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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 In 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 cou nty, each 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. I ndividual 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 appl ied 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 
avai lable 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 
seri es. 

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 include California, Florida, 

New Jersey, Oregon, Vermont, Washington, and Wisconsin. 

Counties. In 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 popul ation 

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 popul ation figures 
contained in Current Population Reports, Series P-25 and 

P_26. 3 

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. I n 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 la-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 estirri'ates from the 

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

testing can be performed due to the I ack 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 

Records 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 fUI ther 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 

within the range that would be expected for areas of this 

population size, and the county pattern matches closely the 

findings for States. The overall difference 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 

'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 1\ 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 milli.on 

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

Number of States ..................... .. 51 16 18 17 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent ............... . 21 9 7 5 
1 to 2 percent .................... . 19 6 6 7 
2 percent and over .......... , ..... .. 11 1 5 5 

Where Adminis 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 PSCP estimates [or counties) 

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

r tem 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 

Aver'age percent di f l'erence 
(disregarding sign) . " ......... 2.6 2.6 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.6 8.4 

Ntffilber' of counties or 
equivalents .................... 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26 

With dirferences of: 
Less than 1 percent .....•... 952 951 329 191 266 165 1 
1 10 3 percent ...•.......•.. 1,265 1,259 274 246 436 303 6 
3 to 5 percen t •.....••...... 526 52O 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 Special Censuses: 1973 

(Base is special census) 

Avurag= I ~ ~ 

Area 
percent 
di f fer-

ence l 

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 di fferences 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 publis~ed earlier 
in Series P-25 and P-26 due to the addition of a second 
method, but will not be reported elsewhere in Current Popu­
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 "-" represents zero, and 
the symbol "Z" indicates that the figure is less than 0.05 
percent. The symbol "8" means that the base for the derived 
figure is less than 75,000. Three dots " .. ," mean not appli­
cable and "NA" means not available. 



Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas 

AREA 

STAT'E OF ARKANSAS ..... 

ARKANSAS COUNTy ••••••••• 

ALMyRA ................... . 
DE WITT .................. . 
GlllETT .................. . 
HUMPHREY (PAPT) ......... .. 
ST. CHARLES .............. . 
STUTTGART ••••••• ; ••••••••• 

ASHlE Y COUNTy .......... . 

CROSSETT 1 •• eo •••••• ~ ...... . 
FOUNTAII, HILL ........... .. 
HAMBURG .................. . 
MONTROSE ................ .. 
PARKDALE ................. . 
PORTLAND ................. . 
WILMOT ................... . 

BAXTER COUNTy .......... . 

81G FLAT ................ .. 
COTTER .................. .. 
GASSVILLE ............... .. 
LAKEViEW ................ .. 
MOUNTAIN HOME ........... .. 
NORFOLK ................. .. 
SALESViLLE .............. .. 

BENTON COUNTY .......... . 

AV0CA ................... .. 
8ENTONVILLE .............. . 
8E.THEL HEIGHTS ............... . 
CAVE SPRINGS ............. . 
CENTERTON ............... .. 
DECATUR .................. . 
GARFIELD ................. . 
GATEWAY ................. .. 

GENTRy .............................. .. 
uRAVETTE ................. . 
HIGHFILL ................. . 
L !TTLE FLOCK ............. . 
LOWELL ................... . 
PEA RIDGE ............... .. 
ROGERS .................. .. 
SILOAM SPRINGS .......... .. 

SPRINGDALE (PART) ....... .. 
SULPHUR SPRINGS ......... .. 

BOONE COUNTY ........... . 

ALPENA ................... . 
BELLEFONTE .............. .. 
BERGMAN .................. . 
DIMIOND CiTY ............ .. 
EVERTON ................. .. 
HARRISON l • ~. It ••••••••••••• 

LEAD HILL ............... .. 
OMAHA .................... . 

SOUTH LEAD HILL ......... .. 
VALLEY SPRINGS .......... .. 
ZiNC ..................... . 

BRADLEY COUNTy ......... . 

BANKS .................... . 
HERMITAGE ............... .. 
WARREN ........ , .......... . 

CALHOUN COUNTy ......... . 

HAMPTON .................. . 

