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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

Lin certain midwestern States (lllinois, 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-
lected in the 1870 census.

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

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

subscription $56.00 per year, Price for this report 45 cents.



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. Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, National Center for Health Statistics. For sub-
county areas where reported birth and death statis-
tics were not available from either source, estimates
were developed by applying national fertility and
mortality rates to the 1970 census counts for the
cohort of the female population 18 to 34 years old
and to the total 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 populations, 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 vyears 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 yield esti-
mates of the total resident population in each

county.

Annexations and new incorporations. The 1970
census counts shown in this report reflect all popula-
tion “corrections” made to the figures after the
initial tabulations. 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

?In genetal, 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.

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



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

The estimates for the subareas in each county
were adjusted to independent county estimates. For
1973, the county estimates are revisions to those
prepared by the Bureau of the Census alone or by
the Bureau of the Census in conjunction with par-
ticipating State agencies as a part of the Federal-
State Cooperative Program. These estimates are
revisions of those published in Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, No. 620. For 1975, an inter-
mediate set of county estimates was prepared, since
all of the data necessary to develop final estimates
under the FSCP program were not available. Specif-
ically, only data for two of the methods relied upon
in the FSCP estimates (i.e.,, Component Method 11
and the Administrative Records method) were avail-
able. The 1875 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 Il 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 PCI
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 Cutrent Population Reports,
Series P-25, No. 640.
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The PCI estimates are based on a money income
concept. Total money income is defined by the
Bureau of the Census for statistical purposes as the
sum of:

@ Wage and salary income

® Net nonfarm self-employment income

& Net farm self-employment income

® Social Security and railroad retirement
income

® Public assistance income

@ All other income such as interest, dividends,
veteran’s payrents, pensions, unemploy-
ment insurance, alimony, etc,

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

deductions, etc.

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

5income data from the 1970 census reflect income
received in calendar year 1969.
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come estimates from the census and BEA were not
strictly comparable. These differences were espec-
ially evident at the county level for nonfarm and
farm self-employment income. BEA estimates for
these types of income tend to have considerably
more year-to-year variation than estimates derived
from surveys and censuses. To minimize the effects
of these differences, constraints were put on the rate
of change in income from these sources in develop-
ing the 1972 and 1974 PCI updates.

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

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

As in the case of the population estimates, a
two-step procedure was relied upon to update the
income figures from their 1969 level to refer to
1974. The 1972 estimates were prepared using the
rate of change from 1969 to 1972. The 1974 esti-
rates 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 1870 census PCI figures
for small areas are subject to sizable sampling vari-
ability, causing them to lack sufficient statistical re-
liability for use in the estimation process. For this
report, the 1989 PCl shown for areas with a 1970
census sample population estimate of less than
1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1970
census sample value and a regression estimate. Re-
search has indicated that this procedure results in a
considerable improvement in accuracy compared to
the procedure relied upon in earlier estimates, which
was to use the county PCI amount for various small
governmental units. The resulting 1969 estimate for
each of these areas is a base estimate for preparing
1972 and 1974 estimates and does not represent a
change in the 1970 census value for these areas.

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

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 ratio 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 |IRS data for the
subcounty area were not used in the update process.
In such cases the percent change in AGI per exemp-
tion for the county was used. Similarly, if the IRS
data for a particular subcounty area passed the
above conditions, but the percent change in AGI per
exemption was excessively large or small compared
to that for the county, the change was constrained
to a proportion of the county change.

The percentage change in per capita transfer in-
come at the subcounty level was assumed to be the
same as that implied by the 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 1975 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

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

699.



Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 546
through 595. The July 1, 1973 population estimates
shown in this report differ from those published
previously for several reasons: (1) The procedure for
correcting missing address information on the orig-
inal tax forms was changed to more accurately re-
flect the population distribution of the various
areas; (2) more accurate and up-to-date information
on several components of population change (births,
deaths, and special population groups) are now avail-
able; {3) the net migration component has been
changed from a civilian population base to refer in-
stead to the non-group quarters population (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 similar 1970 tests for
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In
summary, the State estimates averaging Component
Method [I 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 1970s 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

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 1970 and already
in use to produce State estimates during the 1970's.
It must be recognized that the differences between
the two sets of estimates may not be interpreted as
errors in either set of figures, but may only be used
as a partial guide indicating the degree of con-
sistency between the newer Administrative Records
system and the established methods.

Table A presents such a comparison for State
estimates referring 1o 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 should also be noted that the Admin-
istrative Records estimate falls in the middle of the
three estimates for 18 States, in contrast with
approximately 17 cases to be expected by chance.

A similar comparison may be made at the county
level (table B). Although the differences between
the Co-op estimates and the Administrative Records
results are larger at the county levei 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

All
Ttem States 4 million | 1.5 to 4 Less than
and over million 1.5 million

Average percent difference

(disregarding sign)..eceeoo. sesconan 1.0 0.5 0.9 1.5
Number of States..... beocoecesooae oo 51 16 18 17
With differences of:

Less than 1 percent........ cocsooes 32 14 12 6

1 to 2 percent.c.oco.on cevoencooase 13 2 4 7

2 percent and OVer......ccoc000 eoso 6 ~ 2 4
Where Adminigtrative Records was:

Higher..oeeoeeroesonann v vcoecoe . . 24 7 9 8

LOWEYeecsasooos eaocecaeces scoesse oo . 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
All with less
Item ounties 50.000 25,000 10,000 1,000 | than 1,000
¢ Total ’ to to to 1970
or MOTE 1 50,000 | 25,000 | 10,000 | population
Average percent difference
(disregarding sigh).evecasa 3.3 3.2 1.8 2.7 3.2 4.4 11.7
Number of counties or
equivalents..os.oososvonooo 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26
With differences of:
Less than 1 percent..,.. 736 733 215 159 228 131 3
1 to 3 percent,...oo0. . 1,153 1,145 311 213 373 248 8
3 to 5 percent,.ovoo.. . 647 645 1069 123 212 201 2
5 to 10 percent.c..cooe. 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 to
an increased variability in the Method 11 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 little change since the 1973 estimates (3.1
percent difference in 1973 and 3.3 percent in 1975).
There are noticeable reductions in the differences
for the largest and smallest population size cate-
gories (from 2.3 percent in 1973 to 1.8 percent in
1975 for 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 years, but little change has
occurred in the county variations, with even some
convergence of estimates for the larger and smaller
counties.
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Three tests of the Administrative Records popu-
lation estimates against census counts have been
undertaken. First, a limited evaluation involving 24
large areas (16 counties and 8 cities) was conducted
on estimates for the 1968-1970 period.” Althoughthe
test shows the estimates to be quite 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
to a Z2-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-
suyses. QOverall, 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 to5 ]5 to 10 perlc(;nt
) ence percent’ percent | percent and over
All areas (86) 7%, ....cevaccs oo .9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (59).cce0ne bosecoens 4,6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27)..c.c000> 8.6 6 5 6 10

Ipisregarding sign.

2511 areas have populatieon under 20,000 persons,
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with about 60 percent of the estimates exceeding
the census counts. Again the impact of population
size on the expected level of accuracy may be noted.
Even though all of the areas in this study are rela-
tively small—less than 20,000 population—the larger
ones demonstrate much lower variation from census
figures than the smaller ones.

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

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

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

the areas. Consequently, PCi did not change
enough in the 1970-72 period in most instances to
move outside of the relatively large range of sam-
pling variability associated with the 1970 census
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! 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 c¢ontained 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,
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND
SUBCOUNTY AREAS

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

of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY . 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975 | (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
STATE OF OKLAHOMA,4ys. 2 701 263 2 661 403 | 2 559 463 151 800 5,9 3 983 3 302 2 693 47,9
ADAIR COUNTY,occuooosnosse 16 615 16 389 15 144 1474 97 2 079 1731 1435 44,9
STUMNELL savnveossonsonsssnons 2 388 2 385 2 134 254 11,9 2 401 L 975 1623 47,9
WATTS, sanosssosasoonscacnonna 346 336 326 20 64l 2 416 i auz 1 676 44,2
WESTVILLE uosesancocosccssone 902 987 934 ~32 =34 2 326 1 881 1497 55,4
ALFALFA COUNTYsuvevoivsne 7 293 7 157 7 224 69 1.0 4 239 3 607 2 592 63,5
ALINE soosovocssanssossnsonnes 292 276 260 32 12,3 4 299 3 877 2 726 57,7
AMORITA sosvrescnoscccssssass 51 54 63 w2 | =19,0 3 497 2 983 2 157 62.1
BURLINGTON woosssssvsssusocss 170 170 165 5 3,0 5 626 4 860 3 514 60,1
BYRON, o sounnsscouosnsccosonan 60 76 72 =12 | 16,7 3 322 2 834 2 049 62,1
CARMEN s osaesssasssossnnsenss 533 533 519 14 2,7 4 761 3 845 2 618 81,9
CHEROKEE s sovacvaesasesvnscss 2 168 2 088 2 119 49 2.3 S 012 4 448 3 070 63,3
GOLTRY.ouooanssoscssscnvonass 256 286 282 =26 9,2 3 844 3 655 2 6631 . 44,3
HELENA, s voevorensvssvasonsnns 801 730 769 32 4,2 3 141 2 691 2 167 44,9
VET avsouvcocncnssscnoessoncs 347 326 317 30 9.5 4 727 4 040 2 921 61,8
LAMBERT s o cvuvsscnsvsocesssses 17 17 16 1 6.3 3 566 3 o4z 2 199 62.2
ATOKA COUNTY.cvewcoonssrss 11 670 11 233 10 972 698 6.4 2 479 2 126 178 39,7
L T 3006 3 204 3 346 =340 | =10,2 3 332 2 632 2 220 50,1
CANEY,sucovensspscacncsnvsosse 203 202 200 3 1.5 2 077 1631 1 361 52,6
STRINGTOWN.crevenosssassosses 403 400 397 6 1.5 2 668 2 036 1 651 61,6
TUSHKAG s cvsosncancsasscoasnes 255 243 230 25 10,9 2 263 1 859 1 551 45,9
BEAVER COUNTYuecnooansons 6 020 6 021 6 282 =262 4,2 4 071 3 657 2 698 50,9
BEAYER. v oroessavesossvnnsons 1769 1 838 1 853 - =4,5 4 326 3 942 3 091 40,0
FORGANs s s eoncssoossoscssnnsss 502 460 496 6 1.2 3 600 3279 2 402 49,9
GATEuwssosvsanssasosassconssss : 147 141 151 wh 2,6 3 624 3 508 2 326 55,8
KNOWLES e easosoeacsnssosavsnns 50 50 52 -2 =3,.8 3 464 3 134 2 285 51.6
BECKMAM COUNTY.saesrnonse 15 863 15 510 15 754 109 0.7 3 546 2 887 2 312 53,4
CARTER v eossvsesacasessosscans 315 305 311 4 1.3 3 296 2 498 1 846 78,5
I o i 7 857 7 455 7 323 534 7.3 3 828 3 101 2 534 51,1
ERICK,4eoosnssacasccaonsasoas 1174 1220 1 285 =114 =8.6 2 999 2 299 1 874 60.0
SAYRE.oocesosnsonsssnvorsosns 2 628 2 618 2 Me L] w3e) 2 937 2 578 2 056 42,9
TEXOLAsueooorscnnonossvsonsns 164 148 144 20 13.9 3 576 2 899 2 318 54,3
BLAINE COUNTY.suuooonsoon 12 415 12 068 11 794 621 5.3 3 498 2 770 2 178 60,8
CANTONuccesonnsosossacasnnses 9214 873 844 77 9,1 3 329 2 749 2 036 63,5
GEARY (PART),,vevvaenoressons 1 391 1 375 1 315 76 5.8 2 889 2 254 1 783 62,0
GREENFIELDvsssoasvosecsspsncs 156 132 143 13 9.1 2 698 2 367 2 052 31,5
HITCHCOCK, 44, 157 170 160 -3 =1,9 2 579 2 052 1 594 61,8
136 120 99 37 37.4 5 638 4 487 3 486 61,7
sroncanessaces 424 413 334 90 27.2 2 569 2 019 1 568 63,8
OKEENE s eaesnsscosossassasonns 1 387 1 343 1 421 =34 =2.4 3 899 3 030 2 453 58,9
WATONGA. sosvavsaunssnensssone 3 921 3 770 3 696 225 6,1 3 522 2 933 2 267 55,4
BRYAN - COUNTY, csosecncosss 26 521 26 004 25 552 969 3.8 3161 2 627 2 125 48,8
ACHILLE. cesanesusssssscsssans 421 375 382 39 10,2 2 592 2 069 1 743 48,7
BENNINGTONGs susannsnvsreasons 356 343 288 68 23,6 1 842 1 604 1 432 28,6
BOKCHITO s e sosovonrrssvasurse 532 590 607 “75 ] w12,4 2 274 1 867 1 609 41,3
CADDOsevcocnosancoccscansnss 925 898 886 39 4ot 2 709 2 220 1 748 55,0
CALERA caessansansncnnsusnans 1 143 1111 1 063 80 745 2 958 2 288 1 899 55,8
COLBERT s usssssnsnnoscsvavoes 824 808 814 7 0.9 3 009 2 295 1935 55,5
DURANT 4 asvcsosansaonsoanacas 10 793 10 860 11 118 325 w249 3 715 2 934 2 446 51,9
HENDRIX. oo uoosoovnsononennees 116 120 117 -1 -0,9 2 199 1 774 1 452 51,4
KEMP o ouoossosssaspsecsscesans 119 125 153 w3l | w22,2 3 347 2 701 2 211 5144
KENEFICKosooasonvcannossesons 134 143 153 wl9 | =12.4 2 508 2 062 1 558 61.0
MEAD ¢uieenssvossnnoeosenoassos 89 85 80 9 11.2 3 342 2 992 2 2831 46,5

