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Preference About Sex of Children land Use
of Contraception Among Women Wanting
NoMoreChildrenin India

ONE of the reasons given for high fertility and low acceptance of family
planning in developing countries like India is the prevalence of a strong
preference for sons among couples. This is bdieved to have a powerful
effect on the number of additional children desired by parents which in turn
influence their decison to adopt or not to adopt a family planning
method eventualy determining their completed family size. However, the
degree of preference for sons and its effect on the use of contraception as
well as completed fertility is likely to decrease with a shift from traditiona
va ues to modern va ues.

Whether or not couples want to have additional children a a given
point is expected to influence their decison about the adoption of
contraception. However, a the initial stages of demographic transition dl
those couples who want no more children may not be found using
contraception. These couples are the prime target group for the organized
family planning programme in a country. Identification of such couples
in terms of their size and characteristics is very important for reaching
them through the organized efforts. Satisfactory answers to such questions
are not yet available for the Indian couples. The present anaysis is an
attempt to study some of the problems posed above for a representative
sample of couplesin India*

Thisanalysiswas carried out for the lUSSP Subcommittee on Comparative Fertility
(Footnatecontd. onpage82)
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TheData

The data are taken from an dl India Family Planning Survey sponsored by
Nirodh Marketing Divison, Department of Family Planning, Government
of India. The survey was carried out by Operations Research Group
during 1970. In this survey about 25,000 couples with wives in the
reproductive age group (15-44) representing al such couples in India were
interviewed. Only one spouse, either the wife or the husband selected
randomly, was interviewed from each selected family. Thus in half of the
sample the wives were interviewed and in the other half the husbands were
interviewed. For comparison purposes, the present study is restricted to the
couples with wives between 20-39 years of age. The responses of
husbands and wives are analyzed separately. There are marginal differences
inthe magnitudes. However, the pattern of relaionships are same for the
two groups. For this reason, the following discussion is based mainly on
the responses of wives.

Sex Preferencefor Children

The sex preference for children is ascertained by anayzing the atti-
tudina responses with respect to the number of children and the number of
sons considered ideal by the respondents. The impact of living sons on
fertility is ascertained by anayzing the respondents past fertility behaviour
(parity progression ratios), their present behaviour (use of contraception),
and their attitudes towards future family growth (whether or not they
wanted more children, additiona number of childern wanted and their
sex composition). Since the impact of sons on fertility is likely to vary by
the age of women at interview and the total number of living children,
these two variables are used as control.

Ideal number of sons

In this survey no direct question regarding the ideal number of sons
was asked. In the following discussion, the ideal number of sons refer to

Anaysis, under the chairmanship of Prof. Ronald Freedman and Mrs. LolageneC. Coombs
About 20 investigators participated in this subcommittee and brought together some com
parative data on fertility from devel oped aswell as developing countries. The subcommittee
met in Brussels during May 1973 and the present paper has benefited fromthecommentsof
many patidpants
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the tota number of living sons at interview and the number of additional
sons desired by a woman. Measured this way, the ideal number of sons
is dightly over-estimated as for those who desired no more sons when
they had X number of living sons the ideal number of sons is taken to be X
even though ideal number, if probed, was likely to be less than X.

There seems to be a strong preference for a son as indicated by the
responses to the question : "Do you believe one must have a son". About
86% of wives and 91% of the husbands believe that one must have a son
mainly to carry on the line and to support the family.

On an average, Indian women expressed their desire to have about two
sons. The concentration at the specific number of two sons is not very
high but the disperson around the moda choice of two is quite high. A
significant mgjority (71%) of women prefer to have two or more sons, with
four-tenths of the women preferring two sons. As many as one-fourth of the
women expressed their desire to have only one son, whereas one-third of
the women expressed their desire to have three or more sons (Tades1ad
2.

TABLE 1 — LIVING PLUS ADDITIONAL DESIRED NUMBER OF SONS, BY WIFE'S

AGE AND EDUCATION FOR MARRIED WOMEN 20-39 YEARS,

INDIA : 1970
Wife's Age and Education Civing PTus Additional Desired No. of Sons: Percentage
Distribution
0 1 2 3 4 ormore fatal Mean
10-29 Years 34 279 21 161 105 1000 21
lliterate 31 258 24 173 113 09 2.2
Primary 14 08 456 143 80 1001 21
Secondary 6.1 %62 03 110 84 1000 1.9
College 3.2 504 04 70 00 1000 14
30-59 Years 4.6 219 H6 23 165 09 24
lliterate 49 204 %2 217 168 1000 24
Primary 2.2 56 61 183 178 1000 24
Secondary 3.9 06 34 220 131 1000 2.2
College 118 459 RB7 40 46 100 15
20-39 Years 4.0 250 390 186 134 1000 2.2
Illiterate 4.0 231 03 195 141 1000 23
Primary 1.8 284 411 161 126 100 22
Secondary 53 34 H8 13 103 1€0.1 20
College 6.8 537 318 58 19 1000 14
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TABLE 2-LIVING PLUSADDITIONAL DESIRED NUMBER OF SONS, BY
WIFE'S AGE AND URBAN-RURAL-RESIDENCE FOR MARRIED WOMEN
20-39 YEARS, INDIA: 1970

