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Foreword 

For some, living together ~an be merely a sexual liaison that is short-lived; for others, living 
together may be a form of trial marriage or a 'holding stage' until they are e~onomi~ally and 
emotionally se~ure; and for others, living together may be a deliberate a~t in reje~tion of 
what they see as the empty formality of marriage itself. 

Yet in ea~h ~ase, living together shares some of the elements of marriage as an institution. It 
is a publi~ pronoun~ement that 'ea~h takes the other: as an exclusive sexual partner and it 
also involves some form of sharing of property in the form of in~ome and housing 
arrangements. What is missing is a religious and legal san~tion for the union, a clear 
~ommitment 'for life' (in most ~ases) and (up until re~ently) the protection marriage 
provides for the social parenting of ~hildren. 

In this paper, ~ouples represent the full range of su~h possibilities for living together. Some 
are young, inse~ure and un~ommitted. Others are ~ommitted and see living together as 
leading to marriage and ~hildren. Some regard living together as an a~~eptable part of what 
is now an extended ~ourtship ritual, 'getting to know one another' in the fullest sense. And 
others have reje~ted the institution of marriage, either ideologi~ally or out of the bitter 
experien~e of separation and divor~e. 

Siew-Ean Khoo fa~ed the diffi~ulty however, that these ~ouples were not asked directly 
about su~h issues. Their ~urrent living arrangements were identified in the ~ontext of asking 
about future plans, attitudes to marriage and divor~e and in the ~ontext of a planned 
follow-up study to see what:they a~tually did and why. So the author has had to work 
'ba~kwards', so to speak, to identify the so~ial ba~kground of those classified as 'living 
together' in this sample. The findings are interesting and useful despite their limitations. 
Readers will be as interested in the general findings about family formation patterns and 
attitudes (~ontained in the tables) for the whole sample as they will be in this parti~ular 
group. 

Demographers adopt the purely des~riptive term '~onsensual union' to des~ribe adults 
living together as sexual partners. This is less emotive and assumes less about people's 
motives and goals than the terms 'de facto' or 'informal marriage'. It is also better than 
'~ommon law marriage' whi~h, it must be remembered, was the status of most unions well 
into the nineteenth ~entury sin~e legal marriage was important more for the propertied 
classes than the ~ommoners. However, be~ause it is a clumsy and unfamiliar term, we have 
~hosen to stay with 'de fa~to' in referring to su~h unions. 



A current irony is that couples living de facto or consensual unions are being hedged around 
by laws that go further than the marriage law. In New South Wales, couples who have lived 
together for two or more years as husband and wife 'on a bona fide domestic basis' are now 
covered by a De Facto Relationships Act. This removes anomalies and injustices arising 
from the property, financial and testamentory rights of de facto couples, but it allows them 
to make private contracts concerning finances and property, an option not yet available to 
married couples. Personally, I do not agree with Claims that such changes do not change the 
status of marriage. Historically, marriage was a private, not a Church or State matter; since 
then, first the Church and then the State locked marriage into a clear public status. What we 
are seeing is a move back to private consent as the basis of marriage, virtually a return to 
'common law' marriage. Invasion by the State, however, seems to be increasing once these 
private marital arrangements come to an end. 

Sociologically, marriage served both to regulate sexuality and reproduction and to provide 
social parents for offspring whose rights were thereby secured. Inevitably, if couples refuse 
to marry, other social mechanisms will be used to safeguard the rights of partners and 
children. One might well ask, then, why not marry? Or, conversely, why bother to marry at 
all? 

The data from the Institute's national study of family formation patterns, on which this 
paper is based, give some clear answers to that question. They show how complex the 
reasons are and how poorly served we are by simplistic assertions about 'declining moral 
standards', the 'denigration of marriage'. Only ten per cent of the entire unmarried sample 
say they never expect to marry, and only four per cent say they never want to have a child. So 
analysis of the group opting to live together is very revealing about social pressures affecting 
the future of marriage. 

The Institute is most grateful for Siew-Ean Khoo's work on this data set. 

Don Edgar 
Director 

Australian Institute of Family Studies 
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Introduction 

While current marriage rates indicate that most Australians will marry, living together in a 
de facto relationship has also become significant in recent years. The Families Survey 
conducted in 1982 by the Australian Bureau of Statistics (1984:13) shows that there are 
about 168900 unmarried couples living together, or 4.7 per cent of all couples in 1982. 
Some 335900 men and women, or 18 per cent of all persons aged 15 and over who are 
unmarried or no longer living with their spouses, are in de facto relationships. In the 25-44 
age group, one in every six of the men and women who have never married or are separated, 
divorced or widowed is living with a partner. 

Young people are more likely than older people to adopt this way of living. More than 
two-thirds of the men and women who live together are under the age of thirty-five. The 
female partner in three out of four unmarried couples is less than 35 years old .. By 
comparison, the female partner is under the age of 35 in less than two out of five married 
couples. 

Studies in countries where living together is also prevalent among young people have shown 
that unmarried couples do not regard living together as an alternative to marriage (Bower 
and Christopherson, 1977; Clayton and Voss, 1977; Newcomb, 1979; Risman, Hill, Rubin 
and Peplau, 1981). A substantial proportion usually intend to marry in the future, although 
not necessarily the person with whom they are living at the moment. Even in Sweden where 
almost every couple now lives together before marriage, marriage is considered the 'proper' 
form of cohabitation, the confirmation of a relationship (Lewin, 1982). Thus sociologists 
have come to define living together as part of the courtship process - 'a new stage of 
intimacy for young adults prior to marriage' 

So far, there have been few studies of de facto couples in Australia. One study compared the 
characteristics and attitudes of 96 volunteer unmarried couples with those of 115 married 
couples and found that unmarried partners were less likely to have religious affiliations and 
were less traditional in their division of household tasks (Cunningham and Anthill, 1979). 
The other is a more in-depth study of a sample of 330 unmarried couples matched with a 
group of married couples on several demographic and social characteristics. The study 
examines the various types of de facto relationships, how they become established, and the 
conflicts and problems faced by the couples (Sarantakos, 1984).The author argued that 
there were three types of de facto relationships: trial cohabitation which occured among 
young people and which might or might not lead to marriage; liberal cohabitation which 
was thought to be a way of demonstrating liberal attitudes with partners having no plans to 
marry; de facto cohabitation which occured among older people who avoided marriage for 
practical or economic reasons. He found that the termination rate among the couples he 
studied was very high, and conduded that unmarried cohabitaion was, in most cases, a 
temporary situation that ended in marriage or separation and that marriage was still the 
preferred life style. 
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These studies are based on non-randomly selected samples and it is uncertain to what extent 
the findings apply more generally to unmarried couples in Australia. As the first phase of its 
Australian Family Formation Project (AFF Project) * , the Institute of Family Studies carried 
out a nation-wide survey of the family formation patterns of 2544 randomly selected men 
and women aged 18 to 34 years. In the sample, 194 persons (9 per cent of the men and 6 per 
cent of the women) were reported as living in de facto relationships. Together with the ABS 
Families Survey, the Institute's AFF Project survey provides for the first time statistics at the 
national level on unmarried couples living together: on their social and economic character
istics, their attitudes to marriage and the family, and the nature of their relationships. 

This Working Paper draws on the information contained in the Institute's AFF Project 
survey to examine important aspects of de facto relationships in Australia today. First, it 
addresses itself to the central question of why a growing number of Australian couples have 
chosen to live together rather than to marry. Are there significant economic and social 
differences between the group which chooses de facto relationships and the group which 
chooses legal marriage? For example, are members of the former g~oup more likely to be on 
low incomes or unemployed than those in the latter? 

Second, this paper considers the experience itself of living together vis-a-vis marriage. Do 
unmarried couples in Australia, like those elsewhere, consider living together as part of the 
courtship process, or have the divorce statistics caused them to be wary of marriage? Does 
living together offer a social arrangement qualitatively different from marriage? Are a 

, proportion of Australians finding that living together meets their requirements of personal 
relationships in a way in which marriage no longer does? 

Finally, this paper draws out the likely consequences of living together for the future of the 
Australian family. In particular, it looks at the ways in which present patterns of marriage, 
divorce and child bearing may be modified by the trend toward informal marriage. 

* For details of the Institute's Australian Family Formation Project, see page 47 of this Working Paper. 
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1 Methodology 

The focus of this paper is on young couples since the Institute's AFF Project survey sample is 
restricted to persons less than 35 years old: It should be noted as well that although the 
analysis is based primarily on the AFF Project data, statistics from the ABS Families Survey 
are also used to examine general patterns of living together in Australia. 

Sampling procedures 

The AFF Project survey was conducted between December 1981 and February 1982. The 
2544 men and women aged 18-34 years involved were selected on a probability sample 
design and came from randomly chosen households in 650 Collectors' Districts (CD) 
scattered throughout Australia. A skip interval of three occupied dwellings was adopted 
using random starting points within each CD. Approximately 15 households were con
tacted in each CD to yield four completed interviews. At each house call, whoever answered 
the door was asked first for details about the people living there and their relationship to one. 
another. Then, in households where there was at least one person aged between 18 and 34 
years, a detailed interview was obtained with one person in that age range. 

Women were slightly over-sampled, 'especially those who were married with children and 
not in the labour force. A set of weights was devised to correct for over-sampling of these 
characteristics and to make the survey sample representative of the Australian population in 
the 18-34 age group. The weighted data are used in the present study of persons liviI?-g 
together in de facto relationships. 

