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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 planninn 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
souri, Nebraska, and the Dakotas) some counties have active minor 
civil divisions while others do not. 

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

The detailed table for each State shows July 1, 1976 
estimates of the population of each area, together with 
April 1, 1970 census population and numerical and percent­
age change between 1970 and 1976. The 1970 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 
1974, plus calendar year 1969 per capita money income 
derived from data collected in the 1970 census. 

The estimates are presented in the table in county order, 
with all incorporated places in the county listed in alpha­
betical order, followed by any functioning minor civil 
divisions also listed in 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 subcountv 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 esti mates 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 por)ulations. In addition to the above 
components of population change, estimates of special 
populations were also taken into account. Special popula­
tions indude 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 fu II·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 
spHcific to the residHllt 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 popu lation 65 years old and over in 
the county as enumerated in the '1970 census. These 
estimates of the population 65 years old and over were then 
added to estimates of the population under 65 years old to 

yield estimates of the total resident population in each 
county. 

Annexations and new incorporations. The 19'70 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 

'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 anrHlxed area or areas exceeded 5 percent of the 1970 cou nt 
for the annexing area. Adjustments were also made for i.l 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 subcou nty 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 II and the Administrative Records 
method) were utilized. The 1976 estimates result from 
adding the average 1975-76 population change indicated bV 
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 estimates published by the 
Bureau of the Census in Current Population Reports, Series 
P·25, No. 727, in which the Administrative Records-based 
estimates were averaged with the estimates prepared using 
Component Method 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 
political jurisdiction. The 1975 estimates are based on the 
1970 censlls and have been updated lIsing rates of change 
developed from various administrative record sets and 
compilations, mainly frorn 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 'MIre also taken into account in 
preparing the Bsti mates. 

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



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

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

Procedures for State and county 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 I RS 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 estimation procedure, and in the sources 
used to update the income components. 

5 Income 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 using the rate of change from 1969 to 1972. 
Esti mates for 1 974 were then developed based on the 1972 
esti mates, and were updated by an esti mate 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 esti mates. The 1970 census PCI figures for small 
areas are subject to sizable sampling variabil itv, causing them 
to lack sufficient statistical reliability for use in the esti­
mation process. For this 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 origi nal 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 I RS 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 B EA esti mates at the county level. 

The estimates of taxable income and transfer income were 
adjusted separately to the county controls and were then 



4 

combined 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 
appearing in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and 
P-26 have been documented elsewhere. The results of 
evaluations against the 1970 census at the State level are 
reported in Series P-25, No. 520, while similar 1970 tests for 
counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In summary, 
the State esti mates 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 util ized, 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 lack of special censuses 
covering entire States. Some sense of the general reason­
ableness of the Administrative Records estimates may be 
obtained, however, by reviewing the degree of corre­
spondence between the results of the method against those 
of the "standard" methods tested in 1970 and already in use 
to produce State estimates during the 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 closely the 
findings for States. The overall differences for all counties is 
2.5 percent, and ranges from 1.5 percent for the larger 
counties to 10.1 for the 26 small counties under 1,000 

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

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

Population size in 1970 

Item 
All ----

States 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 
and over million 1,5 million 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) Q Q Q (l " Q ~ II' • 0 " 0 Q (I Q Q ill 0 (I 101 0.7 1.1 1,5 

Number of S ta tes • , 0 •••• , • , •••••••• , •••• 51 16 18 17 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percentOQQQ&QOOQQdOOQOOQII' 25 11 10 4 
1 to 2 percent Q ., 0 (I " 1,1 e Q Q Q" " 0 (I Q iii I) 0 Q Q II' 0 Q 19 5 5 9 
2 percent and over Q Q " • Q 0- 0" 0 " •• 0 Q It (I Ii Q 0- (I 7 

___ '~l 
3 4 

Where Administrative Records was: 
Higher" Q 0 " Q .. 0 0 0 0 " 0 Q (I Q Q Q Q (I 0 • (I " " " Q Q 0 0 Q 1\1 28 9 8 
Lower Q Q " Q (I " " Q " III 0 0 0 QQ. Q 0 0 QQ. '" e ., Q Q " Q 0 0 {,J 23 9 9 

- Represents zero. 



population. in the' variations from other FSCP 

methods shown for the '1976 estimates indicate substantial 

reduction '/975 levels. Corresponding differences for 

the 1915 estimates were 3.3 percent, 1.8 and 11,7 percent, 

respectivr,IV. 
Three i:ests (if the Administrative Records population 

estimates against census counts also have been undertaken, 

a limited evaluation involving 24 large areas (16 

counties and 8 cities) was conducted on estimates for the 

1968-70 6 Although the test shows the estimates to 

6 Mever Zitter and David L, Word, U.S. Bureau of the Census, "Use 
of Administrative Records for Small Area Population Estimates," 
unpublishud paper prepared for presentation at the annual meeting of 
the Population Association of America, New Orleans, louisiana, 
April 27, 1973. 

5 

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 Admi nistrative 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 I argest differences occurring in the 

smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popula-

lQI".,R'>""-"'+ Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP 
Estimates for Counties: 1976 

(Base l.S the provistonal FSCP esttmates for counttes) 
-.-----~--. 

Count les wt th 1 g 000 or more 1970 populatton Counttes 

All 
wHh less 

Item counttes 50,000 25,000 10,000 1,000 than 1,000 
Total to to to 1970 

or more 
50,000 25.000 10,000 populatton 

Average percent difference 
(disregardj,ng sign) 41;1 (I U \Uo Q t;,> 'II" ,,(> 2.5 2. L. 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.5 10.1 

Number of counties or 
equivalents~oOO~DQOUU,,~oooo~Dn 3,143 3~ 117 679 567 1~017 854 26 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent"'QI>DtlOOO 906 904 286 184 268 166 2 
1 to 3 percentQOOOOO0 Q OOQ90 1,338 1,331 314 264 437 316 7 
3 to 5 percent ,\) tl Q <:> /{} Q /{} 0 I) 0 (> to' Q 504 505 59 76 206 162 1 
5 to 10 percenteeflOOOOf>I;IOI)I) 327 322 19 40 92 171 5 
10 percent and overOOOOO!)gO 68 57 1 3 14 39 11 

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

All areas (86)2 •••••••• 

1,000 to 20.000 (59) ••••••••• 
Under 1,000 population (27) •• 

IDisregarding sign. 

(Base is spectal census) 

Average 
Number 

percent 
dHfer- Under 3 

ence l percent 

.-------_.-------
(I g (> 0 a Q 5.9 32 

~ " " f! (l " 
4.6 26 

'" 0 '" 0 (l " 
8.6 6 

, __ . ____ _ L ____ 

2All areas have population under 20,000 persons. 

of areas wtth dtfferences of: 

10 
3 to 5 5 to 10 

percent percent 
percent 
and over 

-

18 20 16 

13 14 6 
5 6 10 
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tion differed by 4.6 percent, wh ile 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 th ird 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. 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 esti mates 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 h ave to await the 1980 census results. 

RELATED REPORTS 

The population esti mates 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 publ ished .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 "." represents zero or 
rounds to zero. Three dots " ... " mean not applicable. 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS 11TH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THf 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INC0f1E 
(DOLL.ARS) 

f..--·--·----r--·----·--.,·-·---··--· ... -·.--.. ----.. +·· _ ..... - ... - ... _ ... _ .. - .... ,-.. - .... -- -'--'-
CHANGE, PERCEiH 

CHANGE. 
1969 TO 

AHEA 

~TAT[ OF MiSSOURI ••••••• 

ADA H( COUNTy .... " ........ " 

flHASHEAfI ......... " , •••••••••••• 
G I [l8S .. ~ " ... " " ~ ~ *' ~ 8 >l ." ~ ~ ~ e ~ ... ~ ~ " 

I\lRKSVILLE' , ................ . 
HILLARD .................. , .. .. 
NOVINGER •••••••••••••••••••••• 

ANDI\EW COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

MAZONlA, ......... , ••••••• , ••• 
llOLCKOW .. , .................. " • 
COSBY •••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
COUNTRY CLUB •••••••••••••••••• 
FILLMORE ..................... . 
REA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROSENDALE ••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
SAVANNAH ............... " ••••• 

ATCHISOI, COUNTy ••••••••••• 

FAIRFAX .............. •• •• • .. .. 
PHELPS CiTy ••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCK PORT ••••••••••••••••••••• 
TARKIO ....................... . 
WATSON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~ESTflORO ..................... . 

PUDRAIN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

HENTON CiTy ••••••••••••••••••• 
F ARBFR •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LADDONIA ..................... . 
MARTINSBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 
MEXICO 1 ..................... . 

Rl)SH HILL ................... .. 
VANDALlP ...................... . 
VANDIVER .................... .. 

RARRY COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

liUTTERF ! ElD ••••••••••••••••••• 
CASSV! LLE. " ................. . 
EXETER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MONETT (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
PURDy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SELIGMAN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WASHRUPN ..................... . 
WHeATON ..................... .. 

RARTON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

MINDFNMINES ................. .. 
(;OLDEN CITy ................. .. 
LAMAR ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAMAR HEIGHTS ............... .. 
BURGESS ..................... .. 
LIBERAL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BARTON CITY TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
CEI"TRAL TOWNSHIP •••••••••• · .... 

DOYLE SPORT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
GOLDEN CITY TO.NSHIP •••••••••• 
CITY TOWNSHIP ............... .. 
LAMAR TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
LEROY TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
MILFORn TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••• 
NASHVILLE TOWNSHiP •••••••••••• 
NEWPORT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 

NORTH FORK TOWNSHiP ••••••••••• 
OZARK TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••• , ••••• 
SOUTH ~EST TO.NSHIP ••••••••••• 
UNION TOPNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976 

787 071 

23 036 

378 
106 

15 1+"19 
83 

572 

!.3 7.16 

'lll5 
244 
141 
H8 
267 

60 
301 

'I 218 

9 J 94 

786 
8? 

"06 
56L1 
145 
)96 

;>6 '.35 

lH 
504 
745 
313 

12 181 
I47 

3 (;63 
120 

22 062 

144 
2 176 

45" 
3 1\84 

;'70 
441 
202 
u17 

10 q18 

267 
~O'l 

3 711 
111 

60 
')71; 

326 
54u 

.1'f6 
1 03Q 
3711 

976 
28<; 
305 
381 
237 

~75 
986 
657 
1109 
345 

AP R ILl, f... •• __ ._ ..... _ . ..:1_9.:,7::..0 'rT._{) .. _,1 __ 9.:.7.~6 .. ______ 1 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

'I 677 623 

22 472 

316 
112 

15 9).6 
73 

547 

11 913 

326 
225 
130 
943 
251 

54 
2'f5 

3 324 

9 240 

835 
76 

575 
517 
164 
234 

2:; 362 

121 
470 
745 
318 

12 398 
151 

3 160 
102 

19 597 

125 
.1. 910 

434 
225 
588 
42'1 
257 
360 

279 
810 

3 760 
96 
69 

64q 
285 
501 

267 
142 

3 760 
723 
257 
266 
36) 
226 

305 
998 
565 
438 
335 

NUMBER 

62 
,·6 

.,1137 
10 
25 

823 

19 
19 
11 

.\75 
16 

6 
56 

894 

-46 

-49 
6 

-69 
'17 

-19 
-38 

773 

-5 
-217 

-4 
-97 

18 

465 

19 
266 

21 
-341 
-18 

17 
-55 

57 

-12 
-6 

-49 
15 
-9 

-66 
41 
39 

79 
-103 

-49 
253 

28 
39 
18 
11 

70 
-12 

92 
-29 

10 

PERCENT 

2.3 

2.5 

19.6 
-5.4 
-2.7 
13.7 
4.6 

15.3 

~; ,,8 
e.4 
8.5 

18.6 
6.4 

11.1 
22.9 
?6.9 

-0.5 

-5.9 
7.9 

-4.LI 
1.9 

-11.6 
-16.2 

3.0 

-5.8 
7.2 

-1.6 
-1.8 
-2.6 
-3.1 
17.6 

12.6 

15.2 
13.9 

'1.8 
-e.1 
-3.1 

4.0 
-21.'1 
1~.8 

4.7 

-4.3 
-0.7 
-1.3 
15.6 

-13.0 
-10.2 

14.4 
7.8 

29.6 
-9.0 
-1.3 
3~.0 
10.9 
14.7 
5.0 
4.9 

23.0 
-.1.2 
16.3 
-6.6 
3.0 

'1 

Lj 089 

569 
'2 49[\ 
4 302 
4 058 
3 684 

.3 634 
2 980 
:l 274 
5 056 
? 639 
2 966 
2 976 
Ij !IJI'. 

4 237 

4 525 
3 271. 
4 006 
3 912 
3 022 
3 730 

II 30R 

375(, 
3 '191 
II 067 
:1 944 
II 85'1 
II 597 

~ ml 
282 

? 795 
:J 653 
3077 
3 891 
.3 15f 
2 528-
2 530 
3 729 

1!85 

:5 487 
2 714 
II 086 
2 637 
2 846 
3 2)0 
.3 50Ll 
.3 271 

.3 317 
2 816 
I! OBA 
3 217 
3 eV4 
2 797 
2 957 
2 865 

.3 061 

.3 159 
3 179 
4 21l1! 

5n 

1974 
(REVISEO) 

4323 

8)8 

3 367 
2 355 
Il ()"Il 
3 8111 
3 427 

.3 69) 

.3 502 
2 86E> 
.3 l

'
W 

'I 862 
2 5~H1 
2 852 
2 861 
.3 860 

'1 OW7 

'I 586 
.3 208 
.3 968 
.3 7% 
2 964 
3 657 

4 154 

3 965 
3 656 
I! 282 
4 357 
I( 528 
I; 852 
II OB? 
5 52<) 

11!~ 

2 676 
.3 5% 
2 8117 
3 '1'16 
3 063 
2 507 
2 422 
.3 332 

.3 620 

3 46'/ 
2 931 
4 199 
2 734 
2 950 
3 21!1 
.3 631 
3 701 

3 ~.3a 

3 025 
If 19~ 
3 36~ 
q 030 
2 699 
3 069 
2 970 

3 17.'3 
3 21U 
3 .3)3 
'I 110 
2 613 

1969 

2 952 

'172 

2. 05lf 
1. 511 
2 ':>77 
2 474 
2 029 

?2~ 
900 

2 08? 
3 223 
1 682 
1 R91 
1 9/fO 
2 549 

660 

2 812 
2 O'f9 
2 633 
2 61f6 
1 893 
2 336 

652 

2 218 
2 301 
2 :599 
2 11.37 
2 9q~) 

2 711f 
2 602 
3 093 

152 

868 
;, 428 
? 050 
~~ 516 
2 175 
1 717 
1 691 
'- 190 

232 

064 
1 B57 
2 625 
1 680 
1 9Jl 
2 111 
2 226 
2 llfl 

2 108 
1 909 
2 625 
2 028 
2 47'1 
1 777 
1 773 
1 B21 

1 945 
2 082 
) 959 
2 3q6 
1 602 I 

1975 

65.4 

Tl.8 
65~J 
66.9 
64.0 
81.6 

63.3 
~6",d 
156.,9 
56.9 
56.9 
56 e U 
53.'1 
62.7 

60.9 
~)9 ~ 6 
52.1 
47.8 
59.6 
5<),7 

62,1! 

69.3 
51.7 
69,~ 
61.8 
64 ~),$ 
6'1,4 
62t Lt 
69.-1 

49.6 
50,,5 
~:)() " 1 
51;.7 
45.1 
47.2 
lf9",6 
70.3 

6'1 • .3 
46.1 
55.'7 
')6.'1 
'17,'1 
52.S 
57.4 
5 11.1j 

'57,4 
47.5 
,)~.7 

"8.6 
"\7.4 
57.4 
66.8 
57 • .5 

57,4 
Oil.7 
62.3 
80." 
57"tt 
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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 ) 

ARfA 

----------
~ATES COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ADRI 
ANOR 
HUME 
PASS 
BUTl 
FlCH 
ROCK 
FOST 

AN ........................ 
ET" ............ "." P."" G .... II ...... 
" .. ~ •• " .... 41 e .. 41 I> I/o ...... e ........ 

AIC .. M • ........... 6 •• " III • , III •• 1< .... 

ER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HILL ..................... 

VILLE ..................... 
ERa ........... ~ I> ~ II ................ 

DREX 
~IE.RW 

AMST 
CHAR 
DEEP 
DEER 
EAST 
E.LKH 

EL (PARTl ................. 
IN ........................ 
ERf1AM 1 ••••••••••••••••••• 

LOTTE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 
WATER TOWNSHIP ............ 

CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
BOONE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 

AHT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 

0 RIVER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

RD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 

G~AN 
Hot~ER 
HOW A 
HUDS 
LONE 
MINGO 
MOUND 
MOUNT 

ON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
OAK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
PLEASANT TOWNSHIP ••••••• 

NEW H 
OSAGE 
PLEAS 
PHAIR 
ROCKV 
SHAWN 
SPRUC 
SUMMI 

OME TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 
TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

ANT GAP TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
IE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
ILLE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 
EE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
E TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
T TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 

WALNU 
WEST 
,'EST 

COLE 
IONIA 
LINCO 
WARSA 

B 

GLENA 
LUTES 
MARBL 
SEDGE 
ZALMA 

R 

ASHLA 
CE.NTR 
COLUM 
HALLS 
HARRI 
HARTS 
ROCHE 
STlJRG 

T TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
BOONE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
POINT TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 

EN TON COUNTY •••• ~ ••• ~ •••• 

CAMP ..................... 
" • ~ .. 11 ~ ••• II ••• (I " I> • , ......... " • 

LN .... " ........... ~ ........... " ......... 
W ........................ 

OLLINGER COUNTy •••••••••• 

LLEN ..................... 
VILLE .................... 
E HILL ••••••••••••••••••• 
WICKVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
.... " " ........ " ....... " a ... ~ • II .. " .. "' • 

aONE COU:-.ITY •••••••••••••• 

ND ....................... 
ALIA ..................... 
BIA ...................... 
VILLE .................... 
SBURG." II."" ... " 0 ~ .. "" ... II .... 

BURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PORT ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EON ...................... 

CHANAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

"." ................ 9 ......... 

A ....................... 

(PART;:::::::::::::::::: 
AND CLARK ••••••••••••••• 

PU 

AGENCY 
DE KAL 
E.ASTON 
GOWER 
LEWIS 
RUSHV 
5T, JO 

ILLE ..................... 
SEPH 1 .................... 

BU 

FISK .. 
NEELY V 
POPLAR 

TLER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

iLLE:::::::::::::::::::: 
BLUFF ••••••••• , •••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

POPULATION 

APRIL I. 
JULY 1, 1970 f------

1976 (CENSUS) 

16 217 15 468 

1 478 1 259 
176 219 
293 350 

'14 56 
3 7l1fl 3 984 
1 529 1 661 

25'1 203 
132 178 

91 98 
63 M 

211 206 
409 312 
7.86 294 

1 864 1 529 
441 377 
358 298 

228 219 
459 492 
520 573 
306 278 
362 268 
172 169 
650 579 

'I 628 4 647 

259 259 
1 In5 1 998 

399 3'16 
230 191 
366 316 
162 302 
296 340 
323 295 

'i71 ~93 
402 381 
510 512 

11 822 9 695 

982 1 038 
191 151 
660 574 

1 660 1 423 

10 007 8 820 

185 13'1 
671 626 
7lA 589 

93 92 
9~ 118 

8!> ~45 80 935 

891 769 
3 .~87 3 623 

62 ()24 58 812 
7% 790 
142 150 

99 120 
290 307 
781 787 

85 1\28 86 915 

141 141 
210 287 
262 183 

21 29 
137 150 
261 300 

77 103 78 230 

37 670 33 529 

343 503 
'100 381 

17 4'l3 16 653 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

-- ------r----
CHANGE, PERCENT 

1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 
1974 1969 TO 

NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 
----

749 4.8 'f 103 4 034 2 457 67.0 

219 17.4 4 500 4 357 2 823 59.4 
-43 -19.6 2 969 3 077 1 823 62.9 
-57 -16.3 3 768 3 544 2 197 71.5 
-12 -21.'1 2 345 2 349 1 4q9 61.8 

-236 -5.9 'I 845 4 70b 2 955 64,0 
-132 -7.9 'l 042 3 824 2 161 87.0 

51 25.1 3 382 3 473 2 1111 58.0 
-46 -25.8 2 581 2 537 1 523 69.5 

-7 -7.1 5 787 5 661 3 197 81.0 
-1 -1.6 2 616 2 559 1 445 81.0 

5 2.'1 3 701 3 771 2 093 76.B 
97 31.1 3 548 3 516 2 092 69.6 
-8 -2.7 3 700 3 667 2 181 69.6 

335 21.9 4 113 4 105 2 709 51.8 
64 17.0 " 195 " 152 2- '157 70.7 
60 20.1 :3 253 3 22S 1 918 69.6 

9 4.1 3 587 3 555 2 115 69.6 
-33 -6.7 ,3 56B 3 717 2 108 69.3 
-53 -9.2 3 959 3 733 2 250 76.0 

28 10.1 3 515 3 484 2 073 69.6 
94 35.1 2 966 2 939 1 749 69.6 

3 1.8 3 886 3 852 2 291 69.6 
71 12.3 'I 003 4 195 2 '173 61,9 

-19 -0.4 'I 727 4 589 2 904 62.8 

- - 3 681 3 6'19 2 170 69.6 
-183 -9.2 'I 05e. 3 861 2 17'1 86.7 

53 15.3 3 144 2 881 1 622 93.8 
.39 20.'1 3 530 3 499 2 082 69.5 
50 15.8 :5 360 :5 ~55 2 139 57.1 
60 19.9 3 868 :5 833 2 280 1'>9.0 

-44 -12.9 3 65~ 3 623 2 155 69.6 
28 "'.5 2 955 2 929 1 743 69.~ 

78 1:',8 2 812 2 793 1 666 68.8 
21 5.5 4 390 4 340 2 '162 78.3 
-2 -0.'1 3 629 3 721 2 083 74.2 

2 127 21.9 3 507 3 368 2 163 62.1 

-56 -5.1+ 'I 03~ 3 721 2 399 68.1 
40 26.5 3 61.3 :5 ~73 2 073 7'1.3 
86 15.0 3 932 4 031 2 35~ 67.0 

237 16.7 4 644 4 503 2 630 64.1 

1 187 13.5 2 844 2 743 1 728 6'1.6 

51 38.1 2 831 2 781 1 8.37 54.1 
45 7.2 2 904 2 861 1 851 56.9 

12Q 21.9 3 467 3 517 2 363 46.7 
1 1.1 2 732 2 684 1 773 54.1 

-20 -16.9 ~ 36~ 2 326 1 537 54.1 

q 910 6.1 4 683 4 337 2 963 58.0 

122 15.9 'I 284 :5 93" 2 615 63.8 
-236 -6.5 4 553 4 083 2 733 66.6 

3 212 5.5 4 793 'I '156 3 048 57 • .! 
6 0.8 " 534 3 947 2 906 56.0 

-8 -5.3 3 833 3 480 2 324 6'1.9 
-21 -17.5 3 111 2 824 1 886 65.0 
-17 -5.5 3 654 3 296 2 202 65.Y 
-6 -0.8 3 990 3 712 2 287 74.5 

-1 087 -1.3 'I 320 4 043 2 738 57.8 

- " 3 639 3 441 2 150 69.3 
-77 -26.8 3 897 3 684 2 302 69.3 

79 43.2 3 794 3 587 2 241 69.3 
-8 -27.6 4 629 'I 376 2 734 69.3 

-13 -8.7 4 687 4 '132 2 769 69.3 
-39 -13.0 3 935 3 721 2 325 69.2 

-1 127 -1,'1 4 368 4 088 2 771 57.6 

" I'll 12.4 3 311 3 208 2 067 60.2 

-100 -31.8 3 489 3 470 1 953 78.6 
19 5.0 2 07'l 2 14e 1 210 71.Q 

790 '1.7 3 713 3 52'1 2 306 61.0 
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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 CFNSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

QULIN ....................... .. 

CALDWELL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

HRECKENRIDGE ................. . 
BKft.y~.Ek ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
POLO ......................... • 
HAMILTON .............. , ...... . 
KIDDER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KINGSTON •••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
COWGILL •••••••••••••••••••••• • 
HRECKENRIDGo TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 

~AVIS TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••••• 
FAIRVIFI TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• 
GOMER TOWNShIP •••••••••••••••• 
GRANT TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
HAMILTON TO~NSHIP ••••••••••••• 
KIDDER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
KINGSTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 

HIRARILE TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• 
NEW YORK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 
ROCKFORD TO~NSHIP ••••••••••••• 

CALLAWAY COUNTy ••••••••••• 

AUXVASSE ••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
CEDAR ...................... ". 
FULTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLTS SUMMIT •••••••••••••••••• 
JEFFERSON CITY (PART) ••••••••• 
Kli,GDOM CITY ................ .. 
MUKANE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NEW BLOOMFIELD •••••••••••••••• 

CAMDEN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

CA~tDENTON .................... . 
CLIMAX SPRINGS •••••••••••••••• 
HILLHOUSE ADDITION •••••••••••• 
HUPRICANE DECK •••••••••••••••• 
LAKE OZARK (PART) ••••••••••••• 
LINN CREEK .................. .. 
~ACKS CkEEK ••••••••••••••••••• 
OSAGE BEACH ••••••••••••••••••• 

RICHLAND (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
STOUTLAND (PART) •••••••••••••• 
SUNRISE BEACH (PART) ........ .. 

