
1/24 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Census 2011 
What does this mean for 

Birmingham? 
 
 
 

Corporate Strategy Team 
Birmingham City Council 

Jan 2014 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2/24 

1 Introduction 
 
Data is based on Census 2011 statistics released as of September 2013; with the exception of ONS 
data sources referenced within the Economy and Diversity sections to support the Census data.  Not 
all Census 2011 statistics have been released, with further data expected through the rest of 2013 and 
2014. 
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2 Key Findings  
 
Economy 
Census 2011 estimated 64% of Birmingham’s working population aged 16 – 74 to be economically 
active.  40.9% of Birmingham’s unemployed residents were found to be long term unemployed. This is 
higher than England & Wales (39.3%).  The number of people who are long term unemployed has 
increased by 57% in the last decade.   Birmingham has a high proportion (28%) of its working age 
population with no formal qualifications.   

 
Diversity 
The population with ethnic background other than white (White British, White Irish and White Other) 
has grown in the last decade by 12%, and has doubled in size since 1991 from 21% to 42%.  The 
Pakistani ethnic group has grown faster (39%) than any other ethnic group in the last decade.  It has 
more than doubled in size since 1991 growing from a population of 66,110 to 144,627 (119%).   
 
There has been a rise of 70% in the number of people identified with a ‘Mixed’ ethnic category since 
2001.   
 
Country of Birth 
In 2011, 22% (238,313) of Birmingham’s population were born outside the UK, higher than England & 
Wales (13%). The most reported countries of birth in Birmingham born outside of the UK in 2011 are 
Pakistan and India. 
 
Housing Types 
Of all housing types, blocks of flats/tenements have seen the largest increase in Birmingham: 19.9% 
change in number of household spaces since 2001 – growing by 14,368 to 86,595.  
 
Housing Tenure 
In 2011, private renting rose in total number of households by 59%. Outright ownership rose slightly by 
3%, whilst home ownership with a mortgage/loan fell by 7%. However, home ownership with/without a 
mortgage still comprises 55% of the city’s households. 
 
There has been an increase in non-Local Authority Social Housing by 10%, but a decrease in Local 
Authority Social Housing by 16%. 
 
Household Composition 
Since 2001, there has been a 14% increase on numbers of households with non-dependent children 
(working-age, economically active people) living with their parents, including an 87% rise for cohabiting 
couples with non-dependent children.  36.5% of Birmingham households have a long term health 
problem or disability.   
 
The numbers of lone parents have increased by 14%: including a rise with dependent children by 10% 
and non-dependent children by 24%. 
 
Age 
There has been significant population increase in the following age groups:  

- 0-4 years: 17%; 18-24 years: 23.5%, and 85+: 12.7%.   
Many 0-4 year olds are found in areas and households of high deprivation. It is well known that the 
upbringing of a very young child is crucial to the rest of the child’s life – a deprived environment during 
a child’s early years will negatively impact on their future education levels, employment prospects, and 
health, as well as increase the risk of anti-social behaviour and criminal activity.  
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3 Economy 
 
 
 
 
 

 

3.1 Census 2011 Reveals a Transition in Birmingham’s Economy  

                                  
                                                         
       Figure 1 - Change in job types since 2001 

                                     
                                                     

 

This refers to jobs in which Birmingham people are employed
1

. 

 
 

3.2 Birmingham Unemployment Rises  

 

         
        Figure 2 - Birmingham Unemployment 

                                                
1 Jobs in which Birmingham people are employed in are only broadly comparable to 2001, as some changes have 

been made in 2011. 
 

 

In the last decade Birmingham has 
seen a continued transition in 
economy from manufacturing to a 
service based economy.  The main 
sectors that Birmingham residents 
work in are: 

 Wholesale and retail; repair of 
motor vehicles (16%)   

 Human Health and Social 
Work Activities (15%) 

 Education (12%) 
 

64% of Birmingham’s working population 

aged 16 – 74 was estimated to be 
economically active.  Birmingham’s rate is 
lower than England (70%), West Midlands 
(69%) and lower than 2001 (68%). (the lower 
the percentage the worse this is for 
Birmingham) 
 
Long Term Unemployment – of the 54,114 

people identified as unemployed, 40.9% of 
these were found to be long term 
unemployed. This is higher than in England 
& Wales (39.3%) and higher than all of the 
Core Cities with the exception of Liverpool 
(41.2%).   
 
The number of people who are long term 
unemployed has increased by 57% in the 
last decade.    

The Census 2011 revealed a continued change in economy.  Unemployment figures have risen 
with long term unemployment remaining a concern.   In terms of areas of unemployment and low 
level qualifications, high proportions of these have been found in Birmingham’s deprived areas.   
 
In November 2013, the Economic and Research team found that Employment over the last 12 
months has been rising nationally and falling regionally. However, Birmingham has seen 
employment remain more stable in the period November 2012 to November 2013.    
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The white paper2 “Making Birmingham an inclusive city” also looks at unemployment and has identified 
that unemployment levels in Birmingham are nearly twice the national average, and in some areas 

of Birmingham over 50% of working age people are not in employment.  It specifies that particular 
ethnic groups experience disproportionately high levels of unemployment within Birmingham.  

