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We go beyond traditional scholarship search sites to provide students with superior search
capabilities and direct access to online scholarship applicationsl

Lunch-Money.com Is a valuable resource for everyone Involved In the scholarship process.
We have compiled an extensive database of scholarship opportunities for students to sean
and we are currently helping scholarship-granting organizations to move their applications
online. If you are a tvient, a •hola r o or a sicbpoLcounsi!or,
Lunch-Money.com has something to offer you.

For Students

Student are our primary focus at Lunch-Money.com. We have worked hard to develop a
comprehensive resource to help you with all the major decisions that come with going tocollege, Including picking .a.sch091, finaning y Vr.pdvcation, searching.for.chctarships an

exploring Pareoroptions. We are your one-stop resource for college Information.

" We go further than other sites
We not only help you find scholarships, but also offer onlin.e applicatiori orns for
select scholarships. We also offer over a dozen ways to search our scholarship,
college, and career databases. Save results from all these searches In your briefca
areas.

" We put you In the driver's seat
Our Interactve calculators help you get answers that are relevant to your particular
circumstances, while our informative guides offer insight from experts on topics

* ranging from planning your college visits to saving for college to avoiding scholarsh
sCams.

Unlike many other college-related sites, everything we offer students is free. Learn more
about how Lunch-Money.com can help students.

For Scholarship-Granting Organizations

Lunch-Money.com has developed several valuable services for scholarship-granting
organizations. Each service Is aimed at supporting you in your efforts to reach and to scree
qualified students.

We want to help you help students, by providing the following services:

SAn Electronic Application Service
A Printable Application Service

* A free Scholarship Listing Service
* A Website Service

Learn more about the breadth of services that Lunch-Money.com has to offer scholarship-
granting organizations.

http://www.lunch-money.com/lInformation/Info.aspx7/5207/15/2005
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For School Counselors

At Lunch-Money.com, we recognize the hard work and dedication of school counselors. W,
know that you play a critical role in your students' college and financial aid search. That Is
why we created the MyjHighSchpl page.

Using this free service, you can create a useful resource for your students with minimal
effort. Our My High School page allows you to quickly and easily set up a listing of
scholarships, which are particularly relevant to your students. This offers students a great
starting point in their search for scholarships.

In addition to the My High School page, we allow you to customize.and-.ownloadallof Je
guides available on our site. Use these guides as handouts to keep your students Informed
about the financial aid and college admissions processes.

Get more Information on all our services for school counselors.

For All Users

Looking for a specific page on our site? Rnd your desired page on Lunch-Money.com with
the help of the splemap.

C Lunch-Money.com 2005. All Rights Reserved. Privacy Policy Link To Us

http://www.lunch-mioney.com/Information/Info.aspx7/5257/15/2005
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General Information about Augusta Technical College
Augusta Technical College
3200 Augusta Tech Drive
Augusta, GA 30906

Financial Aid: (706) 771-4148
Admissions: (706) 771-4000
Web Address: www.augustatech,edu

Level of Institution Control
Religious Affiliations
Calendar System
Campus Setting / Locale

Public
N/A

Quarter
Mid-size city

(City with fewer than 250,000 residents)

Augusta Technical College Facts
Year Founded
School Nickname
School Colors

Your Er

Friend's

Send

Ads by Gc

Technic
Degreei
Degree
For Wor
Adults. ,1
Campusc
ClassesU!

$1,300.(
Scholar
College
Scholarn
Form. U
Scholar-
college.
www.findc

Technic
Get info
flexible ,.
Great pt
one forn
www.degn

Free $5
Scholar
GED, C,
Grad &.
Use at E
or Progr
www.Free

* Student Body at Augusta Technical College
Total Student Population (Undergraduate & 4
Graduate):

Undergraduates 4,
Graduates (0

351

351 (100%)
1%)

Part-Time vs. Full-Time
Part-Time Undergraduates
Full-Time Undergraduates

2.182 (50%)
2,169 (50%)

Breakdown of Full-Time Undergraduate Population
African-American 56%
American Indian / Alaska Native 0%
Asian American 20/6
Caucasian 38%
Hispanic American 3%
International 0%

Male
Female

37%
63%

http://www.lunch-money.com/Colleges/0verview/138956.aspx7//257/15/2005
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Medical College of Ge
GEORGIA'S HEALTH SCIENCES UNIVERSITY

About MACG Educetlon Heafth Care fle~secorh Give to IScQ My MICG

INFORMATION FOR

-•. =Students
N Prospective Students
* Faculty & Staff

* * AJumni & Friends
. ePatients & Visitors

INFORMATION ABOUT

• Schools & Programs
.Departments & Units
. Centers & Institutes
. Service & Outreach
* People & Places

QUICK UNKS
. Continuing Education
. Electronic Curriculum
. Informatlon Technology
. Ubrary Resources
. MCG Catalog

"':. .,MCG History
.Faculty Jobs
.Staff Jobs
*GroupWlso

A B C D E F G

Featured Article: Estrogen, estrogen-like drugs'
ability to protect brain after stroke under study

News and Information

Practice management seminar
for residents coming Aug. 24

Growth and achievement In
allied health sciences

MCG to host TEACH Academy
July 19-21

Dr. Jil1elia named chief of adult
hematology/oncology

SclencoMedical News

Campus Announcements

Events Calendar

Featured Sites

Clinical Trials & Studies

Ask McG, MCGs online FAQ

IRIS, MCG's online data and
Information system

Institutional Faculty List
Featured Service: MCG medical team to staff
Augusta Southern Nationals race

HI J K L M NIO P 0 R ST U V W X Y ZV]

Text Version I MCG Web Server I Legal Notice I Leave a Comment

Site Search

Medical College of Georgia 2112•0 15th Street, Augusta, GA 309"12

Campus Operator: (706) 721-0211

A Unit of the University System of Georgia

http://www.mcg.edu/ 7/15/2005
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IRIS 1-10'ýie -.ý ft*,CG Facts, Plainnin4 Assiessme'ni * MCGs Impact - IRIS Site Map' Search IRI

Students: Fall Enrollment Trends by School

Allied Health Sciences
Dentistry
Graduate Studies
Medicine
Nursing
Other
Total

2000
323
225
379
711
292

2
1,932

2001
456
219
216
719
324

5
1,939

2002
473
223
224
731
345

5
2,001

. 2003
524
228
245

.717
360

4
2,078

[] Excel Ar

201
54
26
23

71
35

2,1

NOTE: Enrollment figures displayed on this page do not include medical residents.

SOURCE: Office of the Registrar

Q Medical College of Georgia I Ins~tiutlonal Rfsearch 1 1120 15th St. I Augusta, GA 30912 1 email us

* V

)

http://www~irs.mcg.edu/mcgfacts/Students/f~alI.asp7/1257/15/2ob5



National Register of Historical Places - GEORGIA (GA), Burke County Page I of 4

~?- 5.;.::~ (00-V40.-e 1z

I I R
'nt

P Ic~c-es .60,n'

GEORGIA - Burke County

, Burke County Courthouse ** (added 1980 - Building -
#80000980)
Courthouse Sq., Waynesboro

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Et al., Goodrich,L.F.

Architectural Style: Other
Area of Significance: Architecture, Communications,

Economics, Law, Politics/Government
Period of Significance: 1850-1874

Owner: Local Gov't
Historic Function: Government

Historic Sub-function: Courthouse
Current Function: Government

Current Sub-function: Courthouse

, Haven Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church ** (added 1996
- Building - #96000397)
Also known as Haven--Munnerlyn United Methodist Church
Barron St., S of Jct. of Barron and 6th Sts., Waynesboro

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Gothic Revival
Area of Significance: Religion, Black, Architecture

Period of Significance: 1875-1899, 1900-1924, 1925-1949
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Education, Funerary, Religion
Historic Sub-function: Cemetery, Religious Structure, School

Current Function: Funerary, Religion
Current Sub-function: Cemetery, Religious Structure

•, Hopeful Baptist Church ** (added 1993 - Building -
#92001734)
Winter Rd. E ofjct. with Blythe Rd., Keysville

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/Burke/state.html 6/29/2006



National Register of Historical Places - GEORGIA (GA), Burke iCounty

Architectural Style: Greek Revival
Area of Significance: Architecture, Religion, Black

Period of Significance: 1850-1874
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Religion
Historic Sub-function: Religious Structure

Current Function: Religion
Current Sub-function: Religious Structure

, Jones, John James, House (added 1980 - Building - #80000981)

Also known as Jones-Cox House;The Shadows
525 Jones Ave., Waynesboro

Historic Significance: Person, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Greek Revival, Late Victorian
Historic Person: Jones,John James

Significant Year: 1876
Area of Significance: Social History, Architecture

Period of Significance: 1875-1899
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

SMcCanaan Missionary Baptist Church and Cemetery (added
2001 - Building - #01000643)
Also known as First McCanaan Baptist Church
McCanaan Church Rd., Sardis

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Area of Significance: Architecture, Black

Period of Significance: 1900-1924, 1925-1949, 1950-1974
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Funerary, Religion
Historic Sub-function: Cemetery, Religious Structure

Current Function: Funerary, Religion
Current Sub-function: Cemetery, Religious Structure-

\• Sapp Plantation ** (added 1980 - Building - #80000979)
NW of Sardis on GA 24, Sardis

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Other
Area of Significance: Agriculture, Architecture

Period of Significance: 1825-1849, 1850-1874
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Current Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/Burke/state.html

Page 2 of 4

6/29/2006
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Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Waynesboro Commercial Historic District (added 1993 -
District - #93000496)
Also known as See Also:Georgia County Courthouses TR
E. 6th, E. 7th, E. 8th, S. Liberty and Myrick Sts., Waynesboro

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Multiple

Architectural Style: Bungalow/Craftsman, Classical Revival,
Early Commercial

Area of Significance: Architecture, Commerce,
Politics/Government, Community
Planning And Development

Period of Significance: 1750-1799, 1800-1824, 1825-1849,
1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,
1925-1949

Owner: Private, Local Gov't
Historic Function: Commerce/Trade, Government, Social,

Transportation
Historic Sub-function: Correctional Facility, Courthouse,

Meeting Hall, Pedestrian Related, Rail-
Related, Specialty Store

Current Function: Commerce/Trade, Government,
Industry/Processing/Extraction

Current Sub-function: Courthouse, Financial Institution,
Professional, Restaurant, Specialty Store,
Water Works

Retur to ToQp

Select a Different GEORGIA County (Map) Aplin Atkinson Bacon Baker Baldwin Banks
Barrow Bartow Ben Hill Berrien Bibb Blecklev Brantley Brooks Bryan Bulloch Burke Butts Calhoun
Camden Candler Carroll Catoosa Charlton Chatham Chattahoochee Chattooga Cherokee Clarke Clay
Clayton Clinch Cobb Coffee Colquitt Columbia Cook Coweta Crawford Crisp Dade Dawson De Kalb
Decatur Dodge Dooly Dougherty Dous Ejy Echols Effingham Elbert Emanuel Evans Fannin
Fayette Floyd Forsyth Franklin Fulton Gilmer Glascock GQlynn Gordon Grady Greene Gwinnett
Habersham Hall Hancock Haralson Harris Hart Heard Henr= Houston Irwin Jackson Jasper Jeff Davis
Jefferson Jenkins Johnson Jones Lamar Lanier Laurens Le Liberty Lincoln L•ng Lowndes Lumpkin
Macon Madison Marion McDuffie McIntosh Meriwether Miller Mitchell Monroe Montgomery Morgan
Murray Muscogee Newton Oconee Qglethorpe ulding Peach Pickens Pierce Pike Polk Pulaski
Putnam Quitmrnn Rabun Randolph Richmond Rockdale Schley Screven Seminole palding tephens
Stewart Sumter Talbot Taliaferro Tattnall Taylor Telfair Terrell Thomas Tift Toombs Towns Treutlen
Troup Tneri Twiggs Union Upson Walker Walton Ware Warren Washington Wa-ne Wbster Wheeler
White Whitfield Wilcox Wilkes Wilkinson Worth

- 14V
Select a Different State (Mn.ap) Alabama Alaska Arizona Arkansas California Colorado Connecticut
Delaware District Of Columbia Florida Georgia Hawaii Idaho !llinois Indiana Iowa Kansas Kentucky Lo uisiana
Maine Maryland Massachusetts Michigan Minnesota Mississippi Missouri Montana Nebraska Nevada
New Hampshire New Jersey New Mexico New York North Carolina North Dakota Ohio Oklahoma Oreg.n
Pennsyjvania Rhode Island South Carolina South Dakota Tennessee Texas Utah Vermont Virginia WashingtonWest Virginia Wiscq sin Wy oming

Return to Home Page

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/Burke/state.html 6/29/2006
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Frequently Ask Questions I Register Forms
(,- www.nationalregisterofhistoricalplaces.com Property Updates I Add Link I Enhanced Listings I

Contact Us

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/Burke/state.html 6/29/2006
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GEORGIA - Jefferson County

, Cunningham-Coleman House (added 1984 - Building -
#84001119)
SE of Wadley, Wadley

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architectural Style: Greek Revival

Area of Significance: Agriculture, Architecture
Period of Significance: 1825-1849

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Agricultural Outbuildings, Single
Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

:z Jefferson County Courthouse ** (added 1980 - Building -
#80001099)
Courthouse Sq., Louisville

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Heifner,F.P., Denny,W.F.

Architectural Style: Classical Revival
Area of Significance: Communications, Architecture,

Economics, Politics/Government, Law
Period of Significance: 1900-1924

Owner: Local Gov't
Historic Function: Government

Historic Sub-function: Courthouse
Current Function: Unknown

7, Louisville Commercial Historic District ** (added 1994 -
District - #93001469)
Also known as See Also:Georgia County Courthouses TR;Old
Market
Area surrounding Broad St. between Peachtree and Screven Sts.,
including parts of Walnut, Mulberry and Green Sts., Louisville

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.comlga/Jefferson/state.html 6/29/2006
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Architect, builder, or engineer: Simon, Louis A., Denny, Willis F.
Architectural Style: Beaux Arts, Early Commercial,

Romanesque
Area of Significance: Community Planning And Development,

Commerce, Politics/Government,
Architecture

Period of Significance: 1750-1799, 1800-1824, 1825-1849,
.1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,
1925-1949

Owner: Private, Local Gov't, Federal
Historic Function: Commerce/Trade, Domestic,

Government
Historic Sub-function: Business, Capitol, City Hall, Correctional

Facility, Courthouse, Financial
Institution, Post Office

Current Function: Commerce/Trade, Government
Current Sub-function: Business, Courthouse, Department Store,

Financial Institution, Professional, Public
Works, Restaurant, Specialty Store

%:1 Old Market (added 1978 - Building - #78000991)
Also known as Slave Market
U.S. 1 and GA 24, Louisville

Historic Significance: Event
Area of Significance: Social History, Commerce

Period of Significance: 1750-1799
Owner: Local Gov't

Historic Function: Commerce/Trade
Historic Sub-function: Business

Current Function: Recreation And Culture
Current Sub-function: Monument/Marker

• Return to Top

Select a Different GEORGIA County (mapP) App ling Atkinson Bacon Baker Baldwin Banks
Barrow Bartow Ben Hill Berrien Bibb Bleckley Brantley Brooks Bryan Bulloch Burke Butts Calhoun
Camden Candler Carroll Catoosa Charlton Chatham Chattahoochee Chattooga Cherokee Clarke Clay
Clayton Clinch Cobb Coffee Colquit Columbia Cook Coweta Crawford Crisp Dade Dawson De Kalb
Decatur Dodge. Doly Dougherty Doulas Early Echols Effingham Elbert Emanuel Evans Fannin
Fayette Floyd Forsyth Franklin Fulton Gilmer Glascock Glynn Gordon Grady Greene Gwinnett
Habeerssham_ Hall Hancock Haralson Harris Hart Heard Hen~r Houston Irwin Jackson gper JeffDavis
Jefferson Jenkins Johnson Jones Lamar Lanier Laurens Lee Liberty Lincoln Long Lowndes Lumpkin
Maoon_ Madison Marion MeDuffie McIntosh Meriwether Miller Mitchell Monroe Montgrc MMorgan
Murray Muscgee Newton Oconee Qglethorpe Paulding Peach Pickens Pierce Pike Polk PulaskiPutnam Quitman Rabun Randolph Richmond Rockdale Schey Sceven Seminole _palding

Stewart Sumter Talbot Taliaferro Tattnall Taylor Telfair Terrell Thomas Tift Toombs Towns Treutlen
Troup Turner Twiggs Union Upson Walker Walton Ware Warren Washington Wayne Webster Wheeler
White Whitfield Wilcox Wilkes Wilkinson Worth

Select a Different State (Map) Alabama Alaska Arizona Arkansas California Colorado Connecticut
Delaware District Of Columbia Florida Georgia Hjawaii Idaho Illinois Indiana Iowa Kansas Kentucky Louisiana
Maine Maryland Massachusetts Michjgan Minnesota Mississippi Missouri Montana Nebraska Nevada

New Hatpsir_ New _Jgrsey New Mexico New York North Carolina North Dakota Ohio Oklahoma Orego_n
Pennsylvania Rhode Island South Carolina South Dakota Tennessee Texas Utah Vermont Virginia Washington
Wqest Virginia Wisconsin Wyoming

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/Jefferson/state.html 6/29/2006
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GEORGIA - McDuffie County

:•, Boneville Historic District (added 2000 - District - #00000072)
Jct. of Boneville Rd. and the Georgia RR, approx. 5 mi. SE of
Thomson, Boneville

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Architectural Style: Late Victorian, Greek Revival

Area of Significance: Entertainment/Recreation, Education,
Industry, Community Planning And
Development, Architecture, Landscape
Architecture

Period of Significance: 1825-1849, 1850-1874, 1875-1899,
1900-1924, 1925-1949

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Commerce/Trade, Domestic, Education,

Industry/Processing/Extraction,
Landscape, Religion, Transportation

Historic Sub-function: Department Store, Manufacturing
Facility, Natural Feature, Rail-Related,
Religious Structure, School, Single
Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic, Funerary, Government,
Landscape, Religion, Social,
Transportation

Current Sub-function: Cemetery, Meeting Hall, Natural Feature,
Post Office, Rail-Related, Religious
Structure, Single Dwelling

,, Bowdre-Rees-Knox House (added 1979 - Building - #79003109)

Also known as Half Way House
SW of Thomson on Old Wrightsboro Rd., Thomas

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Other
Area of Significance: Architecture, Exploration/Settlement

Period of Significance: 1800-1824
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/McDuffie/state.html 6/29/2006
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Current Function: Social
Current Sub-function: Civic

Carr, Thomas, District (added 1975 - District -
#75002059)
N of Thomason near jct. of GA 150 and 1-20, Thomson

Historic Significance: Person, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Sutton,Booker

Architectural Style: No Style Listed
Historic Person: Carr, Thomas

Significant Year: 1810, 1806
Area of Significance: Architecture, Social History,

Politics/Government
Period of Significance: 1800-1824

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Single Dwelling
Current Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

Current Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Single Dwelling

, Hardaway, James L., House (added 1993 - Building -
#93000942)
Old Mesena Rd. W of Thomson, Thomson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Greek Revival
Area of Significance: Agriculture, Architecture, Landscape

Architecture
Period of Significance: 1825-1849, 1850-1874, 1875-1899,

1900-1924, 1925-1949
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Processing, Secondary Structure, Single

Dwelling
Current Function: Domestic

Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

H ayes Line Historic District (added 2000 - District -
#00000106)
Jct. of Twin Oaks Rd. and GA 233, Thomson

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Architectural Style: Other, Bungalow/Craftsman

Area of Significance: Black, Agriculture, Architecture
Period of Significance: 1900-1924, 1925-1949

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Single Dwelling
Current Function: Domestic

Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Page 2 of 6

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/McDuffie/state.html 6/29/2006
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Hickory Hill (added 1979 - Building - #79003110)
Also known as Watson, Thomas E., House
Hickory Hill Dr. and Lee St., Thomson

Historic Significance: Person, Information Potential,
Architecture/Engineering

Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown
Architectural Style: Italianate, Classical Revival

Historic Person: Watson, Thomas E.
Significant Year: 1900, 1922, 1864

Area of Significance: Agriculture, Architecture, Historic - Non-
Aboriginal, Politics/Government

Cultural Affiliation: Twentieth Century Industria
Period of Significance: 1850-1874, 1900-1924

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Secondary Structure,
Single Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Secondary Structure, Single Dwelling

, Hillman--Bowden House ** (added 2002 - Building -
#02001259)
Also known as Pylant Place
1348 Pyland Crossing Rd., Thomson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering
Architectural Style: Greek Revival

Area of Significance: Architecture
Period of Significance: 1850-1874

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling
Current Function: Social

Current Sub-function: Civic

, McNeill House ** (added 1992 - Building - #92001637)
Also known as David Armstrong McNeill,Sr.,House
220 Lee St., Thomson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Et al., Stone,Edward Durrell

Architectural Style: International Style
Area of Significance: Architecture

Period of Significance: 1925-1949
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

\• Old Rock House ** (added 19710 - Building - #70000841)

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/McDuffie/state.html

Page 3 of 6

6/29/2006
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NW of Thomson on Old Rock House Rd., Thomson
Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event

Architect, builder, or engineer: Ansley,Thomas
Architectural Style: Other

Area of Significance: Religion, Architecture,
Exploration/Settlement

Period of Significance: 1750-1799
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Defense, Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Fortification, Single Dwelling

Current Function: Vacant/Not In Use, Work In Progress

, Pine Top Farm ** (added 1996 - District - #96000582)
Also known as Watson,John S.,Homeplace
Jct. of US 78 and US 278, 2 mi. E of Thomson, Thomson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architectural Style: Colonial Revival

Area of Significance: Architecture, Agriculture
Period of Significance: 1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,

1925-1949
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic,
Funerary

Historic Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Agricultural
Outbuildings, Animal Facility, Cemetery,
Single Dwelling, Storage

Current Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic
Current Sub-function: Agricultural Outbuildings, Animal

Facility, Single Dwelling, Storage

,, Sweetwater Inn (added 1985 - Building - #85000938)
Off GA 17 on Old Milledgeville Rd., Thompson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Other
Area of Significance: Architecture, Transportation, Commerce

Period of Significance: 1800-1824, 1825-1849, 1850-1874,
1875-1899

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Hotel
Current Function: Vacant/Not In Use

: Thomson Commercial Historic District (added 1989 - District -
#89000413)
Roughly bounded by Journal St., Greenway St., Railroad St.,
Hendricks St., and Church St., Thomson

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Italianate, Late 19th And Early 20th

Page 4 of 6
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Century American Movements, Late 19th
And 20th Century Revivals

Area of Significance: Architecture, Transportation,
Politics/Government, Community
Planning And Development, Commerce

Period of Significance: 1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,
1925-1949

Owner: Private, Local Gov't
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence,

Commerce/Trade, Government,
Transportation

Historic Sub-function: Business, City Hall, Fire Station, Post
Office, Rail-Related, Storage

Current Function: Commerce/Trade, Education,
Transportation

Current Sub-function: Business, Library, Rail-Related

, Usry House (added 1974 - Building - #74002182)
211 Milledge St., Thomson

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: UsryWilliam

Architectural Style: Greek Revival, Gothic
Area of Significance: Architecture, Exploration/Settlement

Period of Significance: 1800-1824, 1825-1849, 1850-1874
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

ý ," Watson, Thomas E., House (added 1976 - Building -

#76002144)
Also known as Hickory Hill
310 Lumpkin St., Thomson

Historic Significance: Person
Historic Person: Watson,Thomas E.

Significant Year: 1922, 1900
Area of Significance: Agriculture, Politics/Government

Period of Significance: 1900-1924
Owner: Private

Historic Function: Domestic
Historic Sub-function: Secondary Structure, Single Dwelling

Current Function: Domestic
Current Sub-function: Secondary Structure, Single Dwelling

Wrightsboro Historic District (added 1998 - District -
#98000701)
Also known as Wrightsborough;Quaker
Reserve;Wrightsborough Township;Proper
Wrightsboro Rd., E. of Ridge Rd., Wrightsboro

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/ga/McDuffie/state.html
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• National Register of Historical Places - GEORGIA (GA), McDuffie County Page 6 of 6

Historic Significance: Ar~hitecture/Engineering, Information
Potential, Event

Architectural Style: Other
Area of Significance: Architecture, Historic - Non-Aboriginal,

Community Planning And Development,
European, Exploration/Settlement,
Landscape Architecture, Social History,
Religion

Cultural Affiliation: Quaker
Period of Significance: 1750-1799, 1800-1824, 1825-1849,

1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,
1925-1949

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Commerce/Trade, Domestic, Education,

Religion
Historic Sub-function: Department Store, Educational Related

Housing, Religious Structure, School,
Single Dwelling

Current Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic,
Funerary, Landscape

Current Sub-function: Agricultural Fields,.Animal Facility,
Cemetery, Forest, Single Dwelling

Return.tg Top
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Murray Muscogee Newton Oconee Ogletho•e Paulding Peach Pickens Pierce Pike Polk Pulaski
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GEORGIA - Warren County

Jewell Historic District ** (added 1979 - District - #79003106)
GA 248 and GA 16, Jewell

Historic Significance: Information Potential,
Architecture/Engineering, Event

Architect, builder, or engineer: Multiple
Architectural Style: Queen Anne, Late Victorian,'Gothic

Revival
Area of Significance: Architecture, Historic - Non-Aboriginal,

Industry
Cultural Affiliation: American,industrial

Period of Significance: 1825-1849, 1850-1874, 1875-1899
Owner: Private, Local Gov't

Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic,
Industry/Processing/Extraction

Historic Sub-function: Manufacturing Facility, Processing,
Single Dwelling

Current Function: Agriculture/Subsistence, Domestic
Current Sub-function: Agricultural Fields, Single Dwelling

, Roberts-McGregor House ** (added 1979 - Building -
#79000750)
Also known as McGregor, Charles E., House
Depot St., Warrenton

Historic Significance: Person, Architecture/Engineering
Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Greek Revival, Federal
Historic Person: McGregor, Charles E.

Significant Year: 1885, 1824, 1840
Area of Significance: Architecture, Politics/Government,

Landscape Architecture
Period of Significance: 1825-1849, 1875-1899, 1900-1924

Owner: Private
Historic Function: Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Secondary Structure, Single Dwelling
Current Function: Vacant/Not In Use

http://www.nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.comngafWarren/state.html 6/29/2006



National Register of Historical Places - GEORGIA (GA), Warren County

, Warren County Courthouse ** (added 1980 - Building -

#80001259)
Courthouse Sq., Warrenton

Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event
Architect, builder, or engineer: Falls City Construction Co.,

Chamberlain,Walter
Architectural Style: Classical Revival

Area of Significance: Communications, Architecture,
Economics, Law, Politics/Government

Period of Significance: 1900-1924
Owner: Local Gov't

Historic Function: Government.
Historic Sub-function: Courthouse

Current Function: Government
Current Sub-function: Courthouse

,Warrenton Downtown Historic District (added 2002 - District -
#02000340)

Roughly centered on jct. of Main and Depot Sts., Warrenton
Historic Significance: Architecture/Engineering, Event

Architect, builder, or engineer: multiple
Architectural Style: Italianate, Queen Anne

Area of Significance: Architecture, Commerce, Community
Planning And Development,
Politics/Government

Period of Significance: 1850-1874, 1875-1899, 1900-1924,
1925-1949, 1950-1974

Owner: Private, Local Gov't, State, Federal
Historic Function: Agriculture/Subsistence,

Commerce/Trade, Government, Health
Care, Landscape, Recreation And
Culture, Social

Historic Sub-function: Courthouse, Department Store, Financial
Institution, Post Office, Restaurant,
Specialty Store, Warehouse

Current Function: Commerce/Trade, Funerary, Health Care,
Landscape, Recreation And Culture,
Social, Vacant/Not In Use

Current Sub-function: Courthouse, Department Store, Financial
Institution, Post Office, Professional,
Restaurant, Specialty Store

SWarrenton Gymnasium--Auditorium (added 2002 - Building -
#02001214)

304 S. Gibson St., Warrentown
Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering

Architect, builder, or engineer: Claussen-Lawrence Construction Co.,
Merry & Parsons

Architectural Style: Classical Revival
Area of Significance: Social History, Architecture,

Politics/Government
Period of Significance: 1900-1924, 1925-1949, 1950-1974

Page 2 of 3
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Owner: Local Gov't
Historic Function: Recreation And Culture

Historic Sub-function: Auditorium, Sport Facility
Current Function: Recreation And Culture

Current Sub-function: Sport Facility

Rettirn toTop

Select a Different GEORGIA County (map) Appling Atkinson Bacon Baker Baldwin Banks
Barrow Bartow Ben Hill Berrien Bibb Bleckley Brantley Brooks Bryan Bulloch Burke Butts Calhoun
Camden Candler Carroll Catoosa Charlton Chatham Chattahoochee Chattoogg Cherokee Clarke Clay

ton Clinch Cobb Coffee Colquitt Columbia Cook Coweta Crawford Crisp Dade Dawson De Kalb
Decatur Dodog y Dougherty Dly Echols Effingham Elbert Emanuel Evans Fannin

Fayette Fod Forsyth Franklin Fulton Gilmer Glascock GlVnn Gordon Grady Greene Gwinnett
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Search Tips
Here are some tips to begin your search.
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* In doing a name search keep it as simple as possible to make sure
you get results. For example, use Mary instead of Saint Mary's College
in case spelling or abbreviations are different.
* To better target your search use more search parameters.
e To find an NCES ID for public & private schools, colleges and
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e By default, search results are sorted by name within institution,
however, you may select to sort by state or city.
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Ogeechee Technical College - College Page I of 2

Ogeechee Technical College
&Print QMore lnfornmation

Information
Institution Name: Institution Type:
Ogeechee Technical College College

Mailing Address: General information: IPEDS ID:
One Joe Kennedy Blvd (912) 681-5500 366465
Statesboro, GA 30458 FInancial aid office:

(912) 681-5500
Admissions office:
(912) 681-5500

Charneteristics

Description: Public, 2-year

Degrees offered: Associate's
Certificates offered: less-than-4-years, less-than-2-years, less-

than-1-year

Library Information (2002 data)
Print Material: 2,477
Serials: 109

Enrollment

Total enrollment: 2,081
Undergraduate enrollment: 2,081
Percent of Undergraduate enrollment

by gender
Men: 33.2%
Women: 66.8%

by race/ethnicity
Black non-Hispanic: 40.7%
American Indian or Alaskan Native: 0.2%
Asian or Pacific Islander: 0.2%
Hispanic: 0.8%
White non-Hispanic: 57.0%
Race-ethnicity unknown: 1.0%

(Enrollment data FaIl 2003)

Financial

Academic year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students
2004-05 2003-04 2002.03

Tuition & fees
In-state $1,161 $1,125 $1,086
Out-of-state $2,169 $2,097 .$2,172

* Books and supplies $1,000 $1,000 $800
Off-campus
* Room and board $3,150 $3,150 $3,150

Other expenses $2,000 $2,000 $2,000
Off-campus with family

Other expenses $1,000 $1,000 $1,000
($ojur~c: IPEDS College data 2004-2005)

National Center for Education Statistics
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Institute of Education Sciences
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East Georgia College

0 ) ( rint QMore Information

Information
Institution Name: Institution Type:
East Georgia College College

Mailing Address: General Information: IPEDS ID:
131 College Cir (478) 289-2000 139621
Swainsboro, GA 30401 FInancial aid office:

(478)289-2012
Admissions office:
(478)289-2017

Characteristics
Description: Public, 2-year

Degrees offered: Associate's

Ubrary Information (2002 data)
Print Material: 41,591
Serials: .127

Enrollment
Total enrollment: 1,420
Undergraduate enrollment: 1,420

Percent of Undergraduate enrollment
by gender

Men: 38.0%
".Women: 62.0%

by race/ethnicity
" .Non-resident alien: 0.2%

Black non-Hispanic: 34.0%
American Indian or Alaskan Native: 0.2%
Asian or Pacific Islander: 0.8%
Hispanic: 1.8%
White non-Hispanic: 62.9%

(Enrollment data Fall 2003).

Finimcial
Academic year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students

2004-05 2003-04 "2002-03
Tuition & feesIn-state " $1,600 $1,524 $1,4.28

Out-of-state $6,004. '$5,718 $5,424
Books and supplies $693 *$673 $654
Off-campus
Room and board $4,515 $4,384 $4,257
Other expenses $3,955 $3,840 $3,729

Off-campus with family
Other expenses . $3,955 $3,840 $3,729

(Suuwo: 1PEDS College data 2004-2005)

. National Center for Education Statistics

Institute of Education Sciences

http://nces.ed.gov/globallocator/col .infopopup.asp?ID=139621 7/15/2005



East Georgia College - CollegeP Page 2 of 2

Close Window (D

CLV•"

,,

http://nces.ed.gov/globallbcator/colinfo. _popup.asp?ID=139621 • 7/15/2005



Swainsboro Technical College - College Page I of 2

_R)
Swainsboro Technical College

(Print QMorc Information

Information
Institution Name:*. Institution Type:
Swainsboro Technical College College

Mailing Address: General Information: IPEDS ID:
346 Kite Rd (478) 289-2200 141121
Swainsboro, GA 30401 Financial aid office:

. (478) 289-2262
Admissions office:

S(478) 289-2261

Characteristics
Description: Public, 2-year

Degrees'offered: Associate's
Certificates offered: less-than-4-years, less-than-2-years, less-

than-I-year

Enrollment
Total enrollment:. 662
Undergraduate enrollment: ." 662

Percent of Undergraduate enrollment
by gender

Men: 21.1%
Women: 78.9%

by race/ethnicity
Black non-Hispanic: 49.2%
Hispanic: 0.2%
White non-Hispanic: 50.5%
Race-ethnicity unknown: 0.2%

(Enrollment data Fall 2003)

Financial
Academic year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students

2004-05 2003-04 2002-03
Tuition & fees

In-state $1,146 $1,110 $1,068
Out-of-state $2,154 $2,080 $2,004

Books and supplies $750 $750 $1,000
Off-campus

Room and board $7,125 $7,125 $7,125
Other expenses $2,850 $2,813 $2,813

Off-campus with family
Other expenses $4,200 $4,163 $4,163

(Snurm: IPF.DS College data 2004-2005)

National Center for Education Statistics
Institute of Education Sciences

http://nces.ed.gov/globallocator/col.,info .popup.asp?ID=141121 7/15/2005
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Aiken Technical College
&Print iMore Infornution

lnformation
Institution Name: Institution Type:
Aiken Technical College College

Mailing Address: General information: IPEDS ID:
2276 Jefferson Davis 80359392311247 217615
Highway FInancial aid office:
Aiken, SC 29829 80359392311248

Admissions office:
80359392311247

Characteristics
Description: Public, 2-year

Degrees offered: Associate's
Certificates offered: less-than-2-years, less-than-i-year

Ubrary Information (2002 data)
Print Material: 27,670
Serials: 241

Enrollment
Total enrollment: 2,503
Undergraduate enrollment: 2,503

Percent of Undergraduate enrollment
by gender

Men: 37.0%
Women: 63.0%

c. by race/ethnicity
Non-resident alien: 0.0%
Black non-Hispanic: 37.5%
American Indian or Alaskan Native: 0.8%
Asian or Pacific Islander: 0.8%
Hispanic- 1.5%
White non-Hispanic: 57.5%.
Race-ethnicity unknown: 1.9%

(Enrollment data Fall 2003)

Financial

Academic year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students
2004-05 2003-04 2002-03

Tuition & fees
In-district $2,836 $2,600 $2,192
In-state $2,866 $2,840 $2,408
Out-of-state $7,942 $7,300 $6,124

Books and supplies $600 $600 $600
Off-campus
Room and board.. $4,600 $4,500 $4,500
Other expenses $2,500 $2,400 $2,400

Off-campus with family
Other expenses $5,100 $5,100 $5,100

(Sn.rcv: IPEDS College data 2004-2005)

http://nces.ed.gov/globallocator/col_'info. popup.asp?ID=217615 7/15/2005
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National Center for Education Statistics
Institute of Education Sciences
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Denmark Technical College
&Print i•More Information

Information
Institution Name: Institution Type:
Denmark Technical College College

Mailing Address: General information: IPEDS ID:
500 Solomon Blatt Blvd 80379351490 217989
Denmark, SC 29042 Financial aid office:

80379351290
Admissions office:
80379351760

Characteristics
Description: Public, 2-year

Degrees offered: Associate's
Certificates offered: less-than-2-years, less-than-i-year

Enrollment
Total enrollment: 1,464
Undergraduate enrollment: 1,464

Percent of Undergraduate enrollment
by gender

Men: 38.5%
Women: 61.5%

by race/ethnicity
Non-resident alien: 0.1%
Black non-Hispanic: 94.4%
American Indian or Alaskan Native: 0.2%
Hispanic: 0.1%
White non-Hispanic: 4.5%
Race-ethnicity unknown: 0.8%

(Enrollment data Fall 2003)

Financial
Academlc'year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students

2004-05 2003-04 2002-03
Tuition & fees
* In-state $2,188 $2,188 $2,092

Out-of-state $4,276 $4,276 $4,084
Books and supplies $1,100 $1,100 $1,100
On-campus

Room and board $3,096 $3,096 $3,096
Other expenses .$3,700 $3,700 $3,700

Off-campus
Room and board $3,800 $3,800• $3,800
Other expenses $4,000 $4,000 $4,000.

Off-campus with family
Other exp6nses $3,400 $3,400 $3,400

(Soure: WPEDS College data 2004-2005)

National Center for Education Statistics
Institute of Education Sciences

http://nces.ed.gov/globallocator/Co1..info...popup.asp?ID=217989 7/15/2005
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University Of South Cr'olina-salkehatchie

(OPrint iMorc Information

Information

Institution Name: Institution Type:
University Of South Carolina- College
salkehatchie

Mailing Address: General information: IPEDS ID:
465 James Brandt Blvd (800) 922-5500 218681
Allendale, SC 29810 FInancial aid office:

(803) 584-3446
Admissions office:
(803) 584-3446

Characteristics
Description: Public, 2-year

Degreýs offered: Associate's

Library Information (2002 data)
Print Material: 51,362
Serials: 386

Enrollment
Total enrollment: 789
Undergraduate enrollment: 789

Percent of Undergraduate enrollment
by gender

Men: 28.8%
Women: 71.2%

by race/ethnicity
Black non-Hispanic: 41.4%
American Indian or Alaskan Native: 1.0%
Asian or Pacific Islander: 1.0%
Hispanic:. 0.9%
White non-Hispanic: 53.1%
Raee-ethnicity unknown: 2.5%

(Eamilment data Fall 2003)

Financial
Academic. year prices for full-time, first-time undergraduate students

2004-05 2003-04 2002-03
Tuition & fees

In-state $4,058 $3,656. $3,080
Out-of-state $9,720 $8,754 $7,328

Books and supplies $890 $744 $723
Off-campus

Room and board $5,521 $5,298 $4,907
Other expenses $3,712 $3,413 $3,292

Off-campus with family
Other expenses $3,310 $2,917 $2,512

(,,iurco: IPEDS College data 2004-2005)

National Center for Education Statistics

http://nces.ed.gov/globallocator/col.info=popup.asp?ID=218681 7/15/2005
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Index By State County
National Register Information System
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No filter Include filter in navigation E
Row State t> County 1> Resource Name Address t" City 1 Listed t:. Multiple t>

1 GA Burke Burke County Courthouse Courthouse Sq. Waynesboro 1980-09- Georgia County
18 Courthouses TR

2 GA Burke Haven Memorial Methodist Barron St., S of Jct. of Waynesboro 1996-04-
Episcopal Church Barron and 6th Sts. 12

.3 GA Burke Hopeful Baptist Church Winter Rd. E of jct. with Keysville 1993-01-
Blythe Rd. _11

4 GA Burke Jones, John James, House 525 Jones Ave. Waynesboro 1980-02-
15

5 GA Burke McCanaan Missionary Baptist McCanaan Church Rd. Sardis 2001-06-
Church and Cemetery 14

6 GA Burke Sapp Plantation NW of Sardis on GA 24 Sardis 1980-02-
08

7 GA Burke Waynesboro Commercial E. 6th, E. 7th, E. 8th, S. Waynesboro 1993-06-

I _Historic District Liberty and Myrick Sts. 10

Page 1
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V-462 NRC 2004

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission'
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation"

NRR, OFFICE INSTRUCTION'..

Change.Notice

-Office Instruction No.: LIC-203, Revision I

Office Instruction Title:

Effective Date: . ......

Primary Contact:

Responsible Organization:

Procedural Guidance for Preparing Environmental
Assessments and Considering Environmental Issues

.May24, 2004

Stacey Imboden, RLEP
301-415-2462
sxf@nrc.gov .

NRR/DRIPIRLEP.

Summary of Changes: This is a revision of NRR Office Instruction LIC-203.o- Changes to the
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NRR OFFICE INSTRUCTION
LIC-203, Revision I

Procedural Guidance for Preparing Environmental Assessments and
Considering Environmental Issues

1. POLICY

It is the policy of NRR to establish procedures and guidance for its staff to meet the:
requirements established by legislation and regulation. The purpose of 10 CFR Part 51,
"Environmental Protection Regulations for Domestic Licensing and Related Regulato-y
Functions," is to ensure that NRC meets its statutory obligations under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).

2. OBJECTIVE

This office instruction, along with the attached guidance documents, provide all staff in
the NRC's Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation (NRR) a basic framework for ý
maintaining NRC's responsibility to comply with 10 CFR Part 51. This office instruction
is intended to:

define the responsibilities of the License Renewal and Environmental Impacts
Branch (RLEP) to ensure that NRR is consistent in its implementation of NRC
regulations and other Federal environmental requirements;

define NRR staff responsibilities; and,

provide guidance to NRR staff on the procedural requirements for demonstrating
compliance with environmental statutes and regulations covering environmental
issues for regulated facilities.

The office instruction contains guidance for preparing environmental assessments
(EAs), in accordance with the NEPA and 10 CFR Part 51, and for considering
environmental issues associated with:

Executive Order (E.O.) 12898,

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (CZMA),

Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA),

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), and

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) of 1934.
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This office instruction describes,in part; how the staff should determine whether or.not a
proposed action would have an impact on protected coastal zones, threatened or
endangered species, archaeological or historical sites, or disparate impacts on minority
populations or low-income populations. This office instruction does not address the
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS). This office instruction
supersedes previous guidance on these subjects.. /

3. BACKGROUND

Office Letter 906, Revision 2, "Procedural Guidance for Preparing Environmental
Assessments and Considering Environmental Issues", was issued on September 21,
1999. A revision to Attachment 3 of Office Letter 906, Revision 2, was issued on
October.7,.1999. , These documents were issued to include guidance on environmental

* justice in the office letter and to make improvements to the format and content of an
example EA. 1 On NovemberS, 2003 (68 FR 62642), the Commission published for
comment a draft policy statement on thetreatment of environmental justice matters in
NRC regulatory and licensing :activities. It is not formalized, but the procedural guidance
from this office instruction and the eadier Office Letter 906 is consistent with the draft
Policy Statement., , '-, .

Office• Instruction LIC-203 is a revision to Office Letter 906, providing minor clarifications
. to guidance..The initial issuance of Office Instruction LIC-203 was June 21, 2001.

• • -- , ," . . . , . . . , - . -• . .•• . , • .! • "

4. BASIC REQUIREMENTS ....

4.1 RLEP Staff .

RLEP is responsible for providing implementation guidance and technical
support to the NRR staff for the resolution of environmental issues for regulated
facilities. RLEP is also responsible for coordinating environmental issues with
other NRC offices, for ensuring NRR meets its obligations under Federal
environmental requirements and for properly implementing the requirements of
10 CFR Part 51.

4.2 All NRR Staff ........... * I ,

In addition to its regulatory responsibilities embodied in the health and safety
requirements of:theAtomic Energy Act, NRC has responsibilities that are derived
from!NEPA and from other-environmental laws (such as the CZMA, the ESA, the
NHPA, and the FWCA). The NRR staff should consider environmental issues

. -.. when. performing license amendment activities including, but not limited to:

* -' increasing the authorized power leyel of commercial power reactors
beyond the power rating stated in the original Environmental Impact
Statement or the Final Environmental Statement (power uprate);
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• changing the license expiration date to recapture time between the

construction permit and actual operation (construction recapture);

. . performing decommissioning activities under 10 CFR Part 50; and,

* revising Appendix B of a licensee's operating license (environmental
protection plan).

The NRR staff should consider environmental issues when processing license
renewal applications under,10 CFR Part 54, requests for exemptions from NRC
regulations, and when conducting rulemaking.

However, the staff need not perform an environmental review when performing
licensing and regulatory activities eligible for categorical exclusions under 10
CFR 51.22(c). The Division of Licensing Project Management(DLPM) and
Office of General Counsel (OGC) will determine whether an action qualifies as a
categorical exclusion and, if so, include the criterion in the licensing documents.
The NRR staff is encouraged to seek early assistance from RLEP in dealing with
environmental issues that are unique, particularly difficult, or unfamiliar..
Moreover, the NRR staff may request formal guidance in developing EAs from
RLEP.-Since environmental reviews are fee recoverable under.10 CFR Part
170, when seeking concurrence, assistance, or safety evaluation input, the NRR
staff should provide a Technical Assignment Control (TAC) number for tracking
and billing purposes.

5. RESPONSIBILITIES AND AUTHORITIES

5.1 RLEP Staff

RLEP will:

* Review and concur on plant-specific and generic EAs prepared by the
NRR staff for the activities listed above.

Prepare input for or originate EAs when appropriate (e.g., extended
power uprates).

* Review and provide guidance and support to the NRR staff participating
in the preparation of all EISs (draft, final,-and supplements).

Participate in environmental rulemaking activities. RLEP will ensure that
NRR is current with appropriate environmental legislation, statutes,
regulations, and guidance, and will participate in Federal
Government-wide meetings. RLEP will provide guidance to the NRR
staff regarding the implementation of other applicable environmental
statutes.
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• .Review new and emerging environmental issues and provide support to
the NRR staff in resolving environmental issues.

Review environmental documents submitted by other Federal and State
agencies, when appropriate.

• Review recovery plans for endangered species and prepare or direct the
• preparation of biological assessments (BAs) as required by the ESA.

, .Coordinate environmental issues with other NRC Headquarters and

Regional offices and Federal, State, and Tribal agencies.

* ,Maintain and update this office instruction.

5.2 All NRRStaff ...

Individual NRR staff members are responsible for implementing the procedural
requirements of this office instruction; the staff should consult with RLEP when
reviewing environmental issues or safety issues that require an environmental
assessment.

5.2.1 NRR Responsibilities under NEPA: EAs and EISs

As previously discussed under "Basic Requirements," EAs must be
prepared for certain licensing and rulemaking activities. Although most
environmental reviews performed by NRC result in EAs, it is important to

- understand the distinction between an EA and an EIS, and when an EA
or an EIS is used. ,

The process used to determine whether an action will significantly impact
the environment is the development of an EA. If the review documented

- in an EA demonstrates that the proposed action will not have a significant
impact on the environment, a finding of no significant impact (FONSI) is
made in the conclusion.of.the EA and no EIS need be prepared. If, on
the other. hand, the environmental review in the EA reveals that the

. proposed action will; or has the potential to, significantly affect the
environment, then the EA must conclude that a more detailed review of
the environmental effects (i.e., an EIS) should be prepared. NEPA

- requires that a detailed statement of the environmental impact of the
proposed action and alternatives be prepared for "major Federal actions
significantly affecting ithe quality of the human environment." This

S-detailed statement takes the form of-an EIS.'2 In general, an EIS contains
much! more detail about the specific environmental impacts of the
proposed action and alternatives than an EA;, and requires extensive
public participation, public comment, and coordination with other
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agencies. Normally, project managers (PMs) prepare EAs; should an
EIS need to be prepared, RLEP will assign an environmental Project
Manager (EPM) who will be responsible for coordinating the preparation -
of the EIS with the PM.

Licensing Actions: Upon receipt of a proposed action, the PM should
determine whether an environmental review is needed and, if so, the type

• of review that should be prepared. If the proposed action is unique or
involves unusual circumstances, then the PM should consult with the
RLEP staff before initiating the environmental review. Additionally, as

* mentioned previously in this office instruction, 10 CFR 51.22 identifies
categories of actions that are excluded from environmental reviews
because the NRC has determined that these actions do not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on the human environment. If the
PM, in consultation with OGC, determines that the proposed action is not
within one of the excluded categories, then the PM should prepare the
EA in accordance with the requirements in 10 CFR 51.30. If the EA
concludes that the proposed action will result in significant environmental
impacts, then the PM should contact RLEP, and an EIS will be prepared.
Section 51.30 requires that an EA:

(1) identify the proposed action,

(2) briefly discuss the need for the proposed action,

(3) briefly discuss the alternatives to the proposed action,

(4)• describe the environmental impacts of the proposed action and
alternatives, and

(5) list agencies and persons consulted and identify sources used.

EAs should not duplicate the safety details of the review; only the
environmental impacts of the proposed action should be considered. An
EA should include a FONSI if the -EA supports a conclusion that the
proposed action will not have a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. If such a finding cannot be made, then an EIS will
have to be prepared.

.The preparation of the EIS by RLEP will be coordinated with the PM.
Appendix B of this office instruction provides a flow chart outlining the
process and detailed guidance for each step in the preparation of an EA.
Appendix C contains a sample (template) of the appropriate form and
content of an EA for licensing actions. The sample is intended to be
used as guidance and is not a substitute for an objective consideration of
the impacts. PMs must independently determine whether any template
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statements used are correctly applied to the specific action being
reviewed. The templates are to ensure stability and predictability
whenever appropriate. - . -

Rulemaking Activities: When an EA is written in support of rulemaking
..activities that affect NRR regulatory practices, the initiating office, if other
than NRR, may.implement additional procedures. Detailed guidance is
provided in the NRC Regulations Handbook, NUREG/BR-0053. If the EA
is not included in the preamble to the proposed rule or final rule (i.e., if
-the EA is presented in a separate document),.then the form and content
of the sample (template) EA for. rulemaking referenced in Appendix C is.
appropriate.: If the EA review is documented in the preamble for a final or
proposed rule, guidance and language in the NRC Regulations
Handbook should be followed. The guidance states that the text of the
environmental assessment should be considered for paragraphs entitled
."Finding of No Significant Environmental Impact: Environmental
.Assessment." The environmental impacts of the proposed action and the
alternative actions should.be discussed. Appendix C contains template

-language that can be considered-for this situation..-

_- . In general, after the Federal Register notice (FRN) for the proposed rule

-. , is signed by the Secretary.to the Commission or the Executive Director
for Operations (EDO), and, before the FRN is published, a cover letter
with a copy of the draft EA and the FRN should be sent to the State
Liaison Officer requesting comments'from State organizations. As with
an EA for a licensing action, the consultation must be documented in a

'... brief summary in the EA, and must address the comments and staff
response. A sample letter is included inNUREG/BR-0053.

5.2.2 NRR. Responsibilities Regarding Environmental Justice

In February 1994, the President issued an Executive Order mandating

. that Federal agencies make "environmental justice" part of each agency's

mission by.addressing disproportionately high and adverse human health
..or environmental effects of.Federal:programs, policies, and activities on
minority populations and on low-income populations. The Council on

. Environmental Quality developed guidelines on how to integrate
envirornmental justice into the NEPA process..T.."he guidelines are
containedin the document "Environmental Justice Guidance Under the

S. National Erivironmental Policy Act," December.10, 1997. On November
5, 2003 (68 FR 62642) the Commission published for comment a draft
policy statement on the treatment of environmental justice matters in
NRC regulatory and licensing actions.: NRR has developed a
corresponding'procedure (Appendix D) for incorporating environmental

.. -- justice into the licensing processwhich is consistent with the draft policy
. • , . . statement.; - .
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Environmental justice reviews will be performed for all actions requiring
preparation of an EIS (or a supplement thereto). An environmental
justice review is not usually required for an EA in which a FONSI is made.
In most cases, when a FONSI-is realched, the staff.can conclude that

. there are no disproportionately high'and adverse human health or
environmental effects associated with the proposed action. However,
special circumstances may•warrant an environmental justice review for an
EA in which a FONSI is made; These cases may include regulatory
actions that involve a significant site modification with an identifiable
impact on the environment or that have substantial public interest. In
these circunistances, the staff will inform NRR senior management and a
decision will be made on a case-by-case basis as to whether the
circumstances warrant an environmental justice review for an EA. If
there is a clear potential for significant offsite impacts from the proposed
action to minority and low-income communities, then an appropriate
environmental justice review might be needed to provide a basis for
concluding that there are no unique impacts that would be significant. If
.the impacts are significant because of the uniqueness of the
communities, then a FONSI may not be possible and mitigation or an EIS
should be considered;.' Appendix D provides a more detailed explanation
of environmental justice and a flow chart for conducting environmental
*justice reviews..

5.2.3 NRR Responsibilities under CZMA

The CZMA was promulgated to -encourage and assist States and
territories in developing management programs that preserve, protect,
develop, and, where possible, restore the resources of the coastal zone.
A "coastal zone" is generally described as the coastal waters and the
adjacent shore lands strongly influenced by each other. This includes
islands, transitional and intertidal areas, salt marshes, wetlands,

. beaches, and Great Lakes waters. Activities of Federal agencies that are
reasonably likely to affect coastal zones shall be consistent with the
approved coastal management program (CMP) of the State or territory to
the maximum extent practical. The CZMA provisions apply to all Federal
licenses and actions -requiring Federal approval (new plant licenses,

-.license renewals, materials licenses, and major amendments to existing
licenses) that affect the coastal zone in a' State or. territory with a
Federally approved CMP. Appendix E of this office instruction lists those
States and territories with Federally approved CMPs.

PMs should determine•Whether the State or territory has an approved
CMP and whether their licensee is within the boundary of the CMP
because it will influence the schedule for completing certain licensing
actions. If the plant is located within the CMP boundary, the PM should
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consult with RLEP. Within the CMP, predetermined activities are listed
that may affect the-coastal zone. When the.PM determines that a
proposed licensing activity may affect coastal uses or. resources, the PM
should inform the licensee of the need to contact the government of the
State or territory and to comply with the provisions of the CZMA.

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) regulations
also specifically require. consistency certification for license renewal
applications and major amendments that will affect any coastal use or
resource. Regulations.implementing the Federal consistency provisions

.of the CZMA have been promulgated by NOAA at 15 CFR Part 930.
• Amendments to NOAA's federal consistency certification (65 FR 77124)

define major amendments as activities involving a change that affects
any coastal use or resource in a way that is substantially different than
the description or understanding of the effects at the time of the original
activity. Applicants for Federal licenses that are likely to affect a State's
coastal zone must submit to the State and Federal licensing agency a
certification that the proposed activity is consistent with the State's CMP.
Appendix E contains a draft model certification for license amendment
applicants, however, some States require use of a state-specific form for
consistency certification. If a Federal agency receives an application for
an activity that has been pre-listed in a State's CMP, that agency has an
obligation to withhold approval until the State has concurred or the
Secretary of Commerce overrides any State objection. If an applicant
seeks a license or license amendment potentially affecting the coastal
zone for an activity that is not listed in the State's CMP, the State has the
responsibility to inform the Federal agency and the applicant within 30
days of being notified of the activity that the activity requires State review.
Otherwise, the State waives its right to review the unlisted activity.

In general, the only NRC licensing actions requiring a consistency
certification are (1) new plant construction permit and operating license
applications, and (2) license renewal applications. However, the Act
provides States with the right to request a consistency certification for any
unlisted activity affecting any coastal use or resource. Potentially
affected States have 30 days from the notice of the proposed action in
the Federal Register to notify the NRC and applicant of the need for a
consistency review. The followingguidance is provided regarding
operating reactor PMs' responsibilities under the CZMA consistency
certification requirements.-

(1):: PMs should determine whether their assigned facility is located in
a State's coastal zone or is located such that changes in the
facility could reasonably be expected to affect any coastal use or
resource of any coastal zone (e.g, any coastal zone is within a
reasonable downstream distance from a facility sited on a river).
A list of State coastal management program summaries, with links
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to the individual programs, is available at
http:llwww.ocrm.nos. noaa.qov/czm/czmsitelist. html.

For plants located in a coastal zone or located such that activities
could reasonably be expected to affect any coastal use or
resource of any coastal zone, identify listed activities requiring a
consistency certification (typically, new plant licenses and license

* renewals are the only listed activities).

(2) Upon receipt of an application for a listed activity, ensure the
licensee has provided a consistency certification. Approval of the
requested action should be withheld until the State has concurred
with the licensee's consistency determination, or the Secretary of
Commerce has overridden any State objection.

Note: -For new plant licenses and license renewals, RLEP will be
* responsibJe for review of the action and will ensure consistency
certification, as required..

(3) Upon receipt of an application for an unlisted activity, make a
determination as to whether coastal effects are reasonably
foreseeable due to the requested action (e.g., significant change
in effluents, construction of shoreline structures, etc). Consult
with RLEP as needed.

a. For routine licensing actions where'coastal effects may be
reasonably foreseeable, NRC approval should be withheld

* for 30 days from the date of issuance of the FR notice to
allow the State to notify the NRC that a consistency review
is required. If the State has not notified the NRC within 30
days that review is necessary, the State waives its right to
conduct a review and the action may be approved.

b.. . For exigent or emergency actions where coastal effects
may be reasonably foreseeable, the PM should consult

.*with RLEP and, if determined to be necessary, should
contact the cognizant State agency to ensure timely State
determination of the need for consistency review.

c. In either of the above cases, upon notification that
consistency review is required, approval of the requested
action may be withheld until the State has concurred with
the licensee's consistency determination, or the Secretary
of Commerce has overridden any State objection.
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-- 5.2.4 NRR Responsibilities under ESA

The ESA was promulgated to ensure protection of endangered or
threatened species and critical habitats. Section 7 of the ESA imposes
two basic requirements on Federal agencies. First, Section 7 requires
each Federal agency to ensure that any. action authorized, funded, or
carried out by an agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued

• existence of any endangered species or threatened species, or result in
the destruction or impairment of any critical habitat for such species.
"Action" has been interpreted broadly and comprises licensing,
rulemaking, and lesser regulatory actions that could jeopardize an

- endangered species. A Federal agency should act, if possible (where it
has the legal authority), to prevent endangered species and their habitats
from being threatened or destroyed..

Second,% Section 7 requires that Federal agencies fulfill the requirements
of the ESA in consultation with, and with the assistance of, the Secretary

.. of the Interior (for freshwater and terrestrial species through the Fish and
Wildlife Service [FWS]) or the Secretary of Commerce (for oceanic and
coastal matters through the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration Fisheries [NOAA Fisheries], formerly National Marine
' Fisheries Service). -If the Federal agency fails to consult with FWS or
NOAA Fisheries, and the action by the agency or its licensee results in
the "taking" (harassment, harm, pursuit, hunting, shooting, wounding,
killing, trapping, capture, collection, or attempt to engage in such
activities) of an endangered species or the impairment or destruction of a
critical habitat; then the Federal agency (here, the NRC) would be in

... violation of the ESA. NRR PMs are expected to remain vigilant regarding
operational activities that may have an adverse impact on listed species

• * : . or. critical habitats; should takings approach limits in incidental take
statements or new takings where take statements do not exist be
reported to the NRCi then the NRR PM should-contact RLEP at the
earliest opportunity.:. RLEP will initiate consultation early in the review

• . process for activities requiring preparation of an EIS. When an activity
requires preparation of an EIS, RLEP will request a list of threatened or
endangered species from FWS or NOAA Fisheries early in the review

S .,process for the site area and surroundings associated with the proposed
action. -

Under Section 7 of the ESA, four consultation processes can be used
and are discussed briefly-below: The two main types of consultation are
informal and formal; early consultation and conference are related

-.processes.

Early Consultation: The applicant (licensee) can request that the Federal
agency enter into early consultation with FWS or NOAA Fisheries. This
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may be done if the applicant believes one or more listed species or
critical habitats may be affected by the proposed action. Early
consultation occurs prior to an applicant filing an application. The agency
initiates early consultation in writing. The process followed is the same
as the one discussed under "Formal Consultation"; however, a
preliminary biological opinion (BO) is issued. A preliminary BO does not
constitute the authority to "take" listed species. The action agency may
request confirmation of a preliminary BO as a final BO after the licensee
submits an application.

Conference: The conference process is designed to be used at an early
planning stage, and is used to discuss effects on proposed species or
habitat. Formal -and informal consultations are used to discuss effects on
listed species or habitat. Conference involves informal discussions
between a Federal agency and FWS or NOAA Fisheries regarding the
impact of a proposed action on proposed species or proposed critical
habitat and recommendations to minimize or avoid harm (mitigation). A
conference is required when the proposed action is likely to jeopardize
the continued existence of a proposed species or proposed critical
habitat...

Informal Consultation: Most consultations with FWS or NOAA Fisheries
are informal consultations. Informal consultation is a process of
discussion between FWS or NOAA Fisheries and the Federal agency that
may result in formal consultation. A Federal agency may also elect to
proceed directly to formal consultation. A biological assessment (BA)
may be prepared as part of the informal consultation process. A BA is
prepared when a major activity takes place that may affect listed species
or critical habitats. The Federal agency requests a list from FWS or
NOAA Fisheries of endangered or threatened species and critical
habitats or. sends FWS or NOAA Fisheries a list of species and habitats
that are being reviewed in the BA. Within 30 days of the request, FWS or
NOAA Fisheries provides an initial response (provides a list or concurs on
the list that was prepared by the Federal agency). If no species or critical
habitats are affected, then no further action is required. If only proposed
species or habitats (not yet listed as an endangered or threatened
species or critical habitat) are involved, then the Federal agency must
confer with FWS or NOAA Fisheries, but a BA is not required to be
submitted to FWS or NOAA Fisheries. If listed species or critical habitats
are involved, then the Federal agency must begin the BA within 90 days
of the initial FWS or NOAA Fisheries response. !(Although the NRC may.
coordinate the preparation of the BA with others (e.g., applicant, licensee,
contractor) all correspondence with FWS or NOAA Fisheries should be
transmitted by the NRC and the NRC is ultimately responsible for
assuring the reliability of the information presented.) The BA may include
the findings of onsite inspections, opinions of recognized experts, results
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of an information review, an analysis of the proposed actions, and
alternatives. The BA must be submitted to FWS or NOAA Fisheries
within 180 days oftheir initial response. If the BA concludes that the
action is not likely.to jeopardize the listed species or critical habitat and
FWS or NOAA Fisheries concurs, no further consultation is required. If
the BA concludes that the action affects listed, species or critical habitat,
-then the Federal agency may initially request an informal consultation to
determine whether the action can be modified so that the species or
critical habitats are not adversely affected. Otherwise, formal
consultation is required •...- ;

Formal Consultation: Formal consultation is a process between FWS or
NOAA Fisheries:and the Federal agency that takes place after the BA
has been prepared determining that the action affects or may affect listed
species or critical habitats. Appendix F of this instruction contains a flow
chart illustrating the formal ESA consultation process. The Federal
agency sends a written request for formal consultation to FWS or NOAA.
Fisheries. The written request for consultation must be accompanied by
a BA containing a description of the action, a description of the area, a
description of the listed species, the effectsof the action, an analysis of

, •the cumulative effects, and a review of reports and other information.
* •Within.90 days of formal consultation initiation, FWS or NOAA Fisheries

is expected to issue a BO.. The BO contains a summary of the action, the
-effects, an opinion on whether the species is in jeopardy as a result of the
action, alternatives, incidental "take" provisions, and any proposed
conservation measures. After the consultation is complete, the Federal

. agency must determine whether.it has taken all necessary actions.
% Although the.Federal agency is not legally bound to comply with FWS or

NOAA Fisheries opinions and can adopt measures that differ from the
recommendations, the courts give substantial weight to FWS or NOAA

- -Fisheries opinions...The NRC then provides the BO, including the
incidental."take" provisions and conservation measures, to the applicant
or licensee for: implementation.. -

5.2.5 -NRR Responsibilities under NHPA

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) was promulgated in 1966
and amended in 1992 and 2000 to coordinate and support public and

j private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect significant historic and
archaeological resources.. $ection,,106 of the NHPA directs Federal

* .• agencies to consider-the.effects of their undertakings on historic
;. .properties..: The Act allows the.Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

(ACHP) an opportunity to review and comment on any Federal agency
..action that mightharm historic property. Appendix G is a flow chart
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illustrating the Section 106 process. "Undertakings" denotes a broad
range 6f Federal activities, including the issuance of NRC licenses and
peimits. "Historic property" is any property. listed in or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (National Register).

The NHPA statute also provides provisions for review of historic
properties in conjunction with a NEPA review (36 CFR 800.8). In 36 CFR
800.8, "Coordination with the National Environmental Policy Act", the
NHPA consultation can be achieved in conjunction with the NEPA
process to demonstrate Section 106 compliance. RLEP will use the
NEPA process to fulfill the requirements of the NHPA when preparing an
EIS. Under 36 CFR 800.8, an agency can use the NEPA process to
comply with Section 106 as an alternative to the procedures set forth in
36 CFR 800.3 through 36 CFR 800.6. -This allows an agency to

,* "streamline" its'overall'environmental and Section 106 review process.
The key to using the NEPA process to comply with Section 106 of the
NHPA is early coordination.
The Agency must do the following:

. (1)" Early coordination.. Coordinate section •106 compliance through
NEPA. Agencies should plan their section 106 responsibilities as
early as possible in the NEPA process, and plan public
participation, analysis, and review requirements of both statutes.
The Agency must also determine whether the undertaking is a
major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the

human environment.". -if the Agency determines that the
undertaking is a* "major Federal action significantly affecting the
qualityof the human environment", then:NEPA requires the
preparation of an EIS.

(2) Consulting party roles. Identify the appropriate State Historic
:Preservation Office (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Office
(THPO), Indian tribes,' Native Hawaiian organizations, local
governments, preservation organizations, and individuals who
may be corcerned with the possible effects of the proposed
undertaking on historic properties in a manner consistent with

* Section 800.3(f) •

(3) Inclusion of historic preservation issues. Identify historic
properties and assess effects on them in a manner consistent with
Section 800.4 through'800.5, but thescope and timing of

., identification and effect determination may be "phased to reflect
the Agency Official's consideration of project alternatives in the
NEPA process" and the effort of the Agency shall be
"commensurate with the assessment of other environmental
factors."



NRR.Office Instruction LIC-203, Revision 1 Page 14of :17
May 24, 2004

.(4) C•oordination. Coordinate with the SHPO/THPO, Indian tribes,
Native Hawaiian organizations, and other parties during NEPA
scoping, analysis, ar)d documentation. Ascommensurate with the
Agency's NEPA process, the publicmust be invited to participate.

(5) -Development of an EIS. Develop alternatives and mitigation
measures in consultation with other stakeholders, and describe
-these measures in its EIS.

- Therefore, when using the NEPA process to comply with Section 106 of
the NHPA, the Agency must perform the substantive steps that the
Section 106 regulations call for, but the Agency does not have to follow
precisely the same procedures it would if it were following the standard

* Section 106 review. The:Agency has the flexibility to accomplish its
assessment in "phases," and the level of effort it puts forth will be similar
to.that forother kinds of environmental resources.

•Section 800.8(c)(2) requires that an EIS be reviewed by the SHPO/THPO
and other;consulting parties; Since the product of NRC's NEPA analysis

* is an EIS;.NRC must notify the ACHP by letter of the proposed
undertaking and submit the EIS (both draftand final) to the ACHP. If any
of these parties objects within the comment period, the Agency will refer
the matter to the ACHP, which has thirtydays to review the objection. If
comment is not received within the thirty day period, then the Agency can
complete its NEPA review and make its decision (record of decision
[ROD] and in the NRC's case, issue the licensing action) without further
Section 106 review. Section 800.4(c)(4) also requires the Agency .to
specify within its ROD the measures that it will take to mitigate adverse
effects on historic properties.

5.2.6 NRR Responsibilities under FWCA

The FWCA was promulgated in 1934 to ensure that water resource
development projects (e.g., impounding, damming, diverting, flood
control, hydroelectric power) do not conflict with the conservation of fish
and wildlife resources. Conversely, water resource development projects
can be designed to enhance the quality and enjoyment of fish and wildlife
resources if such goals are incorporated into the project plans.

The FWCA requires that a Federal agency consult with the Department
of the Interior, through FWS, when any body of water is proposed or
authorized to be modified for any reason. Types of modification include
impounding a body of water, damming, diverting a stream or river,
deepening a channel, irrigation, or altering a body of water for navigation
or drainage. The FWCA also requires that provisions must be made for
the conservation of wildlife and its habitat upon modification of any body
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of water. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized under the FWCA to
-investigate water resource development projects to determine effects on
wildlife. The Secretary of the Interior will conduct investigations through
FWS or the U.S. Bureau of Mines. These agencies are authorized to
investigate to determine the effects of polluting substances (sewage,
wastes, erosion silt) from water-resource development projects on
wildlife,-and report to Congress with recommendations to alleviate
negative effects. The Secretary of the Interior is also authorized to
consult with Federal agencies regarding protection and stocking of
wildlife, minimizing loss of wildlife and its habitat through disease,
minimizing effects of overabundant species, and providing public hunting
and fishing areas.

PMs should determine whether the licensee is planning any water
resource development projects, including any of the modifications
mentioned above. If any type of modification is occurring, the PM should
ensure that measures are in place for the conservation of wildlife and its

• habitat. Such activities at regulated facilities will likely result in an
environmental review under NEPA' Consequently, the requirements of
the FWCA are satisfied through NRC's compliance with NEPA, and
separate consultation with FWS is not required.

6. PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Not applicable

7. PRIMARY CONTACT

Stacey F. Imboden
NRR/RLEP
301-415-2462
sxf('nrc.gov

8. RESPONSIBLE ORGANIZATION

* NRRJDRIP/RLEP

9. EFFECTIVE DATE

May 24, 2004

yJ



NRR Office Instruction LIC-203, Revision 1 Page 16 of 17
May 24, 2004

10. REFERENCES

10 CFR Part 50, "Domestic Licensing and Production and Utilization Facilities"

10 CFR Part 51, "Environmental Protection Regulations for Domestic Licensing
and Related Regulatory Functions"

10 CFR 51.22, "Criterion for categorical exclusion; identification of licensing and
regulatory actions eligible for categorical exclusion or otherwise not requiring
environmental review."

10 CFR 51.30, "Environmental assessment."

10 CFR Part 170, "Fees for Facilities, Materials, Import and Export Licenses, and
Other Regulatory Services Under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as Amended"

59 FR 7629-7633. 1994. Executive Order 12898, "Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations." Washington,

;. D.C ..:• ..

. 68 FR 62642. 2003.:'Policy Statement on the Treatment of Environmental

Justice Matters in NRC Regulatory and Licensing Actions. Washington;' D.C.

Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 42USC 2011 et seq;'

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, 16 USC 1451 et seq.

Council on Environmental Quality. 1997. "Environmental Justice: Guidance
Under the National Environmental Policy Act." Council on Environmental Quality,
Executive Office of the President, Washington, D.C.

Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, 16 USC 1531 et seq.

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1934, as amended, 16 USC 661 et seq.

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, 42 USC 4321 et seq.

* National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 16 USC 470 et seq.

National Ocean and Atmospheric Administration, 2003. State and Territory
Coastal Management Program Summaries.
<http://www.ocrm.nos.noaa.-ov/czm/czmsitelist.html> (accessed April 25, 2003).

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Digest of Federal Resource Laws of Interest to
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.
<http://laws.fws.gov/lawsdicest/fwcoord.html> (accessed April 30, 2003).



NRR Office Instruction LIC-203, Revision 1 Page 17 of 17

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service, 1998.
Endangered Species Consultation Handbook: Procedures for Conducting
Consultation and Conference Activities Under Section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act. -

• U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 1996. Generic Environmental Impact
Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear-Plants. NUREG-1437, Volumes I
and 2, Washington, D.C.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 2001. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission Regulations Handbook. NUREG/BR-0053, Revision 5,
Washington, D.C.

* U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 2003. "Delegation of Signature Authority",
Office Instruction ADM-200. Washington, D.C.

Appendices:

Appendix A: Change History

Appendix B: Environmental Assessment Guidance and Procedural Flow Chart

Appendix C: Format and Content of an Environmental Assessment for a Licensing
Action and Rulemaking y)
Appendix D: Environmental Justice Guidance and Flow Chart

Appendix E: -List of States with Federally approved Costal Management Programs,
Examples of Consistency Certification, and Coastal Zone Management Act Flow Chart

Appendix F: Endangered Species Act Consultation Flow Charts

Appendix G: National Historic Preservation Act Flow Chart



Appendix A - Change History

Office Instruction LIC-203,j
"Procedural Guidance for Preparing Environmental Assessments and

Cbnsiderinig Environmental issu'es'". .

LIC-203 Change History - Page 1 of I

Date Description of Changes Method Used to Training
: ., ~Announce &: ... , . .,

Distribute I
. .. ._ _ _

06/21/2001 This Ot is a conversion of OL-906.. -(I) E-mail to all staff E-mail
Changes to the guidance include (2) Copies to SES announcement
minor clarifications offered by the and licensing- with
NRR staff. No significant policy or assistants recommended
procedural changes have been self-study
made to'the guidance document

05/24/2004 This is a7 revision of NRR Office E-mail to all staff . .. Email .
Instruction LIC-203. Changes to the announcement
guidance include the clarification of with
NRR Responsibilities under, the Fish_ ., recommended,
and Wildlife'Coordination Act.' "there self-stu . .dy
is a policy change in fulfilling NRR
responsibilities under the National
Historic Preservation Act. The
Commission is presen!ly formulating .. .

its policy statement on environmental . . ...jýýfib ~tt6rs-When fin'alized,"' .

appropriate: modificatio ns t6.this01*
will be considered. Otherthan ..... . ... . ,. ..

these, no significant p6licy or .;. .
procedural changes have been
made to the guidance document.

• • • . .. ....., " .: . " ' .. ' " " ., ' " .. " " ". • - " "



Appendix B.- Environmental Assessment Guidance
and Procedural Flow Chart

This guidance is intended to provide assistance in developing an environmental assessment
(EA). It outlines specific sections in an EA and provides insight on the content that should be in
each of those sections. They are:

* identification of the proposed action,

0 the need for the proposed action,

. the environmental impacts of the proposed action,

* the environmental impacts of alternatives to the proposed action,

* the alternative use of resources,:and

• agencies and persons consulted.

The specific sections of the EA are differentiated below by the underscore. Figure 1, a
procedural flow chart, also follows.

Identification of the Proposed Action

This sectioH should briefly describe the action proposed and reference the pertinent licensee
application.'

The Need for the Proposed Action

Section 51.30(a)(1)(i) of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations requires that an EA shall
contain a brief discussion of the need for the proposed action. When writing this portion of the
EA, the person preparing the EA should discuss the applicant's motivation for submitting the
application to the'NRC. For example, does the requested exemption or amendment provide
some benefit to the applicant if granted? How would the applicant be affected if the application
was not approved?

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action

The environmental impacts of the proposed action must be evaluated by the Commission in
accordance with 10 CFR 51.30(a)(1)(iii). The person writing the EA should describe how the
environmental resource (e.g., land or water) is used, how the resource would be affected by a
change in (or addition of) a plant component (e.g., the construction of a building) or a change in
the operation of the plant (the amount of water taken in by the plant), and the significance of the



relationship between the environmental resource and the change. For example,air (the
environmental resource) would be affected by a release of radioactive chemicals from plant
effluents (the plant component) and the significance of the release would depend on the types
and amounts of the emission. Is the emission for the contaminant above the regulatory limits or
is it a small fraction of the regulatory limits? These are the relationships that should be
described. The-section should include an evaluation of radiological and non-radiological
impacts. The impacts section should also certify.that the proposed action will not significantly
increase the probability of accidents or.entail an NRC undertaking involving historic sites.
Additionally, if the proposed action (typically a change in a plant component or a change in
plant operation) does not affect any environmental resources, explain that in this section.

Environmental Impacts of the Alternatives to the Proposed Action

Sections 51 .30(a)(1)(ii) and (iii) require that an EA include alternatives to the proposed action
and the environmental impact of the alternatives.- NEPA requires NRC to consider alternatives
in the preparation of all EAs whenever the following two conditions are present: (1) there is
some identifiable environmental impact from the proposed action and (2) there is an unresolved
conflict of available resources. The fact that the EA involves a finding of no significant impact
(FONSI) does not-automatically exempt the person preparing the EA from considering
alternatives. As long as there is some identifiable impact on the environment from the
proposed action, the person preparing the EA should consider alternatives. At a minimum, all
EAs must include the no-action alternative..

For those actions involving a small impact, it is reasonable to consider a limited range
of alternatives. In fact, in several decisions, the courts have stressed that the range of
alternatives an agency must consider in an EA decreases as the environmental impact of the
proposed action becomes less and less substantial. .

A non-significant impact does not equate to no impact. Therefore, if an even less harmful
alternative is feasible, then it ought to be considered. If the environmental impact of a proposed
action is zero, there is no need to consider alternatives because there is no use of natural
resources associated with the action. In those cases involving no environmental impact at all, it
is reasonable to limit the discussion of alternatives to consideration of the no-action alternative.
If the "no-action" alternative is the only alternative examined, the alternatives section may
contain the following: - - • , . .- .. I ..

"As an alternative to the proposed action, the staff considered denial of the proposed
action (i.e,, the,"no-action'alternative").- Denial of the proposed action would result in no
change in current environmental impacts. The environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are similar.'"'..

Alternative Use of Resources

In accordance with Section 102(2)(E) of NEPA, agencies must consider alternative courses of
action if the proposed action involves an unresolved conflict on how available resources, such
as water, land, or other physical materials, will be used under the proposed action. This
consideration will take place when the objective of the proposed action can be achieved in one
of two or more ways that will have differing impacts on the environment even if a FONSI has
been made.
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Agencies and Persons Consulted

Section 51.30(a)(2) requires the EA to list Federal and State agencies and persons consulted
and to identify the sources used. The person preparing the EA must consult with the affected
State before the EA is issued and must solicit comments on the environmental impact of the
proposed action and any other comments the State may have. Additionally, the person
preparing the EA' is responsible for ensuring that other appropriate agencies are contacted if an
action may involve some impact on the natural or physical environment. The consultation must
be documented in a brief summary in the EA and should contain (1) the name of the agency or
person contacted (consulted with), (2) the date and purpose of the consultation, (3) a brief
summary of the views or comments expressed and the staff's resolution, and (4) references to
publicly available documents containing additional information, as applicable.

The person preparing the EA should briefly describe why the consultation was initiated. For
example, if the National Marine Fisheries Service was contacted on July 25, 1995, to discuss a
specific issue involving short-nosed sturgeon, the summary could make the following statement:

"The National Marine Fisheries Service was contacted on July 25, 1995, to discuss
the, evaluation of the ability of short-nosed sturgeon to avoid capture after the proposed
modification of the river water intake."

If the consultation was made to meet strictly a programmatic requirement and not a specific
issue, the consultation with the State could be summarized as follows:

"In accordance with its stated policy, on [insert date], the staff consulted with the
[insert name of State] State official, [insert name of official] of the [insert name of
agency], regarding the environmental impact of the proposed action. The State official
had [choose one - comments or no comments]."

If comments are received from the State or agency, the comments should be summarized in
the EA. Minor comments could be characterized as "general agreement" or "no objection" by
the State or agency. More extensive comments require the person preparing the EA to
summarize the details of the issues and the resolution of the comments in the EA or to place
them in a separate document and reference them in the EA: Resolution of the comments
should be placed in the NRC Public Document Room .(PDR) to ensure public access.

Before issuing an EA supporting an exemption to the regulations, the person preparing the EA
should contact the State government to solicit comments on the environmental impact of the
proposed action. Although notifying the State is not required by 10 CFR 50.91, it is required by
NEPA. This requirement may be met by sending a-copy of the incoming exemption request to
the State. If the State has a comment, the person preparing the EA should resolve and
document the comments in the EA, as previously discussed.
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Appendix C - Format and Content of an Environmental Assessment
for a Licensing Action and Rulemaking

Format and Content of an Environmental Assessment and Cover Letter
for a Licensing Action

(Addressee)

SUBJECT: PLANT NAME - (TAC NOS. MXXXX and MXXXXX)

Dear:

Enclosed is a copy of the Environmental Assessment and Finding of No0Significant Impact
related to your application for [amendment/exemption] dated __, as supplemented on __

The proposed [amendmentlexemption] would

The assessment is being forwarded to the Office of the Federal Register for publication.

Sincerely,
[Signature Authority as Outlined in NRR Office Instruction ADM-
200, "Delegation of Signature Authority"]
Project Directorate
Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. and

Enclosure: Environmental Assessment

cc w/encl: See next page'

1[PREPARER: WHEN PROCESSING THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR
CONCURRENCE, ATTACH A NOTE TO-THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR THE
THE OGC MAILROOM THAT IDENTIFIES THE STANDARD REVIEW PLAN SECTION
NUMBER TO WHICH THE PROPOSED ACTION PERTAINS. THE OGC MEMBER THAT
REVIEWS THE SAFETY EVALUATION REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION SHOULD
ALSO REVIEW THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION.]



7590-01

UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

(LICENSEE)

(bDOCKET NOS.)

(PLANT NAME)

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FINDING OF

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) is considering issuance of an

[amendment to/ exemption from 10 CFR 50.- for] Facility Operating License Nos. and

-, issued to [insert name of licensee] (the licensee), for operation of the [facility name],

located in Therefore, as required by 10 CFR 51.21, the NRC is issuing this

environmental assessment and finding of no significant impact.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Identification of the Proposed Action:

The proposed action would [briefly describe what the amendment/exemption would do].

The proposed action is in accordance with the licensee's application dated _ ,as

supplemented by letter dated

The Need for the Proposed Action:

The proposed action [describe why amendment/exemption is needed].

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action:

The NRC has completed its safety evaluation of the proposed action and concludes

[give safety conclusion]. The details of the staffs safety evaluation will be provided in the

[license amendment or exemption] that will be issued as part of the letter to0the licensee

approving the [license amendment or exemption to the regulation].
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The proposed action will not significantly increase the probability or consequences of

accidents. No changes are being made in the types of effluents that may be released off site.-

There is no significant increase in the amount of any effluent released off site. There is no, 7

significant increase in occupational or public radiation exposure., Therefore; there are no

significant radiological environmental impacts associated with the proposed action.

With regard to potential non-radiological impacts, the proposed action does not have a

potential to affect any historic sites. .[PREPARER SHOULD DECIDEIF THE PROPOSED

ACTION IS A TYPE OF ACTION THAT HAS THE POTENTIAL TO AFFECT HISTORIC

PROPERTIES]. It does not affect non-radiological plant.effluents and has no other

environmental impact. Therefore, there are no significant non-radiological environmental

impacts associated with the proposed action. .

Accordingly, the NRC concludes that there are no significant environmental impacts

associated with the proposed action.-

Environmental Impacts of the Alternatives to the Proposed Action:

As an alternative to the proposed action,the staff consideredr denial of the proposed'

action (i.e.", the "no-action"p alternative). Denial of the application would result in no change in

current environmental impacts' [PREPARER PLEASE NOTE THAT ANY OTHER.: .

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED TO BE REASONABLE SHOULD BE EVALUATED AND

DISCUSSED.] The environmental impacts of the proposed action and the alternative action are

similar.

Alternative Use of Resources:

The action does not involve the use of any different resources than those previously
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considered in the Final Environmental Statement for the [insert name of facility], NUREG , Y_)

dated • [and the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (NUREG-1437

Supplement__) dated.__..

Agencies and Persons Consulted:

On [insert date], the-staff consulted with the [insert name of State] State official, [insert

name of official] of the [insert name of agency], regarding the environmental impact of.the

proposed action. The State official had no comments.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

On the basis of the environmental assessment, the NRC concludes that the proposed

action will not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment. Accordingly,

the NRC has determined not to prepare an environmental impact statement for the proposed

action.

For further details with respect to the proposed action, see the licensee's letter dated

-, as supplemented on . Documents may be examined, and/or copied for a fee, at the

NRC's Public Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike

(first floor), Rockville, Maryland. Publicly available records-will be accessible electronically from

the Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) Public Electronic,

Reading Room on the NRC Web site, http://www.nrc..qov/reading-rm/adams.html. Persons who
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do not have access to ADAMS or who encounter problems in accessing -the documents located

in ADAMS should contact the NRC PDR Reference staff at 1-800-397-4209, or 301-415-4737,

or send an e-mail to pdr(anrc..ov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this day of

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
[Signature Authority as Outlined in NRR*Office Instruction ADM-200,
"Delegation of Signature Authority"].
Project Dirkctoirate . .. - .

Division of Licensing Project Management
* " Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

.................. ...... -I
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Format and Content of an Environmental Assessment
for a Rulemaking"

UNITED STATES NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND FINDING OF

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT.

FOR [AN AMENDMENT TO 10 CFR PART XX / THE PROPOSITION OF A NEW RULE1

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) is evaluating the environmental

impacts of [an amendment to its regulations in 10 CFR Part _/a proposed new rule].

Therefore, as required. by 10 CFR 51.21, the NRC is performing this environmental assessment

review and documenting its finding of no significant impact.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Identification of the Proposed Action:

The proposed action would [DESCRIBE THEAMENDMENT TO THE RULE OR THE

NEW RULE].

The Need for the Proposed Action:

The proposed action is [DESCRIBE WHY THE AMENDMENT TO THE RULE OR NEW

RULE IS NEEDED].

'This is an example format and content of an environmental assessment for when the
rulemaking review is documented in a separate document apart from the preamble. The
provision of the NRC Regulatory Handbook should be followed when summarizing the findings
of the environmental assessment in the preamble. No formal cover letter is needed, as the
environmental assessment documented apart from the preamble is inserted into the rulemaking
package to the Commission. When the environmental assessment review is documented in the
text of the preamble, the NRC Regulatory Handbook should be followed, and the sample
language for the sections titled "Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action,"
"Environmental Impacts of the Alternatives to the Proposed Action, "and "Alternative Use of
Resources" can be used as guidance where the NRC Regulatory Handbook directs the authors
of the preamble to "insert the text of the environmental assessment."
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Environmental Impacts of the Proposed Action:

The NRC has completed -its evaluation of the proposed action and concludes that

[DISCUSS THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. IF IT IS LOGICAL THAT THEREWOULD BE

NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION, STATE THAT LOGIC].

The proposed action will not significantly increase the probability or consequences of

accidents. No changes are being made in the types or quantities of radiological effluents that

may be released. There is no significant increase in occupational or public radiation exposure.

Therefore, there are no significant radiological environmental impacts associated with the

proposed action.

With regard to potential non-radiological impacts, the proposed action does not have a

potential to affect any historic sites [PREPARER SHOULD DECIDE IF THE PROPOSED

ACTION IS A TYPE OF ACTION THAT HAS THE POTENTIAL TO AFFECT HISTORIC

PROPERTIES]. No changes are being made in the type or quantities of non-radiological plant

effluents and there are no'changes in activities that would disrupt the environment. Therefore,

there are no significant non-radiological environmental impacts associated with the proposed

action. .

Accordingly, NRC concludes that there are no significant environmental impacts

associated with the proposed action.

Environmental Impacts of the Alternatives to the Proposed Action:

As an alternative to the proposed action, the staff considered denial of the proposed

action (i.e., the "no-action" alternative). Denial of the proposed action would result in no change

in the current environmental impacts. [PREPARER- IDENTIFY ANY ALTERNATIVES

OUTLINED IN THE REGULATORY ANALYSIS AND DOCUMENT THE ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACTS OF THOSE ALTERNATIVES. THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED IN THE EA
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SHOULD MATCH THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED IN THE REGULATORY ANALYSIS.]

The environmental impacts of the proposed action and the alternative action [(s)] are similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use of any'different resources than those previously

considered in the original rule dated ". [IF THE PROPOSED ACTION IS A NEW RULE,

LIST THE RESOURCES (I.E., LAND, WATER, OTHER PHYSICAL MATERIALS) THAT ARE

EXPECTED TO BE AFFECTED'BY THE NEW RULE AND STATE IF THERE ARE ANY

UNRESOLVED CONFLICTS OVER THE USE OF THOSE RESOURCES.]

Agencies and Persons Consulted:

The NRC has sent a copy of the [proposed/final] rule to every State Liaison Officer and

requested their comments on'the environmental assessment. [STATE WHETHER COMMENTS

WERE RECEIVED AND IF SO, WHAT THE COMMENTS WERE]

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

.... On the basis of the environmental assessment, the NRC concludes that the proposed

action will not have a significant effect on the quality of the human environment. Accordingly,

the NRC has determined not to prepare an environmental impact statement for the proposed

action.

For further details with respect to the proposed action, see the [proposed/final] rule

dated . Documents may be examined, and/or copied for a fee, at the NRC's Public

Document Room (PDR), located at One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville Pike (first floor),

Rockville, Maryland. Publicly available records will be accessible electronically from the

Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) Public Electronic Reading

Room on the NRC Web site, http://www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. Persons who do not
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have access to ADAMS or.who encounter problems in accessing the documents located in

ADAMS should contact the NRC PDR Reference staff at 1-800-397-4209, or 301-415-4737, or

send an e-mail to pdranrc..ov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, th•is - day of

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
[Signature Authority as Outlined in NRR Office Instruction ADM-200,
"Deleg'ation of Signature Authority"]
Policy and Rulemaking Program
Division of Regulatory Improvemeht Progr'ams
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulatioh
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Appendix D - Environmental Justice Guidance and Flow Chart

BACKGROUND

This procedure provides guidance to the Office of Nuclear Reactor Reg.ulation (NRR) staff on
conducting environmental justice (EJ) reviews for proposed actions requiring an environmental

impact statement, and in special cases an environmental assessment, as part of NRC's-
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This guidance does not create
any new NEPA-related requirements, as cbnsideration Of ervironmnental just ice is consistent
with the purposes and policies of NEPA. This guidance is intended to ensure that NRR is fully
discharging its existing NEPA responsibilities; Executive Order 12898, "Federal Actions to.
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations," 59 FR
7629 (1994), directs Federal agencies in the Executive Branchto "make achieving
environmental justice part of its mission by identifying anid addressing, as appropriate,
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs,
policies, and activities" on minority and low-income populations. Although an independent
agency, the NRC indicated its willingness to comply with the Executive Order.

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) developed guidelines to assist Federal agencies
with integration of EJ into the NEPA process. The guidelines are contained in CEQ's
December 10, 1997, document, "Environmental Justice Guidance Under the National
Environmental Policy Act." CEQ's guidance is not binding on NRC activities; however, much of
CEQ's guidance has been incorporated in this procedure. On November 5, 2003, the
Commission published for comment a draft policy statement on the treatment of environmental
justice matters in NRC regulatory and licensing actions. It is not finalized, but the following
guidance is consistent with the draft policy statement and previous practice.

SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE FOR NRR REVIEWS

Environmental justice reviews will be performed for all regulatory actions, including licensing
actions and rulemaking activities, requiring preparation of an environmental impact statement
(EIS). An EIS is required for licensing and regulatory actions that are major Federal actions
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment or actions that involve a matter
which the Commission has determined should be covered by an EIS. A list of types of actions
requiring an EIS is found in 10 CFR 51.20(b), and includes'issuance of a limited work
authorization or a permit to construct a nuclear power reactor and issuance or renewal of a full
power or design capacity license to operate a nuclear power reactor. It is important to note that
agency consideration of impacts on minority or low-income populations may lead to the
identification of disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects that
are significant and that otherwise could be overlooked.

For environmental assessments (EAs) with a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
determination, the staff concludes, as part of its analysis, that there will be no significant
environmental impacts as a result of the proposed action. The potential for environmental
justice impacts should be considered when preparing an EA to ensure that minority and
low-income populations are not significantly impacted by the proposed action. If significant
environmental impacts are identified, then a FONSI determination cannot be made. For most
licensing actions requiring an environmental assessment, there will be no potential for
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects to minority or
low-income populations and an environmental justice review will not be necessary. However,



under special circumstances, environmental justice reviews may be needed for actions in which
an EA is prepared if there is the potential that an analysis of environmental justice issues may
identify significant environmental impacts that would otherwise not be identified. If a potential
for environmental justice impacts is recognized either as a result of public interest in the
proposed action, knowledge about particular groups that may be effected, or the nature of the
impacts, then RLEP, the program responsible for environmental reviews, should be notified for
assistance. RLEP concurs on all EAs issued by NRR and will notify management if it appears
that an environmental justice review is warranted. NRR management will then make a decision.
on a case-by-case basis whether the circumstances are such that a minority or low-income
population may be affected and an environmental justice review should be performed for the
action. An environmental justice review is not required for those actions listed in 10 CFR 51.22
as being categorically excluded from environmental review.

GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Environmental justice issues encompass the usual broad range of impacts normally covered by
NEPA. The staff should be sensitive to the fact that environmental justice issues may arise at
any step of the NEPA process.

The staff should consider the composition of the affected area to determine whether minority or
low-income populations are present in the area and may be affected by the proposed action. If.
there are significant impacts from the proposed action, the staff.needs to determine whether
there may be disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects on
minority or low-income populations....

The staff should develop effective public participation strategies. The staff should acknowledge
and seek to overcome linguistic, cultural, institutional, geographic, and other barriers to
meaningful participation and should incorporate active outreach to affected groups.

The staff should strive for meaningful community representation in the process. The staff
should be aware of the diverse constituencies within any community-and should endeavor to
have complete representation of the community as a whole. The staff should be aware that
community participation .must occur as early as possible if it is to be meaningful.

The staff should seek Tribal agency representation in the process in a manner~that is consistent
with government-to-government relations.

The staff should consider relevant public health data and industry data concerning the -potential
for multiple or cumulative exposure to human health or environmental hazards in the affected
population and historical patterns of exposure to environmental hazards, to the extent such
information is reasonably available. .. .

The staff should recognize the interrelated cultural, social, occupational, historical, or economic
factors that may amplify the natural and physical environmental effects of the proposed agency
action. These factors should include the physical sensitivity of the community or population to
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particular impacts; the effect of any disruption on the community structure associated with the
proposed action; and the nature and degree of impact on the physical and social structure of
the community.

The review is forward looking and should focus on the action being taken. For example, if the.
action is a license amendment, only the activities covered by the amendment and not the
overall im'pact from the issuance of the original license should be reviewed even if an EJ review
was not performed for the original action.-.

UnderNEPA, the identification of a disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental effect on a minority or low-income population does not preclude a proposed
agency action from going forward, nor does it necessarily compel a conclusion that a proposed.
action, is environmentally unsatisfactory. Rather, the identification of such an effect should
heighten agency attention to. alternatives (including altern ative sites), mitigation strategies,
monitoring needs, and preferences expressed by the affected community or population.

PROCEDURES FOR LICENSING ACTIONS

The following guidance should be used when performing an environmental justice review. This
procedure may not address all situations that may occur. Project managers should consult with
RLEP whenever an environmental justice review is undertaken. See Figure 1 on page D-5 for
an environmental justice process flow chart.

1. Determine if the action requires an environmental justice review. Determine whether the
regulatory action will be supported by an EIS or by an EA. When the regulatory action
requires the preparation of an EIS, an EJ review must be conducted using the process
discussed in steps 2 through 5, below. When the regulatory action involves the siting or
licensing of new facilities,'or requires the evaluation of alternative sites, then
environmental justice information must be developed for each site.

Under most circumstances, no environmental justice review is required when an EA is
prepared. However, in special cases, the staff will conduct an environmental justice
analysis in preparing an EA. As discussed in the scope section above, such a
determination will be made on a case-by-case basis and only when there is a clear
potential that the consideration of specific demographic information may identify
significant impacts that would not otherwise be considered. In the event that an
environmental justice analysis is performed for an EA, the process outlined in steps 2
through 5, below, should be followed...:

2. Conduct a screening for minority and low-income groups and integrate environmental
justice into the scoping process. Early on in the process (before or at the beginning of
scoping), the staff should attempt to identify the location of any minority or low-income
groups in the area potentially affected by the proposed action, usually within a 50-mile
radius, using the procedures in the following subsection, "Identifying Minority and
Low-income Populations." If any potentially affected minority or low-income groups are
identified, then the staff should develop a strategy for effective public involvement in the
NRC's scoping process.
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3. Identifying minority and low-income populations,

The staff should use the following steps to assist with identification of minority and
low-income populations at the beginning of the review (before or at the beginning of
scoping). These steps can also be used to help determine whether there are any
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects, when a
potentially effected minority or low-income group is identified. In the latter case,
environmental impact areas will be defined for potentially significant environmental
impacts and the steps will be used to determine if there is a minority or low-income
population within the environmental impact area.

A. Determine geographic area for comparison

In determining whether a minority or low-income population exists, define the
geographic area to be used for the comparative analysis. The area used for the
comparative analysis is larger and encompasses the-entire area of potential
impact from the proposed action or all of the environmental impact areas (it is
called the geographic area). See Figures 2 and 3 for examples.-

When a regulatory action is being considered that involves alternative site
considerations,- such as an early site or construction permit, then, in addition to.
determining the individual geographic area for each site as defined above,
determine an overall geographic area that encompasses all of the alternative site
geographic areas. See Figure 3 for an example.,

If the environmental impact areas overlap more than one government jurisdiction
(State, County, etc.), then the geographic area will encompass parts of each
government jurisdiction. The geographic area does not have to follow
established boundaries such as county or State lines.

B.:. Determine the minority and low-income composition in the geographic area

Determine the percentage of the total population within the geographic area for
each minority and low-income category and for the aggregate minority
population.

-The staff should use the most recent demographic data available from the
Bureau of the Census (the Bureau) to identify the composition of the potential
geographic area. Geographic distribution by race, ethnicity, and income, as well
as delineation of tribal landsand resources, should be examined. Information

:-.,may be found through demographic information and studies, such as the
LandView environmental mapping software developed by the Bureau to assist in
utilizing data from a geographic information system. This information is also
contained in RLEP's Geographical Environmental & Siting Information System
(GEn&SIS).
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Minority categories are defined as: American Indian or Alaskan Native; Asian;
Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander; or Black races; or Hispanic ethnicity
("other" may be considered a separate minority category).2

Low-income households should be identified using the annual statistical poverty
thresholds from.the Bureau.

C. -Determine the minority and low-income composition in the environmental
impact area

For the area of potential impact for all impacts (typically, a 50-mile radius) or for
the environmental impact area for a particular impact, determine the percentage
of each minority category in the area and for the aggregate minority categories.
Likewise, determine the percentage of the households within the area that are
below the poverty level (low-income). The selection of the appropriate unit of
geographic analysis may likely be a census block group because this geographic
area is small enough so as not to dilute a potential minority or low-income
population within the larger general population. At the beginning of the scoping.
process, it is more appropriate to compare individual census block groups, or
other similar geographic unit, with the larger area of potential impact for all
impacts associated with the proposed action in order to determine the location of
any potential minority or low-income groups. If, during the review, it appears that
a minority or low-income group may be affected, then it will be necessary to
focus the review on potentially significant impacts and to determine the
environmental impact area for each potentially significant environmental impact.
The percentage of minorities and low-income households in the census block
groups, or other similar geographic unit, that are located in the environmental
impact area should be used in the comparison to determine if the area contains
a minority or low-income population. A determination of whether or not a census
block group that only partially falls in an environmental impact area should be
included in the comparison may be based on the population density of the
census block group within the environmental impact area or use of other
appropriate criteria.

D. Determine if there are any minority or low-income populations

A "minority population" is considered to be present if: 1) the minority population
in the census block group or environmental impact site exceeds 50 percent, or 2)
the minority population percentage of the environmental impact area is
significantly greater (typically at least 20 percentage points) than the minority
population percentage in the geographic area chosen for the comparative
analysis, for example, the county or State.

2The 2000 Census included multi-racial data. The staff should consider multi-racial
individuals in a separate minority category, in addition to the aggregate minority category when
the Bureau releases the updated information.
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A 'low-income population" is considered to be present if: 1) the low-income
.. .. population in the census block group orthe environmental impact area exceeds

:50 percent, or 2) the percentage of households below the poverty level in an
:environmental impact-area is significantly greater (typically at least 20
percentage points) thanthe low-income population percentage in the geographic
area chosen for the comparative analysis.. . . .t.- ..

In identifying minorityor low-income populations,- reviewers may consider a
community either as a group of individuals living near one another or a group of
individuals that experience common conditions of environmental exposure or
effect... The criteria listedabove should only.serve as a guideline for determining
the presence of a minority or low-income population.- If it is apparent through
interviews, public comment/interest, or by investigation that there is a distinct
minority or low-income population. that may. be adversely effected by the
proposed action, then the reviewer should proceed with the, environmental justice
review, even if the population is not identified through use of the census data.

If no minorities or low-income households are identified in the potentially affected
area or environmental impact area, then -document the conclusion. The.
environmental justice review is complete.

Consistent with scoping -activities conducted -under. NEPA, the staff may consider
measures for increasing participation of minority and low-income groups such as.
outreach through minority business and trade organizations, schools, colleges, labor
organizations,, or other, appropriate organizations.- Meetings open to the public should
be advertised through locally-targeted media, mailings, and the internet. Other means
of advertising include posting of flyersin local shopping, community,: government and
other public places. If representatives of the affected group(s) are identified, these
individuals should be included on the mailing list for, the review. .When communicating
with the public, the staff should consider innovative approaches to overcoming linguistic,
institutional, cultural, economic, historical, or other potential barriers to effective
participation in the decision-making process. During the scoping process the staff
should supplement the census data with inquiries.of the local planning departments,
social service agencies,.-and other-local offices to identify minority or low-income groups
that may not be identified through..the census data.:-.

If no minority or: low-income groups are found during scoping or. later on in the review,
then the results should be documented and the environmental justice -review is
complete.

4. Determine. whether there are potentially significant environmental impacts to minority or
lowincome populations. -Ifany minority or low-income groups are identified during the
scoping process or.at any other stage of the review, then the staff, should determine the
significance of environmental impacts to these groups during development of the EIS.

;The staff.should use a'graded approach and focus ,the review on any adverse human
health or environmental impacts that are known to.be significant or.perceived as.,
significant by groups and/or. individuals; The locations that have been identified as
areas affected by the proposed action are called environmental impact areas. - More
than one environmental impact area may exist if multiple impacts -can occur from the
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proposed action. The size, shape, and geographic location of the environmental impact
area will vary according to the nature of the impact and should be consistent with the
areas used to reviewenvironmental impacts in the EIS. For example, an environmental
impact area may include transmission line rights-of-way, a river or other surface water
body, a 10-mile radius, etc.,-Environmental impact areas may.or may not follow political
jurisdictions. Typically, the severity of environmental impacts will vary inversely with the

- distance from the facility; therefore, the review should be focused on areas closer to the
site. See Figure 2 for examples of individual environmental impact areas and the larger
geographic area.

The percentage of minorities and low-income households in the census block groups, or
other similar geographic unit, thatare located in the environmental impact area should
be used in the comparison to determine if the area -contains a minority or low-income
population using the steps outlined in the subsection, "Identifying Minority and Low-
Income Populations." .

If there are no minority or low-income populations within the impact area(s) or if there
are no potentially significant environmental impacts, then these results should be
documented and the environmental justice review is complete.

5. Determine whether there are disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental effects to minority or low-income populations. When the review does
identify minority or low-income populations in a potentially significant environmental
impact area(s), the staff needs to determine whether disproportionately high and
*adverse effects result from the proposed action by considering the'following:-

S'Are the radiological o r other health effects significant or above generally
accepted norms? Is the risk or rate of hazard significant and appreciably in
excess of the general population? Do the radiological or other health effects
occur in groups affected by cumulative or multiple adverse exposures from
environmental hazards? •-

* .Is there an impact on the natural or physical environment that significantly and
adversely affects a particular group? Are there any significant adverse impacts.
on a group that appreciably exceed or is likely to appreciably exceed those on
the general population? Do the environmental effects occur or would they occur
in groups'affected by cumulative or multiple adverse exposure from
environmental hazards?

Reviewers should recognize that the impacts to minority or low-income populations may
be different from impacts on the general population due to a community's distinct
cultural practices. In addition, reviewers should take into account different patterns of
living and consumption of natural resources, such as subsistence consumption.

.Reviewers should assess the significance or potential significance of such adverse
impact on each minority or low-income population and also provide-an assessment of
the degree to which each minority or low-income population is disproportionately
receiving benefits compared to the entire geographic area. •
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If there are significant impacts to.the minority or low-income population, then it is:
necessary.to look at mitigative measures and benefits.:.The reviewer, should determine
and discuss whether there are .any mitigative measures that could be taken to reduce
the impact. To the extent practicable, mitigation measures should reflect the needs and
preferences of the affected minority or low-income populations.-i.The conclusion may be
that there are disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low-income
populations; however, factors such as the mitigative measures and/or the benefits-of a
project may outweigh the disproportionate impacts. In any case, the facts should be
presented so that the ultimate decision-maker can weigh all aspects in making the
agency decision. The Executive Order does not prohibit taking an action when the
agency taking the action determines that there are disproportionate high and adverse

-impacts to minority or low-income populations.

