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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

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

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

The detailed table for each State shows 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 1970 census.

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

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

subscription $56.00 per year. Price for this report 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 vear 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 lfong-
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 maodified slightly to make
the county estimates specific to the resident popula-
tion under 65 years of age. The resident population
65 years old and over in counties was estimated
separately by adding the change in Medicare en-
rollees between April 1, 1970 and July 1 of the
estimate year to the April 1, 1970 population 65
years old and over in the county as enumerated in
the 1970 census. These estimates of the population
65 years old and over were then added to estimates
of the population under 65 years old to 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 general, an annexation was included if the 1970
census count for the annexing area was 5,000 or more and
the 1970 census count for the annexed area or areas ex-
ceeded 5 percent of the 1970 count for the annexing area.
Adjustments were also made for a limited number of “un-
usual” annexations where the annexations for an area did not
meet the minimum requirements but were accepted by the
Office of Revenue Sharing for inclusion in the population
base.

30nly 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 |
and the Administrative Records method) were avail-
able. The 1975 estimates result from adding the
average 1974-1975 population change indicated by
the two methods to the 1974 county population
figures contained in Current Population Reports,
Series P-25 and P-26.

The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to
be consistent with independent State estimates pub-
lished by the Bureau of the Census in Current Popu-
lation Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 640 and 642, in
which the Administrative Records-based estimates
were averaged with the estimates prepared using
Component Method |1 and the Regression method.*

PER CAPITA INCOME
ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY

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

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

@ Wage and salary income

e Net nonfarm self-employment income

e Net farm self-employment income

® Social Security and railroad retirement
income

& Public assistance income

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

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

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

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

SIncome data from the 1970 census reflect income
received in calendar year 1969.



4

come estimates from the census and BEA were not
strictly comparable. These differences were espec-
jally 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 1874 esti-
mates are based on the 1972 estimates, and were
updated by an estimate of change from 1972 to
1974. Also, as in the case of the population figures,
the subcounty income data were uniformly adjusted
to reflect major annexation and boundary changes
which occurred since 1970.

1969 base estimates. The 1970 census PCI figures
for small areas are subject to sizable sampling vari-
ability, causing them to fack sufficient statistical re-
liability for use in the estimation process. For this
report, the 1969 PCIl 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 PCl amount for various small
governmental units. The resulting 1969 estimate for
each of these areas is a base estimate for preparing
1972 and 1974 estimates and does not represent a
change in the 1970 census value for these areas.

For subcounty updating, 1969 total money in-
come was divided into two components: (1) “tax- -
able income’ which is approximately 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 1RS 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 PCl estimates
were formed by dividing the total money income
aggregates by the July 1975 and 1873 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

¢ 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 Il and the Regression method yielded aver-
‘age differences of approximately 1.9 percent when
compared to the 1970 census. Subsequent modifica-
tions of the two procedures that have been incor-
porated in preparing estimates for the 1970's would
have reduced the average difference in 1970 to 1.2
percent. For counties, the 1970 evaluations indi-
cated an average difference of approximately 4.5
percent for the combination of procedures used. It
should be noted that all of the evaluations against
the results of the 1970 census concern estimates ex-
tending over the entire 10-year period of 1960 to
1970.

Since 1970, however, the Administrative Records
method has been introduced with partial weight in

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

The findings indicate no directional bias in the
Administrative Records method either for all States
or by size. It 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
fevel {table B). Although the differences between
the Co-op estimates and the Administrative Records
results are larger at the county level than for States,
the variations are well within the range that would
be expected for areas of this population size, and
the county pattern matches closely the findings for
States. The overall differences for all counties is 3.3
percent, and ranges from 1.8 percent for the larger
counties to 11,7 for the 26 small counties under
1,000 population.



Table A. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the
Average of Component Method 1l and Regression Estimates for States: 1975

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

Population size in 1970
Item ALl
States 4 million | 1.5 to 4 Less than
and over million 1.5 million
Average percent difference
(disregarding signd.....cooe evooaan 1.0 0.5 0.9 1.5
Number of StateS...osocooososvocacocns 51 16 18 17
With differences of:
Less than 1 percent........ coas 32 14 12 6
1 to 2 percentocecacecvscacccocouvos 13 2 4 7
2 percent and OvVer......... cerocaea 6 - 2 4
Where Administrative Records was:
Higher......v.0.. oo e evocooenso 24 7 9 8
LOWET s esooo sbecsoenvscossoeoasc e s 27 9 9 9

- Represents zero.

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

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

Counties with 1,000 or more 1970 population Counties
A1l with less
Item counties 50.000 25,000 10,000 1,000 than 1,000
Total or %ore to to to 1970
50,000 25,000 10,000 1} population
Average percent difference
(disregarding sigh)eevecseo 3.3 3.2 1.8 2.7 3.2 4. b 11.7
Number of counties or
equivalents..eseosoosovsono 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..... ces e 1,153 1,145 311 213 373 248 8
3 to 5 percent..... wee e 647 645 109 123 212 201 2
5 to 10 percentic.aoencos 471 467 42 58 167 200 &
10 percent and over..... 136 127 2 14 37 T4 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 |l 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 10 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 2-year period.

A more representative group of special censuses
in 86 areas selected particularly for evaluation pur-
poses was conducted in 1973. The areas were ran-
domly chosen nationwide to be typical of areas with
populations below 20,000 persons.

Table C summarizes the average percent differ-
ence between the estimates from the Administrative
Records method and counts from the 86 special cen-
suses. 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 to 5 | 5 to 10 10
ercent | percent | percent percent
ence P and over
All areas (86)%.. . ..civiviivncn 5.9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (569 ...ccvvococesn - 4,6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27)....0000. 8.6 6 5 6 10

Ipisregarding sign.

2p11 areas have population under 20,000 persons,
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with about 80 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 19870 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.
899.

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 PCl. Income data and PCl for
1972 are available for the 86 areas in which special
censuses were conducted for testing purposes. As
noted, however, the areas in which the censuses
were taken are relatively small. The PCl estimates
are based upon data from the 1970 census, which
are subject to sampling variability due to the size of