The AFF Project survey questionnaire 

About 20 per cent of the AFF Project survey sample was identified as having ever been in a 
de facto relationship. However, this is likely to be an underestimate because the phrasing of 
the questions about the respondents' history of personal relationships was biased against. 
identifying those who lived together for only short periods. Respondents were not asked 
directly whether they had ever been in an informal marriage relationship. Instead, they were 
asked their marital status at ages 15-17, 18, early twenties and later twenties. Therefore 
those who had cohabited informally for a short time but had been married for most of a 
given period might have reported their marital status as married. 

An indication of the underestimation in the AFF Project survey can be obtained by 
comparing its estimate of the proportion of people living together before marriage with that 
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of the Melbourne Survey 1977. Women in the Melbourne Survey 1977 (all aged 17-37 and 
recently married) were asked directly, 'Did you live together with your husband before 
marriage?'. The percentage who answered yes was 20.9. The AFF Project survey showed 
that 17.4 per cent of women in metropolitan areas married at the time of interview had been 
in an informal marriage relationship before· marriage. Since the AFF Project survey was 
conducted nearly five years after the Melbourne Survey 1977, one would expect the 
proportion to have been higher than in 1977. Consequently, the focus of this paper is on 
those in de facto relationships at the time of interview rather than on those who had ever 
been in such a relationship. 

Because the AFF Project survey was not conducted with the specific aim of studying couples 
in de facro relationships, the questions on this area were phrased generally. Respondents 
were not asked detailed questions about their relationships and were not asked whether 
they intended to marry their current partners. The small sample of persons in de facto 
relationships also places some limitations on the analysis of data. It is, however, a national 
random sample and therefore should reflect more accurately the situation of unmarried 
couples in Australia than the other studies based on non-random samples. 
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2 The Demographic Perspective 

While there are no definite statistics on the increase in the number of unmarried couples 
living together in Australia, a comparison of estimates from various sources suggests a 
phenomenal increase in de facto relationships since 1970. 

Recent trends 

There have been indications of a sharp increase in Australia in recent years in the number of 
unmarried cohabiting couples. Before the ABS 1982 Families Survey, the number of de facto 
couples can be estimated from census data on families with a head and spouse in which the 
head was reported as never married, divorced, separated or widowed. However, these 
statistics can only be regarded as tentative estimates of the minimum number of de f;:tcto 
couples because some heads may report themselves as married. The 1971 Census showed 
that there were 17000 families with a head and spouse in which the head was not currently 
married. This number was 0.6 per cent of all families. In 1976, the number of such families 
had risen to about 66000 or 2.2 per cent of all families. The 1981 Census figure was 72 000 
families or 1.5 per cent of all families, which appears to be very much an underestimate. For 
in 198~, the ABS Families Survey showed that there were 169000 unmarried couples living 
together or 4.7 per cent of all couples (Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1984). 

In spite of the tentative nature of the estimates before 1982, an increasing trend in 
unmarried cohabitation since 1970 cannot be discounted. Data from a survey of married 
women in Melbourne in 1977 conducted by the Demography Department of the Australian 
National University showed that it was more common for partners to live together before 
marriage in the mid-1970s than in the late 1960s and early 1970s. Fourteen per cent of 
women who married during the years 1968-72 compared with 28 per cent of those who 
married during 1973-77 reported that they lived together with their partner before marriage. 

This increase in the number of unmarried couples living together is not confined to 
Australia. In the United States, statistics show that there were three times as many unmar
ried cohabiting couples in 1980 as in 1970 and that the number nearly doubled between 
1975 and 1980 (Spanier, 1983). An estimated 4 per cent of couples living together in the 
United States in 1981 were unmarried. 
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Figure 1 Percentage unmarried of all couples living together, by State, 1982 

Note: Figures for Northern Territory and Australian Capital Territory are omitted because of large standard 
errors. 

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1982, Table 6, p.7. 

Demographic characteristics 

Figures for Australia from the ABS Families Survey show some variation between States 
regarding the prevalence of unmarried couples living together. In Western Australia and 
Queensland, over 6 per cent of all couples are unmarried, compared with about 4 per cent in 
the other States (Figure 1). 

As mentioned previously, young people are more likely than older people to live with 
unmarried partners. The proportion in de facto relationships is highest among men between 
the ages of 20 and 30 (about 7 per cent of all males in that age group) and among women 
aged 20-24 (8 per cent of all females in that age group). Less than 3 per cent of men and 
women aged 35 and over are in de facto relationships. One out of two persons in d~ facto 
relationships is between the ages of 20 and 30 and one out of two couples where the female 
partner is under the age of 20 is unmarried. (See Figure At.) 

Nearly 10 per cent of men and women aged 15 and over who are not married at present or 
are permanently sep~rated from their spouses are living with a partner in a de facto 
relatioQship. The proportion living together is quite significant in the ages between 25 and 
49 for men and between 25 and 44 for women: one out of six person!! in these age groups 
who are not married or are permanently separated is in a de f~cto relationship. 

Living together is most prevalent for the separated and divorced group since its members are 
either unable or more reluctant to marry legally. About 20 per cent of separated and 
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Figure 2 Percentage of unmarried couples with dependent children present, by age of female partner, 
1982 . 

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1982, Table 6, p.? 

divorced persons are in de facto relationships compared with 7 per cent of never married 
persons and 1 per cent of widowed persons. However, the number of separated and 
divorced persons is relatively small and the majority of men and women in de facto 
relationships are the never married (Table 2). About two out of three men and women in de 
facto relationships have never been married. Over 20 per cent have been divorced and 13 
per cent are separated froni their spouses. The AFF Project survey shows that of those under 
the age of 35 and living together, 80 per cent of the men and 71 per cent of the women have 
never been married. 

About 60000 unmarried couples (or 36 per cent of all unmarried couples) have dependent 
children living with them. As expected, the proportion with dependent children is greater 
among couples where the female partner is in her thirties: two thirds of all unmarried 
couples where the female partner is between the ages of 30 and 40 have dependent children 
present, compared with one quarter of the couples where the female partner is less than 25 
years old (Figure 2). Some variation in the proportion with dependent children is also 
observed across the States, with the highest proportion (45 per cent) in Queensland and the 
lowest proportion (31 per cent) in New South Wales. 
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Table 1 Percentage of persons living together by marital status, and percentage distribution of 
persons living together by marital status, 1982 

% in de facto 
Marital status· relationships 

Never married 7 
Separated 17 
Divorced 19 
Widowed 1 

Total 8 

Note: Percentage distribution may not total 100 because of rounding. 

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1984. 

Number % distribution 

210100 63 
43000 13 
76600 23 
6200 2 

335900 101 

Table 2 Comparison of unmarried couples in Australia and the United States, by age, marital status 
and presence of children 

Characteristic 

Sex and Age 
Males: 

under 25 
25-34 
35-44 
45 and over 

Females: 
under 25 
25-34 
35-44 
45 and over 

Marital status 
Never married 
Ever married 

Children present 
Yes 
No 

Number of unmarried couples 
% of all couples 

Note: Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 
Sources: Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1982; 1984. Spanier, 1983. 

Australia and United States compared 

Aust.1982 USA 1981 

% distribution 

29 24 
41 43 
15 14 
15 19 

44 38 
30 38 
15 8 
11 16 

63 54 
38 46 

36 28 
64 72 

168900 1808000 
5 4 

Table 2 compares unmarried couples in Australia and the United States by age and marital 
status distribution and the presence of children. The figures for the United States may have 
underestimated the number of unmarried couples because they were based on a count of 
households with two persons of the opposite sex who were not married to each other. 
Unmarried couples who lived in households containing three or more adults were not 
counted. However, the figures also included two persons-of the opposite sex who shared the 
same household but were not involved in a de facto marriage relationship. 
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Men and women in de facto relationships in Australia are younger on average than those in 
the United States and the proportion never married ,is higher. The greater proportion of ever 
married persons among Americans in de facto relationships is probably related to the higher 
divorce rate in the last 20 years in the United States compared with Australia, which has 
produced a proportionately larger group of ever married persons with the option of living 
together. However, although the proportion of ever married persons living together is lower 
in Australia than in the United States, the proportion with children present is higher. 
It is apparent from these data that in Australia, as in other Western countries, a small but 
increasing proportion of unmarried men and women, especially those under age 35, are 
choosing to live together. What are their reasons for choosing this living arrangement? 



10 Institute of Family Studies WORKING PAPER No. 10 

3 Social and Economic Characteristics 

An examination of the social and economic characteristics of unmarried couples and 
comparisons with married couples provide a number of clues to the reasons why some men 
and women have decided to live together. Although all the respondents are between the ages 
18 and 34, most of those who are,living together are in their twenties while about half of 
those who are married are in their early thirties. 

Partly because of their younger age, unmarried partners appear to be not as well off as 
married partners. Many may have decided to live together because they are not yet 
financially secure enough to marry. 

Some differences in social and economic characteristics are also observable between those 
who have never married and those who have been married before, within the group of men 
and women living together. 

Birthplace and present residence 

Men and women living together are more likely to be born in Australia and other English
speaking countries than are married persons. It is uncommon for unmarried individuals 
from non-English-speaking countries (mainly Southern European countries) to live together 
unmarried. (See Table Al.) 

Most unmarried couples live in large metropolitan areas, a pattern also observed in the 
United States (Glick and Spanier, 1980; Spanier, 1983). However, a relatively large number 
of ever married women presently in de facto relationships live in small cities and country 
towns. 