6. Make a determination regarding environmental justice impacts and document the
conclusion. Each EIS shall contain a section titled, "Environmental Justice," which will.
either contain the complete environmental justice review or a reference to another
document containing the review. If a reference to another document is used, a
summary of the review and its conclusions should be included in the EIS section. An EA
will only have an environmental justice section in the rare situation where a review was
performed as a result of an NRR management decision.

The staff should clearly state the conclusion regarding whether or not the proposed
action will have disproportionately high and adverse environmental impacts on minority
or low-income populations. This statement should be supported by sufficient
information to allow the public to understand the rationale for the conclusion. The
underlying information should be presented as concisely as possible, using language
that is understandable to the public and that minimizes use of acronyms or jargon.

PROCEDURES FOR RULEMAKING ACTIVITIES

1. The staff responsible for rulemaking should integrate EJ into the proposed and final
rules that require an EIS to the same extent that it integrates other relevant
environmental considerations.

2. If it is known in advance that a particular rulemaking might impact a specific population
disproportionately, then the NRC staff should ensure that the population knows about
the rulemaking and is given the opportunity to participate. Such actions may include
translating the Federal Register Notice (FRN) into a language other than English for
publication in a local newspaper and holding public outreach meetings in the affected
area.

3. As noted in the "Scope" section, there may be special circumstances under which a
rulemaking that has an EAIFONSI prepared may identify special environmental impacts
not otherwise identified. In these cases, the staff will inform NRR senior management
and a decision will be made on a case-by-case basis whether the circumstances warrant
an environmental justice review.
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4. If an environmental justice analysis is performed for a rulemaking activity, then the staff
should include language contained in NUREG/BR-0053,: Revision 5, "NRC Regulations
Handbook," Section 5.15 and Section 7.15 in the FRN to seek public comments on
environmental justice. The staff should follow steps 2-5 of "Procedures for Licensing
Actions," above, to perform the envirohmental justice review.

5. Public comments received pertaining to environmental justice on a rulemaking should be
addressed in the final FRN in the same section and at the same level of detail as
comments received on other aspects of the environmental considerations for the rule.

6.. When a rule is being modified or developed that contains siting evaluation factors or
criteria for siting a new facility, the staff should consider including specific language in
the rule or supporting regulatory guidance to state that an environmental justice review
will be included as part of the normal environmental analysis performed in siting a new
facility. .
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Appendix E - List of States With Federally-Approved
Coastal Management Programs, Example of Consistency Certification, and

Coastal Zone Management Flow Chart

List of States With Federally-Approved Coastal Management Programs

1. Alabama
2. Alaska
3. American Samoa
4. California
5. Connecticut
6. Delaware
7. Florida
8. Georgia
9. Guam
10, Hawaii
11. Indiana
12. Louisiana
13. Maine
14. Maryland
15. Massachusetts'
16. Michigan
17. Minnesota
18. Mississippi
19. New Hampshire
20. New Jersey
21. New York
22. North Carolina
23. Northern Mariana Islands
24. Ohio
25. Oregon
26. Pennsylvania
27. Puerto Rico
28. Rhode Island

.29. South.Carolina
30. Texas31... •Virginia . .

32. Virgin Islands
33. Washington
34. Wisconsin



Example of Consistency Certification
';for Federal Permit and License Applicants-

The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (CZMA) requires that any applicant for a Federal
license or permit or authorization, certification, approval, or other form of permission, which
any Federal agency is empowered to issue to an applicant to conduct an activity, inside or
outside of the coastal zone, affecting any land o.r water use 0or natural r'esour'ce of'the coastal
zone of that State, shall certify in the application to the approving Federal agency that the
proposed activity complies with.the enforceable policies of the State's approved program and

.that such activity will be conducted in a manner consistent with the program. At the'same time,
the applicant shall furnish to the State or its designated agency a copy of the certification, with
all necessary information and data. See 16 U.S.C. 1456(c)(3)(A); 15 CFR 930.51(a). At the
earliest practicable time, the State agency shall notify the Federal agency and the applicant
whether the State agency concurs or objects to a consistency certification. [15 CFR 930.63(a).]

[Insert name of State] has an approved CZMA Program, which includes [insert the statutory

provisions and regulations of the State's CZMA Program].

Consistency Certification:

[Insert name of applicant] has determined that the proposed [insert name of project] complies
with the [insert name of State] approved coastal management program (CMP) and will be
conducted in a manner consistent with such program.

Necessary Data and Information:

1. This section provides a detailed description of the proposed activity and its associated
facilities. [Provide a copy of the Federal application and other materials pursuant to 15
CFR 930.58(a)(1), which will permit adequate assessment of probable coastal zone
effects by the State.]

2. This section contains the necessary information and data required by the State's CMP
as described in the State's CMP program document and subsequent approved
amendments. [Provide information pursuant to 15 CFR 930.58(a)(2) and 930.56(b).]

3. This section contains a brief assessment relating the probable effects of the proposed
[insert name of project] and its associated facilities on any land or water use or natural
resource of the coastal zone to the relevant enforceable policies of the [insert name of
State] CMP. [Contact the State coastal management agency to help determine relevant
enforceable policies, briefly describe the relevant policies, and write a brief assessment
of how the effects of the proposed activity relate to the relevant policies.]

4. This section contains a brief set of findings, derived from the assessment, that the
proposed [insert name of project], its associated facilities, and their effects are all
consistent with the enforceable policies of the [insert name of State] CMP. [Prepare a
set of findings for each distinguishable aspect of the proposed activity-essentially a
conclusion of fact based on the assessment.]
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By this certification that the [insert name of project] is consistent with the [insert name of State]
CMP, the State of [insert name of State] is notified that it has 6 months from receipt of this letter
and accompanying information in which to concur with or object to [insert name of applicant]
certification. However, pursuant to 15 CFR 930.63(b), if [insert name of State] has not issued a
decision within 3 months following commencement of State agency review, it shall notify [insert
name of applicant] and the Federal agency of the status of the matter and the basis for further
delay. The State's concurrence, objection, or notification of review status shall be sent to [insert
name of applicant contact].
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE VOGTLE GENERATING PLANT

ABSTRACT

As a result of the archaeological survey of proposed expansion areas at Plant Vogtle in Burke
County, Georgia 10 new archaeological sites were identified as well as seven isolated finds. None
of the sites recorded by Nick Honerkamp in 1973 were encountered.

OF the 10 sites identified, two (9BK419 and 9BK420) are recommended as potentially eligible and
two others (9BK416 and 9BK423) are recommended as eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places. The remaining six sites are recommended as ineligible since they have
very little integrity and/or cannot address any significant research questions regarding the history or
prehistory of the middle Savannah River Valley.

In addition to the archaeological survey, a geomorphological study was performed along the river
bluff to determine if deep excavations for the water intake line would damage deeply deposited
cultural resources or encounter paleontological resources. The results of this study are provided in
Chapter VI.

The two potentially eligible sites and two eligible sites are prehistoric settlements or camps and have
relatively deep and intact deposits. It is recommended that they be avoided if possible. If the sites
cannot be avoided Phase II testing or Phase III data recovery is recommended. No further work is
recommended for the remaining six; sites.

This.report also presents the results of background research to identify sites and structures determined
eligible for or are listed in the National Register of Historic Places within 10 miles of Plant Vogtle
and within 1.2 miles of the Thalmann line, which runs south a distance of 159 miles and the Scherer
line which runs west for a distance of 154 miles.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This report discusses the findings of archival research and intensive archaeological survey of
planned expansion areas at Plant Vogtle in Burke County, Georgia in support of an Early Site Permit
application submitted to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission by Southern Nuclear Operating
Company. The plant is located on the Savannah River between the Shell Bluff and Girard
communities, just north of Beaverdam Creek (Figure 1).

The locations requiring archaeological survey are all planned elements of Southern Nuclear's
expansion of the reactor capacity at Plant Vogtle. The elements of this project include the plant
expansion site; the temporary Batch Plant and Parking Facility associated with the plant; temporary
Construction Warehouse, Office and Laydown Area; the Water Intake Structure; an access road
and water line to the intake structure; a temporary haul road; Simulator Building expansion site;
new Barge Facility Options 1 and 2; two new transmission lines within Plant Vogtle (one of which
is no longer considered for construction); transmission line corridor expansion for the Scherer and
Goshen lines, and transmission line corridor reroute for the Thalmann line within Plant Vogtle. In
total, the'area under investigation contains roughly 672 acres. In addition to the archaeological
surveys, New South Associates also conducted research on historic properties within a 10-mile
radius of the plant site that are listed in or have been recommended eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places or are included in State or local inventories of historic and
cultural resources and also researched NRHP eligible or listed sites within a 1.2 mile distance of
existing transmission lines - the Thalmann line, which runs south a distance of 159 miles and the
Scherer line which runs west for a distance of 154 miles (Figure 2).

Of the areas requiring survey (Figure 3), the plant site has been heavily impacted by the
construction of the current reactor facility and support structures at Plant Vogtle. Review of historic
and current aerials as well as field inspection indicates that this area has been leveled during the
plant's construction and thus has little potential for intact archaeological remains. Both the Parking
Area and Batch Site have been cleared, but otherwise appeared intact, and required intensive
survey. Neither appeared to have high potential for archaeological resources. The haul road
crosses some areas of prior disturbance as well as areas with site potential crossing.near the
location of two previously recorded sites (sites 2-B and 2-C; Honerkamp 1973). Both the barge
facilities are located on the Savannah River, and hence have site potential, with Barge Option 1
located near a previously recorded site (2-A). The Water Intake Site and associated access roads
and water lines are located along a side slope, in the flood plain, and adjacent to a steep bluff
directly overlooking the Savannah River, and this location and portions of this area were thought to
have potential-to contain deeply buried sites as well as paleontological resources.
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Figure 1
Location of Plant Voqtle on the Shell Bluff and Girard Topoqraphic Maps
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Source: USGS 7.5' Quadrangles; Alexander, Shell Bluff Landing, Girard, NW Girard, GA 1989
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Figure 2
Location of Plant Vogtle and the Thalman and Scherer Transmission Lines
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As a result of this survey, 10 new sites were identified. They consist of two late nineteenth to
twentieth century home sites and eight prehistoric lithic scatters, camps or settlements. Of those, two
prehistoric sites are recommended as potentially eligible and two prehistoric sites are
recommended as eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. The riemaining
sites are recommended as not eligible. None of the previously identified sites were encountered.

All artifacts and notes collected were prepared for curation at the Antonio Waring Laboratory of the
University of West Georgia. Appendix A provides a catalog of all artifacts collected. Appendix B
consists of the resume of the Principal Investigator, Natalie P. Adams. Appendix C consists of the
resume of the project Geomorphologist, Keith Seramur.
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II. ENVIRONMENTAL CONTEXT

This section provides information on the natural setting of Plant Vogtle. Pertinent information that is
presented in this section includes the physiographic setting of the project area, a discussion of
microenvironments, such as flora, fauna, geology, soils, pertinent climatic history, and prehistoric
and historic resource (e.g., lithic, water, and soil resources) potential. in or near the project area.
This information provides a context within which the prehistoric and historic archaeological sites
can be assessed in terms.of settlement location and locally occurring subsistence resources.

Plant Vogtle is located in eastern Burke County along the Savannah River. It is located in the
Southern Coastal Plain physiographic province, which formed during successive and periodic
fluctuating sea levels that deposited marine sediments in the area.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The underlying geology of the project area consists of coastal plain sedimentary rocks (Lawton
1977). Pliocene-Miocene deposits'are predominant. These deposits include sand, clay, gravel,.
minor limestone, dolomite, and marl. Outcrops of bedrock chert, a metamorphosed limestone,
occur in the vicinity of Plant Vogtle. In fact, the largest deposits of chert in eastern Georgia are
found along Brier Creek in Burke and Screven counties (Goad 1979; Paulk 1981, 1986).
According to Goad (1979), nodules and blocks of chert are found in the Barnwell Sands along the.
crests of low, rolling hills in the northern portion of Burke County. A local amateur archaeologist, J.
T. Mims, has compiled a map of chert sources in the Waynesboro area. The closest known chert
outcrops occur in the Brier Creek drainage catchment. Mims also documented outcrops along the
headwaters of the Buckhead Creek. .Generally. speaking, the in situ chert formations near
Waynesboro are exposed on the escarpment edges of fairly steep valley slopes along the major
creeks andtheir tributaries, approximately 250 feet (82 meters) above mean sea level. Redeposited
chert in the area can be found as nodules along creek edges or on the surfaces of plowed fields.
The relative abundance of chert in the area is attested by the chert piers that serve as foundations of
at least some historic period houses in Burke County. Also, chert is by far the most prevalent raw
material utilized by prehistoric communities in the area. Along the Savannah River, about five miles
south of the Savannah River Site and 14 mileý downstream from Plant Vogtle, fossiliferous chert of
Oligocene age outcrops (Fallaw and Price 1992: 32).

Several related materials also utilized by aboriginal populations include chalcedony and jasper.
Chalcedony is a cryptocrystalline quartz and chert that is microscopically fibrous (Goad 1979),
whereas jasper is a cryptocrystolline quartz with a dull fracture and reddish color. These materials
occur in Georgia in 'small amounts. Quartz is a crystalline rock that originates in the Piedmont
region and is available in the upper Coastal Plain as river cobbles. Quartz occurs as igneous
veins and as scattered "floaI" material, and its distribution in the Piedmont is widespread to the
northwest of the project area (Veatch and Stephenson 1911). Orthoquartzite is also found in the
upper Coastal Plain and represents another stone of economic'importance to prehistoric people.
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Although the distribution of this stone is not well defined in the Savannah River drainage shed, it
may occur in the Barnwell Formation (Veatch and Stephenson 1911).

Limestone and marl outcrops occur in the area and are part of the Middle or Upper Eocene
Clinchfield Formation. Two type localities are found on Plant Vogtle and include the Utley Limestone
and Blue Bluff units (Fallaw and Price 1992: 5). In 1983, construction crews at Plant Vogtle
unearthed a fossilized whale dating approximately 40 million years in age. It is a member of one
of the oldest families of whales known as the Protocetidae. It represents a completely new genus
and species, Georgiacetus vogtlensis. Reconstructions of the whale indicated that it had large,
functional hind legs that assisted the tail to propel the animal through the sea. Although primarily a
fis-eating fully aquatic mammal, the Vogtle whale may have had to return" to land to give birth, like
modem seals. The whale was found embedded in a limestone formation about 11 feet above the
water table (Southern Company n.d.).

Soils within the uplands of Plant Vogtle exclusively consist of well-drained Lucy loamy sand and
somewhat exclusively drained Troup fine sand. The floodplain contains the somewhat poorly
drained to well-drained Tawcaw-Shellbluff. soil association, while creek beds contain poorly
drained Osier and Bibb soils (NRCS 2005).

Burke County falls within the Vidalia Upland District (Clark and Zisa 1976). It is characterized by a
moderately dissected topography with a well-developed dendritic stream pattern on gravelly, clayey
sands. The project area borders the Savannah River and is drained by un-named creeks.
Beaverdam Creek is located just south of Plant Vogtle and includes Telfair Pond. Historically,
Beaverdam Creek was referred to as Telfair's Mill Creek.

CLIMATE, FLORA, AND FAUNA

Information obtained from Carolina bays is not the only evidence that the climate has undergone
many changes during the Holocene Epoch. Palynological evidence, for example, suggests that
following the retreat of Pleistocene glaciation there was a warming trend accompanied by
increasing moisture that lasted from about 8000 to 5000 B.C. (Delcourt and Delcourt 1985).
During this time, oak and hickory trees reached their climax, beech trees were reduced in areal
range, and gum trees increased. Following 5000 B.C. the climate grew warmer and possibly
drier, resulting in an increase of pine forests, which replaced oak and hickory forests in the upper
Coastal Plain. This trend continued to spread until about 2000 B.C., when the climate again
became wetter. The development of the extensive river swamps and their associated vegetation in
the Coastal Plain probably occurred sometime after 3500 B.C.

Plant Vogtle is located in a humid, subtropical zone, which receives an average of 154 cm (61 in)
of precipitation per year. This precipitation, largely in the form of rainfall, is highest in March and
lowest in November. Prevailing winds are from the northwest during fall, winter, and spring, but
from the south during the summer. During September, however, the prevailing wind is from the east
(Carter 1969; Langley and Marter 1973). In winter the average temperature is 47 degrees F, and
the average daily minimum temperature is 35 degrees F. In summer the average temperature is 79
degrees F, and the average daily maximum temperature is 90 degrees (Paulk 1981; Paulk 1986).
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The project area is in the Southeastern Evergreen Coastal Plain Forest region (Braun 1950:262).
The Ogeechee River floodplain is dominated by three tree species: bald cypress, black gum, and
tupelo gum.

Commonly occurring shrub species include: blueberries, huckleberries, holly, and wild azalea
(Hillestad 1977:2). Wetland areas are dominated by species such as gum, laurel oak, cypress, red
maple, sweet bay, water elm, and ash (Wharton 1977). In the general project area,-the dominant
upland pine forests present today would have consisted of a more even hardwood mix interspersed
with occasional pines in antiquity. Prior to this type of forest there would have been old, climax
forests made up entirely of mixed, mature southern hardwoods such as the American beech,
American holly, chinkapin, devilwood osmanthus, dogwood, laurel and live oak, saw palmetto,
and southern magnolia. The occasional pines would have consisted of loblolly, longleaf, pond,
short leaf, slash, and spruce (McKee 1984:35).

This vegetation, in addition to the creek tributaries, swamps, and well-drained uplands contributed,
and continue to contribute to an assortment of fauna. A variety of birds in the area include pileated
woodpeckers, wild turkeys, quail, ducks, geese, herons, egrets, wood storks, swallow-tailed kites,
barred owls, hawks, and vultures. The ivory-billed woodpecker and the Carolina parakeet once
shared this habitat but are now extinct (McKee 1984:39). Other wildlife that would have been
present in the area include alligators, turtles, snakes, elk, rabbits, foxes,- river otters, muskrats,
beavers, black bears, bobcats, deer, squirrels, opossums, and raccoons (Ledbetter 1988). About
30 years ago, the armadillo population migrated into the Plant Vogtle area. Now, they are
commonly seen in Burke County.

Fish include permanent species such as the catfish, sucker, bowfin, longnose gar, sunfish, bluegill,
.crappie, and largemouth bass, while anadromous species include American shad, hickory shad,
eel, striped bass, and short-nosed sturgeon. At least.four species of freshwater clams are found in
the Coastal Plain (Wharton 1978:45-47). Alligators are also abundant in the rivers, creeks,
swamps and wetlands in the vicinity of the proposed project.
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III. THE CULTURAL CONTEXT

PREHISTORIC OVERVIEW

This section places the area of potential effect in a regional culture prehistoric setting. The
description is organized by prehistoric cultural/temporal periods that emphasize chronology,
settlement patterns, means of subsistence, and any other pertinent characteristics that are deemed
relevant to a discussion of the study area.

The regional culture prehistoric setting is based on results from a number of archaeological survey,
testing and data recovery projects that have been conducted in the study area vicinity. These
projects include the surveys on the Fort Gordon Military Reservation, on the Savannah River Site
Reservation in South Carolina, at the Strom Thurmond and Richard B. Russell Lakes, the Savannah
River Parkway survey (Entorf 1987), the southwest-northeast oriented Vogtle-Wadley transmission
line (Wheaton et al. 1982) and excavations at sites such as Mims Point, Stallings Island, Raes
Creek, Groton Plantation, Therioult/Midden Point, Pig Pen, 9R145, Taylor Hill, Phinizy Swamp, Old
Dike, and Lovers Lane (Benson 1994; Brockington 1971; Claflin 1931; Crook 1990; Elliott 1986,
1988, 1994; Elliott and Doyon 1981; Ledbetter.1988; Sassaman et al. 1990; Stoltman 1974;
Wood et al. 1986). The data from these studies, most of which represent riverine settings, have
been use in constructing the following prehistoric and historic context of the study area.

PRE-CLOVIS OCCUPATION (> 12,000 B.C.)

Pre-Paleoindian occupations (>12,000 B.P.) in the Southeast are highly debated within the
archeological community. However, Albert Goodyear of the University of South Carolina has
reported a pre-Clovis assemblage at the Topper site located along the middle Savannah River
Valley near Allendale, South Carolina. Radiocarbon dates of more than 50,000 B.P. were
obtained from a possible hearth area. If the dates are correct and are associated with human
occupation, then the site provides evidence which destroys the previously held belief that humans
first inhabited this portion of North America around 13,000 B.P.

Excavations at the Topper site extended below a Clovis layer, through a red paleosol zone, and
exposed white Pleistocene alluvial sands (Pleistocene terrace) that are believed to be the normal pre-
Clovis zone for the site. Within this Pleistocene layer, small flakes, some with bend break fractures,
were recovered. These items are believed to be pre-Clovis chert processing piles. In one area of
the site six chert artifacts (small blades, endscraper, and sidescrapers) were found around a large
boulder, which had been used as an anvil. Of considerable interest was the recovery of charcoal
from the pre-Clovis layer. There was an area of abundant charcoal in a shallow depression, from
which a chert flake was recovered and Goodyear believes that this represents a hearth. Two
radiocarbon samples were submitted, which resulted in dates of 50,300 RC yr. B.P. and 51,700
RC yr. B.P. (Goodyear 2005). If the dates are cultural and are correct, this work could have great
implications for understanding the origin and migration of the human species in North America.
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THE PALEOINDIAN PERIOD (12,000 B.C-7800 B.C.)

Traditional interpretation of the Paleoindian period has relied on a view of Paleoindians as hunters
of Pleistocene megafauna exclusively. The recent re-interpretation of the few sites from this period in
Georgia and the Southeast has revised this conventional wisdom, however (see Sassaman et al.
1990 for a more detailed summary). Research beginning in the mid to late 1980s and continuing
today indicates that while reliance on megafauna may have been the norm in the Western part of
North America, Southeastern aboriginal groups may have relied on a more varied diet including
plants and small game (Sassaman et al. 1990:8). In accordance with the revisionist perspective,
archaeologists have suggested less mobile populations that selected choice areas of settlement for
initial colonization and subsequently expanded into other regions as necessary (Sassaman et al.
1990:8).

In spite of increasing research into Paleoindian. sites, there are few sites in the Southeast that have
produced diagnostic Paleoindian artifacts and even fewer such sites that contain more than surface
materials. The Savannah River region has been described as being "geographically peripheral" to
major concentrations of Paleoindian populations (Stoltman 1974:230). It remains to be determined
whether this apparent peripheral occupation is factual, or whether it is an illusion based on the lack
of diagnostic Paleoindian artifacts present at sites recorded as "non-diagnostic lithic scatters" or
possible "base camps" that produiced no diagnostic artifacts.

Archaeological investigation at the Groton Plantation in South Carolina, south of and across the
Savannah River from the current project area, produced only two slightly fluted lanceolate points
and one unfluted lanceolate point exhibiting lateral grinding (Stoltman 1974:230). A questionable
Paleoindian date was assigned to them.

No major Early or Middle Paleoindian assemblages have been-excavated in the Savannah River
drainage in either Georgia or South Carolina (Anderson and Joseph 1988), with the exception of
Al Goodyear's work at the Topper site in Allendale County, South Carolina. However, the focus of
his research has been the documentation of a possible pre-Clovis occupation. A small Early
Paleoindian component was in'Vestigated at the Simpson's Field Site during the Russell Reservoir
Project (Wood et al. 1986). The Theriault Site, located along Brier Creek in the Georgia Coastal
Plain, produced one Early Paieoindian point (Brockington 1971). Minor Late Paleoindian Dalton
and Hardaway components have been found at sites like Pen Point and G.S. Lewis East along the
Savannah River in South Carolina (Sassaman et al. 1990).

THE ARCHAIC PERIOD (7800 B.C.-1050 B.C.)

The Archaic period reflects continual changes and expansion from the economic and social
patterns adopted in the earlier Paleoindian period. Dietary strategies were expanded to include a
wide variety of birds, fish, mammals, and reptiles, with white-tailed deer and shellfish constituting
the bulk of the population's dietary needs. Also, the adaptation to the warmer post-Pleistocene
environment is reflected in the tools excavated from this period. The appearance of a variety of
notched bifaces across the southeast during the beginning of this period suggests that not only were
populations distributed throughout the Southeast by 8000 B.C., but that subregional traditions were
already being developed by various populations within this region (Sassaman et al. 1990:9).
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Archaeologists continue to argue over the extent and kind of mobility experienced by Early Archaic
peoples. The conventional school of thought maintains that Early Archaic people occupied winter
base camps along major rivers from where they conducted occasional forays into the uplands to
complete specialized, short-term tasks (Anderson and Hanson 1988). Within this model, upland
sites (many of which are located next-to Carolina bays) are thought -to have been mere stopover
locations for annually mobile bands in their .late spring rounds.. A more recently refined model,
based on evidence obtained from excavated upland sites in South Carolina, proposes that upland
sites are not always functionally distinct from those along large rivers (Eberhard et al. 1994).
Proponents of the updated model propose that population movement up and down the major river
valleys of the region was along the divides of major rivers, instead of the major floodplains.
Whatever the scenario, it is suggested that factors other than mere location was relevant during
Early Archaic land-use, such as seasonality or other short-term environmental changes.

The mid-Holocene warming trend of the Hypsithermal has been the. accepted cause of subsistence
and settlement changes during the Middle Archaic period. Stemmed points replaced earlier
notched points, with the Morrow Mountain (5500-4000 B.C.) and Guilford (4000-3000 B.C.)
being the most common in the Savannah River region (Sassaman et al. 1990:10). It is during-this
time when the cultural behaviors of populations in the Coastal Plain begin diverging from those in
the Piedmont. Large-scale tool production, intensive occupation, and the manufacture of certain
tool types not found in the Piedmont (notched, stemmed, and lanceolate bifaces) are indicative of
Middle Archaic Coastal Plain activities (Sassaman et al. 1990:10). Sassaman et al. (1990)
suggest these changes are the result of decreasing mobility and a less homogeneous resource
environment in the Coastal Plain.

The Late Archaic period has long been described as a time when populations mastered their
adaptation of post-Pleistocene changes, as reflected in population growth, increased sedentarism,
technological innovation, and greater subsistence exploitation (Sassaman et al. 1990:11). The Late
Archaic period is visible in the archaeological record in numerous ways. The design of the broad
Savannah River Stemmed Point, the development of fiber-tempered pottery, and the initiation of
freshwater shellfishing are all temporal markers of this time. The Coastal Plain populations began
heavily exploiting riverine environments during the Late Archaic. This intensive use of riverine
resources may have eventually led to massive depletion and a shift in settlement patterns to smaller,
upland tributaries (Sassaman et al. 1990:11).

While the Groton Plantation area experienced little habitation during the Early and Middle Archaic,
population within the Savannah River drainage system began' to increase by the third millennium
B.C. The Stallings Island I culture consisted of a population supported extensively by shellfish
harvesting and left a definitive mark in the archaeological record through the resulting formation of
shell middens along the coast. The Stallings Island II, non-agrarian culture, was responsible for the
invention of fiber tempered pottery. Rabbit Mount, at Grioton Plantation, produced radiocarbon
dates from pottery within its shell middens of 3500 years B.C. (Stoltman 1974:232). Shell middens
throughout areas north of Augusta, Georgia, to the coast illustrate the popularity of riverine
exploitation during the Stallings Island II and III phases. However, shellfishing declined along the
lower Savannah River following the Stallings Island III phase. This decline is presumably due to the
decrease in the supply of shellfish resulting from rising sea levels that transformed active rivers and
streams into oxbow lakes. Shellfishing along the Atlantic Coast continued after the Stallings Island III
phase.
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Stoltman sees the contribution of fiber tempered pottery to mark one of the few times that the lower
Savannah River region culture led the way in technological advances in Southeastern prehistory.
The region lost its influence following the& Archaic period, after which time it adopted other
advances rather than creating them (Stoltman 1974:234).

The difference in technology between populations in the Coastal Plain, as contrasted With the Fall
Zone.and Piedmont suggests sociopolitical regulation. A differentiation in point types between the
two physiographic regions support this suggestion, as does the development and use of fiber
tempered pottery on the Coastal Plain and its delayed introduction in the Piedmont. Conversely, the
widespread use of soapstone in cooking at sites in the Piedmont contrasts, sharply with the limited
soapstone cooking artifacts recovered from Coastal Plain sites, indicating socio-political
distinctions during the Late Archaic period (Sassaman et al. 1990:12).

THE WOODLAND PERIOD (1050 B.C.-A.D. 800)

Traditional, thirty-year old prehistoric chronologies have defined Woodland culture as represented
by horticulture, pottery, and mound construction. This definition is not useful for the Coastal Plain,
with its invention of fiber tempered pottery in the Archaic period and its temporal lag in horticulture
and mound building (Sassaman et al. 1990:12). Early Woodland culture in the Coastal Plain is
identified by Refuge pottery, which contains surface treatments such as dentate stamped, simple
stamped, and plain, and dating between 2000-450 B.C. (Sassaman et al. 1990:12). Lithic
artifacts representative of the Early Woodland period in the Coastal Plain include locally variable
raw materials, tool types, and small, stemmed bifaces. Coastal Plain sites of this period often
contain shell and remnants of bone and antler tools.

The shift from the lower Savannah River to uplands continued during the early Woodland and
allowed for a larger and more diversified plant subsistence base than available near the coast
during this time. Less dependence was placed on shellfish resources, probably reflecting a
decrease in its availability. The lack of shellfish and the fluctuations in sea level at this time may
have played a part in the abandonment of large shell midden sites by 1000 B.C.

Middle Woodland is represented in the Coastal Plain by Deptford phase pottery displaying'simple
stamping, check stamping and linear check stamping on its surface. Deptford pottery dates
between 450 B.C. and A.D. 550. The simnilarity between this pottery and Cartersville in the
Piedmont suggests the possibility of regional integration between Coastal Plain and the Piedmont
populations. Intensive plant gathering and hunting dependence, from seasonal or permanent base
camps was common during this part of the Woodland period. Camps contained large
populations, supported in part by food preservation and storage on a grand scale (Sassaman et al.
1990:12).

The development of agriculture is one of the prime characteristics of the Woodland Period and
included the cultivation of squash, gourds, sunflowers, and maize. Sites in the Savannah River
region have yet to present evidence of such cultivationi. The Late Woodland period saw the
introduction of cord marked Deptford pottery, in addition to heavy cord marked, grog tempered
Wilmington phase pottery. The coastal populations became increasingly insular from Southeastern
culture, and by the Wilmington and Savannah I phases, their pottery lacked the typical paddle
stamping of the period found elsewhere. ,.,
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In fact, Swift Creek ceramics are uncommon on Georgia's northern coast. This lack of
participation in southeastern pottery traditions indicates that the coastal aboriginals did not partake
of the Hopewellian cultures and traditions. The Late Woodland period also saw a growing
ceremonialism as reflected in death. Burial mounds in the Savannah River region were numerous
by the Savannah I phase, and perhaps as early as the Wilmington phase (Stoltman 1974:240).
The beginnings of slash and burn agriculture is evident at this time in dispersed upland settlements,
eventually giving way to corn agriculture, larger villages in floodplains, and a broader
sociopolitical hierarchy (Sassaman et al. 1990:15):

THE MISSISSIPPIAN PERIOD (A.D. 800-A.D. 1450)

Traditionally, this period has been defined by the presence of flat-topped mounds, open plazas,
permanent occupation, agriculture based subsistence, and new ceramic types. The new school of
Mississippian thought has archaeologists leaning away from defining the period with mandatory
architectural and cultural categories, and towyard new levels of cultural development in the "pan-
southeastern interaction sphere" (Griffin 1985; Schnell and Wright 1993). The Mississippian
period marks the expansion of chiefdoms and the broad reach of social, political, and religious
cultural manifestations across the Southeast. The extension and enforcement of these cultural norms
were brought about through a complicated network of villages and mound centers.

Mound centers have been thought to have a ceremonial and iconographic relationship with the
hinterlands (Ferguson 1971). The hinterlands fell under political territories, and the-project area
likely was in the sphere of the nearby Lawton Field mound site located along the Savannah River in
Allendale County, South Carolina. In turn, this mound site was connected to others along the river
including Irene near Savannah, Georgia and the Hollywood Mound near Augusta, Georgia.

Recently, a large Mississippian village was identified in North Augusta, South Carolina as part of
an SCDOT undertaking, under several feet of alluvium. Currently, a data recovery plan is being
developed for the site (Mr. Wayne D. Roberts, personal communication 1996).

THE PROTOHISTORIC PERIOD (A.D. 1450-A.D. 1540)

The lower Savannah River Valley retained much of its "buffer zone" quality during the Protohistoric
period until circa 1670. During this period various groups of Native Americans traveled
throughout the interior coastal plain following the dissolution of many of the Mississippian
chiefdoms. These groups included the Apalachee, Apalachicola, Chickasaw, Shawnee, Westo,
Yamacraw, and Yuchi (Sassaman et al. 1990:16). Shawnee, the historic name of a community in
the project area, suggests that this group may have located in this general vicinity at on time.
However, most protohistoric Native American groups relocated frequently during this period and
left little trace of their occupations.

THE HISTORIC INDIAN PERIOD (A.D. 1540-A.D. 1700)

Europeans coming into Georgia during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries found Native
American groups composed of various remnants of the earlier chiefdoms that had once flourished
and later declined. Some of these diverse groups, later termed Creeks and Seminoles, were
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characterized by multiple languages including Muskogee and Hitchiti, with Apalachee, Shawnee,
Yamasee, and Yuchi used among some groups (Braley 1994a:4). .,

The non-homogeneous nature of individuals within tribes was mixed further in the late 1700s by
tribal intermarriage with both white and black colonists.

Both the Ogeechee and lower Savannah River drainage sheds experienced little Historic Indian
period occupation. Archival evidence of limited occupation during this period in the Ogeechee
drainage shed includes the Galphinton site and Ogeechee Old Town, both dating between the late
sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries and located in Jefferson County. Bulloch County contains
the eighteenth-century sites of Indian Johnny's Town and lago's Town (Braley 1994a:38). More
extensive archaeological surveys of the lower Savannah River indicate that it too was equally
unoccupied at this time. At least two Apalachicola setlements in this area are known historically,
and one has been relocated. The latter is the site of Palachacola in Hampton County, South
Carolina at Stokes Landing. Evidence of a small Yuchi presence during this time has been
documented in the Coastal Plain at the Yuchi site of Mount Pleasant, in Effingham County, on a bluff
overlooking the Savannah River (Elliott and Elliott 1990). During the late seventeenth century, the
Yamacraw settled at what is now the city of Savannah, later moving to the Irene Mound site and
then to the Chattahoochee River (Braley 1994a:40). To date, there is no "archaeological evidence
of Westo, Savannah (Shawnee), or Apalachee sites in the Coastal Plain of Georgia, although
archival evidence supports their presence in limited numbers. -

HISTORIC OVERVIEW

GENERAL COUNTY HISTORY

Georgia's European colonization began in earnest in 1732 with the granting of the royal colonial
charter to the twenty-one Trustees who would attempt to. mold a new civilization out of the
wilderness. The British monarchy was quick to grant a Georgian charter that would serve the
ulterior motives of protecting the more established colonies to the north from the threat of Spanish
attack. In contrast, the Trustees and their leader, General James Oglethorpe, saw the new colony as
a haven from conflict and a place where the honest indigent and the persecuted religious could
begin a new and rewarding life.

This vision guided the Trustees in all their actions and reactions regarding the new colony. They.
struggled to keep the liquor, slavery, rice agriculture and its ensuing large plantation owners so
prevalent in South Carolina out of Georgia's reach. They wanted to seed a colony full of small
yeoman farmers who worked hard, made a successful living, and did not fall'prey to the lifestyles
of the plantation elite and the threat of slave revolts. The Trustees encouraged Great Britain's
mercantilist policy in the colonies by expecting Georgia to raise, harvest, and export raw materials
to the motherland that were prohibitively. expensive to obtain from other parts of the world.
Colonists in Georgia were expected to produce wine, olives, silk, potash, naval stores, and other
exotic commodities. These raw products would then be further refined or manufactured in Great
Britain and sold back to-her colonies across the globe. The Salzburger settlers of New Ebenezer, in
what was to become present day Effingham County, were virtually the only settlers to successfully
adhere to this mandate, particularly in the production 'of silk, crops, and medicine.
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The benevolent, but misinformed guidelines of the Trustees eventually led to conflict in Georgia. The
tail-male laws prohibiting females and all but the eldest son to inherit property dissatisfied those
struggling to improve their and their families' lots in life.

The prohibition of slaves and the lack of available indentured servants made clearing and settling
the wilderness an insurmountable task. Chronic complaints eventually led to the introduction of
slavery in Georgia in 1750. By 1752 almost twenty-seven percent of the 3,000 .people in the
colony were slaves (Coleman 1977:44). The same year proved to be a watershed for legal repeal.
The hated tail-male law, that gave widows and daughters little opportunity to retain their land and
provided men with little incentive to improve property that might not stay in their family after their
death, was abolished. The Trustees also eliminated the prohibition against liquor during this same
year.

Colonization of Georgia was expanded through the creation of numerous towns. The port city of
Savannah was established in 1733 and organized according to the European plan of numerous
town squares surrounded by individual house lots. In 1734 the town of Ebenezer was laid out
according to the same plan, near the confluence of Ebenezer and Little Ebenezer Creek. Other
settlements followed, but the Trustees could not overcome their disappointment in what they viewed
as the failure of the colony. The novelty of a humanitarian Utopia had given way to the frustrations
of administration, finance, and other mundane practicalities. In 1754 they surrendered their charter
and Georgia was transformed to a royal colony under the governorship of Captain John Reynolds.
At this same time settlement was moving from the coast inland, and colonists traveled to the area of
present-day Screven County. By 1763 the Treaty of Paris reassured colonists of their safety and
helped illustrate the colony's worth as an economically viable holding. Following the treaty,
Georgia's production of raw timber, barrel staves, and wooden shingles escalated 500 percent
between 1762 and 1772 (Reese 1963:127).

The Indian land cessions of 1763 and 1773 opened up new land to colonial Georgians while
moving the threat of Native American uprisings farther away. By 1760 there were 10,000
colonists in Georgia governed by James Wright, the third royal governor. Many of these colonists
moved westward into the interior following the land cessions. The availability of additional land
did not appease colonists angered by Great Britain's increasingly restrictive laws and financial
impediments. The American Revolution soon touched the lives of most, if not all, colonial
Georgians. The Revolution brought chaos to Georgia, leaving Savannah and many smaller towns
attempting to recover from the ruins. By 1782 Georgia was made up of one hundred million acres
(Coleman 1977:105). Two new Indian cessions, the 1783 and the'1827 treaties, continued to
encourage westward migration of Georgians.

Burke County was one of the first counties in Georgia. It was formed in 1777 from St. George
Parish and was named in honor of Edmund Burke, an English spokesman for American liberty. In
1796,.the state capital, which was located at Louisville, was in Burke County. However, in that
year Burke County was divided, and the town of Louisville became part of the newly created
Jefferson County. In 1793, a part of Burke County was cut off to form Screven County, and in
1905 another part went to Jenkins County.

In 1783, the legislature provided for the establishment of Waynesborough, the county seat.
Waynesboro, as it is known today, was incorporated in 1813. Royal, headright, bounty, and state
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grants made possible the establishment of cotton plantations. These plantations controlled the
economy until the Civil War.

Burke County south of Waynesboro was heavily damaged during the war, and the economy was
disrupted. On November 26, 1864 the first fighting occurred in the vicinity of the project corridor
when advance Union troops under Captain Estes destroyed a portion of the railroad track and
bridge over Brier Creek. The troops then passed through Waynesboro and encamped in a line of
baffle 4.8 km (3 mi) south of the town (United States House of Representatives 1893:363). It is here
that the news reached the Union soldiers that Union prisoners had been removed from the prisoner-
of-war camp at Magnolia Spring, about 15 km (9.3 mi) to the south. On December 2, 1864,
Union troops under Major General Slocum reached Buckhead Church about 4.8 km (3 mi) west of
US 25/SR 121. Forming the left wing of General Sherman's thrust to Savannah, Union troops
under Slocum, Kilpatrick and Baird once again moved towards the railroad south of Waynesboro
on December 3, their main objective being the destruction of the rail lines. Confederate troops
under General Wheeler tried to stop this destruction by shelling Union encampments and attacking
work details. In spite of Confederate attacks on Union positions, Union troops managed to destroy
the bridge over Brier Creek and tear up three miles of track near Thomas' Station on December 4.
By December 5 the area was under Union control and Sherman's "March to the Sea" continued
unabated. While they were in the area, Union troops not only destroyed three miles of railroad
track, but also eight railroad cars, one engine, a wagon shop, and 25 barrels of salt at
Waynesboro (United States House of Representatives 19893:367-368).

Since the Civil War, plantations have given way to large farms. Farming is still a major part of the
Burke County economy. While the earliest settlers were predominantly subsistence farmers,
following the advent of the cotton gin, the acreage in cotton increased rapidly, and cotton became
the chief income crop. In 1909, 42,406 ha (104,786 ac) of cotton were grown. The economic
depression of the 1930s led to misuse of the land. This misuse increased erosion on most sloping
soils. Many fields were abandoned because of low crop yields. Changes in land ownership were
common, and soil fertility was not maintained in most places.

From the late 1920s until 1969, the acreage in cotton gradually declined and corn production
increased. Since 1969, the acreage of corn has decreased and production of wheat and
soybeans has increased. In 1978, farms covered 50.2 percent of Burke County (Paulk 1986:3-4).

HISTORY OF THE PLANT VOGTLE AREA

Perhaps the biggest landowner in the Plant .Vogtle area was Georgia governor Edward Telfair.
Although no details were collected about his ownership, a 1780 map (Figure 4) shows two
settlements on Plant Vogtle or on property managed by Southern Nuclear: "Telfare's Plantation" and
"Matthew's Bluff". In addition, "Telfare's Saw Mills" are shown below Plant Vogtle on what is now
Beaverdam Creek. A pond referred to as Telfair Pond appears on modern USGS topographic
maps (see Figure 1). The road depicted on the map is the Old River Road, which runs through the
Plant Vogtle property. According to Hillhouse (1985), the area adjacent to the river and south of
Hancock's Landing has been historically known as "Telfair's Woods" and was.part of Governor
Telfair's extensive holdings in the county.

Telfair was born in Scotland in 1735. After coming to Virginia in the 1750s, he later moved to
Savannah in 1776 where he held extensive holdings..Although Savannah was his home, he held
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Figure 4
1780 Faden Map Showing the Plant Vogtle Area
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numerous properties elsewhere in Georgia. He was known as a Patriot during the American
Revolution as one of the members of the Council of Safety who helped to break open the powder
magazine in Savannah.

He was also a signer of the "Articles of Confederation" that proceeded the U.S. Constitution. He
was elected governor in 1786 and again in 1789. In 1807 he died at the age of 72 and was
buried in Savannah.

The property at Vogtle remained in family hands. The 1818 Anderson Map of the Barnwell District
in Mills' (1826) Atlas of South Carolina shows some features on the Georgia side of the river. A
limestone bluff is depicted in the location of what is today known as Blue Bluff. Dog Ferry appears
in what is now known as Hancock Landing. An 1823 map of the area depicts no names in the
vicinity of Plant Vogtle. The closest settlement is referred to as Gordon's, which is located north of
Vogtle at the intersection of River Road and the road leading to Shell Bluff landing.

In the 1820 population census, a Henry Utly is listed as overseer for Alexander Telfair - son of the
deceased Edward Telfair. According to Utley family history, Henry's brother Elisha also served as

Telfair's overseer (www.members.aol.com/sambraswell/uttley.htm). A total of 105 individuals are

listed with Henry, mostly slaves probably belonging to the Telfair family. In 1830 the population
census no longer lists Telfair, but Henry Utly is still shown, although spelled Utley. He is listed in the
660' company district of Burke (which includes the area of Plant Vogtle). There are four white males
and five white females in his household. He is shown as owning 12 slaves. Interestingly, there are
nine free blacks listed in the census after Utley - some owning slaves. Of the 50 blacks listed, 15 of
these are slaves. The disappearance of the Telfair name in the Burke County census and the
appearance of several free black families after Utley's is interesting, but interpretation at this point is
sheer speculation. It may be possible that, with the sale of the Telfair land, a number of slaves were
given their freedom. In the 1840 census, a William Utley is shown in Henry's place and is believed
to be his son. There are four free white persons in the household. In addition, there are 32 free
blacks listed and 43 slaves with Utley. In 1850 William and his wife are listed with five male
children. William is 36 years old. He owns 11 slaves. In 1860 William is apparently dead, but his
wife Sarah appears in the census. She is living with three of her children. Also living there is a
teacher, housekeeper, and Overseer. Again, 11 slaves are listed. William's younger brother Henry,
Jr. (age 28) is living next door with his wife, four children, and a farm hand. Henry Jr. owned no
slaves according to the 1860 census. Henry, Jr. was killed at the Battle of Gettysburg in 1863
(www. members.aol.com/sa m bra swell/Utley.htm).

An 1864 map of Georgia shows Telfair's Mill Creek below Plant Vogtle, but no other place.names
in the immediate area of the plant. In 1870, over half of the 17 Utley's listed are either black or
mulatto. Henry's wife Cornelia and her children are listed. Sarah was no longer in the census and
may have also died. By 1900, all the white Utley's appear to have moved out of Militia District 66
of Burke County. However, numerous black Utley's remained in the area. The Utley name is'clearly
associated with Plant Vogtle as the old landing where the barge dock is located was once referred
to as Utley Landing (Georgia site form 9BK1). Also, underneath Mallard Pond is a cave referred to
as Utley's Cave. In addition, the limestone outcrop in this location is referred to. as Utley limestone.

An 1899 map depicts a town called "Telfairville" along Hwy 23 west of Plant Vogtle (Figure 5),
apparently in honor of the former governor and landowner. Later early 2 0 th century maps continue (
to show it although sometime between 1910 and 1915, the town disappears from maps. A 1909
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Figure 5
1899 Centrpal.Georgia Railway Map of Georgia and Alabama,

Showing the Location of Telfairville
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Figure 6
1909 General Highway Map of Burke County, Georgia
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map shows the town along Hwy. 23 and depicts Hancock Landing at the north end of Plant Vogtle
and several properties including "W.M. Buxton Pl.", "Allen's Chapel (Col)", and "Cochran Pl."
(Figure 6). Based on this map and the known location of the old River Road through Plant Vogtle,
the Buxton property is in the location of a site found during this survey (9BK414). Allen's Chapel
appears to be just east of the cooling towers, and the Cochran property appears to be located
between the Wilson Combustion Turbine Plant and the Visitor Center Access Road. The Utley
surname does not appear in the area at all. In 1920, numerous white Utley's are found further south
in the area of Girard.

PREVIOUS RESEARCH IN THE AREA

This section describes the results of archaeological studies that have been recorded near the project.
area. The results of the most extensive surveys and syntheses in the surrounding area are described
first and then more specific archaeological work at Plant Vogtle is considered. All these
archaeological studies, in conjunction with the outline of regional prehistoric and historic periods
presented above, provide the basis for assessing site significance at Plant Vogtle.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDIES IN NEIGHBORING AREAS

The extensive surveys at Fort Gordon provide the largest quantity of data from an area closest to,
and physiographically most similar to, the present study area. Fort Gordon comprises over 16,188
ha (40,000 ac) of land, which has been surveyed over a period of several years (Benson 1994;
Braley 1991, 1994b; Braley and Price 1991). This Sand Hills locality is located within a large
military reservation and provides the most accurate data available for the Sand Hills region of the
Savannah River drainage shed. Site density at Fort Gordon was one per 10 ha (1:24 ac) (Benson
1994:102). While only the northern portion of the current project corridor is located in Burke
County, the physiography of this interriverine region is very similar to that of the Fort Gordon area.

Benson (1994) and Braley (1991, 1994b) have compared data from extensive surveys of Sand
Hills and Upper Coastal Plain locales. These include Fort Gordon (interriverine) and Fort Benning
(riverine) in the Sand Hills, and DiLane Plantation (interriverine) and the Savannah River Site (SRS-
riverine) in the Upper Coastal Plain. Paleoindian through Middle Archaic components generally
comprise a greater proportion of prehistoric components in the Sand Hills than in the Upper Coastal
Plain (Benson 1994:103). DiLane Plantation, however, shows a relatively high Early Archaic
proportion. Fort Gordon and Fort Benning are remarkably similar in Early Archaic and Middle
Archaic frequency. Middle Archaic component frequency in the Upper Coastal Plain is also very
similar. Frequency of Late Archaic locations increases dramatically for all of the compared areas,
but the Sand Hills areas show a greater increase.

Beyond the Late Archaic period the Upper Coastal Plain shows greater occupation frequency than.
the Sand Hills. Human occupation of the Upper Coastal Plain continues to increase after the Late
Archaic period, but the increase is largely due to the high frequency of Early Woodland (Refuge)
locations at the Savannah River Site (SRS). DiLane Plantation, also in the Upper Coastal Plain,
produced only marginal Early Woodland occupation. The Sand Hills areas also produced fewer
Early Woodland sites. Woodland through Mississippian occupation fluctuates in the Sand Hills,
with Middle Woodland locations being the most prevalent on both Fort Gordon and Fort Benning.
The difference between Upper Coastal Plain and Sand Hills occupation is striking. The number of
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Late Woodland sites increases in the Upper Coastal Plain, largely due to the high frequency of Late
Woodland sites on the SRS, while the frequency of Late Woodland sites greatly decrease in the
Sand Hills. The proportion of Late Woodland and Mississippian sites are roughly similar for both
the Upper Coastal Plain and the Sand Hills.

Generally, component proportions between areas within physiographic provinces are similar.
Intensity of Paleoindian/Archaic land use is higher in the Sand Hills, while intensity of
Woodland/Mississippian land use is higher in the Upper Coastal Plain. Differences do exist
between areas within physiographic provinces, more so between the two areas in the Upper
Coastal Plain than in the Sand Hills (Benson 1994:103).

Braley (1994b:234-239) has addressed site patterning based on an array of environmental
variables including type of landform, source of water, distance to water, and elevation above
water. Apparently the high, dry uplands were rarely selected for campsites by prehistoric groups,
but were favored by late historic period farmers whose house sites are somewhat common.
Historic sites are three times more likely to be located on ridge tops, upland slopes and upland flat
areas when compared to prehistoric sites. Prehistoric sites are much more likely to occupy toe
slopes, small knolls and terraces. Nearly 60 percent of the prehistoric sites are located within 50 m
(164 ft) of water and 80 percent are within 100 m (328 ft). Most often the water source is a small,
rank 1 stream or spring.

Diagnostic Early Archaic stone tools were found on nearly 20 percent of the sites or occurrences.
Middle Archaic sites are comparatively rare on Fort Gordon. Late Archaic sites are well
represented, and nearly 14 percent of Fort Gordon sites yielded diagnostic Late Archaic artifacts.
Fiber tempered pottery is poorly represented on Fort Gordon, with ceramic sites clustered along
Brier Creek and its major tributaries (Braley 1994b:236).

No sites with Thorns Creek pottery have been identified on Fort Gordon, despite the fact that such
sites are common on the South Carolina side of the Savannah River (Braley 1994b; Sassaman et
al. 1990). The Savannah River may have served as a territorial boundary during the Late Archaic-
Early'Woodland transition. Similarly, no definite Early Woodland Refuge ceramics have been
identified on Fort Gordon, although some simple stamped wares classified as Deptford (Middle
Woodland) have been found. While the Middle Woodland is fairly well represented, the Late
Woodland period is poorly represented by cord marked ceramics.

Small Mississippian period sites comprise approximately 17 percent of identified prehistoric
components on Fort Gordon. Based on test excavations at site 9MF57, it appears that the late
.prehistoric use of the Sand Hills was on a seasonal basis (Braley 1 994b). The Fort Gordon surveys
indicate that the Sand Hills were utilized during the early and middle part of the Mississippian. Late
Mississippian (Lamar) pottery is present but in very low density, supporting the idea that the
Savannah River valley was nearly abandoned at the time of first European contact in 1540 A.D.

Documentary and archaeological data suggest that the Sand Hills lagged behind other regions in
historic settlement, primarily due to the low agricultural potential of the soils. Although the Augusta
area was settled in the early eighteenth century, it was not until after the Revolutionary War that the
Sand Hills were settled. Initially, wealthy individuals purchased large landholdings, but a cotton-'
based plantation economy was not as developed as it was elsewhere in the state. Instead, small
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sawmills were constructed along the major streams, and the virgin longleaf pine forests were
harvested for timber, which was shipped down river to Savannah. The vast majority of historic
sites on Fort Gordon range in date from circa 1860 to 1940, after the large landholdings were
divided and sold to yeoman farmers (Braley 1994b:238).

According to cemetery records from Fort Gordon, the peak years of birth .in the area were between
1861 and 1880. It appears that births in the region declined during the lost quarter of the nineteenth
century. Peak death rates occurred between 1901 and 1920. The reduction of births after 1920
may reflect the out-migration of farm families following the invasion of the boll weevil. While
cotton was never a very productive crop in the Sand Hills, the general decline of the region's
economy following 1920 probably did lead to abandonment of many farms (Braley 1994b:239).

Archaeological data has also been recovered from recent highway widening projects east of the
study area. Three similar highway surveys have been conducted along SR 21, from Rincon to
Millen during May and July of 1994 (Elliott 1994), from Rincon to Shawnee during the fall of 1992
(Elliott 1993), and from Sylvania to Millen during the spring of 1993 (Espenshade and Roberts
1993). Elliott (1994:10) compares and contrasts the results of archaeological survey along these
three sections of SR 21.

The survey from Rincon to Millen (Elliott 1994) covered 33 km (20.6 mi) along SR 21 within
Effingham and Screven counties. Elliott (1994) identified .28 archaeological sites and 28 isolates,
with an additional 3 sites and 2 isolates found around a Carolina bay. Site types included
eighteenth-, nineteenth-, and twentieth-century house sites and artifact scatters; non-diagnostic
aboriginal lithic scatters and short term camps; and Paleoindian, Archaic, and Woodland base
camps. Four of these sites (9EF78, 9SN165, 9SN167, and 9SN168) were recommended as
potentially eligible to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

The survey from Rincon to Shawnee consisted of a 27 km (15 mi) long corridor entirely within
Effingham County and by-passing the town of Springfield. A total of six sites and two occurrences
was located and determined ineligible to the NRHP (Elliott 1993). Site density along this survey
area compares to other surveys within the county, known for its numerous wetlands and low lying
ground. One site and one occurrence were predominantly prehistoric while the remaining sites and
occurrences dated to. historic times. Site 9EF230 was the only solely prehistoric site and consisted
of a large lithic scatter including Early and Late Archaic projectile points. The site was located
along an upland slope near a flood plain. The se•,erity of disturbance of this site resulting from its
use as a borrow pit made it unlikely to contain intact features or stratigraphy, and it was
recommended ineligible for the NRHP. Predominantly historic sites included: 9EF225, containing
one prehistoric Woodland period sherd, an eighteenth-century sherd, and middle nineteenth-century
artifacts; 9EF229, a nineteenth-century site; 9EF227, a middle nineteenth-century site; and sites
9EF226 and -9EF228, middle nineteenth to twentieth-century sites. These historic sites were not
eligible to the NRHP because of one or more of the following conditions: lack of artifacts below
the plowzone, re-deposition of artifacts, very low density of artifacts, and massive disturbance.

Archaeological survey from Sylvania to Millen, consisted of 27 km (15 mi) in Screven and Jenkins
counties. The survey area was divided almost equally between the two counties. This survey
located nine sites and three isolated finds. The Screven County portion contained seven of the nine

K•.• sites. Two of the sites were prehistoric, seven were historic, and all were recommended as
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ineligible for the NRHP (Espenshade and Roberts 1993). Prehistoric sites consisted of 9JS8, on a
bluff overlooking Horse Creek, and site 9SN108, located on a large knoll above Ogeechee Creek.
The former consisted of chert flakes and the latter contained chert debitage and sherds. Neither
contained diagnostic artifacts.

Historic sites 9JS7, 9SN109, and 9SN1 11 date to the late nineteenth-early twentieth century. Site
9SNI 10 dates to the early twentieth century. Sites 9SN1 13 and 9SN1 14 contained diagnostic
artifacts from the early-middle twentieth century, while Site 9SN1 12 was occupied a short time later
during the middle twentieth century. Sites 9SN 109, 9SN 110, 9SN 111, and 9SN 113 are recorded
as tenant house scatters. Site 9SN1 12 is listed as tenant house refuse. Site 9JS7 is a house scatter
while 9SN1 14 is recorded as a multi-structure scatter. All seven sites were described as extensively
disturbed, lacking stratigraphy and features.

*The majority of archaeological research conducted east of the project area has been in the northern
and central portions of Screven County within the Brier Creek drainage system in conjunction with
the construction of Plant Vogtle and its associated transmission lines. Survey, testing, and data
recovery of these sites have resulted in a large body of data (Blanton 1985; Elliott 1986; Elliott and
O'Steen 1987; Espenshade 1986; Garrow 1984; Joseph 1985; O'Steen 1986; and O'Steen and
Espenshade 1985). Test excavations at site 9SN53 (known as field site GP-SN-03) revealed that it
was occupied during the Early Archaic and Woodland periods and was stratified. Test
excavations at 9SN59 (also known as field site GP-SN-05) recovered Late Archaic and Woodland
artifacts (O'Steen and Espenshade 1985). Data recovery was conducted at Site 9SN68 (field site
GP-SN-1 3) and resulted in the determination that it contained Early, Middle, and Late Archaic
components. Data recovery was also conducted on portions of Field Sites GP-SN-03, GP-SN-08
and GP-SN-09 (Elliott 1986; Blanton 1985; O'Steen 1986). Site GP-SN-08 was characterized by
stratified alluvial deposits representing Early Archaic through modem occupations, with the late
Middle Archaic being the most intensive occupation period. Artifacts represented a low diversity
of activities, with intermediate and final stage biface reduction most prominent. Elliott concluded
that the site represented an area-of repeated short-term occupation rather than a base camp (Elliott
1986). Excavation on areas of Field Site GP-SN-09 revealed that it too was used as a short-term
activity area.. The northern portion of the excavated area was occupied mostly during the Late
Archaic, with ofher minor components from Middle Archaic to Early Woodland. Major
occupation of the southern area took place during the terminal Late Archaic. Discrete artifact
occupation zones were observed in the stratigraphy (Blanton 1985).

Across the river in South Carolina, there has been extensive survey at the Savannah River Site. In
1990, a prehistoric synthesis of the archaeology that had been accomplished by that time was
published. Based primarily on survey data, Sassaman et al (1990:330-332) listed eight typological
and chronological research domains and seven research problems in cultural patterning and
process for the Middle Savannah River Valley. These research domains and problems are rather
broad, indicating that much more research at the testing and data recovery level are needed before
they can be adequately addressed. Several sites have also been excavated as part of new
construction. The results of excavations at the G.S. Lewis-East Site and 38AK157 have been
published by the Savannah River Archaeological Research Program (Sassaman et al. 2002;
Sassaman 1993). Site 38AK157 is a Woodland Period site located on a ridgenose overlooking
Upper Three Runs Creek, while the G.S. Lewis-East site dates primarily to the Early and Late Archaic
Period and is located at the confluence of Upper Three Runs Creek and the Savannah River. Most of
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the riverfront at Savannah River Site consists of swamp or floodplain. This confluence is the only
location where a low rise (10 to 20 feet above the river) overlooking the river channel occurs.

Several publications have also been produced on the historic resources at Savannah River Site.
The most comprehensive publication focuses on changing settlement patterns (Brooks et al-1991)
based on the survey and identification of a number of historic settlements. Topic or site specific
publications consist of a study of consumer behavior on a postbellum farm (Crass et al. 1995); a
study on the archaeology of rural modern*ization (Cabak and Inkrot (1997); a study on the
archaeology of cattle raising (Brooks et al. 2000); and the results of data recovery at the Bush Hill
Plantation (Cabak and Groover 2005).

Site forms for sites and standing structures that are either eligible or listed on the National Register of
Historic Places were gathered for resources within 10 miles of Plant Vogtle.and within 1.2 miles of
the Thalmann and Scherer transmission line routes.

PREVIOUSLY RECORDED SITES AND STRUCTURES WITHIN PLANT VOGTLE

In 1973, Nicholas Honerkamp performed a reconnaissance survey of high probability areas of the
Plant Vogtle properly and located seven sites. Of these sites, three (9BK1/9BK20, 9BK21, and
9BK22) were initially thought to possibly be located within the areas to be improved. The sites
Honerkamp identified are summarized below in Table 1 and shown on Figures 7 and 8 along with'
new sites and isolated finds identified during this survey. No previously recorded standing structures
occur within Plant Vogtle.

Table 1. Sites Identified by Honerkamp during the 1973 Reconnaissance Study.

9BK1/9BK20 2-A 429500 3667850 Prehistoric Camp/Settlement
9BK21 2-B 427500 3667700 Prehistoric Isolated Find
9BK22 2-C 427400 3667520 Prehistoric Isolated Find
9BK23 1-C 430100 3667500 Prehistoric Camp
9BK24 1-D 430540 3667120 Prehistoric Camp
9BK25 1-A 430550 3666950 Prehistoric Camp
9BK26 1-B 430700 3666950 Prehistoric Camp

9BKI/20

Site 9BK1 was identified by Becky Plunkett in 1971on a ridge nose overlooking the Savannah
River and known as Utley's Landing. There she picked up prehistoric pottery, two projectile points,
several prehistoric tools, and a number of chert flakes. The site was revisited by Nick Honerkamp in
1973 and was issued a new site number (9BK20). The site was located at Brown's Cabin, which
was being used by the Georgia Power Company to store soil samples. The site was a
multicamponent prehistoric occupation. It was found to be eroded and had been bulldozed to
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Figure 7
Project Location with Previously Identified

Archaeological Sites as well as New Sites and Isolated Finds
on Plant Vogtle as Shown on the Shell Bluff and Girard USGS Maps

Source: USGS 7.5' Quadrangles; Alexander, Shell Bluff Landing, Girard, NW Girard, GA 1989
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create a dam to the southeast of the site. Because of the large quantity of surface materials,
Honerkamp excavated nine test pits at the site to determine the site's condition. Although the depth
of deposits was not mentioned, he did state that only a small area of midden was seen. Artifacts
consisted of chert and quartzite debitage and tools, Early to Late Woodland pottery, and a
Savannah River Stemmed Point. A total of 250 artifacts were collected primarily from the ground
surface. The size of the site is unknown.

OF all the sites Honerkamp identified, this was the only site he believed needed additional work.
However, this recommendation was made with some reservations since bulldozing, -erosion, and
collecting by amateurs had disturbed the site.

According to Mr. Mike Burke of Southern Nuclear, the site was disturbed during initial construction
for Vogtle and much of the soil, along with the artifacts, was removed and relocated to other areas
of the property. Currently, the barge landing occupies the landform containing the site and it is
presumed to have been destroyed.

9BK21

Site 9BK21 was identified by Honerkamp on a rise overlooking a springhead. Surface collected
was on Middle Mississippian Madison type point and a chert flake. The report indicates that test
pits were placed at the site, but does not state how many. Regardless, no other artifacts were found.
It should be noted that the UTM coordinates on the state site form do not place the site in the location
shown on Honerkamp's map. Based on correspondence with the Georgia site files, the UTM
coordinates on the site form are assumed correct.

9BK22

Site 9BK22 was identified just northwest of 9BK21 closer to the springhead. Despite the excavation
of an unknown number of test pits, only one artifact was found. It consisted of a late
Paleoindian/Early Archaic Hardaway/Dalton point. Like site 9BK21, it should be noted that the
UTM coordinates on the state site form do not place the site in the location shown on Honerkamp's
map. Based on correspondence with the Georgia site files, the UTM coordinates on the site form
are assumed correct.

9BK23

Site 9BK23 is a prehistoric camp located about 500 to 600 feet north of a powerline on secondary
bluffs of the Savannah River. Honerkamp's report indicates that all artifacts came from test pits, but
that no midden was found. He did note that the site was highly disturbed by roots. The size of the
site is also not noted. Artifacts consisted of 32 pieces of chert debitage,. two plain sherds, three
simple stamped sherds, one Mossy Oak cord marked sherd, and one Deptford check stamped
sherd, placing the site in the Early to Middle Woodland Period.

9BK24

Site 9BK24 was another prehistoric camp located on secondary bluffs overlooking the Savannah
River and flanked by two small stream valleys. Honerkamp indicates that the vast majority of
artifacts were surface collected and does not specify how many test units were excavated. The size
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of the site is also not noted. Artifacts consisted of 17 pieces of chert debitage, one chert scraper,
one chert projectile point, fragment, three Mossy Oak cord marked sherds, five Deptford simple
stamped sherds, five undetermined simple stamped sherds, two Dunlap fabric impressed sherds,
four plain sherds, two undetermined cord marked sherd, and one Swift Creek stamped sherd. These
date the site from the Early to Late Woodland periods.

9BK25

Site 9BK25 was a prehistoric camp found about 850 feet north of the northeast corner of the fence
surrounding the combustion turbine plant. It was found at the beginning of a highly eroded logging
road that extended to the river. The site was highly disturbed and may have been fill brought in
from elsewhere. Only a few artifacts were recovered from an unspecified number of test units.
Collected from the site were 29 pieces of chert debitage, two incomplete chert projectile points, and
three plain pottery sherds. This site priobably dates to sometime in the Woodland period.

9BK26

Site 9BK26 was a prehistoric camp located on a secondary bluff overlooking the Savannah River
on a rise between two streams. The vast majority of artifacts were surface collected. Only three
artifacts were recovered from an unknown number of test pits. No midden deposits were noted.
Artifacts consisted of three pieces of chert debitage, one partial quartzite projectile point, one
Deptford linear check stamped sherd, one Deptford simple stamped sherd, one Mossy Oak simple
stamped sherd, and one simple stamped sherd of an unknown type.

Other Sites and Artifacts

Another site is mentioned in Honerkamp's report, which he refers to as 3A. Unfortunately, it does not
appear on his overall map, as do the other sites. In addition, no form for this site was found in the
State site files. In other words, there are no supporting documents. He notes that it was located on
the northem fork of a jeep trail, which he refers to a R-5 on the edge of a top bluff. A highly eroded
logging road was found extending from the site'down to the river. He found eight artifacts from the
surface including five pieces of chert debitage, a chert chopper or core, one Deptford simple
stamped sherd, and one plain sherd. He stated that although the immediate area was extensively
tested, no material or midden was found.

Honerkamp made several large surface collections from the powerlines, but did not attempt to
delineate sites. Without additional description from Honerkamp's report, it is impossible to know
where these materials came from.

NEARBY RESOURCES LISTED OR DETERMINED ELIGIBLE FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

The background research identified sites, structures, buildings, and districts that have been
determined eligible for or are listed in the National Register of Historic Places. Within 10 miles of
Plant Vogtle there are 22 archaeological sites that have been determined eligible. Although there are
many sites that have been recommended as eligible, determinations of eligibility were found for
these 22 sites (Table 2). All of these are located on the Savannah River Site in South Carolina. Table
3 lists structures, buildings, and districts determined eligible for or listed in *the National
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Table 2. Archaeological Sites Listed or Determined Eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
Within 10 Miles of Plant Vogte and Within. 1.2 Miles of the Scherer and Thalmann Transmission Lines.

38AK415 LW-LW IJ,) x 0z. 43,.Z04U J5O/YOUU New Illenton ,)Vv ueterminel
38AK417 EW-LW 160 x 60 435460 3679800 New Ellenton SW Determined
38AK660 UP, 19th-20thc. 130 x 90 432180 3681000 New Ellenton SW Determined
38AK677 MW, 19th-20thc. 135 x 95 430980 3681160 New Ellenton SW Determined
38BR31 LA-Miss, 19th-20th c. 250 x 400 430610 3672280 Girard NW Determined
38BR35 UA-Miss 150x 150 432360 3672050 Girard NW Determined
38BR55 MA-Miss 125 x 700 441460 3667980 Girard NW Determined
38BR104 EA-MW 40 x 60 441100 3668240 Girard NW Determined
38BRl12 UP, 19th-20thc. 250 x50 441600 3667680 Girard NW Determined
38BR259 EA-LW 80 x 120 440880 3672240 Girard NW Determined
38BR269 LA; 18th-20thc. unknown 441490 3664350 Girard Determined
38BR273 1 8th-20thc. 30 x 40 440520 3672460 Girard NW Determined
38BR274 20th 100x 130 440320 3672240 Girard NW Determined
38BR277 20th 40x 50 440320 3672520 Girard NW Determined

I. I I n a ,1d 1 A -* IL t . -~
3qAR29A UV': YUth /3 X /3 44U0ZU I 00t 14U i'jrara INvy Determinea t.v I ----------

38BR286 19th 20 x 400 441400 13667000 lGirard NW Determined

38BR288 19th-20th c. 30 x 150 440720 3669780 Girard NW Determined
38BR291 MA, EW-LW; 18th-20th c. 30x 60 440460 3671300 Girard NW Determined
38BR494 19th-20th c. 200 x250 440460 3672020 Girard NW Determined
38BR495 EA-LW 60 x 90 440780 3671900 Girard NW Determined
38BR527 EA-MW 100x 150 441460 3673060 Girard NW Determined
38BR528 MA-LW; Miss 50 x 200 1441240 3672930 Girard NW Determined

9J0229 W-Hist (Native American) 50 X 30 245580 3658040 Dames Ferry Determined
9WG29 19th-20thc. 190 X 100 354200 3644500 Davisboro Listed

9EF28 1 8th-i 9thc. unknown 482936 3582025 Hardeeville NW Listed
MACINTOSH TO
THALMANN
9CH688 18th-i 9thc. 140 X 60 471467 3544438 Meldrim SE Listed
Key: EA=Early Archaic; MA=Middle Archaic: LA=Late Archaic; EW=Early Woodland; MW=Middle Woodland;
LW=Late Woodland; Miss=Mississippian; UP=Unknown Prehistoric; UA=Unknown Archaic
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Table 3. Structures, Buildings, and Districts Listed or Determined Eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places Within 10 Miles of Plant Vogtle and Within 1.2 Miles of the Scherer and Thalmann Transmission
Lines.

24
Savannah River Site Aiken and East bank of Savannah 1950s 0.1 mile Determined
District •Barnwell River opposite Vogtle

Hurt-Rives Plantation Hancock Rives Road 1800 1.1 Listed 1996
Bowen House Jones W. side Hwy 23 at 1933 1.1 Listed 1974

Hwy 22
Jones-Ross House Jones Old Church Road 1826 1 Listed 1974
Clinton Methodist Jones Old Church Road 1821 0.6 Listed 1974
Church
Califf House Jones One block N. 1820 0.6 Listed 1974

Courthouse Square
Rockville Academy Putnam 146 Rockville Road 1889 0.1 Listed 2002
Warthen Historic Washington Jct. of GA 15, GA 1750- 0.5 miles Listed 1997
District 102, Warthen St., Old 1949

Sadersville-Sparta and
Walker Dairy Rds.

Francis Plantation Washington SE of Davisboro on SR c. 1850 0.1 miles Listed 1975
2189

New Ebenezer Effingham Ebenezer Road c. 1738 0.5 miles Listed 1974
Townsite
Jerusalem Lutheran Effingham Ebenezer Road c. 1769 0.5 miles Listed 1974
Church
Jerusalem Church Effingham Ebenezer Road c. 1832-. 0.5 miles Listed 1974
Parsonage 1838
Gugel/Waldhour/Fai Effingham Ebenezer Road c. 1790- 0.5 miles Listed 1974
I House 1799 1 1 1

No resources listed or
determined eligible

Register of Historic Places. Two resources were identified: the Sapp Plantation, which is listed and
the Savannah River Site District, which has been determined eligible. Preliminary boundaries for the
Savannah River Site District are the current property boundaries.

The background research also identified sites, structures eligible or listed in the National Register of
Historic Places within 1.2 miles of the Thalmann and Scherer transmission lines. The Thalmann
transmission line is divided into two segments by a substation for location identification purposes
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and consistency with original Plant Vogtle licensing by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Vogtle-
McIntosh and Mclntosh-Thalmann. There are three archaeological sites that are currently listed and
one that has been determined eligible (Table 2). While there are a number of other sites that have
been recommended as eligible, a determination of eligibility was found for only one of these.
Within 1.2 miles of the Thalmann'and Scherer transmission lines there are 12 buildings or districts
listed in the National Register of Historic Places (Table 3).
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IV. METHODS

ARCHIVAL/HISTORICAL RESEARCH

The study began with a background archaeological and historical literature review that covered a
10-mile radius area from the powerplant site and 1.2 miles on either side of the current Thalmann
and Scherer Transmission Line routes. This consisted of a review of the State of Georgia
Archaeological'Site Files maintained at the University of Georgia in Athens, and the South Carolina
Archaeological Site Files at the South Carolina Institute 'of Archaeology and Anthropology. Site
forms were copied for all eligible or listed archaeological sites within a 10-mile radius of the study
area as well as portions of all relevant accompanying technical reports. TheNational Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) files at the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Historic Preservation
Division and the South Carolina Department of Archives and History were searched to determine if
there are any National Register listed properties in the 10-mile radius, including properties recorded
on the Department of Energy's Savannah River Site. Finally, the state Historic Structure files for
Georgia and South Carolina as well as determination of eligibility files were checked for all listed
properties. Archaeological sites that were determined to be eligible for inclusion in the National
Register or are listed in the National Register are included. Architectural sites are those that are listed
as well as those that have been determined eligible. Additional background historical research was
conducted at the Georgia Department of Archives and History, the Burke County Library, and the
University of Georgia Science Library and focused on historic maps and historic aerial
photographs to develop a general view of the historic development of the area and to determine the
locations of early roads, dwellings etc. The results of this background research were presented in the
previous chapter.

FIELD METHODS

Archaeological field coverage methods varied depending on the area under investigation. For the
powerplant site, the project Archaeologist reviewed the historic and current aerial and topographic
maps to determine if there are any locations left in this area that might have some integrity.
Preliminary review conducted for this proposal suggested not. The Archaeology team then
excavated a limited number of shovel test pits to confirm disturbances and characterize'soils and
conditions. Other areas were examined using single or multiple 30-meter interval transects as
needed with shovel tests excavated at 30-meter intervals. All exposed ground surfaces were visually
inspected and collected if artifacts were present. Shovel test pits were excavated in areas of less
than 75 percent surface visibility and of less than a 15 percent slope, except for wetlands. Each test
measured approximately 35 cm in diameter, and was be excavated until culturally sterile subsoil
was found where practicable. All tests were screened through one-quarter inch hardware cloth.
Tests yielding cultural materials were given a discrete number, and locations were placed on
project field maps. Artifacts recovered were bagged by shovel test or portion of the site collected.

If artifacts were found, additional shovel tests were excavated at a 15-meter (50-foot) interval in a
cruciform pattern until two negative tests were reached in each direction. Site boundaries would not

IN
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be determined beyond the confines of the study tracts, although in some cases definition was
feasible without straying too far beyond the study tracts. A site was defined by the presence of
artifacts from the same broad cultural period, pre-1955, with the following combinations; three or
more artifacts from a 30-meter (100-foot) surface area; two or more artifacts from a shovel test that
are not co-joinable; or one artifact from a shovel test and one from the surface within a 20-rmeter
(65-foot) radius. Also to be considered were the presence of surface features, such as wells,
chimney falls, or house piers. The location of surface features and structures were considered in the
determination of site boundaries. An isolated find was defined by the discovery of two, or fewer
artifacts found within a 30-meter radius or more than two artifacts that were obviously redeposited.

All data and materials recovered were analyzed with the primary goal of determining their age and
cultural affiliation. All data required for the completion of a Georgia State Archaeological Site
Form was gathered for each newly recorded or revisited site and new forms or updated forms were
submitted to the site files for permanent numbers, which are used in all project reports.

In addition to the archaeological survey methods outlined above, a geoarchaeological
investigation of the high bluff line along the Savannah River was required to assess the potential for
deeply buried archaeological remains and paleontological potential.

LABORATORY METHODS AND CURATION

Artifacts were returned to New South Associates' Stone Mountain laboratory for analysis. The
artifacts were washed and sorted according to provenience. Historic period artifacts were
analyzed using a system based on Stanley South's 1977 artifact patterning typology. Each historic
artifact was catalogued using a six-digit code identifying functional.group, raw material, artifact
type, and subtype. South's functional groups are Activities, Architecture, Arms, Clothing, Furniture,
Kitchen, Miscellaneous, Personal and Tobacco. After being assigned a functional group, the
artifacts were further divided by raw material such as ceramic, glass, stone, metal, plastic or
biological. For example, a fragment of clear bottle glass is coded as KG0301: K - Kitchen; G -
Glass; 03 - bottle glass; 01 - clear. These codes were entered into a database designed by New
South which allows us to easily manage complicated proveniences as well as to easily generate
information such as mean ceramic dates (MCD) and terminus post quem (TPQ) dates. Prehistoric
lithic and ceramic artifacts were identified by material types, temper, decoration and form and will
be compared with regional typologies to determine if typological characterization is feasible. All
collected bone was examined by a qualified zooarchaeologist.

Artifacts, notes, photographs, and other records will be prepared for curation at the Antonio
Waring Laboratory of the University of West Georgia. Appendix A provides a catalog of artifacts
recovered.



ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE VOGTLE GENERATING PLANT 137

Y. RESULTS AND EVALUATIONS

INTRODUCTION

As a r'esult of the intensive archaeological surveyof the-expansion areas at Plant Vogtle, 10
archaeological sites and seven isolated finds were identified and assessed for their National
Register eligibility (Figures 7 and 8). None of Honerkamp's sites were encountered during this
survey. This was determined in coordination with the Georgia State Site Files office. The
archaeological sites are summarized in Table 4. Of these sites, two are recommended as
potentially eligible and two as eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. The
remaining six are recommended as not eligible. Before these are described, the conditions and
level of survey for each area are discussed below.

Table 4. Summary of Sites Identified.

9BK414 Ilate 19th/early 20th c Historic home site 3667613 427541 250 x 150. NE
9BK415 learly to late 20th c. Historic home site 3667495 427175 200 x 200 NE
9BK416 1EA, EW, MW Prehistoric camp 3668193 429269 450? X 2200? E
9BK417 120th c. Liquor still 3667941 429285 50x 50 NE
9BK418 Unknown Prehistoric Prehistoric Camp 3667534 428293 250 x 450 NE
9BK419 IEW, MW Prehistoric Camp 3667678 429356 100 x 300 PE
9BK420 Unknown Prehistoric Prehistoric Camp 3667407 429775 200 x 400 PE
9BK421 Unknown Prehistoric Lithic Scatter 3667767 429135 50x 100 NE
9BK422 20th c., Unknown Prehistoric Historic and Lithic Scatter 3665220 430509 50 x 75 NE
9BK423 MA, EW, MW, Miss Prehistoric Camp 3668289 429327 75 x 150 E

Key: Time Period; EA=Early Archaic; EW=Early Woodland; MW=Middle Woodland; Miss=Mississippian.

SURVEY CONDITIONS AND LEVEL OF EFFORT

Generally speaking, much of the Plant Vogtle survey area has been heavily impacted by previous
construction and clearing. For the approximately 288 acre plant site (Area A in Figure 3), which
includes the cooling tower area, proposed future ISFSI storage area, new plant footprint, and
switchyard expansion a total of 105 shovel tests were excavated at 100 and 200 foot intervals on
transects 100 feet apart, depending on soil conditions. These shovel tests were excavated in the
unpaved open areas, where pines had been planted. In most conditions, little to no topsoil was
encountered and construction gravel was often moderate to dense. This indicated that the area had
been previously graded. Most of this area, however, was under pavement or existing buildings. No
sites were identified.

In the approximately 63 acre temporary construction warehouse, office, and laydown area (Area B
in Figure 3) a total of 24 shovel tests were excavated, primarily in the eastern third of the area
where a landform ran north-south. To the west, it sloped down sharply to a very large drainage that
had once been paved for water run off: Further to the west of this, was the sharp upslope of the
other side of the gully. All of the shovel tests in the far eastern portion of the parcel were excavated
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at 100 foot intervals on transects 100 feet apart. Judgmental shovel tests were excavated elsewhere.
Shovel tests generally indicated very little to no topsoil, . No sites were encountered.

The construction access road and temporary haul road (Area C in Figure 3) were approximately 38
acres. Surface visibility was good in some areas and no visibility occurred in others. A total of 40
shovel tests were excavated in areas of poor visibility. Soil conditions varied. The area contained
topsoil in the western two thirds, while the eastern third was heavily eroded. One site (9BK41 8) was
identified as well as two isolated finds (IF1 and IF2).

The approximately 44.5 acre temporary construction parking area (Area D in Figure 3) contained
planted pine and the large drainage that ran through the temporary construction warehouse, office,
and laydown area was encountered. Some areas of planted pine, particularly closest to the
railroad tracks contained very good surface visibility, which was used for site identification, and it
was clear that this area was heavily eroded. A steep drainage with 8 to 17 percent slope occurs in
the west central area. A total of 39 shovel tests were excavated at 200 foot intervals on transects
100 feet apart, primarily in the eastern and southern portion of the tract. Shovel tests profiles
uniformly indicated that the area was eroded. One site (9BK415) was identified.

The roughly 10.2 acre temporary batch plant location (Area E in Figure 3) consisted of an area of
planted pines. In some areas surface visibility was excellent and surface indications were used for
site identification. A total of 27 shovel tests were excavated at 100 foot intervals on transects 100
feet apart in areas of poor visibility. One site (9BK414) was identified.

The proposed future expansion for Scherer transmission line (Area F in Figure 3) was shovel tested
at 100 foot intervals. Steeply sloping areas were walked over and areas with good surface
visibility were examined. The line runs from New River Road east and terminates just west of
Mallard Pond. A second area about 500 feet long runs just east of Mallard Pond to the Switchyard
Expansion area. The length is approximately 5,500 feet. A total of 34 shovel tests were excavated.
No sites were identified.

The proposed future expansion for the Goshen transmission line (Area G in Figure 3) was shovel
tested at 100 foot intervals. Steeply sloping areas were walked over and areas with good surface
visibility were examined. The line run from the property boundary at the northwestern portion of the
Plant to the southeast, ending at the existing transformer yard. The length is approximately 6,500
feet. A total of 45 shovel tests were excavated. No sites were identified.

The originally proposed Maclntosh/Thalmann rerouted transmission line. (Area H in, Figure 3) was
shovel tested at 100 foot intervals. Steeply sloping areas were walked over and areas with good
surface visibility were examined. This line runs north from the existing transformer yard north to the
old security training facility, then heads southeast past the cooling towers, then turns south and runs
just west of the Wilson Combustion Turbine Plant and ends at New River Road. The length is
approximately 13,000 feet. A total of 72 100 foot interval shovel tests were excavated. Three sites
(9BK421, 9BK422, and 9BK423) were identified as well as three isolated finds (IF3, IF4, and IF5).
Since the field survey occurred, it has been decided that this proposed rerouted line will not be built.

A newly proposed Maclntosh/Thalmann rerouted transmission, line (Area I in Figure 3)
(approximately 72 acres) roughly. runs along the southern boundary. Where River Road turns north,
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the line turned north until it encountered the Scherer transmission line. There it paralleled the line to the
south, then turned south where it terminated at the Switchyard Expansion area. It was shovel tested at
100-foot intervals along 100 foot interval transects. Steeply sloping areas were walked over and
areas with good surface visibility were examined. The length is approximately 17,000 feet. A total
of' 206 shovel tests were excavated in two parallel transects. No sites or isolated finds were
identified.

The proposed New Barge Facility Option 1 and Construction Area consists (Area J in Figure 3) of
about 10 acres. Near the existing barge dock, the landscape has been greatly modified through
previous construction activities. Further south, the property consists of a steeply sloping landform as
well as floodplain of the Savannah River. Vegetation in the uplands consists of a mix of. pine and
hardwoods whereas the wetlands contain primarily tupelo and cypress trees. The vast majority of
the upland landform contained 17 to 25 percent slope. A narrow area at the apex was less sloping
and was surveyed with a single transect containing 10 shovel tests at 100 foot intervals. The
floodplain was walked to look for micro landforms. None were found and the soil was clearly
saturated. No sites were identified in this area.

The proposed New Barge Facility Option 2 (Area K in Figure 3).is located just north of the existing
barge dock and runs from the river, roughly parallel to a paved road and ending at a transmission
line. The western one third was walked over and examined for surface remains, as it was heavily

disturbed by erosion. Nearer to the river, 100 foot interval shovel testing was performed, identifying
two sites (9BK416 and 9BK417). Due to the identification of these two sites and to prevent
disturbances, Southern Nuclear has chosen to locate the barge facility at Option 1.

The proposed New Water Intake Structure (Area L in Figure 3) is located primarily on the river
floodplain and bluff sideslope. A small portion of the 15.8 acre tract occurs at the edge of the bluff.
Vegetation in the uplands consists of a mix of pine and hardwoods whereas the wetlands contain
primarily tupelo and cypress trees. The top of the bluff was shovel tested with 14 100-foot interval
shovel tests on two 100 foot interval transects, where a portion of 9BK416 was encountered. Site
9BK416 was also found at Barge Facility Option 2 described above. Two microlandforms were
surveyed in the side or at the base of the bluff and contained eight shovel tests placed judgmentally,
but not exceeding 100 foot intervals. The floodplain contained wetland vegetation and appeared
saturated. Therefore, it was walked over to look for surface artifacts, but not shovel tested.
However, two backhoe trenches were placed in the floodplain to examine and verify soil
conditions. The trenches began filling in with water after about one foot of excavation depth. One
site (9BK423) was identified on one of the microlandforms situated about 10 feet above the'
floodplain.

The proposed New Water Intake Structure access road and waterline (Area M in Figure 3) runs
from the intake structure along the base of the bluff for about 700 feet and then heads upslope,
terminating at the proposed haul road. This road and waterline is approximately 2,100 feet long.
Two parallel transects were excavated at 100 foot intervals. A total of 40 shovel tests were
excavated at 100 foot intervals. The north end of site 9BK416"was encountered here as well as
isolated finds 6 and 7.'Originally, the road and waterline were to run along the existing barge
landing road and then turn northwest and parallel the bluff edge. The access road and waterline
were moved to the new location when it became clear that the original alignment had the potential
of heavily impacting site 9BK416.
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There were two proposed New Spoils and Overflow Storage areas, both being approximately 36
acres in size. The one located just west of the Wilson Combustion Turbine Plant (Area N in Figure
3) contained planted pines as well as a large borrow pit. Surface visibility was generally good
and erosional gullies were found throughout. Exposed areas revealed that the area lacked topsoil.
Due to the soil conditions, borrow pit, and surface visibility, 18 shovel tests were excavated at 200-
foot intervals on transects 100 feet apart in the 36 acre tract. No sites were identified.

The second area (Area 0 in Figure 3) is located just south. and east of the security entrance
building. A portion of the tract is occupied by a pond; previously a borrow pit from initial
construction. Otherwise, conditions consist'of young pines and briars, with numerous pushpiles
perhaps used to help control erosion. A number of large gullies were noted. Surface visibility was
good in spotty areas, including a transmission corridor that cuts across the tract near its eastern
edge. Due to the soil conditions, the pond, and surface visibility, at total of 42 shovel tests were
excavated a" 200 foot intervals on transects 100 feet apart in the 36 acre tract. No sites were
identified.

The roughly 4 acre Simulator Building Expansion Area (Area P in Figure 3) is located just west of
the existing building on the south side of New River Road. Much of the parcel was open, although
the western edge contained pine and hardwoods. A helicopter landing pad, no longer in use, was
found within the open area. A total of 16 shovel tests were excavated at 100 foot intervals on
transects 100 feet apart. One site (9BK422) was identified.

IDENTIFIED SITES

9BK414

Site 9BK414 is a late 19 "h to early 2 0 1h century house site located on a ridge knoll. This may be the
W.M. Buxton house, which shows up in this vicinity on a 1909 map of Burke County (see Figure
6). It was initially identified in regular interval shovel testing, when three consecutive tests recovered
historic artifacts along Transect 28. A total of 15 50-foot interval shovel tests were excavated in a
cruciform pattern, with seven containing artifacts (Figure 9). The site was delineated by two
negative shovel tests in each direction. Surface examination of the area identified no above ground
architectural features such as foundation piers or a chimney base.

However, the area contained some ornamental vegetation and some hardwood trees, whereas the
surrounding vegetation consisted of young pines. Two surface trash piles were noted. They
contained roofing tin, bed springs, and a few fragments of bottle glass and ceramics. A few of the
temporally sensitive artifacts were collected from the surface. Based on positive shovel tests and
surface artifacts, the site measures 250 by 150 feet in size.

Kitchen related artifacts consist of two pieces of refined earthenware with blue exterior and white

interior, two plain white graniteware, one red, green, and -purple transfer printed ware, two pieces
of amethyst glass, one piece of aqua glass, seven pieces of clear bottle glass, three pieces of light
green bottle glass, one piece of olive green glass, and two clear glass unidentifiable tableware
fragments. In addition, a clear glass machine made bottle was collected from the surface. The base
is embossed with the symbol for the WJ. Latchford Glass Company (1925-1938). This bottle,
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Figure 9
9BK414 Site Map
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along with the amethyst.glass (1880s to 1917) are the most temporally sensitive of the kitchen
artifacts. Other artifacts consisted of three wire nails (which generally post date the 1880s), one
glass lamp body fragment, a table knife, one piece of window glass, and two brick fragments.
These artifacts suggest a late 19 th to early 20' century occupation, which corresponds to the known
location of the W.M. Buxton house on a 1909 map.

The average soil profile from positive shovel tests consisted of 1.1 feet of grayish brown sand
overlying sterile yellowish brown sand. The soils are classified as excessively drained Troup fine
sand, 5 to 8% slope. The central UTM coordinates are N3667613 E427541 (NAD 27).

Disturbance to the site appears to be rather great. It is likely that whatever structures stood here were
razed andremoved. The surrounding area has been clear cut and replanted in pines. Because the
site lacks intact above ground architectural features and no subsurface midden deposits were
found, it is unlikely to be able to address any significant research questions about late 19 "h to early
20th century lifeways in Burke County. Therefore, site 9BK414 is recommended as not eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

9BK415

Site 9BK415 is an early to late 2 0th century house site located on the side slope of a ridge. The site
shows up on a 1989 photo revised USGS topographic map of the Shell Bluff Landing quadrangle
as a house and outbuilding. The house site was located in the field, but no outbuildings were
found. The site was initially identified during a surface survey of an area with excellent visibility
and was seen as several trash piles of early to late 20th century farm equipment and household (
items. A total of nine shovel tests were excavated in a cruciform pattern from a center point placed
near one of the trash piles. Of these, only one yielded artifacts. Based on the positive shovel tests
and the extent of surface debris, the site measures approximately 200 by 200 feet in size (Figure
10). Surface visibility was excellent and the area contained scattered young pine trees.

On the ground surface, but not collected, was roofing tin, clothing, light fixtures, concrete, brick,
enameled tinware, car parts, and whiteware. A few surface items were collected, which consist of
a wood stove part, an automobile part, one piece of white graniteware, one clear machine made
bottle embossed with "Collins Corp Vidalia, GA 1926" on the base, and one cobalt blue machine
made bottle with "Bellmont Labs Inc. Phila PA" embossed on the base. From the positive shovel test,
one piece of clear glass was recovered. The artifacts suggest an early to late 2 0 th century
occupation.

The soil profile from positive shovel test consisted of 0.4 feet of grayish brown sand overlying
sterile yellowish brown sand. The soils are classified as excessively drained Troup fine sand, 5 to
8% slope. The central UTM coordinates are N3667495 E427175 (NAD 27).

Disturbance to the site is great. It is highly eroded and has been clear cut. No architectural features
were found and there was only one shovel test that contained any artifacts. Because the site lacks
intact above ground architectural features, is eroded, is primarily less than 50 years old, and has
been clear-cut, it is unlikely to be able to address any significant research questions. Therefore, site
9BK415 is recommended as not eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.
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Figure 10
9BK415 Site Map
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9BK416

Site 9BK416 is a large multicomponent prehistoric site located along the river bluff north of the
barge landing. The site was initially identified during shovel testing at the location of proposed
Barge Optioti 2. The site was not delineated beyond the proposed Barge Option 2, and was also
encountered in shovel testing and backhoe trenches at the top of the bluff adjacent to the proposed
Intake Structure An access road and waterline were originally run along the bluff edge to the Intake
Structure, but the plans for the access road and water line were changed prior to the completion of
field work in order to avoid the site. While there was little internal shovel testing done and there are
gaps of as much as 500 feet between areas tested, the bluff line does not break and there is no
reason to believe that the site does not continue between these points. Also, in several locations
between the trenches. flakes were noticed in a few areas that were not covered in leaf litter; most
notably, in exposed soil at the base of tree trunks. As it is currently defined, it is 2800 feet northwest-
by southeast and at least 450 feet northeast- by southwest. However, the southwestern boundary is
currently undefined. A total of 61 shovel tests were excava'ted at 50 and 100 foot intervals. Of
those, 35 contained artifacts. Artifacts were also collected from five trenches excavated by the
project Geomorphologist within the site boundaries (Figure 11).

Table 5. Lithic Debitage and Tools from 9BK416.

Primary 7 7
Secondary 22 2 24
Interior 51 1 52
Flake Fragment 116 2 1 119
Bifacial Thinning 137 1 138
Shatter 16 16

Utilized Flake 2 2
Hammerstone/Grinding Stone 1 1 2
Biface 2 2
PPK 2 2

dt~i<'•~i•.,• •i•'iU•;•';: •-.!3"56" • __ •".•.i '3!; • '!3• ~ I• 364

Artifacts were entirely prehistoric and dated from the Early Archaic to the Middle Woodland
Periods. Prehistoric ceramics consisted of three Early to Middle Woodland Deptford Cordmarked
sherds, one indeterminate check stamped sherd, one indeterminate eroded sherd, one indeterminate
sherd used as a hone, and two residual sherds. The ceramics were all found in shovel tests adjacent
to the spring head located at the south end of the site.

Prehistoric lithic debitage and tools accounted for 364 artifacts (Table 5). The vast majority of
debitage was Coastal Plain chert, with very small quantities of quartzite, and quartz. Two pieces of
debitage appeared to be Fort Payne chert, which is considered an exotic material found in eastern
Tennessee and northwest Georgia. The quartz and quartzite could have been obtained just above
the fall line into the Georgia Piedmont. Two Coastal Plain chert projectile points were found at the
site. Both were classified as Early Archaic Kirk Corner Notched. One was surface collected near
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Figure 11
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Trench 3 and the other was found in a shovel test at the south end of the site adjacent to the spring
head. Artifacts from 9BK416 and 9BK423 are illustrated in Figure 12. .. )

In general, the soil profile from positive shovel tests consisted of 0.6 feet of dark grayish brown
sandy loam, overlying 1.1 feet of a yellowish orange sand, overlying pale yellow subsoil. Artifacts
were found in the top two strata to a depth of 1.7 feet below surface. In some areas, artifacts were
found as deep as 1.9 feet.

Six trenches were excavated on or near the edge of the bluff within the site to determine if there
were more deeply buried deposits that could not be accessed through shovel testing. Details about
the stratigraphy are provided in the geomorphology report in the following chapter. In Trench 1,
artifacts seemed to be primarily confined to two zones: between the ground surface and 1.3 feet,
and between 3 and 3.9 feet. The lower band of artifacts consisted of undiagnostic lithic debitage.
In Trenches 2 through 6 artifacts were found to a maximum depth of 2 feet, .but no real separation
was noted. The soil stratigraphy was similar to that of Trench 1, although compressed.

Soils at the site consist of a combination of Troup fine sand (5 to 8 percent slope) and Lakeland
loamy sand (0 to 5 percent slope). The central UTM coordinates are N3668315 E429116 (NAD
27).

Site 9BK416 consists of b multicomponent prehistoric site containing evidence of stratigraphically
separable cultural levels. In addition, there was horizontal separation of time periods, as illustrated
by the cluster of Woodland Period pottery around the springhead. Since artifacts were found
below old plowzone and upper level disturbances, and since separable levels were noted, the site
exhibits very good integrity. Although its boundaries are currently undefined and little shovel testing
has occurred within the site's interior, it exhibits the ability to address research questions pertaining
to the prehistoric occupation of the middle Savannah River Valley. Very little work has occurred on
these large bluff edge sites. Perhaps the nearest, most comparable site (environmentally speaking) is
the G.S. Lewis-East site located on a low bluff at the confluence of the Savannah River and Upper
Three Runs Creek on the Savannah River Site in Aiken County, South Carolina (Sassaman et al.
2002). Although few organic artifacts were recovered,'the G.S. Lewis-East site produced a dense
array of artifacts dating primarily from the Early Archaic and Late Archaic Periods providing
excellent information on site structure during the two time periods. Site9BK416 is known to date
from the Early Archaic and Middle Woodland Periods, although other components may be there
that went unrecognized. This site is very likely to provide the same kinds of data, therefore testing
out conclusions made from work at G.S. Lewis-East as well as adding new information about
Woodland Period settlements along the Savannah River. In addition, the undiagnostic lithic layer
that was found sealed in Trench 1 has the potential to provide very early data, perhaps even dating
to the Paleoindian Period.

Because the site can contribute significant information regarding the prehistoric occupation of the'
Middle Savannah River Valley, it is recommended as eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places. If the site cannot be preserved in place, data recovery is needed to mitigate any
damage. Since so little is understood about the structure of various portions of this very large site, a
phased data recovery is recommended. This phased data recovery should first determine the kinds
of research questions the portions of the site that will be impacted might be able to address in order
to formulate an appropriate data recovery plan. However, conversations with Southern Company .
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Figure 12
Prehistoric Artifacts from9BK41 6 and 9K8423 Artfacts

A: Savannah Check Stamped (9BK423]; B. Mississippian Check or.Complicated Stamped (9BK423);
C. Biface/Hafted Knife (9BK423); D.Sherd Hone (9BK416); E. Deptford Cord Marked (9BK416);
F. Small Guilford-Like ppl (9BK423); G - H. Kirk Corner Notched ppk (9BK41 6).
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indicated that all efforts will be made to avoid the site, which may include moving a small portion
of the access road and intake line further away from the northern end of the site. The area
surrounding the proposed intake structure will be restricted so as to avoid impacting the top of the
bluff.

9BK417

Site 9BK417 is a mid 2 0th century liquor still located in a springhead just north of the road leading
to the barge landing. The site was initially identified on the surface near Transect 33 Shovel Test 8.
Located were seven punctured 55 gallon metal barrels within a 50 by 50 foot area (Figure 13). The
puncturing was likely done by law enforcement to render the barrels unusable. Only one bottle was
found on the ground surface. It was a clear crown cap type soda bottle and was not collected. No
other artifacts were found on the ground surface. No shovel testing was attempted since liquor stills
tend to only consist of visible surface remains restricted to the narrow spring channel. Soils.
surrounding the still consist of Troup fine sands at 17 to 25% slope. The central UTM coordinates
are N3667941 E429285 (NAD 27).

The site consists of a defunct liquor still and it is highly unlikely that additional documentation would
yield significant information about the industry. This still has been rendered unusable and there are
only barrels and a single bottle left at the site. Therefore, 9BK417 is recommended as not eligible
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

9BK418

Site 9BK418 is an undiagnostic lithic scatter located on the north side of a ridge overlooking the
headwaters of the creek that runs past Hancock Landing and .into the Savannah River. The site was
initially identified in a dirt road and adjacent landfill trench. Shovel testing was performed parallel
to the road and the site was found at Transect 35 Shovel Test 19. A total of 17 shovel tests were
excavated in the site area, with five yielding artifacts. The site was delineated on all sides by two
negative shovel tests or a lack of surface artifacts. Based on surface finds and positive shovel tests,
the site measures 250 by'450 feet in size. About one half to two thirds of the site exists in a landfill
trench and there are several push piles in the northern half of the site (Figure 14).

Artifacts from the four positive shovel tests (n=13) and the surface (n=68) consist of 81 pieces of
lithic debitage. They consist of one agatized chert primary flake, two Coastal Plain chert primary
flakes, four Coastal Plain chert secondary flakes, 18 Coastal Plain chert interior flakes, 20 Coastal
Plain 6hert bifacial thinning flakes, 34 Coastal Plain chert flake fragments, one quartz bifacial
thinning flake, and one quartzite flake fragment.

The average soil profile from positive shovel tests consisted of 0.5 feet of dark grayish brown sand.
From 0.5 to 1 .1 feet the soil consisted of a transition zone containing dark grayish brown sand and
tan sand. From 1.1 feet to 2.0 feet the soils consisted of tan sand and under this layer to 3.0 feet
was a sterile grayish pale brown sand. The soils are classified as Troup fine sand, 5 to 8% slope.
The central UTM coordinates are N3667534 E428293 (NAD 27).

(~~2
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Figure 13
9BK417 Site Map and Northwest View of Site
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Figure 14
9BK418 Site Map and Northwest View of Site
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Although shovel testing indicated .that artifacts are deeply deposited north of the dirt road, the
excavation of a landfill trench has impacted the site, by removing about two thirds of the site's
contents. Additional damage has occurred in the northern half of the site where several push piles
were noted. Because past practices have compromised the integrity of the site, it is unlikely that it
can offer significant information about prehistoric life in the Savannah River region. This is due to
the fact that excavations in the intact portion of the site are highly unlikely to produce meaningful
information since it would be examined out of context with the portion of the site impacted by earth
removal. Therefore, 9BK418 is recommended as not eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places.

9BK419

Site 9BK419 is an Early to Middle Woodland prehistoric site located on a narrow ridge nose
overlooking springs that feed directly into the Savannah River. While most of the artifacts consisted
of lithic debitage, a small quantity of pottery was also found. The site was initially identified during

* regular shovel testing at Transect 37, Shovel Test 9. In order to define the site within the expansion
area 12 50-foot interval shovel tests were excavated. Of those, eight yielded artifacts. The site is
bisected by a transmission line where surface artifacts were collected. A transmission line tower
stands on the crest of the landform. The site is defined to the north, east, and west by sharp landform
drops. The site has not been delineated to the south where it extended well beyond the proposed
expansion. As it is currently defined, the site measures 100 by 300 feet in size (Figure 15).

Recovered from the eight positive shovel tests (n=44) and the surface (n=42) were 86 Coastal Plain
chert lithic artifacts consisting of five primary flakes, 14 secondary flakes, eight interior flakes, 24
bifacial thinning flakes, 31 flake fragments, three pieces of shatter, and one projectile point
fragment. Outside of the site, but apparently washed downslope into an adjacent drainage were
three pieces of pottery. One contained an eroded stamped design and two were coidmarked. The
temper was a fine to medium sand and they appear to be Early to Middle Woodland Deptford.

The average soil profile consisted of 0.6 feet of dark grayish brown sand. Between 0.6 and 2.2
feet, the soils consisted of yellowish sand. Beneath this layer was a light grayish tan sand, which
was sterile. The soils are classified as Troup fine sands, 5 to '8% slope. The central UTM
coordinates are N3667678 E429356 (NAD 27).

The only damage to the site has been the tower for the transmission line and some surficial damage
through logging and clearing. Some minor erosion appears to have occurred along the site fringes.
Artifacts were found to extend to 2.2 feet below ground surface. It is possible that the portion of the
site below the surficial damage is intact and may have separable stratigraphy. Site 9BK49 is
recommended as potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. Since
the survey, it has been determined that the new transmission line proposed for this area will not be
built. Therefore, the site will not be impacted.
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Figure 15
9BK419 Site Map
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9BK420

Site 9BK420 is an undiagnostic lithic site located on a ridge overlooking the Savannah River
floodplain. The site was initially identified on exposed ground surface with a transmission line
corridor. A total of 28 50 and 100-foot interval shovel tests were excavated in a modified grid
pattern. Of those 28 shovel tests, 12 yielded artifacts. The site is defined to the north, west, and
south by two negative shovel tests. On the east, shovel testing was terminated at the edge of a very
sharp drop off. Based on surface artifacts and positive shovel tests the site measures 200 by 400
feet in size (Figure 16).

Artifacts consist of 47 pieces of Coastal Plain chert lithic debitage from the surface (n-4) and from
the 12 positive shovel tests (n--43). They consisted of one primary flake, Jhree secondary flakes, five
interior flakes, 21 bifacial thinning flakes, 14 flake fragments, one rejuvenation flake, one piece of
shatter, and one utilized flake.

The average soil profile from positive shovel tests consist of 0.5 feet of dark grayish brown sand.
Between 0.5 feet to 2.2 feet was a yellowish sand, overlying sterile grayish tan sand. The soils are
classified as Troup fine sands, 5 to 8% slope. The central UTM coordinates are N3667407
E429775 (NAD 27).

