[image: image1.emf]S

P

B

ritish

ociety for

opulation

S

tudies

 BSPS NEWS
www.bsps.org.uk
   ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Issue No.  97___________________________________________________________________________________________   ____        May 2008
BSPS CONFERENCE 2008
10-12 September 2008
Hulme Hall, the University of Manchester

Plenary speakers: Massimo Livi Bacci, Francesco Billari, Laurent Toulemon. 

The provisional programme and booking form for the Conference are now available, have been distributed to BSPS members, and can also be accessed at the BSPS website – www.bsps.org.uk. Further information, as available, will also be posted to the website, as will changes to the provisional programme. There is a very full programme of interesting papers, plus a poster session and reception on the first evening. Accommodation packages on site are available at cost.
Book now!
BSPS MEETINGS

BSPS Annual General Meeting
16 June 2008 – 10.30am  

To be held in the Vera Anstey Room, London School of Economics, Houghton Street, London WC2A 2AE at 10.30am prompt. 

The agenda for the AGM, and Annual Report and Accounts have been distributed to the membership. Any member who would like a printed copy of the signed Annula Report and Accounts should email pic@lse.ac.uk, who will be happy to supply this. 

Attendance at the AGM is restricted to BSPS members only, but the AGM will be followed by a day meeting, which is open to all. Details follow. Pre-registration preferred. 

(((
Future needs and resources of the older population in Britain.

 Vera Anstey Room, London School of Economics, 

Monday 16th June 2008

11.15 Registration & Coffee

11.30 Introduction

11.35 Mike Murphy (London School of Economics) Mortality trends in Britain and future numbers of older people
12.00 Emily Grundy (London School of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine) Household transitions among older people over three decades in England and Wales: a changing balance between family and institutional care?
12.30-13.30 Lunch (not provided)

13.30 Carol Jagger (University of Leicester) How will changing disease patterns affect the future burden of disability at older ages?
14.00 Linda Pickard (London School of Economics)  Informal Care for Older People by their Adult Children: Projections of Demand and Supply in England 

14.30 Ruth Hancock (University of East Anglia) & Adam Steventon (Pensions Policy Institute)  Paying for pensions and long-term care: combining separate projections of long-term care and pension costs and the distributional consequences of reform options
15.00-15.45 General discussion 
Attendance at this meeting is free and open to all, BSPS members & non-members. Please register in advance by emailing the BSPS Secretariat at pic@lse.ac.uk, or by phoning 020 7955 7666.  

NOTICES – research & job opportunities
LONDON SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS

Research Officer/Research Assistant in Demographic Analysis

Salary: £24,947 to £30,201 pa inc.

Fixed term appointment for 12 months
Applications will be considered from candidates in demography, epidemiology or statistics to work as part of an interdisciplinary ESRC funded project “Modelling needs and resources of Older People to 2030”. 

You will be based at the department of Social Policy, a highly successful department, and will contribute to a project involving the Universities of Leicester and East Anglia, and the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, and the Pensions Policy Institute. 

The project is concerned with the social, economic and demographic conditions of older people and this post concentrates on mortality and family/kinship network trends in Britain, using statistical modelling and micro simulation approaches. You will have a record of research and in these and closely related areas (publication record together with a PhD or equivalent in a relevant area for Research Officer post).

Our preference is to appoint a Research Officer, however if there are no suitable applications at this level, we will consider an appointment at Research Assistant level.

In addition to a good salary the benefit that comes with this job is an opportunity to work closely with a strong interdisciplinary team in a leading research-led department. For more information about the department please visit http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/socialPolicy/ or visit http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/MAP2030/ for the project

To apply for this post, please see the instructions of how to apply, the job description, the person specification and the personal details form. If you cannot download the pack, email hr.recruit.res@lse.ac.uk or call 020 7955 6718, quoting reference RES/07/23. 
The closing date for the receipt of applications is 20 June 2008. Regrettably, we are unable to accept any applications received after this date.
(((
LONDON SCHOOL OF HYGIENE AND TROPICAL MEDICINE

CENTRE FOR POPULATION STUDIES

RESEARCH FELLOW/LECTURER  VACANCY
The Centre for Population Studies (CPS)  is seeking a full-time Research Fellow/Lecturer to work on an IPPF-funded project, 'Evaluating the Benefits of SRH Integration in Kenya and Swaziland''.  This is a new post, to work on the development and oversight of two major components of the research programme: community surveys and cohort surveys that will be implemented by local partners in Kenya and Swaziland. The post-holder will be required to travel periodically to both countries.

The Research Fellow/Lecturer will have a post-graduate degree in statistics, demography, epidemiology or social sciences, research interests in reproductive and sexual health in Africa and experience of data analysis.  A track record of publication, fluent spoken and written English language skills,  and a commitment to working in a team are also required.

The salary will be in the range of £36,404-£44,622 (Academic Pathway Grades 6/7) depending on experience. Excellent conditions include 30 days annual leave plus an additional 6 fixed 'Director's Days', interest free season ticket loan and pension scheme.  The post is funded by a IPPF grant and is available for three years (with the possibility of extension, subject to the satisfactory progress of the project).

Further details and information on how to apply are available from Carolyn Hartley, CPS Administrator, 50 Bedford Square, London WC1 4DP  (tel: +44 (0)20 7299 4622; fax +44 (0)20 7299 4637; e-mailcarolyn.hartley@lshtm.ac.uk ). Closing date for applications June 30th; interviews in the week beginning July 7th 2008

The London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine is an equal opportunities employer.

(((
TWO ESRC CASE PHD STUDENTSHIPS

SCHOOL OF GEOGRAPHY & GEOSCIENCES

UNIVERSITY OF ST ANDREWS

The School of Geography & Geosciences at the University of St Andrews has been awarded two ESRC Case Studentships.  These are collaborative awards and will involve co-supervision from the partner organisations.

1) Quality of Life and Travel Complexity in the Changing Urban Environment
(In collaboration with MRC-McLean Hazel Ltd, an Edinburgh-based transport consultancy)
This PhD studentship will use complex secondary datasets to explore how travel patterns and behaviour (including commuting and other trips) have changed over time in urban Britain. The project will study the effect of demographic restructuring, including the growth of more single person households, on travel patterns, as well as geographical variations in travel behaviour between cities, towns and rural areas in Britain. Of particular interest will be the links between travel behaviour and quality of life, including health, housing, social inclusion and general well-being. It is hypothesised that because of demographic and societal restructuring travel behaviour is becoming more complex, and transport policy therefore much more interdependent with a range of urban policy areas. By unpacking the explicit links between transport and other aspects of quality of urban life, more efficacious urban policies can be defined, implemented and evaluated. 

