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FOREWORD 

This report is published by the Central Statistical Office of the Ministry of Finance, Planning, 
Economic Development and Physical Development and it presents the information collected in 
Grenada’s National Population and Housing Census of 2011. In some instances, comparative 
analysis is done with data from the Population and Housing Census of 2001 to show trends in the 
population.  

The Population and Housing Census is the single most extensive and complicated statistical 
operation that the Central Statistical Office undertakes. Hence, it is conducted every 10 years in 
Grenada and most CARICOM Countries. It gives a count or inventory of the population and 
households of Grenada, Carriacou and Petite Martinique as of May 12, 2011. It entailed 
collecting, compiling and analysing demographic, socio-economic and environmental data 
relating to the population and the households in which they reside. 

This report seeks to present information on a wide cross section of variables captured in the 
census. The main areas include demographic and population trends, fertility, mortality, 
education, economic activities, disability, health, housing and information  communication 
technology (ICT).  

The hard work and commitment displayed by the Staff of the Central Statistical Office 
throughout the census process and the preparation of this publication must be recognized. I 
would like to commend the efforts of the following persons who worked tirelessly in the 
production this report: Ms. Kenita Paul, Mr. Tiemonne Charles, Ms. Nickoyan Philbert, Mrs. 
Rachel Jacob, Ms.Cassandra Julien, Ms. Tamika George, Ms. Tracy Telesford, Ms. Shenel John, 
Mr. Paul Orumen, Mr. Kishi Logie, Mr. Vydol Herry and Mr. Trist’n Joseph. 

Census taking is a continuous learning exercise as lessons learnt in the 2011 census will be 
incorporated in future undertakings of the census. As such, any suggestions for improvement as 
well as any notifications of errors and omissions are welcomed. We sincerely hope that this 
publication would increase your appreciation for official statistics. 

 

Halim Brizan (Mr.) 

Director of Statistics  

Central Statistical Office  
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CHAPTER 1

HISTORICAL AND DEMOGRAPHIC 
TRENDS: SIZE, GROWTH, DISTRIBUTION, 

SEX AND AGE COMPOSITION 
 

1.1 INTRODUCTION  

The Population and Housing Census is undoubtedly the single most extensive statistical 

undertaking that has been executed in the Country. It is an official count of the population in the 

tri-island states of Grenada, Carriacou and Petit Martinique and also of the number of 

households. It also provides very valuable information on demographic and other related 

characteristics, which will be very useful to planners, policy makers, administrators, researchers 

and other data users.  

Grenada has a long history of census taking. The Central Statistical Office of Grenada has 

actively participated as a member of the Regional Census Coordinating Committee (RCCC) 

which was approved by the Community Council of Ministers in 2009 to monitor the execution of 

a Regional Census Strategy to support the conduct of the 2010 Census Round in countries. 

Critically the regional strategy was based on a common census framework approach that 

promoted the use of a common core of questions, common methodologies to enable comparable 

census results across the region and common mechanisms for the dissemination of the census 

data. Grenada made use of the common core of questions and methodologies in the conduct of 

the Census. 

Table 1.1.1 illustrates that the total population of Grenada as at midnight on Census Day 12th 

May 2011 stood at 106,669 of which 53,898 were males and 52,771 were females. The total non-
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institutional population found in private dwellings1 was 105,541 of which 53,008 were males and 

52,533 were females. The Institutional population stood at 1,060, (persons in the Prisons, 

Hospitals, Military Barracks, etc.) of which 826 were males and 234 were females. The homeless 

population stood at 68 with 64 males and 4 females. 

 

Table 1.1.1  Population and Housing Census Result by Category of the Respondents –   
                     2011 

  
Respondent Category 

Number 

TOTAL 

Percentage 

Males Females Males Females 
Non-Institutional Population in 
Private Dwellings 53,008 52,533 105,541 49.69 49.25 
  

     Institutional Population 826 234 1,060 0.78 0.22 
  

     Homeless Population 64 4 68 0.06 0.004 
  

     
TOTAL POPULATION 53,898 52,771 106,669 50.53 49.47 

1 Percentages are calculated based on the total population 106,669 

                                                           
1 See appendix to Chapter 1 
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Compared to the previous Census in May 2001, this Census recorded an overall population 

increase of 3.42 percent. The Census of May 2001 recorded a total population count of 103,137 

as compared to 106,669 in the Census of May 2011, representing an absolute increase of 3,532 

persons over the ten-year period. The total population (106,669) is comprised of the non-

institutional population in private dwellings, the institutional population and the homeless 

population. This chapter focusses on the total population. Hence, the population referred to here 

is the total population. However, the population in the rest of chapters in this report refers to the 

non-institutional population in private dwellings. The non-institutional population is used 

throughout the rest of the report. In census taking, as was in the case of Grenada’s Population 

and Housing Census 2011, details of the population on personal characteristics, disability, health, 

education, training, economic activity, income, livelihood, marital status and housing 

characteristics are collected only for the non-institutional population living in private dwellings.   
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1.2 POPULATION GROWTH 

Both Table 1.2.1 and Figure 1.2.1 show the population growth between the decennial Censuses 

of 1871 and the 2011 Population and Housing Census. It reveals that the population of Grenada 

almost tripled in size during that period moving from thirty seven thousand, six hundred and 

eighty four (37,684) persons in 1871 to one hundred and six thousand, six hundred and sixty nine 

(106,669) persons in 2011. 

As illustrated in Table 1.2.1, Figure 1.1.1 and Figure 1.2.1, the Census was routinely conducted 

from 1871 to 1921 and recorded a steady increase in population with the exception of the period 

1911 to 1921 which recorded a slight decline of 0.67 percent.  

The world-wide economic shock of the Great Depression and World War 11 seriously impacted 

the execution of the Census during the period 1921-1945 which resulted in the census not being 

conducted during that period. 

Census enumeration reconvened in the year 1946 and continued decennially. The political 

disturbances between the period 1970 and 1991 censuses affected population growth negatively 

through migration which resulted in the population decreasing by 3.97 percent and 4.45 percent 

in 1981 and 1991 respectively. The last two censuses recorded population growth increases of 

21.16 percent in 2001, and 3.42 percent in 2011. The significant increase in 2001 can be 

attributed to the return of nationals that were living abroad. 
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Table 1.2.1 Historical Trends in Census Population - Size and     
                    Intercensal changes 1971 – 2011 

Census Year Population Size 
Intercensal Percentage 

Change 
  

  2011 106,669 3.42 
2001 103,137 21.16 
1991 85,123 -4.45 
1981 89,088 -3.97 
1970 92,775 4.62 
1960 88,677 22.5 
1946 72,387 9.18 
1921 66,302 -0.67 
1911 66,750 5.22 
1901 63,438 19.22 
1891 53,209 25.48 
1881 42,403 12.52 
1871 37,684 X 
 
X indicates not applicable 
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Figure:  1.1.1 Population at Census Years (1871-2011) 

 

  

0

20,000

40,000

60,000

80,000

100,000

120,000

1860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000 2020

POPULATION SIZE 

POPULATION SIZE



  

 7 

 

Figure 1.2.1 Inter-Censal Percentage Change 
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1.3 GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION 

The distribution of the population by parish for the two censuses of 2001 and 2011 is shown in 

Tables 1.3.1 and 1.3.2 which also show the changes and the rates of growth in the population for 

the last ten years. 

Changes in the population at the parish level between the 2001 and 2011 census varied greatly, 

with some parishes demonstrating large increases, some showing little growth while others 

demonstrating population declines. Of the seven parishes five recorded population decreases. 

Those recording decreases are as follows, St. John’s which decreased by 9.67 percent, followed 

by St. Patrick’s which decreased by 8.95 percent, Carriacou which for the purpose of this 

analysis includes Petit Martinique decreased by 8.91 percent, St. Mark’s decreased by 5.71 

percent and St. Andrew’s decreased by 2.27 percent. The parish of St. George’s is comprised of 

the town of St. George’s and the rest of St. George’s. Whilst there was an overall increase in the 

population of the parish of St. George by 25.5 percent, it is interesting and significant to note that 

the town of St. George’s had a decrease in population of 12.67 percent. The recorded increase in 

the rest of St. George’s can be attributed to persons moving out of the town and also from the 

other parishes and relocating in the rural parts of St. George’s.  St. David’s was the other parish 

that had an increase in population; the population grew by almost 2 percent. 

 

Table 1.3.1 Population by Sex and Parish (2011 and 2001) 
    

Parish 
2011 2001 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Rest of St. George's 17,551 17,527 35,078 13,624 14,327 27,951 
Town of St. George's 1,573 1,598 3,171 1,721 1,910 3,631 
St. John's 4,358 4,111 8,469 4,769 4,607 9,376 
St. Mark's 2,304 2,104 4,408 2,328 2,347 4,675 
St. Patrick's 5,316 5,188 10,504 5,733 5,804 11,537 
St. Andrew's 13,465 13,036 26,501 13,743 13,373 27,116 
St. David's 6,465 6,412 12,877 6,355 6,281 12,636 
Carriacou 2,866 2,795 5,661 3,108 3,107 6,215 
Total 53,898 52,771 106,669 51,381 51,756 103,137 
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Table 1.3.2 Distribution of The Total Population and Changes 2011 and 2001 

  
 Parish 

2011 2001 Absolute 
Change 

Percentage 
Change 

Rate of 
Growth NO. Percent % NO. Percent % 

  
       Rest of St. George's 35,078 32.88 27,951 27.1 7,127 25.50 2.28 

  
       Town of St. George's 3171 2.97 3,631 3.52 -460 -12.67 -1.36 

  
       St. John's 8,469 7.94 9,376 9.09 -907 -9.67 -1.02 

  
       St. Mark's 4408 4.13 4,675 4.53 -267 -5.71 -0.59 

  
       St. Patrick's 10,504 9.85 11,537 11.19 -1033 -8.95 -0.94 

  
       St. Andrew's 26501 24.85 27,116 26.29 -615 -2.27 -0.23 

  
       St. David's 12,877 12.07 12,636 12.25 241 1.91 0.19 

  
       Carriacou 5661 5.31 6,215 6.03 -554 -8.91 -0.94 

  
       Grenada 106,669 100 103,137 100 3,532 3.42 0.34 
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Figure 1.3.1       Pie Charts Showing Population by Parish for Census 2011 and 2001 
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1.4 AGE AND SEX COMPOSITION  

The most important demographic characteristics that are captured by the census are the age and 

the sex structure of the population. This is because these two attributes largely influence an 

individual’s role in society. The age structure, which is the distribution of the population by 

different age groups, is used in demographic analysis and development planning that targets and 

shape present and future welfare needs of the population. It provides key insights into the level 

of demand for age-based services and facilities such as child care and home care services. 

 

Table 1.4.1   Sex Composition of the Population: 2011 and 2001 
  2011 2001 
  No. of Percent No. of Percent 
Item Persons of Total Persons of Total 
  

    Total 106,669 100 103,137 100 
  

    Male 53,898 50.53 51,380 49.81 
  

    Female 52,771 49.47 51,757 50.18 
  

    Excess of Females/Males -1,127 
 

377 
   

    Sex Ratio 102.14 
 

99.27 
   

     

As shown in the table 1.4.1, there has been a major shift in the composition of the population 

from the Census of 2001 to the Census of 2011. In 2001, there were more females than males. 

There was an excess of three hundred and seventy-seven females over males in absolute terms. 

An analysis by percentage shows that 49.81 percent of the population were males whilst 50.18 

percent were females.   

 

In 2011, however, males outnumbered females. An excess of 1,127 males over females were 

recorded. Females accounted for 49.47 percent of the population whilst males accounted for 

50.53 percent of the population. 
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Table 1.4.2    Population by Five – Year Age-Groups and Sex 2011 and 2001 

  2011 2001 
AGE - 
GROUP Male Female Total Male Female Total 

0-4 4,367 4,143 8,510 5,068 4,851 9,919 

5-9 3,757 3,611 7,368 5,456 5,378 10,834 

10-14 4,415 4,295 8,710 6,376 6,345 12,721 

15-19 5,015 4,876 9,891 5,437 5,674 11,111 

20-24 5,091 4,823 9,914 3,867 3,755 7,622 

25-29 4,726 4,692 9,418 3,500 3,239 6,739 

30-34 3,477 3,378 6,855 3,287 3,221 6,508 

35-39 3,440 3,087 6,527 3,650 3,431 7,081 

40-44 3,242 2,963 6,205 3,384 3,156 6,540 

45-49 3,566 3,319 6,885 2,573 2,332 4,905 

50-54 3,415 3,271 6,686 1,861 1,833 3,694 

55-59 2,563 2,247 4,810 1,331 1,424 2,755 

60-64 1,913 1,797 3,710 1,505 1,730 3,235 

65-69 1,453 1,618 3,071 1,464 1,699 3,163 

70-74 1,296 1,458 2,754 1,174 1,393 2,567 

75-79 1,017 1,227 2,244 747 1,056 1,803 

80+ 1,145 1,966 3,111 700 1,240 1,940 

TOTAL 53,898 52,771 106,669 51,380 51,757 103,137 
 

 

Swanson (2004) describe populations with medians under 20 years as young, those with medians 

30 years and over as old and those with medians of 20 to 29 years as intermediate age. Grenada’s 

median age from 2011 census is 29 which can still be considered as intermediate population but 

on the borderline of becoming an old population. Over the last three censuses (1991,2001 & 

2011) the median age of the population has been growing on average by approximately  4 years 

which is the sign of an aging population. Hence the population can be considered as aging with 

13.96 percent 60 years and older. Table 1.4.2 shows the age structure of the Grenadian 

population. An analysis by five-year age groups shows that in the younger age groups there are 

more males than females, however the opposite is seen for in the older age groups. 
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A comparison of the age-groups for both censuses as illustrated in the population pyramids in 

figure 1.4.1, shows that in 2001, the age-group 10-14 was the dominant group in terms of size 

(12,721) in the population, followed by the 15-19 and the 5-9 age – groups (Respectively, 11,111 

and 10,834). However, in 2011, this relationship changed since the 20-24 were the most 

dominant age group in terms of size in the population followed closely by age groups 15-19 and 

25-29 (respectively 9,914, 9,891 and 9,418). A relationship between the age groups 10-14 in 

2001 and 20-24 in 2011 can be observed. It is expected that the persons in age group 10-14 in 

2001 would approximately 10 years after (in 2011) be in the age group 20-24, if all else remain 

constant. It can therefore be inferred that this cohort of the population would have maintained its 

dominance over time.  

As evident in the population pyramids, females outnumbered men in the population groups 65 

and above. What is quite evident is that the females 65 and over outnumbered males in both 

censuses, however there has been a higher preponderance of females in that age category in 

2011. 
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Figure 1.4.1 Population Pyramids 2011 and 2001 
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Figure: 1.4.2   Population by Broad Age Groups for Census Years 2001 & 2011 
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Table: 1.4.3     Females by Broad Age Groups for Census 2011 and 2001 

  2011 2001 
Age - Groups Numbers Percentage Numbers Percentage 
      
0 – 14 12,049 22.83 16,574 32.03 
      
15 - 49 27,138 51.43 24,808 47.93 
      
50+ 13,584 25.74 10,375 20.04 
      
Total 52,771 100.00 51,757 100.00 
 

It can be viewed from table 1.4.3 above the percentage of females in the age group 15-49 has 

increased over the decade by 9.39 percent. In 2011 they accounted for 51.43 percent of all 

women, representing more than half of the population of women. Women age 50 and above also 

noted a significant increase (a growth of 30.93 percent) in population. The age-group 0 -14 

recorded a reduction in population by 32.03 percent, moving from 16,574 in 2001 to 12,049 in 

2011. This reduction in the size of the adolescent group can be attributed to a decline in fertility 

throughout the years. 
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1.5 DEPENDENCY RATIO 

Table1.5.1:   Dependency Ratio for Census Years 2001 and 2011 Census 

 
Population Dependency Ratio 

Years 0 – 14 15 – 64 65+ Total Child Elderly Overall 
  

       2011 24,588 70,901 11,180 106,669 34.68 15.77 50.45 

  
       2001 33,474 60,190 9,473 103,137 55.61 15.74 71.35 

  
        

 

The ‘young’ dependency ratio and the ‘Elderly’ dependency ratio for 2011 and 2001 censuses 
can be observed from the table 1.5.1 above. 

 

The procedures for calculating the dependency ratios are: 

a) Child Dependency Ratio = 
Population aged 0−14

Population aged 15−64   x 100  

 

b) Elderly Dependency Ratio = 
Population aged 65 years & above 

Population aged 15−64   x 100 

 

c) Overall Dependency Ratio = Population aged 0−14 +Population aged 65 years & above  
Population aged 15−64  x 100 

 

The dependency ratio for the total population, defined as the total sun of the child and the Elderly 

population to the working age population has drastically declined from 71.35 in 2001 to 50.45 in 

2011. Contributing to that significant decrease is the reduction in child dependency ratio which 

declined from 55.61 in 2001 to 34.68 in 2011. The increase in the Elderly dependency ratio can 

be considered as negligible from 15.74 in 2001 to 15.77 in 2011. 
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Appendix to Chapter 1 

Non-Institutional Population in Private Households by Age Group and Sex 

  Sex 

Total 
Age 
Group Male Female 
0-4 4357 4138 8495 

5-9 3739 3600 7339 

10-14 4394 4278 8672 

15-19 4989 4865 9854 

20-24 5007 4821 9828 

25-29 4614 4687 9301 

30-34 3393 3372 6765 

35-39 3326 3082 6408 

40-44 3087 2955 6042 

45-49 3481 3309 6790 

50-54 3358 3264 6622 

55-59 2547 2243 4790 

60-64 1897 1794 3691 

65-69 1442 1613 3055 

70-74 1277 1453 2730 

75-79 1002 1219 2221 

80-84 643 944 1587 

85+ 455 896 1351 

Total 53008 52533 105541 
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CHAPTER 2 

NATIONAL POPULATION TRENDS: 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE NON-
INSTITUTIONAL POPULATION IN PRIVATE 

DWELLINGS 
 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 

The Census also provides valuable information on areas of the population such as ethnicity, 

religion, migration patterns, marital status, educational level and household composition and 

their characteristics. In this chapter, these categories would be looked at broadly on the national 

level and would be addressed in more detail in subsequent chapters.  

The total population in this chapter refers to the non-institutional population living in private 

dwellings which does not include the institutional population and the homeless population. From 

here on the term “population” or “total population” would refer to the non-institutional 

population in private dwellings. 
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2.2 ETHNIC COMPOSITION 

Table: 2.1.1   Population by Ethnic Composition and Percentage Change 2011 and 2001 

 

Ethnic Origin Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Percent 

 Percent 

  2011 2001 2011 2001 Change 

African Descendent 44,077 42,911 86,988 46,726 45,483 92,209 82.43 89.40 -5.66 

Indigenous People 76 87 163 55 78 133 0.15 0.13 22.56 

East Indian 1,117 1,167 2,284 702 1023 1725 2.16 1.67 32.41 

Chinese 22 13 35 8 9 17 0.03 0.02 105.88 

Portuguese 18 23 41 12 18 30 0.04 0.03 36.67 

Syrian/Lebanese 42 18 60 15 21 36 0.06 0.03 66.67 

White/Caucasian 363 420 783 106 294 400 0.74 0.39 95.75 

Mixed 6,697 7,291 13,988 3,647 4,680 8,327 13.25 8.07 67.98 

Hispanic 22 38 60 - - - 0.06 - - 

Others 90 109 199 13 23 36 0.19 0.03 452.78 

Not Stated 484 456 940 96 128 224 0.89 0.22 319.64 

Total 53,008 52,533 105,541 51,380 51,757 103,137 100.00 100.00 2.33 
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In 2011, African descendants were the largest ethnic group as shown in the below figure 2.1.1. 

They accounted for 82.43 percent of the total population. The second largest group was 

described as mixed and they represented 13.25 percent of the total population, which was 

followed by East Indian which accounted for 2.16 percent of the total population. 

A comparison of ethnic composition at both census years shows that there was a reduction in the 

total population of African descendants by 5.66 percent from 2001 to 2011. The ethnic groups 

recording notable increases in population were Chinese which grew by 105.88 percent, followed 

by the White/Caucasian which grew by 95.75 percent, the mixed population which grew by 

67.98 percent and the Syrian/Lebanese population which grew by 66.67 percent. 
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Figure 2.1.1 Pie Chart Showing Ethnic Composition 2011. 
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2.3 RELIGIOUS COMPOSITION 

Table 2.3.1 Population by Religious Composition 2011 and 2001 and Percentage Change 

TYPE OF RELIGION 
TOTAL TOTAL 

PERCENTCHANGE 
2011 2001 

 TOTAL 105541 103137 2.33 
ANGLICAN 9015 12102 -25.51 
BAPTIST 3410 2987 14.16 

BAHAI 21 14 50.00 
BRETHREN 354 504 -29.76 
CHURCH OF GOD 2553 2706 -5.65 
EVANGELICAL 1954 1659 17.78 
HINDU 210 152 38.16 
JEHOVAH WITNESS 1235 1167 5.83 
METHODIST 1639 1767 -7.24 

MORAVIAN 16 28 -42.86 

MUSLIM/ISLAM 411 237 73.42 

PENTECOSTAL 18139 11414 58.92 

PRESBYTERIAN 660 757 -12.81 

RASTAFARIAN 1256 1107 13.46 
ROMAN CATHOLIC 37941 45573 -16.75 
SALVATION ARMY 199 107 85.98 
SEVENTH DAY ADVENTIST 13898 11129 24.88 
LUTHERAN 82 - - 
NONE 6012 3824 57.22 
OTHER 5134 4000 28.35 
NOT STATED 1402 1903 -26.33 
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In 2011, the five religious denominations that record the most membership were the Roman 

Catholic with a total membership of 37,941 members, followed by the Pentecostal Religion with 

a membership of 18,139 members, then the Seventh Day Adventist Religion with a membership 

of 13,898, which was followed by the Anglican with a membership of 9,015 and the Baptist with 

a membership of 3,410.  

Even though the Roman Catholic religion had the largest membership, there was a notable 

decline in membership by 16.75 percent which represents 7632 persons. Other religions groups 

that recorded a decline in their membership were the Moravian which declined by 42.86 percent 

(12 persons), the Brethren by 29.76 percent (150 persons), the Anglican by 25.51 percent 

(3,087), the Methodist by 7.24 percent (128 persons), the Presbyterian by 12.81 percent (97 

persons) and Church of God by 5.65 percent (153 persons).  

Many of the denominations recorded an increase in their membership; most notable were the 

Salvation Army whose membership grew by 85.98 percent (92 persons), the Pentecostal which 

grew by 58.92 percent (6,725 persons), the Muslim/Islam which grew by 73.42 percent (174 

persons), the Hindu which grew by 38.16 percent (58 persons) and the Seventh Day Adventist 

which grew by 24.88 percent (2,769 persons). Interestingly, persons who are not affiliated with 

any religion and was captured in the category “None”, recorded a significant increase of 57.22 

percent (2,188 persons).  The Lutheran faith which was not captured in 2001 Census, recorded a 

membership of 82 persons in 2011.  Figure 2.2 gives a distribution of the population by religious 

affiliations based on the 2011 Population and Housing Census. 
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Figure 2.3.1 Pie Chart Showing Religious Composition 2011 
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2.4 MARITAL STATUS 

Marriage is defined in Grenada as the “The act, ceremony, or process by which the legal 

relationship of husband or wife is constituted”. The legality of the union may be established by 

religious, civil or other means as recognized by the laws of Grenada. Information on Marital 

Status is very important because it provides information relating to family formation and 

population growth, which allows for the projections of population which in turn can be used for 

social and economic planning.  

 

The marital status categories identified for the census were: never married, married, divorced, 

widowed and legally separated. All persons 15 years and over, (born before May 13, 1996) were 

asked their marital status. The category never married applied to persons who are single whilst 

married meant that persons have participated in a formal, legal ceremony for which a marriage 

certificate was provided. A legally married person is therefore still regarded as married whether 

or not living with the person to whom he or she is married. In general, there is no impediment to 

re-marriage of divorced or widowed persons in Grenada. Table 2.4.1 below highlights the 

responses obtained by marital status. 
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Table 2.4.1 Non-Institutional Population in Private Dwelling  15 Years 
and Over by Marital Status and Sex Census 

2011. 