Wife'sAge and Urban-Rural Living PTus Additional Desired No. of Sons; Percentage

Residence Distribution
0 1 2 3 4 or more Total Mean

20-29 Years 34 2719 42 161 10.5 1001 21
Urban 5 lacs and over 65 336 378 148 43 1000 1.8
Urban1to5lacs 30 35 429 122 55 1001 19
Other Urban 46 R4 406 135 88 D9 20
Rural 31 264 45 167 11,3 1000 22
50-59. Years 46 219 H7 23 16.5 100 24
Urban 5 lacs and over 56 281 B4 208 12.2 1001 21
Urban1to5lacs 49 280 311 204 156 1000 22
Other Urban 38 X9 314 213 17.6 1000 23
Rurd 47 28 %5 214 16.6 100 24
200 Years 40 250 390 186 13.4 1000 2.2
Urban 5 lacs and over 60 30 H4 180 85 99.9 20
Urban1to5lacs 39 324 372 161 10.3 N9 20
Other Urban 42 24 362 172 13.0 100 21
Rurd 39 237 3P6 190 13.9 1001 23

Ideal number of children

The ided number of children was assessed by asking the question:
"In your opinion how many children should a couple have ?* Responses to
this question need not necessaily reflect the ided number of children for
the respondents themsdves but may indicate the ided number of
dilden for aha coudes which mey be dfferat from the ided for them
seves. About hadf of the women consder 3 or 4 children as the ided
number of children a couple should have and about 12% congider 5 or
more children as the ided. About one-fifth of the women ether had
neve gven much thought to the prddem of how may dilden a coyde
should have or had given such answers as "whatever God gives', "as
many as possble” or "depends upon economic condition/mother's
hedth." We are not sure whether these percentages reflect the extent of
fatdigtic view about the ided number of children or whether they
84 Demography India Vol. lll. 1



reflect the lack of proper understanding of the question. However,
among the better educated women or women living in urban aress, only a
small proportion fal into this indeterminate’category (Tables 3 and 4).

TABLE3— IDEAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN BY WIFE'SAGE AND
EDUCATION FOR MARRIED WOMEN 20-39 YEARS, INDIA: 1970

Wite'sageand |deal Number of Children ; Percentage Distribution
Education

1 2 3 4 5or Indeter- N.A. Total Mean
more  minate

20-29Tears 0.5 8.6 308 29 107 6.5 201 101 36

llliterate 0.6 6.0 266 235 119 7.6 238 1000 38
Primary 0.2 118 408 200 98 54 121 101 35
Secondary 0.1 184 473 23 48 14 57 100 31
College 15 420 458 59 0.5 3.2 11 1000 26
00 Years 0.2 8.0 288 240 127 6.5 199 101 37
lliteate 0.2 6.8 249 239 139 7.0 234 1001 38
Rimary 0.1 7.6 438 239 102 8.3 6.2 1001 35
Secondary 0.1 166 492 52 51 0.8 29 999 3.2
Cdlege 0.9 H2 44 25 03 6.5 01 909 2.7

20:0Years 0.3 8.3 28 234 116 6.5 200 999 3.7

llliterate 0.4 6.4 57 237 129 7.3 236 1000 38
Primary 0.1 9.8 422 218 100 6.8 9.3 1000 35
Secondary 0.1 177 481 234 49 11 46 999 3.2
College 13 301 452 8.7 0.4 4.6 0.7 1000 27

The mean number of idead sons and ideal children vary inversey with
education within each age group. The specific preference for 3 or 4 children
and two sons is only prevalent among the poorly educated women. A
majority of the well-educated women prefer two or three children and one or
two sons (Tables 1 and 3). The place of residence (rural/urban) does not
have as strong an influence on the desired number of children and sons as
the education of wife (Tables 2 and 4). Here the influence of traditional
values seems to be weakening mainly with the advancement in education
and, to some extent, with the change in place of rescence
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TABLE 4 — IDEAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN BY WIFE'S AGE AND URBAN-
RURAL RESIDENCE FOR MARRIED WOMEN 20-39 YEARS, INDIA : 1970