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

RELATED REPORTS

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

DETAILED TABLE SYMBOLS

In the detailed table entries, a dash "~ repre-
sents zero, and the symbol “Z’" indicates that the
figure is less than 0.05 percent. The symbol “B”
means that the base for the derived figure is less
than 75,000, Three dots .. .” mean not applicable,
and “‘NA’’ means not available,
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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 eslimate 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 is APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1. 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
STATE OF TENNESSEE..,.. 4 174 1007 4 086 891 3 826 Q18 248 082 6.3 3 82t 3 109 2 4ol 58,1
ANDERSON COUNTY . eoncnsveca 61 911 60 851 60 300 L6l 2.7 4 294 3497 2 776 54,7
CLINTON, souvaveonsencsossonos 5 210 5 020 4 794 16 8.7 4 414 3 590 2 833 55.8
LAKE CITY.uuuoosvvocosanocans 1977 2 004 1 923 54 2.8 3 265 2 526 1 960 66,6
NORRISswusovsassnosasssvoonss 1 290 1 339 1 359 “69 =5o1 5 450 4 538 3 363 62,1
OAK RIDGE (PART)4osonascannss 25 602 26 287 26 829 ]l 227 =l 6 5 581 4 572 3 703 50,7
OLIVER SPRINGS (PART).uuinuus 2 587 2 372 2 208 379 17.2 3 032 2 440 1 766 71,7
BEDFORD COUNTYsoonnvenass 25 742 25 498 25 039 703 2.8 3 487 2 908 2 403 45,1
BELL BUCKLE,..eovcsccsosanccs 431 409 393 38 9.7 3 776 3 308 2 709 39,4
NORMANDY s s sonanvevsnsssansnss 131 118 122 9 Te4 3 149 2 688 2 131 47,8
SHELBYVILLE . cvsocesnnoonssans 12 148 12 278 2 262 117 1.0 3 565 2 906 2 473 44.2
WARTRACE s s avenonsovssessarsosn 533 587 616 =83 =13.5 2 941 2 338 1 814 62.1
BENTON COUNTYouooesnonnss 12 698 12 359 12 126 572 4,7 3 486 2 181 2 226 56,6
BIG SANDY,uossovscosnencavacs 541 519 539 2 ) 3 415 2 820 2 104 6243
CAMDEN. s evvocvovasrensesncsos 2 947 3 037 3 052 =108 ~3.4 4 132 3 286 2 748 50.4
BLEDSOE COUNTY.oessvvaunaa 8 472 7 970 T 643 829 10.8 2 25% 1 868 1 426 58,1
PIKEVILLE siouaonsvsunsronnvsn 1 516 1 508 1 454 62 43 3 440 2 813 2 171 58,5
BLOUNT COUNTY.ocssoncsasn 69 816 67 242 63 744 6 072 9.5 4 034 3 180 2 523 59,9
ALCOA, svsssasossnnosonnssvsons 6 901 7 248 7 739 =838 «10,8 4 290 3 316 2 601 64,9
FRIENDSVILLE cvooscosnsscovnss 616 640 575 41 Tel 3 590 2 673 2 108 7063
MARYVILLE s sssssavnsnnrosnsona 18 653 17 266 16 762 1 891 11.3 4 722 3 146 2 988 58,0
ROCKFORD . s avasonnensvssnosans 383 368 378 12 3.2 2 590 2 Q23 1 588 63,1
TOWNSEND e s sveovanessvnsoasens 280 261 267 13 4.9 3 962 3 095 2 430 63,0
BRADLEY COUNTY ossnvnnnse 58 521 56 703 8¢ 686 7 835 15,5 3 495 2 952 2 415 4.7
CHARLESTON, v s vsuusransvenones 936 866 792 144 18.2 3 075 2 4ou 2 033 51.3
CLEVELAND vuyssnunssovossnnnna 27 361 25 351 23 131 4 230 18.3 3 802 3 214 2 629 44,6
CAMPBELL COUNTY.uvovavaoe 30 608 29 009 26 045 4 563 17.5 2 538 2 027 1 521 66.9
CARYVILLE cuonvnnnnsvoncnnosss 1 328 1 335 1224 104 843 2 830 2 338 1778 58,3
JACKSBORO v ussseanvesvnnsnsues 827 759 689 138 20.0 3 293 2 611 1 965 67.6
VELLICO, ausenooorsnnscsscrsss 2 581 2 500 2 235 346 18,5 1 984 1672 1313 51.1
LA FOLLETTE ssvanososnrsansnas 8 344 7 555 7 262 1 082 14,9 2777 2 263 1 744 59.2
CANNON COUNTY.sorevennves 9 299 8 774 8 467 832 9.8 2 886 2 430 1 903 51.7
AUBURNTOWN. s s vsusevenocsnsons 163 188 213 -50 ~23.5 3 268 2 933 2 285 82.9
WOODBURY s sosevnsevsnnsssncons 1 949 1 832 1 728 224 13.0 3 680 3 211 2 509 46,7
CARROLL COUNTYsauususanes 26 389 26 243 25 744 648 245 3 330 2 747 2 286 45,7
ATHOOD 4 ouonscsvsrvoscsannans 111l 1 087 937 174 18,6 4 006 3121 2 726 47,0
BRUCETON. sevsvrssve 1 379 1 303 1 450 -7 4,9 4 478 3 86} 3 304 35.5
CLARKSBURG, v sunqusa censeas 361 358 349 12 3.4 3 992 3 229 2 656 50,3
HOLLOW ROCK,4uuvasonnsrnnnnes 814 811 722 92 12.7 3 160 2 457 2 045 54,5
HUNTINGDON: e suevsassvsrensues 3 947 3 868 3 661 286 7.8 3 814 3 204 2 593 47,1
MCKENZIE (PART),usessnonnuns 4 625 4 689 4 619 6 (29} 3 264 2 788 2 275 43.5
MCLEMORESYILLE eiuvsnvnasennen 364 332 328 36 1.0 3 807 3 336 2 552 49,2
TREZEVANT bvvcvsncvesncnannnns 734 776 877 =143 =16,3 4 213 3 2k2 2 872 46,7
CARTER COUNTYuasonocnsnas 46 164 45 093 "3 259 2 905 6.7 3133 2 567 2 048 53.0
ELIZABETHTON  wosoosastosvsnns 12 554 12 245 12 269 285 2.3 3 8OO 3 092 2 530 50,2
JOHNSON CITY (PART)ecsovnsnnn - - - - Iy - - - s
WATAUGA cuvasvvoscrsnancsnnns 316 309 314 2 0.6 3 616 2 925 2 313 56.3
CHEATHAM COUNTY ., vicosnes 16 428 .15 267 13 199 3 229 24,5 3 592 2 994 2 300 56,2
ASHLAND CITY. . esnenscencnncns 2 296 2 199 2 027 269 13.3 4 154 3 853 2 729 52,2
KINGSTON SPRINGS.sssaerenvass 385 359 312 73 23.4 3 162 2 620 1 985 59,3