Marital Status 
Sex 

Total Male Female 
Never Married 26958 25651 52609 
Married 10137 9881 20018 
Divorced 1015 1063 2078 
Widowed 755 2343 3098 
Legally Separated 342 364 706 
Not Stated 1311 1215 2527 
Total 40,518 40,517 81,035 
  Percent of Total 
Never Married 66.53 63.31 64.92 
Married 25.02 24.39 24.70 
Divorced 2.51 2.62 2.57 
Widowed 1.86 5.78 3.82 
Legally Separated 0.84 0.90 0.87 
Not Stated 3.24 3.00 3.12 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 

Table 2.4.1 provides the responses obtained for persons 15 years and over and shows that 64.92 

percent of the population had never been married, 24.70 percent were married, 2.57 percent were 

divorced, 3.82 percent were widowed and 0.87 percent were legally separated and 3.12 percent 

of the population gave no response.   
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2.5 EDUCATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

Education in Grenada is free and compulsory between ages five to sixteen. Children generally 

start pre-school at the early age of 3yrs. However, the Roving Care Givers Program, which was 

implemented after Hurricane Ivan in the parish of St. David’s and has since been expanded to 

other community’s targets the early stimulation of children in the age group six months to three 

years. 

 

After pre-school they then move on to primary, and then secondary school. It must be noted that 

a child cannot remain in school after the age of twenty, in order to remain in school beyond this 

age; permission must be obtained from the Ministry of Education. 

 

It is important to also highlight that Universal Secondary Education, was achieved in Grenada in 

the year 2012. The Caribbean Primary Exit Assessment (CPEA) which replaces the Common 

Entrance Examination was also implemented in that year. In the past all primary school students 

were not able to access secondary school education because Common Entrance, as the name 

suggests was the exam primary school students would sit at the end of their primary education 

for entry into the secondary school system. Hence, a child failing this exam on his or her final 

chance would not have been promoted to Secondary school. With the introduction of the CPEA 

which is an assessment of the literacies required by all pupils exiting the primary school system, 

all students exiting primary school has access to a secondary education. 

 

Education officials have placed much emphasis over the decade on the development of the 

human capital of the country. There has been targeted investment and initiatives geared towards 

the improvement of education, starting with the very young with the implementation of the 

Roving Care Givers to an increase in the number of scholarships granted locally, regionally and 

internationally coupled with the infrastructural development through the building of new schools 

and also the refurbishment of schools. The Government of Grenada has also introduced the free 

school books and uniform program to assist the vulnerable. The expansion of and increased 

availability in the varied level of education levels throughout the years saw the introduction of 

new categories in an attempt to capture the various levels of education attainment for the 2011 

Census. Table 2.5.1 shows the educational attainment by sex. 
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Table 2.5.1a Highest Level of Educational Attainment by Sex and Percentage 
                      Population in Private Dwellings 15 Years and Over 2011 
 

Educational 
Attainment 

Number Percentage 
Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Pre-School 230 172 402 0.57 0.42 0.50 
Primary 18,809 15,874 34,683 46.42 39.18 42.80 
Lower/Junior Secondary (1-3) 4,092 3,752 7,844 10.10 9.26 9.68 
Upper Secondary 9,513 11,305 20,818 23.48 27.90 25.69 
Post-Secondary 4,245 5,732 9,977 10.48 14.15 12.31 
Tertiary Level – Bachelor 981 1,418 2,399 2.42 3.50 2.96 
Tertiary Level – Masters 442 375 817 1.09 0.93 1.01 
Doctorate Level  128 79 207 0.31 0.19 0.26 
Other 887 785 1,672 2.19 1.94 2.06 
None 728 605 1,333 1.80 1.49 1.64 
Not Stated 463 420 883 1.14 1.04 1.09 
Total 40,518 40,517 81,035 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Table 2.5.1b Cumulative Table Showing Educational Attainment of Population 15 Years   
                      and Over 

Educational 
Attainment 

Attainment at Various Educational 
Levels Percentage 

Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Pre-School 38440 38707 77147 94.87 95.53 95.20 
Primary 38210 38535 76745 94.30 95.11 94.71 
Lower/Junior Secondary (1-3) 19401 22661 42062 47.88 55.93 51.91 
Upper Secondary 15309 18909 34218 37.78 46.67 42.23 
Post-Secondary 5796 7604 13400 14.30 18.77 16.54 
Tertiary Level – Bachelor 1551 1872 3423 3.83 4.62 4.22 
Tertiary Level – Masters 570 454 1024 1.41 1.12 1.26 
Doctorate Level  128 79 207 0.32 0.19 0.26 
 

Table 2.5.1a shows that a significant proportion of the population 15 years and over only 
completed primary education (42.8 percent). Likewise, those who attained up to secondary 
education only accounts for 25.69 percent of the population 15 years and over. Table 2.5.1b 
shows a clearer picture of educational attainment as it shows a cumulative distribution of 
educational attainment. It shows that 42.23 percent of the population 15 years and over actually 
attained a minimum of secondary education. It shows also that the vast majority of 94.71 percent 
of the population attained a minimum of primary education. This high percent of persons 
completing primary education speaks to the fact that Grenada has achieved universal primary 
education, a Millennium Development Goal. 
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2.6 HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION AND RELATIONSHIPS 

 
In the 2011 census a total of 36,111 Private Households were identified, compared to the 33,477 

that were identified in 2001, which represents a 7.87 percent increase. By definition a household 

consists of one or more persons living together (i.e. sleeping most nights of a week 4 out of 

seven) and sharing at least one daily meal.  

Two of the seven parishes recorded increases in the number of households from 2001 to 2011. 

They were St. George and St. Mark. All of the other parishes recorded decreases in the number 

of households; the most evident being the parishes of St. John and Carriacou, both recorded an 

approximate 11.5 percent decrease. 

 

The parish comprising most of the households in 2011 was that of St. George with 37.59 percent, 

followed by St. Andrew with 22.66 percent and St. David with 12.62 percent of the households. 

The mean household size for the country on a whole for 2011 was 2.92 (approximately 3 persons 

per households). All the parishes recorded a decrease in their household size when compared to 

that of 2001. But still some parishes like St. John, St. Mark, St. Patrick and St. Andrew have 

above average household size. 

Table 2.6.1 shows the number of households by parish for census years 1981 to 2011, the 

percentage change in number of households from 2001 to 2011, the percentage distribution of 

households by parish from 1981 to 2011 and the mean household size by parish from 1981 to 

2011. 
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Table 2.6.2 Population by Sex and Relationship to Head and Percentage Distribution 2011 
 

 

Each household was asked to identify the “head” of the household, which is used for the purpose 

of investigating the relationship and structure of the households. The household head was the 

person whether male or female whom the household acknowledged as the “head” and may not 

necessarily be the chief bread winner in the household. 

Table 2.6.2 gives a breakdown of the population by sex and relationship to the head of the 

household and also the percentage distribution. In the population, 34.22 percent reported they 

were the head of the household which is the largest group in table 2.6.2. There were also more 

males reporting to be head of the Households than that of females (21,191 males compared to 

14,920 females). Apart from household heads the next most dominant relationship groups were 

child of head and spouse and child of head only both accounting for 17.62 and 18.37 of the 

population respectively. 

Relationship To Head Male Female Total Male % Female % Total % 

Head 21,191 14,920 36,111 39.98 28.40 34.22 

Spouse 1,224 7,411 8,635 2.31 14.11 8.18 

Partner of head 1,250 2,791 4,041 2.36 5.31 3.83 

Son/daughter (Child) 9,457 9,137 18,594 17.84 17.39 17.62 

Child of head only 10,129 9,260 19,389 19.11 17.63 18.37 

Child of spouse/partner only 1,014 1,045 2,059 1.91 1.99 1.95 

Spouse/partner of child of 
head/spouse/partner 

116 127 243 0.22 0.24 0.23 

Grandchild 4,190 3,807 7,997 7.91 7.25 7.58 

Parents 209 541 750 0.39 1.03 0.71 

Other Relative 3,489 2,754 6,243 6.58 5.24 5.91 

Domestic employee 12 44 56 0.02 0.08 0.05 

Other Non-Relative 272 293 565 0.51 0.56 0.54 

Not stated 455 403 858 0.86 0.77 0.81 

TOTAL 53,008 52,533 105,541 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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2.7 MIGRATION 

Migration is one of the major factors that affect population change in addition to other factors 

like births and deaths. There are basically two broad types of migration; they are International 

Migration which is the movement across International boundaries and Internal Migration, which 

is the movement across defined administrative boundaries in the country. In Grenada, these 

boundaries are called parishes. The 2011 census reveals that there were 2,491 persons who were 

born in a foreign country and immigrated to Grenada between 2001 and 2011. Approximately 

803 of these persons were from the CARICOM Member states representing 32.24 percent of the 

foreign-born population. The United States of America, the United Kingdom and Canada were 

countries of origin for 19.42 percent, 9.94 percent and 6.79 percent respectively. The category 

“Other Countries” which represents all the other countries where persons immigrated to Grenada 

accounted for 8.3 percent and those who did not state their country of origin were 14.48 percent.  

Table 2.7.1 The Foreign-Born Population Entering Grenada 
                   between 2001 and 2011 by Country/Region or Origin 

Country Number Percentage 

CARICOM Member States 803 32.24 

Associate Members CARICOM 14 0.56 
Other Caribbean 64 2.56 
United States of America 484 19.42 

United Kingdom 237 9.54 

Canada 169 6.79 

Latin America 63 2.54 

India 89 3.57 

Other Countries 207 8.30 

Not Stated 3617 14.48 

Total 2491 100.00 
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Table 2.7.2   Returning Nationals by Age-Group, Sex & Percentage 2011 

Age Group Male (%) Female (%) Total (%) 

Under 20 516 7.69 583 9.10 1,099 8.38 

20 – 29 691 10.30 846 13.20 1,537 11.71 

30 – 39 918 13.68 850 13.27 1,768 13.48 

40 – 49 1,017 15.15 906 14.14 1,923 14.66 

50 – 59 1,342 20.00 1,080 16.85 2,422 18.46 

60 + 2,227 33.18 2,143 33.44 4,370 33.31 

Total 6,711 100.00 6,408 100.00 13,119 100.00 

 

 

Grenada has experienced an increase in the number of returning nationals throughout the years. 

They contribute significantly in some cases to the GDP, through the construction of homes and 

in some case the setting up of small businesses. During the inter-censal years a total of 13,119 

nationals returned to Grenada. For the purposes of the census a returning migrant was 

determined based on the response to the question “Have you ever lived in another country”, if 

the respondent answered to the affirmative the next question that was asked was “What year did 

you return to Grenada”. The table 2.7.2  highlights the number of nationals that returned to 

Grenada by age group and sex. A total of 6,711 persons who returned to Grenada were males 

which represents 51.15 percent of all returning nationals whilst 49.85 percent were females 

which is 6,408 in absolute terms. 

As seen in the above table the age – group sixty and above had the highest number of returning 

nationals with 33.31 percent, which was followed by the 50 – 59 age-group with 18.46 percent 

followed by the 40-49 age-group with a total of 14.66 percent. The 30-39 age-groups and the 20-

29 age-group had 13.48 percent and 11.71 percent of returning nationals respectively. 
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CHAPTER 3 

FERTILITY AND MORTALITY 
 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

Fertility refers to the procreation of males and females in a population within the reproductive 

age. Generally, the production of live births in a population is usually related to the number of 

marriages and unions, the availability and use of contraceptives and abortions, economic 

development, the educational and occupational status of women, access to health care and the 

age-sex structure of the population. 

Mortality is defined as the state of being subject to death. During the census enumeration, each 

household was asked if any member of the household died during the past twelve months which 

required a yes or no response. Death is influenced by factors such as age, personal health and 

well-being and access to health care, accidents and crime.  

In addition to Migration, Births and Deaths are the other two major components of population 

change. 
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3.2 LIVE BIRTHS BY PARISH 

 

Table 3.2.1 Births by Parish for the Census Reporting Period 2011 and 2001 

Parish 2011 Percentage 2001 Percentage 

St. George's 530 35.52 596 32.55 

St. John's 119 7.98 138 7.54 

St. Mark's 67 4.49 92 5.02 

St. Patrick's 123 8.25 172 9.39 

St. Andrew's 419 28.08 530 28.95 

St. David's 160 10.72 202 11.03 

Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 

74 4.96 101 5.52 

Total 1492 100.00 1831 100.00 

 

 

Table 3.2.1 shows live births by parish for censuses 2001 and 2011. A live birth refers to the 

complete expulsion or extraction from its mother of a product of conception, irrespective of the 

duration of the pregnancy, which, after such separation, breathes or shows any other evidence of 

life (WHO). The births refer to the usual place of residence of the mother at the time of the birth. 

Overall, births have decreased over the two census periods. Births from administrative records 

are slightly different to the reported census births however these births have also been 

decreasing. 
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3.3 FERTILITY MEASURES  

The Crude Birth Rate (CBR), the Total Fertility Rate (TFR) and the Gross Reproduction Rate 

(GRR) are three widely used measures of fertility. 

The Crude Birth Rate can be defined as the number of live births per 1000 population in a given 

year. In this case the year is census year (2011). 

The Total Fertility Rate is defined as the average number of children that would be born alive to 

a woman (or group of women) during her lifetime if the present fertility rate continues to be 

unchanged. This rate is considered to be one of the most useful indicators of fertility because it 

gives as good an answer as possible to the question, how many children are women having 

nowadays?  Assuming no net migration and unchanged mortality a TFR of 2.1 births per woman 

ensures a fairly stable population.   The age specific fertility rate is used in the computation of 

the Total Fertility Rate and it represents the number of live births per 1000 women in a specific 

age group. 

The Gross Reproduction Rate (GRR) is defined as the average number of daughters that would 

be born to a woman (or group of women) during her lifetime. 
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Table 3.3.1 Birth Rate by Parish 2011 

Parish Population 2011 Birth Rate 

St. George's 37,402 530 14.17 

St. John's 8,405 119 14.16 

St. Mark's 4,346 67 15.42 

St. Patrick's 10,461 123 11.76 

St. Andrew's 26,434 419 15.85 

St. David's 12,860 160 12.44 

Carriacou & Petite 
Martinique 

5,633 74 13.14 

Crude Birth Rate 105,541 1492 14.14 

 

The parish of St. Andrew has the highest birth rate of 15.85 percent in comparison to the other 

parishes whilst St. Patrick’s had the lowest rate of 11.76 percent. This rate is even lower than the 

total crude birth rate of 14.14 percent. The Table 3.3.2 shows the Total Fertility Rate (TFR) and 

the Gross Reproduction Rate (GRR) for the years 2011 and 2001. The TFR decreased from 2.59 

in 2001 to 1.85 in 2011. The decline in fertility below 2.1 is early indication of future population 

decline assuming that this rate remains constant.  A TFR of 2.1 is said to be replacement level 

fertility, the rate at which a population exactly replaces itself. Therefore the TFR of 1.85 for 

Grenada in 2011 is below replacement level. The GRR also decreased from 1.27 in 2001 to 0.80 

in 2011. The GRR is a measure of replacement fertility if mortality is not being considered. It is 

often regarded as the extent to which the generation of daughters replaces the preceding 

generation of women in a continuum. If the value is equal to one that indicates that women will 

replace themselves. If the value is more than one that indicates that the next generation of 

women will outnumber the current one. If the value is less than one that indicates that the next 

generation of women will be less numerous than the current one.  
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3.4 NUMBER OF LIVE BIRTHS BY UNION STATUS 

Table 3.4.1 shows the responses obtained from the female respondents as it relates to their union status 

and the number of live births that occurred to them within the past twelve months for the 2011 census. 

The data shows being legally married does not impact fertility as much as being in a common law union 

or having a visiting partner. 33.31 percent and 21.78 percent of all live births were born out of common 

law union and visiting relationships respectively.  

 

Table 3.4.1 Live Births by Union Status 2011 

Union Status Live Births Percent 

Never had a 
spouse/partner 

39 2.61 

Married and living 
with spouse 

291 19.51 

Married and not living 
with spouse 

29 1.94 

Common Law 497 33.31 

Visiting partner 325 21.78 

Not in Union 301 20.18 

Not stated 10 0.67 

Total 1492 100.00 
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3.5 MORTALITY 

The Crude Death Rate is defined as the number of deaths per 1,000 population per year. This rate 

was computed for the census year 2011. 

The census reported a total of 778 persons dying in the past twelve months. Deaths were higher 

among females however more males died at a younger age. The age group 80-84 reported the 

highest total deaths whilst the age group 25-29 reported a significantly higher number of deaths 

among males rather than females. 
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Table 3.5.1 Deaths By Sex & Age Group Past  
                    12 Months, 2011 

Age 
Sex 

Total Male Female 
        
Total 377 401 778 
     
0-4 7 4 11 

5-9 3 7 10 

10-14 3 1 4 

15-19 7 3 10 

20-24 6 8 14 

25-29 17 8 25 

30-34 7 5 12 

35-39 10 8 18 

40-44 10 11 21 

45-49 14 22 36 

50-54 16 16 32 

55-59 36 26 62 

60-64 25 14 39 

65-69 25 27 52 

70-74 51 40 91 

75-79 32 45 77 

80-84 45 54 99 

85+ 63 102 165 
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Table 3.5.2 Deaths by Parish and Sex, 2011 

Parish Male Female Total Percent (%) 
St. George 122 123 245 31.49 
Town of St. George 14 18 32 4.11 
St. John 27 38 65 8.35 
St. Mark 9 25 34 4.37 
St. Patrick 43 46 89 11.44 
St. Andrew 97 89 186 23.91 
St. David 41 40 81 10.41 
Carriacou 24 22 46 5.91 
Total 377 401 778 100.00 

 
 

 
Table 3.5.3 Death Rate by Parish, 2011 
Parish Population 2011 Death Rate 

  
   

St. George's 37,402 277 7.41 
  

   
St. John's 8,405 65 7.73 
  

   
St. Mark's 4,346 34 7.82 
  

   
St. Patrick's 10,461 89 8.51 
  

   
St. Andrew's 26,434 186 7.04 
  

   
St. David's 12,860 81 6.30 
  

   
Carriacou 5,633 46 8.17 
  

   
Crude Death Rate 105,541 778 7.37 

 

Table 3.5.3 shows the death rate within parishes and the crude death rate for 2011. The parish of 

St. Patrick’s has the highest death rate when compared to all other parishes. The parishes St. 

Patrick’s and Carriacou death rate of 8.51 and 8.17 respectively exceeded the crude death rate of 

the population. 
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Figure 3.5.2 

 

St. George’s 277 and St. Andrew’s 186 reported the highest number of deaths whilst St. Mark’s 

reported the lowest of 34. The crude death rate of the 2011 census was 7.37 per 1,000 

population. 
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Table 3.5.4 Number of Infant Deaths in the Last 12 Months by Age of  
                   Mother 

Age Group 

Infant Deaths 

TOTAL Male Female Not Stated 

15-19 2 0 0 2 

20-24 3 4 0 7 

25-29 3 0 0 3 

30-34 1 0 1 2 

35-39 1 0 0 1 

40-44 0 0 0 0 

45-49 0 0 0 0 
 
TOTAL 10 4 1 15 

 

Table 3.5.4 compares infant deaths or mortality with the age of their mothers. An infant in this 

case is considered a child under the age of one year.  Hence, Infant mortality is deaths among 

children under one year of age. The table shows that there are most cases of infant deaths 

among mothers of age group 20-24 years. The 2011 census reported a total of 15 infant 

deaths. Similar to births, this number is lower when compared to the administrative records of 

the same year. The Infant Mortality Rate is the number of deaths to infants under one year of 

age per 1,000 live births. The 2011 census reported an infant mortality rate of approximately 

10 deaths per 1000 live births. 
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CHAPTER 4 

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
 

4.1 INTRODUCTION 

The reason for probing information related to educational status was to capture the level of 

academic schooling and achievements of the population so as to inform policy makers and 

planners about the future needs for institutions, suitable curriculum development and other 

literacy programs. 

 

Grenada’s educational system is modelled largely on the British educational system. Education is 

free and compulsory from the ages 5 – 16. Throughout the years, since gaining independence, 

education officials had made a concerted effort to expand the educational opportunities for the 

citizens of Grenada by embarking on various initiatives and programs that made educational 

opportunities more accessible. Most recently, the Government have implemented the Roving 

Care Givers program in collaboration with the Ministry of Social Development which is aimed at 

the development of pre-day care children and has also embarked on a reform strategy in the 

educational system which was articulated by the Minister of Education in the Ministry’s Vision 

Statement  which states “The Ministry of Education through the various Programs will 

endeavour to complement the relevant aspects of the reform strategy in order to provide citizens 

with the knowledge, attitude, value and skills that will  help develop their capacity to 

communicate adequately and display a level of flexibility and creativity which will enhance their 

capacity to respond adequately to the challenges of development”. There were also major 

investments in the number of pre-primary, primary, secondary and tertiary schools in the 

country. At present, there are 118 pre-primary schools (including private and public), 82 primary 

schools, 22 secondary schools, 3 schools for children with special educational needs, 3 technical 

and vocational training centres and 3 tertiary institutions. This targeted investment in education 

resulted in more persons reporting to have obtained secondary and post-secondary education in 

this census as oppose to the previous censuses.  

 



  

 51 

4.2 SCHOOL ATTENDANCE BY SEX AND PARISH 

 
The 2011 Population and Housing Census reported that overall, 30,460 persons were attending 

an educational institution, of which 29,205 were attending full time (27.62 percent of the total 

population), and 1,256 (1.19 percent of the total population) were attending part time. On the 

other hand, a larger number of persons, 73,773 (69.9 percent of total population) were not 

attending any educational institution. The question on school attendance was posed to the whole 

population because it was important to capture information not only on children attending school 

but also on adults continuing his/her education whether full time or part time.  

 

 

            Table 4.2.1 School Attendance by Parish 

Parish 

School Attendance 

Total Full Time Part Time No Not Stated 

St. George’s 10025 630 26,188 557 37400 

St. John’s 2200 65 5,960 180 8405 

St. Mark’s 1240 47 3,003 56 4346 

St. Patrick’s 2796 76 7,397 194 10463 

St. Andrew’s 7,865 222 18,196 151 26434 

St. David’s 3,643 173 8,978 65 12,859 

Carriacou 1,436 43 4,051 104 5,634 

Grenada 29,205 1,256 73,773 1,307 105,541 
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     Table 4.2.2     School Attendance by Sex and Parish 

Sex Parish 
School Attendance 

Total Full Time Part Time No Not Stated 

Male St. George’s 4,955 225 12,959 287 18,426 

 
St. John’s 1,139 25 3,050 105 4,319 

 
St. Mark’s 644 20 1,566 34 2,264 

 
St. Patrick’s 1,402 29 3,755 105 5,291 

 
St. Andrew’s 3,941 57 9,333 80 13,411 

 
St. David’s 1,807 51 4,566 33 6,457 

 
Carriacou 752 13 2,028 47 2,840 

  Total 14,640 420 37,257 691 53,008 

 Female St. George’s 5,070 405 13,229 270 18,974 

  St. John’s 1,061 40 2,910 75 4,086 

  St. Mark’s 596 27 1,437 22 2,082 

  St. Patrick’s 1,394 47 3,642 89 5,172 

  St. Andrew’s 3,924 165 8,863 71 13,023 

  St. David’s 1,836 122 4,412 32 6,402 

  Carriacou 684 30 2,023 57 2,794 

  Total 14,565 836 36,516 616 52,533 
 

The parish of St. Andrew recorded the highest percentage of full-time school attendance, 

followed by St Mark’s and St. David’s whilst St John’s, St. Patrick’s and Carriacou recorded the 

lowest school attendance respectively. 

 

There were slightly more males attending schools full time when compared to that of females. 