CAPE GIRARDEAU COUNTY •• ' ••• 

APPLETON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
CAPE GIRARDEAU •••••••••••••••• 
DELTA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GORDONViLLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
JACKSON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OAK RIDGE ................... .. 
POCAHONTAS •••••••••••••••••••• 
~HIT~.ATER •••••••••••••••••••• 

CARROLL COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CAKROLLTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
DE WiTT ...................... . 
I'OPBOKNE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
WAKE~DA ...................... . 
HALE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BOSWORTH •••••••••••••••••••••• 
TINA ......................... . 
ROGARD ...................... .. 

CARROLLTON TO.NSHIP ••••••••••• 
CHERRY VALLEY TOWNSHiP •••••••• 
COMBS TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
DE WITT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
EGYPT TD.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
EUGENE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
Ft\IRFIELD TUWNSHIP ........... . 
HILL TO~NSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 

537 

9 092 

?7 986 

H58 
444 

11. 500 
2 "31 

SH 
348 
368 

2 024 
127 
137 
209 
1'19 
?27 
111 
356 

12 
173 
131 

52 600 

110 
32 328 

479 
'01 

6 ,!~8 
).63 
139 
147 

12 18~ 

(,01 
,Q2 
~24 

70 
37l. 
39? 
15'i 
J?4 

~ 51/\ 
, 2) 

3?6 
Q16 
08' 
329 
~87 
316 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

496 

I> 351 

598 
919 
'138 
645 
231 
291 
232 
e68 

284 
207 
397 
840 

2 0'13 
664 
5'1'1 
530 

358 
273 
343 

25 991 

8M 
454 

12 2'18 
1 296 

53 
398 
427 

13 315 

636 
10'1 
110 
169 

98 
268 
106 
091 

8 
168 

95 

'19 350 

77 
31 282 

'162 
125 

5 896 
181 
127 
135 

12 565 

'I a'l7 
135 
950 
116 
461 
386 
167 
29'1 

<; 755 
78 

333 
390 
2~5 
410 
244 
29'1 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

NUMBER PERCENT 

41 

7'11 

-20 
-n 
-b 

189 
-22 

62 
-1 
-5 

-96 
n 

-37 
10Q 
229 
223 
116 
-32 

83 
41 
31 

995 

50 
-10 

-748 
1 135 

5 
-50 
-59 

3 933 

311€ 
23 
27 
40 
51 

-41 
5 

265 

4 
.5 

36 

3 250 

33 
046 

17 
36 

562 
-18 

12 
12 

-380 

-246 
7 

-126 
-46 
-90 

6 
-12 

30 

-239 
45 
-7 
26 

-174 
-81 

43 
22 

8.3 

!l.9 

-3.3 
-10.0 
-1.4 
11.5 
-9.5 
21.3 
-0.4 
-0.6 

-7.5 
37,7 
-9.3 
12.9 
11.2 
33.6 
21.3 
-6.0 

23.2 
15.0 
9.0 

7.7 

6.2 
-2.2 
-6.1 
87.6 ... 
9.4 

-12.6 
-13.8 

29.5 

23.7 
22.1 
2'.,5 
23.7 
52.0 

-15.3 
4.7 

24.3 

50.0 
3.0 

37 .9 

6.6 

42.9 
3.3 
3.7 

28.8 
9.5 

-9.9 
9.4 
8.9 

-3.0 

-5.1 
5.2 

-13.3 
-3'1.7 
-19.5 

1.6 
-7.2 
10.2 

-5.0 
57.7 
-2.1 

6.7 
-13.9 
-19.8 
17.6 
7.5 

1974 
1975 (REVISED) 

3 215 

3 426 

2 842 
3 291 
3 984 
4 210 
3 210 
3 909 
3 233 
2 753 

3 428 
3 6Ll5 
3 573 
3 553 
3 98'1· 
2 923 
3 443 
3 859 

2 916 
2 971 
2 'lAB 

3 601 

3 651 
2 906 
3 485 
3 721 

? 893 
3 149 
4 206 

3 8'17 

'I 630 
4 439 
3414 
3 963 
5 293 
3 067 
3 186 

966 

7 738 
2 933 
3 04P 

306 

3 49'1 
4 48q 
2 941 
3 258 
4 523 
4 387 
3 256 
3 624 

749 

4 100 
3 46f 
4 033 
3 175 
3 636 
3 288 
3 630 
2 841 

4 152 
4 240 
3 097 
4 093 
3 915 
3 579 
3 454 
2 781 

3 338 

32e 

2 640 
3 2'12 
3 950 
4 20E 
3 022 
3 73{) 
3 H6 
2 572 

3 321 
3 53'1 
3 466 
3 339 
3 9'71 
2 697 
3 313 
3 966 

2 828 
2 881 
2. 412 

3 56!! 
2 91b 
3 38~ 
3617 

2 817 
3 069 
4 016 

3 67~ 

4 490 
4 06M 
3 12~ 
3 633 
4 852 
2 B12 
2 920 
5 '159 

7 094 
2 689 
2 794 

3 982 

3 236 
4 172 
2 952 
3 017 
q 147 
4 063 
:3 017 
3 356 

3 817 

4 075 
3 465 
4 08S 
3 2'14 
3 79':; 
3 580 
3 784 
2 710 

4 151 
4 314 
3 151 
4 198 
4 oo~ 
3 78(> 
3 513 
2 829 I 

1969 

769 

2 167 

1 751 
2 040 
2 525 
2 604 
1. 900 
2 356 
1 Be} 
1 793 

2 070 
2 301 
2 177 
2 '112 
2 531 
1 882 
2 165 
2 280 

842 
876 
571 

2 316 

2 549 
2 235 
2213 
2 742 

2 102 
2 148 

2 7931 

352 

2 832 
2 511 
1 931 
2 2'12 
2 994 
1 735 
1 802 
3 492 

4 379 
1 659 
J. 72'1 

636 

125 
763 
798 
982 

2 797 
2 668 
1 982 
2 204 

404 

2 622 
1 869 
2 565 
2 026 
2 135 
2 384 
2 491 
1 795 

2 659 
2 643 
1 931 
2 249 
2 511 
2 332 
2 153 
1 734 

PERCENT 
CHANGC. 
1969 TO 

1975 

81.7 

58.3. 

62.3 
61.3 
57.tl 
61.7 
6e,9 
65,9 
71.7 
53.5 

65.6 
5H.~ 
6'1.1 
'f7.3 
57.4 
~5.3 
59.0 
69,3 

%,3 
58.4 
58.4 

55.~ 

4:J.2 
30.0 
57.S 
:55,7 

37.~ 
46.6 
50116 

63.6 

6.3.5 
76.0 
76." 
76.8 
76.B 
70. 8 
76.~ 
70,1> 

76.7 
76.0 
70,d 

63.4 

64.4 
62.5 
63,0 
M.4 
61.7 
6'1.'+ 
64 • .5 
64.'+ 

55.9 

56.'! 
85.6 
~7.2 
56.7 
70 • .1 
37.9 
45.7 
58 • .1 

56(11 
60.'i 
60.4 
82.0 
55.9 
53.5 
60.4 
60.4 
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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 SU8COUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, TI,E 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGuHE 
IS AN ESTIMATE foND NOT THE 197() CENSUS FIGURE. Fat{ DETAILS, SEE TEXT .' FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT. ) 

................ .........---~~""---~.---_=G __ ,, __ " ____ ~, ______ 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOMF: 
(DOLLARS) 

--_._---"-- --, ---"._-_ .. _"_. -_._- ---_. ---,------_.,'-----" 
MEA CHANGE, PERCE'IT 

APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1971\ CHANGE. 

JULY 1, 1970 
._--_ .. _, ______ n. ___ ._ 

1974 1 %9 TO 

lq76 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 
... --~--, .~.~-. -.-.,~,-,".-,,-. ~-----. ,,~~ --"~--" .. ---_. -----".~---- .. --.-- -_._._--.,----_._--- ----.- .". __ . __ .- -----.. ~-,.-.--.-" -"---_'-"-_"_'- ----"----~-.~ - .. -~,,--.----.~ 

HlJRKICANE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 704 772 -68 -8.8 3 282 3 399 2 048 60.3 

LESLIE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• ?OI 203 -? -1.0 3 923 3 990 2 445 60.'1 

MIAMI TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 43 61 -18 -29.5 2 810 2 85!l 1 752 60.4 

~OSS CHEEK TOW~SHIP~~*a~_*~ •• ~ .<19 246 -2.7 -11.0 5 536 5 6.ll 3 451 60.4 

PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP .............. 279 258 21 8.1 5 452 5 5'16 3 399 60.4 

P.IDGE TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 642 596 46 7.7 3 183 3 437 ? 195 45.0 

KOCKFORD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 10C 106 -6 -5.7 3 473 3 533 2 165 60.4 

STOKES MOUNll rO.NSHIP ••••••••• 421l 436 -8 _1.1l 3 OOA 3 309 2 23'7 3'1.'> 

SUGAR TREE TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 84 86 -2 -2.3 3 769 3 834 349 60.5 

THOTTER TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••• 265 303 -38 -12.5 3 229 3 2<14 013 60.~ 

VAN HOHN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 59~ 581 14 2.4 2 83~ 2 894 909 48.7 

WI\I(ENDA TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 902 884 19 2.0 3 275 3 341 054 59,1, 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ........... 327 274 53 19.3 2 930 2 97~ 969 48.d 

(AHTfH COUNTY •••••••• , ••• , 4 762 878 864 22.8 3 492 
I 383 2 331 49.8 3 

f.LLSINORE' ..................... 363 342 21 6.1 3 045 2 880 2 032 49.'1 

G;<ANI)IN ....................... ?59 2'13 16 6.6 2 706 2 572 1 682 60.9 

VAN 8lJREN ..................... RU4 714 170 2.3.8 5 213 5 035 3 294 58.3 

C~SS COUNTY •••••••••• " ••• 48 647 39 4Lf8 9 199 23.3 4 113 9Lfb 6) 54.4 

AHCHIE II ..... II II .... 418". II" a 9 II. 0'" II. ~ ~62 52.5 3~ I 7.0 3 903 3 712 2 q26 60.9 

RALl)WIN PARK .................. .116 107 8.4 3 612 3 'f57 2 261 59.8 

hELTON ........................ 1'1 7H 12 270 50Q 20.4 4 146 q 01'1 2 7q9 5().~ 

ClEVELAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 422 256 166 64.8 3 85! 3 6e6 2 Hl. 59,7 

CHEIGHTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 289 294 -5 -1.7 2 796 2 674 1 801 55.2 

DREXEL (PART) ................. 7ns 625 80 12.8 3 678 3 373 2 178 68.9 

E;,sT LyNNE •••••••••••••••••••• 3'10 255 85 33.3 4 023 3 850 2 51 9 59.7 

FREEMAN ....................... 423 417 6 1,4 3 325 3 154 2. 063 61,2 

lJARDEN CITY •• &" &" II''''''' •••• "*,,. 685 633 52 8.2 3 42R 3 204 2 007 70,0 

GUNN CITy ••••••••••••••••••••• 6tl 71 -6 -8.5 2 846 2 724 1 782 59.7 

HARRISONVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 6 253 5 052 201 23.8 4 281) 'I 259 2 997 43.1 

LAKE WINNEBAGO ................ 607 '132 175 'l0.5 9 645 9 231 6 0}8 59.7 

PECUL I Ai< •••••••••••••••••••••• 92" 705 219 31.1 5 381 5 206 3 411 '57.8 

PLEASANT HILL ................. 3 467 3 396 71 2.1 q 159 3 950 2 885 4'1,2 

RAYMOHE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 026 587 439 245.1 4 992 'I 8'10 3 171 57.~ 

STRASBUR~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 165 1111 -16 -8.8 3 RIO 3 647 2 385 ~9.7 

~EST LINE ..................... 136 1l.4 22 19.3 3 2"4 3 105 2 0.11 59.7 

Clt:AR COUNTy •••••••••••••• 11 206 9 '12'1 782 18.9 3 003 905 91() , 57.2 

El, DORADO SPRINGS ••••••••••••• 3 293 3 JOO -7 '"0.2 3 273 3 270 011 62.0 

,IE III CO SPRINGS •••••••••••••••• V.3 IA8 '15 23.9 2 63!l 2 '170 782 '18.0 

STOC'<TON ...................... 243 063 180 16.9 3 695 3 512 '148 50,9 

UMflEH VIEW HUGHTS ....... "' ... 34 .H 3 079 2 900 

CHAf< ITON COIINTY ••••••••••• 10 509 11 08q -575 -5.2 3 72/; 3 680 171 71_5 

DALTON •••••••••••••••••• , •• , •• 106 135 -29 -21.5 2 561 2 ~50 1 '+61 75.J 

PRUNswrCK ..................... 290 370 -80 -5.8 3 552 3 462 2 163 64.2 

Gl.AsGOW (PART) ................ 49 55 -6 -10.9 4 535 4 489 ? 699 68.0 

SU~NER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 171 178 -7 -3.9 4 33H 3 832 2 355 8'1.2 

KEYTESV1LLI'. ••••••••••••••••••• A76 730 -~)4 -7.4 '+ 069 3 Q2(J 2 '+39 66,,8 

MENDON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 267 2A9 -22 -7.6 3 '136 3 698 2 038 6B 1 6 

SI\L!SBUHY ••••••••••••••••••••• 92'; 960 -35 -1.8 4 690 q 1,91 '121 '12,4 

r i{ I PL. E T T .. ~ " " ~ ~ ~ • _ " ~ ... " ~ 6 ~ " , ~ 0 ~ 169 191 -22 -11.5 3 ?50 3 373 929 68.5 

fiOTHV ll.lF" •• ". 0 ............ " 
1 36 J.:ll 5 3.8 3 1'57 3 053 I 68 

bEE flf<ANCH TO~NSHIP ••••••••••• lf90 '19'1 "'1 ..0.8 2 56D 2 535 61. 

BOwLING GHEEN TOWNSH If' ••••• , •• j55 .384 -~9 -12.8 3 684 J 725 [ 2 Olj'/ 

fiHUNSWICI< TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• >l41 ? 090 -249 -11.9 :; 404 3 344 2 02tj ,1 

CHAR !TON TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• ~14 5~5 -11 -2.1 3 5'+0 3 51.6 018 75 .. /,+ 

Cl.ARK TOWNSHIP ................ '~75 367 S <.2 3 394 J .350 964 72,8 

COCKRELL TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• 17~ 237 -59 -2'1.9 3 391 3 3'17 9513 73,2 

CUNN!NGHA~I TOWNSHIP ........... 392 415 -23 -5.5 q 228 3 862 n4 >1,>,'1 

KEYTESVILLE TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 187 308 -121 -9.3 3 955 l 846 2 2.91 no" 
f1ENDON TOWNSHIP •• ,~ •• ~~ •• 5 •••• 

U50 542 -9< -.l? .0 3 681) .3 \luO 2 179 

MlSSOUHI TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 55 55 3 32'/ 3 285 1 

r~USSFL.FORK T01' NSHIF' ••••••••••• IOu· 2.79 25 9.0 3 73(' 3 68'7 2 

SAl.!SBIIRY TOWNSHIP""" .• ,, ••••• ;1. quit 2 96~ 2 0,1 'I 203 4 ()96 ? 71,1 

SilL f CRr"'K TOWNSHiP •••••••• , •• ?511 258 ,,2 ·v.B :I 567 .'5 1 79 '7 

TF(IPLETT TOWNSHIP, •• , ••••. ", •• , :5',8 4()9 .,61 ,9 J 493 " 2 J 

WAYl,ANIl TO~NSH!P., ........ , .... :120 ;197 23 'l :1 243 1 L1'I. " 
YLL.LOW CREEI( "rOWNSHIP ~ 1/" ~ ~. ~. " 500 '\62 38 J '159 2 \31 6t.,9 

CHRl5TlAN COUNTy ••••• " •••• 19 929 15 124 4 805 31,1J 3 529 ]'10 2 2;~~) ~ja ~b 

IJlLLlNGS ,,, ............. , ...... 730 760 .. 30 .. 3.9 3 607 '5 2.eJ 265 ~;9 ~;;: 

CIJ'VF.H ........................ 50? '130 72 16.7 2 935 3 1':51 9'17 1·j,l1 ~~) 



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

. . (FOR SUB COUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAi, 1.000. THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE t970 CENSUS FIGURE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOL.S, SEE TEXT) 

11 

POPULATlOlli ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

----------

NI XA .... "" ...... II"".,,, .... ~" .. " ...... " .. " ... 
OZARK ......................... 
SPARTA ........................ 

CLARK COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ALEXANDRIA •••••••••••••••••••• 
KAHOKA" D " " • " & " " II .. D ... " " .... 0 .. D " ... 

LURAy •••••••••••••••• • •••••••• 
RE:VERt:.::.po ..... o~o ..... ,. •••••• O .... 8 

WAyLAND ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WyACONDA •••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLAY COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

AVONDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
bIRMINGHAM •••••••••••••••• " ••• 
CLAYCOMO ...................... 
EXCELSIOR SPRI,~GS (PART) •••••• 
GLADSTONE ••• o •••••••• • ••• ••••• 

GLENAIRE ••••••••••••• • •••••••• 
r'OLT (PART> ................... 
I NflEPPJDENCE (PART) ••••••••••• 

KIINSAS CITY (PART) ............ 
EARNEY ................ It ............ It .............. 

A~SON (PART) .. It ..... , .... It ........... 

~ 
L 
l 
M 
,IPERTY ......................................... It 

IssnURI CITy ............. " ................. 
IOSHY .......................................... " ~ IO'lTH KANSAS CITy ....... " ............... 

v "'AKS ... e ............................................. 

o 
o 
o 
o 
P 
p 

E 
S 
S 

C 
(; 

h 
L 
o 
P 
T 
T 

C 
f. 
J 
L 
~ 

S 
S 
T 
W 

AK VIF.:~ ............... {I ....................... 

AKWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AK~OO[) MANOR ••• ; ••••••••••••• 
AKWOO" PARK ................................. 
LEASANT VALL.Ly ••••••••••••••• 
RATHEPSVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
AST KANSAS CITy .............. 
MITHVILL~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
LltiAR CHEEK (PAKT) ............ 

CL!;"TON r:OIJNTY •••••••••••• 

AMERO/\: (PART) ................ 
OWER (PART> .................. 
OL T (PA~T) ................... 
ATHROP ••••••••••• " ••••••••••• 
SRO~I..J (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
LATTSRURG •••••••••••• j •••••• ~ 
"IMRLF ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LJRNFY •••••••••••••••• , ••• t ••• 

COLE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

E~TERTO.N •••••••••••••••••••• 
iJGE~JE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EFFfRSON CITY (PART) ......... 
()HMAN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
dSSELLVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
T. MARTINS ••••••••••••••••••• 
T. THOMAS .................... 
AOS .......................... 
A~DSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

CO~PER COUt-JTV ••••••••••••• 

ACK.ATER •••••••••••••••••••• 
aONVILLe ••••••••••••••••••••• 

HL 
d 
Bu 
OT 
P 
PK 
V'O 

!'CFTON ...................... 
TERVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

ILOT r.:ROVF ••••••••••••• " ••••• 
Alf<IF HOME .................. 
OLDRIDGE •••••••••••••••••••• 

CRAWFORC' COUNTy ••••••••••• 

lIqRO~ .............. • ..... ••• 
IBA •••• " ••••••••••• "." ••••••• 

Pel 
c\ 
L" 
ST 

AS~URG •••••••••••••••••••••• . CL0UO ••••••••••••••••••••• 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

2 066 1 636 
:5 R08 2 3M 

472 380 

B ?O1 8 260 

'I!'> 'I 453 
1 A99 2 207 

160 149 
2ql 184 
11·75 467 
.30'l 350 

132 '\'1~ 123 702 

392- ti12 
292 266 

1 791 1 8'11 
10 993 9 294 
29 824 23 422 

43!1 505 
<1311 263 

3 -
55 489 56 36fl 

1 172 98'1 
29 19 

15 000 13 70'1 
~57 375 
~17 337 

'I 777 !j 183 
1.1i0 162 

"65 494 
19!'> 201 
1117 170 
2'15 266 

1 1>61l 1 535 
121 153 
129 106 

1 A52 1 7~5 - -
14 706 12 '162 

:'I M? ;3 469 
tl99 729 

83 56 
\ 69~ 1 26d 

b9 53 
1 ~11 1 832 

?4Q 206 
1~5 1'12 

51 709 'I" 228 

Obi 277 
18q 163 

35 9"'7 32 '+07 
l3:3 109 
56'::' 557 
429 '+31 
~13 195 
(-01 52~ 
f'2fl '1M 

1~ floe 14 732 

252 2'+9 
7 307 7 514 

l!7~ 437 
J9 il 440 
1\5~ 701 
?93 231 

aq 97 

16 6'12 14 828 

1 194 955 
? '199 2 070 

?71 218 
33 ;'1 

(DOLL.ARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

197~ 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

430 26.3 3 700 :3 643 2 420 52.9 
1 424 59.7 3 576 3 633 2 559 39,7 

92 ?<f.2 2 80J 2 762 1 873 49.7 

-59 -0.7 3 09? 3 177 2 101 47.2 

1 0.2 2 985 3 ley 2 003 49.0 
-:lOR -14.0 3 55;; 3 713 2 374 49.'1 

11 7.4 2 791 2 ~70 1 B14 53.9 

57 31.0 3 878 :3 988 2 522 53.8 
8 1.7 3 834 3 02, 2 295 67,1 

-47 -13.2 2 957 2 969 1 877 57.5 

8 841 7.1 5 329 5 004 :5 406 56.5 

-120 -23.'1 4 856 4 '181 2 950 6'1.6 
26 9.8 q 781 4 411" 2 960 61.5 

-50 -2.7 5 432 5 110 3 '124 58.0 

1 699 18.3 4 299 4 lOti 2 728 57,0 
I> 402 27.3 5 721\ 5 398 ;3 710 5'1.3 

-67 -13.3 5 492 5 143 3 458 58.8 
175 66.5 4 597 4 lel 2 744 67.!5 

3 ... 5 360 5 OO~ - .., 

-879 -1.6 5 36R 5 046 :3 435 56,.5 
188 19.1 5 213 5 027 :3 320 57.0 

10 52.6 1 761 1 638 1 091 61.'+ 
1 296 9.5 ~ 134 4 7:$5 :3 212 59,9 

-18 -'1.8 3 1121 3 185 2 008 70.Lf 
-20 -5.9 :3 39~ 3 l:iH 2 216 53.3 

-1106 -7.8 A 30A 5 \170 'I 20B "9." 
lR 11.1 9 812 9 126 6 075 61.~ 

-2q -5.9 5 97? 5 54t> 3 654 63.4 
-6 -3.0 6 416 5 967 3 972 61.:> 
17 10.0 5 520 5 13* 3 417 61." 

-21 -7.9 ? 'Ioe 6 89(, 'I 586 61.~ 

133 8.7 'I 699 4 377 2 919 61.v 
-32 -?O.9 6 221 5 786 3 852 61. -j 

23 21.7 Ij 646 4 321 2 876 61.~ 

67 3.8 5 482 4 939 3 318 65.2 

- ... - - - ... 
2 24'1 18.0 'I 017 3 774 2 518 59.5 

173 5.0 3 83~ 3 610 2 402 59.7 
170 23.3 'I 787 4 1011 2 733 75.2 

27 'Ib.2 :3 651 :3 44) 2 276 60.'1 
427 33.7 :; 785 3 591:; 2 458 54.v 
1, 30.2 3 692 :; 402 2 301 60.!) 

