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1.3 Abbreviations
A8-The 8 member states thaicceded to become part of the European Union on 01/05/2§04
Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia

A&E¢ Accident and Emergency
AIDS¢ acquired immune deficiency syndrome
ASBc anti-social behaviour

C&P¢ Cambrilgeshire and Peterborough



CCQ; Clinical Commissioning Group

CD4 count; Ameasureof the numberof helperT cellsper cubicmillimeter of blood, usedto
analyzethe prognosisof patientswith HIV.

CHES& Cambridgeshire Human rights and Equality Support Services
DACc Dental Access Centre

DALYg disability adjusted life years

DSR; Directly agestandardised rates

EU¢ European Union

FDC; Fenland District Council

GCSE General Certificate of Seconddtgducation
GP¢ General Practitioner

GLA¢ Gangmaster Licensing Authority

HIV¢ human immunedeficiency virus

HMO ¢ houses of multiple occupation

IAG- Information Advice & Guidance

iCaSH integrated Contraception & Sexual Health
ICT¢ Information andcommunications technology
JSNA; Joint Strategic Needs Assessment

PHEG; Public Health England Centre

PHOF;, Public Health Outcomes Framework
LCG&; Local Commissioning Group

L4+- Level 4 and above

LA¢ Local Authority

NICE; National Institute of Clinicatxcellence
NINo¢ National Insurance Number

NHSc National Health Service

ONSc Office for National Statistics

TAC¢ teacher assessment

TB¢ Tuberculosis

UASQ; Unaccompanied Asylu8eeking Child

VPRS Vulnerable Persons Resettlement Scheme



WHO¢ World Health Organisation

2. Introduction

It is important that Local Authoritiesnderstand the composition and needs of their local
population, in order to be able to plan and deliver services effectively, as well as being able to
respond to any issuaglating to community cohesioor address health inequalitie¥he Health and
Wellbeing Board requested a JSNA on migrants to help fulfil these obligations.

For the purposes of this JSNA, thetd? YA AN y i Q A & dza SvRo hdsamoR&téa tBeNR 6 S
UK who at the time of entry to the UK is not a British natiokBdjrants are not a homogeneous

group, coming from all over the world and with different so@oonomic backgroundsdigrants can

be grouped according to the primary reason why they have mdwghe UK as shown in the

diagram below.

Figure 1¢ Different categories of migrants based on the reason why they have moved to the UK
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SourceRose, N., Stirling, S., Ricketts, A., & Chappel, D. (2011). Including Migrant Populations in &gjitN\&eats Assessment. A Guide.

In terms of data, Migrants can be defined in different ways: by place of birth (i.e. felveiun),
nationality (i.e. foreign citizens), and length of stay in the UK. The JSNA also uses information based

on language spoken abme to define migrants locally.

The local population of Cambridgeshire, like that of all areas of Endlaseéxperienced migration

of people coming from notK countries to live, study, work or seek asylum for many years. Some
migrants are now longstablished in Cambridgeshire communities while others are recent arrivals,
often seeking work, or in the casé Cambridgedty, seeking education.

In recent years, there has been an increasing focus on migrant workers, particularly since the
enlargement of the EU in 20®Y the Treaty of Accession to the European Un@imclude an
additional ten countries, eighof which are in Eastern Europe and became known as theC&8ch
Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia.



This JSNA focuses on A8 migrants to Cambridgestiréo Wisbech in Fenland in particuksthe
numbers ofthese migrants have increased considerably in the last decade

Legal rights of A8 nationals in the UK

A8 nationals have the same rights as any other workers from the EU and European Economic Area
(EEA). These rights include:

9 TKS 3ASYSNIf NRIKG (2 WFNBS Y20SYSYyliQ 6AGKAY (¢
1 The right to live in the UK for up to three months and longer if the person is able to support
themselves financially

The right to live in the UK as a student

The right to seek work.

The right to wak.

=A =A =4 =4

The right to enter selemployment or set up a business.

EU/EEA nationals can become permanent UK residents if they have had a right to reside in the UK for
five years. Permanent residence provides eligibility to apply for social housing

All EEA/EU nationals are also entitled to healthcare through the National Health Service (NHS).

Close family members (spouse, dependent children or other dependent relatives) have the same
rights as the EEA national.

Migrant determinants of health and wedbeing

The diagram below highlights the determinants that influence and affect the health and wellbeing of
migrants and the JSNA aims to describe these determinants where possible in terms of migrants

across Cambridgeshire and in particularly A8 migremEenland.



Figure 2- Health and wellbeing determinants of Migrants
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Source: Rose, N., Stirling, S., Ricketts, A., & Chappel, D. (2011). Including Migrant Populations in Joint Strategiedsessis. A4S Guide.

This JSNA is split insections relating to the determinants that have an impact on the health and
wellbeing of migrants; education, housing, employment, health, crime and community cohesion.
There is also a section that touchas efugees and asylum seekers. The demographyoseat the
beginning of the document outlines the impact of migration on the population of Cambridgeshire

with a focus on Eastern European A8 migrants. Each section presents local data where possible and
draws out key findings, to emphasise the issuesraeetls of these communities.

The development and scope of the JSNA has been informed by a stakeholder event and workshop in
September 2015. The stakeholder workshop increased awareness of the JSNA and its purpose and
identified priorities and issues thatakeholders would like to see explored by the JSNA. Direct
follow-up with some of these stakeholders has provided detail for each section. In addition, a

migrant survey was established across Cambridgeshire and Peterborough and the results are used
throughout the JSNA. Treummarysurvey results aracluded as an appendix at the end of this
document.



3. Demography

Key Findings:

T

NonUK born residents in the East of England are primarily adults of working age, with 43%
aged 2039 and 71% aged 20 years of age. The most common age groups for theUion
born population of the East of England were theZZand 3634, accounting fol2% and

13% of the noAJK born population respectively.

Existing migrant populations are highest in Cambridge @ith,anon-UK born populatin

of 307.1/1,000 residentd=enlandhasa relatively low rate of notJK born population
overall; theunadjustedrate per 1,000 of total population that are estimated to have been
born outside of the UK in Fenland is 62.5/1,000, compared to 129.7/1,000 across all of
Cambridgeshire.

The East of England continues to experience relatively high levels rattiatigin comparison
to other areas of the United Kingdormhe percentage increase in migration has bhigh in
Fenland and Peterborough, with rises in HOK born population in these areas between
2001 and 2011 of 210.8% and 148.2% respectively

Cambriéige Cityhas the highest ratef national insurance number regjiation for non-UK

born nationalsacross Cambridgeshirevith unadjustedrates of 53.0/1,000 in 2014. Fenland
has tre seconéhighest rate, 27.5/1,000Jnadjustedrates of NINO registration among non

UK born population have fallen in Fenland between 2010 and 2014, whereas in Cambridge
City they have increased, from 44.0/1,000 in 2010 to 53.0/1,000 in 2014.

Cambridge City has a higher rate of laagn migration @efined as migrants settling for a
period of 12 months or longer) than England and the East of England as well as
Peterborough and other districts of Cambridge. In 2013/14 uhadjustedrate of long term
migration in Cambridge City is 32.8/1,000 residefithe rate for England is 9.6/1,000 and for
the East of England, 6.9/1,000.

Data shows that Cambridgeshire has a higher percentage than England of migrants who
have been resident in the UK for 5 years or less and conversely a lower percentage of
residens who have been in the UK for 10 years or more. Education is a key determining
factor in the high rates of migration in Cambridge City, with 31.7% of migrants responding to
the 2011 census stating they were in education compared to 17.5% in Cambridgeshire
overall, and 12.2% in England. In fact, data from Cambridge University showed that there
were just over 8,000 nct/K born students (around 40% of total students) studying in
Cambridge in 2015.

Data from sections 2 and 3 of this JSNA describing demogeaghgducation indicate that

there are discreet areas within Cambridgeshire where Eastern Europeans from A8 countries
tend to live and seek employment. It is clear from the school census data that Wisbech in
Fenland is a location that attracts Eastern E@ams, particularly people from Lithuania,

Poland and Latvia.
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Eastern European population. 1.6% of the population of Cambridgeshire has an Eastern
European ethniity (9,659 people out of a total population of 621,210). If ten wards are
analysed with the highest proportions of Eastern European residents, five are in the Wisbech
area.

Immigration and emigration in the United Kingdom

The figure below shows the numigeof people moving to the UK (immigration) or leaving the UK
(emigration) and year on year trends since 1991.

Figure3 - Longterm international migration in the UK, 1992014
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Source: House of Commons, Migration Statistics Briefing Paper, 2015
http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN06077/SN06077.pdf
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effectively becomes his or her new country of usual residence. From the perspective of the country

of departure, the person will be a loigrm emigiant and from that of the country of arrival, the

person will be a longerm immigrant® Q

Data show that longerm international migration in the UK has increased by 95% over the period
1991¢ 2014, from 329,000 in 1991 to 641,000 in 2014. Emigrationisnpibriod also increased by
13%, from 285,000 in 1991 to 323,000 in 2014.

Immigrants will settle in all areas of the UK but there are differences in the proportions of total
immigrants by region as shown in figutdelow.

1 http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/guidemethod/method-quality/specific/populatiorand-migration/population
projections/fag--populationprojections/migration/index.html?format=print#1


http://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN06077/SN06077.pdf

Figure4 - Proportion of longterm international immigrants to the UK who immigrated to
Scotland, Wales, Northern Ireland and the English regions, 2012

Northern Ireland mm 2 4
Wales mmmmm 3.2
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Source: Office for National Statistics, 2062p://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/guidemethod/compendiums/compendiurof-uk-
statistics/populationand-migration/find-out-more/index.html

10.0% of migration to the UK in 2012 immigrated to the East of England; this is thaitjtiesbt
proportion of longterm international immigrants settling within a region, with only London (26.3%)
and the South East (11.8%) having a higher proportion.

The impact of migration in any region can tmighly determinedy assessing the numbers and
proportions of the population who were not born in the UK (Figbillow). This data however
does not provide any indication on length of residence in the UK agr@ftbre cannot assess the
impact of recent migration.

Figure5 - Estimated population of the UK by country of birth, 2014

Thousands %

UK EU 27 EU15 EU8 Non EU UK EU 27 EU15 EU8 Non EU

England 45,918 2,680 1,300 1,071 4,912 85.8% 50% 24% 2.0% 9.2%
North East 2,446 52 27 20 82 94.8% 20% 1.0% 0.8% 3.2%
North West 6,437 235 113 108 375 91.3% 33% 1.6% 1.5% 5.3%
Yorkshire & Humbs 4,820 179 73 94 298 91.0% 34% 14% 1.8% 5.6%
East Midlands 4,079 201 75 109 278 89.5% 44% 1.6% 2.4% 6.1%
West Midlands 4,987 212 82 110 411 88.4% 38% 15% 2.0% 7.8%

I East 5,270 275 136 111 376 89.0% 46% 23% 1.9% 6.3%
London 5,359 929 484 294 2,153 63.4% 11.0% 57% 3.5% 25.5%
South East 7,647 398 213 146 665 87.7% 46% 24% 1.7% 7.6%
South West 4,872 199 97 78 244 91.6% 3.7% 1.8% 1.5% 4.6%
Wales 2,880 80 40 34 100 94.1% 26% 13% 1.1% 3.3%
Scotland 4,882 181 71 101 200 92.7% 34% 1.3% 1.9% 3.8%
Northern Ireland 1,696 84 45 36 40 93.1% 46% 25% 2.0% 2.2%
United Kingdom 55,375 3,025 1,456 1,242 5,252 87.0% A47% 23% 2.0% 8.2%

Source: Office for National Statistics, 20fdp://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migration1/populationby-country-of-birth-and-
nationality/2014/rpt-populationof-the-uk.html
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Key(figure 5 above)

Grouping Countries
The 27 member states of tHeuropean Union prior to the
accession of Croatia as thet2&ember on 01/07/201%, Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Esto
EU27 Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Latvia
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands|dnd, Portugal,
Republic of Ireland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Swe
United Kingdom
The 15 member states of the European Union prior to the
accession of eight additional stages on 01/05/2Q0¥ustria,

EU15 Belgium, Denmark, Finland, FranGsrmany, Greece, Ireland,
Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Un
Kingdom
The 8 member states that acceded to become part of the
EU8 European Union on 01/05/2004Czech Republic, Estonia,

Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Polasdovakia, Slovenia

The table above provides a breakdown of estimated population numbers living in areas of the UK by
country of birth. ONS population estimates for 2014 suggest that, although a relatively high

proportion of international migrants arrivie the East of England, 89.0% of the population in this

area were born in the UK, 2.0% higher than the overalbthiik population across the UK as a whole,

which is 87.0%. Numbers of EU AJK born residents, expressed as a percentage of total

population,are relatively similar to those observed nationally as noted in the table and includes the
O2dzy i NASa 6KAOK F2NX¥ (KS 9! u1Q>X W9! MpQ YR W9y

Characteristics of no#tJK born redients in the East of EnglanglAge and 8x

The figure below showdée age and sex distribution of people who are resident in the East of
England but were not born in the UK.