The only damage to the site has been some surficial damage through logging and clearing.
Artifacts were found to extend to 2.2 feet and it is possible that the portion of the site below the
surficial damage is intact and may have separable stratigraphy. The site is recommended as
potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. Since the survey, it has
been determined that the new transmission line proposed for this area will not be built. Therefore,
the site will not be impacted.

9BK421

Site 9BK421 is a small undiagnostic lithic scatter located on a small bench of a ridge side slope
overlooking a spring that feeds directly into the Savannah River. The site was initially identified on
the ground surface immediately adjacent to a transmission line tower. Although these remains were
found a'bit south of our study'. corridor, a decision was made to test the site. A total of 10 shovel
tests were, excavated at the site, with three yielding artifacts. The site was delineated by two
negative shovel tests to the south and east and by a landform drop off to the north and west. Based
on surface artifacts and positive shovel tests, the site measures 100 by 50 feet (Figure 17).

Artifacts consisted of 12 pieces of Coastal Plain chert lithic debitage from the three positive shovel
tests. They consisted of six flake fragments, five bifacial thinning flakes, and one piece of shatter.
Although a small amount of lithic debitage was noted on the surface near N500E500; none was
collected. The average soil profile from -positive shovel tests consist of 0.6 feet of dark grayish
brown sand with lithic debitage. A strong brown sterile sand was found thereafter. The soils are
classified as Troup fine sands, 5 to 8% slope. The central UTM coordinates are N3667767
E429135 (NAD 27).

Site 9BK421 is small and has been severely damaged by the construction of the transmission line
and tower, as well as by erosion. It is very doubtful that the site can address any significant
research questions and is recommended as not eligible for inclusion in the National Register of

F .Historic Places.
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(s-)Figure 16
9BK420 Site Map
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Figure 17
9BK421 Site Map
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9BK422

Site 9BK422 consists of a small scatter of historic and prehistoric artifacts on a small landform
overlooking Beaverdam Creek and one of its tributaries. The site was initially identified in a shovel
test at Transect 53, Shovel Test 4. Inspection of the surrounding area located additional artifacts. A"
total of 9 shovel tests were excavated at 50 foot intervals in a cruciform pattern. Only the initial
shovel test contained artifacts, which were collected from the surface prior to excavation. Base on
the positive shovel test and surface artifacts, the site measures approximately 50 by 75 feet in size
(Figure 18).

Artifacts consisted of two pieces of wall plaster (originally thought to be whiteware in the field), one
Coastal Plain chert bifacial thinning flake, and two Coastal Plain chert flake fragments.

The soil profile for the positive shovel test consisted of 0.5 feet of dark grayish sand overlying sterile
yellow sand. The soils are classified as excessively drained Troup fine sand, 5 to 8% slope. The
central UTM coordinates areN3665220 E430509.

The site is small, is shallow, and has'been damaged by logging and clear cutting. In addition, few
artifacts were recovered from the site. Therefore, 9BK422 is recommended as not eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

9BK423

.Site 9BK423 is a multicomponent prehistoric campsite located on a small bench about 10 feet
above the active Savannah River floodplain. The site was initially suspected due to the known
desirability of such a .landform to prehistoric inhabitants. In addition, an initial walkover of the site
found a number of depressions that appeared to be pothunter's holes and examination of ihe
shoreline recovered several prehistoric -artifacts that had eroded out. The bench measures
approximately 150 by 75 feet in.size. On the north end of the site is an outcrop of Utley limestone,
which is likely the reason this landform exists. While typically, river waters would scour this area,
the limestone outcrop caused a build up of alluvial deposits in this location, eventually forming this
bench. Five judgmental shovel tests were excavated at the site, all of which yielded artifacts. In
addition, two backh~oe trenches were excavated at the edge of this landform, revealing several
cultural layers.. Details regarding the geomorphological interpretation are provided in the following
chapter. The site appears to occupy the entire bench measuring approximately 150 by 75 feet in
size (Figure 19).

A total of 170 lithic and prehistoric ceramic artifacts were recovered from the site. They are listed
below in Tables 6 and 7. Of these, 40 artifacts were recovered from the ground surface. The
remaining were collected from shovel tests and the two backhoe trenches In addition to the lithic
and ceramic artifacts listed below, one of the shovel tests yielded one deer phalange and six pieces
of unidentified bone within a thin lens of mussel shell (not collected).

Most of the lithic debitage and tools consisted of Coastal Plain chert. Small quantities of
chalcedony, Ft. Payne chert, Jasper, and quartz were recovered. Of these, Ft. Payne chert is truly
exotic, as it's closest occurrence is east Tennessee and northwest Georgia. The quartz projectile
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Figure 18
9BK422 Site Map
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Fl ure 19
9BK423 Site.Map and Profile of 'rench 1
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Table 6. Lithic Debitoge and Tools from 9BK423.

Primary 6 6
Secondary. 1 1
Interior 16 1 1 18
Flake Fraqment 1 36 1 38

Bifacial Thinning 35 35
Shatter 1 4 6
Utilized Flake 2 2

Core 1 1
Preform 2 2

PPK 1

Table 7. Pottery from 9BK423.

Plain 14 3

Burnished 2

Incised 1
Complicated or Check Stamped

Check Stamped 2 8

Cord Marked 2 1 2

Indeterminate Decorated 3

point appeared to be a small Guilford lanceolate that is heavily water worn. The point was
collected from the riverbank where it had eroded down from the bench area.

The pottery consisted primarily of what appeared to be Early Mississippian Savannah phase
sherds. Although some contained medium sand temper, the interiors were well smoothed. A small
amount of Early to Middle Woodland Deptford phase pottery was also found. These wares tended
to be grittier, with a more sandpaper-like texture. One Mississippian sherd that was either check
stamped or rectilinear, complicated stamped was also recovered. The analysts could not assign a
specific type. In addition, there were eight sherds of an indeterminate type and 21 small residual
sherds were also recovered.

Shovel testing indicated that the site, in some places, extended beyond the reach of the shovel (over
3 feet). In at least one shovel test, a lens of mussel shells was found as well as well preserved animal
bone. BaCkhoe Trench 1 provided the best view of stratigraph, at the site. A recent dark grayish
brown histor'ic alluvium was approximately 2.0 feet deep. A buriied brown silty sand A horizon
was found beneath this to a depth of a little over 4.0 feet. This A horizon contained ceramics and
lithic debitage. Beneath this was a sterile strong brown silty clayey sand B horizon to a depth of
about 5.5 feet. A second brown silty sand A horizon was found containing ceramics and lithics to
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about 6.5 feet. A sterile brownish yellow sandy lamella layer was found beneath this. The backhoe
took the trench further down to about 8 feet. In the last two buckets of spoil a number of pieces of
lithic debitage were found. No ceramics were identified in the spoil, suggesting it likely dates to the
Archaic Period. The present of a Middle Archaic small Guilford-like point indicates an early
occupation in this area.

The soils are likely part of the Tawcaw and Shell Bluff association, which is found in the floodplain
of the Savannah River. Soil profile is described above in the discussion of Trench 1., The central
UTM coordinates are N3668289 E429327 (NAD 27).

Site 9BK423 is recommended as eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.
The backhoe trenching illustrated that the site has separable stratigraphy. Shovel testing revealed the
presence of shell lenses with good bone preservation. Although some pot holes have been
excavated at the site by looters, they are relatively shallow and do not appear to have caused
enough damage to negate the site's research potential.

Discussions with Southern Company indicate that the site will be avoided. As per New South's
recommendations, they plan to fence in the site. A buffer of 20 feet beyond the edges of the bench
is recommended. However, along the riverfront there is no room for a buffer. In that area, it is
simply recommended that the fence be constructed off of the bench as to not directly impact the site.
The fence should be erected prior to construction of the intake structure. It will not only serve to
protect the site during construction, but will also prevent future efforts to loot the site.

ISOLATED FINDS

Seven isolated occurrences of artifacts (referred to as IFs) were found during the survey and they are
presented in Table 8. Their locations are illustrated in Figures 7 and 8.

Table 8. List of Isolated Finds and their Locations

L#2 Lb~tion.YX,:- 0 ~uiK ecit6
1 Temp Haul Road 1 Plain White Granite 3667304 426815
2 Temp Haul Road 1 CPC flake fragment 3667296 427775
3 New TVline 1 CPC flake 3667072 429929
4 New T-line 3 CPC flakes 3667224 429863
5 New T-line 2 CPC flakes 3667270 429853
6 Access Road/Water Line 1 Prehistoric Sherd 3668329 428602
7 Access Road/Water Line 1 CPC flake 3668431 428608

IF 1 consisted of an isolated piece of late 19 th to mid 2 0 "h century plain white graniteware pottery.
IF 2 through 5 consisted of isolated surface occurrences of Coastal Plain chert debitage. IF 6
consisted of one prehistoric sherd (broken into two pieces) recovered from a transect along the
access road and water line for the intake structure (TiST13). IF 7 consisted of one small piece of
chert debitage, also recovered from a transect along the access road and water line for the intake
structure (T2ST6). Further shovel testing and surface survey in conjunction with these finds yielded no
additional artifacts.
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"VI. GEOMORPHOLOGICAL
INVESTIGATION

PURPOSE

A geomorphology investigation was conducted to assess the potential for deeply buried cultural
deposits, interpret sitestratigraphy and study site formation processes on Savannah River terraces
and the river bluff (Figure 20). This investigation provides a description of site stratigraphy,
sedimen'tology and pedogenesis and an interpretation of the Late Pleistocene and Holocene
geomorphology along this portion of the Savannah River. A paleontological assessment of
geologic formations was conducted at the proposed river intake structure and access road. The
goal of this task is to assess the potential for encountering paleontological resources similar to the
Middle Eocene whale (Georgiacetus vogtlensis) previously discovered at the facility.

iMETHODS

Geomorphology of the area is described from topographic maps, aerial photographs and field
observations. Backhoe trenches were excavated to investigate the potential for deeply buried
cultural horizons along the river bluff, T1 terrace and floodplain of the Savannah River. Ten soil
profiles were described from the backhoe trenches (Figure 21a&b). These descriptions used
standard soil taxonomy (Birkeland 1999; and Schoeneberger et al. 1998) and geological
descriptive methods.

Particle size analyses were completed for 35 sediment samples collected from select pedogenic
horizons recorded in the soil profiles. This included drying, splitting, and weighing each sample
using a digital torsion balance. Samples were'then placed in a sodium metaphosphate solution
and dispersed using a sonic dismembrator. Each sample was wet sieved through a 63-micron
sieve and the sand fraction retained on the sieve was then dried and weighed. Weight of the sand
fraction is divided by total dry weight of each sample to determine percent sand. Sand was dry
sieved and each one-half phi size fraction was weighed and recorded. The phi grade scale (= -

1og 2d, where d is grain diameter in mm) is used for grain size measurements. A larger phi size
represents smaller grain sizes as 4 phi is the boundary between sand andosilt and -1 phi is the
boundary between sand and gravel. This scale facilitates the application of conventional statistical
practices to the sedimentology data (Folk, 1980). This analysis determined percent sand and fines
(silt and clay) as well as the distribution of the sand fraction(Table 9). Sedimentology logs were
prepared showing changes in particle size distribution with depth for each profile.

Particle size distribution is used to determine sedim'entary processes active in these geomorphic
settings during the Late Pleistocene and Holocene. This can provide an understanding of how
archaeological sites were buried and the effect of burial on site integrity. Distinct stratigraphic
horizons can be difficult to recognize in the field because of subtle changes in sedimentology
between strata and the development of pedogenic horizons that can obscure stratigraphic contacts.-
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Figure 20
U.S.G.S. 7.5 Minute Quadrangle of Savannah River Valley along Project Area.

Map shows wide flat terraces north of the river and steep bluff to the south.
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Figure 21
ield Logs of Profile Descriptions for Trenches Excavated Durinq the Geomorphology Investigation.

A. Trenches excavated on river bluff
B. Trenches excavated into Ti terrace of the Savannah River

A. River Bluff Trenches
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T-I 9BK416 80 0.90 0.10 0.08 0.22 1.03 3.38 11.38 19.25 18.16 18.49. 16.17 9.05 2.78
T.] 9BK416 100 0.90 0.10 0.07 0.28 0.95 3.30" 11.40 19.47 17.78 18.59 15.56 9.92 2.68
T.I 9BK416 120 0.90 0.10 0.03 0.30 1.18 3.63 11.43 19.51 17.86 18.34 15.89 9.26 2.56
T-1 9BK416 140 0.91 0.09 0.07 0.33 1.22 -3.47 11.37 .19.65 17.55 18.55 15.82 9.25 12.73
T1-i 9BK416 160 0.93 0.07 0.09 0.25 1.58 4.15 11.80 19.01 17,27 18.56 15.74 8.99 2.55

-T. 9BK4•16 180 ... 0.93 0.07 0.08 0.32 ".24 3.69 11.37 18.89 17.32 19.05 15.88 9.62 2.53
T-I 9BK416 200 0.84 0.16 U..0.0 0.27 1.29 4.12 I 65 1 18.97 16.72 19.30 15.72 9.34 .2.61-1
T-3 9BK416 40 0.90 010 0.05 0.29 1.47 2.87 8.90 13.26 23.86 26.31 12.14 8.15 2.71
T.39BK416 60 0.92 0.07 0.29 0.42 1.06 2.59 10.51 12.19 23.55 26.26 12.42 8.12 2.59
T-3 9BK416 80 0.89 0.11 0.09 0.41 1.29 3.08 8.27 12.08 23.68 26.92 13.13 8.42 2.65
T-3 9BK416 100 0.90 0.10 0.09 0.46 1.49 2.96 8.15 11.89 24.39 26.61 13.11 8.08 2.77
T-3 9BK416 120 0.90 0.10 0.00 0.63 3 2.80 7.52 11.18 24.04 27.48 13.66 8.68 2.66
T-3 9BK416 140 0.93 0.06 0.1 0 0.57 1.57 2.96 7.46 10.86 24.39 27.08 13.64 8.68 2.70
T-4"9BK416 20 0.88 0.12 0.17 0.40 1.13 3.23 10.79 15.07 18.11 20.90 .14.32 11.99 5.89
T.49BK416 40 0.87 0.13" 0.16 0.39 1.37 3.87 11.00. 15.46 18.36 20.23 13.69 11.58 3.89
T-49BK416 60 0.88 0.12 0.19 0.38 1.22 3.74 10.67 14,.58 18.12 20.38 14.43 12.44 3.84
T-4 9BK416 80 0.72 0.27 1.04 0.57 1.44 4.19 10.65 13.94. 17.65 20.78 15.01 11.28 3.44
T-49BK416 100 0.82 0.14 5.38 0.54 1.41 3.60 9.83113.02 "16.73 19.70 14.3T 11.83 3.66
T-5 9BK416 40 0.89 0.11 0.07 0.18 0.92 3.34 11.93 15.72 18.60 21.19 14.69 10.34 3.01
T-5'9BK416 80 0.88 0.12 0.04 0.36 1.00 3.96 12.44 15.48 18.381 21.14 14.38 9.78 3.04
T-5"9BK416 120 0.69 0.31 0.00 0.41 1.55 4.43 11.74 14.15.16.89 "20.96 15.43 11.09 3.34
T-5 S 9BK416 40 0.88 0.12 0.22 0.19 0.83 3.34 11.88 15.88 18.16 21.36 14.88 9.94 3.33
T.5 S 9BK416 80 0.91 0.09 0.13 0.24 1.23 4.08 12.34 15.60 20.56 19.90 13.42 9'44 3.05
T-5 S 9BK416 120 0.88 0.12 0.00 0.35 1.61 3.90 11.16 14.06 17.40 '2i.15 15.49 11.05 3.81
T.5 S 9BK416 160 0.92 0.08 0.04 0.39 5617 4.02 11.92 14.77 .17.59 20.65 14.91 10.70 3.37
T-7 30. 0.89 0.11 . 0.04 0.17 1.58. 4.58 14.04 19.13 17.81 20.43 12.39 7.65 2.18
T-7 70 0.88 0.12 0.07 0.15 1.77 4.87 14.01 17.22 17.85 21.07 13.12 7.66 2.22T.7 110 0.89 0.1"1 .00 0.30 2.57 5.93 14.96 16.26 16.75 .20.89 1 7.3 1.97
T.I 9BK423 30 0.86 0.13 1.15 2.42 4.64 7.81 15.62 15.82 15.75 19.34 12.34 3.68 1.43
T-I 9BK423 80 0.92 0.08 0.52 2.09 5.42 9.77 17.33 16.43 15.28 17.71 10.95 3.24 1.26
T-I 9BK423 110 0.90 0.10 _0.27- 2.11 5.65 9.91 17.36 16.30 15.43 17.90 10.75 3.10 1.22
T.I 9BK423 150 0.89 0.11 0.62 1.04 3.85 8.11 15.43 17.47 17.16 19.28 11.11 4.31 1.62
T-1 9BK423 180 9 .09 0.19 1.38 3.88 8.22 15.95 18.45 17.41 18.26 10.24 .37 1.65.

T -al 9BK423 215 0.89 0.11 0.33 1.11 3.46 1 8.23 14.95 17.76 17.99 19.10 110.71 4.68 1.67

Table 9
Results of Particle Size Analyses

(C
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Changes in particle size distribution with depth can be used to delineate stratigraphic boundaries
not recognized in the field. Cumulative frequency curves were plotted for the particle size
distribution data. The phi size of the.5th, 1 6th, 5 0th 8 4 th and 95h percentile on the cumulative
frequency curves were recorded and used to calculate statistical measures of mean grain size,
inclusive graphical standard deviation and skewness (Table 10) (Folk 1980). Bivariate plots of
mean grain size with standard deviation and skewness are used to identify populations of samples
deposited by fluvial, marine and aeolian processes.

GEOLOGIC SETTING AND SITE GEOMORPHOLOGY

The proposed development at Plant Vogtle is located on the Upper Coastal Plain of the Savannah
River Valley. The boundary between the Coastal Plain and the Piedmont physiographic provinces
occurs along the Fall Line that is located about 40 kilometers northwest of Plant Vogtle (Georgia
Geologic Survey 1976). Summerour etal. (1994) prepared a recent Geologic map of eastern
Burke County that shows the surficial Coastal Plain formations at Plant Vogtle (Figure 22).
Huddlestun and Hetrick (1986) describe geologic sections from Mallard Pond and the excavation
for the foundations of the existing Plant Vogtle facilities (Figure 24). These descriptions and our
fieldwork were used to draft a simplified geologic column for the Coastal Plain formations at Plant
Vogtle (Figure 23). The Coastal Plain formations are marine sand, mud and limestone deposited in
an ancient sea during the Eocene Series, a time period ranging from 38 to 54 million years ago.
They include the Tobacco Road, Dry Branch, Clinchfield and Lisbon Formations (Figures 22 and
23). The uplands are capped by the Tobacco Road sand, a formation described as a pebbly,
poorly sorted medium to coarse sand (Summerour et al. 1994; Huddleston and Summerour 1996).
Although rare, this formation can include areas of fine to medium-grained, well-sorted sand. Below
this is the Dry Branch formation*with members (sedimentary units) that include the Irwinton sand,
Griffins Landing and Twigs Clay (Figure 23). Sand beds of the Tobacco Road and Dry.Branch
Formations were observed in ravines along the bluff edge and the tributary stream that drains from
Mallard Pond.

The Utley Limestone is a discontinuous member of the Clinchfield Formation that is the stratum below
the Dry Branch Formation. The type locality of the Utley Limestone is Utley's Cave at the upper end
of Mallard Pond on the Plant Vogtle property (Huddlestun and Hetrick 1986). The only known
outcrops of this limestone occur at Utley's cave and Utley's point (Figure 24). This limestone was
deposited only. in topographic depressions and is known to form dissolution caverns such as
Utley's cave. Lithology of this limestone it is described as a sandy, muddy, fossiliferous limestone.
At Utley's Point on the Savannah River it is a fossiliferous limestone. This limestone is a
discontinuous sedimentary deposit, .but it probably forms the core of the uplands that extends from
Hancock Landing to the present Plant Vogtle facility.

The Blue Buff member of the Lisbon Formation is the lowest stratum exposed at Plant Vogtle (Figure
23) (Huddleston and Summerour 1996). The type section is along Blue Bluff, just south of the
existing river intake structure (Figure 25). Lithology of the Blue Bluff Marl is described.as a clay and
calcite that varies from "very calcareous clay (marl) to very argillaceous limestone (marl)" with
minor fine-grained quartz sand (Huddleston and Summerour 1996). The skeleton of Georgiacetus
vogtlensis (hereafter referred to as the "Vogtle Whale") was recovered from this Blue Bluff Marl. The
fossil was discovered in an excavation adjacent to the existing river intake structure (Figure 25).
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T-1 416 1180 0.5 0.96_ 1.9 2.86. 3.32 1.90 1 .91. 0.433 0.01.
T-1, 416 . 200 0.47 0.97 1.92 2.83 3.31 1.92 1.91 0.420 .- 0.02
T-3, 416 40 0.52 1.1 2 2.78 3.3 2.00 1.96 0.385 -0.07
T-3 A416 60 0.53 1.05 2 2.8 3.32 2.00 1.95 0.380 .- 0.07
T-3, 416 80 0.53 1 1.13 2.02 2.82 3.3 2.02 1.99 0.393 .0.06
T-3.416 100 0.50. 1.14 2.03 2.78 3.32 2.03 1.98 0.385 " .0.09
T-3i 46 120 0.51 1.2 2.06 2.8 3.32 2.06 2.02 0.388 -0.09
T,3, 416 140 0.46 1.17 2.04 2.78 3.3 2.04 2.00 0.390 0.10
T-4, A16' 20 0.50 1.02 2.03 3 3.44 2.03 2.02 0.435 -0.03
TU4, 416 40 0.43 0.96. 2 2.97 3.4 1 1.98 0.433 -0.05
T.4, 416 60 0.47 1 I 2.04_ 3.01 3.42 2.04 2.02 0.430 -0.05
T.,4 416 80 0.26 0.95 2 2.97 3.39 2.00 1.97 0.454 -0.08
T-4,416 100 0.00 0.8 1.98 2.97 3.4 1.98 1.92 0:471 .0.13
T-5N,416 40 0.55 0.99 1.98 2.69 3.36 J98 -1.89 0.343 .0.09
T.5N,416: 80 0.50 0.93 .99 2.88 3.35 1.99 1.93 0.388 -0.07
T.6N,416 120 0.39 0.93 2.03 2.93 3.39 2.03 1.96 '0.405 -0.10
T-5S,416 40 0.51 1 2 2.91 .37 2.00 1.97 0.410 -0.04
T-55,416 80 0.43" 0.92 1.9 2.83 3.36 1.90 1.88 0.431 -0.01
T-S,416 120 0.40 0.97 !.03 2.95 3.42 2.03 1.98 0.422 .0.08
T-5S,416 160 0.40 0.92 1.99 2.91 3.31 1.99 1.94 0.403 -0.08
T.7 30 .40 0.88 1.81 2.71 3.26 1.81 1.80 0.425 0.00

"-7 70" ' 0.37. 0.87 1.84 2.73 3.24 1.84 1.81 0.413 -0.03
. 110 0.23 0.77 1.8 2.71 3.22 1.80 1.76 0.422 -0.06

1T-1, . 30 -0.3 ' 0.5 1.58 2.57 3.02 1.58 1.55 0.481 .0.09
1,423 1 80 -0.33 0.42 1.48 2.47 2.95 1.48 1.46 0.480 .0.07 1

T4, 423 110 -0.33 0.4 1.46 2.49 2.96 1.46 1.45 0.491 -0.05
T-1,423 150 -0.08 0.57 1.5 2.57 3.08 1.50 1.5 0.514 0.03
T-1,423 180 .0.05 0.6 1.54 2.49 .1 1.54 3!.55 . 0.483. ,,_0.00

Table 10
Statistical Measures Calculated from Culmulative Frequency Curves

(
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Figure 22
Geologic Map of the Coastal Plain Formations in the Vicinity of the Project Area

(after Summerour et aL. 1994)
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Figure 23
Geolog ic Column of Project Area Listing the Age, Formation Name and Lithologic Member
(after Huddleston and Hetrick 1986)
Site 9BK4 16 on the river bluff is formed in recent aeolian sand that caps the Tobacco Road sand.
Site 9BK423 on the T1 terrace is deposited in alluvial sand that overlies the Utley Limestone along the river channel.
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Figure 24
Map Showing Outcrops of Utley Limestone and Location of Geologic Profiles

recorded by Huddleston and Hetrick (1986)
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Figure 25
Aerial Photograph of the River Valley along the Project Area.

Photograph shows geomorphic landforms, referance points discussed
in the in text and reported location of the Vogtle Whale
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Huddlestun and Hetrick (1986) described four profiles in the foundation excavation for the existing
Plant Vogtle facility (Figure 24). These profiles documented that the sedimentary facies in these
Coastal Plain formations can changed over a short distance. We observed similar changes during
our-field reconnaissance. For example, the Blue Bluff marl outcrops in the river bluff south of the
existing river intake structure. At Utley's Point, less than 400 m north of the existing river intake
structure the Blue Bluff marl is absent and an outcrop of the Utley Limestone forms the base of the
river bluff (Figure 25).

The Savannah River channel meanders across a large floodplain 2-3 kilometers :Wide as it flows
past Plant Vogtle (Figure 20). The project area is located on the southwest side of the valley. The
southwest margin of the valley is a steep vertical river bluff that rises from less than 90 feet in
elevation up to 250 feet at some locations. The study area focused on the river bluff and floodplain
from a tributary stream at Hancock Landing south to the existing river intake structure. The
floodplain or To terrace narrows from 200 m wide at the tributary stream to only a couple of meters
wide at Utley Point (Figures 20 and 25). A small T, terrace has formed just upstream of the
bedrock outcrop at Utley Point (Figure 25).

The .slope of- the river bluff is vertical in most areas with large ravines eroded into the slope in at
several locations. One distinct bench occurs belovv the crest of the bluff. The top of the bluff has an
undulating surface that slopes from an elevation of about 230 feet above Utley Point down to about
210 feet before descending down to the tributary stream. The highest elevation is about 260 feet at
a location 300 m west of the bluff edge (Figure 20).

Alluvium on the T1 terrace is medium to coarse sand and sediment on the river bluff is fine to
medium sand and silty sand (sandy loam). Soils on the floodplain are mapped as the Tawcaw
Shellbluff Association (Natural Resources Conservation Service 1992). This soil association
developed in alluvial sand and mud. Soils on top of the river bluff are mapped as the Troup fine
sand and the Lucy fine sand (Natural Resources Conservation Service 1992). Soil profiles on the
floodplain were not described because the water table was less than 0.5 m below the floodplain
surface. Soil profiles on the river bluff consisted of an organic-rich A-horizon over an illuvial
horizon varying from several lamellae to an illuvial Bt-horizon.

PROFILE DESCRIPTIONS

RIVER BLUFF

Six backhoe trenches were excavated along the top of the river bluff. The land surface along the
top of the bluff is hummocky and several shallow ditches transect the bluff. This disturbance is
probably related to logging or other historic activity. Trench 1 was excavated at site 9BK416
along an elevated portion of the bluff above Utley Point. The soil profile consisted of a weakly
developed Bw-Horizon directly below the.A-horizon (Figure 21 a). A lamella horizon was recorded
at a depth of 165 cm to 200 cm. The 'sediment in this trench contained very little silt and clay, as it
is 84% to 93% sand (Table 7). This sand is primarily a fine to medium sand (Figure 26). The .
sedimentology of the bluff sediment is very consistent and does not vary with depth. Artifacts were
recorded in the upper portion of the trench profile. A distinct horizon of lithic debitage was also
recorded in the base of this trench at a depth of 120 cm.
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Figure 26
Sedimentology Logs for Trenches 1 and 3 at Site 9BK416 on the River Bluff
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One sample of charred wood was collected from a depth of 135 cm for radiometric dating. The
purpose of dating this sample was to investigate the age of the deep lithic debitage horizon at a
depth of 120 cm. The sample was submitted to Beta Analytical, Inc. for AMS 14C dating.

Trenches 2 and 3 were excavated along the bluff to the south and north of Trench 1, respectively.
These trench locations were selected to assess sedimentology and pedogenesis along the Bluff and
to determine the extent of the deeply buried lithic debitage horizon. Soil development and
sedimentology in these trenches was very similar to Trench 1. A weakly developed Bw-horizon was
recorded below the A-horizon (Figure 21a). The horizon of lamella was recorded in the base of
Trench 2 that was excavated deeper than Trench 3 (Figure 21a). Sediment in these trenches was a
fine to medium sand with only 7% to 11% fines (Table 7 and Figure 26). Artifacts were recorded
in the upper portion of these trenches, but there was no evidence of a deeply buried lithic debitage
horizon.

Trenches 4and.5 were excavated at the northern end of site 9BK416 where the proposed access
road and water line are to cross the bluff and descend down to the new river intake facility. Trench
4 was excavated along the buff edge on a slope down toward the river. Trench 4 consisted of a
fine to medium sand with 12% to 27% fines (Table 7 and Figure 27). Rounded pebbles were
recorded in the profile below a depth of 100 cm. The A-horizon was only 10 cm thick consisting
of modern roots and organic material. A Bt-horizon was recorded below a depth of 70 cm (Figure
21 a). This Bt-horizon has a subangular blocky structure and a noticeable increase iri clay content.
The particle size distribution analyses confirmed this higher percentage of fines in the Bt-horizon
(Figure 27).

Trench 5 was excavated further from the bluff edge. This trench was extended to show a long
profile across the bluff. The soil horizons changed between the northern and southern end of the
trench, so two soil profiles were recorded (Figure 21a). Both profiles consisted of a fine to medium
sand. Silty sand was recorded in the base of the northern profile, but this could be pedogenic silt
and clay translocated.down through the profile into the Bt-horizon. An A-, E-, and Bt-horizon soil
profile was recorded in the northern end of the trench. The Bt-horizon showed a subangular blocky
structure and evidence of clay bridges on the soil peds. Fe/Mn nodules were recorded in the Bt-
horizon. The southern profile included a weak Bw-horizon below the A-horizon similar to Trenches
1, 2 and 3 (Figure 21a). The base of the trench did not show any evidence of pedogenesis in
contrast to the well-developed Bt-horizon recoided in the northern portion of the trench.

Trench 6 was excavated west of Trench 5 along the proposed access road and adjacent to a
gulley that had eroded into the bluff. Sediment in trench 6 was a fine to medium sand. The soil
profile included an A-; E-, and Bt-horizon similar to trenches 4 and 5 (Figure 21a). Trench 7 was
excavated along the proposed access road along the proposed access road on an upland portion
* of the ridge about 200 m southwest of the bluff edge. The deposits in this trench consisted of a fine
-to medium sand with 11% to 12% fines (Table 7 and Figure 27). The Bt-horizon appeared to have
a higher percentage of clay than the deposits above 60 cm. The B-horizon occurred directly below
the A-horizon and was very red in color (7.5YR 5/8) (Figure 21 a).
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Figure 27
Sedimentology Logs for Trench 4 at Site 9BK416 on the. River Bluff

and Trench 7 Excavated on the Upland Ridge
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Figure 28
Sedimentology Logs for Trenches 5 North and 5 South

at the Site 9BK4 16 on the River Bluff

Site 9BK416
Trench 5 North

Site 9BK416
Trench 5 South

Field Log Sand Fraction
500,

0-

20-

40-

60-

80-

U

'S

%A/E:*

:.:E/B

Bt~

100-

120-

140-

100

% Very Coarse
and Coarse

S%Medium Sand

ý1% Fine Sand

E3% V. Fine Sand

Sand)Fines
0 o50 100

"..4.7-'

B% Sand

*, Q Fines

Field Log

0-

20-

40-

60-

g0"

100-

120-

140-

160-

180-

Sand Fraction
0 50

Bw

B/C

6.-----%

Sand/Fines
1000 50 100

7

Se % . Sand

and il ý.Fines

E .%Vcr, Coarand Coarse
•% Mcdium S•

*,,a Fine Sand

B% V. Fine Sa nd



761

T, TERRACE ON THE SAVANNAH RIVER

A T1 terrace formed upstream of Utley Point where bedrock extends out to the river channel. This
terrace was deposited behind a ridge of the limestone outcrop. The T1 terrace is 2 m to 3 m above
the floodplain (TO Terrace). Several large looter pits had been excavated into the surface of the
terrace. Trench 1 was excavated into the southwestern portion of the terrace adjacent to the slope
that extends up to the bluff. The upper 60 cm of the profile consisted of a silty sand with gravel and
cobbles (Figure 21b). Alluvium below this was a medium to coarse sand (Table 7 and Figure 29).
Two buried A-horizons were recorded below the upper 60 cm of silty sand (Figure 21 b). The lower
buried A-horizon extended to a depth of 195 cm and a ceramic sherd was recorded in the top of
this horizon. The excavation was deepened after describing the profile to assess the depth of
alluvium on this terrace. The excavation could not be extended below a depth of about 2.5 m
because the loose sand caved into the excavation. Lithic debitage was recovered from the back
dirt excavated from this depth.

A second stepped trench (Trench 2) was excavated into the edge of the terrace to assess alluvium in
the base of the terrace. Trench 2 was excavated through medium sand to a depth of 265 cm where
a bed of coarse sand was recorded (Figure 21b). A thick A-horizon extended from the terrace
surface to a depth of 55 cm. An incipient B-horizon consisting of lamellae was recorded between
105 and 185 cm. These lamellae thickened with depth until they began to fuse into one another. A
weakly developed buried Bw-horizon was recorded below the lamella at a depth of 185 to 265
cm (Figure 21 b). A bifacial stone tool was recorded at a depth of 180 cm.

The T, terrace deposits extended to about 3 m below the terrace surface. A ridge of Utley
Limestone extends along the northeast edge of the terrace forming a natural bedrock barrier or wall
between the river and the terrace alluvium. Portions of this limestone wall are higher than the terrace
surface. The terrace alluvium was deposited in a depression or protected cove between the Utley
Limestone outcrop and the river bluff.

INTERPRETATION

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Blue Bluff marl shows up in site soil borings generally between elevations 137 and 74 feet (amsl).
The whale skeleton and associated fossils were recovered in situ within the Blue Bluff marl at a.
reported elevation of 30 m or 98.4 feet above mean sea level (ams!), meaning that it was found
approximately in the middle of the strata (Figure 24) (Hulbert et al. 1998). These Coastal Plain
formations have a very gentle slope on the order of less than 10 feet per mile (Huddleston and
Summerour, 1996). The elevation of this whale bearing horizon within the Blue Bluff marl would be
within one or two feet of 98 ft amsl across the Plant Vogtle property. The floodplain along the base
of the river bluff is 87.5 ft amsl. The fossil-bearing horizon would be about 10 feet above the base
of. the slope.

The Blue Bluff marl outcrops .south of the existing river intake structure. North of the river intake
structure the bluff slope is covered with colluvium, sediment that has stumped down from above.
This is the condition of the slope up to Utley Point where the Blue Bluff marl is absent and outcrops
of the Utley Limestone form the bluff slope. North of Utley Point the base of the slope is covered
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Figure 29
Sedimentology Logs for Trench 1 at Site 9BK423 on the T -Terrace
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with colluvium. A backhoe was used to cut into the base of the bluff north of Utley point and the
fossiliferous Utley limestone was encountered. Float or cobbles and boulders of Utley Limestone
were observed along the base of the slope to a point about 100 m south of Trench 4 at Site
9BK416 on the top of the bluff. This shows that the Blue Bluff formation is absent from a large
portion of the bluff north of the existing river intake structure. The Utley Limestone is found in its
stratigraphic position.

Nine meters (-30 feet) of Blue Bluff marl is exposed along the bluff south of the existing river intake
structure. This marl was deposited as a broad layer on a flat sea floor. It is during deposition of
this marl that the Vogtle whale died and settled into the mud on the sea floor. After deposition of
this marl an erosional event removed a section of this marl from the area *around Utley Point
(sometime between Middle and Late Eocene time). The younger Utley Limestone was then
deposited in the depression formed by this erosion.

A backhoe trench was excavated into the TO terrace of the Savannah River in the vicinity of the
proposed water intake structure. The water table was encountered between one and two feet. This
excavation encountered a blue sandy mud at a depth of 10 to 12 feet below the terrace surface that
is interpreted to be part of the Blue Bluff marl (-75 feet MSL). A low concentration of fossil shell was
observed in this marl.

The Vogtle whale is associated with middle Eocene deposits at an elevation of 98.4 feet. These
whale fossils are typically isolated deposits formed when a whale carcass settles to the sea floor
and is buried in the soft -muddy bottom. The Blue Bluff marl underlying the TO terrace is an older
portion of this formation, not associated with the whale fossil. Bone is poorly preserved below the (
water table. Typically it is soft and disintegrates shortly after being excavated from saturated
sediment.

The proposed access road and water line to the new river intake structure show the road crossing
the bluff edge at Trench 4 and then slowly descending the bluff back toward the south. Based on
this plan, the proposed access road and water line would cross the 98 ft amsl elevation primarily
along a portion of the bluff underlain be the Utley Limestone and not the Blue Bluff marl. Therefore,
the construction work for the new river intake structure, access road and water line would not
encounter the whale-bearing horizon (98 ft amsl) of the Blue Bluff marl.

RIVER BLUFF TRENCHES

Soil development at Trench 1 shows at least two different periods of pedogenesis. The Bw-horizon
directly below the A-horizon probably represents a Late Holocene period of soil' development
(Figure 21a). This Bw-horizon occurs directly below the A-horizon because of historic erosion. The
horizon of lamella at a depth of 165 cm to 200 cm represents an earlier period of soil development
perhaps during the Early to middle Holocene (Figure 21a). Formation of these lamellae could
correlate with deposition of the lithic debitage horizon at a depth of 120 cm. The two periods of
pedogenesis are separated by a period of sedimentation on the bluff. The only process that could
deposit sand in this geomorphic setting is aeolian sedimentation (wind transported sediment).

Sedimentology and pedogenesis are similar in trenches 2 and 3 along the bluff in the southern and
central portion of Site 9BK416. This includes evidence of two periods of soil formation separated Q>
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by a period of sedimentation. The aeolian sedimentation formed a thin cap of sand along this
portion of the bluff. These deposits are thinner at Trenches 2 and 3 than at Trench 1.

The lithic debitage horizon recorded in Trench 1 is a buried cultural horizon. Cultural horizons can
be buried by deposition of sediment on top of a cultural deposit or through mixing of the soil
profile by bioturbation. The upper 1 to 2 m of the soil profile is bioturbated or mixed by
burrowing rodents and insects and through the intrusion of roots. If the lithic debitage horizon was
buried by bioturbation, these lithics would have migrated down from the zone of artifacts recorded
in the upper portion of the profile. Artifacts were recorded in the upper portion of the profile in
trenches 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 21 a), but the lithic debitage horizon was only recorded in Trench 1.
The absence of artifacts at depth in Trenches 2 and 3 indicates that bioturbation is not the process
that buried the lithic horizon in Trench 1. The deep lithic debitage horizon in Trench 1 is interpreted
to be buried by aeolian sedimentation based on this observation and the pedogenic evidence of
sedimentation on the bluff.

Trench 4 was excavated on the edge of the bluff where the surface begins to slope down to the
river. This is an eroded area of the bluff as indicated by the thin A-horizon. The sand below a
depth of 100 cm contained rounded pebbles indicating that this part of the profile is on older
Eocene Coastal Plain formations such as the Tobacco Road sand.

Soil development in the northern end of Trench 5 shows an older Bt-horizon in the base of the trench
similar to Trench 4. The southern, end of this trench included a younger Bw-horizon below the A-
horizon as was observed in Trenches 1, 2 and 3 (Figure 21a). The change in soil development
across this small portion of the bluff is difficult to explain. The older B-horizon could have been
disturbed in the southern end of the trench. Disturbance of a soil profile can occur due to a tree
throw where the tree roots pull up portion of the soil profile.

Soil development in Trenches 6 and 7 included the older B-horizon observed in trenches 4 and the
northern profile of Trench 5. Trench 6 probably has some younger aeolian deposits in the upper
portion of the profile. In contrast, trench 7 is interpreted to have developed in the eroded sands of
the Tobacco Road Formation. This trench was excavated into an upland ridge; an erosional setting
that would not contain buried cultural horizons.

Surface water runoff from recent rainstorms has eroded into the side of the gully adjacent to Trench
6. There were good exposures of the Eocene Coastal Plain sediment that from the top of this bluff.
The bedded sand in the gully walls near the top of the bluff is the Tobacco Road sand. These are
the marine sands recorded in the base of several of the trenches. This sand was probably
encountered in the base of Trenches 4, 5, 6 and 7.

Sedimentology of sediment samples collected from the river bluff trenches is very consistent,
especially in the distribution of the sand fraction (Figures 26, 27, and 28). These samples are
interpreted to include aeolian sand deposited along the bluff edge as well as marine sand from the
Eocene Tobacco Road Formation. The sediment source for aeolian deposits has a strong influence
on the resulting sedimentology for aeolian or wind transported sediment. This is why the aeolian
deposits on the bluff have a similar sedimentology to the older Eocene marine sands. Deposits
formed by aeolian, marine and fluvial depositional processes can be distinguished using statistical
measures of particle size distribution, grain shape and surface micro textures.
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Mean grain size is plotted with standard deviation and skewness for all sediment samples analyzed
(Figure 30) and for just the samples from Trench 1 at Site 9BK416 (Figure 31). Three populations
of the river bluff samples, the upland ridge samples and the T1 terrace samples form separate
populations on the graphs in Figure 31. The River Bluff samples have the finest mean grain size
and the T1 terrace samples are the coarsest. The upland ridge samples were collected from Trench
7 on the ridge crest. Although the T, terrace samples are differentiated from the other populations
primarily on their coarse mean grain size, they also tended to be less well sorted (higher standard
deviation).

The aeolian sand along the bluff profile can be distinguished from the underlying marine sand in
the data from Trench 1 at Site 9BK416 (Figure 31). Our goal is to determine if the deeply buried
cultural horizon at 120 cm was buried by aeolian deposition or by bioturbation. Sediment in the
upper meter of Trench 1 has a finer mean grain size, is better sorted and tends to be more
negatively skewed than the underlying deposits (Figure 31).

These are all characteristics of aeolian sand deposits. The exact contact between aeolian and
marine sand is uncertain, but the shallower 60 cm and 80 cm samples are interpreted to be within
the aeolian sand. The 100 cm and 120 cm samples plot with the deeper samples interpreted to be
marine sand of the Tobacco Road and Dry Branch Formations. Bioturbation affects all of these
deposits to some extent so there is probably some mixing along the contact of these two deposits.
The deeply buried cultural horizon at site 9BK416 was deposited on top of the Tobacco Road sand
formation. This horizon of lithic debitage was buried by aeolian sand and bioturbation could
have resulted in some downward movement into the top of the Tobacco Road sand. The depth of
this contact between marine sand and the aeolian sand can be more accurately defined through a
5 cm sampling interval along with grain shape and surface micro texture descriptions, if data
recovery is performed at Site 9BK416.

Radiometric dating of the charcoal sample collected from a depth of 135 cm in Trench 1 at Site
9BK416 determined that the sample contained more 14C than did the modern (AD 1950) reference
standard. The source of extra 14C in the atmosphere is thermo-nuclear bomb testing in the 1950s
(BETA Analytical Laboratory report). The presence of this modern carbon indicates that the charred
material was part of a plant that was respiring carbon after the onset of thermo-nuclear bomb
testing. The charcoal sample was probably a piece of a charred root from a fire that occurred
since 1950.

T, TERRACE ON THE SAVANNAH RIVER

The Utley Limestone extends out into the floodplain from the side of the bluff forming a recess in the
outcrop or a small cove. The origin of this cove is likely to be a collapsed karst depression or cave
as the Utley Limestone is known for forming collapse features and caves. The alluvium that formed
this terrace was deposited in this recess and was protected from erosion. The upper 60 cm of silty
sand with gravel and cobbles in Trench 1 is colluvium probably deposited as a result of historic
erosion along the bluff. This deposit has sealed the prehistoric alluvium along the southwestern
edge of the terrace. The loose nature of the sand in Trench 1 and the two buried A-horizons
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Figure.30
Bivariate Plots of Mean Grain Size with Standard Deviation and Skewness for all
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Figure 31
Bivariate Plots of Mean Grain Size with Standard Deviation and Skewness for

Sediment Samples Collected from Trench 1 at Site 9BK416

2.00

L95

•1.90

Trench 1, Site 9BK416
w

Mean vs. Standard Deviation
6Ocm•

I

80 CM

-7

!
I 100 cm•~ •'140 cr

200 cme 120 cm9180. cm

160 cm

1.

I.
,u -,

•A
~tII -

036 038 . 0.40
Standard Deviation

0.42 •0.44

2.05

2.00

OL95

1.90

1.85

Mean vs. Skewness
'60 -cm

80 CM 200 cm -~- <
120 CR! 140 cm

t 0 -180CM
.160 cmn

1.80 '
-0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02

Skewness
0.00 0.02



ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE VOGT1E GENERATING PLANT I 83

indicate rapid sedimentation with little Late Holocene soil development. The lamella in Trenches 1
and 2 and the Bw-horizon in Trench 2 represent two periods of pedogenesis (Figure 21 b). Periods
of soil formation are typically associated with lower sedimentation rates and a relatively stable land
surface. The coarse sand below 265 cm represents deposition by higher velocity currents.

There is excellent potential for the burial and preservation of stratified cultural horizons on the T1

terrace at Utley Point. Rapid sedimentation buries cultural horizons quickly reducing the possibility
of disturbance due to bioturbation. These higher sedimentation rates can separate each period of
occupation into a distinct stratigraphic horizon. The terrace alluvium is a traction deposit formed
as sand is swept across the terrace surface by flood currents. This can redistribute smaller artifacts
such as flakes' and small sherds. However, there is a good possibility that cultural features have
been preserved in this terrace by the high sedimentation rates.

Particle size data for the six sediment samples analyzed indicates at least three separate strata in the
terrace deposits. Artifact concentrations in buried cultural horizons will correlate with contacts
between sedimentary strata on terraces along the Savannah River (Brooks and Sassaman 1990).

The number of particle size analyses was limited in this Phase I survey of the upper two meters of the
Site 9BK423. Sampling and analysis of samples at 5 cm intervals is recommended to delineate
strata boundaries within the terrace deposits if data recovery is performed at Site 9BK423.

DISCUSSION

A thin deposit of aeolian sediment, up to 1-1.5 m thick, caps the edge of the terrace bluff. The
thickness of the aeolian sediment varies along the bluff edge. Upland ridges away from the bluff
appear to be eroded soils with Eocene marine sand at a relatively shallow depth. The floodplain
along the Savannah River is a low wetldind surface with a narrow levee. The water table is high
and this would not have been a surface favorable for occupation except during dryer climatic
periods.

The T1 terrace at Utle, Point formed in a unique geomorphic setting along the Savannah River. The
configuration of the Limestone outcrop formed a protected cove. The rapid sedimentation
preserved at least three cultural horizons extending to depths of -2.5 m in the southwestern portion
of the terrace and 1.80 m at along the northern terrace edge.

The whale-bearing horizon of the Blue Bluff marl was eroded from the area around Utley Point and
for several hundred meters to the north. The Utley Limestone was deposited in the depression left by
this erosional event. The proposed location of the access road and water line should encounter the
Utley Limestone when it crosses the 98 ft amsl elevation where the Vogtle whale was recovered
during the previous construction work.

The Blue Bluff marl underlying the TO terrace is an older portion of this formation, not associated
with the whale fossil. Bone is poorly preserved below the water table. Typically it is soft and
disintegrates shortly after being excavated from saturated sediment. There is little concern that this
excavation work will encounter valuable paleontological resources such as the Vogtle whale for the
following reasons:
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The lower Blue Bluff marl beds below the TO terrace are not associated with the Vogtle
whale;

Any fossil bone material encountered will not be well preserved, even though some fossil
shell material will likely be present in this sandy mud; and

These whale fossils are typically isolated deposits.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

As a result of the archaeological survey of proposed expansion areas at Plant Vogtle in Burke
County, Georgia 10 new archaeological sites were identified as well as five isolated finds. None
of the sites recorded by Nick Honerkamp in 1973 were encountered.

Of the 10 sites identified, two (9BK419 and 9BK420) are recommended as potentially eligible and
two (9BK416 and 9BK423) are recommended as eligible for inclusion in the National Register of
Historic Places. The remaining six sites are recommended as ineligible since they have Very little
integrity and/or cannot address any significant research questions regarding the history or
prehistory of the middle Savannah River Valley. The isolated finds are insignificant and ineligible
for inclusion in the National Register. Recommendations for the sites recommended as potentially
eligible or eligible are provided below.

Site 9BK416 is a very large multi-component prehistoric site containing Early Archaic, Early
Woodland, and Middle Woodland artifacts. It is situated on the bluff of the river between the barge
landing and an unnamed creek south of Hancock Landing. The site is approximately 450 by 2800
feet in size and has not been entirely delineated, particularly away from the edge of. the bluff.
Geomorphological work at the site identified a cultural layer sealed by Aeolian sand deposits. The
site contained evidence of deep stratified deposits and can likely address significant research
questions regarding the prehistoric occupation of the Savannah River Valley.

Very.little work has been done on sites in this environmental setting in the Middle Savannah River
Valley. The most comparable is the G.S. Lewis-East site located on the.Savannah River Site in Aiken
County, South Carolina. Although few organic artifacts were recovered, the G.S. Lewis-East site
produced a dense array of artifacts dating primarily from the Early Archaic and Late Archaic
Periods providing excellent information on site structure during the two time periods. Site 9BK416 is
known to date from the Early Archaic and Woodland Periods, although other components may be

there that went unrecognized. This *site is very likely to provide similar kinds of data, therefore
testing out conclusions made from work at G.S. Lewis-East as well as'adding new information

*about Woodland Period settlements along the Savannah River. In addition, the undiagnostic lithic
layer that was found sealed in Trench 1 has the potential to provide very early data, perhaps even
dating to the Paleoindian Period. Buried Paleoindian deposits are rarely found and, if present at
9BK416, can provide important information regarding this poorly understood period of time.

Southern Nuclear intends to avoid impacting the site by keeping construction for the intake structure
off the top of the bluff and by moving the access road and intake line slightly north of its current
alignment.

Site 9BK419 is an Early to Middle Woodland prehistoric camp located on a ridge nose

overlooking springs that feed directly into the Savannah River swamp. The site is minimally 100 by
300 feet in size and has not been completely delineated along its southern boarder. Deposits were
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found to be deep (2.2 feet). The site exists within and on either side of the Wilson transmission line.
Since the survey was completed, it has been decided that the new line will not be built and the site
will not be further impacted.

Site 9BK420 is an undiagnostic lithic scoffer located on a landform overlooking the Savannah
River. It measures 200 by 400 feet in size. Deposits were found to be deep (2.2 feet). The site exists
within and on either side of the Wilson transmission line. Since the survey was completed, it has
been decided that the new line will not be built and the site will not be further impacted.

Site 9BK423 is a small prehistoric camp measuring approximately 75 by 150 feet. It is situated on
a small bench about 10 feet above the Savannah River floodplain. Shovel testing and backhoe
trenching recovered artifacts dating from Middle Archaic, Early to Middle Woodland, and the
Mississippian Periods. These artifacts were found in depths up to 8 feet. The site is stratified with
sterile soil levels between. Although looters have damaged the site, the damage is not severe
enough to negate the site's research potential.

Southern Nuclear intends to avoid the site and erect a fence around it prior to construction of the
intake structure in order to avoid damaging the archaeological deposits. This fence will also serve
to prevent further looting at the site.

Observations made during the paleontological investigation along the bluff and lower river terraces
concluded that it is unlikely that important fossil remains will be encountered since the Blue Bluff marl
that encompassed the Vogtle whale is found beneath the TO terrace. The marl here is not associated
with the whale and consists of a wet, muddy clay. Any fossils that may be found will be poorly
preserved since they do not preserve well below the water table. U
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APPENDIX A. ARTIFACT CATALOG



state Site Field Site Provenience
No. Pro*. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description
9BKOO-(F1 58 IF] Surface 1 Plain White Granite
9BK00-1F2 59 IF2 Surface 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BKOO-tF3 60 IF3 Surface 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake Fragment

Surface near
9BIOO-1F4 61 IF4 STP 38 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Surface near
9BKOO-1F4 61 IF4 STP 38 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment

Surface near

9BKOO-1F4 61 1F4 STP 38 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial Thinning Fragment
Transect 37,

9BKOO-1F5 62 IF5 STP 31 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect 37,

9BKOO-1F5 62 IF5 STP 31 1 Unidentified Shell
Transect 1, STP Irene Stamped Body Sherd, Coarse sand temper

9BKO-1F6 110 l.F6 13 2 with quartz inclusions (mend)
Transect 2, STP

9BKOO-1F7 111 IF7 6 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake
STP N450

9BK414 3 1 E500 1 Clear Machine Made Bottle Glass
STP N450

9BK414 3 1 E500 3 Clear Bottle Glass
STP N450

9BK414 3 1 E500 1 Glass Lamp Body
STP N450

9BK414 .3 1 E500 1 Aqua Bottle Glass
-- STP N450

9BK414 3 1 E500 1 Unmeasured Flat Glass
STP N300

9BK414 7 1 E550 - 1 Light Green Bottle Glass
STP N500

9BK414 •_ 7 1 E550 1 Clear Bottle Glass
STP N500

9BK414 8 1 E600 2 Slag
STP N.500

9BK41,4 8 1 E600 1 Clear Bottle Glass
STP N500

9BK41 4 8 1 E600 1 Metal Table Knife
STP N350

9BK41 4 5 1 E500 . 1 Amethyst Color Bottle Glass
STP N550

9BK414 5 1 E500 1 Light Green Bottle Glass
STP N550

9BK414 5 1 E500 1 Clear Bottle Glass
STPN550

9BK414 5 1 E500 1 Other Glass Tableware
TSP N550

9BK414 5 1 E500 1 2.75 to 3.0 Wire Common Nail 10 Penny
STP N550

9BK414 5 1 E500 1 2.0 to 2.25 Wire Common Nail 7 Penny
STP N550

9BK414 5 .1 E500 . 1 3.0 to 3.25 Wire Common Nail 12 Penny
1 Surface N44 1

9BK414 21 IE510 I - 1 Plain White Gran~ite



Stfte site Field Site Provenience
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Surface N440
9BK414 2 1 E510 2 Colored Refined Earthenware (Yellow, Pink, etc.)

Surface N440
9BK414 2 1 E510 1 Light Green Bottle Glass

Surface N440 Red/Green/Purple Underglaze Stippled Trans.
9BK414 2 1 E510 1 Print

Transect 28,
STP N500

9BK414 4 1 E500 (0-1 1cm) 1 Clear Bottle Glass
Transect 28,
STP N500

9BK414 4 1 E500 (0-1 1cm) 1 Olive Green Spirit Bottle Glass
Transect 28,
STP N600

9BK414 6 1 E500 1 Plain White Granite
Transect 28,
STP N600

9BK414 6 1 E500 1 Other Glass Tableware
Transect 28,
STP N600

9BK414 6 1 E500 1 Amethyst Color Bottle Glass
Transect 28,
STP N600

9BK414 6 1 E500 1 Unidentified Brick
Transect 28,

9BK414 1 1 Surface 1 Unidentified Brick
STP N550

9BK415 10 2 E500 1 Clear Bottle Glass
9BK415 9 2 Surface 1 Cobalt Blue Machine Made Bottle Glass
9BK415 .9 2 Surface 1 Clear Machine Made Bottle Glass
9BK415 9 2 Surface 1 Auto Part
9BK415 9 2 Surface 1 Plain White Granite
9BK415 9 2 Surface 1 Stove Part

STP N300
9BK416 106 3A E600 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N300
9BK416 106 3A E600 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N300
9BK416 106 3A E600 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N300
9BK416 10613A E600 1 ICoastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N300
9BK416 106 3A E600 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N300
9BK416 106 3A E600 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 12 3 E300 1 Coastal Plain BiFacial thinning flake

STP N350
9BK416 12 3 E300 1 Coastal Plain Flake Frag flent

STP N350
9BK416 12 3 E300 1 Hawthornie'Bifaciaer thinning flake

STP N350
19BK,416 I 10213A JE600 (0-3.4 fl) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment

y



State Site Field Site Provenience
No-. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N350
9B<416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment

STP9N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

STIP N350
9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 .102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 2 White Fossileferous Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK41 6 102 3A E600 (033.4 ft) 2 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N350

9BK416 102 3A E600 (0-3.4 ft) 21Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 13 3 E300 8 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 13 3 E300 12 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake-STP N4003

9BK416 13 3 E300 1Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 13 3 E300 2 Coastal Plain Shatter
SPN400

9BK416 13 3 E300 17 Coastal Plain Flake FraBment
STP N400-- Heat Traed Coastal Plain Interior Flake.

9BK416 13 3 E300 1 Fragment
STP N400 Heat Treated Cream Colored Chert Biracial

9BK416 13 3 E300 I thinning
--STP N40Deptford Cord Marked, Body & Rim Shercl-,

9BK416 13 3 E300. I Medium Sand Temper
7STPN400

9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residual
-I STIR N400 Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand

9BK416 100 3A E600 4 temper



Stu% site Field Site Provenience
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N400
9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residual

STP N400 Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand
9BK416 100 3A E600 4 temper

STP N400
9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residual

STP N400 Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand
9BK416 100 3A E600 4 temper

STP N400
9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residual

STP N400 Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand
9BK416 100 3A E600 4 temper

STP N400
9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residuial

STP N400 Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand
9BK416 100 3A E600 4 temper

STP N400
9BK416 100 3A E600 2 Residual

STP N400. Deptford Cord Marked Body sherd, coarse sand
9BK416 1003 A E600 4 temper

STP N450
9BK416 114 3 E300 3 Heat Treated Chert Primary Flake

STP N450
9BK416 14 3 E300 2 Coastal Plain Shatter

STP N450
9BK416 14 3 E300 13 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 14 3 E300 19 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

STP N450
9BK416 ,14 3 E300 8 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 14 3 E300 3 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment

STP N450 Indeterminate Eroded, Base sherd, Coarse sandt
9BK416 14 3 E300 1 temper

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 8 Fragment

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N450 White Fossileferous Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Unidentified Chert, Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment (0



State Site Field Site Proyenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP RN50 Coastal Plain Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK,416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 8 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 White Fossileferous Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8fh) 5 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Unidentified Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 8 Fragment.

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 White Fossileferous Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Unidentified Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416. 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Flake Fragme't

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 Coastal Plain Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8f) 8 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

-STP N450White Fossileferous Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8fh) 1 Unidentified Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STBP N4509BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.13h) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
1073ASTP N450 e

9BK416 -0 AE5 03.8hl) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment



State Site field Site Provenience
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N450 Coastal Plain Chert, Biacial Thinninng Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 8 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 White Fossileferous Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Unidentified Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 .107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

STP N450 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 8 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

ST1P N4505 White Fossileferous Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 5 Fragment

STP N450
9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8f1) Unidentified Chert, Flake FragmentSTP N4501"

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N450 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary

9BK416 10713A E550 (0-3.Sft) 1 Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK416 107 3A E550 (0-3.8f0) 1 White Fossileferous Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
STP N500 Deptford Cord Marked Body & Rim Sherd,

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 medium sand
STP N500 Indeterminate Check Stamped Body Sherd,

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 Medium Sand temper
STP N500 Deptford Cord Marked Body Sherd, Medium

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 Sand temper
STP N500

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 Sherdlet (Residual)
STP N500

9BK416 105 3A E450 I Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake

9BK416 10513A E450 1 Fragment &,/



stat• s ite Field Site Provenience
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

• STP N500
9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

STP N500. Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK4116 105 3A E450 1 Fragment

' STP N500

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter•
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake

9BK416 105 3A E450 1 Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thining flake

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 4 fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
SPN500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain-Shatter
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thining flake

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 4 fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Bitacial Thining flake

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6fh) 4 fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior. Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N500- 1 P e

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6fh) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
SPN500 -

9BK416 104l 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment

STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thining flake
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6fl) 4 fragment

STP N500
9BK416 10,4 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment



State Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain Shatter

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment

SIP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thining flake
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 4 fragment

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 2 Coastal Plain Shatter

STP N500
9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

STP N500

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 1 Chalcedony Flake Fragment
STP N500 Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thining flake

9BK416 104 3A E550 (0-2.6ft) 4 fragment
STP N500

9BK416 18 3 E650 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N550

9BK416 19 3 E300 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 19 3 E300 1 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment
STP N550

9BK416 19 3 E300 6 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500"(1-1.9fh) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment



State Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Coastal Plain, Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment
STP N550

9BK416 103 3A E500 (1-1.9ft) 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 2 Coastal Plain shatter
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 2 Fort Payne Interior Flake Fragment
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 4 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning Flake Complete
STP N600

9BK416 21 3 E600 5 Coaital Plain Flake Fragment'
7TP N650

9BK416 22 3 E300 1 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N650

9BK416 23 3 E600 4 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N650

9BK416 23 3 E600 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N650

9BK416 23 3 E600 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake complete
STP N650

9BK416 23 3 E600 2 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
STP N700

9BK416 24 3 E400 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial Thinning Flake Fragment
TP N700

9BK416 24 3 E400 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N700

9BK416 24 3 E400 1 Cord Marked residual Body Sherd, Medium Sand
STP N700

9BK416 25 3 E500 1 Cream Colored Chert Interior Flake
STP N700

9BK416 25 3 E500 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial Thinning Flake Complete
SPN700 .

9BK416 25 3 E500 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial Thinning Flake Fragment
STP N700

9BK416 25 3 E500 1 Coastal Plain ShattersTP WZOO
9BK416 25 3 E500 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment

SPN700
9BK416 26 3 E600 I Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment

9BK416 11 3 Surface 5 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK416 11 3 Surface 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake
9B K416 11 3 Surface 5 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment



State Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proa. No. No. Description N- Artifact Descrilption

Surface found

half way up
bluff near trench

9BK416 87 3 two. 1 Coastal Plain Biface
Surface near Kirk Corner Notched PPK, Coastal Plain Base and
Transect A, STP Tip (L.incomplete; BL. Incomplete; BW.2.2 cm;

9BK416 70 3 2 1 HW. 1.7 cm; T.O.6 cm)
Surface near

Transect A, STP
9BK416 70 3 2 1 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment

Surface near
Transect A, STP

9BK416 70 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Surface power

9BK416 88 3 line 1 White Fossilferous flake fragment
Surface power

9BK416 88 3 line 3 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Surface power

9BK416 88 3 line 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning
Surface power

9BK416 88 3 line 1 Quartz Flake Fragment
Surface Trench

9BK416 81 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP White Fossileferous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6(N500 E500) 3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP White Fossileferous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment.

Q.)



Stat -Site Field Site Provenience
No- Prey. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BKI416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9B<416. 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat.Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP - White Fossileferous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) .3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP White Fossileferous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK1416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake



Stats Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N-. Artifact Description

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP White FossileFerous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake

Transect 3, STP Coastal Plain Chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 3 Fragment

Transect 3, STP White Fossileferous chert Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 99 3A. 6 (N500 E500) 3 fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 2 Hawthorne chert Interior flake fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Residual rim sherd

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Quartz Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 6 Coastal Plain Chert Flake Fragment

Transect 3, STP
9BK416 99 3A 6 (N500 E500) 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake

Transect 33,
9BK416 27 3 N750 E600 5 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect 33,
9BK416 27 3 N750 E600 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect 33,
9BK416 27 3 N750 E600 1 Coastal Plain Shatter

Transect 33,
9BK416 27 3 N750 E600 2 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment

Transect 33,
9BK416 17 3 STP 3 3 Chert Shatter

Transect 33,
9BK416 20 3 STP 6 3 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

y

(s-)



State Site Field Site Proyenience.
No- Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 Quartzite Interior Flake
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK,416 15 3 E300 8 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK,416 15 3 E300 2 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 15 3 E300 1 Coastal Plain Shatter
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK-416 15 3 E300 9 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK,416 15 3 E300 7 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK,416 15 3 E300 1 Gray Fossileferous bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect 33, Kirk Corner Notched PPK, coastal plain chert,
STP N500 complete (L. 5.4 cm; BL. 4.0 cm; BW. 2.8 cm;

9BK,416 16 3 E350 1 HW. 2.4 cm;; T. 0.9 cm)
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 16 3 E350 2 Isotropic chert, Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK,416 16 3 E350 3 Cream Colored Bifacial thinning Flake fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK<416 16 3 E350 1 Cream Colored Bifacial thinning Flake complete
Transect 33,
STP N500 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning Flake

9BK<416 161 3 E350 1 complete
Transect 33,.
STP N500

9B13416 16 3 E350 1 Coastal Plain shatter
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 16 3 E350 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK413 6 .16 3 E350 6 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 16 3 E350 2 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
Transect 33,
STP N500

9BK416 16 3 E350 2 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment
Transect A, STP

9BK416 69 3 1 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect A, STP

9BK416 69 3 1 3 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment



State Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Transect A, STP
9BK416 69 3 1 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake

Transect A, STP
9BK416 69 3 1 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 69 3 1 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 67 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Primary flake

Transect A, STP
9BK416 67 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake

Transect A, STP
9BK416 67 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 67 3 2 6 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 67 3 2 3 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 68 3 3 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake

Transect A, STP
9BK416 68 3 3 6 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect A, STP
9BK416 68 3 3 6 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect A,.STP Heat Treated Coastal Plain Bitacial thinning flake
9BK416 68 3 3 .1 fragment

Transect A, Indeterminate Hone Body Sherd, Medium Sand
9BK416 67 3 STP2 1 Temper

Transect B from
9BK416 71 3 STP 1-6 1 Coastal Plain Utilized flake fragment

Transect B from
9BK416 71 3 STP 1-6 5 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment

Transect B from
9BK416 71 3 STP 1-6 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment Complete

Transect B from
9BK416 71 3 STP 1-6 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment

Transect B from
9BK416 71 3 STP 1-6 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning Flake Fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 72 3 1 1 Quartz Bifacial thinning flake

Transect B, STP
9BK416 72 3 1 1 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 72 3 1 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 3 2 4 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Shatter

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 3 2 3 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 3 2 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake fragment

Transect B, STP
9BK416 73 312 1 Charcoal



Stat. site Field 1Sit Provenlence
No.. Proy. No. No. Description N- ArtiFact Description

Transect B, STP

9BKI416 74 3 3 1 Secondary Flake fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 .74 3 3 1 Heat Treated Secondary Flake Fragment
Transect B, STP Heat Treated Coastal Plain Bitacia thinning flake

9BK416 74 3 3 1 fragment
Transect B, STP

9BKI416 74 3 3 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 74 3 3 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Fransect B, STP

9BK,416 74 3 3 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK1416 75 3 4. 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Transect B, STP Cream Colored Chert Bifacial thinning flake

9BK416 75 3 4 1 fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 75 3 4 2 Coastal Plain Flake fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 76 3 5 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 77 3 6 12 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 77 3 6 1 Quartzite Secondary Flake fragment
Transect B, STP

9BK416 77 3 6 10 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
Trench 1 from

9BK416 78 3  spoil 1 Coastal Plain Biface undefined
Trench I from

9BK416 78 3 spoil 2 Coastal Plain Primary flake fragment
Trench I from

9BK416 78 3 spoil 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake
Trench I from

9BK416 78 3 spoil 1 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment
Trench 7 from

9BK416 78 3 spoil 5 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Trench I from

9BK416 78 3 spoil 5 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
Trench I from(

9BK416 79 3 spoil 1 Coastal Plain Hammerstone
Trench 1 from
trench wall (90-

9BK416 80 3 120cm) 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment
Trench I from

trench wall (90-
9BK416 80 3 120cm) 1 Coastal Plain Shatter

Trench I from
trench wall (90-

9BK416 80 3 120cm) 2 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake fragment
Trnch 1, 60-

9BK416 82 3 90cm 2 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment
Trench 2, from

9BK416 83 3 East Profile 1_ Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment



State si1e Field 1ite Provenlence
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Desription

Trench 2, from
9BK416 83 3 East Profile 4 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning fragment

Trench 3, from
9BK416 84 3 wall 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment

Trench 3, from
9BK416 84 3 wall 21 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Trench 3, from
9BK416 84 3 wall 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Trench 3, from
9BK416 84 3 wall 2 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment

Trench 3,
surface and
spoil from

9BK416 85 3 trench 1 Coastal Plain Utilized Flake Fragment
Trench 3,
surface and
spoil from

9BK416 85 3 trench 1 Quartzite Hammerstone
Trench 3,
surface and
spoil from

9BK416 85 3, trench 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
Trench 3,
surface and
spoil from

9BK416 85 3 trench 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
Trench 3,
surface and
spoil from

9BK416 85 3 trench 3 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake-
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Fragment
913K416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

Coastal Plain Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter



State Site Field Site Provenience
No- Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Coastal Plain Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK-416 108 3A Tr'ench 4 2 Fragment
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK-416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Unidentified Shell fragments
9BK416 108 3A Trench 4 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter

Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial Thinning Flake
9BK-416 108 3A Trench 4 2 Fragment
9BKA416 108 3A Trench 4 7 Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain. Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fragment
9BK.416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK-416 109 3A Trench 5 .2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK,416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

"Cream Colored Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Heat Treated Unidentified Chert, Bifacial Thinning
9BK,416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 3 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions

Deptford Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oblique Overlapping Cordmarked Rim
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK416 . 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fragment '
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

Cream Colored Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Heat Treated Unidentified Chert, Biracial Thinning
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 .3 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions

Deptford Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oblique Overlapping Cordmarked Rim
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions



State Site Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

Cream Colored Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Heat Treated Unidentified Chert, Biracial Thinning
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment "

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 3 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions

Depttord Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oblique Overlapping Cordmarked Rim
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

Cream Colored Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Heat Treated Unidentified Chert, Bifacial Thinning
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 3 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions

Deptford Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oblique Overlapping Cordmarked Rim
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fra'gment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

Cream Colored Chert, Biracial Thinning Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Q-, 'I
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Heat Treated Unidentified Chert, Bifacial Thinning
9BK.416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK.416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 3 Heat Treated CoastalPlain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK,416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK.416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions"

Deptford Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oblique Overlapping Cordmarked Rim
9BK<416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Utilitized Flake
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Interior Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Coastal Plain Chert, Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK.416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Coastal Plain Chert, Primary Flake Fragment

Cream Colored Chert, Bitacial Thinning Flake
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 2 Fragment

Heat Treated UnidentiFied Chert, Bifacial Thinning
9BK1416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Flake Fragment

Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Bifacial
9BK,416 109 3A Trench 5 7 Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 5 Cream Colored Chert, Flake Fragment

9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 3 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Flake Fragment
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Chert, Shatter
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Agate, Secondary Flake Fragment

Deptford Decorated Body Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper with quartz inclusions

Deptford Decorated Rim Sherd, Coarse Sand
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Temper

Deptford Oique Overlapping Cord mark-ecl- Rm
9BK416 109 3A Trench 5 1 Sherd, coarse sand temper with quartz inclusions

STP N400
9BK416 101 3A E550 I Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment.STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
$TP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 I Coastal Plain Chert Shatter
$TP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Quartz Shatter
B101 STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake FragmentSTP N400
9BK416 101 3A E550 I Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment

5TP N400
9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Shatter,

STP N40019BK'416 10113A E550 I Quartz Shatter



State Site Field Site Proyenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Quartz Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550-- 1 Coastal Plain Chert Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Quartz Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Quartz Shatter
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Interior Flake Fragment
STP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Coastal Plain Chert Shatter
SIP N400

9BK416 101 3A E550 1 Quartz Shatter
STP N450

9BK418 30 5 E500 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
sTP N450

9BK418 30 5 E500 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N450

9BK418 30 5 E500 1 Agate Primary Flake
STP N500

9BK418 29 5 E500 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
SIP N600

9BK418 31 5 E450 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N600

9BK418 31 5 E450 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment
STP N600

9BK418 33 5 E500 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
STP N600

9BK418 33 5 E500 2 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N600

9BK418 33 5 E500 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N600

9BK418 32 5 E600 1 Quartz Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N6009BK418 321 51 E600 I1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake
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No. Pray. No. No. Description N- Artifact Decription

STP N600

9BK418 32 5 E600 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial Thinning Flake Fragment
9BK418 28 5 Surface 16 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake
9BK418 28 5 Surface 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake
9BK418 28 5 Surface 1 Quartzite Flake Fragment
9BK418 28 5 Surface 4 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake
9BK418 28 5 Surface 14 Coastal Plain Interior Flake
9BK418 28 5 Surface 32 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

STP N450
9BK419 54 6 E500 1 Cream colored Bifacial thinning flake fragment

STP N450

9BK419 54 6 E500 1 Agate Secondary Flake
STP N500

9BK419 53 6 E350 1 Coastal Plain Interior flake
STP N500

9BK419 53 6 E350 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinnirng flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 53 6 E350 • 5 Coastal Plain Flake Frapment
STP N500 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Interior Flake

9BK419 48 6 E450 1 Fragment
STP N500

9BK419 48 6 E450 2 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 48 6 E450 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake
STP N500

9BK419 48 6 E450 5 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake
STP N500••

9BK419 48 6 E450 4 Coastal Plain flake-fragment
STP N500

9BK419 48 6 E450 1 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N500

9BK419. 51 6 E500 1 Coastal Plain PPK base fragment
STP N500

9BK419 51 6 E500 4 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 51 6 E500 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 51 6 E500 1 Cream Colored Interior flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 49 6 E550 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake
STP N500

9BK419 49 6 E550 2 Coastal Plain flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 49 6 E550 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning fragment
STP N500

9BK419 49 -6 E550 1 coastal plain shatter
STP N500

9BK419 47 6 E600 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 47 6 E600 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain flake fragment
STP N500

9BK419 "47 6 E600 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment



Sati site Field Site Provonience
No. Prov. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STP N500 Heat Treated Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake
9BK419 46 6 E650 0 fragment

STP N500
9BK419 46 6 E650 1 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment

STP N560
9BK419 50 6 E400 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment

STP N560
9BK419 50 6 E400 1 Coastal Plain shatter

Deptford Cord Marked Body Sherd, fine sand
9BK419 63 6 Surface 1 temper
9BK419 52 6 Surface 4 Coastal Plain Primary Flake Fragment
9BK419 52 6 Surface 1 Cream Colored Interior Flake Complete
9BK419 52 6 Surface 2 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake complete

9BK419 52 6 Surface 1 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment
9BK419 52 6 Surface 12'Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK419 52 6 Surface 17 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK419 52 6 Surface 7 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Eroded Decorated residual Body Sherd, Medium
9BK419 52 6 Surface 1 Sand temper

Deptford Cord Marked Body Sherd, medium sand
9BK419 52 6 Surface 1 temper

9BK419 52 6 Surface 1 Deptford Plain Body Sherd, Medium sand temper
Surface Btw
9BK419 &

9BK419 63 6 9BK420 1 Coastal Plain Interior flake
Surface Btw
9BK419 &

9BK419 63 6 9BK420 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake Fragment
Surface Btw
9BK419 &

9BK419 63 6 9BK420 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake
Surface Btw
9BK419 &

9BK419 63 6 9BK420 1 Coastal Plain Flake fragment
Surface Btw
9BK419 &

9BK419 63 6 9BK420 1 Coastal Plain shatter
STP N150

9BK420 43 7 E400 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake
STP N250

9BK420 36 7 E300 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N250

9BK420 37 7 E400 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N250

9BK420 37 7 E400 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N250

9BK420 37 7 E400 1 Coastal Plain Shatter
STP N350

9BK420 64 7 E250 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment
.STP N350

9BK420 64 7 E250 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake Fragment



Stafe Zito Field Site Provenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact Description

STPN400
9BK,420 35 7 E500 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

STP N4501

9BK420 41 7 E350 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment
STP N45-0. -

9BK420 41 7 E350 1 cream colored bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N4501

9BK420 .41 7 E350 1 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N450

9BK420 40 7 E400 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N450

9BK420 40 7 E400 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK420 34 7 E450 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragm ent
STP N450

9BK420 34 7 E450 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
SPN450

9BK420 42 7 E500 2 Coastal Plain bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N45U

9BK420 42 7 E500 1 Coastal Plain rejuvination flake complete
STP N450

9BK420 42 7 E500 1 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP NT50

9BK420 38 7 E550 5 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N450

9BK420 38 7 E550 7 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N450

9BK420 38 7 E550 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake
STP N450

9BK420 39 7 E600 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake
STP N450-

9BK420 39 7S E600 2 Coastal Plain BiUacial thinning flake fragment
STP N450

9BK420 39 7S E600 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Complete
STP N500

9BK420 45 7 E500 I Cream Colored Interior Flake Fragment
STP N500

9BK420 45 7 E500 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N500

9BK420 45 7 E500 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake Fragment
9BK420 44 7 Surface I Coastal Plain Utilized Flake Fragment
,9BK420 44 7' Surface I Coastal Plain Interior Flake Complete
9BK420 44 7 Surface 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

STP N500
9BK421 55 8 E400 5 Coastal Plain flake Fragment

STP N500
9BK421 55 8 E400 1 Coastal Plain Bisacial thinning flake fragment

STP N500
9BK421 57 8 E400 I1 Coastal -Plain Flake Fragment

STP N500
9BK421 57 8 E400 I Coastal Plain Biracial thinning flake complete

STP N500
19BK421 57 8 E,400 1 Coastal plain shatter



State Site Field Site Proyenience
No. Proy. No. No. Description N- Artifact DescriptionSTP N500 4

9BK421 57 8 E400 4 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
STP N500 Heat Treated Coastal Plain Biracial thinning flake

9BK421 57 8 E400 1 fragment
STP N500

9BK421 56 8 E500 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
STP N500

9BK421 56 8 E500 1 Coastal Plain flake fragment
Surface near
Transect 53,

9BK422 66 9 STP 4 2 Coastal Plain flake fragment
Surface near

Transect 53,
9BK422 66 9 STP 4 2 Plaster

Surface on

Transect 53,
9BK422 65 9 STP 4 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 6 Residual Sherd, Medium Sand temper

Deptford Check Stamped Body Sherd, tine.sand
9BK423 89 lOiJudge 1 1 temper

Deptford Check Stamped Body Sherd, Medium
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 Sand temper
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 Savannah Plain Body Sherd, fine sand temper

Savannah Plain Body Sherd, fine sand (crushed
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 quartz inclusions)

Deptford Incised Body Sherd, Medium sand
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 temper

Savannah Burnished Body Sherd, medium sand
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 temper

9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 1 Savannah Plain Body Sherd, medium sand temper
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 3 Sherdlet (Residual)
9BK423 89 10 Judge 1 Fort Payne chert Bifacial thinning Flake

Savannah Check Stamped Body Sherd, medium
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 2 sand temper
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 1 Incised Residual Sherd, medium sand temper
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 1 Plain Rim Residual Sherd, medium sand temper

Savannah Check stamped Body Sherd, Medium
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 1 sand
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 2 Plain Residual Body Sherd, medium sand temper

Savannah Burnished Body Sherd, fine sand
9BK423 90 10 Judge 2 1 temper
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 9 Savannah Plain Body Sherd, coarse sand temper
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 Savannah Plain Body Sherd, fine sand temper
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 Savannah Plain Body Sherd, fine sand temper

Indeterminate decorated Body Sherd, medium
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 sand temper
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 Residual sherd
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 Eroded Residual Rim Sherd, fine sand temper

Savannah Check Stamped Body Sherd, medium
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 sand temper

i ndeterminant Decorated Body Sherd, coarse
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 2 sand temper
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Mississippian Rectilinear Complicated Rim Sherd,
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 medium sand temper

Deptford Cord Marked Body She-rd, Medium
9BK423 92 10 Judge 4 1 sand temper
9BK423 93 10 Judge 5 3 Sherdlet (Residual)
9BK423 93 10 Judge 5 ]1 Residual Rim Sherd, medium sand temper

Savannah Check Stamped Body Sherd, medium
9BK423 93 10 Judge 5 2 sand temper

Indeterminate Plain Body Sherd, medium sand
9BK423 93 10 Judge 5 3 temper
9BK423 93 10 Judge 5 2 Residual sherd Fine sand temper
9BK423 89 10 Judgemental 1 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment
9BK423 89 10 Judgemental 1 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake
9BK423 89 10 Judgemental 1 4 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 89 10 Judgemental 1 5 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK423 89 10 Judgemental 1 1 Coastal Plain Preform
9BK423 90 10 Judgemental 2 1 Cream Colored Flake Fragment
9BK423 90 10 Judgemental 2 4 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK423 90 10 Judgemental 2 3 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 90 10 Judgemental 2 11 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment
9BK423 91 10 Judgemental 3 1 Jasper flake fragment
9BK423 91 10 Judgemental 3 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 91 10 Judgemental 3 1 Coastal Plain Interior flake fragment
9BK423 92 10 Judgemental 4 2 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK423 92 10 Judgemental 4 2 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 6 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Quartz shatter
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Chalcedony shatter
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Coastal Plain shatter
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 12 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 4 Coastal Plain Primary flake fraqment

Cream Colored Chert bitacial thinning Flake
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Coastal Plain Interior Flake fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Fort Payne Flake fragment
9BK423 93 10 Judgemental 5 1 Chalcedony flake fragment

Surface down Guilford-like PPK, Quartz, waterworn, complete
9BK423 86 10 by the river 1 (L. 4.6 cm; BW. 2.2 cm; T. 1.1 cm)

Surface down
9BK423 86 10 by the river 1 Coastal Plain Secondary Flake fragment

Surface clown
9BK423 86 10 by the river 7 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment

Surface down
9BK423 86 10 y the river 10 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment

Surface down
9BK423 86 10 by the river 17 Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Surface down
9BK423 86 10 by the river 1 Coastal Plain Shatter

Surface own
9BK423 86 10 by the river 1 White Fossileferous shatter



State Site Field Site Provenience
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Surtace down
9BK423 86 10 by the river 1 Coastal Plain Core
9BK423 94 10 Trench 1 wall I Coastal Plain Flake Fragment

Indeterminate Cord Marked Rim Sherd, Medium
9BK423 94 10 Trench 1 wall 2 sand temper

Savannah Cord Marked (Oblique Overlapping)
9BK423 94 10 Trench 1 wall 1 Body Sherd, Medium sand temper

Savannah Check stamped Body Sherd, Medium
9BK423 94 10 Trench 1 wall 1 sand temper
9BK423 95 10 Trench 1,7-8ft 1 Coastal Plain Shatter
9BK423 95 10 Trench 1, 7-8ft 5 Coastal Plain Interior Flake Fragment
9BK423 95 10 Trench 1, 7-8ft 1 Coastal Plain Bifacial thinning flake fragment
9BK423 95 10 Trench 1, 7-8ft 1 Coastal Plain Utilized flake fragment

Trench 2 Spoil Savannah Check stamped Body Sherd, medium
9BK423 98 10 pile 1 sand temper

Trench 2 top Deptford Marked Body Sherd, coarse sand
9BK423 96 10 two feet 1 temper
9BK423 96 10 Trench 2, 1-2ft 1 Coastal Plain Primary Flake Fragment
9BK423 96 10 Trench 2, 1-2ft 1 Fort Payne Interior Flake Fragment
9BK423 96 10 Trench 2, 1-2ft 1 Coastal Plain Utilized flke fragment

Trench 2,
9BK423 97 10 1 80cm 1 Coastal Plain Preform fragment

y
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EDUCATION:
M.A., Public Service Archaeology, University of South Carolina, Columbia, 1990
B.A., Anthropology and History, University of North Carolina, Greensboro, 1987

YEARS EXPERIENCE: 16

SUMMARY OF EXPERIENCE:

Ms. Adams serves New South Associates as a Principal Investigator and Project Manager in the firm's
Columbia, South Carolina office. Ms. Adams is a Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA) and is
past president of the Council of South Carolina Professional Archaeologists (COSCAPA). She has 16
years of professional archeological experience and has authored or co-authored over 120 technical reports
and publications. She has directed research for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Jacksonville,
Savannah, Wilmington, and Fort Worth Districts; the North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia
Departments of Transportation; the Tennessee Valley Authority; the US Forest Service; and a number of
private clients. She has experience in historical archaeology; coastal Woodland Period archaeology,
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* Southern History
" Plantation Archaeology
* African-American Archaeology
" Colonial Backcountry Archaeology
* Coastal Woodland Period Archaeology
* Geographic Information Systems (GIS)

KEY SUPERVISORY EXPERIENCE:

2006 Project Manager. Archaeological Survey of Expansion Areas at Plant Vogtle, Burke
County Georgia. Work performed for Tetra Tech NUS and Southern Company.

2005 Project Manager. The Free Cabin Site; A Postbellum Tenant Community near Hephzibah,
Georgia. Work performed for Earthtech and Georgia DOT.

2003 Project Manager. Archaeological Resources Overview of Shaw Air Force Base and
Poinsett Electronic Combat Range, Sumter County, South Carolina. Work performed for
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Ft. Worth District.

2001 Project Manager. Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the Rifle Range at the Marine
Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina. Work performed for the U.S. Army



Corps of Engineers, Savannah.
2000 Project Manager. Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of 4,219 Acres, Lake Thurmond,

Mcduffie, Lincoln, Wilkes, And Columbia Counties, Georgia And Mccormick County,
South Carolina. Work performed for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah
District.

1996- 1998 Project Manager. Nottely and Chatuge Reservoirs Shoreline Survey, Georgia and North
Carolina. Phase I archeological survey was conducted of approximately 59 linear miles
along the Nottely Reservoir shoreline and approximately 60 linear miles along the Chatuge
Reservoir shoreline. Work conducted for the Tennessee Valley Authority.

SELECTED REPORTS AND PUBLICATIONS:

2005 Adams, Natalie P., Mark Swanson, Leslie Raymer, Lisa D. O'Steen, J. W. Joseph and Arthur
Cohen. The Free Cabin Site (9Ri1036): Archaeological Examination of a Postbellunz Tenant
Occupation near Helphzibah, Richmond County, Georgia. Report submitted to EarthTech and
GDOT.

2004 Adams, Natalie P. Cultural Resource Management Plan for the Cooper River Drainage,
Berkeley County, South Carolina. Report submitted to SC Department of Health and
Environmental Control.

2003 Adams, Natalie P. Archaeological Resources Overview of Shaw Air Force Base and Poinsett
Electronic Combat Range, Sumter County, South Carolina. Report submitted to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Ft. Worth District.

2003 Adams, Natalie P. Archaeological Reconnaissance of Approximately 2,200 Acres at the Cliffs
Keowee Tract, Oconee County, South Carolina. Report submitted to the Cliffs Communities.

2002 A Pattern of Living: A View of the African American Slave Experience in the Pine Forests of the
Lower Cape Fear. In Another's Country: Archaeological and Historical Perspectives on Cultural
Interactions in the Southern Colonies, edited by J. W. Joseph and Martha Zierden, pp. 65-78.
University of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa and London.

2001 Adams, Natalie P. Archaeological Data Recovery at 38BU1186 Proposed Swimming Pool
Location, Bray's Island, Beaufort County, South Carolina. Report submitted to Brays Island
Plantation.

2000 Adams, Natalie P., Leslie E. Raymer, J.W. Joseph, and Bonnie Frick. Phase I Cultural
Resources Survey of 4,219 Acres, Lake Thurmond, McDuffie, Lincoln, Wilkes, And Columbia
Counties, Georgia And McCormick County, South Carolina. Report submitted to U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Savannah District.

2000 Adams, Natalie P. et al. Carolinas Pipeline Cultural Resources Overview and Survey Report.
Report for Foster Wheeler Environmental Corporation.

1998 Adams, Natalie P. Archaeological Survey of 603 Acres Adjacent to Chatuge Reservoir:
Addendum to Archaeological Survey of Approximately 60 Linear Miles of the Chatuge Reservoir
Shoreline Management Zone,.Towns County, Georgia and Clay County, North Carolina. Report ("
submitted to Tennessee Valley Authority.



1998 Langdale, Jennifer P. and Natalie P. Adams Cultural Resource Assessment of the Proposed U.S.
Courthouse, Dade County, Miami, Florida. Report submitted to Radian Corporation and the
General Services Administration.

1997 Adams, Natalie P. and Denise Messick. Archaeological Survey of Approximately 60 Linear
Miles of the Chatuge Reservoir Shoreline Management Zone, Towns County, Georgia and Clay
County, North Carolina. Report submitted to Tennessee Valley Authority.

1997 Abbott, Lawrence E. and Natalie P. Adams. Archaeological Data Recovery Excavations at
3lCbl1O** and 31Cb114, Columbus County, North Carolina - Management Summary. Report
submitted to International Paper.

1996 Adams, Natalie P. Archaeological Testing of 31Dv533 and 3JDv536**, Davidson County, North
Carolina. Report submitted to Black & Veatch.

1995 A Good One in a Pleasant Neighborhood: Broom Hall Plantation, Berkeley County, South
Carolina. Chicora Foundation Research Series, edited by M. Trinkley, Chicoia Foundation, Inc.,
Columbia, South Carolina.

1995 In the. Shadow of the Big House: Domestic Slaves at Stony/Baynard Plantation (with M. Trinkley
and D. Hacker). Chicora Foundation Research Contribution 40. Chicora Foundation, Inc.,
Columbia, South Carolina.

1994 Middle and Late Woodland Life at Old House Creek, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina (with
M. Trinkley). Chicora Foundation Research Series 42. Chicora Foundation, Inc., Columbia, South
Carolina.

1993 Archaeological hIvestigations at 38GE377: Examinations of a Deep Creek Phase Site and A
Portion of the Eighteenth Century Midway Plantation. Chicora Foundation Research Series 37.
Chicora Foundation, Inc., Columbia, South Carolina.

ADDITIONAL PUBLICATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS:

Author or co-author of one hundred and twenty-four (124) cultural resource management reports; two (2)
cultural resource management plans; one (1) historic preservation plan; one (1) statewide historic context;
nine (9) presented papers and symposia; and contributing author of one (1) research manuscript.

MEMBERSHIPS AND REGISTRATIONS:

Registered Professional Archaeologists (RPA)
Member, Society for Historical Archaeology
Member, Council of South -Carolina Professional Archeologists (Secretary 2002-2003; President 2004-

2005)
Member, Southeastern Archaeological Conference
Member, Southern HistoricalAssociation
Member, Archeological Society of South Carolina (Current Editor.of South Carolina Antiquities)
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Keith C. Seramur, P.G.

EDUCATION

M.S. Sedimentology - Northern Illinois University; 1989
B.S. Geology - University of Wisconsin; 1985

REGISTRATION

Registered Geologist - Georgia, License # 001587
Licensed Geologist - North Carolina, License # 1136
Reg. Prof. Geologist.- Tennessee, License # TN2246
Professional Geologist - South Carolina, License # 2063
Professional Geologist - Virginia, License # 2801 001262
Professional Geologist - Florida, License # 1901
Alabama - Interim Permit on Project Basis

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Deep Testing Surveys for buried cultural horizons
Interpretation of Site Formation Processes in Colluvial, Alluvial and Aeolian

Depositonal Settings
Interpretation of Geophysical surveys
Geomorphology of Holocene and Pleistocene Landscapes
High Resolution Seismic Stratigraphy
Interpreting Holocene Depositional History
Modeling Geomorphic Distribution of Archaeology Sites
Process Sedimentology
Stratigraphic Correlation of Coastal Plain Formations
Stratigraphic Interpretation of Fluvial and Marine Holocene Deposits
Scanning Electron Microscopy

WORK EXPERIENCE

2002 - Present Keith Seramur, P.G., PC; Geomorphology and geoarchaeological
investigations and, Phase I and Phase II deep testing surveys.

1993 - Present Appalachian State University, Dept. of Geology, Adjunct Research
Associate; Participating in geomorphology, geoarchaeology and sedimentology
research programs.
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1994 - 2002 Geonetics Corporation, Senior Geologist; Geological and geoarchaeological
investigations, geomorphology assessments, managed environmental consulting
projects, assessment and remediation of contaminated soil and groundwater,
directed projects from North Carolina office.

1992 - 1994 Engineering and Environmental Services, Project Geologist; Responsible
for the development of a geology branch within an environmental and engineering
consulting firm. Supervision of geological investigations and report preparation.

1990 - 1992 Law Environmental, Inc., Project Geologist; Performed geologic
investigation of sensitive sites. Managed Phase I and Phase II environmental
assessment projects. Site geologist for a proposed low-level radioactive waste
facility in Richmond County, North Carolina. Responsible for supervision of field
work, logging cores, data analysis, and quality control of geologic samples. Field
work included geologic mapping, soil descriptions, geologic logging and
geomorphology of modem landforms.

1989 Appalachian State University, Instructor; Instructor in.the Departmrent of Geology.

1989 Northern Illinois University, Lecturer/Faculty Assistant; Lecturer in the Geology
Department and sedimentology laboratory coordinator.

TECHNICAL REPORTS (2005 and 2006)

Seramur, K.C., 2006, Geomorphology of 9PU20 at the Highway 230 Bridge
replacement at Big Tucsawhatchee Creek, Pulaski County, GA. Tech. Rept.
Prepared for Edwards-Pitman Environmental and the Georgia Department of
Transportation.

Seramur, K.C., 2006, Geomorphology of Sites 40RH166, 40RH167 and 40RH282
for a residential development at Cottonport, Chickamauga Reservoir, Rhea
County, Tennessee. Tech. Rept. prepared for Alexander Archaeological
Associates and the Tennessee Valley Authority.

Seramur, K.C., 2006, Geomorphology of the Catawba River Crossing of U.S. Hwy
21 Rock Hill, Hamilton County, South Carolina. Tech. Rept. prepared for
Edwards-Pittman Environmental and the South Carolina Dept. of
Transportation.

Seramur, K.C., 2006, Geomorphology of a Proposed 2.5 Acre Development Parcel
at Tennessee River Mile 464.5R in Chattanooga, Hamilton County,
Tennessee. Tech. Rept. prepared for Alexander Archaeological Associates
and the Tennessee Valley Authority. (.-
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Seramur, K.C., 2005, Geomorphology of Sites 1MS467 and 1MS468 Lindsey
Harbor Development Guntersville Reservoir, Marshall County, Alabama.
Tech. Rept. prepared for Alexander Archaeological Associates and the
Tennessee Valley Authority.

Seramur, K.C., 2005, Geomorphology of Site 31PR92, Person County, North
Carolina. Tech. Rept. prepared for Environmental Services, Inc. and the NC
State Historic Preservation Office.

Seramur, K.C., 2005, Geomorphology of the Bent Creek Archaeology Site
31BN335, Buncombe County, North Carolina. Tech Report Prepared for ASU
Laboratories of Archaeological Science and National Forests in NC.

Seramur, K.C., 2005, Report of Geomorphology at Site 31YD2 Baltimore Church
Road crossing of Deep Creek, Yadkin County, North Carolina. Tech. Report
prepared for Legacy Associates and the NC Dept. of Transportation.

Seramur, K.C., 2005, Geomorphology of Site 40KN262, Seven Islands Wildlife
Refuge, Knox County, TN. Tech. Report Prepared for Duvall & Associates
and the Tennessee Valley Authority.

Seramur, K.C., 2005, Evaluating a Potential Sediment Source for Ceramics at Site
44YO1028 Using Scanning Electron Microscopy and Energy Dispersive X-
ray Spectroscopy. Tech. Report Prepared for Coastal Carolina Research and
the Virginia Dept. of Historic Preservation.

ABSTRACTS
Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A., Lautzenheiser L. and Bamann, S.E., 2006,

Geomorphology-at archaeological site 31WK223 in the Reddies River
drainage basin: an example of Holocene stratigraphic preservation on the Blue
Ridge escarpment.. Program and Abstracts of the Southeastern' Geological
Society of America Meeting, Knoxville, TN.

Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A. and Abbott, L.E., 2005, Geoarchaeology of
31HT435: An example of Aeolian burial in the Sandhills of the North
Carolina Inner Coastal Plain. Program and Abstracts of the 62 nd Annual
Southeastern Archaeological Conference, Bulletin 48, p. 57.

Daniel Jr., I.R., Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 2003. North Carolina Coastal
Plain Chronology, Typology, and Geoarchaeology at the Barber Creek Site.
Southeastern Archaeological Conference, Abstracts of the 60 ' Annual
Meeting, Bulletin 46, SCIAA, USC, p. 45.
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Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., Hettinger, D.J. and Daniel, I.R., Jr. 2003.
Interpreting Site Formation Processes at a Stratified Archaeology Site in a
Sand Dune on the Atlantic Coastal Plain. 33nd Annual Meeting of the Middle
Atlantic Archaeological Conference, Program with Abstracts, P. 42.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 2002. Site Formation Processes and the
Depositional History of a Buried Cultural Horizon on the Floodplain of
Kimberling Creek. 2002 Quarterly Bulletin of the Archaeological Society of
Virginia, Volume 58, No. 1 p.55 .

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 2002. Deep Testing at the Buzzard Rock
Complex, Interpreting Prehistoric Environments of a Modified Urban
Floodplain. 32 nd Annual Meeting of the Middle Atlantic Archaeological
Conference, Program with Abstracts, P. 46.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., Nov., 2001. (Invited-Paper) Late Pleistocene
and Holocene Stratigraphic Record of the Davidson River in the Blue Ridge
Physiographic Province. Southern Appalachian Man and Biosphere 12'
Annual Conference, Program with Abstracts, p. 26.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., April, 2001. Late Pleistocene and Holocene (•)
Stratigraphic Record of the Davidson River in the Blue Ridge Physiographic
*Province in Southeastern Section Geological Society of America Annual
Meeting, Abstracts with Program, p.A-3 1.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 2000. Geoarchaeology of Aeolian and Marine
Deposits at the Long Point Archaeological Site, Croatan National Forest,
North Carolina. Southeastern Archaeological Conference, Abstracts of the
5 7' Annual Meeting, Bulletin 43, SCIAA, USC, p. 45.

Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A., Schumate, M.S. and Evans-Schumate, P., 2000, An
example of land use change resulting from Holocene sea level rise at the Long
Point Archaeological Site, SE USA. American Quaternary Association
meeting Program and Abstracts of the 16' Biennial Meeting, p. 99.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 1999. Regional chronostratigraphic record and
geomorphology of archaeological sites along the Deep River in central North
Carolina in Southeastern Section Geological Society of America Annual
Meeting, Abstracts with Program, Vol. 31, No. 3 p.A-66.

Seramur, K.C., Eastman, J.A., 1999. Deep Testing as a means of Identifying and
.Evaluating Archaeological Sites in Piedmont Floodplains: An Example from _y
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the Deep River. Uwharrie Lithics Conference, February 24- 26, 1999,
Randolph Community College, Asheboro, NC.

Peterson, S, Eastman, J.A., and Seramur, K.C., 1999, Chronostratigraphy and the
Landscape History of the Deep River Drainage Basin. Uwharrie Lithics
Conference, February 24- 26, 1999, Randolph Community College, Asheboro,
NC.

Spurgeon V.L, Seramur, K.C., Kite, J.S. and Cowan, E.A., 1998.
Sedimentology of historic and prehistoric deposits in the drainage basin of
Deep River and Muddy Creek on the Piedmont of North Carolina in
Geological Society of America, Abstracts with Program, Vol. 30, No. 7 p.A-
219.

Seramur, K.C. and Cowan, E.A., 1997. Geologic Controls on the Distribution and
Preservation of Archaeological Sites in a Piedmont Drainage Basin of the
Southeastern U.S. in Geological Society of America, Abstracts with Program,
Vol. 29.

Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A., Eastman, J.A. and Lautzenheiser, L.. 1997. Flood
Plain Lithofacies and their Archaeological Significance in Piedmont Drainage
Basins of the Southeastern U.S, Third International Conference on Soils,
Geomorphology and Archaeology, Program and Abstracts. Thunderbird
Research Corp., Woodstock, VA.

Cowan, E.A., Cai, J., and Powel, R.D., Seramur, K.C., 1996. Identification of
daily, seasonal, and annual sediment packages in glacimarine sediment of
coastal Alaska. in Geological Society of America, Abstracts with Program,
Vol. 28, No. 7 p. 506.

Spurgeon V.L., Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A., and Powell, R.D., 1995. Rhythmic
glacimarine sediments: a record of annual meltwater discharge and tidal
variations in Muir Inlet, Southeast Alaska. in Geological Society of America,
Abstracts with Program, Vol. 27, No. 6 p. 61.

Kayen, R.E., Clark, J.A., Cowan, E.A., Seramur, K.C., and Powell, R.D., 1995.
Rheologic properties of ice-proximal fine grained sediment near Muir Glacier,
Glacier Bay N.P., Alaska. in EOS, Transactions, American Geophysical
Union 1995 Fall Meeting, Vol. 76, No. 46, p. 290.

Seramur, K.C., Kayen, R.E., Cowan, E.A., and Powell, R.D., 1994. Lithologic
and geotechnical characteristics of grounding-line sediments: implications for
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interpretation of seismic reflection profiles. Geological Society of America,
Abstracts with Program, Annual Meeting, Vol. 7, No. 7, p. 474.

Seramur, K.C., Powell, R.D., and Cowan, E.A., 1990. Submarine deposits formed
during deglaciation following the Neoglacial maximum, Glacier Bay, Alaska.
Geological Society of America Northeastern Section Annual Meeting,
Abstracts with Program, Vol. 22, No. 2, p. 69.

Cowan, E.A., and Seramur, K.C., 1990. Controls on basin infilling during
deglaciation from the Neoglacial maximum, Glacier Bay, Alaska. Geological
Society of America Northeastern Section Meeting, Abstracts with Program,
Vol. 22, No. 2, p. 69.

PUBLICATIONS
Seramur K.C. and Cowan E.A., Lautzenheiser, L. and Eastman, J.M., in review. A

Model for Distribution and Preservation of Archaeological Sites along Piedmont
Streams Developed From a Geoarchaeology Survey Along the Deep River in North
Carolina, Submitted to Southeastern Archaeology.

Seramur K.C. and Cowan E.A., 2003, Site Formation Processes of Buried Cultural
Horizons in the Sandhills of North Carolina: An Example from the Horses Grazing
Site (31MR205): North Carolina Archaeology, Vol. 52 p. 101-118.

Cowan, E.A., Seramur, K.C., Cai,.J., and Powel, R.D., 1999, Cyclic sedimentation
produced by fluctuation in meltwater discharge, tides and marine productivity in an
Alaskan fjord: Sedimentology, 46, p. 1 10 9 -112 6.

Seramur, K.C., and Cowan, E.A., 1998. Contaminant Migration through a
Diamicton/Saprolite Aquifer on the Footslopes of Rich Mountain,
Northwestern North Carolina. in Deposits and Landforms on the Piedmont
Slopes of Roan, Rich, and Snake Mountains, Northwestern North Carolina
and Northeastern Tennessee, Southeastern Friends of the Pleistocene Field
Trip Guidebook, Hugh Mills ed., p. 83-9 1.

Cowan, E.A., Cai, J., Powel, R.D., Seramur, K.C., and Spurgeon, V.L., 1998. Modem
tidal rhythmites deposited in a deep-water estuary: Geomarine Letters, Vol. 18, p. 40-
48.

Seramur, K.C., Powell, R.D', and Carlson, P.R., 1997. Evaluation of conditions
along the grounding line of temperate marine glaciers: an example from Muir
Inlet, Glacier Bay, Alaska: Marine Geology, Vol. 140, p. 307-327.
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Seramur, K.C., Powell, R.D., Carlson, P.R., and Cowan, E.A. 1997. Muir Inlet
Morainal Bank Complex, Glacier Bay, S.E. Alaska in Acoustic Images of
Glaciated Continental Margins, Davies, T.A. et al. eds. Chapman and Hall,
London, p. 92-93.

Seramur, K.C., Cowan, E.A. Powell, R.D. and Carlson, P.R., 1997. Growth of a
grounding-line fan at Muir Glacier, Southeast Alaska in Acoustic Images of
Glaciated Continental Margins, Davies, T.A. et al. eds. Chapman and Hall,
London, p. 194-197.

Cowan, E.A., Powel, R.D., Carlson, P.R., Kayen, R.E., Cai, J., Sekamur, K.C. and
Zellers, S.D., 1994. Cruise Report: RIVAlpha Helix Cruise - 173 to western
Prince William Sound, Yakutat Bay and Glacier Bay National Park,
northeastern Gulf of Alaska, Aug. 17-Sept. 3, 1993: U.S. Geological Survey
Open-File Report OF-94-258, 176p.
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SCDC Institutions-

The S. C. Department of Corrections' twenty-nine prisons are categorized
into four distinct security levels: high security (level 3), medium security
(level 2), minimum security (level 1B) and community-based pre-
release/work centers (level 1A). The architectural design of the institution,
type of housing, operational procedures, andthe level of security staffing
determine an institution's security level. Inmates are assigned to
institutions to meet their specific security, piogramming, medical,
educational, and work requirements.

