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Figure 1: NS-SEC occupation and the probability of benefits receipt, 2017

Note: Data from Annual Population Survey. Sample is adult female respondents aged 16-45 in 2017
(N=52,463). NS-SEC occupation categories are as follows: 1=Large employers, higher management
and higher professional; 2=Lower management and professional; 3=Intermediate; 4=Small employ-
ers and own-account; 5=Lower supervisory and technical; 6=Semi-routine; 7=Routine; 8=Never
worked, long-term unemployed, or not classified. Person-household weightings are utilised to cor-
rect for non-response. Number of children refers to the number of dependent children under-16
reported in the family unit. Bars show 95 percent confidence intervals.
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Figure 2: Number of abortions by number of previous live births in England and Wales,
2008-2020

Note: Data from a Freedom of Information request submitted to the Department for Health and
Social Care. Vertical red solid line indicates the introduction of the two-child limit; here, this is
displayed just before 2017, since the data is yearly and the policy was in place for the majority of
2017.
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Figure 3: Proportion of total births who are higher order (third or subsequent births), by
treatment and control group with treatment defined by local income deprivation

Note: Data from administrative births microdata for England and Wales. Births are in the treat-
ment group if the mother lives in an area with an above-median Income Deprivation Score; births
are in the control group if they live in an area with a below-median Income Deprivation Score.
Shaded grey areas are 95 percent confidence intervals.
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Figure 4: Effect of being in the treatment group on the probability of being a higher-order
birth over time (treatment defined by local income deprivation)

Note: Data from administrative birth registrations microdata for England and Wales, 2012-2019.
Births are in the treatment group if the mother lives in an area with an above-median Income
Deprivation Score; births are in the control group if they live in an area with a below-median
Income Deprivation Score. Markers indicate the effect of being in the treatment group on the
probability of the child being a third or subsequent birth for each half-year of birth. Grey bars are
95 percent confidence intervals. Red solid line indicates the date of birth cut-off for the introduction
of the two-child limit (6 April 2017). Red dashed line indicates the date of the announcement of
the two-child limit (5 July 2015).
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Figure 5: Effect of being in the treatment group on the probability of being a higher-order
birth over time (treatment defined by local incidence of the two-child limit)

Note: Data from administrative birth registrations microdata for England and Wales, 2012-2019.
Markers indicate the effect of being in the treatment group on the probability of the child being a
third or subsequent birth for each half-year of birth. Grey bars are 95 percent confidence intervals.
Red solid line indicates the date of birth cut-off for the introduction of the two-child limit (6 April
2017). Red dashed line indicates the date of the announcement of the two-child limit (5 July 2015).
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Figure 6: Predicted and actual effects of being in a low-income occupation on the probability
of being a 3+ birth

Note: Markers denote the actual effect of being in the treatment group (i.e., with parents in a
low-income occupation) on the probability of the child being a third or subsequent birth for each
half-year of birth. Linear line of best fit indicates the predicted value of these coefficients based
on the coefficients prior to the introduction of the two-child limit. Vertical red solid line indicates
the date of birth cut-off for the introduction of the two-child limit (6 April 2017). Vertical pink
dashed line indicates the date of the announcement of the two-child limit (5 July 2015). By the final
data point (the second half of 2019), the actual coefficient is 11 percent lower than the predicted
coefficient.
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