CADDO COUNTY.oesnosiansas’ 2 2 364 1

ANADARKO s s a0 s gssvvopcoancsss 3 2 360 1

. ‘ 3 2 710 2

2 2 224 1

2. 1. 582 i

2: 2.185 1

2 2 :008: 1

38 2 492 2.

2 B R1-1: i ERR
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)
POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 14 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY &, 1973 1970 1972 1969 70
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER| PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
FORT COBBouoosssnssoessascanas 819 793 722 97 13.4 3 209 2 580 2 058 55,9
GRACEMONT 4 avscocasavscscnnans 471 453 424 47 11.4 3 272 2 617 2 176 50,4
HINTON: s s00asssossaancasanaas 949 961 889 60| 6.7 3 473 2 744 2 184 59,0
HYDRO (PART):scooeonvsooossnse 806 787 706 100 14,2 2 946 2 325 2 012 46,4
LOOKEBA 4 a0 uuvocoonssasconones 175 171 165 10 644 3 830 2 944 2 449 56,4
CANADEAN COUNTY.vooeeosoe 40 460 38 985 32 245 8 215 25,5 3 902 3 371 2 634 48,1
CALUMET s svonosscosascosasanne 428] 471 386 42 10.9 3 325 2 974 2 147 54,9
EL RENO sy oonsasavnassscoscssons 14 810 15 413 14 510 300 2.1 3 655 3 242 2 509 45,7
GEARY (PART)uocsaonsccvosssns 97 90 65 32 49,2 1973 1 685 1 343 46,9
MUSTANG . s uvasavassassssaasvas 5 240 4 823 2 637 2 603 98,7 3 944 3 412 2 137 4,1
OKARCHE (PART)scosneossassons 328 356 283 45 15,9 3 475 2 758 2 198 58,1
OKLAHOMA CITY (PART)ecsnonosns 2 033 2 285 2 179 =146 6,7 4 408 3 799 3 03¢ 45,2
PIEDMONT 4o svssenosnscsssnasce 375 347 269 106 39.4 3 639 3 107 2 476 47,0
UNION CITY.usososvoscscovonne 333 346 306 27 8,8 3 572 2 912 2 320 54,0
YUKOM .6 ooeansasnsocasesoasses 13 031 11132 8 411 4 620 54,9 4 051 3 504 2 814 44,0
CARTER COUNTYoseesascenas 40 865 39 353 37 349 3 516 9.4 3 570 2 915 2 347 52,1
ARDMORE 5 s s aaasoonsosssnsnaces 23 949 23 260 21 894 2 055 9.4 3 994 3 248 2 584 Sh 46
DICKSON,  oouvesnssovsacsasans 874 843 798 76 9.5 3 084 2 531 2 062 49,6
GENE AUTRYssoesessosonsasassas 129 129 120 9 7.8 2 838 2 274 1 848 53,6
HEALDTON o ansoso0asasssssnvons 3 563 3 389 3 395 168 4,9 3 259 2 669 2 291 42,3
LONE GROVE, csouossceccncescas 1 899 1 710 1240 659 53,1 2 857 2 258 1 773 61,1
RATLIFF CITYuosoosascossusane 423 309 250 173 69,2 3 310 2 451 2 191 5141
SPRINGER ;4 snsooososascnsacass 345 320 256 89 34,8 2 875 2 263 2 022 42,2
TATUMS .y cusasosnasassasoconse 134 131 133 -2 1.5 2 526 2 025 1 646 83,5
WILSONussosossucesnnssncsassa 1 599 1 487 1 569 30 1.9 2 623 2 097 1797 46,0
CHEROKEE COUNTY.ovooovane 25 143 23 885 23 174 1 969 8.5 2 782 2 350 1 845 50,8
HULBERT s sauosoavassovsanoones 866 513 505 61 1241 2 742 2 283 1 640 67,2
TAHLEQUAH s o vevsnsonssscassss 8 573 8 576 9 254 =681 =7 o4 3 o4t 2 580 2 089 45,7
CHOCTAW COUNTY..oesnnssac 17 008 16 622 15 144 1 867 12,3 2 642 2 258 1 845 43,2
BOSWELL evsvesescessnccssscoos 895 899 755 140 18.5 2 060 1 866 1570 31,2
FORT TOWSON,,,00000ns0s000ass 477 494 430 47, 10,9 2 306 1 816 1 538 49,9
HUGOy sesvonooncoasnancsssnnos 6 947 6 879 6 585 362 5,5 3 183 2 58¢ 2 104 49,9
SOPER, s ceancsuntossncsscsconaes 323 335 322 i O3 2 426 1872 1 533 58,3
CIMARRON COUNTY . epcononas 4 000 3 947 4 145 =145 «3,5 4 900 4 615 2 730 79.5
BOISE CITYhwsesnoescsacvssnsce 2 093 1 922 1993 100 5.0 4 374 4 Q01 2 346 86,4
KEYES.eevnanossasoocsscnannan 574 585 569 5 0.9 3 064 4 545 2 766 83,1
CLEVELAND COUNTY s csaponon 99 -128 o4 747 81 839 17 289 2.1 3 971 3 325 2 783 42,7
HALL PARK.woacansssasnssoanas 218 200 163 55 33,7 7 073 5 808 4 870 45,2
LEXINGTONG s wssenanovnsonnonnn 1 781 1 707 L 516 265 17.5 2 730 2197 1 859 46,9
MOORE yonaoacasscssvsasnassass 25 115 23 245 18 761 & 354 33,9 3 968 3 246 2 726 45,6
NOBLE oosancostannsansoncsanas 2 728 2 529 2 241 487 2147 3 219 2 766 2 234 Y98}
NORMAN . ¢ a6 ansaopaoasacsonsass 59 948 58 526 B2 117 7 831 15.0 4 047 3 424 2 863 41,4
OKLAHOMA CITY (PART)secosonss 5 405 5 023 4 169 1236 29,6 4 097 3 406 2 855 43,5
RANCHWOOD MANGR 4 s ovoescoonons 290 260 213 77 36,2 6 882 5 652 4 739 45,2
SLAUGHTERVILLE s cucooonocaonas 210 194 1569 51 3244 3 265 2 681 2 248 45,2
COAL COUNTYusveeanconnssas 5 866 g 779 5 525 341 6.2 2 397 2 004 1701 40,9
BROMIDE (PARTJeouunovancancns 26, 28 30 =4 =13,3 2 119 1 756 1 470! 44,1
CENTRAHOMA ¢ 4 e o nnooossoosnone 173 170 155 18 116 1 702 1411 1181 44,1
COALGATE cassocanssonsssoscnos 2 013 1 976 1 859 154 8.3 2 929 2 283 2 083 42,7
LEHIGH  assnaaasoovsansansacas 240) 231 296 56]  «18,9 2 216 1 980 1 750 2646
PHILLIPSessossscnnesocsrsonna 108 107 106 2 1.9 2 025 1 679 1 405 44,1
TUPELGccsoneassnsocassacsoaas 677 613 485 192 39.6 2 130 1 807 1817 40,4
COMANCHE COUNTY.ssse0sans 105 059 105 693 108 144 =3 085 ~2.9 3 852 3 250 2 531 52,2
CACHE s s us0apsaessasssssssaca 1237 1233 1 106 131 11.8 2 584 2 190 1 574 64,0
CHATTANOOGA G, s o aocnocoosnscna 313 - 327 302 1 3,6 3 286 2 485 1923 70,9
ELGIN, osusonescecenascicnsss 954 966 840 114 13.6 3 080 2 608 2 028 51,9
FAXON;0ss00aseseovasssssssncs 119 112 121 =2 ~17 2 917 2 385 1 846 58,0
FLETCHER . s s apesanrsoossavonas 952 © 939 950 2 062 3 480 2 965 2 476 40,5
GERONIMO . cawyesnansacosesasos 562 581 587 -25 wlh o3 3 142 2 474 -1 848 72,8
INDIAHOMA o aqenoosoassoosona| 45045 Co440 438 20 4,6 2 927 2 217 1927] . 51,9
LAWTON: s conavecnsoncocacevase 76 4231} 76 365 T4 470 1 951 2.6 3 819 -3 284 -2 496 53,0
MEDICINE PARK,¢qovn00avsvsona 476 467 483 W i ol 3 358 2 618 .2 130 5747
STERLING. suayotaocostscssscas 727 724 675 ¥ 7.7 2 430 2 172 1796 35,3
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