[University Supervisors: Paul Boyle and Maarten van Ham]

2) Does Area Regeneration Improve Residents’ Health and Well-being?
(In collaboration with both the Department of Public Health, NHS Fife and Fife Council Corporate Research Team)

This PhD studentship will explore the effects of ‘area regeneration’ on people’s health and well-being using a mixed-methods approach.  The study will utilise the Scottish Longitudinal Study (SLS), a large national dataset, the establishment of which has been Directed by Prof. Boyle (www.lscs.ac.uk).   These data will be used to explore how people’s health and employment characteristics are influenced by living in areas chosen for regeneration, and will involve a Scotland-wide analysis.  The second stage of the research will focus on area regeneration using case study areas in Fife, involving the collection of primary data from a group of respondents at a number of time points, allowing us to chart their changing characteristics. Overall, the aim is to assess the impact of area regeneration on the health and well-being of residents. 

[University Supervisors: Paul Boyle and Elspeth Graham]
The successful applicants will join the School’s Population, Health and Welfare Research Group, and will also play an active role in the ESRC-funded Longitudinal Studies Centre – Scotland and the ESRC-funded Centre for Population Change. The School is an internationally renowned, exciting and innovative centre which is well resourced and provides a supportive environment for postgraduate study. The successful applicants will work closely with academic staff at the forefront of the discipline.

Both studentships are offered as +3 awards, and require the applicant to have a Masters degree in a relevant social science discipline.  Applications from individuals with applied or business/industrial experience are also welcome.  Both studentships will start in October 2008 and they include payment of tuition fees (at the EU rate) and an annual stipend of £14,300. Further details can be obtained from Paul Boyle (P.Boyle@st-andrews.ac.uk).

Applications should include: (i) a full CV (including a full academic history and contact details of 2 referees including their email addresses) and (ii) a brief covering letter explaining why you are interested in the project and how your skills, attributes and experience make you a good candidate for the award. 

Once completed return them to:

Helen Olaez

School of Geography and Geoscience

University of St Andrews

St Andrews KY16 9AL

or electronically to Helen at ho10@st-andrews.ac.uk. 

Deadline for submission of application: Friday June 20th at 5pm

Please note that an offer of a studentship is dependent on acceptance of your application by the University at which time you will be required to provide evidence of qualifications.
(((
other meetings

XXVI IUSSP International Population Conference

The XXVI IUSSP International Population Conference website is now open and ready to accept submissions for papers and posters. Please go to http://iussp2009.princeton.edu/ to review the list of sessions and submit your abstract. 

The deadline to submit short and long abstracts is 15 September 2008. 

The Conference will take place in Marrakech, Morocco from 26 September to 2 October 2009. Please check the Conference website regularly for more information. 
(((
Census Microdata: findings and futures

An international conference at the University of Manchester, UK

http://www.ccsr.ac.uk/sars/conference/
Monday 1 - Wednesday 3 September 2008

Keynote Speakers

Ian Diamond, Chief Executive, Economic and Social Research Council Professor 

Denise Lievesley, Special Advisor, United Nations Economic Commission for Africa

Census microdata, like the Public Use Microdata Samples in the USA and Samples of Anonymised Records in the UK, has made a substantial contribution to social science on an international basis. Census Microdata: findings and futures will provide an opportunity to hear about and discuss research undertaken with census microdata internationally and consider the future role of census microdata.

The conference will include presentations from international census offices such as the Australian Bureau of Statistics, Institut National de la Statistique et des Études Économiques and Statistics Canada.

The conference starts with coffee and registration at 11.30am on Monday 1 September and closes at 1.00pm on Wednesday 3 September. The cost for the full conference is £95 which includes lunch on Monday and Tuesday and refreshments on all three days.

For more information and to book a place please go to http://www.ccsr.ac.uk/sars/conference/
(((
POPFEST 2008

25-27 June, University of Manchester

POPFEST is an established annual population studies conference organised by postgraduates for postgraduates with the aim of providing a relaxed and supportive environment for students to come together to present work and discuss ideas. The three day event provides a valuable forum for postgraduate students studying population in the areas of Demography, Human Geography, Social Anthropology, Social Statistics, Health, Development, Social Policy and other related fields. The plenary speaker this year will be Professor Danny Dorling of the University of Sheffield who will be presenting on an aspect of his work about poverty and inequalities.
We would like to welcome anyone whose work involves contemplating population, in any context. Current subjects include migration, ageing and disability, older women's employment, segregation and integration and producing population projections. The conference is not limited to these themes however.
Further information at: http://www.ccsr.ac.uk/events/popfest2008/ 
(((
RGS/IBG INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE 2008 
27-29 August 2008 in London

Theme: Geographies that matter
Further information at: http://www.rgs.org/WhatsOn/ConferencesAndSeminars/Annual+International+Conference/Annual+International+Conference+2008.htm 

(((
RSS CONFERENCE 2008  
University of Nottingham 1-5 September 2008  

Further information at: http://www.rss.org.uk/main.asp?page=2914 

Reports of Previous BSPS Meetings

BSPS Day Meeting on Population 

Projections, 29 February 2008

The 2006-based national projections and the challenges of an ageing population. 
Helen Bray and Shayla Goldring (Office for National Statistics Centre for Demography)

Helen began by talking about the latest set of population projections. The context behind this set of projections was that all three components fertility, mortality and migration showed trends pointing to a higher population. The projections are available on the Government Actuary’s Department website www.gad.gov.uk although it is hoped this will be moved across to the ONS website in 2008.

Helen then outlined briefly the background to setting the assumptions, including the use of the academic advisory panel. Overall the new assumptions had raised the projection of the population in 2031 by around 4 million compared to the previous projections. Having been cautious in not raising the fertility assumption in the 2004-based projections, five successive years of rises had confirmed the need to raise the assumption this time.  Mortality had continued to improve overall, but in particular higher assumptions had been made for the so called ‘golden cohorts’ born around 1930. For migration a short term allowance had been made for increased migration from EU accession countries with the long-term assumption being reached later than in previous projections.  In addition the long-term migration assumption had also been raised. The fertility and mortality changes lead to natural change being positive for the entire 70 year projection period, whereas in the previous projection it became negative around 2030.  Natural change is also greater than the net migration change in the medium term, but it should be noted that natural change is affected by the fertility and mortality of migrants. Using a nil migration variant it is possible to estimate that migration is responsible for 69 per cent of the population increase in 2031.

Next Helen talked about uncertainties in the projections, presenting results of some of the variant projections. Fertility had the largest effect as an individual variant, but Helen noted that the width between the high and low population variants was some 25 million people in 2056. Turning to the aging of the population Helen first illustrated this with a population pyramid showing how the top of the pyramid had expanded by 2031. She then showed a chart of the old age support ratio, both under current state pension age and after the legislative changes in state pension age. Without the changes in pension age the support ratio would fall from around 3.2 people working age for each person of state pension age to below 2 in 2056. Even with the changes in pension age the ratio would still fall to 2.8. Helen noted that migration did not have a great effect on the support ratio, showing that that the support ratios from the high migration variant still suggested the ratio would fall, and that high and low migration variants would change the ratio by only ± 0.1. Helen ended by showing that the proportion of the population aged 65 and over would rise from around 15 per cent today, even under the ‘young’ variant to 21 per cent. Under the ‘old’ variant it would rise to 30 per cent.