Males accounted for 50.13 percent of full time attendance whilst females accounted for 49.87 

percent. This distribution mirrors the general population distribution by sex. While relatively 

small in number, twice the number of females reported that they were attending school part-time 

when compared to males. Seventy percent of the population were not attending any form of 

educational institution at the time of the census. 
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   Table 4.2.3 Percentage Distribution of School Attendance by Sex and Parish 2011 

Sex Parish 

School Attendance 

Total Full Time Part Time Not Attending Not Stated 
Total St. George’s 26.89 1.22 70.33 1.56 100.00 

St. John’s 26.37 0.58 70.62 2.43 100.00 

St. Mark’s 28.45 0.88 69.17 1.50 100.00 

St. Patrick’s 26.50 0.55 70.97 1.98 100.00 

St. Andrew’s 29.39 0.43 69.59 0.60 100.00 

St. David’s 27.99 0.79 70.71 0.51 100.00 

Carriacou 26.48 0.46 71.41 1.65 100.00 

Grenada 27.62 0.79 70.29 1.30 100.00 
Male St. George’s 26.72 2.13 69.72 1.42 100.00 

St. John’s 25.97 0.98 71.22 1.84 100.00 
St. Mark’s 28.63 1.30 69.02 1.06 100.00 

St. Patrick’s 26.95 0.91 70.42 1.72 100.00 

St. Andrew’s 30.13 1.27 68.06 0.55 100.00 
St. David’s 28.68 1.91 68.92 0.50 100.00 

Carriacou 24.48 1.07 72.41 2.04 100.00 

Total 27.73 1.59 69.51 1.17 100.00 
Female St. George’s 26.80 1.68 70.02 1.49 100.00 

St. John’s 26.18 0.77 70.92 2.13 100.00 
St. Mark’s 28.54 1.06 69.11 1.29 100.00 

St. Patrick’s 26.73 0.73 70.69 1.85 100.00 

St. Andrew’s 29.75 0.84 68.84 0.57 100.00 
St. David’s 28.33 1.35 69.82 0.51 100.00 
Carriacou 25.49 0.76 71.90 1.85 100.00 

Total 27.67 1.19 69.90 1.24 100.00 
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4.3   SCHOOL ATTENDANCE BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION 

Most persons (96 percent) who reported to be presently attending school were attending on a 

full-time basis. Of this, 39 percent were attending a primary level institution or lower, while 

approximately 37 percent were attending secondary level or higher. A large number of persons 

attending school (22.46 percent) did not state the institution they were presently attending. 

Given that education in Grenada is free, compulsory and easily accessible only forty nine 

students were home schooled, which accounts 0.16 percent of students attending school. 

 

Table 4.3.1     School Attendance by Type of Institution and Percentage Distribution 2011 

Type of School 

School Attendance Percentage Distribution 

Full-Time Part-Time Total 
Full-
Time Part-Time Total 

Day-care 102 9 111 0.35 0.72 0.36 

Preschool 1228 11 1,239 4.21 0.88 4.07 

Kindergarten 284 0 284 0.97 0.00 0.93 

Primary 10226 27 10,253 35.02 2.15 33.66 

Special Education 110 1 111 0.38 0.08 0.36 

Post Primary 65 2 67 0.22 0.16 0.22 

Secondary - General 8315 39 8,354 28.47 3.11 27.43 

Home Schooling 42 7 49 0.14 0.56 0.16 

Post-Secondary -A Level 570 33 603 1.95 2.63 1.98 

Post-Secondary - Professional 626 144 770 2.14 11.46 2.53 

Post-Secondary Tertiary 791 458 1,249 2.71 36.46 4.10 

Adult Education 39 92 131 0.13 7.32 0.43 

Other 220 177 397 0.75 14.09 1.30 

Not Stated 6587 256 6,843 22.56 20.38 22.47 

Total 29205 1256 30,461 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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4.4 School Attendance by Age-Group and Sex 

Table 4.4.1 School Attendance by Age Group & Sex 2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AGE 
GROUP 

Male Female 
FULL 
TIME 

PART 
TIME NO 

NOT 
STATED TOTAL 

FULL 
TIME 

PART 
TIME NO 

NOT 
STATED TOTAL 

0-4 1786 45 2,258 268 4,357 1,731 36 2,122 249 4,138 

5-9 3673 20 34 12 3,739 3,541 14 36 9 3,600 

10-14 4315 7 52 20 4,394 4,216 8 40 14 4,278 

15-19 3607 45 1,305 32 4,989 3,547 55 1,240 23 4,865 

20-24 440 53 4,467 47 5,007 526 127 4,132 36 4,821 

25-29 208 75 4,276 55 4,614 308 206 4,113 60 4,687 

30-34 128 44 3,187 34 3,393 174 132 3,032 34 3,372 

35-39 95 43 3,141 48 3,327 125 94 2,826 37 3,082 

40-44 117 37 2,894 39 3,087 106 75 2,747 27 2,955 

45-49 120 23 3,291 47 3,481 118 33 3,128 30 3,309 

50-54 88 15 3,215 39 3,357 107 41 3,078 38 3,264 

55-59 63 5 2,458 21 2,547 66 10 2,139 28 2,243 

60-64 0 3 1,878 16 1,897 0 4 1,776 14 1,794 

65-69 0 5 1,424 13 1,442 0 1 1,595 17 1,613 

70-74 0 0 1,277 0 1,277 0 0 1,453 0 1,453 

75-79 0 0 1,002 0 1,002 0 0 1,219 0 1,219 

80-84 0 0 643 0 643 0 0 944 0 944 

85+ 0 0 455 0 455 0 0 896 0 896 

TOTAL 14,640 420 37,257 691 53,008 14,565 836 36,516 616 52,533 
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4.4 School Attendance by Age-Group and Sex 

Table 4.4.1 School Attendance by Age Group & Sex 2011 
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75-79 0 0 1,002 0 1,002 0 0 1,219 0 1,219 

80-84 0 0 643 0 643 0 0 944 0 944 

85+ 0 0 455 0 455 0 0 896 0 896 

TOTAL 14,640 420 37,257 691 53,008 14,565 836 36,516 616 52,533 
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Table 4.4.1 shows school attendance by age-group and sex. Persons within the age-groups 5 

through 19 had the most number of school attendance as expected since these groups are the 

compulsory age of schooling. There were also slightly more males attending school within these 

age-groups than there were females. However, females accounted for 70.47 percent of the 

population 20 years and older who reported attending school part-time, indicating that while 

pursuing careers, job opportunities, maintaining homes, and raising children, females are more 

likely to advance themselves educationally than their male counterparts. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 57

4.5 THE POPULATION UNDER FIVE 

As noted earlier the compulsory age for schooling in Grenada is 5 – 16 years, tables 4.5.1 and 

4.5.2 shows data on the population ages 0 – 4, that is the lower non-compulsory school age 

group. While there were no marked differences in school attendance between the sexes in this 

category at the national level, at the parish level there were slight differences. Overall, Carriacou 

and St David’s had the highest school attendance of the population under five, both being 

approximately 45 percent. This was closely followed by St. George’s (44.15 percent). St 

Patrick’s scored the lowest attendance both in male and female, which overall was approximately 

35 percent. 

Table 4.5.1 Total Population under 5 by Parish and School Attendance Census 2011 

Parish

School Attendance

Total
Percent 

Attending
Full 
Time

Part 
Time

Total 
Attendance

Not 
Attending

Not 
Stated

St. George's 1266 29 1295 1401 236 2933 44.15

St. John's 250 4 254 356 29 639 39.75

St. Mark's 153 11 164 202 13 379 43.27

St. Patrick's 275 15 290 448 92 830 34.94

St. Andrew's 947 6 953 1280 41 2274 41.91

St. David's 456 13 469 553 32 1054 44.50
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique

170 3 173 140 74 386 44.82

Total 3517 81 3598 4380 517 8495 42.35
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Table 4.5.2 Population under 5 by Parish, Sex and School Attendance Census 2011 

Sex Parish 

School Attendance 

Total 
Percent 

Attending 
Full 
Time 

Part 
Time 

Total 
attendance 

Not 
Attending 

Not 
Stated 

Male St. George's 630 19 649 700 127 1476 43.97 

  St. John's 134 1 135 196 16 347 38.90 

  St. Mark's 79 5 84 108 8 200 42.00 

  St. Patrick's 145 9 154 236 49 439 35.08 

  St. Andrew's 497 4 501 650 18 1169 42.86 

  St. David's 218 5 223 299 16 538 41.45 

  
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 

83 2 85 69 34 188 45.21 

  Total 1786 45 1831 2258 268 4357 42.02 

Female St. George's 636 10 646 701 109 1457 44.34 

  St. John's 116 3 119 160 13 292 40.75 
  St. Mark's 74 6 80 94 5 179 44.69 

  St. Patrick's 130 6 136 212 43 391 34.78 

  St. Andrew's 450 2 452 630 23 1105 40.90 

  St. David's 238 8 246 254 16 516 47.67 

  
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 

87 1 88 71 40 198 44.44 

  Total 1731 36 1767 2122 249 4138 42.70 

   

Of the 3,598 persons, which represents 42.35 percent of the population under 5 years that was 

reported to be attending school, either part time or full time, 26.5 percent (954) were registered 

in preschool. However, no response for the type of schooling was given for the majority of this 

population.  
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         Table 4.5.3 Population under Five Attending School by Age, Sex and  
                             Type of School Attending 

Type of School 

Sex 

Total Male Female 

Day-care 58 53 111 

Preschool 461 493 954 

Kindergarten 43 39 82 

Special Education 1 2 3 

Home Schooling 19 20 39 

Other 39 34 73 

Not Stated 1210 1126 2336 

Total 1831 1767 3598 

 

 

Figure 4.5.1 Population under Five Attending School by Type of School Attending 
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4.6 THE COMPULSORY SCHOOL AGE POPULATION (5 - 16) 

 

Table 4.6.1 Compulsory School Age Population by School Attendance, Sex and School 

Sex 

School Age 

School Attendance 

Total 
Percent 

Attending 
Full 
Time 

Part 
Time 

Total 
Attendance 

Not 
Attending 

Not 
Stated 

Male Primary School 
Age (5-11) 

5345 21 5366 50 16 5432 98.78 

Secondary School 
Age (12-16) 

4432 17 4449 154 27 4630 96.09 

Total 
(5-16) 

9777 38 9815 204 43 10062 97.55 

Female Primary School 
Age (5-11) 

5126 16 5142 47 12 5201 98.87 

Secondary School 
Age (12-16) 

4447 15 4462 113 20 4595 97.11 

Total 
(5-16) 

9573 31 9604 160 32 9796 98.04 

Both 
Sexes 

Primary School 
Age (5-11) 

10471 37 10508 97 28 10633 98.82 

Secondary School 
Age (12-16) 

8879 32 8911 267 47 9225 96.60 

Total 
(5-16) 

19350 69 19419 364 75 19858 97.79 

 

The above table show that there is generally a very high school attendance in both secondary and 

primary schools for the age group 5 years to 16 years. The school attendance of over 96 percent 

of the population in that cohort for both sexes is reflective of Grenada achievement of universal 

secondary education. There are minor differences in the attendance when the data is 
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disaggregated by sex. Females recorded slightly higher percentage attendance than males. In 

addition, primary school recorded a slightly higher percentage attendance than secondary school. 

 

Table 4.6.2 School Attendance by Parish for Compulsory School Age (5-16) Population 

Parish 

School Attendance 

Total 
Percent 

Attending 
Full 
Time 

Part 
Time 

Total 
Attendance 

Not 
Attending 

Not 
Stated 

St. George's 6347 36 6383 101 21 6505 98.12 

St. John's 1440 2 1442 27 23 1492 96.65 

St. Mark's 829 2 831 14 4 849 97.88 

St. Patrick's 1823 10 1833 47 16 1896 96.68 

St. Andrew's 5486 6 5492 106 7 5605 97.98 

St. David's 2383 8 2391 45 2 2438 98.07 
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 

1042 5 1047 24 2 1073 97.57 

Total 19350 69 19419 364 75 19858 97.79 
 

Table 4.6.2 shows school attendance for compulsory school age population by parish. All 

parishes recorded relatively high school attendance, between 96.65 percent and 98.12 percent. 

Table 4.6.3 shows no significant differences by in school attendance by sex for the various 

parishes. 
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Table 4.6.3 School Attendance by Parish & Sex for Compulsory School Age (5-16) 

Sex 

Parish 

School Attendance 

Total 
Percent 

Attending 
Full 
Time 

Part 
Time 

Total 
attendance 

Not 
Attending 

Not 
Stated 

Male St. George's 3170 23 3193 60 10 3263 97.85 

St. John's 740 1 741 10 15 766 96.74 

St. Mark's 420 1 421 7 0 428 98.36 

St. Patrick's 920 6 926 27 11 964 96.06 

St. Andrew's 2770 1 2771 52 5 2828 97.98 
St. David's 1203 4 1207 32 1 1240 97.34 
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 554 2 556 15 1 572 97.20 

Total 9777 38 9815 203 43 10061 97.55 
Female St. George's 3177 13 3190 41 11 3242 98.40 

St. John's 700 1 701 17 8 726 96.56 

St. Mark's 409 1 410 7 4 421 97.39 

St. Patrick's 903 4 907 20 5 932 97.32 

St. Andrew's 2716 5 2721 54 2 2777 97.98 

St. David's 1180 4 1184 13 1 1198 98.83 
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 488 3 491 9 1 501 98.00 

Total 9573 31 9604 161 32 9797 98.03 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 63 

 

4.7 THE POPULATION 15 YEARS AND OVER 

The distribution of educational attainment of persons fifteen years and over by parish is shown 

below in Table 4.7.1 while Table 4.7.2 shows their percentage distribution. During the census 

educational attainment was determined based on the highest educational level in which 

respondents who were attending an institution of learning were currently enrolled and for those 

not enrolled the highest education acquired was utilized.  

A large proportion of the population (42.80 percent) reported primary education as their highest 

level of educational attainment, followed by 25.69 percent citing upper secondary education and 

12.31 percent post-secondary. It must be highlighted that 42.23 percent of population 15 years 

and over had attained educational levels of upper secondary or beyond. Of interest, is the 5.40 

percent of this population living in St. Mark’s who had no educational attainment as compared to 

the national average of 1.64 percent. 
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Table 4.7.2 Percentage Distribution of Persons Age 15 Years and Over by Highest Level of 
      Educational Attainment and Parish 2011 

 

Highest Level of 
Education 

Parish 

Grenada 
St. 

George’s 
St. 

John’s 
St. 

Mark’s 
St. 

Patrick’s 
St. 

Andrew’s 
St. 

David’s Carriacou 

Pre - School 0.50 0.40 0.53 1.04 0.45 0.61 0.50 0.23 

Primary 42.80 37.19 47.52 38.06 45.86 48.39 49.07 32.07 

Secondary (1-3) 9.68 9.03 10.75 14.33 11.32 8.83 6.58 16.58 
Upper 
Secondary 

25.69 27.47 22.51 26.56 22.09 24.31 24.32 33.84 

Post- Secondary 12.31 13.91 10.56 10.12 10.96 11.83 12.93 9.25 

Bachelor 2.96 4.50 1.75 1.56 1.88 1.98 2.56 2.83 

Masters 1.01 1.75 0.69 0.55 0.58 0.47 0.84 0.50 
Doctorate Level 
Programmes 

0.26 0.46 0.24 0.06 0.11 0.07 0.21 0.23 

Other 2.06 2.86 1.06 0.73 2.94 1.54 1.45 1.32 

None 1.64 1.10 2.37 5.40 2.25 1.37 1.26 2.31 

Not Stated 1.09 1.33 2.02 1.59 1.56 0.60 0.28 0.84 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
 

At the time of the census, primary school education was the highest level reached by 46.42 

percent of the male population 15 years and over. This without exception was the largest group 

throughout the parishes. Next was 23.48 percent reaching as far as upper secondary education 

and 14.3 percent advancing beyond secondary. 
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Table 4.7.3 Males 15 Years & Over by Highest Level of Educational Attainment & Parish       
                    2011 

          Parish       
Highest Level 

Grenada Percent 
St. 

George's 
St. 

John's 
St. 

Mark's 
St. 

Patrick's 
St. 

Andrew's 
St. 

David's Carriacou of Education 

Pre-School 230 0.57 66 18 18 25 71 26 6 

Primary 18,809 46.42 5,718 1,731 694 2,015 5,229 2,674 748 

Secondary (1-3) 4,092 10.10 1,399 366 248 487 849 342 401 
Upper 
Secondary 

9,513 23.48 3,680 681 397 796 2,170 1,065 724 

Post- Secondary 4,245 10.48 1,775 286 159 403 947 514 161 

Bachelor 981 2.42 539 46 29 69 161 89 48 

Masters 442 1.09 267 28 12 24 54 43 14 
Doctorate Level 
Programmes 

128 0.31 87 12 2 3 6 13 5 

Other 887 2.19 426 42 14 131 178 71 25 
None 728 1.8 162 83 110 95 148 70 60 
Not Stated 463 1.14 197 75 37 64 68 12 10 
Total 40,518 100 14,316 3,368 1,720 4,112 9,881 4,919 2,202 

 

Table 4.7.4 shows the educational attainment by parish of females 15 years and over. Again, 

most of the females reported primary level as their highest attainment (39.18 percent) which is 

lower compared to the primary education attainment of males. This is followed by 27.90 percent 

reporting upper secondary level as their highest educational attainment. Females however had 

higher percentages than males attaining beyond secondary education (18.77 percent). 
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4.8 QUALIFICATIONS (EXAMINATION PASSED) 

The table 4.8.1 shows persons aged 15 years and over reporting the highest level of examination 

would and the corresponding percentage distribution. Of the population who sat exams most 

persons reported CX/ GCE O’Level as their highest examination ever passed. Persons passing 

CXC/GCE O’Level represents 15.64 percent of the Population 15 years and over. This was 

followed by the category “Other” which denotes responses that does not fit the categories given 

and then Associate Degrees, which both represents 5.06 percent and 4.75 percent respectively. 

Interestingly though, notwithstanding the tremendous effort that the Ministry of Education has 

made throughout the years to make education more accessible, a large portion of the population 

in all of the parishes reported that they acquired no form of qualification through examination 

passed. In the parish of St. David, more than half of the population (51.58 percent) stated that 

they did not have any qualifications in this regard. Almost the same situation was observed in the 

parish of St. Andrew where approximately half of the population (48.58 percent) reported no 

having qualification in this regard. 
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Table 4.8.1 Persons Age 15 Years & Over by Highest Examination Passed & Parish 2011 
 

Highest 
Examination 

   
Parishes 

 
 

St. St. St. St. St. St. 
 Grenada George's John's Mark's Patrick's Andrew's David's Carriacou 

School Leaving   
Certificate 2,506 771 620 219 216 364 187 327 
Cambridge 
School 
Certificate 127 87 4 2 3 18 8 5 
CXC Basic 2,879 755 193 130 279 929 430 163 
GCE/CXC 'O' 
Level 12,674 5,093 964 592 1071 2,667 1379 908 
High School 
Certificate 
(HSC) 1063 506 65 48 16 268 114 46 
GCE 'A' Levels, 
CAPE 1091 421 68 26 66 224 214 72 
Associate 
Degree 3,849 1508 334 134 300 921 456 196 
College 
Certificate 2,189 864 103 69 259 629 219 46 
College Diploma 1042 472 68 30 95 243 100 34 
Professional 
Certificate 630 322 15 15 34 117 101 26 
Bachelor's 
Degree 2,059 1146 106 48 125 298 222 114 
Post Graduate 
Certificate 36 22 1 0 4 6 2 1 
Post Graduate 
Diploma 43 26 3 0 2 5 7 0 
Higher Degree 
(Master's) 769 485 45 18 40 82 78 21 
Higher Degree 
(Doctoral) 180 117 12 2 9 12 21 7 
Other 4,097 1352 228 36 690 1403 212 176 
None 34,557 10,828 2,238 1175 4,057 9,486 5,078 1695 
Not Stated 11,239 4,463 1713 735 893 1855 1016 571 
Total 81,035 29,238 6,580 3,279 8,159 19,527 9,844 4,408 
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Table 4.8.2 shows the number of males over fifteen years and the highest examination that they 

would have passed. There was a higher number male who reported CXC/GCE ‘O’ Levels as 

their highest examination ever passed, followed by some other examination not categorized, 

Associate Degree and CXC Basic exams. Out of the 40,518 males over fifteen years, 18,825 

reported that they did not pass any exam whilst 5,627 did not state the highest examination that 

they would have ever passed. From those reporting CXC/GCE ‘O’ Level as their highest 

examination passed the majority resided in the parish of St. George (2,306 persons), followed by 

the parish of St. Andrew with 1,222 persons. The other parishes had less than five hundred males 

with passes in GCE ‘O’ Levels. 

For those reporting to have an Associate Degree the majority resided in St. George’s, followed 

by St. Andrew’s, St. David’s, St. John’s, St. Patrick’s, Carriacou and St. Mark’s. More than half 

of the males with a Master’s degree and a Doctoral degree which are the highest levels resided in 

the parish of St. George. 
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Table 4.8.2 Males 15 Years & Over by Highest Examination Ever Passed & Parish 2011 

Highest 
Examination 

   
Parishes 

 

 
St. St. St. St. St. St. 

 Grenada George's John's Mark's Patrick's Andrew's David's Carriacou 
School Leaving   
Certificate 1,329 433 422 113 114 168 105 172 
Cambridge 
School 
Certificate 57 40 2 2 1 7 3 2 

CXC Basic 1,293 344 97 50 116 414 191 81 
CXC/ GCE 'O' 
LEVEL 5,731 2,306 429 273 476 1,222 596 429 
High School 
Certificate 
(HSC) 513 237 33 25 8 130 60 20 
GCE 'A' Levels, 
CAPE 429 189 32 11 21 80 71 25 
Associate 
Degree 1,484 621 127 57 111 322 168 78 
College 
Certificate 996 359 44 44 139 301 89 20 
College Diploma 528 229 39 21 49 114 63 13 
Professional 
Certificate 259 135 4 3 14 57 35 11 
Bachelor's 
Degree 839 472 39 27 54 125 80 42 
Post Graduate 
Certificate 14 7 0 0 2 2 2 1 
Post Graduate 
Diploma 19 12 1 0 1 1 4 0 
Higher Degree 
(Master's) 417 253 28 12 20 51 40 13 
Higher Degree 
(Doctoral) 115 78 10 2 3 6 13 3 
Other 2,038 673 123 19 339 684 94 106 
None 18,825 5,768 1,233 664 2,192 5,256 2,805 907 
Not Stated 5,627 2,160 905 397 452 941 500 279 
Total 40,518 14,316 3,368 1,720 4,112 9,881 4,919 2,202 
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Table 4.8.3 shows the number of females fifteen years and over and the highest examination that 

they would have passed. Most of the females (6,943) stated CXC/GCE Level as their highest 

examination ever passed, followed by Associate Degrees (2,365). The category “other” which 

comprises of all examinations not classified was the third largest category. This category was 

followed by CXC Basic Examination (1,586), Bachelor’s Degree (1,220), School Leaving 

Certificate (1,177), GCE ‘A’ Level CAPE (662) and High School Certificate (550). The other 

categories listed with the exception of “Not Stated” had less than five hundred females reporting 

these categories as their highest examination passed. 

All of the females within the parishes reported CXC/GCE ‘O’ Level as the highest examination 

ever passed. Associate Degree is the second largest for the parishes of St. George’s, St. John’s, 

St. David’s and Carriaccou and Petite Martinique. St. Mark’s had CXC Basic being reported as 

the second largest category while St. Andrew’s and St. Patrick’s had “other” as the second 

highest category.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 74 

Table 4.8.3 Females 15 Years & Over by Highest Examination Ever Passed & Parish 2011 

Highest 
Examination 

   
Parishes 

 

 
St. St. St. St. St. St. 

 Grenada George's John's Mark's Patrick's Andrew's David's Carriacou 
School Leaving   
Certificate 1,177 338 198 106 102 196 82 155 
Cambridge School 
Certificate 70 47 2 0 2 11 5 3 
CXC Basic 1,586 411 96 80 163 515 239 82 
CXC/ GCE 'O' 
Level 6,943 2,787 535 319 595 1,445 783 479 
High School 
Certificate (HSC) 550 269 32 23 8 138 54 26 
GCE 'A' Levels, 
CAPE 662 232 36 15 45 144 143 47 
Associate Degree 2,365 887 207 77 189 599 288 118 
College Certificate 1,193 505 59 25 120 328 130 26 
College Diploma 514 243 29 9 46 129 37 21 
Professional 
Certificate 371 187 11 12 20 60 66 15 
Bachelor's Degree 1,220 674 67 21 71 173 142 72 
Post Graduate 
Certificate 22 15 1 0 2 4 0 0 
Post Graduate 
Diploma 24 14 2 0 1 4 3 0 
Higher Degree 
(Master's) 352 232 17 6 20 31 38 8 
Higher Degree 
(Doctoral) 65 39 2 0 6 6 8 4 
Other 2,059 679 105 17 351 719 118 70 
None 15,732 5,060 1,005 511 1,865 4,230 2,273 788 
Not Stated 5,612 2,303 808 338 441 914 516 292 
Total 40,517 14,922 3,212 1,559 4,047 9,646 4,925 2,206 
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4.9 TRAINING 

Table 4.9.1 shows the number of persons who have received training by age - group and sex. The 

purpose of posing the question on training during the census was to distinguish between persons 

who have received, attempted or was in the process of receiving special training in preparation 

for a specific type of job as opposed to those who have not received any training. 

