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FAMILY size norm has been broadly used in several studies in two ways (1)
as a means of extending cohort fertility to make birth projections (Freedman

et al, 1959) and (2) as a substitute or approximation of completed family size
in studies of differential fertility (Mishler and Westoff, 1955). A number of
conceptual models of fertility behaviour, with family size norm as a major
component in the overall process of family formation have been advanced by
scholars in the recent past (Freedman, 1967; Fawcett, 1970 and Shults, 1973),
The concept of family size norm has acquired over the years, wider applicability.
Ryder (J973) has pointed out that normative patterns play an important role,
although the patterns may be difficult to identify and measure.

Opinions differ about the feasibility of studying the family size norms. Accu-
racy of family size norm, as an indicator of fertility performance, has been found
to be highly dependable (Westoff, et al. 1957). In a study (by Westoff) of 145
college educated protestant couples who were followed up for 20 years to assess
the changes in their fertility, the desired number of children was found at the
aggregate level to be an extremely accurate predictor of actual number of
children. Actual and desired fertility differed by less than 5 percent only.
Michigan Mathematical Psychological Group (MMPP, 1973) felt, "It is not the
concept of norm which is defective but the way how it is measured". Kirk
(1972) argues that ideal family size questions are invalid because while "Norms
indeed influence behaviour , . . behaviour also changes norms". Criticisms
are also levelled against the methodological feasibility in the measurement of
ideal family size norm by Hauser (1976) and Ryder (1973). Hauser is skeptical
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of the value of using this concept among people who believe that the number
of children is determined by nature, spirit or God. Nevertheless, Freedman and
others (1963) have found it as a useful concept in Taiwan. Freedman reports
that "norms about various aspec tsof sexT and reproduction and marriage are
foun din all societies and profoundly affect fertility. They may be based on-
superstition or on soundly based scientific knowledge".

Family size norm in the study of fertility behaviour assumed importance as
early as during the period of the Indianapolis Study. Clare and Kiser (1951)
analysed ex-post-facto statements by married couples in the Indianapolis Study
on how important the desire for a child of each sex was in their decision to have
their last child. Tfley found it important among a small group at each parity.
In the Princeton Study of two-child couples in large metropolitan areas, Westoff
(1959) found sex preference to be important to Protestants but not to Catholics
or Jews in their desire for another child. In the Growth of American Families
Study, Freedman and others (1959) found that for most of the respondents, sex
preference was the most important reason for wanting additional children. A
recent study of Freedman (1974) in Taiwan showed the existence of normative
behaviour and the importance for son in Taiwanese society. He found strong
effect of desire for son on fertility behaviour. Most of the respondents (90-95%)
wanted at least two sons, with 72-77 percent preferring two. Preference for
son is a common cultural characteristic found among Chinese, including Taiwa-
nese, other Asians and also in many parts of Latin America.

Freedman writes that one reason for the ideal number of three or more
children may be to increase the probability of getting the preferred number of
sons. He reports that "stated preference for sex of children (personal ideal)
varies considerably among populations. Even in European countries where the
mean desired family size is low, individual preferences range from none to as
many as four or more sons. In Hungary, for example, the model preference
is one son. West Malaysia in 1966-67 presents another extreme : less than 1%

ted no sons; 12% prefer four or more; and 31 responded either that a boy
or a girl is all right or indeterminate on the question". Regarding ideal family
size, again, writes Freedman (1974) "those with a model preference for two
sons include India in general, Calcutta, Delhi, Rural East Jawa, Jakarta, Korea,
West Malaysia, the Philippines and Taiwan, and those countries with a model
preference for one son include Belgium, Hungary, and the United States—Ideal
number of children ranges widely as does ideal number of sons. In Taiwan
almost no one wants one child, while 63% want four or more. In Belgium, the
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family size norms for projecting future fertility. The three measures of family
size norms considered here are : (i) additional, and (ii) maximum number of
children expected, and (iii) ideal family size. By 'Ideal number of children' is
meant the number of children desired, in general;, by a female respondent for
her family. 'Additional number expected' refers to the answers to the ques-
tion : "How many more children do you want in addition to what you already
have?" The "maximum no. expected" refers to the largest number of children
thought of at the point of survey by the respondent. While 'maximum no.
expected' and 'ideal family size' reflect total fertility; 'additional no. expected'
projects the requirement of children into the future.

The data for this study are taken from a second survey carried out on the
satne sample frame of a stratified rural population in one Community Develop-
ment Block in Madurai District, Tamilnaxlu. The initial survey (1970) focussed
on the current level of fertility, while the present (1972) is a retrospective in-
dependent resurvey.

A two stage sampling procedure was followed for the selection of the sample.
All the 151 villages from Block were listed. These villages were first stratified
into four groups on the basis of population size : 500 or less, 501-1000, 1001-
2000 and 2001 and above. A total number of 28 villages or 20 percent of the
entire Block, were selected at random with probability proportionate to popu-
lation size from all the four strata. This percentage was fixed to get the sample
size required for computing fertility and mortality rates.

In the second stage household with at least one ever married woman formed
the sampling unit. In the selected villages, enumeration of households was
carried out to get the total number of households and their caste identity. All the
households were grouped into three caste groups—the Gounders, the Harijans
and Others. This pattern of groupings* was resorted to for two reasons. The
Gounders and the Harijans are the two extreme groups having differences both
in their social structure and also in all the vital events. Secondly, they together
constitute about 75% of the population of the Block. All the other numeri-
cally small and less diverse group of castes form the third group, referred to

*The Gounders profess mostly of agricultural occupation and own land whereas the Hari-
jans are mostly agricultural labourers. The 'Others' constitute a numerically small and com-
paratively homogeneous group of caste Hindus who fall in between the Gounders and the
Harijans in the status hierarchy,
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like the Harijans, so as to bring down the overall fertility level in the country.
(2) Since value of number of sons happens to be a major determinant of higher
family size norm, necessary social security measures may be initiated to mini-
mise the effect of this variable on fertility behaviour. Value of sons is linked
with the roles that they play in the family like old age support, work in agricul-
tural field, doing ritual functions and continuity of lineage in the family etc. (3)
Age at marriage has a strong effect on family size, as such. Therefore, the age
at marriage of girls has to be raised through suitable interventions. This policy
decision could be successful only if adequate social and economic security is
introduced along with a rigorous social education of the community at large;
compulsory free education for girls up to pro-university level or till the age of
18 or more and an incentive to those girls who marry late etc. may be consi-
dered. (4) Determinants of family size norm, like other fertility variables, are
many and varied and hence development of small family size norm will only be
successful if all their determinants are identified and manipulated to reach the
goal.
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