Chapter 3
Demographics

Demographic information presented in this chapter was collected and compiled using data
from the U.S. Bureau of Census, except as noted or referenced. For the detailed 2000
information, data was collected at the block group level and then combined to derive data for
each watershed. The basin information is simply a compilation of the 20 individual
watersheds. Because census block groups do not always follow the watershed boundaries, it
was necessary to sometimes make judgments on the amount of land areathat islocated
within awatershed. The population of the block group was then divided proportionately
among the watersheds based on geographical areas. While this method of estimating
population is not 100 percent accurate because of the variance in population density among
census block groups and watersheds, it does provide a reasonabl e estimate of population
along with the level of information detail necessary to establish an overall demographic
profile of the Lower Coosa River Basin. Information presented in this chapter isfor the
entire Lower Coosa River Basin, with some comparisons between watersheds. Detailed data
for each of the 20 watersheds located within the basin can be found in the Atlas of

Water sheds.

Figure 36:
County Population, 2000
3 Population Density
County s Per Square Mile Per Acre

Autauga County 43,671 73.3 11.45
Chilton County 39,593 57.1 8.91
Clay County 14,254 23.6 3.68
Coosa County 12,202 18.7 2.92
Elmore County 65,874 106.0 41.4
Shelby County 143,293 180.3 28.17
Talladega County 80,321 108.6 16.97
Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000

There are 21 governmental jurisdictions located with the Lower Coosa River Basin,
including portions of seven counties and portions or al of 14 municipalities. The seven
counties are Autauga, Chilton, Clay, Coosa, EImore, Shelby and Talladega. The 14



municipalities are Calera, Chelsea, Childersburg, Clanton, Columbiana, Goodwater,
Harpersville, Jemison, Pelham, Rockford, Sylacauga, Thorsby, Wetumpka, and Wilsonville.
The following jurisdictional information helps to understand the population base from which
the Lower Coosa River Basin isderived. The total population of the seven countiesis
399,208 persons as of the 2000 Census. Population within the counties ranges from 12,202
in Coosa County to 143,293 in Shelby County. Of the total population of the seven counties,
16 percent (64,161 persons) are located within the boundaries of one of the incorporated
municipalities.

Figure 37:
Municipal Population, 2000
Density Per Density Per
Municipality Popzt?l?agion Square Mile | Municipality Popzt?l(‘)a?mn Square Mile
of Land Area of Land Area
Calera 3,158 244.9 Jemison 2,248 279.6
Chelsea 2,949 293.6 Pelham 14,369 378.2
Childersburg 4,927 637.2 Rockford 428 129.6
Clanton 7,800 383.8 Sylacauga 12,616 681.0
Columbiana 3,316 218.5 Thorsby 1,820 355.5
Goodwater 1,633 249.6 Wetumpka 5,726 672.9
Harpersville 1,620 102.0 Wilsonville 1,551 157.5
Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000

Lying between Birmingham and Montgomery, the Lower Coosa River Basin is adjacent to
two heavily populated areas that have seen significant population growth in the last 20 years.
With its regional location, the Lower Coosa River Basin is home to many commuting
workers. Thetotal population map of the State of Alabama (Figure 38) shows Shelby and
Talladega Counties as two of 15 counties in the state with a population over 80,000 and
Autauga and Elmore Counties as two of 15 counties with a population between 40,001 and
80,000. Only Clay and Coosa Counties are a part of the total 17 counties that have a
population of less than 20,000.

Of the total 2000 population of the seven counties, just under half, 45.48 percent, livein
urban areas with the majority of the population, at 54.52 percent living in rura areas. In Clay
County, 100 percent of the population is rural and in Coosa County 97.40 percent of the
population isrural. In contrast, in Shelby County only 36.10 percent of the population is
rural. The combined racial composition of the seven countiesis 81.40 percent white, 17.08
percent black and 1.52 percent of another race, with the largest percentage being Asian, at
.55 percent. Median age for both males and females in the counties ranges from 35 in
Autauga, Elmore and Shelby Countiesto 39 in Clay County. In al of the counties, the
median age for femalesis two to five years older than the median age for males. Within the
seven counties, there are atotal of 149,779 households. The average household size ranges
from 2.43 in Clay County to 2.71 in Autauga County. Average family sizeis dightly larger,
ranging from 2.93 in Clay County to 3.12 in Autauga County. There are atotal of 111,267
families within the counties with 84.59 percent of the total population living in families.




Figure 38:

Total Population, 2000
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Figure 39:

Rural Population by County, 2000
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Population

The population of the Lower Coosa
River Basin, at 109,710 persons, isjust
over one-of the total population of the
seven counties that make up the basin.
Of the total basin population, only
25.45 percent is urban and 74.55
percent isrural, in comparison to a
rural population of 54.52 percent for
the counties combined. The largest
part of the basin’s rural populationis
nonfarm, at 97.93 percent.

