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Rural Arizona popnlatlon estznatesvvereideternlneﬂ

o for 67 communities by conputlng a' ratio of 1970 populatlon ‘to a’ 1970

" population indicator and -then multiplying thelresultant~persons per
. ‘indicator times the .1974 value .of .the ;specific indicator. .The "
: 1ndlcators eaployed were: average daily. elenentary school enrollnent

' (Arizona Department of Education for the :school year: 1973-74). postal :f;

..-.boxes.- (U.S. .Postal. Service,-as-of- July~4973),~r951dent1al ‘phone: -
connections (Mountain Bell Company, as of March 1974).,and electrlcal
hookups (Arizonma Public Service Company, as of December 1973). ‘Tables
were constructed presenting the results of: population. ‘estimates for
67 coamunities for which the Community Developlent Section compiles
community profiles. A range of population was estimated because. the
data used to indicate population growth was not- defined in-a
consistant explicit manner for each community. Thus, the estimates
could not help but contain population in areas immediately
surrounding the community. It was felt, however, that a range of
population was a more realistic expression of the state of the art of
population estimation. (JC) .
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" INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY .~~~

"~ The change in total population of a community is an irhp’cjrta;r'\v_t'.'in'c,ii_c'ato'r ‘of the economic- -

- and social development of the community. This change serves:as-a-valuable proxy for. . e
. analyzing the economic growth of a community. Also, it indica s the effects.of migration
__ patteriis-and_may serve to signal areas where future migration ould -possibly’ occur.: In "
addition, the level of population can‘be used as a preliminary. ‘benchmark ‘to-gauge: the: -~

P

Unfortunately, for the most part, there are no-comprehensive; cons ula
. estimates for_nonmetropolitan.communities.in’ Arizona except those reportedin the United:. .~

us estir .that there is‘a 10 year:: -
time interval between data points.:Thus,: in -a-rapidly-developing”state such as-Arizona, ;'
" it is impossible to use census estimates .for"any meaningful ‘measure” of. population. ..

market for a specific good or service. The level of population may.also serve as an indicator |- ..

of the_ probable labor force in_a“specific community.

e, consisten population

States Cerisus.. Of course, "the difficulty with census estimates:i

“The O%fi-ce‘;ofj‘Econorhic. Planning and : D‘é\'ie’l'dpmeht (OEPAD)haslongrecogmzedthls

.problem and -has in the past. produced community population estimates. This report: -

v

represents a continuation and extension of OEPAD's efforts.in- this area.” .

Table, presents the results of population estimates. for 67 Arizona"cofnm’unitiéé_fdr_»which

the Community Development Section compiles community profiles. A range of population -
was estimated because the data -on elementary school enrollments, postal boxes, phone .
connections, and electrical hookups, which was used to indicate population growth, was -~ =

not defined in a concistent explicit manner for each community. ™

Thus, in a sense, the estimates -presented in Table 1 can be considered community

"population estimates ior each specific community but in addition the estimates cannot

help but contain population in areas immediately surrounding the community. Also, a -

range of .population is a more realistic expression of the state of the art of population .

estimation. For most communities, our techniques are not so. precise that a_meaningful
point estimate of population could be made; but this did not negate an estimate of a
reasonable range of population. S

- In addition to the population estimates presented in Table 1 the report also serves the

valuable function of presenting indicator data for Arizona communities.in a single source.

(See Tables !l through V). The researchers hope that this data will be of use to both

private and public analysts.

.v,'
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Community Population Estimates

Community Al 1970 Mid 1974 Population Range .

: Apaéhé Junction ' 4400*
o ~ sg8t
625

Ajo

_ Arizona City
Arizoﬁa Sunsites

" Bagdad
Benson

Bisbee

Buékeye

- Bulthead City
| Camb‘ \f'erde-

Casa Gré}nde

Cave Creek/Carefree

- Chandler |
- 'Clarkdale :
Cli'-f_toh/i\‘hbl:énci .
Cooli'dgé
Cotténwood
Dolan Springs
Douglas |
Duncan
Eagar
Eloy
- Flagstaff

N/A
| 2079
2839
8328 ..
2509

N/A
10536

1285

14250
892

6417

2815
N/A
12462
733
N/A
5381
26117

8140

| eooos20
' 850875 '

© - 35003600

10500:10800 - -

72007500 - -
- 47005000
625675
' 14500-15000
" 1000-1200
17001900

7400-7600

34000-35000




" Community  April, 1970  Mid 1974 Population Range

CFlorence o248 . 25002700 e
| 'ered_r'(-)riia‘ S R 9001000
 Gila Bend e . o2m02200 0
Globe 7333 . es0010000-
 Gilbert et T  46¢3_9-}42"¢6 21
Green Valley - . 2008 "356&25660' |
i ma 12501350 |
- Heber/Overgaard 960 e 1000-1100
Holbrock - | . 4759 S 490’0_-5’1;'09 |
derome . ;0 N
Joseph City o 800 11001200
Kearny . 2829 ' 3200-3400
‘Kingman 7312 | 950010000
Lake Havasu City 7000 . 9000-9500
Mayer 700 750800

