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POPULATION

According to the 2000 census, the population of Allen County totaled 331,849. As shown below,
the growth of the population has dowed markedly since 1970.

The loss of jobs (and job opportunities) during the severe economic recesson in the early eightiesin
both Allen County and Indiana undoubtedly caused an extraordinary population exodus. (The
economic downturn was so severe that Indiana and neighboring states were nicknamed the “rustbelt
dates’ because of the large number of facilities that were shuttered.) Consequently, the upturnin
the nineties was probably more of a sngpback than a change in trend (as the graph suggests).

ALLEN COUNTY POPULATION: 1920-2000
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Source: Decennial Census Publications, U.S. Dept. of Commerce

Growth Rates and Comparisons

1930-2000

Assuming the increased growth rate of the population in the nineties was Smply a snapback from the
depressed elghties, the decennia growth rate in Allen County has been in a secular downtrend since the
fifties. (Seebeow.) Prior to 1970 Allen County’s growth rate exceeded that of the United States, but
subsequently the population growth ratesin Allen County (and Indiana) have lagged.



DECENNIAL PERCENTAGE CHANGES IN POPULATION: 1930-2000
Allen County, Indiana, and United States

32%

28%

24%

20%

16%

12%

8%
4%
0%

1920-30 30-40 40-50 50-60 60-70 70-80 80-90 90-2000
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Source: Decennial Census Publications, U.S. Dept. of Commerce |

2010 and 2020 Population Projections®

The U.S. Department of Commerce does population projections for the U.S. and each state? The
Indiana Business Research Center periodicaly generatesindividua county population projections
congistent with the U.S. Department of Commerce population projection for Indiana®

DECENNIAL PERCENTAGE CHANGES IN POPULATION (1930-2000) WITH
PROJECTIONS (2010-2020)
Allen County, Indiana, and United States
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1920-30 30-40 40-50 50-60 60-70 70-80 80-90 90-2000 00-10 10-20

W Allen 28.4% 5.7% 18.5% 26.4% 20.8% 4.9% 2.2% 10.3% 1.0% 2.5%

Oindiana| 10.5% 5.8% 14.8% | 18.5% | 11.4% 5.7% 1.0% 9.7% 3.9% 2.6%

mUS. 16.2% 7.3% 14.5% 18.5% 13.4% 11.4% 9.8% 13.2% 6.6% 8.4%

Source: Decennial Census Publications, U.S. Dept. of Commerce

'Projections are generated from an analysis of the estimated current demographic characteristics and recent trends
(e.g. birth rate and death trends) of the relevant population. That is, the knowledge of the recent past is
“projected” into the future. Therefore, projections do not take into account the impact other factors may have on
future population change. For example, implementation of an economic development program that proved
successful would not be reflected in the population projections.

2 National Population Projections, U.S. Census Bureau Population Projections Program, Population Division,
released February 2000 for U.S. and 1996 for state.

% Preliminary Population Projectionsfor Indiana Counties: 2000—2020, Indiana Business Research Center,
Kelley School of Business, IndianaUniversity, February 1999.
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Based on the 2000 census data, the population projections for 2000 (not shown) were
extraordinarily low. Given that the projections have not been updated since the 2000 census, they
need to be viewed as suspect. Probably, the most to be gleaned from the now outdated projections
isthe rdlatively dower growth projected for Allen County and Indiana versus the United States.

Geographic Distribution

By Township

In 2000, the City of Fort Wayne had 62.0 percent (205,727) of the total population in Allen County;
however, the population of the city has been (and continuesto be) affected by annexation. Five of
the 20 townshipsin Allen County—Aboite, Adams, St. Joseph, Wayne, and Washington—had 82.0
percent of the population in the county. (See Figure 1.)

Wayne Township—which condtitutes the centrd city—has long had the largest percentage of Allen
County’ s population, but both its population and hegemony have eroded considerably. Population
declined from 155,285 in 1960 to 111,117 in 2000. Wayne Township's share of Allen County’s

population declined from 66.9 percent in 1960 to 33.5 percent in 2000.

Conversdly, population growth has exploded in the suburban townships. (See Table 1.) Northeast
suburbia—Cedar Creek, Milan, and St. Joseph townships—qgrew from 19,758 in 1960 to 82,067 in
2000. Northwest suburbia—E€ River, Perry, and Washington  townships—grew from 18,076 in
1960 to 54,279 in 2000. Southwest suburbia—ADboite, L afayette, and Pleasant Townships—grew
from 6,485 in 1960 to 34,407 in 2000. Essentidly dl the increase occurred in Aboite Township.

Southeast suburbia—Adams and Marion townships—grew from 20,754 in 1960 to 34,134 in 1970.
There has been no growth in southeast suburbiain the last three decades—the 2000 population was
35,049.

Population growth spurtsin and around Fort Wayne have occurred in a counterclockwise fashion
garting in the southeast quadrant in the early twenties with the development of the “east-end
indudtries” (Datanot shown.) Industria development never occurred in the northeast quadrant to
any extent; however, the quadrant has been amecca for housing development resulting from the
industrial development in the southeast quadrant and later in the northwest quadrant. In the
seventies, indudtria development in the northwest quadrant quickened, especidly dong U.S. 30. In
1985, the southwest quadrant came into the spotlight with the building of the Generd Motors' light-
truck assembly plant. Although speculative at this point, one can envison the spotlight on industrid
development returning to the southeast quadrant early in the twenty-first century given the recent
completion of the (southern and eastern parts of the) U.S. 469 bypass.

INSERT FIGURE 1



INSERT TABLE 1



By Census Tract

A breskout of the population by census tract obvioudy is possible dthough it is not shown herein.
However, subsets of the population are shown by censustract later in thisreport. So that readers
may identify the geographical location of the 86 census tractsin Allen County as of the 1990 census,*

acensus tract map is shown below:

LOCATION OF THE 86 CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY

ASOF THE 1990 CENSUS
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* The census tracts for 1990 have been used in this report so comparisons can be made with the 2000 census.
(The 2000 census tracts in some cases are more detailed than the 1990 census tracts, so 1990 census data cannot

be equated at the tract level to some 2000 census tracts.)
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By Race

Trendsin Allen County’ s population by race are shown below:

Race 1970 1980 1990 2000

White 260,088 262,908 264,088 275,697
Black 19,298 26,396 30,102 37,527
Asian 1,286 2,544 4,652
Other® 1,069 3,745 4,102 13,973
TOTAL 282,425 294,335 300,836 331,849

Corresponding percentage changes for the last three decades are shown below:

Race 70-80 80-90 90-00

White 1.1% 0.4% 4.4%
Black 36.8%  14.0% 24.7%
Asian 97.8% 82.9%
Other* 250.3% 9.5% 240.6%
TOTAL 4.9% 2.2% 10.3%

The non-white races have experienced spectacular growth compared to the white race; however, the
percentage changes have been from relative small bases (compared to the white race). The overdl
percentage distribution of the population by race over time shows more clearly the growing impact of
the non-white races.

