2016 Population Estimates

Community Development Committee




Estimates are not forecasts!

* The Council’s forecasts e Estimates look back In
look ahead to 2040 time to the previous year
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Council’s population estimates
* Conducted since 1971
* Mandated under Minnesota Statutes 473.24

* Timeline and process defined In statute
— Preliminary estimates sent out mid-May
— Comments / challenges addressed

— Certified to State Demographer and Commissioner
of Revenue
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The iImportance of estimates

* Official state government population estimates
used to allocate:

— Local government aid
— Local street aid
— Tax-base sharing under Fiscal Disparities

* Some local governments have their own uses

* Help Council staff track growth and development
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Council’s estimates are the ones that Minnesota’s state government uses for communities in the seven-county region. They are used to allocate local government aid and local street aid, and they influence tax-base sharing under the Fiscal Disparities Act.

Some local governments have their own uses, such as determining how many liquor licenses to distribute and placing population numbers on road signs.

Aside from legally prescribed purposes, though, estimates help us at the Council track growth and development. They help validate our demographic forecasts and point to where additional regional investments are needed. They are also an intuitively understandable way to think about development. We often talk about the number of new residential units added, or how housing preferences are shifting toward central locations with good transit accessibility, or about how local policies interact with the housing market to drive development. Population estimates are a more concrete way to understand the intersection of all these things—local policies, household choices, the housing market, and residential development.


A housing-stock-based approach

* Base housing unit number: from the 2010
Census

* “How many housing units were there in 20167”

— Changes In housing stock by type
— City-provided data on building permits / demolitions




A housing-stock-based approach

* Base housing unit number: from the 2010
Census

* “How many housing units were there in 20167?”

* “How many of those housing units were
occupied?”
— Occupancy rates by type
— American Community Survey (U.S. Census Bureau)
— U.S. Postal Service data
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A housing-stock-based approach

* Base housing unit number: from the 2010
Census

* “How many housing units were there in 2016?”

* “How many of those housing units were
occupled?”
* “How many people lived in those units?”

— Average household sizes by type
— American Community Survey (U.S. Census Bureau)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Note difference from the Census Bureau’s own method.


2016 population estimates

* 2016 population: 3,041,526
— Increase of 191,959 residents from 2010
— 6.7% growth since 2010

* Components of growth:
— Two-thirds “natural growth” (births > deaths)
— One-third migration

2

METROPOLITAN
C O U N C | L



Population Iin 2016
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o 304,442 (Saint Paul) and
419,952 (Minneapolis)

I 40,000 to 88,299

. 20,000 to0 39,999
5,000 to 19,999
110 to 4,999

Source:
Metropolitan
Council 2016
Population
Estimates

Note: The ten
most populous
cities In the region
are labeled.
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Population change, 2010 to 2016

T Gained 19,374 (Saint Paul)
or 37,374 (Minneapolis)

B Gained 1,000 to 7,002
" Gained 500 to 999
Gained 100 to 499
Gained 2 to 99
Lost population
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Growth patterns (1)
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Growth patterns (2)

|- Gained more than 1,000

B Gained 500 to 999

191 Gained 250 to 499
| Gained 100 to 249

Gained 1 to 99
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No change or lost population
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More uneven growth:
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Average annual population growth

2,886
959
7,139 4,289 Rural Service Area
1,340
1,988 :

6.136 5 452 Emerging Suburban Edge
10,718 2,292 - 6,840 Suburban Edge

>0 | Suburban

(7,224 5 962
3,787 5,938 Urban

= Urban Center (All others)

# Urban Center (Minneapolis
and Saint Paul)

1990-2000 2000-2010 2010-2016 2010-2020 2010-2040
(Census) (Census) (Estimates) (Forecasts) (Forecasts)

Source: Metropolitan Council
2016 Population Estimates
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Growth by community designation

0]
8% 1% o 5% 7%
13% = Non-Council communities
19%
20% 0
0 26% Rural Service Area
35% 19%
21% Emerging Suburban Edge
30% 0
° 18% 22% Suburban Edge
20%
12% Suburban

Urban

= Urban Center (All others)

= Urban Center (Minneapolis

and Saint Paul)
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1990-2000 2000-2010 2010-2016 2010-2020 2010-2040
(Census) (Census) (Estimates) (Forecasts) (Forecasts)

Source: Metropolitan Council
2016 Population Estimates
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Our region In context

+7.3%
+6.2%
+6.0%

2010-2016 growth,
large Midwestern
metropolitan areas

+5.9%

+4.7%

+2.4%

+1.1%
+0.7%
+0.5%

Sg,urce: U.S. Census Bureau, Decennial Census, 2010; ‘

Population Estimates, 2016 METROPO]TTAN




Vacancy rates are very low

12.0%

10.0%

8.0%

6.0%
Rental

4.0%
5 0% Overall

o Ownership
. 0

Source U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey / A
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
So relative to the Midwest, we are growing rapidly. However, housing construction has not kept pace with the demand, and there are not enough new homes being built to accommodate the additional households. This is driving down the vacancy rate, which is great news if you’re a landlord or trying to sell your house, but bad news if you’re a renter or trying to buy a house.


Population Estimates 2016

For more information and an interactive map, Visit:
www.metrocouncil.org/populationestimates
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