Mam'moth,/Oracle ) . :
San Manuel 8522 ' 10000-11000

Miami 3394 3200-3500
Nogales 8946 10500-11000
Page 1439 8500-9000**
Parker 1948 2000-2200
Patagonia 630 o 650700
Payson 1490 - 2800-3000

Picacho/Picacho Peak ) , _
Red Rock . N/A 400-450

7
4




'Pmetop/Lakesnde — © 2600 S

Premot  am@s 1700018000
Rio:Rico CONAA T T 75080

_ Saffod - 5333 -
‘St Johns B 1 R

""'Sedona/Oak Greek = = g s

| Slerray\lls_ta L R 17324;:.‘;"“ |
Snowflake - - o 1977:"515i
Springervitle st
ﬂ .sl:;-pe;“idrf S ' - 4975 .
_v ‘TaYlO.f"".' R B 888
: Thatcher . - 2320 :
ombstone . . et oL
‘vWIckenburg;v o 2593 S

 Williams o 2886 e 25092700‘.,‘

_Wink‘elvrﬁam .- _ ﬂ 974 -. R 900_1000’*5',.'

Winsdow 8066 S ssoo ssoo.

Yuma . ‘2‘9007 T -33090-34000. .
' . 1971 estlmate : ' ' T :

**  Includes 2600 construction workers and their famslles

Source: . Community Development Section and Planning Dms;on Off' ice of Economnc
Planmng and Development State of Arizona. :

.
8 .
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"'”PAST STUDIES AND MAJOR
DIFFERENCES OF THE

mpte to develop a 'methodology for. community:
) I alys f m‘ultlpl

‘As’a result of this_finding
vltlplylng the at|o of‘f‘fQ70 opulatlon to 97 electrical

-that aII hookup‘ data ina communlty erv iltiple.

_ Nt study used the electrlca ,ookups per perso approach
f:—"methods of estlmatlng populatlon. But other: lndlcator w
. reasons. - First,” after the. culmlnatlon of 0EPAD§ :

T, ’UsuaIIy, ‘this - |naccuracy was traced to lnadequ e ‘
‘cases; hookups in ‘communities: wnth muIt|pIe suppllers were mlsse
: hookups of a:general service ‘area were |nappropr|ately rdentlfled as be ‘a s
" .which, in fact. they were not. Secondly, the scope of the present report was.m "broader-;'{‘.ﬂ' '
~than OEPAD's earlier efforts. The. present study “reports populatlo ‘estimates“for-67 -+ .
_ Communltles for. whlch the Communlty Development Section’ compllescommunlty proflles RPN
For many of:these communities. there were no eIectr|caI hookup ‘data ‘available.-Due to-
- the. data "accuracy problems:. encountered in: OEPAD s earlier” efforts';; t commumty
populatron estimation and the’ ‘enlarged - ‘scope ‘of- the present study, the: researchers did- -
not feel that the. utility hookups per person: approach was ‘adequate.’ Instead, everal other
- indicators of populatlon were used as. cross checks’ for the. eIectrlcaI hookups approach




o Average Da:ly Elementary hook .Enrollment (Anzona Departmen of Educatlorr-‘
- for school year 1973 1974 ‘se Table II),

~,\"u:.« ,_-‘ W Co.

NE

llsted below.

, ‘.-Separate populatlon estlmates were generated for. each;cpmm nity based 'up"f
- the avallable |nd|cator data for a SpeCIfIc commumty" SR

The lndependent populatlon estlmates were manlpulated?by taking all possan >
‘combinations of the’ estimates-and averaglng them.. The result
© 2 was . to- estabhsh an array of poss:b!e populatlon '
- communlty S .

'Next -a community - populatlon estlmate was generated for each communltyv-_‘
- assuming it grew-at the same- rate of growth since: 1970 as the county.in ‘which:
~the community" was located.rPrehmlnary 1974 county populatmn estlmates"-g.

A et ot 5 i b s M 8t 8 s S e a1 T SRS rmsntne
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S _~‘:‘produced"by the Department of ‘Economlc Securlt (DES wereh sed for this_
i, purpose.:(See- Table VL) -The' based: " por stimate. was - then
L -"A;’.compared to the array of- ‘postble»popu lation estimates:generated through steps:

"f:be the most reasonable.
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. Community .,

o Apache "Jun‘vctii.ci;o‘:n‘ ey

| Arlzona City -
Bagdad |

“‘Bemson’. - o

Bisbeev " -
Buckéye. :
Bullhead City '
Canib Vefde"- B |

' ‘:Ca_sa‘-érérllde
C'a\vi'e.?b;_éék'/Carefvreje'
' .Ché‘r:vld-ler.‘, " =
| _Clarkd"apfe

B 'Coolid\ge
, ‘Cortt"c';o‘nwd_cd

‘Dolan Springs -

B 'Y

LA

. ‘ ‘Clif;o.n/Mo'réinéiz--.j-"'?j-‘j.