      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3 - Map of Unemployed 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

                                                
2
 The white paper “Making Birmingham an inclusive city” March 2013, Birmingham City Council Partnership 

Team and University of Birmingham. 

In terms of wards with the 
highest percentage of 
unemployment these are more 
concentrated around the city 
centre and east of the city. 
High levels of deprivation and 
household deprivation are also 
found in these wards.  
Unemployment is one of the four 
dimensions used to classify to 
household deprivation. 

Census 2011 highlighted that 34,004 (9%) of economically active men aged 16 – 74 were 

unemployed compared to 20,110 (5%) of women.   

 

Of this 14,209 (42%) males and 7,931 (39%) females are in long term unemployment.  
Birmingham males rank 5th and female’s rank 26th place to all 326 local authorities in England & 
Wales (a low rank number represents high levels of long term unemployment).  
 
However, since the 2011 Census, this has changed quite significantly.  Over the last 18 months, 
female unemployment in Birmingham has worsened steadily, while male unemployment has 
improved.   
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3.3 Census 2011 raises concerns of low level of qualifications for Birmingham  

      
Figure 4 - Map of Qualifications 

 
 
 
 
 
 
    

3.4 Commuters Travel into Birmingham 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 5 - Commuters in and out of Birmingham 

The high percentage of no qualifications has a direct impact on employability.  Little or no qualifications 
suggest people will have poorly paid work if any, which leads to deprivation in life.  Poor education can 
have direct effects on health and an individual’s confidence in engagement with society. This suggests 
that more people are depending on the state and not economically active.  If this is to continue in the 
future, this will impact on government budget and local services.    
 

Birmingham has a high proportion of its 
working age population with no formal 

qualifications 28% (2nd worst out of 

the Core Cities with Liverpool being 0.5% 
higher).  England & Wales (23%) & West 
Midlands (27%) both were better than 
Birmingham’s percentage.   
 
Wards that have highest level of no 
qualifications include all the 10 most 
deprived areas of Birmingham.  
 
Top three wards with no qualifications:  
 
Washwood Heath    41.3% 
Shard End   41%  
Bordesley Green  38.6% 
 

23% of all residents aged 16 and over in 
Birmingham attained a level 4 
qualification or above (Bachelor’s 
degree or equivalent, and higher 

qualifications). This is lower than the 

England and Wales proportion (27%).    
 
Qualification data is not comparable to 
2001.  Census 2001 asked people aged 
16-74, whereas 2011 asks all people aged 
16 and over. 
 
Note: qualifications count all residents aged 16 
and over.  These include those 65+ who could 
be retired.  

Birmingham has higher inflows (196,089) of 
commuters travelling into the city for employment 
than outflows (83,495). 
 

People commute into Birmingham from 82 different 

cities and out of the city to 42 different cities.  This 

does not suggest that they travel to and from work 
on a daily basis.   
 
This indicates that Birmingham provides a large 
amount of employment for people from outside of 
the city (however, we are not able to identify from 
the Census what jobs these people hold).   
 
If we link Birmingham’s high levels of worklessness, 
high percentage of low qualified residents, the 
change of industry and the need for in-commuters 
and out-commuters, this suggests there is a gap in 
the labour market between resident skill levels and 
the jobs based in Birmingham.    
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3.5  Deprivation 

  

         
 
 
 
 
        
         

Figure 6 – Qualifications 

                             
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Table 1 - IMD Deprivation 

 
 
 
 

Ten most deprived wards in 
Birmingham ranked by average 

rank of SOAs 

Ward Rank 

Washwood Heath 1 

Sparkbroook 2 

Nechells 3 

Aston 4 

Lozells & East Handsworth 5 

Bordesley Green 6 

Shard End 7 

Kingstanding 8 

Soho  9 

Ladywood 10 

*Pearson Correlation Co-Efficient Score - Explanation of scoring: 
0 = no LSOA relationship between households deprived at all four dimensions and no 
qualification 
1= very strong LSOA relationship between households deprived at all four dimensions 
and no qualification 

 

Census 2011 reveals that deprivation remains a concern for Birmingham, with all 10 most 
deprived wards showing concerns for household deprivation, low level of education and 
unemployment including long term unemployment.   
 

The ten most deprived wards were also raised as most 
deprived in terms of IMD back in 2007, and also had 
high levels of deprivation in 2004.  
 
There have been some changes over time in terms of 
the deprivation position of some Birmingham LSOAs. 
For example, areas of Kingstanding and Shard End 
have become relatively more deprived between 2004 
and 2010, whereas some of the more inner city areas, 
such as Lozells, East Handsworth, have seen their 
rankings improve since 2004. 
 
Given the Priority Neighbourhood programme was built 
around LSOAs that fell within the 5% most deprived 
LSOAs nationally, are we doing enough to tackle 
deprivation in these areas? 
 

Dimensions of Household 
deprivation 
 
The dimensions of deprivation used 
to classify households are indicators 
based on the four selected 
household characteristics: 
 

 Employment (any member of a 
household not a full-time 
student is either unemployed 
or long-term sick) 

 Education (no person in the 
household has at least level 2 
education, and no person aged 
16-18 is a full-time student) 

 Health and disability (any 
person in the household has 
general health ‘bad or very 
bad’ or has a long term health 
problem), and  

 Housing (Household's 
accommodation is ether 
overcrowded, with an 
occupancy rating -1 or less, or 
is in a shared dwelling, or has 
no central heating). 