LEVEL 1-A (Li-A)
Level 1-A facilities are community-based pre-release/work centers that
house minimum-security non-violent inmates Who are within 36 months of
release. These units are. work and program oriented, providing, intensive
specialized programs that prepare the inmates for release * to the
community. Housing is mainly double bunk, open-bay wards with
unfenced perimeters..

LEVEL 1-B (Li-B)
Level 1-B institutions are minimum-security facilities that house inmates
with relatively short -sentences or time to serve. Housing is mainly double

* bunk cubicles with unfenced perimeters. Operational procedures at Level
1-B' facilities impart a higher level of security compared to level 1-A
facilities.

LEVEL 2 (L2)
Level 2 facilities .are medium-security institutions. Housing is primarily
double, bunk, cell type with some institutions, having double-bunk
cubicles. With single fenced perimeters and electronic surveillance, level 2
institutions provide a higher level of security than level 1 facilities.

LEVEL 3 (L3)
Level 3 facilities are high-security institutions designed primarily to house
violent offenders with longer sentences, and inmates who exhibit
behavioral problems.. Housing consists of single and double cells, and all
perimeters are double-fenced with extensive electronic surveillance.
Inmates at level 3 facilities are closely supervised and their activities and
movement within the institution are highly restricted.

INSTITUTIONAL LISTING

http://www.doc.sc.gov/InstitutionPages/Institutions.htm M172005



Headquafters
P. 0. Box 21787/4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8500
corrections.info @doc.state.sc~us

K_ (j• .Allendale Correctional Institution (L2)
George Hagan, Warden
P.O. Box 1151, Highway 47
Fairfax, SC 29827
803-734-0653 or 803-632-2561

@ Lower Savannah Pre-Release Center (L1 -A)
John McCall, Warden
361 Wire Road
Aiken, SC 29801
803-648-8865

MacDougall Correctional Institution (L2)
Edsel Taylor, Warden
1516 Old Gilliard Road
Ridgeville, SC 29472.
803-737-3036 or 843-688-5251

Broad River Correctional Institution (L3)
William White, Warden
4460 Broad River Road
Columbia, Sc 29210
803-896-2200

Camille Griffin Graham Correctional Institution (Women
L3)
Judy Anderson, Warden
4450 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8590

Manning Correctional Institution (Li-B)
Raymond Reed, Interim Warden
502 Beckman Drive
Columbia, SC 29203
803-935-7248

McCormick Correctional Institution (L3)
Colie Rushton, Warden.
386 Redemption Way
McCormick, SC 29899
803-734-0330 or 864-443-2114

Campbell Pre-Release Center (LI -A)
Carl Frederick, Acting Warden
4530 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8560

Catawba Pre-Release Center (L1 -A)
Glenn Stone, Warden
1030 Milling Road
Rock Hill, SC 29730 .
803-734-9946 or 803-324-5361

Coastal :Pre-Release Center (L1 -A)
Mildred Hudson, Warden
3765 Leeds Avenue
Charleston, SC 29405
843-740- 630 or 843-792-4173

Evans Correctional Institution (L3)
Willie Eagleton, Warden
P.O. 2951202
Bennettsville, SC 29512
803-896-4900 or 843-479-4181

Goodman Correctional Institution (Women Li-B)
Jannita*Gaston, Warden-
4456 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8565

Kershaw Correctional Institution (12)
Oscar Faulkenberry, Warden
4848 Goldmine Highway

Northside Correctional Institution (Li--B)
Robert Mauney, Warden
504 Broadcast Drive
Spartanburg, SC 29303
864-594-4915
Mailing Address:
P.O. Box, 580
Una, SC 29378

Palmer. Pre-Release Center (I1 -A)
David Dunlap,-Warden
2012 Pisgah Road
Florence, SC 29501
803-734-9487 or 843-661-4770

Perry Correctional Institution (L3)
Richard Bazzle, Warden
430 Oaklawn Road
Pelzer,.SC 29669
803-737-1752 or 864-243-4700

Ridgeland Correctional Institution (L2)
P. Douglas Taylor, Warden.
P. 0. Box 2039
Ridgeland, SC 29936
803-896-3200

Stevenson Correctional Institution (L1-B)
Elaine Robinson, Warden
4546.Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210.
803-896-8575

Trenton Correctional Institution (L2)

http://www.doc.sc.gov/InstitutionPages/Institutions.htm 7/7/2005



Kershaw, SC 29067
803-896-3301 or 803-475-5770

Kirkland Receptiofi and Evaluation Center (L3)
Bernard McKie, Warden
4344 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8572

Leath Correctional Instiiuiion (Women L3)
Catherine Kendall, Warden
2809 Airport Road
Greenwood, SC 29649
803-896-1000 or 864-229-5709

Lee Correctional Institution (L3)
Anthony Padula, Warden
990 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, SC 29010
803-896-2400 or 803-428-2800

Lieber Correctional Institution (13)
Stan Burtt,.Warden
136 Wilborn Avenue
P.O. Box 205
Ridgeville, SC 29472

* 803-896-3700 or 843-875-3332

Livesay Pre-Release Center (L1-A)
Robert Mauney, Warden
104 Broadcast Drive
Spartanburg, SC 29303
803-734-1375 or 864-594-4920
Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 580
Una, SC 29378

Robert Bollinger, Warden
84 Greenhouse Road
Box 1000
Trenton, SC 29847
803-896-3000

Turbeville Correctional Institution (L2)
Mike Sheedy, Warden
P. 0. Box 252
Turbeville, SC 29162
803-896-3100 or 843-659-4800

Tyger River Correctional Institution (12)ý
Tim Riley, Warden
100-200 Prison Road
Enoree, SC 29355
803-896-3601 or 803-896-3501
864-583-6056 or 864-596-1600

Walden Correctional Institution (L1-B)
Elaine Pinson, Warden
4340 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8580

Wateree River Correctional Institution (12)
Joel Anderson, Warden
P. 0. Box 189
Rembert,.SC 29128
803-896-3400 or 803-432-6191

Watkins Pre-Release Center (L1 -A)
Carl Frederick, Acting Warden
1700 St. Andrews Terrace

* Columbia, SC 29210
803-896-8584

http://www.doc.sc.gov/InstitutionPages/Institutions.htm 7/7/2005



,, MI A Pr'ogra Heritage Preserves are properties acquired by public. Lands not posted with these signsare the
STbrough thecoo•'eatve effort ofprivate land- SCDNR for the primarypurpose ofprotecting property of private individuals, and landownerownerstheU.SForSe=viceandtheSCDNR, 0habitat forrare and endangered species. Some permissionrnustbeobtained.

Wildife ManagimentAreas (WMAs) ire pro- Heritage Preserves offer gamehunting opportu- Generallocations of the areas describedbelow
vided for the enjoyment of all wildlife enthusi- nitesand, therefore, are included inthe WMA ae shown on the map on pages 38 arid 39. For
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bd O4 astvvi 1l 1,r

7
a
a

a
a

a
x
x
I

I
x
a
a

xl

x

L
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x

a

a
a
x

a
a
x

Litte Pee Dee Heritage Preserve' Complex
lLonglcafFPine Heritage Peserve"

10,226 Horsy, xMaon _ .
843 Lee

Lhburg S Hetage Preserve* 291 Lee
Manhestr SttteForest 23,13S. Sumter
Marsh Furniture 8X231 Mlarion
McBee*, Angelus', CSRoadS 1,194 Chestsrld
Moultrie .9,480 Berke,/"
Mountain Hunt Unit 167,472 Anderson, Greemille; Ocon,

~b ii
a L

x
a
I

OakLeaWMA 2,000 Clarendon 843-825-3387 x x x X I x
Palcrucola 6,757 HamptomJan;r 803-625-3569 x x x x x X12 x x a
P pm d oe.n-tric roiect 4,400 Fahi& . Newbery 843-661-4768 x I- - xa
Pee Dee Station Site 2,701 Florence 843-661-4768 x x , , a x x
Rock Hi Blajadrs Heitage Preserve. 291 York 843-661-4768 x "
Samwor.° 1,588 Georgetown 843-546-9489 •x x x
Sand Hil State Forest 46,000 ChesrmfidaDarlington 843-661-4768 x x x x x x x I x
Sandy Wlnd 9,165 Georgetown 843-546-9489 x x
Santee Cozsta,." 24,000 Charleston, Georgetown 843-546-8665 x x x x x x a
Santee Cooper 3,144 Orangeburg 843-825-3387 x x x xx x Ix z
Satee Dam 575 Chredon 803-825-3387 xx x x x z I I x

Santee-Dela' 1,722 Georgetown 843-546-9489 x x .x
St. Hena Sound Heritae Preserve" 10,302 Beaufort •. 843-844-8957 x x
TIlman Sand Ridge Heritage Preserve" 1,422 . Jasr 803-625-3569 x x a a x x i x x
TuTl Islned" . 1.700 Jasper . 03-625-3569 •

Victoria BluffHedtePreserve" 11111 Beaufort 803-625-3569 x x tx x x x x a
Waicamaw iverHeritagePreserve' 5.347 Horry 843-546-9489 x x x x x x
Webb* 5,866 Hampton 803-625-3569 a x x x x x Ix x
WeeTee 12,439 Wiliamburg, Georgetown 843-825-3387 x l x
Western Piedmont Hunt Unit 146.561 Abbeville, Edgefield Greenwood, McCormick. 864-223-2731.

Worth• Mountain 1,1 :ok843-661-4768 .x x l. 7 ; X x *x x

* SCDNR South Carolina Rules &Regulations . 2005-2006



.. ... .. Wildlife Mal~ageent Areas
1) Aiken Gophrtortoose HPWMA
2) Bear Islana WMA
4). .Can2IWMA
5) Cartheel Bay HP WMA
6) CrackerneckWM
7) DraperWMA
8) DonnelleyWMA
9) Dun.annon HP WMA

Ga1 0) Fants Grove WMA
hes d Marlboro Great Pee Dee HP WMA

Chesterfield M 12 HatcheryWMA
2 13) Hiclcory Top WMA

14) Keowee WMA
15) Lewis Ocean Bay HP WMA

Dillon 16) Little Pee Dee River HP Complex including*
D nLittle Pee Dee River HPlTgliatn HP,

Dargan HE Ward HP, Upper Gunterls
Islarid and Hugins Tract

Lee ioa17) L~ongleaf Pine HP WMA
16 18) LynchburgSavannalhHP-WMA

Game Zon 0 19) Manchester State Forest WMA
183Florenci 20) Marsh Furniture WMA.

Game Zone 7 21) McBeeWMA
H7 00 22) .Moultrie WMA including- Bluedd

.26N •orry 399 ,NohDWGreenfield WMAs, Hall and Porcher.
Zone159WMAs, & North Dike WMA

23) OakLeaWMA
24) Palachucola WMA
25) Parr Hylectric Project including

Game Zone 9 BrMoadeo Resevoi r w
Clarendon Williamsburg 303 26) Pee Dee Station Site WMA

27) Rock Hill BhckjacksHP WMA
281 28) Samworth WMA

33 Ge etown 29) Sand Hills State Forest WMA
30) Sandy Island WMA

32 02 4 4431) Santee Coastal Reser-ve WMA
32) Santee Cooper WMA

12 33) Santee"DamWMA
.4 i Marion 340 34) Santee-DeltaWMA

Berkeley Natioii:F- 31 35) St Helena Sound HPWMA Otter, Ashe,
.311.Beet, Warren, Big & South Williman Is.

36) TlAn San dRid egHPWMA
37) Turtle Island WMA
38) Victoria Bluff HP WMA
39) Waccamaw River HP WMA403 WhbbWMA

Edisto River WMA
N9 42) StumphouseWMA

43) Worth Mountai nWMA
Charleston 44) Wee Tee

45) Bonneau Ferry
46) Glassy Mountain Archery Only Area

• Legend ,:..en SmalWMA Locations WMA prrper•rde should b ,,

Game Zone Boundaries u,'aked wid, thse vdlow d . -,
L'3 Hunt Unit Boundaries . "

A chart showing the acreage, county of location, telephone contact number, and hunting opportunities available for
certain species is located on page 36.

A vast amount of VMA lands are located in the Mountain, Central and Western Piedmont Hunt Units.The areas
on this map show the approximate locations for the major Wildlife Management Areas in South Carolina. For de-I
tailed maps showing all WMAs cofttact'your local DNR Wildlife Management Office (see page 58) or write: WMA
,-MAPS, RO. Box 167, Columbia, SC,29202 (803)734-3886. Request by county of interest.

SCDNR Soute Carolina Rules &Regulation • 2005-2006 .39
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WE HOPE YOU ENJOY YOUR VISIT, AND PLEASE LET US KNOW IF YOU HAVE
ANY COMMENTS ON THE SITE.

Our Mission: Fostering air commerce by overseeing the safety and development of the
state's public use airports and providing safe, reliable air transportation for state
government and business prospects.

2553 Airport Blvd
West Columbia, South Carolina
29170

PO Box 280068
Columbia, South Carolina
29228-0068

(803) 896-6260 or
(800) 922-0574

User Login

THIS SITE IS BEST VIEWED IN 1024x768
THIS SITE REQUIRES IE5.0 OR HIGHER
THIS SITE REQUIRES PLUG-INS
(click on the Icons on the right to download)

lASID111)P~un b~pes ViewOM f I Q -Xar141A

T SouthCarolina

SITE DEVELOPED BY USC CONTRACTUAL SERVICES GROUP

http://www.scaeronautics.com/default.asp 3/10/2006
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HOME A-Z INDEX - STAFF COMMIBSIONERlS PUBLICATIONS AIRPORTS UNKS F'UHT Orr

%,AIRPORT DATA

AIRPORTS RUNWAY REMARKS AERIAL PASSENGERS & CARGO REPORTS DRAW

AIRPORT 5010 DATABASE (EFFECTIVE INFO DATE: 7/7/2005)

FAAID: 636 Elevation: 610

Name: EDGEFIELD COUNTY Acreage: 90

Associated: TRENTON OwnerType: PU

County: EDGEFIELD UseType: PU

Owner: EDGEFIELD COUNTY Manager: 3OHNNY ANDERSON

Address: 215 JETER ST Address: PO BOX 237, 215 JETER S
EDGEFIELD, SC 29824 TRENTON, SC 29847

Phone: 803-637-4000 Phone: 803-279-4138

Tower: N Aero Chart: ATLANTA

Unicorn: FSS: ANDERSON

CTAF: 122.900 FSS Phone: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

Air Carrier Op.: 0 Single Engine: 14

* Commuter Ops: 0 Multi Engine: 0

Air Taxi Op$: 0 Jet: 0
GA Local Ops: 10000 Helicopter: 0
GA Itnrnt Ops: 500 Military: 0

Military Ops: 0 Glider/Ultrallght: 0 / 12

Right Traffic: NO Frame Repair: N

. Attend Sch: UNATNDD Engine Repair: N

Lighting Sch: , . Oxygen Bottle: N

Beacon Color: Oxygen Bulk: N

Seg Circle: . Y Landing Fee: N

Wind Ind: Y -Fuel: N

Latitude: 33-44-12.4900N Magnetic Var: 04W

Longitude: 081-49-10.3950

http://www.scaeronautics.comn/airpor tdata.asp?FAAID=6J67/525 7/15/2005.
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HOME A-Z INDEX STAFF COMMISSIONERS PUBILICATIONS AIRPORTS UNKS FV-IGHT D0rF

:, AIRP.ORT DATA

AIRPORTS RUNWAY REMARKS AERIAL PASSENGERS.& CARGO REPORTS DRAW

,AIRPORT 5010 DATABASE (EFFECTIVE INFO DATE: 7/7/2005)

FAAID: BNL Elevation: • .246

Name: BARNWELL COUNTY Acreage: 1163

Associated: BARNWELL OwnerType: PU
County: BARNWELL UseType: PU

Owner: BARNWELL COUNTY Manager: WENDALL GIBSON

Address: COUNTY COURTHOUSE Address: 155 AIRPORT RD., PO BO)
BARNWELL, SC 29812 BARNWELL, SC 29812

Phone: 803-541-1000 Phone: 803-259-1090

Tower: N Aero chart: ATLANTA

Unicorn: 122.800 FSS: ANDERSON

CTAF: 122.800 FSS Phone: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

Air Carrier Ops: 0 Single Engine: 18

Commuter Ops: 0 Multi Engine: 2

Air Taxi Ops: 0 3et: 1

GA Local Ops: 7800 Helicopter: 0

GA Itnrnt Ops: 8000. Military: 0

Military Ops: 500 Glider/Ultralight: 0 / 2

Right Traffic: 05, 17 Frame Repair: Y

Attend Sch: 0900-1700 yEngine Repair[ Y

Lighting Sch: CTAF - Oxygen Bottle: N

Beacon Color: CG Oxygen Bulk: N

Seg Circle: Y Landing Fee: N

Wind Ind: Y-L Fuel: 100LL'JET A

Latitude: 33-15-28.0000N Magnetic Var:" 04W

Longitude: 081-23-18.0000

7-- DE -,i7hý10cf, F", lv*-,ýC. R.?"-,RjAz. Sý:i

http://www.scaeronautics.com/airportdata.asp?FAAID=BNL7 7115/2005
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sAIRPORT DATA

AIRPORTS RUNWAY REMARKS AERIAL PASSENGERS & CARGO REPORTS DRAW

,AIRPORT 5010 DATABASE (EFFECTIVE INFO DATE: 7/7/2005)

FAAID: 883. Elevation: 161

Name: ALLENDALE COUNTY Acreage: 95

Associated: ALLENDALE OwnerType: PU

County: ALLENDALE UseType: PU

Owner: ALLENDALE COUNTY Manager: CATHERINE THARIN

Address: PO BOX 677 Address: 989 WATER ST
ALLENDALE, SC 29810 ALLENDALE, SC 298i0-10

Phone: 803-584-3438 Phone: 803-584-3434

Tower: N Aero Chart: ATLANTA

Unicorn: 122.800 FSS: ANDERSON

CTAF: 122.800 FSS Phone: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

Air Carrier Ops: 0 Single Engine: 9

Commuter Ops: 0 Mult Engine: 0

Air Taxi Ops: 450 Jet: 0

GA Local Ops: 7000 Helicopter: 0

GA Itnrnt Ops: 4500 Military: 0

Military Ops: 200 Glider/Ultralight: 0 / 0

Right Traffic: NO Frame Repair: N

Attend Sch: 0800-1800. Engine Repair: N

Lighting Sch: CTAF Oxygen Bottle: N

Beacon Color: CG Oxygen Bulk:. N

Seg Circle: Y Landing Fee: N

Wind Ind: .Y-L Fuel: 100LLJET A

Latitude:' 32-59-42.4660N Magnetic Var: 04W

Longitude: 081-16-12.8850

N

http://www.scaeronautics.com/airportdata.asp?FAAID=88J7/5207/15/2005
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2 AIRPORT 5010 DATABASE (EFFECTIVE INFO DATE: 7/7/2005)

FAAID: 330 Elevation: 113

Name: HAMPTON-VARNVILLE Acreage: 50

Associated: HAMPTON OwnerType:" PU

County: HAMPTON UseType: PU

Owner: HAMPTON COUNTY Manager: LEE ELLIS

Address: 201 3ACKSON STREET WEST Address: 701 3ACKSON STREET WE
HAMPTON, SC 29924 HAMPTON, SC 29924

Phone: 803-943-7500 Phone: 803-943-2911

Tower: N Aero Chart: ATLANTA

Unicorn: FSS:. ANDERSON

CTAF: 122.900 FSS Phone: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

Air Carrier Ops: 0 Single Engine: 4

Commuter Ops: 0 Multi Engine: 0

Air Taxi Ops: 0 3et: 0

GA Local Ops: 750 Helicopter: 0
GA Itnrnt Ops: 1100 Military: .0

Military Ops: "0 GiIder/Ultralight: 0/ 1

Right Traffic: NO Frame Repair: N

Attend Sch: UNATNDD Engine Repair: N

Lighting Sch: DUSK-DAWN Oxygen Bottle: N

Deacon Color: CG Oxygen Bulk: N

Seg Circle: N Landing Fee, N

Wind Ind: Y Fuel: N

Latitude: 32-52-03.5970N. Magnetic Van 04W

Longitude: 081-04-59.3790

D F~L-t U'," '"Z R..A R~CS(C45U

http://www.scaeronautics.com/airportdata.asp?FAA11D=3JO /5207/15/2005
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AIRPORTS RUNWAY REMARKS AERIAL PASSENGERS & CARGO REPORTS- DRAW

AIRPORT 5010 DATABASE (EFFECTIVE INFO DATE: 7/7/2005)

FAAID: 99N Elevation: 231
Name: BAMBERG COUNTY Acreage: 94
Assodated: BAMBERG OwnerType: PU
County: BAMBERG UseType: PU

Owner: BAMBERG COUNTY Manager: BOOKER PATRICK
Address: PO BOX 149 Address: PO BOX 149

BAMBERG, SC 29003 BAMBERG, SC 29003
Phone: 803-245-5191 Phone: 803-245-2377

Tower: N Aero Chart: ATLANTA
Unicorn: 122.800 FSS: ANDERSON

CTAF: 122.800 FSS Phone: 1-800-WX-BRIEF

Air Carrier Ops: 0 Single Engine: 4
Commuter Ops: 0 Multi Engine: 1
Air Taxi Ops: .0 Jet: 0
GA Local Ops: - 2250 Helicopter: 0
GA Itnrnt Ops: 2150 Military: 0
Military Ops: 0 Glider/Ultralight: 0 / 0

Right Traffic: NO Frame Repair: N
Attend Sch: UNATNDD Engine Repair: N
Lighting Sch: CTAF Oxygen Bottle: N
Beacon Color: CG Oxygen Bulk: N
Seg Circle: Y Landing Fee: N
Wind Ind: Y Fuel: N

Latitude: 33-18-16.3000N Magnetic Var: 04W
Longitude: 081-06-30.3000

http://www.scaeronautics.com/airportdata-asp?FAAID=99N7//207/15/2005'





UMessage
fracm the. President

SRS continues to meet our nation's needs

For more than halfa century, the Savannah River Site has met the needs of this nation,
South Carolina and the surrounding communities. Today, I am pleased to report that in
Fiscal Year 2004, we continued our tradition of accomplishment.

The following pages highlight much of the success of our site during the past year. For
instance, we witnessed the Savannah River Technology Center becoming the Savannah
River National Laboratory, a significant designation that opens new doors for our
researchers. As a matter of fact, we are featuring their work throughout this Annual
Report. However, we've also met many milestones in many other areas. For example, we
shipped the 10,0001 drum of transuranic waste out of South Carolina-12 years ahead
of the original schedule. The SRS accelerated cleanup decommissioning and demolition
effort has eliminated over .100 unnecessary, unused buildings, saving taxpayers' money.
Through itall, we kept safety first.

All of our achievements are the direct results of the expertise and innovation of our
people. While important facilities and infrastructure play a significant factor in properly
doing our work, it's 'our employees who make the difference every day.

Our past and present demonstrate our abilities to safely meet missions now and in the
future. This Annual Report underscores that fact, marking SRS as a top performer in the
DOE Complex. We will continue to meet our nation's needs; our focus will not stray.

Bob Pedde, President

Westinghouse Savannah River Company

WESTINGHOUSE SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT.2004
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Safety Remains Top Priority

In FY04, WSRC
Team employees
achieved another.
safety milestone
by surpassing
10 million hours
without an injury
that required an
employee to miss
a day from work.
This is the fourth
consecutive year
(2001, 2002; 2003,

.2004) WSRC
Team employees

-have achieved
over 10 million
hours worked •
without a lost time
injury. Although
the *overall injury

SRS Operations " .
Injury Rates-By Fiscal Year 2000 through 2004

12

5-

C69.

U,

a'
U,
'5

1.2

1.

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2 7

V IFY00 FYO01 FY02 oFY03 : FY041
3Dart a 0.27 :32 0.1, 0.22

[TRC ll [ .0.55 0.34 0.64 0.64

and illness rates for the last five fiscal years appear to be improving, the WSRC Team employees remain committed to
challenging at-risk work practices and conditions.

I

W WES'TINGH0USE SAVAN NAH RIVERCOMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004
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... .. ..... , , ,. ,, , ,j I
The site's
Construction •SRS Construction Department

35 thrbugh 2004
.Department once 3.5 ... .................. Yer 00

again attained
a remarkable 3
safety achieve-
ment during this . 2.5

fiscal year. They 22. - •
-broke a record , 2

set in July 1988 "-W 1.5

for the number
of man-hours CU
worked without an
injury requiring an .5
employee to miss
a.day from work. 0
The overall injury FaO FY01 FY02 FY03 Y04

Dal160.51 0.59 0.29 . 0and illness rates TRC 3.12 .. 4 1.77 1.72
for the previous . - AfrdrbndCm

five fiscal years
have continued to ., .. • ..
"mprove resulting in no Days Away, Restricted or Transferred (DART)'injuries for FY04. The Construction Depart-

\,_.ent continued to demonstrate injury-free work practices with 2,291 safe days and over 14.6 million safe hours.

Still, we know we can and must continue to
improve. The July tragic death of a vendor
employee was a setback for all who work at the
site, and a difficult reminder of why safety must
remain our most important value. We only truly
succeed when every person is free from injury
each day, a standard that will remain our shared
goal.

0T I

W I" S . C

WESTINGHOUSE SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004
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America's Newest National Laboratory

In May 2004, Secretary of Energy
Spencer Abraham designated the
Savannah River Site's applied
research and development
laboratory as the Savannah River
National Laboratory (SRNL).
While the national la1boratory
designation is new, SRNL has a
half-century tradition of serving
the nation's research and devel-
opment needs.

Achieving national laboratory
status will benefit SRNL and SRS
by providing a national program
focus for Energy and Defense,
giving the lab an enhanced ability
to compete for DOE and other
government missions, expanding
recruitment ability and giving
SRNL raised stature.

K,2 Originally'called the Savannah
River Laboratory, the lab changed
its name to Savannah River

Technology Center in 1992 as its
scope expanded to better meet the
challenges of the era. Historically, the
laboratory has provided the applied
research and development support
needed to start up and operate SRS.
Over the decades, the lab's work
expanded to other offices in DOE
and other federal agencies that could
benefit from the expertise developed
here.

SRNL Today

Today, about half of SRNL's work
is funded by SRS. The other half
is work on behalf of-and funded
by-DOE Environmental Manage-
ment, DOE Office of Science,
National Nuclear Security Admin-
istration, Hanford River Protection
Project, the International Atomic
Energy Agency, the Department of
Homeland Security, the U.S. Army,
the Environmental Protection Agency,

the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
and other'customers.

To ensure that its customers benefit
from the best science and technology
for their needs, SRNL collaborates
with universities and other laborato-
ries in partnerships that make use of
each institution's areas of expertise.
In 2004, SRNL signed agreements
with Oak Ridge National Laboratory,
the University of South Carolina,
the Medical College of Georgia and
South Carolina State University to
look for opportunities to combine
their expertise to meet pressing
regional and national technology
needs.

K) WESTINGHOUSE SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004
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ScientAfic Excellence

Energy Security: Hydrogen-Fueling the Future*

The Savannah River National Laboratory's half-century of support for SRS' tritium programs has resulted in
unmatched expertise in the handling, processing and storage of tritium and other forms of hydrogen. That expertise is
finding new uses, as America prepares to move toward the use of hydrogen as a significant energy source for our cars,
homes and industries.

SRNL collaborates
with universities
and industry to
advance hydrogen
technology.
.Aiken.County's

new Center
for Hydrogen 49.
Research, which
broke ground
in 2004 at the
Savannah River
Research Campus
adjacent to SRS, N

will advance those
collaborations.
SRNL will lease

ký.111alf of the facility The new Centerfor Hydrogen Research willprovide world-class laboratories for the work being performed by SRNL
from the County; researchers, while acting as a catalyst to draw universities and industries conducting hydrogen research

the other half will
be available for lease by universities, automotive industry and others conducting related hydrogen research, allowing
for the kind of collaboration that leads to practicable results.

SRNL's hydrogen research takes on some of the most challenging.issues facing the new "hydrogen economy."
Among the issues SRNL is working on:

How do we safely, cost-effectively and practically store hydrogen for use in'cars, homes and industry? SRNL is
working on various technologies for thesafe storage of hydrogen, including light-weight specialty materials, as
well as the use of glass microspheres (combining the lab's skill in glass technology with its hydrogen expertise).

How do we produce enough hydrogen to meet the need? SRNL has just completed the first phase of a study that
shows that producing hydrogen from-water by using heat produced by a nuclear reactor can be a practical part of
an overall future energy strategy.

WESTINGHOUSE. SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004



&Keeping Our Nation Secured and Prepared

Quietly, over the Savannah River National Laboratory's 50-year history, the lab has contributed to the nation's
security in a number of ways. Traditionally, the lab has provided the research and development support needed to
continuously improve the production, processing, storage and handling of tritium for our national defense; to safely
package, transport and store niuclearmaterials; and to advance nuclear nonproliferation goals.

More recently, SRNL researchers are applying their expertise-in fields ranging from robotics development to highly
sensitive chemical and radiological detection and analysis-to a wide range of security-related needs.

* At the request of the Defense Threat Reduction
Agency, SRNL developed a mobile robot
designed to disable or disarm Improvised
Explosive Devices in Iraq and other military
theaters. Two prototype robots have been
deployed in Iraq.

* SRNL has developed a portable device that
combines a radiation detector with a global
positioning system to allow the identification and
location of potential-threats.

" The laboratory assisted the National Institute of
Justice in identifying the technology needs for
Urban search and rescue efforts.

SRNL developed a hand-held radiation detector
for use by ship-boarding personnel to survey
containers stacked on cargo ships.

SRNL conducts numerous training courses for
personnel from the FBI, Coast Guard, Customs
and Border Protection and other security-related
agencies on topics that include packaging of
radioactive and hazardous evidence, detection of
contraband materials for weapons of mass destruc-
tion, radiological crime scene processing and
others.

* The laboratory assists the FBI in the areas of
radioactive crime scene processing, hazardous
evidence packaging and forensic examination of
radioactively contaminated evidence.

o The laboratory has developed many specialized
sample collection devices. The ACE (Atmospheric
Contaminant Extractor) sampler-which collects

all aerosols' including chemical agents; radioactive
particles; microorganisms (such as spores, bacteria, and
fungi); and residual substances from explosives-is
proving to have usefulness beyond homeland security
purposes. It was chosen by NASA for surrogate tests of
Martian type landscapes and to test the air quality on
the Space Station.

SRNL has recently partnered with other national labs
in testing and evaluating radiation detection systems
for the protection of U.S. ports and transportation
centers.

Atmospheric Containinant Extractor in the desert
simulating an extraterrestrial landscape

WEST IN GHO0USE SAVANNAH RI.VER. COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004

-7 . 7-I



We Put Science To WorkTm

Sharing OuP Expertise

The Savannah River National Laboratory conducts research and development for a number of non-SRS customers,
especially customers across the DOE Complex,.making use of the same skills and expertise that support SRS
operations.

The largest of these contracts-totaling over $11 million in FY04-is the work for the Hanford River Protection
Project. Using much of the same SRNL expertise that has made the design, startup and operation of DWPF possible,
along with the expertise that is supporting the closure of SRS' high-level waste tanks, the laboratory is conducting
numerous projects to design, develop and test processes for closing Hanford's high-level radioactive waste tanks and

• treating its waste.

SRNL is also leading a DOE complex-wide initiative to study
the ways in which the earth is capable of repairing environmen-
tal damage on its own. Results of this three-year Monitored
Natural Attenuation project are expected to accelerate cleanup
by a miniimum of 10 years for DOE sites that haye groundwater
plumes contaminated with chlorinated solvents.

As part of DOE's Risk Reduction Technical Assistance
Program, SRNL is providing environmental technical assistance
to cleanup projects at the Oak Ridge Reservation and to sites
undergoing closure by the DOE Ohio Field Office, including the
Fernald, Miamisburg (Mound) and Ashtabula sites. This assis-
tance includes developing recommendations on how these sites
can characterize and clean up soil and groundwater contamina-
tion.

SRNL developed two different laboratory bench-scale methods
to demonstrate Fluidized Bed Steam Reforming, a technology
that destroys organic components in waste. This technology is
being considered for low-activitywaste (LAW) at the Idaho
National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory, for LAW'
at Hanford, for SRS Tank 48 waste and for SRNL High Activity
Drain wastes.

SRNL has demonstrated a unique capability to build, certify;
train and install high precision coulometry systems for the
precise measurement of nuclear material, with over 10 systems
throughout the world. The most recent systems were delivered

• to DOE's New Brunswick Laboratory to upgrade their.high

SRNL conducts plotscale testing of Hanfords waste reliability nuclear material assay measurement programs.

pretreatment system, including the evaporator system

._ WESTINGHOUSE SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004
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Cleanin UpteSt

I Accelerating Cleanup'Today and Tomorrow

SRS's skyline is changing dramatically, with more than 100 buildings gone. Work is concentrated in a few key areas
and projects: Demolition in T, D, M, A and F areas; RAirea Disassembly Basin evaporation; and the 247-F Closure
Project.

Area Updates

T Area (TNX) is now a
field of empty concrete
slabs, and the area is
undergoing final soil and
groundwater remediation.

In D Area, demolition
work is well ahead
of schedule, with 29
buildings down. All that
will remain standing after
2006 is the power plant,
which is operated by
South Carolina Electric &
Gas.

. Area's fuel fabrica-
tion facilities, where the
site's production process . -

once .began, are gone. Building313-M is one of more than 100 buildings demolished so far
The ambitious Six Pack
project-the demolition
of six buildings encompassing 150,000 square feet-was completed this year well ahead of schedule. Many more
buildings have been completed as well, for a total of 13 facilities demolished in the area.
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InAArea, Building 708-A-which once housed the main cafeteria and credit union---:has been removed. Some
buildings have been dismantled and removed by the economic development organization Southern Carolina Alliance,
for future use elsewhere.

R Area's disassembly basin, which once served R Reactor, is being emptied via evaporation and shipping of the
water to the Effluent Treatment Project. This two-pronged approach will continue until 3 million gallons have been.
removed. Then, the remaining water will be grouted in place, and the disassembly basin building will be demolished.

W6rk in the 247-F Closure Project is also well ahead of schedule, with 43 of 84 core zones complete. Zone deactiva-
tion is expected to be complete in 2005, with demolition complete in 2006. In the end, five complex radiological
buildings will be demolished down to the slab.

In all, aggressive, safe cleanup continues ahead of schedule and under budget at SRS. As the site continues to
successfully reduce risk, workforce restructuring in FY04 allowed SRS to place resources where necessary, while also
reducing the number of employees. As. a result of continued risk reduction*, WSRC expects more workforce restructur-
ing in FY05. Still, there is important site work scheduled to continue until 2025.
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Eliminatin Ris

F Area Closure Remains on Schedule

Deactivation Work
in F Canyon and FB
Line is continuing
to make excellent
progress, and is nearly
50 percent complete.

F Canyon's work is
being accomplished
safely by disciplined,
multi-talented teams,
each containing all the
skills and experience
needed to get the work
done.

The Future-

Although FB Line
workers are already FCanyon

. .beginning-deaetima.- __.
tion, the main goal in that facility is finishing its plutonium stabilization mission and emptying the facility. As
of the end of FY04, FB Line had completed and shipped 858 containers; each containing one bagless can, and is three
months ahead of its deinventory schedule. Deinventory was scheduled to be complete in June 2005; it is now
expected to be complete in March 2005.

Part of F Canyon deactivation is emptying its former operating systems, shipping legacy materials out and relocating
necessary F Area functions to other areas. Solvents, which represented the most significant fire hazard in the area,
are now removed from F Area and are being steadily dispositioned from SRS. Emergency responsibilities have been
transferred to the F/H Area Laboratories, which will continue operating to support other facilities across the site.

W IMU IE O
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Reducing the Inventory of Liquid Waste

In 2004, SRS made steady strides toward

managing space and reducing inventory
in its 49 high-level waste tanks, which are

- essential to continued successful operation
of site facilities.

SRS waste disposition benefited in 2004
-when Congress and the President settled the
Waste Incidental to Reprocessing issue. This
resolution opens the door to reducing the
site's waste inventory.

Facilities such as the Defense Waste Process-
ing Facility, H Canyon and F Canyon must
be able to send waste materials into the tank
farms-the collection of tanks holding the
waste--or they cannot operate, Currently,
those tanks contain about 36 million gallons
of liquid waste that is destined for processing
in one of several site facilities.

-.._ . LOokingdawi lhebwfasle.anktop-ofTankJ.L6

KAAVork Accomplished

DWPF gets its feed directly from the tanks in the form of sludge. In 2004, the third batch of sludge-each of which
I can take years to process-was completed and transferred to DWPF's feed tank.

Another facility, theEffluent Treatment Project (ETP), is instrumental in keeping the waste volume as low as possible
by treating the liquid portion of the waste and sending clean water to the Savannah River. In 2004, ETP received and
processed all legacy aqueous PUREX waste, a result of decades of canyon operations that bad been stored in the
tank farms.

Tank farms continue to serve area facilities by accepting wastes-both routine transfers and specific, unusual
transfers.

Across the tank farm complex, especially in F Area, there is considerable focus'on risk reduction through deactivation.
In F Tank Farm in 2004, the DOE Complex's first high-level waste evaporator was deactivated..

During the year, tank farm employees
also worked toward the future, converting
an existing facility for use inremoving.
actinides from waste and completing
conceptual design for. a second small-scale
facility, to be used for salt processing
until a full-scale Salt Waste Processing

* Facility is operational.
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Envionmnta Clau

" Final Closure Rests With Soil and Groundwater Cleanup

Cleanup of SRS soil and groundwater continues "under an aggressive, integrated, area-by-area approach that will
see one site area completely closed by the end of FY06 and another in the active process of being closed. Working
closely with the site's Decommissioning and Demolition (D&D) organization, Soil & Groundwater Closure Projects
(SGCP) will clean up and close SRS areas sequentially.

Of 515 waste sites at SRS, 311 have been completedand another 52 are in remediation.

In FY04, all demolition work in T Area was completed.
SGCP final remediation work to support an Area Closure
in FY06 was initiated in the summer of FY04. That final
remediation will remove contaminated soils from the T
Area Outfall Delta and cover the waste units and several
concrete slabs from demolished facilities in T Area with
soil, then capping the area and planting grass over it. This
work is on schedule to be complete by the end of FY06.

M Area and R Area are the next two areas targeted for final
closure. An operation known as the Dynamic Underground
Stripping system is being installed in M Area, which will
make great strides toward completing final groundwater

leanup. M ea closure is planned m FYI I f.

P; Underground barrier walls are being built in F and H areas,
with the final wall in F Area completed and wall c6nstruc-
tion in H Area under way. The walls are being built to

:v" •reduce the spread of groundwater contamination from the
closed F and H Area Seepage Basins to Fourmile Branch.
The South Carolina Department of Health and Environmen-
tal Control has required that the installation be complete by

V' March 31, 2005.

Workers install equipment in preparationfor another grout
pour at the Old Radioactive Waste Burial Ground solvent
tank closure project
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Shppn Wat Ou of Sot Carlin

Permanently Disposing of Waste

Since 2001, the site has been sending portions of its low-levelradioactive waste to the Nevada Test Site and
Envirocare of Uiah, mixed waste to Envirocare and transuranic waste to the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) in
New Mexico.

Transuranic (TRU) Waste

The Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is the
Department of Energy's facility for disposing of
transuranic (TRU) waste from across the DOE
Complex. SRS began shipping its TRU waste to
WIPP in 2001, initially making about one shipment
a month.

In 2004, SRS again dramatically accelerated its TRU
waste shipping schedule. SRS is now making 24
shipments per month, compared to 15 per month the
previous year. At this rate, the site expects to finish
shipping the remaining 16,100 drums by 2006. This
date, compared to the original target date of 2014,
saves taxpayers approximately $100 million.

-When -theSip•0WIPPprogramF -g--fth-re-w-e
.k,,pproximately 30,000 drums containing TRU waste

in storage at SRS. In FY04, 239 shipments (which
included shipment of the I 0 ,0 00'h drum of TRU waste)
were made to WIPP. This number reflects approxi-
mately 50 percent of drum shipments, a milestone
achieved significantly earlier than the original baseline
schedule. A total of 447 shipments (13,900 drums)
have been made since the Ship to WIPP Program began.

Low-Level Waste

*Due to the acceleration of excess facilities decom- LaingTRUPACTl!containers on TRUPad3 BurialGround
missioning, SRS disposed of over 26,000 cubicmeters of low-level waste (LLW), an increase of

60 percent over the previous year. -
In addition, 1,512 cubic meters of
legacy LLW was disposed resulting 1- T
in essentially. a zero backlog of LLW.
This legacy was disposed of well " t

ahead of the FY06 goal and is inchided . ,i
in the above total. LLW shipments are . ..
sent to DOE's Nevada Test Site and to "'
Envirocare of Utah.
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ip.ping Wan e Out of SouthWastea - -.

Permanently Disposing of Wa~ste

Depleted Uranium

Depleted uranium (DU) liquids and oxides continued
to leave South Carolina in 2004..

Depleted uranyl nitrate (DUN) is shipped from F Area
to Permafix in Tennessee, where it is treated and
turned into a grout material. From there, it is sent to
*the Nevada Test Site for final disposition. In FY04,
16 of 40 total shipments were made to Nevada, with
the remainder expected to be completed in FY05 and
FY06, depending on funding.

Depleted uranium oxide (DUO), a powder-like,
low-level radioactive material that is stored in more
than 33,000 55-gallon drums, is being sent by rjail.
to Envirocare of Utah. About 10 percent of the

" shipments-3,270 drums-were completed in.FY03, with
another 2,024 drums completed in FY04.

Shipments are expected to be complete by about 2008.

DUN and DUO are uranium byproducts of the F Area
process. They are safely stored until disposition can be
completed.

Mixed Low Level Waste

In 2004, SRS completed characterization, manifesting
and shipment of 285.9 cubic meters of mixed waste for
treatment and disposal. (Mixed Low Level Waste is waste
that is both radioactive and hazardous.) Fifteen truck-
loads of waste were shipped to Envirocare of Utah for
treatment by macroencapulation or stabilization.

A worker moves a drum containing depleted uranium oxide into a railcar
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Trasfomin Wat Int Gls

Dispositioning Waste through DWPF

The Defense Waste Processing.Facility (DWPF), the largest radioactive waste vitrification plant in the world, has
produced 6.7 million pounds of glass, containing 1.9 million pounds of waste, in 8½ years of radioactive operations.

The Defense Waste Processing Facility has been operating since 1996

FY04, the facility staff took steps to increase the amount o.f waste contained in each canister by 20 percent, which
will result in about 1,000 fewer canisters over the life of the facility and a savings to taxpayers of about $1 billion.

By the end of the fiscal year, DWPF had produced more than 1,700 canisters of glassified high-level waste-but those
canisters contained as much waste as 1,800 previous canisters. Canister production remains ahead of schedule, with
facility workers focusing on increasing the rate of waste loading still further.

Melter 2, which has been in service since spring 2003, continues to perform even better than its predecessor, which
functioned four times longer than its design life. DWVPF's third melter has been completed and is ready when needed.
The process has begun to build Melter 4-which may be the last one the facility will need to complete its mission.

The Glass Waste Storage Building, which is used to hold canisters until they can be shipped to a national repository,
is expected to exhaust its storage capacity before a national repository is ready. Therefore, a second building is under
construction.

The Saltstone Facility, which converts
the low-level portion of the site's liquid ..
wastes into grout for permanent on-site
disposition, is preparing to restart in the :
summer of 2005, when feed is available.
Modifications are successfully ongoing .
to enable the facility to process additional
materials in the future.
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Suprinah Nation's-Work

H Canyon/HB Line Stabilize Legacy Materials

H Canyon and HB Line saw major
milestones in 2004, completing
SRS spent nuclear fuel processing
and beginning another campaign
that will see the United States' last
neptunium materials stabilized and
shipped off site.

H Canyon finished processing
SRS's last spent nuclear fuel in
January.2004, and began processing
SRS's unirradiated fuels-those
that had not yet been placed in
SRS's reactors when the Cold War
ended in 1991. Highly enriched
uranium (HEU) is recovered in
H Canyon, then blended with
natural uranium to form low
enriched uranium (LEU). The LEU HCanyon
is sent to Tennessee to be converted
into materials suitable for use in the
Tennessee Valley Authority's commercial power reactors. HEU dissolution and LEU shipments are proceeding well

K ahead of schedule, with operations expected to be completed in late 2006.

In 2004, H Canyon also supported F Canyon deactivation by successfully starting up two operations previously performed
by F Canyon-processing of lab sample returns and supplying bulk chemicals to other site facilities.

In H1B Line, which sits atop the canyon, workers completed stabilization of materials from Idaho nine months ahead of
schedule.

Also in HB Line, neptunium processing began ahead of schedule. The neptunium solutions, which have been stored
in H Canyon since the 1980s, represent the last of the United States' neptunium inventory. The solution is being
converted into an oxide form in HB Line's Phase II facility, then shipped to Idaho for eventual use in the space
program.

Neptunium from SRS will be converted to Pu-238 and used to power the nation's deep-space probes for the next
20-3 0 years.
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Prtctn th Nation

KSafe, Secure. Storage for the Nation's Nuclear Materials

SRS is working to reduce risks nationwide
by safely storing some of the nation's excess
plutonium in preparation for final disposition.

The Foreign Research Reactor and the
Domestic Research Reactor-programs are
scheduled to continue until 2014 and 2019,
respectively.

Nuclear Materials Management, which
includes buildings 105-K and 235-F, has the
role to safely store, manage and protect the
nation's plutonium until it can be processed

, , through the future Mixed Oxide.Fuel (MOX)

Fabrication Facility or another disposition

The KA rea Materials Storage Facility (KAMS) is located process.
in the building that housed K Reactor.

A significant accomplishment during the year was that 235-F Limited Extent Surveillance Facility was declared opera-
l'ional. The facility provides interim surveillance capability until the Storage and Surveillance Capability Line Item

(,, roject is complete. This achievement now decouples FB Line from 3013 surveillance, enabling SRS to complete
deactivation activities in FB Line.

FY04 was an important year for Nuclear
Materials Management, seeing such achieve-
ments as:

Providing input to support DOE's proposed
Plutonium Vitrification Facility as an alter-
native immobilization strategy for plutonium
that cannot be sent to the MOX facility.

Transferring design authority responsibil-
ity for surveillance of all DOE complex
plutonium packages to SRS from the Los
Alamos National Laboratory. Work is
under way on establishing the surveillance
baseline.

Successfully transferring unirradiated Mk-22 235-FFacility future home of the 3013 Container Storage and
fuel assemblies to H Area, where they will Surveillance Capability Project
be dissolved, blended down and sent to
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) vendors
to fabricate TVApower reactor fuel.
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NewaTritium faclt Com
7uew TiumFacility -Complete.

The Savannah River Site's Tritium
Modernization and Consolidation
Project Team overcame numerous
challenges throughout the seven-
year project life to complete the
project within the schedule and
under budget, at a cost of
$138.6 million.

In August 2004, Secretary of
Energy Spencer Abraham recog-
.nized the team's accomplishments
by awarding the project the Secre-
tary's -Award of Achievement at the
Secretary of Energy's fourth annual
Project Management Awards. The
award acknowledges outstanding
performance based on successful
completion, or near completion, of
a project and overall management
of the project or program.

. In addition, as part of 232-H'
Deactivation, the Tritium Facility's
Cryogenic Distillation Column,
used to purify tritium used in
nuclear weapons, was placed in
cold standby. Cryogenic Distillation
has been the means of purifying SRSTritium A
tritium for the weapons for the past
37 years. It separates the different
isotopes of hydrogen, which are protiurn, deuterium
and tritium. The Cryogenic Distillation technology has
been replaced with hydride separations technology.

Award Received

The Defense Programs' SRS Tritium Hot Calibra-
tion Laboratory received the 2004 Nattional Nuclear
Security Administration (NNSA) Pollution Prevention
Award for Environmental Stewardship, recogniz-
ing both its initiative and its success in reducing the
amount of radioactively contaminated waste requiring
disposal. NNSA Administrator Linton Brooks

cilities

presented the award to the WSRC Team during a visit
to the SRS Tritium Facilities.

Also in FY04, a Scanning Electron Microscope was
installed as a capability upgrade in the Inert Metallog-
raphy Laboratory. This new state-of-the-art microscope
has allowed surveillance examination of a system that
had not previously been studied due to equipment
limitations. This technology upgrade improves SRS's
capability to support the national laboratories.
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Protecting the Nation's Nuclear Deterrent

An important enduring mission at the Savannah River Site is to supply tritium, a radioactive form of hydrogen
necessary for the nation's nuclear weapons stockpile, to the Department of Defense. The decay of existing tritium
supplies requires a new source. For this reason, WSRC is building the Tritium Extraction Facility (TEF), which will
be used to process materials irradiated in a Tennessee
Valley Authority nuclear power reactor.

Since 1988, when the last production reactor at SRS
ceased operation, the nation has had no source of new
tritium. Current stockpile requirements have been met by
recovering the gas from dismantled nuclear weapons and
from routine tritium reservoir exchanges from the existing
.nuclear stockpile.

Construction of TEF began in 2000. Inert gas testing will
begin in FY05 with normal operations expected to be
authorized in FY07.

At the end of FY04, TEF was 83 percent complete. The
Target Rod Preparation equipment, gloveboxes, furnaces
and containment modules were completed and installed
in the facility. Of 82 systems in the facility, 50 have been
turned over to startup and are undergoing tests.

* K '"ontrol Room work was completed in September, and

the Process Control System (among other items) was
tuined over by Construction. Construction also achieved
mechanical completion of the Tritium Support Building.

WSRC is forecasting completion 10 months ahead of
schedule.

TEF Extraction Furnace in thefacility's Remote
HandlingArea

WESTINGHOUSE SAVANNAH RIVER COMPANY ANNUAL REPORT 2004

-~*~*ý- g -T 72~24~-'--*,'



FI Missions

Turning Surplus Weapons Material Into a Source for Energy
• . /

SRS has been designated as the site for the National Nuclear Security Administration's future plutonium disposition
missions, which will convert surplus weapons plutonium to a fuel suitable for use in commercial nuclear power reactors.

The two key facilities will be the MOX Fuel Fabrication Facility (MFFF), which will blend plutonium oxide with
uranium oxide to form a mixed oxide fuel, and the Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility (PDCF), which will
supply most of the feed for the MFFF by disassembling surplus nuclear.weapons pits and converting the.weapons-
usable plutonium to oxide. WSRC provides the Design Authority function for the PDCF project and will eventually
operate and maintain the facility. A consortium called DCS formed by Duke Project Services Group; COGEMA, Inc.;
and Stone & Webster has a contract to design and license the MFFF, with future options to construct, operate, and
deactivate the facility, as well as use the MOX fuel in Duke's commercial reactors.

By the end of FY04, DCS was nearing completion of the MFFF design. Fuel production is expected to begin

about 2009 and continue for approximately 12 years. Site clearing on MFFF is expected to begin in FY05.

Development and testing of process equipment for the PDCF continued at Los Alamos National Laboratory.

The Future Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility
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Hepn th Commnit

SRS Recognizes Employees Serving In Military

Last year, SRS employees were recognized for their military service since the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on
the United States.

While most service men and women were in attendance at a special ceremony, some were still on active military duty.

The event honored the 72 SRS employees and their families with a barbecue dinner and a patriotic program. In
addition to the honorees and their families, those in attendance included local elected officials, business owners,
community and civic leaders, and other SRS stakeholders.

The honorees were given plaques to recognize
their "dedicated military service defending our
country, our citizens here at home and in other
critical locations around the world."

Making the presentations were Jeff Allison, U.S.
Department of Energy-Savannah River Manager;
Bob Pedde, WSRC President; Gary Stanley,
Bechtel Savannah River, Inc. Vice President; and
Larry Brede, Wackenhut Services Inc.-Savannah
River General Manager.

Also, Mr. Pedde received on behalf of WSRC
lije Seven.Seals Award from Brigadier General

"•I&itchell Willoughby, Assistant Adjutant General
S.C. Army National Guard, and Luther Beason,
S.C. Committee for Employer Support for the
Guard and Reserve. The award is given to organi-
zations that supportits employees while they are
serving on active duty.

SRS employees who are serving in the military were
recognized for their service to the country
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Hepn th Comnt (continued

-Working in Our Communities

Employee Volunteerism

Last year, site employees continued to generously
support the United Way, giving more than $2.1
million-raising the amount given to the United
Way to more than $42 million since the mid-
1950s. Also, additional contributions of more
than $12.6 million have been sent to communi- ----
ties through the WSRC corporate philanthropy
program since 1989. During the year's SRS
blood drives, over 1,180 units of blood were
donated. Employees last year donated the equiva-
lent of 164,564 pounds of food in the Site's
Holiday Food Drive. Also, WSRC reached over
62,000 students the past year through various
programs aimed to encourage learning, especially
science and math. Finally, WSRC helped about SRS employees also give time to the community
700 teachers with their classroom presentations.

Economic Impact

The site's economic impact makes a significant
contribution across the South Carolina-Georgia
area. SRS emplbys more than 12,000 people,
and the site's overall budget is approximately
$1.6 billion.. Ofthat, nearly $1 billion is
payroll. Last year, the site purchased over
$200 million in goods and services in South
Carolina and Georgia combined. The site's
overall economic impact to the area is about
$2.4 billion a year.

Employees by county in South Carolina and Georgia

, .1
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Georgia 2015 Population Projections

Highlights: Forecasts based on current trends

At current growth rates, Georgia's population will grow 34% between 2000 and 2015 to 10,813,573.

Georgia will likely become the eighth largest state in the nation in 2015, moving froni its current ninth place, past
the State of Michigan.

Twelve counties are expected to grow by 75% or more between 2000 and 2015.

-By 2015, half of the state's population will reside in 12 counties: Gwinnett, Fulton, Cobb, DeKalb, Clayton,
Henry, Cherokee, Chatham, Forsyth, Hall, Richmond and Muscogee.

By 2015, one out of eleven Georgians will reside in Gwinnett County. Gwinnett County's 2015 population of
1,030,700 will be larger than the total population of the 79 smallest Georgia counties combined.

Twenty-three counties are expected to lose population between 2000 and 2015.

In 2015, seven counties are expected to have a population less than 5,000: Taliaferro, Webster, Quitman,
Glascock, Clay, Stewart, and Schley.

Georgia's African American population is currently the fourth largest in the nation behind New York, Texas and
Florida. By'2015, only New York will have a significantly larger African American population than Georgia.

As a percentage of the total state population, Georgia will likely have the largest percentage of AfricanAmerican
residents among the ten largest states by 2015.

At least four out of ten people moving to Georgia are international migrants. For thirteen of the last fourteen
years, domestic and international migration has accounted for more than half. of Georgia's annual population'
growth.

By 2015, approximately 10% of Georgia's population will be Hispanic, 28% African-American/Black, 59% Non-
Hispanic White and 3% other minorities.

Georgia's Hispanic population is expected to increase 143% between 2000 and 2015. The African-American and
Non-Hispanic White populations are each expected to increase about 25% during the same time period.

In 2000, 10% or more residents speak a language other than English at home in fifteen Georgia counties. In
Echols, Gwinnett, Habersfiam, Hall, and .Whitefield Counties, one in five residents speak a foreign language at
home.

By 2015 13.6% of Georgia's population will be age 65 and older. Over 80% of this age group will be Non-
Hispanic Whites.

By 2015, one in three Georgians will be under 20 years of age. About half of this age group will likely.be
Hispanic, African American or other minorities.

Just over half of Georgia's 2015 population will be considered of working age (20-64). This population of
approximately 5 1/2 million will likely be comprised of 59% White, 9% Hispanic and 32% African American and
other minorities.

The Governor's Office of Planning and Budget (OPB) periodically produces population projections for the state and each county.

SOPB, PPT 5/11/2005 Page 1"O/ ,P



Impact of Population Growth on Georgia by 2015

YOUTH
Georgia will gain more than 1.25 million children (under age 20) between 2000 and 2015.

The state currently spends approximately $4,581 on each new student for education.

In current dollars, an increase in students in grades K-12 of approximately 1 million would cost the state an
additional $4.6 billion annually at current funding levels.

One million new students would require almost 44,000 new classrooms to be constructed with an average class
size of 23.

The state currently spends $5,236 for each new child in construction costs.

In current dollars, building classrooms for one million new students would cost $5.3 billion.

The ELDERLY
Between 2000 and 2015, the highest growth rate in the 65 and older category will be among those citizens 85 and
older. This population should number more than 290,000 in 2015, a 341% growth over 2000.

Over the next decade the baby boom generation with enter their retirement years. This will significantly change
the demind for both private and government services.

The population 85 and older requires significantly more health services than the population 65 to 84. The cost of
medical care increases greatly in the years just prior to death.

* MOTOR VEHICLES
Georgia's increasing population will also place additional demands on the state infrastructure. The number of
vehicles on the state highways could increase from 7.3 million in 2000 to at least 9 million in 2015.

If motor vehicles increase at rates similar to those in the 1990s, the number could be as much as 10 million
vehicles in Georgia.

The number of vehicles traveling on each lane mile of freeway in Atlanta could increase from 18,700 per day to
almost 25,000 per day, if vehicle travel increases as fast as the population.

CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES
At current incarceration rates, the state's prison population will increase from 43,270 in 2000 to 53,291 in 2015.

Current daily cost is approx-imately $50 per prisoner or about $18,250 a year. An additional 10,000 prisoners
would cost the state $182,500,000 annually.

REPRESENTATION
Depending on total population growth nationwide and Georgia's population share compared to other states,
Georgia may pick up an additional congressional seat following the 2010 Census.
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I Georgia's Growth Continues

Georgia's resident population increased 26% between 1990 and 2000. This was the fastest growth of any decade
this century. Georgia's population more than doubled between 1950 and 2000, increasing 256%.

Georgia's Population
1900 - 2000 and 2000 - 2015 (Projected)
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In spite of the recession of the past few years, Georgia's growth has continued. The US Census Bureau estimates
that Georgia grew by more than 642,930 people between 2000 and 2004, more than all but three states
(California, Florida and Texas). Georgia's growth rate of 7.9 percent between 2000 and 2004 was the fifth fastest
growing state in the nation.'

The US Census Bureau estimated that Georgia had an average population increase of about 2% per year between
2000 and 2004 or about 160,700 people-per year. This rate would give Georgia an estimated growth of 20%
between 2000 and 2010.

Georgia and US Population Characteristics
US Census Bureau Estimates 2003

Population Georgia U.S. State Rank
Population 2003 Census Estimates 8,676,460 290,788,976 9
% of Population Age 17 and Under 26.4% 25.0% 7
% of Population 65 and Older 9.6% 12.4% 48

Percentage of Population by Race
% of PopulationAfrican American/Black 28.7% 12.8% 5

% of Population Asian/Pacific Islander 2.5% 4.3% 21
% of Population All Other/Multiple Races 1.3% 2.4% 43
% of Population Hispanic/Latino 6.2% 13.7% 22

% of Population Non-Hispanic White 61.8% 67.9% 42
*Rank is based on 1 being the highest using US Census 2000-2004 Estimates
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County Size and Growth

Fastest Growing Counties
Twelve counties are expected to increase their residential population by 75% or more between 2000 and
2015: Forsyth: 137%, Henry:135%, Newton:121%, Paulding: 117%, Cherokee:91%, Lee:91%, Pickens:90%,
Butts:88%, Dawson:87%, Barrow:84%, Walton:75% and Gwinnett:75%.

An additional 36 counties will grow more than 34% between 2000 and 2015.

According to the Census Bureau, Georgia had 5 of the top 10 fastest growing counties in the US for April 1
2000 to July .1 2003. There are more than 3,000 counties in the US. Georgia also had 20 of the top 100 fastest
growing counties for this time period. In addition to the twelve counties listed above, the US Census
Bureau's list of Georgia's 20 fastest growing counties included Bryan, Chattahoochee, Carroll, Coweta,
Effingham, Hall, Jackson and White Counties."

Counties Losing Population

Twenty-three counties are expected to lose population between 2000 and 2015. Taliaferro, Stewart,
Randolph, Calhoun, Warren, Quitman, Webster, and Liberty counties are expected to lose more than 10% of
their residential population between 2000. and 2015. It is quite possible that troop movement from the
military base influences the projected decrease in Liberty County's populationý".

Show me the MAP

Largest County Popul.ations
By 2015, half of the state's population will reside in 12 counties: Gwinnett, Fulton, Cobb, DeKalb, Clayton,
Henry, Cherokee, Chatham, Forsyth, Hall, Richmond and Muscogee. 57% of Georgians will live in the 28
county metropolitan Atlanta area. Roughly 75% of the state's population will reside in 21% of the state's
total land area.

Smallest County Populations

100 Georgia counties have populations less than 35,000 but cover 62% of the total land area. To place this in
perspective, Turner Field in Atlanta could hold the entire population of any of the smallest 100 counties.

Population Density
In 2000, Georgia had a population density of 141 people per square land mile. Five Georgia counties have
1,000 -people or more per square land mile: Dekalb, Fulton, Clayton, Cobb and Gwinnett. Of the ten largest
states in population, only Texas will have a lower population density than Georgia. In the Southeast, Florida,
North Carolina and Virginia will likely continue to have higher populations per square mile than Georgia.

By 2015, Georgia is expected to have 187 people per square land mile. Nine counties are expected to have
1,000 people or more per square land mile by 2015, adding Forsyth County to the above list of five. In spite
of Gwinnett County's rapid growth, it will not have the highest population density. DeKalb, Clayton and
Cobb Counties are all expected to have more people per square mile of land area.

Show me the MAP

A complete table of population projections for Georgia Counties
may be found on page 11 of this report.
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Metropolitan Z Micropolitan Statistical Areas
According to the February 2004 US Census Bureau listing, Georgia now has 15 Metropolitan Statistical Areas.
Each metropolitan statistical area must have at least one urbanized area of 50,000 or more inhabitants. Georgia
also has 28 micropolitan statistical areas, which have at least one urban cluster of at least 10,000 but less than
50,000. population. Additional "outlying counties" are included in the statistical area if they meet specified
requirements of commuting to or from the central.counties. iv

As areas grow toward each other, the area may become a "Combined Statistical Area". Georgia has 5 Combined
Statistical Areas: Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Gainesville GA-AL, Chattanooga-Cleveland-Athens TN-GA, Columbus-
Auburn-Opelika GA-AL, Macon-Warner Robins-Fort Valley, and Savannah-Hinesville-Fort Stewart.

Show me the Metropolitan MAP Show me the Micropolitan MAP

Components of Growth
An area's population grows by natural increase and net migration. With the exception of 2003, less than half of
Georgia's growth has been due to natural increase (more births than deaths). The relative decline in domestic
migration may be due in part to the economic recession.

Components of Georgia Growth 1991-2004
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Georgia's natural increase has been
rising since the mid-1990s. Natural
increase is computed as births minus
deaths.

There are usually slightly more than.
two births for each death. However,
there are several Georgia counties
that have more deaths than births.

According to Georgia Vital Records,
Brooks, Fannin, Glascock, Lincoln,
Randolph, Stewart, Talbot, Taliaferro,
Towns; Union, Upson and Webster
Counties all had more deaths than
births between 2000 and 2003.
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Net migration
Net migration is the
number. of people.
moving into. the area
minus the number of
people moving out of an
area.

In the last four years
only three states,
Ariiona, Florida, and
Nevada, have gained
more people from other
states than Georgia.

Georgia is now
considered one . of

.America's international
• gateways. At least four out

Net Migration by Place of Origin - Georgia 1991-2004
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of ten people moving to Georgia are international migrants. An estimated yearly
ved to Georgia from another country between 2001 and 2004.average of 37,500 people mo

This ranks Georgia as the seventh most popular state for international migrants. In the Southeast only Florida has
higher migration levels..

This number does not capture the number of foreigners who enter the United States at a different gateway and
then move to Georgia at a later time. For example, the person may enter the country in New York, California, or
Texas and then move to Georgia.

The graph above also indicates how domestic migration slowed during the recession. While not back to the 2001
numbers, the 2004 estimated domestic migration is considerably higher than it was in 2003.

Census estimates do not allow for detailed analysis on the region of origin of migrants. However, Census 2000
provides more detailed information.. The following table shoWs the race and Hispanic origin of both domestic and
international migrants to Georgia between 1995 and 2000.

Hispanics, Blacks and Asians were a mnajority of both domestic and international migrants during this period and
constituted two out of every ýtree persons moving into the state.

Migration to Georgia: 1995-2000

All.
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I. Growth by Race and Ethnicity

In the following discussion White, African Americans, and other minority projections do not include Hispanics.
Hispanics may be of any race. Over 90% of Non-Whites are African Americans or Black. The remainders are

t Asians, Alaskan Natives, American Indians and Pacific Islanders. At the 2000 Census, the majority of Georgia's
resident population was Non-Hispanic White. This is expected to remain true for 2015. In the 2015 OPB
population projections, 134 counties are expected to have 50% or more White residents. Twenty counties are
expected to have 50% or more African American or other non-white residents, and 4 counties are expected to
have 20% or more Hispanic residents.

By 2015, the OPB projections indicate that about 40% of the resident population will be minority that is either
non-white or Hispanic.

The US Census Bureau's 2003 estimates have Georgia's Hispanic population growing by 24 percent between
2000 and 2003, from 435,277 to 541,123. Georgia ranks 10th among the 50 States in the percentage of minority
residents (388%).

2000-2015 Georgia Residential Population by Race/Ethnicity

2000 Race 2010 Race/ 2015 Race /Census Ethnicity. Projection Ethnicity Projection EthnicityEthncit% 2000 P c % 2010 % 2015

White 5,128,663 62.6% 5,944,068 60.3% 6,424,856 59.4%
African American &
Other Minorities 2A623.28 32.0% 3,029,371 30.7% •3,329,862 30.8%

Hispanic Any Race 434,062 5.3% 891,531 9.0% 1,058,855. 9.8%

Totals 8,186,453 100.0% 9,864,970 100.0% 10,813,573 100.0%

The percentage of Hispanics in Georgia's 2015 resident population is expected to grow from 5.3% to 9.8%. The
number of Whites, Afrieari Americhns, ahd other miinorities Will als6 giow but their pei~c&ntage of the total
population will drop about 2% each.

The number of Whites, African Americans, and other minorities will increase about 25% each between 2000 and
2015. However, the number of Hispanics is expected to increase about 143% between 2000 and 2015.

2000-2015 Georgia Residential Population
Numeric Growth of Race/Ethnic Groups

Numeric % Growth Numeric % Growth
Growth Growth

2000-2010 2000-20152000 -2010- 2000 -2015

White 815,405 15.9% 1,296,193 25.3%
African American
& Other Minorities 405,643 15.5% 706,134 26.9%

Hispanic Any Race 457,469 105.4% 624,793 143.9%

Total 1,678,517 -20.5% 2,627,120 32.1%
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The age spread is not uniform across the racial/ethnic groups. The White population has a lower percentage of
youth (under 20 years of age) and a higher percentage of elderly (age 65 and older) than the other two groups.

Age Group Shift By Race/Ethnicity 2000 - 2015

Age Group 2000 2015 2000 2015 2000 2015
African American African American

Race / Ethnicity White White .& Amerin African Amerity Hispanic Hispanic
_______ ~& Other Minority & Other Minonity ___

Age < 20 26.1% 29.1% 35.1% 39.6% 36.3% 46.1%
Age 20-64 62.0% 51.9% 58.6% 54.2% 61.7% 50.6%
Age 65+ 11.9% 19.1% 6.3% 6.2% 1.9% 3.3%

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Across all race-and ethnic groups, the percentage of the working age population will decline as the percentage of
youth and eldefiy increase.. .... ........ • .. .. .... ... .. .... . .. . .. . .. ..

At the 2000 Census, the genders were almost -equal in the White population. Females out numbered males in
African American and other minority populations. Hispanic males far outnumbered the Hispanic females. In
2000, 59% of Hispanics were male. However the proportion as well as the number of Hispanic females is
expected to increase. By 2015, about 43% of Hispanics are expected to be female.

Whites by Gender 2000
CensusC D Females

(50.7%)

N Males
(49.3%)

African Americans & Other
Minorities by Gender 2000

Census

D Females
(52.5%)

N Males
U (47.5%/)

Hispanics by Gender
2000 Census

o Females
(41.0%)

N Males
(59.0%)

I
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Language Issues

English as a Second Language is becoming more prevalent as Georgia becomes more and more diverse. 10% or
more residents in 15 Georgia counties speak a language other than English at home. In Echols, Gwinnett,
Habersham, Hall, and Whitefield Counties, one in five residents speak a foreign language at home. This does not
necessarily mean that they are not proficient in English.

These counties are Atkinson (16%), Chattahoochee (14%), Clarke (12%), Colquitt (11%), Clayton (15%), Cobb
(15%), DeKalb (17%), Echols (22%), Fulton (13%), Gwinnett (21%), Habersham (21%), Hall (21%), Liberty
(13%), Toombs (10%) and Whitfield (22%).

The majority of these residents speak Spanish but many other languages are also represented. Some school
systems have as many as 30 languages being spoken at one school.

Show me the MAP

Age

The Elderly Population
Georgia has a lower percentage of the population aged 65 and over than all but two states. The 2004 US Census
Bureau estimates that 12.4% of the population is age 65 and over. The 2004 US Census Bureau estimates have
9.6% of Geo'gia residents at age 65 and over.

The 2015 OPB population projection expects that 13.6% of the state residents will be age 65 and older. Thirty-
five counties are expected to have at least 20% of their county population age 65 or older. Six counties are
expected to have at least 25% of their county population age 65 or older.

There are 3 major concentrations of elderly population. The north Georgia mountains, the lower southwest
counties along the state line and central Georgia counties which include Taliaferro, Wilkes, Lincoln, Greene, and
. .Putnam Counties. .. . . . . . .. . . . . . .. .

Show me the MAP

The Youth Population
. Georgia has a slightly higher percentage of young persons age 19 and under than the national average. In 2004, an

estimated 25% of the nation was under age 20 while 26% of Georgia residents were estimated to be under age 20
and under..

The 2015 OPB population projection expects 34% of Georgia residents to be under age 20. Twenty-seven
counties are expected to have 35% or more young people. Seven counties are'expected the have 37% or more
young people. Note that college students and young military personnel influence the resident populations in some
counties. Additionally, many immigrants are young and just starting their families. Counties with large
immigrant populations are quite likely to see an increase in the number of county births.

Show me the MAP
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Georgia 2010-2015 Residential Population Projection
Alnhabetic Countv List

AnnlinL • 17.419: S18.724 19.112 282 19.394 11.3%

Atkinson 7,609 8,755 9,317 41 9,358 23.0%
Bacon 10,103 10,263 10,159 162 10,321. 2.2%
Baker 4,074 4,848 5,301 14 5,315 30.5%
Baldwin 44,700 46,063 38,326. " 8,188 46,514 4.1%
Banks 14,422 18,006 20,047 30 20,077 39.2%
Barrow 46,144 70,553 84,176 487 84,663 83.5%
Bartow 76,019 105,241 121,005 950 121,955 60.4%
Ben Hill 17,484 16,655 16,003 367 16,370 -6.4%
Berrien 16,235 17,133 17,460 145 17,605 8.4%
Bibb 153,887 154,889 149,678 . 5,562 155,240 0.9%
Bleckley 11,666 12,483 12,130 750 12,880 10.4%
Brantley 14,629 16,921 .18,193 81 18,274 24:9%
Brooks 16,450 15,819 15,023 482 15,505 -5.7%
Bryan 23,417 33,135 38,603 143 38,746 65.5%•
Bulloch 55,983 64,275 64,335 3,900 68,235 • 21.9%
Burke 22,243 24,561 25,471 294 25,765 15.8%
Butts 19,522 31,817 30,930 5,830 36,760 88.3%
Calhoun 6,320 5,715 4,059 1,319 5,378 -14.9%
Camden 43,664 49,896 50,597 2,227 52,824 21.0%
Candler 9,577 11,226 11,744 423 12,167 .27.0%
Carroll. 87,268 125,109 140,966 3,200 144,166 65.2%
Catoosa 53,282 69,356 78,280 450 78,730 47.8%
Charlton 10,282 12,142 11,336 1,600 12,936 25.8%
Chatham 232,048 244,446 239,959 9,621 249,580 7.6%
Chattaboochee 14,882 23,556 15,481 10,000 25,481 71.2%
Chattooga 25,470 28,722 28,952 1,670 30,622 20.2%
Cherokee 141,903 224,238 270,115 1,400 271,515" 91.3%
Clarke 101,489 110,647 108,463 7,407 115,870 14.2%
.Clay 3,357 3,394 3,366 52 3,418 1.8%
Clayton 236,517 314,086 354,370 3,152 357,522 51.2%
Clinch 6,878 7,327 7,096 425 7,521 9.3%
Cobb 607,751 735,922 801,883 9,246 811,129 33.5%
Coffee 37,413 42,743 43,416 1,942 45,358 21.2%
Colquitt 42,053 ' 45,442 45,684 1,445 47,129 12.1%

Columbia 89,288 116,642 131,578 725 132,303 48.2%
Cook 15,771 16,827 17,120 262 17,382 10.2%
Coweta 89,215 129,899 152,694 755 153,449 72.0%
Crawford 12,495 12,829 12,890 119 13,009 4.1%

Crisp 21,996 21,983 21,552 467 22,019 0.1%
Dade 15,154 17,582 18,053 878 18,931 24.9%
Dawson 15,999 24,757 29,736 122 29,858 86.6%

Decatur 28,240 28,281 27,699 643 28,342 0.4%
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DeKalb 665,865 711,604 711,451 14,607 726,058 9.0%
Dodge 19,171 20,204 18,861 1,841 20,702 8.0%
Dooly 11,525 11,606 10,312 1,310 11,622 0.8%
Dougherty 96,065 94,404 88,968 4,639 93,607 -2.6%
Douglas 92,174 125,065 142,885 1,000 143,885 56.1%
Early 12,354 11 ,978 11,603 250 11,853 -4.1%
Echols 3,754 4,585 5,061 0 5,061 34.8%
Effingham 37,535 54,807 64,619 255 64,874 72.8%
Elbert 20,511 20,966 20,982 252 21,234 3.5%
Emanuel 21,837 21,983 21,248 814 22,062 1.0%
Evans 10,495 13,315 14,282 623 149905 42.0%
Fannin 19,798 24,626 27,361 151 27,512 39.0%
Fayette 91,263 116,659 130,880 612 131,492 44.1%
Floyd 90,565 100,288 101,270 4,200 105,470 16.5%
Forsyth 98,407 183,430 232,229 719 232,948 136.7%
Franklin 20,285 23,280 24,493 564 25,057 23.5%
Fulton 816,006 826,843 802,464 30,287 832,751 2.1%
Gilmer 23,456 31,752 36,367 202 36,569 55.9%
Glascock 2,556 2,822 2,889 104 2,993 17.1%
Glynn 67,568 76,339 79,495 1,627 81,122 20.1%
Gordon 44,104 56,512 63,092 427 63,519 44.0%
Grady 23,659 25,435 26,086 284 26,370 11.5%
Greene 14,406 17,248 18,711 208 18,919 31.3%
Gwinnett 588,448 870,611 1,024,006 6,694 1,030,700 75.2%
Habersham 35,902 44,362 47,230 1,955 49,185 37.0%
Hall 139,277 194,861 223,732 2,501 226,233 62.4%
Hancock 10,076 11,221 8,257 '2,900 11,157 10.7%
Haralson .- 25,690 31,596 - 34,605 - 400 -. .35,005 ...... 36.3%
Harris 23,695 30,975 34,981 249 35,230 48.7%
Hart 22,997 24,458 24,801 534 25,335 10.2%
Heard 11,012 11,484 11,674 109 11,783 7.0%
Henry 119,341 221,174 279,753 933 280,686 135.2%
Houston 110,765 142,626 158,029 2,669 160,698 45.1%
Irwin 9,931 10,413 10,317 369 10,686 7.6%
Jackson 41,589 59,781 69,494 850 70,344 69.1%
Jasper 11,426 15,212 17,362 69 17,431 52.6%
Jeff Davis 12,684. 13,574 13,943 92 14,035 10.7%
Jefferson 17,266 16,330 15,563 474 16,037 -7.1%
Jenkins " * 8,575 9,175 9,365 136 " " 9,501 10.8%
Johnson 8,560 9,587 8,278 1,430 .99708 13.4%
Jones 23,639 29,634 32,706 398 33,104 40.0%
Lamar 15,912 17,723. 17,974 815 18,789 18.1%
Lanier 7,241 7,665 7,629 268 7,897 9.1%
Laurens 44,874 49,790 51,373 1,200 529573 17.2%
Lee 24,757. 36,790 46,392 841 47,233 90.8%
Liberty 61,610 55,431 49,097 5,100 54,197 -12.0%
Linc6ln 8,348 8,944 9,247 74 9,321 11.7%
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Lone 10.304 11.881 12.729 0 12.729 23.5%
2 10.4 11.881 1 920 12 .3...Lowndes 92,115 100,565 97,780 6,987 104,767 13.7%

Lumpkin 21,016 28,222 -30,356 1,447 31,803*. .51.3%
Macon 14,074 14,455 12,884 1,500 14,384 2.2%
Madison 25,730 30,358 32,830 162 32,992 28.2%
Marion 7,144 7,258 7,235 86 7,321 2.5%
McDuffie 21,231 21,939 21,932 341 22,273 4.9%
McIntosh 10,847 11,427 11719 65 11,784 8.6%
Meriwether 22,534 23,223 23,083 490 23,573 4.6%
Miller 6,383 6,200 5,948 140 6,088 -4.6%
Mitchell 23,932 23,774 21,828 1,918 23,746 -0.8%
Monroe 21,757 26,788 28,908 750 29,658 36.3%
Montgomery 8,270 10,159 9,786 1,200 10,986 32.8%
Morgan 15,457 19,798 22,124 .194 22,318 44.4%
Murray 36,506 46,293 51,608 214 51,822 42.0%
Muscogee. 186,291 183,614 172,878 -9,489 182,367 -2.1%
Newton 62,001 109,345 135,750 1,200 136,950 120.9%
Oconee 26,225 . 32,402 36,852 246 37,098 41.5%
.Oglethorpe 12,635 15,051 16,299 138 16,437 30.1%
Paulding 81,678 142,388 176,783 722 177,505 117.3%
Peach 23,668 25,960 26,193 1,023 27,216 15.0%
Pickens 22,983 36,039 43,524 227 43,751 90.4%
Pierce 15,636 17,961 19,161 130 19,291 23.4%

. Pike 13.688 18.072 20.378 276 20.654 50.9%
*1- . 4 . + +

Polk 38,127 43,643 45,832 862 46,694 22.5%
Pulaski 9,588 10,162 9,304 1,165 10,469 9.2%
Putnam 18,812 21,505 22,770 268 23,038 22.5%

-Quitman -2,598 2,242- 2,234 ......- 0- 2,234- -- 14.0%-

Rabun 15,050 17,598 19,066 275 19,341 28.5%
Randolph 7,791 6,628 6,103 368 6,471 -16.9%
Richmond 199,775 193,914 180,454 11,109 191,563 -4.1%
Rockdale 70,111 86,162 95,599 1,109 96,708 37.9%
Schley 3,766 " 4,490 4,900• 9 4,909 30.4%

• Screven 15,374 '15,576 15,212 492 15,704 2.1%
Seminole 9,369 9,527 9,418 314 9,732 3.9%
Spalding 58,417 65,238 68,923 1,040 69,963 19.8%
Stephens 25,435 25,739 25,085 863 25,948 2.0%
Stewart 5,252 4,450 3,931 273 4,204 -20.0%

* Sumter 33,200 32,954 31,247 1,648 32,895 -0.9%
Talbot 6,498 .6,693 6,798 " " 18 6,816 4.9%
Taliaferro 2,077 1,708 1,621 23 1,644 -20.8%
Tattnall 22,305 23,094 19,749 3,800 23,549 5.6%
Taylor 8,815 9,120 8,809 464 9,273 5.2%
Telfair 11,794 11,076 9,389 1,461 10,850 -8.0%
Terrell 10,970 10,566 10,155 214. 10,369 -5.5%
Thomas 42,737 46,235 46,825 1,286 48,111 12.6%
Tift . 38,407 42,261 42,907 1,445 44,352 15.5%
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Toombs 26,067 27,489 . 27,777 442 28,219 8.3%
Towns 9,319 • 11,46 12,268 650 12,918 38.6%
STreutlen 6,854 7,691 .7,023 875 7,898 15.2%
Troup 58,779 63,974 65,039 1,677 669716 13.5%
Turner 9,504 9,708 9,666 173 9,839 3.5%
Twiggs .10,590 10,224. 10,166 121 10,287 -2.9%
Union 17,289 23,349 26,562 462 27,024 56.3%
Upson 27,597 28,849 29,182 454 29,636 7.4%
Walker 61,053 66,425 68,201 1,223 69,424 13.7%
Walton 60,687 89,688 105,751 700 106,451 75.4%
Ware 35,483 36,408 33,504 3,000 36,504 2.9%
Warren 6,336 5,651 5,298 114 5,412 -14.6%

"Washington 21,176 20,172 18,616 1,473 20,089 -5.1%
Wayne 26,565 29,960 29,324 2,400 319724 19.4%
Webster 2,390 2,071 2,090 2 2,092 -12.5%
Wheeler 6,179 8,096 7,438 1,526 8,964 45.1%
White .19,944 29,343 34,356 531 34,887 74.9%.
Whitfield 83,525 96,930 103,578 781 104,359 24.9%
Wilcox 8,577 9,061 7,659 1,604 9,263 8.0%
Wilkes 10,687 10,678 10,538 145 10,683 0.0%
Wilkinson 10.220 10.345 10.291 92 10.383 1 £%

Wilinon10.20 I 0.35 0.9192 10.383 1.6%* 
- . 4- 4-- 4

Worth 21.967 I 21.560 71.170 719 71A•R9 .9 70/•
Worth 21967 21560 21 170 212 21382 -270/-

Source: Georgia Governor's Office of Planning and Budget 2015 Population Projections as of 12/04
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Appendix

&.J What is the Difference Between a Population Estimate and a Population Projection?
Estimates usually are for the present and the past, while projections are estimates of the population for future
dates. This document includes some US Census Bureau population estimate data as well as the OPB 2010-2015
population projections.

How is Growth Computed?
-The 2010-2015 OPB population projections by age, race, and sex for Georgia counties were developed using the
cohort-survival model (also known as the cohort-component model). The method uses the following
demographic equation:

Population 1 = Population 0 + Births - Deaths + Net Migration
2015 population = 2000 population + expected births - expected deaths + expected migration

The existing OPB population projections were updated with the most recent census data as well as the actual birth
and death data for 1990 through 2003. Additionally, a comparison was made to the US Census.2003 population
estimates, whichinclude the most recent migration data."

Projections were produced for males and females using 3 racial/ethnic groupings, non-Hispanic Whites, non-
Hispanic Non-Whites and Hispanics of any race. The 2010-2015 population projection is the first time that OPB
has produced Hispanic population projections.

What is the difference between residential and household populations?

Household population
* The household population is the population residing in homes, apartments and other normal family dwellings. The

household population is computed first, and then the group quarters population is added to create the resident
population.

Resident population
The residential population is the household population plus the group quarters population.

What are Group Quarters and how do they affect the population projections?
The group quarters population is the population residing in college dorms, nursing homes, prisons, military
barracks and other non-household settings. The group quarters population for a county does not usually vary
much unless a new facility is built, the existing facility capacity is changed or a facility closes.

The group quarters population is expected to grow by at least 25,580 between 2000 and 2015. The change
includes some expected construction and some counting changes. No doubt, othaer construction will be announced
later in the decade and increase this estimate,'
OPB surveys the group quarters facilities annually and reports the facility population to the US Census Bureau.
This annual report enables the US Census Bureau to track the facility changes between the decennial census
reports.

Show me the MAP
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Fertility
For fertility calculations, women aged 15-44 years are considered of childbearing age. Fertility rates vary
considerably by race and ethnicity.

Fertility rate = number or births of a specific race/ethnicity / number of women age 14-44 of that specific
race/ethnicity.

The fertility rates used in these projections are a combination of the national fertility rates published by the
National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS) and a computed county fertility rate.

For more details, see the August 2003 NCHS report:. New Report Revises Birth and Fertility Rates for the 1990s
Uses 2000 Census Population Estimates to Improve Accuracy
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/ressroom/03facts/revisesrates.htm.

Life expectancy

The life expectancy/survival rates used in this projection are taken from those published by the National Center
for Health Statistics (NCHS). For more details, see the NCHS Mortality Tables website:
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/datawh/statab/unpubd/mortabs.htm.

What are metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas?
Metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas are metropolitan areas (MAs) that are not closely associated with
other MAs. These areas typically are surrounded by nonmetropolitan counties.

Each metropolitan statistical area must have at least one urbanized area of 50,000 or more inhabitants. Each
micropolitan statistical area must have at least one urban cluster of at least 10,000 but less than 50,000 population.
Additional "outlying counties" are included in the statistical area if they meet specified requirements of
commuting to or from the central counties. V,,

Migration
The population is classified as movers or non-movers depending on where they move. If a family moves to a
different home within the same county, they are non-movers for migration calculations (intra-county). If they
move across county lines, they are movers at the county level but non-movers at the state level (inter-county). If
they move to another state, they are movers at both state and county levels (inter-state and inter-county).

Internal or domestic migration calculates people who move within the United States. International migration
calculates people who move into or away from the United States.

One of the main reasons people move to an area is for work. The job market has suffered during the 2001-2003
recession years. It is probable that as the job market picks up, there will be increased migration into Georgia.

The US Census Bureau supplies in-migration and out-migration data. They collect data from a variety of sources
including the Internal Revenue Service and the Immigration and Naturalization Service. The estimated yearly
migration rate in this projection is an average of the net county migration from 2000 to 2003. There are no
age/race/sex details in the Census migration data; therefore it is distributed in each county according to that
county's characteristics.

OPB, PPT 5/11/2005 Page 15



U

How do the OPB projections compare to the US Census estimates and the Atlanta Regional
Commission projections?
The OPB population projections are in line with the US Census Bureau estimates for 8 of the 10 Atlanta Regional
Commission (ARC) counties. The OPB projections are higher than the US Census Bureau estimates for Fulton
and DeKalb counties.

The ARC projections are generally lower than either the OPB projections or the US Census Bureau estimates.
ARC has a much higher projections for Fulton County than either the OPB projections or the US Census Bureau
.estimates. The ARC DeKalb County projection is in line with the OPB DeKalb County Projection.

The OPB projections, the US Census estimates and the Atlanta Regional Commission projections all use different
methodology. They will never have an exact match. There are many different calculations done by each group.
For example, the OPB population projection primarily uses the cohort component method. The US Census'
estimates include residuals in addition to the cohort component method to make the total estimate add up to a pre-
set national total. The Atlanta Regional Commission projection uses an econometric module to produce
employment data in addition to the cohort component method.

http://www.censuis.iov/Press-Release/www/releaseslarchives/population/03153.htmI
CB04-57 US Census Bureau, April 4, 2004. Data for 2004 county growth is not available at this time. http://www.census..ov/Press-

Release/www/releases/archives/populationl00I 758.html
iii The US Census Bureau shows a high yearly out-migration for Liberty County population. It appears that the military personnel are being
counted when they move out but not when they move in. The Census Bureau plans to change the way migration is calculated before the 2010
census. It is expected that this change will influence future net migration estimates.
IV OMB BULLETIN NO. 04-03 Feb. 2004, http:l/www.whitehouse.gov/ombrbulletins/b03-04 .attach.pdf.
vThe 2001-2003 data used for the 2010 projection reflects the recent slow economy. If there were a strong economic recovery in the next few

years, the population projections would change.

vI GQ note: Fort Benning has barracks in both Muscogee and Chattahoochee Counties. They report a higher occupancy to OPB than the US
Census Bureau uses. OPB is using the larger figure. In generalthe group quarters population is constant unless and new facility is opened or
closed. It is impossible to determine future'development at this time. Therefore, the 2010 group quarters number is being carried forward to
2015.

US Census Bureau website Metropolitan Statistical Area, http:llwww.census.coV/lqeol/wwlcoblma metadata.html#msa.
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Quick_ Tables - American FactFinder (,-
S" . .. .. . 'C u toncO Page I of 8

DP-1. General Poaulation and Housing Characteristic 199
Data Set: 1990 S) t' Tape File 1 (STF 1 ) 1 100-Perceýdata
Geog raphic Aret: Bulk~e County, Georgia"---.

NOTE: For Informati on nfidentlallty, nonsampling error, and definitlions, see
htto:Il actfinder, census.oovlhomelen/datanotesfexosff 190.htm.

Subject Number

Total population 20,579

SEX
Male 9,714
Female 10,865

AGE
Under 5 years 1,870
5to 17 years 4,959
18 to 20 years 902
21 to 24 years 1,099
25 to 44 years 5,973
45 to 54 years 1,854
55 to 59 years 797
60 to 64 years 774
65 to 74 years 1,349
75 to 84 years 770
85 years and over .232

Under 18 years *6,829

65 years and over 2,351

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 7,037

Family households (familes) 5,288
• Married-couple families 3,482
Other family, male householder 263

Other family, female householder 1,543
Nonfamily households 1,749

Householder living alone 1,573
* Householder 65 years and over 738

Persons living In households 20,363
Persons per household 2.89

GROUP QUARTERS _

Persons living In group quarters 216
Institutionalized persons 216
Other persons In group quarters 0

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN
White . 9,762
Black --10,756
Ainerican Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut - 131
Asian or Pacific Islander 1*27
Other race 21

Hispanic origin (of any race) 671~I *

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-1990... 6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Page 2 of 8

Subject Number

Total housing units 8,329

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE

Occupied housing units 7,037

Owner occuoled 4.981
.498

Renter occupied 2.056

Vacant housing units :_1,292
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 60

Homeowner vacancy rate .1.3
Rental vacancy rate 11.6

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.94

Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.78

Units with over 1 person per room " 594

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-unit detached 4,884

1-unit attached 118
2 to 4 units .566

5 to 9 units 116
10 or more units 75
Mobile home, trailer, or other 2,570

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 2,695

Less than $50,000 1,640
$50,000 to $99,999 898

$100,000 to $149,999 128

$150,000 to $199,999 "111
$200,000 to $299,999 16

$300,000 or more 2

Median (dollars) 43,500

CONTRACT RENT 1,6
- Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 1,615

Less than $250 1,353

$250 to $499 251

$500 to $749 10
$750 to $999 .0

$1,000 or more I

Median (dollars) . 139

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER

Occupied housing units 7,037
White 3,613
Black 3,402

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 7

Asian or Pacific Islander . 8

Other race 1 7

Hispanic origin (of any race) 291

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6,'P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, H1, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable? bm=y&-context=qt&-qr name=DEC_1990... .6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Page 3 of 8

•-LDP-I.' General Ponutatign..and Housing Characteristics: 1990Data Set: 19,90SU-ummawZI"T6-'• File 1 (STF 1 ) - 1 00-Percent data

Geographic rea: Columbia County, Georgia

NOTE: For Infora anon c0nfifidentiality, nonsamplIng error, and definitions, see
*~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~4- MLJfIUIIUJ..~ OOUVI*~9CC fOO JC~ AUI I 4U I

Subject Number

Total population 66,031

SEX
Male '32,917

Female 33,114

AGE -__

Under 5 years 5,404
5 to 17 years 14,740

.18 to 20 years .2,789
21 to 24 years 3,099
25 to 44 years 24,593
45 to 54 years 7,295
55 to 59 years 2,359
60 to 64 years 1,880
65 to 74 years 2,583
75 to 84 years 1,037

.85 years and over 252

* Under 18 years 20,144

65 years and over 3,872

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

Total households 21,841
Family households (families) 18,315

* Marded-couplefamllies / 15,649

Other family, male householder 612
Other family, female householder • 2,054

Nonfamily households 3,526
Householder living alone 2,939

Householder 65 years and over 832

Persons living in households 64,929
Persons per household 2.97

GROUP QUARTERS i

Persons living In group quarters 1,102
_, • ' Institutionalized persons 948

S Other persons In group quarters 154

IRACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN

White .56,785
Black 7,282
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 156

* Asian or Pacific Islander 1,547

Other race 261

Hispanic origin (of any race) * 962

Total housing units l 23,745

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-_name=DEC-1990... 6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Page 4 of 8

Subject Number
r- Occupied housing units .21,841

Owner occupied 17,322
Renter occupied 4,519

Vacant housing units 1,904
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 309

Homeowner vacancy rate 2.4
Rental vacancyrate 8.1

Persons per owner-occupied unit 3.01
Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.82

Units with over 1 person per room 533

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-unit detached 18,120
1-unit attached 414
2 to 4 units 1,046
5 to 9 units 257
10 or more units 211
Mobile home, trailer, or other 3,697

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 13,816

Less than $50,000 1,525
$50,000 to $99,999 7,923
$100,000 to $149,999 2,429
$150,000 to $199,999 1,279
$200,000 to $299,999 516
$300,000 or more 144

Median (dollars) 83,700

CONTRACT RENT
Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 4,134

Less than $250 981
$250 to $499 2,397
$500 to $749 633
$750 to $999 81
$1,000 or more 42

Median (dollars)_ 362

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 21,841

White 19,170
Black 2,140

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 67
Asian or Pacific Islander 384

Other race so

Hispanic origin (of any race) 272

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Cer~susof Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5. P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, Hi, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

DP-1. General Population and Housing Characteristics: 1990

Data Set: 1990 Summary Tape File 1 (STF 1) - 100-Percent data.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QrTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-1990... 6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder

Geographic Ar a: Richmond Count), Georgia

NOTE: For Informatfio , nonsampling error, and definitions, see

Page 5 of 8

) IL~tJfldl III nuei . .Uut.;t LU-: y la, v e L VdILIIj.

Subject Number

Total population 189,719

SEX
Male 92,098
Female 97,621

AGE
Under 5 years 15,248
5 to 17 years 36,225
18 to 20 years 11,253
21 to 24 years 12,977
25 to 44 years 62,218

45 to 54 years 17,615
55 to 59 years " 7,741

60 to 64 years 7,342
.65 to 74 years .11,660
75 to 84 years 5,714
85 years and over 1,726

Under 18 years 51,473

65 years and over 19,100

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 68,675

Family households (families) 47,685
Married-couple families .32,988
Other family, male householder 2,313
Other family, female householder 12,384

Nonfamily households 20,990

Householder living alone 17,907
Householder 65 years and over 5,732

Persons living in households .179,514
Persons per household 2.61

GROUP QUARTERS
Persons living In group quarters 10,205

Institutionalized persons 3,423
Other persons In group quarters 6,782

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN

White 104,612
Black 79,639

American Indian, Eskimo' or Aleut 529
Asian or Pacific Islander 3,317

Other race 1,622

Hispanic origin (of any race) . .3,707

Total housing units . 77,288

rOCCUPANCY AND TENURE. _

Occupied housing units ."68,6751

Owner occupied I 38,7621
* Renter occupied **.129,9131*

Vacant housing units. ' 8,6131
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 1201

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?_bm=y&-context=qt&-qr_name=DEC_1990... 6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Page 6 of 8

Subject Number

Homeowner vacancy rate 2.3
Rental vacancy rate 9.9

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.74
Persons per renter-ocdupied unit 2.45

Units with over 1 person per room 3,114

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1 -unit detached 46,281
1-unit attached 2,514
2 to 4 units 8,328

•5 to 9 units 7,360
10 or more units 5,600
Mobile home, trailer, or other 7,205

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 32,286

Less than $50,000 11,517
$50,000 to $99,999 17,158
$100,000 to $149,999 2,141
$150,000 to $199,999 730
$200,000 to $299,999 466
$300,000 or more 274

Median (dollars) 58,500

CONTRACT RENT
Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 28,263

Less than $250 9,728
$250 to $499 17,129
$500 to $749 1,295
$750 to $999 88

$1,000 or more ._23

•Median (dollars) ... . .. . .305

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 68,675

White 41,078
Black 26,149

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 192
Asian or Pacific Islander 854

Other race 402

Hispanic origin (of any race) 989__ _

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6, P8, PI1, P15, P16, P23, HI, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

DP-1. General PopiulJion and ousingCharacteristics: 1990
Data Set: 1990 Suprm a le 1 (STF 1) - 100-Percent data

* Geographic Area Screven Cou y, Georgia

NOTE: For Information f ty, nOnsampling error, and definitions, see
* * htto://factfinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotes/exnsttfl90.htm.

http://factfinder.census.g-o/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&- ntext=qt& qr-name=DEC-1990. 66/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Pa-e 7 of 8.0

Subject' Number

Total population 13,842

SEX
Male 6,565
Female 7.277

AGE
Under 5 years 1,100
5 to 17 years 2,953
18 to 20 years 558
21 to 24 years 678
25 to 44 years 4,015
45 to 54 years 1,290
55 to 59 years 549
60 to 64 years 638
65 to 74 years 1,175
75 to 84 years- 666
85 years and over 220

Under 18 years 4,053

65 years and over 2,061

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 5,048

Family households (families) 3,698
Married-couple families 2,660
Other family, male householder 173
Other family, female householder 865

Nonfamlly households 1,350
Householder living alone 1,238

Householder 65 years and over 618

Persons living In households 13,613
Persons per household 2.70

GROUP OUARTVRS

Persons living In group qluarters 229
Institutionalized persons 204
Other persons In group quarters .25

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN

White 7,598
Black "_6,209
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 14
Asian or Pacific Islander 15
Other race 6

Hispanic orgin (of any race) 51

Total housing units 5,861

'-'OCCUPANCY AND TENURE
Occupied housing units t 5,048

Owner occupied 3,712
Renter occupied . 1,336

Vacant housing units 1 813
. For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 117f

* Homeowner vacancy rate 1.5sI
Rental vacancy rate I 6.71

* I 1

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?.bm=y&-context=qt&-qrname=DEC_1990... 6/27/2005



Quick Tables - American FactFinder Page 8 of 8

Subject Number
Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.72
Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.62

Units with over I person per room 320

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-unit detached 3,650
1-unit attached 70
2 to 4 units 304
5 to 9 units 67
10 or more units _ _9

Mobile home, trailer, or other 1,761

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 1,760

Less than $50,000 1,090
$50,000 to $99,999 578
$100,000 to $149,999 76
$150,000 to $199,999 .9
$200,000 to $299,999 6
$300,000 or more. 1

Median (dollars) 41,800

CONTRACT RENT.
Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 988

Less than $250 867
$250to $499 120
$500 to $749 1
$750 to $999 0
$1,000 or more 0

Median (dollars) 160

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 5107A

White 3,052
* Black 1,983
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 8
Asian or Pacific Islander 2
Other race 3

Hispanic origin (of any race) _-_15_

(X) Not applicable

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)
Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, H1, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10,H1BA, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,

H41.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-_name=DEC-1990... "6/27/2005



Aiken County, South Carolina - DP-1. General Population and Housing Characteristics: 1... Page 1 of 2

DP-i. General Population and Housing Characteristics: 1990
Data Set: 1990 Su pe File 1 (STF 1) - 100-Percent data
Geographic Area: Aiken Co nty, South Cairolina

NOTE: For Informatlo onco entiality, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

Subject Number

Total population 120,940

SEX
Male 58,596
Female 62,344

AGE
Under 5 years 9,029
5 to 17 years 23,990
18 to 20 years 5,323
21 to 24 years 6,637
25 to 44 years 38,547
45 to 54 years 12,517
55 to 59 years 5,601
60 to 64 years 5,5O
65 to 74 years 8,729
75 to 84 years 4,154
85 years and over 913

Under 18 years 33,019

65 years and over 13,796

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 44,883

Family households (families) 33,450
Married-couple families 26,436
Other family, male householder 1,400
Other family, female householder 5,614

Nonfamily households I 11,433
Householder living alone .10,113

Householder 65 years and over 3,814

Persons living In households 119.250
Persons per household 2.66

GROUP QUARTERS
Persons living In group quarters 1,690

Institutionalized persons 1,272
Other persons In group iiUarters 418

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN
White i 90,684
Black 1 29,241
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 2184i
Asian or Pacific Islander 5451
Otherrace .2521

. Hispanic origin (of any race) 8671

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTrable?_bm=y&-context=qt&-qr name=DEC-1990... 6/27/2005



Aiken County, South Carolina - DP-1. General Population and Housing Characteristics: 1... Page 2 of 2

Subject Number

Total housing units 49,266

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE

Occupied housing units 44,883
dOwner occupied 33,491

Renter occupied 11,392

Vacant housing units 4,383

_..--For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 224

Homeowner vacancy rate 2.2

Rental vacancy rate 11.0

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.72

Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.47

Units with over I person per room 1,569

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1 -unit detached 33,341

1-unit attached 700

2 to 4 units 2,623

5 to 9 units 1,627

10 or more units 892

Mobile home, trailer, or other 10,083

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 23,997

Less than $50,000 8,663

$50,000 to $99,999 10,992

$100,000 to $149,999 2,820

$150,000 to $199,999 914

$200,000 to $299,999 445

$300,000 or more 163

Median (dollars) 61,700

CONTRACT RENT
Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 10,016

Less than $250 4,532

$250 to $499 4,743
$500 to $749 654

$750 to $999 68

$1,000 or more 19

Median (dollars) __ 268

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 44,883

White 35,045

Black 9,488

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 85

Asian or Pacific Islander 180

Other race 85

Hispanic origin (of any race) * 270

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, H1, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC_1990..6 6/27/2005



QUICK I ames - Amerncan racwinaer Fage 1 ot b

DP-i. General Population and Housing Characteristic 1990
Data Set: 1990 Summa.- e File 1 (STF 1) - 100-Percde i ~at
•Geographic Ar . llelen cit Georgia
NOTE: For Informato -donfidentlality, nonsampling error, and definltlons, see

htto:llfactfinder.census.oovlhome/en/datanotes/expstf1 90,htm.

Subject Number

Total population 3,808

SEX
Male 1,742

Female 2,066

AGE
Under 5 years 313
5 to 17 years "835
18 to 20 years 160
21 to 24 years 170
25 to 44 years 1,022
45 to 54 years 332
55 to 59 years 174
60 to 64 years 192

__65 to 74 years 359
75 to 84 years . 196
-85 years and over .... 55

Under 18 years "1,148

•65 years and over 610

HOUSEHOLDS BY'TYPE
Total households 1,369

Family households (families) 970
Married-couple families 566
Other family, mnale householder 55
Other family, female householder 349

Nonfamlly households 399
Householder living alone 362

Householder 65 years and over 183

Persons living In households 3,698
Persons per household 2.70

GROUP QUARTERS
Persons living In group quarters 110

Institutionalized persons 99
Other persons In group quarters 11

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN
White 1,580
Black 2,217
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 3
Asian or Pacific Islander 8

Other race 0

Hispanic origin (of any race) 6

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QT.able?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-1990 /1207/l/2005
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Subject Number

Total housing units -_"_1,496

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE
Occupied housing units 1,369

Owner occupied 896

Renter occupied 473
Vacant housing units 127

For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use .12

Homeowner vacancy rate 1.2
Rental vacancy rate 9.0

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.74
Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.62

Units with over 1 person per room 115

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-unit detached '1,058
1-unit attached 32
2 to 4 units 150
5 to 9 units 35
10 or more units 17
Mobile home, trailer, or other 204

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 688

Less than $50,000 467
$50,000 to $99,999 191
$100,000 to$149,999 19
$150,000 to $199,999 5

$200,000 to $299,999 3
•$300,000 or more 3

Median (dollars) 38,200

CONTRACT RENT

Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 424
Less than $250 401
$250 to $499 22
$500 to $749 1

$750 to $999 0
$1,000 or more 0

Median (dollars) 101

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,369

I White 629
Black 738

!American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut . ..... 0

Asian or Pacific Islander 2
Other race 0

Hispanic origin (of any race) 3

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, PS, P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, Hi, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,H41.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable? .bm=y&-context=qt&-qrname=DEC_1990 ... 2711/2005



QUiCK I aDies - amencan racrincier Page 3 of 6

DP-1. General Population and Housing Characteristic --1990*
Data Set: 1990 Su aDe File 1 (STF 1) - 100-Perced a
Geographic Are ylvani city, Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

Subject Number

Total population 2,871

SEX
Male 1,302
Female ____._ 1,569

AGE
Under 5 years 187
5 to 17 years 486
18 to 20 years 102
21 to 24 years 131
25 to 44 years .746
45 to 54 years 268
55 to 59 years 125
60 to 64 years ._157
65 to 74 years 332
75 to 84 years 235
85 years and over 102

Under 18 years 673

65 years and over 669

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 1147

Family households (families) 740
Married-couple families 501
Other family, male householder 30
Other family, female householder 209

Nonfamily households 407
Householder living alone 381

Householder 65 years and over .214

Persons livingIn households 2,720
Persons per household 2.37

GROUP QUARTERS
Persons living In group quarters 151

Institutionalized persons 151
* Other persons In group quarers 0

IRACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN
White 1,603

Black 1,256
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 9
Asian or Pacific Islander . .... 3
Other race 0

Hispanic origin (of any race) 3

Total housing units 1,237

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE ........... _•_..