Education and religion 

Men in de facto relationships are slightly less likely to have tertiary education and more 
likely to have less than 11 years of schooling than married men. Ever married women 
cohabiting outside marri~ge are also less well educated than married women, nearly two 
thirds having less than 11 years of schooling and only 6 per cent having some tertiary 
education. In contrast, never married women who are living with a partner are relatively 
well educated. Nearly 40 per cent have tertiary education, and the proportion with less than 
11 years of schooling is lowest for them. These differences are again similar to those found 
for men and women in the United States. 
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The AFF Project survey also confirms the findings. of other studies of unmarried partners 
which show that these individuals are less likely to have religious affiliations. More than one 
third of men and never married women who are living together report having no religion 
compared with 20 per cent of married men and 10 per cent of married women. A measure of 
religious practice based on attendance at religious services shows that more than three 
quarters of those who live together are not practising a religion. In contrast, more than half 
of those who are married are actively religious. 

Data from the Mf 'bourne Survey 1977 of recently married women also showed the same 
pattern of differences in educational attainment and religious adherence between women 
who lived with their partners before marriage and those who did not. Women who lived 
with their partners before marriage were better educated and less likely to have a religion 
than those who did not live with their partners before marriage. A larger proportion of them 
were also married to men who had completed secondary school or had some tertiary 
education. (See Table A2.) 

Joint characteristics of unmarried partners 

The AFF Project survey also collected information from the respondents about their 
partners' characteristics so that an examination of the characteristics of unmarried couples 
is possible. Unmarried partners are less concerned than married partners about age differ
ences. One third of unmarried couples, but less than a quarter of married couples, have 
more than a five-year difference in age. Seven per cent of unmarried partners have an age 
difference of 10 or more years compared with 3 per cent of married partners. (See Table A3 .). 

A larger proportion of unmarried than married couples have both partners born in English
speaking countries other than Australia. There is also a slightly larger proportion of 
Australian-born persons with partners' born in a non-English-speaking country among 
unmarried than married couples. It is fairly unusual for couples from non-English-speaking 
backgrounds to live together. 

Differences between unmarried and married couples in educational attainment are small. 
Unmarried couples have a slightly lower proportion of both partners in the 'tertiary 
education' and 'less than 11 years of schooling' categories than married couples. Unmarried 
couples also appear less concerned about the female being more educated than the male 
partner. The female partner is more educated than the male partner in 23 per cent of de facto 
couples but only in 18 per cent of married couples. 

That couples who live together are less actively religious than married couples is again most 
apparent from the data on joint characteristics. In 45 per cent of unmarried couples, one or 
both partners have no religion. This contrasts with 19 per cent of married couples. Two 
thirds of the unmarried couples do not practice a religion compared with less than half of the 
married couples. 

Economic status and work history 

Several measures of the economic situations of unmarried partners indicated that never 
married men who are in de facto relationships are generally less well off than married men. 
And more of them are unemployed, have lower status and less job security. However, the 
economic situation of ever married men who are in de facto relationships is different. 
Although some are unemployed, a significant proportion are in professional or managerial 
occupations and have relatively good incomes, a third reporting that they have annual 
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incomes of over $30000. All of them have secure jobs. However, these men - and the men 
married at present - are, of course, generally slightly older than the never married men and 
are more likely to have established careers. It is possible that the ever married men are in de 
facto relationships because their previous experiences of marriage have made them reluc
tant to rush into it again. (See Table A4.) It is als9likely that some may want to wait until 
matters related to their divorces are sorted out before they remarry. 

Never married women in de facto relationships are the most likely to be working: 67 per 
cent are working full-time or part-time compared with S4per cent of ever married women in 
de facto relationships and 48 per cent of currently married women. The'lower labour force 
participation rate of the ever and currently married women is related to the greater 
likelihood of their having young children in their households. Women who are living with 
partners also have higher unemployment rates than married women. • 

Thirty per cent of both never married and currently married women who are employed are 
in professional occupations compared with only 8 per cent of the ever married women. A 
higher proportion of the ever married women also do not have secure jobs and one out of ten 
is financially dependent on her ·parents. However, over 20 per cent of them also report 
family incomes of over $30000 which indicates that their partners most likely have 
relatively good incomes. 

As expected from their employment status distribution, more men and women in de facto 
relationships than married persons received unemployment benefits during the year prior to 
the AFF Project survey. Nearly 20 per cent of the never married men and women living 
together received some unemployment benefits during that previous year. Nearly half of the 
ever married women living with de facto partners also received family or child allowances. 

Unmarried couples, being younger and therefore less likely to have children, are twice as 
likely as married couples to live in flats. Over 20 per cent of adults in de facto relationships 
live in flats compared with 10 per cent of married men and women. Four out of five married 
persons, but only two out of three unmarried persons living with partners, are in single 
family houses. 

Nearly two thirds (61 per cent) of young unmarried couples have both partners employed 
compared with about half (48 per cent) of married couples, since the female partner of 
unmarried couples is less likely to have children. The proportion with at least one unem
ployed partner, or both partners not employed at present is also greater among unmarried 
couples than married couples. Studies in the United States have shown similar differences 
between unmarried and married couples (Glick and Spanier, 1980; Spanier, 1983). (See 
Table AS.) 

Where both partners are in the work force, both are more likely to be in trade or service 
occupations if they are unmarried than married. Eighteen per cent of unmarried couples, 
compared with 9 per cent of married couples, have both partners in trade and service 
occupations. 

The data on the work histories of the respondents show that never married men in de facto 
relationships are somewhat more likely, than ever married or married men, to be employed 
part-time, unemployed or doing odd jobs during the first few years after leaving school. 
They are, of course, younger than the men ever married or married at present, and therefore 
their experiences may reflect the recent difficult economic conditions. Men in de facto 
relationships have more frequent job changes than married men, who'appear to have more 
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stable work histories. The same pattern of work histories holds for the female partners of 
unmarried and married couples. (See Table A6.) 

The data on the economic situation of men in informal as compared with married partner
ships suggest that those who are never married and living with partners may be doing so 
because their relatively less secure economic position makes them reluctant to marry. 
Marriage may imply a certain level of financial responsibility and commitment to relation
ships which they do not yet have. They may be living together with their partners until they 
feel financially secure enough to marry. The data on attitudes to marriage and the right time 
to marry, discussed later in the paper, lend support to this hypothesis. 

To sum up, the married men, compared with the unmarried male partners, are more secure 
economically, more likely to be engaged in full-time work or study after leaving school, and 
less inclined to change jobs. These circumstances are certainly more conducive to marriage 
and family formation than those faced by the men in de facto relationships. 

The patterns, as we have seen, are slightly different for women. The work and general 
economic situation of most never married women, living with a partner and in the work 
force, is not very different from that of married women. And although ever married women 
living informally with partners at present appear less financially secure this is related not so 
much to their current relationships - since many report fairly good family incomes - as to 
their work status. 
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4 Personal History and Attitudes 

An examination of some aspects of personal history such as age at leaving home and early 
relationships shows that persons in de facto relationships tend to be more independent and 
non-conformist than married persons. 

Leaving home 

Those in de facto relationships are more likely to leave home at an earlier age, and the 
proportion who leave home in order to be independent or because of conflict with parents is 
also higher for this group than for married men and women. Nearly one third of the never 
married women leave home to live with their partners. More of those who live together than 
married persons say that they felt uncomfortable at home, that there were too many 
arguments and that living at home restricted their social and sex lives. ~ompared with 
married persons, fewer of them say that they would have been lonely by themselves. (See 
Tables A7 and A8.) 

The never married adults who live together generally come from more liberal homes than 
the ever married or currently married persons. Their parents are less likely to expect them to 
stay at home until marriage or to forbid them to have sex until they have left home. One 
third of the women and one fifth of the men are living with partners at age 18 and about 85 
per cent have had sex by that age. 

The early relationship patterns of ever married men and women who are now in de facto 
relationships show that they tend to marry at earlier ages than the men and women still 
married when the survey was conducted. More than one third of the women are already 
married by the time they are aged eighteen. Early marriage, especially before the age of 20, 
has been shown to be associated with a higher rate of marriage break-up (Bumpass and 
Sweet, 1972; McCarthy, 1978). (See Table A9.) 

Attitudes to sex roles in marriage 

Attitude scores based on the responses to statements about sex roles, marriage and family 
formation indicate that individuals who live together are less conservative than those who 
are married. They hold less traditional views about male and female roles and about 
marriage. These findings are similar to those of other studies of unmarried couples in 
Australia and the United States (Cunningham and Anthill, 1979; Risman and others, 1981). 
(See Tables A10 and All.) 
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Table3 Attitudes of men and women in de facto and legal marriages to marriage and divorce 

Marital status 

. Living together 
State'!1ent about marriage Sex NM(a) EM(b) Married 

% agreeing 
Gives you economic security M 34 21 57 

F 36 44 71 

Provides love, warmth and happiness M 62 50 94 
F 60 55 91 

Provides a regular sex life M 59 47 88 
F 55 72 88 

Develops a sense of responsibility M 64 60 85 
F 58 61 80 

Has the attraction of children M 51 48 ·77 
F 54 60 67 

Makes saving money easier M 41 39 42 
F 26 24 33 

Married people are happier than those M 23 37 54 
who never marry F 19 34 39 

Doesn't leave you much independence or M 32 13 29 
personal freedom F 33 46 26 

People take one another for granted after M 72 67 45 
they marry F 56 56 39 

Has no advantages M 26 28 8 
F 31 18 7 

There are few happy marriages these days M 49 40 35 
F 39 . 72 40 

Is for life M 59 48 80 
F 64 44 78 

Is not important but having a close M 71 79 30 
relationship is F 82 70 27 

Is too easy to get out of by divorce these days M 36 27 47 
F 36' 37 54 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 

The attitudes of men in de facto relationships do not differ mu.ch from those of married men 
regarding sex roles, although never married men who live with partners hold less traditional 
views than ever married or presently married men. However, the views of unmarried 
women living with partners are much less traditional than those of married women. Never 
married women who live with partners are the most likely to support egalitarian sex roles. 
They also appear more career minded and are less likely than the ever married or presently 
married women to believe that 'whatever career a woman may have her most important role 
is still that of mother', or that 'a wife should follow her husband wherever he wants to go for 
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Table 4 Attitudes of men and women in de facto relationships and ltegal marriages to living together 

Marital status 

Living together 
Statement about living together Sex NM(a) EM (b) Married 

% agreeing 
There are no legal responsibilities M 33 19 26 

F 41 40 36 

You can have a regular'Sex life M 67 49 54 
F 81 81 67 

It's good to have a trial marriage M 83 88 51 
F 82 86 49 

You can save more money M 60 71 42 
F 38 44 34 

It's easier to get out of than marriage M 67 72 75 
F 77 71 76 

There is a lack of personal security M 14 16 49 
F 19 30 61 

You have problems if there are children M 46 66 71 
F 56 42 80 

There is a lot of social disapproval M 21 27 39 
F 26 29 47 

There aren't any advantages over marriage M 26 36 47 
F 32 34 55 

It's all right for a couple to live together M 97 100 76 
without planning to get married F 93 93 73 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 

work'. Ever married women who are in informal marriages also have less traditional 
attitudes to sex roles when compared with married women, but they are slightly more 
traditional when compared with the never married women in de facto relationships. (See 
Table A12.) 

