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This report is one of a series containing current estimates 
of the total July 1, 1977, population for all general purpose 
governmental units in each State. The preparation of current 
population estimates below the county level was prompted 
by the State and Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972. The 
estimates shown here also reflect changes made during the 
review of the figures with local officials. The figures are 
used by a wide variety of Federal, State, and local govern­
mental agencies for program planning and administrative 
purposes. Estimates of per capita income for 1976 were not 
prepared, but figures for 1977 will appear later in this 
report series accompanying the 1978 population estimates. 

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 alphabetical sequence as report number 814 (Ala­
bama) through number 863 (Wyoming). A list indicating 
the report number for each State is appended. 

The detailed table for each State shows July 1, 1977, 
estimates of the population of each area, together with 
April 1, 1970, census population and numerical and per· 
centage change between 1970 and 1977. The 1970 figures 
reflect annexations since 1970 up to December 31, 1977, 
and include corrections to the 1970 census counts. 

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 divi­
sions also listed in alphabetical order. Minor civil divisions 

1 I n certain midwestern States (illinois. Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, and the Dakotas), some counties have active 
minor civil divisions while others do not. 

are always identified in the listing by the term "township," 
"town," or other MCD category. When incorporated places 
fall in more than one county, ea.ch county piece is marked 
"part," and totals for these places are presented at the end 
of the table. 

METHODOLOGY 

To estimate the population of each subcounty area, a com­
ponent procedure (the Administrative Records method) was 
used, with each of the components of population change 
(births, deaths, net migration, and special populations) esti­
mated separately. The estimates were derived in four stages, 
moving from 1970 as a base year to develop estimates for 
1973, and, in turn, moving from 1973 as the base year to 
derive estimates for 1975, from 1975 as the base year for 
1976, and from 1976 as the base year for 1977. 

Migration. Individual Federal income tax returns were used 
to measure migration by matching individual returns for 
successive periods. The places of residence on tax returns 
filed in the base year and in the estimate year were noted for 
matched returns to determine inmigrants, outmigrants, and 
nonmigrants for each area. A net migration rate was derived, 
based on the difference between the inmigration and out­
migration 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 change. Reported resident birth and death statistics 
were used, wherever available, to estimate natural change. 
These data were collected from State health departments and 
supplemented, where necessary, by data prepared and pub­
lished 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 
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subsequently controlled to agree with birth and death statis­
tics for larger areas where reported data were available. 

Adjustment for special populations. I n 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 reflected in the components of 
population change developed by standard measures, and the 
information is generally available for use as an independent 
series. 

Annexations and new incorporations. The 1970 census 
counts shown in this report reflect all population corrections 
made to the figures after the initial tabulations. In addition, 
adjustments for annexations are reflected in the estimates. 
For new incorporations occurring after 1970, the 1970 
popUlation within the boundaries of the new areas is 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.2 In several States, the subcounty estimates de­
veloped by the Administrative Records method were aver­
aged with estimates for corresponding geographic areas 
which were prepared by State agencies participating in the 
Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Population 
Estimates (FSCP). These States incfude California, Florida, 
New Jersey, Oregon, Vermont, Washington, and Wisconsin. 

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

The estimates for the subareas in each county were ad­
justed to independently derived county estimates. Since 
all of the data necessary to develop final estimates under 
the FSCP program are not available at the time subcounty 
estimates are prepared, only two of the methods relied upon 

2 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. I n addition, 
in a relatively small number of cases where special censuses were 
conducted by localities, where the procedures and definitions were 
essentially the same as those used by the Bureau of the Census, the 
results of these special censuses were also taken into account in 
preparing the estimates. 

in the standard FSCP program of estimates for counties 
(i.e., Component Method II and the Administrative Records 
method) were utilized. The 1977 estimates result from 
adding the average 1976-77 population change indicated by 
the two methods to the 1976 county population figures 
contained in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and 
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The county estimates, in turn, were adjusted to be con­
sistent with independent State estimates published by the 
Bureau of the Census in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, No. 790, in which the Administrative Records based 
estimates were averaged with the estimates prepared using 
Component Method II and the Regression method.4 

LIMITATIONS OF THE 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 are reported in 
Series P-25, No. 520 for States and in Series P-26, No. 21 
for counties. In summary, the State estimates averaging 
Component Method II and the Regression method yielded 
average differences of approximately 1.9 percent when 
compared to the 1970 census. Subsequent modifications of 
the two procedures that have been incorporated in preparing 
estimates for the 1970's would have reduced the average 
difference in 1970 to 1.2 percent. For counties, the 1970 
evaluations indicated an average difference of approximately 
4.5 percent for the combination of procedures used. It 
should be noted that all of the evaluations against the results 
of the 1970 census concern estimates extending over the 
entire 10-year period of 1960 to 1970. 

Since 1970, however, the Administrative Records method 
has been introduced with partial weight in the estimates for 
States and counties, and except for the few States in which 
local estimates are utilized, carries the full weight for esti­
mates 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 reasonable­
ness of the Adm inistrative Records estimates may be ob­
tained, however, by reviewing the degree of correspondence 
between the results of the method against those of the 
"standard" methods tested in 1970 and already in use to 
produce State estimates during the 1970's. It must be 
recognized that the differences between the two sets of 
estimates may not be interpreted as errors in either set of 
figures, but may only be used as a partial guide indicating 
the degree of consistency between the newer Administrative 
Re~ords system and the established methods. 

3 Descriptions of the methodologies are given for each State in 
the individual Series P-26 or P-25 report for the State.. . 

4 For further discussion of the methodologIes used In preparIng 
State estimates, see Current Population Reports, P-25, No. 640. 



Table A presents such a comparison for State estimates 
referring to July 1,1977. A rather close agreement may be 
observed in the estimates for all States at only a 1.1 percent 
difference. The variation of the Administrative Records 
method from the average of the other methods does increase 
for smaller States in a regular pattern, but still reaches an 
average of only 1.3 percent for the smallest size category. 
The only consistent variations suggesting a potential for 
directional bias are indicated in the tendency for larger 
States to be estimated higher by the Administrative Records 
procedure than by the other techniques. 

A similar comparison may be made at the county level 
(table B). Although the differences between the FSCP esti· 
mates and the Administrative Records results are larger at 
the county level than for States, the variations are well 
withi n the range that would be. ~xpected for areas af this 
population size, and the county pattern matches closely the 
findings for States. The overall dtfference for all counties is 
2.6 percent, and ranges from 1.5 percent for the larger 
counties to 8.4 percent for the 26 small counties under 
1,000 population. The comparisons indicate virtually no 
change from similar comparisons for the 1976 estimates. 
Only the average difference for counties with less than 
1,000 population experienced any significant change from 
the 1976 levels in improving from 10.1 to 8.4 average per­
cent differences. 

