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This report is one of a series containing current estimates of 
the population and per capita money income for places in 
each State. The population estimate relate to July 1, 1976, 
and the estimates of per capita income (PCi) cover the 1975 
and 1974 calendar years. The population estimates include 
revisions .made during the review of the figures with local 
officials and, to the extent possible, also reflect changes 
made through the Office of Revenue Sharing challenge 
program. Population figures for earlier years comparable to 
the PCI estimates were published earlier in Current Popula­
tion Reports, series P-25, Nos. 649 to 698, and are not 
repeated here. Revisions are being made to the 1975 
population figures for approximately 400 places in the 
United States, to bring them in line with the 1976 figures 
shown here, however, and will be noted in subsequent 
reports. The entire 1974 series of income estimates is shown 
here due to major revisions in data and methodology that, to 
some degree, affect all areas. 

Current estimates of population below the county level 
and per capita money income for all general-purpose govern­

ments were prompted by the State and Local Fiscal 
Assistance Act of 1972. The figures are used by a wide 
variety of Federal, State, and local governmental agencies for 
program plannin~ 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 

I In certain midwestern States (illinois, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis­
sou ri, Nebraska, and the Dakotas) some counties have active minor 
civil divisions while others do not. 
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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 subcounty area, a 
component procedure (the Adm inistrative Records method) 
was used, with each of the components of population change 
(births, deaths, net migration, and special populations) 

estimated separately. The estimates were derived in three 
stages, moving from 1970 as the base year to develop 
estimates for 1973, and in turn, moving from 1973 as the 
base year to derive estimates for 1975, and from 1975 as the 
base year for 1976. 

Migration. I ndividual 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 esti mate year were noted for 
matched returns to determine ,inmigrants, outmigrants, and 
non migrants 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 populations. In addition to the above 

components of population change, estimates of special 

populations were also taken into account. Special popula­

tions include immigrants from abroad, members of the 

Armed Forces living in barracks, residents of institutions 

(prisons and long-term health care facilities), and college 

students enrolled in full-time programs. These populations 

were treated separately because changes in these types of 

population groups are not always adequately reflected in the 

components of population change developed by standard 
measures, and the information can be collected for use as an 

independent series. 
In uenerating estimates for counties by this procedure, the 

method was modified slightly to make the county estimates 
specific to the resident population under 65 years of age. The 
resident population 65 years old and over in counties was 
estimated separately by adding the change in Medicare 
enrollees between April 1, 1970 and July 1 of the estimate 
year to the April 1, 1970 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 1970 census 

counts shown in this report reflect all population "correc­

tions" made to the figures after the initial tabulations. In 

addition, adjustments for annexations through December 31, 
1976, are reflected in the estimates for areas where arrange­

ments were made for determini~ the population in the 
annexed area in 1970. 2 For new incorporations occurrinu 

21n general, an annexation was included if the 1970 census count 
for the annexing area was 5,000 or more and the 1970 census count 
for the annexed area or areas exceeded 5 percent of the 1970 count 
for the annexing area. Adjustments were also made for a limited 
number of "unusual" annexations where the annexations for an area 
did not meet the' minimum' requirements but were accepted for 
inclusion in the populution base. 

aher 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 In several States, the subcounty estimates 

-developed by the Administrative Records method were 
averaged with estimates for corresponding geographic areas 

which were prepared by State agencies participatinu 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 esti mates under the 

FSCP program are not available at the time subcounty 

estimates are prepared, only two of the methods relied upon 

in the standard FSCP program of estimates for counties (i.e., 

Component Method II and the Administrative Records 

method) were utilized. The 1976 estimates result from 

adding the average 1975-76 population change indicated by 
the two methods to the 1975 county population figures 

contained in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and 
P-26. 

The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to be 

consistent with independent State 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 Reuression method. 4 

PER CAPITA INCOME ESTIMATES 
METHODOLOGY 

The 1975 per capita income (PCI) figure is the estimated 
averaue amount per person of total money income received 

during calendar years 1975 for all persons residing in a given 
political jurisdiction. The 1975 estimates are based on the 

1970 census and have been updated using rates of chanue 
developed from various administrative record sets and 

compilations, mainly from the Internal Revenue Service 
(IRS) and the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA). 

The PCI estimates are based on a money income concept. 
Total money income is defined by the Bureau of the Census 

for statistical purposes as the sum of: 

Wage and salary income 
Net nonfarm self-employment income 

Net farm-self-employment income 

Social Security and railroad retirement income 

Public assistance income 

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

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



All other income such as interest, dividends, veteran's 

payments, pensions, unempIoyment insurance, ali­

mony, etc. 

The total represents the amount of income received 

before deductions for personal income taxes, Social Security, 

bond purchases, un ion 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. S 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 est imate 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 non reporting 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. 

'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. Estimatesfor 1972 were 

prepared using the rate of change from 1969 to 1972. 
Estimates for 1974 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 estimates. The 1970 census PCI figures for small 

areas are subject to sizable sampling variability, causing them 

to lack sufficient statistical reliability for use in the esti 

mati on 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 original 1970 census 

sample value and a regression estimate. Research has indi­

cated that this procedure results in a considerable improve­

ment in accuracy compared to the procedure relied upon in 

earlier estimates, which was to use the county PCI amount 

for various small governmental units. The resulting 1969 
estimate for each of these areas is a base estimate for 

pre pari ng 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 AG I 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 SEA estimates at the county level. 

The esti mates of taxable income and transfer income were 

adjusted separately to the county controls and were then 
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combined to produce total money income. The PCI estimates 

were formed by dividing the total money income aggregates 

by the population esti mates. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE ESTIMATES 

Population estimates. Tests of the accuracy of the methods 

used to develop State and county population estimates 

appearing in Current Population Reports, Series P·25 and 

P·26 have been documented elsewhere. The results of 

evaluations against the 1970 census at the State level are 

reported in Series P-25, No. 520, while similar 1970 tests for 

counties are presented in Series P-26, No. 21. In summary, 

the State estimates averaging Component Method 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 approxi mately 4.5 percent for the 

combination of procedures used. It should be noted that all 

of the evaluations against the results of the 1970 census 

concern estimates extending over the entire 10-year period of 

1960 to 1970. 
Since 1970, however, the Administrative Records method 

has been introduced with partial weight in the estimates for 

States and counties, and except for the few States in which 

local estimates are utilized, carries the full weight for 

estimates below the county level. The data series upon which 

the estimates procedure is based has been available as a 

comprehensive series for the entire United States only since 

1967. Nonetheless, several studies have been undertaken 

evaluating the Administrative Records estimates from the 

State to the local level. At the Statewide level, little direct 

testing can be performed due to the 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 indicatin~l the 

degree of consistency between the newer Administrative 

Records system and the established methods. 

Table A presents such a comparison for State estimates 

referri ng 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 on Iy 1. 5 percent for the smallest size category. 

The only consistent variations suggesti ng 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 

with in the range th at would be expected for areas of th is 

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 I) 010 Q ~ It" "' .. 0 (j <) <II Q <!I '" '" 1.1 0,7 Ll 1,5 

Number of Stat:es # 0 Q .. It .. <) <) 0 0 .. It $ 'II a " 9 <i' (> '" <!iI .. <> 51 16 18 17 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percentO&ooeoOOOOOQ900008 25 11 10 4 
1 to 2 percent <,l (I !) g '" I) .. " (I (,) ill It Q Q 0 Q <) 0 " 0 III <;I " 19 5 5 9 
2 percent and over 9 ., '" .. Q " (I 0 '" * .. '" Q If (; " 0 Q (> 7 - 3 4 

Where Administrative Records was: 
I-ligher.: 0 C :; G .. " Q Q 0;; .. C go 0 0) 0 Q 0 0 0 col=: = = 0 \} 0 !l (I " 28 11 9 8 
Lower 0- " ., " '" • e 0 a " 11 9 Q (I " .. <) Q .., I) '" .. (I 0' Q " g " '" '" '1 (I 23 5 9 9 

- Represents zero. 



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

Three tests of the Administrative Records population 
estimates against census counts also have been undertaken. 
First, a limited evaluation involving 24 large areas (16 
counties and 8 cities) was conducted on esti mates for the 
1968-70 period. 6 Although the test shows the estimates to 

(, Meyer Zitter and David L. Word, U.S. Bureau of the Census, "Use 
of Adm in istrative Records for Small Area Popu lation Esti mates," 
unpublished paper prepared for presentation at the annual meeting of 
the Popu lation Association of America, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
April 27, 1973. 
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be quite accurate (1.8 percent difference), the areas may not 
be assumed to be representative of the 39,000 units of 
government covered by the 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 a reas were randomly chosen 
nationwide to be typical of areas with popUlations below 
20,000 persons. Table C summarizes the average percent 
difference between the esti mates from the Administrative 
Records method and counts from the 86 special censuses. 
Overall, the estimates differed from the special census counts 
by 5.9 percent, with the largest differences occurring in the 
srnallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popula-

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

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties) 

Counties with I~OOO or more 1970 popUlation Counties 

All 
with less 

Item counties SO,OOO 
2S,000 10,000 1,000 than 1,000 

Total to to to 1970 
or more 

SO,OOO 2SpOOO 10,000 population 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ~ . 0 I> 0 I> <) 10 0 <) 0 2.5 2,4 1 ~ 2,1 2.5 3,S 10.1 ~ • .J 

Number of counties or 
equivalentsooooooooooooooooooo 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 8S4 26 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percentoooooooo 906 904 286 184 268 166 2 
1 to 3 percentoooOOOOOOOO$O 1,338 1,331 314 264 437 316 7 
3 to 5 percent ••••••••••• ,. S04 SOS 59 76 206 162 1 
5 to 10 percentoeooooooooo o 327 322 19 40 92 171 5 
10 percent and overoooooooo 68 S7 1 3 14 39 11 

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

(Base is special census) 

Average 
Number of areas with differences of: 

Area 
percent 

10 
differ- Under 3 3 to 5 S to 10 

ence l percent percent percent 
percent 
and over 

All areas (86) 2 0 0 0 co 0 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 0 0 5.9 32 18 20 16 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) 0 0 " 0 III 9 0 0 " ., • 0 0 0 0 4.6 26 13 14 6 
Under 1,000 popUlation (27) •••••••• 8,6 6 5 6 10 

lDisregarding sign. 
2All areas have population under 20,000 persons. 
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tion differed by 4.6 percent, while the average difference for 

the 27 areas below 1,000 population was 8.6 percent. There 

was a slight positive directional bias, with about 60 percent 
of the estimates exceeding the census counts. Again, the 

impact of population size on the expected level of accuracy 

may be noted. Even though all of the areas in this study are 
relatively small-less than 20,000 population-the larger ones 

demonstrate much lower variation from census figures than 

the smaller ones. 
The third evaluation involving census comparisons is 

currently underway, and is based upon the approximately 
2,000 special censuses that have been conducted since 1970 
at the request of localities throughout the United States. 

Such areas constitute a fairly stringent test for any method in 
that they are generally very small areas, often are experi­
encing rapid population growth, and frequently are found to 

have had a vigorous program of annexation since the last 
census. This evaluation study has not been completed for use 
here, but will be included in detail as a part of the 
comprehensive methodology description in Current Popu­

lation Reports, Series P-26, No. 699. 

As a final caution, it must be noted that for convenience 
in presentation, the estimates contained in table 1 are shown 

in 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 variabi I ity associated with the 1970 census 

results on income for small areas. Thus, it is not possible to 

obtain a reliable reading or even rough approximations on 

the accuracy of the change in PCI using the 86 areas as 

standards. The estimates were made available to persons 

working with economic statistics in each State for review 
prior to publication. Comments from this "local" review 

helped identify problem areas and input data errors. 

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

evaluation will have to await the 1980 census results. 

RELATED REPORTS 

The population esti mates shown in this series of reports 

update those found in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, Nos. 649 th rough 698 for 1975. The population 
estimates contained here for States are consistent with Series 
P-25, No. 727. The county estimates for 1976 are superior to 

the provisional 1976 figures published .earlier in Series P-25 
and P-26 due to the addition of a second method, but will 

not be reported elsewhere in Current Population Reports. 
The county population esti mates 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 1. 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 
Counties, and Subcounty Areas 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
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 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 APRIL 1, 

.t 970 t--------..,--------< 1974 
(CENSUS) NUMBER PfRCENT 197<, (REV I SED) 

-4~--------~--------~-------+---------+---

JULY 1, 
1976 

STATE OF TEXAS •••••••••• 

ANDERSON COUNTy •••••• , •••• 

ELKHART" 1>" I> 11> " " • II> • I> e " .. G a .. " II- "." & 

FRANKSTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PALESTINE ••••••••• , ••••••••••• 

ANDREWS COUNTy •••••• , ••••• 

ANGELINA COUNTy, •••••••••• 

BURKE ••• ~~eo •• , •••• e.e'$ ••••• 5 

DIBOLL ••••••• 8 , • It • " III 8 ~ •• I\' " II " e II 

FULLER SPRINGS •••••••••••••••• 
HUDSON •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HUNTIN~T~N ••• 110' O. It D'" iii I' tl" I!" II 

LUFKIN •••• 0 ••••••••• " ••••• ,&. 
ZAVALLA. 0 ••• ill , .... ... 8 II- ....... " •• 

ARANSAS COUNTy ••••••••• ,., 

ARANSAS PASS (PART) ••••••••••• 
ROCKPORT~ •••••••• , •••••• , ••••• 

ARCHER CITY •••• o .• " •••••• It •••• " 

HOLLIDAY~ •••• I •••••••••••••••• 

LAKESIDE (PART), •••••••••••••• 
MEGARGEL~ •• 1' ••••••• 1\ ••••••••• e 

SCOTLAND~ ••••••••••••• , •• g •••• 

WICHITA FALLS (PART)' ••••••••• 
WINDHORST ••••••••••••••••••••• 

ARMSTRONG COUNTy •••••••••• 

CLAUDE •••••••••••• It ••••• eo •••• 

ATASCOSA COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CHARLOTTE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CHRISTINE ..................... a 

JOURDAN19N •••••••••••••••••••• 
LYTLE •••• , ••••••• , •••• , , , • , ••• 
PLEASANTON •• " ••••••••••• o ....... . 

POTEET •• ~ ••••••••••••••••• , ••• 

AUSTIN COUNTy., •••• , •• , ••• 

BELLVILLE ••• , II •••••••••• ,0 ••• " (I 

SAN FE~IPE ••••••••• II •••••••••• 
SEALV ••• ~ •••••••••• t •••• ~ ••••• 
WALLIS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

BAILEY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

MULESHOE', II •••••••••••••••••••• 

BANDERA COUNTy ••••••••• , •• 

BANOERA.~ •••••••• " •••••• o ... , •• 

BASTROP COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BASTRO~ ° ~ 0 ., ,,0' 0 , .... " 0 • II '0 ••••• 

ELGIN ••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SMITHVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• " 

BAVLOR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

SEYMOUR. ' •••• o •• 0 ••••• '" • 0 •• '''' • 0 

2E!; ~fOOTNOTE AT END Of" TABLE. 

12 612 728 

32 7116 

1 168 
1 375 

15 7311 

11 455 

10 0'17 

55 518 

198 
II 234 

781 
695 

1 lI92 
28 41f7 

610 

10 9'17 

793 
5 080 

6 249 

831 
305 
213 
31f8 
333 

If 
391 

2 019 

0'11 

20 260 

039 
21ft! 

2 109 
1 5'12 
6 091 
3 1'15 

14 976 

2 535 
'128 

:5 183 
1 123 

8 166 

II 552 

6 111 

956 

20 089 

3 30'1 
:3 882 
J 272 

II 863 

:5 369 

11 198 655 

27 789 

997 
1 056 

14 525 

10 372 

9 065 

'19 3q9 

188 
:3 557 

707 
670 

1 192 
25 038 

539 

B 902 

726 
:3 879 

5 759 

722 
oLta 
187 
373 
257 

q 
377 

895 

992 

18 696 

1 329 
289 

1 8'11 
1 271 
5 '107 
:5 013 

13 831 

371 
'122 

2 685 
1 033 

8 487 

II 525 

891 

17 297 

:3 112 
:5 832 
2 959 

5 221 

:5 '169 

4I'! 073 

q 957 

171 
319 
209 

083 

982 

6 169 

10 
677 

74 
25 

300 
3 409 

71 

2 Otl5 

67 
201 

'190 

109 
257 

26 
-25 

76 

124 

'19 

5611 

-290 
-'15 
268 
271 
684 
132 

1115 

164 
6 

1f98 
90 

-321 

27 

361f 

65 

2 792 

192 
50 

313 

-358 

-100 

12.6 

17 .8 

17 .2 
30.2 
8,3 

10,4 

10.8 

12.5 

5.3 
19.0 
10.5 
3.7 

25.2 
13.6 
13.2 

23.0 

9.2 
31.0 

8.5 

6.3 
24,,5 
13.9 
-6.7 
29.6 

3.7 

6.5 

8.4 

-21.8 
-15.6 
14.6 
21.3 
12.7 
'1.'1 

8.3 

6.9 
1,'1 

18.5 
8.7 

-3.8 

0.6 

28.7 

7.3 

16.1 

6.2 
1.3 

10.6 

-2.9 

787 

.3 799 
3 954 

411 

58R 

516 

838 

3 808 
3 302 
" 139 
3 875 
2 883 
'I 285 
2 879 

834 

J 605 
5 238 

5 293 

" 727 
4 21.f5 
8 402 
'I 979 
'I 767 
5 023 
3 933 

3 088 

3 081 
2 401 
3 142 
3 503 
3 '150 
2 300 

3 592 

'I 552 
3 018 
3 931 
2 951 

'I 215 

:3 6'13 

3 3"2 

3 690 
3 305 
:5 063 

4 8'13 

'I 95f-

2.65 

3 474 

3 482 
3 603 
4 069 

If 313 

'I 262 

531 

3 526 
3 096 
3 841 
3 588 
2 611 
3 932 
2 673 

3 011 
4 797 

5 127 

4 539 
4 1:56 I 

8 064 
5 211 
'I 575 
4 820 
3 711 

065 

4 922 

2 901 

2 935 
2 203 
2 .812 
3 337 
3 273 
2 200 

3 269 

3 960 
2 517 
3 705 
2 868 

4 506 

5 203 

II 030 

3 294 

3 065 

3 422 
3 054 
2 853 

4 176 

4 179 

1969 

2 792 

143 

2 Oll1 
2 286 
2 1192 

780 

748 

359 

2 332 
2 056 
2 552 
2 373 
1 738 
2 631 
1 778 

2 585 

779 
791 

800 

2 576 
2 563 
4 702 
2 852 
2 668 
2 808 
2 307 

921 

2 795 

799 

772 
403 
875 
123 
980 
345 

937 

2 476 
1 582 
2 272 
1 810 

2 5'17 

182 

488 

2 110 

2 007 

2 236 
2 101 
1 932 

2 526 

2 502 

PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 Tv 

197'i 

66.2 

76,7 

86.1 
73.0 
77,0 

65,0 

64,3 

62.7 

63.3 
60.6 
62.2 
63.3 
65.9 
62.9 
61.9 

87.0 

102.6 
87.7 

89.0 

83.5 
65,6 
78.7 
74,6 
78,7 
78.9 
70.5 

97.7 

96,3 

71.7 

73.9 
71,1 
67.6 
65,0 
74.2 
71.0 

85.4 

83.8 
90.8 
73,0 
63,0 

69,8 

62.3 

69,4 

72,7 

66,5 

65,0 
57,3 
58.5 

91,7 

98.1 



8 
Table 1. July 1, 19is Population and Calendar Year 1975 per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and SubcOllnty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A [970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION 'LESS THAN [.QOQ, THE [969 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 HONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

PERCENT 
ARE'A APRIL 1, CHANGE, 

JULY 1. 19701-------,------1 197'1 1969 TO 
" _______________ b-________ !,_9_7_6~---(-C-EN-S-U-S-)~--,---N-UM_B_E_R~---P-E-R-C-EN-T-}-_--_1_9-7-54-(~R~E-V~I-SE-D-)~---1_9~6_9+_----1~9-7_5 

BEE COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

BEEVILLE •••••••••••••••••••••• 

BELL COUNTY ••••••••••••• i. 

BARTLETT (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
BELTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HARKER HEIGHTS •••••••••••••••• 
HOLLAND <10 a <II & a • <II • \I <II II II <II II 0 \I • II 0 II • Q II 

KILLEEN,' .................... .. 
MORGANS POINT RESORT •••••••••• 
NOLANVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
ROGERS /I .. /I /I .. II /I , " " II /I /I " .... II " , II • " II II 

TEMPLE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TROY •• II II., II to II /I /I II. II ••••• II. U /I ..... 

ALAMO HEIGHTS ••••••••••••••••• 
BALeONES HEIGHTS •••••••••••••• 
CASTLE HILLS •••••••••••••••••• 
CHINA GROVE ••••••••••••••••••• 
CONVeRSE' ..................... . 
ELMENDORF ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GREY FOREST •• $ .... ~ ••• ~.~ •• II ••• 

HILL COUNTRY VILLAGE •••••••••• 

HOLLYWOOD PARK •••••••••••••••• 
KIRBY. /I /I /I ...... e I. II $ II II" to 0" II"". $" 
LEON VALLEy ••••••••••••••••••• 
LIVE OAK •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OLMOS PARK •••••••••••••••••••• 
SAN ANTONIO' •••••••••••••••••• 
SCHERTZ (PART)l .............. . 
SELMA" • II .... II ... It II ... e '" /I II 9 /I II II " /I /I 9 • 

SHAVANO PARK •••••••••••••••••• 
SOMERSET •••••••••••••••••••••• 
TERRELL HILLS ••• ~ ••••••••••••• 
UNIVERSAL CITy •••••••••••••••• 
WINDCREST •••••••••••• OII ••••••• 

BLANCO COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BLANCO" ... o •••••••••••••• "'tla .... 

JOHNSON CITy •••••••••••••••••• 

BORDEN COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BOSQUE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

CUFTON •••• , ••••••••••••••• , •• 
CRANSFILLS GAP •••••••••••••••• 
IREDELL ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MERIDIAN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MORGAN~ •• ~Q~~ •• $.§.~e~~~~.~e •• 

VALLEY MILLS (PART) ••••••••••• 
WALNUT SPRINGS •••••••••••••••• 

BOWIE COUNTy •• , ••••••••••• 

DE KALB ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
HOOKS ••• ' ••• " •••• , •••••••••••• 
LEARy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MAUD ••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• , 
NASH~ 01 ~ ...... " .. * $ Q Co ~ .. "' .. ~ ~ ~" .. " ~" 
NEW BOSTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
TEXARKANA1 •••• o9n .. J .... *es<l>"#" .. 

WAKE VILLAGE •••••••••••••••••• 

BRAZORIA COUNTy ••••••••••• 

AL V IN" .. II '. '" .. /I .. ~ " ... " ~ ... " " ~ II to a <Ii iii " 

ANGLETON ' ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BAILEYS ~RAIRIE ••••••••••••••• 
BONNEY ••• ao ... ~~ •• ~ ........ , ••••• 

BRAZORIA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BROOKSiDE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TAOLE. 

23 434 

13 067 

160 073 

547 
11 057 

8 129 
912 

50 628 
299 

1 360 
1 261 

39 473 
718 

926 q21 

7 006 
3 113 
5 103 

372 
2 983 

q42 
371 
652 

3 507 
4 722 
6 12q 
5 4'f6 
2 355 

783 765 
5 

240 

1 187 
1 178 
4 838 

11 409 
6 '130 

4 008 

1 157 
891 

'760 

12 513 

2 837 
328 
375 

1 279 
461 

1 092 
534 

72 482 

2 190 
2 56'1 

379 
1 220 
2 ',58 
'I 231 

34 416 
3 270 

129 858 

14 36'1 
12 711 

264 
139 

1 968 
1 671 

22 737 

13 506 

12'+ 'l83 

586 
8 696 
'I 216 

723 
35 507 

214 
902 

1 030 

33 431 
542 

830 460 

6 933 
2 504 
5 311 

329 
1 383 

400 
385 
636 

2 299 
3 238 
2 487 
2 779 
2 250 

708 582 
4 

207 

881 
861 

5 225 
7 613 
3 371 

3 567 

1 022 
767 

888 

10 966 

2 578 
256 
316 

1 162 
415 

1 002 
495 

68 909 

2 197 
2 545 

352 
1 107 
1 961 
'I 03'! 

32 759 
2 408 

108 312 

10 671 
11 091 

228 
112 

1 681 
1 507 

161 

35 590 

-39 
2 361 
3 913 

189 
15 121 

85 
Ll5a 
231 

6 0112 
176 

96 Ll61 

73 
609 

-208 
<13 

1 600 
42 

-1L1 
16 

1 208 
1 'l8L1 
3 637 
2 667 

105 
75 183 

1 
33 

306 
317 

-387 
3 796 
3 059 

-128 

1 5'17 

259 
72 
59 

117 
Ll6 
90 
39 

:5 5'73 

-7 
19 
27 

113 
497 
197 

1 657 
862 

21 546 

3 693 
1 620 

36 
27 

287 
1611 

3.1 

1.2 

28.6 

-6.7 
27.2 
92.8 
26.1 
<12.6 
39.7 
50,8 
22.<1 

18.1 
32,5 

11,6 

1.1 
24.3 
-3,9 
13.1 

115.7 
10.5 
-3.6 

2.5 

52.5 
45.8 

1<16.2 
96.0 

4.7 
10.6 
25.0 
15.9 

3<1.7 
36,8 
-7.4 
'f9,9 
90.7 

12,4 

13.2 
16.2 

14.1 

10.0 
28.1 
18.7 
to.1 
11.1 
9.0 
7.9 

5,2 

-0.3 
0.7 
7.1 

10.2 
25.3 
'1.9 
5.1 

35,8 

19.9 

3<1.6 
1<1.6 
15.8 
2<1.1 
17.1 
10.9 

3 522 

3 283 

'I 009" 

2 909 
3 531 
q 160 
3 180 
4 079 
5 255 
3 'f23 
2 636 

'f 411t 
4 351 

4 252 

9 'f02 
6 916 

10 370 
q 312 
2 958 
2 955 
5 566 

11 3'16 

8 825 
4 875 
6 226 
q 119 

14 788 
3 990 
4 396 
Il 560 

9 454 
2 975 

13 570 
5 496 
8 177 

J 931 

3 598 
:3 335 

II 116 

II 318 

If 037 
It 620 
'I 269 
If 259 
3 412 
If '181 
2 226 

If 114 

3 796 
'I 548 
2 932 
3 652 
3 338 
'I 488 
II 505 
3 957 

5 066 

5 44S 
5 228 
5 113 
5 033 
If 709 
II 794 

3 317 

:3 128 

:3 749 

2 584 
3 197 
:3 885 
2 705 
3 857 
4 856 
3 242 
2 557 

'I 106 
:3 846 

3 931 

8 579 
6 363 
9 530 
:5 906 
2 658 
2 676 
5 0'12 

10 317 

8 1'15 
II 1193 
5 737 
3 882 

13 398 
:5 676 
3 982 
'I 130 

8 376 
2 691 

12 '11'1 
5 070 
7 550 

3 828 

:5 tI'Il 
:3 589 

5 225 

3 957 

J 5'16 
:3 960 
:3 942 
:3 572 
2 958 
II 053 
1 911 

3 799 

:3 216 
4 117 
2 683 
3 356 
3 107 
'I 126 
II 199 
:5 855 

Il 680 

It 936 
5 021 
'I 752 
If 680 
II 371l 
4 458 

2 015 

1 923 

2 43'1 

1 760 
2 214 
2 3'17 
1 BOO 
2 '155 
3 153 
2 105 
1 505 

2 698 
2 423 

2 573 

5 498 
4 154 
6 173 
2 517 
1 706 
1 725 
3 2'19 
6 690 

5 332 
2 916 
" 839 
2 4119 
8 639 
2 '126 
2 568 
2 662 

5 051 
1 777 
8 1911 
3 066 
'I 976 

2713 

2 398 

2 1911 
" 961 
2 538 
2 261 
1 832 
2 373 
1 367 

:2 606 

2 391 
2 995 
2 008 
2 551 
2 21"1'.. 
2 9)12 
2 199 
3 062 

2 903 

:3 229 
2 666 
2 780 
2 903 
2 557 
2611 

64.7 

65.3 
59.5 
77.2 
76.7 
66.2 
66.7 
62.6 
75.1 

611.6 
79.6 

65,3 

71.0 
66.5 
68.0 
71.3 
73.2 
71.3 
71.3 
69.6 

65.5 
67.1 
62.2 
68.2 
71,2 
6'1.5 
71.2 
71.3 

87.2 
67.'1 
65.6 
76,1 
6'1,3 

65,9 

60.3 
37.5 

51.7 

60,1 

611.0 
16.6 
68,2 
88.'1 
86.2 
88.6 
62.8 

5"1.9 

58,8 
51.9 
116.0 
Q3.2 
50.6 
53.1 
61,0 
29.2 

7/1.5 

68.7 
96.1 
83.9 
73,'1 
811.2 
83,6 



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.) 