Half of the 20 watersheds in the basin
have |less than 1.00 percent urban

Figure 40:

2000 Rural Population
of the Lower Coosa River Basin

Urban
25%

Rural
75%

population with six of those having no urban population at all. Those watersheds with a
population that is more than 50 percent urban include Tallaseehatchee Creek at 60.58

percent, Kahatchee Creek at 60.58 percent, and Pigeon Roost Creek at 65.22 percent. The

geographic area of these three urban watersheds is only 12.47 percent of the basin area.

The racia composition of the population of the basin overall is primarily white, at 79.31
percent, with blacks comprising 18.82 percent. Other populations comprise less than 1.00

percent of the population each with American Indian / Alaskan Native at 0.41 percent, Asian

at 0.25 percent, Native Hawaiian at 0.01 percent and some other race at 0.38 percent.
Persons of two or more races comprise 0.82 percent of the total population of the basin.




Figure 41:

Racial Composition of L ower Coosa River Basin and Water sheds, 2000

HUC Watershed % White % Black % Other
010 | Tallaseehatchee Creek 71.29 27.22 1.49
020 | Walthall Branch 59.65 40.23 0.12
030 | Yellowleaf Creek 95.73 2.57 1.70
040 | Kahatachee Creek 62.87 35.71 1.42
050 | Beeswax Creek 93.62 4.72 1.66
060 | Cedar Creek 87.52 11.32 1.16
070 | Peckerwood Creek 92.39 5.55 2.06
080 | Spring Creek 95.26 4.07 0.67
090 | Buxahatchee Creek 87.21 9.29 3.50
100 | Waxahatchee Creek 83.11 14.23 2.66
110 | Upper Hatchet Creek 54.68 43.70 1.62
120 | Socapatoy Creek 47.27 51.98 0.75
130 | Middle Hatchet Creek 70.26 28.07 2.42
140 | Weogufka Creek 84.53 14.68 0.79
150 | Lower Hatchet Creek 87.85 10.49 1.66
160 | Walnut Creek 83.15 14.33 2.52
170 | Chestnut Creek 85.44 12.88 1.68
180 | Weoka Creek 81.71 16.12 2.17
190 | Pigeon Roost Creek 56.12 41.20 2.68
200 | Taylor Creek 70.08 26.84 3.08
Lower Coosa River Basin 79.31 18.82 1.87

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2000 and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.

The percentages of the black and white population in the Lower Coosa River Basin, overal,
are not necessarily reflective of the racial composition of each of the watersheds. While the
majority of the basin population is either white or black, some of the watersheds have a
significantly higher proportion of white or black population than others. All of the
watersheds have |ess than 4.00 percent population of races other than black or white, with the
highest percentage found in the Buxahatchee Creek watershed, at 3.50 percent. Most of the
watersheds have a majority white population. Only one watershed has a majority black
population, which is the Socapatoy Creek watershed at 51.98 percent. Other watersheds with
asignificant black population (higher than the overall basin percentage of 18.82 percent)
include Tallaseehatchee Creek at 27.22 percent, Y ellowleaf Creek at 40.23 percent,
Kahatchee Creek at 35.71 percent, Upper Hatchet Creek at 43.70 percent, Middle Hatchet
Creek at 28.07 percent, Pigeon Roost Creek at 41.20 percent, and Taylor Creek at 26.84
percent. The concentrations of minority population are found aong the northeastern and
southern edges of the basin as shown in Figure 42.

Those watersheds with a white population higher than the overall basin percentage of 79.31
percent include Y ellowleaf Creek at 95.73 percent, Beeswax Creek at 93.62 percent, Cedar
Creek at 87.52 percent, Peckerwood Creek at 92.39 percent, Spring Creek at 95.26 percent,
Buxahatchee Creek at 87.21 percent, Waxahatchee Creek at 83.11 percent, Weogufka Creek
at 84.53 percent, Lower Hatchet Creek at 87.85 percent, Walnut Creek at 83.15 percent,
Chestnut Creek at 85.44 percent, and Weoka Creek at 81.71 percent.



Figure 42:
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Of the total basin population, 52 percent are females and 48 percent are males. About one-
fourth of the population is under the age of 18 and 13.41 percent is age 65 years and older.
These two groups comprise the “at risk” popul ation because of the high number of personsin
this group that are dependent upon someone else for care. The general working age
population, age 18 to 64, comprises approximately 61.38 percent of the total population of
the basin.