(1970 population and related per capita incol 4 ' ,
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)Y
AREA CHANGE S PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 197% CHANGE »
JULY 1 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER| PERCENT 19741 (REVISED) 1969 1974
COTTON COUNTY.cossssnssss 6 723 6 648 6 832 -109 “1.6 3 702 2 948 2 439 51,8
DEVOL 4 s osvosvososcosnsanssass 129 127 129 - - 2 611 1993 1799 45,1
RANDLET T4 ooonasccsooscscsonas 402 366 384 18 4,7 3 780 3 348 2 183 35,8
TEMPLE s osoaavesonsnctoasssass 1 324 1270 1 354 =30 =242 3 228 2 684 2 178 48,2
WALTERS 4 ususoonnoscssssssasns 2 525 2 578 2 611 86 3.3 4 110 3 314 2 769 48 4
CRAIG COUNTYuesoasnssasss 14 715 14762 4 722 w7 - 3 200 2 710 2 157 48,4
BIG CABIN.sossesoasovsssvcocs 257, 263 198 59 29.8 3157 2 714 1 989 58,7
BLUEJACKET ¢ onossosssnsscasens 217 234 234 =17 =743 2 383 1 786 L 586 50,3
KETCHUM, s o0anvossssscncnncnse 264 290 238 26 1049 3 384 2 567 2 148 57,4
VINITAsseoocnososoasssasnssss 5 162 5 592 5 847 “685|  wl1,7 3 940 3 087 2 504 5743
WELCH, eenssavasonssasscocenas 725 694 651 74 11.4 3 386 2 691 2 164 86,7
CREEK COUNTYsoaosvoncncas 49 291 47 542 45 532 3 759 8.3 3 661 2 904 2 414 51,7
BRISTOW.aonuvosssnsosscsssnns 4 385 4 43y 4 653 -268 =5,8 3 863 2 916 2 400 61,0
DEPEW.oaccccsoscasonssansesss 822 844 739 83 11.2 3 351 2 653 2 128 5745
DRUMRIGHT s o 0pavcocosscssssane 2 413 2 527 2 740 «327] w119 3 840 2 963 2 450 56,7
KELLYVILLE s soovensvsocscocacs 785 729 685 100 14,6 3 138 2 475 2 080 50,9
KIEFER: soouesssvovnsescocsnce 939 881 803 136 16,9 2 986 2 172 1792 66,6
MANNFORD (PARTYovsosoeconnss 1 270 1 108 892 378 42.4 4 279 3 282 3 033 41,1
MOUNDS s wnsosoosoncosnsasacces 873 843 766 107 14,0 3117 2 464 2 037 53,0
OILTONe covesncsnssassscsconse 1194 1136 1 087 107 9,8 2 975 2 253 1 983 50,0
SAPULPA csaeossenssccasas 14 997 14 784 15 159 =162 =lel 3 927 3 112 2 602 50.9
SHAMROCK s 4 e s s o saosscovocnasse 222 214 204 18 8 3 1774 13714 1 152 54,0
SLICKessoonanssascsscssssnves 163 181 171 -8 4,7 2 165 1 826 1 660 30,4
CUSTER COUNTY . vvoavsconse 22 207 22 953 22 665 =458 =2,0 3 938 3 135 2 521 56,2
ARAPAHO . s oonposssoosssacnnnss 529 544 531 -2 0ol 2 932 2 257 1 801 62,8
BUTLER: sesevasossossoscensess 295 302 315 =20 63 3 285 2 852 2 080 57,9
CLINTON, josonsoosnsssssosnnns 7 670 7 669 8 513 =843 -39 4 398 3 564 2 831 55,4
CUSTER CITY:soasscecnncssosons 479 493 486] =7 =14 4 283 3 243 2 622 63,3
THOMAS . sespevossnvunsnovonsons 1474 1 419 1 336 135 10.1 4 562 3 392 2 749 66,0
WEATHERFORD . yvesassasosasonss 8 203 9 034 7 959 244 3.1 3 616 2 917 2 378 52,1
DELAWARE COUNTYcsoerensns 20 234 19 393 17 767 2 467 13.9 2 738 2 280 1 828 49,8
BERNICE s ovovnsvsasesssossense 165 167 189 «24]  «12,7 2 067 1 679 1 315 57,2
COLCORD ,yavseosvovarovococnce 411 379 438 -27 6,2 2 296 1763 1 453 58,0
GROVE s s sscscavsesosssasvansas 2 284 2 201 2 000 284 14,2 4 926 3 797 3 089 59,5
JAY oy oarssoesenanenconsesssss 1 544 1 537 1 594 «50 =3,1 2 075 1 81} 1 464 45,7
KANSAS . s ssosnscossovoassosens 376 355 317 59 18,6 2 759 2 312 2 021 36,5
OAKS soonossavoessasrasessses 254 274 219 35 16,0 968 786 632 53,2
WEST STLOAM SPRINGS.ssossoses 245 233 210 35 16,7 2 224 1 805 1 453 53,1
DEWEY COUNTY.cennooescasns 5 465 5 663 § 656 =191 =34 3 799 3 170 2 440 55,7
CAMARGO , oo seoncasvsoasssssese 225 234 236 =11 4,7 2 845 2 442 1 849 53,9
LEEDEY asooasnetoovesrssssonss §i4 458 465 =511 «11,0 3 536 3 290 2 319 52,5
OAKWOOD , 0 suoosesvessscsassss 148 123 129 19 14,7 2 609 2 240 1 696 53,8
PUTNAM. s s evonsncnsoessnsconase 72 85 84 w12 =l4,3 2 808 2 243 1 540 8243
SEILING, .oososnsussrvreancsse 954 970 1 033 -79 e 3443 3 031 2 259 52,4
TALOGAG sosnevossasosnacsonsas 319 323 363 ~440  -12,4 5 690 5 264 3 787 50,3
VICI oouansveooroccrocvssoonons 749 747 694 85 7.9 3 458 2 836 2 279 51a7
ELLIS COUNTYsoesnsvoenons 5 224 5 147 5 129 95 1.9 3 886 3 o84 2 456 58,2
ARNETT o scsvossenssosossssscs 742 697 711 33 4,4 3 899 2 934 2 470 57,9
290 279 262 28 10.7 3 827 3 035 2 384 60.5
574 550 536 38 7ol 3 502 3 048 2 387 46,7
14285 1 467 1 546 -121 =78 5 443 4 148 3 069 774
GARFIELD COUNTY,veccooncs 58 342 56 664 56 343 1999 3.5 4 262 3 450 2 819 51,2
BRECKENRIDGE s o ssesaossssoscss . 81 77 70 11 15,7 4 277 3 406 2 803 5246
CARRIER, yessssensoscsseeancrs 178 189 197 -19 =9, 6 3 819 3 04} 2 503 52,6
COVINGTON, copossscassrecnnvsne 668 675 605 63 10.4 3 08} 2 457 2 085 47.8
DOUGLAS a4 ovnosesscssosssccass 78 83 L9 -1 =13 4 117 3279 2 698 82,6
DRUMMOND 4 4 s evvssasonssscscnscs 420 426 326 94 28,8 4 299 .3 299 2 S4y 69,0
ENIDoonsoravsasscsonacosncnns 48 030 46 483 he 634 1. 396 3,0 4 325 3 527 2 892 49,6
FAIRMONT o4 assosescsoscasssens 177 170 154 23 14,91 3 826 3 046 2 507 52,6
GARBER s suossoosuonssonsances 956 958 1011 ~55 =54 3 593 2 870 2 193 63.8
HILLSDALE cuseeeesssosovsasess 91 62 77 14 18,2 3 500 2 787 2 293 52,6
cceoscasian 295 266 274 24 7.7 3 655 2 662 2 051 78,2
esossrovscsnaenes 222 230 200 22 11,0 5 334 3 885 3 202 66,6
LAHOMAG t o vonssecsssscboncans |’ 380 359 299 81 27.1 4 116 3 007 2 392 721
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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

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

(1970 population and related per capita income figures
he 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, t

of symbols, see text) -

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1976 T0 . 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1, 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975]  (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER| PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
NORTH ENIDssoosscosnssassosse 796 775 702 94 13,4 3 855 3 154 2 614 47,5
WAUKOMIS , s sopaoporosnsscsssse 1 105 1 009 842 263 31,2 2 560 1932 1735 47,6
GARVIN COUNTY:caoaoasonse 26 900 26 020 24 ar4 2 026 8.1 3 592 2 875 2 333 54,0
ELMORE CITYuvoossusoscnnsasans 683 673 653 30 4.6 3 075 2 404 1997 54,0
LINDSAY . yecsanoseosacnosscsass 3 723 3 716 3 705 18 0.5 4 204 3 163 2 560 64,2
MAYSYILLE cevoesascoscocusoacs 1 456 1 386 1 380 76 5.5 3 274 2 532 2 169 50,9
PAOLI ,s sasassonacesssoccnccns 517 508 480 37 7.7 2 798 2 362 1 871 49,5
PAULS VALLEY.uo0sccn0s0c0s00s 5 629 5 837 5 769 =140 2.4 4 450 3 441 2 730 63,0
STRATFORD g0 caoonsveansossance 1497 1 455 1 278 219 17.1 2 757 2 278 1991 38,5
WYNNEWOOD s s vnoasevasocconssaa 2 530 2 529 2 34 156 6.6 3174 2 617 2 176 45,9
GRADY COUNTY,coas0secansse 34 156 32 262 29 354 4 802 16,4 3 666 3 067 2 434 50.6
ALEXyscaansonotoscrssssoscacs 466 473 492 26 5,3 2 B50 2 128 1 842 38,4
AMBER . s o osvonnscovsavsvosonsas 339 323 255 84 32,9 3 195 2 623 2 142 49,2
BRADLEY s uvnsnovcasucsasvesacs 208 192 247 -39 =-15,8 2 776 2 463 1 807 53,6
CHICKASHA  sosovsoosssscvrcnss 14 858 14 858 14 194 664 4,7 3 739 3 027 2 469 5.4
EAST NINNEKAM, sono0caacocsons 74 68 63 11 17.5 2 932 2 401 1943 50,9
MINCO,eusasvoasansossscossass 1185 1 215 1129 56 5,0 3 967 3 215 2 658 49,2
NORGE g s assonnessnsnacsovasces 56 84 54 2 3,7 1 868 1 B84 1 258 50,9
RUSH SPRINGS,.scessncovosnacs 1 524 1 425 1 38t 143 10,4 2 868 2 530 2 145 33.7
TUTTLE«ovosonessssosssnsssnss 2 610 2 192 1 640 970 59,1 4 026 3176 2 662 51,2
VERDEN. s oscosovoscsssssstvons 507 489 439 68 15,5 3 380 2 850 2 131 58,6
GRANT COUNTY . osuononocsss 6 948 7 053 7 117 ~169 w24 3 812 3 187 2 268 68,1
DEER CREEKaososcasssscscsvass 183 193 203 -2 “9,9 3159 2 682 1 959 61,3
JEFFERSON. sasasanssnaaassnnsse 123 133 128 =5 =3.9 3 136 2 626 1708 83,6
LAMONT e oavceonsssoscrascasass 464 489 478 -14 2.9 3113 2 960 2 010 54,9
MANCHESTER ¢ ossoanssnccscsscas 149 158 165 16 «9,7 3777 3 174 2 064 83,0
MEDFORD s oy asooacorsasasassacs 1467 1 320 1 304 163 12,5 3 920 3 451 2 655 47,6
NASH, 4 saossaassassscosssssnss 295 301 294 1 0.3 3 320 2 833 2 186 51,9
POND CREEK,os0scasasscscssusse 948 957 903 45 5.0 4 155 3 819 2 710 53,3
RENFROW, cavnoosccsosasscansas 23 28 39 16|  «41.0 3 547 2 967 2 093 69,5
WAKITA:ossuoandessaosoassosns 540 552 545 ~5 =049 3 759 2 922 2 254 66,8
GREER COUNTYqoccaoscsancs 7 792 7 705 7 979 -187 =2,3 3113 2 469 2 020 54,1
GRANITE sasosoesssssoveasssoss 1 804 1 782 1 808 -7 =04 2 212 1762 1574 40,8
MANGUMs asssonasassosseonusane 3 885 3 916 4 066 =181 4,5 3 447 2775 2 190 57,4
WILLOWe casovasonasnsosocansen 200 170 188 12 6.4 2 684 2 319 1871 43,5
HARMON COUNTY . osseascnass 4 85 4 670 5 136 =451 «8,8 3 255 2 964 2178 49,4
GOULD o v oconosasosascsoscnsnss 337 315 368 -3) =84 3 408 3 23 2 102 62,1
HOLLIS: sonvsonsnsscosnansssss 2 200 2 788 3 150 =250 =7.9 3 408 3 214 2 228 53,0
HARPER COUNTY oasvascsvnn 5 116 4 875 5 151 -35 =0,7 3 681 3 417 2 476 48,7
BUFFALO ey nonnoosnssassaannass 1 597 1 527 1579 18 1ok 3 258 3 203 2 337 39,4
LAVERNE s 4 covnovoscoseocassnes 1 327 1 247 1373 w6 3o 4 3 560 3 343 2 527 40,9
MAY s vooscnovnnsnansassocasons 83 a7 91 =8 ~8,8 3443 3 141 2 076 65,8
ROSSTON. casnonsoesensossscass 64 47 56 8 14,3 3 572 3 336 2 417 47,8
HASKELL COUNTYoeaosccsosa 9 566 9 627 9 578 388 4.1 2 549 2 207 1719 48,3
KEOTAqoasossvesannsssscasesns 795 732 685 110 16.1 2 188 1 740 1 383 58,2
KINTAcvonsonsasassasssoasasos 243 221 247 wbf wleb 2 4131 2 027 1 653 46,0
MCCURTAIN, coucasaoassnasnnnsa 560 555 575 «15 »2.6 2 345 1 959 .1 535 52,8
STIBLER . covcsssossossessnvnca 2 161 2 284 2 347 =186 =7.9 3 414 2 743 2 082 6l, 0
TAMAMA e cavnnsncnsnssoonnnons 78 79 83 =5 =6,0 2 335 1 941 1 5231 53,5
HUGHES COUNTYo,sueoaossnsa 14 252 13 709 13 228 1024 7.7 2 975 2 516 2 062 44,3
ALLEN (PART)sasocssasssssscss 34 41 67 =33 =49,3 3 301 2 2 293 44,0
CALVINoasoasnccscassassossnsosn 334 346 359 «25 «7:0 2 7137 2 1 769 54,7
DUSTINscoasonsssonnusssoonsoe 547 524 502 45 9.0 2 136 1 1 510 41,5
GERTY,seessssocsansoacsaasass 147 142 139 8 5,8 2 620 2 1821 43,9
HOLDENVILLE sonooanvesscncsoss 5 616 5 299 5 18} 435 8.4 3 793 3 2 459 54,2
LAMAR , s 0asoonsossssasansaonsn 136 155 153 =17 - =1l.d 2 4o4 2 1 621 53,9
STUART sosavsnssesovessconcssas 268 269 294 ~26 =8,8 2 428 2 1 895 28,4
WETUMKA s 0 sosoasvccsncascanss 1770 -1 759 L6871 831, 9. 2. 388 2 1924 24,4
YEAGER o0.0 a7 n080 svovvisas ool . 111 104 LT 4l 3T 19596 b 109} 43,9




