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estimate the values of temporary annuities at varying rates of
interest, provided that the values of the corresponding annuities
certain at the required-rates of interest are available.
Yours faithfully,

A. C. RICHARDS
60 Meadowcroft Close
Balcombe Road
Horley
Surrey

The Joint Editors 14 December 1951
The Journal of the Institute of
Actuaries Students’ Society

The recent marriage and fertility data of England and Wales

Sirs,

In his paper published in your last Part (x0, 261) Mr P. R. Cox
discusses the notion of a differential fertility of marginal marriages
which he (rightly, I think) attributes to me. For the sake of the
record I should like to mention that I put this idea forward during
the war in the early days of the Royal Commission on Population
as a fatal objection to the process then in favour of using nuptiality
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tables to standardize reproduction rates based on fertility data
analysed by age and duration of marriage. This process resulted in
an even gloomier view of population prospects than the ordinary
reproduction rate, particularly in the early part of the war and
I was convinced that this was not justified. Indeed, I was one of
the few at that time who realized the weaknesses of N.R.R. and
pointed out in appropriate official quarters that it gave too gloomy
a view.

Mr Cox distinguishes between the idea of ‘marginal’ marriages
and the idea of ‘anticipated’ marriages. In my view of the
matter, the ‘anticipated’ (and ‘delayed’) marriages are included
in the wider concept of ‘marginal’ marriages. In fact, the possi-
bility that the low fertility of the additional marriages (whether
anticipated or delayed) in the first year or two after marriage might
be offset by higher fertility later on was an essential part of the
point of emphasizing the significance of the marginal marriages.
But this balancing-up effect, which in different conditions might
work in the opposite direction, does not in any way justify the
process of nuptiality standardization of, for example, the fertility
data of the years 1940/42. It does not need elaborate statistical
analysis to appreciate that the motives behind the increased
marriages in 1939/40 were not conducive to bringing children into
the world. It is ironic to-day to remember also that the improve-
ment in the number of births during the war was chronologically
associated with the entry of the U.S.S.R. into the war.

Yours faithfully,
WILFRED PERKS
Dormans
Boxgrove Avenue

Guildford

Surrey
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