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/I agree! “What Households\
Where? is a good starting
point. At very least it will

help us understand what the
issues are and identify any

specific areas where we

might need specialist advic<2/
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our planning on the

assumptions that the
ONS and DCLG have

used!

/ No it doesn’t. The charts \

show what the ONS and
DCLG assumptions mean for
our area. We can decide

whether they are
appropriate — and decide to
make different assumptions

if we wish /
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down lists at the top of the 'Core Charts’ page and Follow through the graphs and tables that will then be produced.
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The Core Charts sheet tells the stary For the selected local autharity in 21 graphs and a number of tables. & other warksheets provide more de

It starts with historical data, including graphs and tables that allow a local authority to be compared with itz county [where relevan
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Disclaimer

These spreadsheets seek to enable users to access ONS and OCLG data and projections easily, effectively and accurately. Whilst the “front-end” is
hopefully reasonably simple and easy to use, the underlying spreadsheets have gradually become more refined and sophisticated. The spreasheets
have been carefully checked for accuracy but it is always possible that a mistake mag not have been spotted. Users should therefore check with the
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Introduction

‘What houzeholds - how many of what type and what age - are likely want to live in a particular local authority area is a key question For those planning for housing .

There is a wealth of infarmation an the OFfice for Mational Statistics [OMS] and the Department for Communities and Local Gowernment [OCLG] websites about how the number, size and
composition of households in our communities have changed ower the last 20 or more years and how they may change ower the next 20-25 years. Howewer, a considerable amount of
time and expertize is needed to seek out the relevant data sets and then extract the key mes=sages. This spreadshest does the "heavy lifting' for you. The intention is that anyone can
quickly find out what the QRS and DCLG data is saying about their local authority area, Al chat you need v dois choose your local autharity, county [where relevant] and region from drop
down lists at the bop of the 'Core Charts' page and Follow through the graphs and tables that will then be produced.

How to use these spreadsheets
The Core Charts sheet tells the stary for the selected local authority in 21 graphs and a number of tables. & ather worksheets provide more dekailed nformation.

It starts with historical data, including graphs and tables that allow a local authority to be compared with its county [where relevant], region and England as a whale, The intention is that
these first graphs and tables should enable the user to understand both how the community in the LA, area has changed and what has driven those changes.

Hawing built up a picture of what has driven changes in the past, the graphs then go on to summarise what the OS5 and OCLG projections are saying about how the community may
dewelop in the Future - estimated on the assumption that recent trends continue. Graphs enable the projected pattern of births and deaths to be compared with the county, region and
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appropriate) and region from the : Y ::EF::LA updated to match your LA
7 drop down lists Region HAMBLETOH
HAMMERZMITH & FULHAM
HAREOQROUGH
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0 How the total population has changed over the last 20 years

2 Thesze first two charts enable you bo zee at a glance how the population inthe chosen LA, area has changed between 1331 and 2000 and how that change compares

3 and England. Key statistics are in the table below the charts with the datain the charts in tables tothe right.
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CORE CHARTS

drop down lists

Select a local authority, county (if
appropriate) and region from the

County
Region

SOUTHERN DC

HACKHEY
HALTOHUA
HAMELETOH

How the total population has changed over the

last 20 years

These first two charts enable you to see at a glance how the population in the chosen LA area has changed between 1991 and 2010 and ki

HAMMERSMITH % FULHAM
HAREQROUGH

HARINGEY

HAFRLOW

and England. Key statistics arein the table below the charts with the data in the charts in tables to the right.

Chart C1: Population
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Simply pressing )
“return” causes all
the charts and
tables to change to
reflect your choice/
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Sounce ONS

Population change between 1

991 and 2010

SOUTHERN DC
SOUTHERN COUNTY
SOUTH EAST
ENGLAND

13.65%

10.2%

11.7%
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The main reasons for the change in population
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CORE CHARTS
Select a local authority, county (if LA | SOUTHERN DC
appropriate) and region from the County SOUTHERN COUNTY
drop down lists Region SOUTH EAST

How the total population has changed over the

last 20 years

- Mote: you need to select the county and
region. These are not automatically
updated bo match your LA

These first two charts enable you to see at a glance how the population in the chogen LA area has changed between 1331 and 2000 and how that change compares with the county, region
and England. Key statistics arein the table below the charts with the data in the charts in tables to the right.

Chart C1: Population Chart C2: Population change compared with
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CORE CHARTS
Select a local authority, county (if LA | SOUTHERN DC v Mote: you need to select the county and
. . = reqgion. Theze are not automatically
appropriate) and region from the County SOUTHERN COUNTY updated to matoh your LA
drop down lists Region SOUTH EAST

How the total population has changed over the last 20 years

These first two charts enable you to see at a glance how the population in the chogen LA area has changed between 1331 and 2000 and how that change compares with the county, region

and England. Key statistics arein the table below the charts with the data in the charts in tables to the right.