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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)

OKLA. 13
Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE PERCENT
JULY 1 APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE ¢
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 T0
1978 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER! PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
JACKSON COUNTYuoosocnvane 32 914 32 438 36 902 2 012 6.5 3 412 2 176 2 225 53,3
ALTUS s sonusnaccnsssonsnsionos 24 949 24 496 23 302 1 647 7ol 3 493 2 892 2 315 50,9
BLAIR, cosvocnccasssonssscocse 1170 1184 1oLl 56) 5,0 2 595 2 213 1645 57,8
DUKE ¢ 4 ssvnssnsuncsenosocassnc 501 499 486 15 3.4 2 740 2 270 1883 45,5
ELDORADO W csovoosscasoscaannss 761 772 737 24 3.3 3 273 2 591 2 072 58,0
ELMER , woovosoosssansssscocoas 136 138 138 «2 wlol 2 493 2 019 1624 53,5
HEADRICK sovanacsosncosncosons 182 159 139 43 30,9 3 078 2 295 1758 5.1
MARTHA ¢ 4 sonssosassosssasosass 294 297 268 26 9.7 3 134 2 336 1908 64,1
OLUSTEE s usoossosnsesonsconnos 757 730 819 w62 =76 2 546 2 065 1699 49,9
JEFFERSON COUNTY sasssonoas 7 816 7 678 7 125 691 9,7 3158 2 586 2 109 49,4
ADDINGTON s sososovavsscsccsans 144 136 123 21 17.4 2 433 1 839 1495 62,7
CORNISH, sasvsoonsssssosssascn 107 102 90 17 18,9 2 532 2 060 1 675 51,2
HASTINGS,socscvonccnssssonncs 230 205 184 46 25,0 3011 2 584 2 333 29,1
RINGLING,seasooussavocssssone 1 373 10312 1206 167 13.8 2 465 2 209 1 823 35,2
RYAN o ssossoaotpacossoosnonns 1 030 L 036 1011 19, 1.9 3 065 2 371 1900 61,3
SUGDEN s uosssvoosnnvessansnse 65 63 54 11 20.4 2 680 2 180 1773 51,2
TERRAL s vsacocsrocosonsccsnnss 611 592 636 =25 =3,9 2 575 2 019 1674 53,8
WAURTKA, sosaossnsasocesossosvoes 2 037 2 073 1 833 204, 1i.1 3 982 3 096 2 455 62.2
JOHNSTON COUNTYesosasnovos 8 46l 8 252 7 870 591 7.5 2 516 2 131 1 655 52,0
BROMIDE (PART}oscocvnsoscscos 148 165 201 =53 w26.4 2 672 2 102 1753 52.4
MANNSYILLE s ouvovorvnssosnsona 477 415 364 113 21,0 2 377 1921 1 837 8,7
MILBURN, suovoocaasscosnsnsnes 319 258 275 44 16,0 1 816 1570 1215 49,5
MILL CREEK,sscosn0vcesrvovnns 284 249 234 50 21.4 2 610 2 359 1 702 53,3
RAVIA,ovuvonvovesrnssncesncan 396 404 373 23 6.2 2 143 1 803 1 301 64,7
TISHOMINGOWusoeoevosvovenases 2 925 2 935 2 663 262 9,8 2 858 2 275 1 805 58,3
WAPANUCKA  cssospavocscsnonass 376 369 425 49l w11, 1 981 1678 1 400 41,5
KAY COUNTYooossovsssaosss 47 825 48 296 48 791 -966 =20 4 351 3 596 2 876 51,3
BLACKWELL , 0osseopsosascensoces 7 967 8 230 8 645 ~678) =7.8 3 738 2 996 2 41y 55,0
BRAMAN . o sovssaasocansoosnnssse 323 323 295 28| 9.5 3 216 2 399 2 041 87,6
KAWooosoaosoacascncnsssasnsans 307, 279 283 24 8,5 3 649 2 785 2 099 73,8
KILDARE, ., cosscasvnsossrnssss 75 88 79 =4 5,1 3 789 2 826 2 487 52.4
NARDING s susocaconcssasssssansse 100 96 135 =35 «25,9 3 066 2 288 1 839 66,7
NEWKIRK,. sssnsvanasennsooncnns 2 314 2 267 2 173 141 6,5 3 84| 3 270 2 804 37,2
PONCA CITY,aecovsovcnssnonass 25 819 26 111 25 940 =121 =0.5 4 718 3 994 3 211 46,9
TONKAWA . vososoeasvessescoassse 3 303 3 331 3 337 =34 =10 4 340 3 525 2 802 54,9
KINGFISHER COUNTY.voeusse 12 846 12 635 12 857 mil -0:1 4 165 3 478 2 779 49,9
CASHION . vsesevoscsssossnores 455 396 329 126 38,3 4 520 3 670 2 939 53,8
DOVER o savcacocccsossoasssones 419 414 423 -l w09 2 911 2 370 1 902 53,0
HENNESSEY vaovossssusasscnnace 2 106 2 062 2 181 =75 =34 4 652 3 636 3 050 53,8
KINGFISHER s sssnasnsssocnosss 3 967 3 931 4 ou2| =75 =149 4 254 3 603 2 891 47,3
LOYAL s suvoevscvsscacorssrrase 129 127 107 22 20,6 3 786 3 084 2 275 66 .4
OKARCHE (PART)eqesonsosrossss 545 548 543 2 0.4 4 537 3 678 2 703 67.9
KIOWA COUNTY.esosveenonss 12 213 11 894 12 532 ~319) =2.5 3 206 2 488 2 025 58,3
COOPERTON. 4o vssnossososssnnnse 62 58 55 K 1267 4 633 3 600 2 906 59,4
GOTEBOsecusnsacavsonovesenese 302) 292 376 T4 =197 2 128 2 014 1 625 67,9
HOBART vusesasvsaassvavaosnnsss 4 426 4 309 4 638 =212 o6 3 392 2 754 2 240 55,4
LONE WOLF .,y euasosocsaososnoone 594 606 584 10 1.7 3 058 2 451 1 999 53,0
MOUNTAIN PARK,eqonoansnencass 519 488 458 57 12.4 2 811 2 306 1917 46,6
MOUNTAIN VIEW. coovsonssssanss 1109 1 080 1110 -4 =0.1 3 120 2 477 1 988 56,9
ROOSEVELTosuoaeanasssscosnace 363 345 353 10 2.8 2 838 2 172 1 753 61.9
SNYDER o4 assconrsnsoscsssanvscs 1774 1 687 1 671 103 6.2 2 806 2 130 1 810 55,0
LATIMER COUNTYsoavesasnss 9 817 9 525 8 601 1216 14,4 2 543 2 128 1737 46,4
RED OAK, iso0svensassvsssasses 721 667 609 112 18,4 2 462 1 902 1674 47,1
TALIHINA (PART)ooncesosecssoe 4 4 4 - - 2 195 1 783 1 460 50,3
WILBURTON, seqcevsvossscsrnaes 2 863 2 779 2 504 359 14,3 3 466 2 951 2 294 51.1
LE FLORE COUNTY svovosone 35 904 33 905 32 137 3 767 11.7 2 704 2 210 1793 50,8
ARKOMA s auoaaonsorsvoovnsnanes 1777 1 817 2 098 =321  =15,3 2 783 2 154 1678 65,9
BOKOSHE, , ecoavosrccsssroe 620 642 588 32 Sk 2 336 1 800 1 451 61,0
CAMERON, \ yeescecocosnosrss 318 306 311 7 2.3 2 936 2 520 1 887 55,6
CONLINGTON s coossvcoancssavavas 843 791 751 92 12,3 2 866 2 335 18981 51,3
FANSHAWE , s seposssnovasaseanes 203 208 199 4 2.0 1 772 1 464 1183 49,8
HEAVENER .y vosososvossnonrasce 2 585 2 473 2 566 19 0.7 3 354 2 767 2,191 53,1
HOWE s sooseoncosonsnensosnoncs 404 401 403 1 0.2 2. 145 1698 1 488 44,2
LE FLORE sy 000vsnosoonccssarnn 192 183 175 17 907 2 481 1 856 1 578 5762
PANAMA. . cr0osevssrscssonssacs 1 244 1182f .. 1121 123 11.0 2139 167 1.299 64,7
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND

