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This report is one of a series containing current estimates of
the population and per capita money income for places in
each State. The population estimate relate to July 1, 1976,
and the estimates of per capita income (PCl) cover the 1975
and 1974 calendar vears. 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 lLocal Fiscal
Assistance Act of 1972, The figures are used by a wide
variety of Federal, State, and local governmental agencies for
program planning and administrative purposes.

Areas included in this series of reports are all counties {or
county equivalents such as census divisions in Alaska,
parishes in Louisiana, and independent cities in Maryland,
Missouri, Nevada, and Virginia} and incorporated places in
the State, plus active minor civil divisions (MCD's), com-
monly towns in New England, New York, and Wisconsin, or
townships in other parts of the United States.! These State
reports appear in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, in

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

lississippi

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

The detailed table for each State shows July 1, 1876
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 1870 population
and related per capita income figures reflect annexations
since 1970 and include corrections to the 1970 census
counts. In addition, the table presents per capita income
estimates for the 1975 calendar year and revised figures for
1874, plus calendar vear 1969 per capita money income
derived from data collected in the 1970 census.

The estimates are presented in the table in county order,
with all incorporated places in the county listed in aipha-
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. i

POPULATION ESTIMATES METHODOLOGY

To estimate the population of each subcounty area, a
component procedure {the Administrative Records method)}
was used, with each of the components of population change
{births, deaths, net migration, and special populations)
estimated separately. The estimates were derived in three
stages, moving from 1970 as the base year to develop
estimates for 1973, and in tum, moving from 1973 as the
base year to derive estimates for 1875, 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 appliied
to a base population to vield 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
Welifare, 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 controlied to agree with birth and death
statistics for the reported county areas. :

Adjustment for special populations. In addition to the above
comporents of population change, estimates of special
nopulations were also taken into account.. Special popula-
tions include immigrants from abroad, members of the
Armed Forces living in barracks, residents of institutions
{prisons and longterm health care facilities), and coliege
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
maeasures, 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 countiss was
estimated separately by adding the change in Medicare
enrollees between April 1, 1970 and July 1 of the estimate
yvear to the April 1, 1970 population 65 years old and over in
the county as enumerated in the 1970 census. These
astimates of the population 65 vears 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 1870 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.% For new incorporations oceurring

*in general, an annexation was included if the 1970 census count
for the annexing area was 5,000 or more and the 1970 census count
for the annexed area or sreas exceeded 5 percent of the 1970 count
for the annexing area. Adjustrments 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 1870 population within the houndaries 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.®  In  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 Logal Population
Estimates (FSCP). These States include California, Florida,
Oregon, Washington, and Wisconsin,

The estimates for the subareas in sach county were
adjusted to independently derived county estimates. Since all
of the data necessary to develop final estimates under the
FSCP program are not availabie at the time subcounty
estimates are prepared, only two of the methods relied upon
in the standard FSCP program of estimates for counties (i.e.,
Component Method Il and the Administrative Records
method} were utilized. The 1978 estirnates result from
adding the average 1975-76 population change indicated by
the two methods to the 1975 county population figures
contained in Current Population Reporis, Series P-25 and
p-26.

The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to be
consistent with independent State estimates published by the
Bureau of the Census in Cusrent Population Reports, Series
P-25, No. 727, in which the Administrative Records-based
astimates were averaged with the estimates prepared using
Component Method 1f and the Regression method.*

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES
METHODOLOGY

The 1975 per capita income {PCl) figure is the estimated
average amount per person of total money income received
during calendar years 1978 for all persons residing in a given
political jurisdiction. The 197% estimates are based on the
1970 census and have been updated using rates of change
developed from various administrative record sets and
compilations, mainly from the Inwernal Revenue Service
[IRS) and the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA),

The PCl estimates are based on a moeney 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-empioyment income

Net farm-self-employment income

Social Security and railroad retirement incaome
Public assistarice income

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

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



All other income such as interest, dividends, veteran's
payments, pensions, unemployment insurance, ali-
mony, ete.

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 PCIL estimates. As noted
above, the 1975 State and county PCI estimates were based
on the 1970 census.” The updates for these areas were
developed by carrying forward the aggregate amount (ie.,
the sum of all individual incomes in the State or county)
independently for each type of income identified in the
census to reflect differential changes in these income sources
between 1969 and the estimate date. Data from the 1969
and 1875 ¥Federal tax returns provided by the Internal
Hevenue Service were used to estimate the change in wage
and salary income 8t the State and courty 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 Econornic Analysis.

At the county level, several maodifications 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 RS returns. In
addition, because of differences in the definition of income,
data collection technigues, and estimation procedures, 1969
income estimates from the census and BEA were not strictly
comparable. These differences were especially evident at the
county ltevel for nonfarm and farm setf-employment income.
BEA estimates for these types of income tend to have
considerably more vyear-to-year variation than estirhates
derived from surveys and censuses. To minimize the effects
of these differences, constraints were imposed on the rate of
chiange in income from these sources in developing the 1975
PCl updates. ’

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

Procedures for subcounty per capita income estimates. The
1975 per capita income estimates for subcounty govern-
mental units were developed using a methodology similar to
that used to derive county-level figures. However, there are
differences in the number of separate categories of income
types used in the estimation procedure, and in the sources
used to update the income components,

*Income data from the 1970 census reflect income received in
calendar yvear 1969,

As in the case of the population estimares, a multi-s
procedure was relied upon to update the income figures from
their 1969 level to refer to 1975, Estimates for 1972 were
prepared using the rate of change from 1969 to 1072,
Estimates 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 1870 census POL figures for small
areas are subject to sizable sampling variabitity, causing them
to lack sufficient statistical refiability for use in the esti-
matiott  process. For this report, the 1989 PCI shown fou
areas with a 1970 census sample population estimate of less
than 1,000 is a weighted average of the original 1970 census
sample value and a regression estimate. Research has indi-
cated that this procedure results in a considerable improve-
ment in accuracy compared to the procedure relied upon in
earlier estimates, which was to use the county PCl amount
for various small governmental units. The resuiting 19689
estimate for each of these areas is a base estimate for
preparing 1972, 1974, and 1875 estimates and doss nnt
represent a change in the 1970 census value for these Z

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 {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 adiucted
1970 census totals for higher level goversanent units, This
was done using a two-way adjustment procedure controlling
both to county totals and 1o several size class totals for the
State,

1975 PCl updates. The taxable income portion of the 1968
money income was updated using the percent change in
adjusted gross income (AGI] per exemption as compuied
from RS tax return data. However, if the number of RS tax
returns for any area was very small, or if the ratios of
exemptions to the population or the change in the ratios
from 1969 to 1972, 1972 to 1974, and 1974 (o 1975 were
not within an acceptable range, the 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 vsed. Similarly,
if the I1RS data for a particular subcounty area passed the
above conditions, but the percentage change in AG! 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 Jevel,

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

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES

Population estimates. Tests of the accuracy of the methods
used to develop State and county population estimates
appearing in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and
P-26 have been documented elsewhere. The resuits of
evaluations against the 1970 census at the State level are
‘reported in Series P-25, No. 520, while similar 1970 tests for
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In summary,
the State estimates averaging Component Method Il and the
Regression method yielded 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. Nonetheless, 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 fack of special censuses
covering entire States. Some sense of the general reason-
ableness of the Administrative Records estimates may be
obtained, however, by reviewing the degree of -corre-
spondence between the results of the method against those
of the “standard’”’ methods tested in 1970 and already in use
to produce State estimates during the 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 estimates for all States at only a 1.1 percent
difference. The variation of the Administrative Records
method from the average of the other methods does increase
for smaller States in a regular pattern, but still reaches an
average of only 1.5 percent for the smallest size category.
The only consistent variations suggesting a potential for
directional bias are indicated in the tendency for larger States
to be estimated higher by the Administrative Records
procedures than by the other techniques.

