January 2006 — WILMAPCO DATA REPORT #4

Regional Population & Household
Changes 2000-2030

Continued increases in population and decreases in house-
hold size for the WILMAPCO region between 2000 and 2030

Data Report #4 builds on the findings of previous reports, and paints a picture of what the WILMAPCO region might be-
come between 2000 and 2030. Prior reports show the populations of New Castle County and Cecil County having in-
creased between 1980 and the present, while average household size decreased. Projections have these two trends
continuing in the WILMAPCO region. From 2000 to 2030, Cecil County can expect population growth in every munici-
pality, and could add 79,954 new residents by 2030, while New Castle County could add as many as 106,073 new resi-
dents during this same time period. However, New Castle County is not projected to see population increases in every

one of its plannmg districts. Table 1: Projected Increase in the Number of Households for Cecil and New Castle County, 2000 to 2030

® New Castle County is pro- [SlISlelsS 2010 2030  00-30 Chg.
jected to add 106,073 new
residents between 2000 and
2030, while Cecil County is
projected to add 33,199. Cecil County 31,223 40,525 51,450 61,825 30,602

e Both Cecil and New Castle [New Castle County 188,935 206,692 224,945 238,287 49,352

County can expect a combined
population of 721,527 people [Regional Total 220,158 | 247,217 276,395 300,112 79,954

by 2030.

° Cecil County is projected Table 2: Projected Population Increase for Cecil and New Castle County, 2000 to 2030
to grow at a faster rate than

New Castle County between Population 2000 2010 2020 2030 00-30 Chg.
2000 and 2030, 38.6% com-
pared to 21.2%, respectively. )

Cecil County 85,951 109,160 134,539 160,000 74,049
e As of 2000, New Castle
County had more than 6x the New Castle County 500,265 | 543,907 578,242 602,377 102,112
number of households of Cecil i
County. By 2030, New Castle Regional Total 586,216 | 653,067 712,781 762,377 176,161
County is projected to have 5x

the number of households. ) )
Table 3: Projected Decrease in Persons per Household, 2000 to 2030
e Both Cecil and New Castle
County are projected to see a
drop in the number of persons
per household from 2000 to
2030. They are projected to  [Cecil County 2.75 2.69 2.61 2.59 -0.16
have almost the exact amount
of persons per household by  [New Castle County 2.65 2.63 2.57 2.53 -0.12
2030 with Cecil County having
2.55 persons per household Regional Total 2.66 2.64 2.58 2.54
and New Castle, 2.53.

Persons per Household 2000 2010 00-30 Chg.

Source: Delaware Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005; the U.S. Census; and Maryland Department of Planning
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Regional Comparisons of Population Change in the 16 County Region Including and Surrounding
Cecil and New Castle County

Table 4: Projected Population Growth of 16 County Region with Comparison to the entire United States, 2000-2030

Absolute Change % Change 2000-

6,681,217

7,014,613

7,481,758

7,738,840

1,127,223

2000-2030 2030

Delaware New Castle 500,265 547,356 583,980 606,338 106,073 21.2%
Kent 127,085 146,259 158,986 168,340 41,255 32.5%

Sussex 157,430 194,615 229,441 254,525 97,095 61.7%

Maryland Cecil 85,951 109,160 134,539 160,000 74,049 86.2%
Harford 218,590 254,700 276,500 290,500 71,910 32.9%

Kent 19,197 20,450 22,050 22,700 3,503 18.2%

New Jersey Burlington 423,394 470,427 497,960 532,850 109,456 25.9%
Camden 508,932 512,710 514,760 515,425 6,493 1.3%

Gloucester 254,673 278,960 308,330 337,090 82,417 32.4%

Salem 64,285 n/a 68,400 n/a 5,315 8.3%

Pennsylvania Bucks 597,635 652,800 709,150 762,455 164,820 27.6%
Chester 433,501 483,500 528,000 571,800 138,299 31.9%

