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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 wi II appear later in this 
report series accompanying the 1978 population estimates. 

Areas included in this series of reports are all counties 
(or county equivalents such as census divisions in Alaska, 
parishes in Louisiana, and independent cities in Maryland, 
Missouri, Nevada, and Virginia) and incorporated places 
in the State, plus active minor civil divisions (MCD's), com· 
monly towns in New England, New York, and Wisconsin, 
or townships in other parts of the United States. 1 

. These 
State reports appear in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25, in alphabetical sequence as report number 814 (Ala­
bama) through number 863 (Wyoming). A list indicating 
the report number for each State is appended. 

The detailed table for each State shows July 1, 1977, 
estimates of the population qf 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. 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 in migration 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 tertii ity and mortal ity 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? 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 

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 procedUres and definitions were 
essentially the same as those used by the Bu reau of the Census, the 
results of these special censuses were also taken into account in 
preparing the estimates. 

in the standard FSCP profJram of estimates for counties 

(i.e., Component Method II and the Administrative Records 

method) were utilized. The 1977 estimates result from 
add ing 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 estirnates publ ished 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 approximatel y 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. Nonethel ess, several stud ies 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 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 

recogn ized that the differences between the two sets of 
esti mates 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. 

:l Descriptions of the methodologies are given for each State in 
tl18 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 cou nts from the 86 special censuses. Overall, 
the estimates differed from the special census counts by 
5.9 percent, with the largest differences occurring in the 

smallest areas. Areas of between 1,000 and 20,000 popu­
lation differed by 4.6 percent, while the average difference 
for the 27 areas below 1,000 population was 8.6 percent. 
There was a slight positive directional bias, with about 60 
percent of the estimates exceeding the census counts. Again, 

the impact of population size on the expected level of ac­
curacy may be noted. Even though all of the areas in this 

study are relatively small-less than 20,000 population-the 

larger ones demonstrate much lower variation from census 

figures than the smaller ones. 
The third evaluation involving census comparisons is 

currently underway, and is based upon the approximately 

2,000 special censuses that have been conducted since 1970 

at the request of localities throughout the United States. 

Such areas constitute a fairly stringent test for any method in 
that they are generally very small areas, often are ex­

periencing rapid population growth, and frequently are 

found to have had a vigorous program of annexation since 

the last census. This evaluation study has not been com­
p�eted 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 

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

Populntion size in 1970 

Item 
All 4 million 1.5 to 4 Less than 

States and over million 1.5 million 

Average percent difference 
(ciisregal'Cling sign) .................. . 1.1 0,8 1.2 1.3 

NWlIber of States ...................... . 51 16 18 17 

With differences of: 
Less than 1 percent .............. .. 21 9 7 5 
1 to 2 percent_ .. _ .... " .........•. 19 6 6 7 
2 percent and over .............. '" 11 1 5 5 

Where Administrative hecords was: 
Higher ........•...................... 29 10 9 10 
Lower ..•....•..•.. , ................. , 22 6 9 7 
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Table B. Percent Difference Between Administrative Records Estimates and the Provisional FSCP Estimates 

for Counties: 1911 

(flase is the provisional FSCP estimates for counties) 

Coun ties with 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 ts ...•.••.•........... 3,143 3,117 679 567 1,017 854 26 

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

1 to 3 percent ...••.•.•..... 1,265 1,259 274 246 436 303 6 
3 to 5 percen t ....•.••.•.... 526 520 56 95 196 173 6 
5 to 10 percent .•...•..•.... 327 320 18 30 101 171 7 
10 percent and over ...•.•.•. 73 67 2 5 18 42 6 

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

and 86 Special Censuses: 1913 

(Base is special census) 

Average 

Area 
percent 
di ffer-

ence 1 

All areas (86) 2 ••••••••••••••• 5.9 

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

IDisregarding sign. 
2Al1 areas have population under 20,000 persons. 

As a final caution, it must be noted that for convenience 
in presentation, the estimates contained in table 1 are shown 
in unrounded form. it is not intended, however, that the 
figures be considered accurate to the last digit. The nature 
of estimates prompts the rounding of figures in related 
8ureau 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 "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 NEw JERSEY ... 

ATLANTIC COUNTy ......... 

ABSECON ................... 
ATLANTI C CITy ............. 
8RIGANTINE ................ 
BUENA ..................... 
CORBIN CITY ............... 
EGG HARBOR CITy ........... 
[,TELL MANOR .............. 
FOLSOM .................... 

HAMMONTON ~ •• , ••••••••••••• 
LI NWOOD ................... 
LONGPORT .................. 
MARGATE ................... 
NORTHF IElD ... , .... '" ..... 
PLEASANT V IlLE ••••••••••••• 
PORT REPUBLIC ............. 
SOMERS POINT .............. 

VENTNOR CITy .............. 
BUENA VISTA TOWNSHIP ...... 
EGG HARBOR TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
GALLOWAY TOWNSHIP ......... 
H 
M 
W 

A 
A 
B 
B 
C 
C 
C 
~ 

D 
D 
E 
E 
E 
E 
E 
E 

AMILTON TOWNSHiP ......... 
ULLICA TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
EYMOUTH TOVINSHIP ......... 

BERGEN COUNTy ........... 

LLENDALE ................. 
I.PINE .................... 
ERGENFIELD ............... 
OGOTA .................... 
ARI.STADT ................. 
LlFFSIDE PARK ............ 
LOSTER ................... 
RESSKILL ................. 

EMAREST .................. 
UMONT ...... 0'" 1-••••••••••• 
AST RUTHERFORD ........... 
DGEWATER .... , ............ 
LMWOOD PARK .............. 
MERSON .............. " ... 
NGLEWOOO ................. 
NGLEWOOO CLIFFS .......... 

AIR I.AWN ................. 
AIRVIEW .................. 
ORT LEE .................. 
RANKI.IN LAKES •••••••••••• 
ARFIELD .................. 
LEN ROCK ••••••••••••••••• 
ACKENSACK ................ 

F 
F 
F 
F 
(, 

G 
H 
H ARRINGTON PARK ........... 

H 
H 
H 
H 
L 
L 
L 
M 

AS8ROUCK HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AWORTH ................... 
I LLSDALE ............. , ••• 
O-HO_KUS ................. 
EONIA .................... 
ITTlE FERRy .............. 
DOl ...................... 
AYWOOD ................... 

IDLAND M 
MO 
M 
NE 
NO 
NO 
NO 
OA 

PARK .............. 
NTVALE .................. 

OONACHIE ................. 

OL 
OR 
PA 
PA 
PA 
RA 

W MILFORD ............... 
RTH ARL INGTON •••••••••• '. 
RTHVALE ................. 
RWOOD ................... 
KLAND ................... 

