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EMAIL 58 ATTACHMENT (B) START 

LINES TO TAKE: Future plans for research on population estimates and 

projections 

 

Not to be shared before 09.30 on Monday 26th July 2021  
 

Why did OSR conduct a review of the population estimates and projections published by 

ONS? 

 

In May 2021 OSR published a review of population estimates and projections which was 
initiated in response to concerns raised with OSR in November 2020 regarding the population 
projections and mid-year population estimates for Coventry. The concerns were around the 
perceived inaccuracies of the population estimates on which the household projections and 
subsequent housing need are based.    
 
What were the findings of the review and what is ONS’s response? 
 

In their review, OSR found that the approach by ONS to population estimates and projections is 

generally seen as fit for purpose and is highly regarded internationally. However, they also 

concluded that ONS needs to build upon what it does already by regularly sense checking against 

local insight through greater engagement with users, recommending that ONS needs to enhance 

its approach by improving methods, enhancing communication and embracing challenge.  

 

While we use internationally recognised methods and sources as the basis for population 
estimates and projections that are fit for purpose for national level numbers, we also recognise the 



need to keep these current and responsive, especially at some lower geographies where there is 
more variability. 
 
We are therefore constantly looking to develop the way we work with users of our statistics and 

welcome the findings in the report relating to engagement, particularly at a local level and with 

central departments to promote understanding of uncertainty and the appropriate use of statistics. 

Full details of the OSR recommendations and how we intend to meet these are given in the 

publication Future plans for research on population estimates and projections (insert link). 

 

What are the key recommendations and how is ONS responding to these? 

 

In their review, the OSR set out recommendations and actions for the ONS along the following key 

themes 

• To ensure future population statistics are based on sound methods and suitable data 

• To enhance the transparency of developments concerning the quality of the statistics, 

• To be open with users about short-term solutions to bridge gaps in data as we continue to 

develop administrative data alternatives  

• To support users’ understanding of the uncertainty associated with these statistics, 

• To ensure the statistics remain relevant to users and to increase the public value of these 

statistics and support their use 

• To enhance our approach to quality assurance  

Many of these recommendations are already underway. We have recently published articles 

providing earlier insights into population change and the 2020-based mid-year estimates and we 

have a population and migration statistics system transformation programme underway. This 

is a long-term project which aims to change our approach to producing population and 

migration statistics by embedding administrative data sources into these statistics. Additionally, we 

have recently had a Census with a response rate of 97% of households which will provide a solid 

foundation for estimation going forward. We will continue to work with local users and central 

departments to promote understanding of uncertainty and appropriate use of the statistics. 

Full details of how we intend to respond to each of these recommendations are given in the 

publication Future plans for research on population estimates and projections (insert link).  As we 

progress through our work plan and publish our findings we will continue to update OSR and our 

users through our regular Population Statistics newsletter (see the following link to subscribe to the 

ONS migration and population statistics mailing list) and subsequent published updates, making 

clear the contributions of these items in addressing the recommendations.  

Will the findings of the review have any impact on the publication of the interim 2020-based 

NPPs? 

 

As detailed in our recent National population projections, subnational population projections and 

household projections for England – future plans: June 2021, work is currently under way on the 

production of the interim 2020-based national population projections. These are due to be 

published in December 2021. Consequently, it will not be possible to implement the 

recommendations made in the OSR review for this set of projections. Where possible, we aim to 

meet these by May 2022. 

 

What does the review say in relation to the suspension of the International Passenger 
Survey (IPS) and how migration data is being collected?  
 



























increase the coherence between the census and mid-year estimates and provide a revised back-series of input data 
for our projections. 

2. OSR and its review of population estimates and projections  
 

The Office for Statistics Regulation (OSR) is the regulatory arm of the UK Statistics Authority. It assesses 

official statistics for compliance with the Code of Practice for Statistics, and reports on system-wide issues 

and on how statistics are used, celebrating when the standards are upheld and challenging publicly when 

they are not.  

