S
&

#



" HS % &

I ( & I
) * &
$ %
+ $
% ' [
$, & - (-
o [ ! 0! 1 & !
$ &
( !
( .
$
2 13 3 3 * 3 3
3 3 !
4 1& 0 45 & 267 ( 28 /9
4 8 0: '$;4 | &
45 $/94 8 < $
;, 267 ( ' 2 2 1&
< 4 $
4 1 &0 45 &267 ( 28 /9
4 8
$ +& + 1 &
* + & |
& ! $
% " # 5
< & '& ; & O I & 1&
& : , / I #
o " #HS % 0
; "0 #& ! 0 C(=( $
% > <?@A= - -
o > B $%6
1 > >CC"$ $ $6




$ $EEITEISTE IS SIS TS HEHHTHHFHHHTHHEHE S S TS g

$ % L % ;o PEEITEISTHETEISEESTESTEISEESEHHS
$ % AIREEREEBEEEREEBEEERAS AR S AR AR A SRS EESIAAR AR A AR DA
$$ RN ERRERLEERRERNERRREARRRNA AR RN
$A<" | ' $EEITTITEITES  TITTEITEISTEPTEISTESSESPEESPHEISESSTSS$!

A$ 0+ ! $SE$58S ERNERBRRERRRRRRRRRNRRAR AR AR A RN
A, 2 10 E ! ERREREEARREAE RN AR
A$ ! RN RN AR

D$ $$8$ ERLEBRREAREARRERRREREAR AR AR RN
DS , $SESE5S ERNERRLRERRERN RN
D$

ERERNEBRRERERRRERRRR AR AR AN AR AR AR AR NN

D$A

I:$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$

GRRRRRARRAARRAARRAAARRN A AR AN N AR

% 0: 0 (. (=( $%
1" # 5 : <
< J L% %
& & +
L3 %
7 #
/ $ <?; $

DS



4 S !
5 , / " #
1 & #$: | #
| ( 6
4
$ % * * |
! $ %
! $
N
& + L
7 ) "4 1 & A3 1 #&
& # 4
, 2 & #3% ' 6+ 6+
+ I
& + $ %
> & A
+ | ! | D
( $
#! $% &
| $ (
$ Lo (D %
L 0
: < & HE% &' &
/ 7



%

"/9 4
#$ %

8

&

A2

$%



%




$4 = 6
I'$
|
o1
1! ! !
(
I +&
"(TTH '
‘ !
(
)! D !
D ! DD
!
6
)! D& (
! ! I
$ (& (
I
P2 1
.-
. (= !

D$ #$



! $
I 1 A(A * (
( & ! $
% ( I I
I D $% ! A( (
$ & 1o "1 D(-
I 1 ' 1 D(D#$)
+ ! | DD & | !
=K === K  ($% *

! " I DD AK =(= K -(%



Fig 1a. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by

survey year. Men aged 16-29.
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Fig 1b. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by

o survey year. Women aged 16-29.
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Fig 2a. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by

survey year. Men aged 30-39.
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Fig 2b. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by
survey year. Women aged 30-39.
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Fig 3a. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by
survey year. Men aged 40-49.
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Fig 3b. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by
o survey year. Women aged 40-49.
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Fig 4a. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by

survey year. Men aged 50-59.
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Fig 4b. Non response to the Fl section (refusal & proxy) by
survey year. Women aged 50-59.
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Fig 6. Proportions of men who had ever married by certain age

birth cohorts 1951-55
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Fig 7. Proportions of men who had ever married by certain age

birth cohorts 1956-60
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Fig 8. Proportions of men who had ever married by certain age
birth cohorts 1961-65
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Fig 9. Proportions of men who had ever married by certain age
birth cohorts 1966-70
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Fig 10. Proportions of women who had ever married hy certain age

birth cohorts 1951-55
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Fig 11. Proportions of women who had ever married by certain age

birth cohorts 1956-60
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Fig 12. Proportions of women who had ever married by certain age

birth cohorts 1961-65
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Fig 13. Proportions of women who had ever married by certain age

birth cohorts 1966-70
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Fig 14. Mean age at first partnership
by birth cohort, men
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Fig 15. Mean age at first partnership
by birth cohort, women
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Fig 16. Confidence intervals for the mean age at first partnership
1945-49 birth cohort, Men
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1945-49 birth cohort, Women
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Fig 18. Mean age at first marriage
by birth cohort, men
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Fig 19. Mean age at first marriage
by birth cohort, women
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Fig 21. Confidence intervals for the mean age at first marriage
1945-49 birth cohort, Women
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Fig. 22 Proportion having lived at least once with a partner

by age and birth cohort, men
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Fig 23. Proportion having lived at least once with a partner
by age and birth cohort, women
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Fig 24. Proportion ever married
by age and birth cohort, men
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Fig 25. Proportion ever married
9% by age and birth cohort, women
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Fig 26. Proportion currently in a partnership: Comparison of
contemporaneous reports from survey year shown with retrospective
reports from survey which took place ten years later
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Fig 27. Proportion currently in a partnership: Comparison of
contemporary reports from survey year shown with retrospective
reports from survey which tool place five years later
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Fig 28. Proportion currently in a partnership: Comparison of
contemporary and retrospective reports over ten years (1990-1997),

o% by age
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Fig 29. Proportion currently married: Comparison of contemporary
reports from survey year shown with retrospective reports from
survey which took place ten years later
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Fig 30. Proportion currently married: Comparison of contemporary
reports from survey year shown with retrospective reports from
survey which took place five years later
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Fig 31. Proportion currently married: Comparison of contemporary
and retrospective reports over ten years (1990-1997), by age
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