Figure 43:
L ower Coosa River Basin Population By Age, 2000
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A large mgjority of the basin population lives in family households, at 86.41 percent, while
11.28 percent live in non-family households. Of the remaining 2.31 percent that livein
group quarters rather than in households, 91.98 percent are institutionalized and 8.01 percent
are non-institutionalized.

Of the 109,710 persons living in the Lower Coosa River Basin, 99.19 percent are native to
the United States and 0.81 percent are foreign born. Of those persons who are foreign born,
48.14 are naturalized citizens and 51.90 are not U.S. citizens. The majority of the native
population was born in Alabama (82.47 percent) or elsewhere in the South (10.37 percent).
Those persons who were born in other regions of the United States comprise 6.35 percent of
the population, with 1.65 percent born in the Northeast, 3.54 percent born in the Midwest,
1.45 percent born in the West and 0.53 percent born overseas.

In general, the population of the Lower Coosa River Basin if fairly stable, with 60.26 percent
living in the same house for the | ast five years when the 2000 Census was taken. Of the
39.74 percent that had changed houses in the five year period prior to the 2000 Census, 21.45
percent lived in the same county and 12.30 percent lived in adifferent county in Alabama,
5.40 percent lived in another state, and 0.59 percent lived somewhere other than the United
States. Of those persons who moved to alocation in the Lower Coosa River Basin from
another state, 63.09 moved from another state in the South, 16.74 percent moved from the
Midwest, 13.65 moved from the West, and 6.52 moved from the Northeast.



Economics

The 1999 per capitaincome of the Lower Coosa River Basin was $16,881, which is lower
than the 1999 per capitaincome of the State, at $18,189. The 1999 median household and
median family incomes of the population of the basin, however, is slightly higher than that of
the State. The median household income of the basin is $34,975 as compared to $34,135 for
the State; and the median family income of the basin is $41,843, as compared to $41,657 for
the State. Poverty status was determined for 97.84 percent of the basin population, of which
14.73 percent were determined to have an income below poverty level in 1999 and 83.11
percent were determined to have an income at or above poverty level in 1999.

The population of the basin that is age 20 and older is 73,135 persons, which is
approximately two-thirds of the total basin population. Of the population 25 and older, 1.24
percent have no education and 27.62 percent do not have a high school diploma. Of the
remaining 71.14 percent of the population, 35.36 percent have a high school diploma (which
includes graduate equivalency), 19.06 percent have some college education, but no degree,
4.39 percent have an associate degree, 12.33 percent have a bachelor’s degree or a graduate
level degree. Educational attainment of the basin population is reflective of the counties that
make up the basin. Only Shelby County has a population in which more than 80 percent
have a high school diploma or higher.

Figure 44:

Educational Attainment, 2000
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Figure 45:
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Source: Center for Business and Economic Research, University of Alabama.




Within the Lower Coosa River Basin, there are 49,873 personsin the labor force, which is
58.50 percent of the population age 16 and over. Of those personsin the labor force, 99.68
arein the civilian labor force and 0.31 percent in the armed forces. Of the civilian labor
force, 94.16 are employed and 5.84 percent are unemployed. The unemployment rate in the
basin for femalesis higher, at 6.37 percent, than the unemployment rate for males, at 5.39
percent. In contrast, the overall unemployment rate for the basin is slightly lower than that of
the State, at 6.2 percent.

Figure 46:

Unemployment in the Lower Coosa River Basin and W ater sheds, 2000
HUC Watershed Percent Unemployed
010 Tallaseehatchee Creek 8.04%
020 Walthall Branch 5.80%
030 Yellowleaf Creek 2.78%
040 Kahatachee Creek 9.68%
050 Beeswax Creek 4.89%
060 Cedar Creek 5.32%
070 Peckerwood Creek 6.25%
080 Spring Creek 8.33%
090 Buxahatchee Creek 4.66%
100 Waxahatchee Creek 5.33%
110 Upper Hatchet Creek 8.36%
120 Socapatoy Creek 6.44%
130 Middle Hatchet Creek 5.12%
140 Weogufka Creek 5.95%
150 Lower Hatchet Creek 8.86%
160 Walnut Creek 5.20%
170 Chestnut Creek 5.15%
180 Weoka Creek 3.57%
190 Pigeon Roost Creek 9.35%
200 Taylor Creek 4.12%

Lower Coosa River Basin 5.84%

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2000 and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc

Unemployment is highest in the Kahatchee Creek watershed at 9.68 percent and lowest in the
Y ellowleaf Creek watershed at 2.78 percent. Other watersheds with an unemployment rate
higher than 8.0 percent include Pigeon Roost Creek at 9.35 percent, Lower Hatchet Creek at
8.86 percent, Upper Hatchet Creek at 8.36 percent, Spring Creek at 8.33 percent, and
Tallaseehatchee Creek at 8.04 percent. Two additiona watersheds have an unemployment
rate between 6.01 and 8.00 percent, which is generally considered to be high. Half of the
watersheds have an average unemployment rate between 4.01 percent and 6.00 percent, and
two watersheds have alow unemployment rate of less 4.0 percent or less. Geographically,
neither low nor high unemployment rates are concentrated in one area of the basin as shown
in Figure 47.