Figure6 - East of England Migration Patterns, NasK born by age and sex, Population Pyramid
2011
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Source: Oxford Migration Observatory, 20b8p://www.migrationobservatory.ox.ac.uk/datand-resources/maps/censusap-non-uk-
born-populatiorrincrease-2001:v-2011-englandand-wales

48% of noAUK born residents in the East of England are males and 52% femal&lKNloorn
numbers are highest among adults of working age, with 43% agé&® 20id 71% aged 2P years

2 http://europa.eu/about-eu/countries/index_en.htm#goto_1
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of age. The most common age groups for the#uid born population of th&ast of England were

25-29 and 36834, accounting for 12% and 13% of the AdK born population respectively. In

contrast, the general population of the Eastern region shows a more even spread of age categories
up to the age of fifty, with the most commage group for people aged 48 (data not shown).

The migrant population across Cambridgeshire

The proportion of thenon-UK born population is estimated for each Caidgeshire district and
compared with England and the East of England in the figure Heloyears 20102014

Figue 7 - Estimated rate of noAUK born populationunadjustedrate per 1,000 total population,
20102014
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Cambridgeshire Cambridgeshire
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2010 1281 97.5 188.9 105.6 2479 96.4 426 723 822
2011 1346 107.1 202.2 1336 3000 1205 1170 59.9 108.1
2012 135.7 107.8 178.4 1419 300.8 714 947 893 1400
2013 137.0 106.7 2043 135.8 264.0 70.6 1158 88.8 1391
2014 1418 1099 2063 129.7 3071 814 62.5 93.6 85.0

2010 m2011 2012 m2013 m2014

Source: Office for National Statistics, 20fdp://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migrationl/migrationindicatorssuite/2014/index.html

Migrant populations are particularly high in Cambridge City and Peterigbtdn 2014, it was
estimated that Cambridge City had the highest #dld born population, expressed asadjusted

rate per 1,000 of total population, at 307.1/1,000. The AdK born population is smallest in Fenland
(62.5/1,000) and South Cambridgeshir&.@@1,000).

Trends in noAUK born migration acros€ambridgeshire

Data comparing the UK census results between 2001 and 2011 provides information on the rate of
change of norJK born residents over this period. This information is presented in the figpiosv
for Cambridgeshire districts

Figure8 - East of England Migration PatterrsNon-UK Born Population, 2062011

Area 2001 NonU_K Born 2011 NonU_K Born Numerical Increase % Increase
Population Population 2001-2011

Fenland 2,641 8,209 5,568 210.8%
Peterborough 15,268 37,892 22,624 148.2%
South Cambridgeshire 9,333 16,564 7,231 77.5%
Cambridge City 20,851 36,381 15,530 74.5%
East Cambridgeshire 4,973 8,242 3,269 65.7%
Huntingdonshire 10,822 16,302 5,480 50.6%

Source: Oxford Migration Observatory, 20b8p://www.migrationobservatory.ox.ac.uk/datandresource/maps/censusnap-non-uk-
born-populationincrease2001-v-2011-englandand-wales
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Comparison of 2001 and 2011 census data show that increases in the numberdKriaorn
population are particularly apparent in Fenland (an increase of 210.8%, from 2,8420&). This
should be compared with figureabove that shows Fenland to have a lower overall proportion of
non-UK born residents. The district with the smallest percentage increase HKdoorn population
2001-2011 is Huntingdonshire (50.6%, 5,480 pas.

New migration to Cambridgeshire districts

New or recent migration to an area for employment by Adi born residents can lestimatedby
data showing new national insurance registrations. For districBambridgeshirethis data is
presented in tke figure below as a rate of the total population for years 22014.

Figure9 - Non-UK born National Insurance RegistratioridgnadjustedRateper 1,000 Total
Population, 201@2014
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Source: Office for National Statistics, 20ddp://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migrationl/migrationindicatorssuite/2014/index.html

Cambridge City and Peterborough have the highest rates of NINO regissraianigrants.

However, Fenland, which has relatively low rates of migrant population overall as defined by other
assessed indicators, has a comparatively high rate of NINO registrations. Rates of registration have,
however, fallen in Fenland and Peterbagh over the five years 202014, whereas in Cambridge
City they have increased from 44.0/1,000 in 2010 to 53.0/1,000 in 2014. By comparing the rates of
NINO registrations across Carndgeshire it is possible to determine where the biggest impact is

likely to be in terms of new migrant employmehtowever, this data does not include information
about migrants who are working in the UK without registering for a National Insurance number.

In terms of overall numbers, Cambridgeshire recorded nearly 10NORO registrations in 2014;
4,948 in Cambridge City, 1,630 in Fenland, 1,230 in South Cambridgeshire, 1,226 in Huntingdon and
929 in East Cambridgeshire.

Net migration¢ the difference between emigration and immigration rates across Cambridgeshire

Withreg NRa (2 YAINI GA2yS WAYTFE26Q NBFSNAR (2 AYYAIN
difference between the two (e.g. the difference between population arriving and leaving) a country

Ad WySGi YAINIGA2YyQd C2NJ SEI NooH Siflows wererB28@00and A Y F £ 2 ¢
net migration was therefore 318,000.
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The figure below shows the net migration as a rate per 1,000 population for each Cambridgeshire
district, compared with England and the East of England. The rate would be one of &aateral
that affect the overall population change over time.

FigurelO - Longterm international migration inflow rate,unadjustedrate per 1,000 Total
Population, 2010; 2014
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2011-2012 85 6.3 12.7 12.3 37.9 7.0 9.9 3.7 55
2012-2013 8.3 6.0 12.6 10.8 315 6.8 9.4 3.7 4.8
2013-2014 9.6 6.9 13.4 11.6 32.8 7.6 8.2 4.6 6.2

m2009-2010 = 2010-2011 w=2011-2012 =m2012-2013 m=2013-2014

Source: Office for National Statistics, 20ddp://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migrationl/migrationindicatorssuite/2014/index.html

Both Cambridgeshire and Peterborough have higher rates oftlenng international migration than
Englam, with rates approximately three times that of England observed in Cambridge City. Rates are
lowest in Huntingdonshire and South Cambridgeshire, both of which have been below the England
rate for each of the five years 2049 to 201314.

Length of resiénce in migrants in Cambridgeshire

Information on the length of time the nebK born population has resided in a location indicates

K2g aSiiatSR GKS& FINB® ¢KS RSAINBS 2F wasSuaidtSySyic
figure below compares thlength of residence in nedK born migrants for each area in

Cambridgeshire and provides information about the areas with greater proportions of new migrants.

14


http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migration1/migration-indicators-suite/2014/index.html

Figurell- Length of Residence in UkNon-UK born working population 2011
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m Resident in UK: 2 years or more but less than 5 years
m Resident in UK: Less than 2 years

Source: Censu011,https://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/gs601lew

Data show that all districts of Cambridgeshire apart from South Cambridgeshire have a higher
percentage than England of migrants who have been resident in the UK for 5 years or less and
conversely a lower percentage of residents who have been in the UK fggars or more. The

percentage of residents that have been in the UK for less than 2 years is highest in Huntingdonshire
(18%) and Fenland (17%) and lowest in South Cambridgeshire (10%) and East Cambridgeshire (12%)
whereas the percentage of residenthiavhave been in the UK for 10 years or more is highest in

South Cambridgeshire (46%) and Peterborough (40%). Fenland has seen much higher levels of recent
migration (expressed as the percentage of migrants currently residing in the UK who arrived within

the past 10 years) than any other areas of Cambridgeshire & Peterborough; 73% of migrants in
Fenland arrived within the past 10 years, and 43% arrived in the last 5 years.
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Births to nonUK born mothers; comparisons acros€ambridgeshire

Figurel2 - Births to NonUK Born MothersUnadjustedRateper 1,000 Births, 201@ 2014
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Source: Office for National Statistics, 20ddp://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migraionl/migration-indicatorssuite/2014/index.html

East

England East of England Peterborough Cambridgeshire Cambridge City Cambridgeshire Fenland
259.1 211.9 370.7 256.1 454.3 194.3 208.5
262.5 218.7 384.4 255.8 452.9 200.0 228.4
266.8 2224 414.7 266.5 490.4 207.2 213.8
272.7 231.3 427.3 271.4 475.4 2125 253.0
278.0 239.3 435.5 285.2 528.5 201.0 253.1

m 2010 m2011 w2012 m2013 m2014

Huntingdonshire

180.4
189.3
193.2
206.5
206.0

Rates of births to notK born mothers are generally rising across Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough, which is consistent with other indicators relating to migration patterns andJkon
born populations. Ratesf births to norUK born mothers are highest in Cambridge City and

Peterborough and lowest in East Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire.

South
Cambridgeshire

236.7
230.0
237.3
232.3
246.4

Figurel3 - Number of children born to parents whose original country of residence is not the UK
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Source: Censy 2011 https://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/gs601lew

All districts of Cambridgeshire have a higher percentage of migrants without children than England;
34% of migrants in Cambridgeshire it have children compared to 28% in England. Nationally,

57% of migrants have one or more dependent children; in Cambridgeshire this figure is also 57%,
whereas in Peterborough 64% of migrants have one or more dependent children. Peterborough has
the highest percentage of migrants with two or more dependent children (34%) and Fenland has the
highest percentage of migrants with one dependent child (29%). In England, 15% of migrants have
children that are now nolependent, a higher percentage than obsenmedPeterborough or an

districts of Cambridgeshire.

Economic Status of NebK Born Residents

The economic status of nddK born residents across Cambridgeshire provides an indication of the
main reasons why migrants may settle in a particular &rsm employment or education, for
example. The figurbelowcompares information taken from the 20t&nsus to determine the
economic status of notK born residents across Cambridgeshire.

Figurel4 - Economic Status of NebK Born Residents, 2011
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= Employed = Unemployed = Long Term Sick, Disabled or Economically Inactive Due To Caring Responsibilities In Education = Other

Source: Census, 201Htps://www.nomiswebco.uk/census/2011/gs601lew

Data show that education is a key determining factor in the high rates of migration in Cambridge

City, with 31.7% of migrants responding to the 2011 census stating they were in education

compared to 17.5% in Cambridgeshire ove&ald% in Peterborough and 12.2% in England.

/' F YONRRIS /AdGé Aa AyOftdzRSR Ay (GKS wnanmo 12YS h¥TA
LYGSNYlFGA2y It aA3aNlGAz2zy G GKS [20Ff [S@StQ a L
cluster of eight Laa Authorities in England grouped by similarly high rates of migration and

population churn, as a result of high levels of immigration by both students and economic migrants

Data published by Cambridge University for 2015/16 shows theWNograduate angost-graduate

student population as 8,273. This is just over 40% of the total student population in Cambridge.
(http://www.admin.cam.ac.uk/offices/planningso/studentnumbers/201516statistics.pgdfThe

largest group of notJK students at Cambridge University are from China, with just over 1,000

3 Poppleton, S. et al, Social and Public Service Impacts of Internatidgrativh at the Local Level, Home
Office, July 2013, p. 20

17


https://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/qs601ew
https://www.nomisweb.co.uk/census/2011/qs601ew
http://www.admin.cam.ac.uk/offices/planning/sso/studentnumbers/201516statistics.pdf

students. In 2010/11 there werg,272 NorUK Cambridge University students, which is
approximately 20% of the totalon-UK born population of Cambridge City as dibsat in the 2011
Census.

Rates of employed migrants (defined as employed full time or part time or self employed full time or
part time) are highest in Fenland (73.5%) and East Cambridgeshire (72.0%)niuuk higher than

the Englad rate (56.7%) and higher thaine East of England rate (61.2%), indicating migrants in
Fenland and Eagtambridgeshirare settling in these locations for employment purposes.

Eastern European migration in Cambridgeshire

Thedata provided in the figures above assesses migration in terms of allKdoorn residents.
However given the potentially very broad issues for exploration and the limited staff resource
available to deliver the JSNA, the focus ipeaple with an Easta European origin in
Cambridgeshiras this is the aspect of migration which has seen the most change in the past 10
years and has been particularly flagged by stakeholddrs 2011 census data for Cambridgeshire is
shown in figurel5 belowwhich highlights the 20 wards with the highest proportions of people with
a white Polish or White @er Eastern European ethnicifyhe range for all Cambridgeshire wards is
between 0% and 7% for the proportion of people with Eastern European ethnicities.llO¥&% of
the population of Cambridgeshire has an Eastern European ethnicity (9,659 people out of a total
population of 621,210). Seven of the wards are located in Cambridge City, six in Feallaofd

which are in the Wisbech area, four in Huntingabstrict and three in East Cambridgeshire. If ten
wards are analysed with the highest proportions of Eastern European residents, five are in the
Wisbech area.