-21 -1.1 'I 56? 4 5b 2 745 66.2 
43 20.9 'I 593 'I 33~ 2 S6:; 60,4 
13 9.2 3 476 3 279 2 167 60.4 

" Lfel 11.9 '+ 792 4 '+76 3 056 56,a 

-16 -5.8 q 12(· 3 866 ? 665 5'+.8 
26 16.0 2 73e 2 565 1 76~ ~q." , 550 11.0 5 270 q 92" J 357 57,0 
2'1 22.0 3 2aB 3 ORl 2 124 ':)It.b 

8 1.'+ 3 296 2 994 2 29~ 43.'1 
-2 -0.5 3 587 3 27~ 2 258 58.~ 

18 9.2 3 960 3 710 2 557 54.~ 

'73 13.8 2 563 2 40..1 1 658 54.6 
66 1'+.8 5 310 q 97e 3 430 54.d 

276 1.9 '+ 264 4 01~ 2 714 57.1 

3 1.2 u /j16 4 217 2 597 70.0 
-127 -1.7 4 407 '+ 160 2 9qe 49.5 

3~ 0.7 2 81.3 2 69'1 1 ~38 5..1.0 
.q/) -10.5 3 30r, 3 312 2 223 'Ie." 
-113 -6.1 3 390 3 ZOo 2 09'1 61.~ 

1>2 20.S :; 1;35 3 '169 2 211 611.~ 

-H -6.2 1 968 1 877 1 232 59.7 

1 814 12.2 3 416 :; 2;;2 2 257 ~l.q 

239 2~.O 3 874 3 82" 2 697 '13.0 
29 1.4 3 325 3 16" 2 I'll 55.> 
53 24.3 3 425 3 270 2 ?27 53.~ 

-1 -2.9 3 205 :; 065 2 u81! 53.0 
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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-Continued 

(FOR SU8COUNTY AREAS WITH A 

AREA 

STEEL V ILL£. ................ . 
SULLIVAN (PART) ••••••••••••• 

QADE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

GtiEENF I ELD •••••••••••••••••• 
LOCKWUOD ~ •• 0 ........ ~ ..... c • 0 •• , 0 0 e _ 0 

A,'C()LA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EVERTO~' .................... . 
DAOEVILLF ••••••••••••••••••• 
SOUTH G~EENFIELr •••••••••••• 
CECA" TO~NSHIP ............... . 
CEhTFR TOW~SHIP ••••••••••••••• 

EKNEST TOWNSHIP .............. . 
GHANT TO~NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
L)CKW000 TO.~SHIP ••••••••••••• 
~AFION TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
~0RTH MORGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
~0HT~ TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
~ILGRI~ TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
POLK TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 

KOCK PRAIRIF TO.~SHIP ••••••••• 
SAC TO~NSHIP ................ .. 
S~ITH TO~NSHIP.~ •••••••••••••• 
SOUTH MORGAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
SOUTH TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 

nALLAS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

FUFFALO ...................... . 
LGUISclIlPG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
U"8M'A •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DAVIES! COUNTy •••••••••••• 

AL TAMONT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
PATTONSBURG ••••••••••••••••••• 
'I~STO~ ...................... . 
JA~IESON ...................... . 
LuCK SPRIN(, ••••••••••••••••••• 
JAHESPORT ...... ~ ...... ~ ... ~ .. , •••• @ 

COFFEy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GALLATIN ..................... . 

~ENTON TO~NSyIP ••••••••••••••• 
COLFAX TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
GRAND RIVER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
HARkiSON TO~NSHIP., ••••••••••• 
J~CKSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
JAMESP0RT TU.NSHIP •••••••••••• 
J~FFEFI.SO" T()WNSHIP •••••••••••• 
LIPERTY TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••• 

LINCOLN TO.~SHIP •••••••••••••• 
,.RION TOWfl~HIP .............. . 
fONROE TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
SiJ.LEM TOWNSHIP~ •• ~ ••••• ~o~.8 •• 

S~FRIDAN TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 
U:H ON TO" NSH I P •••••••••••••••• 
i'ASHINGTON T()'i"SHlf' ••••••••••• 

DE KALR COUNTy •••••••••••• 

Wf:ATHEFev ••••••••••••••••••••• 
A;HTY ........................ . 
MAySVILLE .................... . 
OSPOkN (PArtT) ••••••••••••••••• 
C.~I1ERO" (PAPT) ........ " .... .. 
UNIOt-! STAR .................. .. 
CLARKSDALE •••••••••••••••••••• 
S[EwARTSvILLF ••••••••••••••••• 

ADAMS TO.NShIP •••••••••••••••• 
CAMD~N TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
COLFAX TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
DALLAS TONN~HIP ••••••••••••••• 
Gf,ANf' RIVEc,l TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
G~ANT TO~NSrilP ••• ~.e&.t ••• ~o •• 

POLK TO.NS~I? •••••••••••••••• 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
t,ASHINr,yON TO'N"SHIP ••••••••••• 

JULY 1. 
1976 

403 
0.32 

7 J9G 

535 
854 

ill< 
310 
,')b2 

10'0 
.le) 
(~9[~ 

lOA 
367 
;:;4-3 
?lP 

95 
~24 
17;> 
lb9 

F13 
19~ 
~5() 
4n 
17? 
~U() 

12 1~r.;; 

070 
lb9 
348 

8 ['01 

192 
it 9A 
249 
131 

74 
',3~ 

121 
'18t1 

"()2 
087 
')h~ 

1%1 
627 
fIb? 
~5 () (~ 

~) 3(, 

lYJ 
')5~' 

?5? 
I.l.?:'; 
.~Oq 

!l 1 qr.\ 

\<+7 
14n 
:11 t) 
?qf) 

SAMPLE POPULATIO~ LESS THAN j,QOO, THE 1969 PER CAPITA IhCOME FIGURE 
FOR DETAILS. SEE TlXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT,I 

Jq2 11 
05~ -26 

050 51·tO 

172 163 
887 -33 

HO B 
2M ~6 

149 11.3 
1M 21 
336 If? 

711 lR7 

135 -27 
32~ 11? 
273 -30 
197 21 
136 -41 
271 53 
160 12 
368 :21 

707 106 
171 2u 

218 32 
335 P7 
195 -n 
312 2t1 

10 054 ;> 101 

915 h5 
1,,2 17 
369 -21 

Q20 Idl 

225 -33 
SqJ .....j,I.} 

189 60 
172 -41 

S5 -11 
614 21 
157 -36 
813 ~') 

86d -66 
5'15 1.12 
543 22 
129 -0 
'>73 54 
016 :51 
351 -42 
5?8 2 

221 -23 
296 -41 
194 5" 
4?6 -3 
313 .. I, 

" 146 7'1 
261 -1 

? 305 1:'0 ',l 0 

91 ~j6 

q6 ~j It 
O~5 -2l') 
2H~j 

491 ... t9 

'117 13 
248 ,3 
634 145 

514 1~1 

5"7 87 
6~)9 -?6 
293 t,O 
94e 79 
357 96 
890 61 
612 41 
4R~) 3.tl 

7.9 

13.9 
-.3.7 
10.0 
17.~ 
75.8 
14.6 
1'1.0 
1 (). 9 

-20,0 
12.9 
-2.4 
lC;.7 

-:3() .1 
1<).6 
7.5 
5.7 

1'0.0 
1'l.0 
14.7 
26.0 

--11.8 
9.0 

20.9 

8.1 
11.2 
-5.7 

2~1 

-14.7 
-B.l 
'1.7 

-23.8 
-12 .9 

3.4 
-22~9 

3.0 

-7.6 
23~8 
~ .1 

-6.2 
9~4 
5.0 

-12.0 
o ~ Lf 

-1?~7 
,,,,.1 j ~ 9 

19.6 
'·'i.7 
-1.,) 

j"tj. 
-(; ~ '.i 

1~). 2 

61.5 
6'?':~8 

,,2. " 
1.8 

.. J.9 
.3 .1 

21.4 
V.9 

3~e2 
7~6 

-5 <) 

H~3 
?6 0 9 

Do 9 
6.7 

?().9 

fSTIHATED Pt:R C,.\PITA 1-10NEy H~COr4F 
(DOLLARS) 

3 822 
4 292 

OUO 

3 66(; 
.3 12,6 
2 637 
2 52 0 

2 835 
3 267 
2 ')Ill 
3 6M 

2 486 
2 663 
3 326 
.J 

2 
2 "teLl 

3 095 
2 059 
? 3W5 
3 039 
2 6113 
? f5~: .? 

d 68: 

2 897 , 
O~4 

? qflJ 

462 

242 
3 322 

50(' 
3 LlLll 
3 '143 
2 695 

qJP. 
6.3l! 

'lAg 
H :It 
634 
27:5 

::; IF\ 
2 51~ 
:: 5~) (i 

71l? 

67) 

? 52
'
l 

.\96 

qqc) 

q57 

39J 
56j 
~16 

7~7 

416 
'+21 

2 515'1 
972 

60,3 

59 

68~ 
614 ~ d 

Y 

60.2 



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

(FOR SUBCOU"iTY AC<EAS WITH A 1970 CFNSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CFNSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT.) 

DENT COtl'!TY ••••••••••••••• 

fJUNKEI< (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
SAlE~ •••••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 

POUGLAS cotl,'ilY •••••••••••• 

AVA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

rU~KLIN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

Af\F~YRD .... ~ .. e ......... " .. I .. ~ .. ~ ........... .. 

CAPOWELL .... 0 •• ' ~ ........ ~ ............... .. 

HORNeRSVIllE •••••••••••••••••• 
~,~LUFN ••••••••••••••••••• " •• , 
~lAHKTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLCM1H ...................... . 
Kf:NNFTT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SF."ATH ....................... . 

CAMPRE:LL ..... 9 •••••• e ••••••• /I ••• 

R0FFALO TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••• 
CLAY TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••••••• 
COTTON HILL TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
F,iEEfiOf'I' TOwNSHiP ••••••••••••• 
hOLCOMP TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••• 
JNOEPEND~NCE TOWNSHIF ••••••••• 
SALE~ TOaNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
J~ION TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

FHANKLIh eOU"TY ••••••••••• 

PEI<GEk ....................... . 
GE.I{ALll •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LESLIE ...................... • •••• 
f\'E,\~ HAVEhit •••• ~ •••••• o •• 'o •••• 

OAK GROVE .................... . 
PACIFIC (PA~T) •••••••••••••••• 
PAPK~AY ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
5T. r.L.AI~ .................... • 

SULLIVAN (PART) ............. .. 
Ui~ION 1 /I •••• /I ••••••••••••••••• 

~ASHINGTON •••••••••••••••••••• 

GASCUN~0F COUNTy •••••••••• 

BL~N[) .................... ••• •• 
GASCONAD~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
hEF:r-1AN!\'. /I ..... /I 0 /I ~ /I 0 e •••••• /I ••• 

'uPRISO" ..................... . 
O~rNSVrLLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
hVSEPU!) ••••• /I ••• _ •••• • ...... ·II .. 

0~~T~Y CDUNTY •••••• ~ ••• II •• 

/>.LHANY •• I> •• I> ... '" ........... l •••• I> 

G""TPy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
DAf\Lli'~(~TON. ~ ............. *, .... ~ .... .. 
::·TANf··FF'PY ............ " ..... ~ ........ . 
F')"D CHY .................... . 
KII,G CrTY .................... . 
l"CF t,' ~ .............. I> •••••••••• I> ••• I> 

ATHEfl-l~ -r;\AtUSHIP .................. . 

buGLF TO~~ ~IP •••••••••••••••• 
COOPff< TCtlN;"np ................ . 
~O~AqU TOWNSY~~ ••••• * ••••• /I ••• 

~UFGINS TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••• 
fILLER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
~ILsnN l·OwNS~\IP ••••••• , ....... . 

GkFENE C00NTY ••••••••••••• 

ASH SHOVE 1 ••••••••••••••••••• 

~ATTLEFIfLD ••••••••••••••••••• 
l~OOKLlNE ................... .. 
FAIR bROvE .................... . 
REPUfILlC ..................... . 
SPRINGFIELD ••••••••••••••••••• 
STRAFFnK~ ..................... . 

SLC FOOTNOTE AT END OF TAIJLI-. 

10 934 

769 

,69 
<;'17 
621-1 

h ;-;(,,6 
1 "l;3e 

t:<pj 
10 ',,;H 

1 '\H 

1 993 
1 71>2 
2 614 
'/ 509 
1 0.,7 
1 ';17 

1:;3l? I 

3 :IBl 
4 ?15 

64 "47 

?24 
9n 

92 
'\11 
"46 

4 18n 

2:;1 I 
3 ?3:1 

II 1.'>2 ' 
F n4 

016 

f'2~ 
1~1 

~ 071+ 
277 

? '369 
~~j!) 

°23 
lH 
17'; 
41(, 

4u 
l;;b 
).51 

2 ~~lh 

'100 
" 1')7 

In 
?2° 
01,\ 
~04 

.'15 

160 9% 

923 
33q 
460 
754 
01f 

13(' 79,; 
'·:;6 

POPULATION 

11 457 

209 
4 363 

9 268 

2 504 

33 742 

575 
859 
693 

5 374 
1 3.77 

593 
10 090 

1 484 

979 
676 

2 589 
6 328 
1 b81 
1 561 

12 1!59 
3 263 
3 985 

55 127 

226 
762 

81 
474 
340 
247 
233 
978 

4 053 
5 281 
k 499 

11 878 

621 
235 

2 658 
234 
416 
305 

& 060 

804 
143 
164 
479 

42 
1 OV 

203 
" 405 

.IR4 
? 240 

193 
217 
538 
781 
302 

152 9?9 

073 
307 
247 
431 

? 411 
120 ()96 

If'll 

ESTl"ATFD PER CAPITA MONEy INCOMf 
(DOLLARS) 

----------1-------,----'--.-- ---.--.----
CHANGE, 

1970 TO 1976 

720 

21 
507 

666 

2.65 

2 527 

14 
58 

-65 
022 
161 
-60 
478 

32 

lq 
86 
25 

181 
76 

-I.fLf 
853 
US 
230 

-2 
165 

11 
37 

106 
933 

18 
255 

89 
443 
517 

7 
-54 
416 

43 
-47 

30 

167 

19 
-2 
11 

-69 
2 

133 
-52 
III 

16 
-83 
-2 
12 
'77 
23 
13 

1/,f 027 

-150 
32. 

213 
30) 
607 

10 6'19 
65 

15.0 

10.0 
11.6 

18.0 

1(; .6 

7.5 

2.'1 
6.8 

-9.4 
19.0 
13.7 

-10.1 
'1.7 
2.2 

0.7 
5.1 
1.0 

18.7 
4.0 

-2.8 
6.8 
3.6 
5.8 

17.1 

-0.9 
21.7 
13.6 
2.5 

31.2 
?8.7 
7.7 
8.6 

2.2 
e./,f 
b.l 

R.B 

1.1 
-23.0 
15.7 
10.'1 
-1.9 
9.8 

2.1 

1.1 
-1./,f 
6.7 

-4.7 
4.8 

13.0 
-25.6 

4.6 

4.2 
-3.7 
-1.0 

5.5 
5.0 
2.9 
4.3 

Q.2 

-14.0 
10.4 
86.2 
70.3 
25.2 
0.9 

13.2 

356 

3 014 
.3 890 

2 342 

663 

3 173 

2 020 
2 962 
3 94Y 
3 05P 1 

;> 
465

1 4 106 
3 662 
3 181 

3 103 
3 16~ 
3 054 
3 119 
2 537 
.3 455 
J 509 
2 822 
;> 7,5 

.3 950 
3 904 
3 394 
4 271 
4 657 
3 960 
4 519 
.3 726 

671 

820 
.3 359 
3 876 
3 535 
4 020 
3 507 

3 689 

4 616 
1 73H 
2 7b9 
3 685 
? 8?"· 
3 9?6 
? 88!', 
4 359 

? 163 
3 540 
2 422 
3 414 
3 743 
3 373 
? 761 

4 432 

2 710 
'+ 158 
3 696 
4 436 
'+ 93R 

'+ '526 I 
3 463 

187 

894 
727 

2~0 

574 

09,+ 

1 904 
2 674 
3 642 
2 947 
2 520 
3 60~ 
3 609 
3 024 

3 107 
2 849 
2 978 
3 001 
2 576 
3 433 
3 459 
2 65') 
2 769 

783 

3 776 
3 8321 
3 244 
4 067 
4 451 
3 nb 
4 321.> 
3 b07 

567 

2 '13K 
3 260 
3 837 
3 431 
3913 
3 26') 

3 523 

4 349 
1 790 
2 610 
3 664 
2 692 
3 557 
2 641 
4 077 

2 229 
3 446 
2 306 
.3 251 
.3 1J7? 
3 '172 
2 6?'i 

4 167 

2 459 
3 b3'i 
3 320 
3 1;91 
4 732 
4 271 
3 204 

968 
574 

663 

~18 

926 

1 146 
1 B02 
2 326 
1 875 
1 491 
1 910 
2 315 
1 911 

849 
932 
855 
894 
473 
869 
205 
667 
599 

615 

2 554 
2 596 
2 194 
2 775 
3 016 
2 835 
2 922 
2 585 

2 312 

2 115 
2 181 
2 482 
2 296 
2 562 
2 184 

216 

2. ~03 
1 238 
1 67". 
2 273 
1 793 
2 2e3 

882 
581 

1 541 
2 179 
1 462 
2 061 
2 188 
2 0'17 
1 666 

781 

801 
557 

2 216 
2 'l9? 
3 116 
2 ~46 

135 

13 

53.3 

'10.~ 

'16,5 

6 1j.7 

76.3 
64~tt 
69.tl 
63.1 
65.3 

115.0 
58.2 
66.5 

67.8 
64.0 
64.6 
64.7 
72.2 
R4.9 
59.1 
69.3 
72.3 

50.9 

5'1.7 
50.Ii 
54,'1 
53.9 
54.'1 
39.7 
54.7 
4'1.1 

61.6 
47.0 
51.7 

'i8.6 

33.3 
54.0 
56.2 
5'1.(1 
57.1 
60.6 

66.3 

M.·I 
3'1.9 
65.3 
62.1 
57.6 
72.0 
53.5 
6R.~ 

40.'1 
62.S 
6f'.7 
/,5.0 

71.1 
64.8 
65.7 

59.~ 

50.0 
62.b 
66.0 
71.1 
58.5 
59.U 
62.2 
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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 

cFOH SU~COUNTY A"E~S WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATlO" L~SS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
15 AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR ME.ANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT. ) 

POPULATION E"STIMATEO PER CAPITA MONEy INCOMF 
(DOLLARS) 

t !lr A CHANGE, PERCENT 
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

JULY I, 1970 1974 1969 TO 
1976 CCF'NSUS) NUMBE~ PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1973 

\'iALNlIT GROVE ••••••••••••••••• , 407 442 -30; -7.9 4 150 3 723 2 377 74.0 

"'ILLARO ....................... ,13(l 018 312 30.6 3 821 3 56~ 2 553 ~9.4 

GFlUNDY COU~TY ••••••••••••• 11 397 11 819 ~4£< -3.6 3 791 3 770 450 54.7 

~DICKAR,D5VILLE ................ 79:' 40d -15 -3.7 3 903 3 692 2 323 68.0 

GALT ••••••••••••••••• • ••• •••• • ?4? 261 -19 -7.3 3 236 3 125 1 992 62.4 

TINDALL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 79 n -13 -14.1 3 061 3 070 2 011 '12.2 

fi'IMSO~' ....................... 7" 103 -29 -2b.2 2 807 2 7
'
1H 1 755 59.9 

TRFNTON 1 6 ~14 6 731 -117 -1.7 4 127 4 040 2 6'15 56.v 

LAREDO ••• : :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 37(} 383 -13 -3.4 3 82"1 'I 069 2 281 "7.,> 

r-lANKLlN TOV:~'HIP ............. 5H3 62G -37 -6.0 3 68Q 3 ~60 2 271 62.4 

HI\PRISON TO~~SHIP ••••••••••••• 194 177 17 9.6 3 430 3 423 '2 223 54.3 

J~CKSOI, TO\~ii'.jqHIP .... /I ..... ~ ....... ISo 190 -32 -In.~ u 340 4 331 2 8)3 54.) 

J"FFf'<SOI" TOW~lShIP'.8 ••••••••• If!)? 428 24 5.6 2 34~ 2 3~() 1 497 56.6 

LI~EPTY TUN~SHIP .............. t !!H~ 525 -43 -8.2 3 Oqe :3 05; 2 039 '19.5 

LINCOll\ TOWt~SHIP ••••• 0 •••••••• 363 q77 -IH -23.9 3 171 :3 '19cl 2 271 ,39.0 

~ '\[; ISON TOW~SHIP •••••••••••••• lJ.64 '122 42 10.0 4 045 'I 17ti 2 717 ~8.9 

~I!AR ION TOW"!!;;IP ............... ';'10 '148 -8 -1.8 3 049 :3 0f>7 1 795 69.9 

I"YERS TOrlNSHIP •••••••••••••••• ?4f1 244 4 1.6 2 829 2 d2q 1 93'1 5'1.3 

TAYLOR TOW;~SH I p ............... ?!l2 222 -20 -9.0 2 952 2 960 1 933 ';2.7 

Tt(FNTO~' TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 7 144 7 309 -165 -2.3 q 076 'I on 2 623 55.'1 

i"ASHI~r.TON TOAN3HIF ••••••••••• 143 121 ;12 18.2 3 57~ 3 571 2 319 54.3 

,iJLSO'~ TOWNS~IP ••••••••••••••• '2~ 6,36 -111 -17.5 3 52? 3 689 2 196 ~O.4 

HA,{R I so!, COUNTy ••••••••••• q 9",6 l() 257 -271 -2.6 315 J 207 2 091 t;8,5 

t.\GlFVILlE .................... ?7cl 198 -110 -28.'1 3 57A 3 '110 2 239 59." 

~IDG~~AY •••••••••••••••••••••• 4Q? 469 23 '1.9 2 935 2 677 1 751 67." 

Ht'THll.NY ••••••••••••••••••••••• ? 713 2 9H -201 -6.9 3 937 ,3 d56 ? 528 55.7 

ULYTHFnALE •••••••••••••••••••• 253 21) 40 18.8 ., 52H 3 399 2 232 58.1 

~:ARTII~SVILLi •••••••••••••••••• c!9 39 -10 -2!o.6 3 05A. 2 fl97 1 903 60.7 

C'IIN<;VILLE .................... i,2~ 454 -29 -6.4 4 21,3 3 651 2 114 99.3 

f-.ILMAN CITy ................... Uti? 376 26 0.9 2 88R 2 977 1 883 53.4 

~OU!H MOqIAH •••••••••••••••••• 1.61 1~5 -4 -2.4 2 731 2 124 1 ~96 44.0 

NU, HAMPTON ••••••••••••••••••• <ti~ 327 -45 -13.8 3 094 2 832 2 019 53.2 

ADAMS TO~NSHIP •••••••••••••••• ?87 2H1 6 2.1 2 943 2 83d 1 334 60,5 

LEThANY TO~~SHIP •••••••••••••• 3 -'73 3 300 -227 -6.9 3 874 3 794 2 475 56.5 

;,UTLFK TO.N~HIP ••••••••••••••• ?4'? 213 29 1.3.6 3 on 2 987 1 930 60.5 

CLPY T0WNSH!P ••••••••••••••••• 171 208 -37 -17.8 2 847 2 74~ 1 774 60.5 

CJLF A,X TOV/N"HIP ............... AltO 566 74 13.1 3 322 3 379 2 180 52.~ 

CyPkFSS TOW'-ISH IH .............. «i~ 213 22 10.3 2 9'+9 2 844 .1 838 60.~ 

DALLAS TCWN5HIP ............... ?2" 25~ -2 9 -11.4 81
" 

2 72~ 1 785 57,0 

FOX CRFI:K T[iWI'6HIP ............ 217 197 20 10.2 2 707 2 61(, 1 687 60.;; 

G~ANT TOwN~HIP •••••••••••••••• ~;L{/.f 567 -23 -4.1 2 815 2 539 1 681 67.5 

HA'HLTON TO~NSYIP ••••••••••••• 179 214 -35 -16.'+ 2 938 2 833 1 831 60.!> 

JEFF"KSON T()WN~I-1IP ........ , ...... 2"1 262 19 7.3 4 14~ 3 998 2 583 60.5 

L I NCOl'! T0W~SHIP •••••• ,., ••••• '~5 1117 3R 20.3 2 661 2 566 1 058 60.5 

~'AUISON T01~SrlIP •••••••••••••• 7lq 7/f0 7 0.9 4 044 3 610 2 194 114.3 

\'I.DION TO~NS~IP ••••••••••• ~ ••• '1~() 540 -~O -16.7 3 76~ 3 651 2 246 67.ti 

SIIERMA~ TO~~ShIP •••••••••••••• ;'tll) 233 -18 -7.7 1 929 1 860 1 202 60.' 

SIJGAR C!{E'EK TO~N~HIP •••••••••• A~5 641 1'1 2.2 ? 62,~ 2 768 731 51.7 

T'iAIL C:,EEK TON~SHIP •••••••••• "1M 3~O 16 4.6 2 544 2 575 BOO 41 • .l 

tJ,"l I 01\1 TO.NSMIP •••••••••••••••• ',6< 480 -12 -;0.5 474 2 353 763 40.3 

W,\SHINSTU, Tni'~SHIP •• ~ •• ~.~o~. 191 1~3 8 Q.4 653 2 5% 653 60.6 

wlllT" OAK TvIltNSYIP. $ .. ~'''' tl_. ~ ~)7~) 627 -5~ -!'.3 OB4 2 799 965 56.~ 

c'ENRY C\)lI(\jTya •••• a.~o ••••• II', 9<10 If. "~J !)29 2.9 ~ 116 893 443 6B.5 

CI_INTO'! •••••••••••••••••••••• , 7 1.\95 7 SOq 41 1.2 4 573 ~ 2~9 ? 739 (,7.0 

l'"ICH ......................... '146 ~3j 1~ 3.5 3 699 3 853 2 338 58.2 

8LArFSTO~N •••••••••••••••••••• t8~ 161 24 14.9 3 25~ 3 22~ 1 97b 64.9 

1":ul\jTHO~E .. ~ • II .. ,. ....... 8 ............. a .. 
~3? 0;31 1 0.2 q 710 4 527 ? 59fl 81. ) 

CEtPWATE~ ..................... :'97 !;65 .l? 5.7 3 153 3 166 1 941 62." 