JUL Y 11 I 
1977 , 

153 '129 

2,3 699 

242 
3 785 

957 
525 
231 

10 225 

26 027 

6 890 
271 
227 
633 
420 
677 
171 

2'1 087 

204 
003 
767 
474 

6 735 
323 
370 

64 006 

214 
282 
383 
477 
300 
843 
210 

89 

324 
304 

91 
604 
961 
516 

15 545 
379 

536 
597 

23 908 

241 
332 
310 
587 
134 
331 
269 
171 

102 
218 

72 

13 682 

172 
461 
967 

717 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 
APllIL 1, AREA 

1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

923 322 

23 347 

220 
728 
860 
434 
201 

10 477 

24 976 

431 
266 
102 
558 
459 
662 
132 

15 319 

189 
858 
434 
270 

3 936 
266 
156 

50 476 

173 
5 508 

284 
469 
312 
847 
163 

83 

022 
154 

80 
403 
653 
088 

11 050 
6 009 

377 
503 

19 073 

309 
300 
249 
282 
124 

7 882 
143 
160 

93 
151 

58 

12 778 

189 
399 

6 q33 

5 573 

1 252 

230 107 

352 

22 
57 
97 
91 
30 

-252 

051 

459 
5 

125 
75 

-39 
10 
39 

768 

15 
145 
333 
204 
799 

57 
214 

13 530 

41 
774 

99 
8 

-12 
-4 
47 

6 

302 
150 

11 
201 
308 
4?8 
495 
370 

159 
94 

4 835 

-68 
32 
61 

305 
10 

449 
126 

11 

9 
67 
14 

904 

-17 
62 

534 

452 

12.0 HARRELL .................. . 
THORNTON ................. . 
T r NSMAN ........... ~ " ..... 0 ...... " •• 

1.5 

10.0 CARROLL cOUNTy ......... . 
1.5 

11.3 BERRyVILLE .............. .. 
21.0 BLUE EyE ................ .. 
14.9 EUREKA SPRINGS .......... .. 
-2.4 GReEN FOREST ............ .. 

OAK GROVE ................ . 

4.2 
CHI COT COUNTy ......... .. 

7.1 
l. 9 OERMOTT .................. . 
4.0 EUDORA .................. .. 

13.4 LAKE VILLAGE ............ .. 
-8.5 

2.3 
3.4 CLARK COUNTy ........... . 

AMITY .................... . 
63.B ARKADELPHIA .............. . 

CADDO VALLEy ............. . 
7.9 GUM SPRINGS ............. .. 

16.9 GURDON ................... . 
76.7 OKOLONA .................. . 
75.6 WHELEN SPRINGS ........... . 
71.1 
21.4 

137.2 CLAY COUNTy ........... .. 

CORNING .................. . 
26.8 DATTO .................... . 

GREENWAy ................. . 
23.7 KNOBEL .................. .. 
32.2 MCDOUGAL ................. . 
34.9 NIMMONS .................. . 
1.7 PEACH ORCHARD ............ . 

-3.B PiGGOTT .................. . 
.. 0.5 
28.8 POLLARD .......................... . 

7.2 RECTOR ................... . 
ST. FRANCiS ............. .. 

29.5 SUCCESS ................. .. 
13.0 
13.7 
49.9 CLEBURNE COUNTy ......... 
47.2 
39.3 CONCORD ................. .. 
40.7 GREERS FERRy ............ .. 
22.8 HEBER SPRINGS ........... .. 

HIGDEN .................. .. 
42.2 QUlTMAN .................. . 
1B.7 

25.3 

-22.0 
10.7 
24.5 

108.2 
8.1 

18.4 
88.1 
6.9 

9.7 
44.4 
24.1 

CLEVELAND COUNTY •••••••• 

KINGSLAND ............... .. 
RiSON .................... . 

COLUMBIA COUNTy ••••••••• 

EMERSON .................. . 
MCNEIL •• ! ................ . 
MAGNOLIA •••• t, ........... . 
TAyLOR ................... . 
WALDO .................... . 

CONWAY COUNTy .......... . 

7.1 MENIFEE ................. .. 
MORRILTON ................ . 

-9.0 OPPELO ................... . 
15.5 PLUMERViLLE .............. . 
8.3 

CRA I GHEAD COUNTY •••••••• 
2.6 

BAy ...................... . 
36.1 BLACK OAK ............... .. 

I 

1J:970 CI::NSUS FIGUHE INCLUDes 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RCSIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBlR 311 1977. 

JULY j, 
1977 

21l 
640 
103 

1'1 773 

823 
54 

931 
533 
249 

17 424 

4 298 
3 384 
3 093 

21 815 

6'13 
10 037 

320 
259 
664 
224 
1'75 

20 264 

273 
130 
293 
319 
315 
126 
242 
190 

278 
178 
297 
283 

)5 453 

304 
543 
975 

B4 
491 

895 

273 
112 

26 060 

372 
712 

11 575 
649 
755 

18 451 

237 
672 
402 
788 

60 850 

438 
345 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

5 

CHAN"E,1970 TO 1977 

CENSUS NUM8ER PERCENT 

269 
746 
113 

12 301 

271 
53 

670 
354 
236 

18 164 

250 
3 687 
3 310 

21 537 

614 
841 
271 
269 
075 
233 
126 

18 771 

705 
142 
24 0 
375 
328 
135 
256 
087 

253 
990 
297 
201 

10 349 

163 
389 
497 

46 
354 

605 

304 
214 

25 952 

393 
684 

11 901 
671 
658 

16 805 

251 
814 
147 
724 

52 068 

751 
272 

-58 
-106 

-10 

472 

552 
1 

261 
179 

13 

-740 

48 
-303 
-217 

278 

29 
196 

49 
-10 

-211 
·9 
49 

493 

568 
-12 

53 
-56 
-13 
-9 

-14 
103 

25 
188 

82 

290 

-31 
-102 

108 

-21 
28 

-326 
-22 

97 

782 

687 
73 

-21.6 
-14.2 
-8.8 

20.1 

1.3 

4.7 
2.0 

18.1 
-3.7 

-10.2 
-3.9 
38.9 

8.0 

21.0 
-8.5 
22.1 

-1~.9 
-4.0 
-6.7 
-5.5 

3.3 

9.9 
9.4 

40.8 

49.3 

86.5 
39.6 
59.2 
82.6 
38,.7 

4.4 

-10.2 
-8.4 

0.4 

-5.3 
4.1 

-2.7 
-3.3 
5.9 

9.8 

-5.6 
-2.1 

173.5 
8.8 

16.9 

91.5 
26.8 



6 

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

AREA JJI APRIL 1, JULY 1, 1970 
1977 CENSUS 

bONO ...................... 1-----6-,,-6+----- 428 
EROOKcAND........ ......... 692 465 
CARAWAy................... 996 952 
CASH.~e •••••••••••• 4...... 231.J. 265 
JONESBOHO. ................ 30 355 27 050 
LAKE CITy................. 1 ~21 948 
MONETTE................... 1 151 1 076 