D TAPPAN ................ 
ADELL ................... 
LISADES PARK ............ 
RAMUS ................... 
RK RIDGE ................ 
MSEY ................ • .. • 

JULY 1, 
1977 

7 344 171 

190 579 

6 997 
'12 788 

8 168 
3 228 

304 
4 509 

73q 
2 220 

12 113 
6 726 
1 646 

10 525 
8 091 

Iq 161 
769 

10 055 

11 265 
5 345 

15 774 
10 699 

9 489 
3 780 
1 198 

874 329 

6 019 
1 524 

26 908 
8 422 
6 335 

2) 124 
8 426 
7 980 

5 111 
18 895 
8 082 
4 952 

19 534 
8 034 

23 ~38 
6 172 

35 670 
10 413 
J3 23) 

6 083 
28 199 
12 068 
36 529 

4 845 

12 656 
3 683 

11 427 
q 235 
8 206 
9 425 

24 494 
10 219 

7 816 
7 512 
2 918 

17 687 
17 036 
5' 198 
4 555 

13 888 

II 195 
8 657 

13 061 
27 912 

9 063 
12 290 

CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 
APRIl. ), AREA 

1970 
CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 

7 171 112 173 059 2.4 RIDGEFIELD ................ 
RIDGEFIELD PARK ........... 
RIDGEWOOO ................. 

175 043 15 536 8.9 RIVER EDGE ................ 
ROCKLEIGH ................. 

6 094 903 14.8 RUTHERFORD ........ , ....... 

47 859 -5 07) -10.6 SADDLE RIVER .............. 
6 741 ,1 427 21.2 TENAFLy ................... 

3 283 -55 -).7 
258 46 17.8 TETERBORO ................. 

q 30q 205 4.8 UPPER SADDLE RIVER ........ 
539 195 36.2 WALDWICK .................. 

1 767 453 25.6 WALLINGTON ................ 
WESTWOOD .................. 

11 qM 649 5.7 WOODCLIFF LAKE ............ 
6 159 567 9.2 WOOD RIDGE ................ 
1 225 421 34. q LYNDHURST TOWNSHIP ........ 

10 576 -51 -0.5 
e 646 -555 -6.4 MAHWAH TOWNSHIP ........... 

1q 007 15'1 1.1 RIVER VALE TOWNSHIP ....... 

586 )83 31.2 ROCHELLE 'PARK TOWNSHIP •••• 
7 919 2 136 27.0 SADDlE 8ROOK TOWNSHIP ..... 

SOUTH HACKENSACK TOWNSHIP. 

10 385 880 8.5 TEANECK TOwNSHiP .......... 
q 239 1 106 26.1 WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ....... 
9 882 5 892 59.6 WYCKOFF TOWNSHIP .......... 
8 27" 2 423 29.3 
6 44S 3 04q 47.2 
3 ,0) 389 11.5 BU~L!NuTON COUNTy ••••••• 

998 200 20.0 
BEVERLy ................... 
BORDENTOWN ................ 

897 148 -22 819 -2.5 BURLINGTON ................ 
FIEI.DSBORO ................ 

6 240, -221 -3.5 MEDFORD LAKES ............. 

1 344 180 13.4 PALMyRA ................... 
29 000 -2 092 -7.2 PElYleERTOI'l •• I •••••• , ••••••• 

8 960 -538 -6.0 RIVERTON .................. 
6 724 -)89 -5.8 

18 691 4 233 22.4 WRIGHTSTOWN ............... 
8 604 -178 -2.1 BASS RIVf.R TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
8 296 -318 -3.8 BORDENTOWN TOWNSHIP ....... 

BURLINGTON TOWNSHiP ....... 

5 1" -22 -0.4 CHESTERFIELD TOWNSHIP ..... 
20 155 -1 260 -6.3 CINNAMINSON TOWNSHIP ...... 

8 536 -454 -5.3 DELANCO TOWNSHIP .......... 
4 987 -35 -0.7 DELRAN TOWNSHIP ........... 

20 511 -977 -4.8 
8 426 -394 -4.7 EASTAMPTON TOWNSHIP ....... 

24 985 -1 547 -6.2 EDGEWATER PARK TOWNSHIP ... 

5 938 234 3.9 EVESHAM TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
FLORENCE TOWNSHIP ......... 

J7 975 -2 305 -6.1 HAINESPORT TOWNSHiP ....... 

10 698 -285 -2.7 LUM8ERTON TOWNSHIP ........ 
30 631 2 602 8.5 MANSFIELD TOWNSHIP ........ 

7 550 533 7.1 MAPl.E SHADE TOWNSHIP ...... 
30 797 -2 598 _8.4 
13 011 -943 -7.2 MEDFORD TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 
)6 008 521 1.4 MOORESTOWN TOWNSHiP ....... 

'I 841 4 0.1 MOUNT HOLLY TOWNSHIP ...... 
MOUNT LAUREl. TOWNSHIP ••••• 

1) 651 -995 -7.3 NEW HANOVER TOWNSHIP ...... 
3 760 -77 -2.0 NORTH HANOVER TOWNSHiP .... 

11 768 -341 -2.9 PEMBERTON TOWNSHIP ........ 
4 348 -113 -2.6 RIVERSIDE TOWNSHiP ........ 
8 847 -641 -7.2 
9 064 361 4.0 SHAMONG TOWNSHIP .......... 

25 163 -669 .2.7 SOUTHAMPTON TOWNSHIP ...... 

11 087 -868 -7.6 SPRINGFIEI.D TOWNSHiP ...... 
TA6ERNACl.E TOWNSHIP ..... " 

8 )59 -3q3 -4.2 WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ....... 
7 327 185 2.5 WESTAMPTON TOWNSH IP .. ~ .... 
2 951 -33 -1.1 WILLINGBORO TOWNSHIP ...... 

19 149 -1 q62 -7.6 WOODLAND TOWNSHIP ......... 
18 096, -1 060 -5.9 

5 177 21 0.4 
4 398 157 ).6 CAMDEN COUNTy ........... 

14 420 -532 -3.7 
AUDU80N ................... 

3 917 278 7.1 AUDUBON PARK .............. 
8 903 -246 -2.8 BARRINGTON ................ 

13 351 -290 -2.2 BEI.LMAWR .................. 
28 381 -469 -1.7 BERI.IN .................... 

