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The need for centrolling the populetion explosion
in our country is greater now than ever before, The
reason for this is the stertling revelation from the
1981 Census %ha%’%e" 1971-81 population growth has e
remeined at & very high levelj in faet slightly higher
than the 196771 growth rate and ie too fast to be
" matohed by the rete of economic development, Bacause i
vaff. this mis-match uhaé&wr gains are made from develops
ment projects are, by and large, neutrelized by the
incrensed demand of food and various goode end services
by the growing population, |

The phenomenon of repid populstion growth 1s a
world problem, but it has affeoted more severely nearly
seventy percent of the world's population living in the
éﬁelepinfg ¢ountries, Though m’-spmhlm was created
by repid end .umreceﬁ-en%&é declines in mortelity in
developing countries during the iast three to four
decades, its continuetion depends upon whether or not
the declines in mortality are followed by corrssponding
declines in fertility in the coming yeers as suggested
by the demographic history of the developed countries,
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The haunting preblem of populetion in the &e%h‘pmg
nations, #c in India, therefore now revelves ercund
existing levels of fertility and prospects of {ts
dacline in the near future,

I, POPULATION GROWTH IN INDIA

Indis ig the sctond most populous ewntxéy in the
world, ’(Aaeaxﬁmg to the 1981 Census the population of
Indis 18 about 684 mililon, The population of the
country aé&érﬁmg to the expert conmittee on populbie
~ tion pmﬁﬂctﬁ.em set up by the Planning Commission in
1976 was expected to be about 672 million in 1981,
Todey Indis with 2,4 per cent of world's land ares
coiatains mm than 18 per ¢ant of populstion which
#xceeds the sum total of the population of the United
Etotes, the Soviet Unlon, end Indonesie which are
worldts 3rd, 4th and 5%& sost populous countries
'_respwtx'wim) The deneity of payuzatsm 4n Indis

{excluding Assam, and Jammu and Kaehmir) was 221 pers
gons per aquam Kn, aee:ardiag to the 1981 Census,

1 Government of India, Ministry of Heslth and
Family Planning,; Departoent of Family Plenning,
Family Welfare Flaming in India, Year Book,
1976w79, Pel7s
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(?ébxa@# shows iha‘pepuaatzan growth end vital
rates of India since 1901, - The population growth
of Indie ¢en be subwdivided into three distinct
periodes (a) Prior to 1921, (b) 1921 to 1951 and (¢) mel
1951 to 1981, In the eighty years, Indis's population
inereased by 187 per cent, The first twenty years |
(19§i~21) witnessed e net addition of only 5.4 per
cent or 12,9 million persons, The next thirty years

}
!

192151 shcw'an increase in the population by 43.7
per cent or an adﬁi%ien ot 119 million people, In thgj i

Tablesly Papuiat&an Growth and Vital Rates of India,

1?01*&981
Year Pagalation &veraga annual Vital Rates
T An Brovth # dupPe e —
' sillions ing preceding Birth Death
perzada Rate Rate
18911901 238,4 1,59 45,8 - TN
19011911 252,1 0,56 69.2 42 .6
19111921 251.3 0ol 4B.1 48,6
1921=1931 279.0 1.06 46,4 3643
19311941 31@.7 1,34 45,2 3102
19‘&’1&“3951 36,1 126 o 39 9 27 b
1951=1961 ﬁﬁ?sa 1.98 41,7 22.8
1961=1971 548.2 2,2&, H1.2 19.0

1971+1981 é&3a8 ' .24. 35.3 1442

Sources 1. Fam&ly waltare Programne in Indiog Year Book
1978«79, Government of India, Ministry of -
Health and Family vwelfare, ﬁgw Delnhi, p,.36.

24 Census of India 1981 Provisionel Pgﬁxlatxan
totale series 1, ia, papsr 1 of 98
0ffice of the &ag&atrar General and Census
Commissioner,
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following three (1951-1981) decades, Indie experienced
an esylna;ve,ﬁepélatian growth, During 1971«81 the
population of Indis incressed st an ennusl rate of

2,2 per cent,

| 9@§ﬁlat$03‘g¥w¥%hjpv%@f to 1921 was sporsdie
ané almaat.ﬁtaﬁianary¢'\ﬁﬁta birth end death rates
were nish‘aﬁﬁ the inaramaﬁt'waa'largaiy controlied

by xluetuating‘marﬁaiityg Population growth was
almost neglipible varying between @ smell loss end
small gainréepena;ng pn the severity of famines,
epidemics and other catastrophies which periodicelly
accelerated the existing sortelity, So startling was
the difference between the growth patterns prior to
end after 1921, that the Census Comuissioner of 1951
called as the year of “Greet Divide®, The thirty
year period (1921«51) sew rapid population growth,
while the incremse in %k?'gapulatlon after 1951 could
be called expiésiwa-a ?a:millxan were aﬁdgﬁ'tn the '
Indien population between 1951 end 1961, 109 midlion
between 1961 end 1971 and enother 136 million by 1981,
With very 1ittie and iste te&uetién in the birth rate

in India, this only shows the impsct of mortallty refuce
tion both among infants snd older persons. The
repid rise in populetion growth reste after 1951 is
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mainly due to o reduction ln mortelity and a Jarge popie
lation base, Eﬁﬂi@aﬂm of melerie end immunizetion
against many killer ﬁiaeéae&} and aveilabidity of |

- curative afﬁ& ;ﬁmwhﬁw wedicines -_aﬁiamteﬁ the

decliine izi mortelity. In contraet fertility rotes
remained more or less stable mere‘by immsm the

| rate ot ;aapiﬂa“aien gmwmq. '

| Now India 18 at o mm@mi stage of demographie -
'tz:iazwi tion. Hoving fron the first stoge when both |
fertility snd mortality were high in India, she has
embarked ﬂym the second stage of continued high
fertility but declining mortality which is responsible
Zor India's surrent high and ag:aaamung population
growth, I ':33‘5& theory of demogrophic transition based Y
on the experience of the presently developed countries gc«w;\
is @plﬁ@aﬁi@ to é@?@l@ﬁing countries like Indis this
will continue till the country enters the third at@gt
of declining fertility, while mortality still contimae

to decline, In accordante with the deyMQ bistory
of the developed eountries, it may be anticipated that
demographic stahility will be regeined with fairly low
rates of pfegula;t&m growth during the fourth stage when ’
Both fertility and mortslity are more or less stabilized
at low levels, The cruciel question now 48 héw far Indias

Y
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xa&m 48 on her way ta the third ﬂagﬁ of desiining
fertility? Or, am there any symptons of a Change
towards declining fertility which has either alreedy
begun or is just sbout to begin in the neer future and
what would be likely future trends?

In this context the mm of fertility pattern
has great importence. Importent questione such es
theee which are eraﬁia! to plenning for the future
have not haén enswered setisfectorily, becasuse of
paw&tiy w' éata; Though @em;‘aisﬁ answers are not
poseible, the current study of ”mﬂemn%iai Fertility
in India® hopes %to provide some clues in thet direction.

I, BASIS OF DIFFERENTIAL FERTILITY AND REVIEW OF
LITERATURE '
Tmplicit in discussions of ﬁerﬁizty patterns
in the expectation thet differences in fertility will
exint onmong soclal strata. This expectation is dased
upon the &%aﬁatﬁm 0l differences among Social strata
in pa?ai@ax factors mzé gultural prectices or & combie
nation of the two, which are assumed to &ffect the free
quency of their Wsure to the risks of pragnmi. |
The wey in which the nonwphysiologicel factors affect
fertility in any society may be ézplaimd on thé basis
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of ideally accleimed model devised by Kingslay Davis
and Judith Blake,? 7The schemstic representation of
the model is shown in figure 1, The arrows in
f1gure-1 represent the direction of ceusstion but
they are not cleimed w be uni<directional nor

is the nmodel ﬂémmam‘ to bo exhaustive, The model
| works backward from messures of fertility through
intermediate varisbles to a much vider range of
M&i:@!g dompgraphic and other envirpnmental factors -
that ultimately affect fertility, The sodel envi-
gages nt sny ;xmtarr = environmentel, socio~economic,
biclogical, physislogical or cultural which affects
foertility, must go through a serics of Yintermediste!
verisbles, Davie and Bleke have identiffed elsven
such varisbles azxﬁ -pm@iﬁaé a convenient classificetion
ot them as shown in figure 1, |

It is p;f&gmaa_ thet sny sp0isl eConomic 8 Cule
tural fector which affects fertility must do se through
ené only through one or sore of the mwmmaae varige
bles ss shown in the figure, In the preaeizt, siudy, only | .
the more importent of the *intermediate varisbles® ere

1s Davis, Kingsley.,; and Judith Blake., YSocial
. Structure end fertility: An Apalyticel Fremework®,
Economiec m\m}agmmt and Cultural Change, 4{3),




Fig e 1

 HEmREOmm<iEE

-

Martality‘

Rates \\g

Norms about
iamily size

Economic

y

Social and

»structure‘

Norms abeut

variables

“intermediate

4. Age of entry into unions
2, Proportion of women never entering
-*“4<k”umnians _ .
-'3._ " Reproductive period spent attar or o
- between unions S
(a) due %o divorce, Separation,
desertion” ,
(b) due te death of husband
“Be vaerning eXposure to 1nterceurse within
. uynions -
ok, Valuntary abstinence
o ;5.. Involuntary abstinence (fr@m impotence,
e -illness, .temporary separations)
6. Coital frequency
“f’;Conceptien Variables . ' ' : o eﬁ
‘ ?,_ Fecundity and infecundity as affected
by involuntary causes
8.  Use or non-use of contraeeption :
- {all means) : R ¥
9. Fecundity or infecundity as afiected

' ;‘III-’- ‘

xntereaﬁrée~variables - _—4%4'

" A+ "Governing formation and dissolution of
- unions in reproductive period

Gestation Variables
10.

.

' INTERMEDIATE VARIABLES

b{ vgluntary causes (sterilizatzon,’
ete .

Foetal mortality, voluntary
Foetal mortality, involuntary

M3 B D b

' uy



takaé‘ug for diecussion snd these ere considered

to be largely responsible for determining the leyels
and Gifferentisls in fertility.. For example, among
the verious variebles ﬁetérmiﬁing the formation and
aissolution of merital unions, the fomsle age ot
Marriaga ané tha'pr@partidn of those who never married
in the rapr@&uetive age group sre iwpartant, in tha
sente that Ehﬁy have & masar share ina éaﬁermzning
tartzlity levaza and differentisls, ‘

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

ﬁiti@f@nﬁia&ﬁ-inie@t&l&ty by verious aogiaﬁaaeﬁ
nomie characteristics have been reported in many stue -
dies, 'ﬁawﬁégf@ some such studies are typically lesa)
in éha?ﬁéték_ang the samples of different subegroups
are not slways tompersble, Therefore the present review
is Umitted to o few fertility studies with the emphasis
on covering different sociomcultural differentisls of
fertility in India,

Kingslay Bavisﬂ caloulated the chiiduwngcn ratio
{children O=4 per 1000 women aged 15=39) from census
Gate of Indis ond took the average of the ratio for

1




"the three consequéive yoarsy 1911, 1921 snd 1931, |
He found ﬁha‘ﬁhi&é-@aman.raﬁie for different religle
ous groups in the following ordery Sikhism (861),
Tribals (808), Islem (770),Christianity (741),
Buddhism (698), Hindulem (678), Jehism {624) and
Parsis {388) respectively, ‘?iagéé% hos mentioned
that during 19011551 the meritel fertility of
nuslin women was aﬁﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁxgar’waﬁ$ to 9 per cent
bigher than thet of Hindu women, Such differentiels
were due tc indireect aﬁa 1hBti§u%£onaz;1a¢€érﬁ and

f{ were not dae to delidberate fertility control or
contraceptive use, The Mysore Pewlatien stuéy CoNe
ducted in 195152 revesls that ever martieﬁ m&al&m
women had borne on sh averege o large number of
children then Hindu women as follewst for muslinm women
5.7 in Bangalove city, 6.7 in the towns and 5.0 in the
rural aress, for the Hindu women the correspending avew
rages were 5.4, 542 and 4,8 respoctively, The average
for @hriaﬁians’whé were well rupreaentéﬁieply‘in‘
.Bengaim%eﬁ city was less than that for the Hindus (4,7)

" &eeza ?iaaria, @Ealigwu& Differentinls in Ieh-
tﬁ.i% '*,Im, mmm awe etg,aluz (aﬂsm)g | '

2,  United Sptions, "The Mysore Population Study?,
Naw York 1961, §w1196
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¢hildren, In the study of Pynjad villoges Jain' hee

~ shown that the everage number of children ever born
per couple among the four mein religious groups namely
. Hindus, Sikhs, Muslims and Christians was 4,86, 4,98,
5.12, and 5.58 respectively. Similarly the average
nunber of survivers among the mﬁps was found to be
34175 3,48, 3,39 and 3,95 respectively, Though muslims
turn out to ﬁava\a:high fertility than tho sikhs but
the sikhs havefa grea&ar~prapn§%$@a of surviwara 80
thet their effective fertility s greater, A study of
central Indis during 1958 by ﬁr&’%‘-er’? 2180 revesls some
variation zfama'ng religious groups infertility. The mean
number of children ever born was reported to be 4,8 for
Baé&h&aﬁag'kgﬁ for both Hindus, and Muslims and 4,3 for
tother religionst {(Jaine, Sikhs, Parsees, end christiens),
When differences 1mfpr@5ant age were, controlled, the
wgigh%aﬁ means ﬁam 441 for ‘other mi&gﬁ.ﬁm‘*, 4.9 for
Buddhists and 4,5 for Hindus and 4,6 for muslims, The
46th round of Naptional Semple Snrveygb(1960ﬁ61), urban

1.

"“ a Beord o7 Econonl -m*rh

?ﬁbﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ mgg;&“"’ 1939; pp.BM

2

' ﬁa\? Eﬁmi 19673 psﬁﬁ

wJune 1961, no.116,
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data indicate that the @a@piﬁfaé Zertility of muslin
women wesebout 17 per cent higher than that of Hindu
wonen. -gagauéé ot somewhet higher murtality among
muslin ehiléfan the aifﬁarwﬁﬂé in the ﬁ&mhér-as surviving
ehildren between muslim and hindu women was cbout 15

per éea%;u‘ﬁiwzmariy; the 18th round of nes? {196 364 )
rural-urban date inaigata thet the &varaga numbey of
@hiiér@a born was bigher amﬁng muglin women than the
Hindu in every marriage duration, 7The difference &ﬁ :
completed fertility of Hindu end Muslim women was however
found to be about 6 to T per cent., The 19th round NS
dats (1964-63) on maritel fertility by mejor religious
groups indleate that the total marital fertility of the
Hindus and puslins in the rural areas was rather seme,
However muslin fertility wes found to be somewhat higher
than thet of Hindus in the urban sreas; the difference
in the total maritol fertility being asbout 5 per cent,
The’LﬁﬁkuﬁW'gﬁaﬁyg which wap conduoted in 196667 by
Hussain differs in fts findings with regard %o religious
di!ﬁergéxiaXaAin fertility from most of the other relee

W

T H38 Eighteenth Round, February 1963«~Januery,

24 J«Zs Busaln, "An Usban Fertility: A Field Report
on the City of Lucknow", Denographic Researci
Centre, Department of Economics, Lucknow Univere
8ity, Lucknow, 1970.
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vent studies conducted in India, The estimsted generel
fertility rates by reltgion indicate that the fertility
of Hindus wes higher by about 16 per cent then that of
muslime, Fertility was found to be highest among

&a;x_’:hs_ and iiew?fm among christians, However the diffe-
rence in the gensral xer@iu%y rate ¢ould partly be due
to the difference in Age-shx maritel status composition,
Rele and Tars Kenttkar! heve estimeted (1965-66) thet the
standard avemge nuzber of living children in Greater
Bombaey was 2,65, 2,95 and 2,80 for Hindus, muslims and
ehristians respectively. (4 study (R.P. Goyel) conducted
by the Demographic Resesrch Centre of the Institute of
Eeconpnic Gmwtiii;z in 196970 indicates muslims were found
to heve the mmst zertiiity 1—6‘%}.9 scecordingly,

age swmmw generel merital fertility rate for
Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims was 173.0, 173,8 end 2423
respectively. - Similarly total merital fertility rate for
theﬁa three reugim groups was 5,19, 5,19, and 7.0

rev—— . BUSSIN -

Te

Rele end Tara Kenitker, "Fertility Duxeran-s
tiala by religlon in Gwatar Bmabayi Rﬂl& of
-laratzrg Varxebles“kin the ,’ . Ec 8l

2,  R.P. Gwa}. ﬂ?ertility am Famn,y Plazmtng m

Urban ﬁelhi , opulation in Indials Deve:

¥ b 4 % i5ited y f BOS & P“ Dessi,

HTtes 74 J.N. Sharme, Vikes Publishing
Hme, Bem. 1974, pp.3id= 36
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mapﬁatiwlyj@n the ﬁ&.‘?ﬁ {Sample Reglotration System)
sub sample survey {(9972), Muslim fertility wes found

to be higher then that of Hyndus and Christisns, both
in rural and urban aress, TNFR omong muslims snd
christians was 648 and 5.8 in urban areas end 7.6 and
643 respectively in rural sreas, The TMFR among the
Hindus in urben and rural erces was 5,8 and 6,8 respece
tiv e}.ye ﬁimiﬁ@riy the Age-gpecific maritel fertility
rate at each age among muslin women is greater than

- apong Hindu women, - Among christians ASMFR is maﬁer
than gmong muslims at each sge below 27 yeers mg lower

et each age thereafter,

Mngﬂay Iﬁavm obaserved that the avemge number
of births per 1,000 wonmen for thme; %:xsrmz cities |
and summ&pﬁ were in the following order, Bombay and
their subeprovince (95 and 173, Calcutta 94 and 13% _
Madras 167 and 155, He also found thet the child-women

14 O2tice ez '!zha fmgutrer Ganeral anﬁ Census
Gammiaaiomr, mr_,j ity 11 e
ndin ] ¥ ¥ 4 : X

| n‘g o e-aample zxt m (19?2) ﬁe\f Dem, ﬂg?&,
Peils .

2y Kingelay Davis, @gﬁﬁaﬁ ﬁ\ﬂ?‘ti
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retio in Caloutis, Bombay, Vﬁfzé Madras was 564, 447,

504/1000 vomen respectively and wes 754, 766, 685/1000

- women in their respective suburbs. The Mysecre Populaw

tion smy’ r@%&}s that the netional .;femn‘%ﬁy rate

in the sample from Bamamré city wes 189 which was
considersbly lower than the GMFR of 237 for the

semple 2rom rurel arﬁm,.\.' The nparital fertility rote

of the semple from towns of 10,000 to 25,000 population

wag 251 higher then either, A epecial report of the

1951 e:emasz of Inpdie provides the following averages

for urben end rural women respectively in various

reglons who were still natmbed at ages 45 and over, -

6.4 end 6.6 in Travancove and Cochin, 6.3 end 6,1 in

Bestern Madhya Pradesh, 6,4 and 6,6 in other regions

o0f Madhy= Ppadeth, Erivar’ shows that the mean nunber

of children ever born were 4.4 in the city, 4.5 in the
towns and 4,6 in the villages, When age differcnces
were controlled weighted meons were seme for oity and

vinag’a and the average for town rose from 4,5 o 4.7,

1,. “The Mysore Population Study, gp.cit., ps86.

2. Asd, Coale ané E.M. Hoover, Population Grown snd
Economic Development in LoweIncome corries,
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1958,
ppooa-bB, . _

3. EeDs Driver, gp.git., petds




15

The/round ax‘xsa’-&a%g show that %he‘rﬁiaiﬁurhan /19th
generel fertility deta were 182 and 170,1 respoce
tively, The ﬁi&ﬁex&ntﬁslﬁ~wére ﬁgwévarfw;peﬁ out

by the refined measures bz\mar1§a3>£ertxlityg the
GMFR wes 211 for rurel end 216 xﬁf'ur@an women, The
Semple Registration sﬁhﬁﬂﬁa»fﬁﬁ?ﬁ) ra;eala that the
totel fert1lity rates for rursl snd urban ereas were
5.8 and 4,3 é&gg@é%&?&lf‘ia 1972, The total maritel
fertility rete was also higher for rural areas 6.8
than for urban sreas (6.0). The SRS dats of 1979°
iﬁﬁiaata higher fertility in rural greas then in
urben arees, The GHFR was 137 in rural aress end 104
. in urban eress. GMFR was 176 in rursl and 148 in
urban areas. TMFR was 4.6 inm rural end 3;1.1n urban
'areaa and TMFR wag 5.6 in rurel and 4,7 in urdbsn areas
respectively, -

(e)
In the Mysore Pépulati@a,Studfaiﬁ was observed

that Zemales who married between 14 and 17 years gove

1. NSS 19th Round, 196465, TablewT7, Op.citsy Pe7.
2,  ORGC, Fertility Differentisls in India, 1972,

3. ORGC, Levels Trends and Differentisls in Fertility
19;9;."nzstry of Home Affeirs, New Delhi, 1981,
PsIe

4,  UN Hysore Population Study, gp.git., p.119,.

i _
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gave birth; to 5.9 children, while those who married
between 18 and 21 years gave birth only 4,7 children,
Hajnmr*’ found in Kenpur Survey that women married

upto age 15 gave birth %o 69 ¢hildren, while those

who merried after the age 19 gave birth to 6.0

children, Driver® showed that in Central Indis the

mean number of children ever born was 5.3 for those

who married before reaching 13 years of age, 4.1

for those who sarried breﬁwm 13«17 years of age and

5.3 for tm'e_uﬁﬁ merried at the age of 18 years or
older. According to asamiaﬁ 12 the proportion of

: currently m&rrzeﬁ women in India chenges to that @’b-s;
tained in Kerals correspending to the marriage age ot
19 to 20 years the Feduetion in the birth rate would be
of the ovder of 29 per cent, Using the Celcutts ang
Singur data Talwer® celculeted that/the age of 15, 40 |at
per cent ai the married women were not fsmnd end by the
age of 18 and 19, 9 per cent were not fecund, ~Basavae
ra_éé_ppa and Eazmmgmaaﬁ entimated that the maximum

S v

1 Hajmﬁar ﬁ.ﬂa ‘%e&al Contours of an Industrial
~ City, Asie Publishing House, Bombey, 1960, p.161.

Ze | Be EQ @rzver;. mgﬂ:&o P's pi&Si

3 8.8, Agerwala, "Reising the Marriage age for Wemen,
a mems to lower tiie Mrtb rates”, Economic and
- ekly, 24 December, 1966%

&y, P*P. Talwar, ”ﬁ&alu&smt Sterility in an Urben
Population®, Human Btology, September 1965, 37(3), p.257

B K+Go Basavaraaapm ami M.l. Belvelgidad, ®"Chenges in age
- at marriege of females ané thair e iect on the birth
rate in India®, Euge Juarterly, vol.14, no.1,
March 1967, pp.i4=z5 o
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. redustion in the birth rate by reising the age at.
morriage {awéaga or minimum) to 19 or 20 years may

not exceed 10 per cent, Saxena in his ‘stuﬁy of |
rural Ugter Pradesh has shown that there are slight
 incresse in the fertility upte age at marriage of 17
years, The interval between age at effective marriage
snd first birth decreases with each year of increase

in age et marriage based on his cohort analysis, Saxena
rép@r%s *klaat the repi‘ééuatﬁ.ﬁve span (being the evernge
of the difference between the first birth and lsst
birth) is reduced from 24.8 yoars for marriage at less
than 12 y&éra to 23 years for marriage at the age of 16
years and above, ain a8 recent study (1972) estimated
that an increese in the age et marriage of Indian women
£rom 16,1 n 1961 to 19.2 in 1981 would leed to & reduc-
tion ot 12 gﬁ# gent apd 8 §¢r cent in the gqui terti-
11ty rate end totel fertility rate, In the SRS’ subw
sample ot 1972, women who married at nges below 18 years,
between 18 to 20 years and 21 years sgnd over, TMFR was

e M

Te e,s. Saxens, "Age at mmme end Pertility: A
: &m&e mudy in Ruyal Bgtar Pradesh®, Artha |
Yinjana, March ’9520 4(1)y po52,

- 2¢  Ram, Bali., "A Rat@ on the Change in Marital
Statm Pistribution and iis Impaat on Fer‘uuty'{
& _cmse ﬁt;u% ?nt: Ind&a“,_r prnational Jau