CRAWFORD COUNTY ••••••• ·.I 32 766 1 

ALMA ...................... i 449 
CHESTER •• " ••••• .......... 104 
DyER...................... 1\13 
KIBLER.................... 777 
MOUNT A I NBUR" •• , •••••• '" •• 792 
MUL8ERRY. .. • • •••• ••••••••• 511 
RUDy...................... 121\ 
VAN 8UREJJ................. 10 "59 

CR I TTENDEN COUHTY ••••••• 

CRAWFORDSV I LLE •••••••••••• 
EARLE ................... .. 
EDMONDSON ................ . 
GILMORE ................. .. 
MARION ................... . 
SUNSET ................... . 
TURRELL .................. . 
WEST MEMPHIS ............. , 

CROSS COUNTy .......... .. 

CHERRY VALLEy ••••••••••••• 
HICKORY RIDGE ............ . 
PARKIN .................. .. 
WyNN" ................... .. 

nALLA5 COUNTy ............ . 

CARTHAGE ................. . 
FORDyCE ................. .. 
SPARKMAN ................. . 

nESHA CO'J'JTY .......... .. 

Ai1KANSAS CITy ............ . 
OiJt-tAS ............ I ... I ....... .. 

~I)CG[HC£ 1 ................ I ....... . 

I" I TCHELLV I LLE ••••• " •••••• 
ReED ............. t ........... •• 
TILLAR (PART> ........... .. 
WATSON ................... . 

DREW COUNTy ........... .. 

JEROME ................... . 
MONT I.CCLLO 1 ................ . 

TILLAR (PART> ........... .. 
WILMAR ................... . 
WINCHESTER .............. .. 

FAULKNER COUNTy ••••••••• 

CONWAy .................. .. 
OMIASCUS (PARTl .......... . 
E.NOLA .......................... . 
GREENSR IER ............... . 
GUy ....................... , ••• 
'.I;i\YFL0WCf~ l ••••••• ~ ........ . 

MOUNT VERNON ............. . 
VILONIA .................. . 

WOOSTER .................. . 

FI~ANKLIN COUNTy ••••••••• 

ALTUS ......................... . 

50 251 

701 
49'1 
439 
395 
r,01 
629 
"'10 

27 139 

20 3321' 

608 
372 1 

397 
?59 

10 2'18 

535 
126 
"52 

17 992 

787 
') ?45 
'I 457 

428 
328 

37 
360 

16 338 

59 
176 
211 
697 
?:6R 

'10 078 

18 636 
110 ' 
215 
246 
196 
184 
I'll 
"50 

360 

13 011 

446 

?-5 677 

613 
82 

486 
611 
524 
340 
103 

8 373 

'18 106 

831 
586 
412 
461 
431 
500 
B3 

?6 070 

19 783 

556 
410 
711 
696 

10 022 

566 
837 
663 

18 761 

615 
600 
013 
494 
403 

57 
371 

15 157 

76 
809 
236 
653 
234 

31 578 

15 510 
99 

173 
582 
179 
856 
111 
4?3 

307 

11 301 

418 

CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 

NUMBER PERCENT 

238 55.6 
227 48.8 

44 4.6 
-31 -11. 7 
305 12.2 
873 92.1 

75 7.0 

089 27.6 

836 51.8 
22 26.8 

127 26.1 
166 27.2 
268 51.1 
171 12.8 

23 22.3 
286 27.3 

AREA 

BRANCH ................... . 
CHARLESTON ............... . 
DENNING .................. . 
OZARK .................... . 

FUL TON CoUNTy .......... . 

HORSeSHOE BEND (PART I ... .. 
MAMMOTH SPRING ........... . 
SALEM .................... . 
VIOLA .................... . 

GARLANO COUNTy •••••••••• 

HOT SPRINGS ••••••••••••••• 
LONSDALe:: ••• 0." ....... , •• e e,," 
MOUNTAIN PINE ............ . 

145 

-130 

4.5 GRANT COUNTy ........... . 

-92 
27 

-66 
170 
129 

57 
069 

549 

52 
-38 
666 
563 

226 

-31 
289 
-11 

181 

-17 
367 
-25 

44 
34 

500 

126 
11 
42 

664 
17 

328 
30 

227 

53 

710 

28 

-15.6 LEOLA .................... . 
-2.6 POyEN .................... . 
6.6 PRATTSVILLE .............. . 

-14.3 SHERIDAN ................. . 
81.8 TULL ..................... . 
25.8 
7.3 
4.1 GREENE COUNTY ......... .. 