Chart C1: Population
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Chart C2: Population change compared with
county, regionand England
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Population change between 1991 and 2010
SOUTHERH DC 13.6%
SOUTHERM COUMTY 10.2%
SOUTH EAST 11.7%
EHGLAND 9.1%

The main reasons for the change in population
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“ Region SOUTH EAST
What Households
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the push of a button.
pulation in the chosen LA area has changed between 1991 and 2010 and how that change compares with the county, region
and England. Key statistics arein the tab ith the data in the charts in tables to the right.
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changed*

These first two charts enable you to see at a glance how the population in the chogen LA, area has changed betwes

and England. Key statistics arein the table below the charts with the data in the charts in tables to the right.
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The main reasons forthe change in population

These two charts are intended to explain why the popu

Scrolling down gets you to some charts that look at

what has caused the changes in population

Chart C3: Reasons for population change Chart C4: Relative size of natural change and net
2001-2010 migration
Average annual ‘fhowve' - number of people 2000
W Births
1500
B Deaths m
£ 1000
.l
W Imternal migration o M atural
in E.L oo change
4
m Internal migration o Net
out I s
E 1] migration
B Intenational é
migration in
-Eao
® International
migration out
-1000
SourceOhs
MNote: The pie chart shows the relative size of the indivdual flows for the period 2001 - 2010 - for which @ more detailed breakdown is available.The right hand graph

isintended ta show the relative size of the net flows - in effect answering the question, "Towhat extent has the change in population been due ta the
difference between births and deaths inthe area (i.e. 'natural change'l and to what extent has it been due to peaple moving into and out of the arear”

Fuller detail of the change drivers is given in the worksheets "Change Drivers" and "Internal Migration". These allow you to compare how individual change drivers have affected an
authority with hovw they have affected the county, the region and England as a whole. You can also explore how intenal migration has changed over the last ten years and look at the :

profile of those moving into and ot of the area.

How the age profile of the population has changed over the last 20 years

These two charts begin the process of explaring how population change has affected the make up of the cormnmunity. In most LAs it is not just a guestion of the

number of people changing: the age mixwill also hawe changed as will the mix of types of households.

Chart C5: How the age profile has changed:1991-

2010

Chart C6: How the age profile has
changed: 1991-2010
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The main reasons forthe change in population

These two charts are intended to explain why the population has changed as it has. More detail is available for the period since 2001.

Chart C3: Reasons for population change Chart C4: Relative size of natural change and net
2001-2010 migration
Average annual ‘fhowve' - number of people 2000
m Births
1500
W Deaths m
2 1000
.l
® Internal migration ——MNatural
in 2 cop change
4
m Internal migration o Net
out I A
E 1] migration
B Intenational é
migration in
-500
W International
migration out
-1000
SourceOMs
Mote: The pie chart shows the relative size of the indivdual flows fort |n th|s case internal migration — d graph

is intended to show the relative size of the net flows - in effect answer . .
difference between births and deaths inthe area (i.e. 'natural change'l and people mOV|ng N and Out from the 3
Fuller detail of the change drivers is given in the worksheets "Change Drivers" and "l
authority with hovw they have affected the county, the region and England as a whole.
profile of those moving into and ot of the area.

How the age profile of the population has changed over the last 20 years

These two charts begin the process of explaring how population change has affected the make up of the cormnmunity. In most LAs it is not just a guestion of the
number of people changing: the age mixwill also hawe changed as will the mix of types of households.

rest of England - has been the big L. atrected an
driver and look at the :

Chart C5: How the age profile has changed:1991- Chart C6: How the age profile has
2010 changed: 1991-2010
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The main reasons forthe change in population

These two charts are intended to explain why the population has changed as it has. More detail is available for the period since 2001.

2001-2010 migration

Chart C3: Reasons for population change Chart C4: Relative size of natural change and net

Average annual ‘fhowve' - number of people k000
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. @ o @ T T o 3 === I == == |
n -2000 Lo e T e B | = = ™ Lot B et B B B e

out

Mumber of people peryear

-4000 \
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’/_}

-6000
migration in \—/

® International =000

migration out A
-10000
Sa urceDNS/ \

[ atural
change

R
migration

MNote: The pie chart shows the relative size of the indivdual flows forthe period 2001 - 2010 - far which a more detailed break
isintended ta show the relative size of the net flows - in effect answering the question, "Towhat extent has the chang
difference between births and deaths in the area (i.e. 'natural change'l and to what extent has it been due to peaple

Fuller detail of the change drivers is given in the worksheets "Change Drivers" and "Internal Migration". These allow you to com
authority with hovw they have affected the county, the region and England as a whole. You can also explore how intenal migrati
profile of those moving into and ot of the area.

How the age profile of the population has changed over the last 20 vear( The piCtU re WI” va ry from LA to LA

These two chars begin the process of exploring how population chang For' example' th|s London bor‘ough
number of people changing: the age mixwill also hawve changed as wil . . .

has had a very different migration
Q pattern

/

available.The right hand graph
|ation been due to the
and out of the arear”

idual change drivers have affected an
over the last ten years and look at the ;

question of the



These two charts are intended ta explain why the population has changed as it has. More detail is available for the period since 2001,

Chart C3: Reasons for population change Chart C4: Relative size of natural change and net
2001-2010 migration
Average annual ‘flow' - number of people 2000
M Eirts
1500
B Deaths m
£ 1000
a
® Internal migration %_ =M atural
in o o change
ul
m Internal migration 'E et
out u A
E 0 migration
B Intenational 5
migration in
=500
W International
migration out
-1000
SourceOMs
W ote: The pie chart shows the relative size of the indivdual flows for the period 2001 - 2010 - forwhich a more detailed breakdown is available The right hand graph

is intended to show the relative size of the net flows - in effect answering the question, "To what extent has the change in population been due to the
difference between births and deaths in the area [i.e. 'natural change') and to what extent has it been due to people moving into and out of the area?"