  

In May 2021 OSR published a review of population estimates and projections which was initiated in 

response to concerns raised with OSR in November 2020 regarding the population projections and mid-

year population estimates for Coventry. The concerns were around the perceived inaccuracies of the 

population estimates on which the household projections and subsequent housing need are based.   

  

ONS always welcomes and invites feedback on our statistics and engaged with OSR as part of the 

review. We are grateful for the review insights from OSR. Whilst we welcome the OSR have found our 

“approach is generally seen as fit for purpose and is highly regarded internationally” this article sets out our 

response to the recommendations published in the final review and our plans for implementing them. 

 

3. Outcomes from the OSR review of ONS population estimates and 
projections  

OSR review - overall findings  

In its executive summary, the OSR review found:  

2. ONS collaborates with a range of experts to determine the methods, data and assumptions which 
underpin the population estimates and projections. Its approach is generally seen as fit for purpose and is highly 
regarded internationally. One area of challenge has been migration, where there are limitations in the data 
available. ONS has sought to address this challenge by introducing some methodological fixes, such as the way 
students leaving university are identified. However, more needs to be done to investigate the root and scale of 
the issue associated with students and outward migration.  

3. ONS has a number of methods for quality assuring the statistics, including deep dives, triangulation 
of data it holds and comparisons against historic data. ONS developed a range of variant projections to cater for 
the different uses of the data. We recommend that ONS develops case studies of how these variants are being 
used in practice to support their use more widely, as some users were unclear on which variants would best cater 
to their needs.  

4. ONS engages regularly with experts, academia, and other users, and participates in relevant events 
and conferences. We found that while ONS is good at sharing its work outwardly, there is room for improvement 
in the way it takes on board feedback and handles challenge. We would like to see ONS be more open and 
responsive to issues when they first arise and view challenge as an opportunity to improve outputs and not a 
criticism of its approach. We recognise that ONS is balancing competing priorities, but a more open and 
constructive approach to responding to user feedback would create opportunities for ONS to continually improve 
the population estimates and projections, and ensure users feel listened to.  

  

Areas for action by ONS  

There were three areas of action for ONS to take in response to OSR findings – these were Improving Methods, 
Enhancing Communication and Embracing Challenge. They are described in the executive summary of the report and 
are addressed in section 4 ONS planned responses to the OSR review. 

4. ONS planned responses to the OSR review  



















* response to OSR review – James Robards was keen to take this to the all things group.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Here is a shell for slides for the All things group if James you want to drop anything into it. Any 

feedback on the agendas is welcome! 

Best wishes 

Chris 

 

Chris Stickney | Assistant Deputy Director of the Centre for International Migration (Migration 

Analysis and Engagement) | Public Policy Analysis directorate | 

Office for National Statistics | Swyddfa Ystadegau Gwladol  

 |  | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk| @ONS 
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“ We found that the population estimates for some cities such as Coventry, did seem to be inconsistent 

with, and potentially higher than, local evidence would suggest.”1 

and they went on to direct ONS 

“to investigate the root and scale of the issue associated with cities with large student populations and 

communicate its findings publicly, to support the appropriate use of the existing data.2  

The best way to speedily reveal the “root and scale” of the problem, is to publish provisional findings of the 

census, especially for Coventry – with suitable caveats that they may be subject to minor revision.  

Given the huge discrepancy between “local data” based estimates  and the ONS estimates ,  (of the order of 3-

400% in 2019: in numbers, of growth of 13000 v 54000 since the last census)  there is a grave danger that bad 

decisions will be made on the basis of bad data – 

contrary to the stated central mission of ONS, i.e., ‘Better Data, Better Decisions’.    