. ORGE, Fertility E&Iierenﬁals@ BRE, Q.E'ma.i De0s
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6.9 ond 6.7 end 5.2 respectively in rurel sreas. In
urban aress the e@rwmmmg ﬁ@ww were 6.4, 5.;5
and 4,9 respectively, The SKS' data of 1979 indicate
that women who mrrzisé at the age of 18 and below,
bemw 18 to 20 years and 21 years and over TMFR wes
Seliy. 5,0 and 4,7 respmtivaly in rursl areas, In
urban aereas the eerres;}m&ing THFR was 4,6, 4.0 m
345 mspeetiwxgg |

Most of the studies conducted in different purts
ot Indie bring out the differences in fertility behaviour
by rureleurban residence, religion snd age ot marriege,
The major findings of these studles shov that the ferti.
M-ﬁy of Muslims has been generally higher than Hinﬁﬁsg
the fertility 6}! rural women is higher than urban women,
end fertility decreases with incresse in 2ge at marriage.
Only a fow ss-éudy soems to have been attempted to isalat_e
the specific effect of these soolowcultural charsgterise
tics after controlling the dfect of certain others which
may explain the fertility differcnces among the states,
Hente a more syatmtw‘%m is needed to study the role
of religlon, ege at marriege and place of residence to
' unﬁ&ratanﬁ differcntinls in fertility among vorious
states S.n India.

s oae.c, Levels Ex'aads and Differentials in Fertility
1979 opsgibey Cu7e




19

111, IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY OF DIFFERENTIAL FERTILITY

| Study of fertility petterns among the different
groups in society iz one of the important aress of |
rescereh on fertility, During the 1930s declining
fertility in the Weatern countries wes 8 metter of "
such concern to éamgmgmwj The main iten of
fertility research at that time wac the Manﬁzﬁagtﬁén
of those gz%gp& for which fertility was low snd thus
to obtain some clues to gulde the policy regarding
f&r*&i:&i Ly m@umﬁg&mﬁﬁ Such kind of studies were
8lso nesessary im order to find out how the emsll |
ety 1denls hed diffused in different strats of

/

western societies,

Vs

 Ip the present situation of Indie end other
developing countries where excescive population growth
is the most important pre<pccupation of demographers,
~ planners and policy @k&m, the identification of
the groups of higher fertility, elong with the under
1ying couses, would be of great utility from the point

1e  John Hajnal, "The Study of Pertility snd Reproe
- ductiont A Survey of ‘l%:.r hirty Years®, Thirty
Yoors of Research in Humsn Fertility. Retrospect
an%é?mapwtg Keow Yorks Milbank Memoriel Fund, 1959,
Fete

2, Ruiph Tanlinson, "Pgopulation Dynemics] New York:
_ Random House, 1963, p.173.
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of view of the family planning progremme, It is good
for plenners to see where exactly the lmpsct of family
. plenning is greatest and to locote groups which would

need grester attention, The knowledge esbout fertility
| in variaua groups éffyopulatxan might fn addition help
%ﬁﬁ éeﬁﬁgmapaera in foraming some idea regaréins the

grugartiena of éizxerenﬁ grnaps in the gapulatian in
. future. ﬁoreaver, "4§fteronticls between subegroups
supply <lues %@ xutﬁra trends for the entire groups,
The 5:@@95 for the atuﬁy of dixiersntial fertility
&re asaaily diiﬁ&rea%ia%eﬁ by variables iike rurale

1

ﬁrban ran&ﬁance; educationsl a%eaimmenﬁ of husband -

and wife, ecoronic s%atuﬁ of the femily, occupation -
of wife éﬁa{@ | Benides, some aseribed qualities 1ike
plage Gﬁ‘ﬂirgﬂg race, religion end language are alse
important factors in the study of differential fertility,

~In this study the following spcisl, end cultural
factors are coneidered for the ennlysis of differential
fertility in Indie on the basis of data collected in the
1971 Census on b&rth& during the previamn year amang
aarreutly'married women,

e CsVe Kiser pnd Pﬁﬁﬁ ¥helpton, "Social and Psyuhaﬁ

x logicel Factors Affecting Fertility®, wol.,Vs
Milbenk MAborial GQuarterly Fund, any 1958,
XXZVI, no.5, pp«1325+26,

2+ - J,R¢ Rele and Tare Kanitker, “Fertility and Famny
Plenning in Greater Bombay", Internatiomal Institut
for Populetion Studiesg Snmbay; 1980, p.68,
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(8) Ruraleurban residence snd fertiiity,
(b) Religion and fertility,

(¢) Educationsl attsinment and fertility,
(4) Ag&D) at merrisge end fertility.

IV. DATA FOR FERTILITY ANALYSIS

There are three importent sources of informntion
on fertility in India, nsnelyy

{1) The vital Registretion or Civil
Registretion systen,

(2) Populstion Censuses, and
(3) BSample Surveys (NSS and SRS),.

1.

The ¥itel ﬂasistrat;m Syeten which 18 also known
as civil registration asystem is en importent scurde for
studying dynsmics of populstion, The syetem 0f regise
iratien of vital | events was introduced in India by the
British more then a hundred ycars ago. The registration
of Births and Deaths Act, passed in 1969, extends to
the whole of Indie end mekes the registration of birtzw.
still births, and Geaths compulsory. Failure to register

such an event .w pumshabm under the Actﬁ Every year

1. Mﬁce of tm aeg,lstrar General, Indie, "Registration
of Births and Deathe in Indie®, ger reﬁen ted at
the ESCAFE Beminer, en Civil Regzs ration end Vital
E‘tﬁgﬂaﬁt&@&ﬁ 19685 pale \

DISS MY
mekhe

~ NRCARtomin & - Th-1450
| TH1450 | |
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the Ragzatmx* General of india pubnghaa a volume,

Viteld isties in Indla, in which registered dats

ai fb&x*ma and deaths for the ststes and union terriw
tories are presented, From the vital registrotion
systen informetion is awilable on the number of
registered births in each enlénder yesr, Along with
this information, ancillery information on the follows

- ing items ‘:‘m al8o avéiiahle? from this systemy the sex
of the baby, order of birth, ;‘aiigian of perents, their |
occupation, their place -ﬁg regidence otc,

(2)

in the natzéxaaa aensus of a country sometimes &
direct question on "mumber of children ever bora" is
asked 0f ever married mme#am the answers to this
gue&ﬁan provide the dasis for informstion on fertility,

- Guestions on fertility were included in the ﬁ@mus |
for the first time in 1951, The sample of respondents
drewn from the 1931 census for the purposSe was unsatise
factory and the éata ware c¢onsidered unreiieble., The
1941 census questions on fertility were more useful,
but due to war time mrmgeﬁ@y; the t&huiaunn wag very
restricted v&n‘a ii;zigber'@z states, In the 1951 census
two questions on the number of children ever born end
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am&v&ng vere osked in Bihar, MP and Travancore and
Cochin aaé 2180 in Weot Bengal on & &mple basis.,.

Though no a%mtmﬁ wade in 1961 census t@ |
collect dates on fertility along with census emmmtim
some date on xe%&nty o currently merried women were
collected in the 1971 census, The individuel slip for
this ceasus canvasseed two questionss () age at marriage
and (b) whather o child was born during the last oné year
This informotion wes elicited from eurrently married
women onlys | A ten percent semple of the slips wes seletw
ted 3.1mar'syatm ﬁe&ﬁy with & random sntart frem the
individual slips reloting to the rursl parts of a tehsil/
snchal/police station. In urban part of the district, a
20 per cent systemetic Sample of the individual slip was
selested with o separate rendom start, The above semple
size was adopted in all the states, except in the case
of Himachal Pradesh, Jammu ond Keshmir, Menipur, Meghme
leys, Nagaland, Sikkim, Tripurs, and all the unien
territories where @a‘ké were proceseed on full count
basis, "

Iy the 1981 census information on fertility has
been collected on sample basis from 20 per cent semple
~of enumeration blocks, Questions fron all ever merried
women were acked ons (2) age ot merriage, (b) nusmber of
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children surviving at present, and (¢) number of children
ever born alive, Currently merried women were asked

whether any children born alive during the last one year,

Another importsnt source 9£“inﬁermatiea on fertie
ity is the fertility Survey, conducted by the NSS.
o

ZThe Natio; " $urve 

¥ 3

The Ea%&@n&i Sample Survey canvassed a detailed
schedule on fertility and mortality in its 16th round
(1960~61) in Urben Indie among ten per ¢ent of the
surveyed house holds. @n such g survey information
én events sccounting to the members of the sample house
holds during the 12 months preceeding the inquiry were
collected, The NSSO conducted a comprehensive survey
of population, fertility, femily planning and mortality
in 1te 18th round 196364, but vital rates derived frem
that round have been found ﬁo‘be gra$sly under-estimates,
Results of the verious rounds of the NSE have also

suffered from subetantial recall  biasi)

.
g

In order to have régglar'and reliable estimates -
of birth and death rates ot least at the state level,
the office of the Registrar General and Census Commiw
Bsloner in 1964 introduced a pilot scheme of sample

registration in the rural areas of selected states,
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Loter the echeme wae extended to cover both rural snd
urban orese in all mest a1l the states end unton
terr&%améé. : me 8RS provides Lalfeycurly and early
estimates of vital retes and other measurss of fortiw
ity and mortelity et the netional and state levels
that are considered to bdo sufficlently reliable for
mest prectisel purpesess but jtm:ﬁ* suffer from some
unaveidable under count of events which cen be put
roughly at J per cent on the basis of some intensive
enguiries on the perzamnce ¢f the awal registrars
and &@@Wlﬂﬁm;j A comprehensive survey was brought
out by the G2fice of the Regtstrar Genersl, Indie in
1972 which provides basic deta on fertility differen~
tials &t the state and ﬁaﬁimn level, Informetion on
detalled fertility Mswry ot all ever marﬂeé wonmen
in the house hnié was wnmta& from all sas villages _
end wrban blam, The selection of honsehold within each
SRE somple blocks was done by taking e 25 per tent systee
mati¢ sample of households with & rendom stert, In the
weke of the International Year of the Child, 1979, the
Ogtice of the Registrar mgmz, Indie, conducted a
survey on infent and Q#ﬁl& Mortality, ‘This survey elso
collected information on fertility in about 3,700 units

m

te  M.E, Premi, Demogrephi¢ Situation in Indis,
WPI,; Hawal, ﬁeﬁa}. bu; 983; PPe 3’!&3
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of SRS along with the regular SRS halfeyesrly survey,
The selection of household within -é‘a#i‘h SR8 sample
blocks \éas done by single and two stage stratified
sample design with s randonm start.

DATA BASE FOR THE PRESENT STUDY

Recently 'm&niész presenting the all-Indie picture
with respect to fertility of currently merried women
among different soclel groups slong with their different
soclowcultural characteristics have been .puhuahed in
1971 Census (Sociel and Cultural Tasbles Series I, pert«
Ile-iii, vol.I & II), by Office of the Reglstrar General
and Census Commissioner, Inifa, Here an stiempt (s
mode to usé these deta which are available of state
level to &n@é&t&g‘ate ﬁaathgr there are fertility diffew
‘rentisls among the different submgroups of pepulations
(currently sarried women who are differentiated bys
Religlon, Eéuea'iﬁién; ‘aaﬁlfvrban residence and Age at
‘Marriage) of Indis,

Data were collected in the 1971 Census from all
eurrently merried women with regard to their present
age; age et morriage, religion and siucational level,

and whether they had given birth to any live child
during the one yoar preceeding 1st April, 1971, However,
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the meritel fertility indices which would be derived.
froa the ques's&ozz on the births &urmg the preending
twelve months may suffer from certain limitations,
Apart Srew'tke.anéar.aﬁtiﬁatidn~arrmrm a faw content
error mey elso be present in the date, Importent
emong them 45 the quality of sge reporting., Age
reporting suffers from digitel preferences aﬁd-other
age hiasaagq The groupiog of ages in guinguennial

age groups éuee mwt remove these deficiencies

although %hey get raﬁnﬁ@d to zome extent, Due to
omission of births during roferense periods, the anoe
iysis of meritsl xertility differentials would not be
effected mnﬂh 1% the exteﬁt of unﬁer«anumeratiaa is

the same for all the categories under consideration.,

| 1t may however under-sstimate the level of fertility
tor a1 the groups, In the preseat study the following
four atatea‘némaiyg<ﬁgmigu23!ﬁeghalaya; ﬁikaim and
Tripure were omitted dus to small sample size,

V.  OBJECTIVE OF THIS STUDY

The main objectives of this study eres (1) To
assess the quality of cencus data on fertility, 7
(2) To determine whether the number of children '-evgr

1.  Census of 1&;& 1971, "Fertility Tables®, paper
§9$; 1977, 5erzes~d, India, ORCC, New nelhig _
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born (currently marrmd women) varies emong women
who arﬁlﬂiiiaﬁéﬁﬁtatéa by plsce of re&i@en@eliﬁnrall
Urban), Religion, Aze ot Marrisge snd educetional
attainment, (3) To study whether the differences or
similarities in fertility of various subsgroups are
related to their sge distributions; (4) To study the
effect of religion on fartiii%y*&nnwariaﬁé states ofter
aaatrailing for variations in ruraleurban reéidance;
eﬁn@at&cﬁ&& Btates, and age'aﬁ‘mérziagﬁ,anﬁ {5) To
study ﬁh@ effect 3&,1mﬁreaﬁﬂ in age at marrvisge on
marital fertility by controlling for such variebles
a8 rurale-urban residence, educational stsotus and
veliglon, |

Vi, HYPOTHESES

Keeping in view the sbove objectives, the followe
ing hypothesez are examined by using merital fertility
rate as the dependent varisbdle,

1, Urban women have low fertility than rural

women, , -

Z, Religious differonces in fortility are
existing ameng both rural and urbsna women,

3., Literate women have low fertility rates,
but religlous differences in fertility -
existing even for highly educeted women,

4, ?emaie'liﬁﬁraay-playﬁ uaggt&#e etfect on
- age at marviage of vonen and upon their
levels of fertility.



S5« Ferdility is decreszsing with incrense
_ in age at marrisge, Religious diffe-

- rentes existing even with increassce in
sge at marrisge, thet iz even st higher
age at marvisge the differonces are
itkely to persist,

VII. METHODOLOGY

Fer ﬁhis atuﬁy, the fertility performence of
currently merried women are token into account; Here
an atteépt is made to use the 1971 census data with
respect to fertility pﬁ currently merried women by
" controlling their sosio~cultursl characteristiocs,

The following dats are used to examine the
fertility differentials smong currently merried vomen
in India (mﬁrrﬁe& only once)s (a) Distribution of
@grrantly.marized women and the related births during
the last one year by rural/urban residence, present
#gey and ét'at warrisge (Indle’s state level),

() Distribution of currently merried wonen and the
related births during the lest year by religion, edue
cationel groups, present age, cnd age at’ﬁarriaga
{Indias State level w»Rafalfur%aa). (ﬁz,ﬂkatrihut&an
of currently married women and the reiasted births
during the last year by education, preseat age, end
age at marriage {Indiss State level = Rural/Upban).
{d) Dats from 13972 and 1979 (SRS Suryeys) are also



used for comparison and to determine the trends of
fertility Guring 1971, 1972, oné 1979,

"Maritel Fertility® is the bosic¢ measurement
" for this study. The following indices have heén
used to meesure the maritel fertility of currently
married wouen (married only once).

1, Age spesific meritel fertility rate.

2. fTotal maritel fertility rate,

3, Genersl maritel fertility rate.

7 S 8 ‘3; ‘ !{j"!,e

The regmanal variation in GMFRs snd TMFRE are
represented in ﬁhe mgpa for rural and urbaa sreat
separatelys

ASMFRS are ploted in graphs for differént states
{ Rural/Urban) according to different veriables,
PLAN OF STUDY

Chapter two presents the levels and trends in
crude birth rate snd maritel fertility rates, The
analysis of the 1971 Census nmarital fertility raies
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were compared with 1972 and 1979 SRE subwsample
surveys, | |

- Chepter three desls with the effeet of religion -
on ferti Mty@ efter controlling %hezvaﬁamea like
- place éf msmazwéﬁ educationsl status gnéd age at
marrisges | |

Crnepter four discusses the effect of incresse
in ege at marriege on fertility by plece of residence,
sge 8t marriage, educational stetus end religion,

Chepter five summarizes the enalysis and bringe
out the conclusion snd suggestion, '



CHAPTERII



Fertility of ¢ woman is ingicated by the number
of ¢hildren zhe bears during her m“&iﬂ reproductive
1ife, The number of birthe sre influenced by the
social conditions besides biologlesl and cultural
factors, A low birth rate is an evil, es it leads
to a declining vigsépufia%im or a gery growth rate,
which in turn, 1le¢ads %o decresse in man power and low
sconomie growth, es had ocourred in France, A high
birth rate too 15 an evil, if it waz‘hnrdm the pwﬁb
ductive pover and lesds to e condition of persistent
poverty. The way in which o community grows whether
by high birth i’é"ﬁﬁ and high death rate or by a noderate
birth rate and death rate is to égm extent an indice~
tion of the stage of civilization in which the commue
nity finda itself, This secction presents the levels
end trends of fertility in Indla end its states during
the perfod 1901-71 and 1971=81 respectively. “

I, CRUDE BIRIH RATE

'ﬂm rvegistered dete in Indle do not give accurately
the current level of birth rate becsuse of under regisw
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tratien of the vitsl events, Indirect methods such

‘a8 the reverse survival and quakiesteble population
techniques’ are used imr mumﬁag the birth rate

| from the mmus age r@tumw. . ‘me Cencus #ctaary

 estimates obtatned by the 'reverse survival' ond

diﬂamxming mothod show & birth rate of 45,2 xmi
193141, 39,9 for 1941=51, 41,7 for 195161 and 41,1
for 1961+71 (Table=2). The corresponding estimstes
for the four censeqoutive decades obteined by the
quasi-stable pggmlazim method are 46,2, 43,1, 40,4
and 40,0,7 During the decade 1901=11, the birth rate
was 49,2, since then it has shown a declining trend

- a8 46 clear from toblew2y

i’abi&-é’és ﬁaeaﬁa; Bi.rm Ratess: Indig =

19011971
B becade D 'v"mmm Rate B
190Te11 69,2
142131 46,4
193141 | 45,2
194154 _ - 39.9
195161 41,7
196171 41,7

ﬁatm The estimates for 1951-61 are baaed
on the 'differencing methods all otheys
are based on the reverse survival method,

Sources ﬁ?&ﬁc, Indie, "The Population of India",
197h Yorld - Paﬁmuan Year, CICRED
ﬁemMy ﬁ&‘f E@Wt

1 c.a. iﬁamria “Eaeial Problems and Social Disorganie
-sations %iwma Fertility in India", 1981, p.322,
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| The recent estimates of the Sarple Registration
System indicste thet the birth rate was 38,9 in 1971

end sround Bﬁ;ﬁ'in 1981, Aacaraiug'ﬁa the Sample Reglow

tration bulletin of June a935, the combined crude birth

rate for all Indie fell from 36.9 per thousand in 1971

to 33.3 in 1981 6r‘hy 3.1 points (Tablew3),

Tablew3s B&Fth Rates Estimated by the SRE, 1971-81

—- Rural and Urban India

Year ﬁzrth Rete  sursl  Urban

(Totel)®

1971 3649 58,9 3@;1
Y972 o 354 »

1974> 34,5 35,9 28;2
1975  35.2 36,7 2845
1‘;97§ Jh.h . 358 35&&
1978 33.3 347 27.8
1979  33.1 34,3 28.3
1980 33.3 3.6 - 26461
1981 33.3 3448 : 27-3

 Notes (a) The aggregeted estimates for India excludes
Bihar and West Bengel because the SRS work
in these two states has not proceeded
satislactorily.

(b) The half~yearly survey for the peried, Julye
Decenber 1973 was postiponed end conmbined
with the hali-yeerly survey for JanusryeJjune
1974, Supervision of the conbined survey was
also suspended, These changes might have
affected the estimates for 1973 and 1974,

Sources  Reglstrar-leners)] Indla, Sample Registration
Bulletin, vol.XV1I, n@,% June; 1983, p.2a

ﬁ; Regiatrar h&neral of India, SRE Bulletin, vol, XVII,
Mn"; June 1983, New Delhi,
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The sample ragxatratian-aata'ax birth rates and death
rates are slse not perfect pnd suffexr from a certein
snount of uﬁéér aatimatién.éuéging from the sctual
growth in population during 1971-813 but they constitute
the best aveilable data on the subject, Tablew3 shows
slearly the decline in birth rate from 157181,

45 ageinst this, the foll in birth retes of indie
vlduaiﬁataiéa from & three year moving average of 1971w
?3 (aea%er@éiat 1??23 to that of 1979«81 (centsred at
1980) varied from a high of 4,5 points in Kerala snd
Punjeb %a;a lﬁw of 1,0 1n.éémmﬂ~amd Kachmir (figures
are mot availeble for West Bengal), Tableei shows &
zonﬁina@u# de¢line of fertility in both rursl and urben
areas amaég'varxens gtatesgiexaept Bihars In both rural
anﬁ‘arhan:a#aas Sihar.akaw&fan incresse of Cﬁ& during
the period 1977-81. The incresse in CER was from 32.3
in 19?%*?3’{thr@e~year moving aversge) to 38,4 in
1979«81 or éﬁﬁ pointe,

It eppeers from Tebleed that the stotes could be
clessified into four fertility groups ot low, medium,
bigh end very high* group of CER,

* The Eouth snd South-Eastern part of coastal regions
of India (Kersla, Tamil Ngdu, Karnatoke, and Mpharashtra)
have low zartiligy,rates aonianaaualy during this decade,

- The medium fertility group comprises the North-East and

" Western paris of Indie which have medium fertility. The
northern regions of Indie forms a high fertility group
which comprises UP, Bihar, MP, Rejasthan end Haryans during
this period,



- West Bengsl

ti‘able-ﬁx c:'ude Birth Rates Im&a aad ﬂa Etntes =~ 1971@1 (aumzmrban)

States ﬁemus em 8RS5: Retes, Cﬁﬂ zmm 19?%73 t@ ‘%9?9-»51 ( zmyear mwing .&wraga)
1971 197 1=1973 19‘?2**1974 ?%19?5
R v T R ] T R H ‘E‘ R v T
IKDIA . 3642 ZB.6 34.8
Andhra Pradesh 3.1 31.2 33.6
Assam 3247 25.3 0
Bibar 29.5 26,4 29.2
Cujarat 8.7 32.3 o2
Haryana 40.8 30.0 38.9
Himschal Pradesh 35.9 22.2 35.0
Janmu & Kgshmir 'Y 6
Karnataka .
Kerala ‘
NBadhya Pradesh
Hasharashtra
Orissa
Funjab :
_ Rajasthan
- Tamil Nagdu

Uttar Pyadesh

wsg



R_v ® R v T R U T R U T
3344 34,5 2841 33.3

36,1 2B.4 30,4 35,6 28,5 36,2 349 27.6 333 S5 27.9
35.0 30.7 3h. 36,6 29.2 33.6  3h.2 28,7 332  33.3 28,5 326 33,1 28,3 32,2
32,7 24,8 3.9 31,9 23.5 1. 2149 239 3.3 318 238 .1 350 232 2.2
o 364 8. 31,6 36,5  37.4 31,3 35,8 . 36.9 31.5 5.5
PoeE—28.3 a7 5e+9 35 §3lg Zoe2 0a2

B —3rey—23s7 26,2 50 283

We



19791981 2 Difference between Amount of decline
’ Rural/Urbon birthe in CBR in 197981

R ¥ T rate of 19791981 over w'?%ﬁg?s

6@? n : ‘ Bi‘t

ﬁn& . 2'57

19‘5 3*?
6.5 3

5;3- o 3:.5

T8 - 2.8

13»@ \ &.i&

2.1 5.3

.48 2«8

17 H,5

548 JeB

36,3 19.9 32.5 16k By

Note 1t Crude dirth rates here obtained by applying Palmore’s re ssion equations
S . {Palmore 1978} to the 1971 Census da%n 31"8 b

' Source ¢ 1. HJK, Premi, YIhe Demographic Situstion in Indiz®™, Bast ’&mt Populstion
: Institute, Honolulu, Hawal, p.43.