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

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

A more representative group of special censuses in 86 
areas selected particularly for evaluation purposes was 
conducted in 1973. The areas were randomly chosen nation­
wide to be typical of areas with populations below 20,000 
persons. Table C summarizes the average percent difference 
between the estimates from the Administrative Records 
method and counts from the 86 special censuses. Overall, 
the estimates differed from the special census counts by 
5.9 percent, with the largest differences occurring in the 
smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popu­
lation 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 ac­
curacy 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 ex­
periencing 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 com­
pleted for use here, but will be included in detail as a part of 
the comprehensive methodology description in Current 
Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 699 (in preparation). 

Table A. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Average of Component 

Method II and Regression Estimates for States: 1977 

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

Population size in 1970 

Item 
All 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 

States and over million 1.5 million 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ...•....•.•.....•.. 1.1 0,8 1.2 1.3 

Number of States •.•. , ..•.........• _ ..•. 51 16 18 17 

Wi th di ffcrences of: 
Less than 1 percent .......•...•.... 21 9 7 5 
1 to 2 pel'cent ..•......••.•.. ' ....• 19 6 6 7 
2 percent and over ••.•....•.•......• 11 1 5 5 

Where Adm inis tra ti ve Hecords was: 
Higher .•.. , ..••.•••..•.••••.•.••. '" • 29 10 9 10 

Lower ..•..•••..•.....•......•.•..•.•• 22 6 9 7 
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Table B. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP Estimates 

for Counties; 1977 

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties) 

Counties wi th 1,000 or more 1970 population Counties 
wi th less 

Item 25,000 10,000 1,000 than 1,000 
All 50,000 to to to 1970 

counties Total or more 49,999 24,999 9,999 population 

Average percen t difference 
(disregarding sign) .....•...... 2.6 2.6 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.6 8.4 

Number of counties or 
equi valen LS ••••.••••.•.••••.•.. 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26 

With eli rferences of: 
Less than 1 percent ......... 952 951 329 191 266 165 1 

1 to 3 percent ......•....... 1,265 1,259 274 246 436 303 6 

3 to 5 percen t •.•...••.•...• 526 520 56 95 196 173 6 

5 to 10 percent ...•.•....... 327 320 18 30 101 171 7 
10 percent and over .. ...•.•. 73 67 2 5 18 42 6 

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

and 86 Spedal Censuses: 1913 

(Base is special census) 

Average 

Area 
percent 
dii'i'er-

ence! 

All areas (86) 2 ...•........... 5.9 

1,000 to 20,000 (59) •...••...••.•.•. 4.6 
Under 1,000 population (27) ......... 8.6 

IDisregarding sign. 
2All areas have population under 20,000 persons. 

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 appli· 
cation of the estimates contained here. 

RELATED REPORTS 

The population estimates shown in this series of reports 
update those found in Current Population Reports. Series 
P-25, Nos. 740 through 789 for 1976. The population 
estimates contained here for States are consistent with 
Series P-25, No. 790. The county estimates for 1977 are 

Number of areas wi th differences of: 

Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 percent 

percent percent percent and over 

32 18 20 16 

26 13 14 6 
6 5 6 10 

superior to the provisional 1977 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 CurrentPopu­
lation Reports. The county population estimates are being 
replaced by subsequent final 1977 figures developed through 
the Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local 'Population 

Estimates. 

DETAILED TABLE SYMBOLS 

In the detailed table entries, 'a dash ,,_u represents zero, and 

the symbol "Z" indicates that the figure is less than 0.05 
percent. The sym bo I "B" means that the base for the derived 
figure is less than 75,000. Three dots " ... " mean not appli­
cable and "NA" means not available. 
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Table 1. July I, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas 

AREA 

TO 1977 CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 i CHA~IGE, 1970 
APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 
1977 

1970 JULY 1, 1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PE __ RC_E_N_T-I _____________ + ___ 1_9_7_7+ ___ C_E_N_S_U_S+ ___ NUMBER PERCENT 

262 
q73 
868 
130 

15 
-57 

6.1 
-1.6 STA TE OF ALABAMA •••••• 

AUTAUGA COUNTy •••••••••• 

AUTAUGAV I LLE ............. . 
BILLINGSLEy .............. . 
PRATTVILLE' ••••••••••••••• 

BALDWIN COUNTy ......... . 

BAY MINETTE .............. . 
DAPHNE •••••••• , •••••• '" •• 
ELBERTA .................. . 
FAIRHOPE ................. . 
FOLEy .................... . 
GULF SHORES .............. . 
LOXELY .................. • • 
ROBERTSDALE .............. . 

SILVERHILL ............... . 
SUMMERDALE ............... . 

BARBOUR COUNTy •••••••••• 

BLUE SPR I NGS ............. . 
CLAYTON .................. . 
CLIO ..................... . 
EUF AULA 1 •• f ••••••••• 0 ••••• 

LOUiSVILLE ............... . 

SIBB COUNTy ........... .. 

BRENT .................... . 
CENTREVILLE ............. .. 
WEST BLOCTON ............. . 

BLOUNT COUNTy .......... . 

ALL GOOD ................ .. 
8LOUNTSVILLE ............. . 
CLEVELAND ................ . 
COUNTY LINE (PARTl ...... .. 
HAyDEN ................... . 
HIGHLAND LAKE ............ . 
LGCUST FORK ••••••••••••••• 
NECTAR ................... . 

ONEONTA .................. . 
ROSA ..................... . 
SNEAO ................... .. 

BULLOCK COUNTY ........ .. 

MIDWAY .................. .. 
UNION SPRINGS ........... .. 

BUTLER COUNTy ••••••••••• 

GEORGIANA ............... .. 
GREENVILLE ............... . 
MCKENZIE ................. . 

CALHOUN COUNTY ......... . 

ANNISTON ................. . 
"LuE MOUNTAIN ............ . 
HOBSON CiTy ............. .. 
JACKSON V I LLE ............. . 
OHATCHEE ............. ; .. .. 
OXFORD .................. .. 
PiEDMONT ................ .. 
SOuTHSIDE (PART) ........ .. 

WEAVER ................... . 