Correlation score* = 0.80 

The correlation score of 0.80 suggest that there is a very strong correlation between households 
deprived in all four combined dimensions and residents with no qualifications.   
 
 
 
 
Birmingham has 12.4% households with an occupancy rating of -1 or less, this compares to 9.56% 
in 2001.  Ladywood (37.1%), Nechells (28%) and Aston (25.1%) had the highest percentage of 
occupancy with -1 or less; all three wards have higher percentages than 2001.  All wards have seen 
an increase, with the exception of Handsworth Wood and Longbridge. 
 

An occupancy rating of -1 implies that a household has one fewer room/bedroom than required.  

 



8/24 

4 Birmingham – A Super Diverse City 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4.1 Ethnicity3 change in Bimingham 

The Census 2011 revealed that just over two in five people (42.1%) classified themselves with an 
ethnic group other than white British compared with 30% in 2001.   

 
The population with ethnic background 
other than white (White British, White 
Irish and White Other) has grown in the 

last decade by 12%, and has doubled 

in size since 1991 from a population of 
207,228 to 451,409. 
 
The Pakistani ethnic group has grown 

faster (39%) than any other ethnic 
group in the last decade.  It has more 

than doubled in size since 1991 

growing from a population of 66,110 to 
144,627 (119%).   
 
 

Figure 7 - Ethnicity other than White 

 
 
Mixed Ethnicities 
The Census revealed that people of mixed ethnicities are amongst the fastest growing groups in 
the population.   
 
 Birmingham has seen a rise in the number of people identified with a ‘Mixed’ ethnic category of 

70% since 2001, rising to 47,605.   
 9.5% (23,151) of children aged 15 or under was from a mixed multiple ethnic group.  In 2001 this 

percentage was 2.8% (6,353).  This shows that the number of children growing up with parents 
from different backgrounds continues to grow.   
 

 
The ‘Other’ ethnic group categories – ‘White Other’, ‘Other Black’, ‘Other Asian’, ‘Other Mixed’, and 
‘Other’ have more than doubled in the last decade from 41,047 (4.2% of the population) in 2001 to 
120,040 in 2011(11.2% of the population).   
 
 Other Asian has increased by 209.6% from 10,061 to 31,148 and  
 Other Black by 223.7% from 5,786 to 18,728. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
3
 There were some changes to the 2011 Census ethnicity categories.  In particular, the categories ‘White Gypsy 

and Irish Traveller’ and ‘Other ethnic group: Arab’ were added. 

Over the last decade Birmingham has seen a transformation in terms of diversity in the city.  The 
connection of different nationalities, faiths, languages, ethnicities and cultures that Birmingham 
holds suggests Birmingham is a Super Diverse City.   
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4.2 Religion 

 
 
Figure 8, illustrates the change in the top 
four religions for Birmingham.  Since 2001 
the number of people affiliating themselves 
to the Christian religion has decreased by 
14.4%, No Religion has seen a significant 
increase of 70.2%, the Muslim religion has 
increased by 67.4% and the number of 
people not stating a religion fell by 14.5%.         
Many factors can affect the number of 
people affiliated to a religion included 
demographic changes, migration and 
changes in the way religion is reported.   
 
 
 
 

Figure 8 – Religion 

 

4.3 English language proficiency4 in Birmingham 

 
 
 
 
 
Census 2011 recorded English as the 
main language for 84.7% (866,833) of 
usual residents aged three and over in 
Birmingham. Of the remaining 15.3% 
(156,553), who classified themselves 
with a different language, 30% (47,005) 
were ‘non-proficient’ (cannot speak 
English or cannot speak English 
Well).   
 

 

 
 
Figure 9 - English Language Proficiency 

 
This is the first time Census questions on general health and English language proficiency responses 
have been analysed together. The aim of this analysis is to identify how the self-reported ability to 
speak English relates to general health.   
 
21.4% (218,734) of Birmingham usual residents aged three and over were recorded as having ‘Not 
Good Health’.  Just under half (21,108, 44.9%) of those identified as non-proficient in English have 
reported themselves as not having good health.  There is a clear difference between the proportion of 
males and females reporting ‘not good health’, with females representing 71.2% (15,022) and males 
28.8% (6,086).  The majority of these were found to be aged 16 to 64.  

                                                
4
 The 2011 Census included questions for the first time on English language proficiency for those who had a 

main language other than English. 
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Figure 10 - Proficiency in English by Age of Arrival in the UK 

 
Birmingham has a high number of residents aged 16 to 24 arriving in the UK and whose main 
language is not English and cannot speak English well.  In comparison to core cities Birmingham had a 
higher proportion of residents in this age category.  Leeds, Newcastle and Sheffield also had high 
proportions of residents aged 16 to 24.  These residents are non UK born and the majority would have 
arrived in the UK between 1991 and 2011.   High proportions of these residents live in Perry Barr, 
Lozells and East Handsworth, Bordesley Green, and Ladywood.   
 

