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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.' 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 num ber 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 

'In certain midwestern States (IllinoiS, Kansas, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebras ka, and the Da kotas), some counties have active 
minor civil divisions while others do not. 
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are always identified in the I isting by the term "township," 
"town," or other MCD category. When incorporated places 
fall in more than one county, each county piece is marked 
"part," and totals for these places are presented at the end 
of the table. 

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 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. In addition to the above 
components of population change, estimates of special 
populations were also taken into account. Special popula­
tions include immigrants from abroad, members of the 
Armed Forces living in barracks, residents of institutions 
(prisons and long-term health care facilities), and college 
students enrolled in full-time programs. These populations 
were treated separately because changes in these types of 
population groups are not 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. I n 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. 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 
(Dopulation 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. In addition, 
in a relatively small number of cases where special censuses were 
conducted by localities, where the procedures and definitions were 
essentially the same as those used by the Bureau of the Census, the 
results of these special censuses were also taken into account in 
preparing the estimates. 

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' 

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 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 Administrative Records estimates may be ob­
tained, however, by reviewing tf).e 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 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 

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 vi rtually 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 

S 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 

rnethod 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 esti mates exceed i ng the census cou nts. Agai n, 

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) 

I Population size in 1970 

Item 
All 4 m:dlion 1.5 to 4 Less than 

States and over million 1.5 milli.on 

Average percent <ii f ferenc e 
(disregarding sign) ..•................ 1.1 0.8 1.2 1.3 

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

Wi th 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 Administrative Records 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 percent difference 
(disregarding sign) ............ 2.6 2.6 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.6 8.4 

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

With eli f l'erenc es 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 percent •........•.... 526 520 56 95 196 173 6 
5 to 10 percent ............. 327 320 18 30 101 171 7 
10 percen t and over ..... ". , 73 67 2 5 18 42 6 

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

and 86 Special Censuses: 1913 

(Base is special census) 

Average 

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 

lDisregarding 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 round ing 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 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 "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. 



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

AREA 

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI •• 

ADAMS COUNTy ............ 

NATCHEZ' .................. 

ALCORN COUNTy., ......... 

CORINTH ................... 
KOSSUTH ................... 
RIENZi .................... 

AMITE COUNTy ............ 

CENTREVILLE (PART) ...... " 
CROSBY (PARTI ............. 
GLOSTER, .................. 
LIBERTY ................... 

ATTALA COUNTy ........... 

THEL ..................... 
OSClUSKO ................. 
CCOOL .................... 

'ALLIS .............. , ..... 

A 
H 

A 
B 
B 
B 
C 
D 
G 
M 

BENTON COUNTy ........... 

SHLAND ................... 
ICKORY FLAT .............. 

BOLIVAR COUNTy •••••••• " 

LLIGATOR ................. 
ENOIT .................... 
EULAH .................... 
OYLE ..................... 
LEVELAND ................. 
UNCAN •••••••••••••••••••• 
UNNISON .................. 
ERIGOLD .................. 

,OUND BAyOU ............... M 
P 
R 
S 
S 
W 

B 
B 
C 
D 
P 
S 
V 

ACE ...................... 
OSEDALE •••••••••••••••••• 
HAW (PARTI ............... 
HELBy .................... 
INSTONVILLE .............. 

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

IG CREEK ••••••••••••••••• 
RUCE ..................... 
ALHOUN CiTy .............. 
ERMA ..................... 
I TTSBORO ................. 
LATE SPRING .............. 
ARDAMAN .................. 

CARROLL COUNTy .......... 

CA 
NO 
VA 

RROLL TON .............. :. 
RTH CARROLLTON .......... 
IDEN .................... 

NE 
HO 
OK 
WO 

CHICKASAW COUNTy ........ 

W HOULKA ................ 
USTON I .................. 

OLONA ................... 
ODLAND .................. 