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC_1990-_... 7/1/2005
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JSttbect
, .I Occupied housing units

Number
1.147

Owner occupied 711
Renter occupied 436

Vacant housing units 90
. For seasonal. recreational, or occasional use 3

Homeownervacancy rate 1.8
Rental vacancy rate 6.0.

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.40
Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.32

Units with over 1 person per room 56

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-unit detached 914
1-unit attached .33
2 to 4 units 194
.5 to 9 units 21
10 or more units 4
Mobile home, trailer, or other 71

VALUE ......
Specified owner-occupied housing units 607

Less than $50,000 328
$50,000 to $99,999 234

$100,000 to $149,999 35
$150,000 to $199,999 5
*$200,000 to $299,999 4
$300,000 or more 1

Median (dollars) ,:46,200

CONTRACT RENT
.Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 395

Less than $250 348
$250 to $499 47
$500 to $749 0

* $750 to $999 0
$1,000 or more 0

Median (dollars) . 156

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,147

N White 697
* Black 445
American Indian, Esk•imo, or Aleut 5

* Asian or Pacific Islander 0
Other race 0

His anic origin (of any race)

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1(100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, H1, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

DP-1. General Population and Housing Characteristics 199
Data Set: 1990 Summary TapeFile 1 (STF. 1) - 1 00-Percen ata

I.. -4. ." . .



-Quick Tables -American FactFinder

Geographic a: Waynesboro ity, Georgia

- NOTE: For informat E dentiality, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
ýr A -f . I-

Page 5 of 6
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Sublect Number

Total population 5,701

SEX -
Male 2,520
'Female 3,181

AGE
Under 5 years 536
5 to 17 years .1,396
18 to 20 years 240
21 to 24 years 303
25 to 44 years 1,464
45 to 54 years 437
55 to 59 years 219
60 to 64 years 219
65 to 74 years 462
75 to 84 years 305
85 years and over 120

Under 18 years 1,932

65 years and over 887

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 2,018

Family households (families) 1,459
Married-couple families 816
Other family, male householder 56

- Other family, female householder 587
Nonfamily households 559

Householder living alone 506
Householder 65 years and over 285

Persons lIving In households 5,648
Persons per household 2.75

GROUP QUARTERS
Persons living In group quarters 153

Institutionalized persons 153
Other persons In group quarters -- 0

LRACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN
White 2,360

I Black 3,320
L American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 5

Asian or Pacific Islander 15
Other race 1

Hispanic origin (of any race) 21

Total housing units 2,223

OCCUPANCY AND TENURE
Occupied housing units .2,018

Owner occupied 1,176

Renter occupied 842
Vacant housing units .205

For seasonal, recreational, or occasIonal use 1



Page 6 of 6Q 1UCK iatles - American vactrmler
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Subject Number

Homeowner vacancy rate .__......_81.7
Rental vacancy rate 8.0

Persons per owner-occupied unit 2.77
Persons per renter-occupied unit 2.72

Units with over 1 person per room 166

UNITS IN STRUCTURE
1-tinIt detached 1,480
1-unit attached 63
2 to 4 units 416
5 to 9 units 98
10 or more units 26
Mobile home, trailer, or other 140

VALUE
Specified owner-occupied housing units 1,017

Less than $50,000 580
$50,000 to $99,999 358
$100,000 to $149,999 62
$150,000 to $199,999 3
$200,000 to $299,999 - 13
$300,000 or more 1

Median (dollars) 46,300

CONTRACT RENT
Specified renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent 779

Less than $250 666
$250 to $499 106
$500 to $749 6
$750 to $999 0.
$1,000 or more 1

Median.(dollars). 136

RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGIN OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units . . 2,018

White 913
Black 1,097
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 2
Asian or Pacific Islander .5
Other race 1

Hispanic orgin(of any race) __ 11
CX) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1 (100% Data)

Matrices P1, P3, P5, P6, P8, P11, P15, P16, P23, H1, H2, H3, H5, H8, H10, H18A, H21, H23, H23B, H32, H32B,
H41.

, http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-1990_...7 7/1/2005
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GEORGIA
.Population of Counties by Decennial Census: 1900 to 1990

Q:ompiled and edited by Richard L. Forstall
Population Division
US Bureau of the Census
Washington, DC '20233

Please see file, 1900-90.doc for explanatory notes and documentation.

FIPS 1990 1980 1970
00000 248709873 226545805 203211926

. 1960
179323175 .United States

13000
, 13001

13003
13005
13007
13009
13011
13013
13015
13017
13019
13021
13023
13025
13027
13029
13031

K 13033
13035

o 13037
13039
13041
13043
13045
13047
13049
13051
13.053
13055
13057
13059
13061
13063
13065
13067
13069
13071
13073
13075
13077
13079

13081
13083
13085

13087
13089

6478216
15744

6213
9566.
3615

39530
10308
29721
55911
16245
14153

149967
10430
11077
15398
15438
43125
20579

"15326
5013

30167

7744
71422
42464

8496
216935

16934
22242
90204
87594

3364

182052
6160

447745
29592
36645
66031
13456
53853

8991-
20011
13147

9429
25511

545837

5463105
15565

6141.
9379
3808

34686
8702

21354
40760.
16000
13525

150256
10767

8701
15255
10175
35785
19349
13665
5717

13371

.7518
56346
36991

7343
202226

21732
21856
51699
74498

3553
1503.57

6660
297718

26894
35376
40118
13490
39268

7684
19489
12318

4774
25495

483024

4589575
12726

5879
8233
3875

34240
6833

16859
32663
13171
11556

143418
10291

5940
13739

6539
31585
18255
105.60

6606
11334

6412
45404
28271

5680
187767

25813
20541
31059
65177
3636

98043
6405

196793
22828
32200
22327
12129
32310

5748
18087

9910
3639

22310
415387

3943116
13246

6188
8359
4543

34064
6497

14485
28267
13633
12038

141249
9642
5891

15292
6226

24263
20596

8976
7341
9975

6672
36451
21101

5313
188299

13011
19954
23001
45363

4551
46365

6545
114174

21953
34048
13423
11822
28893

5816
17768

8666
3590

25203
256782

Georgia
Appling County
Atkinson County
Bacon County
Baker County
Baldwin County
Banks County
Barrow County
Bartow County
Ben Hill County
Berrien County
Bibb County
Bleckley.County
Brantley County
Brooks County
Bryan County
Bulloch County
Burke County
Butts County
Calhoun County
Camden County
Campbell County
Candler County
Carroll County
Catoosa County
Charlton County
Chatham County
Chattahoochee County
Chattooga County
Cherokee County
Clarke County
Clay County
Clayton. County
Clinch County
Cobb County
Coffee County
Colquitt County
Columbia County
Cook County
Coweta County
Crawford County
Crisp County
Dade County
Dawson County
Decatur County
DeKalb County

htp://www.census.goy/population/cencounts/ga190090.txt 7/8/2005
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1309i
13093
13095
13.097

13101
13103
13105
13107
13109
13111

•13113
'13115
13117
13119

.13121

13123
13125
13127
13129
13131
13133
13135
13137
13139
13141
13143
13145
13147
13149

13151
Q 13.153

13155
13157
13159

( 13161
13163
13165
13167
13169-
13171
13173
13175
13177
13179.
13181
13183
13185
13187
13.189
13191
13193
13195
.13197
13199
13201
13203
13205
13207
13209

17607
9901

96311
71120
11854

2334
25687
18949
20546

8724
15992
62415
81251
44083
16650

648951
13368

2357
62496
35072
20279
11793

352910
27621
95428

8908
21966
17788
19712

8628
58741
89208

8649
30005

8453
12032
17408

8247
8329

20739
13038

5531
39988
16250
52745

7442
6202

75981
14573
20119

8634
13114
21050

5590
22411

6280

20275
17113

7163

16955
10826

100718
.54573

13158
2297

18327
18758
20795

8428.
14748
29043
79800
27958
15185

589904
11110

2382
54981
30070
19845
11391

166903
25020
75649

9466
18422
15464
18585

6520
36309
77605,

8988.
25343

7553
11473
18403

8841
8660

16579
12215

5654
36990
11684
37583

6716
4524

67972
10762
18546

8046
14003
17747

5297
21229

7038

21114
14610

7011

15658
10404
89639
28659
12682

1924
13632
17262
18189

7290
13357
11364
73742
16928
12784

607592
8956

:2280
50528
23570
17826
10212
72349
20691
59405

9019
•15927
11520
15814

5354
23724
62924

8036
21093

5760
9425

17174
8332
7727

12218
10688

5031
32738

7044
17569

5895
3746

55112
8728

15276
7371

12933
13517

5099
19461

6397

18956
10991•6099

.16483
11474
75680
16741
13151
1876

10144
17835

.17815
6952

13620
8199

69130
12170
13274

556326
8922
2672

41954
19228
18015
11193
43541
18116
49739

9979
14543
11167
15229

5333
17619
39154

9211
18499

6135
8914

17468
9148
8048
8468

10240
5097

32313
6204

14487
5906
3874

49270
7241

12627
.6364
13170
11246

5477
19756

6908

-19652
10495

6284

Dodge County
Dooly County
Dougherty County
Douglas County
Early County
Echols County
Effingham County
Elbert County
Emanuel County
Evans County
Fannin County
Fayette County
Floyd County
Forsyth County
Franklin County
Fulton County
Gilmer County
Glascock County
Glynn County
Gordon County
Grady County
Greene County*
Gwinnett County
Habersham County
Hall County
Hancock County
Haralson County
Harris.County.
Hart County
Heard County
Henry County
Houston County.
Irwin County
Jackson County
Jasper County
Jeff Davis County
Jefferson County.
Jenkins County
Johnson.County
Jones County
Lamar County*
Lanier County
Laurens County
Lee County
Liberty County
Lincoln County
Long County
Lowndes County
Lumpkin County
McDuffie County
McIntosh County
Macon County
Madison County
Marion County
Meriwether County
Miller County.
Milton-County
Mitchell County
Monroe County
Montgomery County

* http://www.census.gov/populati6n/cencounts/ga190090.txt 7/8/2005
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13211
13213
13215
. 3.217
ý'.13219
13221
13223.
13225
13227
13229
13231
13233

- 13235
.13237
13239

.13241

13243
13245
13247
13249
13251
13.253
13255
13257
13259
13261
13263
13265
13267
13269
13271

413273
13275
13277
13279
13287
13283
13285
13287
13289
13 291
13293
13295

.13297
13299
13301
13303
13305

.13307
133109
13311
13313
13315
13317
"13319-
13321

FIPS
00000

12883
26147

179278
41808
17618

9763
41611
21189
14432
13328
.10224
33815

8108
14137

2209
11648
*8023

189719
54091

.3588
13842

9010
.54457
23257

5654
30228

6524
1915

17722
7642

i11000
10653
38986
34998
24072

6754'
5994

55536
8703
9806

11993
26300
58340
38586
35471

6078
19112
22356

2263
4903

13006
72462

7008
10597
10228
19745

11572
19685

170108
34489
12427

8929
26110
19151
11652
11897

8937
32386
. 8950
10295

2357
10466

9599
181629

36747
3433

14043
9057

47899
21763

5896
ý9360'

6536
2032

18134.
7902

11445
12017
38098
32862
22592

5638
6087

50003
9510
9354
9390

25998

56470
31211
37180

6583
.18842
20750
-.2341

5155
10120
65789
7682

10951
10368

.18064

9904
12986

167377
26282

7915
7598

17520
15990

9620
9281
7316

29656
8066
8394
2180
8327
8734

162437
18152

3097
12591

7059
39514
20331

6511
26931

6625
2423

16557
7865

11381
11416
34515
27288
19151

4565
5647

44466
8790
8222
6811

23505
50691
23404
33525

6669
17480
17858

2362
4596
7742

55108
6998

10184
9393

14770

1028.0 Morgan County
10447 Murray County

158623 Muscogee County
-20999 Newton County

6304 Oconee County
7926 Oglethorpe County

13101 Paulding County
13846 Peach County

8903 Pickens County
9678 Pierce County
7138 Pike County.

28015 Polk County
8204 Pulaski County
7798 Putnam County
2432 Quitman County
7456 Rabun County

11078 Randolph County
135601 Richmond County

10572 Rockdale County
3256 Schley County

.14919 Screven County
6802'Seminole County

35404 Spalding County
18391 Stephens County
.7371 Stewart County

24652 Sumter County
7127 Talbot County
3370 Taliaferro County

15837 Tattnall County
8311 Taylor County

.11715 Telfair County
12742 Terrell County
34319 Thomas County
23487 Tift County

.16837 Toombs County
4538 Towns County
5874 Treutlen County

47189 Troup County
8439 Turner County
7935 Twiggs County
6510 Union County

23800.Upson County
45264 Walker County
20481 Walton County
34219 Ware County

7360 Warren County
18903 Washington County
17921 Wayne County

3247 Webster County
5342 Wheeler County
6935 White County

42109 Whitfield County
7905 Wilcox County

10961 Wilkes County
9250 Wilkinson County

16682 Worth County

. . i

1950 1940 1930 1920
151325798 132164569 123202624 106021537 United States

http://www.census.gov/pbpulation/cencounts/ga190090.txt 7/8/2005
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13.000
13001
13003
13005
13007
13009
13011

13013
13015
.13 '017
13019.
13021
13023
13025
13027
13029
13031
13033
13035
13037
13034
13041
13043

'.13045
13047
13049
13051
13053
13055

1 3061
13059
13061
13063
13065
13067
13073
13071
13073
13075
13077
13079
13981
13083
13085
13087
.13089
13091
13093
13095
13097

•13099
13101

.13103
13105
13107
13.109

K-3'111
13113
13115

3444578
14003

7362
8940
5952

29706
6935

13115
27370
14879
13966

114079
9218
6387

.18169
5965

24740
23458

9079
8578
7322.

8063
34112
15146

4821
151481

12149
21197
20750
36550

5844
22872

6007
61830
23961
33999

9525
.12201

27786
6080

17663.
7364
3712

23620
136395

17865•

14159
43617
12173
17413

2494
9133

18585
19789

6653
15192

7978
62899

3123723
14497

7093
8096
7344

24190
8733

13064
25283
14523
15370
83783

9655
6871

20497
6288

26010
26520

9182
10438

5910

9103
34156
12199

5256
117970

15138
185.32
20126
28398

7064
11655

6437
38272
21541
33012

9433
11919
26972

7128
17540

5894
4479

22234
86942
21022

.16886
28565
10053
18679

2964
9646

19618
23517

7401
.14752

8170
56141

2908506
13314

6894
7055
7818

22878
9703

12401
25364
13047
14646
77042

9133
6895

21330
5952

26509
29224

9345
10576

6338
9903
8991

34272
.9421

4381
105431

8894
15407
20003
25613

6943
10260

7015
35408
19739
30622

8793
11311
25127

7020
17343

4146
3502

23622
70278
21"599
18025
22306

9461
18273

2744
10164
18485
24101

7102
12969

8665
48667

2895832
10594

7656
6460
8298

19791
11814
13188
24527
14599
15573
71304
105 2

24538
6343

26133

30836
.12327
10225

6969
11709

9228
34752

6677
.4536

100032
5266

14312
18569
26111

7557
11159

7984
30437
18653
29332
11718
11180
29047

8893
18914
.3918
4204

31785
44051
22540
20522
20063
10477

18983
3313
9985

23905
25862

6594
12103
11396
39841

Georgia
Appling County
Atkinson County
Bacon County
Baker County
Baldwin County
Banks County
Barrow County
Bartow County
Ben*Hill County
Berrien County
Bibb County
Bleckley County
Brantley County
Brooks County
Bryan County
Bulloch County
Burke County
Butts County
Calhoun County
Camden.County
Campbell. County
Candler'County
Carroll County
Catoosa County
Charlton County
Chatham County
Chattahoochee County'
Chattooga County
Cherokee County
Clarke County
Clay County

.Clayton County
Clinch County
Cobb County
Coffee County
Colquitt County
Columbia County
Cook County
Coweta County
Crawford County
-Crisp County
Dade County
Dawson County-
Decatur County
DeKalb County
Dodge County
Dooly County
Dougherty County
Douglas County
Early County
Echols County
Effingham County
Elbert County.
Emanuel County
Evans County
Fannin County
Fayette County
Floyd County

http://www.census.gov/population/cencounts/gal90090.txt 7/8/2005
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13117
13119

K13121
,3123
13125
13127

* 13129
13131
13133
13.135
13137
13139
13141
13143
13145
131 ý7
13149
13151
13153
13155
13157
13159
13161
13163
13165
13167
13169
13.171
13173

K 13175
j3177
"13179

13181
13183
13185

.13187
D3189
13191
13193
13195

.13197.
13199
13201
13203
13205

*13207
13209
13211
13213
13215.
13217
13219
13221
13223
13225
13227
13229

KY.£3231
13233
13235

11005
-14446

473572
9963
3579

29046
18922
18928
12843
32320
16553
.40113
11052
14663
11265
14495.

6975
15857
20964
11973
18997.

7473
9299

18855
10264

9893
7538

10242
5151

33123
6674
8444
6462
3598

35211
6574

11443
.6008

14213
12238

6521
21055
"9023

22528
' 10523

7901
11899
10676

118028
20185

7009
" 9958
11752
11705

8855
11112

8459
30976

8808

11322
15612

392886
9001
4547

21920
18445
19654'
13709
29087
14771
34822
12764
14377
11428
15512

8610
.15119
11303
12936
20089

8772
8841

20040
11843
12953

8331
10091

5632
33606

7837
8595
7042
4086

31860
6223

10878
-5292
15947
13431

6954
22055

9998

23261
10749

9668
12713
11137
75494
18576

7576
12430
12832
10378

9136
11800

10375
28467

9829

10624
15902

318587
7344
4388

19400
16846
19200
12616
27853
12748"
30313
13070
13263
11140
15174

9102
15924
11280
12199
21609

8594
8118

20727
12908
12681
8992

9745
5190

32693
8328
8153
7847
4180

.29994
4927
9014
5763

16643
14921

6968
22437

9076
6730

23620
.11606

10020
12488

9215
57558
17290

8082
12927
12327
10268

9687
12522
10853
25141

9005

.11755

19957
232606

8406
4192

19370
17736
20306
18972
30327
10730
26822
18357
14440
15775
17944
*11126
20420
21964
12670
24654
16362

7322
22602
14328
13546
13269

39605
10904
12707

9739

26521
5240

11509
5119

17667
18803

7604
26168

9565
6885

25588
20138

9167
20143

9490
44195
21680
11067
20287
14025

8222
11934
21212
20357
11587

Forsyth County
Franklin County
Fulton County
Gilmer County
Glascock County
Glynn County
Gordon County.
Grady County
Greene County
Gwinnet.t County.
Habersham County
Hall County
.Hancock County
Haralson County
Harris County
Hart County
Heard County
Henry County
Houston County
Irwin County
Jackson County
Jasper County
Jeff Davis County
Jefferson County
Jenkins County
Johnson County
Jones County
Lamar County
-Lanier County
Laurens County
Lee County
Liberty County
Lincoln County
Long County
Lowndes County-
Lumpkin County
McDuffie County
McIntosh County
Macon County
Madison County
Marion County
Meriwether County
Miller County
Milton County
Mitchell County
Monroe County
Montgomery County
Morgan County
Murray. County
Muscogee County
Newton County
Oconee County
Oglethorpe County
Paulding County
Peach County
Pickens County
Pierce County
Pike County
Polk County
Pulaski County

http:l/www.census.gov/population/cencounts/gal 9OO90.txt 7/8/2005



Page 6 of 9

Ký13237
13239
13241
13243
13245
13247

* 132'49
13251
13253
13255
13257
13259.

.13261
13263
13265"
13267
13269
13271
13273
13275
13277
13279
13281
13283
13285
13287

.13289
13291
13293
13295
13297
13299-
13301
13303
13305
13307
13309
13311
13313
13315
13317
13319
13321

FIPS
00000

13000
13001
13003
13005
13007
13009

13013
13015
13017
13019
13021.

7731
3015
7424

13804
108876

8464
4036

18000
7904

31045
16647

9194
24208

7687
4515

15939
9113

13221
14314
33932
22645
17382

4B03
6522

49841
10479

8308
7318

25078
38198

.20230
-30289 -

8779
21012
14248

4081
6712
5951

34432
.10167
12388

9781
19357

1910
92228496

2609121
12318

7973
18354
11244

25388
11863
22772
56646.

8514
3435
7821

16609
81863

7724
5033

20353
8492

28427
12972
10603
24502

8141
6278

16243
10768
15145
16675
31289
18599
16952

4925
7632

43879
10846

9117
7680

25064
31024
20777

• 27929-
10236.
24230
13122

4726
8535
6417

26105
12755
15084
11025
21374

1900
76212168

8367
3820
6331

17174
72990

7247
5347

20503
7389

23495
.11740
11114
26800

8458
6172

15411
10617
14997
18290
32612
16068
17165

4346
7488

36752
11196

8372
6340

19509
26206
21118
26558
11181
25030
12647

5032
9149
6056

20808
13439
15944
10844
21094

15151
3417
5746

16721
63692
9521
5243

23552

21908
11215
12089
29640
11158

8841
14502
11473
15291
19601
33044
14493
13897

3937
7664

36097
12466
10407

6455
14786.

.23370

24216
28361
11828
28147
14381

5342
9817
6105

16897
15511
24210
11376
23863

Putnam County
Quitman County
Rabun County
Randolph County
Richmond County
Rockdale County
Schley"County
Screven County
Seminole County.
Spalding County
Stephens County
Stewart County
Sumter County
Talbot County
Taliaferro County ,,
Tattnall .County

Taylor County
Telfair County
Terrell County
Thomas County
Tift County
Toombs County
Towns County
Treutlen County
Troup County
Turner County
Twiggs County
Union County
Upson County
Walker County
Walton County
Ware County
Warren County
Washington County
Wayne County
Webster County
Wheeler County
White County
Whitfield County
Wilcox County
Wilkes County
Wilkinson County.
Worth County

United States

2216331
12336

6704
17768

10545

Georgia
Appling County
Atkinson County
Bacon County
Baker County
Baldwin County
Banks County
Barrow County
Bartow County
Ben Hill-County
Berrien-County
Bibb County-

20823

19440
50473
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13023
K 13025

13027
13029
13031
13033
13035
13037
13039
13041
13043
13045
13047
13049
13051
13053
13055
13057
13059
13o61
13063
13065
13067
13069
13071
13073
13075
13077
:13079
13081
13083
13085
13097
13089
13091
13093
13095
13097
13099

13101
13103
13105
13107
13109
13111
131i3
13115
13117
13119
13121
13123
13125
13127
13129
13.131

K)13133
13135
13137
13139
13141

23832
6702

26464
27268
13624
11334

7690
10874

30855

7184
4722

79690
5586

13608
16661
23273

8960
10453

8424
28397
21953
19789
12328

28800
8310

16423
4139
4686

29045
27,881
20127
20554
16035

8953
18122
3309
9971

24125
25140

12574
16966
36736
11940
17894

177733
9237
4669

15720
15861
18457
18512
28824
10134
25730
19189

18606
6122

21377
30165
12805

9274
7669
9518

26576
5823
3592

71239
5790

12952
15243
17708

8568
9598
8732

24664
16169
13636
10653

24980
10368

4578
5442

29454
21112
13975
26567
13679

8745
14828
3209
8334

19729
21279

11214
10114
33113
11550
17700

117363
10198

4516
14317
14119

16542
25585
13604
20752
18277

Bleckley County
Brantley County
Brooks County
Bryan County
Bulloch County
Burke County
Butts County
Calhoun County
Camden County
Campbell County
Candler County
Carroll County
Catoosa County
Charlton County
Chatham County
Chattahoochee County
Chattooga County
Cherokee County
Clarke County
Clay County
Clayton County
Clinch County
Cobb County
Coffee County
Colquitt County
Columbia County
Cook County
Coweta County
Crawford County
Crisp County

.Dade County
Dawson County
Decatur County
DeKalb County
Dodge County
Dooly County
Dougherty County
Douglas County*
Early County
Echols County
Effingham County
Elbert County
Emanuel County
Evans County
Fannin County
Fayette County
Floyd County
Forsyth County
Franklin County
Fulton County
Gilmer County
Glascock County
Glynn County

.Gordon County
Grady County
Greene County
Gwinnett County
Habersham County
Hall County
Hancock County
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13143
ý 1145

- 13147
13149
13151
13153
13155
13157
13159
13161
13163
13165
13167
13169
13171
-13173
13175
13177
13179
13181
.13183
13185
13187
13189
13191
13193
13.195
'1319713199

13201
1 3203
13205

*13207
13209
13211

.13213
13215
13217
13219
13221
13223
13225
13227
13229

13231
13233
13235
13237

"13239
13241
13243
13245
13247

.13249

13251
K) 13253

13255
13257
13259
13261

13514
17886
16216
11189
19927
23609
10461
30169
16552

6050
21379
11520
12897
13103

35501
11679
12924

8714

24436
5444

10325
6442

15016
16851

9147
25180

7986
7239

22114
20450
19638
19717

9763
36227
18449
11104
18680
14124

9041
10749
19495
20203
22835
13876

4594
5562

18841
58886

8916
5213

20202

19741
9728

13437
29092

11922
18009
14492
11177
18602
22641
13645
24039
15033

18212

11409
13358

25908
10344
13093

7156

20036
7433
9804
6537

14093
13224
10080
23339

6319
6763

14767
20682
16359
15813

8623
29836
16734

8602
17881
12969

8641
.8100
18761.
17856
18489
13436

4701
6285

16847
.53735

7515
5499

19252

17619

15856
26212

Haralson County
Harris County
Hart County
Heard County
Henry County
Houston County
Irwin County
Jackson County.
Jasper County
Jeff Davis County
Jefferson County
Jenkins County..
Johnson County
Jones County
Lamar County
Lanier County
Laurens County
Lee County
Liberty.County
Lincoln County
Long County
Lowndes County
Lumpkin'County
McDuffie'County
McIntosh County
Macon County
Madison County
Marion County
Meriwether County
Miller County
Milton County
Mitchell County
Monroe County
Montgomery County
Morgan County
Murray County
Muscogee County
Newton County
Oconee County
Oglethorpe County
Paulding County
Peach County
Pickens County
Pierce County
Pike County
Polk County
Pulaski County
Putnam County
Quitman County
Rabun County
Randolph County
Richmond County
Rockdale County
Schley County
Screven County
Seminole County
Spalding County
Stephens County
Stewart County
Sumter County
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13263
13265
13267
13269
13271
13273
13275
13277
13279
13281
13283
13285
13287
13289
13291
13293
13295

.13297

13299
13301
13303
13305
13307
13309
13311
13313
13.315

13317
•13319

,,•13321

11696
8766-

18569
10839
13288
22003
29071
11487
11206

3932

26228
10075
10736

6918
12757
18692
25393
22957
11860
28174
13069

6151

5110
15934
13486
23441
10078
19147

12197
7912

20419
9846

10083
19023
31076

4748

24002

8716
8481

13670
15661
20942
13761
11463
28227

9449
6618

5912
14509
11097
20866
11440
18664

Talbot County
Taliaferro County
Tattnall County
Taylor County
Telfair County
Terrell County
Thomas County
Tift County
Toombs County
Towns-County
Treutlen County
Troup County
Turner County
Twiggs County
Union County
Upson County
Walker County
Walton County
Ware County.
Warren County
Washington County
Wayne County
Webster County
Wheeler County
White County
Whitfield County

*Wilcox County
Wilkes County
Wilkinson County
Worth County
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P1. TOTAL POPULATION f1- - Universe: Total population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
b-p-jUs•_.cviLnh•....S,gomvqm ene.n/data-notesexPsf Iuhim. \ /

Burke
County,
fl-onvh. I

Columbia
County,
et- .ar

Jefferson
County,
fln- t.

Jenkins
County,
I'l- 1.

Richmond
County,
fnrt- 1

Screven Aiken County, , Augustaoch ,nd.
County, County (VJdnce),
Georala South Carolna I

Grovetown
city, Georgia •

Hephzibah
city, Georgia

I-. . .. .. .. . .. .
Total I 22,243 89,2881 17,2661 8,5751 199,7751 15,3741 .142,5521 I/ '"9•,182l 6,0891 . 3,880 -
U.S. Census Bureau I
Census 2000

P12. SEX BY AGE [491 - Universe: Total population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampllng error, and definitions, see
http://factfinder.census.govlhome/enfdatanotes/expsf1Luhtm.

Aiken
Burke Columbia Jefferson Jenkins Richmond Screven County, Augusta-Richmond Grovetown Hephzlbah

County, County, County, County, County, County, South County (balance),
Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Carolina Georgia city, Georgia city, Georgia

Total: 22,243 89,288 17,266 -8,575 . 199,775 15.374 142,552 195,182 6,089 3,880
Male: 10,556 43,630 8,127 4,109 96,37 5  7,343 68,667 94,141 3,035 1,872

Under 5 years 881 3,231 613 322 7,212 518 4,870 7,066 312 122
5 to 9 years 1,021 3,808 679 359 7,775 630 5,456 7,560 288 • 164
10 to 14 years 1,031 4,073 749 369 7,698 664 5,489 7,513 293 155
15 to 17 years 618 2,446 426 212 4,537 .381 3,244 4,417 164 104
18 and 19 years 344 1,230 . 256 134 4,209 214 . 1,856 4,135 103 64
20 years 153 486 134 50 1,844 111 949 . 1,808 45 . 35
21 years 120 423 122 64 1,714 98 889 1,685 53 28
22 to 24 years 362 1,164 292 130 4,836 254 2,404 4,771 120 55
25 to 29 years 606 2,327 531 252 7,841 .374 4,146 7,708 277 109
30 to 34 years 674 .2,935 517 226 6,778 484 4,576 6,613 298 136

35 to 39 years 724 3,887 634 315 7,188 539 5,501 7,000 294 159
40 to 44 years 798 3,938 550 304 7,200 - 549 5,691 7,025 234 152
45 to 49 years 772 3,745 553 287 6,376 568 5,113 6,214 178 133
50 to 54 years 624 3,279 485 251 5,428 473 4,543 5,271 127 134
55 to 59 years 491 2,232 . 419 221 4,086 346 3,635 3,976 711 93

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTTable?-bm=y&-context=dt&-dsname=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-CONTEXT=dt&-mtname... 6/15/2005
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C .0
t;6 and 61 years

(
_5 u. -.. -~.

162 649 128 76 1.3881 1,186127 1.345 27 J 36
62to 64 years 235 846 167 96 1,847 162 1,552 1,800 26 40
65 and 66 years 121 509 120 53 1,117 99 977 1,090 32 22
67 to 69 years 189 612 161 76 1,676 148 1,483 1,632 25 36
70 to 74 years 261 819 217 122 2,313 242 2,183 2,257 46 47
75 to 79 years 202 504 201 86 1,792 178 1,548 1,760 12 24
80 to 84 years 95 287 107 64 991 115 865 971 6 19
85 years and over 72 200 66 --.... 40 529 69 511 524 4 5

Female: 11,687 45,658 9,139 . 4,466 103,400 8,031 73,885 101,041 3,054 2,008
Under 5 years 900 2,967 626 289 7,032 494 4.614 6,877 264 129
5 to 9 years 951 3,696 *667 342 7,470 608 5,204 7,291 31.1 140
10 to 14 years 944 •3,921 711 337 7,552 680 5,261 7,334 . 259 182
15 to 17 years. 608 2,288 432 213 4,332 316, 3,210 4,216 154 97
18 and 19 years 334 1,120 227 137 3159 228 2.001 3,097 98 53
20 years 1"62 447 107 69 1,624 95 937 1,599 48 25
21.years 138 394 117 61 1,563 105 887 1,533 32 28
22 to 24 years . 419 1,240 299 143 4.932 261 2,555 4,852 143 68
25 to 29 years 722 2,569 563 242 7,839 459 4,543 7,694 275 118
30 to 34 years 720 3,273 585 288 7,175 447 4,978 6,989 285 150
35 to 39 years 938 4,349 647 333 7,782 587 5,803 . 7,570 310 184
40 to 44 years' •890 4,401 651 . 307 7,883 637 5,942 7,696 236 167
45 to49 years 843 4,016 658 323 7,186 570 5,473 7,006 " 169 156
* 50 to 54 years 667 3.088 533 . 291 6,086 479 4,785 5,944 102 120
55 to 59 years 567 2,150 447 195 4,732 417 3,885 4,611 99 107
60 and 61 years 161 653 .155 84 1,629 142 1,235 1,587 26 39

S62 to 64 years 247 887 229 90 2,197 202 1,852 2,151 49 38
65 and 66 years. .151 516 130 78 1,497 135 1,233 1,464 28 30
67 to 69 years 233 716 190 112 2,134 207 1,779 2,098 37 30
70 to 74 years 335 - 1,025 356 187 3,335 303 .2,689 3,265 59 62
75 to 79 years 303 794 309 140 "2756 282 2,256 2,711 35 41
80 to 84 years 195 565 263 114 1,833 191 1,492 1,808 20 22
85 years and over 259 583 237 91 1,672 186 1,271 1,648 15 22

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P17. AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE [11 - Universe: Households
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and.definitions, see
htffr*.//fff~rndor •rnne,,e nn.,hnmn/nhlrI,nn~rfi/•nefvmt1, hfnt

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTTable? bm=y&-context=dt&-ds name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-CONTEXT=dt&-mtname... 6/15/2005
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eAv e,•r household size 1 2.771 2.851 2.651 2.631 2.551 2.601 2.531 2.551 2.821 2.811
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

• Hi. HOUSING UNITS [11- Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1)100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
h*h:/Ipfactfinder.census.gov/homelen/datanotes/expsfl u.htm.

Burke Columbia Jefferson Jenkins Richmond Screven • Augusta-Richmond i
Co nty,a County, County,a. County, County County, Aiken County, County (balance), Geor e ia
Georgila •Georgia Georgia. Georgia 'Georgia Georgia SuhI Georqat . ctGogaaiy eri

Total 8,842 33,321 7,221 3,907 82,312 6,853 61,987 80,481 2ý473 1,570

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H3. OCCUPANCY STATUS L3j - Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotestexpsfl u.htm. •

Burke Columbia Jefferson Jenkins Richmond Screven Aiken County, Augusta-Richmond Grovetown. HephzlbahAiken ~ Cont Coutyalance),Hehzba
County, County, County, County, County,-- County, South Carolina County (baan city, Georgia city, Georgia

.. Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia ....... Georgia
Total: 8,842 " 33,321 7,221 •3,907 82,312 6,853 61,987 80,481 2,473 1_570

Occupied 7,934 31,120 6,339 3,214 73,920 5,797 55,587 72,307 .2,159 1,374
Vacant 908" 2,201 882 69a 8,392 1,056 6,400 8,174 . 314 196

U.S. Census Bureau,Census 2000

* H4. TENURE [31 - Universe: Occupied housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

http://factfinder.census:qov/home/en/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

Burke Columbia Jefferson' Jenkins Richmond Screven Aiken County, Augusta;Richmond Grovetown Hephzibah
County, County, County, County, County, County, South County (balance), city, Georgia city, .Georgia

http://factfinder.census.gov/servldt/DTTable?_bm-=y&-context=dt&-ds_name=DEC_2000_SFlU&-CONTEXT=dt&-mtname... 6/15/2005
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Georala • Georala

A U5 r %.ji

I I Georala I Georola I Georala I Georala I Carolina I Georala . I . I
Total: 7,9341 31,1201 6,3391. 3,2141 .73,9201 5,7971 55,5871 72,307 2.1591 1,374

Owneroccupled 6,030 25,5571. 4,5771 2,3561 42,8401 4,5131 42,0361 41,563 1,288 1,088
Renter occu led 1,904 5,563 1762 858 31,080 1 284 13,551 30744 871 285

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H5. VACANCY STATUS [71 - Universe:Vacant housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
htto.//factfinder.census.aov/hometen/datanotes/expstl u.htm.

o SAiken Augusta-
Burke Columbia Jefferson Jenkins Richmond Screven County, Richmond Grovetown Hephzlbah

County, County, County, County, County, County, South County city, city,
Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Carolina (balance), Georgia. Georgia

Georgia
Total: 908 2,201 882 693 8,392 1,056 6,400 8,174 314 196

For rent 167 560 218 109 3,739 100 1,8661 3,644 163 92
For sale only. 77 760 64 37 1,160 77 1,062 " 1124 71 27

* Rented or sold, not occupied 97 *106 92 82 429 68 *659 419 6 • 7
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 108 338 78 186 288 164 494 280 3 8
For migrantworkers . 8 2 0 0 5 15 3 5 0 0
Other vacant 451 435 430 279 2,771 632 2,316, 2,702 71 62

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000.

Standard ErrorNariance documentation for this dataset:
Accuracy of the Data" Census 2000 Summarv File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data (PDF 44KB)

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DT7Iable? bm-'y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-CONTEXT=dt&-mt name... 6/15/2005
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P1. TOTAL POPULATION [11 - Universe: Total population
Data Set:.Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent fData

NOTE: For information on confidentiality prptectionnonsampling error, and definitions, see
hOp!cnd.g1i r.e nsY sgov/h om eterb dtan sf_ U.htm

Martinez 0M6lle.-iy ýSardiastbw-i,. :Sylvania city, .WeiV6esboro city, Aiken city, Allendale town, Barnwell city, Belvedere CDP, Blackville. town,..CDP, Georg-o -;ý .ýGeoraW . --P' South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina
Total 27,749 3,492 1,171 2,675 5,813 25,337 4,052 5,035 . 5,631 2,973
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P12. SEX BY AGE [491 - Universe: Total population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

Martinez Sardis Sylvania Waynesboro Aiken city. Allendale town, Barnwell city, Belvedere CDP, Blackville town;
CGoP1 Genrcty, town, city, city, Georgia South South Carolina South South Carolina South Carolina

Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia ctGoga Caroiina.- Carolina ______________

Total: 27,749 3,492 1,171 2,675 5,813 25,337 4.052 5,035 5,631 2,973
Male: 13,547 1,560 537 1,175 2,562 11,803 1861• 2,340 2,697 1,392

Under 5 years 936 124 60. 87 273 752 216 201 197 114
5 to 9 years 1,213 140 52 96 275 846 197 200 215 120
10 to 14 years 1,244 148 641 77 256 857 189 227 200 133
15 to 17 years 798 78 27 52 164 524 101 114 117 89
18 and 19 years 389 60 17 29 99 343 72 68 71 47
20 years. 154 19 3 19 43 184 26 26 30 31
21 years 110 .20 11 19 31 201 29 28 40 10
22 to 24 years 365 43 9 46 89 405 53 87 103 . 38
25 to 29 years .810 100 28 55 144 659 106 154 182 87
30 to 34 years 895 83 331 69 150 715 110 162 204 94
35 to 39 years 1,118 118 . 38 71 154 795 .97 152 227 101
40 to 44 years 1,224 122 36 84 159 907 116 152 224 . 86
45 to 49 years 1,151 100 31 . 70 163 901 123 154 173 95
50 to 54 years 110 . 83 31 78 122 800 115 144 137 90
55 to 59 years 687 82 19 59 92 635 70 113 161 .73

.60 and 61 years 207 27 5 13 33 216 35 . 36 52 . 22

.62to 64years 286 24 12 25 50 315 39 40 721 39

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTFable? bm=y&-context=dt&-dsname=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-_geoSkip= 10&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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65 and 66 vears 151 18
(v_

I A~ ~JL -r

10o 17 27 200 18 37 34 I j

67 to 69 years 188 30 6 28 54 308 28 39 50 27
70 to 74 years' 252 53 20 56 69 440 49 83 94 36
75 to 79 years 156 33 17 56 60 360 33 56 73 27
80 to 84 years 71 27 5 43 27 267 26 50 28 17
85years and over 34 28 3 26 28 173 13 17 13 3

Female: 14,202 1,932 6341 1,500 3,251 13,534 2,191 2,695 2,934 1,581
,Under 5 years 895 137 55 .-. 71 285 726 137 206 206 84
5 to 9 years 1,124 137 67 90 269 839 177 164 194 -105
10 to 14 years 1,183 131 48 85 240 .. 832 189 204 198 142
15 to 17 years 743 95 29 .49 173 510 116 116 106 81
18 and 19 years .328 59 16 38 100 433 65 65 72 35
20 years 151 32 18 27 40 215 31 25 41 20
21 years 127 35 7 15 48 185 21 34 39 24
22 to 24 years 382 57 27 42 132 428 95 "116 100 60
25 to 29 years 847 92 . 46 72 197 748 133 194 185 74
30 to 34 years 1,018 103 41 68 184 749 127 161 233 108
35 to 39 years 1,302 129 36 90 212 894 144 204 218 118

•40 to 44 years 1,372 122 41 .103 228 997 139 212 217 122
45 to 49 years 1,396 128 43 91 193 1,012 160 175 197 108
50 to 54 years 1,040 138 33 73 147 879 144 144 192 106
55 to 59 years 679 74 23 103. 128 711 110 126 178 94
60 and 61 years 232 40 8 26 32 246 35 44 59 22
62 to 64 years 257 34 11 36 80 363 .53 44 70 34
65and66years ._ 162 38 5 20 50 244 33 53 50 22
67 to 69 years 225 57 15 46 82 379 44 78 75 41
70 to 74 years .319 91 21 90 118 621 66 96 117 66
75 to 79 years 211 71 21 99 108 600 82 99 104 49
80 to 84 years 115 65 10 82 84 .453 39 73 46 38
85years and over 94 67 13 84 121 4701 51 62 37 28

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P17. AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE [1I - Universe: Households
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data.

NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
http:llfactrnder.census.gov/home/en/datanoteslexpsfl u.htm.

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTTable?-bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC-200-SF1_U&-_geoSkip=10&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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H1. HOUSING UNITS[1 - Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

hLttp:/factfinder.census.govlhomelen/datanoteslexpsflu.htm.

Martinez I Millen city, Sardis town, I Sylvania city, I Waynesboro city, Aiken city,. Allendale town, Barnwell city,. Belvedere CDP, Blackville town,
CDP, Georgia I Georgia Georgia Georgia I Georgia South Carolina South Carolina I South Carolina I South Carolina I South Carolina 3

Total 10,320 1,567 519 1,285 2,395 11,373 1,763 2,304 2,430 1,332

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H3. OCCUPANCY STATUS f3] - Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
h.tp:J/factfinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotestexpsf1 u.htm.

Martinez Millen city, Sardis town, Sylvania Waynesboro Aiken city, Allendale town, Barnwell city, Belvedere CDP, Blackville town,
CDP, South

Georgia Georgia Georgia city, Georgia city, Georgia Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina
Total: 10,320 1,567 519 1,285 2,395 11,373 1,763 2,304 "2,430 .1,332

Occupied 9,886 1,321 419 1,088 2,151 10,287 1,542 2,035 2 ,2 45 1,145

Vacant 434 246 100 197 244 1,086 221 269 185 187
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H4. TENURE [31 - Universe: Occupied housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

Martnez illen Sardis Sylvania Waynes boro Aiken city, Allendale town, Barnwell city, Belvedere CDP, Blackvllie town,
CDP, MGeorgia r town, city, city, Georgia South South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina

, Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia Carolina

Total: 9.886 1,321 419 1,088 2,151 10,287 1,542 2,035 "- 2,245 1,145
Owner occupied_ 7,938 849 339 683 1,177 6,804 1,019 1,272 1,663 817
Renter occupied 1,948 472 80 4051 974 3,483 523 763 582 328

http://factfinder.census-gov/servlet/DTTable?-bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC-2000-SF1-U&--ge.oSkip=10&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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U.S. CensudTBureau
Census 2000

H5. VACANCY STATUS [71 - Universe: Vacant housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE, For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
[ •pY-_htfimn.de, . g .y/t -me /._ ta e x _s__._ __t,._.___•

Martinez Millen Sardis Sylvania Waynesboro Aiken city, Allendale Barnwell Belvedere Biackviie
CDP, city, town, city, South town, South city, South CDP, South town, South

Georgia Georgia Georgia Georgia city, Georgia Carolina Carolina Carolina Carolina Carolina

Total: 434 246 .100 197 244 1,086 221 269 185 187

For rent 144 85 16 38 83 415 31 111 68 42

For sale only 163 29 11 25 17 219 49 15 42 17

Rented or sold. not occupied 27 15 4 11 32 90 27 6 8 24

For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 18 7 10 8 10 .113 17 19 2 14

For migrant workers 2 0 0 14 2 0 0 0 0 0

Othervacant 80 110 59 101 100 249 97 118 65 90

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

* Standard Error/Variance documentation for this dataset:
Accuracyof the Data: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data (PDF 44KB)

http://factfinder census.gov/servlet/DTTable?-bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC-2000-SF1-U&--geoSkip=10&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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P1. TOTAL POPULATION [1] - Universe: Total population . .
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
h p'lLfa~c!•r]_d.r,._•ss.gotvlh ~ a~tanotese psflu.htm.

Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, Gloverville CDP, Jackson town, New n Nouth Augusta Springfield town, WNlliston town,South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina town, South city, So South Carolina South Carolina
South Carolina ~~~~Carolina I Carolina SotCalia ouhCrin

Total 4,199 3,328 3,206 2,805 1,625 2,250 17,574 504 3,307
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P12. SEX BY AGE [491 - Universe: Total population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
httop/factlinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotes/exasflu.htm.

Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, GloverIle CDP, Jackson town, New Ellenton North Augusta Springfield town, Williston to
South Carolina South South " South town, South city, South i wn,

Carolina Carolina South Carolina Carolina Carolina Carolina South Carolina South Carolina

Total: 4,199 3 328 3,206 2,805 1,625 2,250 17,574 504 3,307
Male: 2,020 1,535 2,062 1,362 789 1,077 8,252 230 1,538

Under 5 years 157 129 103 133 43 69 671 19 142
5 to 9 years 138 119 77 113 62 74 622 16 132
10 to 14 years 137 120 82 95 72 98 573 13 133
15 to 17 years 83 .65 78 47 44 48 372 10 93
18 and 19 years 63 50 57 39 29 23 184 2 50
20 years 22 25 41 13 4 20 '86 9 17
21 years 25 • 22 50 19 5 15 93 0 18
22 to 24 years 79 69 133 63 19 26 321 4 43
25 to 29 years 146 96 266 102 29 59 577 16 85
30 to 34 years 151 88 220 86 40 65 654 10 88
35 to 39 years 164 88 230 116 59 84 689 12 112
40 to 44 years 173 96 195 97 75 86 668 16 107
45 to 49 years 125 131 148 90 58 88 595 16 108
50 to 54 years 140 101 121 88 55 67 500 . 11 87
55 to 59 years 114 84 65 77 37 57 383 15 80
60 and 61 years 37 28 24 26 12 .16 136 4 " 25

http://factfinder.census.gov/servletlDTTable?jbm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC._2000_SF1_U&-_geoSkip=20&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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P1. TOTAL POPULATION [1f - Universe: Total population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Daita

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
Mt.A, cfinr_ ,uc.m•n h n o.

Clearwater CDP, Denmark cityi Fairfax town, Gloverville CDP, Jackson town,* New Ellenton North Augusta Springfield town, Williston town,
i. South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina town, South city, South South Carolina South Carolina

Carolina Carolina
Total 4,199 3,328 3,206 2,805 1,6251 2,250 17,574 504 3.307
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P12. SEX BY AGE [491 - Universe: Total Population
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, seebttp.:&_c~ftinde .c .sov/home/en/datanoies/exPsf1u.htm.
Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, Gloverille CDP, Jackson town, New Ellenton North Augusta Springfield town, Williston town,
South Carolina South South SouCrolin South town, South city, South South Carolina South Carolina
South Carolina Carolina Carolina South Carolina Carolina Carolina Carolina SuhCrln SotCali

Total: 4,199 3,328 •3,206 2,805 1,625 2,250 17,574 504 3307
Male: 2,020 11535 21062 1,362 789 1,077 8,252 230 l:538

Under 5 years 157 129 103 133 43 69 671.• 19 142
5 to 9 years 138 119 77 113 62 74 622 16 132
10 to 14 years 137 120 82 95 72 98 573 13 133
15 to 17 years 83 65 78 47 44 48 372 10 93
18 and 19 years 63 50 57 ' 39 29 23 184 2 50
2O years 22 25 41 13 4 20 86 9 17
21 years 25 22 50 19 5 15 93 0 18
22 to 24 years 79 *69 - 133 63 19 26 321 4 43
25 to 29 years . 146 96 266 102 29 59 577 16 85

/ 30 to 34 years 151 88 220 86 40 65 654 10 88
35 to 39 years 164 88 230 116 59 84 689 12 112
40 to 44.years 173 96 195 •97 75 86 668 16 107
45 to 49 years 125 131 148 90 58 88 595 16 108
50 to 54 years 140 101 121 88 55 67 500 11 . 87
55 to 59 ears 114 84 65 77 37 57 383 15 . 80
60 and 61 years 37 28 24 26 12 16 136 4 25

http://fictfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTFable?_bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC-2000-SF1-U&---geoSkip=20&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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620to 64 vears I 521
(

31

I a5..... A.. ~.JI -*I*

(I
44 26 13 16 167 10 27

65 and 66 years 33 23 15 23 11 20 100 9 19

67 to 69 years 45 34 16 32 24 28 167 10 34

70 to 74 years 68 54 46 31 60 65 265 13 61

75 to 79 years 40 37 31 18 21 31 223 3 37

80to 84 years 19 22 23 20 12 13 125 4, 25

85 years and over 9 10 .. 15 3 5 9 81 8 15

Female: 2,179 1179 3  1,144 1.. 1,443 836 1,173 9,322 274 1,769

Under 5.years 144 111 69 115 33 .56 611 14 104

5 to9 years 155 115 88 107 48 77 634 10 125

10 to4years 156 143 69 " 83 62 76 593 15 113

15 to'17 years, 73 90 36 61 35 61 355 5 84

18 and 19 years 58 39 32 41 23 30 199 5 44

20 years 27 22 21 24 7 .13 112 0 32

21 years 21 22 17 24 5 13 107 4 24

22 to 24 years . . 75 74 48 62 20 43 382 13 74

25to 29 years 161 108 61 97 46 66 653 18 97

30.to 34 years 131 134 59 98 61 . 70 722 11 93

35 to 39 years 177 92 78 108 52 79 736 17 135

40 to 44 years 149 121 78 94 94 93 720 13 139

45 to 49 years 139 129 82 92 47 90 666 17 121

50 to 54 years 130 107 79 98 54 69 524 19 86

55 to 59 years 126 110 56 79 30 .68 446 17 83

60 and 61 years 44 25 17 32 13 .... 31 137 6 37

62 to 64 years 68 43 37 43 38 34 190 20 52

65 and 66 years 52 26 14 18 26 28 149 7 39

67 to 69 years 59 63 34 31 30 49 206 11 44

70 to 74 years 92 81 46 49 56 56 356 •13 81

75to 79.years 64 68 29 44 26 39 349 . 12 65

80to 84years 43 44 41 24 17 18 227 15 55

85 years and over 35 26 53 19 13 14 248 12 42

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

P17. AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE [11 - Universe: Households
Data Set: Cehsus 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

.NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, honsampling error, and definitions, see
jh~p* /Lfact-flndrcernsuts~goY4ihmeýpJ/(e noteg-stex htm

,Denmarkcity, Fairfaxtown, CPJackson town, New Ellenton North Augusta Springfield tow Williston town,Clearwater CDP', .Dn* k y FlfxtwGloverville CDP,. • Sprngfel town, South ctSuh SuhCrln

South Carolina South South South South town, South city, South W
SouthiCarolinaiCarolina Carolina Carolina * Carolina Carolina South Carolin Carolina ,

'Averae household size . 2.44 2.47 2.46 2.45 2.40 2.54 .2.35 2.21 2.48

-U.S. Census Bureau

http://f"ctfinder.census.gov/servl tIDTTab.e?_ m=y&-context=dt&-ds name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-._geoSkip=20&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005



~IewwUMM IUUieS - tIMCHiUn i'iwLrifluer

Census 2000
(

A Ur5% a. %JI. -I*

H1. HOUSING UNITS [11 - Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 1 00-Percent Data•

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
ht_!p:/factfinder.census.govlhome/en/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, Gloverville CDP, Jackson town, New Elenton North Augusta Springfield town, Williston town,South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina town, South city, South South Carolina South CarolinaJ _ ___ . Carolina Carolina
Total 1,938 1,537 948 1,324 788 1,079 . 7,923 263 1,460
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H3. OCCUPANCY STATUS L3] - Universe: Housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protectlon, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
hip:i.fgactfinder.census. ov/homelen/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, Gloverville CDP, Jackson tow New Eltenton North AuguSth Springfield town, Willtston town,SothCaoin Suh ow, town, South city, South Springieldrowin, WStonuthaowin,
South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina South Carolina CarolinaSouth Carolina South Carolina

Total: 1,938 1,537 948 1,324 788 1,079 7.923 263 1,460
Occupied 1,717 1,331 845 1,142 677 876 7,330 228 1,310
Vacant 221 206 103 182 111 203 593 35 150

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H4. TENURE [31-Universe: Occupied housing Units

Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File-1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
.h-tlp•/f-a~cjf-injde-r-q•-ns-us-.gov/home/en/datanoles/expsffu-.htLm-

Clearwater CDP, Denmark city, Fairfax town, own, ew Elenton North Augusta Springfield town, Williston town,South South Carolina South Carolina town, South city, South South Carolina South Carolina
Carolina Southin Carolina

Totlaulri carolina South Caoln South Con Carolina Carolina
i oa: "1,717 1,331 845 1.142 677 878 7,330 . 228! 1,310

I. I I . . I I I . I

http://factfinder.census.gov/servletlDTTable?-bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC-2000-SF•1U&-_geoSkip=20&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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RA
I Owner occupled I 1.1251 7871 51•R [ R~I

S4794 4 toAI

Renter occu led -,592 _5441 2791 3771 1241 1841 2,5361 321 449
U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

H5. VACANCY STATUS 71 - Universe: Vacant housing units
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data

NOTE: For Int6nnation on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
bttp.l p;/_/fa~ctinde r._c~nat J s. g 9vj~iogneLe-nA.a ot .a exsfluhlm

FairfaxNeNotClearwater Denmark town Gloverville Jackson New Norta Springfield WillNstonCDSuh ctSuh tw, CP town, owSuh Ellenton Augusta Srigil Wiiso
CarSouth CoP, South. town, South city, South town, South town, South

Carolina -Carolina Carouina Carolina l Carolina CarolinaCaoln Carolina Carolina Croia' Coin

Total: 221 206 103 182 i11 203 593 35 150
Forrent 117 44 13 41 .49 63 243 1 40
For sale only 23 31 15 19 22 29 145 4 20
Rented or sold, not occupied 16 16 18 23 21 24 63 4 18
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 13 13 12 4 4 12 36 4 17
For migrant workers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other vacant 52 102 45 95 15 75 106 22 55

U.S. Census Bureau
Census 2000

Standard ErrorlVariance documentation for this dataset:
Accuracy of the Data: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF I 1100-Percent Data (PDF 44KBI

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTTable?j_bm=y&-context=dt&-dsname=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-_geoSkip=20&-CONTEX... 6/15/2005
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P1. TOTAL POPULATION 11. - Universe: Total population.,
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File.1 (SF 1) 100-Perceht Data

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
b"tftpfa;n rcer .su ._ v/bomeLe nd taa t ps !_,

Girard town, Hampton city, Louisville city, • Statesboro city, Swainsboro city, Wadley city, Edgefleld town, South Varnville town, South
Georgia Georgia Georgla Georgia .Georgla Georgia Carolina Carolina I

. Total 227 3,857 2,712 22,698 6,943 .2088 4,449 2,074
U.S. Census Bureau

* Census 2000

Standard Error/Variance documentation for this dataset:
Accuracy of the Data: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data (PDF 44KB)

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/DTTable? bm=y&-context=dt&-ds-name=DEC_2000_SF1_U&-mt name=DEC 2000_SF1_... 7/8/2005
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QT-P1. Age Group sand Sex: 2000
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

Number Percent
Males

: Both per 100
Age. • _........Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females

Totalpopulation 8,186,453 4,027,113 4,159,340 100.0 .100.0 100.0 96.8
Under 5 years . 595,150 304,100 291,050 7.3 7.6 7.0 104.5
5to 9years 615,584 313,945 301,639 7.5 7.8 7.3 104.1
10 to 14 years 607,759 311,645 296,114 7.4 77J . 7.1 105.2

15 to 19 years 596,277 309,814 286,463 7.3 7.7 6.9 108.2
20 to 24 years 592,196 306,463 285,733 7.2 7.6 6.9 107.3
25 to 29 y ears .641,750 325,750 316,000 7.8 8.1 7.6, 103.1
30 to 34 years 657,506 330,797 326,709 8.0 8.2 7.9 101.3
35 to 39 years 698,735 347,792 350,943 8.5 8.6 8.4 99.1
LOto 44 years , 654,773 322,711 33-2062 8.0 8.0 8.0 97.2

45 to 49 yea 573,017 278,549 294.468 7.0 6.9 7.1 94.6
50 to 54 years 506.975 246,401 260,574 6.2 6.1 6.3 94.6
55 to 59yr375,651 182,321 193,330 4.6 4.5 4.6 94.3
60.to.64 years 285,805 135,594 .150,211 3.5 3.4 3.6 90.3
65 to 69 years 236,634 107,826 E 1286808 2.9 2.7 3.1 83.7
70 to 74 years 199,061 84,861 1 114:200 2.4 2.1 2.7 74.3
75to 79 years . 157,569 60,768 96,801 1.9 1.5 2.3 62.8
8to 84 years 104-154 .35,388 68766 1.3 0.9 1.7 51.5
85 to 89y-ears 58,215 16,082 42,133 0.7 0.4 1.0 38.2
90 years and over 296-42 6P306 23,336 0.4 0.2 0.6 27.0

Under 18 years 2_1 9,234 1111,589 .1057645 26.5 27.6 25.4 105.1

18 to 64 years 5,231,944 2,604293 2,627,651 63.9 64.7 63.2 99.1
18 to 24 years 837732 434:378 403,354 10.2 10.8 9.7 107.7
25 to 44 years ....._2,52_ 764 1,_327050 .1325,714 32.4 33.0 31.9 100.1

*25 to 34 years 1,299,256 656,547 642.709 15.9 16.3 15.5 102.2
35 to 44 years ,1,353,508 7 683005 16.5 16.6 16.4 98.2

45 to 64 years 1,741,448 842.865 898.583 21.3 20.9 21.6 93.8
45 to 54 years 1,079,992 524,950 555,042 13.2 13.0 13.3 94.6

http://factfinder-census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-contýxt=qt&-qrý-name=DEC-2000_SF1_-U-QTP1&-ds-name=DEC-20... • 6/28/2005
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Number Percent

Males
Both per 100

Age . Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females
55 to 64 years 661,456 317.915 343,41 8.11 .7.9 8.3- 92.5

856years and over 785,275 311,231 474,044 9.6 7.7 11.4 65.7
65 to 74 years 435,695 192,687 243,008 5.3 4.8 5.8 79.3
75 to 84 years 261,723 96,156 165,567 3.2 2.4 4.0 58.1
85 years and over •87,857 22,388 65,469 1.1 0.6 1.6 34.2

16 years and over " 6,250,708 3,036,726 3.213.982 76.4 75.4 77.3 94.5
18 years and over 6017,219 2,915,524 3,101,695 73.5 72.4 74.6 94.0
21 years and over .5,646,535 2,722,560 '2,923,975 69.0 67.6 70.3 93.1
60 years and over 1,071,080 .446,825 624V255 13.1 11.1 15.0 71.6
62_years and over 948,821 388,284 560,537 11.6 9.6 13.5 69.3
67 years and over 685,867 265,502 420,365 8.4 6.6 10.1 63.2
75 years and over 349,580 118,544 231,036 4.3 2.9 5.6 51.3

Median ag_(yea'rs. 33.4 32.1 34.6 (X) (X) (X) (X)
(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices P13 and PCT12.

QT-P1. Age! GrovupsA and Sex: 2000
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Burke County, Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confldentlality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
httlpJlfactfinder.census.govIhome/en/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

_ Number Percent
Males

Both per 100
Age Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females

Total population 22,243 10,556 11,687 100.0 100.0 100.0 90.3
Under 5 years . .......... 1,781 881 900 8.0 8.3 7.7 97.9
5to9years 1,972 1021 951 8.9 9.7 8.1 , 107.4
10 to 14 years 1975 1:031 944 8.9 9.8 8.1 109.2
15 to 19 years .. 1P904 962 942 8.6 9.1 8.1 102.1
2O to 24 years 1,354 635 719 6.1 6.0 6.2 88.3
25 to 2_9ears 1.328 606 722 6.0 5.7 6.2 83.9
30 to 34 years 1,394 674 720 6.3 6.4 6.2 93.6
35 to 39 years 1,662 .. 724 938 7.5 6.9 8.0 77.2
40 to 44 years 1,688 798 890 7.6 7.6 7.6 89.7

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable? bm=y&-context=qt&-qr name=DEC 2000_SF1_U.QTPI&-ds name=DEC_20... 6/28/2005



.Quick Tables - American FactFinder
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rage j or o

Number Percent
Males

Both per 100
Age Both sexes Male 'Female sexes Male Female females
45 to 49 ye.ars 1615 772 843 7.3 7.3 7.2 91.6
50 to 54 years 1,291 624 667 5.8 5.9 5.7 93.6
55 to 59 years 1,058 491 567 4.8 -4.7 4.9 86.6
60 to 64 years 805 397 408 3.6 3.8 3.5 97.3
65_to 69years 694 310 384 3.1 2.9 3.3 80.7
0 to7L4_years 596 261 335 2.7 2.5 2.9 77.9

75 to 79 years 505 202 303 2.3 1.9 2.6 66.7
80 to 84 years 290 95 195 1.3 0.9 1.7 48.7
85 to 89 years 225 58 167 1.0 0.5 1.4 34.7
90 ears and over . 106 14 92 0.5 0.1 0.8 15.2

Under 18 years . 6,954 3,551 3,403 31.3 33.6 29.1 104.3
18 to 64jyears 12,873 6.065 6,808 57.9 57.5 58.3 89.1

18 to 24 years 2,032 979 1,053 9.1 9.3 9.0 93.0
25 to 44 years 6,072 2,802 3,270 27.3 26.5 28.0 85.7

25 to 34 years 2,722 1,280 1,442 12.2 12.1 12.3 88.8
35 to 44 years 3,350 1,522 1,828 15.1 14.4 15.6 -83.3

45 to 64 years 4,76 9  2,284 2,485 21.4 21.6 21.3 91.9
45 to 54 years 2,906 1,396 1l510 13.1 13.2 12.9 92.5
55 to 64 years 1,863 888 975 8.4 8.4 8.3 91.1

65 years and over 2,416 940 1,476 10.9 8.9 12.6 63.7
* 65to 74 ears 1,290 571 719 5.8 5.4 6.2 79.4

75 to 84 years 795 297 498 3.6 2.8 4.3 59.6
85 years and over 331 72 259 1.5 0.7 2.2 27.8

16 years and over 16,092 7,394 8,698 72.3 70.0 74.4 85.0
18 years and over 15,289 7,005 8,284 68.7 66.4 70.9 84.6
21years and over 14,296 6,508 7,788 64.3 61.7 66.6 83.6

60years and over 3,221 1,337 1,884 14.5 12.7 16.1 71.0
62 years and over 2,898 1,175 1,723 13.0 1.1.1 14.7 68.2
67 years and over 2,144 819 1,325 9.6 7.8 11.3 61.8
75 years and over 1,126 369 757 5.1 3.5 6.5 48.7

Median age (years) 33.0 . 31.0 34.7 . X).. (A) (A) (X) .
(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices P13 and PCT12.

QT-P1..Ae pGroups and Sex: 2000.
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Columbia County, Georgia

http:Hfactffinderi.census.gov/servlet/QTlable?_bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC 2000_SF1-U-QTP1&-ds-name=DEC-20... 6/28/2005
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NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection. nonsampling error, and definitions, see
http'J/factfinder.census.gov/home/on/datanotes/expsf1 u.htm.

.... Number Percent.
Males

Both per 100
Age __ _ Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females

Total population 89,288 43,630  45,658 100.0 100.0 100.0 95.6
n~de5years 6,198 3,231 2,967 6.9 7.4 6.5 108.9

5to_9_years___ 7,504 3,808 3,696 .8.4 8.7 8.1 103.0
l10to 14 years 7,994 4.073 3,921 9.0 9.3 8.6 103.9
15to 19 years .7,084 3676 3,408 7.9 8.4 7.5 107.9
20 to 24 years 4,154 2,073 2,011 4.7 4.8 4.6 99.6

__5 t.o 29_ears 4,896_ 2,327 2,569 5.51 5.3 5.6 90.6
30 to 34 years 6,208i 21935 3,273 7.0 6.7 7.2 89.7
35 to 39 years 8236 3,887 4,349 92 8.9 9.5 89.4
40 to 44 ears 8,339 31938 4,401 •9.3 9.0 9.6 89.5
45 to 49 years' 7,761 3,745 4,016 8.7 8.6 8.8 93.3
50 to 54 years 6,367 3,279 3,088 7.1 7.5 6.8 106.2

55 to 59 years 4,382 2,232 2,150 4.9 5.1 4.71 103.8
60 to 64 years 3,035 1,495 1,540 3.4 3.4 3.4 97.1
65 to 69 years . 2.353 1,12.1 1,232 2.6 2.6 2.7 91.0
70 to74 years 1,844 819 1,025 2.1 1.9 2.2 79.9

75 to 79 Years 1,298 504 794 1.5 1.2 1.7 63.5
80 to 84Years 852 287 565 1.0 0.7 1.2 50.8
q5to 89 years 530 149 381 0.6 0.3 0.8 39.1
90 years and over 253 51 202 0.3 0.1 0.4 25.2

Under 18 years 26,430 13,558 12,872 29.6 31.1 28.2 105.3
18to 64 years 557.8 27,141 28,587 62.4 62.2 62.6 94.9

18 to24 years 3,303 3201 7.3 7.6 7.0 103.2
9years 2 13,087 14,592 31.0 30.0 32.0 89.7

25 to 34 years 11,104 5,262 51842 12.4 12.1 12.8 90.1
35 to 44 years 16,575 7,825 8,750 18.6 17.9 19.2 .89.4

45 to 64 years 21,545 10,751 10,794 24.1 24.6 23.6 99.6
45 to 54 years 14,128 7,024 7,104 15.8 16.1 15.6 98.9
55 to 64 years 7,417 3,727 3,690 8.3 8.5 8.1 101.0

Gsyears and over 7,130 2,931 4,199 8.0 6.7 9.2 69.8
65 to 74 years 4197 1,940 2,257 4.7 4.4 4.9 86.0

75 to 84 years 2,150 791 1,359 2.4 1.8 3.0 58.2

85 years and over 783 200 583 0.9 0.5 1.3 34.3

i6 years and over 09 31,688 34,321 73.9 72.6 75.2 92.3
18 years and over .62,858 30.072 32,786 70.4 68.9 71.8 91.7
21.years and over 59,575 28,356 31,219 66.7 65.0 68.4 90.8
60 years and over 10,165 4,4261 5,739 11.4 10.1 12.6 77.1

http:Hfactfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr.-name=DEC-2000-SF1-U-QTP1&-dsname=DEC-20... 6/28/2005
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Number Percent
Males

Both per 100
Age Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females
62 years and over 8,863 3,777 5,086 9.9 8.7 11.1 74.3
67_years and over 6.105 2,422 3,683 6.8 .5.6 8.1 65.8
75 years and over 2,933 991 .- •. ... 1,942 3.3 2.3 .. 4.3 51.0

Median age (years) 35.4 34.5 36.0 (X (X) (X) (

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices P13 and PCT12.

QT-P1. Age Groups and Sex: 2000
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Richmond County, Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
btt p.;f ! •nd!er. •e_•sgovM om ~e ndaI ao sflu.htm.

Number- Percent
Males

Both per 100
Age Both sexes Male Female sexes Male Female females

Total population 1991775 96,375 103,400 100.0 100.0 100.0 93.2
Under 5 years 14,244 7212 7,032 7.1 7.5 6.8 102.6
5 to 9 years 15,245 7,775 7470 7.6 8.1 7.2 104.1
0a ql4 years 15,250 7,698 7,552 7.6 8.0 7.3 101.9

15 tol19years 16,237 8,746 7,491 8.1 9.1 7.2 116.8
20 to 24 years 16,513 8,394. 81119 8.3 8.7 7.9 103.4
25 to 29 years . 15680 7,841 7,839 7.81 8. 7.6 100.0

30 2o 34 years 13,953 6,778 7,175 7.0 7.0 6.9 94.5
35 to 39 years 14,970 7,188 7,782  7.5 7.5 7.5 92.4
40 to 44 years 15,083 71200 7,883 7.5 7.5 7.6 91.3
45 to 49 years 13,562 6,376 7,186 6.8 6.6 6.9 88.7
50 to 54 years 11,514 5."428 6,086 5.8 5.6 5.9 89.2
55 to 59 years ._8,818 4,086 4*732 4.4 4.2 4.6 86.3

60 to 64 years 7t061 3,235 3,826 3.5 3.4 3.7 84.6
650to 69 years 6,424 2,7930 3.,631 3.2 2.9 3.5 76.9
70 to 74 years _ ___ 5,648 2,313 3,335 2.8 2.4 3.2 69.4

75 to79 years _ 4,548 1,792 2,756 2.3 1.9 2.7 65.0

80 to 84 years 2,824 991 1,833 1.4 1.0 1.8 54.1
85 to 89 years 1,452 386 1 066 0.7 0.4 1.0 36.2
90years and over '_ 749 143 . 606 0.4 0.1 0.6 23.6

http://factfinder-census.gov/servletIQTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-2000-SFI1_UQTP1&-ds-name=DEC_20... 6/28/2005
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Number * Percent
Number Percent

Age Both sexes Male
Both

sexes, Male

Mates
per 100
femalesFemale Female

Ujnder 18 years 53,608 27,222 26,386 26.8 28.2 25.5 103.2
18 to 64 year!§ 124,522 60,735 63,787 62.3 63.0 61.7 95.2
S168to24years 23,881. 12,603 . 11,278 12.0 13.1 10.9 111.7
25 to 44 years. 59,686 . 291007 .30679 29.9 30.1 29.7 94.6

25 to 34 years ... 29,633 14,619 15,014 14.8 15.2 14.5 97.4
35 to 44 years .30053 14,388 15,665 15.0, 14.9 15.1 91.8

45 to 64 years 40,955 19,125 21,830 ,20.5 19.8 21.1 87.6
45 to 54 years 25,076 .11,804 13,272 12.6 12.2 12.8 88.9
55 to 64 years 15,879 7,321 8,558 7.9 7.6 8.3 85.5

65 years and over 21,645 8,418 13,227 10.8 8.7 12.8 63.6
* 65 to 74 years " _ _ 12,072 5,106 6,966 6.0 5.3 6.7 73.3
75 to 84 years 7,372 2,783 4,589 3.7 2.9 4.4 60.6

*85 yearsand over 2,201 529 1,672 1.1 0.5 1.6 .31.6

16 years and over 152,009 72124 79,885 76.1 74.8 77.3 90.3
18 years and over 146,167 69,153 77,014 73.2 71.8 74.5 89.8
21 years and over 135,331 63,100 72,231 67.7 65.5 69.9 87.4
60Oyears and over 28,706 11,653 17,053 14.4 12.1 16.5 68.3
62jyears and over - 25,689 10,265 .15424 12.9 10.7 14.9 66.6
§7years and over .19,031 7,301 11,730 9.5 7.6 11.3 62.2

5years anover .... 9,573 3,312 .6,261 4.8 3.4 6.1 52.9

Median age (years) 32.3 30.3 34.3 .(X) (X) (X) (X)

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices P13 and PCT12.

hlttp://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-2000-SFI1_U-QTP1&-dsname=DEC_20... 6/28/2005



S.r..ary File 1: Census2oo ( Page1 of2

Census 2000 Gatewav I Gloss

Summary File 1(SF 1) fefAoi-e)

Sunm.mary File 1 (SF 1) contains 286 detailed tables focusing on age, sex, households, families, and housing units.
These tables provide in-depth figures by race and Hispanic origin; some tables are repeated for each of nine
race/Latino groups. Counts also are provided for over forty American•Indian and Alaska Native tribes and for
groups within, race categories. The race categories include eighteen Asian groups and twelve Native Hawaiian and
Other Pacific Islander groups. Counts of persons of Hispanic origin by country* of origin (twenty-eight groups) are
also shown.

Summary File 1 presents data for the United States, the 50 states, and the District of Columbia in a hierarchical"
sequence down to the block level for many tabulations, but only to the census tract level for others. Summaries are
included for other geographic areas such as ZIP Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAs) and Congr.essional districts.

Geographic coverage for Puerto Rico is comparable to the 50 states. Data are presented in abhierarchical.
sequence down the block level for many tabulations, but only to the census tract level for others. Geographic areas
include barrios, barrios-pueblo, subbarrios, places, census tracts, block groups, and blocks. Summaries also are
included for other geographic areas such as ZIP Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAs).

Summary File 1 detailed tables are identified according to geographic coverage:

* Population tables (Pn) are available to the block level
• Housing tables (Hn) available to the block level

.0 Population Census Tract tables (PCTn) are available to the census tract level only

Additional tables and maps have been derived from the detailed tables. For fast, easy' access to all tables and
maps in Summary File 1, go to the Data Sets page.

. 1 Demographic Profile (DP) covering many population and housing characteristics for a single geography
at a time.

9 15 Quick Tables (QTn) that locus on a few, population or housing characteristics for a single geography.
* 15 Geographic Comparison Tables (GCTn) that focus on a few population or housing characteristics for

many related geographic areas.
* Over 100 Thematic Maps that focus on a single characteristic for many geographic areas.

Data: Access to all tables and maps in American FactFinder

Purchase Products: Summary Files for sale through the Customer Services Center

Product Support: Summary File 1 Disc Product Support

Tutorial: Summary File 1 DVD

FTP Download: All Files FTP Read me: MS W6rd I WordPerfect IText

Documentation: Technical Documentation [PDF]
- Comparing SF 3 Estimates with Corresponding Values in SF 1 and SF 2
- Same-Sex Unmarried Partner Data from the 1990 and 2000 Censuses
Release dates

[PDF] orE1 denotes a file in Adobe's Portable Document Format. To view the file, you will need the AdobeG Acrobat®
Reader &, available for free from Adobe.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Public Information Office

~1~~.~/ww/OO kimfk~ 1html7190S "/19W')175
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Author: pio@censusjgov

Last Revised: February 18, 2005 at 03:18:54 PM

Census Bureau Links: Home • Search. Subjects A-Z. FAQs. Data Tools . Catalog . Census 2000. Quality. Privacy Policy. Contact
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Census 2000: Demographic Profiles
e~~Z.us (~c43 D-"a&oCX)Page 1of 1

Census 2000 Gateway I Go

c9rr,Summary File 3 (SF 3)

Summary File 3 consists of 813 detailed tables of Census 2000 social, economic and housing characteristics compiled fr
of approximately 19 million housing units (about 1 in 6 households) that received the Census 2000 long-form questionna"
tables are repeated for nine major race and Hispanic or Latino groups: White alone; Black or African American alone; An
Indian and Alaska Native alone; Asian alone; Native Hawaiian and Othe'r Pacific Islander alone; Some other race alone;
races; Hispanic or Latino; and White alone, not Hispanic or Latino.

Summary File 3 presents data for the United States, the 50 states, the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico in a hierarch
sequence down to the block group for many tabulations, but cinly to the census tract levels for others. Summaries are inc
other geographic areas such as Zip Code Tabulation Areas (ZCTAsTM) and Congressional districts (106 th Congress).

Summary File 3 includes.484 population tables and 329 housing tables that are identified according to geographic cover,

o Population (P) and Housing (H) tables are available to the block group
o Population (PCT) and Housing (HCT) tables are available to the census tract level only-

Data: • Access to all tables and maps in American FactFinder

Purchase Products: Summary Files for sale through Customer. Services Center

Product Support: Summary File 3 Disc Product Support

FTP Download: All Files FTP Read me (MSWord I WordPerfect Te_ _!x

Documehtation: Technical Documentation [PDF] (6M)
- Comparing SF 3 Estimates with Corresponding Values in SF 1 and SF 2
- Same-Sex Unmarried Partner Data from the 1990 and 2000 Censuses
Release dates

Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Public Information Office

(301) 763-3030
Author: pio@census.cov.

-Last Revised: February 18, 2005 at 03:18:35 PM

Census Bureau Links: Home. Search. Subjects A-Z. FAQs . Data Tools. Catalog . Census 2000. Quality . Privacy Policy. Contact

Us

USCENSU SBUREAU
Helpig YuMake IfbrnWDecW=

httrv//www ne c~iicr cnvfPri-q-tz .IiR .qrv-www/PAO')./i mfi1e-. htmI 1~l~'7/')1)/'7001



• Burke County, Georgia - QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000
Ct. 4

Page 1 of 2

ý)e e'+ý -, -Z. --c' ý -2-, G

American FactFindena-

Or-Hi. General Housin Characteristi s: 0
Data Set: Censu 0 Su arm File 1 00-Percent Data
Geographic Ar a: Burke County, Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

http://factrinder.census.gov/home/en/datanotes/expsfl 1 u.htm.

Subject Number Percent

Total housing units 8,842 _ 100.0
Occupied housing units 7,934 89.7
Vacant housing units 908 10.3

TENURE
Occupied housing units 7,934 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 6,030 76.0
Renter-occupied housing units 1,904 24.0

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 908 100.0

For rent 167 18.4
For sale only 77 8.5
Rented or sold, not occupied 97 10.7
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 108 11.9
For migratory workers. 8 0.9

Other vacant 451 49.7

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 7,934 100.0

One race 7,869 99.2

White . 4,015 50.6
* Black or African American 3,784 47.7

American Indian and Alaska Native 20 0.3
Asian* 15 0.2
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0
Some other race 35 0.4

Two or more races 65 0.8

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 7,934 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 84 1.1
Not Hispanic or Latino 7,850 98.9

White alone -3,9861 50.2

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
.Occupied housing units. 7,934 100.0

15 to 24 years 420 5.3
25 to 34 years 1,2741 16.1
35 to 44 years 1,8251 23.0,

145 to 54 years 1 1,699 21.4
s55 to 64 years 1,1491 14.5

165 years and over 1,5671 19.8
65 to 74 years 8541 .10.8

1 75 to 84 years --. 531! 6.71
1 85 years and over 1821 2.31

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H1i6.

http://facTinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-.bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC_2000... 6/27/2005
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Richmond County, Georgia - QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000 Page 1 of 2

QT-H1. General Ho Ch racteristics: 2000
Data Set: Census 2600 summry File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Yichmond ounty, Georgia

NOTE: For Information confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
http:/Hfactfinder.census.oov/home/en/datanotes/expsflu.htm.

Subiect Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS ,,,
Total housing units 82,312 100.0

Occupied housing units 73,920 89.8

Vacant housing units 8,392 10.2

TENURE
Occupied housing units 73,920 100.0

Owner-occupled housing units 42,840 58.0
OnM- -n. I.nAt he, cia uit 121 non~ A13 tn

I ~ *~~* ~J~.L.UpI~J ~S~4.J~I 4S **t.~ ,UJ~J
k/

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 8,392 100.0

For rent 3,739 44.6
For sale only 1,160 13.8
Rented or sold, not occupied 429 5.1
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 288 3.4

For migratory workers 5 0.1

Other vacant 2,771 33.0

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 73,920 100.0

One race 73,032 98.8
White *37,692 51.0
Black or African American 33,624 45.5

American Indian and Alaska Native 201 0.3

Asian 943 1.3

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 75 0.1
Some other race 497 0.7

Two or more races 888 1.2

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 73,920 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 1,536 2.1
Not Hispanic or Latino 72,384 97.9

White alone '36,968 50.0

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 73,920 100.0

15 to 24 years . 5017 6.8

125 to 34 years 14,4051 19.5

-.5 to 44 years 16,3261 22.11
45 to 54 years I " 14,5971 19.7.
[55 to 64 years I 9,677 13.11
j65 years and over [ .13,898 18.81

65 to 74 years 7,8611 10.6T

75 to 84 years 4,8871 6.61

85 years and over 1,1501 1.61

-.(X) Not applicable'
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

* http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTFable? bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC_20 6/27/2005
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Columbia County, Georgia - QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000 Page 1 of 2

QT-H1. General Ho-ushu• aracteristics: 2000'Data Set: Census/-Z600 S-lmn~ry File 1 (SF 1) 1 00-Percent Data
Geographic Are -Columbia C ~unty, Georgia

NOTE: For Informatio .. protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
ht~at DJflnder~census.gov/home/erddatanotes/expzfl •.h~tm.

Subject Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS.
Total housing units 33,321 100.0

Occupied housing units 31,120 93.4
Vacant housing units 2,201 6.6

TENURE
Occupied housing units 31,120 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 25,557 82.1
Renter-occupied housing units 5,563 17.9

VACANCY STATUS
• Vacant housing units 2,201 100.0

For rent 560 25.4
For sale only 760 34.5
Rented or sold, not occupied 106 4.8
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 338 15.4
For migratory workers 2 0.1
Other Vacant '435 19.8

* RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 31,120 100.0

One race . 30,829 99.1
White .. -.... 26,337 . 84.6
Black or African American 3,3681 10.8
American Indian and Alaska Native 107 0.3

• Asian 819 2.6
* Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 28 0.1

Some other race 170 0.5
Two or more races 291 0.9

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 31,120 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) •628 2.0

Not Hispanic or Latino 30,492 98.0
White alone 25,941 83.4

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 31,120 100.0

15 to 24 years • 935 3.0
25 to 34 years 5,020 16.1
35 to 44 years • 8,7091 28.0
45 to 54 years 7,872 25.3
55 to 64 years* 4,3801 14.1
65 years and over 4,2041 • 13.5

65 to 74 years_ 2,5691 8.3
1 75 to 84 years i 1,289! 4.11

85 years and over 3461 1.1

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-2000... 6/27/2005
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Screven County, Georgia - QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000 Page 1 of 2

American Facttindefl7i

QT-HI. General U noj'gin haraeteristics: 2000
Data Set: Censuq 000 Sumrary File 1 (SF1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Ar a: Screven C nty, Georgia

NOTE: For Informa on on confid iality protection, nonsamplingerror, and definitions, see• ~tp:l/factfinder.cens os~ov hgm'/en/datanbtes/expsflu~htm.,

Subject Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS
Total housing units 6,853 100.0

Occupied housing units 5,797 84.6
Vacant housing units 1,056 15.4

TENURE
Occupied housing units 5,797 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 4,513 77.9
Renter-occupied housing units 1,284 22.1

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 1,056 100.0

For rent 100 9.5
For sale only 77 7.3
Rented or sold, not occupied *68 6.4
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 164 15.5
For migratory workers 15 1.4

" Other vacant 632 .59.8

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 5,797 100.0

One race 5,776 99.6
--W hite .. . .3,366 58.1

Black or African American . 2,385 41.1
American Indian and Alaska Native 6 0.1
Asian 12 0.2
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 2 0.0

-Some other race 5 *0.1
Two or more races 21 0.4

-HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 5,797 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 30 100.5

Not Hispanic or Latino 5,767 99.5
White alone 3,352 57.8

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
. Occupied housing units 5,7971 100.0

15 to 24 years 226 3.9
25 to 34 years 829 14.3
35 to 44 years 1,2221 21.1
45 to 54 years 1,233 21.3
55 to 64 years 869 15.0
i65 years and over. 1,4181 24.5.
1 65 to 74 years 7471 12.9

75 to 84 years 5251 9.11
8 85 years and over 1461 2.5_

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

http://factffmder.census.gov/servlet/QTrable?_bm=y&-context=qt&-qrname=DEC 
2000... 6/27/2005
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Aiken County, South Carolina - QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000 Page 1 of 2

QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics: 2000
Data Set: Cenm-"20"O mmary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic A ounty, South Carolina
NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

http•/lfactrinder.census.gou/homelenldatanotes/expsflu.htm.

Subject Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS
Total housing units 61,987 100.0

Occupied housing units 55,587 89.7
Vacant housing units 6,400 10.3

TENURE
Occupied housing units 55,587 - 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units -42,036 75.6
Renter-occupied housing units 13,551 24.4

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 6,400 100.0

For rent 1,866 29.2
For sale only 1,062 16.6
Rented or sold, not occupied 659 .10.3
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use. 494 7.7

* For migratory workers 3 0.0
) Other vacant 2,316 36.2

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 55,587 100.0

One race 55,110 99.1
White .. . 41,282 74.3
Black or African American 13,013 23.4

* American Indian and Alaska Native 207 0.4
Asian 291 0.5
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 9 0.0
Some other race 308 0.6

Two or more races 477 0.9

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER "
• Occupied housing units 55,587 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 834 1.5

Not Hispanic or Latlno 54,753 98.5
White alone 40,866 73.5

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER ,,_ _

Occupied housing units 55,587' 100.0
15 to 24 years 2,836 5.1

125 to 34 years 8,808 15.8
35 to 44 years' .12,6961 22.8

145 to 54 years 11,4541 20.6
55 to 64 years -7,9221 .•14.3

65 years and over 11,8711 21.41
65 to 74 years * 6,6581 * 12.01
75 to 84 years* 4,1871 7.5!
8 years and over .,I 10261 1.8[

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

,http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-name=DEC-2000... 6/27/2005
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QT-H1. General Housing Characteristics.
Data Set: Censu~f •-9; • File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
•Geographic Ar eorgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

http:/Ifactfinder.census.gov/homeLenfdatanotes/expsfl u.htm.

Subject Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS
Total housing units 1,567 100.0

Occupied housing units 1,321 84.3
Vacant housing units 246 15.7

TENURE
Occupied housing units 1,321 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 849 64.3
Renter-occupied housing units 472 35.7

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 246 100.0

For rent 85 34.6
For sale only 29 11.8
Rented or sold, not occupied . 15 6.1
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use 7 2.8
For migratory workers 0 0.0
Other vacant 110 44.7

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,321 100.0

One race 1,307 98.9
White - 573 43.4
Black or African American 719 54.4
American Indian and Alaska Native 1 0.1
Asian 2 0.2
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 2 0.2
some other race 10 0.8

Two or more races 14 1.1

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,321 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) . 27 2.0
Not Hispanic or Latino 1,294 98.0

White alone 564 42.7

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER .__.......
Occupled housing units 1,321 100.0

15 to 24 years 77 5.8
25 to 34 years 168 12.7
35 to 44 years 255 19.3
45 to 54 years 263 19.9
55 to 64 years 189 14.3

165 years and over 369 27.9
65 to 74 years 199 .15.1

1 75 to 84 years 131 9.9
85 years and over 39 3.0i J

(X) Not'applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5. H61 H7, and H16.

http://facffinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?jbm=y&-context=qt&-qr name=DEC 2000 ... 7/1/2005
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ýý 'QT-HI. General Housing Characteristics.
Data Set: Census -mmary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Aren: Sylvani city, Georgia

NOTE: For informa nfidentiaiity protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
httr',/factfinder.census.oovlhome/en/datanotes/expsfl u.htm.

Subrect Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS
Total housing units 1,285 100.0

Occupied housing units 1,088 84.7
Vacant housing units 197 15.3

TENURE
Occupied housing units 1,088 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 683 62.8
Renter-occupled housing units 405 37.2

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 197 100.0

For rent 38 19.3
For sale only 25 12.7
Rented or sold, not occupied 11 5.6
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use, 8 4.1
For migratory workers 14 7.1
Other vacant 101 51.3

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
. Occupied housing units 1,088 100.0

One race 1,085 99.7
White 660 60.7
Black or'African American 418 38.4
American Indian and Alaska Native 1 0.1
Asian 4 0.4
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 -. 0
Some other race 2 0.2

Two or more races 3 0.3

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,088 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) .7 0.6
Not Hispanic or Latino 1,081 99.4

White alone 657 60.4

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 1,088 100.0

15 to 24 years 46 4.2
25 to 34 years 129 11.9
35 to 44 years 196 18.0
45 to 54 years 175 16.1
55 to 64 years 168 15.4
65 years and over 374 34.4

65 to 74 years 167 15.3
75 to 84 years 159 14.6
85 years and over 48 4.4

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?bm=y&-context=qt&-qr.-name=DEC 2000-... 7/1/2005
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OT-H1. General Housing Characteristicc@0Data Set: census 20~, File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
\,.JGeographic Arep -aynesboro 'ity, Georgia

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
htto'J/factfinder.census.aovhomefen/datanoteslextsfl u.htm.

Subject Number Percent

OCCUPANCY STATUS
Total housing units 2,395 100.0

Occupied housing units 2,151 89.8
Vacant housing units 244 10.2

TENURE
Occupled housing units 2,151 100.0

Owner-occupied housing units 1,177 .54.7
Renter-occupied housing units 974 45.3

VACANCY STATUS
Vacant housing units 244 100.0

For rent 83 34.0
For sale only 17 7.0
Rented or sold, not occupied 32 13.1
For seasonal, 'ecreational, or occasional use 10 4.1
For migratory workers 2 0.8
Other vacant 100 41.0

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER .. ...... _:.

Occupied housing units 2,151 100.0
One race 2,130 99.0

White 839 39.0
Black or African American ..... 1,282 59.6
American Indian and Alaska Native T4 0.2
Asian ._ 2 0.1
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0
Some other race 3 0.1

Two or more races 21 1.0

HISPANIC OR LATINO HOUSEHOLDER AND RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 2,151 100.0

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 15 0.7
Not Hispanic or Latino 2,136 99.3

White alone 836 38.9

AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
Occupied housing units 2,151 100.0

15 to 24 years 176 8.2
25 to 34_ears "_._.._ 343 15.9

35 to 44 years 437 20.3
45 to 54 years 389 18.1
55 to 64 years 262 12.2
F65 years and over 544 25.3

65Eto 74years 272 12.6

I 75to84years 1. 93 9.0
S85 years and over. ,79 3.7

(X) Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1, Matrices H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, and H16.

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/QTTable?-bm=y&-context=qt&-qr-_name=DEC.2000_..w. 7/1/2005



- South Carolina by Place - GCT-PH1-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (ge.. Page 1 of 11

__ t•Ai~ 2~(uc 2-)9

GCT-PH1 -R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (geographies ranked by total
population): 2000
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 11 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: South Carolina - Place

1'-

-...

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
htto://factfinder.census.govlhomre/en/datanotes/expsf1 u.htm.

Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing

Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

South Carolina 4,012,012 1,753670 32,020.20 1910.73 30,109.47 133.2 58.2

PLACE.
I Columbia city 116,278 46,142 127.72 2.49 125.22 928.6 368.5

Lexington County (part) 402 231 0.58 0.00 .0.58 697.8 401.0
Richland County (part) 115,876 45,911 127.14 2.49 124.65 929.6 368.3

2 Charleston city 96,650 44,563 114.10 17.11 96.99 996.5 459.5
Berkeley County (part) 11122 429 37.95 -5.30 32.65 34.4 13.1
Charleston County (part) 95,528 44,134 76.15 11.81 64.34 1,484.7 685.9

3 North Charleston city 79,641 33,631 62.08 3.54 58.54 1,360.6 574.5
Charleston County (part) -. 76,244 32,454 54.10 3.48 50.62 1,506.1 641.1
Dorchester County (part) 3,397 1,177 7.97 0.06 7.91 429.3 148.7

4 Greenville city, Greenville 56,0o2 27,295 26.13 0.06 26.07 2,148.0 1,046.9
County _ _

5 _ Rock Hill city, York County 49,765 20,287 31.06 0.03 31.03 1,603.8 653.8
6Mount Pleasant town, 47,609 20,197 .49.54 7 7.65 . - 41.89 .. 1,136.5 482.1

Charleston County -. . ._tanbur

CoSpartanburg city, Spartanburg 39,673 17,696 1925 0.09 19.15 2,071.2 923.9

8 Sumter city, Sumter County 39,643 '16,032 26.75 0.16 26.59 1,491.2 603.0
Hilton Head Island town, 33,862 24,647 55.55 13.49 42.06 805.1 586.0
Beaufort County Florence

10 Florence city, Florence 30,248 13,090 17.72 0.03 17.70 1,709.4 739.7
__County ___ ___ _______ ___

11 Goose Creek city 29,208 9,482 32.47 0.77 31.69 921.6 299.2
Berkeley County (part) 29,208 9,482 32.37 0.77 31.60 924.4 300.1
Charleston County (part) 0 0 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.0 0.0

12 Summervllle town 27,752 11,087 15.36 0.00 15.36 1,806.7 721.8
Berkeley County (part) 945 313 1.80 0.00 1.80 525.9 174.2
Charleston County (part) 20 8 1.06 0.00 1.06 18.9 .7.6
Dorchester County (part) 26,787 10,766 12.51 0.00 12.51 2,141.7 860.8

1 nderson city, Anderson. 25,514 12,068 13.85 0.01 13.84 1,843.7 872.1____ County. ________ ____

1L4 Aikenclty•,'Alken Coijnty!:... :25,337A 11,373 16.19 0.01 16.18 1,566.3 703.1
15 o'e"l~fch'cltý, Horry

is County .22,759 14,658 16.80 0.02 16.78 1,356.3 873.5
16Greenwood city, Greenwood"

16 County . 22,071 9,373 13.70 0.01 13.69 1,612.1 684.6
St. Andrews CDP, Richland

17 County 21,814 11,398 6.89 0.01 6.89 3,167.8 1,655.2

18 Wade Hampton CDP, 20,458 .9,793 8.82 0.05 . 8.77 2,331.4 1,116.0
_ayoGreenville County

19 Taylors CDP, Greenville 20,125 8,550 10.86 0.00 10.86 1,853.7 787.5
__County ________ _______ ___

20 1Easley city, Pickens County 17,754 7932 10.641 0.00 10.64 1,668.8 745.6
i lN6flh'YAtgUsta clty, .'? •17,574 i 7,923 17.561 0.36 17.20 1,021.7 460.6

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCTTable?_bm=y&-geo._id=04000US45&-__box head... 6/15/2005



South Carolina by Place - GCT-PH1-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (ge.. Page 2 of 11

Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

..Aiken County:(part); :;.:.." 7,'4871 7,8921 16.93 0.36 16.57 1,055.6 476.4
'1EdqefieldCoin871(part)k::-... 87 311 0.63 0.001 0.631 137.0 48.8

22 Greer city 16,843 7,386 16.13 0.00 16.13 1,044.5 458.0
Greenville County (part) 10,966 4,890 8.14 0.00 8.14 1,348.0 601.1
Spartanburg County (part) 5,877 2,496 7.99 0.00 7.99 735.5 312.4

23 Seven Oaks CDP, Lexington 15,755 6,979 7.95 0.11 7.85 2,007.9 889.4
SMudn cty, Greenville_

24 Mauldin city, Greenville 15,224 6,500 8.62 0.00 8.62 1,767.1 754.5

25 Slmpsonville city, Greenville 14,352 5,636 6.22 0.00 622 2,306.1 905.65 Count __4,352_ . ,____ 0.0_6__2 2,36._90.

26 ISocastee CDP, Horry County 14,295 6,356 13.90 0.53 13.37 1,069.1 475.4

27 Berea Co P, Greenville 14,158 5,994 7.85 0.24 7.61 1,861.6 788.1

28 Gantt CDP;'Greenville County 13,962 5,793 -10.06 0.00 10.06 1,387.5 575.7
29 Ladson CDP 13,264 4,863 8.61 0.00 "8.61 1,540.9 564.9

Berkeley County (part) 10,435 3828 5.88 0.00 5.88 1,775.1 651.2
Charleston County (part) 1035 2.73 0.00 2.73 1,036.5 379.2

West Columbia city', Lexington
30 Coumbi 13,064 6,436 6.28 0.20 6.07 2,150.6 " 1,059.5Dentsville CDP, Richland __3__

31 Dents R 13,009 5,797 7.22 0.17 7.05 1,844.8 822.1

Gaffney city, Cherokee
32 County 12,968 5,765 7.89 :0.03 7.86 1,649.7 733.4

33 Beaufort city, Beaufort County 12,950 5,080 23.43 4.82 18.61 *695.7 272.9
Hanahan city, Berkeley

_34 County 12,937 5,698 10.69 0.62 10.07 1,284.7 565.8

Li Orangeburg city, Orangeburg 12,765 5,168 8.30 0.01 8.29 1,539.0 623.1_5County1265 518.3 0.1 89 1,3. 631

36 Cayce city, Lexington County 12,150 5,517 11.26 0.36 10.90 1,114.6 506.1
37 Clemson city 11,939 5,679 7.79 0.42 7.37 1,620.6 770.8

Anderson County (part) 42 16 0.10 0.00 0.10 423.4 161.3
Pickens County (part) 11,897 5,663 7.69 0.42 7.27 1,636.9 779.2

38 Conway city, Horry County 11,788 4,783 13.39 0.68 12.71 927.8 376.5
39 Inno town 11,039 4,066 4.13 0.00 4.13 2,670.2 983.5

Lexington County (part) 4,071 1,540 1.76 0.00 1.76 2,309.5 873.7
.Richland County (part) 6,968 2,526 2.37 0.00 2.37 .2,938.4 1,065.2

40 North Myrtle Beach city. Horry 10,974 18,091 13.51 0.47 13.04 841.6 1,387.5

Parker CDP, Greenville 10,760 4,824 6.90 0.00 6.90 1,559.7 699.3• !County

42 Newbery town, Newberry 10,580 4,388 6.58 0.00 6.57 1,609.2 667.4

Forest Acres city, Richland 10,558 5,232 5.00 0.41 4.59 2,300.9 1,140.2

44 Red Hill CDP, Horry County 10,509 5,026 11.02 0.09 10.93 961.4 459.8
45 Laurens city, Laurens County 9,916 4,396 10.59 0.00 10.59 936.6 415.2

Lexington town, Lexington 9,793 4,025 -5.77 0.10 5.68 1,724.4 708.7
4 Bennettsviuie city, Marlboro

Countyt - 9,425 3,775 6.22 0.63 5.59 1,686.2 675.4
Garden City COP, Harry

48 County C 9,357 •7,995 5.46 0.10 5.36 1,745.1 1,491.1

4 Woodfieduht CP, Richland 9,238 3,957 2.82 0.03 .2.79 3,312.5 1,418.9

5.Georgetown city, Georgetown
50.G Count 8,950 3,856 7.17 0.63 6.54 1,368.1 589.4

51Red Bank COP, Lexington 02
51 RCountyk • 8,811 3,498 12.13 0.23 11.90 740.6 294.0

52 1 Union city, Union County 8,793 4,2401 7.96 0.00 7.96 1,105.0 532.9
Oak Grove CDP, Lexington

.53 Grove C 8,183 3,626 6.78 0.04 6.74 1,214.2 538.0

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCT~able? bm--y&-jeo-id=04000US45&- box head... 6/115/2f05



'South Carolina by Place - GCT-PHl-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (ge... Page 3 of 11

Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

54 Lancaster city, Lancaster 8,177 3,778 5.90 0.08 5.81 1,406.2 649.7
County I II

55 1Clinton city, Laurens County 8,091 3,011 9.15 0.05 9.09 889.7 331.1

56 Five Forks CDP, Greenville .8,064 2,855 7.711 0.00 7.71 1,045.7 3702
l~as ouciCPGeevll

57 SansSouci CDP, Greenville 7,836 3,705 3.40! 0.03 3.37 .2,325.5 1,099.5

58 Seneca city, Oconee County 7,652 3,677 7.091 0.04 7.06 1,084.6 521.2
59 Fort Mill town, York County 7,587 3,0631 4.62 0.06 4.56 1,662.7 671.3

60 Hartsville city, Darlington 7,556 3,499 5.01 0.03 4.98 1,516.9 702.460County

61 Burton CDP, Beaufort County 7,180 2,690 11.14 0.11 11.04 650.7 243.8
62 Marion cilt, Marlon County 7,042 3,081 4.33 0.00 4.33 1,627.5 712.0
6 3 LiteivernUIry 7,027 4,715 10.82 0.36 10.46 671.9 450.8

64 York city, York County j 6,985 2,766 7.94 0.07 7.87 887.6 351.5
Darllngton city, Darlingtoncit,65 cershaw6,720 3,140 4.29 0.00 4.29 1,565.9 731.7

66 Camden city, Kershaw County 6,682 3,283 9.77 0.12 9.65 692.2 340.1

67 Laurel Bay CDP, Beaufort 6,625 1,955 5.58 0.88 4.70 1,409.4 415.9County 6.1
6Lake City city, Florence 6,478 2,704 4.75 0.01 4.75 1,365.0 569.8

.County v

69 Chester city, Chester County 6,476 21774 .3.17 0.00 3.17 -2,042.8 875.0
Welcome CDP, Greenville70 County 6,390 2,947 4.61 0.00 4.61 1,384.7 638.6

71 HomelanPark CDP, 6,337 2,985 4.77 0.00 4.77 1,328.9 626.0

72 Dillon city, Dillon County 6,316 2,837 4.831 0.01 4.82 1,310.2 588.5
73 Lugoff CDP, Kershaw County 6,278 2,467 12.91 0.07 12.84 488.9 192.1
74 Fountain Inn city 6,017 2,465 5.51 0.00 5.51 1,091.6 447.2

I Greenville County (part) 4,637 1,961 3.99 0.00 3.99 1,162.0 491.4
Laurens County (part) 1,380 504 1.52 0.00 1.52 906.8 331.2

7.5 Moncks Comer town, 5,9521 2,334 4.46 0.00 4.46 1,333,'1 .- '522.8
Berkeley County

76 Abbeville city, Abbeville 5,840 2,654 5.87 0.00 5.87 995.2 452.3

0--'-77 M0•en '.56d31W 2,430 3.93 0.01 3.92 1,436.5 619.9SCheraw town, Chesterfield78 town , 5,524 2,568 4.64 0.03 4.61 1,197.6 556.7
__County*--

Murrells Inlet CDP,
79 _ Georgetown County 5,519 3,151 7.51 0.17 7.34 . 751.8 429.3

80 Batesburg-Leesville town 5,517 2,446 7.43 0.09 7.34 751.4 333.2
Lexington County (part) 5,012 . 2,246 6.61 0.09 6.53 768.0 344.1
Saluda County (part) 505 . 200 0.82 0.00 0.82 619.3 245.3

81Powdervlle CDP, Anderson 5,362 2,133 13.95 0.00 13.95 384.4 152.9County

82 CentervilleCDP,Anderson 5,181 2,188 5.88 0.00 5.88 881.3 372.28 County

Walterboro city, Colleton 5,153 2,362 4.96 0.00 4.96 1,038.0 475.883County

4•Ba~h~el'clBar l~ic .,n . ,.535 2,304 7.78 0.14 7.63 659.5 301.8
85 Mullins city, Marion County 5,0291 2,312 .3.05! 0.00 3.05 1,647.8 757.6

Parris Island CDP, Beaufort1.6
86 County 4,841 358 19.60 7.44 12.16 398.0 29.4

Brbokdale.CDP, Orangeburg

87 County C 4,724 2,325 3.64 0.00 3.64 1,298.3 639.0

88 Piedmont CDP 4,684 1,992 8.75 0.16 8.58 545.6 232.0
I Anderson County (part) 3,112 1,298 5.81 0.15 5.66 549.8 229.3

Greenville County (part) 1,572 694 2.94 0.01 2.92 537.5 237.3
81Isle of Palms city, Charleston 453 381 5.55 1.09 44 ,2. 6.

County 43 ,4 15 8

K)

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCTTable?_bm=y&-geoid=04000US45&-_boxhead:.. 6/15/2005



-South Carolina by Place - GCT-PH1-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (ge... Page 4 of 11

Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
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90 Boiling Springs CDP, 4,544 1,801 6.81 0.00 6.81 666.9 264.3
Spartanburg County __54 _180 6.8I .081 694

91 Belton city, Anderson County 4,461 2,129 3.85 0.00 3.85 1,158.2 552.7
9: 4.Edgefield.to .Edgefield . ";4"4. 1,229 4.151 0.08 4.07 1,094.3 .302.3

93 . urfside Beach town, Horry 4,425 3,698 1.961 0.02 1.93 2,287.61 1,911.8
Woodunfcty , pabr

94 Woodruff city, Spartanburg 4,229 1,869 3.68 0.02 3.66 1,1"54.8 510.4

9 , Clear.Water•• PAiken ,.,! .. ...... *

:,. • 4'99 1,938 42.9 0.02 4*27 983.8 454.1

96 IDunean CDP, Greenville 4,158 1,999 1.66 0.00 1.66 2,499.0 1,201.4

97 Travelers Rest city, Greenville 4,099 1,729 4.41 0.00 4.40 930.8 392.6
Al,•,•n .. p;-;;Ae "d•.. '"" ':A,052 1,7631 3.31 0.00 3.31 1,225.2 533.1

99 Tega Cay city, York County 4,044 1,577 3.15 0.67 2.48 1,630.0 635.7
100 Newport CDP, York County 4,033 1,437 8.95 0.00 8.95 450.4 160.5

101 Manning city. Clarendon 4,025 1,727 2.41 0.00 2.41 1,671.1 717.0
___County____ ___ __ ___

102 Clover town, York County 4,014 1,635 2.81 0.01 2.80 1,433.5 583.9
103 Valley Falls CDP, 3,990 1,694 523 0.03 520 767.9 326.00 Spartanburg County 39 ,53 056..

