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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 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 

I 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 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. Individual Federal income tax returns were used 
to measure migration by matching individual returns for 
successive periods. The places of residence on tax returns 
filed in the base year and in the estimate year were noted for 
matched returns to determine inmigrants, outmigrants, and 
nonmigrants for each area. A net migration rate was derived, 
based on the difference between the inmigration and out· 
migration of taxpayers and dependents, and was 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 
available from either source, estimates were developed by 
applying fertility and mortality rates. These estimates were 
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subsequently controlled to agree with birth and death statis­
tics for larger areas where reported data were available. 

Adjustment for special populations. I n addition to the above 
components of population change, estimates of special 
populations were also taken into account. Special popula­
tions include immigrants from abroad, members of the 
Armed Forces living in barracks, residents of institutions 
(prisons and long-term health care facilities), and college 
students enrolled in full-time programs. These populations 
were treated separately because changes in these types of 
population groups are not reflected in the components of 
population change developed by standard measures, and the 
information is generally available for use as an independent 
series. 

Annexations and new incorporations. The 1970 census 
counts shown in this report reflect all population corrections 
made to the figures after the initial tabulations. In addition, 
adjustments for annexations are reflected in the estimates. 
For new incorporations occurring after 1970, the 1970 
population within the boundaries of the new areas is shown 
in the detailed table. 

Other adjustments. For areas where special censuses were 
conducted at dates that approximate the estimate date, the 
census results were taken into account in developing the 
estimates. 2 In several States, the subcounty estimates de­
veloped by the Administrative Records method were aver­
aged with estimates for corresponding geographic areas 
which were prepared by State agencies participating in the 

Federal-State Cooperative Program for Local Population 
Estimates (FSCP). These States 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 population 
under 65 years old to yield estimates of the total resident 
population in each county. 

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

2 Only special censuses conducted by the Bureau of the Census 
or by the California, Florida, Michigan, Oregon, or Washington State 
agencies participating in the Federal-State Cooperative Program for 
Local Population Estimates were used for this purpose. In addition, 
in a relatively small number of cases where special censuses were 
conducted by localities, where the procedu res 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. In summary, the State estimates averaging 
Component Method II and the Regression method yielded 
average differences of approximately 1.9 percent when 
compared to the 1970 census. Subsequent modifications of 
the two procedures that have been incorporated in preparing 
estimates for the 1970's would have reduced the average 
difference in 1970 to 1.2 percent. For counties, the 1970 
evaluations indicated an average difference of approximately 
4.5 percent for the combination of procedUres used. It 
should be noted that all of the evaluations against the results 
of the 1970 census concern estimates extend ing 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 
coveri ng enti re States. Som e sense of the general reasonabl e­
ness of the Administrative 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 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 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 popu lation 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 Compo'nent 

Method II and Regression Estimates for States: 1977 

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

Population size in 1970 

Item All 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 
States and over million 1.5 million 

Average percent difference 
(disregarding sign) .... , •.•..•....... , 1.1 0.8 1.2 1.3 

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

Wi th di fferences 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 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: 1911 

(Base is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties) 

Counties wi th 1,000 or more 1970 population Counties 
with 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 di f ference 
(disregarding sign). '" ...•.... 2.6 2.6 1.5 2.1 2.5 3.6 8.4 

Number of counties or 
equivalents .................... 3,143 J,117 679 567 1,017 854 26 

With eli f ferences of: 
Less than 1 percent ......... 952 951 329 191 266 165 1 
1 to 3 percent ........•..... 1,265 1,259 274 246 436 303 6 
3 to 5 percen t •••.•.••.•.••• 526 520 56 95 196 173 6 
5 to 10 percen t .•.•......... 327 320 18 30 101 l71 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: 1913 

(Base is special census) 

Average 

Area 
percent 
differ-

once l 

All areas (86) 2 ...•.••....•... 5.9 

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

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

As a final caution, it must be noted that for convenience 
in presentation, the estimates contained in tabl e 1 are shown 
in unrounded form. It is not intended, however, that the 
figures be considered accurate to the last digit. The nature 
of estimates prompts the rounding of figures in related 
Bureau reports and must be kept in mind during the appli­
cation of the estimates contained here. 

RELATED REPORTS 

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

Number of areas wi th differences of: 

Under 3 3 to 5 5 to 10 10 percent 

percen t 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 "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 

STATE OF NEBRASKA ..... 

ADAMS COUNTY ............ 

AYR ....................... 
HOLSTEIN .................. 
HASTINGS .................. 
JUNIATA ................... 
KENESAW ................... 
ROSELAND •••••••••••••••••• 
PROSSER ••••••••••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL (PART) ........... 

AYR TOWNSHIP .............. 
BLAINE TOWNSHIP ........... 
COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP ....... 
DENVER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
HANOVER TOWNSHIP .......... 
HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
JUNIATA TOWNSHIP .......... 
K ENESAW TOWNSHIP .......... 

L !TTLE BLUE TOWNSHIP •••••• 
L 
R 
S 
V 
W 
W 
Z 

o 
E 
N 
o 
R 
T 

B 
B 
B 
C 
C 
C 
C 
E 

E 
E 
E 
F 
G 
G 
L 
L 

OGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 
OSELAND TOWNSHiP ......... 
IL.VER LAKE TOWNSHIP •••••• 
ERONA TOWNSHIP ........... 
ANDA TOWNSHIP ............ 
EST BLUE TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
ERO TOWNSHIP ............. 

ANTELOPE COUNTy ......... 

LEARWATER ................ 
RUNSWICK ................. 
RCHARD ................... 
LGIN ..................... 
ELIGH .................... 
AKDALE ••••••••••••••••••• 
OVAL, ............ f ............... I.'" 
ILDEN (PART) ............. 

AZILE TOWNSHIP ........... 
LAINE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
URNETT TOWNSHIP .......... 
EDARTOWNSHIP ............ 
LEARWATER TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
RAWFORD TOWNSHIP ......... 
USTER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
DEN TOWNSHIP ............. 

LGIN TOWNSHIP ............ 
LLSWORTH TOWNSHIP ...... " 
LM TOWNSHIP .............. 
RENCHTOWN TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
ARFIELD TOWNSHIP ......... 
RANT TOWNSHIP ............ 
INCOLN TOWNSHIP .......... 
OGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 

N 
Q 
o 
R 
S 
S 
v 
W 

ELIGH TOWNSHIP ........... 
AKDALE TOWNSHIP .......... 
RD TOWNSHIP .............. 
OYAL TOWNSHIP ............ 
HERMAN TOWNSHIP .......... 
TANTON TOWNSHIP .......... 
ERDIGRIS TOWNSHIP ........ 
ILLOW TOWNSHIP ........... 

AR 

BR 
DU 

ARTHUR COUNTy ........... 

THUR .................... 

BANNER COUNTy ........... 

BLAINE COUNTy ........... 

EWSTER .................. 
NNING ................... 

I 
JULY 1, 

1977 

1 55~ 382 1 

29 802 

119 
202 

22 4~0 
710 
746 
258 

73 
Ii 

364 
'768 
354 

1 140 
216 
457 

1 0)8 
930 

216 
109 
52'1 
142 
302 
235 
338 
251 

9 141 

391 
170 
538 
851 

1 993 
330 

76 
259 

239 
175 
220 
272 
572 
271 
188 
196 

159 
322 
160 
151 
687 
242 
180 

1 174 

271 
529 
153 
239 
131 
138 
84 

139 

551 

145 

1 031 

898 

)6 
170 

CHANGEIl970 TO 1977 
APRIL 1, ARE'A 

1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

485 333 69 049 4.6 HALSEY (PART) ............. 

30 553 -751 -2.5 800NE COUNTY •••••••••••• 

140 -21 -15.0 ALBION .................... 
231 -29 -12.6 CEDAR RAPIDS .............. 

23 580 -1 140 -4.8 PETERSBURG ................ 
480 230 47.9 PRIMROSE ................. , 
728 18 2.5 ST. EDWARD ............... , 
212 46 21.7 

70 3 1+.3 
4 - - ,lOX BUTTE COUNTY •••••••• 

314 50 )5.9 ALLIANCE .................. 
651! 114 17. Ii HEMINGFORD ................ 
403 -49 -12.2 

1 139 1 0.1 
)89 27 14.3 BOYD COUNTY ............. 
398 59 )4.8 
751 267 35.6 NAPER ..................... 
934 -" -0.4 BRISTOW ................... 

MONOWl .................... 
226 -10 -4.4 ANOKA ..................... 
123 -14 -1I.4 BUTTE ..................... 
491 33 6.7 LyNCH ..................... 
178 -36 -20.2 GROSS ..................... 
288 14 4.9 SPENCEI< •• ' ................ 
236 -1 -o.q 
324 14 4.3 BASIN TOWNSHIP ............ 
325 -74 -22.8 BRISTOW TOWNSHIP .......... 

BUSH TOWNSHIP ............. 
aUTTE TOWNSHIP ............ 

9 047 94 1.0 LYNCH TOWNSHIP ............ 
MCCULLEY TOWNSHIP ......... 

398 -1 -1.8 MORTON TOWNSHIP ........... 
229 -59 -25.8 MULLEN TOWNSHIP ........... 
467 71 15.2 
917 -66 -7.2 SPENCER TOWNSHIP .......... 

1 764 229 1>.0 
322 8 2.5 

86 -10 -11.6 ~ROWN COUNTY ..... I ..... I ..... 

262 -3 "'1.1 
AINSWORTH ••••••••••••••••• 

235 4 1.7 JOHNSTOWN ................. 
204 -29 -14.2 LONG PINE ................. 
249 -29 -11.6 
294 -22 -7,5 
601 -29 -4.8 BUFFALO COUNTY .......... 
252 19 7.5 
175 13 7.4 RIVERDALE ................. 
199 -3 -1.5 MILLER .................... 

ELM CREEK ................. 
161 -2 -1.2 GIBBON .................... 
q05 -83 _20.5 AMHERST ................... 
147 13 8.8 KEARNEy ................... 
176 -25 -14.2 PLEASANTON ................ 
643 44 6.8 RAVENNA ................... 
200 42 21.0 
150 30 20.0 SHELTON ................... 

1 242 -68 -5.5 ARMANDA TOWNSHIP .......... 
BEAVER TOWNSHIP ........... 