DELAPLAINE ............... . 
2.8 LAFE .................... .. 

MARMADUKE ................ . 
9.t+ PARAGOULO l •••••••••••••••• 

-9.3 
38.5 
6.4 HEMPSTEAO COUNTy ....... . 

BLEVINS .................. . 
2.3 FULTON ................... . 

HOPE ••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
-5.5 MCCASKILL ................ . 

6.0 OAKHAVEfl ................. . 
-1.7 OZAN ..................... . 

-4.1 

28.0 
14.0 
8.9 

-13.4 
-18.0 
-35.1 
-3.0 

7.8 

-22.4 
23.5 

-10.6 
6.7 
1~. 5 

26.9 

20.2 
11.1 
24.3 

114.1 
9.5 

38.3 
27.0 
53.7 

PATMOS ................... . 
PERRYTOWN •••••• " ......... .. 

WASH!NCTON ............... . 

HOT SPR ING COUNTy ••••••• 

FRIENDSHIP ............... . 
MALVlRN 1 •••••••••••••••••• 

PERLA .................... . 
ROCKPORT •••• " ••••• '" •••• 

HOWARD COUNTY .......... . 

DIERKS ................... . 
MINERAL SPRINGS ......... .. 
NASHVILLE ................ . 
TOLLETTE ................. . 

I NDEPENOENCE COUNTY ••••• 

BATESVILLE ............... . 
CAVE CITY (PARTl ........ .. 
CUSHMAN .................. . 
MAGNESS .................. . 
MOO REF IELI) ............... . 
NEWARK ................... . 
OIL TFiOUGH ............ ~ ...... . 
PLEASANT PLAINS .......... . 

17.3 SULPHUR ROCK ............. . 

15.1 IZARD COUNTy .......... .. 

6.7 CALICO ROCK ............. .. 

l1970 ClNSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS tJOPtJl_ATrON RESIDING IN ARt::AS ANNEXED THIWUGH D(CEMBt:R 31t 1977. 

JULY 1.1 
1977 

)06 
1 716 

152 
957 

353 

7 
007 
205 
308 

64 594 

40 569 
12~ 
225 

12 542 

'f66 
238 
344 
868 
215 

30 173 

150 
153 

1 128 
14 10" 

20 862 

253 
J6~ 
208 

91 
86 

1'19 
89 

174 

297 

24 317 

12:' 
10 577 

259 
166 

13 363 

196 
891 
387 
'108 

26 626 

044 
87 

547 
172 

83 
889 
521 
285 

290 

10 139 

022 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
APRIL 1, 1------,-----

1970 
CENSUS 

)25 
497 
203 
592 

699 

072 
277 
360 

54 131 

35 631 
104 
127 

711 

390 
265 
299 
480 
179 

24 765 

145 
139 
821 

12 620 

19 308 

265 
323 
830 

58 
83 

134 
77 

148 

290 

21 963 

150 
585 
227 
158 

11 412' 

159 
761 
016 
214 

22 723 

209 
105 
427 
139 
127 
A49 
52'1 
162 

290 

7 381 

723 

NUM8ER PERCENT 

-19 -5.8 
219 14.6 
-51 -25.1 
365 14.1 

654 21.5 

7 
-65 -6,j 
-72 -5.6 
-52 -1'1.4 

10 463 19.3 

938 13.9 
20 19.2 
98 8.7 

831 

76 
-27 

45 
)88 

36 

554 

-12 
'11 

378 
33 

3 
15 
12 
26 

J5~ 

-25 
992 

32 
8 

971 

37 
DO 
371 
194 

903 

835 
-18 
120 

33 
-44 

40 
-3 

123 

758 

299 

29.2 

19.5 
-10.2 

15.1 
15.6 
20.1 

21.8 

>.4 
10.1 
37 .4 
11.7 

8.0 

-4.5 
12.7 
'I.> 

56.9 
3.6 

11.2 
15.6 
17.6 

2.4 

10.7 

-16.7 
10.> 
14.1 
5.1 

17.3 

3.2 
17.1 
9.2 

90.7 

17.2 

11.6 
-17 .1 

28.1 
23.7 

-34.6 
4 • ., 

-0.6 
75.9 

37.4 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 

AREA APHH. 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS NuM8ER PERCENT In? CENSUS NUMJER PEKCENT 

