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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 (PCI) 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. Population figures for earlier years comparable to 
the PCI 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 1974 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 plannin!l 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. 1 These State 
reports appear in Current Population Reports, Series P·25, in 

1 In certain midwestern States (illinois, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis· 
sou ri, Nebraska, and the Dakotas) some cou nties have active minor 
civil divisions while others do not. 
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alphabetical sequence as report number 740 (Alabama) 
through number 789 (Wyorninn). A list indicatin9 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 1970 and 1976. The 1970 population 
and related per capita income figures reflect anne)(ations 
since 1970 and include corrections t.o the 1970 census 
counts. In addition, the table pmsents per capita incorrle 
estimates tor the 1975 calendar year and revised figures for 
1974, plus calendar year 1969 per capita money income 
derived from data collected in the 19"10 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 alphabetical 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 turn, 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 
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successive periods. The places of residence on tax returns 
filed in the base year and in the estimate year were noted for 
matched returns to determine inmigrants, outmigrants, and 
nonmigrants for each area. A net migration rate was derived, 
based on the difference between the inmigration and 
outmigration of taxpayers and dependents, 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 
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 popul<ltions. In addition to the above 
components of population change, estimates of special 
populations Wf're 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 
measures, 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 years 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 65 years old and over in 
the county asenurnerated 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 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, 
1976, are reflected in the estimates for areas where arrange
ments were made for determining the population in the 
annexed area in 1970. 2 For new incorporations occurring 

2 In 'Jeneral, 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 5 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 1970 population within the boundaries of the 
new areas are shown in the detailed table. 

Other adjustments. 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. 3 I n several States, the subcounty estimates 
developed by the Administrative Records method 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 (Le., 
Component Method " and the Administrative Records 
method) were utilized. The 1976 estimates result from 
adding the average 1975-76 population change indicated by 
the two methods to the 1975 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 esti mates pu bl ished 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 II and the Regression method.4 

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES 
METHODOLOGY 

The 1975 per capita income (PCI) figure is the estimated 
average amount per person of total money income received 
during calendar years 1975 for all persons residing in a given 
pol itical jurisdiction. The 1975 estimates are ?ased 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). 

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

Wage and salary income 
Net nonfarm self-employment income 
Net farm-self-employment income 
Social Security and railroad retirement income 
Public assistance income 

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 vwre also taken into account in 
preparing the estimates. 

For further discussion of the methodologies used in preparing 
Stattl 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 PCI estimates. As noted 
above, the 1975 State and county PCI estimates were based 
on the 1970 census. 5 The updates for these areas were 
developed by carrying forward the aggregate amount (i.e., 
the sum of all individual incomes in the State or county) 
independently for each type of income identified in the 
census to reflect differential changes in these income sources 
between 1969 and the estimate date. Data from the 1969 
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 money 
income provided by the Bureau of Economic Analysis. 

At the county level, several modifications of these 
procedures were used to better control the estimates of 
income change. For example, the IRS data for sub-State 
jurisdictions were subject to 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 I RS 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 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 imposed on the rate of 
change in income from these sources in developing the 1975 
PCI 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 esti mati on procedure, and in the sources 
used to update the income components. 

51ncome data from the 1970 census reflect income received in 
calendar year 1969. 
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As in the case of the population estimates, a multi-step 
procedure was relied upon to update the income figures from 
their 1969 level to refer to 1975. Estimates for 1972 were 
prepared usi ng the rate of change from 1969 to 1972. 
Esti mates for 1974 were then developed based on the 1972 
estimates, 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 1970. 

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 th is report, the 1969 PCI shown for 
areas with a 1970 census sample population estimate of less 
than 1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1970 census 
sample value and a regression estimate. Research has indi
cated that th is procedure results in a considerable improve
ment in accuracy compared to the procedure relied upon in 
earlier estimates, which was to use the county PCI amount 
for various small governmental units. The resulting 1969 
estimate for each of these areas is a base estimate for 
preparing 1972, 1974, and 1975 estimates and does not 
represent a change in the 1970 census value for these areas. 

For subcounty updating, 1969 total money income was 
divided into two components: (1) taxable income which is 
approximately comparable to that portion of income in
cluded in I RS adjusted gross income, and (2) transfer income 
which, for the most part is not included in adjusted gross 
income. These 1969 subcounty estimates were 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 (AGI) per exemption as computed 
from I RS tax return data. However, if the number of I 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 with in an acceptable range, the I RS data for the 
subcounty areas were not used in the update process. In such 
cases, the average percent change in AGI 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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comblrlPd to produce total money income. The PCI 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 
appeari ng in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and 
P·26 have been documented elsewhere. The results of 
evaluations agai nsf the 1970 census at the State level are 
reported in Series P-25, No. 520, while similar 1970 tests for 
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In summary, 
the State estimates averaging Component Method II and the 
Regression method yielded 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 1970's 
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 results 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. Nonethe less, several studies have been undertaken 

evaluating the Administrative Records estimates from the 

State to the local level. At the Statewide level, little direct 
testing can be performed due to the lack of special censu~es 
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 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 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 esti mates for all States at only a 1.1 percent 
difference. The variation of the Admi nistrative 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 esti mated higher by the Admi nistrative 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 ali 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 II and Regression Estimates for States: 1916 

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

Item 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ••••••••••••••••••• 

Number of S ta tes ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent •••••••••••••••••• 
1 to 2 percentQOOQqO§QQQG&~OQoQoQoeoo 
2 percent and overoo~.ooooooaooeo.ooo 

Where Administrative Records was: 
Higher. t;) (,I '" Q "" a Q go go ~ Q 0 0 <) (1 Q 0 (I (I Ij Q ••• 0 <) <) Q 0 go 

I..Jower <) Q .. Q C ... <;> • " 0 II 0 0 Q • 0 " I) 0 0 .. Q 0 0 I) Q • I) (I 0 0 

- Represents zero. 

Population size in 1970 
All 1-----------~--------..___-________ ---

States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 
and over million 105 million 

f..---------.---I---._--

1.1 0,7 L1 L5 

51 16 18 17 

25 11 10 4 
19 5 5 9 

7 - 3 4 

28 11 9 8 
23 5 9 9 



the vdriatlons hom other FSCP 

nl!)tbods for the 1076 estimates indicate substantial 

reduction hom 1975 levels. Corresponding differences for 
the 1975 estimates were 3.3 percent, 1.8 and 11.7 percent, 

respectively 
Three tests of the AdminiSlIatlve Fiecords population 

estimates aBain,t census counts also have been undertaken. 
First, a limited evaluation involving 24 large areas (16 
countle:. and 8 cllles) was conducted on estimates for the 
19GB70 6 AlthouUh the test shows the estimates to 

6 Meyer Zitter and David L. Word, U.S. Bureau of the Census, "Use 
01 Admin,strative Records for Small Area Population Estimates," 
unpublishod paper prepared for presentation at the annual meeting of 
the PopUlation Assoclatron of America, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
AWil 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-

PI!li"If<IPAI~t Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP 
Estimates for Counties: 1976 

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties) 

ltmn 

Average percent differen 
(disregardjng sign) •••• 

Number of counties or 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent. 

,-_._---.. ,--

ce 
(0",'" q. Q (I <-

.;; (:> ~. Q '> " "" 

" ~ 0- !'< t> 0 (l 

0) oJ (> 0;. Q"" to 3 percent" •• ,. 
3 to 5 percent •.•••• 
5 to 10 percent •••••• 
10 percent and over •• 

o ., " 0- 0 Q (:I 

~ I> 11> ~ $< (I 

.. " q <1;1 ~ Il' 

All 
counties 

2.5 

3,143 

906 
1,338 

504 
327 

68 

Counties wi th 1 g 000 or more 

50,000 
25,000 

Total to 
or more 

50,000 
. f-.--_ .. - ,..--

2,4 105 2,1 

3,117 679 567 

904 286 184 
1,331 314 264 

505 59 76 
322 19 40 
57 1 3 

1970 popUlation 

10,000 1,000 
to to 

25,000 10,000 
--------

2,5 3.5 

1,017 854 

268 166 
437 316 
206 162 

92 171 
14 39 

Counties 
with less 
than 1,000 

1970 
popUlation 
---_._--

10.1 

26 

2 
7 
1 
5 

11 
_ ...•.. ______ L-__ .. _____ ....L._ . .,. _______________ 

Table Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates (Un revised) 
and 86 Special Censuses: 1973 

Area 

(Base is special census) 

Average 
percent 
differ-

Number of areaS with differences of: 

ence l 
Under 3 
percent 

3 to 5 
percent 

5 to 10 
percent 

10 
percent 
and over 

--------- ----,-----1-------

All areas (86)2, •••••• " ••••• 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) ••• " •••••••• ,. 
Under 1,000 popUlation (27) ....... . 

IDisregarding sign. 

5,9 

4.6 
8,6 

2AII areas have population under 20,000 persons. 

32 

26 
6 

18 

13 
5 

20 

14 
6 

16 

6 
10 
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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 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 
relatively 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 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 stringent 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 not been completed for use 
here, but will 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 unfounded form. It is not intended, 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 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 1972 are available for the 86 areas 
in which special censuses were conducted for testing pur· 
poses. As noted, however, the areas in which the censuses 
were taken are relatively small. The PCI estimates are based 
upon .data from the 1970 census, which are subject to 

sampling variability due to the size of the areas. Conse· 
quently, PCI did not change enough in the 1970·72 period in 
most instances to move outside of the relatively large range 
of sampling 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· PCI using the 86 areas as 
standards. The estimates were made available to persons 
working with economic statistics in each State for review 
prior to publication. Comments from this "local" review 
helped identify problem areas and input data errors. 

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

RELATED REPORTS 

The population estimates shown in this series of reports 
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 
P·25, No. 727. The county estimates for 1976 are superior to 
the provisional 1976 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 Current Population Reports. 
The county population estimates are being replaced by 
subsequent final 1976 figures developed through the 
Federal-State CooPerative Program for Local Population 
Estimates. 

DETAILED TABLE SYMBOLS 

In the detailed table entries, a dash "0" represents zero or 
rounds to 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 SUBCO~NTY 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. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT.) -
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.. .. .. _ .... t ........ ~ t ... a .... 

~ .............................. " '" 
.. Q ~ ............... ft .......... ~ 

.. n ......................... ~ II 

p ~ ,. ~ .. , ........... ~ ...... ~ RATHBUN •••••• 
UDELL ••••••• 
UNIONVILL.E ••• 

.. " ............. ~ .............. D 

AUDURO'.! C 

AlIDUPON •••••• 
HI~AYTON •••••• 
eXIRA ........ 
(,RAy ••••••••• 
KIMBALLTON ... 

BENTON CO 

ATKINS ....... 
HELLE PLAINE. 
BLAIRSTOWN ••• 
GARRISON ••••• 
KEySTONE ••••• 
l.IJZERNE •••••• 
I~OUNT AUBURN. 
NEWHALL •••••• 

NORWAy ....... 
SHELLSBURG ••• 
UKBANA ••••••• 
VAN HORNE .... 
VINTON ••••••• 
WALFOI{D (PART 

8LACK HAw 

CEDAR FALLS1 ' 
DUNKERTON •••• 
ELK RUN HEIGH 
EVANSDALE •••• 
GILBERTVILLE. 
HUDSON ...... . 
,JANESVILLE (p 
LA PORTE C lTY 

f(AYMOND ...... 

G .. ~ ...... '" ...... " ............ 

OUNTY ••••••••••• , 

u .. " ................... ~ ..... 

•••• e •••••• ,· .... • 

............ ~ .... t ............. 

............ '0 •• ••• 
" .... ~ ...................... Q .. 

UNTY ••••••••••••• 

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

.................... 
••••••••• ,Q •••••• ....... " ............ 
........ ~ ..... ~ i .... " ...... ~ 

.. " .. " ........ ~ .. " .. " • G .... .................. 

..... IIQ •• ' ••• G •••• 

................... 
•••••• 0.' ......... ................... 
.................... 
...... " ............. 
) ................ 
K COUNTy ••••••••• 

......... ,,, ...... 
TS:::::::::::::: : 
.... e ...... e ......... 

.... " ........ " .. " ..... " " ~ .. 
ART;:::::::::::: : 
.................... 
~ ... ~, .... ~.~ ... ~ .... 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT ENO OF TA8LE. 

JULi9~~ 

2. 874 l05 

9 1f22 

759 
242 

22 
771 

2 197 
292 
395 

5 893 

\04 
1 B83 

1711 
287 

15 ?46 

232 
1 350 

610 
1 612 

151 
3 659 

111 957 

t 231 
~66 
236 
742 
739 
652 
161 
117 

81 
82 

213 

9 000 

2 ;97 
117 
848 
122 
398 

23 358 

565 
2 646 

674 
379 
488 
128 
175 
928 

52? 
791 
588 
650 

4 926 
286 

135 612 

33 Ral 
59? 

1 311 
4 032 

676 
1 987 

<;2 
2 312 

631 

POPULATION 

APRIL i. 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

2 825 368 

9 QS7 

693 
18d 

31 
752 

2 212 
32" 
338 

6 322 

135 
2 095 

176 
305 

111 968 

227 
1 227 

644 
1 546 

158 
3 883 

15 007 

6 531 
570 
224 
699 
763 
696 
165 
109 

113 
71 

161 

9 595 

2 907 
151 
966 
145 
343 

22 885 

581 
2 810 

612 
383 
549 
134 
200 
701 

554 
740 
552 
613 

4 845 
285 

132 916 

32 964 
563 

1 175 
5 038 

655 
1 535 

45 
2 256 

582 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy IN 
(DOLLARS) 

--- ----
CHANGE. 

1970 TO 1976 
1974 

NUMBER PERCENT 1975 {REVISED) :969 

-- ------~- ~---

'1~ 737 1.7 4 61[0 If 627 2 884 

-65 -0.7 II 32) 4 557 2 91'! 

66 9.5 4 5)8 Q 331 2 7~)1 

54 28.7 3 972 4 100 2 568 
-,9 -29.0 3 977 4 10'+ 2 571 
19 2.5 4 246 " 465 2 656 

··15 -0.7 'I 303 'i 344 2 717 
~32 -9.9 3 773 3 885 2 658 

57 16.9 3 356 3 767 2 3)8 

-Q29 -6.8 3 404 3 553 2 409 

-31 -23.0 :5 361 3 3tD ~m -212 -10.1 If 381 4 396 
-2 -1.1 3 191 3 15'1 2 02~ 

-18 -5.9 .3 296 3 2.52 2 265 

278 1.9 3 q75 3 461 2 20~) 

5 2.2 3 371, 3 270 2 1:20 
123 10.0 3 811'1 3 )Ei 2i79 

-311 -5.3 ·4 507 II 235 2 795 
66 4.3 3 751 3 703 2 343 
-7 -4.4 3 608 3 1195 2 266 

-224 -5.8 If 506 II 466 2 707 

-50 -0.3 3 880 3 960 2 1118 

-300 -4.6 II 234 4 21~ 2 596 
-II -0.7 3 083 3 126 2 051 
12 5.4 3 379 3 46e 2 219 
43 6.2 3 769 3 SB3 2 190 

-24 -3.1 3 372 3 5% I 2 12.1 
-44 -6.3 2 35tt 2 600 1 710 

-4 -2.'+ 3 382 3 471 , 2 221 
8 7.3 3 2 Ill. 3 327 2 129 

-32 -2~.3 3 582 3 677 2 352 
11 15.5 3 156 3 23'1 2 072 
52 32.3 2 688 2 759 1 765 

-595 -6.2 3 527 3 65.5 2 377 

-310 -10.7 4 13) I 4 25b 2 604 
-34 -22.5 3 148 3 152 2 0)1 

-118 -12.? 3 889 3 71~ 2 368 
-23 -)5.9 3 178 3 182 2 030 

55 16.0 3 208 3 ~71 2 323 

473 2.1 4 372 Il 812 ;> 776 

-16 ·,2.8 4 178 4 74< 2 839 
-1M -5.8 3 981 4 207 2 664 

62 10.1 4 117 4 293 2 680 
-4 -1.0 3 679 4 162 2 316 

-61 -11.1 4 846 4 761 2 834 
-6 -4.5 5 210 5 404 3 149 

-25 -12.5 4 725 4 895 2 853 
227 32.4 5 631 5 387 3 110 

-32 -5.8 3 968 4 Q17 2 681 
51 6.9 4 864 4 901 2 817 
36 6.5 3 79"> 4 1.37 ? 626 
37 6.0 4 197 4 742. 2 688 
81 1.7 4 5 05

1 

4 661 2 902 
1 0.4 5 137 4 957 3 094 

? 696 2.0 5 1'10 4 869 2 988 

917 2.8 4 967 4 675 3 001 
29 5.2 4 585 4 436 2 626 

136 11.6 4 265 4 169 2 382 
-106 -2.1 4 410 4 21)6 2 500 

21 3.2 4 790 4 36() " '166 
452 29.4 5 982 5 iill 3 433 

7 15.6 4 947 4 2 712 
56 2.5 4 283 4 227 2 390 

4 0 8.4 4 557 4 370 ? 440 

COME 

PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

60,9 

64,2 
5 1j.7 
5~.7 
~9.9 
58,'1 
~1.9 
'1'1,8 

~fL 

57 ? 
LIS 0 

1:'i9( 
61 
61t5-
60.1 
59.2 
66,'" 

63.1 
50.3 
52~3 
72.1 
59,0 
37.7 
52.3 
52~2 

52.) 
52.J 
52.3 

48,4 

58.0 
56.0 
64.2 
56.6 
38.1 

'17.2 
119.4 
53.b 
~8.9 
71.0 
65,6 
65~6 
lH"l 

'+8. () 
72.7 
44.5 
56.1 
55,2 
66.0 

65.~ 
74.6 
79.1 
76.4 
94.2 
74.2 
82.4 
79.2 



Table 1. July I, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates foy 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 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 
1976 

---------. ,-~-------1----------

WATERLi)O, ••• " 8 Q ~ • " " ~ " ~ ~ • " " ...... 

BOONE CO IiNTY •••••••• , ••••• 

BEJ\VER •••••• 
BERKLEY ••••• 
BOONE ....... 
BOXHOLM ••••• 
FRASER •••••• 
L.UTHER •••••• 
!"ADRID •••••• 
{)GDEN~M~.~.u 

.. !! ~ " ...... ~ _ q .... ft .. ~ .... 0 

~ .. ~'~.a4~~Q .. OQ"" .. a 

~~ ... ~ .. ~ft .. ~O .. ~O~ ... ~ 

.. ~ • ~ ......... * Q " * 6 .... ~ " 

.,~~~ .. <ljj~.O~.JQ~ .... 

.. e t , ~ " .:r ...... ~ .. Q .... 0 .... 

~ ~ .... It .. " ........ II" ~ 0 ...... 

'" ~ .. " ~ .. 6 .... ~ G .. " " ........ 

" '" ~ .. " .. " .. " ~ Ii ........ " " .. 

RTl ••••••••••••••• 

BKEMEfi C 

DENVER •••••• 
Ff~EDEHIKA ••• 
JANESVILl.E ( 
PLAINFIELD •• 
READL YN ••••• 
SUMNER •••••• 
TRIPOLI ••••• 
WAVERLy ..... 

OUNTY •••••••••••• '1 
~ ... ~" .. "~ .. ~~ .. " .. ,, ..... 
~ .. 9~~e~u~ ••• ~~ ... ~. 

PART) ............. 
.......... ".6t.$ ....... 

...... 0 .... " .. 8 .............. ~ .. ..... ~ ...... ~ .. ~ .... ~ ......... 
" ...... ~ ...... " ................ $ 

.. ~ ~ Q ti .. e " " ~ .. " M .. D ...... 

BUCHANAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

• .. ~ " .... e ..... 0 ............. AURORA •••••• 
BRANDON ••••• 
FAIRBANK (PAR 
HAZLETON .... 
INDEPENDENCE 
JESUP ....... 
LAMONT •••••• 
QUASQUETON •• 

~ .......... 8 .... 0 ................ 

n ............... 
~ • ~ ~ ......... D .. e ... ~ ••• 

~~a'.~' •••• ~lIu.eo~ 

.... ~ .............. " " " .. " ...... 

.. " " ~ " " ,. .. ~ ~ .. c .. " ~ It e .. 

.. tI ............... Q ~ .... W ,. ... 