285 -14 -4.9 CEDAR TOWNSHIP ............ 
492 37 7.5 CENTER TOWNSHIP ........... 
138 15 10.9 CHERRY CREEK TOWNSHIP ..... 
247 -8 -3.2 COLLINS TOWNSHIP .......... 
127 4 3.1 DIVIDE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
164 -26 -15.9 

92 -8 -8.1 ELM CREEK TOWNSHIP ........ 
143 .4 -2.8 GARDNER TOWNSHiP .......... 

GARF I ELD TOWNSHIP ......... 
GIBBON TOWNSHIP ........... 

606 -55 -9.1 GRANT TOWNSHIP ............ 
HARRISON TOWNSHIP ......... 

175 -30 -17.1 LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 
l.OU? TOWNSHIP ............. 

1 034 -3 -0.3 ODESSA TOWNSHIP ........... 
PLATTE TOWNSHIP ........... 
RIVERDALE TOWNSHIP ....... , 
RUSCO TOWNSHIP ............ 

8ij7 51 6.0 SARTORI A TOWNSHiP ......... 
SCHNE IDER TOWNSHIP ........ 

54 -18 -33.3 SCOTT TOWNSHiP •••••••••••• 
162 8 4.9 SHARON TOWNSHIP ........... 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
APRIL 11 

JULY 1, 1970 
1977 CENSUS NUMBER PE'RCENT 

0 3 3 100.0 

7 755 8 190 _~3o -5.3 

2 009 2 074 -65 -3.1 
:l98 449 -51 -1l.4 
292 370 -18 -21.1 
n 88 -17 -19 • .3 

988 853 135 15.8 

11 202 10 094 1 108 11.0 

7 997 6 862 1 135 16.5 
801 734 67 9.1 

3 :)1+8 3 752 -204 -5.4 

139 159 -20 -12.6 
140 127 13 10.2 

16 )6 - -
28 25 3 12.0 

459 575 _116 -20.2 
368 375 -7 "1.9 

8 8 - -
586 606 -20 -3.3 

472 505 -33 -6.5 
229 227 2 0.9 
124 138 -14 -10.1 
875 919 -q4 -4.8 
524 532 -8 -1.5 
154 153 1 0.7 
194 231 -37 -16.0 

70 73 ·3 -4.1 

908 974 -66 -6.8 

4 299 4 021 278 6.9 

2 294 2 073 221 10.7 
71 82 -11 -13.4 

477 363 114 31.4 

32 307 31 222 1 145 3.7 

180 155 25 16 ,) 
IV 130 -7 -5.4 
864 798 60 8.3 

1 380 1 388 -8 -0,'6 
294 259 35 13 .5 

19 619 19 181 q38 2.3 
315 261 54 20.7 

1 272 1 356 -84 -6.2 

I 081 1 028 53 5.2 
244 249 -5 -2.0 
157 173 -16 -9.2 
269 241 28 !l.6 
771 575 196 34.1 
167 U5 32 23.7 
960 909 51 5.6 
309 303 6 2.0 

1 167 1 083 84 7.8 
204 172 32 18.6 
277 294 -17 .. 5.8 

I 869 1 797 72 4.0 
q99 4q7 52 H.O 

89 100 -11 -!l.0 
116 117 -1 -0.9 
540 463 77 16.6 

296 326 -30 -9.2 
206 198 8 4.0 
64q 547 97 17.7 
241 187 54 28.9 
135 DO 5 3.8 
252 2~9 1~ 5.Q 
150 131 19 lQ.5 
223 24~ -20 -8.2 
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Table l. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

SHEL TON TOWNSHIP .......... 345 289 56 4.3 BELDEN .................... 153 162 -9 -5.6 

THORNTON TOWNSHIP ......... 206 200 6 3.0 COLERIDGE ................. 649 608 41 6.7 

VALLEY TOWNSHIP ........... 144 137 7 5.1 FORDYCE. " •••••••••••••••• 166 146 20 13.7 

HARTINGTON, ...... ' ••••••••• 562 581 -19 -1.2 

LAUREL .................... 014 009 5 0.5 

BURT COUNTY ............. 8 640 247 -607 -6.6 MAGNET .................... 62 B8 -26 -29.5 

OBERT ..................... 48 36 12 33.3 

CRAIG ..................... 245 295 -50 -16.9 RANDOLPH .................. 104 130 -26 -2.3 

DECATUR ................... 618 679 -61 -9.0 

LyONS ..................... 062 177 -115 -9. B ST. HELENA ................ lOB 102 6 5.9 

OAKLAND ................... 267 355 -88 -6.5 WyNOT ..................... 2V 226 -3 -1.3 

TEKAMAH ................... 797 848 -51 -2. B 

ARI ZONA TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 408 445 -37 -8.3 

BELL CREEK TOWNSH I p ••••••• 398 380 18 4.7 CHASE COUNTY •••••••••••• 713 129 584 14.1 

CRAIG TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 719 817 -98 -12.0 
IMPERIAL .................. 048 589 459 28.9 

DECATUR TOWNSH IP •••••••••• 919 989 -70 -7.1 LAMAR ..................... 28 30 -2 -6.7 

EVERETT TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 316 447 -131 -9.1 WAUNETA ................... 693 738 -45 -6.1 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 279 379 -100 -26.~ 

OAKLAND TOWNSHIP .......... 267 317 -50 -15.8 

PERSH I NG TOWNSHiP ......... 222 245 -23 -9.4 CHERRY COUNTY ••••••••••• 701 846 -145 -2.1 

QUINNEBAUGH TOWNSHIP ...... 159 108 51 47.2 

RIVERSIDE TOWNSHIP ........ 147 159 -12 -7.5 CODy ...................... 198 246 -48 -19.5 

SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••• 195 222 -27 -12.2 CROOKSTON ................. 100 86 14 16.3 

KILGORE ................... 92 110 -18 -16.4 

SUMMl T TOWNSHIP ........... 548 536 12 2.2 MERRIMAN .................. 203 172 31 18.0 

NENZEL .................... 29 27 2 7.4 

VALENTINE ................. 613 662 -49 -1.8 

BUTLER COUNTy ........... 041 461 -420 -4.4 WOOD LAKE ••••••••••••••••• 106 117 -11 -9.4 

OCTAVIA ................... 100 97 3 3.1 

DAVID CITY .............. •• 367 380 -13 -0.5 CHEYENNE COUNTY ......... 10 295 10 778 -463 -4.5 

ABlE ...................... 87 78 9 11.5 

BRAINARD .................. 343 309 34 11. 0 DALTON .................... 402 354 48 13.6 

LINWOOD ................... B7 lOB -21 -19. ~ GURLEy .................... 249 233 16 6.9 

RISING CITy ............... 376 344 32 9.3 LODGEPOLE ................. 327 407 -80 -19.7 

SURPRISE .................. 70 77 -7 -9.1 POTTER .................... 414 356 58 16.3 

DWIGHT ............ • ..... • • 184 224 -40 -17.9 SIDNey .................... 053 403 _350 -5.5 

BELLWOOD .................. 331 361 -30 -8.3 

BRUNO ..................... 121 142 -21 -14.8 CLAY COUNTy ............ ' 153 266 -113 -1.4 

ULYSSES ................... 318 312 6 1.9 

GARRISON .................. 54 60 -6 -10.0 SARONV ILLE .... , ........... 82 74 8 10.8 

ALEXIS TOWNSHIP ........... 431 381 50 13.1 CLAY CENTER ............... 004 952 52 5.5 

BONE CREEK TOWNSHIP ....... 440 416 24 5.6 EDGAR ..................... 706 707 -1 -0.1 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ........... 260 316 -56 -17.7 DEWEESE ................... 48 86 -38 -44.2 

FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ......... 306 361 -55 -15.2 FAIRFIELD ................. 563 487 76 15.6 

GLENVIL ................... 338 332 6 1.8 

LINWOOD TOWNSH I P •••••••••• 322 331 -9 -2.7 HARVARD ................... 182 230 -48 -3.9 

OAK CREEK TOWNSHIP ........ 608 601 7 1.2 TRUMBULL (PART) ........... 240 216 24 1101 

OLIVE TOWNSHIP ............ 230 306 -76 -24.8 

PLATTE TOWNSHIP ........... 158 193 -35 -18.1 ONG ....................... 124 129 -5 -3.9 

PLUM CREEK TOWNSHiP ••••••• 270 319 -49 -15.4 SUTTON .................... 280 361 -81 -6.0 

REAOING TOWNSHIP .......... 618 608 10 1.6 EDGAR TOWNSHIP ............ 815 821 -6 -0.7 

READ TOWNSHIP ............. 3~5 360 -15 =4.2 ELDORADO TOWNSHIP ......... 212 201 11 5.5 

RICHARDSON TOWNSHIP ....... q23 481 -58 -12.1 FA1RF IELU TOWNSHIP ........ 792 789 3 0.4 

GLENV IL TOWNSHIP .......... 449 477 -28 -5.9 

SAVANNAH TOWNSHIP ......... 759 738 21 2.8 HARVARD TOWNSHIP .......... 411 449 -38 -2.6 

SKULL CREEK TOWNSHIP ...... 379 440 -61 -13.9 INLAI,D TOWNSHIP ........... 148 122 26 21.3 

SUMMIT TOWNSHIP ........... 248 261 -13 -5.0 

UL YSSES TOWNSHIP .......... 562 604 -42 -7.0 LEICESTER TOWNSHIP ........ 381 385 -4 -1.0 

UNION TOWNSHIP ............ 319 365 -46 -12.6 LEWIS TOWNSHIP ............ 233 259 -26 -10.0 
LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 244 263 -19 -7.2 

LONE TREE TOWNSHIP •••••••• 131 127 4 3.1 

CASS COUNTY ............. 20 366 18 076 290 12.7 LYNN TOWNSHIP ............. 117 123 -6 -4.9 

MARSHALL TOWNSHIP ......... 119 100 19 19.0 

ALVO ...................... 163 151 12 7.9 SCHOOL CREEK TOWNSH I p ••••• 230 258 -28 -10.9 

AVOCA ..................... 225 229 -4 -1.7 SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP ......... 135 136 -1 -0.7 