PEGRAM: s s vensnvsrsasosecssnsy 933 858 726 207 28.5 3 450 2 865 2 170 59,0



10 TENN.

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 19

of symbols, see text)

70 census figure., For details and meaning

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE ; PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1y 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975| (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 19764 (REVISED) 1969 1974
CHESTER COUNTY.auavsonnas 11 12% 10 573 .9 927 1194 12.0 3 013 2 452 1 877 60.5
ENVILLE (PART}uasvoacesoasrsn 229 236 224 5 2.2 2 485 1 932 1575 57,8
HENDERSON , s s s voooovovasassans 4 202 3972 3 581 621 17.3 3210 2 734 2 152 49,2
MILLEDGEVILLE (PARTY . vivuvnse 91 100 101 =10 “9,9 2 212 1774 1 342 64,8
SILERTON (PARTY esonsvocennnso i 1 % - - 3 130 2 510 1 900 64,7
CLAIBORNE COUNTY.uvreoose 22 382 20 955 19 420 2 962 15,3 2 496 2 028 L 540 62,1
CUMBERLAND. GAPcasecoveocsacas 248 234 231 17 7.4 3 080 2 452 1857 65,9
NEW TAZEWELL 4ueceovenonvavonnn 1 257 1 287 1192 65 5,5 2 914 2 326 2 012 44,8
TAZEWELL s eeveovacoessnscnssns 2 236 2 107 1 860 376 20,2 3 107 2 718 L 875 65,7
CLAY COUNTY.earesevreoncs 6 711 6 625 6 624 87 1.3 2 261 1 876 1415 59,8
CELINAG  oovroovnsseerssanvans 1292 1 282 1 370 -78 -5.7 3 391 2 656 2 031 67,0
COCKE COUNTY.eusossosvanus 27 880 26 896 25 283 2 597 10,3 2 621 2 431 1 643 59,5
NEWPORT ¢ aunvacsaocsos 7 551 7 217 7 328 223 3.0 2 969 2 454 1957 51.7
PARROTTSVILLE , sussevnosvnvonn 120 117 115 5 43 2 697 2 172 1 664 62,1
COFFEE COUNTYuuoossennsva 34 246 33 385 32 572 1674 5.1 3 718 3 061 2 479 50,0
MANCHESTER . o s v s 7 253 7 061 6 810 443 6.5 3 824 3 160 2 631 45,3
TULLAHOMA (PART 14 598 14 654 1477 =173].  =1.2 4 194 3 488 2 816 48,9
CROCKETT COUNTY4enoenooes 14 662 14 704 14 402 260 1.8 3 015 2 542 1 960 53,8
ALAMO s vanvennnsnsssovanenss 2 507 2 477 2 499 8 0.3 3 549 2 996 2 403 47,7
. Veveseans 1 557 1591 1474 83 5.6 3 274 2 736 2 043 60,3
FRIENDSHIP sunnsasoasnsceacsns 430 440 441 =11 2,57, 3 964 3 Q28 2 467 60,7
GADSDEN, s scrvononscssrearvens 659 634 523 136 26,0 3 362 2 583 2 207 52,3
MAURY CITY.eauosnonaranonsoss 854 840 813 41 5,0 3 169 2 510 2 087 51,8
CUMBERLAND COUNTY . eesyve 24 174 22 831 20 733 3 44y 16,6 2 719 2 267 1 749 55,5
CRAB ORCHARD, svorvsovesrosnna 912 852 761 151 19.8 2 388 1975 1 512 57.9
CROSSVILLE seanvosuossverenes 5 750 5 660 5 381 369 6.9 3 283 2 176 2 062 59.2
PLEASANT HILL . vcvevvrsonononn 318 297 293 25 8,5 3 414 3 038 2 095 62,8
DAVIDSON COUNTY . vionanrs 446 941 B46 412 447 877 936 0,2 4 891 3 928 3 153 55,1
BELLE MEADE.oussoosorencosens 3 067 3 034 2 933 134 4,6 19 157 14552 11 344 68,9
BERRY HILbuesavussnonsvencnss 1703 1 643 1517 186 12,3 7 269 5 532 4 333 67.8
FOREST MILLSevoanvsossnnsonss 4 564 4 472 4 255 309 7.3 14 149 10 773 8 450 674
GOODLETTSVILLE (PART)4eviunns 6 810 6 606 6 168 642 104 4 986 3 705 2 883 72,9
LAKEWOOD s vvssvossscvacssnnone 2 486 2 407 2 282 174 7.6 4 747 3 604 2 806 69,2
NASHVILLE=DAVIOSON, s uvavesnss 423 426 423 389 426 029 w2 603 0.6 4 606 3 728 3 007 53,2
OAK HILlyyouaunvesocarsscccas 4 B6H 4 810 4 645 219 4,7 11 152 8 484 6 639 68,0
RIDGETOP (PART) . uccsonosnoncs 51 50 48 3 6.3 3 817 2 816 2 168 76,1
DECATUR COUNTYwunsoasnnns 9 B66H 9 600 9 457 109 1.2 3 192 2 623 2 106 51,6
DECATURVILLE aosesouassnovnns 805 896 958 «153]  «16,0 4 099 3 424 2 670 53,5
PARSONS s oevonscsercnsncavaos 2 067 2 246 2 167 ~100 wlf 46 3 880 3196 2 687 44 4
SCOTTS MILLS (PART)Y s avnsaosen 125 145 174 49|  -28,2 2 592 2 246 1777 45,9
DE KALB COUNTYiuaensosnaa ‘12 355 11 969 11151 1 204 10.8 3 036 2 511 1994 52,3
ALEXANDRIAL 4 v oovavsnosonannsae 715 712 680 35 5,1 3179 2 624 2 023 57,1
DOWELLTOWN . e vnassousnnnnnns 292 323 329 w370 wlle2 2 088 1 849 1 347 55,0
LIBERTY, s uunevaancsancssnanas 297 310 332 =35 =10.5 2 775 2 455 1 857 494
SMITHYILLE oeunsavenonsenssan 3 264 3 277 2 997 267 8.9 2 818 2 369 2 037 38,3
DICKSON COUNTYaoronsconan 26 283 24 637 21 977 4 306 19,6 3 387 2 810 2 234 51,6
BURNS . ¢ vossnesunonersassernans 522 48t 456 66 14,5 3 952 3 237 2 559 54,4
CHARLOTTE s uvunosvascncsoanns 682 651 610 72 11,8 3 578 2 931 2 313 54,7
DICKSON, sususnvnencasoanvescs & 748 6 514 6 167 581 9.4 3 918 3 280 2 649 47,9
SLAYDEN, senovvreavnvsonssonsn 87 83 95 =8 -84 2 330 2 028 1 603 45,4
VANLEER . s aasnsoasesorsnconsos 337 340 320 17 5.3 3 660 3 197 2 322 55,0
WHITE BLUFF v uaeosoonessvnonnn 1 487 1302 1163 324 27.9 3 472 2 643 2 089 66,2
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972
(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND
SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