Shayla continued the presentation initially focusing on the rise of the 85 and over age group whose proportion had doubled between 1971 and 2001 and was projected to double again by 2031. She then placed ageing in Britain in the context of Europe. Using the measure of the proportion of the population aged 60 and over she showed that Britain is not ageing as much as the EU average. Italy and Germany were projected to continue to be the most aged European Countries.

Although the UK was neither as aged or ageing as rapidly as some other European countries there were important policy implications arising from the ageing that would take place.  A significant number of older people live alone, which raises potential care issues. Shayla also pointed to the trend for women born in the 1960s to be more likely to be childless, children being one potential source of informal care. There were also complex effects of the decline in marriage, although there was a compensating effect in that improved mortality was leading to more couples living longer together. Shayla mentioned that research had shown that being unmarried and childless is linked to an increased chance of living in a communal establishment. Shayla also spoke about how the median age of the working age population had changed over time. This had actually declined in the early 1980s as the 1960s baby boomers entered the workplace but the slow rise since then was projected to continue. Shayla reminded the meeting that care should be taken when looking at such demographic measures. A DWP study in2003 had shown that only half of women and less than half of men were actually working one year before they reached pension age. She closed by outlining future work relating to ageing that ONS may undertake.

Questions followed. David Coleman (Oxford University) asked why the projected period life expectancy lines did not continue straight but rather bent around 2031, although he noted the bend was somewhat less substantial than in previous projections. Chris Shaw (ONS) explained that this bend was in part an influence of the golden cohort effect, but also because improvements for those in mid ages had been much lower.  Emily Grundy (LSHTM) asked a question of the projections and made some comments about ageing.  Firstly to what extent the projections take account of feedback loops, such as housing growth affecting fertility. Helen Bray reiterated that the projections were simply trend based and Chris Shaw said that to a certain extent some of the feedbacks will be present in the overall past trends and thus implicitly included in the projections. Emily pointed out that although increasing health care costs were often sited as a result of population ageing; increased costs had been shown, at least for acute care to be driven by technology. She also pointed out that although childlessness may be an issue for the 1960s born cohorts, it would still be a long time before these people reach advanced old age, in fact the cohorts reaching old age in the next 30 years will have a low level of childlessness.

Results of the National Population Projections Expert Group Questionnaire. 

Chris Shaw (Office for National Statistics Centre for Demography) 

Chris began by explaining that the Expert Group had been established via BSPS as a way to advise on the appropriate assumptions to be used for the National Population Projections (NPP). He proceeded to talk a little about the group and then showed some results from the 2007 questionnaire which all the experts had been asked to complete ahead of the 2006-based projections. Details of the expert meeting for the 2006-based projections and summary results from the questionnaire are available from the GAD website. 

The Expert Group is currently made up of six members: David Coleman (University of Oxford), John Hollis (GLA), Mike Murphy (LSE), Phil Rees (University of Leeds), John Salt (UCL) and Robert Wright (University of Strathclyde). Chris noted that the NPP assumptions have moved closer to the expert views, though this may be partly coincidental. He also explained how the group have been influential on mortality thinking, reinforced the current choice of variant assumptions and provided input to the stochastic forecasting work.

The 2007 questionnaire, piloted by the Expert Group, was devised by Wolfgang Lutz of the International Institute for Applied Systems Analysis (IIASA). The aim of the questionnaire was to provide a framework for the assessment of expert opinion and to assess the validity and importance of arguments about future trends. Though the questionnaire was somewhat long and unwieldy, it has yielded a rich source of qualitative data.

Chris then presented some of the results, beginning with estimates of the TFR, life expectancy at birth and total net migration in 2030. In each case the experts had been asked for the ‘most likely level’ and for a 67% confidence interval. Chris outlined how the TFR estimates varied from 1.5 to 2.0 with an average of 1.78. On male period life expectancy at birth, estimates from most of the experts ranged from 81 to 84 years, with the degree of uncertainty being fairly consistent. On net migration, forecasts ranged from 100 thousand to 250 thousand, with a huge difference in the individual confidence intervals. Chris noted that, in general, the expert 67% confidence intervals were slightly greater than the ONS deterministic high/low variant widths. 

Chris explained how the questionnaire was structured around the various forces thought to influence fertility, mortality and migration. Within each force, a list of possible arguments was given. In each case the experts were asked whether they thought the argument was valid and then how important the argument was on the key variable.

The results for several different arguments were then presented. For example, on fertility, though most of the experts thought it would be of little importance, there was 100% agreement on the validity of the argument that ‘a strong desire for two child families will continue because of the value attached to siblings’. However, the experts didn’t always agree. On the related argument that ‘it is part of human nature to want at least two children and this is unlikely to change in the future’, the experts clearly disagreed with each other. Chris presented similar examples of agreement and disagreement for the forces shaping mortality and migration. Of over 90 arguments, there was only one which the experts unanimously agreed was invalid. Chris finished the presentation by summarising the factors which were considered to be valid by the Expert Group and considered to have the potential to impact on future fertility, mortality and migration levels. 

Questions followed, Patrick Carroll (PAPRI) suggested that numerous influences affecting fertility e.g. taxes and benefits, housing and fertility control appeared to have been overlooked. Chris explained that while some factors had perhaps been omitted, others had been included, but were just not covered in the presentation. Gillian Goddard commented on the demographic profile of the Expert Group. Chris acknowledged the similarities in age, gender and ethnic group and agreed it would be good to enlarge and widen the membership of the group. Simon Brown (ONS) asked whether the opinions from the Expert Group were fed directly into the assumptions. Chris reiterated that the Group had an advisory role and had possibly been influential on the mortality assumptions. Phil Rees asked whether the findings could lead to a research review, possibly in collaboration with the ESRC. He also suggested that an ‘Expert Group’ projection variant could be run using the mean assumptions from the questionnaire.

Uncertain population forecasts

Nico Keilman, University of Oslo

Nico Keilman, Professor at the Department of Economics at the University of Oslo, presented his work and that of others on the accuracy of population trends across Europe, including the Uncertain Populations of Europe project financed by the EU Framework Programme for Research.  Nico pointed out that despite richer data sources, more refined theories of demographic behaviour and also more sophisticated methods of analysis, demographic forecasts are no more accurate now than for 25 years ago.  He showed that forecast errors are largest for population forecasts by age structure, particularly for the old and young age groups and also for particular component variables such as migration.  He noted two ways of quantifying uncertainty, comparing results of historical forecasts against actual values and constructing confidence intervals for projections based on probabilistic models. 