SUBCOUNTY AREAS-—Continued

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

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

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

AREA CHANGE , PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1» 1970 T0 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975) (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER] PERCENT 1974] (REVISED) 1969 1974
POCOLAcsansoensansassasssacse 2 449 2 265 1 840 609 33,1 2 394 1945 1 592 50,4
POTEAU s s soucnocavasosacsonass 5 966 5 573 5 500 466 8.5 3 646 2 896 2 403 51,7
SHADY POINTwseoosssescascascos 161 149 135 26 19,3 2 681 2 243 1795 49,4
S5PIROcsqaonoenspcssoncanasons 2 236 2 139 2 087 179 8.7 2 361 1974 1 610 46,6
TALIHINA (PART) jevocoaconsass 1 303 1 327 1 223 80 6,5 2 537 2 183 1794 41,4
WISTER . s souoncoosonsscsoanasse 1 009 921 927 82 8.8 2 %62 1 900 1 487 58,8
LINCOLN COUNTY s soeoosonos 21 524 21 053 19 482 2 042 10,5 3 320 2 715 2 232 48,7
AGRA,voounssnssaovsnssascanss 330 378 335 =5 =15 3 369 2 567 2 317 45,4
CARNEY:oaesosacocnascccoanose 429 450 396 33 8,3 3 028 2 1356 2 126 42,4
CHANDLER g s onossaancosossonacs 2 339 2 423 2 529 =190 7.5 4 153 3197 2 715 53,0
DAVENPORT y svoooeooatccsosssas 838 857 831 7 0.8 3 303 2 779 2 320 42,4
FALLISssavnsnsansasoncesoocas 38 38 39 -t -2.6 2 336 1 848 1 528 52,9
KENDRICK .o eaosannoasssssasoss 161 177 126 35 27.8 2 658 1 958 1619 64,2
MEEKER ., soaosossnassosassnses 915 890 804 114 13.8 3 810 3 317 2 589 47,2
PRAGUE ¢ s saosaccasososananosas 1 976 2 006 1 802 174 9.7 3 545 2 642 2 170 63.4
SPARKS . cooassccossscccasssnos 147 181 183 «36] =19.7 2 570 L2y 1 589 61.7
STROUD«ensnsssesavoscsssncass 2 515 2 516 2 502 13 0.5 3 520 2 695 2 257 56,0
TRYON o caovsssosvnossssooanss 295 307 301 =6 2.0 3 155 2 624 2 368 33,2
WARWICK ,eesvassossaosrsoscans 156/ 157 146 10 6.8 3 167 2 506 2 072 52,8
WELLSTON sssaasassoscsosonvsne 800 788 789 11 1.4 3 647 2 956 2 357 54,7
LOGAN COUNTYsounseosoanoas 22 539 22 076 19 645 2 894 14,7 3 188 2 632 2 157 47,8
COYLE cosconcoovannnvssnoscasne 327 308 303 24 749 3 397 2 717 2 098 61,9
CRESCENT s enososatvovsscscnsss 1 828 1 700 1 568 260 16,6 2 729 2 362 1 957 39,4
GUTHRIE cavovanoesasoveossnssn 9 923 10 039 9 875 348 3.6 3 184 2 616 2 188 45,5
LLANGSTON G sasonssncscasscononse 335 432 486 <1511 «31.1 2 027 1 649 1277 58,7
MARSHALL o osasscocassssvocsss 401 426 420 =19 4.5 3 318 2 514 2 046 62,2
MERIDIANG ypascsceossasccssans 90 129 104 i} =13,5 1171 953 792 47,9
MULHALL 4 s ooossovossocssnonacs 286 317 250 36 14,4 2 592 2 213 1 876 38,2
ORLANDO . ecosresocsconocosssns 218 199 202 13 6ot 3 028 2 540 2 075 45,9
LOVE COUNTY,aesesscsssnocs 6 534 6 181 5 637 897 15.9 3 047 2 5585 1 904 60,0
LEON,sssanoooausnssasaonsnsens 147 161 112 35 33,3 3 042 2 447 1 674 799
MARIETTAs000ensasosscesossssan 2 134 2 167 2 013 124 6,0 3 271 2 910 2 164 51,2
THACKERYILLE covonvaccaasssnns 305 268 257 48 18.7 3 704 3 097 2 230 66,1
MCCLAIN COUNTYoossnooenas 18 597 16 803 14 157 4 440 31 .4 3 308 2 847 2 266 46,0
BLANCHARD ¢ sooevonsasccscssnas 1974 1841 1 580 394 24,9 3 578 3 006 2 334 53,3
BYARS.cssoassacauvansososonns 342 353 247 95 38,5 2 200 2 050 1 802 22,1
COLE,uosounvoasasaansceagansa 174 156 131 43 32.8 3 025 2 602 2 073 45,9
DIBBLE: covssessncosoacvesonvo 202 188 184 18 9.8 2 536 2 367 1 949 30,1
GOLDSBY s evooaosoanvasssavnsson 392 353 298 94 31.5 3 853 3 315 2 641 45,9
NEWCASTLE ¢ yosossossssenosannn 2 714 2 167 1271 1483} 113.5 3 453 2 913 2 462 40,3
OKLAHOMA CITY (PART):covuoose 318 287 249 49 27,7 4 748 4 085 3 254 45,9
PURCELL s vsvososossssascananes 4 384 4 226 4 076 308 746 3 422 2 987 2 434 40,6
ROSEDALE s weoaconvoscncsoaooae 63 o4 98 w351 35,7 2 497 2 150 1 570 59,0
WASHINGTON, s o0apovaassssassan 488 403 322 166 53 06 3 720 3 109 2 476 50,2
WAYNE o sanuoncsannosncssancss 622 589 618 4 0.6 2 722 2 211 1732 57,2
MCCURTAIN COUNTY cvvonsons 35 658 33 922 28 642 7 016 24,5 2 644 2 194 1713 54,3
BROKEN BOWoesoocoausancecnsacs 3 949 3 832 2 980 969 32,5 3 271 2 655 2 034 60,8
GARVIN. savaosnensansococanaas 116 112 117 “1 w09 2 485 1 863 1 382 79,8
HARRIS 2 scoaocosscssnsncasnsns 212 205 174 38 21.8 2 450 1971 1 584 54,7
HAWORTH. v s sosconoosscssannsas 311 337 293 18 641 2 653 2 22 1775 49,5
TDABEL ccosusnosgaaosoconnaass 7 42 6 821 5 946 1296 21.8 3 084 2 74 2 154 43,2
MILLERTON, yonosaossoancoasnss 166 160 136 30 22.1 2 119 1721 1 325 59,9
SMITHYILLE cesooonnssononsavss 156 157 144 12 8,3 2 690 2 164 1 739 54,7
VALLIANT 4o nosoconeasaansosnas 1 493 1 are 840 653 777 2 552 2 241 1 660 53,7
WRIGHT CITYsueooncnssccsacuso 1 382 1 316 1 068 314 29 .4 2 365 1 846 1 344 76,0
MCINTOSH COUNTYuuovsssans 13 603 12 884 12 472 143 9al 2 653 2 230 1759 50,8
CHECOTAH, e ouovoanvonnonsasoas 3 236 3 089 3074 162 5.3 2 973 2 458 1 965 56,1
EUFAULA s osocospsvsonsacasoss 2 411 2 446 2 355 56 2.4 3176 2 527 2 007 58,2
HANNAGcoessosrconsnsacocsases 117 127 181 -64) =35.4 2 089 1 824 1 432 45,9
HITCHITAcunaassnoosasccancass 180 163 160 20 1265 2 074 1 690 1 328 56,2
RENTIESVILLE 2, 0pac0n0ssoeanse 121 112 96 25 2640 2 204 1797 1411 56,2
STIDHAM  sasssvscnsosassonnsace 57 43 53 4 7.5 2 335 1903 1 495 56,2
MAJOR COUNTY,sevesnscnccs 8 133 7 752 7 529 604 8.0 3 6621 2913 2 401, 52.5
AMES .o coranoasssscasnssoanvos 236 246 227 9 4.0 327 3 048 2 266 44,6
CLEOsonnsvsscenssnpososonnsns 39¢ 393 344 47 13.7 3 1074 2 850 2 233 39.1