Ly 20Kt 17om: 2F GKS /I YONARRISAKANDS LiermddzZ | GA2Y
European population but excluding white Britishd White Irish. Other migrant groups could fall
within additional ethnic categories as represented in the table below.

Figure 15 ¢ Cambridgeshire Electoral Wards by Ethnicity (%), 2011 Census

Electoral Ward All White: White: Irish | White: White: | Mixed/M |Asian/Asi | AsianiAsi |Asianiasi| Other | Black/Afri | BlackiAf| Black/Afri| Other
categories:| English/iWel Poliish Any ultiple |an an an Asian/As| can/Carib | rican/C [can/Carib] ethnic
Ethnic shiScottish/ and other ethnic |British: British: British: ian |bean/Blac|aribbea | bean/Bla| group:
group Morthern White: ethnic | group |Indian or [Pakistani | Chinese | British: | k British: | n/Black | ck British:| Any other
Irish/British Other group British or British Any African | British: | Any other] ethnic
Eastern Indian Pakistani other Caribbe | ethnic group
Europea ethnic an group
n group
Huntingdon Morth 100% 70.3% 1.0% 7.0% 6.8% 2.9% 1.8% 3.3% 0.4% 2.8% 22% 0.5% 0.6% 0.4%
Medwaorth 100% 73.6% 0.6% 6.1% 147% | 1.7% 0.9% 0.0% 0.7% 0.6% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.7%
Waterlees 100% T7.2% 0.2% 5.4% 136% | 1.2% 0.6% 0.1% 0.3% 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.4%
King's Hedges 100% 68.1% 1.0% 5.4% 7.9% 31% 27% 0.8% 2.3% 4.8% 1.8% 0.8% 0.2% 1.0%
Clarkson 100% T74.1% 0.5% 5.1% 158% | 1.5% 1.5% 0.0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1%
Hill 100% 81.2% 0.4% 5.0% 10.8% | 0.9% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.4%
Arbury 100% G5.0% 1.1% 4.5% 1M.7% | 3.3% 1.4% 0.4% 2.8% 5.8% 1.0% 0.7% 0.2% 1.1%
Huntingdon West 100% 76.7% 0.7% 4.2% 55% 2.4% 26% 0.6% 0.8% 2.6% 1.5% 0.4% 0.7% 1.3%
Abbey 100% 67.7% 0.9% 37% 10.7% | 3.5% 2.4% 0.6% 1.8% 3.3% 1.3% 1.0% 0.3% 27%
Kirkgate 100% 86.2% 0.3% 3.5% 7.2% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 1.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%
East Chesterton 100% 70.1% 1.3% 3.4% 111% | 2.6% 1.9% 0.2% 1.6% 4.4% 1.0% 0.4% 0.1% 1.9%
Teversham 100% 66.0% 0.9% 3.3% 6.9% 31% 8.2% 1.5% 1.8% 5.2% 0.8% 0.4% 0.1% 1.7%
Romsey 100% 66.0% 2.2% 30% | 131% | 3.1% 2.2% 0.6% 2.1% 4.0% 1.1% 0.6% 0.2% 1.6%
Soham South 100% 87.8% 0.4% 3.0% 5.1% 1.8% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3%
West Chesterton 100% 59.0% 1.3% 2.9% 149% | 2.8% 1.7% 0.2% 22% 2.8% 1.0% 0.3% 0.1% 1.0%
Caoleridge 100% 63.6% 1.7% 28% | 11.3% | 33% 3.3% 0.6% 4.4% 47% 1.2% 0.7% 0.1% 24%
Stives East 100% 86.1% 0.4% 27% 3.5% 1.8% 0.4% 1.6% 0.2% 1.8% 0.9% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2%
Staithe 100% 87.1% 0.1% 27% 8.5% 0.5% 0.2% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.4%
Ely Morth 100% 82.2% 0.8% 27% 8.0% 22% 0.6% 0.2% 0.5% 1.0% 0.9% 0.2% 0.4% 0.5%
Soham Morth 100% 88.9% 0.5% 2.6% 52% 1.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2% 0.2%
Total % 100% 84.5% 0.8% 1.6% 5.8% 1.8% 1.2% 0.4% 1.1% 1.5% | 0.6% | 0.3% | 0.2% | 0.6%
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4. Children and Education

Key Messages

T

Although academic attainment as measured by outcomes in the early years foundation stage
profile, key stage 2 and at GCSE level has improved between 2013 and 2015 in
Cambridgeshire for pupils who primarily speak a Centr&8lastern European language at

home, attainment remains below that of pupils who primarily speak English.

Numbers of Children in Need referrals, expressed as a percentage of all referrals received in
Cambridgeshire, are higher than would be proportionallpexted based on the size of
population as measured by the 2015 school census among children who primarily speak
English, Lithuanian, Russian, Portuguese and Slovak and this may represent either higher
need with regards to safeguarding within these groapslisproportionately low rates of
reporting and engagement with appropriate services among groups who primarily speak
other languages.

2015 School Census data shows that 20.3% of Cambridgeshire pupils identify with an
ethnicity other than 'White British This percentage is notably higher in Cambridge City
(42.3%). In total, Cambridge City has 5,016 of 15,957 (31.4%) of all pupils in Cambridgeshire
that are not 'White British', despite comprising only 15.1% of all pupils (11,862 of 78,449
pupils in Cambdgeshire with a stated ethnicity).

The 'Any Other White' ethnicity group encapsulates migrant populations including as Polish,
Lithuanian and Latvian. Comparison of 2011 census data (all ages) and 2015 school data
(residents of school age only), whilsicapting the limitations of the comparison, suggests
that the proportion of 'Any Other White' population in Cambridgeshire has risen
approximately 1.2 percentage points, from 7.1% to 8.3%, between 2011 and 2015. This
population has, however, risen much nearapidly in Fenland, with an increase of 4.5
percentage points from 5.9% of 10.4%.

The percentage of pupils within Cambridgeshire that primarily speak an EU A8 language
(Czech, Estonian, Hungarian, Latvian, Lithuanian, Polish, Slovak or Sloveni&hyisd3.8

among districts, it is highest in Fenland &%. Percentages of pupils who primarily speak

an EU A8 language is higher in pupils of primary school age than secondary school age for all
districts and in Cambridgeshire overall, 4.4% of primary sqhquls speak an EU A8

language compared to 2.8% within secondary schools. Among districts, the percentage of
primary school students speaking an EU Aglage is highest in Fenland @pand lowest

in South Cambridgeshire (1.6%). Among secondary sehatgnts, the percentage is

highest in Fenland (7.3%) and lowesSwouth Cambridgeshird 5%).

In Cambridgeshire overall, the most commonly spoken EU A8 language among pupils of
school age is Polish (54.@¥children who speak an EU A8 langyaayed this is also the

case for all districts with the exception of Fenland, where @8l of pupils who primarily
speak an EU A8 language speak Polish comparesi @o5vho speak Lithuanian.
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1 The needs of Eastern European pupils in secondary selaohtion have beeidentified as
complex. Communication with parents can be problematie tb poor English skileand
poor overall literacy skills. Translators are required in schools to communicate effectively
gAGK LI NByidad t I NBhbirssandhay iddhyeavailabido atédky 3 2 OA | £ Q
meetings at the schooSomemigrant A8 pupilén the Wisbech areare from single parent
families and may be living in Houses of MultiPlecupation with several other families.
Pupils often arrive to join a schbilhroughout the schooyear andmayhave anxiety
problems.

{OK22fa KI @S 0SSy ARSYUATASR la t20FGA2ya 6KSNB
encouraged,as they are areas in which parents from different communities liaise and where

children fromdiffering backgrounds congregate to learn together. However, there remains debate

about the levels to which schools should acknowledge diversity between pupils of differing

backgrounds and this is an issue of particular significance in areas witjréaghg populations in

which growth is partly attributable to relatively high levels of migration, sudbaasbridgeshire &
Peterborough. Research has found that schools commonly adopt an approach of ignoring differences
between pupils rather than openly apmiating and acknowledging diversity and that this may be

RdzS (2 | LISNOSAOGSR AYLISNI GAQGS (2 RSEAGSNI Yy WAy
acknowledging the potential for cultural enrichment afforded by great acknowledgement of

diversity.

This section explores the demographics of schools across the region in terms of ethnicity of pupils
and language spoken at home. Educational achievement is reviewed in terms of language spoken at
home at key points in the educational system. T8sies fopupils from Eastern European

backgrounds are highlighted where information is available.

Ethnicity of school pupils across Cambridgeshire

It is difficult to obtain data that directly states whether a pupil is part of the migrant population.

Instead, detdi & 2 F | LJdzZLJAf Q&4 SGKYAOAGE FYR LINAYEFNE I y3
annual school census. This data does not describe whether pupils were born outside the UK or

whether their parents are migrants to the UK. Information taken from the anrerad census is

presented below for Cambridgeshire and its districts in terms of pupil ethnicity.

Figurel6 - Total Pupils with a Stated Ethnicity

Area Total Pupils Total Pupils Not ‘White British'| % Of Pupils Not 'White British'
Peterborough 33,930 15,285 45.0%
Cambridge City 11,862 5,016 42.3%
East Cambridgeshire 11,482 1,698 14.8%
Fenland 12,790 2,157 16.9%
Huntingdonshire 22,471 3,472 15.5%
South Cambridgeshire 19,844 3,614 18.2%
Cambridgeshire Districts Total 78,449* 15,957 20.3%
Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Total 112,379* 31,242 27.8%

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

4 https://lwww.sussex.ac.uk/webteam/gateway/file.php?name=mwp47.pdf&site=252
SDS2NEBS> ' ® SG FfX WLYLIOG 2F aAadNlGdAz2zy 2y GKS [/ 2yadzy
Consumption of Halth Services, Social Care and Social Services, 2011 P.22
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* 1,676 pupils in Cambridgeshire and 365 pupils in Peterborough fall within the categtkieg6 T 2 NI i A2y y2i NBO2NRSRI Ay
260G AYSRZ NBFdzaSR (2 LINRPOARS AYTF2NX¥IGA2YQd hOSNI £t ndaA2058MI 2 F LIdzLJA |
Peterborough

WithinCand NA RISAKANBX mMpZcdpt 2F TtyInndg LzZLAf A OHA DO
substantially higher percentage of pupils who are not White British than other districts of

Cambridgeshire, with 42.3%; no other district of Cambridgeshire hascamgage of noAVhite

British pupils higher than 18.2%. The figure below presents a more detailed picture of the ethnic mix

of school children across Cambridgeshire (including Peterborough).
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Figurel7 - Ethnicity Breakdown (Observed Numbers) pupils atschools across Cambridgeshire and Peterborough

Mixed Mixed .
Any Any Any Other Any Any ) ) Traveller White . .
Area Other Other Ethnic Other Other Bangladeshi BI_ack B_Iack Chinese Cypsy/ Indian White/ White/ Pakistani of Irish and W.h Iz W.h'te Total
; . - African Caribbean Roma Black Black ) . British Irish
Asian Black Group Mixed White ) h Heritage Asian
African Caribbean
Peterborough 756 189 346 468 5,421 68 744 159 128 291 835 306 538 4,426 31 514 18,645 65 33,930
Cambridgeshire 991 177 608 1,339 6,503 624 534 138 527 507 871 472 712 481 128 1,079 | 62,492 266 78,449
Cambridge City 378 51 305 348 1,766 429 157 63 236 101 364 138 222 91 10 266 6,846 91 11,862
East 67 17 46 212 796 36 41 <10 42 68 51 66 50 15 <10 153 9,784 28 11,482
Cambridgeshire
Fenland 74 23 42 99 1,331 20 51 19 25 166 41 32 66 30 22 98 10,633 18 12,790
Huntingdonshire 210 45 102 319 1,278 87 165 27 86 66 150 132 224 275 12 239 18,999 55 22,471
South 262 41 113 361 1,332 52 120 26 138 106 265 104 150 70 77 323 16,230 74 19,844
Cambridgeshire
Total
(Cambridgeshire | 1,747 366 954 1,807 | 11,924 692 1,278 442 655 798 1,706 778 1,250 4,907 159 1,593 | 81,137 331 112,379
& Peterborough)

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Wi ye hiKSNI 2KAGSQ Sy O LlaakzPdish, Sithuaiidn Andtafvian, allafwdith Eoilld phigniiallydbdAe#er targeted according to
their unique cultural needs if more specific data were available.

LY /FYONARRISAKANLEIT GKS Y2al 02YY2y SOKKSOA #K3d SO 0WESNB nloy =S WK wRO h i & SN
FPaAaALYQ o6mMZnT 0 @
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The data above are presented as proportions of the total school population in the figure below.