Figure 47:

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000 and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.

In acomparison of employment within industry segmentsin the Lower Coosa River Basin
and in the State of Alabama, it was shown that manufacturing and education, health and
social services are the two largest employment sectors for the labor force of both the basin
and the State. Over one-third of the labor force in the basin (36.52 percent) and the State
(37.7 percent) are employed in one of theseindustries. Retail trade follows with employment
of more than 10 percent of the labor force at both the basin and state levels. The construction
industry also employs more than 10 percent of the labor force at the basin level (10.75
percent), but only 7.6 percent at the State level. The industry segment with the lowest
percentage of the labor force in both the Lower Coosa River Basin and the State of Alabama
isinformation, at 2.11 percent and 2.2 percent, respectively.



Figure 48:

Employment by Industry, 2000

Industry Lo_vver Coo_sa State of
River Basin Alabama
Agriculture; forestry; fishing, hunting; and mining 2.43% 1.9%
Construction 10.75% 7.6%
Manufacturing 20.48% 18.4%
Wholesale trade 3.46% 3.6%
Retail trade 12.02% 12.2%
Transportation and warehousing; and utilities 5.85% 5.3%
Information 2.11% 2.2%
Finance and insurance; and real estate 5.79% 5.8%
Professional; scientific; management; administrative; and 5.43% 7 1%
waste management
Educational services; health and social services 16.04% 19.3%
Arts; entertainment; recreation; accommodation; food services 5.60% 6.4%
Other services 5.27% 5.1%
Public administration 4.70% 5.2%

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, Profile of General Demographic Characteristics: 2000 for the State of
Alabama, U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000, Summary Files, and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.
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work locationsis aso evident in commuting times. Almost half of the workers spend more
than 14 minutes in getting to or from work, with 28.89 percent traveling for 15 to 29 minutes
one way, 33.8 percent traveling for 30 to 59 minutes one way, 10.98 percent having atravel
time of one hour or more to get to or from work.

Housing

As of 2000, there are atotal of 49,042 housing unitsin the Lower Coosa River Basin, of
which 24.73 percent are located in urban areas and 75.27 are located in rural areas, which
corresponds to the percentage of urban and rural population. Of the urban housing units,



only 2.70 percent are located in urbanized areas and the remaining 97.30 percent are located
in urban clusters. Aswith the rural population, the majority of the rural housing, at 98.31
percent, is non-farm.

Within the basin boundaries, there are 42,404 occupied housing units, which is 86.46 percent
of thetotal, and 6,639 vacant housing units, or 13.54 percent of the total housing stock. A
large mgjority of the occupied housing units, at 79.81 percent, are owner-occupied while
20.19 percent are renter-occupied. Owner-occupancy is slightly higher in the Lower Coosa
River Basin than in the State of Alabama, at 72.5 percent. Among the watersheds of the
basin, owner-occupancy is highest in the Peckerwood Creek watershed, at 89.40 percent, and
in the Spring Creek watershed, at 89.03 percent. Rental occupancy is highest in the Pigeon
Roost Creek watershed, at 30.66 percent, and in the Kahatchee Creek watershed, at 27.41
percent.

Household size of owner-occupied housing is slightly larger than renter-occupied housing,
with 81.97 percent of the population living in owner-occupied units and 18.03 percent living
in renter-occupied units. The average household size of owner-occupied housing unitsis
three persons per unit and the average household size of renter-occupied unitsis two persons
per unit.

The racial occupancy of occupied housing unitsis similar between owner-occupied housing
units and renter-occupied units primarily due to the racial composition of the basin
population, overal. The occupancy of owner-occupied housing by whites, at 84.39 percent,
isslightly higher than the proportion of white population in the basin, at 79.31 percent.
Conversely, the occupancy of owner-occupied units by blacks, at 14.53 percent, and persons
of other races, at 1.05 percent, is slightly lower than the corresponding proportions of black
population in the basin at 18.82 percent and persons of other races at 1.87 percent. The
reverse istrue of renter-occupied housing units, with whites occupying 71.72 percent, blacks
occupying 25.52 percent, and persons of other races occupying 2.76 percent.