8 709 354 4.1 BROOKLAWN ................. 
12 571 -281 -2.2 
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CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
APRIL ), 

JUI. Y 1, 1970 
1977 CENSUS NUM~ER PERCENT 

,10 ,622 11 308 -686 -6.1 
13 156 13 990 -834 -6.0 
25 939 27 547 -1 608 -5.8 
11 B52 12 850 _998 -7.8 

277 308 -31 -10.1 
)9 584 20 802 -1 2)8 -5.9 

2 566 2 437 129 5.3 
14 061 14 827 -766 -5.2 

22 19 3 15.8 
8 366 7 949 419 5.3 

11 869 )2 313 -4qq -3.6 
)0 362 10 2Bq 78 0.8 
10 811 11 105 -29q -2.6 

5 734 5 506 228 q .1 
8 151 8 311 -160 -1.9 

21 019 22 729 -1 710 -7.5 

12 800 10 800 2 000 18.5 
9 q93 8 883 610 6.9 
5 86) 6 380 -517 -8.1 

lq 927 15 975 -I 048 -6.6 
2 2B8 2 412 -124 -5.1 

40 089 42 355 -2 266 -5.4 
10 363 10 577 -214 -2.0 
15 993 16 039 -46 -0.3 

361 243 323 132 38 ,111 11.8 

3 186 3 105 83 2.7 
4 744 4 Q90 25Q ~.7 

11 722 12 010 -2B8 -2.4 
599 615 -16 -2.6 

6 856 4 792 2 066 43.1 
7 422 6 969 453 6.5 
1 499 1 344 155 !l.5 
) 020 3 412 _392 -ll.5 

2 e12 2 719 93 ).4 
1 084 815 269 33.0 
7 666 7 303 363 5.0 

11 545 10 621 924 8.7 
3 503 3 190 313 9.8 

17 610 16 962 648 3.8 
3 950 4 157 _207 -5.0 

14 601 10 065 4 536 45.1 

3 228 2 284 9q4 41.3 
9 388 7 412 1 976 26.7 

18 740 13 477 5 263 39.1 
6 80B 8 560 248 2.9 
2 779 2 990 -211 -701 
4 893 3 945 948 2Q.O 
2 763 2 597 166 6.4 

22 512 16 464 6 048 36.7 

lq 271 8 292 5 979 7201 
15 504 15 577 -73 -0.5 
12 680 12 713 167 1.3 
15 014 11 221 3 793 33.8 
)6 878 27 410 -10 5J2 -38.4 

9 q96 9 858 _362 -3.7 
27 11" 19 754 7 360 J7 .3 

7 923 8 591 _668 -7.8 

2 712 1 318 1 394 105.6 
9 628 4 982 4 646 93.3 

2 346 2 244 102 4.5 
3 679 2 103 1 576 74.9 

693 673 20 3.0 
2 9H 2 680 23q 8.7 

43 033 q) 386 -353 -0.8 

2 229 2 032 197 9.7 

471 553 456 291 )5 262 3.3 

9 85Q 10 802 -946 -8.8 
1 336 1 492 -154 -10.3 
7 603 8 409 _606 -7.2 

14 533 15 618 -1 085 -6.9 
5 Q6e 4 997 'I7l 9.4 
2 60" 2 670 -264 -9.2 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 

JULY 1, 1970 
JULY 1, 1970 I AREA~ !, I .. ,"', r'""" "'" " "" 

CAM~~~~:-::.~- -~~~~;j-----l~~:;~ ---=-~M~8 PE:::~: 
AREA f' I APR IL I. 

1977 CENSUS NUMBER PEHaENT 

MO;T-C-L-A·-I-R-.. -.-.-.-.-.. -.-:'~-.-.-. ~ -q-l~OO --44-0-~-3+-----'-3---()-~-3 C-' 

CHESILHURST............... I! 801 717 ! 89.5 
CLEMENTON................. 6' ~ 492 'I 2 102 46.8 

NEWARK.. .... .. ....... ..... 324 138 381 930 -57 792 
NORTH CALDWELL •••••••••••• '[ 6 936 6 733 203 

COLLINGSWOOD.............. 16 021 17 422 -1 '101 -B.G 
GIBBSBORO................. ? 489 2 6341 -14S -5.5 

NUTLEy.................... 30 6921 31 913 -1 221 
ORANGE................ .... 30 206 32 566 -2 361 

GLOUCESTER CITy........... 13 'iSS 14 707 -1 152 -7.8 
HADDONFIELD............... 12 180 13 118' -9]8 ;7.2 

ROSELAND...... ....... ..... 4 961 4 453 50e 
VERONA .................... ' 14 803 15 067 _264 

HADDON HEIGHTS............ 8 876 9 365 -489 -5.2 WES T CALDWELL............. 11 707 11 913 _Z06 

HI-NELLA .................. 1 

LAUREL SPR I NGS ........... . 
LAWNSIDE ................. . 
LINDENWOLD •••••••••• , .... . 
MAGNOLIA ................. . 
MERCHANTV I LLE ••••••••••••• 
MOUNT EPHRAIM ........... .. 
OAKLyN ................... . 

INE HILL ••••••••••••••••• 
INE VALLEY ............. .. 
UNNEMEDE ................ . 
DMERDALE ................ . 
TRATFORD ................ . 
AVISTOCK ................ . 
OOOLYNNE ......... '" ••••• 
ERLl N TOWNSH I p ••••••••••• 

CHERRY HILL TOWNSHIP ...... 1 

~~ggg~Sig:Ni~1~:~:~::::::: ! 
PENNSAUKEN TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
VOORHEES TOWNSH I P ••••••••• 
WATERFORD TOWNSHIP ...... .. 
WINSLOW TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 

CAPE MAY COUNTy ....... .. 

AVALON .............. , ••••• 
CAPE MAy ................. . 
CAPE MAy POINT. ......... .. 
NORTH WILDWOOD ........... . 
OCEAN CITY ............... . 
SEA ISLE CITy ............ . 
STONE HARBOR ............. . 
WEST CAPE MAy ........... .. 

WEST WILDWOOD ............ . 
WILDWOOD ................. . 
WILDWOOD CREST ........... . 
WOODBINE ................. . 
DENNIS TOWNSHIP ......... .. 
LOWER TOWNSHIP ........ , ••• 
MIDDLE TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 
UPPER TOWNSHIP .......... .. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTy ••••••• 

BRIDGETON ................ . 
MILLVILLE ................ . 
SHILOH .................. .. 
VINELAND ................. . 
CDMMERC I AL TOWNSH I p ••••••• 
DEERFIELD TOWNSHIP ...... .. 
DOWNE TOWNSHIP ........... . 
FAIRFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••••• 

GREENWICH TOWNSHIP ........ 
HOPEWELL TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
LAWRENCE TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 
MAURICE RIVER TOWNSHIP .... 
STOW CREEK TOWNSH I p ••••••• 
UPPER DEERF I ELD TOWNSH I P •• 

ESSEX COUNTy ........... . 