A similar comparison may be made at the county level
(table B). Although the differences between the FSCP
estimates and the Administrative Records results are larger at
the county level than for States, the variations are well
within the range that would be expected for areas of this
population size, and the county pattern matches ciosely the
findings for States. The overall differences for all counties is
2.5 percent, and ranges from 1.5 percent for the larger
counties to 10.1 for the 26 small counties under 1,000

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

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

Population size in 1970
. All
ITtem .
States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than
and over million 1.5 million
Average percent difference
(disregarding Sign)oesoessscscssccosecon 1.1 0.7 1.1 1.5
Number of StateS:cosesccecssssconscnsan 51 16 18 17
With differences of:
Less than 1 percenticosscvecscesccooas 25 11 10 4
1 to 2 percentoecocscscocnccocsonocseas 19 5 5 9
2 percent and OVE@Tcsssccvocssosvassas 7 - 3 4
Where Administrative Records was:
Highereooooeooooevococososnososssocncos 28 11 9 8
LOWET 6o s oonoosvoscacsosonocscoosonassa 23 5 9 9

- Represents zero.

e e eeren. S



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

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

SMevyer Zitter and David L. Word, U.S. Bureau of the Census, *“Use
of Administrative Records for Small Area Population Estimates,”
unpublished paper prepared for presentation at the annual meeting of
the Population Association of America, New Orleans, Louisiana,
April 27, 1973.
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be quite accurate (1.8 percent difference), the areas may not
be assumed. to be representative of the 39,000 units of
government covered by the Administrative Records esti-
mating system, and the time segment evaluated refers only to
a 2-year period.

A more representative group of special censuses in 86
areas selected particularly for evaluation purposes was
conducted in 1973. The areas were randomly chosen
nationwide to be typical of areas with populations below
20,000 persons. Table C summarizes the average percent
difference between the estimates from the Administrative
Records method and counts from the 86 special censuses.
Overall, the estimates differed from the special census counts
by 5.9 percent, with the largest differences occurring in the
smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popula-

Table B. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP
Estimates for Counties: 1976

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties)

Counties with 1,000 or more 1970 population| Counties
ALl with less
Item . 25,000 [ 10,000 | 1,000 | than 1,000
counties Total ;Z)ﬁﬁzl to to to 1970
50,000 | 25,000 | 10,000 | population
Average percent difference
(disregarding sign)ecoococcsscos 2.5 2.4 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.5 10.1
Number of counties or .
equivalentSooecccccossccosconooe 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26
With differences of:
Less than 1 percentceoccccce 906 904 286 184 268 166 2
1l to 3 percentececcscoccasns 1,338 1,331 314 264 437 316 7
3 to 5 percentecocaccoonsas 504 505 59 76 206 162 1
5 to 10 percentecccoccosoccs 327 322 19 40 92 171 5
10 percent and oOvVeroocceoooo 68 57 1 3 14 39 11

Table C. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates (Unrevised)
and 86 Special Censuses: 1973 '

(Base is special census)

Average Number of areas with differences of:
percent .
AreaA differ- Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 Lo
1 percent
ence percent percent percent
and over
All areas (86)%...0c00coccccne 5.9 32 18 20 16
1,000 to 20,000 (59)cvcecccccvscsce 4.6 26 13 14 6
Under 1,000 population (27)..cocoes 8.6 6 5 6 10

1Disregard ing sign.

2511 areas have population under 20,000 persons.
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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 80 percent
of the estirnates exceeding the census counts, Again, the
impact of population size on the expected fevel of acouracy
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 unrounded form. 1t 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 PCl.
income data and PCl 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 PCl estimates are based
upen data from the 1970 census, which are subject to

sampling variability due to the size of the areas. Conse-
quently, PCl did not change encugh 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 PC! using the 86 areas as
standards. The estimates were mmade 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 PCl estimates using income data from the Survey of
Income and Education (SIE). While this work can indicate
major sources of error in the PCl 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-26, Nos. 649 through 698 for 1975. The population
estimates contained here for States are consistent with Series
P-258, No. 727. The county estimates for 1976 are superior to
the provisional 1976 figures published earlier in Serjes 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 "' represents zero or
rounds to zero. Three dots /. . .”" mean not applicable,
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita income Estimates lor the State, Counties,
and Subcounty Areas
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE
15 AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXRT,)
BOPULATION ESTIRATED PER CAFITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE 5 PERCENT
APRIL 1, 1970 T0O 1976 CHANGE s
JULY 1s 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 {CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | {REVISED) 1969 1975
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI,... 2 365 489 2 216 994 148 495 6,7 3 323 3 099 1925 72.6
ADAMS COUNTYwonunonsawnans 38 061 37 293 768 2,1 3 686 3 445 2 170 69,5
NATCHEZ ' soossvuvavsossconcsnns 23 580 22 676 904 4,0 3 745 3 546 1 ogub 92,4
ALCORN COUNTY evvnveovonann ’ 28 547 27 179 1 368 5,0 3 510 3 334 2 133 64,0
CORINTH, wonnranssvosnsuanvenos 11 006 11 581 =575 =50 4 135 3 917 2 478 66,9
KOSSUTH, caososonosconssasssnss 242 227 15 6.6 2 BOS 2 628 1 560 69,0
RIENZL unorocrosnnnconoacnnoss 348 363 ~15 4,1 2 905 2 726 1722 68,7
AMITE COUNTYuwnevosonoenuns 13 091 13 763 672 -t 9 2 4y 2 276 1 38% 76,4
CENTREVILLE (PART aesvenovnana 310 323 =13 -4,0 3 069 2 858 1 609 90,7
CROSBY {PART} covesrconnnssnons 149 139 10 742 5 381 5 0Ll 2 8g2 90,7
GLOSTER , wsmsevonanstonsnvosnss 1 247 1 401 =154 -11.0 3117 2 B4® 1 708 82.5
LIBERTY wavononsnsssnanronnsans 569 612 ~43 =7.0 3 327 3 103 4 782 89,9
ATTALA COUNTY.seavonsansaan 18 682 19 570 -B88 ~4.,5 2 182 2z 578 1620 71,7
ETHEL s veowssnovcnesensannnssns 458 560 -102 ~18,2 2 670 2 351 1 375 94,2
KOSCIUSKO 4 cuanasnonsassvsonase 6 502 7 266 =764 -10.5 3 470 3 255 2 027 71,2
MCCOOL , sonsnenaovnsvasnnnnonss 218 225 -7 -3.1 3 838 3 628 2 207 73,9
SALLIS.anvosscsnssosnvacnsanus 175 243 -38 -17,8 3772 3 565 2 169 7309
BENTON COUNTY ouuuonnsonnss 7 620 7 505 115 1.5 2 483 2 443 1 be4 69,6
ASHLAND v s svcnnssansonosssesnse 337 348 wil ~3,2 3 809 3 696 2 181 6
HICKORY FLAT.cosossnnerasannas 362 354 8 2.3 3 284 3 188 1880 74,7
BOLIVAR COUNTY.oasosovcuan 47 920 49 409 -1 489 -3,0 2 494 2 456 1 509 65,3
ALLIGATOR seunuvnonnoarnassonss 239 280 =41 ~14,6 1 557 1 608 1 320 18,0
BEMOTT,0uueonnoecscnvonssssons 472 473 -1 0,2 3 718 3 84} 3162 18,0
BEULAH, s oosoasosansssonasesnos 351 443 =92 -20,.8 825 652 699 18,0
BOYLE ey svncrovonrssoncosanvons 848 861 -13 1.5 2 193 2 270 1 873 17,4
CLEVELAND ¢ vvvunnasnsnnsonsnoss 14 132 13 327 805 6.0 4 135 3 964 2 331 73,9
DUNCAN, s v o vnnuvsovsonsnassnnns 478 599 =121 20,2 991 985 732 35,4
GUNNISON, wanusersnasrrvassonss 468 545 =77 =14, 1 789 1 878 1 362 314
MERIGOLD v aanoonsonverscnconas 702 772 =70 -9, 1 2 622 2 761 2 181 20,2
HOUND BAYOU.owsrvoncarcnsnanas 2 350 2 134 216 10,1 1 547 3 498 L3131 21.1
PACE s usurosrancavancnsonsssnan 87% 629 -58 -G.2 1 488 1 871 1 536 22,9
ROSEDALE ¢ vasononasonnssnssases 2 346 2 599 253 ~9.7 2 335 2 4uu 1 625 03,7
SHAN (PART}, . evvocassvcsonrnnas 2 292 2 491 -19¢ -8,0 1 309 1 311 1154 13,4
SHELBY s ouvavsnesoassrrrneranns 2 743 2 645 98 3.7 2 077 2 195 1 356 53,2
WEIMSTONVILLE cssvonevostcannnns 1482 536 =54 -10.1 1114 1151 948 17,9
CALHOUN COUNTYceonsasconns 15 222 14 623 599 4.1 2 634 2 624 1 642 60,4
BIG CRFEK ¢ suuwsnecnonoovusonnnsa 147 148 -1 0,7 2 903 2 857 1 806 607
BRUCE 4 e uvensusncocnsonsssnss 2 047 7 033 14 0.7 3 29% 3 084 2 032 62,2
CALHOUN CITY.csnuannvsoresnnss 1 w64 1 847 117 6.3 3 189 3 241 2 139 49,1
DERMA, b uvonsvsnsarsonsaosasone 607 660 ~-53 -8,0 2 908 2 977 10745 69,4
PITTSBORO suanonoovaosnenorenss Py 188 36 19,1 5152 3111 1 961 60,7
SLATE BPRINGS,suvcsososucussas 8r 105 -17 ~16,2 2 924 2 878 1 819 60,7
VARDAMAN . o sanpanvsasrosncsnvan 748 771 -29 3,7 2 031 7 074 1838 51,8
) CARROLL COUNTY uocunrnanas 9 072 9 397 325 3.5 2 810 2 373 1479 69,7
CARPROLLTON G aosasasevaresnsvas 272 295 23 7.8 4 553 4 218 2 589 75,4
NORTH CARROLLTON. . sevsenusnnas 755 611 144 23,6 3 452 3199 1 960 76,1
VAIDEN. o eunosasnssnorsncscens 688 716 -28 3.9 3 343 3 307 1 997 67.4
CHICKASAN COUNTY. . esvesaas 17 281 16 805 476 2.8 2 811 2 701 1 794 56,7
NEW HOULKA Gy uneenasnavsanunnsse 520 646 wl26 -19,5% 2 789 2 635 1 675 66,5
HOUSTON' s.vaseocosccscansonons 3 384 3 272 112 3.4 3 258 3 213 2 138 82,4
OKOLOMA o svansonnunensasssanss 2 955 3 002 i 7 =1,6 z 894 2 763 2z 134 35,6
WOODLAND e o pouovsconavcaanaanss 177 130 47 36,2 2 354 2 272 1 582 Be,
CHOCTAY COUNTY,vvososenane ‘8 ATS 8 440 435 5.2 2 586 2 H&B 1 450 783
ACKERMAN . s v anosasesnssnssaanas 1 531 1 502 2% 1.9 3 479 3 326 1 967 6.4
FRENCH CAMP..qqoeanascacsnssae 190 174 16 9.2 3 286 3 12v 1903 2.7
MATHISTON (PART)seanrnsusonss 117 95 22 23,2 2 939 2 797 1701 72.8
PEIR cunasnnassvsonnesanassses 533 573 40 7.0 3 149 3 101 1 886 67,9

