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This report is one of a series containing current estimates of
the population and per capita money income for places in
each State. The population estimate relate to July 1, 1976,
and the estimates of per capita income {PCl} cover the 1975
and 1974 calendar years. The population estimates include
revisions made during the review of the figures with local
officials and, to the extent possible, also reflect changes
made through the Office of Revenue Sharing challenge
program. Populiation figures for earlier years comparable to
the PCl estimates were published earlier in Current Popula-

tion Reports, series P-25, Nos. 649 to 698, and are not

repeated here. Revisions are being made to the 1975
population figures for approximately 400 places in the
United States, to bring them in line with the 1976 figures
shown here, however, and will be noted in subsequent
reports. The entire 1874 series of income estimates is shown
here due to major revisions in data and methodology that, to
some degree, affect all areas.

Current estimates of population below the county level
and per capita money income for all general-purpose govern-
ments were prompted by the State and Local Fiscal
Assistance Act of 1972, The figures are 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 divisions in Alaska,
parishes in Louisiana, and independent cities in Maryland,
Missouri, Nevada, and Virginia) and incorporated places in
the State, plus active minor civil divisions (MCD’s), com-
monly 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

'In certain midwestern States {lllinois, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, and the Dakotas) some counties have active minor
civil divisions while others do not.

alphabetical sequence as report number 740 {Alabama)
through number 789 (Wyoming). A list indicating the report
number for each State is appended.

The detailed table for each State shows July 1, 1976
estimates of the population of each area, together with
April 1, 1970 census population and numerical and percent-
age change between 1870 and 1976. The 1970 population
and related per capita income figures refiect annexations
since 1970 and include corrections to the 1970 census
counts. In addition, the table presents per capita income
estimates for the 1975 calendar year and revised figures for
1974, plus calendar year 1969 per capita money income
derived from data collected in the 1970 census.

The estimates are presented in the table in county order,
with all incorporated places in the county listed in alpha-
betical order, followed by any functioning minor civil
divisions also listed in aiphabetical order, Minor civil divisions
are always identified 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 presented at the end of
the table. ~

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY

To estimate the population of each subcounty area, a
component procedure {the Administrative Records method)
was used, with each of the components of population change
{births, deaths, net migration, and special -populations)
estimated separately. The estimates were derived in three
stages, moving from 1970 as the base year to develop
estimates for 1973, and in tum, moving from 1973 as the
base 'year to derive estimates for 1975, and from 1975 as the
base year for 1976.

Migration. Individual Federal income tax returns were used
to measure migration by matching individual returns for

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, Postage stamps not acceptable; currency
submitted at sender’s risk. Remittances from foreign countries must be by international money order or by a draft on a U.S. bank, Current
Population Reports are sold in two subscription packages: Series P-20, P-23, P-27, and P-60 are available for $40.00 per year {$10 additional for
foreign mailing}; Series P-25, P-26, and P-28 are available for $70.00 per year ($17.50 additional for foreign mailing). The single-copy price of this

report is 90 cents.



& 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 inmigrants, outmigrants, and
nonmigrants for each area. A net migration rate was derived,
based on the difference betwsen the inmigration and
outmigration of taxpayers and dependents, and was applied
to a base population to vield an estimate of net migration for
all persons in the area.

Natural increass. Beported 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.5. Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare, National Center for Health Statistics. For subcounty
areas where reported birth and death statistics were not
available from either source, estimates were developed by
applying fertility and mortality rates. These estimates were
subsequently controlled to agree with birth and death
statistics for the reported county areas.

Adjustment for special populations. In addition to the above
components of population change, estimates of special
populations were also taken into account. Special popula-
tions 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 enrolled in full-time programs. These populations
were treated separately because changes in these types of
population groups are not always adequately reflected in the
components of population change developed by standard
meastires, and the information can be collected for use as an
independent series.

In generating estimates for counties by this procedure, the
method was modified slightly to make the county estimates
specific to the resident population under 65 years of age. The
resident population 65 vyears old and over in counties was
estimated separately by adding the change in Medicare
enrollees between April 1, 1970 and July 1 of the estimate
year to the April 1, 1970 population 85 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
vield estimates of the total resident population in each

county.

Annexations and new incorporations. The 1970 census
counts shown in this report reflect all population “correc-
tions” made to the figures after the initial tabulations. In
addition, adjustments for annexations through December 31,
1978, are reflected in the estimates for areas where arrange-
ments were made for determining the population in the
annexed area in 1970.% For new incorporations occurring

2in 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 exceeded B percent of the 1970 count
for the annexing area. Adjustments were also made for a limited
number of “unusual”” annexations where the annexations for an area
did not meet the minimum requirements but were accepted for
inclusion in the population base.

after 1970, the 19870 population within the boundaries of the
new areas are shown in the detailed table.

Other adjustraesyts. For areas where special censuses were
conducted at dates that approximate the estimate date, the
census results were taken -into account in developing the
estimates.” In  several States, the subcounty estimates
developed by the Administrative Records rmethod were
averaged with estimates for corresponding geographic areas
which were prepared by 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 independently derived county estimates. Since all
of the data necessary to develop final estimates under the
FSCP program are not available at the time subcounty
estimates are prepared, only two of the methods relied upon
in the standard FSCP program of estimates for counties (i.e.,
Component Method {1 and the Administrative Records
method) were wutilized. The 1976 estimates result from
adding the average 1875-76 population change indicated by
the two methods to the 1975 county population figures
contaired in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and
P-26.

The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to be
consistent with independent State estimates published by the
Bureau of the Census in Current Population Reports, Series
P-25, No. 727, 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 1975 per capita income (PCl) figure is the estimated
average amount per person of total money income received
during calendar years 1975 for all persons residing in a given
political jurisdiction, The 1975 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 Sefvice
(IRS} and the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA).

The PCl estimates are based on a money income concept.
Total money income is defined by the Bureau of the Census
for statistical purpases as the sum of:

Wage and salary income

Net nonfarm self-employment incorme

Net farm-self-employment income

Social Security and railroad retirement income
Public assistance income

3 Only special censuses conducted by the Bureau of the Census or
by the California, Florida, Michigan, 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.

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




All other income such as interest, dividends, veteran's
payments, pensions, unemployment insurance, ali-
mony, 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 1975 State and county PCI estimates were based
on the 1870 census.® The updates for these areas were
developed by carrying forward the aggregate amount (ie.,
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
and 1975 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 mongy
income provided by the Bureau of Economic Analysis.

At the county level, several modifications of these
procedures were used to better control the estimates of
income change. For example, the IRS data for sub-State
jurisdictions were subject to nonreporting of address infor-
mation 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 updated intact as a
per capita figure using the percentage change in wage and
salary income per exemption reported on IBRS returns. In
addition, because of differences in the definition of income,
data collection techniques, and estimation procedures, 1969
income estimates from the census and BEA were not strictly
comparable. These differences were especially evident at the
county fevel for nonfarm and farm self-employment income.
BEA estimates for these types of income tend to have
considerably more vyear-to-year variation than estimates
derived from surveys and censuses, To minimize the effects
of these differences, constraints were imposed on the rate of
change in income from these sources in developing the 1975
PCl updates.

As a final step to ensure a uniform series of estimates 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 estimates. The
1975 per capita income estimates for subcounty govern-
mental 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.