Race 1970 1980 1990 2000

White 92.7% 89.3% 87.8% 83.1%
Black 6.9% 9.0% 10.0% 11.3%
Asian 0.0% 0.4% 0.8% 1.4%
Other* 0.4% 1.3% 1.4% 4.2%

TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

*QOther” includes American Indian, Native Hawaiian and other Pacific |slander, some other race, and (in 2000) two
Or more races.



OBSERVATION: Between 1970 and 2000 the non-white population in Allen
County increased from 7.3 percent to 16.9 percent. Given that the non-white
population is substantially younger than the white population (see below), the
per centage of thetotal population that is non-white will to continueto increase
because of a higher birthrate.

Blacks by Census Tract

Table 2 shows the percentage of blacks by census tract as of 2000.

In 2000, 74.4 percent (27,927) of the black population was located in 17censustracts. (See Figure
2.) The population in each of the 17 census tracts was at least 30 percent black.

Eighty-six percent (32,275) of dl blacksin Allen County in 2000 lived in Adams and Wayne
Townships.

“Other” by Census Tract®
Table 3 shows the percentage of “other” races by census tract as of 2000.
In 2000, eighteen tracts were at least seven percent “other” races. (See Figure 3.) The 18 tracts

contained 41.5 percent of the “other” races. 1n 1990, only onetract was at least seven percent
“other.”

® See footnote 4.



TABLE 2. BLACKS IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT
AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Blacks Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
17 1632 81.3% 116.01 255 3.2%
28 1998 78.2% 108.14 202 3.0%
29 1924 70.8% 108.03 163 3.0%
30 2771 69.7% 107.06 111 2.8%
14 1124 69.0% 115.02 68 2.8%
18 820 68.4% 108.08 148 2.7%
40 2593 65.8% 108.04 80 2.6%
15 684 58.3% 38 80 2.6%
27 1341 55.9% 7.01 83 2.6%
113.02 3081 55.9% 103.03 145 2.5%
23 3029 55.2% 10 32 2.3%
13 861 48.7% 106.02 71 2.3%
113.03 763 41.8% 6 46 2.2%
31 1078 35.5% 34 99 2.2%
16 820 35.2% 108.13 87 2.1%
113.04 1714 33.1% 9 69 2.1%
36 1694 29.5% 116.04 88 2.0%
12 188 14.9% 3 68 2.0%
20 580 14.1% 108.07 92 2.0%
26 447 12.2% 112.01 36 1.7%
39.02 332 11.4% 106.01 43 1.6%
42 41 11.3% 116.03 96 1.6%
22 471 10.8% 39.01 55 1.6%
35 320 8.6% 116.02 112 1.5%
32 431 7.8% 37 37 1.4%
33.01 228 7.6% 116.05 23 1.0%
41.02 379 7.3% 1 24 0.9%
108.02 445 7.2% 103.04 56 0.9%
11 124 7.0% 103.1 50 0.8%
41.01 151 6.7% 112.02 25 0.8%
25 246 6.6% 106.03 13 0.7%
21 166 6.4% 8 29 0.7%
33.04 245 6.0% 117.01 19 0.7%
5 207 5.4% 118.01 24 0.7%
108.05 374 5.2% 105 13 0.7%
7.03 132 5.2% 106.04 18 0.6%
108.11 285 4.8% 110 10 0.4%
107.04 51 4.4% 111 11 0.4%
115.01 178 4.3% 102 33 0.3%
4 113 4.2% 109 17 0.3%
107.05 194 3.9% 112.03 12 0.3%
108.09 187 3.8% 101 10 0.2%
107.03 74 3.4% 119 4 0.2%
108.12 139 3.3% 104 4 0.1%
117.02 110 3.3% 118.02 1 0.1%




FIGURE 2. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY WITH
AT LEAST THIRTY PERCENT BLACK POPULATION
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TABLE 3.

"OTHER" RACES IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT
AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Other Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
27 509 21.22% 115.02 82 3.32%
20 724 17.66% 37 86 3.25%
21 319 12.29% 8 130 3.20%
18 140 11.68% 108.11 188 3.18%
26 425 11.61% 3 106 3.12%
31 349 11.50% 117.02 102 3.03%
23 617 11.24% 107.06 118 3.02%
5 356 9.36% 35 109 2.94%
113.02 480 8.70% 108.07 130 2.76%
40 332 8.42% 108.09 135 2.73%
22 361 8.28% 107.05 134 2.72%
113.03 151 8.26% 119 51 2.60%
16 191 8.19% 39.01 88 2.58%
15 96 8.18% 108.03 142 2.57%
30 310 7.80% 106.01 66 2.52%
29 201 7.40% 116.01 202 2.50%
17 145 7.22% 108.04 75 2.48%
12 90 7.14% 117.01 66 2.44%
36 381 6.64% 116.03 143 2.42%
6 138 6.51% 108.05 171 2.40%
28 165 6.46% 34 109 2.37%
25 237 6.38% 112.02 77 2.34%
113.04 312 6.03% 108.12 96 2.30%
4 159 5.93% 118.01 81 2.22%
14 92 5.65% 116.05 49 2.15%
32 309 5.57% 107.03 45 2.09%
7.01 169 5.23% 108.08 109 2.01%
33.04 211 5.17% 116.04 85 1.96%
10 68 4.97% 106.02 54 1.71%
39.02 143 4.90% 108.14 113 1.69%
7.03 121 4.78% 116.02 123 1.59%
33.01 142 4.76% 111 47 1.58%
11 83 4.66% 107.04 17 1.46%
112.01 94 4.35% 103.03 85 1.46%
38 131 4.21% 103.1 85 1.44%
105 82 4.13% 104 41 1.36%
13 72 4.07% 102 140 1.36%
106.04 117 4.04% 103.04 73 1.13%
115.01 162 3.95% 110 27 1.10%
41.02 195 3.77% 106.03 18 1.02%
1 94 3.69% 112.03 45 0.96%
9 123 3.66% 101 36 0.88%
41.01 81 3.59% 109 51 0.83%
108.13 145 3.54% 118.02 12 0.67%
108.02 208 3.38% 42 1 0.28%
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FIGURE 3. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY WITH
AT LEAST SEVEN PERCENT “OTHER” RACES
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Hispanic (NOT a Race)