FRANKLIN .................. 114 117 -3 -2.6 

GUION ..................... 116 213 -97 -45.5 

HORSESHOE BEND (PART)' .... 694 332 362 410.2 LITTLE RIV~R COUNTy ..... 11 953 11 194 759 6.8 

MELBOURNE ................. 306 043 263 25.2 

MOUNT PLEASANT ............ 3B8 346 42 12.1 ASHDOWN ................... 865 522 >43 9.7 

OXFORD .................... 395 271 124 45.8 FOREMAN ................... 126 173 -47 -4.0 

PINEVILLE ................. 1.27 104 23 22.1 OGDEN ..................... 309 286 23

1 

8.0 

WILTON .................... 367 427 -60 -14.1 

WiNTHROP .................. 268 240 28 11. 7 

JACKSON COUNTy ...... , '" 21. 51-i8 20 452 0% 5.4 

AMAGON .................... 110 136 -26 -1~.1. LOGAI' COUNTy ............ 18 647 16 789 858 1l.1 

BEEDEVILLE •••••••••••••••• 125 144 -19 -13.2 

CAMPBELLS STATION ......... 326 218 108 49.5 BLUE MOUNTAIN ............. 163 108 55 ;;0.9 

DIAl .................... •• 040 283 757 267.5 BOONEVILLE ................ 50<: 239 263 8. i 

GRUBBS .................... 478 442 36 6.1 CAULKSVILLE ............... 205 20B -3 -1,/1 

JAcKSONPORT ............... 281 306 -25 -6.2 MAGAZiNE .................. 802 677 125 18.5 

NEWPORT ................... 7 B71 7 725 146 1.9 PARiS ..................... 849 646 203 5.6 

SWIFTON ................... 758 703 55 7.8 RATCLIFF .................. 179 184 _5 -2.7 

SCRANTON .................. 210 222 -6 -2.7 

TUCKERMAN ................. 027 731 296 17 .1 SUBIACO ................... 390 375 ).5 4.0 

TUPELO .................... 168 246 -78 -31.7 

WELDON .................... 13" 133 3 2.3 
LONOKE COUNTY ........... 32 '189 26 249 6 7'~O 25.7 

JEFFERSON COUNTy ........ 84 739 85 329 -590 -0.7 AI.LPORT ................... 433 307 126 41.0 

AUSTIN •••••••••••••••••••• 372 236 136 57.6 

ALTHEIMER ................. 03B 1 037 I. 0.1 CA~OT. .................... 98B 903 D85 37.4 

HUMPHREy (PAP,T) ........... 362 384 -22 -5.7 CARLISLE .................. 299 048 251 12.3 

PINE BLUFF ................ 55 817 57 389 -1 572 -2.7 COy ....................... 293 240 53 22.1 

REDFIELO .................. 267 277 -10 -3.6 ENGLAND ................... 998 075 -77 -2.5 

SHERRILL .................. 201 208 -7 -3.4 HUMNOKE ................... 430 398 32 8.0 

WABBASEKA ................. 564 644 -80 -12.4 KEO ........... < ............ 
216 226 -10 -q .1.1 

WHITE HALL1 ••••••••• I ••••• 964 593 371 23.3 
LONOKE .................... 565 140 425 13.5 

WARO ...................... 944 619 325 52.5 

JOHNSON COUNTy .......... 1.6 302 13 630 672 19.6 

CLARKSViLLE ............... 165 616 549 11.9 MAD I SON COUNTY .......... 10 493 tt53 040 11.0 

COAL HILL ................. 832 733 99 13.5 
HARTMAN ................... 45' 400 53 13.2 HUNTSVILLE ................ 44" 287 157 12.2 

KNOXVILLE ................. 263 202 61 30.2 ST. PAUL .................. 187 145 42 29.0 

LAMAR ..................... 866 5A9 277 47.0 

MARION CoUNTy ••••••••••• 11 087 000 087 58.4 

LAF AYETTE COUNTY ........ 453 10 018 -565 -5.6 
056

1 

8ULL SHOALS ............... 486 430 245.0 

B~ADLEY ................... 637 706 -69 ...9.8 FLIPPIN ................... 171 626 045 87.1 

BUCKNER ................... 481 392 89 22.7 pyATT ..................... 156 137 19 1).9 

LEWiSVILLE ................ 539 653 -11~ -6.9 SUMMI T ........................... , ........ ~67 321 lij6 45.5 

STAMPS .................... ij82 4ij8 34 1.4 yELLVILLE ................. 050 860 196 22.8 

LAWRENCE COUNTy ......... 18 969 16 320 2 649 16.2 MILLER COUNTy ........... 33 142 33 385 -2ij3 -0.7 

ALICIA .................... 256 246 10 Q.l FOUKE ..................... 596 506 90 17.8 

SLACK ROCK ................ 794 498 296 59.4 GARLAND ................... 575 321 ?54 79 .; 

COLLEGE CLTY •••••••••••••• 876 645 231 35.S TEXARKANA ................. 20 307 21 682 -1 37:- -6.3 

HOxiE ..................... 855 265 590 26.0 

IMBODEN ................... 710 496 214 43.1 

LyNN ...................... 339 214 65 23.7 MISSISSIpPI COUNTy •••••• 63 686 62 060 626 2.6 

MINTURN ................... 113 97 16 16.5 

PORTIA .................... 440 381 09 15.5 BASSETT ................... 223 265 -42 -15.8 
BLYTHEVILLE ............... 24 309 24 752 -443 -1.8 

POWHATAN .................. 89 84 5 6.0 BURDETTE .................. 157 173 -16 -9.2 

RAVENDEN .................. 258 219 39 17 .8 DELL ...................... 399 358 41 11.5 

SEDGWICK .................. 165 168 -3 -1.8 DyESS ..................... 530 433 97 22.4 

SMITHVILLE ................ 69 89 -20 -22.5 GOSNELL ................................. 586 386 2.00 86.6 

STRAWBERRY ................ 249 218 31 14.2 JOINER .................... 944 839 105 12.5 

WALNUT RIDGE .............. 861 800 61 1.6 KElSEk .................... 908 688 220 32.0 

LEACHVILLE ................ 894 582 312 19.7 

LEE COUNTY .............. 17 580 IB 884 -1 304 -6.9 LUXORA .................... 803 566 237 15.1 
MANILA .................... 492 961 531 27.1 