ML%%A uerglnd Ideal Number of Children : Percentage Distribution

Residence 1 2 3 4 S5or Indeter- N.A.  Total Meat,
more  minate*

20-29 Years 05 86 08 29 107 6.5 201 1000 36

Urben—5lacs

and over 05 236 43.3 183 50 25 6.7 N9 31

Urban1to5

lacs 02 148 450 240 55 31 74 100 33

Other Urban 03 112 408 20 75 54 108 1000 34

Rura 06 72 282 29 116 7.0 225 1000 37

DDYears 02 80 238 240 126 6.5 199 1000 37

Urban—5lacs

and over 02 174 411 A0 64 33 6.7 1001 33

Urban1to5

lacs 02 111 43 291 76 24 83 1000 35

Other Urban 02 100 36.5 %7 106 43 11.7 1000 36

Rura 01 71 266 233 135 7.2 22 1000 38

20-39 Years 03 83 29.8 234 116 6.5 20 99 37

Urban—5lacs

and over 04 203 42 219 57 29 6.7 100.1 3.2

Urban1to5

lacs 02 130 432 %4 65 27 7.8 P8 34

Other Urban 02 107 38.8 A3 90 49 112 1001 35

Rura 04 71 2i4 231 125 71 24 1000 37

Sex preference of children

There are indirect evidences to suggest that not only sons are desired
but afair representation of daughters too is desired and that amgjority

"Indeterminate include answers such asAsmany as
possible Whatever God gives Depends.on economic

condition/mothers health etc.
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of women would prefer to have children of both sexes. This evidence is
reflected by an andysis of the relationship between the ideal number of
children and the idea number of sons. Among those who consider an
even number of children asideal, a majority of themwant to have an equal
number of children of both sexes, relative preference for sons here is
nomina. Among those who consider three children as ided, a moda
choice is to have two sons and one daughter. Among those who prefer 5
children, a mgjority of them wants to have 3 or more sons and one or
two daughters. Nevertheless, one-third of these women would not mind
settling for two sons and three daughters, or even one son and four

daughtars(Table5).

TABLE 5 —LIVING PLUSADDITIONAL DESIRED NUMBER OF SONS, BY
WIFE'S AGE AND IDEAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN, FOR MARRIED
WOMRN 20-39 YFARS. INDTA « 1970

Wife's Age and Tdeal Living PlusAdditional Desited Number of Sons:
Number of Children Percent Distribution

0 1 2 3 4 or more Total
20-29years 34 21.9 22 161 10.5 100.1
1 Chid 87 &6 15 7.2 0.0 100.0
2 children 73 572 05 28 22 100.0
3 dhlden 25 32.0 49.6 19 40 100.0
4 children 21 20.3 02 18.8 86 100.0
5 dhilden 16 134 280 7 233 100.0
6 omoe 05 7.1 23 39.6 30.4 99.9
Indgterminate 36 141 204 12.7 202 100.0
NoAnswer 54 29.3 33.6 16.2 15.6 100.1
30-39 years 46 21.9 35.7 21.3 16.5 100.0
1 chld 334 141 54 472 0.0 100.0
2 children 9.8 483 270 6.7 82 100.0
3 dhilden 36 29 4.1 182 11.2 100.0
4 children 28 19.3 H3 213 15.3 100.0
5 children 17 111 33.3 02 23.6 99.9
6 ormore 08 71 25 26 43.0 100.0
Indgerminate 10 233 239 18.9 21.8 99.9
No Answer 93 202 333 20 17.2 100.0

(Table5 contd. on Page No. 88)
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20-39years 4.0 250 390 186 134 1000

1 child 141 67.6 23 160 0.0 1000
2 children 8.4 530 288 4.7 5.0 09
3 children 30 278 470 149 7.4 1001
4 children 25 198 28 21 119 1001
5 children 17 122 08 318 25 1000
6 or more 0.7 7.1 24 7 370 N9
Indeterminate 24 186 05 157 239 1001
No Answer 12 249 34 180 164 09

TABLE 6 — PARITY PROGRESSION RATIOSBY WIFE'S AGE AND SEX OF
LIVING CHILDREN FOR MARRIED WOMEN 20-39 YEARS WHO HAVE
REACHED SPECIFIC PARITIES, INDIA : 1970

Wife's Age and Sex of Living  Parity Progression Rates® for Women Reaching at |east Parity
Children®