9 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 
-'-----r--~----, -------.-

ARFA CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 APRIL 1, 

1970 ------- ------- 1971f 
(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) _______________________ ------1-_______ .. _._:... ___ 1 ___ -=---......:... __ 1-______ ·_ --.----+--------.---l----

~~n •• (>~~~e ... eG60"6".~~ , 

FREEPORT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
HILLCREST ••••••••••••••••••••• 
IOWA COLONy ••••••••••••••••••• 
JONES CREEK ••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE JACKSON ................ .. 
LIVERPOOL .................... . 

HANVFL ••••••••••••••••••• , •••• 
OYSTER CREEK •••••••••••••••••• 
PEARLAND (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
(lUIN1ANA ••••••••••• , ......... . 
R I CI-IWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
SWEENY •• ' •••••••• : •••••••••• , •• 
WEST COLUMBIA ............... .. 

RRAZOS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BRyAN ........................ . 
COLLEGE STATION ••••••••••••••• 

BReWSTER COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ALPINE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RR I SCOE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

QUITAQUE ..................... . 
SILVERTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 

PROOKS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

FALFURRIAS •••••••••••••••••••• 

RROIN COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

bANGS ........................ . 
BLANKET •••••••••••••• • ••• • ••• • 
bKOWNWOOD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EARL Y ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

RURLESON COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CALDWELL ••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
Sr,OOK ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SOMERVILLE ............ ....... . 

BURNET COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

RERTRA~ •••••••••••• , ••••• , •••• 
8URNET •• ' ••••••••••••••••• " " • 
GRAN I TE SHOALS •••••••••••••••• 
MARBLE FALL S •••••••••••••••••• 

CALDWELL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

LOCKHART •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LUL ING •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CALHOUN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

POINT COMFORT ••••••••••••••••• 
PORT LAVACA ................. .. 
SEADRIFT ..................... . 

CALLAHAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BAIRD •.••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CL YDE •••••••••••••••••••• , ., •• 
C~OSS PLAINS •••••••••••••••••• 
PUTNAM •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CAMERON COUNTy .......... .. 

BAyVIEW ...................... . 
flROWNSV I LLE 1 ................. . 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

7 

11 953 
768 
;>99 

1 816 
15 607 

506 

121 
1 016 

10 541 i 
115 

1 762 
3 1"7 
3 5% 

75 791 

37 714 
30 449 

7 839 

6 162 

676 

605 
961 

7 858 

6 249 

30 422 

391) 
444 

20 201 
1 396 

10 731 

427 
~65 

333 

1 028

1 

3 407 
378 

3 629 

21 915 

7 028 
4 506 

17 586 

1 289 
10 638 

900 

9 503 

1 547 
? 071 
1 188 

100 

177 815 

3q7 
71 A92 

6 

11 997 
650' 
247 

.1 763 
13 376 

319 

106 
829 

6 444 
58 

452 
:3 191 

.335 

57 978 

33 719 
17 676 

7 780 

5 971 

2 794 

601 
026 

e 005 

6 355 

25 877 

214 
346 

17 368 
1 097 

9 999 

2 308 
333 
250 

11 420 

758 
2 864 

342 
2 209 

21 178 

17 831 

1 446 
10 491 

1 092 

8 205 

538 
635 
192 
13q 

140 368 

312 
54 892 

605 
44 

-44 
118 

52 
53 

231 
187 

15 
\87 

I! 097 

17 813 

3 995 
12 773 

59 

191 

-118 

4 
~65 

-147 

-106 

4 545 

182 
98 

2 833 
299 

732 

119 
32 
83 

737 

539 
-213 

-2115 

-157 
147 

-192 

298 

37 q47 

35 
17 000 

9 

-0.4 
18.2 
21.1 

3.0 
16.7 
58 9 6 

14.2 
2.2.6 
63.6 

30.7 

11.8 
72.3 

0.8 

3.2 

-4.2 

0.7 
-6.3 

-1.8 

-1.7 

17.6 

15.0 
28.3 
16.3 
27.3 

7.3 

5.2 
9.6 
6.6 

34.4 

35.6 
19,0 
10.5 
64.3 

3.5 

8.3 
-4.5 

-1.4 

-10.9 
1.4 

-17 .6 

15.8 

0.6 
26.7 
-0.3 

-25.4 

26.7 

11.2 
31.0 

4 280 
5 340 
~ 6~" 
'7 127 
5 326 
6 182 
6 Il45 
1\ 172 

5 42.7 
'I 1176 
6 
5 
6 206 
5 450 
4 955 

3 299 

3 344 

" 6611 

3 491 
5 021 

621 

2 634 

3 762 

2 717 
3 309 
3 915 
3 3'l4 

3 250 

3 782 
4 1311 
3 774 

3 972 

3 531 
3 732 
5 231 
3 752 

3 034 

3 259 
3 892 

179 

4 610 
4 107 
II 107 

892 

3 'lllO 
3 681 
2 718 
3 157 

2 648 

3 935 
2 'l85 

II _:19 

" 'I 351 
6 624 
II 950 
5 723 
6 039 
3 904 

5 059 
Ii 166 
5 1131 
1\ 990 

785 
891 

li 601 

3 876 

3 920 
3 968 

994 

002 

783 

3 694 
" 631 

473 

2 1152 

3 606 

2 538 
2 972 
3 795 
J 218 

981 

3 564 
3 58Y 
3 508 

740 

3 226 
3 532 
4 767 
3 'l75 

2 73.0 

986 
404 

943 

437 
899 
662 

563 

3 208 
3 502 
2 446 
2 951 

3 862 
2 334 

1969 

2 608 
2 920 
2 B29 
3 876 
2 896 
3 58 11 
3 7111 
2 1171 

3 017 
2 ~43 
3 '+02 

920 
403 
9118 
72.2 

2 588 

995 

631 

138 
934 

402 

1 830 
2 252 
2 463 
2 459 

854 

274 
211 
064 

454 

2 088 
2 413 
3 002 
2 281 

635 

783 
003 

302 

2 455 
2 335 
2 110 

577 

265 
490 

PEHCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

79,9 
83~2 
78 11 2 
83,9 
82~q 
84.9 
82,0 

M,l 

63,3 
61.7 

65.4 

64.3 

77.3 

63.3 
71.1 

72.7 

70.2 

48.5 
46.9 
59.0 
36.0 

75.3 

66.3 
87.0 
82,8 

61.9 

69.1 
54.7 
74.3 
6/1.5 

85.6 

82.8 
94.3 

81,5 

87.8 
75.~ 
911.6 

71,9 

62.4 
59.6 
59.4 
59.~ 

67.9 

73.7 
66.~ 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and Subcounty Arcus-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 SY~BOLS. SEE TEXT.) 

PO PULA TI ON ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

COMBES •••••••• , ••••••••••••••• 
HARLINGEN ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LA FERIA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
l.AGUNA VISTA •••••••••••••••••• 
LOS FRESNOS ••••••••••••••••••• 
PORT ISABEL ••••••••••••••••••• 
PRIMERA." •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RIO HONDO" \I ~ ""'" '" <10 '" '" ••• 0 e. 0 \I '" ~ 

s 
s 

AN BENITO •••••••••••••••••••• 
ANTA ROSA •••••••••••••••••••• 

SOUTH PI\DRE 15~AND •••••••••••• 

CAMP COUNTy ............... 

p ITTSBURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 

CARSON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

f--

G 
P 
S 
W 

ROOM ~ Il " '" • " '" " .. 9 a ~ .. " .. , " " '" $ II 5 " "" I 
ANHANDLE$e ••••• aa ••••••• f •• ~. 

A 
A 
8 
D 
D 
H 
L 
M 
Q 

D 
H 
N 

A 
B 
C 
M 

KELLYTOWN •••••••••••••••••••• 
HITE DEER. II " " ~ " " ... " .... 0 ... D .. " .... " 

CASS C"OUNTY ••••••••••••••• 

TLANTA' •••••••••••••••••••••• 
VINGER It (I".,," 8 •• · •• " II""." ..... It .... 

LOOMBURG ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OMINO •• ~ •• a .................... 

OUGLASVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
UGHES SpRINGS." '" 1> .. "' •••• ".,,, .... 

INDEN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARIETlA ...................... 
UEEN CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 

CASTRO COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

I MM I rT .. ~ (I ~ fI it .. fI .. e fI .. it .... t ,.. II II ........ 

ART" it /I .:. II .. II" II"" /I" ....... I .. , II .. 0 ... 

AZARETH •••••••••••••••••••••• 

CHAMBERS COUNTY ••••••••••• 

NAHUAC ................ G •• fI ... ,.~. 
EACH CITY .................... 
OVE .... II II ..... "" e ...... 0 , , ~ .. Ii " /I" it ... II 

ONT BELViEU •••••••••••••••••• 

CHEROKEE COUNTy •••••••••• , 

AL 
BU 
JA 
NE 
RE 
RU 
TR 
WE 

TO .. \I e .. " .... \I ..... " 110 II ~ ..... , .. D" • , a ~ 
LLARD iPARTI •••••••••••••••• 
CKSONVILLE',., .............. 
W SUMMERFIELD •••••• , •••••••• 
KLAW (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
Sf( '" I> ~ t< .... " " ...... <\I .. ,,OJ'' .. " .. " " Q Q " .... 

OUP (P~RT) .................. 
LLS Q Q " II $ .. ~ .. ill ..... 0 ~ Q .. $ .... tOG II '" g 

eH 

BE 
By 
HE 
JO 
PE 

MO 
WH 

CHILDRESS COUNTy •••••••••• 

ILDRESS ••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLAY COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LLEVUE~ .. e& ........ ~"e •• $"~ ... G'.i 

ERS" ~ .. ~ " ~ .. " .. " ...... <! .... ,. .. '" G '" '" II .... 

NRIETT~go, ... Q ...... ~,G"'.(t.Q •• QIJ\t 

LLY". it II /I 0 .... tI,. e It Jle .. \I (II II lie G' "ll 

TROLlA ...................... 

COCHRAN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

RTON",. ~ (j "eo,,' •• <II .. ~ .. 11" II ,,0" •• 11. 

ITEFACE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

APRIL I. 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 
!------

886 689 
40 824 33 503 

3 328 2 642 
384 287 

2 040 1 297 
3 603 3 067 
1 02"3 902 
1 '269 1 167 

17 197 15 176 
1 734 1 466 

534 254 

8 186 8 005 

3 8M 3 8'1'1 

6 5'12 6 358 

826 808 
2 298 2 1'+1 

683 716 
1 127 1 092 

26 636 24 133 

5 629 5 270 
7'11 6'l2 
263 231 
171 147 
280 282 

1 800 1 701 
2 583 2 26'1 

189 177 
1 407 1 227 

10 684 10 39'1 

It 735 'I 327 
869 905 
229 230 

13 406 12 187 

1 973 1 881 
387 363 
276 253 

1 558 1 14'1 

33 157 32 008 

1 039 1 0'15 
42 27 

11 055 10 6118 
330 344 
96 111l 

II 096 4 91'+ 
75 62 

748 671 

6 562 6 605 

5 52'! 5 '~08 

8 575 8 079 

295 323 
556 553 

3 015 2 897 
15'1 1'~8 
698 58'1 

5 157 5 326 

2 602 2 738 
422 39'1 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGb 

197~ 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) l q 69 1970 

"------ ---"-

197 2B.6 2 750 2 684 1 813 51.7 
7 321 21.9 3 240 3 O~1 1 910 69.6 

686 26.0 2 4 i 1 2 20~ 1 3tH 74,6 

97 33.8 5 87" 5 760 3 378 73.9 
743 57.3 2 555 2 510 1 501 70.2 
536 17 .5 2 '+87 2 220 1 433 73.b 
121 13.4 1 998 1 960 1 149 73.9 
102 8.7 2 600 2 376 1 387 87.5 

2 021 13.3 2 205 2 115 1 330 65.ti 
268 18.3 1 77" 1 715 951 86.~ 

280 110.2 2 737 2 68b 1 575 73.8 

181 2.3 3 520 3 231 1 878 87.4 

-40 -1.0 3 893 3 592 2 095 85.8 

184 2.9 6 234 5 417 3 031 105.7 

18 2.2 5 81'1 5 33'1 3 013 93.0 
157 7.3 5 5'19 4 781 ' 2 800 98.2 
-33 -'1.6 6 2'18 5 159 2 983 109.0 

35 3.2 5 718 5 224 2 810 103.5 

2 503 10.4 3 569 3 293 2 179 63.8 

359 6.8 4 280 'I 006 2 706 58.2 
99 15.4 3 08q 2 777 1 943 59.0 
32 13.9 3 413 3 383 2 320 47.1 
24 16.3 1 902 1 739 1 178 61.S 
-2 -0.7 3 436 3 H1 2 127 61.5 
99 5.8 3 563 3 2'12 2 181 63.4 

319 14.1 4 115 3 710 2 5'14 61.~ 

12 6.8 3 636 3 324 2 251 61.5 
180 14.7 3 164 2 979 1 930 63.9 

290 2.8 4 085 3 766 2 177 A7.6 

408 9.4 4 580 4 258 2 534 80.7 
-36 -4.0 4 058 3 679 2 150 88.7 
-1 -0,4 4 026 3 703 2 162 86.2 

1 219 10.0 'I 704 4 301 2 58'l 82.0 

92 4.9 5 369 4 954 2 956 81.6 
24 6.6 6 559 5 732 3 467 89.2 

23 9.1 4 755 4 282 2 590 83.6 
414 36.2 5 124 4 509 2 804 82.7 

1 1119 3.6 3 629 3 327 2 128 70.5 

-6 -0.6 3 325 2 932 1 873 ' 77.5 
15 55.6 3 706 3 303 2 143 72.9 

407 3.8 3 994 3 810 2 515 58.8 
-14 -4.1 3 966 3 534 2 293 73.0 
-18 -15.8 3 308 2 948 1 913 72.9 

-818 -16.6 2 807 2 501 1 736 61.7 
13 21.0 3 875 3 '153 2 2'10 73.0 
77 11.5 4 249 3 778 2 371 79.2 

-'13 -0.7 '1 280 4 249 2 573 66.3 

116 2.1 4 373 4 318 2 611 67.':> 

496 6.1 4 3'll 3 953 2 519 72.3 

-28 -8.7 3 344 3 084 1 803 85.5 
3 0.5 3 '111 :3 340 2 114 61.'+ 

118 '1.1 3 882 :3 507 2 362 64.4 
6 4.1 4 111 3 957 2 522 63.0 

114 19.5 3 489 3 340 2 074 68.2 

-169 -3.2 3 422 3 513 1 894 80.7 

-136 -5.0 3 442 3 712 1 948 76.7 
28 7.1 4 298 4 341 2 634 63.2 



Table l. 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. THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE ANO NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

11 

-,----------
POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AKEA 

JUL Y 1, 
1Q 76 

1--------

COKE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BLACKWELL (PAkT) ••••••••••••• 
FJHONTE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROBERT LEE •••••••••••••••.••• 

COLEMAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

COLEMAN •••••••••••••••••••••• 
NOVICE •• ~ ............... " ••• 
SANTA ANI'A .................. . 
TALPA ••• -.................... . 

COLLIN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ADDISON (PART! .............. . 
ALLEN ••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
AL TOGA .... ', • ~ ••• ~ ...... ~ 11 .... \I Q 8"" ~ .. 

ANNA ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BLUE RIDGE ••••••••••••••••••• 
BHANCH •• ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
CELINA ....................... . 
DALLAS (PARTJ' ••••••••••••••• 

FAIRVIEW· .................... . 
FARMERSVILLE ................ . 
FRISCO .............. : ....... . 
JOSEPHINE •• e ••• t ... e~e"B.oe •• 

LAVON, .. """""'" Doe \I" .... " ......... " 

LOWERY C~OSSING •••••••••••••• 
LUCAS •••.••••••••••••••••••••• 
MCKINNEy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

MELISSA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
MURPHy •• ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
PARKER ..... : • ., II .... " .. 8 0 II C> _ .. @ II ~ .......... 

PLANO .. 1>"" .. II • "II' • ~ ....... D $ II .. "" to " 

PRINCETON •••••••••••••••••••• 
PROSPER.~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
RICHARDSON (PART) •••••••••••• 
ROYSE CITY (PART) •••••••••••• 

· · · 
· 
· 
· · 

SACHSE (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
SAINT PAUL •••••••••••••••••••• 
WESTMINSTER •• ~ ••••••• ~ ••••• ". 
WESTON •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
WYLIE .... ', ...... e .......... $"'" 0 ..... " .... III 

COLLINGSWORTH COUNTy •••••• 

DODSON .... ~ " II • R .... II .... II ........ " ....... " " 

WELLINGTON •••••••••••••••••••• 

COLORADO COUNTy ••••••••••• 

COLUMBUS~.~ ••••••••••• e ••••••• 

EAGLE LA~E •••••••••••••••••••• 
WEIMAR ....................... . 

COMAL COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

GARDEN RIDGE •••••••••••••••••• 
NEW BRAUNFELS ••••••••••••••••• 
SCHERTz (PARTl' .............. . 

COMANCHE COUNTy ••••••••••• 

COMANCHE; ••••••••••••••••••••• 
DE LEON. ,10" "" ~ " • 0 ........... \I •• " " " " " 

GUSTINE ...................... . 

CONCHO COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

EDEN" II ~ ....... " ....... " " /I ... " ............. II 

PAINT ROCK. ,I ............. , ••••• 

COOKE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

CALLISBURG •••••••••••••••••••• 
GAINESVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

3 2q3 

13 
1 018 
1 168 

10 294 

5 715 
236 

1 366 
130 

97 695 

2 
3 261 

358 
689 
417 
447 

1 169 
308 

655 
2 168 
1 970 

282 
306 
L108 
710 

13 730 

309 
296 
380 

'11 480 
1 513 

544 
2 922 

326 

6 
199 
276 
212 

3 096 

'I 477 

151 
2 931 

17 226 

:; 203 
:; 567 
1 960 

29 703 

120 
20 067 

q5 

12 061f 

:3 888 
2 160 

324 

2 807 

1 210 
235 

24 889 

llj5 
13 43'1 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) --
3 087 

13 
925 

1 119 

10 288 

5 608 
191 

1 310 
121-

66 920 

2 
1 9 lID 

248 
736 
384 
310 

1 272 
326 

463 
2 311 
1 8'15 

296 
213 
285 
540 

15 193 

341 
261 
367 

17 872 
1 105 

501 
2 393 

244 

6 
160 
257 
221 

2 675 

'I 755 

239 
2 6B4 

17 638 

:5 342 
3 567 
2 10'1 

24 165 

110 
17 859 

'13 

11 898 

3 933 
2 170 

357 

2 937 

1 291 
193 

23 471 

131 
13 830 

(DOl.LARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

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

----------------- -"---' 
156 !) ~ 1 'f OSq 3 692 2 '178 63,6 

- ~ 3 888 3 555 2 '1111 59,J 
93 lO.l 2 757 " 556 1 826 51,0 
49 4.4 'I 908 4 '135 2 859 71,7 

6 0.1 3 715 :$ 'iLlS 2 15/j 72,5 

107 1.9 3 969 3 780 2 3l!9 69.0 
45 23.6 3 250 3 118 1 959 65.9 
56 4.3 3 021 2 970 1 816 66,'1 

9 7.4 3 610 3 463 2 176 65,9 

30 775 46.0 4 967 I; 620 2 956 68,0 

~ ~ 3 870 3 635 2 315 62.9 
1 321 68.1 4 489 'I 2U 2 8.33 58.5 

110 II'!.'! II 819 4 519 2 952 63,2 
-47 -6.4 3 577 3 :NLl 2 3)8 53.0 

33 8.6 3 990 4 062 2 680 48.9 
137 114.2 4 1'15 3 866 2 539 63,3 

-103 -8.1 II 615 'I 353 2 705 70.6 
-18 -5.5 q 817 lj 518 2 953 63.1 

192 41.5 q 805 q 527 2 976 61,5 
-143 -6.2 II 114 3 751 2 561 60.6 

125 6.8 3 790 3 55'1 2 321 6'.3 
-14 -4.7 3 615 ;, 501 2 277 58.8 

93 43.7 II 819 4 519 2 952 63,2 
123 43.2 3 885 :3 643 2 '80 63.2 
170 31.5 LI 952 lj 6'13 3 0''1 63.2 

-1 463 -9.6 3 953 J 713 2 502 58.0 

-32 -9.4 4 314 4 0'15 2 6lj3 63.2 
35 13.4 4 794 II '195 2 937 63.2 
13 3.5 II '100 'I 519 2 952 119.1 

23 608 132.1 5 '159 5 060 3 '117 59,8 
'f08 36.9 " 5lj:5 ij 168 2 6911 68,6 

43 8.6 5 283 q 626 2 776 90.3 
529 22.1 8 9'1'1 8 278 5 262 70.0 

82 33.6 5 033 'I 720 3 oell 63.2 

~ - 'I 817 q 517 2 952 63.2 
39 24.'+ 5 671 5 )17 :5 11711 63.2 
19 7.'1 2 11'1'1 2 292 1 '197 63.;! 
-9 -4.1 4 634 'I 3li5 2 839 63.2 

Ll21 15.7 'I 363 q 096 2 638 66.1 

-278 -5.8 :; 2'16 :; 06li 2 153 50.8 

-88 -36.8 1 605 1 556 1 042 ,,11.0 
47 1.6 2 766 2 672 1 766 57.9 

-'112 -2.3 4 411 ;5 950 2 le8 101.6 

-139 -11.2 4 058 3 'I5lj 2· 089 9'1.3 
-20 -0.6 'I Ll9lj " 296 2 325 9',3 

-14,. -6.8 'I 2211 3556 2 110 100.2 

5 536 22.9 lj 117 3 862 2 522 6'.2 

10 9.1 5 168 If 616 J 166 62,2 
2 208 12.'1 J 991 J 728 2 q77 61,! 

2 4.7 II 090 3 612 2 522 62.2 

166 1.1f :3 870 3 296 2 3M 63,7 

~1j5 -1.1 :3 870 3 478 2 '1'15 56,3 
-10 -0.5 3 583 :s 172 2 241 59,9 
-33 -9.2 2 282 1 994 1 ~~5 57,9 

/ 

-130 -4.4 If 435 3 575 2 369 87.2 

~81 -6.3 :3 676 3 191 2 1'16 71.'1 
'12 21.8 5 '183 " '151 J 019 61.6 

1 418 6.0 lj 517 'I 271 2 560 76.'1 

14 10.7 lj 605 " 531 2 55:3 88,2 
-396 -2.9 'I 793 " 602 27::;0- 75.6 



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

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

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

----------

o ••• G e .. 0 ~ ... G " 0 • , .... ~ 0 " ~ LINDSAY 
MUENSTER g ~ ••••• " 8 G $ .. " .. 0 " ... ti 0 ... 

CORY 

COPPERAS 
FORT GAT 
GATESVIL 
OGLESBY. 

I'LL COUNTY •••••••••••• 

COVE ................. 
ES •••••••••••••••••••• 
LE •••••••••••••••••••• 
1\ ~ 1\ •• 1\ 1\ • ~ .. II • 0 • ~ •• a • " ... 

COTT LE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

PADUCAH. ........ II 4 ... II ... ~ • Q •• , I) • , 

CRAN E COUNTY •••••••••••••• 

CHANt ••• ............ 1 .......... /1 ..... 

CROC KETT COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CROS BY COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

CROSRYTO 
LORENZO. 
RALLS ... 

N ..................... 
~ e ~ l " ...... " .. , e " .. t ... ~ , , e e 

" .. " .. " .. ~ ......... 5 .. ~ " " ~ ........ 

CULB ERSON COUNTY •••••••••• 

VAN HOI1N 1\ q ~ " ..... ~ 9 .... e ................ ~ 

M COUNTy •••.••••••••• DALLA 

DALHART 
TEXLI NE. 

(PA~T) ................ 
....... ~ ........ ~ ~ ..... ft ... 0 ~ .... 

S COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

(PART) •••••••••••••••• 

DALLA 

ADDISON 
BALCH SPR 
RlJCKINGHA 
CARROLLTO 
CEDAR HIl 
COCKRELL 
COMBINE ( 
COPPELL •• 

INGS ••••••••••••••••• 
.M 8 .. " ...... 0 .. ~ " .. ~ ~ .. e .. ~ " ... 

DALLAS (p 

DE SOTD. ~ 
DUNCANVIL 
FARMERS 8 
FERRIS (p 
GARLAND. '. 
GLENN HE! 
GRAND PRA 

GRAPEVINE 
HIGHLAND 
HUTCHINS. 
IRVING' •• 
LANCASTER 
eiESQU ITE. 
OVILLA (p 
RICHAROSO 

ROWLETT ( 
SACHSE (p 

SEAGOVILL 
SUNNYVALE 
UNIVERSIT 
WILMER ... 

N (PARTl ............. 
L .................... 
HILL ••••••••••••••••• 
PAIH) •••••••••••••••• 
...... ~ .. ~ ...... ~ ... " ...... <I .... " ~ 

AR T) ~ _ • " >\I ~ ~ e ~ " • ~ ~ ~ " .. to 

.... a " " .... ,. " " " ~ ~ " " " e " ,. it .. 

LE ••••••••••••••••••• 
RANCH •••••••••••••••• 
ART) ••••••••••••••••• 
.~"Oq~ .. ~.~.O~1>,,~ .. ~Q~ .. 

GHTS (PART) •••••••••• 
IRIE (PART) .......... 