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.



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

FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT,

and Subcounty Areas—Continued

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000
1S AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE.

s THE 1969 PER CARPITA INCOME FIGURE
FOR MEANING OF SyMEOLS, SEE TEXT.)

POPULATION

FSTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE PERCENT
APRIL 1s 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY 1s 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSWS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
CLAIBORNE COUNTY.sewsooouns 11 332 10 086 1 246 12.4 2 614 2 394 1 354 93,1
PORT GIBSON,ucssoosncssscnasas 2 771 2 589 182 7.0 3 699 3 394 1 915 93,2
CLARKE COUNTY.osevensasons 15 620 15 049 571 3.8 3163 2 914 1 764 79,3
ENTERPRISE suososonasscssnnssnn 461 458 3 0.7 3185 2 917 1 785 78,4
PACHUTA s cosasconssssasscacsas 264 271 -7 2.6 3 436 3 162 1943 76,8
QUITMAN e ssvescsncasssonsnroans 2 %87 2 702 wilS 4,3 4 284 3 925 2 196 95,1
SHUBUTA, s osuesvoncaosssnssoons 648 602 46 7.6 3 692 3 349 1 956 88,8
STONEWALL osveasocsnonvansoasas 1077 17161 -84 7.2 3 531 3227 2 097 68,4
CLAY COUNTY . oenooenonannas 19 500 18 840 1 060 5,6 3 196 | 2 974 1 848 72.9
WEST POINT.vosnssnnswssoosonne B 144 8 714 =570 6,5 3 732 3 575 2 174 The7
COAHOMA COUNTYuosasousonnn 38 631 40 H47 -] 816 4,5 2 670 2 633 1 562 70,9
CLARKSDALE s uasosnonansnasosnes 21 079 21 673 =594 2,7 3 359 3 292 1 958 71.6
FRIARS POINT cosaoonnsesnvasnan 1200 1177 23 2.0 1 560 1 522 923 69,0
JONESTOWN, gcnsvnaassssasnasnne 1 o6t 1110 =46 ~4,1 2 oot 1 874 1 12% 77.5
LULAGoansnovennsnsnonsnnsncves 446 Hys 1 0.2 2 711 2 666 1 645 64,8
LYONuvaonosoosnsonsvavanancanse 247 383 =36 9 4 2 831 2 784 1718 64,8
COPIAH COUNTYunaoroonnsnna 25 148 24 764 381 1.5 2 740 2 592 1 596 74,7
BEAUREGARD ey osnsnsnsscsvaasnna 207 199 8 4,0 1094 1 031 634 72,6
CRYSTAL SPRINGS,vesnannaoncnas 4 311 h 195 116 2.8 2 883 2 691 1 737 66,0
GEORGETOWN. s nessvenonosvanonen 430 339 71 20,9 2 966 2 975 1 754 69,1
HAZLEHURS T s v asnansooncunananase 4 379 4 577 ~198 wif 3 3 726 3 609 2 106 76,9
WESSONeuenovosnossnsascrosssns 1 r2e 1 253 -25 2.0 3199 2 917 1 866 7L 4
COVINGTON COUNTY wovvnanane 14 794 14 002 792 5.7 2 932 2 769 1 629 8040
COLLINS . sussoonnosnnrassonnes 2 342 1 934 408 21.1 3 995 3 702 2 212 80,6
MOUNT OLIVE,uvevesasosscescnna 959 923 36 3,9 3 500 3 252 2 045 1.1
SEMINARY 4 s vsnnavsorssoracossos 253 269 -16 5,9 3 418 3 15% 1 950 78,3
DE SOTO COUNTY.euosnnseons 50 804 35 885 14 919 41,6 3 640 3 436 1988 85,9
HERNANDO . s svvvsvascossvoeonncs 2 h66 2 499 167 6.7 5 033 4 823 2 708 85.9
HORN LAKE s usossavonavesronnoan 3 579 241 3 338 1385,1 4 304 4 105 2 220 93,9
MEMPHIS s sosocaroasnonocnnncnon 167 118 49 41,5 3133 3 000 1 702 84,1
NEFRPORT s enecnonnassvoevannanas 125 88 37 42,0 3 481 3 333 1 891 84,1
OLIVE ARANCH, . vsenosvosnnsnoes’ 1712 1 513 199 13.2 4 019 3 841 2 075 93,7
FORREST COUNTYusensnannnse 62 103 37 849y 4 854 6,4 3 850 3 483 2 205 4,5
HATTIESBURG (PART) vannssasesns 40 173 37 993 2 180 5.7 4 082 3 672 2 335 Th o8
FETALcrusassoanacanasosnosssen 9 382 7 620 5 762 23,1 4 030 3 629 2 321 73,6
FRANKLIN COUNTYwouawowsans & p22 8 011 211 2.6 2 848 2 638 1 %91 78,9
BUDE, sanonconnscncvensnnsasnns 1118 1186 ~30 =2,6 2 666 2 834 1497 781
MEADVILLE sannavanovsnsvanasara 665 594 71 12,0 5 093 4 853 2 960 72,1
ROXIE sounaosssanacuaansvsnansans 651 662 “11 -1, 3 293 3 222 1 852 77,8
CEGRGE COUNTY s aunnunonssus 14 302 12 459 1 843 14,8 3 376 3010 1934 74,6
LUCEDALE cunosasonnnonsansnanen 2 283 2 083 200 9.6 4 309 3 854 2 535 70,0
GREENE COUNTYwawovasaonana a 784 8 545 240 2.8 2 425 2 217 1 389 74,6
LEAKESVILLE s ionusnnnsnsosssnsne 1 N2z 1090 -G8 b, 2 3 091 2 875 1777 73,9
MCLAIN, oousoususoavassnonsnnn 058 632 26 4,1 1967 1751 1151 70,9
STATE LINE (PART).uensasesaans 244 298 -5 ~18,1 2 312 2 141 1 360 | 70,0
GRENADA COUNTYwwaossosnnnae 19 984 19 B854 130 0,7 3 141 2 971 1930 62.7
GRENADAY (i iavnovenvonsnvssonns 11 767 11 259 508 4,5 3 4s2 3 384 1935 78,9
HANCOCK COUNTYsauoenoaounse 19 148 17 387 1761 10,1 3 579 3 19¢ 2 096 70.8
BAY ST, LOUIS,.ssueoorcesnnonea 6 057 6 752 205 3.0 4 230 3 726 2 395 76,6
WAVELAND ¢ o s yuaoosousscnesasnan 3 04y 3 108 333 10,7 3 780 3 349 2 422 5641