BELLEVILLE .............. .. 
BLOOMFIEI.D ............... . 
CALDWELL ................. . 
EAST ORANGE ............. .. 
ESSEX FELLS .............. . 
GLEN RIDGE ............... . 
IRVINGTN~ ................ . 

1 087 I 

~ ~~~ 1 
18 382 

5 650 
4 091 
5 091 
4 152 

7 865 
22 

9 501 
6 709 
8 854 

12 
2 800 
6 007 

67 693 
38 294 
17 088 I 
34 9471 
11 668 

5 808 
17 855 ! 

75 793 

2 037 
4 761 

334 ! 
1+ 700 

12 678 
2 685 
1 331 
1 078 

334 I 
4 010 
3 886 
2 862 
J il20 

15 745 
10 460 

5 473 

131 175 

19 87~ 
24 478 

583 
5? 984 

3 857 
2 625 
1 876 
5 532 

995 
3 919 
2 275 
4 609 
1 J68 
6 401 

852 345 

37 097 
50 957 

8 1111 
71 863 

2 502 
8 222 

56 036 

1 190 
2 566 
2 757 

12 199

1 

5 893 
4 425 
5 625 
4 626 

5 132 
23 

10 475 
6 510 
9 801 

12 
3 101 
5 692 

64 395 
26 511 
18 192 
36 394 

6 214 
4 073 

11 202 

59 554 

1 283 
4 392 

204 
3 914 

10 575 
1 712 
1 089 ' 
1 005 

235 
4 110 
3 483 
2 625 

Ig ml! 
3 413 

121 374 

20 435 
21 366 

573 
47 399 

3 667 
2 464 
1 777 
4 990 

963 
3 970 
2 329 
3 743 
1 050 
6 648 

932 526 

J7 629 
52 029 

8 677 
75 471 

2 541 
8 518 

59 743 

-108 
5,30 
507 

6 183 
-243 
-334 
-534 
-474 

2 733 
-1 

-974 
199 

-947 

-301 
;315 

3 298 
11 783 
-1 104 

-; ~;J I' 
1 735 
6 65;3 , 

16 239 

754 
369 
130 
786 

2 103 
973 
2 I.j: 2 

73 

99 ' 

-~~~ I' 

237 
785 

5 591 
1 735 
2 080 

9 801 

-561 
3 112 

10 
5 585 

190 
161 

99 
542 

32 
-51 
-54 
866 
118 

-2 117 

-80 181 

-532 
"'1 072 

-536 
-3 608 

-39 
-296 

-3 707 

-9.0 
20.7 
18.4 
50.7 
-4.1 
-7.5 
-9.5 

-10.2 

53.3 
-4.3 
-9,3 

3.1 
-9.7 

-9.7 
5.5 

5.1 
44.4 
-6.1 
.. 'f. 0 
87.8 
42.6 
59.4 

27.3 

58.8 
8.4 

63.7 
20.1 
19.9 
56.8 
22.2 
7.3 

42.1 
-2. ~ 
11.6 
9.0 

29.8 
55.1 
19.9 
60.4 

WEST ORANGE ............... . 
CEDAR GROVE TOWNSHIP •••••• 
FAIRFIELD TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
LIVINGSTON TOWNSHIP ....... 
MAPLEWOOD TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
MILLBURN TOWNSHIP ........ . 
SOUTH ORANGE TOWNSHIP ••••• 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY ••••••• 

CLAyTON .................. . 
GLASSBORO ... , ••••••••••••• 
NAT10NAL PARK ............ . 
NEWFIELD ................. . 
PAULSBORO ............... .. 
PITMAN ••••••• , ......... , •• 
SWEDESBORO .............. .. 
WENONAH •••••••••••••••• , •• 

WESTV1LLE ................ . 
WOODBURy ................. . 
WOODBURY HEIGHTS •••••••••• 
DEPTFORD TOWNSHIP •••••••• , 
EAST GREENW I CH TOWNSH I P .. . 
ELK TOWNSHIP ............. . 
FRANKLIN TOWNSHiP ........ . 
GREENWICH TOWNSHIP ...... .. 

HARR I SON TOWNSH IP ........ . 
LOGAN TOWNSH IP •••••••••••• 
MANTUA TOWNSHIP .......... . 
MONROE TOWNSHIP .......... . 
SOUTH HARRISON TOWNSHIP ••• 
WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ....... 
WEST DEPTFORD TOWNSHIP •••• 
WOOL WI CH TOWNSH IP ••••••••• 

HUDSON COUNTy •••• , •••••• 

BAyONNE .................. . 
EAST NEWARK ............. .. 
GUTTENBERG ............... . 
HAKRI SON ................. . 
H080KEN ••••••••••••••••••• 
JERSEY CITY .............. . 
KEARNy ................... . 

i 

8.1 

-2.7 
14.6 
1.7 

SECAUCUS .................. , 

1l.8 
5.2 
6.5 
5.6 

10.9 

3.3 
-1.3 
-2.3 
23.1 
\1.2 
-3.7 

UNION alTY .............. .. 
WEST NEW yORK ........... .. 
NORTH BERGEN TOWNSHIP .... . 
WEEHAWKEN TOWNSHIP I.' .... . 

HUNTERDON COUNTY •••••••• 

BLOOMSBURY ............... . 
CALIFON .................. . 
CLINTON .................. . 
FLEMINGTON ............... . 
FRENCHTOWN ............... . 
GLE~ GARDNER ............. . 
HAMPTON .................. . 
HIGH BRIDGE ............. .. 

-8.6 LAMBERTVILLE •• , ••• ~. 9 ..... 

LEBANON •••••• , • " •••••••• _ 
-1.~ MILFORD .................. . 
-2.1 STOCKTON ••••••••• " ••••••• 
-6.21 ALEXANDRIA TOWNSHIP ...... . 
-4.8 BETHLEHEM TOWNSHIP ....... . 
-1.5 CLINTON TOWNSHIP ........ .. 
-3.5 DELAWARE TOWNSHIP ....... .. 
.. 6.2 

41 91 Y 
12 822 

7 902 
29 791 
23 577 
20 561 
16 515 

I 

196 370 I 
5 898 

15 235 
3 594 
1 605 
7 309 
9 521 
2 284 
2 360 

4 867 
II 339 

3 483 
24 976 

3 620 
3 061 

10 472 
5 726 

;3 012 
1 731 

10 460 
19 641 

1 325 

! 