Even in an approximate way, we urgently need a reality check on the population numbers.  Waiting for the 

scheduled census release in Feb 2022 will be too late (indeed, Warwick District Council’s Head of Planning 

Services said only last week that he does not expect to see the data before the Autumn of 2022).  By then, 

irreversible decisions will have been made; for example, work has already commenced on a new South 

Warwickshire Local Plan.  If existing figures are allowed to stand, we will needlessly lose a precious piece of our 

green and pleasant land, which Coventry Council identified in 1995 as  

“the only remaining unspoilt area of ancient countryside left in Warwickshire”3       

 
1 Letter from Ed Humpherson to , 10 May 2021  https://osr statisticsauthority gov uk/news/osr-publishes-

its-review-of-population-estimates-and-projections-produced-by-the-office-for-national-statistics/ 

2 Review of population estimates and projections produced by the Office for National 

Statisticshttps://osr statisticsauthority gov uk/publication/review-of-population-estimates-and-projections-produced-by-the-

office-for-national-statistics/pages/4/ 

3 Design Guidelines for Development in Coventry’s Ancient Arden – A Historic Landscape Area, Coventry Council, May 1995  







































To: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk>; Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>; Park, Neil 

< ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: First draft UKPTAB slides 

Morning all! Has OSR preannounced the publication? If not, I might just put a placeholder saying 

‘other publications’ as our prompt. 

 

 

 

Chris 

 

Chris Stickney | Public Policy Analysis directorate | 

Office for National Statistics | Swyddfa Ystadegau Gwladol  

 |  | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk| @ONS 

From: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 05 May 2021 16:33 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>; Park, Neil < ons.gov.uk> 

Cc: Stickney, Chris < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: First draft UKPTAB slides 

Hi James, 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Do we want a placeholder slide to mention/discuss the recommendations of 
the OSR review? It’s slightly tricky because it won’t be published until Monday, 
which is after the papers for this meeting get sent, but might be odd if we don’t 
mention it at all. Given that it’ll technically be a “recent publication” by then, 
perhaps we should have a slide on it in agenda item 3? 

 
 

 

Thanks, 

Nigel 

Nigel Henretty | Centre for Ageing and Demography | Office for National Statistics 

 | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk | @ONS 

From: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 05 May 2021 15:53 













































James 

Dr James Robards | Head of Population and Household Projections, Centre for Ageing and 

Demography  

Office for National Statistics | Swyddfa Ystadegau Gwladol  

 | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk| @ONS 
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EMAIL 79 ATTACHMENT START 

Official sensitive draft until 9.30 on 26 July 2021 

Future plans for research on population estimates 
and projections 
 

An outline of future plans for research on population estimates and projections   
 

1. ONS population statistics 
The Office for National Statistics (ONS) Centre for Ageing and Demography produces a range of population 
statistics including national statistics designated mid-year population estimates, national and subnational 
(England) population projections and household projections (England). At the same time we work with 
external experts and groups to: 

• ensure we continue to monitor and understand UK population change and learn from international 
experts, research institutes and national statistical institutes; 

• research and make methodological improvements to our statistical production processes including 
the use of data science and quality assurance techniques; 

• understand and integrate new data sources to enhance our statistics; and, 

• seek user, expert demographer and expert methodologist feedback and input through our review 
and development processes. 

 
Some of these initiatives are part of the transformation of the population and migration system. This is a 
long-term project which aims to change our approach to producing population and migration statistics and 
when complete, aims to embed administrative data sources into these statistics.  
 
In June 2021 we published the latest mid-year population estimates for 2020 and an update on our future 
plans for population and household projections after Census 2021. Data from Census 2021 will provide the 
latest, most granular detail on the population of England and Wales enabling us to reconcile and rebase our 
population estimates for 2012-2020 and provide a revised back-series of input data for our projections. 
 

2. OSR and its review of population estimates and projections 
The Office for Statistics Regulation (OSR) is the regulatory arm of the UK Statistics Authority. It assesses 
official statistics for compliance with the Code of Practice for Statistics, and reports on system-wide issues 
and on how statistics are used, celebrating when the standards are upheld and challenging publicly when 
they are not. 
 
In May 2021 OSR published a review of population estimates and projections which was initiated in 
response to concerns raised with OSR in November 2020 regarding the population projections and mid-
year population estimates for Coventry. The concerns were around the perceived inaccuracies of the 
population estimates on which the household projections and subsequent housing need are based.  
 