of symbols, see text)

AREA

PORULATION ESTIMATED PER CARPITA MONEY INCOME
(OOLLARS)

CHANGE , PERCENT
JULY Ls APRIL L»s 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE »
JULY &, 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975| (REVISED) {CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
DYER COUNTY susacnnonasnoo 310727 31776 30 427 1 300 4.3 3 519 2 814 2 231 57,7
DYERSBURG . s v eavnsesscnonncnan 14 694 14 814 14 823 171 1,2 3 961 3 219 2 584 53,3
NEWBERN, s ouonsvassscssoanssas 2 349 2 262 2 124 225 1046 3143 2 571 2 234 40,7
TRIMBLE (PART)suocnscosacnosa 665 697 669 =l =06 3 218 2 373 2 030 58,5
FAYETTE COUNTYseonovatans 23 315 22 663 22 692 623 2.7 2 111 1 760 1290 63,6
BRADEN. ¢ovaousnanscossoossans 199 213 185 14 746 2 749 2 472 1813 51,6
GALLAWAY s o0 vnaveossnsaosssasne 307 299 304 3 1.0 7 756 2 289 1 646 67 o4
LA GRANGE,,uouveeossvsnnocnss 205 202 213 8 3,8 2 497 1 953 1 B74 58,6
MOSCOW . aunossosnsosssncacass 457 438 448 9 2.0 3 668 3 046 2 234 64,2
CAKLAND s yesannocoraesnonssosa 370 348 353 17 4.8 2 920 2 428 1779 64,1
ROSSVILLE euasvescasasunnonse 445 421 410 35 8.5 3 068 2 548 1 869 64,2
SOMERVILLE sosvovoncserrnncroe 1 819 1 833 1816 3 0.2 3 634 3090 2 421 50,1
WILLISTON, sovovesooesanonsoas 165 158 164 ! 046 7 938 6 592 4 835 64,2
FENTRESS COUNTY.seoovsass 13 950 13 304 12 593 1 357 10.8 1 966 1 585 1 264 55,5
ALLARDT s sasavsonosncsssaasnse 663 640 610 53 8, 2 889 2 283 1 820 58,7
JAMESTOWN, s vavesnoearsonarss 2 154 2 074 1 899 255 13,4 2 483 1931 1 518 61,6
FRANKLIN COUNTY.ovavnssns 28 799 28 339 27 289 L 510 5,5 3 282 2 600 2 108 55,7
COWAN, o vasncanracoensssnannss 1 702 1747 1772 «70 =4,0 3 815 3 222 2 563 48,8
DECHERD , 4o esssvonsnostnssnoas 2 216 2 239 2 148 68 3,2 3 293 2 623 2 166 52,0
ESTILL SPRINGSs,eeeessovasses 1 017 932 919 98 10,7 4 350 3 247 2 484 75,1
HUNTLAND 4 oo vvucecossssnecavas 908 939 849 59 6,9 3 085 2 544 2 016 53,0
TULLAHOMA (PART . vuvrvesnnass 533 545 540 -7 wle3 4 999 4 183 3 725 31,8
WINCHESTER usvvessavsrsssnnse 5 091 5 017 5 256 165 =31 3 594 2 921 2 350 52,9
GIBSON COUNTY.vuovewnsons 47 749 48 459 47 871 wi22 =03 3 398 2 842 2273 49,4
BRADFORD ysuvoenvessssnnsansco 984 1oLt 968 16 1.7 3 553 3 229 2 634 34,9
DYER . ausasrasoancoossvonsass 2 588 2 532 2 501 87 3.5 3 221 2 710 2 158 49,3
GIBSONswovesornosonssnrvssnne 367 389 302 65 21,5 3 700 2 924 2 556 ht, 8
HUMBOLOT v ussnsvanosvssvanonns 10 092 10 359 10 066 26 0.3 3 752 3 138 2 BY% 47,4
KENTON (PARTY younsoas 737 774 745 -8 =1l 3 600 2 906 2 275 58,2
MEDINAsoovsononensssss 717 736 755 «38 5,0 3 208 2 663 2 036 574
MILAN, covnessssannesne 6 869 6 980 7 313 il =641 3798 3 447 2 611 45,5
RUTHERFORD 4 s saocnsassonasssse 1 400 1 he2 1 385 15 1.1 3140 2 765 2 060 5204
TRENTON s v ossacansanessernoss 3 861 4 o4 4 226 365 8,6 3 453 2 955 2 342 474
YORKVILLE ssensnavnnosrnonssss 227 244 243 16 6,6 3 082 2 54) 2 016 52,9
GILES COUNTYauovoonononns 22 745 22 508 2z 138 607 2.7 3094 2 603 2 004 54,6
ARDMORE y susvnssanvrossnsvsnes 544 556 601 57 -9,5 3 412 2 628 2 162 57.8
ELKTONugusssussensosssnnososne 353 343 344 12 3,5 3 516 2 700 2 068 70,0
LYNNVILLE ccosrnarsnerscananse 314 330 327 13 4,0 3 579 2 826 2 166 65,2
MINOR HILLswaoevssssoroossons 330 327 318 15 4.8 2 836 2 B4} 1 996 42,1
PULASKI s veneennprsnsasesscnns 6 928 6 732 6 989 bl 0,9 3 495 2 850 2 267 54,2
GRAINGER COUNTY4seannones 15 622 14 900 13 948 1674 12.0 2 618 2 191 1 641 59,5
RUTLEDGE s s osassenarorsnoncoss 878 822 863 15 1.7 4 198 3 488 2 648 58,5
GREENE COUNTY o rsoennnss 50 112 49 384 47 630 2 482 5,2 2 951 2 471 1945 81,7
BAILEYTON o eanuuosssosvessnae 261 253 258 3 1.2 2 792 2 307 1794 55,6
GREENEVILLE ;0senasncesnvanass 14 444 13 721 13 722 719 5,2 3 830 3 250 2 528 51,5
MOSHEIM ,0yues 1186 1 182 1119 67 6.0 2 907 2 488 1 966 47,9
TUSCULUM, s auen 1186 1191 1 180 6 0.5 3 094 2 64y 2 088 48,2
GRUNDY COUNTYeuvesoonvons 12 166 13 891 10 631 1 535 14,4 2 176 1 708 1323 64,5
ALTAMONT i suvesruosocesrssnves 708 660 546 162 29,7 2 070 1678 1 4o2 47,6
BEERSHEBA SPRINGS.seesvvsooca 629 601 560 69 12.3 1474 1 250 998 47.4
COALMONT y s oearsvonaonsncannns 560 527 518 42 8,1 1719 1 371 1ol24 52,9
MONTEAGLE (PART}uivunvesvnonne 530 498 514 16 3.1 3 664 3 038 2 124 7245
PALMER s v evorrenvrscocsvernans 930 910 898 32 3,6 2 298 1 951 1 557 47,6
TRACY CITYooussnsensncnnsnssns 1631 1 857 1 388 243 17,5 2 820 2 175 1 651 70,8
HAMBLEN COUNTYsssennvsssn 43 405 42 256 38 696 4 709 12,2 3 500 2 904 2 321 50,8
MORRISTOWN .y soosavoasssananss 20 655 20 900 2¢ 318 337 1.7 3 446 2 849 2 318 48,7
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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 text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1, 1970 T0 1975 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1973 1970 1972 1969 T0
