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Introduction

At the Pension Committee meeting on 10th February 2017 it was asked what 
impact there could be on the Gloucestershire LGPS Pension Fund  resulting 
from the recent Supreme Court ruling that there was no justification for the 
LGPS in Northern Ireland to require a member to complete a nomination form 
as a pre-requisite for a co-habiting unmarried partner to be eligible for a 
survivor's pension. The Court ruled it was sufficient that the survivor met the 
definition of a co-habiting partner. This definition is:

 the partner and scheme member were living together for 2 years or 
more.

 had some shared financial commitments and
 neither was already married, in a civil partnership or in another long-

term relationship with anyone else.

In particular, the Committee asked if the Fund actuary had taken account of 
these potential pension costs in their assumptions when calculating liabilities 
as part of the 2016 Fund valuation.
.

Report

This decision does not have an impact on any procedural changes for the 
Gloucestershire LGPS as the regulations were amended for England and 
Wales in 2013 (as part of the new 2014 LGPS) removing the nomination 
requirement for unmarried couples and just requiring that the survivor met the 
definition of a co-habiting partner.   

Officers asked the Fund's actuary to advise whether they had taken account 
of these potential pension costs in their assumptions when calculating 
liabilities and the actuary confirmed they had taken account of this in their 
assumptions (as detailed below) and did not expect this ruling to have any 
significant impact on Fund liabilities.

At the 2016 formal valuation, the actuary made the following assumptions:

For active members they make an assumption about the proportion of 
members that have a spouse/co-habitee that would become eligible for a 
contingent pension.  These assumptions are sufficiently high (e.g. 90% for 
females aged 65, 85% for males aged 65) such that they would expect the 
liability calculations to reflect the contingent pensions that will come into 
payment.



For deferred members they similarly make an assumption about the size of 
the contingent pension and the proportion of these benefits that will come into 
payment (in line with the assumption quoted above).

For pensioner members, they receive data from our Pensions Administration 
team which reflects whether a survivor’s pension is expected to come into 
payment on the death of the pensioner member. This is either because the 
member is married, or the Administration team  have been advised of a co-
habitee (that met the definition of a co-habiting partner): in such cases the 
actuary will assume a survivor’s pension is payable on the member’s death, 
which therefore includes some unmarried members. 

Recommendation

The Committee are asked to note the report.
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