BMOWNI~GTON ••••••••••••••••••• lIP 9S 43 q~ • .3 3 047 2 930 1 783 70.9 

CALHOUI\I, .. a .. , ft .................. ~ .... a. g 
"{6e> 360 3 731 3 260 2 35~ 58.5 

~INDSOP ....................... ? p ~),? 73q H~ 3.2 3 71? 3 ~5~ 2 16b 7l.d 

f:~A~ ec,fEK TOc~SHIF ••••••••••• )87 263 ;>4 9.1 74" 3 532 2 183 71 •• 

i"ETHLEHE '" T0WNSHIP •••••••••••• 'lOA 39q l? 3.0 ~ 563 5 39'1 ? 9~3 86.~ 

'11 " CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• ,,82 27'/ ~ 1.8 3 591 3 39 1) 2 09<; 71.1 

PuGARD T0WN~HIP ............... 1'--22 53 11 bB 16.5 ? 571> 2 662 1 732 4b.7 

CUNTO, TUW~ShIP •• e •••••• ~ •••• 7 ,327 710 117 1.5 q 546 q 247 2 730 66.3 

[.'AV I <; TO'NScIIP ................ '47 33) 14 4.2 452 5 157 2 808 Q4.2 

D€EPWATE, TCWNSHIP ............ O,2U 867 -'.3 -5.0 " 291 4 182 2 339 83.5 

DEEk C~EEK Tn~NSHIP ••••••••••• 35:) ,33:5 b 4.5 4 064 3 836 2 371 71.~ 

FAIRVIE'V TOWNSrlIP ••••••••••••• J{&l.J. 847 J7 4.4 3 317 3 3Y5 2 03? 63.2 

fIELDS CREEK TOWNSHiP ••••••••• 4'17 423 24 5.7 " 173 3 (l42 2 384 75.0 

HUNEY CReEK TOVINSHTP .......... 2?? 206 10 7.8 4 577 4 32() 2 671 71.4 

SLE FOOTNOTe AT l'ND 'elF TNlLE .. 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTY A~EAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1?OOO, 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 

JULY 1, 
1976 

....... -............................ -_ ..... 
LEESVILLE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
OSAGE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
SHA~NEE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD TO.NSHIP ••••••••• 
TEFlO TOWNSHIP ............... . 
WALKER TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••• 
WlilTE OAI( TO#NSHIP ••••••••••• 
WINDSOR TOWNSHiP ••••••••••••• 

HICKORY COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CROSS TIMB€RS •••••••••••••••• 
HERMITAGE ................... . 
Pf1E'STON ....... " ..... '" ..... . 
WEAUBLEAU •••••••••••••••••••• 
Welt ArlANO •••••••••••••••••••• 

HOLT COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

EIIGELOW ..................... . 
CORNING •••••••••••••••••••••• 
CRAIG. fI". fI.1l G ............ t ........... .. 

FOREST CITY ................. . 
FORTESCUE •••••••••••••••••••• 
MAITLAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MOUND CITy ••••••••••••••• •••• 
OReGON ...................... . 

HOWA~D COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ARMSTRONG ................... . 
FAYETTE. ............. • ••• ••• • 
FRANKLIN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GLASGOW (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
NEW FRANKLIN ••••••••••••••••• 

HOWELL COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BRANDSVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
MOUNTAIN ViEW •••••••••••••••• 
WEST PLA I NS •••••••••••••••••• 
WILLOW SPRINGS ••••••••••••••• 

IRON COIJNTY.: .......... .. 

ANNAPOLiS ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARCADIA ...................... .. 
DES ARC ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRONTON •••••••••••••••••• ••• •• 
PILOT KNOB •••••••••••••••••••• 
VIBURU"' •••••••••••••••••• • •••• 

JACKSON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BLUE SPRINGS ................. . 
BUCKNER .............. • ...... .. 
GRAIN VALLEy •••••••••••••••••• 
GR.NDVIEW ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GKEENWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
INDEPENDENCE (PART)' ••••••••• 
KANSAS CITY (PART) ........ .,,, 
LAKE LOTAWANA ••••••••••••••••• 

LAKE TAPAWINGO •••••••••••••••• 
LEES SUMMIT ••••••••••••••••••• 
LEVASy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LONE JACK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OAK GROVE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
RAyTOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SIF.lLfy ................... • ... . 
SUGAR CREEK (PART) .......... .. 

TAftSNEY LAKES ............... .. 
UNITY VILLAGE ................ .. 

JASPER COUNTY ••• , •• " •• , •• 

AIRPORT DRIVE 1 ............. .. 

ALBA ... ~ .... ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " w ••• ~ • ~ •••••• _ ti 

ASBURy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

659 
?96 
290 
.300 
65'1 
?90 
733 

:5 265 

(, 082 

245 
327 
173 
361 
4'10 

6 990 

80 
1.76 
410 
412 

'14 
398 

1 262 
1'61 

10 195 

:301 
3 058 

228 
1. 362 
1 094 

27 ~89 

1.59 
1 361 
7 428 
1. 966 

10 597 

323 
592 
2'11 

1 761 
~1'1 
66'1 

6~O 853 

15 ;1.R2 
2 :124 

931 
~2 593 

99'+ 
110 825 
389 697 

1 B?5 

all 
20 528 

273 
201 

3 129 
32 '150 

27", 
'I 414 

367 
2'17 

1\2 576 

t!66 
463 
218 

tlO 

APRIL 1. 
1970 

(CENSUS) _ .. "._----

600 
356 
305 
212 
629 
286 
721 

3 153 

'I '181 

20'1 
2M 
132 
34J 
317 

6 654 

sq 
134 
369 
365 

63 
319 

1 202 
789 

10 !:i61 

354 
3 520 

252 
1 281 
1 122 

23 521 

145 
1 320 
6 893 
2 045 

9 529 

330 
627 
222 

1 452 
582 
520 

654 178 

6 779 
1 695 

709 
17 456 

925 
112 766 
440 531 

1 786 

867 
16 230 

283 
199 

2 025 
33 306 

279 
'I 755 

401 
2£1.2 

79 852 

til? 
365 
201 
119 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 ----I----NUMBER PEHCENT 

,~--------.- ---- -~-" ... ------... 

59 9,8 
-60 -16.9 
-15 -'1.9 

88 '11.5 
25 4.0 

'I 1.'1 
12 1.7 

H2. 3.6 

1 601 3~.7 

41 20.1 
43 15.1 
41 :31.1 
J.8 S.2 

123 38,8 

336 5.0 

~q -4,8 
'12 31.3 
41 11.1 
47 12.9 

-19 -30.2 
79 24.8 
60 5.0 
72 9.1 

-366 -3.5 

-53 -15.0 
-46< -13.1 
-2q -9.5 

81 6.3 
-28 -2.5 

4 068 17.3 

14 9.7 
41 3.1 

535 7.8 
-79 -3.9 

1 068 11.2 

-7 -2.1 
-35 -5.6 

19 iJ.6 
309 21.3 

32 5.5 
144 27.7 

-33 325 -5.1 

8 503 125.4 
629 37.1 
222 31,3 

5 137 29.'1 
69 7.5 

-1 941 -1.7 
-50 834 -1105 

39 2 .• 2 

-56 -6.5 
q 29B 26.5 

-10 -3.5 
2 1.0 

1 104 54.5 
-956 -2.9 

-1 -0.'1 
-341 -7.2 

-3'1 -8.5 
5 2.1. 

2 72'1 3.'f 

5'1 J.3 .1. 
98 ?6.8 
17 8.5 

-30 -25.2 

(DOLLARS) 
...... __ ........ - ......... -.--~--.-

PERCENT 
CHANGE. 

].97'1 1969 TO 
1975 (REVISED) 1969 197'3 

.---- _ .. -.--
~--.-~" .+_ ... -_._----_.-. 

3 6'19 3 '139 2 123 "71.9 
2 901 2 749 1 707 69.9 
3 985 3 761 2 325 71,4 
3 635 3 1I}1 2 121 71.'1 
3 720 3 314 2 337 59.<-
'I 462 'I 21'1 2 '199 '78.6 
3 570 J 677 2 221 60.7 
3 696 3 460 ? 190 68.8 

3 189 3 020 2 028 57.2 

? 758 2 627 .( '/74 5ti o 5 
3 415 3 3% 2 >41 45.9 
3 309 3 1~2 2 128 55,:> 
4 059 3 866 2 612 55.4 
.3 011 2 865 1 937 55",11 

q 475 4 538 2 764 61.~ 

'I 280 4 234 2 646 61.8 
.3 5q9 3 511 2 194 61.1;; 
.3 07'\ .3 243 2 197 '10.0 
'I 451 4 554 2 719 63.7 
.3 678 .3 6,39 2 274 61.7 
'I 099 4 434 2 627 56.0 
4 523 4 274 2 632 71.8 
It 36fl 4 337 2 616 67.0 

3 515 .3 434 2 190 60.5 

.3 416 3 305 2 100 62.7 

.3 456 3 507 2 310 49.6 
2 539 2 513 1. 62q 56.3 
3 170 3 121 2 094 51.8 
3 954 4 080 2 639 q9.~ 

3 197 3 035 2 090 53.0 

2 822 2 76} 1 889 49.4 
3 029 3 156 2 165 39.9 
3 581 3 582 2 413 '18.'+ 
3 71'1 3 '174 2. 362 57.2 

3 124 2 979 2 021 5q,,, 

2 830 2 554 1 654 71.1 
3 5'12 3 353 2 324 52.'1 
.3 317 3 136 2 110 57.2 
3 612 3 562 2 548 '11.8 
2 816 2 681 1 960 '13,7 
q 616 'I 33u 2 718 69.8 

5 200 4 865 3 339 55.7 

5 2'16 q 947 3 '183 50.6 
4 72'1 q 43~ 2 990 58.0 
4 374 4 166 2 79q 56.5 
5 186 q 906 3 316 56.'1 
5 077 q 729 .3 203 58.!> 
5 256 'I 971 3 350 56.9 
5 123 4 781 3 296 55.4 
B 182 7 2.75 'I 959 65,0 

7 309 6 Cl25 4 562 60.2 
5 454 5 067 3 650 '19.4 
5 3'13 q 93b 3 304 61.7 
3 958 3 65~ 2 448 61.7 
4 096 3 873 2 713 51,,0 
6 129 5 760 3 79'1 61.5 
'I 929 4 556 3 048 61.7 
'I 577 4 399 2 973 54.0 

3 928 3 630 2 '12 9 61.7 
6 176 5 707 , 819 61.,7 

3 92R 3 743 2 ~61 5.3~4 

3 1180 ..> }89 2 351 '18,0 

3 152 2 979 2 080 51.5 
3 1180 } }89 2 351 118,0 

2 79'" 2 721 1 892 '17.9 
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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 

______ 1_5 AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF syMBOLS, SEE TEXT ._) _"' __ ._. 

ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

8ROOKLYN HEIGHTS •••••••••••••• 
CARL JUNCTION ••••••••••••••••• 
CARTERVILLE .................. . 
CARTHAGE ••••• '" •••••••••••••• 
CARyTOWN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DUENWEG ...................... . 
DUQUESNE ••••••••••••• • •••••••• 
FIDELITy ..................... . 

IRO~ GATES •••••••••••••••••••• 
JASPFR ••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
JOPLIN (PART> ................ . 
LA RUSSELL •••••••••••••••••••• 
NECK CITy •••••••••••••••••.••• 
OAKLAND PARK •••••••••••••••••• 
ORONOGO ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PUHCFLL •••••••••••••••••• • •••• 

HEEDS. to • ., " • ., " " • , It • a •• It ... e .... ~ • 

SARCOXIE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
',ACO ••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 
V:EAB CITy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

JEFFERSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

ARNOLD •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CEDAR HILL LAKES •••••••••••••• 
CKYSTAL CITy •••••••••••••••••• 
DE SOTO ...................... . 
~~STUS ....................... . 
HERCULANEUM ••••••••••••••••••• 
HILLSBORO .................... . 
KleIMSWICK .................... . 

OLyMPiAN ••••••••••••• , •••••••• 
FARKSDALE •• ~~d ••••• 8~o.n~ •• en. 

PEVELY 1 ..................... . 

JOHNSON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CENTERVIEW •••••••••••••••••••• 
CH ILHOYIEE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOLDEN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KINGSViLLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
KNOB NOSTER ••••••••••••••••••• 
LA TOUR ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEETON .............. " ...... .. 
WARRENS8URG.h ••••• ~ •••••• ·.·.t 

KNOX COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

BARING ....................... . 
EUINA ........................ .. 
HURDLAND •••••••••• e ••••••• ~ ••• 

KNOX CITy ••••••••••••••••••••• 
NEWARK •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NOVEL TY •••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

LACLEDE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CDNWAY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I..ERANON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PHIU.IPSBURG ................. , • 
RICHLAND (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
STOUTLAND (PART) •••••••••••••• 

LAFAYETTE COUNTy •••••••••• 

ALMA ••••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
AULLVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
8ATES CITy .................. .. 
CONCORDIA ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CORDER ~ ........... 8 It e ...... " P II " ~ •• (t ~ .. 

DOVER ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EMMA (PART) .................. . 
HIGGINSViLLE •••••••••••••••••• 

LEXINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MAYVIEW. It". ~ ....... ". ft. ""'. ~ $ '" ..... . 

I~APOLEON .................... .. 
ODESSA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
W~VERLY ..................... .. 
ViELL I NGTON t .. p • Q ............. II"" .. ~ • 

S~E FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

JUt. y I, 
l.976 

117 
1 903 
2 007 

10 713 
131 
6% 
7'15 
;>03 

429 
793 

37 887 
U2 
123 
168 
50? 
32'+ 

1.34 
278 
116 

(, 67'1 

124 633 

?1 320 
20P. 

3 609 
5 687 
7 785 
2 786 

953 
237 

4'11 
966 
954 

3.3 75'1 

22'1 
383 

2 l.0'l 
31'1 

2 219 
77 

455 
13 Al" 

5 570 

Ie3 
47e 
254 
261 
110 
133 

22 5311 

%1 
8 364 

183 
31 
70 

28 900 

4.l!9 
108 
403 
796 
463 
1% 

86 
4 E8B 

'I 959 
303 
347 

3 523 
877 
(\66 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

128 
1 661 
1 116 

11 035 
119 
656 
738 
191 

367 
796 

37 040 
97 

114 
156 
492 
325 

122 
1"15 
108 

6 923 

105 248 

17 3Rl 
177 
898 
984 
530 
439 
831 
268 

399 
836 
087 

34 172 

234 
297 

2 089 
28'1 

2 264 
83 

425 
13 125 

692 

206 
574 
225 
284 
11'1 
156 

19 944 

547 
616 
173 

42 
37 

26 626 

380 
108 
229 
854 
'176 
133 

75 
/·1 318 

5 388 
330 
263 
839 
827 
720 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

NUMBER PERCENT 

-11 
242 
291 

-322 
12 
40 

7 
12 

62 
-3 

aq7 
1') 

9 
12 
10 
-1 

19 385 

3 939 
25 

-289 
-297 

255 
347 
122 
-31 

42 
130 
867 

-418 

-10 
86 
15 
30 

-45 
-6 
30 

689 

-122 

-23 
-96 

29 
-23 
-4 

-23 

? 592 

11l­
··25~ 

10 
-11 

33 

2 260 

69 

17'1 
-5~ 
-13 

17 
11 

570 

.429 
-27 

84 
68'1 

50 
1'16 

-B.6 
14.6 
17.0 
-2.9 
10.1 
6.1 
0.9 
6.3 

16.9 
-0.4 

2.3 
15,,5 
7.9 
7.7 
2.0 

-0.3 

9.8 
8 .. 8 
7.'1 

-3.6 

18.'1 

22.7 
1'1.1 
-7.'1 
-5.0 

3.'1 
14.2 
1'1.7 

-11.6 

10.5 
15.6 
79.8 

-1.2 

-4.3 
29.0 
0.7 

10.6 
-2.0 
-7.2 

7.1 
5.2 

-2.1 

-11.2 
-6.1 
12.9 
-0.1 
-3.5 

-1'1.7 

13.0 

2 .• 6 
-2.9 
5.8 

-26.2 
B9.2 

B.6 

1b.2 

76.0 
-3.1 
-2.7 
12.8 
14.7 
13.2 

-B.O 
-8.2 
31.9 
24.1 
6.0 

20.3 

1.974 
1975 (REVISED) 

3 795 
3 572 
2 90R 
3 931 
3 851 
3 033 
3 951\ 
4 11'\ 

3 919 
:3 401 
4 272 
3 160 
3 474 
3 997 
3 027 
2 580 

2 463 
3 767 
4 041 
3 687 

4 316 
3 9'13 
~ '+19 
'+ 01t0 
It 21t'7 
4 026 
3 883 
2 957 

:; 928 
4 061 
3 736 

900 

3 357 
2 979 
It 425 
3 002 
3 739 
2 3.39 
3 379 
'I 031 

3 4'14 

3 207 
3 951 
:3 195 
3 510 
2 974 
2 544 

483 

2 931 
'+ 26~ 
2 779 
338/f 
3 193 

'I 316 

3 951 
3 580 
.3 821 
4 703 
:; 526 
3 595 
3 '184 
'+ '119 

'+ 247 
3 500 
3 421 
3 856 
4 335 
'+ 838 

3 690 
:; '196 
2 866 
3 755 
3 745 
:3 175 
3 909 
'+ 000 

:; 811 
3 598 
'+ 03'1 
3 073 
:; 378 
3 886 
3 015 
2 509 

2 395 
:; 446 
3 929 
:; 52~ 

3 985 

It 177 
3 781 
'I 299 
:; 930 
'+ 0'12 
3 98'+ 
3 723 
2 835 

3 767 
3 922 
3 583 

3 68l. 

3 193 

~ ml 
3 575 
2 225 ' 
3 139 
3 785 

3 546 

3 2'15 
'+ 195 
3 233 
3 382 
3 009 
2 574 

300 

2 663 
'+ 058 
2 620 
3 190 
:; 010 

'+ 128 

3 918 
3 468 
3 707 
It 460 
.3 295 
3 483 
:3 376 
'+ l.93 

4 064 
3 262 
3 305 
3 640 
4 553 
4 511 

1969 

2 565 
2 453 
2 00'1 
2. 532 
2. 603 
2 251 
2. 780 
2 780 

2 649 
2 327 
2 750 
2 136 
2. 3'18 I 
2 701 I 

1 922 
1 7',', 

1 665 
2 '119 
2 731 
2 430 

723 

2 939 
2. 684 
2 927 
2 565 
2 834 
2 749 
2 643 
2 012 

2 673 
2 817 
2. 543 

388 

2 14~ 
1 918 
2 736 
2 098 
2 328 
1 495 
2 090 
2 '563 

2 176 

962 
58q 

1 955 
2 045 
1 819 
1 556 

245 

1 708 
2 598 
1 055 
2 0l.5 
1 90l. 

709 

309 
2 198 
2 225 
2 777 
2 222 
2 207 
2 139 
2 808 

2 708 
2 150 
2 353 
2 591 
2 622 
2. 982 

PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

48,0 
45.6 
45.1 
55,3 
'17.9 
3'1.7 
'I2.J 
48.0 

47.9 
46.2 
55.3 
47.9 
'18.0 
48.0 
57.5 
47.9 

47.9 
55.7 
48.0 
51. '7 

51.0 

'16.9 
46.~ 
51.0 
'37.5 
49.> 
'16.5 
46.9 
47.0 

Q7.0 
44,2 
46.9 

63.3 

56.!) 
55.3 
61.7 
43.1 
60.6 
56.5 
61.7 
57.3 

58.3 

63.5 
52.9 
63.4 
71.6 
63.5 
63~5 

'i5.1 

71.6 
64.3 
67.9 
67.9 
68.0 

59.3 

71.1 
62~9 
71.7 
69.'1 
58.7 
62.9 
62.9 
5'7 v lf 

56.8 
62.e 
45.4 
48.8 
65.3 
62.2 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTV 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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POPUL.AilON ESTIMATED PER CAPITA flONEy INCOME 

LAWRENCE COUNTy •••• 

AURORA ••••••••••••••••• 
FREiSTATT •••••••••••••• 
HALLTOWN •••••••.••••••• 
H(;BERG ••••••••••••••••• 
MARIONVILLE •••••••••••• 
MILLEP ••••••••••••••••• 
MONETT (PART) •••••••••• 
MOUNT VERNON ••••••••••• 

PIERCE CITy •••••••••••• 
STOTTS CITy •••••••••••• 
VEf10NA •••••••••••• " •• " • 

LEWIS COUNTy ••••••• 

CANTON ••••••••••••••••• 
FI'1ING .... " ~ ........ II"" ..... , •• 
LA BELLE ••••••••••••••• 
LA GkA~GE •••••••••••••• 
LEWISTOWN •••••••••••••• 
MONTICFLLO ••••••••••••• 

LINCOLN COUNTy ••••• 

ELSBERRy ••••••••••••••• 
F0LEY •••••••••••••••• •• 
HAWK POINT ••••••••••••• 
MOSCOW MILLS ••••••••••• 
OLD MONROE ••••••••••••• 
SILEX ................ .. 
HOy ••••••••••••••••••• 
ftrlITE510E •••••••••••••• 
~INFIELD ••••••••••••••• 

LINN COUNTy •••••••• 

RROWNING (PART) •••••••• 
PURDIN ............... .. 
BROOKFIELD ••••••••••••• 
8UCKLIN •••••••••••••••• 
LACLEDE •••••••••••••••• 
LINNEUS ............... . 
MARCELINE •••••••••••••• 
MEADVILLE •••••••••••••• 

-----

............ 
0" ........ 
.. 0 ... • .... 

... • •• oG 

...... ~ ..... 
" 11 D ~ ...... ............ 
............. 
... 11100". 

.. If .......... 

.. '" ...... ~ 

... II " • ~ .. D 

..... M .... 

....... 
II .. G .. ~ .... 

.,1 ....... ........... .......... ........ 

......... 

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

....... 

.. , ...... ........ ....... ....... . ~ .......... ....... ......... ....... 

....... 8AKER TOWNShIP ••••••••• 
BENTON TO.NSHIP •••••••• 
BROOKFIELD TOWNSHiP •••• 
flUCKLl!~ TOW,<SHIP ••••••• 
CLAY TO.NSHIP •••••••••• 
ENTERPRISE TOWNSHiP •••• 
GRANTSVILLE TOWNSHIP •••• 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP •••••••• 

....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ...... 
JEFFFR80N TOWNSHiP •••••• 
LOCUST CREEK TOWNSHIP ••• 
MARCELINE TOWNSHiP •••••• 
~ORT~ SALEM TO.NSHIP •••• 
PARSON CREEK TOWNSHIP ••• 
YELLOW CREEK TOWNSHIP ••• 

LIVINGSTON COUNTY ••• 

CHILLICOTHE ••••••••••••• 
CHULA ......... : ........ . 
LUDLOW •••••••••••••••••• 
~OORE~VILLE ••••••••••••• 
~H~ELI~JG •••••••••••••••• 
OLUE MOUND TOWNSHIP ••••• 
CHILLICOTHE TO.NSHIP •••• 
CkEA~ RIDGE TOWNSHIP •••• 

FAIRVIFW TO.NSHIP ••••••• 
GRAND RIVER TOWNSHIP •••• 
GR,EN TOwNSHIP •••••••••• 
JACKSON TOWNSHiP •••••••• 
Mt:OICINE TOWNSHiP ••••••• 
MONROE TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
MOORESVI~LF TO.NSHIP •••• 
HICH HILL TOWNSHIP ...... 

SAMPSELL TO.NS~IP ••••••• 

....... 
t ••••• 

.... a •• ......... .e •..• 
~ .. " " .... 

....... 