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE.




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

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

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE PERCENT
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY s 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER RERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
HARRISON COUNTY o enosvoace 145 9U3 134 582 11 361 8,4 3 914 3 S4b 2 307 69,7
BILOXI.eoscnossansnnnssonsunas ué o4 43 486 -2 222 4,6 4 025 3 650 2 316 73.8
: GULFPORT soosnssasnsssssasasnss 43 700 40 791 2 909 7ot 4 235 3 875 2 537 66,9
. LONG BFACH .y esscensnoscssonane 7 %32 6 170 1 362 22,1 4 735 4 283 2 788 69,8
Q PASS CHRISTIANG yuceonsosensvon 4 917 2 979 1 938 65,1 3 983 3 656 2 291 73,9
HINDS COUNTY . ovovonavsacss 232 604 214 973 17 631 B,2 4 487 4143 2 639 70,0
EOLTON, coosoescoeasnsonnssnons 707 787 =530 -10.2 3 866 3 829 2 263 70,8
CLINTONI. oyoassaconssosssasans 12 225 7 837 4 348 56,0 4 66R 4 354 2 186 67,0
EDWARDS . aouwoncsosvosnsascnanos 5 283 1 236 47 3.8 1 667 1 764 1 082 58,0
JACKSON (PARTI . ievuvsosavanoe 188 205 180 814 7 391 4,1 4 713 4 493 2 557 84,3
LEARNED . s avosacoconnnosssanaas 113 116 -3 2.6 5 490 5 49y 3 291 66,8
HAYMOND o s e conssosnnnonsasensne 1 630 1 620 10 0.6 4 132 3 984 2 592 59,4
TERRY 4 v avovansoncsonossssasas 547 546 1 0.2 3 94z 3 9U3 2 364 66,4
UTICA, ,evancunoossnanssneonass 1062 1019 43 4,2 3 648 3 476 2 043 78,0
HOLMES COUNTY vanossscacns 22 470 23 120 «550 -2.4 1 866 1 896 i 156 61,4
CRUGER e s novasvonssnsssasoncns 276 415 -39 -9, 4 2 442 2 611 1.506 62,2
DURANT  ovsvoncnsaennssvonssans 2 678 2 182 =74 2,7 2 930 2 879 1 818 61,2
GOUDMAN, v senussossonsssssonans 1220 1 194 26 2.2 2 011 2 198 1299 54,8
LEXINGTON.sasssanesosssassnnas 2 625 2 7156 =131 4,8 ? 682 2 745 1 786 50,2
PICKENS v cosasavssavssssosonon 1 ookR 1012 36 3.6 2 730 2 533 1475 85,1
TCHULA, weosovsonnsonnssnsannns 1 657 1 729 =72 4,2 1790 191t i 1ot 62,6
WEST e esnroncensnvanossonsesnse 285 308 =20 “0,6 1 544 1 631 952 62,2
HUMPHREYS COUNTY.esoosnase 14 228 14 601 =373 -2,6 1 917 2 382 1 222 56,9
LELZONI s uasoosconvannsssossssn 3192 3 304 -202 -6,0 2 806 3 378 1 787 57,0
IS50LA,,snvosaseonssasssssnnnae 269 458 411 89,7 2 115 2 655 L 339 58,0
LOUISE , vvvonusnnscoorsscnasnns 406 444 =38 -8,6 3 585 4 221 2 165 65,6
SILVER CITY.ysesnvsmsovascnnne 317 37¢ ~53 14,3 1 070 1 216 613 74,6
ISSAQUENA COUNTY . eoeoonnns 2 312 2 737 -425 15,5 2 356 2 864 1 628 44,7
MAYERSVILLE cueavaanaavrvsncsss 405 396 9 2.3 2 356 2 872 1 628 4,7
TTAWAMBA COUNTY.oseasoonas 17 @79 16 847 1132 6.7 3 154 2 936 1 BY4B 70,7
FULTON, veeonevsanasesssosesses 2 979 2 899 80| - 2.8 4 131 3 713 2 323 77,8
MANTACHIE s savsosansnosssacnss 425 534 91 17.0 3 712 3 369 2 086 77.9
TREMONT eovevvenoncassssaercnns 301 288 13 4,5 2 902 2 710 1 695 71,2
JACKSON COUNTYuooasansanns 110 073 87 975 22 098 25,1 4 487 3 900 2 521 7840
HOSS POINT.eevcssnnnssssacnsns 18 474 19 321 =647 -4 .4 4 028 3 602 2 239 79,9
OCEAN SPRINGSssscsesessnsssnes 13 658 ¢ 580 4 078 42,6 4 698 4141 2 555 83.9
PASCAGOULA . vvussenssnsonssonas 31 346 27 264 4 076 15,0 5 061 4 430 2 939 72.2
JASPER COUNTY..venneevanss 16 425 15 994 531 3.3 2 622 2 451 1452 80,6
BAY SPRINGS,useeserensrsssanns 1 340 1 801 39 2.2 4 007 3 855 2 412 66,1
HETDELBERG. saussnsassrronrsros 1150 1112 38 3,4 3 155 3 081 1 695 86,1
LOUIN, s uoascnonsnssanssnonasan 266 382 =113 -29.6 2 892 2 744 1652 75,4
MONTROSE e uennassonnsssonnonns 178 160 18 11.2 2 921 2 773 1619 80,4
JEFFERSON COUNTY vvsnonnan B 840 9 295 ~4u46 -4 .8 1 84y 1 705 981 87,7
FAYETTE voonnsovonncasscosssncs 1 90% 1725 80 4,6 2 020 1971 1132 78,4
JEFFERSON DAVIS COUNTY.... 13 092 17 936 156 1.2 2 686 2 506 1548 73,5
BASSFIELD easvoennsnsnsonsrvane 366 354 12 3.4 3 344 3 163 1 962 70,4
PHRENTISS e oevnssasasncrsssonsss 1 741 1 789 -48 -2,7 4 502 4 232 2 705 66,4
JONES COUNTY.acenanansnuas 59 173 5¢ 357 2 816 8.0 3 551 3 264 2 067 71,8
ELLISYILLE svuvranossnssensesse 5 433 4 643 790 17.0 2 357 2 185 1 435 64,3
LAUREL s ussovnonoesnsansosnsssan 23 233 24 145 =312 -1,3 3 996 3 712 2 325 71,9
SANDERSVILLE ssconnnnsannesnss 772 694 78 11,2 3 596 3 366 2 031 77,4
G080, 4uensocnsocacsasssasrscns 296 272 27 9.9 3 575 3 295 2 076 72,2