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER (PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
HAMILTON COUNTY,ivaaaanss 264 $09 263 983 255 077 9 832 3.9 4 358 3 578 2 859 52.4
CHATTANOOGA . cusvevosssvecscons 161 978 165 282 166 947 -4 869 =3.0 3 181 3 246 2 634 43,8
COLLEGEDALE. ., s vinvsavononvren 3 600 3 27% 3031 569 18.8 4 299 3 278 2 602 65,2
EAST RIDGE.ssveosvsossvonrone 23 352 23 466 21 799 1 BB3 7ol 5 458 4 264 3 417 59,7
LAKESITE s suvnasoousassoassoss 44 45 43 1 243 4 770 3 727 2 897 64,7
LOOKOUT MOUNTAINGcavssavssons 1 668 1 702 1741 =73 w2 13 009 11 341 8 838 47,2
REDBANK WHITEOAK, suossoassnas 14 677 14 308 12 718 1 962 15854 5 786 4 466 3 484 66,1
RIDGESIDE ueeavsnccsrovonnnes 353 368 458 ~105 ~22.9 13 233 9 906 8 466 56,3
SIGNAL MOUNTAIN, vessvnsnaons 5 187 4 996 4 839 348 7.2 8 154 6 429 4 948 64,8
SODDY=DAISY 4 ssancnssoaronnnan 9 554 9 047 7 569 1 985 26,2 3 850 2 983 2 289 68,2
WALDEN  savoesessacsonesocsvns 1 320 1235 1077 243 22.6 5 103 5118 3 250 57,0
HANCOCK COUNTY ouepsosses 6 486 6 632 6 719 =233 =345 1 827 1 438 1 045 74.8
SNEEDVILLE sawovssonsncsaovocs 750 818 874 -124 =14,2 4 538 3 203 2 164 1097
HARDEMAN COUNTY.ioevosonn 22 676 22 219 22 435 241 1.1 2 768 2 220 1 653 6743
BOLIVAR ievsnssanosssaveasass 5 713 5 701 6 674 -961 =18,4 3 433 2 7.9 1 975 73.8
GRAND JUNCTION ., uouossnosnses 468 449 427 38 8.9 5 081 3 759 2 824 79.9
HICKORY VALLEYuiyuoasverneoans 189 209 180 9 5.0 2 409 2 0585 1 359 T7:3
HORNSBY . v eevvnrrecenscnsonscs 368 355 356 12 34 2 794 2 100 1 529 82.7
MIDDLETON, sssvsansonanesanrss 682 675 654 28 4,3 3 640 2 840 2 055 774
SAULSBURY, taveraasnsvsnsanens 168 170 156 12 7.7 3 428 2 921 1 948 75.8
SILVERTON (PART)svscocesonnon 68 5 87 ~19 =21,8 4 136 3 087 2 314 78.7
TOONE.wssvossasonsostsvaoscoa 191 196 200 -9 =4.5 3 330 *2 634 1 918 73.6
WHITEVILLE cvvesnanncucsnavacns 1 018 1025 992 26 2.6 3 585 2 743 2 127 68,5
HARDIN COUNTY.oreavanonan 19 611 19 192 18 212 1399 7.7 3 059 2 448 1 89¢ 6.9
MILLEDGEVILLE (PART)iecvvnens 44 34 K3 3 243 2 650 2 085 1 600 65.6
SALTILLOuessovoaransoossnanns 423 430 K23 - - 2 390 1 883 1 364 75,2
SAVANNAH . taosnssnsscorrsonsans 5 729 5 763 3 576 153 2.7 3 852 30HT 2 510 53.5
HAWKINS COUNTYeusenennnon 37 284 35 768 33 787 3 527 10.4 3 042 2 437 1 921 58.4
BULLS GAP . uuavnsnovssronanon 623 603 774 =151 «19.5 4 531 3 851 2 684 68,8
CHURCH MILL.ystaassssvennnssn 3 263 3 110 2 822 441 15,6 3 992 3 266 2 645 50,9
KINGSPORT (PART)sueesvssosnce 238 231 230 8 3¢5 9 174 7172 5 631 62,9
MT CARMEL vounoeeoensoesnnves 3 121 2 966 2 821 300 10.6 3 388 2 758 2 204 53:6
ROGERSVILLE . uvapassecersnoans 4114 4 069 4 076 38 0.9 3 624 2 985 2 326 55,8
SURGOINSVILLE ;s suesvussecnans 1 306 1 312 1 285 21 1.6 3 069 2 546 1 911 6046
HAYWOOD COUNTYevesuvavaos 20 573 20 495 19 596 977 3. 2 426 1971 1 546 856.9
BROWNSVILLE s sssnavosesannnans 8 021 7 781 7 011 1010 14.4 3 226 2 638 2 194 47,0
STANTON s uoseussanasevesacnas 373 386 372 ! 0.3 3 214 2 603 2 022 59.0
HENDERSON COUNTY v vvsanes 19 168 18 684 17 360 1 805 10.4 2 863 2 4o4 1 896 51.0
LEXINGTONcosusoncvoasaevasass 5 495 5 272 5 024 471 9.4 2 967 2 621 2 083 42.4
SARDIS . sasesnsosoensocnsnoons 298 330 350 ~52 14,9 3 122 2 390 L 973 58,2
SCOTTS HILLS ({PART)aysvananna #29 14 374 55 14,7 3 168 2 613 2 126 49,0
HENRY COUNTY.poaconvaooss 25 352 28 131 23 749 1 603 6,7 3 319 2 895 2 164 534
COTTAGE GROVE, uuenvanvensane 114 114 119 =5 =42 3 916 3 135 2 322 68,6
HENRY cvnseeraonsnnocsasosccns 2482 263 302 «60 =19.9 3 230 2 838 2 102 53,7
MC KENZIE s ssvenasesssoocvons 31 32 32 -1 =3 3 442 2 964 2 193 57.0
PARIS .y soravovnnsosonansoennes 10 178 10 193 9 892 286 2.9 3 721 3 291 2 480 50,0
PURYEAR, savnovecascnssssosnsn 505 495 458 47 1043 3 009 2 61t 1 988 51.4
HICKMAN COUNTYovsoaaoesss 13 520 13 130 12 096 1 424 14,8 2 722 2 222 1 784 52.6
CENTERVILLE cissssvansosonsans 2 708 2 653 2 592 116 4.5 3 092 2 649 2 237 8.2
HOUSTON COUNTYerensanenes 6 311 6 246 5 853 458 7.8 3073 2 498 1983 55,0
ERIN, ¢ eavavssvsavsancesanness 1 807 1741 1 632 178 10,7 3 006 2 542 2 052 46,5
TENNESSEE RIDGE,sovasosesanes 757 739 664 93 14,0 3 203 2 540 2 022 58,4
HUMPHKEYS COUNTY, ivovaana 14 990 14 440 13 560 1 430 10.5 3 797 3 040 2 477 53.3
MCEWEN e ssvoentossesscsassscs 1 379 1341 1237 142 11.5 3 535 2 969 2 353 50,2
NEW JOHNSONVILLE aovassenovnes 1 452 1 282 970 482 49,7 4 703 3 992 3 090 52.2
WAVERLY coevennrvosnsscceantas 3 987 4 011 3 794 193 5l 3 910 3 152 2 642 48,0
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1875 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