CHAMBERS COUNTy ••••••••• 

690 827 

28 960 

H95 
9q 

17 325 

71 521 

7 049 
2 647 

421 
6 131 
3 816 
1 412 
1 011 
2 149 

656 
587 

25 099 

lql 
1 642 
1 130 

10 916 
737 

14 663 

2 353 
2 213 
1 372 

33 120 

373 
q50 
q79 

90 
232 
108 
qJ3 
328 

773 
127 
424 

11 576 

592 
q 110 

21 466 

972 
432 
542 

112 q09 

31 605 
q93 
281 
127 
q61 

10 294 
5 246 

990 

37 190 

24 460 

870 
110 

13 779 

59 382 

727 
382 
395 
720 
368 
909 
859 
078 

552 
550 

22 543 

137 
626 
065 
Ml 
785 

13 812 

2 093 
2 233 
1 172 

26 853 

272 
254 
413 

84 
195 
108 
343 
258 

390 
98 

347 

22 007 

148 
8 033 

491 

103 092 

31 533 
446 
124 
715 
q45 

7 056 
5 323 

091 

36 356 

246 473 

500 

25 
-16 
Sq6 

12 139 

322 
265 

26 
4!l 
448 
503 
152 

71 

104 
37 

'I 
16 
65 

275 
-'IB 

851 

260 
-20 
200 

267 

101 
196 

66 
6 

37 

90 
70 

383 
29 
77 

-541 

-176 
-601 

51 

317 

72 
q7 

157 
012 

16 
238 
-77 

899 

83q 

7.2 FIVE POINTS ............. .. 
LAFAyETTE ............... .. 
LANETT ................... . 

18.4 WAVERLY (PART) ........... . 

2.9 
-14.5 
25.7 

20. It 

4.8 
11.1 
6.6 
7.2 

13.3 
55.3 
17.7 
3.4 

18. B 
6.7 

CHEROKEE COUNTy ••••••••• 

CEDAR BLUFF .............. • 
CENTRE ................... • 
COLLINSVILLE (PA~Tl ..... .. 
GAyLESVILLE ••••••• ••• ••• • • 
LEI:.SBURG ................. . 

CHILTON COUNTy ......... . 

CI.ANTON .................. . 
JEMISON .................. . 
MAPLESVILLE .... • ......... . 
THORSBy .................. . 

CHOCTAW COUNTY ......... . 

11.3 BUTLER ................... . 
GILBERTOWN ............... . 

2.9 LISMAN ................... . 
1,0 PENNINGTON •••••••••••••• :. 
6.1 SILAS .................... . 

13.2 TOXEy .................... . 
-6.1 

6.2 

12.4 
-0.9 
17.1 

23.3 

37.1 

CLARKE COUiHY .......... . 

COFFEEVILLE .............. . 
FULTON ................... . 
GROVE HILL ............... . 
JACKSON .................. . 
THOMASVILLE ••••••• ••• ... • • 

CLAY COUNTy ........... .. 

15.6 ASHLA~JD .................. . 
16.0 LINEVILLE ................ . 
7.1 

19.0 
CLEBURNE COUNTy ••••••••• 

26.2 
27.1 ED\'A~DSVILLE ............. . 

FRUITHURST ............... . 
8.7 HEFLIN ................... . 

29.6 RANBURNE •••••••••••••••••• 
22.2 

COFFEE CoUNTy .......... . 
-2.1 

ELBA ..................... • 
6.1 ENTERPRISE ............... • 

-4.9 KINSTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
NEW BROCKTON ............. . 

-2.5 
COL8ERT COUNTy ........ .. 

-8.2 
-7.5 CHEROKEE ................ .. 
10.4 LEIGHTON ................ .. 

LI TTLEV ILLE .............. . 
MUSCLe SHOALS ............ . 

9.0 SHEFFIELD ............... .. 

0.2 
10.5 

TUSCUMBIA ................ . 

lq.O CONECUH COUNTy ......... . 
6.6 
3.6 CASTLEtlERRY •••••• , ...... :. 

45.9 EVERGREEN ................ . 
-1.4 REPTON ................... . 

43.0 COOSA COUNTy .......... .. 

GOODWATEk ................ . 
2.3 

llr;70 C!NSUS ~[GUI~l INCLlJl)[S 1970 CLNSUS POPULA1ION RCSIDING IN ARCAS ANNCXED THROUGH DCCEMI3[R 31,1977. 

17 906 

092 
347 

21 
255 
110 

28 387 

678 
759 
757 
170 

18 OB8 

264 
212 
694 
335 
397 
274 

27 988 

569 
676 
890 
434 
893 

13 334 

114 
115 

11 741 

108 
286 
920 
519 

36 123 

4 121 
16 333 

525 
169 

50 233 

652 
227 
889 

8 085 
11 351 

8 615 

15 43q 

688 
777 
289 

11 143 

158 

15 606 

956 
418 

29 
161 

98 

25 180 

16 589 

OM 
207 
636 
301 
345 
304 

q41 
628 
825 
957 
769 

12 636 

921 
984 

10 996 

146 
229 
872 
371 

34 872 

404 
15 591 

5qO 
37q 

49 632 

48q 
231 
858 

6 907 
13 115 

8 828 

15 6q5 

666 
924 
277 

10 062 

172 

-40 
-67 

300 

136 
-71 
-8 
94 
12 

207 

810 
336 

53 
226 

499 

200 

" 58 
3q 
52 

-30 

264 

12B 
q8 
65 

qn 
124 

698 

193 
131 

745 

-38 
57 
48 

148 

251 

_513 
742 
-15 

-205 

601 

1,,8 
-4 
31 

178 
-1 764 

-213 

481 

-14 

-0,6 
-34.0 

14.7 

14.2 
-2.9 

-27.6 
58.q 
.\2.2 

12.7 

13.8 
2.3.6 
7.5 

23.9 

4.7 

29.0 
7.f;, 
3.6 
8.0 
3.3 

5.!i 

10.0 
0.6 

6.8 

-26.G 
24.9 

1.1 
39.9 

3.0 

-11.1 
4,8 

-2.8 
-14.9 

1.2 

11.3 
-0.3 
3.6 

17.1 
-13.5 
-2.4 

-1.3 

3.3 
-3.7 

q .3 
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Table l. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGEd970 TO 1977 
CHA'IGE,1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 
JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