Figurel8 - Ethnicity Breakdown (%) of pupils at schools across Cambridgeshire and Peterborough

Any . . .
Any Any Any Mixed Mixed Traveller White . .
Area Other Other Othe_r Other Any cher Bangladeshi Blgck B.Iack Chinese | Gypsy/Roma | Indian White/Black White/Black | Pakistani of Irish and W.h _|te W.hlte Total
. Ethnic . White African Caribbean ) . . . British Irish
Asian Black Group Mixed African Caribbean Heritage Asian
Peterborough 2.2% 0.6% 1.0% 1.4% 16.0% 0.2% 2.2% 0.5% 0.4% 0.9% 2.5% 0.9% 1.6% 13.0% 0.1% 1.5% 55.0% 0.2% | 100.0%
Cambridgeshire | 1.3% 0.2% 0.8% 1.7% 8.3% 0.8% 0.7% 0.2% 0.7% 0.6% 1.1% 0.6% 0.9% 0.6% 0.2% 1.4% 79.7% 0.3% | 100.0%
Cambridge City | 3.2% 0.4% 2.6% 2.9% 14.9% 3.6% 1.3% 0.5% 2.0% 0.9% 3.1% 1.2% 1.9% 0.8% 0.1% 2.2% 57.7% 0.8% | 100.0%
E.ast . 0.6% 0.1% 0.4% 1.8% 6.9% 0.3% 0.4% 0.0% 0.4% 0.6% 0.4% 0.6% 0.4% 0.1% 0.1% 1.3% 85.2% 0.2% | 100.0%
Cambridgeshire
Fenland 0.6% 0.2% 0.3% 0.8% 10.4% 0.2% 0.4% 0.1% 0.2% 1.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 0.8% 83.1% 0.1% | 100.0%
Huntingdonshire | 0.9% 0.2% 0.5% 1.4% 5.7% 0.4% 0.7% 0.1% 0.4% 0.3% 0.7% 0.6% 1.0% 1.2% 0.1% 1.1% 84.5% 0.2% | 100.0%
Squth . 1.3% 0.2% 0.6% 1.8% 6.7% 0.3% 0.6% 0.1% 0.7% 0.5% 1.3% 0.5% 0.8% 0.4% 0.4% 1.6% 81.8% 0.4% | 100.0%
Cambridgeshire
Total
(Cambridgeshire | 1.6% 0.3% 0.8% 1.6% 10.6% 0.6% 1.1% 0.3% 0.6% 0.7% 1.5% 0.7% 1.1% 4.4% 0.1% 1.4% 72.2% 0.3% | 100.0%
& Peterborough)

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census
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In Cambridgeshire, 20.3% of pupils are not WHitgish, with the nexthighest percentages being

WOolye hiKSNI2KAGSQ o0yodo03 Wl ye hiKSNI aAESRQ o6md
¢KS OFGS3I2NE WiHye 20KSNJI gKAGSQ AyOfdzZRSa 91 ad SNy
aK2gy GKIFG /FYONARRISAKANBE 20SNI SNDEF KR O&K: AAT { Rl
Peterborough (16.0%). Of the Cambridgeshire districts, Cambridge City has the highest proportion of

- W

WHKAGS 20KSND LIzLIAf a omnodzos FT2{€t263R 08 CSyftly

Figurel9¢/ 2 YLIF NRA &2y 2F GKS LINE LR NGRRYNI22FK LINAD { a0 NHE & &
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 2015

5 20.0% 16.0% 14.9%

< 15.0% 8.3% 10.4% 10.6%
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< 0.0%

'\o Peterborough CambridgeshireCambridge City East Fenland  Huntingdonshire South Cambridgeshire

© Cambridgeshire Cambridgeshirek Peterborough
Area

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

2 KSy GKS&S RIFGEF FNB O2YLI NBR G2 Wlyeé hiKSNI 2KAGSE
the variance (increase in percentage points) between 2011 census data and 2015 school census data
is largest in Peterborough (+5.4 percentage points) and Fenland (+4.5 percentage points).

Figure20¢/ 2 YL NR a2y a 2F (GKS LINRPLR2NIA2Y 2F LlzLAf a Of |
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 2015 School Census & 2011 Census

Area Any Other W;(;thgSchool Census Any Othe;(\)/ﬂl)te (Census Variance (% Points)
Peterborough 16.0% 10.6% 5.4%
Cambridgeshire 8.3% 7.1% 1.2%
Cambridge City 14.9% 15.0% -0.1%
East Cambridgeshire 6.9% 5.6% 1.3%
Fenland 10.4% 5.9% 4.5%
Huntingdonshire 5.7% 4.5% 1.2%
South Cambridgeshire 6.7% 5.0% 1.7%
Cambridgeshire & 10.6% 7.9% 27%
Peterborough

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census & Census 2011
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Eastern European A8 pupils in schools in Cambridgeshire

The school census data records information on pupils by the primary language spoken at home. This
information has been analysed to identify the proportion of pupils in Cambridgeshire and its districts

and Peterborough who speak a European Union A8 langaidigeme¢ Czech, Estonian, Hungarian,

Latvian, Lithuanian, Polish, Slovak or Slovenian. Ovegb, 2,996 pupils) of all school pupils speak

an Eastern European A8 language at home in Cambridgeshire. Fenland had the highest proportion of
school pupilsvho speak an A8 language at hom8.6% (1052 pupils). Percentages are higher
across all districts among primary school age pupils in comparison to secondary school age pupils,
with 4.4% of Cambridgeshire primary schools speaking an EU A8 language abtofagds in
aSO2yRINE alOKz22f a
within secondary schools will increase in coming years. The difference in percentages speaking EU

A8 languages between primary and secondary ethapils is most pronounced in Cambridge City
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(5.8% primary, 3.3% secondary, a difference &fffercentage points), Huntingdonshire (3.8%
primary, 1.3% secondary, a difference of 2.5 percentage points) and Fenl&dd@mary, 7.3%

secondary, a diffemece of 2.3 percentage points).

Figure21 ¢ The proportion of school age pupils across Cambridgeshire and Cambridge districts

who speak an Eastern European A8 language at home

Number and Percentage of Pupils Speaking EU A8 Primary Language
Area Primary Secondary Other* All Schools
Number % Number % Number % Number %
Peterborough 2,422 13.5% 1,415 9.9% 289 14.1% 4,126 12.0%
Cambridgeshire 2,100 4.4% 879 2.8% 17 1.8% 2,996 3.8%
Cambridge City 443 5.8% 153 3.3% 0 0.0% 568 4.8%
East Cambridgeshire 252 3.5% 88 2.1% 0 0.0% 340 2.9%
Fenland 683 9.6% 337 7.3% 4 2.7% 1,052 8.6%
Huntingdonshire 533 3.8% 183 1.3% 7 2.7% 723 3.0%
South Cambridgeshire 189 1.6% 118 1.5% 6 1.7% 313 1.6%
Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 4522 6.9% 2,294 5.1% 306 10.3% 7,122 6.3%

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council & Peterborough City Council Education Data, 2015 School Census & Census 2011
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Eastern European language spokenhatme by school aged pupilscomparisons across

Cambridgeshire

The proportion of school pupils who speak a particular EU A8 language at home out of the total
number of pupils who speak an A8 language is shown in the figures below. This information is

2dzyA2N) a0OK22ftax

LJdzLJA €

provided for Cambridgeshire as a whole and the two districts with the highest proportion of pupils

who speak an Eastern European A8 language at home (Fenland and Cambridge City).
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Figure22 ¢ The proportion of pupils who speak an Eastern European A8 language at home by
language spoken Cambridgeshire

0
60.0% 54.0%
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X 30.0% 29.4%
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10.0% 5205 6.5%
1.9% 050 “B | 2:2% 39
0.0% | R | I

Czech Estonian Hungarian Latvian Lithuanian Polish  Slovak Slovenian
Language

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Polish is the language most frequently spoken by pupils who speBkJaA8 language at home in
Cambridgeshire (54.0% of all EU A8 pupils, 1,617 pupils in total), followed by Lithuanian (29.4%, 881
pupils) and Latvian (6.5%, 194 pupils).

Figure23 ¢ The proportion ofprimary schoolpupils who speak an Eastern European A8duage
at home by language spokerFenland

60.0%
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10.0%
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Language

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

The greatest proportion of Pupils who speak an EU A8 language & indrenland speak Lithuanian
(589 pupils, 56.0%f all EU A8 speaig pupils in Fenland).03 pupils 8.8%) primarily speak Polish
and 123 pupils (117%) Latvian.
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Figure 2 ¢ The proportion of pupils who speak an Eastern European A8 language at home by
language spokem Cambridge City
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Language

Source: Cambridgeshire Couftpuncil Education Data, 2015 School Census

The vast majority of pupils who speak an EU A8 language at home in Cambridp@i@&®éy 867 of
568) speak Polish. 12% of applicable pupils primarily speldlingarianand 11.6% Lithuanian

Thereare some prnary schools in Cambridgeshire with a high proportion of pupils who speak an A8
Eastern European language at home. All five primary schools with the highest proportion of pupils
speaking an A8 languaganging from 21% to 428e located in the Fenlandddrict, Wisbech area

The four schools with the highest proportion of pupils who speak an A8 language in the Huntingdon
district are located in the town of Huntingdon. Primary schools in the Cambridge City district area
with the highest proportion of pumlwho speak an A8 language are located in the Arbury, Kings
Hedges and Chesterton are@asn the north side of Cambridge city.

A total of 2,100 primary school pupils were recorded to speak an A8 language at home in
Cambridgeshire 4.4% of all primary sclab pupils. Both Fenland and Cambridge City had higher
proportions of pupils speaking an A8 language at home than the Cambridgeshire avdrhge (
pupils, 96% of the total primary pupil population in Fenland atib pupils,5.8% of population in
Cambridge ®) ¢ Figure25 below.

Figure25 ¢ The proportion of primary school pupils who speak an Eastern European A8 language
at home by Cambridgeshire district
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8.0%
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X 6.0% 0
\ oo 4.4% 350 3.8%
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Cambridgeshire Cambridgeshire

Area

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census
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Of the EU A8 languages spokat home by primary school pupils in Cambridgeshire, Polish is spoken
most commonly (55.5%), followed by Lithuanian (27.7%), then Latvian (6.0%) and Hungariaq (5.4%)
see figure26 below.

Figure B ¢ A8 language spoken at home by primary school pupil€ambridgeshire as a

proportion of the total number of pupils who speak an A8 language
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Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Figure27 ¢ A8 language spoken at home by primary pupils in Cambridgeshire as a proportion of
the total number of pupils who speak an A8 language

55.5%

Polish

2.2%

Slovak

0.4%

Slovenian

EU A8 All G0 [2GE
Area Czech | Estonian | Hungarian | Latvian | Lithuanian | Polish | Slovak | Slovenian Total Primary
Total Other
Language
Cambridgeshire 2.2% 0.6% 5.4% 6.0% 27.7% 55.5% 2.2% 0.4% 2,100 | 45,442 | 47,542 4.4%
Cambridge City 2.7% 1.2% 12.8% 2.2% 9.9% 66.5% 3.4% 1.4% 415 6,775 7,190 5.8%
Egst . 3.2% 0.8% 3.6% 0.8% 19.0% 70.6% | 2.0% 0.0% 252 6,924 | 7,176 3.5%
Cambridgeshire
Fenland 0.4% 0.3% 1.1% 11.1% 54.7% 30.8% 1.5% 0.0% 711 6,669 7,380 9.6%
Huntingdonshire 1.3% 0.6% 4.3% 4.9% 15.6% 71.5% 1.7% 0.2% 533 13,548 | 14,081 3.8%
Sth . 9.5% 0.0% 11.1% 4.8% 11.1% 59.3% 3.7% 0.5% 189 11,526 | 11,715 1.6%
Cambridgeshire

SourceCambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Data show that the most commonly spoken primary EU A8 languages among Cambridgeshire

primary school residents are Polish (1,166 primary school pupils, 55.5% of the EU A8 total),
Lithuanian (82 primary school pupils, 27.7% of EU A8 total) and Latt#6pipils,6.0% of the
total).
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Eastern European (A8) pupils in secondary education

Figure28 - Cambridgeshire Secondary Schools ranked by percentage primarily speaking an EU A8
language at home

Number School/Area Name Area % Speaking EU A8 Primary Language
1 Thomas Clarkson Academy Fenland 21.5%
2 North Cambs Academy Cambridge City 9.3%
3 StPeter's, Huntingdon Huntingdonshire 7.3%
4 Impington VC South Cambridgeshire 4.9%
5 Neale Wade Fenland 4.0%
6 Ely College East Cambridgeshire 4.0%
7 Chesterton CC Cambridge City 3.2%
8 Netherhall Cambridge City 3.1%
9 Hinchingbrooke School Huntingdonshire 2.5%
10 Soham VC East Cambridgeshire 2.2%
- Cambridgeshire - 2.8%

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Of the 10 secondary schools in Cambridgeshire with the highest percentages of children who
primarily speak an EU A8 language at home, tlareeinCambridge Citytwo in Fenlandfwo in
South Cambridgeshiréyo in Huntingdonshire andne in East Cambridghire.