......... ... , .... 
, ...... 
......... ~ ......... ... ~ ...... 
~ .......... ...... 
........ ...... ....... 
•• 0 ••• 

, ..... ...... ....... ...... 
......... 

f----

---

JULY 1, 
1076 

27 590 

6 002 
130 

88 
'17 

1 585 
712 

1 925 
2 R13 

1 126 
273 
483 

10 715 

2 326 
32tl 
766 

1 257 
651 
1'18 

20 290 

1 .ne 
235 
330 
'144 
368 
283 

2 431 
1.67 
746 

15 26'1 

39? 
207 

5 28U 

1\82 
395 
39~ 

2 523 
38~ 

357 
857 

~ 985 
1 12P 

440 
158 
?57 
~53 

R30 
682 

2 878 
2R~ 

70~ 

263 

15 ,,'II 

9 ~19 
226 
163 
1'10 
?73 
:l93 

10 071 
700 

55'1 
3~6 

"16 
~98 
178 
'100 
428 
917 

c67 

APRIL 11 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

24 585 

5 359 
115 
106 

6'1 
1 '196 

676 
1 712 
2 600 

1 097 
203 
53.5 

10 993 

2 680 
330 
8'18 

1 237 
615 
157 

18 041 

1 398 
224 
35'1 
399 
330 
306 

2 538 
125 
620 

15 125 

320 
236 

5 491 
65'! 
'130 
400 

2 622 
409 

294 
764 

6 122 
980 
365 
172 
251 
33'1 

86'1 
703 

2 9.37 
245 
785 
309 

15 368 

9 519 
2'14 
175 
131 
268 
'131 

10 159 
667 

'126 
31H 
353 
'172 
185 
409 
408 
809 

2~1 

(DOLLARS) 
-' ---

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

-- 197q 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 197~ (REVISED) 1969 1975 

3 005 12.2 3 667 J '+86 2 360 55.'1 

643 12.0 3 67.1 3 52'1 2 '117 52.0 
15 13.0 3 458 3 339 2 230 55.1 

-18 -17.0 3 '117 3 300 2 20'1 55.1! 
-17 -26.6 2 533 2 '146 1 634 55.0 

89 5.9 3 170 3 3.'10 2 072 53.1! 
36 5.3 3 275 3 0'1'1 2 202 '18.7 

213 12.'1 'I 625 'I 585 3 126 4tl.O 
213 ~.2 4 197 J 959 2 688 56.1 

29 2.6 3 875 3 72ti 2 380 62.8 
70 3'1.5 2 996 2 89'1 1 933 55.0 

-32 -6.2 3 220 3 092 2 076 55.1 

-278 -2.5 'I 
022/ 

3 994 2 397 67.8 

-354 -13.2 'I 07.3 3 875 ? 386 70.7 
-10 -3.0 3 812 3 914 2 319 64.'+ 
-82 -9.7 3 394 3 565 2 102 61.5 

20 1.6 3 329 3 263 2 076 60.'1 
36 5.9 4 168 3 7'12 2 191 90.2 
-9 -5.7 'I 232 'I 142 2 '155 72.'1 

? 2'19 12.5 3 706 3 588 2 377 55.9 

-70 -5.0 3 18~ 2 9B3 2 177 '16.3 
11 4.9 .3 612 3 5J2 c. 438 48.2 

-2'1 -6.8 3 330 3 166 2 130 56.3 
45 11.3 2 '164 2 565 1 911 28.~ 

3~ 11.5 'I 529 'I 471 2 754 64.5 
-23 -7.5 2 933 2 871 1 867 ~7.1 

-107 -4.2 3 924 3 972 ? 757 42.3 
'+2 33.6 2 751 2 690 1 857 48.1 

126 20.3 2 651 2 531 1 728 53 •• 

139 0.9 3 746 3 656 2 401 56.0 

72 22.5 3 11? 2 03'+ 1 780 74.8 
-29 -12.3 3 927 3 324 2 508 56.0 

-207 003.8 4 079 3 987 2 619 55.7 
28 4.3 2 8'15 2 607 2 2'1'1 26.il 

-35 -€i.1 3 023 3 038 1 80'1 67.0 
-7 -1.7 2 423 ? 50!; 1 665 'I5.~ 

-99 -3.8 3 96P. 3 83" 2 515 57.8 
-25 -6.1 q 070 3 836 2 196 85.3 

63 21.4 3 077 2 956 1 953 57.6 
93 12.2 3 '1'13 3 067 2 116 62.7 

-137 -2.2 4 06" 'I 003 2 626 5'1.8 
Itt8 15.1 .3 211 3 02.;; 2 203 45.d 

75 20.5 'I 596 4 '11'1 2 782 65.d 
-14 -1;.1 2 563 2 '163 1 593 60.9 

6 ~.4 3 200 3 075 1 989 60.~ 

19 5.7 3 223 3 092 2 167 48.7 

-34 -3.9 3 039 3 197 1 970 54.3 

-21 -3.0 2 673 2 700 1 889 41.'> 
-59 -2.0 ~ 007 3 ~90 2 5~5 57.~ 

40 16.3 ? 570 ? 1f69 1 597 6(;.~ 

9 1.1 3 710 3 818 2 162 71.6 
'-'16 -14.9 q 674 4 163 2 537 84.< 

273 1.8 u 305 II 139 2 680 60.6 

-100 -1.1 4 821 4 562 2 9'18 63 .. ~) 

-1~ -7.4 2 575 2 '194 1 646 56.'; 

-12 -6.9 3 583 3 546 2 355 52.1 
9 6.9 2 976 2 963 1 973 50./-J 

5 1.9 '+ 021 4 161 2 561 57.0 
-38 -0.8 3 833 3 687 2 377 61.3 
-88 -0.9 II 79" 4 5'14 2 933 63.:; 

33 '1.9 3 289 3 29'1 2 1'14 '53.,1 

128 30.0 2 882 2 764 1 761 63.7 
12 ;.5 2 798 2 692 1 735 61.3 
63 17 .8 3 717 3 583 2 060 81).'1 
26 5.5 ? 015 1 925 1 230 65." 
-7 -3.8 3 955 3 80b 2 453 61.2 
-9 -2.2 3 583 ) 57S 2 315 54.~ 

20 •• 9 3 350 3 381 2 17q 5'1.1 
103 13.3 3 61q 3 8'12 2 591 39.7 

6 2 .• 3 3 176 3 056 1 970 Al.< 
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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 SUBCOUNry AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1>000. THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN E~TIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGUrE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

POPUI_A Tl ON 

}--------.------- -----------
AilE A CHANGE. 

APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 
JULY 1, 1970 ------.. -------

_______________________________________ ...:_~2.. __ ( C ENSU':">" ___ .. _.......fI~MBER PERCENT 

.HEELI~G TO.~SHIP ••••••••••••• 

MCDONALD COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ANC'lERSON ... ~ ~. e. ~ ... ~. Q. ~. ~ ~. ~ .. " 
(;OOD'IAN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LANA6A"J. II •• -t ~ ... e • ~ • ~ .. ~ • ~ • ~ G ... . 

NoEL ......................... . 
f'I~EVILLf ................... .. 
SQUTH 1FST CITy ••••••••••••••• 
SPRING VALLEy ••••••••••••••••• 

~ACO~ COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ATLAhTA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PEV!E', ...................... .. 
CALLAO •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FL"'ER •••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 
ETf'EL ........................ . 
LA PLATA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
f·,\CO~: ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~Erl CAMBRIA ••••••••••••••••••• 
~,O{JTH GIFFORD~ •••• q •• 9 •• 5 ...... 

~ADI50N COUNTy •••••••••••• 

COBALT CITy ••••••••••••••••••• 
F~fOER!CKTO~N ••••••••••••••••• 
JUNCTION CiTy ••••••••••••••••• 
"MiOUAND •••••••••••••••••••••• 

MAHIES COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

hELLE (PART) ................ .. 
VIENNA ...................... .. 

MARrON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

~ANNIBAL (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
MONROE CITY (PA~T) •••••••••••• 
f'ALMYRA •••••••••••••• " ••••••• 

~ERCER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

"cKerR •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SOUTY LINEViLLE ••••••••••••••• 
PH I ,~Ct:_ TON ••••••••••••••••.•••• 
~ARRISON TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• 
LINDLEY TOW~ShIP •••••••••••••• 
MAriSUN TOKNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
~APION TOWNSHIP.e ••••• e.fio.e •• 
M~nlrINE TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••• 

MORGAN TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
kAVANNA TO.~SrlIP •••••••••••••• 
SOMERSFT TOWNSHIP ••••• ,._~ •• ~. 
PASHIN~T0N TO.NShIP •.••••••••• 

MILLEk COUNfY ••••••••••••• 

BA\iNELL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BhUMLEY,."" a" ",,, ~ ...... " ~",. ~,,~ ~ ~ ~ 
"LI)ON" ................ , ••••••• 
IHERIA ....................... . 
LAKELM'D •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE D7AHK (PAKT) ••••••••••••• 
LAKESIDE ..................... . 
LAKEVIFW ..................... . 

OLEAN ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
H. FLl ZAf-1ETH .......... '" .... . 
TUSCIJ:-IR!A ••••••••••••••••••••• 

~ISSISSIPPl COUNTy •••••••• 

J\Nf'l ST()~I. • • •• .. ••••••.• " .... I 
oEPTRA~[) •••••••••••••••• ' ••••• 1 
CYARLE_, ION •• , ••••••••••••••••• 
EAST PRAIRIE ................ .. 
'il LSON G lTV .................. . 

463 

1~ ?3? 

030 
R59 
450 
221 
527 
%2 
72 

16 0:37 

376 
798 
197 
201 
156 

1 300 
~ 613 

t96 
61 

9 446 

251 
06'1 
211 
31>6 

17 690 
310 

3 .'43 

'I· 70,0 

54" 
49 

t67 
261 
329 
?i.f7 
90~ 
101 

I 727 
-513 
?7:1 
-,')4 

[6 351> 

4'~! ~) 
'/\)If 

" 'I()7 
3 'IV 

,?~3 

12 357 

065 
565 
374 
924 
4'1'1 
'153 

60 

15 432 

377 
1;06 
373 
193 
162 

1 377 
5 301 

260 
64 

8 6'11 

238 
3 799 

166 
'100 

6 851 

0'12 
505 

28 121 

1Il '106 
337 

3 188 

364 
52 

328 
309 
3'11 
321 
863 
.306 

774 
3'\'! 
279 
36:1 

1~ 0;>6 

6U 
1\7 

520 
7Ul 

62. 
~09 
124 

-30 

151 
287 
~')f..l 

16 6'17 

515 
60'-1 

,5 Lll 
3 275 

29~j I 

19 

875 

-35 
294 

76 
297 

d:l 
··71 

12 

60'5 

805 

D 
-135 

'-15 
-3'+ 

4 

-285 

-710 
-27 

55 

,·208 

-20 
-3 

-161 
-48 
-12 1 
-74 

'-12 
-5 

-47 
19 
-4 

-79 

5 
-2 
38 

-177 
73 

118 
q. 

" .. 2 

3 
?l 
l'j 

-90 
100 

-42'f 
1'l? 
-12 

2.3.3 

-3.3 
52.0 
20.:1 
32.1 
18.7 

-15.7 
20.0 

-1:) .. 3 
-1.0 
6.4 
'1.1 

-3.7 
-~) .,6 
5.9 

-24.6 
-4-,7 

9.3 

5,,5 
-3.6 
27 ~ 1 
-8,5 

b .. [,5 

o.q. 

-1.0 

-3.9 
-fl.C 

1.7 

-4.2 

-5.5 
-5.8 

-12.)' 
-15.5 

-3.5 
-23.1 

'1.9 
-1.6 

-2,,6 
~), q 

-1.4 
-21.8 

10.7 

Ii ~:3 
-2..-' 

1.1 
""'2.3.9 
117.7 
?e,9 

3.2 
-5.7 

-1,9 

16 
"'~b ') j 

ll-.5 
,·'-1.1 

ESTIMATFn PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
CI)OLLARS) 

PERCENT 
CHANGE. 

1974 1969 TO 
1975 (REVISED) 1969 197~ 

________ .. ____ ---I -----------------e-----------------+------------

4 338 

702 

3 001 
'-I 081 
2 187 

3J? 
3 102 
2 576 
3 150 

3 873 

J 593 
3 27? 
2 699 
3 JUS 
., 91'1 
'-I 184 
if 081l­
:5 364 
3 56;> 

2'12 

2 '198 
3 694 
3 195 
2 120 

3 17~ 

3 703 
3 610 

163 

u 031! 
3 969 
4 291 

589 

It 1.j.9;) 
4 vii} 
:5 Bali­
') 21t' 
:; 535 
3 0116 
3 135 
.3 670 

3 571 
:1 735 
3 639 
t~ 29f\ 

., 49? 

MIJ 
it ()O~i 

191 
109 

1+ alto?: 
I, 6:15 
'! '546 
5 B1~ 

322 
'll;: 

'I ()76 

l 981 

;> 39',[ 
3 05), 
3 33;> 
3 'H2 
2. 07', 

Ij 1123 

3 124 
'I 266 
2 325 
2 31~ 
3 314 
2 930 
3 )4fl 

3 699 

3 254 
3 133 
2 829 
3 273 
3 78') 
q 140 
3 784 
3 240 
3 4q.Q 

170 

409 
59~ 
081 
910 

081 

3 552 
3 292 

3 95e I 
3 766 
:> 70'1 
4 088 

q IllfJ 
3 905 
3 769 
J I'll! 
3 '162 
3 023 
3 08~ 
3 593 

3 473 
3 662 
3 569 
.3 92(, 

J 3?:! 
3 606 
3 92t.\ 
3 H'! 
3 68<; 
6 273 
~ 111<; 
5 311 

032 

g'i I 
OliO I 
:;~t 

J 034 
5 26'+ 
:l 326 
2 044 

2 680 

2 '+90 
2 796 
1. 743 
1 954 
2 161 
2 202 

51.0 

2 '181 

2 055 
2 179 
1 910 
2 053 
2 }7~ 
2 39} 

2 6051 
2 267 
2 160 

2 132 

1, 609 
2 ~33 

OS8 
31.7 

2 052 

2. 520 
2 472 

596 

;:~ 551 
2 573 
" bOO 

? 277 

2 440 
2 254 
2 352 
2 078 
2 277 
2 210 
1 962 
2 752 

2 209 
? 472 
2 .l'll 
2242 

2 29<, 
;> 526 
2 794 . 
2. 625 
2 549 
'f 120 
2 866 
3 669 

2 09'5 

2 151 I 
571 

m l 
370 
'70~) 
9()). 

969 
201 

20.;; 
116.0 
25,5 
19.3 
4.5.S 
17.0 
2:'') ~:; 

74.ti 
50.2 
Iil.3 
64.~ 
64~9 
H.e 
56.e 
48,4 
6~.9 

52.1 

55~3 
51.0 
~5.2 
61.0 

4t1.9 
46.0 

60,Q 

58.v 
5'1.3 
65,0 

57.6 

8'1.1 
79.'1 
6':).1 
54.8 
55.2 
39,6 
59.0 
33.

'
; 

61.7 
51.1 
54 l b 
9.1.7 

51..2 

q&<t;) 
5;:3 ~ s 
50~O 
50.5 
58.6 
61.0 
58,6 
58.6 

'11,9 

?'f, I 
'19,0 
75~.3 
73.> 
72.9 
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(FOR SUB COUNTY AREAS WlTK A 1970 CElvSUS SAMPLE POPULATlO'! LESS THAN l~OOO, THE 1969 PER. CAPITA II'lCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CFNSUS FIGURE. FDR DETAILS. SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT) 

AREA 

--
WY~TT ......................... 

MON !TEAU COUNTY •••••••••• , 

CALIFORNIA •••••••••••••••••••• 
CLARKSBURG •••••••••••••••••••• 
JANESTOWN ..................... 
LUPUS.""."." .. " ... """" /> •• It ..... " II 

TIPTON ........................ 

MONROE COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

HOLLIDAy ...................... 
MAD I SON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~ONROE. CITY (PART) ............ 
PARIS ......................... 
STOUTSVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY ••••••••• 

ELLFLOWEk •••••••••••••••••••• 
IGH HILL. ..................... 
ONESBURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CKITTRICK .................... 

lIDDLETOWN .................... 
. ()NT60MERV CITy ............... 
!EW FLORENCE ••••••••••••• , ••• , 
rlINELAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 
£LLSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 

~:O~GAN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

·ARNETT •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• G 
S 
5 
S 
V 

C 
C 
(; 

TOVEI-< ............. " ........ ·" ..... • .. • • 
lJNRISE 8EACH (PART) .......... 
YRACUSE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
F.RSAILLES .................... 

NE.W MADKID COUNTY ••••••••• 

ANALOU •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
ATRON ........................ 
I[lEON ••••••••••••••• • ••• •••• • 
O.ARDvILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
ILBOUf/N •••••••••••••••••••••• 
,~RSTON ....................... 

h 
L 
~ 
M 
~: 

ATTHEWS •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OREHOUSE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

N 

N 
p 

EW MADRID 1 .................. 

ORTH LILBD~RN •••••••••••••••• 
!\HMA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

P ORTA&EVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 

" $ 
Iseo ......................... 
IKESTON (PART) ............... 

T ALL~POOSA ••••••••••••••••••• , 

~'F:WTON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

L1FF ......................... C 
D 
D 
F 
GR 
JO 
L" 
~I 

fNNIS ACRES .................. 
IAMONn. ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AIRVIE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ANPy •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PUN (PARTI ................ • 

:A.OOD •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
IDWAy ........................ 

'OSHO ........................ NE 
NE 
h 
SA 
Sc 
SH 

,WTONIA ...................... 
ITCHEy ....................... 

GINAw .............................................. 
NECA .................... Q ........................ 

OAL CREEK DRIVE ••••••••••••• 
lOAL CPEEK ESTATES ••••••••••• 

51 

ST 
ST 
SiJ 
lIE 

LVER CREEK •••••••••••••••••• 

ARK CITy .................... 
ELLA ........................ 
NNyVALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
NTwORT'-i ••••••••••••••••••••• 

sct: FOOTNOTE. AT END Of TABl £. 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1. 
JULY 1. 1970 

1n6 (CENSUS) 
-

Ij9~ 5/)2 

11 707 10 N2 

.3 ?27 3 105 
jl~ 3'~3 
?94 243 

63 68 
2 106 1 914 

9 932 9 542 

1dO 167 
591 540 

? 124 2 119 
1 tJ,77 1 442 

63 61 

11 ,06 11 000 

~4B 360 
)76 192 
if7" 479 
t04 101 
275 235 

2 251 2 187 
62~ 635 
.t13 190 

1 I)O{) 1 565 

12 :<71 10 083 

;?;09 167 
969 849 
4, 31 

161 214 
? oo~ 2 244 

24 118 23 420 

322. 358 
\31'> 122 

1 172 1 112 
540 500 

1 275 1 152 
6tH 666 
~5() 538 

1 ?20 1 332 

? <;46 3 029 
3LJ.5 334 

1 291 1 051 
3 !94 3 117 

')21 412 
310 309 
?07 2O;' 

36 .~79 J2. 981 

'I'l 39 
57 64 

70~ 60e 
390 263 

1 :;.?9 1 678 
2 2\)6 ;> 21b 

151 174 
?50 234 

7 911 7 ~17 
2.4~ 208 
10<' 101 
?OlJ 22'1 

1 7.~2 1 577 
.'74 329 

71 -
L~29 381 

131 122 
202 197 
345 311 
12" 132 

I:STlMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 

('<EVl~~~i 
CHANGE. 
1909 TO 

NUMBEQ PeRCENT 1975 1%9 1976 

~70 -12.5 2 3 222 1 785 67.3 

965 9.0 .3 28? .3 190 2 201 49.1 

122 3.9 .3 8lP, 3 669 2 579 48,,0 

~29 -8.5 2 566 2 435

1 

1 060 64.0 
51 21.0 3 099 3 01u 1 897 63.~ 

~5 -7.4 3 040 2 885 1 815 67.5 
In 10.0 .3 804 3 617 2 339 62.6 

390 4.1 3 SOB .3 510 2 15:) 62.g 

13 7.8 3 430 .3 34() 2 127 61.3 
51 9.'1 3 170 3 14~ 2 057 54.1 

5 0.2 3 620 3 579 2 296 57.7 
3S 2.4 4 50.3 4 285 2 701 66.7 

2 3.3 2 OB5 2 Q30 1 293 61.3 

306 2.8 " 034 3 984 2 443 65.1 

$8 24.4 2 686 2 900 1 994 34.7 
~16 ~8.3 4 113 4 073 2 567 60.2 
~4 -<l.S 3 730 3 874 2 580 44.6 

3 3.0 3 721 3 686 2 323 60.2 
40 17.0 3 450 3 32~ 2 095 64.7 
64 2.9 4 846 " 8S:j 2 868 69.0 
-7 -1.1 3 402. 3 372 1 955 7'1.0 

-77 -40.5 3 844 3 807 2 399 60.<! 
-65 -4.2 :5 735 3 579 2 425 54.0 

2 288 22.7 3 297 3 211 2 164 52.4 

42 25.1 3 350; 3 314 2 195 52.8 
140 16.5 3 214 3 2~b 2 139 50.3 

12 38.7 3 001 2 96~ 1 963 52.9 
... 53 -?~.8 3 891:> 3 851 2 551 5~.8 

-239 -10.7 3 816 3 7421 2 473 54,3 

698 3.0 .3 135 .3 aBu 1 785 7~.b 

~36 -10.1 3 57S 3 4S2 1 979 80.1:> 

14 11.5 3 194 3 OB1 1 786 78." 
60 5.4 4 04'1 3 594 2 217 82.4 
40 1:>.0 966 932 540 73.Y 

123 10.7 3 393 3 39Y 1 947 74.3 
15 2.3 3 920 3 47~ 2 039 n.'> 
12 2.2 4 593 4 

16>, I 2 458 86.9 
~1l2 ~b.4 2 967 2 785 1 7'13 70.2-

~83 -2.7 3 97l~ 3 77ti 2 202 80.~ 

11 3.3 719 69:; 402 78.9 
240 22.~ 2 740 2 719 1 569 75.0 
177 0.7 3 53f 3 222 1 940 62.3 

9 2.2 3 421 3 593 2 133 60.4 
1 0.3 5 12'+ 4 94) ? 865 78.'; 
;> 1.0 ;> 605 2 513 1 456 78.9 

3 398 10.3 3 610 3 4% 2 356 53.2 

5 12.8 4 6'>0 4 36tl 2 977 55.:'; 
~7 ~10.9 ;> 612 ;> 464 1 679 55.6 
'16 15.8 3 2n 3 16u 2 066 '50.7 

127 '18.3 2 653 2 503 1 706 55.S 
151 9.0 3 137 2 8b9 2 024 I)~). 0 

~8 -0.4 5 093 4 837 3 391 '5U.< 
~23 -13.2 3 151 2 975 2 026 >;5.5 

16 6.8 4 495 4 240 2 889 55.0 

394 5.2 3 974 3 916 2 5'12 56.3 
40 lY.2 3 068 2 894 1 972 'i5." 

7 6.9 5 43" 5 130 3 496 55 .. ~ 
-24 -11).7 3 976 3 7')1 2 556 ~5.6 

205 13.0 3 636 3 551 2 3~8 54.2 
45 13.7 4 420 4 169 2 elfl 55.S 
71 ... 3 29(' 3 191 ~ ... 
q(: 12.6 5 264 4 966 J 384 55.6 

9 7.4 3 27, 3 0&7 2 104 5::'.1:> 
5 2.5 ? 960 2 792 1 903 55.~ 

34 )0.9 I.[ 889 4 612 3 143 55.6 
-3 -2.3 2 OOf 1 892 1 289 55.6 
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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 
(FO" SUBCOUNTV AREAS WIT"! A 197(J CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PEP CAPITA INCOI~E FIGURE 
II AN ESTIMATE ANn NOT THE 197U CENSUS FIGURE FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAP ITA MONEy INCOME 

ArlEA 

NOrJAWAY COUNTV"~"'IG8"8 

CLE' APMONT ••• II ." ••• It It It It • e II II • e , • 
8ARNAADe ••••••••••••• •• •• ••••• 
QUtT~AN •••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
.... OPKINS. I' I. e t' ••• II tt •••• oe. e. 0-

~~AHAM •••••••••• O ••• D ••••• G ••• 

PAkNELl ••••••••• e •• II •• G ••••••• 

RAVENWOOD ••••••••• 6 ••••••••••• 

CLyDF ••••••••• D ••••••••••••••• 

CONCEPTION JUNCTION.,.e ••• , ••• 
FL:IIJO •••• , •• .: I ••• "' ••••••• (I tt,. D' 

SKIO~ORE ••••••••••••••••• D •••• • 

h\JRLINGTON JUNCTION ........... 
MAPYVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PICKER!N~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GUILFOfID •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARJ<OF ••••••••••••••••••••••• e. 

ATCHISON TOwNSrlIP ••••••••••••• 
ciKANT TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
(ifiEEN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

QPKINS TOWNSHiP •••••••••••••• 
'JGHFS TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 

r"OEPE,NDFNCF. TO~NSHIP ••••••••• 
..; 
J 

ACK!iON TO\~hI~HIP •••••••••••••• 
~FFERSO," TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 

1~'C()l.N TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
O~'ROE TO~NSHIP •••••••• ; •••••• 

L 
~ 
t 
P 
;')DA1'AY TO~NSHIP •••••••••••••• 
OLK TOWNSHIP, ................. 