J—

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

(EOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAFITA INCOME FIGURE
I8 AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1870 CENSUS FIGURE, FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT,)

POPULATION ) ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
) (DOLLARS)
. AREA . CHANGE , ‘ FERCENT
. APRIL s 1970 T0 1976 CHANGE »
JuLy 1, 1970 1974 1969 10
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
KEMPER COUNTY.1auenennnons 10 289 10 233 56 0.5 1 83¢ 1 796 1138 63.4
DE KALBuyaserornssnesradsasase 1072 1072 - - 3 415 3 359 2 143 59,4
SCOOBA,eessnsansannsaorannsense 657 626 31 5.0 1 962 2 044 io273 54,1
LAFAYETTE COUNTY.vsuronnss 26 751 24 18] 2 870 10,6 3 240 3 003 1 967 69,9
ABBEVILLE viannsaonsrnncernnone 247 325 22 6.8 3 252 3 004 1 907 70.5
OXFORD,y v aveonrnrsrvnrcosonscos 10 023 3 519 1 504 17,7 4175 3 860 2 477 68,6
TAYLOR, suoonancrovosnnsnaanuon 96 92 4 4,3 4 039 3 720 2 425 66,6
CAMAR COUNTY e auucornunnnes 18 504 15 209 3 295 21,7 5182 | 2 961 1 Bs2 7148
HATTIESBURG (PART}uusoousesnas 419 284 135 47,5 4 266 3 783 2 248 90,0
LUMBERTONY e suanrncaesinssroes 2 236 2 084 152 7.3 3 020 2 980 i 889 59,9
PURVIS, tusvannssssnnessarasnas 2 078 1 860 215 11,7 3 657 3 256 2 014 81.6
SUMRALL soneoravonsrsarsarssnss 1 o8o 955 85 8,9 3 222 3 000 1 816 774
LAUDERDALE COUNTY, i ivunas 71 369 67 087 4 282 6,4 3 842 5 579 2 285 TOL Y
FARION. cananenaenssesssenassss 560 533 27 d.1 5 509 5 120 3 142 74,2
MERIDIAN saevnsressvessnoseiss 45 529 45 083 446 1.0 4 057 3 771 -2 399 69,1
LAWRENCE COUNTY 4 uuvnsansas 11 930 11 137 793 7.1 3 139 2 868 1714 83,1
MONTICELLOwsvonsnonvasonrsanss 2 vaz 1790 232 " 130 5 29¢ 4 745 2 Byl 86,3
NEWHEBRON. y scoerncnvnssnarsnns 432 456 -24 B3 3 036 2 772 £ 700 78,6
SILVER CREEK . vvviunnnsennnvans 21 257 it 24,9 % 231 2 993 1 689 913
LEAKE COUNTY.evernennsnnas 18 030 17 085 945 5,5 2 569 2 377 1 538 67,4 ﬁi
. f;s>
CARTHABE s sevneorssssscsnnsnnan 2 994 3 031 =37 1.2 3 598 3 34g 2 215 62,455
LENA, yusasvenrsrsarnssranssnes - 194 233 -39 ~16.7 2 946 2 725 1 739 69 .4
HALNUT GROVE.wssceonsrssonssean 548 398 150 37,7 3 467 3 380 2 209- 5649
LEE COUNTYuuuuaueannnannas 51 879 4o 148 5 731 12.4 4 036 3775 2 381 69.5
BALOWYN (PAKT}oavsunvnssosvnes 1337 1173 Led 14,0 3 641 3 626 2 150 69,3
GUNTOWN o sssaserversnasossrans 340 304 36 11.8 3 040 2 89z 1 843 64,9
NETTLETON (PART) vvnnvonsnannes 707 681 26 3.8 4 306 4 025 2 556 68,5
PLANTERSVILLE v vvneessranrsnse 1012 910 102 i1.2 3 494 3 306 2 000 T
SALTILLOueussnvnssasvosoonssss 1153 536 317 37,9 4024 3 880 2 hod 60,7
SHANNON . v sevnssnnnssosunssane &27 575 52 9,0 3 684 3 505 2 234 64,9
TUPEL G, sevvnssnscnsessosocnons 23 265 20 471 ] T2 754 13,6 4 BLe 4 495 2 859 48,5
YERONA, svasesssrsannsssoscrnss 2 a3n 1877 158 6.4 3 288 3 025 1 o4 64,9
LEFLORE COUNTY,vunnnenrnas 41 437 42 111 -674 -1.6 7 931 C 292t 1778 ol , 8
GREENNOODssesasassossssncosaos 21 559 22 400 -8H1 -3.8 3 686 3 624 2 229 65,4
ITTA BENAsessssnsasaasonasenss 2 624 2 489 135 5.4 2 54g 2481l 1432 77,9
MORGAN CITY, . eunsasavssesonaas 189 207 -18 -6,7 1992 2 198 1 258 58,3
SCHLATER s evorsosassavessssnnan 475 198 77 19,3 2 727 2 976 1 684 61,9
SIDON . e cunisrronssncovnnsanns |- 317 348 ~31 -8,9 2 586 2 854 1 633 58,4
LINCOLN COUNTYsuyunsnnvess 26 627 26 198 629 2.4 3117 2 Qu4s {850 68,5
BHROOKHAYEN s evcvesvssssonnuone 10 5590 10 700 =150 “i,4 3 600 3 472 2 102 7143
255 LOWNDES  COUNTY 40 nonepnnnon |, 53 8lg 49 790 4 114 8,3 3 507 3 284 2 094 6745
ARTééiA..;...,..;.....;....... 488 4y 4y 9,9 3 799 3 829 2 098 81,0
CALEDONIAvuaussssasanssncsnoes 243 245 -2 ~0,8 4 168 3 86¢ 2 437 71,0
COLUMBUS .4 eainsosenesrssnsacan 26 262 25 795 567 2.2 3 653 3 395 2 153 69,7
CRAWFORD . v ennnnavnvessnennnans 439 391 48 12,3 3 282 3 282 1 954 68,2
MADTSON COUNTY s uuunnsoenns 33 348 29 737 3 611 1204 2 653 2 533 1549 S 71,3
CAMTON, eusvssnnencaccroannanns 11 247 10 503 Thi Tl 2 863 2 817 i 826 56,8
FLORA. .o cusnsssoncensnancnacs 1060 987 73 T4 3 403 2 995 1632 108.4
MADISON. sassrnevsnsnsvoncnosas ou7 853 G4 15.0 & 108 5 6% 2 931 108,3
RIDBELAND? srdvssaienstaren b . 2 k67 .1 958 512 26,2 4 8ip 4 100 2 394 B4 .3
MARTON COUNTYoua s auspninan |~ 24 1H2 .22 871 127 - 2 953 7 697 i 812
COLUMBT A sanecoucrcrsnannsnn 7 078 7 587 =509 647 3 843 3 519 2 159