CHOCTAW COUNTY •••••••••• 

JULY 1, 
1977 

2 385 636 2 

37 806 

23 432 

29 453 

11 026 
247 
400 

13 1~8 

315 
155 

1 280 
559 

19 093 

460 
6 595 

222 
176 

7 644 

487 
352 

47 352 

230 
481 
340 
963 

D 792 
500 
463 
762 

2 384 
562 

2 315 
2 249 
2 710 

473 

15 218 

140 
2 051 
1 915 

613 
211 

86 
721 

9 014 

269 
767 
677 

17 329 

512 
3 400 
2 988 

190 

9 087 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
APRIL I, AREA 

1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

216 994 168 642 7.6 ACKERMAN .................. 
FRENCH CAMP •••••••• , •••••• 
MATHISTON (PART) .......... 

37 293 513 1.4 WEIR ...................... 

22 676 756 3.3 
CLAIBORNE COUNTy ••••• " ' 

27 179 2 274 8.4 PORT GIBSON ............... 

11 581 -555 _t~. 8 

227 20 8.8 CLARKE COUNTY .......... , 

363 37 10.2 
ENTERPRiSE ................ 
PACHUTA ................... 

13 763 -615 -4.5 QUITMAN ................... 
SHUBUTA ................... 

323 -8 -2.5 STONEWALL ................. 
139 16 !l.5 

1 401 -121 -8.6 
612 -53 -8.7' CLAY COUNTy ............. 

WEST POINT ................ 
19 570 -477 -2.4 

560 -100 -17.9 COAHOMA COUNTY., ........ 
7 266 -671 -9.2 

225 -3 -1.3 CLARKSDALE ................ 
213 -37 -17.4 FRIARS POINT ............. , 

JONESTOWN ................. 
LULA ••••••••• t •••••••••••• 

7 505 139 1.9 LyON ...................... 

348 139 39.9 
354 -2 .... 0.6 cop lAH COUNTY •••• t •••••• 

BEAUREGARD ................ 
49 409 -2 057 -4.2 CRYSTAL SPRINGS ••••••••••• 

GEORGETOWN ............... , 
280 -50 -17.9 HAZLEHURST ................ 
473 8 1.7 WESSON .................... 
443 -103 -23.3 
861 102 11.8 

13 327 465 3.5 COVINGTON COUNTy ........ 
599 -99 -16.5 
545 -82 -15.0 COLLINS ................... 

772 -10 -1.3 MOUNT OLiVE ............... 
SEMINARy .................. 

2 134 250 11.7 
629 -67 

2 599 -284 
-10.7 
-10.9 DE SO TO COUNTY •••• e • I ••• 

2 491 -242 -9.7 
2 645 65 2.5 HERNANDO .................. 

536 -63 -11.8 HORN LAKE ................. 
MEMPHiS ................... 
NEWPORT •••••••••••••••••• , 

14 623 595 4.1 OLIVE BRANCH .............. 

148 -8 -5.4 
2 033 18 0.9 FORREST COUNTy ......... , 

1 M7 68 3.7 
660 -47 -7.1 HATTIESBURG (PART) •••••••• 

188 23 12.2 PETAL • ., •• , ••• I ••• " ......... 

105 -19 -18.1 
777 -56 -7.2 

FRANKLIN COUNTy ......... 

9 397 -383 ·4.1 BUDE ••••••••• ,t •••••• , •••• 
MEADVILLE, ........... II .t' 

295 -26 -8.8 ROXIE •••••• t. It ••••••••••• 

611 156 25.5 
716 -39 -5.4 

GEORGE COUNTY ........... 

16 805 524 3.1 LUCEDALE •••••••••••••••••• 

6q6 -134 -20.7 
3 272 128 3.9 GREENE COUNTY ........... 

3 002 -14 -0.5 
130 60 Q6.2 LEAKESViLLE ............... 

8 Q40 647 7.7, 

l1970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977. 
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CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 
APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 
1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