 For the census, training was referred to as any form of learning to perform a job, practical or 

theoretical, whether it was computer programming or laying blocks, as long as the method of 

instruction was organized and systematic. The findings from the census is that almost seventy 

five percent of the population which is 60,892 persons reported that they did not receive any 

form of training. The distribution of those who did not receive any form of training was similar 

for both males and females with 30,273 males and 30,617 females reporting that they did not 

receive any form of training. 
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Table 4.9.1 Persons Who Received Training by Age- Group & Sex 2011 

  

Male 

  

Female 

  

Total 

 Age - 
Group Yes No Total Yes No Total Yes No Total 

15-19 431 4,558 4,989 394 4,471 4,865 825 9,029 9,856 

20-24 1,401 3,606 5,007 1,501 3,320 4,821 2,902 6,926 9,828 

25-29 1,504 3,110 4,614 1,646 3,041 4,687 3,150 6,151 9,301 

30-34 1,103 2,291 3,394 1,173 2,199 3,372 2,276 4,490 6,766 

35-39 1,074 2,252 3,326 1,007 2,075 3,082 2,081 4,327 6,407 

40-44 934 2,153 3,087 818 2,137 2,955 1,752 4,290 6,042 

45-49 932 2,549 3,481 914 2,394 3,308 1,846 4,943 6,789 

50-54 880 2,478 3,358 822 2,441 3,263 1,702 4,919 6,621 

55-59 652 1,895 2,547 505 1,738 2,243 1,157 3,633 4,790 

60-64 440 1,457 1,897 352 1,442 1,794 792 2,899 3,691 

65-69 295 1,147 1,442 278 1,335 1,613 573 2,482 3,055 

70-74 260 1,017 1,277 182 1,271 1,453 442 2,288 2,730 

75-79 169 833 1,002 144 1,075 1,219 313 1,908 2,221 

80-84 113 530 643 91 853 944 204 1,383 1,587 

85-89 39 249 288 54 491 545 93 740 833 

90-94 8 102 110 8 228 236 16 330 346 

95+ 10 46 56 11 106 117 21 152 173 

TOTAL 10,245 30,273 40,518 9,900 30,617 40,517 20,145 60,890 81,035 

 

Table 4.9.2 shows that 17,521 persons reported to have completed the training they would have 

started this represents a very high percentage (86.97 percent) of the total number of persons who 

would have been trained.  There were more males reporting to have completed training (87.16 

percent) than there were females (86.78 percent).   

As it relates to persons who were currently undergoing training more females would have 

reported to be undergoing training whilst more males would have attempted some form of 

training but did not complete for one reason or the other. Also, there were more males than 

females who did not give a response to their training attainment. 
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Table 4.9.2 Training Attainment by Sex & Percentage Distribution 2011 
 

   
      Training Attainment Male Percent Female Percent Total Percent 

Completed Training 8,930 87.16 8,591 86.78 17,521 86.97 
  

      Undergoing Training 561 5.48 745 7.53 1,306 6.48 
  

      Attempted But Did Not Complete 656 6.40 534 5.39 1,190 5.91 
  

      Not Stated 98 0.96 30 0.30 128 0.64 
  

       
Total 

 
10,245 100.00 

 
9,900 100.00 

 
20,145 100.00 
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4.10 PERSONS 15 YEARS AND OLDER BY MAIN METHOD TRAINED AND SEX 

Figure 4.10.1 indicates that most persons would have reported to have acquired their training on 

the job. A total of 6,520 persons (3,743 males and 2,777 females) reported to have received on 

the job training, which represents 32.37 percent of all persons trained. The second most popular 

method utilized was Vocational/ Trade/Technical with 5,249 persons (3,099 males and 2,150 

females) which represents 26.06 percent of all persons trained. The third highest method used 

was private study which was 16.36 percent of all persons trained or 3,296 persons (1,260 males 

and 2,036 females). 

The advancement in technology was also instrumental in persons being trained and acquiring 

skills. A total of 144 persons (67 males and 77 females) reported to have acquired their training 

through distance learning whilst a further 138 (54 males and 84 females) reported to have 

acquired their training via on-line/virtual learning 
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Table 4.10.1 Training Method by Sex of Persons Trained 

Method of Training 
Sex 

Total 
Total 

Percent Male Percent Female Percent 

On the Job 3743 36.54 2777 28.06 6520 32.37 

Private study 1260 12.30 2036 20.57 3296 16.36 

Apprenticeship 327 3.19 240 2.42 567 2.82 

Correspondence course 229 2.24 357 3.61 586 2.91 

Secondary School 107 1.04 140 1.41 247 1.23 

Vocational/Trade/Technical 3099 30.25 2150 21.72 5249 26.06 

Commercial/Secretarial 44 0.43 303 3.06 347 1.72 

Business/computer 60 0.59 178 1.80 238 1.18 

University on campus 595 5.81 665 6.72 1260 6.26 

Distance learning 67 0.65 77 0.78 144 0.71 

On-line/Virtual 54 0.53 84 0.85 138 0.69 

Other 405 3.95 612 6.18 1017 5.05 

Not stated 255 2.48 281 2.82 536 2.65 

Total 10245 100.00 9900 100.00 20145 100.00 
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Figure 4.10.1 Persons 15 Years & Older by Training Method & Sex 2011 
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4.11 CERTIFICATION 

The responses as it relates to certification were restricted to persons who have completed a 

substantive tertiary or vocational study at a recognized institution that formally assesses the 

performance of students and also offers a recognized or accredited degree, diploma or certificate. 

The respondent must have had to complete his/her studies and be in possession of an official 

document stating that he or she has obtained that degree, diploma or certificate. 

As is shown in table 4.11.1, 43.22 percent of persons who reported to have received some form 

of certification sat an exam, whilst 11.83 percent reported to have obtained some form of 

certification but did not sit an exam. Those reporting no form of certification were 24.59 percent. 

There were more males (29.72 percent) reporting not to have any form of certification when 

compared to females (19.27 percent). On the other hand, there were more females that sat an 

exam and obtained a certificate (45.43 percent) and more females who would have obtained a 

certificate without an examination (13.59 percent) when compared to males which were 41.08 

percent and 10.14 percent respectively.  

There were also slightly more females with professional qualification (3.75 percent) than males 

(3.44 percent). 
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         Table 4.11.1 Type of Certification by Sex & Percentage Distribution 2011 
 

Type of Certificate  Male Percent Female Percent Total Percent 

None 3045 29.72 1908 19.27 4953 24.59 

Certificate with 
Examination 

4209 41.08 4498 45.43 8707 43.22 

Certificate Without 
Exam 

1039 10.14 1345 13.59 2384 11.83 

Diploma 319 3.11 316 3.19 635 3.15 

Advance Diploma 59 0.58 65 0.66 124 0.62 

Associated Degree 13 0.13 19 0.19 32 0.16 

First Degree 143 1.40 196 1.98 339 1.68 

Post Graduate Degree 82 0.80 68 0.69 150 0.75 

Professional 
Qualification 

353 3.44 371 3.75 724 3.59 

Other 257 2.51 317 3.20 574 2.85 

Not Stated 726 7.09 797 8.05 1523 7.56 

Total 10245 100.00 9900 100.00 20145 100.00 
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Appendix to Chapter 4 

 

Non-Institutional 15+ Population in Private Dwelling by Age Group 

Age 
Group 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female 

15-19 4989 4865 9854 

20-24 5007 4821 9828 

25-29 4614 4687 9301 

30-34 3393 3372 6765 

35-39 3326 3082 6408 

40-44 3087 2955 6042 

45-49 3481 3309 6790 

50-54 3358 3264 6622 

55-59 2547 2243 4790 

60-64 1897 1794 3691 

65-69 1442 1613 3055 

70-74 1277 1453 2730 

75-79 1002 1219 2221 

80-84 643 944 1587 

85+ 455 896 1351 

Total 40518 40517 81035 
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CHAPTER 5 

ECONOMIC ACTIVITY 
 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

The series of questions on economic activity in the census were designed to classify all 

individuals in the country into three mutually exclusive categories namely, the employed, the 

unemployed and those not in the labour. The persons in the labour force are either employed or 

unemployed and they are both considered as economically active because they are supplying 

their labour for the production of goods and services during the specified reference period of 

either the past week (prior to the interview) or the past twelve months (prior to the interview). 

The persons not in the Labour Force are also referred to as not economically active or 

economically inactive because they are not offering their services of labour on the labour market. 

Economic activity can be defined as activities that involve the production, distribution and 

consumption of goods and services at all levels within the society. The Census sought to examine 

the number of persons who supplied labour for the production of goods and services fifteen years 

and over during the reference period viz. past twelve months and past week. Two useful 

measures of the economically active population are the “usually active population” measured in 

relation to a long reference period such as a year and the “currently active population” measured 

in relation to a short reference period such as one week. The past twelve months prior to the 

interview looked at the usually active population and the past week prior to the interview looked 

at the “currently active” population.  

An employed person is one who has, during the reference periods, engaged in the production of a 

good or service for sale and received an income, however there are other forms of employed 

persons who have worked but did not receive any income for example unpaid family workers on 

farms and enterprises, trainees and apprentices. Data captured in this chapter is very important 

for providing labour market and socio-economic information to policy makers, planners, 

educators and the general public. 
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An individual is classified as having worked if he/she was engaged in the production of goods 

and services. Working usually entails the person receiving a wage, salary or other form of 

recompense. However, there are several types of workers who do not receive payment, such as 

trainees and apprentices, unpaid helpers and family workers on commercial farms or other 

enterprises.  In addition, many persons grow agricultural produce or sell the produce of their 

family farms, while others may do work at home – i.e. work given by someone else. Yet, others 

make articles or prepare food at home for sale; sell nuts, fruits, lottery tickets and other items.  

All of these activities are considered ‘work’ as are temporary and part-time jobs. 

A person must be recorded as having worked within a month if he/she engaged in the production 

of goods and services for sale for at least four hours within that month or for at least one hour 

during the reference period. Persons who had a job but were not at work due to vacation or 

illness are also to be recorded as having worked. Also included are persons on temporary layoff 

or industrial dispute, that is, where a formal attachment to the job can be established.  

Persons who are not working are comprised of both the unemployed population and 

economically inactive population. The unemployed are persons 15 years and over who were not 

working, who wanted to work and who were available for work during the reference week. The 

economically inactive population are persons 15 years and older who reported that they do not 

want work and are not available for work because they: 

 (1) Have been performing household duties,  

(2) Attended School,  

(3) Are retired,  

(4) Are disabled and unable to work and  

(5) Have other personal reasons for not working.  

Unless stated otherwise the employed, unemployed and the economically active refers to those 

who are currently employed, unemployed and economically inactive. Hence, there economic 

status is given by their activity/ activities during the past week. 
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An important note to highlight before going into this chapter is the fact that there are several 

issues to consider when measuring unemployment in general and in a census versus a survey 

like a Labour Force Survey. These are as follows: 

 A survey tends to be subject to better quality assurance than a larger operation such as 

a census. In a survey the interviewers are normally well-trained and have experience in 

the collection of data on unemployment. In the case of the census, use is made of a 

wider group of persons that have to be trained over a relatively shorter timeframe and 

may pose difficulty in grasping an understanding of the concepts. A Census is subject 

to less detailed monitoring and control as is the case in a smaller survey. The tendency 

is therefore for the survey to yield more accurate results. The difference though is that 

a survey is subject to both sampling and non-sampling error while the census is only 

subject to non-sampling error. 

 The concept of unemployment is difficult to understand particularly in determining 

whether persons who did not work during the reference period actively sought work 

and in the case of CARICOM countries that may also include in the unemployed 

persons who did not seek work in the reference period but wanted work. This issue is 

exacerbated by the use of inexperienced interviewers in a census as indicated in bullet 

one. 

 Related to the above there are also inherent difficulties in determining persons that are 

economically active and not economically active such as housewives and retirees. In 

general there are difficulties by respondents relative to understanding what is being 

asked in the question and may provide an inaccurate response; 

 Unemployment rates of younger age groups which include  first seekers that number 

among new entrants into economic activity, as well as those in older age groups tend to 

be generally higher than for other age groups. 
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5.2 ECONOMIC STATUS BY AGE  

Table 5.2.1 Economic Status by Age Group 

Age 
Group 

Economic Status 

Total2 
Not 

Stated 
Population 

15+ 
Unemployment 

Rate 
Participation 

Rate Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive 

15-19 1249 1819 3068 6759 9827 27 9854 59.29 31.22 
20-24 4925 3284 8209 1590 9799 29 9828 40.00 83.77 
25-29 6025 2176 8201 1082 9283 18 9301 26.53 88.34 
30-34 4769 1249 6018 725 6743 22 6765 20.75 89.25 
35-39 4720 1050 5770 623 6393 15 6408 18.20 90.25 
40-44 4367 959 5326 702 6028 14 6042 18.01 88.35 
45-49 4736 1025 5761 1006 6767 23 6790 17.79 85.13 
50-54 4412 991 5403 1196 6599 23 6622 18.34 81.88 
55-59 2890 675 3565 1207 4772 18 4790 18.93 74.71 
60-64 1485 427 1912 1763 3675 16 3691 22.33 52.03 
65-69 804 344 1148 1895 3043 12 3055 29.97 37.73 
70-74 461 254 715 2010 2725 5 2730 35.52 26.24 
75-79 232 192 424 1790 2214 7 2221 45.28 19.15 
80-84 182 130 312 1265 1577 10 1587 41.67 19.78 
85+ 151 128 279 1071 1350 1 1351 45.88 20.67 
Total 41408 14703 56111 24684 80795 240 81035 26.20 69.45 

 

Table 5.2.1 shows the breakdown of the various economic status by age for the population 15 

years and over who have given their economic status. Age group 25-29 accounts for the largest 

number of the employed labour force whereas age group 20-24 accounts for the highest number 

of the unemployed. Age group 15-19 accounts for the highest number of the economically 

inactive which is expected since most persons in that age group are enrolled in school full time. 

                                                           
2 Total in this case represents the total population 15 years and older who have specified their economic status. It does not 
include the not stated. 
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Total2 
Not 

Stated 
Population 

15+ 
Unemployment 

Rate 
Participation 

Rate Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive 

15-19 1249 1819 3068 6759 9827 27 9854 59.29 31.22 
20-24 4925 3284 8209 1590 9799 29 9828 40.00 83.77 
25-29 6025 2176 8201 1082 9283 18 9301 26.53 88.34 
30-34 4769 1249 6018 725 6743 22 6765 20.75 89.25 
35-39 4720 1050 5770 623 6393 15 6408 18.20 90.25 
40-44 4367 959 5326 702 6028 14 6042 18.01 88.35 
45-49 4736 1025 5761 1006 6767 23 6790 17.79 85.13 
50-54 4412 991 5403 1196 6599 23 6622 18.34 81.88 
55-59 2890 675 3565 1207 4772 18 4790 18.93 74.71 
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80-84 182 130 312 1265 1577 10 1587 41.67 19.78 
85+ 151 128 279 1071 1350 1 1351 45.88 20.67 
Total 41408 14703 56111 24684 80795 240 81035 26.20 69.45 

 

Table 5.2.1 shows the breakdown of the various economic status by age for the population 15 

years and over who have given their economic status. Age group 25-29 accounts for the largest 

number of the employed labour force whereas age group 20-24 accounts for the highest number 

of the unemployed. Age group 15-19 accounts for the highest number of the economically 

inactive which is expected since most persons in that age group are enrolled in school full time. 

                                                           
2 Total in this case represents the total population 15 years and older who have specified their economic status. It does not 
include the not stated. 
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Table 5.2.2 below which shows how each age group contributes to the employed, unemployed, 

the labour force or the economically inactive also shows this relationship clearer. 

The census gave an unemployment rate 26.20 percent and a labour force participation of 

69.45percent which means that 26.20 percent of the labour force is unemployed and 69.45 

percent is actually participating in the labour force. The age group with the highest 

unemployment rate is 15-19 (59.29 percent) and the lowest is 45-49 (17.79 percent). The data 

reveals that persons that are in the very young or in the very old age groups are most likely to be 

unemployed. The unemployment rate at first becomes lower as a person ages increases until the 

age group of 45-49 and then generally has an increasing trend until the age of 85 years and older. 

The participation rate peaks at age group 35- 39 (90.25 percent) and it is lowest at age group 75-

79 (19.15 percent). As a result of retirement, the elderly would have very low participation rate. 

This is quite evident when we look at persons 70 years and older. 

 

 

Figure 5.2.1 shows the percentage distribution of the employed population by sex among 

parishes.  It shows that there are a larger percentage of males employed in all the parishes except 

St. George’s and St. David’s.  
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    Table 5.2.2 Percentage Distribution of the Various Economic Status of the Population by     
                       Age Group 
 

Age 
Group 

Economic Status 

Total Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive 

15-19 3.02 12.37 5.47 27.38 12.16 
20-24 11.89 22.33 14.63 6.44 12.13 
25-29 14.55 14.80 14.62 4.38 11.49 
30-34 11.52 8.49 10.72 2.94 8.35 
35-39 11.40 7.14 10.28 2.52 7.91 
40-44 10.55 6.53 9.49 2.84 7.46 
45-49 11.44 6.97 10.27 4.08 8.38 
50-54 10.65 6.74 9.63 4.85 8.17 
55-59 6.98 4.59 6.35 4.89 5.91 
60-64 3.59 2.90 3.41 7.14 4.55 
65-69 1.94 2.34 2.05 7.68 3.77 
70-74 1.11 1.73 1.27 8.14 3.37 
75-79 0.56 1.31 0.76 7.25 2.74 
80-84 0.44 0.88 0.56 5.12 1.95 
85+ 0.36 0.87 0.50 4.34 1.67 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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   Table 5.2.4 Percentage Distribution of the Various Economic Status by Age Group for      
                       Males and Females 

Sex 

Age 
Group 

Economic Status 
 

Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive Total 

Male 15-19 2.96 11.87 5.16 33.76 12.31 
20-24 11.99 21.59 14.37 6.40 12.37 
25-29 13.96 14.24 14.03 3.50 11.40 
30-34 11.10 8.35 10.42 2.24 8.37 
35-39 11.48 7.12 10.40 1.68 8.22 
40-44 10.46 6.57 9.49 2.00 7.62 
45-49 11.31 7.45 10.36 3.27 8.58 
50-54 10.44 7.59 9.74 3.91 8.28 
55-59 7.44 5.42 6.94 4.32 6.28 
60-64 4.09 3.12 3.85 7.12 4.67 
65-69 2.12 2.40 2.19 7.62 3.54 
70-74 1.26 1.68 1.37 8.52 3.15 
75-79 0.58 1.20 0.74 7.70 2.48 
80-84 0.48 0.77 0.55 4.67 1.58 
85+ 0.32 0.63 0.40 3.31 1.13 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Female 15-19 3.09 12.89 5.82 22.97 12.02 

20-24 11.78 23.11 14.94 6.47 11.88 
25-29 15.28 15.38 15.30 5.00 11.58 
30-34 12.03 8.64 11.08 3.42 8.32 
35-39 11.30 7.17 10.15 3.11 7.60 
40-44 10.65 6.49 9.49 3.43 7.30 
45-49 11.59 6.47 10.16 4.63 8.17 
50-54 10.91 5.85 9.50 5.49 8.05 
55-59 6.42 3.72 5.67 5.29 5.53 
60-64 2.97 2.68 2.89 7.16 4.43 
65-69 1.72 2.28 1.88 7.72 3.99 
70-74 0.93 1.78 1.17 7.88 3.59 
75-79 0.53 1.42 0.78 6.94 3.01 
80-84 0.39 1.00 0.56 5.44 2.32 
85+ 0.41 1.13 0.61 5.05 2.22 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Table 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 shows the further break down of economic status by sex and age group. 

Although the total numbers of employed men are significantly higher than employed women the 

age distributions of the employed male and female follow a similar trend and reflects that of the 

total. For both sexes, 24-29 represent the highest number of employed persons and in a similar 

way age group 20-24 represents the highest number of unemployed persons for both sexes.  

Female has a higher unemployment rate than males in Grenada by about 3 percentage points. 

Their participation rate is significantly lower than their male counterparts.  
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Table 5.2.5 Economic Status by Broad Age Group & Sex 2011 
 

Sex 
Age 

Group 

Economic Status 

Total 
Not 

Stated 
Population 

15+ 
Unemployment 

Rate 
Participation 

Rate Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive 

Male 

15-24 3407 2511 5918 4054 9972 24 9996 42.43 59.35 

25-64 18301 4493 22794 2831 25625 78 25703 19.71 88.95 

65+ 1088 501 1589 3211 4800 19 4819 31.53 33.1 

 Total 22796 7505 30301 10096 40397 121 40518 24.77 75.01 

Female 

15-24 2767 2592 5359 4295 9654 32 9686 48.37 55.51 

25-64 15103 4059 19162 5473 24635 71 24706 21.18 77.78 

65+ 742 547 1289 4820 6109 16 6125 42.44 21.10 

 Total 18612 7198 25810 14588 40398 119 40517 27.89 63.89 

Both 
Sexes 

15-24 6174 5103 11277 8349 19626 56 19682 45.25 57.46 

25-64 33404 8552 41956 8304 50260 149 50409 20.39 83.48 

65+ 1830 1048 2878 8031 10909 35 10944 36.4 26.38 

Total 41408 14703 56111 24684 80795 240 81035 26.2 69.45 

 

 
Table 5.2.5 which shows the economic status by wider age groups supports what was presented 

before. The number of males employed was 22,796 which represents 56.43 percent of the male 

population over 15 years. Likewise, the number of females employed is 18,612 representing 

46.07 percent of the female population over 15 years. The age group 15-24 are referred to as the 

“Employed Youth” population, age group 25-64 are referred to as the “Employed Adult” 

population and persons 65+ are those who although having passed the retirement age are 

engaged in some form of employment. The 25-64 age groups accounted for more than two thirds 

of the employed population or 80.7 percent. The 15-24 age groups the employed youth 

represented 14.9 percent whilst those 65+ accounted for 4.4 percent. 

The youth unemployment rate stood at 45.25 percent which is the highest of the three age 

groups. Their participation rate is 57.46 percent, which is the lowest of the three. 
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“Employed Youth” population, age group 25-64 are referred to as the “Employed Adult” 

population and persons 65+ are those who although having passed the retirement age are 

engaged in some form of employment. The 25-64 age groups accounted for more than two thirds 

of the employed population or 80.7 percent. The 15-24 age groups the employed youth 

represented 14.9 percent whilst those 65+ accounted for 4.4 percent. 

The youth unemployment rate stood at 45.25 percent which is the highest of the three age 

groups. Their participation rate is 57.46 percent, which is the lowest of the three. 
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Table 5.2.5 Economic Status by Broad Age Group & Sex 2011 
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Table 5.2.5 which shows the economic status by wider age groups supports what was presented 

before. The number of males employed was 22,796 which represents 56.43 percent of the male 

population over 15 years. Likewise, the number of females employed is 18,612 representing 

46.07 percent of the female population over 15 years. The age group 15-24 are referred to as the 

“Employed Youth” population, age group 25-64 are referred to as the “Employed Adult” 

population and persons 65+ are those who although having passed the retirement age are 

engaged in some form of employment. The 25-64 age groups accounted for more than two thirds 

of the employed population or 80.7 percent. The 15-24 age groups the employed youth 

represented 14.9 percent whilst those 65+ accounted for 4.4 percent. 

The youth unemployment rate stood at 45.25 percent which is the highest of the three age 

groups. Their participation rate is 57.46 percent, which is the lowest of the three. 
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Table 5.2.6 Percentage Distribution of Economic Status for the Broad Age Groups 

Sex 
Age 
Group 

Economic Status 

Total Employed Unemployed 
Labour 
Force 

Economically 
Inactive 

Male 15-24 34.17 25.18 59.35 40.65 100.00 
25-64 71.42 17.54 88.95 11.05 100.00 
65+ 22.67 10.44 33.10 66.90 100.00 
 Total 56.43 18.58 75.01 24.99 100.00 

Female 15-24 28.66 26.85 55.51 44.49 100.00 
25-64 61.31 16.48 77.78 22.22 100.00 
65+ 12.16 8.95 21.11 78.89 100.00 
 Total 46.07 17.82 63.89 36.11 100.00 

Both 
Sexes 

15-24 31.46 26.00 57.46 42.54 100.00 
25-64 66.46 17.02 83.48 16.52 100.00 
65+ 16.78 9.60 26.39 73.61 100.00 
 Total 51.25 18.20 69.45 30.55 100.00 

 

Table 5.2.6 shows how each of the age groups are decomposed in terms of their economic status. 