AUBREy .................... 300 351 -51 -14.5 MARIE ..................... 85 72 13 18.1 

MARIANNA .................. 5 979 196 -217 -3.5 OSCEOLA ................................ 385 892 493 6.2 

MORO ...................... 439 489 -50 -10.2 VICTORIA .................. 206 198 8 4.0 

RONDO ..................... 288 379 -91 -24.0 wILSON .................... 056 009 47 4.7 

LINCOLN COUNTy .......... 13 031 12 913 118 0.9 MONROE COUNTY ........... 14 796 15 657 -861 -5.5 

GOULD ..................... 573 1 683 -110 -6. 'i BRINKLEy .................. 5 18q 5 275 -41 -1.7 

GRADy ..................... 724 688 36 5.2 CLARE~OON ................. 2 229 2 563 -33q -13.0 

STAR CITy ................. 987 2 032 -45 -2.2 HOLLY G~OVE ..................... 751 840 -89 -10.6 

1 1970 CENSUS FIGUI~[ INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULAT ION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH O[CEMBCR 31, 1977. 
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Table l. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGEIl970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 I 
lq77 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS I NUM8ER PERCENT 

ROE ....................... 127 127 HATFICLD .................. 47q 377 97 25.7 

MENA ...................... 562 530 32 0.7 

VANDERVOORT .... • .......... 130 108 22 20.4 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY ....... 6 599 821 778 13.4 WICKES .................... 478 409 69 16.9 

BLACK SPRINGS ............. 93 72 21 29.2 
MOUNT IDA ................. 895 819 76 9.3 POPE COUNTY ............. 34 832 28 607 225 21.8 

NORMAN .................... ',37 505 -68 -13.5 

ODEN ...................... 149 141 8 5.7 ATKINS •••••••••• 5 ••••••••• 
684 015 669 33.2 

DOVER ..................... 865 662 203 30.7 
HECTOR .................... 441 387 5q 14.0 

~IEVAOA COUNTy ........... 10 482 10 111 371 3.7 LONDON .................... 690 539 151 28.0 
NORR. I STOWN •••••••• , ••••••• 489 170 319 187.6 

8LUFF ..................... 198 2q4 -q6 _18.9 ponsv ILLE ................ q83 ql1 72 17.5 

80DCAW .................... 175 158 17 10.8 RUSSELLVILLE' ............. 14 421 12 829 592 12. q 

CALc ...................... 34 59 -25 -42.4 

EMMET ..................... 421 433 -12 -2.8 

PRESCOTT .................. 077 921 156 4.0 PRAIRIE COUNTy •••••••••• 10 799 10 249 550 5.4 

READER (PART) ............. 33 22 11 50.0 

ROSSTON ................... 16q 192 -28 -1'1.6 DES ARC ................... 176 714 ~62 27 .0 

WILLISVILLE ............... 155 167 -12 -7.2 DE VALLS BLUFF ............ 639 622 17 2.7 

8ISCOE TOWN ............... 582 340 242 71. 2 

HAZEN ..................... 570 605 -35 -2.2 

NEWTON COUNTY ••••••••••• 026 844 182 20.2 ULM ....................... 193 185 8 4.3 

JASPER .................... 436 394 42 10.7 
WESTERN GROVE ............. 356 179 177 98.9 PULASKI COUNTY .......... 325 159 287 189 37 970 13.2 