In acomparison of the 20 watersheds within the Lower Coosa River Basin, the
Tallaseehatchee Creek watershed has, by far, the most housing units at 12,011 units,
followed distantly by the Walnut Creek watershed at 5,238 units, the Y ellowleaf Creek
watershed at 4,907 units, and the Chestnut Creek watershed at 4,468 units. The remaining
watersheds have less than 3,000 units each. Because of the variances in the geographic size
of the watersheds, housing density does not correspond with the number of housing units per
watershed. The Tallaseehatchee Creek watershed, which has the most housing units, has a
housing density of only 10.67 units per acre. The highest housing densities are found in the
Lower Hatchet Creek watershed at 140.33 units per acre, the Peckerwood Creek watershed at
110.88 units per acre, and the Middle Hatchet Creek watershed at 103.42 units per acre.
Housing density in these three watersheds, however, is extreme. Housing density in the
remaining watersheds is considerably less. Eight of the watersheds have a housing density of
less than 25 units per acre; seven have a housing density between 25 and 50 units per acre;
and, two have a housing density between 50 and 75 units per acre. Housing density for that
basin overall is 25.50 units per acre. Figure 50 provides a comparison among the watersheds
of housing tenure, while Figure 51 is a map showing housing density in the watersheds.



Figure 50:

Housing Tenure, 2000
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Figure 51:

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000 and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.



In most areas, the 13.54 percent of vacant housing units would be uncommonly high,
however in the Lower Coosa River Basin, this can be attributed to some degree to vacation or
part-time housing around the three lakes in the basin. According to the 2000 Census, 41.01
percent of the vacant housing is for seasonal, recreational or occasional use. Of the
remaining vacant housing units at the time of the 2000 Census, 14.12 percent are for rent,
10.69 percent are for sale, 6.14 percent have been rented or sold but are not occupied, 0.09
percent are for migrant workers, and 27.95 percent are listed as other vacant. A more
accurate picture of housing vacancy rate can be determined by looking at the number of
‘other’ vacant housing units with the number of vacant housing units that are for sale or rent
as a percentage of the total housing stock, which in the case of the Lower Coosa River Basin,
IS 7.97 percent. Generally, avacancy rate between 4.0 percent and 6.0 percent provides a
stable growth environment, offering choice in housing for those who are moving but not so
much vacant housing as to flatten the market value of the existing housing stock. The State
of Alabama has an available housing vacancy rate of 9.14 percent and a seasonal housing
vacancy rate of 2.4 percent.

Figure 52:
Total Housing Units and Occupancy, 2000
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Figure 53:

Housing Vacancy Rates, 2000

HUC Watershed '!'otal . % Available | % Seasonal o0 T
Housing Units Vacant
010 | Tallaseehatchee Creek 12,011 7.97% 1.08% 9.05%
020 | Walthall Branch 324 8.80% 1.85% 10.65%
030 | Yellowleaf Creek 4,907 7.23% 1.43% 8.66%
040 | Kahatachee Creek 1,195 7.33% 0.75% 8.08%
050 | Beeswax Creek 2,377 6.98% 10.77% 17.75%
060 | Cedar Creek 1,431 6.35% 5.30% 11.65%
070 | Peckerwood Creek 479 7.00% 19.14% 26.14%
080 | Spring Creek 1,226 5.84% 31.76% 37.60%
090 | Buxahatchee Creek 1,683 6.57% 1.63% 8.20%
100 | Waxahatchee Creek 2,758 7.82% 7.97% 15.79%
110 | Upper Hatchet Creek 1,340 10.09% 3.02% 13.11%
120 | Socapatoy Creek 727 8.49% 5.40% 13.88%
130 | Middle Hatchet Creek 814 12.62% 15.39% 28.00%
140 | Weogufka Creek 1,754 7.55% 5.87% 13.43%
150 | Lower Hatchet Creek 277 9.18% 29.34% 38.51%
160 | Walnut Creek 5,238 7.12% 8.54% 15.66%
170 | Chestnut Creek 4,468 8.91% 6.65% 15.56%
180 | Weoka Creek 2,861 8.53% 10.72% 19.25%
190 | Pigeon Roost Creek 1,299 13.13% 0.00% 13.13%
200 | Taylor Creek 1,876 8.02% 0.42% 8.44%
Lower Coosa River Basin 49,042 7.97% 5.55% 13.52%

Source: U.S. Bureau of Census, 2000 and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.

