Supplemental Material A

Gender
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .026), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of class membership and gender on age. The interaction effect between class membership and gender was not significant, F(2, 264) = 2.54, p = .08. There was not a significant main effect of class membership, F(2, 264) = 3.31, p = .07, or gender, F(2, 264) = 3.2, p = .04. 

Employment
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and employment status on age. The interaction effect between class membership and employment status was not significant, F(3, 262) = .46, p = .71. There were significant main effects of class membership, F(1, 262) = 10.68, p = .01, partial η2 = .04; and employment status, F(3, 262) = 5.64, p = .01, partial η2 = .06. Post-hoc comparisons using Tukey HSD indicated that those who were students (Mean age = 24.84, SD = 9.19) and students who were also working (Mean age = 23.53, SD = 5.86) were significantly younger than those who were employed (Mean age = 34.83, SD = 13.29). However, this did not vary significantly between the classes.

Relationship Status
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and relationship status on age. The interaction effect between class membership and relationship status was not significant, F(2, 262) = 1.14, p = .32. There was no significant main effect of class membership, F(1, 262) = 4.37, p = .04. There was a main effect of relationship status, F(2, 262) = 11.99, p = .01, partial η2 = .08. Post-hoc comparisons using Tukey HSD indicated significant age differences between those who were in a relationship and living together (Mean age = 37.66, SD = 14.28) compared to those who were single (Mean age = 24.71, SD = 9.5) and those in a relationship and not living together (Mean age = 24.31, SD = 8.4). However, these differences did not vary significantly between the classes. 

Country of Residence
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and country of residence on age. The interaction effect between class membership and country of residence was not significant, F(2, 264) = 2.79, p - .06. The main effect for class membership was not significant, F(1, 264) = 2.31, p = .13. There was a main effect of country of residence, F(2, 264) = 7.05, p = .01, partial η2 = .05. Post-hoc comparisons using Tukey HSD found that those in the United States (Mean age = 32.51, SD = 16.32) were significantly older than those in Ireland (Mean age = 26.39, SD = 10.18). However, these differences were not significantly different between classes. 

Cohabitating
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and cohabitation on age. There was a significant interaction effect between class membership and cohabitation, F(1, 262) = 6.76, p = .01, partial η2 = .02. Simple main effects tests with a Bonferroni correction indicated that age differed significantly in class one between those living alone (Mean age = 78, SD = 11.12) and those cohabitating (Mean age = 35.85, SD = 2.49), p = .01, and in class two between those living alone (Mean age = 27.73, SD = 2.82) and those cohabitating (Mean age = 26.20, SD = .73), p = .01. In both classes, those living alone were significantly older than those cohabitating. 

Living Environment
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and living environment on age. The interaction effect between class membership and living environment was not significant, F(3, 261) = 2.11, p = .10. There was a significant main effect of class membership, F(1, 261) = 14.09, p = .01, partial η2 = .05. There was no significant main effect of living environment, F(3, 261) = 1.02, p = .38. 

Restrictions
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and level of restrictions on age. The interaction effect between class membership and restrictions was not significant, F(2, 264) = 2.29, p = .10. There was a main effect of class membership, F(1, 264) = 6.73, p = .01, partial η2 = .03. There was a main effect of restrictions, F(2, 264) = 4.92, p = .01, partial η2 = .04. Post-hoc comparisons using Tukey HSD found that those reporting no restrictions (Mean age = 37.21, SD = 17.79) were significantly older than those reporting heavy restrictions (Mean age = 26.23, SD = 9.83). However, these differences were not seen between classes. This is likely related to country of residence, as the United States participants were significantly older than Irish participants. 

Living with Children
As the homogeneity of variances assumption was not met (Levene’s Test = .01), the alpha level was set at .01. A two-way between groups analysis of variance explored the impact of class membership and living with children on age. The interaction effect between class membership and living with children was not significant, F(1, 266) = .33, p = .57. There was a main effect of class membership, F(1, 266) = 15.08, p = .01, partial η2 = .54. The main effect for living with children was not significant, F(1, 266) = 1.04, p = .31.