Attitudes to living together compared with marriage 

The attitudes of people in de facto relationships to living together and marriage throws 
considerable light on what living together offers: that is, on whether it offers an interim 
arrangement leading to marriage or a long-term alternative. 

People living together differ significantly from those who are married in their attitudes to 
marriage. For most of the people living with partners outside marriage, a close relationship 
is more important than marriage as a formal agreement (Table 3). But they are not totally 
disillusioned with marriage either: three quarters of the men and two thirds of the women 
disagree with the statement that 'there are no advantages to being married'. More than half 
of the people in de facto relationships, with the exception of the ever married women, also 
disagree that 'there are few happy marriages these days' (the 72 per cent of ever married 



Living Together 17 

women who agree with the statement may have in mind their own experience of marriage). 
The unmarried partners tend to be more cynical about marriage, however, and are less 
convinced than married persons that marriage offers love, happiness and economic security. 
Those who are living together also tend to believe that 'people take one another for granted 
after they marry', and few agree that married people are happier than those who do not 
marry. 

Men and women in de facto relationships are also more likely than married persons to be in 
favour of having a trial marriage (Table 4). Many who live together feel a commitment to 
the relationship and a responsibility to their partners, with a high proportion disagreeing 
that 'there is a lack of personal security when you live together'. 

Attitudes to being single 

Men and women who are in de facto relationships are living together not because they do 
not like being single. More of them have lived away from home as singles compared with 
married persons, many of whom lived with their parents until marriage. A lower proportion 
feel that being single is lonely and a higher proportion believe that 'you can spend more time 
at work and get ahead when single'. However, many ever married women now living with 
partners feel that single people are lonely and miss opportunities for having close relation
ships. This belief may be one of the factors influencing their relatively early ages at marriage 
and their present choices to live with partners. (See Table A13.) 
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5 The Possibility of Marriage 

As with de facto couples in the United States and Sweden, Australian couples who live 
together are not rejecting legal marriage altogether. When asked if they expect to marry, 
two thirds of the men and three quarters of the women say yes, although it is not clear that 
they will marry their current partners. The proportion who expect to marry is highest 
among never married women: four out of five who are living with a partner expect to marry. 
However, one out of four ever married men living with a partner is not sure about marrying 
again, and one out of four ever married women does not expect to remarry (Table 5). 

About half of those who expect to marry or remarry (two thirds in the case of ever married 
men) say they plan to marry within two years. But one out of four is not sure when. Most 
revealing is the high proportion of men who say that they will marry when they are more 
secure financially or more settled in their jobs. Two thirds of the men but less than half of the 
women mention financial insecurity as one of the reasons for delaying marriage~ 

As expected, more of the younger adults than the older ones think they will marry. Over 80 
per cent of both never and ever married men and women who are under age 25 plan to 
marry compared with about 60 per cent of those who are aged 25 to 34. Those who have 
never had children or who do not have dependent children in their households are also more 
likely to expect to marry than those who have children (Table 6). 

There are some differences between males and females when marriage intentions are 
examined according to some social and economic characteristics. For example, a greater 
proportion of men living in non-metropolitan areas than those living in the cities expect to 
marry, but this is_not so among the women. Also, a larger proportion of males who are 
practising a religion than of those not practising a religion expect to marry, but the reverse 
pattern is observed among females. 

The proportion who expect to marry is also higher among males who are employed or not in 
the labour force (70 per cent), most of whom ani students, than among males who are 
unemployed (40 per cent). It is also higher among those with secure jobs (75 per cent) 
compared with those with less secure jobs (about 58 per cent). Among women, the number 
unemployed is too small to attach meaning to the differentials by employment status. 
However, a similar pattern was observed for women as for men according to job security, 
although the differentials are smaller for women. (See Table A14.) 
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Table 5 Attitudes of men and women living together to marrying 

Males Females 

NM(a) EM (b) NM(a)· EM (b) 

Whether expect to marry % distribution 

Yes 68 61 83 67 
No 21 12 15 26 
Don't know/not sure 11 27 2 7 

Number of persons 93 24 55 22 

Of those expecting to marry % distribution 
When expect to marry: 

within 1 year 37 16 14 37 
1-2 years 18 52 40 14 
3-5 years 12 8 12 21 
5 or more years 9 4 12 0 
Unsure/don't know 25 20 22 28 

Will marry when: % % % % 
'I'm more mature' 34 34 23 18 
'I'm financially secure' 68 72 50 39 
'I finish my education' 24 18 25 18 

Agree that: % % % 0/0 
'Marriage will happen when 

93 it happens' 71 59 78 

Number of persons 63 15 46 15 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
Percentage distribution may not rotallOO because of rounding. 

Most men and women who are living together are not under pressure to marry. Of the few 
(less than 15 per cent) who are, men are mostly under pressure from their partners - for 
example, one man aged 26 says his partner wants to marry, settle down and have children 
but he does not feel ready for these additional responsibilities. Women, on the other hand, 
say the pressure comes from friends, parents and relatives, rarely from their partners. (See 
Table A1S.) 

Roughly 20 per cent of adults living together do not expect to marry. They tend to be the 
ever married among the women, but the never married among the men. Those men and 
women who have been married before and do not want to remarry, believe there is nothing 
to gain by marrying. As we have seen, data on attitudes to marriage show that a high 
proportion of ever married women agree that 'there are few happy marriages these days'. 
(See Table A16.) 

Some of the never married men and women appear to be in fairly stablt; relationships with 
their partners and therefore feel there is nothing to gain by marrying. As one woman who 
has had three children with her partner says, 'We have been together so long now it 
[marriage] doesn't seem important'. Some never married men are disillusioned by their 
parents' marriage. One says he is scared of marriage 'because of how bad my parents' 
relationship is ... my father got Mum pregnant and had to marry her'. Others simply prefer 
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Table 6 Men and women living together who expect to marry, by age and by number of children had 
and present 

Men Women 

Characteristic NM(a) EM(b) NM(a) EM(b) 

Ae (Years) % % % %f 
Under 25 84 100 89 86 
25-34 54 57 69 58 

Number of children ever had 
None. 75 74 89 80 
1 or more 42 56 69 71 

Number of children present 
None 71 63 89 74 
1 or more 40 58 64 50 

% expect to marry 68 61 83 67 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 

to live together and not marry. Six persons who do not expect to marry mentioned 
homosexuality as one reason. 

These are the people who appear to have rejected marriage in favour of living together. But 
they are a minority among couples who live together. For the majority, marriage remains an 
option for the future. 
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6 The De Facto Relationship 

The relationship between unmarried partners is not very different from that between legally 
married spouses. Both unmarried and married partners express happiness and satisfaction 
with their partners and their relationships, face similar pressures and have similar hopes 
about their futures. One man who expects to marry when he is financially secure and settled 
in his job says that his partner 'has helped me lead a fuller, more contented life'. A widower 
who has two children with his current partner says that it is 'all pretty good ... she provides 
a good family life for all of us'. . 

Occasionally there is a hint of a lack of permanence in the de facto relationship, as when one 
man says of the woman he lives with that she is 'extremely understanding - gives me the 
feeling that I can get out of it if I want to'. But he says he expects to marry when he is 
financially secure. Several unmarried partners describe their relationships as 'happy', 'easy' 
and' comfortable', with both partners sharing similar interests. Among both unmarried and 
married couples, the highest proportion believe that the best stage of their life is 'now'. 
Many who are living together also describe the best stage in their lives as 'when the 
relationship settled'. 

A small proportion of those in de facto relationships mentioned problems with Jheir 
relationships. Six men and women (4 per cent of those living together) say their relation
ships are a major pressure for them. (By comparison, less than 2 per cent of married persons 
reported that there are problems in their relationships.) But a higher proportion of unmar
ried than married partners also report that they have no major pressures. (See TableA17.) It 
should be remembered that this is a young group overall. 

Where there are pressures, money and other financial matters are the ones most frequently 
mentioned by both unmarried and married partners. Thus, when asked what they think 
their lives will be like in two years time, a high proportion of both unmarried and married 
partners say they hope their personal finances will be better. 

