CASE STUDY AND COMPETITOR CITY DEMOGRAPHICS



Cleveland finds itself in a familiar position relative to the cases of regionalism and its competitors. Regionally, it is performing on par with other MSAs; the city of Cleveland, however, is one of the worst areas across the board socio-economically.


The areas the Case Study group is analyzing are Anchorage, Alaska; Athens-Clarke County, Georgia; Buffalo, New York; Denver, Colorado; Indianapolis, Indiana; Jacksonville, Florida; Miami, Florida; Minneapolis, Minnesota; Louisville, Kentucky; Nashville-Davidson, Tennessee; New Orleans, Louisiana; Portland, Oregon; and Seattle, Washington.


The competitor cities were chosen for different reasons. Some were chosen because the are Midwestern (Chicago, Illinois; Cincinnati, Ohio; Columbus, Ohio; Detroit, Michigan; Milwaukee, Wisconson; and St. Louis, Missouri). Others were chosen because of similarity in size or economic structure (Baltimore, Maryland; Memphis, Tennessee; Oklahoma City, Oklahoma). Las Vegas, Nevada was chosen to illustrate a high-growth city. 


Much of the reason Cleveland lags is because its small size keeps it from capturing higher-income households. 16.2% of its regional residents are within the city limits, whereas the average for both the case study and competitor cities was 23.4%. 


A comparison of racial figures shows that Cleveland has the second highest concentration of African-Americans in the central city population among the case study cities and fourth among the competitor cities at 54.2%. New Orleans (66.6%) led the first group and Detroit (81.0%) led the second group. Among the MSAs, Cleveland was fifth among the case study areas and sixth among the competitor areas. With the exception of whites in the MSA groups, Cleveland has a lower percentage than the averages of all the other groups (including the median percentage of Hispanics) on both the city and MSA level.


Age-wise, both the Cleveland city and metro have percentages that resemble the averages for the case study and competitor groups.

The Cleveland-Akron CMSA’s population growth rate (between 1990 and 2000) of 3% was much lower than the 12.9% among the case study areas and 10% among the competing areas.


In terms of settlement, the Cleveland region has about the same percentage of urban residents (89.8%) as the averages for both groups. City-wise, many are fully urbanized, and Cleveland is one of them.


Cleveland’s city population has a dramatically lower median household income level ($25,928), and higher unemployment rate (11.2%) than the case study cities’ numbers ($37,974 median and 7.8% average, respectively). For the competitor cities, there was less difference ($32,216 and 9.0%, respectively.) Yet the MSA population performs only slightly below average on income ($42,215 to $42, 439 for the cases and $44,782 for the competitors). On unemployment, the Cleveland MSA performs slightly better than the averages of both groups (5.2% to 5.5% for the cases and 5.3% for the competitors). 


The 2000 census figures illustrate the fact that Cleveland proper’s recent status as “Number one in big city poverty” belies its shared position in a group of large cities with high poverty rates. Its 26.3% of the population below the poverty level is fifth highest among case study cities. The place with the highest poverty level (Athens, Georgia at 28.6%) is in a unique position because it is the smallest area (153,444 residents in the MSA, among million-plus MSAs in the group). However, following it are Miami (28.5%), New Orleans (27.9%), and Buffalo (26.6%). The average was 18.7%. Among the competitor cities, however, it was first in poverty rate. The average among competitor cities was 20.5%


Regionally, the Cleveland MSA’s poverty rate (10.6%) is slightly lower than the average among cases (11.3%) and competitors (10.9%). This places it fifth among cases and tied for third among competitors.


Finally, in terms of education, the Cleveland city proper has more high school-only graduates (33.2%) than its case study and competitor counterparts, yet it has the second lowest high school graduation rate (69%) among the first group and lowest among the second group. This is reflected in the fact that it features the lowest percentage of bachelor’s degree holders (11.4%) among the case study cities and second- lowest among the competitor cities. Detroit was lowest at 11.0%. Averages were 27.7% and 20.3%, respectively.


Among the MSAs, the Cleveland region again features a higher percentage of high school-only graduates (33.0%) than the averages for both groups. Its high school graduate numbers match the averages for the case study cities and competing cities, but its percentage of bachelor’s degree holders is slightly below the average (23.5% to 27.0% for the former and 25.7% for the latter). 