Hispanic isNOT arace, but in the 2000 census amgority of the “other” racesin Allen County aso
congder themselves to be of Higpanic origin. 1n 2000 there were 13,877 persons who identified
themselves as Higpanic. (Seebeow.) Almost 6,000 classified themselves as white,

Race Breakdown of Hispanics 1970 1990 2000

White 2,557 5,965
Black 214 378
Adan 39 55
Other 2,853 7,479

TOTAL 4,743 5663 13,877*
* In the 2000 census, persons for the first time could declare themselves as
being “two or moreraces.” This probably explains aportion of the dramatic
increasein “other.” That is, in 1990 (and before), Hispanic persons had to
declare themselves as exclusively white, black, etc.

and an additiond 7,479 classfied themsdves as being one of the “other” races. (There were
13,973 “other” in the 2000 census) Therefore, to andyze Hispanicsis equivaent to analyzing a
majority (53.5 percent) of the “other” racesin Allen County.”

The Hispanic population grew 145 percent in the nineties. (See above)) Table 4 showsthe
percentage of Hispanic origin by censustract as of 2000. In 2000, twenty-seven tracts had a

Higpanic population of &t least five percent. (See Figure4.) The 27 tracts contained 61.3 percent of
the Higpanics in Allen County.

"Notethe s milarity between Figure 3 showing the tracts with at |east seven percent “other” races and Figure 4

showing tracts with at |least a five percent Hispanic population. Thelonetract (#21) in 1990 that was at least
seven percent “other” races was6.7 percent Hispanic.
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TABLE 4. PERSONS OF HISPANIC ORIGIN IN ALLEN COUNTY

BY TRACT AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Hispanic Origin Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
27 631 26.30% 115.02 70 2.83%
20 890 21.71% 33.01 82 2.75%
18 180 15.01% 108.02 169 2.75%
5 527 13.85% 117.02 92 2.74%
26 502 13.72% 116.05 61 2.68%
21 350 13.49% 8 100 2.46%
31 391 12.88% 116.04 106 2.44%
16 270 11.58% 106.01 63 2.41%
23 584 10.64% 108.09 118 2.39%
22 454 10.42% 39.01 80 2.35%
28 266 10.42% 116.01 189 2.34%
30 410 10.31% 107.05 114 2.31%
15 111 9.45% 108.07 106 2.25%
29 255 9.39% 34 101 2.20%
17 158 7.87% 108.04 66 2.18%
10 107 7.83% 112.02 69 2.10%
40 306 7.76% 108.12 82 1.96%
113.02 397 7.20% 108.03 106 1.92%
25 257 6.92% 119 37 1.88%
36 381 6.64% 107.06 72 1.84%
14 94 577% 108.05 126 1.77%
33.04 235 5.76% 106.03 31 1.76%
32 317 5.71% 106.02 55 1.74%
12 71 5.63% 108.08 93 1.71%
13 99 5.60% 35 63 1.70%
39.02 157 5.38% 118.01 62 1.70%
6 109 5.14% 42 6 1.65%
7.01 161 4.98% 116.02 126 1.63%
9 160 4.75% 117.01 42 1.55%
112.01 102 4.72% 116.03 89 1.50%
113.03 85 4.65% 111 40 1.34%
7.03 108 4.27% 108.14 80 1.20%
38 129 4.15% 103.03 66 1.13%
4 111 4.14% 103.1 66 1.12%
106.04 116 4.01% 109 68 1.11%
113.04 204 3.94% 112.03 46 0.98%
11 67 3.76% 107.03 20 0.93%
3 121 3.56% 105 18 0.91%
37 94 3.55% 110 22 0.90%
115.01 138 3.37% 103.04 50 0.78%
1 80 3.14% 107.04 9 0.77%
41.02 153 2.96% 102 72 0.70%
41.01 66 2.93% 104 21 0.70%
108.11 170 2.87% 118.02 12 0.67%
108.13 116 2.83% 101 21 0.51%

13




FIGURE 4. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLE@ COUNTY WITH
AT LEAST FIVE PERCENT OF HISRANIC ORIGIN
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AGE

Allen County’ s popul ation has aged rapidly—an impact of the baby boomers?® The median age’
increased 8.1 years in three decades—from 26.0 yearsin 1970 to 34.1 yearsin 2000. Thisisa
tremendous change in a population of approximately 300,000.

MEDIAN AGE OF POPULATION IN ALLEN COUNTY

Year All White Black Asian Hispanic
1970 26.0 25.6M/27.6F 18.2M/20.0F

1980 295 294 21.6

1990 321 331 24.8 26.8 23.9
2000 341 36.0 26.6 30.6 23.5

As shown above, the non-white population is substantialy younger than the white population. For
example, the median age of those declaring themsalves to be of “two or more races’ in the 2000
census (not shown above) was 15.5 years. Undoubtedly many in the classfication are the result of
bi-racid relaionships.

Distribution

The digtribution of Allen County’s population among various age classes by census year is asfollows.

Age 1970 1980 1990 2000
04 26,336 23927 23,747 25,440
Pct. Change -9.1% -0.8% 7.1%
59 20,768 23945 23818 26,195
Pct. Change -19.6% -0.5% 10.0%
10-14 30,085 24,973 22,731 25,487
Pct. Change -17.0% -9.0% 12.1%
1517 17,209 16,652 12,993 14,829
Pct. Change -2.7% -22.0% 14.1%
18-24 33,093 38,446 29,691 31,193
Pct. Change 16.2% -22.8% 5.1%

8 Baby boomers are defined as those persons born between 1946 and 1964, inclusive.
*The median age is the age that divides the population in half—half of the population is older than the median age
and half isyounger.
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Continued on next page.