Many of those who are living together also hope they will be married and living in their own 
homes (Table A18), again indicating that living together is a temporary arrangement until 
they feel economically secure enough to marry. Other surveys have shown that many young 
people, especially from the working class, believe that it is important to have enough money 
and preferably a house at the time of marriage (Caldwell and others 1976) .. 
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Both the unmarried and the married consider it important that partners should have similar 
ideas and goals. However, persons who are living together are less likely to believe that 
having similar religious beliefs is important. As discussed earlier, religion is not important in 
the lives of most unmarried couples. Ever married men are also less concerned about their 
partners' social or ethnic backgrounds, and never married men and women are less 
concerned than the married about partners having similar educational levels. (See Table 
A19.) Never married men and women who are in de facto relationships are likely to meet 
their partners through friends rather than at places of recreation such as beaches, sporting 
events or holiday places. Many ever married men and women in de facto relationships met 
their partners at work. 

Three out of four men and women living together say their mothers approve of their 
partners. Women are more likely to know about their parents' attitudes to their partners, 
probably because they are more likely to tell their parents about their relationships or to 
have introduced their parents to their partners. A significant proportion of ever married 
men do not feel close to their parents: many also do not know whether the,ir parents approve 
of their partners. (See Table AlO.) . 

About three out of four women, regardless of marital status, consider their mothers' 
approval of their partners to be important. The proportion of women who consider their 
fathers' approval to be important is lower; only about one out of two women in de facto 
relationships regards her father's approval of her partner to be important. . 

Parental approval of partner is less important to men than to women, and less important to 
men in de facto relationships than to married men. Only about 40 per cent of never married 
men and about 25 'per cent of ever married men who are living with partners consider 
parental approval of their partners to be important. 
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7 Unmarried Couples and Children 

Thirty per cent of the men and 35 per cent of the women aged 18 - 34 who are in de facto 
relationships have had children. However, only 18 per cent of the men but 32 per cent of the 
women have their children living with them. Of the 31 per cent of couples who have children 
in the household, about half have one child, a quarter have two children and the rest have 
three or more (Table 7). In one out of two of the unmarried arrangements including children 
in the household, the children are from the current de facto relationship. 

Table 7 Percentage of men and women living together with children in the household, and number of 
children 

With children in household 

With children in household numbering 
None 
1 
2 
3 
4 or more 

Number of persons 

Men Women 

% % 
27- 36 

% distribution 
73 64 

9 22 
7 8 
7 4 
4 2 

117 77 

Of those who have no children, most would like to have children later, presumably after 
they marry. But 18 per cent of the never married who live together expect to have no 
children. Women in de facto relationships are more likely than married women to want only 
two children while twice as many married women as unmarried women want more than 
two. Forty per cent of the ever married men who are in de facto relationships expect to have 
four or more children. These are men who have children from their first marriages and 
expect to have children from their current relationships as well. However, ever married 
women who have children from their previous marriages appear more reluctant to have 
further children. More than 20 per cent expect to have only one child and less than 5 per cent 
say they will have more than three children (Table 8). 
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Table 8 Number of children men and women in de facto and legal marriages expect to have 

Number of 
children expected 

None 
1 
2 
3 
4 or more 

% Total 
Number of persons 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 

Men 

Living togetherMarried 
NM(a) EM(b) 

% distribution 
18 9 8 

1 4 5 
47 30 42 
15 18 30 
18 39 15 

100 100 100 
93 24 578 

Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 

Women 

Living together Married 
NM(a) EM(b) 

17 0 7 
8 23 5 

54 50 44 
9 23 29 

12 5 15 

100 100 100 
55 22 725 

A higher proportion of never married men and women than of ever married or married 
persons say they will delay child bearing until they have enough money or steady jobs and 
until they or their partners can cope with the additional responsibility. Nearly 60 per cent of 
the never married women also say that they will delay child bearing until their marriages are 
settled. About 20 per cent of the unmarried partners report that they are under some 
pressure to have children, from themselves, their parents or their relatives. Among unmar
ried couples, it is usually the female partner who wants to marry and have children. One 
third of never married men face some pressure from their partners to have children, but few 
never married women say that their men want them to have children soon (Table A2l). 
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8 Conclusions 

The number of unmarried couples who live together appears to have increased sharply since . 
the mid-1970s, and in 1982 5 per cent of all couples living together were unmarried. The 
preceding comparisons of the characteristics and attitudes of unmarried and married 
couples show that the unmarried partners tend to be more independently minded people, 
holding less traditional views about marriage - although they have not rejected it alto
gether. For many young couples, living together appears to be a temporary arrangement 
that may end in marriage when the partners feel ready for it. 

Young Australians now regard marriage as a serious step, one that they are not prepared to 
take until they feel financially and emotionally ready. Writing about the rise in the age at 
marriage that is now taking place, Peter McDonald (1982) suggests that there has been a 
return to the ethic of the 'proper time to marry' : 'today the economically proper time is 
when the couple have sufficient savings to begin marriage in [their own] house, while the 
psychologically proper time is when one's personality is fully developed through travel, 
career and freedom of relationship with a broad range of people': With the liberalisation of 
social attitudes during the 1970s, living together has come to be considered a way of 
allowing a relationship to develop and settle until the partners feel that they have arrived at 
the proper time to marry, economically and psychologically. 

Although most unmarried couples do not see living together as a long-term alternative to 
relationship, a small minority are happy to live together indefinitely and have children from 
their de facto relationship. These are mainly working class couples. Some are disillusioned 
with marriage; others have the attitu& that if you live with someone long enough and have 
children together, you are classified as married and a marriage certificate is unimportant. 
One out of six unmarried couples in the survey sample has had at least one child from the 
current relationship. 

One of the objectives of the preceding comparison of unmarried and married partners has 
been to determine why some people live together while others are married. Examination of 
social and economic characteristics, attitudes and aspirations has provided some indica
tions of possible reasons. In the final analysis, the response of one married man to the 
question, 'why marry?', mayc. well sum up the reasons for preferring marriage over living 
together: 'I love my wife. I didn't think it was right to live together at the time. It wasn't the 
way I was brought up. It puts a tighter binding [to the relationship] and makes us more 
stable'. 
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Andrew Cherlin (1981: 19), writing about the implications of increasing unmarried cohabi
tation for family life in the United States, foresees no major change to marriage and divorce 
patterns. Because of the similarity in patterns of living together between Australia and the 
United States, many of his conclusions can be applied to Australia as well. Cherlin suggests 
that living together will not result in any sharp decline in the proportion of people who will 
ever marry because most people who live together plan to marry someone. However, living 
together should lead to an increase in the average age at marriage because it tends to delay 
marriage. Cherlin (1981: 17) also argues that living together will not necessarily lower the 
divorce rate even though it allows a couple to assess their compatibility before marriage: 
because people living together implicitly subscribe to 'the ethic that a relationship should be 
ended if either partner is dissatisfied' this attitude is likely to be carried over to their 
marriages .. Data from the AFF Project survey lend support to this hypothesis. Those who 
live together tend to have less traditional attitudes to marriage and a higher proportion of 
this group than the married group disagrees with the statement that 'marriage is for life'. 

Since living together tends to delay marriage, it therefore also delays the child bearing 
associated with marriage. In fact because both marriage and child bearing are being delayed 
simultaneously, it can be argued that unmarried couples are associating marriage with child 
bearing and therefore will marry only when they are also ready to have children. A study of 
the timing of births among couples who live together before marriage should provide more 
information on this issue. Since delayed child bearing usually leads to fewer children, living 
together may result in smaller family sizes. Data on the number of children desired by 
unmarried partners further indicate that women who are living together with partners 
expect to have smaller families, usually of not more than two children. 

Will living together continue to increase in the 1980s as it did in the 1970s? One third of the 
respondents in the AFF Project survey in 1982 still believe that there is a lot of social 
disapproval of living together. However, it is clear that living together is more acceptable 
now than in the early 1970s. While it is unlikely that 99 per cent of couples will live together 
before marriage, as in Sweden (Lewin, 1982), atleast one third already do so and an increase 
is likely as social disapproval weakens. But, as this study indicates, any increase in living 
together will not necessarily threaten the institutions of marriage and the family. 
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Appendix Additional Figures and Tables 

TableA1 Some demographic and social characteristics of men and women aged 18-34 years who are 
living together or married 

Men Women 

Living together Married Living together Married 
Characteristic NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

Age (years) % distribution 
<20 6 0 0 17 0 2 
20-24 42 10 14 55 32 22 
25-29 30 37 37 19 43 36 
30-34 22 53 49 9 25 40 

Birthplace 
Australia 82 77 72 79 72 78 
Other English-

speaking countries 13 18 13 19 16 11 
Elsewhere 5 5 15 2 12 11 

Residence 
Metropolitan 84 79 68 69 55 67 
Non-metropolitan 16 21 32 31 45 33 

Education 
<11 years 51 56 49 35 65 54 
11-12 years 25 26 24 26 29 23 
Tertiary 24 18 27 39 6 23 

Religion 
Catholic 28 18 26 20 30 29 
Other Christian 33 34 53 45 53 59 
None 37 44 19 31 12 10 
Other 2 5 2 4 5 1 

Religious practice 
Practising 29 10 51 23 25 59 
Not practising 71 90 49 77 75 41 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 
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Table A2 Characteristics of women aged 17-37 who did/did not live with their partner before 
marriage, 1977 

Characteris tic 

Birthplace 

Australia 
Other English-speaking countries 
Europe 
Elsewhere 

Education 
Less than 11 years 
11-12 years 
Tertiary 

Husband's education 
Less than 11 years 
11-12 years 
Tertiary 

Religion 
Catholic 
Other 
None 

Number of persons 

Source: Melbourne Survey, 1977. 