1 2 3 4 5
20-29 years 71.0 309 41.3 354 26.4
All Sons 67.9 465 468 705 *
Sons > Daughters — - 410 453 22
Sons = Daughters — 571.7 — 29 —
Sons < Daughters — — 40.7 36.3 26.4
All Daughters 4.7 468 388 21.8 *
30-39 years 90.3 80.8 735 a0 50.1
All Sons 910 82.6 70.7 566 25
Sons > Daughters — — 714 505 524
Sons = Daughters — 785 — 57.2 —
Sons < Daughters — — 756 62.7 28
All Daughters 89.4 7 796 783 19.5
20-39 years 2 65.3 60.5 532 454
All Sons 778 666 643 4 32
Sons > Daughters — — 582 554 455
Sons = Daughters — 66.3 — 46.9 —
Sons < Daughters — — 59.8 %9 465
All Daughters 88 630 65.1 667 231

a Proportion of women who progress to parity X + 1 from Parity X. Women who have
experienced any infant or child death are not included. b Sex didtribution of childrenat time
parity Xisreached. *  Lessthan 25 women in sample.— No such combination possible.
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Impact of living sonson fertility

The relationships between parity progression rations or the conditiona
probability of going on to have another child and the sex composition of
children aready born are examined to study the impact of number of sons
dready born on the pattern of family growth. Parity progression ratio
decreases with the increase in parity, i.e, the conditiona probability of
moving on to parity (X+1) from parity X is higher than the conditiona
probability of moving on to parity (X+ 2) from parity (X+I) for dl values
of X within each broad age group (Table 6). This decline can be attributed
mainly to the incidence of secondary derillity and to some extent to the
use of contraception. The sex composition of children at parity X dightly
influences the conditiond prabability of moving on to parity (X+1). With
one exception, those who have al sons or all daughters are equaly likely
to have another child indicating that both groups equaly want to have a
child of another sex. Those who have children d both sexes are dightly
less likely to have another child than those who have children of one sex
only. These results indicate that couples in India prefer to have children
of both sexes. If number of sons already born had any significant impact
on the family growth then the probability of having another child should
decrease with the increasing number of sons already born. However, the
results do not support this hypothesis. On the contrary, those who have
five sons are more likely to try again for a daughter as compared to those
who have five daughters trying for a son. The former group probably has
nothing to lose if the sixth one is aso a son but the latter group is
probably too scared to have the sixth daughter.

The evidence is not very strong with respect to the influence of the
number of living sons on present behaviour (the use of contraception)
and on the attitudes towards family growth (want no more children, and
additiona children wanted). Results are presented in Table 7. The
sdient features are:

1. The percent of women wanting no more children increases with the
number of living sons a each parity except when dl living children
are sons. The biggest jump is observed from al daughters to one
son category at each parity.

2. The number of living sons has very little impact on the tota
number of additiona children desired. However, the relationship
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TABLE 7—PERCENTAGE WANTING NO MORE CHILDREN, MEAN ADDITIONAL NUMBER OF CHILDREN (SONS
AND DAUGHTERS) WANTED, PERCENTAGE CURRENTLY USING CONTRACEPTION (TERMINAL AND NON-
TERMINAL METHODS) BY WIFE'SAGE AND NUMBER OF LIVING CHILDREN, SONS AND DAUGHTERS, FOR
MARRIED WOMEN 20—39 YEARS, INDIA : 1970

Number of Living Percent of Women Want No More Estimated No. of Women in Sample Size
Children, Sons and Children (000
Daughters 20-29 30-39 2060 2029 3039 20-39 20—29 3039 20-59
) @ @ @ © ©) ™ ® ©
S D
None 1.4 58 2.6 53280 19152 72432 833 299 1R
One child 146 %0 202 73618 27626 101244 185 383 1568
0 1 8.0 272 135 32986 13476 46461 520 169 689
1 0 200 425 258 40631 14150 54782 665 214 879
Two children %7 475 209 86106 46%62 13368 133 751 234
0 2 174 314 214 20852 843 29296 299 139 438
1 1 41 533 458 38078 29380 61958 675 362 1037
2 0 21 475 440 2776 14639 41815 49 250 659
Three children 572 69.1 632 56464 56160 112624 952 958 1910
0 3 01 364 378 3361 3%69 7420 89 86 175
1 2 567 648 605 20331 18123 3’53 357 329 686
2 1 610 877 752 25074 2656 47730 364 379 743
3 0 449 501 481 7208 11812 10021 142 164 306
Four children 80 838 833 28436 61838 Aq272 509 1030 1539
0 4 437 145 207 756 205 81 25 55 80
1 3 668 767 733 5001 1246 17147 114 205 319

0



(1} (2) (3) (4} (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

2 2 90. 6 90. 2 90.4 1353.2 2489.6 3842.8 208 405 613
3 1 83.3 92.8 90.1 694.6 1789.6 2484.2 129 275 404
4 0 77.1 74.9 75.3 129.9 497.5 627. 4 33 90 123
Five or nore children 80.0 89.9 88.5 1475.6 8281.4 9757.2 302 1661 1963
Al l D * 70.1 68.2 16.6 235.8 252. 4 8 34 42
S< D 81.1 87.1 86.3 474.8 3230.2 3705.0 129 668 797
S = D * 91.8 91.6 72.3 872.8 945.1 19 176 195
S > D 78. 2 92.9 90.2 828.7 3696.4 4525.2 133 724 857
Al l S * 95.5 95.3 883.3 246. 2 329.5 13 59 72
Total 35.1 67.3 50.7 31265.8 29455.3 60721.2 5164 5082 10246
91
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Table 7 (contd.)

