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Summary

GREENWICPOPULATION

2011 Census estimated that there were arou
255,000 people living in Greenwich. It is predict
that by 2026 the populationof Greenwich will
increase by around 67,000 to 322,000.

Greenwichpredicted population growth
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Greenwich is an ethnically diverse place with arot
38% ofpopulation coming from a nowhite ethnic
group. The largest newhite ethnic group is Blacl
folowed by Asian.

Greenwich population breakdown by ethnicity
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GREENWICH POPULATION RBEFILE

People of working age make up around 70%
Greenwich population, while 20% of population a
under 16 years old and around 10% are over 65 ye
old.

Greenwich population breakdown by age
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Population in each of the age group is predicted
increaseto 2026 with he highest increasa the age
group 65-.

Predicted population growth by age group

50% 44%
40% |
30% - 26% 23%
20% -

10% |

0% 1
2011-2026 population change

WO0-15 " 16-64 H65+

DEPRIVATION IN GREENWICH

nationally

Based on its deprivation levels Greenwich ranks 78th out of 326 local
authorities in England (1 = most deprived)

Of Greenwich Lower Super Output Areas are within 20% most deprived

The difference in life expectancy at birth between males living in most
versus least deprived households

The difference in life expectancy at birth between females living in most
versus least deprived households
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Geography

The Royal Borough of Greenwishlocatedon the south bank of theiver Thames. Its neighbouring
boroughs are Lewisham to the west, Bexley to the east and Bromley to the south.thiehasgest
river frontage of all London boroughapproximately eight milesAround 15% ofits total area is
occupied bygreen and open spacé&igurel shows the Royal Borough boundaaiongsideits 17
Ward boundaries.

Figurel Greenwich Wards

GREENWICH
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Population estimates

According to he ONS 201Xensusthere were around 254557 people living in theGreenwich
borough 50.4%o0f which were females and9.6% mals. This constitutes a totdahcrease of 40,54
(18.7%) since the 200Censusa higher growth rate than London (14.0%) over {esiod. Census

data collection takes place every ten years. In the period in between Censuses aopukitipn
estimatesare published by other official bodieEigure2 compares the most recent population
estimates from three different sources: Greater London Authority (GLA), Office for National Statistics
(ONS) and Health and Social Care Information CERBCICPlease note allhe data tables are
available irthe Appendix | Data Tables



Figure2 Greenwich populationestimates
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The above graph shaasimilar population estimates for ONS and GLA dats; however the
number of people registered withgeneral practicegGFs) in Greenwichis estimated much higher
compared tothe two former sources There may be several reasofsr these differences in
population estimates:

1 The number of patients includes all people registered with a GP in Greenwich, regardless of
their residence. Thereforesome of the patients may not be Greenwich residents. According
G2 LINB@GA2dza SadAYlFdiSas INRdzyR pi» 2F DNBSYysA
neighbouring boroughdn turn, some of the Greenwich residents may be registered with
practices outsidehe borough.
f TKS NBIAAGSNBR LRLzZ I G§A2Yy X badientd who haveRn&eda 2 YS &
away or died without the GRegister being updated. Systems are in place to ensure that GP
lists are updated when someone dies, but in a very mobile pojulatiisdifficult to track
when people move out of thborough

Figure3 showsyear onyear population change starting year 2010. Tioenberswere based on the
ONS, GLA and HSCIC population estin&igsire2). With an exceptiorof GP registered persons in
years 2012, 2013 and 2016, there was aadieincrease in populatioastimatesyearon year. Per
cent increase for th©NS populatiofiguresare not presented for yea2016, because the datasere
available up to year 2019 he data can be found in TableAppendix | Data Tables

With an exception of years 20401 and 201415 population growth rates are broadly comparable

for GLA versus ONS data; however a very different population growth pattern is observed using the
HSCIC GP register dakgure3). Greenwich prefer to use the GLA projectiataa because they

take into account planned housing developmer@®.A estimated annual population growth over the
last 6 years was around 1.5%r pyear, with the 2015 to 2016 population growth of around 1.45%.