ALEXANDER ................. 67q 272 402 147.8 

OUACHITA COUNTy ......... 29 501 30 896 -1 395 -q.5 CAMMACK VILLAGE ........... 1 757 1 165 592 50.8 

JACKSONVILLE , ............. 25 025 21 331 3 694 17.3 

8EARDEN ................... 1 294 1 272 22 1.7 LITTLE ROCK ............... 153 494 132 483 21 011 15.9 

C/IMDENl ••••••• " •••• " ••••• 15 679 16 009 -330 -2.1 NORTH LI TTLE ROCK ......... 62 875 60 040 2 835 q.7 

CHIDESTER ................. 376 232 lq4 62.1 SHERWOOD ' ................. 8 139 5 243 2 896 55.< 

EAST CAMDEN ............... 612 589 23 3.9 

LOUANN .................... 231 2
'
15 -14 -5.7 

READER (PART) ............. 113 121 -8 -6.6 RANDOLPH COUNTy ......... 16 684 12 6~5 039 31.9 

STEPHENS ' ................. 365 355 10 0.7 
BIGGERS ................... 356 372 -16 -~.3 

MAyNARD ................... 325 224 101 45.1 

PERRY COUNTy ............ 19~ 63~ 560 27.7 OIKEAN •••••••••••••••••• oe 273 244 29 11.9 

POCAHONTAS ................ 816 544 272 28.0 

ADONA ..................... 266 204 62 30.4 RAVENDEN SPRINGS •••••••••• 196 107 89 83.2 

BIGELOW ................... 290 258 32 12.4 REYNO ..................... 560 356 204 57.3 

CASA ...................... 169 208 -39 -18.8 

FOURCHE ................... 50 46 4 8.7 

HOUSTON ................... 274 200 7q 37.0 ST. FRANC I S COUNTy •••••• 31 q98 30 799 699 2.3 

PERRy ..................... 260 218 42 19.3 

PERRyViLLE •••••••••••••• , • 019 815 204 25.0 CALDWELL .................. 341 292 49 16.8 

COLT ............... , ...... 344 301 43 14.3 

FORREST CITy ............. • 12 711 12 ;21 190 1.5 

PHILLIPS COUNTY. " •• " •• 38 077 40 046 -1 969 -4.9 HUGHES •••••••••••••••••••• 2 U86 1 872 214 11.4 
MAOISON 1 •• 0 •• tl ••••••••• It. 1 476 1 105 371 33.6 

ELAINE .................... 191 1 210 -19 -1.6 PALESTINE ................. 792 755 37 4.9 

HELENA .................... 947 10 q15 -1 468 -14.1 WHEATLEy .................. 488 507 -19 -3.7 

LAKE VIEW ................. 564 395 169 42.8 WiDENER ................... 286 292 -6 -2.1 

MARVELL ................... 1 ~21 1 980 -159 -8.0 

WEST HELENA ............... 10 850 11 007 -157 -1.4 
SALINE COUNTy ........... 44 848 36 107 741 2q.2 

PIKE COUNTY ............. 9 361 711 650 7.5 BAUXITE ................... 449 357 92 25.8 

BENTON .................... 17 611 16 499 112 6.7 

ANTOINE ................... 147 182 -35 -19.2 BRyANT .................... 3 458 1 199 259 188.4 

DAISy ..................... 85 100 -15 -15.0 HASKELL ................... 354 239 115 48.1 

OELIGHT ................... 351 439 -88 -20.0 SHANNON HILLS ............. 293 629 664 105.6 

GLENWOOD .................. 290 212 78 6.4 TRASKWOOD ................. 46~ 358 106 29.6 

MURFREESBORO .............. 505 ~50 155 n.5 

SCOTT COUNTY ............ 03q 207 827 10.1 

POINSETT COUNTY ......... 28 310 26 B~3 467 5.5 
MANSFIELD (PART) .......... 335 327 8 2.Q 

FISHER .................... 321 361 -~O -1l.1 WALDRON ................... 416 132 284 13.3 

HARRISBURG ................ 2 OOq 1 931 73 3.8 
LEpANTO ................... 2 009 1 8q6 163 8.8 

MARKED TREE ............... 3 137 3 229 -92 -2. B SEARCY COUNTy ........... 531 731 800 10.3 

TRUMANN ................... 6 832 6 023 809 13.4 

TyRONZA ................... 525 510 15 2.9 GILBERT •••••••••••••••••• Q 
46 q5 1 2.2 

WALDENBURG ................ 187 164 23 14.0 LESLIE .................... 602 563 39 6.9 

WEINER .................... 772 715 57 8.0 MARSHALL .................. 551 397 15·4 11.0 

POLK COUNTy ................... 15 605 13 297 2 308 17.Q SEBASTIAN COUNTy ........ 88 707 79 237 "70 12.0 

COVE ...................... 380 334 q6 13.8 BARLINij ................... 217 739 478 85.0 

GRANNIS ................... 228 177 51 28.8 BONANZA ................... 359 3.2 17 5,0 

1 1970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULAT ION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31. 1977 .. 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

CENTRAL C lTY ............. . 
FORT SMITH .............. .. 
GREENWOOD .... " ••••••••••• 
HACKETT .................. . 
HARTFORD ................. . 
HUNT! NGTON ............... . 
LAvACA ................... . 
MANSFIELD (PART) ......... . 

MIDLAND .................. . 

sr:V I EK COUNTy ......... .. 

8EN LUMOND ............... . 
DE QUEEN ................. . 
GILLHAM .................. . 
HORATIO ................. .. 
LOCKESBURG ............... . 

SrtARP CQUIHY •••••••••••• 

ASH FLAT ................. . 
CAVE CITY (PART) ......... . 
eVENING SHADE ........... .. 
HARDY •••••••••••••• * ••••• & 

HORSESHOE BEND (PARr I ••••• 
SIDNEy .......... " ••••••••• 
WILLlFOR!) ................ . 

STONE COUNTy ........... . 

FIFTY SIX ................ . 
MOUNTAINVIEW .......... , '" 

UNION COUNTY ••••• " ..... . 

CALlON ................... . 
EL DORADO ..... ; ......... .. 
FELSENTHAL ............... . 
"UTTIG ................... . 
JUNCTI 01. C lTY ........... .. 
NORPHLET ................. . 
SMACKOVER ................ . 
STRONG ................... . 

VAN BUREN COUNTy •••••••• 

CLINTON .................. . 
DAMASCUS (PART l •••• 6 •••••• 

SHIRLEy .................. . 

WASHINGTON COUNTy ..... .. 

eLKINS ................... . 
ELM SPRINGS ............. .. 
FARMINGTON ............... . 