Number of Living Children Mean Additional Children Mean Additional Number Mean Additional Number of
Sons and Daughters Wanted of Sons Wanted Daughters Wanted
20-29 30—39 20—39 20—29 30-39 20—29 2029 3039 20 -39
(10 1) 12 13 (14 (15 (16) a7 (18)
S D
None 29 25 2.8 17 15 17 12 1.0 11
One child 23 16 2.0 15 0.8 13 0.8 05 0.7
0 1 23 12 2.0 17 0.9 15 0.6 0.3 0.5
1 0 22 13 1.9 13 0.7 11 0.9 0.6 0.8
Two children 14 12 13 0.9 0.8 09 0.5 0.4 0.4
0 2 14 13 14 12 11 12 0.2 0.2 0.2
1 | 16 13 14 11 0.9 1.0 05 0.4 0.4
2 0 11 12 11 05 0.6 05 0.6 06 0.6
Three children 12 0.8 0.9 0.7 05 0.6 05 03 0.3
0 3 1.0 16 13 1.0 16 13 0.0 00 0.0
1 2 11 0.9 11 0.7 0.6 0.7 04 0.3 0.4
2 1 11 04 0.7 0.6 0.2 0.4 05 0.2 0.3
3 0 16 1.0 12 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.8 04 0.5
Four children 0.6 0.3 04 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
0 4 0.7 16 1-4 0.6 15 13 0.1 0.1 0.1
1 3 0.7 04 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1
2 2 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
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(10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) 17) (18)

3 1 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
4 0 0.3 0.8 0.7 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.3
Five or more children 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
All D * 0.4 0.4 * 04 04 * 0.0 0.0
S< D 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
S= D * 0.1 0.1 * 0.1 0.1 * 0.0 0.0
S> D 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
All S * 0.0 0.0 * 0.0 0.0 * 0.0 0.0
Total 17 0.8 12 11 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.3 04
93
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Table 7 (contd.)

Number of Living Children

Percent of Women Currently Using

Sons and Dauaghters Terminal Methods Non-terminal Methods Any Method

20—29 30—39 2039 20—29 30—39 20—29 209 I3 20—39

(19) (20) (21) ) (23) (24) (25) (26) @
S D
None 01 10 03 22 11 19 23 21 22
One child 0.6 0.2 05 6.0 56 59 6.6 58 64
0 1 01 01 01 54 83 6.3 55 84 6.4
1 0 10 0.2 08 6.4 31 56 74 33 6.4
Two children 28 47 35 78 87 80 105 13.3 115
0 2 0.7 17 10 6.5 78 6.9 74 95 79
1 1 14 .51 28 54 9.3 6.8 6.8 144 9.6
2 0 6.3 59 6.2 12.1 81 106 184 14.0 16.8
Three children 49 6.1 55 78 79 79 12.8 140 134
0 3 0.0 15 0.7 185 15.2 16.9 185 16.7 17.6
1 2 47 47 47 54 58 56 10.1 10.5 10.3
2 1 6.3 6.2 6.2 88 10.6 9.7 151 16.8 15.9
3 0 36 94 72 57 39 4.6 93 13.3 11.8
Four children 47 95 80 7.6 53 6.0 12.3 14.8 14.0
0 4 179 12 47 81 16.2 146 20 174 193
1 3 24 75 57 119 83 9.6 143 15.8 153
2 2 45 10.3 83 80 48 59 125 15.1 142
3 1 52 12.2 102 42 33 35 94 15.5 13.7
4 0 6.0 51 53 19 16 16 79 6.7 6.9
A



(19 (20) (20) (22) (23) (24) (25) (26) @)
Fiveor morechildren 222 119 135 79 104 10.0 30.1 22.3 235
All D * 11 1.0 * 2.8 32 39 42
S< D 86 14.1 13.5 85 13.3 12.7 17.1 274 262
S= D * 10.7 11.9 * 9.8 9.1 * 205 21.0
S> D 20 11.2 145 9.0 84 85 R0 19.6 230
All S * 79 142 * 12.6 94 * 20,5 23.6
Total 35 74 52 6.4 7.6 7.0 9.7 15.0 12.2

* Lessthan 25 women in the sample.



becomes clear once we aso consder the sex of additional children
desred.

