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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION

THE VALUE OF CHILDREN AND THE CHANGING AMERICAN FAMILY STRUCTURE

The va lue  o f  c h ild re n  and the American fa m ily  s tru c tu re  has seen 

s t r ik in g  changes since the advent o f  e f f e c t iv e  co n tracep t ive  technology. 

Perhaps the most notable consequence o f  c o n tro l le d  conception is the  

freedom of choice Americans have in regard to fam ily  p lanning. Today 

f e r t i l i t y  and ch ild bearing  can become completely subject to ra t io n a l  

control and a decision-making couple can choose to  not have or have a 

c h ild  or an a d d it io n a l  c h i ld .  Joseph Spengler (1965:1^6) suggests that  

couples w i l l  choose to have c h ild re n  " i f  the va lue  placed on the a n t i c i ­

pated stream o f  u t i l i t y  f lowing from the c h i ld  seemed l i k e ly  to balance 

or outweigh the a n t ic ip a te d  stream o f  costs o f  the reproduction and 

rearing  o f  th is  c h i ld " .  Thus costs and b e n e f i ts  o f  ch i ld re n  regu la te  

the choice o f  c h i ld b e a r in g .

Kingsley Davis (1973:v i ) reports  th a t  s t a t i s t i c s  on prices and costs 

o f lambs and automobiles are  e x c e l le n t  but fo r  c h i ld re n  are  p r a c t ic a l ly  

nonexistant. He in tim ates  th a t  n e ith e r  parents nor soc ie ty  can ignore  

the costs o f  c h ild re n  and s ta te s :

I f  economic fa c to rs  were d e c is iv e ,  no one in modern 
s o c ie t ie s  would have any c h i ld re n .  Not only  are  the  
d ir e c t  costs high but the op po rtun ity  costs may even be 
h igher, and subsequent returns are  n o to r io u s ly  s l ig h t  or  
even n egative . Perhaps, th e re fo re ,  a way to  lower the 
b i r t h  ra te  would be to  induce people to eva lu a te  c h ild re n  
in economic terms".

A g reat c o n tr ib u t io n  in th is  d i re c t io n  is presented by Thomas Espenshade

(1973) in The Cost o f  Ch ildren  in  Urban United S ta te s .

Despite the high cost o f  c h i ld re a r in g  Americans continue to have

c h ild re n .  Why? S o c io lo g is t  Geoffrey Hawthorne (1970:67) proposes th a t
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2

" I f  you want to know why people do what they do, why not f i r s t  ask them.

-  -  -  Since human f e r t i l i t y  is not e n t i r e l y  determined by social fac to rs  

o f which the actors  a re  aware th is  w i l l  o f  course not provide a l l  the 

answers." However, Ann C artw rig h t (1976:95) agrees tha t asking people 

why they have c h i ld re n  "would be a sen s ib le  s ta r t in g  p o in t  in the search 

fo r  the e lu s iv e  demographer's stone which w i l l  e x p la in  why people have 

the number o f  c h i ld re n  they do ."

This is a study o f  why people have c h i ld re n .  The fo llow ing  d is ­

cussion w i l l  po in t  out the major demographic changes and the status o f  

the American Family as w ell  as introduce the Value o f Ch ildren (VOC) 

as an in te rven ing  v a r ia b le  in the fa m ily  f e r t i l i t y  decision-making process. 

Major Demographic Changes

Demographer Charles W estoff (1978) reports  a s ig n i f ic a n t  c o n s te l­

la t io n  o f socia l and demographic changes in m arriage and the fam ily  in 

the United S tates and two Scandinavian c o u n tr ie s :  1) the d ra s t ic  de­

crease in m arriage is both the cause and consequence o f  lower f e r t i l i t y .