Figure3 Per cent change iGreenwichpopulation from previous year
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Figure4 Greenwich population gramid for year2016
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Further discrepancies between GP register data and GLA population estimates become clear when

the data are broken down by agEigure4 compares the HSCIC GP registenrsus GLA population
estimates by 5 year age groups. Compared to the GLA data, GP registers seem to underestimate
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male population age 20 to 39 as well as overestimate male population agel 4hd female
population age 25 to 49lt is very important to hae correct numbers of those registered by
practices as it has an impact on the accuracy of health improvement targets.

Figure5 presents Greenwich population compd&n alongside theLondonaverage and the six
boroughswith a similar level of deprivationnamely Croydon, Hammersmith and Fulham, Camden,
Brent, Enfield and WestminsteGreenwich has a higher proportion fsidentsunder the age o4,

and in particular,a substantiallyhigher proportion of children under 9 years aldmpared to the
boroughs with the similar level of deprivation and to London d@mure5). Greenwich is also
estimated to have a lower proportion of males and females age 25 to 34 and generally lower
proportion of residents over the age of 58lthough the latter differences may not be significant

Figure5 Greenwich, Londn and Deprivation Comparators populationypamid for year2016
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Further analyses combine 5 year age groups into broader ranged%f 0664 and 65+ years old.

The 2011Census population estimadethat 68% 173,047 of Greenwich residents were between 16

and 64 years old, 22 (55,394)were youngerthan 16 years oldand 10% (26,116)were age 65 and

over. The 2016 GLA populatigrojectionsshow an increase in all three egroups over the past

five years. The number of 16 to 64 year olds has increased by 7P86{462 the number of
residents younger than 16 by 8% to 60,225 and the number of those age 65+ by around 11% to
29,181 compared to 2011 estimates.

The distribution of age groups4, 1564 and 65+ for the year 2016 is presentedrigure 6 Similar
age group distribution is predicted for the year 2026, howetrer number of residents is set to
increase in all agergups with the largest increagaround 30%)n age group 65+T@blel).



Figure6 Greenwich mpulation compositionby agegroup for year2016
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Tablel Greenwichpredicted population changeyears2016to 2026

Age group 2016 2026  Change (%)
0-15 60225 70070 16.3
16-64 186462 213693 14.6
65+ 29181 37830 29.6

All age groups 275868 321593 16.6

Source: GLA SHLAA 2@HSed Population Projections

The GLA project that over the next ten years, Greenwich population will increase hyound17%
(Table1). The largest increase is predicted in Peninsula, Woolwich Riverside, Eltham West and
Woolwich Common Wards the parts of the borough where there is a large amount of new
development planned or underwa§igure?). Shooters Hill and Glyndon are predicted not to have
any poplation increase while Kidbrooke with Hornfair, Blackheath Westcombe and Charlton are
predicted to have around 1% negative growth. Projected population figures can be found in Table 3,
Appendix | Data TableAdditional information is also available from the report on theticipated
Housing & Population Change
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GLA 2015 round ward populatipnojections- SHLAAased; Capped Household Size model

Population turnover

Population turnover was calculated by summthg population in and outflows and dividing by the
average population count for 2014 and 2015. The result was multiplied by 10§¥t the turnover

rate per 1000 populationTable2 presents theturnover rates for Greenwich alongsitiee boroughs

with a similar level of deprivatioand London averager the year 2015

Table2 Population turnover rate per 1000 population

Borough Rate per 1000
Camden 271
Hammersmith and Fulhan 263
Westminster 254
Brent 182
Greenwich 168
Croydon 132
Enfield 130
Londonaverage 181