(PART) ' ••••••••••••• 
PARK .. ~. ~. 6 ~ ~ ~ Q" ~ ~ e ~,. ~ 

O.8~.·~~~.e.u~9~~ .... O. 
.. " " ~ " .. " " ~ 0 .. ~ .. " ~ 5- " S ... " , 
,,~~ ... ~~"$CaQ9~'''80~~ 

~~~Q~.~.~~,.." .. "" .. ~e~~ 
A~T) ••••••••••••••••• 
N (PART) ............. 

PAHT) •••••••••••••••• 
ART) ••••••••••••••••• 
E •••••••••••••••••••• 

~ .. ~ ......... " * ~ " ~ .. 
Y '''~~~.~ODj~.''~ .. 
"~Q~,,.~,,~~ .. ~."~C~O~~$ 

DAWSON 

ACKERLY (p 
LAMESA •••• 
O'DONNell 

COU'ITY ••••.•••••••• 

ART) ................ 

(PART;:::::::::::::: 
SEE FOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

448 435 
.\ 342 1 411 

1\6 983 35 311 

20 966 10 818 
462 363 

4 554 4 683 
'Ill} 'lQO 

2 949 J 204 

2 214 2 052 

4 282 4 172 

3 526 3 427 

4 155 3 885 

8 740 9 085 

2 278 2 251 
1 07A 1 206 
1 974 1 962 

3 611 3 429 

2 996 2 889 

6 672 6 012 

II 662 II 3'l0 
'146 387 

1 4'19 1191> 1 327 695 

'I 083 593 
11 302 10 '164 

248 218 
27 362 13 855 

5 398 2 610 
.3 566 3 515 

30 30 
1 751 1 728 

~45 '196 849 061 
12 767 6 983 
24 012 14 105 
33 956 27 Ij92 

.30 25 
118 723 81 437 

?77 257 
56 2'IQ 47 731 

'I 'I 
9 317 10 133 
2 057 1 755 

105 133 98 961 
13 049 11 494 
63 262 ~5 131 

- -
'59 621 46 012 

3 62.3 2 189 
1 289 771 
5 8% " 390 
1 008 995 

2'1 273 23 '198 
1 661 1 922 

16 198 16 60'1 

?04 240 
11 197 11 559 

120 131 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197~ 

13 3.0 3 179 3 272 1 874 69.6 
-69 -4.9 4 707 q 289 2 'l05 95.7 

11 672 33.1 3 45'l 3 222 2 132 62.0 

10 I1j8 93.8 3 492 .3 299 2 060 69.5 

99 27.3 .3 390 .3 166 1\8 6962.5 
-129 -2.8 4 088 3 739 2 54'1 60.7 

3 0.7 2 792 2 385 1 821 53.3 

-255 -8.0 4 406 4 792 2 3q5 87.9 

162 7.9 4 637 4 879 2 %'1 88.2 

110 2.6 5 055 4 508 2 750 83.8 

99 2.9 1\ 969 4 418 2 701 84.0 

270 6.9 Q 815 'l .31~ 2 611 84.4 

-345 -3.8 .3 796 4 462 2 291 65.7 

27 1.2 3 782 4 154 2 256 67.6 

-128 -10.6 3 253 3 606 2 000 62.6 

12 0.6 3 699 4 627 2 306 60.4 

182 5.3 .3 100 2 834 2 073 '19.5 

107 3.7 2 960 2 742 2 070 43,0 

660 11.0 4 323 II 097 2 40'1 79." 

322 7.4 4 369 II 130 2 399 82.1 
59 15.2 4 122 3 597 2 386 72.b 

121 801 9.2 5 688 5 319 3 660 55.4 

3 '190 588.5 10 198 9 609 6 278 62.'1 
838 8.0 3 6'15 3 421 2 400 51.9 

30 13.8 5 788 5 '136 3 518 64.5 

13 507 97.5 5 506 5 125 3 224 70.0 

2 788 106.8 5 307 'I 824 3 3)9 58.9 

51 1.5 'I 4'l5 'I 163 2 901 53.2 

- - 6 010 5 644 3 652 64.6 
23 1.3 II 156 3 968 2 363 75.9 

-565 -0.1 5 715 5 3'17 3 688 55.0 

5 784 82.8 6 457 5 957 3 925 64.5 
9 907 70.2 5 225 4 84b 3 169 64.9 

6 464 23.5 5 953 5 604 3 924 51.7 
5 20.0 5 157 'I 843 3 134 ,64.0 

37 286 45.8 5 144 4 821 3 300 55.9 
20 7.8 'I 898 4 600 2 977 6'1.5 

8 518 17.8 'I 707 'f 381 3 187 117.7 

- . 6 010 5 M5 3 653 64.5 
-816 -8.1 15 757 14 611 9 '102 67.6 

302 17.2 4 330 " 209 2 933 47.6 
6 172 6.2 5 443 5 117 3 506 5~.2 

1 555 13.5 5 06R 4 772 3 168 60.0 
8 131 1'!.7 4 683 'I 417 2 962 58.1 

- ... - - - .. , 
13 609 29.6 6 625 6 174 4 110 61.2 

1 '134 65.5 'I 825 'I 419 2 868 68.2 

518 67.2 5 577 5 194 3 387 M.7 

1 456 33.2 3 941 3 680 2 549 5'!.6 
13 1.3 5 299 " 969 3 2)0 65,1 

775 3.3 9 661 8 958 5 896 63.9 

-261 -13.6 3 705 3 518 2 608 Q2.1 

-Q06 -2.4 3 706 5 031 2 497 'I8.Q 

-36 -15.0 3 497 q 488 2 362 48.1 
-362 -3.1 3 825 4 794 2 551 49.9 

-11 -8.4 6 163 7 910 It 164 48.0 



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 THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS'FIGURE. FOR DETAILS. SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

JULY 1, 
1976 

._--.------------------------

DEAF SMITH COUNTy ••••••••• 

HEREPORD ••••••••••••• • ••• ••• .'. 

DELTA COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

COOPERe~$&&*o&~~.e~.&.9 •••• &9. 

PECAN GAP (PART) •••••••••••••• 

DENTON COUNTY ••••••••••••• I 
ARGYLE .. II ~ 0) • I) II .......... " " .. I} .. 6 .. Q .. " " 

AUS.RE v. .. ~ ........ II " .. tI (I ~ 1\ .. II ID II /II ~ II fir " , D .. II 

BARTONViLLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
CARROLLTON (PART) ••••••••••••• 
COPPER CANyON •••••••••••••••• , 
CORINTH. ~ II II II III II 110 II II. II"" II U .. II ~ II e I'" 

CORRAL CITy ................. .. 
CROSS ROADS ••• $ •••••• o ••• ~.o •• 

DALLAS (FARTl1' ............... . 
DENTON. II 11.11 II 0-. II .'." II II II II II II" II ••• II 

DOUBLE OAK •••••••••••••••• ; ••• 
EASTVALE~.· •••••••••••••••••••• 
FLOWER MOUND ••••••••••••••••• , 
HEBRON ....... II 1I .. 1i' II ••• ~ II II" 11 •• 0- ... 

HICKORY pREEK ••••••••••••••••• 
HIGHLAND ..................... . 

JUSTIN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
KRUGERVI~LE •••••• ti ••••••••• , ••• 

KRUM. II II.' Ot/O 11"11. II ....... II ,I .. II ...... II 

LAKE DALLASII., •••••••••••• ~ ••• 
LEWISVILL.E 1. II II II. II 1111 II II" II II II" II II" II 

LINCOLN PARK ••••••••• , •••••••• 
LITTLE ELM •••••••••••••••••••• 
NORTHLAKE~ ••••••••••••••••• , •• 

PILOT PO~NT ••••••••••••••••••• 
PONDER. II II II II II II II II II II II .. II II" II .. II II II II" II 

ROANOKE.~ •••••••••••••••••••• , 
SANGER" II II II II II II II II II II It II .. II II II II II II ••• 

SHADY SHORES •••••• , ••••••••••• 
SOUTHLAKE (PART) •••••••••••••• 
THE COLONY •••••• ~ •••••••• ,Q ••• 
WESTLAKE (PART) ••••••••••••••• 

DE WITT COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CUERO ••••••• b ~ •••• ~_ •• ~ ••••• 

NORDHEIM~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
YOAKUM (PART) ............... .. 
YORKTOWN~ ••••••• " ." ••••••••••• 

DICKENS COUNTy •••••••••••• 

DICKENS.; ••••••••••••••••••••• 
SPUR o·• 0" ••• • ••• 11 •••••••••••••• 

DIMMIT COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ASHERTON~.II •••• II •••••••••••••• 
BIG WELLS •••••• ~ •••••••••••••• 

.CARRIZO SPRINGS ••••••••••••••• 

DONL~Y COUNIY ••••••••••••• 

CLARENDON •• o •••••••••••••••••• 

HEDLEY •• ~ ••••••••••••••• I •• o •• 

HOWARDWICK •••••••••••••••••••• 

DUVAL COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BENAVIOE~ ••• 6 •••••• II.II ••• ,~ ••• 
FREER ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SAN DIEGO (PART) •••••••••• , ••• 

SLE FOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

19 887 

i'l 632 

97 572 

'\69 
785 
162 

266 
(\71 

71 
215 

23 
'12 693 

18'1 
423 
323 
'179 
172 
715 

838 
252 
621 

2 1'10 
23 332 

258 
751 

20 

835 
215 

1 268 
2 083 

806 
3 

70 
I'll 

18 7'15 

7 065 
43'1 

2 367 
2 302 

3 5'11 

280 
541 

10 985 

1 965 
1 116 
6 491 

3 M3 

2 2'13 
303 
582 

12 099 

1 901 
2 901 
:3 965. 

CHANGE. 
APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 

19701---------- -------1 
(CENSUS) '!:~f-_~"CENT 

18 999 

'I 927 

2 258 
270 

75 633 

"43 
731 
119 

197 
461 

158 

21 
39 874 

129 
281 
685 
336 
218 
516 

741 
180 
454 

1 '131 
10 049 

185 
363 

20 

663 
208 
817 
603 
5'13 

3 
54 
93 

18 660 

6 956 
369 

2 456 
2 411 

:3 737 

295 
747 

9 039 

6'15 
711 

5 37'1 

11 722 

1 841 
2 796 
3 759 

888 

218 

-218 

-235 
-23 

21 9391 

126 
54 
43 

69 
210

1 71 
57 

2 
819 

55 
1'12 
638 
1'13 
-46 
199 

97 
72 

167 
709 

13 283 
73 

388 

172 
7 

'151 
'180 
263 

16 
48 

85 

129 
65 

-89 
-109 

~196 

-15 
-206 

946 

320 
'105 
117 

202 

269 
-136 

577 

377 

60 
105 
206 

4.7 

9.1 

-10.4 
-8.5 

29.0 

28.'1 
7,4 

36.1 ... 
35.0 
45.6 ... 
36.1 

9.5 
7.1 

42.6 
50.5 
37.9 
42,6 

-21.1 
38.6 

13.1 
40.0 
36.8 
49.5 

132.2 
39.5 

106.9 

10.3 
3.4 

55.2 
29.9 
48,'1 

29.6 
51.6 

0.5 

1,9 
17.6 
-3.6 
-4.5 

-5.2 

-5.1 
-11.8 

21.5 

19.5 
57.0 
20.8 

5.5 

13.6 
-31.0 

11540.0 

3.2 

3.3 
3.8 
5.5 

197'1 
1975 (HEVISED) 

Il 177 

2M 

075 
820 

'i 621 

4 1M 
3 835 

682 

4 682 
5 137 
4 429 
4 68? 

5 187 
4 447 
4 682 
4 682 
'I 363 
5 560 
5 303 
8 207 

4 551 
4 682 
3 523 
'I 782 
5 115 
4 158 
3959 
4 259 

:3 605 
3 511 
4 343 
4 288 
5 241 
4 687 
4 465 
:3 177 

3 67R 
3 189 
2 936 
4 434 

3 767 

'I 'lOR 
3 723 

2 207 

1 011 
1 536 
2 344 

Op 

4 090 
3 393 
3 955 

764 

2 777 
3 626 
2 538 

794 

757 

914 

721 
550 

3 H7e 

n~~1 
4 360. 
4 807 
4 144 
4 360 

4 830 
4 072 
4 }60 
4 360 
4 287 
5 178 
4 939 
7 690 

4 475 
4 360 
3 '173 
4 197 
4 726 
3 872 
4 092 
3 966 

3 444 
3 269 
4 056 
3 940 
4 880 
4 363 
q 134 
2 958 

3 338 

3 '165 
2 846 
2 799 
3 965 

301 

3 606 
3 318 

875 

3 937 
3 259 
3 802 

599 

2 536 
3 467 
2 420 

403 

024 

963 
831 

2 854 
3 159 

854 

3 161 
2 807 
2 854 
2 854 
2 819 
3 389 
3 2331 
5 176 

2 902 
2 854 
2 168 
2 974 
3 211 
2 534 
2 886 
2 596 

2 229 
2 140 
2 661 
2 531 
3 194 
2 853 
2 729 
1 936 

2 040 

2 1'17 
1 676 
1 772 
2 388 

191 

2 603 
2 286 

255 

595 
930 
320 

2 474 

2 560 
1 993 
2 350 

PfHCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

75.0 

71 .. J 

62.) 

56 .. 6 
5'1.0 

62.5 

64.1 
68,0 
6'1.1 

64.1 
62.6 

6'1.1 

64.1 
58.4 
64.1 
64.1 
5'1.8 
64.1 
6'1;0 
58.6 

56.8 
64.1 
62.5 
60.8 
59.3 
64.1 
37.2 
64.1 

61.7 
64.1 
63.2 
69.4 
6'1.1 
64.3 
63.6 
64.1 

78.1 

71.3 
90.3 
65.7 
85.7 

71.9 

69,3 
62.9 

75.9 

69.9 
65.2 
77.6 

62.4 

59.8 
70.2 
68.3 

89.6 

9'1.1 
85.3 
87.9 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000. THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 

IS AN ESTIMATE ANn NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF syMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA CHANGE. PERCENT 
APRIL 1. 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

JULY I, 1970 197~ 1969 TO 
_________________________________ ~."2~ ____ _'_~~sU~_ ___ N~~f_---~P-=E:..R-C=-EN:..T+---.::I:..9~7::.5+.:.( R-=E=-V:..:I:.:S_=E:..D_~)+---=1~9.::.6-9+_--.::.1:..9:..7::..5 

EASTLAND COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CIIRBON ...................... .. 
CISCO .. "" B 110 .... " 8 .... "" .. II ""''''' (1, •• 0 

EASTLAND •••••••••••••••••••••• 
GORMAN ....................... . 
RANGER •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RISING STAR ................. .. 

ECTOR COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

GOLDSMITH .................... . 
ODESSA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

EDWARDS COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ROCKSPRINGS ••••••••••••••••••• 

ELLIS COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ALMAG iii •• ,.8 ltD $ tI. It iii iii .. '" iii tI Ii" i iii Ii (I' 
BARDWELL ,(I II ., (I iii iii (I, II •• " ••• " •• , •• iii 

ENNIS •• o , •••• II .. " at Olle" g." II $ 0"'" 

FERRIS (FART) ••••••••••••••••• 
GARRETT •• ~ •••• G~ •• G ••••• , •••• tI 

GLENN HEIGHTS (PART) •••••••••• 
ITALY •• " 'II' iii. ft""" II & iii •• " Ii e., •• It 

MAyPEARL •••••••••••••••••••••• 

MIDLOTHIAN •••••••• ij •••• 'e •••• e 

MILFORD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OVIL~A (PART) •••••• ., •••••••• e. 
PALMER ....................... . 
RED OAK.~ •• o •••• o .. oo.o.al,il •••• 

WAXAHACHIE •••••••••••••••••••• 

EL PASO COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ANTHONY.~.(I •••••• O •• 0m •• ., ••• e. 

CLINT .. Q III ~ til III II. (1'111 tl III 'II ..... \I 0 iii ~ ... e 

EL PASOfl •••••••• o ••• o ••••••••• 

DU8LIN •• ~ •• o ............... $, •• 
STEPHENVILLEo •• o •• ,., ••••• oR~~ 

FALLS COUNTy •••••• , ••••••• 

BRUCEVILLE-EDDY (PART) ••••••• , 
GOL.lNDA (PART)" ............. . 
LOTT96&~§~~.e$oo~~o~OO~O&&t&&~ 
MARLIN~&eo_~~~QQ~~,O&~~90~0@&. 
ROSEBUD9.o90o$9~Ooso.~0 •• ~.8oa 

FANNIN COUNTV ••• , ••••••••• 

BAILEYO&~000008~&Oi8.0.9.&3~09 
BONHAM.o~ooo&OO~&$ge9~OI90~3UO 
DODD CITYo6&90oooes ••• ooO&.ooo 

ECTORooU300000000000U •• O.OO&09 

HONEY GROVE'c,oo'O&O&O~.&$OO&O 
LADONIA.~.Gooue~~.oo~o~R909o.e 
LEONARDo0000&OeOo&Ooo.eR.o.$~. 
PECAN GAP (PART) •• , •• ,', •••• ,. 

SAVOVQo.~.O~~O~uOO~~.~$~~.*.~~ 
TRENTON.~o~$m.~&.9G90.ijOOOij~00 
WINDOM~oQ •• uoo~o.qe.o~oso.oo.o 

FAYETTE COUNTy" ••••• ".,. 

CARMINE. ~,. III e ~ <I""." Q e" e I) e,,!11 ell ... 

FAYETTEVILLE.'&*~.$'ft'8 •• oe.o. 

FLATONIA •• ~9".o~ •• t'009006008o 

LA GRANGEQo./j •• o •• ~ ••• @oo~.ao. 
ROUND TOP".oot"~o.'.a.Uoo.90e. 
SCHULENBURG.n.9@Q~aOQOijO,e08o. 

18 767 

26'1 
~ 187 
3 379 
1 ?26 
3 195 
1 066 

101 051 

358 
86 798 

2 067 

1 2'18 

52 O~3 

109 
326 

11 6'16 
2 087 

198 

1 222 
5'1'1 

3 309 
556 
510 
858 
858 

13577 

'130 919 

2 32'1 
1 197 

391 0'19 

19 099 

2 695 
9 885 

16 857 

23 
233 
821 

6 11'1 
1 536 

22 989 

152 
'7 061 

257 
569 

1 980 
771 

1 507 
23 

731 
60'1 
287 

17 769 

21'1 
'1'16 

1 068 
3 301 

117 
2 3117 

18 092 

26'1 
'I 160 
3 178 
1 236 
3 09'1 
1 009 

92 660 

387 
79 875 

2 107 

1 221 

'16 638 

101 
277 

11 72'1 
2 155 

225 

1 309 
'162 

2 322 
66'1 
339 
601 
767 

13 1f52 

359 291 

2 15'1 
1 0'11 

322 261 

18 l'll 

2 810 
9 277 

17 300 

22 
22'1 
799 

6 351 
1 597 

22 705 

197 
'I 698 

302 
5'19 

1 853 
757 

1. 1123 
21 

756 
599 
2'17 

17 650 

228 
1100 

1 108 
3 092 

94 
2 2911 

675 

27 
201 
-10 
101 

57 

8 391 

-29 
6 923 

-40 

27 

'l 1105 

a 
'19 

-78 
-68 
-27 

-87 
82 

987 
-lOS 

171 
257 

91 
125 

71 628 

170 
156 

68 788 

958 

-115 
608 

-11113 

1 
9 

22 
-237 

··61 

284 

-'15 
-637 

-'15 
20 

127 
1'1 
8'1 

2 

-25 
5 

40 

3.7 

0.6 
6.3 

-0,8 
3.3 
5,6 

9.1 

-7,5 
8.7 

-1.9 

2.2 

11.6 

7.9 
17.7 
-0.7 
-3.2 

-12.0 ... 
-6.6 
17.7 

112.5 
-16.3 
50.~ 
~2.8 
11,9 
0,9 

19.9 

7,9 
15.0 
21.3 

5.3 

-4.1 
6.6 

-2.6 

'1.5 
~.O 
2.8 

-3.7 
-3,8 

··22.8 
-8.3 

-14.9 
),6 
6.9 
1.8 
5.9 
9.5 

-3.3 
0.8 

16.2 

0.7 

-6.1 
11.5 
-3,6 
6,8 

24.5 
2,3 

3 672 

2 ~6~ 
3 344 
4 160 
3 700 
2 897 
3 310 

4 174 
5 006 

5 178 

3077 

4 086 

'I 123 
3 1'10 
3 874 
3 376 
:3 810 

:3 '109 
3 932 

~ 983 
3 133 
4 303 
4 6'12 
5 385 
3 986 

3 657 

:3 191 
2 092 
3 726 

3 770 

3 16'5 
3 838 

3 298 

3 157 
:3 157 
3 232 
q 016 
3 282 

3 524 

3 637 
3 993 
3 '1011 
3 425 
3 751 
:3 052 
3 317 
3 518 

;3 305 
2 974 
3 770 

3 606 

3 582 
3 062 
:3 821 
q 203 
II 62'1 
3 977 

3 423 

2 319 
:3 114 
'I 068 
3 662 
2 875 
3 037 

II '132 

3 596 
4 476 

q 179 

2 4'10 

3 79'. 

3 800 
2 893 
:3 597 
:3 263 
3511 

3 063 
3 627 

4 551 
2 613 
3 966 
'I 278 
4 993 
3 721 

3 1134 

2 995 
2 096 
:3 501 

:; 431 

3 087 
3 577 

2 9117 

2 952 
2 952 
2 887 
3 537 
J DO 

J 398 

3 457 
3 826 
;} 357 
3 1'13 
:3 536 
2 790 
:3 079 
:; 343 

:3 189 
2 912 
:; 5811 

:; 201 

:; 296 
:; 0'17 
;$ 591 
:; 870 
'I 254 
:; 501 

2 291 

1 621 
2 031 
2 n8 
2713 
1 820 
2 104 

2 959 

1 601 

2 508 

2 506 
1 977 
2 429 
2 227 
2 315 

2 128 
2 369 

:; 151 
1 9117 
2 615 
2 649 
:; 332 
2 578 

2 3~1 

2 049 
1 4111 
2 390 

1 823 

1 825 
1 825 
1 705 
2 213 
1 981 

2 21'1 

2211 
2 508 
2 1'15 
2 060 
2 216 
1 76'1 
1 9)0 
2 1)8 

2 15'1 
1 873 
2 292 

1 9'16 

1 9'14 
1 797 
2 099 
2 '107 
2 509 
2 117 

59,9 

52.0 
1.>'1,6 
51.9 
36,'1 
59.2 
57.3 

70,6 

65,5 
71.1 

75,0 

92.2 

62,9 

6L1,5 
58,8 
59.5 
51.6 
6'1,6 

60:2 
66,0 

56.1 
60.9 
6'1,6 
75.2 
61.6 
511.6 

56.2 

55,7 
ij5.2 
55.9 

61.0 

55.5 
57,7 

80.9 

73.0 
73,0 
69,6 
81.5 
65,7 

59,2 

6'1.5 
59.2 
511.7 
66,3 
69.-3 
7),,0 
n.9 
6'1.5 

5J,L1 
58.8 
M.5 

85.3 

8L1.3 
70,'1 
82.0 
7'1.6 
811.3 
81.9 



Table 1. July 1,1976 Popl.llationandCalel'ldar Year 1915 Per Capita Income Estimilltes for the State, 
Counties, and Subcolmty 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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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

FISHER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

HAt.fLlN (fART)." .............. 
~~08Y ...... ". I> 0 ~,,~ ~" ~ .. 1<" •• ' II ~ e .. " .. ., 

ROTAN ......................... 

FLOYD COUNTY, ••••••••••••• 

Fl.OYDADA •• ,." •• , •••••••••••• , 
LOCKNEy •••••••• , •• , •••••• • •••• 

FOARD COUNTy •••••• , ••••••• 

C~OWELL ... , •• , ................. i 

FORT BEN~ COUNTy •••••••••• I 
BEASLEY •••••••••••••••••••••• , 
HOUSTON (PARn l 

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

KATy (PART) ................... 
KENDLETON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MISSOURI CITY (PART) .......... 
NEEDVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OHCHARD •• " •• , •••••••••••••••• 
RICH~10ND ••••••••••••• , •••••••• 

ROSENBERG l 
•••••••••••••••••••• 

STAFFORD (PART) ............... 
SJGAR LAND •••••••• , ••••••••••• 

FRANKLIN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

~OUNT VERNON •••••••••••••••••• 
WINNSBORO (PART) .............. 

F 
K 
S 
T 

FREESTONE COUNTy •••••••••• 

AIRFIELD ..................... 
IRVIN ........................ 
TREETMAN (PART) •••••••••••••• 
EAGUE ........................ 

IORTHAM ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

D 
p 

S 
S 

C 
C 
F 
G 
H 
J 
K 
L 

FRIO COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

ILLEY ........................ 
EARSALL ............. • ••• ••• •• 

GAINES COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

I:.AGRAVES 8"" @"""". t."" ~"""""" 
E~INOLE •••••••••••••••••••• ,. 

GALVESTON COUNTy •••••••••• 

LEAR LAKE SHORES ............. 
RYSTAL BEACH ••••••••••••••••• 
RIENDSWOOD l 

•••••••••••••••••• 

ALVESTON ..................... 
ITCHCOCK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AMA I CA BEACH ••••••••••••••••• 
EMAH ......................... 
A MARQUE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

EA.GUE C lTY ................... L 
T EXAS CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 

GARZA COUNTY •••••••••••••• 

p OST •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

GILLESPIE COUNTY •••••••••• 

FR fDERICKSBURG •••••••••••••••• 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1> 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

6 009 6 31ll! 

3 3 
659 7811 

2 173 2 'fOil 

10 620 11 0 11'1 

3 963 q 109 
2 050 2 094 

2 282 2 211 

1 qS4 1 399 

82 409 52 31'1 

447 343 
Ll 500 2 316 
1 221 579 

670 399 
1 760 963 
1 800 1 024 

433 292 
8 993 5777 

15 580 1:5 066 
5 486 2 845 
II 173 3 318 

6 138 5 291 

1 9'19 1 806 
1 008 855 

12 719 11 116 

2 797 2 074 
100 65 
269 271 

2 802 2 867 
1 034 1 036 

12 643 11 159 

2 629 2 362 
6 453 5 51/5 

11 649 11 593 

2 414 2 440 
4 928 5 007 

'8A 525 169 812 

882 721 
702 595 

13 585 6 152 
60 3"7 61 809 

6 454 5 565 
145 131 

1 283 1 lLfIl 
16 251 16 131 

13 636 10 818 
III 580 38 908 

5 267 5 289 

3 B6Lf 3 854 

11 731

1 

10 553 

5 684 5 326 

(DOLLARS) 
--.--~. 

CHANGE. PERCENT 

C-.._~o 
1976 CHANGE, 

197'1 
1969 

1969 TO 
PERCENT 197?_ (REVISED) 1975 

-335 -5.3 .4 145 ;5 752 2 2'15 . 84~6 

- .. 4 137 :;; 827 2 220 86.4 
-125 "15,9 3 692 :;; 527 2 l'fB 71.9 
-231 -9.6 5 021 4 619 2 650 89.5 

-'12'1 -3.8 'I 086 4 351 2 284 78.9 

-1'16 -3.6 4 487 4 3 110 2 '138 8~,O 

-44 -2.1 3 781 3 780 2 122 78.2 

71 3.2 4 008 3 882 2 372 69.0 

55 3.9 4 2'19 lj 017 2 '165 72.4 

30 095 57.5 'I 822 q 281 2 227 116,5 

104 30.3 4 941 lj '172 2 031 143.3 
2 1811 94.3 4 792 'I 110 1 887 153.9 

642 110.9 4 759 lj 015 2 012 136.5 
271 67.9 5 795 'I 887 2 201 . 163,3 
797 82.8 8 823 7 462 3 343 163,9 
776 75,8 6 031 5 129 2 326 159.3 
141 48.3 5 316 4 397 1 981 168.3 

:3 216 55,7 II 120 3 471 2 096 96.6 

2 514 19.2 " 706 4 138 2 431 93.0 

2 641 92,8 5 921 5 042 2 7'lQ 115,8 
855 25,8 8 558 7 3'f1 3 615 136.7 

8'17 16.0 3 850 3 '155 2 226 73.0 

ml 7.9 3 520 3 220 2 166 62.5 
153 17.9 4 382 3 967 2 453 78.6 

1 603 14.1t 3 907 :5 q6Lf 2 208 76.9 

723 3'f.9 5 051 4 554 2 860 76.6 
35 53.8 L! 128 3 692 2 305 79.1 
-2 -0.7 3 781 3 382 2 111 79.1 

-65 -2.3 L! 658 4 160 2 662 75.0 
-2 -0.2 If 059 3 582 2 287 77.5 

1 484 13.3 2 638 2 510 1 630 61.8 

267 11.3 2 157 2 O'f! 1 378 56,5 
908 16.'1 2 4'13 2 30ti 1 530 59,7 

56 0.5 4 184 3 931 2 509 66,8 

-26 -1.1 3 722 3 538 2 556 45.6 