2) a very high d ivorce  ra te  has i t s  e f f e c t  on f e r t i l i t y  and a higher 

proportion o f . remarriages are  not only l im i t in g  c h i ld b i r t h  but are  

headed fo r  d iv o rc e .  3) coh ab ita t io n  today is not e n t i r e ly  l im ite d  to 

the young p rem arita l  s ta te ;  many middle-age and o ld e r  persons are l iv in g  

together w ith o u t the fo rm a l i ty  o f  m arriage; k)  i 11ig i t im a te  b i r th  rates  

reached a record high proportion  in the United S tates  in 1975, doubled 

in a decade in Denmark and t r ip le d  in Sweden. These f a c to r s ,  W estoff 

suggests, a re  t ie d  to  a growing independence o f  women and the dim in ishing  

in f luence  o f  r e l ig io n .  Thus the i n s t i t u t io n  o f  m arriage as discussed by 

W estoff (1978 is fac ing  a loss o f  i t s  so c io lo g ic a l  foundation , i . e . ,  

the f in a n c ia l  and so c ia l s e c u r ity  fo rm erly  provided by men's income
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from employment in exchange fo r  the sexual compassionate and maternal 

services o f women w i l l  no longer be m otiva tions  fo r  marriage as men and 

women become economically equal and independent.

Another noteworthy change pointed out by Paul G l ic k  (1977) o f  the  

Census Bureau is  the continuing postponement o f  m arriage . Women en­

te r in g  marriage during the 1970s are  expected to have between one and 

two fewer c h i ld re n ,  to end ch ild b ear in g  th ree  years sooner, and to have 

eleven more years o f  married l i f e  a f t e r  the la s t  c h i ld  m arries than 

women who married during the f i r s t  decade o f  the century . Other 

changes reported by G lic k  (1975>1976) as c o n tr ib u t in g  to the d ec lin e  in 

b i r t h  ra tes  are :  increase in number o f  women in co lleg e  and the 

labor fo rc e ,  a re v iv a l  o f  the women's movement and an increase in 

sing leness. He a ls o  documents some s u b s ta n t ia l  changes in l iv in g  

arrangements o f  c h i ld re n  and young a d u lts  and c i te s  th a t  the incidence  

o f  s in g le -p a re n t  fa m il ie s  has doubled since I960 . Both G l ic k  (1976) 

and Kobrin (1976) s ta te  th a t  the nuclear fam ily  is becoming a less 

ce n tra l  socia l i n s t i t u t io n  w ith  less than a m a jo r i ty  o f  adu lts  l iv in g  

in a nuclear fa m i ly ,  i . e . ,  fa th e r /m o th e r /c h i ld re n .

F e r t i l i t y  le v e ls  have re f le c te d  a continuous d e c l in e  since the  

l a t e  1950's and have reached an h is t o r ic  low (Rindfuss £ Sweet, 1975).

FAMILIAL AND STRUCTURAL CORRELATES OF FERTILITY

There seems to  be d i f fe re n c e s  in op in ion among demographers in 

la b e l l in g  the most important c o r r e la te  (independent v a r ia b le )  o f  f e r ­

t i l i t y  (dependent v a r ia b le ) .  Garcia and Rosenfeld (197?) s ta te  age as 

the most important demographic c o r r e la te  o f  f e r t i l i t y  w ith  women's ed­

ucational leve l as a second major f a c t o r .  Rather than age, i t  may be the 

span o f  f e r t i l i t y  and contro l o f unwanted b ir th s  th a t  is the most im-
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im­

p o r t a n t  c o r re la te  o f f e r t i l i t y  (Bumpass £ W esto ff ,  1970). Other 

fam ily  soc io log is ts  consider fam ily  s tru c tu re  as the major determining  

fa c to r  of f e r t i l i t y  and have constructed a c o s t /b e n e f i t  framework fo r  

the study o f parenthood (Hawthorne, 1970; H o l te r ,  1970; Fawcett, 1972; 

P a re l iu s ,  197S and Scanzoni, 1975, 1976 6 1976). Since the costs and 

benefits  o f  motherhood d i f f e r  g re a t ly  among women o f  d i f f e r e n t  c u ltu re s ,  

races, r e l ig io n s ,  educational backgrounds, employment and m a r ita l  

s tru c tu re  i t  is important to present a b r i e f  statement about the re ­

la t io n sh ip  o f the major fam ily  v a r ia b le s  to f e r t i l i t y .

Nature o f R elationsh ip  Between Family V ariab les  and F e r t i l i t y

This section w i l l  contain a b r i e f  p resenta tion  o f re la t io n s h ip s  o f  

the major fam ily  va r iab les  (independent v a r ia b le s )  to f e r t i l i t y  (de­

pendent v a r ia b le )  as reported by demographers and fam ily  s o c io lo g is ts .