1 520 1 502 18 1.2 
188 174 14 8.0 
116 95 21 22.1 
558 573 -15 -2.6 

II 168 10 086 1 082 10.7 

2 772 2 589 183 7.1 

15 962 15 049 913 6.1 

475 458 17 3.7 
265 271 -6 -2.2 

2 598 2 702 -10'1 -3.8 
659 602 57 9.5 

1 099 1 161 -62 -5.3 

20 219 18 840 1 379 7.3 

8 196 8 714 _518 -5.9 

J7 837 40 447 -2 610 -6.5 

20 487 21 673 -1 186 -5.5 
1 182 1 177 5 0.4 
1 057 1 110 -53 -4.8 

460 445 15 3.4 
339 383 -44 -!l.S 

25 f>73 24 764 909 3.7 

214 199 15 7.5 
q 416 ~ 195 221 5.3 

418 339 79 23.3 
4 461 4 577 ~116 -2.5 
1 261 1 253 8 0.6 

15 271 14 002 1 269 9.1 

2 434 1 934 500 25.9 
985 923 62 6.7 
264 269 -5 -1.9 

51 972 35 885 16 087 44.8 

4 072 2 499 1 573 62.9 
4 376 241 q 135 1 715.8 

177 118 59 50.0 
133 88 45 51.1 

1 821 1 513 308 20.4 

63 200 57 849 5 351 9.2 

40 732 37 993 2 139 7.2 
9 140 7 620 1 520 19.9 

8 244 8 011 233 2.9 

1 105 1 146 -41 -3.6 
633 594 39 6.6 
669 662 7 101 

1~ 608 12 q59 2 lq9 17.2 

2 285 2 083 202 9.7 

9 025 ~ 5q5 q80 5.6 

1 082 1 090 -8 -0.7 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

MCLAIN .................... 
STATE LINE (PART! ......... 

GRENADA COUNTy .......... 

GRENADA' .................. 

HANCOCK COUNTy •••••••••• 

BAY ST. LOUIS ............. 
WAVELAND .................. 

B 
G 
L 
p 

B 
C 
E 
J 
L 
R 
T 
U 

HARRISON COUNTy ••••••••• 

ILOXI .................... 
ULFPORT .................. 
ONG BEACH ................ 
ASS CHRISTIAN ............ 

HINDS COUNTy ............ 

OLTON .................. •• 
LINTON' .................. 
DWARDS ................... 
ACKSON (PART) ' ........... 
EARNED ................... 
AyMOND ••••••••••••••••••• 
ERRY ••••••••••••••••••••• 
TICA ..................... 

HOLMES COUNTy ........... 

RUGER .................... C 
D 
G 
L 
P 
T 
W 

URANT .................. •• 

B 
I 
L 
S 

M 

F 
M 
T 

OODMAN ................... 
EXINGTON ................. 
ICKENS ................... 
CHULA .................... 
EST ...................... 

HUMPHREYS COUNTy ........ 

ELZONI ................... 
SOLA ..................... 
OUISE .................... 
ILVER CITy ............... 

ISSAQUENA COUNTy ........ 

AYERSVILLE ............... 

IT AWAMBA COUNTy ......... 

ULTON .................... 
ANTACHIE ................. 
REMONT ................... 

JACKSON COUNTy .......... 

MO 
OC 
PA 

SS POINT ................ 
EAN SPR I NGS ............. 
SCAGOULA •••• " •••••••• , • 

BA 
HE 
LO 
MO 

JASPER COUNTy ........... 

Y SPRINGS ............... 
IDEL.8ERG ................ 
UIN ..................... 
NTROSE .................. 

JEFFERSON COUNTy •••••••• 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS 

660 632 
270 298 

19 912 19 854 

11 708 11 259 

19 369 17 387 

6 990 6 752 
3 494 3 108 

146 672 134 582 

44 439 48 486 
44 375 40 791 

7 924 6 170 
5 032 2 979 

235 448 214 973 

695 787 
12 348 7 837 

1 232 1 236 
190 542 180 6g 

108 116 
1 655 1 620 

552 546 
1 054 1 019 

22 625 23 120 

399 415 
2 684 2 752 
1 192 1 194 
2 577 2 756 
1 096 1 012 
1 734 1 729 

301 305 

13 939 14 601 

3 109 3 394 
934 458 
388 444 
3M 370 

2 4~9 2 737 

407 396 

17 727 16 847 

2 977 2 899 
654 534 
319 288 

113 096 87 975 

19 713 19 321 
14 540 9 580 
31 406 27 264 

16 601 15 994 

1 856 1 801 
1 150 1 112 

259 382 
170 160 

9 089 9 295 

CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 
AREA 

NUMBER PERCENT 

28 4. ij FAyETTE ................... 
-28 -9.4 

JEFFERSON DAVIS COUNTY •• 
58 0.3 

BASSFIELD ................. 
449 4.0 PRENTISS .................. 