-79 -1.6 4 387 4 269 2 571 70,6 

18 713 11.0 5 160 4 615 3 023 70.7 

161 22.3 5 60Lf 5 516 :I 251 72." 
107 18.0 4 033 3 914 2 567 57,1 

7 1133 120.8 6 041 5 472 3 730 62.0 
-1 1162 -2.Q 4 844 4 'fOO 2 908 66.6 

889 16.0 4 350 3 798 2 338 86.1 
14 10.7 4 733 If 593 3 013 57,1 

139 12.2 II 829 q 338 2 813 71.7 
120 0.7 5 416 If 82'+ 3 077 76,0 

2 818 26.0 5 58Lf 5 021J 3 505 59,3 

2 672 6.9 5 071 II 461 2 957 71,!:j 

-22 -O.Lf 3 535 If 130 2 130 66,0 

10 0.3 3 521 3 7'16 2 038 72.8 

1 178 11.2 q 269 J 960 2 415 76,8 

358 6.7 q 621 q 259 2 520 83.Q 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and SubcountyAreas-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 

AREA 

GLASSCOCK COUNTy •••••••••• 

GOLIAD COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

GOLIAD ........ · ................ 

GONZALES COUNTy ••••••••••• 

GONZALES , ..................... 
NIXON ..... """ II "'" ...... " II" ~ Oeo a .......... 

SMILEy ........................... 
WAELD-ER-,"Q-~-~'-. 0 " "" , OIl It" "II" (I " ... ,,11 " 

GRAY COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LEFORS9.~.,.a ••• a •• 8o •••••••• u 
MCLEAN •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PAMPA. O''' ~ " (I " " ., " 8 " " II .. " • " " " " " " a "" 

B 
C 
D 
D 
G 
H 
P 
S 

GRAYSON COUNTy, ••••••••••• 

ELLS"" a ~ "" ".,.."" "" " .""" .. ,, ". "" .. a 
OLLINSV~LLE •••• " ••••••••••••• 
ENISON ••••••• 8.a •• ~ •••• "., ••• 

ORCHESTER •••••••••••••••••••• 
UNTER" s:. , .. \I " , /I • II • " ~ ," ~ • " , •• , .. e 
OWE ••••••••••••••••••••• ".ooo 
OTTS80Rp$oo •• ~o.Qt •• o •• loeo •• 

ADLER, , , , , •• , , • , ••••••••••••• 

HERMAN. '0.0» ... " \1.0, ,1.00."'" 0" 1:1 

OUTHMAYD o6 ••••••• , •••••••••• • 
IOGA II • II ' .... II •••• " •• II 0) 0) I)' 11'.0 •• 

OM BEAN ~ ~ ...... 0 .. " ••• II , •• " II ••• 

AN ALSTYNE •••••••• ee ••••••••• 

S 
S 
T 
T 
V 
W 
II 

HITESBOR08 •• , •• ~ ••••••••• o .... 
HITEWRIGHT ••••••••••••••••••• 

GREGG COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

C 
E 
G 
K 
L 
L 
W 
W 

CITY (PART) ....... LARKSVILLE 
(PART)06.0 •••• 0 •• , ••• ~. ASTON 

LAOEWATER (PART) ••••••••••••• 
ILGORE (PART) o. Ii .. II'" 0 II ••• '" II' 0 

AKE PORT' ••••••••• 9 ••••••••••• 

ONGVIEW (PART)' .............. 
AI~REN CITY (PART) •••••••••••• 
HITE OAK8 •••• $ •••• ~~,.~o •• po. 

GRIME'S COUNTy •••••• , ....... 

N AVASQTA~ ••• ~o.&.OO0.0.P •• o ••• 

GUADALUPE COUNTy ••••••• , •• 

IBOLO~o~.~'.aG~.~~.a~a.~.a$~. 
R I ON 61 II " ill II ., ... 0' J> \I '" 1\ <I 11 " U " 61 ~ • " !' jJ 

C 
MA 
NE 
SC 
SE 

W 8ERLlNoIl6lo.e ••• II~e.e6l.II.qa 
HERTZ .!PART)'.; ............. 
GUIN G 01"" II If .... Ill" "" iii" Ii" fi .. (/" e fl6" 

HALE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

ERNATHY (PART) •• , •• , •••••••• 
MONSON '. (!i to a (I " ., .. t .. II 9 '" " .. 1Il ~ iii a .... 61 

LE CENTER'III" •• Q""Q"."v.".""* 

AS 
ED 
HA 
PI:: :TERSBU~G Ii' ~ • III Ii • tlo <I II <l ~ I> II I> 1& II A <Ii <I Q 

PL 

ES 
LA 
ME 
TU 

AINVIEW.Q~$qeooe_""~"'ilile9~1I 

HALL. COUNTVilll90ooilllil.elllloli 

TELLINE:,. /j III II.', '" II 1& (I""" Illl" iI /I to II 

KEVXEWp •• II"~""iI."II'O.",I 
MPH I S.1iI ~ <I II II II II II • III " iii " ~ II .. <I til •• III .. '" 

RKEV~~""".III&&".O"O"'Il.D. 

SEE FOOTNOT~ AT END OF TA6L~. 

(DOLLARS) J---'---' ._-'---
CHANGE, ---r 1974 

PF.RC£~T 

APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

JULY 1, 1970 1969 TO 
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197:; 

------ t----------f------ --

1 127 1 155 -28 -2.4 4 39? 3 15) 2 506 75.J 

q 929 4 869 60 1.2 3 558 3 228 1 997 78.2 

1 811 1 709 102 6.0 4 543 4 319 2 631 72.7 

16 277 16 375 -98 -0.6 3 223

1 

2 a49 1 816 77." 
6 605 6 607 -2 - 3 401 3 110 2 030 67.5 

1 874 1 925 -51 -2.6 2 474 2 126 1 401 76.6 

498 440 58 13.2 2 852 2 604 1 661 71.7 

80q 1 138 -334 -29.3 1 766 1 698 1 088 62.3 

25 801 26 9'19 -1. 14~ -4.3 5 240 'I 756 3 049 71,) 

763 816 .... -53 -6.5 'I 651 'I 197 2 879 61.5 

1 088 1 183 -95 -6.0 4 133 3 813 2 578 60.3 

20 860 21 726 -866 -4.0 5 317 4 810 3 068 73.:5 

82 747 83 225 -'178 -0.6 4 323 4 076 2 648 63.3 

825 778 47 6.0 3 525 3 3'13 2 294 53.7 

694 768 -74 -9.6 3 843 3 574 2 230 72.3 

23 205 2q 923 -1 718 -6.9 'I 332 'I 082 2 619 65.q 

21q 221 -7 -3.2 2 841 2 729 1 745 62.d 

691 6'l7 44 6.8 3 955 3 730 2 235 77.0 

1 527 1 359 168 12.Q 4 096 4 000 2 638 55.3 

810 748 62 8.3 2 957 2 829 1 797 6Q.6 

317 309 8 2.6 3 567 3 169 1 841 93.8 

27 101 29 061 -1 960 -6.7 4 725' q 466 2 926 61.5 

189 222 -33 -14.9 4 855 4 664 2 983 62.8 

380 '156 -76 -16,7 2 568 2 407 1 665 5'1.2 

711 540 171 31.7 3 522 3 31~ 2 323 51.0 

2 002 1 981 21 1.1 3 'l70 3 485 2 221 56.2 

2 961 2 927 34 1.2 3 775 3 580 2 190 72.4 

1 789 1 742 47 2.7 3 q95 3 290 1 986 76.0 

83. 787 75 929 7 858 10.3 4 616 4 316 2 716 70.0 

399 398 1 0.3 3 M7 3 488 2 253 61.9 

187 255 ~68 -26.7 2 ~Lf4 2 338 1 510 61.9 

~ '187 '+ 300 187 4.3 '+ 025 3 846 2 4'l1 64,9 

7 '+92 7 275 217 3.0 5 142 1\ 793 2 932 75.4 

'148 411 37 9.0 5 270 5 OqO 3 255 61.9 

52 600 47 668 4 932 10.3 4 812 'l 508 2 833 69.9 

159 146 13 8.9 I[ 426 'l 233 2 73'l 61.9 

:3 326 2 300 1 026 4'l.6 3 733 3 589 2 368 57.6 

12 118 11 855 263 2.2 3 231 2 836 1 782 81.3 

4 9'+6 5 111 _165 -3.2 3 272 3 018 1 B56 76.3 

39 445 :n 55'1 5 891 17 .6 3 825 3 587 2 201 73.8 

"75 4'10 35 8.0 3 365 3 108 1 901 77.0 

719 655 64 9.8 3 639 3 313 1 902 91.3 

187 161 26 16.1 3 884 3 529 2 185 77.~ 

7 560 ~ 489 3 071 68.4 3 922 3 735 2 299 70.6 

16 718 15 934 78 /+ 4.9 3 392 3 159 1 961 73.0 

35 557 3'1 137 1 l!20 tt~2 q 2'+5 1I 293 2 447 73.5 

2. 108 1 921 187 9.7 q 46 /1 4 465 2 302 93.9 

91 99 -8 -8.1 3 930 " 016 2 12.3 85.1 

1 937 1 96'1 -27 -1.'1 3 877 'I 020 2 181 77 .8 

1 181 1 300 -119 -9.2 3 912 J 856 2 021 93.6 

20 020 19 096 924 4.a '[ 583 4 596 2 705 69.'1 

5 866 6 015 -149 -2.5 3 978 'I 341 2 535 56.9 

280 301 -21 -7.0 3 '129 3 843 2 2,+0 53.1 

155 214 -59 -27.6 4 119 Q 616 2 690 53.1 

:5 206 3 227 -21 -0.7 4 15"1 4 394 2 588 60.7 

612 680 -68 -10.0 3 553 q 356 2 424 46.6 
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Table 1. July 1. 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the statl. 
Counties. and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

. (FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CFNSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
_____ ~I_S_AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT FOR MEANING OF syMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) 

INCOME POPULA nON ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy 

f--. 

AHEA 

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

HAMILTON COUNTY ••• .. I> ~ ~ e • * • 

HAMILTON •••••••••••••• .... e ~ II .. II " 

HICD •••••••••••••••••• t ... ~ .. D U " 

HANSFORD COUNTY ••• ~ ~ $ • , Q .. ~ 

GKUVER ••••••••••••••.• 
SPEARMAN •••••••••••••• 

.~~&~~~~ 

" ......... ,.11-

HARDEMAN COUNTY ••• 

CHILLICOTHE ••••••••••• 
QUANAH •• ~ ••••••••••••• 

8' ~ ~ 0 ~ " 9 ~ 

~ ~ ~ e a " .. 01 

o .. ~ 0 ... ,. ,. 

HARDIN COUNTy •••••• 

KOUNTZE •••••••••••••• , • 
LuMBERTON •••••••••••••• 
ROSE HILL ACRES •••••••• 
SILSREE 1 ••• oa •••••• 8 •• , 

SOUR LAKE •••••••••••••• 

HARRIS COUNTy •••••• 

BAYTOWN.~ •••••••••••••• 
BELLAIRE ••••••••••••••• 
BUNKER HILL VILLAGE •••• 
DEER PARK •••• 6 ••••••••• 

EL LAGO.~ •••••• &.e •••••• 

GALENA PARK •••••••••••• 
HEDWIG VILLAGE ••••••••• 
HILSHIRE VILLAGE ••••••• 

HOUSTON iPAKTl' •••••••• 
HUMBLE •• ~ ••••••••• " •••• 
HUNTERS CREEK VILLAGE •• 
JACINTO CITy ••••••••••• 
JERSEY VILLAGE ••••••••• 
KATY (PART) •••••••••••• 
LA PORTE' ••••••••••••••• 
LOMAX ••••••••••• II" 1;1'" 

MISSOURI CITY (PART) ... 
MORGAN'S POINT ••••••••• 
NASSAU BAy ••••••••••••• 
PASADENA ••••••••••••••• 
PEARLAND (PART) •••••••• 
PINEY POINT VILLAGE •••• 
SEA8ROOK~ ••••• · •• , •••••• 
SHOREACRES ••••••••••••• 

SOUTH HOUSTON •••••••••• 
SOUTHSIDE PLACE •••••••• 
SPRING VALLEy •••••••••• 
STAFFORD (PART) •••••••• 
TAYLOR lAKE' .......... . 
TOMBALL •••••••••••••••• 
WALLER (PART) •••••••••• 
WEBSTER.~ •• 8D •••••••••• 

WEST UNIVERSITY PLACE •• 

.. IF .......... 

........ 
,,_e"" 
"ou ..... 

Df·.·." ......... 

........ 0 

•• 11 •••• 

.... ~ • 0 '" 

f'."" 
.,." ... 
" , /I , • ~ II 

'f •• ••• ........ 
.,0& •• 11 

•• ", .. ell 

....... '" ....... ....... 

., ..... 
••••• II ~ .......... 
ftl"'11I 

••••• a. 

$., ••• a 

........ ..... ". ....... 

., ..... 

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

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

HARRISON COUNTy ••••• ••• a •• 

HALLSVILLE •••••••••••••• 
LONGVIEW (PART)' ........ 
MARSHALL~ ••••••••••••••• 
NESBITT.~ •••••••••••• , •• e 

SCOTTSVILLE ••••••••••••• 
UNCERTAIN ••••••••••••••• 
WASKOM •• ~ ••••••••••••••• 

HARTLEY COUNTy •••••• 

CHANNING~ ••••••••••••••• 
DALHART (PART) •••••••••• 

HASKELL COUNTy •••••• 

HASKELL.~ •••••••••••• • •• 
O'BRIEN ••••••••••••••••• 

...... 
••• 11 •• ...... 
• II •• ~ II ...... 
,e.'" 
••••• /1 

...... 
~ •• II • '" ...... 

....... 

....... ...... 
SEE FOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976 

7 450 

2 746 
1 OS6 

6 2'11 

1 336 
_3 289 

6 405 

1 077 
;5 709 

35 630 

2 269 
1 283 

508 
8 813 
1 706 

2 066 169 1 

50 1\31 
17 230 

4 '1'i2 
18 65'+ 

3 257 
9 674 
:5 994 

829 

1 /150 534 1 
6 281 
4 580 

11 095 
966 

5 022 
8 549 
1 096 

7 842 
716 

6 702 
103 450 -

2 852 
5 628 
2 159 

11 782 
1 316 
3 656 

96 
:} 612 
5 175 

H7 
2 '175 

15 133 

'15 836 

1 359 
865 

2'1 670 
270 
282 
222 

1 679 

3 315 

339 
1 680 

8 068 

3 622 
232 

CHANGE, 
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 

1970 r---. --
(CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 

1----------

7 198
1 

252 3.5 

2 760 -14 -0.5 
975 81 8.3 

6 351 -110 -1.7 

1 265 71 5.6 
:3 435 -146 .,'1.3 

6 795 ··390 -5,7 

1 116 -39 'i 3 9/18 ~239 

29 996 ? 634 18,8 

2 173 96 '1.'1 
1 05'1 229 21.7 

'131 77 17.9 
7 696 1 117 1'1.5 
1 69/1 12 0.7 

7'11 912 324 257 18.6 

'I) 980 6 851 15.6 
19 009 ~l 779 -9.4 

:3 977 /165 11.7 
12 773 5 881 '16.0 

2 308 949 111.1 
10 '179 -805 -7.7 

3 255 739 22.7 
627 202 32.2 

280 118 170 416 13.3 
3 272 3 009 92.0 
3 959 621 15.7 
9 563 1 532 16.0 

765 201 26.3 
2 017 :; 005 1'l9.0 
7 1'19 1 400 19.6 

69'! 202 22.6 

:; 173 " 669 1'l7.1 
593 123 20.7 

'l 462 2 240 50.2 
89 957 13 '193 15.0 

- - ... 
2 5"8 304 11.9 
:; 811 1 817 "7.7 
1 872 287 15.3 

11 527 255 2.2 
1 1166 -150 -10.2 
3 170 'l86 15.3 

61 35 57.'1 
1 798 1 81'! 100.9 
2 73'1 2 '141 89.3 

131 16 12.2 
2 231 2'l'l 10.9 

13 317 1 816 13.6 

'Ill 8'11 995 2.2 

1 038 321 30.9 
761 104 13.7 

22 937 1 733 7.6 
271t .q -1.5 
259 23 8.9 
202 20 9.9 

1 460 219 15.0 

2 782 533 19.2 

336 3 0.9 
1 365 315 23.1 

6 512 -lIqll -5.2 

3 655 -33 -0.9 
258 -26 -10.1 

(DOLLARS) 
--,--

pERCENT 
CHANGE. 

1974 191>9 TO 
1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

.------- .. -----
3 794 3 390 2 270 67,1 

3 859 J 489 2 275 69.6 
3 298 2 958 1 984 66.2 

6 304 5 520 3 053 106,5 

n~~ 5 447 3 149 l.01.1 
5 29b J 033 99,3 

q 278 3 927 2 4G6 72,1 

2 955 2 907 1 764 67,5 
4 699 II 257 2 829 66.1 

II 071 3 777 2 365 72.1 

3 569 3 285 2 037 75.2 
'I 223 3 895 2 545 65.9 
5 585 5 143 J 3'16 66.9 
'I 251 3 91'1 2 402 77.0 
4 982 'I 6'18 2 925 70.3 

5 815 5 255 3 391 71.5 

5 753 5 160 3 426 67.9 
7 208 6 ~qO :.I 979 81.2 

13 714 12 382 7 88' 74,0 
6 029 5 256 3 296 82.9 
7 754 7 029 II 877 59,0 
5 318 II 759 3 105 71.3 
8 961 8 103 5 212 71.9 
7 6~4 7 02'1 'I 671 63.6 

5 726 5 187 3 301 73.5 
5 398 'I 682 :; 167 70.'1 

17 229 15 515 9 72/1 77.2 
q 754 4 312 2 8,,4 67,2 
7 706 6 653 II '108 7'1,8 
5 55'! 5 27'1 :; 092 79,6 
5 '135 4 9211 3 231 68,2 
5 962 5 '1J'I :3 6q7 6'1,0 

5 736 5 21B 3 "S7 6'1,5 
6 50:; 5 966 :; 988 63.1 

10 326 9 :n1 6 176 67.2-
5 '183 'l 967 , 312 65.5 

- - - .. , 
20 212 18 155 11 196 80.5 

6 947 6 29'1 'I 110 69,0 
6 567 6 O'!Lf q 080 61.0 

" "'19 " 029 2 797 59,1 
7 653 7013 " 801 59.4 
8 062 7 309 4 61'1 7'1,7 
5 907 5 '120 J 623 63,0 
9 720 B 928 5 988 62,3 
5 009 'I 631 2 938 70,5 
q 137 3 796 2 537 63.1 
5 336 5 084 3 63'1 39,2 
8 072 7 272 'I 626 711,5 

3 803 :3 117'1 2 32" 63,6 

4 376 :3 9'1S 2 6'11 65,7 
3 541 3 218 2 062 71.7 
q 149 3 823 2 5'13 63.2 
:5 779 ;, 1169 2 216 70.5 
2 '162 2 259 1 "If 'I 70.5 
3 682 3 380 2 159 70,5 
3 707 :;I 516 2 372 56.3 

5 /115 5 026 :3 07'1 76.2 

3 515 :5 331 2 4,If '1'1,'1 
6 930 6 234 :3 673 88,7 

q 159 :3 527 2 186 90.3 

4 071 3 636 2 288 77.9 
2 219 1 630 1 O'l6 116,3 



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.) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

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

ROCHESTER ••••••••••••••••••••• 
RULE <II ., n .. '(I " & ....... \I .. \I If .. " .. , " 0'1 .. II ~ 8 II 

STAMFORD (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
WEINERT •••••••••••••• , •••••••• 

HAyS COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

BUDA 0 ., 41 " " " " " II II • ., " .. , ~ e 9 .. " 6 ell" " II 

KYLE.,o"o" •• .,oooo ...... "eoo"oe""o 
SAN MARCOS •••••••• , ••••••••••• 

HEMPHILL COUNTy ........... 

C ANADIAN; ••••••••••••••••••••• 

HENDERSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

A 
8 
B 
C 
C 
C 
E 
E 

THENS •• ' •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ERRyVILLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
ROWNSBORO •••••••••••••••••••• 
ANEY CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 
HANDLER •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OFFEE CITY" "" /I " .. " .... /I • a .. fl. 0 , • ~ 

°NCHANTED OAKS •••••••••••••••• 
USTACE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

G 
M 
M 
M 
P 
P 
5 
5 

UN BARREL CITy ••••••••••••••• 
ALAKOFF •••••••••••••••••••••• 
OORE STATION ••••••••••••••••• 
URCHISON ....... e •••••••• ae~ •••• 

AYNE SPRINGS ••••••••••••••••• 
OYNOR •• ~ ••••••••••••• "'., ••• 
EVEN POINTS •••••••••••••••••• 
TAR HARBOR ••••••••••••••••••• 

T 
T 

COL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
R!NIDAD~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 

HIDALGO COUNTy •••••••••••• 

A 
D 
E 
E 
E 
H 
L 
L 

LAMO ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ONNA .. II ~ ' .. *' ........ II .... III .. II .. I> .... III .. $ .... flo 

DCOUCH ••••••••••••••••• , ••••• 
DINE'URG ...................... 
LSA o #I .. " D .... 110 .. II .. " fI""".'" /10 (I a ~"" $ 

IDALGO ....................... 
A JOVA" ~ .. II .... II .. II """ \I. e .. Q e'" fI .. " 

A VILLA ...................... 

CALLEN ' •••••••••••••••••••••• M 
ME 
M 
PA 
PA 
Prl 
SA 
WE 

RCEDES ••• , •••••••••••••••••• 
I S5 I ON 1 <10 D <I <'I .. II a " <t" 0 0) • <I I' 10 I) 10 ~ <'I Q .. 

LMHURST ••••••••••••• , ••••••• 
LMVIEW ...................... 
ARR ••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 
N JUAN' ••••••••••••••••••••• 

. SLACO 1 ... \10 " Q .. I' <i e " II _ '" $ ~ <I II \) ~ ij ~ oJ '" 

AS 
BL 
By 
CO 
HI 
HU 
IT 
MA 

ME 
MO 
PE 
WH 

HILL COUNTy •••••••• , •••••• 

BOTT ••••• , •••••••••••• ,,·.· •• 
UM .......................... 
NUM It .. ~ <III " .. <I ~ " !t It " .. (\ '" g " ~ ~ " ~ ~ a D ~ 
V I NGTON G " It Q It I) e .. It ~ <t ...... " ~ It ~ ~ # ~ 
LLSBORO ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BBARD It " (J ~ e .. OIl " '!l (J <t ~ 0:1 " ~ 11 .. ~ ~ Q ~ ~ iI 

ASCA."46~~"eltQe".$o .. 1I.(J ...... cil 
LONE" .. " ~ It ., ~ (;I .., "' .. '" It $ .. ~"(J e 9 • It It 

RTfNS ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UNT CALM., $ .. It 1;/ " e Q (I • " .. e " 0 G " ~ ~ • 

NELOPE \0 ... <I II <t " .... (I , .. (I It .. e f>"" " .... 
lTNEY. ~ ........ " ........... 

HOCKLEY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

AN 
LE 
RO 
51-! 
SU 

TON ... " & .... " (I .... ill .. ' It G II ~ II" n40 e ij,,4O 

VELLAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PE5VlLLE •••••••••••••••••••• 
YER fI , " , ... " I) • <) " (I IJ <I III , " " ~ ~ " ~ , " & • 

NOOWN ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JULY 1, 
1976 

------

511 
936 
126 
271 

34 795 

540 
1 988 

23 168 

3 949 

3 090 

31 868 

9 ?01 
36? 
470 
177 
978 
18'1 

13 
783 

~78 

2 350 
268 
685 
164 
2'14 
22'1 

97 

1 039 
1 239 

232 026 

5 631 
8 955 
2 919 

20 819 
5 215 
1 627 
1 508 
1 621 

51 629 
10 354 
17 02'1 

128 
222 

19 483 ., 083 
19 966 

22 668 

353 
311 
112 
2'10 

6 ~28 

1 775 
1 403 

3'19 

101 
3'17 
196 

1 668 

21 ?63 

1 1'15 
12 013 

552 
336 

1 193 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT ENO Of TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

529 
1 02 '1 

130 
255 

27 61J2 

498 
1 629 

18 860 

3 034 

2 292 

26 '166 

9 582 
92 

47'1 
117 
765 
157 

12 
491 

327 
2 045 

218 
432 
122 
182 
186 

83 

258 
1 079 

181 535 

'I 291 
7 365 
2 656 

17 163 
'I 400 
1 289 
1 217 
1 255 

39 068 
9 355 

13 506 
120 
172 

15 829 
5 736 

16 165 

22 596 

375 
382 
170 
233 

7 22'1 
1 572 
1 '183 

305 

109 
363 
212 

1 371 

20 396 

1 034 
11 '1'15 

'183 
265 

1 129 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 

-" 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

-18 -3.4 3 892 3 288 1 831 112.6 
-88 -8.6 4 645 3 787 2 209 110.3 
-4 -3d 3 936 3 2'1b 1 81 9 116,4 
16 6.3 5 528 4 558 2 555 116.'1 

'7 153 25.9 3 421 3 129 2 085 6'1.1 

42 8.4 3 930 3 664 2 350 67.2 
359 22.0 2 394 2 174 1 456 64.4 

Ij 308 22.8 3 055 2 800 1 918 59,3 

865 28.0 'I 278 3 718 2 389 79.1 

798 34.8 4 398 3 902 2 '131 80.9 

5 402 20.4 3 679 3 321 2 163 70.1 

-381 -4.0 3 381 3 090 2 176 55.4 
270 293.5 3 371 3 103 1 950 72.9 
-4 -0.8 3 0'16 2 8'1'1 1 91 9 58.7 
60 51.3 2 510 2 310 1 '152 72.9 

213 27.8 3 831 3 610 2 245 70,6 
27 17.2 2 99'1 2 756 1 732 72.9 

1 8.3 3 712 3 417 2 1118 72.8 
292 59.5 3 384 3 116 1 929 75,'1 

251 76.8 'I 886 II 820 2 811 73.ti 
305 H.9 3 249 2 936 1 822 78.3 

50 22.9 3 713 3 1118 2 148 72.9 
253 58.6 3 728 3 315 2 399 55.'1 

42 34.4 3 957 3 642 2 289 72,9 

62 34.1 3 713 3 '118 2 1'18 72.9 
38 20.4 3 629 3 3'10 2 099 72.9 
1'1 16.9 'I 819 4 435 2 787 72.9 

781 302.7 5 976 5 500 3 456 72.9 
160 14.8 3 625 3 379 2 029 78,7 

50 491 27.8 2 402 2 332 1 482 62.1 

1 3'10 31.2 2 000 1 988 1 250 60.0 
1 590 21.6 1 772 1 794 1 129 57.0 

263 9.9 1 856 1 872 1 167 59,0 

3 656 21.3 2 750 2 621 1 654 66,3 
815 18.5 1 609 1 526 1 012 59.0 
338 26.2 1 688 1 627 1 0'18 61.1 
291 23.9 1 764 1 723 1 156 52.6 
366 29.2 1 135 1 108 741 53.2 

12 561 32.2 3 257 3 173 1 955 66.6 
999 10.7 2 030 1 925 1 229 65.2 

3 518 26.0 2 482 2 466 1 '186 67,0 
8 6.7 2 086 2 040 1 373 '51.9 

50 29.1 2 2'17 2 197 1 478 52",0 

3 654 23.1 1 913 1 853 1 228 55.tl 

1 347 23.5 1 927 1 941 1 308 47,3 
3 801 23.5 2 574 2 '167 1 564 6'1.6 

721 
0.3 3 702 3 '188 2 191 69.0 

-22 ,.9 3 501 3 505 2 3'16 119.2 

-71 -18.6 4 '131 3 9'15 2 192 t02.1 
-58 -34.1 3 835 3 683 2 202 7'1.2 

7 3.0 3 810 3 659 2 188 .I 
~396 -5.5 3 376 3 315 2 179 

203 12.9 3 217 3 08~ 2 022 
-80 -5,,! 3 272 .3 109 1 837 1 

'1'1 14.4 2 902 2 788 t 667 1 

-8 -7.3 3 854 3 701 2 213 
-16 -'1.4 3 739 3 '152 2 129 
-16 -7.5 3 153 3 028 l 8.\1 
297 21.7 3 957 3 863 2 250 

867 '1.3 3 778 3 554 2 179 73.4 

111 10.7 3 01)9 2 915 1 722 77 ,1 
568 5.0 4 

357\ 
Ij 01)5 2 '173 76,2 

69 1/j.3 3 I)ljl) 2 960 1 991 73.0 
71 26.8 2 862 2 899 1 823 57,0 
611 5.7 3 621 3 316 2 067 75.2 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION L~SS 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) 

.. ·r------

19 

.. 
POPULA Tl ON ESTHlATED PER CAPITA MONEy ! NCOi1E 

ARE A 

f-------'---"-"~--'----'--"----

HOOD COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

GRAN 
LlPA 
TOlA 

BURy" ... " ............... 
