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Summary 

GREENWICH POPULATION 

2011 Census estimated that there were around 

255,000 people living in Greenwich. It is predicted 

that by 2026 the population of Greenwich will 

increase by around 67,000 to 322,000. 

Greenwich is an ethnically diverse place with around 

38% of population coming from a non-white ethnic 

group. The largest non-white ethnic group is Black 

folowed by Asian. 

Greenwich predicted population growth Greenwich population breakdown by ethnicity 

                           

 

GREENWICH POPULATION AGE PROFILE 

People of working age make up around 70% of 

Greenwich population, while 20% of population are 

under 16 years old and around 10% are over 65 years 

old.  

Population in each of the age group is predicted to 

increase to 2026 with the highest increase in the age 

group 65+.  

Greenwich population breakdown by age Predicted population growth by age group 

   

 

DEPRIVATION IN GREENWICH 

 

2 in 10 under 16 

7 in 10 16-64  

1 in 10 over 65 
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Geography 
 

The Royal Borough of Greenwich is located on the south bank of the river Thames. Its neighbouring 

boroughs are Lewisham to the west, Bexley to the east and Bromley to the south. It has the longest 

river frontage of all London boroughs, approximately eight miles. Around 15% of its total area is 

occupied by green and open space. Figure 1 shows the Royal Borough boundary alongside its 17 

Ward boundaries.  

Figure 1 Greenwich Wards 

 

 

Population estimates 
 
According to the ONS 2011 Census there were around 254,557 people living in the Greenwich 
borough, 50.4% of which were females and 49.6% males. This constitutes a total increase of 40,154 
(18.7%) since the 2001 Census, a higher growth rate than London (14.0%) over this period. Census 
data collection takes place every ten years. In the period in between Censuses annual population 
estimates are published by other official bodies. Figure 2 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 Centre (HSCIC). Please note all the data tables are 
available in the Appendix I Data Tables. 
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Figure 2 Greenwich population estimates 

 
Sources: GLA SHLAA Population Projections, ONS Mid-Year Estimates and HSCIC  

 

The above graph shows similar population estimates for ONS and GLA data sets; however the 
number of people registered with general practices (GPs) in Greenwich is estimated much higher 
compared to the two former sources. There may be several reasons for these differences in 
population estimates:  
 

¶ The number of patients includes all people registered with a GP in Greenwich, regardless of 
their residence. Therefore, some of the patients may not be Greenwich residents. According 
ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜǎΣ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ р҈ ƻŦ DǊŜŜƴǿƛŎƘΩǎ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŜǊŜ ǊŜǎƛŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ 
neighbouring boroughs. In turn, some of the Greenwich residents may be registered with 
practices outside the borough. 

¶ TƘŜ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ƴŀȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ǎƻƳŜ άƎƘƻǎǘ ǇŀǘƛŜƴǘǎέ ς patients who have moved 
away or died without the GP register being updated. Systems are in place to ensure that GP 
lists are updated when someone dies, but in a very mobile population it is difficult to track 
when people move out of the borough.  

 
Figure 3 shows year on year population change starting year 2010. The numbers were based on the 
ONS, GLA and HSCIC population estimates (Figure 2). With an exception of GP registered persons in 
years 2012, 2013 and 2016, there was a steady increase in population estimates year on year. Per 
cent increase for the ONS population figures are not presented for year 2016, because the data were 
available up to year 2015. The data can be found in Table 2, Appendix I Data Tables. 
 
With an exception of years 2010-11 and 2014-15 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 data (Figure 3). Greenwich prefer to use the GLA projections data because they 
take into account planned housing developments. GLA estimated annual population growth over the 
last 6 years was around 1.5% per year, with the 2015 to 2016 population growth of around 1.45%.  
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Figure 3 Per cent change in Greenwich population from previous year 

 

 
Sources: GLA SHLAA Population Projections, ONS Mid-Year Estimates and HSCIC  
 
 

Figure 4 Greenwich population pyramid for year 2016 

 

 
Sources: HSCIC GP Registrations 2016, GLA SHLAA 2015-based Population Projections for 2016                                           

 
Further discrepancies between GP register data and GLA population estimates become clear when 
the data are broken down by age. Figure 4 compares the HSCIC GP register versus 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 age 40-64 and female 
population age 25 to 49. It is very important to have correct numbers of those registered by 
practices as it has an impact on the accuracy of health improvement targets. 
 