The employed is the most dominant status for the population 15 years and over, which is also the 

same for both sexes. The employed represents 51.25 percent of the total population 15 years and 

over, and 56.43 percent and 46.07 percent respectively of the male and female population for this 

group. When examining the age groups, one can see that both the 15-24 and the 65+ age groups 

are dominated by persons that are economically inactive, which is expected for those age groups, 

mainly because of full-time education and retirement. The age group 25-64, which by far is the 

largest in terms of number of persons, is dominated by the employed population.  
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In analysing the gender dimension by parish, it was observed that the female unemployment rate 

when compared to the male is higher for all parishes. Additionally, that male participation rate is 

higher for all parishes. However, there is no significant difference in the distribution in the age 

group for the sexes when both unemployment rate and participation rate are compared to the 

national level. 
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5.4 EMPLOYED BY INDUSTRY AND OCCUPATION 

Table 5.4.1 Employed Population by Main Occupation, Sex & Age Group 2011 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
Age group 

Total Percent Sex Major Occupation 15-24 25-64 65+ 

Male Managers 11 687 73 771 3.38 
  Professionals 162 1351 102 1615 7.08 
  Technicians and associate professionals 190 1501 66 1757 7.71 
  Clerical support workers 202 445 13 660 2.90 
  Service and sales workers 699 2947 149 3795 16.65 
  Skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery workers 204 1920 194 2318 10.17 
  Craft and related trades workers 822 4267 137 5226 22.92 
  Plant and machine operators, and assemblers 112 1711 89 1912 8.39 
  Elementary occupations 531 2205 100 2836 12.44 
  Not Stated 474 1267 165 1906 8.36 
  Total 3407 18301 1088 22796 100.00 

Female Managers 22 627 30 679 3.65 
  Professionals 409 2472 63 2944 15.82 
  Technicians and associate professionals 224 1480 35 1739 9.34 
  Clerical support workers 581 1929 41 2551 13.71 
  Service and sales workers 880 4957 268 6105 32.80 
  Skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery workers 15 321 37 373 2.00 
  Craft and related trades workers 46 331 12 389 2.09 
  Plant and machine operators, and assemblers 6 213 13 232 1.25 
  Elementary occupations 115 1642 86 1843 9.90 
  Not Stated 469 1129 158 1756 9.44 
  Total 2767 15101 744 18612 100.00 

Total Managers 33 1314 103 1450 3.50 
  Professionals 571 3823 165 4559 11.01 
  Technicians and associate professionals 414 2981 101 3496 8.44 
  Clerical support workers 783 2374 54 3211 7.76 
  Service and sales workers 1579 7904 417 9900 23.91 
  Skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery workers 219 2241 231 2691 6.50 
  Craft and related trades workers 868 4598 149 5615 13.56 
  Plant and machine operators, and assemblers 118 1924 102 2144 5.18 
  Elementary occupations 646 3847 186 4679 11.30 
  Not Stated 942 2396 323 3661 8.84 
  Total 6173 33402 1831 41408 100.00 
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  Table 5.4.2 Employed Population by Main Occupation, Sex & Age Group 2001 

Sex Major Occupation 
Age Group 

Total Percent  
15-24 25-64 65+ 

Male Armed Force 0 17 2 19 0.08 
  Legislators, Senior Officials & Managers 47 933 117 1097 4.88 
  Professionals 31 460 37 528 2.35 
  Technicians & Associate Professionals 335 1356 39 1730 7.69 
  Clerks 253 437 3 693 3.08 
  Service Workers 779 2042 49 2870 12.76 
  Skilled Agricultural /Fishery Workers 176 1867 306 2349 10.45 
  Craft/Trade Workers 1226 4631 103 5960 26.51 
  Plant/Machine Operators 171 1634 59 1864 8.29 
  Elementary Occupation 940 3284 124 4348 19.34 
  Not stated 285 726 17 1028 4.57 
  Total 4243 17387 856 22486 100 

Female Armed Force 0 4 1 5 0.03 
  Legislators, Senior Officials & Managers 65 916 110 1091 7.15 
  Professionals 16 326 2 344 2.25 
  Technicians & Associate Professionals 424 1634 14 2072 13.58 
  Clerks 811 1722 19 2552 16.73 
  Service Workers 981 2779 63 3823 25.06 
  Skilled Agricultural /Fishery Workers 21 299 47 367 2.41 
  Craft/Trade Workers 66 497 37 600 3.93 
  Plant/Machine Operators 80 177 5 262 1.72 
  Elementary Occupation 322 3097 133 3552 23.29 
  Not stated 196 343 48 587 3.85 
  Total 2982 11793 479 15254 100 

Total Armed Force 0 21 3 24 0.06 
  Legislators, Senior Officials & Managers 112 1849 227 2188 5.8 
  Professionals 47 786 39 872 2.31 
  Technicians & Associate Professionals 759 2990 53 3802 10.07 
  Clerks 1064 2159 22 3245 8.6 
  Service Workers 1760 4821 112 6693 17.74 
  Skilled Agricultural /Fishery Workers 197 2166 353 2716 7.2 
  Craft/Trade Workers 1292 5128 140 6560 17.38 
  Plant/Machine Operators 251 1811 64 2126 5.63 
  Elementary Occupation 1262 6381 257 7900 20.93 
  Not stated 481 1068 65 1614 4.28 
  Total 7225 29180 1335 37740 100 
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The distribution of the occupations has changed significantly since the 2001 Census. In 2001, the 

occupation with the largest proportion of the employed labour force is elementary occupation, 

followed by services worker and then crafts/ trade workers (20.93 percent, 17.74 percent and 

17.38 percent respectively). However in 2011, the largest share of the employed was in the 

Service and Sales category followed by crafts and trades worker and then elementary operations 

(23.91 percent, 13.56 percent and 11.30 percent). The reduction in elementary occupations as 

well as craft and trade workers can be attributed to technological advancement. The increase in 

service and sales workers can be due structural changes in the economy since Grenada is 

increasingly becoming service oriented.  

There are differences in the proportions of the employed when it is disaggregated by sex. The 

largest proportion of the employed male population in 2011 is the male craft and related trades 

workers (22.92 percent). In 2001 census this category was also the highest for males as well, 

however there was a decrease in its share from 26.51 percent in 2001 to 22.92 percent in 2011.  

Male Professionals along with Male Technicians and Associate Professionals had marked 

increases from 10.04 percent in 2001 to 14.79 percent in 2011. Another notable change is in the 

elementary occupations. In 2001, this group represented 19.34 percent of the total male 

employed but in 2011 this grouping was only 12.44 percent. The Service and Sales workers have 

also increased from 12.76 percent in 2001 to 16.65 percent in 2011 for males.  

The largest numbers of females are employed in the Service and Sales Workers in 2001 and 2011 

with 25.06 percent and 32.80 percent respectively. There were significant increases in the 

Professionals along with Technicians and Associate Professionals for the females from 15.83 

percent in 2001 to 25.16 percent in 2011. One of the possible reason for this is the changing role 

of women in society and the continued thrust towards gender equality in education and 

employment. 
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Table 5.4.4 Employed Population by Industry & Sex 2001 

Industry 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total % Male Female Male % Female % 

Agriculture Hunting & Forestry 2629 1023 3652 11.69 6.71 9.68 
Fishing 681 13 694 3.03 0.09 1.84 
Mining and Quarrying 46 20 66 0.20 0.13 0.17 
Manufacturing 1391 1016 2407 6.19 6.66 6.38 
Electricity, Gas and Water 329 60 389 1.46 0.39 1.03 
Construction 5798 265 6063 25.78 1.74 16.07 
Wholesale and Retail Trade 2924 3713 6637 13.00 24.34 17.59 
Hotels and Restaurants 724 1130 1854 3.22 7.41 4.91 
Transport, Storage and Communication 2039 435 2474 9.07 2.85 6.56 
Financial Intermediation 386 599 985 1.72 3.93 2.61 
Real Estate, Rent and Business Activities 482 482 964 2.14 3.16 2.55 
Public Administration and Defence 1144 778 1922 5.09 5.10 5.09 
Education 736 1713 2449 3.27 11.23 6.49 
Health and Social Work 249 1003 1252 1.11 6.57 3.32 
Other Community, Social and Personal 
Service Activities 623 478 1101 2.77 3.13 2.92 

Private Households with Employed Persons 68 1025 1093 0.30 6.72 2.90 
Extra- Territorial Organisations and Bodies 0 1 1 0.00 0.01 0.00 
not stated 2237 1501 3737 9.95 9.84 9.90 
Total 22486 15255 37740 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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The highest percentages of the employed population in 2011 fell within the wholesale and retail 

trade and construction groups with 15.03 percent and 10.72 percent respectively. In 2001 these 

industry groups also had the highest percentages of the employed, 17.59 percent and 

16.07percent respectively. 

A probable cause for the decline in employment in the Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing industry 

group from 11.52 percent to 8.18 percent could have been the damages done to crops especially 

our main export crops banana, cocoa and nutmeg during hurricanes Ivan and Emily. The 

Manufacturing sector decreased from 6.38 percent in 2001 to 4.72 percent in 2011. Notable 

increases were in the Hotels and Restaurant / Accommodation and Food services group from 

4.91 percent in 2001 to 5.83 percent in 2011. Public Administration and Defence had a 

significant increase from 5.09 percent in 2001 to 8.72 percent in 2011.
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5.5 CATEGORY OF WORKER 

 
Table 5.5.1: Employed Population by Category of Worker & Sex, 2011 
 

 Sex 

Total 

Percent 

Category of worker Male Female Male Female Total 

Paid Employee - Government 3324 5069 8393 14.58 27.24 20.27 

Paid Employee – Private 10699 8322 19021 46.94 44.71 45.94 

Paid Employee - Statutory body 599 454 1053 2.63 2.44 2.54 

Paid Employee - Private home 710 773 1483 3.11 4.15 3.58 

Self-Employed with paid 

employees 
1617 553 2170 7.09 2.97 5.24 

Self-Employed without paid 

employees 
3565 1668 5233 15.64 8.96 12.64 

Apprentice/Learners 25 9 34 0.11 0.05 0.08 

Unpaid worker 40 30 70 0.18 0.16 0.17 

Unpaid family worker 88 36 124 0.39 0.19 0.30 

Other 374 111 485 1.64 0.60 1.17 

Not stated 1755 1587 3342 7.69 8.53 8.07 

Total 22796 18612 41408 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Table 5.5.2 Employed Population by Category of Worker & Sex 2001 
 

Category of worker 

Sex 

Total 

Percent 

Male Female Male Female Total 

Paid employee - Government 2900 3306 6206 12.90 21.67 16.45 
Paid employee – Private 13434 8425 21859 59.74 55.23 57.92 

Paid employee - Statutory Board 980 723 1703 4.36 4.74 4.51 

Unpaid family worker 380 335 715 1.69 2.20 1.90 
Self-Employed with paid 
employee 

1185 325 1510 5.27 2.13 4.00 

Self-Employed without paid 
employee 

2556 1551 4107 11.37 10.17 10.88 

Apprentice 20 8 28 0.09 0.05 0.07 
Not stated 1031 582 1612 4.58 3.81 4.27 
Total 22486 15255 37740 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 
 
Employed population was placed into various categories of workers for the purpose of the 2011 

and 2001 Census. Government and private sector had the highest percentage of employees with a 

total of 20.27 percent and 45.94 percent respectively in 2001. The private paid employee 

category decreased from 57.92 percent in 2001 to 45.94 percent in 2011 while the Government 

increased from 16.45 percent of employees in 2001 to 20.27 percent in 2011. Given that males 

have the higher employed population they showed up as the most dominant in almost all 

categories of worker except for Government paid employee in both 2001 and 2011 and Private 

paid employee at home in 2011. 



  

 107 

5.6 The Employed and Their Educational Attainment 
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Fig. 5.6.1 and 5.6.2 shows the percent distribution of employed population in relation to their 

levels of education for 2011 and 2001 respectively. In 2011, the largest percentage of employed 

persons 36.20 percent attained up to primary education. The second largest proportion of 27.91 

percent attained up to upper secondary. Employed population with a university education has 

increased from 4.20 percent in 2001 to 6.36 percent in 2011. There was a significant percentage 

increase of the employed population with post-secondary education from 8.82 percent in 2001 to 

16.79 percent in 2011. Approximately, half of the employed population attained at least a 

secondary education by 2011 which was a slight improvement from 2001 where 42.12 percent of 

the employed population attained at least a secondary education. In fact, in 2001, more than half 

the employed population only got as far as primary school education. 
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5.7 Gross Monthly Income 

Table 5.7.1: Employed Population by Gross Monthly Income and Sex Census, 2011 
 

Income Group EC$ 

Sex 

Total 

Percent 

Male Female Male Female Total 

<200 220 154 374 0.97 0.83 0.90 
200-399 687 513 1200 3.01 2.76 2.90 
400-799 1924 2625 4549 8.44 14.10 10.99 
800-1,199 3426 3039 6465 15.03 16.33 15.61 
1,200-1,999 4116 2933 7049 18.06 15.76 17.02 
2,000-3,999 3218 2694 5912 14.12 14.48 14.28 
4,000-5,999 854 602 1456 3.75 3.23 3.52 
6,000+ 377 230 607 1.65 1.24 1.47 
Not Stated 7975 5821 13796 34.98 31.28 33.32 
Total 22797 18611 41408 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Table 5.7.2: Employed Population by Gross Monthly Income and Sex Census, 2001 
 

 Income 
Group EC$ 

Sex 

Total 

Percent 

Male Female Male Female Total 

<200 217 196 413 0.97 1.28 1.09 
200-399 896 1031 1927 3.98 6.76 5.11 
400-799 3114 3205 6319 13.85 21.01 16.74 
800-1,199 3814 2570 6384 16.96 16.85 16.92 
1,200-1,999 3230 1755 4985 14.36 11.50 13.21 
2,000-3,999 1644 1093 2737 7.31 7.16 7.25 
4,000-5,999 399 191 590 1.77 1.25 1.56 
6,000+ 180 60 240 0.80 0.39 0.64 
Not Stated 8992 5154 14146 39.99 33.79 37.48 
Total 22486 15255 37741 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Typically, the question on income in any survey results in a high level of non-response. This is 

reflected by the very high percentages of not stated from both census 33.32 percent and 37.48 percent 

in 2011 and 2001 respectively. Although there is a decrease from 37.5 percent in 2001 to 33.3 percent 

in 2011 of the not stated group, it still remains by far the highest percentage in both years. Not reporting 

one’s income is as a result of employed persons being hesitant to give information on their gross 

monthly income because of and their level of trust in the interviewer that their information will be kept 

confidential and their belief that that this information is highly personal. For similar reasons as the non-

response it is also believed that there can be some level of under reporting and in some cases over 

reporting of income by respondents.  The most popular income group for the employed population in 

the 2011 Population and Housing Census is EC$1,200-$1,999 which represents 17.02 percent of the 

employed. There was a significant increase in this group from 13.21 percent in 2001 to 17.02 percent in 

2011. The number of persons earning income between $2,000 - $3,999 had doubled in percentage from 

7.25 percent in 2001 to 14.28 percent in 2011, while persons earning between $4,000 -$5,999 also 

increase from 1.56 percent in 2001 to 3.52 percent in 2011. Also, notably is the increase in the 

percentage of employed persons working for $6,000 and more from 0.64 percent in 2001 to 1.47 

percent in 2011. This increase more than doubled in percentage when compared to 2001. Overall, 

wages and salaries have increased between the ten-year periods which are expected since it 

compensates somewhat for the increase in cost of living over the decade. Although most persons earned 

an income between $1,200 - $1,999, the mean gross monthly income was EC$2,238.  
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5.8 THE ECONOMICALLY NOT ACTIVE   

5.8.1 The Economically Not Active Population by Sex and Activity of the Past Week 2011 
 

Activities 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 
Total 

 (in percentage) Male Female 
Male 

 (in percentage) 
Female  

(in percentage) 

Home Duties 1241 4736 5977 12.29 32.47 24.21 

Attended School 3628 3691 7319 35.93 25.30 29.65 

Retired did not work 3207 4274 7481 31.77 29.30 30.31 

Disable 768 770 1538 7.61 5.28 6.23 

Other 1247 1112 2359 12.35 7.62 9.56 

Not Stated 5 5 10 0.05 0.03 0.04 
Total 10,096 14,588 24,684 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 

Persons who are not economically active for the most part were either retired, are attending 

school or engaged in duties at home. 
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Figure 5.8.1 shows that there is a possibility that tradition still plays a part in the structure of 

society, the number of economically inactive females doing home duties is almost four times that 

of the males. It is expected that there are more female retirees than male since there are more 

females in the population above the age of sixty.
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5.9 The Usually Economically Active  
  Table 5.9.1 The Usually Economically Active by Sex and Age Group 2011 

Sex 
 

Usually Economically Active Population (Labour Force) 

Age Group Usually Employed Usually Unemployed Total 

Male     
  15-24 2891 2119 5010 
  25-44 9887 2709 12596 
  45-64 6932 1675 8607 
  65+ 922 187 1109 
  Total 20632 6690 27322 

Female     
  15-24 2305 1801 4106 
  25-44 8614 1940 10554 
  45-64 5515 843 6358 
  65+ 579 98 677 
  Total 17013 4682 21695 

Both Sexes     
  15-24 5196 3920 9116 
  25-44 18501 4649 23150 
  45-64 12447 2518 14965 
  65+ 1501 285 1786 
  Total 37645 11372 49017 
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The Usually Economically Active Population as was said earlier refers to person’s economic 
status over the last 12 months as opposed to the last week as in the currently economically active 
population. It measures persons who were either employed mostly or seeking employment or 
wanting and available for employment in the last year. Table 5.10.1 shows that in 2011 37,645 
persons were mostly employed in the last 12 months prior to the census compared to 41,408 who 
were employed in the last week. 

 

    Table 5.9.2 Usually Employed Population by Parish & Sex 2001 

Parish Male Percent Female Percent Total Percent 

St. George’s 6567 29.20 5382 35.28 14267 31.66 

Town of St. George’s 841 3.74 789 5.17 1367 4.32 

St. John’s 2084 9.27 1314 8.61 2953 9.00 

St. Mark’s 870 3.87 475 3.11 1266 3.56 

St. Patrick’s 2212 9.84 1215 7.97 2910 9.08 

St. Andrew’s 5767 25.65 3495 22.91 8127 24.54 

St. David’s 2795 12.43 1776 11.64 4655 12.11 
Carriacou & Petite 
Martinique 1351 6.01 807 5.29 2100 5.72 

Total 22487 100.00 15253 100 37740 100.00 
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Table 5.9.3: Usually Employed Population by Parish & Sex 2011  

Parish Male Percent Female Percent Total Percent 

St. George’s 7456 36.14 6811 40.04 14267 37.90 

Town of St. George’s 703 3.41 664 3.90 1367 3.63 
St. John’s 1703 8.25 1250 7.35 2953 7.84 
St. Mark’s 766 3.71 500 2.94 1266 3.36 
St. Patrick’s 1665 8.07 1245 7.32 2910 7.73 
St. Andrew’s 4666 22.61 3461 20.34 8127 21.59 
St. David’s 2493 12.08 2162 12.71 4655 12.37 
Carriacou & Petite Martinique 1181 5.72 919 5.40 2100 5.58 
Total 20633 100.00 17012 100.00 37645 100.00 

 

Table 5.9.2 and 5.9.3 shows the “usually active” employed population employed by parish and 

sex for 2001 and 2011 respectively.  The data shows that there are a larger proportion of 

employed males in the population. The parish of St. George including the town of St. George had 

the largest total percentage of persons employed 41.53 percent and 35.98 percent respectively in 

2011 and 2001. This was followed by St. Andrew with a total percentage of 21.59 percent in 

2011 and 24.54 percent in 2001. These two parishes are largest in size and population this would 

have contributed to the size of their employed population.  

St. Mark’s, the smallest parish had the least proportion of the total, that is 3.36 percent in 2011 

and 3.56 percent in 2001 of the employed. There was a decrease in the number of males 

employed from 22,487 in 2001 to 20,633, in the 2011 Census on the other hand the number of 

females employed grew from 15,253 in 2001 to 17,012 in 2011. The overall size of the employed 

population has decreased from 37,740 in 2001 to 37,645 in 2011.
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CHAPTER 6 

DISABILITY AND HEALTH 
 

6.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter can be divided hypothetically into two sections, the first examines the population 

living with disability and the second focuses on the population living with a permanent illness. 

The International Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health defines disability as “an 

umbrella term for impairments, activity limitations and participation restrictions. It denotes the 

negative aspects of the interaction between an individual (with a health condition) and that 

individual’s contextual factors (environmental and personal factors).” It must be noted that, 

while it is important to collect information on all aspects of the disablement process, it is not 

possible to do so in censuses or surveys not dedicated to disability.  The Washington Group on 

Disability Statistics4 has developed a core set of questions for use on national Censuses for 

gathering information about limitations in basic activity functioning among national populations, 

which was adopted in the Grenada National Population and Housing Census. Hence, for the 

purpose of the census persons with disabilities have been defined as those who are at greater risk 

than the general population of experiencing restrictions in performing tasks or participating in 

role activities. This group would include persons who experience limitations in basic activity 

functioning, such as seeing, hearing, walking, remembering, self-care, communicating or upper-

body function, even if such limitations are reduced by the use of assistive devices, a supportive 

environment or plentiful resources. Persons suffering from illness are those in the population that 

have continuing health ailments. 

 

                                                           
4 The Washington Group on Disability Statistics was formed as a result of the United Nations International Seminar on 
Measurement of Disability that took place in New York in June 2001. An outcome of that meeting was the recognition that 
statistical and methodological work was needed at an international level in order to facilitate the comparison of data on disability 
cross-nationally.  
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The first section which looks at disability begins by focusing on the total number of persons 

living with disability and how these persons are distributed across regions and broad age 

categories. The section then examines the various types of disability, focusing on their 

prevalence across regions by sex. This is followed by an analysis of the disability status of broad 

age group in the population, in total and also disaggregated by sex. Finally, an examination was 

done on the economic activity and the type of occupation that persons living with disability are 

engaged in. 

  

The second section which relates to health establishes the proportion of the population that that 

have continuing health conditions. The section firstly examines the population who recorded that 

they have at least one form of illness, which is reported by age group and sex and then by parish 

and sex. The section then analyses the various types of illnesses which includes Arthritis, Kidney 

Disease, Asthma, Diabetes, Hypertension, Carpal Tunnel Syndrome, Cancer, Heart Disease, 

Glaucoma, Sickle Cell Anaemia, Anaemia, Lupus and HIV/AIDS. An analysis was done on the 

total cases of each illness identified by sex and their prevalence per one thousand population. 

The same analysis was done at the parish level. This section of the chapter then concludes by 

looking at the population who currently has health insurance coverage.
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6.2 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex                          

Table 6.2.1 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex 
 

 
Parish 

Population with Disability 
Non-institutional Population 

in Private Dwellings 
Population with Disability as a 

Percent of Total Population 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female Male Female 

St. George's (Rest) 1515 2226 3741 16883 17379 34262 8.97 12.81 10.92 
Town of St. George 183 325 508 1544 1596 3140 11.85 20.36 16.18 
St. John's 642 943 1585 4319 4086 8405 14.86 23.08 18.86 
St. Mark's 261 395 656 2264 2082 4346 11.53 18.97 15.09 
St. Patrick's 709 1186 1895 5290 5171 10461 13.40 22.94 18.11 
St. Andrew's 1474 2135 3609 13412 13022 26434 10.99 16.40 13.65 
St. David's 663 930 1593 6457 6403 12860 10.27 14.52 12.39 
Carriacou 412 656 1068 2839 2794 5633 14.51 23.48 18.96 
Total 5859 8796 14655 53008 52533 105541 11.05 16.74 13.89 

 
The census reported that 13.89 percent of the Non-institutional Population in Private Dwellings 

of Grenada lives with at least one disability. The islands of Carriacou and Petite Martinique and 

the parish of St. John recorded the highest proportion of their population having at least one 

disability with proportions of 18.96 percent and 18.86 percent respectively. These are closely 

followed by St. Patrick’s with a proportion of 18.11 percent. St. George’s (Rest) however 

recorded the lowest proportion of its population having a disability. However, it must be noted 

that despite the relatively lower proportions of disability recorded in St. George’s (Rest) and St. 