ROnEy ...... . 
STANLEy .... .. 
vdNTf'ROP ••••• 

8UENA VIS 

CITY .. 

STURN L.AKE ••• 
TRUESIJALE •••• 

f'IJTIJR CO 

8f{JSTOW::::: : 
CLARKSVIL.LE •• 
DUMONT ••••••• 
GREENE ...... . 
NEW HARTFORD, 

PARKERSBURG •• 
SHELL ROCK •• , 

CALHOUN C 

F ARNHAMV lLLf •• 
,JOLLEy •••••• " 
I<NIERIM •••••• 
LAKE CITy •••• 
LOHRVIL.LE, ••• 
LYTTON (PARr) 
MANSON ••••••• 
POMEROy •••••• 

HINARD ••••••• 

" ~ ~ ...... ~ .... f " 0 ~ ... & • 

.. ~ .... e."~~~~ .. ~·.· 
,,~~.~ ... ~""""., .. ~. 
TA COUNTY •••••••• 

~~~~ .. " .. ~&,,~~ ....... 
" .... ~ ........ " ~ .. " .... a ,. ,. 

, ~ .... & • " $ • ~ ........ " .. 

~6~ .. ~~~~~.~~·~~" .. 

... " .. " ~ Of • " ~ ~ I> • ~ ... " 

G9& .. ~t~~~~~~a ... ~. 

~ .. o.,""~~~~Ol!·~ ..... 
~~Q .... ~.~,.~.~ .. ~ ... M 

~s,,~ .. "'~.~·"'.~~,,~· 
Q"~~~t .. '"~~~.~~·$e 

U~,iTY " a ~ ~ ~ ~ '. ~ ~ * ~ ~ ~ 

" " ~ .. " " .. ~ . " ...... ., ...... 
~6 .. ~ep~.~~~~~.~~o ! 
, ................ [ 
$~~" .. ~,,~ .. 'l~ .... ,,~ .... ! 
ft"~<I .. O~"·d.~ .. ~~~" 
00~ .. "f~~~··$ .. ~·~· 
... "8"~~~""$ .... ~,,~ .. 
~~~"~a~#·~~~·~ .. ~" 