Delaware 551,974 550,970 546,972 547,890 -4,084 -0.7%

Montgomery 750,097 797,990 838,700 878,440 128,343 17.1%

Lancaster 470,658 509,726 548,980 585,487 114,829 24.4%

Philadelphia 1,517,550 1,484,990 1,515,010 1,505,000 -12,550 -0.8%

16.9%

Total- 16 County Region

Total- WILMAPCO Region 586,216 653,067 712,781 762,377

176,161 30.1%

Total- United States 282,125,000 308,936,000 335,805,000 363,584,000 81,459,000 28.9%

e The projected growth rate of the 16 County Region
(16.9%) is lower than the growth rate of 30.1% for the
WILMAPCO Region.

Pennsylvania

Montgomery

e The WILMAPCO Region is projected to grow at a
rate of 30.1% between 2000 and 2030, a rate lower
than what's projected for the entire United States, which Lancaster chestet e
is 28.9%. ' L gt

Burlingten

e The projected growth rate of 16.9% between 2000 iy
and 2030 for the entire 16 county region is lower than Harford "\ 7 &
the growth rates for the WILMAPCO region and for the
entire United States.

Mewy Jersey

e By 2030, New Castle County is projected to become
4th most populous County in the 16 County Region, be-
hind Philadelphia, Bucks, and Montgomery Counties.
As of 2000, New Castle County was 6th.

Maryland

e Inthe 16 County Region, 6 counties outpace the 4
United States growth rate of 28.9%. They are Cecil at

86.2%, Sussex at 61.7%, Harford at 32.9%, Kent (DE) at .
32.5%, Gloucester at 32.4%, and Chester at 31.9%. f
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Comparison of Counties In and Around the WILMAPCO Region

Five counties surrounding the WILMAPCO Region are projected to grow at a faster rate than the Region, the combined
growth rate for Cecil and New Castle County. Suburban counties in Pennsylvania around Philadelphia are projected to
see the most new residents between 2000 and 2030. Those in Delaware and Maryland may not see as many new resi-
dents, but have higher projected growth rates. Growth is projected within and around Cecil and New Castle County.

Figure 1: Projected Population Growth Rates for Cecil, New Castle,
. . and Surrounding Counties from 2000 to 2030
e The top four counties in terms

of growth rates between 2000 and

. 04
2030 are located in Delaware and 85.0%
Maryland. They are Cecil, MD; 75.0% |
Sussex, DE; Harford, MD; and Kent,
DE. 65.0% -
55.0% - Combined Growth Rate for
e |n terms of the number of new Cecil and New Castle

County of 30.1%

residents moving into them between  45.0%
2000 and 2030, the top four coun-

. . ' 35.0%
ties are in Pennsylvania. They are

Bucks, Chester, Montgomery, and 25.0%
Lancaster.

15.0%

e Bucks County is projected to 5.0%
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[ J CeC|I County |S pro]ected to Source: Delaware Population Consortium, Delaware Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, DVRPC, SJTPO, and Maryland Department of Planning.
grow the fastest in the 16 County
i 0,
region at a rate of 86.2% betwee.n Figure 2: Projected Number of New Residents for Cecil, New Castle,
2000 and 2030. Sussex County is and Surrounding Counties from 2000 to 2030
second at 61.7%.
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Source: Delaware Population Consortium, Delaware Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, DVRPC, SJTPO, 3
and Maryland Department of Planning.
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New Castle County Planning Districts: Population Growth and Decline

Table 5: Projected Population Changes for New Castle County Planning Districts, 2000-2030