Figure 5 presents Greenwich population composition alongside the London average and the six 
boroughs with a similar level of deprivation, namely Croydon, Hammersmith and Fulham, Camden, 
Brent, Enfield and Westminster. Greenwich has a higher proportion of residents under the age of 24, 
and in particular, a substantially higher proportion of children under 9 years old compared to the 
boroughs with the similar level of deprivation and to London data (Figure 5). 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 50, although the latter differences may not be significant.   
 
Figure 5 Greenwich, London and Deprivation Comparators population pyramid for year 2016 

 

 
 
Source: GLA SHLAA 2015-based Population Projections 

 

Further analyses combine 5 year age groups into broader ranges of 0-15, 16-64 and 65+ years old. 

The 2011 Census population estimated that 68% (173,047) of Greenwich residents were between 16 

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

over. The 2016 GLA population projections show an increase in all three age groups over the past 

five years. The number of 16 to 64 year olds has increased by 7% to 186,462, 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 groups 0-14, 15-64 and 65+ for the year 2016 is presented in Figure 6. Similar 

age group distribution is predicted for the year 2026, however the number of residents is set to 

increase in all age groups with the largest increase (around 30%) in age group 65+ (Table 1). 
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Figure 6 Greenwich population composition by age group for year 2016 

 

 
Source: GLA SHLAA 2015-based Population Projections for 2016 

 

Table 1 Greenwich predicted population change years 2016 to 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 2015-based Population Projections 

 

The GLA project that over the next ten years, the Greenwich population will increase by around 17% 
(Table 1). 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 underway (Figure 7). Shooters Hill and Glyndon are predicted not to have 
any population 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 I Data Tables. Additional information is also available from the report on the Anticipated 
Housing & Population Change. 
 
  

2 in 10 under 16 

7 in 10 16-64  

1 in 10 over 65 

https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwirm52E7YTOAhVJC8AKHe8uDb4QFgggMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.royalgreenwich.gov.uk%2Fdownload%2Fdownloads%2Fid%2F2645%2Fprojected_housing_and_population_change_2011_to_2041&usg=AFQjCNHHAt--LPw3iJTX11XpURDhlNYBXg&sig2=RxMIu0rT0ebw-R0HptGHbw
https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwirm52E7YTOAhVJC8AKHe8uDb4QFgggMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.royalgreenwich.gov.uk%2Fdownload%2Fdownloads%2Fid%2F2645%2Fprojected_housing_and_population_change_2011_to_2041&usg=AFQjCNHHAt--LPw3iJTX11XpURDhlNYBXg&sig2=RxMIu0rT0ebw-R0HptGHbw
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Figure 7 tǊŜŘƛŎǘŜŘ DǊŜŜƴǿƛŎƘ ²ŀǊŘǎΩ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǊŀǘŜΣ ȅŜŀǊǎ нлмс ǘƻ нлнс 

 
GLA 2015 round ward population projections - SHLAA-based; Capped Household Size model 

 

Population turnover 
 
Population turnover was calculated by summing the population in- and out-flows and dividing by the 
average population count for 2014 and 2015. The result was multiplied by 1000 to get the turnover 
rate per 1000 population. Table 2 presents the turnover rates for Greenwich alongside the boroughs 
with a similar level of deprivation and London average for the year 2015.  
 
Table 2 Population turnover rate per 1000 population 

Borough Rate per 1000 

Camden 271 

Hammersmith and Fulham 263 

Westminster 254 

Brent 182 

Greenwich 168 

Croydon 132 

Enfield 130 

London average 181 

 
Source: ONS mid-2015 population estimates 

 
The highest turnover rate ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƻǊǎ was in Camden, whilst the lowest was in in 
Enfield - 271 versus 130 per 1000 population respectively. The Greenwich turnover rate was 168 per 
1000 population, which is the third lowest compared to the boroughs comparators and below the 
average London population (181 per 1000). Compared to the previous year, Greenwich has seen a 
slight increase in the population turnover (previously 163 per 1000 population). 
 
Changes to a population mainly occur through births, deaths and the movement of people into and 
out of an area. Table 3 shows the changes in GrŜŜƴǿƛŎƘΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ нлмп ŀƴŘ нлмрΦ 
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Table 3 Greenwich mid-2015 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 mid-2015 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 destinations within the UK. In comparison 
the volume of international migration movements is much lower 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 groups 
 
Figure 8 shows the main ethnic groups in Greenwich. The largest ethnic group in the borough is 
White (60%), followed by Black (23%), Asian (14%) and άOtherέ ethnic group (3%). A more detailed 
breakdown of ethnic group data is provided in Table 4 in Appendix I Data Tables.  
 
