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UNDERSTANDING POPULATION TRENDS AND PROCESSES

� � � � �

Data sources
To address these questions several data sources were
used: estimates of components of population change for
wards and ethnic groups; 1991 and 2001 Censuses; and
the 2005 Citizenship Survey.

A demographic estimation approach was used to
calculate net migration as a residual of population
change once births and deaths have been accounted for
(Finney, 2010). The estimates give births, deaths and net
migration for males and females for each of eight ethnic
groups by single year of age for the period 1991 to 2001.
The estimates were produced for electoral wards which
are administrative areas of which there are 8,797 in
England and Wales with an average population of 6,500.
The populations that are the basis of these estimates are
census-based but have been adjusted to be consistent
over time (Sabater and Simpson, 2009).

This research used a number of census datasets:
published tables; commissioned tables; the Samples of
Anonymised Records (SAR); the Controlled Access
Microdata Sample (CAMS); and Special Migration Statistics
(SMS).

The 2005 Citizenship Survey (CS) provided data on
neighbourhood belonging, attitudes to ethnic relations
and community cohesion. A version of the CS with
additional anonymised ward identifier and population
dynamics variables was commissioned to assess the
relation between population change and community
cohesion.

The importance of natural growth
The independent review of the urban disturbances in
England in 2001 concluded that communities living
‘parallel lives’ was at the heart of the issue (Cantle,
2001). Segregation was identified as the problem and
policies of multiculturalism were seen as contributing to a
state of separation between ethnic and religious

Background and aims
The first decade of the twenty first century has witnessed
a return to political concerns about the ethnic
composition of neighbourhoods. The debates have
emerged in the context of international terrorist attacks
(in the USA in 2001, Spain in 2004, England in 2005),
urban disturbances in England and a period of new
migration and super-diversity (Finney and Simpson, 2009;
Kalra and Kapoor, 2009). They represent a swing from an
era of concern about discrimination and racism to an era
of concern about extremism and separateness.

This project aimed to rethink methods and concepts of
ethnic integration research by examining the processes
and consequences of local ethnic group population
change using a demographic approach that focused on
small areas and change over time. The project was
underpinned by the notion that ethnic integration,
spatially and socially, is best understood in term of
dynamic rather than static measures of ethnic
composition.

The research addressed the following questions:

 What is driving local ethnic group population change?
To what extent is population change for each ethnic
group a result of natural change and to what extent a
result of migration?

 How can neighbourhoods be categorised according to
their ethnic group population dynamics?

 How is migration within Britain shaping the ethnic
composition of neighbourhoods?

 How can ethnic differences in residential mobility be
understood?

 What relationships are there between population
dynamics and ethnic relations?
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Figures 6 and 7 display responses to 2005 Citizenship Survey
questions about sense of belonging to neighbourhood and
belief about whether the neighbourhood is close-knit. The
White and non-White immigration to the neighbourhoods
(wards) of respondents is presented. The figures show that
those people who very strongly feel a sense of belonging to
their neighbourhood and those who strongly agree that their
neighbourhood is close knit live in wards with, on average,
the lowest levels of immigration, White and non-White. The
relationship between immigration and neighbourhood
perception is likely to be dependent on a number of factors
to do with the individual residents and the character of the
neighbourhoods.

Summary
The ethnic composition of neighbourhoods changes as a
result of migration to and from elsewhere in Britain and
overseas and as people are born and die. For a number of
Britain’s minority ethnic groups, it is natural change — the
excess of births over deaths — that is contributing most to
population growth. A demographic approach that takes into
account all components of population change helps to
reveal the complex processes behind changes in ethnic
composition.

An alternative to classifying neighbourhoods according to
their ethnic mix or segregation is to use a typology of
ethnic group population dynamics. Population dynamics

may be related to neighbourhood perceptions. For
example, feelings of neighbourhood belonging and
cohesion are lower in areas of high immigration (White or
non-White) than elsewhere.

Within Britain there are ethnic commonalities in the
characteristics of migrants and the geographies of migration.
Young adults are moving to ethnically diverse urban areas;
families and older people are suburbanising. Overall there is
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FIGURE 7. AVERAGE NEIGHBOURHOOD WHITE AND MINORITY
IMMIGRATION FOR RESIDENTS WITH VERY STRONG AND LESS
STRONG STRENGTH OF BELONGING TO THEIR NEIGHBOURHOOD
Sources: Commissioned 2005 CS. Immigration variables are
attached to the CS at ward level and are derived from 2001
Census SMS (immigration for 2000-2001)

FIGURE 5. RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY AND LIFE EVENTS IN YOUNG
ADULTHOOD: a) PARTNERSHIP, b) BEING A STUDENT Source: 2001
UK Census Individual Sample of Anonymised Records (SAR)

Notes: Reference category is White British, Manager/Professional, single,
male, home owner, with qualifications up to GCSE level, not a student, born
in UK, without children. Population: GB age 16-29 (excluding stulawy=1).
Internal migration is in the period 2000-2001. Probabilities significant at
p<=0.05 are shown.

FIGURE 6. AVERAGE NEIGHBOURHOOD WHITE AND MINORITY
IMMIGRATION FOR RESIDENTS WHO AGREE AND DISAGREE THAT
THEIR NEIGHBOURHOOD IS CLOSE-KNIT
Sources: Commissioned 2005 Citizenship Survey. Immigration
variables are attached to the CS at ward level and are derived
from 2001 Census SMS (immigration for 2000-2001)

Note: The points show the mean immigration to wards in which people
giving each response live. The lines how the 95% confidence intervals
around the means.
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increased ethnic mixing residentially. However, there may
be ethnic differences in norms of residential mobility for
young adults which may represent differing motivations,
constraints and aspirations for migration.

The ethnic composition of any neighbourhood is the
result of complex processes of population change which
reflect individuals’ life choices and pathways. It cannot be
simply read as an indicator of social integration.
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