ROCKFORO .................. 644 603 41 6.B SyLVANIA ................. • 568 476 92 19.3 

VALLEY HEAD .............. • 547 470 77 16.4 

COVINGTON COUNTY ........ 35 040 34 079 961 2.8 
ELMORE COUNTy ........... 40 721 33 661 060 21.0 

ANOALUSIA ................. 9 A22 10 092 -270 -2.7 

BABBlE .................... 81 82 -1 -1.2 COOSADA .................. , 319 240 79 32.9 

CAROLINA .................. 189 192 -3 -1.6 ECLECTIC .................. 1 304 1 184 120 10.1 

FLORALA ................... 360 2 701 -341 -12 •. 6 MILLBROOK ................. 2 992 2 382 610 25.6 

GANTT ••••••••••••••••••••• 212 270 -58 -21.5 TALLASSEE (PART) .......... 3 ;32 3 404 128 3.8 

fIEATH ..................... 244 229 15 6.6 WETUMPKA .................. 4 336 3 912 424 10.8 

HORN HILL ................. 129 136 -7 -5.1 

LIBERTYVILLE .............. 116 141 -25 ~17. 7 
ESCAMBIA COUNTy ......... 35 891 34 912 979 2.8 

LOCKHART .................. 633 698 ~65 -9.3 

ONYCHA .................... 209 118 91 77 .1 ATt10RE .................. •• 8 862 8 293 <;69 b .9 

oPP ....... e ~ ... c" ... " .. " G ... " ..... 
6 623 ~93 130 2.0 8REWTON .... D"". I ..... " .... " e .. " 