Andrew’s, in actual numbers of disability by parish, St. George’s is still ranked the highest 

closely followed by St. Andrew’s. These two parishes, which accounts for almost 60 percent of 

Grenada’s population, reported that 3,741 and 3,609 persons live with at least one disability. As 

expected, the ranking of the parishes by number living with a disability reflects the ranking of 

the parishes by size of their population (see figure 6.21). 
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6.2 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex                          

Table 6.2.1 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex 
 

 
Parish 

Population with Disability 
Non-institutional Population 

in Private Dwellings 
Population with Disability as a 

Percent of Total Population 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female Male Female 
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St. John's 642 943 1585 4319 4086 8405 14.86 23.08 18.86 
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St. David's 663 930 1593 6457 6403 12860 10.27 14.52 12.39 
Carriacou 412 656 1068 2839 2794 5633 14.51 23.48 18.96 
Total 5859 8796 14655 53008 52533 105541 11.05 16.74 13.89 

 
The census reported that 13.89 percent of the Non-institutional Population in Private Dwellings 

of Grenada lives with at least one disability. The islands of Carriacou and Petite Martinique and 

the parish of St. John recorded the highest proportion of their population having at least one 

disability with proportions of 18.96 percent and 18.86 percent respectively. These are closely 

followed by St. Patrick’s with a proportion of 18.11 percent. St. George’s (Rest) however 

recorded the lowest proportion of its population having a disability. However, it must be noted 

that despite the relatively lower proportions of disability recorded in St. George’s (Rest) and St. 

Andrew’s, in actual numbers of disability by parish, St. George’s is still ranked the highest 

closely followed by St. Andrew’s. These two parishes, which accounts for almost 60 percent of 

Grenada’s population, reported that 3,741 and 3,609 persons live with at least one disability. As 

expected, the ranking of the parishes by number living with a disability reflects the ranking of 

the parishes by size of their population (see figure 6.21). 
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6.2 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex                          

Table 6.2.1 Population with Disability Compared to Total Population by Parish and Sex 
 

 
Parish 

Population with Disability 
Non-institutional Population 

in Private Dwellings 
Population with Disability as a 

Percent of Total Population 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female Male Female 

St. George's (Rest) 1515 2226 3741 16883 17379 34262 8.97 12.81 10.92 
Town of St. George 183 325 508 1544 1596 3140 11.85 20.36 16.18 
St. John's 642 943 1585 4319 4086 8405 14.86 23.08 18.86 
St. Mark's 261 395 656 2264 2082 4346 11.53 18.97 15.09 
St. Patrick's 709 1186 1895 5290 5171 10461 13.40 22.94 18.11 
St. Andrew's 1474 2135 3609 13412 13022 26434 10.99 16.40 13.65 
St. David's 663 930 1593 6457 6403 12860 10.27 14.52 12.39 
Carriacou 412 656 1068 2839 2794 5633 14.51 23.48 18.96 
Total 5859 8796 14655 53008 52533 105541 11.05 16.74 13.89 

 
The census reported that 13.89 percent of the Non-institutional Population in Private Dwellings 

of Grenada lives with at least one disability. The islands of Carriacou and Petite Martinique and 

the parish of St. John recorded the highest proportion of their population having at least one 

disability with proportions of 18.96 percent and 18.86 percent respectively. These are closely 

followed by St. Patrick’s with a proportion of 18.11 percent. St. George’s (Rest) however 

recorded the lowest proportion of its population having a disability. However, it must be noted 

that despite the relatively lower proportions of disability recorded in St. George’s (Rest) and St. 

Andrew’s, in actual numbers of disability by parish, St. George’s is still ranked the highest 

closely followed by St. Andrew’s. These two parishes, which accounts for almost 60 percent of 

Grenada’s population, reported that 3,741 and 3,609 persons live with at least one disability. As 

expected, the ranking of the parishes by number living with a disability reflects the ranking of 

the parishes by size of their population (see figure 6.21). 
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Figure 6.2.1 Number of Persons with Disability Compared to the Population 

 
 

 

Table 6.2.2: Population with Disability compared to Total population by Sex and Age      
                     Group 

 

The age group that recorded the highest proportion of persons living with a disability is sixty-

3741

508
1585

656
1895

3609
1593 1068

34262

3141

8405

4346

10461

26435

12859

5633

0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

30000

35000

40000

St. George's
(Rest)

Town of St.
George

St. John's St. Mark's St. Patrick's St. Andrew's St. David's Carriacou

Po
pu

la
tio

n

Parish

Population and Disability

Total Population with disability

Total Non-institutional
Population in Private Dwellings

Population with Disability 
Non-institutional Population 

in Private Dwellings 
Population with Disability as a 

Percent of Total Population 

Age Group 
Sex 

Total 
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Total 5859 8796 14655 53008 52533 105541 11.05 16.74 13.89 
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five (65) years and over, with a percentage of 52.35 percent of the population of that cohort. (See 

table 6.2.2). Although, this age group accounts for the least proportion of the population, among 

the other age groups, it still maintains the highest number of persons living with a disability 

(5,731 individuals). Only 2.9 percent of the age group 0-14 is recorded as living with a disability 

which is also the cohort recording the lowest percent of its population living with this condition 

(see table 6.2.2). It also accounts for the smallest share of the total population living with 

disability which totals only 720 persons (see figure 6.2.3). The age group 45 - 64 also recorded a 

considerable number of persons living with disability (5,730) which represents 23.26 percent of 

the population within that age group. It can be deduced that there is a positive relationship 

between age and disability. It is clearly demonstrated here that aging increases the likelihood of 

disability. 

 

An examination of the gender dimension of disability and age reveals that females are more 

likely to have a disability than males (See table 6.2.3 and 6.2.4). This is justifiable not only 

because there are more females in Grenada than males reported as living with a disability but 

because this relationship is consistent throughout all the age groups. A greater percent of the 

female population for all age groups is recorded to have a disability than that of their male 

counterparts. Interesting to note is that despite there is a greater population of males than females 

in the first four age groups the population of females living with a disability still outnumber the 

males for these age groups. The sex distribution of disability is always greater for females than 

males in all age categories with the 65 and over age group showing the greatest difference 

followed closely by 15-24 age group. (See table 6.4). 
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Table 6.2.3 Percentage Distribution of    
Population with Disability 

within Sex Category 
by Age Group 

 
  Sex 

Total 
 Age Group Male Female 
0-14 5.45 4.56 4.91 
15-24 6.26 6.83 6.61 
25-44 15.72 13.91 14.64 
45-64 36.13 33.82 34.74 
65+ 36.44 40.88 39.10 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Table 6.2.4 Percentage Distribution of 
Population with Disability 

within Age Group Category 
by Sex 

 
   Sex 

Total 
Age Group Male Female 
0-14 44.31 55.69 100.00 
15-24 37.91 62.09 100.00 
25-44 42.94 57.06 100.00 
45-64 41.58 58.42 100.00 
65+ 37.25 62.75 100.00 
Total 39.98 60.02 100.00 
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6.3 The Prevalence of Disability by Sex 

This section shows the prevalence of the disability by the various types of disability captured in 

the census. In the question on disability, respondents were not limited to reporting the main 

disability but on all of the functions which they have difficulty doing. The question therefore 

allowed respondent to report multiple disabilities. In interpreting the data one must be mindful 

that the categories of disabilities are not mutually exclusive. So persons are therefore not limited 

to having one disability especially the elderly persons. Hence persons who may have difficulty 

seeing may also have difficulty walking and hearing. This is not unlikely especially as persons 

age. Hence the number of persons in the various types of disabilities cannot be added to get the 

total number of persons with a disability because of double counting. This addition will result in 

the total numbers of cases of disabilities which is vitally important for policy makers since the 

more forms of disability one individual experiences the greater the cost implications on the state. 

Each case of a disability should be an issue of importance to Grenada, because if one person is 

being treated for three forms of disabilities that multiplies the cost. Hence, the total cases of 

disabilities are also presented in the tables below. 

 

Table 6.3.1 below shows that difficulty with sight was the most prominent disability reported in 

Grenada with a total of 89 in every one thousand persons experiencing this disability, which is a 

total of 9,346 individuals. This total represents 63.77 percent of the population living with a 

disability (See table 6.3.2). The second most prominent disability is persons having difficulty 

walking. 57 in every 1000 persons (6,027 individuals) reported this disability which also 

accounts for 41.13 percent of the population having a disability (Table 6.3.2). The other forms of 

disability have prevalence of less than 35 persons per 1000 population, with difficulty 

communicating being the least prominent. Similarly, in table 6.3.2 the other forms of disabilities 

each account for less than 24 percent of the population having a disability with difficulty 

communicating having the lowest percent. The percentages in table 6.3.2 also suggests the 

existence of multiple disabilities which is quite common among the elderly, where one individual 

may have up to three disabilities. This area may require further research.   

 

Figure 6.3.1 clearly demonstrates the levels of prevalence of each of the disability and there 

relative prominence which was presented in table 6.3.1.
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 Table 6.3.1 Prevalence of disability by Sex per 1000 population 
 
 

Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
Prevalence of Disability per 

1000 population 

Sex   Sex   

Male Female Total Male Female Total 

Population 53008 52533 105541 53008 52533 105541 

Sight 3422 5924 9346 64.56 112.77 88.55 

Hearing 946 1456 2402 17.85 27.72 22.76 

Walking 2189 3838 6027 41.3 73.06 57.11 

Remembering 1222 2192 3414 23.05 41.73 32.35 

Self-care 689 963 1652 13 18.33 15.65 

Upper body Function 817 1215 2032 15.41 23.13 19.25 

Communicating 614 620 1234 11.58 11.8 11.69 

Total Cases of 
Disability 9899 16208 26107 

    
 
Table 6.3.2 Prevalence of Each Type of Disability as a percent of Total Population 
                    Living with a Disability 
 

Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
Prevalence as a percent of the 

Population with Disability 
Sex 

Total 
Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female 

Population with Disability 5859 8796 14655 5859 8796 14655 

Sight 3422 5924 9346 58.41 67.35 63.77 
Hearing 946 1456 2402 16.15 16.55 16.39 
Walking 2189 3838 6027 37.36 43.63 41.13 
Remembering 1222 2192 3414 20.86 24.92 23.30 
Self-care 689 963 1652 11.76 10.95 11.27 
Upper body Function 817 1215 2032 13.94 13.81 13.87 
Communicating 614 620 1234 10.48 7.05 8.42 
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Figure 6.3.1 shows noticeable gender differences in the levels of disability. The number of 

females reporting disabilities being much higher than males is also consistent for all types of 

disability with sight, walking and remembering showing the largest differences. However, 

communication showed the least variability among the sexes.  

88.6
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15.7 19.3
11.7

Figure 6.3.1 Prevalence of disability per 1000 population
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Table 6.3.3a-6.3.3h Prevalence of disability by Sex and Parish per 1000 population 
 
 

Table 6.3.3a: St. George's 

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. George's Population 16883 17379 34262 16883 17379 34262 

Sight 841 1435 2276 49.81 82.57 66.43 
Hearing 240 334 574 14.22 19.22 16.75 
Walking 565 916 1481 33.47 52.7 43.22 
Remembering 312 538 850 18.48 30.96 24.81 
Self-care 197 260 457 11.67 14.96 13.34 
Upper-body Function 189 254 443 11.19 14.61 12.93 
Communicating 172 161 333 10.19 9.26 9.72 
Total Cases of Disability 2516 3898 6414    
 
 

Table 6.3.3b: Town of St. George 

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability per 
1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

Town of St. George 
Population 1545 1596 3141 1545 1596 3141 

Sight 113 200 313 73.1 125.31 99.65 
Hearing 24 61 85 15.5 38.22 27.06 
Walking 58 146 204 37.5 91.48 64.95 
Remembering 48 88 136 31.1 55.14 43.3 
Self-care 28 42 70 18.1 26.32 22.29 
Upper-body Function 22 36 58 14.2 22.56 18.47 
Communicating 16 22 38 10.4 13.78 12.1 
              
Total Cases of Disability 196 395 591 
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Table 6.3.3c: St. John's 

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. John's Population 4319 4086 8405 4319 4086 8405 

Sight 415 682 1097 96.11 166.91 130.53 
Hearing 106 165 271 24.55 40.38 32.25 
Walking 227 395 622 52.57 96.67 74.01 
Remembering 145 260 405 33.58 63.63 48.19 
Self-care 67 85 152 15.52 20.8 18.09 
Upper-body Function 80 130 210 18.53 31.82 24.99 
Communicating 57 52 109 13.2 12.73 12.97 
Total Cases of Disability 1097 1769 2866 

    
 

Table 6.3.3d: St. Mark's 

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. Mark's Population 2264 2082 4346 2264 2082 4346 

Sight 170 298 468 75.09 143.13 107.69 
Hearing 45 53 98 19.88 25.46 22.55 
Walking 100 161 261 44.17 77.33 60.06 
Remembering 41 84 125 18.11 40.35 28.76 
Self-care 37 44 81 16.34 21.13 18.64 
Upper-body Function 32 46 78 14.13 22.09 17.95 
Communicating 20 21 41 8.83 10.09 9.43 
Total Cases of Disability 445 707 1152 
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  Table 6.3.3e: St. Patrick's       

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

 St. Patrick’s Population 5290 5171 10461 5290 5171 10461 

Sight 445 861 1306 84.12 166.51 124.84 
Hearing 115 211 326 21.74 40.8 31.16 
Walking 260 511 771 49.15 98.82 73.7 
Remembering 125 273 398 23.63 52.79 38.05 
Self-care 62 113 175 11.72 21.85 16.73 
Upper-body Function 67 138 205 12.67 26.69 19.6 
Communicating 64 61 125 12.1 11.8 11.95 
Total Cases of Disability 1138 2168 3306 

    
 
 
 
  Table 6.3.3f: St. Andrew's       

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability per 
1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. Andrew's Population 13412 13023 26435 13412 13023 26435 

Sight 814 1396 2210 60.69 107.2 83.6 
Hearing 238 332 570 17.75 25.5 21.56 
Walking 556 948 1504 41.46 72.8 56.9 
Remembering 309 543 852 23.04 41.7 32.23 
Self-care 160 238 398 11.93 18.28 15.06 
Upper-body Function 276 420 696 20.58 32.3 26.33 
Communicating 163 172 335 12.15 13.25 12.67 
Total Cases of Disability 2516 4049 6565 
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Table 6.3.3g: St. David's 

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability 
per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. David's Population 6457 6402 12859 6457 6402 12859 

Sight 359 629 988 55.6 98.24 76.83 
Hearing 95 164 259 14.71 25.61 20.14 
Walking 265 414 679 41.04 64.66 52.8 
Remembering 137 225 362 21.22 35.14 28.15 
Self-care 83 102 185 12.85 15.93 14.39 
Upper-body Function 79 98 177 12.23 15.31 13.76 
Communicating 79 71 150 12.23 11.09 11.66 
Total Cases of Disability 1097 1703 2800 

    
 
 
  Table 6.3.3h: Carriacou and Petite Martinique   

Disability Type 

Number of Persons with 
Disability 

Prevalence of Disability per 
1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

              
 Carriacou and Petite 
Martinique Population 

2839 2794 5633 2839 2794 5633 

Sight 265 423 688 93.34 151.4 122.14 
Hearing 83 136 219 29.24 48.68 38.88 
Walking 158 348 506 55.65 124.55 89.83 
Remembering 105 182 287 36.98 65.14 50.95 
Self-care 55 79 134 19.37 28.27 23.79 
Upper-body Function 71 95 166 25.01 34 29.47 
Communicating 43 58 101 15.15 20.76 17.93 
Total Cases of Disability 780 1321 2101 
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Tables 6.3.3a- 6.3.3h show that difficulty with sight is also the most prominent disability 

recorded at the parish level. St. John’s recorded the highest prevalence of this disability followed 

closely by St. Patrick’s and Carriacou and Petite Martinique with prevalence of 131, 125 and 122 

persons per 1000 population respectively. Difficulty walking and difficulty remembering, 

respectively, were the next most prominent disabilities among the parishes. Likewise, in all 

parishes, difficulty communicating recorded the lowest prevalence. 

 

The gender differences in disability are also reflected at the parish level. Females recording 

higher prevalence in all forms of disability than males is also consistent throughout the parishes.  

 

The results are therefore showing that the prominence of the types of disability within parishes 

mirrors that of the population. The ordering from most prominent type of disability to least 

prominent at the parish level is comparable to national level. Also, quite evident is the sex 

distribution at the parish level being reflective of the national level where females are still 

reporting higher levels of disabilities than male
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6.4 Employed Population with Disability 

Table 6.4.1 Distribution of Population Living with Disability who are Employed, by           
                    Industrial Classification and Sex 

 

Industrial Classification 

Sex 

Total 
Total  

Percent Male 
Male  

Percent Female 
Female  
Percent 

Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing 442 21.55 149 6.40 591 13.49 
Mining and Quarrying 3 0.15 1 0.04 4 0.09 
Manufacturing 141 6.87 117 5.02 258 5.89 
Electricity, Gas, Steam and Air Conditioning 
Supply 20 0.97 4 0.17 24 0.55 
Water supply; sewerage, waste management 
and remediation activities 37 1.80 9 0.39 46 1.05 
Construction 289 14.09 16 0.69 305 6.96 
Wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor 
vehicles and motorcycles 272 13.26 496 21.30 768 17.53 
Transportation and storage 137 6.68 46 1.98 183 4.18 
Accommodation and food service activities 67 3.27 157 6.74 224 5.11 
Information and communication 25 1.22 18 0.77 43 0.98 
Financial and insurance activities 19 0.93 44 1.89 63 1.44 
Real estate activities 3 0.15 3 0.13 6 0.14 
Professional, scientific and technical 
activities 11 0.54 37 1.59 48 1.10 
Administrative and support service activities 92 4.48 73 3.13 165 3.77 
Public administration and defense; 
compulsory social security 187 9.12 225 9.66 412 9.41 
Education 90 4.39 317 13.61 407 9.29 
Human health and social work activities 33 1.61 202 8.67 235 5.36 
Arts, entertainment and recreation 20 0.97 19 0.82 39 0.89 
Other service activities 27 1.32 42 1.80 69 1.58 
Activities of households as employers; 
undifferentiated goods- and services-
producing activities of households for own 
use 12 0.58 208 8.93 220 5.02 
Activities of extraterritorial organizations 
and bodies 1 0.05 5 0.22 6 0.14 
Not Stated 123 6.00 141 6.05 264 6.03 
Total 2051 100.00 2329 100 4380 100.00 
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Table 6.4.1 shows the industrial classification of the persons who are employed and living with a 

disability. 4,380 persons who are working reported that they have a disability. This accounts for 

10.6 percent of the total employed population, 29.9 percent of the population of persons living 

with a disability and 31.4 percent of the persons of working age (i.e. 15 years and older) who 

reported that they live with a disability. 

 

Table 6.4.1 reveals that the sectors which employ the majority of the population having a 

disability are (1) Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing; (2) Wholesale and Retail Trade, Repair of 

Motor Vehicles and Motorcycles; (3) Public Administration and Defense, Compulsory Social 

Security and (4) Education. These sectors contain 50 percent of the persons who are employed 

and reported having a disability. There is a distinct gender bias in how the sexes are distributed 

across some of the sectors. Whereas agriculture, fishing, and forestry industries account for 

21.55 percent of the male labour force employed and living with a disability, this sector only 

represents 6.4 percent for females. Likewise, construction accounts for 14.09 percent of 

employed males with a disability as compared to only 0.69 percent of females. However, when 

looking at the sectors: - “wholesale and retail trade; repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles” 

and “education”, the opposite is observed. Approximately 21.3 percent of females with a 

disability who are employed find themselves working in the wholesale and retail trade; repair of 

motor vehicles and motorcycles compared to 13.26 percent of employed men with disability. 

Similarly, the Education sector employs 13.61 percent of the female labour force with a 

disability compared to only 4.39 percent of males. 

 

Table 6.4.2 reveals that the occupational group which has the highest proportion of persons 

employed and living with a disability is the Service and Sales workers. 28.13 percent of the 

employed labour force living with a disability are Service and Sales Workers. In the other 

occupations, each account for less than 15 percent of the workforce with a disability with 

elementary occupation representing 14.91 percent of this workforce. Managers only represent 3.2 

percent of the workforce with disability which is the least of all occupations. Whereas the men 

find themselves mostly as craft and related trades workers, skilled agricultural, forestry and 

fishery workers and Service and sales workers (19.6 percent, 18.53 percent and 18.19 percent 
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respectively) females find themselves mostly employed as Service and Sales workers and 

elementary occupations (36.88 percent and 16.32 percent respectively).   
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Table 6.4.2 Percentage Distribution of Population with Disability who are Employed by 
            Occupational Classification and Sex 
 

  
Occupational Classifications 

Sex 

Total Total (%) Male Male (%) Female Female (%) 

Managers 62 3.02 76 3.26 138 3.15 
Professionals 131 6.39 308 13.23 439 10.02 
Technicians and associate professionals 135 6.58 172 7.39 307 7.01 
Clerical support workers 31 1.51 215 9.23 246 5.62 
Service and sales workers 373 18.19 859 36.88 1232 28.13 
Skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery 
workers 

380 18.53 88 3.78 468 10.68 

Craft and related trades workers 402 19.60 73 3.13 475 10.84 
Plant and machine operators, and 
assemblers 

170 8.29 38 1.63 208 4.75 

Elementary occupations 273 13.31 380 16.32 653 14.91 
Not Stated 94 4.58 120 5.15 214 4.89 
Total 2051 100.00 2329 100.00 4380 100.00 
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6.5 POPULATION WITH ILLNESS BY AGE 

 

The age group 45-64 and 65 and over reported the most people living with illnesses (7,586 and 
7,282 respectively)  which accounts for 34.65 percent and 66.53 percent of the total population in 
the respective age group (see table 6.5.1). The number of persons with illness within these two 
age group also accounts for 61 percent of the population with illness (see table 6.5.2). The age 
group 0-14 and 14-24 reported the least number of illnesses with 3004 and 2427 persons 
respectively. This clearly shows that someone is more likely to become sick after the age of 45.  
All age group except the first (0-14) reveals a greater likelihood of illness among females than 
males. 

 

 

Table 6.5.1 Population with Illness by Age Group and Sex 
 

Age Group 

Population with Illness 
Total Non-Institutionalised 

Population 
Population with Illness as a 

Percent of Population 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female Male Female 

0-14 1598 1406 3004 12490 12016 24506 12.79 11.70 12.26 
15-24 986 1441 2427 9996 9686 19682 9.86 14.88 12.33 
25-44 1494 2562 4056 14421 14096 28517 10.36 18.18 14.22 
45-64 2925 4661 7586 11282 10609 21891 25.93 43.93 34.65 
65+ 2779 4503 7282 4819 6126 10945 57.67 73.51 66.53 
Total 9782 14573 24355 53008 52533 105541 18.45 27.74 23.08 
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Table 6.5.2 Percentage Distribution of Population with illness by Age Group and Sex 
 

  Sex 

Total Age Group Male Female 

0-14 16.34 9.65 12.33 
15-24 10.08 9.89 9.97 
25-44 15.27 17.58 16.65 
45-64 29.9 31.98 31.15 
65+ 28.41 30.9 29.90 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 
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Figure 6.5.1 Population with Illness as a Percent of Total Population

Age Group
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6.6 POPULATION WITH ILLNESS AND PARISH 

When comparing the population with illness to the total population, one would recognize that the 

two populations are almost proportional in the way they are distributed across the parishes, with 

St. George’s (Rest) having the highest proportion of persons and St. Mark’s the least in both 

populations. What is also observed is that despite the varying levels of illnesses among the 

parishes, the percentages of population with illness for each parish are very close to each other. 

These percentages therefore range from two extremes 19.48 percent to 27.98 percent which is 

quite close to the national proportion of 23.08 percent (See table 6.6.1). A possible conclusion 

that can be drawn is that the number of person with illnesses may not be influenced by the parish 

where persons reside since parishes have quite similar proportions of persons reporting illnesses. 

However, the same cannot be said for the sex of the person. In all of the parishes, there are 

considerably more females reporting illnesses than males. 
 