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

(1970 population and related per capita i

1670 census sample population of les
of symbols, see text)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
. JULY L, APRIL i, 1970 Y0 1975 CHANGE »
JULY s 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
1975 (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER | PERCENT 19741 (REVISED) 1969 1974
JACKSON COUNTY oveavvenos 8 367 8 395 8 141 226 248 2 258 1 886 1443 5645
GAINESBORO  vsscvrnncrnovassns 1 018 1072 1 1ol -83 =75 2 525 2 174 1763 43,2
JEFFERSON COUNTY . ousaonsn 27 171 26 539 24 940 2 237 9.0 3 033 2 488 1 994 52.1
DANDRIDGE s ceponvovvccnsssenss 1 338 1 294 1 270 65 5.1 4 150 3 557 2 947 40.8
JEFFERSON CITYeocooomncosusans 5 215 5 219 5 124 9L 1.8 3 018 2 480 2 097 43.9
WHITE PINEsosossasoaasnansoss 1 622 1 655 1 832 90 5.9 3078 2 509 1974 55,9
JOHNSON COUNTYewnensannos 12 883 12 4ad 11 569 1314 144 2 521 2 050 1617 55,9
MOUNTAIN CITY oooevrevvocnnes 2 666 2 606 1 883 783 41.6 2 978 2 388 2 103 1.6
KNOX COUNTY ooesvervocons 293 405 285 809 276 293 17 112 6,2 4 284 3 445 2 743 56,2
KNOXVILLE cvenvsoscncossoarers 183 383 179 731 174 587 8 796 5,0 4 o4y 3 367 2 T4y 47.5
LAKE COUNTY,vuoasvvansuns 7 692 7 935 8 Q74 =382 w7 2 835 2 263 1784 592
RIDGELY.sosnosescennassoossns 1 589 1 583 1 657 w68 whel 3 376 2 47 2 176 85,1
TIPTONVILLE cuuvanvasnonnsonns 2 194 2 298 2 407 =213 =8,8 3 504 2 894 2 313 55,4
LAUDERDALE COUNTY . soaonss 22 094 21 192 20 271 1 820 9.0 2 576 2 020 1 536 67,7
GATES . vususvonosnnosnsrnrnsens 493 529 523 =30 =5,7 2 549 1 916 1 302 95,8
HALLS o us sekrassno 2 521 2 57 2 323 198 8.5 3 140 2 513 2 051 53.1
HENNING, sousnoooevnossanrnnne 608 629 605 3 0.5 2 616 2 020 1 529 7141
RIPLEY seorencnornoserasrcnncn 5 437 5 188 4 794 643 13.4 2 995 2 463 1 865 60.6
LAWRENCE COUNTY ., os0evvss 32 409 30 674 29 097 3 32 1.4 2 951 2 451 1 866 5841
ETHRIDGE sssvascorscarsnvacars 549 519 486 63 13.0 3 040 2 493 1 8823 61.4
TRON CITY.avonsonnvssovoncnna 512 482 504 8 1.6 2 559 2 214 1673 53,0
LARRENCEBURG, vosnovsorssnonns 9 761 9 090 8 889 a72 9.8 3 535 2 902 2 271 55,7
LORETTO . penonns sveevesane 1 387 1 430 1 375 12 0.9 3 567 2 973 2 199 62,2
ST JOSEPH.osuseesornsssvaosns 716 46 637 79 12,4 3194 2 835 2 147 48,6
LEWIS COUNTYseusnvseorusns 7 858 7 668 6 761 1 097 16.2 2 954 2 443 2 006 47,3
HOHENWALD s uvsosoossensnsncvne 3 779 3 778 3 385 394 11.6 3 244 2 675 2 244 44,6
LINCOLN COUNTY avrvrosunn 25 659 25 279 24 318 L 344 5.5 3 076 2 518 2 093 47.0
FAYETTEVILLE seesosurnorsosnan T 438 7 616 7 691 w253 =33 3 528 2 800 2 387 47.8
PETERSBURG (PART) . uavrrvnsnse 326 330 341 =15 =4.4 3 587 2 807 2 539 “i.3
L.OUDON COUNTYusaorooonnss 26 417 25 534 24 266 2 151 8,9 3 518 2 856 2 252 56.2
GREENBACK, souseonanvrorcncoes 340 315 318 22 6.9 3172 2 645 2 033 56,0
LENOIR CITYsnsosnoovnencnvson 5 250 5 237 5 324 ~TH =14 3 555 2 B28 2 249 584
. 3 593 3 19 3 728 135 =346 3 696 3 148 2 650 39,5
PHILADELPHIA . eoasss 545 533 554 -9 1.6 3 085 2 502 1 901 62,3
MCMINN COUNTY ssnaaoasnns 39 004 37 954 35 462 3 542 10,0 3 305 2 716 2 195 50,6
ATHENS e svoersaronssacosavonas 12 685 12 336 11 790 895 7.6 2631 2 971 2 375 52.9
CALHOUN v vevsosnosvrarsnsvovsn 656 645 624 32 5.1 3 654 3 014 2 438 49,9
ENGLEWOOD yoasvnoovonvesenssen 1 859 1 B96 1 878 -19 ~1.0 3 323 2 711 2 350 Hy.4
ETOWAH. sosesvsssnvanarssnsone 3 676 3 766 3 736 ~60 =1.6 4 268 3 589 2 915 46,4
NIOTA,savsaessnensscocresvacs 639 669 629 10 1.6 3 538 2 825 2 232 58,5
MCNATRY COUNTYo0vacnnves 20 303 19 917 18 369 1 934 10,5 2 824 2 342 1 775 59,1
ADAMSVILLE coyoonnennassveavres 1 438 1 431 1 344 94 740 3 245 2 533 2 135 52,0
BETHEL SPRINGSssscaerosvsnsvs 927 797 781 146 18,7 2 797 2 329 1 867 49,8
EASTVIEW . savesasacenocnnscnse 474 460 423 51 12.1 3 078 2 506 1 894 62,5
ENVILLE (PART)osevesncsnnsnes 4 4 4 - - 2 898 2 358 1 783 62,5
FINGER ssaooannsocsnsssoarsnse 218 222 230 =12 «5,2 3 628 2 755 2 082 43
MICHIE soovuanvrsnsne 362 393 377 =15 4,0 2 975 2 634 1785 66,7
MILLEDGEVILLE (PART) 258 221 205 53 25,9 2 844 2 309 1 748 63,0
RAMER ;s saosvsasssnosncosnsnon 336 374 347 ~11 «3.2 2 37 1936 1 425 66,8
SELMER, uvonssnonasesossensns 4 112 4 123 3 495 617 17,7 3 828 3 261 2 k62 5545
STANTONVILLE covosvonsesonenes 288 287 296 -8 2.7 3 5514 2 685 2 030 4.9
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Table 1. JULY 1, 1973 (REVISED) AND JULY 1, 1975 POPULATION AND CALENDAR YEAR 1972

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

SUBCOUNTY AREAS—Continued

(1970 population and related per capita income figures reflect annexations since 1970 and corrections t0 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.

of symbols, see text)

For details and meaning

AREA rﬁ‘

MACON COUNTY.uvuvnreanoces

LAFAYETTE (vosoonsrnossoaansss
RED BOILING SPRINGS, ovvavnuss

MADISON COUNTYeusosonnnas

ADATR (vossavonsnovosaoasnnnes

DENMARK (v sossoonsssoonnssasa
JACKSON, . asvacasvssvervsanse

MEDON v uovseessoctorsrnvrcans

MARION COUNTY uvsosescres

JASPER . s avsuossrssosonnnnnnas
KIMBALL . oyosuvnessvsonscesons
MONTEAGLE (PART)avsaseassnnns
NEW HOPE.,voauwes
ORME sy s pavonsvnnnaa conssas
RICHARD CITY.,snuvesavnanonns
SOUTH PITTSBURG, sovssvonssaoa
WHITWELL eevesnnaoonncasaonaans