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

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

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

ArEA CHANGE , PERCENT
ARRIL L 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY s 1970 1974 1969 10
1576 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
WATSHALL COUNTY . ivoanvvsas 27 211 24 027 3184 13,3 2 325 2 240 1 372 69,5
EYHAL TAwuvsonvscnsovocvosunsoa 751 702 48 6,8 4 127 4 003 2 391 72,0
HOLLY SPPINBS 0 viavuvonnnsscss B 593 5 728 ~135 ) 3 087 2 979 1 848 66,6
PUTTS CAMP . wansvavssenassnenss 01 459 42 g2 3 621 3 795 2 136 64,5
#ORROE COUNTY . yvavsnnsanan 34 490 3043 hyr 1.3 3 054 2 889 1 886 64 5
ABERDEFN s nocnovaonassosunsasna 6 503 6 507 el =0.1 3 152 2 947 1 890 66,8
AMORY w evussonsananoneansconcnns 7 250 7 236 14 0.2 3 725 3 508 2 301 61.9
GATTMAN, sussorsanssssosassnocs 167 175 = wl, 6 3 331 3 255 2 121 57,0
FHATLEY s vnonesaovansanssasonoas 468 185 83 21,6 4 524 4 421 2 882 57,0
NETTLETON (FART) sososvsoconues @50 910 40 4.4 3 100 3 143 2 019 53,5
SMITHVILLE avssoavosvcovosnonas 571 852 19 Skt 3 207 3 197 2 146 4944
MONTAROMERY COUNTY.wuonenve 13 184 12 91¢ - 266 2.1 2 558 2 437 1571 62,8
UDUCK “llloacaonssonsnsnvcsssoae By R 809 29 4.8 2 48z 2 193 1 509 64,5
KILMICHAEL yosnosnunnnnsasnvnas 482 543 -6t “11,2 3 183 3 028 1 902 67,4
RINONA s s uracesonansssonsnaen 5 AL2 5 521 91 1.6 3 014 2 945 1 898 58,8
NESHOBA COUNTY v aoovecvoas 21 730 20 802 928 4,5 3118 2 974 1 Bou 72,6
FHILADFLPHIA s cvevnnssronsvsans & 131 & 274 «143 2,3 3 965 3 854 2 277 T4,1
UNTOM (PART ) svavarsnessosanecs 107 188 82 “43 4 2 125 2 03y 1 198 T4
NESTON COUNTY i envssansasee 19 535 18 983 552 2.9 3 154 2 917 1 817 73,6
CHUNKY , oo vaussersasncrensrenne 276 280 b ~1.4 4 74y 4 463 2 533 87,2
CECATUR swossersvsnsnssrsvosas 1 200 1 31l ~51 -3,9 3 4gs 3173 1 919 82,1
HICKORY s novesoosovonsosansnnes 554 570 ~-16 ~2e8 2 4831 2 535 1 46% 68,9
LAKE (PART)soosvavovoorsannsus 4é 43 3 740 ? 993 2 BHB 1 699 642
NEKTOM oseosesvencosnoarscssanc 3 434 3 556 =122 =34 3 763 3 579 2 276 65,5
UNION (PART Y oosaocnnenrersanns 1 A23 5 667 =44 ~2,6 3 49¢ 3 377 2 076 68,1
NOKUBEE COUNTYaoseossnnnee 13 1332 14 288 -1 155 ~8,1 2 088 2 032 1 307 59,5
BROOKSYILLE saoensonrnsonsancns 208 978 =10 ~7.2 4 115 3 603 2 180 88.8
FACON, s enmavasnsnaseannesonnen 2 o282 2 612 ~330 ~12,6 3 224 2 967 2 003 61,0
SHUQUALAK g v yovosnsorssnsrvoan w24 591 -66 -11.2 2 969 3 241 1 688 49,3
OKTIBBEHA COUNTY wvsinnnnne 33 Ni9 24 752 4 267 14,8 3 188 2 950 1 928 63,6
MASEN (PART) iosavasussonnceone als {69 -2 =551 2 735 2 830 1 642 66,0
STARKVILLE v ureonennrvononsns 172 106 11 369 1 037 9.1 4 257 3 974 2 564 66,0
BTURGI S s s avavsrvosnsstanrsesvs 277 321 -44 =13.7 3 395 3 142 2 017 68,5
FANGLA COUNTY uunvnvennons 27 723 26 828 592 3.3 ? 515 2 420 1 532 64,2
EATESYILLE tesnoorussanosrasnas 3 €25 3 796 -170 4,5 3 907 3 887 2 508 55,8
COMDuuvanoncasvenonusrronssoar 1122 1 003 119 11.9 3 874 3 665 2 241 72,9
COURTLAND s s vnvsnnvavrsnsanunas 345 316 29 9.2 2 614 2 347 1 438 81.8
CREMEHAN (PARTY eyosanonsnsnsns 4930 S84 =54 5,5 2 079 1 960 10311 88,6
CHROWDER (FAET) s vasonnocnssnnes 74t 274 -28 ~10,2 1 293 1 222 765 69,0
POPE s ussoosscosvsvrostvesnvese 241 21¢ 31 14,8 3 181 3 007 1 8a4 68,08
BoKOIS S, nssnsronsonsncsrcersnns 2 44 2 391 &3 3.5 3 751 3 580 2 303 62.9
PEARL RIVER COUNTY..eoreas 2P 569 27 802 547 2.0 3 446 3143 2 009 T1e5
PICAYUNE s xovosronsansrcissasas 9 915 10 467 =552 -5,3 3 565 3 333 2 143 66,4
POPLARYILLE ccovvaoresovnennons 2 171 2 312 =141 wbyl 3 207 3 009 1 %22 66,9
PERRY COUNYY.puensossonace g Be2 9 065 &17 2.0 2 117 2 449 1 S04 80.7
FEAUMOMT . s usevennnnoscanvonas 1 w79 1 UL 18 1.7 2 229 2 089 1 lo4 B6, 7
NEW AUGULTA, vanvornvevsasnnrve 562 S48 151 29.5 3 S4p 3 382 2 038 Thul
PICHTOM G s v auscronrsnosnnovsnans 1185 1110 75 6.8 3135 2 716 1692 85,3
EOLOUNTY v aasnnnsunnrans 34 232 31 813 2 419 7.6 2 959 2 78¢ 1 737 70,4
e kmewmscnaeraves 12 0197 11 969 128 1.1 3671 3 424 2 125 72,8
saswresesaxu e 2 195 1970 125 6,3 3031 2 Bl 1743 73,9
DY P £ 58 628 10 1.6 2 Be3 2 793 1 730 65,5
v caraccsnsuonccsvannns 1874 1 640 =66 -, 0 2 613 2 520 1 559 67,6
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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 APEAS 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 ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLL.ARS)

AREA CHANGE PERCENT
APRIL &, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JuLY L, 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 | (REVISED) 1969 1975
PONTOTOC COUNTYeooossocnan 19 055 17 363 1692 9.7 2 832 2 695 1632 73,5
ECRU,qeossssnssssonsasesssosns 469 417 52 12,5 3 946 3 529 1 926 104,9
PUNTOTOC: covocsonnsonsonssoans 3 781 3 453 328 9.5 3 739 3 677 2 253 66,0
SHERMAN (PARTYseocansesassance 499 399 100 25,1 3 481 3 451 1926 80,7
THAXTON e oavasoasaaasconansnas 300 289 11 3.8 2 731 2 631 1579 73,0
TOCCOPOLAcnnossosasscsssnsans 187 175 12 64,9 2 484 2 392 1436 73,0
PRENTISS COUNTY.usaunsnonse 21 408 20 133 1 272 6.3 3 224 3 044 1873 72,1
BALDWYN (PART)eoosososonacoana 1470 1193 277 23.2 3 503 3 135 1 955 792
EOONEVILLE cuvsnonsccusocssannsn 5 949 5 895 54 0.9 3 731 3 563 2 164 72,4
JUMPERTOWN .o wssasossunssoasncs 285 265 20 75 3 583 3192 1 891 89,5
MARIFTTAuonooosvsnasovssssaancae 203 204 -l «0s5 4104 3 657 2 166 89,5
AUTTMAN COUNTY s envsoancoas 14 118 15 888 ] 777 11,2 1 938 1 9%6 1226 58,1
CAENSHA# (PARTJavaoonosasvanas | 274 287 -13 ~4,5 1345 1 302 791 70,0
CRUWDER (PART)ssvssnaenrsonsas 496 541 45 8,3 2 791 2 932 1 783 56,5
FALCON, ssoasassnossavsonotescs 249 219 30 13,7 1495 1447 R0 6949
LAMBERT cossvansononaessasasans 1347 1 811 ~164 10,9 2 341 2 309 1 394 67,9
MARKS. 4 oesssosssssancasscuonanse 2 302 2 609 ~307 ~11.8 2 894 3 064 1 887 53,4
SLEDBE s seovnseroscosnsovsssnas 420 516 98 -18,6 3 237 3176 2 003 61,6
RANKIN COUNTYsueovoasncoas 58 950 43 933 18 017 34,2 3 713 3 397 2 003 85,4
BRANDOM . assenssosopssssassnsas 6 B37 2 685 3 652 143,5 5 740 5 204 3 072 86,8
FLORENCE s s soastooossnvssacvane 585 404 181 44,8 3 230 2 987 2 118 52,9
FLOWOOD s sosvaessrenancccavanse 337 352 =15 mihy3 3 112 2 951 2 092 48,3
JACKSON (PART)eoncoasossanosse - - - ves - - - ane
PEARL . sonvosasssassssoonsnsans 16 4l 12 168 4 299 35,3 4 744 4 427 2 613 81,6
FELAHATCHIE . ssoonsscscnvasasee 1318 1 306 12 0.9 2 58U 2 279 1 748 47,8
PUCKETT e anscanesvonseasrassnance uap 313 115 34,5 3 805 3 508 2 47 53,4