Nico presented the empirical errors for the population and component projections made by statistical agencies in 14 different countries in Europe.  He showed that countries underestimated mortality improvements between 1950 and 2000.  He linked this to the assumption drag associated with relying on regularities in time series data to use in forecasting and the time taken to work out whether a trend is going to continue.  He showed that the high and low variants in traditional deterministic forecasts lead to inconsistencies when interpreted as uncertainty variants. He concluded that the implications of the large uncertainty surrounding population forecasts were that the expected errors should be calculated and also that users should be informed of forecast errors in order that they appropriately deal with forecast uncertainty. Whether and inflation forecasts can serve as examples. 

Nico received a question about the uncertainty of migration figures used and whether inflows or outflows tended to be more variable.  He replied that data constraints meant that mostly net flows were used.  He also said that variability was larger where numbers of migrants were larger, e.g. those of working age, relative to population size.

Sub National Population Projections by Ethnic Group

Professor Phil Rees (University of Leeds)

Phil Rees presented some of the preliminary work he had completed towards developing a model for ethnic estimates of the population in each area. This is part of an ESRC funded project that has the aim of projecting the population of each ethnic group, at local areas in the UK, for the next 50 years.

He explained that the model would use the same 16 categories of ethnic group used in the 2001 Census and other surveys but that an extra category would be introduced for those from the A8 accession countries.

A table of population flows was presented that showed the all of the inputs for the model. These inputs and some of the research behind these were explained during the presentation.

Of particular interest was the work on investigating Ethic Mortality. There has been some investigation into using Census data to compare the answers to the long-term illness variable and the ‘not good health’ variable against Ethnic Group to derive estimates of mortality by ethnic group.

Also of interest was the ‘New Migrants Database’ which will potentially make use of several data sources, including;

· National Insurance (NI) Database

· Workers Registration Scheme

· NHS Patient Register

· Schools Census data (Pupil Level)

Several questions were asked following the presentation and Phil gave answers to these:

Questions followed, A question on how ethnicity of children depends on the mother was asked? In particular, can this differ from the mother’s ethnicity? It was commented that results from the GHS may be of use. Phil replied that this is based on Census data where the child and the mother’s ethnicity are recorded to produce a population matrix of probabilities of each ethnicity. The GHS may help in the future as Census data becomes less timely. Phil was unsure as to whether the facility for ‘ethnic switching’ (a change in the ethnic group of an individual) would be included in the model. This would involve looking at results from the longitudinal study. 

Michelle vonAhn, Newham, asked whether Flag4 NHS data could be used to help with immigrant estimation. Phil replied to say that this source was already being used in the model. It was noted that the Centre for Advanced Spatial Analysis (CASA) at the University College London (UCL) may be doing relevant work with the NHS Register. It was also noted that Les Mayhew, City University is doing work for Newham on record linkage across administrative data sources to get a better handle on new migrants (cf. his work for Islington and Brent using record linkage).

A representative from GLA asked whether NHS Hospital Episode Statistics could be used in estimates of ethnic mortality? Phil replied to say that it would take an enormous amount of work to get permission from each part of the NHS to use this sensitive data, which the GLA has used. The GLA have a close relationship with the London Public Health Observatory which will have made this task easier. To Phil’s knowledge only 60% of deaths were covered by HES.

David Coleman, Oxford University, asked Phil how he was intending to produce emigration estimates by ethnicity. Phil explained that they could combine IPS Country of destination with internal out-migration rates by age and sex and a conversion from country of birth to ethnicity using census data. Phil noted that this would produce ‘guesstimates’ at best. Phil stated that “if a job was worth doing, it was worth doing badly”, GK Chesterton. The Institute for Policy Research has looked at other countries censuses but this is not something that can be realistically done as part of this work.

Professor Emily Grundy, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, asked whether Phil could make use of Registration data to get good estimates of the ‘under 5’ population? Also could you make use of information on the benefits paid overseas to help estimate outward migration?  Phil replied that the registration data records country of birth and is unlikely to be indicative of the ethnicity of the child or the mother.  Phil had not considered using data regarding benefits paid abroad.

Emily Grundy, London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, suggested looking at the Poor Health and Illness variables from the 2001 Census carefully as they may have different relationships with mortality? Phil agreed that this was a good suggestion and noted that the existing SMR versus health indicators comparisons have all used LLTI rather than poor health.

Emily Grundy also commented that the relationship between SMRs and SIRs were likely to be different for different ethnic groups? The different groups have different cultural traditions. Phil acknowledged that this may be the case and that he will investigate different regression relationships for England, Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland, where previous work (Rees, Senior, Boyle and others) have shown different relationships. This partition could be extended to GORs within England. Phil will also do one thing to mitigate this by controlling ethnic group age-sex specific mortality rates to the mortality rates for the whole population at local authority level. Phil is also applying to use the LS so that deaths can be linked directly to 2001 ethnicity. Emily Grundy added that an early application to use the LS to study ethnic fertility and mortality would be good because of potential disruption to LS operations as a result of out-sourcing to an IT firm in Slough in the future! The rump of ONS including LS shortly moves to the Family Records Office in Islington in the Spring.

Yong Lee, Kent County Council, asked how will the model reflect changes accurately? Will it take account of policy based information? Phil replied that at the moment the model is set up to be trend based. However it is possible that policy based information could be used in the future. Phil was unsure how this could be made consistent nationally and whether this information could differentiate between different ethnic groups.

Niko Keilman, University of Oslo, said that this is an ambitious project and asked whether Phil had considered using a simpler apportionment model to disaggregate the existing Sub National Population Projections? Niko commented that there seemed to be many challenges involved with estimating each component fertility, mortality etc. Phil noted that although he didn’t answer this question directly during the session, (through misinterpretation) he explained his thoughts on the issue to Niko later. His view was that this approach should be taken as a last resort (e.g. a demographic model could be used to confidently predict 75% of LAs with a big enough ethnic minority population and that 25% of LAs could use the suggested approach). The demographic model should be showing how internal and international migration patterns are changing the ethnic composition of areas with low concentrations.

London Projections

John Hollis (Greater London Authority)

After lunch the focus shifted to sub-national projections and John Hollis began with a presentation on the Greater London Authority’s (GLA) London projections by Borough, age and gender.

Firstly John gave a history of the London projection system, including how it was incorporated into the GLA on the latter’s formation in 2000. The GLA’s first major task was the creation of the London Plan, and John explained how his team prepared for this document by consulting with an expert panel to gain advice on how to achieve a good starting point for their population and household estimates and projections.

They used the advice given, and the results of the 2001 Census Key Statistics, to complete their submission to the London Plan EiP (Examination in Public) panel, which was made public in 2003. One of the recommendations of this panel was the forging of a link between the GLA projections and ODPM (now CLG) household projection methodology. The CLG household projections came out in 2006 and were incorporated into the GLA 2006 round of projections, and later the 2004-based household figures were incorporated into a GLA 2007 round.