3.  The average number of additional sons or daughters desired are
quite smdl and s0 are the variations, especidly a higher parities.
Neverthdess, it can be sad that the average number of additional
sons desred varies inversdly and the average number of addi-
tond daughters desired varies directly with the number of living
e

4.,  The evidence is not very strong with respeet to the influence of
number of living sons on the present behaviour regarding the
current use of contranception if we consder al methods together.
However, the rdationship becomes clear when we separately
congder the use of termind and non-termina methods.

5. The percent women currently using terminad methods increases
with the number of living sons with few exceptions. The percent

women currently using nontermind methods does not show any
conggtent relationship with the number of living sons.

The influence of number of living sons on past behaviour as wdl as
atitudes towards future family growth is not very srong. The man
digtinctions are observed between three groups : (1) couples having al
daughters, (2) couples having at least one child of both sexes, and (3)
couples having dl sons. With respect to the present behaviour in regard to
the adoption of family planning, the influence of number of sons is
restricted to the adoption of terminal methods only.

Among the three groups noted above, couples having dl daughters
exhibit the following behaviour :

(&) the probability that no more children are wanted is lowest;

(b) the mean number of additiona children wanted (especidly sons) is
hghet
(¢) theuse of termina methodsis lowest.

The second group of those who have at least one child of both sexes is
on the other extreme of the scale and the third group of those who
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hae dl sos fdl in bawen the fird wo gous Although, cogdes hae
eqressed goadfic numbas of dhlden a8 wdl as s as thar ideds they
have not yet been able to modify their behaviour which would be
consistent with their ideds. This gap may reflect a particular sage in the
development process where idedls have changed first and the change in
behaviour is yet to follow and/or some methodologica problems in
adudly mesauing ihe ideds mey have led to ths ggp. It is d0 possble
that a mgority of couples are not conscioudy deciding about having or
not having another child. Since a mgority of them are having large
families, the impact of having sons on behaviour, retrospective, present or
prospedtive isnat evidat.

Useof Contraogption by Women Wanting no More Children

The wide ggp bawem the desre and pradtice is d0 obsaved by com
paing the rumber o women waiing no mae dilden with the number
practicing contraception to fulfil this desre. Demographic factors like
age, number of living children and the number of living sons have very
little influence on narrowing this gap. However, it is observed that the ggp
nerronswith modamization

About 51% o women wanted no more dhildren but aly 129 were Wsing
contraception in 1970. The proportion of women using contraception
among those wanting no more children is nearly five times gregter than
the comepondng propation among thoee wating more dhilden  (199%
vs. 4.5%). However, dl those who want no more children and who
could theoreticaly be supposed to be doing something to avoid excess
fertility, are evidently not doing anything about it. There is a wide gap
batweanthedesreand pratice

For afager fertility decline it is important that this prime target group is
paseded to adopt family planing mehods through oganzed dfats For
ths pupoe it is esatid to idetify them in tems o thar sz ad
charadaidics

About 41% o dl mamed women in the dhild-bearing age group (20-39)
wat no mare dilden ad wae nat usng contraception, which indicates

that there is a great potentid for adoption of family planning methods.
However, among thosewho want no marechildren, 8% werenat usng
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contraception, which indicates the magnitude of gap between desire and
practice. This gap could be narrowed by increasing the use of contraception
among those who want no more children without influencing women's
generd attitudes towards family size. This means that even if the proportion
of women wanting no more children in future remains constant at the
present level (51%), the use of contraception can be increased.

Demographic factors and gap between desireand practice

The proportion of women wanting no more children or those using
contraception increases with age and with, number of living children
within each age group (Tables 8 and 9). However, the proportion of

TABLE 8 — WOMEN WANTING NO MORE CHILDREN BUT NOT USING
CONTRACEPTION, BY WIFE'SAGE AND FOR MARRIED WOMEN 20-39
YEARS, INDIA : 1970

Wife'sage Percentwho Percent % wanting Of thosewho Estimated  INUTDer Of
want nonore currently no morebut wantno Number of
Children usingCon- notusing  maore % not \Women

traception Contr ion usin 1000

(Ind.ger) o Oorlrgoa)tion ( )
20— 24yeas 238 6.7 203 85.2 13816.6 2165
5—20yeas 240 12.1 A6 785 17449.2 2999
D—HAyeas 622 134 04 a9 15942.8 2108
H—3yeas 73.3 16.5 576 786 135126 2374
Total 57 12.2 406 80 a0r212 10246

women wanting no more children increases at a faster rate than the use of
contraception. The trend is not surprising because more of the older
women and women with higher parity probably have aready completed
their desired family size of 3 or 4 children and comparatively fewer of
them have adopted family planning methods to avoid excess fertility.
This is aso brought out by the fact that 27% among those who have less
than idea number of living children want no more and 8% were using
contraception whereas among those who have at least their ideal number,
the proportion wanting no more children jumps to 87% but the con-
traceptive use increases to only 20-30% (Table 9).
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TABLE 9 — WOMEN WANTING NO MORE CHILDREN BUT NOT USING CONTRACEPTION, BY WIFE'S AGE AND NUMBER
OF LIVING CHILDREN, THE NUMBER OF LIVING CHILDREN CONSIDERED IDEAL, EDUCATION, URBAN-RURAL