RICHLAND ¢ s osassncsnsacnaasacas 3 492 2 543 929 36,2 4 139 3 817 2 253 83,7 !
SCOTT COUMTY soraansasennun 22 267 21 369 898 42 2 681 2 458 1 575 67,7
FORESTssosnasvnsosossessssana 4 301 4 085 216 5,3 3 745 3 331 2 223 68,5
LAKE (PART).4ssoscesonsencsacs 422 398 24 6.0 7 844 2 706 1778 60,1
FORTON, o ssonssonanenssasonans 2 #85 2 672 213 4.0 3115 2 838 1 86l A74
SEBASTOPOL cosesonsovesossvovas 330 268 62 23,1 2 349 2 102 1 379 70,3
SHARKEY COUNTY.ausncncvnns 7 862 8 937 -1 075 =12,0 2 397 2 533 1 382 73.4
ANGUILLAesasososcanvasacssonns s24 612 BB =14,4 4 113 4 175 2 416 70,2
CARY ¢ soseonsncoonnanosassassas “400 517 -117 22,6 2 251 2 465 1 392 61,7
KOLLING FORK,.,vaasconsnoncases 1 829 2 034 ~205 =101 4 187 4 455 2 439 T1.%
SIMPSON COUNTYsowenenvoans 20 970 1y 947 3 023 5.1 2 978 2 800 16931 . 75,9
BRAXTON . s oesonsossansssaracane 180 180 - - ? 926 2 889 177 65,2
(11.0vnvennnoasnssssnavencsonas 476 485 -9 1.9 2 918 2 921 1 804 61,3
MABEF 4 4 s ancasasassoonnossnance 2 979 2 973 6 0.2 4 04y 3 486 2 132 89,5
MENDENHALL cavoeonsassncssnonns 2 76% 2 402 383 15,9 3 584 3 603 2 264 58,3
SMITH COUNTYwsoonsossnonca 14 657 13 561 1 096 5,1 2 968 2 733 17152 69,4
MIZE sounnoanssnassnsssansnnonn 528 372 56 15.1 3 374 30173 1 893 78,2
POLKVILLE asaseoonscnsrscsennas 124 166 =42 «25,3 1 583 1 48& . 838 78,3
KALETGH, avuyasnsanasscoccsannn 1118 1018 100 9.8 3 537 3 191 2 20% 6.6
SYLAPENA,scovsonscasrsasancsas 115 118 - - 1 939 1825 1 088 78,2
TAYLOREVILLE covoosasaavasnsnss 1 370 1299 50 52 598 3 534 2 248 80,1
STOME COUNTY.uvansonnnssns & 376 § 101 275 3.4 3 280 3 003 1 887 73,3
RIGGINS s o oeossvononsaneossanas z 954 2 995 iy 1.4 3 938 3 726 2 240 75,8
SUNFLOWER COUNTY uacossaas 38 825 37 047 w1 222 3,3 2 291 2 29¢ 1376 66,5
DOPDSVILLE csiavasnosssscannons 236 276 40 i, 5 3 655 3 76¢ 2 249 62,5
OREW, e sanoasusasosannsnsasnsns 2 724 2 574 147 5.7 3105 2 941 1 737 78,98
INDIANOLA . s sneoasonnsscnoonnnn 8 875 8 947 =72 -0, 8 3 139 3 150 1 943 61,6
TNVEPNESS s uuvosvnoasssnascanse [T 1119 =75 6,7 3 474 3 608 2 190 58,6
MOORHEAD 4 svosasosecnasasnsnaa 2 163 2 284 -121 -5,3 2 3ge 2 16% 1 296 85,0
RULEVILLE s vavasnnoconnroncnnas 2 299 2 351 =52 2,2 3 003 3 137 1 921 56,3
SHAN (PART) ueoeacessonaonenon 16 22 -6 “27.,3 2 345 2 413 1 443 624D
SUNFLOYER . .y peusasnsnsnnassans 851 983 =132 =134 1 895 1 918 1117 69,7
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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

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

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME
(DOLLARS)

AREA CHANGE s FERCENT
APRIL 1 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JuLyY i, 1970 1974 1969 70
1978 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 19751 (REVISED) 1969 1975
THLLAHATCHIE COUNTY..000ns 18 206 13 338 =1 132 5.9 2 077 2 146 1 308 58,8
CHARLESTON, cocsosavnussscanons 2 636 2 821 165 5,8 3 982 3 659 2 205 80,6
GLENNORA s aonsscconsssssssaves 212 201 11 5.5 1 763 2 038 1 289 36,4
SUMNF Ry oocnsoosovnnnnosnunnsss 520 533 ~13 “2.4 1 886 2 179 10379 36,8
TUTWILER . euvucoossvoncosvensss 1100 1103 -3 =0,3 1 834 2 333 1 595 16,0
HEFBasososonoasaosensnsonsovnas 707 751 wil 3,9 2 300 2 676 1 699 35,9
TATE COUNTY.uousoeossccnne 20 457 15 544 1913 16,3 2 153 2 598 1 610 71,0
COULDWATER . s svoosvonnusssvooass L 595 1450 145 10.0 3 415 3 084 1983 57,1
SENATORIAcasssosoesnscanansover 4 704 4 247 4y 10,8 3 752 3 674 2 291 63.8
TIPPAH COUNTY i vaoonssssss 17 903 15 852 2 051 12,9 2 906 2 797 1718 692
FLUE MOUNTAIN s esosssnvnvesnse 709 677 32 4,7 2 384 3 120 1 946 73,9
FALKMER  sonvosscavsnnssoncvosne 196 159 37 23,3 3 516 3190 2 032 73,0
FIPLEY o cosveosoccavsncascssas 3 901 3 482 418 12,0 3 214 3 183 2 010 59,9
WALNUT . s avoss weeseasbenes £67 458 109 23,8 3 793 3483 2 351 61,3
TISHOMINGO COUNTY uosuasnss 15 951 14 940 1011 6,8 3180 3 004 1 808 75,9
BELMONT e ovuvosssosnosansnsssase 1 1ot 1237 =17 o2 4 067 3 876 2 4p1 68,0
BURNSVILLE cssavssossnsonansons a36 435 401 9242 3 426 3 262 1 954 75,3
GOLDFN, covrosssecscoconssssnse 272 33% =67 =19,8 2 660 2 540 1 536 73,8
IUKA, wuassvcasoocasssnsaseancse 2 318 2 389 ~74 “3,1 3 576 3 423 2 054 T, L
PADEN, yevovnoesanese sessvae 73 97 24 w2t .7 3 324 3 165 1 914 73,7
TISHOMINGO  eovoonuvonsoosnnnss %01 410 g1 22.2 3 BLO 3 588 2 187 7649
TUNICA COUNTY.ouuvenncsses 10 &BY 11 854 -1 003 “Bob 1 788 2 142 1 156 54,7
TUNICAwoornousosovossssnssaens 1 625 1 685 -60 o 3 483 4 306 2 332 49,4
UNTON COUNTY . ysavnanssanas 20 547 19 096 1451 7.6 3 247 3 139 1974 69.6
BLUE SPRINGS, eovvesavsoscnans 334 125 9 7.2 2 840 2 653 1 688 68,2
MYFTLE  eosuvaososoncsconsnaase 294 308 =14 =4,5 3 604 3 274 2 082 73,1
MEW ALBANY.ivosoronunscnssssee 6 T47 6 426 321 5.0 4 03y 3 78y 2 432 65,9
SHERMAN {PART)eosvovscsessvoens 84 69 15 21.7 3 463 3 235 2 058 68,3
HALTHALL COUNTY.uonasssene 12 672 12 500 172 1.4 2 613 2 538 1 B23 1.6
TYLERTOWN s eucesosnannosncssnns 1729 1 736 ~11 0.6 3 590 3 496 2 n67 73,7
WARREN COUNTY,pesoacasvaoe 4o 27& 44 981 4 297 9,6 3 978 3 603 2 250 76,9
VICKSHURGY , yuaccosssnconnsanse 30 528 28 557 1 971 6,9 4 164 3 7731 2 287 82,1
WASHINGTON COUMTYuseenoans 71 BO4 70 581 923 L3 3 166 3 g4¢ 1 867 69.6
AHCOLAuesvvonsesnsssnonssenens “23 517 6 1.2 2 095 1 876 1 094 91,5
GREENVILLEY coosvnnasnsessnsnas 4z 830 42 099 740 1.8 3 401 3 191 1 991 70,48
HOLLANDALE s cosasnnesversrsanen 3179 3 260 ~81 =25 2 976 3 083 1570 76.2
LELAND tosusvocrcnssnsoonasenss 6 w93 & 000 63 1.5 3 180 3 161 1 896 67,7
METCALFE cuuonsoossanassssnnnss 878 867 11 1.3 2 691 2 687 1 634 6U,7
HAYNE COUNTYeouwooovesaaven 17 w85 16 650 935 5,6 2 836 2 623 1 617 754
STATE LINE (PART) suveseneonson 255 300 ~45 15,0 1 838 1 6%6 1 052 74,7
AAYNESHORO, s uscovapnvscaannnnse 4 424 4 368 256 5,9 3 217 2 989 1 887 7045
WERSTER COUNTY, uornssssne 10 121 10 047 74 0.7 z 767 2 642 1 569 764
EUPORA v svanessnsssncansnnses 1775 1792 -17 -0,9 4 027 4 052 2 323 73,4
MABEN tPART)  vovonsnnveessonos uag 393 66 16.8 2 228 2 151 1 259 7.0
HANTEE 4 evovocnosancnasonsasaves 127 142 -15 10,6 4 566 4 405 2 421 74,2
MATHISTON {PART)euvosooaosnsne 503 478 28 5,9 ? 589 2 382 1475 75,5
PALTHALL s voaoeroossncnassores 174 161 13 8.1 3 101 2 992 1 780 The2
WILKINSON COUNTY.ovrscscns 10 100 11 099 «990 -8,9 2 389 2 266 1 319 Bl,i
CENTREVILLE (PART)uvuouvsnonns 1 49 11 0.7 3 776 3 636 2 083 8l.3
CROSBY (PART ) cuecrnevsarsvoen 352 -57 =16,2 1 535 1 431 855 79.5
HOODVILLF soupncvucacnssnssvnas 1 734 «159 -%.2 2 854 2 643 1 578 80,9