JrHON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
'ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ........... 
>iITF CLOUJ TO~NSHIP •••••••••• 

0i\~uON cou:ny ••••••••••••• 

LTO!'-I ••••••••• , ••• t ••••••••• o. 1\ 
K 
T 
'()SHI{O·'O~G .................... 
HAYE" 1 ...................... 

OSAGF COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

.ri."YLc ......... " ......... D ....... A 
8 

C 
F 
L 
M 

f' 
(l 

T 

5 
C 

ELLE (PART) .................. 
HAMOlc:: .... " ................. • .. • .. ,. 
KfERURG •••••••••••••••••••••• 
INI~ ...................... ~ ....... , ..... 
ETA ••• ~ ...... , ........... e' ....... " .... 
ESTPri/)LIA ............ ,. ....... 10 ........ " 

OZARK COU~TY •••••••••••••• 

AKEPSFIELD ••••••••••••••••••• 
AlhrSVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
r1f."onOSIA ....... "' ....... It .. fl ....... 

PErH,COT COU~TY ••••••••••• 

RHiG CITy.,. ........................... 
AQUTH~RSVILLc •••••• 8 ••••••••• 

00T£I< ..................... • •• C 
11 
HA 
HO 
HV 
~!Q 

AYTI ••••• ,. II ...... " ...... " •••• ". 

YTI HEIuHTS ................. 
LLAND ••••••••• o ••••••••••••• 

'MESTOWN ..................... 
R.TH WARDELL ••••••••••••••••• 

SCOLA ~." 111 " ... " ." .. e • D ... " •••• A .. 

F-ELE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PDF LL ........... " 0" ........ ".,," 

PERRY COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

AL 
Fe, 
LI 
LO 
PE 
WI 

TENBIIRG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OH~'A •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
THIUIv'I ...... "" ............... "". " 
NGTOwN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
P,RYV ILLE 1 
TTENHERG •• :::::::::::::::::: 

seE fOOTNOTE AT CNO Of TABU:. 

APRIL 11 
JULY 11 1970 

197~ (CENSUS) 

21 7q7 22 ~67 

?23 226 
256 206 

69 95 
S'l') 656 
?31 213 
25'1 232 
322 336 
].40 158 

?3q 237 
lk9 204 
~65 440 
~62 634 

Q )80 9 970 
?1~ 245 
84 105 
56 49 

"7~ 621 
67e 672 
~40 512 

1 040 1 073 
"14 724 
70n 700 
,,'9:,) 937 

1 Uo 1 131 

,;39 6~O 
?57 810 
957 I 049 

11 35,3 11 871 
:S:;9 600 
"2~ 501 
1>1.' 616 

10 1.32 9 180 

H91 715 
242 216 

2 37'3 2 260 

11 ,,59 10 994 

?dl 262 
105 91 
~05 615 
~87 577 

1 H? 1 289 
291 387 
7<7'2 332 

7 ~3.3 6 226 

1117 210 
787 627 
2,05 132 

24 ~R9 26 373 

~oe 210 
7 ,-,10 7 350 

367 ~14 

3 ()(A 3 8'+1 
1 ?O? 1 232 

331 329 
?:,o 273 
1"1 157 

).1\1 lAI) 
? 23<) 2 107 

25:) 275 

).5 c12 14 393 

?50 277 
?50 225 

51 56 
147 113 

6 571 6 567 
7 9 

(DOLLARS) 
---

CHANGE, PERCENT 

f-------_ 197O TO 1976 CHANGE, 
-- 1974 1969 TO 

NUMBeR PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 
--1----- f---

-720 -3.2 4 096 3 6ge 2 386 71.7 

-3 -1.3 .3 339 3 30U 2 142 55.~ 

50 2Q.3 2. 625 2 536 1 665 ~7,7 

-26 -27.Q 2. 66" 2. 424 1 678 58,8 

-107 -16.3 3 860 3 617 2 299 67.~ 

18 8.5 3 541 3 227 1 946 82.0 

22 9.5 3 321 3 081 2 105 57.8 

-14 -4.2 'I 13Y 3 806 2 407 72.0 

-18 -ll.Q ? 354 2 21b 1 484 58.6 

-3 -1.3 2 996 2 ~23 1 786 67.7 

-15 -7.'1 2 942 2 734 1 8'18 59.2 

25 5.7 3 272 3 17) 2 063 58.6 

-72 -11.4 3 92'1 3 620 2 229 , 76.0 

-590 -5.9 4 342 3 886 2 361 83.9 

-27 -11.0 2 719 2 554 1 8'13 47.5 

-21 -20.0 3 230 2 955 1 918 68.'1 

7 1'1.3 3 177 2 812 1 769 79.0 

-42 -6.8 3 152 3 052 1 969 60.1 
6 0.9 2 984 2 809 1 872 59 •• 

2R 5.5 3 856 3 45) 2 137 80.4 

-33 -3.1 3 802 3 5e5 2 276 67.0 

-50 -6.9 4 460 3 8% 2 384 87.1 

- - 3 405 3 335 2 321 qb.7 

56 6.0 3 676 3 3A6 2 157 70.4 
5 O.~ 3 070 2 870 1 825 66.< 

-11 -1.7 q 594 3 7ao 2 381 92.9 
47 5.8 3 3ge 3 33u 1 982, 7l.~ 

-92 -8.8 " 532 4 lvl 2 466 83.~ 

-51B -4.4 4 428 3 937 2 342 89.1 

-41 -6.8 3 411 3 1e7 2 218 53.8 

-73 -1'1.6 3 473 2 97" 1 939 79,1 

-3 -0.5 4 564 4 099 2 355 93,0 

952 10.4 2 543 2 394 1 607 58.2 

176 24.6 3 049 2 H2O 1 891 61.2 
26 12.0 2 Ulu 2 007 1 298 68.0 

115 5.1 3 477 3 190 2 056 69.1 

865 7.9 3 457 3 341 2 271 52.2 

19 7.3 3 237 3 091 2 18q ~e.2 

1'1 15.Ii 'i 201 'I 012 2 8'j5 48.2 

-10 -1.6 3 250 3 012 2. 397 35.6 

10 1.7 3 20~ 2 943 2 245 42.7 

123 9.5 3 q51 3 455 2 353 46.7 
-96 -2'1.8 3 602 ;J liQO 2 431 48.2 

tiO 12.0 2 920 2 75~ 1 982 '17,3 

t 307 21.0 ? 716 2 4a;J 1 696 60,1 

-23 -11.0 2 206 2 027 1 372. 60.8 

160 ?5.5 3 68R 3 391 2 395 54.0 

73 55.3 2 125 t 952 1 322 60.7 

-1 6114 -6.4 3 051 2 861 1 796 69.9 

-2 -1.0 3 762 3 275 2 210 70.2 

-340 -4.6 3 873 3 827 2 330 M.< 
-'17 -11.~ 3 753 3 30J 2 278 64.7 

-777 -20.2 2 9}9 2 B77 1 811 62.3 

-30 -2.4 1 ORO 95,~ 572 88.8' 

2 0.6 3 24'1 2 824 1 906 70.2 

-23 -8.4 1 953 1 701 1 14iJ 70.1 

-16 -10.2 2 532 2 205 t 488 70.2 

-19 -10.6 3 003 2 615 1 764 ' 70.2 

132 6.3 2 94A 2 675 1 784 65.2 

-2'0 -9.1 3 697 3 214 2 172 70.2 

1 119 7.8 3 502 3 282 2 016 73.7 

-27 -9.7 4 26G 3 968 2 342 82.5 

25 11.1 4 091 3 986 2 369 72.7 

- - 3 lBG 3 106 1 846 72.8 

34 30.1 2 883 2 80~ 1 ,69 72.7 
4 0.1 3 887 3 797 2 324 67.3 

-2 -22.2 2 376 2 316 1 378 72." 



Table L 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. FON DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT.) 

21 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

f--.. ------..-·-----C--CHANGE. --I-' 
APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 

JULY 1. 1970 -
197A (CENSUS) NUMBE~ PERCENT _____ . ___ ..... _ .. _______ f-.-___ . __ . __ _ 

PETTIS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

n I l)(::i:t. ~ .. ~ • ., <) " a ~ •• " • " .. ~ M " • 

It " " '" It f • '" " .. " .. 9 ~ ... " " .... " 

HUGHESVILLE ............... , ••• 
LA 

~ ... ~ " ... " .. " ~ " ..... ~ " ... " " 
:::::VjITHT()N~,. $ ~ .. ~ ... " ~ 8" ~ ~" .. ~ ~ ~ .. ~" 

000LITTLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FDGA:1 SPRINGS ............... .. 
NF VIBURf.:. ~ .. " It ......... & ~ .... ,. .. It " .... ~ ~ .. 

;,Of1TH"YE •• " •••• , •• , , ••••••••• , 
'{tjLLI\ .. a ". " ~ 6 .... ~" ...... " " "" .. " ..... " <I-

ST. JI\,"ES .................... . 

PIKE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

AN~:ADA ....................... . 
BOILING GREEN ••••••••••••••••• 
CLARKSvILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
CURRyVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
EOLIA ........................ . 
F~ANKFORD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LOUISIANA ................... .. 
PAYNESVILLE .................. , 
TAI'RANTS ..................... . 

PL;\ TTf COUNTY .. ". ~ " • " t " ., e ~. 

CAkDEN POINT •••••••••••••••••• 
rEARRORN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EDGERTON ..................... . 
FARLr::y •••• " ....... " ............... . 
Ft'PRELVIEW ................... . 
"OUSTO"' LAKE •••••••••••••••••• , 
IATM: ........................ . 
KANSAS CITY (PAqTI •••••••••••• 

LAKE WAUKOMIS ••••••••••••••••• 
NORTHMCQR ..... 0" ~ ~ ~ •• II ••• t • t ••• 

PAfiKVILLE •• , ................. . 
PLATH: CITY .................. . 
PLATTE: WCOOS I' ... ~"I' ~ ~ ~,., ~ •• 0'.' 
RIDGELEy ..................... . 
I\IVEHSIDE •••• ,. I' I"" ~. ~ ••••• o. 
TgACY •••• .,,, * •• 9".". _ •••• t •••• 

'EATHE~BY LAKE •••••••••••••••• 
;IESTON ....................... . 

PULK COl!~TY •• , •••••••••• ,. 

f\i.,.DR I Ctl. ~ • ~ e ... g •• II ......... II ••• 

fOLIVAH 1 ................... .. 

FAIR PI.AY ................... .. 
FLEMINGTON ••••••••••• , •••••••• 
HALFWAy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUMANSVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
MURRISVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
PLEASANT HOPE ••••••••••••••••• 

PULASKI COUNTy •••••••••••• 

(':'(OCKF..P .................. 1'" 1'" 
DIXON ........................ . 
RICHLAND (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
ST. EOf,ERT ................... . 
~AYNESVILLE ••••••• _~ •• f ....... . 

U,;IWVILLE ................... . 
LIVONIA ...................... . 
LUCERNF •••••• , ••• , •••••••••••• 
F'O¥'ERSV ILLf .................. . 
ELM TOWNSHI p ................. . 
GRPNT TOwNShIP •••••••••••••••• 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
LltlEPTY TOW"SillP ............ .. 

51.E FOOTNOTE AT END DF TABLE. 

35 093 

~18 

:527 
114 
982 

?1 /'4'1 
lU~7 

30 ne 
011 
",.67 
lSI 
.17B 

14 hB6 . 
? 826 

17 431 

121 
? 986 

All 
:136 

~it I 
360 ' 

96 
'f6 

39 781 

?54 
'160 
481 
177 
249 
409 

77 
l.3 ~65 

1.36 
370 

17 Y9'5 

66 
~ 314 

:561) 
?10 
226 
7b3 
,'If 
'87 

A29 
612 
A5R 
/::;H6 
313 

133 

34 117 

'f03 
312 

92 
814 

22 847 
402 

29 567 

535 
252 
B06 
DB 

13 571 
2 929 

16 928 

109 
936 
668 
337 
321 
472 
533 

90 
45 

32 081 

264 
543 
477 
174 
140 
338 

75 
10 431 

105 
562 
253 
022 
484 

53 
123 
252 

832 
267 

1'5 415 

R ~~~ I 
126 
167 
825 
256 
265 

53 967 

&14 
387 
733 
465 
375 

5 916 

2. 075 
119 
126 
125 
762 
309 
198 
327 

956 

15 
15 
2? 

16R 
-1 003 

45 

b61 

76 
15 
51 
40 

1 115 
-103 

503 

12 
50 

-57 
-1 
-0; 

-58 
-173 

6 
1 

7 700 

-10 
37 

4 
3 

109 
71 

2 
2 634 

3115 
132 
482 
579 
100 

16 
701 

19 

304 
103 

? 580 

2115 
32. 
84 
59 

-72 
102 
122 

-10 3d6 

15 
??5 
125 
121 
-62 

217 

-37 
-13 
-12 
-21-

40 
-.34 

4e 
9 

2.8 

3.7 
4.8 

23.9 
20.6 
-4.t! 
11.2 

2.2 

14.2 
6.0 
6.3 

29.0 
8.2 

-3.5 

3.0 

11.0 
1.7 

-8.5 
-0.3 
-1.6 

-12.3 
-3.8 
6.7 
2.2 

24.0 

-3.8 
6.8 
0.8 
1.7 

77.9 
21.0 
2.7 

2".3 

34.8 
23.5 
313.5 
28.0 
20.7 
30.2 
3).0 
7.5 

36.5 
B.l 

16.7 

5.7 
9.a 

66.7 
35.3 
-8.7 
3°.8 
4b.O 

-1'1.2 

1.8 
It'·.2 
7.2 
b.) 

-1.8 

3.7 

-1.8 
-10.9 
-4$5 

-20.<> 
5.2 

-11.0 
24.2 
2.8 

1974 
1975 (REVISED) 

3 962 

3 19.3 
3 BOR 
3 561 
3 266 
4 059 
3 99'3 

883 

2 853 
2 995 
3 245 
3 4b4 
4 299 
3 87~ 

4 016 

2 650 
3 979 
4 071 
3 370 
4 164 
3 360 
4 361 
3 862 
'I 663 

Q 75'1 
3 866 
3 929 
5 41? 
5 638 
5 173 
5 315 
6 691 

6 836 
5 222 
3 786 
5 69~ 
b 250 
5 2Y~ 

903 
457 

389 
79P 

3 222 

3 952 
3 52.B 
2 454 
2 63P. 
4 26A 
3 517 
3 870 
2 95"-

973 

3 770 
3 407 
3 959 
3 436 
4 131 

290 

4 109 
2 187 
1 834 
1 735 
2 977 
2 154 
2 143 
2 897 

820 

3 370 
3 433 
3 461 
3 182 
3 883 
3 626 

659 

3 01~ 
2 89ti 
3 059 
3 352 
4 077 
3 614 

3 870 

2 649 
3 876 
4 280 
3 369 
3 841 
3 277 
4 220 
3 872 
4 661 

5 380 

'I 539 
3 427 
3 692 
5 167 
5 477 
4 939 
5 074 
6 264 

6 544 
4 9% 
3 602 
5 399 
8 162 
5 057 
5 523 
4 2~5 

7 634 
4 406 

3 031 

3 BOY 
3 357 
2 34" 
2 543 
4 113 
3 346 
3 731 
2 ti47 

3 797 

3 52'1 
3 156 
3 655 
3 402 
3 963 

3 037 

3 894 
2 131 
1 73:' 
1 705 
2 672 
1 96d 
1 95t 
2 6Q7 

1969 

491 

2 216 
2 230 
2 292 
2 116 
2 555 
2 406 

586 

2 154 
2 062 
2 152 
2 385 
2 893 
2 ~19 

550 

1 639 
2 612 
2 653 
2 085 
2 578 
1 974 
2 917 
2 551 
2 ~85 

3 491 

2. 865 
2 191 
2 407 
3 333 
3 53q 
3 186 
3 273 
4 077 

q 487 
3 239 
2 306 
3 613 
5 297 
3 263 
3 5qB 
2 745 

4 956 
2 849 

2 048 

2 438 
2 241 
1 %1 
1 627 
2 632 
, 022 
2 387 
1 7qS 

490 

2 455 
2 193 
2 513 
2 402 
2 732 

2 009 

2 480 
1 420 
1 220 
1 253 
1 768 
1 31j4 
1 330 
1 797 

PEkCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 T,? 

197~ 

59.1 

44.1 
70.8 
55.4 
54.3 
5B.~ 
66.0 

50,2 

32.~ 
45.2 
50.8 
45.2 
48.6 
60.2 

57.5 

61.7 
52.3 
53.'1 
61.6 
61.5 
70.2 
49.5 
51.4 
61.0 

64,6 

65.~ 
76.4 
63,2 
62.4 
59.~ 
62.4 
62.4 
64.1 

52.4 
61.2 
64.2 
57.0 
55.7 
62,4 
66.4 
62.4 

69.3 
66.4 

57.] 

62.1 
57.4 
57.2 
62.1 
62.1 
73." 
62.1 
69.2 

59.2 

53.0 
55,,!! 
57.~ 
43.0 
51.2 

63.0 

65.7 
53.4 
50.3 
38,:' 
68 •• 
60.3 
61.1 
61.2 
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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 SU8COUNTY Af<EAS WITH A 1970 CE.NSUS SAMPLE: POPULATION L~SS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS ~.N ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

POPULATION ESTll'ATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

MEA 

Lli'COl.N TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
~;ED!CINE TO'NSHIP ••••••••••••• 
RICHLAND T04NS~IP ••••••••••••• 
~dEf\MAN TOW~SHIP •• , •••• ol •••• o 

Url.J!Of\1 TO~NSrlI~ ••••• ,o •••• e •••• 

i'ILSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
VO~K TOwNSHIP •••• 'o ••••••••••• 

f'ALLo COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

CENTFH •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
H~NNI~AL (PARTl ............... 
~EV; LONDON •••••••••••••••••••• 
PERRy .................. "' ......... 
kALL~ ....... e ....................................... 

SAVERTON ...................... 

RA~DOLP" Cnl~TY ••••••••••• 

CAlkO ................................................. 
CLARK ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CLIFTON >-IILL ................................ 
hIGBEE .......................................... 
HU~!TSVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 

08ERLY ....................... 
'F.NICK .............................................. 

PAY COlH':TY ................................ 

'AMDFN •••••••••••••••••••••••• c 
< 
I:. 
F 
r 
r 
H 

L 

·U~IRA ........................ 
XCEL:;IOk SPRINGS (PART> •••••• 
·LF~!NG ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
IAROIN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
i~M{!ETTA ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OhESTFAD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
A',SOI" (PARTJ ................. 

'·,RICK ........................ () , ,AYVILLE ••••••••••••••• 0 •••••• 

h leHMONO •••••••••••••••••••••• 
'OOOS yEIGHTS ••••••••••••••••• 

PEYNOL[)~ COUNTy ........... 

U~'~Ek (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
c ENTfRVILLF ••••••••••••••••••• 
~L!N6TON ••••••••••••••••••••• 

1\ 
F 
L 
o 
P 
S 
S 
S 

Rl?LFYCO.UNTY ••••••••••••• 

OMIPHAN ...................... 
AYL()t{ ...... II II""'''' II' •••• 0 II ...... 

ST. CHMILES COlINTY •••••••• 

UGUSTA ••••• ,," .......... Ol" ••••• 
LlNTHILL ..................... 
AKE ST. LOLIIS •••• e ••••••••••• 

FAI:-LOI\I ................. "'" ............... 
uRTABE DES SIOUX ••••••••••••• 
T. CHARLES ••••••••••••••••••• 
T. PAUL •••• """ .. """"""."" .. " •• " 
T. PETER.S .................... 

,LDOr. SPRIflG~ HEIGHTS •••••••• 
ENT7VILLE .................... 

ST. CLAIR COUNTY •••••••••• 

PLFT')N CITy ................. 
lLLl"4S ....................... 

AP 
C( 
bf:. 
Lv 
OS 
Ru 
VI 

RSTER •••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
~'RY CITY"""""""""""." •• _" •• " 
CEOLA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCOl::.." .. """""".,,""""",, •• ,,""" " 
STA."""" "''''''''''''''''''',,'',,'''''',,'',,'' 

APRIL 1, 
JULY I, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

29'1· 323 
363 359 
.335 2'17 
155 158 

2 17~ ? 163 
73'1 663 
~22 '107 

8 5 '..,«' 7 7M 

610 588 
220 203 

1 190 967 
1179 1139 

91 89 
1~2 136 

2.1 ~13 22 '13'1 

?68 248 
~80 271 
157 174 
~70 6111 

1 )<lB 1 It II 2 
l27 1'12 

13 (;3'1 12 988 
151 1118 

19 3'14 17 599 

279 2116 
l'1Q 124 
.130 117 
168 152 
620 61\3 
471 466 

15 13 
1 185 1 015 

~85 683 
:::3'1 202 

<; 016 4 948 
<l00 362 

6 75q 6 106 

?e6 238 
?6'1 209 

1 .1 ~? 1 094 

P ~71 9 603 

? 1.90. 1 850 
AOq 586 

\14 99>'1 92 954 

192 195 
27r~ 210 

~ ,31, -
f e,61 7 018 

t~9'1 509 
35 ~tl9 31 !J3'1 

l.oO 129 
? Hi: 486 

I'16 172 
3 07:; 3 2~3 

" ()~~ 7 667 

1 13r 1 058 
1'1'+ 150 
:3" '12 
~2A 520 
993 87'1 
.1.61 137 
~9 44 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, pERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 ChANGE, 

197~ 1969 TO 
NUMBEQ PERCE-"iT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197~ 

-29 -9.0 3 492 3 I'll 2 253 55.0 

4 1.1 2 ~96 2 181 1 554 60.6 
SA 35.6 2 37q 2 173 1 '176 61.2 
-3 -1.9 2 967 2 711 1 9'11 61.2 

9 0.4 :3 794 :3 523 2 310 64.2 

71 10.7 " 558 'I 16il 2 612 7'1. ~ 

15 3.7 2 12u 1 977 1 '184 43.1 

780 1u.O :3 907 3 94~ 2 405 62.5 

22 3.7 :3 835 'I 255 2 320 6'5 • .J 
17 8.4 4 202 'I 200 2 562 6~.O 

223 23.1 2 710 2 615 1 170 53.1 
40 '1.8 3 '112 3 604 2 028 68." 

2 2.2 2 930 3 010 1 837 59.5 
6 4.4 3 072 3 156 1 926 59.:; 

1 079 '1.8 3 875 3 80J 2 513 ~'1.2 

'10 16.1 3 877 3 708 2 257 71.8 

9 3.3 :3 457 3 'IOd 2 036 69.0 

-17 -9.8 3 25:: 3 ll~ 2 039 ~9.6 

29 4.5 2 7'15 2 6'iO 1 868 1+6.-; 

-54 -3.7 3 730 3 404 2 384 56,S 

-15 -10.6 3 094 2 961 1 939 <;9.0 
46 0.'1 4 302 4 204 2 742 56.9 

-37 -1~.7 3 661' 3 510 ?. 298 59.6 

1 745 9.9 3 95.~ 3 820 2 635 5 1.).2-

-7 -2.4 3 '186 3 331 2 202 58.3 

20 16.1 2 6711 2 559 1 692 ~8.J 

13 11.1 " 3'13 'I 1'15 2 7'15 58.2 

16 10.5 3 452 3 29tl 2 181 58.3 

-63 -9.2 'I '117 1I 258 2 670 65.'; 
5 I.! 3 81'1 3 67b 2 506 52.2 

2 15.4 3 801 3 631 2 402 58.~ 

170 16.7 'I '152 4 055 2 B9'! 53.d 

2 0.2 3 853 3 990 2 488 54.9 
32 15.8 3 540 3 382 2 237 58.-< 
08 1.'1 3 97.3 3 741 2 681 48.2 
38 10.5 'I 344 4 145 2 745 58.1 

649 10.6 2 662 2 636 1 721 5~.7 

48 20.2 ? 781) 2 7S1 1 813 53.7 
55 20.3 2 794 2 7U9 1 818 53.7 
58 5.3 2 285 2 319 1 621 41.1l 

2 768 28.2 2 '112 2 383 1 575 ~).1 

348 18.8 3 441 :3 302 2 222 54.9 
23 3.9 2 259 2 270 1 533 4'1.4 

22 O'l4 23.7 'I '169 4 293 2 960 51.U 

-3 -1.5 4 000 3 872 2 406 60.3 
52 23.9 4 361 'I 256 2 872 '51.U 

2 339 ... 4 360 'I 227 - ... 
1 1\43 26.3 4 1'1'1 4 110 2 603 59.2 

-1'1 -2.8 4 1Y9 4 431 2 707 55.1 
3 755 11.8 " 743 'I 642 3 210 47.tl 

31 24.0 4 36(1 4 227 2 91~ 49.6 
1 862 383.1 'I 9'1~ 'I 850 3 276 50.9 

24 l.4.0 4 816 4 661 2 896 66.3 

-148 -4.6 4 197 14 077 2 762 52.~ 

1 392 1~.2 3 128 3 16v 2 109 46.J 

SQ 7.6 3 951 'I 2~6 2 6'1e 49.2 
-6 ~4.0 2 76" 2 840 1 810 ~2.7 

-3 -7.1 2 7'10 2 829 1 798 '\2.7 
lO~ 20.8 3 617 3 54'- 2 271 59 • .3 

119 13.6 3 951 3 973 2. 617 51.0 
2'1 17 .5 3 502 3 609 2 294 52.1 

5 11.4 2 784 2 869 1 "24 52.6 



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

(FOf( SUB COUNTY AHEAS WITH A 197(1 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
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IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.I 
-------.,--~~~~~,~--------------~~--~--------------~--------------------.----ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME POPULATION (DOLLARS) 

!------r-.----r----------f---------.-,--------- ,..----'---- ,-- .-.----.-,-, 
PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

CHANGE, AtlE,A 

ST. PRANCUIS COUNTy ••••••• 

BlSMAKCK6.~.6.~.»6 •• ~'.6e •• ~ •• 
hONN, TERRE ••••••••••••••••••• 
0ESLOtiE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FLVINS ....................... . 
fSTHFR •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FAIRVIEW ACRES •••••••••••••••• 
FARMINGTON ), ................ .. 
FLAT RIVER ............ " .... .. 