Age. The younger a woman is when she bears her f i r s t  c h i ld ,  the 

more she can be expected to  bear (Rindfuss £ Sweet, 1975). Couples who 

delay having c h i ld re n  u n t i l  r e l a t i v e ly  la te  in l i f e  g e n era lly  have 

fewer ch ild ren  (Rindfuss £ Bumpass, 1976).

Education. The w i fe 's  education is in verse ly  re la te d  to f e r t i l i t y  

(Rindfuss £ Sweet, 1975, 1977). S p i l la n e  and Ryser (1975) report fo r  

married men, h igher education is associated w ith  lower p a r i t y .

M a r i ta l  S t ru c tu re . Modern e g a l i t a r ia n  sex roles and l i f e  s ty les  

lead to  lower f e r t i l i t y  w h ile  t r a d i t i o n a l ,  p a tr ia rc h a l  counterparts  

have higher f e r t i l i t y  rates ( C l i f f o r d  £ Ford, 197(i; Scanzoni, 1976).

W ife 's  Employment. A w i fe 's  labor p a r t ic ip a t io n  is n eg a t iv e ly  re ­

la ted  to f e r t i l i t y  ( C l i f f o r d  £ Tobin, 1977; Cochrane £ Bean, 1976).

"The g rea te r  the woman's p o te n t ia l  wage ra te  the g rea te r  the cost o f  

ch ild ren  r e la t iv e  to a l t e r n a t iv e  goods, and hence the fewer ch ild ren  

chosen"(Mason, 197^:13).
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These and o ther fam ily  v a r ia b le s  re la t in g  to f e r t i l i t y  a re  more f u l l y  

discussed in Chapter Two. Since g en e ra l ly  a l l  studies conclude th a t  

o v e ra l l  f e r t i l i t y  is h igher in ru ra l than urban populations (Veevers,

197.1) i t  may a lso prove in te re s t in g  to determine i f  ru ra l and urban 

parents hold d i f f e r in g  values fo r  c h i ld re n .

RURAL-URBAN FERTILITY DIFFERENTIALS: A CLOSING GAP?

Rural f e r t i l i t y  is o f  g rea t in te r e s t  fo r  h is t o r i c a l l y  high ra tes  o f  

f e r t i l i t y .  Most in te re s t in g  is th a t  fa c t  th a t  o ld e r ,  less-educated rural  

women were the only sub-group in the United States tha t did not p a r t i c i ­

pate in the 1950s baby boom and t h e i r  f e r t i l i t y  declined in the 1960s.

As a r e s u l t ,  the t r a d i t io n a l  u rb an -ru ra l f e r t i l i t y  gap disappeared by the  

end o f  a decade among o ld e r  women, but fo r  women under 25 the gap remains 

sub stan tia l  (Rindfuss & Sweet, 1975, 1977). Due to increased awareness 

and u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  co n tracep tio n , the f e r t i l i t y  ra te  o f ru ra l farm popu­

la t io n  has continued to f a l l  a t  about the same pace as th a t  o f  non-farm  

populations (Rindfuss & Sweet, 1975).

England, e t  a l . ,  (1979) suggest th a t  r u r a l i t y  and soc ia l s t r a t i f i ­

ca t io n  need to be in te rp re te d  in to  a theory o f  values. These values 

should o f  course include the value o f  c h i ld re n .  Veevers (1971) s ta tes  

th a t  rura l areas are  ch arac te r ized  by the d e s ire  fo r  c h i ld re n  w h ile  urban 

areas appear to have a decreased d e s ire  fo r  ch ild ren  and a g re a te r  pro­

f ic ie n c y  a t  f e r t i l i t y  c o n tro l .