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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections to 1970 census counts. For subcounty areas with a
1970 census sample population of less than 1,000, the 1969 per capita income is an estimate and not the 1970 census figure. For details and meaning
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OKLA. 15
Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE s
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) {CENSUS} NUMBER| PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
FAIRVIEW . casonnaososasscansos 3 244 2 975 2 894 350 1241 3 849 3 427 2 683 43,5
MENO . 4 vonononosananasansnsocse 136 127 119 17 14,3 4 133 3 404 2 158 49,9
RINGWOOD s ovsovossssusscsncon 234 238 241 -7 w249 2 912 2 399 1 944 49,8
MARSHALL COUNTY . seosnonce 8 498 8 254 T 682 816 10,6 3217 2 669 2 210 4%, 6
KINGSTON sooooavssnsnssonnasse 957 866 710 247 34,8 2 677 2 222 1 742 53,7
MC BRIDE oo oonoomnossnovonasaa 37 4y 44 =7 «15,9 3160 3 107 2 528 48,7
MADILL uocossoossosvanescasscs 2 551 2 749 2 875 w324 =113 3 455 2 833 2 321 48,9
NEW WOODVILLE v eovoocovensasa 143 135 118 25 21.2 2 361 1 951 1 587 48,8
OAKLAND s s as06vonnosnoovonsnsse 357 343 317 4o 1246 3 321 2 745 2 233 48,7
MAYES COUNTYsvovssvaonaon 27 243 25 088 23 302 3 911 16,8 3 254 2 727 2 184 49,0
ADAIR (o vveoionsvornonnsnnsnen 457 444 459 w2 =004 4 239 3711 2 739 54,8
CHOUTEAU cosssaoncssosossasscs 1192 1148 1046 146 14,0 3 461 2 749 2 403 44,0
DISNEYaoouousosvovsovonossans 332 288 303 29 9.6 3 208 2 528 2 021 58,7
GRAND LAKE TOWNE.wouosocsnvos 27 25 23 i 17.4 5 809 4 740 3 797 53,0
LANGLEY o sonssoanssnasonsnsnss 580 548 481 99 20,6 3 257 2 658 2 129 53,0
LOCUST GROVE ., sssoencanvevsvnes 1142 1 093 1090 52 4,8 2 516 2 026 1 622 55,1
PENSACOLA . cowonsesannsasenses 67 .62 56 11 19,6 2 710 2 211 1774 53,0
PRYOR CREEK:wsswovossoscnssns 7 197 7 282 7 057 740 10,5 3 978 3 242 2 611 52,4
SALINAwsvessasovessoesssovnea 1118 1118 1024 91 - 8,9 2 345 1 840 1 537 52,6
SPAVINAW  esonesnsvcossssocncs 521 467 470 51 10,9 2 023 1777 1 424 42,1
SPORTSMEN ACRES,.csonvecovncs 58 53 - 58 see 2 982 2 581 - see
STRANG. cenvosaverrsvscrnocses 198 180 164 34 20.7 2 670 2 179 1 745 53,0
MURRAY COUNTYeaseessosces 10 748 10 767 10 669 79 0:7 3 272 2 767, 2 188 49,5
DAVIS, suassovacasrsvosvansnns 2 237 2 232 2 223 14 0.6 3 193 2 609 2 063 54,8
DOUGHERTY e e vansnocscssscnsons 181 213 211 =30 ~14,2 2 951 2 472 1 815 62,6
HICKORY ;conesosasesvsncssaass 83 63 62 =9  «l4,5 2 564 2 145 1694 51,4
SULPHUR G s usvsoonsssnassansnes 5 065 5 074 § {88 w93 .8 3 184 2 690 2 140 48,8
MUSKOGEE COUNTY.svovnnons 61 894 60 548 59 542 2 352 4.0 3 435 2 884 2 300 49,3
BOYNTON. s assoavanasossssvonss 349 370 | 522 173 33,1 2 253 1 857 1 372 64,2
BRAGGS. s sossnsssncrscsssosssas 316 299 325 -9 2,8 3 281 2 524 1 976 66,0
COUNCIL HIllsooseoosnonsrsnne 109 108 135 26 19,3 2 728 2 094 1 680 62,2
FORT GIBSON, sotsassnesenns 1 684 1 644 1418 266 18,8 2 929 2 302 1 829 60,1
HASKELL eososase sesnssees 2 120 2 173 2 063 57 2,8 2 897 2 293 1 839 57,5
MUSKOGEE s svvoasencovassosssas 37 313 36 608 37 331 ~18 - 3 817 3 197 2 567 48,7
OKTAHA Y ¢ s onnnusassonsssacsaesy 200 247 193 7 3,6 2 049 1 634 1 350 51.8
PORUM, s onososasnnsranssescnsn 828 770 658 170 25,8 2 311 1 927 1572 47,0
TAF Teasoasocuavonsnnsvecscans 470 504 525 55 -10,5 1 387 1 157 918 5161
WAINWRIGHT s 0o0cunonsonsasnsons 153 148 135 18 13,3 2 889 2 380 1 909 5143
WARNER o vasoesvoasvsssonsoorss 1441 1 306 1217 224) 18,4 2 770 2 447 2 020 3761
WEBBERS FALLS.vcuonvsoscnsnas 451 420 485 w3l 7.0 2 370 2 010 1 729 37.1
NOBLE COUNTYuuevaseronens 10 524 10 066 10 043 481 4,8 3 832 3 125 2 389 60,4
BILLINGSaqsooosnsesoosasncoss 753 675 618 135 218 3 483 2 646 2 022 7243
MARLAND ¢ 0 s ssonoasvecncssnsass 291 230 236 55 23,3 2 888 2 342 2 007 43,9
MORRISONG. e sososvasssssssosnnse 509 505 421 88 20,9 4 84y 4 363 3 221 5043
PERRY s 0004 cesesscersssens 5 469 § 219 5 344 128 2.4 4 329 3 626 2 729 58,6
RED ROCKaevoaooseosossnsessons 227 235 233 -6 246 2 543 2 038 1 569 62,41
NOWATA COUNTY,oeosasncons 10 506 10 182 9 773 733 7.5 3172 2 693 2 231 42,2
DELAWARE 4 2y so0sossssssvnncnss 546 518 534 12 2.2 2 741 2 152 1910 43,5
LENAPAH, s caonaosassnsssonnses 314 294 325 ~11 -3t 2 815 2 210 1 816 55,0
NEW ALLUWE sonvosoonunosscanas 125 95 116 9 7.8 2 166 2 331 1 857 48,9
NOWATA G us evneaovassaoscosronns 3 354 3 539 3 679 325 -8,8 3 846 3 114 2 597 48,1
SOUTH COFFEYVILLE..ieesvrocaen 800 743 646 154 23,8 3 136 2 633 2 114 48,3
HANN G s 4 snooasasoasenssconcans 154 141 135 19 14,1 2 746 2 307 1 896 44,8
OKFUSKEE COUNTYseosavasone 11 295 11 110 10 683 612 5.7 2 267 1991 1 609 40,9
BOLEYsuoosannosasassssonssons 490 473 514 w2k wlh 7 1971 1 553 1253 57,3
CASTLE. coosasecsnosneseranns 218 227 212 3 1ot 1 954 1 540 1272 53,6
OKEMAH . s s cvvanosssrvastncnnas 3 130 3 029 2 913 217 Tl 2 950 2 530 2 047 44,4
PADENu o ensoosnsnsscassacssanss 485 507 442 43 9.7 2 545 2 064 1 565 62,6
WELEETKA e ssvsunneronsancnons 1 288 1 351 1199 89 Tl 2 430 2 026 1 658 46,6
OKLAHOMA COUNTYaosvenonas 537 939 545 945 527 717 10 222 1. 4 801 4 014 3 204 47,1
BETHANY .4 e sasevassssnonoannes 21 953 23 010 22 694 =741 «3,3 4 654 3 B6T| 3 128 48,8
CHOCTAW s ucaossnnossoosssssana 6 029 5 533 4 750 1279 26,9 3 46 3 203 2 514 57,0
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1 APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER| PERCENT 19741 (REVISED) 1969 1974
DEL CITYuoeaoaasesoaososccanas 29 607 29 913 27 133 2 474 9.1 4 461 3 769 3 078 44,9
EDMOND s 4 s snovoossvssnoscsnsasn 22 917 20 737 16 633 6 284 37.8 5 107 4 072 3 200 59,6
FOREST PARK,:woesssacsnsccaansse 882 856 835 47 5,6 7 110 5 938 4 843 46,8
HARRAH: o s oeonvonsossossnvocs 2 565 2 398 1931 634 32,8 4 040 3 414 2 747 47,1
JONES . ecooonoenssssnsoscaosss 1 785 L 741 1 666 119 7ak 3 769 3 052 2 480 52,0
LAKE ALUMA4oeuoosvsovossssoaa 129 124 124 5 4,0 11 707 9 566 7 798 50,1
LUTHER, s sssnosssvossssansnas U9 894 8361 113 13.5 3 280 2 807 2 274 44,2
MIDWEST CITYuooeooascsscacnss 50 105 51 799 48 212 1 893 3.9 4 508 3 795 3 093 45,7
NICHOLS HILLS.eosesssncsnsoea 4 564 4 504 4 478 86 1.9 13 816 11 473 9 368 47,5
NICOMA PARK.ygoasonusssassoes 2 549 2 606 2 560 wll “0ol 4 267 3 573 2 780 53,5
OKLAHMOMA CITY (PART) . covsanse 358 160 366 T43 361 567 «3 407 0.9 4 742 2 983 3 239 46,4
SMITH VILLAGE ,cqeo00cv0sas00a 94 95 93 i 1ol 5 555 4 539 3 701 50,1
SPENCER . 4 sasvssassnsscansnnse 3 882 3 976 3 714 168 4,5 3 545 2 877 2 419 46,5
THE VILLAGE sesonscoccvasssnos 12 166 12 213 13 695 =1 529 =11.2 5 387 4 469 3 627 48,5
VALLEY BROOK,.cecesncscensscs 1290 1 218 1197 93 7.8 3 517 2 919 2 383 47,6
WARR ACRES. . sssosveassasasnca 12 295 11 692 9 887 2 408 24,4 5 304 4 292 3 483 52,3
WOODLAWN PARK, 40000 0c0ss000e 242 232 220 22 10.0 6 144 5 021 4 093 5044
OKMUL.GEE COUNTYarooonnuns 36 423 37 009 35 358 1 065 3,0 2 986 2 536 2 075 43,9
BEGGS, cusoasnssnesnsossonssas 1 458 1242 1107 351 31.7 © 2 353 1 840 1 599 47,2
BRYANT e essvoacervosessssancs 93 94 86 7 8.1 2 444 2 017 1 659 47,3
DEWAR , s eaouonesnoscaasossonsae 977 1 068 933 4y 4.7 2 261 1 865 1 424 58,8
GRAYSON, s s sannsosavsassnvensss 155 152 142 13 9.2 1 983 1 637 1 346 47,3
HENRYETTA soevecossorosoasuos 5 784 6 280 6 430 =646/  «10,0 3 279 2 895 2 325 41,0
HOFFMAN, L oo vonsnescancnsssass 279 281 262 17 6.5 1 538 1 268 1 043 47,3
MORRIS 4 eaoovsnsosnscncnsnnnce 1 350 1 316 1119 231 20.6 2 530 2 028 1 705 48,4
OKMUL.GEE o s s soovnsossosossases 14 953 15 582 15 180 «227 =1e5 3 201 2 588 2 176 47,1
0SAGE COUNTY,eoooossnnnnas 31 390 29 208 29 750 1 640 5.5 4 055 3 291 2 688 50,9
AVANT o6 s aesocescrosntcscssannan 433 413 439 =6 =14 4 315 3 387 2 775 55,5
BARNSDALL s convesnvacsovssanns 1 534 1 542 1 579 45 «2.8 4 253 3271 2 690 88,1
BARTLESVILLE (PART)ossaensoss 23 16 11 12| 109.1 3 525 2 773 2 253 56,5
BURBANK 400 ssoscsvosssscsasce 173 178 188 =15 -840 2 761 2 349 2 057 34,2
FATRFAX, s aaoveseansnnsosnsunss 1 850 1 726 1 889 39 =244 3 398 2 898 2 307 47,3
FORAKER,  cuvosossnsnsssnsnses 43 54 52 =3 =17.3 4 142 3 027 2 459 684
GRAINOLA.aconevosvncnsenanoss 56 62 66 10| =185.2 3 896 3 065 2 490 56,5
HOMINY ¢ ansvvosescnosssvnsase 2 419 2 222 2 274 145 6.4 3 685 2 935 2 310 59,5
OSAGE o anoensasasnsnsosssossne 185 173 170 15 8.8 3 574 2 834 2 148 66,4
PAWHUSKA . casaerasonnsscsonons 3 877 3 801 4 238 =361 -8.5 4 216 3 377 2 858 47,5
PRUE W eouuonsnosnsssarsonssone 407 335 271 136 50.2 3 565 2 892 2 289 55,7
SAND SPRINGS (PART}sseseossen - - - - aes - - - see
SHIDLER s saosasassscstnaosnca 623 593 747 =941 13,1 4 216 3 527 2 720 55,0
SKIATOOK (PART)sosesesccassns 1 726 1 565 1 461 265 18,1 3 823 3 051 2 511 52,3
TULSA (PART) 4 ssnnsavssasonns 3127 3 079 3167 -40 =13 5 280 4 219 3 453 52,9
WEBB CITY.uceesconsnncosesnss 178 200 186 8 -l 3 3 337 2 553 2 074 60.9
HWYNONAG casossoonsscaacannsnsse 575 556 547 28 5.1 4 004 2 926 2 384 68,0
OTTAWA COUNTY,uosvassoase 31 052 30 356 29 800 1252 4.2 3 510 2 917 2 482 41.4
AFTONGvoussnosanoancossenoans 1 130 1 045 1022 108 10.6 3 450 2 819 2 281 5%.2
COMMERCE 4 s annunconancosononons 2 626 2 649 2 593 33 1.3 3 153 2 642 2 288 37,8
FATIRLAND ¢ ccoeesasacoccscosons 961 923 814 147 18,1 3 249 2 844 2 297 41,4
MIAMI s evnvvnusnsosoansenasese 13 573 13 516 13 880 ~307 2,2 4 168 3 385 2 83y 47,2
NORTH MIAMIyoosnoonascnsnvoas 553 522 503 50 9.9 3 069 2 495 2 122 44,6
PEORIA4euoaooosasscassososnos 188 188 179 9 5,0 3 082 2 506 2 131 44,6
PICHER e vaasosonsoncssnsnsace 2 275 2 304 2 363 ~88 «3,7 2 436 2 036 1 708 42,6
QUAPAN « s novnccassananasssnns| 963 867 967 -4 =04 3 404 2 853 2 490 36,7
WYANDOTTE wousnsconsoansesscano 309 300 297 12 4,0 2 923 2 376 2 021 44,6
PAWNEE COUNTY.ceossaannns 13 128 12 374 11 338 1 790 15.8 3715 3 061 2 454 53,8
BLACKBURN s v soanvousvsnsannn 63 84 88 <250 =28,4 3 066 2 478 1 964 5643
CLEVELAND s oovsnosvessasncsan 3 021 2 999 2 573 448 1744 4 207 3 212 2 617 60.8
HALLETT cacascosnnvoososssnsacae 213 167 125 88 704 3 008 2 616 2 098 43,4
JENNINGS 0 v enoonsnnncansnsacae 499 396 338 161 47,6 3 736 2 860 2 245 664
MARAMEC , s snsasecvnnrsconnnas 129 12 128 L 0.8 3 365 2 897 2 293 46,8
PANNEE o v oo vousoosocanovssssase 2 299 2 294 2 B43 LT =549 4 103 3 627 2 745 49,5
QUAY (PART}aqsagssvsaonnnsses 36 33 30 6 20,0 3 368 2 722 2 154 56,4
RALSTON, ceonsssansonsccseonss 5085 475 443 62 14,0 2 395 2 081 1743 37,4
SKEDEE cessconssossossrosnsnss 123 126 117 6 5.4 2 959 2 391 1892 56,4
TERLTON  4canaosnssscsooccnonse 162 178 114 51 45,9 2 943 2 222 1 904 54,6
WESTPORT e cunssassossvosonsas 263 246 223 40 17.9 5 927 4 882 3 876 52,9
PAYNE COUNTYaseouosascncn 54 834 53 277 50 654 4 180 8,3 3 563 2 933 2 450 43,0
CUSHING. e aspesaasaonoanasnase 7 249 7 435 7 529 =280 -3,7 3 862 3032 2 556 51,1
GLENCOE . couvyeonsssosossesass 483 547 421 62 14,7 2 271 2 006 1 685 34.8
PERKINS: cevnvosascnasccasoans 1 372 1297 1 029 343 33,3 3 136 2 660 2 196 42,8