'" ~ .... ., .. ~ ~ .... to .... g ...... 

~~~ •• o~~··~,·t.~u 

OUNTY •••••••••••• 

~,,$ .... ~~~~~~~.6ti ... 1 

$ D .. ~ ~ 6 II 0 ~ 6 G ~ g ... " (I 

" .. I> .......... " ......... " ~ .. 

..... <I " $ ... ~ ~ .. It .. " .. " .. 

.~" .... O~8~~ao .... "~· 

~ " .... " .. 10 " ..... c ........ 

" '" • " ....... s .. II .. It ... " ~ 

... ~ .... ~ ...... 8 ........ 

.'<1 ..... 11 .......... " 

SlE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

78 670 

26 132 

107 
59 

12 .H2 
~~2 
131> 
175 

2 332 
1 60'1 

243 
16 

24 010 

1 388 
;>24 
847 
383 
776 

? 045 
1 383 
7 ~73 

n ,31 

238 
.370 
792 
693 

6 035 
2 015 

487 
507 

2'16 
151 
':>91 

20 413 

766 
1 743 

~83 

232 
"28 
763 
231 
841 

8 589 
123 

17 152 

093 
908 

89 
?51 

1 311 
697 

1 385 
756 

1 739 
1 218 

13 753 

355 
84 

128 
1 871 

517 
54 

1 896 
697 

90 

POPULATION 

APRIL I. 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

75 533 

26 470 

113 
56 

12 468 
242 
1113 
189 

2 '+'18 
1 661 

214 
21 

22 737 

1 169 
190 
696 
4'16 
616 

2 17'1 
1 3'+5 
7 205 

21 762 

229 
432 
761 
626 

5 910 
1 662 

~98 
'16'1 

2'11 
151 
750 

20 693 

683 
1 717 

353 
240 
'147 
877 
250 
813 

8 591 
132 

16 953 

1 071 
936 
126 
230 

1 360 
72~ 

1 363 
690 

1 631 
1 159 

14 292 

393 
112 
131 

1 910 
553 

54 
1 993 

765 

88 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

NUMBER PERCENT 

3 137 4.2 

-338 -1.3 

-6 -5.3 
3 5.4 

-126 -1.0 
10 4.1 
-7 -4.9 

-H -7.'1 
-116 -4.7 

-57 -3.4 

29 13.6 
-5 -23.8 

1 273 5 ~6 

219 lH.7 
34 17 .9 

151 21.7 
-63 -H.! 
160 26.0 

-129 -5.9 
38 2.8 

168 2.3 

769 3.5 

9 3.9 
-62 -14.4 

31 4.1 
67 10.7 

125 2.1 
353 21.2 
-11 -2.2 

43 9.3 

5 2.1 - -
-159 -21.2 

-280 -1.'1 

83 12.2 
26 1.5 
30 8.5 
-8 -3.3 

-19 -4.3 
-11'1 -13.0 

-19 -7.6 
28 3.4 

-2 -
-9 -6.8 

199 1.2 

-78 -7.3 
-28 -3.0 
-37 -29.4 

21 9.1 
-~9 -3.6 
-27 -3.7 

22 1.6 
66 9.6 

108 6.6 
09 5.1 

-539 -3.8 

-38 -9.7 
-28 -25.0 
-3 -2.3 

-39 -2.0 
-36 -6.5 

- -
-97 -4.9 
-68 -8.9 

2 2.3 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

PERCE 
CHANG 

197q 1969 
1975 (REVISED) 1969 19 

------ ------

NT 
E, 
ro 
75 

--- r----L~-I-
5 264 4 '168\ J 060 _ 72 

4756i 2eOl i 67, 4 703 

3 869 3 921 I 
3 852 3 904 
'I 968 4 853

1 4 703 'I 766 
3 774 3 82'1 
2 458 2 491 [ 
'I 530 4 507 
'I 686 4 757 

'I 130 'I lA5 
'I 335 'I 393 

4 706 'I 7'19 

'I 484 4 346 
4 219 4 lOb 
4 'l01 4 371 
lj 514 4 683 
4 21? 4 207 
'I 722 'I 632 
4 479 'I 453 
'I 520 4 30·/ 

4 014 'I 574 

3 88lf 3 99'l 
3 031 3 087 
4 148 4 197 
3 966 3 811 
4 512 4 721 
4 ~71 'I 719 
~ 343 'I 346 
3 656 4 079 

4 452 'I 578 
'I 055 'I 169 
5 128 5 167 

'I 627 5 029 

I 
5 376 5 '1'141 3 816 3 879 
II 860 5 08::; 
3 992 'I 177 
l! 512 ~ 858 
6 234 6 85il 
3 987 4 172 
q 196 q 220 

4 856 5 1.35 
3 608 3 775 

~ 109 'I 531 

q 823 5 136 
3 945 4 233 
3 741 3 900 
2 764 2 883 
3 572 3 721 
'I 035 3 980 
5 231 5 ~10 
3 924 ~ 030 

4 070 4 268 
4 718 'I 958 

4 683 5 050 

4 675 5 096 
2 623 2 733 
4 686 4 883 
4 779 5 051 
4 367 4 975 
'l 080 5 294 
4 999 5 lOB 
'I 251 4 518 

4 9qq 5 152 

2 367 
2 357 
3 065 
2 877 
2 309 
1 504 
2 850 
2 748 

2 527 
2 652 

2 852 

2 672 
2 466 
2 518 
2 801 
2 378 
2 856 
2 646 
2 908 

2 4115 

2 271 
2 020 
2 283 
2 166 
2 900 
2 674 
2 492 
2 549 

2 603 
2 370 
2 678 

2 92'1 

2 760 
2 '168 
2 927 
2 404 
2 573 
3 611 
2 401 
2 634 

3 276 
2 173 

2 561 

2 868 
2 518 
2 236 
1. 652 
2 108 
2 380 
2 993 
2 221 

2 493 
3 020 

2 655 

2 548 
1 492 
2 666 
2 819 
2 616 
2 890 
2 7'12 
2 579 

2 613 

63. 
63, 
62. 
63. 
63, 
63. 
5(}~ 

70. 

63. 
63. 

65. 

67. 
71. 
74. 
61. 
77. 
65. 
69. 
55. 

6j}~ 

71, 
50. 
81. 
83. 
55. 
67. 
74. 
43. 

71. 
71. 
91, 

58. 

94. 
54. 
66. 
66. 
75. 
72. 
66. 
59* 

'IS. 

4 
1 
5 
4 
4 
9 
5 

;) 

8 
1 
8 
2 
1 
3 
3 
4 

o 
o 
7 
1 
6 
2 
j 

o 
1 
5 

2 

b 
() 

1 
q 
6 
1 
3 

2 
o 66. -

60. 

68. 
56. 
67. 
67. 
69. 
69. 
7'1. 
76. 

63. 
56. 

76 11 

83. 

2 
7 
3 
J 
4 
5 
ti 

7 

3 
2 

, 
5 

75.8 
75,8 
69.5 
66.9 
75.8 
82.3 
6~.8 

75.8 



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

9 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY 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. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

- ... ----.-----.-- POPULATION r ESTIMA-;:-;;;;;;;--C~~~-;-~-;;-~~·--·-"· 
(DOLLARS) 

---"-"-""""-""'T""'-----""""-----

.• -~-::-:::l± '"::;~~~)--~"J ""'~;~i",, Af~EA 

ROCKWELL cITy •••••••••••• • •••• 
SOMERS •••••••• , •• , •••••••••••• 
YETTER ••••••• oo .............. • 

CARROLL COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ARCADIA .. '" ................. . 
HflEDA .............. ••••• .... • • 
CARROLL •• '" •••••••••••••••••• 
COON RAPIDS .................. . 
DEDHAM ....................... . 
GLIDDEN •••••••••••••• • ••• ••• •• 
HALBUR ............... • ....... . 
LANESBORO ••••••••••••••••••••• 

LIDDERDALE ................... . 
MANNING ...................... . 
HALSTON (PART) ............... . 
T~MPLETON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
''lLLEY ....................... . 

CASS COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

ANITA ............... • .. •••••• • 
ATLANTIC ..................... . 
CUMBFHLAND •••••••••••••••••••• 
GRISWOLD ..................... . 
LEWIS ........................ . 
MAF(NE •••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
MASSENA ...................... . 
WIOTA •••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 

CEDAR COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BENNFTT •••••••••••••••••• , ., •• 
CLARENCE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DURANT (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
I.OIDEN ....................... . 
MECHANICSVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
STANWOOD ..................... . 
TIPTON ....................... . 
WEST BkANCH ••••••••••••••••••• 
WILTON (PART)' •••••••••••••••• 

CERRO GORDO COUNTy •••••••• 

CLEAR LAKE CITy ••••••••••••••• 
DOUGHERTY •••••••••••••••• , •••• 
",ASON' ....................... . 
MESERVEy ••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
PL YMOUTH ••••• , ••••••• , •••••••• 
ROCK F,\LLS., ................ .. 
fH)CKWEL.L ..................... . 
SWALEDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

THORNTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
VENTURA ...... ~ ... ~ , .......... _ •• $ ...... A 

CHEROKEE COUNTy ••••••••••• 

AURELIA ...................... . 
CHEROKEE ••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
CLEGHORN •••••••••• " ......... . 
LARRABEE ..... , •••••• , .... • •••• 
"ARCUS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MFR.IDEN ...................... . 
OUIMRY •••••••••••••• ••••••••• • 
WASHTA ................... • •••• 

CHICKASAW COUNTY •••••••••• 

ALTA VISTA .................. .. 
BASSETT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FREDFR I CKS8URG ............... . 
IO~IIA ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• 
LAWLER ....................... . 
NASHUA, ....................... . 
NEW HAMPTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
NORTH ~ASHINGTON •••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TAbLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976 

2 237 
171 

'12 

;>3 211 

398 
')05 

9 221 
1 365 

:l8? 
864 
2~~O 
218 

213 
.! 6'11 

109 
288 

56 

16 764 

1 022 
7 323 

JORI 
1'10 
q8! 
171 
LI·lf5 
203 

17 562 

378 
917 
14'11 
703 
971 
574 

:? 1116 
1 583 

6 990 
115 

30 310 

:no I 
"68 
156 
990 I' 

19~ 

391 
600 

16 300 

1 026 
6 649 

275 
182 
175 
213 
344 
"if 1 

15 302 

285 
151 
937 
300 
~18 

1 677

1

' 
3 631 

140, 

2 396 -159 «6.6t 5 114 5 358 2 971 
1,97 -26 -13.2 5 034 5 2'15 2 86'f 

52 -10 ··19.2 033 <+ 203 2 29 ' f 

22 912 

414 
518 
716 
3Al 
325 
964 
235 
203 

173 
656 
128 
312 

72 

17 007 

1 101 
7 306 

385 
181 
526 
187 
'133 
171 

17 655 

385 
915 
463 
667 
989 
642 

2 877 
1 322 

2 

6 430 
133 

31 839 
35~ 
461 
150 
923 
222 

17 269 

065 
272 
274 
167 
272 
167 
395 
319 

14 969 

283 
1~2 
912 
270 
513 
712 
6?1 
134 

299 

-16 
-13 
505 
-16 

57 
-100 

-5 
15 

40 
-15 
-19 
-24 
-16 

-243 

-79 
17 

-77 
-41 
-45 
-16 

12 
32 

-93 

-7 
2 

-22 
3~ 

-18 
-68 
-61 
261 
-2 

-778 

560 
-18 

-1 529 
-24 

7 
6 

67 
-28 

-19 
57 

-969 

-39 
-623 

1 
15 

-97 
46 

-51 
22 

333 

2 
-1 
25 
30 

<; 
-35 

10 
6 

1.3 

-3.9 
-2.5 

5.8 
-1.2 
17 .5 

-10.4 
-2.1 

7.4 

23.1 
-0.9 

-lll.8 
-7.7 

-22.2 

-1.4 

-7.2 
0.2 

-20.0 
-3.5 
-8.6 
-8.6 

2.8 
18.7 

-0.5 

-1.8 
0.2 

-1.5 
5.4 

-1.8 
·,10.6 
-2.1 
19.7 

-100.0 

-1.6 

8.7 
-13.5 

-ll.8 
-6.8 

1.5 
4.0 
7.3 

-12.6 

-4.6 
10.5 

-5.6 

-3.7 
-8.6 
o.~ 
'1.0 

-7.6 
?7.5 

-12.9 
6.9 

2.2 

0.7 
-0.7 

2c7 
11.1 

1.0 
-2 ~ 0 
0.3 
~.5 

3 86.5 

3 981 
4 078, 

" 211 
4 
2 
4 5611 
3 888 
3 334 

3 665 
3 873 
3 480 
3 939 
,33M 

/I 304 

3 637 
4 946 
3 428 
'I 610 
3 435 
3 955 
3 497 
2 999 

" 595 

~ 716 
'I 839 
'I 576 
5 004 
'I 06P 
If 813 
5 767 
5 353 
'I 125 

5 329 
" 811 
'I 869 
'I 403 
4 16'i 
5 787 
'I 325 
4 087 

4 690 
5 133 

590 
661 

I( 181 
3 929 
4 77B 
4 04? 

578 
Ij 009 

854 

3 71l 
? 663 
4 387 
3 302 
3 825 
lj 449 

6b3 
684 

II 016 

3 998 
<+ 02.3 
4 193 I 

5 562 
450 
727 

3 900 
3 801 

703 
4 120 
3 580 

3'10 

3 786 
'I 896 
3 b86 
'I 716 
3 '119 
4 186 
3 663 
3 174 

'I 808 
4 912, 
'I 505 
5 0641 
II 481 
II 680 
6 37~ 
5 ll80 
4 205 

7~)9 

5 127 
4 647 
4 718 
4 200 
4 135 
5 591 
4 251 
3 948 

547 
884 

689 

Lt 810 
4 712 
q )3'1 
4 073 
4 6b<l 
It 1 <to 
5 190 
4 12U 

099 

3 834 
2 710 
4 6n 
3 55? 
3 666 
Ii 501 
4 ~57 

7")h 

377 

2 3191 
2 286 
2 578 
2 
! 
2 
2 
2 

262 
2, 1j24 
2 148 
2 395 
2 076 

2 728 

2 335 
3 OS5 
2 378 
2 914 
2 035 
2 553 
2 251 
1 935 

936 

965 
990 

2 856 
3 292 
2 652 
2 826 
:l B23 
3 316 
2 595 

2 962 

J 181l 
2 520 
3 048 
2 258 
? 275 
3 03? 

3<+2 
I'll I 

2 451 
2 7\3 

2 823 
? 995 
2 'Ii 7 
2 2'/1 

5()b 
2 337 
2 67'j 
2 286 

232 
581 
628 

~ 068 
2 134 
2 744 
2 68 9 
2 187 

72,,1 
75.e 
7~) ~ a 

62.0 

71.7 

63. 
61.3 
1!8.6 
'13 ."1 
62~O 
62.0 

62.0 
'39 6 8 
62~O 
64.0 
62.0 

57~8 

55.8 
60.3 
414.2 
58.~ 

~)5. tf 
55.0 

59,1 
61.d 
6u,,2 
52.0 
!?3. l f 
70.) 
50~9 
61.4 
59 ft O 

67.4 
90." 
09.7 
95.0 
A3.1 
90,9 
1l'l,7 
90.9 

62~6 
55.6 
7:5 

.'! 
7~;. 0 
71.2 
75,4 

69.1 

79 I~ 
62.1 
74 L 
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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 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. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT_._I ____ . 

MEA 

JULY 1, 
1976 

-------------------1------_. 

CLARKE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

MURRAy ••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
OSCEOL.A •••••••••••••• , •••••••• 
WOODBURN •••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLAY COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

DICKFNS ...................... . 
EVERLY ....................... . 
F()STORIA ..................... . 
GILLFTT GROVE ••••••••••••••••• 
liRfENVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
PIOTERSON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSSIE ....................... . 
R<)YAL ......................... . 

SPENCER ••••••• , ••••••••••••••• 
WEBB ......................... . 

CLAYTON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CLAYTOj\t .. ft""" G"'" _""" ................ .. 
EDGEWOOD (PARTI ••••••••••••••• 
E.LKADER •••••••••••••• " ••••••• 
ELI<PORT ...................... . 
FARMERSBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 
GARBER ........................ . 
GARNAVILLO •••••••••••••••••••• 
GUTTENBERG •••••••••••••••••••• 

L ITTl.FPORT ................... . 
LUANA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MCGREGOR ..................... . 
i'lARQUETTE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MILLVILLE .................... . 
MONONA ....................... . 
NORTH BUENA VISTA ........... .. 
OSTE'!DOCK •••••••••••• , •••••••• 

5T. OLAF •••••••••••••••••••••• 
STRAWBERRY POINT •••••••••••••• 
VOLGA CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 

CLINTON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ANDOVER ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CALAf.'US ...................... . 
CAMANCHE ••••• , ••••••• , •••••••• 
CHARLOTTE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CLINTON ...................... . 
DELt~AR ....................... . 
DE WITT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GOOSF LAKE •••••••••••••••••••• 

G~AND ~OUNO ••••••••••••••••••• 
LOST NATION ••••••••••••••••••• 

MOOR •••••••••••••••••••••• 

\JOW CITY:::::::::::::::::::::: 
KIkON ........................ . 

DALLAS COUNTY ••• , ••••••••• 

ADEL ................. '" ." •• , 
[<OUTON ...................... .. 

SLE FOOTNOTE AT LND OF TABLE. 

7 873 

5011 
3 404 

210 

19 006 

238 
780 
252 

89 
136 
445 

75 
52? 

10 988 
202 

20 1>11 

60 
324 
501 

62 
279 
125 
620 

2 120 

89 
212 
'127 
54,. 

9 
409 
136 

63 

\34 
230 
282 

57 782 

115 
WO 

'+ 7ge 
427 

33 730 
677 

3 928 
?52 

(;67 
:326 
370 
183 
107 
799 

I>~~I 
234

1 (, 152 
i!89 
2.49 

Fl69 
137 
fl25 
4'16 
327 

H3'f 
12R 

POPULATION 

CHANGE, 
APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 

1970 I-----~-.---.-
(CENSUS) 

7 581 

620 
12'1 
186 

18 11M 

2'10 
699 
219 

95 
117 
469 

91 
469 

10 278 
234 

20 606 

113 
305 
592 

87 
232 
1'18 
634 
177 

97 
225 
990 
509 

27 
395 
118 
59 

1'10 
281 
305 

56 7Ll9 

90 
396 
1j70 
'I'll! 

3'f 719 
599 
647 
218 

627 
5'l7 
347 
145 
104 
832 

199 
81 
'11 

715 
279 

b 218 
571 
275 

94J 
I'll 
875 
'186 
389 

26 085 

2 '119 
160 

NUMBER 

292 

-114 
280 

24 

542 

-2 
81 
33 
-6 
19 

-2'1 
-16 

53 

710 
-32 

5 

-53 
19 

-91 
-25 

47 
-23 
-11j 
-57 

-8 
-13 
-63 

35 
-18 

1'l 
18 

4 

-6 
-51 
-23 

033 

25 
-6 

3<8 
-17 

-989 
78 

281 
34 

40 
-21 

23 
38 

3 
~:l3 

368 

PERCENT 

3.9 

~18.q 

9.0 
12.9 

2.9 

-0.8 
11.6 
15.1 
-6.3 
16.2 
-5.1 

-17.6 
11.3 

6.9 
-13.'7 

-46.9 
6.2 

-5.7 
-28,7 

20.3 
-15.5 
-2.2 
-2.6 

-8.2 
-5.8 
-6.4 
6.9 

-66.7 
1.0 

15.3 
6.8 

-4.3 
-4.0 
-7.5 

1.8 

27.8 
-1.5 
3e.3 
-3.8 
-2.8 
13.0 
7,7 

15.6 

6.'1 
-3.8 
6.6 

26.2 
2.9 

-11.0 

-6.0 
-?3~5 

·.7.3 
-6.4 

-16.1 
-1.1 

-1'1. '+ 
-9.5 

-7.8 
-2.8 
-5.7 
-6.2 

-15.9 

5.2 

17 .2 
-20.0 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(OOLLARSI 

1975 

'+ 016 

3 159 
'+ 016 
2 831 

'+ 95.3 

'+ 'l81 
5 136 
'+ 926 
5 061 
4 956 
5 HI 
II 441 
5 42" 

" 957 
4 370 

3 39B 

3 635 
3 574 
'+ 031 
3 229 
J 500 
2 602 
3 498 
3 4g 

3 lS'l 
3 974 
3 689 
3 844 
3 689 
4 49'5 
3 561 
3 317 

624 

'+ 580 
'+ 993 
4 775 
4 333 
4 827 
.3 278 
5 203 
5 139 

Ij 112 
4 733 
3 863 
If 398 
J 964 
4 891 

3 5(17 
'5 024 
3 707 
4 187 
3 77 0 

'+ 213 

3 'j4(J 
4 155 
5 898 
3 576 
4 261 

11 867 

4 815 
4 027 

3 1'70 
3 987 
? 872 

006 

'+ 3471 
5 07'. 
'+ 778 
'I 909 
Ij 807 
5 406 
4 307 
'+ 867 

'+ 958 
'+ 239 

3 573 

3 6'l6 
3 571 
4 050 
3 239 
3 509 
2 610 
3 294 

: ::: I 
3 986 
3 569 
3 757 
3 699 
'+ 419 
3 571 
3 32.7 

3 830 
4 302 
3 438 

4 21:1 
4 M9 
4 64() 
3 85C 
'I 609 
2 973 
4 907 
4 727 

3 794 
4 !j39 
3 81'1 
4 
3 

3 507 
3 :5 13.5 
3 469 
4 716 
3 5e5 
4 081 
3 588 

293 

3 '170 
4 01" 
5 563 
j 664 
'I 121 

02Y 

'I 80~ 
4 I)UI 

703 

2 099 
2 669 
1 889 

2 990 I 
2 413 
2 862 
2 652 
2 725 
.2 668 
3 016 
2 390 
2 760 

175 
353 

259 

2 285 
2 405 
2 ,56 
2 030 
2 2Lj.8 
1 636 
2 086 
2 226, 

2 002 
2 499 
2 j'll 
2 313 
2 319 
2 633 
2 239 
2 085 

2 401 
2 670 
2 179 

965 

616 
%6 
312 

2 399 
3 142 
1 8'1~ 
3 075 
2 936 

2. 194 
2 788 
2 '160 
2 512 
2 2.64 
? 776 

2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 ~(\1 

2 556 

2 OS'! 
2 '193 
3 :197 
2 I'll 
2 ??7 

140 
'>Q2 

PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

50,5 
50.5 
49.9 

85,7 
79 .. 5 
85.7 
85.7 
85,8 
70,S 
85.8 
96.6 

56,1 
85.7 

59.1 
48.6 
5707 
59.1 
55.7 
59.0 
67,7 
53.4 

59 11 0 
59.0 
72.3 
66.2 
59.1 
70.7 
59,0 
59.1 

59.v 
56.2 
57." 

56,0 

75,1 
74.2 
'l4.2 
80.6 
53.6 
'77.0 
69,2 
75.0 

87.'; 
69.8 
57.0 
75.1 
75 .t 

66.0 

66 
72~O 
66~7 

69.9 
6b.7 
73.6 
67,0 
66~6 



Table 1. July 1. 1916 Population and Calendar YHr 1915 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State. 
Coontlu, and Subcounty Areas-Cominuoo 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1.000. THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE ANO NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) . . 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

-
DALLAS CENTER~G~00geOO&eoo*&o. 
DAWSONeo~00b@PO.0P.'~D0.ege.e$ 

DESOTO" $' '" "" 111 • '" '" " " " It II " " 8 ",,,,,,, "I) 

OEXTER.88 •• 8 •••••••••• & •••• ~ •• 

GRANGER.8 ••••••••••••• , •• ~.·.~ 
LINOEN •••••••••••••••••• Do ••• o 

MINBURN." "" {o,," \I"" •• iii" til iii ... e •••• 

PERRY •• O.8." •••••• o •• ~ •••••••• 

R EDFIELO ••••••••••••• e ••••••• o 

VAN METER ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AUKE'E .. It 11> " " 8 '" " 8 " • '" II " 0" II • " " 'II It e & /} w 