Watersheds with the highest overall vacancy rate include Lower Hatchet Creek at 38.51
percent, Spring Creek at 37.60 percent, Middle Hatchet Creek at 28.00 percent and
Peckerwood Creek at 19.14 percent. These four watersheds also have the percentage of
seasona housing units, ranging from 15.39 percent to 31.76 percent. Watersheds with the
highest available, or ‘true’, vacancy rate are Pigeon Roost Creek at 13.13 percent, Middle
Hatchet Creek at 12.62 percent, and Upper Hatchet Creek at 10.09 percent and watersheds
with the lowest available vacancy rate are Spring Creek at 5.84 percent, 6.35 percent, 6.57
percent, 6.98 percent.

The median year that housing structures were built ranges from 1965 in the Pigeon Roost
Creek watershed to 1986 in the Taylor Creek and Y ellowleaf Creek watersheds. The average
median year that structures were built throughout the basin is 1977. The mgority of the
housing unitsin the basin are single unit detached units, at 64.05 percent, whichis
comparable to the State of Alabama, at 66.2 percent. The Lower Coosa River Basin,
however, does have significantly more manufactured housing, at 27.82 percent, than the
State, at 16.3 percent.

The magjority of the occupied housing unitsin the Lower Coosa River Basin have full
facilities available. Only 0.19 percent do not have any source of heat. The primary sources
of heat for the remaining housing units are electricity, utilized by 45.36 percent of the units,



propane gas, utilized by 28.00 percent of the units, and utility gas, utilized by 24.21 percent
of the units. A large mgjority of the housing units in the basin have telephone service
available, with 96.97 percent of the owner-occupied housing units have phone service and
90.96 percent of the renter-occupied units having phone service. Theincreased reliance upon
cellular telephone service as the primary telephone service in the last decade may account, to
some degree, for the lower percentage of renter-occupied units with telephone service. Of
the total housing unitsin the basin, 98.55 percent have complete plumbing facilities and
98.51 percent have complete kitchen facilities. The percentage of occupied housing units
with no vehicle available is 7.5 percent as compared to 8.30 percent for the State of Alabama.
This percentage is considerably higher for renter-occupied units, at 20.19 percent, than for
owner-occupied units, at 4.89 percent. These percentages are fairly consistent throughout the
watersheds of the basin. Only the Tallaseehatchee Creek watershed has higher percentages
of housing units without heat, phone service, and plumbing and kitchen facilities than the
other watersheds.

Median housing value within the Lower Coosa River Basin are dightly higher, at $86,282 for
owner-occupied housing units than the median housing value for the State, at $85,100.
Median value for owner-occupied mobile homes within the basin is significantly higher, at
$35,548, than for the State, at $28,400. Median housing valueis highest in the Y ellowleaf
Creek watershed at $150,481, followed by the Weoka Creek watershed at $124,933, and the
Beeswax Creek watershed at $123,240. Median housing value is lowest in the Upper
Hatchet Creek and Socapatoy Creek watersheds, at $52,083 and $52,775, respectively.

Figure 54:
Median Housing Value, 2000

$160,000

$140,000 A

$120,000 - /\ /\
$100,000 ~ .

wa| | N

$60,000 -
$40,000
$20,000 -

$0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

2 8883888338888 8B8338 88

o o (@] o o o o (@] -« — — — — i - — — — AN

Basin

WATERSHED




Growth Trends

The population of the counties that make up the Lower Coosa River Basin has increased
significantly during the last two decades. In fact, portions of four of Alabama stop ten
ranked counties for growth between 1990 and 2000 are located in the Lower Coosa River
Basin: Shelby County, which grew by 44.2 percent, was ranked first; EImore County, which
grew by 33.9 percent, was ranked third; Autauga County, which grew by 27.6 percent, was
ranked seventh; and, Chilton County, which grew by 22.0 percent, was ranked tenth.
According to the 2000 Census, al of the seven counties increased in popul ation between
1990 and 2000. Clay and Coosa Counties, which had lost popul ation between 1980 and
1990, experienced growth increases between 1990 and 2000 of 7.6 percent and 10.3 percent,
respectively. Talladega County experienced an 8.4 percent increase in population in the

same time period.

Of the 14 municipalities, only Goodwater and Rockford lost population between 1990 and
2000. The other 12 municipalities experienced population increase, with Chelsea and
Harpersville more than doubling their population and experiencing 121.9 percent 109.8
percent increases, respectively. Other significant growth areasinclude Calera, with a47.8
percent increase; Pelham, with a47.1 percent increase; Thorsby, with a24.2 percent
increase; Wetumpka, with a 24.2 percent increase; and Wilsonville, with a 30.9 percent
increase. More modest growth was experienced by Childersburg, Clanton, Columbiana,
Jemison, and Sylacauga, with population increases between 0.8 percent and 18.4 percent.