2, RegisirarGenersl,; India sample Registration Bulletin, vol.XVII, no.t
" Tablew3, ppe7~10, June, 198 e TR

#Bihar shows an increase in CBR from 32,3 in 19710073 to 38.4 in 1979.81
(6.1 points),



TableTs Low, xw

"

amg High and %ry High Groups of

@Eﬁ,
$%t$& ﬁr’tﬂﬂ E&ﬂh
_Rete
Is Lw Femnty Gra
' SEron CBR of 26 az:v 8,
Kemia o . 26.9
Karneteka e 28,0
Maharashtrs ae 28,3
Tamil Nedu e 28,3
;& HMW?&S“E&I&W Gmt
aam:m and Kasmxr o 3.3
Andhra Pgadesh P 3 26
Hiwoachal Pradesh .o 31.6
Orissse . .9
¥Vest Bengal e 32,5
Assan e 52,9
IIL. Hign Faﬂnﬁy ﬁ:’aw "
| %Jamﬁ . 35,1
| Haryans .e 36,
. Very a&@z Fer%iz,ity @mw
- LErom t of 3 bove,
Rejacsthan . 37.4
Nadhys Pradesh .o 375
Uttar Ppadesh e 39.5

oureet Re@.a&mr Genez*al India, ERS Bunatﬂ.zz

L

Table=3ds, Vol XVII, n&.‘%, June 19835, ppa'hﬂ‘h



The tlossified states are presented in TablesS,
It eppears from the table that even the lowest crude
birth rate of 26,0 per thousend cennot be considered
satisfactorily by either desirable or even comparie
‘tive dempgrephic standards, obviously the higher prio-
_rity attention should be given to the highest group
of UP, Biaaﬁg Mp and Regssthen, which also @ecounte
for 33 per cent of India's current population end
to the néxt mmm group of Haryana and Mth, :
which eccount for 6.85 per cent of the populatien,

Teble-3 chows that st the national level the
rural birth rate hos ?!'gnm by 4.1 points from 38,9
per thnﬁ&m in 1971 to 34,8 in 1981, whereps the
urban birth rete during the seme period decliined by
only 2.8 points from 30,1 in 197% %o 27.3 in 981,
The urban birth mw 15 however lower then the rurel
birth rate by 6.7 points in 1981, - But the differsnce
between the rursl and urban birth rates hes reduced
by 1.3 points between 1074 and 1981,

| The inter-state variation in rurel erude birth
rate i found to very from 40.6 in Utter Ppedesh to &



low of 26,4 in Kerala, while the veriation in the
urban birth rete is from a high of 32.8 in Biher
to 8 low of 19.2 in i!;i-.@ehaz Pradesh during 1570«
81 (three yeor moving sverage)s The difference
between the rurel and urban birth rate also varies
widely from 16,4 end 13,0 in the cese of West
Bengal and Himachal Pradesh.

There are several feetors for high and low
birth rate in these two states (Kerala emd UP), In
UP in 1978, death rate per thousand population was
20 as sgainst 7 in Kerala and in 1976 the infent
amortelity rate per thousand birth in UP wee 176 Bs against
56 in Kerale end low 1iteracy emong z_emalgs 10,7 |
per cent a8 egoinst 54,3 'pe:r- cent in Kerals, The
xémmy plenning pe‘r‘:amme was alse poor in UP
during this decadej the proportion of couples protece
ted was 12,1 par cent as against 36 per cent in
Meharashtra, In the rursl areas of UP in 1971 only
19 per cent of the giris in the ageegroup of ‘%5-19
ﬁam unmerried while &in rural Kerale 80 per cent of
the girls in this ftag'a‘r» group were unmerried, On the
next age mug 20=24 years less than 2 per cent of
the girls in rurel UP were ummarried, compared to 30
per cent in Kerala, According ‘t@ ‘sstimntes based on
the 1971 census date in rural UP the mean age at
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merriage for givls was 15,5 year
years in Kerala. -'

Tablew§ chows Very high, high, mediuns and low
birth rates fxar',';,; 1 and wrban aress among various
states during the year 1979-81 (three year moving
weégge‘)g (?abléﬁﬁ; p+40). |

The comperdson of 1971 census CBR with 197961
SRS rates (Tabloe3) show a decline of birth rete in
both rursl end urban aress for ell the states. The
decline was m&nly due to the schievement a!?ammy
Planning tergets during this perfod,* Uttar Predesh

E " -

*The Femily Plennin

, ndng Statisdics show that prior to 1966
only about 1.5 mililon sterilisations ware done, whereces
7.1 piliion were done in 196671 and 10,3 million during
197176, During the Eserzency 8,2 million sterilises
tions wers done in 1976«77, 0,94 million in 1977-78 and
teh million in 1978-79, 4&ccording to the Family

'Planniﬁg Departument, the births sverted to 196166
wore only 0.9 mililon whersss during the period
1566~71 the figure was 6.7 million omd durlng 1971476,
24,3 oillion. Buz*iaf 1976»77 ae many as 3,7 millien
births were averted in 197778, 5,0 millilon and in
197879, 4¢9 mildion. These figures reveal that the
decline of birth rate during the year 196671 and 1970w
79 ie wostly Gue to the echiowment in Family Planning.

(3
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- Toable«b; Rurel mné Urban Bim aatm ﬁmng Varima
_Statess 19?9»-51, -

Rural/states

A

() Yery high Sraup |

Uttar Predesh  44.2 Uttar pradesh 32,2
Madhya P‘mﬁ&ﬁh - 3849 Sujarat 31:3
Gujarat . - 5149 HMadhys Pradesh 341
Harvana 36,1 :
| Ragaat}mu i 0 B5.B
(») |
 Jammu & Kashmir 33,5 Rajasthan 20,8
Andhra § méésa - 3344 Horyans 28.2
, ot Orisss o 28,
' '  Andhra Pmdesh 28,4
() Meddum Group
orissa | 52@ Punjab 27+6
Assam 3.7 mhér 2744
Pimaciml E’mﬂeﬁh .3 4 - Tamil Kadu 26,7
Bihor 319 Kearnataka _ 2544
&g o 30.85 _
‘i’a 1 !ﬁaﬁﬁ 20,8
Rernatska = 2041
(4) | |
%Mmﬁmm ; 275 ﬁaharashm ‘ 24,8
Kerale : 25,8 Ketrala 24,6
o . Assam | 23:7
Jomm & Keshotiy 2249
Himachal Pradesh 212

Bources Registrar &enms., Indie, SRS Bulletin, wvol,XVII,
Ma&%g éwm 1933; @ﬁa?ﬁﬂﬁi
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i8 the only stote where the birth rete in rursl aress
remdined 40 or above during this period.* Thers wae
& considerable reduction in urbsn fertillty in eli
the stetes, Rajesthan, Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh and
Uttsr pradesh form one Gontiguous belt where in birth
rates éa!nmuaé to .be highest in both rural and urben
erees, A significent reduction in national birth
rote depends upon lowering birth rates in Bibar,
Medhys Prodesh, Uttar pyedesh, ond Rejasthan which
accounts 39 per gent ol the ;Sépalaﬂm cf the

II. MARITAL PERTILITY RATES

~ Tnis section presents the levels end trends of
marital fertility in Indie and its states for the
yenr 1971, 1972 end 1978, To esdortain the levels of
maritel fertility in Indie, the fertility performsnce of
o currently merried women (married only once) during
the reference perisd of one year were collected in the
1971 census, By using these data the following indices
were computed, |

» If reliable dste wers svailebdle for Biher they
woulc probably indicete & birth rote similar
to that of Wﬁ”p _




3, Total ﬂarmi Fertility Rate
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1.  Genersl Marital Pertility Rate*

2. AgeeSpecific Maritel Fertility Rate®

o

The calouléted rates ere praaenteé in the folloving
tablew,

 Anslyeis of the 1971 Census fertility dats fLor

the currently married womon shows vast differences in
general marital fortility between rural snd urban aress
at the nat&am&l as well as state lovel except in Bihar,
Himachal Ppadesh and Uttar Ppedeshe At the netional
level the GNMFR was 205.8 in rural snd 167.8 in Urban
(Tablew7)s The table slso shows vast difference in
rurel-urban maritol fertility in Orisse, West Bengal,

" Rejestnan, Hehya Pradesh, Mahorashtre, Jammu epd
K&ﬁmr and ﬁ@m; .

:ﬁ,

The GMFR shows the nmumber of children born per
thousend currently m&eﬁ wonen (married only
once) in the age group 13«47 during une year puriod.

ASHFR describes the fertility merimu 0% the
eurrently narried women by age,

TMFR summerizes the pattern of fertility exhibited

" by the sgo-specific marital Lertility rates and

presents a single index of total merital
2&3‘%3&'@? * _



43

The regional veristion in GMFRe are represented
in the maps, |

Among Stotes in rursl eress, Opissa had the
highest GHFR (253.0) folloved by Assam (246.4) (Map 1).
- The next high group of GMFR wos in West Bengal (235.8),
a.mu end Kashair (234,0), Meharashtra (225.2), Herysna
{216.8) azaa &aéh% rraeieﬁh {216.,4)s The next medfum
grwp whiek have more or leis or Mttm higher than
tha aat&mgl 1&%1 (%) was in Punsah (2@5,6)'
Andbra Pradesh 206,0, Ragjasthan 206,%, Mysore (208.6)
and Gujerat (209,3), Blhar hes the lowest GMFR followed
by Uttar Pradesh, Himachsl Pradesh (180.7), end Temil
Nadu (193,5), These states show below the nationel
level, R "

Among urben areas Jammu and Kashmir had the mshaat‘
GMFR (214.8) (Mapeurban GMFR) followed by Aszam (197.1)
Orissa 191,0, and Andhra Predesh (190,4). The next
group of higher WR which za:u abava the national level

(167.8) was in maéhya Pradesh (183.9), !’tmaeb (1&%9).
\
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Map No:1

. GENERAL MARITAL FERTILITY RATE
India  Rural 1971
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Map No:2

 GENERAL MARITAL FERTILITY RATE
India Urban 1871
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Kerala (183.4), Gujarat (181.0), Mysore {177.9),
aaaaaﬁnaé‘€*7$g9); Himechal Predesh {175.3) and
Moharsshtre (174.3). West Bengel had the lowest GMFR
{121,9) iaa:maa 'w Bibar (156,8), and Tamil Nadu (160,2),

Table«T7s Gmeml Maritel Fertility Rata ~ India and
its . !:ama - Ram:./t:rbaa 1971, |
States o amz. - *uym "

India . «;i& 205.8 ’3671»3

Andhra Ppadesh : se 206,0 19@&“‘
Asson o 246 .4 197.1 .
Bibar : : $e 165.4 156,.8
Sujerat N : e 209.9 . 181.0
Haryans - e 216,.8 156,8
Hm@hal Pfﬁﬁﬁﬁh T 180.7 1753
Jonmu and Koshmir we 234,0 ?1“¢8
Kerals : _ _ .o 211@2 1
Madhya Pradesh  es 18,4
Maharashtra ws 225,2 1?@»3
Hysore o e 2930@ 1?7‘9
Orisss - o 253.0 191.0
Tamil Nsdu RS *e 193, 5 16042
Rajssthan : _ P 206,17 175.9
'ﬁeat Eﬁn 1 : . s 2%55.8 ‘321 .9 _

Bwraez :;um zmm the 19‘?‘1 Gmaua% ‘%ﬁas

Indis, Socisl and Culturel Tables, Par%z ncasxu,,
volele
Even when the birth rate 1s found to be very high

in Bihar and Ugtar Pradesh on the basis of SRS, the
marital fertility rate is found to be lowest in then,
" From this one xga:y" conclude that under reporting in the
1971 Gensus was high in UP and Bihar. The scomparison
of rursl end urben meritsl fertility rate shows vast
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d1fference in Vest Bengal, OriSsa end Assam, i.e,
these states have high maritel fertility in rural
areas then in urben, Similarly the birth rate based
on SRS dats slso shows h&.ghé? (ma%az& in rmz. areas

» detailed and more meaningful enslysis of
the patiern of fertility fn a p@pﬂm&i@n is ymviﬁaﬁ
by the fert
In this snolyels ASMFRs was computed for five yaar
ege group (from 13-17 %o 43«47), The csleulated
‘rates sre presented in the following table@. The
computed rates are alsc represenied in graphs (ASMFR

114ty rates caolouleted for various ages,

" Gurve) ier *var&e{u}s states,

| The ASMFRE tmmﬁ to be lewer in urben sreas for

" all the age mﬁﬁﬁ except 13«17 then rursl (Toble~B).

" The graph ﬁaﬁméﬁbaf shows that in rural ar¢as the

| ASMFRe reached 18 peak in the age group 23«27 (264%1),
" while in the urbsn areaé the pesk was reached in the
 age grmip (1&-32) (249.8). The difference in marital
fertility between the age group of fEﬁZE and 235w27 was
insignificent in urban sress. The ASMFRS declined from




Table~8s Ag@-ﬁpw&:&w %aritai Xi‘er%:ln%y Rate - Imiia zmé its ;Btates - Rmi 1‘3‘71 |

West Bengal

States , Age«gmw S
15=-17 18e22 23=27 28»32 33-37  28-42 4347
INDIA 085.9  240.7 26h,1  226.6 - 168,44 101,2 T 053.5
Andhra Pgaﬁesh 0543 158.8  25%.7 109.8  146.2 080.8  037.9
Assam - 7T 4 318.3 319.6 2734  202.8 @g“& 061,9
Biher 50 3 1771 20942 189.2  149.0 050.1
Gujarat 034,7 233.,1 315,85  269.0 191.0 1129  049.4
. Harysna 043.6 278.3 34042 291.7 319.? 126.1 054.2
Jamma end Kashoir 069.8  230.3  282.6 250.6 1 113.5  069.2
Himachal Tt  229.0  272.2 222 4 4 9.2 6?6..3 036,9
Kerals 6.0 294,7  292.6 sza.a 153.4 0735 015.5
Madhya Pradesh oS 266.9 285.6 7 245,5 48354 ~"—4®6;#~*~~-~M85;1
Haharashire 08149 . 265.2 291.9 240.7 169.0 093.9 42,3
Hysore 1 5‘*;‘3 271 «0 264,6 2125 4}&7!&3 ‘%1 o3 33309
Orisss 178.6 = 327, 29503 299,1 22340 1 3&&3 11%.5
Eﬁd&& than Wﬁg 2ﬁ§¢9 29905 2?3‘39 2 1‘0@1 13&5 952 +8
Tandl Hadu 106.5 229.,7 238.6 185.0 121.2 055.6 015.1
Uttar pradesh 114 1B7.9 228.6 215.% 66,2 113.1 065.7
157 4 28541 28%1.8 219.6 182,.2 129.3 094.9

Sources Computed from 1971 Census, aerias 1, India, Social and Cultural Tablea;
Part=Ilc, = 111, volume-],

gy



1‘3@1@8&5 Ag&@p&a&i&@ ﬁaﬂ.ﬂal Feruuty Baﬁe - Imﬁa am& i‘&‘s Stat@s - ‘JS"&Q:& 13?1

smtes |

&ge amup

137

_l8~22

INDIA

Axdhra ?w&eah
A8sam
Bihay

Gujarat
Haryana

< anms & Kaakmtr ‘

Himachsl Pradesh
Korale

m&g

13@.1

Madhya Pradesh
Mgharashire
Hysore
Orisse
Rajasthan
Tamil Nadu
Uttar Pyadesh
West Bengal

112.1
068.9
12&;9

078,
12"»3 4

248.2
3@&?

231 J'.L. _,35‘%7;

220.6

e

248.3

180.6

1g5lE

18044

171.9
ﬁﬁ1 aﬁ“

166.,9

C203.8
22& 1.1

1?51‘.?

3&2 sﬁ

180.8
183.1
199,.¢

- 201.6
1?2 09‘

99,8
1164

1135

ﬁ?‘?»‘f

0245

\ 0231
ig @21‘&
@35&@

' 9«@ 92&'0}5

s
048 .6 i’é“&@a& '
| 3 024.,8
& 026.2

4 ,lrf" . &3&;1
0&6-? %?6‘&
0374
ezs.mw

Sources

Paxvt-unc, - 131, voluneel,

:'ut&d Srom 5971 Censzus, series ‘5,, m&&a, Soclal and mm: 'fablas,

acy



the age group of 28432 onward in both rurel and urben
areas, Uraph-1 shows & ¢lear picture of degline in
maritel fertility from the age growp 28«32, The
desline waﬁ much in urbep couperes with rursl. The
higher order birth is found o be very low in urban
areas compored with turel. The higher order birth
is found to be very low in urban areas compared with
rural data, ?ér both rural end urban women, the
higher order birth in the asge groups 3337, 38«42
end 4347 were in the following orders 168.4, 101.2,
and 53.5 in rurel asress and 113.5, 57.0, end 24.5
in ﬁrﬁm aress \réspeetiw&y; These data indicate
that "%zxe sxrban marrieﬁ women atiempt to control
thelr family size at lster sges, especially after
the age 33, The ASHMFR was high for the urben wm
in the agé group 13-17 than rural wmix. This may
be due to small sample size in this age group.

ired U8 peak

m}; The Aﬁms (Graph }. in the early age grouwp
18m22 ﬁ;@ Assam (3‘18:3)& R&mla (294.7), West Bengal
(285;1)?, Heryang (278.3), ¥ysore (271,0), Madhya
Predesh (266,9) and Maharashtre (265.2).
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The h‘rwﬂ peak pattern 2332 shows ﬁigh rate
- 4in Qt‘ﬁﬁﬁa (299.51} Haryana {29“!*’?}, ﬁa;}aaﬁim {27369)
Assem (273.4) end Gujarat (269.0),

The m.gm? order birth wes high (after the age 33,
1.8, in the age groups 3337, 38«42 snd 43.47) in
Orissa {Table=7), ﬁerﬁt@é, Assan, West Bengal end
aaaast;gam Kerais has the 1@%&3? higher order births »
15344, “‘?3355 snd 15,5 in the above mentioned age groups
£ollowed by Tasilnedu, Himschal Prsdesh, ond Punjab,

- The ASNFR was very high in the young age group
(1317) in Orissa, (178,6), Assem (177.4) end West
Bengel (’15?79?5) » This may be due to over reporting or
over estimation in these states, |

Urbsn: Among the ctates the ASMFR curve for urben
areas ,a%aiﬁeﬁi% peak in the early age group (18-22)
in Assem (302,7)y Kersla (302,1), Himachel Predesh
(279.4); Punjaed (278.6), Heryane {277.3), Mahorashtra
(269,3)y Myvore (265.4), Jammu and Kashmir (264,2) end
Medhys Pradesh (260.1). Bilher has the lowest ABMER
(207.1) in this age group. Most of the states show
‘meXimum ASMFRE in this age group except the following
seven statesy Biher, Gujerat, Havryana, HP, Punjeb,

. Rajasthan ard HP, where¢at in m&a‘z, arcas the mexioum
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ASMFR wat in the age group of 2327 except in
Andhre, Mysoremd Opissa,

The ASHFR started declining from the age
group of &7 "fi:z soct of the states exesegt’ the
above montioned seven stetes, The broad peak
pattern with high ABMFRe in the age group of 23«32

" was found in Haryema (222,1), Gujaret (203.8),
Kerala {202,5), Rejestben (201.,6), Assem (201.5),
UP (199.8) end Punjeb (199.0). |

he comparison of rm*al and urban data indie
tates high ASHFRS in Aesan, (ujarat, Haryana ané
Rodasthan in b@m rurel and urben aress, The curve.
Shows 'éha‘% the difference in rurel and urban ASMFR

 wes so insignificent in Kerola end Temil Nadu, The
graph slse ﬁhws &aaﬁ differences in rursl end urben

| ASMFRs m Oriesa end West Benmgal. One may contlude
this mey be due to over-estimation of census deta in
rural srees in ‘%;E&ﬁﬁﬁi two states, '

AB pointed sut earlier the TMFR summerizes the
pattern of Zertility exhibited by the age=spenific
marital fertility vetes and presents a single index
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of marital fgmum} For this study TMFR was come
- puted for the currently merried women in India end
its states during the year 1971, There rates are

presented in the table=7. At the national level
the THFR wes 5.8 for rural sreas end 4.4 for urban
areat, '

Rural: Among states in rural gress, Opissa had the
highest TMFR (B.1) followed by West Bengal (7.3),
Assam (6.8), Mgdhys Pradesh 6,4 and Kernatake (6.)
Jommy and Kashoir(5.9)and Ker«is (5.9). These

states have higher TMFR which is sbove the national
level {5.8)s The next growp TIFR, below tho national
level of 5;& was in Haryens (5.8), Mabareshtra (5.7),
Andhra Pradesh (5.6), Rajesthan (5,5), Himachel (5.4),
UP (5.3), Gujerat (5,3) and Biher (4.8)., Bihar has
the lowest TMFR in rural arees azeng verious states
which seems to-be due o poor quality of census
datas

_ Ipn urban araas Kerela had the Mghest TMFR
(%7) folloved by Asssm (5.5), Heryena (5,3), Orissa
(5.1)y Jomm and Keshodr (4.9), Mysove (4,9),



49a ‘

Table=9: Totsl Merital Fertility Rete = 1971

Indis - | - B8 boh
Avdhra Pradesh . | 5.6 4
Aosan " ) 6.8 5.5
Bihar L 4 b
Cujerat : 5.3 47
Heryena | . 5.8 543
Himachel Pradesh T 5.k 4.7
Jemmu snd Keshmir | 5.9 4,9
Kerale o 5.9 547
Madhya Fradesh o Gole 4,9
Meharsshhra 5.7 4,8
Mysore - | 6.0 4,9
Orissa o 841 Se1
Punjsk 6.2 4.9
Regasthen | 8.5 b3
Temil Nedw 522 X
Uttar Pradesh | A Be3 4,8
West Bengal - T3 3.8

Bources: Commuled from 1971 Census of India, Beries I,
Ingiiag Spciel and Cultural Tebles, Pertellec-iif,
Voled ¢
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Meherashtra (4.8) UP (4.8), Himachal (4.7), Temid
Nodu (4.7) end Cujarat (4.7). The TMFR in the
above States were found %o be above the nationsl
level (4,4), Apdhra end Bihar have egual TMFR
(4.4) which is found to be egual to the national
level, West rsmga& had the lowest TWFR (3;8} in
urhan aread,

The @mpaéfisan ol rural INMFR with urban rate
shows vast éﬁﬁéf&‘éﬁzi@e for Orisse end West Bengel,
Comparison of SMFR end ASMFR also reveals the same
@atﬁﬁﬂni‘ o

'ﬂm mm‘wl ﬁewtiiﬁy vates of the ‘lg‘?‘% anee
lysias indicate that ASMFR was low in the brosd
peak patfii;&m in South snd South Eastern region
(low tarttiity | group)s The rural-urban differen-
Ges in merital fertility was ineignificent in
K@?aia and Temil ﬂaﬁu, But the GWIR showe & |
signiticant di:tiemme in meritel fertility in these
two atatw@ on the other hand Griasa and West Bengal
awwa vast difference in meritel zez*tui%y rate between
rursl end urban, Like CBR the ASMFR was high in Nore
them regions, _ma Mf:t@mnzséfmy be am to lack
" ot £am11y p&aming periummas and a%her 0040w
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economic under development in these rogions. Among
northern states, Punjsb het low zx&ﬁm# + These

msy be due to the high econonic development in

this reglon, |

The high i&rtili%y group of Biher snd UP
shows low and medium GHFR end THFR. As mentioned
earlier this may be due to under-estimation of
census fertility date in these two states,

It is sdviceble, thet necessary improvenent
-shoulé be taken in the states of UP, Bihar, Orissa
and West Sengal to improve the quality of census

I, @mmam@ﬁ OF 1971 MARITAL FERTILITY RATES
TH 1972 2KD 1979 SRS RATES

- To know the itrends im maritel fertility rates,
the figures (TMFR) obtained in this anslysis were
compared with ‘559?2 ' ané 1978 sample surveys, The.
THMFR shows en increase in 1972 survey cempered with
1971 census snelysis (Appendix~Teble 1), The diffem
rence of inaraaée range from % to 2.5 points, TMFR
was very high in 1972 in Jamou and Keehoir (9.6 in
rural, snd 8,4 in urben), and UP (8,0 in rursl end
8,4 in urbsn)., But the 1971 census analysis shows
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less TMFR for Jammu and Keshmir and Ugter Prodesh in
both rural and urbasn arcas, The rate is found to
be as followsy 5.9 and 4,9 for Jamou and Kechmir
end 5;3 snd 4,8 for UP in both rural and urban
aress, This vast difference may be due to over
estimation of 1972 survey. Bihar shows lowest

TMFR in 1971 compered with 1972 and Orissa had the
higher TMFR in 1971 than 1972, As pointed out eare
lter this difference may be due to under estimation,
in Biher snd over-estimation in Orissa (Rursl)
reamaﬁvaz?@ - | |

The 1979 SRS Rate does not ahaw any significant
de¢line in TMFR at the nationsl level compered with
1971 census rate (Appendix, Teble 1), State level
conparison shwws 1ittle decline in both rural and
urbsn areas in 1973, except Biher, Rajasthen, Mp
and UP. The TE*WR for the .étwve state was less in
1971 Censue snalysis compared with 1973 8RS data,
This indicetes the under-estimation of 1971 ﬁmﬁ@ |
fertility dsts in Biher, UP, Rejasthon, and Gujsrat,
The comperison of Oprisss end West Bengal deta with
1974 .émay shows vest difference in THMFR, The TMFR
wes high for the 1971 enelyeic in rural Orissa énd
¥West Bengul wheress Urban datq shows h&ghv rates in
1979 survey (apgm:e - Table 1), This further
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stress the over asuaamm of 197% Census &ata in
rural aress of Ewwaa am;% ‘hzesz Bengal. |

From this comparison the following conelusion

gen be rooched,

™)

(2)

(3)

(4!