Figure29 ¢ The proportion of secondary school pupils who speak an Eastern European A8
language at home by Cambridgeshire district
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Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Data show that 2.8% of secondary schogbifgiin Cambridgeshire primarily speak an EU A8
language when at home. This figure is relatively consistent across Cambridgeshire although
substantially higher in Fenland at @ Cambridge City has the secdnighest percentage of
secondary school pupifpeaking an EU A8 language (3.3%); the district with the lowest percentage
is South Cambsl(5%).
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Figure30¢ The proportion of secondary school pupils who speak an EU A8 languaberat by
language spoken

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

X 30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

49.9%
33.6%
7.8%
4.7%
o g [l
Czech Estonian Hungarian Latvian Lithuanian  Polish
Language

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Edoicddata, 2015 School Census
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Of secondary school pupils who speak an EU A8 language in Cambridgeshire, 49.9% (439 pupils)
speak Polish, 33.6% (295 pupils) speak Lithuanian and 7.8% (69) speak Latvian.

Figure31¢ The proportion of secondary school pupilvho speak an EU A8 language at home by
Cambridgeshire district

%
EU All Speaking
Area Czech | Estonian | Hungarian | Latvian | Lithuanian | Polish Slovak Slovenian A8 Other Total EU A8
Total Primary
Language
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Cambridgeshire 1.1% 0.2% 4.7% 7.8% 33.6% 49.9% 2.4% 0.2% 879 | 30,093 | 30,972 2.8%
Cambridge City 2.6% 0.7% 12.4% 2.0% 16.3% 59.5% 5.2% 1.3% 153 4,462 4,615 3.3%
East 0.0% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0% 27.3% 70.5% 0.0% 0.0% 88 4,170 | 4,258 2.1%
Cambridgeshire
Fenland 0.6% 0.0% 2.1% 13.1% 58.8% 24.6% 0.9% 0.0% 414 | 5,284 | 5,698 7.3%
Huntingdonshire 0.0% 0.0% 3.8% 18.9% 33.0% 115.1% 1.9% 0.0% 106 8,208 8,314 1.3%
South 3.4% 0.8% 7.6% 1.7% 11.0% 68.6% 6.8% 0.0% 118 7,969 8,087 1.5%
Cambridgeshire

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Education Data, 2015 School Census

Polish is thenost spoken EU A8 language among secondary school pupils in all districts of
Cambridgeshire with the exception of Fenland, in whi8l8% of EU A8 pupils primarily speak
Lithuanian. Fenland has almost h&8(3%, 330f 879) of the EU A8 secondary schaapils in
Cambridgeshire.
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Issues forEastern European migrants of secondary school age

The needs ofomeEastern European pupils in secondary schoakatlon have been identified as
complex, particularly in Wisbech, where there is a high proportif pupils from Lithania who are
increasingly arriving with poor literacy skills in their home langu@genmunication with parents
can be problematic due to poor English skills and peerallliteracy «ills. Translators are required
in schools to communicate dfectively with parents. Pupilsay arrive to join a school throughout the
school year and have anxiety problerResources ardéimited to equip migrant pupils with the
Engish language skills they need.

Additional needs of Eastern Europearpps in secondargducation in Fenland relate to
K2YSKTFlIYAf@ AaadzSay t | NBymagnotbdauadaple to @&tdlll Wdzy a 2 OA I €
meetings at the schooSomepupils are from singlparent familiesand studentsmay be living in

Houses of Multipl@®ccupation with several other familigsvith associated issues (outlined in

section 5).

Information from secondary schools in tReterborough area has identified some additional issues
for Eastern European pupils:

1 Isolationg this concern reduces dee numbers of Eastern European pupils increase in a
school. Immersion of new arrival students into the mainstream school helps to limit isolation

9 Parents do not know where to go for help if there child is having difficulties or what services
are availablgo them and how to access them.

1 Some families will not acknowledge mental health as a problem and there is still a lot of

stigma around it in some cultures leaving students embarrassed, ashamed or afraid to speak

up

Attendance can be affected more in Eas European pupils due to visits to home countries

Low aspirations

Special needs may not be easily identified in pupils who do not have good levels of English.

Domestic violence at home is mentioned as an issue that arises for some Eastern European

pupils

=A =4 =4 =4

Childcare andsafeguarding

Results fronwork undertaken by the Rosmi@ientrein Wisbech and fron$takeholder engagement

have raisedomeconcerns about safeguarding of children in Eastern European communities. These
includeissues with young children walking to school alone or being left at home glsome of

which is not perceived as an issue in home countries (e.g. Lithuania/kathiere children more

independent from younger ages}hildcare can be difficult to arrange access in migrant
O2YYdzyAlASaT SalLISOALl T & Padidswh BadeSo whrk Ndedwo® is Wdzy & 2 C
availablecanresult in children being left at home alowe with inappropriate childcare children

may be left in HMOs with other pet@who are not family members.

The Rosmini Centre hdgen successful in tatg forward work around skills development and are

currently running a successful programme of training for the local community that will take them
closer to employment especlglin relation to childcare provision.
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Educational attainment of pupils assessed in relation to the primary language spoken at home

Figure32 - Proportion of Pupils Achieving a Good Level of Development in the Early Years
Foundation Stage Profile by Primary Language Spoken at Home,-2613

Proportion of Pupils Achieving a Good Level of

Development in the Early Years Foundation Stage Profile
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Source: Department for Education, Statistical First Releases

Data show that in both Cambridgeshire andd?leorough, the percentage of children who primarily
speak a home language other than English achieving a good level of development in the early years
foundation stage profile is lower than for children who primarily speak English; this is, however,
similar to the pattern observed nationally. This is worse for pupils who speak a central or Eastern
European language. In both Cambridgeshire and Peterborough there has been an increase in
attainment level over the period shown (from 202815) for pupils who &ier speak English at

home or other languages. The proportion of children achieving a good level of attainment has more
than doubled in this period for children who speak a central or Eastern European language at home
in the Cambridgeshire LA area.
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Figure33 - Proportion of Pupils Achieving L4+ in Key Stage 2 Reading, Writing TA & Mathematics,
201315
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Attainment at Level 4 and above in Key Stage 2 Reading, Writing TA & Mathemmtiegyr in

primary pupils in Cambridgeshire who speak a central or Eastern European language at home
compared with all pupils and those who speak English at home. No data is available to compare the
attainment level in pupils speaking Central or Eastenofean languages in England. Attainment

has however increased for the period shown (2Q22015) with the greatest improvement seen in
pupils who speak Central or Eastern European languages.

Figure34 - Proportion of Pupils Achieving 5+ GCSE Grade€Aihcluding English & Mathematics
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Attainment at the end of secondary school as measured by the proportion of pupils obtaining 5 or
more GCSHrades A*C is considerably lower in pupils in Cambridgeshire who speak a Central or
Eastern European language at home compared with those whose home language is English.

The relationship between the number of migrants in schools and performance isltifi@assess,
because schools receiving the highest numbers of migrant children are in some of the most deprived
I NBF&a FyR Ff&d2 SELISNASYOS KAIK fS@OSta 22F WLIzZLIA ¢

Educational attainment level in the migrargopulation ¢ results from the migrant survey

Thelocalmigrant survey asked a question to determine the educational attainment level of
respondents. The results are presented in the figure below and are compared with the general
population and also peoplieom EU accession countries living in Peterborough and Cambridgeshire.

SDS2NHES> !'® SG FfX WLYLIOG 2F aAadNlGAz2y 2y GKS [/ 2yadzy
Consumption of Health Services, Social Care and Social Services, 2011 P.23
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Figure35 ¢ Educational attainment level of migrants responding to the migrant survey compared
with the general population and people from EU accession countries in Peterborough and
Cambridgeshire

Educational achievementmigrant survey results
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Source: Peterborough City Council/Cambridgeshire County Council Survey Data

The migrant survey results indicate that the respondents in general had a higher level of education
(higher proportions of people with level 3 qualifications amae) than the general population or
people from EU accession countries, living in Cambridgeshire and Peterborough. Those with no
gualifications was similar to the general population of Cambridgeshire but lower than the general
population of Peterboroughral people from EU Accession countries in Peterborough. The
proportion of respondents to the migrant survey who declared they had level 1 and 2 qualifications
was considerably lower than those for Cambridgeshire and Peterborough in all categories.

Childrenin Need

I WOKAfR AY YySSRQ A& RSTAYSR dzyRSNJ KS / KAt RNBY
maintain a satisfactory level of health or development, or their health or development will be

significantly impaired, without the provision of sems; or the child is disabled.

7

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/419595/Working_Together_
to_Safeguard_Children.pdf
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Figure36 - Cambridgeshire Children in Need Referrals Jan 2QA2g 2015, 10 Most Common
Languages Spoken at Home, Comparison to Total Pupils by Languages Spoken at Home 2015

OI/_O;S\S:gBey Language Spoken At Home Retkrrals Number Referrals % Of Total | Pupils Number | Pupils % Of Total
1 English 14,712 90.8% 69,088 87.9%
2 Lithuanian 297 1.8% 881 1.1%
3 Polish 264 1.6% 1,617 2.1%
4 Russian 130 0.8% 342 0.4%
5 Portuguese 116 0.7% 382 0.5%
6 Latvian 110 0.7% 194 0.2%
7 Bengali 76 0.5% 531 0.7%
8 Urdu 41 0.3% 246 0.3%
9 Panjabi 38 0.2% 223 0.3%
10 Slovak 26 0.2% 67 0.1%

Other 384 2.4% 5,010 6.4%
Total 16,194 100.0% 78,581 100.0%

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Children in Need Referral Data®&Bthool Census Data 2015

In Cambridgeshire, 90.8% of children in need referrals correspond to children who primarily speak
English at home whereas only 87.9% of pupils in Cambridgeshire primarily speak English at home.
The percentage of children in need eefals in Cambridgeshire is higher than would be expected

among children who speak Lithuanian, Russian, Portuguese, Latvian and Slovak at home, considering
the percentage of all children in Cambridgeshire that primarily speak these languages as recorded in
the 2015 school census. Conversely, the percentage of children in need referrals is lower than would
be expected based on the number of pupils in Cambridgeshire for those who speak Polish and
Bengali. There are no records children in need referrals Idrehi who speak Czech, Estonian,

Hungarian or Slovenian at home.

However, the total proportion of A8 Eastern European language speaking children referred as
WOKATf RNBY Ay YSSRQ Ad nox: gKAOK Aa Ay fAyS
Cambridgeshire who speak an Eastern European A8 language at home.
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5. Employment

Key Findings

1 The highest rate of employment in nd#K born residents is in Fenland (73)58gllowed by
East Cambridgeshire (72.0%). This is much higher than the England rate (56.7%) and higher
than the East of England rate (61.2%), indicatimag migrants in Fenland and East
Cambridgeshire are settling in these locations for employment purposes

1 A8 migrants in Fenland often work in leskilled, seasonal jobs that are lgpaid and may be
subject to zerehours contract. Many migrant workers wollelow their skill level. Seasonal
and shift work makes it difficult for migrant workers to make contact with services or seek
help when needed.

f aA3aNI yia

OLy TLOS FAYlLIYyOAL

OKIttSyasa sKSy

sickness. Evictiomdm housing is often a consequence of financial difficulties and loss of

work.

1 Employment issues arise due to low levels of understanding or lack of appropriate
information about work entitlements, employment rights, holiday or sickness pay, access to
benefits such as tax credits, or how the tax system works.

1 The migrant survey showed tha1% ofrespondentssaid they have concerns about their
safety on at least some days

Legal rights of A8 nationals in the UK

A8 nationalurrentlyhave the same rightas any other workers from the EU and European

Economic Area (EEA). These rights include:

f
f
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The right to live in the UK for up to three months and longer if the person is able to support

themselves finacially.

The right to live in the UK as a student

The right to seek work

The right to work.

The right to enter selemployment or set up a business

GKSNJ NAIKGaA

Qurrently employed

RSLISYR 2y $gKSGKSNI GKS

Temporarily unable to work because of sickness or an accident

99! yIiGA2YI ¢

Were working for at least one year and are now registered as a jobseeker

Were in work but are now in vocational trang.

Unable to work due to pregnancy or childbirth as long asdhe an intention to return to

62 NJ
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EEA migrants cannot claimincoidd 8 SR W20 4SS{SNRa ! ft26FyO0OS dzydaft
F2NJ 6KNBS Y2y GKad W2 o ackitédSoanardtal df 91fdaysllIEFAnStiorals y 2 y f &
who are receiving Jobseekers Allowance are not able to access Housing BenEA national who

KFa t2ad GKSANI 220 FYR KFa g2N] SR F2NJfSaa GKIyY
after losing their job, and claiw2 6 & S S 1 S NI&n EEAfn&tignal wiyo @dorked in the UK

for more than a year before becoming involuntarily unemployed may be able to claim idcaseel

jobseeker's allowance for longer thaix months if they can prade Wompelling' evidence that they

have a genuine chance of finding work.