Sincome data from the 1870 census reflect income received in
calendar year 1969.
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As in the case of the population sstimates, & multi-siep
procedure was relied upon to update the income figures from
their 1969 level to refer to 1875, Estimates for 1972 were
prepared using the rate of change from 1869 to 1972,
Estimates for 1974 were then developed based on the 1872

Cestimates, and were updated by an estimate of change from

1972 to 1974. The 1975 figures were then based upon the
1974 estimate. 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 1870

1969 base estimates. The 1970 census PCI figures for small
areas are subject to sizable sampling variability, causing them
to lack sufficient statistical reliability for use in the. esti-
mation process. For this report, the 1969 PCL shown for
areas with a 1970 census sample population estimate of less
than 1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1970 census
sample value and a regression estimate. Research has indi-
cated that this procedure results in a considerable improve-
ment in accuracy compared to the procedure relied upon in
earlier estimates, which was to use the county PC! amount
for various small governmental units. The resulting 1969
estimate for each of these areas is a base estimate for
preparing 1972, 1974, and 1975 estimaies and does not
represent a change in the 1970 census vatue for these areas.

For subcounty updating, 1969 total money income was
divided into two ccb?ny)c)nents: (1) taxable income which is
approximately comparable to that portion of income in-
cluded 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 adjusted to
1970 census totals for higher level government units, This
was done using a two-way adjustment procedure controlling
both to county totals and to several size class totals for the
State,

1975 PCI updates. The taxable income portion of the 1969
money income was updated using the percent change in
adjusted gross income (AGH) per exemption as computed
from RS tax return data. However, if the number of RS tax
returns for any area was very small, or if the ratios of
exemptions to the population or the change in the ratios
from 1969 to 1972, 1972 to 1974, and 1974 to 1975 were
not within an acceptable range, the IRS data for the
subcounty areas were not used in the update process. In such
cases, the average percent change in AG! per exemption for
similar governmental units in the county was used. Similarly,
if the IRS data for a particular subcounty area passed the
above conditions, but the percentage change in AGI per
exemption was excessively large or small compared to that
for similar units in the county, the change was constrained to
a proportion of the average change of similar units.

The percentage change in per capita transfer income at the
subcounty level was assumed to be the same as that implied
by the BEA estimates at the county level,

The estimates of taxable income and transfer income were
adjusted separately to the county controls and were then
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combined to produce total money income. The PCl estimates
were formed by dividing the total money income aggregates
by the population estimates.

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

Population estimates. Tests of the accuracy of the methods
used to develop State and county population estimates
appearing in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and
P-26 have been documented 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 11 and the
Regression method yielded average differences of approxi-
mately 1.9 percent when compared to the 1970 census.
Subsequent modifications of the two procedures that have
been incorporated in preparing estimates for the 19707
would have reduced the average difference in 1970 to 1.2
percent. For counties, the 1970 evaluations indicated 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 resuits of the 1970 census
concern estimates extending 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 county level. The data series upon which
the estimates procedure is based has been available as a
comprehensive series for the entire United States only since
1967. Nonetheless, several studies have been undertaken
evaluating the Administrative Records estimates from the

State to the local level. At the Statewide level, littie direct
testing can be performed due to the lack of special censuses
covering entire States. Some sense of the general reason-
ableness of the Administrative Records estimates may be
obtained, however, by reviewing the degree of corre
spondence 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 1970s. It must be
recognized that the differences between the two sets of
estimates may not be interpreted as errors in either set of
figures, hut may only be used as a partial guide indicating the
degree of consistency between the newer Administrative
Records system and the established methods.

Table A presents such a comparison for State estimates
referring to July 1, 1976. A rather close agreement may be
observed in the estimates for all States at only a 1.1 percent
difference, The variation of the Administrative Records
method from the average of the other methods does increase
for smaller States in a regular pattern, but still reaches an
average of only 1.5 percent for the smallest size category.
The only consistent variations suggesting a potential for
directional bias are indicated in the tendency for larger States
to be estimated higher by the Administrative Records
procedures than by the other techniques.

A similar comparison may be made at the county level
(table B). Although the differences between the FSCP
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
2.5 percent, and ranges from 1.5 percent for the larger
counties to 10.1 for the 26 small counties under 1,000

Table A. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Average of
Component Method Il and Regression Estimates for States: 1976

{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 miliion 1.5 million

Average percent difference

(disregarding Signdeccsssscsoscsovosas 1.1 0.7 1.1 1.5
Number of StalteS.cosccscscsssscvosscasca 51 16 18 17
With differences of: .

Less than 1 percentecccssossosaocacos 25 11 10 4

1 to 2 percenteocosococosscoosonaoane 19 5 5 9

2 percent and OVeTrocseocvosscosacsssvos 7 - 3 4
Where Administrative Records was:

H..igheraoooaoooeooaooooanuoooouhoaoqao 28 11 9 8

LOWET ocoeosesonovonsossooasosaccanoanass 23 5 9 9

- Represents zero.



population. In addition, the variations from other FSCP
methods shown for the 1976 estimates indicate substantial
reduction from 1975 levels. Corresponding differences for
“.the 1975 estimates were 3.3 percent, 1.8 and 11.7 percent,
respectively,

Three tests of the Administrative Records population
estimates against census counts also have been undertaken.
First, a limited evaluation involving 24 large areas (16
counties and 8 cities) was conducted on estimates for the
1968-70 period.® Although the test shows the estimates to

¢ Mevyer Zitter and David L. Word, U.S. Bureau of the Census, “'Use
of Administrative Records for Small Area Population Estimates,”
unpublished paper prepared for presentation at the annual meeting of
the Population Associgtion of America, New Orleans, Louisiana,
April 27, 1973,
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be quite accurate (1.8 percent difference}, the areas may not
be assumed to be representative of the 39,000 units of
government covered by the Administrative Records esti-
mating 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 purposes was
conducted in 1973, The areas were randomly chosen
nationwide to be typical of areas with populations below
20,000 persons., Table C summarizes the average percent
difference between the estimates from the Administrative
Records method and counts from the 86 special censuses.
Overall, the estimates differed from the special census counts
by 5.9 percent, with the largest differences occurring in the
smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popula-

Table B. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP

Estimates for Counties:

1976

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties)

Counties with 1,000 or more 1970 population| Counties
All with less
Item 25,000 | 10,000 | 1,000 | than 1,000
counties Total éﬁ)gﬁfi to o o 1970
50,000 | 25,000 | 10,000 | population
Averagé percent difference
(disregarding sign).ecoccccsoss 2.5 2.4 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.5 10.1
. Number of counties or
cequivalentSesscccoocoscsonccnae 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26
With differences of:
Less than 1 percentcccocococoe 906 904 286 184 268 166 2
1 to 3 percente.cosscccccss 1,338 1,331 314 264 437 316 7
3 to 5 percentoccococcoovcns 504 505 59 76 206 162 1
5 to 10 percentescccoocvesoo 327 322 19 .40 92 171 : 5
10 percent and OVeY.vcsncne 68 57 1 3 14 39 11

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

and 86 Special Censuses: 1973

(Base is special census)

Average Number of areas with differences of:
A percent
Area differ- Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 10
] 1 N N ] percent
ence percent percent percent
and over
A1l areas (86)%..c.cc0s0c00000 5.9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (59)covvvoconcannas 4.6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27).cooccas 8.6 6 5 6 10

lpisregarding sign.

ZA11 areas have population under 20,000 persons.



tion 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, with about 60 percent
of the estimates excesding the census counts. Again, the
impact of population size on the expected level of acouracy
may be noted. Even though all of the areas in this study are

demonstrate much lower variation from census figures than
the smaller ones,

The third evaluation involving census comparisons 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 siringent test for any method in
that they are generally very small areas, often are experi-
encing rapid population growth, and frequently are found to
have had a vigorous program of annexation since the last
census, This evaluation study has ot been completed for use
here, but willi be included in detail as a part of the
comprehensive methodology description in Current Popu-
lation Reports, Series P-26, No. 699.