v 100DWARDe~le~$~GW~OU~$.G •••• ~. 

DAVIS COUNTV.oo ••••• o.,ocw 

B 
o 
F 
p 

LOOMFIELD •••• , •••••••••• eo ••• 

RAKESVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
LORIS ••••• o •• " •• e ••• e •••••••• 

ULASKI ••••••••• e ••••••••••••• 

DECATUR COUNTy •••••••••••• 

o 
D 
G 
G 
L 
I. 
I. 
p 

AVIS CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 
ECATUR CITy •••••••••••••••••• 
ARDEN GROVE •••••••••••••••••• 
RAND RIVER •••••••••• e •••••••• 

AMONI •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EON •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
E ROV •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEASANTON •••••••••••••••••••• 

V 
W 

AN WERT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELDON ••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

DELAWARE COUNTV ••••••••••• 

c 
o 
D 
o 
D 
E 
E 
G 

OLESBURG ••••••••••••••• , ••••• 
ELAWARE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELHI ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UND~E •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
YERSVILLE (PART) ••••••••••••• 
ARLVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
DGEWOOD (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
REELEV ••••••• ." •••••• • ••••• • •• 

PKINTON ••••••• 110 ••••••••••••• 

NCHESTER •••••••••••••••••••• 
SONVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

HO 
MA 
MA 
01 
Ry 
~EIOA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

flU 
DA 
ME 
MI 
WE 

AR 
L.A 
MI 
OK 
OR 
SP 
SU 
TE 

ViA 
WE 

AS 
BA 
BA 
BE 
CA 
CE 

AN •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DES MOINES COUNTy ••••••••• 

RLINGTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
NVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
DIAPOLIS •• r •••••••••••••• ••• 

OOLETOWN •••••••••••••••••••• 
ST BURLINGTON ••• , ••••••••••• 

DICKINSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

NOLDS PARK •••••••••••••••••• 
KE PARK1 •••••••••••••••••••• 
LFORO ••• ' •••••••••••••••••••• 
080JI.~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEANS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRIT LAKE.' •••••••••••••••••• 
PERIOR •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RRIL •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HPETON ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
ST OKOBOJI •••••••••••••••••• 

DUBUQUE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BURy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LLTOWN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
NKSTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RNARD.~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCADE (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
NTRALIA ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

APRIL 1. 
JULY 1. 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

1 095 1 128 
16' 2:52 
682 J69 
61i1l 652 
697 6tl1 
29, 278 
387 :578 

6 41'1 6 906 

910 921 
670 'I6q 

2 074 1 571 
1 091 1 010 

8 539 (I 207 

2 596 2 716 
139 163 
121 1'15 
325 255 

9 7811 9 7:37 

284 301 
21'1 198 
279 2115 
173 211 

2 tillS 2 5110 
2 032 2 1112 

'12 '" 53 62 

273 2'111 
188 155 

19 256 18 770 

~56 379 
11'1 15' 
'163 527 
155 166 
67 7' 

669 751 
'151 '181 
'O:! 323 

109 800 
'1913 'I 6111 

170 1117 
51! 55 

335 ''13 

Q5 213 '16 982 

29 ~62 32 '66 
1 018 9118 
1 60il 1 2112 

'126 IIQ3 
, 085 :5 139 

13 907 12 565 

1 139 910 
958 976 

1 75) 1 666 
579 '61 
'138 '96 

:.l '1110 , 01'1 
197 139 
39'1 397 

1112 1119 
216 210 

95 ?32 90 609 

1 oae '110 
111 79 

211 28 
\53 1'18 

1 '16'1 1 'Q'l 
111 105 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

197'1 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

~:H ~2.9 ~ 'I7Q q 858 , 027 57.1 
-~9 b21.1 :3 618 :3 879 2 '110 60.9 
:'13 M.e II '163 " 1190 2 777 60.7 
-0 -1.2 'I 'ItH " 527 2 576 7'1.0 
36 5.'1 <I 568 II 810 ;, 1>0'1 52.1 
15 5." 'I 270 II 192 2 572 66.0 

\) 2.'1 Ii 2'13 II 51'4 2'76'1 53.5 
~'I92 ~7.1 II 665 II 6115 2 901 60.6 

-11 -1.2 3 761 " 026 2 503 50.' 
206 '1'1.'1 5 658 5 26'1 J 282 72.'1 
1197 31.5 'I 95'1 'I 927 J Oa5 60.6 

81 8.0 5 303 4 90tl 3 150 66,J 

))2 q.O ~ 7119 J 936 2 503 '19.8 

-122 -'1.5 II 857 ~ 988 :I Db 5'1.9 
-211 -1'1.'7 3 823 J 926 2 368 60.1 
-2'1 -16.6 3 387 J '179 2 115 60.1 

10 27.5 :5 772 , 673 2 }55 60.2 

47 0.5 3 016 J 052 1 982 52.2 

-17 -5.6 :3 192 :I 151S 2 007 59.0 
16 8.1 2 9'16 2 915 1 853 59.0 
-6 -2.1 3 002 2 970 1 868 59.0 

-38 -18.0 2 917 2 886 1 ell{ 59.1 
1011 '1.3 :5 003 2 e9/\ 1 9'12 5'1.6 

-110 -S.l :5 5'10 :l 1157 2 225 59,1 
-1 -2..3 :5 170 , 136 1 99' 59.1 
-9 -l1l.S 2. ;l81! 2 358 1 '199 59.0 

29 11.9 J 359 , 323 2 112 59,0 
:n 21.3 :5 250 :3 21:5 2 01{3 59,1 

1181> 2.6 3613 :5 862 2. 337 511.6 

-2' -6.1 II 062 'I 217 2. 557 58,9 

·'9 -25.5 'I 023 II 067 2 '167 6:3.1 
-11'1 .. S.' :3 11611 :3 720 2 266 53.8 
-11 -6.6 3 503 :3 5'12 2. 1118 6).1 
-6 -6.2 :5 6211 3 66/j 2 222 6'.1 

-82 -10.9 :3 777 :s 721> 2 2511 67.6 
·30 -6.2 :5 75) 3 797 2 Q20 55.1 
-21 -6.5 , 855 3 897 2 36'1 63.1 

-91 -l1.Q :5 929 :5 793 2 256 711.0 
272 5.9 II 536 " 810 :5 005 50.'>1 

23 15.6 :5 '12'1 J 563 2 161 63.1 
-1 -1.8 3 7'1ll J 781 2 293 63.1 
-8 -2.3 " 116 " 515 2 567 60.3 

-1 769 -3.6 " 9'1'1 I! 767 ) 103 59.3 

-? 71111 -S.6 " 831 " 628 3 09'1 56.1 
70 7.'1 'I 0116 :s 961 2 '611 71.2 

360 29.0 5 '1116 5 'lID J 251 67.~ 

-17 -3.6 5 282 5 21'1 J 207 6 ... 7 
-511 -1.7 'I 52!' " :382 2 8;55 59.6 

1 3'12 10.7 'I 577 'I 7C5 2 717 68.5 

11>9 17.1{ 'I 095 'I 197 2 be) 52;6 
-16 -1.8 5 082 5 167 2 957 71.9 

65 5.1 'I 072 :l 976 2 '153 1>6.IJ 
218 60.4 6 382 I> 56/> 3 776 69.0 

q2 10.6 6 39{l I> '167 3 !>79 73.7 
'126 1'1.1 'I 605 /j '170 2 79'1 6'1.6 

58 '11.7 2 813 2 8'17 1 620 7'.b 
-3 -O.~ 3877 :3 911> 2 225 7'1.2 

-7 -'1.7 'I 612 'I 667 2 655 13.7 
6 2.9 " 980 5 039 2 667 73,7 

" 62) 5.1 " '151 " 2'10 2 689 65.5 

678 165.11 5 078 'I 6'1'1 2 856 77.8 
32 '10.5 " 5'12 'I 153 2 55'1 77.8 
-II -1'1.3 'I 368 :5 99'1 2 '156 77.9 

5 :5.q q 261 J 897 2 '96 n.1l 
120 8.9 q 635 q 081 2 577 79.9 

6 f>.7 'I '163 q 081 2 510 77.8 
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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 

AREA 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS wtTH A 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 

DUBUQUE •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
DURANGO ...................... . 
DYERSVILLE (PA~T) ••••••••••••• 
EPWORTH ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FARLEY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRAF •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLY CROSS •••••••••••••••••••• 
LUXEMBURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 

NEW VIENNA .................. .. 
PEOSTA ....................... . 
RICKAROSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
SAGEV ILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SHERRRLL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WORTHINGTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
ZWINGLE (PART) ............... . 

EMMET COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ARMSTRONG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
DOLL! VE'R •••••••••••••••••••••• 
iSTHERVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
GRUVER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RINGSTED •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WALLINGFORD ••••••••••••••••••• 

FAyETTE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ARLINGTON .................... . 
CLERMONT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DONNAN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELGIN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FAIRBANK (PART) ............. .. 
FAyETTE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAWKEYE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MAYNARD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OELWEIN ••••••••••••••••••••••• ' 
RANDALIA ..................... . 
ST. LUCAS .................... . 
WADENA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WAUCOMA ...................... . 
WESTGATE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WEST UNION •••••••••••••••••••• 

FLOyD COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

CHARLES CITy •••••••••••••••••• 
COLWELL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FLOyD ....................... .. 
MARBLE ROCK ••••••••••••••••••• 
NORA ,PRINGS •••••••••••••••••• 
ROCKFORD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RUDD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

F~ANKLIN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

A.CI(L[Y (PART) ................ . 
ALEXANDER ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CaUL TER ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DOWS (PAin) ................. .. 
bEN£VA" .. ~". ~ ~ .. ~ ~ ~ iO i". '" ~ ~ ~. * ~"4 
HAMPTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FREMONT COUNTy •••••••••••• 

FARRAGUT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAMBURG •••• " ••••••••••••••••• 
IMOGENE •••••••••••••••• " ••••• 
RANDOLPH ••• " ••••••••••••••••• 
RIVERTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
SrlENANDOAH (PART) ••••••••••••• 
SIDNEY ••••••••••••••••••••• " • 
TABOR (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
THURMAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

~LE rOOTNOTL AT END OF fAHL[. 

61 648 
59 

710 
q41 
209 

93 
287 
?54 

.39'7 
63 

218 
372 
2til 
346 
145 

13 663 

095 
106 

7 679, 
149 
453 
?61 

2'3 MO 

452/ 
520 

19 
013 

77 
323 
526 
484 

7 725 
106 
197 
268 
288 
180 
691 

2() 170 

9 023 
108 
.378 
4)7 
426 
971 
429 

t:l 204 

55 
249 
334 
13 1j 
[97 

't 474 
112 
375 

Q 114 

583 
577 
197 
214 
330 

996 
862 
267 

POPULATION LESS THAN 1.000. THE 1969 PER CAPrTA [NCOME 
FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE 

P0PULA nON 

,~PRIL 1. 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

62 309 
55 

3M 
132 
096 

70 
290 
185 

392 
57 

193 
338 
190 
365 

82 

14 009 

061 
95 

8 108 
135 
509 
245 

26 898

1 

481 
582 

18 
61.3 

49 
947 
529 
503 

7 735 
81 

194 
237 
357 
204 
62'1 

19 S60 

9 268 
100 
380 
461 
337 
902 
429 

13 255 

49 
249 
262 
110 
201 
.376 
124 
39.3 

1'17 
070 

9 282 

521 
649

1 
192 
214 I 
Bl 

061 
8'18 
230 

CHANGE, 
19')0 TO 1976 

NIJ14BER 

-661 
4 

346 
309 
113 

?3 
-3 
69 

6 
25 
34 
91 

-19 
63 

.. :146 

34 
11 

.. 429 
14 

-56 
16 

-I 038 

-29 
-62 

1 

28 
.624 

.. 3 
-19 

-10 
2'5 

.1 
31 

-69 
-24 

67 

310 

_2'1'5 
8 

-2 
"24 

89 
69 

-6 
-9.3 

-.168 

62 

.. 1.1 
7.3 

10.3 
27,3 
10.3 
·)2.9 
-1.0 
37 • .1 

1.3 
10.5 
13.0 
10.1 
47.9 
-5.2 
76.8 

-2.51 
3.2 ! 

11.6 
-5.3 
10.'1 

",11.0 
6~5 

-3,9 

-6.0 
·10.7 

'j ,6 

57.1 
-32.0 
-0.61 
-J .8 

"0.1 I 
30.9 

1.5 
1.\.1 

.. 19,) 
-:.1.B 

2.6 

6, 
f .6 

_f),l! 

1 
,'I 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA 
(DOLLARS) 

19 
19'/~) {F~t.V1SED) 

b9[ 
585 
577 
424 
954 
26A 
309 
194 

" 275 
'I i 70 
'I 199 
4 387 
2 213 
'I 680 

0.30 

q 166 

3 196 
.3 788 
4 315 
'I 599 
'I 39R 
3 95~ 

'I 018 
3 850 
J 85'1 
3 9?7 
'l 441i 
.3 612 
4 1 'i 1 
if OJ6 

4 262 
, 752 
.3 no 
) 89, 
:; 761 
:; 76, 
Ii 3911 

il 'Pb 
4 193 
4 '1'10 
3 119 
J 729 
3 902 

v59 
'i 030 
" 4.10 
'I 8V·j 
lj 5H 

~>(ANGFJ' 
TO 

65,e 
77 .v 
68.3 
6'1.9 
68.6 
n.d 

68.3 

66 



Table 1. July I, 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 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,) 
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POPUlA TI ON ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

1--.............................. -......... - .. _--."--- ,--.---.. -----.- ----- ,.....-._- -"--'-"-- .. -----
PERCENT 
CHANG!", 
1969 TO 

Ar1FA 

GREENE COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

CHURDAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DANA ................. •••••••• '1 
GRAND JUNCTI ON .............. .. 
JEFFERSON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PATON_." ...... IIO •• U.OD ••• ~ •• &~ .... 
RALSTON (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
RIPPEy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCRANTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 

GRUNDY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BEAMAN ....................... . 
CONRAD •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DIKE. ........................ . 
GRUNDY CENTER ............... .. 
HOLLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MORR I SON 1>" I> I> .. I> I> I> .. I> , I> • I> •• I> I> I> .. ~ .. 

REINBECK ..................... . 
STOUT •••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
WELLSBURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 

GUTHRIE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ADAIN (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
BAGLEy .................. , •••••• 
BAYARD ....................... . 
CASEY (PART) ................. . 
GUTHRIE CENTER •••••••••••••••• 
JAMAICA ..................... .. 
MENLO ....................... .. 
PANORA ....................... . 

STUART (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
yALE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HAMILTON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BLA I RS8URG ................... . 
ELLSWORTH ••••••••••••••••••••• 
JEWELL JUNCTION .............. . 
KAMRAR ••••••••••••••• " ••••••• 
RANDALL •••••••••••••••••••••• , 
STANHOPE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ST~ATFORD (PART) ............. . 
WEBSTER CITy •••••••••••••••••• 
~ILLlAMS ..................... . 

HANCOCK COUNTy •••••••••••• 

bRITT ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CORWITH ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CRYSTAL LAKE ................. . 
FOREST CITY (PART) •••••••••••• 
GARNER ....................... . 
GOODFLL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KANAWHA ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
KLFM~,E ....................... . 
WODEN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

HARDIN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ACKLEY (PART) ................ . 
ALDEN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUCKEYE' ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELDORA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUBBARD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IOWA FALLS .................... 1 
NEW PROVIDENCE •••••••••••••••• 
OYlASA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RADCLIFFE .................... . 
STEAMBOAT ROCK •••••••••••••••• 
U'"ION ........................ . 
WHITTEN •••••••••••••• , ....... . 

HARRISON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

DUNLAP •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LITTLE SIOUX ................. . 
LOGAN ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

JUL Y 1. 
1976 

CHANGE, 
APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 

1970 - .------ 1974 
(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) ............. __ .... _---+_ .. _ ....... __ ............ .,-_ .. __ .. _-_ ......... _ .. -_._- . -.----....... -- -_ ... _ ......... . 

12 102 

482 
109 
951 

4 721 
315 

1 
'l19 
680 

14 063 

25'1 
017 
998 
673 
287 
156 
754 
151 
739 

12 2'10 

28 
322 
6'13 
'100 
713 
321 
'135 
203 

079 
289 

17 899 

276 
381 
194 
2'11 
lq9 
'181 
72'1 

8 254 
31\3 

13 487 

2 000 
328 
280 
354 
'113 
23'1 
761 
'1·86 
no 

21 936 

6'17 
87'1 
152 

3 30'1 
800 

6 197 
2'13 

70 

618 
371 
'191 
1.85 

16 '152 

157 
237 
621 

12 716 

598 
118 
967 

4 735 
329 

1 
270 
751 

14 119 

222 
932 
794 
712 
258 
136 
711 
196 
754 

12 2'13 

57 
365 
628 
530 
834 
271 
391 
982 

016 
301 

18 383 

287 
'1'+3 
152 
2'+3 
179 
482 
671 

8 '188 
456. 

13 506 

069 
438 
276 
115 
257 
218 
822 
55'1 
265 

?2 248 

7'15 
876 
Itt3 
223 
846 
115'1 
208 

69 

548 
39'1 
'IS'I 
1911 

16 2'10 

292 
239 
526 

-116 
-9 

-16 
-14 
-H 

49 
-71 

-56 

32 
85 

204 
-39 

29 
20 
'13 

·'15 
-15 

-3 

-29 
-'13 

15 
-130 
-121 

50 
'1'1 

221 

63 
-12 

-11 
-62 

'12 
-2 
20 
-1 
53 

-234 
-73 

-19 

-69 
-110 

'I 
23q 
156 

16 
-61 
-68 

5 

-312 

-98 
-2 

9 
81 

-'16 
-257 

35 
1 

70 
-23 

7 
-9 

212 

-135 
-2 
95 

-19.'1 
-7.6 
-1.7 
-0.3 
-4.3 

18.1 
-9.5 

-0.4 

1'1.4 
9.1 

25.1 
-1.'1 
11.2 
14.7 

2.5 
-23.0 
-2.0 

-50.9 
-11.8 

2.'1 
-2'1.5 

-6.6 
18.5 
11.3 
22.5 

6.2 
-/.f.0 

-2.6 

-3.8 
-14.0 

3.6 
-0.8 
11.2 
-0.2 
7.9 

-2.8 
-16.0 

-0.1 

-3.3 
-25.1 

1.4 
207.8 

6.9 
7.3 

-7.'1 
-12.3 

1.9 

-5.6. 
-0.2 
6.3 
2.5 

-5.'1 
-'1.0 
16.8 

1.4 

12.8 
-5.8 

1.'1 
-~.6 

1.3 

-10.'1 
-0.8 

6.2 

980 

4 006 
3 981 
3 930 
'I 825 
561'1 
4 570 
4 335 
'I 809 

5 213 

'I 866 
5 320 
'I 629 
5 315 
'I 117 
'I 516 
5 478 
3 933 
5 598 

3 773 

2 4'11 
II 576 
3 79.1 
3 690 
4 062 
4 326 
3 988 
'I 357 

'I 518 
3 777 

4 606 

~ 32~ 
~ 241 
5 033 
3 955 
4 307 
3 607 
~ 172 
4 342 
'I 107

1 

~ 299 

4 871 
'I 143 
'I 981 
4 232 
'I 262 
4 789 
II 226 
'I 542 
'I 2.98 

860 

'I 660 
4 581 
4 347 
'I 212 
5 922 
5 039 
5 090 
'I 178 

4 733 
'I 249 
'I 18'1 
3 805 

927 

2 962 