Continued from previous page.
Age 1970 1980 1990 2000
2534 35,708 51,043 52,925 47,011
Pct. Change 12.9% 3.7% -11.2%
3544 31,658 32,647 47,608 52,496
Pct. Change 31% 45.8% 10.3%
45- 30,441 28,740 28,782 45,188
Pct. Change -5.6% 0.1% 57.0%
55-59 12,061 14,506 12,016 14,974
Pct. Change 20.3% -17.2% 24.6%
60-64 10,322 11,382 12,265 11,276
Pct. Change 10.3% 7.8% -8.1%
65-74 14,686 16,479 20,137 19,631
Pct. Change 12.2% 22.2% -25%
584 7,291 8,388 10,642 13,383
Pct. Change 21.9% 19.7% 25.8%
85 or over 1,897 2,707 3481 4,746
Pct. Change 42.7% 28.6% 36.3%

TOTAL 280,455 294,335 300,836 331,849

The age digtributions are graphed below:

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF ALLEN COUNTY POPULATION
1970-2000
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The bulge of baby boomers moving through the age digtributionsis clear inthegraph aove—the
0-24 age classesin 1970, the 10-34 age classes in 1980, the 20-44 age classesin 1990, and the
30-54 age classes in 2000.

Decreasein the Younger Population

After declining in both the seventies and eighties, the younger population grew a the same rate asthe
overal population inthe ningties. That is, the baby boom echo isnow creating renewed growthin
the younger population.

Age 1970 1980 1990 2000
0-4 26,336 23,927 23,860 25,440
Pct. Change -9.1% -0.2% 6.6%
5-9 29,768 23945 23,722 26,195
Pct. Change -196% -09% 10.4%
10-14 30,085 24,973 22,810 25,487
Pct. Change -170 -87% 11.7%
15-17 17,109 16,652 13,112 14,829
Pct. Change -27% -21.3% 13.1%
TOTAL 103,298 89,497 83504 91,951
Pct. Change -134%  -6.7% 10.1%

The decreases in the seventies were due largdly to the baby boomers moving out of the 5-9 and 10-
14 age classes. The decrease in the eighties was aided by the loss of the baby boomersin the 15-17
age class.

L ocation of the Younger Population

Table 5 shows the percentage of people 17 or under in Allen County by censustract in 2000. In
2000, thirteen census tracts had at least a third of the tract population 17 or younger. (See Figure
5.) The highest concentrations of younger people are in black dominated tracts, and northeast and
southwest suburbia
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TABLE 5. SEVENTEEN OR UNDER IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT
AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract 17 or Under Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
17 878 43.7% 107.04 318 27.3%
29 1011 37.2% 112.02 898 27.3%
40 1436 36.4% 108.04 823 27.2%
30 1442 36.3% 110 668 27.2%
27 859 35.8% 116.03 1606 27.1%
23 1958 35.7% 116.04 1167 26.9%
28 905 35.4% 36 1538 26.8%
101 1439 35.0% 108.07 1260 26.7%
31 1062 35.0% 118.01 967 26.5%
116.02 2613 33.9% 22 1149 26.4%
16 776 33.3% 7.01 847 26.2%
102 3418 33.2% 117.01 705 26.0%
109 2026 33.1% 34 1187 25.9%
33.01 961 32.2% 111 765 25.7%
103.03 1869 32.1% 106.04 735 25.4%
26 1173 32.0% 9 846 25.1%
18 383 31.9% 108.05 1746 24.5%
15 375 31.9% 108.11 1443 24.4%
113.03 582 31.9% 108.02 1488 24.2%
103.04 1994 31.0% 106.02 760 24.1%
118.02 547 30.5% 112.03 1130 24.1%
108.08 1636 30.1% 14 389 23.9%
6 634 29.9% 39.02 696 23.9%
116.01 2405 29.8% 38 736 23.7%
20 1211 29.5% 37 626 23.6%
108.13 1207 29.5% 4 627 23.4%
103.1 1738 29.4% 106.01 605 23.1%
32 1630 29.4% 1 584 22.9%
108.14 1939 29.1% 106.03 399 22.7%
113.04 1502 29.0% 107.03 484 22.5%
108.03 1600 29.0% 41.01 508 22.5%
104 870 29.0% 8 908 22.4%
113.02 1586 28.8% 116.05 503 22.1%
10 393 28.7% 33.04 900 22.0%
112.01 618 28.6% 5 817 21.5%
21 741 28.6% 39.01 728 21.3%
107.05 1393 28.3% 115.02 516 20.9%
108.09 1395 28.2% 35 769 20.8%
117.02 948 28.2% 7.03 507 20.0%
25 1042 28.0% 115.01 733 17.9%
108.12 1165 27.9% 41.02 792 15.3%
119 546 27.8% 11 256 14.4%
3 934 27.5% 12 168 13.3%
105 544 27.4% 13 200 11.3%
107.06 1070 27.4% 42 0 0.0%
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FIGURE 5. CENSUSTRACTSINALLEN COUNTY WITH
AT LEAST 33 PERCENT YOUNGER POPULATION (17 OR UNDER)
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Growth in the Older Population

There has been perdstent and substantia growth (44.5 percent) in the older population—65 or
over—in Allen County between 1970 and 2000. (See below.) Super seniors—those 75 or over—
essentially doubled—from 9,188 to 18,129.

Age 1970 1980 1990 2000
65-74 14686 16,479 19,767 19,631
Pct. Change 12.2% 20.0% -0.7%
75-84 7,291 8,888 10,709 13,383
Pct. Change 21.9% 20.5% 25.0%
85+ 1,897 2,707 3,648 4,746
Pct. Change 42.7% 34.8% 30.1%
TOTAL 23,874 27,133 34,124 37,760
Pct. Change 13.7% 25.8% 10.7%

OBSERVATION. Theolder population has experienced per sstent and substantial
growth in the last two decades. Given that the first baby boomersbecome 65 in
2011, the older population will continue to grow dramatically. If life expectancy
continuesto increase, the growth of the older population will be enhanced even
more.