ONS engaged with OSR as part of the review. Over several years, and in many different forms, ONS has 
met, engaged with and responded to signatories of the letter requesting that the UK Statistics Authority 
consider a review of estimates and projections from the ONS. We welcome that the OSR have found that 
our approach is generally seen as fit for purpose and is highly regarded internationally and are now 
outlining how we plan to respond to the recommendations published in the final review. 
 
 





Complete detailed case studies on cities with large student populations 

We plan to complete a detailed study of several cities with large student populations using a systematic 
selection criteria. This work will incorporate relevant recently completed work and will use data from 
across ONS which can contribute to this work including the use of administrative sources. We will review 
how recent work using administrative sources can provide insights on student population movement in to 
and out of local areas and explore how student populations change in combination across our population 
estimates and projections. We will share insights with experts who can review our findings. and then  
consider any further areas which need to be addressed with regard to our measurement of cities with large 
student populations. 
 
Discuss evidence provided to OSR in the review concerning the impact of assumptions being rolled 
forward 

The ONS Centre for Ageing and Demography engages with experts on an ongoing basis and will seek their 
feedback on the impact of assumptions being rolled forwards, discuss and review the implications of this 
and update users on our plans around this. 
 
Ensure concerns raised regarding the current methods are considered throughout the development of 
admin-based population estimates (ABPEs)  
We will ensure that the concerns raised are considered in the development of ABPEs. 

 

Recommendation 2: Enhancing the transparency of developments concerning the quality 
of the statistics 
Within this recommendation there were two specific points, one on methodological changes and the 
second on user feedback. 
 
Integrate a more flexible and response approach to methodological changes 

We will seek and understand user feedback on our approach to methodological change and consider the 
best way to integrate the findings from this feedback in the timing, communication and planning of 
methodological change and the delivery of our statistics.  

 
Share insights gathered from work to understand changing nature of migration and population as part of 
the transformation programme so user views inform the way this work is taken forward 

Within our Transformation Overview updates we continually seek user feedback on our future plan. We 
will now seek to: 

• share the insights the work is providing in a timely manner 

• continue using user feedback to inform the way the work is taken forwards and where possible 
outline how user feedback has done this already 

 

Recommendation 3: Continuation of plans for the future of migration data 
There was one, more specific passage on this. 
 
ONS’s migration team should be open with users about its short-term solution to bridge the gap of 
migration data until the administrative data alternative is fit for purpose and ready to use 

Through the early part of 2021 the ONS Centre for International Migration has published on the progress 
and current solutions being developed for 2020 (when the International Passenger Survey (IPS) was 
stopped) and on the transition towards predominately using administrative data sources. This has 
culminated in publications on ‘International migration: developing our approach for producing admin-
based migration estimates’ and a further update in the form of ‘Population and migration statistics system 
transformation – recent updates’.  

 



In our future publications we will seek to address this recommendation and be clear on the short-term 
solutions planned ahead of a fully integrated administrative data system which will use Admin Based 
Migration Estimates (ABMEs) alongside our traditional long-term international migration (LTIM) measure. 
 

Recommendation 4: Enhancement of approach to quality assurance 
There were three elements to this recommendation and our plans to respond are as follows. 
 
Collaborate with other to learn from best practice 

We will engage with stakeholders and other producers of estimates and projections to share best practices 
on quality assurance. We will also continue to investigate sensitivity analysis around the estimates to 
further enhance our approach to quality assurance, and to better understand and describe potential 
uncertainty around the estimates and projections. 
 
Incorporate local insight and evidence as part of its deep dives and investigations into issues 

As part of our approach in developing case studies (outlined above) we will seek local insights and 
evidence. We will use the findings from these case studies and deep dives to shape our approach to the use 
of local insights in our development of estimates and projections. 
 
Run sensitivity analyses to accompany the existing estimates and explain to users how these analyses 
should be interpreted 

We will explore the potential to include sensitivity analyses in the mid-year population estimates, how 
these might be included and explained to users. 