3 '16'1 
'I 3'12 

4 6611 
'I 206 
'I 337 
5 169 
5 706 
4 830 
'I 569 
'I 719 

5 7.ll 

4 9~9 
5 861 
'I 5'18 
5 496 
4 602 
'I 640 
5 '143 
4 041 
5 722 

'I 279 

2 595 
'I 992 
'I 408 
3 609 
'I 320 
4 598 
3 920 
'I 559 

4 854 

: ~:: 1 

'I 631 
4 782 
5 050 
'I 233 
4 610 
'I 106 
4 583 
4 49'1 
'I 282. 

'I 841 

5 110 
4 829 
4 930 
4 529 
4 425 
5 126 
4 862 
'I 562 
5 014 

5 149 

4 771 
'I 854 
4 606 
'I 303 
6 056 
5 250 
5 393 
'I 427 

5 047 
'I 731 
'I 701 
4 031 

3 987 

2 783 
3 '111 
4 232 

1969 

057 

2. 505 
2 293 
2 603 
3 080 
3 068 
? 620 
2 682 

696 

951 I 
2 750 
3 010 
2 717 
3 088 
2 531 
2 552 
3 088 
2 223 
3 110 

1 515 
2 73'1 
2 ~57 
2 362 
2 732 
2 686 
2 392 
2 767 

2 6'11 
? ~36 

843 

2 584 
2 739 
2 977 
2 424 
2 640 
2 '122 
2 506 
2 8'19 
2 447 

2 ~18 

2 680 I 2 593 
2 838 
2 506 
2 678 
2 B37 
2 508 
2 555 
2 625 

932 

2711 
2 896 
2 606 
2 837 
3 386 
3 193 
3 051 
2 504 

699 
617 
738 
280 

510 

1 693 
2 105 
2. 767 

1975 

6J~1 

59,9 
73.6 
51.0 
56,7 
83.0 
74. ,~ 
61 

76.7 

76.9 
76,7 
70,4 
72,1 
62,7 
71.0 
71.4 
76.~ 
80,0 

53.7 

61.1 
67.4 
5 11,3 
56~2 
'18.7 
61.1 
66.7 
57,5 

71.1 
55,0 

62.0 

67.3 
54.ti 
69.1 
63.2 
63,1 
48.9 
66.5 
52.4 
67"b 

'Iv.'! 

81.8 
59,8 
75.5 
68,9 
59.1 
68.d 
68.5 
77 .8 
63.7 

71.9 
58.2 
66.8 
~8.5 
74.9 
57.8 
66.8 
66.9 

75.4 
62.4 
52~8 
66 ~ '.; 

56,5 

75,0 
6'1.6 
56,9 
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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 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 FOR MEANING OF SVMBOLS SEE TEXT ) . . , . 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEv INCOME 

AREA 

MAGNOLIA. CI II ell." II II II e II CI II 11> •••• II It 8' 

MISSOURI VALLEV ••••••••••••••• 
MOOALEo •••••••••••• eoo ••• o •••• 
MONOAMIN •• o ••••••• a •• oo ••••••• 

PERSIA •• ', ...................... 0 ,0 0 0.0 

PISGAH. 0 •• oe .e •••• It •• II •• , .. e. e. 

WOODBINE •••••• , ••••••• , ••••••• 

HENRV COUNTV •••••••••••••• 

COPPOCK ~PART) •••• ae9 •••••••• Q 

HILLSBORO ••• e •••••••••••••• o •• 

MOUNT PLEASANT •• oo,.I,o.o.e ••• 

M 
N 
o 
R 
S 

OUNT UNION ......... II ....... 11 •••• 0 

EW LONDON •• e ••••••••• o •••• e •• 

LOS ... \I. ~ 11 ••••••••• 0 •• 0 •• • •••• 

OME ••••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••• , ••• 
ALEM {I '" {I .. tI " •• " •••• {I ..... 1\ , •• I> •• 

W 
11 

AVLAND.,., •••••••••••••••••• • 
INFIELQ ... e ••••••••••••••• ",. 

HOWARD COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

C 
C 
E 
l. 
P 
R 

HESTER •• , •••••••••• , ••• "., •• 
RESeO, ••• , ••• , •• , ••••••• , •••• 
l..MA ••• {I"' ....... II'." 0,.0'0". {I' {I" 
IME SPRINGS ••••••••••••••• , •• 
AOTIVIN •• , •• , ••• , •••••••••••• 
ICEVILLE (PART) •••••••• , •••• , 

HUMeOLDT COUNTV ••••••••••• 

B 
e 
D 
G 
H 
H 
L 
L 

ODE ••••• , ••••••••••• ·, •• • ••• • 
RADGATE ••• ,,, ••• ,, •••••••••••• 
AKOTA CITy •• " ••••• II O't {I 0,,0'. 

XLMORE CITV (PART) •••• , •• , ••• 
ARDY •• ,."., ••• ,Go ••••••••••• 

UMBOLDT ••••••••• , •••• , " • " ••• 
IVERMOR~ •••••• , ••••••• , •• , ••• 
UVERNE (PART)., •••••••••••• ,. 

o 
F' 
~ 
R 
T 

TTOSEN ••••••• , ••••••• , ••••••• 
IONEER ••• , ••••• , •••• ,', ••• • •• 
ENWICK •••••••• , •••••• , •• , •••• 
UTlAND ••• , •• , •••• , •••• , •••••• 
HOR ••• o ••••••••••• , •• , ••••••• 

IDA COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

RTHUR." e ••• e",fI. 11 •• 0-, ." •••• A 
B 
G 
H 
ID 

ATTLE CREEK ••• , •• , •••• , •••••• 
ALVA~ •••••••••• 8 ••••••• , •• 8.§ 

OL..STEIN ••• II. Q"" II iii w' 8 It I)'" III Ii 

LA 
MA 
MI 
NO 
PA 
VI 
WI 

AN 
SA 
BE 
GR 
HU 
LA 
MA 
MI 

MO 
PR 
SA 
ST 
SP 

A GROVE ..... Co •••• 0 II"" It .. e'f OJ 10' 

IOWA COUNTY •••••••• e$." ... 

OORA.".Gllte •••• 1I11Oi1110 0 •• 0 ••• "' .... 

RENGO ••• , •• ,.~ •• ~.ao' ••• '.oo 
LLERSBURG. II •• ' It ••• 0'. e. /I, ... OJ 

RTM ENGLISH (PART) 0.0 ..... '.(le 

RNELL ...... " •••• " • II ........... 

CTOR (PART).~.'e,l.' ........ o. 
lLIAMSBURGlo,oe ••• g •• oll'. o• o 

JACKSON COUNTY •••••••• e ••• 

DREW .... o. Ii> "" e. III".'" <:0 •••••••• 

LDWIN ••• o •• , ••••• lo ••• ~ •• , •• 

LLEVUE •• , •• ,., •••••••••••••• 
EEN ISbAND ••••• II , ••• o9o ••• ,. 

RSTVILLEo ••• o.R ••••••••• o.~. 
MOTTE, •• 0 0" Ii' 8' R' I Ii' O. fI' 0"" 

QUOK~TA •••• ,." ••••••••• , •• • 
LES •••• , •••••••• Roe.'.' ••••• 

NMOUTH ~ • ,. Ii' • 0 oJ , •• /II •• , , ••• ,. ••• 

ESTON, •••••• ,.~ •••• • •••• 9 ••• 

BULA •• ~ •• , •••••• o •• , ••••• o •• 

, DONATUS ••• ,., ••••• " ••• ,., 
RAGUEVILLE ••••••••• " ••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JUl.Y 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 
-

213 206 
3 502 :3 519 

303 297 
417 '120 
3'17 316 
2\15 286 

1 279 1 3'19 

17 682 18 11'1 

'11 38 
251 252 

6 616 7 007 
1611 173 

1 900 1 900 
2'18 206 
123 135 
438 458 

642 702 
1\94 897 

11 381 11 442 

167 185 
:3 8'16 3 927 

612 601 
'109 '197 
316 333 
34'1 366 

12 597 12 519 

361 372 
135 130 
871 7'16 
507. 477 

72 73 
4 592 'I 665 

'159 510 
'1'1 67 

120 93 
61 56 

'109 '129 
193 215 
206 212 

8 888 9 283 

207 273 
701 837 
352 '+12 

1 368 1 '1'15 
2 163 2 261 

15 312 15 419 

278 321 
2 214 2 235 

1'15 187 
1 005 9'15 

2'19 175 
910 8'13 

1 823 1 807 

22 047 20 839 

325 335 
1'12 172 

2 '185 2 336 
138 112 

91\ 88 
303 32b 

5 838 5 677 
372 '109 

217 257 
989 950 

1 017 ell5 
180 16'1 
100 112 

(DOLl.ARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

197'1 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

--
7 3.4 :3 181 3 132 1 933 6'1.6 

~17 -0.5 3 909 3 852 2 '174 58.0 
6 2.0 II 055 'I 161 2 569 57.8 

~3 -0.7 'I 92'1 'I 804 2 707 81.9 
31 9,8 :3 692 3 954 2 '+57 50,::S 

9 3.1 'I 0'16 II 28'1 2 6'17 52.9 
-70 -5.2 3 608 :3 57'1 2 304 56,6 

-'132 -2.'1 'I 287 'I '199 2 859 '19.9 

3 7.9 3 812 3 903 2 '135 56,6 
~1 -0.'1 3 793 3 882 2 '122 56.6 

~391 -5.6 4 398 'I '11'1 :3 038 '111.8 
-9 -5.2 'I 365 'I '166 2 787 56,6 

- ~ 'I 1'13 " '+38 2 93" Ill,2 
'12 20.'1 3 763 :3 852 2 '103 56,6 

-12 -8.9 3 980 'I 07'1 2 542 56.6 
~20 -4.4 2 877 :3 211l 2 045 40.7 

~60 -8.5 " 277 q 03'1 2 518 69,9 
~3 -0.3 II 671 q 703 2 860 63,3 

-61 -0.5 4 165 'I tt77 2 662 57.2 

~18 -9.7 :3 702 :5 /j811 2 321 59.5 
-81 -2.1 " 065 1\ 17'1 2 556 58.9 

11 1.8 4 124 II 460 2 'leo 66.3 
-88 -17,7 II 106 It 107 2 571 59.7 
-17 -5.1 1\ 620 1\ 677 2 525 83,0 
-22 -6.0 II 327 II 361 2 856 51.5 

78 0.6 II '195 'I 919 2 6311 70.7 

-11 -3.0 'I 1\56 II 8'19 2 454 81.6 
5 3.8 4 3511 II 729 2 57'1 69.2 

125 16.6 :3 703 :3 885 2 188 69.2 
30 6.3 3 972 4 293 2 1\32 63,3 
-1 -1.'1 3 698 If 016 2 166 69,2 

-73 -1.6 'I 598 /I 765 2 863 60,6 
~51 -10.0 " 266 /I 398 2 390 78.5 
-23 -3/1.:3 :3 292 :3 575 1 9'16 69.2 

27 29.0 'I 1190 'I 877 2 65'1 69.2 
5 8.9 :3 951 II 292 2 336 69.1 

-20 -'1.7 " 912 'I 7/10 2 682 83.1 
-22 -10.2 :3 625 :3 937 2 143 69,2 
-6 -2.8 1\ 183 4 5'13 2 473 69,1 

-395 _'1,3 5 294 5 59'1 :3 211 6'1.'1 

-66 -24.2 II 653 5 0'16 2 981 62.U 
-1:36 -16.2 II 293 4 207 2 625 63.5 
~60 -14.6 II 987 5 186 :3 06'1 62.8 
-77 ~5.3 'I 589 ~ 7'f7 2 880 59.3 
-98 -4.3 5 265 5 1\6) 3 235 62.8 

-107 -0.7 :3 961 :3 90J 2 '161 59,7 

-/0 -13.'1 'I 131 4 227 2 716 52,0 
-21 -0,9 :3 786 :3 750 2 577 '16.9 
-112 -22.5 .3 709 .3 502 2 253 64.6 

60 6.3 'I 158 :3 646 2 344 77.11 
7'1 112.3 3 85'1 .3 639 2 341 6'1.6 
67 7.9 'I 738 'I 705 2 9'15 60.9 
16 0.9 5 323 5 089 :3 112 71.0 

1 208 5.8 1\ 096 q 049 2 595 57.6 

-10 -3.0 'I 111 :3 988 2 313 77.7 
-JO -17.'1 'I 754 'I 605 2 893 6'1,3 
149 6.1\ 5 673 5 773 :3 5611 6'1.8 
2b 23.2 :5 584 :5 1172 2 181 6'1.3 

6 6.8 1 112 1 077 676 611.5 
-23 -7.1 'I 520 II 516 2 547 77.5 
161 2.8 'I 68'1 II 727 2 9111 59.3 
-37 -9.0 4 '108 II 272 3 031 45.'1 

~'IO -15.6 3 268 3 185 2 001 6'1,) 
39 1\.1 II 232 1I 111 2 5ell 63.8 

172 20.'1 :5 982 3 790 2 690 '18.0 
16 9.8 'I 023 3 896 2 4'18 611.3 

-12 -10.7 'I 161 II 030 2 532 6'1,3 



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1915 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 
Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

(FOR SUB COUNTY 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. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT) 

POPULATION fSTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOM 

AREA 

SrRINGAROOK ••••••••••••••••••• 
ZWINGLE (PART) •••••••••••••••• 

JASPER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BAXTER.09S0.U&OOO9boe o ooo o ., •• 

COLFAX ••• ••• •• •••••••••••••••• 
KELLOGG •••••••••••••• • •• ,·.·.· 
LAMBS GROVE.o •••••• Go ••••••••• 

LVNNVILLEooe •••••• ,ooooe,oo ••• 
MINGO •• " &" .. "., to "''''' "'1\1 0" flO." II .... G"" 

MONROE •• ~ ••••••••• , •••••• • ••• • 
NEWTONo.o8o ••• eo ••••• e,oe.oAo. 

OAKLAND ACRES •••••••••• , ••••• , 
PRAIRIE CITY •••• o •• eff ••••••••• 

REASNOR ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SULLy •••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
VALERIA •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 

B 
C 
F 
L 
L 
P 
P 

JEFFERSON COUNTy •••• , ••••• 

ATAVIA •••••• II ..... "." ... ·.·.II 
OPPOCK (PART) •••••••••• , ••••• 
AIRFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
IBERTyVILLE •••••• , ••••• " ••• , 
OCKRIDGE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACKWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEASANT PLAIN ••••••••••••• , •• 

JOHNSON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

,ORALVILLE •••••• ,., ••••••• " •• C 
H 
I 
L 
N 
o 
S 
S 

S 
T 
U 

A 
C 
C 
M 
M 
M 
o 
o 

o 
w 

ILLS ............... fj II e" e e e ..... " 

OWA .................... ,I ................ 
ONE TREE ...... ~ ••••••••••••••• 
ORTH LI8ERTY.,.,., ••• , •••• , •• 
XFORD •••••••••• " ••••••••••••• 
HlJEYVILLE •••••••••• '" ., •••• , 
OlON ....................... " .......... 

WISHER •••••••••••••• • ........ • 
IFFIN ••••••••••••••• • ......... 
NIVERSITY HEIGHTS, •••••••• , •• 

JONES COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

NAMOSA •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
ASCADE (PART) ... II ............... II .. II 

ENTER JUNCTION ••• , ••••••• , ••• 
ARTELLE ••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
ONTICELLO ••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 
ORLEy •••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
LIN ••••••• II ••• II II ••••• 11"'11'" 

NSLOW •• ~ •••• , ••••••• , •••• , ••• 

XFORD JUNCTION ••••••••••••••• 
YOMING ••• II" /1/ II. (Ip 8-" 'II' II •••• II •• ". 

KEOKUK COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

.LTA ........... , ............ • DE 
('I 
H/\ 
HA 
HE 
KE 
KE 
KI 

BSON ••••••••••• ~ ••••••• • ••• • 
RPER ................... ,I ...... 
YESVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
ORICK ••••••••••••••• , •••••• • 

"OTA ........... " ••• ,II •• " .... 11. II •• 

SWICK •••••••••••••••••••• " •• 
NROSS •• fi •• ~ ••••• o ••••••••••• 

RTINSBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 
RTH ENGLISH (PART) •• ,., ••••• 
LIE, ••••••••• , •••••••••••••• 
CHL AND •••• _ , .. , ................ 
GOUHNEY,., .• , _., •• , , .. , " .. , .... , 
unl ENGL I SH 0 ~ ,) } ~ 1 " ~ ~ a , 1 , ~ ~ ~ ~ 

MA 
NO 
OL 
RI 
SI 
SO 
n 
WF. 
Wi-! 

10HNBlJR Co., ,. ,. , ... ", .. , , , " .... _ , .. , .... 
'SST[F{ l " , ~ ,; J ~ a n .~ v ~ .) ~ ~ !! ~ ~ I;. ~ .. q '" 

AT CHEER., •••••••••••••••••• 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

APRIL t-
JULY 1. 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 
--

?35 196 
1'1 ilj 

36 503 35 1125 

89'1 788 
2 333 2 293 

612 607 
251 2'9 
352 381 
?86 260 

1 '179 1 389 
15 59A 15 619 

'14 115 
1 091 1 1'+1 

291 284 
673 685 
120 96 

1'1 798 15 774 

518 525 
7 7 

7 718 8 715 
.Jll 329 
199 232 
173 157 
115 121 

76 987 72 127 

6 700 6 130 
581 507 

48 7~8 '16 850 
951 83'1 

1 6'18 1 055 
710 666 
201 15'1 

1 0011 837 

715 '117 
3'1'1 299 

1 167 1 265 

19 986 19 868 

'I '116 II 389 
336 '100 
173 172 
365 3'11 

3 680 :3 509 
103 123 
671 710 
?68 253 

598 666 
743 746 

13 310 13 9'13 

'126 '175 
69 80 

173 173 
78 93 

7lj6 790 
908 1 112 
2'1'1 257 

78 98 

172 1'10 
13 20 

233 268 
607 595 

? 129 2 319 
203 218 

72 98 
106 130 
758 868 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. P 

1970 TO 1976 C 
--- 1974 1 

NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 
._-"--" --c-o 

39 19.9 3 606 3 '193 2 195 

- - 3 961 3 850 2 423 

1 078 3.0 If 587 4 732 :3 014 

106 13.5 q 125 'I 33'1 2 771 
'10 1.7 3 582 ::5 616 2 394 

5 0,8 'I 035 'I 1157 3 003 
12 5.0 5 182 5 216 3 '128 

-29 -7.6 b 3'18 'I 969 2 850 

26 10,0 'I 175 'I '122 2 906 
90 6.5 II 585 II 630 :1 233 

-21 -0.1 5 015 5 09'1 3 413 

-1 -2.2 II 022 4 050 2 661 

-50 -'1,4 5 062 5 030 J 201 
7 2.5 3 998 'I 025 2 6'~5 

-12 -1.8 'I 403 'I '174 3 026 
2'1 25.0 3 737 3 762 2 '172 

-976 -6.2 'I 250 'I 575 2 803 

-7 -1.3 3 905 'I 09'1 2 '160 

- - 2 527 2 629 1 589 
-997 -11,/1 'I 258 'I '103 2 842 
-18 -5.5 'I 599 4 786 2 830 
-33 -1'1.2 3 817 3 970 2 398 

16 10.2 'I 012 'I 173 2 520 
-6 -5.0 3 812 3 965 2 395 

L! 800 6.7 'I 818 'I 52" 3 007 

570 9.3 'I 8'19 'I 511 J 144 
n 14.6 'I '15'1 'I 227 2 788 

1 898 '1.1 II 768 '! '173 :3 028 
117 1'1,0 4 707 'I 376 2 981 
593 56.2 'I 907 'I 55'1 2 975 

'1'1 6.6 3 851 3 521 2 37'1 
'17 30,5 4 '185 4 177 2 682 

107 20.0 5 I'll 'I 651 2 971 

298 71.5 4 719 'I '177 2 875 
'15 15.1 3 839 3 753 2 556 

-98 -7,7 8 '135 7 861 5 051 

118 0.6 3 874 3 990 2 '191 

27 0.6 3 968 3 920 2 578 
-6'1 -16.0 3 371 3 '103 2 169 

1 0.6 4 706 'I 8'11 2 917 
'1'1 12.9 3 998 4 112 2 511 

171 '1.9 Lj 319 'I 43'1 2 798 
-20 -16.3 3 865 3 976 2 395 
-39 -5.5 4 151 3 955 2 'Ill! 

15 5.9 'I 62'1 l! 757 2 866 

-68 -10.2 3 3'10 3 671 2 229 

-3 -0.'1 If 316 'I '136 2 618 

-633 -'1.5 3 871 3 876 2 455 

-'19 -10.3 3 209 3 1L17 2 193 
-11 -13.7 'I 837 'I 7113 3 03'! 

- - 3 137 3 102 1 967 
-15 -16.1 'I 17'1 'I 127 2 617 
-'14 -5.6 3 6'11 3 929 2 269 

-20'1 -lB.3 3 946 3 602 2 236 
-13 -5.1 3 319 3 282 2 081 
-20 -2O,,! 3 627 3 586 2 27'1 

32 22.9 :3 638 3 597 2 281 
-7 -35.0 2 96'1 2 931 1 860 

-35 -13.1 4 185 'I 138 2 624 
12 2.0 ~ 293 4 244 2 723 

-1<,10 -8.2 4 332 " 211 2 839 
-15 -6.9 q 336 ~ 21\8 2 719 
-26 -26.5 3 973 3 928 2 491 
-24 -18.5 4 271 '+ 22:5 2 678 

-110 -12.7 3 7'+9 3 57b 2 279 

15 

E 

ERCENT 
HANGE, 
969 TO 

1975 

52.2 

'18.9 
49.6 
3'1.'1 
51.2 
87.6 
'13.7 
'11,8 
'16.9 

51.1 
58,1 
51.2 
lf5.!:l 
51.2 

51.6 

58.7 
59.0 
49.8 
62.5 
59.~ 
59.2 
59.2 

60,2 

5/f.2 
59,8 
57.5 
57.> 
64,9 
62.2 
6'7.2 
73.0 

64.1 
50,2 
67.U 

55.5 

53.9 
55.Q 
61.J 
59.2 
5'1.'1 
61.'1 
72.0 
61.J 

'+9.8 
6'1.9 

5'/ ,I 

46.5 
'\9.'1 
59,5 
59.5 
60.5 
76.5 
59.5 
59.5 

59.5 
59.4 
59.0 
57.7 
52,6 
59,.5 
59 ~ ~i 
59~5 
6lt ~ S 
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Table 1. July 1, 1916 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State. 

Counties. and Subcounty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS 

IS AN ESTIMATE AND 

KOSSUTH COUNTy •••••••••••• 

Al.GONA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BANCROFT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OURT •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FENTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKOTA ....................... . 
LEDyAHD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LONE ROCK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LUVERNE (PART) •••••••••••••••• 

SWEA CITy .................... . 
TITONKA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
wr:SLEY ••••••••••• , •••• , •••••• '1 
WEST BEND (PART) •••••••••••••• 
WHITTEMORE •••••••••••••••••••• I 

LEE COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

DONNELLSON •••••••••••••••••••• 
FORT MADISON •••••••••••••••••• 
FRANKLIN ..................... . 
HOUGHTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
KEOKUK1 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MONTROSE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ST. PAUL ..................... . 
WEST POINT •••••••••••••••••••• 

LINN COUNTy ............. " 

ALBURNETT ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BERTRAM ••••••••••••.•••••••••• 
CEDAR RAPIDS •••••••••••••••••• 
CENTER POINT •••••••••••••••••• 
CENTRAL CITy •••••••••••••••••• 
COGGON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELy •••••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
FAlRFAX ......... ., ........... . 

HIA.ATHA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LISBON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~IARION •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
"OUNT VERNON •••••••••••••••••• 
PALO •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PRAIRIEBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 
ROR II,S •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SPRINGVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 

IALFORD (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
WALKEK •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

l.OUISA COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

COLUMBUS CITy ••••••••••••••••• 
COLUMBUS JUNCTION ••••••••••••• 
COTTER ••••••••••• , ., ••••••• , •• 
~RED()Nl~ ..................... '1 
GRANDVIEW ••••••••••••••••••••• 
I.ETTS ........................ . 
MORNING SUN ••••••••••••••••••• 