CEDAR CREEK ............... 263 119 14~ 121.0 

EAGLE ••••••••••••• , ••••••• 633 441 192 43.5 SPRING RANCH TOWNSH I p ••••• 207 204 1.5 

ELMWOOD ................... 619 548 71 13.0 SUTTON TOWNSHIP ........... 248 239 ).8 

GREENWOOD ................. 557 506 51 10.1 

LOUISVILLE ................ 989 036 -47 -4.5 

MANLEy .................... 162 150 12 8.0 COLFAX COUNTY ........... 641 498 143 1.5 

MURDOCK ................... 241 262 -21 -8.0 CLARKSON .................. 739 805 -66 -8.2 

MURRAy .................... 448 286 162 56.6 HOWELLS ................... 680 682 -2 -0.3 

NEHAWKA ................... 323 298 25 8.4 LEIGH ..................... 474 501 -27 -5.4 

PLATTSMOUTH ............... 7 050 6 371 679 10.7 RICHLAND .................. 152 123 29 23.6 

SOUTH BEND ................ 109 86 23 26.7 ROGERS .................... 96 95 1 1.1 

UNION ..................... 319 275 44 16.0 SCHUyLER .................. 849 597 252 7.0 

WEEPING WATER ............. 270 143 127 11.1 

CUM I NG COUNTY ........... 11 663 12 034 -371 -3.1 

CEDAR COUNTy ............ 11 670 12 192 -522 -4.3 
BANCROFT .................. 516 545 -29 -5.3 
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Table l. July I, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

I CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL. 1, AREA APRIL 1> 

JULY 1, 1970 
JULY ), 1970 

1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS NUM8ER PERCENT 

BEEMER .................... 760 699 61 5.7 CHADRON ................... 0~9 921 _872 -1~. 7 

WEST POINT ................ 268 385 -1l7 -3.5 CRAWFORD .................. 254 291 -37 -2.9 

WISNER .................... 253 315 -62 -4.7 MARSLAND .................. 36 17 19 111.8 

BANCROFT TOWNSHIP ......... e50 876 -26 -3.0 WHITNEy .................. , 59 82 -23 -28.0 

BEEMER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 005 990 15 1.5 

bISMARCK TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 362 376 -1~ -3.7 

ELAINE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 256 264 -5 -3.0 DAWSON COUNTy ........... 21 509 19 771 735 e.8 

cLEVELAND TOWNSHI P •••••••• 29, 3'15 -~6 -13.3 
COZAD .............. " ...... 178 225 -47 -1.1 

CUMIN. TOWNSHI P ••• " •••••• 372 386 -14 -3.6 EODyVILLE ................. 125 128 

ELKHORN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 485 ~95 -10 -2.0 F AHNAM ••••• , •••••••••••••• 236 270 -3~ -12.6 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ••••••••• ~6~ Q50 14 3.1 "OTH~N~URG ................ 342 158 184 5.5 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ............ 299 291 8 i:.7 LEXINGTON ................. 512 65~ 858 15.2 

LINCOLN TOWNSHIP .......... ~?6 434 -8 -1. B OVERTON ................... 7D 538 175 32.5 

LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 40'1 423 -19 -4.5 SUMNER ••••• , ............. , 261 222 39 17.6 

MONTEREY TOWNSH IP ......... 395 ~~8 -53 -Il.8 

NEll GH TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 335 3Q9 -14 -4.0 
DEUEL COUNTy ............ 609 717 _108 -4.0 

ST. CHARLES TOWNSHIP •••••• '164 393 71 18.1 

oHERMAN TOWI,SHIP .......... ~66 528 -62 -11. 7 BIG SPRINGS ............... ~41 ~72 -31 -6.6 

~ ISNER TOWNSH I P ••••••••••• 263 286 -23 -8.0 CHAPPELL •••••••••••••••••• 11V 20'1 -85 -7.1 

CUSTER COUNTy ........... 13 891 I~ 092 -201 -1.4 DIXON COUNTy ............ 077 ',53 _376 -5.0 

MASON CITy ................ 165 196 -31 -15.8 CONCORD ................... 181 180 1 0.6 

ANSLEY .................... 608 631 -23 -3.6 DIXON ..................... 12;; 126 1 0.8 

ARNOLD •••••••••••••••••••• 737 752 -15 -2.0 EMERSON (PART) ............ 531 558 -27 -4.8 

8ERWYN .................... 134 110 2~ 21. B MARTI NSBURG ............... 55 73 -18 -24.7 

BROKEN BOW ................ 845 734 III 3.0 MASKELL ................... q~ 43 6 14.0 

OOMSTOCK .................. 189 155 34 21.9 NEWOASTLE ................. 319 347 -28 .e.l 
CALLAWAy .................. 580 523 57 10.9 WATERBURy ................. 107 81 26 32.1 

MERNA ..................... 377 322 55 17 .1 PONCA ..................... 995 984 11 1.1 

SARGENT ................... 692 789 -97 -12.3 ALLEN ..................... 356 309 ~7 15.2 

ANSELMO ••••••••••••••••••• 172 180 -8 -4.4 WAKEFIELD (PART) .......... 9~0 OM _12~ -1l.7 

OCONTO .................... 122 155 -33 -21.3 CLARK TOWNSHIP ............ 215 269 -5~ -20.1 

ALGERNON TOWNSHIP ......... 489 525 -36 -6.9 CONCORD TOWNSHIP .......... 591 615 -2~ -3.9 

ANSLEY TOWNSHIP ........... 793 841 -~5 _5.7 DAILY TOWNSHIP ............ 198 208 -10 -4.8 

ARNOLD TOWNSHIP ........... 063 097 -3~ -3.1 EMERSoN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 731 819 -88 -10.7 

BERWYN TOWNSHIP ........... 406 328 78 23.8 GALENA TOWNSHIP ........... 324 ~02 -78 -19.4 

BROKEN 80W TOWNSHIP ....... 664 660 ~ 0.6 HOOKER TOWNSHIP ........... 278 28~ -6 -2.1 

CLIFF TOWNSHIP ............ 264 272 -8 -2.9 LO('AN TOWNSHIP ............ 327 344 -17 -4.9 

COMSTOCK TOWNSHIP ......... 273 277 -4 -1. ~ NEWCASTLE TOWNSHIP ....... , 591 :>65 26 Q .6 

CORNER TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 77 53 2~ 45.3 OTTER CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••• , 358 287 71 24.7 

CUSTER TOWNSHIP ........... 98 111 -13 -11.7 PONCA TOWNSHIP ............ 336 360 -2~ -6.7 

DELIGHT TOWNSHIP .......... 816 809 7 0.9 SILVER CREEK TOWNSHIP •••• , 276 2~3 33 13 .6 

DOUGLAS GROVE TOWNSH I P •••• 103 155 -52 -33.5 SPRING BANK TOWNSHIP •••••• 616 656 -40 -6.1 

EAST OUSTER TOWNSH I P' ••• , • 80 81 -1 -1.2 WAKEF I ELD TOWNSH IP ........ 240 417 _177 -12.5 

ELIM TOWNSHIP ............. 248 23~ 1~ 6.0 

ELK CREEK TOWNSHIP ........ 236 229 3.1 DODGE COUNTy ............ 35 605 3~ 782 823 2.4 

GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ......... 148 !60 -12 -7.5 

GRANT TOWNSHIP ............ 93 95 -2 -2.! SNyDER .................... 442 383 59 15.~ 

HAYES TOWNSHIP ............ 85 72 13 18.! FREMONT ................... 23 595 22 962 633 2.8 

KILFOIL TOWNSHIP .......... 701 681 20 2.9 HOOPER .................... 8~0 895 -55 -6.! 

LILLIAN TOWNSHIP .......... 225 232 -7 -3.0 WINSLOW ................... 119 145 -26 -17 .9 

LOU? TOWNSHIP ............. 241 239 2 O.B UEHLING ................... Z55 2~9 6 2.1.1 

MILBURN TOWNSHIP .......... 105 110 -5 -4.5 NICKERSON ................. 278 2!~ 64 29.9 

NOHTH BEND ................ 331 350 -19 -l.~ 

MYRTLE TOWNSHIP ........... 2~9 181 68 37.6 I NGLE WOOD ................. 294 275 19 6.9 

RYNO TOWNSHIP ............. 113 116 -3 -2.6 

SARGENT TOWNSHIP .......... 905 997 -92 -9.2 SCRIBNER .................. 975 031 -53 -5.1 

SPRING CREEK TOWNSH I P ••••• 55 5~ 1 1.9 DODGE ..................... 661 70~ -~3 -6.1 

TRIUMPH TOWNSHIP .......... 126 1~5 -19 -13.1 COTTERELL TOWNSHIP ........ ~5! ~25 26 6.1 

VICTORIA TOWNSHIP ......... ~90 57~ -8~ -14.6 CUMING TOWNSHIP .......... , 297 332 -35 -10.5 

WAYNE TOWNSHIP ............ 162 181 -19 -10.5 ELKHORN TOWNSHiP .......... 404 395 9 2.3 

WESTERVILLE TOWNSHIP ...... 196 242 -~6 -19.0 EVERETT TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 310 344 -3~ -9.9 

HOOPER TOWNSHIP ........... 365 ~12 -47 -3.3 

WEST UNION TOWNSHIP ....... 138 127 11 8.7 LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 574 568 6 1.1 

WOOD RIVER TOWNSHiP ....... ~09 480 -71 -14.8 
MAPLE TOWNSHIP ............ 537 397 140 35.3 I 

NICKERSON TOWNSHIP ... ,' .... 750 568 182 n.o 
DAKOTA COUNTY ........... 16 885 13 137 7~8 28.5 PEBBLE TOWNSHIP ........... 65~ 678 -2~ -3.5 

PLATTE TOWNSHIP ........... 237 015 222 11.0 

DAKOTA CITy ............... 269 057 212 20.1 PLEASANT VALLEY TOWNSHIP •• 267 361 -9~ -26.0 

EMERSON (PART) ............ 259 176 83 47.2 RIDGELEY TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 331 35~ -23 -6.5 

HOMER ..................... 575 ~57 118 25.8 UNION TOWNSHIP ............ 308 307 1 0.3 

HUBBARD ................... 2~2 151 91 60.3 WEBSTER TOWNSHIP .......... 219 283 -64 -5.0 

JACKSON ................... 236 232 ~ 1.7 

SOUTH SIOUX CITy .......... 790 920 870 !l.o 
DOUGLAS COUNTY .......... 407 976 389 455 18 521 4.8 

DAWES COUNTy ............ 890 9 761 -871 -8.9 BENNINGTON ................ 876 683 193 28.3 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

BOYS TOWN ................. 
ELKHORN ................... 
OMAHA ..................... 
RALSTON ................... 
VALLEy .................... 
WATERLOO .................. 