Figure 55:
Population Trends, 1980 to 2000
1990 — 2000
o 1980 1990 2000
Jurisdiction . : . Number Percent
Population Population Population Change Change
Autauga County 32,259 34,222 43,671 9,449 27.6
Chilton County 30,612 32,458 39,593 7,135 22.0
Clay County 13,703 13,252 14,254 1,002 7.6
Coosa County 11,377 11,063 12,202 1,139 10.3
Elmore County 43,390 49,210 65,874 16,664 33.9
Shelby County 66,298 99,358 33,060 43,935 44.2
Talladega County 73,826 74,107 80,321 6,214 8.4
Calera 2,035 2,136 3,158 1,022 47.8
Chelsea - 1,329 2,949 1,620 121.9
Childersburg 5,084 4,579 7,927 348 7.6
Clanton 5,832 7,669 7,800 131 1.7
Columbiana 2,655 2,968 3,316 348 11.7
Goodwater 1,895 1,840 1,633 -207 -11.3
Harpersville 934 772 1,620 848 109.8
Jemison 1,828 1,898 2,248 350 184
Pelham 6,759 9,765 14,369 4,604 47.1
Rockford 494 461 428 -33 -7.2
Sylacauga 12,708 12,520 12,616 96 0.8
Thorshy 1,422 1,465 4,820 355 24.2
Wetumpka 4,341 4,670 5,726 1,056 22.6
Wilsonville 914 1,185 1,551 366 30.9

Source: University of Alabama Center for Business and Economic Research.




Figure 56:

Lower Coosa
River Basin
Vicinity

Source: University of Alabama Center for Business and Economic Research. October 2004.
www.cber.cba.ua.edu.



The Center for Business and Economic Research, located at the University of Alabama,
provides population projections for Alabama counties, based on trends between the 1990 and
2000 Censuses. These projections show a cumulative increase in population for the seven
countiesin the Lower Coosa River Basin of 54.85 percent, resulting in an additional 218,959
personsin the seven counties. In comparison, the State of Alabamais expected to experience
a 21.1 percent population increase during the same time period.

Figure 57:
Population Projections, 2000 to 2025
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Source: Center for Business and Economic Research, University of Alabama, August 2001.

Figure 58:
Lower Coosa River Basin County Population 2000 and Pr oj ections 2005-2025
Projections Change 2000-2025
Census State
County 2000 Rank
2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 Number %

Shelby 143,293 | 167,021 | 191,474 | 216,308 | 241,030 | 265,083 121,790 85.0% 1
Elmore 65,874 | 73,895 | 81,959 | 89,940 | 97,715 | 105,245 39,371 59.8% 4
Autauga 43,671 48,597 53,469 58,273 63,217 68,368 24,697 56.6% 6
Chilton 39,593 43,455 47,398 51,347 55,242 59,022 19,429 49.1% 8
Clay 14,254 | 14,773 | 15,277 | 15738 | 16,160 | 16,553 2,299 16.1% | 27
Coosa 12,202 12,697 13,127 13,478 13,727 13,875 1,673 13.7% 31
Talladega | 80,321 | 83,110 | 85524 | 87,518 | 89,027 | 90,021 9,700 12.1% | 33

Note: Projections in this series are based on trends between the 1990 and 2000 censuses.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau and Center for Business and Economic Research, The University of Alabama,
August 2001.




While al of the seven counties are in the top half of Alabama countiesin growth projections
over the next 20 years, Shelby, Elmore, Autauga and Chilton Counties remain in the top ten
countiesin Alabamafor projected growth. As expected from the past population growth
trends, Shelby County is projected to experience the most significant growth increase, at an
85 percent increase in population. Shelby County isfollowed by EImore County, ranked
fourth with a projection of a’59.8 percent increase in popul ation; Autauga County, ranked
sixth with a projection of a’56.6 percent increase; and Chilton County, ranked eighth with a
projection of a49.1 percent increase in population. Clay, Coosaand Talladega are projected
to experience more modest population increases, ranging from 12.1 percent to 16.1 percent.

The impact of the projected population increases in the seven counties that make up the
Lower Coosa River Basin will, of course, have an impact on the basin itself. Extrapolations
of the population projections provided by the Center for Business and Economic Research
show a projected population increase between 158,773 and 169,884 persons, representing an
increase between 44.72 percent and 54.85 percent in the Lower Coosa River Basin. Without
more detailed study and inventory of population trends at the local level, estimating the
projected population growth on the Lower Coosa River Basin was done in two ways. The
percentage of the total 7-county population that is located in the basin was calculated at 27.48
percent. This percentage was then multiplied by the total projected population increasein the
seven counties, which resulted in a projected increase of 60,174 percent in the basin.
Therefore, the one popul ation projection for 2025 in the Lower Coosa River Basin is 169,884
persons.