JULY 1, 
1977 

374 
68 lBO 

2 701 
tt89 
692 
73~ 
R46 
840 

IfQ9 

12 152 

160 
004 
257 
1i46 
685 

12 089 

490 
177 
311 
900 

228 
255 

8 313 

157 
800 

45 576 

032 
24 605 

159 
950 
907 
766 
309 
843 

10 914 

224 
124 
295 

91 905 

682 
820 
129 

CHANGEd970 TO 1977 
APRIL 1, AREA 

1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

232 
62 802 
~ 032 

462 
616 
627 
532 
654 

294 

11 272 

155 
863 
200 
852 
620 

2J3 

211 
702 
309 
692 

109 
175 

6 838 

36 
866 

45 428 

535 
25 283 

158 
822 
763 
755 
058 
965 

275 

029 
156 
269 

142 
378 
669 

27 
76 

108 
314 
186 

115 

880 

5 
141 

57 
-206 

65 

856 

279 
475 

2 
208 

119 
80 

475 

121 
934 

14B 

-3 
-678 

1 
12B 
144 

11 
251 

-122 

639 

195 
-32 

26 

14 535 

2M 
560 
221 

61.2 
B.6 

32.9 
5.8 

12.3 
17.2 
59.0 
28.4 

39.1 

7. B 

3.2 
3. '7 

28.5 
-24.2 

10.5 

46.8 

132.2 
67.7 

0.6 
)0.1 

109.2 
45.7 

21.6 

336.1 
50.1 

0.3 

-0.6 
-2.7 
0.6 

15.6 
18.9 
1.5 

12.2 
-12.6 

31.9 

19.0 
-20.5 

9.7 

18.8 

63.2 
215.4 

2".3 

FAyETTEVILLE ............. . 
GREENLAND ................ . 
JOHNSON .................. . 
LINCOLN .................. . 
PRAIRIE GROVE ........... .. 
SPRINGDALE (PART> ........ . 
TONTITOWN ................ . 
WEST FORK ................ . 

WINSLOW .................. . 

WHITE COUNTy •••••••••••• 

BALD KNOB ............... .. 
BEE8E .................... . 
BRADFOHD ................. . 
GARNER ................... . 
GRIFFITHVILLE ............ . 
HIGGINSON ............... " • 
JUDSON I A •••• ,. ......... '" 4 • " • ~ • ~ 
KENSETT .................. . 

LETONA ................... . 
MCRAE ................... .. 
PAN(1BUHN~. 0.' ....... @ ... *".". 
ROSE BUn ................. . 
RUSSELL .................. . 
SEARCY , .................. . 
WEST POINT ............... . 

WOOiJKUFF COUNTy ••••••••• 

AUGUSTA .................. . 
COTTON PLANT ............. . 
HUNTER ................... . 
MCCRORY .................. . 
PATTERSON ................ . 

YELL COUNTY ............ . 

BELLEVILLE ............... . 
CORINTH ................... . 
OANVILLE ................. . 
DARDANELLE ............... . 
HAVANA ................... . 
OLA ...................... . 
PLAINVIEW ............... .. 

HUL T I-COUNT Y PLACES 

CAVE CITy ............... .. 
DAMASCUS ................. . 
HORSESHOE l3EN01

."" ••• " •••• 
HUMPHREy ................. . 
MANSFIELD ................ . 
READER ................... . 
SPRINGDALE ............... . 
TILLAR ................... . 

-:J 
1977 ' 

34 488 
630 
635 

1 261 
1 788 

20 503 
548 
405 

260 

'17 O:ll 

2 3'18 ' 
J 553 

985 
140 
173 
285 
620 
670 

246 
705 
726 
250 
183 

10 865 
186 

10 936 

802 
297 
128 
954 
404 

16 735 

400 
64 

647 
775 
328 
053 
737 

264 
234 
701 
887 
175 
146 

21 039 
248 

11970 CENSUS FIGUI;:E INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNExeD THIWUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977. 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
APRIL 1, -----r---

1970 __ " I __ 
CENSUS NUM8ER PERCENT 

30 729 
650 ' 

2741 
1 023 
1 582 

16 406 
426 
419 

22'7 

39 253 

094 
805 
826 
207· 
2271 
343 
667 
qq4 

191 
643 
654 
157 
231 
972 
184 

11 566 

777 
657 
131 
378 
417 

! 
14 208 I 

319
1 

45 
362 
297 
30B 
029 
677 

807 
255 
332 
818 
981 
143 

16 783 
293 

759 
-20 
36l 
238 
206 
097 
122 

":: I 

-630 

25 
-360 

-3 
576 ! 

-13 

527 

21 
19 

285 
478 

20 
24 
60 

457 
-21 
369 

69 
194 

3 
256 
-45 

12.2 
-3.1 

131.8 
23.3 
13.0 
25.0 
28.6 
52.9 

19.8 

12.1 
26, .., 
19.2 

-32.4 
-23.8 
-16.9 

-2.B 
15 t 7 

28.8 
9.6 

11.3 
59.2 

-20.8 
9.0 
1.1 

-5.4 

0.9 
-21.7 
-2.3 
41.8 
-3.1 

17.8 

5.5 
42.2 
20.9 
ltt.5 
6.5 
2.3 
8.9 

56.6 
-8 ~ 2 

412.3 
8.4 

19.8 
2.1 

25.4 
-15.4 



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 fennessee 
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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