Lived together before marriage 

Yes No 

% distribution 

77 66 
7 9 

12 16 
4 9 

33 39 
34 37 
33 24 

29 50 
35 28 
36 22 

19 26 
43 52 
38 22 

108 408 
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Table A3 Some demographic and social characteristics of unmarried and married couples 

Characteristic 

Age difference 

o (same age) 
1-4 years 
5-9 years 
10 or more years 

Birthplace 
Both Australian-born 
Both born in other English-speaking countries 
Australian-born + born in English-speaking country 
Both born in non-English-speaking countries 
Australian-born + born in non-English-speaking country 
English-speaking + non-English-speaking 

Education 
Both tertiary 
Both have 11-12 years 
Both partners < 11 years 
Female more educated than male 
Male more educated than female 

Religion 
Both have 
One has 
Both do not have 

Religious practice 
Both practising 
One practising 
Both not practising 

Number of couples 

Note: Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 

Unmarried Married 
couples couples 

% distribution 

10 11 
57 67 
25 19 

7 3 

64 65 
9 5 

11 10 
1 8 

13 10 
2 2 

8 11 
25 22 
15 17 
23 18 
29 32 

55 81 
24 10 
21 9 

19 49 
11 10 
69 41 

194 1303 
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TableA4 Some indicators of the economic situation of men and women aged 18-34 in de facto 
relationships and legal marriages 

Men Women 

Living together Married Living together Married 
Indicator NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

Activity status % distribution 

Working full-time 82 78 91 46 34 27 
Working part-time 3 5 3 21 20 21 
Studying 2 0 2 5 3 1 
Home duties 0 0 1 22 36 50 
Unemployed 9 9 3 6 7 1 
Other 4 8 1 0 0 0 

Occupation (c) 
Prof.lman. 25 40 28 31 8 30 
Clerical/sales 9 10 13 36 46 39 
T rades/ services 66 50 59 33 46 30 

Job situation (d) 
Very secure 62 78 70 66 58 65 
Fairly secure 23 22 25 29 25 30 
Not secure 14 0 5 6 17 6 

Family income 
<$10000 20 17 11 18 2 10 
$10001-$18000 27 11 36 35 46 40 
$18001-$22000 22 21 16 7 7 16 
$22 001-$30000 19 21 24 29 21 22 
$30001 + 12 31 13 11 23 12 

Received benefits during 
previous year 
No 74 71 82 52 41 31 
Yes: unemployment 22 8 3 17 9 1 

family/child 0 9 8 19 43 65 
other 4 13 7 12 7 3 

Financially independent 
of parents 
Yes 90 95 94 94 91 94 
No 3 0 2 4 9 3 
Not stated 7 5 4 2 0 3 

Type of dwelling 
Separate house 64 67 83 66 58 87 
Semi-detached house 6 13 3 6 5 1 
Terrace/townhouse 5 0 4 0 11 2 
Flat, other 25 20 10 28 26 10 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
(c) Those in labour force. 
(d) Those employed. 
Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 
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Table AS Employment and occupational status of partners of unmarried and married couples 

Status 

Employment 
Both employed 
One employed 
One unemployed 
Both unemployed 
Both not in labour force 

Occupation 
Both professionals 
Both clerical/sales 
Both trades/services 
Professional + other/not employed 
Non-professional + other/not employed 

Number of couples 

Note: Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 

Unmarried 
couples 

61 
26 
10 

1 
3 

8 
4 

18 
25 
45 

194 

Married 
couples 

% distribution 

48 
48 

3 
o 
1 

7 
5 
9 

25 
53 

1303 

---------
~. 
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TableA6 Work history of men and women aged 18-34 in de facto relationships and legal marriages 

Men Women 

Living together . Married Living together Married 
Work history NM(a) .EM(b) NM(a) EM (b) 

% distribution 
Activity status first few years 
after Jeaving school 
Wage earner, full-tim~ 75 84 77 74 94 78 
Wage earner, part-time 8 2 6 12 0 5 
Unemployed 4 0 0 4 0 1 
Odd jobs 6 5 3 2 0 1 
Student 6 9 11 8 6 11 
Other 0 0 3 0 0 4 

Activity status last few years 
Wage earner, full-time 84 87 85 77 44 40 
Wage earner, part-time 6 0 2 8 32 21 
Unemployed 5 0 1 0 0 0 
Odd jobs 2 0 1 0 0 1 
Self-employed 1 13 5 0 0 2 
Student 3 0 2 3 0 1 
Home duties 0 0 1 10 24 34 
Other 0 0 4 2 0 1 

Number of job changes 
None 6 0 16 11 5 17 
One 5 0 14 8 5 14 
2-5 47 27 43 60 71 55 
6-10 20 25 19 .13 17 12 
Over 10 21 48 9 9 3 3 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 
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TahleA7 Patterns of leaving home of men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages 

Men Women 

Living together Married Living together Married 
Pattern of leaving home NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

% who left home by 
age 18 36 38 23 43 29 28 

Main reason for leaving % distribution 

Independence 25 32 14 17 14 8 
Marriage 0 10 36 0 39 49 
To live with partner 13 0 3 28 5 3 
To live with others 1 11 2 5 0 2 
Travel 10 10 6 3 0 3 
To migrate 1 0 4 6 5 2 
To study 8 3 5 9 5 9 
Join armed forces 4 3 5 0 0 1 
Jobs 9 10 13 4 7 8 
Conflict with parents 13 16 4 14 18 8 
Conflict with others 0 0 1 2 0 1 
Escape/hospital/institution 0 0 1 2 5 1 
Other/not stated 16 5 6 10 3 6 

Who lived with after leaving home 
Alone 14 19 12 2 6 3 
Legal partner 0 21 39 0 57 50 
De facto partner 19 0 3 37 8 4 
Friends 29 32 15 25 12 14 
Relatives 15 10 9 19 9 8 
Institution/moved around 5 0 3 2 0 4 

. Boarding school 7 0 4 0 5 5 
Boarding house 2 0 4 0 0 2 
Religious order 2 0 0 2 0 0 
Other 6 19 9 13 3 9 
Not stated 0 0 1 0 0 0 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM =:' never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
Figures may not total 100 because of rounding. 
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TableA8 Relationship with parents and attitude to living with them of men and women in de facto 
relationships and legal marriages 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. Men Women 
(b) EM = ever married. 

Living together Married Living together Married Percentage distribution may not 
total 100 because of rounding. NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

Relationship with parents % distribution 
(if still alive) 

Closer to mother 34 25 33 56 67 46 
Closer to father 18 30 16 19 17 16 
Close to both parents 43 25 48 23 17 35 
Close to neither 5 20 3 2 0 3 

Statement % agreeing 
I was able to save more money 

living at home 62 70 68 69 75 69 
It was pleasant living with 

my parents 78 74 86 75 78 84 
My outside social life was 

severely hindered 33 33 22 25 39 24 
M y parents expected me to'stay 

home till I married 14 24 24 24 52 34 
Generally there is nothing 

good about living at home 15 13 8 14 17 9 
I could afford to leave home 71 83 71 70 53 64 
There were arguments about who 

should do the household jobs 39 7 33 37 26 32 
I felt uncomfortable at home 25 19 20 37 36 19 
My sex life was hindered 

because of living at home 48 57 33 36 33 19 
I could always discuss things that 

were important to me 53 69 62 55 44 62 
My parents didn't want me to 

have sex until I left home 29 13 40 56 60 79 
I was expected to contribute 

to the family income 54 73 55 55 32 54 
I felt accepted at home 88 95 92 79 78 90 
I felt I would have been 

lonely by myself 31 33 42 46 53 59 
There were too many arguments 

when living at home 35 38 28 44 49 27 
I felt I could leave home 

whenever I wanted 86 81 81 63 64 65 
I felt my parents wanted me to ' 

be self-supporting 53 75 46 49 43 34 
I was encouraged to get as much 

education as possible 76 93 81 66 74 77 
I had to stay home a lot and 

look after the family 7 5 12 20 17 18 
I wanted my parents to suppott 

me economically longer than ... 4 9 5 13 14 6 
My parents encouraged me to 

be independent 81 85 83 83 83 82 
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Table A9. Early relationship patterns of men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages 

Men Women 

Living together Married Living together Married 
Patterns NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

Relationship at age 18 % distribution 

Engaged 2 9 4 6 14 11 
Living together 21 0 2 37 8 4 
Married 0 9 6 0 38 26 
None of above 77 83 88 57 40 59 

Sex-life at age 18 
Ever had sex 83 92 72 89 85 60 
Never had sex 17 8 28 11 15 40 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
Figures may not totallOO,because of rounding. 

TableAlO Average attitude scores of men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages 
(a) 

Attitude Living together Analysis of variance 
measure Sex NM(b) EM (c) Married F Significance 

CONSERV M 59.7 58.2 65.4 16.7 .000 
F 56.7 59.4 63.9 15.2 .000 

SEXROLE M 20.4 19.1 19.2 3.8 .021 
F 21.7 20.6 19.6 8.4 .000 

ATMARDIV M 37.9 38.8 29.9 58.9 .000 
F 37.3 37.4 30.2 38.7 .000 

Notes: (a) These attitude scores are based on responses to the statements shown in Tables All and A12. 
Respondents were asked whether they agreed or disagreed with each of the statements on a scale of one to 
five. The CONSERV variable was weighted toward a conservative attitude (i.e. those with a more 
conservative attitude would score more points). The variables SEXROLE and ATMARDIV (attitude to 

marriage and divorce) were weighted towards a less traditional attitude to sex roles and marriage and 
divorce (i.e. those with a less traditional attitude to these issues would have a higher score). 
(b) NM = never married. 
(c) EM = ever married. 