1 982 11.4 JONES COUNTY ............ 

238 3.5 ELLISViLLE ................ 
386 12.4 LAUREL .................... 

SANDERSV ILLE .............. 
soso ...................... 

12 090 9.0 

-4 047 -8.3 KEMPER COUNTy •• , •••• •••• 
3 584 8.8 
1 754 28.4 OE KALB ................... 
2 053 68.9 SCOOBA .................... 

20 475 9.5 LAFAYETTE COUNTy •••••••• 

-92 -11.7 ABBEViLLE ................. 
4 511 57.6 OXFORD .................... 

-4 -0.3 TAyLOR •••••••••••• f ••• 0.'. 
9 726 5.4 

-8 -6.9 
35 2.2 LAMAR COUNTy ............ 

6 1.1 
35 3.4 HATTIESBURG (PART) ........ 

LUMBERTON (PART! .......... 
PURVIS .................... 

-495 -2.1 SUMRALL ................... 

-16 -3.9 
-68 -2.5 LAUDERDALE COUNTy ....... 
-2 -0.2 

-179 -6.5 MARION .................... 
84 6.3 MERIDIAN .................. 

5 0.3 
-4 -1.3 

LAWRENCE COUNTy ......... 

-662 -4.5 MONTI CELLO ................ 
NEWHEBRON ................. 

-285 -8.4 SILVER CREEK .............. 
476 103.9 
-56 -12.6 
-66 -17.8 LEAKE COUNTY ............ 

CARTHAGE .................. 
-288 -10.5 LENA ...................... 

WALNUT GROVE .............. 
11 2.8 

LEE COUNTY .............. 
880 5.2 

BALOWYN (PART! ............ 
78 2.7 GUNTOWN •••• ,., •• "'" ••••••• 

120 22.5 NETTLETON (PART! .......... 
31 10.8 PLANTERSVILLE ............. 

SALTILLO .................. 
SHANNON ................... 

25 121 28.6 TUPELO .................... 
VERONA •••••••••••••••••••• 

392 2.0 
4 960 51.8 
4 142 15.2 LEFLORE COUNTy .......... 

GREENWOOD I. " •• I •••• ' ~ o. ~ • 

60? 3.8 ITTA BENA ................. 
MORGAN CITY ............... 

55 3.1 SCHLATER .................. 
38 3.4 SIDON ••• , ••• ~I ••• , ••• o ••• , 

-123 -32.2 
10 6.3 

-206 -2.2 

11970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION ReSiDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977. 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS 

1 919 1 725 

13 250 12 936 

381 354 
1 722 1 789 

58 883 56 357 

5 212 4 643 
23 474 24 145 

783 694 
299 272 

10 865 10 233 

1 137 1 072 
700 626 

27 362 24 181 

343 325 
10 812 8 519 

99 92 

19 208 15 209 

399 284 
2 338 2 064 
2 118 1 860 
1 079 955 

71 441 67 087 

563 533 
45 215 45 083 

11 884 11 137 

1 945 1 790 
449 456 
332 257 

18 057 17 085 

2 957 3 0~1 
201 233 
545 398 

52 965 46 148 

1 408 1 173 
337 304 
687 681 

1 074 910 
1 120 836 

632 575 
23 817 20 471 

2 173 1 877 

41 506 42 III 

21 537 22 400 
2 592 2 489 

21J 207 
472 398 
319 348 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 

NUM8EK PERCENT 

194 11.2 

314 2.4 

27 7.6 
-67 -3.7 

2 526 4.5 

569 12.3 
_671 -2.8 

89 12.8 
27 9.9 

652 6.4 

65 6.1 
74 11.8 

3 181 13.2 

18 5.5 
2 293 26.9 

7 7.6 

3 999 26.3 

115 40.5 
254 12.2 
258 13.9 
124 13.0 

4 354 6.5 

30 5.6 
132 0.3 

747 6.7 

155 8.7 
-7 -1.5 
75 29.2 

972 5.7 

-74 -2.4 
-32 -U.? 
147 36.9 

6 817 14.8 

235 20.0 
33 10.9 

6 0.9 
164 18.0 
284 34.0 

57 9.9 
3 346 16.3 

296 15.8 

-605 -1.4 

.863 -3.9 
103 4.1 

6 2.9 
74 18.6 

-29 -8.3 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

LINCOLN COUNTy ........ .. 

