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Dear Stephen, 

State Pension Age Review 

Thank you for inviting me to contribute to your Committee’s evidence session on the State 
Pension Age Review on 22 February and for your follow-up letter of 10 March. 

You have asked whether I agree with Steve Webb of Lane Clark & Peacock that the latest ONS 
life expectancy projections indicate that a much longer timetable for the increase in State Pension 
Age from 66 to 67, currently scheduled to take place between 2026 and 2028, would be 
appropriate. 

As I commented at the evidence session, it is correct to say that the latest future life expectancy 
projections produced by the ONS (the 2020-based projections) result in lower life expectancies 
compared to those based on the 2014 projections which were current at the time of the previous 
State Pension Age Review in 2017. 

The table below shows differences in cohort life expectancies at age 66 for men and women, on 
successive sets of ONS population projections, calculated in both 2020 (the start date of the most 
recent population projections) and 2050 (to illustrate the effect of the improvements in mortality 
over time that these projections assume). 

Cohort life expectancies at age 66 (in 2020 and 2050) under successive sets of ONS 
principal population projections1 

ONS principal Cohort life expectancy at age 66 
population Men  Women 
projections 2020 2050   2020 2050 
2014-based 21.1 24.3  23.2 26.3 
2016-based 20.1 23.1  22.2 25.0 
2018-based 19.2 21.9  21.3 23.8 
2020-based 18.8 21.5  21.1 23.6 

 
1https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/birthsdeathsandmarriages/lifeexpectancies/datasets/expecta
tionoflifeprincipalprojectionunitedkingdom  
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This shows that there have been several reductions in projected future life expectancies at 
retirement over successive sets of ONS projections, with the average reducing by over 2 years 
during the 6-year period between these sets of projections as I noted during the evidence session.  

Such variations do result in changes in the calculated State Pension Age timetables for any given 
proportion of adult life in retirement under the formula prescribed in my 2017 review.  As I noted at 
the evidence session, in my analysis for the last review I pointed out some of those sensitivities 
around the choice of parameters and the period over which you are measuring life expectancy.  

As to whether it would be appropriate for the increase in State Pension Age to 67 to be delayed, I 
am sure the committee appreciate that this would be matter of policy and for government to 
determine.  I would note that, whilst allowing for changes to life expectancy projections over time is 
illustrated in the relevant legislation as a key component of State Pension Age reviews, there are 
other specified factors (outside the scope of my reviews) which must also be considered by the 
government as part of the review. 

I hope that this the information is useful to the committee, but any consequences are matters of 
policy for government. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 

 
Martin Clarke 
Government Actuary 
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