 
Figure 11 - Top Birmingham Wards – Who cannot speak English/Well 

 
Of the top ten wards that cannot speak English or cannot speak English well, seven are also in the top 
ten worst deprived wards.   
 
The correlation co-efficient score was measured between household deprivation and those that cannot 
be speak English or cannot speak English well.  The correlation measured at 0.62 for households 
deprived in 3 and 4 dimensions combined.  This suggests there is a fairly strong relationship 
between the two variables.   
 
 

4.4 Households 
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Birmingham has seen an increase in the number of households with different ethnic groups living 
in a household. 14% (57,903) of all households have at least two or more people from different ethnic 
groups.  This is higher than England and Wales and all of the Core Cities except Manchester (16%), in 
2001 this figure was 5% (18,058 households). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
                                                                                                
 
 
 
 
Households with different ethnic groups 
can be found across Birmingham.   
 
 

 The highest percentage was found 
in the Selly Oak ward.  Residents 
aged 20 – 24 were also found to be 
the highest concentrated within this 
same area.  Which suggests that a 
high percentage of people living in 
Selly Oak are students living in shared 
accommodation, hence mix of 
ethnicities. 

 
 

 Clusters are also found in the West of 
the City and in the City Centre.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 12 - Map of Ethnic Groups 

 
Household Language  
The Census 2011 estimated there were 410,700 households in Birmingham (highest number of 
households compared to the Core Cities).   
 

 30,884 (7.5%) of households in Birmingham have no residents in a household with 
English as their main language.  This is higher than the percentage for England & Wales of 
4.3% and more than double of the West Midlands region (3.7%).    

 It is also one of the highest in terms of the Core Cities, only with Nottingham (7.8%) and 
Manchester (10.3%) being higher.   

 
 
 
 

Birmingham has the highest number of households 
with partners of different ethnic groups. 
 

22,010, 5.4% of households 

 
 

 
 

In comparison to: 
 England & Wales (4.5%) 
 West Midlands (3.6%) 
 All Core Cities with exception of  

 Manchester (5.9%) 
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4.5 Country of Birth 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Top Ten Countries of Birth Outside of the UK 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Table 2 - Countries of Birth Outside of the UK 

 
The most reported countries of birth in Birmingham for those born outside of the UK in 2011 are 

Pakistan and India.  5% of the population were born in Pakistan, an increase of 1% since 2001.  

Those born in India accounted for 3% of Birmingham’s population, in comparison to 2% in 2001.  Both 
countries of birth are higher in Birmingham than England & Wales and all of the Core Cities. 
 

 
Figure 13 - Top Ten Countries of Birth by Ward 

The above map illustrates the top ten countries of birth and lists the three top wards for each of these.   

Birmingham 2001 

  

Birmingham 2011 

  

England & Wales 2011 

Pakistan 41,724 Pakistan 55,922 India 694,148 

India 23,194 India 27,206 Poland 579,121 

Republic of 
Ireland 

22,805 Republic of 
Ireland 

16,085 Pakistan 482,137 

Jamaica 14,207 Jamaica 15,100 Republic of 
Ireland 

407,357 

Bangladesh 10,785 Bangladesh 13,864 Germany 273,564 

Kenya 3,769 Poland 9,477 Bangladesh 211,500 

Germany 2,294 Somalia 7,765 Nigeria 191,183 

Hong Kong 1,469 China 6,203 South Africa 191,023 

China 1,411 Kenya 3,988 United States 177,185 

France 973 Nigeria 3,399 Jamaica 160,095 

In 2011 22% (238,313) of Birmingham’s 

population were born outside the UK. 
 
In 2001 this figure was 17% (161,250)  
 

An increase of 48% people 
 

Compared with  
 England & Wales (13%) 
 Higher than all of the Core Cities  

 Exception of Manchester (25%) 
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The wards for Bangladeshi, Jamaica and Somalia are all part of those identified as deprived 
wards.  All other countries of births include at least one deprived ward with the exception of 

Republic of Ireland.   
 

4.6 Passports Held 

 
 
The Census 2011 collected this 
information for the first time.  Of the 
Birmingham population that held a non 
UK passport, 33,702 (3%) were EU 
Passports (other than UK) and 81,075 
(8%) were other foreign passports.   
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 14 - Passports held by Birmingham Residents 

 

(People with dual nationality may hold more than one passport hence percentages totalling to more than 100 %.) 
 
  

4.7 Short Term Migrants  

Short term migration5 – collected in International Passenger Survey -Short term international migration 
(STIM.06a) – Not census data, but released by ONS. 
 

ONS figures show that short term net migration inflows for employment have fallen nationally since 
2010. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Figure 15 - Short Term migrants visiting for the purpose of study 

                                                
5 The United Nations (UN) definition of a short-term migrant is "A person who moves to a country other than that of his or her 

usual residence for a period of at least three months but less than a year (twelve months) except in cases where the 
movement to that country is for purposes of recreation, holiday, visits to friends and relatives, business, medical treatment or 
religious pilgrimage". 

 

Birmingham  

In 2010 the number of inflow was 786 people 
In 2011 this number fell to 534 
 

Decrease of 32.1% 

Compared with  
 England & Wales 28% 
 West Midlands Region 13.9% 
 Higher than all of the Core Cities  

 Exception of Sheffield (37%) 
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What impact does this have on the city? 
 