Migrant Employmentacross Cambridgeshire

Data shown irBection 2 othis JSNA compared rates of employed migrants (defined as employed

full time or part time or self employed fulime or part time) across Cambridgeshire. The highest rate

of employment in noAJK born residents is in Fenland (73.5%, followed by East Cambridgeshire
(72.0%). This is much higher than the England rate (56.7%) and higher than the East of England rate
(61.20), indicating that migrants in Fenland and East Cambridgeshire are settling in these locations
for employment purposes.

Migrant Survey Resultg employment status

The migrant survey included questions around employment status and the results are shitvn in
figure below, which compares the migrant survey result with the general population of
Cambridgeshire and also Peterborough.

139 people answered the survey question about employment.stinemarysurvey results are
presented as an appendix at the endtlois document.

Figure37 ¢ Results of the migrant survey in relation to questions about employment status,
comparing survey results with the general population of Peterborough and Cambridgeshire
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Source: Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Migrant Healthy $120&5/16

The migrant survey results show a slightly higher proportion of migrants in employment as
employees than the general population for both sexes and for both Peterborough and
Cambridgeshire. However, the proportion of migrants who areeslployedis lower than the
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general population apart from Peterborough women (5% migrants compared to 4% Peterborough

women). Unemployment is low and in line with that of Cambridgeshire and lower than the general
population of Peterborough. The proportion of migied RS&AONAOGAY 3 GKSYaSt @Sa
AYFOGADBSQ Aa aAYATFNI 2k aftAaKdte t26SN) GKIyYy (KS
lower than Peterborough females and higher than males for both areas. The migrant survey

respondents were predomimaly female and this may explain the finding shown.

Eastern European employment in Fenlagdssessment ofssues

Information on issues that arise in Eastern European migrants to Fenland is obtained from
Cambridgeshire Human rights anduatity SupportServices (CHES@n organisation that provides
advice to migrants within the Fenland area on housing and Employment.

The main reason for Eastern European migrants settling in the Fenland area is for employment.
Often migrants work in lovgkilled, lowpaid jobs and may be subject to zehours contract. When
the work is finished, the worker is left with no job and no money until the next job arises.

There are many employment agencies in and around Wisbech who recruit Eastern European

migrants for work. Met work involves agricultural labour or employment in the food packing

business. People or agencies who supply or obtain labour to the fresh produce supply chain

(processing and packaging of all fresh food, drinks and other pratioeegh agriculture,

horticulture, shellfish gathering)B Ij dzA N& | WDIF y3IYlFaGdSND t A0SyO0S I yR
Gangmaster Licencing Authority (GLA). This scheme ensures that the enmpémtsrthe

employment standards that are required by law.

CHESS receives referralsrfigrant workers to provide advice in Fenland, mainly through the
Rosmini Centre in Wisbech. In 2015/16, CHESS saw 308 migrants with needs focusing on income,
employment, benefits and housing. Issues identified by CHESS include:

1 Misunderstandings or lack anderstanding or lack of appropriate information (in an accessible
form ¢ translated into a range of Eastern European languaglesiit work entitlementsholiday
or sickness pay.

1 Alack of appropriate information on how to access benefits such as tdits;rehild tax credits.

9 Little understanding of how the tax system worksow to make tax payments, what the tax
codes mean. Some migrants end up in financial difficulties due to not understanding how the tax
system works or how much tax to pay.

1 Lack dinformation about employment rights including issues around discrimination, injury at
work, disciplinary actions or dismissal

9 Financial difficulties due to sickness or zero hours contracts. Eviction from housing is often a
consequence of financial difilties and loss of work.

Seasonal work and the effect this has on migrant workers

Shift work makes it difficult for migrant workers to make contact with services or seek help when
needed.
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Safety at work

An area of concern that arose from the migraotgey results was that of safety in the workplace.
21% of 105 respondents who answered a question about how safe they feel in their working
environment said they have concerns about their safety on at least some days.

Recommendationg, Employment

There isan unmet need for information that is accessible to migrants (in their home language) to
explain the benefit system, tax system and workers rights, particularly around sickness or injury.

There is a need to ensure employers, agencies and gangmasterspaopgtely licenced and are
provided with training in diversity and equality as well as training in health and safety in the
workplace.
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6. Housing

Key Findings

1 82% of migrants who answered the survey question in Cambridgeshire and Peterborough
live inrented accommodation, with 39% living in shared rented housing. This compares with
32% of the general population in Cambridgeshire living in rented housing and only 2% living
in shared rented accommodation.

9 There is a prominence of Houses in Multiple Oetigm (HMO) making up the private
rented sector in Wisbech. Much of the privately rented HMO housing is to meet the
economic needs of businesses locally to provide accommodation for economic migrants
coming from EU countries.

f Analysis of HMOs and migrargtiza A y 3 Yy SSRa (i K N@B@&aADW h MIRNIWH A3 .
t KSFalydQ Ay 2A40SOK KI @S dzyO290SNBR | ONRBFR |
and unsafe living conditions and illegal evictions.

9 There has been an increase in the number of Eastern Europeaple requiring assistance
due to homelessness over the last 18 months. These penalehavanultiple and complex
needs including alcohol abuse and mental health needs

Accommodation used by the migrant population

541 FNRY hET2 NRn Obyelvadysiibvk thad thete are dezeNalofiskrved key
distinctions between migrant populations and {B&rn populations in 2015:

1 Only 43% of migrants own their own homes, compared to 68% diduiKresidents.

f ¢KS ! YQ& YAINIY yl LiEnddds likdt@bé inihd privafe ¥estal sectal K NB S
(39% of migrants were in this sector in quarter one 2015, compared to 14% among-the UK
born population).

1 Migrants who have been in the UK for five years or less are almost twice as likely to be
renters @mpared to all migrants, with 74% of people within this group renting. Where
migrants have been in the UK longer than five years, patterns of ownership are relatively
similar to that of the UKborn population.

1 17% of the UKborn population live in socidousing, compared to 18% of migrants.
Accommodation used by migrants in Cambridgeshire and Peterborough

The Peterborough and Cambridgeshire migrant survey asked a question about accommodation. The
results are shown in the figure below and reinforce tile&k FAYRA Yy 3a FTNBY hEF2NR !
Migration Observatory above. 82% of migrants who answered the survey question in

Cambridgeshire and Peterborough live in rented accommodation, with 39% living in shared rented
housing. This compares with 32% of the gaheopulation in Cambridgeshire living in rented

housing and only 2% living in shared rented accommodation.

8VargasSilva, C., Migrants and Housing in the UK: Experience and Impacts, 2015
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Figure38 ¢ Cambridgeshire and Peterborough migrant survey results for accommodation type.
Comparison between the proportions of migrants and thegportions of the general population in
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough using different types of accommodation
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Cambridgshire Peterborough Survey Results
m Owned house/flat m Rented house/flat: sole household
m Rented: shared house/flat Other

Source: Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Migrant Healthy Survey 2015/16

The results also show that a much smaller proportion of migrantewareer occupiers compared to
the general population for both local authority areas.

Housing quality

Living conditions tend to be poorer in shared rented houses, particularly in houses of multiple
occupation (HMO), where issues related to overcrowding megadMOs of poor standard may
present health hazards, for example problems with damp and mold can affect respiratory systems,
problems with pests such as rats, mice or cockroachescreate unhygi@c environments and

spread diseases. A cold home tleatks effective heating and insulation could affect health,
particularly in vulnerable people.

Safety hazards in the hormeayincludefaulty wiring fire risksand the risk of carbomonoxide
poisoning.

Fenland privately rented housing implications for the migrant population in Wisbech

Data from sections 2 and 3 of this JSNA describing demography and education indicate that there
are discreet areas within Cambridgeshire where Eadiiropeans from A8 countries tend to live

and seek employment. It is clear from the school census data that Wisbech in Fenland is a location
that attracts Eastern Europeans, particularly people from Lithuania, Poland and Latvia.

As migrants predominantllive in rented accommodation, it is important to highlight the housing
pressures and identify the needs associated with the migrant population in the Wisbech area of
Fenland. This section uses data primarily obtained from Fenland District Council medoBrahers

and explores the housing issues in Wisbech in relation to privately rented accommodation and the
migrant population.
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http://england.shelter.org.uk/get_advice/repairs_and_bad_conditions/health_and_safety/electrical_safety_responsibilities
http://england.shelter.org.uk/get_advice/repairs_and_bad_conditions/health_and_safety/fire_safety_advice_for_tenants

Data obtained by Fenland District Council show:

T In2011, 21.61% of the private rented sector in Fenland is in the towigifech (D71
properties)

I The private rented sector has nearly doubled in 10 years in Wisbech (from 1054 properties in
Hanm 2 HnTm LINRPLISNIASE AY HAMMOD® ¢KS f I NBSAI

1 There is a prominence of Houses in Npl# Occupation (HMO) making up the private
NEYGSR aSO02NI Ay 2XAa0SOK® LYy wnndg GKS
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9 Much of the privately rented HMO housing is to meet the economic aeddbusinesses
locally to provide accommodation for economic migrants coming from EU countries
(predominantly central and eastern Europe).

The Private Sector Housing team of Fenland District Council (FDC) regularly inspect properties known
to be HMOs. However, Cambridgeshire Police and FDC quickly realised that there were broader
issues than just large numbers of people living in sharednagtdation. Additional concerns

around exploitation, crime and disorder, linkages to street drinking, theft and rough sleeping were
raised in Wisbech.

In response to these concerns, a partnership has formed that includes Cambridgeshire Fire and
police,andC5/ @ ¢ KS LI NI KW BSHKA AR (I tz SKERYy #Q

During the operatioetween January 2014 and April 2QB7 Houses in Multiple Occupation in
Wisbech were inspected.

From these inspections:

I 211 Category 1 hazards in accordance with the Housing Health and Safety Rating
System (for example defects relating to inoperative boilers, poor electrical safety and
absence of smoke detection) were removed.

1 386 Category 2 hazards (for example damp and mould growth, unsafe stairs & breach of

security were removed).

Action taken to eliminate 175 cases of overcrowding

243 notices were served on landlords and agents to provide information or carry out

improvements to private rented accommodation in Wisbech

1 30 enforcement notices under Section 11 & 12 of the 2004 Housing Act and Planning
Contravention Notices under Section 172 of the 1990 Town & Country Planning Act

1 6 premises were closed down using powers uritie Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1976,
Section 29

1 There were 195 cases where poor management issues were addressed involving illegal
eviction and harassment of tenants.

= =

The operation made the decision to conduct Bpprogramme ofvisits from a ommunity safety

perspective. Cases of extreme overcrowdingZ05eople) living in 3 bedroom properties were

dzy O2 SNBR la ¢Sff a WK20 O0SRRAY3IQ O6LIS2LAE S aKLl NI
issues; no smoke detection devises in some pesties. Exploitation of individuals was uncovered in

terms of no tenancy rights, illegal evictions, child protection issues, exploitation by way of control,
trafficking, and threats of violencéArrests have been made as a result of this project.
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Over 3000 voluntary questionnaires were completed by the Operation Pheasant team during home
visits. These have identified a host of issues including organised crime, exploitation, fraud, sham
marriages and human trafficking. Advice is given in relation to frexploitation, property condition
andg 2 NJ riyiNg \@orkers have come forward to the Council and Police as a result of this
approach with their concerns to inform crime investigations as highlighted above.

It is clear that housing is the root causetiné illegal activity uncovered through Operatiohdasant
and a proposal to introduce a selective licencing scheme is currently being considered.

Selective licencing of privately rented properties

The Housing Act 2084as given local authorities the power to introduce selective licensing of
privately rented properties to improve conditions for tenants and the local community, if there is a
high level of privately rented housing stock in the area and one or more dbllogving criteria are
met:

a) The area is suffering from low housing demand

b) The area is experiencing a significant and persistent problem caused kpeiati behaviour
c) The area is suffering from poor property conditions

d) The area has high levels of migratio

e) The area has high levels of deprivation

f) The area has high levels of crime

Fenland District Council is considering introducing a scheme called 'Selective Licensing.' This will
apply to private landlords of residential properties in 7 wards of Wisbechr@3§ below).

Figure39ca l LJ 2F (KS 2A4080K I NBI KAIKEAIKGAYI GKS

Source: Cambridgeshire County Council Housing Department

9 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2004/34/contets
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If Selective Licensing is introduced, it will mean that all private landlordsegitiential property in
designated areas of Wisbech will need to apply for a licence for each property. A landlord would
need to meet a certain standard to become a licence holder. The licence would last for five years.