Population CCD 2000 2010 2020 2030 00-30 Chg. % Change
MOT 29,682 53,060 79,501 95,996 66,314 223.4% £
Piedmont
Central Pencader 32,096 40,905 46,717 49,872 17,776 55.4%
Piedmont 29,388 32,798 35,495 37,873 8,485 28.9%
New Castle 82,021 | 85491 | 87,366 | 90407 8,386 10.2% i
Red Lion 5,589 7,895 9,125 10,062 4,473 80.0% crdher
Upper Christina 24,529 25,723 26,089 26,267 1,738 7.1% Newark oo
Greater Newark 67,114 68,756 68,665 68,713 1,599 2.4% ! New /
Pike Creek 42,312 | 42553 | 41,959 41,895 -417 -1.0% [ gpestiey
Lower Christina 36,250 36,269 35,579 35,341 -909 -2.5% {
Central \ v
Brandywine 78,620 78,731 77,302 76,854 -1,766 -2.2% Pencader Rea ),
Lion )
Wilmington 72,664 71,727 70,445 69,097 -3,567 -4.9% >
New Castle County 500,265 543,907 578,242 602,377 102,112 20.4% | 1
Source: Delaware Population Consortium; Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005.
Middletown-
Odessa-Townsepd
e Population growth is projected for many of New Castle County’s planning districts, {oT) _
especially in the Middletown-Odessa-Townsend (MOT) Planning District. \
e The MOT Planning District is projected to more than double its population between
2000 and 2030.
e The MOT Planning District is projected to become the most populous district in New
Castle County by 2030. o
e MOT’s immediate neighbors, Central Pencader and Red Lion, are also projected to
see growth upwards of 50% from 2000 to 2030.
Figure 3: Projected Population Growth Rates for New Castle
240% - County Planning Districts from 2000 to 2030
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Source: Delaware Population Consortium; Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005. 4
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New Castle County Planning Districts: Household Size Decreases

The average number of persons per household is projected to drop for each planning district in New Castle County. This
is a decrease projected for much of the United States. Demographers attribute this decrease to a growing elderly popu-
lation, and because of people deciding to have fewer children, declining birth rates. (See Page 9 for more information on
the elderly population.) Some observations about declining household size in New Castle County include:

e Many of the largest households have been and are projected to remain in the MOT Planning District.

e Pike Creek currently has the lowest number of persons per household, which is projected to continue to 2030.
e Brandywine is projected to have the largest decrease in the average number of persons per household.

e Lower Christiana, Pike Creek, and Wilmington are projected to have the smallest decreases in household size.
e By 2020, no planning district is projected to have an average number of persons per household above 3.

Table 6: Projected Decreases in the Average Number of Persons per Household for New Castle County Planning Districts, 2000-2030

Population/HH 00-30 Chg.
MOT 3.11 3.07 2.98 2.92 -0.19
Red Lion 2.84 2.80 2.72 2.66 -0.17
Greater Newark 2.76 2.73 2.64 2.59 -0.17
Central Pencader 2.71 2.67 2.59 2.54 -0.16
Piedmont 2.93 2.90 2 2.75 -0.18
New Castle 2.59 2.56 2.48 2.43 -0.16
Upper Christina 2.90 2.86 2.78 2.72 -0.18
[Wilmington 2.46 2.43 2.36 231 -0.15
Lower Christina 2.50 2.47 2.40 2.35 -0.15
Pike Creek 2.43 2.41 2.33 2.29 -0.15
Brandywine 2.54 2.46 2.37 2.30 -0.24
New Castle County 2.65 2.63 2.57 2.53 -0.12
Source: Delaware Population Consortium; Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005. Includes population living in group quarters
3.2 - Figure 4: Comparison of the 2000 vs. 2030 Persons per Household figures for the Nine New Castle County Planning Districts
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Source: Delaware Population Consortium Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005.
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Cecil County Planning Districts: Considerable Population Growth

Table 7: Projected Population Growth per Household for Cecil County Planning Districts, 2000-2030