6 803 6 7q7 56 0.8 

REO I.EVEL ................. 695 616 79 12.B EAST BREWTON •••••••••••••• 2 627 2 336 291 12.5 

RIVER FALLS ............... 601 580 21 3.6 FLOt4ATON ........... , ......... • 1 669 1 58q 85 5.4 

SANFORD ••••••••••••••••••• 255 256 -1 -0. q POLLARD ................... 75 86 -11 -12.8 

RiVERVIEW ................. 106 110 ~4 -3.6 

CRENSHAW COUNTy ......... 14 126 13 lB8 938 7.1 
ETOWAH COUNTy ........... 96 928 9q l~q 2 784 3.0 

BRANTLEy .................. 021 066 -45 -4.2 

D07IER .................... 2B6 304 -18 -5.9 ALTOONA ................... 698 7Bl -83 -10.6 

GLENWOOD ••••••••• , •••••••• 411 378 33 8.7 ATTALLA ................... 7 037 7 510 -473 ~6.3 

LUVERNE ................... 518 4QO 78 3.2 BOAZ (PART) ............... 191 170 21 12.4 

PETREy .................... 101 122 -21 ~17 .2 GADSDEN ................... 49 013 53 928 -4 915 ~9.1 

RUTLEDGE .................. 433 353 BO 22.7 GLENCOE ................... 3 465 2 901 564 19.4 

HOKES BI.UFF .............. • 2 623 2 133 490 23.0 

MOUNTAIi~BORO .............. 342 311 31 10.0 

CULLMAN COUNTy .......... 59 535 52 4'''5 090 13.5 RAINBOW CITy ............ •• 292 099 193 70.8 

BAILEyTON ................. 451 341 110 32.3 REECE CITy ................ 557 "96 61 12.3 

CULLMAN ................... 15 493 12 601 892 23.0 RIDGEVILLE ................ 207 177 30 16.9 

FAIRVIEW .................. 391 313 78 24.9 SARDIS cITy ............... 4Q2 368 3. 9.2 

GARDEN CITy ............... 705 745 -40 -5. " SOUTHSIDE (PART) .......... 317 983 334 34.0 

GOOD HOPE ................. 239 840 399 47.5 WALNUT GROVE .............. 287 224 63 28.1 

HANCEVILLE ................ 127 027 100 4.9 

HOLLY POND •••••••••••••••• 35q 325 29 8.9 

SOUTH VINEMONT ............ 624 480 144 30.0 FAYETTE COUNTY ......... , 16 553 16 252 301 1.9 

WEST POINT •••••••••••••••• 184 162 22 13.6 BELK ...................... 218 64 154 240.6 

BERRy ..................... 758 679 79 11.6 

FAyETTE ................... 4 655 568 87 1.9 

DALE COUNTy ............. q3 645 52 995 ~9 350 -17.6 GLEN ALLEN (PAHT) ......... 199 197 2 1.0 

WINFIELD (PART) ........... 137 lJ9 -2 -1.4 

ARlrON~ e .. ~ ~,,~. ",. ..... " .... ". 555 643 ~88 -13.7 

CLAYHATCHEE ••••••••••••••• 440 505 -65 ~12.9 

DALEVILLE' ................ 195 485 ~1 290 -23.5 FRANKLIN COUNiY I ... " ......... 
26 899 23 933 2 966 12.4 

DOTHAN (l'ART)' ............ 11 11 
GRIMES .................. • • 153 191 ~38 -19.9 HODGES ............ • .. ••••• 

158 207 ~49 -23.7 

LEVEL PLAINS .............. 811 007 -196 ~19. 5 PHIL CAMPBELL ............. 412 230 182 14.8 

MIDLAND CITy .............. 368 172 196 16.7 RED BAy" ..................... • ...... " .. 668 464 204 8.3 

NAPIER FIELD .............. 609 572 37 6.5 RUSSELLV I LLE .............. 895 814 81 1.0 

VINA ............. " ...... , ............ , 396 366 30 8.2 

NEWTON .................... 1 982 1 865 117 6.3 

OZARK ..................... 13 928 13 555 373 2.8 

PINCKARD .................. 635 609 26 ~. 3 GENEVA COUNTy ........... 23 828 21 92~ 904 8.7 

BLACK ................. •••• 
182 171 11 6.4 

DALLAS COUNTy ........... 55 929 55 296 633 1.1 coFFEE SPRINGS ............ 321 329 -8 ~2.4 

EUNOLA •••••••••••• • ••••••• 125 141 ~16 ~11.3 

ORRVILLE .................. 368 362 6 1.7 GENEVA ................ • •• , 4 ~97 4 398 99 2.3 

SELMA ..................... 26 593 27 379 -786 -2.9 HARTFORD .................. 2 758 2 648 110 4.2 

MALVERN ................... 262 227 35 15.4 

SAMSON •••••• , ••••• • ••••••• 121 257 -136 ~6.0 

DE KALB COUNTy .......... 49 581 41 981 600 18.1 SLOCOMB ................... 963 883 80 ~.2 

COLLINSVILLE IPARTl ....... 36A 271 97 7.6 

CRoSSViLLE ................ 181 035 1"6 14.1 GREENE COUNTy ........... 10 338 10 650 ~312 -2.9 

FORT PAyNE ................ 638 435 203 2.4 

FyFFE ..................... 091 311 780 250.8 BOLIGEE ................... 182 225 -43 ~19.1 

GERALDINE ................. 787 610 177 29.0 EUTAW .............. •••• ••• 
734 2 805 -71 -2.5 

HAMMONDVI LLE .............. 220 221 -1 -0.5 FORKLAND .................. 307 304 3 1.0 

HENAGAR ................... 971 812 159 19.6 

IDER ...................... 440 379 61 16.1 
HALE COUNTy ............. 15 475 15 888 -413 -2.6 

LAKEVIEW ................... 21 13 8 61.5 

MENTONE ................... 519 407 112 27.5 AKRON .............. ••••• •• 
435 535 -100 -lB.7 

POwELLS CROSSROADS •••••••• 609 474 135 28.5 GREENSBORO ................ 3 245 371 ~126 -3.7 

RAINSVILLE ................ 148 099 049 50.0 MOUNDVILLE (PART) ......... 968 981 -13 ~1'3 

SHlLO ..................... 237 233 4 1.7 NEWBERN ................. • • 296 286 10 3.5 

l1970 ClNSUS nGUI« INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXt::O THROUGH DECEMBeR 31, 19770 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

HoNRY COUNTy ........... . 

A8BEVILLE ................ . 
HALE8UR<i ................. . 
HEADLAND ........ " • & • " " • " ..... ~ 
NEWViLLE ................. . 

HOUSTON COUNTy •••••••••• 

ASHFORD .................. . 
AVON .................... •• 
COLuMBIA ................. . 
COTTONWOOD ............... . 
COWARTS .................. . 
DOTHAN (PART) ............ . 
GORDON ..... " ....... e ........... " .. . 

KINSEy ................... . 

MADRID .................. .. 
TAYLOR ................... . 
WERB ..................... . 

JACKSON COUNTy •••••••••• 

BRIDGEPORT ............... . 
DUTTON ................... . 
HOLLY.OOO' .. d .......... .. 

PAINT ROCK ............... . 
PiSGAH ................... . 
SCOTTSBORO' .............. . 
SECTION .................. . 
STEVENSON ............... .. 

WOODVILLE ................ . 

JEFFERSON COUNTY •••••••• 

ADAMSViLLE ............... . 
BESSEMER ................. . 
BIRMINGHAM' .............. . 
BRIGHTON ................ .. 
BROOKSIDE ................ . 
BROWNVILLE .............. .. 
CARDIFF ................. .. 
COUNTY LINE (PART I ...... .. 

FAIRFIELD ................ . 
FUL TONDALE ............... . 
6ARDENDALE .............. .. 
GRAySVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
HOMEWOOD ................. . 
HOOVER .................. .. 
HUFYTOWN 1 

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

IRONDALE ................. . 

KIMBERLy ................ .. 
LEEDS (PARTI ............. . 
LIPSCOMB ................ .. 
MAyTOWN .................. . 
MIDFIELD' ............... .. 
MORRIS ................... . 
MOUNTAIN BROOK .......... .. 
MULGA ................... .. 

NORTH JOHNS .............. . 
PLEASANT GROVE .......... .. 
ROOSEVEL T C lTY ........... . 
SYLVAN SPRINGS .......... .. 
TARRANT CITy' ............... . 
TRAFFORD ................. . 
TRUSS V I LLE •••••••••••••••• 
VESTAVIA HILLS .......... .. 

WARRIOR ................. .. 
WEST JEFFERSON .......... .. 

LAMAR COUNTy .......... .. 

BEAVERTON ............... ,. 

JULY 1, 
1977 

15 168 

125 
112 

? 819 
500 

70 082 

2 328 
462 
178 
406 
~90 

45 390 
408 
277 

270 
610 
557 

48 437 

119 
587 
053 
223 
615 

14 373 
878 

2 845 

370 

652 222 

~ 591 
30 997 

2B2 358 
1 893 

864 
~70 

90 
207 

1~ ~98 
6 938 

14 057 
2 041 

22 6~5 
3 564 

12 293 
~ 4~2 

1 016 
8 648 
2 758 

753 
6 579 

504 
20 728 

605 

244 
5 821 
4 489 

353 
7700 

783 
3 553 

16 893 

3 455 
284 

15 556 

285 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

APRII9~~ f------,---­ AREA 

CENSUS 

1 980 
374 
891 
149 
350 

36 733 
312 
219 

238 
174 
35'1 

39 202 

908 
423 
717 
226 
519 

10 445 
702 
390 

322 

M4 991 

2 412 
33 663 

314 4B2 
2 277 

990 
501 
127 
115 

14 369 
5 163 
6 537 
3 IB2 

21 137 
688 

f1 769 
3 166 

847 
6 6q7 
3 225 

667 
260 
519 

19 509 
582 

241 
5 090 
3 663 

344 
8 813 

628 
2 985 

12 250 

621 
233 

14 335 

265 

NUMBeR PeRCENT 

914 

129 
8 

274 
35 

13 508 

348 
fl8 

287 
257 
140 

8 657 
96 
58 

32 
436 
203 

9 235 

211 
164 
336 
-3 
96 

3 928 
176 
455 

48 

7 231 

2 179 
-2 666 

-32 124 
-384 
-126 

1 969 
-37 

92 

-1 871 
1 775 
7 520 

-241 
1 508 
2 876 

524 
2 276 

169 
1 951 
-467 

86 
-681 

-15 
219 

23 

3 
731 
826 

9 
-1 113 

155 
568 

4 M3 

834 
51 

221 

20 

DETROIT .................. • 
KENNEDY ••••••••••••• ; ••••• 

14.4 MILLPORT ................. • 
SULLIGENT ................ . 

4.3 VERNON ................... . 
7.7 

10. R 
7.5 LAUDERDALE COUNTy ••••••• 

ANDERSON ................. . 
23.9 FLORENCE ................. . 

KILLEN ................... . 
17.6 LEXINGTON ................ . 
23.5 ROGERSVILLE .............. . 
32.2 ST. FLORIAN .............. • 
22.'l WATERLOO ................. . 
40.0 
23.6 
30.B LAWRENCE COUNTy ......... 
26.5 

COURTLAND ................ . 
13.4 HILLSBORO ................ . 