RESIDENCE, FREQUENCY OF NEWSPAPER READING, OCCUPATION AND LITERACY AND TYPE OF FAMILY FOR
MARRIED WOMEN, 20-39 YEARS INDIA, 1970

Characteristics

Percent who want no more Percent currently using % wanting no morebut not Of those who want nomore,

children contraception (incl. using contraception % not using contraception
sterilisation

Wife's Age -» (20-29) (30-39) (20-39) (20-29) (30-39) (20-39) (20-29) (30-39) (20-39) (20-29) (30-39) (20-39)
(1} (2} (3) (4) (5) 6 @ (8 (9) (10 (D (12) (13
No. of living children 1 673 507 9.7 149 122 282 537 406 805 N7 800
Below 2 9.1 230 128 4.8 4.2 4.6 7.8 214 14 &5 29 1
2 X7 475 309 105 133 115 282 372 314 71 782 788
3 572 691 632 128 140 134 462 %5 509 808 803 806
4 82 838 83 123 148 140 705 699 701 8.0 834 842
5+ 800 89 85 01 23 235 %1 678 68 675 w4 743
Whether the number of living
children isideal?
Living children > ideal 3838 R2 916 279 01 27 610 627 624 637 630 681
Living children = ideal 24 910 873 214 213 213 616 702 665 748 771 762
Living children < ideal 194 409 269 7.7 8.1 7.8 162 %2 28 &5 8.1 842
Education ’
Illiterate R2 644 438 51 104 7.8 24 %0 22 87 &4 865
Primary 07 71 31 178 212 194 265 609 426 669 769 733
Secondary 430 816 532 270 249 A1 241 35 28 %2 472 512
College 349 766 26 533 9 539 9.3 253 161 266 30 06

(Table 9 contd. on page 98)
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(1)

Urban, rural residences

Urban— 5 lacs and over

Urban—1-5lacs
Other urban
Rural

Frequency of newspaper

reading
Daily
Frequently
Seldom

Never /can't read Occupation

and literacy
Working'.
Illiterate
Literate

Not working :
Illiterate
Literate

Type of family
Nuclear
Extended

(2 (3) (4) (%) (6) (M (®) (9) (70) (11) (12 1

537 763 668 270 344 310 M4 M5 N9 644 B3 606
461 88 68 07 B8 B4 N4 473 B’ 6B 586 6L4
369 %67 59 186 270 26 20 505 377 W05 668 674
4 60 487 72 12 91 81 59 41 81 85 84
28 g1 66 M6 58 W85 176 H1 220 42 47 45
388 &7 6 22 %25 205 4 %3 X6 58 N0 M6
524 65 51 83 B2 A3 W 3 5 g5 M4 %l
Au7 66 502 81 132 105 287 546 413 &7 &0 &2
276 62 47 113 202 161 212 43 342 770 740 748
200 83 450 79 172 130 282 48 3B5 709 784 789
198 804 493 81 27 RV 110 426 64 H5 59 55
%67 679 52 95 143 118 282 545 412 807 803 04
35 61 492 49 96 73 00 %60 &9 04 &1 82
206 803 584 246 48 B9 X1 479 A7 89 507 503
432 728 63 139 171 160 X8 %67 482 W0 778 713
23 6020 49 80 27 100 267 508 3Bl &6 R0 &2
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The proportion of women not using contranception among those who
want no more children does not vary sgnificantly with age or number of
living dhlden (Tedbes 8 ad 9. Thee redits oly indcae thet deno-
grgphic factors have very little impact on narrowing the gap between
desre and practice. However, demographic pressure in combination
with the ided numba o dilden doss digtly influence in rerowing the
gap between desire and practice. For example, among those who want no
more children and who have less than thar ided number of living
childen, 8% wae not udng ocontraception as compared to 76% of those
who had their idea number of children and 68% of those who had more
thenthar ided (Teble9).