L ocation of the Older Population

Table 6 shows the percentage of the older population (65 or over) in Allen County by census tract.
Slightly less than athird (32.1 percent or 12,107) of the older population in Allen County islocated in 18
censustracts. Each of the tracts contains at least 15 percent older population. (See Figure 6.) Thetracts
are concentrated in the near northeast and near southwest quadrants of the city.
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TABLE 6. SIXTY-FIVE OR OLDER IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT
AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract 65 or Over Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
35 1305 35.3% 113.04 543 10.5%
41.01 569 25.2% 9 351 10.4%
108.05 1377 19.3% 33.01 306 10.3%
39.01 658 19.3% 107.04 119 10.2%
115.02 470 19.0% 18 121 10.1%
41.02 975 18.8% 109 595 9.7%
8 753 18.5% 104 291 9.7%
37 480 18.1% 117.01 255 9.4%
1 429 16.8% 3 320 9.4%
12 212 16.8% 116.04 405 9.3%
108.11 976 16.5% 16 217 9.3%
39.02 475 16.3% 103.04 594 9.2%
106.03 281 16.0% 117.02 310 9.2%
113.02 881 16.0% 112.01 199 9.2%
116.05 360 15.8% 113.03 168 9.2%
115.01 634 15.5% 13 158 8.9%
5 583 15.3% 7.03 223 8.8%
34 689 15.0% 28 221 8.7%
112.03 681 14.5% 102 877 8.5%
111 421 14.1% 101 343 8.3%
32 783 14.1% 40 322 8.2%
38 436 14.0% 6 171 8.1%
108.12 577 13.8% 23 440 8.0%
108.02 840 13.6% 108.08 430 7.9%
14 216 13.3% 10 107 7.8%
33.04 537 13.2% 31 236 7.8%
108.03 721 13.1% 103.1 446 7.5%
22 565 13.0% 27 178 7.4%
105 257 12.9% 25 275 7.4%
119 253 12.9% 116.01 589 7.3%
106.01 328 12.5% 108.14 485 7.3%
110 305 12.4% 21 184 7.1%
108.04 370 12.2% 17 139 6.9%
108.07 576 12.2% 107.03 142 6.6%
112.02 399 12.1% 11 116 6.5%
116.03 713 12.0% 29 171 6.3%
108.09 594 12.0% 103.03 365 6.3%
107.06 460 11.8% 30 248 6.2%
118.01 427 11.7% 107.05 304 6.2%
36 666 11.6% 4 162 6.0%
118.02 207 11.5% 20 246 6.0%
15 132 11.2% 26 204 5.6%
106.04 314 10.9% 108.13 215 5.3%
106.02 335 10.6% 116.02 400 5.2%
7.01 342 10.6% 42 7 1.9%
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FIGURE 6. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY WITH

AT LEAST 15 PERCENT OLDER POPULATION (65 OR OVER)
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By Race

The chart below compares the age distribution in 2000 of whitesin Allen County to the overdl
population. The gap between the two linesis the non-white population.”®  The non-white popul ation
is disproportionately “young” and the white population is disproportionately “old.”

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF ALLEN COUNTY POPULATION in 2000
White Population and Total Population

30

25

20

15

Thousands

10

' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49 50-54 55-59 60-64 65-69 70-74 75-79 80-84 85+

= = = =Total Population
Note: Whites reported as one race only —— \\/hite Population

Dependency Percentage

Dependency is the percentage of the younger people plus the older people to the remainder of the
peoplein agiven population. It isagross measure of the portion of a designated population most
likely in need (according to age only) compared to the portion most likely to be sdf-rdiant. A low
percentage is favorable, ceteris paribus.

By Census Tract

Table 7 shows dependency percentages by censustract in 2000. Twenty-four tracts had a
dependency percentage of at least 70 percent in 2000 as compared with 28 census tractsin 1990.
(SeeFigure7.)

19 Be reminded that the non-white population in Allen County is predominantly black. (See page7.)

24



ABLE 7. DEPENDENCY PERCENTAGE IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRAC
AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Dependency Tract Continued
Percentage |

35 127.4% 108.07 63.8%
17 102.6% 106.03 63.0%
41.01 91.3% 104 63.0%
113.02 80.9% 112.03 62.9%
40 80.5% 103.03 62.4%
28 78.9% 36 62.4%
108.05 78.0% 118.01 61.7%
23 77.5% 108.08 61.4%
29 77.1% 6 61.2%
32 76.9% 116.05 61.2%
101 76.5% 108.02 60.8%
27 76.1% 112.01 60.8%
15 76.0% 38 60.4%
109 74.9% 26 60.3%
31 74.7% 107.04 60.2%
16 74.2% 117.02 59.8%
30 73.9% 14 59.1%
33.01 73.9% 116.01 58.8%
18 72.5% 103.1 58.5%
108.03 72.5% 3 58.4%
118.02 72.4% 5 58.2%
37 71.7% 7.01 58.2%
102 71.6% 10 57.7%
108.12 71.6% 108.14 57.1%
113.03 69.6% 106.04 56.9%
8 69.2% 116.04 56.7%
34 69.1% 21 55.4%
108.11 69.1% 106.01 55.4%
119 68.6% 9 55.2%
39.01 68.4% 20 55.1%
105 67.7% 117.01 55.0%
108.09 67.3% 25 54.9%
103.04 67.3% 33.04 54.3%
39.02 67.1% 108.13 53.3%
115.02 66.4% 106.02 53.2%
111 66.2% 107.05 52.6%
1 66.0% 41.02 51.9%
110 65.6% 115.01 50.0%
113.04 65.3% 12 43.1%
108.04 65.3% 4 41.7%)
112.02 65.0% 107.03 41.1%
22 64.8% 7.03 40.6%
116.03 64.4% 11 26.4%
107.06 64.4% 13 25.4%
116.02 64.1% 42 2.0%
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FIGURE 7. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY WITH A DEPENDENCY
PERCENTAGE OF AT LEAST SEVENTY PERCENT
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By Race

The Asian race had the lowest dependency percentage (47.4%) and the “ other” races had the
highest (77.3%) as of the 2000 census.