By introducing Selective Licensirtgs hoped that the quality, management and safety of all private
rented properties in Wisbech will improve.

Needs and advice sought by migrants in Fenland around housing

Local advice services in Wisbech see roughly 525 people from Central and Easipenper month
needing information, advice and guidande.y ¥ 2 N | G A 2 y FNRY oMbt yR 5A
t 2LJddzf F GA2Y ! ROAEA2ND KAIKE AIKGaEa az2yYS 2F (GKS Aa

G N
dz€

a
a
1 Migrants are interested in applying for Social Hagsecause they normally live in
overcrowded houses or finding rent too high for their wages.
f aAdNrylta R2y Qi dzyRSNROlI YR (GKS gl & GKS / 2dzy OAf
countries.

1 Migrants need helpo understand Guncil Tax support andousing Benefit.

1 Support and information is needed about election registration, environmental issues, private
sector complaints and housing issues (like becoming homeless).

Homelessness in the migrant population

15.4% (20/130) of people who answered tinéggrant survey said they had been at risk of
homelessness. In this section homelessness is explored in migrants in relation to information
obtained in Fenland.

Operation Pheasant in Wisbech uncovered many examples of workers who have been illegally
evicted and made homeless when work is no longer available.

Fenland District Council has seen an increase in rough sleeping which has been tackled by the
Council and partner agencies. This has had a knock on effect for the broader community where
rough sleepings more visible. There have been 56 individuals who have been voluntarily repatriated
between October 2012 and June 2015.

Homelessness in WisbeahThe Ferry Project

The Ferry Project, part of Luminus Group, is a charity operating in Fenland thapéefge who are
homeless by providing a hostel and night shelter. The Ferry Project Night Shelter has 14 beds and
currently runs at around 90% occupancy per night (between 12 and 14 people). 65% of occupants of
the night shelter are Eastern Europearg(& per night), with the majority being Lithuanian. Referrals

are made from across Fenland but the vast majority of clients to the night shelter are from Wisbech.

Information provided by the Ferry Project shows there has been an increase in the number of
Easten European people requiring assistance due to homelessness over the last 18 months.

In 2013/14 the Night Shelter supported 76 A8 nationals. In 201#iE50se to 124 A8 nationals.

Data from April 2015 January 2016 showed in total: 99 ABhe majoriy of A8 clients are
Lithuanian.
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Issues that are highlighted through information gathered from Eastern European clients who have
become homeless and in contact with The Ferry Project include:

lllegal eviction by landlords
Exploitation

Human trafficking
Domestic abuse.

Needs of Eastern European migrants using the Night Shelter are identified as follows:

Alcohol abuse requiring interventions (12 referrals were made to the drugs and alcohol
service in2014/15)

Mental Health problems

Employment

English language skills

GP registratior to identify health needs.
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7. Health

Key Messages

1

Over the 10 years 2003/0642013/14, new migrant GP registrations have riser3By6% in
England. In Cambridgeshire, the increase over this time period has been 55.6% (from 8,270
to 12,868) and the rise has been most substantial in percentage terms in Fenland (a 113.5%
increase in migrant registrations, from 585 in 2003/04 to 1,242013/14).

A greater number of migrant national insurance number registrations have taken place in
Fenland than migrant GP registrations, suggesting a relatively high number of migiants
arrive to work without registering with their GP. ConverselyGambridge City, a greater
number of migrant GP registrations is observed than migrant national insurance number
registrations, which may be associated with migrants arriving to study without a
requirement that they simultaneously work.

Directly agestandardised rates of mortality from heart disease are higher in some EU
countries from which relatively high levels of migration to Cambridgeshire in recent years
have been observed, including Lithuania, Slovakia, Hungary and Estonia. This suggests that,
without modification of lifestyles and behaviours, migrants from these populations may be
more likely todevelopheart disease and associated conditions in later life.

Evidence suggests rates of smoking and excessive alcohol consumption is higher among
EasternEuropean communities. A8 migrants are utilising alcohol and smoking cessation
services but a lack of trust in health services is proving to be a barrier for engagement as well
4 LISNOSLIiAz2ya GKFG £ O02K2f O2y althz7BtddtA 2y A &
drinking is commonplace in the Eastern European population in Wisbech as part of social
gatherings, but creates community tensions.

Dental care in A8 migrants is thought to be pq@ome mgrantspresent with high levels of
untreated decay Wwen they seek dental treatmenincreasing pressures on dental services
There is unmet need to increase dental registrations in the migrant population.

Fenland and Cambridge City are among the areas with the highasdjustedrate of
tuberculosig TB)within the Anglia & Essex area. TB in the UK is higher among migrants from
countries with high incidence of TB and these include Lithuania and Latvia.

Sexual health is an area of concern in the migrant population and will need to be explored
further to ensue access to services in hard to reach communities

Suicide rates are higher in all of the EU A8 countries compared to England and there is
evidence that the suicide rate of Eastern European migrants living in Cambridgesiée is
higherthan would be expected.

The percentage of births to nedK born mothers was 53% of all births in the Cambridge City
area in 2014. This will inevitably impact on maternity services.

Migrants may have more complex healthcare needs than the UK populatftuenced by not only
language and cultural differences but also the burden of disease and living conditions in their
country of origin, experiences during migration, their circumstances in the UK and other factors
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relating to eéhnicity and cultural prastes Recent studies have found that the majority of migrants
are young and healthgn arrival but their healthg particularly their mental healtlq declines

sharply after arrival in a new country, as a result of a range of factors that may include social
exclusion, poverty and low standards of accommodafion

LG A& AYLRNIFYyd G2 FOly2efSR3IS GKFIG WYAINIyHaAQ |
expected, mental health issues are likely to be more apparent among vulnerable migrant population

groups suclas asylum seekers, refugees and women and children who have suffered physical and/or
sexual abuse. Evidence from both the UK and across Europe suggests that rates of depression and
anxiety are higher among asylum seekers compared to the both the germmalation and other

migrant categories; a rare quantitative study of women internally or internationally trafficked for sex

work or domestic service found that 70% had experienced both physical and sexual abuse during
trafficking and the majority exhibitesevere physical and mental health issues as a résult

As with other themes included within this JSNA, barriers caused by language and cultural differences
are considered a primary factor in the observed inequality regarding access to healthcare for

migrant populations in comparison to the wider population and resultant issues are likely to be
exacerbated by any physical and/or mental health issues suffered by individuals. The East of England
Regional Assembly Migrant Health Scoping Répaotes that mary migrants fail to register with

General Practices as a result of misunderstandings about how health services work and because of
barriers faced when trying to do so, such didilty communicating without

translation/interpreting.

The National Institd F2NJ | SI f K I yR /N6 9EOStfSy0OS Lidzmt A Ol
{20A1t /I NB {SNBAOSa 7T2NJt $atats hatkeiBarri&Ltothe2 & w2 dzi A
access of services fall in to two broad categories:

1 Structural and service characistics, such as the structure, organisation and delivery of
services and elements of delivery such as location and opening times.

9 Population characteristics, including country of origin and cultural/attitudinal and lifestyle
characteristics.

The eradicabtin of barriers to the access of service such as those highlighted above continue to be of
key interest to stakeholders across the healthcare economtpdiiondon Brough of Merton, a

project between nurses, GPs and community workers to develop a progeatmah supported

migrant communities, particularly in relation to their understanding of available healthcare, led to a
reduction in A&E attendances within the area of 15.6% between 2007/08 and 2011/12, from 84,537
to 71,374 Although this fall cannot battributed solely to reductions in A&E attendance among
migrant/ethnic minority communities, one third of electoral wards have a majority ethnic minority
population so it may be inferred that this targeted work contributed to a reduction in A&E
attendanceamong the overall population.

10 Collis, A. et al, Migrant Health Scoping Report, East of England Regional Assembly (2009), p. 7

UhEF2NR aAdNl A2y hoaSNBIG2NEEZ WI SIEGK 2F aAadNlyida Ay
http://www.migrationobservatory.ox.ac.uk/sites/files/migobs/Briefing%20
%20Health%200f%20Migrants%20in%20the%20UK_0.pdf

2 Collis, A. et al, Migrant Health Scoping Report, East of England Regional Assembly (2009), p. 2

B NICE, Improving Access to Health &utial Care Services for People Who Do Not Routinely Use Them

(2014), p.2

¥ Ford, A. et al, Cutting A&E Use and Health Inequalities, Nursing Times,Jiim29, 109, 24 (2013)
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Among migrants who do register with a GP, #ferementioned project study found thadack of

adequate translation and interpreting serviceandeny migrants access to the same quality of care

as received by those who primigrspeak English and this creates a risk around incoriaghdsis

and inappropriate carelLack of informal support networks, mobility of migrant families and cultural
differences are also observed as having an effect on both need and access to melttahhd
YFEGSNYyAlGe aSNBAOSad ¢KS FAYRAYIaA 2F GKS LINR2SOi
user friendly services for minority ethnic groups:

1. Getto know your local communitiefRun workshops/collect survey data and apply findings
to the modelling of service provision, tailoring need to meet the needs of minority ethnic
communities.

2. Work with others:Efforts should be spread proportionally by need across social groups and
geographical areas and partnerships should be developed acrosspajabe sectors to
develop adequate support for people of all ages, across all communities.

3. Build in time to develop trustMinority communities may have different beliefs and
expectations about health and wellbeing services, including cultural differeteedoped
by healthcare systems in their country of origin, such as experience of different financial
Y2RSfa IyR LISNOSAGSR WgSklySaaQ AF FRYAGGAY3
people understand the health services that are available to thathitis important to be
realistic about expectations when setting up new services.

4. Spread knowledgetn Merton, it became apparent that people were using A&E services
because they did not know what else was available. 51% of surveyed pes@aot awae
of emergency oubf-hours services and the project emphasised the need to explain primary
care, pharmacy and owdf-hours services at every contact and via translated posters and
leaflets.

5. [ 221 T2 NJ Ddmoostfing iow pféiedtyare making iference to attitudes and
behaviours is key to keém stakeholders motivated to take part, keep funders interested
and build momentum.

With regards to secondary care use, there is evidence that the rate of admission to hospital among
international migrats registering with a GP for the first time is only around half the overall national
admission rate (with observed indirectly standardised admission ratios of between 56.0 and 57.0

compared to the England value of 100.0 over a three year péfiod8 wells the aforementioned

Yol NNASNE G2 | 00SaaQs AyOf dzZRAYy3 I y3adza 3S | yR Od
admission rates include a greater level of overall good health in international migrants than the

general population (e.g. peopteavelling internationally for economic reasons are unlikely to have

disabilities or serious illnesses and be relatively young) as well as the possibility that some

international migrants might return to their country of origin for hospital treatment.

Irrespective of the reason(s) for this disparity, the data suggest that an increase in migrant
population does not necessarily lead to an increase in burden on either primary or secondary care
services, although the aforementioned study does include cavegerding the use of admission

rates of economic migrants registered with a GP as an accurate barometer of true levels of demand,
such as relatively high numbers of immigrants arriving at A&E departments without previously

15 Steventon, A. & Bardsley, M., Journal of Health Services Research &\Rulibg, 2, 994 (2011)
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registering with a GP and repom$ pregnant women who have migrated for economic reasons
presenting very late in pregnancy without having had a routine medical examination.
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primary and secondary providers with regards to the responsibility for treatment of economic

migrants with preexisting conditions such as diabetes resulting in referrals to A&E for inappropriate

reasons, and a lack of consistency in approackvbeh GPs.

Migrant Health Data

Migrant GP registrations

A measure of migrant impact on use of healthcare services is gained from data recording new
migrant GP registrations. The figure below shows new migrant GP registrations over a ten year
period in Cambdgeshire to assess trend. This information provides some insight into regions with
faster growing migrant populations and the impact this has on primary care services.