As a final caution, it must be noted that for convenience
in presentation, the estimates contained in table 1 are shown
in unrounded form. 1t is not intended, however, that the
tigures 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 application of
the estimates contained here,

Per capita income estimates. Similar types of analyses and
evaluation are not available for the updated estimates of PCI,
income data and PCI for 1872 are advailable for the 86 areas
in which special censuses were conducied for testing pur-
poses. 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. Conse-
quently, PCE did not change ericugh in the 1970-72 perieod in
most instances to move dutside of the relatively large range
of sampling wariability 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 PCI using the 86 areas as
standards, The estimates were made available to persons
working with economic statistics in each State for review
prior 1o publication. Comments from this “local’” review
helped identify problem areas and input data errors.

Work has been initiated to evaluate 1975 State and
county PCl estimates using income data from the Survey of
income and Education (SIE). While this work can indicate
major sources of error in the PCI estimates, an indepth
evaluation will have 1o await the 1980 census results.

RELATED REPORTS

The population estimates shown in this series of reporis
update those found in Current Population Reports, Series
P-25, Nos. 649 through 698 for 1975. The population
estimates contained here for States are consistent with Series
P25, No. 727. The county estimates for 1976 are superior to
the provisional 1976 figures published earlier in Series P-25
angd P-26 due to the addition of a second method, but will
not be reported elsewhere in Curvent Population Reports.
The county population estimates are being replaced by
subsequent final 1976 figures developed through the
Federal-State Cooperative Program for lLocal Population
Estimates.

DETAILED TABLE SYMBOLS

Irn the detailed table entries, a dash **-'" represents zero or
rounds 1o zero. Three dots . . " mean not applicable.



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State,
Counties, and Subcounty Areas

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
1S AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE, FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE » ’ PERCENT
APRIL 1a 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE
JULY 1s 1970 - 1974 1969 10
1976 {CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
STATE OF COLORADO,,evaus 2 BT 985 2 209 596 366 359 16,6 5 193 4 902 3106 67.2
ADAMS COUNTYouurvooanvsnan 220 881 185 789 35 092 18,9 u 787 4 B33 2 877 [
ARVADA (PART)oeuvnsscssenvonss 2 336 1 663 673 LY 0943 4 TH 3 125 58,2
AURORA (PART) yneosnansussoevas 29 049 28 151 898 3, 5147 4 950 3 155 63,4
BENNET T v aennnvonoonsnocuonsses 254 613 238 34,8 3 596 3 239 1 958 73,4
BRIGHTON. . ovsersasssosssassncns 11 381 8 309 3072 37,0 8 136 § 720 2 9a4 7241
BROOMFIELD (PARTI!, iousuonnnus 75 58 17 29.3 4 9hy 4 707 3083 60,4
COMMERCE CITY.wuousnesonvanans 16 135 17 407 i 272 w3 4073 3 877 2 451 66,2
FEDERAL HEIGHTS..cvonsssenonos 6 470 1 502 4 968 330,8 & 257 5 981 3873 61,6
NORTHGLEMN *sosanosevnsssssnocan 36 812 29 259 7 553 25,8 4 877 4 675 2 976 63,9
THORNTONI seavasvonvrssvassnsos 26 B26 15 339 11 089 72,3 4 602 4 393 2 642 4,2
WESTMINSTER (PARTI '.uavnouownn 24 780 19 675 5 105 25,9 4 861 4 643 3003 61,9
ALAMOSA COUNTYocvevsonannoen 12 207 11 422 78% 6,9 4 079 3 TL8 2 269 79,8
ALAMOSA cavuinnornonnnrasasousn 8 408 6 985 1 423 20,4 4 202 3 790 2 331 80.3
HOOPER e oo vnnemosncnenuvcornoan 117 80 37 46,2 3 390 3043 1 844 83,8
ARAPAHOE COUNTY . eensrnvsnos 226 073 162 142 63 934 39,4 6 102 5763 3814 60.0
AURORA (PART) vsononsannonscnnse 93 408 e 326 45 082 93,3 5 588 5 223 3 404 Bl 2
BOW MAR (PART) cononvuvvanannus 831 659 172 26,1 9 840 9 28] 6 049 62,7
CHERRY MILLspssannnosssornanac 5 P02 4 605 1197 26,0 13 792 13 075 8 8¢6 56,6
COLUMBINE VALLEYuornuwvsssuaocs 608 LT3 127 26,4 14 838 13 iy 9 071 63,6
DEER TRATL.vseswonscessssvcnnc 473 374 99 26,5 3 561 3 34z 2 128 67,3
ENGLENOOD . sasnonncsoncnnsnanos 37 203 33 695 3 508 10,4 5 245 4 856 3 254 61,2
GLENDALE suvsnnosoensovonssnose 1042 765 277 36,2 6 914 6 500 4 264 62,1
GREENWOOD s acanvsnnosorvsonsnan 3750 3 095 695 22,5 10 729 10 124 6 B20 57,3
LITTLETON (PART)vevesvenunswan 29 137 26 466 2 671 1064 5 910 5 515 3 705 59,5
SHERIDAN Ty ansnranonassovosrsea 5 152 5 108 it 0.9 4 420 4114 2 753 60,8
ARCHULETA COUNTY saosonnnne 3 480 2 733 T4 T27,3 3 6204 3 368 2 335 55.2
PAGOSA SPRINGS. ., connnersenasan 1 R79 1 360 19 1.4 3 638 3 430 2 186 66,3
BACA COUNTY oenancnosnnsos | 5 810 5 674 136 2.4 4 512 5 170 2 562 T6ek
CAMPD . nvoononnsonsconcrcsracan 232 206 26 12.6 3 259 3 551 1874 73,9
PRITCHE TTvaeansansonansassonan 273 170 103 60,6 3 911 4 261 2 249 3.9
SPRINGFIELD,  acovranursacsnnes 1787 1 660 57 3.4 4 202 4 422 2 365 77,7
THO BUTTES cyuurosvoncsoncssans 99 138 «39 ~28,3 4 842 § 276 2 785 73,9
VILAS.sucosasvoansnuenssonnnnan 103 a3 20 24,1 3 305 3 601 1 %01 73,9
WALSHM, s unosnsasscosncnscensnan 1047 989 28 2.8 3 650 w082 & 134 710
BENT COUNTY osnooenssnonsen 6 569 & 493 7% 1.2 4 026 3 7HY 2 132 88,8
LAS ANIMAS, soeeaanroncovosaaa 3037 3 148 =111 =358 3 452 A 455 1 wes 73,6
1
BOULDER COUNTYwoossoasvnsan 167 824 131 889 35 935 27.2 g 473 5 098 3 38H 61,7
BOULDER , v usnomenssoanssnunvonss L 66 870 11024 16,5 5 507 5 094 3 580 62,9
BROOMFIELD (PARTI . 4 oivsnsenns 16 516 8 289 8 627 104,41 5 996 5 785 3 ToH 61,9
ERIE (PART)ecnwnsounencsnuncoan 11 7 4 57,4 6 253 & 866 3 503 78,5
JAMESTOWN s cooncsvoannnannnnon 250 185 65 35,1 4 34y uors 2 433 78,5
LAFAYET TE e suancoacrcnnossonnon 4’78 3 498 1 380 39,5 4 775 4 855 2 878 65,9
LONGMONT g snsnnousasnorsusaonan 32 620 23 209 |- 9 A1l 40,5 5 115 4 756 3 135 63,2
LOUISVILLE . cavenvsncursonnsnss 3468 2 409 1 059 44,0 4 Qi 4 628 2 770 78,5
LYONS.easnssonccoansmasnnnsonse 1355 958 397 41.4 3 979 3729 2 347 69,3
NEDERLAND s sssovossnncsesonvoss 857 492 365 74,2 4 869 4 392 2 bul 84,2
SUPERIORewonasscusnsansusoosnn 166 171 ~5 2.9 5 010 4 700 2 806 78,5
WARD W ueonsosssnanenunvasnanas 117 2 85 265,6 3 817 3 &1 2 138 78,5
CHAFFEE COUNTYswonsnenvnsn 11797 10 162 1635 16,1 4 080 3 800 2 592 70.6
BUENA ViSTAvsovsanavcssscnnscos 7 656 1 962 694 35,4 5oL 3 959 2 358 T4k
PONCHA BPRINGSesecncocanscsocn 360 198 162 81,8 4174 3912 2 549 777
BALIDA, cunvasonsnonnnrrnsonnon £ 158 4 355 803 18,4 4034 3 731 2 396 68,4
CHE PERNE COUNTY . cavmrnusan P oR96 2 396 =100 -l ,2 0 o289 g 246 2 %05 86,1
CHEYENNE WELLSeaneonvacoossones 930 982 -52 5,3 4 604 4 828 2 479 85,7
KIT CARSCN.ssesosensorssnsscns 214 220 -6 ~2.7 3 586 3 744 1996 79.7

SEE FOOTNOTE AT ©NOD Ol"rTAULE. Nw



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State,

Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000
FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT,

IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE.

» THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE, PERCENT
APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY 1» 19770 1974 1969 T0
1976 (CENSUS) . NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
CLEAR CREEK COUNTY..suanss 5 415 4 819 596 12,4 5 290 4 947 3 226 64,0
EMPIRE . sooo0c0scosnensaonsenas 300 249 51 20,5 5 108 4 719 3 050 67.5
GEORGETOWN s osooovsacnsssansses 813 G542 271 5040 5 256 5 233 3 262 61,1
IDAHO SPRINGS.csssscssacscosss 2 137 2 003 134 6,7 5 102 4 694 3 095 64,8
SILVER PLUME.,vceescv0sesancnon 176 164 12 73 5 144 4 816 3113 65,2
CONEJOS COUNTY,svcacascaes 8 108 7 846 262 3.3 2 389 2 256 1 318 81,3
ANTONITOso0o0c0s0s0nsasssassscs 1 166 1 113 53 4,8 1 594 1 386 895 78,1
LA JARA..coonsvaccascssasssnss 770 768 2 0.3 2 775 2 794 1 693 63,9
MANASSAcaoovacasessonsssonsaas 656 814 42 5.2 2 829 2 526 1 584 78,6
ROMEQ W, s0as00s00s0a0csoscassss 338 352 -1l 4,0 1 994 1 839 1 115 78,8
SANFORD 0 0svssssnsacncsosccnsse 715 638 77 12,4 2 398 2 089 1 258 90,6
COSTILLA COUNTY . vossnvaves 3 166 3 091 75 2.4 3 093 3 154 1 830 102,2
BLANCA . sscoersssnnsosaansassss 203 212 -9 4,2 3 632 3 630 1 838 97,6
SAN LUTISsscssosnssvensscasasocs 788 781 7 0.9 2 826 2 837 1 480 90.9
CROWLEY COUNTY.ouscsocnnas 3 151 3 086 65 2.1 3 860 3 318 2 056 87,7
CROWLEY cooesavasnononsocsosces 215 216 =1 -0.5 3 290 2 849 1771 85,4
OLNEY SPRINGS,csuesanvssnvsoss 315 264 51 19,3 4 099 3 550 2 132 92,3
ORDWAY ¢ conovensosossncsnassnnse 1 018 1 017 -3 =043 3 709 3 144 2 036 82.2
SUGAR CITYsvoeoceosnsasonnossns 319 307 12 3.9 3 435 2 975 1 850 85,7
CUSTER COUNTY.uosvonasonans 1174 1120 54 4.8 3 953 3 235 2 213 78,6
SILVER CLIFF.ocvvonsnsnosossea 162 126 36 28.6 4 783 3 93¢ 2 481 92,8
WESTCLIFFE o vsassoanncasersons 270 243 27 11.1 5 536 4 310 2 715 103,9
DELTA COUNTY.eeoosonnssons 18 874 15 286 3 288 21.5 3 947 3 687 2 199 795
ORCHARD CITY.cesocesssusanacns 1 748 1163 585 50,3 4 415 4 246 2 493 77,1
CEDARENGE uoasvoassvonsassnsone 927 581, 346 59,6 3 942 3 786 2 320 69,9
CRAWFORD . aessnsonsoanvosnonnne 252 174 81 47.4 3 475 3 339 1 956 77.7
DELTA,yeonvensosasesoesacevoas 3 704 3 694 10 Qa3 3 TH8 3 56} 2 226 68,4
HOTCHKISS 0 aaasessvannceaanaven 705 507 198 39,1 3 613 3 468 2 052 76,1
PAONIA,covsvescosssonsoasrsone 1 264 1161 103 8,9 u 624 4 206 2 597 78,1
DENVER COUNTY:eeroovacones 479 513 514 678 =35 165 6.8 6 032 5 558 3 534 70,7
DENVER, vevsaanonsssessnaasonan 479 513 514 674 =35 165 6,8 6 032 5 55 3 534 70,7
DOLORES COUNTYaneoancaanse 1 689 1 641 48 2.9 4 596 4 869 2 531 81,6
DOVE CREEK.snsanesestvesonnnae 754 619 135 21.8 4 462 4 573 2 384 87,2
FICOneosnvacancanvsnnostnasasas 302 275 27 9.8 3 396 3 633 1 853 83,3
NOUGLAS COUNTY.oonowonsnan 18 433 8 407 10 026 119.3 5 606 5 262 3 276 711
CASTLE ROCK, uysenosnsnscsoseos 3 191 1571 1660 108,.4 5 496 5 165 3 226 61,1
LITTLETON (PART)uosensouocssan - - - veea - - - ree
EAGLE COUNTYoenencoaarscon 10 743 7 498 3 245 43,3 5 341 5 013 2 977 79,4
BASALT (PART)ysovoncooscnnsass B5U49 419 130 31,0 5 988 5 462 3 390 7646
EAGLE cvacnrsnavsssesasscsscssss 1 014 790 224 28,4 4 187 4 272 2 723 53,8
CYPSUM, sssssnasosscosscasnasasn 5o8 420 178 42.4 4 969 4 553 2 776 79,0
MINTURN g g eavoanonessunssanasnee 920 706 214 30,3 4 294 4 385 2 716 58,1
KED CLIFFauoswoonsssaronssonns 698 621 77 12.4 2 887 2 804 1735 66,4
VAIL ceovuoessonasvsrsnoncnvssas 1 663 484 1179 243,6 FAELE 12 026 7 del 66,7
ELBERT COUNTY . voovcsnsans 5 o872 3 903 1969y 50,4 3 944 3 542 2 333 69,1
ELIZABE THaonaonsasacsscosnaone 1 188 493 695 141,0 3 910 3 621 2 876 51,8
KIOWA soanoanancssousutonansone P 235 39 16,6 4 032 3 518 2 452 64,4
SIMLAspasooorasoncsasssnensvas 839 460 79 17,2 4 285 3 673 2 681 59,8
FL PASO COUNTYsursovasvaos 277 936 235 972 41 964 17.8 4 554 4 353 2 920 56,0
CALHAN, s vononcsnancosnnanvens 611 465 146 31.4 4 110 3 857 2 829 45,3
COL.ORADO SPRINGS !, eevaenonss 180 821 141 207 39 614 28,1 4 640 4 431 2 978 55,8
FOUNTAIN ., cpenonararssnarsass 7 959 4 453 3 536 79,4 3 666 3 646 2 305 59,0
GREEN MOUNTAIN FALLS (PART) ... u48 349 99 28,4 5 024 4 637 2 938 71,0
MANITOU SPRINGS.ccecorsnrssane 4 202 4278 -76 1,8 4 585 4 216 2 708 69,5

(SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State,
Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
1S AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE, FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » ' PERCENT
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY 1, 1970 1974 1969 T0
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
MONUMENT o annssocosssssnssonae 761 393 368 93,6 5 054 4 664 2 954 71,1
PALMER LAKE ¢aceonessessoscansce 1179 out 232 24,5 4 849 4 377 2 871 68,9
RAMAH . s avconanssnsssnsonnscssne 120 101 19 18,8 3 452 3 186 2 018 71,1
FREMONT COUNTY,euonavencan 26 358 21 942 3 416 20.1 3 797 3 579 2 261 67,9
BROOKSIDE saoancoosnsscsasosaos 206 173 33 19.1 3 7509 3 529 2 126 76,8
CANON CITYwoossoncassoonnsaons 12 898 11 011 1887 17.1 3 854 3 599 2 197 7544
COAL CREEK.cossoesssssnossanee 261 225 36 16,0 3 011 2 827 1703 76,8
FLORENCE o eoeotosasosssososons 3 106 2 846 260 9yl 4 016 3 838 2 298 T4, 8
PROSPECT HEIGHTS . uoceosoonnnss 33 38 =5 13,2 4 018 3 773 2 272 76,8
ROCKVALE o oscosonsassnncosncas 302 359 ~57 15,9 3 656 3 483 2 197 66,4
WILLIAMSBURG  esosonsnsvarsnnse 91 75 16 21,3 2 342 2 199 1 324 76,9
GARFIELD COUNTY,.uvonsvoas 18 403 14 821 3 582 24,2 4 989 4 661 2 921 70,8
CARBONDALE s o sovososcossooscsss 1 552 726 826 113.8 4 683 4 349 2 690 74,0
GLENWOOD SPRINGS.uusvsvasvoacs 4 092 4 106 -14 T =0,3 5 061 4 822 3 Do2 67,5
GRAND VALLEY..vassacacossoocse 366 270 96 35,6 4 800 4 46} 2 760 75,9
NEW CASTLE ,suseoeosvasanssatas 539 499 40 8,0 3 815 3 541 2 144 77.9
RIFLE . eseonocsenacnsssnnsonsns 2 235 2 150 85 4,0 5 305 4 933 3 090 71,7
SIlTeonasenssseoncsvesasansans a17 434 383 88,2 3 646 3 425 2 133 71,1
GILPIN COUNTY.iuasnasssnss 1 88} 1272 609 47,9 4 Uol 4 539 2 830 57,7
BLACK HAWK,sssvonossssseannnan 356 217 139 64,1 3 890 3 88y 2 395 62,4
CENTRAL CITYiiionnoescsosncnns 275 228 47 20,6 4 457 4 571 2 197 59,3
GRAND COUNTY,sonocsasnsoos 6 295 4 107 2 188 53,3 5 485 5 140 3 001 82,8
FRASER, cuscnsoscncnssssasasncs 363 221 142 64,3 3 214 3 124 1 724 86,4
GRANBY , s ssannnrvassssssnsssnes a12 554 258 h6 .6 5 832 5 487 3 277 78,0
GRAND LAKE v, eveasssarsevnsnan 339 189 150 79,4 4 84 4 540 2 739 76,7
HOT SULPHUR SPRINGS...vc00s0us 362 220 142 64,5 5 083 5 200 2 896 75,5
KREMMLING . e ssccosoncnnsasesnen 1193 764 429 56,2 4 998 4 370 2 668 87,2
GUNNISON COUNTYwaovassooss 8 B59 7 578 1 281 16,9 4 014 3 762 2 559 56,9
CHESTED BUTTE.cevssvosnssrsses R42 372 470 126,3 4 191 4 336 2 Bgl 45,3
GUNNISON! . svvosonssnnccscsnsas 5 516 5 111 405 7.9 3 557 3 395 2 298 54,8
MARBLE s sovrvncsnovsossssonssne 16 13 3 23,1 4 014 3 894 2 612 83,7
MOUNT CRESTED BUTTE.seeoveanss 120 13 107 823,1 4 014 3 894 2 612 53,7
PITKIN, covcesronnvsssoscosnsens 68 44 24 54,5 3 542 3 435 .2 304 53,7
HINSDALE COUNTYaoeuvoananss 380 202 178 88,1 6 735 6 699 4 908 37,2
LAKE CITYueusvosnercarcosinsns 18F 91 94 103,3 6 THT 6 526 4 744 42,2
HUERFANO COUNTYosooaunnnns 6 548 6 590 =42 0,6 4 020 3 767 2 280 7643
LA VETAceoorsaosoonsnosassnans 651 589 65 11.0 4 074 3 556 2 134 90,9
WAL SENBURG. vuvvsnsevossnnnsonn 3 899 4 329 =430 9,9 4 427 4 266 2 526 75,5
JACKSON COUNTY.ovavasnanan 1 816 1 811 5 0.3 5 185 4 47 3 115 66,9
WALDEN, s onnvessonvenarsorncnns 983 907 76 Bt 4923 4 737 3 071 60,3
JEFFERSON COUNTY vosoonaons 323 787 235 368 88 419 37,6 5 976 5 668 3 675 62,6
ARVADA (PARTI1. i uvvsnsoosevsns 7% 207 48 B10 26 397 54,1 5 366 5 104 3 200 67.7
BOW MAR (PART)eqsecsncnsecnssas 390 286 104 36,4 10 257 9 758 6 260 63,8
BROOMFIELD (PART) 1 iouvvononas 18 14 4 28,6 5 689 5 412 3 471 63,9
EDGEWATER s yasconnnnssnasocans 5 155 4 930 245 5,0 4 966 4 875 3 192 55,6
GOLDEN,sssassvasasnoneossnnnan 13 399 9 817 3 582 36,5 5 821 5 533 3 598 61,8
LAKESIDE s novsconnsssostvoossas 2% 17 12 70.6 6 230 5 927 3 802 63.9
LAKEWOOD , s 0 snenoarsoarosvnvans 122 457 92 T43 29 714 32,0 6 156 5 860 3 822 61,1
MORRISON. s ovasooasnsvosnnnvane 569 439 130 29.6 5 400 5 056 3 187 69,7
MOUNTAIN VIEW, . oavesnooercsees 967 706 261 37.0 5 960 5 633 3 585 66,5
WESTMINSTER (PART)!eovanesnsan 264 202 62 30.7 6230 5 927 3 803 63,8
WHEAT RIDGE, . ovuvsnsvsaperann 32 139 29 776 2 361 7.9 6 356 6 048 4 033 57,6
KI0WA COUNTY.evonsonnnnsos 2 103 2 cz29 T4 3.6 3 595 4 318 2 274 58,1
EADS.vasnvavasavnsssocoransnoe 889 795 94 i1.8 4 163 4 564 2 435 71,0
HASWELL v o ansmsanonasconnsornanes 115 135 =20 =14.8 3 566 § 027 2 200 62,1
SHERIDAN LAKE, v uvseavesanoone 67 86 -19 w22, 1 4 085 4 613 2 520 62,1

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State,

(FOR SUBCQUNTY AREAS WITH A 19
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE,

Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued

70 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 15000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA THCOME FIGURE
FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MOMEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY s 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1978 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
KIT CARSON COUNTYousownooe 7 825 7 530 295 3.9 5 489 6 060 2 692 103,9
BETHUNE e cvvnvavrosscsvonstonas 138 99 39 39,4 3 979 4 791 2 316 71,8
BURLINGTONasooensovasevnvoooan 3 100 2 828 272 9,6 6 620 7491 3 397 94,9
FLAGLER e ovoassnunnscssvnacass 608 615 -7 1.l 7 374 7 911 3 294 123,9
SEIBERT s uvscuontonsuvsosveanen 225 192 33 17.2 3 218 3 874 1873 71,8
STRATTON. yeenvoovcuonssssncvse 828 790 38 4,8 3 864 4 861 2 481 55,7
VONA , snsvsosnsnsnossnsaxsoones 113 134 -] =0,9 4 313 5 193 2 510 71,8
LAKE COUNTY,sunoussnsocnco 8 488 8 282 203 2.5 4 784 4 267 2 610 .~ 83,3
LEADVILLE cevosossononsnnnsonan 4 447 4 314 133 3.1 5 000 4 478 2 728 83,3
14 PLATA COUNTY. iuvrevnans 23 413 19 199 4 212 21.9 4 054 3 878 2 457 65,0
BAYFIELD,vovevrsavsnavnraonsonn 421 320 101 31,6 3 410 3 256 2 233 52,7
DURAMGO. 4 snsunnvnonesssosssane 11 678 10 333 1345 13,0 4 302 4 133 2 635 63,3
TGNACIO, senonoannsarcoonnsasves 586 613 73 11,9 2 93% p 58% 1 bud 78,4
LARIMER COUNTY oo susnoowcns ) 120 439 89 900 30 539 34,0 4 724 4 378 2 865 64,9
PERTHOUD s usvanssnsseoossanntas 2 856 L 446 1410 97,5 4 966 4 419 2 T 78,8
ESTES PARK.woessnvsacsssscunas 2 399 1 616 783 48,5 & 909 6 470 h 279 61,5
FORT COLLINS urovsncarsonnancs 56 652 43 337 13 315 30,7 4 597 o264 2 801 64,1
LOVELAND  vsnsnonssansoenasonasn 26 254 16 220 10 034 61,9 4 593 273 2 818 62,9
TIMNATH . cosaannovsnasaonensone 181 177 4 2,3 4 829 4 513 3 008 60,5
WELLINGTONG wanconannsensnsvsae 1270 691 579 83,8 3 690 3 417 2 349 57,1
LAS ANIMAS COUNTY.,uewonns 16 058 15 744 314 2.0 5 493 3 298 2 000 4,6
AGUILAR, sasaasssussasscacnsonn 693 699 b 0.9 3 240 3 134 1 906 70,0
BRANSON, s evesonvessnsvonsnesas 63 70 -7 =10,0 3 696 3 480 | 2 096 76,3
COKEDALE cnsoncossonnsssssvennse 116 101 15 14,9 3 969 3 738 2 251 76,3
KIMonouonsosansonanenvoasantas 153 171 ~18 »10,5 3 644 3 432 2 067 76,3
STARKVILLE ,iwvassossnasasssans 178 166 12 7.2 3 280 3 089 1 860 76,3
TRINIDAD . svsovnrasnvooscenconn 10135 9 %01 234 2,4 3 508 3292 2 003 75,1
LINCOLN COUNTY,cansnscnnres 4 499 4 836 63 1,3 4 156 4 453 2 385 74,3
ARRIBA L oneercavsnoannssnonnsss 262 254 8 3.1 3 968 4 196 2 229 78,0
GENOA ey warosansanoneacovavaoas 221 161 60 37,3 3 49y 3 691 1 961 78,0
HUGO , woonsnanconnvansennaosssas 735 759 24 ~3.2 4 262 6 549 2 502 70,3
LIMOM, s nenonsoasosnssanssvons 1938 1 814 124 6.8 4 519 U 812 2 694 67,7
LOGAN COUNTY vouavonvacaanne 16 730 18 852 a78 4,7 4 736 4 622 2 %8 87,3
CROUK . aaesuiasnonsnnassoyscuss 246 199 47 23.6 3 707 3 574 2 046 81,2
FLEMING ., wuuvpoonvnasnsssntesss 403 349 L 15,5 3 94z 3 958 2 led 81,7
TLIFF eaunennnsoonvnasesnnnanas 170 193 w23 14,9 5 TH3 3 608 2 (eb 81,2
BERINO, v osunsosannssnssannrcas 310 260 50 19.2 4 228 4 233 2 431 73,9
PEFT? sguneanesnnsessenconenaan 186 186 - » 0oy o 292 2 hsp 81,2
STERLING, cavurvensanocnsnneren 11 174 10 636 N 1) 5.4 0830 q o3 2 687 79,8
MESA COUNTY  snpansrosrvennn 45 B60 54 374 11 186 20,6 4 Has 4 158 2 851 67,7
COLLBAAN G savesnsuaanasossnasan 286 225 61 2741 § 084 | 3 770 2 334 13,7
DE BEQUE coseansvwsnnavanasnane 253 185 8 63,2 3794 3 528 2 Le4 73T
FRUITA, cuvnnosrsuesnsnscssunae 2 276 L 822 45y 24,9 3 252 3 126 1 906 70,6
GRAND JUNCTION L, sunvosacsnssns 25 258 24 043 1215 5.4 4 863 4 336 2 796 63,2
PALISADE wycanoneanansnscasccas 102y 874 7 16,8 g 716 o384 2 676 76,2
MINERAL COUNTY,sosevvonnca 805 786 19 204 4 097 3 397 2 463 66,3
CREEDE  woovvsoncosnnesasssrance s16 653 35 «5,4 4121 3 434 2 477 66,4
MOFFEAT COUNTYwuawssonsnnos 9 498 6 BR% 3 373 81,7 4 769 4 6HE 2 698 76,8
CRAIG "oy uocvansrnonsnnuncncoss 6 iz 4 629 3 ez 38,8 4697 2 545 44,6
DIMOSAUR . wavsnvorsnsarascuanan 336 247 L 26,0 4 TaT 2 873 76,8
MONTEZUMA COUNTY 4 crusvaans 14 804 12 952 1 8H2 14,3 3837 3 BeE 2 187 ST
CORTEZ. cecvosrsrmasnrnsonasnrcs 6 ACO 6 032 768 1247 4303 4059 2 5p3 0.6
DOLORES sy cvnnssoocenssssanvnnn 875 820 55 &,7 3 182 2 Big 1 898 67, F
992 709 263 39,9 3 249 2 999 1 912 69,9

MANCOS, aavacuonnavenassornsuvo

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.




Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State,

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH & 1970 4

Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued
ENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1569 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE

IS AN ESTIMATE AMD NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE.

FOR DETAILSs

SEE. TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT.?
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POPULATION

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

{DOLIL.ARS)

AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
APRIL 15 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE #

JULY 1, 1970 1974 1969 T0

1976 (CENSUS) WUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975

MONTROSE COUMTY o enesncoan 21 222 18 366 2 856 15,6 4 044 3 901 2 375 703
MONTROSE s esvonosucnsnsonsosons 7 162 6 496 1 266 19,5 4 306 4 216 2 645 62.8
WATURI Thonoprancscannssanosuas 1067 820 247 30a1 3 290 3 020 3941 69,5
MUCLA e cnsvcvnscsnonsoosnnsonss 956 919 7 0.7 3172 2 875 2 179 45,6
OLATHE s osenvnsasvesnusvaonaaas 284 756 128 16,9 3 248 3 200 1 %903 70.7
MORGAN COUNTY, yevenenvooan 21 383 20 105 1278 6,4 4 254 4 256 2 377 79,0
BRUSH, o cavoosssvasnosnssvoncrns 3 Q22 3 377 545 1604 3 756 3 742 2 291 63,9
FORT MORGANG awesvsssusoconcnna B 582 7 594 238 13.0 4 525 4 602 2 683 68,7
HILLROSE . s pusonnoscosconsuros 158 121 37 30,6 2 726 2 780 1 610 69,3
LOG LANE VILLAGE. covsssnvopons 40 329 11 3,3 3 669 3 741 2 166 69,4
WERGINS s wcononoswansnasenvonsa 511 481 30 6,2 4 121 4 202 2 433 69,4
OTFRO COUNTY.soonovsasanss P4 213 23 523 690 2.9 3 664 3 48z 2177 68.3
CHERAW o avovecvousbncssnsvoces 124 129 5 ~3.9 4 471 4 343 2 579 T34
FOBLER . snomncovnusnersvonnocas 1102 1245 «139 “i1,.2 4 335 4 278 2 535 74 .0
LA JUNTAuownoonunsnsvssannsnns 8 297 8 205 9z 1ol 4 163 4 042 2 581 61,3
MANZANOLA s s s avosvsovosnnoesses 446 451 ] w1, 4 047 3 693 2 193 84,5
HKOCKY FORD,soavnnsusccsuonanan [:F3) 4 859 w34 0,7 3 240 3 092 1 899 70,6
SHINK o waaveoasmaoonanossonsoen 388 3Bl 7 1.8 4 ous7 4 330 2 574 3.4
QURAY COUMTY.ceoovonnsnnan 1936 1 S46 390 25.2 4 015 3722, 2 395 67.6
OURAY 4o unvenuumosovsoveononnas 593 T4l 152 20,5 3 854 3 687 2 277 69,3
RIDGWAY . voasnosovsossvovcusans 356 262 94 35,9 4 185 3 856 2 502 67,5
PARK COUNTY.novonsrmnaosus 3 933 2 185 1 748 80,0 3 843 3 789 2 405 59,7
ALMA , o uovssvssossonsasanosoncs 150 73 77 105,5 3 809 3 781 2 388 59,5
FATRPLAY waovavsancsonsonsonaan 466 419 47 11,2 3 787 3 133 2 561 47,9
PHILLIPS COUNTY o anvannsons 4 386 4 131 255 6.2 6 784 7449 2 706 150,7
HAXTUM o snnsassansocnssosnsenn 977 899 78 8,7 4 767 4 938 2 286 108,59
HOLYOKE s svnovancnsoasorsvaonve 1 830 1 640 190 11,6 7 919 8 530 3 181 148,9
PAMY y snnnaoavsoosnoersssossna 51 52 -1 1.9 3 007 3 194 1278 135,3
PITKIN COUNTY consssoasowns 9 265 6 185 3 180 51,4 6 950 6 641 4 479 55,2
ASPEN. svsvonsnsssstssssacssas 3 630 2 437 1193 49,0 7 461 7 023 720 58,1
BASALT (PART)sonevooscacnnones - - - vee - - - ses
PROWERS COUNTY 4o oesaennnen 13 789 13 258 531 4,0 4 168 4 134 2 307 80,7
GRANADA 4« v anouscansansnoroanos 156 551 95 17,2 4 610 4 698 2 473 86,4
HARTMAM, s cuvnescorsssrsannsnas 141 129 12 9.3 2 928 2 917 1 536 90,6
HOLLY uvovonaancnsnoansonosannn 1 006 993 13 1.3 4 774 4 600 2 497 91.1
LAMAR, {ycnvasennnvussssconcans 8 163 7 797 366 4,7 4 085 3977 2 386 7142
MILEY, .y coonnsonovanssconsnssn 399 357 42 11.8 3 943 4 104 2 160 82,5
PUEBLO COUNTY ouevnpssonan 124 487 118 238 6 249 5,3 4 499 4 161 2 541 T7al
EOONE o avnnvonsaonrnsssanvesss 484 448 36 8,0 3 319 2 849 1744 90,6
PUEBLO v usosasssssvnvasosnnscns 103 918 99 978 3 940 3,9 4 573 4 251 2 591 76,5
RYE . vancossnsanvasosasosncnnn 196 207 =11 5,3 4 874 4 523 2 751 TR
RIC BLANCO COUNTY.uioneoan 5 075 4 842 233 . 4 365 4 126 2 481 75,9
MEEKER . s uosnnonoscsverssssosnns 1 A23 1597 226 14,2 4 378 3 923 2 324 88,4
RANGELY wvnencosoncosssasussona 1 843 1 591 252 15.8 4 605 4 535 2 647 ThoQ
RIO GRANDE COUNTYswasneoan 10 933 10 404 439 4,2 4 098 4 056 2 299 78,3
CENTER (FART)..vassoncsnacanss - - - - - -
DEL NORTEosusvsunonvsonnnvoana 1739 1 569 170 10.8 3 697 3 406 2 sl 7.7
MONTE VISTA,,cenesenonsuonssvse 4 897 3 909 988 25,3 4 026 4 080 2 242 79,6
ROUTY COUNTY vavsoocunmnoan 10 017 6 592 3 425 52,0 5 140 4 750 2 631 95,4
HAYDEN, esuvuoosoovoanenncoasas 1301 763 538 70,5 5 581 5 346 2 919 90,2
OAK CREEK,yeouowevssosnernsos 729 492 237 48,2 3 905 3 444 2 031 92,3
STEAMBOAT SPRINGSeuwusarsscssn 3 757 2 340 147 60,6 6 334 5 798 3 180 99.2
YAMPA o wsonnnnsonsvenosnassons 305 286 19 6,6 4024 3 716 2 119 89,9