104 Port Royal town, Beaufort 3,950 1,792 5.17 129 3.88 1,017.3 461.5
__. County ,,52. ,4

105 Hollywood town, Charleston. 3,946 1,516 2123 1.18 20.05 196.8 75.6105 County. __4_1,1 2 305. 7
106 Walhalla city, Oconee County 3,801 1,705 3.76 0.05 3.71 1,023.8 459.2

107 WClliamston town, Anderson 3,791 1,762 3.64 0.05 3.59 1,056.2 490.9~County
IC08 town, Bamberg * . 3,733 1,537 3.54 0.02 3.53 1,058.1 435.6

109tSaxon CP, Spartanburg 3,707 1,587 2.37 0.00 2.37 1,566.8 670.8County

109t Southern Shops.CDP, 3,707 1,278 3.55 0.00 3.55 1,043.1 359.61 Spartanburg County '1 850,49
110 Bishopville city, Lee County 3,670 1,616 2.39 0.03 2.36 1,554.8 684.6

Northlake CDP, Anderson 3,659 1,775 5.34 1.10 . 4.24 862.7 418.5
_11 County

112 Winnsboro town, Fairfield 3599 1,597 324 0.00 3.24 1,109.6 492.4112 County
113 Lake Murray of Richland 3,526 1,353 8.82 3.07 5.75 613.0 2352
113 CDP, Richland County , •3.07.5
114 Central town, Plckens County 3,522 1,832 2.41 0.00 2.41 * 1,463.4 761.2
115 Honea Path town 3,504 1,681 3.49 0.00 3.49 1,004.1 481.7

Abbeville County (part) 78 41 0.15 0.00 0.15 508.1 267.1
Anderson County (part) . 3,426 1,640 . 3.34 0.00 3.34 1,026.9 491.6

116 Kingstree town, Williamsburg 3,496 1,618 3.16 0.02 3.14 1,114.7 515.91 County, 11_ _Forestbrook CDP, Horry

117 County 3,391 1,358 3.63 0.00 3.63 933.1 373.7South Sumter CDP, Sumt

118 South S 3,365 1,395 2.66 0.00 2.66 1,266.0 524.9CountGfny CDP,_Cheroke

119 East Gaffney COP, Cherokee 3,349 1,563 3.17 0.01 3.17 1,058.0 493.8
Conty

. 1, 'y,3Bamberg_ 8- ... 1,537 3.04 0.00 3.04 1,096.0 5062

"121' , .•;',,t3,07. 1,460 8.96 0.06 8.90 "371.7 * 164.1

A C " "3206. 948 3.32 0.00 3.32 965.8 285.6

1North Hartsvllle CDP, 3,136 1,406 4.95 0.10) 4.86 645.8 . 289.5
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, Darlington County

.124tlAndrews town 3,068 1,347 2.20 0.00 2.201 1,392.6 611.4
Georgetown County (part) 3,037 1,332 2.07 0.00 2.07 1,464.8 642.5
Williamsburg County (part) 31 15 0.13 0.00 0.13 238.8 115.6

!2.4t ,g eb Ur___ ,, ....... 3,068 1,332 3.00 0.00 3.00 .1,022.6 444.0

125 Saluda town, Saluda County .3,066 1,211 3.28 0.04 3.24 947.1 374.1
126 Lake Wylie CDP, York County 3,061 1,610 4.74 1.26 3.48 880.6 463.1
127 j Pickens town, Pickens County 3,012 1,438 2.47 0.02 2.45 1,227.1 585.8
128 jUbertytown,,Pickens.County.. 3,009 1,404 4.27 0.00 4.27 705.0 329.0
12 .••Blacklflelow -, 0Wi BamhVlw ...... 92

. C . t• . 'well2..973 1,332 9.27 0.11 9.16 324.7 145.5

130 Pendlton town, Anderson 2,966 1,533 3.58 0.01 3.57 831.5 429.7

131 oSprngdale town, Lexington 2,877 1,334 4.04 0.03 4.00 718.8 333.3
___County _________ ____

Duncan town, Spartanburg 35132 County 2,870 1,2.74 3.51 0.00 3.51 818.4 363.3

133 Springdale CDP, Lancaster 2,864 1,175 4.24 0.02 4.22 678.6 278.4
__County _ _ __ ___ _

SShell Point CDP. Beaufort
134 SCounty 2,856 1,103 7.72 " 1.61 6.11 467.4 180.5

135 Hampton town, Hampton . 2,837 1,339 4.55 0.01 4.53 626.1 .295.5
___county ___________ ___... Gld~ervjll :CQDP•Alken;,,+:,••,

< *h't'•13 4.. 805 1,3241 3.50 0.00 3.50 801.6 378.4

137 Westminster city, Oconee . .
_ County 2,743 1,333 3.44 0.00 3.44 796.6 387.1

.,BumeflttbWriiA i•.: ke n', ' 2 720138 ' "2720 1,183 4.88 0.05 4.83 563.5 245.1
Pacolet town, Spartanburg.139 Countty 2,690 1,178 2.97 0.01 2.97 906.8 397.1

140 Lyman town, Spartanburg 2,659 1,224 4.07 0.01 4.07 654.0

_ 4_ County ......... .. . . ......... 2 659 1,2 4 _ .7 0 14 7 6 . 301.1

.. h EdistoCDp ,r9ange urg
! C~ ,..&.', .. 2,632 1,193 5.51 0.05 5.46 482.5 218.7

142 Adal CDP, Pickens Count, 2,607 11,179 4.94 0.00 4.94 527.8 238.7
13Lakewood CDP, Sumter2,0

LakewooC Sm 2,603 1,033 7.78 0.19 7.59 343.0 136.1

14 Pageland town, Chesterfield. 2,521 1,071 4.42 0.04 4.38 575.4 244.4144 County 2110454

145 Ridgeland town, Jasper
145 County 2,518 597 2.42 0.01 2.41 1,046.6 248.1

146 McColl town, Marlboro County 2,498 1,090 1.06 0.00 1.06 2,357.8 1,028.8
147 Landrum city, Spartanburg
147 County 2,472 1.107 2.35 0.01 2.35 1,053.7 471.9

SCountherryvale CP.Sumter 2,461 1,309 1.80 0.03 1.77 :1,390.9 739.8

19Judson CDP, Greenville
149 County n 2,456 1,143 0.81 0.00 0.81 3,044.7 1,417.0

150 Elgin CDP, Lancaster County 2,426 976 4.92 0.02 4.90 494.7 199.0
151 Estill town, Hampton County 2,425 991 3.54 0.00 3.54 685.8 280.2

152 lWare Shoals town 2,363 1,126 3.99 0.12 3.87 610.1 290.7
jAbbeville County (part) 534 252 0.66 0.01 0.65 824.2 389.0

Greenwood County (part) 1,829 874 3.25 0.09 3.16 578.6 276.5
I Laurens County (part) 0 0 0.09 0.02 0.06 0.0 0.0
Golden Grove CDP,

___ Greenville.County "2,348 977 5.84 0.00 5.84 402.0 167.3

.... C•'fry - .. - ~ 1,012 2.58 0.06 2.51 930.6 403.2

155 Timmonsville town, Florence 2,315 956 2.58 0.00 2.58 896.6 370.2County 2,I15 95I_2.58 0.00 •_ 2.58 896.6__•_ 370_2
Calhoun Falls town, Abbeville i I
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156 lCounty 2,303 1,042 3A15 0.01 3.15 731.9 331.2

157 town, Spartanburg 2,279 991 2.33 0.00 2.33 979.3 425.8

158 Lesslie CDP, York County 2,268 961 5.97 0.03 5.94 381.8 161.8

159 South Congaree town, 2,266 1,002 3.25 0.03 3.22 703.8 3112Lexington County .21. 02311 IWinnsboro Mills CDP,
Mi0 Fairfield County 2,263 1,005 2.76 0.00 2.76 819.9 364.1

161 IDalzell CDP, Sumter County 2,260 895 6.90 0.05 6.85 329.7 130.6
I NewEllet6h tV"Wný.Ake' .", o•'Jou.t.. P•. . .,"2250 1,079 5.01 0.00 5.01 449.4 215.5
Slater-Marletta CDP, 2,228 989 4.30 0.00 4.30 518.5 230.2163 Greenville County

Ravenel town, CharlestonCounty 2,214 863 12.33 0.00 12.33 179.5 70.0

165Great Falls town, Chester 2,194 1,041 4.39 0.14 4.25 516.8 245.2
16Privateer COP, Sumter

Priv County 2,118 797 . 8.24 0.06 8.18 259.0 97.5

Folly Beach city, Charleston 2,116 1,747 18.64 6.38 172.7 142.5
167 County 12.26 1

168 Lancaster Mill CoP, 2,109 963 1.27 0.00 1.27 1,660.0 758.0Lancaster County_____St. Matthews town, Calhoun

169 St. 2,107 913 1.94 0.01 1.93 1,091.1 472.8
___County ___

170 St. George town, Dorchester 2,092 928 2.68 0.00 2.68 779.7 345.9County __,92 _2 20O. . 775
171 Loris city, Horry County 2,079 922 3.12 0.01 3.11 668.2 296.3
172 Vamvllle town, Hampton 2,074 878 3.78 0.00 .3.78 548.4 232.2

__County

173Welford cty, Spartanburg 2,030 910 2.04 0.00 2.04 993.8 445.5
173 County

174 NinetySixtown, Greenwood 1,936 904 1.46 0.00 1.46 1,325.1 618.7
County ____________

175 Monarch Mill COP, Union 1,930 862 5.62 0.00 5.62 343.1 153.3County. ___

176 Sullivan's Island town,
176 Charleston County" 1,911 1,045 3.32 0.90 2.43 787.2 430.5

177 Inman city, Spartanburg 1,884 829 0.93 0.00 0.93 2,015.8 .. 887.0
___County____

178 Blacksburg town, Cherokee 1,880 911 1.85 0.00 1.85 1,018.8 493.7
___Count!____

179 Mayo CDP, Spartanburg 10842 "773 3.12 0.00 3.12 590.6 247.9179 County _

180 Hardeeville city, Jasper
180 County . 1,793 700 4.27 0.00 4.27 419.8 163.9
181 St. Stephen town, Be"kley 1,776 708 2.46 0.00 2.46 722.9 288.2

County ___

Eureka Mill CDP, Chester 1,737 733 1.35 0.00 1.35 1,282.7 541.3
182 County 1.737 7101 ,8.

183 Roebuck CDP, Spartanburg 1,725 783 4.28 0.00 4.28 403.4 183.1
County 1,725 783 48 .. 8 043

I Ridgeville town, Dorchester
184 County .. 1,690 232 1.82 0.00 1.82 930.4 127.7

185 Kershaw town, Lancaster 1,645 771 1.85 0.00 1.85 888.5 416.4
_85. County ... , _ 71 15 00.5 856

ý.1 86• JSccakson ,tdb•n`A1kehn Co•Tht", V.1,625 788 3.55 0.0O 3.55 457.6 221.9
187 India Hook CDP, York County 1,614 702 3.67 0.90 2.77 582.0 253.2
188 Joanna CDP, Laurens County 1,609 758 3.15 0.00 3.15 510.5 240.5

189 Pine Ridge town, Lexington 1,593 626 3.73 0.01 3.71 429.1 168.6County
Wedgewood CDP, Sumter

190 County C1,544 596 8.54 0.11 8.431 183.2 70.7

.11 4Uifts ýEýjites'CD R I I I
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V,',1 E 'diffd f6biritVýi.i=' 1,518 595 2.00 0.00 2.00 757.2 296.8
192Whitmire town, Newbery 1,512 776 1.26 0.00 1.26 1,203.0 617.4

___Couny ____

13McCormick town, McCormick ___________193 County :1,489 737 3.76 0.00 3.76 396.4 196.2
Watts Mills CDP, Laurens

194 Watt 1,479 629 2.29 0.00 2.29 646.8 275.1
__County____

195 Cane Savannah CDP, Sumter 1,452 524 4.26 0.07 4.19 346.4 125.0
_ County
196 Buffalo CDP, Union County 1,426 659 4.01 0.00 4.01 355.2 1642
197 Johnsonville city, Florence 1,418 602 1.58 .1.58 897.6 381.1
197 County 1 " 0..16.
198 Latta town, Dillon County 1,410 665 1.04 0.00 1.04 1,358.9 640.9
199 Irwin CDP, Lancaster County 1,343 554 2.99 0.01 2.98 450.3 185.7
200 Utica CDP, Oconee County 1,322 684 1.35 0.00 1.35 979.2 506.7

21Chesterfield town,
201 Chesterfield County 1,318 683 3.44 0.00 3.44 383.2 198.62Gaston town, Lexington

202G County 1,304 532 3.43 0.00 3.43 380.6 155.3
Holly H!il t0wfi,%Or~ngeb'urg; :i'1

203Hl Hill1 ............ 575 1.35 0.00 1.35 950.7 426.7
Bluffton town, Beaufort

204 uonto B r1,275 501 36.64 2.66 33.98 37.5 14.7
__ County 1_ _ _ _

205 Oakland CDP, Sumter County 1,272 543 0.68 0.00 0.68 1,870.9 798.7
26Stateburg CDP, Sumter

206 County 1,264 477 4.70 0.02 4.68 270.3 102.0

207 City View.CDP, Greenville 1,254 575 0.54 0.01 0.53 2,355.0 1,079.8
207 County54 55.4 .15
208 Seabrook Island town, 1,250 1,649 7.09 1.02 6.07 206.0 271.7

Charleston County 1.02_6.07 206.0

209 Meggett town, Charleston 1 "
County 1,230 540 14.84 0.27 14.57 84.4 37.1

210 East Sumter CDP, Sumter 1,220 505 3.30 0.01 3.30 369.9 153.1
__County ____ ___

211. Due West town, Abbevllle 1,209 342 1.64 0.00 1.64 738.4 208.9
County 1 914048.

=, Co.1nty,.. - "'198 , 532 1.16 0.00 1.16 1,034.5 459.4

213 Awendaw town, Charleston
213 County 1,195 443 8.45 0.17 8.28 144.3 53.5

Klawah Island town,2_14 Charleston County 1,163 3,07.0 13.54 2.38 11.16 104.2 275.0

215 Iva town, Anderson County 1,156 580 0.90 0.00 0.90 1,286.1 645.3

216 Inman.Mills CDP,216 Spartanburg County 1,151 464 1.26 0.00 1.26 911.5 367.5

217 Pamplico town Florence 1,139 463 1.86 0.01 1.85 615.2 250.1
__County ___ ___

218 Bucksport CDP, Horry County 1,117 388 3.86 0.02 3.84 290.8 101.0

219 Gayle Mill CDP, Chester
219 County 1,094 477 0.67 0.00 0.67 1,632.2 711.7

220 Branchville town, Orangeburg
__0_ County 1,083 508 3.27 0.00 3.27 331.2 155.3

221 Summerton town, Clarendon 1,061 516 1.15 0.00 1.15 919.3 447.1
221 County ,51 019 4

2•2 Prosperity town, Newberry 1,047 456 2.11 0.00 2.11 495.9 216.0
County 1410I6

223 ' Gray Court town, Laurens 1,021 398 1.85 0.00 1.85 551.0 214.8
County .,2 91 0 1.4

224 Lamar town, Darlington 1,015 467 1.161 0.00 1.16 874.6 402.4

225 Chesnee city 1,003 460 0.901 0.00 0.90 1,116.4 512.0
Cherokee County (part) 0 0 0.011 0.00 0.01 0.0 0.0
Spartanburg County (part) 1,003 460 0.891 0.00 0.89 1,128.3 517.41

SI b
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226 Mayesole town, Sumter 1,001 369 1.03 0.00 1.03 968.0 356.8
1_ County ___

227 IStartex CDP, Spartanburg 988 443 1.91 0.00 1.91 516.1 231.4
_ County 4 8 _3_ _ _

228 Jonesvllle town, Union County 982 497 1.03 0.01 1.02 965.6 488.7

2. c town, Florence 942 347 0.83 0.00 0.83 1,132.0 417.0

230 Lake Secession CDP, 928 .739 7.11 1.47 5.64 164.7 131.1Abbevllle County
231 Lincoinville town, Charleston 904 371 1.141 0.00 1.14 794.1 325.9

County 91 04.

Millwood CDP, Sumter232 County .885 341 0.83 .0.03 0.80 1,111.9 428.4

233. Arcadia Lakes town, Richland 882 389 .0.65 0.12 0.52 1,685.6 743.4"233 County •829 0. 0. 1, 64

234 West Pelzer town, Anderson 879 440 0.49 0.00 0.49 1,796.4 899.2County .090 1.
Fort Lawn town, Chester

.235 County 864 348 1.38 0.00 1.38 626.0 252.1

235t Heath Springs town, 864 366 1.30 0.00 1.30 667.1 282.6
Lancaster County 864 _366 13 00.0 61_2

236 Wagener town, Aiken County 863 424 1.27 0.01 1.26 685.1 336.6
237 Norris town, Pickens County 847 400 1.89 0.00 1.89 447.9 211.5
238 Quinby town, Florence County 842 351 1.11 0.00. 1.11 755.6 315.0

.239 Mulberry CDP, Sumter 841 234 1.98 0.02 1.96 428.4 119.2239 County 841 21 028.9
Eastover town, Richland

240 County 830 357 1.24 0.00 1.24 670.8 288.5

241 Ridge Spring town, Saluda 823 . 368 .1.86 0.02 1.83 449.3 200.9
__County___ ____

242 North town, Orangeburg 813 412 0.85 0.00 0.65 953.7 483.3
County 8

243 Yemassee town 807 378 4.49 0.00 4.49 179.7 84.2
Beaufort County (part) 116 58 1.62 0.00 1.62 71.6 35.8
Hampton County (part). 691 320 2.87 0.00 2.87 • 240.7 111.5

244 Elgin town, Kershaw County 806 306 0.97 0.00 0.97 *833.7 316.5
25Lake View town; Dillon

246 County L V 789 374 1.68 0.00 1.68 .468 .8 222.2

246 Cilo town, Marlboro County 774 339 0.84 0.00 0.84 926.4 405.8Elretown, Orangeburgo.6
247 Eloree 742 381 .0.96 0.00 0.96 772.3 396.5

CountySantee town, Orangeburg

248 Countey 740 394 2.03 0.01 2.01 367.4 195.6

249 McBee town, Chesterfield " 1.16249 County 714 329 1.16 0.00 . 613.3 282.6
250 Riverview CDP, York County 708 290 2.29 0.00 2.29 309.7 126.8
251 Cottageville town, Colleton 707 310 3.18 . 3.18 222.2 97.4
251 County . . 0.00

252 Jefferson town, Chesterfield 704 345 1.80 0.01 1.78 394.9 .193.5252 County, - 410 0793

253 Society Hill town, Darlington. 700 317 2.18 0.00 2.18 320.4 145.1County 700 317_ 2.18 0012045

254 Coward town, Forence 650 263 3.43 0.01 3.42 189.9 76.8County __• 650 26 . 0498

255 Edisto Beach town, Colleton 641 1,785 2.b5 0.23 .2.12 301.7 8402County *64_ _ _ _ _ _ _Chapin town, Lexington

256 County .628 261 1.81 0.01 1.80 349.6 145.3

257 Count town, Bambe . 614 .317 3.18 0.00 3.18 193.1 .99.7

258 Olanta town, Florence County J 613 223 0.971 0.00 0.97 632.3 230.0

259 TCounty town, Clarendon '602 2721, 1.261 0.00 1.26 478.1 216.0. County I
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260 Cross Hill town, Laurens 601 245 3.09 0.00 3.09 194.5 79.32 County 0
261 Hareyile town, Dorchester. 594 282 0.99 0.00 0.99 601.1 285.4

262 Brunson town, Hampton 589 287 1.01 0.00 1.01 581.3 283.3County =
263 L nchburg town, Lee County 588 262 1.13 0.00 1.13 519.7 231.5
264 lAynor town, Horny County 587 257 1.10 0.00 1.10 533.3 233.5

265 Lanetown, Williamsburg 585 256 3.97 0.00 3.97 147.4 64.5

266 Hemingway town, 573 278 0.88 .0.00 0.88 653.2 316.9Williamsburg County --- .78
Promised Land CDP, 559 197 1.58 0.00 1.58 354.7 125.0
Greenwood County 559 197 580.8 47.

268t Pelion town, Lexington 553 211 3.56 0.10 3.46 159.7 60.9
County 516 010

268t Six Mile town, Pickens County 553 223 1.82 0.01 1.82 304.4 122.7
Swansea town, Lexington

269 Swanto L g533 262 1.19 0.05 1.13 469.9 231.0
County _______

270 Springfield town, Orangeburg 504. 263 1.56 0.00 1.56 322.8 168.4270 County

271 Gilbert town, Lexington 500 195 2.33 0.06 2.27 220.7 86.1I County
272 Carlisle town, Union County 496 223 1.42 0.00 1.42 350.0 157.4

273 Reidvllle town, Spartanburg 478 209 1.37 0.00 1.37 350.1 153.1273 County.

274 Briarcliffe Acres town, Horry 4701 221 0.65 0.00 0.65 719.7 338.4
274 County 470 2. .. 14

275t McClellanville town, 459 254 2.18 0.10 2.08 220.9 122.2275t Charleston County 4 •2 0.0. 2

275t Pinewood town, Sumter 459 237 1.07 0.00 1.07 429.7 221.9
275 County

276 Greeleyvllle town, 452 188 1.16 0.00 1.16 390.7 162.5Williamsburg County 452 168 .6 .16.7 2

277t Cameron town, Calhoun 449 201 3.14 0.00 3.14 143.2 64.1County
277t Campobello town, 449 176 0.86 0.00 0.86 520.8 204.1
277t Spartanburg County
278 Hilda town, Bamwell County 436 204 3.11 0.04 3.07 142.1 66.5
279 Sharon town, York County 421 161 1.28 0.00 1.28 329.7 126.1
280 Neeses town, Orangeburg .13 204 1.68 0.00 1.68 245.9 121.5
280 County

281 Salley town, Alken County 410 194 0.79 0.01 0.78 529.0 250.3
282 Nichols town, Marion County 408 199 1.39 0.00 1.39 293.8 143.3
283 Rembert CDP, Sumter County 406 163 4.41 0.00 4.41 92.1 37.0

284 Norway town, Orangeburg .389 164 0.84 0.01 0.84 .465.5 .196.3
County

285 Rowesvllle town, Orangeburg 378 159 0.79 0.00 0.79 476.2 200.3County ---- _--

286 Clarks Hill CDP, McCormick 376 145 3.20 0.00 3.20 117.5 45.3County
287 Gifford town, Hampton County 370 146 0.94 0.00 0.94 393.0 155.1

288t Bonneau town,.Berkeley .. 354 176 2.88 0.06 2.82 125.6 62.5County

288t DonaCds town, Abbevlle 354 152 0.84 0.00 0.84 422.9 . 181.6
County____ __ __

Patrick town, Chesterfield288t County 354 162 0.98 0.00 0.98 360.8 165.1

289 Countyown, Kershaw 352 193 1.14 0.00 1.14 309.4 1691

Atlantic Beach town, Horry 2290 County I 351 __244 0.16 0.00 0.16 2,214.5 1,539.4

Ruby town, Chesterfield
3481 182 3.131 0.021 3.11 112.0 58.6
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" South Carolina by Place.- GCT-PH1-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (... Page 10 of 11

.A i Density per square

"Area in square ies mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

County

292 Eutawville town, Orangeburg 344 161 0. 93  0.00 0.93 371.7 174.0County
Hickory Grove town, York293 County 337 129 1.29! 0.00 1.29 261.0 99.9

294 rg Chester 332 134 0.83 0.001 0.83 400.2 161.5

295 Ridgeway town, FairfieldCounty 328 157 0.47 0.00 0.47 692.7 331.6

296 West Union town, Oconee 297 145 0.77 0.00 0.77 386.2 188.6

297 McConnells town, York 287 107 3.44 0.00 3.44 83.4 31.1County 287 " 1.4 004 84.

298 Furman town, Hampton 286 126 3.12 0.00 3.12 91.8 40.4County

299 Cokesbury CDP, Greenwood 29l 0.63 0.00 0.63 444.1 176.7299 County "_ 279 111 030. 4. 7
300 Sellers town, Marion County 277 127 0.69 0.00 0.69 398.9 182.9

301 Central Pacolet town, *267 147 0.24 0.00 0.24 1,107.6 609.8301 Spartanburg County .267 147 040.4 106 0

302 Stuckey town, Williamsburg 263 113 0.91 0.00 0.91 287.7 123.6
___ County____

303 Shiloh CDP, Sumter County 259 94 9.74 0.02 9.72 26.6 9.7
Modoc CDP, McCormick

304 County 256 259 7.16 3.08 4.08 62.7 63.5

Little Mountain town,305 Newberry County 255 132 1.06 0.00 1.06 2413 124.9

Paxville town, Clarendon306 County 248 110 .1.05 0.00 1.05 236.8 105.0

307 Snelling town, Banwell 246 105 3.11 0.03 3.08 79.8 34.1
County_____________ ________

308 Kline town, Bamwell County 238 112 3.13 0.03 3.11 . 76.6 36.1
Mount Carmel CDP,

309t McCormlck County 237 106 9.20 0.00 9.20 25.8 11.5

309t Olar town,;Bamberg County 237 152 0.79 0.00 0.79 301.1 193.1
309t Perry town, Aiken County 237 124 1.19 0.00 1.19 198.7 104.0
310 Scotia town, Hampton County 227 99 3.18 0.00 3.18 71.3 31.1

3 Trenton town, Edgefield311 County 226 115 1.31 0.01 1.30 173.9 88.5

312 Monetta town 220 108 0.74 0.00 0.74 298.7 146.6
Aiken County (part) 141 64 0.25 0.00 0.25 566A.4 257.1
Saluda County (part) 79 44 0.49 0.00 0.49 162.0 90.2

313 Summit town, Lexington
313 County . 219 103 1.51 0.00 1.51 145.3 68.3

314 Sllverstreet town, Newberry 216 92 3.52 0.00 3.52 61.4 26.2
County 2

315 Elko town, Bamwell County 212 102 - 1.16 0.00 1.16 183.0 88.0

316 Vance town, Orangeburg 208 71 0.50 0.00 0.50 414.1 141.4316_ County 208 _71 00 .. -4 1.
317t Lowrys town, Chester County . 207 84 3.16 0.00 3.16 65.5 26.6

317t Reevesvllle town, Dorchester 207 114 1.62 0.02 1.60 129.0 71.1317t County 207 11 0269.

Waterloo town, Laurens
318 County 203 85 1.41 0.00 1.41 144.2 60.4

319 Woodford town, Orangeburg•9. County 196 103 0.79 0.00 0.79 248.2 130.5

3 Sycamore town, Allendale320_ County 185 931 .3.18 0.01 3.17 58.3 . 29.3

3 2 1 t Pomarla town, Newberry 177 84 1.05 0.01 1.04 .170.1 80.7• !County

32 1t!Willlngton CDP, McCormick3 t County 177 so 6.01 0.04 5.97 29.6 13.4

322 Starrtown, Anderson County *173 82 1.48 0.00 1.48 116.8 55.4
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Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units
323 Bradley CDP, Greenwood 171 82 7.84 0.00 7.84 21.8 10.5

23 County •_ 171 82 74 .78 285
324tlBlythewood town 170 111 3.22 0.06 3.16 53.9 35.2

1 Fairfield County (part) 0 0 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.0 0.0
Richland County (part) 170 111i 3.21 0.06 3.15 54.0 35.3

324t County CDP, Greenwood 170 91 1.69 0.01 1.68 101.1 54.1

Lowndesville town, Abbeville325 County 166 .124 .0.78 0.00 0.78 214.1 159.9

Hodges town, Greenwood326 County . 158 64 0.78 0.00 0.78 201.8 81.7

County ,'
Conrdoghan town, Oagbr327 Cordnatown rnebr 157 64 0.45 0.00 0.45 347. .0 141.5

328 Mount Croghan town, 155 70 0.76 0.00 0.76 203.5 91.9Chesterfield County rang

329 L ton town, Orangeburg 148 67 0.81 0.00 0.81 183.8 832

- Smoaks town, Colleton 140 68 1.63 0.00 1.63 85.9 41.7330 County "_10_8_.6 0.00_ 1.63 85.9 _41.

331 Pawleys Island town, 138 521 0.99 029 0.70 .196.9 743.3Georgetown County 18 21 09 0. 0.70 196.9 743.

332t Blenheim town, Marlboro 137 78 0.65 0.00 0.65 210.1 119.6County 137 7. 0651 1Rockville town, Charleston
332t Countyk 137 84 0.53 0.09 0.44 314.7 193.0

333 Mountvllle CDP, Laurens
County 130 59 2.85 0.02 2.83 45.9 20.8

334 Windsor town, Aiken County 127 63 1.00 0.00 1.00 126.7 62.8
335 Salem town, Oconee County 126 72 0.84 0.00 0.84 150.5 86.0

CountyC

337 Antrevylle CDP, Abbevllle 1i8 61 3.94 0.00 3.94 30.0 15.5County
338 Williams town, Colueton 116 59 0.79 0.00 0.79 147.5 75.0

___County ___________

339 Luray town, Hampton County 115 52 1.07 0.00 1.07 107.1 48.4
340 Lodge town, Colleton County 114 59 3.14 0.00 •3.14 36.3 18.8
341 Ward town, Saluda County 1101 .62 0.78 0.00 0.78 141.3 79.7

342 Cope town, OrangeburgC42 County 107 46 0.25 0.00 0.25 431.7 185.6
3 Troy town, Greenwood 105 51 0.80 0.00 0.80 131.4 63.8

C_3 County 150 004
344 Ulmer town, Allendale County 102 54 0.98 0.00 0.98 103.9 55.0

Plum Branch towri,
345 McCormick County 98 52 0.37 0.00 0.37 264.5 140.4

346t Jamestown town, Berkeley 97 .51 0.58 0.00 0.58 . 168.7 88.7
__ County_______
346t Pelzer town, Anderson 97 37 0.19 0.00 0.19 498.4 190.1
_46_ County 9_701_.0_.9 484 9.
347 Oswego CDP, Sumter County 951 42 1.65 0.00 1.65 57.7 25.5
348 Tatum town, Marlboro County 69 38 0.88 0.00 0.88 78.1 43.0
349 1Govan town, Bamberg County 671 37 0.75 0.00 0.75 88.8 49.0

Princeton CDP, Laurens35_0 County "65 36 0.75 0.00 0.75 87.1 48.2

351 Peak town, Newberry County 611 36 0.27 0.00 0.27 226.9 133.9
352 Smyrna town • 59J 26 0.71 0.00 0.711 83.6 36.8

Cherokee County (part) 01 0 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.0 0.0
York County (part) 59j 26 0.67 0.00 0.67 87.8 38.7

353 ILockharttown, Union County 39 22 0.23 0.09 0.141 . 270.4 152.5

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1
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Georgia by Place - GCT-PH1-R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (geograph... Page 1 of 17

GQT-PH1 -R. Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density (geographies ranked by total
population): 2000
Data Set: Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1) 100-Percent Data
Geographic Area: Georgia -. Place

NOTE: For Information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
hnlf 49 n___r gane -_nhn-olanl/_ntantoelonfl " h-m ,

Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

.... Georgia 8,186,453 3,281,737 59,424.77 1,518.63 57,906.14 141.4 56.7

PLACE '
i Atlanta city 416,474 186,925 132.42 0.68 131.75 3,161.2 1,418.8

DeKalb County (part) 29,775 13,285 6.93 0.00 6.93 4,293.5 1,915.7
Fulton County (part) 386,699 173,640 125.49 0.68 124.81 3,098.3 1,391.2

2 Augusta-Richmond County, 616.5 254.0
____ Richmond County 199,775 82,312 328.45 4.41 324.04

Augusta-Richmond County 195,182 80,481 306.48 4.35 302.13 646.0 266.4
,_ (balance)
, Blythe city (part) 713 261 2.55 0.01 2.54 280.4 102.6

Hephzibah city 3,880 1,570 19.42 0.06 19.36 200.4 81.1
3 Augusta-Richmond County "

_.(balance), Richmond County 80,481 • 306.48 4.35 302.13 646.0 266.4

4Columbus city, Muscogee 186,291 76,182 221.00 4.74 216.26 861.4 352.3
*County____ ___

Bibb City town 510 242 0.17 0.00 0.17 3,064.9 1,454.3
, Columbus city (balance) 185,781 75,940 220.83 4.74 216.09 859.7 351 TA

5 Columbus city (balance), 185,781 .75,940 220.83 4.74 216.09 859.7 351.4
_ Muscogee County 51 ,23 4.7 5

Savannah city, Chatham
S n ciCounty 131,510 57,437 78.11 3.37 74.74 1,759.5 768.5

_ I Athens-Clarke County, Clarke
Athe County .r. 101,489 .42,126 121.28 0.49 120.79 840.2 348.8

Athens-Clarke County 100,266 41,633 118.23 0.48 117.75 851.5 353.6
(balance) _____ _________

_ "Bogart town (part) 118 51 0.23 0.01 0.22 540.6 233.7

_ Winterville city 1,068 432 2.65 0.00 2.65 403.2 163.1

8 Athens-Clarke County 100,266 41,633 118.2"3 0.48 117.75 851.5 353.6*(balance, Carke County _________

9 Macon city 97,255 44,3411 56.27 0.46 55.80 1,742.8 794.6
Bibb County (part) 96,777 44,1551 55.91 0.46 55.45 1,745.4 796.4

I Jones County (part) 478 186 0.36 0.00 0.36 1,341.7 522.1

1oJ Sandy Springs CDP, Fulton j 85,781 42,794 38.98 1.25 37.72 2,274.1 1,134.5
11 1Roswell c Fulton Coun 79,334 31,300 38.61 0.59 38.02 2,086.5 823.2
12 1 AIbany city, Dougherty Countyj 76,9391 32,062 55.86 0.33 55.53 1,385.5 577.3
13 IMarietta city, Cobb County 1 58,7481 25,227 21.95 0.06 21.89 2,684.1 1,152.6
14 IWamer Robins city 1 48,8041 21,688 1 22.86 0.09 22.76 2,143.9 952.7

_ Houston County (part) 1 48,7871 21,6821 2.44 0.09 22.35 2,182.7 970.0
I Peach County (part) I 171 61 0.411 0.00 0.41 41.21 14.5

15 Vlosta city, Lowndes 43,7241 18,907 3027 0.33 29.94 1,460.3 63 1.5

* 16 Smyma city, Cobb County 1 40,999 19,6331 13.921 0.021 13.901 2,949.9 1,412.61
17 jEast Point city, Fulton County 1 39,5951 15,6371 13.771 0.01 13.751 2,878.91 1,137.0

I North Atlanta CDP, DeKalb
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Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

18 County 38,579 16,636 7.71 0.06 7.65 5,040.6 2,173.6
19 Rome city, Floyd County 34,980 14,508 29.84 0.46 29.38 1,190.5 493.7
20 Alpharetta city,.Fulton County 34,854 14,670 21.38 0.01 21.36 1,631.6, 686.7
21 Redan CDP, DeKalb County 33,841 12,106 9.60 0.05 9.55 3,542.0 12671i

22 DunwoodyCDP, DeKaib 32,808 14,599 12.12 0.04 12.08 2,715.7 1,208.4
___County___________________

23 Peachtree City city, Fayette 31,580 11,313 23.90 0.63 23.27 1,356.9 486.1
County

24 Hinesville city, Uberty County 30,392 11,742 16.31 0.10 16.22 1,874.0 724.0
25 Mableton CDP, Cobb County 29,733 11,339 20.76 0.17 20.59 1,444.4 550.8

Candler-McAfee CDP, DeKalb 69
26 County 28,294 9,415 6.99 0.02 6.98 4,054.2 1,349.0

27 Dalton city, Whitfield County 27,912 10,229 19.84 0.02 19.82 1,407.9 516.0
Martinez CDP, Columbia12628 Matnez 27,749 10,320 12.68 0.11 12.57 2,207.1 820.8
County______________

29 Tucker CDP, DeKalb County 26,532 10,704 12.12 0.10 12.02 2,208.2 890.9
30 LaGrange city, Troup County 25,998 11,000 29.55 0.59 28.96 897.8 379.9
31 Gainesville city, Hall County 25,578 .9,076 29.10 2.02 27.08 944.4 335.1
32 Griffincity, Spalding County 23,451 9,636 14.60 0.08 14.52 1,615.0 663.6

Statesboro city, Bulloch33 County 22,698 9,235 12.62 0.10 12.52 1,81.2.9 737.6

34 Lawrenceville city, Gwinnett 22,397 7,684 13.05 0.06 12.99 1,723.9 591.5
County

35 Duluth city, Gwinnett County 22,122 9,061 8.90 0.10 8.81 2,512.3 1,029.0
36 Kennesaw city, Cobb County 21,675 8,670 8.51 0.07 8.44 2,568.3 11027.3

Forest Park city, Clayton
37 County 21,447 7,233 9.41 0.04 9.38 2,287.5 771.5

38 College Park city 20,382 8,351 9.72 0.01 9.71 2,099.8 860.3
Clayton County (part) 1,572 561 2.70 0.00 2.70 581.5 207.5

_. _Fulton County (part) 18,810 7,790 7.02 0.01 7.00 2,686.0 1,112.4
39 Dougnasviiie city, Douglas 20,065 7,903 21.51 0.13 21.38 938.5 369.6
___ County _______ ___

40 Carrollton city, Carroll County .19,843 7577 20.69 0.52 .20.17 983.7 375.6
41Belvedere Park CDP, DeKaib

41 BCounty 18,945 7,010 4.98 0.00 4.98 -3,801.9 1,406.8

42 North Druid Hills CDP, 18,852 10,240 4.98 0.01 4.97 3,790.0 2,058.7
MlDeKalb County

43 CoMiledgevill city, Baldwin 18,757 5,356 20.25 0.27 1 9.98 938.8 268.1
__County _______Thomasville city, Thomas

I44 County 18,162 7,788 14.93 0.06 14.87 1,221.4 523.7

45 Decatur city, DeKalb County 18,147 8,497 4.18 0.00 4.18 4,343.2 2,033.6
46 Evans CDP, Columbia County 17,727 6,632 10.00 0.07 9.94 .,. 1,784.1 667.5
47 Americus city, Sumter County 17,013 7,053 10.68 0.20 10.48 1,623.1 672.9

48 Newnan city, CoWeta County 16,242 6,464 18.10 0.19 17.92 906.4 360.7

49 Carte. . 15,925 6,130 23.51 0.12 23.39 680.7 262.0

50 Dublin city, Laurens County 15,857 6;977 13.27 0.06 13.21 1 200.7 528.3

51 _ Brunswick city, Glynn County 15,600 6,952 25.19 7.98 17.22 906.0 403.8
SSneilvile city, Gwinnett

52 County e ' 15,351 5,391 9.70 0.04 9.66 1,589.1 558.1

53 jWaycross city 15,3331 7,534 .11.71 0.02 11.69 1,311.8 644.5
* Pierce County (part) 01 0 0.68, 0.00 .0.68 0.0 0.0

Ware County (part) ,15,333 7,5341 11.03 . 0.02 11.01 1,392.7 684.3
North Decatur CDP, DeKalb ' l .. "

54 County 15,270 8,387 5.00 0.001  5.00 3,054.0 1,677.4

55 iTifton city, Tilt County 15,060 6,1021 9.04 0.10k 8.93 1,686.21 683.2
• 56 IMoultrie city, Colquitt County 14,3871 6,525 14.251 0.04 14.20 1,013.01 459.4

5 IWilmington Island CDP, 14,213 5,946 9.46 1.01 8.45 1,682.9 704.0
5Chatham County "1 •
5 St. Marys city, Camden 13,702

58 ICounty • 13,761 5,351 20.2' 1.53 18.75 .733.8 285.3
e 6/15/2005
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Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

59 Acworth city, Cobb County 13,422 5,453 7.60 0.53 7.08 1,896.9 770.7

60 St Smons CDP, Glynn .86 1.25 16.61 805.8 508.1
60 County _,_83__

61 Druid Hills CDP, DeKalb 12,741 4,830 4.21 0.021 4.19 3,040.4 1,152.6County

62 Powder Springs city, Cobb 12,481 4,101 6.35 0.01 6.34 1,969.2 647.0
__County ________

63 Riverdale city, Clayton County 12,478 4,5901 4.27 0.01 4.26 2,926.3 1,076.4

64 Panthersville CDP, DeKalb 11i,791 4,321 3.74 0.01 3.73 .3,162.0 1,158.864County•

65 Mountain Park CDP, Gwynnett 11,753 4,444 5.81 0.01 5.80 2,025.4 765.9
__County_________

66 Fort Benning South CDP, 11,737 2,028 8.71 0.13 8.58 1,368.0 236.4
66 Chattahoochee County
67 Bainbridge city, Decatur 11,722 5,051 18.87 1.16 17.71 661.8 285.2

___County_____

68_ Union City city, Fulton County .11,621 5,332 8.66 0.07 8.59 1,353.2 620.9
69 Cordele city, Crisp County 11,608 4,782 9.58 0.08 9.50 1,222.5 503.6. Covington city, Newton

70 County 11,547 4,542 13.86 0.10 13.76 839.2 330.1

71 JMonroe city, Walton County 11,407 4,637 10.47 0.11 10.36 1,101.3 .447.7

72 Sugar Hill city, Gwinnett 11,399 4,115 9.16 0.00 9.16 1,244.3 449.2
72 County
73 Ulbum city, Gwinnett County 11,307 4,049 6.20 0.05 6.15 .1,837.6 658.0

7 Garden City city, Chatham 11,289 4,413 14.61 0.01 14.61 772.8 302.1
County

7 5tFort Stewart CDP, Liberty 11,25 1,936 6.60 0.00 6.60 1,697.1 293.2
__75 County 116 06 ,2
76 Fayetteville city, Fayette 9.98 0.08 9.89 1,126.7 462.1

County 11,148 4,572 9
77 Conyers city, Rockdale 10,689 4,183 11.92 0.14 11.78 907.3 355.1
78 County .
78_ Buford cit 10,668 4,044 14.78 0.05 14.73 724.4 274.6

Gwlnnett County (part) 10,566 4,003 13.30 0.05 13.24 797.9 302.3
_ Hall County.(part) - 102 41 1.48 0.00 1.48 68.7 27.6

79 Calhoun city, 'Gordon County .10,667 4,298 11.67 0.02 11.65 915.4 368.8
80 Douglas city, Coffee County 10,639 4,692 - 12.94 0.06 12.88 825.7 364.2

81 Georgetown CDP, Chatham 10,599 4,341 11.93 0.45 11.48 923.3 378.2

82 Kingsland city, Camden 16,1506 4,203 16.87 0.14 16.73 627.9 2512
82 County
83 Vidalia city. 10,491 4,676 17.44 0.11 17.33 605.4 269.8

_ " Montgomery County (part) • 160 51 0.85 0.00 0.85 188.4 60.0
Toombs County (part) 10,331 4,625 16.59 0.11 16.48 626.9 280.7

*84 Winder city, Barrow County 10,201 4,098 • 11.20 0.36 10.84 941.5 378.2
i Woodstock city, Cherokee

85 County.,I 10,050 4,102 8.83 0.02 8.81 1,140.4 465.5

86_ Doraville city, DeKalb County .9,862 3,102 3.59 0.00 3.59 2,747.0 864.1
Stockbridge city, Henry 3,991 11

87 County .00 0.05 10.95 900.0 364.6

88 Scottdaleuny CDP, DeKab. 9,803 4,236 3.48 0.00 3.48 2,818.2 1,217.8

89 j Vinings CDP, Cobb County 9,677 5,670 3.29 0.11 3.18 3,039.2 1,780.81
- 90 Perry city 9,602 4,053 16.42 0.00 16.42 584.7 246.8

Houston County (part) 1 9,599 4,052 15.17 0.00 15.17 632.6 26Z.0j
Peach County (part) 1 3 1 1.25 0.00 1.25 2.4 0.81

91~anbe iyD~i 9,5521 '2,730 3.141 0.00? 3.141 3,043.31 86§.8191 County

* 92 1Cedartown city, Polk County 9,470J 3,6421 6.88. 0.03 6.841 1,384.01 532.2;
I jThomaston city,.Upson 9 458.6'

1 4,1521 9.20 0.141 9 458.6j.

94 IToccoa citv. SteDhens Countv I 9.3231 4.3781 8.361 0.05 8.311 1.121.3 526.61
i.1 . . . I I I I .1
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Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

95 Jesup city, Wayne County 9,279 3,469 16.59 0.05 16.54 561.2 209.8
96 Cairo city, Grady County 9,239 3,898 9.37 0.05 9.31 992.0 418.5
97 Gresham Park CDP, DeKalb C9,215 3,104 2.84 0.00 2.83 3,252.1 1,095.4

__County 

-98 Fitzgerald city 8,758 3,968 7.29 0.04 7.25 1,208.8 547.7
Ben Hill County (part) 8,723 3,953 7.24 0.04 7.20 1,211.4 548.9
Irwin County (part) 35 15 0.04 0.00 0.04 794.7 340.6

99 Suwanee city, Gwinnet 8,725 3,144 9.88 0.07 9.81 889.5 320.5
__Countý'____ ___

10McDonough city, Henry
100M County 8,493 3,234 7.80 0.04 7.76 1,093.8 416.5

101 Fair Oaks CDP, Cobb County 8,443 3,136 1.96 0.01 1.95 4,325.4 1,606.6
102 Norcross city, Gwinnett 8,410 2,750 4.11 0.01 4.10 .2,050.4 670.5

_ _ County -_ _ _ ------ _ __ _ __ _

103 Fort Valley city, Peach County 8-005 3,303 5.27 0.00 5.27 1,519.5 627.0
104 Irondale CDP, Clayton County 7,727 2,649 3.20 0.00 3.20 2,414.8 827.8
105 Canton city, Cherokee County 7,709 2,879 14.26 0.00 14.26 540.5 201.8

Country Club Estates CDP,106 Glynn County 7,594 3,539 4.79 0.04 4.75 1,600.1 745.7

107 Clarkston city, DeKalb County 7,231 2,622 1.06 0.01 1.05 6,856.3 2,486.1
08Stone Mountain city, DeKalb

108,. County 7,145 2,638 1.62 0.01 1.62 4,423.4 1,633.2
Richmond Hill city, Bryan

109 County 6,959 2,573 10.19 0.05 .10.14 686.5 253.8
DockCouncty o __DP,__Glynn

110 Dock Junction CDP, Glynn 6,951 3,085 10.69 1.14 9.55 728.2 323.2Countbo clty,_Emanue_
111 Swainsboro ctyEmanuel 6,943 3,051 12.69 6.30 .. 12.39 560.5 246.3

__CountyI

112 Fort Oglethorpe city 6,940 3,108 .13.03 0.00 13.03 532.6 238.5
Catoosa County (part) 6,755 3,073 10.52 0.00 10.52 . 642.4 292.2
Walker County (part) 185 35 2.51 0.00 2.51 73.6 13.9

113Skdaway 6,914 3.491 17.86 1.51 16.36 422.7 213.4
11. Chatham County 6,914 3,491 17.86_1.51
114 Auburn city 6,904 2,322 5.34 0.00 5.34 1,293.3 435.0

I Barrow County (part) 6,610 2,225 5.21 .0.00 5.21 '1,269.5 427.3
Gwinnett County (part) 294 97 0.13 0.00 0.13 2,232.0 736.4

115Thomson city, MDuffie 6,828 2,895 3.95 0.00 3.95 1,726.9 .732.2
1.5 County
116 Eatonton city, Putnam County 6,764 2,668 20.68 0.13 20.56 329.1 129.8

17La Fayette city, Walker118 ouye W 6,702 21926 8.09 0.00 8.09 828.1 361.617County

118 Fairview CDP, Walker County 6,601 2,734 7.50 0.00 7.50 879.7 364.4
119_ Pooler city, Chatham County 6,239 2,356 28.84 0.19 28.65 217.8 82.2
120 1Conley CDP, Clayton County 6,188 2,053 1.93 0.02 1.91 3,234.2 1,073.0
121 Hapeville city, Fulton County 6,180 2,538 2.37 0.00 2.37 2,608.3 1,071.2

122 Sandersville city, WashingtonCounty 6,144 2,589 922 0.08 9.14 672.1 283.2

1 Grovetown city, Columbia 2,473 2.89 0.01 2.88 2,.111.9 857.712 Counly 6,8 2,7 2.9 001 29

124 ISyIvester city, Worth County 1 5,990 2,378 5.74 0.03 5.71 1,049.1 416.5

SBarnesville city Lamar 5,972 2,257 5.67 0.01 5.66 1,055.9 399.11

126 Whitemarsh Island CDP, 5,824 2,427 6.61 0.71 5.90 987.5 411.51.Chatham County 5,_24i__ ,427 61 .50 75 1
127 sboro city, Bk 5,813 2,395 5.52 0.06 5.46 1,064.1 438.41

128 IBlakely city, Early County 1 5,6961 2,251 17.61 0.13 17.47 326.01 128.81
129 tCamilia city. Mitchell County 5,6691 2,128 6.11 0.01! 6.101 929.41 348.91
130 I Fairburn city, Fulton County 5,464 2,0051 7.321 0.051 7.281 750.91 275.5
131 i Eastman city. Dodoe County 5.440 2.4181 5.111 0.011 5.101 1,067.31 474.41
132 Loganville city 1 5,4351 2,0591 6.04 '0.011 6.031 '901.0 341.3;

I Gwinnett County (part) • 1,2851 4461 1.271 0.001 1.271 . 1,012.11 351.31
1 8 I | i
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Density per square-
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

Walton County (part) 4,150 1,613 4.77 0.01 4.76 871.4 338.7
133 Austell city 5,359 2,144 5.70 0.01 5.69 942.1 376.9

Cobb County (part) 5,230 2,078 5.64 0.01 5.63 928.9 369.1
Douglas County (part) 129 66 0.06 0.00 0.06 2,229.0 1,140.4

134 Adel city,'Cook County 5,307 2,164 7.97 0.10 7.87 674.1 274.9

135 Commerce city, Jackson 8.30
135 County 5,292 2,273 8.31 0.01 637.3 273.7

136 Midway-Hardwlck CDP, 5,135 2,223 4.92 0.02 4.91 1,046.8 453.2
B__ aldwin County ___ ____________

137 Dawson city, Terrell County 5,058 1,967 3.68 0.00 3.68 1,373.5 534.1
138 Dallas city, Paulding County 5,056 2,150 4.54 0.03 4.51 1,120.7 476.5
139 Morrow city, Clayton County 4,882 1,823 2.96 0.01 2.95 1,656.9 618.7
140 Lakeview CDP 4,820 2,160 2.29 0.01 2.28 2,112.1 946.5

Catoosa County (part) 3,910 1,709 1.88 0.01 1.87 2,093.5 915.0
Walker County (part) 910 451 0.41 0.00 0.41 2,195.7 1,088.2

141 Elberton city, Elbert County 4,743 2,265 4.02 0.02 4.01 1,183.4 565.1
142 Nashville city, Borden County 4,697 2,098 4.69 0.05 4.64 1,012.2 452.1
143 Quitman city, Brooks County 4,638 2,034 3.85 0.02 3.83 1,211.1 531.1
144 Bremen city 4,579 1 978 8.91 0.03 8.88 515.7 222.8

Carroll County (part) 27 11 1.98 0.02 1.96 13.8 5.6

Haralson County (part) 4,552 1,967 6.93 0.01 6.92 657.6 284.1
145 Summerville city, Chattooga 4,556 2,0921 3.98 0.00 3.98 1,144.3 525.4

146 Cochran city, Bleckley County 4,455 1,851 4.22 0.14 4.09 1,090.5 453.1
147 Ashburn city, Tumor County 4,419 1,846 4.55 0.03 4.52 978.6 408.8
148 Rincon city, Effingham County 4,376 1,892 6.72 0.01 6.71 651.9 281.9

149 Washington city, Wilkes 4,295 1,974 7.86 0.02 7.84 547.5 251.6
County ___L_

Centerville city, Houston 4,278 .1,687 2.80 0.00 2.80 1,526.4 601.9
__ County
151 Cumming city, Forsyth County 4,220 '1,507 5.901 0.02 5.89 717.1 256.1
152 Hartwell city, Hart County 4,188 1,950 4.63 0.00 4.63 904.9 421.3
153 Lyons city, Toombs County 4,169 1,787 7.53 0.04 7.48 557.1 238.8
154 Baxleyclty, Appling County 4,1504 1,866 7.151 0.00 7.15 580.7 261.1

15tMontgomery CDP, Chatham
Countey . 4,134 1,668 6.12 0.81 5.31 777.9 313.9

155t Villa Rica city 4,134i 1,769 12.72 0.16 12.56 329.2 140.9
Carroll County (part) 3,8711 1,608 8.04 0.05 7.99 484.4 201.2
Douglas County (part) 263 161 4.68 0.12 4.57 57.6 35.3

156 Pelham city, Mitchell County 4,126 1,591 4.06 0.01 4.05 1,019.2 393.0
157 Undale CDP, Floyd County 4,088 1,796 5.54 0.03 5.51 741.6 325.8

158 Chattanooga Valley CDP, 4,065 1,698 7.54 0.00 7.54 1 539.3 225.3
Walker County

159 County city, Uberty 4,030 1,639 3.79 0.00 3.79 1,064.2 432.8

160 Montezuma city, Macon 3,999 1,673 4.53 0.03 4.50 887.9 371.5
County

161 IManchester city 3,988 1,853 5.72 •0.01 5.71 698.1 324.4
Medwether County (part) J 3,895 1,811 5.47 0.01 5.461 712.9 331.5
Talbot County (part) . 93 42 0.25 0.00 0.25 374.0 168.9

Robins AFB CDP, Houston
.162 County 3,949 791 2.73 0.02 2.711 1,45. 292.1

163 fJackson city, Butts County I 3,934 1,668, 4.731 0.021 4.701 836.3 354.6
.164 Tyrone town, Fayette County 3,916 1,4251 12.751 0.111 12.65 309.6 112.7
165 Hephzibah city, Richmond 3,880 1,570 19.421 0.06 19.36 200.4 81.1

166 IMetter city, Candler County i 3,879 1,5221 7.391 0.071 7.321 529.8! 207.9j
167 1Rockmart city, Polk County 1 3,870 .1,6811 4.37 0.03 4.34 892.01 387.5

.168 Hampton ci, Henry County 1 3,8571 1,5251 4.321 0.031 4.291 899.61 •355.7
169 $Dacula city, Gwinnett County 3,8481 1,319. 2.891 0.001 2-89] 11,333.0 456.9

170 Jjonesboro city, Clayton 3,8291 1,5611 2.641 0.051 2.591 1,477.41 602.31

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCTTable?-bm=y&-geo-id=O4000US 1 3&-_-box-head... 6/15/2005
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Density per square
Area In square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

County

171 Jefferson city, Jackson 3,825 1,522 18.98 0.00 18.98 201.6 80.2
___County______________

172 Hazlehurstcity,Jeff Davis 3,787 1,810 4.71 0.02 4.69 807.1 385.8
__County___________ ____

173 Forsyth city, Monroe County 3,776 1,560 4.98 0.00 4.98 758.8 313.5

174 Cuthbert city, Randolph 3,731 1,549 3.05 0.00 3.05 1,223.5 507.9
-Cornelia city, Habersham

175 County 3,674 1,611 3.43 0.00 3.43 1,071.3 469.7

176 Glennville city, Tattnall County 3,641 1,668 6.63 0.05 6.58 553.4 253.5
Dahlonega city, Lumpkln 8177 County 3,638 1.181 6.40 0.00 6.40 568.1 184.4

178 Madison city, Morgan County 3,636 1,494 8.90 0.04 8.86 410.2 168.5
19Chatsworth city, Murray 795 2.179 County , 3,531 1,546 4.74 0.02 4.71 749.5 328.1

180 Rossville city, Walker County 3,511 1,693 1.80 0.00 1.80 1,945.7 938.2
181 Millen city, Jenkins County 3,492 1,567 3.61 0.00 3.61 966.9 433.9
182 Palmetto city _ 3,400 1,283 5.28 0.10 5.18 656.2 247.6

Coweta County (part) 327 93 0.51 0.00 0.51 641.9 182.5
Fulton County (part) 3,073 1,190 4.77 0.10 4.67 657.7 . 254.7

183Tybee island city, Chatham 3,392 2,696 2.67 0.12 2.56 1,326.3 1,054.2
__3 County ___ __ __

184 West Point city 3,382 1,515 4.55 0.13 4.43 764.3 342.4
Harris County (part) 708 317 0.66 0.01 0.65 1,089.1 487.6
Troup County (part) 2,674 1,198 3.89 0.12 3.78 .708.3 317.3

185 Social Circle city 3,379 1,264 11.27 0.03 11.25 300.5 • 112.4
Newton County (part) 0 0 0.18 0.00 0.18 0.0 0.0
Walton County (part) 3,379 1,264 11.09 0.03 11.07 305.3 114.2

"16Blackshear city, !Pierce
186 Csrt3,283 1,518 4.37 0.09 4.28 766.6 354.5

______ County I____________ ____________ ____________

187 Hawkinsville city, Pulaski 3,280 1,579 4.45 0.07 4.38 748.4 360.3
_87 County • .

188 Port Wentworth city, Chatham 3,276 1,377 16.48 0.03 16.45 199.2 83.7
_______ County__________________________

189 Ocilla city, Irwin County 3,270 1,283 2.59 0.01 2.59 1,264.3 496.0
Hannahs Mill CDP, Upson

190 County . 3,267 1,379 4.38 0.01 4.37 747.9 315.7

191 Greensboro city, Greene 3,238 1,264 5.85 0.03 5.82 556.5 217.2
___County I_____

192 Alma city, Bacon County 3,236 1,510 5.82 0.09 5.73 564.6 263.5
193 Experiment CDP, Spalding 3,233 1,259 3.04 0.00 3.04 1,063.4 414.1
__ -County _______ ___ ___

194 Euharlee city, Bartow County 3,208 1,057 4.73 0.11 4.62 694.6 228.8
195 Holly Springs city, Cherokee 3,195 1,173 3.17 0.00 3.17 • 1,008.5 370.3

,9 County 0.001,3.17 1,008.5_370.3

196 Putney CDP, Dougherty 2,998 1,223 21.67 0.19 21.48 139.6 56.9County
197 Vienna city, Dooly County 2,973 1,180 5.26 0.01 5.25 566.2 224.7

198 Bonanza CDP, Clayton 2,904 976 1.21 0.00 1.21 2,391.7 803.8

199 IByron city, Peach County . 2,887, 1,1771 5.83 0.01 5.821 495.7 202.1
200 ILake City city, Clayton County I 2,8861 1,0221 1.81 0.00 1.811 1,594.5 564.6

201 CouncityTreuuen 2,824 1,215 3.26 0.02 3.241 870.61 374.6

202 I Homerville city, Clinch County j 2,8031 1,1921 2.21 0.00 2.211 1,270.4 540.2
2 Donalsonville city, Seminole 2 0203 i County_ 2, 796 1,116 3.99 0.01 3.98 702.8 280.5

204 ITalapoosau city, Haralson 2,789 1,334 7.46 0.03 7.43 375.6 179.7

C IHouansvtllecity.Trouo i ... ......... I I ... ..

205 1ICountv 1 2,1141 1 ,249 6.671 0.031{ 6.64
418.1 18 8.21

t 4
i I I.
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Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units
206 Unadilla city, Dooly County 2,772 739 5.21 0.01 5.20 532.9 142.1
207 Lakeland city, Lanier County 2,730 1,162 3.13 0.04 3.10 881.0 375.0
208 Louisville city, Jefferson 2,712 1,123 3.65 0.06 3.59 755.5 312.8

County 0.06_
209 Oakwood city, Hall County 2,689 1,098 3.13 0.00 3.13 859.1 350.8
210 McRae city, Telfair County 2,682 1,310 3.39 0.02 3.37 796.7 389.1
211 Sylvania city, Screven County 2,675 1,285 3.79 0.00 3.79 705.5 338.9

212 Bloomingdale city, Chatham 2,665 1,051 13.31 0.13 13.18 202.3 79.8County

213 Lakevlew Estates CDP,Rockdale County 2,637 *686 0.57 0.04 0.53 4,992.0 1,298.6
214 Leesburg city, Lee County 2,633 851 4.78 0.06 4.73 557.2 . 180.1

215 Avondale Estates city, DeKalb 2,609 1,263 1.13 0.01 1.12 2,327.7 1,126.8County --

216 Isle of Hope CDP, Chatham 2,605 1,038 2.11 0.21 .1.90 1,373.2 547.2
___County____

27Kings Bay Base CDP,217 KigsB y 2,599 434 2.05 0.00 2.05 1,269.4 212.0
___Camden County_____ ________

218 Adairsville city, Bartow County 2,542 1,103 6.17 0.00 6.17 411.9 178.7
219 Lovejoy city, Clayton County 2,495 596 2.34 0.00 2.34 1,064.3 254.2
220 Royston city 2,493 1,135 3.42 0.00 3.42 728.4 331.6

Franklin Coonty (part) 1,846 860 2.13 0.00 2.13 867.1 403.9
_ Hart County (part) 647 275 1.28 0.00 1.28 503.8 214.1

Madison County (part) . 0 0 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.0 0.0
East Dublin city, Laurens

221 County 2,484 1,105 2.96 0.03 2.92 849.3 377.8

222 Monticello city, Jasper County 2,428 1,006 3.04 0.02 3.01 805.8 333.9
223 Baldwin city 2,425 912 3.59 0.00 3.59 674.9 253.8

_ Banks County (part) 432 194 0.97 0.00 0.97 445.1 199.9
Habersham County (part) 1,993 718 2.62 0.00; 2.62 759.9 273.8

"224 Ringgold city, Catoosa County 2,422 1,116 3.94 0.01 3.93 617.0 284.3

225 Templecity 2,383 956 6.86 0.10 6.76 352.3 141.3
Carroll County (part) 2,383 956 6.85 0.10 .6.75 352.8 141.5
Haralson County (part) 0 0 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.0 .0.0

226 Pembroke city, Bryan County 2,379 909 7.63 0.02 7.61 312.5 119.4Thunderbolt town, Chatham

227 County 2,340 "1,096 1.45 0.18 .1.27 1,836.9 860.4

228 Locust Grove city, Henry 2,322 863 2.20 0.07 2.13 1,089.5 404.9
__County____

229 Wrens city, Jefferson County 2,314 1,030 3.05 0.01 3.04 760.1 338.3

230 Helena city 2,307 603 2.11 0.00 2.11 1,092.3 285.5
Telfalr County (part) 2,307 603 2.07 1 0.00 2.07 1,115.8 291.7

Wheeler County (part) 0 0 0.041 0.00 0.04 0.0 0.0
231 Abbeville city, Wilcox County 2,298 467 3.08 0.02 3.06 750.9 152.6
232 Claxton city, Evans County 2,276 1,032 1.56 0.00 1.56 1,457.2 660.7

233 Chickamauga city, Walker .2,245 951 1.83 0.01 1.81 1,238.8 5248
_ ICounty

234 1Reidsville city, Tattnall County I 2,235 1,131 7.71 0.03 7.68 291.1 147.3
235 Wrightsvllle city, Johnson

County 2,223 978 3.49 0.06 3.43 648.1 285.1
236 Lfthonla city, DeKalb County 2,187 892 0.79 0.00 0.79 2,770.2 1,129.9
237 I Folkston city, Chariton County 2,178 976 3.60 0.00 3.60 605.7 271.4
238 !Jasper city, Pickens County 2,167 1,030 3.30 0.00 3.301 657.01 312.3
239 IGordon city, Wilkinson County .2,152 951 5.46 0.061 5.40 398.31 176.0

240 eCounty C24P, Hart 18 1,705 34.55 11 211 23.34 92.01 73.1

241 Watkinsville town, Oconee 2 8 3.23 0.01 3.22 267.4
1County 2,097 8621 .23 0.01 3.22 650.6 26_7.4

242 iWadley city, Jefferson County 1 2,0881 672 4.60 0.051 4.56, 458.3 191.4

243 Mount Vernon city, 2,082 84 . 4.12 0.001 "4.12 505.4 203.9I4 I Montgomery County I

244 IUnionville CDP, Tift County 1 2,0741 8591 0.75 0.001 0.751 2766. 1,145.9

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCTTable? bm=y&-geo-id---400US 13&-_box-head.., 61512005
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Housing Total Water Land Housing
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245 Lthia Springs city, Douglas 2,072 918 2.21 0.00 2.21 937.6 415.4
245 County , I
246 Statham city, Barrow County 2,040 774 3.58 0.05 3.53 577.9 219.3
247 Gumlog CDP, Franklin County 2,025 1 430 16.27 2.68 13.59 149.0 105.2
248 Clayton city, Rabun County 2,019 1,006 .3.09 0.00 3.09 653.2 325.5

Warrenton city, Warren

249 [County 2,013 909 .1.91 0.01 1.90 1,056.9 477.3

250 Trion town, Chattooga County.. 1,993 906 4.00 0.02 3.98 500.9 227.7

251 Indian Springs CDP, Catoosa 1,982 801 2.57 0.00 2.571 771.9 311.9
5County "

252 B13owdon city, Carroll County 1,959 .893 3.40 0.00 3.40 576.5 . 262.8
253 Alamo city, Wheeler County 1,943 414 1.92 0.01 1.92 1,014.5 216.2
254 Trenton city, Dade County 1,942 843 3.07 0.00 3.07 632.5 274.6
255 Colquitt city, Miller County 1,939 868 8.26 0.01 8.25 235.0 105.2
256t Butler city, Taylor County . 1,907 851 3.18 0.01 3.17 602.2 268.7
256t Cleveland city, White County .1,907 808 3.16 0.00 3.16 602.7 255.4
257 Oxford city, Newton County 1,892 534 2.56 0.00 2.56 740.0 208.9

258 Deenwood CDP, Ware 1,8361 856 3.37 0.00 . . 3.37 545.2 254.2
County

259 Lavonla city, Franklin County 1,827 882 3.89 0.00 3.89 470.0 226.9
Springfield city, Effingham

260 Sprn ty E 1,821 704 2.13 0.00 2.13 854.3 330.3
__CountyRaoul CDP, Habersham

261 County 1,816 284 1.95 0.00 1.95 932.6 145.8

262 Harlem city, Columbia County 1,814 763 2.53 0.01 2.52 719.9 302.8
263 Gray city, Jones County 1,811 713 2.43 0.01 2.42 748.8 294.8

, 264 Flowery Branch town, Hall
.2_ County 1,806 820 2.50 .0.01 2.49 725.3 329.3

265 Pearson city, Atkinson County 1,805 742 2.89 0.00 *2.89 624.1 256.6
266 iRichland city, Stewart County 1,794 716 4.20 0.02 4.18 429.3 171.3
267 Sparks town, Cook County 1,755 743 3.93 0.27 3.65 480.3 203.3

268 Twin City city, Emanuel "1,752 632 3.58 0.00 3.58 489.3 176.5
County

269 Senola city, Coweta County 1,738 662 4.72 0.09 4.63 375.0 142.8
270 Darien city;,Mcintosh County 1,719 832 1.98 0.00 1.98 869.6 420.9
271 Berkeley Lake city, Gwinnett 1,695 610 t1.14 0.14 1.01 1,682.8 605.6

County 1,65_10_.1 014. 1,828_05.6

272 Shannon CDP, Floyd County 1,682 723 5.02 0.00 5.02 335.2 144.1

273 Union Point city, Greene 1,669 744 2.09 0.03 .2.06 811.4 361.7

274 Buena Vista city, Marion 1,664 756 3.28 0.03 324 512.9 233.0
__County* ______ ___

275 Arcade city, Jackson County 1,643 609 6.48 . 0.02 6.46 254.2 942

276 East Griffin CDP, Spalding26County • 1,635 654 1.56 0.01 1.55 1,056.6 422.7~

277 Hahlra city, Lowndes County 1,6261 715 2.29 0.09 2.20 739.4 325.1
Lookout Mountain City, Walker 1,617 657 2.66 • 0.00 2.66 608.3 247i

278 County
279 Ellaville city, Schley County 1,609 693 3.18 '0.00 3.181 505.9 217.9
280 IArlington city 1,602 695 4.01 0.01 4.001 400.9 173.9

. Calhoun County (part) 1 1,161 525 2.391 . 0.00 2.391 486.2 219.9
Early County (part) 441 170 • 1.61 0.01 1.61.1 274.31 105.7

281 1L ncolnton city, Lincoln 1,595 657 3.20 0.00 320 498.61 205.41-J !County 1,55 67 32 .. .0 32 0.

282A Ellijay city, Gilmer County I 1,5841 662 2.68- 0.00 2.681 591.7 247.3
283 1 Davisboro city, Washington 1,544 '1581 3.06 0.00 3.061 505.0 51.7

284 !Sparta city, Hancock County 1 1,522 7251 1.831 0.00 1.821 835.41 397.9
285 jTennille city, Washington I 8
285 County 1,505 683 1.731 0.01 1.72 876.1 397.6

286 IVamell city, Whitfield County T 1,4911 526 2.46 0.00 . 2.461 606.9 214.1

Demorest city, Habersham I I . II

http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/GCTTable?.bm=y&-geoid=04000US 13&--boxhead... 6/i5/2005
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287 County 1,465 564 2.30 0.02 2.27 644.4 248.1
288 Morgan city, Calhoun County 1,464 128 1.32 0.00 1.32 1,113.3 97.3
289 Ludowici city, Long County 1,440 636 2.23 0.01 2.22 649.0 286.6
290 Lula city 1,438 585 2.77 0.00 2.76 520.1 211.6

Banks County (part) 84 441 0.57 0.00 0.56 149.1 78.1
Hall County (part) 1,354 541 2.20 0.00 2.20 615.0 245.7

291 Wiliacoochee city, Atkinson 1,434 655 3.79 0.00 3.79 378.0 172.7
2 County
.292 Broxton city, Coffee County 1,428 612 3.28 0.04 3.24 440.8 188.9
293 Boston city. Thomas County 1,417 632 2?.23 0.00 2.23 635.8 283.6
294 Rochelle city, Wilcox County 1,415 642 1.88 0.00 1.88 . 754.3 342.3
295 Sunnyside CDP, Ware County 1,385 600 1.471 0.06 1.42 976.9 423.2
296 Lumpkin city, Stewart County 1,369 621 1.60 0.02 1.59 862.2 391.1
297 Hiram city, Paulding County 1 1,361 5061 3.03 0.02 3.01 452.5 168.2
298t Edison city, Calhoun County 1,340 584 2.33 0.00 2.33 575.9 251.0
298t Omega city 1,340 522 1.78 0.01 1.78 754.7 294.0

Colquitt County (part) 1 1 0.07 0.00 0.07 15.0 15.0
T lift County (part) 1,339 521 1.71 0.01 1.71 783.6 304.9

299 MarshaClvilie city, Macon 1,335 582 3.16 0.00 3.16 '422.8 184.3
___County___ _____

300 Grantville city, Coweta County 1,309 569 5.21 0.02 5.19 252.0 109.6

301 East Newnan CDP, Coweta 1,305 508 2.96 0.07 2.89 451.0 175.6301 County 152.21.

.302 Porterdale town, Newton 1,281 487 1.03 0.00 1.03 1,241.3 471.9
__County-

Mount Zion city, Carroll
_0_3 County 1,2751 .467 9.92 0.17 9.75 130.7 47.9Clarkesville city, Habersham
304 County , 1,248 639 1.86 0.00 1.86 670.6 343.3

LumbeCounty city, Telfa ____r

305t Lumber City city, Telfair 1,247 578 1.94 0.00 1.94 642.7 297.9

305t Maysvllie town 1,247 529 3.60 0.00 3.60 346.1 146.8
Banks County (part) 672 279 1.85 0.00 1.85 363.8 151.0
Jackson County (part) 575 250 1.76 0.00 1.76 327.6 142.4

305t conty 1,247 484 2.95 0.00 2.95 423.3 164.3

306 Walnut Grovetown,Waton 1,241 473 1.52 0.00 1.52 813.9 310.2

Woodbine city, Camden
307 County 1,218 .520 2.24 0.00 2.24 543.1 231.9

308 Blue Ridge city, FanninCounty 1,210 631 2.17 0.00 2.17 557.2 290.6

309t Jeffersonville city, Twlggs 1,209 4b6 3.68 0.00 3.68 328.8 134.9County •_1_209 496 .6 00_2_14

309t Tunnel Hill city, Whitfield 1,209 474 1.5 0.00 1.52 794.7 311.6County '_1,209 .474 15 00. 74_1
310 Braselton town 1,206 491 7.201 0.00 7.20 167.4 68.1

Barrow County (part) 1 2421 105-1o 1.85 0.00 1.85 131.1 56.9I Gwinnett County (part) 240 1001 2.75 0.00 2.75 87.3 36.4
Hall County (part) 23! : 8 0.27 0.00 0.27 83.9: 29.2

Jackson County (part) 1 701 2781 2.33 0.00 2.331. 300.3 .,119.1
Oglethorpe city, Malcon . 28

311. County 1,200 566 2.06 0.031 2.031 590.3 278.4
]Cusseta city, Chattahoochee

312 ICbunty 1,196 543 - 1.52 0.01 1.52 787.8 357.71

3 Woodbury city, Meriwether 1,184 499 2.02 0.01 2.01 588.7 248.11
•313 ICounty 1,8 I -9 2.. I0 I 2.0.

314 Zebulon city, Pike County 1 1,1811 4991 3.54 0.041 3.49 338.01 142.81
315 Sardis town, Burke County 1,1711 5191 1.51 0.00 1.511 776.31 344.11

36Shellman city, Randolph 1,61 461 311315 3 75
316 Cour*ty 1,166 4 65 3.15 0.00 . 3.1S* 369.8 147.5

317 jPine Mountain town " 1,141 882i• 2.80) 0.101 2.691 423.91" 327.7
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Harris County (part) 1,118 871 2.66 0.10 2.55 437.7 341.0
Medwether County (part) 23 11 0.14 0.00 0.14 167.6 80.2

318 Lincoln Park CDP, Upson 1,1221. 520 1.03, 0.00 1.03 1,094.2 507.1
318 County
319 Brooklet town, Bulloch County 1,113 467 3.10 0.04 3.06 364.0 152.7
320 Fo-rt Gaines city, Clay County 1,110 519 7.72 2.93 4.79 231.6 108.3
321t Ivey town, Wilkinson County 1,100 529 2.98 0.42 2.56 430.2 206.9
321t Midway city, Liberty County 1,100 395 5.60 0.04 5.56 197.8 71.0
322 Emerson city, Barlow County 1,092 408 5.92 0.02 5.90 185.0 69.1
323 Melgs city 1,090 460 1.61 0.02 1.59 686.4 289.7

Mitchell County (part) 29 13 0.29 0.00 0.29 101.6 45.5
Thomas County (part) 1,061 447 1.32 0.02 1.30 814.7 343.2

324 McCaysville city, Fannin 1,07.1 604 1.63 0.05 1.57 680.8 383.9
__County ___Hoschton city, ,Jackson

325 County 1,070 404 2.45 0.00 2.45 437.2 165.1

326 Winterville city, Clarke County 1,068 432 2.65 0.00 .2.65 403.2 163.1
327 Comer city, Madison County 1,052 .424 3.18 0.00 3.18 330.6 1332
328 Bogart town 1,049 457 2.39 0.01 2.38 441.6 192.4

Clarke County (part) 118 51 0.23 0.01 0.22 540.6 233.7

Oconee County (part) 931 406 2.16 0.00 2.16 431.6 1882
329 Aragon city, Polk County 1,039 424 1.08 0.00 1.08 965.1 393.9
330 Reynolds town, Taylor County 1,036 495 1.334 0.01 1.32 784.9 375.0
331 Talbotton city, Talbot County 1,019 420 3.13 0.01 3.12 326.8 134.7
332 Milan town 1,012 . 383 3.151 0.01 3.14 322.6 122.1

Dodge County (part) 434 206 1.40 0.00 1.40 309.4 146.9
Telfair County (part) 578 177 1.75, 0.01 1.73 333.2 102.0

333 Nicholls city, Coffee County 1,008 500 1.56 0.00 1.56 646.4 320.6
334 Moody AFB CDP, Lowndes 993 330 0.40 0.00 0.40 2,452.6 815.1

___County________Cave Spring city, Floyd
335 County 975 431 4.03 0.02 4.02 242.7 107.3

Ge ounetyw cityQu'_a

336 Georgetown city, . 973 554 3.94 1.20 2.74 355.0 202.1
__County

337 Homer town,"Banks County 950 406 9.59 0.00 9.59 99.1 .42.4

338t Greenville city, Meriwether 946 432 1.83 0.01 1.82 520.8 237.8
County 946 2. .888

338t Poulan city, Worth County 946 399 1.66 0.00 1.66 571.2 240.9
339 Buchanan city, Haralson *941 380 1.68 0.20 1.47 638.6 257.9

County
340 Nahunta city, Brantley County 930 470 2.99 0.001 2.99 311.2 157.3
341 Guyton city, Effingham 917 340 120 0.01 1.19 770.3 285.6

County 9_101 7. 5

.342 Franklin city, Heard County 902 398 3.39 0.14 3.25 277.8 122.6
343t1 Bowman city, Elbert County 898 .411 2.57 0.00 2.57 . 350.0 160.2
343t Hagan city, Evans County 898 421 2.18 0.10 2.09 430.5 201.8
344 Lenox town, Cook County 889 405 1.26 0.021 1.24 717.0 326.6
345 Phillipsburg CDP, Tift County 887 370 0.31 0.001 0.31 2,846.8 1,187.5

346 Cood city, Wheeler. 884 409 3.16 0.00 3.16 279.91 129.5

347 lAlto town 8761 325 0.83 0.00 0.83 1,061.21 393.7
' Banks County (part) 357 125 0.361 0.00 0.36 990.51 346.8

7 Habersham County (part) 1. 519 200 0.471 0.001 0.471 1,116.0 430.1
t348 Sunset Village CDP, Upson 8714.93 176.8 72.748 County _7 I5 4.9 0.05I

349 I Enigma town, Berrien County 8691 3481 3.281. 0.03 3.251 267.21 *. 107.0
' 350 Newton city, Baker County 1 851 3461 3.021 0.111 2.911 292.71 119.0!

Norman Park cTty, Cofquitt
351 T omnP , 849 .3741 3.131 0.02 3.11 272.6 120.113 m County I Iwn___l I I

ITPamertn ruv Lwndes I. -1. - i-TA
3521 County I 847 4921 0.211 0.00 0,211. 4,117.8 2,391.9i

.
I I.
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Dasher town, Lowndes 834 4.95 0.09 4.86 171.7 66.3
Count8.6
Mountain City town, Rabun 829 462 1.79 0.01 1.79 464.1 258.6

354 County
355 Doerun city, Colquitt County 828 385 1.27 0.01 1.26 658.3 306.1
356 Resaca city, Gordon County 815 280 2.83 0.07 2.76 295.4 101.5

357t HCawassee town, Towns 808 527 2.15 0.47. 1.69 479.5 312.7
__County

357t Roberta city, Crawford County 808 330 1.50 0.02 1.48 544.3 222.3

358 otCrawford city, Oglethorpe. 807 369 1.17 0.00 1.17 687.5 314.4

359 Baconton city, MitchelI County 804 310 1.28 0.00 1.28 626.5 241.5

360 Allenhurst town, Liberty 788 326 1.14 0.01 1.13 694.3 287.2County
3611 Luthersville city, Medwether 783 299 3.08 0.01

County 3.07 254.9 97.4
362 Smithville city, Lee County 774 305 2.55 0.00 2.55 303.6 119.6

363t Grayson city, Gwinnet 765 288 1.76 0.00 .1.76 435.8 164.1
__County________36tHomeland city, Chariton

363t County " 765 318 2.58 0.00 2.58 296.9 123.4

Franklin Springs city, Franklin 762 227 2.10 0.00 2.10 363.6 108.3
364 County 77. .. 6 1
365 ICanon city 755 361 3.18 0.00 3.18 .237.5 113.5

_ Franklin County (part) 688 "331 2.63 0.00 2.63 261.7 125.9
Hart County (part) 67 30 0.55 0.00 0.55 121.7 54.5

366 Rai City city, Berden County 746 341 0.80 0.00 0.80 936.3 428.0
367 Falrmnount city, Gordon

County 745 334 1.20 0.00 1.20 619.9 277.9

368 Riceboro city, Uberty County 736 292 11.40 0.31 11.09 66.4 26.3
Ball Ground city. Cherokee

369t Count d 730 298 1.24 0.00 1.24 589.1 240.5

Stillmore town, Emanuel369t County 730 253 3.20 0.02 3.18 229.8 79.6

370t Blythe city . 718 262 2.84 0.01 2.83 253.6 92.5
_ Burke County (part) 5 1 0.29 0.011 0.29 17.4 3.5

Richmond County (part) 713 261 2.55 0.01 2.54 280.4 102.6

370t McIntyre town, Wilkinson 718 298 5.36 0.16 5.19 138.3 57.4
County __8_298_5._6_0._6_5.19__38.3_57.

371t Bethlehem town, Barrow 716 265 2.16 0.00 2.16 331.8 122.8
_7_ County 26.23.
371 t Ty Ty city, Tift County 716 289 0.80 0.00 0.80 897.1 362.1
372 Pavo city 711 345 1.76 0.00 1.76 403.1 195.6

Brooks County (part) 293 145 0.89 0.00 0.89 330.7 163.7
Thomas County (part) 418 200 0.88 0.00 0.88 476.1 227.8

3 Waverly Hall town, Harris 709 267 3.41 0.05 3.36 211.2 79.5
_7_ County 72.019

374t East Ellijay city, Glimer 707 265 1.98 0.00 1.98 357.6 134.0
County ___

374t Rutledge city, Morgan County 707 280 3.28 0.01 3.27 215.9 85.5
375 JScreVen city, Wayne County 702 346 2.17 0.00 2.17 324.0 159.7
376 Gibson city, Glascock Couny I 694 3251 1.04 0.01 1.04 669.1 313.3
377 White city, Bartow County 1. 693, 2741 0.91 0.001 0.91 764.8 302.4
378 iAlapaha town, Berrien County I 6821 3181 1.001 0.00 h 1.00 684.51 319.2
379 1Leary city, Calhoun County. I 6661 2881 3.201 0.01 3.19 208.8 903
380t Blairsville city, Union County I 6591 2611 1.06 0.001 1.06 619.7 245.4
380tIKingston city, Bartow County I 6591 2871 0.811 0.001 0.81 817.3 355.-
381 ITIgnall town, Wilkes County I 6531 3151 2.881. 0.001 2.88 227.11 109.51
382 iFlovilla city, Butts County 6521 2221 1.951 0.001 1.95 334.71 114.0
383 iPlains city, Sumter County j 6371 2441 0.82 0.001 0.82 780.01- 298.8
384 iMorven city, Brooks County I 6341 2501 1.74 0.01 1.731 366.01 144.3
385 lWhigham city, Grady County 1 6311 2121 1.181 0.001 1.18 533.8 179.41
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386 Patterson city, Pierce County 627 318 2.72 0.00 2.72 230.3 116.8
387 Nelson city 626 275 0.90 0.00 0.90 695.0 305.3

Cherokee County (part) 287 123 0.38 0.00 0.38 758.3 325.0
Pickens County (part) 339 152 0.52 0.00 0.52 649.1 291.0

388 Toomsboroutown,Wikinson 622 252 1.86 0.00 1.86 333.9 135.3
County Dealb

389 Pine Lake city, DeKaib 621 349 0.20 0.01 0.19 3,293.0 1,850.7

390 Dawsonvlleacity, Dawson 619 257 1.93 0.00 1.93 320.9 133.2

391 Waleska city, Cherokee 616 114 1.46 0.01 1.46 422.7 78.2
County_____ __

392 town, Thomas 605 270 0.95 0.01 0.94 641.7 286.4Mount Airy town, Habersham

393t County • 604 256 1.87 0.011. 1.87 323.3 137.0

Young Harris city, Towns
393t County 604 134 1.02 0.00 1.02 591.2 131.2

394 Portal town, Bulloch County 597 254 .1.77 0.03 1.74 343.1 146.0
395 WhItesburg town, Carroll 596 247 2.80 0.03 2.77 215.1 89.1

County
396 Berlin town, ColquItt County 595 249 .0.75 0.00 0.75 794.7 .332.6
39"7 Irwinton city, Wilkinson 587 271 3.15 0.00 3.15 186.5 86.1

County 687_ 23.315 8
398 Cohutta town, Whittield 582 235 2.52 0.04 2.49 233.8 94.4

County
399 Adrian city 579 276 .1.43 0.05 1.38 419.3 199.9

Emanuel County (part) 267 129 0.51 0.00 0.51 528.2 255.2
Johnson County (part) - 312 147 0.92 0.05 0.88 356.5 168.0

40j Crawfordville city, Taliaferro
400 ICounty 572 .312 3.14 0.00 3.14 182.4 99.5

401 Brooks town, Fayette County 553 208 4.07 .0.01 4.07 136.0 51.2
402 Coolidge city, Thomas County 552 270 0.81 0.00 0.81. 682.8 " 334.0
403 County 549 262 1.47 0.04 1.42 385.5 184.0

CamesvPlle city, Franklin
404 County 541 222 2.45 0.01 2.44 221.7 91.0

405 Pineview town, Wilcox County 532 218 1.96 0.00 1.96 271.6 111.3

406 Uvaida city, Montgomery 530 252 1.91 0.00 1.91 277.0 131.7
_County V

407 Collins city, Tattnall County 528 304 1.03 0.00 1.03 513.5 295.7
408 Milner city, Lamar County 522 201 1.40 0.00 1.40 372.0 143.2
409 Newborn town, Newton
409 County 520 187 11.60 000 1.60 325.6 117.1

410 Ideal city, Macon County 518 217 1.17 0.00 1.17 444.4 186.2
411 Bronwood town, Terrell 513 203 0.79 0.00 0.79 648.7 256.7

County

412 City town, Muscogee 510 2421 0.17 0.00 0.17 3,064.9 1,454.3

413t Dexter town, Laurens County 509 2311 0.77 0.02 0.76 670.4 304.2

S413t Harrison town, Washington 509 210 1.77 0.04 1.73 295.0 121.7ICounty 509 210 _ .7_.0_173 29.0 12.
414 Mountain Park city _ 506 248 . 0.541 0.07 0.47 1,082.2 530.4

_ Cherokee County (part) 10 4 0.041 0.02 0.03 388.9 155.6
Fulton County (part) - 496 *244 0.491 0.05 0.44 .1,122.6 552.2

415 iSycamore city, TumerCounty 496 209 1.001 0.001 1.001 497.4 209.6

416 Co uguscity , Decatur 4921 196 0.80. 0.001 0.80 617.6 246.01

417t!Colbert city, Madison County 1 488 223! 0.871 0.001 0.87 . 561.5 256.6

4 I t Chattooga 488 221 0.75 0.00 0.75 651.3 295.0

418tIMenlo city, Chattooga County I 4851 2511 0.781 0.00 0.781 622.5 322.21

hdv I *e, I 6
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Warm Springs city,
418 t Wmp nty 485 208 1.20 0.01 1.18 409.7 175.7

Meriwether Count
419 Talmo town, Jackson County 477 150 1.73 0.00 1.73 275.5 86.6
420 I Molena cltyV, Pike County 475 141 1.74 0.00 1.74 272.7 81.0

.421 Waco city, Haralson County 469 203 1.61 0.00 1.61 291.4 126.1
422 I Hoboken city, Brantley County 463 202 3.49 0.00 3.49 132.7 57.9

4,.23t Danlelsville city, Madison 4571 216 1.12 0.01 1.11 412. 194.9
County_216 _ 1.12 0011 2. 99

423t1 Midville city, Burke County 457 225 2.00 0.00 2.00 228.3 112.4

424 Arabi town, Crisp County 456 204 4.61 0.09 4.52 100.9 45.1
425 Leslie city, Sumter County 455 192 1.77 0.00 1.77 256.6 108.3Preston town, Webster
426 County W 453 205 4.53 0.00 4.53 100.1 45.3

427 Dudley city, Laurens County 447 207 3.12 .0.01 3.12 143.5 66.4
428 Barwick town 444 205 0.78 0.03 0.75 591.1 272.9

. Brooks County (part) 116 73 0.41 0.03 0.38 304.7 191.8

Thomas County (part) 328 132 0.37 0.00 0.37 885.2 356.3

429 Dearing town, McDuffie 441 206 0.83 0.00 0.83 528.9 247.0
429 County

430 NorthHigh Shoals town, 439 162 2.50 0.00 2.50 .175.8 -64.9

431 Woodland city, Talbot County 432 201 0.79 0.00 0.79 548.1 255.0

432 Coun city, Jackson 431 171 2.03* . 0.00 2.02 212.8 84.4

433t Helen'cltyi White County 430 319 2.11 0.00 2.11 203.8 151.2
433t Warwick city, Worth County 430 181 0.81 0.00 0.81 531.9 223.9
434 Funston town, Colquitt County 426 173 1.17 0.00 1.17 365.0 148.2
"435 Shiloh city, Harris County 423 174 2.27 0.02 2.25 187.7 77.2
436 Rhine town, Dodge County 422 243 3.14 0.00 .3.14 134.4 77.4
437 IHiltonla city, Screven County 421 154 1.74 0.01 1.73 243.6 89.1
438 Clermont town, Hall County 419 170 0.96 0.00 0.96 434.5 176.3
439Byromvie town, Dooly 415 150 0.36 0.00 0.36 1,153.7 417.0

440 Odum town, Wayne County 414 192 1.94 0.00 1.94 213.5 99.0

441 town, Upson 408 175 0.88 0.01 0.88 465.0 199.5

442 1Offerman city, Pierce County 403 172 3.14 0.00o 3.14 1282 54.7
443 iHilltop CDP, Pike County 401 129 0.98 0.02 0.96 416.9 134.1
444 Woodvllle city, Greene County 400 147 4.93 0.01 4.92 81.3 29.9

445 Alley city, Montgomery 394 182 2.03 0.00 2.03 194.1 89.7
ICounty
Moreland town, Coweta u 393 155 0.87 0.00 .0.87 451.7 178.1

44tCounty____ _________

446t Sasser town, Terrell County . 393 169 0.78 0.00. 0.78 500.9 215.4
447 Mansfield city, Newton County 392 142 .1.07 0.01 1.071 367.8 133.2
448 Ephesus town, Heard County 388 170 3.03 0.00 3.03 "127.9 56.0Centralhatchee town, Heard 3
449 Cnta 383 151 3.28 0.00 3.28 116.6 46.0

_______ County___________________________ ____________

450 I Fargo city, Clinch County 380 174 1.73 0.00 1.73 220.3 100.9
451 IDanville town 373 167 0.80 0.00 0.80 466.4 208.8

_ Twiggs County (part) 349 154 0.64 0.00 0.64 542.4 239.3
I Wilkinson County (part) 1 24 131 0.16 0.001 0.16 153.6 83.2

452 Flemington city, Liberty 369 .1771 4.72 0.00 4.71 78.3 37.5

453 Oak Park town, Emanuel 3 199 7.16 07 51.3 27.9
453 icounty I66 199 7.1 .0
454 ISalem CDP, Upson County 3391 1351 8.32 0.00 8.32 40.7 16.2
455tiConcord town, Pike County 336 1281 0.831 0.00 0.831 403.5 153.7
455t Ellenton town, Colquitt County 1 3361 119F .. 0.791 0.00 0.791 423.41 150.0
456 IBowersville town, Hart County 1 334 1561 3.10 0.01 3.091 108.11 50.5

• 1 ndersonville city, Sumter i 331. 1421 1.301 0.00 1.30 254.1 109
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457t Siloam town, Greene County 331 144 1.24 0.01 1.23 269.8 117.4
458 Cadwell town, Laurens 329 178 1.29 0.00 1.29 254.3 137.6
458 County .72026
459 Ila city, Madison County 328 143 0.81 0.00 0.81 403.2 175.8Bostwick town,- Morgan
460t Coutw t M 322 135 3.09 0.01 3.08 104.6 43.8

___County___ _____

460t Newlngton town, Screven 322 154 0.82 0.00 0.82 394.1 188.5
460 County 252 04 1

461 Iron City town, Seminole 321 149 0.80 0.00 0.80 401.4 186.3
County

462 Ambrose city, Coffee County 320 145 3.13 0.06 3.07 104.3 47.3
463t Eton city, Murray County 319 131 0.42 0.00 0.42 762.1 313.0

463t Sale City town, Mitchell 319 144 1.84 0.01 1.83 174.8 78.9County4.

464 Stapleton city, Jefferson 318 117 1.75 0.00 1.75 182.1 67.0County 155

465t Higgston town, Montgomery 316 152 3.15 0.00 3.15 100.3 48.2
465 County 316 _152 .5 035. 4

465t Sharpsburg town, Coweta 316 127 0.55 0.00 0.55 579.0 232.7
6 County 316 _ 7.

465t Tiger town, Rabun County 316 .161 0.82 0.00 0.82 384.2 195.7

466t Amoldsville city, Oglethorpe 312 136 1.68 0.00 1.68 185.7 80.9
466t County T 26 16_0_. 157.

466t Graham city, Appling County 312 132 1.75 0.00 1.75 178.5 75.5Cobbtown city, Tattnall
467t County 311 178 0.68. 0.00 0.68 459.7 263.1

467t Martin town 3111 153 1.50 0.00 1.50 207.8 102.2
Franklin County (part) T 0 0 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.0 0.0
Stephens County (part) 311 153 1.41 0.00 1.41 220.3 108.4

468 Sumner town, Worth County 309 125 1.07 0.00 1.07 288.4 116.7
469 Pitts city, Wilcox County 308 145 0.80 0.00 0.80 383.9 180.7
470t Hamilton city, Harris County ! 307 144 2.09 0.00 2.09 147.2 69.0
470t Pinehurst city, Dooly County . 307 156 1.02 0.00 1.02 3012 153.0
471' Chester town, Dodge County 305 167 0.87 0.00 0.87 349.0 191.1
472 Rentz town, Laurens County 304 164 1.05 0.00 1.05 288.5 155.7
473 Scotland city T 300 138 1.41 0.01 • 1.40 213.8 98.4

I Telfair County (part) 257 119 1.22 0.01 1.21 .212.7 98.5
Wheeler County (part) 43 19 0.19 0.00 0.19 221.2 97.7

474t Morganton town, Fannin 299 152 0.86 0.01 0.85 350.8 178.4
... County 25.00 7
474t Norwood city, Warren County 299 140 0.82 0.00 0.82 362.6 169.8
475t Climax city, Decatur County 297 134 0.79 0.00 0.79 375.7 169.5
-475t Williamson town, Pike County 297 122 0.60 0.00 0.60 495.6 203.6

476 Chauncey town, Dodge 295 125 1.73 0.00 1.73 170.6 72.3County

477 Allentown town 287 129 3.08 0.00 3.08 93.1 41.8
_ Bleckley County (part) 0 0 0.12 0.00 0.12 0.0 0.0

_ Laurens County (part) 3 3 0.49 0.00 0.491 6.11 6.1
* Twiggs County (part) 79 27 0.77 0.00 0.77 .102.3 35.0

Wilkinson County (part) 205 99 1.69 0.00 1.69 121.0 58.4

478 White Plains city, Greene 2 I 400.6154
478 County 283 126 4.60 0.00 4.60 61.5 27.4
479 Oconee city, Washington 2B0 102 1.14 0.00 1.14: 245.1J 89.31 County 20 12 11 .0 11

4 Avalon town, Stephens
480 County 278 116 1_6 0.00 1.76 157.9 65.9

481 Damascus town, Early County 277 115 1.77 0.01 1.76 157.61 65.4.
4 Gumbranch city, Liberty

482 ICounty 273 1291 0.81 0.01 0.80 341.7 161.4

483 I Denton city, Jeff Davis County 2691 1121 1.55l 0.001 1.55 174.01 72.51-
484 iCecil town, Cock County " 1 265 138 0.851 0.01* 0.851 313.1 163.1'

485 iPulaskitown, Candler County i 2611 831 0.801 0.001 0.801 326.81 .103.91
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Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units
486 Plainville city, Gordon County 257 102 0.59 0.00 0.59 435.5 172.8
487 Oliver city, Screven County 253 118 0.94 0.00 0.94 269.6 125.8
488 Rebecca clty, Turner County 246 104 0.78 0.00 0.78 314.8 133.1

4 Shady Dale town, Jasper
489 County 242 89 0.83 0.00 0.83 260.2 106.7

490 Kite town, Johnson County 241 140 0.80 0.00 0.80 299.4 173.9

491 Lexington city, Oglethorpe 239 115 0.54 0.00 0.54 439.6 211.5County CatT b

492t SantaClauscity,Toombs 237 89 0.18 0.00 0.18 1,297.2 487.1
Surrency town, Appling

"492t Cuncy 237 115 0.78 0.00 0.78 305.5 148.2.County
7r4 93 Carlton city, Madison County 233 118 1.00 0.00 1.001 232.3 117.6

494 Orchard Hill town, Spalding 230 94 0.36 0.00 0.36 646.9 264.4County
495 Taylorsvllle town. 229 103 1.49 0.00 1.49 153.3 68.9

Bartow County (part) 185 87 1.04 0.00 1.04 177.9 83.7
* Polk County (part) 44 16 0.45 0.00 0.45 96.8 35.2
496 Girard town, Burke County 227 111 3.20 0.01 3.19 71.1 34.8
497 Brinson town, Decatur County 225 106 .1.87 0.00 1.87 120.3 56.7

Bartow town, Jefferson498t County 223 106 1.14 0,00 1.14 196.1 93.2

498t Culloden city, Monroe County 223 95 0.79 0.01 0.77 288.2 122.8
499t Lilly city, Dooly County 2211 93 0.60 0.00 0.60 367.0 154.5
499t Sky Valley City, Rabun County 221 675 3.03 0.00 3.03 72.9 222.6
500 Avera city, Jefferson County 217 127 0.65 0.00 0.65 333.7 195.3
501 IDe Soto city, Sumter County 214 88 0.82 0.00 0.82 262.4 107.9
502 Corinth town 213 88 0.91 0.00 0.91 235.2 97.2

Coweta County (part) 13 7 0.29 0.00 0.29 44.6 24.0
Heard County (part) 200 81 0.61 0.00 0.61 325.7 131.9

Good Hope town, Walton
503t County 210 89 1.77 0.01 1.76 119.2 50.5

503tMaxeys town, Oglethorpe 210 86 2.40 0.01 2.39 87.8 36.0

n4t Buckhead town, Morgan
.S OtCounty 205 81 0.80 0.00 0.80 257.5 101.8

504t Cad town, Barrow County 205 99 0.80 0.00 0.80 257.6 . 124.4
Jenkinsburg town, Butts

505 J nurto u203 84 0.79 0.00 0.79 258.4 106.9
__County ___ ___ ______

506 Dillard city, Rabun County 198 115 1.55 0.00 1.55 127.9 74.3
507 Gillsville city 195 90 1.14 0.00 1.14 171.3 79.1

Banks County (part) 28 12 0.31 0.00 0.31 88.9 38.1
Hall County (part) 167 78 0.82 0.00 0.82 202.9 94.8

508 Meansvllle city, Pike County 192 78 0.52 0.00 0.52 365.9 148.7
509 Rocky Ford town, Screven 186 88 1.24 0.03 1.21 153.6 72.7
509 County ..... _18 8 1 0.0
510 Keysvllle town' 180 52 1.491 0.001 . 1.49 121.0 35.0

Burke County (part) 170 48 1.43 0.001 1.43 119.2 33.7
L Jefferson County (part) 10 4 0.06 0.00 0.06 162.7 65.1SJunction City town, Talbot

1 iountty T 179 91 2.55 0.06 2.49 71.9 36.6
I County I____ ____ I_

512 IPayne city, Bibb County 178 90 0.04 0.00 0.041 4,552.5 2,301.8
513, Roopvlle town, Carroll County 177 78J 0.791 0.00 0.79 224.11 98.8)

5 !WooCsey town, Fayette .62 0.84 0.02 0.82 213.6 75.7

515 IMitcheU town, Glascock 173 771 1.451 0.001 1.45 _.119.21 53.01! County1777 i.5 00145

516t!Camak town, Warren County 1 165 841 0.791 0.001 0.791 209.21 106.51
516t ITurin town, Coweta County 1' 165 68 1.251 0.001 1.251 131.51 54,2
517t I Register town, Bulloch County 164 731 0.781 0.00 .0.781 210.1 93.51

517tiTallulah Falls town " 164 1061 8.551. 0.401 8.151 20.11 13.0
i Habersham County (part) 1 611 .32 4.79 0.141 4.65 13.11 6.9
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Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Lan6 Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population units

Rabun County (part) 103 74 3.77 0.27 3.50 29.4 21.1
518t Dooling town, Dooly County 163 64 0.46 0.00 0.46 352.4 138.4
518t Jersey town, Walton County 163 65 0.78 0.00 0.78 208.9 83.3
519 Hull city, Madison County 160 78 0.33 0.00 0.33 483.7 235.8
520Alstontown, Montgomey 159 72 2.86 0.00 2.86 55.5 25.252'County ________ ___ ___

521 Jakln city, Early County 157 86 1.24 0.00 1.24 126.3 69.2
522 Parrott town, Terrell County 156 88 0.78 0.00 0.78 200.1 112.9

523 Montrose town, Laurens 154 65 1.61 0.00 1.61 95.5 40.3
__County_______ ____

524 Garfield town, Emanuel 152 84 0.80 0.00 0.80 190.3 105.2
__County____ ___ ____

525t Argyle town, Clinch County 151 64 1.72 0.00 1.72 87.8 37.2
525t Rest Haven town 151 67 0.40 0.00 0.40 373.5 165.7

Gwinnett County (part) 113 48 0.33 0.00 0.33 347.4 147.6
Hall County (part). 38 19 0.08 0.00 0.08 481.3 240.7Coleman city, Randolph526t County 149 84 0.77 , 0.01 0.77 194.4 109.6

526t Gay town, Medwether County 149 69 0.86 0.00 0.86 173.1 80.2
527 Between town, Walton County 148 63 0.87 0.00 0.87 170.4 72.5
528 Bishop town, Oconee County 146 67 0.78 0.00 0.78 188.2 86.4
529 Haralson town 144 65 0.72 0.01 0.71 203.1 •91.7

Coweta County (part) 144 65 0.67 0.01 0.66 216.8 97.9
Meriwether County (part) 0 0 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.0 0.0

530 Sunny Side city, Spalding 142 56 0.21 0.00 0.20 701.3 276.6
County____ ____ ______ __

531 Sumertown town, Emanuel 140 58 0.80 0.00 0.80 176.1 73.0

532t Du Pont town, Clinch County 139 62 0.79 0.00 0.79 176.8 78.8
532t Rayle town, Wilkes County 139 61 0.92 0.00 0.92 151.3 66.4
5 Vemonburg town, Chatham 138 69 0.37 0.01 0.36 380.4 190.2
533 County 138 69_ 0.37 01384 9
5 Deepstep town, Washington 132 59 0.79 0.02 0.78 170.0 76.0

County •___907 0.02 07_0. 76
535 Nunez town,;Emanuel County 131 53 1.34 0.00 1.34 97.7 39.5
536 Bellville city, Evans County 130 641 0.99 0.01 0.98 132.5 65.2
537 Daisy city, Evans County 126 601 1.02 0.03 0.99 127.81 60.9
538 Riddleville town, Washington 124 46 0.78 0.01 0.77 160.4 59.5

County 124 40. 00 07 16. 59
539t Bluffton town, Clay County 118 60 1.61 0.00 1.61 73.2 37.2

Jacksonville town, Telfalr 118 62 1.12 0.00 1.12 105.7 55.5
County 118 6.0 1.12 155.