(3

THFR was found to be declined in 1970 compared
with 1971 census onalysis,

From thiz cemparison « one mey conslude = that
tmﬁémsﬁaaa&m was high in 1971 census fertie |

'Mty datn in amar, Guaarat, Harysns, ¥p,

ﬁa;j&ﬂwm am Wi

Orisss end West Bengal shows overwestimation
ot 1971 census dats in rural oreas,

The comparison elso reveals overwsstimetion of
1972 sampie survey in Assam, Jamou end Keoshmir,
mamm'nﬁ 'wg MP, Gujerst end Heryana,

#lse shows -@Vﬂfﬁ&ﬁt‘.ﬂﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁ of SRE mtea) gt the
nationsl level, |






Among the varians saai@-aaltural anﬁ environ-

. mental fsctors inxluenaing terﬁility. religion has
been @enaiﬁerﬁﬁ_vwry ioportent. Religlon prescribes
g code a£:11£e¢ #wxaxs’ta a8 system of beliefs, atti-
tudes and prescribes which inﬂividaaia share in groups
and %bﬁaagh this orientation towerds life and death
ic supported to effect one’s fertility behaviour,

| In Indie religion hee & special significence
as socisl bebaviour is much influenced by practises,
which éra sﬁb§eet to religious sanctions., It has been
observed that age at marrisge, diverce, education,
custons, taboos on sex, etec,, which heve a grest
impact on fertility performsnce vary acénrﬁxag‘ﬁ@'
religion of the individuel, The acceptance of tamiiy
plenning a8s 8 national programme hes sdded a new
dinension in studying fertility differentiels by i
reiigion,

The mein objective of this chapter is theretora
to study the fertility éifferentisls by religiem in Indie
and its states, An attempt 15 also mede to explsin the
caﬁﬁe@ of such differentials wherever possible,
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The ﬁqview~éf i&ﬁé@a%ﬂ?@ &ﬁ»ﬁh&p%etbi indicate

- that most of iha studies conducted in different parts
of India heve brought out the differentials in fertie
1ity behav&@ﬁrvﬁi the two pajor religious groups,
nemely, Hindus snd Musiims, However it seems appro=
priate to state that the fertility differentials
anong all ﬁhé'rﬁiigiaus groups are rot very cleam.
Moreover varygiaw s$uﬁ£aa have st{tempted to isclete
the ageggfie-giﬁéct'af‘the characteristios of the
religlous gréugs whioh may explein the fertility diffee
- rentisls b@ﬁéeen\&itﬁsrant religious groups, This may
perhaps he‘ﬁéé to the paucity of relevent data on the
subjest, Hence a mgfguﬁy&témétie study ie needed to
donclude on the r@ae ai‘reiigi@n in infilvencing
fertility, = |

ﬁefa?&;@raéaﬁéiﬁg with thé analya1s of fertility
¢ifferentials, 1t is also desirsble to know the distri
bution and gfﬁ@th7a£ the mejor religious communities
namemy'ﬁinéﬁ&, Musiims, Christens, Sikhe, Endﬁhista
| and éai@ﬁ and their major religicus beliefs (only f&x
Hindus, ﬁuaiiﬁﬁ»enﬂ Christians), norms, and values
releted to fertility in Indie,



DISTRIBUTION AND GROWTH OF THE RELIGIOUS POPULATION

. Aceording to the 197 Census the popul&&m of
ﬁzé;a wes B47,9 million, Hindus sccounting for 82,72
per sent @z‘ the totel @épulauan formed the predominent
proportion of Indie's population (Zable-10), Muslinms
accounting for 11.21 per ¢ent of the populetion of
the eountry came next only t& Hindus in numericsl
strength and sre followod by Christisns, Sikhs, Ja&né
and Buddhiste,

The table also shows the relative decadal growth
retes of the populetion of major religlous groups in
Indie, During 1961«71, the decennial growth rates for
verdous religious groups in Indie were 23,69 per cent
for Hyndue, 30.85 per cent for Musiims, 32.60 per cent
for Christiens, 32,28 for Sikhs, 17,20 per cent for
Buddhists and 28,48 per cent Lor Jeins., Among all the
religious groupss; the highest rate of populetion growth
was obzerved among christisns during the decade 61.71
closely followed ﬁjy Sikhs, Muslims occupied the thixd
rank followed by Jeins, The higher growth rate asong
Christiens waa partly due to edoption of christianity
Ji‘mm other religions, And it wes observed theot meny of
the converts were from the mﬁdnm '



The growth rete of Hindus during 196171 was.
slightly less than all India growth rate of 24,80 per
cent, The proportion of Hindus which wab 83,5 per
cent of the totel ;mpua;ﬂam in 1961 has gone down
very slightly to 62.7 per cent in 1971 while other
religious communities except Buddhists heve improved
their position though marginelly. The proportion of
Buddhists to total population fell from 0.73 per cent
in 1961 to 0,70 in 1971, In turn, the growth rate of
Buddhists population in the country during the decade
has Mm#ad to 17.20 per cent which was puch less than
the general growth rate of 24,80 per cent.

Teble-103 Percentage Distribution end Decodal Growth

Rate ol Populetion by Religion in Indis,
967, ’

“Percentage of Decadal Growth Rate

mm lati (in tage)
’ [:]51H) fon n percentage
B 3

Byndus ' . 82,72 23.69
Muslims B 2 30,85
Christians 02460 32,60
8ikhs 0189 32,28
Buddhists - 00,70 17,20
Jeins 00,47 28,48
O rereifone  00. 26,10
Al) religions 100,00 | 24,80

AR O .""_l,

*Includes mmaam‘aniﬁm, Judeism ete.
Sources Computed from Census of Indla, 1971, Religion
: Eeries 1, India, peper 2, 1972, Regilatrar
Generel Ogfice, Now Delhl, pp.iw?,
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In the previous decede (1951-61), the Buddhists
recorded a phenomenal growth rate of 2267.01 per ¢ent,
it is well k&om that the NeoeBuddhist movement during
the decade 195161 sew a lerge scele sdoption of
Buddnism perticularly by the scheduled castes populae
~tion mgﬁ.a?ﬁ*’»’@m %o have contributed to this extrae
ordinery growth rate, During the decade 196171, the
growth mtéﬂ ‘wﬁ@x‘?&ﬁﬁ eppears %o be less than even the
netural growth rate, It 1o possible thst certain cons’
verte from »Mmm@ castes to Buddhism might heve |
come beck to mm&a finding thet as Buddhists they
were not entitled to certain concessions aveiloble to
Soheduled Castes,’ ‘ |

The ﬁifﬁerent}.ai in the growth rate during 1961«
71 anmong different religlons might ocour not only from
the ﬂiixarezieesa in mr%a‘fuﬁy and fertility but elso due
to other fectors ke mvarsim {as meﬁ%@nﬁd earlier)
or differentisls in éensm:cavemgé or pigration. Hows
every at the mational level, the effect of such misw
reporting of religion end that of internetionsl migration
on the overall growth rate of different religlous commus
nities wmay not be significant. I religlous conversion

1,  Chandraseksr, A., "Religion®, Census of India
series 1 - India, Paper no.2, New Delhi 1972, p.22.
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¢en be ruled out ns being insignificent, the differsnce
in the growth rates Curing 186171 were mainly due to
netural iﬁ@m‘age,

While the cate on :t,az-m%y and mortality differene
tisls by mngim is very limited, 4% is interesting to
note from 18th round of the N8§ (1963-64) that the rate
of na%&xﬂai increase ot populetion was highest anong the
sikhs, in both rursl end urben sreas and lowest among the
christiens, The Hindus and Muslime occupied intermediate
positions, However, the netural rate of growth wes |
found to be slightly higher emong Musiims than thet of
Hindus, 7This differentiel was meinly due to varistion
4n the desth vate than in the birth rate among different
miigi&m es 16 clear from Table11,

Tablew11y Ral&sﬁaamui&@ Birth snd Death Rates,
Indie = 1963w64
Religion azrth' Rete zmtn aau |
anz-am Urban auma. um |

Hindus 38,07 31,69 12,46 7443
Muslims 37,01  31.94 10,67 8,28
Bikh& 32 iﬂ‘g 29;99 asiﬁa 5@‘!“
Christians 30.58 27.97 06,46 764

ngmaa National Samp&e auway, Differential Fertility
and Mortality retos in Indis, gbtamth Round,
gﬁg?zsgy 1963-Jonuary 1964, Ra,‘i P, S
B .



Sinte there was wide divergence between sub-temples
estimates for the sikhe and christiens in the NES
éata_ﬁa firm conclusiorn could be drawn,

?he&?fﬁré the pbeerved differentials in growth
rete during 196171 repain to be expleined meinly by
studying differences in fertility end mortality
emong different religious groups, |

MAJOR RELIGIOUS BELIEFS AND ATTITUDES TOWARDS FERTILITY

 §hé'in£iﬁgﬁaeré£ religion extends to the very
E@févat sé@ieilbehaviaarg attitudes, and values. Each
rezig$éns'graqps ﬁas itz own folk ways end mores, iis
own out look and its own allegiance superior to all
others. This section briefly focusses upon the specific
attifudes of some major religions (nemely Hindus,
Muslims ond christiens) perticularly towsrds birth
aan%réi‘éaﬁ.alﬁevﬂx&m&ne'ﬁk@ extent to which faith in
@ particuler religion determines ones fertility

 behaviour,

15

Among réiigianﬁ;.ﬁimﬁuism is unique Ain the extent
to which the structure of the society end human beheviour
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are regorded as the manﬁ.ﬁeﬁ‘égﬁan of divine law, The
- Jittle tradition, which has predominated in the

| villages, assumes that every community or individual
problem 1s & sign of tromegresgion against divine
order or naturel balance,

One gets the ippression theat fertility cults |
are en integrel part of Hinduism. The impression
resulte mostly from the elsborute secx mennuals of
anclent Iw&a, exotic %ﬁmpi@ sculptures, and literse
ture on aphrodisacs, devadssis and tentric cults,
However; 1t would be erroneous to form an ides of
~ the general gex 1ife of ordinary Hindus, particulerly
6f the tontemporsry period from the above,' The
‘example of fertility cults in Hinduism 45 also evie
dent in pmf&rmw for u son emong Hindus,. The bew
getting of & son is regarded ss @ prime religious
duty, not enly %o continue the family line but alsp as

a means to salvation for the father and his ancestors.

1. Chaudhury, R.H,, S
Vikas Pﬁbﬁahing House,

bl Hindus set great store by the birth of sons who
have e part to play in religious ceremonies and
duties like _‘amfma the fotherts funeral pyre.
However, this role is somewhat over emphasized,
The memorisl rites c¢an be perforamed by a surrow
gate son and moreover, are not of imperative
consequence among meny of India's people,
particularly the poorest.

cial Aspects of Fertilit
3 ".&V jelhl, VOB, D 16@

{
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According to Manu, & men ¢onguers the world by the
birth of & son, he enjoys eternity by that of a

grand son and the great grand fathers enjoy etternal
happiness }éy the birth of a graat grand 39?&51 The
treditionsl blessings to an Indien bride is 'Be the
sother of eight ohildren', Other Hindu customs like
universal marriage, egrzy age at marrisge,; strong
desire for sonsy heve 8 strong pro-fortidity elements,

in aﬁiw o2 pro-fertility elements in Hindu
@ul’fmre, t?iere wgré checks on fertility in three '&aﬂ.
Firﬁﬁh ﬁ; was checked by Hindu scheme of Ygaramast,
Life was divided into four Stages, The prescribed
time limits and duties for esch stage provided healthy
restraints on the instinetive ami im;mlsmé 11fe ot |
nan. ﬁe@anély, tmdiumal Hindu way of life pres-»
erx‘baé seml restrictions during morried life,
Laauy, it was cofitrolied to & considerable degree
by imréwg 1%%%&33;0@;; non-deliberate custom,
. sueh as t.hé, takw on widow remarrisges Besldes, these
ono algb finds some preactices which are anti-natal
in cheracter. '*i‘h_a’se are as followss

1+  P,B. Prebhu, Hindu Social Oygenisetion, Victor
5 ?ubnaatxoaa; Bombay 1958y Peche.
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{1) Late -maﬁmma%iﬁa of marriage*; (2) sbstinence
fron sex during certein religlous days™ (3) prolonged
‘abstinence from sex following child birth due to Sons
finement of wives in their paventa’ homej (4) Other
'raatriﬁt&@:is mgarﬁ&ng sex,* Although there 48
11ttle orgonised movement. ageinst birth contrel

among mn&m but it apya;m éhat the religion does
not aéemséz‘il? promote s high fertility rﬁm‘;

L @§e siay £inc evidence of early merriage emong
Hindus but mony of these are not fimmediatoly sone
summated, There 48 alweys a2 time lag between
betrothel at pro-mensrche snd 1ts physicel
consummation, The effective age at marriepge
1.0, when it 18 actuslly consummated 418 sstimated
to be 16«17 years in India {Agerwela 1965)., Howw
ever, late consumasticn is not eommon throughout,
A major exception %o these practices could
fourd in South India as indiceted by Scariet

. Epstien, who has done exteneive ficelde-work in
Bouth Indio, Moregver, this time log between
meryriege engogenment ang, its consummation is |
narrowing down with the Increasing incidence of
marvieges being held in the postemenarche period
in recent decades,

*#& . The Hayptu tradition prohibits sexual indulgonée
on a large number of religious days. There is
- no data on these over the year at g nationsl
level, but fragmentery evidences suggest thet
they mey renge from per year, Z«120 days,

+ For exsmple, it iz coneidered a motter of shame
- for & couple i1 the wife begomes pregnant after
sny of thelr ohildren ore married, This is
- gquite possibly reflected in o sharp decline in
average Irsguency of coltus after the age of 30
among the Hyndus, ‘
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Todey, aw%an&ée%&an &ﬁﬁ a@éexu£aat1¢a, leading
to nﬁ@iaér’iamﬁiy pattern make these taboos and relie
glous prectices weak in Hinduy a@ziety. Under Western
influence; the effect of inatitutionel controls ie
letcened snd more widow yeeparriages are tak&mgﬂyiaééw
Four stsges of 1ife have complaetely disappeared, All
these naag&eﬁ:wit&;p&ﬁﬁﬁarﬁility elenents in culture
lead to high fertility.

24

. Islem is often considercd to be pro~natal in

- cheracter, end some adherents meintein thet children
azc\among the richest blessings, that Allsh bﬂﬁt@ﬂagﬁ
Islem is the main ?ﬁ%i@l&m in the developing countries,
In regard to parenthosd, the ethos of Islem might be
generally described es procreation unlimitted, Impore
tant amﬁng"tne pro=fertility fectors is the prevalance
ez'uniwﬁfsal marmiagém ca&i&a&?‘is contrary to the
ethoe af‘xglﬁmg Horepver the laportance of msrriage
and motherhood for ‘the status of woman end the ssnction
for the eaé§y @a¢marr£age of 2 widowed or divorced woman,
all eoatrﬂﬁaté to the high fertility,

1,  Cheudhury, “Social Aspects of Fertility®,
New Delhi, 1982, pp.115=123,
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A pringipel pm@m‘ﬁaixm factor in Islam stems
from s strong belief that every thing is done by
Alleh, It is Alleh who c¢reates sexuality end detere
mines prowcreation or borenness. P"He A.mztipﬁatn
you in the earth® (The ourfen LXVIII = 24 of XLII,
4950} « -

A5 Kirk! points out, muslim institutiens, move

than those of other world religlons, favour of uniformly
high natality. | ﬁemg&@n end netality are perhaps more
highly correleted for musiim populations than for ony
other major religion. Certain ressons given by him

are that musiim influence is strongly conservation. -
Secondly, high levels of education, industrialisetion

and other aspects of modermisation associated with |
declines in the birth rate have not made sivong headway
se yet in mazim countries, Lestly, Izlanm sheres some
proghatalist soolal forces that exist generslly in pese
samt socicties, The tméiuemx musiin fomily 48 strongly
partiitneale with maia dominance, Polygany was customsry.
More over in_ traditionsl muslim belief, permanent state
of celibacy ie unthinkable for men and vomen, The

place of women in musliin treditional society was very low,

In Procecdings of ths Popul
?9651 Wiuzxﬁ ppdﬁ?*‘*



They have to observe seclusion of purdsh, In some
muslim seéts, women were not allowed to enter the
Mosques

Despite the genersily strong pro-fertility
elements umong muslim, Guren does not prohibit the
. voluntary wmﬁaﬁm of births, However, one of
the impar%am barriers to the acceptance of family
planning emong musiims & their belief thet Yslan
15 ageinst contraceptions There sre clear suthorie
 tetive stetements made by experts in Islemic lew
that would permit the practice of birth control.
Inam aasﬁhanwli, a Mghly respected medievel musiinm
theologian mentioned the scope of birth contrel in
Islem in the form of ¢oitus-interruptus :" Siﬂiilarly
the Grend Mufti of Egypt, sn expert in Islanmic
jurisprudence sfter reviewing Islepic law with rese
pect %o family jhnning, concluded ™1t is permissible
for either huz%;am or wife by mutual consent to
take eny messures in order ¢o prevent conceptionm,
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M B K’m&’ ez@?aéas&ses that this misconception
hae to be removed from this minds of those muslims
who reject family plesning on 'réflixims growmd,
Beceuse Gursn did not forbid azyl or coitus Anterruptus,
Further on the basis of the ‘pﬁm&plﬁm, the modern
fotwas or legal opinions on the subject yﬁvma 8
senction for contraception., However, suslim opinion
has bBeen @ii#meé pver the morslity to regulate
fertiiity, | |

thatiénﬁayf particularly Romen Catholicism has
e aezs;nme‘ly negative -a%t.s.'waa towards birth eontrol,
The bidlical® Junction to Adem and Eve was 'to be
frui tful end multiply's The Romen catholic approach
to marriage hes been pro-fertility. For centuries,
the attitude of the Romen catbolics towards deliberste
family ﬁai‘ﬁ%tm_a was ¢lear cut, A.ﬁcgr&ing %o then the
ainm of smal intercourse in morriage is the procreation
of children, Any a,x*ﬁ!w&é; interterence with ‘;he natural

2.  Richerd M, Fegley, "The pPopulation Explosion and
- Christisn Reapenﬁibiuty“ New York, 1960, p.111.
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prosess of coitus end centreception wes contrary %o
the daws of Godi and nmust ‘be condemned as gravely
sinful. According te them the proorestion of children
was not only the object of merriage, but the God given
boon to enable people to love one amother, Their

| mmm towsrds ebortion is equally uncompromising
for aeﬁerﬁing to them 4t is tontemount to the killing
ot life, In sum, Romen Catholies sre opposed to
family 13ﬁ£§§£$@ﬁ%hxaughsrtiﬁaeial means end cathowe
1ic church leaders have historically resisted the
introduction of ertificisl contractpiion in verious
pearts of the war:m;q Given the above one would expect
to find higher fertility end less use of contraception
among eatholics compared to other religions, But

even Romen cetholic church authorities admit the wise
dom or necessity of some limitation when they advise
that it mey be achieved by ielianﬁe on the sowtalled

sate peried, Determinstion to use of contraception
i slso noticed among the maitese, for whom Rommn
catholism i the state religion end all artificiel
The

means of @énﬁra@epﬁiaﬂ are strictly aat@awnﬂ,z

Te

9”509131 Aspects of Fertility®,
G e .

2e
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conseneus wﬁiah is found amaﬁg‘tha protestant churches,
offers the nost ééequgte do¢trine of responsible parent
hoot in todey's world. From the ebove discussions 1t
appears thet mere identification with ootholicism

does not necesssrily lesd to bigh fertility end

lower use of contrageption, '

I1X.

To study the differentiels of fertility by reli-
gion, marital fertility rates (GMFR, ASMFR and TMFR)
were computed for the currently married Hindu, Musliim
and Christian vﬁm@nlwh@ were classified interms of
rural/ﬁrban residence, educationsl ﬁ@a&ua'ané age
at marrisge, The result of the anclyses are Pros el
ted fn the following tables.

National Levelt Tablew12 shows a clear picture
of éifference in marital fortility between Hindus,
Muslims and Christisns. Muslins were found to have
the highest GMFR in both rurel end urben aress ot
‘netionel ievel'(22§g9'ané'203q5} followed by christians .
end Hindus,. . | |
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Orissa had the highest GMFR for the three
religious (248.7 for Hindus, 362.9 for Muslims end
332.5 for Christiens) followed by Assewm, Jammu and
Keshmir, MP, Punjeb, and West Bengel (except Chrise
;iazx in ﬁéat 3@333&3‘.).;, The high fertility group of |
UP a2nd Biher shows lowest GMFR for these three
religions, This mey be due to under estimation
- of census fertility date in this region. chriams
have low GMFR than Hindus end Nuslime in WestwBengal
UusPoy Eaﬁa%mng %a‘mrﬁaamm',. Haryana and Gujarat.
Thie i1s due to the low percentage of Christien
population in these stotes* and the preportion of
currently married women were found to be less in
this enalysis. In Jemmu and Keshmir Hindus have
higher GMFR then Muslims and Christiens, This is
due to the snell semple size, thet ia, the Hindu |
populetion i found to be low in per centage then
mas lins aaﬁ the number of women reported in this
sample were found to be less than musiims,

% The per centege of Christian population to
the total population in the States of West
. Bengal, Up, Rejosthen, Mahersshtrs, Herysna
and @u&am% is sa followsy 0,57 in West Bengel,
@b1 in UP; "ih in HQMI‘&shtmg Qaﬁ in ﬁaryBMi
Csb in Gujarat. ' :
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Tablewi2y Gemm; %vﬁ.%&l E’erti‘uty Hate i»y Religion =

Stetes Wi muslo Christien

AR

INDIA | 2031 2259 213.8

Andhre Fpadesh Z203.1 22141 2054
Assan . 238.9 263.4  250.3
Bibsr ’i‘g@ ﬁ??e‘! : *19&‘3
Gujarat 206.9 23245 198.4

Heryans 219.1 261,1  161.8
Himachal Pradesh 187.9 = 223.7 188.3
Jampey & Keshmir £39.3 2“’%%% 237.8
Madhys Pyradesh 29843 &3@.‘? 221.0

Maharashtra o - 22547 289,33 21041
Hysore 20746 213.1  227.1
Orissa . 248,97  J62.9 332.9
Punjed - 218,2 238.8 263.2
Rajes then 206.9 21242 194,0

Tomil Nedu ' 201.6  209.,2 206.9
Uttar Prﬁﬁﬁﬁh 1530§ 202.7 148,2
vest Btmgal B340 0 246,53 132.8

_— P —— PINCRUE A W S ‘g

Bpurce: Gmpuwﬁ from the 1971 Census, Series I, Indis,
sagzzs. snd Gultural Tables, Pert Ti-Cotit,
VOleds
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Teble~1209 t:emml mmm& Fertility Rate b Religion =

,&vzgtga o | o Hmdtz Wﬁm Shriétiab
IRDIA 163.3 208.5 175.4
Andhre Pradesh - 17843 210.8  176,7
Assen 195.5 22@.{ 250.8
Biher - 154.,9 wz. 150.7
Hoprans | e 2007 79,0
o173 3582 . . 250
Himachal Pradesh 172.9 212,0 15%.4
Jammu & Kashmir . 472.6 160.5 24,2
Kerala 1?1 Y 29246 ‘iaﬁ¢9
Haﬁhye ?rﬂé@ﬁh Y Y4 2052 1%&9
VMYSQK’Q . \ 1%«1& 2 01 t1 1?‘3&6
orisea 17643 209.4  179.4
Punjeb . 1767 260.0 226,1
Rajasthen | 172,2 196.0 198.0
Tamil MNadu ‘ 1573 1??;'5 ¥ 606
Uttar Pradesh 161.3 195.7 147.9
Weat Bengal 122.7 149.2 12842

Sourcet @mate& from 1974 Ceaﬁus ot India Social
and Cultural Tables, Series 1, %rmxa-c»us.