 
Table 6.6.1 Population with Illness by Parish and Sex 

 

Parish 

Population with Illness 

Total Non-institutional 
Population in Private 

Dwellings 

Population with Illness as 
a Percent of Total 

Population 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total 

Sex 

Total Male Female Male Female Male Female 

St. George's 3256 4753 8009 16883 17379 34262 19.29 27.35 23.38 
Town of St. 
George 304 505 809 1544 1596 3140 19.69 31.64 25.76 
St. John's 923 1345 2268 4319 4086 8405 21.37 32.92 26.98 
St. Mark's 412 604 1016 2264 2082 4346 18.2 29.01 23.38 
St. Patrick's 1123 1651 2774 5290 5171 10461 21.23 31.93 26.52 
St. Andrew's 2191 3355 5546 13412 13022 26434 16.34 25.76 20.98 
St. David's 998 1507 2505 6457 6403 12860 15.46 23.54 19.48 
Carriacou & 
Petite Martinique 575 853 1428 2839 2794 5633 20.25 30.53 25.35 
Total 9782 14573 24355 53008 52533 105541 18.45 27.74 23.08 
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6.7 TYPES OF ILLNESS 

This section focuses on the population with illness by type of illness and sex. For the question on 

illness, like disability, respondents were not limited to reporting the major illness but all the 

various types of illnesses that they are affected by since prevalence of multiple illnesses is a 

phenomenon in Grenada and the Caribbean. Hence, as it was with disability, illnesses are also 

not mutually exclusive. Persons may be suffering from more than one illness at the same time. 

Some of the illnesses are interrelated.  Hence persons who suffer from diabetes, may also suffer 

from hypertension and heart diseases. This is not unlikely, especially for elderly persons. Hence, 

like disability the number of persons in the various types of illnesses cannot be added to get the 

total number of persons with an illnesses because of double counting. This addition will result in 

the total number of cases of illnesses which is vitally important for policy makers since the more 

illnesses one individual suffer the greater the cost implications on the state. Each case of an 

illness should be an issue of importance to Grenada, because if one person is being treated for 

three types of illnesses that multiplies the cost. Hence, the total cases of illnesses are also 

presented in the tables below. 

 

The table 6.7.1 shows the number of persons who experience illnesses and also compare these 

persons for every thousand persons in population. It was reported that hypertension is the highest 

illness with 9,402 persons of the total population experiencing this illness, which gives a 

prevalence of 89 persons for every thousand people in the population. It means therefore that 

approximately 1 in 11 persons in Grenada’s population reported that they suffer from 

hypertension. According to the data, 6,287 females reported having suffered with hypertension 

which was high compared to 3,115 of males who reported the same. The second highest illness 

was arthritis with a total of 6,519 persons affected, 2,164 males and 4,355 females. The third 

highest illness reported was diabetes with a total of 5,630 person affected, 2,056 males and 3,574 

females. The fourth highest illness was asthma with a total of 5,175 persons affected, 2,332 

males and 2,843 females. HIV/AIDS was the lowest illness reported in the census with a total of 

21 persons admitted being infected with the virus/disease. The low levels of prevalence in this 

case could be due to underreporting as a result of stigma and discrimination. However, where 

stigma is concerned, this can be viewed as an improvement from the last census which had no 

cases reported. Lupus was also noted as the second lowest illness with 36 persons affected. 
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Figure 6.7.1 therefore summarizes the analysis of illness by sex which allows us to see the four 

major diseases which stand out. 
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Table 6.7.1 Population with Illness by type of Illness and Sex 
 
 

  Population with Illness by 
Type 

Type of Illness per 1000 Population 

 Illnesses Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

  Male Female Male Female 

Total Population 53008 52533 105541 53008 52533 105541 
              
Arthritis 2164 4355 6519 40.8 82.9 61.8 
Kidney 218 268 486 4.1 5.1 4.6 
Asthma 2332 2843 5175 44 54.1 49 
Diabetes 2056 3574 5630 38.8 68 53.3 
Hypertension 3115 6287 9402 58.8 119.7 89.1 

Carpal Tunnel 
Syndrome 35 82 117 0.7 1.6 1.1 

Cancer 171 163 334 3.2 3.1 3.2 
Heart Disease 343 626 969 6.5 11.9 9.2 
Glaucoma 286 462 748 5.4 8.8 7.1 
Sickle Cell 224 387 611 4.2 7.4 5.8 
Anaemia 68 315 383 1.3 6 3.6 
Lupus 6 30 36 0.1 0.6 0.3 
HIV/ AIDS 11 10 21 0.2 0.2 0.2 
Other 1597 1909 3506 30.1 36.3 33.2 
Total Cases of Illness 12626 21311 33937 
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* Disease abbreviated: ARTH (Arthritis), DM (Diabetes Mellitus), HTN (Hypertension), CHT (Coronary Heart 
Disease), GLC (Glaucoma), SCA (Sickle Cell Anaemia) 
 

Tales 6.7.2a to 6.7.2h focuses on prevalence of the different types of illnesses in the different 

parishes. In all the parishes hypertension was noted to be the most prominent illness, with more 

females affected by the disease than males overall and also within each parish.  Although 

Arthritis is reported as the second most prominent disease overall from the census, this may not 

necessarily be the case at the parish level. There are more cases of Asthma recorded in the Rest 

of St. George’s and in St. Mark’s than Arthritis. Among the parishes, Diabetes is the third most 

common disease. It is third most common in all parishes except St. Mark’s and St. David’s. It is 

very revealing that even at the parish level the top four major diseases are Hypertension, 

Arthritis, Diabetes and Asthma. 
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Table 6.7.2a - 6.7.2h Population with Illness by Parish, type of Illness and Sex 

 

6.7.2a St. George’s 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. George's Population 16883 17379 34262 16883 17379 34262 
Arthritis 513 1096 1609 30.39 63.06 46.96 
Kidney 58 68 126 3.44 3.91 3.68 
Asthma 963 1145 2108 57.04 65.88 61.53 
Diabetes 642 1076 1718 38.03 61.91 50.14 
 Hypertension 998 1922 2920 59.11 110.59 85.23 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 6 27 33 0.36 1.55 0.96 
Cancer 60 60 120 3.55 3.45 3.5 
Heart Disease 104 197 301 6.16 11.34 8.79 
Glaucoma 116 154 270 6.87 8.86 7.88 
Sickle Cell 60 122 182 3.55 7.02 5.31 
Anaemia 29 128 157 1.72 7.37 4.58 
Lupus 1 13 14 0.06 0.75 0.41 
HIV/ AIDS 1 3 4 0.06 0.17 0.12 
Other 502 655 1157 29.73 37.69 33.77 

Total Cases of Illness 4053 6666 10719 
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6.7.2b Town of St. George’s 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

Town of St. George Population 1545 1596 3141 1545 1596 3141 
Arthritis 57 169 226 36.89 105.89 71.95 
Kidney 6 9 15 3.88 5.64 4.78 
Asthma 74 80 154 47.9 50.13 49.03 
Diabetes 67 121 188 43.37 75.81 59.85 
 Hypertension 100 226 326 64.72 141.6 103.79 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 1 3 4 0.65 1.88 1.27 
Cancer 8 14 22 5.18 8.77 7 
Heart Disease 8 19 27 5.18 11.9 8.6 
Glaucoma 12 20 32 7.77 12.53 10.19 
Sickle Cell 9 13 22 5.83 8.15 7 
Anaemia 2 5 7 1.29 3.13 2.23 
Lupus 1 4 5 0.65 2.51 1.59 
HIV/ AIDS 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Other 56 48 104 36.25 30.08 33.11 

Total Cases of Illness 401 731 1132 
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Table 6.7.2c St. John's 
 
 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. John's Population 4319 4086 8405 4319 4086 8405 
Arthritis 244 432 676 56.49 105.73 80.43 
Kidney 25 42 67 5.79 10.28 7.97 
Asthma 158 235 393 36.58 57.51 46.76 
Diabetes 201 376 577 46.54 92.02 68.65 
 Hypertension 309 634 943 71.54 155.16 112.2 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 11 16 27 2.55 3.92 3.21 
Cancer 17 15 32 3.94 3.67 3.81 
Heart Disease 30 55 85 6.95 13.46 10.11 
Glaucoma 30 35 65 6.95 8.57 7.73 
Sickle Cell 22 36 58 5.09 8.81 6.9 
Anaemia 3 22 25 0.69 5.38 2.97 
Lupus 4 3 7 0.93 0.73 0.83 
HIV/ AIDS 1 1 2 0.23 0.24 0.24 
Other 221 231 452 51.17 56.53 53.78 

Total Cases of Illness 1276 2133 3409 
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Table 6.7.2d St. Mark's 
 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. Mark’s Population 2264 2082 4346 2264 2082 4346 
Arthritis 94 183 277 41.52 87.9 63.74 
Kidney 3 18 21 1.33 8.65 4.83 
Asthma 87 124 211 38.43 59.56 48.55 
Diabetes 118 176 294 52.12 84.53 67.65 
Hypertension 155 270 425 68.46 129.68 97.79 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 1 1 2 0.44 0.48 0.46 
Cancer 8 9 17 3.53 4.32 3.91 
Heart Disease 11 25 36 4.86 12.01 8.28 
Glaucoma 15 22 37 6.63 10.57 8.51 
Sickle Cell 9 17 26 3.98 8.17 5.98 
Anaemia 1 12 13 0.44 5.76 2.99 
Lupus 0 0 0 0 0 0 
HIV/ AIDS 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Other 59 83 142 26.06 39.87 32.67 

Total Cases of Illness 561 940 1501 
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Table 6.7.2e St. Patrick's 
 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. Patrick’s Population 5290 5171 10461 5290 5171 10461 
Arthritis 290 582 872 54.82 112.55 83.36 
Kidney 32 31 63 6.05 5.99 6.02 
Asthma 247 312 559 46.69 60.34 53.44 
Diabetes 227 431 658 42.91 83.35 62.9 
 Hypertension 337 706 1043 63.71 136.53 99.7 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 2 5 7 0.38 0.97 0.67 
Cancer 14 11 25 2.65 2.13 2.39 
Heart Disease 38 72 110 7.18 13.92 10.52 
Glaucoma 25 49 74 4.73 9.48 7.07 
Sickle Cell 30 43 73 5.67 8.32 6.98 
Anaemia 8 39 47 1.51 7.54 4.49 
Lupus 0 5 5 0 0.97 0.48 
HIV/ AIDS 3 2 5 0.57 0.39 0.48 
Other 203 245 448 38.37 47.38 42.83 

Total Cases of Illness 1456 2533 3989 
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Table 6.7.2f St. Andrew's 
 
 
 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. Andrew’s Population 13412 13023 26435 13412 13023 26435 
Arthritis 560 1043 1603 41.75 80.09 60.64 
Kidney 63 65 128 4.7 4.99 4.84 
Asthma 435 554 989 32.43 42.54 37.41 
Diabetes 476 802 1278 35.49 61.58 48.34 
 Hypertension 663 1417 2080 49.43 108.81 78.68 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 10 21 31 0.75 1.61 1.17 
Cancer 39 24 63 2.91 1.84 2.38 
Heart Disease 100 154 254 7.46 11.83 9.61 
Glaucoma 45 107 152 3.36 8.22 5.75 
Sickle Cell 50 90 140 3.73 6.91 5.3 
Anaemia 10 64 74 0.75 4.91 2.8 
Lupus 0 4 4 0 0.31 0.15 
HIV/ AIDS 4 0 4 0.3 0 0.15 
Other 375 456 831 27.96 35.01 31.44 

Total Cases of Illness 2830 4801 7631 
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Table 6.7.2g St. David's 
 

 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

St. David’s Population 6457 6402 12859 6457 6402 12859 
Arthritis 220 420 640 34.07 65.6 49.77 
Kidney 22 24 46 3.41 3.75 3.58 
Asthma 285 301 586 44.14 47.02 45.57 
Diabetes 207 375 582 32.06 58.58 45.26 
 Hypertension 312 679 991 48.32 106.06 77.07 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 3 5 8 0.46 0.78 0.62 
Cancer 15 17 32 2.32 2.66 2.49 
Heart Disease 34 64 98 5.27 10 7.62 
Glaucoma 30 48 78 4.65 7.5 6.07 
Sickle Cell 26 54 80 4.03 8.43 6.22 
Anaemia 10 24 34 1.55 3.75 2.64 
Lupus 0 0 0 0 0 0 
HIV/ AIDS 0 1 1 0 0.16 0.08 
Other 113 125 238 17.5 19.53 18.51 

Total Cases of Illness 1277 2137 3414 
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Table 6.7.2h Carriacou & Petite Martinique 
 
 

 
 

Illness 

Population with Illness Illness per 1000 Population 

Sex 
Total 

Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 

Carriacou & Petite Martinique 
Population 

2839 2794 5633 2839 2794 5633 

Arthritis 188 430 618 66.22 153.9 109.71 
Kidney 10 11 21 3.52 3.94 3.73 
Asthma 83 92 175 29.24 32.93 31.07 
Diabetes 118 218 336 41.56 78.02 59.65 
 Hypertension 241 433 674 84.89 154.97 119.65 
Carpal Tunnel Syndrome 1 3 4 0.35 1.07 0.71 
Cancer 11 13 24 3.87 4.65 4.26 
Heart Disease 18 40 58 6.34 14.32 10.3 
Glaucoma 12 28 40 4.23 10.02 7.1 
Sickle Cell 17 13 30 5.99 4.65 5.33 
Anaemia 4 22 26 1.41 7.87 4.62 
Lupus 0 1 1 0 0.36 0.18 
HIV/ AIDS 1 2 3 0.35 0.72 0.53 
Other 68 66 134 23.95 23.62 23.79 

Total Cases of Illness 772 1372 2144 
    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figures 6.7.2a to 6.7.2h illustrate for each parish the relationship between the various forms of 

illnesses by sex and totals. It therefore gives a clearer illustration of the information presented in 

Tables 6.12a to 6.12h. Here the prominence of certain illnesses and the gender differences can be 

clearly seen at the parish level. 
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Figure 6.7.2a St. George's (Rest)
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Figure 6.7.2b St. George's (town)
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Figure 6.7.2d St. Mark's

Female

Male

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

AR
TH

Ki
dn

ey

As
th

m
a

DM HT
N

CT
S

Ca
nc

er

CH
T

G
LC SC
A

An
em

ia

Lu
pu

s

HI
V/

 A
ID

S

O
th

er

Figure 6.7.2e St. Patrick's
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6.8 HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE 
 
This section looks at the population that are covered by some form of Health insurance. For 

persons to have been considered to have any type of the insurance presented here they must be 

registered, pay premiums or have an insurance number. 
 

Table 6.8.1 Health Insurance 

 

Insurance Type 
Insurance Coverage 

Insurance coverage as percent of 
Population 

 Sex 
Total 

 Sex 
Total 

Male Female Male Female 
Total Population 53008 52533 105541 53008 52533 105541 
NIS 19127 18454 37581 36.08 35.13 35.61 
Group health 2354 2739 5093 4.44 5.21 4.83 
Individual health 930 1158 2088 1.75 2.20 1.98 
Life with health 1893 1882 3775 3.57 3.58 3.58 
Endowment with health 104 83 187 0.20 0.16 0.18 
School accident Insurance 37 31 68 0.07 0.06 0.06 
Other 1073 1104 2177 2.02 2.10 2.06 
None 21486 20873 42359 40.53 39.73 40.14 
 
 
From table 6.8.1 it can be seen that 35.61 percent of the population reported that they have health 

insurance with the National Insurance Scheme (NIS) and 40.14 percent has no health insurance. 

The other forms of health insurance which includes group health, individual health, life and 

health, endowment with health and school accident insurance each account for small proportion 

of the population. The categories in this section are not mutually exclusive as persons were not 

limited to one response and could have selected all that applies.  Figure 6.8.1 illustrates 

population with health insurance by sex. There are no significant variations in the sex 

distribution of the insured. Both males and females reported having an approximately equal 

percent of health insurance as demonstrated in figure 6.8.1.  
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CHAPTER 7 

HOUSEHOLD AND HOUSING 
CHARACTERISTICS 

 

7.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter examines the population of households and dwelling units within Grenada in 

relation to their size, structure and household access to key amenities. A dwelling unit is any 

building or separate and independent part of a building in which a person or group of persons is 

living at the time of the census enumeration. It must have direct access from the street or 

common landing, staircase, passage or gallery where occupants can enter or leave without 

passing through anybody else’s living quarters. A dwelling unit is one in which a household 

resides. This may be a single house, flat, apartment, out room, part of a commercial building or a 

boarding house catering for less than six persons. A household consists of one or more persons 

living together (i.e. sleeping most nights of a week 4 out of 7) and sharing at least one daily 

meal.  It is important to note that a member of a household need not be a relative of the main 

family. 
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7.2 HOUSEHOLD AND DWELLING UNIT CHARACTERISTICS 

There were 36,111 households counted in the 2011 Census, indicating a 7.87 percent increase 

over the 2001 household count of 33,477. The rest of St George, St. David, and St. Mark showed 

increases while the other parishes and the town of St George all showed decreases in the number 

of households during the inter-censal period. 

Table 7.2.1 Number of Households by Parish 

Parish 2011 Percent 2001 Percent 

Percentage Change 

2011/2001 

St. George's(Rest) 12401 34.34 9721 29.04 27.56 

Town of St. George 1175 3.25 1215 3.63 -3.27 

St. John's 2795 7.74 3157 9.43 -11.47 

St. Mark's 1454 4.03 1441 4.31 0.87 

St. Patrick's 3452 9.56 3652 10.91 -5.47 

St. Andrew's 8182 22.66 8216 24.54 -0.41 

St. David's 4558 12.62 3710 11.08 22.86 

Carriacou and Petite Martinique 2094 5.80 2365 7.06 -11.44 

Total 36111 100.00 33477 100.00 7.87 
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The rest of St. George’s had a greater increased in the number of households than in the overall 

country, most of this increase could be attributed to internal migration and new immigrant 

settling in the St. George’s area, as census migration patterns show that approximately 40.0 

percent of all internal migrants moved to the parish of St. George, this seems reasonable as in the 

face of rising unemployment and limited access to job opportunities persons may move to or 

settle in the capital in their quest of better employment opportunity.
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7.3 HOUSEHOLD DISTRIBUTION BY PARISH 

The area with the largest proportion of the households in 2011 is the rest of St. George, 34.34 

percent, followed by the ‘big’ parish:-St. Andrew which housed 22.66 percent, St. Mark’s and 

the Town of St. George’s accounted for the smallest portions, 4.03 and 3.25 percent respectively. 

 

Figure 7.3.1 Household distribution 2001 and 
2011 
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7.4 AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE 

The Census 2011 reported an overall average household size of 2.92 persons per household 

(approximately 3 persons per household). This average household size continues to decrease 

over censuses. There have been decreases throughout the parishes and in the Town of St. 

George’s. The parish of St. Andrew’s on average had the largest household size of 3.23 persons 

per household; while the rest of St. George’s recorded the lowest average of 2.63 persons per 

household. The highest decline in the average household size from 2001 to 2011 occurred in the 

town of St. George and the parish of St. David. Average household size in George’s, as a whole, 

moved from 3.36 persons per household in 2001 to 2.77 in 2011. Likewise in St. David’s this 

indicator also decreased from 3.47 in 2001 to 2.82 in 2011.  

Table 7.4.1 Average Household Size by Parish 2011 and 2001 

Parish 2011 2001 
Rest of St. George’s 2.63 3.00 
St. George’ s Town 2.77 3.36 
St. John’s 3.01 3.24 
St. Mark’s 2.99 3.31 
St. Patrick’s 3.03 3.49 
St. Andrew’s 3.23 3.53 
St. David’s 2.82 3.47 
Carriacou 2.69 2.90 
Total 2.92 3.40 
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Table 7.4.2 Number of Households by Number of Persons 2011 and 2001 

Number of Persons 2011 2001 Percent 2011 Percent 2001
One 10670 9213 29.54 27.52
Two 7244 5997 20.06 17.91
Three 5630 4937 15.59 14.75
Four 4898 4294 13.56 12.83
Five 3261 3321 9.03 9.92
Six or more 4408 5715 12.22 17.07
Total 36111 33477 100.00 100.00

The largest proportion of households in Grenada is single person households. These households 

account for 29.54 percent of the total number of households and this proportion has increased by 

2.02 percent from 2001.
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7.5 CHARACTERISTICS OF DWELLING UNIT WHERE THE HOUSEHOLD    

       RESIDES 

 

Much has not changed in relation to the type of the dwelling unit where the household resides, 

over the inter-censal period. In 2001, 90.30 percent of the dwellings were separate/ detached 

houses compared to 85.78 percent in 2011. Approximately 6.90 percent of the residences are part 

of a private house in 2011, this compares similarly with 5.37 percent in 2001. In both 2011 and 

2001 approximately 98 percent of all dwellings were used solely for residential purposes and the 

few remaining (1.71 percent in 2011 and 2.0% in 2001) were used for both residential and 

business purposes. 

 

Figure 7.5: Type of Dwelling Unit where Household Resides 
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Whereas most households own their dwellings, the land on which these dwellings are 

constructed are less likely to be owned by the household, in fact approximately one in five (20 

percent) of households owning their homes do not own the land on which the dwelling is built.  

It is logical that from the high proportion of dwellings unit rented in the Town of St. George 

(36.19 percent) that land ownership is low. Hence, the Town of St. George’s recorded the lowest 

percent of land ownership, that is, 53.78 percent. The relationship for St. Mark’s is however 

different since only 56.67 percent of the households own the land where their dwelling unit 

resides and only 15.61 percent of the households are renting their dwellings. One would expect 

that the rental of the dwelling units would have been high. However, 20.63 percent of the 

household, although they do not own the land the live on it rent free. 

Carriacou and St. Andrew’s were above the country average in the ownership of the land under 

which their dwelling was built 75.93 percent and 68.1 percent respectively.
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7.6 HOME INSURANCE 

Figure 7.6.1: Percentage of Insured Dwelling in each Parish 

 

Only 21.3 percent of the households in Grenada indicated for sure that the dwelling where they 

lived was insured. Dwellings in the Town of St. George’s which comprise 3.33 percent of the 

housing total had the highest proportion of home insurance (38.57 percent) followed by the rest 

of St. George’s and St. David’s, 30.07 and 20.91 percent insured respectively. Home insurance in 

the other parishes ranged from 12.38 percent in St. Mark’s to 14.81 percent in St. Andrew’s. The 

fact that most dwellings are owned fully could be a reason for the lack of home insurance as this 

insurance is viewed as a prerequisite for a mortgage. The census result shows that only 15.77 

percent of insured dwellings are owned fully as compared with 73.29 percent owned with a 

mortgage (see table 7.6.1). 

The content of the households was almost twice less likely to be insured as only 11.63 percent of 

all households stated that they had insured the contents of their dwellings. The highest proportion 

of insured content was observed in the town of St. George’s with 24.81 percent followed by the 

rest of St. George’s with 16.77 percent and the least was observed in St. Mark’s with a mere 6.87 

percent (see table 7.6.2).  
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Table 7.6.1 Number of Households with Dwelling Unit Insured by Ownership Status  

  Dwelling Insured 

Total Ownership Status Yes Percent No Percent 
Don't 
know Not stated 

Owned Fully 4313 15.77 21262 77.72 978 804 27357 
Owned with 
mortgage 

2047 73.29 697 24.96 37 12 2793 

Rented Private 1070 25.98 1272 30.89 1651 125 4118 

Rented Govt 17 43.59 17 43.59 5 0 39 

Rent free 206 13.51 1051 68.92 214 54 1525 

Leased 27 16.67 98 60.49 29 8 162 

Squatted 3 2.54 98 83.05 10 7 118 

Total 7683 21.28 24495 67.83 2924 1010 36112 

 

 

Table 7.6.2 Number of Households with Content of Dwelling Unit Insured by Parish 

  Content of Dwelling Unit Insured 

Total Parish Yes Percent No Percent Don't know 
Not 

stated 

St. George's 2079 16.77 8624 69.55 1132 564 12399 

Town of St. George 292 24.81 761 64.66 91 33 1177 

St. John's 206 7.37 2308 82.58 191 90 2795 

St. Mark's 100 6.87 1212 83.30 89 54 1455 

St. Patrick's 244 7.07 2899 84.00 188 120 3451 

St. Andrew's 586 7.16 7027 85.89 330 238 8181 

St. David's 465 10.20 3590 78.76 195 308 4558 
Carriacou & Petite 
Martinique 

226 10.79 1624 77.55 183 61 2094 

Total 4198 11.63 28045 77.67 2399 1468 36110 
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Figure 7.7.1: Outer Wall Material in 2001 compared with 2011 

 
 

 

The general outlook of the housing stock throughout Grenada has improved significantly over 

the intercensal period, due somewhat to the rebuilding efforts after hurricane Ivan in 2005. As 

the charts indicate, the countries’ housing stock is slowly shifting to a more permanent material 

of outer wall construction that is of concrete or brick material. In 2001, only 41.40 percent of the 

dwellings were totally constructed from concrete or brick material as compared to 52.34 percent 

in 2011.  A greater proportion of dwellings were constructed with a combination of 

wood/plywood and concrete in 2001 as oppose to 2011, 17.18 percent and 12.88 respectively.  