BROOKHAVEN ............... . 

LOWNDES COUNTy ......... . 

ARTESIA ................. • • 
CALEDONIA ................ . 
COLUMBUS ................. . 
CRAWFORD ................. . 

MADISON COUNTy ......... . 

CANTON ................... . 
FLORA .................... . 
MADISON .................. . 
R lDGELAND ' ... , ........... . 

MAR I ON COUNTy .......... . 

COLUMBIA ................. . 

MARSHALL COUNTY ••••••••• 

ByHALIA .................. . 
HOLLY SPRINGS ............ . 
POTTS CAMP ............... . 

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

ABERDEEN ................. . 
AMORy .................... . 
GATTMAN .................. . 
HATLEy ................... . 
NETTLETON (PART) ......... . 
SMITHVILLE ............... . 

MONTGOMERY COUNTy ••••••• 

DUCK HILL ................ . 
KILMICHAEL ............... . 
WINONA ................... . 

NESHOBA COUNTy ......... . 

PHILADELPHIA ............. . 
UNION (PART) ............. . 

NEWTON COUNTy .......... . 

CHUNKy ................... . 
DECATUR .................. . 
HICKORy .................. . 
LAKE (PART) .............. . 
NEWTON ................... . 
UNION (PART) ............. . 

NOXUBEE COUNTY ......... . 

BROOKSVILLE .............. . 
MACON ................... .. 
SHUQUALAK ............... .. 

OKTlBBEHA COUNTy •••••••• 

MABEN (PART) ............. . 
STARKV I LLE •••••••••••••••• 
STURGIS .................. . 

JULY 1, 
1977 

27 023 

10 505 

53 870 

~91 
2~3 

;>5 895 
~~9 

33 863 

11 210 
1 082 

959 
482 

24 225 

7 001 

26 979 

72~ 
589 
500 

34 991 

6 60~ 
7 360 

172 
474 
998 
580 

13 232 

845 
468 
61~ 

21 964 

6 142 
101 

19 189 

261 
1 234 

540 
45 

409 
566 

13 023 

879 
248 
526 

33 308 

456 
12 423 

301 

CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 

APR I I 9~O f-----.-----l AREA 

CENSUS 

26 198 

10 700 

49 700 

444 
245 

25 795 
)91 

29 737 

10 503 
987 
853 
955 

22 871 

587 

24 027 

702 
5 728 

459 

34 043 

6 507 
7 236 

175 
385 
910 
552 

12 918 

809 
543 
521 

20 802 

6 274 
189 

18 983 

280 
311 
570 

43 
556 
667 

14 288 

978 
612 
591 

28 752 

469 
11 369 

321 

NUMBER PERCENT 

825 

-195 

170 

47 
-2 

100 
58 

126 

707 
95 

106 
527 

1 35'1 

-586 

2 952 

22 
-139 

41 

314 

36 
-75 

93 

162 

-132 
-8B 

206 

-19 
-77 
-30 

2 
-147 
-101 

-1 265 

-99 
-364 

-65 

4 556 

-13 
1 054 

-20 

3.1 PANOLA COUNTy .......... . 

-1.8 BATESVILLE ............... . 
COMO ..................... . 
COURTLAND ................ . 

8.4 CRENSHAW (PARTl ......... .. 
CROWDER (PART) ........... . 

10.6 POPE ..................... . 
_0.8 SARDIS ................... . 

0.4 
14.8 

PEARL RIvER COUNTy ..... . 

13.9 LuMBERTON (PART)' ........ . 
PICAyUNE ................. . 

6.7 POPLARVILLE ............. .. 
9.6 

12.4 
27.0 PERRY COUNTy ........... . 

BEAUMONT ................. . 
5.9 NEW AUGUSTA .............. . 

RICHTON .................. . 
-7.7 

PIKE COUNTy ............ . 
12.3 

MCCOMB ................... . 
3.1 MAGNOLIA ................ .. 

-2.4 OSyKA .................... . 
8.9 SUMMIT ................... . 