Do rura l people have d i f f e r e n t  values fo r  ch ild ren  than urban 

people, as Sanders (1977:57) suggests? "On a fam ily  farm there  is  a 

common preoccupation w ith  the a g r ic u l tu r a l  e n te rp r is e ,  supported in many 

countries by the fo lk  b e l i e f  that s e c u r ity  l ie s  in a la rg e  number o f  

ch ild ren  who can help w ith  the farm work and a lso  take care o f  parents
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in old age ."  Hoffman and Hoffman (1973) discuss the p o s s ib i l i t y  that the 

farm fam ily  c o n t in u ity  today is economically based on passing on the farm 

ownership and the value o f  f e r t i l i t y  as i t  p e rta in s  to the l i f e s t y l e .

For example, the farm fa m ily  may equate c h i ld b i r t h  to the value o f  l i v e ­

stock production.

The 1970 National F e r t i l i t y  Study shows th a t  even a f t e r  c o n tro l l in g  

fo r  education, race and income farmers s t i l l  e x h ib i t  h igher f e r t i l i t y  

than nonfarmers. Kowalski and Roberts (1977) s ta te  th a t  farm f e r t i l i t y  

las ts  two generations and th e re  is some in d ic a t io n  th a t  farm background 

a f fe c ts  the f e r t i l i t y  o f w i fe  more than husband. The s l i g h t l y  higher  

f e r t i l i t y  o f  cu rren t farm women appears to  be mainly a fu n c t io n  o f  more 

b ir th s  wanted than o f  any f a i l u r e  to contro l conception (W estoff £ Ryder, 

1977)- However, W estoff and Ryder (1977) suggest th a t  w ith  the continuing  

dep le tion  o f  the farm population and the increasing "u rb a n iz a t io n "  o f  

ru ra l  c u l tu re  th is  v a r ia b le  is l i k e l y  to soon be o f  h is t o r ic  in te r e s t .  

Macro versus Micro C o rre la tes  o f  F e r t i l i t y

Joseph Spengler (1965-1^5) announced: " I f  we are  concerned w ith

m otivation  to c h i ld  bear ing , a su b je c t iv e  view o f  costs is in d ic a te d .  I f  

our concern is w ith  the impact o f  population growth on man's environment, 

an o b je c t iv e  view o f  costs is in d ic a te d ."  Richard E a s te r l in  (1968) p re ­

sented an a n a ly t ic a l  model th a t  addresses the cu rren t f e r t i l i t y  d ec line  

based on nationa l economic condit ions (M acro -leve l)  as w e ll  as the econo­

mic s i tu a t io n s  o f  an in d iv id u a l  fa m ily  (m ic r o - le v e l ) .  The h is to r ic a l  

patterns  E a s te r l in  presents reveal the nature o f  the demographic swings 

and t h e i r  causal in te r r e la t io n s  w ith  economic swings.

Several macro studies have been undertaken to  examine the question  

of whether high f e r t i l i t y  and rapid  population growth helped or hindered
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the economic development process in t r a d i t io n a l  s o c ie t ie s .  General con­

c lus ion  was th a t  development was hindered. Robinson and Horlacher (1971) 

present a review and comment on these s tud ies .

Although macro studies suggest th a t  i t  is b e n e f ic ia l  from a national  

viewpoint to  reduce f e r t i l i t y ,  Ruprecht and Jewett (1975:2) s ta te :  "The 

e f f e c t  o f  f e r t i l i t y  reduction a t  the fam ily  leve l -  -  the leve l a t  which 

decisions regarding reproduction occur - -  have received l i t t l e  a t t e n t io n . "  

T h e ir  s p e c i f ic  po in t is :  "Because o f  the ex is tence  o f  e x t e r n a l i t i e s  on 

the production and consumption o f  c h i ld r e n 's  s e rv ice s , the p r iv a te  costs 

and b e n e f i ts  to parents o f  ch ild ren  are not id e n t ic a l  to the costs and 

b e n e f its  o f  c h ild re n  to the economy or soc ie ty  as a whole." Thus resu lts  

obtained from macro studies cannot n ecessa r i ly  be assumed to apply a t  

the micro le v e ls .  However, studies a t  both le v e ls  have importance in 

understanding f e r t i l i t y  fu n c t io n s . While th is  study is a t  the micro­

leve l cu rren t macro-economic conditions and p o l i t i c a l  p o l ic ie s  w i l l  be 

considered and discussed in terms o f  t h e i r  r e la t io n s h ip  to  fam ily  f e r t i l ­

i t y .  I t  seems th a t  the present in f l a t io n  -  -  r is in g  cost o f  l iv in g  -  -  

would play a s ig n i f ic a n t  ro le  in both ru ra l and urban f e r t i l i t y .  D is ­

cussion on these fa c to rs  w i l l  be presented in Chapter F iv e .  The in t e r ­

vening v a r ia b le  in the study -  -  The Value o f  C hildren -  -  is discussed 

in the fo l lo w in g  se c t io n .