Douglas S -




bl i Contnud

,.fé{l’jéeh?“\./a‘lley “ ) i

" Heber/Overgaard
~ Holbrook

. Jerome

‘, :Joseph Cioy
Keamy

| Kingman |
Lake Havasu City
Miami

Mayer

Masmmoth/Oracle
'San Manuel

Ncgales
Page
Parker
Patagﬁﬁia \
.‘Payson -

_, Pipacho/Pic,édhd Peak
_ Red Rock

- Pinetop/Lakeside

[

asesie0 T

et

L

522

192

V',,1991'..

800
1465
122

1859
2518
866
1013
93
357

261 -
520

13

SR |

212




__Table Il Continued
" Community . 19691970 - 19731974 -

Prescott . L ._ 2408 S SR 2458 L
Pima 3 }‘: S 334 o |
Show Low . 498 R 533
SiemaVista - . 770 o i o
,_}'Saf'ford B 11
Sowfeke @R
o Sprmgervnlle/Eagar S '. N/A
: TaYlO,r S 828
Thaher- e
Tombefo'pe | .' 4‘_7? S ”
Wickenburg - e 355
v e
Wiliams - 534
e Winklemén v‘ | L ‘ ﬁggg :

gwen oommumty

- Average dally attendance in school dlstrlcts overlap

Source: Commumty Development Sectlon and P anmng, wnston Off’ ce of Economlc:

Planmng and Development State of: Anz0na. B

14_,'

11 i ', ‘-‘»-.»v.n




. TABLEWL.
| Nonmetrbpolitah C;)mmunity'_Posta! ‘ques{

 Apache Junction | w67 s

- -Bagdad . : . 586 . 597 J-

' Benson ' 1 _W1113 -  : 1356 s
Bullhead City 2145 o e
Comp Verde s -3
C:aye'C‘reek/Carefree ' | 777 o o . ‘10‘4‘5, .
| Clarkdale | - 8.1 - = ; 392 
Clbifton/Morenci ' - 2653 2638
Cottonwood 1009 1444
Fredonia 228 . - 300
Gila Bend 620 720
Hayden 507 10
Heber/Overgaard 250 - 266
Jerome 163 220
Joseph City | 134 151
Kearny 1028 1085
Lake Havasu City 1938 . 2765,
Mayer 304 a4
Page | 590' . 2150
Patagonia | 1. - a5

* Payson - 1028 ) 1346 .

Picacho/Picacho Peak S S
‘Red Rock 229 ' - 232 -




‘;Ta,bble;;lll<;Continued;§ g e i e+ u
,Com'mu.nig | - 1_9]_(_)_ ' - _‘_1_9_72 o

Pima o a7 s

Pinetop/Lakeside - N2 S 1579

St. Johns - 42 - sat

Sedona/Oak Creek | 1594 = < 2'206".*” -

Show Low 928 s
Snowflake | e 743
Springerville S b6 el
Taylor I o

: Tombstone S 585 L R 660 S

*  *Postal boxes were reported more fullv in. 1973 than m"1970' thus f“sz manv;
of the communmes,- there are. no oomplete data R :

Soutce: j Commumty DeVeIopment Sectlon and Planmng Dlwsnon Ofﬁce of Economlc
' Planning and Development, State of Arlzona Co e

16 -




' community - 19707 T o
~ Benson . B e 830 o
cmpves . w2

. CaGrande . . 244" . Fg

L : : SedonaIOak qu"eek :

- Clifton/Morenci . 1982%% - . .

Coolidge 1524 S
Comonwood 208 .
_Douglas | 388

" Duncan o ‘ v' 22 ._ .
Eloy : - " 937 R

lFlagstaff' . o 5435 - Ll
Florence , s o | 697 i
Gila Bend o ,3_,520 R " o 382 L
Globe - 3226 - . ‘..'41"2"2';"
Joseph City . o1 . 19
Mayer nNA . N

Mammoth/Oracle
- San Manuel

' Page
Payson
: b'l'?:ima .

 Prescott




“‘TabIeIVContmu QT e e e
.. Community , S+ 1970 - 1974 ]
. Sierra Vista 3125 s
~ ‘Superior . ‘ o 949 . o S 1130
Wickenburg ' . e 3 ’ 1368
Williams - ‘5% | S e
Winslow : - 1989 2205
Yuma . %800 _ 12613 ..
* Casa .Grande only, does not mclude Stanfleld o

**  Phone connections for. CI:fton ‘only.

Source: Community Development Sectuon and Planmng Dwusuon, Off' ce of Economlc L

Planning and Development, - State of Arizona. -

18
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Kearny
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- Page.
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" Apache

Cochise

o "Coconmo_ .
o ‘Gila
g ,«‘Graham f
' Greenlee

".Maricopa .

- Mohave
_Navajo
‘Pima -
“Pinal
Santa Cruz

" - Yavapai-

” Yuma

Prellmmary 1974 Populatlon
Estamates For’ Countles ER
‘ In AnZOna L

1 173 000"
34,300
©/53/800."

435000

80800
717,400
47,400
68 30 .

‘Source Department of Economlc Secunty
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