 Integration  

 Education 

 Communication - Language/Culture barriers 

 Services 

 Housing 

 Jobs 

 Policy 
 

5 Housing & Households 
 
The move from homeownership to private tenancy 
 
 
 
 
 

With an increase of 5.1% since 2001, Birmingham now has 410,736 households with at least one 
usual resident in that property. A further 14,359 (3.4% of all Birmingham households) are empty 
properties.  
 

5.1 What types of houses are in Birmingham? 

 
Table 3 - Household Types 

 Birmingham Accommodation (includes empty dwellings) Counts % 

Whole house  
or bungalow: 

Detached 46,449 10.9 

Semi detached 147,412 34.7 

Terraced (including end-terrace) 125,101 29.4 

Flat, 
maisonette  

or apartment: 

Purpose-built block of flats or tenement 86,595 20.4 

Part of a converted or shared house (including 
bed-sits) 14,063 3.3 

In a commercial building 5,341 1.3 

  Caravan or other mobile or temporary structure 134 0.0 

 

Of all housing types, blocks of flats/tenements have seen the largest increase in Birmingham: 19.9% 
change in number of household spaces since 2001 – growing by 14,368 to 86,595 household spaces. 
 

There is a higher percentage in Birmingham of:  
 Flats/tenements than regionally (17.5%) or nationally (16.3%) 
 Terraced houses than regionally (26.2%) or nationally (24.7%) 

 
 
 

In housing tenure, there have been marked increases in private rentals with decreases in LA 
social housing and home ownership with a mortgage.  In household composition, there are 
increases in households with non-dependent children, as well as an increase in lone parents. 
 

Since 2010 number of short term migrants 

visiting Birmingham has fallen by 16.2%  
 

In 2010 there were 1,435  

In 2011 there were 1,202 

Compared with  

 England & Wales saw a decrease of 

7.9% 
 West Midlands Region decreased by 

18.4% 
 The only Core City to see a rise was 

Newcastle upon Tyne of 10.4%  
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5.2 Who owns and who rents in Birmingham?  

Of total households in Birmingham, the largest tenure groups are: 
1. Houses owned outright or with a mortgage or loan: 55.2%  

a. Owned outright: 25.9% 
b. Mortgage/loan: 29.3% 

2. In social housing: 24.2% (63.7% of this is reported as Local Authority Social Housing) 

3. Privately rented: 17.9%  
4. Other: 2.7% 

 
Changes in Birmingham Housing Tenure from 2001-2011 
 

 
Figure 16 - Birmingham Housing Tenure – Proportions 
   

 % Difference in No. of Birmingham Households: 2001-2011

3.3

-7.4

14.6

-16.3

10.7

-23.1

124.2

-50 0 50 100 150

% Difference

Private rented: Other

Private rented: Private landlord

or letting agency

Social rented: Housing

Association/Registered Social

Landlord
Social rented: Rented from

council (Local Authority)

Shared ownership (part owned

and part rented)

Owned: Owned with a

mortgage or loan

Owned: Owned outright

 
Figure 17 - Birmingham Housing Tenure – Count 

 
Housing Tenure Change 2001-2011 
Between 2001 and 2011 there was a 4.4% fall in the overall levels of homeownership, which 
remains as the predominant tenure in Birmingham, with 55% of the residents living in owner 
occupied housing.   
 
During this same period (2001-2011) there has been a rapid growth in the private rented sector 
(PRS) which appears to have more than doubled in size, from 7.8% of households renting from a 
Private Landlord or Letting Agent, to 16.7%, an increase of 59%.  This increase has occurred despite 
decreases in other types of private renting (e.g. renting from a friend or employer).  The recent 
economic downturn of 2007/8 and the consequent use of tighter lender restrictions in the mortgage 
market appear to have fuelled the growth in private renting, alongside the boom in Buy to Let 
mortgages prior to the financial crisis and the so-called, “Credit Crunch”. 
 

(-7.0) 

(88.8) 

(48.2) 

(23.0) 

(27.7) 

(-8.9) 

(12.9) 

(Red text)= % England & Wales  
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Home ownership with a mortgage/loan in Birmingham appears to have fallen whilst outright 
ownership without a mortgage has risen slightly.  This differs to the national profile where the number 
and proportion of mortgaged homeowners is greater than those owning their property outright.    
 
The overall proportion of households living in social housing has fallen from 27.8% in 2001 to 
just less than a quarter (24.2%) of all households in 2011.  Although there has been an increase of 
3,488 social homes managed by non-local authority social landlords between 2001 and 2011, the 4% 
fall number of households in renting from the local authority over the same period represents over 
12,000 homes.  The decline of local authority social renting is linked to national Right to Buy policy 
introduced in 1979 and various local clearance and redevelopment programmes of council housing 
resulting, in net reductions of council homes. 

 
If these trends continue:- 
 
 Private Renting from landlords and letting agents will continue increase in size at a faster rate 

than other tenure types. 
 Housing Association/Registered Social Landlords will increase their share of social housing as 

Local Authority Social Housing stock continues to decrease. 
 