LUC AS COUNTY •••• , ..... "' •• I 
CKARHON .. " ... , ..... ' ........ . 
DERBy ........... , ............... 1 

LUCAS •••••••• ' ................... ' 
RUSSELL, •••• " • , ••••••••••••••• 
WILLIAMSON •••••••••••••••••••• 

LYON COUNTy ................ . 

~L VORD ........................ . 
DOON •••••••••••••• ,., ••••• , ••• 
GEORGE ••••••• , , , , ., , , , ' , , , , ". , , 
INWOOD •••••••••••••• , , • , ., •••• 
LARCH.OOD ••••••••••••••••• , ••• 
LESTER, ........... , • " ••• ' ••• , 
LITTLE ROCK ••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCK RAPiDS ••••••••••••••••••• 

.sEE FOOTNOTC AT OlD OF TAI3LC. 

,)ULY 1, 
1976 

22 713 

6 361 
1 0~7 

577 
371 
3~O 
220 
160 
256 

796 
585 
615 

10 
682 

42 060, 

892 
13 247 

125 
123 

lA 098 
887 
).46 
03? 

167 320 

440 
191 

108 68'1 
1 471 
1 096 

623 
362

1 A'18 

3 899 
1 621 

19 236 
3 382 

485 
175 
668 
059 

5 
620 

11 054 

391 
251 

59 
,168 
405 
390 
815 
367 
823 

821 
H7 
230 
538 
239 

\74 
414 

1 112 
746 
601 
277 
S59 
697 

POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) --. ----.-"""'"-.,~-

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

22 937 

6 032 
1 103 

608 
'103 
385 
2'10 
166 
313 

77'1 
599 
548 

12 
658 

'12 996 

798 
1] 996 

111, 
119 

J.5 173 
735 
129 
045 

163 213 

418 
177 

110 6'12 
1 1,56 
1 116 

656 
275 
635 

2 416 
1 329 

18 028 
3 018 

'130 
182 
663 
970 

1 
622 

to 682 

312 
205 

55 
168 
357 
'13'1 
906 
369 
8'73 

10 163 

5 009 
161 
2'17 
591 
216 

13 3'10 

20'1 
'+37 
194 
6'1'1 
611 
238 
531 

;> 632 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

NUMBER PERCENT 

-224 

329 
-56 
-31 
-32 
-45 
-20 
-6 

-57 

22 
-1'1 

67 
-2 
2'1 

-936 

9'1 
-749 

14 
4 

-I. 075 
152 

1'1 
-13 

II 107 

22 
14 

-1 958 
15 

-20 
-33 

87 
213 

'183 
292 
208 
36'1 

55 
-7 

5 

8: 1 

-2 

372 

79 
'16 

'I 

L~8 

-4'1 
-91 

-5~ I 
-77 

-188 
"1'1 
-17 
··53 

2J 

-66 

,·30 
-25 
-82 
10:, 
-10 

39 
28 
65 

-1.0 

5.5 
~5.1 
-5.1 
-7.9 

-11. '7 
-8.3 
_3.6 

-18.2 

2.8 
-2.3 
12.2 

-16.7 
3.6 

11.8 
-5.4 
12.6 
3.4 

-7.1 
20.7 
13.2 
-1.2 

2.5 

5.3 
7.9 

-1.8 
1.0 

-1.8 
-5.0 
31.6 
33.5 

61.4 
22.0 

6.7 
12.1 
12.8 
-3.8 
0.8 
9.2 

400.0 
-0.3 

3.5 

25.3 
3.8 
7.3 

13.4 
-10.1 
-10.0 
-0.5 
-2,7 

-0.8 

-3.8 
-8.7 
-6.9 
-9.0 
10.6 

... 0.5 

,·14.7 
-5.3 
_6.9 
15.8 
-1.6 
16.4 
5.3 
2.5 

197't 
1975 (REVISED) 

4 337 

4 933 
3 717 
3 688 
5 013 
3 651 
4 086 
4813 
It 272 

" 743 
'I 568 
4 491 
'I 733 
" 468 

494 

'I 786 
4 720 
3 890 
4 987 
4 290 
4 293 
4 965 
4 331 

130 

4 7'11 
:J 602 
5 259 
4 177 
4 59? 
5 101 
" 752 
I~ 695 

4 920 
3 839 
5 216 
" 489 
'I 243 
4 115 
" 790 
'I 756 

'I 675 
4 222 

,~ 170 

" 064 
4 871 
'l 277 
3 998 
3 748 
4 387 
4 503 
'I 122 
4 12R 

O(J:j 

4 785 
3 632 
3 735 
3 766 
3 80B 

096 

3 565 
3 991 
~ 905 
'I 586 
4 611 
4 '+67 
3 474[ 
5 062 

'I 847 

5 06B 
3 766 
3 989 
5 333 
'I 2'12 
4 348 
5 122 
'I '+89 

'I 957 
4 831 
'I 778 
5 036 
'I 726 

367 

4 533 
4 633 
3 716 
'I 765 
'I 071 
3 972 
4 744 
4 192 

'I 820 
I 

4 750 
3 389 
'I 93'1 
4 100 
'I 391 
'I 893 
4 483/ 
'I '103 

'I 667 
3 511 
'I 867 
'I 1'18 
3 931 
3 873 
'l 331 
'I 488 

'I 400 
4 011 

'I 573 

'I 232 
5 339 
'I 5

'
lO 

'I 24'1 
3 988 
'f 306 
'I 867 
'I 066 
II W79 

,} 968 

'I 615 
3 509 
3 609 
3 953 
3 679 

4 206 

3 522 
3 901 
5 316 
4 365 
4 565 
4 413 
3 379 
'I 984 

1969 

J 030 
1 959 
2 173 
2, 749 
2 190 
2 245 
2 645) 
2 593 

2 742 
2 492 
2 %3 
2 600 
? 440 

2 8471' 
2 6,+7 
2 976, 
2 169 
2 781 
2. 899 
2 328 
2 769 
2 461 

208 

2 899 
2 126 
3 346 
2 663 
2 76'1 
2 987 
2 812 
2 761 

3 046 
2 293 
3 242 
2 869 
2 572 
2 429 
2 751 
2 816 

2 666 

498 
3 26q 
2 681 
2 505 
2 518 
2 481 
2 739 
2. '50'1 
? 692 

2 83~ 
2 135 
2 196 
2 :128 
2 239 

472 

2 044 
2 294 
2 998 
2 77/1 
2 650 
2 562 
1 950 
3 129 

PERCENT 
CHANGE. 
1969 TO 

1975 

77.6 

62.8 
89.7 
69.7 
82.4 
66.7 
82.0 
82.0 
64.8 

73.0 
83.3 
82.3 
82.0 
83,1 

'5'1.9 

80.8 
58.6 
79.3 
79.3 
48.0 
8'1.'1 
79.,3 
76.0 

59.9 

63,S 
69.4 
57.2 
56.9 
66.1 
70.8 
69.0 
70.0 

61.5 
67.4 
60.9 
56.5 
65.0 
69.4 
7'1.1 
68.9 

70,l) 
68.6 

62.7 
49.2 
59.b 
59.6 
48.8 
76.8 
64.'! 
6/1,6 
53.3 

68.8 
70.1 
70.1 
61.8 
70.1 

65.7 

7'1. 'I 
74.0 
63.6 
65,3 
7

'
1,0 

711. 'l 
78.< 
61.~ 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AAEAS 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. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

---

"1 AD 

BEVINGT 
EARLI-IAM 
EAST PF 
11ACKSBU 
PATTERS 
ST. CHA 
TRURO •• 
WINTFRS 

ISON COUNTY$.$~,.oe.~8~ 

ON (PART) .............. 
.... " .. " <I " 10 e ... 8 ... 11 .. 11 .. 11 G ~ .. 

RU ~ .......... " B .. <I" """"""" II to .. 

Ro ..................... 
ON" .. "" ..... <I." .... "" .. II"" II" II 

RLES ................... 
•• "."".",." ...... "_ot,, .... 
ET ..................... 

MAH ASK A COUNTy •••••••••••• 

RARNES 
BEACON. 
EI1DYVIL 
FREMONT 
KEOMAH • 
LEIGHTO 
NEVI SHA 
OSKALOO 

CITY (PART) •••••••••••• 
D " I> ..... ~ • II .. 10 e " ...... 01 " • ~ Q .. II 

LE (PART) •••••••••••••• 
...... ~ .. ft • ~ II .... 0 .... , ........ " 

.................... , ... ., ... 
N ... /I ... """" I II ................ /I 

RON, .... " ............... '.t ... " 
SA ... • II II ~ ........... " ...... ~ • 6 .. III 

ROSE HI 
U~IVERS 

LL .. ~ ................. , ..... " ... II .... 

lTY PARK •••••••• II •••••• 

MA~ ION COUNfY ••••••••••••• 

~ ...................................... eUSSEY. 
DALLAS. 
HAMILTON 
HARVFY. 
KNOXVILL 
~IARYSVIL 
MELCHER. 
PELLA .••• 

.......... " .... " ........ ........ " .............. 
•••••• 10 ••• ".11" •••• ·, ••• 

PLEASANT 
SWAN .... 

MARS 

ALBION .. 
CLEMONS. 
I'ERGUSON 
('ILMAN •• 
HAVERHIL 
LAUREL •• 
LE GRAND 
Ll SCOMS. 

MARSHALL 
MELBOURN 
RHODES •• 
ST. ANTH 
STATE CE 

MILL 

f.MERSON. 
GLENWOOD 
HASTINGS 
HENDERSO 
~.Al VERN. 
PACIFIC 
SILVI'R C 
TAeOR (P 

MITe 

CARPENTE 
MCINTIRE 

E, ................. I"" II 

LE •••••••••••••••••••• 
.......... 11 •••• ' •••••••• 

•••••••••••••••• 11 •• " •• 

VILLE .... " ......... '0 •• III 
•••••• * •••••••••••• 11'. 

HALL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

•••• 11 •••••• ·······.·,· ............... " ... ". 
" •••••• 110 ••• • ••• • ••• _ 

......... 11." ••• ' •• • •••• 

L ................... - ..... ....................... 
" .......... " .......... ....................... 
TOWN •••••••••••••••••• 
E .... 11 ........... 11 .................... 

......................... " ................ 
ONY .................... 
NTER ................... 

S COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

.. " ................ " .. ................ , ........ ....................... 
N ..................... 
••••••••••••••• ' .... 11 •• 

JUNCTION .............. 
lTY .............................. '" '" 
ARTl ......... • ... • .... 

HELL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

R."""."."." •••••• ,," D." .... " ..... " .............. 
••••••••••• 11 •• 11 •••• 11". 11 ITCHELL 

OKCHARD. 
OSAGE ... 
flICEVILLE 
ST. ANSGA 
STACYVILL 

••••••••••••••••••••• 11 ...................... 
(PART) .............. 

RII"",,, .. ,,"""",,.,,.e," s" 
E .................... 

MONON 

PLENCOE .. 
CASHNA •• 

A COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

"" •• 11 ••••••• • ••• ", ••• .............. , ....... 

.. 

SEC FOOTNOTE AT END (IF TABLE. 

APRIL 11 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

12 060 11 558 

'16 47 
1 069 974 

169 1M 
138 142 
146 120 
1137 443 
'105 359 

3 795 .3 65'1 

21 815 22 177 

;;24 218 
278 336 
162 157 
6Lf8 480 

76 Lfl 
lLf3 HO 
Q39 944 

10 "i85 11 224 

1'17 192 
517 53'1 

27 'lQ3 26 352 

51'! '+98 
'138 438 
16? 186 
?25 217 

7 516 7 755 
98 91 

968 913 
7 20'1 6 668 

1 386 1 297 
63 56 

q2 <'>08 '11 076 

R311 772 
157 178 
208 203 
''\12 513 
175 160 
?C3 245 

1 001 565 
31'1 328 

27 18'1 26 219 
724 661 
370 347 
\2~ 1'16 

1 159 1 232 

12 612 11 832 

'~60 qat[ 
'+ <)39 4 '+21 

20f 229 
199 211 

1 102 1 158 
539 505 
nl 272 
123 109 

12 718 13 108 

117 122 
233 234 
2:32 233 

9!'< 115 
3 6M :3 815 

"62 511 
1 085 994 

52" 598 

11 692 1? 069 

259 255 
205 211 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. PERCENT 

1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 
197& 1969 TO 

NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (HEVISED) 1969 197~ 

-

502 '1.3 'I 016 'I 368 2 651 51.5 

~l -2.1 927 1 014 584 55.7 
95 9.B " 693 5 306 2 742 71.2 

-15 -8.2 3 852 q 216 2 431 58." 
-4 -2.8 3 782 " 140 2 386 58.5 
26 21.7 3 72R 'I 081 2 352 58.5 
-6 -1.4 " 013 q 300 2 479 ~1.'i 

'16 12.8 .3 81'1 q 093 2 648 '14.0 

I'll 3.9 'I 521 q 63b 2 832 59.6 

I 
-362 -1,6 'I 119 4 358 2 528 I ~2.9 

6 2.8 3 389 3 614 2 257 50.2 
-60 -17.8 3 069 .3 272 2 0'1'1 50.1 

5 3.2 .3 278 3 ~95 2. 183 50.2 
168 35.0 q 071 q 713 2 649 53.7 

35 8~.Lf 3 490 3 721 2 324 50.2 
3 2.1 3 974 4 231J 2 6q7 50.1 

-5 -0.5 3 873 q 036 2 647 '16 • .1 
-639 -5.7 Lf tl'l7 4 531 2 757 61 • .1 

-45 -23.4 3 303 :3 522 2 200 50.1 
~17 -3.2 3 643 3 713 2 330 56.'! 

1 091 4.1 4 564 4 563 2 677 70.5 

16 3.2 3 878 3 742 2 190 77.1 

- - 3 240 3 'l44 2 175 IIY.O 
-Zq -12.9 3 132 3 196 1 963 59.6 

8 3.7 3 80~ 3 883 2 385 59.5 
-239 -3.1 4 668 4 704 2 821 65.5 

7 7.7 2 605 2 65~ 1 633 59.5 
55 6.0 3 959 'l 027 2 421 63.5 

536 B.O 4 609 4 '184 2 699 70.8 

89 6.9 4 264 4 'l71 2 834 50.5 
7 12.5 3 621 3 695 2 270 59,5 

1 532 3.7 5 015 4 936 3 095 62.0 

62 8.0 4 178 4 183 2 586 61.6 
-21 -11.8 4 773 4 831 2 798 70.6 

5 2.5 4 569 4 624 2 678 70,6 
-1 -0.2 4 774 4 919 2 854 67.J 
15 9.4 4 682 'l 73'1 2 745 70.6 
38 15.5 4 460 'l 51'! 2 604 7l.) 

436 77 .2 ~ tfOl 'l 35" 2 77~ 5il.7 
-14 -4.3 'l 177 'l 396 2 525 65.~ 

965 3.7 ~ 188 5 019 3 315 56.5 
63 9.5 5 004 t[ 999 2 8~5 75.9 
23 6.6 'I 398 4 '152 2 579 70.0 

-28 -17 ,9 'l 031 q OtiO 2 363 70.~ 

-73 -5.9 5 490 5 513 3 079 78.3 

no 6.6 4 697 5 005 3 129 50.1 

-2'1 -5.0 t[ 65t[ 5 231 3 318 '10.:! 
518 11.7 3 883 3 ~97 2 59'l q9.7 
-23 -10.0 t[ 901 5 099 3 t[12 t[3.6 
-12 -5.7 'I 847 5 0~6 3 189 52.0 
-56 -'1.8 4 qOO t[ 'l64 2 892 52.1 

3'l 6.7 4 153 4 55:.1 3 O'l7 36.3 
-1 -0.4 5 59? 5 822 3 680 n.v 
14 12.8 q 977 5 182 3 275 52.0 

-390 -3.0 3 972 t[ 170 2 q73 60.6 

-5 -4.1 3 476 3 554 2. 153 61.<1 
-1 -0.'1 2 980 3 OU? 1 8t[6 61.4 
-1 -0.4 2 'I'll 2 490 1 512 61.'1 

-20 -17.4 3 725 3 809 2 307 61." 
-151 ·4.0 4 221 'l 267 2 786 51.5 

51 10.0 t[ 130 4 06~ 2 471 67.1 
91 9.2 4 88q 5 060 2 967 A4.ti 

-70 -11.7 3 885 3 967 2 4e7 56.2 

-377 -3.1 q 293 'I 557 2 603 6'1.9 

'I 1.6 q 525 5 07<1 2 786 62.4 
-6 -2.8 3 111 3 206 1 870 66.4 
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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 sueCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1909 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 

IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) . . .-
POPULATION ESTlI~ATED PfR CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

MAPLETON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOORHEAD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ONAWA." ... I)." ~'~ ~ 11'. III" II .. "." II I) II 0' II III 

ROONEY a III 01 ill 0 • II •••• 9 II II ... II '" • II It ... II 

SOLDIER .. III. " ••••••••••••• 00.0" II 

TURIN. a •• "." •• 11100 .......... 0 ..... 0_ 

UTE ••••••• "1'1 .'111"". II .. " ." ....... III 

WHITING ................ " •••••••• 

MONROE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

AL8IA ••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EDOYVILLE (PART) •••••••••••••• 
LOVILIA •••••••••••••• • ••••• • •• 
MELROSE. e ,. •••• II '" • "'I '" "'. II 10 ... 1\ 01 •• 

MONTGOME~Y COUNTY ......... 

CORURG •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELL!OTT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRANT. II •••• II 1\ II ••••• II .......... II 

REf) OAK ........ ., ••••••••••••• e. 

STANTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
vILLISCA ••••••••• " ........ e •••• 

MUSCATINE COUNTy •••••••••• 

TALISSA •••• e •••••••• • •••••••• 

·ONESVILLE ..................... 
A 
C 
D 
F 
M 
N 
S 
'II 

W 
IV 

A 
C 
H 
M 
f' 
P 
S 
5 
S 

URANT (PART) ........... ,., ••••• 
RUITLAND ...................... 
USCATINE1~~.ot •••••••••••• o •• 
ICHOLS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
rOCKTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ALCOTT (PART) •••••••••••••••• 

EST LIBERTy ................... 
ILTON (PART)l ••••• a •••••••••• 

O'BRIEN COUNTV •••••••••••• 

KCHER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ALUMET ....... , ................. 
ARTLEy ................. " •••••• 
ONETA, •••••••••••••••••• e •••• 

AlILlINA ........ B ................ 

KIMGHAR' ......... "' ••••••• e ...... 

ANBORN ......................... 
HELDON •••• " ...... "' .............. 
UTHERLAND •••••••••••••••••••• 

OSCEOLA COUNTy •••• , ••••••• 

SHTON ........ " II • " • Ii ••• " •• III •••• 

'ARRIS ••• " ........ " ""' &0,<1 •• II' 

A 
H 
M 
o 
S 

fl 
B 
C 
C 
C 
E 
H 
N 

eLVIN", •••••••••• e 1.,.1t e ..... '" II 

CHEYEOAN ...................... 
IRLEV ................... I •••• ~ 

PAGE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LANCHARD •••••.••••••••••••••• 
',ADl)YV ILLE •••••••••••••••• " • 
lARINDA ...................... 
OIN,." ............. Oo ..... " .......... /I 

OlLEGE SPRIN6S, •• lIt.~,~.II.,II. 
SSEX. it ...... "' ...... >50 ,.. /I .. ., " /I • It' •• 
EPBURN.ft6 •••• iI ••• o ••••• o ••••• 

ORTHBORO •• IIII .... II ••••••••••• e. 

AMBAUGH. II ... IiIl •• ., .............. SIl 
51 
y, 
iFN~Nt)OAH (PART)o ••• ~u •• ~.~.1I 
JRKTO~N •••••••••••• II ••••••••• 

AY 
Cu 
Cy 
EM 
GR 

PALO ALTO COUNTy •••••••• , • 

RSHIRE,. .............. " .... 
RLEW ........... , ............ 
LINflER ...................... / 
METSBURG ••••• ,I ••• v~.,~ •••••• 
AETTINGER. /I" /I."" 0)1. tI /I ••••• /I /I. 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT ~ND OF TA8LE. 

APRIL I, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

1 58'! 1 6q7 
239 271 

3 188 :3 154 
117 66 
212 242 
131 115 
464 512 
715 590 

'I 30'! 9 357 

:3 8'12 4 151 
'I 7 

6,!5 640 
190 192 

12 857 12 781 

36 36 
479 423 
160 152 

6 387 6 210 
661 574 

1 471 1 '102 

39 269 37 lAl 

35~ 24'1 
287 295 

If 'I" 
163 1'12 

23 550 22 997 
371 396 
23'1 222 

ltf -
2 509 2 296 
2 122 1 880 

17 377 17 522 

1.3'1 134 
2'12 219 

1 610 1 694 
'12 41 

1 183 1 257 
96A 995 

1 46t! 1 465 
'I '152 lj 535 

751 875 

8 1'19 8 555 

480 483 
l.60 195 
?53 325 
516 5'15 

2 919 2 7'!9 

18 M6 18 537 

lLf.!3 139 
170 207 

S ~21 5 lf20 
.387 294 
323 295 
862 770 

36 38 
10'1 115 

159 178 
6 2Lf.3 5 968 

99 105 

.1.3 ?t~a 13 289 

2.361 ~'U 
104 

1.3
2

1 ml 4 30'1 It 150 
875 907 

(DOLLARS) 

=-J:--"-CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

-- 1971j 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REV I SED) 1969 1975 

~o3 -3.8 4 632

1 

4 852 2 816 64.5 
-32 -11.8 4 967 4 771 2 994 65.9 

34 1.1 4 456 4 574 2 694 65.4 
51 77.3 4 171 4 299 2 507 66.4 

-30 -12.4 4 010 4 12~ 2 549 57.J 
16 13.9 4 447 4 583 2 672 66.4 

-48 -9.4 3 994 3 905 2 313 72.1 
125 21.2 4 741 'f 849 2 639 79.7 

-53 -0.6 3 907 3 815 I 2 350 66.3 

-309 -7'.4 4 524 4 354
1 

2 670 69.4 
-3 -4~:: I 3 858 3 698 2 20'> 75.0 

5 4 001 3 730 2 047 95.5 
-2 -1,0 4 156 3 987 2 375 75.0 

76 0.6 'I 735 4 905 2 947 60.'1 

- - 4 284 4 500 2 633 62.7 
56 13.2 3 855, q 444 2 455 57.0 

8 5.3 3 963 4 163 2 436 62.7 
177 2.9 4 697 q 722 2 929 60.4 

87 15.2 4 702 4 736 2 769 69.d 
69 4.9 ;) 911 q 019 2 500 56.4 

2 088 5.6 'I 887 'I 7te 2 986 63.7 

114 46.7 3 820 4 015 2 414 58.2 
-8 -2.7 3 999 3 899 2 465 62.2 

- - 5 728 5 5A3 3 525 62.S 
21 14.8 4 027 3 926

1 

2 482 62.2 
553 2.'1 4 88q q 662 3 084 58., 
-25 -6.3 3 933 3 892 2 547 ~q.4 

12 S.4 Ij !13 'I 011 2 536 62.2 
14 ... q 82.3 q 720 - ... 

213 9.3 If 81j6 4 611 3 152 53,7 
242 12.9 " 720 5 657 3 397 68.4 

-145 -0.8 4 224 Ij 53b 2 451 72.3 

- - 4 110 4 30<) 2 314 77.0 
23 10.5 4 141 4 341 2 332 77.6 

-84 -5.0 4 915 5 31'1 2 908 69.0 
1 2.4 3 99/j 4 187 2 2'19 77.0 

-7'1 -5.9 4 60R 4 561 2 636 74.8 
-27 -2.7 4 325 ' 4 553 2 448 76.7 
-1 -0.1 4 018 'I 10~ 2 209 81.9 
17 0.4 4 455 4 519 2 697 65.2 

-124 -14.2 " 215 4 597 2 %3 71.1 

-'lO6 -4.7 4 461 4 67~ 2 598 71.7 

-3 -0.6 3 476 .::; 793 2 115 6'1.3 
-35 -17.9 3 919 4 18< 2 336 70.3 
-72 -22.2 4 42'1 4 Ij67 2 51 7 75.6 
-29 -5.'3 If 418 If 558 2 54lf 73,7 
170 6.2 If 'f83 4 54~ 2 759 62.5 

129 0.7 4 32.3 If 32:') 2 7l? ~9.4 

6 4.3 2 712 2 /62 1 f)Q 3 69.2 

-37 -17.9 3 829 .::; 900 2 263 69.2 
-99 -1,8 /j 18'> If O'lb 2 673 56." 

93 31.6 q 839 4 928 2 659 69.3 

28 9.5 3 60? 3 66;'-2 2 268 58.6 
9;> 11.9 3 775 Ij 01\1 2 368 59.4 
-2 -5.3 ,~ 551 4 635 2 689 69.2 

-11 -9.6 ,3 74< . 3 811 2 211 69.2 

-19 -10.7 3 935 Ij 010 2 327 69.2 
275 4.6 5 OJ'i 5 047 3 159 59.4 
-6 -5~7 3 7'11 3 B0Y 2 :>10 69,,] 

-4\ ·0,,] 'J 3Q9 4 93n 2 618 oB,O 

-,7 287 ~~ I ''; 

5, ,:l 1'1 
9 i 4 IJ.OJ If I 2 .. 

·-1 ,"0, I 5 !i ;S~I(\ i ; Ci6l 74.> 
157 3.8 4 4 721, I 2 807 62.6 
~32 -3.5 3 935 4 577 2· 489 58.1 



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 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT) . 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy II,COME 