THE VALUE OF CHILDREN 

Fundamentally the an a lys is  above describes c h i ld b i r t h  as a series  

o f  re la t io n s h ip s  e x is t in g  between major background fa c to rs  ( e . g . ,  age, 

education) and actua l f e r t i l i t y  -  -  number o f  ch i ld re n  born per fa m ily .  

However, several researchers in the past two decades have in vestigated  

what may be re fe rre d  to as an in terven ing  v a r ia b le  -  -  reasons people
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give fo r  d es ir in g  c h i ld re n .  For example, in d iv id u a ls  w ith  wide educa­

t io n a l d if fe ren ces  may also express d iverse  opinions on d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  

ch ild ren . More g e n e ra l ly ,  the number o f  c h ild re n  born is l i k e ly  to be 

less a function  o f  age and education and more the re s u lt  o f  number o f  

children  desired in re la t io n  to  desired so c ie ta l  r o le .  The value o f  

ch ild ren  to  parents can be re fe rred  to  as the function  they serve or the 

needs they f u l f i l l  fo r  parents (Hoffman & Hoffman, 1973)- Children have 

a v a r ie ty  o f  values to parents which is influenced by socia l s tru c tu re  

and c u ltu ra l  v a r ia t io n .  A l i s t  o f  nine values o f  ch ild ren  were presented 

by Hoffman and Hoffman (1973). The nine values ( I .  Adult Status and 

social id e n t i t y ,  2. Expansion o f  s e l f ,  3. M o ra l i ty ,  A. Primary group t i e s ,

5. S t im u la t io n , 6. C r e a t iv i t y ,  7* Power, 8. Social comparison and 9* Ec­

onomic U t i l i t y )  a re  presented w ith  a b r ie f  review o f l i t e r a t u r e  re levant  

to each value in Chapter Two.

The Hoffmans' (1973) work on the value o f  ch i ld re n  had a major in ­

fluence on the development o f  a comprehensive c ross-nationa l study on the 

value o f c h ild re n  by the East-West Population In s t i t u t e  a t  the East-West 

Center in Honolulu, Hawaii. The in trod uctio n  and comparative analys is  

is reported by Arnold e t  a l . ,  (1975 ) ,  s p e c i f ic a l ly  fo r  Hawaii by Arnold  

and Fawcett (1975 ) ,  fo r  the P h i l l ip in e s  by Bulatao (1 9 7 5 ) , fo r  Thailand  

by Buripakdi (1977 ) ,  fo r  Taiwan by Wu (1975) and fo r  the United States by 

Hoffman e t  a l . ,  (1978). Portions o f  the study are  c u r re n t ly  being r e p l i ­

cated in s ix  western s ta tes  including Hawaii by the Western Regional Ex­

periment S ta t io n  o f  the United States Department o f  A g r ic u ltu re .  The 

Colorado po rt io n  section o f  the study is  p resen tly  underway in the Human 

Development and Family Studies Department a t  Colorado S tate  U n iv e rs ity  in 

Fort C o l l in s ,  Colorado (S igner, e t  a l . ,  1979). Some find ings o f  these
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studies are presented below and w i l l  serve as a th e o re t ic a l  and em pirical  

base to exp la in  the re la t io n s h ip s  o f  fam ily  v a r ia b le s  to the in terven ing  

v a r ia b le  -  -  the value o f  c h i ld re n .