POP2000 POP2010 POP2020 POP2030 00-30 Chg. % Change
Port Deposit 10,325 12,114 17,682 22,894 12,569 121.7%
Oakwood 3,667 5,306 6,165 7,098 3,431 93.6%
Northeast 18,673 22,293 28,880 35,580 16,907 90.5%
Fair Hill 8,082 10,255 12,845 15,284 7,202 89.1%
Rising Sun 9,102 11,579 14,282 16,978 7,876 86.5%
Chesapeake City 5,351 6,741 8,413 9,909 4,558 85.2%
Elkton 22,523 30,565 35,063 39,977 17,454 77.5%
Calvert 4,295 5,461 6,166 6,951 2,656 61.8%
Cecilton 3,933 4,845 5,043 5,330 1,397 35.5%
Cecil County 85,951 109,160 134,539 160,000 33,199 86.2%
Source: Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, WILMAPCO, and Maryland Department of Planning.
Qakuved /'f—/ Fair Hill

e Each planning district in Cecil County is projected to see major increases in popu- O Rising Catvert

lation. Port Deposit is projected to more than double its population by 2030. Most A il

planning districts are projected to grow at rates between 60% and 90%. = A Rl

Deposit _/g “://i‘_‘ﬁ/-—._ -

e Cecil County’s proximity to Philadelphia and Wilmington, and to a lesser extent {,/ 7 e

Baltimore, along with its relatively low housing prices has made it an increasingly
popular place to take up residence.

e The U.S. Census has recently recognized Chester and Lancaster, PA as urban-
ized areas. Also, growth is projected for Baltimore County, MD and neighboring
Harford County. As these areas grow, they could add to Cecil County’s develop- ceion
ment pressures in the same way Philadelphia and Wilmington currently do. &= -

Figure 5: Projected Population Growth Rates for Cecil
County Municipalities from 2000 to 2030
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Source: Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, WILMAPCO, and Maryland Department of Planning. 6
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Cecil County Planning Districts: Household Size Decreases

A decrease in the number of persons per household is projected across Cecil County between 2000 and 2030. As men-
tioned earlier in the discussion of household size in New Castle County on page 5, areas across the U.S. are experienc-
ing a decrease in the average number of persons per household, because of a growing elderly population and declining
birth rates. Despite Cecil County’s rural character, it's subject to some of the same demographic trends of New Castle
County, its more urbanized neighbor.

Table 8: Projected Decreases in the Number of Persons per Household for Cecil County Planning Districts, 2000-2030

Population/HH 2000 2010 2020 2030 00-30 Chg.
Cecilton 2.47 2.42 2.35 2.32 -0.15
Chesapeake City 2.64 2.58 251 2.48 -0.16
Elkton 271 2.65 2.58 2.55 -0.16
Fair Hill 2.88 2.82 2.73 271 -0.17
Northeast 2.74 2.68 2.60 2.57 -0.17
Rising Sun 2.80 2.74 2.66 2.63 -0.17
Port Deposit 2.72 2.66 2.59 2.56 -0.16
(Oakwood 2.89 2.83 2.74 2.71 -0.18
Calvert 3.12 3.05 2.96 2.93 -0.19
Cecil County 2.75 2.69 2.61 2.59 -0.16

Source: Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, WILMAPCO, and Maryland Department of Planning.

e As of 2000, Calvert was the only planning district in Cecil County that had an average number of persons per house-
hold above 3. Calvert is projected to have an average number of persons per household above 3 through 2010.

e Cecilton has the lowest number of persons per household in Cecil County, and is projected to remain the planning
district with the lowest number by 2030.

e All the planning districts are projected to decrease at or near the rate for Cecil County as a whole.

Figure 6: Comparison of 2000 vs. 2030 Persons per Household figures for the Nine New

3.20 Castle County Planning Districts
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Source: Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, WILMAPCO, and Maryland Department of Planning.



January 2006 WILMAPCO DATA REPORT #4: Regional Population Changes: 2000-2030

Population Pyramids for the WILMAPCO Region

“ A population pyramid is two back-to-back bar graphs, one showing the number of males and one showing females in a
particular population in five-year age groups. Males are conventionally shown on the left and females on the right, and
they may be measured by raw number or as a percentage of the total population” (definition from http://en.wikipedia.org).
Note the increase in the percentage of persons 65 and older and the decrease of persons 40 to 44 from 2000 to 2030.