2. B PONTOTOC COUNTY ........ . 

1.5 ECRU ..................... • 
1.7 PONTOTOC ................. . 

-1. 7 SHERMAN (PART! ........... . 
23.1 THAXTON ................. .. 
9.7 TOCCOPOLA ................ . 
5.1 

PRENTISS COUNTy ••••••••• 
2.4 

BALDWYN (PART) ........... . 
4.4 BOONEVILLE .............. .. 

-13.8 JUMPERTOWN ............... . 
1.7 MAKIETTA ................ .. 

5.6 QU !TMAN COUNTy •••••••••• 

-2.1 CRENSHAW (PART) .......... . 
_46.6 CROWDER (PART) .......... .. 

FALCON ................... . 
LAMBERT .................. . 

1.1 MARKS, •••••••• , ••••••••••• 
SLEDGE ................... . 

-6.8 
-5.9 
-5.3 RANKIN COUNTy ••••••••••• 

4.7 
-4.1 BRANDON .................. . 
-6.1 FLORENCE •••••••••••••••••• 

FLOWOOD .................. . 
JACKSON (PART! .......... .. 

_8.9 PEARL .................... . 
PELAHATCHIE .............. . 

-10.1 PUCKETT ................. .. 
_13.9 RICHLAND ................ .. 
-11.0 

SCOTT COUNTY ........... . 
15.8 

FOREST ................... . 
-2.8 LAKE (PART) ............. .. 
9.3 MORTON .................. .. 

-6.2 SEBASTOPOL .............. .. 

1 1970 CENSUS FlGUHE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977. 

JULY 1, 
1977 

28 289 

601 
159 
345 
96~ 
25;' 
2q2 
491 

29 265 

17 
10 095 

2 282 

063 
681 
212 

34 984 

12 273 
2 1B5 

592 
599 

19 171 

468 
650 
477 
307 
187 

21 465 

516 
017 
286 
201 

14 136 

274 
513 
230 
403 
250 
411 

59 799 

16 4:30 
1 :347 

450 
573 

22 589 

326 
394 
824 
330 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

APR I~ 9~O 1--------,---­
CENSUS 

26 829 

796 
003 
316 
984 
274 
210 
391 

27 802 

17 
10 467 

2 312 

9 065 

061 
511 
ltO 

31 813 

11 969 
1 970 

628 
640 

17 363 

417 
453 
399 
2B9 
175 

20 13:3 

193 
895 
265 
204 

15 888 

287 
541 
219 

1 511 
2 609 

516 

43 933 

685 
404 
352 

12 165 
1 306 

333 
563 

21 369 

4 085 
398 
672 
268 

NUMBER PERCENT 

1 460 

-195 
156 

29 
-19 
-19 

32 
100 

-372 
-30 

861 

2 
170 
102 

808 

51 
197 

78 
18 
12 

332 

323 
122 

21 
·3 

-1 752 

-13 
-28 

11 
-108 
-)59 
_105 

15 B66 

476 
540 
-I 

265 
41 

117 
010 

220 

241 
-4 

152 
62 

5.4 

-5.1 
15.6 
9.2 

-1.9 
-6.9 
15.2 
4.2 

5.3 

-.3.6 
-1.3 

9.5 

0.2 
3:3.3 
9.2 

10.0 

2.5 
10.9 
-5.7 
-2.5 

10.4 

12.2 
5.7 

19.5 
6.2 
6.9 

6.6 

27.1 
2.1 
7.9 

-1.5 

-11.0 

-4.5 
-5.2 
5.0 

-7.1 
-!J.8 
-20.3 

36.1 

166.7 
133.7 
-0.3 

35.1 
3.1 

35.1 
39.4 

5.7 

5.9 
-1.0 
5.7 

23.1 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

SHARKEY COUNTy .......... 

ANGUILLA .................. 
CARy •••••••••••• ; ••••••••• 
ROLLING FORK .............. 

SIMPSON COUNTy .......... 

BRAXTON ••••••••••••••••••• 
DILO, ........................... to ...... 

MAGEE ..................... 
MENDENHALL •••••••• , •••• '" 

SMITH COUNTy ............ 

MIZE ...................... 
POLKVILLE ................. 
RALEIGH ................... 
SYlARENA .................. 
TAyLORSVILLE .............. 