EEEEEY)

MARSHALL COUNTY..vusuveas

CHAPEL MILL.vovsssuenosoccsas
CORNERSVILLE .y sauevvivnsnosss
LEWISBURG . s svasonsnonss
PETERSBURG (PART)ausvennnenee

MAURY COUNTY:aausvooraaen
COLUMBIA L vuoevnronononoannas
MOUNT PLEASANT ¢osussnsvsaonsn
SPRING HILL (PART}avesososaas

MEIGS COUNTYueuvesnsnncen

DECATUR i sventonassnoansesnnas

MONROE COUNTY.usvevanssan
MADTSONVILLE s oounsaoonossnnss
SWEETHATER. tavansvonsasansnne
TELLICO PLAINS  seonnsavesoss
VONORE s s cvsssossnronersnasnas

MONTGOMERY COUNTY . .ouaness

CLARKSVILLE st evovonoscvasnan

MOORE COUNTY o oueonnanooas

LYNCHBURG , s asssannonsnnnssnns

MORGAN COUNTY . ousosonsons

OAKDALE ¢ o vosersosvoavensasans
OLIVER SPRINGS (PART)..Q.-...
WARTBURG. . v vassonveanssccsans

OBION COUNTY.souwcoooananon

HORNBEAK . oy vavansscateanannas
KENTON (PARTY i s uossausousnsan
OBION, s oviasasssasoonsonssas

RIVES soavsnnosanssesosonanaas

SAMBURG 4 s suasonasasnonnranas
SOUTH FULTON. yevuosansvenones
TRIMBLE (PARTY .. easavsansoses

TROY i osouesonnnanscavenenenes

UNION,usvsansossaossnoonnasnss

WOODLAND MILLS s ouusnscensess

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
o {DOLLARS)

CHANGE,, PERCENT
JULY 1, APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1978 CHANGE,
JULY L 1973 1970 1872 1969 10
1975 {REVISED}) {CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974} (REVISED) 1969 1974
13 494 12 853 12 318 1179 56 2 B94 2 282 L 755 64,9
c 2 926 2 839 2 583 U3 13,3 3 617 2 973 2 427 49,0
768 720 126 42 5,8 3 858 3 284 2 337 65,1
71128 69 579 65 774 5 354 8,1 3 787 3 015 2 334 61,0
47 49 51 =4 “Te8 4 417 3 504 2 688 64,3
59 54 61 «g =33 2 188 1 736 1 332 64,3
43 357 42 483 39 996 3 361 ) 4 018 3 220 2 516 59,7
154 145 136 18 13.2 3 186 2 528 1 939 64,3
21 848 21 169 20 577 L 271 6.2 3 054 2 442 1 855 64,6
2 185 2 181 2 009 176 8.8 4 430 3 613 2 811 57,6
920 846 807 113 14,0 3 216 2 504 1 846 4.2
457 480 420 37 8.8 3 060 2 459 1 762 73,7
666 643 594 72 12,1 3 415 2 681 2 019 69.1
146 137 122 24 19,7 3 404 2 668 2 005 69,8
129 132 132 <3| -2.3 & 202 3 294 2 476 69.7
3 380 3 241 4 019 «639 «lB5,9 3 568 2 820 2 147 66,2
1 768 1 753 1 669 99 5,9 2 491 2 000 1 513 64,6
17 963 7 727 17 319 sub 3.7 3 618 3 024 2 366 52,9
775 815 152 23 3.1 3 928 3 200 2 462 59,4
698 656 655 43 6.6 3 269 2 507 2 065 58,3
8 153 8 192 8 094 59 0.7 1 995 3 390 2 666 49.8
113 116 122 9| 7.4 2 751 2 266 1 756 56,7
45 897 44 950 44 028 1 869 4,2 3 548 2 815 2 292 54,7
22 124 21 314 21 471 653 3.0 3 880 3 052 2 473 56,9
3 426 3 426 3 530 =104 ~2,9 3 397 2 773 2 297 47,9
775 08 6&5 90 13,1 2 817 2 406 1 784 879
6 117 5 596 5 219 898 172 2 874 2 382 1 828 57.5
807 746 698 109 | 15.6 3 761 3 098 2 407 56,3
25 391 24 833 23 475 1 916 8,2 2 730 2 226 1 8p8 51,0
2 680 2 662 2 614 66 2.5 3 256 2 757 2 288 42,3
4 549 4 387 4 340 209 4.8 3 514 3 142 2 385 47,2
829 829 773 56 7.2 2 849 2 359 1 893 50,5
458 490 524 «66 ~12.6 3 293 2 448 1 801 82,8
73 318 68 293 62 721 10 597 16.9 3 543 2 966 2 339 51,5
51 910 4647 43 580 8 330 1941 3 734 3 129 2 W71 51.1
3 486 3 519 3 568 ~82 “2.3 3 048 2 499 1 976 54,3
542 549 538 4 0.7 2 929 2 432 1 837 59,4
14 469 | 14 069 13 619 850 6,2 2 550 1 986 1573 62.1
326 337 376 =50 «13.3 2 823 2 181 1 704 65,7
42 43 34 8 23.5 3 354 2 592 2 019 66,1
609 594 841 68 12+6 5 267 4 QB4 3 196 64,8
32 720 31 970 30 247 2 473 8,2 3 493 2 929 2 345 49,0
436 415 418 18 he3 3798 3 402 2 471 536
696 728 694 2 Q.3 2 932 2 394 1 964 49,3
1 028 969 1 010 18 1.8 2 897 2 609 2 056 40,9
399 365 385 14 3.6 2 197 1 945 1 630 34,8
486 487 463 23 5.0 2 276 1875 l 1 483 53,5
3 243 3 230 3 122 121 3.9 3 273 2 884 | 2 262 44,7
6 6 6 - - 2 803 2 308 | 1 825 53,6
919 926 826 93 1143 3 339 2 897 | 2 259 47,8
12 516 12 427 11 925 591 5.0 4 031 3477 2 832 42.3
416 429 396 20 Sl 2 238 1 803 1 493 49,9
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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 L APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE ,
JULY 1 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975| (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER |PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
OVERTON COUNTY unoavnnons 15 692 15 702 14 866 826 56 2 259 1878 1oHag 56,8
LIVINGSTONs enwsososnsasansaca 2 811 3 039 3 050 =239 Py 2 u4B9 2 114 {136 41,6
PERRY COUNTYoouvooavnanns 5 796 5 621 5 238 558 10,7 2 760 2 329 1 8uy 49,7
LINDEN o asoncocssoonssonosans 1069 L 093 1062 7 0.7 3 089 2 496 1976 54,8
LOBELVILLE assuvonnoonsonnsnan 824 818 773 5), 6.6 3 218 2 8u2 2 479 29,8
PICKETT COUNTYoouoonnanss 4 205 4 078 30774 43} 11,4 2 212 1 866 1476 49,9
BYRDSTOWN. e susoosvusososonses 647 638 582 65 11,2 2 956 2 264 1895 56,0
POLK COUNTY pvuvasuccnnass 12 362 12 082 11 669 693 5,9 3 089 2 645 2 064 49,9
BENTONuayssocosnsssovosossnce 738 707 749 wl] ~le5 3 651 2 963 2 283 59,9
COPPERMILL s euesevsnossonnnuns 468 505 563 -881  =17.4 4 208 3 544 2 Ty 53,4
DUCKTOWN G« v vansssrsavnvarcsns 556 591 562 -6 wiyl 3 604 3 0H6 2 344 53,8
PUTNAM COUNTY vt evvnannvs 39 710 38 504 35 487 4 223 11.9 3 421 2 748 2 143 59,6
ALBOOD . cascsscersovvssvvessns 1 899 1951 1 808 91 5.0 3 251 2 682 2 169 49,9
BAXTER e savsonososassossosrans 1223 1 204 1229 -6 0,5 3 083 2 604 2 008 53,5
COOKEVILLE suausreonnvsocnnnns 16 971 16 532 18 302 1 669 10,9 3 839 3 076 2 408 59,4
MONTEREY 4 eseanvssvssncssnsonn 2 601 2 566 2 351 250 1046 2 B&7 2 286 L o744 64,7
RHEA COUNTY,canuvsncnones 20 236 19 220 17 202 3 034 1746 2 888 2 380 1 857 55,5
DAYTONGesoessssosassasssrananne 4 278 4 463 4 36} ~83 “1.9 3 380 2 774 2 232 51.4
GRAYSYILLE susasnsansvsonscsns 1220 1 155 951 269 28,3 2 884 2 258 1 830 57,6
SPRING CITYesonarssvossosssna 1902 1 858 1 756 146 8,3 3 407 2 178 2 146 58,8
ROANE COUNTYoousononnnnen 40 955 40 599 38 881 2 074 5,3 3 535 2 823 2 293 54,2
HARRIMAN, s suevsavtossneonncn 8 367 8 287 8 134 367 4,2 3 264 2 577 2 019 61,7
“KINGSTON.ouwevssavovesnnooaass 4 079 4 084 4 142 63 =15 4 500 3 731 3 007 49,7
OAK RIDGE (PART) seusovranssns 1347 1 455 1 490 «143 -3,6 6 059 4 893 4 334 39,8
OLIVER SPRINGS (PART)..ususes 1 165 1168 1 163 2 0.2 3 648 2 731 2 098 73,9
ROCKWOOD . s svuossnasossaansona 5 226 5 462 5 259 w33 0,6 3 565 2 875 2 387 49 4
ROBERTSON COUNTYsavasnnas 32 015 31259 29 102 2 913 10,0 3 423 2 776 2 127 60,9
ADAMS y e ussurasvansssnesvanses 385 . 4oy 458 =73 =15,9 3 006 2 260 L 573 9141
CEDAR HILLovauvsosocvonnvonna. 392 390 355 37 10,4 2 546 1 888 1 602 58,9
CROSS PLAINS, essneosssnvsvns 290 282 261 29 11,1 3 526 2 8158 2 152 63.8
GREENBRIER s saavsssonssroanne 2 620 2 471 2 279 34, 15,0 3 257 2 669 2 097 55,3
ORLINDA Gy susnsonsssnnvsasasne 400 383 347 53 15.3 3890 3 105 2 375 63,8
RIDGETOP (PART) sanuaveenavsns 902 902 810 92 1.4 4 645 3 746 2 712 7143
SPRINGFIELDy vesvsessnvonannns 10 468 10 289 9 720 748 7.7 3 391 2 768 2 187 55,1
WHITE HOUSE (PART)uenorvenase 548 519 355 193 BY 4 5 288 4 250 3 606 46,6
RUTHERFORD COUNTY.vuuusss 67 091 63 937 59 428 7 663 12.9 3 704 3 Q48 2 361 56,9
EAGLEVILLE cusvevsonnsosnnosns 482 413 437 45 10,3 4 114 3 148 2 585 5941
LAVERGNE . s asrsonanes v 4 451 4 148 3714 737 19,8 3 584 3 028 2 372 51,1
MURFREESBORO .y venoncnnsunnrns 29 937 28 608 26 360 3 577 13,6 3 988 3 297 2 611 52,7
BMYRNAG o casassorasnssosonsrns 6 845 6 437 6 258 587 9.4 4174 3 407 2 483 68,1
SCOTT COUNTY.veosonsscans 16 553 15 626 14762 1791 12,1 2 517 1 952 1 481 70,0
HUNTSVILLE savcounrsaenesvoses 364 343 337 27 8.0 2 963 2 047 1 586 86,8
ONEIDAL suusvrssnosssovovsssss 2 719 2 692 2 602 117 4,5 3 187 2 488 1 877 69.8
SEQUATCHIE COUMYeavsnne, 7 167 6 788 6 331 826 13.0 2 945 2 337 1 792 64,3
DUNLAP s sasconsnrassorcosnnnas 1762 1 708 1 672 90 5.4 3 409 2 651 2 110 61.6
SEVIER COUNTY.survesonases 32 443 31 631 28 241 4 202 14,9 3 437 2 770 2 156 59,4
GATLINBURG . s eavonvessnasncanns 2.572 2 549 2 329 243 10,4 4 486 3 874 3 097 44,8
PIGEON FORGE, ,ussravsonsnasss 1 643 1 576 1 361 282 20.7 4 685 3918 3 081 52,1
PITTMAN CENTER:,svssnvsnsesns 361 352 315 46 14,6 3 550 2 816 2 174 63,3
SEVIERVILLE cvovosssnsossncusse 3 008 3 010 2 661 347 13,0 3 503 2 919 2 104 66,5
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(REVISED) AND 1974 PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES FOR THE STATE, COUNTIES, AND
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of symbols, see text)