540 Geneva town, Talbot County 114 59 0.79 0.00 0.79 144.9 75.0
541 Vidette city, Burke County 112 44 0.971 0.00 0.97 115.2 45.3
542 Sharon city, Taliaferro County 1051 53 0.78 0.00 0.78 134.2 67.7

Lone Oak town, Merlwether 104 47543Cont 14 7 .6 000 0.63 *.166,.2 75.1
__County _ _ __ _ _ _Manassas city, Tattnall

544t MaCounty " n100 50 0.78 0.00 0.78 128.7 64.4

5 Tarrytown village,. 100 51544t Montgomery County 1 0.87 0.00 0.87 115.6 59.0

545 Aldora town, Lamar County I 98 45 0.33 - 0.00 0.33 298.1 136.9
546 Ranger town, Gordon County 851 44 0.82 0.00 0.82 104.2 53.9
547 Braswell city " 80 27 3.07 0.01 3.061 26.2 8.8

Paulding County (part) 1 38 141 2.18 o.oo00 2.18 .17.4 6.4
I Polk County (part) . 421 131 0.89 -0.011 0.88 47.7 14.8
hp ... _ i= ., i p

548 weston town, webster
ICountv 75 42 0.941 0.001 0.94 79.5 44.5

549Riversde town, Colquitt 57 .26 0.221 0.001 0.221 263.7 120.31

Talking Rock town, Pickens5501 County "49 1 23 1 0.-19 0.00 • .0.19 255.5I 119.9
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Density per square
Area in square miles mile of land area

Housing Total Water Land Housing
Rank Geographic area Population units area area area Population 'units

551 Edge Hill city, Glascock 30 16 0.19 0.00 0.19 161.7 86.2551 County _ _i_

552 Blacksville CDP, Henry 4 1 0.08 0.00 0.08 50.7 12.7
55I County

(X) Not applicable
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1
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Census 2000 PHC-T-29. Ranking.Tables for Population of Metropolitan Statistical Areas, Micropolitan Statistical Areas, Combined Statistical Areas, New England City and Town
Areas,.and Combined New England City and Town Areas: 1990 and 2000
(Areas defined by the Office of Management and Budget as of June 6,2003.)

.Table 3b.". Population in Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas Ranked Separately by 2000 Population for the United States and Puerto Rico:
1.990 ari 2000
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 and 1990 Census.

: l.nternet Release date: December 30, 2003

• F•or informration on confidentiality and nonsampring error, see www.census.govlprodlcen2000ldoclsfl.pdf. For Information on definitions, see
thtp.IlwwW.cenSusýg.v/populationlwww/estimateslaboutmetro.html-

(x) NotaOlplicable.

V

'MetroiL.

Codes'!

35620
35620
35620
35620

S 35620

31100
. 31100

.31100
16980
16980
16980
16980
37980
37980
37980
37980
19100
19100

1-I T , I

Metro..
Div.Codie'

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population Change 1990 to 2000
LegallStatistical
Area DescriDtion April 1, 2000IApril 1. 1990 Number Percent

4. j f .4. .Percent

20764
35004
35084
35644

31084
42044

16974
23844
29404

15804
37964
48864

19124

N
(X)

2

3

.4

(x)

United States

Metropolitan Statistical Areas
New York-Northern New Jersey-Long Island, NY-NJ-PA2

Edison, NJ
Nassau-Suffolk, NY3 .
Newark-Union, NJ-PA
New York-Wayne-White Plains, NY-NJ

Los Angeles-Long Beach-Santa Ana, CA
Los Angeles-Long Beach-Glendale, CA
Santa Ana-Anaheim-irvine, CA

Chicago-Naperville-Joliet, IL-IN-WI
Chicago-Naperville-Joliet, IL
Gary, IN
Lake County-Kenosha County, IL-WI

Philadelphia-Camden-Wilmington, PA-NJ-DE
Camden, NJ
Philadelphia, PA..
Wilmington, DE-MD-NJ

Dallas-Fort Worth-Arlington, TX
Dallas-Plano-Irving, TX

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division.
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division

18,323,002
2,173,869
2,753,913
2,098,843

11,296,377
12,365,627
9,519,338
2,846,289
9,098,316
7,628,412

675,971
793,933

5,687,147
1,186,999
3,849,647

650,501
5,161,544
3,451,226

16,846,046
1,898,386
2,609,212
1,960,063

10,378,386
11,273,720
8,863,164
2,410,556
8,182,076
6,894,440

643,037
644,599

5,435,468
1,127,972
3,728,909

578,587
3,989,294
2,622,562

1,476,956
275,483
144,701
138,780
917,992

1,091,907
656,174
435,733
916,240
733,972
32,934

149,334
251,679
59,027

120,738
71,914

1,172,250
828,664

8.8
14.5

5.5
7.1
8.8
9.7
7.4

18.1
11.2

'10.6
.5.1
23.2

4.6
5.2
3.2

12.4
29.4
31.6
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Metro/
Micro Met:
Area Div.
Code Cod

T 1*

Chanqe 1990 to 2000r0

e

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
I

Legal/Statistical
Area Descriotion Aoril 1. 2000 AnrI1.t199C NuJmber Perrent

19100
33100
33100
33100
33100
47900
47900
47900
26420
19820
19820
19820
14460
14460
14460
14460
14460
12060
41860
41860
41860
40140
38060
42660

- 42660
42660
33460
41740
41180
12580
38300
45300
19740
17460
17140
38900

Area Descriintion ADril 1, 2000ADril I 199C Number Percent
a 23104

22744
33124
48424

13644
47894

19804
47644

14484
15764
21604
40484

36084
41884

42644
45104

a (x)
6

(x)
(x)
(x)
7

(x)
(x)
.8

9
(x)
(x)

10
(x)
(x)
(x)
(x)
11
12
(x)
(x)
13
14
15
(x)
(x)
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Fort Worth-Arlington, TX
Miami-Fort Lauderdale-Miami Beach, FL

Fort Lauderdale-Pompano Beach-Deerfield Beach, FL
Miami-Miami Beach-Kendall, FL
West Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Boynton Beach, FL

Washington-Arlington-Alexandria, DC-VA-MD
Bethesda-Frederick-Gaithersburg, MD
Washington-Arlington-Alexandria, DC-VA-MD-WV

Houston-Baytown-Sugar Land, TX
Detroit-Warren-Livonia, MI

Detroit-Livonia-Dearbom, MI
Warren-Farmington Hills-Troy, MI

Boston-Cambridge-Quincy, MA-NH
Boston-Quincy, MA
Cambridge-Newton-Framingham, MA
Essex County, MA
Rockingham County-Strafford County, NH

Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Marietta, GA
San Francisco-Oakland-Fremont, CA

Oakland-Fremont-Hayward, CA
San Francisco-San Mateo-Redwood City, CA

Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario, CA
Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, AZ
Seattle-Tacoma-Bellevue, WA

Seattle-Bellevue-Everett, WA
Tacoma, WA

Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI
San Diego-Carlsbad-San Marcos, CA
St. Louis, MO-IL
Baltimore-Towson, MD
Pittsburgh, PA
Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL
Denver-Aurora, CO OCleveland-Elyda-Ment'or, OH

Cincinnati-Middletown, OH-KY-IN
Porland-Vancouver-Beaverton, OR-WA

Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan- Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division"
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Division
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

1,710,318
5,007,564
1,623,018
2,253,362
1,131,184
4,796,183
1,068,618
3,727,565
4,715,407
4,452,557
2,061,162

.2,391,395
4,391,344
1,812,937
1,465,396

723,419
389,592

•4,247,981

4,123,740
2,392,557
1,731,183
3,254,821
3,251,876
3,043,878
2,343,058

700,820
2,968,806
2,813,833
2,698,687
2,552,994
2,431,087
2,395,997
2,179,240
2,148,143
2,009,632
1,927,881

1,366,732
4,056,100
1,255,488
1,937,094

863,518
4,122,914

907,235
3,215,679
3,767,335
4,248,699
2,111,687
2,137,012
4,133,895
1,715,269
1,398,468

670,080
350,078

3,069,425
3,686,592
2,082,914
1,603,678
2,588,793
2,238,480
2,559,164
1,972,961
-586,203

2,538,834
2,498,016
2,580,897
2,382,172
2,468,289
2,067,959
1,666,883
2,102,248
1,844,917
1,523,741

343,586
951,464
367,530
316,268
267,666
673,269
161,383
511,886

"948,072
203,858
-50,525
254,383
257,449
•97,668
66,928
53,339
39,514

1,178,556
437,148
309,643
127,505
666,028

1,013,396
484,714
370,097
114,617
429,972
315,817
117,790
170,822
-37,202
328,038
512,357

45,895
164,715
404,140

25.1
23.5
29.3
16.3
31.0
16.3
17.8
15.9
25.2

4.8
-2.4
11.9

6.2
5.7
4.8
8.0

11.3
38.4
11.9
14.9

8.0
25.7

•45.3

18.9
18.8
19.6
16.9
12.6
4.6.
7.2

-1.5
15.9
30.7
2.2.

• 8.9
26.5

Page 2 of 29



Metro/
Micro Metro

*Area Div.
Code Code

C-
Chanae 1990 to 20002000 IMetropolitan Statistical Area Population

I

Pop. IMetropolitan Division
Rank I Micropolitan Statistical Area

Legal/Statisiical
Area Description April 1, 2000IApril 1, 1990

I

Number Percent
28140
40900
41940
41700
36740
18140
39300'
47260
26900
33340
29820
16740
35380
34980
12420

32820
15380
31140
25540
27260
40060
36420
13820
40380
41620
14860
26180
46140
.19380

46060
10580
35300
23420
39580
36540
37100

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

Kansas City, MO-KS
Sacramento-Arden-Arcade-Roseville, CA.
San'Jose-Sunnyvale-Santa Clara, CA
San Antonio, TX
Orlando, FL
Columbus, OH
Providence-New Bedford-Fall River, RI-MA
Virginia Beach-Norfolk-Newport News, VA-NC
Indianapolis, IN
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West.Allis, WI
Las Vegas-Paradise, NV
Charlotte-Gastonia-Concord, NC-SC
New Orleans-Metaide-Kenner, LA
Nashville-Davidson-Murfreesboro, TN
Austin-Round Rock, TX
Memphis, TN-MS-AR
Buffalo-Niagara Falls, NY 2

Louisville, KY-IN
Hartford-West Hartford-East Hartford, CT
Jacksonville, FL
Richmond, VA
Oklahoma City, OK
Birmingham-Hoover, AL
Rochester, NY
Salt Lake City, ULT
Bridgeport-Stamford-Norwalk, CT
Honolulu, HI
Tulsa, OK
Dayton, OH
Tucson, AZ
Albany-Schernectady-Troy, NY
New Haven-Milford, CT
Fresno, CA
Raleigh-Cary, NC
Omaha-Council Bluffs, NE-IA
Oxnard-Thousand Oaks-Ventura, CA

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Me.tropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area*
Metropolitan Statistical Area-
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan. Statistical Area
Metr6politan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

1,836,038
1,796,857
1,735,819
1,711,703
1,644,561
1,612,694
1,582,997
1,576,370
1,525,104
1,500,741
.1,375,765
1,330,448
1,316,510
1,311,789
1,249,763
1,205,204
1,170,111
1,161,975
1,148,618
1,122,750
1,096,957
1,095,421
1,052,238
1,037,831

968,858
•882,567
876,156
859,532
848,153
843,746
825,875
824,008
799,407
797,071
767,041
753,197

1,636,528
1,481,102
1,534,274

•1,407,745
1,224,852
1,405,168
1,509,789
1,449,389
1,294,217
1,432,149

741,459
1,024,643
1,264,391
1,048,216

846,227
1,067,263
1,189,288
1,055,973
1,123,678
.925,213
949,244
971,042
956,844

1,002,410
768,075
827,645
836,231
761,019
843,835
666,880
809,443
804,219
667,490
541,100
685,797
669,016

199,510
315,755
201,545
303,958
419,709
207,526
73,208

126,981
230,887
68,592

634,306
305,805

52,119
263,573
403,536
137,941
-19,177
106,002
24,940

197,537
147,713
124,379
95,394
35,421

200,783
54,922
39,925
98,513

4,318
176,866

16,432
19,789

131,917
255,971
81,244
84,181

12.2
21.3
13.1
21.6
34.3
14.8
4.8
8.8

17.8
4.8

85.5
29.8

4.1
25.1
47.7
12.9
-1.6
10.0

2.2
21.4
15.6
12.8
10.0

3.5
26.1

6.6
4.8

12.9
0.5

26.5
2.0
2.5

19.8
47.3
11.8
12.6
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.Metro/
Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

C- r __

2000POO.
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
MicroDolitan Statistical Area

Population Chanqe 1990 to 2000
I - _______

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 20001April 1. 1990 Number Percent

-4--I 4 4* - + . - I I
49340
24340
10900
10740
12940
10420
44140
21340
12540
45780
45060
17900
24660
39100
28940
30780
49660
42260
48620
32580
44700
42540
* 24860

16700
17820
25420
31540

•-- 12260
. 27140

38860
29460
19780
16860
37340
29540
14260

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
.72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
*85

86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97

Worcester, MA
Grand Rapids-Wyoming, MI
Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Albuquerque, NM
Baton Rouge, LA
Akron, OH
Springfield, MA
El Paso, TX
Bakersfield, CA
Toledo, OH
Syracuse, NY
Columbia, SC
Greensborm-High Point, NC
Poughkeepsie-Newburgh-Middletown, NY
Knoxville, TN
Little Rock-North Little Rock, AR
Youngstown-Warren-Boardman, OH-PA
Sarasota-Bradenton-Venice, FL
Wichita, KS
McAllen-Edinburg-Pharr, TX
Stockton, CA
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA
Greenville, SC
Charleston-North Charleston, SC
Colorado Springs, CO
Harrisburg-Carlisle, PA
Madison, WI
Augusta-Richmond County, GA-SC
Jackson, MS
Portland-South Portland, ME
Lakeland-Winter Haven, FL
Des Moines, IA
Chattanooga, TN-GA
Palm Bay-Melbourne-Titusville, FL
Lancaster, PA
Boise City-Nampa, ID

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area,
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan StatisticalArea
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

750,963
740,482
740,395
.729,649
705,973
694,960
680,014
679,622
661,646
659,188
650,154
647,158
643,430
621,517
616,079
610,518
602,964
589,959
571,166
569,463
563,598
560,625
559,940
549,033
537,484
509,074
501,774
499,684
497,197
487,568
483,924
481,394
476,531
476,230
470,658
464,840

709,705
645,914
686,688
599,416
623,853
657,575
672,970
591,610
543,477
654,157
659,864
548,335
540,030
567,109
534,917
535,034
613,622
489,483
511,111
383,545
480,628
575,264
472,153
506,875
409,482
474,242
432,323
435,763
446,941
441,257
405,382
416,346
433,210

"398,978

422,822
319,596

41,258
94,568
53,707

130,233
82,120
37,385
7,044

88,012
118,168

5,031
-9,710
98,823

103,400
54,408
81,162
75,484

-10,658
100,476
60,055

185,918
82,970

-14,639
87,787
42,158

128,002
34,832
69,451
63,921
50,256
46,311
78,542
65,048
43,321
77,252
47,836

145,244

5.8
14.6.
7.8

21.7
13.2

5.7
1.0

14.9
21.7.

0.8
-1.5
18.0
19.1

9.6
15.2
14.1
-1.7
20.5
11.7
48.5
17.3
-2.5
18.6

8.3
31.3

7.3
16.1
14.7.
11.2
10.5
19.4
15.6
10.0
19.4
11.3
45.4
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div

Code Co

~1~~

Change 1990 to 2000tr
Ir

de

2000
Pop.
Rank

,Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1,2000 NumberApril 1, 1990 Percent

42220
29620
33700
19660
36260
15980

22420
20500
49180.
44060
37860
30460
15940
18580
41500
33660
42060
46700
23060
13140
49620
31700
39340.
19340
43340
39740
11700
44180
47300
37900
45940
41420
22220
33860
39900
21780.

98
99

100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133

Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA
Lansing-East Lansing, MI
Modesto, CA
Deltona-Daytona Beach-Ormond Beach, FL
Ogden-Clearfield, UT
Cape Coral-Fort Myers, FL
Flint, MI
Durham, NC
Winston-Salem, NC
Spokane, WA
Pensacola-Ferry Pass-Brent, FL
Lexington-Fayette, KY
Canton-Massillon, OH
Corpus Christi, TX
Salinas, CA
Mobile, AL
Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Goleta, CA
Vallejo-Fairfield, CA'
Fort Wayne, IN
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX
York-Hanover, PA
Manchester-Nashua, NH
Provo-Orem, UT
Davenport-Moline-Rock Island, IA-IL
Shreveport-Bossier City, LA
Reading, PA
Asheville, NC
Springfield, MO
Visalia-Porterville, CA
Peoria, IL
Trenton-Ewing, NJ
Salem, OR
Fayetteville-Springdale-Rogers, AR-MO
Montgomery, AL
Reno-Sparks, NV
Evansville, IN-KY

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropoliia' Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

458,614
447,728
446,997
443,343
442,656
440,888
436,141
426,493
421,961
417,939
412,153
408,326
406,934
403,280
401,762
399,843
399,347
394,542
390,156
385,090
381,751
380,841
376,774
376,019

.375,965
373,638
369,171
368,374
368,021
366,899
350,761
347,214
347,045
346,528
342,885
342,815

388,222
432,674
370,522
370,712
351,799
335,113
430,459
344,625
361,448
361,364
344,406
348,428
394,106
367,786
355,660
378,643
369,608
340,421
354,435
.361,226
339,574
336,073

.269,407
368,151
359,687
336,523
308,001
298,818
311,921
358,552
325,824
278,024
239,464
305,175
257,193
324 858

70,392
15,054
76,475
72,631
90,857

105,775
5,682

81,868
60,513
56,575
67,747
59,898
12,828
35,494
46,102
21,200
29,739
54,121
35,721
23,864
42,177
44,768

107,367
7,868

16,278
37,115
61,170
69,556
56,100
8,347

24,937
69,190

107,581
41,353
85,692
17,957

18.1
3.5

20.6
19.6
25.8
31.6

1.3
23.8
16.7
15.7
19.7
17.2

3.3
9.7

13.0
5.6
8.0

15.9
10.1

6.6
12.4
13.3
39.9

2.1
4.5

11.0
19.9
23.3
18.0

2.3
7.7

24.9
44.9
.13.6
33.3

5.5
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(
Metro/
Micro
Area..
Code

Chanqe 1990 to 2000Metro
Div.
Code

2000 IMetropolitan Statistical Area Population
V F - r

Pop. Metropolitan Division
Rank I MicroDolitan Statistical Area

Legal/Statistical
Area Descrintion April 1,'2000IApril 1.1990 Number Percent

4-4'-4 + 4. 1 F
26620
25860
22180
15180
28660
21660
11460
45220
40420
11260
38940
43780
28020
16620
46540

~j 42340
26580
40220
24580
17980
21500
20260
48900
22900
14500
30700
35980
36100
42100
43900
12100
13780
22660
34940
31180
42020

134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169

Huntsville, AL
Hickory-Morganton-Lenoir, NC
Fayetteville, NC
Brownsville-Harlingen, TX
Killeen-Temple-Fort Hood, TX
Eugene-Springfield, OR
Ann Arbor, MI
Tallahassee, FL
Rockford, IL
Anchorage, AK
Port St. Lucie-Fort Pierce, FL
South Bend-Mishawaka, IN-MI
Kalamazoo-Portage, MI
Charleston, WV
Utica-Rome, NY
Savannah, GA
Huntington-Ashland, WV-KY-OH
Roanoke, VA
Green Bay, WI
Columbus, GA-.AL
Erie, PA
Duluth, MN-WI
Wilmington, NC
Fort Smith, AR-OK
Boulder, CO1

Lincoln, NE
Norwich-New London, CT
Ocala, FL
Santa Cruz-Watsonville, CA
Spartanburg, SC
Atlantic City, NJ
Binghamton, NY
Fort Collins-Loveland, CO
Naples-Marco Island, FL
Lubbock, TX
San Luis Obispo-Paso Robles, CA

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

342,376
341,851
336,609
335,227
330,714
322,959
322,895
320,304
320,204
319,605
319,426
316,663
314,866
309,635
299,896
293,000
288,649
288,309
282,599

.281,768
280,843
275,486
274,532
273,170
269,814
266,787
259,088
258,916
255,602
253,791
252,552
252,320
251,494
251,377
249,700
246,681

293,047
.292,409
297,422
260,120
268,822
282,912
282,937
259,096
283,719
266,021
251,071
296,529
293,471
307,689
316,633
258,060

.288,189
268,398
243,698
266,450
275,572
269,230
200,124
234,078
208,949
229,091
254,957
194,833
229,734
226,800
224,327
264,497
186,136
152,099
229,940
217,162

49,329
49,442
39,187
75,107
61,892
40,047
39,958
61,208
36,485
53,584
68,355
20,134
21,395

1,946
-16,737
34,940

460
19,911
38,901
15,318
5,271
6,256

74,408
39,092
60,865
37,696
4,131

64,083
25,868
26,991
28,225

-12,177
65,358
99,278
19,760
29,519

16.8
16.9
13.2
28.9
23.0
14.2
14.1
23.6
12.9
20.1
27.2

6.8
7.3
0.6

-5.3
13.5

0.2
7.4

16.0
5.7
1.9
2.3

37.2
16.7
29.1
16.6
1.6

32.9
11.3
11.9
12.6
-4.6
35.1
65.3

8.6
13.6
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div

Code Co

C- (-
tro

de

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

PoDulation • Change 1990 to 2000
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 Number PercentApril 1, 1990

25060
29180
26100
16300
23540
17300
14740
28700
31340
11100
45820
25180
.49420
31420

.12700
47380
'32900
16580
40980
36500
17020
11540
44100
15540
34820.
26380
30980
29340
22500
29700
46220
28420
39540
43620
17780
21140

170
171
172
173
174
175
176

* 177
. 178

179
180
181
182
183
184

* 185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203
204
205

Gulfport-Biloxi, MS
Lafayette, LA
Holland-Grand Haven, MI
Cedar Rapids, IA
Gainesville, FL
Clarksville, TN-KY
Bremerton-Silver'dale, WA
Kingsport-Bristol,.TN-VA
Lynchburg, VA
Amarillo, TX
Topeka, KS
Hagerstown-Martinsburg, MD-WV
Yakima, WA
Macon, GA
Bamstable Town, MA
Waco, TX
Merced, CA
Champaign-Urbana, IL
Saginaw-Saginaw Township North, MI
Olympia, WA
Chico, CA
Appleton, WI
Springfield, IL
Burlington-South Burlington, VT
Myrtle Beach-Conway-North Myrtle Beach, SC
Houma-Bayou Cane-Thibodaux, LA
Longview, TX
Lake Charles, LA
Florence, SC
Laredo, TX
Tuscaloosa, AL
Kennewick-Richland-Pasco, WA
Racine, WI
Sioux Falls, SD
College Station-Bryan, TX
Elkhart-Goshen, IN

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area'
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan StatisticalArea
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistidal Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Are6
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

246,190
239,086
238,314
237,230
232,392

. 232,000
231,969
230,014
228,616
226,522
224,551
222,771
222,581
222,368
222,230
213,517
210,554
210,275
210,039
207,355

"203,171
201,602
201,437
198,889
196,629
194,477
194,042
193,568
193,155
193,117
192,034
191,822
188,831
187,093
184,885
182,791

207,875
208,740
187,768
210,640
191,263
189,279
189,731
211,365
206,226
196,144

.210,257
192,774
188,823
206,616
186,605
189,123
178,403
202,848
211,946
161,238
182,120
174,801
189,550
177,059
144,053
182,842
180,053
177,394
176,195
133,239
176,173
150,033
175,034
153,500
150,998
156,198

38,315
30,346

50,546
26,590
41,129
42,72'1
42,238
18,649
22,390
30,378
14,294
29,997
33,758
15,752
35,625
24,394
32,151
7,427

-1,907
46,117
21,051
26,801
11,887
21,830
52,576
11,635
13,989
16,174
16,960
59,878
15,861
41,789
13,797
33,593
33,887
26,593

18.4
14.5

26.9
12.6
21.5
22.6
22.3

8.8
10.9
15.5
6.8

15.6
17.9

7.6
19.1
12.9
18.0
3.7

-0.9
28.6
11.6
15.3

6.3
12.3
36.5

6.4
7.8
9.1
9.6

44.9
9.0

27.9
7.9

21.9
22.4
17.0
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Metro/
Micro Metro
Area Div..
Code Code

/6

2000
Pop...
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population Chanoe 1990 to 2000
, -~ -

Legal/Statistical
Area Descriotion April 1, 2000 April 1. 199C Number Percent

I = 1-------------------------------------.4* . I .4 4.
27740
32780
24540
29140

• 28740
14020
46340
29740
22020
16820
45460
23020
34740
33740

.* . 39140
41060
13380
12020
11340
37620
47940
40340
39820
35660

•10180
49740
27100
10500
27900
36780
48540
24780
27780
27500
48660
13980

;206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241

Johnson City, TN
Medford, OR
Greeley, CO1

Lafayette, IN
Kingston, NY.
Bloomington, IN
Tyler, TX
Las Cruces, NM
Fargo, ND-MN
Charlottesville, VA
Terre Haute, IN
Fort Walton Beach-Crestview-Destin, FL
Muskegon-Norton Shores, MI
Monroe, LA
Prescott, AZ
St. Cloud, MN
Bellingham, WA
Athens-Clarke County, GA
Anderson, SC
Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH
Waterloo-Cedar Falls, IA
Rochester, MN
Redding, CA
Niles-Benton Harbor, MI
Abilene, TX
Yuma, AZ
Jackson, MI
Albany, GA
Joplin, MO
Oshkosh-Neenah, WI
Wheeling, WV-OH
Greenville, NC
Johnstown, PA
Janesville, WI
Wichita Falls, TX
Blacksburg-Christiansburg-Radford, VA

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan StatisticalArea
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

181,607
181,269

180,926
178,541
177,749
175,506
174,706
174,682
174,367
174,021
170,943
170,498
170,200
170,053
167,517
167,392
166,814
166,079
165,740
164,624
163,706
163,618
163,256
162,453
160,245
160,026
158,422
157,833
157,322
156,763
153,172
152,772
152,598
152,307
151,524
151,272

160,369
146,389
131,817
158,848
165,304
156,669
151,309
135,510
153,296
143,885
166,578
143,776
158,983
162,881
107,714
148,976
127,780
136,025
145,196
161,907
158,640
141,945
147,036
161,378
148,004
106,895
149,756
146,574
134,910
140,320
.159,301
123,308
163,029
139,510
140,375
140,715

21,238
34,880
49,109
19,693
12,445
18,837
23,397
39,172
21,071
30,136
4,365

26,722
*11,217

7,172
59,803
18,416
39,034
30,054
20,544

2,717
5,066

21,673
16,220

1,075
12,241
53,131
8,666

11,259
22,412
16,443
-6,129
29,464

-10,431
12,797
110149
10,557

13.2
23.8
37.3
12.4

7.5

12.0
15.5
28.9
13.7
20.9

2.6
18.6

7.1
4.4

55.5
12.4
30.5
22,1
14.1

1.7
3.2

15.3
11.0

0.7
8.3

49.7
5.8
7.7

16.6
11.7
-3.8
23.9
-6.4
9.2
7.9
7.5
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div
Code Co,

-a-,

Change 1990 to 2000tro

de

2000 IMetropolitan Statistical Area Population
T 1 7

Pop. Metropolitan' Division
Rank I Micropolitan Statistical Area

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 1990 Number Percent

37700
14060
27340
20740
37460
47220

. 33780
19460
17860
1.0780
12620
44220
43580
40580
22460

. 20940
39460
39380
27620
23580
49700
13740
12980
44300
38340
11300
48260
26980
20020
15500
45500
25260
42140
11020
31900
29100

242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
.272
273
274
275
276
277

Pascagoula, MS
Bloomington-Normal, IL
Jacksonville, NC
Eau Claire, Wl
Panama City-Lynn Haven, FL
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ
Monroe, Mi
Decatur, AL
Columbia, MO
Alexandria, LA
Bangor, ME
Springfield, OH
Sioux City, IA-NE-SD
Rocky Mount, NC
Florence, AL
El Centro, CA
Punta Gorda, FL
Pueblo, CO
Jefferson City, MO
Gainesville, GA
Yuba City-Marysville, CA
Billings, MT
Battle Creek, MI
State College, PA
Pittsfield, MA
Anderson, IN
Weirton-Steubenville, WV-OH
Iowa City, IA
Dothan, AL
Burlington, NC
Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, AR
Hanford-Corcoran, CA
Santa Fe, NM
Altoona, PA
Mansfield, OH
La Crosse, WI-MN

Metropolitan Statistical Area•
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan' Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

150,564
150,433
150,355
148,337
148,217
146,438
145,945
145,867
145,666
145,035
144,919
144,742
143,053
143,026
142,950
142,361
141,627
141,472
140,052
139,277
139,149
138,904
137,985
135,758
134,953
133,358
132,008
131,676
130,861
130,800
129,749
129,461
129,292
129,144
128,852
126,838

-131,916
129,180
149,838
137,543
126,994

.138,053
133,600
131,556
1.22,010
149,082
146,601
147,548
131,350
133,235
131,327
109,303
110,975
123,051
120,704
95,428

122,643
121,499
135,982
123,786
139,352
130,669
142,523
115,731
120,352
108,213
120,132
101,469
98,928

130,542
126,137
116,401

18,648
21,253

. 517

10,794
21,223
8,385

12,345
14,311
23,656
-4,047
-1,682
-2,806
11,703

9,791
11,623
33,058
30,652
18,421
19,348
43,849
16,506
17,405
2,003

11,972
-4,399
2,689

-10,515
15,945
10,509
22,587

9,617
27,992
30,364
-1,398
2,715

10,437

14.1
16.5

0.3
7.8

16.7
6.1
9.2

10.9
19.4.
-2.7
-1.1
-1.9
8.9
7.3
8.9

30.2
27.6
15.0
16.0
45.9
13.5
14.3
1.5
9.7

-3.2
2.1

.-7.4
13.8

8.7
20.9

8.0
27.6
30.7
-1.1
2.2
9.0
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.Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div
Code Co

Change 1990 to 2000tro

de

2000.
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
4.

Legal/Statistical
Area Descriotion Aoril 1. 2000 Number PercentAoril 1. 1990

I I 4. -I~ I ~ ~ - & -

20100
48140
24020
34900
25620
31460
34100
41140
36220
30140
48700
19140
46660
34620
22380
24300
33260

.13460
12220
30020
19500'
22140
24140

"46940

39660
43100
11500
47020
34060
47580
43300
13020
19260
33140
36980
41540

278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291
292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312

.313

Dover, DE
Wausau, WI
Glens Falls, NY
Napa, CA
Hattiesburg, MS
Madera, CA
Morristown, TN
St. Joseph, MO-KS
Odessa, TX
Lebanon, PA
Williamsport, PA
Dalton, GA
Valdosta, GA
Muncie, IN
Flagstaff, AZ.
Grand Junction, CO
Midland, TX
Bend, OR
Auburn-Opelika; AL
Lawton, OK
Decatur, IL
Farmington, NM
Goldsboro, NC
Vero Beach, FL
Rapid City, SD
Sheboygan, WI
Anniston-Oxford, AL
Victoria, TX
Morgantown, WV
Warner Robins, GA
Sherrnan-Denison, TX
Bay City, MI
Danville, VA
Michigan City-La Porte, IN
Owensboro, KY
Salisbury, MD

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

126,697
125,834
124,345
124,279
123,812
123,109
123,081
122,336
121,123
120,327
120,044
120,031
119,560
118,769
116,320
116,255
116,009
115,367
115,092
.114,996
114,706
113,801
113,329
112,947
112,818
112,646
112,249
111,663
111,200
110,765
110,595
110,157
110,156
110,106
109,875
109,391

110,993
115,400
118,539
110,765
109,603
88,090

100,591
115,816
118,934
113,744
118,710
98,609
99,244

119,659
96,591
93,145

106,611
74,958
87,146

111,486
117,206
91,605

104,666
90,208

103,221
103,877
116,034
99,394

104,546
89,208
95,021

111,723
108,711
107,066
104,681
97,779

15,704
10,434
5,806

13,514
14,209
35,019
22,490
6,520
2,189

.6,583
1,334

21,422
20,316

-890
19,729
23,110

9,398
40,409
27,946

3,510
-2,500
22,196
8,663

22,739
9,597
8,769

-3,785
12,269
6,654

21,557
15,574
-1,566
1,445
3,040
5,194

11,612

14.1
9.0
4.9

12.2
13.0
39.8
22.4

5.6
1.8
5.8
1.1

21.7
20.5
-0.7
20.4
24.8

8.8
53.9
32.1

3.1
-2.1
24.2

8.3
25.2

9.3
8.4

-3.3
12.3

6.4
24.2
16.4
-1.4
1.3
2.8
5.0

11.9
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Metro/
Micro
Area
Code

Metro
Div.
Code

(
Change 1990 to 20002000

Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 199C Number Percent

4 -- I
17660
30620
25500
27860
21060
27180
38220
41660
44940
14540
17420
28100
30340
23460
49020
34580
30860

.36140
19060
26820
29020
29940
48300
24220
22540
27060
33540
13900
15260
31020
21300
40660
41100
20220
26300
19180

314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322
323
324
325
326
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
335

* 336
* 337

338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349

Coeur d'Alene, ID
Lima, OH
Harrisonburg, VA
Jonesboro, AR
Elizabethtown, KY
Jackson, TN
Pine Bluff, AR
San Angelo, TX
Sumter, SC
Bowling Green, KY
Cleveland, TN
Kankakee-Bradley, IL
Lewiston-Aubum, ME
Gadsden, AL
Winchester, VA-WV
Mount Vemon-Anacortes, WA
Logan, UT-ID
Ocean City, NJ
Cumbe'dand, MD-WV
Idaho Falls, ID
Kokomo, IN
Lawrence, KS
Wenatchee, WA
Grand Forks, ND-MN
Fond du Lac,.Wi
Ithaca, NY
Missoula, MT
Bismarck, ND
Brunswick, GA
Longview-Kelso, WA
Elmira, NY
Rome, GA
St. George, UT
Dubuque, IA
Hot Springs, AR
Danville, IL

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area'
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan StatisticalArea
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

108,685
108,473
108,193
107,762
107,547
107,377
107,341
105,781
104,646
104,166
104,015
103,833
103,793
103,459
102,997
102,979
102,720
102,326
102,008
101,677
101,541
99,962
99,219
97,478
97,296
96,501
95,802
94,719
93,044
92,948
91,070
90,565
90,354
89,143
88,068
83,919

69,795
109,755

88,189
93,620

100,919
90,801

106,958
100,087
102,637
87,030
87,355
96,255

105,259
99,840
84,168
79,555

.79,415
95,089

101,643
88,750
96,946
81,798
78,455

103,181
90,083
94,097
78,687
83,831
82,207
82,119
95,195

.81,251
48,560
86,403
73,397
88,257

38,890
-1,282
20,004
14,142
6,628

16,576
383

5,694
2,009

17,136
16,660
7,578

-1,466
3,619

18,829
23,424
23,305
7,237

365
12,927
4,595

18,164
20,764
-5,703
7,213
2,404

17,115
10,888
10,837
10,829
-4,125
9,314

41,794
2,740

14,671
-4,338

55.7
-1.2
22.7
15.1

6.6
18.3

0.4
5.7
2.0

19.7
19.1
7.9

-1.4
3.6

22.4
29.4
29.3

7.6
0.4

14.6
4.7

22.2
26.5
-5.5
8.0
2.6

21.8
13.0
13.2
13.2
-4.3
11.5
86.1

3.2
20.0
-4.9
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Metro/.
Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

/I-

~1~?

Chancqe 1990 to 20002000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
7 4 -. ~ F

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000(April 1. 1990 Number Percent

4 4 4 4 4
38540
21820
16940
24500
11180
41780
18700
25980
18020
14980
16220
30300
16180

350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362

Pocatello, ID
Fairbanks, AK
Cheyenne, WY
Great Falls, MT
Ames, IA
Sandusky, OH
Corvallis, OR
Hinesville-Fort Stewart, GA
Columbus, IN
Bristol, VA
Casper, WY
Lewiston, ID-WA
Carson City, NV

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitarn Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area •

83,103
82,840
8.1,607
80,357
79,981
79,551
78,153
71,914
71,435
68,470
66,533
57,961
52,457

73,112
77,720
73,142
77,691
74,252
76,779
70,811
58,947
63,657
64,313
61,226
51,359
40,443

9,991
5,120
8,465
2,666
5,729
2,772
7,342

12,967
7,778
4,157
5,307
6,602

12,014

13.7
6.6

11.6
.3.4
7.7
3.6

10.4
22.0
12.2

6.5
8.7

12.9
29.7
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Metro/
Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

.C
-rT - T

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
MicroDolitan Statistical Area

Population Change 1990 to 2000
_______ r

LegallStatistical
Area Descriotion April 1. 2000IApril 1. 1990 Numberd Percent

! 4 - I* - -4

45860
30100
42580
29420
36860
39060
25900
30540

25940
19300
27460
20700
18180
45900
41580

..16540
27980
21700
46180
31300
44380
26140
43420
12300
35100
20620
36300
48060
49300
48740
31740
44420
14140
32940

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

Micropolitan Statistical Areas
Torrington, CT
Lebanon, NH-VT
Seaford, DE
Lake Havasu City-Kingman, AZ
Ottawa-Streator, IL
Pottsville, PA
Hilo, HI
Lexington-Thomasville, NC
Hilton Head Island-Beaufort, SC
Daphne-Fairhope, AL
Jamestown-Dunkirk-Fredonia, NY,
East Stroudsburg, PA
Concord, NH
Traverse City, MI
Salisbury, NC
Chambersburg, PA
Kahului-Wailuku, HI
Eureka-Arcata-Fortuna, CA
Tupelo, MS
Lumberton, NC
Statesville-Mooresville, NC
Homosassa Springs, FL
Sierra Vista-Douglas, AZ.
Augusta-Waterville, ME
New Bern, NC
East Liverpool-Salem,.OH
Ogdensburg-Massena, NY
Watertown-Fort Drum, NY
Wooster, OH
Willimantic, CT.
Manhattan, KS
Staunton-Waynesboro, VA
Bluefield, WV-VA
Meridian, MS

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
MicropQlitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

182,193
167,387
156,638
155,032
.153,098
150,336
148,677
147,246
141,615
140,415
139,750
138,687
136,225
131,342
130,340
129,313
128,094
126,518
125,251
123,339
122,660
118,085
117,755
117,114
114,751
112,075

"111,931
111,738
111,564
109,091
108,999
108,988
107,578
106,569

174,092
155,133
113,229
93,497

148,331
152,585
120,317
126,677
101,912
98,280

141,895
95,709

120,005
106,497
110,605
121,082
100,374
119,118
107,835
105,179
92,931
93,515
97,624

115,904
102,399
108,276
111,974
110,943
101,461
102,525
113,720
97,687

110,940
103,224

8,101
12,254
43,409
61,535
4,767

-2,249
28,360
20,569
39,703
42,135
-2,145
42,978
16,220
24,845
19,735
8,231

27,720
7,400

17,416
18,160

.29,729
24,570
20,131

1,210
12,352
3,799

-43
795

10,103
6,566

-4,721
11,301
-3,362
3,345

4.7
7.9

38.3
65.8

3.2
-1.5
23.6
16.2
39.0
42.9
-1.5
44.9
13.5
23.3
17.8

6.8
27.6

6.2
16.2
17.3
32.0
26.3

'20.6
1.0

12.1
3.5
0.0
0.7

10.0
6.4

-4.2
11.6
-3.0
3.2
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Metro/
Micro Mel
Area Div
Code Co

Change 1990 to 2000.tro 2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Microrolitan Statistical'Area

Population

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 199C SNumber Percent

de - I - 4

10880
10540
11780
25220
40700
10300
37140
18500
43140
35260
44980
48580
18260
46100

.21460
17220
46020

36700
23900
20380
35420
32740
16020
26860
36660
40020
42700
46380
30500
13180
31860
49780
36460
20180
29860
31820

Allegan, MI
Albany-Lebanon, OR
Ashtabula, OH
Hammond, LA
Roseburg, OR
Adrian, MI
Paducah, KY-IL.
Corning, NY
Shelby, NC
New Castle, PA
Sunbury, PA
Whitewater, WI
Cookeville, TN
Tullahoma, TN
Enterprise-Ozark, AL
Clarksburg, WV
Truckee-Grass Valley, CA
Orangeburg, SC
Gettysburg, PA
Dunn, NC
New Philadelphia-Dover, OH
Meadville, PA
Cape Girardeau-Jackson, MO-IL
Indiana, PA
Opelousas-Eunice, LA
Richmond, KY
Sebring, FL
Ukiah, CA
Lexington Park, MD
Beaver Dam, WI
Mankato-North Mankato, MN
Zanesville, OH
Olean, NY
DuBois, PA
Laurel, MS
Manitowoc, WI

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitai Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

105,665
103,069
102,728
100,588
100,399
98,890
98,765
98,726
96,287
94,643
94,556
93,759
93,417
93,024
92,744
92,144
92,033
91,582
91,292
91,025
90,914
90,366
90,312
89,605
87,700
87,454
87,366
86,265
86,211
85,897
85,712
84,585
83,955
83,382
83,107
82,887

90,509
91,227
99,821
85,709
94,649
91,476
94,595
99,088
84,714
96,246
96,771
75,000
78,306
79,785
89,873
91,509
78,510
84,803
78,274
67,822
84,090
86,169
82,878
89,994
80,331
72,311
68,432
80,345
75,974
76,559
82,120
•82,068
84,234
78,097
79,145
80,421

15,156
11,842
2,907

14,879
5,750
7,414
4,170

-362
11,573
-1,603
-2,215
18,759
15,111
13,239
2,871

635
13,523
6,779

13,018
23,203
6,824
4,197
7,434

-389
7,369

15,143
18,934
5,920

10,237
9,338
3,592
2,517
-279

5,285
3,962
2,466

16.7
13.0
• 2.9
17.4
•6.1
8.1
4.4
-0.4

13.7
-1.7
-2.3
25.07
19.3
16.6

3.2
0.7

17.2
8.0

16.6
34.2

8.1
.4.9
9.0

-0.4
9.2

20.9
27.7

7.4
13.5
12.2

4.4
3.1

-0.3
6.8

5.0
3.1
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Metro/
Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

!C
Change 1990 to 20002000

Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 199C Number Percent

33220
46300
14100
14660

.10700
12180
37820
45180
31260
43740
38460
28580
40260
13220
39020
39500
18980
24420
40780
49220
23700
43860
34180
23660
28060
47700
48020.
28300
48980
31980
32300
17060
11980.
35340
37020
36020-

• 71
72

• 73
74
.75
76
77

* 78
• 79

80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100
101
102
103
104
105

.106

Midland, MI
Twin Falls, ID
Bloomsburg-Berwick; PA
Brainerd, MN
Albertville, AL
Auburn, NY
Pendleton-Hermiston, OR
Talladega-Sylacauga, AL
Lufkin, TX
Somerset, PA
Plattsburgh, NY
Key West-Marathon, FL
Roanoke Rapids, NC
Beckley, WV
Portsmouth, OH
Quincy, IL-MO
Cullman, AL
Grants Pass, OR
Russellville, AR
Wisconsin Rapids-Marshfield, WI
Gallup, NM
Southern Pines, NC
Moses Lake, WA
Galesburg, IL
Kalispell, MT
Warsaw, IN
Watertown-Fort Atkinson, WI
Keene, NH
Wilson, NC
Marion, IN
Martinsville, VA
Chillicothe, OH
Athens, TX
New Iberia, LA
Owosso, MI
Oak Harbor, WA

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan. Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

82,874
82,626
82,387
82,249

82,231
81,963
81,543
80,321
80,130
80,023
79,894
79,589
79,456
79,220
79,195
78,771
77,483
75,726
75,608
75,555
74,798
74,769
74,698
74,571
74,471
74,057
74,021
73,825
73,814
73,403

73,346
73,345
73,277
73,266
71,687
7.1,558

75,651
68,718
80,937
66,040
70,832
82,313
66,874
74,107
69,884
78,218
85,969
78,024
76,314
76,819
80,327
76,323
67,613
62,649
63,642
73,605
60,686
59,013
54,758
75,574
59,218
65,294
67,783
70,121
66,061
74,169
73,104
69,330
58,543
68,297
69,770
60,195

7,223
13,908

1,450
16,209
11,399

-350
14,669

6,214
10,246

1,805
-6,075
1,565
3,142
2,401

-1,132
2,448
9,870

13,077
11,966

1,950
14,112
15,756
19,940

•-1,003
15,253
8,763
6,238
3,704
7,753
-766
242

4,015
14,734
4,969
1,917

11,363

I 9.5
20.2

1.8
24.5
16.1
-0.4
21.9

8.4
14.7
2.3

-7.1
2.0
4.1
3.1

-1.4
3.2

14.6
20.9
18.8
2.6

23.3.
26.7
36.4
-1.3
25.8
13.4

9.2
5.3

11.7
-1.0
0.3
5.8

25.2
7.3
2.7

18.9
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Metro/ -

Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

47
Chanqe 1990 to 20002000

Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1,2000 April 1, 199C Number Percent

t ~-.t -

22300
34340
42940
39980
37260
17940
34780
31940
16500
14700
24260
44660
14580
33500
10140
44620
42620
23180
24940
32020
42860
25740
35900
43060
26740
32100
38820
16660
30740
28900
40860
34380
26460
24740
24620
22580

107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142

Findlay, OH
Mount Airy, NC
Sevierville, TN
Richmond, IN
Palatka, FL
Columbia, TN
Muskogee, OK
Marinette, WI-MI
Centralia, WA
Branson, MO
Grand Island, NE
Stillwater, OK
Bozeman, MT
Minot, ND
Aberdeen, WA
Stevens Point, WI
Searcy, AR
Frankfort, KY
Greenwood, SC
Marion, OH
Seneca, SC
Helena, MT
North Wilkesboro, NC
Shawnee, OK
Hutchinson, KS
Marquette, MI
Port Angeles, WA
Charleston-Mattoon, IL
Lincolnton, NC
Klamath Falls, OR
Rutland, VT
Mount Pleasant, MI
Hudson, NY
Greenville, MS
Greeneville, TN
Forest City, NC

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan StatisticalArea
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

71,295
71,219
71,170
71,097
70,423
69,498
69,451
68,710
68,600
68,361
68,305
68,190
67,831
67,392
67,194
67,182
67,165
66,798
66,271
66,217
66,215
65,765
65,632
65,521
64,790
64,634
64,525
64,449
.63,780
63,775
63,400
63,351
63,094
62,977
62,909
62,899

65,536
61,704
51,043
71,951
65,070
54,812
68,078
65,468

.59,358
44,639
63,022

.61,507
50,463
67,609
64,175
61,405
54,676
58,352
59,567
64,274
57,494
55,434
59,393
58,760
62,389
70,887

"-56,464

62,314
50,319
57,702
62,142
54,624
62,982
67,935
55,853
56,918

. 5,759
9,515

20,127
-854

5,353
14,686

1,373
3,242
9,242

23,722
5,283
6,683

17,368
-217

3,019
5,777

12,489
8,446
6,704
1,943
8,721

10,331
6,239
6,761
2,401

-6,253
8,061
2,135

13,461
6,073
1,258
8,727

112
-4,958
7,056
5,981

8.8
15.4
39A
-1.2
8.2

26.8
2.0
5.0

15.6
53.1

8.4
10.9
34.4
-0.3
4.7

'9.4
22.8
14.5
11.3

3.0
15.2
18.6
10.5
11.5

3.8
-8.8
14.3

3.4
26.8
10.5
2.0

16.0
0.2

•-7.3
12.6

.10.5
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Metro/
Micro.
Area
Code

IMetro
Div.
Code

Change 1990 to 20002000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000(April Number1,1990 Percent

I

18300
42380
44780
10460
11900

*32220
23380
26660
36580
18060
40740
29580
32060
44580
12860
41460
28820
16060
35940
33980
34860
18940
29300
45660
28180
17340
10620
12740
40820
21420
36340
22260
38580
22060
21900
29380

143
144
145
146
147

.148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178

I
Coos Bay, OR
Sayre, PA
Sturgis, MI
Alamogordo, NM.
Athens, OH
Marshall, TX
Fremont, OH
Huntsville, TX
Oneonta, NY
Columbus, MS
Roswell, NM
Lancaster, SC
Marion-Herrin, IL
Sterling, IL
Batavia, NY
Salina, KS
Kinston, NC
Carbondale, IL
Norwalk, OH
Morehead City, NC
Nacogdoches, TX
Crowley, LA
LaGrange, GA
Tiffin-Fostoria, OH
Kapaa, HI
Clearlake, CA
Albemarle, NC
Barre, VT
Ruston, LA
Enid, OK
Oil City, PA
Fergus-Falls, MN
Point Pleasant, WV-OH
Faribault-Northfield, MN
Fairmont, WV
Lake City, FL"

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan'Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitarn Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

62,779
62,761
62,422
62,298
62,223
62,110
61,792
61,758
61,676
61,586
61,382
61,351
61,296
60,653
60,370
59,760
59,648
59,612
59,487
59,383
59,203
58,861
58,779
58,683
58,463
58,309
58,100
58,039
57,906
57,813
57,565
57,159
57,026
56,665
56,598
56,513

60,273
60,967
58,913
51,928
59,549
57,483
61,963
50,917
60,517
59,308
57,849
54,516
57,733
60,186
60,060
54,935
57,274
61,067
56,240
52,556
54,753
55,882
55,536
59,733
51,177
50,631
51,765
54,928
57,450
56,735
59,381
50,714
56,132
49,183
57,249
42,613

2,506
1,794
3,509

10,370
2,674
4,627

-171
10,841

1,159
2,278
3,533
6,835
3,563
* 467

310
4,825
2,374

-1,455
3,247
6,827
4,450
2,979
3,243

-1,050
7,286
7,678
6,335
3,111

456
1,078

-1,816
6,445

894
7,482
-651

13,900

4.2
2.9
6.0

20.0
4.5
8.0

-0'3
21.3
.1.9
3.8
6.1

12.5
6.2
0.8
0.5
8.8
4.1

-2.4
5.8

13.0
8.1
5.3
5.8

-1.8
14.2
15.2

. 12.2
5.7
0.8
1.9

-3.1
12.7

1.6
15.2
-1.1
32.6
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(

Metro/
Micro Mel
Area Div
Code Co

Chanqe 1990 to 2000tro

le

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
MicroDolitan Statistical Area

Population
r - I

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 20001April 1, 199C PercentNumber

4-4. l.* t .9. j.

29060
43700
39780
44340
23860
22100
26020
12660
47460
37300
24100
33300
35020
38020
34540
11620
32380
42460
34700
10020
40100
34020
20140
45540
24820
21020
30940
32620
23500
22860
11740
27540
36620
.14180
25340
16100

179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196

.197
198
199
200
201
202
203

204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214

Laconia, NH
Somerset, KY
Red Bluff, CA
Statesboro, GA
Georgetown, SC
Farmington,. MO
Hobbs, NM
Baraboo, WI
Walla Walla, WA
Palestine, TX
Gloversville, NY
Milledgeville, GA
Natchez, MS-LA
Phoenix Lake-Cedar Ridge, CA
Mount Vernon, OH
Ardmore, OK
Mason City, IA
Scottsboro, AL
Muscatine, IA
Abbeville, LA.
Rio Grande City, TX
Morgan City, LA
Dublin, GA
The Villages, FL
Greenville, OH
Elizabeth City, NC
London, KY
McComb, MS
Gaffney, SC
Fort Polk South, LA
Ashland, OH
Jasper, IN
Ontario, OR-ID
Blytheville, AR
Harriman, TN
Carlsbad-Artesia, NM

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitanh Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Mlcropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

56,325
56,217
56,039
55,983
55,797
55,641
55,511
55,225
55,180
55,109
55,073
54,776
54,587
54,501
54,500
54,452
54,356
53,926
53,905
53,807
53,597
53,500
53,434
53,345
53,309
53,150
52,715

-52,539
52,537
52,531
52,523
52,511
52,193
51'979
51,910
51,658

49,216
49,489

49,625
43,125
46,302
48,904
55,765
46,975
48,439
48,024
54,191
48,438
56,184
48,456
47,473
51,076
54,724
47,796
51,499
50,055
40,518
58,086
48,317
31,577
53,619
47,649
43,438
50,210
44,506
61,961
47,507
49,125
42,472
57,525
47,227
48,605

7,109
6,728
6,414

12,858
9,495
6,737
-254

8,250
6,741
7,085

882
6,338

-1,597
6,045
7,027
3,376
-368

6,130
2,406
3,752

13,079
-4,586
5,117

21,768
-310

5,501
9,277
2,329
8,031

-9,430
5,016
3,386
9,721

-5,546
4,683
3,053

14.4
13.6
12.9
29.8
20.5
13.8
-0.5
17.6
13.9
14.8
1.6

13.1
-2.8
12.5
14.8

6.6
-0.7
12.8
4.7
7.5

32.3
-7.9
10.6
68.9
-0.6
11.5
21.4

4.6
18.0

-15.2
10.6

6.9
22.9
-9.6
9.9
6.3
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C
Metro/
Micro
Area
Code

Change 1990 to 2000Metro
Div.
Code

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 1990 Number Percent

37740
31660
48180
19220
40300
15460
17540
49100
37380
11220
46980
38420
35740

•20780
43220
28260
41820
11940
12780
23300
24900
34500
38100
18660
35220
37580
47660
38620
23980
43380
24180
36060
20580
15340
21220
18900

215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250

Payson, AZ
Malone, NY
Waycross, GA
Danville, KY
Rochelle, IL
Burlington, IA-IL
Clinton, IA
Winona, MN
Palm Coast, FL
Amsterdam, NY
Vicksburg, MS
Platteville,-WI
Norfolk, NE
Edwards, CO
Shelton, WA
Keamey, NE
Sanford, NC
Athens, TN
Bartlesville, OK
Freeport, IL
Greenwood, MS
Mount Vernon, IL
Picayune, MS
Cortland, NY
New Castle, IN
Pads, TX
Warrensburg, MO
Ponca City, OK
Glasgow, KY
Sidney, OH
Granbury, TX
Oak Hill, WV
Eagle Pass, TX
Bucyrus, OH
Elko, NV
Crossville, TN

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
M!cropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area-
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

751,335
51,134
51,119
51,058
51,032
50,564
50,149
49,985
49,832
49,708
49,644
49,597
49,538
49,471
49,405
49,141
49,040
49,015

• 48,996
48,979
48,716
48,666

•48,621
48,599
48,508
48,499
48,258
48,080
48,070
47,910
47,909
47,579
47,297
46,966
46,942
46,802

40,21646,540

48,799
45,686
45,957
50,710
51,040
47,828
28,701
51,981
.47,880
49,264
46,726
27,935
38,341
44,076
41,374
42,383
48,066
48,052
46,578
45,519
38,714
48,963
48,139
43,949
42,514
48,056
42,964
44,915
34,341
47,952
36,378
47,870
35,077
34,736

11,119
4,594
2,320
5,372
5,075

-146
-891

2,157
21,131
-2,273

-1,764
333

2,812
21,536
11,064
5,065
7,666
6,632

930
927

2,138
3,147
9,907

-364
369

4,550
5,744

24
5,106
2,995

13,568
-373

10,919
-904

11,865
12,066

2 7 .6 ,
9.9
4.8

11.8
11.0
-0.3
-1.7
4.5

13.6
-4.4
3.7
0.7
6.0

77.1
28.9
11.5
18.5
15.6
1.9
1.9
4.6
6.9

25.6
-0.7
0.8

10.4
13.5

0.0
11.9

6.7
39.5
-0.8
30.0
-1.9
33.8
34.7
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div
rledfq rn.,ts

CC /(I"
_______________________ I I

tro

de

2000
Pop.
Pnn,nh

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division -
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population Change 1990 to 2000

Legal/Statistical Anril 1. 2000!Aoril 1. 1990 Number Percent
vv,•,., I V •,h I 'U I

Area--------- Decito pi ,20 Arl1 9
27380

.47540
40460
36180
31580

.30380
42820
28340
15860
13340
14620
13260
17740
20980
26500
28460
38500
18620
17580
20060
15620
47820
19620
39860
15660
32540
20420
14220
47620
41220
28500
20340
25780
44260
14940
45620

251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286

Jacksonville, TX
Wapakoneta, OH
Rockingham, NC
Ocean Pines, MD
Madisonville, KY
Lewistown, PA
Selma, AL
Kendallville, IN
Canon City, CO
Bellefontaine, OH
Bradford, PA
Bedford, IN
Coldwater, MI
El Dorado, AR
Huntingdon, PA
keokuk-Fort Madison, IA-MO
Plyrhiouth, IN
Corsicana, TX
Clovis, NM
Douglas, GA
Cadillac, MI
Washington, NC
Del Rio, TX
Red Wing, MN
Calhoun, GA
McAlester, OK
Durango, CO
Bogalusa, LA
Warren, PA
St.. Marys, GA
Kerrville, TX
Duncan, OK
Henderson, NC
Starkville, MS
Brigham City, UT
Thomasville, GA

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitah. Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micrdpolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical.Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

46,659
46,611
46,564
46.543
-46,519
46,486
46,365
46,275
46,145
46,005
45,936
45,922
45,787
45,629
45,586
45,468
45,128
45,124
45,044
45,022
44,962
44,958
44,856
44,127
44,104
43,953
43,941
43,926
43,863
43,664
43,653
43,182
42,954
42,902
42,745
42,737

41,049
44,585
44,518
35,028
46,126
46,197
48,130
37,877
32,273
42,310
47,131
42,836
41,502
46,719
44,164
.46,234
42,182
39,926
42,207
35,805
38,507
42,283
38,721
40,690
35,072
40,581
32,284
43,185
45,050
30,167
36,304
42,299
38,892
38,375

•36,485
38,986

5,610
2,026
2,046

11,515
393
289

-1,765
8,398

13,872
3,695

-1,195
3,086
4,285

-1,090
1,422
-766

2,946
5,198
2,837
9,217
6,455
2,675
6,135
3,437
9,032
3,372

11,657
741

-1,187
13,497
7,349

883
4,062
4,527
6,260
3,751

13.7
4.5
4.6

32.9
0.9
0.6

-3.7
22.2
43.0

8.7
-2.5
7.2

10.3
-2.3
3.2

-1.7
7.0

13.0
6.7

25.7
16.8

6.3
15.8

8.4
25.8

8.3
36.1

1.7
-2.6
44.7
20.2

2.1
10.4
11.8
17.2

9.6
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Metro/
Micro' Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

.7

2000
Pop.
Rank

Chan~qe 1990 to 2000Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division•
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
I 1- 1.

LegallStatistical
Area Description April 1, 2000IApril 1; 199C Number Percent

14380
25460
45140
10940
27300
34220
40940
33380
13940
16460
30260
15420
42980
23820
48820
21580
20900
22780
30900
16380
38740
15740
39420
17380
13660
48940.
23780
43460
12140
22700
46460
34460
29980
32860
29220
10100

287
288
289
290
291
292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322

Boone, NC
Harrison, AR
Tahlequah, OK
Alma, MI
Jacksonville, IL
Moultrie, GA
Safford, AZ
Minden, LA
Blackfoot, ID
Centralia, IL.
Lewisburg, PA
Burley, ID
Seymour, IN
Gardnerville Ranchos, NV
Willmar, MN
Espanola, NM
El Campo, TX.
Fort Leonard Wood, MO
Logansport, IN
Celina, OH
Poplar Bluff, MO
Cambridge, OH
Pullman, WA
Cleveland, MS
Big Rapids, MI
Wilmington, OH
Garden City, KS
Sikeston, MO
Auburn, IN
Fort Dodge, IA
Union City, TN-KY
Mount Sterling, KY
Lawrenceburg, TN
Menomonie, WI
La Follette, 'TN
Aberdeen, SD

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area'
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan StatisticalArea
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical.Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

42,695
42,556
42,521
42,285
42,153
42,053
42,036
41,831
41,735
41,691
41,624
41,590
41,335
41,259
41,203
41,190
41,188
41,165
40,930
40,924
40,867
40,792
40,740
40,633
•40,553
.40,543
40,523
40,422
40,285
40,235
40,202
40,195
39,926
39,858
39,854
39,827

36,952
35,963
34,049
38,982
42,041
36,645
34,562
41,989
37,583
41,561
36,176
38,893
37,730
27,637
38,761
34,365
39,955
41,307
38,413
39,443
38,765
39,024
38,775
41,875
37,308
35,415
33,070
39,376
35,324
40,342
39,988
34,345
35,303
35,909
35,079
39,936

5,743
6,593
8,472
3,303

112
5,408
7,474
-158

4,152
130

5,448
2,697
3,605

13,622
2,442
6,825
1,233
-142

2,517
1,481
2,102
1,768
1,965

-1,242
3,245
5,128
7,453
1,046
4,961
-107
214

5,850
4,623
3,949
4,775
-109

15.5
18.3
24.9

8.5
0.3

14.8
21.6
.-0.4
11.0

0.3
15.1

6.9
9.6

49.3
6.3

19.9
3.1

-0.3
6.6
3.8
5.4
4.5
5.1

-3.0
8.7

14.5
22.5

2.7
14.0
-0.3
0.5

17.0
13.1
11.0
13.6
-0.3
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Div
Code Co

4?C
Chanoe 1990 to 2000tro

de

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area:

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 200C April 1, 1990 Number Percent

40620
38700
13420
40500
13620
19580
42740
10860
32260
39940
47180
35060
21380
46500
37060
12380
42300
21540
45700
34260•

35700
26340
32660

.47500
15900
38260
25580
16340
26540
13060
25300
30820
42420
.15220

18820
40540

323
.324
325
326
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
335
336
337
338
.339
340
341

.342

. 343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358

Rolla, MO
Pontiac, IL
Bemidji, MN
Rockland, ME
Berlin, NH-VT
Defiance, OH
Sedalia, MO
Alice, TX
Marshalltown, IA
Rexburg, ID
Vincennes, IN
Natchitoches, LA.
Emporia, KS
Urbana, OH
Oxford, MS
Austin, MN
Sault Ste. Marie, MI
Escanaba, MI
Tifton, GA

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitar Statistical Area'
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micr6politan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

39,825
39,678
39,650
39,618
39,570
39,500
39,403
39,326
39,311
39,286
39,256
39,080
38,965
38,890
38,744
38,603
38,543
38,520
38,407
38,386
.38,381
38,317

* 38,276
38,264

38,250
38,242
38,190
38,127
38,075
37,957
37,915
37,914
37,770
37,674
37,629
37,613

35,248
39,301
34,384
36,310
41,233
39,350

* 35,437
37,679
38,276
34,611

.39,884
36,689
37,753
36,019
31,826
37,385
34,604
37,780
34,998
31,186
29,676
37,147
32,992
34,377
38,080
35,568
36,748
33,815
35,427
36,928
36,158
37,182
36,877
34,371
34,436
38,823

4,577
377

5,266
3,308

-1,663
150

3,966
1,647
1,035
4,675

-628
2,391
1,212
2,871
6,918
1,218
3,939

740
3,409
7,200
8,705
1,170
5,284
3,887

170
2,674
1,442
4,312
2,648
1,029
1,757

732
893

3,303
3,193

-1,210

13.0
1.0

15.3
9.1

-4.0
0.4

11.2
4.4
2.7

.13.5
-1.6
6.5
3.2
8.0

21.7
3.3

11.4
2.0
9.7

23.1
29.3

3.1
16.0
11.3

0.4
7.5
3.9

12.8
7.5
2.8
4.9
2.0
2.4
9.6
9.3

-3.1

Mountain Home, AR
Nogales, AZ
Houghton, MI
McMinnville, TN
Walterboro, SC
Canton, IL
Pittsburg, KS
Hastings, NE
Cedartown, GA
Huntington, IN
Bay City, TX
Hannibal, MO
Lock Haven, PA
Scottsbluff, NE
Brownwood, TX
Crawfordsville, IN
Rock Springs, WY
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Metro/
Micro Metro
Area Div.
Code Code

C

Change 1990 to 20002000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
MicrooloUtan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Description NumberApril 1, 2000IApril 1. 199C Percent

4 ______ 4 4-'~* 4. 4.
43180
42780
37500
20540
48460
35500
32460
13540
11140
18740
38380
46740
'20460
23620
49060
17700
17500
23340
35140
37940
19940
36900

• 29900
35820
36380
18460
18340
40180
11820
45380
10220
41260
47340
34140
26780
15580

359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368

369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385

386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394

Shelbyville, TN
Selinsgrove, PA
Paragould, AR
Dyersburg, TN
West Plains, MO
Newton, IA
Mayfield, KY
Bennington, VT
Americus, GA
Coshocton, OH
Plainview, TX
Valley, AL
Durant, OK
Gainesville, TX
Winfield, KS
Coffeyville, KS
Clewiston, FL
Fremont, NE
Newberry, SC
Peru, IN
Dixon, IL
Ottumwa, IA
Laurinburg, NC
North Platte, NE
Okeechobee, FL
Cornelia, GA
Corbin, KY
Riverton, WY
Astoria, OR
Taylorville, IL
Ada, OK
St. Marys, PA
Wabash, IN
Moscow, ID.
Hutchinson, MN
Butte-Silver Bow, MT

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan StatisticalArea
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area'
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

37,586
37,546
37,331
37,279
37,238
37,213
37,028
36,994
36,966
36,655
36,602
36,583
36,534
36,363
36,291
36,252
36,210
36,160
36,108
36,082
36,062
36,051
35,998
35,939
35,910
35,902
35,865
35,804
35,630
35,372
35,143
35,112
34,960
34,935
34,898
34,606

30,411
36,680
31,804
34,854
31,447
34,795
33,550
35,845
33,816
35,427
34,671
36,876
32,089
30,777
36,915
38,816
25,773
34,500
33,172
36,897
34,392
35,687
33,754
33,932
29,627
27,621
33,326
33,662
33,301
34,418
34,119
34,878
35,069
30,617
32,030
33,941

7,175
866

5,527
2,425
5,791
2,418
3,478
1,149
3,150
1,228
1,931
-293

4,445
5,586
-624

-2,564
10,437

1,660
2,936

-815
1,670

364
2,244
2,007
6,283
8,281
2,539
2,142
2,329

954
1,024

234
-109

4,318
2,868

665

"23.6
2.4

17.4
7.0

18.4
6.9

10.4
3.2
9.3
3.5
5.6

-0.8
13.9
18.1
-1.7
-6.6
40.5

4.8
8.9

-2.2
4.9
1.0
6.6
5.9

21.2
30.0

7.6
6.4
7.0
2.8
3.0
0.7

-0.3
14.1

9.0
2.0
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SM.etro!
Micro
Area
Code

}Metro
Div.
ICode

1r

Chanqe 1990 to 20002000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
- I -.-. ~--- *,.

Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1. 2000 April 1. 1990 Number .Percent

4. 1* - 4.* - I 4
.18420
15780
26940
20820
12900
34660
16900
23140
20660
16260
23940
36940
33820
13700
19540
35460
26260
33940
21260
42900
11420
33060
15020
28380
44500
19760
31380
10820
10660
27020
30060
37220
19980
13300
11580
29660

I

395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408
409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430

Corinth, MS
Camden, AR
Indianola, MS
Effingham, IL
Batesville, AR
Murray, KY
Chester, SC
Frankfort, IN
Easton, MD
Cedar City, UT
Gillette, WY
Owatonna, MN
Monroe, WI
Big Spring, TX
Decatur, IN
Newport, TN
Hope, AR
Montrose, CO
Ellensburg, WA
Seneca Falls, NY
Angola, IN
Miami, OK
Brookhaven, MS
Kennett, MO
Stephenville, TX
De Ridder, LA
Macomb, IL
Alexandria, MN
Albert Lea, MN
Iron Mountain, MI-WI
Lebanon, MO
Pahrump, NV
Dodge City, KS
Beeville, TX
Arcadia, FL
Laramie, WY

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area.
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

34,558
34,534

.34,369
34,264
34,233
34,177
34,068
33,866
33,812
33,779
33,698
33,680
33,647
33,627
33,625
33,565
33,542

•33,432
33,362
33,342

.33,214
33,194
33,166
33,155
33,001
32,986
32,913
32,821
32,584
32,560
32,513
32,485
32,458
32,359
32,209
32,014

31,722
36,400
32,867
31,704
31,192
30,735
32,170
30,974
30,549
20,789
29,370
30,729
30,339
32,343
31,095
29,141
31,722
24,423
26,725
33,683
27,446
30,561
30,278
33.112
27,991
30,083
35,244
28,674
33,060
31,421
27,158
17,781
27,463
25,135
23,865
30,797

2,836
-1,866
1,502
2,560
3,041
3,442
1,898
2,892
3,263

12,990
4,328
2,951
3,308
1,284
2,530
4,424
1,820
9,009
6,637
-341

5,768
2,633
2,888

43
5,010
2,903

-2,331
4,147
-476

1,139
5,355

14,704
4,995
7,224
8,344
1,217

8.9
-5.1
4.6
8.1
9.7

11.2
5.9
9.3

10.7
62.5
14.7
9.6

10.9
4.0
8.1

15.2
5.7

36.9
24.8
-1.0
21.0

8.6
9.5
0.1

17.9
9.6

-6.6
14.5
-1.4
3.6

19.7
82.7
18.2
28.7
35.0

4.0
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(C.
Metro/ -

Micro Metro.
Area Div.
Code Code

C---T1 I I

Chane .1990 to 20002000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area,

Population
LegallStatistical
Area Description April 1,2000 Number PercentApril 1, 1990

28780
44860
16420
31500
.18100
47980
27660
10980
30660
37540
12820
43500
32500
19900
27940
15700
17260
14780
29780
33180
45340
28620
46420
47780
46780
32980
45980
32700
14820
22620
28860
34300
13500
11060
47860
12460

I

431
432
.433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450
451
452
453
454
455

.456
457
458
459
460
461
462
463
464
465
466

Kingsville, TX
Sulphur Springs, TX
Central City, KY
Madison, IN
Columbus, NE
Watertown, SD
Jennings, LA
Alpena, MI
Lincoln, IL
Paris, TN
Bastrop, LA
Silver City, NM
Maysville, KY
Dillon, SC.
Juneau, AK
Cambridge, MD
Clarksdale, MS
Brenham, TX
Las Vegas, NM
Middlesborough, KY
Taos, NM
Kill Devil Hills, NC
Union, SC
Washington, IN
Van Wert, OH
Merrill, WI
Troy, AL
McPherson, KS
Brevard, NC
Forrest City, AR
Kirksville, MO
Mountain Home, ID
Bennettsville, SC
Altus, OK
Washington, OH
Bainbridge, GA

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan StatisticalArea
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropoliian Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

I

31,963
31,960
31,839
31,705
31,662
31,437
31,435
31,314
31,183
31,115
31,021
31,002
30,892
30,722
30,711
.30,674
30,622
30,373
30,126
30,060
29,979
29,967
29,881
29,820
29,659
29,641
29,605
29,554
29,334
29,329
29,147
299130
28,818
28,439
28,433
28,240

30,734
28,833
31,318
.29,797
29,820
27,672
30,722
30,605
30,798
27,888
31,938
27,676
29,695
29,114

.26,751
30,236
31,665
26,154
25,743
31,506
23,118
22,746
30,337
27,533
30,464
26,993
27,595
27,268
25,520
28,497
28,813
21,205
29,361
28,764
27,466
25,511

1,229
3,127

521
1,908
1,842
3,765

713
709
385

3,227
-917

3,326
1",197
1,608
3,960

438
-1,043
4,219
4,383

-1,446
6,861
7,221
-456

2,287
-805
2,648
2,010
2,286
3,814

832
334

7,925
-543
-325
967

21729

4.0
10.8

1.7
6.4
6.2

13.6
2.3
2.3
1.3

11.6
-2.9
12.0

4.0
5.5

14.8
1.4

-3.3
16.1
17.0
-4.6
29.7
31.7
-1.5
8.3
-2.6
9.8
7.3
8.4

14.9
2.9
1.2

37.4
-1.8
-1.1
3.5

10.7
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Metro/
Micro Metr
Area Div.
Code Cod

(
ro

e

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population Change 1990 to 2000
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1, 1990 Number Percent

I I I I - 4. 9
15100
24460
49540
34420
45580
35860
18860
25700
22340
22820
33420
48100
35580
25380

• 27700
43260
30420
48340
14340
46620
33020
31620
24380
18220
44900
45740
32140
46860
47420
19700
33620
24700
29260

. 27220
46260
21980

467
468
469
470
471
472
473
474

* 475
476
477
478
479
480
481
482
483
484
485
486
487
488

'489
490
491
492
493
494
495
496
497
498
499
500
501
502

Brookings, SD.
Great Bend, KS
Yazoo City, MS
Mount Pleasant, TX
Thomaston, GA
North Vernon, IN
Crescent City North, CA
Hays, KS
Fitzgerald, GA
Fort Morgan, CO
Mineral Wells, TX
Wauchula, FL
New Ulm, MN
Harrisburg, IL
Jesup, GA
Sheridan, WY
Lexington, NE
West Helena,AR
Boone, IA
Uvalde, TX
Mexico, MO
Magnolia, AR
Grants, NM '
Connersville,- IN
Summerville, GA
Toccoa, GA
Marshall, MN
Vernal, UT
Wahpeton, ND-MN
Deming, NM
Moberly, MO
Greensbuirg; IN
La Grande, OR
Jackson, WY-ID
Tuskegee, AL
Fallon, NV

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area,
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Mlcropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

.28,220
28,205

.28,149
28,118
27,597
27,554
27,507
27,507
27,415
27,171
27,026
26,938
26,911
26,733
26,565
26,560
26,508
26,445
26,224
25,926
25,853
25,603
25,595
25,588
25,470
25,435
25,425
25,224
25,136
25,016
24,663
24,555
24,530
24,250
24,105
23,982

25,207
29,382
25,506
24,009
26,300
23,661
23,460
26,004
24,894
21,939
25,055
19,499
26,984
26,551
22,356
23,562
21,868
28,838
25,186
23,340
.23,599
25,691
23,794
26,015
22,242
23,257
24,789
22,211
25,664
18,110
24,370
23,645
23,598
14,611
24,928
17,938

3,013
-1,177
2,643
4,109
1,297
3,893
4,047
1,503
2,521
5,232
1,971
7,439

-73
182

4,209
2,998

..4,640
-2,393
1,038
2,586
2,254

-88
1,801
-427

3,228
2,178

636
3,013
-528

6,906
293
910
932

9,639
-823

6,044

12.0
-4.0
10.4
17A1
4.9

16.5
17.3

5.8
10.1
23.8

7.9
38.2
-0.3
0.7

18.8
12.7
21.2
-8.3
4.1

11.1
9.6

-0.3
7.6

-1.6
14.5

9.4
2.6

13.6
-2.1
38.1

1;2
3.8
3.9

66.0
-3.3
33.7
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Metro/
Micro Me
Area Di%
Code Co

C C
1P

tro

de

2000
Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan• Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Pooulation Chanae 1990 to 2000
-I- ~ -

Legal/Statistical
Area DescriDtion April 1. 2000 April 1, 199C Number Percent

I .I.-----~.--.-.- I J.
14420
17180
32180
22980
37420
43540
11660

.19860
* 38200

24980
13100
42500
15820

: • 37660
30220
30580
36820
18380
32340
27420
33580
21860

. 43940
49460
15060
49380
44540
39220
26220
44740
20300
25100
39700
15140

.48780

21740

503
504
505

• 506
507
508
509

* 510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522
523
524
525
526
527
528
529
530
531
532
533
534
535
536
537
538

Borger, TX
City of The Dalles, OR
Marshall, MO
Fort Valley, GA
Pampa, TX
Silverthome, CO
Arkadelphia, AR
Dickinson, ND
Pierre Part, LA
Grenada, MS
Beatrice, NE
Scottsburg, IN
Campbellsville, KY
Parsons, KS
Levelland, TX
Liberal, KS
Oskaloosa, IA
Cordele, GA
Maryville, MO
Jamestown, ND.
Mitchell, SD
Fairmont, MN
Spearfish, SD
Yankton, SD
Brookings, OR
Worthington, MN
Sterling, CO
Price, UT
Hood River, OR
Storm Lake, IA
Dumas, TX
Guymon, OK
Raymondville, TX
Brownsville, TN
Williston, ND
Evanston, WY

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Mi'cropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Midropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micrololitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

23,857
23,791
23,756
23,668
23,631
23,548
23,546
23,524
23,388
23,263
22,993
22,960

* 22,927
22,835
22,716
22,510
22,335
21,996
21,912
21,908
21,880
21,802
21,802
21,652
21,137
20,832
20,504
20,422
20,411
20,411
20,121
20,107
"20,082
19,797
19,761
19,742

25,689
21,683
23,523
21,189
24,992
12,881
21,437
23,940
22,753
21,555
22,794
20,991
21,146
23,693
24,199
18,743
21,522
201011
21,709
22,241
20,497
22,914
20,655
19,252
19,327
20,098
17,567
20,228
16,903
19,965
17,865
16,419
17,705
19,437
21,129
18,705

-1,832
2,108

233
2,479

-1,361
10,667
2,109
-416
635

1,708
199

1,969
1,781
-858

-1,483
3,767

813
1,985

203
-333

.1,383
-1,112
1,147
2,400
.1,810

734
2,937

194
3,508

446
2,256
3,688
2,377

360
-1,368
1,037

-7.1
9.7
1.0

11.7
-5.4.
82.8

9.8
-1.7
2.8
7.9
0.9
9.4.
8.4

-3.6
-6.1
20.1

3.8
9.9
0.9

-1.5
6.7

-4.9
5.6

12.5
9.4

.3.7
16.7
"1.0

20.8
2.2

12.6
22.5
13.4

1.9
-6.5
5.5
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Metro/
Micro
Area
Code

Metro
Div.
Code

(7
Change 1990 to 20002000

Pop.
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Division
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Po•ulation
Legal/Statistical
Area Description April 1, 2000 April 1. 1990 Number Percent

4 I 4.-~~- I
38180
39260
25820
49260

31060
38780
13860
43980
26700
11860
25660
44020
43660
45020
29500
46900
28540
28980
45260
46820
37780
11380

539
540
541
542
543
544
545
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555

.556

557
558
559
560

I

Pierre, SD
Prineville, OR
Hereford, TX
Woodward, OK
Los Alamos, NM
Portales, NM
Bishop, CA
Spencer, IA
Huron, SD
Atchison, KS
Havre, MT
Spirit Lake, IA
Snyder, TX
Sweetwater, TX
Lamesa, TX
Vernon, TX
Ketchikan, AK
Kodiak, AK
Tallulah, LA
Vermillion, SD.
Pecos, TX
Andrews. TX

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
MicroDolitan Statistical Area

19.253
19,182
18,561
18,486
18,343
18,018
17,945
17,372
17,023
16,774
16,673
16,424
16,361
15,802
14,985
14,676
14,070
13,913
13,728
13,537
13,137
13.004

17,270
14,111
19,153
18,976
18,115
16,702
18,281
17,585
18,253
16,932
17,654
14,909
18,634
16,594
14,349
15,121
13,828
13,309

-12,463
13,186
15,852
14.338

1,983
5,071
'-592
-490
228

1,316
-336
-213

-1,230
.- 158
-981

1,515
-2,27.3

-792
636

-445
242
604

1,265
351

-2,715
-1.334

11.5
35.9
-3.1
-2.6
1.3

:7.9
-1.8
-1.2
-6.7
-0.9
-5.6
10.2

-12.2
-4.8
4.4

-2.9
1.8
4.5

10.2
2.7

-17.1
-9.3

& I.J - U * I A. I
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Metro/
Micro
Area
Code

C--
Metro
Div.
Code

C C
Change 1990to 20002000

Pop..
Rank

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Divisioh
Micropolitan Statistical Area

Population
Legal/Statistical
Area Descrintion Anril 1. 2000IApril 1. 1990 Number Percent

I Area Descrintion April 1, 20001Aoril I 1990 Numbei Percent

41980
10380
38660
41900
49500
32420
25020
21940

17620
46580
42180
10260
27580

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

1
2
3

.4
5

Puerto Rico

Metropolitan Statistical Areas
San Juan-Caguas-Guaynabo, PR
Aguadilla-Isabela-San Sebastidn, PR
Ponce, PR
San Germ~n-Cabo Rojo, PR
Yauco, PR
Mayag~ez, PR
Guayama, PR
Fajardo, PR

Micropolitan Statistical Areas
Coamo, PR
Utuado, PR
Santa Isabel, PR
Adjuntas, PR
Jayuya, PR

Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan StatisticalArea
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area
Metropolitan Statistical Area

Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area
Micropolitan Statistical Area

2,509,007
312,602
264,919
136,212
118,063
115,048
83,570
78,533

37,597
35,336
21,665
19,143
17,318

2,322,271
.272,580
256,506
119,597
106,138
115,583
80,131
72,127

33,837
34,980
19,318
19,451
15,527

186,736
40,022

8,413
16,615
11,925

-535
3,439
6,406

3,760
356

2,347
-308

1,791

8.0
14.7
3.3

13.9
11.2
-0.5
4.3
8.9

11.1
1.0

12.1
-1.6

-11.5

Broomfield County, CO was formed from parts of Adams, Boulder, Jefferson, and Weld Counties, CO'on November 15, 2001 and Is coextensive with Broomfield city. For purposes of defining and
presenting data for metropolitan statistical areas, Broomfield city is treated as If It were a county at the time of the 1990 and 2000 censuses.

- Title changed subsequent to the June 6, 2003 Office of Management. and Budget Definition.

Title and code changed subsequent to the June 6. 2003 Office of Management and Budget Definition.
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2002 Census of Agriculture
County Profile -

Burke, Georgia

Number of farms
494 farms in 2002,406 farms in 1997, up 22 percent.

Land in farms M 5 -- 5 4,L
218,954 acres in 2002, 214,566 acres in 1997, up 2 percent.

0

Average size of farm • j• q f
443 acres in 2002, 528 acres in 1997, down 16 percent. 1T•)-I 0

Market Value of Production
$26,246,000 in 2002, $43,937,000 in 1997, down 40 percent.

Crop sales accounted for $15,506,000 of the total value in 2002.
Livestock sales accounted for $10,741,000 of the total value in 2002.

Market Value of Production, average per farm
$53,131 in 2002, $108,219 in 1997, down 51 percent.

Government Payments
$2,232,000 in 2002, $1,850,000 in 1997, up 21 percent.

Government Payments, average per farm receiving payments
$9,419 in 2002, $8,527 in 1997, up 10 percent.

Farms by Size Land in Forms

160 
by Type of Land

150,
140 Cropland
100, 47.79x
120

1.0

60

-Other uses
401 3.86.

10 Posture
20 6.53-

010i

1-9 10-49 50-179 180-499 500-999 1,000+ 41.82%

Acres/[Form

.00

jt.qAJww.fl~~s. UL~4C~ .ohovlCer~CL45 I ~A.±dJLI ~ -OxýY)Tj- 6 61 111 OF



2002 Census of Agriculture
County Profile
United States Department of Agriculture, Georgia Agricultural Statistics Service

Burke, Georgia

Ranked items among the 159 state. counties and 3,078 U.S. counties, 2002
Item Quantity State Rank Universe' U.S. Rank Universe'

MARKET VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS SOLD ($1,000)

Total value of agricultural products sold 26,246 61 159 1.841 3.075
Value of crops incluc'sng nursery and greenhouse 15.506 39 159 1,355 3.070
Value of livestock, poultry, and their products 10,741 63 159 1,822 3,070

VALUE OF SALES BY COMMODITY GROUP ($1,000)

Grains. oilseeds, dry beans, and dry peas 3,306 5 150 1,380 2,871
Tobacco - . 50 560
Cotton and cottonseed 6,746 18 93 141 656
Vegetables, melons, potatoes, and sweet potatoes 162 71 149 1,462 2,747
Fruits, tree nuts, and berries 591 41 151 475 2,638
Nurser). greenhouse, floriculture, and sod 551 80 148 1,376 2.708
Cut Christmas trees and short rotation woody crops 19 27 84 979 1.774
Other crops and hay 4,131 22 158 294 3,046
Poultry and eggs (D) (D) 142 (D) 2,918
Cattle and calves 3,830 11 159 1,721 3,053
Milk and other daisy products from cows 6.562 7 111 513 2,493
Hogs and pigs 58 64 135 1,647 2,919
Sheep, goats, and their products (D) (D) 152 (D) 2.997
Horses, ponies, mules, burros, and donkeys 146 29 151 1,412 3,014
Aquaculture - - 64 1,520
Other animals and other animal products (D) (D) 108 0D) 2,727

TOP LIVESTOCK INVENTORY ITEMS (number)

Quail (D) 5 52 (D) 1,412
Cattle and calves 19,106 11 159 1,512 3,059
Horses and ponies 737 26 158 1,670 3,065
All Goats 657 32 155 785 2,971
Hogs and pigs 576 69 141 1,567 2,926

TOP CROP ITEM2S (acres)

All Cotton 27,047 16 93 133 663
Forage - land used for all hay and haylage, grass silage, and greenchop 8,998 15 159 1,884 3,059
Peanuts 8,813 25 79 51 398
Soybeans 7,507 4 111 1,108 2,076
Corn for grain 5,776 15 145 1,222 2,592

Other County Highlights

Economic Characteristics Quantity
Farmns by value of sales

Less than $1.000 232
$1,000 to $2,499 40
$2,500 to $4,999 31
$5,000 to $9,999 20
310,000 to $19,999 47
$20,000 to $24,999 16
$25,000 to $39,999 19
$40.000 to $49,999 12
$50,000 to $99,999 I1
$100.000 to $249.999 30
$250.000 to $499,999 19
$500.000 or more 10

Total farm production expenses ($1,000) 32,346
Average per farm ($) 65,611

Net cash farm income of operation ($1,000) -1,216
Average per farm ($) -2.466

Operator Characteristics Quantity

Principal operators by primary occupation:
Farming 241
Other 253

Principal operators by sex:
Male 410
Female 84

Average age of principal operator (years) 54.5

All operators I by race:
White 577
Black or African American 60
American Indian or Alaska Native 3
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
Asian
More than one race

All operators I of Spanish, Hispanic. or Latino Origin I

(D) Cannot be disclosed. (Z) Less than half of the unit. shown. See "Census of Agriculture. Volume I, Geographic Area Series* for complete footnotes.
'Universe is number of counties in state or U.S. with item.
2 Data were collected for a maximum of three operators per farm.



categoIry represeits -.gross sifn'ketValue before taxes
and ppagricultural products
sold or removed fromn the pace p 2002 regardless of

. who receivedth, payment.: ý sequivalent to total
r-0 sales. It includes sales by thlo, iperators as well as the

-,value of 'any shares received by partners, landlords,
KIcontractors, or others associated..with the operation.

The valu e of commodities'placed in.the Commodity
Credit Corporation (CCC) loan program is included in
this figure.. Market value'of agricultural. products sold
does n6t include payments received fo patitiipation in
other federal farm programs. Also, it does iiot include
income from farm-related sources such as customwork
and other agricultural services, or income"froim non-.
farm sources.

The value of crops sold in 2002 does not'necessarily
represent the sales from crops harvested'in 2002. Data
may include sales from crops produced in earlier years
and may exclude some crops produced in 2002 but
held in storage and not sold. For commodities such as
sugarbeets and wool sold through a co-op that made
payments in several installments, respondents' were
requested to report the total value received in 2002.

The value of agricultural products .sold was reqfiested
-of all operators.• If the' operators failed to report this
information, estimates were made based on the amount

-:of crops harvested, livestock or poultry in ,entory, or
K) number sold. Caution should be used when comparing

sales in the 2002 census with sales reported in earlier
censuses. Sales figures are expressed in current dollars
and have not been adjusted for inflation or deflation.
The value of sales of some crops and of some livestock
and- animal specialties were asked separately in the
1997 census and were combined into categories in the
2002 census as follows:

* individual grain crops were combined.

hay,' silage, field seeds, and grass seeds
(excluding:..'grain -silage and forage) were
combined with• other crops..

individua'l nursery and greenhouse items were
combinedn' d ..

* .sales ofcit Cdistnimas trees was combined with•
value bf sfih6:t-'dtation wood yprs..

2002 CENSUS OFAGRICULTUREP

US . .. . , .Na ,na .S.: -. - ....
USDA, National Agrlcditural SatJascs Service

horses and ponies were combine• with horses,
ponies, mules, burros, and donkeys.

colonies of bees and honey were combined
with otheranimals and other animal products.

milk goats and goat milk were combi ned with
sheep, goats, and their products.

angora goats and mohair were combined with
sheep, goats, and their products.

Other goats were combined with sheep, goats,
and their products.

o mink and their pelts were combined with other
animals and other animal products...

rabbits and their pelts were combined with
other animals and other animal products.

Meat and other goats. This is a name change only.
The 1997 census name was Other goats.

Migrant farm labor on farms. Information on
migrant workers was 6ollected for the first time in the

* 2002 census; Operators Were asked whether any hired
or contract workers were migrant workers, defined as
a farm workerwhose employment required travel that.
prevented the migrant worker from returning to his/her

nt place of residence the same day.

Misreported or misc6ded crops. In.a few cases, data
may have been reported on the wrong line, in the
wrong section, or the wrong crop code may have been
assigned to a write-in crop code. A few of these errors
may nbt have been identified and corrected during

• processing which resulted in rare cases of inaccurately
tabulated data. Reports with significant acres of
unusual crops for the area were examined to minimize
the possibility that they were in error.

Mollusks. This is a new category for 2002.. These are
invertebrate animals with a soft body covering and
shells of 1-18 parts or sections. Examples include
abalones, clams, mussels, oysters, snails, and quahogs.

More than one race reported. This category
represents those operators who chose to report more
than one, race on the census form. Tabulatin ore

APPENDIX A A-17



Table 1. County.Summary Highlights: 2002 - Con.
jFor meanlno of abbreviations and symbols. see introductory text"

Item I uoch I Burke Butts Calhoun Camden Candler "Carroll Catoosa

Farms..................... , ................. number 641 494 173 119 47 272 975 296
LandIn farrs.................... .. acres 206.206 218.954 36.685 118.032 12.389 62.933 94,124 27,135

Average slze ofar .......................... acres 322 443 212 932 264 231 97 92
Medtan szeolfar .......................... acres 117 203 101 430 100 118 71 57

Ej !stimated market value of lend and buidings 1:
Average per farm .............................. dollars 481,079 626,372 465A477 I1265,558 463.421 310,984 381,616 377,949
Average per acre ............................. dolars 1.629 1.344 2036 1.Z3 1.615 1.354 3.897 3,B77

Estimated market value of all machinery and
equipment 1,:

Averaseperfarm ............................... dollars 71.515 92,931 30,068 228,408 18.788 52.952 35,935 40,039

Farms by elze:
1 to 9 acres............... 43 25 4 3 4 17 64 15
10 to 49 acres ............. 171 96 59 21 13 .54 379 134
50 to 179 acres ........................................ 217 155 64 15 110 408 108
ISO to 499 acres ....................................... 97 100 30 18 7 58 105 32
500 to 9 acres:: .............. 57 59 10 25 2 25 12 8
1,000 acres or more .................................... 56 59 6 28 6 10 7 1

Total cropland .................... I ................. farms 605 345 136 100 32 207 616 194
acres 113.855 104,645 9,240 64,645 963 26,213 34,782 12,919

Harvested cropland ............................... farms 406 248 " 88 70 14 164 430 127
acres 92.843 64.164 3,160 55,438 207 19.430 14.005 6,879.

Irrigated land ................................... farms 103 68 11 35 . 9 49 31 4
acres 10,536 15,868 124 22.294 227 4,368 1,005 17

Market value of agrcultural products sold(see text) ....... $1.000 42709 26,246 2.476 25.846 995 11,811 106.358 24.215
Average per larn .............................. dollaer 66.629 53,131 14.311 217.192 21,161 43,424 109,085 81.807

Crops .... .............................. $1.000 33.255 15,506 803 19,562 828 7.729 4,887 735
ULvestook , poultry. atnd Ithelr'products. $1,000 9,454 10.741 1,672 6.2t)4 167 4,083 101,471 23.480

Farms by value of sales:
L assthn 2,500 .............................. 302 272 97 44 26 151 450 171

2S500 to 4,999................ .................. 47 31 16 8 9 21 , 140 31
$5.000 to $9.99 ....................................... 59 20 17 5 6 12 120 26
$10,000 to $24,999 ..................................... 90 63 32 11 1 40 92 27
$25.000 to $49,999 ..................................... 31 31 6 4 1 15 38 14
$50.000 to $99.999 ..................................... 40 18 1 5 3 9 12 1
$100,O000 or more ...................................... 72 59 4 42 1 24 123 26

Government payments ............................... farms 307 237 57 69 4 138 169 32
$`1000 3,362 2.232 124 1.571 27 840 335 90

Total Income from farm-related sources,
gross before taxes and expenses (see text) .............. farms 214 147 30 !9 4 84 136 61

$1.000 4.174 -.Z593 212 2.673 (D) 1,107 524 417

* Total farm production expenses 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1.000 42,125 32,346 2.960 23.825 926 11.897 80,362 16.595
Average perfam .................. .dollars 66,130 65,611 18.913 198.538 18,901 44,062 81.918 55.688

Net cash farm Income of operstlou (see text) ............ farms 637 493 175 120 49 270 "981 298
$1,000 7.394 -1,218 -30 6,586 199 12886 34,808 8,379

Average per farm ............................. dollars 11.608 -.2.466 -171 54:882 4,069 4.762 35,278 28,116

Princi pal operator by primary ocoJpadfon:
Farming ...................................... number 332 241 82 67 18 125 553 152
Other ......................................... number 309 253 91 52 29 147 422 144

pincypan.operaor by days worked off frnumber 340 279 103 58 30 153 521 189
. nu'mer 252 187 64 40 20 105 373 150

Uvestock and pouWtir19
Cattle and calvestrIventory ......................... farms 193 176 91 24 27 96 674 . 212

. number 11,206 • 19,106 4.519 5.413 551 6,065 26,926 7.786
Beefcows ........................ ; ............ farms 163 146 76 23 22 82 598 184

number 4,9g5 7,619 (DI 2,063 351 (Dj 15.743 3,810
Milk cows .................................... farms 13 14 20 9

number 46 2.464 C2) (0) 473 58
Cattle and calves sold ......................... farms 149 131 70 22 20 80 517 .152

number 3.713 8,960 3,775 3.318 333 •1.628 12173 2,975
Hogs and p" Inventory ....................... larms29 18 - 87 6 7

number 9.449 576 - 320 (D) 48 710
Hogs and pigs sold ................................ farms 27 13 4 68 2 7

number 6(02 87 "7 so JD) (0). 685
Sheep and lambs Inventory ..... farms 8. . 1 fm11 

3

number 34 392 RD) "385
Layers 20 oweeks old and older Inventory ............... farms 15 8 5 6 8 17 10

B t number 208 137 36 635 (01 192.81 60.87
Briesadother mettp hcessl ...... farms 7 *..3 . 09 19

number 2.164.815 2,615.003 1.272.020 52.228,733 11.725.396
Selected crops harvested.

Com for grain .................................... farms 87 54 4 21 5 25 11 2
acres 8,408 5.776 24 4,053 86 1.082 144 fDl"

bushels 897.294 587,084 2,060 539.19) 4,120 93.132 7.490 (

Com for silage or greencfop ........................ farms 1 10 2 3 1
acres (0D 2.622 33D
tons . 0 8.000. 399 I

Wheat for grain. AD ..... ..................... farms 29 41 5 19 1 14 5 2
acres 6.506 4,954 253 5.304 D684 (.

bushels 253,750 228,928 •4,574 191.859 26.276 0)

Winter wheat for grain ...................... farms 29 41 5 19 1 14 5 2
acres 6.5m 4,954 253 5.30( 884 ,D

bushels .253,750 228.928 4.574 191,659 18) 26,276 (D) ID

Oats for grain ..................................... .farms 16 15 6 5 8 3
acres 335 813 73 .329 132 (D)

bushels 17.802 43,688 3.000 13.886 - 6.134 1 2

See tootnote(s) at end of table. -continued
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002 - Con.
lFor meaning ot abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text)

Item Clinch Cobb Coffee Colqukt . Columbia [ Cook Cowera I Crawford

Farms . . ............................. number
Land In farms ............................... acres

Average sIze e tarm.........................acres
S Medlan size of farm......... acres

,, stimated market value of land and buildings 1:
Average per farm .............................. &Kars
Average per acre .............................. dollars

Estimated market value of alt machinery and
equlpment 1:

v Averageperfarm ......................... dollars

Farms by size:
1 to 9 acres. ...................................
1 0 to 49 acres ........ . ........................
50 to 179 acres ................................
180 to 499 acres ...............................
500 to999 acres .......................................
1.000 acres or more ...... .....................

Total cropland ..................................... famrrr
acres

Harvested cropland .............................. farms
acres

Irigated land ....................................... farms
acres

Market value of agriculturat products sold (see text) ....... $1.000
Average per tarm .............................. dolear

Crops ......................................... $1.000
Livestock poultry, and their products .................. $1.000

Fame by value of sles.
Less than $2,500 ......................................
$ 5.500 to S4.999 .........................................
$5,000 to $9.999 .......................................$I10.000 to $24.9 . .....................................
$25.000 to S49.999 ........ ............................
$50,000 to $99.999 .....................................
$100,000 or more ......................................

Government payments ............................... farms

Total Income from farm-related sources,
gross before taxes and expenses (see text) .............. farms

$1,000

Total farm production expenses" ........... ........ $1,000
Average per term .... ............... .. dollars

Net cash farm Income of operation (see text) I ............ farms
$1,000

Average per farm ......... ................... dollars

P. Princlpal operator by primary occupation:
Farming ................................ number
Din .......................................... number

Prindpal operator by days worked off farm:
Any..................................... number

200 days or more ..... ....................... number
Lietock arid poultr.

Cattl and caves Inventory .. "....................... farms
Inumber

Beef cows ...................................... farms
number

Mik cows ..... ; .............................. farms
number

Cattle and calves sold ............................. farms
number

Hogs and pigs Inventory ............................ farms
number

Hogs nd pigs sold ................................ farms
number

Sheep and lambs Inventory ......................... farms
number

Layers 20 weeks old and older Inventory ............... farms
number

Broilers and other meet-type chickens sold ............. farms
number

Selected crops harvested:
Corn for grain ................................... farms

acres
bushels

Corn for stlage or greenchop ........................ farms
acres
tons

Wheat for grain, An ................................ farms
acres

bushels

Winter wheat for grain .... r...................... farms
acres.

bushels

Oats for grain .................................... farms
acres

bushels

118
30,666

260
85

448.447
1.693

30,696

18
37
23
17
19
4

so
2.990

62
1.392

21
332

5,842
49,507

3.613
2.229

48
6

14
14
10
11
13

6
5

9
'241

3,986
34,382

118
2,001

17=253

.54
64

64
54

47
1.454

39
786

5
1s
28

710

,D)

-I

"18

464
27.730

191
10,950

57
20

353.420
9,113

21.451

52
91
36

8
4

118
3.489

59
1.000

22
172

5.377
28.150

5.073
303

138
1423
8

30

31

48
828

5.327
27.743

192
1.283
6,584

101
g0

79
51

46
868
37

484

2i
3232

(D4

(DI~

145

692
188,740

273
120

440,006
1.584

"4.014

28
171
260
142
48

..43

502
87,145

381
71.155

120
16.195

123.986
179.170

39.011
84.975

279
55
66
76
58
28

130

341
2,589

219
3.323

90,696
131.064

692
47,644
68.850

378
316

377
275

* 293
15.864

265
(Dj

6.085
18

17

124
10
(D0

37,401,458

583
228.205

383
172

592.033
1,58-3

94,005

3,3

17"2
112
65
55

437
134.060

363
117,5311

137
34.360

129,465
220,179

104.266
25,199

p 2111
55

* 51
52
SE,
33

12E

272
4.636

191
4,258

.99.887
168,727

592
38.702
65.376

350
238

279
220

291
22,937

244
(DI

7.967
12

306
18

322
14

11,902510

55

2,517
253,156

5
282

5.031

10
1,058

49.434

10
1,058

49.434

14
510

21.900

196
23,296

119
60

390.151
4,048

26,749

30
77
49
32
7
I

117
4,987

77
1.860

16
99

4.862
24.808

1,335
3,528

123
26
19
13
6

43
188

37
689

3.026
15.361

197
2,462

12.498

75
121

132
105

76
2,097

68

(16

(D~

884
2r

254
67.554

266
105

471,291
1.864

71,372

15
79
76
50
1i
18

217
40.431

170
34.519

61
9,421

38,854
152,970

37,522
1.333

105
18
21
33
28
10
39

86
1,092

65
880

28.150
109.532

257
12.674
49,316

i48
106

134
108

109
5.400

96
(DI

2,293
2

(Do

30

3
43

42
1,485

104,056

1

6
592

23.181

6
592

23,181

JOD

480
60,820

127
55

698.424
5,540

27,055

.44
201
149
61
14
11

314
19.852

179
7,777

37
792

7,099
14.789

4,80
3,019

276
53

.6
53
21

5
6

65
250

72
1,455

12187
25,711

474
-4.454
-9.396

205
275

268
166

207
6.446

181

3,012

324

179
38,145

213
100

409.059
1,992

53.335

19
38
73
37

4
- 8

140
.15,143

103
10.602

26
3,971

19,308
107,864

12,248

86
26
17
21
4
8

19

38
86

34
1,278

18,639
92,439

180
4,157

23,092

78
101

108
67

85
2,608

76
(D°

1,075

(DI

3.012,0

4
133
(D)

6
728

27,701

6
720

27.701

1

21 71
405.204

(0I 640.150

10
512

17,839

10
512

17,539

.9
312

15.559

2

. D

DI

5
136
(D)

6
329(0)

6
329
(0)

4
414

1.800
I

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002 - Con.
IFor meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text]

Item Douglas I Early I Echols I Effingham I Elbert IEmanuel I Evans Fannin

Farms.................... number
Land In farms ...................... acres
- Average size of farm........................... acres

Meian size of farm...........................acres

KJEstimated market value of land and buildings 1:
Average per farm .......................... dolars
Average per acre .......................... ollars

Estimated market value of alt machinery and
equipment 1:

Average per farm .............................. dollars

Farms by sIze:
I to acres ........................................

10 to49 acres ......................................
50 to 179 acres ........................................
180 to 499 acres ...............................
500 to 999 acres ... ............................
1,000 acres or more ...............

Total cropland ...................................... farms
acres

Harvested cropland .............................. farms
acres

Irrigated land ....................................... farms
acres

Market value of aldcutturar products sod (see text) ... $1,000
Average.p.. .r.tm .............................. .osars

153
7,989

52
40

304.102
5.803

22,902

15

8

87
3.341

54
1,635

16
.414

1,975
12,906

621
1,153

93
21
12
17
4
2
4

21
17

19
146

2,583
16,885

153
-429

-2.805

68
87

347
160,286

462
201

568,192
1,319

91,210

14
75

103
74
37
44

249
89.023

194
71,544

72
24,689

26,250
75,647

23,835
2,415

130
31
44
45
20
15
62

212
2.874

122
26oo

27.260
78.558

347
3.868

11.146

187
160

Crops......................................5$1.000
Livestock. pcuft•,. and their products.................5$1,000

Farms by value of sales:
Less than $2,500 .......................... ...........
$Z50O to $4,999 ...............................
$5,000 to $9,999 ...............................
$10,000 to $24.999 ..............................
$25.000 to $49,999 ..............................
$50,000 to $99,999 .....................................
$100,000 or more ......................................

