasvosssssaases 238 263 220 18 8.2 4 939 2 596 2 111 134,0
WAKEF TELDuoonavassnonsasrassse 1 066 1 035 1160 =94 8,1 4313 3 856 2 758 56,4

IAPPROXIMATE ANNEXATION INCLUDED IN THE 1970 CENSUS COUNT,

NOTE: THE SUM OF ESTIMATES FOR MINOR CIVIL DIVISION TOTALS AND &

STIMATES FOR CONSTITUENT INCORPORATED PLACES WILL BE GREATER

THAN THE COUNTY TOTAL. IN ORDER TO IDENTIFY THOSE PIECES WHICH WILL ADD TO THE COUNTY ESTIMATES, SEE 13970 CENSUS OF POPULATION,
VOL . 1, CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POPULATION, PART A, '"NUMBER OF INHABITANTS," SECTIONS 1 AND 2, TABLE 10,
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No.
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No.
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No.
No.

649
650
651
652
653
654
655
656
657
658
659
660
661
662

663

664
665
666
667
668
669
670
671
672

673

d Per Capita Income Estimates, and Revised 1973 Esti-
lected Minor Civil Divisions

(Reports may not be published in numerical order)

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
ldaho
Hlinois
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri

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

674
675
676
677
678
679
680
681
682
683
684
685
686
687
688
689
690
691
692
693
694
695
696
697
698
699

Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Okiahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming
U.S. Summary and
Detailed Methodology