HjGHLEY HEIGHTS ••••••••••••••• 
LEftDINGT0N •••••••••••••••••••• 
L.EADWOOD .................... .. 
RIVERMINF.S .................. .. 

ST. LOUIS COUNTy •••••••••• 

GALLWIN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
bEllA' VILLA ................. .. 
BELLEFONTAINE NEluHBORS ••••••• 
'lELLFHIVE ................... .. 
B~L NOH ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BEL RIDGE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
bERKFLEY ••• '" ••••••• , ••••• " • 
1EVEPLY HILLS ••••••••••••••••• 

BLACK JACK •••••••••••••••••••• 
dHECKF~RIDGE HILLS •••••••••••• 
b~ENTWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
FHIDGETO~ ................... .. 
GRIDGETON T~RRACE ••••••••••••• 
CALVERTON PARK ............... . 
CHft,MP ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHAHLACK •••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLARKSON VALLEy ••••••••••••••• 
CLAyTON ...................... . 
COOL VALLEy ................. .. 
COUNTRY CLU0 HILLS •••••••••••• 
COUNTRY LIFE ACRFS •••••••••••• 
CRESTWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CREVE COEUR ••••••••••••••••••• 
CRYSTAL LAKE PARK ••••••••••••• 

DELL.OOD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DES PEr~ES 1 *'~d ................. ". 
[();'1U~tDO,ON •••••••••••••••••••• , 
t'lLISV!llE ................... . 
f:: IJRE!< A '" ............................... ft ...... ~ .. .. 

FCriT{)f\'. " .......... , ...................... ~ ...... .. 
FSRGltSOt" ..................... . 
~lOROELL HILLS •••••••• , ••••••• 

CLORISSANT •••••••••••••••••••• 
F~ONTENAC ••••••••••••••••••••• 
(ilENflALE. .................... .. 
~lfN ECHO PAqK •••••••••••••••• 
~KAtHWOOD ................... .. 
GHEENDALE ........ " ............. " .. " 1' ....... .. 

I'ANLEY HILL,S ......... , ...... .. 
HAZEL.OOn ••••••••••••••• , ••••• 

HILLSDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
hUi-ilLE I GH .......... , ........... " .. ft ....... ~ .. 

JENNIN(,$ ..................... . 
KINLOCH ..................... .. 
KIRKWOOD ..................... . 
LADUE, •••••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE,SHIRE ................... .. 
MACKEN7IE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

i"ANCHESTE.R ................... , 
MAPlEWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAHLBOPOUGH ••••••••••••••••••• 
110L 1 Nt:: ACRES •••••••••••••••••• 
NOHMANI)Y , •••••••••••••••••••• 
NORTHWOODS •• "' ............... , 
NORIOOD COURT ••••••••••••••••• 
OAI(LANI1 •••••••••••• , •••••••••• 

OLlVETTF ..................... . 
OV[f(lANIJ ••••••••••••••••• " ••• 
PACIFIC (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
PIIGEIJALE .................... .. 
PASADENA HILLS •••••••••••••••• 
PA~~AniF.NA p,;nK~~o~«J~~~~Q~~.~rt~ 

S~E F'OOTNOTC A1 ~ND or TABI.C. 

APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 
1970 ~------,--,-----I 197't 

(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 
------f-----f------+-----"-------- --,------' 

39 ~10 

454 
3 9'10 
3 063 
1 ~<lO I 
1 02? 

44 
7 416 
£I 094 

127 
.,32 
341 
440 

982 357 

l~ 852 
1 n62. 

13 203 
~32 

2 '\96 
5 'lOt< 

17 102 
A38 

5 71;> 
7 ?7? 
9 915 

l7 '126 
'~8 
<15'1 

19 
985 

168 
15 6UO 

1 g~l 

1 6'16 
56 

15 :;50 
10 650 

q67 

7 0:'7 
7 J69 
2 03? 
4 700 
3 U32. 
,; ')62 

~7 O?? 
1 008 

71 5:<~ 
q (l6~ 

6 1133 
?62 
91'1 
a89 

2 70', 
1.1 ~77 

2 653 

17 693 
5 71£1 

32 (>10 
10 751 

1 433 
244 

9 2~7 
1.1 191 

1 522 
3 778 
6 252 
6 911 
1. 015 
1 ';27 

4 ~~CI 

1 :131 
70'1 

36 875 

1 387 
3 622 
2 818 
1 660 
1 040 

43 
7 051 
~ 550 

119 
299 
397 
£102 

951 671 

10 6% 
1 018 

14 08£1 
~37 

2 2~7 
~ 3'16 

19 7£13 
84b 

~ 145 
7 011 

11 2~8 
1~ 992 

332 
025 

19 
872 

1'57 
16 153 

2 059 
1 6'14 

60 
15 123 

H 967 
356 

7 137 
5 671 
? 298 
~ 681 
2 384 
2 275 

28 759 
989 

65 90b 
3 920 
6 981 

268 
99~ 
972 

2 ~OI 
14 082 

" 599 
714 

19 379 
5 629 

31 67'1 
10 300 

1 186 
224 

~ 031 
12 785 

1 492 
3 722 
6 685 
6 0~7 

358 
609 

Y 1')6 
24 819 

5 044 
1 337 

760 

635 

67 
318 
265 
-BO 
-1~ 

1 
365 

-~56 

8 
-67 
-56 

38 

30 686 

1+ 196 
~4 

-881 
-5 

349 
162 

-? 581 
-8 

567 
261 

-J 333 
-2 066 

16 
34 

113 

11 
-S!>3 
-118 

2 
-~ 

427 
683 
111 

-80 
1 f,98 

_266 
19 

048 
7d7 

-1 737 
19 

5 616 
5qq 

-148 
-', 

-80 
-83 
-9A 

-105 

54 
-94 

-1 686 
85 

331 
445 
247 

20 

4 216 
-1 594 

30 
~6 

-433 
664 
657 
-d? 

-226 
-3 '132 

5 
-195 

14 
·'~6 

7.1 

4.8 
6.8 
9.4 

-4.8 
-1.7 
2.3 
:'.2 

-10.0 

10.7 
-22.4 
-4.0 
9.5 

3.2 

39.4 
'1.3 

-6.3 
-1.1 
15.5 
3.0 

-13.1 
-0.9 

37.8 
3.7 

-11.9 
-10.3 

'1.8 
1.7 

6.0 

7.0 
-3.4 
-5.7 

0.1 
-6.7 

<::.8 
18.8 
31.2 

-1.1 
29.9 

-11 .6 
0.4 

44.0 
34.6 
-6.0 

1.9 

8.5 
13.9 
-?.1 
-2.2 
-S.O 
-8.5 
-3.4 
-0.7 

2.1 
-13.2 
-e.7 

1.5 
1.0 
4.3 

?O.S 
8.9 

83.8 
-12.5 

2.0 
1.5 

-6.5 
14.3 

lA3.5 
-:5 .1 

-2.5 
-15.8 

-3.9 
1.0 

-7.'1 

3 7'18 

968 
3 640 
3 914 
3 300 
3 751 
'I 377 
4 283 
:3 730 

5 086 
3 327 
3 929 
3 949 

6 04~ 

5 497 
5 123 
I) 042 
9 63? 
e 183 
5 062 
4 41£1 
5 07<1 

923 
399 

:, 919 
6 121 I 
4 437 
6 070 

12 066 
5 682 

9 655 
10 947 

'i 13~ 
5 602 

11 311 
6 )03 

12 180 
7 ~24 

<\ 799 
7 600 
'I 366 
5 019 
4 619 
4 662 

492 
5 081 

4 816 
14 256 

7 742 
'i 427 
" 60? 
6 333 

210 
~) ij52 

3 981 
13 826 
'i 211< 
~ 587 
6 8~4 

16 ~79 
h 931 

190 

.5 361 
<\ 869 
7 33R 

787 
028 

5 911 
5 442 
6 041 

B 630 
<\ 967 

OLlS 
405 
020 

" 171 

533 

.3 68? 
3 <lOb 
3 756 
3 15t" 
3 42, 
<\ 1"" 
'I 0'14 
:3 62<; 

4 824 
3 1!:>6 
.3 836 
:3 74b 

5 6e" 

5 lib 
4 914 
5 679 
9 222 
7 7~O 
<\ 753 
<\ 275 
4 741 

5 481 
<\ 131 
5 655 
5 7'10 
4 2~b 
5 82b 

11 553 
.5 434 

9 244 
10 H9 

<\ 907 
5 356 

10 829 
5 9ij2 

11 '1b9 
7 10" 

4 573 
7 319 
4 22~ 
£I 739 
4 335 
ij 381 
5252 
4 772 

4 5b 
13 602 

7 42C 
5 197 
9 172 
6 012 
" 153 
5 150 

3 711 
13 330 

5 023 
2 .l81l 
6 34U 

15 71" 
6 37d 
'I 9i)~ 

~ 999 
~ 619 
6 914 
5 651 
4 662 
5 0<6 
5 20:' 
5 77) 

8 191 
~ 710 

~ 106 
8 61V 
7 779 

1969 1975 -----,,-- ----,,,---,--

351 

2 490 
2 445 
2 SOO 
2 103 
2 417 
2 7110 
2 642 
2 396 

3 184 
2 083 
2 465 
2 tf72 

995 

.3 670 
3 3115 
3 B63 
6 338 
5 348 
3 375 
3 101 

154 

3772 
2 933 
4 004 
II 026 
2 920 

i g!~ I 
3 730 

6 354 
6 937 
3 359 
3 674 
7 4~3 
3 993 
7 981 
5 176 

3 274 
5 11;2 
2 9251 
3 379 
3 017 
3 035 
3 728 
3 197 

3 246 
9 655 
5 201 
3 572\ 
S 327 
II 393 
3 616 
3 710 

2 61£1 
<) 2£14 
3 516 
1 6~6 
'I 470 

11 7951 
4 651 
3 4~0 

3 '>60 
3 291 
4 B27 
'I 067 
3 263 
3 B7? • 
3 R89 
3 "58 

5 932 
3 340 

2 577 
5 909 
5 549 

59.4 

59~4 
48,,9 
5b~6 
56.9 
5'5.< 
59.7 
62.1 
55.7 

59.7 
:;9.7 
59.4 
59.1 

'11 • .1 

~9.8 
51 • .l 
56.4 
52.0 
53 .. 0 
50,0 
42.J 
60." 

57,,0 
50 ll V 
~7.d 
52.0 
52.0 
51.1 
'52.0 
52,,3 

52.0 
57.0 
.,?,t) 
52..5 
52.0 
57,~ 

52.b 
4.,.4 

46.6 
46,7 
49." 
48.5 
'53.1 
53 8 6 
47.5 
511.9 

"R." 
47.7 
48,9 
51.9 
51.8 
'H~ft2 
44.1 
47.0 

5(~" j 

"9.0 
'>R.'1 
~7.2 
53.1 
59.7 
49.0 
50" .~ 

110,,6 
47.9 
~j~ 9 0 
42.3 
5,+,,1 
52.7 
39.9 
1=)2.6 

53.1 
52.6 
Ll7 ,.I 
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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 SURCOUNTY AqEAS WIT" A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LES" THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
15 AN ESTIMATE 4NO NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

A~EA 

-

FO:ERLESS PAKK ................. 
PINE LAWft... '" "'. '" 0 , '" It ..... e It " It ... ~ • 

RICH~O"'1l HEIGHTS •••••••••••••• 
KIVERVIE~ ..................... 
fi'JC" HILL ..................... 
sr. ~.N~' ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~T. GE()l={bE .............. B .. " B ... 0 .. It ... 

sr. JOHN •••••••••••••••••••••• 

SCHU,R'lA~IN HEIGHTS •••••••••••• 
SHi'EWSRURY ••••••••••••••••• " • 
SUNSET HILL~ •••••••••••••••••• 
o,YCA"ORE HILLS ................ 
Tl;-ES PEACH ................... 
TOwN Af'iD COl!NTRy •••••••••••••• 
TwIN OAKS ..................... 
U"IVFRSlTY CITy ••••••••••••••• 

UPLA~'OS PAHK." .... " a .... ' .. e"'"'''' 
V ~LLFY PARK ................... 
vELDA VILLAGE ................. 
Vt:LDA VILLAGE HILLS ........... 
VINITA PARK ................... 
VI'HTA TERRACE ................ 
rJPPSMJ WOODS" ft • " • " •••• ~ • G •• " " • 

',,,':PSTER GROVES ................ 

,IELLST0N ...................... 
liE:STWOOD ....... ~ ............................. a. 
, ILBU~ PARK ................... 
'n'CHE.STER .................... 
OODSO~' TERRACE ••••••••••••••• 

STE. GENEVIEVE COUI;TY •••• , 

r-~LOOMSDALE •••••••••••••••••••• 
-TE. s 
s 

GENEVIEVE •••••••••••••••• 
T. MARyS •• oM ..................... 

SALINE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

,RPOW ROCK .................... 
iLACi<BURN It .......... R It ............ It ...... 

MMA {PARTl ................... 
,ILLIA~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HAND PASS .................... 
AU A gEt\lD g .. <t' ........ , ................. ~ .. 
ARSHALL ...................... 

dAM! ......................... 

,OUNT LEONAKD ................. 
,O::LSD~ ........................ 

t; 
(-\ 

G 
L 
Q 

r; 
M 

" S 

L,~TF~ ........................ 
"FET SPRINhS 4 .............................. 

SC4UYLE:, COUNTy ••••••••••• 

()'i'fNrNG~ ................. 8 .. " ~" ...... " ........ 

LENWOCD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
R~Er~TOp~8 ......... e •••••• ~ •••• 

ANCAST~" ................. " .. 
IIEEI" CITy .................... 

SCOTLAND COUNTy ••••••••••• 

"nELA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~AN<'E:R •••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
t:MPHIS ....................... 
UTLI:DGE ...................... 
OIJTH GORIN ................... 

SCOTT COU,'lTY •••••••••••••• 

.7NTON. M. ~. ~ M 0 ~ <I> Q = \I' eDt., •• ~. It t'[ 
BL 
Crl 
CO 
01 
~A 
IL 
KE. 

ODEETT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
AFFEE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~MERtE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
EHLSTADT •••••••••••••••••••• 
Yrl00D CITY .................. 
LMO ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
l.SO ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LA MBFRT ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

POPULATION 

--
APRIL I. 

JULY I. 1970 
IG76 (CENSUS) 

54 51 
5 MR 6 ~95 

12 ~8:> 13 802 
3 635 3 741 
6 ~20 6 815 

17 761 18 817 
1 qqo 2 033 
8 817 9 281 

296 290 
5 R49 ~ 896 
q 043 4 126 

84R 021 
1 367 1 265 
2 71n 2 645 

13n 41 
45 6B? 47 527 

,,61! 695 
; 611\ 3 662 
2 21? 2 112 
1 ,173 1 205 
2 P8Z 2 905 

340 344 
2 (,53 2 544 

2.5 261 27 457 

6 ?65 7 OSO 
305 311 
"77 692 

? ~91 ~ 3?9 
~ ~il6 5 RBJ 

1'1 18q 12 867 

444 411 
4 574 4 714 

_,6A 645 

?!l 1·~5B 24 837 

75 81 
.3.lR 294 
I'll Itf9 
1eB 248 

6f; 72 
107 34" 

11 Q36 12 051 
?3'1 205 

141', 139 
294 230 

? 31;li! 2 576 
1 A'l~ 1 716 

,~ <l5t, 4 66~ 

.15'\ 406 
20? 196 
"44 351 
?'!lA 821 
r\23 5B8 

~ ~9q :5 499 

59 70 
01 105 

2 11'0 2 oe1 
135 13Y 
!50 220 

36 '15'1 33 250 

717 640 
;'20 220 

2 ,,'If. ? 793 
2_31 23'1 
134 155 
,,61 420 

1 18(> 1 232 
~'l3 ~'Jl 

'13 39 

F.STH1ATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLl.ARS) 

--------
CHANGE, PERCENT 

1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 
1974 1969 TO 

NUMBER PERCEI,r 197~ (REVISED) 1%9 1975 
--------- -------

3 5.9 5 747 5 503 3 782 52.0 
-597 -9.2 4 286 3 996 2 801 53.0 

-1 117 -e.1 7 006 6 537 q 525 54.8 
-106 -2.8 5 117 4 795 3 369 51.9 
-295 -4.3 5 190 4 854 3 ~29 51.4 

-1 056 -5.6 5 055 4 889 3 50~ 4~.3 

-43 -2.1 7 167 6 876 4 737 51.3 
-464 -5.0 5 069 4 82H 3 408 '18.7 

6 2.1 4 808 4 603 3 164 52.0 
-47 -0.8 6 181 5 719 'l 0'14 52.8 
-83 -2.0 7 593 7 116 4 944 53.6 

27 3.3 5 56? 5 256 3 587 55.1 
102 B.l 3 736 3 632 2 516 48,t) 

65 2.5 12 801 12 023 8 439 51.7 
89 217.1 5 472 5 23d 3 600 52.0 

-1 845 -3.9 6 864 6 388 4 410 55.6 

-31 -i.!.5 5 572 5 295 3 604 54.6 
-44 -1.2 3 999 3 759 2 471 61.0 
100 4.7 4 576 4 368 2 989 53.1 

-132 -11.0 5 223 4 9n 3 338 56.5 
-23 -0.8 '\ 897 4 599 3 271 49.7 

-4 -1.2 6 62B 6 346 'l 361 52.J 
109 4.3 11 255 10 513 7 015 60.4 

-2 196 -8.0 6 744 6 230 4 3tf4 55.2 

-785 -11.1 2 803 2 602 1 817 54.3 
-6 -1.9 19 399 18 574 12 766 52.0 

-1'5 -2.2 5 697 5 1f54 3 749 52.0 
262 11.2 If 284 4 l?~ 2 856 50.0 

-49'+ -b.4 ,. 546 'I tf29 3 ?~5 39.7 

1 322 10.3 3 748 3 523 2 207 69.8 

33 8.0 4 027 3 602 2 135 88.6-

-140 -3.0 If 278 4 -078 2 429 76.1 
21 3.3 4 035 3 73il 2 217 82.0 

-379 -1.5 4 253 4 068 2 620 62 • .! 

-6 -7.4 5 269 If 874 3 203 64.' 
44 15.0 4 403 'I 050 2 595 69.7 
-q -5.4 4 057 3 753 2 467 64.5 

-60 -24.2 4 665 4 315 2 836 64.:' 
-4 -5.6 'I 042 3 739 2 457 64.5 

-35 -10.2 'I 577 4 262 2 748 66.6 
-115 -1.0 'I 092 3 936 2 643 54.8 

29 14.1 2 99" 2 770 1 820 64.5 

7 5.0 3 340 3 089 2 030 ?If.!:> 

64 27.8 3 264 3 019 1 984 64.~ 

-192 -7.5 4 389 'I 080 2 442 79.7 
-71 -4.1 'I 247 3 933 2 725 55.9 

2~9 6.2 3 027 2 860 1 903 59.1 

-51 -12.6 2 292 2 173 1 572 45.~ 

6 :J.l ? 621 2 591 1 684 55.0 
93 26.5 ,~ 221 4 001 2 484 69.9 
-5 -0.6 3 680 3 629 2 338 ~7.4 

J5 6.0 3 391 3 35.') 2 121 59.9 

100 1.8 3 046 3 23'1 2 025 50.4 

-11 -15.7 2 469 2 524 1 576 56.7 

-14 -13.3 1 468 1 501 936 ~6.~ 

34 1.6 3 264 3 259 ? 046 59.5 

-4 -2.9 2 865 2 929 1 828 56.7 
-70 -31.~ 3 067 3 135 1 957 56.7 

3 204 9.6 3 95'1 3 721 2 383 65.9 

77 12.0 4 391 'I 063 2 611 68.2 

- - 4 035 3 677 2 331 73.1 
55 2.0 4 162 3 931 2 421 71.9 
-3 -1.3 q 022 3 665 2 324 73.1 

-21 -13.5 3 323 3 02M 1 920 73.1 
41 9.8 1 121 1 021 6'18 73.0 

-52 -'1.2 3 51/\ 3 159 1 975 78.1 
42 10.5 4 548 4 157 2 705 68.1 

4 10.3 3 479 3 355 1 961 77.'1 



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 
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(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 lQ70 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT, FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS. SEE TEXT.) 

CAPITA MONEY INCOME PDPULATION ESTIMATED PER 

AREA 

~ = " .. II ~ ~ p .. 0" .. D .... ~ " /I ~lrNER •••••••• 
!"ORlEY •••••••• 
OKAN ••••••••• 

................. "" ...... 
•• II ........ ~ it t ...... iI .... Q 

........ "D ............. !jeon CITY ... 
SIKESTON {PART 
VANDUSER ...... 

) ............... 
.... /I .. II e " , .. ~ I) .. " .... II 

SHANNON CO 

BrQCH TREE .... 
EMINf:NCE •••••• 
SUM~ERSVILlE ( 

lJNTY •••••••••••• 

" II .. II 0" .. ~ ...... II /I ....... 

PAR i-i : : : : : : : : : : : 
WINONA ...... .. ....... .,,, ........ ,, .... 

SHELBY COU NTY ••••••••••••• 

eETHEL ...... .. .,'"." ........... 
CLARENCE •••••• 
HUNNEWELL ••••• 
LEONARD ....... 
SHEL8INA •••••• 
BriEL 9YVI llE ... 

.. c ...... •••••• .... .................. ................ 

.1> ....... 0 ......... • 

u ........ , •• • ••• • 

STODDARD C 

8LOOMFIELD •••• 
DJDLEY •••••••• 
PuXICO •••••••• 
BERNIE •••••••• 
DEXTER •••••••• 

OUNTY ........... 

.......... Ol .... " ••• .................. 
•• D ••••••••••••• ................ 
.G ••••• ••••••••• 

ADVANCE ..... .. •••••••• e ••••••• 

tlELL CITy .... . .................. 
BAKER ••••••••• ................ 

.... , ............ ESSEX ••••••••• 
PE~!ERMON •••••• 
CASTOR TO~NSHI 
DUCK CREEK TOWI 
ELK TO~'NSH I p •• 
LIBERTY TOWNSH 
N~W LISBON TOW 
PIKE TOWNSHIP. 
RICHLAND TO\\NSH 

, ............... 
p .. " ......................... 
~SHIP ........... ................. 
IP .... ~ ............ " ........ 
NSHlf' ........... 

. ir::::::::::::: 
YOI ... 01 ... 01" 01"'"'' 01 STONE COIJ~!T 

dlllE; EyE ...... .......... ., ....... 
Cf(ANF •••••••••• 
(,ALENA ........ . 
~iJRLF.Y ••••••••• 
KIM'lERLl NG C lTY 
LAKEVIEW ••••••• 
REEDS SPRING ... 

SUlLlVAi'; CO 

~UMPHRFYS •••••• 
OSGOOD ........ . 
HARRIS ••••••••• 
'!EWTOWN ....... . 
BROWNING (PART) 
GREENCASTLE •••• 
GREEN CITy ••••• 
MILAN ........ .. 

BOWMAN TOI/NSHIP 
biJCHANAN TOWNSH 
CLAY TOWNSHIP .. 
DUNCAN TOWNSHIP 
JACKSON TOWNSi,I 
LI'lERTY TOWNS"I 
MORRIS TOWNSHIP 
PENN TOWNSHIP .. 

PLEASANT HILL T 
POLK TOWNSHIP .. 
TAYLOk TOWNSHIP 
UNION TOWNShIP. 

................ 
••••••••• 0· ••• • ................ ............... ....... " ....... ............. "'. 

UNTy ........... 

................ ............... 
, " .......... " " " .... " ~ .. ................ ....... , ....... ................. 
•••• fI .......... • ............... 
................ 
IP II ........ ~ ............. ............... ............... 
P .............. 
P .............. ............... 
••••• "." ••••• <J. 