WIOZIQ

Ur] an In mmpariam to rursl sreas, the GMFRe for
urben ar=as show vpst difference in marital fertility
for these three religions. In urbsn areas,; Heryane
had the highest GMFR (195,2 for Hindus, 233,3 for
Muslime anc 245,8 for Christians) followed by Assem
end Punjsb {Table-12a). West Bengel hed the lowest
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GMFR for these three religlons followed by Bihar and
UP. A8 pointed ocut eariier the same stotes show
lov fertility for Christiens in urben aress alss. In
Jotumy and Keshmir, Hindus have higher GMFR thon
Muslims a5 in rural aryees,

| 1t 48 evident from Teble! and iZathat religlous
difterences iﬁ; moritzl fertility persisted even when
the eficet of the varisble plece of residence was cone
trolled, This was mumi to be true in gimost all the
gtaten, | |

The Age-spacific Marital Zertility rates for the
different religious groups in Indie and its 8tates are
presonted in tadble 13a. The table cleerly delinecntes
religious differences in marital fertility in both
rurel snd jurban. areas, Huslims were found to have the
nighest fortility folliowed by christisns while Hindus
‘had the lowest fertility. In confirmity with the
as%mxézﬁ a%uﬁila;i the A&%gfﬁ &jﬁ Hindus were uniformly
dower for all age groups of Muslims, Siatlarly the

ARMERs ot Hingus wWoreo &
4 .
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i? == ,. y—ivwer—for-all -ege groups 0f musliog.-
Similerly the ASMFRs acong Hindus were uniformly lower
than those of christians in all the sge groups, except
in the age group of 4347, This may be due to diffew
rence in ege ot marrisge and literacy level emong
Hindus and Christisng.* On the other hand christiens
heve higher fertility in the age group of 13«27 than

the muslims end Hindus, In the gese of women above

23 years, the ASMFRe emong ¢hristiens had been unifornly
lower than that of Muslims,

| The Graph=2 shows that at the netionnl level

ASMFR attained it& pesk in the sge group 23«27 for 511

the three religions in rurs) sress, For christions

the peak wes sttained in the age group of 1822 in

urban, The ASMFR was declining from the age grouwp

01 28«32 for these three mngimé in both rursl and

urbasn areas, The graph shows a slear picture of

decline in ASHFR from the age group of 28432, The

decline m sueh in urben compered with rural inr'

Hindus end christisns. The higher order birth wes lower

for christimns then Hindus and Musiims in both rursl

ang arbm;arws; As pointed ocut eariisr this may be due

% high a;éaat mrﬁam end literacy level among them.

¥ 1972 SRS dats chows that the medien sge at marriage
for christien wemen were 18,7 ih rurasl end 19,4 in
urben, whereas, the median age &t parriage for the
Hindu women were found to be 16,2 in rursl and 16,8

in urbsan, Litcrsey levels aiso were found $o be
high emong christiens,
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‘mblwi Eaz Age Specific Mmr&tml Fertility by Religimf

Iuﬁia and i% States - Rurael, 1974

e
States S hge @mup o
7 ggmgw 23—97 2&*32 53—37 38-&2 amv o
Hy 081,7 237.9 261.8 225.0 166.3 099,8 052,8
M 11645 252.3 272.8 200,3 187.8 117.5 065.4
c ‘%5?’8885& &933 231,6 176.5 10143 06,2
10241 25644 250, 1 l08.1 44,8 078.8 0374
M 61,3 282,6 273.8 BZ 172.8 095.2 052.7
¢ bé‘ﬁzécg 272,46 260.9 21 065.7 ©OBDO 033.5
H 15449 313.4 308.1 264,46 189,.4 132,14 assa
M 16848 32B.1 3479 299.8 2349 13745 072,91
c ’;&31‘% 353«!2 330.9 2830"" 2644,2 1h52 683.4#
§ 0741 173.7 20645 186.1 147.6 092.6 048.6
M 07048  191.3 221,585 206.6 15 Jf 099.3 055.%
¢ 164,46 186.,6 245,2 215,5 1846 129,3 061.1
H 033.2 251,71 3,1 265.»2 191.4 112.9 049.6
M ﬁ&‘hé’: 25&;? %ﬁ;ﬁ QﬁﬁsQ 2@11\3 ?2*3’5 5"’&3
¢ 05546 321.9 345,7 202,3 096.,3 100.7 028.6
249,8 126,1 6%.8
2806 154,8 074.9
12540 - -
147.5 O7hs9 036,53
256.3 123.2 065,53
23503 s i
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iw ﬁga Group

i

7 :zauzz

53—37

B @m.?
" 061.8

035.7 3¢

2&3.’@'
2434
181.8

&?Q@ﬁ
F75.0

285*9

93,
B

221,.8
312.8
323,58

2@@.1

‘3

4:51 17
354.6

29019
285.7

2.0,6
25&;3

29?@5
&
+0

205.8
27643
30448

2’?3«:?
287.4

23841

084,8
19841
RE8 W2

8 140.8

17246




states Agaamup o
I317 1822 2327 26e32 33w37 36-42 43e47

‘*26;‘3 257.4 260,99 198,2 13B.2 058.6 025.3%

Tami) Badu :
| g 105,86 227.1 235.7 182.8 119.0 054.0 020.7
c 11645 270,2 283.9 222,1 154,8 0B1.8 027,7

063,2 84,9 226,5 213,64 161,97 109.6 063,5
096,2 206.8 24B.2 226,9 196.1 137.6 080.6
157,89 206,2 200,0 135,0 107.7 086,7 139.5

axe
a0y
E 3
2=
8
a2
»
»

*ﬁ?,é 2&5»&9 2821'2 2*3;2 13"“1 153#5 1@5\3@
45,2 187,35 15541 1%»8 133;9 119.3 00549

axx

i
&
-
L+

i3
W
E
-
3
.
0D

Sources cmuteﬁ irem 1971 Census, Series I, India, Semial end
" Cultural Tebles, Part II-&-LM; volstIs

Jote tHew maéu;- How- nmum; c - Christian

Regional Var s The ASHFRs for diﬁerem réliglons are repree-
am’ceﬂ in gra;m-ﬁ which shows thet the ASMFR curve for Hindus
generally attained its pesk in the age group 16«22 in Andhra
Predesh, Assom, Kerals, Medhye Ppadesh, r&ysbre: {Karnateks),
Orisse and West Bengol. In other states the pesk was atteined

in the age group of 23«27, For Muelims the ASNFR attained its
peak in the sge group of 16=22 in Andhre Pyadesh, Mysore, Oriesss
ené West Bengael, Among @bﬁatmn& the peek was atiained in the
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younger age group, aam:lsr; 18-22 yesre in Andhra, Assam,
UP ond West Rengel, The ASMFR Started declining from |
the age group of 28+32 for these threc religions. In
the broad ;aeak gnttﬁ:m a:: 23-32. e:mw;am kmv& high
ASMFR then. H;n&uﬁ am’z &zsuma in Kersla, Tamil Nadu and
Mysore. Hamna angi@ Hinmachal Pwﬂe&h- have the lowest
ASHFR for @ﬁristwnég This is meinly z:iue to small
samplc sizg, The f;mpa rtion of married women reported
in this samyle were iwn& to be less in the following
age groupet mz, AM‘J m tm;se two states, In rural
Jammu snd Raamzxr, Eimhaﬁ heve high ASMFR in the age
groups of 13«17, ams, 23w27 #nd 2832 (Table-ja) than
Busliim. As m@i«emﬁ eax*uw this may be due to smell
saxmle sizey &mm was no awmme in medien sge at
marrisge tar these twe religions (15.67 for Hindus and
18,61 for Kﬂﬂl&%)ﬁ

Urbens %‘ha uz‘mﬁ ﬁata show that the ASMFR attained its
peak for %&m&e ﬁhme religions 1;3 the age group of 1&22 i
Assamy Himsam&, ﬁemm, Myaam amﬁ ¥est Bangai. In
urbsn sreas alaa Christiens have high ASHFR in the followw
ing age groups of 13«17, 18«22, 23-27, 28+32, than Hindus
end Mualims in Kem‘la@' Hysore end Tomil Nadu. This nmay

be due to high age at marriage omong them in these states,
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%ﬁb&ﬁwﬁﬁbﬁ Aganﬁgeuiéié Marztai Fertility Rate: Indis end its
Bﬂﬁv

9’?.“

gl

sﬁatas

“m

Agﬁ @waup -

?3~ﬁ? 18«92 Edmé?’ 38«32 33*37 58@“2 #Bﬁﬁ?

INDIA

| ﬁ?ﬁ.&

263,3
281,14

. 3%0@ %

26&;2

?99:9

&?

4350

203.5
218.3
235.6

46,7
2679
ﬁ?ﬁta

245,14
264,5

278,7

208,8
&15«;‘5
3@?;1

1?5@2 '

209 44
1875

16242
189,7
18546

19446
22341
26849

162,4
176.8
15844




k=

2 3337

126,3

156,14
’ ?#8;5

125,41
"3hle |

400,
R
15@47

1979
163.6

/ 52737
Qﬁﬂu7

103.9
45,2

22242

H
M
c

061.6
079.7
1111

i axx o

107, 5 2
Q”ﬁﬁ i

'139.6'

_f@?a*?,

R

M

¢

Mysore

H |

¢ o 3@31» ¢}
orisss

H

H

¢

12241
156.2
160,7

123.0
159.7
081.8

096,0 (¢
o7

139.6

089.8

ﬂ@?ig Qf

1%&.9

05640
13543
081.0

069.2

102.4
045.0




81

States B o ége Qmup J ‘
ﬂ&ﬁ,mﬂazﬁw mﬁ23%W %ﬁ24%W

122,0 242.8 233,9 168.6 104.2 045,35 016.3
155,6 257.4 248,35 187.8 -316;9 051.1 018.6
193.5 270.2 276,7 207.9 4124.1 058.7 015.2

069.4 224.7 243.0 190.9 12357 067.2 031.5
105.1 251.3 270.6 222.9 167.1 102.6 O5b.b
150.0 200.1 264.2 163,3 093.9 030.8 031.6

127,0 219,7 178.1 113.7 'cmi 036.3 019.8
133.8 22,2 200.2 1412 09914 063.9 042.0
4591-05 266'9 201.8 132i8 691t& Q}ga {30930 .

Source: Computed from ‘597‘3 cansua, Series 1, India, Social

and culturai Tablea, ?art II*@miii; vai.on '
Their higher order &irth; was ;’imnd» to be vle*sa in Tamil ﬂadu, E&so:m
end lightly higher in Kerala than atiaerréligions. As noted earlier
Jamou and Keshmir shows high ASMFR for Hindus thar Muslims in the
| age groups of 18-22 and 23-27, | ”

Btmides this ail a‘%ataa shcaw reugmus ﬁifﬁemneaa in marital
fertiliw after ca?x%mlling the eﬁeei: of placse M rasiden@e
(Rural/iirban)- '
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It is observed from Teblewlha thet the BIFR is
higher for Muslims than Hindus and Christisns in both
rursl and urben ereas st the netionel level. In rural
areas it was 5.6 for Hindus, 6.9 for Muslims, end 5,9
for Qhrisets;amg in urban 5.% was 4,34 5.3, end 542 raﬁ;
pectively, “The -M#ieﬁ@i&é& in TNFR betwoen Muslims end
Christiens ';ma inaﬁ‘.gﬁ&ﬂ@m* m? end 5& mspéatwaz;ﬁr,
for urban India, but the difierence between Hindus and
Muslims was substantial in beth rursl and urben aress,

Tableow14a shows thet Opissa hed the highest IMFR
for these three reiigions (Hindus 9.0, Muslims 13,0 and
Christisns 9.3) followed by Assem, West Bengel, West
Bengel end Mathys Predesh, Temil Nedu had recorded
lowest TMFR for %h%sa '

three religions. Jemou end Keshmir

which had the high GMFR and ASNFR for Hindus then Musiims,

show low THFR for Hindus, But the difference was
insignificant, AS is mentioned in the Sarlier snslysis

Christions have low TMFR in Rejasthan, Haoryens, Himachal
Pradesh end Jemmi end Kashnir, '



Tablewthas Total Merital iﬁer&iuty by Roligions
mﬁ&a, Stata wise mml, 19’;?1@
 States mmu | ﬁuama cnﬂm,an

INDIA o 5.8 6.8 . 5.9
Andhra Pradesh 547 Te2 5.6
Assam R 6.6 7.7 8.1
Bihar - Bl 5:3 @ 642
Gujerat - B2 . B0 . BJ7
Haryena 5.8 4.6 0 Wk
Himachal ?l’&‘iﬁ&h L - R 7;2 N
Jamnu & Rashmdir 6,17 6.3 - 4.9
Kerala - 5.8 = 6,1 B2
Mpdhys Pradesh = 6.4 .2 = Gub
Mahsrashtrg 5.7 . 6.8 - 5.3
Mysora ’ ' : ﬁﬂ? 5.9 6'6
¢rissa : 9.0 13.0 93
Punjeb ' 5.8 - 340 5:9
Rajas than 5.9 4,8 b5
Temil Nodu = 4,9 5.1 5.8
Uttar Pradesh 543 649 5.4
- West Bengal L 7% 7.8 - 5.5

Sources Computed imm 19?‘! i‘:ﬁmaﬁ, Series 1,
: Indin, Sociel end Cultural Tables,
Pert I.lﬁ%gwii.&@ vol.lle
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Tables14bs Total Merital Fertility by Religions
Indie - Statewise, Urben, 1971,

States ~ Hindu  Muslim Christlen

INDIA 4,3 5.3 5.2
Andhrs Pradesh AT 549 Se1
Assam 545 - B2 6.5
Wr z"iﬁ aés ‘3-5
Gujerat 4,6 545 540
ﬂai‘}'&ﬂa ' 5.5 6.2 53
Himachel Pradesh 4,7 55 349
Jammu & Kashmir 449 5.0 4,5
Kerala ' - 53 547 549
Madhya Pradesh 449 549 Se1
Maharashirs Y2 5.8 4e9
Mysore ' 4.9 - 5.7 . 5.7
Oricss ‘ 545 544 5.1
Punjabd - - 540 4,9 6.1
Rejasthan 1 k@ﬁ 60_0 ' 5.0
Taﬂiil Nadﬂ “@5 ‘3&9 5@1
Uttar Pradesh 4.6 5.8 4.9
Vest Bengal 3.7 4.b 4,3

-

Sources Computed from 1971 Census, Series 1,
Indie, Soeial end Cultural Tebles,



85

Urbans Table 14bb shows TMFR wag low for HinGus and
Muslims in Urban arees compared with rural areas.

But for Christisns the difference was 1n8£§niiiﬂaﬂ%a

In urben areas Assem had the highest TMFR for these
three religions (5.5, 6.2, end 6.5) followed by
Harysna and Keralg.' West Bengel hed the lowest TMFR
for %heae;théea raligi@és followed by Bihar (Teble-14b),

Religlonvise snalysis also shows that high
fertility group of UP and Bihar héve the~1§west
marital fertility retes, Orissa and West Bengal shows
was difference in Total merital fertility between
rural end urban areas for these three raziéiona.

The above analysis\indiﬁate.that the difference
in marital fertility was axisttng71nvell the states
after controlling the effect of place of residence,

v FERTILITY DIFFERENTIAL AMONG RELIGION by BURALe
' URBAN RESIDENCE, EDUCATIORAL STATUS AKD AGE

AT MARRIAGE _

In this seétiang an attempt was made to isolate
the specific effect of the social characteristics of
the religious groups which may explein the fertility
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differences b@ﬂweeﬁ,disxeraﬁt religious groups, In
turn this mey perhaps help to conciude on the raia of
religion in imfluencing the fortility. The following
factors were tsken s ﬁépﬁnﬁéﬁ% variebles which in
turn azpiaim the religious differentials in marital
fertility in Indis end its states: (1) place of resie
dence, {(2) vite's education, end (3) Age at marriage.
By contrelling these vaeriables, IMFR, were computed
for Hindus, muslins and christisns, The calculated
rates ar@_psﬁﬁeﬁfaﬁin Appendix Table 2,

It s evident from the Appendix that religious
diiieﬁanae& in marital fertility persisted ever when
the effect @f*@lﬁée-ai residence, educational status
and age atimsfriage wuﬁvaeﬁﬁnailaég Appendizxe«1 shows
%hat; muﬁ}i@s have higher merital fertility even with

ineresse in age at marrisge snd educational status,.

ta) Fertility Rate

THFR shows e clear picture of difference in
maritel fertility with inerease in educational status
end age‘sﬁfﬁarriage for these three religions (Hindus,
muslims end christisns), But religions differences in
marital fertility was existingﬁéxtar controlling the
aﬁave said varlables, 'wa&en of the threé religions ,
(Hindus, Muslims end Christisns), who hed studied matricue
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eu&atianf Graduation and above show the following

TMFR &t the nationai_lewels'?0r‘ﬁ1ndus it was 6.4

in rural snd 4,1 Lﬁfurbén, for muslim it was 7.7 end 5.4 and
for christions it was 5.9 and 4.2 respectively, It

shows aleariy theriffereneé‘in marital fertility

ATONg thesé.three raligiaas after controlling the

effect of educational statugg Similarrdixxerences‘ A

in merital ﬁérﬁi&ity also exist for literater and éemia

11literste women in both rural and urbaﬁ areas,

Table 2 (in Appendix) shows that religious diffew
rences in meritel fertility persisted, even when the
effect of 'age at marriage’ was controlled, Table
shovs that for the matriculate,graduste and above
women, who married in the age groué 0f 23«27 hed the
following TMFR for these three religionss for Hindus
it was 4,1 in rural and 3,1 in urben for muslim 5.5
in rural and 3.8 in urban and for christians it was
4,6 iﬁ rural end 3.7 in urben areas respectively.
ﬁimiiar differences in TMFR were found for women
whé-married-in different age groups with different

educational status,
Btate level analysis also reveals (Table~2 Appendix)
~ the seme pattern of difference in merital fertility for '
these three religious gfaupa after controlling the above

seid variables,



USE OF CONTRACEPTION

I£ re‘ﬁgims differentialse in merital fertility
were in pert due to ﬁanmrﬂa control of fertility
through contreceptive use the data on knowledge end
use of ﬁmira@épti‘en by reugim should reflect such
pettern, The relevent date for all India are avetlabie
from Esmple Registration S_e’ham and Minlistry of Bealth -
end Family Welfare Reports. They are summeriged in
table religionwise Spread of knowledge of fomily
 plenning methods rovesls thet there wes ne significent
difference betwoen Hindus end Muslims, About 5961
per cent of them hed knowledge of family penning methods,
In contrast most of the Siuhs (98 per ecent) interviewed,
hed knowledge of family plemning methods followed by
Christisne (74 per cent) and other religlons (64 per cent),
‘n.s. regards prectice of family planning methods it is
observed from SRS deta that among Hindus arm were inters
viewed, 18 per cent reported to be using contrateption
while only 10 per cent of muslims did se. In fact the
practice rate is lesst among muslims, Among christians
the prectice rate was reported to be sliightly vlass then
that of Hindus slthough 74 per cent of them had knowledge
of family piaxm&ng mwma; The lesscer acceptance of
zamiiy pianning Ey muslime end christiens then other
religions ‘L,'ﬁ indicated alsp by the dats on fomily welfare
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statistics published by Ministry of Health and Femily
Welfare, Government é! India, It cen be seen, while
comparing 'ﬁhe religious couposition of the sdoptors
with that of the general mﬁm'ﬁan from teble = thet
Hindus hed more ‘than & proportionete share in the
gdoption 6£ vosestiony, tubectomy end IUD, Muslims

end christians, on the other hond, haod less than a
pmpcr?ti@na te share in the adoption of femily planning
methods coneidered here, Though muslins constituted
about 11 per cent of the population, their proportion
wes only 6 per cent among adoptors, The corresponding
figure for adeptors smong christisns 15 lesa than one
per cent while they constituted about 2.6 per .cen:t of
the populetion, It is difficult to sseertain whether
this dispersion in the use of family plarmmg vae due
‘to religious ressens or socio-cconomic factors, It is
how ever observed from the SRS data that relatively
spell proportion of muslims adopted femily planning
ﬁe;ﬁhcds irrespective of their socioweconomic status then
Hinéus, Neverthelese the relative unpopularity of fomily
plenning methnds among the muslims and to some extent
among the christions A& in conformity with the higher
fertility ammig them,
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?ablaaaﬁz Extent of knowledge and practice of Fam&iy
Plenning in Inﬁia¢ Simple Registration
fgg;.:e%z OT1=72, Famzly Yelfere 81;&%13‘&1@5;

Religieﬁ . Total Kmaéié' APraen :’ % ot Ra» '% oi _
P inter- odge of tice of 1igious Acceptors

viewed FP me- FP %gpula-m of Steriy
thod in methods on, lisation
»  flege  in %age 1971 oryup
Hindus 34,197 60,90 18,06 82,7 = B8O
Mualims @53% 53@67 990‘% 112 06,0
Christiens 10,102 73,60  17.50  02.6 aa;a
Sikhs 01,349 97.63 23.31 01.9 02,6

Others ' ﬁ@;ﬁﬁé 63450 25,11 01,6 02.6

Sources 1, Survey of the extent of KAP of Femily
Planning methods in & sube~sample SRE
unitss SRS Anolytical Series, nn,ﬁ«&g?S
vitel statistics division, ORGC, Mnmtw
of Home Afiaivs, New Delhi, p.ﬁ.

‘24 Year Book: FWP in Indis, Government of
Indie Hinisﬁry of Health and Feamily
Pzanniﬂ anrtment 0f FP, Hew Deihi
197ﬁ*?5; p.s

i

RELIGIOUS INFLUENCE

‘ | ﬁsldiﬁgaésea sarifier, each religion has its own
religious beliefs, norms and values related to fortie
lity aﬁﬁ it is &1££arant from 8ll other, Fertility
differentials seem to be in"cantormity with their basic
religious beliefs and principles, The relatively,
lowest marital xertiiity among Hindus shows that they
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Go not have any edeguate doctrine prescribed for or
against plenned parenthood. Relatively high adoption

of fomily plsmning by this religion in comparison to
others might have helped them to check their fertility. .

- Religion and fémuty are perhaps more highly
correlated for muslim and christien populations, The
fertility was found to be high among them compared to
Hindus, 4#nd it 1s perhaps these religious communities
-~ puslims and christians (Romen catholics) have a strong
pro-fertility socisl forces end favour a high fertility.
:Inﬂﬁeme- of conservatism end strong fsith in Allah
seem to contribute to high fertility smong musiims,

I&s this analyﬁizs,' the ssmm and IMFR was found to
be 1ittle higher for christiesns then muslims and much
higher than that of Hindus in Kerala, Temil Nadu and
Mysore (Tebles13 & 14) inspite of the relatively high
literacy and high age et marriage., Under those circume
stances when the gep between konowledge and prectice of
femily plenning is reesonsbly high, the influence of
religion 15 cbvious. In fact the Romen catholics have
strong proefertility elements end their numerical
strength is slmost equal, 1f not higher to protestents,
On the other hend though protestant teachings fevour
to limit their fertflity, Indisn christians ere
dispensing with meny of the birth iigiting custonms of
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the Hindus without yet adopting the western pattern of
birth control. WMore over, like Buddhists the chriatiah
converts, as discussed éari&eﬁ»aré elso mainly from the
lower s%raﬁélat the soeiety.  Thns there is reesen to -
bezzewe that their maritel fertility sey axeeeﬁ that
6l all the groupa.

Ve COMPARISON OF 1971 MARITAL FERTILITY RATE& BY
A ﬁELIG&GR Wi?ﬁ 1979 SR8 RATES

The comparison of 1971 census fertility enalysis
by religion with 1975 SRE rates show a 1ittle decline
of THMFR imv?u#ai‘areasg.hut the urbsn rates of 197a
SRS deta ahaw‘a~i£%§1e increase in TMFR for the Hindus
and and Muslims, and a little decline for the chrise
tians at the natioriel level (Appendix = Table 5),
Accoréing %¢ 19?92583 retes christians were found to
heve the loweet TWFR then Hindus and muslims atﬂthe
, aatiamal_iéémi {(Table 5 - App@ndix). One may conclude
thet 4t mey be &ue;%a under estimation of SRS data.