OUNOY COUNTY .......... " 

BENKELMAN ................. 
HAIGLER ................... 

FILLMORE COUNTY ••••••••• 

GENEVA .......... , ••••• , ... 
STRANG .................... 
SHICKLEy .............. , ... 
EXETER, •••• , .............. 
FAIRMONT ••••• , ...... , ..... 
OHIOWA .................... 
MILLIGAN .................. 
GRAFTON .......... , ........ 

BELLE PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP •••• 
BENNETT TOWNSHIP .......... 
BRYANT TOWNSHIP ........... 
CHELSEA TOWNSHIP., ••••••• , 
EXETER TOWNSHIP •• , •••• , ... 
FAIRMONT TOWNSHIP ... ,., •• , 

RANKLlN TOWNSHIP, ........ 
ENEVA TOWNSHIP ....... , ••• 

LENGARY TOWNSHIP ••• ,., .. , 
"RAFTON 

G 
G 
H 
L 
M 
M 
S 
W 

TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 

R 
U 
B 
F 
C 
H 
N 
A 

A 
B 
G 
L 
M 
M 
N 
S 

AMIL TON TOWNSHIP ......... 
IBERTY TOWNSHiP .... , ..... 
AD I SON TOWNSHIP ..... , •••• 
OMENCE TOWNSHiP •••••••••• 
TANTON TOWNSHIP, ......... 
EST BLUE TOWNSHIP,., , .... 

FRANKLIN COUNTy ......... 

IVERTON ............ , ..... 
PLANO ... ,., ........... , .. 
LOOMINGTON ............... 
RANKLlN ....... , .......... 
AMPBELL ••• ,., ...... , ••••• 
ILDRETH ......... , •• , ..... 
APONEE ......... , ..... , ... 
NTELOPE TOWNSHIP ......... 

SH GROVE TOWNSHIP' ••••••• 
LOOMINGTON TOWNSHIP' ..... 
RANT TOWNSHlpl •••• * •••••• 
INCOLN TOWNSHIP ... , .. , ••• 
ACON TOWNSHIP ... ,." ••••• 
ARION TOWNSHIP' .......... 
ORTH FRANKLIN TWP ........ 
ALEM TOWNSHIP ............ 

URKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP .. , .. 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP' ...... 

FRONTIER COUNTY .. , , • , , .. 

URTIS ............ , ....... C 
EU 
M 
M 
S 

STIS .................... 
AYWOOD ................ , .. 
OOREFIELD ................ 
TOCKVILLE ..... , .......... 

AR 
BE 

FURNAS COUNTy ........... 

APAHOE, ................. 
AVER CITy ............... 

APRIL 1, 
JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS 

864 989 
2 504 1 184 

365 711 358 452 
5 889 4 731 
2 173 1 595 

74~ 455 

2 821 2 926 

1 227 1 349 
227 237 

7 879 8 137 

2 257 2 275 
~8 47 

350 385 
7~2 759 
747 761 
125 156 
298 319 
138 128 

168 217 
150 131 
603 618 
20~ 208 
959 978 
896 9S0 
334 J85 

1 482 1 q89 

418 498 
335 292 
276 269 
205 211 
699 677 
138 183 
860 872 
155 159 

q 458 4 566 

2q7 220 
211 205 
149 165 

1 153 1 193 
q03 4q7 
360 352 
14~ 187 
335 350 

211 206 
362 383 
272 288 
166 163 
172 182 
196 227 
~78 523 
611 527 

231 277 
275 2q7 

4 036 3 982 

I 154 1 166 
514 qOO 
309 309 

6q 56 
48 61 

6 641 6 897 

1 098 1 147 
726 802 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 
AREA 

JULY I, 

NUMBER PERCENT 1977 

-125 -12.6 CAMBRIDGE ................. 1 269 

1 320 111.5 EDISON .................... 230 

7 259 2.0 HENDLEy ................... 66 

1 158 2~. 5 HOLBROOK ................... 305 

578 36.2 OXFORD (PART> ............. 860 

289 63.5 WILSONVILLE ............... 236 

-105 -3.6 GAGE COUNTy ............. 23 447 

-122 -9.0 BARNESTON ................. 126 

-10 -LJ..2 LIBERTY ..... , ............. 88 
ODELL,.,.,., ............ , • 321 
ADAMS ..................... 395 

-258 .3.2 BEATRICE .................. 11 }08 
BLUE SPRINGS ........ , ••••• 525 

-18 .0,8 CLATONIA" ........... , .... 2~9 

1 2.1 FILLEy .................... 150 

-35 -9,1 
-17 -2.2 CORTLAND, ................. 326 

-lq -1.8 PICKRELL ..... , ............ 163 

-31 _19.9 VIRGINIA, .... , ............ 93 

-21 -6.6 WyMORE .................... 1 704 

10 7,8 ADAMS TOWNSHIP ............ 655 
BARNESTON TOWNSHIP •••••••• 318 

-q9 -22.6 BLAKELY TowNSHIP .......... 411 

19 lq,5 BLUE SPRINGS TOWNSHiP ..... 63? 

-15 -2, ~ 
-4 -1.9 CLATONIA TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 397 

-19 -1.9 ELM TOWNSHIP ...... , ....... 22q 

·54 .5.7 FILLEY TOWNSHIP ........... q18 

-51 -13.2 GLENWOOD TOWNSHIP ......... 375 

-7 -0,5 GRANT TOWNSHIP ............ 254 
HANOVER TOWNSHIP .......... 431 

-80 -16.1 HIGHLAND TOWNSHIP ...... , •• 592 

43 14.7 HOLT TOWNSHIP ......... , ... ~87 

7 2,6 
-6 -2.8 HOOKER TOWNSHIP ......... ,. 169 

22 3.2 ISLAND GROvE TOWNSH I P ••••• 132 

-45 -24.6 LIBERTY TOWNSHIP ....... , •• qOO 

-12 -1.4 LINCOLN TOwNSHiP .......... 190 

-4 -2.5 LOGAN TOWNSHIP .......... ,. 272 
MIDLAND TOWNSHIP .......... 1 609 
NEMAHA TOWNSHIP, .......... 30n 

-108 -2.4 PADDOCK TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 379 

27 12.3 RIVERSIDE TOWNSHIP ........ 803 

6 2.9 ROCKFORD TOWNSHIP ••• , ••••• 367 

-16 -9.7 SHERMAN TOWNSHIP ...... , ... 24a 

-40 -3.4 SICILY TOWNSHIP ........... 265 

-44 -9,8 WYMORE TOWNSHIP, .......... 1 a03 

8 2.3 
-43 -23.0 
-15 -4.3 GARDEN COUNTy ........... 2 912 

5 2.4 LEWELLEN., ................ 360 

-21 -5.5 OSHKOSH" ................. I 147 

-16 -5.6 
3 1.8 

-10 ...5.5 GARFIELD COUNTy ......... 2 614 

-31 -13.7 
-q5 -8.6 BURWELL ................... 1 330 

84 15.9 

·46 -16.6 GOSPER COUNTy ......... , • 2 567 

28 11.3 
ELWOOD .................... 726 
SMITHFIELD ................ 82 

S4 1.4 

-12 -1.0 GRANT COUNTY •••••••••••• 686 

114 28.5 . . HyANNIS ................... 356 

8 lq.3 
-l3 -21.3 

GREELEY COUNTy .......... J 679 

-256 -3.7 GREELEY CENTER •••••••••••• ij95 

SCOTIA •••••••• a ••••••••••• 360 

-49 -4.3 SPALDING •••• t •••• II {I"'" 8' 605 

·76 -9.5 WOLBACH ................... 288 

11970 CENSUS FI GUf~E INCLUOt:S 1970 ([N$US POPULJ\r ION RES IDING I N AREAS ANNEXED THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 1977. 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

CENSUS 

1 145 
199 

58 
307 
878 
266 

25 731 

149 
118 
349 
q63 

12 389 
506 
22~ 
138 

326 
118 

83 
I 790 

705 
321 
q29 
627 

471 
2q6 
389 
366 
242 
369 
635 
432 

204 
165 
~56 
241 
357 

2 251 
284 
~56 

838 
405 
25, 
285 

1 915 

2 929 

376 
1 067 

2 411 

1 3ql 

2 178 

601 
58 

1 019 

3q5 

q 000 

580 
35~ 
676 
366 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

NUM8ER PERCENT 

12~ 10.8 
31 15.6 

8 13.8 
-2 -0.7 

-18 -2.1 
-30 -11.3 

-2 28~ -8.9 

-23 -15.4 
-30 ·25.4 
-28 -B .0 
·68 -14.7 

·1 081 -8.7 
19 3,8 
2' 11.2 
12 8.7 

. -
45 38.1 
10 12.0 

-86 -q.8 
-50 -7.1 
-3 -0.9 

-18 -q ,2 
5 0.8 

-74 -15.7 
-22 -8.9 

29 7.5 
9 2.5 

12 5.0 
62 16.8 

-q3 -6.8 
55 12.7 

-35 -17.2 
-,3 -20.0 
·56 -12., 
-51 -21.2 
-85 -23.8 

_642 -28.5 
22 7.7 

-77 -16.9 

-35 -4.2 
-38 -9.4 
-5 -2.0 

-20 -7.0 
-112 -5.8 

-17 -0.6 

-16 -4.3 
80 7 .5 

203 8.4 

-11 -0.8 

389 17.9 

125 20.8 
2q 41.ij 

-133 -13.1 

11 3.2 

-321 -6.0 

-85 -1~.7 
6 1.7 

-71 -10.5 
-78 -21.3 



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

AREA 

HALL COUNTy ............. 

CAIRO ..................... 
ALDA ...................... 
DONIPHAN .................. 
GRAND ISLAND.~ .............. 
WOOD RIVER ................ 
ALDA TOWNSHIP .......... '" 
CAMERON TOWNSHIP ......... , 
CENTER TOWNSHIP ......... '. 