Access to housing in the future will depend on number factors concerning government policy and 
funding i.e. mortgage access schemes such as Help to Buy in the short term designed to boost lending 
to homebuyers in the private housing market and in the long term government policy on financing of 
new housing supply of all tenures, including affordable housing.  Welfare Reforms and initiatives such 
as Affordable Rent will also have a significant impact directly upon social landlords’ ability to finance 
new housing in the social rented sector. 

5.3 Who lives in these Households? 
 

 
 

Figure 18 - Proportions of Household Groups in Birmingham 

 

Changes in Household Composition Groups from 2001-2011 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Other significant percentage changes in number of households from 2001-2011 include: 
 -17%: Over 65s households 
 +42.4%: All Full-Time Students (likely links to a +59.8% increase full-time students) 
 +26.4%: Other Households with Dependent Children 
 +21.7%: Cohabiting Couples with No Children 
 +14.7%: One Person Households Under 65 
 

There have been significant increases from 2001-2011 in the following sub-groups: 
1. Cohabiting couples with non-dependent children: 86.5% rise in no. of households 
2. Lone parents with non-dependent children: 24% rise in no. of households 

 

This shows there has been a large increase in numbers of households with non-
dependent children (working-age, economically active people) living with their parents in 
Birmingham and may be linked to the decrease in Mortgaged Home ownership, i.e. instead of 
buying a home, children are living with their parents to save money. 
 



17/24 

 
Lone Parents 
 
We can analyse the correlation between the Lone Parent Family household group and other relevant 
census statistics by linking together LSOA level data. The Lone Parents group showed strong 
correlations6 on an LSOA level with deprivation-related statistics:  
 
Social Housing:   0.80   
Unemployment:   0.69 
Unemployed aged 16-24:  0.69 
No Qualifications:   0.67 
Household is Not Deprived: -0.67 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

5.3.1 Household Composition – Long Term Health Problem or Disability 
Figure 19 – Household Composition – with long-term health problems or disability 

 

Ward Count Ward %

Sutton Four Oaks 953 29.9%

Sheldon 979 27.0%

Erdington 990 26.7%

One person household: Aged 65 and 

over

 
 

Ward Count Ward %

Ladywood 1,102 38.7%

Edgbaston 647 27.3%

Moseley and Kings Heath 812 24.2%

One person household: Other

 

Figure 19 shows the top three types of household 
composition with long term health problems or disability. 
One Person Households – Aged 65 and over households 
are double that of one family households aged 65 and over.  
This suggests people aged 65 and over living on their own 
are more vulnerable and are more likely to require support 
from services such as Social Care/Health.     
 
The tables on the right break these categories down into the three wards with highest levels of long 
term health problems or disability.     
 
 

                                                
6
 *Pearson Correlation Co-Efficient Score - Explanation of scoring: 

-1 = very strong negative relationship  

 0 = no relationship  

1  = very strong positive relationship  
 

This shows lone parents in Birmingham tend to live in areas with deprivation, unemployment, 
and particularly social housing.  
 
Numbers of Lone Parents households have increased by 14% from 2001-2011 to 7,392 
households. This includes a rise of lone parents with dependent children by 10%, which has 
implications for Council benefits and childcare support, and non-dependent children by 24%, 
which has long-term implications on household bills due to adult-age children living with the 
parent and using up household resources for much longer than expected. 

Ward Count Ward %

Sutton Four Oaks 757 23.7%

Sutton New Hall 567 19.3%

Sutton Vesey 585 19.2%

One family only: All aged 65 and over
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5.3.2 Long-term Health Problem – Day to Day Activities Limited a Lot7 

 
Long-term health problem or disability - A long-term health problem or disability that limits a 
person's day-to-day activities, and has lasted, or is expected to last, at least 12 months. This includes 
problems that are related to old age. People were asked to assess whether their daily activities were 
limited a lot or a little by such a health problem, or whether their daily activities were not limited at all. 
 

 
 
 
Of all Birmingham’s 

residents 98,181 
(9.1%) were found to 

have long term health 
limitations compared 
to England and 
Wales (8.5%). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Figure 20 – Long-term Health Problem - Day to Day Activities Limited A Lot  

 
The majority of Birmingham residents with long term limitations were aged 65 and over.  In comparison 

to England & Wales Birmingham have a higher proportion of residents with day to day activities 

limited a lot in all age categories except those aged 65 and over.   
   
Day to Day Activities Limited a Lot when compared by Ethnicity 
 

Proportion of Residents With Day to Day Activities Limited a Lot when 
compared by Ethnicity.    

Ethnicity England and  
Wales  

Birmingham 

White: English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern 
Irish/British 

87.6 63.6 

White: Irish 2.1 4.6 

White: Other White 2.1 1.3 

Asian/Asian British 4.8 19.9 

Black/African/Caribbean/Black British 1.5 6.9 

Mixed/multiple ethnic group 1.1 2.2 

Other ethnic group 0.7 1.4 

Table 4 - Day to Day Activities Limited a Lot by Ethnicity 

 

                                                
7
 Residents were also asked whether their ‘day-to-day’ activities were affected by their health, either due to long-term illness 

or disability.  The response is based on the residents’ personal feelings about their day-to-day lives, not an official register of 
health or disability.  
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Compared to England and Wales Birmingham has higher proportions of ethnicities other than white 
with day to day activities limited a lot, with the Asian ethnicity being extremely higher. Birmingham has 
higher proportions of both Black and Asian residents than England and Wales.      
 