DEPENDENCY PERCENTAGES IN ALLEN COUNTY POPULATION IN 2000

90%

80%

70%

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Overall White Black Asian Other Hispanic*

*Not mutually exclusive
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HOUSEHOLDS

Between 1970 and 2000, Allen County’ s population increased 18.3 percent; however, the number
of households increased 50.2 percent—from 85,720 to 128,745. Family house-

Households™ 1970 1980 1990 2000 PCT CHANGE
1970-2000
Family 69,416 76,694 79,899 86,235 24.2%
Non-family 16,304 27,709 33,157 42510 160.7
TOTAL 85720 104,403 113,056 128,745 50.2

holds increased 24.2 percent and non-family households skyrocketed—160.7%. Severd factors
undoubtedly contributed to the relatively larger increase in households (e.g., increasing divorce rates
and later marriage); however, the maturation of the baby boomers was probably the dominant factor.
This conclusion is supported by the fact that the largest percentage increase in households (21.8%)
occurred in the seventies when many of the baby boomers entered their twenties or moved through
their twenties and established their own households. In the eighties and nineties households increased
8.3 and 13.9 percent, respectively.

Households Percentage @ Change From
70-80 80-90 90-2000
Family 10.5% 4.2% 7.9%
Non-family 70.0 19.7 28.2
BOTH 21.8 8.3 13.9

Non-family Households by Census Tract

Table 8 shows the percentage of non-family householdsin Allen County by census tract in 2000.
Twenty-three tracks contained at least 40 percent non-family households. (SeeFigure 8.
They contained 40.7 percent (17,293) of al non-family households.

"Non-family households consist of individual-person househol ds and multiple-person households of unrelated
individuals. Family households consist of related individuals. They need not be husband-wife but can be one
parent-young child, one parent-grown child, two brothers, etc.
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TABLE 8. NON-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS IN ALLEN COUNTY
BY TRACT AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Nonfamily HH Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
12 588 81.9% 23 666 32.6%
11 738 73.7% 113.04 631 31.8%
13 450 71.4% 41.01 245 30.9%
41.02 1621 60.9% 27 246 30.9%
7.03 721 57.2% 30 436 30.6%
4 723 55.9% 107.05 583 30.4%
35 855 54.8% 17 202 30.3%
115.01 1083 54.8% 108.07 560 30.0%
5 892 54.2% 108.12 467 29.6%
38 745 48.9% 106.02 368 29.3%
14 299 48.7% 33.01 334 29.2%
36 1301 48.5% 28 243 28.5%
33.04 894 47.4% 106.03 198 27.9%
106.04 627 46.7% 112.02 348 27.6%
20 714 46.7% 29 250 27.3%
39.02 597 45.2% 106.01 277 26.7%
21 462 44.9% 107.06 403 26.4%
8 833 44.4% 119 190 26.3%
108.02 1224 44.3% 116.01 790 26.0%
10 245 43.8% 112.03 455 25.3%
7.01 594 43.1% 118.01 347 25.1%
6 344 41.3% 116.04 421 25.0%
22 743 40.6% 116.05 227 24.4%
1 445 39.5% 108.04 274 23.9%
112.01 344 39.1% 105 169 22.8%
34 738 38.7% 108.09 399 22.1%
18 175 38.7% 117.01 222 21.7%
9 506 38.7% 110 187 21.0%
3 533 38.1% 40 282 21.0%
113.03 289 37.6% 116.03 466 20.8%
113.02 773 36.3% 108.03 412 20.8%
25 485 35.5% 118.02 125 20.2%
26 464 35.5% 108.14 473 19.7%
16 299 34.9% 117.02 229 19.4%
15 154 34.8% 108.08 312 16.6%
108.05 1000 34.3% 101 198 16.1%
108.11 827 34.2% 109 307 15.8%
107.03 312 33.8% 103.01 322 15.7%
39.01 491 33.3% 102 508 15.3%
115.02 349 33.2% 107.04 63 14.9%
111 406 33.0% 104 146 14.4%
32 706 32.8% 103.04 312 14.3%
31 355 32.8% 103.03 191 10.7%
108.13 517 32.8% 116.02 214 8.7%

37 351 32.7%
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FIGURE 8. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY
WITH AT LEAST 40 PERCENT NON-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS
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Different Types of Family Households

As noted above, family households increased from 69,416 in 1970 to 86,235 in 2000. The table
below shows a breskout among the four types of family households over the last three decades.™

DISTRIBUTION OF DIFFERENT TYPES OF FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS
IN ALLEN COUNTY, 1970-2000
45
40
g = — .
i 30 - —
% é 25
=2 8
E 3 20
“ué " 15
8 10 — |
§ 5 T — _— ——
1970 1980 1990 2000
b= \Jarried, w/child(ren)<18 36,778 34,356 32,370 31,048
=@ Female Head w/child(ren)<18 3,641 6,907 7,242 10,036
Male Head w/child(ren)<18 481 1,113 1,546 2,800
Without children<18 28,516 34,318 38,741 42,351

Female Head of Household with Child(ren) 17 or Under

Female head of households with child(ren) 17 or under increased 175.6 percent in the last three
decades—from 3,641 to 10,036.

By Tract

Table 9 shows by census tract in 2000 the percentage of female head of households with child(ren)
17 or under to dl family households. Thirty-two of the census tracts had at least 15 percent (5,304)
femae head of households with child(ren) 17 or under to dl family households. (See Figure 9.)
Tracts with relatively large black and Hispanic populations dominated.™®

2Remember that family households consist of related individuals. They need not be husband-wife but can be one
parent-young child, one parent-grown child, two brothers, etc.
3 The two characteristics are not mutually exclusive.
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TABLE 9. FEMALE HH WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER
IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Female HH with Child Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage

17 242 52.16% 1 77 11.29%
30 348 35.12%|| 107.06 126 11.22%
113.03 165 34.38% 41.01 61 11.13%
23 470 34.13% 32 157 10.87%
29 204 30.58% 111 87 10.55%
11 78 29.66% 34 117 10.03%
28 173 28.36%|| 108.05 186 9.72%
27 154 27.95% 37 64 8.86%
40 289 27.21%|| 106.02 76 8.57%
16 149 26.75%|| 107.05 112 8.41%
18 74 26.71%|| 108.12 88 7.91%
15 75 25.95% 119 42 7.88%
36 354 25.65%|| 108.09 100 7.10%
113.02 334 24.61%|(| 108.04 61 7.00%
13 43 23.89% 39.01 63 6.41%
14 73 23.17%|| 116.04 81 6.40%
21 131 23.06%|| 108.11 102 6.40%
20 184 22.58%|| 112.03 85 6.34%
3] 162 22.28%|| 108.07 81 6.20%
10 68 21.59%|| 107.03 36 5.90%
q 105 21.47%|(| 117.02 55 5.78%
33.01 174 21.45%|| 108.03 90 5.73%
4 119 20.84%|| 118.01 59 5.71%
106.04 142 19.86%|| 115.02 40 5.69%
12 25 19.23%|| 116.01 120 5.32%
26 158 18.72% 109 85 5.18%
38 146 18.72%|| 117.01 40 4.98%
39.02 132 18.21% 105 28 4.90%
7.01 138 17.62%|| 108.08 76 4.86%
35 118 16.74%|| 116.03 81 4.58%
5 125 16.60%|| 103.01 75 4.33%
33.04 161 16.25% 102 116 4.11%
25 130 14.77%|| 106.03 21 4.11%
108.02 226 14.69%|| 108.14 75 3.89%
22 158 14.56%|| 116.05 25 3.55%
112.0% 76 14.21% 101 36 3.49%
113.04 187 13.84%|| 103.04 64 3.42%
9 105 13.09% 110 24 3.41%
115.01 113 12.65%|| 106.01 23 3.03%
8 132 12.63% 104 26 3.01%
3 107 12.37%|| 103.03 47 2.96%
7.03 65 12.04%|| 118.02 13 2.63%
108.13 123 11.59%|| 116.02 50 2.23%)
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Male Head of Household with Child(ren) 17 or Under
Mae head of households with child(ren) 17 or under increased from 481 in 1970 to 2,800 in 2000.
By Tract

Table 10 shows by census tract in 2000 the percentage of mae head of households with child(ren)
17 or under to dl family households. Twenty-four of the census tracts had at least five percent mae
head of households with child(ren) 17 or under to al family households. (See Figure 10.)

Married with Child(ren) 17 or Under

Intact family households with child(ren) 17 or under decreased 15.5 percent between 1970 and
2000. The changes were rdatively evenly spread over the three decades.

FamiliesWithout Child(ren) 17 or Under

Families without child(ren) 17 or under increased 48.5 percent. The changes were rdatively evenly
spread over the three decades.
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TABLE 10. MALE HH WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER
IN ALLEN COUNTY BY TRACT AS OF THE 2000 CENSUS

Tract Male HH with Child Tract Continued
Number Percentage Number Percentage
21 49 8.63%|| 107.03 20 3.28%
10 27 8.57%|| 108.07 42 3.22%
12 11 8.46% 37 23 3.19%
5 60 7.97%|| 106.02 28 3.16%
20 64 7.85%|| 113.04 42 3.11%
6 37 7.57% 33.01 24 2.96%
112.01 40 7.48% 32 39 2.70%
9 56 6.98%|| 116.05 19 2.70%
18 18 6.50%| | 108.11 43 2.70%
31 46 6.33% 34 3] 2.66%
106.04 45 6.29% 41.01 14 2.55%
113.03 30 6.25% 14 8 2.54%
23 86 6.25%|| 106.01 19 2.50%
26 52 6.16%|| 107.06 28 2.49%
29 41 6.15%|| 117.01 20 2.49%
16 34 6.10% 119 13 2.44%
108.13 64 6.03%|| 107.05 32 2.40%
27 32 5.81%|| 108.03 37 2.35%
7.03 31 5.74%|| 116.04 29 2.29%
36 78 5.65% 110 16 2.28%
7.01 44 5.62%|| 115.02 16 2.28%
11 14 5.32% 105 13 2.27%
40 56 5.27% 39.01 22 2.24%
38 39 5.00%|| 106.03 11 2.15%
39.02 36 4.97%|| 108.09 29 2.06%
4 28 4.90% 101 2] 2.03%
113.02 65 4.79%|| 118.02 10 2.02%
115.01 42 4.70%|| 112.03 27 2.01%
28 28 4.59%|| 108.04 17 1.95%
22 49 4.52% 104 16 1.85%
15 13 4.50%|| 103.01 31 1.79%
118.01 43 4.16%|| 116.01 39 1.73%
13 7 3.89%| | 117.02 16 1.68%
17, 18 3.88%| | 103.03 26 1.64%
30 38 3.83%|| 108.12 18 1.62%
25 33 3.75%|| 108.14 31 1.61%
33.04 37 3.73% 102 44 1.56%
8 39 3.73% 109 23 1.40%
112.02 33 3.62%|| 103.04 25 1.34%
3 30 3.47%|| 108.05 21 1.10%
41.02 36 3.45%|| 108.08 17 1.09%
35 24 3.40%|| 116.03 19 1.07%
111 28 3.39%|| 116.02 23 1.02%
108.02 52 3.38%|| 107.04 2 0.56%
1 23 3.37%
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FIGURE 10. CENSUSTRACTSIN ALLEN COUNTY WITH
LEAST FIVE PERCENT MALE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLDS
CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER TO ALL FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS
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Older Households (65 or Over)

Consgtent with the fact that the older age classes have grown dramaticaly, the number of older
househol ds—both family and non-family—nhas dso grown dramaticaly—from 14,740 in 1970 to
24,374 in 2000.

HOUSEHOLDS 65 OR OVER IN ALLEN COUNTY 1970-2000
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1970 1980 1990 2000
—e— Nonfamily 6,603 8,823 10,819 11,671
—&— Family 8,137 9,199 11,805 12,703

OBSERVATION: Thenumber of older households will continue to grow, especially
starting in 2011 when thefirst baby boomer s become 65.

Living Alone

The table below shows a breakout by age and sex of older non-family households living done.

Age 1980 1990 2000
65-74, living done
Femde 3,618
Mde 1,063
TOTAL 4,025 4,681 4,568
Pct. change 16.3% -2.4%
75 or over, living done
Femde 4,695
Mde 932
TOTAL 4,362 5,627 6,731
Pct. change 29.0% 19.6%

38



GRAND TOTAL 8,387 10,308 11,299
Precticdly al—95 percent—of the older non-family households in 1990 were living done and most
of the older non-family households (80.6%) were femae. Thirty percent of the total older population
lived done in 2000.

Living in Group Quarters (NOT consdered to be households)

Older personsliving in group quarters (e.g., nurang homes, VA hospitd, prison, and some example
of noninstitutional) are NOT counted as households—the category being andyzed here; however,
thisis an appropriate place to consider those living in group quarters.