250.6 MOULTON .................. . 
57.3 TOWN CREEK .............. .. 

23.6 LEE COUNTY ............. . 

7.3 AUBURN ................... . 
38.8 LOACHAPOKA ............... . 
46.9 NOTASULGA (PART) ......... . 
-1.3 OPELIKA .................. . 
18.5 PHENIX CITy (PARTI ' ..... .. 
37.6 WAVERLY (PARTI .......... .. 
25.1 
19.0 

LI MESTONE COUNTy •••••••• 

ARDI~ORE .................. . 
ATHENS ................... . 

1 .1 ELKMONT .................. . 
LESTER ................... . 

90.3 MOORESVILLE ........ • ... ••• 
-7.'9 

-10.2 
-16.9 LOWNDES COUNTy ......... . 
-12.7 
393.0 BENTON ................... • 
-29.1 FORT DOPOS IT ............. . 

80.0 HAyNEViLLE ............... . 

-13.0 
34.4 

LOWNDESBORO .............. . 

115.0 MACON COuNTy ........... . 
-7.6 

7.1 FRANKLIN ................. . 
418.0 NOTASULGA (PART) ........ .. 

4.5 TUSKEGEE ................. . 
71.9 

20.0 MADISON COUNTy ......... . 
29.1 

-14.5 GURLEy ................... • 
12.9 HUNTSViLLE .............. .. 
-9.4 MADISON ............... " .. .. 
-2.9 NEW HOPE ................. . 
6.2 OWENS CROSS ROADS ....... .. 
4.0 TRIANA .................. .. 

1.2 
14.4 MARENGO COUNTy ........ .. 
22.5 
2.6 DAYTON .................. .. 

-12.6 DEMOPOLIS ............... .. 
24.7 FAUNSDALE ................ . 
19.0 LINDEN ................... • 
37.9 MyRTLEWOOD ............... . 

PROVIDENCE ............... . 
31.8 SWEETWATER ••••••••••• 1 •••• 

21. 9 THOMASTON ................ . 

8.5 MARION CoUNTy .......... . 

7.5 BEAR CREEK ............... . 

JULY 1, 
1977 

209 
478 
278 
718 
234 

75 343 

471 
36 291 

927 
328 
042 
19l. 
280 

2B 917 

549 
211 
935 
107 

69 943 

25 812 
242 

11 
22 117 

162 
56 

43 510 

839 
15 377 

352 
57 
92 

13 611 

9tl 
615 
457 
290 

26 678 

IBB 
834 

12 426 

186 532 

635 
143 906 

3 352 
1 409 

763 
298 

23 7~1 

122 
656 
239 
584 
296 
247 
263 
HI 

26 857 

390 

11970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 311 1977. 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

APRIr9~~ 1-----,--­
CENSUS 

191 
415 
070 
762 
190 

68 111 

373 
34 031 

683 
27B 
950 
168 
262 

27 281 

547 
222 
470 
203 

61 268 

22 767 
192 

11 
19 027 

158 
50 

41 699 

761 
14 360 

39~ 
70 
72 

12 B97 

115 
438 
473 
219 

2~ 841 

173 
822 

11 028 

186 540 

647 
139 282 

3 086 
1 300 

767 
228 

23 B19 

115 
651 
227 

2 697 
334 
252 
265 
824 

23 78B 

336 

NUMBER PERCENT 

18 
63 

208 
-44 

44 

7 232 

9B 
260 
244 

50 
92 
23 
18 

636 

2 
-11 
465 
-96 

675 

3 D45 
50 

D90 
4 
6 

B11 

78 
017 
-~2 
-13 

20 

714 

-17 
177 
-16 

71 

8J7 

15 
12 

398 

-8 

-12 
624 
266 
109 
-4 
70 

-78 

7 
5 

12 
-113 
-38 
-5 
-2 

-83 

9.~ 
15.2 
19 .~ 
-2.5 
2.0 

10.6 

26.3 
6.6 

35.7 
18.0 
9.7 

1.3 ~ 7 
6.9 

6.0 

0.4 
-5.0 
18.8 
-8.0 

14.2 

13.4 
26.0 

16.2 
2.5 

12.0 

4.3 

10.2 
7.1 

-10.7 
-18.6 

27.8 

5.5 

-14.8 
12.J 
-3 .~ 
32.4 

7.4 

8.7 
1.5 

12.7 

-1.9 
3.3 
8.6 
8.4 

-0.5 
30.7 

-0.3 

6.1 
0.1 
5.3 

_t~. 2 
-11.4 
-2.0 
-0.8 

-10.1 

12.9 

16.1 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and SubcQunty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

BRILLIANT ................ . 
(il.FN ALLEN (PART) ........ . 
GUIN ................ ~ •••••• 
GUWIN ................... -. 
HACKLE8URG ............... . 
HAMILTO'~ ................. . 
WESTON .................. • • 
.INFIELiJ (PART> ......... .. 

MARSHALL COUNTy ••••••• -. 

ALR~RTVILLE .............. . 
ARAB1 .......................... . 
BOAZ (PART) .............. . 
GRANT ................... • • 
GUNT,RSV I LLC ............ . 
UNION GROVE ................ . 

MOR ILE COUNTy ......... .. 

BAyOU LA BATRE .......... .. 
CHICKASAW ................ . 
CITRONELLE •••••••••••••••• 
CREOLA .................. • • 
MOOILE .................. • • 
MOUNT VERNON ............ .. 
PRICHARD ................. . 
SARALAND ................. . 

SATSUMA ••••••••••• " ..... . 
.IlMER ................... . 

MONROE COUNTy ......... .. 

BEATRICE ................. . 
EXCEL ................... • • 
FqISCO CITy ............. .. 
MONROEVILLE ............. .. 
VREOEN8uRGH ••• " ........ .. 

MONTGOMERY COUNTy ••••••• 

MONTGOMER Y 1 ••••••••••••••• 

~OPGAN COUNTY •• a •• ' ••••• 

DECATUR .................. . 
EVA ....................... . 
FALKVILLE ................ . 
FLINT CITy ............... . 
HARTSELLE ••••••••••••••••• 
PRICF_VILLE .............. .. 
SOMERVILLE •••••••••••••••• 
TRINITy .................. . 

PERRY COUNTy ........... . 

~ARION ................... . 
UNIOf\ITOVIt\I ••• e •• " ••••• , •••• 

PICKENS COUNTy ........ .. 