Nt> II .. ~ <II B ~,,~'" ~ ~ Q Q"" ft 1\" & 0 ~ ~ III 

R ~ I> 11 If 0 .. 0" .. II .. " " " G' " '" " ~ It @ " ~ 11 " " 

COMO 
CUMB 
SULP 
TlRA 

CRoe 
GRAP 
I(ENN 
LOVE 

BIG 
COAH 
FORS 

DELL 

HOPKINS COUNTY •••••••••••• 

"'1'l~"~'l' .. 0~~"O .. "."~ .. lI .. ~'I"&-6" .. 

Y",ue~ .. ~ Q.,o o I!> ~ 00"" Ii" ~ Q ~q ~,,$ 

HUR ~PRINGS ••••••••••••••• 
<l~lIpDG""fI~~(\~~~~ ~~"$~"O8"" 

HOUSTON COUNTV~ .. " .. ~.,$O,,~ft 

KETr a "" • e , .. '" t II $ " D ~ , ~ ~ e ...... II 

ELAND ..................... 
ARD .. ~ fi " " G " • OJ .... , .. " ~ • 0 P G ~ .. & " 

LADY II II " " 0 II 0 .... "II ~ " & j) e Ii 0 , ... ~ 

HOWARD COUNTV ••• l!e~ ••• fi ••• 

SPRI~G •••••••••••••••• , ••• 
OMA. p It 9 •• II 'I" II' II' 1I ... It. II ...... II' III 

AN •• 11' .. II • • '& $> ~ Q"'J & ... U 11\ u t U I\> I> G " 

HUDSPETH COUNTy ••••••••••• 

CITy ••••••••••••••••••••• 

HUNT COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

o MILLS •••••••••••• , •••••• CADD 
CAMP 
CELE 
COMM 
GREE 
L.ONE 
NEYL 
DurN 

BELL ~ • <I> ,,~ • I> •• II II <it • ~ g •• ~ II • " II 

STE.~ ••• ~ •• & ••••••••••••• ~ 
EReE ...................... 
NVIL.~E •••••••••••••••••••• 

OAK ... "'. "'. '" 11. a",,,, "' ... '" '" '" '" "' .. II 

ANDV'~LE •••••••••••••••••• 
LAN. '" "' .. '" $10 •• "' ..... "' ..... "' .. o. .. 

WEST 
WOL.FE 

TAWAKONI ••••••••••••••••• 
CITY <I'" "' .. ". (10 "'" ... '" 0 6 II". "' .. Ii 

H 

BORGE 
FRITC 
SANFO 
STlNN 

UTCHINSON COUNTy ••••••••• 

R •• o '" b" '" II Q 0 '" 41 fI to. It 0 '" ",,, P." '" 

H (PART) •••••••• ~ •••••••• 
RD. ,It "Gil" '" '" It '" '" "'" '" '" "' •• '" '" "''' '" 

ETT" II.' e." OJ. e,l" e ...... u .... • 

'RION COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

~lERTl ON •• (I ..... " .. ,,"" ell" .. " '" ~ II e '" " " 

,J 

BRYSO 
JACI(S 

J 

EDNA, 
GANAD 

J 

BROWN 
dASPE 
KIRBY 

J 

VALEN 

ACK COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

Nil" 011." "6 •• ,, e oe ..... " 00"" II 

BORO. p " .. , .. II I) .. , \I " " ............. ~ 

ACKSON COUNTY .... ~~ ••• P ••• 

" " .. ,. , e , .. e ~ .... III P .... e • " 9 II " " fI " 

0 ........... 0 ....... e' ........ /I '" ... II .. 

ASPER COUNTy ••••••••• , ••• 

DEL~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
R"., /I ~ " ..... to " .. " e ... II, D .. ~ .. "" 

VILLE ••••••••• & •••••••••• 

EFF DAVIS COUNTy ••••••••• 

TINE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

APRIL 1. 
dULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CEflSUS) 
----

10 589 6 368 

5 061 2 473 
261 333[ 
383 312 

22 167 20 710 [ 

'172 Will 
599 628 

11 ill. 10 642 
205 177 

18 430 17 855 

6 338 6 616 
1 409 1 211 

428 4'18 
417 388 

38 179 37 796 

29 174 28 735 
1 110 .\ 158 

299 237 

2 898 2 392 

468 383 

50 096 47 948 

870 935 
624 567 
598 736 

9 279 9 534 
22 083 2.2 043 

600 518 
195 186 

1 009 B4'! 

473 /j65 
1 310 1 '133 

25 625 24 443 

1'1 503 14 195 
2 440 1 778 

254 181 I 

2 050 2 014 

1 138 1 070 

532 513 

(, 436 6 711 

517 455 
3 400 3 554 

12 964 12 975 

5 592 5 332 
1 798 1 640 

2.7 095 211 692 

256 243 
6 892 6 251 
1 830 1 869 

1 '1'10 '1 527 

226 213 

(DOLLARS) 
"-----

CHANGE. PERCENT 
19'70 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

1~7'1 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1970 

4 221 66,,) 4 370 3 85..3 2 5q~, 71..8 

2 S88 104.7 4 910 4 35'>1 2 805 75.0 
-72 "'21.6 3 017 2 5!l(J l 876 60.8 

'II. 22.8 4 625 3 954 2 821 63.9 

1 457 7.0 'I 031 3 6'>2 2 493 61.7 

-2 .~ 2 599 2 56c: 1 934 3'j,4 
-29 3 285 2 960 2 074 58.4 
469 .4 'i '130 'I 17'1 2 721 62.8 

28 15.8 'I 4112 'I 193 2 7.33 62.5 

575 3",2 2 877 2 666 1 636) 75.9 

-278 -4.2 2 987 2 7'16 1 674 78.4 
198 16.4 3 536 3 374 2 116 67.l 
-20 -4.5 3 023 2 913 1 777 70.1 

29 7.5 3 511 3 337 2 138 64.2 

383 1.0 4 451 4 130 2 619 70.0 

439 1.5 ,. 550 4 189 2 660 I 71.1 
-48 -4.1 5 256 If 361 2 6~B 98.5 

62 26.2 4 136 4 095 2 624 57.6 

506 21.2 3 176 2 622 1 652 92.3 

85 22.2 If 067 3 175 2 009 102.4 

2 148 4.5 3 877 3 592 2 547 52.2 

... 65 ~7.0 3 LiS} 3 292 2 139 62.8 
57 10.1 Ij 177 3 565 2 503 66,9 

-138 -18.8 3 713 3 169 2 387 55.6 
-255 -2.7 3 593 3 302 2 301 56.1 

40 0.2 'I 187 3 891 2 782 50.5 
82 15.8 3 553 3 056 2 017 76.2 

9 4.B 2 541 2 345 1 63'1 55 11 5 
165 19.5 3 053 2 791 1 887 61.0 

B 1.7 3 912 3 602 2 493 56.9 
-123 -8.6 3 382 3 394 2 503 35 •. 1 

1 182 4.8 5 323 4 805 2 957 80.0 

308 2.2 5 519 4 977 3 015 83.1 
662 37.2 4 114 3 742 2 %8 66.7 

73 40.3 4 371 3 941 2 509 74.2 
36 1.8 q 391 3 904 2 404 82.7 

68 6.4 3 951 3 'i14 2 229 77.3 

19 3.7 4 249 3 544 2 OS4 103.9 

-275 -4.1 3 815 3 605 2 215 72.2 

62 13.6 3 217 3 026 1 B80 71.1 
-154 ·4.3 3 960 3 753 2 300 72.2 

-11 -0.1 4 216 3 86'1 2 207 91.0 

260 4.9 4 110 3 721 2 198 87.0 
158 9.6 4 745 4 501 2 574 84.3 

2 403 9.7 3 668 3 396 2 158 70,0 

13 5.3 2 238 2 177 1 275 75.5 
641 10.3 q 018 3 670 2 '107 66.9 
-39 -2.1 3 342 3 240 2 021 65.4 

-87 ~5.7 3 252 2 731 1 893 71,8 

13 6.1 2 833 I 2 349 1 635 73.3 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1915 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 
(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA. INCOME FIGURE 

IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT) . 
I 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA HONEy INCOME 

AKEA 

JEFFERSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

BEAUMONT •••••••••••••••••••••• 
BEVIL OAKS ............... • .... 

CH I NA" "" ~ " " " " " " " " (I " " " " "" " .. tI " ". GRIFFING PARK ••••••••••••••••• 
GROVES /io""" """ """" II .... "",,. "" .. " .... 

NEDERLAND ••••••••••••••••••••• 
NOME. 0 1>.11 fI" II II I> 1>. It (;I I> II. II II II II I> fI" I> II 

PORT ARTHUR' •••••••••••••••••• 
PORT NECHES1" 1> • .... ,I. II II II {I .. II (I " II G 

JIM HOGG COUNTy ••••••••••• 

JIM WELLS COUNTy •••••••••• 

ALICE ......................... 
OKANGE GROVE •••••••••••••••••• 
PREMONT.a ••••••••• e ••••••••••• 
SAN DIEGO (PART) III II. II II' eo II II 8. I> II 

JOHNSON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ALVARADO~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BHIAROAKS •••••• # •••••••••••••• 

BURLESON (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
CLEBURNE~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 

ODLEY •• ~ •••••• It " ••••• II .,. 111 •• " •• 

GRANDVIEW ••••••••••••••••••••• 
G 

J 
K 

M 
R 
V 

A 
A 
H 
H 
L 
S 

F 
K 
K 
R 

c 
C 
D 
F 
H 
K 
I( 
L 

M 
o 
o 
T 

8 

OSHUA •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
EENE. 1\ 1101 ••• "" .. " ....... III I II I ..... 

ANSFIELD (PART)' ••••••••••••• 
10 VIST~ ••••••••••••• o ••••••• 

ENUS"" •••••••• tltl I •• ' ..... e I.' 

JONES COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BILENE ~PART) •••••••• 8 ••••• a. 
NSON ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
AMLIN (~ART) •• ~ •• 8 •••••• o •••• 

AWLEY •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
UEDERS ............ a-"" ........... 
TAMFORD (PART) •• " ••••••••••• " 

KARNES COUNTy, •••••••••••• 

ALLS CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 
ARNES CITy ••••••••••••••••••• 
ENEDY •• ~ .... /I " 1/ •• e , ..... I " II It It " •• 

UNGEe"." ..... " .... e. /I 8 e .. \I" OJ. l>' 

KAUFMAN COUNTy •••••••••••• 

OMBINE ~PART) •• a.88G~8q~~.GO~ 
RANDALLo& •••• o ••• ~ ••• D •• eaG.D 

ALLAS (~ART).,.~'p ••• 8.e ••• q. 
ORNEV ••• ,.' ••• 8.0 ••• Q$ ••• ~ ••• 

EATH CPART) ••••••••••••••••• e 

AUFMAN.? ••••••• oo •• "oe o •••• 

EMP, 8l1e,fll "'." ... '1110 0 e .. 0'" P'" It ••• 

AWRENCE", " ..... $" " ....... " , .... II" " oJ fI '" ... 

A8ANK •••• e ••••••••••••••• o ••• 

AK GROVE ••••• e •• eeoe~'.9 ••• 0. 

AK RIDG~.o.69,o •• Qo •• 'oe.'~.o 
ERRELL ....................... 

KENDALL COUNTy •••••••••••• 

OERNE •• ,.sse •• oooa ••• ".e •••• 

KENEDY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

I 

SEE: FOOTNOTE AT END 01' TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

2'14 658 246 402 

117 327 117 5'18 
720 663 

1 407 1 255 
2 028 2 075 

17 820 18 067 
18 195 16 810 

571 521 
61 362 64 635 
13 379 11 525 

'I 702 4 65'1 

3'1 501 33 032 

20 468 20 121 
1 239 1 075 
2 786 3 282 

806 731 

56 133 '15 769 

2 513 2 129 
394 277 

10 539 7 367 
15 808 16 015 

583 533 
982 935 

1 '129 924 
2 677 2 4'10 

7 7 
453 370 
490 414 

16 'i04 16 106 

41'1 39'1 
2 670 2 615 
3 102 3 322 

575 4'12 
420 511 

Ii 159 4 428 

12 663 13 462 

4'18 '142 
2 974 2 926 
3 921 " 156 
1 020 1 1'17 

35 063 '2 392 

220 219 
7'16 77'1 
- ~ 

2 199 1 7'15 
92 71 

" 1'16 'I 012 
1 '151 999 

113 98 

1 802 1 239 
117 90 
151 135 

12 169 14 182 

8 803 6 96'1 

:3 25/1 2 4:!!2 

590 678 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

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

~l '1'1'1 ~O.7 ~ 995 'I 576 2 887 73,0 

~221 ~o.2 5 127 'I 666 2 982 71.9 
57 8.6 'I 925 5 072 3 573 37.8 

152 12.1 2 768 3 040 2 112 31.1 
-'17 -2.3 8 122 8 287 5 225 55.'1 

-247 -1.'1 5 626 5 126 J 165 77.8 
1 365 8.2 5 398 II 897 3 051 76.9 

50 9.6 3 299 3 278 2 190 50,6 
-J 273 -5.1 4 353 4 026 2 562 69.9 

1 854 16.1 5 253 4 71'1 2 991 75,6 

48 1.0 2 301 1 957 1 367 68.3 

1 '169 '1.'1 3 '105 3 103 1 950 7'1.6 

3'17 1.7 3 678 3 284 2 0'10 80,3 
16'l 15.3 2 959 2 870 1 687 75.'1 

-'196 -15.1 3 270 3 017 2 111 54.9 
75 10.3 1 917 1 829 1 138 68.5 

10 36'! 22.6 4 333 3 991 2 71 9 59.'1 

384 18.0 3 428 :5 222 2 136 60.5 
117 42.2 4 96'1 4 687 3 120 59,1 

3 172 43.1 4 554 'I 157 2 931 55,'1 
-207 -1.3 'I 688 'I 333 2 820 66,2 

50 9 ... 3 565 3 390 2 312 5'1.2 
47 5.0 3 781 J 636 2 455 511,0 

505 54.7 4 188 3 88'1 2 671 56.8 
237 9.7 3 880 3 6'17 2 430 59,7 

- - q 199 :5 836 2 690 56.1 
83 22.4 2 692 2 768 1 939 38.8 
76 IB.4 Q 251 3 762 2 483 71.2 

298 1.9 4 127 3 759 2 366 73.0 

20 5.1 5 025 4 650 2 880 74.5 
55 2.1 4 g2 :3 940 .2 379 7'1.1 

-220 -6.6 4 7D 'I 396 2 727 72.6 
133 30.1 3 185 2 957 1 885 69.0 
-91 -17.8 3 474 3 079 1 804 92.6 

-269 -6.1 " 125 3 752 2 535 62.7 

-799 -5.9 3 096 2 82'5 1 749 77,0 

6 1. 'I :3 935 3 377 2 051 91,9 
46 1.6 2 802 2 661" 1 701 64,7 

-235 -5.7 3 450 3 165 1 952 76.7 
-127 -11.1 1 913 1 662 1 046 82.9 

2 671 8.2 3 767 3 '195 2 266 66.2 

1 0.5 It 007 3 752 2 302 7Q,l 
-28 -3,6 J 860 3 769 2 592 '18.9 

- ... - - - .. , 
'15'1 26,0 'I 117 J 837 2 3'11 75,9 

21 29.6 3 776 J 536 2 170 7'1,0 
13'1 3.3 " 09'1 ;5 890 2 686 52.J 
'152 '15.2 J 856 J 520 2 136 80,5 

15 15.3 :3 512 3 28a 2 018 7'1,0 

563 It5.'1 3 765 3 517 2 156 7'1.6 
27 30.0 3 728 3 496 2 266 6/j,5 

16 11.9 :3 953 3 702 2 271 7'1.1 
-2 013 -1~.2 3 122 2 972 2 0115 52.7 

1 839 26.4 II q5q II 149 2 785 59,9 

822 33.8 :3 9'16 3 636 ;1 282 72.9 

-88 -13.0 2 525 2 219 1 775 42,3 



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

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

AREA 

-
KENT COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

JAyTON ........................ 

KERR COUNTy ............... 

KERRVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

KIMBLE COUNTy ............. 

JUNCTION ...................... 

KING COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

KINNEY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

B RACKETTVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
SPOFF ORD ••••• , •••••••••••••••• 

C 
K 

KLEBERG COUNTY •••••••••••• 

QRPUS CHRISTI (PART) ......... 
IN6SVILLE .................... 

KNOX COUNTY ••••••••••••••• 

ENJAMIN ...................... 
·OREE ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

R 
G 
K 
M 

8 
D 
P 
R 
R 
S 
T 

A 
E 
L 
o 
5 
5 

L 
L 

NOX CITy ••••••••••••••••• ; ••• 
UNDAY ....... , ................ 

LAMAR COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

LOSSOM ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
EPORT (PART) ................. 
AR IS ........ 0 ............... , ........ 

END •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OXTON ........................ 
UN VALLEy •••••••••••••••••••• 
oeD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

LAi>1B COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

MH,:RST ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARTH ......................... 
ITTLEFIELD ••••••••••••••••••• 
LTON ......................... 
PRINGLAKE •••••••••••••••••••• 
UDAN ......................... 

LAMPASAS COUNTy ••••••••••• 

AMPASAS ...................... 
0META ........................ 

LA SALLE COUNTy ••••••••••• 

OTULLA ....................... 

LAVACA COUNTY ••••••••••••• 

ALLtTTSVILLE ................. H 
M 
S 
YO 

0ULTON .......... ••••• ........ 
HINER ........................ 

AKUM (PART) ................. 

LEE COUNTy •••••••••••••••• 

IDDINAS •••••••••••••••••••••• G 
Lt. -XINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 

APRIL b 
JULY 1, ).970 

1976 I--...!..<:..ENSU~!... --

1 204 1 434 

686 703 

22 411 19 454 

14 461 12 672 

4 025 3 904 

2 971 2 654 

'Ill '16t1 

2 255 2 006 

1 861 1 539 
30 69 

33 046 33 166 

- -
29 088 28 915 

5 608 5 972 

30'1 308 
5'16 538 

1 454 1 536 
i 435 1 726 

38 431 36 062 

1 133 816 
683 726 

23 138 23 'I'll 
55'1 '187 
691 585 
200 -

5 5 

17 375 17 770 

81? 825 
1 128 1 152 
6 !>29 6 738 
1 735 1 782 

2'16 209 
900 976 

11 995 9 323 

7 170 5 922 
('53 633 

5 54'1 5 014 

3 764 3 415 

17 677 17 903 

2 701 2 712 
R'I8 968 

1 917 2 102 
3 559 3 299 

9 301 8 048 

3 '109 2 783 
901 719 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER 

1---.-----
PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197!i 

~230 -16.0 'I 203 3 921 2 077 102.~ 

-17 -2.4 3 800 3 612 2 084 82.3 

2 957 15.2 '+ 837 4 386 2 660 81.8 

1 789 14.1 4 867 4 383 2 639 8'1,4 

121 3.1 3 687 3 579 2 216 66,'! 

317 11.9 3 506 :I 440 1 964 78.5 

-53 -11.4 4 860 4 299 2 894 67.9 

249 12.4 2 506 2 337 1 514 65.5 

322 20.9 2 202 1 951 1 248 76,4 
-39 -56.5 2 280 2 020 1 292 76.S 

-120 -0.4 3 654 :I 333 2 150 70,0 

- ... - - - ... 
173 0.6 3 695 :3 368 2 156 71.'1 

-36'1 -6.1 :3 661 :3 282 1 896 93.1 

-4 -1,3 3 711 :3 363 2 259 64.3 
8 1.5 2 561 2 323 1 %'1 7'1,9 

-82 -5.3 :3 876 :3 '186 2 054 88.7 
-291 -16.9 'I 083 :3 820 2 027 101.'1 

2 369 6.6 :3 685 3 '141 2 297 60.'1 

317 38.8 :3 074 2 908 2 060 119.2 
-43 -5.9 3 308 2 8'10 2 073 59.6 

-303 -1.3 :3 860 3 668 2 386 61.'; 
67 13.8 4 045 3 670 2 731 118.1 

106 18.1 3 779 ;, 530 2 575 Ll6.8 
200 ... 3 797 :3 '142 - ... 

- - 3 356 3 040 2 190 53.2 

-395 -2.2 4 369 3 888. 2 177 100.7 

-13 -1.6 3 673 3 123 1 890 94,3 
-24 -2.1 'I 633 3 912 2 236 107,2 

-209 -3.1 'I 1'17 3 911 2 246 84,6 
-47 -2.6 3 808 2 996 1 766 115.6 

37 17.7 3 03'1 2 590 1 515 100.3 
-76 -7.8 'I 665 4 348 2 372 96.7 

2 672 28.7 3 549 3 329 2 292 54.8 

1 248 21.1 :3 595 3 '102 2 301 56,2 
20 3.2 2 828 2 676 1 810 56.2 

530 10.6 2 327 2 178 1 4'111 61,1 

3'19 10.2 2 197 2 002 1 37'1 59,9 

-226 -1.3 3 123 2 821 1 138 79.7 

-11 -0.4 'I 007 3 532 2 176 8'1.1 
-120 -12.'1 :3 260 2 879 1 899 71.7 
-185 -8.8 3 673 3 181 1 836 100.1 

260 7.9 3 225 3 179 2 031 58.8 

1 253 15.6 3 7'11 3 385 2 062 81.11 

626 22.5 3 467 3 113 2 001 7~.3 
182 25.3 3 5'15 3 220 1 8611 90.2 
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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 SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 

1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR M~ANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

POPULATION rSTI~ATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOMe 

AREA 
APR IL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 
(CENSUS) ______ _ ___________________ +-________ ~1~9_7~6~--~~~~~ 

LEON COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

8UFFALOtoooeQeo.eep&e.'tiO"D8~ 
CENTERVILLE ••••••••••••••••••• 
JEWETT •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LEONA .. ,' .................... .. 
MARQUEZ. ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
NORMANGEE (PART) •••••••••••••• 
OAKWOOD8~o8eee.o •• e •• e'9.9 •••• 

LIBERTY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

AMES." 0 III 0 ill .... ell"'.'"'' 0 to" e .. Q I II 0 

CLEVE\:.;,AND·.·-oo'·-;, 0 II II II .. " .... 0 "II 01 • II ,. 

DAISETTA~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
DAYTON 0 e • e • " •• II 0 .... 0 • " •• " " " {I {I {I 

DEVERS •••••••••• 0I8" ••• ,.~lIu •• ·1 

HARD IN •• · ••• " •• II • '" e ,.10 10 • 10 • II II ••• 

KENEFICK~ .................... . 
LIBERTY 0 • 011 011." U 0 '" If iHI' e u, 11'11.". 

NORTH CLEVELAND ••••••••••••••• 
PLUM G.ROVE <& II • " • e • .. e ••• , " G •••• I· 

LIMESTONE COUNTy •••••••••• 

COOLIDGE~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
GROESBEC~ ••••• $ •• "".· •• o •• ge.oOl 

KOSSE •• a"" $ " • ~ , e " " '" I III •• I I •• II I ~ • 

MEXIA •• I " • ., 8. e I "' ..... ". If •• ",,".0 
TEHUACANA •••• II.".e.~a~ •• e.a •• 1 

THORNTON~& •• aa.ti$@ •• D.& ••• DCO. 

LIPSCOMB COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BOOKER (PART)e •••• ~~ •• f~lIf •••• 
DARROUZETT •••••••••• e ••• c ••• e. 

FOLLETT.~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HI GG I NS. It e .. II ••• <II •• , •• ~ (\I • 0 ••• /I .. 

LIVE OAK COUNTy ••••••••••• 

GEORGE WEST ••••••• ~ ••••••••••• 
THREE RIVERS •••••••••••••••••• 

LLANO COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

LLANO II f! 1/1 ~ II 'II " • 11: It <!I e " ... '* ••• 6" l> II .... II 

SUNRISE BEACH VILLAGE ••••••••• 

LOVING COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

LUBBOCK COUNTy •••••• , •• , •• 

ABERNATHy (PART) •••••••••••••• 
IDAL.OUIlIt 01 iii .. " 0 I> <II 1:1 II $111" ~. ~ 0)" '" e e Q ~ 
LAI(E RAN!?OM CANyON ••••••• , •••• 
LUBBOCK ... OIl G If 0 • It .. O!) II " • 0) II .. "0 /I ~ .. 1\ <II II '" 

NEW DEAL', .. eo 0\1 " II 1& ~ ~ 0 It ~ Q 01 1.1 1.1 <I " ~ ~ H <I 

SHALLOWATER •••••••• , •• , ••••••• 
SLATON,$ 1& til" It ill.". '" 0" II 0)." oj .. II" $" it ~ 
WOLFFORTH "" ~ 8 !II ~ II., ~ "'I ill 9 tI .... ~ a \I 1'1 ~ .. 

LYNN COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

NEW HOME~ •••••••••••••••• , •••• 
OIDONNEL~ (PART) ............. . 
TAHOKAOO'$9~Q~.tI'~~O~.00'8~~~O 
WILSON t /J" if'" ~ 11 .. " \I .. e" II to" iI" G It" \I 1>" <I 

MCCULLOCH COUNTy •••••••••• 

BRADYe" I> ~ II • II " \I II .. " .,. III P " <I " '" " 0 " 0> ill 

MELVINt.o9\1""II.o1l.e.""g.~.".,,~ 

8 

39 

1 
6 
1 
II 

6 

18 

6 

6 

8 

2 

200 

165 

1 
6 
1 

9 

1 
2 

8 

5 

991 8 738 

255 2'12 
805 831 
479 It'!7 

91 96 
223 185 
626 623 
577 5lt7 

071 33 014 

159 920 
395 5 627 
090 1 084 
950 :3 804 
379 366 
496 551 
239 205 
331 5 942 

'In 40'1 
'183 411 

528 1M 100 

787 786 
611 2 396 
471 471 
005 5 9'13 
281 285 
538 433 

768 3 486 

987 904 
343 396 
587 522 
6'+8 582 

677 6 697 

935 2 022 
807 1 761 

572 6 979 

937 2 608 
333 253 

104 164 

207 179 295 

70'1 70'1 
885 729 
123 110 
936 1'19 101 
5'.5 40'1 
857 1 339 
737 6 583 
3'13 1 090 

028 9 107 

269 252 
018 1 017 
'1116 2 956 
475 433 

'125 8 571 

7110 5 557 
272 290 

CHANGE, 
1970 TO 1976 

NUMBER PERCENT 

253 2.9 

13 1.0 
-26 -3.1 

32 7.2 
-5 -5.2 
38 20.5 

3 0.5 
30 5.5 

6 057 18.3 

239 26.0 
768 13.6 

6 0.6 
1 146 30.1 

13 3.6 
-55 -10.0 

34 16.6 
389 6.5 

67 16.6 
72 17.5 

428 2.'1 

1 0.1 
215 9.0 - e 

62 1.0 
-4 -1.4 

105 24.2 

282 8.1 

83 9.2 
-53. -13.4 

65 12.5 
66 11.3 

-20 -0.3 

-87 -4.3 
46 2.6 

1 593 22.8 

329 12.6 
80 31.6 

-60 -36.6 

20 912 11.7 

- -
156 9.0 

13 11.8 
16 835 11.3 

141 34.9 
518 38.7 
154 2.3 
253 23.2 

-79 -0.9 

17 6.7 
1 0.1 

-10 -0.3 
42 9.7 

-146 -1.7 

183 3.3 
-18 -6.2 

(DOLLARS) 

pFRCENT 
CHANGE, 

1974 1969 TO 
1975 (REVISED) 1969 197~ 

3 404 3 010 1 866 82.'\ 

3 540 3 266 2 068 71.< 
4 513 3 95ti 2 626 71.9 
2 511 2 245 1 319 90.4 