Next John gave more detailed information on the data used for the projection process, both for the base population and also fertility, mortality and migration figures to enable GLA to create the necessary assumptions. He also ran through how each of the assumptions were calculated. John illustrated effectively the many decisions which had to be made before population projections by London Borough could be produced.

John then ran through the projections which were made in the 2007 round. There were four variations of the population projections, including one (MYE Trend) made on a purely trend basis, and three others giving variations as needed for applications such as use by the Transport for London (a high variant). In addition, John told us about the London household projections which the GLA produce every fifth year as an iterative process from the main population projections. Finally, he advised of further conversion to produce ward level projections.

A number of questions followed, Phil Rees, Leeds University, asked whether there was a need for information on the composition of households. John advised that the stock database gives this information and, as London has not more than a 1% stock increase each year, a need has not been proven. CLG are reviewing their national projections and may include household size and composition in any future changes. Patrick Carroll, PAPRI, asked how GLA apply fertility rates to the household projections, to which John replied that there are no further assumptions on fertility as the population projections were done first and then drilled down for household projections. Felicity Manning, Leicestershire County Council, asked how the projection varied the over 75 population living in communal establishments, especially those with the status of married. John advised that CLG assume a constant population, which is likely to result in a decline in the proportion of the married over 75 age group living in communal establishments. 

Rôle of Regional Statisticians

Jenny Wood (Office for National Statistics)

Emma Arnell-Smith conveyed her apologies to the meeting, she was unable to attend and deliver her presentation due to ill-health.

Jenny Wood, the regional statistician for the East of England, kindly stepped in at the last minute to give a talk on the role of the regional statisticians.  She explained that the development of regional statistical teams was a recommendation from the Allsop Review of Statistics for Economic Policymaking.

A small team is based in each of the nine English regions and their core functions include:

· To improve the comparability of regional and sub-regional data

· To keep ONS up to date with changes in the regions

· To quality assure final estimates of regional GVA

· To act as a first contact point for regional bodies with ONS

Jenny said that of particular relevance to the meeting was the fact that the regional statisticians were able to provide assistance on some elements of the consultation on subnational population projections.

Further information on the role of regional statisticians and regional data is available on the ONS website:

http://www.statistics.gov.uk/about/ons/regional-statisticians
Projections - local authority usage

Greg Ball (Birmingham City Council)

Greg Ball started his session by noting that the views presented were his personal views and not the official views of Birmingham City Council.  He said that local authorities did use ONS projections and in some cases commissioned their own, but how projections were used varied between authorities.  This reflected both differences between individual the local authorities and the areas they covered, size, actual and perceived local issues and variation in organisation and level of expertise, interest and resources.   

Whereas the LDA represented the local authority Rolls Royce in terms of resource for this sort of work, many authorities could only fund the 'mini-metro'.  

Greg went on to describe some of the issues and areas where local authorities currently used projections either directly or indirectly:

projections of specific populations including armed forces, expanding towns, commuting and declining populations 

· particular issues for cities such as Birmingham and areas in the West Midlands, the local government finance grant formula,

· resource allocation, and resource allocation (which is in part based on ONS population projections),

· local development frameworks and regional spatial strategies planning and monitoring,

· health planning and monitoring  - including resource allocation, and local joint strategic needs assessments (JSNAs),

· education and skills and work-force modelling within the context of an aging work-force, skills levels,  school capacity and regional and local ambitions for the population,

· leisure, open space, retail and crematorium service planning and monitoring,

· transport and the transport 'universe' of work,

· housing needs along with surveys and household structure,

· boundary reviews, and
· community cohesion work and scrutiny.

Projections played a part in long-term planning, but up-to-date projections were also key for monitoring and performance indicators and for short and medium-term service planning.  There was increasing need to understand and plan for population changes, impact and potential pressure with changing demands for services, including the impact of changes in households, ethnic population, the labour force and disability.  How well local authorities reacted to this were measured in their performance indicators.  In addition satisfaction with services would be monitored as a performance indicator through the new 'Places' survey.

Almost all local authority councils make some use of ONS projections. Those councils who prefer not to use them do so either for technical reasons - methodological reservations on data quality or concerns with projections in their particular area of specific population sub-groups, or prefer policy-based forecasts and make use of ONS projections selectively.  Policy-based forecasts have limitations in terms of comparability and it can be too easy to alter inputs or assumptions to reach a desired outcome.  

Requirements identified are for accurate and timely projections, with long and short-term validity.  There is also a need for flexible geographies and assumptions, including variant projections and policy related forecasts. 

· Timeliness:  the timing of official projections do not conform with policy deadlines, and discrepancies over time can be difficult to manage.  This is the case with existing Regional Spatial and Economic Strategies which may be coming up for review but are based on 'old' projections. 

· Key policy areas include children and older people, work-force and housing to some extent, issues around overlapping age-groups, and along with cohesion issues, migration churn and flows (rather than just totals), and the detailed assumptions, particularly for areas producing their own forecasts.  

· Validity:  a further problem is that current trend-based projections for future years may not necessarily be the 'most likely' outcome. Variants covering a range of possible outcomes are needed. Some areas wanted a natural change only variant.   Greg noted the need to ensure national consistency, balance internal migration flows, but international migration assumptions were perceived as inflexible and presented the most problem for many areas. At local level, international migration assumptions were sometimes perceived as unrealistic, due to the data sources and when compared with Census data. In most cases, LAs uses were for short-term, simple, frequent data and methodological advice, rather than variants whereas at regional level there was a greater perceived need for regional variant assumptions and long-term variants.

Questions from the audience included

· (NHS StHA Berkshire) providing measures of regional projections accuracy. ONS are starting work on providing confidence measures for the mid-year estimates and will consider the possibilities for providing something for projections in the future;

· (Peter Norris, LGA)  population and short-term migrants definitions and what could be considered good evidence. ONS (Jonathan Swan) responded that the consultation covered both the migration assumptions but also wider needs for projections.

· (Felicity Manning, Leicestershire) A key question for LAs was how could local analysis of household populations and housing need and provision continue to be provided (with the demise of CHELMER).

Consultation on Sub National Population Projections

Jonathan Swan  (Office for National Statistics Centre for Demography)

Jonathan introduced the upcoming SNPP consultation, with some brief background to the SNPPs, explanation of the two parts of consultation and the criteria for change regarding the initial migration assumptions. Jonathan then introduced the three syndicate sessions. This gave attendees the chance to discuss their choice of issues regarding the variant section of the consultation. 
Syndicate Sessions
A summary of views expressed by individuals in the syndicate sessions.
Housing

Is there a demand for a housing-based variant?

· It would be useful if ONS could take a commission-based approach, so that a region could commission a new projection when a major planning change comes along.  This would be a new variant but based on the same principal projection (just change the housing numbers).

· Housing data up 2031 would be required.

· Lesley Potter (Milton Keynes) had doubts over the value of this variant.  Her view was that local plans change too regularly, and producing this variant required being up to date with local information.  It would add to the confusion if ONS produced this variant.