ALICEVILLE ............... . 
CARROLL TON ............... . 
ETHELSVILLE .............. . 
CiORDO.-................... . 
MCMULLEN ................ .. 
t1EMPHIS ................. .. 
PI CKENSV ILLE •••••••••••••• 
REFORM ' ••••••••••••••••••• 

PIKE cOutrrv •••• " •••••••• 

BANKS ••• ~ ................. .. 
BRUNDIDGE, ............... . 
GOSHEN •• , •••••••••• , •••••• 
THOy .... ••••• .. • ......... . 

JULY 1, 
1977 

712 
68 

302 
271 
760 
:~6h 

688 
185 

6n 400 

10 937 
5 299 
6 039 

469 
6 737 

115 

352 970 

654 
RIO 
369 
525 

205 174 
1 20b 

40 110 
9 975 

107 
463 

22 088 

419 
600 
191 
599 
580 

184 473 

156 333 

84 651 

4D ?'8Q 
126 
071 
423 
L~06 

345 
232 
003 

13 561 

333 
617 

21 258 

032 
"71 

86 
084 

76 
4R 

11'7 
126 

26 177 

162 
014 
325 

1 r R49 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

APR Ii 9~O f-------,---­ AREA 

CENSUS 

726 
79 

220 
2:<1 
n6 
OR8 
187 
153 

54 211 

9 963 
5 159 
5 465 

3R2 
491 
118 

317 308 

664 
447 
935 
472 

190 026 
1 079 

41 578 
7 840 

035 
426 

20 883 

455 
422 
286 
Me 
521 

167 790 

140 102 

77 306 

38 044 
146 
946 
404 
355 
316 
185 
881 

15 388 

4 289 
2 133 

20 326 

851 
923 

98 
1 991 

73 
99 

132 
223 

25 038 

170 
709 
279 

11 482 

NUMBER PERCENT 

-14 
-11 

82 
40 
34 

278 
501 

32 

189 

974 
140 
574 

87 
246 
-3 

35 662 

-10 
-637 

434 
53 

15 148 
127 

-1 468 
2 135 

072 
37 

205 

-36 
178 
105 
753 

59 

16 683 

16 231 

345 

24:; 
-20 
125 

19 
051 

29 
47 

122 

-1 B27 

-456 
-516 

932 

181 
48 

-12 
93 

3 
-51 
-15 
-97 

139 

-8 
-95 

46 
367 

-1.9 
-13.9 

3.7 
17.3 

4.7 
41.4 

267.9 
1.0 

11.4 

9. B 
2.7 

10.5 
22.8 
3.8 

-2.5 

11.2 

-0.4 
-7.5 
22.4 
11.2 

8.0 
!l.ci 
-3.5 
27.2 

52.7 
8.7 

5.8 

-7.9 
42.2 

8.2 
15.5 
11.3 

9.9 

RANDOLPH COUNTy ••••••••• 

ROANOKE .................. . 
WADLEV ................... . 
WEDOWEE .................. . 
WOODLAND ................. . 

RUSSELL COUNTy ........... a ... .. 

HURTSBORO ••••••••••••••••• 
PHENIX CITy (PART 1 ........ 

ST. CLAIR COUNTy ....... . 

ASHVILLE ................. . 
BRANCHV ILLE .............. . 
LEEDS (PARr! ............. . 
MARGARET ............................... .. 
MOODy .................... . 
ODEWILLE ................ . 
PEl.L DIn ................ . 
RA6LAND .................. . 

RIVERSIDE ................ . 
SPRINGVIl.LE ................. .. 
STEELE ................... . 
VINCENT (PART) ........... . 
WHITES CHAPEL ........... .. 

SHEL8Y CoUNTY ••••••• '.' •• 

ALABASTER 1 ...................... . 

CALERA •••••••••••••••••••• 
COLUMB I ANA .......... , .... . 
HAKPERSV ILLE ............. . 
HELENA ................... . 
LEEDS (PART1 ............. . 
MONTf.VAl.LO ............... . 
PELHAM ................... . 

VINCENT (PART) .......... .. 
11.6 WILSOiWILLE .............. • 

WILTON •••••••••••••••••••• 

9.5 
SUMTER COUNTy •• , ....... . 

5.9 
-13.7 CUBA .................... .. 

13.2 EPES ..................... . 
14.7 GAINESVILLE •• , ••• , •••••••• 

14.3 GEIGER ................... . 
9.2 LIVINGSTON .............. .. 

25.4 yORK ..................... . 
13.8 

TALLADEGA COUNTy •••••••• 
-11.9 

BON AIR .................. . 
-10.6 CHILDERSBURG ............. . 
-2'1.2 GANTTS QUARRy ............ . 

LINCOLN .................. . 
OAK GROVE ................ . 

4.6 SyLACAUGA ............... .. 
TALLADEGA ................ . 

6.3 TALLADEGA SPRINI3S ••••••••• 
5.2 

-12.2 VINCENT (PART1 .......... .. 
4.7 WALDO .................... . 
4.1 

-51.3 
-11.4 TALLAPOOSA COUNTy ....... 
-4.4 

ALEXANDER CITy ............ I 

CANP HILL ••••••••• ~ ••••••• 
4.5 CARRVILLE ............... .. 

DADEVrLLE ................ . 
-4.7 DAVISTON ........... , ..... . 
-3.5 GOLDVILLE ................ . 
16.5 NEW SITE ................ .. 
3.2 TALLASSEE (PART) ........ .. 

1 191 0 G:NSUS f-IGURE INCLUOf:S 1970 CCNSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANN[XED THIWUGH DECEMBER 31. 1977. 