DONIPHAN TOWNSHIP ......... 
HARR I SON TOWNSHIP .... , •• _, 
JACKSON TOWNSHIP ••••••• ,. , 
LAKE TOWNSHIP ............. 

ARTIN TOWNSHIP ........... 
AYF IELD TOWNSHIP ......... 
I1AIRIE CREEK TOWNSHIP .. " 

'OUTH LOUP TOWNSHIP ••••••• 

'OUTH PLATTE 5 
W 
W 

TOWNSHIP •• '" 
ASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
000 RIVER TOWNSHIP ....... 

HAMIL TON COUNTY ......... 

A 
G 
H 
H 
M 
P 
S 

URORA .................. " 
ILTNER ................. , • 
AMPTON .............. , •••• 
OROVILLE ••••••••••••••••• 
ARQUETTE ••••••••••••••••• 
HILLIPS ............. , •• , • 
TOCKHAM ................ , • 

H 
R 
A 
o 
R 
o 
S 
A 

A 
A 
E 
E 
F 
M 
o 
P 

HARLAN COUNTy ........... 

UNTLEy ................... 
AGAN ..................... 
LMA ...................... 
XFORD (PARTI ............. 
EPUBlICAN CITy ........... 
RLEANS ................... 
TAMFORD .................. 
LBANY TOWNSHIP ........... 

LMA TOWNSHIP ............. 
NTELOPE TOWNSHIP ......... 
LDORADO TOWNSHIP ......... 
MERSON TOWNSHIP .......... 
AIRFIELD TOWNSHIP ........ 
ULLALLY TOWNSHIP ......... 
RLEANS TOWNSHIP .......... 
RAIRIE DOG TOWNSHIP •••••• 

RE 
RE 
SA 
SC 
SP 
TU 
WA 

PUBLICAN CITY TOWNSHIP .. 
UBEN TOWNSHIP ........... 
PPA TOWNSHIP ......... '" 
ANDINAVIA TOWNSHIP •••••• 
RING GROVE TOWNSHIP ..... 
RKEY CREEK TOWNSHIP ..... 
SHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••• 

HA 
HA 

cu 
PA 
ST 
TR 

EW 
AT 

HAYES COUNTy ............ 

MLET .................... 
YES CENTER .............. 

HITCHCOCK COUNTy ........ 

LBERTSON ................ 
LISADE: .................. 
RATTON .................. 
ENTON ................... 

HOLT COUNTy ............. 

ING ..................... 
KINSON .................. 

APRIL I, 
JULy I, I 1970 

1977 , CENSUS 

45 772 42 851 

662 686 
620 456 
549 542 

}4 161 32 358 
1 2q? 1 131 
1 041 788 

2~q 257 
3 150 2 625 

908 903 
366 327 
628 58~ 

482 442 
155 175 
~86 622 
319 301 
711 59'1 

300 232 
1 127 1 108 
1 697 1 535 

8 997 8 867 

3 480 3 IBO 
358 408 
383 387 
172 147 
267 239 
379 341 

62 65 

4 285 4 357 

50 67 
69 60 

1 219 1 299 
286 238 
178 179 
557 592 
256 207 

97 96 

117 132 
170 172 
83 107 

395 360 
74 85 

263 292 
759 733 

29 29 

53 65 
132 132 
380 '63 
221 159 
111 112 
110 111 

71 110 

1 526 1 530 

63 64 
275 237 

4 069 ~ 051 

721 801 
411 372 
624 481 
649 770 

13 037 12 933 

552 552 
1 435 1 406 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 
AkEA APRIL I, 

JULY I, Ino 
NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS 

CHAMBERS .................. 294 321 
EMMET ..................... 89 70 

2 921 6.8 INMAN .................... , 132 160 
O'NEILL ................... 3 826 3 753 

-24 -3.5 STUART .................... 547 561 

164 36.0 PAGE ...................... 162 177 

7 1.3 ANTELOPE TOWNSHIP ......... 69 67 

1 803 5.6 ATKINSON TOWNSHIP ......... 2 041 1 933 

116 10.3 
253 32.1 BELLE TOWNSHIP ........... , 85 75 

-13 -5.1 CHAMBERS TOWNSHIP ......... 505 573 

525 20.0 CLEVELAND TOWNSHIP ....... , 117 10~ 

COLEMAN TOWNSHIP .......... 44 61 

5 0.6 CONLEY TOWNSHIP ........... 79 120 

39 11,9 DELO I T TOWNSHIP ........... 273 267 

44 '1.5 DUST! N TOWNSH I P ........... 54 53 

40 9.0 EMMET TOWNSHIP ............ 181 207 

-20 -11.4 
-136 -21.9 EWING TOWNSHIP ........... , 620 625 

18 6.0 FAIRVIEW TOWNSHIP ......... 97 85 

117 1".7 FRANC I S TOwNSHIP .......... 74 85 
GOLDEN TOWNSHIP ........... 188 196 

68 29.3 GRATTAN TOWNSHIP .......... 795 652 

19 1,7 GRI:.EN VALLEY TOWNSHIP ••••• 131 147 

162 10.6 HOLT CREEK TOWNSHII' ....... 4; It:) 

INMAN TOWNSHIP ............ 428 447 

DO 1.5 IOWA TOWNSHIP ............. 92 9,3 

JOSIE TOWNSHIP ............ 25 18 

300 9,4 LAKE TOWNSHIP ............. 120 137 
~50 -12.3 MCCLURE TOWNSHIP .... , •••• , 109 100 

·4 -1.0 PADDOCK TOWNSHIP ...... '" • 157 202 

25 17.0 PLEASANT VIEW TOWNSHIP •••• 83 103 

28 11.7 ROCK FALLS TOWNSHIP ....... 55 52 

38 11, 1 SAND CREEK TOWNSH I P ....... 155 131 

-3 .4.6 
SARATOGA TOWNSHIP ......... 74 66 
SCOTT TOWNSHIP ............ 122 109 

-72 -1.7 SHAMROCK TOWNSHIP •••••••• , 73 64 
SHERIDAN TOWNSHIP ......... 261 254 

-17 -25.4 SHIELDS TOWNSHIP .......... 175 168 

9 15.0 STEEL CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••• 106 105 
~80 -6.2 STUART TOWNSHIP ........... I 029 1 048 

48 20.2 SWAN TOWNSHIP ............. 90 97 

-1 ~0.6 

~J5 ~5. 9 VERDIGRIS TOWNSHIP ........ 452 472 

49 23.7 WILLOWDALE TOWNSHIP ....... 107 89 

I 1.0 WYOMING TOWNSHIP ......... , 103 130 

~15 -11,4 
-2 -1.2 HOOKER COUNTy ........... 938 939 

-24 ~22.4 

35 9.7 MULLEN ••• 1 •••• ;>;0 ....... it •• i 698 667 

-ll -12.9 
-29 .9.9 

26 3.5 HOWARD COUNTY ........... 6 810 6 807 

- -
COTESFIELD ................ 53 76 

-12 -18.5 CUSHING ................... 39 43 

- - DANNEBROG ................. 365 384 

17 4.7 ELBA ...................... 216 211 
62 39.0 FARWELL ................... 157 172 

-1 -0.9 HOWARD CITY ............... 186 182 
~1 ~O. 9 ST. PAUL .................. 2 037 2 026 

-39 -35.5 

JEFFERSON COUNTY ........ 10 358 10 436 
~4 -0.3 

DAyKIN .................... 185 192 
-I -1.6 DILLER .................... 301 287 
38 16.0 ENDICOTT .................. 253 167 

FAIRBURy .................. 5 135 5 265 
HARBINE ................... 36 44 

18 0.4 JANSEN •••••••••••••••••••• 179 191 
PLyMOUTH .................. ~11 q24 

-80 _10.0 REyNOLDS .................. 136 115 

39 10.5 
143 29.7 STE:ELE CITy ............... 168 176 

-121 -15.7 

JOHNSON COUNTy .......... 5 q12 5 743 

104 0.8 
COOK ...................... 266 J28 

- - CRAB ORCHARD .............. 105 96 
29 2.1 ELK CREEK ................. 144 151 

9 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 

NUM8ER PERCENT 

-27 -e.4 
19 27 .1 

-28 -17.5 
73 1.9 

:l~ -2.5 
-8.5 

2 3.0 
lOB 5 .. 6 

10 13.3 
-68 -11.9 

13 12.5 
-17 -27.9 
..41 -34.2 

6 2.2 
1 1.9 

-26 -12.6 

-5 -0.8 
12 14.1 

-11 -12.9 
-8 -4.1 

143 21.9 
-16 -10.9 - " 
-19 -4.3 

-I -1.1 
7 38.9 

-17 -12.~ 
9 9,0 

-45 -22.3 
-20 .. 19 ~ LI 

3 5,8 
24 18.3 

8 12.1 
13 11.9 

9 14.1 
7 2.8 
7 4.2 
1 1.0 

-19 -1.8 
-7 -7.2 

-20 -4.2 
16 20.2 

-27 -20.8 

~l -0.1 

31 4.6 

3 Z 

-23 -30.3 
·4 -9. J 

1 0.3 
5 2.4 

-15 -8.7 
4 2.2 

11 0.5 

-78 ~O. 7 

-7 -3.6 
14 4.9 
86 51.5 

-130 -2.5 
-8 -18.2 

-12 -6.' 
-13 -J.l 

21 18.3 

-8 -Q.5 

-331 -5.8 

-62 -18.9 
9 9.4 

-7 -Q.6 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

,::::,.,."..."..... II 
TECUMSEH ................. . 

KEARNEY COUNTY •••••••••• 

MINDEN ................... . 
HEARTWELL ................ . 
NORMAN ................... . 
AXTELL ................... . 
WILCOX ................... . 
BLA I NE TOWNSH I P .......... . 
COSMO TOWNSHIP .......... .. 
EATON TOWNSHIP .......... .. 

GRANT TOWNSHIP .......... .. 
HAYES TOWNSHIP .......... .. 
LIBERTY TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
LOGAN TOWNSH I P ....... , •••• 
LOWELL TOWNSHIP ......... .. 
MAY TOWNSHIP ............ .. 
MIRAGE TOWNSHIP ......... .. 

NEWARK TOWNSHIP .......... . 
ONEIDA TOWNSHIP ......... .. 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 

KEITH COUNTy .......... .. 