Government payments ............................... farms

Total Income from farm-related sources,

gross before taxes and expenses (see text) ............ farms5 1,000

Total farm production expenses I ...................... $1.000
Average per farm .............................. dollars

Net cash farm Income of operation (see text) " ............ farms
$1.000

Average per farm .............................. dollars

Principal operator by primary occupatiort
Faming ................................... number
Other.................................... .number

Principal operator by days worked off farm:......................................... number
. ........... number

Livestock and poul.
Catis and calves Inventory ......................... farms

number
Beef cows ..................................... farms

number
Mlk cows ..................................... farms

number
Cattle and calves sold ............................. farms

number
Hogs and pigs Inventory ............................ farms

number
Hogs and pigs sold ................................. farms

H dnumber
Sheep and lants Inventory ............... t ........ farr•s

number
Layers 20 weeks old and odr Inventory ............. farms

number
Broilers and other meat-type chickens sold ............. farms

number

Selected crops harvested:
Corn for grain .................................... farms

acres
bushels

78
29.336

376
150

601.249
1.602

72,948

9
9

32
14

9
5

46
10,706

35
8,151

16
4,404

23.821
305,392

23,383
438

3S
9
5
8
5
8
6

38
55

20.
323

17,647
226,245

78
6.619

84,856

29
49

41
39

26
818

25
.534

26

601

(D)

(D)

6
660
(D)

206
53.196

258
128

493,738
1,740

33,430

13.
59
55
52
1i
11

167
17,575

119
11.076

24
461

3.735
18,131

2.X94
1,041

109
31
18
27
10
4
7

63
190

58
1.C02

S.C011
24,-62

204
-790

-3,871

105
101

438
63,429

145
101

29O.239
2.142

20.707

17
114
210

87
13
7

311
26,103

203
12,794

14
30

23,136
52,821

2.989
20,146

- 226
86
42
31
17
5

31

171
397

75
276

21,787
49.628

439
1,266
2.885

211
227

411,634
1.225

71,058

20
94

215
144
44
37

385
56,180

237
36,881

37
5,372

11.877
21,440

8,018
3,860

317
74
40
so
22
28
23

277
1,478

149
.1,B41

15=209
27.753

548
1,783
3,254

208
348

315,045
1,655

48,031

8
65
94
47
18
10

176
18.765

145
12,007

38
2,719

22,502
92,983

9,001
13,501

129
17
25
21
11
7

32

106
381

59
647

17,050
70,749

241
6,423

26,652

98
144

145
125

76
5.313

68
2,091

62

3,074

0

(oj

(D~

6,141,256

24
1.086

73,806

8

333333

11,531

4
50

2,500

324.480
3.549

30,350

34
80
74
18

1

156
6,401

94
2,338

10
160

10,632
51,117

970
9,663

125
20
18
22
3
4

16

30
23

11
49

8,726
41,752

209"
1,957
9,363

102
106

126
81

118

3,350
114
(0)

1.178
2

(Dj

(DI

37
10

126.150
8

4,090.000

2

5541 242
159,723 48,087

288 199
150 100

20815.485
74
55

go 19274 151 961 2801 281
76 200 222

82
1,272

60
(D)

2

739
3

15

4

a
184

2
(D)

6
78

6,310

1ý

I

D

151
11,025

135
6,214

128
5,191

22
1,335

28
1.729

3
250

8
469

66
5.871

667,617

51
7,474

335,521

51
7.474

335,521

22
1.617

94,379

91
4,207

71
1.558

61
2.004

4

3454

3
90

38
4,056

281,694

.1

8
447

12,330

8
447

12,330

2

288
13,949

267
6.692

10
1.562

219
5,213

10
18
5

34
6

33
12

77.281
17

9.463.083

204
9.785

187
5.582

7
67

159
6,276

231
6

98

45
2.490

197,578

1

10

83,3
34,703

10
833

34,703

16
407

20.661

Corn for silage or greenchop ........................ farms
acres

tons

Wheat for grain, All ................................ farms
acres

bushels

Winter wheat for grain ........................... farms
acres

bushels

Oats for grain .................................... farms
acres

bushels

.1

4,500

4
130

140

See footnote(s) at end of table.
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002 - Con.
[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Jeff Davis Jefferson Jenkins Johnson Jones Lamar I Lanier Laurens

Farms .......................................... number 254 388 240 286 194 243 134 709
Land in farms ............................... acres 56.198 137,217 94.632 76,128 -35,054 41,908 51.762 193,665

Average szeofarm ........................ acres 221 354 394 266 181 172 386 273
Me"an 'sze.of farm ........................... acres 109 200 211 180 139 85 134 127

Estimated market value of land and buildings '1:
Average perfarm .............................. dollars 308.298 429.035 573.924 433,M177 335,153 483.271 432.171 364.175
Average per acre .............................. dollars 1.509 1,323 1,337 1,587 2,110 2,450 1.181 1,359

Estimated market value of all machinery and
equipment':

Average per farm ............................ dollars 49,436 58.431 53.678 51.313 34.960 61.191 77,544 36,340

Farms by size:
I to9 acres ........................................... 20 14 16 1 8 13 24
10 to 49 acres ......................................... 67 46 33 53 4S 82 34
50 to179 Iacres ........................................ 90 64410671 97 264

180 to 499 acres ....................................... 48 113 68 83 45 39 27 161500 to 999 acres ......................... ............... is 44 37 21 is1 10 7 35

1,000 acres or more .................................... 14 27 22 14 2 7 13 34

Total cropland .................................... farms 186 322 173 217 121 157 97 540
acres 27.011 73,477 38,801 29,380 8,917 16,673 19,555 67.926

Harvested cropland ............................... farms 142 225 120 126 92 121 68 358
acres 22,836 51.660 27.057 16,014 4,507 11.621 17,418 37,468

Irilgated land ....................................... farms 32 86 27 17 1 13 54
acres 3,657 18,662 7,219 1,433 174 2.212 7.529 6,415

Market value of aguicultural products asod (see text) ....... $1000 10.557 38.326 14.056 4,440 8.030 23.019 10,053 12,915
-Average perlari .............................. .dolars 41,564 98,779 58,566 15,524 41,392 94.728 75,025 18,215

Crops ........... ....... .... $1,000 6,5bg 29.270 7,373 2,591 523 3,999 9.536 9,174

Livestock, poultry. and their products.............. $1,000 4,049 9,057 6.682 1,679 7,507 19,020 518 .3,741

Farms by• value of saes:Less than $2.500 ...................................... 131 203 141 178 96 114 77 420

$2,S00 to 4•.999 ....................................... 14 27 9 20 25 26 15 78
$5.000 tO $9,999 ... .................................... 34 28 21 32 19 39 11 74
$10,000 to $24.999 ....................... . .... 31 40 20 30 24 27 a 56
$25.000 to $49.999 ..................................... 10 26 14 10 12 13 9 26
$50.00010 $99.999 ..................................... I5 11 a 8 7 1 2 17
5100,000 or more...................................... 19 55 27 8 12 37

Government payments ............................... farms 80 213 139 113 37 60 37 328

$1.000 654 1,735 1,7 43 0 4187 1,84

Total Income from farm-related sources, 1 1,372 410 203 411 827 1,8s"

gross before taxes and expenses (see text) .......... farms 83 110 69 64 41 58 42 157
. 0 592 '1.378 B 737 192 292 702 1.126

Total farm production expenses I ...................... $1,000 11,119 24,353 14.904 A,012 6,885 20.784 10,080 14.008
* Averageperfarm ............................... dollars 43,948 62,765 62,358 20.947 36,047 85,531 75,226 19,730

oNet csh farm Income of operation (se text)' ............ farms 253 388 239 287 191 243 134 710
$1.000 545 16,224 1,702 .248 1.441 5979 .1.479 1,017

Average perfarm..........................dollars 2.155 41.814 7.122 -865 7,545 24.805 t11.034 1.432

Principal operator by prImary ocupatlon:
Farming * ...................................... number 122 208 101 137 103 115 59 325
Other ......................................... number 132 180 139 149 91 128 75

Principal operator by days worked oft farm:.Any.......................................... number 166 212- 145 1E6 98 108 80 353
200 days or mom ........................... . nmber 123 141 108 140 65 82 62 251

Livestock and poultry.
Cattle and calves inventory ..................... farms . 93 162 97 152 11B 147 38 285

number 3,763 12,089 6,873 8.058 5.591 7,651 2,172 13,317
Beefcows .................................... farms 80 • 127 75 131 108 3129 29 257

number 5,259 2,424 4,584 2.368 3.402 1.140 7,186
Milk cows.............................. farms I 1 10 10 14 4 . . 9

number (Dl 1.015 2,097 38 1.069 784 421
Cate and calves sid............................farms 132 56 .110 90 124 27 220

number 1.581 9,142 1.923 3.341 2,191 3,639 841 5,526
Hogs and pigs inventory ....................... farms 24 10 . 8 9 11 3 4 26

number 970 412 1.34 42
Hogsandp gsold ........................... farms 21 41 ( 13 3 ' (46 217 2.700

9 3 1 7 25
number 1.126 (Dl (DI 3.093 "30 (D) 162 4,054

Sheep andlambs Inventoy ..................... farms . . " .
number (D2 (.

Layers 20 weeks old arnd older Inventory ............. farms 1 (4 18 .7...... n..;umber (DIi 142 18 72• 34 6c
Brolle and other moatty chickens sold ........... e. farm4 10

number . (D) (D) 2.141,623 6,735,000

Selected crogs ha.v ..te.: 2 17
Corn for grain .......... farma21 62 20 is 1 1 2, 77

acres 948 7.205 1,424 754 D) CD 1,165 4,723bushels 78,464 1.104,507 131,611 61.275 (0) R 96,968 422,003

Corn for sllage or greenchop .................... farms 7 7 1 2 4acres 57 1130 D 354
tons 10.832 13.233 121 .,185

Wneat for grainn, ................................ farms 3 54 12 25 1 2 52
acres 624 10,366 1.618 4.055 • 2,246 CD) 7,478

bushels 20.149 472.345 63,953 168.344 121.386 . 310.598

Winter vweat for grain ........................... farms 3 54 12 25 1 5 2 52

acres 624 10,366 1,618 4.055 .. l 2,246 (0) 7.478

bushels - 20,149 472,345 63.953 168.344 121.3X8; D 310,598

Oats for grain .................................... farms 21 6 21 25
acres 1,118 217 545 D 1 715

bushels 72.837 9.075 23,454 43.164

See footnote(s) at end of table. -continued
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002 - Con.
[For meaning of abbreviations and Symbol$, see Introductory text)

Item Randolph I Richmond I Rockdale Schley I Screven I Seminole Spalding Stephens

Farms .......................................... number
Land In farms ................................ acres

Average size of arm..........................acresMedian size of farm ............. ........... acres

-Estimated market value of land end buildings':
Average per farm ................ . dollars
Average per acre ....... .............. dollars

Estimated market value of all machinery and
equipment ':Average per farm ......: ....................... delars

Farms by size:.
I to acres ...........................................
10 to49 acres ....................................
500o 179 ares .......................................
180 to 499 acres ........................................
500 to 999 acres .......................................
1.000 acres or more ....................................

Total cropland ...................................... farms
acres

Harvested cropland ........................ i ....... farms
acres

Irrigated land ............................... ...... farme
acres

Maddet value of agricultural products sold (see text) ....... $1,000

Average per farm .............................. dollars

Crops .............. ..................... $1,000
Livestock, poultry, and their products .............. ,000

Farms by value of aeles:
Less man $2,500 ......................................
$25D0 to $4.999 ......... .................. ...
$5,000 to $9,999 ...............................
$10,000 to $24,999 .....................................
$25,000 to $49.999 ....................................
$50,000 to $99,999 .......................
$100.000 or more ...............................

* Government payments .............................. fa1m0$1.000

Total Income from farm-related sources.
gross before taxes and expenses (see text) .............. farms

$1.000

Total farm production expenses I ........ ...... $.000
Average per farm ................ ..... dollars

Net cash farm Income of operation (see text) I ............ farms
$1,000

Average per farm .............. ; ............... dolars

Principal operator by primary occupaflon:
Farming ................................. numberK COter .......................................... number

Principal operator by days worked oft farm:
............................... number

S200d:r mre.::::::::::::::::..:::::::::::: number

Uvestock and pou itry:
Catve and calves inventory ......................... farms

number
Beet cows ..................................... farmis

number
Milk cows .................................... farms

number
Catlea nd calves sold ............................. farms

number

Hogs and pigs Inventory ....................... larms
number

Hogs and pigs sold ................................ fams
number

Sheep and lambs inventory ........................ farms
number

Layers 20 weeks old and older Inventory ......... ; ..... farms
- number

Broilers and other meat-type chickens sold ............. farms
number

Selected crops harvested:
Corn for grain .................................... farms

acres
bushels

Corn for silage or greenchop ....................... farms
acres
tons

Wheat for grain, Alt ................................ farms
acres

bushels

Winter wheat for grain .................. I ......... farms
acres

bushels

Oats for grain ................. .......... ....... faarms
acres

bushels

'138
79.296

583
362

700,471
1.204

131,128

5
12
30
47
16
26

93
47,998

67
38267

40
14,831

13,383
98.258

11.582
1.781

67
8

. 8
12
3

10
30

91
1.220

72
1,414

14,603
107.377

136
1,310
9.632

75
61

-68
40

52
4,304

45

1.963
5

467
9

'636
1

(0)

21
2.671

348,924

4
204

3,778
27

7.745
300.162

27
7.745

300.162

.4
108

4.850

14012,439
89
46

255.709
•2917

26,417

20
62
42
14

2
109

5,009
77

2.541

.16
87

3,124
22,312

1.687
1.437

72
9

19
17
12
5
6

13
15

17
68

2,897
20.692

140
-111
-792

89
71

85
68

50
2,082

36
(DI

1,660
2

(DI

(0)

13
MD)

140
8.789

63
35

387,949
5,718

115
35.425

208
193

484-189
1.586

347
184.170

531
231

653.203
1.355

206
92,933

451
180

688,023
1,547

28,266 64.E22 82.840 103,321

24
75
30
.9
2

'85

3,128
42

1,382

13
101'

852
6,083

385
467

91
18
14
11
3
2

1

67

33
683

2,181
15,579

140
-.501

.3,577

54
86

91
63

46
923

27
487

25
735

2
(D)

213
3

.170

213
48
28
12
12

88
'12,911

69
•6.53O

8
370

9.658
83,934

1.479
8,179

59
13
12
5
9
7

10

66304

43
5115

7.86.8
67,823

116
2,835

24,438

40
75

2;5

46

2.561

1,682
4

1,050
4

(DI

4,655,0C0

295
16.550

4
38
(D)

17
2,038

62,411

17
2,038

62,411

B
40

109
101
45
38

263
87,467

195
54,320

53
12.040

18,794
54.162

18.100
2.694

178
22
35
42
23
12
35

194
2.245

106
2,547

19.893
57.408

346
33799,767

149
198

210
165

111
8,147

101

(0)
83

3,282
16

.1,600
17

1011
12

105

79
7.144

694,198

3
150

1,961

17
2,179

100.950

17
2,179

100.950

14
447

29.101

1136
81
33
21
24

146
56,253

108
48,094,

54
20.650
24,037

116,683
19,721
4,315

73
7

1127
26
26
36

101
1,461

58
1.898

22,706
110.221

206
4,683

22.733

130
76

99
75

107
12.175S 90
4,858

6
312
92

6,312
24

2,608
22

12.574
2(DI

4

38
784

1.070.136

A
185

2,900

20
3.419

176,013

20
3,419

176,013

17955
49.807

249
25.587

103
76

458,587
4.594

25,558

28
89
93
31
B

156
9.060

98
3,953

12
26

4.427
17,781

668
3,761

15721
35
17
11
4
4

36
108

38,
218

4.837
19,348

250
-65

-258

101
148.

135
106

149
4,837

135

Z.O43

90
2

(0)

I

19,527
82
55

365.486
4,447

45.813

21
103

89
22
3

150
8.035

92
3,820

14
452

44.422
188,640

239
44.183

107
29
38
18
2
9

35

42
72

22
185

268209
- 111.056

23i
19.835
84,045

145
93

107
89

173
S 6.59O

151.
(DI
(D)

146
2,543

(0)

105,162
31

15,896.951

1

2"

D

1

3:1 2.310

3
86

3.372

302,310

-continuedSee footnote(s) at end of table. -continued
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002- Con.
iFor meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory texti

Item Lee Liberty Lincoln Long Lowdes I Lumpkln I Mcouffie McIntosh

Farms ......................................... number
Land In farms .. : ................................ acres•Average size ef term........................... acres

Median size of farm............................ acres

, "snatad market value of land and butldngs':
Average per farm .......................... dollars
Average per acre .......................... dollars

Estlmated market value of all machinery and
equipment ':

Average per farm ......................... dollars

Farms by size:
1 0to9 acres .................................... : ......
10 to 49 acres .................................
50 to 179 acres ................................
180 to 499 acres .......................................
5D0 to 999 acres......... ......................
1.000 acres or more .............................

Total c la ......a ................... ............ farms
act"

Harvested cropland ..... . I .................... farms
acres

Irrigated land ....................... e ............... famis
acres

Market value of agricultural products sold (see text) ....... $1.000
Average per farm .............................. dollars

Crops ......................................... $1,000
Uvestock. poultry, and their products ............... $1,000

Farms by value of sales:
Less an $2500 ...............................
$2.500 to $4,999 .......................................

$5,000 to $9,999 ......................................
$10.000 to $24.999 .....................................
$25.000 to $49.999 ...... ........................
$50.000 to $99,999 .....................................
$ 100,000 Or more ......................................

Government payments ............................... farms

Total Income from farm-melded sources. $1.000

gross before taxes and expenses (see text) ............ farms• • $1.000

Total farm production expenses 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

$1,000
Average per farm .............. dollars

Not cash farm Income of operation (6e8 text) ........... farms
$1.000

Average per farm ... ; .......................... dolars

-principal operator by primary ocCupatilon:.
,Farming ................................... number
Farmger ..................................... number

\L-rcploperator by days worked off farm:
Any ........................................ number

200 days or more ...................... number

iUvestock and poultry.
Catl.e and calves inventory ....................... farms

number
Beef cows ..................................... farms

number
Milk cows ................................ ..... farms

number
Cattle and calves sold ............................. farms

number
Hogs and pigs Inventory .............. .......... farms

number
Hogs and pigs .d ................................ farms

a pnumber
Sheep and lambs Inventory .......................... farms

number
Layers 20 weeks old and older Inventory ............... farms

number
Broilers and other meat-type chickens sold ........... farms

number

Selected crops harvested:
Corn for grain ............................. ; ...... farms

acres
bushels

Corn for silage or greenchop ........................ farms
*acres

tons

Wheat for grain, AN ................................ farms
acres

bushels

Winter wheat for grain ........................... farms
acres

bushels

Oats for grain .............................. farms
acres

bushels

171
146.736

858
319

1,364,904
1,644

130,785

4
48
34
24
23
38

135i
52,523

109
48,273

50
21.615

23.521
137,550

16,074
7,447

66
10
14
24
13
8

36

83
1,512

64
4,170

23.643
136.665

173
6,201

35,841

81
90

108
73

42
10.817

39
(0D

4,492
3

* 57
I

(0)

4
5o

22
4.177

509.542

15

4.241
195,773

15
4.241

195,773

1`50
3

55
2.550

4 68
15.935

234
110

474.243
2,325

26.287

5
18
21
15
5
4

36
3.784

22
483

4
11

313
4,598

199
114

42
16
4
4

2

10
10

13
58

535
7.864

68
-67

-992

20
48

54
29

207
30.835

149
103

362.394
2.657

40.701

6
69
90
31
7

.4

136
8,998

84
3.189

11
67

2,512
12.137

* 216
2.296

105
29
25
31
9
3
5

70
227

25
241

2''75
13,405

207
4593
-2863

* 93
* 114

144
116

145
6,206
* 133

3,284
4

387
119

2,887
4

16

*(Dý
346

2
( CD)

3
50

* {()

76
.23.624

311
158

455.5151,454

462
73.917

10
73

350.002
2,046

250
21,303

85
49

556.950
6,096

34.8971 37-541

li
34
10
12
4

65
5.647

50
3.527

9
564

* 7,950
104.605

1.524
6.426

* 32
10

.5
12

18
67

304

5.167
67,981

76
2.119

27,888

37
39

42
37

31
975
28
(Dj

(D~
642

1

(Dý
(Dj

3.477,400

16
442

30,473

I

1D

DI

41
181
147

6o
20
13

352
30,795

276
23,127

75
6,968

23,929
51,794

22,369
1.560

220
69
4261
30
17
33

144
831

98
1,250

19.935
42,872

465
7,476

16,077

203
259

252
204

186
6.114

157
3.354

3
11

121
2.830

27
867
24

1.125
4

68
11

195

572.778

247,198

3

3

7
271

12,512

50.763

27
121
69
29
3
1

149
6,181

91
2,367

12
36

44.124
176,494

3,370
40.754

106
33
23
16
11
2

59

42
130

18
326

26,638
106,974

249
18.080
72.609

142
108

144
86

133
5,695

126

112,240

(D3

48
7

158.901
45

14,915,836

9
'113

3.436

2

296
46,774

158
91

360.513
1,991

37,225

27
116

80
45
17
11

201
15.869

123
6,888

23
646

30,477
102,961

174
35
37
30
.9

10

s0
134

48
318

22,575
76.525

295
8.148

27,619

139
157

178
141

156
9.013

138

3,614
"" 3

(12
140

120

39
11,308

290
88

469,457
1,618

31.998

10
17
7
4

24
1,315

10

49

4
42

21"1
9
5
2

(0)
2

(D)

40
104

2,608

15
24

30
23

19
349

19
244

* (0t
(D•
(Dj

(D)

40
1,405

38
892

23

311
2

(D

(0)

.3 4

3

5
305

6,610

5
305

6,610

-conlinuedSee fooltnote(s) at end of table.

-contiAnu15
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* Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002
[Data are based on a sampte of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text)

Item G orgla Appling I Atkinson Bacon Baker Baldwin Banks Barrow

Hired farm labor .................................... farms
workers

$1.000 payrollFamis with-

1 worker ...................................... farms
workers•, y 2 woKers ............... ........... ........ ;.... farrrs

workers

3 or 4 workers ............................. farms
workers

5 to 9 workers ............... ............... farms

10 workers or more ............................ farms
workers

Workers by days worked:
15O days armore ........... ................ farmi

workers
Farms with-

1 worker .................................... farms
. workers

2 workers ................... ............... farms
workers

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms
workers

5 to 9 workers .......................... farms
workers

10 workers or more ....................... farms
workers

Less than 150 days ............................... farms
workers

Farms with-
I worker .................................... farms

workers
2 workers ................................... farms

workers

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms
workers

5 to 9 workers .......... o ................. farms
workers

10 workers or more .......................... farms
workers

Reported only workers working
150 days or more ......... o........................ farms

workers
61.000 payroll

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. farms

workers
$1.000 payroll

Reported both - workers working 150
days or mors and workers
wodrng less than 150 days ....................... farms

150 days or more, workers
less than 150 days, workers$I.000 payroll

Migrnt farm labor on farms with hired
la.or (s. text) ............... . .................... farms

-11,636
60.713

326.621

4,883
4.883
2.302
4.604

2,026
6,984
1.302
8,443
1.123

35,799

4,343
18,406

2.111
2,111

872
1.744

675
2,281

386
2,426

299
9.844

9,333
42.307

4,25S
.4.255
1,880
3,760

1,475
* 5,057

914
5,926

809
23,309

2,303
8.891

128.859

7.293
24,809
27,119

2.040
9.515

17.498
170,643

858

144 I 65
745 286

2379 1,138

54
54
25
50

24
80
21

138
20

425

49
200

20
20
20
40

4

120

128
545

48
28

2858

25
88
11
76

18

116
421.

95
318
570

33
84

227
1,388

25

33
"33

11
22

5
18
10
68
6

147

35
70

25
25
3

(0)
2

* (D2
33

49
216

22
22
12
24

3
10
7

46
5

114

16
21

227

30
66

106

19
49

150
805

7

2

144
7C1

1,910

44
44
32
64

29
109

14
102

25
382

43
103

17
17
6

(D)

19
64
1

133
601

57
57
22
44
21

a
53
25

36:2

59
237

2,664

15
15
15
30

11
38
11
68
7

86

38
127

18
18
7

14

6
20

4
29

3
46

39
110

16
18
5

10

14
44

4O

i0

• . 55
130
151

26
26

8
16

16
49

5
39

14
29

2

18

3
(D)

49
101

27
27

3
6

16
50
3

18

83
644

1,120

48
48
9
s18

12
38

9
62

5
478

34
197

18

24

2
(D)* 2
(0)
67.

447

46
46
8

16

6
22

4
28
3

335

16
165
635

49
409
228

18
32

38
257

61
326•736

32

(D~12

8

14(D)
(0)

324

2
19

(0)

(D)*

8

56

81

153
405

3

11 20 6292 92 11
19.92 . 1,756 53

424
733

3:2
17"/

'IV
982

1i'

2170
187

18
35
40

721

4170
28

18
31
70

.2

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only,
contract labor (see text) ............. ............... farms. I141 • . 10

~-COrrtinued--continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con..
nalta are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see introductory laext

Item Bartow Ben Mia Berrien Bibb Blecidey Brantley Brooks Bryan

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 91 50 108 36 56 45 179 17
workers 352 166 564 60 133 205 1,031 118

$1.000 payroll 2,611 702 2.806 150 .231 219 5,353 82
Farms with-

,1 worker ...................................... farms 36 11 36 23 26 22 6o 7
workers 36 ( (0 23 22 60 7

.2 workers .............. ................ w. farms 7 12 6 20 8 47 2
workers RD 24 (D) (D) 40 16 94 (D)

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 38 21 23 5 9 4 24 2
workers 135 71 81 15 35 14 74 (0)

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 2 1 29 2 " 5 6
workers (0) (Dg 158 (D) 37 3510 workers or more ... ,.......................... farms . 19 1 6 22workers 154 54 287 (D) 116 748 100

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 58 25 61 10 a 13 96 3

• workers 169 49 118 15 12 19 323 7
Farms with-

1 worker .................................... farms 35 10 48 5 5 8 59 1
workers 35 10 48 5 5 (1 59 (D,

2 workers .......... ? ........................ farms 3 11 2 5 2 4 -
workers 6 .22 (D) 10 (D) (D) 8 (0)

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 12 2 4 1 1 1 18 Iworkers 36 (0• 13 (D) (D) 56 RD
5 to 9 workers ............................... farm 3 1 5 9

workers 19 (D) 33 55
10 workers or more ........................... farms 5 2 6

workers 73 (0) 145

Less than ISO days ............................... farms 48 38 82 33 49 44 136 15
workers 183 117 446 45 121 186 708 111

Farms with-
Iworker .................................... farms 14 12 15 27 21 31 74

workers 14 C, 5 27 ()
14 (I is 27 D (D 74(DI2workrs ................................... farms 6 12 4 19 40workers 12 14 24 (0) 38 (D) 80 CD)

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms "21 14 14 18 2
workers 83 45 46 32 (I )

5to 9 worlkers ................................ farms 4 2 25 2 4 (Di
workers 28 (0 126 (D) 32

lo workrs ormore....................... farms 3 16 6 1 6
workers 46 33 235 (D) 116 529 100

Reported only workers working
150 days or more .................................. farms 43 12 26 3 7 1 43 2

workers 93 24 57 3 D95D$1,000 payroll 761 327 539 24 11508

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. farms 33 25 47 26 48 32 83 14

workers 112 79 259 38 .91 170 194 110
$1,000 payroll 72 33 155 24 (D) (D) 246 8

Reported both - workersworking 150
o dys or more and workers

orrng less than150 days ......................... faerms 1 13 35 7 12 53
150 days or more. workers 76 25 61 12 CD D 228 Iless Man 150days, workers 71 38 187 7 0 (1 514 Ii$1.000 payroll 1,7786 343 2,112 102 DI 11 3,599 D

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor(see text) .................................... farms 2 3 19 10 23

Migrant farm labor on tarms reporting only

contract labor (see taxt) ................ farms . .1 .1 7 1 "d
--continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
(Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text]

Item iBulloh I Burke Butts Caihoun Camden Candler I Carroll "Catoosa

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 175 150 29 57 14 B8 209 54
workers 503 455 90 332 27 688 480 139

$1.000 payroll 3`277 3.355 237 2,455 57 1,714 3.073 445
Farms with-

1 worker ...................................... farms 114 65 13 9 9 43 120 15
workers 114 65 13 9 (D) 43 120 15

k 2 workers ..................................... farms 13 19 8 18 8 43 26
workers 26 38 16 36 (D) 86 52

3or 4 workers ................................. farms 27 41 3 15 4 1 38 5
workers 91 150 (DI 53 12 (0) 118 15

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 11 22 6 12 4 5
workers 75 128 (D) 37 (D) 180 24 25

10 workers or more ............................. farms 10 3 3 9 11 4 3
workers 197 74 33 197 - 446 132 32

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 85 57 9 35 5 21 19 14

workers 155 197 13 129 10 51 115 33
Farms with-

I worker ................................... farms 56 9 7 10 4 10 13 5
workers 56 (0 , (01 (0) (0

2workers .................................... lam 13 1 0o (09 13
workers 26 38 12 18 (D) 8

3or 4 workers ............................... farms 12 21 2 10 - 4
workers 41 78 (D) 36 . 12

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 3 .7 - 7 1 1 1
1wokrorreworkers (01 4 47 (D) ( Dj(0 (0)

10 workers .r more ............................ farms 2 2
workers (0) (D) (0) (D) (D)

Less than 150 days ............................... farms 125 110 23 39 9 80 199 46
workers 348 258 77 203 17 637 365 106

Farms with-
1 worker ................ : ................... farms 82 62 11 14 5 40 112 1.

workers 82 62 11 14 5 40 112 15
2 workers ................................... farms 8 15 6 8 5 46 22

workers 18 (0) 12 16 10 92 44

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 21 19 1 9 4 6 34 4workers 65 71 ('0 27 12 24 102 (DI
5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 8 12 5 21 5

I rWorkers 62 61 (0 34 155 (2 24
10 workers or moro .arms 6 2 3 8 1

workers 133 (0) 33 112 408 (D) (D)

Reoorted only workers working
20 days or more .................................. farms 50 40 6 .18 5 8 10 8

workers 72 131 10 67 10 28 39 17
$1.000 payroll 939 1,949 175 1.074 54 382 929 157

Reported only workers working
leassthan 150 days ................................. farms 90 93 20 22 .9 67 190 40

workers 172 184 72 84 17 579 324 -86
$I.OO0 payroll 151 184 10 104 2 158 473 48

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers

ridng less than 150 days ............ farms 35 17 3 17 13 9 6
150 days'or more. workers 83 66 3 62 23 76 16

• less than 150 days. workers 176 74 5 119 58 41 20
$1.000 payroll 2,187 1,222 52 1.278 1.174 1,672 241

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms 15 9 2 4 1

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) .............................. farms 20 3

-continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
(Oata are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see introductory text]

Item Charlton Chatham Chatlahoocheel Chattooga Cherokee I Clarke Clay Clayton

fired farm labor .................................... farms 21 17 5 72 . 138 30 17 9
workers 103 114 15 197 488 188 59 17

$1,000 payroll 270 617 4 264 3.073 2,417 657 82
Farms with-

I worker ...................................... farms 8 5 1 37 84 7 8 3
wres (1 (I () 384 (DI(D (02,2 wokers ..................... •................. fan s 18 21workers 8 10 36 42 6 (D) 10

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 3 1 3 4 25 14 3 1
workers 12 (D) (Dj 12 98 48 10 (D)

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 2 9 3 1 4workers (DI (D2 (D) 72 18 (D2 29
10 workers or more ......................... farms 4 5 14•29

workers 65 88 40 246 121 (D)

Workers by days worked: 1ISO days or more.. .............................. farms 8 12 22 17 19 11 4Farm workers 27 54 38 146 139 35 5

Farms with-
1 worker .................................... farms 1 3 18 10 4 43

workers (DI 3 18 10 (0I 4(
2 workers .......... farms 2 - 1 2

workers (0) (D) "(D) (D) (D)

3 or4workers ................... ; ........... farms 4 1 3 9 2
workers .14 (D (D1 27

to 9 workers ............................... farms 1 ( 4 4
workers (D) 29 20 (0) 20

10 workers or more ........................... farms 1.,2 5
workers (D) (D) 106

Less than 150 days ............................... farms 16 10 5 67 131 16 10 6
workers 76 60 15 159 342 49 24 12Farms with-

1worker .................................... farms 8 2 1 45 82 7 5
workers 8 (D0 (D) 45 82 7 5

2 workers ................................... farms 2 . 5 21 3 2 6
workers (0) (0) - 10 (0) (D) (D) • 12

3 or 4•workers ........................... farms 1 3 4 24 4 2
workers (0, (D 12 94 15 (DI

5togworkers ........................... farms 13 1 1
workers (DI (DI (D) 92 (DI (0ý (0)10 workers or more ........................... farms•(• o
workers 50 40 117 (0)

Reported only workers working

1?0 days or more ................................. farms 5 7 5 7 14 7 3workers [D) 18 5 35 117 17$I,000 payroll 238 28 (0) 2,087 210 4

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ............................ farrm 13 5 5 50 121 11 6 5

workers . 41 8 15 126 258 29 11 10
$1;,OO payroll (D) 6 4 35 (D) 14 6 (D)

Reported both -workers working 150
days or more and workers
'vorktngiless van 150days......................... farms 3 6 1 17 ' 10 5 4

0 ldoaysor more workers 14 36 33 111 22 18 o
less than 150 day% workers ( 52 33 84 20 13 D

$1.OO payroll 372 201 2.026 316 441

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
la*bor (see text) .................................... farms 2 1

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contrsct labor (see text) ............................. farms

-continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con'
IData are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text]

Item Clinch Cobb Coffee Colqutit I Columbia . Cook Coweta Crawford

Hred farm labor ................................... farms 53 31 220 197 37 77 88 40
workers 257 159 1.568 2.540 102 1.583 247 468

F 51,000 payroll 495 (D) 7,555 20:608 338 7,210 1,614 4.391Farms with-

Iworker ................ .................... farms 15 13 76 55 19 31 58 21
workers 15 (D) 76 55 19 31 (0) 21

•,.2workers ...................................... farms 13 57 30 4 11 5
workers 26 114 60 (D) 22 (D) (0)

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 17 9 18 43 2 4 22 7
workers 59 27 50 141 (I) 16 87 26

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 3 8 40 23 1 6 2
workers 18 50 257 157 59 37 (D1

10 workers or more ............................. farms 5 1 31 46 1 25 7workers 139 (0) 1,0,.1.ý7 2.127 (0) 1.477 100 399

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 7 5 e 84 6 35 17 22

workers 26 51 4 1,181 9 283 56 200.
Farms with-

Iworker .................................... farms 1 2 31 5 13 .13
workers (0j (D) 5 31 (D) (DI 13 (D

2 workers ................................ .farms 7 1 ( 1
workers (D) A4 22 (D) (0) (0)

3 or4 workers .............................. farms 2 - 3 12 1 13 1 5
workers (0) - i1 39 (0) 51 (0• 17

5 to .workers ............................. .farms2 2 4 16 3 1
workers (0) (0I a ,6 97 19 (01 (0

10 workers or more ........................... farms 3 14 4 4
workers (D) )5 992 - 196 (0) 164

Less than 150 days .......................... farms 51 27 59 163 32 63 78 29
workers. 231 108 37 1.359 93 1.300 191 268Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms 18 11 12 49 14 23 51 15
workers 16 (D) $2 49 14 23 51 15

2 workers ...' ......................... farms 11 19 33 4 9 1 6
workers 22 ? -8 66 (D) 1i (0) 12

3 or 4 workers .............................. farms 17 a 8 33 2 5 20 3
workers . 59 27 30 111 (D) 20 80 9

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 3 6 32 11 12 3 1 2
workers 18 32 ?9 78 65 19 (0) (0)

10 workers or more ........................... farms 4 1 28 37 23 3
workers 116 (D) 28 . 1,055 1.220 (D) (0)

Reported only workersworkdngr
150 days or more .................................. farms 2 4 61 34 5 14 10 .11

workers (0) (0) 58 207 . 43 18
$1.000 payroll .() 106 58 2.604 206 1.377 1.191 223

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. farmns 46 26 Is 113 31 42 71 18

workers 122 70 38 668 87 192 131 23
51.000 payroll (D) 74 70 1,368 (0) 415 121 .64

Reported both - workers worfdng 150
days or more and workers
workdng less than 150 lays .............. .. farms 5 1 41 50 1 21 7 11

"' i k 1 days orr orwkers (D) 0) 13 974 0 167 13 182
desthan150lays. workers 109 . 59 691 1.108 60 245
51,000 payroll 212 D 28 16,637 DI 41 301 4,1D4

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired 41lal~r (see text) .......................... ....... farms 41 so 23

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................. farms 2 3 1 1

.- conftnued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text]

Item Crisp [ Dade Dawson 1 Decatur Del~ai I .Dodge Dooty Dougherty

Htred farm labor .................................... farms 67 *46 55 101 7 118 130 50
workers 484 161 194 920 20 741 696 427

$1,000 payroll 3.876 63 687 6.478 138 1.338 4,914 2.918
Farms with-

1 worker ...................................... farms 19 (14 20 12 42 48 15
workers 19 (D 20 12 • 42 46 is

2 workers ...................................... farms 10 6 26 5 32 23 7
workers 20 24 (D) .52 (D) 64 46 14

3or 4 workers ................................. farms 15 14 .5 25 1 15 27 5
workers 53 42 s18 96 (D) 47 91 -16

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 10 2 23 161 12 19 9
workers 58 (9 134 105 (D) 108 103 5

10 workers or more ......................... .... farms 13 1 22 17 15 14
workers 334 69 (D) 655 480 410 327

Workers by cdays worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 38 6 29 61 7 45 82 25

workers 143 8 99 374 (D) 102 310 150
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms 13 5 7 14 - 35 34 4
workers 13 (D) 7 14 35 34 (D

2 workers ................................... farms 6 75 6 4 22
workers (0) 14 10 12 8 44 (D)

3 or 4 workers ................................ farms 7 1 4 12 1 2 9 9
workers 24 (D) 13 41 (D) (D0 31. 30

5 to 9 workers .......................... farms 10 11 112 8 6
workers 67 65 72 CD. 42 33

10 workers ormore ............... ; ........... farms 2 " 192 11 3

workers (D) - 237 (D) 159 81

Less than 150 days .............................. farms 47 41 36 73 2 91 84 41
workers 341 153 95 546 (D) 639 386 277

Farms with-
I worker .................................... farrms 12 10 18 13 - 22 33 13

workers 12 (1l) 1 (D) 22 33 13
2 workers ................ a ..... ............ farms 10 12 3 20 2 41 22 5

workers 20 24 6 40 (D) 82 44 10

3 or 4 workers .......................... farms 11 13 7 22 - 17 11
workers 39 39 23 82 58 34

5 to 9 workers .......................... farms 5 2 8 a 1 12 4

workers 24 (1) (0) .108 33 28.
1 Oworkersormor ....................... farms 94 17 " 16 6 8

workers 242 68 406 427 218 192

Reported only workers working
150 days or more ..... ....................... farms 20 $ 19 28 5 27 46 9

-workers 54 (D4 75 167 10 55 196 44
$1.000 payroll 1,116 37 422 3.327 (D) 633 3.055 532

Reported only workers working. .

less than 150 days ......................... •........ farms 29 40 26 40 73 48 25workers 161 139 65 116 418 92 .105

$1,000 payroll 298 (D) 63 726 70 307 27

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more end workers

origls hn10dy ............. frs18 1 10 33 2 18 . 38 i6150 days or more. workers 89 CD 24 207 47 114 106less tha. 150 days, workers ISO 30 430 f 221 294 172
$1 000 payroll 2,462 ?02 2,425 636 . 1.552 2.359

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
abor (See text) ................................... farms 13 1 32 1 5 13 6

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see tet) ............................. farms 5 - - 5

--continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text)

Item 1 Douglas Ealy Echols Efflingham Elbert Emanuel I Evans Fannin

Hiredlarrn labor .................................... farms 33 113 27 60 87 94 60 30
workers 124 260 541 188 379 279 298 137

$1,000 payroll 351 2,026 (0) 822 1,560 834 1,391 628
Farms with-

11worker ................................farms 8 82 9 17 51 20 14 19
workers 82 (D 17 51 20 14 (DI

2wo.kers ..................................... farms 10 8 25 13 47 24
workers 20 16 (D) 50 26 94 48 8

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 11 9 7 15 14 6 2
workers 36 30 21 45 45 20 (DI

5to 9 workers ................................. farms 2 8 7 3 10 12
workers (01 50 5s i5 67 68 24

10 workers or more ............................. farms 6 9 8 8 3 4 1
workers (0) 82 478 85 257 53 148 (0)

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 3 40 5 29 12 31 25 12

workers (0) 94 142 44 .45 60 89 93
Farms with-

I worker ............. . ........... farms 1 19 2 22 5 19 8 10
workers (D) 19 (R) 22 5 19 8 (0)

2 workers ................................... farms - 9 6 4 7 10
workers (0) (0) 8 (D) 20

3 or4 workers ............................... farms - 7 - 2 2 3 1
workers 24 (0) (0) 12 (D)

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 4 3 2Workers - 23 20 (

10 workers or more wor.. . . 2arms 2 1 .3 1(D• .
workers (0) (D) (D) (0) (D) (0) (0)

Less than 150 days ................................ farms 32 92 24 55 77 81 48 23
workers (D) 118 399 144 334 219 209 44

Fanrns with.--,

I worker.............. *.................... farms 7 73 a 34 48 20 14 .17
workers 7 73 (0) 34 46 (0) 14 17

2 workers ................................... farms 10 8 10 9 38 16
workers 20 (0) (0) 20 1i 76 32

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 11 5 14 13 8 3
workers 36 18 42 39 24

5to 9 workers ....................... ; ....... farms 2 5 7" 4 8 6 3
workers (0) 37 49 20 ,46 30 18

10 workers or more ........................... farms2 1 7l 7 8 2 4
workers (0) (D) 338 .70 228 (0) 109

Reported only workers working

I5 Odays or more .................................. farms 1 21 3 5 10 13 12 7
workers "47 . (0 9 16 20 29

$1.000 payroll 0 891 ( 424 235 275 178

Reported only workers working fr3
less than 150 days ..... * ............................ farms 30 73 22 31 75 63 35 18

workers 79 75 291 lit 310 141 96 37
$1,000 payroll (0) 118 139 56 (0) 33 47 73

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers

-worldng less than 150 days ...................... farms 2 19 2 24 2 18 13 5
50daysormor., workers 0 47 (0) 35 .( 40 60 (0)

less than 150 days, workers D 91 D 33 D 78 113
$1,000 payroll 1.017 ( 341 (0 525 1.166 50

Migrant term labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms 1 12 3 5 7 7

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............. farms 2 . . . 8
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meanlng of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Fayette Floyd Forsyth I Franklin Fulton I Gilmer I Glascock Glynn

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 79 171 90 163 43 83 9 4
workers 201 515 438 558 193 270 56 CD)

S1,000 payroll 703 1.149 1,720 959 2.729 1,214 181 D
Farms with-

1 worker ...................................... farms 33 75 33 83 15 28 3 2
workers 33 75 33 83 .15 28 3 (Dj

2 workers ..................................... farms 26 26 10 30 4 21 1
workers 52 (D) 20 80 (D) 42 (D) (D)

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 15 35 35 14 17 1workers 49, 135 135 ( 59 (D1 (D)5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 3 33 6 23 12

workers (D) 182 36 291 156 73 (D)
10workersormore ... ;....................... farms 2 2 6 1 1 5

workers (0) (D) 214 (D) (0) 68 (D)
Workers by days worked.

150 days or more ................................. farms 11 52 45 43 20 46. 2 1

Farmswith- workers 45 69 113 107 90 91 (D) (D)

I worker .................................... farms 46 7 27 21
workers 46 7 27 21

.workrs...............................farms 9 4 31 8 15
workers (D) (D) 62 1i 30 (D)

3 or 4 workers ........................... arms "4 5 17 6
workers - - 12 17 68 20

5o 9 workers ............................... farms 1 2 1 2 2 4 2
S. workers (D (D) (D (D D) 20 "(D)10 workers or more ........................... farms2

workers (D) (D) (D) (D)

Less than 150 days ............................... farms 69 155 84 131 42 61 7 4
workers 156 446 325 451 103 179 (D) 6

* Farms with-
I worker .............................. farms 33 72 34 62 16 28 3 2

workers 33 72 34 62 16 28 3 (D
2 workers ................................... farms 17 19 37 30 4 10

workers 34 (0) 74 60 8 (0) (0) (0)

3 or4 workers ............................... farms 15 39 4 7 18 14 1
workers 49 156 14 (55 49 (D). .to 9 workers ............................... farms 2 24
workers (D) 125 26 268 24 48 -

10 workers or more ........................... farms2 1 4 1 2 2
workers (0) (D) 177 (D) (D) (D)

Reported only workers working
In days or more ................................ farms 10 16 6 32 1 . 22 2

workers 719 22 53 D8 46
$1,000 payroll 271 (D) 530 298

Reported only workers working
less than ISO days ................................. farms 68 119 45 120 23 37 7 3

workers 144 277 208 387 107 (D 4
$t.000 payroll (D) 172 D) .192 220 1 D

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers
No..nglessthanISOdays........................ofarms 1 38 39 i- 19 24

lsdays ormore, workers 050 91 54 84 45'
. . l essth"n.150 days. womlces ID . 27CD

Migrant farm labor on farms with hlred
labor (see text) .................................... farms 7

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see fext) ............................. farms 1

-continued

132 GEORGIA 2002 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE - COUNTY DATA

. .USDA, National Agricultural Statistics Service



Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
pData are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text)

Item Gordon Grady Greene Gwinnett Habersharn Hall Hancock Haralsoo

Hired farm labor ................................... farms 162 91 66 61 71 246 37 41
workers 584 1.015 476 288 384 805 61 104

$1,000 payroll 2.614 11,650 2.807 4.585 2.029 5,431 318 279
Farms willh-

I worker ...................................... farms 88 36 8 18 44 116 19 .14
workers 88 36 8 18 44 116 (0D 14

2 workers ...... ......................... farms 32 20 8 9 11 48. 20
workers 64 40 16 18 22 96 30 40

3 or4 workers ................................ farms 23 18 33 25 7 47 2 4
workers 71 65 119 94 23 166 (Dl 12

5 to9 workers ............................... .farms 7 6 15 6 2
w rworkers 41 39 (0) - 38 (D) (010 workers or more ........................... farms 12 11 29workers 320 835 P() 158 295 389 (D)

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more................................. farms 34 58 20 34 25 78 8 12

workers 170 813 194 226 102 268 17 14
Farms with-

1 worker .................................... farms 17 22 7 4 11 41 5 10
workers 17 (Di 7 4 11 41 (D) (Dý

2 workers .................................... farms 8 16 3 1 7
workers (0) 32 6 (D) 14 (D)-

3or4workers ........................... farms 2 8 8 21 10 22 2 -
workers (0) 27 (0) 82 34 68 (D) -

to 9 workers ............................... farms 3 7 1() (D2
workers 119 (0)

10 workers or mome ....................... farms 4 5 9 5
workers 111 (P) (0) 140 (D) 126

Less than 150 days ............................... farms 143 56 62 31 .56 186 29 36
Fa.rswtýworkers 414 202 282 62 282 537 4490Farms with- ,

Iworker ....... ....................... farms 79 27 13 16 35 91 14 17
workers 79 27 (0) 16 35 91 14 17

2workers ................................... farms 32 17 11 8 11 42 15 13
workers 64 34 22 16 RD) 84 30 26

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 18 4 27 4 2 25 3
workers .54 14 98 . 12 (D, 95

5...... worers .............................. farms 8 5 9 3 R 5 29
workers 49 33 64 18 24 31 -(010 workers or more ........................... farms 6 3 2 5 23workers 168 94 (D) 195 236 (D)

Reported only workers workdng
150 days or more .................................. farms 19 35 4 30 15 60 8 5

workers • 68 746 14 189 68 188 17 6
$1,000 payroll 1,416 10.485 272 3,393 .1,553 3.962 292 49

Reported only workers working •
Jless than 150 days ................................. farms 128 33 46 27 46 168 29 29

workers 306 49 174 43 60 465 44 83
$1,000 payroll 220 53 230 49 135 416 26 168

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers 161
wodrkng less than 150 days ........................ farms is 23 16 4 10 Is 7

150 days or more, workers 102 67 180 37 34 80 s
less; an 150 days, workers 108 153 i08 19 222 . 72 - 7

$1,000 payroll 977 1,112 2.305 1,144 341 1.053 - 62

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see tet) .................................... farms 2 16 6 .2

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see teat) ............................. farms I 1
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text]

Item Harris Hart Heard Henry Houston Irwin Jackson Jasper

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 48 80 45 87 107 114 -180 53
workers 212 682 141 372 306 442 881 273

$1,000 payroll 1.078 1.734 347 1.740 1.330 2.078 3,805 2.592
Farms w•t-

I worker ...................................... farms 19 40 23 9 51 50 96 24
workers 19 40 (D) 9 51 50 96 24.

2 workers ..................................... farms 13 18 37 26 32 16 8
workers 26 36 74 52 64 32 16

3 or4 workers .................................. farms 4 11 13 11 17 12 26 12
workers 16 36 51 44 59 39 83 44

5 to g workers ................................. farms 6 4 8 22 9 9 11 3
workers 34 27 57 123 s0 46 69 16

10 workers or more ............................. farms 6 " 7 1 8 .4 11 31 6
workers 117 543 (0) 122 84 243 601 173

Workers by days workaed:
150 days or more .............................. .. farms 13 44 13 29 2457 78 32

workers 36 132 22 97 49 115 366 121
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms 8 25 8 7 12 35 30 24workers 8 •25 8 (D( (D• 35 30 (0,1
2.workers .................................. i farms 2 12 3 11 12

workers (D) (D) (D) 40 12 22 . (D) 8

3 or 4 workers .............................. farms 1 4 7 . 22 3
workers (DI (0) 13 24 67 11

5to 9 workrs ............................... farms 2e4,1 1 2 3 2
w eworkers (D) . 27 (D) (Dý (D) (D0 (D•

10) workersor.mon.e .......................... farms 1 2 12
workers CD) (D) (0) (D) 232 (D)

Less than 150 days .......................... farms 43 43 36 • 86 89 74 122 34
F workers 176 550 119 275 257 327 515 152

Farms with--

1 workar .................................... farms 21 25 15 15 41 32 79 11
workers 21 25 15 15 41 32 79 11

2 workers ............................. farms 8 5 3 41 24 18 11 13
workers 16 10 6 82 48 36 22 26

3 or4 workers ............................... farms 5 8 10 8 15 8 11 5
workers 15 25 39 31 53 25 42 20

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms A 8 a16 5 . 7 3
Sowresworkers 24 so 81 31 42 24

10 workers or mno ...... .................... farms 5 5 6 4 9 18 5
workers 100 490 66 84 192 348 95

Raeorted only workers working -
ISO days or more ............................... farms 5 937 91 18i 40 5B 19

" workers 15 124 13 ID 6347 323 97
Si.000 payroll 220 1,497 114 537 897 2,946 .D)

Reported only workers working "72

less than 150 days ................ a.............. rms 35 36 32 58 83 57 102 21
workers 158 539 106 197 229 16B 436 130

$I.000 payro4l 96 182 124 (D) 396 249 280 22

Reported both -workers working 150
- days or more and workers

kwodng ]ss than 150 days ...................... farms 8 7 4 28 6 17 20 13
150 days or mor. workrers 21' 8 9 (D) 15 48 43 24

less than 150 ldays. workers 18 11 13 78 28 159 79 22
$1.000 payrol 762 55 lo8 1.209 397 932 579 )

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired

labor (see text) .................................... farms 4 1 18 11 1

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only

contract labor (see text) ............................. farms - 7 1 2
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
IData are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Jeff Davis Jefferson Jenkins Johnson Jones Lamar Lanier I Laurens

Hred farm labor .................................... farms 43 82 56 23 31 55 38 111
workers 275 300 216 64 90 182 212 248

11.000 payroll 513 2425 1,517 351 435 1.193 2.177 1,370
Farms with-

.1 worker ...................................... farms 17 28 15 10 13 26 12 82
workers 17 28 15 (D) .13 26 (Dj 82

orkers .................................... farms 6 33 6 3 51 5o rrsworkers 12 66 (D) 6 10 28 10

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 9 11 15 12 8 15 6 6
workers 35 36 56 36 32 48 (D) 18

5 to 9 workers ................................. famrs 7 3 18 7 5 4 15
workers 41 22 103 39 32 28 103

10 workers or more ............................. farms 4 7 2 1 4 2 3
workers 170 148 (D) (D) ,66 (D) .i35

* Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ........ .................... farms .16 30 25 7 10 14 14 27

workers 27 .115 70 26 27 63 132 77
Farms with-

Iworker .................................... farms 9 11 • 9 5 5 3 2 15

workers 9 (Dj .9 (D) (DI (Dj 1s
2 workers .............................. farms 3 .7 3 2

workers 6 16 14 RD) 6 16 (D)

3 or 4 workers ........................... .... farms 4 4 6 1 1 5 2 4
workers 12 16 20 (D) (0) 18 (D) 12

5to 9 workers .............................. farms . 2 1 5
.workers 33 16 (0) RC) 34

10 workers or more ........................... farms 2 2(1 . 2 1 1
workers (D) (D) CD) (D) (D) CD)

Less than 150 days .......................... farms 37 69 45 17 22 49 30 97
workers 248 185 146 38 63 119 80 171

Farms with.

I worker ....... farms 14 29 17 6 9 27 12 78
workers 14 : 29 17 (Dý (Dj 27 12 78

2 workers ................................... farms 7 33 3 2 12 5
workers 14 66 6 (D) (0) CD) 24 10

3 or 4 workers .... farrms 8 3 11 10 7 15 2 2
workers 32 CD) 41 30 28 45 90

5 to 9workers ............................... farms 4 14 4 3 11
workers 24 (D0 82 22 16 22 66

10 workers or more ........................... farms 4 2 1 1
workers 164 72 (D) (D) CD)

Reported only workers working
1 0 days or more ................................. farms 6 13 11 6 9 6 8 14

workers 9 33 30 3D) 31 115 55$1,000 payroll 225 627 473 5D) 978

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ....... ......................... farms 27 52 31 16 21 . 41 24 84

workers 191 132 109 36 62 60 58 6 99
$1000 payroll 45 131 159 (D) 12 96 (D) . 73

Reported both - workers working 150
.days or more and workers

"ring lessthan 150 days ...................... farms 10 17 14 1 . 8 6 13
150 days or more, workers 18 82 40 1D) • D) 32 17 22'

less than 50 days. workers 57 53 37.D .3D 39 24 72S$1,000 payroll 242 1,667 886 DID508 128 319

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms 4 1 2 2 7 2

Migrant form labor on farms reporting only

contract labor (sea text) ............................. farms 3
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
tDate are based on a, sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbofs, see introductory text]

Item Lee Libery Lincoln ILong Lowndes s Lumplin McDuffle Mcintosh

Hlired farmnlabor .......... farms 60 15 62 .22 144 64 48 2
workers 327 18 235 63 707 175 505 (0,

$1.000 payrolt 2,544 26 . 183 92 2,158 .1.868 9.779 (0)Fsrrmswityt-

I worker ....................................... farms 28 14 34 9 .60 22 19
workers 28 (01 34 9 60 22 19

2workers .................................... farms 9 13 4 34 29 .15
workers 18 (D) 26 (0) 68 58 30 (D)

3or4workers ................................ farms 6 - 8 2 20 8 4
workers 20 29 (D, 67 27 12

5.to'9 workers ............... a ................. farms 5. 3 3
workers 32i 40 66 (0) 18

10 workers or more ............................. farms 12 7222 7 1
workers 229 - 146 446 (D) 426 (D)

Workers by days worked:
I5O days or more ........................ .... farms 37 2 24 5 49 26 I9 1

workers 178 (D) 31 8 141 85 314 (D)
Farms with-

I worker ................................... farms 21 2 17 2 29 12 7
workers 21 (0) '17 29 ~ 71 10

2 workers.......... :...................... farmrr 3 7 7 .0
workers (0) 14 (D) 14 20 10 (D)

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 1 3 2 4
workers (D) 9 (D) 12

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms5 7
workers 37 .I41

lO workers or more ....................... IBMs 7 - 3 2;
workers 111 48 (D) (D)

Less Van 150 days ..... ..................... farms 39 14 48 18 108 51 37 1
workers 149 t() 204 55 566 90 191 (o)

Farms with-
I worker ............... ............... farms 20 14 31 7 38 *26 12

workers 20 (0) 31 (0) 38 26 12
2 woerkers ................... arms 9 . 3 227 i8 14

workers (0) 6 (D) 54 36 28

3or4workers ............................... farms .2I 7 3 17 4 4.
workers. ( 21 10 51 12 (0)

5 to 1. workers ................................ farms 6 6 3
workers 21 .34 54 16 (0)

10 workers.or more ........................... farms 4 * 7 206 1
workers 83 146 369 133 (R)

Reported only workers working
150 days or more ................................ farms 21 1 14 4 36 13 11 1

workers 117 21 89 51 15
$1,000 payroll 1,230 714 929 117

Reported only workers working '
less than 150 days ................................. arms 23 13 38 17 95 38 29

workers 54 . 13 183 51 425 66 90
$I.OOpayroli 149 (D) 39 47 585 58 51 0D

Reported both -,workers woridng 150
days or more and workers
wornglesthan 0days .......................... farms. 18 1 10 1 13 i3 8

150 daysor more. workers 61 D1 23 9
less than 150 days, workers 95 D21 0 '141 24 101

$1,000 payroll 1.185 72 (72 N 809 882 9,611-
Migrant farm labor on farms with hiredlabor (see tet .................................... far=s 2 7 1 2

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................... farms .
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
1Oata are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductori text)

Item Macon Madison I Marion I Meriwether I Miller I Mitchell Monroe [ Montgomery

H ilred farm abor.... .......................... farms 119 154 63 78 so 215 71 soworkers 777 458 165 194 285 2.314 417 161
$1,000 payroll 9,331 1.073 496 1.426 1.870 10,900 2.057 977F'arms with-

1worker ...................................... farms 38 41 20 48 26 77 36 22
workers 38 41 20 48 26 77 36(0

S2 workers ............... .............. farms 34 32 16 19 24 39 14
workers 68 64 32 38 48 78 28 44

3 or4 workers ................................. farms . 12 57 23 4 13 45 6
workers 41 177 73 14 48 171 20 (Dý

5 to 9workers ................................. farms 20 18 2 3 11 22 4
workers 132 116 (D) 23 68 160 30 (DI

10 workers or more ........ I .................... farms 15 62 4 6 32 11
workers 498 60 (D) 71 97 1.828 303 85

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 58 44 18 16 44 101 27 8

workers 369 91 35 41 96 875 101 93
Farms with.-

I worker .................................... farms 27 27 9 9 23 35 .i5 2
workers 27 27 (04 9 23 35 15 (D)

2 workers ................................... farms 9 8 4 10 14 7
workers 18 (D) 14 8 20 28 14

3 or 4 workers .............................. farms 7 2 1 1 8 22 2 1
workers 24 (Dr (D) (D) 29 72 (D

.. to ....... .............................. farms 1 1 2 15
,workers 58 46 (0) (01 (0) 89 () (

10 workers or more .......................... farms 6 152
workers 244 (D) (D) 651 (D) 81

Leasstahn 150 days ............................... farms 90 124 49 73 60 170 56 44
workers .408 367 130 153 189 1,439 316 68

Farms with-
Iworker ............. ; ...................... farms 27 23 16 57 32 64 33 22

workers 27 23 16 57 32 64 33 (D
2 workers ................................... farms 36 *24 8 6 12 34 .7

workers 72 48 s1 (0). 24 68 14 42

3 or4 workers ............................. farms 7 59 22 .. 5 4 3. 3 1
workers 25 183 '67 18 14 134 10 (D)

5 tog workers ........................... farms 11 18 1 3 6 13 3
workers •69 113 (D) 22 33 94 19

10 workers or more ........................... farms 92 2 6 24 10
workers 215 . (D) (D) 86 1,079 240

Reported only workers worldng
150 days or rore .................................. farms 29 30 14 5 20 45 15 6

workers 178 48 31 23 49 642 23 72
$1,000 payroll 3,903 373 313 936 834 5,194 356 800

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. far•s at 110 45 62 -36 114 44 42

workers 229 321 120 134 117 264 258
$1.000 payroll 476 494 s0 235 209 741 116

Reported both - workers woldng 150
days or more and workers
w'.orking less than 150 days .......................... farms 29 14 4 11 24 56 12 2

150 days or ore. workers 191 43 4 18 47 333 78 D
less than 150 days. workers 179 46 10 19 72 1,175 58

$1.000 payroll 4,953 206 103 255 827 4.965 1,585

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) ................................. mfars 11 5 6 28 1 4

Migrant farm labor on farms reporUng only
contract labor (see text) ........ ........ farms 1..1 .f 4 1
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
POata are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text)

Item Morgan Murray [Muscogee Newton Oconee Oglethorpe Pauiding Peach

Hired farm labor ..................................... farms 105 81 14 58 .120 66 39 48
workers 671 182 42 133 497 460 102 439

$1,000 payroll 2.903 752 149 748 3.738 3.431 327 6,344Farms with-
.1 worker ...................................... farms 54 .45 1 28 45 22 Is 29workers 54 45 28 45 22 (D) 29

Aworkers ..................................... farms 14 9 01 74 3B 8 21 7
workers 28 18 (D) 14 76 18 42 (0)

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms 5 16 9 15s 12 12 2 1
workers 18 53 28 45 45 47 (D) (D25 to 9 workers ................................ farms 8 11 1 8 10 18
workers 56 66 (0) 46 59 88 28

10 workers or more ............................. farms 24 15 8 1 6
workers 515 272 287 (D) 364

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 51 30 3 7 32 31 8 20

workers 124 43 (0) 15 188 154 45 273
Farms with-

1 worker .................................... farms 23 26 5 12 6 11
workers (0) 26 (0) 12 'D (01

2 workers ................................ farms 1 1 2 8 1 30
workers 28 (D) (0) (D) 24 (D). (D) (D)

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 9 2 1 1 10 2 1
workers 33 (D) (0) (0) 39 (0) ., (D)

5 to g workers ................................ farms 4 1 2 10 " 4
workers 28 (D) (0) 62 24

ii0 workers or more ........................... farms 1 3 4 1 3
workers (D) 106 . . 67 (D) (D)

Lessthanl150ays. ........................ farms 65 51 13 51 98 50 36 39
workers 547 139 (0) 118 309 306 57 166

Farms with-
1 worker .................................... farms* 32 19 3 28 46 23 19 27

workers 32 19 (0 1D (Dj (0) 272 workers .................... •..... ;.......... fan'ne 3 6 7 T i 4
workers 6 16 6 (0) 60 (0) 30 (D)

3or 4 workers ............................... farms 3 14 6 14 2 12 .2 3
workers 10 45 19 42 45 (0) 12

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 9 10 1 8 99 9
workers 64 59 (D) 46 56 46 (81

10.workersormore ........................... farms 18 11 4Workers 435 '141 188 114

Reported only workers working

150 days or more ........................... farms 40 30 1 7 .22 . 3 9workers 79 43 11 5 14956(
$1,000 payroll 1.376 685 " "699 2.822 1.203

Reported only workers worung
less than 150 days ........ ............... farms 54 51 11 51 88 35 31 28

workers 477 139 33 118 253 259 52 (D)
$1,000 payroll 340 67 (D) 49 . 154 82 93 37

Reported both * workers working 150. days or more and worrers

* orkdng less than 150 days .......................... farms 11 2 10 15 5 11
1l0 days or more. workers 45 (0), 8(D5

less than 150 days. workers 70 D 56 47 134
$1,000 payroll 1,187 - 761 2,148 121 (D)

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms 18 2 11

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see te• ............................. farms -
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll; 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Pickers Pierce *1 Pike Polk PulaskI Putnam I Oulitrnan I Rabun

Hired farm labor . ................................ farms
workers

Si.000 payroll
Farms with-

1 worker ...................................... farms
workers

workers ..................................... farms
workers

3 or4 workers ................................. farms
workers

5 to 9 workers ............................. farms
workers

10 workers or more ............................. farms
workers

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms

workers
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms
workers

2 workers ................................... farms
workers

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms
workers

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms
workers

10 workers or more ........................... farms
workers

Less than 1SO days .......................... farms
workers

Farms with-
1 worker .................................... farm ,

workers
2 workers ................................... ferms

workers

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms
workers

5 to 9 workers ........................... farms
workers

10 workers or more . . . . . .. a.... trms
workers

Reported only workers working
150 days or more .................................. farms

workers
$1,000 payrot

Reported only workers working
Iess. tan 150 days ................................. farms

workers
.$1.000 payroll

Reported both -.workers working 150
days or more and workers

_'%orng less than 150 days .................... * ..... farms
150 days or more, workers

less than 150 days. workers
5$1.000 payroll

37
117
248

21
21

5
10

4
15
4

23
3

48

10
12

8
(ID

* (0)

31
*105

19
19

1
(0)

6
23
2

(DI

48

6
885

27
95

121

93
877

2473

23
(DI

ID)

10
31
28

194
30

.625

78
299

1.091

33
33
3
6

23

12
63

7
111

47
123
222

3
3

14
28

30
92

38
220

1,008

12
12
11
22

5
20
6

41
4

125

62
209

2.373

28
28
7

14

13
44
10

* 61
4

62

31
117

* 13
13
4
8

44
160

.22
22

7
(0)

9
28
1

(DI

91

85
717

2020

6
12

9
28
27

183
23

474

8
49

(D)

49
387
(D)

36
111
330

1.313

24

17
49

12
12
2

(D)

ID
(01(DI

(D)

73
250

34
34

.5
10

17
61
11
55

6
90

5
37

857

61
221
98

12
12
29

135

18
29

10
10
5

10

3
9

41
94

6
6

17
34

18
54

6
12
86

29
74
47

16
33

7
7
6

12

1
(Dý

(0)

32
187

12
12
6

12

5
20
5

29
4

114

6
12

214

22
106
383

6
52

305

2
(DO

(D)

(DI

ID)

2
(D)

I

6ID)

2

III
(D)

(D1

(0)

7
24
4

26
3

46

44
92

27
27
3
6
8

24
635

23
183
611

7
7
6

12

31
5

133

9
58

4
4

.1
(D)

2

IDj

(D)

20
125

5
5
7

14
2

(ID

(DI

86

3
3

27

14
76
66

6
55
49

518

10

44
10
42

12
17
20
89 4

10
21
81
10

5

18
66

1.059

31
58
35

13
51
34

1,279

4
.12
(D)

2

I
Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................. farms

I
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- .2002 CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE - COUNTY DATA

JSDA, National Agricultural Statistics Service

GEORGIA 339



Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations end symbols, see introductory fext

Item Randolph Richmond I Rockdale Schley '. Screven Seminole Spalding Stephens

Hired farm labor ..... i.............................. farms 47 23 31 19 117 89 29 52
workers 179 86 79 38 393 252 174 204

F$1.000 payroll 1.325 287 160 443 2.429 2,877 199 1.794
Farmsr wfth-

I worker ...................................... farms 16 10 12 10 76 36 12 25
workers 16 10 (D) 10 76 (0) 12 25

2 workers ..................................... farms 7 4 I 4 24 24 5 7
workers 14 8 20 (D) 48 48 (0) 14

3 Or 4 workers ................................ farms 10 2 8 4 7 16 B 13
workers 38 (0 32 15 25 67 4(

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 10 1 6 9 7 4
workers 60 32 (D) 42 54 48 26

10workersormore ......................... farms •4 2 4*
s 53 (0) () 202 (0) 100 99

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ................................ farms 24 .9 7 12 56 36 7 24

F . workers 69 27 11 25 175 100 11 89
Farms with-

1worker ...... ........................ farms 8 2 3 5 39 16 5 13
workers I (Dj 3 5 39 (D)(02 workers ................................... farms 5 44 4
workers 10 (D) 8 8 (D) 20 6

3 or 4 workers ..... ...................... farms 7 4 3 9 8 2 7
workers 27 13 12 31 30 (D) 21

5 to g workers ............................... .farms 4 1 1 1
workers ,24 (0) -(0)(0

10 workers or more .......................... farms ' -3 1
workers o (D) 0(D)0-

Less than 150 ldays ............................... farms 33 20 30 7 83 75 *25 33
workers 110 59 68 13 218 152 163 115Farrrs with-

I worker ..... ......................... farms 15 8 13 S 63 37 8 12
workers . 15 (D ~ (O D) 63 37 12

2 workers ................................... farms 5 " 13 23 6
workers 10 10 24 26 46 12 12

3or4workers ............................... farms 7 5 4 1 1 11 2 12

towreeworkers 26 17 16 (Dj(D 8 o 365 to 9 workers ............................... farms 3 3 1
workers 17 D (0) (D

10 workers or more .............. * ............ farms 3 2 1 4
workers 42 (D) (D) (D) (D) 100 (D)

Reported only workers working
150 days ormore ................................. farms 14 3 1 12 34 14 4 19

workers 30 10 D 25 108 61 4 75
$1.000 payroll 402 (D) 426 463 1,906 8 1.548

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days .................................. farms 23 14 24 7 61 53 22 28

workers 88 24 58 13 73 86 155 99
$1,000 payrotl 124 6 (0) 17 71 57 24 (D)

Reported both - workers working 150
-days or more and workerspokdng less than 150 days. .......... 4............... farms 10 6 6 22 22 3 5

ge e150"days or more. workers 39 17 ( . -" 67 39 7 14

less than 150 days. workers 22 35 10 145 64 8 16
$1,000 payroll 799 (0) 105 - 1.895 914 167 (0)

Migrant farm labor on larms with hired
labor(seetext) ... ; ................................ farms 1 . 3

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................ farms " .

-continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: 2002 - Con.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introouctoty text]

Item Stewart Sumter Talbot I Taliaferro Tatinall ,Taylor Telfair Terrell
Hired larm lab ,,or .................................. farms 21 168 35 17 158 72 53 82

workers 45 787 162 40 1.974 534 155 209
$1.000 payroll 223 5,037 277 238 8.660 1,339 342 1.630

" Farms with-
1 worker ...................................... farms 11 76 14 7 72 27 37 31

workers 11 76 14 7 72 27 37 31
2 workers ..................................... farms 7 33 6 3 40 16 5 29

workers 14 66 (D) (0) 80 32 (D) 58
3 or 4workers ................................. farms 1 13 9 5 19 5 1 14

workers (D) 46 34 17 s0 16 (0) 49
5 to 9 workers ................................. farms1 21 4 2 6 12 .4

workers • (0) 148 32 (D) 37 83 23 25
S10workersormore .; ........................... farms 25 2 21 12 7 4

workers (D) 451 (0) 1.725 376 82 46

Workers by days worked:*
150 days or more ................................. farms 3 61 6 5 73 14 14 42

workers 4 187 10 16 416 42 34 11
Farms with-

I worker .............................. farms •. 2 29 2 1 38 7 10 17
workers (0) (0) (01 (D) 38 7 10 17

2 workers ................................... farms 15 17 2 1 8
workers (0) 30 (0) 34 (o) (0) (D)

3 or4 workers ........ .................... farms 9 4 6 1 2 13
workers 32 (0) 19 (D) (0) 45

5 to 9 workers .............................. farms 2 6 3 3
workers 39 17 2210 workers or more ........................... farmso 9 6 1 1• 1
workers! 85as 286 (0) (0) (D)

Less tan 150 days ............................... farms 21 140 31 14 122 67 50 55
workers 41 600 152 24 1,558 492 121 98

Farms witf•-

Iworker .............................. farms 11 73 12 7 61 28 41 32
workers 11 73 12 7 61 (D) 41 32

2 workers .................................. farms 7 19 5 4 33 16 17
workers 14 38 (D) 8 66 32 34

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 1 11 8 3 82
workers p) 40 30 9 (0) (D (D

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 9 17 4
workers (D) 110 32 (D0 , 6(

10workmersormore .......................... larms 20 2,l 12 (
workers 339 (D) 1,391 360 60

Reported only workers working
50 days or more ......... : ............ farms 28 4 3 32 5 3 7

workers 86 6 9 87 14 21 75
$1,000 Payroll 1,988 93 (0) 1,834 (0) .177 889

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. farms 1I 107 29 12 85 58 39 •40

workers 25 446 140 21 497 410 54 59
$1.000 payroll (D) 1,027 (0) 13 1.292 . (D) 23 122

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers
workng less than 150 days .......................... farms 3 33 *2 2 37 9 11 15

ISO days or mom, workers 4 101 "0 ( 329 28 13 36
less than 150 days, workers 16 154 0 1.061 82 67 39

$1.000 payroll (0) 2,021 5.533 968 142 619

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms 10 2 2 32 8 6 1

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................. farms 34

-continued
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iae. 'nirea i-arm Laoor - WOrKers ana rayron: zuuz - (;on.
PData are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text]

Item Thomas "ift Toombs Towns Treutren Troup Turner Twiggs

lHred farm labor .................................... farms 161 114 153 18 32 70 88 29
workers 689 2.174 1.763 30 181 158 458 79

$1.000 payroll 3.715 9,103 7,712 15 243 402 2.451 288
Farms wlh-

1worker ...................................... farms 34 23 38 14 2 34 34 11
workers 34 23 38 14 (D0 34 34 11vorkers ......... "............................. farms, 43 27 •32, 6 23 7

workers 86 54 64 (D) (D) 46 14

3or 4 workers ............................ farms 49 27 36 2 4 29 14 6
workers 177 102 128 (0) 12 101 43 21

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 24 15 282 23 1 11 5
workers 142 105 191 (D) 152 (D) 67 33

10 workers or more ............................ farms 11 22 19 1 6
workers 250 1.890 1.342 (D) 266

Workers by days worked:
150 ys or more ................................. farms 74 72 42 1 4 15 32 7

workers 200 944 265 (0) 14 25 116 11
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms 33 40 16 s1 11 15 6
workers 33 40 (P (D 11 15 (D)

2 workers ................................... farms 22 10 ", 1 3 7
workers 44 20 24 (D) (0) (0) (D)

3 or 4workers ............................... farms 8 6 1 5- 5
workers 28 20 " 18

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms 8 8 2 10
workers 48 56 25 (0 ) (0) (0)

l0workersormore .- ...................... farms 3 a 9 0
workers 47 808 197 61

Less. tadn 150 days .............................. lam's 116 101 137 18 31 57 75 25
workers 489 1.230 1,498 (D) 167 131 340 68• Farmsrft-s

I worker .................................... farms 22 45 36 14 2 24 32 9
workers 22 45 38 14 (D• 24 32 92 w'orers ................................... farms 40 4 29 (1 20 7

workers 80 8 58 (D) 10 40 14

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 30 19 27 3 4 28 10 5
. workers 119 75 101 9 (2) 97 32 17

5 to g workers ............................... farms 20 16 27 123 8 4
workers 128 105 185 (0) 149 42 28

10 workers or more ....................... farms 4 17 18 5
workers 140 997 1.118 194

Reported only workers workdng
150 days or more .................................. farms 45 13 16 1 13 13 4

workers 133 41 45 Is 57 8
$1.00 payroll 1,664 897 589(DJ 108 430 119

Reported'only workers working
tes than 150 days ................................. farms 87 42 Ili 17 28 55 58 22

S workers 378 173 405 Cr) 151 128 105 62
$1.000 payroll 519 371 .153 D (0 (0) . (D) 140 (0)

Reported both - workers working 150
c days or more and workers

.,working less than 150 days .......................... farms 29 59 26 1 3 2 19 3150 days or morS, workers 67 903 220 toD CD) CD) 59 3
less than 150 days. workers 113 1,057 1,093 r 16 CD 235 6

$1,000 payroll 1.532 7.836 6.969 167 C ) 1,881 (D)

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) ............................... farms 4 26 55 4 -

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ........................ farms. • 3
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IaHUI I. riIIIu rumli L00L J i - vuIftulb taUIU riluii; zuu/- t.On.
[Data are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see introductory text]

IIem Union Upson Walker

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 31 27 111
Workers •243 70 294

F $1,000 payroll .1,124 560 1.13C
Farynsrerti-

I worker ........................................ farms 13 12 71

w workers (01 12 71' workers ...................................... farmst 9

workers (D) 16 (D'

.. .4 wokers ................................. farms 7 3 V'
workers 25 9 41

,5 to . workers ................................. farms 4 * V
workers 20 (D1 14-

lOworkersormore ............................ farms 6

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more..-.... ..................... farms

workers
Farmswftr-

1 worker ................................... farms
workers

2 workers ............................... farms
workers

3or4workers .............................. farms
workers

5 to 9 workers ............................... farms
workers

10workem orrmore ........................... farms
workers

Less than 150 days ............................... farms
workers

Farms with-
I worker ........... : ........................ farms

workers
2 workers ................................... farms

workers

3 or4 workers ............................... farms
workers

5 to g'workers ............................. farms
workers

10 workers or more ........................... farms
workers

ReorTed only workers working'
Iro days or more .................................. farms

workers
$1,000 payrol

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ......................... ....... farms

workers
$I,000 payroll

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers
working less than 150 days ." ........................ farms

150 days or more, workers
.low than 150 days. workers

S .. $1.000payroil

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... ferrans

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text) ............................. farms

-continued
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I|CIUM I. a Iiit %A VIatIII %.-GLJVI - VVUit ic GIa U r yaputt; r/UU/ - t.AJ[I.

t!ata are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text)

Iem Webster Wheeler I White Whitfield Wilcox WUkes Wilkinson Worth

Hired farm labor .................................... farms 38 37 112 73 64 80 28 160
workers 101 143 425 177 58 328 58 896

Frms $1.000 payroll 1.145 753 2,618 864 1,806 1,814 105 4.042

1worker ..... I ................................ farms 22 10 49 45 29 42 19 51
workers 22 (0) 49 45 29 42 19 51

'workers .................................... farms 3 1 18I 6 "12 10 7 32
workers (0) 32 32 I (D) 24 (0) (D) 64

.or4.workers ................................. farms 8 5 27 17 9 8 . 28
worker 29 17 83 58 28 27 101

5to9workers ............................. farms 4 2 13 37 17 30
worrs 28 (D 106 3 104 21410 workers of more ............................. ., 71 3 2 Is
workers (0) 71 155 (0) 236 (0) (0) 465

Workers by days work ed:
150 days or more ................................. farms 23 14 35 23 21 55 77

workers 44 21 131 6B 110 137 9 178
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms 13 10 18 12 4 40 3 43
2 kworkers 13 10 18 12 (0 40 3 43

2 workers ................................ farms 5 3 8 6 9 3 is
Workers I0) (0) Is (0) 18 (0) 6 30

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 4 4 3 3
* workers .13 . . (0) 10 (%~5 to 9workers.........................-.... farms 1 3 3D

worker$ P0 (D) 23 18 17 19 *71
10 workers or more ........................... farms 1 2 2 2 1

workers - (0) (0) (0) (0) (D)

Less than 150 days .......................... farms 23 32 *85 62 53 46 24 127
F workers 57 122 294 .109 248 189 49 718Farms wih •.•.". ' .

I worker ................................... farms 11 14 35 48 31 1"2 20 41
workers 11 14 35 48 31 (0D 20 41

2workers.......... .................... farms 5 9 ." 9 - 1214 2 25
workers 10 18 18 24 28 o() 50

3or4workers .............................. farms 3 4 23 12 6 12 29
workers 9 (0) .69 (0) 19 44 102

5 to g workers ............................... farrs 4 2 13 14 6 17
workers 277 ( 109 2435 .120D10 workers or more ............................ f2ms " 5 2 is

workers 60 63 (0) 148 (0) (0) 405

Reported only workers working
150 days or more .................................. farms 15 5 27 1l 6 34 4 33

workers 23 11 105 .2737 . 45 7 74
$1.000 payroll 470 51 2.206 248 382 736 29 876

Reported only workers working
less than 150 days ................................. farms 15 23 77 5s .43 25 22 83

workers 26 86 229 81 74 66 47 512
$1.000 payroll 324 116 227 34 297 55 (0) 641

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers

_work4 tess than 150d ays .......................... farms 8 9 8 " 12 15 21 2 44
21 10 26 41. 73 92 '104

Gasthanl0days,workers 31 36 65 28 172 123 206
$1,000payroll 352 586 185 582 1.127 1,023 2.524

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
lator (seetaxt) .................................... farms - .4 19 7

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
c contract labor (see text) ............................. farms "i
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002. < 4 . 1 2-" •') mz 2,• , '"
: •or meaning of abbre"Vatlons and symbols. see Introductory text]

em South Caroina I Abbeville - Alken Allendale Anderson I Bamberg Barnwell
Farms .......................................... number
Land In farms ...... ......................... acres

Average ize of farm. ......................... acres
Median sze of farm ............................. acres

:/ Estimated market value of land and buildings ':
Average per farm ............. dollars
Average per acre ........ dollars

Estimated market value of alt machinery and
equipment .
* Averageperfarm .............................. dollars

Farms by size:
I to acrs ..................................
10 to 49 acres .................................
50 to 179 acs s.................... ............
180 to 499 acres .......................................
500 to 999 acres ...............................
1.000 acres or more .............................

Total cropland ...................................... farms
acres

Harvested cropland .......................... farms
acres

Irrigated land ...... ; ................................ farms
acres

Market value of agrtcuiltural products add (see text) ....... $1,000
Average per lr .. ............................ dollars

Crops ......... r.......................... S1.000
Livestock, poultUy. and their products ................. $1,000

Farms by vahe of sales:.
Less tan $2,500 ...............................
$ 15O0 $4,999 ...............................
S5.000 to $9,999 ....................................
$10,000 to $24.999 ..............................
S25,000 to $49,999 .....................................
$50.000 to $99.999 .............................
$100,000ormore ..............................

Govenme.nt payments ............................... farms
$1.000

Total Income from farm-related sources,
gross before taxes and expenses (see text ............. farems

$1,000

Total farm production expenses' .................. $1.000

Average per farm ............................... dollars

Net cash farm income of operation (see text) I ............ farms-4 A ra••r =,.$1.00
Average per farm .dollars

Principal operator by primary occupation:
Farming .................................... number

)•i Other ......................................... number

Principal operator by days worked off term:
................. ...................... number

............. ..................... number

Uvestock and poultry:" •
Cattle and calves intor ..................... farms

' number
Beef cows ..................................... farms

number
Milk cows ..................................... farms

number
C:;attle and calves sodl ............................. farms

number
Hogs and pigs Inventory ........................... farms

number
Hogs and pis sold ................................ farms

number
Sheep and lambs Inventory ..................... f arms

number
Layers 20 weeks old and older Inventory ............... farms

number
Broileri and other meat-type chickens sold ............ farms

number

Selected crops hrarvested:
* Com for grain ..................................... farrs

acres
bushels

Corn for slage or greenchop ........................ farms
acres

tons

Wheat for grain, AN ................................ tarrms
acres

bushels

Winter wtheat for grain ........................... farms
acres

bushels

Oats for grain .................................... farms
acres

bushels

24,541
4,845.923

197
79

410,897
.2.067

538
95.170

177
97

353,021
2,029

929
143.942

155
68

1.- = I - ,s=
690
215

108
56

340
105.277

310
175

370
85.114

230
105

346.228
1-306

355.660 071,703 349,436 438,855
2.219 1.252 3,314 1`314

53,108

1.706
8.536
8.504
3,749
1,107

939

19,450
2,270.084

13.321
1.374.617

95.642

1.4897s50
60,705

593,245
896.505

14,496
2.543
2,204
2,117

921
600

1.660

6.112
38,384

* 4,912
71,770

1,313,233
53.525

24.535
311,880

12,712

11=377
13,164

13.624
10,075

10,000
432,265

.8,730
218,650

326
20,182
7,139

179,594
900

291,743
736

1.065.420
267

3,339
1,107

5,583,892
426

181.792.956

2,243
240.085

11.147,604

140
13,890

147,218

967
155,778

5,710,029

967
155,776

5,710,029

579
21,202

975.883

40,932

.14
175
207
95

.35
12

404
35.086

280
13.474

23
625

1t,155
20,735

2Z849
8.306

291
79
63
52
25
12
18

.115
251

79
409

13.050
24.212

539
169
314

251
287

314

241

375
19.123

339
10.509

13
472
286

9,445
10

148
6

152

75
21

112

5
58

770

1

595
15.505

15
59515,505

15.505

7
140

7.623

49,446

91
313
351
131
22
21

746
56,872

485
29,267

90
1,799

50,450
64.306

7,949
42,501

523
125

84
86
24
13
74

155
640

197
5,247

48,S29
52,845

924
14,188
15.355

467
462

518
366

322
10,634

283
6.181

9
21

215
4,166

46
2.112

40
3.470

16
532
47

92219
46

21,088,811

68
2Z332

115,354

3
43

348

28
1,178

40,915

28
1.178

40:915

21
446

16,723

82.469

6
26
44
42

.18
20

108
50,933

. 86
36.979

17
7,889

10,379
66.534

8.326
2,053

107
7

11
7
6
2

105
1,174

46
754

15.461
100,399

154
-3.398

.22.062

72
84

77
53

26
6,604

222,383

19
3,204

3
(Dj
(D)

41

21
10.244

584,201

14
9.191

364,995

14
9,191

364,995

5
793

33.915

33.010

91
730
579
188

40
.18

1.297
87,393

837
38,806

69
196

.37.046
22.534

14,916
22,130

1,007
193
152
168
49
33.
42

267
789

211
2,320

35.776
21.748

1,645
2.880
1,751

755
889

936
705

924

40,505
807

20.775
32

1,767
697

17,822
27

1,789
29

3.154
24

422
80

5.556,593

25
448

9,884

6
975

5.207

41
2,784

102,730

41
2.784

102,730

31
1.079

57,310

49,441

7
54

132
90
35
22

261
47,622

153
29,829

44
4,754

15,061
44.297

10,206
4,855

217
20
32
18
13
13
27

193
1,281

72
1,028.

14,762
43.289

341
3,693

10.831

181
179

175
113

81
7,487

65
2.784

13
1,325

68
2,563

20
2.103

17
2.989

2
(0)

95
3

30

54
5,207

256.435

11
1,113

12.573

14
2,233

93,142

14
2,233

93,142

16
643

32.449

63.207

16
107
132
75
20
20

298
35.458

193
18.995

56
1,313
7,068

19.102

4,694
2,374

225
29
30
28
18
20
20

145
.981

69
5oo

11,493
31=230

368
-3,313
-9,003

164
206

219
161

76
4.186

61
1.560

4
4

47
2,143

24
727
22

1,01010
22
21

56.927

(D)

57
4,312.

233,600

2

18
1.144

37.722

18
1.144

37,722
9

5oo
27.091
27,091

See footnote(s) at end of table. ,-conltnued
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Table 1. County Summary Highlights: 2002- Con.
[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

IteI Collelon Darflington Dillon " Dorchester Edgefleld I Fairfield Florence Georgetown

Farms ..................................... number
Land In farms ................................. acres

Average size of farm ......................... acres
Median size of farm .............................. acres

Estimated market value of land and buildings ':
Average per farm ........................ .... dolars
Average per acre ........................... dollars

Estimated market value of all machinery and
equipment 1:Average per farm ........................... dollars

Farms b' size:

1to9acres .......... .......................10 to 49 acres ...................................
50 to 179 acres ..................................
180 10 499 acres .................................500 to 999 acres ............................... •...
1,000 acres or more ..............................

Total cropland ..................................... farms.
acres

Harvested cropland ............................... farms
acres

Irrigated land ........ ..................... * .... farms
acres

Market value of agrcultufal products sold (see text) ....... $1,000
Average per farm........................... dollars

Crops ........................................ $1.000
Livestock, poultry. and their products ................. $1.000

Farms byvalue of sales:
Lss than $2,500 ................................
$2,500 to $4,999 ................. ...............
$5.000 to $9,999.................................
$10.000 to $24.999 ...............................
$25,000 to $49,999 .....................................
$50.000 to $99,999 ....... ........................
$100,000 or more ......................................

Government payments ........................... arms
$1.000

Total Income from farm-related sources.
gross before taxes and expenses (see text) .............. farms

$1.000

tI.-J -0- ,.4,.4-, -. 0.. ti (Vn

495
137,460

278
98

467,374
1,750

43.754

46
136
164
98
26
25

425
35.930

278
15,634

49
1.287

13,197
26.661

10,323
2.875

305
62

.43
47
13
12
13

126
386
105

3.272

I 10477

. 361
161,443

447
124

472.581
996

124,187

29
90

110
64
25
43

306
96,968

223
68.171

37
948

39 579
109,636

18.866
20,712

164
24
31
34
24
26
58

144
1.841

136
4,465

A2 017

197
112.262

570
200

768.990
* 1.391

179,402

3

28
67
44
25
30

171
90.048

138
78.239

13
1.928

69.247
351,508

22.793
46,454

64

5
12
19
18
10
69

110
1.816

106

2,023

Ka neA

57."7731 .74,494
158
61

352.639
1,985

53.131

33
153
116
42

8
13

298
31,334

188
18,084

16
175

12,660
34,684

2,634
10,025

229

491.871
.2,032

76,731

19
95

123
51
23
14

235
25.960

178
15,075

45
5,304

48,554
149,396

44.560
3,994

177
28
45
34
11
22

99
397
68

887

U1 SAA

237
56,375

238
150

464.227
1,493

38,120

19
60
69
57
19
13

176
16.750

127
8.172

23
250

16,307
68,804

752
15.555

142
27
23
15

13

23
74
45

542
10 On

612• 171,388
280
104

* 437.720
1.570

93,787

41
187
205
95
33
51

532
103.576

426
79,544

42
2,505

35.055
57.280

29,761
5.294

298
59
43
52
52
.24
84

207
1,611

203
3.393

.47 MAn

226
54,691

242
78

485.959
2,122

57.955

17
84
62
33
17
13

169
15,152

148
8.695

23
1,325

23.942
105.939

2i,967
1,975

135
17
21
17
11
6

19

73
211

52
478

"A "57

234
30
36
27

9
6

23

79

88
1.135

I1 OAR



Table .1. County Summary Highlights: 2002- Con.
[For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Greenville Greenwood Hampton Harry Jasper Kershaw Lancaster Laurens

Farms ................................... number
Land i larms ................................. * .... acres

Average size of farm .... ; ...................... a acres
Median ize of farm ............................ acres

'mated market value of land and buildings ':
* • j Average perfarm ................. ... dollars

Average per acre ..... .... dollars

Estimated market value of On machinery end
equipment I :S verageprpfarm ............................. dolars

Farms by size:
N Ito acres ...................................
0 to 49aces......... ........................

so to 179 acres ................................
Is0 to 499cras ...............................
500 to 999 acres .......................................
1,000 acres or more ....................................

Total cropland ...................................... farms
acres

Harvested cropland ............................... farms
acres

Irrigated land .................. ; .................... farms
acres

Market value of agricultural products sold (see text) ....... $1.000

Average pertarm .............................. dollar

Crops ....................... .......... . $1,000
Livestock poultry, and their products.............. $1,000

Farms by value of saler.
Less than $2,500 ...............................
$2.50O to $4.999 .......................................
S5,000 to 59.999 .......................................
$10.000 to $24.999 .....................................
525.000 to 549,999 .....................................
S50,000 to $99.999 .....................................
$100.000 or more ......................................

Govemment pay mnts ............................... farms$1,000

Total Income from farm-rolted sources, •

gross betorn taWes and expenses (see text) .............. farms
$1,000

Total farm production expenses '...................... $1,000

Average per farm .............................. dollars

Net cash farm Income of operation (see text) ' ........... farms$I.000

Average perlarm .............................. "a00

Principal operator by primary occupation:
- Farming ............. ............. number

Other... ................. .............. number

.e lncloaI operator bylays worked off farm:
Any.. . . number200 days or mars ................ . ......... number

Livestock and poultry.
Cattle and calves Inventory ......................... farms

number
Beef cows ......... ...................... farms"

number
Milk cows ..................................... farms

number
Cattle and calves sold ............................. farms

number
Hogs and pigs Inventory ............................ farms

number
Hogs and "l sold ............................... farms

number
Sheep and lambs Inventory ......................... farrms

number
Layers 20 weeks old and older Inventory ............. frms

number
Bromlers and other meet-typS chickens sold ............. terms

number

Selected crops harvested.
Corn for grain .................................... farms

acres
bushels

Corn for silage orgreenchop ........ ............ fame
acres

tons

Wheat for grain. AN ................................. farms
acres

bushels

Winter wheat for grain ............ ;........... farrms

acres
bushels

Oats for grain .................................... farms
acres

bushels

909"88,852

96
45

.394,871
3.402

32,817

82
435
287
76
20
9

698
38,394

447
17.337

71
1.760

18,154
19,972

14,873
3,281

589
114
91
58
22
10
25

77
130

117
904

22,848
25,025

905
.-4.378
-4,838

388
521

530
382

432
11,077

378
56,40

.11
413
293

4,597
28

781
18

680
12

149
31

589
4

310

13
137

2,965

11
533

• 23,413

11
533

23,413

13
242

12.175

501
80,671

161
66

293,815
1.858

20,228

32
195
183
75
16
10

350
25,075

229
.10,348

21
179

5,719
11.415

11211
4,508

311
61
46
56
11
8
8

87
133

63
354

8,100
18.135

502
191
381

232
269

283
218

317
13,667

299
8,027

7
70

251
5.280

11
67
3

"'102
29
(Dj

234

3
29

590

.1

7
294

13,70

7
294

13,870

248
127,913

516
157

988
188.311

191
78

163
79;=23

485
98

479 1 637
69.703 81,46B

810,055 439,723 709,122
1,498 2,171 1.454

i4660

319.777
2,116

128.70

219.240
2,204

73.127 75,665 . 81.363 . 43,702 26,090

10
38
94
49
30
27

203
44,295
. 136

26,549

24
2,674

6.177
24,906

5,515
661

145
26
16
21
15
6

* 19

120
937

81
2,489

10.587
43.212

245
-1,339
-5,465

099
1149

1i5
97

72
2.076

586
1.152

75
329
347
149
54
34

872
101,338

659
69,974

62

7
54
61
20
6

15

135
15,120

83
7.732

13

7411 2.737

54,451
55,112

38,571
15,880

505
79
93
97
63
33

118

275
1,771

344
6.432

55,853
56,474

989
8.383
8,477

534
454

510
374

272
8,425

223
4,451

3
7

165
3,127

30
43.900
. 27

125,721
10

148
41

972
.7

a8.54552,421

8,241
303

119
12
9

13
2
3
5

31
152

19
1,123

7.503
45,198

166
2,264

13,836

42183
166
61
14
13

357
23,510

223
9.906

37
903

84,475
178,358

2,081
82,394

292
49
38
31
10
12
47

82
325

97
1,432

60.696
125,824

48226,440

54,854

222
257

257
186

140
4,886

109
2.899

94
2.064

1.110
53.1 95

21

48,895;

* (15
1,406

48.895

31248.
245

86
21
8

493
31,049

318
14,516

17
443

45,710
71,759

1.660
44.050

395
65
69
44
18
10
33

87
220

97
591

28.386
",353

640
17,622
27,535

307
330

344
249

347
12,520

315
7,249

10
129
257

5.165
7

106
7

5s
54
21

357
5

2.150.020

16
*299

8.178

17
678

26.728

17
676

26.728

931
.A42,732

153
79

427.315
2,236

45.709

51
*. 310

343
166
39
22

749
58,899

505
24A326

45"
525

15.648
16.808.

2.069
13.579

547
114
95
98
42
12
23

164.
562

139
808

.17,900
19,144

935
-120
-128

437
494

538
430

529

24,540464
12.367

16
1,196

389
10,464.

19
316

16
143

5
87

.32
663

7
2.879,505

9
142

5,432

2

10
337

10.597

"10
33710,597

6895

87
72

52
1.151

39
592
.4

19
22

309
5

282
2

(02

726

49
880

16
639
13

371
2

1SO

70
8.466

426,103

3
36

398
14

1.662
70.457

1.662
70,457

3

3

4
2
7

4
2
7

224 3313.813 1.629
752,199 29,243

3

68 1

191.480 D

68 1

191,480

63 6
2,842 286

132,616 (0)
7 11

202 313
9.9301 11.801

I 3 131 7S 60 205 148
3.350 5.271 7.750

See footnote(s) at end of table. -continued

- O002.CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE - COUNTY DATA

K.JSDA. National Agrcultural Statistics Service

SOUTH CAROLINA 205



Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll, 2002
Pala are based on a:sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. see Introductory text)

Item South Caroifna Abbeville iken Allendale I Anderson Bamberg Bamwell

K .tlred farm tlabor .................................... farms 4.821 82 182 33 196 57 101
workers 27.544 227 448 342 756 370 285

$1,000 payroll 158,993 1,880 2.516 (0) 4.904 1.504 743

I worker ...................................... farms 1,927 41 87 9 91 13 42
workers 1,927 41 67 9 91 13 42

2 workers ..................................... farms 938 10 63 4 53 12 20
workers 1,876 (0) 126 8 106 24 40

3 or4 workers ................................. farms "770 2 12 9 22 7 29
workers 2,621 (0) 46 32 74 24 108

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms 60529 13 5 16 18 .4
workers 3,889 159 70 28 82 93 24

10 workers or more ......................... farms 581 7 6 14 7
workers 17,231 139 267 403 216 71

Workers by days worked:
150 days or mors ................................ farms 18 1131 80 23 73 41 25

F workers .8.894 66 219 152 284 89 40Farmswi-

Iworker .............................. farms 836 14 45 9 49 23 18
workers 836 14 45 (0) 49 23 (Dj

2 workers ....... ! ........................... farms 430 2 14U, 19 4
workers 860 (0) 28 18 (D) B (D)

3or4workers ............................... farms 325 14 . 3 1 . 6
workers 1,097 43 9 6() 25 (0)

5to 9 workers ............................... farms 198 . 1 14 ) 6

workers 1,269 (D) 79 (D (D 331O workers or mor ........................... farms 127 4 a3 I
workers 4,832 58 114 185

Less than 150 days .......................... farms 4,008 66 120 25 160 42 91
workers 18,850 161 229 190 472 281 245

Faums with-
I worker .................................... farms 1,870 28 73 6 88 10 46

workers 1,870 (D 73 m0 * 10 46
2 workers .................................... farms 7412 381 30 11 13workers 1,482 46 76 14 60 22 26

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 571 1 3 7 16 11 22
workers 1,947 (0) (0) 22 49 42 86

5 .to 9 workers .......................... farms 419 . 14 1 1 14 3 5
workers 2,797 84 (0) 70 15 33

16 workers or more ........................... farms 407 (*54 12 7 .5
workers 10,554 64 142 205 192 54

Reported on"y workers working
10 days or more .................................. farms 813 16 42 8 36 15 10

workers 3,143 21 130 23 95 38 18
$1.000 payroll 39,388 686 1,082 208 1.869 4986 231

Reported only workers working
lesS than 150 days .................................. farms 2905 51 82 10 123 16 78

workers 9,335 132 130 37 349 34 206
$1,000 payrol 10,390 42 107 (D) 145 47 183

Reported both - workers working 150
days or more and workers
worklng less than 150 days ................ * ......... farms 1,103 15 38 15 37 26 15

150 daysOr mors. workers 5,751 45 89 129 189 51 22
less than 150 days, workers 9.315 29 99 153 123 247 39

$1,000 payroll 109,218 1.153 1,327 (D) 2,890 961 329

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
lsabor (see text) .................................... farms 469 1 21 5 1 13 16

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (see text ............................. farms 57 1 61

-continued
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll: .2002 - Con.
CData are based on a sample of farms. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols. sea introductory text]

Item tn N-rn .,,I,.n • .... .. ...

. red farm tabor .................................... farms
workers

S$1,000 payroll
Farms wlth-

1 worker ..................................... farms
workers

S 2 workers ..................................... farms
workers

3or 4 workers ................................. farms
.workers

5 to 9 workers ................................. farms
workers

10 workers or more ............................ farms
workers

Workers by days worked:
150 days or more ...... ! .......................... farms

workers
Farms with-

I worker .................................... farms
* workers

2 workers ................................... farms
workers

3 or 4 workers .............................. farms
workers

5 to 9woftkrs .......................... farm

workers
10 workers or mor ....................... farms

workers

Less than 150 days ............................... farms
workers

Farms with-
I worker .................................... farms

workers
2 workers .................................... farms

workers

3 or 4 workers ................................. farms
workers

5 to0g workers ..... ...................... farms
workers

10 worksers or more ........................... farms
workers

Reported only workers workdng
1 3O days or more .................................. farms

workers
$1.000 payroll

Reported only workers working
Ies than 150 days ......... ....................... farms

workers
$1.000 payroll

Reportedboth - workers workdng 150
days ormore and workers
working less than 150 days .......................... fams

150 days or more, workers
less tan 150 days, workers

$1,000 payroll

Migrant farm labor on farms with hired
labor (see text) .................................... farms

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only
contract labor (sea text) ............................. farms

V•J•&•lf on as r dwe a a morence ueorgetownI .
32

2992,208

11
11
9

18

(D)

15
32

6

14

2
(D)

28
267

10
10
8

16

S6

19

(D)

4
9

223

17
35
18

11

23
232

".67

2

103
640

5.192

33
33
4
8

19
71
24

172
23

356

87
290

32
32
15
30

23
74
14

101
3

53

69
350

12
12
12

.24

19
66
12
83
14

165

100
961

5,230

27
27
10
20

21
71
14
87
28

756

66
255

18
18
13
26
18
50

13
83
6

78

81
706

. 26
26
10
20

14
44
9

61
22

555

99
492
735

50
50
10
20

6
20
11
79
22

323

37
104

.30

18
61

(D)

900
388

49
49
8

(D)

151
22

269

77
1,374

11.221

45
45

17
59
5

26
10

1.244

21
425

3
3
9

18

* 387

76
949

51
51
4
8

10
38
7

48
4

604

28
86

205

10
(D)
9(D)
9

.13
21

10
10

I
(D)

23
65

12
12

.9
(D)

2
(0)

243
1,592
4.533

94
94
9

18

30
92
53

383
57

1,005

71
224

11

46

32
112

3
18
2

(0)

224
1.368

97
97

4
B

29
99
so

.372
44

792

19
55

685

73
484

4.694

38
38
1

(D)

10

89
10

320

15
198

6
6
2

(0)

23
3

161

69
286

(D)

11
39.
15
94

7
116

4
4.

24

58
161

. 208

11
.194
125

4.463

5

34
83

752

16.
62
65

53
207
288

4.374

17

19•57
510

.34
99

255

47
198
607

4,465

20

9
25

.266

62
161
49

(0
01

5
9

44

15
38
24

281 20
79 420

227 857
421 11.038

8
12
27

138

172
990

1,195

62
169
-378

2653

409
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Table 7. Hired Farm Labor - Workers and Payroll; 2002 - Con.
.Qata are based on a sample d far•s. For meaning of abbreviations and symbols, see Introductory text]

Item Greenvilleo. Greenwood Hampton Horry Jasper Kershaw Lancaster Laurens

Hired farm labor o farms 113 72 60 270 32 96 90 146
workers 578 139 305 .1.704 133 404 224 362

S1,000payroll 2.540 343 1,341 4,829 2,549 4,404 (D) . 1.018
Farms with-

1 worker ............................... farms 49 36 a 59 15 30 46 39
workers 49 36 8 59 •15 30 46 39

2 workers ..................................... farm 23 18 21 69 7 24 31 31
workers (D) (D) 42 138 (D) 48 62 62

3 or4 workers ................................. farms 1 16 12 46 5 21 11 73
workers '(D) 56 44 143 18 74 (D) 239

5 to 9 workers ................ • ................ farms 32 2 8 . 33 2 17 2
workers 219 (D) 56 233 (( 102

10 workers or more ............................. farms a 11 63- 4u
workers 260 - 155 1.131 72 150 (D) (D)

Workers by days Worked:
150 days or more ................................. farms 30 22 32 120 13 56 19 49

workers 141 37 90 298 87 185 63 80
Farms with-

I worker ....... * .......................... farms 20 11 4 32 3 34 12 24
workers 20 (DC 4 32 (D, 34 12 .24

2workers ................................... farms 1 9 17 47 3. 13 3 22
workers (0) 18 34 94 6 26 6 44

3 or 4 workers ............................... farms 2 1 7 35 2 3 2 2
Workers .(DC 26 116 0 (DI (D ~ (D

5 to 9 workers .......... .................... fems 4 5
workers 20 (D) 26 21 (D2 (()

10 workers or more ............ !............... farms 4 I 1 4 1
workers 92 (D) (D) 104 (D) -

Less than ISO days .............................. farms 110 67 41 227 23 72 81 141

workers 437 102 8215 1.40 46 219 181 282

Farms 
with-

I worker .................................... farms 61 40 8 50 12 29 45 37
workers 61 40 a 50 12 45 (Dj

2workers............. ! ................. farms 12 19 t1 47 6 27
workers (D) " 38 22 94 12 28 54 144

3or 4 workers ............................... farms* 9 8 10 42 3 19 8 31
workers 36 24 34 132 (D) 70 (D) 94

Sto g worers ............................ ;.. tarms 25 4 .61 9 1
workers 186 - 26 458 (D) 54 (D)

10 workers ormore ........................... ferms 3 8 27 1 1
workers (D) 125 672 (D) (D)

no ortedonly workers working
•ays or more .................................. fam. 3 5 19 43 9 24 9 5

workers 55 10 45 77 66 69 12 11
$1.000 payroll 873 74 687 608 2.011 1.217 116 131

Reported only workers working
less than ISO days ................................. farms 83 50 28 150 19 40 71 97

workers 241 74 177 786 31 121 115 188
$I.000 payroll 188 33 59 820 25 117 (D) 257

Reported both - workers wofldr9 150
days or more and workers
wodng less than 150 days ............ ........ ferms 27 17 13 77 4 32 10 44

150daysormore workers 86 27 45 221 21 118 51 6 89
les tan 50day, oers 196 28 3 2.15 98 46 94leyI 1478 236 596 3,401 513 3.070 488 630

Migrant farm labor on farms wilh hired
labor (se tet) .................................... famis 12 8 67 2 2 3 1

Migrant farm labor on farms reporting only

contract labor (see text) ...... farms 4 1 4.1
-.continued
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