Fuller detail of the change drivers is given in the worksheets "Change Drivers" and "Internal Migration". These allow you to compare how individual change drivers have affected an

authority with how they have affected the county, the region and England as a whole. You can also explore how intenal migration has changed over the last ten years and look at the a
profile of those moving into and out of the area.

How the age profile of the population has changed over the last 20 years

These two charts begin the process of exploring how population change has affeced the make up of the community. Inmast L&s itis notjust a question of the
nurmber of people changing: the age mif/ \

To delve more deeply into the
reasons for the change you can go to

Chart C5: How the age p C6: How the age profile has

2 changed: 1991-2010
a0 the tab called “Change Drivers”
a0 | T T — / 251 o
L L Core Charts Change Drivers Internal migrakion Age Profile Households Age Profile Projections Household Type Projections o workings Fc

a'.""EI:arI:I m E M * (vl rawerooint of Coering b |I|’FI A R T
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&, B © D E F G H J K L M M o] F 0 R

1 DETAIL ON THE REASONS FOR POPULATION CHANGE
2
3 Main drivers of change as a proportion of total population
4
E . .
: Chart CD1: Mainreasons for population Chart CD2: Average annual flows 2001 -2010
7 change: 2001 to 2009 - 0%
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&
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25 Average annual change 2001-2009 @bc? & & &
I o o h
% Natural change & & &
. . . . . . o o -Oo’b >
27 Netinternal migratiol - Thjs gives you more detail on & & & &
28 Net international mi . . . & ¢
8 the relative size of the various N

23 TOTAL . Source ONS
20 drivers
3l This chart and table are inté»\ /
32 straighforward picture of the average size of the main factors that have This graph is intended to give a sense of the scale of the main drivers of
33 driven population over the period 2001 to 2009 inclusive: - natural population change by showing the six main drivers as a proportion of the total
34 change (births |ess deaths); net internal migration (people movinginto populationin 2010, Far example, 5% of the population moving out each year

M 4 ¥ M| Introduckion Core Charts | Change Drivers . Internal migration Age Profile Households Age Profile Projections Household Type Projections ol workings Pop Age works  J4 [
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Chart CD8: Matural change compared with county, region
and England

Scroll further down and

you can see how the

/N various factors have

/_// \ changed and how they
~ A ) compare with other
- \V‘w/ - areas. For example, for
7~ this East Midlands

authority, natural
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Change Drivers

Chart CD7: Natural change Chart CD8: Matural change compared with
2000 and England
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Source: ONS dedicated worksheet has been included to
enable you to delve into this area in greater
depth
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Sounce Ol ‘ ‘ Source ONS

These two graphs show at a glance the age distribution of people maving in and out of the area from the rest of England and how this has changed over the 10 vear period 1995
99 to 2007-05. Mote thatthe source had is rounded to the nearest 100 people - which can distart the picture somewhat

How the internal migration flows compare with each other and with the total population

Chart IM3: Age profile of internal migrants mean 1998-99 to 2007-08

400

m internal mierants in

Thor=mrdsof people

2.00 m internal mierants out

0.00 - li l_-__-__‘__-l___-___-__‘_

0-4 &9 | 10-14 | 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-24 | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | S0-54 | B5-5O | 60-64 | B5-69 | FO0-74 | To+

internal migrants in 0y | 051 | 040 | 241 | 465 | 189 | 122 | 079 | 052 | 038 | 030 | 020 | 012 | 010 | 010 | 025
internal migrants out| 114 | 0.86 | 069 | 120 | 502 | 275 | 122 | 123 | 073 | 049 | 041 | 030 | 025 | 0.20 | 014 | 0.29

This chart cormpares the average annual inflow over a 12 yvear period with the averé\ Wahlingynu to see whatthe net flows are like in each age group

Chart IM4: Comparison of internal migr population - 1998-08

a0 an

This gives you data such as the age profile of those moving into
and out of the area so that you can get a picture of who is

coming and going
B B B e BN N B S S - —
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q m internal merants in
l-E 200 = intarnal migrants oot

/

1.00 -
o.oo li i
04 E9 |10-14 | 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-34
internal migrants in 0.79 | 051 | 040 | 241 | 485 | 129 122
internal mgrants out| 1.14 | 086 | 0.69 | 1.20 | 503 | 275 182 \