BRULE .................... . 
OGALLALA ••••• '" •••••••••• 
PAXTON ................... . 

KEYA PA.HA COUNTy •••••••• i 

BURTON ................... . 
SPRINGVIEW ............... . 

KIMBALL COUNTy •••••••••• 

BUSHNELL ................. . 
DIX ...................... . 
KIMBALL ................... ' 

KNOX COUNTy ............ . 

BLOOMFIELD ............... . 
CREIGHTON ................ . 
BAZILE MILLS ............. . 
CROFTON .................. . 
WAUSA ••••••••••••••••••• c. 
WINNETOON ................ . 
NIOBRARA ................. . 
VERDEL ................... . 

SANTEE ................... . 
CENTER ••••••••••• , •••••••• I 

VERDIGRE ................. . 
ADDISON TOWNSHiP ......... . 
BOHEMIA TOWNSHiP ......... . 
CENTRAL TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
CLEVELAND TOWNSHiP •••••••• 
COLUMBIA TOWNSHiP ........ . 

CREIGHTON TOWNSHiP ....... . 
DOLPHIN TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
DOWLING TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
EASTERN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
FRANKFORT TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
HARRISON TOWNSHIP ........ . 
HERRICK TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
HILL TOWNSHIP ........... .. 

JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
LINCOLN TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
LOGAN TOWNSHiP .......... .. 

JULY 1, 
1977 

49D 
995 

751 

733 
107 

52 
541 
286 
393 
158 
245 

136 
372 
143 
829 
145 
182 
189 
110 

233 
474 
140 

481 

409 
530 
669 

312 

17 
328 

966 

193 
296 
960 

11 274 

101 
304 

41 
807 
687 

89 
559 

71 

295 
125 
479 
224 

73 
191 
252 
279 

360 
256 
322 
118 
135 
167 

28 
190 

132 
948 
173 

CHANGE> 1970 TO 1977 I 
APRli9~~ f------.-----1 AREA 

CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT :~U;J ij76 1~ 2.9 MILLER TOWNSHiP .......... . 
058 -63 -3.1 MORTON TOWNSHiP ......... .. 

NIOBRARA TOWNSHIP ........ . 
PEORIA TOWNSHIP .......... . 

707 44 0.7 RAYMOND TOWNSHIP ......... . 
SANTEE TOWNSHIP .......... . 

669 64 2.4 SPADE TOWNSHiP .......... .. 
104 3 2.9 SPARTA TOWNSHIP ......... .. 

52 
500 ~1 8.2 UNION TOWNSHIP .......... .. 
280 6 2.1 VALLEY TOWNSHIP ......... .. 
395 -2 _0.5 VERDIGRE TOWNSHIP ....... .. 
175 -17 -9.7 WALNUT GROVE TOWNSHIP .... . 
258 -13 -5.0 WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ..... .. 

WESTERN TOWNSHiP •••••••••• 

135 
343 
168 
847 
171 
203 
188 
047 

171 
q59 
147 

~87 

423 
976 
503 

340 

23 
260 

009 

211 
342 
680 

11 723 

287 
461 
4~ 

677 
720 

84 
602 

7ij 

51 
III 
570 
223 

85 
166 
258 
278 

350 
306 
313 
100 
132 
136 

31 
246 

125 
987 
169 

1 
29 

-25 
-18 
-26 
-21 

1 
63 

62 
15 
-7 

99~ 

-14 
554 
166 

-28 

-6 
68 

-1 043 

-18 
-46 

-720 

-186 
-157 

-3 
130 
-33 

5 
-43 

-3 

244 
14 

-91 
1 

-12 
25 
-6 

1 

10 
-50 

9 
18 

3 
31 
-3 

-56 

7 
-39 

4 

0.7 
2.2 

_14.9 
-1.0 

-15.2 
-10.3 

0.5 
6.0 

36.3 
3.3 

-4.B 

11.7 

-3.3 
11.1 
33.0 

-2.1 

LANCASTER COUNTy •••••••• ' 

BENNET ................... . 
DAVEy .................... . 
DENTON ................... . 
FIRTH .................... . 
HALLAM ................... . 
HICKMAN .................. . 
LINCOLN .................. . 
MALCOLM .................. . 

PANAMA ................... . 
RAyMOND .................. . 
ROCA ..................... . 
SPRAGUE .................. . 
WAVERLy .................. . 

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

BRADy ................... .. 
-26.1 DICKENS ................. .. 

26.2 HERSHEy .................. . 
MAXWELL .................. . 
NORTH PLATTE' ........... .. 

-17.4 SUTHERLAND ............... . 
WALLACE .................. . 

_8.5 WELLFLEET ................ . 
-13.5 
-19.6 

LOGAN COUNTY ........... . 

-3.8 GANDy .................... . 

-14.5 
-10.7 
-6.8 
19.2 
-4.6 
6.0 

-7.1 
-4.1 

478.4 
12.6 

-16.0 
0.4 

-14.1 
15.1 
-2.3 
0.4 

2.9 
-16.3 

2.9 
1.6 
2.3 

22.8 
-9.7 

-22.8 

5.6 
-4.0 

2.4 

STAPLETO~ ................ . 

LOUP COUNTY ............ . 

TAyLOR ................... . 

MCPHERSON COUNTy •••••••• 

MAD ISON COUNTy .......... ' 

BATTLE CREEK ............. . 
MADISON .................. . 
MEADOW GROVE ............. . 
NEWMAN GROvE (PART) ••••••• 
NORFOLK .................. . 
TILDEN (PART) ............ . 

MERRICK COUNTy ........ .. 

CENTRAL CITY ............. . 
CHAPMAN ................... I 
CLARKS ................... . 
PALMER ................... '1 
SILVER CREEK ............ .. 
CENTRAL TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 

JULY 1, 
1977 

313 
343 
623 
270 
324 
360 

86 
169 

104 
261 
717 
207 
158 

87 

183 267 

563 
2~7 
176 
377 
265 
82~ 

163 937 
3ijj 

179 
194 
152 
162 
693 

36 395 

363 
29 

759 
325 

24 238 
1 380 

341 
52 

902 

270 

651 

29 254 

D33 
759 
421 
833 

17 789 
713 

989 

906 
474 
~OO 
408 
519 
103 

11970 ceNSUS r'IGUf~E lNCLums 1970 Cf.NSUS POPULATION HlSIOING IN AREAS ANNLXLD rHROUGH D[CEMBCI~ 31, 1977. 

APRIL 1, 
1970 

CENSUS 

317 
358 
672 
261 
36~ 
101 

95 
158 

95 
269 
B36 
256 
182 
106 

167 972 

489 
163 
151 
32B 
280 
~15 

152 639 
132 

153 
187 
11B 
119 
152 

29 538 

311 
22 

526 
282 

20 495 
840 
241 
;1 

991 

50 
311 

854 

240 

623 

27 402 

771 
595 
372 
854 

16 607 
685 

751 

803 
371 
480 
391 
483 
113 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

NUMBER PERCENT 

-4 -1.3 
-15 -4.2 
-49 -7.3 

9 3.4 
-40 -11.0 
259 256.4 
-9 -9.5 
11 7.0 

9 9.5 
-8 -3.0 

-119 -14.2 
-49 -19.1 
-24 -13.2 
-19 -17.9 

15 295 

74 
84 
25 
49 

-15 
~14 

11 298 
209 

26 
7 

34 
43 

541 

857 

52 
7 

233 
43 

H3 
540 
100 

1 

48 

35 

28 

852 

262 
164 

49 
-21 
182 

28 

238 

lD3 
103 
-80 

17 
36 

-10 

9.1 

15.1 
51.5 
16.6 
14.9 
-5.4 
99.8 

7.4 
158.3 

17.0 
3.7 

28.8 
36.1 
47.0 

23.2 

16.7 
31.8 
44.3 
15.2 
18.3 
64.3 
41.5 
2.0 

5.4 

2.0 
8.0 

5.6 

14.6 

4.5 

6.8 

3G .0 
10.3 
13.2 
-2.5 

7.1 
4.1 

2.7 

3.7 
27.8 

-16.7 
4.3 
7.5 

-8.8 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

I CHANGE>1970 TO 1977 I CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL ,1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, CE~~~~ i 
JULY 1, 1970 

NUMBER I PERCENT 
1977 NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS 

CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 7~7 686 61 8.9 

CLARKSVILLE TOWNSHiP •••••• 923 973 -50 -5.1 

LONE TREE TO~NSHIP •••••••• A13 703 110 15.6 PERKINS COUNTY .......... 469 423 46 1.3 

LOUP TOWNSHIP ............. 768 802 -34 -~ .2 
MEAD TOWNSHIP ............. 220 269 -49 -18.2 f.LSIE ..................... 114 125 -11 -8.8 