· The availability of POPGROUP enables councils to do their own scenario planning.  But not all councils have the resources to run their own projections.

· The demise of the Chelmer model, and its household projections, will have a major impact.  Does ONS have the expertise to replace it?

· A clear audit trail for any ONS variant will be required, detailing data sources and assumptions, but the variant would be useful.  In particular the ability to produce a “series of housing variants from the same set of projections” would be highly valued.

What data sources would be suitable?

· Council Tax data was not considered to be a useful source.  This was partly because it is often hard get into a useful format, and partly because it is does not give information on the latest housing plans.  It would only provide “one further trend”.

· ONS would need to consider the “current assumptions” already in the model.  The model must implicitly assume that house-building continues in each area at something like its current rate.

· The Regional Spatial Strategies were generally agreed to be the best source of data for ONS to use.  However in some cases it might be desirable to use draft strategies that hadn’t been finally signed off, rather than using older versions.

What expertise was available to help us produce this variant?

· Detailed methodology notes on POPGROUP and the Chelmer model are available.  These would be worth considering as both models are well known and are trusted.  Notes on Chelmer can be found in the East of England regional plan.

· ONS should consult with the National Housing Planning & Advisory Unit (NHPAU) on this work.

· Several members of the group, including Ludi Simpson, expressed an interest in being involved in the process of developing this variant if it is taken forward.  They were asked to email their details to the SNPP consultation mailbox:  SNPPconsult@ons.gov.uk
Which variants should be produced? 

The session started by asking what uses there were for variants and some assessment of the importance of these uses. The uses that Greg Ball had outlined in his session were reiterated so uses such as spatial planning, health planning, educational/skills and social-planning were all mentioned.

There was then some discussion as to the types of variants that people would wish for. The group agreed with the approach briefly outlined in the consultation document that a ‘Low’ and a ‘High’ variant should be produced. There were also calls for high and low migration variants with the assumptions for the other components kept the same as for the principal projection. This seemed to reflect the current substantial interest in migration. It was suggested that these were produced and that users were given the chance to react to these variants.

Two ‘zero migration’ variants were discussed. One that kept net migration at zero at every age (no migration) and another that assumed equal inflows and outflows but with separate age distributions so that net migration was zero in total but not necessarily at each individual age (balanced migration). These special case scenarios were considered to be interesting by comparison. Chris Shaw, ONS, confirmed that the zero migration variant produced for national projections was a ‘no migration’ scenario and that a ‘balanced migration’ variant assuming, say, that age distributions for immigrants and emigrants remained as they are today might produce significantly different results. He thought that this would be a useful additional variant to produce for the national population projections.

Lastly there was brief conversation as to whether ONS resource would be better directed into supporting LAs and other organisations produce their own projections. It was mentioned that Wales and GROS were considering producing input files for POPGROUP. There was favourable reaction to this idea although there was recognition that this could be large undertaking.

Modelling natural change and migration components, for variants

It was suggested that greater use of administrative sources could be made in calculating the migration component, for example using Flag 4s
 and National Insurance Numbers (NINOs).  It was suggested that relationships between HESA data and GP registration could be explored and GP registration within new developments could be useful.  Using propensity to move data was suggested.  It was also suggested that lessons could be taken from the ‘Leeds/Newcastle’ model. 

For fertility, it was suggested that pregnancy numbers and births to overseas mothers could be used to help project.  And that health indicators from DH might give information on likely future mortality.

A number of the syndicate group supported the idea of running a local questionnaire, building on the work reported at the national level on the expert panel questionnaire.  This local questionnaire could access local judgment on both level and variance of components that feed into projections.

Feedback and Discussion Session

A summary of points raised in the syndicate feedback and discussion session.

· Phil Rees (University of Leeds) commented that quantitative measures (e.g. number of houses) were not as good as quality of living indicators for assessing the attractiveness of an area. 


· Malcolm Brown (Cornwall) explained that district councils have to collect sophisticated data for Strategic Housing Market Assessments, including a 25 year forecast for building on major sites. He also mentioned that Regional Spatial Strategies indicated household estimates up to 50% higher than previous estimates.

· He thought there was a risk of circularity in that our projections for areas where there had been recent growth would show continuing population growth, and thus fuel demand for construction of further housing.

· Malcolm also suggested that councils could be asked to report on ‘migrant attractiveness’ of an area, together with an optimistic and pessimistic variant.


· Ludi Simpson (University of Manchester) stressed that subnational projections were not actually independent of policy. They implicitly assume that the impact of policy over the last 3 (or is it 5) years will continue.
Reports of OTHER Meetings OF INTEREST

UPTAP meeting

On the 19th December 2007 a meeting was held at Southampton University organised by ONS and UPTAP (Understanding Population Trends and Processes). For general information about UPTAP see:

http://www.uptap.net/index.html 
This document contains summaries of the presentations held at the meeting and other notes such as questions asked.
Introduction

Aimed at policy makers and academic researchers, there were nine UPTAP researchers speaking at the workshop. These are shown below and the presentations are available (in Powerpoint) on the UPTAP website.
John Stillwell, Welcome and Introduction to UPTAP
Sarah Smith, Does welfare reform affect fertility? Evidence from the UK
Roona Simpson, Delayed childbearing and childlessness in Britain
Denise Hawkes, Motherhood and child outcomes: the consequence of the timing of motherhood and mothers’ employment on child outcomes
Ernestina Coast, Currently cohabiting relationship attitudes, intentions and behaviour
Harriet Young, Living arrangements, health and well-being: A European perspective
Eric Kaufmann, God returns to Europe? The demographic revival of religion in Europe
Paul Norman, The micro-geography of demographic change, 1991-2001
Dan Vickers, The changing residential patterns of the UK, 1991-2001 

Thanks to the following from ONS for creating the notes on the presentations:

Sarah Healey, Charlie Wroth, Mark Hoar and Steve Joanne Clements, and to Ben Wilson for editing this report

Introduction to UPTAP

John Stillwell introduced the four aims of UPTAP, the diversity of projects conducted by UPTAP researchers and the importance of collaboration with users/non-academics (such as ONS) to improve project relevance. The final application deadline for those interested in an UPTAP User Fellowship is 22 January. The communication for UPTAP is going well as reflected in increasing number of hits on the internet webpage. UPTAP Research Findings aimed at summarising results for users are now available for six completed projects.
Understanding the effect of public policy on fertility

Sarah Smith from the University of Bristol introduced this project as focusing on a contentious research area looking at the effect of recent Labour Government welfare reforms supporting low income families with children on fertility levels. To investigate the effect of the reform, fertility before and after the reform was compared and high income families used as a control group. Other factors that might affect fertility rates were controlled for. Findings indicated that the reforms were associated with increased fertility rates. This was explained in terms of an economic model and the increased or reduced opportunity cost of having a child.  