\

It also enables you to compare the numbers
coming and going in each age group — showing
in this case that a large proportion of 20-24

year olds leave the area )

i _— |

This chart compares the average annual inflow over a 12 vear period with the ave

ow enabling you to see what the net flows are like in each age group

Einmternalmeration out = &

E Fopulation

Chart IM4: Comparison ofi migration outflow and population - 1998-08
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25.00
20.00 -
o
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£
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L 59 |10-14 | 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-3¢ | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 | E5-E9 | 60-64 | BE-B9 | TO-74 | TE+
Imternalmeration out = 5| 570 | 430 | 3.4% | .00 | 25.15(13.75 | 9.10 | 615 | 3.90 | 2.45 | 205 | 1.50 | 1.25 | 1.00 | 0.70 | 1.95
Fopulation .03 | 2085(19.51)19.90 | 22.30 | 24.16 | 22.93 | 19.81 | 17.60 | 15.44 | 13.26 | 11.95 | 11.50 (11.09 | 10.34 | 18.72
Source QNS

By camparing the average outflow in each age group with the population in that age group an impression can be given of the degree of 'churn' in each age group. In
same areas far some age aroups S times the annual flow can be comparable to the population in thatS-vear age qroup sUusFesting that most of the population in that
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How the age profile of the population has changed over the last 20 years

These two charts begin the process of explaring how population change has affected the make up of the cormnmunity. In most LAs it is not just a guestion of the
number of people changing: the age mixwill also hawe changed as will the mix of types of households.

Chart C5: How the age profile has changed:1991- Chart C6: How the age profile has
2010 changed: 1991-2010
30
L |
25 233
21.8
% 1 o137 a0
% m b0+ _.E- 6.5
E » 3059 o = 1341
E m20-39 E 2010
Series "20-39" Poirit "2003"|19 "
- = = [ - TR R ' ' -
sSsosnasaas=ssS9888 8858 0-19 20-33 40-53
Source: OMS Source: OMS
Proportion in age group 1991 2010
I
0-19 ‘
rf N
20-39 7t ”
1059 Back in “Core Charts” the next graphs down
60+ show you how the age profile has changed
Mote: fMore detail of the changes in the age Over the. IaSt 20 years' Agaln more detallls
available in another tab marked “Age Profile”

How the household mix has changed over t\\

These two charts present essentially the same infarmation about how the mix of househalds has changed . The scale of the end-to-end change is perhaps

clearerin the second chart,

Char 7 HAaneahald #vvape: 1001 +#a 21011 | | Char rR- Crhanese in haneebhald fvnee
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MNote: lWaore detail of the changes inthe age profile is given in the "Age Profile" warksheet

How the household mix has changed over the last 20 years

These two charts present essentially the same information about how the mix of households has changed . The scale of the end-to-end change is perhaps
clearerin the secand chart.

Chart C7: Household types: 1991to 2011 Chart C8: Changes in household types
40000 1991to0 2011
000 14000
g 30000 # P 12000
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§ 25000 - E
Dther 2000 -
£ 20000 - " 2
c &ll fam lies 5 G000 -
& 15000 o
E BN Couples E 4000 -
)
2 10000 uSinges < a0 -
5000 .
Zingles Couples AllFamilies Other
”ﬁﬂmqmmhmmnﬁﬂmvmmhgmnﬁ m 1941 2609 3951 11504 2303
L= B = = =y B 'R =y L= ' e R e [ e N e Y e [ e Y e Y e | a A -
nmon Moo omomoooooooDooooo m 2011 11920 11703 11311 1285
Source: OC LS Howse bold=2 Source: OC LS Howsebold=?

Key figures for the changing household composition are:

Proportion of all households Change in number \
1991 2010 of households
e e S vy /fScroII on down and charts show
Couples 30.7% 32.1% 164% you how the household mix has
All families 35.5% 31.6% -1.4% i .
Other 7.1% 3.6% -13.3% changed. Note in this case that
All households 100.0% 100.0% 11.1%

MNote:

Bringing household types and ages together

More detail on household tvpes and ages is given in the "Households" worksheet.

Chart C9: Comparison of broad household types

there has been a significant
growth in both singles and
couples

/

This chart brings together the household age and tvpe information
enabling you to see, for example, whether a growth in the number of



@ 120522 Basze_Model [Read-Only] [Last sawed by user] - Microsoft Excel

Proportion of all households Change in number
1991 2010 of households
Singles 26.6% F2.7% 36.6% Th e n ext Sta ge IS to b ri ng\
Couples J0.7% F2.1% 16.1%
All families 35.5% 3L6% S1.4% together the information
Other FA% 3.6% -33.3% -
All househelds 100.0% 100.0% 1% ] about age profile and

household type. Thisis a
crucial stage in planning for
housing as you need to

MNote: More detail on household types and ages is givend

Bringing household types and ages together

Chart C9: Comparison of broad household types L:Ias understa nd; for example; not
and broad age groups: 1991 & 2011 couy just that there has been a
15000 el growth in the number of
14000 whi

.| single person households but

=" also whether those singles are
A .

orrer .|  young people or pensioners

Al Families as their housing needs will be
:5;5 \ very different /

12000

0000 4

2000

G000

Mumber of howEsholds

g

2000

QNS Population Projections

Chart C10: Population ‘ ‘ Chart 11: Comparing projected population
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Proportion of all households Change in number
1991 2010 of households
Singles 26.6% 32.7% 36.6%
Couples 30.7% 32.1% 16.1%
All families 35.5% 31.6% -1.4%
Other FA% 3.6% -43.3%
All households 100.0% 100.0% 11.1%
MNote: More detail on household types and ages is given in the "Househalds" worksheet.