MIDLAND TOWNSHIP .......... 278 284 -6 -2.1 GRAINTON .................. 19 20 -1 -5.0 

PRAIRIE CREEK TOWNSHIP. '" 452 455 -3 -0.7 GRANT, •• "'" ................... " ~ 084 099 -15 -1.4 

PRAIRIE I SLAND TOWNSHIP ... 60 60 - MADRID .................... 246 234 12 5.1 
VENANGO .................. , 22& 218 10 4.6 

~~~ SILVER CREEK TOWNSHI P ••••• 728 48 6.6 

VIEREGG TOWNSHIP .......... 875 70 8.0 
PHELPS COUNTy ........... 10 084 9 553 531 5.6 

MORRILL COUNTY .......... 6 182 5 813 369 6.3 BERTRAND .................. 613 662 -49 -7.4 

FUNK ...................... 186 143 43 30.1 

BAyARD .................... 527 338 189 14.1 HOLDREGE .................. 833 635 198 3.5 

BR I DGEPORT ................ 500 490 10 0.7 ATLANTA ................... 94 101 -7 -6.9 

8t10ADWATER ................ 124 141 -17 -12.1 LOOMIS .................... 431 323 108 33.4 

ANDERSON TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 202 177 25 14.1 

CENTER TOWNSH I P ........... 27~ 273 6 2.2 

NANCE COUNTY ............ 679 142 -463 -9.0 COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP ••••••• 128 121 7 5.8 

FULLERTON ................. 1142 444 -2 -0.1 DIVIDE TOWNSHIP ....... '" • 379 370 9 2 .4 

GENOA ••••••••••••• " •••••• 006 174 -168 -14.3 GARFIELD TOWNSHIP ......... 532 ,38 ·,6 -1.1 

BELGRADE .................. 193 210 -17 -8.1 INDUSTKY-ROCK FALLS TWf' •• , 317 271 46 17.0 

BEAVER TOWNSHiP ........... 235 251 -16 -6.4 LAIRD TOWNSHIP ............ 700 533 167 31.3 

CEDAR TOWNSHIP ............ 226 227 -1 -0.4 LAKE TOWI;SHIP ............. 25~ 191 63 33.0 

COTTONWOOD TOWNSHIP ....... 119 150 -31 -20.7 ~~~~~~~N T~~~~~~~p::::::::: 
160 160 

COUNC IL CREEK TOWNSH I P •••• 142 171 -29 -17.0 198 200 -2 -1.0 

EAST NEWMAN TOWNSHIP •••••• 209 22~ -15 -6.7 UNION TOWNSHIP ............ 417 438 -21 -4.6 

FULLERTON TOWNSHIP ........ 140 158 -18 -11.4 WESTMARK TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 280 262 j,8 6.9 

GE.NOA TOWNSHIP ............ 216 408 -192 -13.6 WESTSIDE TOWNSHIP ......... 203 186 17 9.1 

LOUP FERRy TOWNSHIP ....... 131 15~ -28 -17.6 WILLI AMSBURG TOWNSHIP ••••• 204 198 6 3.0 

PRA I R I E CREEK TOWNSH IP •••• 291 295 -4 -1.4 

SOUTH BRANCH TOWNSHIP ..... 58 108 -50 -46.3 

TIMBER CREEK TOWNSHIP ..... 349 409 -60 -14.7 PIERCE COUNTy ........... 452 493 -41 -0.5 

WEST NEWMAN TOWNSHIP •••••• 122 138 -16 -11.6 
FOSTER .................... 84 79 e; 6.3 

HADAR •••• I , I ••• , ••••••••• , 194 172 22 12.6 

NEMAHA COUNTy ........... 935 976 -I 041 -1l.6 MCLEAN •••••••••••••••••••• 56 67 -ll -16.4 

OSMOI;D .................... 761 883 -122 -13.8 

AUBURN .................... 458 3 650 -192 -5.3 PIERCE .................... 327 360 -33 -2.4 

BROCK ..................... 181 192 -11 -5.7 PLAINVIEW ................. 345 494 -149 -10.0 

BKOWNV I LLE ................ 160 174 -14 -8.0 

JOHNSON ••••••••••••••••••• 346 350 -4 -1.1 

JULIAN .................... 104 80 24 30.0 PLATTE COUNTY ........... 28 175 26 544 631 6.1 

NEMAHA ••••••• , •••••••••••• 172 207 -35 -16.9 

PERU ...................... 820 380 -560 -40.6 HUMPHREy .................. 829 862 -33 -3.8 

PLATTE CENTER ............. 397 384 13 3.4 

TARNOV .................... 75 63 12 19.0 

NUCKOLLS COUNTy ......... 928 404 -476 -6.4 DUNCAN .................... 34q 298 46 15.4 

COLUMBUS .................. 16 793 15 471 322 8.5 

HARDY ..................... 260 250 10 4.0 CRESTON ................... 189 171 18 10.5 

LAWRENCE .................. 272 343 -71 -20.7 CORNLEA ••••• , ••••••••••••• 61 54 7 !J.o 
NELSON .................... 711 746 -35 -4.7 NEWMAN GROVE (PARTI ....... 9 9 

NORA •••••••••••••••••••••• 26 43 -17 -39.5 

OAK ....................... 83 100 -17 -17.0 MONROE .................... 271 295 -24 -8.1 

RUSKIN .................... 222 229 -7 -3.1 LINDSAy ................... 297 291 6 2.1 

SUPERIOR .................. 631 779 -148 -5.3 8ISMARK TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 320 394 -74 -18.8 

BURROWS TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 394 426 -32 -7.5 

8UTLER TOWNSHIP ........... 646 568 78 D.7 

OTOE COUNTy ............. 15 103 15 576 -473 -3.0 COLUMBUS TOWNSHIP ......... 935 639 296 11.2 

CRESTON TOWNSHIP .......... 556 511 45 8.8 

8URR ...................... 108 108 - GRAND PRAIRIE TOWNSHIP •••• 441 468 -27 -5.8 

DOUGLAS ................... 206 175 31 17.7 

DUNBAR .................... 217 252 -35 -13.9 GRANV I LLE TOWNSHIP ........ 275 313 -38 -2.9 

LORTON .................... 45 47 -2 -4.3 HUMPHREY TOWNSHiP ......... 533 482 51 10.6 

NEBRASKA CITy ••••••••••••• lJ9 441 -302 -4.1 JOLIET TOWNSHIP ........... 300 302 -2 -0.7 

OTOE ...................... 192 204 -12 -5.9 LOST CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••• 739 691 48 6.9 

PALMyRA ................... 393 386 7 1.8 LOUP TOWNSHIP ............. 186 188 -2 -1.1 

SyRACUSE •••••••••••••••••• 704 562 142 9.1 MONROE TOWNSHIP ........... 213 228 -15 -6.6 

OCONEE TOWNSHIP ........... 514 543 -29 -5.3 

TALMAGE ................... 230 285 -55 -19.3 ST. BERNARD TOWNSHIP •••••• 792 726 66 9.1 

UNADILLA .................. 266 271 -5 -1. 8 
SHELL CREEK TOWNSHIP ...... 505 504 1 0.2 
SHERMAN TOWNSHIP .......... 394 396 -2 -0.5 

PAWNEE COUNTy ........... 3 953 4 473 -520 -11.6 WALKER TOWNSHIP ........... 361 407 -46 -1l.3 
WOODVILLE TOWNSHIP ........ 272 278 -6 -2.2 

BURCHARD ...... ., .......... lJ7 131 6 4.6 

DU BOIS ................... 138 185 
-

47
1 

-25.4 

LEWISTON .................. 65 88 -23 -26.1 POLK COUNTY ............ , 282 468 _186 -2.9 

PAWNEE ClTY ............... 090 267 -17~ I -14.0 

STEINAUER ................. 118 118 - OSCEQLA ................... 868 923 -55 -6.0 

TABLE ROCK ................ 369 429 -60 -14.0 POLK ...................... 445 413 32 7.7 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGE,I970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 

1977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS NUM6ER PERCENT 

SHELBy .................... 601 647 -46 -7.1 MARIETTA TOWNSHIP ......... 667 634 33 4.0 

STROMSBURG ....... '" ...... 222 215 7 0.6 MARIPOSA TOWNSHIP ......... 471 460 11 2.4 

MORSE BLUFF TOWNSHIP ...... 404 381 23 6.0 

NEWMAN TOWNSHIP ........... 297 290 7 2.4 

RED WILLOW COUNTy ....... 12 604 12 191 413 3.4 NORTH CEDAR TOWNSHIP •••••• 694 840 54 6.4 

OAK CREEK TOWNSH IP ........ 773 748 25 3.3 

BARTLEy ................... 282 283 -1 -0.4 POHOCCO TOWNSHIP .......... 490 422 68 16.1 

DANBURy •••••• , ............ 116 137 -21 -15.3 RICHLAND TOWNSHIP ......... 167 853 314 36.8 

INDIANOLA ................. 703 672 31 4.6 

LEBANON ................... 64 118 -34 -28.8 ROCK CREEK TOWNSHIP ••••••• 286 J07 -21 -6.8 

MCCOOK .................... 8 400 8 285 115 1.4 SOUTH CEDAR TOWNSHIP •••••• 391 262 129 49.2 

STOCKING TOWNSHIP ......... 389 358 31 8.7 

UNION TOWNSHIP ............ 053 825 228 27.6 

RICHARDSON COUNTY ••••••• 11 443 12 277 -834 -6.8 WAHOO TOWNSHiP ••••••• , •••• 366 312 54 17.3 

BARADA .................... 57 58 -1 -1.7 

DAWSON .................... 275 251 24 9.6 SCOTTS 8LUFF COUNTy ••••• J7 510 36 432 1 078 3.0 

FALLS CITY ................ 043 444 -401 -7.4 

HUMBOLDT .................. 036 194 -158 -13.2 GERING .................... 6 907 5 639 1 268 22.5 

PRESTON ................... 52 64 -12 -16.8 HENRY •• ,. 0.". e ••••••••••• 144 147 -3 -2.0 

RULO ...................... 230 299 -69 -23.1 LYMAN •••• I •••• & •• t •••••••• 679 561 116 21.0 

SALEM ..................... 176 214 -38 -17.8 MCGREW .................... 94 79 15 19.0 

SHUBERT ................... 232 240 -8 -3.3 MELBETA ................... 198 124 74 59.7 

MINATARE .................. 054 939 115 12.2 

STELLA •••••••••••••••••••• 277 282 -5 -1.8 MITCHELL .................. 964 842 122 6.6 

VERDON .................... 293 265 28 10.6 MORRILL ................... 964 937 27 2.9 

SCOTTS BLUFF .............. 13 813 14 507 -694 -4.8 

ROCK COUNTy ............. 374 231 143 6.4 TERRyTOWN ................. 828 747 81 10.8 

BASSETT ••••••••••••••••••• 1 124 983 141 14.3 

NEWPORT ••••••••••••••••••• 149 141 8 5.7 SEWARD COUNTy ........... 14 866 14 460 406 2.8 

BEAVER CROSSING ••••••••••• 404 400 4 1.0 

SALINE COUNTy ........... 12 673 12 809 64 0.5 BEE ....................... 176 156 20 12.8 

CORDOVA ................... 123 141 -18 .. 12.8 

CRETE ..................... 4 696 4 444 252 5.7 GARLAND ................... 2H 24~ 30 12.3 