23 560 
20 157' 

1 130 

56~ 189 

70 222 
1 911 
7 311 

11 661 
41 226 

232 137 
36 974 
13 700 

52 305 
38 381 
46 390 
11 973 

82 917 

888 
1 190 
2 158 
4 447 
1 56Y 

9U 
1 563 
3 370 

4 206 
963 

1 46< 
679 

2 575 
2 072 
6 840 
3 649 

43 715 
15 562 

6 884 
30 127 
24 932 
21 089 
16 971 

172 681 

5 193 
12 938 

3 730 
1 487 
8 084 

10 257 
2 287 
2 364 

5 170 
12 408 

3 621 
24 2J2 

3 280 
2 707 
8 990 
5 676 

2 661 
1 840 
9 643 

14 071 
1 226 

15 741 
13 928 

1 147 

607 839 

72 743 
1 922 
5 754 

11 811 
45 380 

260 350 
37 585 
13 228 

57 305 
40 627 
47 751 
13 383 

69 718 

879 
970 

1 742 
3 917 
1 459 

874 
1 386 
2 606 

4 359 
885 

1 230 
619 

2 127 
1 385 
5 119 
3 249 

-1 796 
-2 760 

1 018 
_336 

-1 355 
-528 
_456 

23 689 

705 
2 297 

-136 
118 

-775 
.736 

-~ I 

_303 
-1 069 

_138 
744 
340 
354 

1 482 
50 

351 
-109 

817 
5 570 

99 
7 819 
6 229 

-17 

-43 650 

-2 521 
-11 

1 557 
... 150 

-4 154 
-28 213 

-611 
472 

-5 000 
-2 2'16 
-1 361 
-1 410 

13 199 

9 
220 
416 
530 
110 
39 

177 
764 

-153 
78 

232 
60 

448 
687 

1 721 
400 

-6,9 
-15.1 

3.0 
0;3,8 
-7.2 
11.4 
-1.8 
-1. 'I 

-4.1 
-17.7 

1'1.8 
-1.1 
-5.4 
-2.5 
-2.7 

-3.5 
-0.6 
27.1 
-1.3 
-9.2 

-10.8 
-1.6 
3.6 

-8.7 
-5.5 
"'2.9 

-10.5 

18.9 

1.0 
22.7 
2J.9 
D.S 
7.5 
4.5 

12.8 
29.J 

-3.5 
8.8 

18.9 
9.7 

21.1 
49.6 
J3.6 
12.3 
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Table 1. July I, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO )977 

AR.EA AREA ------r=-
NUMBER PE.RCE.NT 

-175 -2.9 
-6 -1.5 

-~07 -1.3 
25B 5.2 

q 1n 200 2.2 

lSB 878 4).0 

/iLia 315 5.7 

852 -1 955 -26.1 

18 LI 12 03" ... 80/3 -6.3 

2q7 B66 52 6. ~ 
7 439 18 0.2 
2 015 676 50.5 

MERCER COUNTY ••••••••••• 12 38', 2 161 -46 -2.1 
3 059 _256 "7.7 

HIGHTSTOWI' ................ -13 1 1126 -64 •• ~. 3 
3 838 -58 -1.5 

SPf1lNG II 984 II 602 382 8.3 

-7 TINTON FALLS .............. B 083 8 395 -312 ... 3e 7 

10 UNION eEACH ••••••••••••••• 6 2ltl 6 ~72 -231 -3.6 

2 WE;,T LONG BRANCH. , •••••••• <) 6 845 136 2.0 

3 ABERDEEN .................. 1B 17 680 I 130 6.4 

COL TS NECK TOWNSHIP ••••••• 7 077 5 819 1 258 21.6 

Ff{EEHOLD TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 17 V03 13 185 I, 718 35.8 

HAZLE T TOWNSH I P ••••••••••• 22 Q9(l 22 239 -1'11 -0.6 

HOLMDEL TOWfISHIP •••••••••• 7 953 6 117 B36 30,0 

HOWELL TOWNSHIP ••••••••••• 28 020 21 756 264 28.8 

MANALAPAN TOWNSHIP ........ 17 737 1~ 049 686 26.3 

MAt1LBORO TOWNSHIP •••••••• , 10 U9 12 273 166 25.8 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY •••••••• 583 813 10 010 1.7 MIDDLETOWN TOWNSH I P ••••••• 58 642 54 623 019 7 .~ 

MILLSTONIo TOWNSH IP •••••••• 2 888 2 535 353 13.9 

CARTERET •••••••••••••••••• 23 137 -1 605 -6.9 NEPTUNE TowNSHIP •••••••••• 27 398 27 863 -46' -1.7 

DUNELLE N •••••••••••••••••• 7 072 -413 -5.8 OCEAN TOWNSHIP •••••••••••• 24 135 18 643 5 492 29.5 

HELMETTA .................. 955 -49 -5.1 

HIGHLAND PAHK ............. 14 385 -78:' -5.5 SHkEWSBURY TOWNSHIP. " .... 1 242 164 78 6.7 

JAMESBURG ••••••••••••••••• 'I 584 453 9.9 UPPEH fREEHOLD TOWNSHIP ... 2 697 2 551 1~6 5.7 

METUCHEN .................. 16 031 -1 323 -6.3 WALL TOWNSH!P •• ~. ~. ~ •• u,.' )8 485 16 ~98 987 12.0 

MIODLESEX ................. 15 038 -793 -5.3 

MILLTOWN .................. 6 470 .397 6.1 
MORR I S COUNTY ••••••••••• 396 513 383 ~5~ 13 059 3, ~ 

i'IEW BRUNSWICK ............. 43 647 41 885 1 762 4.2 

PERTH AM80Y ............... 35 760 38 798 -3 038 -1.8 BOONTON ................... 8 710 9 261 -551 -5.9 

SAyREVILLE •••••••••••••••• 31 891 32 508 -617 -1.9 BUTLER ................... , 7 602 7 051 551 7.8 

SOUTH AMBOy., •••••••••••• 8 949 9 338 -389 -4~2 CHft.THAM ••••••••••• to ••••••• 9 073 9 566 _493 -5.2 

SOUTH PLAINFIELD •••••••••• 20 1134 21 1'\2 -301l -1.5 CHESTER •••••••••••••••• , •• 1 337 1 299 38 2.9 

SOUTH RIVEH ............... 14 990 15 '12.8 -438 -2.8 DOVER •••••••• ~ ••• , ••••• ~., l~ ~17 15 039 .622 -4.1 

SPOTSWOOD ................. B ?45 7 891 354 4.5 FLORHAM PARK .............. 8 957 9 373 .~16 -~ .~ 

CRANBURY TOWNSH I P ••••••••• 2 280 2 253 27 1.2 KINNELON .................. 8 040 7 600 440 5.8 

L! NCOLN PAnK, ............. 535 9 OJ~ _'199 -5.5 

EAST BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIP ••• 37 928 34 166 3 762 11.0 