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita income Estimates for the State,
Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A4 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
15 AN ESTIMATE AMD NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE, FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT., FOR MEARNING OF SYMBOLSs SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INGOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY 1 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISEDS 1969 1975
SAGUACHE COUNTY.woveosesss 4 083 3 827 226 5.9 3 055 2 979 1678 ©82.1
BONANZA e s vacusosnnvavssoosonnn 10 10 - - 3 586 3 344 1783 101.1
CENTER (PART).vcssansoscncnnas 1 568 1470 98 6.7 1953 1 856 1 060 84,2
CRESTONE v ossnecosaonsnscosvan 61 34 27 79,4 3 186 2 975 1 585 1010
MOFFAT ,ynoansoooonoanssasansns 56 98 ~42 2,9 3 423 3 196 1 703 10140
SAGUACME s 0 evnvonnonsveanssanns 685 642 43 6,7 3918 3 400 1 850 111,8
SAN JUAN COUNTY.uweososvonas 842 831 11 1.3 4 581 3 961 3 006 52,4
SILVERTON: cecavenassoccnsnsnas 807 797 10 1.3 4 858 4002 3 005 51,7
SAN MIGUEL COUNTYssosvenan 2 769 1 949 820 4241 3 916 3 681 2 336 67,6
NORWOOD s aevvasoossssosonsvonan 480 408 72 17.6 4 068 3 876 2 319 75,4
OPHIR, ,scovceso00caseaossovsas 7 6 1 16.7 4 039 3 819 2 4p3 66,7
SAWPIT ., vosonavsoessansosoacnas 41 26 15 57,7 3739 3 536 2 244 66,6
TELLURTDE . avoosvnanconsssssnon £83 553 330 59,7 4 B13 4 691 2 941 63,7
SEDGHNICK COUNTYuooaanannes 33720 3 405 w33 -l 0 5 658 6 191 3 028 86,9
JULESBURG e coeasnosnsnrsconnnans 1 609 1 578 31 2.0 5 165 5 #89 2 BU46 819
OVIDuanessaveosososssnssnsnanas 482 463 19 41 5 745 6 087 3 110 84,7
SEDGWICK a0 oaasvsnsssnvorcsssons 225 208 17 6.2 5 553 5 902 3 046 82,3
SUMMIT COUNTY,evavancoaoer 8 986 2 665 3 321 124,6 6 016 5 447 3 213 87,2
BLUE RIVER, 0uceseenosuosucecs 18 8 10 125.0 6 588 6 081 3 320 98,4
BRECKENRIDGE . saonnsaroscnssocn 1 399 548 851 155,3 5 449 5 331 3 123 74,5
DILLON, ssesvanscosaasonssnasno 335 182 153 84,4 6 386 6 895 3 218 98,4
FRISCO,covsoanvonsnsnsonanuvan 850 471 379 80,5 5 483 4 728 2 724 1013
SILVERTHORNE . connsnsnsonavavos 1 oAk 400 664 166,0 6 073 5 606 3 060 98,5
TELLER COUNTYeperwsocanosne 5 982 3 316 2 666 804 3 727 3 552 2 48l 5042
CRIPPLF CREEK,cusaosasssasnsnn 697 425 272 64,0 2 794 2 886 1 Bo4 54,9 ¥
GREEN MOUNTAIN FALLS (PART)e.s 10 10 - - 3617 3 529 2 387 5109
VICTOR, sosecanscacannsnssanson 383 258 125 48,4 3 153 3 073 2 378 32.8
WOODLAND PARK,sooesessovansnas 1 930 1022 908 88,8 3 88) 3792 2 617 48,3
WASHINGTON COUNTY4uonnasan 5 708 5 550 155 2.8 4 653 5 345 2 427 91.7
AKROM, soorosnasnssnoanvsasener 1 818 1775 43 2.4 4 870 5 064 2 672 82,3
OTISuueoecssannsnrsancntosananne 517 521 -l (1,8 4 4oy 5 019 2 530 LTS
WELD COUNTYaasuosansonsnns 108 413 89 297 10 116 214 4 582 4 428 2 616 75,2
AULT e euensoonnsonosansnosnsonn 911 841 70 8.3 4143 4 095 2 327 7648
DACONO, covecacsssensscssssnnes 1213 360 853 2369 3 992 3 873 2 369 68,5
EATON, yscenaassansvonsonsancns 1 803 1 389 414 29,8 4 728 4 590 2 B6Y 65,1
ERIE (PART)pevovasnsasosasosen 1938 1 083 855 78,9 3 877 3 828 2 360 64,3
EVANS, neaonnvesesncsosnrnsnoas 3 586 2 570 1 016 39,5 4 423 1§ 265 2 695 644 )
FIRESTONE wsnavsvesnsstonasasan a57 570 287 504 3 719 3607 2 439 52,5
FORT LUPTON..sesocesoosnascros 3 688 2 489 1199 48,2 4 181 3 923 2 353 T7.7
FREDERICK yupavannessvonasnanen 734 696 38 5.5 3978 4 029 2 494 59,4
GARDEN CITYyuuvosomenransnnnas 196 142 54 35,0 4 129 U 032 2 457 68,1
GILCRESTavasoavonancnnscansnan 476 382 94 24,6 4 155 3 942 2 350 76,8
GREELEY.oencacooospnotnncansnsa 47 608 38 902 & 706 22.4 4 696 4 590 2 858 64,3
GROVER ,useusnsasananassnansacs 176 121 55 45,5 3935 3 842 2 341 68,1
HUDSCN, coumsannoscsavecseceroan 697 518 179 34,6 4 oH65 4 006 2 496 78.9
JOHNSTOWNG sssnsvonnsasoscocous 1 621 1191 430 36,1 4 205 4141 2 704 55,5
KEENESPURG .y sacsvonososnanassns Bike 427 119 27,9 5 466 § 028 3 064 78,4
KEOTAyyavasoasencancnonssocnss 2 6 ~t wb6 o 4 535 4 430 2 702 67,8
KERSEY goaoaunnsnnsncvtnaasanon 714 Hrh 240 50,6 4 340 4 238 2 583 68,0
LA SALLEsssnassssennorsoeconsn 1 885 1227 658 53,6 8 473 5 320 3 242 68,8
LOCHRUTE e voscnnasnnvnasnasonan 1053 93U 119 12,7 5 759 5 647 3 441 674
MEAD, sy vuconnocnnnasascauosnsn 231 195 36 18,5 4 450 4 345 2 648 68,1
MILLIKEN G 2asesanssnasnasnasvess 1 235 702 533 75.9 3 072 2 952 1 871 64,2
NUNN, s ucasnoanscnsaonsnoananes 309 269 80 29,7 4 242 4 142 2 324 68,1
PIERCE, cnnosasoonnonnsnncnnnas R25 452 373 82,5 3 895 4165 2 298 69,5
PLATTEVILLE  qsocansoncnoesones 1 026 683 343 50,2 4 059 297 2 420 67,7
FAYMER . cnvanonoanonsnnnasnonns 94 68 26 38.2 4 367 4 264 2 598 68,1
ROSEDALE s auaornnnossssonnonns 66 66 - - 3 386 3 307 2 015 68,0
SEVERANCE s s ssaonavoonsennsoosn 95 5y 36 61,0 2 983 2 913 1775 68,1
FINDSOF yuvonanonasnasvonanense 2 699 1 564 1138 72,6 4 263 4 270 2 671 59,6

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE,



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita income Estimates for the State,

Counties, and Subcounty Areas—Continued

(FOR SUBCQUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE,

FOR DETAILS,

SEE TEXT,
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS )
AREA CHANGE » PERCENT
APRIL 1, 1970 T0 1976 CHANGE.»
JULY 1, 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 {CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
YUMA COUNTY,uqavessonsoons 9 039 8 544 495 5, 5 229 5 270 2 393 118,5
ECKLEY. s sunvsesssvsosonnnannee 241 193 48 24,9 2 980 2 909 1435 107,7
WRAY « vnessenevesnnnsncoannonss 1 982 1 953 29 1.5 5 575 5 528 2 B30 96,3
YUMA L et e e unansneearanane 2 598 2 259 339 150 5 501 5 269 2 504 119,7
MULTI~COUNTY PLACES
ARVADA *o'euanrnvocnsesseonocss 77 543 50 473 21 070 53.6 5 354 5 094 3 198 6744
AURORA . s vsvnnonnsanasasnnsnne 122 457 76 477 45 980 60,1 5 483 5 155 3 350 65.5
BASALT - vsesseossnncnasonsensns 549 419 130 31.0 5 988 5 462 3 390 76,6
BOW MAR. vveenonennseconnnsnnne 1 22y 945 276 29.2 9 973 9 431 6 113 63,1
BROOMEIELD L, - 0oeneeensnssnnase 17 609 8 361 g 648 103 .4 5 991 5 779 3 699 62,0
CENTER 4 s easnosonensesnssnnens 1 568 1870 98 6.7 1 953 1 856 1 060 84,2
ERIE . s snnsansvasnssastnnsonsne 1 oug 1 090 859 76.8 3 891 3 842 2 367 6k, 4
GREEN MOUNTAIN FALLSwenmvnnans 458 359 99 27.6 6 019 5 562 3 532 70,4
LITTLETON.w s sesvasosesasssason 29 137 26 466 2 671 10.1 5 910 5 515 3 705 59,5
HESTMINSTER  ovuvnvnvrvnnnnnens 25 044 19 877 5 167 26.0 4 875 4 627 3 011 61,9

1970 CEMSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1976.



1976 Population and 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for Counties,
Incorporated Places, and Selected Minor Civil Divisions

{Reports may not be published in numerical order)

No. 740 Alabama No. 765 Montana
No. 741 Alaska No. 766 Nebraska
No. 742 Arizona No. 767 Nevada
No. 743 Arkansas No. 768 New Hampshire
No. 744 California No. 769 New Jersey
No. 745 Colorado No. 770 New Mexico
No. 746 Connecticut No. 771 New York
No. 747 Delaware No. 772 North Carolina
No. 748 Florida No. 773 North Dakota
No. 749 Georgia No. 774 Ohio

. No. 750 Hawaii No. 775 Oklahoma
No. 751 Idaho No. 776 Oregon
No. 752 llinois No. 777 Pennsylvania
No. 753 Indiana No. 778 Rhode Island
No. 754 lowa No. 779 South Carolina
No. 755 Kansas No. 780 South Dakota
No. 756 Kentucky No. 781 Tennessee
No. 757 Louisiana No. 782 Texas
No. 758 Maine No. 783 Utah
No. 759 Maryland No. 784 Vermont
No. 760 Massachusetts No. 785 Virginia
No. 761 Michigan No. 786 Washington
No. 762 Minnesota No. 787 West Virginia
No. 763 Mississippi No. 788 Wisconsin
No. 764 Missouri No. 789 Wyoming
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