
RGC(09)06



[image: image1.png]E Office for

National Statistics




GSS REGIONAL AND GEOGRAPHY COMMITTEE (RGC)
WEDNESDAY 3 JUNE 2009
ONS, MYDDLETON ST, LONDON

MINUTES
Chair
Guy Goodwin - ONS, Population, Health and Regional Analysis Directorate
Attendees
	Penny Allen
	DfT
	Neil Higgins
	Home Office

	Jon Carling
	RDAs 
	Jude Hillary
	DWP

	Michael Clary
	BERR
	Rob Lewis
	SNUG

	Tony Daniels
	Govt. Offices
	Julian Prime
	DECC

	Jonathan Evans
	LGA
	Paul Sinclair
	DCSF

	David Fry
	CLG
	Andy Sutherland 
	IC NHS

	Pippa Gibson
	DEFRA
	Nicola Underdown
	ARO


ONS
	Graham Jenkinson
	SFD
	Paul Vickers
	CRLS

	Judith Jones
	CRLS
	Dev Virdee

	CRLS

	Bill South (Secretariat)
	CRLS
	
	


Apologies
	Adrian Smith
	DIUS
	
	


1. Introduction

Guy Goodwin welcomed attendees to the first meeting of the RGC and invited members to introduce themselves. 
2. UK Location Council
Graham Jenkinson spoke about the UK Location Council (UKLC) following requests from some members in advance of the meeting for clarification on how the RGC should align with it. He explained that the UKLC was charged with the implementation of the UK Location Strategy which itself is linked to the European INSPIRE Directive. He highlighted the six areas where ONS had offered to help with the implementation of the Strategy which was published last year.
There are currently queries over the funding arrangements of the UKLC which may result in some reduction in the scope of its activities. David Fry added that CLG were due to meet DEFRA (the lead on UKLC and INSPIRE) to discuss future funding.

Andy Sutherland expressed concern about whether input to the UKLC was being provided effectively across the GGS, and asked whether the RGC might provide an effective mechanism for engaging with the UKLC. It was agreed that a small group of RGC members should meet to consider how the RGC might engage with, and provide support to, the UKLC. It was noted that the outcome of discussions on future funding might influence the way in which this moves forward.
	AP1: Graham Jenkinson to arrange a meeting of a small group of RGC members to consider how the RGC might best engage with, and provide support to, the UK Location Council.


3. Terms of Reference
Judith Jones led discussion on the Terms of Reference, explaining that there was one change to the draft version which had been tabled. The RGC will report to the UK Statistics and Strategy Committee, not the Cross-Government Professional Issues Committee.
Rob Lewis noted that whilst membership extended beyond the GSS through regional representation, the Terms of Reference did not mention the fact that RGC would consider the views of regional users. It was agreed that the Terms of Reference should be amended to reflect this point.

	AP2: Secretariat to amend the Terms of Reference to reflect the fact that the views of (non-GSS) regional users would be considered.


Judith Jones said that key RDA and Regional Observatory contacts should become correspondence members, allowing them to feed in views via their respective representative at the meetings. She added that pro-active engagement with users would also take place via the Sub-national Data User Group (SNUG).
	AP3: Secretariat to amend the Terms of Reference to make key RDA and Regional Observatory contacts correspondence members.


David Fry asked for more background on the RGC’s governance arrangements, in particular where the RGC fits in the wider picture. It was agreed that a diagram detailing the UK Statistics Authority’s governance structure would be forwarded to members. 
	AP4: Secretariat to circulate details of the UK Statistics Authority’s governance structure to members. 


The group then discussed the sub-group structure which would report to the RGC. Judith outlined a proposal for three sub-groups, with the possibility of others being set up for limited time periods to cover specific topics.
i. Regional Economic Statistics sub-group – this would operate at a strategic level, considering the needs and priorities.

ii. Technical sub-group – this would play an advisory role on the technical aspects of various products/projects. It would subsume the existing GVA(P) Technical Advisory Group (TAG).

iii. Rural-urban sub-group – this would be a continuation of the sub-group which reported to GSSRG.