3 163 2 864 1 810 74.d 
2 998 2 714 1 715 74.8 
3 005 2 732 1 729 73.d 
3 102 3 017 1 910 62.4 

4 157 3 774 2 276 82.6 

2 254 2 228 1 334. 69.0 
3 382 3 061 1 945 73.9 
4 154 3 821 2 310 79.b 
4 390 3 988 2 277 92.8 
3 528 3 829 2 298 53.0 
4 192 3 920 2 209 89.B 
4 466 'I '128 2 657 68.1 
5 158 'I 630 2 789 84.9 

4 957 lj 914 2 9'19 68.1 
2 438 2 417 1 451 68.0 

3 307 2 991 1 887 75.3 

3 075 2 756 1 533 88.3 
3 97'1 3 586 2 368 67,3 
3 030 2 524 1 676 80.8 
3 663 3 396 2 077 76.4 
3 814 3 310 2 140 78.2 
3 0'19 2 647 1 701 79,2 

5 522 4 637 2 877 91.9 

5 719 4 956 3 075 86.0 
5 843 4 992 2 992 95 • .3 
4 981 3 941 2 450 103.3 
5 203 4 437 2 758 88.7 

3 562 :5 193 2 0}8 7'1,d 

3 347 3 153 2 137 56.6 
3 184 2 797 1 911 66.0 

lj 209 3 782 2 399 75.'+ 

3 283 2 822 2 081 57.8 
3 840 3 347 2 409 59,4 

6 796 6 391 2 029 234,9 

'I 534 'I 261 2 720 66,7 

5 096 'I 401 2 637 93.2 
4 220 If 200 2 651 59.2 
3 607 3 492 2 235 61.4 
4 703 'I 401 2 815 67.1 
2 513 2 414 1 475 70.'1 
4 902 'I 406 ? 638 85.8 
3 492 :3 5/!'f 2 137 63.'1 
3 490 2 959 2 053 70.0 

3 270 5 429 2 4}5 34,j 

:> 502 5 '128 2 542 37.8 
2 9'15 5 0'16 2 102 40,1 
3 198 'I 937 2 306 38.7 
2 590 3 21U 1 777 45.8 

3 942 3 458 2 259 74,5 

'I 003 3 632 2 283 75." 
3 066 2 783 1 731 77,1 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 
APRIL 1, 

JUL Y 1, 1970 
1976 (CENSUS) 

----~----.---.--------"-.- -_.---_ .. _---f-------~.--

MCLENNAN COUNTY."., ••• ,.. 158 177 

BELLMEAD •••••••••• " ... , ••••• , 
8EVERLY HILLS, ..... ,,, ...... .. 
BRUCEVILLE-EDDY (PART)., •• " •• 
CRAWFORD,.,.", ••• , ........ ,. , 
GHOLSON, ....... ",." ...... , •• 
GOLINDA (PART), ••• , •••• , ••• ,., 
HALLSBURG ••• ".,., ....... , •••• 
HEWITT" ••• , ....... , ......... . 

LACY-LAK~VIEW, ••• , ....... " ••• 
LEROY ..... , • , •• " • , • , , •• , .. , • , 
LORENA., ...... , , • , , • , • , ••••• , , • 
MCGREGOR •• , ••• ,.,',., •••••• ,., 
MART" \I /I" .... ~ '" ~ "II ~ ,. ft '" 9 ~ t ~ fi 9/1\1 .. I> 

MOODY It " • , ~ It " ~ " " ... U II' " g $ , '" 0 6 0 '" e to 

NORTHCRE~T, ••• " ••• " ••••••• ,. 
RIESEL •• , .............. ,,,.·, , 

R08INSON~ ••• , ••••••• , ••••••••• 
ROSS .. ,.,.,. ... ,. .. " .. ~.,. II 11 ......... ' ...... ,. .. 

VALLEY M1LLS (PART) ••••••••••• 
WACO" ..................... , .. 
WEST .. ,. .... ,. • ,. .. ,. ,. .... ,. ~ ........ (I .. & .. D .. 

WOODWAy ...................... . 

MCMULLEN COUNTy •••• , •••••• 

MADISON COuNTy., ••••• , •••• 

MADISONViLLE •••••••• , •• ,., •••• 
NORMANGEE (PART) •••• , •• , •••••• 

MARION COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

JEFFERSON,., .............. , •• , 

MARTIN COUNTy •• , ••••••• ,., 

ACKERLY IPART) •• , •••••••• , ••• , 
STANTON, •••••••• , ••• , •••••• • •• 

MASON COUNTy •••••••••••• " 

MASON,. ,. (I ' ... " ,. .... D .... ,. ~ .. ,. It , '" .... ,. " ,. 

MATAGORDA COUNTy •••••••••• 

BAY CITy~, •••••••••••••••••• ,. 
PALACIOS~ •• ,., •• , •••••••• , ••• , 

MAVERICK COUNTy •••••• ,., •• 

EAGLE PASS ••••••• , ••••• ,., •••• 

MEDINA COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

CASTROViLLE ••••••• " ••••• , •••• 
DEVINE •• ~ ...... II.o ••• E ........... . 

HONDO •• ,., •••• , •••• , ••••••••••• 
LA COSTE; •••••••• , ••••• " •••• , 
NATALIE ........... ,., ........ . 

MENARD COUNTy, •••••••••••• 

MENARD ••• , ••• , ••••••••••• " •• , 

MIDLAND COUNTy •••••••••••• 

MIDLAND ......... ,,. II,." •••• 0_ .... \I 

MILAM COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

BUCKHOLTS •••••••••• ••• ••• ••••• 
CAMERON ......... , .. •••• .... ••• 

3 

q 
2 
1 
2 

103 
2 
5 

B 

2 

8 

2 

5 

2 

3 

29 

14 
3 

22 

19 

21 

2 

7'16 
670 
682 
469 
196 
102 
350 
675 

017 
195 
521 
373 
050 
361 
102 
528 

361 
231 

51 
374 
259 
660 

807 

735 

818 
2'1 

516 

805 

018 

123 
302 

30'1 

938 

121 

291 
865 

623 

375 

91'1 

197 
3 6 
5 8 

69 
77 

7 
2 

'I 

7 

71 7 

64 9 

19 7 

3 
5 3 

97 
80 

911 

04 

97 

36 

99 

62 
67 

147 553 

7 698 
2 289 

608 
477 
176 
86 

314 
569 

2 558 
196 
406 

4 365 
2 183 
1 286 
1 669 

465 

3 807 
185 

20 
95 326 

2 406 
'+ 819 

1 095 

7 693 

2 881 
34 

8517 

2 866 

It 77'1 

108 
2 117 

3 356 

1 806 

27 913 

13 '145 
:3 642 

18 093 

15 36'1 

20 249 

1 893 
3 311 
5 '187 

768 
1 296 

2 6'16 

1 ?'IO 

65 1133 

59 1163 

20 028 

348 
5 5116 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. pERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

NUMBER I 1974 1969 TO 
PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

------~-
I 

'1.2 4 217 3 906 2 561 64,7 

1 048

1 

13.6 3 830 3 560 2 374 61,3 

381 16.6 'I 372 4 102 2 5eq 69,2 

74 12.2 4 865 4 '116 2 761 76.2 
-8 -1.7 3 173 2 909 1 853 71.2 
20 11.4 3 203 2 907 2 790 1'1,8 
16 18.6 4 530 4 099 2 550 77,6 
36 11~5 4 530 4 099 2 550 77.6 

106 18,6 4 843 'I 419 2 787 7J,8 

459 17.9 3 800 3 537 2 356 61,3 
-1 -0.5 4 530 4 099 2 550 77,6 

115 28,) 4 36) 3 945 2 454 77,7 
8 0,2 3 685 3 468 2 197 67,7 

-133 -6.1 3 622 3 400 2 161 67,6 
75 5,8 2 786 2 353 1 557 76.9 

'f33 25.9 q 544 II 143 2 611 7'1.0 
63 13.5 '+ 530 '+ 099 2 550 77,6 

554 14,6 '+ 270 3 998 2 702 58,0 
46 24.9 4 530 4 099 2 550 77,6 
31 155.0 4 530 '+ 099 2 550 77,6 

8 0'18 8.4 II 245 3 943 2 619 62.1 
-1'17 -6.1 3 865 3 5'15 2 109 83,3 

841 17 .5 6 291 5 901 3 975 56.3 

-288 -26.3 3 810 3 206 2 113 BO,3 

1 OQ2 13,5 3 285 2 936 1 889 73.9 

-63 -2.2 'I 100 3 689 2 281 79,7 
-10 -29.4 1 973 1 767 1 113 77.3 

-1 - :3 076 2 730 1 775 7:3.3 

-61 -2,1 3 285 2 914 1 920 71.1 

2/1'+ 5,1 3 739 II 953 2 193 70,5 

15 13.9 'I 775 5 420 2 6'13 68.0 

165 8.7 :3 845 II 130 2 226 72.6 

-52 d.5 :3 718 2 973 2 Qq,2 82.1 

132 7,3 :; 150 2 688 'I 795 75,5 

1 208 4.J 4 288 :3 842 ;!' 260 89,7 

8'16 6.3 II 63'1 It 002 2 '133 90.5 

223 6.1 :; 942 3 636 2 150 6,.3 

'I 530 25.0 2 216 2 05'1 1 283 72.7 

'I 011 26.1 2 136 1 963 1 226 7'1.2 

1 665 8.2 :3 300 :3 095 1 9'16 69.'1 

30'1 16.1 3 598 :3 '150 2 095 71.7 
358 10.6 3 305 2 997 1 985 66.5 
390 7.1 2 952 2 756 1 620 62.2 

29 3.8 :3 007 2 759 1 638 83,6 

-16 -1.2 1 819 1 681 1 096 65,7 

-152 -5.7 3 272 2 7'18 1 965 6'1,8 

-36 -2.1 2 908 2 5q2 1 786 62,8 

6 36'1 9.7 6 062 5 5'18 3 1177 711,3 

5 1173 9.2 6 189 5 6115 3 537 75.0 

-229 -1.1 J 700 3 '111 2 133 73,5 

1'+ '1,0 3 279 :3 383 2 139 53.3 
-179 -3.2 3 532 :3 392 2 101 68.1 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per' Capifa 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 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

~HEA 

--_. 
MILANO •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ROCKDALE •••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• 
TrlORNDALE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

MILLS COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

GOLDTHWAITE ••••••••••••••••••• 
MULLIN ........................ 

MITCHELL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

C 
L 
w 

OLORADO eI TY ...... '.0' •• ~ • , ••• 
ORAINE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ESTBROOK ••••••••••••••••••••• 

MONTAGUE COUNTy ••••••••••• 

·OWIE ......................... B 
t'I 
S 

OCON.A ......................... II a. 
·T. JO ................ 10 ...... ,. '" ............. 

c 
C 
h 
M 
M 
P 
p 
R 

5 
S 
S 
W 
'(I 

W 

~·ONTGOMER Y COUhJTY ......... 

ONHOE ' ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UT AND SHOOT ••••••••••••••••• 
OUSTON (PART) ................ 
AGNOLIA •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ONTr,OMERY .................... 
ANORAMA ••••••••••••••••••••• , 
ATTON •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UMAN FOREST •••••••••••••••••• 

HE~ANDOAH •••••••••••••••••••• 
PLENDORA ..................... 
TAGECOACH •••••••••••••••••••• 
OODLOCH •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ILLIS ........................ 
OOQRRANCH •••••••••••••••••••• 

"'OORE COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

~CTUS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
UMAS ..... \I \I'" II •••• \I ... \I \I ........ \I 

HITCH (PART) ................. 

C 
D 
F 
S UNRAY •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MORRIS COUNTY.~~~*D'$.~ ••• 

AINGERFIELD •••••••••••••••••• D 
L 
f'; 

O~ 

ONE STA~ ~"" or""" ~".''' .. t .. " ~ .. " ~ .. 

APLES ........................ 
1AHA .. ~ .. "c ........ ,. .... $ ........... ~ .. ~ .. ~ ,. 

AP 
eM 
cu 
GA 
NA 

AN 
SA 
8L 
CO 
DA 
EM 
FR 
KE 

MU 
PO 

MOTLEY COUNTY •••• , •••••••• 

T AOOR ................ "" '" ...... & ...... " ...... 

ARINr, SPR I NGS ...... " ~ , • e ~ ~ • ~ 8 .. 

NACOGOOCHES COliNTY •••••••• 

PLEBY .... , .................. 
IRFNO ....................... 
SHlflG ....................... 
RRISON ...................... 
COr,DOCHE~.~o._.$ •• ~.o~eo •• ~~ 

'IAVARRO COUNTy •••••••••••• 

GUS ••• ' •••••••••••••••••••••• 
RRY •••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
OOMING GROVE •••••••••••••••• 
RSICANA .... , ................ 
WSON ........................ 
HOUSE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
OST" •• ~"" ~ _""".""."'''" •• ,, •• A 

RENS •••••• " t., 00 "' .. '" e, "" "' .. '" "'. 

STANG •••• "' .... " .... '" "' •••••• '" "'. '" 
WELL .. · ...................... 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 

435 430 
4 602 4 655 

999 1 031 

'I 325 4 212 

1 5'18 1 693 
226 203 

8 931l 9 073 

'l 994 5 227 
720 700 
333 298 

16 703 15 326 

:; 509 5 185 
3 002 2 871 

962 1 054 

89 381 49 479 

23 1'19 13 211 
1109 451 

12 9 
557 315 
39'11 216 
516 301 

1 165 667 
2011 -
?76 154 
322 194 
278 161 
204 -

1 889 1 577 
654 378 

14 590 14 060 

696 644 
10 333 9 771 - -

1 77q 1 854 

13 754 12 310 

2 802 2 630 
2 (l06 1 760 
1 76.3 1 726 
1 035 898 

2 024 2 178 

1 070 1 091 
32'1 308 

43 140 36 362 

321 280 
303 308 
386 396 

1 003 1 082 
27 846 22 544 

32 013 31 150 

105 93 
1'+6 149 
777 740 

19 912 19 972 
AIO 848 
155 158 
583 548 

.1 403 1 4q6 

8 7 
\16 121 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

5 1.2 3 581 3 412 2 133 67.9 
-53 1 4 285 3 951 2 535 69.0 
-32 1 4 585 Ii 235 2 667 71.9 

113 2.7 3 604 3 140 2 178 65.5 

-H5 -8.6 :3 953 3 472 2 383 65.9 
23 11.3 :3 127 2 692 1 823 71.0 

-135 -1.5 4 372 3 862 2 357 B5.5 

-233 -4.5 'I 51B 3 BBB 2 51B 79.4 
20 2.9 3 422 :3 11'1 1 871 82.9 
35 11.7 :3 550 :3 076 1 968 80,4 

1 377 9.0 3 999 3 726 2 404 66.3 

324 6.2 4 150 3 828 2 503 65.8 
131 4.6 3 906 3 821 2 383 63.9 
-92 -8.7 4 427 4 220 2 425 82.6 

39 902 BO.6 4 771 4 374 2 663 79.2 

9 938 75.2 5 201 4 873 2 954 76.1 
358 79.4 3 988 3 726 2 267 75.9 

3 33.3 5 957 5 566 3 388 75.8 
242 76,8 4 079 3 811 2 323 75.6 
178 82.4 4 820 4 503 2 7<11 75.8 
215 71.4 8 385 8 366 5 092 64,7 
498 74.7 'I 313 4 030 2 455 75.7 
204 ... 4 682 4 374 - .. , 
722 468.8 4 665 4 359 2 653 75.ti 
128 66.0 4 613 'I 310 2 623 75.9 
117 72.7 4 665 4 359 2 653 75.8 
204 ... 4 682 4 374 - ... 
312 19.8 3 698 3 430 2 OM 77.4 
276 73.0 4 772 4 459 2 714 75.8 

530 3.8 4 588 4 455 2 874 59.6 

52 8,1 2 576 2 889 1 837 40,~ 

562 5.8 4 911 4 656 3 002 63.6 

- ... - - - .. , 
-80 -4,3 3 947 4 220 2 612 51.1 

1 444 11.7 3 957 3 638 2 376 66.~ 

172 6.5 5 375 5 022 3 281 63,8 
246 14,0 4 439 4 191 2 718 63.3 

37 2.1 3 771 3 439 2 267 66.3 

137 15.3 4 216 3 575 2 343 79.9 

-154 -7.1 3 728 3 )01 2 268 64,4 

-21 -1.9 3 44'1 2 890 1 992 72.9 
16 5.2 4 549 4 135 2 533 79.6 

6 778 18.6 3 747 3 445 2 264 65,5 

41 14.6 3 767 J 501 2 323 62.2 

-5 -1.6 2 631 2 446 1 622 62.2 
-10 -2.5 4 217 3 920 2 600 62,? 
-79 -7.3 3 566 3 289 2 209 61.~ 

5 302 23.5 3 902 3 605 2 384 63.7 

863 2.8 4 044 3 747 2 371 70.6 

12 12.9 3 861 3 548 2 328 65.9 
-3 -2.0 3 924 3 606 2 366 65.8 
37 5.0 3 054 2 788 1 757 73.8 

-60 -0.3 4 450 4 164 2 596 71.4 
-38 -4.5 3 298 2 945 1 822 81.0 
-3 -1.9 2 900 2 665 1 749 65.8 
35 6.4 3 418 3 391 2 148 59.1 

-~3 -3.0 3 669 3 327 2 267 61.S 

1 14.3 3 92q 3 606 2 366 65.~ 

-5 -4.1 4 3~7 3 995 2 622 65.8 
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(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THA~ 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
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-------
POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAP IT A MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

RETREAT.: ••••••••••• 
RICE. It II $ 0 I> 0 1: .... G II 1111 "" 

RICHLAND •••••••••••• 
STREETMAN (PART) •••• 

" § I> ~ I> " " !i- e e 

Ii' 0 ~ II • ~ \I ~ I> ,. 

_ " II " " ~ II I> ~ ~ 

... & '" \I " \I II ~ '" 

NEWTON COUNTY ••• ",,,t.,,,,··.,, 

NEWTON •••••••••••••• I> <I fi ~ ~ D f ~ .. G 

NOLAN COUNTy •••• 

BLAC-KW£Lj.:- -( PART) ••• , 

" .. I> " " II ~ Q e e 

", ••• ,,0.18" 
ROSCOE •• e~9 •• B.UBB •• 

SWEETWATER •••••••••• 
.... tI tI e '" ~ .. 0 • 

" " e .. " " ~ e " <l" 

NUECES COUNTY ••• $ •• 00".11 ... 

AGUA DULcE •••••••••• 
ARANSAS PASS (PART). 

" ......... 
•••• e ....... 

BISHOP •• ~ ••• 8o., •• o. ~ " ....... '0 .. 
CORPUS CHRISTI (PART 
DRISCOLL~ ••••••••••• 
PORT ARANSAS •••••••• 
PORTLAND (P~RT) ••••• 

) ......... ~ " . .......... ......... , .. ~ . 
........ "' ... 

ROBSTOWN~ ••••••••••• ............. 
SAN PATRICIO (PART). ." ......... 

OCHILTREE COUNTY ........... 
BOOKER (PART) ••••••• 
PERRYTON~ •••••• e •••• 

... " .. " .... .... ,. ...... 

OLDHAM COUNTY ••• ............ 
ADRIAN •••••• e •••••••• 

VEGA •••• ~ •••••••••••• 

ORANGE COUNTy •••• 

BRIDGE CITyi ••••••••• 
ORANGEle~ ••• e •••••••• 
PINE FOREST •••••••••• 
PINEHuRst' •••••••••••• 
ROSE CITy •••••••••••• 
VIDOR ••• ~ ••••••••• ~ •• 
WEST ORANGE •••••••••• 

PALO PINTO COUNTY 

GORDON •••••••• ~ ••• e •• 
GRAFORD.~ •••••••••••• 
MINERAL WELLS [PART). 
MINGUS •• ~ ••••••••••• u 

STRAWN •• ~ •••••••••••• 

PANOLA COUNTy •••• 

BECKVlLLE,.~ •••••••••• 
CARTijA~E~ •••••••••••• 
GARy •••••••••• 11""'" 
TATUM (PART) ••••••••• 

PARKER COUNTy •••• 

ALEDO •• eo ••••••••• fI ... 

AZLE (PART) •••••••••• 
BRIAR IP~RT) ••••••••• 
COOL •••• (11 •••••• 0 ••• ". 

MINERAL ,ELLS [PART!. 
RENO ••••••••••••••••• 
SPRINGTOWN ••••••••••• 
WEATHERFQRD •••••••••• 
WILLOW PARK •••••••••• 

PARMER COUNTy •••• 

BOVINA •••• ~ ••••• ~ •••• 
FARWELL.~ •••••••••••• 

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

•••••••• 11 

.... ,. ..... ......... ...... ,"'. 
•• ".,t •• 
",.<tl·"'· 
.... ·.·e· ......... 

........ -

.......... 

., ....... 
II •••••• ......... 
•••• t, ••• 

... ""." 

..... ,." .. 

.,.., ...... ......... 
••••• lio •• 

., .. , .... 

..... I>G ••• 

fi •••••••• ... "' ..... 
."' ....... ....... ... , ..... 
., ....... 
.e .. · •.•• ......... 

......... 

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

1---------

JULY), 
1976 

267 
335 
290 

10 

12 208 

1 613 

16 405 

256 
1 678 

11 829 

251 100 

677 -
"3 1130 

216 9t1'f 
610 

1 630 -
10 905 

8 

9 263 

-
7 4S9 

2 599 

248 
876 

77 080 

7 2'18 
25 962 

559 
2 760 

844 
11 176 

4 510 

22 8'17 

4'11 
638 

12 560 
235 
710 

17 1170 

591 
5 561 

209 
212 

3'1 '183 

726 
737 
116 
259 

1 204 
758 

1 512 
12 253 

26'1 

10 400 

1 407 
1 29'1 

see fOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

263 
284 
309 

15 

11 657 

1 529 

16 220 

266 
1 '580 

12 020 

237 5t1" 

7lI2 -
3 466 

204 525 
626 

1 218 . 
11 217 

8 

9 70'1 

-
7 810 

2 258 

228 
839 

71 170 

6 258 
26 392 

512 
2 198 

737 
9 738 
'I 820 

28 962 

457 
6D 

17 253 
273 
786 

15 89'1 

582 
5 392 

202 
126 

33 888 

620 
650 
106 
237 

1 158 
688 

1 194 
11 750 

230 

10 509 

1 1128 
1 185 

(DOLLARS) -
CHANGE, PERCENT 

1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 
197·. 1969 TO 

NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 197:; 

4 1.5 5 328 4 897 3 213 65,d 
51 18.0 2 426 2 300 1 596 52.0 

--19 -6.1 2 657 2 '137 1 599 65.9 
-5 -33.3 3 632 3 337 2 191 65.8 

551 4.7 3 161 2 939 1 B24 73.5 

811 5.5 4 166 3 866 2, 347 77,5 

185 1.1 3 849 3 557 2 276 69,1 

-10 -3.8 2 527 2 '172 1 704 IIB.3 

98 6.2 3 471 3 1172 2 161 60.6 
-191 -1.6 "3 89]. 3 58~ 2 3111 68.2 

13 556 5.7 II 203 3 885 2 527 66,3 

-65 -8.6 3 389 3 165 2 075 63.3 

- ... - - - ... 
-36 -1.0 II 497 If 123 2 529 77.0 

12 1119 6.1 4 380 4 053 2 (AI! 65.7 
-16 -2.6 2 805 2 777 1 610 74.2 
'112 33.8 q 793 II 236 2 867 67.2-. ... - - - ... 

.312 -2.6 2 931 2 708 1 751 67.4 

- - 'I 181 3 816 2 523 65.7 

·441 -1f.5 5 972 5 817 3 268 82.7 

- ... - - - ... 
-321 ·11.1 5 7Q1 5 512 3 109 83.4 

341 15,1 'I 229 3 771 2 35'1 79.7 

20 8.8 4 809 'I 760 3 089 55.7 
37 4.4 5 271 5 219 3 288 60.3 

5 910 8.3 4 540 4 226 2 7'10 65.7 

990 15.8 q 765 4 314 2 369 101.1 
-'110 -1.6 'I 553 It 244 2 727 67,0 

47 9.2 3 661 3 338 2 560 43.0 
562 25.6 7 30B 6 779 4 429 65.0 
107 1'1.5 4 083 :5 7'10 2 918 39.9 

1 438 llt.8 4 '1'13 'I 119 2 676 66.0 
-310 -6.4 'I 929 4 575 2 950 67.1 

-6 115 -21.1 'I 279 3 956 2 862 '19.5 

-16 -3.5 4 365 'I 265 2 913 '19.0 
25 4.1 3 228 3 104 2 299 '10.4 

-4 693 -27.2 'I 354 'I 048 2 900 50,1 
-38 -13.9 2 497 2 408 1 78ij '10.0 
-76 -9.7 3 852 3 511 2 369 62.6 

1 576 9.9 , 576 :5 269 2 049 7'1.5 

9 1.5 3 775 :I 430 2 19'1 72.1 
169 3.1 4 219 :3 976 2 521 67." 

7 3.5 3 060 2 866 1 788 71.1 
66 68.3 :I 286 3 078 1 920 71.1 

595 1.8 'I 133 3 731 2 768 49.3 

106 17 .1 3 988 3 635 2 582 5'1.5 
87 13.'1 'I 273 3 908 2 808 52.2 
10 9.4 3 700 3 372 2 395 5'1.5 
22 9.3 3 952 3 602 2 558 54,5 
..6 '1.0 :I 989 , 636 2 582 511.5 
70 10.2 'I 1611 3 821 2 773 50.2 

318 26.6 4 025 3 '199 2 '165 63.3 
503 '1.3 'I 310 3 959 2 803 53.8 

3ij 1'1.8 II 207 3 833 2 716 511.9 

-109 -1.0 4 '165 " 602 2 552 75.0 

-21 -1.5 'I 150 'I 3'11 2 308 79,8 
109 9.2 3 610 3 916 2 370 60.~ 
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Table 1. July I, 1916 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 11000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 

IS AN ESTIMATE foND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, SEE TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) --. 
pOPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

--

FRIONA ................. . • Q ... ~ • 8 

PECOS COUNTy ••••••• 

FORT STOCKTON •••••••••• 

...•. d. 
~ • R • 0 , ~ 

IRAAN ................. . ~ 9 • Q ~ " d 

POLK COUNTy •••••••• 

CORRIGAN ••••••••••••••• 
GOODRiCH ••••••••••••••• 
LiViNGSTON ••••••••••••• 
ONALASKA~ •••••••••••••• 
SEVEN OAKS ••••••••••••• 

.,a"p." 

o ... ~ ~ ~ ~ 

.. j) ~ .. " I> .. 

~ ~ .... I> " .. 

" " a , ~ ~ " 

" ~ ..... , " 

POTTER COUNTy •••••• 

AMARILLO (PART) •••••••• 

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

PRESIDIO COUNTy •••• ~ .. ~ 0 G ~ 0 

MARFA •••••••••••••••••• ,,1/_.""" 

RAINS COUNTy ••••••• ~ \I " ~ " ~ ., 

EAST TAWAKON! •••••••••• 
FMORY •••••••••••••••••• 
POINT ... ~ •••••••••••• " 

~ ~ ~ ~ g " <f 

~ " J> " .. '" 9 

<II ~ e ~ " ~ Ii 

RANDALL COUNTy •••••• 

AMARILLO (PART) ••••••••• 
CANyON •••••••••••••••••• 
HAPPY (PART) .. "." ..... 
LAKE TANGlEWOQD ••••• , ••• 

~EAGAN COUNTy ••••••• 

BIG LAKE •••••••••••••••• 

REAL COUNTy ••••••••• 

C AMP WOOD ~ " ~ ~ III ., " " .. <II ., ~ " <l " 

LEAKEY •• ~ ••••••••••••••• 

RED RIVER COUNTy •••• 

REEVES COUNT~ ••••••• 

BALMORHEA ••••••••••••••• 
PECOS.,,', • " , .......... . 
TOyAH ••••••••••••••••••• 

AUSTWELL •••••••••••••••• 
REFUGIO ••••••••••••••••• 
.OODSBORO ••••••••••••••• 

ROBERTS COUNTy •••••• 

MIAMI ••••••••••••••••••• 

ROBERTSON COUNTy •••• 

BREMOND ••••••••••••••••• 
CALVERT.~ ••••••••••••••• 
FRANKLIN ••••••••••••••• , 

~ ~ ~ " u " 

"""' .. ,, .. 
e ~ ~ $ ~ 8 

""'<>"" 
.. ~ ~ " " " 

&"11""" 

111 " " ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ II 11\ 

110""""'" 
~ <\I " ~ " .. 

~ ~ y '" G ~ 

,'0 0' 
~ ~ ~ ~ <> '" 

'" " (, ~ ., <) 

,; ~ ~ " ~ " 
~ ~ " ~ ~ " 
~ ~ ~ ~ 

!J " ~ " 

~ " ~ " " ;(l 