Figure 8 Breakdown of Greenwich ethnic population groups 

 

 
Source: GLA 2014-based ethnic group projections for 2016 

 
Figure 9 ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ DǊŜŜƴǿƛŎƘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ŀƎŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ōȅ ŜǘƘƴƛŎƛǘȅΣ ǎƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŜǘƘƴƛŎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ǿƛǘƘ 
the highest proportion of working age population (age 16-64). The ethnic group with the highest 
proportion of working age population were Chinese, 79%. Based on the age distribution, the 
relatively youngest population were African Black and Other Black, with 98% of people under the 
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age of 65. The two ethnic groups with the highest proportion of people over the age of 65 were 
White and Indian, 15% and 11% respectively. 
 
Figure 9 Ethnicity by age groups 

 
Source 2014-based Capped Household Size, short-term migration scenario ethnic group projections 

 
Figure 10 presents the changes in Greenwich population by comparing the data from 2001 and 2011 
Censuses. The Black African, Other White and Other Asian population experienced the greatest 
growth between the censuses, while the Irish, Indian and White British ethnic groups experienced a 
decline in population. Detailed data for each of the ethnic groups in Greenwich are presented in 
Table 5 in Appendix I Data Tables. 
 
Figure 10 Ethnic group population changes 2001 to 2011 

 
Source: ONS Census 2001 Table UV09 Ethnic Group & ONS Census 2011 Table QS201EW Ethnic Group 
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According to the Census data approximately 44,500 international migrants arrived in the Royal 
Borough between the years 2001 and 2011. Of the new migrant population, around 24% (11,000) 
arrived from Central and Western Africa, a further 19% (8,420 people) arrived from Southern Asia 
and around 16% (7,101 people) arrived from EU Accession countries. In addition, around 4% (1,800) 
people arrived from North America and the Caribbean. Table 4 presents Greenwich residents 
arriving the period 2001 to 2011 by country of birth. 
 
Table 4 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% 

South-East Asia 1269 2.9% 

Central and South America 931 2.1% 

Antarctica, Oceania (including Australasia) and other 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 
Europeans, in particular Polish, Lithuanian, Latvian, Hungarian, Slovakian, Romanian and Bulgarian. 

Further information on ethnic groups and new communities by Ward is available from the 
Greenwich New Communities Report. Rank of increase of residents by country of birth between 
2001 and 2011 is presented in Table 6, Appendix I Data Tables. 
 

Birth rate and life expectancy 
 
In addition to international migration, natural change such as high fertility rates and increasing life 

expectancy is also driving population growth in the borough.  

General fertility rate (GFR) represents the number of live births per 1,000 women aged 15-44. 

Greenwich GFR Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊƛǎƛƴƎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ нлллΩǎ ǿƛth a sharp drop after 2009, which coincided with 

the 2008 financial crisis.  Post 2009 GFR has been dropping steadily before a small increase in 2015 

(Figure 11). Even with the recent reduction in Greenwich GFR, the rates are higher compared to 

London and national averages. The data table is presented in Appendix I Data Tables. 

  

https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjr5uPL7oTOAhUrLMAKHWNeA7wQFggcMAA&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.royalgreenwich.gov.uk%2Fdownload%2Fdownloads%2Fid%2F2630%2Fnew_communities_research_report&usg=AFQjCNGM4c4wPbyd-3h7wPvxJZnmQFaJiQ&sig2=WN676J1-HYOyzsitAeU9PQ&bvm=bv.127521224,d.ZGg
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Figure 11 General fertility rates 

 

Source: Office for National Statistics 

Life expectancy in Greenwich has been rising since 2000, but it is significantly shorter than the 

national average. This is true at birth and at age 65, and is true for both males and females. 

Moreover, there is a significant gender gap and according to the 2012-14 data males in Greenwich 

are expected to live approximately 3.5 years less than females. Figure 12 shows a time trend for life 

expectancy at birth for Greenwich versus England average.  

Figure 12 Life expectancy at birth 

 

Source: Office for National Statistics 
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Healthy life expectancy estimates the average number of life years that are lived without illness or 

disability. Healthy life expectancy in Greenwich is shorter compared to England average and recently 

it has been reducing for both females and males with a more pronounced decrease in male healthy 

life expectancy (Figure 13).  As with life expectancy at birth, there are clear gender differences in 

healthy life expectancy, with male healthy life expectancy approximately 3.5 years shorter compared 

to females. The life expectancy at birth and healthy life expectancy data at birth are presented in the 

Tables 8 and 9 in Appendix I Data Tables. 