EDISON TOWNSHIP ........... 66 131 67 120 -989 -1.5 MAD!SON ••••••• ~ .......... *. 15 959 16 710 -751 -~.5 

MONROE TOWNSH I p ••••••••••• 12 420 9 138 3 282 35.9 MENDHAM •••••••••••••••••• • 4 695 3 729 1 166 31.3 

NORTH BRUNSW I CK TWP ....... 18 909 16 691 2 210 13.3 MORR I S PLAINS •••• ~ ••••••• , 5 287 5 540 _253 .. q .6 

OLD BRIDGE TOWNSHIP ....... 51 251 48 715 2 536 5.2 MOKRISTOWN •••••••••••• ~ •• t 16 679 17 662 -983 -5.6 

PISCATAWAY TOWNSHIP ••••••• 39 033 36 418 2 615 7.2 MOUNTAIN LAKES ••••• " ..... It 368 4 739 -351 -7.4 

PLA I NSBORO TOWNSHIP ••••••• 5 001 1 6~8 3 353 203.5 MOUIH ARLINGTON ••• , ....... ;J 71~ 3 590 12~ 3.5 

SOUTH BRUNSWICK TOWNSHIP •• 16 656 14 058 2 598 18.5 NETCONG •• , •••••••••••••••• ;J 455 2 858 597 20.9 

RIVERDALE ................. 2 603 2 729 _126 -4.6 

WOODSr, I DGE TOWflSH I p ••••••• 96 347 98 944 -2 597 -2.6 
ROCKAWAy .................. 6 509 6 383 126 2.0 

VICTORY GARDENS ••••••••••• 1 208 1 027 181 17.6 

t~ONMOUTH COUNTy ......... 1.f91 683 461 81+9 29 834 6.5 WHARTON ................... 5 415 5 535 .120 -2.2 

BOONTON TOWNSHIP .......... 2 99~ 3 070 -76 -2.5 

ALLENHURST •••••••••••••••• 914 1 012 -98 _9 ~ 7 CHATHAM TOWNSHIP, ......... 8 519 8 093 ,26 5,3 

ALLENTOW~I ••••••••••••••••• 2 105 1 603 502 31.3 CHESTER TOWNSHIP •• , ••• , ... 4 593 ~ 265 32B 7.7 

ASBURY PARK ............... 14 640 16 533 -1 893 -11. 4 DENV I LLE TOWI,SHIP ......... 13 651 14 0115 _394 -2.8 

A iLANTI C HrGHLANDS~ ••••••• 5 5 102 -43 -0.8 EAST HANOVER TOWNSHIP ..... 8 982 7 73~ 1 248 16.1 

AVON-BY _ THE_SEA ••••••••••• 2 2 16.3 56 2.6 

BELMAR •••••••••• * ••••••••• 5 5 7B2 34 0.6 HANOVER TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 11 211 10 700 511 4.8 

BRAOLEY BEACH ••••••••••••• 4 4 163 156 3. ? HARDING TOWNSHIP ......... ' 3 172 3 249 -77 -2. ~ 

BRIELLE ................... 3 3 594 364 10.1 JEFfERSON TOWNSHIP •••••••• 15 166 14 122 D4~ 7.4 

MENDHAM TOWNSHiP •••••••••• 4 160 3 697 463 12.5 

DE.AL •••••••••••••••••• " " 2 2 401 -96 -4.0 MINE HILL TOWNSHIP •••••••• 3 ~26 3 557 -131 -3.7 

EATONTOWN ................. 12 l~ 619 -2 53~ -17 .3 t~ONTVILL" TOWNSHIP ••• , .... 13 240 11 846 1 394 U.8 

ENGL! SHTOWN ••••••• , ••••••• 1 1 a I,," S 38 3.6 MORRIS TOWNSHIP., ••••• ~ •• , 18 198 18 135 63 0.3 

FAIR rlAVEN ................ 5 6 142 -299 -4.9 MOUNT OLIVE TOWNSHIP •••••• 17 9~6 10 39~ 7 552 "12.7 

F ARM I NGDALE ••••••••••••••• 1 1 148 392 }4.1 

FREEHOLD •••••••••••• , ••••• 11 10 5L}5 ~83 4.6 PARSI PPANY-TROY HILLS TWi". ~9 63" 55 112 -5 473 -9.9 

HIGHLANDS ••••••••••••••••• 4 3 916 778 19.9 PASSAIC TOWNSHIP •••••••••• 6 966 7 393 -~07 -5.5 

INTERL.AKEN ••••••••••••• ~ •• 1 1 182 -97 -8.2 PEQUANNOCK TOWNSHIP ....... 13 853 14 350 -~97 -}.5 

RANDOLPH TOWNSHiP ......... 18 116 13 296 ~ 820 36.3 

KEANSBURG ••••••••••••••••• 9 938 720 218 2.2 ROCKAWAY TOWNSHIP ••••••••• 19 567 IB 955 612 } .2 

KEyPORT ................... 6 953 205 -?52 -3.5 ROXBURY TOWNSHIP •••••• ~ ••• 17 4~6 15 75~ 1 692 10.7 
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Table 1. July 1, 1977 Population Estimates for the State, Counties, and Subcounty Areas-Continued 

AREA 

WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ••••••• 

OCEAN COUNTy ............ 

8ARNEGA T LIGHT •••••••••••• 
8AY HEAD .................. 
BEACH HAVEN ............... 
BEACHWOOD ................. 
HARVEY CEDARS ............. 
ISLAND HEIGHTS ............ 
LAKEHURST ................. 
LAVALLETTE ................ 

MANTOLOKING ............... 
OCEAN GATE ................ 
PINE BEACH ................ 
POINT PLEASANT BEACH ...... 
POINT PLEASANT ............ 
SEAS IDE HEIGHTS ........... 
SEASIDE PARK .............. 
SHIP SOTTOM ............... 

SOUTH TOMS RIVER .......... 
URF CITy ................. 
UCKEHTON ................. 
ARNEGAT TOWNSHIP ......... 
ERKELEY TOWNSHIP ......... 
RICK TOWNSHIP ............ 

'OVER TOWNSHIP ............ 

J 
L 
L 
L 
L 
M 
o 
P 

AGLESWOOD TOWNSHIP ....... 

ACKSON TOWNSHIP .......... 
ACEY TOWNSHIP ............ 
AKEWOOD TOWNSHIP ••••••• " 
ITTLE EGG HARBOR TOWNSHIP 
ONG BEACH TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
ANCHESTER TOWNSHIP ....... 
CEAN TOWNSHIP ............ 
LUMSTED TOWNSHIP ......... 