AREA 

MALLAR()" \I II" II II 1[1 \I,,@.,eee.<JtilI)"II.tJe 

ROOMAN .. ...... a ....... <20 .... Ii ...... 0- .. II /;I ..... 

HUTHVEN ..... e •••• oc.o.o.o ....... ~ 

WEST BEND (PART) ................... 

PLyMOUTH COUNTy ••••••••••• 

AKRON ............... ee.e ............ 

BRUNSVILLE ..... , ....... , .......... 
CRAIG .... e.a ......... eeoe ............. 

HINTON ............................... 
KINGSLEY /I" II II" Q"" 9 II" II" e II 'II""" t\>" III 

LE MARS /I" II" II "" co "" .. "It" " t> " e II II • II .. II 

MERR I LL " II " " " " " II e " " II \I • /I " " II " " « e III 

OyENS .. /lo" ••••• "o" •• /I ••••••• "O& 

REMSEN •••• "o"" •• eo' •• o ......... 

STRUBLE"." II """"" II""" to,,""" II II """ 

WESTFIELD •••••••••••••• " •••••• 

POCAHONTAS COUNTy ••••••••• 

ONOA •• " 111111" ••• " /I •• " II" ••• "" ••• 

'Il.MORE 
F 
G 
H 
L 
P 
P 
P 
R 
V 

CITY (PART) ••••••• " •• " 

A 
A 
A 
[l 

C 
C 
D 
E 

c; 
J 
M 
P 
P 
R 
S 
U 

A 
C 
C 

AVELOCK ••••••••••••••••••••• , 
AURENS" •••••••••• , ............ 
ALMER" •• " II"' •••••• , ••••••• ". 
LOVER •• ~ ••••••••••••• , ••••••• 
OCAHONTAS •••••••••••••••••••• 
OLFE •••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
ARINA ••• " •••••••• " ••••••••••• 

POLK COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LLEMAN ••••••••••••••••••• oo •• 

LTOONA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NKENY ••••• ~ ••••••••• ••••••••• 
ONDURANT ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARLISLE (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
LIVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ES MOINES •••••••••••••••••••• 
LKHART •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 

HIMES •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OHNSTON1 •••••• III to ••••••••••••• 

ITCHELLVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
l.EASANT HILL ••••••••••••••••• 
OLK CITy ••••••••••••••••••••• 
UNNELLS •••••••••••••••••••••• 
HELDAHl. (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
R6ANDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

EST DES MOINES ••••••••••••••• 
INDSOR HEIGHTS ••••••••••••••• 

POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTy •••••• 

'l/OCA •••••••••••••• III. III. III •••• III' 

ARSON •••••• It" lit ••••••••••• III 11>' 

ARTER ~AKE ••••••••••••••••••• 
OUNCIL C 

CR 
HA 
MC 
MA 

BLUFFS •••••••••••••••• 
ESCENT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
NCOCK •••••••••••••••••••••• • 
CLEL.LAND ••••••• lit ••••••••• • •• 

CEDONIA ••••••••••••••••••••• 

MJ 
NE 
OA 
SH 
TI'\ 
UN 
WA 

SA 
BR 
DE 
G~ 
GU 
HA 
MA 

NDEN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OLA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KLAND •••••••• II.' lit .......... ". 

ELBY (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
EYNOR ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DERWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LNUT ......... ell •••••• lit. lit ••••• 

POI'IESHIEK COUNTy •••••••••• 

RNES CITY (PART) ••• ~ •• &.a ••• 

OOKLYN ••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
EP RIVER •••••••••••••••••••• 
INNELL. ••••••••••••• • ••• ••• •• 
ERNSfY ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
RTWICK •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LCOM •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT EN[) OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

3!i1l 38/l 
119 1011 
766 706 
945 853 

24 226 211 :322 

1 12/l 1 324 
150 12,5 
103 98 
597 1188 

1 056 1 097 
7 <)91 6 159 

676 790 
161\ 145 

1 402 1 '67 
58 59 
1~8 1118 

11 793 12 793 

808 980 
173 289 
228 2118 

1 666 1 792 
236 2611 
135 129 

2 270 2 338 
8112 767 
123 1110 

301 265 286 130 

206 189 
II 1\58 2 883 

13 796 9 151 
1 399 '+62 - -
4 ~2/l J 005 

195 405 201 '10'1 
318 269 

1 '135 1l3/j 
2 319 2 236 
1 1118 1 3111 
2 677 1 535 

955 715 
'128 354 
206 166 

16 673 14 '13'1 

21 1116 16 /j'l1 
7 126 6 303 

86 q/l1 86 991 

1 496 1 535 
7/l9 756 

J 561 3 268 
58 404 60 348 

301 284 
270 228 
1611 1116 
335 :BO 

'lIe '133 
908 968 

1 1>'It> 1 603 
6 6 

71"1 '172 
436 /l211 
805 870 

19 '138 18 803 

12 20 
1 'I5P, 1 '110 

320 323 
8 729 8 'I/)2 

7f'. 94 
9~ 101 

397 :588 

(DOLLARS) 
-,-~----

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

19H 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

~30 -7.8 q 68? 5 429 2 678 74.8 

15 14.4 4 257 4 727 2 433 75.0 
58 8.2 5 106 5 535 2 876 77 ,5 

92 10.8 4 668 5 157 2 797 66.9 

-96 -0.'1 3 965 3 994 2 393 65.7 

~200 -15.1 4 390 4 276 2 439 80.0 

25 20.0 4 006 3 920 2 249 78.1 
5 5.1 4 310 4 216 2 420 78.1 

109 22.3 4 141 4 416 2 378 74.1 
-41 ~3.7 5 366 5 447 3 127 71.6 

~168 ~2.1 4 208 4 163 2 650 58.8 

86 10.9 q 027 3 766 2 324 73.3 
21 14.5 3 942 3 850 2 213 78.1 

35 2.6 4 902 4 432 2 530 93.8 
-1 -1.7 3 69? 3 612 2 073 78.1 

- - 3 ~O3 3 721 2 135 78.1 

-1 000 ~7.8 4 538 5 02'1 2 586 75.~ 

-172 ~17.6 4 490 4 693 2 446 83.6 

-116 -40.1 4 263 4 558 2 450 74.V 

-20 -R.l 4 238 II 532 2 436 74.0 
-126 -7.0 II 439 4 630 2 747 61.6 
-28 ~10.6 II 365 4 644 2 497 74 .e 

6 4.7 4 69< 5 018 2 697 74.0 
-68 ~2.9 5 020 5 316 2 912 72.4 

75 9.8 4 475 4 861 2 454 82.4 

-17 ~12.1 4 220 4 513 2 426 73.9 

15 135 5.3 5 515 5 118 3 443 60.2 

17 Y.O II 920 4 61;' 2 869 71.5 

1 975 68.5 II 915 II 555 3 011 63.2 
II 645 50.8 5 316 4 982 3 212 65.5 

9J7 202.8 5 367 5 248 3 127 71.6 

- ... - - - .. , 
1 519 50.5 6 006 5 601 3 837 56.5 

-5 999 -3.0 5 407 b 009 3 404 58.8 
49 18.2 5 208 " 886 3 037 71,.5 

601 12.1 5 443 5 002 3 111 75.0 
e3 3.7 4 847 4 5<17 2 ~27 71.5 
77 5.7 " 744 4 566 2 S90 64.2 

1 142 74.4 5 621 5 236 3 286 71.1 
240 33.6 4 892 4 693 2 A70 70.5 

711 20.9 4 863 " 562 2 836 71.5 
40 24.1 'I 648 4 361 2 711 71.4 

2 239 15.5 5 990 5 518 3 797 57.S 

II 705 ?8.6 6 447 5 930 3 906 65.1 
823 13.1 8 416 7 826 5 275 '39.5 

-550 -0.6 4 423 4 236 2 823 56.7 

-39 -2.5 4 601 " 520 2 776 65.7 

-7 -0.9 4 270 3 949 2 499 70.9 
293 9.0 3 527 3 364 2 316 52.) 

-1 944 -3.2 4 376 4 173 2 8,0 55.2 
17 6.0 4 486 'I 287 2 767 62.1 
42 18.'1 II 034 3 856 2 '188 62.1 
18 12.3 3 861 3 690 2 381 62.2 

5 1.5 3 631 3 '164 2 41S 50.2 

-15 -3.5 4 233 3 919 2 53'1 67.{J 
-00 -6.2 3 740 3 576 2 442 53.2 

43 2.7 5 211 5 00f! 3 424 52.2 

- - II 587 4 383 2 828 62.2 
262 55.5 5 180 4 909 3 306 ')6.7 

12 2.8 4 843 'I 547 2 730 77.'1 
-65 -7.5 4 816 4 719 2 942 63.7 

635 3.4 5 000 5 110 3 159 58.3 

-8 -40.0 q 681 'I 713 2 838 64.9 
48 3.'1 5 302 5 261 3 162 67.7 
-3 -0.9 3 90? 'I 297 2 588 50.b 

327 3.9 5 188 5 111 3 362 5".3 
-16 -17 .0 4 137 4 166 2 508 65.0 
-9 -R.9 4 286 If 316 2 599 64.9 

9 2.3 3 559 3 515 2 183 63.U 
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Table 1. July I, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS W~TH 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. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT) 

POPULATION eSTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

MONTEZUMA'$.~e ••• e""'G""" 
SEARSBORO, ••••••• eo •••••••• e •• 
VICTOR (PARi') It 11. II 0'. e 8 ••• 8$ 0 0 '. 

RINGGOLD COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BEACONSFIELD •• , ••••••••••••••• 
BENTON •••••••••••••••• , ••••••• 
CLEARFIELD (PART) •••••• '" 0' ••• ' 
DELPHOS •••••• o •••••• o ••••••••• 
DIAGONAL •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ELLSTON ••••••• , ••••••••••••••• 
KELLERTON •• oo ••••• o •••••••• ,.o 

MAL.OY. '" ,,~ • II • II , •••• 0 I! " • II .. G G • " G " 

MOUNT AYR ..................... 
REDDING ....................... 
SHANNON CITY (PART) ........... 
TINGLEy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAC COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

AUBURN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EARL Y ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE VIEW ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LYTTON (PART) ................. 
N£MAHA .. ~ ..................... 
OOEBOLT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SAC ........................... 
SCHALLER •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WALL LAKE ••• & ••• " ••••••••.•••• ·• 

SCOTT COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

JETTENDORF •••••••••••••••••••• " p LUE GRASS .................... 
,UFFALO ....................... P 

Ii 
D 
D 
D 
E 

AVENPORT ••••••••••••••••••••• 
lXON ......................... 
ONAHUF. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

.URANT (PART) ................. 

L 
L 
M 
~ 
N 
P 
p 
P 

LDRIDGE. ..................... 

E CLAIRE ..................... 
ONG GROVE ................... , 
CCAUSLAND •••••••••••••••••••• 
AySVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EI< LIBERTY ••••••••••••••••••• 
ANOP.AMA PARK ..... ' •••••••••••• 
LAIN VIEW .................... 
RINCETON ••••••••••••••••••••• 

IVERDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
'ALCOTT (PAin) •••••••••••••••• 

(\ 

E 
E 
11 
I 
K 
P 
P 

S 
T 
~ 

SHELBY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

EFIANCE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARUNC, ....................... 
LK HORN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARLAN ........................ 
RWIN ......................... 
IRKMAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ANAMA ••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
ORTSMOUTH •••••••••••••••••••• 

HEL8Y (PARTl ................. 
ENNANT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ESTPHALIA •••••••••••••••••••• 

SIOUX COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

LTON ••••••••••••••••••••••••• A 
ti 
C 
GR 
HA 
HQ 
HU 
IR 

OYDEN ••••• , ••••••••••••••••• , 
HATSWORTH .................... 

ANVIl.LE ..................... 
WARDEN ...................... 
SPERS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ETON ........................ 

MA 
~A 

TLOCK ....................... 
URICf ....................... 

SEt: FOOTNOT[ AT END OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976- (CENSUS) 
------

1 ~77 1 353 
152 lila 

90 106 

6 146 b 373 

36 l!8 
52 46 

8 13 
112 35 

273 327 
71 76 

272 299 
4' 45 

1 799 1 762 
98 111 

5 10 
?44 2£!£! 

14 908 15 573 

319 329 
703 727 

1 262 1 249 
446 324 
132 117 

1 250 1 323 
3 ,)61 3 268 

778 835 
758 936 

152 322 142 687 

25 426 22 126 
1 Jon 1 032 
1 ,,16 1 513 

101 459 98 469 
319 270 
235 216 

4 5 
2 A05 1 535 

2 606 2 520 
399 269 
246 226 
169 170 
)55 I'll 
246 219 

23 23 
781 633 

/125 684 
1 291 989 

1 ~S 233 1~ 528 

340 392 
'192 573 
735 667 

5 ZoO 5 049 
38~ 446 
9.\ 72 

~:ll 221 
271 239 

577 531 
54 93 

118 121 

29 206 27 996 

983 1 018 
663 670 
9~ 90 

,56 383 
2 599 2 789 

640 646 
1 ~44 1 523 

510 582 

91 89 
226 266 

-- -
CHANGE, 

1970 TO 1976 

JMBER PEHCENT 

l24 9.2 
12 ti.6 

-16 -15.I 

-227 -3.6 

-12 -25.0 
6 13.0 

-5 _38.5 
7 20.0 

-54 -16.5 
-5 -6.6 

-27 -'1.0 
-2 -4.4 

37 2.1 
-13 -11. 7 

-5 -'10.0 
- -

-665 -4.3 

-10 -3.0 
-24 -3.3 

13 1.0 
122 37.7 

15 12.8 
-73 -5.5 

-207 -6.3 
-57 -6.8 

-17R -19.0 

9 635 6.8 

3 300 14.9 
274 26.6 

1 0.2 
2 990 3.0 

43 15.6 
19 B.8 
-1 -20.0 

1 270 82.7 

86 3.4 
130 48.3 

20 e.8 
-1 -0.6 
14 9.9 
27 12.3 
- -

148 23.4 

141 20.6 
302 30.5 

-295 .-1. 9 

·,2 -13.3 
-81 -1" 1 

(;8 ,2 
201 '1.0 
-64 -14.3 

19 26.1i 
10 'l.S 
32 13.4 

46 8.7 
-39 -41.9 

-3 -2.5 

1 210 4.3 

-35 -3.4 
··7 -1.0 

5 '>.6 
-27 ··7.0 

-190 -0.8 
-I> -0.9 
21 1.<1 

-72 -12.4 

2 2.2 
-'+0 -15.0 

(DOLLARS) 

1'1 
1975 (REV! ) 

.-.. ---~."- _. __ .. _._--

8 690 8 80f) 
3 9~1 4 OW 
~ 064 4 092 

3 767 .3 833 

3 811 .3 766 
3 67'5 3 632 
3 847 .3 802 
5 29, 5 

230 I 4 025 3 674 
3 799 3 754 
3 ml 3 332 
? 2 545 

4 20e 4 Odb 
3 41~ 3 376 
3 fj4'l J 800 
3 176 3 139 

Ij 6'l, 4 986 

5 296 5 196 
4 792 5 19:5 
Ij 944 5 160 
4 28n 4 795 
'l 527 4 B18 
3 843 3 790 
4 859 5 183 
3 9% 4 502 
4 401 4 86G 

5 397 5 109 

6 43c 6 060 
5 10 ) 4 864 
4 546 4 325 
5 19h 4 920 

" 37R 'I 121 
4 289 4 037 
4 828 4 544 
5 365 f 5 21;' 

5 034 4 785 
5 209 4 90 l j 
4 376 4 120 
4 382 4 1:<~ 

4 427 4 168 
4 887 4 601 
3 253 3 063 
4 864 'f 7W 

7 <'06 6 8TI 
6 l'j5 5 771-

3 74'f 'I 0'11 

.3 171 3 5'13 
2 682 2 84d 
3 366 3 202 
4 335 4 462 
3 1360 3 764 
3 164 3 2~7 
4 049 I~ 154 
3 488 3 570 

3 519 3 799 
1 ~5ge 3 691 
3 127 3 20e 

3 723 3 860 

4 769 5 09 1j 
3 8i!O 4 .35 1, 
3 416 3 630 
3 12.0 3 490 
3 707 J Sill! 
3 987 4 
3 991 4 
3 B1P. 3 7)\1 

) 4~' 3 670 
;\ 670 3 901 

5 
2 
2 

2 

2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 

2 
2 
? 
1 

? 

2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 

3 

3 
3 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 

3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
? 
1 
2 

4 
3 

2 

2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 

2 
2 
1 

2 

2 

" 2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 

-_ .. _,---'-' 
PERC 
CHAN 
1969 

1969 1 

ENT 
GE, 

TO 
975 

1----------

'149 
420 
461j 

55'\ 

299 
217 
322 
193 
417 
29? 
034 
554 

512 
062 
321 
916 

875 

940 
971 
116 
898 
726 
197 
063 
41j6 
74'7 

294 

866 
11'l 
751 
243 
586 
499 
812 
lB6 

064 
036 
551 
554 
580 
848 
896 
92.2 

258 

~:: I 
110 
684 
000 
971 
376 
933 
If7'l 
131 

/181 
198 
910 

226 

570 
306 
01b 
B05 . 
509 I 
296 
:l69 
269 

0'+0 
168 

5 
6 
6 

9.5 
4.9 
4.9 

'l 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 

7.4 

5.8 
5.8 
5.7 
5.8 
6.5 
5.8 
2,2 
5.8 6" 

6 
6 
7.5 
5,8 
5,6 
5.8 

6_ 
6_ 

01 .5 

0.1 
.J 

8 
61 
5 
47 
8.7 

.9 

.1 

.9 

.6 

.7 

.2 

66 
H 
58 
61 
60 

63 

66 
63 
65 
60 
69 
71 
71 
68 

64 
71 
71 
71 
71 
71 
71 
66 

69 
90 

50 

50 
59 
68 
45 
62 
63 
63 
63 

41 
63 
63 

67 

.0 

.5 

.8 

.2 

.2 

.) 
,6 
.7 
,4 

.J 

.6 
,5 
.6 
.0 
.6 
.6 
.5 

.2 

.3 

.6 

.j 

.J 

.3 

.9 

.5 

.7 

.7 

.7 

.8 

.7 

.7 

.3 

85. 6 
5 
3 
9 
7 

66. 
69. 
72. 
'17. 
7.3. 
68. 
68, 

69, 
69. 



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 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE )970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF syMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) . 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOI~E 

A flEA 

"RANGE o 
R 
S 

C lTV ti .. D ........ ~ a $ ~ ~ .. " D 'I" fi a 

OCK VALLEy ••••••••••••••••••• 
lOUX CENTERD~aa&.& ••• ~O~9.0.h 

STORY COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

MES •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AMBRIDGE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oll! NS. ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OLO ••• ; ...................... 

A 
C 
C 
C 
G 
H 
K 
M 

'ILBERT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

M 
N 
R 
S 
S 
S 
Z 

C 
C 
[) 

E 
G 
(3 

L 
M 

T 
T 
T 
V 

UXLEY" II e iii It 0 I> 1>"" D" f>" .. iii 0 •• ~ P •• 1,1 

ELLEY ........................ 
CCAlLSBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 

AXWELL. ...................... 
EVADA ........................ 
OLAND .. " ...... " ...... , ... " • & p ........ , t .... 

HELDAHL (PART) ............... 
LATER~ .... e ••••••••••••••••••• • 

TORY C lTY 1;1"""" ...... " '" ...... ~ .. "' ...... " 
EARING ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TAMA COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

HELSEA .. " .. G e "II .. " t .. " ......... II ... " .. " 

LUTIER ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ySART •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LBERON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARWIN. /I II /I. /I /III /I /I /I" /I /I /I /I /I /I /I. /I' ,II 
LADBROOK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
INCOLN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ONTOUR ....................... 

AMA ••••••••••••••••• • •••••••• 
OlEDO ...... /I /I /I"""" 8 /I." /I /I .. 10"" /I." 
RAER ......................... 
INIt-IG ........................ 

TAYLOR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

AT 
BE 
BL 
CL 
CO 
GK 
LE 
NE 
SH 

HELSTAN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
DFORD ....................... 
OCKTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EARFIELD (PARTl ............. 
NWAY •• 6 ....... ~ ••••• ·,~.· ••• • 

AVlTy ...................... • 
NOX ......................... 
W MARKET •••••••••••••••••••• 
ARPSBURG •••••••••••••••••••• 

AF 
AR 
Cft 
CR 
KI:: 

UNION COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

TON •••••• " .............. "" .. " .......... 
ISPE." .... ~ ........................ " .. " .. "" .. 
ESTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OMWEll" " " .... " .. " CO .... 0 .... " " .. " .. " • " 

NT .......................... 
RIMOH." .. " .. " ...... "" ... "" .. ' '', ...... 
ANNON CITY (PART) ••••••••••• 

LO 
Sri 
TH IAYFR ........... "" .. " ........ """ .. " .. " 8"" 

81 
flU 
CA 
FA 
KE 
MI 
MO 
ST 

VAN BUREN COUNTY .......... 

RMINGHAM •••••••••••••••••••• 
NAPARTE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
NTRIL •••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
RMINGTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
OSAUQUA ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LTON .............. , ..... " .... ,. e .......... 

UNT STERLING ................ 