109,710/ 399,208 = 27.48 percent in basin
.2748 * 218,959 = 60,174 population increase in basin
60,174 + 109,710 = 169,884 projected 2025 population in basin

The second population projection method uses the percentage of each county’ s population
that islocated within the Lower Coosa River Basin and multiplies the percentage by the
projected 2025 population of each county. The resulting increase for each county’ s portion
of the population was then added together to derive the total projected population increase
49,063 persons in the Lower Coosa River Basin, which represents a 44.72 percent increase
and resultsin projected 2025 population of 158,773 persons.

Figure 59:
Population Projectionsfor Lower Coosa River Basin, 2025

2000 Projected 2025 Projected % of Population Projected

County Population Population Number in Lower Coosa Increase in
Increase River Basin Basin
Autauga 43,671 68,368 24,697 1.65 408
Chilton 39,593 59,022 19,429 50.89 9,887
Clay 14,254 16,553 2,299 6.71 154
Coosa 12,202 13,875 1,673 78.13 1,307
Elmore 65,874 105,245 39,371 24.79 9,760
Shelby 143,293 265,083 121,790 19.16 23,335
Talladega 80,321 90,021 9,700 43.42 4,212
Total 49,063

Source: U.S Census Bureau and Center for Business and Economic Research, The University of Alabama,

August 2001, and Delaney Consultant Services, Inc.




In 1996 a document was prepared for the State of Alabama Office of Water Resources
entitled, “Economic Forecast of Population and Employment; State of Alabama. Volumes 1
and 2.” The document was prepared by DRI/McGraw Hill, with the “immediate
objective...to provide long-range, unbiased forecasts for use as inputs to various model s that
will help determine the present and future capabilities of the water resources in the State of
Alabama.” Theinformation included in the report is organized by 12 river basins, however,
Autauga County information is included in the Alabama River basin, Clay and EImore
County information isincluded in the Tallapoosa River basin, and Shelby County
information isincluded in the Cahaba River basin. There was no attempt to subdivide county
information into one or more river basins, and the report does not provide detail information
on the sub-basins, such asthe Lower Coosa River Basin. It is possible, however, to derive
the county data for the seven counties that are included in the Lower Coosa River Basin to
provide along term picture of population and employment at the county level, rather than the
sub-basin level. Some overall generalizations regarding the entire Coosa River basin are also
included.

According to DRI/McGraw Hill, the annual population growth of the Coosa River basin has
been slightly ahead of the state, and through 2050, thislevel of growth will continue. The
report also states that the Coosa River basin can expect a 60 percent increase in population
over the 1995 population level and that the working age population of basin will shrink
dramatically over the forecast period to 56 percent in 2050 from 63 percent in 1995.
Similarly, the Coosa River basin’s retired-aged population will grow faster than in the state
asawhole, rising from 13.6 in 1995 to 23.5 in 2050.

Popul ation forecasts for the countiesin the Lower Coosa River Basin, as presented in the
DRI/McGraw Hill report, are roughly in line with the projections provided with the Center
for Business and Economic Research, being more conservative in most of the counties and
having higher estimates in Shelby and Talladega Counties. The cumulative population
forecast for the seven countiesis a 109.67 percent increase between 2020 and 2050, with the
least increase occurring in Clay and Coosa Counties and the greatest increase occurring in
Shelby County.

Figure 60:
Population Forecast by County, 1975 to 2050
%
1975 1985 1995 2000 2010 2020 2050 Increase

2000-2050
Autauga 29,700 | 32,200 | 39,700 | 42,900 | 50,000 | 57,200 | 75,600 76.22%
Chilton 28,600 | 31,600 | 36,600 | 38,300 | 43,100 | 48,000 | 60,700 58.49%
Clay 13,200 | 13,700 | 13,500 | 13,500 | 14,000 | 14,100 | 14,600 8.15%
Coosa 11,500 | 11,000 | 11,600 | 11,500 | 11,700 | 11,700 | 12,600 9.57%
Elmore 39,700 | 45,600 | 55,700 | 59,100 | 66,800 | 73,900 | 93,000 57.36%
Shelby 51,700 | 79,600 | 123,200 | 133,600 | 181,200 | 242,900 | 396,900 | 197.08%
Talladega | 69,000 | 75,300 | 79,800 | 72,200 | 90,300 | 100,100 | 124,700 72.71%
Total 243,400 | 289,000 | 360,100 | 371,100 | 457,100 | 547,900 | 778,100 | 109.67%

Source: Economic Forecast of Population and Employment; State of Alabama, Volume 1,
December 1996. DRI/McGraw Hill, Lexington, Massachusetts.