TAFFORD TOWNSHIP ......... 

PASSA I C COUNTy •• , ....... 

LOOMINGDALE ..... " ••••••• B 
C 
H 
H 
N 
P 
P 
P 

LIFTON ................... 

P 
R 
T 
W 
W 
L 
W 
W 

E 
P 
S 

ALEDON ................... 
AWTHORNE ................. 
ORTH HALEDON ............. 
ASSAIC ................... 
ATERSON .................. 
OMPTON LAKES ••••••••••••• 

ROSPECT PARK ............. 
INGWOOD .................. 
OTDWA ••••••• , •••• " •••••• 
ANAQUE ••••••••••••••••••• 
EST PATERSON ............. 
!TTLE FALLS TOWNSHIP ..... 
AVNE TOWNSHIP ............ 
EST MILFORD TOWNSHIP ••••• 

SALEM COUNTy ............ 

LMER ..................... 
ENNS GROVE ............... 
ALEM ..................... 
OOOSTOWN ................. W 

AL 
CA 
EL 
LO 

LOWAY TOWNSHIP .......... 
RNEY'S POINT TOWNSHIP ••• 
SIN80RO TOWNSHIP •••••••• 
WER ALLOWAYS CREEK TWP •• 

MA 
OL 
PE 
PI 
PI 
QU 
UP 

NNINGTON TOWNSHIP ... , ... 
OMANS TOWNSHIP .......... 
NNSVILLE TOWNSHIP ....... 
LESGROVE TOWNSHIP ....... 
TTSGROVE TOWNSHIP ••••••• 
INTON TOWNSHIP .......... 
PER PITTSGROVE TWP •••••• 

SOMERSET COUNTy ••• , ••••• 

APR IL 1, 
JULY I, 1970 

1977 CENSUS 

8 872 6 962 

319 566 208 470 

787 554 
1 256 1 083 
1 838 1 48ti 
6 993 4 390 

368 31'1 
1 476 1 397 
3 815 2 641 
2 228 1 509 

456 319 
1 449 1 081 
1 605 1 395 
5 627 4 882 

17 580 15 968 
1 620 1 248 
2 172 1 432 
1 505 1 079 

'I 088 3 981 
1 723 1 129 
3 457 1 926 
6 815 1 539 

16 237 7 916 
5J 012 35 057 
63 7'19 43 751 

1 006 823 

2'1 551 18 276 
12 219 'I 616 
34 537 25 223 

7 538 2 972 
'I 179 2 910 

20 566 7 550 
4 297 2 222 
4 733 4 113 

B 086 :l 684 

'160 288 460 782 

8 123 7 797 
76 838 82 437 

6 184 6 767 
18 203 19 173 

7 529 7 614 
50 258 55 124 

152 414 144 824 
11 121 11 397 

4 776 :; 176 
12 869 10 393 
11 408 11 580 

9 064 8 636 
10 886 11 692 
11 799 11 727 
47 721 49 I'll 
21 095 17 304 

62 536 60 346 

1 619 1 592 
5 430 , 727 
7 005 7 648 
J 311 3 137 
2 600 2 550 
7 906 7 016 
1 III 1 204 
1 452 1 400 

1 907 1 913 
2 073 2 088 

14 009 13 296 
2 894 2 706 
5 229 4 618 
2 709 2 567 
3 283 2 884 

203 650 198 372 

CHANGEd 970 TO 1977 
AREA APRIL I, 

JULY I, 1970 

NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS 

-
1 910 27.4 8ERNAROSV I LLf. ............. 6 :;30 6 652 

~OUNU BROOK ••••••••••••••• 9 637 10 450 

FAR HILLS ••••••••••••••••• 763 780 

111 09b :;3.3 MANVILLE •••••••••• o, ••••• • II 9lJ 13 029 
MILLSTONE ................. :;81 630 

233 42.1 NORTH PLAINFIELD .......... 19 407 21 796 , 

173 16.0 PEAPACK ANO uLAUSTONE ..... 1 966 1 92q. ! 

3'50 23.5 RARITAN ............ , •••• , • (, 100 6 b91 I 
2 603 59.3 

'54 17.2 ROCKY HILL ................ 670 917, 

79 5.7 Sor1ERVILLE .............. , • 13 293 13 652 

1 174 44.5 SOUTH BOUND tiHUOK ......... 4 444 4 525 

719 47.6 WATCHUNG .................. 5 16ti 4 750 
BEDMINSTER TOWNSHIP ....... 2 772 2 597 

137 42.9 BERNARDS TOWNSHIP ......... 13 365 13 305 

368 34.0 BRANCHBURG TOWNSHIP ••••••• 6 462 5 742 

210 15.1 BRIDGEWATER TOWNSHIP •••••• 32 126 30 235 

7"5 15.3 
1 612 10,1 FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ......... 30 727 30 389 

372 29.8 GREEN BROOK TOWNSHIP •••••• 4 333 4 302 

7'10 51.7 HI LLS80ROUGH TOWNSHIP •••• , 15 B94 II 061 

426 39.5 MONTGOMERY TOWNSHIP ••••••• 7 217 6 353

1 

WARREN TOWNSHIP ........... 10 083 8 592 

107 2.7 
594 ;2.6 

1 531 79.5 SUSSEX COUNTy •••••••• , •• 10'1 655 77 528 

5 276 342.8 
d 319 100.1 ANDOVEH ................... 948 tiD 

15 955 45.5 BRANCHVILLE ............... 1 024 911 

19 998 q~. 7 FRANKLIN .................. 4 522 4 236 

183 ~2. 2 HAMBURG ••••• I •••• " •••••• • 2 122 1 820 
HOPATCONG ................ , 13 406 9 052 

6 275 34.3 NEWTON .................... 8 '124 7 297 

7 603 164.7 OGOENS~URG ................ 2 788 2 222 

9 314 .36.9 STANHOPE ............. " ••• 4 290 3 040 

4 566 103,6 
1 269 43.6 SUSSEX •••• , ................ 2 406 2 038 

13 016 172.4 ANDOVER TOWNSHIP .......... 3 824 3 040 

2 07:; 93.4 ByRAM TOWNSHIP ............ 7 310 4 592 

620 15.1 FRANKFORD TOWNSHIP ........ 3 720 2 777 
FREDON TOWNSHIP ••• , •••• I ., 1 950 1 372 

~ 402 119.5 GREEN TOWNSHIP ............ 2 14b 1 343 
HAMPTON TOWNSHIP .......... 2 738 2 091 
HAkDYSTON TOWNSHIP ........ 4 355 3 499 