Bringing household types and ages together

This cha ]
Chart C9: Comparison of broad household types habli . of
and broad age groups: 1991 & 2011 cou In this CE'.:]SE the graph suggests
15000 o that quite a lot of the growth
EMmf . .
14000 whi in single person households
g 12000 i) has been in the 45-54 age
'E 10000 -—_:I: A1 group
E 2000 + = mOther Zive
T All Families
g o = Couples This chart presents the picture
=
e = singles using only 3 age groups and 5
2000 +

household types — good for
seeing the big picture. In the

“Households” tab you can

look at 17 household types

and 8 age groups — enough for
most purposes! /

Chart C10: Population ‘ ‘ Chart 11: Comparing projected population

QNS Population Projections
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Proportion of all households Change in number
1991 2010 of households
Singles 26.6% 32.7% 36.6%
Couples 30.7% 32.1% 16.1%
All families 35.5% 31.6% -1.4%
Other FA% 3.6% -43.3%
All households 100.0% 100.0% 11.1%
MNote: More detail on household types and ages is given in the "Househalds" worksheet.

Bringing household types and ages together

. This chart brings together the household age and type information
Chart C9: Comparison of broad household types

enablingy i ber of
and broad age groups: 1991 & 2011 couple ut
an L .
e -/ That completes the high level |

e - summary of how the
12000 .
2 *M  community has developed to
ﬁ 10000 -+ A b ..
R~ . aive become what it is today.
‘JE 000 Il Families
2 "o The picture gained of the

ingles
2000 - main drivers of change

/ hopefully provides a good
back drop for considering how

the area might develop in the
future — bringing us to the

ONS population projectiony

QNS Population Projections

Chart C10: Population ‘ ‘ Chart 11: Comparing projected population ‘
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QNS Population Projections

Chart C10: Population Chart 11: Comparing projected population
growth rates
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checking how appropriate the QNS population projection might be towour area. The first chart allows vou
91 and the second to see how vour area's projection cormpares with the the county [if relevant), the

These two chars enable vou to beign the proce
to compare the projection with what has happene
region and England.

With the projections we start with\
the basic figures for the total
population. These two charts enable

Reasons for the projected change in population

Having looked at the averall population projection, the next two charts

Chart 12: Projected average annual N  you to compare the projection with
flows: 2008-33 the last 20 years and the county,
B?EEE region and England. That’s enough to

[=]

g som give a rough feel of whether the
&= overall picture make sense, but not

9000
§ 3000 much more. /
£ 2000 . e

W Interngtional Meration In
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Reasons for the projected change in population

Having looked atthe averall population projection, the next two charts ook at what the projections assume is driving the changes

Chart 12: Projected average annual
flows: 2008-33

s000

Chart C13: Projected average annual

flows: 2008-2033
[Source: OMS)
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The following chars enable you to ook at how the projected

nge compare with the county [if relevant), the region and England.

Chart C14: Comparison of projected hirth rates Chart C15: Comparison of projected death rates
19
12 —‘--_-_ —‘——_.______________ g
éﬁ 8 Scrolling down brings up charts like this one that show
% 6 what the projections suggest the main drivers of change
£, L might be
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The following chars enable you to look at how the projected drivers of change compare with the county [if relevant), the region and England.

12

Chart C15: Comparison of projected death rates

Continuing on down, more detailed graphs are
presented enabling you to ‘sense check’ the suggested
drivers of change — by comparing them with other

areas and the trend back to 2001

)\

Chart C14: Comparison of projected hirth rates
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Chart C16: Recent past and projected internal
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Chart C17: Recent p
and interna

projected internal
migration
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= |t ernational
migration net

Source: QNS

LAs the role plaved by internal migration - migration to and frorm the rest of England - will be crucial. The first of these graphs is intended to enable vou to see




@ 120522 Base Model - Microzoft Excel
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Chart C16: Recent past and projected internal
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In this particular case, internal
migration — moves to and from the
rest of the UK — is a key factor so the
assumption shown in this chart is
crucial. If, for example, the net inflow
line were to flatten at, say, the 2011
level and not go on rising, the
outcome in terms of homes required
would be very different.
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Chart C17: Recent past and projected internal
and international migration
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Flows, The second shows the net flow and includes netinternational

Chart 19: How the age profile has changed and
may change: 1991, 2008 and 2033
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For many Las the role plaved bv internal migration - migration to and from the rest of England - will be crucial. The first of these graphs is intended to enable vou to see
how the projections campare with what has happened recently in terms of the 'in' and 'out' flows. The second shows the net flow and includes netinternational

migration for comparisan

How the age profile of the population may change over the next 20+ years

Chart 18: How the age profile may change: hroad Chart 19: How the age profile has changed and
age groups: 2008-33 may change: 1991, 2008 and 2033
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how thepmietion)  Using the ONS assumptions, this chart
shows how the age profile might
change. It also enables a comparison

Chart 3 with the position in 1991
for 20':\\

Comparison with

Chart Eﬂ:ﬁge profile comparisons:2008 and 2033 - percentages of population

LS O B Eammms B B B B | !