OCKPORT ............................... , ...... 

WAPELLO COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ENCY •••••••••••••••••••••••• AG 
8L 
CH 
ED 
EL 
KIR 
OT 

AKESBURG •••••••••••••••••••• 
ILLICOTHE ••••••••••••••••••• 
DYVILLE (PAHT) .............. 
DON ......................... 

KVlLLE ..................... 
TUMWA1 ...................... 

SEE FOOTNOTE: AT t:ND OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1_ 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 
-

4 066 3 572 
2 '135 2 205 
'I 076 3 450 

68 868 62 783 

tI'I 158 39 505 
661 661 
387 40'1 
~95 606 
7'13 521 

1 '169 937 
229 235 
312 307 

822 758 
5 126 " 952 

862 803 
81 98 

1 242 1 09/f 
2 628 2 104 

510 535 

19 61'1 20 H7 

342 381 
252 275 

1 ?32 1 251 
212 203 
514 563 
!l44 961 
17P 18/f 
363 334 

:3 029 :3 000 
2 355 2 361 
1 636 1 682 

65 71 

8 101 8 790 

62 65 
1 ~20 1 733 

270 273 
300 417 

67 91 
231 286 

1 Oll7 1 215 
451 501 

96 106 

13 141+ 13 557 

7B? 823 
91 93 

7 fl94 8 234 
159 168 

62 86 
380 3'16 

56 90 
108 100 

8 353 8 6'13 

438 '152 
517 517 
255 258 
7013 BOO 

1 022 1 018 
552 567 

87 87 
309 33/f 

39 791 42 149 

~97 610 
'155 403 
117 126 
B82 781 

1 283 1 319 
228 222 

27 20'! 30 213 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, 
·,-..-------'1 

PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

197q 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197,) 

--'-- --~-----1-----"--"--- "---~~--

494 13.8 4 665 4 945 2 771 68,4 

230 10,4 3 515 3 613 2 229 57,7 

626 3.8.1 3 905 3 777 2 289 70.6 

6 085 9.7 'I 922 q 813 3 068 60.4 

'I 653 11.8 'I 815 4 58B 3 080 56.) 
~ ~ 'I 820 5 009 2 802 72.0 

-17 -1l.2 4 613 'I 980 2 870 60.7 
89 14.7 'I 867 5 035 2 854 70,6 

222 42.6 'I 207 4 05'1 2 541 65 0 6 
532 56.8 4 852 'I 856 2 870 69.1 
~6 ~2.6 'f 503 4 5q5 2 61 9 71.9 

5 1.6 5 192 5 241 3 020 71.9 

6" 8.q 4 958 5 191 2 838 71;,7 

174 3.5 " 065 Ij 92" 3 205 58.0 
59 7.3 " 617 4 /f70 2 638 75.0 

-17 ~17.3 4 098 " 137 2 384 71.9 
llf8 13.5 5 199 5 158 3 128 66.2 
524 24.9 4 536 4 465 2 541 78.=> 
-25 ~q.7 /f 835 4 989 2 653 82.2 

~533 -2.6 /f 257 " 585 2 592\ 6'1.2 

-39 -10.2 3 371> 3 689 2 369 42.5 
~23 -8.4 3 859 3 902 2 323 66.1 
~19 -1.5 6 255 6 449 3 412 83.3 

9 4.4 3 9/f5 4 030 2 399 64.4 
-49 -d.7 'I 438 'I 547 2 464 80.1 
~117 ~12.2 5 005 4 8/f3 2 853 75.Q 

-6 ~3.3 4 207 4 297 2 558 64.5 
29 8.7 3 434 3 766 2 4/f9 40.2 

29 1.0 3 764 3 870 2 %5 52.7 
-6 -0.3 q IliA 4 197 2 723 52.3 

~46 -2.7 4 845 5 001 3 103 56.1 
-6 ~8.5 2 439 2 /f91 1 483 64.5 

-689 -7.8 3 386 3 530 2 278 48.6 

-3 -4.6 1 753 1 779 1 078 62.6 
~113 -6.5 /f 296 4 357 2 901 48.1 

-3 -1.1 2 797 2 843 1 63/f 71.2 
-117 _28.1 3 779 4 11:>1 2 263 67.0 
-24 -26.4 2 698 2 739 1 660 62.~ 

-55 ~19.2 3 787 3 844 2 330 62.5 
-loR -13.8 3 976 4 043 2 275 74.8 

-50 -10.0 3 580 3 760 2 384 50.2 
-10 -9.4 3 115 3 162 1 916 62.6 

~413 -3.0 3 959 3 839 2 429 63.0 

~41 ~5.0 4 106 3 873 2 403 70.9 
-2 -2.2 3 425 3 132 2 040 67.9 

~340 -4.1 4 426 4 273 2 679 65.2 
-9 -5.'1 2 343 2 142 1 395 68,0 

~24 ~27.9 3 978 3 637 2 369 ~7.9 

3'1 9.8 3 664 3 121 2 135 71.0 
~34 ~37.8 3 102 2 836 1 e/f7 67.9 

8 8.0 3 735 3 /f15 2 224 67.9 

-290 -3.4 3 177 3 480 2 150 47.8 

-14 ~3.1 3 591 4 12~ 2 4'10 47.2 

- - 3 736 3 993 2 '129 53.ti 
~3 -1.2 3 121 3 391 2 063 51.3 

~92 -11.5 3 385 3 583 2 282 '+b.3 
/f 0.'+ 3 901 4 106 2 57/f 51,0 

-15 ~2.6 2 77? 2 974 2 032 36.4 
~ - 2 878 3 126 1 901 51.4 

-25 -7.5 3 674 4 354 2 485 47.8 

~2 358 ~5.6 4 313 '+ 177 2 735 57.7 

-13 -2.1 '+ 572 '+ 552 2 757 65.8 
52 12.9 '+ 203 '+ 18, 2 498 68.3 
~9 -7.1 3 B3? 3 705 2 272 68.7 

101 12.9 q '152 '+ 189 2 660 67.4 
~J6 -2.7 3 '151 3 297 2 034 69.7 

6 2.7 4 10'+ 3 968 2 434 68.0 
-3 009 ~10.0 1+ 407 4 213 2 816 56.5 
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Table 1. July 1. 1916 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State. 

Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SU8COUNTY 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 FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,) . 
POPULATION ESTlt1ATED PER CAPITA MON Ey INCOMF 

AREA 

A 
B 
C 
C 
H 
I 
L 
M 

WARREN COUNTY., •• oe.0" •• , 

CKWORTH& •••••• 0\.0 •• ". f. 0" G ••• " 

EVINGTON ( PAR T ) fI eo Q ., It " t ~ " .. II " .... 

ARLISLE (PART) .......... It'~ ••• " .... 

UMMINC, ........ " " ... /1" ..... , ........ 

ARTFORD ............ e •• e.".~ ........ 
NDIANOLA ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACONA 0 .. II .. " ..... " " •• I .. " .. ," I" .... " • 
ARTENSDALE .... o ••• e ...... m •••••• 

ILO ... " .......... 0 De ••• U ........ ue 

EW VIRGINIA ..... "o ••••• e •• e.". 

ORWALK 6 ... II. e .. I 6 .. 11'''.'''' •• 11''' •••• 
T. MARVS ••••• e.ee •• ".' •••••• 

M 
N 
N 
S 
S 
S 
·ANDVVILLE ..................... 
PRING HILL •• e •••• ' •• " ......... 

WASHINGTON COUNTy ••••••••• 

A 
Es 
C 
C 
K 
R 
~ 
~ 
W 

INSWORTH ............... , ....... 
qIGHTON ....................... 
OPPOCK (PART) ................. 
RAWFORDSVI~LE •••••••••••••••• 
ALONA ........................ 
IVERSIOE." ••••••• 8 ••• , ......... 

ASHINGTON ...................... 
ELLMAN.~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EST CHESTER •••••••••••••••••• 

WAYNE COUNTY .......... e •••• 

A 
C 
C 
H 
L 
M 
P 
S 

LLERTON ....................... 
LIO •• <II ....... liIa.II I' ....... 1).0 .. 0 

ORYnON ......................... 
UMESTON. e" II ~ ... 0 •••••••• , ..... , 

INEVILLE •••••••••••••••••• " •• 
ILLERTON .................... e •• 

ROMISE CITy .................... 1;1. 
EYMOUR ......................... 

BA 
BA 
CA 
CL 
DA 
DU 
FO 
GO 

i4A 
LE 
MO 
OT 
5T 
VI 

WEBSTER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

OGE"R ••• " ......... ". I I .. II •••• 

RNUM ......................... 
LLENDER •••••••••••••••••• " I. 
ARE, ...... III .. '" II ••• II ••••••••• 

YTON ......................... 
NC-oM8-E ..... e ...... ,I ••••••••••• 

RT DODGE •••••••••••••••••••• 
WRIE •• ~ ................ , ........ 

RCOURT ....................... 
HIGH •••••• ,." ••••••••• " •••• $ 

ORLA~!D ......... ~~6 •••• o •• ooeo 

HO. o .11 ..... " ••• ,. ,. §" •• "'.11/ •••• 
RATFORD (PART) •••••••••••••• 
NCENT ............... , •••• " ••• 

WINNEBAGO COUNTy •••• " ••••• 

FFALO CENTER ................. 
REST CITY (PART) .... ,.~o ........ 
KE MrL~S.~ .. , •• ~II .......... o ••• 

flU 
FO 
LA 
LE 
RA 
SC 
TH 

LAND .............. , ••••••••••• 

CA 
CA 
DE 
FO 
JA 
OS 
RI 
SP 

KE .............................. 
ARVILLE ........ llo ............... 

OMPSON; ............ ., ....... 

WINNESHIEK COUNTY •• ,. ... , , " , 

LMARo.e~ .. e.oeo_~ •• o," ••••• ~ 
STALIA ••••• " •••••• <loo •••••• 

CORAH1 ••••••••• e •••••••••••• 

RT ATKINSON., •••••• , •••••••• 
CKSON JUNCTION •••••••••••••• 
SIAN. II •••• "" II", •• 0" .11-13 1'1 0 10 .. 0 

DGEWAV •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ILLVILLE"' ••• , ........... , •••• ". 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

APRIL 11 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

32 171 27 432 

105 111 
7 7 

2 83/\ 2 246 
152 189 
793 582 

9 839 8 852 
454 424 
1150 306 

699 561 
467 452 

2 !'OO 1 745 
97 105 

101i 89 
11£, 131 

18 'l12 18 967 

422 455 
681 632 

13 13 
.~03 288 

1 '598 1 488 
8'14 758 

5 903 6 317 
1 1.35 977 

230 199 

8 221 8 '105 

700 6113 
126 113 

1 665 1 745 
626 673 
374 385 

81 82 
154 148 

1 003 931 

1\7 31Y 48 391 

545 465 
170 147 
437 '121 
221 249 
938 909 
'153 '118 

30 269 31 263 
1 166 1 225 

299 305 
727 739 
,,37 269 
022 581 

39 39 
210 204 

13 624 12 990 

950 1 118 
'i 218 3 726 
2 166 2 124 

231 223 
30'1 32'1 

75 81 
558 600 

21 671 21 758 

1 005 1 008 
216 210 

7 411 7 703 
3'1'1 339 

98 106 
7511 8'17 
:>21 218 
386 361 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 --

NUMBER PERCENT 

4 739 17.3 

-6 -5.4 - -
592 26.4 
-37 -19.6 
211 36.3 
987 11.2 

30 7.1 
144 47.1 

138 24.6 
15 3.3 

755 43.3 
-8 -7.6 
19 21.3 

-15 -11. 5 

-155 -0.8 

-33 -7.3 
49 7.8 

- -
15 5.2 

110 7.4 
86 11.3 

-'11Q -6.6 
158 16.2 

31 15.6 

-18'1 -2.2 

57 8.9 
13 11.5 

-80 -4.6 
-47 -7.0 
-11 -2.9 
-1 -1.2 

6 4.1 
72 7.7 

-1 072 -2.2 

80 17.2 
23 15.6 
16 3.8 

-28 -11.2 
29 .J.2 
35 8.4 

-994 -3.2 
-59 -4.8 

-6 -2.0 
-12 -1.6 
-32 -11.9 

41 7.1 - -
6 2.9 

634 4.9 

-168 -15.0 
492 13.2 

42 2.0 
8 3.6 

-20 -6.2 
-6 -7.4 

.lf2 -7.0 

-87 ~O.'+ 

-3 -0.3 
6 2.9 

-292 -3.8 
5 1.5 

-8 -7.5 
-93 -11.0 

3 1.'1 
25 6.9 

(DOLL.ARS) ---f-----197q 
1975 I REV I SED) 

-~--- ----~----

4 468 4 329 2 

3 324. 3 171 2 
3 907

1 

3 7?7 2 
4 682 4 530 2 
3 569 3 404 2 
3 573 3 751 2 
4 512 4 390 3 
3 247 3 144 2 
3 98R 3 631 2 

4 H6 4 556 2 
3 307 2 9q6i 2 
5 333 5 113 3 
3 670 3 501 2 
3 589 3 423 2 
3 421 3 263 2 

4 678 4 722 2 

4 728 4 628 2 
3 855 4 123 2 
4 l6A 4 100 2 
5 090 4 7q) 3 
5 458 5 H3 3 
4 314 4 10~ 2 
5 092 5 051 3 
4 060 4 219 2 
'I 722 4 645 2 

3 61A 3 8'13 2. 

3 891 4 033 2 
3 535 3 632 2 
4 422 4 70'1 2 
:5 897 3 697 2 
4 22? I 4 02U 2 
3 397 I 3 ~R9 2 
3 53;> I 3 62B 2 
3 657 3 711 2 

4 612 'I 714 2 

4 500 4 648 2 
4 620 4 838 2 
'I 245 'I 468 2 
4 166 4 363 2 
'I 609 'I 735 2 
3 894 4 099 2 
'I 780 4 7'1'1 3 
5 290 5 510 2 

4 275 4 702 2 
3 937 if 078 2 
u 627 if 845 2 
3 631 3 834 2 
5 05A 5 297 2 
4 347 4 552 2 

4 571 I 4 876 2 

5 068 5 19M 2 
Q 740 if 760 3 
4 72!f 4 731 2 
5 197 5 34'7 2 
4 877 5 028 2 
5 128 5 276 2 
4 773 5 30e 2 

3 875 3 989 , 2 

3 352 3 275 2 
3 183 J 179 1 
3 951 3 912 2 
3 501 3 658 2 
3 438, 3 J.f3 tt , 2 
3 26, I 3 26°1 2 
3 60R 3 603 2 
3 584 3 577 2 

1 

838 

1 41 
516 
997 
298 
7 
0 
1 
'f 

9 
1 
4 
3 
3 
2 

8 

8 
6 
5 
0 
0 
5 
0 
7 
8 

3 

3 
2 
7 
3 
4 
1 
2 
2 

8 

8 
6 
4 
3 
6 
2 
0 
9 

6 

03 
18 
23 
60 

86 
81 
73 
64 
11 
03 

93 

87 
95 
16 
05 
10 
75 
50 
'14 
51 

60 

99 
20 
97 
35 
62

1 33 
18 
70 

72 

40 
54 
55 
93 
88 
52 
46· 
15 

4. 
19 
37 
58 
16 
06 

6 
3 
9 
'f 

81 
] 

86 
09 
89 
94 
77 
90 
87 

53 

01 
97 
60 
26 
12 
10 
2:1 
30 

3 
5 
8 
B 
8 
9 
8 

8 

(\ 

1 
5 
8 
9 
5 
'I 
4 

pERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 
-~----~~ 

57.'1 

55.) 
55.3 
56,2 
55.3 
32.2 
49.5 
52.~ 
62.1 

47.9 
51.6 
53.6 
55.2 
55.3 
55.3 

61.7 

63.~ 
'0.0 
65.7 
69.!f 
81.3 
67.5 
67.0 
48.0 
65.6 

53.3 

62.2 
59.2 
58.1 
66.9 
71.5 
59.3 
59.2 
61.1 

1\0.0 

58.5 
74.1 
72.9 
74,1 
71.5 
72.9 
56.9 
81.5 

63.2 
61.6 
74,1 
56~8 
H.l 
74.1 

62.6 

77.0 
53 .. 2 
63,0 
76.3 
75.6 
76.3 
65.8 

52.7 

66.3 
61.5 
51.7 
5 1t ~ ~ 
61.~ 
55,0 
Al~5 
::>1)~6 

9) 



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

- . , . (FOR SlJBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 19711 CENSUS FIGlJRE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT) 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME. 
(DOLLARS) 

-- -
AH£A CHANGE, PERCENT 

APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

JULY I, 1970 197'1 1969 TO 
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

--,---~"","".~--.----.----,~,-"---,-----1---- -.----- -----
WOODBURY COUNTy ••••••••••• 103 686 103 052 63'1 0.6 'I 822 'I 532 2 863 67,3 

ANTHON ......... , •••••••••••••• 638 711 -73 -10.3 3 8'19 3 696 2 029 89,7 

BRONSON ••••••••••••••••••••••• ~45 193 52 26.9 'I '197 l! 278 2 330 93,0 

CORRECTIONVILLE ••• , ••••••••••• RD 870 -37 -'1.3 'I 590 'I 303 2 263 102.8 

CUSHING ••••••••••••••••••••••• 230 204 26 12.7 II 6811 'I '155 2 427 93,0 

DANBURY ••••••• , •••••••••• , ••• , 479 527 -lie -9.1 'I 5'17 II 163 2 275 99.9 

HORNl CK •••••••••••••• , •••••••• 235 250 -15 -6.0 4511 II 291 2 337 93.0 

LAWTON ........................ 509 406 103 25.4 5 903 5 712 3 111 89.7 

MOVILLE ...... " ............... 1 324 1 198 126 10.5 5 672 5 219 3 167 85,'1 

OTO .. ~ .. <II t ~ 1\ 0 .. "" ~ If ~ ... II @ '" ~ 0 1\ ft • ~ '" ~ 1\ 
19q 2.03 -II -2.0 J 091 2 940 1 601 93.1 

PIE"RSON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 434 421 13 3.1 'I 860 II 616 2 527 92.3 

SALIX ......................... "09 3A7 22 5.7 II 11M II 250 2 315 93,0 

SERGEANT BLUFF •••••••••••••••• 2 123 1 164 959 82.4 5 230 /I 880 2 710 93,0 

SIOUX CITy •• , .................. 85 119/1 85 925 $ij31 -0.5 II 808 II 501 2 9q3 63.Q 

SLOAN ~ .. ~" ..... ~ _ II e (> 0 ~ .. ~ " Q .. , " e " " & 
910 799 111 13,9 'I 925 5 055 2 6)0 87,J 

SMlTHI..AND •••••••• " •••••• , ••••• 255 293 -38 -13,0 II 297 II 003 2 300 86,8 

WORTH COUNTy •••••••••••••• 8 757 8 9M -227 -2.5 II 708 5 1138 2 923 61.1 

FERTILF ••••••••••••••••••••••• .3'17 3911 -117 -11.9 'I 215 'I 50Sl 2 678 57.'1 

GRAFTON ••••••••••••••••••••••• <71 2511 17 6.7 'I 679 5 087 2 910 60.d 

HANLONTO.N •••••••••••••••••••• 187 182 5 2.7 'I 399 'I 780 2 783 58.1 

JOICE ......................... 176 201 -25 -12.11 II 676 5 081 2 959 58.0 

KENSETT •••••••••••••• , •••••••• 312 361 -'19 -13.6 1I 096 'I 7111 2 90'1 '11.0 

MANL Y •••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 1 275 1 29'1 -19 -1.5 ;I 890 'I 115 2 595 119,~ 

NORTH.OOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 1 992 1 950 112 2.2 /I 677 5 llj2 2 935 59.11 

WRIGHT COUNTy ••••••••••••• 16 731 17 29'1 ~563 -3.3 5 199 5 950 3 101 67,7 

BELMOND ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 438 2 358 80 3.'1 q 685 5 108 2 929 60.0 

CLARION ........... " •••••••••• 2 965 2 972 -7 -0.2 'I 595 5 073 2 820 62.9 

DOWS (PART) ................... 588 667 -79 -11.8 5 257 5 776 3 089 70.2 

EAGLE GROVE ................... 'I 220 'I 489 -269 -6.0 " 375 4 757 2 888 51.5 

GALT •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5'1 50 'I B.O 'I 709 5 170 2 758 70.7 

GOLDFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••• 730 72.2 8 1.1 5 089 5 602 3 102 M.l 

ROWAN ......................... 219 231 -12 -5.2 'I 630 5 083 2 712 70,7 

WOOLSTOCK ••••••••••••••••••••• 203 222 -19 -8.6 5 008 5 503 2 943 70.2 

MlJLTI-COUNTY PLACES 

ACKLEY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 702 1 794 -92 -5.1 'I 665 " 786 2 709 72.2 

ADAIR ......................... 787 750 37 4.9 'I 11112 II 258 2 657 67.2 

BARNES CITy ................... 236 238 -2 -0.8 3 '156 3 67'1 2 306 '19.9 

BEViNGTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 53 5'1 -1 -1.9 1 321 1 366 83'1 58.11 

CARLISLE ...................... 2 838 2 2'16 592 26.'1 'I 682 'I 530 2 997 56.2 

CASCADE ••••••••••.••••••••••••• 1 800 1 711'1 56 3.2 Ij 394 :3 956 2 483 77.0 
CASEY ••••••••••••••••••••••••• '122 561 -139 -24.8 :J 705 :5 635 2 n'l 56.1 

CLEARFIELD •••••••••••••••••••• 308 '130 -122 -28.'1 3 781 'I 168 2 265 66,9 

COPPOCK ••••••••••••••••••••••• 61 58 3 5.2 3 7'10 :5 800 2 351 59.1 

DOWS ••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 722 777 -55 -7.1 5 636 6 00'1 2 998 88.0 

DURANT •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 4'19 1 '172 -23 -1.6 'I 560 'I 508 2 858 60.3 

DyERSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• :3 777 :3 437 3'10 9.9 'I 560 'I '126 2 709 68.3 

EDDyVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 1 0'18 91!5 103 10.9 'I 266 'I 07'1 2 577 65,5 

EDGEWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••• 775 786 -11 -1.'1 'I 3'16 q 365 2 832 53,5 

FAIRBANK •••••••••••••••••••••• /l69 III ° 59 7.3 q 174 'I 2 II!) 2 30'1 81.2 

FOREST CITY ...... ~ ... ft ..... "" ........... 
'I 572 3 841 731 19.0 'I 702 'I 7~4 3 077 52.8 

GILMORE CITy .................. 680 766 -86 -11.2 4 0'16 'I 362 2 439 65,9 

JANESVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 1199 7'11 158 21.3 II 432 q ,92 2 530 75.2 

LUVERNE ••••••• , ••••••••••••••• 300 380 -80 -21.1 4 122 q 33'1 2 479 66.3 

LyTTON ........................ 500 378 122 32.3 q :570 'I 84J 2 897 50.~ 

NORTH ENGLISH ................. 1 018 965 53 5.5 4 140 3 636 2 ;13'1 77,4 

RALSTON ....................... 110 129 -19 -1'1.7 3 1190 , 71:5 2 152 62.2 

RICEVILLE ..................... 906 877 29 3.3 5 119 5 13'1 3 28/1 55.9 

SHANNON CITy .................. 1>1 100 -39 -39.0 3 161 2 904 1 R911 66.9 

SHf'lBY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 583 537 '16 8.6 3 530 3 805 2 '185 '+2.1 

SHELDAHL •••••••••••••••••••••• 303 285 18 6.3 4 '+8'1 " 301 2 5911 72,9 

SHENANDOAH •••••••••••••••••••• 6 ?'I3 5 968 275 '1.6 5 035 5 047 3 159 59.4 

STRATFORD ••••••••••••••••••••• 763 710 53 7.5 'I 217 q 619 2 528 66.6 

STUART •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 '17'1 1 35'1 120 8.9 4 208 'I 567 2 560 6'1.'1 

TAR OR ••••••••••••••••••••••••• Q85 957 28 2.9 3 915 :5 aotl 2 536 5'1.3 

VICTOR •••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 000 9"9 51 5.4 " 676 'I 6115 2 891 61..7 

WALCOTT •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 1 3O!" 989 316 32.0 I> 131 5 767 3 229 89.9 

~ALFORD ....................... 291 286 5 1.7 5 131 4 955 3 093 65.9 

WEST BEND ••••••••••••••••••••• 955 865 90 10.11 " 669 5 155 2 794 67.1 

WILTON' ....................... 2 122 1 882 2110 12.8 5 718 5 656 3 396 68.4 

ZWINGLE." ....... " ................... .. 15,9 96 63 65.6 4 026 3 702 2 289 75.9 
~ ,-,_ ... 

'1970 CENSUS fIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CE'!HJS 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 Illinois No. 777 PennsylVania 

No. 753 Indiana No. 778 Rhode Island 

No. 754 Iowa 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 