-494 -0.1 
I 

LAF AYETT,- TOWNSHIP ........ 1 57B 1 202 

326 ".2 MONTAGUE TOWNSHIP ......... 1 071 1 131 

-5 599 -6.8 SANDYSTON TOWNSHIP ........ 1 528 1 303 

-583 -8.6 SPARTA TOWNSHIP ....... '" • 12 522 10 819 

-970 -5.1 STI~LWATER TOWNSH I P ••••••• 2 77~ 2 158 

-85 -1.1 VERNON TOWNSHIP ........... 11 631 6 059 

-4 866 -8.8 WALPACK TOWNSHIP .......... "13 384 

7 590 5.2 WANTAGE TOWNSHIP .......... 6 352 4 329 

-276 -2. " 

-400 -7.7 UNION COUNTy •••••••••••• 512 273 543 116
1 

2 476 23.8 
-172 -1.5 ELlZABETH ................ , 103 497 112 654 

420 5.0 FANWOOO ••••••••••••••••••• 8 388 8 920 

-806 -6.9 GARWOOD ••••••••••••• _ ••••• 4 890 5 260 

72 0.6 KENILWQRTH ............ , ••• 8 591 9 165 

-1 420 -2.9 LINDEN .................... 39 63J 41 409 

3 7,91 21.9 MOUNTAINSIDE .............. 7 145 7 520 

NEW PROV IDENCE ............ 13 331 13 796 

PLAINFIELD ................ 43 770 46 862 

2 190 3.6 
RAHWAY .................. ~"" ... .- 27 774 29 114 

27 1.7 ROSELLE ................... 21 099 22 585 

-297 -5.2 ROSELLE PARK .............. D 396 14 277 

-643 -8.4 SUMMIT.~ •••••••••••••••••• 22 177 23 620 

174 5.5 WESTFIELD ••••• * ••••••••••• 32 191 33 720 

50 2,0 BERKEL<Y HE I GHTS TOWNSH I P. 13 130 13 078 

890 12.7 CLARK TOWNSHIP ............ 17 727 18 829 

-93 -7.7 CRANFOHD TOWNSHIP ......... 25 900 27 391 

52 

I 

3,7 
HILeS IDE ToWNSHIP ......... 20 941 21 636 

-6 -0.3 SCOTCH PLAINS TOWNSHIP .... 21 652 22 279 

-15 -0,7 SPR I NGF I £LO TOWNSHIP ...... 14 792 15 740 

713 5.4 UNION TOWNSHIP ............ 49 774 53 077 

188 6.9 WINFIELD TOWNSHIP ... , ••••• 1 979 2 184 

611 13.2 
142 5.5 
399 13.8 WARREN COUNTY ........... 82 190 73 960 I 

ALPHA ••••• , •• , ...... , ••••• 2 68t> 2 829 

5 278 2.7 

CHANGE~ 1970 TO 1977 

NUMBER PERCENT 

-122 -1.8 
-813 -7.8 

-17 -2.2 
-1 116 -8.6 

-47 -7.5 
-2 389 -11.0 

42 2.2 
_591 -&.8 

-47 -5. J 
_359 -2.6 

-81 -1.8 
418 8.8 
175 6.7 

60 0.5 
720 12.5 

1 891 6.3 

338 1.1 
31 0.7 

4 833 43.7 
86~ lJ.6 

1 491 17.4 

27 127 ' 35.0 

lJ5 16.6 
113 12.4 
286 6.8 
302 16.6 

4 3:;4 48.1 
1 127 15.4 

566 25.5 
1 256 41.3 

370 18.2 
784 25.8 

2 71ti 59.2 
949 34.2 
578 42.1 
803 ,9.8 
647 30.9 
856 24.5 

376 31.3 
740 65.4 
225 I 17.J 

1 703

1 

15.7 
618 28.6 

5 572 92.0 
29 7.6 

2 023 46.7 

-30 843 -5.7 

-9 157 -8.1 
_532 -6.0 
_370 -7.0 
_574 -6.3 

-1 776 -4.3 
_375 -5.0 
-46; -;.4 

-3 092 -6.6 

-1 340 -4.6 
-986 -4.4 
-881 -6.2 

-1 443 -6.1 
-1 529 -4.5 

52 0.4 
-1 102 -5.9 
-I 491 -5.4 

-695 -3.2 
-627 -2.8 
_948 -6.0 

-3 303 -6.2 
-205 -9.4 

8 230 11.1 

-144 -5.1 

I 



9 

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

CHANGt;>l970 TO 1977 CHANGE,1970 TO 1977 
AREA APRIL j, AREA APRIL 1, 

JULY 1, 1970 JULY 1, 1970 
\977 CENSUS NUMBER PERCENT 1977 CENSUS NUMdER PERCENT 

BELVIDERE ••••••••••••••••• 2 664 2 722 -58 -2.1 HOPE TOWNSHiP ............. 1 387 1 140 247 21.7 
HACKE TTSTOWN .............. 10 043 9 472 571 6.0 INDEPENDWCE TOWNSHIP ..... 2 728 2 057 671 32.6 
PHILLIPSBURG .............. 17 60? 17 849 -247 -1.4 KNOWLTON ToWNSHIP ••••••••• 1 964 1 738 226 13.0 
WASHINGTON ................ 6 606 5 943 663 11.2 Ll8ERTY TOWN'HIP .......... 1 352 1 229 123 10.0 
ALLAMUCHY TOWNSHIP •••••••• 1 6<;7 1 138 519 45.6 LOPATCON" TOWNSHIP ........ 4 643 3 144 1 1~99 47.7 
BLAIRSTOWN TOWNSHIP ....... 3 155 2 189 966 44.1 MANSF IELO T OWNSH I p •••••••• 5 151 3 546 1 605 45.3 
FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP ......... 2 254 1 973 281 14.2 OXFORD TOWNSHIP ........... 1 983 1 H2 2ql 13.8 
FRELINGHUYSEN TOWNSHIP .... 1 195 1 118 77 6.9 PAHAQlIARRY TOWNSHIP ....... 55 71 -16 -22.5 

GREENWICH TOWNSHIP ........ I 582 1 q82 100 6.7 POHATCONG TOWN::iHIP •••• _ ••• 3 696 3 92 lj -26 -0.7 
HARDWICK TOWNSHIP ......... 7q6 5qe 198 36.1 WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP ....... 3 789 3 585 204 5.7 
HARMONY TOWNSHIP .......... 2 379 2 195 184 8.4 WHITE TOWNSHIP ............ 2 677 2 326 351 1501 -



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 Wash ington 
No. 861 West Virginia 
No. 862 Wisconsin 
No. 863 Wyoming 
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