D 
D 
I 
I 
M 
R 
S 
S 

C 
G 
S 
T 
W 

B 
F 
R 
W 

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

IGGINS ................... 

SUNFLOWER COUNTy ........ 

ODDSVILLE ................ 
REW .................... •• 
NDIANOLA ................. 
NVERNESS ................. 
OORHEAD .................. 
ULEVILLE ................. 
HAW (PARTI ............... 
UNFLOWER ................. 

TALLAHATCHIE COUNTy ••••• 

HARLESTON ................ 
LENDORA •••••••••••••••••• 
UMNER .................... 
UTWILER .................. 
EBB ...................... 

TATE COUNTy ............. 

OLDWATER ................. 
ENATOBIA ................. 

TIPPAH COUNTY ........... 

LUE MOUNTAIN ............. 
ALKNER ................... 
IPLEY .............. ••••• • 
ALNUT .................... 

TISHOMINGO COUNTY ....... 

BE 
BU 
GO 
IU 
PA 
TI 

LMONT ................... 
RNSVILLE ................ 
LDEN .................... 
KA., ••••••••• , •••••••••• 
DEN ..................... 
SHOMINGO. It .................... 

TUNICA COUNTy ........... 

TU NICA .................. •• 

UNION COUNTy ............ 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 11 1970 

1977 CENSUS 

8 609 8 937 

568 612 
418 517 

1 987 2 034 

21 394 19 947 

169 lao 
482 485 

3 019 2 973 
2 832 2 402 

14 224 13 561 

412 372 
118 166 

1 124 1 016 
110 115 

1 356 1 299 

8 577 8 101 

2 927 2 995 

35 331 37 047 

235 276 
2 738 2 574 
8 793 8 947 
1 061 1 119 
2 107 2 284 
2 298 2 351 

16 22 
841 983 

18 028 19 338 

2 585 2 821 
207 201 
509 533 

1 072 1 103 
703 751 

20 182 18 5'1'1 

1 556 1 '150 
'I 6911 'I 2'17 

18 336 15 852 

669 677 
205 159 

'I 007 3 'Ia2 
565 '158 

16 310 1'1 940 

1 19'1 1 237 
8Q'! '135 
271 339 

2 303 2 389 
116 97 
"99 '110 

10 576 11 854 

1 583 1 685 

20 872 19 096 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
AREA 

JULY 1, 

NUMBER PERCENT 1977 

BLUE SPRINGS ......... , ..... 134 
MyRTLE .................... 291 

-328 -3.7 NEW ALBANy ................ 6 726 
SHERMAN IPART) ............ 70 

-44 -7.2 
-99 -19.1 
-47 -2.3 WAl THALL COUNTY ......... 13 181 

TyLERTOWN ••••••••••••••••• 1 783 

1 447 7.3 

-11 -6.1 WARREN CoUNTy ........... 49 63) 

-3 -0.6 
46 1.5 VICKSBURG l 

.............. ~ ............. 30 44) 