In questions, Sarah was asked to clarify her estimate of 20,000 extra births relating to the reform Sarah clarified that these births were extra births in that they resulted from the difference between assuming that only the policy had changed. Although the evidence suggested a significant increase in first births in response to the reforms, investigation of age at first birth showed no changes due to the reform. 

Delayed childbearing and childlessness in Britain

The second presentation by Roona Simpson of the Centre for Research on Families and Relationships (University of Edinburgh) focused on 'Delayed Childbearing and Childlessness in Britain'. Roona began by highlighting some of the changing trends in fertility in the UK using ONS births statistics. UK fertility has declined over the past three decades, but is currently at its highest rate since 1980. The total fertility rate is however still below replacement level. Scotland has a much lower fertility rate than the rest of the UK as a whole. Looking at family sizes, there is a decline in large families but a static pattern of one child families for women born between 1930 and 1959. Childless families have also increased over the last three decades.

Data on two cohorts of births were used, from the National Child Development Study (NCDS) and the British Cohort Study (BCS). These studies collected data on all those living in GB born in one week in March 1958 and April 1970 respectively. Key findings were firstly that comparison of the 1958 and 1970 cohorts showed that the proportion of both men and women without children has increased over time regardless of social class background. However, there was a higher level of increase in childlessness amongst men and women of the higher social classes in comparison to those of lower classes.

Some findings by educational attainment were then presented. Childlessness has increased over time for both men and women of all educational attainment levels, including those who have no qualifications. However, the increase is greatest for those with the highest (tertiary level) qualifications, where the proportion of men and women has increased by approximately 40 per cent and 30 per cent respectively.

The research also found significant differences in economic activity amongst women (and men) by parental status, with childless women much more likely to be in full-time employment. For example, more than four fifths of childless women from the 1958 cohort were in full-time employment compared to only a fifth of mothers, and this proportion remains largely unchanged in the 1970 cohort. 

Changing patterns of family formations, in particular a decline in marriage, were also observed. For example the proportion of men who remain never married in their early thirties increased from a fifth (21 per cent) of those born in 1958 to 57 per cent in 1970. For women the proportion increased from 14 per cent to 44 per cent.

Asked for her view on future fertility and childlessness, Roona felt it was difficult to come to any firm conclusion as many factors were involved. For example, changing partnership patterns of parents will have an impact as will new and developing technologies for assisted reproduction. 

Motherhood and child outcomes: the consequences of the timing of motherhood and mothers employment on child outcomes

This presentation by Denise Hawkes (Institute of Education) provided a description of the Millennium Cohort Study, its design and history, to show how birth cohort studies can be used as a methodology to understand family, community and social change. Results were presented, using data from the first two sweeps of the Millennium Cohort Study, which considered the family background and circumstances of the children's mothers and their relationship to the age at which they had their first birth of child. One of the main findings of this study found that children born to mothers who were in their teens and early twenties when they had their first child, tended to have mothers who experienced tougher childhoods themselves and were more likely to be raised in disadvantaged areas. Topics for further research topics were presented with some initial findings. In answer to a question on whether multi-level modelling may have been more appropriate for this work Denise answered that it had been considered but not deemed appropriate. However this approach will be considered again for the future research we have identified.

Denise clarified that the finding of those of Bangladeshi or Pakistani origin, who were not born in the UK, tended to enter motherhood earlier. Asked whether the research had considered whether the size of a woman's family has an effect on when a woman enters motherhood, Denise felt that information to test this is unlikely to be available.

Currently cohabiting: relationship attitudes and intentions in the British Household Panel Survey

Ernestina Coast (LSE) began by highlighting an apparent lack of research on cohabiters and relationship intentions of current cohabiters. Using successive rounds of attitude and intention data in the British Household Panel Survey from current cohabiters, analyses of both individuals and couple-level responses are contextualised within longitudinal relationship, fertility and socio-economic histories.

The main research questions focussed on currently cohabiting couples, and included: How do relationship intentions vary by socio-demographic characteristics (including gender)? How do intra-couple relationship intentions vary among currently cohabiting couples? Do individuals or couples achieve their relationship intentions? Do attitudes to cohabitation persist over time? The research findings were discussed, including couples impressions of cohabitation relative to marriage, and a comparison of their expectations and outcomes. The results raised more research questions about couples living apart together and assumptions of rational choice.

In answer to a question about the sample size for those 'living apart' Ernestina said it was not very large - a few hundred people. Consequently the sample size is not big enough for any meaningful results. Also information was not available from the British Household Panel Survey on how much time couples spend together who live in separate households. Sample sizes were also too small to look at the effect of children on cohabiting couples  There was also no attitudinal data on children born to cohabiting couples. Also of interest, but not available in BHPS was information about attitudes towards single parenthood by choice.

Living arrangements, health and wellbeing: a European perspective

Harriet Young (London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine) introduced the background of demographic changes over the last century, which have led to older ages structures throughout Europe combined with an increase in the proportion of older people living alone. Whilst the research to date had found that those living with a spouse were most healthy, there is contradictory evidence for those not living with a spouse i.e. Are they healthier living alone or with other relatives?

Key observations and results included:

· There was a strong relationship between males living alone and depression. 

· All groups of women (‘living with spouse only’, ‘spouse and others’, and ‘others’) had higher probability of happiness compared to males, particularly those living with ‘others’ only.

· There is a strong association between happiness and living together for women in Western, South and Eastern Europe, but no significant difference for those in Nordic Europe. Harriet said we might expect this is so as in the UK and Northern Europe there is greater desire for autonomy.

· Using the ONS Longitudinal Study deaths 2001-2004 Odds Ratio, all living groups were more likely to die when not living with a spouse. 

· No significant regional associations in self rated health, though opposite findings were found for the England and Wales – there was better self-rated health but also a higher mortality rate.

It was concluded that there is a clear association between living alone and higher levels of depression, loneliness and unhappiness and hence some influence of social ties, though there was contradictory findings on self rated health. Differing findings were found depending on the health indicator used in Longitudinal Studies.

A number of questions followed the presentation.  Asked if there was an association between living alone and happiness for those below 60 years of age, for example 30-60 year olds, Harriet said research hasn’t been undertaken into this area as of yet but would be interesting to undertake.

Could there be a ‘stiff upper lip’ effect occurring in the UK – where those answering the self-rated questions may mark themselves as more cheerful than they are? Harriet thought this was possible, however was not sure how this could be measured as it is subjective – perhaps their self-rated opinion of health against their mortality? This might be possible via the English Longitudinal Study of Ageing (ELSA) data set.

Asked about the effect of other health problems such as dementia - is it possible to get hold of a data on a range of these problems, Harriet pointed out there are currently no questions on these health questions and may possibly be difficult to get.

It was asked whether it would be possible to distinguish how long people have been living alone and their happiness – i.e. someone who has recently lost a spouse compared to someone who has been single for many years? Harriet thought that could be done using the ELSA study though there has been shown to be no association except through widowhood. The BHPS might be more useful due to the frequency of time periods of the survey.