Figure40 - New Migrant GP Bgistrations, 2003/04; 2014/15

(]
< To) © ~ © o o - o~ ™ < 24 <
o o o o o o — — — — — =) —
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ = ~
Area S S 8 8 S S 3 S i N et = =l
O o
o o o o o o o o o o o S o
N N N N N N N N N N N O\o ~ N
England | 460,705 | 520,899 | 551,602 | 581,279 | 587,093 | 577,566 | 604,357 | 613124 | 578,105 | 587,279 | 633,738 | 37.6%
East of
England 41,860 | 48621 | 52108 | 54525 | 56342 | 54333 | 54282 | 56795 | 55429 | 55285 | 58885 | 40.7%
Peterborough| 2,573 3,610 3,586 4249 | 4670 4730 | 4819 4826 | 4789 4572 4415 | 71.6%
Carsnhbi:;jge 8,270 9,301 9,653 9,711 | 11229 | 10837 | 11222 | 11683 | 11474 | 11,889 | 12,868 | 55.6%
Cargg;'dge 4,557 5242 5128 5,163 5,943 6,068 6,379 6,567 6,599 7,266 7721 69.4%
East
Cambridge | 1,586 1,445 1,547 1,548 1,759 1,170 1,123 1,215 1,105 1,113 1313 | -17.2%
shire
Fenland 585 627 1,086 999 1,324 1,201 1,405 1,538 1,464 1,374 1249 | 1135%
H“nst'hr;?edon 686 931 948 1,038 1,176 1,111 1,197 1,126 1,182 1,114 1252 | 825%
South
Cambridge 856 1,056 944 963 1,027 1,197 1,118 1,237 1,124 1,022 1333 | 55.7%
shire

Source: Source: Office for National Statistics, Vital Statistics: Populati@aléh Reference Tables, URL:
http://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/datasets/vitalstatisticspoipualat

andhealthreferencetables
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NHS in England: Observations from the Front Line (2013), p. 152
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http://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/datasets/vitalstatisticspopulationandhealthreferencetables
http://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/datasets/vitalstatisticspopulationandhealthreferencetables

In Cambridgeshire, new migrant GP registrations have risen by 55.6% from 8,270 to 12,868 between
2003/04 and 2013/14. Within Cambridgeshire, the district that has seen the largest observed
increase is Fenland, with a 113.5% increase from 585 to 1,249. All districts have seen an increase of
at least 55.6% (higher than the England increase of 40.7% ovearie time period) with the

exception of East Cambridgeshire, within which there has been a 17.2% decrease from 1,586 to
1,313.

When new migrant GP registrations are compared as a rate per 1,000 population across the Eastern
region, it is clear that Peterlsough has the second highest recorded rate and Cambridgeshire third
highest rate; both of which are over double the East of England rate and England rate 4Eigure
below).

Figure41 - Migrant GP registrations as a rate comparing local authority area®as the Eastern
region

Wl ower Similar Higher Mot compared

Data quality: [llSignificant concerns  [I] Some concems [l Robust

Migrant GP registrations: Rate per 1,000 resident population [@2014 Crude rate - per 1000
m Export chart as image m Export table as image
Area Value Lower Upper
cl
England 1.7 1.6 117
East of England region 9.8 - -
Luton 24.2 H 235 249
Peterborough 23.2 = 225 239
Funnel plot is Cambridgeshire 20.1 H 19.8 205
ot available Bediford 128 H 122 133
Hertfordshire o1 I 89 92
Norfolk s.c I 84 88
Thurrock s.1 76 85
Central Bedfordshire 7.3 I 70 77
Suffolk 5.9 58 6.1
Southend-on-Sea 5.5 [IH 52 59
Essex 5.4 R 53 55

Source: Office for National Statistics

Despite not having the greatest increase in migrant GP registrations in recent years, Cambridge City
has the highest rate of migrant GP registrations within Cambridgeshire (almost three times the
county average Figure42 below

Figure 4 new migrant GP registrations as a rate per 1000 population, comparing Peterborough,
Cambridgeshire and Cambridgeshire districts

District Rate | Lower Cl | Upper Cl
Peterborough 23.18 22.50 23.87
Cambridgeshire 2011 | 19.77 | 2046 | <&V
Cambridge City 50.08 58.75 61.43 Used to indicate rate is significantly
East Cambridgeshire 1515 | 14.34 | 15.99 higher than England rate
Fenland 12.78 12.08 13.51
Huntingdonshire — 6.82 =62 Used to indicate rate is significantly
- - lower than England rate
South Cambridgeshire 8.70 8.24 9.18
England 11.67 11.64 11.70

Migrants who do not register with a GP
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To describe the health needs of the migrant population, it is importantrtderstand any unmet
need in terms of the proportion of new migrants who do not register with a GP and may then either
miss out on primary health care or use the health services inapproprigegrge et al, 201 %Y.

It is problematic to obtain data torpcisely reveal the proportion of new migrants who register with
a GP and in most instances, the results of local surveys are used to this effect. The Cambridgeshire
and Peterborough migrant survey indicated that 93% of the 128 people who answered th@gues
said they were registered with a GP. However, this survey may not represent new migeais7%
of the people who answered the survey have been living in the UK for more than one year. The
survey results were also heavily biased towards womenanigr who may be more likely to register
with a GP. Research carried out in the South East found that registration rates were higher for
females and those who had come with their spouse, children or parents. Furthermore, it was
ascertained that young peopl(those aged under 25 years) amadre recent migrants were least
likely to register (Green, Owen, & Jones, 2608hesummarysurvey results arencluded as an
appendix at the end of this document.

Comparing GP registrations to new National Insuramzenber registrations

It would be expected that every person registering for a national insurance number would also
register with a GP and that the total number of new GP registrations by migrants will be greater than
the total number of new national insance number registrations, given that some migrants will

have no need for a national insurance numkefthey are children for example.

When the total number of new migrant GP registrations are compared with the new National
Insurance number registraths over a three year period, all areas of Cambridgeshire and
Peterborough showed a higher proportion of GP registrations compared with National Insurance
registrations, apart from Fenland (Figutgbelow). This basic comparison indicates greater unmet
need in Fenland for new migrants to register with a GP.

Barriers to accessing primary care include language difficutliésrences irculturalnorms and
practical issueéScullion and Morri2009 Humphries et al 2095 2. Studies havalso revealed

that migrants who received accessible information were more likely to have registered with a GP
(Humphries, 201B. In addition migrant groups with the highest health needs are often the ones
with the lowest proportion registered with prinma care (Stagg et &012?2 The overall capacity of
GP services in an area also needs to be considered.

17George, A. et al (2011), Impact of migration onthe corislimA 2y 2 F SRdzOF GA2Yy | YR OKAf R
consumption of health services, social care and social services, National Institute of Economic and Social
Research

8 Green, A. & Jones, P. (2008) Migrant Worker and Changing Economic Circumstancesiomspfioe

Regional Labour MarketsThe Case of the East Midlands in Recession, Institute for Employment Research,
University of Warwick and Sheffield Hallam University

2 Scullion, L. & Morris, G. (2009) A study of migrant workers in Peterborough, UgieéiSalford

20 Humphries, L. et al (2015) Migrant Workers Accessing Healthcare in Norfolk, Healthwatch Norfolk (1)

2 Humphries, L. (2015) Migrant Workers Accessing Healthcare in Norfolk, Healthwatch Norfolk (2)

22 Stagg, H. et al (2012) Poor uptake ofvmty healthcare registration among recent entrants to the UK: a
retrospective cohort study, BMJ Open 2012, 2: e001453, doi: 10.1136/bm{2@EA001453
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Figure43 ¢ Comparison of new migrant GP registrations with National Insurance number
registrations, 2012; 2014 for all Cambridgeshire districts and Peterborough
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It is interesting that Cambridge City has proportionally greater numbers of nhew migrant GP
registraions than National Insurance registrations and this may reflect the greater proportion of
migrants who come to Cambridge city for educational purposes with no requirement to work.

Migrant GP registrations as a proportion of all GP registrati@ngariation between practices
across the region

Ethnicity of patients is recorded by general practices and this information can be analysed to

compare ethnic mix between practices and across regions. Ethnicity is broken down into several
categoriesincluding y S G SN¥YSR WgKAGS 20KSNDI 6KAOK AyOf dzRS:
SEOf dza A @S (2 2hniitRNSucH dskpdopileSfrora altnS Butope $r the USA, for

example.

Across Cambridgeshire, the twenty practices with the highest prépary 2 F Wg KA (GS 2 G KSNJ
ethnicities included six from CamHealtEG eleven from CATAHCGand three from Fenland
(WisbechL.CG

Figure44 ¢ Twenty General Practices in Cambridgeshire with the highest proportions of patients
NEIAZGSNBR dzyRSNJ 1KS SGUKyAOA(le WgKAGS 2G0KSND

Practice White: | White:

Code Practice name LCG Upper-tier LA Lower-tier LA Other % | British Rank
D81005 Newnham Walk, Cambridge CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 17.13 62.41 1
D81003 York St, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 16.66 654.51 2
D81037 Bridge St, Cambridge CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 16.46 63.33 3
YOOOS6 Cambridge Access Surgery CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 16.38 64.79 a
DE1054 Red House, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 15.93 67.21 s
D81056 Petersfield, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 15.67 65.12 5
D81001 Lensfield Road, Cambridze CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 1554 65.49 7
D81013 Trumpington St, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 15.48 65.73 8
D81070 Woodlands Surgery, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 15.33 65.40 E)
DE1044 Nuffield Road, Cambridge CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 13.71 69.34 10
D81622 Trinity Surgery, Wisbech Wisbech Cambridgeshire Fenland 13.19 82.91 11
DE1016 Arbury Road, Cambridge CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 13.17 69.02 12
D81017 281 Mill Road, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 13.10 67 .07 13
D81002 Huntingdon Road, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 12.97 70.79 14
0281086 East Barnwell, Cambridge CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 11.41 72.60 15
DE1066 Queen Edith's, Cambridge CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 11.25 68.64 16
D81025 Cherry Hinton Med Centre CamHealth Integrated Care |Cambridgeshire Cambridge 11.15 67.47 17
D81011 Clarkson Surgery, Wisbech Wisbech Cambridgeshire Fenland 10.30 86.12 18
DE1008 North Brink, Wisbech Wisbech Cambridgeshire Fenland 10.16 56.23 19
D81012 Cornford House, Cherry Hinton CATCH Cambridgeshire Cambridge 10.01 71.86 20

Source: Cambridgeshire & Peterborough CCG GP Registration Data
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Use of secondary care by the migrant population

Anecdotalevidence suggests that migrarggarticularly Eastern European mégts often use
secondary care écident and Emergency services at higher rates than thenmignant population or
instead of accessing primary care services.

A project at Peterborough Cityospital placed a GP at the front entrance to the Emergency
Department on Saturdays and Sundays between 092D.00 to assess the needs of people using
the service. This project recorded the ethnic background of people accessing the Emégphcy
overa six month time period from November 2015 to April 2016.

The data was analysed in terms of the number and proportion of people with Eastern European (A8)
ethnicities accessing the Emergency Department compared to all other ethnicities. Over the six
month time period analysed, 196 out of a total of 1427, people (14%) who attended A&E at the
weekend were of Eastern European (A8 countries) ethnic origin. This proportion is higher than that
given for Eastern Europeans resident in the Peterborough area aslpdoby census data(3.9% of

the population), although the census data is based on 2011 information. The analysis indicates a
higher rate of use of A&E at weekends by people with Eastern European ethnicities than the general
population.

Despite the poshility of higher use of A&E by migrants, the National Institute of Economic and
Social Research (NIESR) estimated that the annual expenditure on healthcare was £2,003 for British
born and £1,602 for migrants in 20{&George et al, 2013

The migrant sumy results show that scores given by survey respondents for patient communication
and respect were markedly higher for hospitals and maternity units than for GP. This indicates a
need to explore why this is the case

There aresomeexamples of good pract to encourage GP engagement with migrants:

1 GP services having once a week drop in sessions with interpreters avaitasiesaving and
effective Improved access to communibased GPs and delivery of more appropriate care
may lesen the impact on acw services (Hargreaves et 2006%

1 Marginalised and vulnerable adults servichpswichg provides initial GP appointments at
double standard time as they appreciate language will be an isgugught to prevent
issues later in care

Births to nonUKmothers

The migrant population tends to be people of young working age (sectiga 8)milar age group to
people who will be having children in the general population. The percentage of births {0kon
born mothers (figuret5 below) is consequently high than the proportion of nofJK born residents
in the population. This will inevitably impact on maternity services.

BpS2NHBS: ''d SG Ff ownmm0 LYLI OG 2F YAINI GA2dgthe2y (G KS
consumption of health services, social care and social services, UK Government

24Hargreaves, S. et al (2006) Impact on and use of health services by international migrants: questionnaire
survey of inner city London A&E attenders
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Figure45 - Percentageof All Births to NorUK Born Mothers by Area, 2065014
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Source: Office for National Statistics, Vital StatistPopulation & Health Reference Tables, URL:
http://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationadcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/datasets/vitalstatisticspopulation
andhealthreferencetables

The percentage of all births to ndgiK born mothers has risen in England between 2005 and 2014,
from 21.5% of all births to 27.8%. In Cambrilgjee, the percentage has risen from 18.6% in 2005 to
28.5% in 2014 across this time period. As seen in the table above, both Cambridge City and
Peterborough have had a higher percentage of births to-b&nborn mothers than England in all
years 20082014and Cambridge City, with 52.9% in 2014, continues to have a higher percentage
than Peterborough and any other district in Cambridgeshire.

Health impacts on migrants due to factors relating to country of origiGauses of death in EU
countries

Although mgrants, being usually relatively young and in reasonable health, do not necessarily have a
similar health profile to that of the population from which they have emigrated, analysis of mortality
data from across the European Union can be useful in asgestiether there are links between

lifestyle behaviours and mortality outcomes.
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