@ 120522 Basze_Model [Read-Only] [Last sawed by user] - Microsoft Excel

Projected changes in household types

Chart 21: Household types: 1991 to 2033
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These charts enable the main changes in household twpes to be seen at a glance, The detailed picture di

Key figures for the changing household composition are
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Chart 22: Changes in household types
1991, 2008 and 2033
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Chart 23: Comparison of broad household types and ages: 1991, 2008 & 2033
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Chart 23: Comparison of broad household types and ages: 1991, 2008 & 2033
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Changes in household composition

The key figures are in the following table

Projected increase in number of households 2008-2033
Projected annual net increase in number of househalds

72085

2919

It should be noted that the ‘recent rends continue' assumptions that lie behind the official projections may not b
ina particular LY area. If so, alternative assumptions would need to be substituted. Add-on toals are being dew

different assumptions tao be estimated.

Taplan for housingitis necessany to take a view not just an the number of hames that are required butwho thog

camparing the household age and type mixin 2033 with that in 2008 is it possible to see which age and househol
shrink if the assumptions behind the official projections hold good. The following table summarise the changes o

The tool then concludes\

with some summary
information about the
changes in household
numbers and types
suggested by the
projections

/

households in each group and in terms of the percentage groveth or shrinkage in the age/household type group.

Projected changes in household numbers between 2008 and 2033 by household type and age

15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-34 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 73-84 85+ [&ll ages
Singles -1142 9359 2e07 2131 2186 1044 2334 3782 37321
Couples -1026 468 2043 3202 2815 E035 2280 3503 1531e
All Families -1037 -26 3360 35448 345 433 238 231 11352
Cther a8713 3337 -1280 -4073 -3293 450 TE0 382 4395
All households types 5498 13138 | 14720 | 12808 3253 8022 5632 2904 | 72985

Percentage change in each household ageftype group

15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-534 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 75-84 85+ |all ages
Singles S279% | B2.8% | 81 7% | Y97 | 30.1% 9.8% 15.8% | 91.0% | 47.5%
Couples S 36.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% | 31.1%
&l Families SA9.3% | -0.02% | 21.3% | 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 295.2% | 9.9%
Other 95.3% | B9.9% | -T4 T | -62.9% | -63.4% | 11T | 36.1% | 58.0% | 46.1%
All households types 327 | 35.2% | 34.2% | 33.1% 9.5% 278% | 25.6% | 113.1% | 31.7%




Changes in household composition

The key figures are in the following table

Projected increase in number of households 2008-2033 72085
Projected annual net increase in number of househalds 291

The temptation to jump to\
the conclusion that this is

‘the answer’ for the
number of homes that need
to be built each year should

be resisted.

It should be noted that the 'recent rends cantinue' assumptions that lie behind the official prajecti
inaparticular LA area. If 5o, alternative assumptions would need to be substituted. Add-on tools ar

different assumptions to be estimated.

To plan for housing itis necessan to take aview not just on the number of homes that are required but
comparing the household age and tvpe mixin 2033 with that in 2008 is it possible to see which age and ho
shrink if the assumptions behind the official projections hold good. The fallowing table summarise the cha
households in each group and in terms of the percentage growth or shrinkage in the age/household type grou

Projected changes in household numbers between 2008 and 2033 by household typs

15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-54 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 75-84 It is the figure that would
Singles -1142 | 9359 | 8607 | 8131 | 3186 | 1044 | 2354
Cauples 1036 | 468 | 2043 | 3202 | 2815 | 6035 | 2280 be needed to house new
2l Families -1037 | -26 | 5360 | 5548 | 545 433 238 households if recent trends
Other 8713 | 3337 | -1280 | -4073 | -3293 | 450 760 . This i
All househalds types 5498 | 13138 | 14730 | 12808 | 3253 | 8022 | 5632 were to continue. Thisis a

starting point for further
analysis and discussion, not

Percentage change in each household ageftype group

15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-54 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 75-84 an answer.
singles 27.9% | 82.8% | 81.7% | 79.7% | 301% | s.8% | 15.8% | 9N
Couples TLT% | 5.9% | 36.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% [ 3L.1%
All Families -49.3% | -0.2% | 21.3% | 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 296.2% | 9.9%
Other 95.3% | B5.9% | -74.7% | -62.5% | -63.4% | 11.7% | 36.1% | 58.0% | 26.1%
All househalds types 32.7% | 35.2% | 34.2% | 33.1% | 9.5% | 27.4% | 25.6% [113.1% | 31.7%
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Couples -1036 qe8 2043 3202 2815 E035 2280 3509 1931¢
&l Families -1037 -26 5360 5548 543 433 238 231 11352
Other 8713 3337 -1280 -4073 -3293 430 7E0 382 4996
A/l househalds types 5498 | 13138 | 14730 | 12808 | 3233 g0z22 G632 9904 | 72983
Percentage change in each household ageftype group
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-34 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 73-84 85+ |A&ll ages
Singles -27.9% | B2.8% | 8L.7% | 7.7 | 30.1% 9.8% 15.8% | 91.0% | 47.5%
Couples -7 7% | 5.9%% 36.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% | 31.1%
All Farmnilies -49.3% | -0.2% | 21.3% | 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 296.2% | 9.9%
Other 953.3% | B9.9% | -T4 T [ -62.59% | -63.4% [ 11.7% | 36.1% | 58.0% | 46.1%
All households types 32.7% | 35.2% | 34.2% | 33.1% 9.5% 27.4% | 25.6% | 113.1% | 31.7%
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/

a North West LA (below)