Asked about whether there was any association on siblings and country size Harriet said that this was controlled for by the ‘contact’ variable. No significant effect was discovered.

Another questioner asked whether there was any evidence of an association of wellbeing with the church – is it possible to have a profound impact, especially with women who live alone? Harriet said this could be investigated using the European Social Survey (ESS), and would be interesting research to carry out.

Finally Harriet was asked whether there were different types of living alone that could have an have an effect on health and well being? For example, those that live alone in small accommodation with communal living are more likely to have built in social lives, as compared to those in a large rural house far away from neighbours. Again Harriet thought this was a possible future line of research. .

God Returns to Europe? The demographic revival of Religion in Europe

Eric Kaufman, Reader in Politics and Sociology (University of Birkbeck), noted that this research recently featured in both Prospect and Newsweek magazines. He explained that the project explores what demography can tell us about sociology, and used the example of the claim that Orthodox Jews will dominate Anglo and American Jewry by 2050, driven by higher fertility rates. 

Higher religious fertility may overwhelm the net loss of communicants through secularisation. To examine this hypothesis, Eric first examined the USA and then the UK. Some of the important findings from this were;

· Protestant Fundamentalists in the US, with the highest total fertility rate (TFR) have maintained a high presence in the population despite high Latin Catholic in-migration.

· If we imagined a zero immigration scenario, it is evident that the ‘religious right’ is far from dead, and that there is no real trend to secularisation in the US.

· Immigration has led to substantial input – the amount of Muslims going to mosques will double the figures of those going to church by 2050, reflecting changes in the UK composition. This is also identified in the census – 34 per cent of under 15’s were Muslim, whilst only 18 per cent of under 18’s were Christian – and growing through migration.

· In Northwest Europe, secularisation rates have slowed dramatically, due to the fertility advantage of the religious. Religious women have 10-20 per cent higher fertility. Muslim immigrants retain their religiosity into the second generation.

Eric clarified that ’religious retention’ referred to the intergenerational transmission of religious beliefs between families. Asked about modelling transitions rates, Eric suggested that for current rates researchers would need to use the European Value Survey (EVS) and ESS. Any surveys prior to 2000 have very few non-Christians and therefore not affected rates of secularisation greatly before then.

Eric was asked whether he had taken account of the change in the picture of UK migration – we are currently getting an influx of Eastern European as opposed to in the 1990’s when it was more an issue of those from Bangladesh. He felt that this would affect the environment as now it is perhaps an inflow of white Christian immigrants.

The next questioner asked for the UK whether there was evidence of an argument against of the inheritability of religion, particularly as there has also been Muslim secularisation in many countries?  How confident was Eric that religious trends will be inherited over the next 50 years, based upon the evidence that in the United States the Protestant inheritability rates. Eric agreed that there had been evidence of Muslim secularisation across the world, but so far we have not seen it in the UK. It is possible this is due to changes in the political climate and a variety of other reasons, we are not sure why it is so hereditary. In the US case, the General Social Survey (GSS) started in 1992 and shows a pattern – there is a net gain of Protestants coming from more liberal Protestants and Catholics. However, there is no decline.

Asked about whether fertility appeared higher in religious groups due to early childbirths? Eric said more information would be needed from the survey sources he was using. Similarly, asked about whether secular parents catch up with children later in life perhaps, Eric said that this was a possibility in Western Europe but so far this has not been found in the US and Israel.

Asked whether it was possible that secularisation manifests itself in a delayed cohort effect – that individuals keep their beliefs for their parents sake, and that this is then lost when the parents die, and also that these beliefs are not passed onto the next generation of children? Eric said we can’t know at this point. There are those who are secular in Bangladesh, but the bulk of the community is strongly religious. We can’t tell from existing data – though EU patterns reflect those in other Muslim countries.

During the questioning a plea was made for greater contact between those that collect data and researchers.  Many of the questions on the day related not to the research method but the constraints of the data – those involved in research at ONS should influence colleagues to devise surveys which include some of these additional questions to enhance the quality of the data received.
The micro-geography of demographic change, 1991-2001

Paul Norman (Leeds) presented a project quantifying changes in population size and social characteristics for small geographical areas across the UK between 1991 and 2001. It initially highlighted issues that were overcome in making data consistent over time, due to geographic boundary changes and changes in the definitions of socio-demographic variables. Findings were then presented for population change between 1991 and 2001. The biggest component of change was net-migration. In particular, metropolitan areas lost population due to migration. In London, though, population increased more in deprived areas due to natural change. Elsewhere, least deprived areas grew due to a mix of natural change and net migration gain. Findings were also presented regarding changes in ageing and deprivation. Broadly, the percentage of elderly residents increased with decreasing deprivation. Furthermore there was evidence that relative deprivation eased during the decade.

Comments from the audience noted that net migration figures did not distinguish between internal and international migration. Such data are now available at a small area level that may allow a more informative analysis of changes since 2001. A comment was also raised that the impact of gross flows of migration, as opposed to net flows, would have been interesting to investigate. Paul noted the limitations of the data available here. Net migration was calculated from subtracting natural change from population change, rather than gross flows. The appropriateness of the deprivation measures used (Townsend index, which includes car ownership) across urban and rural areas was also raised. The presenter noted extensive literature highlighting this issue, but also the difficulty in finding consistent measures across time and space.

The changing residential patterns of the UK, 1991-2001

Dan Vickers (Sheffield) began by suggesting that current area classifications cannot tell us how, if at all, residential patterns have changed over time and how these changes are affecting current socio-economic processes and demographic trends. The presentation then detailed the creation of an area classification at the finest geography (Census output areas) using data from both the 1991 and 2001 Census. This enables an assessment of changing residential patterns between these time periods. Cluster analysis of Census socio-demographic indicators was used to assign output areas to one of seven area classifications. The findings showed that the country was changing slightly, in particular there was a decrease in predominately working class areas. Changing residential patterns were possibly due to the housing boom, migration and increasing mobility. But more research was required to interpret the changing patterns identified.

Comments on the presentation queried whether more geographic factors (i.e. broadly higher house prices in the South) could have been used in creating the classification. Dan responded that larger geographical differences occur (as illustrated by the area classification) between small areas within cities rather than large geographic areas. Another suggestion was made about increasing the numbers of area types in the classification. Whilst this would detail patterns further, the presenter felt this would make interpretation much more complex. A further comment was made as to why output areas in Tower Hamlets generally did not fall into the ‘Asian Influence’ category. The presenter noted that this was his broad description of this category derived from certain Northern clusters where Asian ethnicity sets areas apart, whereas in London other variables tend to dominate over and above ethnicity. The presenter stated that London is very different from the rest of the country and this made deriving a nationally consistent classification difficult.
� An indicator on NHS records that shows a patients address had previously been outside the country.
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