 

Recommendation 5: Supporting users’ understanding of the uncertainty associated with 
ONS statistics  
 
Research and implement additional ways to communicate the uncertainty around the population estimates 
and projections, beyond the use of confidence intervals and variant projections.  
We will consider the alternative ways to communicate uncertainty, possibly seeking feedback from users 
on suggested approaches. We will consider publishing a paper on uncertainty which will be accessible to a 
wide range of users. This paper could discuss uncertainty, uses and limitations but also refer to more 
technical uncertainty work already published.  
 
Provide more specific guidance on interpreting the levels of uncertainty associated with the statistics, to 
help users understand the appropriate use of the statistics for short-term planning compared with longer-
term planning 
We aim to provide more guidance in bulletins and other methodology documentation to user help users to 
understand how to use the population estimates and population projections in short and longer-term 
planning.  
 

Recommendation 6: Maximising the use of ONS variant projections 
This recommendation centred on the variant projections published as part of all population and household 
projections releases. 
 
Expand on the support it gives users to illustrate where the use of these alternative projections may be 
beneficial and develop case studies of where they have been used in practice 
We will explore the potential to provide more guidance to users on the variant projections which are 
normally included in each release. More specifically we will look at the potential contribution a user guide 
on how variants can be used would offer to our users,.  possibly using feedback from our recent user 
engagement exercise of autumn 2020 to help with this process. At the same time, we will discuss with 
existing users  how their use of variant projections may be used as case studies to help  non-expert users to 
understand  when to use variant projections with reference to the principal projection.  











Yep, we’ll kick off the blog for you. 

Maggie 

From: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 09 July 2021 06:57 

To: Morgan, Maggie < ons.gov.uk>; Barton, Susan < ons.gov.uk> 

Cc: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Letter back from OSR from Jonathan Athow 

Hi Maggie, Susan, 

Thanks for the information in the email chain here. So far we have the following: 

1. Draft article (SEE: EMAIL 61 ATTACHMENT) 
2. Plan for a blog (SEE: EMAIL 60 ATTACHMENT (A)) 
3. Plan for a letter (SEE: EMAIL 68 ATTACHMENT (A)) 

 

Is anyone able to help with 2 and 3 (or at least do you have comments on what I have planned 

out)? The letter and blog are too similar at the moment. 

Maggie – can  help with drafting the Blog using our article as a guide? 

Susan – can SET help with the letter using the content in the article and the Sam Beckett response 

below. I think the best way to go is for the article to focus on each recommendation and the blog 

and letter instead to focus on the three parts (Improving methods, Enhancing communication, 

Embracing challenge). 

Best wishes 

James 

From: Morgan, Maggie < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 07 July 2021 16:04 

To: Barton, Susan < ons.gov.uk>; Robards, James < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Letter back from OSR from Jonathan Athow 

I should think it is normal to line up with OSR and publish at the same time, but I don’t know for 

sure. And I also suspect you’d be right to follow the format. 

On both points, I suggest asking Suzanne Halls in OSR to help agree the approach and 

coordinate. 

Maggie 

From: Barton, Susan < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 07 July 2021 15:52 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>; Morgan, Maggie < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: Letter back from OSR from Jonathan Athow 

Thanks James 

So that all of our conversations around this are together in one chain I’ve pulled 

them all together. 

The link you’ve given to ’s article is on the ONS site in the media section, (it was 

co-posted by OSR here)  







Letter 

Alongside the response we need to write a letter from Jonathan Athow back to Ed Humpherson. 

Do you know where these letters get published and are you able to help with drafting one? Who 

receives the letters and publishes them on the ONS website? Is any of the draft material which we 

started on (writing back to .) of any help for this? 

Comms 

To mention that we’re also starting to look at the Comms needed around this at the moment.  

Thanks. 

With best wishes, 

James 

Dr James Robards | Head of Population and Household Projections, Centre for Ageing and 

Demography  

Office for National Statistics | Swyddfa Ystadegau Gwladol  

| ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk| @ONS 

EMAIL 81 END 
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From: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 26 July 2021 14:57 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Yep that’s fine. The report is long! 