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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1872

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

POPULATION

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE s PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 1» 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY L, 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975  (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 1974| (REVISED) 1969 1974
QUAY (PART) ovoussccsnrssovnsns 1t 11 14 - - 2 878 2 351 1975 45,7
RIPLEY s vavooooosoosnsossonsss 406 358 307 99 32.2 3 502 2 953 2 610 34,2
STILLWATER . wooesncoocssosnocs 33 870 32 687 31 126 2 744 8.8 3 509 2 950 2 444 43,6
YALE oo ososocnasasescssassosoe 1330 1312 1239 91 7.3 3 301 2 532 2 273 45,2
PITTSBURG COUNTY.ovonvaco 36 747 37 493 37 521 774 2.1 3 073 2 642 2 163 42,1
ALDERSONG, o sasvosnsacasonvass 177 192 215 38| 17,7 2 175 1 967 1 583 374
ASHLAND . ssnssosvsnsnscossacsc 61 65 73 =121 w164 2 911 2 434 2 001 45,5
CANADIAN ¢ aooaoussosacsoscnns 263 295 304 “t)]  w13,5 2 931 2 403 1 840 59,3
CROWDER , o sosoonassosasnsnnsos 392 334 339 53 15,6 2 379 1 847 1 540 54,5
HAILEYVILLE s coopeovsevnnnocss 959 956 928 33 3.3 2 606 2 150 1 825 42,8
HARTSHORNE s o s ososvacsvcssence 2 129 2 078 2 124 8 0.4 2 906 z 412 1998 45,4
INDIANOLA ¢ sosos ceveonns 268 254 205 63 30.7 2 14y 1 829 1 598 34,0
KIOWA, s onevenvovnccosansnnsce 727 698 754 «27 3,6 2 637 2 434 2 090 26,2
KREBS, s ssnnenasosonoasssasans 1 646 1 604 1 515 134 8,6 2 809 2 366 2 097 34,0
MCALESTER s 0uoaasossnsosssans 16 554 17 8u4 18 802 -2 248] =12,0 3 443 2 848 2 315 48,7
PITTSBURG s soocosoosasoennnss 330 345 282 48 17.0 2 847 2 3718 1 957 45,5
QUINTON, s esanervosssovosanane 1245 1 254 1 262 =17 ~1.3 2 612 2 143 1 854 46,9
SAVANNA, g aneeaspesavesncaanee 894 928 948 54 5,7 2 822 2 553 2 011 40,3
PONTOTOC COUNTY.voseuuaes 30 209 29 537 27 867 2 342 8.4 3 524 2 916 2 429 45,1
ADA4qsscosnnacsoessessncsenss 14 509 14 915 14 859 «350 =24 4 128 3 296 2 42 50,5
ALLEN (PART) oencesosvssosnss 1 008 977 907 101 11.1 2 822 2 417 2 oo4 40,8
BYNG.yooassososancanssnasvnan 256 255 242 14 5,8 2 443 1 963 1 649 48,2
FRANCIS, susososoasvosoonsanus 332 300 283 49 17.3 3 223 2 416 2 030 58,8
ROFF 4 yoascocncsoennosesennnsae 703 665 632 71 11.2 2 465 2 152 1 752 40,7
STONEWALL i vovesosonnccsanscss 729 758 653 76 11.6 2 573 2 097 1893 35,9
POTTAWATOMIE COUNTY,.voes 50 199 46 962 43 134 7 065 16,4 3 453 2 888 2 366 45,9
ASHER . s e vavonosossancosssonns 481 443 437 4y 1041 3112 2 496 2 045 52,2
BETHEL ACRES,cvseonsssconccns 1077 1 075 1 083 -6 =0,6 3 253 2 729 2 242 45,1
BROOKSVILLE yvosanssrovvonsans 84 73 60 24 40.0 1619 1 329 1090 48.5
EARLSBORO . seepseesncsovcssnas 282 251 248 34 13,7 3 493 2 893 2 596 34,5
MCLOUD s s sosovesosnnosvonomanse 3 440 3 006 2 159 1 281 59,3 3107 2 627 2 214 40,5
MACOMB. o seaenorsovnsrsscroanes 51 45 43 10 24,4 2 973 2 440 2 002 48,5
MAUD (PART)usosonososcsnnasss 953 864 816 137 16.8 2 438 2 053 1 840 32.5
OKLAHOMA CITY (PART}oocsosnss - - - - see - - - aes
PINKyornsssosorenssssesonsace 350 365 337 53 15,7 2 660 2 183 1794 48,5
ST LOUIS,svasassnvassonnunven 183 184 207 28] =116 4 166 3 186 2 487 67.5
SHAWNEE  , o . ceeera 26 718 25 902 25 075 1 643 6,6 3 885 3 172 2 592 49,9
TECUMSEH, casssssoosssscanvass 5 430 4 913 4 451 979 2240 2 936 2 529 2 035 44,3
WANETTE s vovnoscvossrvsnncnns 364 376 303 61 20,1 2 511 1 922 1124 45,6
PUSHMATAHA COUNTY,susurss 10 358 9 728 9 385 973 10.4 2 359 2 o42 1 872 50,1
ALBION o ssoasssasenaoscsnssas 167 148 186 «19)  =10.2 2 088 1L 740 1 344 55,7
ANTLERS s sosusesssconsersnonne 2 774 2 795 2 685 89 3.3 2 766 2 170 1767 56,5
CLAYTON, svvoeocnssnessansonss 703 727 718 15 -2l 2 057 1 786 1 287 59,8
ROGER MILLS COUNTYsueess 4 358 4 459 4 452 94| w2.1 3 590 3 063 2 316 55,0
CHEYENNE ¢ s sosesssonescassccns 839 837 892 =53 5,9 3 980 3 210 2 490 59,8
HAMMON, o s sanassssoanssesnsas 614 657 677 -63 9,3 3 339 2 670 1 928 72.8
REYDONe o casosvsssransconnssas 174 169 215 44l 20,5 3 264 3 035 2 181 49,7
STRONG CITYesusoovosassoonass 31 36 40 =9  =22,5 3 444 2 934 2 199 56,6
ROGERS COUNTY.suuveesnsssse 33 674 31 318 28 425 5 246 18,5 3 650 2 973 2 452 48,9
CATOOSA, sosanasssonsesscnsnns 1163 1076 970 193 19,9 3 353 2 691 2 273 U7, 4
CHELSEA. csnepseorennncoossnss 1 681 1 628 1622 59 3,6 2 717 2 269 1 894 43,5
CLAREMORE , 4 aausssonsssovssnee 9 897 9 491 9 084 813 8,9 3 790 3 005 2 548 48,7
FAIR 0AKS (PART) see - - - - eoe - - - aee
FOYILosouanoonssssnccssosansne 203 186 164 39 23,8 3 679 2 901 2 448 50,3
INOLA, vesosnsosnosonnssssonce 1 083 981 948 135 4,2 3 641 2 716 2 317 57,4
JAMESTOWN . s ssosneonseoocnonnn 11 10 9 2 22,2 3126 2 466 2 080 50,3
OOLAGAH, 4 ysusasaseassuscoases 568 543 458 110 24,0 3 184 2 545 2 178 46,2
TALALAG . iveasscasoassssansnnn 202 177 163 39 23,9 3 298 2 814 2 185 50,9
TULSAceosssnnstososnscasaancn - - - - ves - - - cee
VALLEY PARKeooocusnooscsaonan 16 14 13 3 23,4 3 885 3 064 2 585 50,3
SEMINOLE COUNTY,:oavasaves 27 670 26 934 25 144 2 526 10,0 2 860 2 367 1 939 47,5
BOWLEGS. i yuavsossoassssssonss 517 494 470 47 10.0 2 438 1 984 1 622 50,3
CROMWELL ¢ sensasasenorrsnsavons 379 365 287 92 32.1 2 029 1 625 1 434 41,5
KONAWA .o conssoscarsvoncanossss 1814 1 797 1 719 95 5.5 2 232 1 871 1 465 52,4
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS-—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)

PORULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE 5 PERCENT
JULY 15 APRIL. 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 14 1973 - 1970 1972 1969 10
1975  {REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER| PERCENT 1974] (REVISED) 1969 1974
!
LIMA G cooconosossnvsasensaonae 298 272 238 60 25.2 2 060 1674 1 370 50.4
MAUD (PART) s ssonnsnascosannoa 465 415 327 138 42,2 2 696 2 310 1 863 44,7
SASAKWA . sy vueossosonosscssuse 329 322 321 8 2.5 2 U466 1 906 1 481 6645
SEMINOLE sesvscconosocosossnss 8 291 8 238 7 878 413 5,2 3 646 2 456 2 379 53,3
WEWOKA s s a0aoo0snanconsasssancae 4 540 4 624 4 673 =133 =248 2 819 2 375 1915 47,2
SEQUOYAH COUNTY e sovonoacae 26 669 24 598 23 370 3 299 14,1 2 523 2 040 1710 47.5
GANS s sonsnassssassstosossass 253 282 238 15 6.3 2 086 1 535 1407 47,8
GORE 44 snuosssasonanssssanssas 587 508 478 109 22.8 3 182 2 482 2 092 52,2
MARBLE CITYeoeorovossscoanase 264 276 299 =35 =117 1 923 1517 1 353 42,1
MOFFETT sunenscannssssooscses 253 298 312 -59] -18,9 2 377 1811 1 44y 65,0
MULDROW . oo svoasosusoasscnasnasne 1 986 i 808 1 680 306 18,2 2 630 2 099 1767 48,8
PARADISE HILL.useusoscsononce 76 79 87 =11 ~12.6 3 593 2 835 2 390 50,3
ROLAND s s sssnsovenvosscconvans 1 083 948 827 256 31,0 2 697 2 132 1 659 62,6
SALLISAW s svassonosscsscsoncs 6 057 5 479 5 150 907 1746 3 017 2 428 2 Lo4 42,0
VIANgasssaveasnassnnsesnansse 1351 1 225 1131 220 19,5 2 401 2 041 1 681 42,8
STEPHENS COUNTY.soecvosvoas 38 096 37 388 35 902 2 194 64l 3 880 3 pez 2 610 48,7
COMANCHE 4 s sssosvouscosacasvas 1 964 1 897 1 862 102 5.5 3 248 2 850 2 188 48,4
DUNCANa s sossssesnnaosscanonss 19 823 19 775 19 718 105 0.5 4 561 3 687 2 981 53,0
EMPIRE CITYeosooonvnosssoacsce 24 23 23 1 4,3 1 585 1 290 1 047 51,4
LOCOussvnsosnnsoansscssassoss 166 192 193 =27 =14,0 1 792 1 369 1.220 46,9
MARLOW: s ivooocconsososcsnnosse 4 616 4301 3 995 621 15.5 3 053 2 714 2 214 37.9
VELMAwoooncvencnasosssnoncnan 756 692 611 145 23,7 3 971 3 053 2 620 51,6
TEXAS COUNTYausseconavsne 18 272 17 274 16 352 1 920 11,7 4 119 3 658 2 840 45,0
GOODWELL vonssassacncnaeonsoas 1 304 1 430 1 467 =166] =11.3 3 428 3 080 2 414 41,9
GUYMONG s sasssacpssnsscosnssan 8 825 8 276 7 674 1 151 15,0 4 391 4 069 3 242 35,4
HARDESTY s sssaosansosvoscoacss 312 232 223 8% 39.9 2 956 2 714 2 128 38,9
HOOKER o 4 wsvsanosnoaoncscassse 1 616 1 632 1 615 1 041 4 385 3 547 2 768 58 4
OPTIMAwuceosoasscnonosossaasse 132 123 103 29 28,2 3 820 3 370 2 642 hh,6
TEXHOMA . s oouvovsarassssvssnee 970 886 921 49 543 2 319 2 228 1 764 31,5
TYRONE s s gconsoconssnaocasaccs 833 716 588 245 41,7 3 738 3 437 2 497 49,7
TILLMAN COUNTYacoosasasss 12 342 12 534 12 901 ~559 o3 3 217 2 497 2 092 53,8
DAVIDSON, socussonvssssscacsse 524 497 515 9 1.7 2 885 2 156 1 788 61,4
FREDERICK, s00scsanvoassacncse 5 848 5 892 6 132 «284 4,6 3 386 2 732 2 226 52,1
GRANDFIELD aosvasevsvnenoncosa 1 453 1 490 1 524 =71 iy ? 2 839 2 287 2 042 39,0
HOLLISTER . ssvocosovossvsassee 58 63 105 b7 44,8 2 484 1910 1 584 56,8
LOVELAND ¢ cnsonsennosscasossen 50 49 36 14 38.9 1 678 1 254 1 040 6163
MANITOU, s cacosscasovoassnsnss 360 345 308 52 16,9 3 058 2 023 1 768 73,0
TIPTONG supenasssacsssosncasss 1152 1 201 1 206 ~54 wlfy5 3 696 2 840 2 369 56,0
TULSA COUNTYoossoosveacss 416 892 430 283 399 982 16 910 Ho2 4 952 3 990 3 332 48,6
BIXBY (PART) suoanosvnssennsss 6 073 5 432 4 534 1 539 33.9 4 727 3 700 2 917 6241
BROKEN ARROW (PARTY.scoansocs 19 035 14 481 11 787 7 248 61,5 4 506 3 457 2 808 60,5
COLLINSVILLE sasnoosnovnsnonss 3 362 3 284 3009 353 11.7 3 474 2 702 2 274 82,9
GLENPOOL cuovosscavannssconson 1034 1 099 770 264 34,3 3 734 3 080 2 479 49,8
JENKS  0onvosnnonaonnsoncnsana 4 212 3 790 3 096 1116 36,0 3 877 2 935 2 376 63,2
LOTSEE . cnvnsnnnancnsssscusans 16 16 16 - - 3 424 2 684 2 243 52,7
MANNFORD (PART) caorscssonsans - - - - aes - - - see
OWASS0ccvonssoncnonossssascon 4 073 4 036 3 494 582 16,7 4 154 3 246 2 705 53,6
SAND SPRINGS (PART)swsssnanoes 11 641 11 346 10 565 1076 10,2 4 382 3 450 2 853 53,6
SKIATOOK (PART),nvaosssasssns 1 872 1 684 1 469 403 2704 3 221 2 594 2 pau 44,8
SPERRY.:, sosraavsscacscosasuoan 1118 1125 1123 =5 «Qok 3 738 3 047 2 490 50,4
TULSA (PART) qucensnacsssnsana 328 599 328 507 327 183 1416 0.4 5 172 4 173 3 493 48,1
WAGONER COUNTY o coosasans 27 225 25 005 22 163 5 062 22,8 3 361 2 749 2 258 49,0
BIXBY (PART) . eusncansancsscos - - - - veo - - - -
BROKEN ARROW(PART)assacnscnss - - - - sas - - - sae
COWETA e ooosvosnoonssscaasnoa 2 876 2 684, 2 487 419 1741 2 487 1936 1745 42,5
FAIR OAKS (PART)sscovevsnousa 29 28 23 6 26,4 2 952 2 338 1 937 52,4
NEW TULSA,seuscnsnncaaanssnes 17} 16 17 - - 6 619 5 243 4 342 52.4
OKAY gsunonssancncocascsansss 470 423 419 51 12,2 2 198 L o917 1 538 42,9
PORTER cwossesssnnvovucsvssnos 626 582 624 2 0.3 2 554 2 149 1851 38,0
RED BIRD ovovansnscaosccavaas 280 258 230 50 21, 2 098 1 662 1 376 52,5
TULLAHASSEE ;¢ i vvoesosscsssosse 216 196 183 33 18,0 127 1007 834 52,4
WAGONER, cvesnusscnnsovsoscsas 6 288 5 741 4 959 1329 26.8 3 380 2 759 2 254 50,0
WASHINGTON COUNTY.auenaos 41 967 41 522 42 302 -335 ~0,.8 5 051 4 143 3 466 45,7
BARTLESVILLE (PART)socsvncses 29 365 28 976 29 672 w307 =1,0 5 245 4 295 3 631 44,5
COPAN, ssnsssnasscesnscsassnnn 729 772 675 s4 8,0 3 621 2 985 2 332 55,3
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND
SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1. 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975] (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 (REVISED) 1969 1974
DEWEY ssacocccnnsnnasonssssas 3 453 3 583 3 958 w505 | 12,8 3 838 3 002 2 568 49,5
OCHELATA possnsosassasossoses 324 313 330 b wieB 3 540 2 942 2 297 54,1
RAMONA L o v s canonnoosnsnosnaass 557 590 600 43 “7e2 3 214 2 790 2 359 36,2
VERA, sosneossnsoesesavosnnsce 214 214 215 w) 0.5 3 649 2 936 2 480 47,1
WASHITA COUNTY..avoesasss 12 567 12 113 12 141 426 3.5 3 542 2 891 2 324 52,6
BESSIE.oseasaosnssnrosssrvoss 226 234 210 16 7.6 4114 3 409 2 504 64,3
BURNS FLAT.sossccosscascsssns 1125 1 028 988 137 13.9 3190 2 691 2 198 45,1
CANUTE s o s vassannonsasssessoes 455 453 420 35 8,3 3 081 2 716 2 270 35,7
COLONY .o coansvsccsoasccavsscs 216 208 201 15 745 2 714 2 237 1765 53,8
CORNygsosvansaosasnasssantacs 398 401 409 w1l 2.7 4 000 3 057 2 320 7244
DILL CITYeuvoosnnsssosvessase 551 495 578 =27 wlhy? 2 156 2 534 2 239 23,1
FOSS,sssuoeavrsovscsovssoosscas 143 143 150 -7 -l 7 3 579 2 740 2 372 50,9
NEW CORDELLosooonovesovesssas 3 194 3 160 3 264 67 -201 4 647 3 722 3 009 54,4
ROCKY s sonoseasanavrasvssssocs 266 286 260 6 2.3 2 512 2 158 1 837 26,7
SENTINEL sossoossnosnossassosns 1 044 1 004 984 57 5.8 3 402 2 760 2 085 63,2
WOODS COUNTYaoosesocvssas 10 627 10 775 11 920 «1 293 ~10.8 4 273 3 651 2 751 55,3
ALVA,oosovsscssonvsascsesasas 6 519 6 797 7 440 =921 =12.41 4 479 3 844 2 885 55,3
AVARD ¢ s cavvosscassssssnvansns 61 57 59 2 3.4 3 764 3 184 2 382 58,0
CAPRON: cosovsnsosssaravesscsse 59 59 80 =211 =26,2 3 878 3 280 2 453 58,1
DACOMA, s oaavassonsnsssesnnsns 169 180 226 «57]  =25,2 3 548 3 116 2 125 67,0
FREEDOM, s avrpovocsssassonsncs 294 287 292 2 047 4 095 3 509 2 393 714
WAYNOKA 440 aenosasvnosnvascans 1334 1 266 1 o444 w110 “T06 3 904 3 420 2 705 44,2
WOODWARD COUNTY. cavsovnas 16 247 15 477 15 537 710 4,6 4 285 3 350 2 728 57.4
FORT SUPPLY.ssvasvnsscossrcns 456 463 550 w94 =171 3197 2 569 .2 165 47,7
MOORELAND ¢ coponoscovovsssonss 1162 1 118 1196 -34 =2.8 3 943 3 462 2 556 54,3
MUTUAL s s cossvncccsonoscossnss 92 87 94 =2 =2,1 3 935 3 100 2 507 57,0
QUINLAN, cossovsossncansssvrnnn 83 81 81 . 2 2.5 2 297 1 809 1 463 57,0
SHARON, s o s veascsssrssvosonnss 225 191 158 70 45,2 4 348 3 769 2 788 56,0
WOODWARD s s ovsoscosnsesccoscen 9 902 9 283 9 412 490 5.2 4 373 3 422 2 752 58,8
MULTI-COUNTY PLACES
ALLEN,vocosssocsasecasvesvans 1 042 1018 974 68 7.0 2 838 2 433 2 024 40,2
BARTLESVILLE usosesoscsosoons 29 388 28 992 29 683 295 «140 8 244 4 294 3 630 44,5
BIXBY ¢ooooonsosentncrvoncsnnas 6 073 5 412 4 534 1 539 33,9 4 727 3 700 2 917 62,1
BROKEN ARROW,.cpaensesrcovess 19 035 14 48] 11 787 7 248 61,5 4 506 3 457 2 808 60,5
BROMIDE s vsovsoscosncocsnssnss 174 193 231 ~571 =24,7 2 590 2 053 1716 50,9
FAIR OAKSacrooncosssncssanaes 29 28 23 6 26,1 2 952 2 338 1 937 52.4
GEARY . evscsosasassocsccenoanse 1 488 1 465 1 380 108 7.8 2 830 2 217 1762 60,6
HYDRO, 4 ooavravsacvasossssnsos 942 907 805 137 17,0 3 333 2 609 2 193 51.9
MANNFORD 4 o ssaasssvssaoscsvuns 1 270, 1108 892 378 42,4 4 279 3 282 3 033 41,4
MAUD s ceonurnosoncsaasnconnsos 1 418 1279 1143 275 24,1 2 523 2 136 1 847 36,6
OKARCHE ;e s ssonvassnsorsnsoncs 873 904 826 47 5.7 4 135 3 319 2 530 63,4
OKLAHOMA CITY,0eosvooacnssacs 365 916] 374 338 368 164 -2 248 0,6 4 731 3 974 3 233 46,3
QUAY s evsooosoosasusscosoannnen 7 44 b, 6 14,6 3 253 2 629 2 106 54,5
SAND SPRINGS,s0escvssessssusa 11 64y 14 346 10 565 1 076 10.2 4 402 3 462 2 852 54,3
SKIATOOK s ouoosnascansaaenance 3 598 3 249 2 930 668 22,8 3 510 2 815 2 367 48,3
TALTHINA, ¢ suooossercacssssnsse 1 307 1 331 1 227 80 6.5 2 536 2 182 1793 41,4
TULSA, casavossocsssvorsransas 331 72 331 586 330 350 i 376 [ 5 {73 4 174 3 493 48,1
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Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
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Oklahoma
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Washington
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