Table All Attitude measures and their component items 

CONSERV 
1 Important decisions should be made by the husband. 
2 A woman is only fulfilled when she becomes a mother. 
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3 Married people are happier than those who go through life without getting married. 
4 Whatever career a woman may have her most important role in life is still that of becoming a 

mother. 
S People who question the old and accepted ways of doing things usually end up causing trouble. 
6 One's really important relationships are within one's home. 
7 Marriage is for life. 
8 Wives who don't have towork should not do so. 
9 People should consider the needs of their spouse and children as more important than th~ir own. 

10 A husband provides protection for his wife. 
11 A wife should go where her husband wants her to go for his job. 
12 If my spouse mentioned divorce I'd be devastated. 
13 I would be frightened to be single at forty. 
14 I would not expect my partner to be always faithful. 
15 You need two parents to bring up a child. 
16 It is all right for people to have children without being married. 
17 It is all right for a couple to live together without planning to get married. 
18 People can have a satisfying relationship without children. 
19 Divorce is too easy to get these days. 
20 The most important thing to teach children is absolute obedience to their parents. 
21 My partner should not expect me to be always faithful. . 

ATMARDIV 
1 Marriage gives you economic security. 
2 Marriage provides love, warmth and happiness. 
3 You have a regular sex life when married. 
4 Marriage develops a sense of responsibility in you that you wouldn't have otherwise. 
S Having children is an attraction of marriage. 
6 There are no advantages to being married. 
7 Married people are happier than those who go through life without getting married. 
8 One's really important relationships are within the home. 
9 Marriage is for life. 

10 If my spouse mentioned divorce I'd be devastated. 
11 Husbands and wives should work as a team to get ahead. 
12 I would not expect my partner to be always faithful. 
13 Divorce is too easy to get these days. 
14 My partner should not expect me to be always faithful. 

SEXROLE (see Table All) 
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TableA12 Attitude to sex roles of men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages 

Living together Married 
Statement Sex NM(a) EM (b) 

% agreeing 
Important decisions should be made M 22 42 25 
by the husband F 18 14 16 

A woman is only fulfilled when M 25 56 27 
she becomes a mother F 22 29 28 

Whatever career a woman may have her most M 39 26 49 
important role is still that of a mother F 34 40 48 

Wives who don't have to work should M 46 45 59 
not do so F 53 57 51 

Husbands should help with M 85 89 81 
housework F 84 92 77 

A wife should go where her husband M 45 73 62 
wants to go for his job F 39 57 70 

Number of persons M 93 24 578 
F 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
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TableAU Attitude to being single of men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages 

Living together . Married 
Statement Sex NM(a) EM (b) 

% agreeing 
Being single allows you freedom M 78 96 82 
to come and go as you please F 82 83 74 

Being single allows you freedom M 84 88 82 
to mix with the oppositl! sex F 72 95 75 

Being single provides fewer M 59 87 74 
worries or responsibilities F 57 49 61 

Being single provides more time to experience M 75 72 52 
life and find out about yourself F 80 72 57 

You can save more money when M 42 40 46 
single F 44 44 49 

You can spend more time at work M 61 35 42 
and get ahead when single F 68 55 64 

It is lonely being single M 38 48 45 
F 36 54 42 

You miss having a close M 57 51 43 
relationship when single F 44 .67 39 

Everyone pressures you to get M 27 19 19 
married when you are single F 28 39 32 

There are no advantages to M 19 25 16 
b~ing single F 8 23 13 

Number of persons M 93 24 578 
F 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
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T I,lble A14 Percentage of men and women living together who expect to marry, by various 
characteristics 

Characteristic Men 

Birthplace % 
Australia 66 
Other English-speaking countries 60 
Non-English-speaking countries 100 

Place of residence 
Metropolitan 63 
Non-metropolitan 83 

Education 
Less than 11 years 69 
11-12 years 59 
Tertiary 71 

Religion 
Catholic 74 
Other Christian 74 
None 58 
Other 33 

. Religious practice 
Practising 83 
Not practising 61 

Employment status 
Employed 70 
Unemployed 40 
Not in labour force 75 

Job security 
Very secure 75 
Fairly secure 58 
Not secure 57 

All 67 

Table A15 Pressures to marry experienced by men and women living together 

Men 
Pressure to marry NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) 

% experiencing 15 9 16 
Number experiencing 14 2 9 

Source (number) 
Pregnancy 1 0 3 
Parents 2 0 5 
Relatives 3 0 4 
Friends 5 2 6 
Other, including partner 10 0 1 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 

Women 

% 
81 
68 
75 

80 
76 

73 
83 
83 

73 
82 
75 

100 

68 
82 

80 
100 

70 

87 
68 
75 

79 

Women 
EM (b) 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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TableA16 Men and women living together who do not expect to marry: reasons for not marrying 

Men Women 
Not expecting to marry NM(a) EM (b) NM(a) EM (b) 

Number 20 4 8 6 
% 21 17 15 27 

Reasons (number) 
Related to parents: 4 0 1 1 

parents' marriage history 2 0 0 1 
disillusionment 2 0 1 0 

Homosexual 4 0 2 0 

Related to family formation: 9 0 1 1 
scared of marriage 2 0 0 0 
have not met right person 1 0 0 0 
prefer to be single 6 0 0 0 
not wanting to conform to traditional sex roles 0 0 1 1 

Related to marriage: 8 4 4 1 
marriage certificate not necessary 1 0 1 0 
nothing to gain by marrying 4 2 1 1 
prefer to live together 2 2 2 0 
marriage allows no change 1 0 0 0 

Self-related: 3 0 2 0 
don't want responsibility 3 0 1 0 
not in good health 0 0 1 0 

Related to divorce/separation: 0 4 0 4 
don't want to try again 0 3 0 3 
don't want to go through courts again 0 1 0 0 
need time to sort things out 0 0 0 1 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
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TableA17 Major pressures in life most frequently mentioned by men and women in de facto 
relationships and legal marriages (a) 

Living together 
Ranking NM(b) EM(c) 

Men 
. 1 Money Debt: housing 

(18) (4) 

2 Career Unemployment 
(10) (4) 

3 Work pressure Money 
(9) (3) 

4 Saving for home/marriage Career 
(8) (3) 

5 Job related (insecurity, Cost of living 
changes) (7) (2) 

Women 
1 Money Money 

(8) (3) 

2 Saving for house/marriage Debt: interest rates 
(5) (2) 

3 Study - exams Debt: car 
(5) (2) 

4 Making decisions Work 
(5) (2) 

5 Cost of living/finding Relationship problems 
work (3) (1) 

No major 
pressures % % 
Men 10 17 
Women 20 18 

Notes: (a) Numbers in parentheses refer to number of persons giving response. 
(b) NM = never married. 
(c) EM = ever married. 

Married 

Money 
(116) 

Debt: housing 
(79) 

Work pressure 
(59) 

Cost of living 
·(54) 

Saving for home 
(34) 

Money 
(157) 

Cost of living 
(93) 

Debt: housing 
(69) 

Being good parents 
(53) 

Debt: interest rates 
(33) 

% 
9 

13 



Living Together 43 

Table A18 Most frequent responses about what life will be like in two years' time for men and 
women in de facto relationships and legal marriages (a) 

Living together 
Ranking NM(b) EM(c) 

Men 
1 Personal finances will Same as now 

be better (7) 
(22) 

2 Married More settled 
(17) (5) 

3 Same as now Personal finances will 
(16) be better (3) 

4 Living in own home Home renovations 
(16) (3) 

5 Job security Married 
(15) (2) 

Women 
1 Married Personal finances will be 

(14) better (5) 

2 Same as now Better 
(8) (3) 

3 Personal finances will be Pregnant with first 
better (8) child (3) 

4 It depends ... Travelling 
(7) (3) 

5 Living in own home Married 
(6) (2) 

Notes: (a) Numbers in parentheses refer to number of persons giving response. 
(b) NM = never married. 
(c) EM = ever married. 

Married 

Personal finances will 
be better 
(145) 

Same as now 
(136) 

Wife pregnant with first 
child (64) 

Better 
(50) 

Living in own home 
(44) 

Same as now 
(164) 

Personal finances will be 
better (115) 

Pregnant with first 
child (87) 

More children 
(77) 

Kids will be older, more 
freedom (64) 
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TableA19 Where men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages met partner and 
qualities they think important in a partner 

Men Women 

Living together Living together 
NM(a) EM (b) Married NM(a) EM (b) Married 

W here met partner % distribution 
Childhood 0 0 2 3 0 1 
School/tertiary institution 9 10 8 5 0 7 
Own/partner's house 11 14 6 4 8 8 
Friend's house 18 11 11 23 10 15 
Relatives/parents 0 0 4 2 0 3 
Places of recreation 16 26 32 20 38 29 
Church 0 0 4 0 0 3 
Shops/hotel/street 15 11 12 19 9 11 
At work 15 19 12 11 23 14 
Other 16 9 9 13 12 9 

Qualities thought important in partners % consider it important 
Similar education 32 51 51 34 58 51 
Similar social background 47 36 55 57 64 61 
Attractive appearance 89 60 81 60 74 61 
Similar ethnic background 30 12 34 32 44 39 
Similar religious beliefs 21 33 42 24 28 43 
Similar ideas 80 73 76 78 66 76 
Similar occupational background 5 16 9 10 5 9 
A great personality 82 59 71 72 65 63 
Similar goals 86 76 86 89 86 . 85 

N umber of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
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TableA20 Men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages: whether parents approve 
and importance of parental approval 

Men Women 

Living together Living together 
NM(a) E1\1 (b) Married NM(a) EM (b) Married 

Mother approved of partner % % % % % % 
Yes 72 75 82 69 74 78 
No 5 0 9 21 1,7 14 
Don't know 13 26 3 2 5 5 
Not applicable (c) 10 0 6 8 ) 3 

Father approved of partner 
Yes 66 67 82 52 55 71 
No 3 0 4 15 17 12 
Don't know 12 26 5 17 9 8 
Not applicable (c) 20 . 8 9 16 19 9 

Mother's approval important 
Yes 45 24 54 73 71 74 

Father's approval important 
Yes 38 27 50 55 44 69 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
(c) Includes father/mother dead. 