Note that the pattern of household change can vary substantially from\
authority to authority — with big implications for the type of homes
required. These two screenshots compare a Yorkshire LA (above) with

LCHLET = 10,

All Farnilies 21 -1 -1765 74 -220 a6 108 a7 -1&40
Other -133 211 -673 -3100 -2966 =977 627 -18 -7035
All households types -422 13%: -1389 -2234 | -4987 45818 4326 Te37 9475
Percentage change in each household ageftype group

15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-34 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 73-84 B85+ |All ages
Singles -29% | 43.9% | 227 | 17.2% | -5.02% | 20.4% | 28.6% | 149.3% | 30.5%
Couples -B3.40% | -28.4% | -9.59% | T 2% | <137 | 42.7% | 34.0% | 141.9% | 10.1%
All Families 1.1% 0.0% | -11.1% | 0.8% | -11.8% | 31.1% | 154.3% | 280.6% | -12.0%
Cther SA1,0% | 2B.0% | -B3.4% [ -6B. 7% | -61.9% | -42. 7% | 37.3% | -4.3% | -47.2%
All households types -11.4% | 9.2% -BE% | -BE% | -R0U2% | 23.5% | 31.2% | 137.3% | 0%
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Couples -1036 468 2043 3202 2815 E035 2280 3509 15316
Al Families -1037 -26 2360 2543 245 493 238 231 11352
Cther 8713 3337 -1280 -4073 -3293 450 7E0 382 4396
All households types 2498 13133 | 14730 | 12808 3233 a0z 2632 2304 | 72985
Percentage change in each household ageftype group
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-54 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 75-834 85+ |A&ll ages
Singles S27A% [ B2E% | BL T | TV | 30.1% 9.8% 15.8% | 91.0% | 47.5%
Couples STLT | 5.9% 36.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% | 31.1%
&ll Families S49.3% [ -0.2% | 21.3% [ 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 296.2% | 9.9%
Cther 95.3% | 85.9% | -T4 T | -62.9% | -63.4% | 11.7% | 36.1% | 58.0% | 46.1%
All households types 32 7% | 35.2% | 34.2% | 33.1% 9.5% 27.4% | 25.6% | 113.1% | 31.7%
/
/ i
The Yorkshire LA has
strong growth projected
in younger households.... _ B o
L n &ge Profile Households Age Profile Projections Household Type Projections
TStart WWEWSD& Excel - 120...
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Al Families 21 -1 -1765 74 -220 a6 108 87 -1640
Cther -139 211 -673 -3100 -2966 =377 627 -14 -F033
All households types -422 1396 -1389 -2234 | -4987 4388 4326 Te97 9475
Percentage change in each household ageftype group
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-54 | 55-64 | 653-74 | 75-84 B85+ |All ages
Singles S29% | 43.9% | 22T | 1T 2% | -5.2% | 20.4% | 28.6% | 149.3% | 30.5%
Couples -B3.4% | -28.4% | -9.5% | -T2% | 13T | 42.2% | 34.0% | 141.9% | 10.1%
All Families 1.1% 0.0% | -11.1% | 0.8% [ -11.8% | 31.1% | 154.3% | 2B0.6% | -12.0%
Other -41,0% | 28.0% | -B3.4% | -68. 7% | -6L9% | -42. 7% | 37.5% | -4.3% | -47.2%
All households types S11.4% | 9.2% S5E% | -BE% | -2002% | 23.5% | 31.2% | 137 3% | T.0%

o workings

Fop
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Couples -1036 qe8 2043 3202 2815 E035 2280 3509 1931¢
Al Families -1037 -26 2360 2543 245 493 238 231 11352
Other 8713 3337 -1280 | -4073 | -3293 430 7E0 382 4996
All households types 2498 13133 | 14730 | 12808 3233 a0z 2632 2304 | 72985

Percentage change in each household ageftype group

15-24 23-34 35-44 45-54 a93-64 63-74 T5-84 85+ |A&ll ages
Singles S27.9% | B2E% | 8179 | 79T | 20.1% 9,8% 15.8% | 91.0% | 47.5%
Couples -71. T 5.9% 3e.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% | 31.1%
Al Families -49,3% | -0.2% 21.3% | 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 296.2% [ 9.9%
Other 95.3% [ 85.9% | -74. 7% | -62.5% | -63.4% | 11.7% | 36.1% | S8.0% | 46.1%
All households types 32.7% | 35.2% | 24.2% | 33.1% 9,5% 27.4% | 25.6% | 113.1% | 31.7%
e , /....whilst the North West
The Yorkshire LA has :
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All Farnilies 21 -1 -1765 74 108 a7 -1&40