SourceONS mie2015 population estimates

The highest turnover rate ¥ (1 KS 0 2 NP dzaMéiri Cadderhilst téldive8sNagas inin
Enfield- 271 versus 130 per 1000 population respectivélye Greenwich turnover rate was 1G&r
1000 population, which is the third West comparedto the boroughscomparators and below the
average London population (181 per 1000pmpared to the previous year, Greenwich has seen a
slight increase in the population turnovéareviously 163er 1000 populatioh

Changes to a population mainly occur through births, deaths and the movement of people into and
out of an areaTable3 shows the changesin&Sy 6 A OKQAa LR LJz | A2y o0SG6SSy
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Table3 Greenwich mid2015 population components of change

Mid 2014 population 268,678
Births 4547
Deaths 1558

Natural change (Births minus deaths) 2989
Internal migration In 19254
Internal migration Out 19661

Net internal migration -407
International migration In 5029
International migration Out 1663

Net International migration 3366

Other change 177

Mid 2015 population 274,803

Source: ONS mi2D15 population estimates

In terms of internal migration flows, overall there has been a net outflow of 400 people, with 19,254
people arriving in the borough and 19,661 departing to destinationsimwitie UK. In comparison
the volume of international migration movements is muotvér than internal migration, but the net
impact is greater, with over 3 times more international migrants arriving in the Royal Borough as

departing (a net increase of 3,366 residents).

Ethnicity and new population goups

Figure8 showsthe main ethnic groups in Greenwiclhhe largest ethnic group in the boroudsh
White (60%), followed by Black (23%), Asian (14%@tidere ethnic group (3%)A more detailed

breakdown of ¢hnic group datds provided inTable 4 imppendix | Data Tables

Figure8 Breakdown of Greenwich ethnic population groups

3%

SourceGLA2014basedethnicgroup projectionsfor 2016

Figure9 LINB 4 Sy (4 DNBSY6AOK NBAARSY(EQ

m White

m Black Caribbean/African or

Other

Asian South/Chinese or Other

Other

3S RA&UNXOGdziA

the highest proportion of working age populatidgage 1664). The ethnic group with the highest
proportion of working age population were Chinese, 7PBased on the age distributionhé
relatively youngest populatiowere African Black and Other Blackith 98% ofpeople under the
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age of 65. The two ethnic groups with the highest proportion of peapler the age of 65vere
White and Indian, 15% and 11% respectively.

Figure9 Ethnicity by age groups
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FigurelO presents the changes in Greenwich population by comparing the data from 2001 and 2011
Censuses. He Black AfricanOther White and Other Asianpopulation experienced the greatest
growth between the censuseshile the Irish, Indian and White Britigdthnic groups experienced a
decline inpopulation. Detailed data for each of the ethnic groups in Greenwadch presented in
Table 5 iMppendix | Data Tables

Figure10 Ethnic group population changes 2001 to 2011
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Accordingto the Census datapproximately 41,500 international migrants arrived in the Royal
Borough between thgrears2001 and 20110f the new migrant populatioraround 24% (11,000)
arrived fom Central andVestern Africa, a further 28 (8,420 people) arrived from Southern Asia
and around16% (7,101 people) arrived from EU Accession countrniesddition around4% (,800
people arrived from North America and the Caribbedable 4 presents Greenwich residents
arriving the period 2001 to 2011 by country of birth.

Table4 Country of birth of residents arriving in Greenwich between 2001 and 2011

Region Count  Proportion of total arrivals (%)
Central and Western Africa 10894 24.5%
Southern Asia 8420 18.9%
Accession EU countries April 2001 to March 2011 7101 16.0%
EU Member countries in March 2001 4008 9.0%
South and Eastern Africa 3500 7.9%
Eastern Asia 2291 5.2%
North America and the Caribbean 1799 4.0%
Rest of Europe 1665 3.7%
SouthEast Asia 1269 2.9%
Central and South America 931 2.1%
Antarctica, Oceania (including Australasia) and ot 897 2.0%
Republic of Ireland 709 1.6%
Middle East 527 1.2%
North Africa 324 0.7%
Central Asia 100 0.2%
Africa not otherwise specified 34 0.1%
Total 44469 100%