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

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

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME

POPULATION
(DOLLARS)
AREA CHANGE » FERCENT
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE »
JULY 1» 1970 1974 1969 TO
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCEMNT 1975 ] (REVISED) 1969 1978
WINSTON COUNTY,0sevosvcncs 19 404 18 406 998 5ol 2 788 2 626 1187 58,7
LOUISYILLE s eoooacsnvesasosnas 6 605 6 626 w2l -0 a3 3477 3243 2 180 59,5
NOXAPATER 4 evsvonsvaonsavosssna 508 554 50 “9,0 3 233 2 985 1o9u9 65,9
YALOBUSHA COUNTY.osassanes 12 167 11 915 252 2.1 2 629 PRk 1634 60,9
COFFEEVILLE . uasvocnoassonssssa 993 1024 w31 «“3.0 2 704 2 546 1685 &0,59
OAKLAND s ovavsoonocucoosssvsoas 560 493 67 13.6 3103 3102 2 018 53,8
TILLATOBA.qosososssansonavaoan 95 102 -7 -, 9 3 883 3 691 2 401 61,7
WATER VALLEY..oaesscussssocssn 3 067 3 284 “218 b, 6 3 303 3309 2 021 63,4
YAZOO COUNTYaonsoosacnsaos 27 341 27 314 271 Oul 2 302 2 168 1 631 71,8
PFENTONIAsoessvonocosacscssooas 529 544 ~15 2,8 3 187 3 124 1 879 69,6
EUENyouassnsnonsscassvacossas 80 152 ~72 ~47 .4 2 395 2 339 1392 72,1
SATARTIAsseosocvoavcscocasenss 118 95 19 20.0 2 923 2 85% t 699 72,0
YAZOO CITY.ueoeonsvossnuoasnan 12 034 11 688 346 3,0 2 914 2 B39 1 707 70,7
MULTI~COUNTY PLACES
BALDWYN e oeaaacssossosssasneone 2 A07 2 366 LTS 15,6 3 560 3 312 2 052 73,9
CENTREVILLE s saveossosovasossans 1 a17 1 619 -2 =04 d 3 657 3 509 1 999 82,9
CRENSHAW .o soeosoonvassnasssane 1 204 1271 -67 -5, 3 1 91¢ 1 663 1194 60,0
CROSRY yuvoaonvsnsossasonasssan L) 491 wth7 -3, 6 7 BOS 2 552 Lof12 98,7
CHOWDER y o0 evooeancssnsnssanons 742 815 ~73 -5, 0 2 297 2 376 1oty 59,4
FMATTIESBURG, vavavovoccncassons 8o 592 38 277 2 315 6,0 4 084 3673 2 334 75,0
UACKSONL/evennvns 188 203 180 814 7 391 4.1 4 713 4 493 2 557 B4, 3
LAKE eaeosensncosonensssassnas 468 441 27 bl 2 859 2 7122 1 768 61,7
MABEN G wowoovensensoousoasssoce GOU 862 42 4,9 z 481 2 34 1 467 69,1
MATHISTON. wsossnncoonesnasasnn 620 570 50 &,8 2 665 2 460 1 513 6,1
METTLETOMs s vuocsconsassnsosvon 1 657 1 591 66 4,1 3 610 3 532 2 249 0,9
SHAN e e uusvsosnvsaonosssencnsan 2 308 2 513 *205 -3,2 1 316 1 3ty 1157 13,7
SHERMAN, vovaasrcosssossonsonas 5R3 468 115 24,6 3478 3423 1 ou5 78,8
STATE LINE.cassensassovcnsncss 89y 598 -99 -16,6 2 06" 1 4ve [Ty TloH
UNTOMeyaoonnasoasasssonanssans 1730 1 856 w124 5,8 3 403 3 286 1987 T1.3
POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1976,

'1970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES

1970 CENSUS



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, 7471 Alaska No. 766 Nebraska

No. 742 Arizona No. 767 Nevada

No. 743 Arkansas No. 768 New Hampshire
No. 744 California No. 769 New Jersey
Mo, 745 Colurado No. 770 New Mexico
fo, 746 Connecticut No. 771 New York

Mo, 747 Dalaware No. 772 North Carolinag
No. 748 Florida No. 773 North Dakota
Mo, 749 Georgia No. 774 Ohio

Mo, 750 Hawall No. 775 Oklehoma

No., 751 ldaho No. 776 QOregorn

No, 762 Hlinois No. 777 Pennsylvania
No. 753 indiana No. 778 Rhode Island
No. 754 lowa No. 779 South Carolina
No. 755 Kansas No. 780 South Dakota
No. 756 Kentucky No. 781 Tennessee

No. 757 Louisiana No. 782 Texas

No., 758 Maine No. 783 Utah

No, 758 Maryland No. 784 Vermont

No. 760 Massachusetts No. 785 Virginia

No. 761 Michigan No. 786 Washington
No. 762 Minnesota No. 787 West Virginia
No. 783 Mississippi No. 788 Wisconsin

No. 764 Missouri Na. 789 Wyoming