The statewise comparison shows & decline in
merital fertility retes in 19747 for the three religlons
except UP end Cujarat. The decline was found to be

insignificent in Tamil Nedu end Rajacsthan for the three
‘ religions, Thie comparison brings out some similerities
between these two snelysis, The following results were
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found true in 1971 anslysis as was in 1979; (1) The
TMFR for Hindus was high in rural Jenmu ond Keshmir
thar. Muslims end Christions, (2) Christiens had the
highest maritel fertility rates in Temil Nedu then
Hindus and muslics, |

From the above discussion the following concluw

sions can be resched, | |

(1) It was hypothesized thet Religlous differenw
ces in fertility ere existing emong both rural end
‘urben vomens This hypothesie are found to be true
that fmpact of urbanisation does not eliminate religious
difgerentiols in fertility,

(2) It was hypothesized that 1iterate women have
low fertility ratcs but reliffous differences in ferti
1ity existing even for highly educated women, Tﬁiﬂ-hypﬁo
thesis are found to be true thet the fertility differen~
tiels by religion does not disappeer after controlling
~ the effect of g&u@a&i@g; -

(3) It wes hypothesised that fertility is decrea=
sing ¥th incresse in age et merriage, Religious diffew
réncea ewiﬁtiﬁguevﬁn with ingresse in age at merriage,
thet is even aﬁ.ﬁigh@rtaga at marriage the differences
are iika&y*ﬁo‘paraasﬁ, This hypatheaié ore found tp be
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true that though 2 sharp foll in fertility s mssocia=
ted with rise in female age at mgrrz&gn beyond 23 yvears,
the differentials in marital iertility 8t1l} persisted
with respect za religion,

There is thus some svidence that religious diffes
rences in marital fertility remained unsffected by
211 these factors which were persumed to effest it,
In aﬁy'aaseg the inii&euec of those factors, if any, was
small and ﬁil& naed in dgpth inveatigat&ons ta be
confirmed,






Indie is currentiy transforming herself from

8 semi~feudal snd egrerisn social @\ﬁmﬁfﬁuré inte en
industriel netion., This trensition which has So far
been smooth 48 expected to produce a greater fmpact
in future on the sociel, econonic end cultural confie
gurations and the velue of orientations of the soeclety;
thet 48, mg e the soclsl end cultural factors rese
ponsible for the high levels of fertility might not

be present in future, but at the msme time the sociel
changes, Buch s the increase in widow remorrigges,
hwaz%}.ng the incidence of widowhood, reduction in migw
carrieges, lowering of infent mortality and the inérease
in economic standards might de -expected to increase fore |
muw rates in !}iﬁtum., ¥ith the current sustained
levels of growth in the economic sphere ond sgricule
tural production and the chenging velue structure of the
- spciety, the geizera:. stendarde of heslth, the span of
reproductive capscity of Indisn women to besr children )
are expected ta shov considerable improvement, In |
other words this transition from agrerien to industrisl
order might produce two oprosite effects, lovering of



Birth mgw& and inereasing levels of fertility. In
this chapter the importance of rise in age st
parriege as & faoter supporting lower fertility in
Indie end its states hes been discussed,

8@.&@#& proceeding for thé gnalysis of fertility
differentials it 18 also desireble to know the pattern
of ege at marriege in India and its stages and the
gausal .maﬁheM& through which age at marrisge affectis
| fertility behaviour,

I.  MARRLAGE IN INDIA

Marriage in Indie is not only universel, but
tekes plece et sn early sge, Marriage 1s considered
to be a duty of all m&mmuns according %o rel!.u
glous soriptures of both the Hindus and the ml&mm
Momestic tendencies are frowned upon in both Hinduisn
end Islem, The young age st which merrisge tekes
place has given rise to the ritusl of consummstion of
marriage or return 'mrﬂégé, which tekes place usually
after the girl reacnea pubamy and constitutes 2
soclal senction for the married couple to live together,
In Indis aarly mrﬁ_ages are preferred becsuse girlas |
wvho have sttalned puberty are objects of grest mi-egy

~end care for the perents, .



MEAN SCE AT MARRIAGE IN INDIA

' Relative % peny devsloping cpuntries, including
3ri Lanka and miland, age &t marriege is low in
Intie, In 1891 the gge et marricge among the meles
was 19.6 yesrs whemas anongthe female Lt wis 12.5:

It @ant&nuea to increase till 4@*&‘% as would be avmant
from ‘i‘ablaﬁé, But after 1931, there has haen 8 marked
2811 in the mesn age at marriage of bhoth sexes pmsmably
due to ithe g;ais’sing of the Child Marviage Restraint Act
in 1929, The peried between the pessing of the Act end
its @émz eénforcement was utilized by the people to
pé:‘:‘iﬁm ¢hild marriages | on & large ssale, leading o

8 aharp decline in %h& average mmvage T amveri

!?abw»‘%ﬁz ﬁean Aae a*!; mrﬂagc m zndia - 18911971

Year L Eaz.as : Famles
o (m yaars) {in yesrs)
1891 - 18.6 12.5
1901 . 2040 131
1911 ; 203 \ 13.2
1921 2047 1 3‘7
193 18.6 1247
194 1 18,9 14,7
%951 ' 19&9 3§»5
19&4 S 21,6 15.9
1971 ' : 22 b : 172

Note 3 The 19?1 ﬂgares are ealeuiated from the one
percent Sample deta (census) snd are provisional,

Snmez Agarwal, 8.,K., ®Age at %wiaga in India®,
' Kitﬁﬁ ﬁ&'ﬂﬁli Almabﬂﬁg ‘963; D714



after 1931 the female marriage age has tended to
increase, It wes 15,6 yeers in 1951, 15.9 years
in 1961 and 17,2 years in %9‘{@ The everage age
of male merriage wes 19,9 yea;z*é_ in 1951, 21.6
years in 1961 end 22,4 years in 1971. It may be
noted that between the perfod 1891 and 1951, the
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average age of male marrieze was around 20 years,

A direct queatmn on age ot effective marriage* was
asked in the 17th round of the N58 (1961.62) which

indicated the same average age ot marriage as 196_1

atmﬁu&ﬁ |

* 4 dietinction 45 mede between girls age ot her

wedding ceremony and. the beginning of her marital

sexual relationt, 4 girl who is married before
uberty does not necessarily begin living with
her busbend until efter her firet menstrustion,

Then a nuptiel ceremony (commonly called Gaunaj)

iz celebrated for the coupel and after that

they begin regular sexual reletions, VWhen a
girl is morried several years after he menarche,

the rites are usually ¢elebrated together,

though in few such marriages some months eleptie
beiween the wedding and the nuptisl ceremonies,
The time of the nuplisl rites parks the cone

sumnation of the Unlony 4t is the dete of
effective marriages \

Te fational Semple Survey, Re;gart No.l %ﬁo‘ramm'

with notes on Couple Fertility, 17th
September, 1961, July 1962, H
ﬁﬁ&ﬁh&,:ﬁeﬁ Delhbi, 1970, pp.b=

ynager of Publie
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The riée in the age of marriege hes been accome
‘ponied by virtual elimination of the treditionsl
interval betwesn formal cwemamm of marriege and
the start of cohebitation. The ineresse in the
marrisse of males and femsles during 1931«71 is largely
becsuse of & reduction in ¢hild merriege, while in the
1891 Census 51 per cent of the girle in the age group
10=15 were reported as max@ieé»anly 20 per cent of

the girls in the sanme age group were reported es
| merried in 1961, The sample deta for the 1971 census
show that the corresponding figure has dropped to
12 per cent, The m-araasa in ftemale sge at marrioge
wee largest in Jamnu and Keshoir (1.3 for males and
1,7 years for femeles) and lowest in Assam (0.2 yeers
for male and a deeline of 0.1 yesr for female).

4% the mational average, the sges of girle st wedding ex

snd at effective marrisge hes incressed mmedly in

resent years/decedes, Between the census of 1921 end

that of 1961, the average sge of wosen et wedding

increased by 1.96 years from 13.89 to 15.83 years,

The rise m' average age at effective marriage wes.

"\1,42: years from 15.29 to 16.41 a8 reported by rural

women in the National Sample Survey sovering e |
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¢ e at Martdage in Different Stetes of

States

Males

N ?eﬁﬂeﬂ |

1961 . 9Tt

1971

INDIA

Andhra Pradesh
- Assam

Bihar

Gujerat

Jaumu & Keshmir
Kerals

Madhya Pyradesh
Fahsrashira
Mysore

orissa

Punjab -
Rajasthan
Tomil Nadu
Uttar Pradesh
West Bengal

Himachel Predesh

21.6 22,4
21.9 2246

24,9 25.1

213 0 22,4

22,4 28,4

25.8 26,3
B4 9.2
2242 2543
24,2 26,8
217 22,6
216 22,4
19,2 19.5
24,8 25,5
18,7 "393@
e 305 Ef&. 3
21,3 22,5

5.9
1544
18.6
14,7
172
16,1
2041
1,3
15,9
16,5
16,5
176
14,6
14.8
16,1
15.8

17.2

164
18.5
1545
1843
17.8
20.9
152
175
17.9
17,2

. 18.8

154

1946

15.6
17.8
1745

Bourcey R.P, Goyal, Bh&tta §a Age at Marriage in
Indie, and Different stetes during 196171,
1975, Tablewh, p.i2.
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REGIONAL DIFFERENCES IN THE AVERAGE MARRIAGE AGE

| ﬁmng the states the median age at marriege for

women in 1971 wos lowest in mdﬁya Pradesh (15,2
yea_z*&) followed by Rajscthen (?15;& years) Up (15,6
years) and relatively high in Aesem (18,5 years),
West Bengel (17.8 years), Kernateka (17,9 years),
Penjab and Horyene (18,8 yeers) ond Kersla (20,9
years) (Tables17). It can be Seen that the states

in South, North snd ¥est end test have higher mean
ageas et marrisge, Low marriages are found in

_ Northern &states,

AGE AT MARRIAGE AND FERTILITY - CAUSAL MECHANISM

The following may be considered as a ea@a&
mechanisn through which age 2t marriege affects fertiw
)ity behaviour, |
1) Femily size i6 positively related to the duraﬁan
6% the marﬂaga in the r@mﬁuet&va sSpan 1.04y the ‘
higiwr the duiration of the merriege within the reproduce
tive spen, tha‘- higher the pumber of children. Keeping
other factors constant, @ women who 18 married st an
early age hos 8 higher chence of pregrancy than a vomen
married st & leter age, Therefore late age at marriage
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way afiect family size by shortoning the duration of
married iife, within the reproductive span,

2) There msy be loss of fecundity es a funotion
of sdvancement in merrisge sge, '

The increase in 250 at sarriage often has an
important role in reducing fertility besides reducing
exposure to reproduction attitude of vomen to repro=
duction @hanga in £aﬁéar of i%a reduction with
higher ages at m&ﬁm&agag Review of literature in
Chapter=I indicate thet incredse of women aje ot
marriege is one of the ioportent couse for reduction
in fertility. %his'ﬁhg§%@r~deala with the eficet of
increase in'ﬁgs §% marriage on marital fertility end
ite differentiels ﬁy rursi-urbsn residence, raiagién
and eﬂueat&bn31'8§é§ng; in Indls end its states,

FERTILITY DIFFERENTIALS BY AGE AT MARRIAGE

" The effect @i‘iﬁ@réasa in ogd atlmarixage on
fertility is n@%‘equaily‘falt‘across all age gruup&
end socisl strata, It veries with onet :ﬁocibn
eeanam&eFQsiiiah;_ This section mainly deals with the
fertility éixﬁérentiaaa of age at marrisge by rural -
urban residency, rezzgién ond educeticnal stetus of
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the currently merried women during 1971 in India and

its stetes, To find out t’hé ﬁit‘ﬁermuam, marital
fertility rates were computed for different social groups by
age at merriage snd their retes are presented in the
following tobles,

The ASHMFRs are represented as graphs for both

rural) and urben areas separately by age at marrisge.

The greph 4 chows that for the women married in the

age groups 13«17, 18422, end 23«27, the pesk of the
ASMFR curve ves in the ‘age group of 23427 ot the
netional level, In rural areas high ASMFR wes found

for the vomen married at pges between 1317 yearé,

than i.éz?f‘ the wémm married at the age group of 1B-22,
/Far? mmi women married in *ﬁm oge group of 13«17

the ASHMFE. curve wes consis tently higher till the&r’
repmémeti%ﬁ agé'_ group 38~4Z, The urbsn women who
- weres mareied in 1 3«17 years age group showed lower
fertility yates *tkm the rursl women a5 one would
expects ?hgw zereiuty declined from the ag& group
| 3337 onward, It was found that women merried ézter
2% years of | a:ge’ and above started rﬁprmuﬁng at
relavti'milyv younger eges (Table ‘i_ﬂ) « But thelr fertility
sterted declining efter the aje group of 33=37, than the
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.taé wonen who were married in the age group of 1317
years, BRural women who married after 28+ years had
higher ASMFR then the urben women, who merried {n
the seme age groups The table shows thet fertility
of women who sprried lote shows a decline after five
years of married life, On the other hend, for women
who morried relatively esrlier, fertility aéiaaily
iﬁéreéaeﬁ especially in rural sress, after five years

of merried life.

REGIONAL VARIATION

~ In rurel areas for the women married below 22
years, the pesk of ASHFR curve wes in the ege group
of 23=27 yaar§. '?h&aJpaak shows high ASHMFR in Assan,
@uaémt, Herysna, Jammu and Keshoir, Kerals, Medhya
Pradeshy Rajesthan, arﬂﬁsé, ?nnéab,‘and %eﬁt‘ﬁengalg
The high fertility group of UP end Bihar shows lowest
ABMFR in this aga‘gfaﬁyé Fertility started declining
mich in Kerels from the age group 38«62 followed by
Tamii‘ﬂaﬁa end Mpharsshtra. In rural areas high
Aﬁﬁ?R was iémnﬁ for the women merried at ages
betwesn 1317 years, in all the 6tates except in Assem,
;Haryana,~ﬁxma@ha§,Praﬁeshﬂanﬁ Temil Madu, For the
vomen married after 28+, the fertility peek was cone
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Table-18a: Age Specific %Sarual Fertility Rateg By

Age 8%t Marriage - Indle end 1ts States,
Fﬂ.ﬂf&]@ 19?11 o

sgaee%/ "~ hge Group |
marriage 1317 18422 2327 28=32 3337 3842 48e47
INDIA | |
1822 e 233.8 296.4 zos‘e 14B,6 071.8 061,4
2327 ——- - 266.8 260.0 160,2 093.7 %3»5
28«4 g —i W 2534&“ 223:“ 102 19 057 .
Andhra Pradesh
13«17 138,2 307.4 242,7 163.8 127.9 063.8 070.7
1Bu22 w— 240,2 305.0 218.7 5.5 065.,0 039.5
2927 —— -~ 289,7 279.5 1180.9 076.9 039.4
28s — o —— 1968.8 1571 050.2 053,6
Assam : : '
13=17 178.7 340.9 298.0 251.1 135,6 102.3 03%4.3
18e22 i-—on 2734 20,5 284 gﬁ 201,0 125.6 057.3
23m27 - o 290,71 BL4,7 212,5 46,2 093,58
28+ — R oo 199,8 178.8 167.,1 153.8
Bihar
13«17 647 199.6 2235,6 192.,1 135.5 103.6 041.1
1822 - 172:2 2714 185,2 168.5 077.0 054.1
QM’? - o— 17842 207.3 17512 070.1 073.8
28« —— Wisin - 193#9 “351!0* 1@3.“ 237‘0*
Guderst
13«17 33.3 245.,9 297.9 211.8 173.1 131.8 036,.8
1822 - 209.8 321.3 22645 ‘“4307 3@54@1 045 5
Haryana -
1317 4h,5 265.3 326.9 210,9 164,8 105.5 035.5
- 18e22 " 2‘]&,2’ 35049 258.9 168,7 111.1 Moﬁ
23a27 — e 245,2 206,7 27h.2* 187.5 078.1
2B+ w- = e 360,0 080.0 111.1 101.4
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itat@%{ ﬁserﬁrbﬁp
ge & - SU—— o - _ ,
merrioge 1317 1822 23.27 26-32 3337 3842 4B-87
Himnchel Pradesh ,
1517 0%4,5 281.1 242.9 172.46 118.9 060.9 027.1
18=22 202,71 275.1 23642 177.5 099.2 070.3
2327 - 184+ 203.7 145.2 088,8 032.,6 .
| 2Bs — w— 26?.;7 210,6 118,9 080.1
Joomu & Keshair
1317 109,8 ;95.6 295,1 236.7 182,4 096.8 03614
18=22 e 229.7 313¢h 229.9 161:1 068.,2 050.4
2327 234.,1 Z064.4 210,11 116,2 091.2
284 300.0 20B.8 107.5 082.0
Kerala
' 13=17 123.7 318.7 2779 191.2 12&.0 973a 021.5
1Bw22 . 2979 313.2 207.8 140.1 054.,7 021.7
2327 : . 3031 276.1 157.7 091.7 023.8
28+ v o 275.8 2243 98616 029.2
Medhya FPradesh |
L 15=17 - 094.8 282,9 311.8 217.8 185.6 150.4 083.2
1822 - 36"1;9 308.9 256,9 148.0 10-9.,7 078.0
2327 — - 265,6 249.6 1&368 08542 0770
| 28+ — — - 211.,7 168.7 ©80.8 083,64
‘Mahara&htra
13‘-1? 07#;9 202.3 303.8 255,2 1286" 076.1 0L0.9
18w72 o 2495 329.1 205.9 166,7 077.8 03,9
2327 229,2 265.,8 181.9 088,3 062.9
284 189,7 124,46 105.5 080.9
Myaare o ’ ,
1317 . ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ 30143 252.2 197.6 46,7 113.0 09241
1822 == 268,89 315,2 2u48.6 151.1 O7h.4 098,1
2327 o~ - 286 9 204.,4 186,7 093Q5 141 G%
28+ —-— - 238,7 Z221.2 06B.2 1051
Orissa
' 1 3‘47 2@?9? 237 oh 3954&1‘ 295.1 344,71 214,0 109.2
18=22 o 259.9 306,9 30B.7 38B,6 269.0 3I52.0*
23m27 —— - 375.1 241.9 298,33 256,8 316,5%
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States/Age Age Group
at merriage s ———
1317 18e22  23=27 2832 33«37 28-42, 4347
Punjed - ‘ o .
13«17 998,9 262,0 2?947 49&¢6 153.5 1?6;5 026.6
18=22 - 226,5 30h4.2 243,6 64,3 066.4 051.7
25‘27 - L 211¢? ?Wit‘: 169&9 13“98 051.5
,234!' - o el ’iaﬁ 6 'Z%J 086»9 093.8
Rajesthan o . .
13.44 39,9 2T4eB 292,5 3004 202.3 094.2 039.2
18ug2 YT Z04s3 297.6 245.8 153.,4 (BB.8 053.7
2327 158,2 319.6 231.5 164,46 (O74.8
28+ 272.5 215.0 10Z.,9 065.2
Tamil Nadu . | -
1317 125,8 255 7 212.2 180.5 120.5 050.5 016.3
18w22 ' 236,2 208B,6 193.6 112,95 056.6 024,6
23*"27 268&6 ’}651}5 7“ﬁ~2 D&Qiz 03809
28+ 178,1 228,6 086.2 118.,4
Uttar Predesh - | _ ‘
1377  Obh,9 200,64 236,08 203.2 169,6 125.9 0808
18w22 we  169,2 256,9 206.7 159.5 117.9 104.9
23-27 - == 205,3 215.0 197.9 118,5 111.8
284 - - —— 163.4 187,8 165.9 066,7
¥ect Bengal R | . .
15=17 197.9 28046 317.2 270.8 162.9 126.1 091.6
1822 T 269.8 259,3 196,2 224,6 135,0 0B8,8
2327 191,46 1&1.2 13&.7 20B.9 103.3

*ﬁmall Sample Size

Source: Computed from 1971 Census,

Guztural Tables, Part Ixuc-iii. val.ll.

Serles 1, India, 30&191 and
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tinuously high upto the reproductive age group of
43447, in the states of Assem, Gujarat, P ond
West Eemgai.' 'She ASMFR for the women who married
- after 28+ was not cleer 131.5313:3;*, Haryena, end
Orissa, {(TablewiBa). ﬁ'hm mey be due to &mall
Bample size, |

Urbang

~ The graph § shows the same pattern of fertility
pesk for women married below 22 yeers of age a8 was -
found in rurel, i.e., the peak was attained in the
zﬂ'@‘! group of 23«27, The AZNMFR was found to be higher
for the women married belov &2 years of ege in Gujarat,
Haryane, Jemmu end Kashmir, Kerala and Punjedb, For the
wemezi who married after 28+ years, the fertility peek
was found to be higher till the reproductive sge
group of 43-47, in the sistes of Harysna, Bihar, end
Rajasthan, Kerele hed the lowest ASMFR from the reproe-
. ductive age group of 43«47 and elso shows lowest ASMER
for the women married after 28+ years, Higher order
birth wes found to be low in Kerala compared with other
states, '

| Both rural ené urban ASMFRS show a decline in
peritel fertility rates for the women married after

25 years of age.
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Table-18bs Age Speaixic Maritel Fertility Retes by Age &t
“ marwiage a‘zn&ia amﬁ its “%&ta&, ﬂrban, ﬂ971.