Figure 13 Healthy life expectancy at birth 

 

Source: Office for National Statistics 

The slope index of inequality (SII) measures how 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 2012-14 in Greenwich the SII was 5.7 years for males and 5.3 years for females, 

indicating a wide gap in life expectancy between most versus least deprived (Figure 14). These gaps 

in life expectancy were lower compared to the aggregate averages for the boroughs with similar 

levels of deprivation. Detailed data are available in Table 10, Appendix I Data Tables. 

For more detailed information on life expectancy please refer to the Health, quality of life and life 

expectancy JSNA chapter. 
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Figure 14 Slope Index of Inequality (Years) 

 

Source: PHE Public Health Profiles 

 

Deprivation 
 
The Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) are the most common method of examining deprivation 
levels both nationally and locally. IMD is based on 37 individual indicators, which are organised over 
seven domains of deprivation. The IMD score is calculated by combining the seven domains and 
applying appropriate weighting. These calculations are done at the Lower Super Output Areas 
(LSOAs) level, which is a geographical unit containing around 1500 residents. After IMD score is 
calculated, every LSOA is ranked according to its level of deprivation relative to other LSOAs. There 
are two ways to rank LSOAs: by using rank of average rank or rank of average score. Compared to 
the rank of average rank, rank of average score is more sensitive to variations in deprivation and 
highly polarised areas will score higher on the average score measure than on the average rank. 
Rank of average score was used to calculate deprivation in Greenwich. 
 
According to the IMD 2015 rank of average score Greenwich was ranked as the 78th most deprived 

local authority out of 326 local authorities (LAs) in England. Based on the IMD score, 38 (25%) of 

Greenwich 151 LSOAs were within the 20% most deprived nationally (Figure 15) with 3 LSOAs being 

within 10% most deprived. Three (around 2%) out of 151 Greenwich LSOAs were within 20% least 

deprived LSOAS in the country. The 2010 IMD release ranked Greenwich as 28th most deprived local 

authority in England, with 64 and 25 LSOAs within 20% and 10% most deprived respectively. 

However, a caution should be exercised when interpreting the changes in 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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Figure 15 Greenwich LSOAs by national quintile of deprivation 

 

 
Source: Indices of Deprivation (2015)  
 

Figure 16 Greenwich LSOAs by Greenwich deprivation quintile 

 

 
Source: Indices of Deprivation (2015) 

 

Figure 16 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 

Greenwich LSOAs 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 IMD data, 52 

out of 151 Greenwich LSOAs (around 34%) were within the 20% most deprived nationally on the 

Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) and 40 LSOAs (around 27%) were within the 

20% most deprived nationally on the Income Deprivation Affecting Older People Index (IDAOPI).  

 
Greenwich was ranked as 14th most deprived out of 33 London boroughs, 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:  
 
Westminster ς 11th   
Enfield ς 12th  
Brent ς 13th   
Greenwich ς 14th   
Camden ς 15th   
Hammersmith and Fulham ς 16th  
Croydon ς 17th  
 
Figure 17 presents an overview of the proportion of LSOAs in each deprivation quintile for 
Greenwich, its deprivation comparators and London average. 
 
Figure 17 Proportion of LSOAs in each deprivation quintile for Greenwich, IMD comparators and London 

 

 
Source: Indices of Deprivation (2015) 

 
In Greenwich, comparator boroughs and London overall quintiles 1 and 2 add up to just over a half 
or more of all LSOAs, indicating relatively high levels of deprivation. Westminster was the only 
borough which did not have a single LSOA in the 5th (least deprived) quintile. The detailed data are 
presented in the Table 11, Appendix I Data Tables. 
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2ÅÓÉÄÅÎÔÓȭ Óegmentation profiles 
 
Figure 18 presents the social segmentation map of Greenwich, which was based on the Mosaic 
Public Sector data for 2015. The map highlights the most dominant Mosaic population type residing 
in each of the Greenwich LSOAs. Please see Table 5  for a detailed description of Mosaic types.  
 
As seen from the Figure 18, West, Central and South Greenwich are generally dominated by better 

off household types earning good salaries and living in sought-after locations. In turn, North and East 

of the borough are dominated by households on low income, council tenants and other resident 

receiving state support. Count and proportion of LSOAs by dominant household types are available 

from Table 12, Appendix I Data Tables. 

 

Figure 18 Most dominant Mosaic household types in Greenwich LSOAs 

 

Source: Mosaic Public Sector (2015) 

 

Table 5 ranks all Mosaic household types in Greenwich from most to least prevalent. There has been 

no change in the three most prevalent household types compared to the 2011 Mosaic data. The 

three most prevalent Mosaic household types in Greenwich are άG - Young, well-educated city 

dwellersέΣ άN - Young people renting flats in high density social housingέ ŀƴŘ άI - Lower income 
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