Source: ONS Census 2001 Table UV080301 Country of Birth & ONS Census 2011 Table QS203EW Country of Birth

Specific communities that have emerged over this period were Nigerians, Nepalese, Chinese, Eastern
Europeansin particular Blish, Lithuanian, Latwia HungarianSlovakianRomanian and Bulgarian.
Further information on ethnic groups and new communitieg Ward is available from the
Greenwich New Communities RepoRank of increase of residents by country of birth between
2001 and 2011s presented in Table, &ppendix | Data Tables

Birth rate and life expectancy

In addition to international migration, natural changach as high fertility rates and increasing life
expectancyis al® driving population growth in the borough

General fertility rate(GFR)represens the number of live births per 1,000 women aged-4b
GreenwichGFRK | & 0SSy NX & A y 3th dishafpQifp dtér RODSE whicmcoimcided with A
the 2008 financial crisis. Post 2009 GFR has been dropping steadily befoa#l increase in 2015
(Figure1l). Even with the recent reduction in Greenwich GFR, the rates are higher compared to
London and national averageghe data table is presented Appendix | Data Tables
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Figurell General fertility rates
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Life expectancy in Greenwidiles been rising since 2000, butistsignificantlyshorter than the
national average. This is trugt birth and at age B, and is true for both males and females.
Moreover, there is a significant gender gap and according to the -2@1@ata males in Greenwich
are expected to live approximateB.5 years less than femalédgurel2 shows a time trend for life
expectancy at birth for Greenwich versus England average.

Figurel?2 Life expectancy at birth
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Source: Office for National Statistics

13



Healthy life expectancy estimates the average number of life years that arewitieout illness or
disability Healthy life expectanay Greenwich is shortesompared toEnglandaverage andecently

it has beerreducingfor both females and males with a more pronounced decrease in male healthy
life expectancyKigurel3). As with life expectaty at birth, there are clear gender differences in
healthy life expectangyith male healthy life expectan@pproximately 3.5 yearshortercompared

to females.The life expectancy at birth and healthy life expectatiataat birth are presented in the
Tables 8 and B Appendix | Data Tables

Figurel3 Healthy life expectancyt birth
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The slope index of inequality (SIl) measunew much life expectancy varies with deprivation. It
represents the range in years of life expectancy across the social gradient from most to least
deprived. In 201214 in Greenwich the SWas 5.7 years for males and 5.3/ears for females
indicating a wide gap in life expectanogtween most versus least deprivégigurel4). These gaps

in life expectancy were lower compared to the aggregate averages for the boroughs with similar
levels of deprivation. Detailed data are availabldable 10Appendix | Data Tables

For more detailed information on life expectancy please refer tohealth, quality of life and life
expectancyJSNA chapter.
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Figurel4 Slope Index of Inequality (Years)
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Deprivation

The Indices oMultiple Deprivation(IMD) are the most commommethod of examining deprivation
levelsboth nationally and locallMDis based on 37 individual indicatoighich are organised @&v
seven domains of deprivatiorThe IMD scorés calculated by combining the seven domains and
applying appropriate weightingThese calculations are done at th@wer Super Output Areas
(LSOA) level, which isa geographical unit containing around 1500 residents. After IMD score is
calculated, gery LSOA is ranked according to its level of deprivation relative to other LH(24es.

are two ways to rank LSOAs: bsing rank of average rank or rank of average scBmmpared to

the rank of average rank, rank of average score is more sensitive to variations in depraradion
highly polarised areas will score higher on the average score measure than on the avetage ra
Rank of average score was used to calculate deprivation in Greenwich.