Do you know of the sources of difference between 2014-based and 2016-based 

projections? 

Nigel Henretty | Centre for Ageing and Demography | Office for National Statistics 

 | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk | @ONS 

From: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 26 July 2021 14:49 

To: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: FW: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Missed this bit and not read the report – I’ll include if that’s ok? 

From:  < @hotmail.com>  

Sent: 26 July 2021 14:35 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk> 

Cc: @ors.org.uk 

Subject: Fw: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Dear James, 

I sent two e-mails on Friday including the one below. Hopefully they got through. 







Dr James Robards | Head of Population and Household Projections, Centre for Ageing and 

Demography  

Office for National Statistics | Swyddfa Ystadegau Gwladol  

 | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk| @ONS 

From: Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 21 July 2021 10:05 

To: Park, Neil < ons.gov.uk>; Robards, James < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Count me in too. 

Thanks, 

Nigel 

Nigel Henretty | Centre for Ageing and Demography | Office for National Statistics 

 | ons.gov.uk | www.ons.gov.uk | @ONS 

From: Park, Neil < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 21 July 2021 09:36 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>; Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: RE: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Hi James, 

I can make that. 

Neil 

From: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk>  

Sent: 21 July 2021 09:28 

To: Park, Neil < ons.gov.uk>; Henretty, Nigel < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: FW: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Hi both, 

How about 3:30 on Monday to speak with ? 

(Email chain below and note the attachment). 

Best wishes 

James 

From:  < @hotmail.com>  

Sent: 20 July 2021 11:17 

To: Robards, James < ons.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: Invitation to speak to ONS staff. Fw: Mid-year estimates and projections publications - contacts from 

OSR review 

Thank you James. 

  

 















i) There is a forward which was not included in the draft. I’ve cut and pasted the 
conclusion here which I think is the most important bit, as some readers might not read 
beyond this.  

 

“We found that ONS is taking a sensible approach, particularly at the national level, 

drawing on its own expertise and that of external experts. It conducts a very wide range 

of engagement activities to keep users informed about the statistics. The estimates are 

highly regarded, but there is a risk that ONS misses the bigger picture of what the 

population data inform and is not regularly sense checking what it does against local 

insight. Part of this sense checking involves drawing on the challenges from users in 

different parts of the country – in effect, for ONS to be open to the insights that come 

from people who say “those figures don’t reconcile with what we see in our area”. That is 

not to say that the insight should be taken without question. We are simply urging a 

creative conversation that regards this sort of feedback as useful intelligence to help 

sense check and quality assure the ONS estimates.  

In short, then, we conclude in this review that ONS needs to build on what it does already 

and enhance its approach in three ways: improve methods; enhance communication; and 

embrace challenge.” 

I. In the introduction, the report notes the timing in relation to the Census. It acknowledges 
that some estimates from the past decade may be rebased but says the recommendations 
look forward.  

 

II. A statement saying there has been an over-reliance on insufficiently robust data to inform 
local planning, has been deleted.  

 

III. The para on UPC has been deleted. The para had concluded by saying that not including 
UPC had led to an overestimate of international students whose emigration was not 
captured. This has all gone and there is no reference to UPC in the final report.  

 

IV. The final report has some positives added. It recognises the roadshows held to talk to 
users, and includes links to a number of recent publications including the recent (March 23) 
blog, papers on admin based statistics and the paper on ‘early indicators of UK population’. 
It also refers to the user engagement paper and decision to publish 2020-based interim 
NPPs. There was also new text acknowledging our engagement with demographic experts.  

 

V. There’s a new sentence saying that some users were reluctant to use variants where there 
were issues with the MYEs as this could lead to implausible scenarios.  

 

And the names of individual academics who contributed, have been taken out. A small number of 

recommendations have been edited slightly, mostly to simplify. I’ll make sure this is reflected in the 

document on our actions, lines to take etc.  

Thanks 

 