DE WIn ................... 551 651 -100 -15.~ GOEHNER ................... 164 113 51 ~5.1 

DORCHESTER ................ 687 492 195 39.6 MILFORD ................... 914 646 66 3.7 

FRIEND .................... 071 126 -55 -4.9 PLEASANT DALE ............. 317 258 59 22.9 

SWANTON ..... ; ............. 169 160 9 5.6 SEWARD .................... 322 5 294 28 0.5 

TOBIAS .................... 116 124 -8 -6.5 

WESTERN ................... 318 344 -26 -7.6 STAPLEHURST ••••••••••••••• 216 227 -11 -4.8 

WILBER .................... 1 475 483 -8 -0.5 TAMORA .................... 69 93 _4 -~.3 

UTICA ..................... 651 602 49 8.1 

SARPY COUNTy ............ 84 529 66 200 18 329 27.7 
SHERIDAN COUNTY ......... 464 285 179 2.5 

BELLEVUE .................. 23 453 21 953 500 6.8 

GRETNA .................... 1 886 1 557 329 21.1 GORDON .................... 2 281 106 175 8.3 

LA VISTA .................. 10 691 4 858 833 120.1 HAY SPRINGS ............... 627 682 -55 -8.1 

PAPILLION ................. 7 845 5 606 239 39.9 RUSHVILLE ................. 192 In 55 4.8 

SPRINGFIELD ............... 819 795 24 3.0 

SHERMAN COUNTy .......... 4 366 4 725 -359 -7.6 

SAUNDERS COUNTY ......... 18 141 17 018 123 6.6 
ASHTON .................... 232 277 -45 -16.2 

ASHLAND ................... ~90 2 176 314 14.4 LITCHFIELD •••••••••••••••• 217 248 -31 -12.5 

PRAGUE .................... 334 291 43 14.8 HAZARD .................... 81 72 9 12.5 

COLON ..................... 145 109 36 33.0 LOUP CITy ................. 401 456 -55 -3.8 

WESTON .................... 256 285 -29 -10.2 ROCKVILLE ................. 86 114 -28 -24.6 

MEMPHIS ................... 114 71 43 60.6 ASHTON TOWNSHIP ........... 434 494 -60 -12.1 

LESHARA ................... 146 102 44 43.1 BRISTOL TOWNSHIP .......... 294 306 -12 -3.9 

MEAD ...................... 542 488 54 11.1 CLAY TOWNSHIP ............. 187 179 8 4.5 

MALMO ..................... 116 131 -15 -!l.5 
ELM TOWNSHIP .............. 81 89 -8 -9.0 

MORSE BLUFF ............... 181 162 19 11.7 HARRISON TOWNSHIP ......... 390 447 -57 -12.8 

CEDAR BLUFFS .............. 691 616 75 12.2 HAZARD TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 322 277 45 16.2 

VALPARAISO ................ '107 'l15 -8 -1.9 LOGAN TOWNSHIP ............ 238 223 15 6.7 

CERESCO ••••••••••••••••••• 759 474 285 60.1 LOUP CITY TOWNSHIP ........ 676 781 -105 ~5.9 

yUTAN ..................... 683 507 176 34.7 OAK CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••••• 115 121 -6 -5.0 

WAHOO ..................... 3 079 3 835 -756 -19.7 ROCKVILLE TOWNSHIP ........ 275 348 -73 -21.0 

ITHACA .................... 144 121 23 19.0 SCOTT TOWNSH IP ............ 122 147 -25 -17.0 

ASHLAND TOWNSHIP .......... 2 561 235 326 14.6 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ....... 115 150 -35 -23.3 

BOHEMIA TOWNSHIP .......... 231 224 7 3.1 WEBSTER TOWNSHiP •••••••••• 118 163 -45 -27.6 

CENTER TOWNSHIP ........... 546 502 44 8.8 

CHAPMAN TOWNSHIP .......... 853 705 148 21.0 

CHESTER TOWNSHIP .......... 602 573 29 5.1 SIOUX COUNTy ............ 925 2 034 -109 -5.4 

CLEAR CREEK TOWNSHIP •••••• 776 551 225 40.8 

DOUGLAS TOWNSHIP .......... 288 281 7 2.5 HARRISON .................. 384 377 1.9 

ELK TOWNSHIP .............. 416 413 3 0.7 

GREEN TOWNSHIP ............ 24'1 205 39 19.0 
STANTON COUNTY .......... 271 758 51) 8.9 

LESHARA TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 376 301 75 24.9 

MARBI.E TOWNSHIP ........... 326 301 25 8.3 PILGER .................... 462 470 -8 -1.7 



13 

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

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
GHANGE., 1970 TO 1977 

AREA APRIL 1, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 
JULY I, 1970 

1977 SENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1"77 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

+------
STANTON ................... 1 636 1 363 273 20.0 KENNARD ................... ~31 336 90 28.3 

FORT CALHOUN .............. 83~ 642 192 29.9 

HERMAN .................... 3~1 323 18 5.6 

THAYER COUNTY ••••••••••• ~91 779 -288 -3.7 ARLINGTON ••••••••••••••••• 1~9 
910 I 

239 26.3 

WASHINGTON ................ 1~1 76 65 85.5 

ALEXAN DR I A ........ " ...... 19B 225 -27 -12.0 TOWNSHIP NO. 1 ............ 363 986 377 19.0 

BELVIDERE ................. 154 162 -8 -4.9 TOWNSHIP NO. 2 ............ 100 812 293 16.2 

BRUNING ................... 274 315 -41 -13 .0 TOWNSHIP NO. 3 ............ 998 210 I -212 -9.6 

ByRON ..................... 167 171 -4 -2.3 

CARLETON .................. 220 163 57 35.0 TOWNSHIP NO. LI ••••••••• 8. fi 772 610 162 10.1 

CHESTER ••••••••••••••••••• ~23 459 -36 -7.8 TOWNSHIP NO. 5 •••••••••••• 209 939 270 lJ.9 

DAVENPORT ................. '116 '127 -11 -2.6 TOWNSHIP NO. 6 ............ 256 863 393 21.1 

DESHLER ................... 947 937 10 1.1 TOWNSHIP NO. 7 ............ 237 890 347 18. q 

GILEAD .................... 47 60 -13 -21. 7 

HEBRON .................... 598 667 -69 -4.1 WAYNE OOUNTY •••••••••••• 152 10 '100 -1 248 -12.0 

HUBBELL ................... 62 83 -21 -25.3 
CARROLL ................... 296 235 61 26, C 

HOSKINS ................... 242 271 -29 -10.7 

THOMAS COUNTY ••••••••••• 968 954 1'1 L5 SHOLES ••••••• , ............ 21. 22 -1 -'1.5 

WAKEF I ELD (PART) .......... 107 96 11 11.5 

HALSEY (PART> ............. 143 128 15 11.7 WAyNE ................ , .... 4 419 379 ,·960 -17.8 

SENECA .................... 105 111 -6 -5.4 WINSIDE ................... '169 '153 16 3.5 

THEDFORD .......... ' ••••••• 311 303 8 2.6 

WEBSTER COUNTY .......... 032 396 -364 -6.7 

THURSTON COUNTy ......... 200 942 258 3.7 
BLADEN .................... 300 293 7 2.4 

ROSALIE ................... 189 204 -15 -7.4 BLUE HILL ................. &6~ 784 81 10.3 

THURSTON .................. 142 117 25 21.4 COWLES ................ '" • '15 57 -12 -21.1 

WALTHILL .................. 981 897 8~ 9. ~ GU1DE ROCK •••••••••••••••• 271 318 -47 -14.8 

PENDER .................... 250 229 21 1.7 RED CLOUD ................. 318 531 -213 -13.9 

EMERSON (PART) ............ 92 116 -24 -20.7 

WINNEBAGO ................. 687 675 12 1.8 

ANDERSON TOWNSHIP ......... 223 222 1 0.5 WHEELER COUNTY •••••• '" • 031 051 -20 -1.9 

BLACKBIRD TOWNSHIP ........ 091 953 138 14.5 
BARTLETT .................. 127 140 -13 -9.3 

BRYAN TOWNSHIP ............ 150 142 8 5.6 ERICSON ................... 126 122 J .3 

DAWES TOWNSHIP ............ 60 9 616 -7 -1.1 

FLOURNOY TOWNSHIP ......... 339 347 -8 -2.3 

MERRY TOWNSHIP ............ 133 156 -23 -14.7 YORK COUNTY ............. 14 275 13 685 590 ~ .3 

OMAHA TOWNSHIP ............ 381 205 176 14.6 

PENDER TOWNSHIP ........... 529 495 3~ 2.3 BENEDICT .................. 187 209 -22 -10.5 

PERRY TOWNSHIP ............ 322 346 -24 -6.9 BRADSHAW .................. 314 '47 -33 -9.5 

THAYER TOWNSHIP ........... 194 220 -26 -11. 8 GRESHAM ••••••••••••••••••• 201 248 3 1. < 
HENDERSON ................. 057 901 156 17.3 

WINNEBAGO TOWNSHIP ........ 231 240 -9 -0.7 LUSHTON ................... 32 34 -2 -5.9 

MCCOOL JUNCTION ........... 383 289 94 32.5 

THAyER .................... 60 78 -18 -23.1 

VALLey COUNTY ........... 342 783 -441 -7.6 WACO ...................... 236 214 22 10.3 

ARCADIA ................... 429 418 11 2.6 yORK ...................... 292 778 514 7.6 

ELyRIA .................... 42 55 -13 -23.6 

NORTH LOUP ................ 361 441 -80 -18.1 

ORD ....................... 187 439 -252 -10.3 MUL T I-COUNTY PLACES 

ARCADIA TOWNSHIP .......... 535 612 -77 -12.6 

GERANIUM TOWNSHIP ......... 160 167 -7 -4.2 EMERSON ................... 882 B50 32 J.8 

NORTH LOUP TOWNSHIP ....... 563 657 -94 -14.3 HALSEy .................... 149 131 18 13.7 

ORD TOWNSHIP .............. ~94 748 -254 -9.2 NEWMAN GROVE .............. b'l2 863 -21 -2.4 

OXFORD .................... 146 116 30 2.7 

TILDEN .................... 972 947 25 2.6 

WASHINGTON COUNTY ....... 14 940 13 310 630 12.2 TRUMBULL, .......... I ............ 
244 220 2~ 10.9 

WAKEFIELD ................. 047 160 -113 -9.7 

BLAIR ..................... 251 106 145 2.4 



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 Tennessee 
No. 856 Texas 
No. 857 Utah 
No. 858 Vermont 
No. 859 Virginia 
No. 860 Washington 
No. 861 West Virginia 
No. 862 Wisconsin 
No. 863 Wyoming 
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