Figure 7: 2005 Population Pyramid for the WILMAPCO Region
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Figure 8: 2030 Population Pyramid for the WILMAPCO Region
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Population of Persons 65 and Older

Table 9: Projected Increases in the Number of Persons 65 and Older for New Castle County, 2000-2030

2000 2010 2020 2030
65 & Older Population 58,092 69,360 95,662 127,974
Total Population 500,265 543,907 578,242 602,377
Senior Percentage 11.61% 12.75% 16.54% 21.24%
Table 10: Projected Increases in the Number of Persons 65 and Older for Cecil County, 2000-2030

2000 2010 2020 2030
65 & Older Population 8,995 11,880 17,650 24,640
Total Population 85,951 109,160 134,550 160,000
Senior Percentage 10.47% 10.88% 13.12% 15.40%

Source: Delaware Population Consortium; Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005; and Maryland Department of Planning

¢ As the “Baby Boom” generation grows older, both Cecil and New Castle County are projected to see a nationwide
trend of persons 65 and older becoming a larger part of the total population.

e By 2030, persons 65 and older are projected to comprise 15.40% of the population for Cecil and 21.24% for New
Castle Counties. Currently, seniors comprise around 10% of the population for both counties.

e Cecil and New Castle County are projected to more than double their population of seniors between 2005 and 2030.

e The projected decreases in household size for both counties is due in large part to the projected increase in the
population of seniors.

Figure 9: Projected Percentage Increases in the Population
of Persons 65 and Older from 2000 to 2030

23.00% -

21.00% -

19.00% -

17.00%
° Bl Cecil County

O New Castle County

15.00% -

13.00% -

11.00%

9.00% -

7.00% -

5.00% —
2000 2010 2020 2030

Source: Delaware Population Consortium; Center for Applied Demography and Survey Research, 2005; and Maryland Department of Planning
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Population Projections for Newark and Wilmington

In addition to state and countywide projections, the Delaware Population Consortium also estimates population for all
cities over 20,000 in Delaware. Table 11 shows the current projections for New Castle County’s two largest cities.

Table 11: Projected Changes in the Populations of Newark and Wilmington, 2000 - 2030

2010 2020 2030 00-30 Chg. % Change

Newark 29,298 31,478 31,864 32,740 3,442 11.75%

\Wilmington 72,664 71,727 70,445 69,097 -3,567 -4.91%

Source: Delaware Population Consortium, 2005

Some Observations Include:
e Newark is projected to see a gain in its population with 3,442 new residents, an 11.75% increase.

e Wilmington is projected to see a decrease in its population with 3,567 fewer residents in 2030 as there
was in 2000, a 4.91% decrease.

e Population growth in both cities is tied to the health of the regional economy. In an economy where
companies not only stay, but come from elsewhere or start locally, Newark and Wilmington would at-
tract workers from overseas and from other parts of the United States. As the two biggest urban cen-
ters in New Castle County, these workers would settle in these two cities given their amenities, housing
stocks, and availability to transportation. A downturn in the regional economy would have the opposite
effect, where Newark would see smaller increases in population growth if at all, and Wilmington, an
even bigger decrease than currently projected.
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The Wilmington Area Planning Council (WILMAPCO) is a Metropolitan Planning Organization serving New Castle County, DE and
Cecil County, MD. Our mission is to serve the citizens and stakeholders of the region by carrying out a comprehensive, continuing and
cooperative regional transportation planning process consistent with federal transportation legislation. This series of data reports is
designed to summarize various data and information about our region to allow decision makers and members of the public to better
understand the changes within our region. This document was created by the WILMAPCO Demographics and Data Subcommittee.
For more information on this and other data reports, please visit our website at http://www.wilmapco.org/data/index.htm
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