OWNSHIP ........ ............... ................ ............... 

:--. 

APRIL I, 
JULY 1, 1970 

10 76 (CENSUS) 

694 640 
652 '528 

1 188 1 226 
3 026 ? 464 

16 024 14 390 
2~7 306 

8 027 "/ 196 

785 573 
~29 520 

42 52 
1 033 973 

7 794 "/ 906 

),43 143 
1 019 1 050 

311 304 
109 107 

1 "S? ;:> 060 
~39 601 

28 151 25 771 

1 706 1 584 
289 248 
748 759 

1 93b 1 641 
6 243 6 024 

Q28 903 
.ne '124 

d2 72 

'147 493 
lHl 154 

3 964 :; 578 
2 9L}6 2 918 
1 572 1 389 

12 .3% 10 886 
1 n62 885 
~ 697 3 780 
2 'i13 2 335 

12 92'1 9 921 

9? 91 
1 099 1 003 

437 391 
tOl 1'+8 
676 633 

37 27 
35tl 2R6 

7 336 7 572 

,l.J5 1'10 
109 108 
140 174 
182 211 
122 92 
?O6 2J!J 
657 632 

1 766 1 79'+ 

~12 5~3 
29;5 311 
~.'3e 647 
531' 498 
626 650 
193 248 
~lfi 315 

1 268 1 237 

~,~a<; 291 
? :;24 2 345 

2('1 198 
;'4) 289 

(DOLLARS) 
--,-----

CHANGE. pERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBE.R PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 in5 

54 8.4 4 312 3 957 2 577 67.3 
124 23.5 3 395 3 231 1 939 75.1 
-38 -3.1 3 922 3 700 2 248 74.5 
562 22.8 4 037 3 679 2 <;20 60.d 

1 634 11.4 4 250 4 015 2 612 62.7 
-49 -16.0 3 32.3 3 02il 1 920 73,1 

831 11.5 2 496 2 422 1 764 41.~ 

212 37.0 2 310 2 264 1 723 34.1 

9 1.7 3 154 3 233 ? 221 '12.0 
-10 -19.2 3 120 3 174 2 207 41.4 

60 6.2 2 829 2 939 1 B82 50.3 

-112 -1.4 ,} 825 4 050 2 370 61.4 

- - 3 436 3 570 2 126 61.6 
-31 -3.0 3 150 3 508 2 130 '18.3 

7 2.3 3 659 3 80~ 2 263 61.7 
2 1.9 3 695 3 840 2 286 61.6 

-78 -3.8 :3 93R 3 861 2 31 6 70.0 
38 6.3 3 471 3 827 2 211 57.0 

2 380 9.2 3 245 3 242 1 989 63.1 

122 7.7 3 303 3 309 2 306 43.2 
41 16.5 2 60P 2 689 1 731 50.7 

-11 -1.'1 .3 023 3 0'10 1 927 56.9 
297 Ib.l 3 464 3 452 2 1'14 61.6 
219 3.6 3 935 :; 850 2 468 59.4 

25 2.8 2 955 2 686 1 B23 62.1 
-'16 -10.8 2 766 2 724 1 74/;l 58.2 

10 1:5.9 910 90Y 588 54.8 

-46 -9.3 2 536 2 61<1 1 595 59.0 
27 17.5 1 3'18 1 346 871 54,tl 

386 10.8 :; '189 3 494 ? 275 53.4 
2'3 1.0 2 584 2 68\1 1 581 63.4 

183 13.2 2 105 2 101 1 270 65,7 
1 510 13.9 3 746 3 725 2 289 63.7 

177 20.0 2 382 2 31j6 1 391 71.2 
-83 -2.2 2 880 2 B3~ 1 Qo3 59.7 
178 7.6 2 786 2 H6e 1 61 6 72.4 

3 008 :l0.3 3 dOO 3 637 2 427 56.6 

1 1,1 J '+50 3 270 2 086 65.4 
96 9.6 4 053 3 S,+j 2 443 ~5.9 

'+6 11.8 3 722 3 381 2 157 72.0 
-'17 -31.8 3 721 3 527 2 250 6~.4 

243 3e.'I ~ 033 If 1;09 3 113 61.7 
10 37.0 3 711 3 57b 2 41 8 :53.:1 
n 25.2 2 715 2 595 1 655 6'+. U 

-236 -3.1 3 67'+ 3 'ID ? 427 51.4 

-5 -3.6 3 960 :3 447 2 39/f 65.Q 
1 0.9 3 5€1 3 117 2 165 65.'1 

-34 -19.5 3 22q 3 099 2 082 55.1 
-29 -13.7 3 630 3 '+84 2 3q1 55.1 

30 32.6 3 170 3 13'( 2 106 50.5 
-29 -12.3 3 160 2 9% 2 009 ~7.3 

25 4.0 4 q08 3 "40 2 759 59.S 
-2e ·1.6 " 006 3 961 2 637 ~1. Y 

-:H -5.7 3 835 3 32<; 2 283 60.0 
-18 -5.8 2 783 2 563 1 826 57..'1 

-109 -16.8 3 342 3 157 7. 221 50.5 
'10 8.0 3 615 3 203 2 547 41.9 

-24 -3.7 3 ~79 3 191 2 571 35.3 
-55 -22.2 3 689 3 402 2 427 52.0 

- - 3 635 3 349 2 386 52.5 
31 2.5 3 797 3 360 2 39q 5b,,6 

-6 -2.1 2 ~"4 2 251 1 604 52. e '.j. 

-21 -0.9 3 897 3 824 2 590 50.~ 

3 1.5 3 960 3 648 2 599 52.4 
-46 -15.9 3 151 2 902 2 068 52.4 
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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.) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

APRIL I. 
CHANGE. 

1970 TO 1976 
JULY 1, Ino 1--------,.-------1 197)[ 

______ . __ ~------_--1-9-7-b~----(C-E-N-S-U-S.)~--N-l-JM-B-E-R4_--_P_E_R_CE_N_T-4 _____ 1_9_75-+~(REV~:~O'~ 

TA~ EV COUNTY •••••••••••••• 

FlH/INqOl\;." ". " ad ..... " ...... ~ ....... oJ ... D 

F<JRSYTH •• " •••••••••••••••••••• 
H)L.USTER" •••••••••••••••••••• 
'(OCKA~AY DcA.CIi 1 ............ .. 

T.OLr ~OCK TOWNSITE ••••••••••• 
T~tIEYVILLE" ................. .. 

TEXAS COU~TY •••••••••••••• 

CAROOl ...................... .. 
;,tI~IMERSVILLE (PART) ••••••••••• 
RAVMONCVlLL~ •••••••••••••••••• 
fh,)USTO'~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
LICKING ...................... . 
GOONE TO.N~HIP •••••••••••••••• 
tJRDIN~ TO.NcrlIP •••••••••••••• 
CARROLL TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••• 

CASS Tn~~S~IIP ••••••••••••••••• 
CLINTON TUWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
CURkFNT TOWNSHIP •••••••• , ••••• 
UATE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 
J~CK50N TOW~SHIP •••••••••••••• 
LyNCH rO\·,'S~IP ............... . 
MORRIS TO.~SH1P ••••••••••••••• 
0ZARK TOPNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

PIERCl TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••• 
TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 

TOWI'SHIP ........... . 
SARGENT TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••• 
S'iERRIl.L TO',NSHIP ............ . 
l;PTOt\1 T01I'NS:,:IP ... " ........ ~ ............. .. 

Vf"NON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

~ .. ~ ~ g .......................... .. 

f'iEVADA ... ~ .. if .... ~ ~ ............... ~ ...... t .. .. 

HARIOOD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SCHELL CiTy ••••••••••••••••••• 

~ ., ~ .. ~ ........ <II .. f .... " .. It .... ~ .. 

wALKrR~ .... ~ •• * .. ~a ..... ~~ ...... ~. 
fACO~ TOINShIP •••••••••••••••• 
8AOGVR TDWNS~IP.~ •• "d ••••••• ftQ 

TO.NSHIP ••••••••••• 

II ~ ~ " .. ~ ....... 0 • 

,:"N[(Y TO~NStHP ............... . 
UI(L TOWNS"l p •••••• " •••••••••• 

T0WNSqlP~a •• " ••• ~ ......... . 
TOW[--JSHI~j ....... '" ....... . 
TO"~SHIP ••••••••••• 

II' 

WAi1kEN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

W~IGHT cli;::::::::::::::::::: 
set: FOUTNOTt: /\T eND OF TABU:. 

17 64R 

747 
[)ttB 
,02 
:153 

17 
212 

Q44 
)ti9 
J<+9 
137 
14f 
?32 

2 066 
935 

156 
?02 
416 
480 
li09 
R56 
R70 
(,28 

378 
3 961 
1 115 

,4\ 
:l (J1R 

6clH 

19 '179 

1)4 

145 
9 3<'t 

81', 
417 
100 
L~b6 

1, 

\31 
181 

97 
~38 
0.3[; 

'.13.~ 

?9fl 
P, 4b~) 

"\98 
?uJ) 

~~9 
~d6 

.310 
421> 
"09 

2 720 

12 '13.~ 

'12H 
~3H 

2 630 

1 166 

13 023 

175 
803 
906 
213 

16 
188 

18 320 

8 lll:l 
383 
284 

;> 178 
1 002 

193 
2 756 

871 

088 
003 
374 
451 
980 
836 
7Ll0 
413 

371 
.3 926 

894 
254 

2 536 
634 

19 065 

112 
1

'
19 

9 736 
91 

367 
BO 

498 
35 

120 
203 
105 
227 
816 
320 
273 

8 653 

4
'
13 

279 
598 
418 
021 
301 
295 
228 

397 
300 
686 
360 
276 
358 
520 

2 523 

9 699 

415 
262 

2 057 
94) 

4 625 

331 

96 
6 

65 
-41 
144 

39 
210 

64 

68 
199 

42 
29 

429 
20 

130 
215 

7 
35 

221 
87 

482 
5'1 

914 

-28 
-4 

-412 
-3 
50 
26 

-42 
-22 

11 
-22 

-8 
11 

122 
15 
25 

-1M 

151 
-42 
150 
206 
106 

63 
54 

-71 

1 
-35 
-28 

26 
34 
68 
39 

197 

734 

13 
76 

5R2 
223 

35.5 

26.3 
30.5 
43.7 
65.7 
6.3 

12.8 

12.7 

5.2 
1.6 

22.9 
-1.9 
14.4 
20.2 
7.6 
7.3 

6.3 
19.8 
11.2 
6.4 

43.8 
2.4 

17.6 
52.1 

1,9 
0.9 

2'1.7 
34.3 
19.0 
8,5 

4.8 

-25.0 
-2.7 
-4.2 
-3.3 
13.6 
32.5 
-".~ 

-62.9 

9.2 
-10.8 
-7.6 

4.8 
15.0 

'1.7 
9.2 

-1.9 

3'1.1 
-15.1 

2.5 .1 
49.3 
10.'1 
20.9 
Hl.3 

-31.1 

0.3 
-11. 7 
-<+.1 

7.2 
12.3 
19.0 
7.5 
7.8 

28.2 

.l.1 
29.0 
28.3 
23,6 

3 744 

4 885 
'I 373 
.3 362 
'I 56A 
:3 696 
;> A27 

:3 016 

'I 922 
3 065 
2 286 
3 850 
2 916 
2 565 
4 216 
2 545 

2 ROJ 
2 642 
1 9clA 
2 271 
2 166 
2 905 
2 661 
? 599 

2 12'1 
3 59'1 
;> 8L1d 
2 351 
2 750 
2 429 

564 

3 132 
3 30C 
:3 85R 
:3 14A 
2 353 
.3 366 
:1 504 
3 231 

2 442 
3 853 
:1 68A 

992 
2 370 
:3 493 
:3 165 
4 388 

3 269 
3 07& 
:3 90A 
:3 131 
3 289 
3 all 
3 5l'1 
3 1'16 

506 
3 213 
3 720 
'I 252 
3 :32tl 
2 905 
3 116 
1 923 

988 

4 199 
3 71LI 
4 33" 
4 121 

:3 486 

4 M6 
4 376 
3 140 
4 336 
3 ;'11 
2 68.'5 

2 901 

4 481 
2 84e 
2 170 
3 786 
2 934 
2 481 
3 937 
2 ~31 

2 7.17 
2 550 
1 893 
2 197 
2 087 
2 915 
2592 
2 514 

2 05~ 
3 404 
2792 
2 275 
2 735 
2 444 

474 

.3 027 
3 121 
3 762 
3 077 
2 300 
3 440 
3 550 
3 123 

2 5.32 
3 6'13 
3 742 
2 86() 
2 3% 
3 147 
3 075 
4 293 

3 179 
3 014 
3 558 
3 045 
3 390 
2 919 
.3 4.3'1 
3 Q60 

3 746 
3 147 
3 537 
4 135 
3 '12~ 
2 825 
3 009 
1 8!52 

3 967 

" '164 
3 70 ll 
" 334 
4 057 

1969 

2 286 

2 865 
2 549 
2 186 
2 698 
2 184 
1 '\55 

972 

2 776 
2 031 
1 508 
2 562 
1 902 
1 672 
2 518 

785 

760 
704 
209 
480 

ml 694 

1 384 
2 353 
1 852 
1 533 
,[ 807 
1 594 

149 

960 
902 
274 

2 049 
1 532 
2 167 
2 118 

987 

.1 576 
2 219 
2 361 
1 877 
1 616 
1 925 
1 (183 
2 575 

939 
859 
3118 
B62 
061 
025 
12() 
871 

2 liP 
1 578 
2 127 
2 52 9 
2 1~2 
172ft 
1 9'12 
1 157 

579 

2 778 
2 474 
2 933 
2 773 

PERCEI"T 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

63.8 

70.5 
71.6 
~3,8 
69.3 
69.2 
81.8 

52.9 

7'7. J 
50.9 
51.b 
50.3 
53.3 
53.~ 
6'7.4 
42.6 

59 & 1 
55.0 
64.'1 
5.3.4 
43.6 
49.9 
'D.l 
53.4 

52. 
53.6 
53.4 
52.2 
52.4 

65,,8 

59.d 
73.S 
69.7 
53.6 
53 0 0 
55~3 
65.

'
l 

62,b 

511, ~ 
73.6 
56,2 
59 ~ Lt 
46."1 
81 .• 5 
6H.l 
70.'t 

6B.6 
6~.) fIb 

66.'\ 
6tl.2 
59.6 
'18,7 
65.!J 
68~1 

63 Q 6 
103.6 
74,9 
68~1 
55~q 

68.1 
60,5 
66.2 

54.6 

51.2 
50.1 
47.9 
48.6 
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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 SUBCOUIHY AqEAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS PiAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIHATF AND NOT THE 1'170 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

MEA 

---_. 

WASHINGTON COUNTy ••••••••• 

CALEDONIA ••••••••••••••••••••• 
IRONDALE ..................... • 
·INE~AL POlf'l ................. 
POTOSI •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WAYNE" COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

GREENViLLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
MILL SPRING. ", ... III. '" 'II'" \I \I ... 'I"e '" '" 
p IFDMONT ••••••••••••••••••••• • 
'ILLlAI;SVILLF ••••••••••••••••• 

wE8STER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

)rG0rN~ •••• "' •• e •••••• ', •••••• e I 
F 
M 
~ 
R 
5 

Of'DLAND •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARSHFTEL0 .................... 
'I ANGUA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OGERSVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
E.Vt-fOUR ....... ft ............. e· ••• • 

WORTH COW~T Y ~ ••••• , ••••••• 

A 
II 
G 
5 

LLENDALE •••••••••••••••••••• • 
ENVFR •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RANT CITy .................... 
<-IEtUDAN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
IURTH ................ " ............ 8 .............. 

WfUGHT COUKTV ••••••••••••• 

H 
fl 
~, 

H 
8 ,; 

APTVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• • 
QRWOOD •••••••••••• , •••••••••• 
OUNTAIN GROVE •••••••••••••••• 
ANSFIELD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
~ONE TO~NSrlIP •••••••••••••••• 
fiUSH CR~EK TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 

C 
f. 

LARK TOWNSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
LK CREEK TO.NSHIP •••••••••••• 

G 
h 
M 

ASCONADF. TOWNSrlIP •••••••••••• 
ART TOWNSHIP ................. 
ONTGOt;ERY TO.NSHIP ••••••••••• 

M 
P 
U 

OUNTAIN GROVE TOVINSHIP ••••••• 
LfASM'T VALLEY TOWNSHIP ...... 
'~ION TO.NSHIP •••••••••••••••• 
A~' V 

110 
'lURnl TOWNSHiP •••••••••••• 

bE 
of{ 
HU 
CA 
OR 
Ei~ 
EX 
GL 

bC) 
HA 
H(} 
I~ 
JE 
J() 
KA 
LA 

LA 
MO 
~o 

OS 
PA 
PI 
51 
5T 

00 TO.NSHIP ••••••••••••••••• 

INDEPENDENT CITIES 

ST. LOUIS ................. 

MULTI-~OUNTY PLACES 

LLE •••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
OWNr~6 •••••••••••••••••••••• 
~'·KER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MERON ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EXEL ......................... 
MA •• " •• " ... ,."" ••• t ••• , ••••••• 

CELSrOR SPRINGS ••••••••••••• 
ASGO'ill ..... II,. ........ " ••••••• ,. 

IIER ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NNIB~L ...................... 
LT .......................... 
DEPENDENCE 1 

FFEKSON CITY::::::::::::::: : 
PUN ........................ 
NSAS CITy ................... 
KE OZARK •••••••••••••••••••• 

WSON ........................ 
f\iETT"' .......................... 
NROE CITy ........... "'. I ••••• "" 

PORN ••••••••••••••• : •••••••• 
CIFIC ....................... 
CHLAf\!D •• '" .......... '" a ••• "' •••• '" 

KESTON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OUTLAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNClTE AT £ND OF TABLE. 

POPULATION 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

197.; (CENSUS) 

16 '106 15 OS6 

12.3 113 
~'1? 319 
~22 369 

2 65~ 2 761 

10 '136 8 :;'16 

.,7" 328 
ltl? 207 

2 033 1 906 
421 398 

1~ 69k 15 562 

147 140 
~71 399 

3 511 2 961 
.113 309 
700 57~ 

1 0''17 1 208 

3 :5<)6 3 359 

lO~ 10'1 
105 10'1 
990 1 095 
~22 251 

87 113 

15 626 13 667 

534 524 
.305 294 

3 737 :3 377 
1 094 1 056 

780 707 
~73 427 

1 (97 868 
U41 435 

1 080 861 
q33 923 
661 612 

4 708 'I 291 
2 269 1 9q7 
1 .127 963 

6J? 502 
1 417 1 091 

~1~ 'l'l5 622 236 

1 1~1 1 133 
514 412 
~1<; ~'17 

'I 114 3 960 
791, 723 
227 22'1 

11 123 9 'Ill 
1 "11 1 336 

~}20 758 
17 Ql~ 18 609 

<-;21 319 
11<) B2P 112 766 

35 957 32 407 
40 09~ 39 256 

~58 251 507 330 
'>76 50'/ 

1 ?14 1 034 
5 ~09 5 937 
? '13~ " 456 

J59 338 

" 18'5 3 2'17 
1 901 1 71;)3 

16 :53'1 14 699 
?43 205 

ESTIMATFD PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. pERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

1~74 1969 TO 
NlJMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

1 320 8.7 ? 742 2 673 1 784 53.7 

10 B.8 3 040 2 957 1 972 54.2 

23 7.2 2 56'1 2 '194 1 677 52.9 
53 1'1. 'I 2 65~ 2 431 1 705 55.1:.1 

-106 -3.8 3 335 3 312 2 176 ~3 •. 3 

1 ~90 22.1 2 739 2 658 1 799 52.3 

'1A 14.6 3 062 3 IH 2 292 33.6 

-20 -9.7 ? 261 2 310 1 492 ('51.5 

127 6.7 3 OlB 3 121 1 975 52./J 

23 5.B ;> 913 2 93~ 1 A97 53.6 

J 136 20.2 :> 02f> 2 919 1 972 53 ... 

7 5.0 3 535 :> 275 2 275 '55.4 

72 1".0 2 85" 2 76b 1 923 4B.7 
550 1!1.6 3 678 3 67'1 2 582 42.4 

4 1.3 2 615 2 617 1 81 6 qq.\) 

1?6 22.0 3 2.b3 :3 03~ 2 102 56.2 
-111 -9.2 2 "00 2 723 1 8)8 57.8 

-53 -1.6 4 175 4 204 2 610 60.0 

1 1.0 2 794 2 585 1 571 77.d 
1 1.0 2 937 2 716 1 651 n.v 

-105 -9.6 4 054 :3 Hu 2 484 63.2 
-29 -11.6 q 63"· 4 287 2 60 5 77.~ 

-26 -23.0 2 98LI 2 761) 1 678 n.d 

1 95Q 111.3 2 929 2 7"Y 1 828 60.~ 

10 1.9 2 557 2 50~ 1 666 53.:> 

11 3.7 2 374 2 160 1 483 60.1 
360 10.7 ? 87 0 2 915 1 856 55.1 

JB 3.6 3 314 3 lQ.9 2 073 59.9 
73 10.3 2 665 2 505 1 628 63.7 
'16 l().B ;> 359 2 23~ 1 467 60.8 

229 ?6.4 2 399 2 229 1 640 4~.:; 

8 1.8 2. 36P. 2 131 1 39~ 69.~ 

219 25.q. J 447 3 143 2 143 6U.~ 

10 1.1 3 010 2 923 1 795 67.7 
49 8.0 2 515 2 233 1 627 54,6 

417 9.7 3 010 3 OO~ 1 934 55,0 
2e2 1'1.2 3 190 3 006 1 89C 68.8 

164 17.0 ? 817 2 494 1 594 76.7 
135 26.9 2 708 2 579 1 702 59.1 
326 29.9 3 10? 2 966 ;> 0'12 51." 

-10? 891 -16.5 'I 27~ 3 97" 2 726 ~b.9 

18 1.6 3 7'1" 3 594 2 :145 '17.J 
102 24.8 3 126 2 770 1 853 68.7 

69 15.4 ? 889 2 835 1 HSo 53.J 
154 3.9 3 835 3 6;<0 2 408 59.3 

73 10.1 3 917 :3 62;- 2 31 6 69.1 
3 1,3 .3 842 3 61d 2 357 63,v 

1 712 18.2 Lj 300 4 108 2 728 57.6 
75 5.6 3 227 3 173 2 11 9 52.3 

162 21.4 4 783 4 173 2 733 75.;) 
-693 -3.7 'I 036 3 772 2 553 58.1 

202 63.3 4 449 4 068 2 662 67 •• 
-1 938 -1.7 5 256 4 971 3 350 51>.9 

3 550 11.0 5 270 4 926 3 357 57.0 
839 2.1 4 317 4 u7'1 2 786 55.0 

-49 079 -9.7 5 197 ~ 652 3 328 ~6.2 

169 33.3 6 352 6 OU9 3 902 62.B 

luO 17.4 4 38A 3 99? 2 %1 "3.~ 
-128 -2.2 4 13.3 " 03~ 2 692 53.5 

-22 -0.9 3 665 3 595 2 33'1 57.0 
21 6.2 :3 579 :3 393 2 169 65.0 

938 2e .9 3 956 3 no 2 835 39.S 
118 b.O 3 974 3 666 2 510 58 • .! 

1 635 11.1 4 267 4 033 2 617 63.0 
38 18.5 3 005 2 760 1 703 76.~ 
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Table 1. July 1. 1916 Population and Calendar Year 1915 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties. and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1no CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATlOf! LtSS 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 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA CHANGE, I PERCE~iT ~APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 
JULY I. 1970 I 1974 1969 TO 

1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 .1975 

SUGAr CREEK ................... 4 "14 'I 755 -341 -7.2 4 577 4 399 2 973 54.0 
SULliVAN ...................... 5 174 5 111 63 1.2 4 339 'I 155 2 708 60.2 
SuMME~SVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 431 435 -4 -0.9 3 070 2 8~1 ? 052 '19,6 
SUNRISE BEACH ••••••••••••••••• 17U 126 48 38.1 3 037 2 834 1 783 I 70.3 

--. 
'1970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31. 1976. 



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

(Reports may not be published in numerical order) 

No. 740 Alabama No. 765 Montana 

No. 741 Alaska No. 766 Nebraska 

No. 742 Arizona No. 767 Nevada 

No. 743 Arkansas No. 768 New Hampshire 

No. 744 California No. 769 New Jersey 

No. 745 Colorado No. 770 New Mexico 

No. 746 Connecticut No. 771 New York 

No. 747 Delaware No. 772 North Carolina 

No. 748 Florida No. 773 North Dakota 

No. 749 Georgia No. 774 Ohio 

No. 750 Hawaii No. 775 Oklahoma 

No. 751 Idaho No. 776 Oregon 

No. 752 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 