'" " ~ ~ " .. 
\j ~ ~ " ij ~ 

'" ... " ~ ~ ~ 

¢, ,1 ~ ~ " " 

<l ~ ~ ~ ;) '" 

>l " , " ~ ,. 

I~ ~ " ~ -, ." 

",,)e"''''' 

" .. ~ " ~ tI 

, .. ~ " ~ .:t 

~ " ., " e " 
M ~ ~ ~ >1 'l' 

SEE FOOTNOT~ AT END OF fAilLE, 

APRIL 1, 
,JULY 1. 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) 
-----_._.,.---

3 200 3 111 

14 144 13 748 

8 778 8 283 
931 996 

18 581 14 457 

1 526 1 30'1 
343 276 

5 517 3 965 
225 1'16 
262 224 

92 290 90 511 

86 261 86 '177 

4 893 4 8'1?' 

2 'I'll 2 6'f7 

4 441 3 752 

303 278 
757 693 
'155 '119 

63 074 53 885 

53 223 '10 533 
8 056 8 333 

LlO 1t5 
240 219 

3 49'1 :3 239 

2 869 2 '189 

2 171 2 013 

796 660 
388 39J 

lq 1101 l'i 298 

]52 37J 
505 

! 1 
3 

j~ 668 

16 336 1.6 526 

572 
12 6 115 12 

2.il6 

8 978 9 1.19~ 

J 970 '! 
J 758 1 839 

.\ 055 967 

746 611 

II! '170 1'1 389 

822 
j 2 072 
1 1 063 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGED 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 19'15 

, 

89 2.9 4 522 4 367 2 813 60,8 

396 2.9 4 068 3 677 2 3il1 73.8 

495 6.0 4 223 3 784 2 426 74.1 
-65 -6.5 5 375 4 781 2 912 M,6 

If 124 28.5 3 281 J 056 1 985 65,3 

222 17.0 3 677 3 365 2 217 65,9 
67 24.3 3 179 J 038 1 97'1 61,0 

1 552 39.1 3 404 3 41f'l 2 235 52,3 
79 54.1 1 767 1 627 1 057 67,2 

38 17.0 2 438 2 245 1 459 67,1 

1 779 2.0 4 783 4 428 2 753 73,7 

1 784 2.1 4 756 q 409 2 740 73,6 

51 1.1 2 690 2 312 1 606 67,5 

~206 -7.8 3 638 J 0'12 2 127 71.0 

689 18.'1 3 DO 2 890 2 015 55,3 

25 9.0 1 886 1 7'10 1 217 55.0 
6'1 9.2 2 92'1 2 81'1 1 966 l{a.7 
36 8.6 3 036 2 601 1 960 5'1.9 

Q 189 17 .1 5 727 5 30'1 3 360 70.'1 

12 690 31.3 6 047 5 6411 3 590 68.'1 
-277 -3.3 'I 103 J 739 2 '113 70.0 

-5 ~11.1 6 031 5 611 3 565 69.;: 
21 9.6 10 278 9 562 6 076 69$2 

255 7.9 4 192 It 008 2 '1'19 71.2 

380 15.3 II 086 3 978 2 377 71,9 

158 7.8 2 908 2 8'19 1 717 69,'1 

136 20.6 1 865 1. 807 1 0'15 78,5 
~5 -1.3 3 038 2 9q9 1 7tj5 71/,1 

103 0.7 2 910 2 669 1 818 60.1 

-21 -5.6 2 966 2 871 1 908 55,5 
111 2.9 3 469 3 375 2 2ljJ 511. "1 

-16 -1.2 J 352 3 021 1 964 70.7 
-118 -3.1 3 350 J 268 2 175 51j,0 

'I 11.11 4 236 3 953 2 627 61.2 
51 7.6 2 8 1H 2 638 1 688 66,3 

-190 -1.1 3 '151 3 128 2 072 66.6 

-83 ·,12.7 3 1150 3 108 1 972 711.9 
-37 -0.3 J 714 3 391 2 21t3 65.6 

111 16.7 2 6q5 2 382 1 586 66,8 

,.,516 -5.4 4 1+22 3 987 2 285 9:3#5 

$4b 
··10.2 I 'I 078 :I 777 2 2'12 61.9 
-8.5 5 055 4 505 2 527 100.0 
-4.4 3 860 3 536 2 105 83,'1 

118 9.), I! 775 :3 952 2 5qq 87,7 

135 22.1 'I 827 II 031 2 551 88.8 

81 0.6 2 839 2 610 1 637 73.Q 

1 0.1 3 166 3 185 1 8'11 12.0 
",,358 ~17.:3 2 074 1 92/j 1 194 73,7 

312 29/1/t 3 503 3 061 1 822 92,,3 



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 
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------_. 
POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

(DOLLARS) 

AREA 

HEARI"E: •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ROCKWALL COUNTy ••••••••••• 

DALLAS (PART) 1 ............... . 

FATE ......................... . 
HEATH (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
MC LFNDON-CHISHOlM •••••••••••• 

) ............... . 
ROYSE CITY (PART) ••••••••••••• 

RUNNeL.S COUfHY ........... . 

BALLINGER .................... . 
MILES ........................ . 
WINTFRS ...................... . 

RUSK COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

EASTON (PART) ••••••••••••••••• 
HENDERSON .................... . 
KILGORE (pART) •••••••••••••••• 
MOUNT ENTERPRiSE •••••••••••••• 
NEW LONDON •••••••••••••••••••• 
OVERTO~ (PART) •••••••••••••••• 
REKLAW (PART) ................ . 
TATUM (PART) ................ .. 

SAPINE COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

8RONSD~ •••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
H[:MPHllL' ••••••••••••••••••••• 
PINEL AND •••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAN AUGUSTINE COUNTy •••••• 

BROAnOUS· ..................... . 
SAN AUGUST! Nt ................ . 

SAN JACI~TO COUNTy •••••••• 

COLDSPRING •••••••••••••••••••• 
POINT PLANK ••••••••••••••••••• 
SHEPHERD ..................... . 

SAN PATRICIO COUNTy ••••••• 

ARANSAS PASS (PART) ••••••••••• 
GREGORY" ' .... " ................. " .......... .. 
I NGU'-S IDE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
MATHIS ....................... . 
ODEM ......................... . 
PORTLAND (PART) .............. . 
SAN PATRICIO (PART» •••••••••• 
SINTON ••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
TAFT •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SAN SABA COUNTy ••••••••••• 

RICHLAND SPRINGS •••••••••••••• 
SAN SABA •••••••••••••••••••••• 

SCHLEICHER COUNTy ••••••••• 

ElOORADO •••••••••••••••••••••• 

SCURRY COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

SNYDFR ....................... . 

SHACKELFORD COUNTy •••••••• 

A.LBANY ••• , ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
MORAN ....................................... .. 

SEE FOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

JULY 11 
1976 

APRIL 1 
197 

(CENSUS 

) 

0 
) 

5 05Q 98 2 

9 426 

2 
251 
74'+ 
195 

If 432 
393 
420 

II 60~ 

3 859 
733 
777 

37 166 

64 
10 730 

2 138 
477 
906 
993 

37 
912 

7 367 

293 
426 
055 

8 201 

186 
573 

8 243 

6H 
177 
199 

51 ~99 

5 6ql 
2 367 
4 403 
5 600 
2 516 
9 755 

78 
5 425 
3 079 

5 47~ 

422 
492 

2 662 

659 

18 325 

13 165 

3 305 

952 
320 

04 

32 
44 
15 
12 

5 
29 

6 

2 
9 
9 
0 
1 
4 
1 

12 10 

20 
63 
90 

8 

3 
1 
7 

2 

2 4 
10 187 

2 220 
430 
899 
950 

57 
558 

7 187 

281 
396 
127 

858 

174 
539 

702 

488 
149 
037 

'17 288 

5 087 
2 246 
3 763 
5 351 
2 130 
7 302 

76 
5 563 
3 274 

540 

425 
555 

277 

446 

15 760 

11 171 

323 

978 
335 

CHANGE. PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE; 

-- 1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER ___ PERCE~r.. 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

------- -------1------;- ---

72 1.4 2 743 2 685 1 805 52.0 

2 380 33.8 5 003 4 686 2 916 71.0 

- ~ 4 280 4 170 2 940 '~5, 6 
-78 -23.7 3 495 3 409 2 404 45.4 
295 65.7 5 558 5 287 3 762 U,7.7 

q,S 30.0 3 t1 3 619 2 552 l.J 5 ~ q 

1 311 42.0 ; 4a~ 4 961 2 895 83,5 
339 627,8 5 275 3 720 ~5.4 

129 10.0 3 790 3 769 2 610 45.< 

-504 -4.2 3 984 3 459 2 25'+ 76.8 

-3'+4 -8.2 4 180 3 733 2 314 80.6 
102 16.2 3 254 3 047 2 003 62,~ 

-130 -4.5 3 356 2 926 2 061 62.8 

3 064 9.0 3 839 3 540 2 233 71,9 

22 52.4 1 934 1 854 1 147 68.6 
543 5.3 q 361 Lf 071 2 554 70.8 
-82 ~3.7 4 856 4 668 2 848 70,5 

47 10.9 3 685 3 541 2 2}3 65,0 
7 0.8 '+ 750 4 354 2 581 84.0 

43 2.2 4 394 4 175 2 590 69.7 
-20 -35.1 2 552 2 446 1 514 68.6 
354 63.4 3 217 3 148 2 023 59.0 

180 2.5 3 103 2 854 1 750 77.3 

12 4.3 3 289 2 879 1 765 86.3 
30 

2.1 I 3 003 3 010 1 866 60.9 
-72 -6.4 , 3 161 2 826 1 764 79.2 

343 4.4 2 915 2 648 1 643 77,4 

12 6,9 2 696 2 469 1 584 70.2 
34 1.3 3 231 2 967 1 915 68.7 

1 541 23.0 3 026 2 691 1 657 82.6 

126 25.8 .3 796 3 490 2 164 75.~ 

28 18.8 I 2 913 2 678 1 661 75,4 
162 15.6 3 097 2 858 1 702 82.0 

q 211 8.9 3 656 3 318 2 039 79.3 

554 10.9 4 402 3 807 2 383 84.7 
121 5.4 2 053 1 946 1 180 74,0 
640 17.0 4 107 3 777 2 548 61.2 
249 4.7 2 146 2 061 1 200 78,e 
386 18.1 3 237 3 001 1 901 70.3 

2 453 33.6 5 187 4 742 2 998 73.0 
2 2.6 2 477 2 332 1 401 76.8 

-138 -2.5 3 670 3 U,63 2 135 71.9 
-195 -6.0 3 58;> 3 262 2 034 76.1 

-64 -1.2 3 344 3 235 2 048 63.3 

-3 -0.7 2 227 2 131 1 486 49.9 
-63 -2.5 3 181 3 218 1 957 62.5 

385 16.9 4 336 3 965 2 532 71,2 

213 14.7 3 490 3 269 2 114 65.1 

2 565[ 16.3 4 621 4 366 2 603 77.5 

1 994 17 .8 4 752 4 371 2 681 77.2 

-18 -0.5 6 030 5 388 2 905 107,6 

-26 -1.3 6 147 5 652 2 954 108.1 
-15 -4.5 4 285 3 656 2 142 100,0 
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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 1.0VO, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
IS AN ESTIMATE AND NOT THE 1970 CENSUS FIGURE. FOR DETAILS, s~E TEXT. FOR MEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT.) 

-
POPULATION ESTlf1ATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

/---
AREA 

JUL Y 1, 
1976 

--1--------------

SHELBY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CENTER f> .. a ~ .. ~ 6 II (f, /I .. It .. t .. ~ 0' •• t • ~ 
HUXLEY •• ~ •••••••••••••••••••• 
JOAQU I N ~ '$ • 0 <) .. <i 0 ...... ~ a .. d 0 /I ~ U ~ e G 

TENAHA •• :0 f ~ '" II jI; • ~ 0 Q Ii .. 0 .. 0 e 9 OJ @ .. a 

TIMPSON ..................... . 

SHERMAN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

STRATFORD •••••••••••••••••••• 
TEXHOMA~~ ....... o .. ~~.e.oOt~.D. 

SM ITH COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ARP. e ..... /I '" • , ....... /I .... ~ ..... 0 0 , ~ .. 

BULLARD (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
LINDALE. ' ••••• , ••••••••••••••• 
OVERTON (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
TROUPl(P~RT) ••••••••••••••••• 
TYLER ~ ••• » ••• ~' .. f& .. &&~ ....... .. 
WH lTEHOUSE .................. . 
W I NONA It .. ~ ..... $ f;I ........ I> ; •• 8 II » D ~ a 

SOMERVELL COUNTy ••••••••• 

GLEN ROS •••••••••.•••••••••• 

STARR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

LA, GRULLA •••••••••••••••••••• 
ROMA IIII " .. ',,, .. II ... "" II ... " ........ $ II" I> 

· 

· · 
· · 

STEPHENS COUNTy ••••••••••• 

BRECKENRIDGE •••••••••••••••••• 

STERLING COUNTy ••••••••••• 

STERLING CITy ••••••••••••••••• 

STONEWALL COUNTy •••••••••• 

ASPERMONT' ..................... . 

SUTTON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

SONORA II 8 'f • " e " " U " B .. 1J .. ~ e 0 \'I " e ~ e " " 

SWISHER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

HAPPY (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
KRESS ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
TUL I A <II ~ • '/I • " ~ <I \I .. \I " 0 ~ I> " .. e e '" /I .. eo .. 

TARRANT COUNTy •••••••••••• 

ARLINGTON ••••••••••••••••••••• 
AZLE (PA~T)~ ... ~.~eQ~~~~~8~~~~O 
BEDFORD&&9~9Qe •• e9'9.~~.c9&99# 
BENBROOK~.CB$.O~ •• 'O~~.9'ijO.~B 
RLUE MOUNOe~99~909a9~Q~QQOea~t 
BRIAR (PART) •••••••••••••••••• 
BURLESON (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
COLLEyViLLE ••••••••••••••••••• 

GRAPEVINE (PART)' ••••••••••••• 
HALTOM CiTy ••••••••••••••••••• 
HASLET <10 '. I> ~ " <I II '" II .. & ~ II ti ~ til ~ $ ~ 01\ ~ It '" 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END OF TABLE. 

20 477 

5 008 
271 
M5 

1 2'13 
1 126 

3 734 

2 219 
359 

109 768 

825 
66'1 

1 971 
152 

1 655 
61 9'11 

1 783 
371 

3 501 

1 9'10 

21 529 

1 363 
2 786 

8 733 

5 993 

1 034 

756 

2 246 

1 169 

4 617 

3 '123 

10 '178 

728 
56t! 

5 'l86 

760 613 

119 175 
4 437 

15 023 
9 5lJ9 
1 '427 

378 
lj2l 

2 777 

5 429 
1 683 
2 306 

23 035 
5 eLI'! 
9 682 

367 909 
3 580 

10 389 
28 33l, 

267 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

(CENSUS) 
-------

19 672 

4 989 
208 
819 

1 094 
1 254 

3 657 

2 139 
356 

97 096 

816 
546 

1 631 
134 

1 606 
59 996 

1 245 
155 

2 793 

1 554 

17 707 

1 194 
2 154 

8 414 

5 944 

1 056 

780 

2 397 

1 198 

3 175 

2 149 

10 373 

62'7 
578 

5 29'1 

715 587 

90 229 
3 8'13 

10 049 
8 169 
1 283 

312 
3lj6 

3 3'12 

2 662 
757 

1 1'13 
19 3.16 

lj 570 
8 236 

393 '155 
,3 173 

7 377 
28 127 

276 

(DOLLARS) 
----------1------ -

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

197~ 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 I REVISED), 1969 197:; 

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

805 4.1 3 267 3 024 1 955 67.1 

19 0.4 3 805 3 596 2 3'19 1i2.0 

63 30.3 2 846 2 590 1 765 61.2 
26 3.2 2 747 2 500 1 704 61.2 

149 13.6 2 172 1 847 1 265 71.'1 
-128 -10.2 2 668 2 47e 1 579 69.0 

77 2.1 5 623 5 092 3 137 79.2 

80 3.7 6 138 5 615 3 516 74.6 
3 0.8 6 990 6 291 3 962 76.4 

12 672 13.1 'I 519 'I 2'18 2 749 64.'1 

9 1.1 3 970 3 440 2 220 78.S 
118 21.6 4 117 3 804 2 299 79.1 
340 20.8 4 166 3 787 2 387 74.5 

18 13.4 5 498 'I 997 3 168 73.5 
49 3.1 3 433 3 094 2 071 65.e 

1 945 3.2 5 184 4 870 3 101 67.2 
538 43.2 'I 261 3 977 2 457 73.4 
216 139.4 3 484 3 166 2 008 73.~ 

708 25.3 4 653 3 995 2 365 96.7 

386 2'1.8 4 090 3 776 2 210 R5.1 

3 822 21.6 1 849 1 757 1 123 64.6 

169 14.2 1 '137 1 362 812 77.0 
632 29.3 2 092

1 

1 996 1 2'19 67,S 

319 3.8 Ij 156 3 961 2 404 72.9 

49 0.8 3 997 3 91'1 2 381 67.9 

-22 -2.1 5 296 4 517 2 667 98.6 

-2'1 -3.1 5 289 Ij 280 2 477 113.5 

-151 -6.3 5 537 'I 658 2 982 85.7 

-29 -2.4 'I 739 'I 255 2 516 88.4 

1 4'12 45.4 4 469 3 501 2 1'12 108.6 

1 27'1 59.3 4 881 3 988 2 4'12 99.9 

105 1.0 'I 509 4 043 2 488 81.2 

101 1,6.1 4 570 3 833 2 777 64.6 

-14 -2.'1 3 309 3 017 2 045 61.8 
192 3.6 4 185 3 833 2 521 66.0 

'15 026 6.3 5 202 'I 771 3 310 57.2 

28 9'16 3201 5 651 5 145 3 649 5'1.9 
594 15.5 'I 653 4 174 2 885 61.) 

4 97 '1 49.5 5 905 5 397 3 467 70.3 
1 380 16.9 5 9q9 5 471 3 839 55.0 

144 11.2 3 1qq 2 989 2 165 '15.2 
66 21.2 5 112 q 722 3 J1,9 54.0 
75 21.7 5 187 4 792 ,3 368 54.0 

-565 -16.9 5 212 lj 790 :3 122 66.9 

2 767 103.9 lj 298 3 831 2 746 56.0 
926 122.3 5 168 lj 782 3 372 53.3 

1 163 101. 7 9 261 8 627 6 229 '18,7 
:3 719 19.3 5 263 q 820 3 337 57.7 
1 27'1 27.9 'I 174 ,3 927 2 797 49.2 
1 446 17,6 4 687 lj 313 3 034 5'1.5 

-25 5Ll6 -6.5 5 078 'I 660 3 23/1 57.0 
407 12.8 5 569 lj 931 3 Ll88 59.7 

3 012 QO.8 5 2M q 868 3 1'16 67,3 
20'1 0.7 5 022 q 611 3 225 55.7 
-9 -3.3 q 331 3 685 2 590 67.2 



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population a~d Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the state. 
CountIes, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

(FOR SUB COUNTY AREAS wrT~ 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.ATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEY INCOME 

AREA 

----------

HURST •••••••••••••••••••• •••• • 
KELLER ••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
KENNFDALE •••••••••••••••• • •••• 
LAKES I DE •••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKE WOR TH .. B .. II .. 0- " '" I\; II e .. II D " e It • e iii 

',ANSFIELD (PART)' ••••••••••••• 
NoRTH RICHLAND HILLS .......... 
PANTEGO ••••••••• • .. ••••••• .... 

RICHLAND HILLS •••••••••••••••• 
RIVER OAKS .................... 
s 
s 
s 
VI 
w 
w 

w 
VI 

A 
B 
I 
L 
M 
T 
T 
T 

B 
M 
W 

T 
VI 

M 
M 
T 
VI 

AGINAW .............. • ... ••• •• 
ANSOM PARK VILLAGE ••••••••••• 
OUTHLAKE (PART).~a$$&.$$Ot.8e 
ATAUGA,' ...................... 
ESTLAKE (PART> ............... 
ESTOVER KILLS •••••••••••••••• 

ESTWORTH ••••••••••••••••••••• 
HITE SETTLEMENT •••••••••••••• 

TAYLOR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BILENE (PART) ••••• ~ •••••••••• 
UFFALO GAP ••••••••• : ••••••••• 
I.,PACT •• " ••• "'. II. "''' II "' ••••• 11'11' ~ '" 

AWN ......... " •• It .... It"" e ••• 8 ••• 

ERKEL ........ ~ ••• ~ ............ ~. 
RENT ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
USCOLA." ••••••••••••••••• 8~ •• 

yEa {I ••• ' ••••••••••••••• " •••••• 

TERRELL COUNTy ............. 

TERRY COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ROWNFIELD •••••••••••••••••••• 
EAOOW •• ~ •••••••• IIIII •• I.II •• 

ELLMAN.~ •••••••••••••• I •••••• 

THROCKMORTON COUNTy ••••••• 

HROCKMORTON •••••••••••••••••• 
OODSON. ~ ..................... ~ .......... 

TITUS COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ONTlCELLO .................... 
OUNT PLEASANT •••••••••••••••• 
ALCO .................................. 
INFIELD~ .... 1- ................. " ........ 

TOM GREEN COUNTy •••••••••• 

SA N ANGELO ••••••••••••••• , •••• 

AU 
LA 
MA 
PF 
RO 
SA 
SU 
WE 

GR 
TR 

CH 
CO 
WO 

TRAVIS COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

STIN(~'-......... , •••••• 
KEWAY •• ~ ••••••••••••••• • •••• 
NOR ..... ~ ........................... to .... 

LUGERVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
LLINGWOOD ••••••••••••••••••• 
N LEANNA •••••••••••••••••••• 
NSET VALLEy ••••••••••••••••• 
ST LAKE HILLS •••••• e ......... 

TRINITY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

OVETON~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
INITY.~ •••••••••••••••• • •••• 

TYLER COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

ESTER.: ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LMESNEIL •••••••••••••••••••• 
OOVILLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

--------

SEE FOOTNOTE AT ENG OF TABLE. 

APRIL 1, 
JUL.Y 1, 1970 

1976 (CENSUS) --
29 105 27 215 

2 0'16 1 '17'1 
3 ~20 3 076 
1 000 988 
'I 981j 1I 958 
6 108 Ij 192 

23 265 16 51'1 
2 02'1 1 779 

9 310 8 865 
9 667 8 193 

" 119 2 382 
5 576 q 771 
2 350 2 028 
8 81t1 " 778 

31 35 
33'1 37'1 

5 569 'I 578 
16 246 13 qll9 

106 319 97 853 

96 963 89 259 
398 320 

68 61 
305 34'1 

2 113 2 163 
393 333 
52'1 /197 

1 301 857 

1 802 1 9/10 

13 89/l 1'1 118 

9 716 9 6'17 
'152 491 
177 19'1 

2 223 2 205 

1 1113 1 105 
332 3'10 

18 H2 16 702 

111 12 
10 570 9 '159 

706 837 
372 268 

77 6119 71 0<17 

68 751 63 S8q 

375 '105 295 516 

3D 009 258 530 
5117 212 
959 9'10 
662 5119 
905 780 
259 318 
302 292 

1 778 1 '1S8 

8 091 7 628 

1 202 1 219 
2 539 2 512 

f'l 069 12 1117 

301 260 
508 531 

2 5'19 2 662 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE. PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

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

1 890 6.9 5 708 5 271 3 567 60.0 

572 38.8 q 906 'I 5116 3 215 52.6 
Iljq '1.7 'I 157 3 813 2 66'1 56.0 

12 1.2 6 075 5 6'11 II 005 51.7 
26 0.5 'I 727 'I 326 3 005 57.3 

1 916 45.7 4 '189 lj 027 2 730 6'1.'1 
I> 751 40.9 5 72'1 5 259 :5 679 55.6 

2'15 13.8 8 317 '7 7'11 5 522 50.6 

'145 5.0 6 154 5 6'18 3 91t7 55.9 
1 1I7q 18.0 5 1'78 l! 747 " 311 56.1i 

737 30.9 'I 716 q 338 " 193 117.7 
805 16.9 3 781 " li6q 2 q!2 56.8 
322 15.9 5 619 5 20ij J 577 57.1 

5 063 13'1.0 'I 121 3 807 2 701 52.6 
-ll -11.'1 6 839 6 317 q 4'10 5'1,0 

-40 -10.7 16 528 15 265 10 929 51.2 

991 21.6 :3 789 3 '191 2 1162 53.9 
2 797 20.8 q 372 II 025 2 6J3 5'1,3 

8 466 8.7 4 '112 q 0'16 2 5:S'! 7'1.1 

7 70~ 8.6 q '135 It 071 2 550 73.9 
78 2Q.1I :3 778 , Q09 2 131 77.3 

7 11.5 3 '182 J 152 1 971 76.7 
-39 -11.3 3 235 2 778 1 769 80.8 
-50 -2.3 3 627 ;S /165 2 066 75.6 

60 18.0 q 6'18 3 887 2 619 77.5 
27 5.'1 'I 298 ;S 669 2 200 95,/1 

'1'1'1 51.8 3 38/1 3 0'16 1 9'19 73.6 

-138 -7.1 'I 105 :3 561 2 169 89,3 

-22'1 -1.6 4 130 :3 929 2 500 65,2 

69 0.7 4 115 ;3 898 2 519 63.'1 
-39 -7.9 3 1t91 3 0118 2 083 67.6 
-17 -8.8 II 152 , 931 2 501 66.0 

18 0.8 II 702 II 232 2 696 7'1.11 

38 3.'1 II 9'19 II 219 2 817 75.7 
-8 -2.'1 II 071 3. 743 2 1196 63.1 

2 0110 12.2 II 209 3. 8511 2 397 75,6 

2 16.7 II 170 :3 826 2 367 76.2 
1 111 11.7 'I 502 'I 128 2 59'1 73.6 

-131 -15.7 3 616 3 216 1 968 63.7 
10'1 38.8 2 626 2 '109 1 1190 76.2 

6 602 9.3 II 521 II 129 2 650 70.6 

II 867 7.6 II 5'10 q 172 2 659 70.7 

79 889 27.0 II 896 'I 1181 3 007 62.8 

5'1 1179 21.1 II 893 II q78 3 001 63.0 
335 158.0 II 9811 'I 436 :5 005 65,9 

19 2.0 3 633 ;, 225 2 171 67,3 
113 20.6 'I 538 'I 039 2 7,6 65.9 
125 16.0 11 (;>qq 9. 933 6 773 71.9 
-59 -18.6 5 7'16 5 11'1 3 '165 65.6 

10 :S.'! 7 067 6 290 II 261 65.9 
290 19.5 9 205 8211 5 590 6'1.7 

'163 6.1 :3 256 2 9'15 1 811 79.9 

-17 -1.'1 :3 582 , 375 1 988 80.2 
27 1.1 :3 733 3 '133 2 020 811.8 

1 652 13.3 :5 603 J 367 2 15'1 67.3 

'11 15.8 q 557 II 159 2 767 6I!.7 
-23 -'1.3 3 773 :3 618 2 526 '19,'1 

-113 -'1.2 3 9'12 :3 83'1 2 5117 5'1.8 
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Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 

Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Cohtinued 

. . . (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 cMEANING OF SyMBOLS, SEE TEXT ) 

POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

UPSHUR COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

BIG SANDy ••••••••••••••••••••• 
CLARKSVILLE CITY (PARTl ....... 
GILMER ••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
GLADEWATER (PART) ••••••••••••• 
ORE CITY ••••••••••••••••• • •• o. 
WARREN CITY (PART) •••••••••••• 
WEST MOUNTAIN ••••••••••••••••• 

UPTON COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

MCCAMEy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
RANKIN ........................ 

UVALDE COUNTy •••••••• ; •••• 

SABINAL •••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• 
UVALDE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

VAL VERDE COUNTy •••••••••• 

DEL RIO ....................... 

VAN ZANDT COlJNTY •••••••••• 

ANTON ••• " ...... o ...... "". e· •••• 

DGEWOOD •••••••••••••••••••••• 
DOM. $" II' ............. " II (I II" (I II II' (I" II III .... II 

RUn VALE ........ II"" II .......... It ........ 

C 
E 
E 
F 
G 
V 
'II 

,RAND SALINE •••••••••••••••••• 

V 

H 
N 
R 

B 
H 
K 
P 
p 
'/I 

B 
G 
M 
P 
T 
'II 

B 
B 

AN ............. \I"" It ...... "' ..... II .. II II II II .. II 

ILLS POINT ••••••••••••••••••• 

VICTORIA COUNTy ••••••••••• 

ICTORIA,,I "' ...... II ............... II 10 I .... 

WALKE:R COUNTy •••••••••••• , 

UNTSVILLE. ••••••••••••••••••• 
EW WAVERLY ................. '.8. 
IVERSIDE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

WALLER COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ROOKSHIRE' ••••••••••••••••••• 
EMPSTEAD ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ATY (PART) ................... 
ATTISON" .... " .. " .... U"1II'" 0 ~ ~ .... "" .. ~" 
RAIRIE VIEw .................. 
ALLER (PART) ................. 

WARD COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

ARSTOW" .. " " $ .. ff" ... " • " _ ... " .... II • a • 

RANDFALLS .................... 
ONAHANS •••••••••••••••••••••• 
yOTE ......................... 
HORNTONVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
ICKETT 6 ~ co .. (I 11 ..... II .. 11 \I D. Q /I @ 10 II ~ .. 0 

WASHINGTON COUNTy ••••••••• 

RENHAM ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
URTON ••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 

WEBB COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LA REDO \I II ~ ....... " .. " • " , " ... e ., \I .. " •• " 

EL 
WH 

WHARTON COUNTy •••••••••••• 

CAMPO •••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARTON ..... lit II .......... " ...... 10",. ..... " 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT ENO Of TABLE. 

JULY 1, 
1976 

23 92'1 

1 191 -
'I 557 
1 <155 
1 081 

4 
212 

,. 777 

2 660 
1 278 

19 770 

1 588 
12 632 

32 ?39 

?5 599 

27 193 

2 488 
1 258 

210 
259 

2 254 
1 787 
2 708 

59 907 

46 490 

34 81\5 

22 16'1 
588 
675 

15 905 

2 ?4'1 
1 988 

5'12 
279 

'I 129 
1 092 

12 B07 

671 
579 

8 151 
159 
561 
M5 

20 005 

10 562 
296 

83 021 

78 1>74 

36 578 

9 303 
7 778 

APRIl. 1. 
1970 

(CENSUS) 

20 976 

1 022 -
'I 196 
1 27<1 

830 
'I 

19'1 

'I 697 

2 6117 
1 105 

17 348 

1 554 
10 76'1 

27 1t71 

21 330 

22 155 

2 283 
1 176 

201 
206 

2 257 
1 593 
2 636 

53 766 

41 3'19 

27 680 

17 610 
<196 
226 

14 265 

1 979 
1 891 

327 
260 

3 796 
992 

13 019 

61'1 
622 

8 333 
155 
629 
598 

18 8'+2 

8 922 
)'17 

72 859 

69 02'1 

36 729 

9 332 
7 881 

(DOLl.ARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE, 

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

2 9'18 1<1.1 :3 566 :5 290 2 056 73.'1 

169 16.5 3 '131 :5 182 1 972 74.0 

- ... - - - .. , 
%1 8.6 'I 389 q 077 2 51<1 74.6 
181 14.2 q 129 :3 700 2 3'15 76.1 
251 30.2 3 923 3 703 2 135 83.7 

- - 3 613 :3 3D 2 048 76,4 
18 9.3 3 623 3 323 2 052 76,6 

80 1.7 ,. 659 4 312 2 543 83.2 

13 0.5 4 022 3 977 2 240 79.6 
173 15.7 5 46'1 4 856 :3 083 77.2 

2 422 14.0 3 059 2 913 1 903 60,7 

3tf 2.2 2 210 2 238 1 551 42.5 
1 868 17.tf 3 04tf 2 939 1 904 59.9 

4 768 17.4 3 245 3 067 1 966 65.1 

<I 269 20.0 3 Olt6 2 882 1 839 65.6 

5 038 22.7 3 916 3 601 2 393 63.6 

205 9.0 " 995 'I 585 J 082 62.1 
82 7.0 q 178 :5 903 2 ~55 70.2 

9 '1.5 3 022 2 767 1 636 61\.6 
53 25.7 :5 058 2 799 1 857 64.7 
-3 -0.1 3 8'16 :5 538 2 351 63.6 

194 12.2 4 291t 3 863 2 706 58,7 
72 2.7 q 677 'I 378 2 71'1 72.3 

6 141 11.4 If 259 :5 862 2 332 82.6 

5 141 12.4 4 41<1 " 00'1 2 459 79.5 

7 165 25.9 3 263 2 910 1 905 71.3 

It 555 25.9 3 1t17 3 053 2 000 70.8 
92 18.5 2 848 2 5'16 1 667 70.8 

449 198.7 2 087 1 866 1 222 70.6 

1 620 11.3 3 826 3 489 1 955 95.7 

265 13.4 3 536 3 427 1 773 99.4 
97 5.1 5 221 q 87'1 2 9"0 77.6 

215 65.7 6 703 5 817 3 39'1 97.~ 

19 7.3 q 016 3 757 2 192 83.2 
333 8.8 2 523 2 357 1 447 7'1.4 

100 10.1 4 391 4 119 2 '106 82.5 

~212 ~1.6 'I 487 'I 105 2 621 71.2 

57 9.3 3 175 3 1'13 2 075 53.0 
-'13 -6.9 3 902 3 266 2 171 79,7 

-182 -2.2 'I 699 ~ 297 2 7qll 71.2 
4 2.6 'I 068 3 683 2 3qll 73.5 

~'I8 -7.6 q 67'1 q 229 2 677 7'1,0 
7 1.2 5 237 'I 708 2. 972 76.2 

1 163 6,2 3 651 3 314 2 090 7'1.7 

1 6'10 18.4 3 956 3 678 2 357 61.8 
-51 -1'1.7 1\ 570 3 925 2 <193 83,) 

10 162 13.9 2 530 2 396 1 547 6J.5 

9 650 1'1.0 2 '179 2 357 1 518 63,3 

-151 -0.11 II 051t :5 659 2 111 92.0 

-29 -0.3 'I 599 4 093 2 'I'll 88.'1 
-103 -1.3 3 764 :5 'I'll 2 189 72.0 



Table 1. July 1, 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State, 
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(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WIT~ A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME FIGURE 
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POPULATION ESTIMATED PER CAPITA MONEy INCOME 

AREA 

---------------------
WHEELER COUNTy •••••••••••• 

MOBEETIE •••••• , •••• ••••••••••• 
SHAMROCK~&o •• & •••• te.~85'.D§9~ 
WHEELERe~.o •• ' ••• & ••••• 3 •••• 6. 

WICHITA COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BURKBURNETT.ft.9ij~atOQ.fio~.e~.e 
ELECTRA ... 9 'II ~ .... (> 1/ & ~ .. 0 $ II. II .,,' & ~ 
IOWA PAIK ••••••••••••••••••••• 
LAKESIDE (PART) m .. ~ Ii .. 01. II .. & II II 9 ~, 
PLEASANT VALLEy ••••••••••••••• 
WICHITA FALLS (PARTl' ......... 

WILBARGER COUNTy •••••••••• 

VERNON It It It It It (I • II e It It It .. <I' 1\ " It It It .. It It • " 

WILLACY COUNTy •••••••••••• 

LyFORD It" ~"It II 1,:1 ,,/I II It. It It" It It It .. It It. II 

R AYMONDVILLE •••••••••••••••••• 
SAN PERLITA.G •••••• ~e.e •••••• t 

WILLIAMSON COUNTy ••••••••• 

ARTLETT (PART) ••••••••••••••• 
EDAR PARK ••••••••••••• e •••••• 

LORENCE~ ••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
EORGETOWN ••••• 'e.~ ••• ' ••••••• 

.. RANGER to- " 111 ........ 0; .. Ii .. Ii .. ~ ~ .... :; .... 0; .. 

B 
C 
F 
G 
G 
H 
R 
T 
T 

F 
L 
P 
S 

K 
W 

A 
A 
B 
B 
B 
C 
o 
F 

L 
N 
R 
W 

urTO ••• ~ • <l ••• e ..... 3 •••• " ••••• II 

OUND ROpK •••••••••••••••••••• 
AYLOR" •• \I •••• It •••• iI •••• ., • '.1'1 • 
HRALL •• ~ It., •• It ................ 

WILSON COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

LORESVILLE ••••••••••••••• ,$,. 
A VER~I~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OTH ........................... 
TOCKDAlE ••••••••••••••••••••• 

WINKLER COUNTy ............ 

ERMIT:. e,'''''''' .. ,,'' ••• fi"""" .. " Pt"" 

INK •• """ .. """"""" .. ,,"""",, ...... ,," , 

WISE COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

LVORD •• ~ ••••••••••••••••• , ••• 
URORA ... ~ .. " .. "" ....... " .... "" ..... 1/10 

OYO. 9 """ ".00""" 11011" .... "" ...... " 
RIAR (PART)" .... II ...... """ I." .. """ .. 
RIOGEPO~T •••••••••••••••••••• 
HIeo ........ III .. " ...... O. '" .. ""." •• ,'e" 
ECATUR ............. "" .... """ .... "" .. , a"" 
AIRVIEW~ ••••• , •••••• , •••••••• 

AKE BRIDGEPORT ••••••••••••••• 
EWARK.,~ ••••••••••••••• ~., ••• 
HOME."""" ••.•• " ot .. "" •• "" ... ".,.. 
HITE CITy •••••••••••••••••••• 

WOOD COUNTy ••••••••••••••• 

BA ..... ~ 0 •••• ,.,.,.,." ••• $. "',..,.,.. 

WKINS.~ ••••••••••••••• ,..,. ••• 
INEOLA. ,.,. •••• ,. •• ,." ••••••••• ,. • 

AL 
HA 
M 
QU 
VI 
YA 

IT~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
INN RO (PART) •••••••••••••• 
NTISCl.~ •••••••• · ••••••••••••• 

DE 
PL 

YOAKUM COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

NVER C~Ty ••••••••••••••••••• 
AINS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I-------

JULY 11 
1976 

:;-------

6 157 

183 
2 477 
1 1'13 

122 30'1 

10 307 
:l 600 
6 419 -

336 
96 893 

15 123 

1l 293 

17 2'16 

1 283 
9 284 

464 

50 919 

1 553 
976 
792 

8 206 
1 580 

700 
6 'fQ2 
9 921 

650 

1'1 060 

3 986 
,.78 

1 398 
1 159 

9 '19'1 

7 700 
1 055 

21 763 

8211 
207 

1 03'1 
2'15 

3 735 
716 

:3 '170 
116 

131 
51'1 
'1911 

'I 

21 153 

676 
1 135 
'I 1'16 
1 'lSI! 
2 250 

182 

7 591 

" 373 
1 09'1 

SEt ~f"OOTNOn;. AT EN.Il .. Of" TA8L.E. 

APRIL I, 
1970 C--" 

(CENSUS) --.. 

6 434 

207 
2 644 
1 116 

120 563 

9 230 
3 895 
5 796 

-
323 

96 620 

15 355 

11 454 

15 570 

1 425 
7 987 

352 

37 305 

1 036 
687 
672 

6 395 
1 256 

545 
2 811 
9 616 

619 

13 Olf1 

3 707 
'125 

1 296 
1 132 

~ 6'10 

7 884 
1 023 

19 687 

791 
16'1 
695 
212 

3 61'1 
723 

3 2'10 
93 

118 
'107 
393 

4 

18 589 

555 
977 

3 926 
1 'l911 
2 209 

223 

7 3'1'1 

/I 133 
1 087 

(DOLLARS) 

CHANGE, PERCENT 
1970 TO 1976 CHANGE. 

1974 1969 TO 
NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

-------
-277 -4.3 5 017 4 196 2 642 69,9 

~24 -11.6 'I 396 3 425 2 OJ7 115.U 
-167 -6.3 5 022 'I 432 2 909 72,6 

27 2 .• 6 661 5 25) 3 1'12 112.0 

1 741 1.4 'l 737 q 452 2 777 70.0 

1 077 11.7 4 04.1 3 824 2 227 81.5 
-295 -7.6 'l 908 'I 352 2 553 92.2 

623 10.7 'I 355 3 949 2 481 75.~ 

- ... - - - .. , 
13 4.0 'I 640 4 355 2 717 70.tI 

273 0.3 4 813 'I 538 2 656 68,5 

~232 -1.5 3 951 3 797 2 382 65.9 

~161 -1.4 3 912 3 701 2 367 65,;5 

1 676 10.8 2 224 2 334 1 404 58." 

-142 -10.0 2 343 2 '129 1 '180 58,;! 

1 297 16.2 2 013 2 Ol4 1 275 57,9 
112 31.8 3 919 4 299 2 470 58.7 

13 614 36.5 3 823 3 539 2 103 81.d 

517 49.9 2 550 2 341 1 497 70.3 
289 'l2.1 4 188 3 852 2 If71 69.5 

120 17.9 3 32,. 3 036 2 1<12 55,2 
1 811 28.3 3 991 3 605 2 2'17 77,& 

32,. 25.8 3 110 2 82'1 1 715 81.' 
155 28.'1 2 898 2 665 1 8:37 57.8 

3 631 129.2 3 580 3 237 1 87'1 n.O 
305 3.2 3 '12,. 3 232 2 016 69.<1 

31 5.0 :5 155 3 12b 1 818 73.!> 

1 019 7.8 3 107 2 850 1 851 67.9 

279 7.5 2 777 2 563 1 681 65.2 
53 12.5 3 721 3 '121 2 082 78.7 

102 7.9 2 827 2 590 1 519 86.1 
27 2.'1 3 089 ? 827 1 8:51 68.7 

-1'16 -1.5 'I 381 3 938 2 625 66.9 

-18'1 -2.3 'I 350 3 891 2 593 67.6 
32 3 .1 'I 178 ;3 8'15 2 5'10 M,~ 

2 076 10.5 'I 121 3 796 2 566 60.6 

33 '1.2 :3 305 2 971 2 230 118,2 
43 26.2 'I 02'1 3 699 2 558 57.3 

339 <18.8 3 351 3 073 2 133 57.1 
33 15.6 3 821 3 512 2 '153 55,6 

121 3.3 'I 313 'I 009 2 619 611.7 
-7 -1.0 3 228 2 936 2 201 116,7 

230 7 .1 4 166 3 903 2 679 55.5 
23 21f.7 3 984 3 662 2 556 55,1 

13 11.0 II 124 3 798 2 567 60,7 
107 26.3 3 98,. 3 725 2 602 53.1 
101 25.7 q 099 3 923 2 7,+0 1I9.b 

- - 3 983 3 660 2 558 55,7 

2 56'1 13.8 3 9'+3 :3 607 2 323 69.7 

121 21.8 3 133 2 857 1 895 65,3 
158 16.2 5 381 '+ 713 2 973 81,0 
220 5.6 'l 939 'i 527 2 601 76,3 
-10 -0.7 'l 595 II 163 2 5&2 78,U 

41 1.9 'I 392 II 037 2 516 7,+.6 
-'11 -16.'! " 552 'I 1'16 2 580 76.'1 

2'17 3.'1 II '171 Ii 233 2 607 71.5 

2110 5.6 5 235 II 9'111 , 059 71.1 
7 0.6 3 271 2 978 1 9117 68,0 
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Table 1. July 1. 1976 Population and Calendar Year 1975 Per Capita Income Estimates for the State 

Counties. and SubcountyAreas,-Continued " 

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS 1'1 ITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULAn ON LESS THAN 1,000, THE 1969 PER CAP IT A I NeOHE 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 

YOUNG COUNTy •••••••••••••• 

GKAHAM •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
NEWCASTLE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
OLNEy ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ZAPATA COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

ZAVALA COUNTy ••••••••••••• 

CRYSTAL CITy •••••••••••••••••• 

MULTI-COUNTY PLACES 

ABERNATHy ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ABILENE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ACKERLy ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
ADD I SON •••• " ••• " " \I • " " " • " • " • If " If 

AMARILLO~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
ARANSAS PASS •••••••••••• e •••• e 

AZL.E •• If" If If" If If;o If .. If If Ii'" If' If do 10 11",,, 
BARTLETT •••••••••••••••••••••• 

BLACKWELL ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BOOKER •• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
BRIAR ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
8RUCEVILLE-EDDY ••••••••••••••• 
BULLARD ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
BURLESON •••••••••••••••••••••• 
CARROLLTON •••••••••••••••••••• 
CLARKSVILLE CITy •••••••••••••• 

COMBINE ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CORPUS CHRiSTl •••••••••••••••• 
DALHART.~ .................... . 
DALLAS! •••• fI If If .... If. If"" If If." If ... . 

DEPORT. If' If •••••• 11''1'' III "" •• "If" CI" 

EASTON •••••• e ••••••• , •••••••• , 

FERRIS •••••••••••••••• , •••••• , 
FRITCH •••••••••••••••••• o ••••• 

GLADEWATER •••••••••••••••••••• 
GLENN HEJGHTS ••••••••••••••••• 
GOLINDA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
GRAND PRAIR!E ••••••••••••••••• 
GRAPEVINE' .................. .. 
HAMLIN •••• If •• e. If' If •• "" 10 It If If""" 
HAPPY .. & • 0 • If •• " ••• " '" " • " • e I " I> " " " 

HEATH (I" " " " " fI " !II " " " • " " " It i .. " " ~ " i A 

HOUSTON 1 ..... ,,"" Ii."." <it". It" e",,""" 
K A TV" /I .... " .... " ... " " " .. '" ..... " • " .. " .... ~ 
KILGORE •••••••••••• ollo ..... II& •• 

LAKESIDE ••••••••••• 5 ••••• fI.~.; 
LONGVIEW' .................... . 
MANSFIELD' •••••••••••••••••••• 
MINERAL WELLS ••••••••••••••••• 
MISSOURI CITy ••••••••••••••••• 

NORMANGEE ••••••••••••••••••••• 
O'DONNELL"g ••••• " ••••••••• o.q. 
OVERTON.~u ••••• o ••••• ~fI.""~ •• " 
OVILLA •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
PEARLAND •••••••••••••••••••••• 
PECAN GA~ •• 8 •• IIIi" •• 'oe" •• o."ftO 
PORTLAND •••••••••••••••••••••• 
REKLAW •• " •••••• " •• '''.ee ••••••• 

STAFFORD' •••••••••••••••••••••• 
STAMFORD~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
STREETMA~" ••••• e.e •••• " ••• e ••• 

TATUM ... ",' .... It " A A • " •• e " " " • (I e " " '" (I 

TROUP •••••••••••• i •••••••••••• 

VALLEY MILLS •••••••••••••••••• 
WALLER e ••••• " • (I • (I" ••• '(I, • (I ••• 

SEE fOOTNOTE AT END Of TABLE. 

JULY 1. 
1976 

16 586 

7 678 
659 

:3 850 

5 227 

11 754 

8 075 

2 812 
97 377 

327 
'I 085 

141 '18'1 
6 '134 
5 174 
2 100 

;:>69 
987 
739 
705 
706 

10 960 
27 362 

399 

250 
216 944 

6 3'12 
8'18 829 

722 
251 

2 117 
2 4'10 

5 9'12 
277 
335 

59 829 
10 393 

3 105 
768 
836 

1 '155 0'16 
6 785 
9 630 

213 
53 '165 

6 115 
13 76'1 

9 602 

650 
1 138 
2 1'15 

510 
10 5'11 

270 
9 755 

133 

62 5'13 
'I 016 
1 7't6 
1 295 
'I 771 

86 
7 610 
2 353 

5 582 
Ij 2B5 

279 
1 12'1 
1 730 
1 143 
1 239 

CHANGE, 
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 

1970 1------.-------1 
(CENSUS) 

15 400 

7'177 
624 

3 62'1 

If 352 

11 370 

8 10'1 

2 625 
89 653 

3'18 
595 

127 010 
5813 
'I '193 
1 622 

279 
90'1 
630 
630 
573 

7 713 
13 855 

398 

249 
20'1 525 

5 705 
8'19 '110 

761 
297 

2 180 
1 778 

5 574 
257 
310 

50 90'1 
7 381 
3 325 

672 
520 

1 282 4113 
2 923 
9 '195 

187 
48 429 

'I 199 
18 411 

4 136 

657 
1 1'18 
2 OBI! 

339 
6 '1'1'1 

291 
7 302 

171 

~8 405 
2 243 
1 535 

777 
4 490 

81f 
'I 536 
20:n 

2 906 
4 558 

286 
684 

1 668 
1 022 
1 123 

1 l!l6 

201 
35 

226 

875 

38'1 

187 
7 724 

-21 
.., 490 

14 471+ 
621 
681 
478 

-10 
83 

109 
75 

133 
.., 247 

13 507 
1 

1 
12 419 

637 
-581 
-39 
-46 
-63 
662 

368 
20 
25 

8 925 
.., 012 

-220 
96 

31/, 

172 603 
:3 862 

135 
26 

5 036 
1 916 

-4 6'17 
5 466 

-7 
-10 

61 
171 

'I 097 
-21 

2 453 
-38 

14 138 
1 773 

211 
518 
281 

2 
307'1 

322 

2 676 
-273 

-7 
'1l10 

62 
121 
116 

PERCENT 

7.7 

2.7 
5.6 
6.2 

20.1 

7.1 
8.6 

-6.0 
586.6 

11.4 
10.7 
15.2 
29.5 

-3.6 
9.2 

17.3 
11.9 
23.2 
42.1 
97.5 

0 • .3 

0.'1 
6.1 

11.2 
-0.1 
-5.1 

-15.5 
-2.9 
37.2 

6.6 
7.8 
8.1 

17.5 
40.8 
-6.6 
1'1.3 
60.8 

13.5 
132.1 

1.'1 
13.9 
10.11 
45.6 

-25.2 
132.2 

-1.1 
-0.9 

2.9 
50.11 
63,6 
-7.2 
33.6 

-22.2 

29.2 
79.0 
13.7 
66.7 
6.3 
2.4 

67.8 
15,9 

92.1 
-6.0 
-2.4 
64.3 
j.7 

11.8 
10.3 

197'1 
1975 (REVISED) 

4 602 

5 025 
3 383 
4 525 

2 301 

2 205 

2 038 

" 624 
'I 437 
3 967 

10 195 
5 216 
4 30'1 
'I 599 
2 6'15 

2 593 
5 719 
'I 462 
" 809 
4 093 
'I 578 
5 506 
:3 647 

4 252 
4 380 
5 039 
5 715 
:3 358 
2 318 
3 401 
4 11'1 

4 050 
4 898 
3 5711 
II 759 
5 2611 
4 712' 
II 648 
5 359 

5 723 
5 499 
5 078 
8 402 
4 791 
" 489 
'I 322 
6 296 

3 433 
3 289 
4 1174 
II 303 
6 062 
2 878 
5 187 
3 100 

6 735 
q 835 
" 021 
5 568 
2 433 
2 636 
3 923 
5 616 

5 921 
" 119 3 775 
3 230 
3 452 
II 483 
4 361 

'I '1'10 

4 802 
:3 512 
4'191 

2 105 

2 on 

tf '1118 

" on 4 801 
9 591 
II 845 
:5 709 
4 136 
2 '109 

2 530 
II 956 
4 103 
4 369 
:5 776 
II 182 
5 125 
3 488 

II 002 
4 053 
II 655 
5 3'17 
2 900 
2 233 
3 286 
3 742 

3811 
II 600 
:3 300 
" /j'1'1 

'q 868 
" 395 :s 93,6 
5 08'1 

5 181/ 
5 0'16 
II 765 
8 06'1 
" '187 
II 027 
4011 
5 614 

3 016 
5 365 
II 237 
:3 966 
5 '131 
2 609 
,. 7112 
2 809 

6 279 
" 436 
:5 9lfl 
5 187 
2 321 
2 '173 
:3 7J6 
5 207 

5 049 
:3 738 
:5 380 
:3 1311 
J 109 
'I 055 
'I 081 

1969 

2 528 

2 651 
2 258 
2 675 

1 276 

1 3'17 

1 303 

2 392 
2 551 
2 511 
6 265 
::I 011 
2 308 
2 674 
1 592 

1 738 
:3 075 
2 872 
2 728 
2 292 
2 951 
:3 22'1 
2 253 

2 '165 
2 Mil 
2 70'1 
:3 688 
2 098 
1 '159 
2 237 
2 lI68 

2 '119 
2 977 
2 026 
J 206 
3 1116 
2 727 
2 830 
:3 5'15 

:3 298 
2 912 
2 912 
'I 702 
2 821 
2 730 
2 880 
J 453 

1 697 
2 337 
2 627 
2 615 
J '102 
1 853 
2 996 
1 780 

II 167 
2 889 
2 685 
:3 384 
1 316 
i 508 
2 301 
:3 576 

2 762 
2 515 
2 115 
2 0011 
2 077 
2 376 
2 1121 

PERCENT 
CHANGE, 
1969 TO 

1975 

82.0 

69,6 
49.8 
69,2 

80.3 

63.7 

56.lI 

93.3 
73.9 
58,0 
62,7 
73,2 
86.5 
60,0 
66.1 

'19.2 
86,0 
55.lI 
76,3 
78.6 
55.1 
70.8 
61.9 

72.5 
65,7 
86.'1 
55,0 
60.1 
58.9 
52,0 
66,7 

67,'1 
6'1,5 
76.'1 
4B,'I 
67,3 
72,8 
611.2 
51,2 

73,5 
88.8 
7'1,'1 
7B,7 
69,8 
6'1,'1 
50.1 
82,3 

102,3 
'10,7 
70,3 
6'1.6 
78,2 
55,3 
13.0 
711.2 

61.6 
67.11 
'19.8· 
6'1.5 
8'1,9 
7'1.8 
70.5 
~7.1 

llQ,4 
63.8 
78,S 
61.2 
66,2 
88,7 
80.1 



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

(FOR SUBCOUNTY AREAS WITH A 1970 CENSUS SAMPLE POPULATION LESS THAN 1.000, THE 1969 PER CAPITA INCOME 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 
(DOLLARS) 

AREA CHANGE, PERCENT 
APRIL 1, 1970 TO 1976 CHANGE" 

JULY 1, 1970 197'1 1969 TO 
1976 (CENSUS) NUMBER PERCENT 1975 (REVISED) 1969 1975 

WARREN CITy ••••••••••••••••••• 163 150 13 8.7 II 406 4 209 2 716 62.2 
WESTLAKE •••••••••••••••••••••• 172 128 4'1 311.11 3 854 3 622 2 621 47.0 
WICHITA FALLS' •••••••••••••••• 96 897 96 624 2,73 0.3 4 813 q 538 2 856 68.5 
WINNSBORO ••••••••••••••••••••• 3 258 3 064 194 6.3 l! 389 q 016 2 498 75.7 
yOAKUM •••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 92/\ 5 755 171 3.0 :5 108 J 019 1 920 61.9 

'1970 CENSUS fiGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATiON RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1976. 