430 17.9 

WASHINGTON COUNTY ....... 72 089 

663 4.9 
ARCOLA .................... 513 

40 10.8 GREENVILLEl. I"." , ......... 43 068 

-48 _28.9 HOll-ANDALE ................ 3 205 

106 10.4 LELAND .................... 6 112 

-5 -4.3 METCALFE., ••••••• " ...... &. 674 

57 4.4 

WAYNE COUNTy ............ 17 873 

476 5.9 
STATE LINE (PARTI ......... 252 

-68 -2.3 WAYNESBORO ••• ,., •• , ••••••• 4 682 

-1 716 -4.6 WEBSTER COUNTY .......... 10 008 

-41 -14.9 EUPORA .................... 1 8M 

164 6.4 MABEN (PARTI ........ •• ... • 423 

-154 -1.7 MANTEE .................... 129 

-58 -5.2 MATHISTON IPARTI .......... 461 

-177 -7.7 WALTHALL .................. 177 

-53 -2.3 
-6 ...27.3 

-142 _14.4 WILKINSON COUNTY ........ 10 074 

CENTREV ILLE IPARTI ........ 1 549 

-1 310 -6.8 CROSBY (PART) ............. 307 
WOODVILLE ................. 1 552 

-236 _8.'1 
6 3.0 

-2l1 • lI.5 WINSTON COUNTy .......... 19 2'12 

-31 -2.8 
-'18 -6. 'I LOUISVILLE ........... ' ..... 6 3M 

NOXAPATER ................. 498 

1 638 8.8 
YALOBUSHA COUNTY •••••••• 12 159 

106 7.3 
4q7 10.5 COFFEEV ILLE ............... 992 

OAKLAND ................... 527 
TILLATOBA ................. 101 

2 'Ia'l 15.7 WATER VALLEy ........ •• .... 3 01'1 

-8 -1.2 
46 28.9 YAZOO COUNTY ............ 26 975 

525 15.1 
107 23.'1 BENTON I A I .................. 51'1 

EDEN ...................... 79 
SATARTIA .................. 116 

1 370 9.2 YAZOO CITy ................ 11 67) 

-'13 -3.5 
'109 94.0 MUL Tl-COUNTY PLACES 
-68 -20.1 
-86 -3.6 BALDWYN.,. It.,. II .......... 2 92'1 

19 19.6 CENTREVILLE ............... 1 864 

89 21.7 CRENSHAW .................. 1 239 
CROSBy .................... '162 
CROWDER ................... 768 

-1 278 -10.8 HATTl ESBURa ............... ql 131 
JACKSON 1., ., •••••••••••••• 190 542 

-102 -6.1 LAKE ...................... q39 

1 776 9.3 

11970 CENSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION RESIDING IN AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31 t 1977. 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

CENSUS 

125 
308 

6 426 
69 

12 500 

1 736 

44 981 

28 557 

70 581 

517 
42 099 

3 260 
6 000 

867 

16 650 

300 
4 368 

10 047 

1 792 
393 
142 
475 
161 

11 099 

1 496 
352 

1 734 

18 '106 

6 626 
55'1 

11 915 

1 02'1 
'193 
102 

3 285 

27 31'1 

54q 
152 

95 
11 688 

2 366 
1 819 
1 271 

'191 
815 

38 277 
180 814 

441 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

NUMBER PERCENT 

9 7.2 
-17 -5.5 
300 4.7 

1 1.4 

681 5.4 

47 2.7 

4 652 10.3 

1 886 6.6 

1 508 2.1 

-4 -0.8 
969 2.3 
-55 -1.7 
112 1.9 

7 0.8 

1 223 7.3 

-48 -16.0 
314 7.2 

-39 -0.4 

72 4.0 
30 7.6 

-13 -9.2 
-14 -2.9 

16 9.9 

-1 025 -9.2 

53 3.5 
-45 -12.8 

-182 -10.5 

836 4.5 

_262 -lI.O 
-56 -10.1. 

24'1 2.0 

-32 -3.1 
34 6.9 
-1 -1.0 

_271 -8.2 

.339 -1.2 

-30 -5.5 
-73 -'18.0 

21 22.1 
-15 -0.1 

558 23.6 
'15 2.5 

-32 -2.5 
-29 -5.9 
·47 -5.a 

2 854 7.5 
9 726 5,4 

-2 -0.5 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and SubcQunty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

MUL T1-COUNTY PLACES 

LUMBERTON' .............. . 
MABEN .................... . 

JULY I, 
1977 

2 355 
879 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 

APR Ii9~O 1-------.-----1 AREA 

CENSUS 

2 101 
862 

NUMBER PERCENT 

254 
17 

MATHISTON ................ . 
NETTLETON ................ . 
SHAW" """""", ~""" .. G ..... " .. " •• 

SHERMAN .................. . 
12.1 STATE LINE .............. .. 
2.0 UNION ................... .. 

JULY I, 
1977 

577 
1 685 
2 265 

547 
522 

1 667 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

APR Ii 9~O I-------r--­
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

570 7 
1 591 94 
2 513 _248 

598 -76 
1 856 _189 

1.2 
5.9 -9.9 

16.9 
-12.7 
-10.2 ~

68. 79 

________________ J-______ J-______ ~ ______ L_ __ ~ _________________ _L ______ _L____ _ ____ _ 

11970 ClNSUS FIGURE INCLUDES 1970 CENSUS POPULATION R[SIDING IN ARt:AS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31. 1977. 
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