A concern was raised about how the Technical sub-group might operate since the discussions at the GVA(P) TAG were very technical. If the sub-group was to cover other products/projects then a potentially large number of specialists would be required, making it unwieldy. It was suggested that the proposed sub-group might receive a technical overview across the range of initiatives, with the real detail being discussed elsewhere. Guy Goodwin asked that the exact format of this sub-group be re-considered after further consultation with relevant parties.
	AP5: Judith Jones to re-consider the format of the proposed Technical sub-group, taking on board points raised in discussion.


4. Supporting the Principles of the National Statistics Geography Policy
Paul Vickers introduced this paper, highlighting two key elements of the NS Geography Policy: the stable building block approach using Output Areas (OAs)/Super Output Areas (SOAs); and the aim to minimise the creation of new statistical geographies. He then prompted discussion by asking how the RGC could work to get them adhered to more widely across the GSS.
The group agreed that we should aim to follow the NS Geography policy. 

Graham Jenkinson noted that there had been extensive consultation on OAs/SOAs in 2007 and that there had been a very positive response. Some changes would be required after the 2011 Census to reflect significant increases or decreases in population, but that these would be kept to a minimum.
Guy Goodwin asked that we identify which Departments are not using the OA/SOA building block approach and then we can discuss a strategy to encourage its adoption.

	AP6: Paul Vickers to lead work to investigate which Departments are not using the OA/SOA building block approach. 


There was some discussion about the ongoing need for ward based outputs. Rob Lewis raised the possibility of having direct output for wards, especially for the large datasets (eg. from Census), as an alternative to the two options given in the paper. It was agreed that, given the close links to the 2011 Census Output Strategy, the group needed a better understanding of how this work was progressing and that this might form an agenda item for a future meeting. 

The group focussed its discussion on disclosure control and agreed that a sub-group should be convened to explore the methods that could be employed to ensure fuller cooperation with the policy. The sub-group should also identify what disclosure control methods currently exist and list the statistics that do not currently comply with the policy.

	AP7: Paul Vickers to find out how the 2011 Census Output Strategy is progressing.


	AP8: Paul Vickers to convene a sub-group to consider disclosure control methods in relation to the adoption of the NS Geography Policy.


5.
A New Coding and Naming Policy for UK Statistical Geographies
Graham Jenkinson introduced this item, noting that the policy had already been consulted on and that points made had been incorporated in this paper. He explained that he was seeking high level endorsement of the policy from this group, rather discussion of the detail. He asked members for any suggestions on the implementation and enforcement of the policy.
Tony Daniels spoke about concern amongst users about the loss of hierarchical intelligence in the codes, but he understood the rational for change.

A number of members raised points where further clarification was needed – eg. the impact on internal use within DH, and how matching might be achieved. Guy Goodwin concluded that the RGC was happy to ratify the policy, but asked that points of clarification be fed directly to Graham Jenkinson.
	AP9: RGC members to feed any points of clarification about the coding and naming policy direct to Graham Jenkinson.


In terms of implementation, David Fry made the point that existing systems, especially older ones, may have the old coding structures embedded in them. It was important that members raised awareness of this policy within their Departments.

	AP10: RGC members to raise awareness of the coding and naming policy within their Departments/organisations as appropriate.


6.
Rural/Urban Working Group Update
Pippa Gibson updated members about the work of the sub-group and its future plans. 
There was concern about the length of time the sub-group was planned to operate for and that its work plan was not well defined. It was suggested that the list of longer term objectives described in the paper might be prioritised so that the sub-group could actively pursue a couple of them. A programme of work might be more useful than a list of objectives.
	AP11: Secretariat to feed back the RGC’s views to the Rural/Urban sub-group and ask them to develop a more defined work plan.


7.
Any Other Business / Suggestions for Future Agenda Items / Date of Next Meeting
Guy Goodwin asked for suggestions for future agenda items. A number of ideas were put forward:

· further update on the Geography item

· regional statistics priorities for the next 2-3 years

· re-visit the Allsopp recommendations – what has been achieved, what more needs to be done?

· consideration of other regional work being undertaken outside of ONS

· disclosure control – how is it used across Government?
The date of the next meeting is Friday 13 November (11.00 – 13.00), ONS, Myddleton Street, London. 
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