According to thdMD 2015rank of averagecoreGreenwichwas rankedas the 78thmost deprived

local authority out of 326local authorities (LAsSh England Based on the IMD score, $35%)of
Greenwichl51 LSOAwere within the 20% met deprived nationallyRigurel5) with 3 LSOAs being
within 10% most deprivedThree (around 2%)ut of 151 Greenwich LS®x&vere within 20% least
deprivedLSOA$ the country.The 2010 IMD release rank&@rfeenwich as 28tmost deprived local
authority in England with 64 and 25 LSOAs within 20% and 10% most deprived respectively
However, a caution should be exercised when interpretirggchangesn ranks,as the deprivation
scores are relative to the other areas in the country and may not represent a true reduction in
deprivation.
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Figurel5 GreenwichLSOAs by national quintile of deprivation

Quintile 3
Quintile 4
Quintile 5 (20% least deprived)

Source Indices of Deprivation (2015) © Crown copyright and database rights 2013 Ordnance Survey 100019153

Figurel6 Greenwich LSOAs by Greenwich deprivation quintile

© Crown copyright and database rights 2013 Ordnance Survey 100019153

Souce: Indices of Deprivation (2015

Figurel6 presents a map of LSOAs broken down into Greenwich IMD quintiles. Rather than taking
an account of IMD scores for all LSOAs in England, this map was based only on the scores for 151
GreenwichLSOASs and allows for deprivation comparison across the borough.
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Deprivation does not affect all of the population groups equally. According to the 2015 IMbdata,
out of 151 Greenwich LSOAs (around 34¢éje within the 20% most deprived nationally dhe
Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDA@H 40LSOAgaround 27%)were within the
20% most deprived nationally on the Income Deprivation Affecting Older People Index (IDAOPI).

Greenwichwas ranked as14™ most deprived out of 33 London bmughs where the rank of 33
meant least deprived.This places Greenwich somewhere in the middle according to the levels of
deprivation. London boroughs with the similar levels of deprivation were:

Westminsterc 11"

Enfieldg 12"

Brentc 13"

Greenwichg 14"

Camderg 15"

Hammersmith and Fulhaq16"
Croydong 17"

Figure 17 presents an overview of the proportion of LSOAs in each deprivation quintile for
Greenwich, its deprivation comparators and London average.

Figurel7 Proportion of LSOAs in each deprivation quintier Greenwich, IMD comparators and London
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m Quintile 1 (most deprived) m Quintile 2 m Quintile 3 ®mQuintile 4 m Quintile 5
Source: Indices of Deprivation (2015)
In Greenwich, comparator boroughs and London overall quintiles 1 auti 21p tojust over a half
or more of all LSOAs, indicating relatively high levels of deprivailestminster was the only

borough which did not have a single LSOA in th¢l&ast deprived) quintileThe detailed data are
presented inthe Tablell, Appendix | Data Tables

17



2 A O E A Agmeénttion piofiles

Figure 18 presents he social segmentation map of Greenwiethich was based on the Mosaic
Public Sector data for 201%5he map highlights the most dominant Mosaic population type residing
in each otthe Greenwich LSOABlease se@able5 for adetailed description of Mosaic tyge

As seerfrom the Figurel8, West, Central and South Greenwich are generally dominated by better
off houselold types earning good salasiand livingin soughtatfter locations. In turn, North and East

of the borough are dominated by households on low income, council tenants and other resident
receiving state supporiCount and proportion of LSOAs by dominhnuseholdtypes are available
from Tablel2, Appendix | Data Tables

Figure18 Most dominant Mosaic household typeism GreenwichLSOASs

© Crown copyright and database rights 2013 Ordnance Survey 100019153

Source: Mosaic Public Sectpd15)

Table5 ranks all Mosaic household types in Greenwich from most to least prevaleete has been
no change in theéhree most prevalent household typeompared to the 2011 Mosaic data. The
three maost prevalent Mosaic household types in Greenwich @B- Young, weleducated city
dwellerg 3N - &oung people renting flats in high density social housingl i/-Rowér income
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