The three wards with the highest proportion of all residents with limitations in Birmingham are Shard 
End (3.6%), Sparkbrook (3.3%), and Tyburn (3.2%).   
 
 
Ward Top Three Wards – Highest Proportion of Ethnicity with Activities Limited a lot 

Shard End White  88.3% White: Irish 4.2 Black 2.5 

Sparkbrook Asian/Asian British 59.2 White 13.3 Black 10.4 

Kingstanding White  83.7 White: Irish 5.1 Black 4.8 

Table 5 - Day to Day Activities Limited a Lot by Ward and Ethnicity 

 
White in table above = White:English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern Irish/British 
Black in Table above = Black/African/Caribbean/Black British 

 
Within the top three wards, the ethnicity with the highest proportion of day to day activities limited a 
lot are illustrated in the table above.  The three wards identified are all deprived wards and have an 
overall higher proportion of residents with long term limitations than Birmingham, the West Midlands 
Region and England and Wales.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This puts pressure on services the council provide.  If Birmingham residents have a disability or a long 
term health problem which limits them a lot, they are likely to have additional care needs and receive 
social care from the authority as well as unpaid care from family and friends. They are most likely to be 
dependent on benefits and possibly unable to work.   

5.3.3 Household Composition - Communal Households 

 
Communal Households 
Numbers of residents in communal households8 in Birmingham at 2011 was 21,679: an increase of 
38.5% from 2001. This includes: 
 71.1% who live in non-medical/care communal establishments. 
 23.6% who live in care homes with/without nursing. 
 4.5% who live in other medical/care communal establishments 
 0.8% who live in unclassified communal establishments 
 
Due to 2001 Communal Households data not being directly comparable with 2011 data due to differing 
categories, it is not possible to calculate percentage change for the different types of communal 
establishments. However, given that the numbers of people aged 85+years have increased by 12.7% 
and 90+ years by 19.4%, it is likely that resident numbers in care homes will have also increased since 
2001. 

5.4 Conditions of housing 

 

Overcrowding & Density 
Overcrowding: In 2011, 12.4% of households had an occupancy rating of -1 or fewer rooms: an 
increase of 2.8% since 2001. (A rating of -1 implies there is one room too few for the number of people 
living in the household.)  
 
Looking at the city’s density also shows a small increase: 

                                                
8
 Establishments, with 10 or more bed spaces, which provide managed residential accommodation 

Ward % 
Shard End 13.0% 
Tyburn  12.6% 
Sparkbrook 10.1% 

 

Compared with  
 England & Wales  8.5% 
 West Midlands  9.1% 

 Birmingham  9.1%  
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It increased by 9.6%: from 36.5 residents to 40 residents per hectare from 2001-2011. This is an 
increase similar to the 9.8% change in population since 2001.  
 
In terms of wards, Ladywood (37.1%), Nechells ( 28%) and Aston (25.1%) have the highest levels of 
overcrowded households. These are all located in central Birmingham in Ladywood district. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 21 - Map of Overcrowding 

 

Central Heating 

Most households in Birmingham have central heating (95.9%). There is only a small percentage of 
households who do not (4.1%) but this is a higher percentage than for West Midlands (3.5%) or 
England & Wales (2.7%).  

6 Birmingham’s Population Grows 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6.1 Birmingham’s Older People 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The geographical trend for 
overcrowding tends to be focused 
on the city centre and inner city 
suburbs, but also can be found in 
pockets of deprived areas outside 
the city centre, i.e. Hodge Hill. 
There is also a pocket of 
overcrowding in the Selly Oak 
ward, which may be due to its high 
proportion of student population.  
 

There has been a population increase across Birmingham since the 2001 census with population 
increasing by 9.8% to 1,073,045 people. There have been significant increases for particular age 
groups: 0-4, 18-24 and 85+ years.   
 
 More 85+ years mean increased pressure on full-time adult social care and health services. 
 The large increase of 18-24 year olds potentially puts pressure on higher education places, 

jobs, and housing.  
 Many 0-4 year olds are found in areas and households of high deprivation, both these factors 

can be linked to unemployment and low education levels which could negatively impact on the 
child’s future social and economic well-being.  In the short-term, the growth in this age range 
could lead to increased pressure on Education and Early Years health services. 
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6.2 Birmingham’s Young Adults 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 

6.3 Birmingham’s Very Young Children 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

0-4 years in Birmingham now make up 
 

7.6% of Birmingham’s population with 
 

81,901 children under 4 years living in the city. 
 

In 2011, there were 17% more very young children 

than in 2001. 
 
And with a birth rate higher than national average:  

16.63 births per 1000 people, the numbers of 

Birmingham’s very young population will continue to 
rise.  
 

However, Birmingham has the 9th highest national 

Infant Mortality rate for local authorities – 7.2 deaths per 
1000 live births. These rates are often linked with lower 
socio-economic groups, which are prevalent in the city. 