284+

212.8

8tataﬁléga at &ge Gr@up
Marriasge - mamminsamatr ' S
137 82z 2327 28-32 3337 38ek2 4347
INDIA - : ; o
1317 97.8 “5?»6 '5ﬁ7.ﬁ_-%&9¢? 082,8 039.9 017o9
18wz . 235,3 268,6  165.5 088.7 0#6;2 0174
25’2? 31&::.8 3290? 1 16.8 Q51 021 nk
_ 284+ o 2@34@3 *‘WAQ 079o0 023&3
Andhre Predesh , .
1317 9.6 279.5 233.9 155,2 091.0 046.5 018,
. 1Bw22 248,9 278.1 183,9 097.7 cbe.? 021,1
23a2T ' 248,9 «:*68:9 GQBCQ W 7 032.9
Assan | : ‘ )
13e17 206.3 291.3 262.,5 17815 117.8 0547 014,9
1822 29843 dg?iﬁ‘ 195,53 107.2 0B4,3 033.6
2327 276.2 252.B 15946 117*7 05042
28+ - 23042 153.,2 182.5 0%52,6
Bihar - | X
1317 095.3 241,9 :zzs.a. 157.6 101.6 057.9 02447
18m22 209,60 240.9 176.3 107.2 041 .8
23w27 1993 199,2 161.3 07&;8- 057.8
2&* 13?;2 1%@ Q&BJ 1@’**5’&
Gujarat o '
1317 058,2 261.4 276,01 176.4  090.7 0Oh4.5 019.8
18m22 239.8 305.2 199.1 109.3 O047.4 031,0
2M7 af%ng 235;3 1“5;2 ) 05609 6%09
28+ 230.,0 200.5 082.7 02646
Haryena . - ‘ - j
13417 109.8 312,71 2B9.7 199.0 099.8 0464 02042
18w22 S 258,8  215.9 213.7 121.3 0564 2604
23-27 T 257.1 313.0 176.3 110.4 (056.6
28+ | . ?8509 2%@9 142,.8 %069
Himechal Pradesh o ; - - 1
4317 12041 245,17 242,6 14b,3 066.7 028.4 009.9
18w 2 . 2B0.4 287.8 183,1 073.6 031.3 014,90
E3wm27 293.,9 2570&'- %3 6 O¥3.0 g%g-;
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States/age et - age Group
Marriege ——— , s s —
| o 1317 1822 23w27 2B=32 33«37 38«42 43e47
Jammu & Kechmir |
13"‘1? ‘32309 28669 23?03 1&60& 07209 93952 0‘5!?
18*32 _ 3?39@ 300.8 17?&" 091 u3 033.5 @1909
23527 25044 3?1,3 156.9 0816 656.:6
Kerzle v
13-17 168.8 320.7 258.2 176.8 114.6 053.2 017.3
1822 282,1 292,0 180.8 116.1 059.5 013.0
2327 275.0 257.9 148.4 065.9 020.
28+ 292 ’06 , 193, 1 095.8 025 1
Mpdhya Ppradesh | |
13«17 ‘ 082.8 2B1.5 251 33 185.2 103.7 Qﬁﬁd 024 .4
1822 T 23607 275.3 190.6 193.1 055.6 016.4
23w . 252.5 258,33 151.2 055.5 032,53
28+ 209.6 157.9 117.2 075.9
Maharashire .
18wz 238.,2 273.3 175.9 086,3 038.8 08,4
2&*27 ' 236&6 232.? 11501 0“8»6 019.9
28+ 233.0 159,33 070.2 020.5
Mysore | ‘ , |
1 3“4‘? 1870§ 28306 . 2&9 -9 172 13 mvﬁ 9“9 #7 0&50’
. 18w22 261.1 281.3 180.7 109.3 056.0 020.2
23m27 266.6 254.0 145.2 071.7 038.1
28¢ 3?2.5 26&-9 1@§u9 335:
Orissa |
1317 162,80 294,88 234,88 155,8 128.1 056.6 021.,2
1822 2064.8 Z58,0 163.8 103.0 056.2 029.8
23wl 2@'?;8 203,1 110.5 065.,6 060.8
284 129,0 174,0 121.,9 080.0
Punjab '
13-17 123,9 297.8 249.3 157.8 088,9 035.8 016.5
1822 243.8 3@‘*:7 202.3 099.1 043,9 017.3
2327 . 268,3 253.4 135,2 072.6 0447
284+ 256.8 163.1 070.8 051.1
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- ——— am——r S
statesmga at Age Group A
Marriage Pt LA S
13«17 1B=22 23=27 28«32 3337 38eb2 4347
Rajasthan S _ .
15=17 O77.4 256.8 259.2 178.7 116.5 0350.7- 023.9
18=22 © 225.9 299.1 189,0 113.0 062.3 021.6
23m27 263,5 236.7 122.4 070.2 062.5
28+ EQ‘M& 3’6;‘* G%ﬂa Q&ﬁﬂﬁ
Tomil Hedu ' : | .
13-17 120.9 268.4 236,71 153.7 088.9 037.2 015.2
18w22 238.4 255.9 136.6 101.9 043.8 018.0
2327 243.,6 218.,4 120.6 047.9 021.3
28« 19‘903 153,353 079.7 018.4
Utter Pradesh , v A
13-17 087.0 235.7 250.,8 185,1 113.5 061.0 029.2
18w22 220,7 272.0 195.5 120,46 067.0 030.0
3 ey d 218,71 231.2 138,6 061.7 035.8
284 218.8 132. 106.4 04L3,3
Yeat Bengal :
1B , v 3?7' ‘26$.7 126:0 975.9 04045 025.6
23m27 236,0 161,868 092.3 051.7 034.9
202,5 164,86 O70.9 Ok4.7
- Small Baapie Bize

Source: Computed from the 1971 Census, ser&es I, 5&@1&1 and
Cultural @ahles. Part n»e-mx, wl‘xi.
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TOTAL MARITAL FERTYLITY RATES

At the national level the TMFR wee found to be
high for the women married st ages below 22 yeax?a
than the women merried after 23 years of age. The
THFR for the women married in the sge groups 13,
13«17, 18e22, 2327 and 28+ was 25 201lowst 6.2, 5.6,
5.»3_, 4.4 and 2,8 in rural aress, and 4.7, 4.6, 3.9
3.4 and 2,6 in urben srees respectively., This shows
& clear pliajtuw of decline in TMFR &8 increase in age
at merrisge in both rural end urlm srens at the nationsl

devel,

REGIONAL VARIATION
Rurals | K

A1) the States show & decline im TMFR for the
women morried sfter Z3 years of age., TMFR was found
to be higher for the women married et ages belew 22
years in Assem, Haryana, MP, Mysore, Orisse and West
Bengal., The TMFR wes found to be low for the wo.men\
sarried aztez# 28+ yeé_rs in Heryene (1.5), Reajesthan
(1.6) and ¥ (2.0). This is mainly due to small sample
size in this age ot martiagé. This indicates the low
-#3&.. at merriage in these states*,

b Ihe percentage of female literacy rate was 8,7 in
Bihar, and 10,5 in UP, Their mean sge at marrisge
was 15.5 in Bihar end 15,6 in UpP respectively, This
rate was quite low compared to the southern states,



%ahlaﬁisaz T%Fﬁ.by ega at marriage - Rurai 19?1

&t&taﬁ o A&@ G‘S’G&p _

13 1317 18e22 23427 28 +

INDIA . 6.2 5.6 5.3 bd 3.8
Andnra Pradesh 5.9 5.5 5.0 4,5 2,2

- Aesam | Tob 6.7 5.9 5.0 23

Bihar = | . 4,3 &ig 4,6 2.9 . 3.0
Gﬂéamﬁ - 4@9 5;5 ﬁr@ 4,0 £42

Haryana 6,5 5.6 5.5 3.9 .5 .
Jampu & Keshnir 1&08 61&2 541 442 332
Kerale beb 5.7 52 4s3 3.0
Mathys Predesh 5.9 6.9 5.8 3.9 240
Meherashtra = Sed 547 542 3.7 2.5
Mysore 6.4 6.4 5.8 4,5 3.3
Orissa : ’ 78 9.2 11.3 T3 6,1
Punjab 6.0 5.3 5.2 40 2.9
Rejesthen 5.2 5.5 LT b 1,6
Temid Nadu ' 3.5 4,7 &55 4.0 2.6
Uttar Pradesh 57 844 5.2 4.3 2.8
West Bengel 8.6 Tols 6.2 3.9 4,7

Sources Computed from 1971 Census of India,
Series 1, India, Soeciml and Cultural
Tables, Pert Il=cwiii, vol.il,
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Tﬁblen19bs QMFK hy &ge at ﬁarr&ag&, Urbaa 197?
&tates | 13 3-»1‘? “58-:12 ?3&?? 2&&

INDIA | SR P B W 3.9 3eb 2.6
Andhra Pyradesh 4,6 4.8 b obs 3.3 2,6
Assem 4,5 5 ,5 4.9 349 245
Bther G bS5 B3 3.5 2.2
Gujarat b7 52 46 347 247
Haryena 549 5;53 49 4.4 3.3
Himachal | b ‘?@1 43 3.8 3,0
Jaomsu & Kaﬁhﬂir 37 -‘hé 4,5 3.8 25
Kersls 4.8 543 he7 3.8 3.0
Madhye Predesh 4e7 5.0 - 4.5 27 2.4

Meharashtre 4,8 4,9 6.2 3.3 2.4
Myseré 5.0 i*-g 446 3.9 2.8
orissa k5,2 44 3.0 1.7
Punjab ’ _ 3.8 ' h.& “: 3 5.8 2.6
Rajasthan - 449 ﬁu? 4,6 3.6 4,0
Temil Nadu b 87 b2 3.3 2.4
Uttar Predesh 47 4.8 442 5.5 2.8
West Bengsl b4 4,% e 2.9 2.5

Sources Gampa%ea xrem 19?% ﬁemaua of India,
fSeries 14 Indla, Social end Cultural
. Tables, Part ziaau&ii. vol.lI,
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In urten arces the THFR wes high for the women
merried below Z2 years of ege in Haryapa, Acsem,
Cujarat, Kerals, MP ond Mysore, In Orisss THFR was
‘Mw after 28+ yeoars, Eﬁmv the age ﬁt_mawﬁaga and
1iteracy rate wos lov among femeles ian UP*, the TMFR
 was found to be low compereé to the low fertility
- group of southern states, where the literacy level
md age at merviage mﬁ mg&mr than UP snd Biher,
These &hm clearly the mﬁ‘ mt&mﬁm @x 1971
Cenans zwtiuty dam in UP, and Bihar,

Both rural sand zswbm mlgam mw a éwlwg
in aaarﬁ.m Zortilisity es mzsrmae in age ot marriage.
fhe detline ves much im ur @mw«ﬁ ta rural.
inis may @a due to high age at mrﬂagg aﬁ& utirac?y

level among urbsn wam. |

111, ﬁﬁ&?&i%‘? PIPFRRENTIALS BY AGE AT FARRIAGE AFTER
CORTROLIING gmgxwa%m RESIDINCE ARD Eﬁﬁﬁ&i’!@ﬂﬁh
smws
This ma%};éri prosents the effect of sge at

parriege on fertility by educutione) status of the

currently werried women in Indie end its states, To
2ind cut the differentisls TMFR wos conputed for Indis
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‘and ite states, The calenlsated rates are presented
in the Appendix - Table~h, |

TOTAL MARITAL FERTILITY RATE

Table-4 in the Appendix shows thst as incresse
in age st marrisge and educational status the IMFR
was found to decline, The decline wes much ¢lear

in urbsn aress than in rural.

NATIONAL LEVEL

The decline of marvital fertility es increese in
educationsl status and age at marriege wes found to be
insignificant in rural areas, among illiterate, literate,
‘metriculate, Greduste and awvé women, ' But the urban
data show @ clear picture of decline in maritel fertility
as 'iritzrease in educetional status and age at marriage,
For example in urban sreas for the women married in the
agé group of ‘iﬁn@&, 23«27y the TMFR was found %o be in
the following order.

4,7 for 1liiterate, 4.5 for literate end 3,9 for
matriculate and greduste end ebove women,



3.7 zarn£2§iﬁera$eg 36 for literate, 3.2 for
matriculate, graduate and sbove women respectively.

This elearly shows the decline in marital ferti-
iity es ingraaée in educationsl atetus and age et ‘
narriage, iﬁ urben areas, The insignificant rate in
raral hrﬁaé'is‘mgiua? due to the small sample size of
1itterste, matriculate and graduate women, But 1ittle
difference was existing smong them 88 increase in age at
marriage (Appendix ~ Teblewh).

Regdonal Verietion:

Table eﬁ {£ppana£n) shows higher marital fortility
rate for 1i§eraﬁég metriculate snd graduate women in
rurel areas of Medhya Fradesh, Mysore, Mahsrashtra,
orisss, UP and West Bengal. This is meinly due to small
senple sizevaf‘literaﬁe and educated women in rural
areas, Other stetes show a decline in marital fertility
85 incresse in age et marriege snd educational statuse,
In Assam and Haryems, no births were reported for the
matriculate ond greduate women married after 28+ years
except in the mngpaaiixeé 65€ Broup. ?u?%har‘tna pPYOw
portion of women in this ege at marriege was found to be
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less in number, Assan, Haryene, Jammu snd Kashmir,
MP, Myﬁare;'ﬁriaaa; Punjeb and West Bengal shows
higher TMFR for different educational group of womon
who married before 22 years. In genera) the TMFR .
was found to be lesse tar tha women married axter

2Z years in ail the states,

differences

The decline in moritsl fertility 28 increase in
v'age at moarrisge was high.in urban areas than the rural,
In urban areas all the ntstes show low ?MFE for the
metriculate and greduate women married after 18 yeers
than the 1liiterate end literate women, But the
decline is much only Irom the age at marriage of 2327
yeara; TMFR wos found to be lovw for the mairiculatn
snd gradunte women who married after 28+ years in
Assen, Jemmu end Keshmir, end Orissa, This is mainly
due to spell sample size, Despite of low literacy and
low ege at marrisge Bihar shows a low TMFR for different
educational group of women merried in different ege at |

marriages,

Both rural and urban dates show a deciiae‘in maritel
fertility as increase in uge ot marriage and educstional
status, But the decline was puch, 0n1y for the matriculate,
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gradue te aﬁd éb@?a women in both rural and urban arees,
§urtner’i%”ﬁas found that a1l the states show a decline
ﬁi'ﬁﬁ?ﬁ‘béiy from the age aé‘ﬁarriage 2327 L2, women
married aﬁéer 23 héﬁ-law*?ﬁ?ﬁ then the women who mérriaﬁ
below 22 years, evan-aiterAeontrulling the effect of
sducation, |

FERTILITY DIFFERENTIALS BY AGE AT MARRIAGE: AFTEK
CONTROLLING RELIGION, AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE

aespiké of religious faith on marrisge and birth
control, marital fertility wes found to be decline s
ineresse in ege et marrisge, Appendix«b shows & clear
picture of ddecline in maritel fortility for the Hindus
Muslime end Christisns as increase in ege at marriage,
At the netionsl level the decline was found to helaign
nificent for these thrEa\re&igiens, especially for
Hindus, For example, the TMFR for the Hindu women
smerried below 17 yeafa of pge wasfound to be 6,1 in
rural snd 5,1 4in urben, the orresponding figure for
thelﬁamén merried after 28+ years was 5.5 and 2,5 res-
pectively. Similer difierence in meritel fertility wes
existing among muslimp and ehristiens o6 increase in

age at marrisge.
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All the states show @ desline in narital feriie
iity e85 increase in égo et merriaege for these three
religions, Due to small semple size the meritel fertie
11¢y was too low and very high iar'ﬁhé muslia and |
ehristian women who vere married after 28+ years éz'w
age, in the states of Andhra, Assem, Bihar, Gujarat,
 Harysna, Himachal Jemsu end ﬁaﬂhmir@-Qriasa,'ﬁaﬁaathan
and UP, In both rural and urbsn aress the fertility
was declining Zrow the age at morriage 23-27 for all
the religions, - | |

From the above discussion the following conslu
glons cen be reached,
1) Fertility wes lower in both rural and urban srees
&8 sge at marriege incressed, It was found thet in
both rural an&vurbén\areaa the marital fertilidity was
ﬁigﬁifiaantly lower only in case of women married
after 22 years of age,
2) It was hypathes&aaﬁ thet femele literscy plays
negative effect on age at aarriage of women and upon
 their levels of zerﬁiiityf This wss found true thet as
increase in educationsl &ta%gs, the marital fertility
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was found to desline i1.e., for the women who had
studied matriculation and above, the TMFR wes found
to be low than the literste snd illiterate.

3) Despite religious :aiﬁh‘@n'ﬁarmmagﬁ and birth
control all religions show a decline of fertility as
inerease in age at marriage,

The 1971 Census dota show that women merried
velow the age of 17 yesrs had marawéhizéren then
women married after the agé‘ex‘ﬁa years, Further the
differonce in maritel feriility between the women
married below the age of 17 years ond 1822 years was
found to be insignificant., This was i@mﬂd true in 8ll
the States, So a2 substentiel effect on the birth rate
in India con be possible only when the morrieges Iér
xemalas'arﬁvgaatﬁahed‘béy@nd,zs'y@ara of agég
Further difference in maritel fertility between the
women msrried below the age of 17 years snd 18«22 years
was found to be insignificant. This wes. true in al}
~ the states. : : A

The 1971 Cencus aaa;ya&s,hgéage at marriage
cennot be cogpared with 1972 and 1979 Sample
Sarveys, becsuse of difference in age group
of the ege 8t Mprriage, Due to this reason,
comparison with the sample surveys were
omitied, o



UMMARY AND CONCLUSION



'@he. anal&azs ol 1971 eensus fertility date besed
on the currently married vomen ané 1ts compaerison with
19?2 and 1979 SHS data bosed on -izhe currently married

%men leads to the following f:amluaie_am

The SRS, 1971«81 {%hmé:_,;year moving average)

Shows ttza%f the amﬁe birth mte was continuously high
in the states of UP, Biher, Rajestnan, Madhya Pradesh
and Gujeret, compared with the 1971 census birth rate,
In contrast the southern and western regions comprising
Karneteke, Kerale, Tamil Nadu and Hpharsshtra had low
CBRe, while Himachsl, Jemmu and Keshmir, Assem and |
'west Bengel hed some what medium b&ﬂh retes,

Even though crude birth rate based on SRS wes
high in UP and Bihar their meritsl fertility rotes
obtained from ‘19‘?1 census fertility deta were lower
then the low fertility group. This mey be due to
ETOSE m&exf% mpozﬂihg of births in the 1971 Census,

The w,ml urbsn difference in carital fertildty
wes found to be insignificent in Kersla. ' This may be
~due to more or ‘;esa ecual status of literacy, nemn a'g‘ar
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at marriagé and other sgclosetononic conditions in
both rurel and urban areas in this state,

Orissn anéd West Bengel showed vast differences
in maritel fertility rates between rural and urbsn
sreas, thet is their meﬁt&i i@érﬁu%y was very high
in rurel ereas, Compared to the 1972 and 1972 SRS
enslyeis the marital fertility was found to be very
' h&ggh_in mral sreas in 1971 in these states, This
may be due to over estimation or difference in ‘egw
gex structure of 1971 census fertility date in rural
aress of Orisea and West Bengal, This will need
in-depth investigations to be confirmed,

The comperison of 1972 SRS rate with 1971 Census
analysis does not 8hew any cléar picture of desline in
maritel rate in 1972, Instead of thet TMFR was found
to be very high 4in Jannou and Kasheir snd Utter Pradesh,
But the GMPR was lower in 1972 compared to 1971 Census |
analysis in most of the states except Assem, Orissa,
Gujarat, Haryena, Himechal ?;-aﬁwh, Rajasthan, Bihar,
UP, ond MP, Uttar Pradesh and Bihar showed high marital
fertility es CBR in 1972 SRS compared with 1971 Census
enalysis. This indicates clearly the underwestimation
of 1971 census fertility dets in UP snd Bibar,



119

Meritsl fertility seems to have declined in 1975
secording to SRS rates compared to 19?1~Gen3u5 rates,
The decline wes much clesr for 811 the stetes in bcﬁh
rurel end urban ar%aa.

?ha’ahae?we&~Vawi&tinna in birth rate within the
country imply thet Indies birth ratecwn be reduced
basically by increasing femele oducation snd sge at
marriages especislly im the northemn parta‘bl India,
where thﬁ_kirth rates were quite high, Besider that
schievement of family plenning through populstion edue
cation and adult educetion is very importent, especielly
among rural mssses, Therefore it would be necessary to
1ntroﬂueaﬁpepu1at&an education and adult education in
a1l the schools end colleges. This kind of education
should be given not only to students but slfo to 111i-
terate agracultursl lebourers enéd other memmual workers
through PHC staff like health visitors end by other
sociel orgenizations.

- It wes found that veligious differences in maritel
fertility persisted oven after controlling the effect of
education, age at'marxiageg end plete of residence,

-

Though zewtiiiﬁy was lower in urban arﬁaa-%han in
rural sreas among all women irrespective of religion,
impact of religion 4id not venish with urbsnisetion,
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Though educstion hss & consistent impact en
fortility; the %&rﬁi&ity=éa££¢rentzais by religion
414 not disappesr after controliing the effect of
education,

%héughwa sharp f£8ll in fertility assocloted with
the feanle age at marriage beyond 23 years, wes revesled
by'éhe.éaﬁa’xa~aim the states, the dispersion in merital
fertility st11l persisted with respect to religion,

This ﬁﬁs found to be true in 2ll the states of
Indila, In conformity with the serlier studics, Hindus
hove lower marital fertility then muslinms and christiens,
in ell the states except iﬂ.ruxal areas of Jommu and
Kashmir where the Hindu population had higher fertility.

| The observed differentiels in merital fertility
appe@r to be unequsl due to unsguel acceptance of family
alaaniﬁg-@aﬁhaéa by'éiixsran% religious groupss Thorew
fore effort should be mede %o promote family plenning
emong ell segpents of the populstion, There is enough
flexivility emong Hindus for mpdern reformers to put
forward the cose of scientific methode of family plenning.
This misconception from the minde of those people who
reject family plemming on reliziocus ground should be
removed and correct knowledge should be imparted through
their own religious communities efid religlous lepders,

*
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particularly for muslims end christiens, where the
fertility was found to be higher than Hindus end
muslime in a1l the states, In fact like protestant
churches the other religious institutions should pro=-
vide fremework for responsible parenthood, AS suggese |
ted earlier education of femsles among all religious
communi ties and their socioweconomic upliftment must
‘receive increasing attention in our development
Programmes |

In conformity with the earlier studies, fertility
was found to decline with inc¢resse in ege at marriege.

Fertility wes lower in both rural snd urban areas
g5 age at marrisge incréased, I% was found that 4in
both rurel and urban aress, the merital Zertility
was amniiiemtly Jovwer only in cese of women married
after 22 years,

Fertility was found %o decline for women with
different educational levels, viz., illiterate, 1iterate,
mtriw&atﬁg graduate and sbove with incresse in sge
at marriage, But ﬁ!z_ie‘ fertility was resspnably low only
~ for the matriculate, graduate and above wemen in all

the states, | |
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. 45 age at marriege incressed, fertility declined
among various religious groups.

| Census dote show that women merried below the age
of 17 years have more mmmrm than women. married after
the age of ‘!B yea‘z-g.a But the dizﬂxémaﬁm in maritsl
© fertility between the women who got married below 17
22 years were insignificent, 85p o sube

years snd 18s
stentisl effect on birth rate in India seems to de
possible only when the merriages for females are poste
poned beyond 20 years of sge.




APPERDICES
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Tables1t Total Mars.taz. FPertility Rete by Place of
Rg%dfneer 1971 {Census), 1972 (SRS), and

States T 1971, ¢ ceasua | 1972,, sas " 1973; SRS
1 Uvban Ram ux-ban ﬁ‘smal | Uﬂmx

B S

IRDIA - B8 b4 6.8 6.0 5.4 4.6
Anéhra Pradesh 5.6  L4ub 5,6 4,9 48 3.7
Assan 6.3 548 Tl el 6.0 52
Bibarx - “3;5 ' hoh 57 4,9 4.8 b1
Gujarat - 5& 3 4,7 7.8 6,1 57 5.0
Horyana 5.8 543 8.2 6.4 S5eh 4.5
mmact:al @mdeaiz 5.4 ﬁp? 645 5.1 4.4 4,7
g amw & Ka&hmir 5.9 4, +9 _ 9»6 aapﬁ 507 4.8
Karnataka : 6.0 4.9 5.8 4.8 b n@' A5
Rerala 548 5.7 6:9 6.8 4.8 6.7
Medhys Pradesh ‘ 64l 5B 78 6.5 5.9 5e%
Beharashtra = 5.7 4.8 5,9 5.4 4,3 4.4
Orisea : T Bl 5.1 5,9 545 5n§ S5e1
Punjab v 5,.-.3 M9 T3 67 57 52
Temil Kedu ' ﬁfca Qw‘? 5&9 ' 544 458 4,3
Uttar Pradesh 5.3  h8 8.0 6.4 6,6 5.6
¥est Bengal T3 3.8 o . 4.8 b3
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Tables; Total Morital Fertility Rate by Rengim% ﬁggiat

Marringe, Lducationnl Btetus and Place o
dence w Indis and its States, 1971

Religlon Age at Illiterste Littorate  Matrie, Graduste
e e R e oS
8 R u R - I ] 4]

- INDIA

Mt A 567 LB0 583 W75 67 4.3

13
1Be22 5,82 4,56 35,39 4450  5.73 3.82
2327 4,46 3,57 4,89 3.55 4,09 3.14
28¢  B.79 2.52 4,61 2450 2,08 2,63

Muslin ALl 6u28 573 6.86 5.07 7.2 5,39
13 6,19 5,95 6429 5.35  9.86 4.87
13«17 6429 6409 6,82 5.39 7.66 5,78
23«27 B.5C 4,08 5476 l*u‘*? 5.52 3.85

2B+

Christian ALl 641 5.35  6.69 6.31 599 4.19
6,48

13«17 626 5.36 6.38 5.89 4,28 4,63
1822 5,84 4,43 598 5423 5+11
2327 5.67 3.92 5406 4420 4,66 !

28e &is5 3@‘33 3420 3409 321 3.26
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hra Pradesh

Tablew2y %ﬂﬁﬁi/ﬁ
'fﬁe;l&: @n .A & aim ilg.&ter:&a 'Mtﬁmta Wt Mstriﬁ @mﬁmﬁa
E '81 afm»e . <matrio and bg%

Bge — m— ]
: R u R U R v

Hinda g?% SE 465 b0 465 6,73 4,71
13 5,52 4,95 5.42 4e6h  7.92 5:15

1317 513 4181 4.k 4w 6.3 bt

1822 5,70 4,08 4i87 433 4,93 4,29

28+ 3.95 1,97 .66 3124  1.71 2,80

Muslim AL g0 s v 62 5.0 .75 6419
|  ages 887 5,61 642 5,94 B.75 6.;?9

© 13 6,71 6405 6,06 5,90  5.00 8,74
1317 6,52 6,20 6,30 6.1% 7485 7.08
!‘Mz 5&% 6#‘#? ?#@1 f’wg? ; 5:61 gtgg

28_#. | 2‘58 3{‘9 — 3;25 ﬁ- ?:57

Christion Qgﬁ. 5.25 4,34  6:00 5.26 548 5.06

13587 W63 593 521 6 542
"~ 136417 5.78 5416 5.79 5.38 4o 8!
1&-&2 4,87 5.11  5.73 :

aa{ 3:60 3,21 ww 1,66 5,11; -
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Tables2s Contd,/«

Assam
Religion Age ot Tlliterate Literate but Matris, Graduate
Barrie | ‘matric  and aisme

agg‘: BRI R S R

R U R Y R U

Hyndu ﬁ%@s 7407 5455 7430 5,92 5,48 5.07

e SR oel LR LY 2
1822 6,48 5.3 687 5.2 4.6 Al

28+ 3.32 2491 3420 2,56 == 1,59

Tuslin Hgs  B02 6.26 7.3 663 7.87 5.58

13017 7476 6443  7.35 7.23  4.58 5,82
1822 7,30 B5.56 gagﬁ 4451 5gz§ 2,98
‘M? 5@39 au% lw 41“’ 1 Qﬁg ki «00

Christien ﬁ%ﬁﬁ 7495 85,32 8,02 T7.87 B4 6;2’7
18 5,65 ew 6412 5483 2,50 3.30
13617  B.40 6,61 6,97 B.2h 5,19 7.26
18w22 711 5437 770 6.84 T«41 4,58
23*27 549 3,91 B 51:% 2450 2.68
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Tablow2s Contd./=

| aihar

Religion 33@ et Iilsiterate mtam%a but u;ai:rm, Gmﬁuats
mam-u - <matrie - aaﬂ abow
R v R u R u

el

Hintu M1 457 4,29 483 449 576 4.