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

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
JULY s APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1975 CHANGE,
JULY 14 1973 1970 1972 1969 10
1975 | (REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER {PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
SHELBY COUNTYouscossncnss 736 754 732 865 722 111 14 6U3 2.0 4 408 3 554 2 758 59,8
ARLINGTON, susasneonansncansss 1 375 1378 1 349 26 1.9 2 985 2 280 1787 73,8
BARTLETT4oavaosanssvccssacocs 3626 3 Qa4 2 877 749 26,0 5 091 3 892 2 934 73.5
COLLIERVILLE sovaavsvnssnsnass 8 572 4 627 3 681 1 921 52.6 4 478 3 48% 2 564 4,6
GERMANTOWN . csconanconcaonsoen 5 990 4 461 3 728 2 265 60,8 8 535 6 529 4 93y 7364
MEMPHIS i eeavnvesssosssocasnns 661 319 664 933 657 007 4 312 0.7 4 383 3 565 2 179 57.7
MILLINGTON :ossossoosscosnnass 19 491 18 159 21 177 =] 686 «8,0 3 767 2 818 2 119 7.8
SHITH COUNTY oesocosasane 13 424 13 485 12 509 915 7.3 3 307 2 782 2 127 55,5
CARTHAGE 4 soeaascssanescsnnoss 2 626 2 656 2 491 135 5.4 4 004 3 522 2 768 44,7
GORDONSVILLE s wesoveracvoannne 749 742 604 148 24,6 4 698 3 808 3 211 46,3
SOUTH CARTHAGE coosveocscssses 982 943 859 123 14,3 3 418 2 848 2 179 5649
STEWART COUNTY.usooenvnsa 8 092 7 859 7 319 173 10,6 2 585 2 1583 1728 49,6
CUMBERLAND CITY. cevooosoasese 309 363 416 =107] w258.7 3 504 3 067 2 260 55,0
DOVER, e vasesvascasesavsvasoos 1 130 1 103 1179 «49 -l,2 3123 2 586 2 067 55,1
SULLIVAN COUNTY.eevausnvs 134 47 130 903 127 329 7 118 5.6 4 129 3 357 2 701 52.9
BLUFF CITY 4 esaoes PN 1108 1018 985 120 12,2 3 507 2 824 2 238 56,7
BRISTOl soasvousosssansnassnas 27 016 25 219 25 343 1 673 646 4 079 3 333 2 696 51,3
KINGSPORT (PARTY4osanresnsnos 32 786 31 685 31 708 1 078 3.4 5 007 4 128 3 294 52,0
SUMNER COUNTY.suvaaavenes 70 487 65 201 56 266 14 191 25,2 4 010 3 261 2 626 52,7
GALLATING sy usovnvoassnssssscsa 14 130 13 799 13 253 877 646 3 854 3 181 2 480 55,4
GOODLETTSVILLE (PART awvaeres 975 912 811 164 20,2 4 543 3 653 2 820 61,1
HENDERSONVILLE soaossnne 23 391 20 732 15 491 7 900 5140 3 787 3 043 2 651 42,9
. 217 202 177 40 22,6 2 990 2 394 1.908 56,7
PORTLAND s s socovasossceancsnos 3 206 2 940 2 872 334 11.6 3 301 2 645 2 121 55,6
WEST MORELAND ,evsossaeoaonanse 1 o423 1414 1 423 - - 3 423 2 801 2 216 54,5
WHITE HOUSE (PART)useassocaocs 543 497 393 150 38,2 3 599 3 014 2 402 49,8
TIPTON COUNTY.oureonosson 29 917 28 872 28 001 1 916 6,8 2 884 2 287 1 685 71,2
ATOKA, savanctascaraveaasssees 476 448 446 30 6.7 4 042 3173 2 308 75,1
BRIGHTON.cosanessoessavssanns 1092 1 064 952 140 14,7 3 062 2 274 1721 77.9
BURLISON, seucsonnsnonascavanse 429 422 397 32 8,1 3 022 2 377 1 730 TH,7
COVINGTON easosuasssovasraans 6 033 6 089 5 801 232 4.0 3719 2 855 2 103 76,8
GARLAND . v eveesonssrsnsnonens 329 304 292 37 12,7 3 240 2 B4y 1 851 75,0
GILT EDGEysvoscnvosvnavcasans 352 351 406 «B] ~13,3 3 293 2 680 1 950 68,9
MASON s aussnesssarsnvsnsasrnn 448 436 443 ] 1ed 2 517 1 968 1 426 76,5
MUNFORD , o vovoosonocnrevasenne 1 870 1 476 1 284 289 22.6 3 424 2 715 2 107 62,5
TROUSDALE COUNTY..usnnnss 5 257 5 234 5 155 Lo2 2.0 3 093 2 449 1 884 64,2
HARTSVILLE conusvasoserusnsnsa 2 358 2 308 2 243 118 5,1 3718 3 086 2 362 57,4
UNICOT COUNTY.uososnnoass 15 702 15 595 15 254 448 2.9 3 165 2 649 2 079 52,2
ERWIN oonasvonsnnvoanonaonnen 4 666 4 728 4 75 49 w140 3 976 3 375 2 133 45,5
UNTON COUNTY,esovesennnss 10 341 9 769 9 Q72 1 269 140 2 427 1 940 1 548 56.8
LUTTRELL avasassoconsoancarosas 880 838 819 61 Toh 2 387 1 954 1 560 53,0
MAYNARDVILLE ¢osnaesasovoncnns 794 748 702 92 1341 3 189 2 51t 1 868 70,7
VAN BUREN COUNTY . uennann 4 134 3 901 3 788 376 10,0 2 731 2 253 1785 53,0
SPENCER . 4 sooneonasoasnsonsnns 1 348 1 204 1179 169 143 2 894 2 419 1 938 49,3
HWARREN COUNTY.cssenonsnas 29 699 28 856 26 972 2 7217 1044 3 248 2 681 2 143 51,6
CENTERTOWN, 6 ssvatoosasscsnes 196 188 181 15 8,3 2 864 2 336 1 849 54,9
MCMINNVILLE ccuvanasensonavosnss 11 289 11 518 11 543 254 “2:2 3 512 2 876 2 295 53,0
MORRISON  wesaonnssasosascnsne 425 b7 379 46 12,4 3128 2 564 1932 61,9
VIOLA iaveovsoaaarasonsaosons 180 185 193 «l3 6,7 2 968 2 367 1 714 73.2
WASHINGTON COUNTY.oenerns 79 752 78 301 73 924 5 828 7.9 3 752 3 046 2 448 53,3
JOHNSON CITY (PART}ivcvuocann 39 325 39 645 39 054 274 GT 3 938 3 201 2 602 51,3
JONESBORO, sasssasesosstsscsns 1 861 1739 1510 351 23,2 3 534 2 938 2 382 48,4
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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
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(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 1 1973 1970 1972 1969 TO
197% {REVISED) (CENSUS) NUMBER [PERCENT 1974 | (REVISED) 1969 1974
WAYNE COUNTY.roeoeconvons 13 131 12 837 1z 365 766 6.2 2 668 2 230 1704 56.6
CLIFTON CITY.onassasvncrncasne 647 667 737 ~90 «12.2 2 766 2 159 1 8573 75,8
COLLINWOOD s sasossnonnsssnnany 912 883 922 =10 =Llal 3 336 2 827 2 079 60,5
WAYNESBORO s sasosssvavoassoss 1931 1 948 1 983 ~52 “2.6 3 360 2 941 2 202 52.6
WEAKLEY COUNTYessosuneaos 30 545 30 528 28 827 1 718 6.0 3 286 2 744 2 149 52.9
DRESDEN, cossonsennsnsssooscnns 1 948 1 958 1 939 9 05 3 324 2 932 2 390 39,1
GLEABON, sosvsnvnsocsncannsnes 1 352 1 353 1 314 38 2.9 3164 2 701 2 168 45,8
GREENFIELDouvoonsvanse s 1932 2 022 2 050 =118 «5,8 3149 2 673 2 287 37.7
MCKENZIE (PART) yovsvonvousnss 282 278 261 21 8,0 2 448 2 012 1 872 55,7
MARTING s sovvnooensonasnnsnons 8 006 8 119 7 781 225 2.9 3 162 2 687 2 139 47,8
SHARONG s e osavoanonnossonssnss 1077 1 153 1 188 w111 ~9,3 3 687 3 065 2 363 56,0
WHITE COUNTY.osoesncosose 17 026 17 130 16 329 697 4.3 2 889 2 360 1 922 50,3
DOYLE csenorcvcsonssnssnonnnss 431 445 446 =15 =34 3 017 2 313 1 776 69,9
SPARTAccscsonsresenrerrronncn 5 030 5 002 & 930 100 2.0 3 020 2 593 2 167 39.4
WILLIAMSON COUNTY, s 0veces 44 672 40 534 34 423 10 249 29,8 4 288 3 485 2 709 58,3
BRENTHOOD . ouneoasnnonsvanonas 8 456 7 612 4 09% 4 357 106,3 6 436 5 507 4 909 31.1
FAIRVIEW,ooesvooassansosesnse 1 993 1 753 1 630 363 2243 3 219 2 710 2 269 41,9
FRANKLING s oowoosrenssavavovss 11 518 10 438 9 497 2 021 21.3 3 696 2 949 2 444 51,2
SPRING HILL (PART ievsavsancs - = - - cae - - - cee
WIL3SON COUNTYsoveovvennne 44 606 41 338 36 999 7 607 20.6 3 755 3 068 2 465 52,3
LEBANON, suovsnssossosanaasens 13 160 13 384 12 492 668 5.3 3 605 2 980 2 450 47,1
MOUNT JULIET .4 avsesvsavosnase 2 044 1 801 1 568 476 30,4 4 166 3 492 2'836 46,9
WATERTOWN s oovouscsonsnssanss 1173 1 160 1 061 112 10.6 3 541 2 835 2 331 51.9
MULTI~CQUNTY PLACES
ENVILLE s avennoncrcevessvnooae 233 240 228 5 242 2 492 1 939 1 579 57.8
GOODLETTSVILLE s ssssnsenvesans 7 785 7 518 6 979 806 11.5 4 93y 3 699 2 876 715
JOHNSON CITY.ueuussonssersncs 39 325 39 645 39 054 271 0.7 3 938 3 201 2 602 51.3
KENTONy weassovsensonerssnssre 1433 1 502 1 439 =6 =0.4 3 276 2 658 2 125 54,2
KINGSPORT s 4avevsvovsressncanss 33 024 31 916 31 938 1 086 3.4 5 037 4 150 3 311 52,1
MOKENZIE csooussanrsrssrnsncss 4 938 4 999 4 912 26 0.5 3 219 2 746 2 237 43,9
MILLEDGEVILLE seuonnenrecenene 393 355 349 44 12.6 2 673 2 135 1611 65,9
MONTEABLE sosovnnssonsnvsnons 987 978 934 53 5,7 3 382 2 756 1 961 72.5%
OAK RIDGEsssuursvsnossnnsnane 26 949 27 742 28 319 =1 370 i}, 8 5 605 4 589 3 736 50,0
OLIVER SPRINGS:,cev00ctsossusca 3 794 3 583 3 405 389 1l.4 3 226 2 537 1 882 T4
PETERSBURG, saosuassoarnnss 439 446 463 =24 =5.2 3 372 2 667 2 333 44,5
RIDGETOP yesavunsssosaneasvaas 953 952 858 95 11l 4 601 3 697 2 682 Tle6
SCOTTS HILLvaveoososavuvoasonna 554 559 548 6 1el 3 035 2 516 2 0158 50,6
SILERTON G sssnsocesnansovscis 69 76 88 -19 =216 4 122 3 080 2 309 78.5
SPRING HILLoeusosoesosncnanns 775 708 685 90 13.4 2 817 2 406 1784 57.9
TRIMBLE cavuenusonnrsavcasnecs 671 703 675 =4 ~0.6 3 214 2 372 2 028 58,5
TULLAHOMA, ycoononorsovenrsasy 15 134 15 199 15 311 =-180 ~1.2 4 219 3 812 2 Bus 48,1
WHITE HOQUSE, corsersaseruns 1 091 1 016 748 343 45,9 4 449 3 643 2 973 H9.6




1975 Population and Per Capita Income Estimates, and Revised 1973 Esti-
mates for Counties, Incorporated Places, and Selected Minor Civil Divisions

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

649
650
651
652
653
654
655
656
657
658
659
660
661
662
663
664
665
666
667
668
669
670
671
672
673

(Reports may not be published in numerical order)

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
ldaho
[llinois
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Kentucky
{ ouisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri

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

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

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