TableA21 Men and women in de facto relationships and legal marriages: when to have children and. 
pressures to have children 

Men Women 

Living together Living together 
NM(a) EM (b) Married NM(a) EM (b) Married 

W ould/ did delay child bearing until % % % % % % 
'I have enough money' 56 48 43 52 28 34 
'I have a steady job' 54 19 36 30 17 7 
'My partner has a steady job' 3 5 5 56 34 27 
'I could cope' 56 32 44 70 60 38 
'My partner could cope' 60 42 45 64 45 36 
'We have a house' 33 26 38 49 21 33 
'The marriage is settled' 46 34 45 58 42 43 

Felt pressure to have children from 
Parents 21 21 31 16 20 20 
Friends 10 5 15 15 14 16 
Partner 36 23 22 9 38 16 
Relatives 19 9 19 16 20 19 
Self 20 25 27 17 46 35 

Number of persons 93 24 578 55 22 725 

Notes: (a) NM = never married. 
(b) EM = ever married. 
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Per cent 
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15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-54 55+ 

Age offemale partner (years) 

Figure At Percentage of couples in de facto relationships, by age of female partner, 1982 

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics, 1982, Table 5, p.7. 
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Institute of Family Studies - Original Data Collection 

The Institute of Family Studies, established under the provisions of the Family Law Act 
1975, began operation in 1980 with the aim of developing a comprehensive and detailed 
understanding of factors affecting family structure and family life in Australia. The policy 
advisory approach of the Institute stresses the importance of the economic status and 
well-being of Australian families and positive programs of support for families and the 
needs of children. 

An important part of the Institute's work involves four original data collection projects. 
Data collected from individual surveys from each of these projects will be analysed and 
reported on by the Institute. Subsequently, data from selected surveys will also be released 
for analysis by other researchers. 

To date, the four orginal data collection projects are: 

• the Australian Family Formation Project (AFF Project), aimed at discovering how young 
Australians feel about getting married and having children and what factors influence 
their decisions for the future; 

• the Family Re-formation Project (FRE Project), designed to examine the reasons why 
marriages dissolve, how people cope, the legal process of divorce and its economic and 
social consequences, remarriage and step-parenting; 

• the Children in Families Project (CIF Project), designed to explore how young children 
and adolescents living with both natural parents, with one parent or in re-formed families 
view family life, and their active use of family resources in the development of competence; 

• the Family Support Networks Project (FSN Project), aimed at examining the types of 
support that families offer to their members as well as the types of formal support services 
they use, and in what circumstances these kinds of support and services are sought. 

Australian Family Formation Project 

Aims of the Project 

The Australian Family Formation Project (AFF Project) is a longitudinal study of a large 
national sample of 18 to 34 year-old Australians designed to explore the patterns of family 
formation in families of origin and families of creation. 

Because young people today are more likely than people in past generations to leave home 
earlier and live independently of their family of origin, to delay marriage, to delay having 
children, and to enter into de facto unions, it is important to examine the reasons for these 
changes and the consequences of them on family life in Australia. 
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Changes in the structure of the Australian population and in the variety of family types on 
which the AFF Project focuses include: - - _ 

• leaving home patterns 
• the increased incidence of delayed marriages and later child bearing 
• divorce and remarriage rates 
• increased lone parenthood 
• declining birth t:ates 
• the occurrence and nature of de facto relationships 
• sexual experience 
• the impact of sex roles and work arrangements on family patterns 
• social values about marriage, divorce, work, individual and community responsibilities. 

By giving a comprehensive progressive picture of what young Australians are thinking and 
doing about family life, their plans for fOrriling families and their social values, the AFF 
Project provides detailed information on changes occurring in Australian society that have 
far-reaching policy implications for both immediate and projected social security costs and 
for social planning. 

Description of the Project Surveys 

AFF Project - 1981-82 IFS Survey 
Members of the survey team: Don Edgar, He/en G/ezer, Christine Kilmartin, Peter 
McDonald, Andrew Prolisko, Don Stewart, Des Storer, Terry Tremayne. 

The first stage of the AFF Project was a major, national survey of 2544 Australians aged 18 
to 34 years (1118 men and 1426 women). After extensive planning and pilot-testing by the 
Institute's AFF Project team, the survey went into the field in October 1981. 

The survey's interview schedule covered such issues as family background, residential 
mobility during childhood, stability of parents' marriage, educational, occupational and 
personal relationship history, family formation plans and experiences, expectations for and 
of marriage, having children, experience of economic or personal difficulties, and attitudes 
arid values about marriage, divorce, work and social policies. 

Each person interviewed was asked to give permission for the Institute to contact them 
again so that what actually happens to them can be checked against the plans, expectations 
and values they had at the time of this first survey. A very'high response was received, and 
contact with respondents is being maintained. 

Selected on a probability sample design, the respondents came from randomly chosen 
households in 650 Collectors' Districts (CD) scattered throughout Australia. These Census 
areas containing roughly 300 households were stratified to ensuJ;e that each State, and each 
region within each State, was represented in direct-proportion to the number of households 
contained within it. A skip interval of three occupied dwellings was adopted using random 
start points within each CD. At least three call-backs at the selected households were 
required to obtain an interview with a person randomly selected from among those aged 18 
to 34 within that household. 

Approximately 15 household contacts were made in each CD to yield four completed 
interviews. Thus a total of 9750 households were contacted. Whoever opened the door at 
each house call was asked first for details about the people living there and their relation
ships to one another. This information provides a more exhaustive set of relationships than 
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does the Census and so gives a first complete national picture of the frequency of intact 
two-parent households, one-parent households and re-formed families, of the numbers of 
adopted, step and 'half' children, and of the number of households containing extended or 
multiple families, group living arrangements and couples 'living together as married' (de 
facto). These findings about household structure patterns include families right across the 
age range. Then, in all households where there was at least one person aged between 18 and 
34 years a detailed interview was Qbtained with one person in that age range. . 

Logistically, this exercise required the training of 120 interviewers across Australia and field 
supervision of their work. Completed interview schedules were returned to Melbourne and 
Reark Research Pty Ltd coded and punched the data from item responses onto computer 
tape. The entire exercise took from October 1981 until the end of March 1982. Since then, 
the Institute has been checking the data, coding the more complex open-ended questionnaire 
items and analysing the data. 

AFF Project - 1986 IFS Survey 

It is intended to follow up the 1981 national sample in order to examine family formation 
changes which have occurred since the first interview. By 1986, 18 year-olds in the original 
sample will be 23 to 24 and the 1986 Survey will look at their changed economic circum
stances, attitudes to marriage, relationships formed, reality versus earlier expectations and 
future plans. 

Contracted research 

In addition to research conducted by the staff of the Institute of Family Studies, additional 
research has been contracted to researchers external to the Institute. 

AF~ Project - 1982 Marriage Case Stu'dies 

This set of case studies of 60 young married people from the national sample of2544 gives a 
picture of how couples negotiate their roles in newly formed families and the main factors 
affecting family functioning and marital satisfaction. The researchers are Helen Glezer and 
Tamara Kotler. 

AFF Project Publications 

To date, publications based on AFF Project data include: 

'The transition to marriage: trends in age at first marriage and proportions marrying in 
Australia', by Gordon Carmichael, in Proceedings Volume I, Family Formation, Structure, 
Values, Australian Family Research Conference, Institute of Family Studies, Melbourne, 
1984. (Price: $4.00, or $25.00 full set 7 vols.) 

'Changes in marriage and sex-role attitudes among young married women: 1971-1982', by 
Helen Glezer, in Proceedings Volume I, Family Formation, Structure, Values, Australian 
Family Research Conference, Institute of Family Studies, Melbourne, 1984. (Price: $4.00, 
or $25.00 full ~et 7 vols.) 

'Family formation and ethnicity', by Siew-Ean Khoo, in Proceedings Volume I, Family 
Formation, Structure, Values, Australian Family Research Conference, Institute of Family 
Studies, Melbourne, 1984. (Price: $4.00, or $25.00 full set 7 vols.) 
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'Leaving home and returning home: a demographic study of young adults in Australia', by . 
Christabel M. Young, in Proceedings Volume 1, Family Formation, Structure, Values,. 
Australian Family Research Conference, Institute of Family Studies, Melbourne, 1984. 
(Price: $4.00, or $25.00 full set 7 vols.) 

'The baby boom generation as reproducers: fertility in Australia in the late 1970s and the 
1980s', by Peter McDonald, in Proceedings Volume 1, Family Formation; Structure, 
Values, Australian Family Research Conference, Institute of Family Studies, Meibourne, 
1984. (Price: $4.00, or $25.00 full set 7 vols.) 

Family formation and ethnicity, by Siew-Ean Khoo, Working Paper No. 9, Institute of 
Family Studies, Melbourne, March 1985. (Price: $5.00) 

Living together: young couples in de facto relationships, by Siew-Ean Khoo, Working Paper 
No. 10, Institute of Family Studies, Melbo~rne, Coli ins Dove, August 1986, (Price: $6.95). 

Institute of Family Studies Annual Report 1982-83, Chapter 1. (Price: $6.50) 

Can the family survive?, by Peter McDonald, Discussion Paper No. 11, Institute of Family 
Studies, Melbourne, 1984. (Price $1.50) 

Further publications based on AFF Project data are being prepared by the Australian 
Institute of Family Studies. 