Nature o f  Rela tionships between Family V ar iab les  and Value o f  Children  

Each fa m ily  v a r ia b le  creates d i f f e r e n t i a l : importance and sa lien ce  

fo r  c h i ld  values tha t  may be the re s u l t  o f  s o c ia l iz a t io n  fo r  a d u lt  ro les  

in our soc ie ty  (Fawcett s Arnold , 1973)-

Age. The values most s a l ie n t  fo r  o ld e r  respondents o f  the 

P h i l l ip in e  study (Bulatao , 1975) were s e l f - f u l f i l l m e n t  through ch ild ren  

and extension o f s e l f .  Also the age a t  f i r s t  marriage a f fe c ts  three  

values in ways th a t  can be in te rp re te d  w ith  re ference to the l i f e  cyc le :

1) m a tu r i ty ,  2) learn ing from c h i ld re n  and 3) in cen t ive  to  succeed 

increase in sa lien ce  as the l i f e  cyc le  progresses (Arnold & Fawcett, 1975)- 

Education. Among the fa m ily  background v a r ia b le s  education appears 

to  be the best p re d ic to r  o f  the va lue  o f  c h i ld re n .  In the Thailand study 

(Burpakdi, 1977) the more h ig h ly  educated respondents, those res id ing  in 

c i t i e s  longest and those w ith  more modern values tended to be less con­

cerned w ith  the t r a d i t io n a l  values o f ch ild ren  than o ther respondents.

For example, they de-emphasized the importance o f  ch ild ren  fo r  providing  

c o n t in u i ty ,  t r a d i t i o n ,  s e c u r i ty ,  ro le  m otivations and social s ta tu s .

A lso , less importance was attached to  c h i ld re n  as a source o f happiness 

and a f fe c t io n  and were less in fluenced by normative pressure to  have 

c h iId re n .

For the value o f  c h i ld re n  to  parents in the United S tates (Hoffman, 

e t  a l . ,  1978) a moderately negative  re la t io n s h ip  between education and 

values was found, i . e . ,  those w ith  g re a te r  educational a tta inm ent gave 

each o f  the values a less important ra t in g  than those o f  lower education.
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The strongest inverse c o r re la t io n  was between education and “ natura l  

ad u lt  r o le . "  Arnold and Fawcett (1975) reported the Hawaii study re ­

vealed th a t  the h igh ly  educated and c i t y  people de-emphasized the im­

portance o f  c h ild re n  fo r  providing c o n t in u i ty ,  t r a d i t io n ,  s e c u r i ty ,  

parenthood s a t is fa c t io n s  and success in c en t ives . However, most important  

was the idea th a t  ch i ld re n  can provide acceptance and status fo r  t h e i r  

importance in the community.

M a r i ta l  S t ru c tu re . The United States study (Hoffman, e t  a l . ,  1978) 

found th a t  women w ith  t r a d i t io n a l  s e x -ro le  d e f in i t io n s  rated reasons fo r  

having ch ild ren  as more important than those o f  n o n -tra d it ro n a l  views.

The highest c o r re la t io n  was between t r a d i t io n a l  m a r i ta l  s t ru c tu re  and 

the value "a d u lt  s ta tu s " .

W ifd 's  Employment. A m u l t iv a r ia te  an a lys is  o f  the United States  

study (Hoffman, e t  a l . ,  1978) revealed working had no in fluence  above 

th a t  o f  education and s e x -ro le  d e f in i t io n  (m a r ita l  s t r u c tu r e ) .  However, 

one v a r ia b le ,  "c h i ld re n  provide fun and s t im u la t io n "  was ind ica ted  more 

by women who were not working. The P h i l l i p in e  study (B ulatao , 1975) re ­

ported th a t  the working w i fe  was re la te d  more to the g re a te r  sa lien ce  o f  

f u l f i l l m e n t  and less o f  a s p ira t io n s  through c h i ld re n .  This was explained  

by the notion th a t  the h igh ly  educated woman may have higher needs fo r  

achievement.

Family Income. The Value o f  Children study reported by Bulatao (1975) 

on P h i l l i p in e  fa m il ie s  found th a t  h igher socia l s ta tus  (as r e f le c te d  by 

income, education , leve l o f  l i v i n g ,  urban experience and media exposure) 

is re la te d  to increased sa lien ce  o f  the c o n tr ib u t io n  o f  c h i ld re n  to the  

bond between spouses, to the p a re n t 's  becoming more mature and as incen­

t ives  to succeed. However, fo r  each value the c o r re la t io n  was h ighest
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