JULY 1, 
1977 

18 659 

316 
633 
774 
187 

46 901 

923 
26 408 

35 810 

207 
246 
367 
608 
257 
797 
424 
430 

436 
728 
972 

45B 

54 332 

115 
903 
385 
721 
522 

98 
931 
379 

448 
847 
:579 

16 622 

378 
246 
285 
109 

3 235 
2 983 

68 454 

224 
299 

30 
280 
519 

12 170 
18 064 

93 

271 

35 811 

12 8B7 
I 541 

910 
189 
334 

47 
720 
244 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

CENSUS 

18 331 

251 
626 
842 
177 

45 394 

937 
25 281 

27 956 

986 
225 
257 
685 
504 
533 

5 602 
1 :139 

351 
153 
798 

334 

38 037 

4 286 
1 655 
2 248 

639 
110 

37 
719 
931 

419 
659 
573 

16 974 

386 
293 
255 
120 

2 358 
3 044 

65 280 

214 
4 831 

63 
127 
482 

12 255 
17 662 

143 

135 

33 840 

12 358 
1 554 

895 
847 
247 

34 
;'48 
405 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

NUMBER PERCENT 

328 

65 
7 

-68 
10 

507 

-14 
127 

854 

221 
21 

110 
-77 
753 
264 
822 
191 

85 
575 
174 

124 

16 295 

829 
248 
137 

82 
412 

61 
212 
448 

29 
188 

6 

_352 

-8 
-47 

30 
-11 
877 
-61 

174 

10 
468 
-33 
153 

37 
-85 
402 
-50 

136 

971 

529 
-13 

15 
342 

87 
13 

172 
.161 

1.8 

1.2 
1.1 

-8.1 
5.6 

28.1 

22.4 
9.3 

42.8 
-1l.2 
149.4 
49.5 
14.7 
15.4 

24.2 
49.9 
21.8 

37.1 

42.8 

42.7 
15.0 
6.1 

12.8 
37.1 

164.9 
5.7 

477.8 

2.0 
28.5 
1.0 

-2.1 

-2.1 
-16.0 

11.8 
-9.2 
37.2 
-2.0 

4.9 

4.7 
9.7 

-52.4 
13.6 
7.7 

-0.7 
2.3 

-35.0 

5.8 

4.3 
-0.8 

1.7 
12.0 
35.2 
38.2 
31.4 

-11.5 
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Table 1. July I, 1917 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 
1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1'177 CENSUS NUMBEl{ PERCENT --

CAi4DEN •••••••••••••••••••• 062 742 320 18.4 
OAK HILL .................. 72 86 -14 -16.3 

TUSCALOOSA COUNTY ....... 123 R95 116 029 866 6.8 PINE APPLE ................ 275 347 -72 -20.7 
PINE HILL ................. 556 697 -141 -20.2 

BROOKWOOD ................. 209 196 13 6.6 
MOUNDVILLE (PARTI ......... 20 15 5 33.3 
NORTHPORT' ................ 14 426 10 205 4 221 41.4 WINS TON COUNTy •••••••••• 2.0 042 16 654 388 20.3 
TUSCALOOSA 1 ••••••••••••••• 69 48? 69 725 -243 -0.3 
VANCE ..................... 75 68 7 10.3 ADDISON ................... 645 692 153 22.1 

ARLEy ..................... 279 164 115 70.1 
00U8LE SPRINGS •••••••••••• <31 957 27~ 28.6 

wALKER COUNTy ........... 65 591 56 2'16 3115 16.6 HALEYVILLE ................ 587 4 190 397 9.5 
LYNN ...................... 333 286 47 16. 'I 

CARBON rl I t.L 1 • ~ ••• , • 4 ~ ....... 259 227 32 1.4 
COROOVA ................... 695 750 -55 -2.0 
DORA ...................... 769 862 -93 ... 5. U MUL T I -COUNTY PLACES 
ELDRIDGE .................. 276 249 27 10.8 
JASPER .................... 12 117 10 798 319 12.2 BOAZ ...................... 230 635 595 10.6 
KANSAS .................... 209 227 -18 -7.9 COLLI NSV r LLE .............. 389 300 89 6.8 
NAUVOO .................... 293 265 28 10.6 COUNTY LINE ............... 297 199 98 49.2 
OAKMAN ........ 0 ......... ''' ••• 903 853 50 5.9 DOTHAN' ................... 45 401 36 7~4 657 23.6 

GLEN ALLEN ................ 267 276 -9 -3.0 
PARRISH ................... 720 H2 -22 -1.3 LEEDS •••• " ••• , ••••••••••• 113 6 991 122 30.'1 
SIPSEy .................... 727 608 119 19.6 MOUMDVILLE ...... ~ st ... v ••• e. 988 996 -8 -0." 
SUMITON ................... 3.97 3H I 823 76. B NOTASULGA ................. 1j45 833 12 1.4 

I PHENIX CITY1 •• e" ..... " •• ~ ... ~ 26 570 2.5 439 131 4.4 
WASHINGTON COUNTY ••••••• 16 993 16 241 752 4.6 SOUTHSIDE ................. 1 317 983 334 34.0 

TALLASSEE.-••• o •••••••• ~ ~ •• 4 776 809 -33 -0. 'I 
CHATOM .............. , ..... 204 059 145 13.7 VINCENT ................... 1 448 419 29 2.0 
MCINTOSH .................. 307 297 10 3.4 WAVERLy ................... 186 247 -61 -24.7 
MILLRy .................... 972 911 61 6,7 WINFIELD ....... , .......... 322 292 30 0.9 

WILCOX COUNTy ........... 14 671 16 303 -1 632 -10.0 

1]970 CLN5US FI GU RE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULAT ION RESIDING IN ARlAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977 .. 



1977 Population Estimates for Counties, Incorporated Places, 
and Selected Minor Civil Divisions 

(Reports may not be published in numerical order) 

No. 814 Alabama 
No. 815 Alaska 
No. 816 Arizona 
No. 817 Arkansas 
No. 818 California 
No. 819 Colorado 
No. 820 Connecticut 
No.821 Delaware 
No. 822 Florida 
No. 823 Georgia 
No. 824 Hawaii 
No. 825 Idaho 
No. 826 Illinois 
No. 827 Indiana 
No. 828 Iowa 
No. 829 Kansas 
No. 830 Kentucky 
No. 831 Louisiana 
No. 832 Maine 
No. 833 Maryland 
No. 834 Massachusetts 
No. 835 Michigan 
No. 836 Minnesota 
No. 837 Mississippi 
No. 838 Missouri 

No. 839 Montana 
No. 840 Nebraska 
No. 841 Nevada 
No. 842 New Hampshire 
No. 843 New Jersey 
No. 844 New Mexico 
No. 845 New York 
No. 846 North Carolina 
No. 847 North Dakota 
No. 848 Ohio 
No. 849 Oklahoma 
No. 850 Oregon 
No.851 Pennsylvania 
No. 852 Rhode Island 
No. 853 South Carolina 
No. 854 South Dakota 
No. 855 Tennessee 
No. 856 Texas 
No. 857 Utah 
No. 858 Vermont 
No. 859 Virginia 
No. 860 Washington 
No. 861 West Virginia 
No. 862 Wisconsin 
No. 863 Wyoming 
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