&
Other -133 211 -673 -3100 / /-9?? 627 -18 -7035
All households types -422 13%: -1389 | -2234 / 45818 4326 Te37 9475

Percentage change in each huusef/ /ée_ft'b;pe group

15-24 | 25-39 | 35-99 | a5-5/ As-ea | e5-7a | 75-84 | 85+ [all ages
Singles 2.9% | azo% | 22w |17 s | anaw | 20.6% [149.3% | 30.5%
Couples a3.a% | -amaw | -s% | w7 /] e | o | a4 |141.9% | 1001%
Al Families 11% | 0.0% |11 | o/ | -1vew | 311w [ 1543 | 2s0.6% | -12.0%
Other -21.0% | 28.0% | -83.9% | - [ -en9% | -an e | a7at | 4% | -a7.2%
all households types 11.9% | 9.2% | -se% | -mew | 2002 | 23.5% | sno% [13naw| now




Changes in household composition

The key figures are in the following table

Projected increase in number of households 2008-2033 72085
Projected annual net increase in number of househalds 20919

It should be noted that the ‘recent rends continue' assurmptions that lie behind the official projections may not be the best basis onwhich to plan far hu:uusmg
inaparticular Ly area. If so, alternative assumptions would need ta be substituted. Add-on toals are being developed to enable the co

different assumptions tao be estimated.

Turning specific
figures (e.g. a
growth of 3202
in the number of

Toplan forhousingitis necessany to take a view not just on the number of hames that are required butwho those hormes will need
camparing the household age and tvype mixin 2033 with that in 20028 is it possible to see which age and household type groups are |
shrink if the assumptions behind the official projections hold good. The following table summarise the changes an this basis both
households in each group and in terms of the percentage groveth or shrinkage in the age/household type group.

Projected changes in household numbers between 2008 and 20332 by huuse,hp‘/ _
couples aged 45
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-94 | 2554 | 5564 | 6527 :
Singles 1142 | 9359 | sen7 | 131 | alse— 54) into a
':I:IL,IF:I|ES -1026 468 2043 3202 “//_ua.-\.n housing mix
2l Families -1037 | -26 5360 | 5548 | 545 433 238 231 | 11352 :
Other 8713 | 2337 | -1280 | -4073 | -3293 | 450 | 760 | 382 | 499 requirement
2l households types 5498 | 13138 | 14730 | 12808 | 3253 | &2z | S632 | 9904 | 729as depends on the
assumptions you
Percentage change in each household ageftype group make about What
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-54 | 55-64 | 65-74 | 75-84 | 85+ [allages )
Singles 27.9% | 82.8% | 81.7% | 79.7% | 30.1% | 9.8% | 15.8% | 91.0% | 47.5% type of housing
Couples TLT% | 5.9% | 36.3% | 33.0% | 17.0% | 42.2% | 47.5% | 210.4% | 31.1% that household
Al Families -49,3% | -0.2% | 21.3% | 45.3% | 27.9% | 105.1% | 137.6% | 296.2% | 9.9%
Other 95.3% | 85.9% | T4.T% | 62.5% | 63.4% | 1L.7% | 36.1% | 56.0% | 46.1% type and age
211 househaolds types 32.7% | 35.2% | 34.2% | 33.1% | 9.5% | 27.4% | 25.6% | 113.1% | 31.7% group will occupy

in the future.
G /




Changes in household composition

The key figures are in the following table

Projected increase in number of households 2008-2033 72085
Projected annual net increase in number of househalds 20919

It should be noted that the ‘recent rends continue' assurmptions that lie behind the official projections may not be the best basis onwhich to plan far hu:uusmg
inaparticular Ly area. If so, alternative assumptions would need ta be substituted. Add-on toals are being developed to enable the co

different assumptions tao be estimated.

Turning specific
figures, e.g. a
growth of 3202
in the number of

Toplan forhousingitis necessany to take a view not just on the number of hames that are required butwho those hormes will need
camparing the household age and tvype mixin 2033 with that in 20028 is it possible to see which age and household type groups are |
shrink if the assumptions behind the official projections hold good. The following table summarise the changes an this basis both
households in each group and in terms of the percentage groveth or shrinkage in the age/household type group.

Projected changes in household numbers bebtween 2008 and 2033 by huuse,tu:v‘/ COUplES aged 45-
15-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-34 | 553-64 | & .
Singles 1142 | 9359 | sen7 | 131 | alse— 54, into a
Couples -1026 468 2043 3202 "/z_u“ housing mix
All Families -1037 -26 2360 2548 245 433 238 231 11352 .
Cther a8713 3337 -1280 -4073 -3293 450 TE0 382 4395 reqUIrement
2l households types 5498 | 13138 | 14730 | 12808 | 3253 | &2z | S632 | 9904 | 729as depends on the
assumptions you

““"‘“g‘*ﬁ‘ﬂ’e group make about what
95-64 65-T74 75-34 85+ |all ages )
type of housing

It is hoped to produce an add-
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