At the same time the main material used for roof construction continue to be metal 

sheet/galvanize, 94.77 percent of dwellings had sheet metal (galvanize roofing) and an additional 

3.31 percent used concrete in 2011 compared to 96.44 percent having sheet metal and 0.70 

percent having concrete roofing in 2001.
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Approximately 40.69 percent of all dwellings were constructed before the new millennium, 

29.92 percent constructed between the years 2000- 2006, 10.38 percent constructed between 

2007 and 2011 and 16.0 percent of residents not knowing the year of construction of their 

dwellings. During the decade prior to census 2011 39.17 percent of dwellings were constructed 

with concrete or brick material, 48.39% percent with wood or plywood and another 11.59 

percent built from both wood and concrete. 
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7.9 WATER SUPPLY 

Figure 7.9.1: Type of Water Supply by Parish 

 

 

85.3 percent of dwellings in Grenada in 2011 reported their main supply of water came from 

NAWASA which is the sole supplier of treated water on the island. In 2001, a similar proportion 

of the dwellings reported the same, except that in 2011, 73.5 percent of these dwellings had the 

water piped into their dwellings compared to 62.32 percent in 2001. The Town of St George 

reported the highest percent of water supplied into the dwelling, while Carriacou, with no access 

to NAWASA’s supply, collects water privately, with 49.9 percent piped and 44.32 percent not 

piped into their dwellings. 
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Again, there is an increase in improved toilet facilities over the census period, in 2001 51.37 
percent had access to flushed toilet, whether linked to a sewer or to a septic tank, and in 2011 
this improved some 10.41 percentage points (to 61.78 percent), while dwellings using some form 
of pit latrine decreased from 44.58 percent in 2001 to 30.26 percent in 2011. 5.19 percent of the 
country’s dwellings reported having no access to any form of toilet facility which is slightly 
higher than the amount reported in 2001(3.55 percent), with the highest recorded in the parishes 
of St. Mark and St. John, 16.52 percent and 10.23 percent respectively. 

 

 

Figure 7.10.1 Shared Toilet by Parish 

 

 

 A total of 3,176 (8.8 percent) of dwellings reported that they shared toilet facilities with another 

household. Sharing was most prominent in St. Mark’s 12.94 percent followed by St. Andrew’s 

and St. Patrick’s both approximately 11 percent. Only 5.18 percent of dwellings in Carriacou 

reported sharing toilet facilities. In 2001, 8.44 percent of dwellings reported then that they shared 

toilet with another household. 
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7.11 BASIC UTILITIES AND AMENITIES 

Table 7.11.1: Number of Households by Access to Basic Utilities and by Parish Census 2011 

 

  

Parish 

Number Of 
Households 

PERCENT 

Electricity 
Treated 
water 
inside 

Indoor 
Toilet 

Cooking 
Fuel Gas 

Town of St. George 1,177 92.47 85.68 73.34 95.36 
Rest of St. George  12,399 93.29 90.74 84.62 96.52 
St. John 2,795 86.62 69.34 58.18 91.45 
St. Mark 1,454 82.39 72.15 56.71 88.17 
St. Patrick 3,452 86.38 71.01 53.17 85.46 
St. Andrew 8,182 86.35 73.40 51.38 88.84 
St. David 4,558 85.21 74.53 59.99 88.99 
Carriacou 2,094 94.12 0.53 47.42 92.36 
Country Overall 36,111 88.85 73.50 61.77 91.40 



  

 177 

 

Table 7.11.2: Number of Households by Access to Basic Utilities and by Parish Census 2001 

Parish 
Number of 
Households 

PERCENT  

Electricity 
Treated 
Water 
Inside 

Indoor 
Toilet 

Cooking 
Fuel Gas 

Town of St. George 1,215 94.38 88.65 83.35 96.39 
Rest of St. George  9,721 92.47 77.69 65.58 95.44 
St. John 3,157 81.31 60.14 45.78 89.96 
St. Mark 1,441 81.68 58.62 42.98 88.56 
St. Patrick 3,652 80.74 59.26 42.93 86.88 
St. Andrew 8,216 82.31 61.79 39.87 89.34 
St. David 3,710 85.03 67.43 48.16 89.03 
Carriacou 2,365 91.88 1.14 47.22 94.28 
Country Overall 33,477 86.39 63.15 51.38 91.44 

 

Overall the use of cooking gas and electricity is high in Grenada, with 91.40 percent of the 
dwellings using cooking gas as the main fuel for cooking and 88.85 percent using electricity, 
these figures compare similarly with that of 2001 even though households using electricity 
decreased slightly in 2011. Access to safe water and improved toilet facilities increased over the 
period covered in the two censuses.             
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Table 7.11.3: Number of Households by Number of Rooms and Bedrooms of Dwelling Unit 

Number Rooms Bedrooms 
  Dwellings Percent Dwellings Percent 
One  236 0.65 5390 14.93 
Two 2610 7.23 14658 40.59 
Three 5577 15.45 10760 29.80 
Four 11600 32.12 2689 7.44 
Five 8739 24.20 902 2.50 
Six or 
more 6261 17.34 417 1.15 
Not 
stated 1088 3.01 1296 3.59 
Mode 4 100.00 2 100.0 

 

The above table shows that on average dwelling in Grenada consist of four rooms two of which 

are bedrooms.  
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Figure 7.11.1 Percent of Household with selected Household Appliances 

 

Television, refrigerators, cooking stoves, washing machines and cable TV are among the major 

appliances found in the average Grenadian household.  
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CHAPTER 8 

INFORMATION, COMMUNICATION AND 
TECHNOLOGY (ICT) 

 

8.1 INTRODUCTION 

Over the last few years there has been a growing awareness of the importance of Information and 

Communication Technology (ICT) in Grenada. This is evident from the various programs and 

initiatives the Government has undertaken to equip households, schools and institutions with this 

important form of communication realizing the positive impact it can have on individuals 

especially those in the rural communities and the population on a whole. 

The importance of the availability of ICT devices in Grenada is becoming increasingly 

significant to the Grenadian society. The growing importance of such form of interaction in our 

society has emphasized the need to inquire from the population their access and usage of ICT in 

a more detailed approach than the 2001 census. These devices provide a set of services that are 

changing the structure and pattern of our social and economic landscape. The population and 

housing census of 2011 has provided a great opportunity to assess the availability of these 

devices to the household. ICT has become more accessible and affordable resulting in more 

persons utilizing this medium for communication and information sharing. Access and use of 

ICT can also be considered as important determinant of welfare since poverty can be seen as 

“being deprived of the information needed to participate in the wider society, at the local, 

national or global level” (ZEF, 2002). Internet connectivity means that people living in poverty 

now have access to information which is publicly available, to guide their decisions on their 

safety and in general improvement in their standard of living. 
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8.2 OWNERSHIP OF LANDLINE AND CELLULAR TELEPHONES 

Tables 8.2.1 to 8.2.4 show the responses obtained from households in both the 2011 and 2001 

censuses as it relates to their possession of land line and cellular phones. To determine whether 

or not a household had a land line or a cellular phone the question was posed in the section that 

looked at all appliances/equipment of the households that are in use and required a yes or no 

response for both land line and cellular phones separately. The rationale for posing this question 

is that these facilities when in use by household members can be used as an indicator of the 

quality of life of the population.  

In the 2011 Census, there were a total of 36,111 households of which 18,179 reported to have 

been in possession of a land line telephone representing 50.34 percent of all households. A total 

of 16,607 households stated they did not own any, which represents 45.99 percent of households 

and 1,325 did not give a response representing 3.67 percent of all households. 

A review of households by cell phone ownership in 2011 reveals that 74.49 percent of all 

households reported that they had cellular phones, which was 26,901 households, whilst 22.30 

percent of households did not possess cell phones which accounts for 8,052 of households. A 

total of 1,158 households did not give a response which was 3.21 percent of all households. As is 

evident more households reported to be in possession of cell phones than land line telephones.  

In the 2001 Census, there were a total of 33,477 households; of which 22,553 reported to have a 

land line telephone representing 67.37 percent of the entire number of households. The number 

of households without land line was 10,924 representing 32.63 percent of households. An 

analysis by households and reported cell phones possession reveals that a small percentage of the 

households 5.55 percent reported to have cell phones as opposed to 94.45 percent of households 

who did not have any cell phones. There was not an option for not stated by respondents in 2001. 
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Table 8.2.1 Number of Households with and without Landline by Parish 2011 

Parish 
Households Percent 

With 
Landline 

Without 
Landline 

Not 
Stated 

Total 
With 

landline 
Without 
Landline 

Not 
Stated 

Total 

St. George's 6657 5237 505 12399 53.69 42.24 4.07 100.00 
Town of St. 
George 

683 454 40 1177 58.03 38.57 3.40 100.00 

St. John's 1273 1434 88 2795 45.55 51.30 3.15 100.00 

St. Mark's 610 795 49 1454 41.95 54.68 3.37 100.00 

St. Patrick's 1733 1586 133 3452 50.20 45.95 3.85 100.00 

St. Andrew's 3700 4268 214 8182 45.22 52.16 2.62 100.00 

St. David's 2129 2179 250 4558 46.71 47.81 5.48 100.00 
Carriacou & 
Petite 
Martinique 

1394 654 46 2094 66.57 31.23 2.20 100.00 

Total 18179 16607 1325 36111 50.34 45.99 3.67 100.00 
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  Table 8.2.2 Number of Households with and without Landline by Parish 2001  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 Households Percent 

Parish 
With 
Landline 

Without 
Landline 

Total 
With 
Landline 

Without 
Landline 

Total 

St. George's 7412 2309 9721 76.25 23.75 100.00 
St. George's Town 971 244 1215 79.92 20.08 100.00 
St. John's 1805 1352 3157 57.17 42.83 100.00 
St. Mark's 811 630 1441 56.28 43.72 100.00 
St. Andrew's 2239 1413 3652 61.31 38.69 100.00 
St. Patrick's 5003 3213 8216 60.89 39.11 100.00 
St. David's 2503 1207 3710 67.47 32.53 100.00 
Carriacou 1809 556 2365 76.49 23.51 100.00 
Total 22553 10924 33477 67.37 32.63 100.00 
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Table 8.2.3 Number of Households with and without Cellular by Parish 2011 Parish 

Parish 
Households Percent 

With 
Cellular 

Without 
Cellular 

Not 
Stated 

Total With 
Cellular 

Without 
Cellular 

Not 
Stated 

Total 

St. George's 10202 1815 382 12399 82.28 14.64 3.08 100 

Town of St. 
George 

987 161 29 1177 83.86 13.68 2.46 100 

St. John's 1936 781 78 2795 69.27 27.94 2.79 100 
St. Mark's 1017 401 36 1454 69.94 27.58 2.48 100 

St. Patrick's 2128 1193 131 3452 61.65 34.56 3.79 100 

St. Andrew's 5723 2254 205 8182 69.95 27.55 2.5 100 

St. David's 3450 862 246 4558 75.69 18.91 5.4 100 
Carriacou 1458 585 51 2094 69.63 27.94 2.43 100 

Total 26901 8052 1160 36111 74.49 22.3 3.21 100 
 

Table 8.2.4 Number of Households with and without Cellular Phone by Parish 2001 

 

 

Parish 

Households Percent 

With 
Cellular 

Without 
Cellular 

Total With 
Cellular 

Without 
Cellular 

Total 

St. George's 1075 8646 9721 11.06 88.94 100.00 
St. George's Town 126 1089 1215 10.37 89.63 100.00 
St. John's 84 3073 3157 2.66 97.34 100.00 
St. Mark's 19 1422 1441 1.32 98.68 100.00 
St. Andrew's 84 3568 3652 2.30 97.70 100.00 
St. Patrick's 182 8034 8216 2.22 97.78 100.00 
St. David's 171 3539 3710 4.61 95.39 100.00 
Carriacou 117 2248 2365 4.95 95.05 100.00 
Total 1858 31619 33477 5.55 94.45 100.00 
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The advancement in technology resulted in a shift in the preferred method of communication by 

households form the 2001 census to the 2011 census. A comparison of the reported possession of 

both means of communication reveals that more households are now utilizing cell phones as their 

preferred medium of communication as oppose to land line telephones. In 2001, a small 

percentage of households (5.55 percent) reported cellular phones possession; however in 2011, 

there was a significant increase with 74.5 percent of households reporting the use of cell phones. 

There was also a decrease in the percentage of households with fix land lines in 2011 as oppose 

to 2001. In 2001, 67.37 percent of all households had land line telephones whilst in 2011 only 

50.34 percent of households had this facility. 

Ownership of Landlines by persons living in the different parishes revealed that the proportion of 

landlines owned by households would have decreased in all parishes over the 10 year period and 

cellular phone ownership have significantly increased as can be seen in tables 8.2.1 to 8.2.4. An 

analysis of land line telephone ownership by parish in comparison to total households reveals 

that in 2011 the parish of Carriacou and Petite Martinique recorded the highest proportion of 

households with landline followed by St. George’s town and then St. George’s. Whilst St. 

Mark’s recorded the lowest proportion. Comparing this to decade before reveals that St. 

George’s town had the highest proportion of landline ownership followed by Carriacou and then 

the rest of St. George’s. The lowest was recorded in St. Mark.  

When examining cell phone, it can be seen that the highest proportion of cell phone ownership 

was recorded for households in St. George’s, the town of St. George and St. David’s. The parish 

with the lowest proportion is St. Patrick’s. In 2001, cell phone owners were almost negligible for 

Grenada. However, St. George’s and St. George’s town still had the highest proportion of 

households owning at least one cell phone. The least was recorded by St. Mark’s.  
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8.3 HOUSEHOLDS OWNERSHIP OF COMPUTERS 

 

Table 8.3.1 Number of Household with at Least One computer by Parish, 2011 

Parish 
Total 
Households 

With 1 or 
More 

Computers 

Percent of 
Households 
in Parish 
with 
Computer 

St. George's 12399 5418 43.70 

Town of St. 
George 

1177 579 49.20 

St. John's 2795 761 27.24 

St. Mark's 1454 329 22.66 

St. Patrick's 3452 795 23.03 

St. Andrew's 8182 1970 24.07 

St. David's 4558 1405 30.83 

Carriacou 2094 703 33.56 

Total 36111 11961 33.12 
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Table 8.3.2 Number of Household with at Least One computer by Parish, 2001 

Parish Total 
Household with 
1 or More 
Computers 

Percent of 
Households in 
Parish with 
Computers 

St. George's 9721 1177 12.11 
St. George’s Town 1215 193 15.88 
St. John's 3157 93 2.95 
St. Mark's 1441 33 2.29 
St. Andrew's 3652 94 2.57 
St. Patrick's 8216 240 2.92 
St. David’s 3710 189 5.09 
Carriacou & Petite 
Martinique 

2365 155 
6.55 

Total 33477 2174 6.49 
 

 

Tables 8.3.1 and 8.3.2 examine households’ ownership of computers. In 2011, 33.12 percent of 

the households in Grenada have access to at least one computer. The Parish of St. George’s has 

the largest proportion of households having access to at least one computer with 49.2 percent 

having access in the town and 43.7percent having access in the rest of St. George’s. This is 

followed by Carriacou and Petite Martinique and St. David’s with proportions of 33.56 percent 

and 30.83 percent. In all other parishes less than 30 percent of households own at least one 

computer, lowest being St. Mark’s with 22.66 percent. 

In 2001, only 6.49 percent of all households owned at least one computer in that year which 

highlights the great extent to which access and use of computer has grown over the decade 2001 

to 2011. In terms of the ownership within the parishes a similar trend exists despite the 

magnitudes are significantly lower. Hence, the town of St. George and St. George’s had the 

highest percent of households owning computers, followed by Carriacou and St. David’s. 

Basically, the other parishes had approximately the same level of ownership of computers 

between 2 percent and 3 percent, with St. Mark’s being the lowest at 2.29 percent.
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8.4 INTERNET USE 

Ten years ago, the internet was hardly utilized by most households since it was a facility that was 

fairly new to the Grenadian economy. Today, however, the internet is one of the most powerful 

tools throughout the world. Grenadians now have a wider knowledge and appreciation of the 

internet and its importance to person’s livelihood. Hence, there is an increase in the number of 

households that have internet connection. In 2001, only 1370 households had access to internet 

which was less than five percent of the households in Grenada at that time. 

As more households came to realize the positive impact that internet can have on members of 

their households in acquiring knowledge and for their social mobility more households acquired 

internet connection. This is evident by the increase in the number of households reporting to 

have internet connection in 2011. In 2011 10,187 households had access to internet within the 

home which is more than a quarter of all households in Grenada (see table 8.4.1 and figure 

8.4.1).  
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Table 8.4.1 Number of Household with Access to Internet in 2011 and 2001 by Parish 

Parish 

2011 2001 

Households 
with 
Internet 
Access 

Total 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 
in Parish 
with internet 
Access 

Households 
with 
Internet 
Access 

Total 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 
in Parish with 
internet 
Access 

St. George's 4734 12399 38.18 797 9721 8.20 
Town of St. 
George 

524 1177 44.51 139 1215 11.44 

St. John's 626 2795 22.40 41 3157 1.30 

St. Mark's 249 1454 17.13 14 1441 0.97 

St. Patrick's 660 3452 19.10 43 3652 1.18 

St. Andrew's 1575 8182 19.25 131 8216 1.59 

St. David's 1214 4558 26.64 119 3710 3.21 
Carriacou & 
Petite 
Martinique 

605 2094 28.90 86 2365 3.64 

Total 10187 36111 28.21 1370 33477 4.09 
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Figure 8.4.1 Proportion of households with Internet Access by Parish for 2001 and 2011 

 

 

In both Census years, St. George’s town and the rest of St. George’s had the highest internet 

penetration in terms of households having internet connections within their homes. This is 

followed by Carriacou and Petite Martinique then St. David’s, also for 2001 and 2011. The 

parish with the lowest internet penetration was St. Mark’s. The results of internet access within 

the household also correlates well with the existence of personal computers in the homes, which 

is normally one of the main instruments used to access the internet at home. 
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8.5   POPULATION WITH ACCESS TO THE INTERNET  

Table 8.5.1 shows that over one third of the population (37.18 percent) reported to have internet 

access whilst 61.83 percent of the population reported to be without access. Table 8.5.1 also 

shows the level of internet penetration within each parish measured by the proportion of 

individuals in the parish having access to internet. The population of St. George’s has greatest 

level of access to the internet when compared to the other parishes.  This is followed by St. 

David’s and Carriacou and Petite Martinique with 38.74 percent and 38.15 percent, respectively, 

of their population having internet access. The parish with the least internet access is St. Mark’s 

with only 29.08 percent of its population having access to the internet. 

 

8.5.1 Population with Access to Internet by Parish 

  Internet Access 
Total 

Population 

Percent 
Total 

PARISH Yes No 
Not 

Stated 
Yes No 

Not 
Stated 

St. George's 15267 18568 427 34262 44.56 54.19 1.25 100.00 

St. George's Town 1616 1499 25 3140 51.46 47.74 0.80 100.00 

St. John's 2889 5358 157 8405 34.38 63.75 1.87 100.00 

St. Mark's 1264 3024 58 4346 29.08 69.58 1.34 100.00 

St. Patrick's 3270 7051 141 10461 31.26 67.40 1.34 100.00 

St. Andrew's 7803 18472 159 26434 29.52 69.88 0.60 100.00 

St. David's 4982 7834 44 12860 38.74 60.92 0.34 100.00 

Carriacou & Petite 
Martinique 

2149 3450 35 5633 38.15 61.24 0.61 100.00 

TOTAL 39240 65257 1045 105541 37.18 61.83 0.99 100.00 
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    Table 8.5.2 Population with Access to Internet by Age Group 

Age 
Group 

Access to internet 

Population 

Percent 
of Age 
Group 
with 

Access Yes No 
Not 

stated 

0-4 216 8255 24 8495 2.54 

5-9 1660 5604 75 7339 22.62 

10-14 4090 4501 81 8672 47.16 

15-19 6480 3294 80 9854 65.76 

20-24 5588 4157 83 9828 56.86 

25-29 4912 4286 103 9301 52.81 

30-34 3231 3464 70 6765 47.76 

35-39 2792 3526 91 6409 43.56 

40-44 2303 3661 78 6042 38.12 

45-49 2196 4501 93 6790 32.34 

50-54 2068 4478 76 6622 31.23 

55-59 1300 3450 39 4789 27.15 

60-64 861 2799 31 3691 23.33 

65-69 631 2385 39 3055 20.65 

70-74 445 2250 35 2730 16.30 

75-79 224 1973 24 2221 10.09 

80-84 149 1424 14 1587 9.39 

85+ 95 1246 10 1351 7.03 

Total 39241 65254 1046 105541 37.18 
 

The Census reveals that the age groups with the highest proportion of persons accessing the 
internet are 15-19 and 20-24 (See table 8.5.2). It is interesting to note that this population is also 
referred to as the youth population. This is not surprising since young people can be considered 
as ardent and innovative users of ICT. Information technology is also part of the syllabuses of all 
secondary schools in Grenada and hence most of these schools all have access to the internet. 
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Table 8.5.3 Population with Access to Internet by Age Group and Sex 

Age 
Group 

Male Female 

Access to internet 

Population 

Percent 
of Age 
Group 
with 

access 

Access to internet 

Population 

Percent 
of Age 
Group 
with 

access Yes No 
Not 

stated Yes No 
Not 

stated 

0-4 101 4248 8 4357 2.32 115 4007 16 4138 2.78 

5-9 826 2875 38 3739 22.09 834 2729 37 3600 23.17 

10-14 2004 2341 49 4394 45.61 2086 2160 32 4278 48.76 

15-19 3148 1804 37 4989 63.10 3332 1490 43 4865 68.49 

20-24 2568 2397 42 5007 51.29 3020 1760 41 4821 62.64 

25-29 2187 2374 53 4614 47.40 2725 1912 50 4687 58.14 

30-34 1449 1906 38 3393 42.71 1782 1558 32 3372 52.85 

35-39 1278 1998 51 3327 38.41 1514 1528 40 3082 49.12 

40-44 1066 1974 47 3087 34.53 1237 1687 31 2955 41.86 

45-49 941 2484 56 3481 27.03 1255 2017 37 3309 37.93 

50-54 933 2386 39 3358 27.78 1135 2092 37 3264 34.77 

55-59 629 1898 19 2546 24.71 671 1552 20 2243 29.92 

60-64 453 1431 13 1897 23.88 408 1368 18 1794 22.74 

65-69 324 1102 16 1442 22.47 307 1283 23 1613 19.03 

70-74 245 1012 20 1277 19.19 200 1238 15 1453 13.76 

75-79 116 881 5 1002 11.58 108 1092 19 1219 8.86 

80-84 77 558 8 643 11.98 72 866 6 944 7.63 

85+ 38 413 4 455 8.35 57 833 6 896 6.36 

Total 18383 34082 543 53008 34.68 20858 31172 503 52533 39.70 
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Figure 8.5.2 Proportion of age group with Internet Access for Males and Females 

 

Table 8.5.3 and Figure 8.5.2 shows that both males and females have similar relationship with 

respect the youth population for both sexes having the greatest access to the internet. However, 

for most of the age groups females have slightly higher access to internet than males. Overall 

34.68 percent of the male population has access to internet compare to 39.70 of the female 

population. 
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8.6 INTERNET UTILIZATION 

Table 8.6.1 shows the number of persons using the internet and also the location it is operated 

from whilst figure 8.6.1 gives a pictorial representation. As is evident most persons use the 

internet at their private homes, with 55.15 percent of internet users reporting that location as their 

place of use. The second most utilized location is at work with 9.72 percent, followed by a 

family or friend’s house with 8.75 percent and at school with 6.82 percent. The other locations 

were less than five percent as were reported by respondents. 

 

            Table 8.6.1 Number and Percentage of Persons Utilizing Internet by Location 2011 
 

 Location Number of Persons Percentage  
Home                         21,642  55.15 
Work                         3,815  9.72 
School                          2,676  6.82 
Internet Café 1,541  3.93 
Cellular Phone                          1,392  3.55 
Family/Friend House 3,432  8.75 
Other                          1,318  3.36 
Not Stated                          2,622  8.73 
Total                        39,241  100.00 

 

Table 8.6.1 shows that the internet was accessed mainly at home since 55.15 percent of the 

individuals who had access to internet used it at home. This is followed by work and by a family 

or friends house (9.72 percent and 8.75 percent respectively). 

 