Older Persons Living in Group Quarters

Age 1980 1990 2000
65-74 435 430
Pct. change -1.1%
75-84 767
85 or over 1,045
TOTAL 75 or over 1,532 1,812
Pct. change 18.3%

GRAND TOTAL 1967 2242 2,444

The number of older people living in group quartersincreased 14 percent between 1980 and 1990,
and al of the increase condisted of persons 75 or older.

By Race

Congsgtent with the increasing percentage of the minority population in Allen County, black
householdsincreased 170.5 percent between 1970 and 2000, and “other” races households
increased from 275 to 3,669. (See below.)

Theincrease in non-white households in the nineties (7,062) came close to equaling the increase in
white households (8,627), although non-whites congtituted only 12.2 percent of the populationin
1990.

Hispanic (NOT arace) households more than doubled between 1990 and 2000, increasing from
1,654 to 3,704.
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HOUSEHOLDS BY RACE OVER TIME

120,000

100,000

80,000

60,000 —

40,000

20,000

|—-_|_| —
White Black Asian* Other
01970 80,418 5,027 275
[l 1980 94,929 8,139 1,335
001990 101,355 9,818 670 1,213
2000 109,982 13,598 1,496 3,669

* Asian included in "Other" before 1990|

OBSERVATION: Between 1970 and 2000 the number of non-white households
increased 354 percent—from 5,302 to 18,763. Given therelative youth of the non-
white population, the per centage increase in the number of non-white households
will continue to overwhelm the per centage increase in white households.

Family Versus Non-family Households

Beow is abreskdown of households between family and non-family households by race over the
last three decades. All races have tended toward more non-family households the lagt three
decades. However, the non-family white households are predominantly “old” and the non-family
black households are predominantly “young.”

Of the 3,704 Hispanic (NOT arace) households in 2000, 75.6 percent were family households.
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DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY AND NONFAMILY HOUSEHOLDS BY RACE OVER TIME

100%
80%
60% [
40%

20% H
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%/}e

70 80 90 2000

e/‘?o‘,

70 80 90 2000

. q
48/‘9/7* 177@/.
---- 90 2000 70 80 902000
O family @ non family

* Asianincluded in “Other” before 1990.

Family Households

The didribution of the different types of family households by race in 2000 is shown below:

Married,
w/child(ren)<18
Femae Head
w/child(ren)<18
Mae Head
w/child(ren)<18
Without
child(ren)<18
TOTAL

White

27,431

6,262

2,107

37,601

73,401

Black

1,992

3,250

473

3,379

9,094

Families With Child(ren) 17 or Under

Asian

574

61

40

1,109

Other TOTAL

1,051 31,048

463 10,036
180 2,800
937 42,351

2,631 86,235

Hispanic

(NOT a
Race)
1,205
408
197
989

2,799

As of the 2000 census, less than haf of white families had achild(ren) 17 or under. Approximatey
63 percent of both black and “ other” families had a child(ren) 17 or under.



PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER
TO TOTAL FAMILIES OVER TIME

80%

60% —

40% — -

20% [— -

0%

White Black Asian* Other
01970 58.1% 71.1% 70.3%
m1980 53.6% 71.6% 72.5%
[J1990 49.9% 65.4% 71.6% 63.4%
[J2000 48.8% 62.8% 60.9% 63.3%

*Asian included in "Other" before 1990

Female Head of Household With Child(ren) 17 or Under

Over time the percentage of black families with child(ren) 17 or under who have afemae head of
household has been gpproximately triple that of al other races.

PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR
UNDER TO TOTAL FAMILIES BY RACE OVER TIME

40%

30%

20%

0%0 = ml [ [] ﬂ

White Black Asian* Other Hispanic**
01970 4.2% 22.1% 8.6%
@1980 6.9% 32.6% 9.6%
01990 6.8% 32.5% 0.9% 7.1% 10.7%
02000 8.5% 35.7% 5.5% 14.0% 14.6%

* Asian included in "Other" before 1990. ** Hispanic not a race.
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Male Head of Household With Child(ren) 17 or Under

Although gill smdl relative to the other types of families, the number of mae head of households with
child(ren) 17 or under is growing.

PERCENTAGE OF MALE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR
UNDER TO TOTAL FAMILIES BY RACE OVER TIME

8%
6% — -
4% —
2% -
o Lol |
White Black Asian* Other Hispanic**

O 1970 0.6% 2.1% 0.5%

M 1980 1.2% 3.8% 2.1%

1990 1.7% 4.1% 3.9% 4.3% 5.7%

] 2000 2.9% 5.2% 3.6% 5.9% 7.0%

* Asian included in "Other" before 1990. **Hispanic is not a race.

Married With Child(ren) 17 or Under

Asof 2000, just over afifth of black households with child(ren) 17 or under have an intact family.
This contrasts with 37.4 percent for whites and 43.4 percent for “other” races.
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PERCENTAGE OF MARRIED FAMILIES WITH CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER TO
TOTAL FAMILIES BY RACE OVER TIME

80%

70% ——

60%

50% 1

40% — ] ]

30%

20% 1

10%

0%
White Black Asian* Other Hispanic**

01970 53.3% 46.9% 61.3%
Il 1980 45.4% 35.3% 60.8%
11990 41.5% 28.8% 66.8% 52.0% 46.4%
[J2000 37.4% 21.9% 51.8% 43.4% 43.1%

* Asian included in "Other" before 1990. **Hispanic is not a race|

Families Without Child(ren) 17 or Under

As of 2000 over 50 percent of white families are without child(ren) 17 or under compared with
approximately 35 percent of non-white families. Thisis conggtent with the fact that the white
population is disproportionately “old” and the non-white population is disproportionately
“young.” (Seepage 24.)

PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITHOUT CHILD(REN) 17 OR UNDER
TO TOTAL FAMILIES BY RACE OVER TIME

60%

50% ]

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

White Black Asian* Other Hispanic**
01970 41.9% 28.9% 29.7%
w1980 46.4% 28.4% 27.5%
01990 50.1% 34.6% 28.4% 36.6% 37.2%
02000 51.2% 37.2% 39.1% 36.7% 35.3%

* Asian included in "Other" before 1990. **Hispanic is not a race.