Modernization and gap between desireand practice

The proportion of women wanting no more children or those using
conraception inoressss with the degree o modamization as messred by
alcdion, pace o resdave aoes to mess meda, famly type ad wok
status of women (Table 9). However, the rate of increase is not the
same for both the indices. Moreover, the impact of modernization is to
narrow the gap between desire and practice as measured by the proportion
not using contraception anong those wanting no more children (Table
9). The gap between the desire and practice is comparatively srdle for
threfdloMng goups:

(@ Thosewho are better educated.
(b) Thosewho livein urban aress.
() Those who have more access to mass media (frequency of reading

nevgoea).
(d Thoewholiveinnudea families (€ Those
who aewarkingousdehome

Education seems to be the mogt important factor among those cons-
dered in narrowing the gap between desire and practice. For example,
87% of those with no education and wanting no more children were not
using contraception to achieve their desire as compared to 30% among
those who have gone to college. In cities with population of 500,000 or
more, 60% of those wanting no more children were not using contraception
ascomparad to 8% of thoseliving inrurd aress Thisdealy Sons
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that the problem does not lie only in rurd areas but it is congderable
adsoinhbig aties

Prdfilesof Women Wanting no Mare Children and not Usng Contraception

We know that about 41% of dl married women in child-bearing age
group (20-39) want no more children but are not using contraception.
Logicd quegtions that follow from this are : How to identify them ? and
How toreechthem ?

In Table 10, we compare the profiles of women who want no more
children but are not using contraception (hereefter called as 'target

TABLE 10 — COMPARISON OE, PROFILES OF WOMEN WANT NO MORE
CHILDREN BUT NOT USING CONTRACEPTION, AND ALL MARRIED
WOMEN BETWEEN 20-39 YEARS, INDIA : 1970

Characteristics Women want no more but not using All Women
Contraception

Age
2024 114 22.8
2529 245 27
30-H4 6 263
3539 315 22
No. of Living Children
Below 2 80 286
2 16.9 219
3 232 185
4 25.7 149
50rmore 261 16.1
Sex Composition of Living Children
None 0.7 119
All Daughters 6.0 14.7
S&f_% 21.2 153
24.0 181
SD 319 194
All Sons 16.2 6.6
(Teke10Cartd anPageNo. 100)
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Comparison Between Living Children and

Ideal

Living Children > Ideal 242
Living Children = Ideal 27.8
Living Children < Ideal 23.6
Ideal Not Known 244
Education

Iliterate &4
Rimay 85
Seoondary 86
Cdlege 05
Place of Residence

Urban

500,000 + 42
100,000 — 500,000 41
Less Than 100,000 9.0
Rural &7
Frequency of Newspaper Reading

Daly 23
Frequently 05
Sddom 01
Never/Can't Read 971
% Living in Nuclear Family 438
% Have No Knowledge 56.7
% Subfecund 204

women’) with the profiles of dl married women in child-bearing age

goup (20-39). Thediat feduresae:

14.4
17.0
21
26.5

79.3
81
117
0.9

43
44
9.7
816

3.6
0.8
0.2
B4
36.8
518
218

(@) Taget women are comparatively older than dl married women,
adout 64% o the tage women, as compared to 48% of dl maried
women, ae30-3yearsad.

(b Tagge women hae mae living dilden then dl maried women
75% of the target women, as compared to 50% of al married

women, have three or more living children.

Nol 1974
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(©) 77% of target women have at least one child of both sexes, as
compared to 66% of dl married women

(d) 52% of target women have completed their ided family size, as
compared to 31% o dl maried women

(e) 82% of target women have no educetion or livein jurd aress.

(f) 97% of the target women either cannot read or they do not read
nengepas
(9) 4% d thetarge womenliveinnudesr families

(h) 57% of target women have no knowledge about any method of
family garing
() 20%df thetarget women areLb-fecund*.

The implications of the above results are not pdlled out in detall. As an
illugtration, we examine the implications of items (ti) and (z). About 41%
d d wamen wat no more dilden but ae not usng contreception. 20% o
them, honveve, ae ab-feond ad may nat be cgeble of beaing more
children. This means that among the target women about 8% are sub-
fecund. Since it will be difficult to identify them and to refuse them the
avallability .of services, the efforts made on them will be wasted in terms
of any demographic effect. The remaining, 32% of dl women, who want
no more children and are not using contraception are fecund, and are most
likdy to give dividends once persuaded to adopt family planning
methods. About 57% of the target women have no knowledge even about
one method of family planning. This means that about 18% of dl married
women in child-bearing age group want no more children, are not using
contraception, and have some knowledge about a least one mahod of
famly parning The raraning 23% have no knoMedge about any method.
The priorities and drategies for approaching these two goyss o women
necessily will have to be dfferat, epaddly snee a mgority of them
cannot read or do not read newspapers.

*Here avery crude measure is used for sub-fecundity. Womenwho have been marriedfor
at least three years, and had not experienced any pregnancy wastage, or infant deathora
child death and were not using contraception and had no live birth during last threeyears
are classified as sub-fecund.
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