This is a similar % change to: 
 West Midlands (15.9%) 

But a higher % change than 
 England & Wales (13%) 

This is a higher % than: 
 West Midlands (7%) 

 England & Wales (6.2%) 

The national average is lower at 

12.93 per 1000 people 

The national average is lower at 
4.5 per 1000 live births 

 

18-24 years in Birmingham now make up 
 

11% of Birmingham’s population with 
 

129,977 adults aged 18-24 years living in the city. 
 

In 2011, there were 23.5% more young adults  
than in 2001. 
 
This is higher than the younger age group -> 
16-17 year olds with a 7.8% increase  
but similar to the older age group -> 
25-29 year olds, with a 25% increase 

This is a slightly higher % than: 
 West Midlands (10%) 

 England & Wales (9%) 

This is a similar % change to: 
 West Midlands (23%) 

And a higher % change to 
 England & Wales (20.5%) 

85+ years in Birmingham now make up 
 

1.8% of Birmingham’s population with 
 

19,068 adults aged 85+ years living in the city. 
 
In 2011, there were  
 

 12.7% more 85+ years overall 

 19.4% more 90+ years 
 
than in 2001. 
 
This is higher than the younger age group -> 
65-85 years with a 3% decrease  
 
 

This is a slightly lower % than: 
 West Midlands (2%) 

 England & Wales (2.3%) 

This is a lower % change in 85+ than: 
 West Midlands (24.6%) 
 England & Wales (23.9%) 

 
This is a lower % change in 90+ than: 

 West Midlands (32.9%) 
 England & Wales (27.8%) 



22/24 

 
 
 
 

In what environment are these very young children growing up? 
Although detailed information on age is not yet available, we can still analyse the correlations between 
0-4 year olds and other relevant census statistics by linking together LSOA level data9.  
 
 

Correlation between 0-4 year olds & Over 16s with 

No Qualifications (By LSOA)
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Figure 22 - 0-4 years correlations 

 
A co-efficient of 0.64 shows there is a fairly strong geographical relationship between the LSOAs 
where usual UK residents over 16 years old have no qualifications and where 0-4 year olds reside. 
 
 
 
 
There are similar relationships in terms of unemployment. 
 
LSOA Correlation with over 16 year olds who are: 

- (Economically Active) Unemployed = 0.73 
- Unemployed Never Worked = 0.73 
- Unemployed Aged 16-24 = 0.67 
 

These all demonstrate that there is a relationship between 0-4 year olds’ location and 
unemployment/low education.  This is supported by the National Indices of Deprivation which shows 
Birmingham’s rise in national rankings (a rise indicates worsening deprivation) for Children living in 
Income Deprived households10 from 25th in 1999 to 15th in 2009. 
 
In addition, the Child Poverty Ranking (2010) –> Birmingham is ranked 14th highest in child poverty 
scores out of 326 Local Authorities (higher scores = more child poverty).  
 
 In Core Cities, Birmingham is in the middle of Child Poverty rankings, with three who rank higher: 

Liverpool (13th), Nottingham (9th) and Manchester (6th). 
 

                                                
9
 Matched together the ‘% of LSOA’ information for 0-4 year olds and No Qualification for each LSOA. 

10
 Aged under 16 years old living in a household where an adult under the age of 60 is receiving certain out-of-

work means-tested benefits 

Correlation Score* = 0.64 

 

*Pearson Correlation Co-Efficient Score  

Explanation of scoring: 0 = no LSOA relationship between 0-4 year olds and the qualifications statistic 
1= very strong LSOA relationship between 0-4 year olds and the qualifications statistic 

LSOA 
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This strongly suggests that many very young children will be growing up in income deprived 
households/areas with parents who have low educational backgrounds and where many young adults 
go from school to unemployment.  Living in this environment will likely affect all aspects of their future - 
including their health, performance and behaviour at school, attendance at higher education, level of 
skills & qualifications, employment prospects, and likelihood of committing a crime.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Increased numbers of very young children - particularly considering increases of children in income 
deprived households – will impact on Council services that are available per child. This will likely affect 
average levels of education for those children in the future, and therefore their capability of taking on 
skilled employment. This will likely cause increased demand on all services. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Different types of costs for BCC Children’s Services in 2011/12: 
Total Spending: £427,688,000 
Including….. 
LA spend on Education: £208,862,000 (excludes spending by schools) 
Looked After Children: £83,538,000 
Youth Justice Services: £9,812,000  
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7 Non-Census Data Sources 
 
Economy 
Section 3.4: Commuters Travel into Birmingham  

ONS: Annual Population Survey commuter flows, local authorities in Great Britain, 2010 and 2011 – 
Inward and Outward commuting flows. 
 
Diversity 
Section 4.4: Short Term Migrants  

ONS: Table STIM.06b – Short Term International Migration. Estimates for mid years (July to June) 
2008 to 2011. 
 
Households 
Section 5.2:  Who owns and who rents in Birmingham? 

Department for Communities and Local Government: Table 115 Dwelling stock: PRP stock, by district, 
from 1997 to 2012.  
 
Department for Communities and Local Government: Table 116 Dwelling stock: local authority stock, 
by district: England 1994 – 2012.  
 
Age 
Section 6.3:  Birmingham’s Very Young Children 

ONS: Child Mortality Statistics: Childhood, Infant and Perinatal, 2011. 
 
Department for Education: Income and expenditure in local authority maintained schools in England: 
2011-12. 
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