Ages

13  b.66 4,24 4,61 4456 3&?5 &2
1317 boA9 4i57  4shO 4:86  hi9b  La0B
18=22 4,40 1*#?5 "hyf ‘9!}55 ‘Cf"m ~,3;&35
2327 3.8k 3.35 281 348 0,35 2,27
28+ 3,69 2,415 300 1.57 275

Musiim ﬁﬁa 5,00 4,63  5.81 5.8 5.15  3.62
13 5,08 4481 - 5,68 6.4 2,50 2,20

1317 4,92 4,95 5.87 5379 5.80 3155

18e22 6,59 4459 5432 5,00 .45 3,94

2327 5489 36;75 6.28 4,86 R 133

28+ 2:159 1494 1625 EZ.25 - -

Christien ﬁi&%s '6‘!3‘,5 8,79 6,37 5,40 6420 3457

15 461
‘l 8#!22 5#2? | 370 g i‘éi ‘* 96&' ' 3&% 20’52

28¢ 572 5,00 1.50 == 5.00 .42
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Tablew2: Contd,/=

ﬁﬁ,ﬁaz‘a'&

Religlon Age at Illiterate  Literste but  Matric, Grodue
naryde. <Matric  ate m& abovc

age m— s omieam————

Hindu A1 | o -
Ages 6,21 5445 4,06 4,37 b6 5487

13 5.9% 5,39 4483 4,35 391 b.29
13«17 5.69 5*&% 4,89 408 3s82 3,58
1822 6410 548 4,99 4,40 b6 3&%
23w27  bhS .&.19 3439 374 3.30 .36
Z8e 5.70 2,71 . 1,69 2,33 5400 277

Muslim A1l o o e o .
' ﬁg&ﬁ 5,5? 60% 6«97 5,38 = 5.0 5,16

13 5,95 5,87 588 5.80 - 6,50
I G LS T O
18e22 6438 5,86 6439 5,31 4,11 4,08
25“'27 503§ #‘i% , %i@a ‘%25 : 1065 5*“9

cw&mﬁ@ﬁ 33.3." S 4 s ' -
Ages He52 a.sz 5:87 5.82 5.62 496

1592 BTE T2 2.0 ==
13-17 5,01 4,735 629 7.70 2450 4.3
. 1BmZ2 6,71 4 +26 542 3. 53 5085 l‘o%
23«27  5.00 5.00 3625 4,07 o 4,05
- 2B« 2450 2,50 2450 s Be12
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Tables2t Contd,/=

HARYANA

Religion ﬁge at xmmmte L&tera‘ke mt ﬁaeﬁ.@ Gm&u
e ryie < Magtric mta mﬁ abow
age S— M
‘ R U R U ‘in v

335&5 6,87 5:78 5.66 5.39 4,87 4.84

&3 6.83 6,03 5489 5;1? _ 8,17 406
13617 7418 6,12 5,66 5,43 5.10 442
18mz2 8,11 5459 5353 ‘5#95 4,59 4,66
2327 48 3.61 530 406 228 3.87
28+ 5.6 . P31 1:66 1,66 - 3,20

Muslim  All ' | |
ASW 7480 7426 6,08 7.0

18-22 7.71 722
2327 2,70 4,16

A

“‘3"‘17 8406 7,02 Zai’ﬁ 5.85 o
L P “

28+ 2494 5,00 S

Christion m. o » . ,
Ages 4,37 4,50  7.29 4,06 2:00 721

‘33*3? 5.00 3,81  ’5¢1‘5 5¢33 . e 5650
't‘ 22 5,00 3.50  3.21 5.30 -




430

Tablew2s Contd,/w

Himachal Pradesh

Religion Age at xm temw Literate but &atﬂa Grad-»
| maam%n : < Matric uateo end ahwa
R U .R8 R u

Rindu  A11 . os & o
Ages L4411 5,01 5,22 AT 5,53 424

3 &133 . “361 5*32 ﬁ;ﬁ‘% . 3-58 53!32
13“32 441 4,63 4,98 4,55 - 5,81  3.83
2527 ?059 3.98 328 3593 2456 e P
284 2,28 £45% 3#79 3{@5 . 2.90 3#73

Musiim ALl | _
CAges 6,85 5.87 8,02 4,40 5,86 6.33

. 13 7,10 3,92 15.40 5,00 Zn% 5%3@
1317 6499 5495 2412 3&19 58
18«22 6,92 6,01  7.57 3465 - 3,89
23m27 3;@2 5.00 5483 v 2+.50 -
23“' &5 tgﬁ v o i -

c‘hrmuan 431 N )
‘ Ages .5«.;59 3.89 5,32, 3;&&

2.49
13 ww  om 5,00 1,66 -

1517 - f”haﬁ‘ 3 3 3.08 5400 5c75

18w22 5.39 £ 3.37 1483 394

25w 2,00 1.66 ‘*iﬁg

be53

! i
i fk"
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Tables2s Contd,/e

Janou & Rashaly

Religion Age &t Illiterate  Literate but Matrie Grada-
AT 3 o <Hetric uate anﬂ ﬁbwa

8ge e e _
R Y R ¥ R U

Hinaw -1 RV .‘
| hges 6,45 5,38 6,00 4.86 5475 &.47

13 6,20 5.12 5.08 3,88 517 3440
1317 647 5.33 6.03 4471 6,43 4,06
w.e:e 6433 54,06  S5.B4 4,79 hohi8 4,03
; 4,57 46,36 “t‘ﬂ 4,20 2,85 2,9
3&% B.400 4,50  5.50 2,00 4,35 - 2423

. Muslda A1 o
‘ Ages 5.88 5,01 @n% 5#55 6,81 4,49

ol PR EE MR LB mn D
1822 5,50 4,86 5,99 4,68 6,04 3,57
23027 450 437 . 4456 3,91 3::39 3+16
28Bs 3,09 3,35 1*&3 - e .

_ehriatiaa ALl o R _ o
.., Ages 7451 B.89_ 4440 5481 2,65 1.66

A3 7498 5032 e 5,00 - e

13«17 6,57 6,10 1,00 5.48 - 5,25
. 18«22 5@59 3.71 : 5:3@ 6,22 ' 2.50 1.3
: 23«27 5,00 = =" 3.33 - 1400

28+ zgﬁﬂ 5;@@ b d R -
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ﬁe;:f'a‘la

152

Fﬁél&gibn Ag@ at
warrie
Bge

A —— i Ve

TIiliterste  Literste but
4%%1’%@

ﬂa‘éﬁc«f ﬁrﬁa«:
‘ uata and abaw

v

b

Hinde A1}
Ages

18822 .

28+

mams A13
: &ges
, "
1317
18wz

2327
284

em»muaa ey
Ages

13
1317
1822
23w27
28+

6,11 6,17 6,28

6,32 6.3  6.25

5.66 4,92 5489

4,92 3,55  ba50

345 3,05 3.25

5.5‘! §i‘§3 ﬁ"&"‘“‘
392 ‘3499 3.80
ﬁ*“ ”y 37

5460 ggvﬁ’ .g;gg

53t 2i9s 3,15

6i53

64‘3@
6,18

205

35

6440
330
524
48
31»65
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Table«23 Contd, /e

- maéhyn Pradesh
Religion Age st Illiterate  Literste but  Matric, Grode
naTrie < Hatric uste and abevn
age ——————— e e S—
& ¥ R ¥ R v

Hindu All ,

13 68,13 5.09
153617 620 5457
1922 5,86 4.63
23ﬂ3? 4.6 3,90

‘Musiim "m o L
Ages 6;75 éam 6*33 5.80 4,91 5,92

'3 270 6.0 0,57 6418
1&"@#‘ 6.00 5&66 6&7? 4,95 .?@ 1 LI 5%23

Ghrﬁﬁ%ian &11
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| Maharashira
Religion Age at Illiterate Literate but  Matric, Grade
BALTriee < Mgtric Mtfe msd e%v
BEE e
. R s R "

Hindu Al11 , - | )
Ages - 5,86 4,92 » 6?@& 4,82 . 5.6 2,88

13 6.06 35,18 6»‘3’@ 4,68 4,00 3.68
93«17 5493 5.13 6,11 464 3403 2495
'18_"22' 5,50 4,40 g:?z 4,37 Se«24 2,82
23" 2437 2.60 2,96 2,33 1.60 2,56

Muslim 4131 A , | o
sges 6,02 5,93 6.32 6.09 747 B.h42

13 7416 6,40 6,12 4498 0 ww 4,96
13=17 7419 6,29 6,49 6.47 7419 3,52
13"25’5 6409 BSe2h 5,65 4,99 8.02 4483

5 5,90 3.
234* Sech 301 2:25 2491 Ay 182

 Christisn A1l o L | |
’ Ages 6,02 4,86 S48B2 5.35 4,09 4,75

4,23 3,94 8,57 5,16 2,69 3.88
?3*17 6,90 48.82 5.89 5,26 10,00 24,01
1822 5,75 4466  5.85 4,43 4,03 4h.23
2327 2475 3@51 3¢5§ ’23962 4435 3#19
28+ 5“‘ 2,77 - B.96 2:50 2.55
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Talle~2t Conte, /=

Religlon Age at Iiliterste  Literate but  Motric, Grede
Religion gﬁ;ﬁ: ‘n’u ?era t. - < Matrie u&te am! above
age e s A A sSSP A

R_U R W R b

Hindu al | e |
| Ages 5,69 5.63 6,13 4a88  6a31  Auth

13419 ?'gg f).g’? g’g‘; A2 TR a2
25 b v M OYE E
28e 275 zfim B39 3.38 0 358 2.4

Musiim A1l o
hges 6,91 35.72.

153 7431 €.3%
13-17 7416 6,18
1822 6,28 5,17
2327 4509 463

Christiem A1 ' o |
Ages 6,69 6.05 7495 5.94 2617 5.36

13 6486 4,58  7.91 3,07 : 7413
4 3-4? Gebh 6,92 T+56 HH2 50’59 Beh2
18w22 7436 2.@3 7@;?‘ 5469 6&“5 he75
23=27 -&*32 4 65.,9% 3,92 4,01 3.18
28+ 1494 1,00  5.87 3.76  5.00 3,92
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Tablew2s Contd,/w

- Orissa

Religlon Age st Iliiterate  Literste but  Matric, Grede
marris Amtrig mm anﬂ abcwe

R v R v & U_

| hges 7,95 4,76  B.56 6454 13406 5,13

13 6.56 5,13 6,77 5.33 11,99 2,58
13-17 776 4,76  7.62 5,93 12,05 5.11
1822 6,38 4,15  9.69 4,98 16,77 .71
23«27 6,86 3,01 10,56 4,06 3,76 2,492
28+ 6,16 2,09 6,17 .83 4.83 0476

Muslin 1511‘ o o o
, Ages 11,81 6,59 18805 5.61 11@?? 2497

13 10.81 5.53 2 663 a*% 1‘303? baiad
13«17 10,79 677 14,36 §¢&9 726 3593
16“22 1@;3“ ’E‘.& "&.‘iﬁ ﬁg@'! ’ 6399 ?gﬁé
2327 B.94 4,0k 1276 1,66 5499w
28+ B,61 5,00 11,91 e 5,00 e

- Christian All

Ages 9,92 5,06 17,18 5,12 1425 5.00

L3 17,80 3,36 11,66 5,50 = .
13«17 8,58 ‘ 4,84 53&3@ 5#66 B 3&8
1822 @m’?ﬁ &uﬁ& 384;1‘ &1'?1 S ;33
23427 10.18 4ui2  12.74 1.73 C—— 2489
23" 10431 aas 5a“ 2,5’ - B .00 5‘69




Tables2; Contd,/=

Punjod

Religlon Age et Iliiterate  Literate but  Matric, Orade
marris- ‘ < Yatric uete anﬁ abova
age o v——————"— S ——————

¢ R U R’ U R U

Bindu Al : S o
hges 6427 5.65 5,69 4.73 5.3 4,76

13 6,13 5453 350 4,14 2,50 2.92
1317 6221 5,62 5.6z 4,52 6.10 617
i8me2 6,01 4,99 g;&g 9#53 b40 3,97
2327 4,99 4.37 4407 96 3457 48,46
28+ 2412 3,47 162 2,01 1,42 2,94

Muslim All . ,
| «ﬁgﬂﬁ 7434 3*35 788 5.21

15""17 6.98 8&3;9 6,25 4,69 —
1822 7,35 5.90 B8.75 6.66 -
28+ 2450 3 ® 5@ o —-—" —

Christian a1l o : o, :
. hges  7.90 T«17  4.896 6,48 5.00 4,63

13 7215 12,20 = 2,50 -
B2 oLmelR maR - i
2327 byTh G350 we e - BB
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Raaaatm

éél&gimw éégé a}’é Xlntemte | igiwm% but xatrm Graﬁa
marri= | me@ _mtﬁ and abcva

age S - A
A R Y R Y

Hindu A1l o, o
| Ages 6,28 4,97 5.89 4,76 5.59 3.91

13 6485 5,53 5.88 4,62 3.85 4.60
15‘*‘%‘7 ' 5¢5§ 55&8 6;'* 3 5i$1 6993 39“
ﬁwz 5&87 5:5 5»33 ﬁ‘tﬁ" 4;2" 3#67
23-27 486 375  5.00 3.72 2.98 3.25
28+ 3.39 3.8 6.97 1425 2.19

MusMs AL A
' Agen 6450 5497 6416 5@@5 1.66 6.04

13 6438 6432  5.68 5.66 s 2,50
13«17 6483 6,33 = 6,76 6,44 2.50 6,85
18422 5498 5,81  €.31 6.34 5400 4,35
23"2? ﬁt’ knlm‘ uﬁﬁ #09& s g63

Christien ALl |
© Ages 8,50 4,92 5,58 3.94

- 15 2450 4,00 *"* 2480
13217 6,79 4,38 2480 4,35
13*22 . 1&523 R $433 l@;“'g

ST
Fa
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| Tanil Nadu
Religion 4Age at Jlliterete  Literaste but Matrie, ﬁi*ad-
maryi- - L Matric wate & abnw
R v R vy R U

Hindu Py |
| @gw 4,66 6,53 5,15 4,97 5.1 41

1 3"1? 4,59 4470 4,96 4,99 ‘* 1‘;2& 3472
18-22  Le2b6 4,09 4,72 4,46 E;ab 3475
23e27 3448 3,13 4,08 3,68 66 2,96
28+ 1,96 167 2,96 2,74 3,19 2,35

Muslim All o - : - ,_ .
ages ‘5@15 57&9‘?’ 5¢W 5@5@ 3:82 3482

137 543 i3t D% Biee . 36
1822 5e20 ka3 £y75 he60 2,96 3.9%
23w27 - 2,52 2,91 3.78 3‘57 - 2433
284 @o?d 1‘@ 24.‘53 aﬁg i 1@56

Christien A1l . S o |
-~ ages 5.54 5426 B4 5,49 5.81 4,54

13 lhﬁ" 34@93 - 3.84 3.82 6g55
18#&2 S5el5 5;29 P 517 5;50 fhitﬁ
2327 }ﬁﬁg " 3.70 &15& 3.91 . 4,05 363
28+ 2o T2 k) g% 3.28 1,58 5.2 3, 26
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 Pablew2s Contd,/e

' ﬁﬂar Pradesh

‘Religlon Age at 1113. temte Literate but "m tﬂ.@ erm
Harrie o Aiﬁa?ﬂ;_ﬂ_ ) wate & &h@‘w

BEE  weee— sorre ——— !
] v R U R_ 8

CHAndu ALl Age 5,18 5,01 5,34 4,55 5,40 4,17

13 i“@?@ 503‘@ 553& ‘h? ¢ 7&33 359’1’
1517 - 5s51 3,72 | 5,50 4,74 6,43 |

1822 = 5,03 4467 520 heb3 5.83 3.87
23«27  H.51 411 4,70 2.66 4;?1 514535
284 3.6% z n59 3.38 2.1 1451 ulﬂ'

'Muslim .‘!Aii L L N '
: : 7&&33 . 608 5.96 - 6,20 5.81 8,40 5,58

: 13 5@@7 6426 - 5,99 6,78 Q34 3e21
- 1317 637 6423 6,55 6.05 8473 6,26
18w22 -« 6434 5.87 = 5.83 5.62 ga‘*?f Sse2
gg:z? 6,68 4,32 4,97 3 “gg3 8,37 3496

 Christfem 21 . . . - |
- . 88% . A.30 5,08 . 3,81 i&;?’ﬁ _ 764 &1?5

1301 q?ﬁf' 6425 . pﬁ@ 5.00 5:00 4,41
. 13-17  6.58 3,18 § 64355 3.350 6,15
18w . 6438 F.05 . i‘l@ 5240 301 3.09
EFZT TS0 2450 — 5462 - D688
284 6,60 2,50 — 4,85 —— 8 14
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Tablew2s Contd./w

Vest Bengel

Religion Age st Illiterate  Literate but Matrdt, Grade
marrie L¥gtric uste & ahnva

R _U R ¥ R U

HinGy A1 T ) L
ages 6,59 3.92 7.84 4,03% 6,61 3.17

6,60 4,26 930 4.28 1129 3,46
_?5"17 7408 5,14 C 7.62 4,52 Todh  3.07
18%22 6,01 3,96 6,68 371 6,01 2496
23=27 4,96 35,00  5.35 2.95 1473 2.98
28« 5,76 3,48 9.27 2.08 1.63 1.89

Muslim ALl S o o
- ages 6.61 4,60 8,10 4,71 B.80 3.79

12 7.52 9.4 - 7.98 570 7:40 5,00
13“'17 5&99 564 3&37 5,92 ?ma 4,79
1&~£E 5@35 &aaﬁ 7&%5 5@51 ?ﬁ ; 3;15
2327 4440 3.20 3.90 2,58 2450 a95
2B+ 3413 2,09 5.56 9052 5400

G et == ooy E (EF T IR
ﬁwxatxm 531 et o , )
ages 399 5438 6,03 4,80 7.16 2,95

13 2,22 4,46 3:50 4.50 1425
1317 3,79 5.51 6,99 5.99 5, 2,18
18“'32 3655 31*9& 5&53 Etm 7059 3&59
z8+ 5,21 2,66 2,50 3.75 2= == 2,67
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Table~3t aengiaus Differentisls in ?@Ptiﬁu‘tﬁy‘ by Plece of
Residenge = India ami M;a ﬁt&tesg 19‘?1 qgaé“‘ig?ﬁ

1971 Census
Stetes ~ Rurel  Urben
Hindu Muslim Chris Hindu Muslim Chris
I ~wtien - wtian

. S

IRDIA | 5.8 6.9 5.9 443, 53 5e2

Andhrs Ppadesh 5,7 - 7.2 5.6 4,9 5.9 5e1
ABSanm été 7&? 8.1 DB 6.2 6.5
Bihar ‘ 5 * 1 55 3 6 ﬁa . & 3 ‘f 06 , l*»i 5
Guerat Se2 5 +0 57 4.6 58 540
H&N‘Yaﬁlﬂ 7 §n$ ‘5.5 ‘9;5 543 653 S5e¢3
Himachal Ppadesh 4.9 T+l 4,5 4.7 545 39

Kerals

Madhye Pradesh
. Mgharashtira
Mysore

Orisse

- Punjab ,
Rejasthan
Tazdl Nadu
- Utter pPredesh
west Bengal-

-n;s'@/*
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States

Ruwal

Urban

Hindg

Maslim Ehria
7_*&13& -

7ﬁinﬁﬁ

Musiim

Crrie-
ten

INDIA

Andhra Prﬂﬁﬁah
Assam

Bihay

Gujarat

Harysna

Himachsl Pradesh
Jaomu & Kashaly
Kerala

Madhya Pradesh
Maharashira
Mysore

orissa

Punjad
Rajasthan

Tamil Hadn
Uttar Pradesh
West Bengel

5437

4,78
5,99
o8
55?

4,09
4413
5!6&

5,92

4,22
5+0%
2458

8,72

598

4,75

6.50
4,62

5.98

593
6.08
4,91
5450
5.33
4,67
545

626

5151'-

44,30

8.58

5473

ﬁu@g )

h499
T35
5.73

sttt

5,07
08

W

IR R EE]

P
®

4,37
3464
5.28
5,95
4,82
4453
4,70
4,65
4,50
5406
4,11
5416
5,04
4,90
4,55
4415
517
4,06

5.53
4,13
Se23
5.0%
5,80
4.28
3.27
L7
5e23
5.43
5.38
5490
6;@9
5495
G450
4,75
6,77
5.95

BRECERERREIRNNRRE

heSh
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Table=h: Total Marital Fertility Rate by Age at Marriage,
Educstional EStatus and Place of Reswema -
India and iﬁs £tates, 1971

TTTLiterate but . Hptric
Age aE Initerate | Tz ﬁgm«e ‘ uete &'

aga Rursl ‘B:mr  Rursl Urban  Rurel |

5111§3e5 ﬁ.gg‘ A;QQ gggﬁ 4,80 5.90  3.90
13«17 5,60 5,30 5,50 5,03 5.90 4,06

© o 1BwdZ L 5c3§ 4471 ‘ 5%5@ 4,87 5+20 3.91

23m27 4,64 3.72 4450 3460 44,27 3123
23& . 309@ 2;59 &@54 2&6@ 5325 3.48

5.56 5.0 Se85 3,93 6,06 5440
1317 %  5.54 5.07 4,90 4,91 LY 4,66
1822 5612 4427 &.zg 4,68 5,08 4,40
25w27 Se12 3419 -4 62 3.38 A.91 3425
. 284 2496 2,02 0 2420  2.81 1.26 3,18

11 gaeﬁ 5952 4,85 5,00  3.66 6426 48O

sssam . -

ﬁlli%geﬁ g.sﬁ 5468 T7.32  6.09 3.69  4.80
13«11 7.35 5,96 736 = 6.07 5,48 477
18wl2 6,66 6.37 6.,82 . 5.5 4,43 3.94

23“2? 5*@9 4,15 -‘§033 : 4090 ﬁ.ﬁﬁ 2492

811 hgen 468 4e35 ' 5.02 g8 4,79 4,17
13017 4459 4.6k . 5,25 4,88 5,05  h,14
1822 507> 4,30 W71 4,70 4,13 3.98
2527 4417 3452 - B.48 3.86 14206 3,20
28&' . P & 3tﬁé 2@6& « 153 3.30 2446
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Age ae Imtérm:e © Literate but Fatsic, Graa .
Harrie ’ o . < Hatrie ~aate & Abwa

age e e
kﬁ?gl kiﬁrban Rmi ﬁrhsm | Rg;raz.! vrban

_—

Sujorat - S

A1l Ages 6,24 5,56 .07 wQQ 4,64 3.99
13 5.9 + 30 4o 8 igz 3 by

1317 5&39 582 . 5,07 by - Dez22 Beh7

18=22 6,12 587 . B7T bu56 . 4,28 3.81

2 Bw27? "‘5 79 ' t",«i 51 . 3.89 34' ?Q ~ 3 35 3621

CALL Ages 5062 5,11 5,23 bJb 3467  b.22
i3 3 60 7

06 +60 7 , 3 o2
1 3-1-1 i 5 29 5; o9 - 5 +03 1&&56 E 4,69 aﬁi 47
18wl - 5,58 4,69 . 4,97 4,52 - 5,80 5.64
23027 3+71 4,19 : 3027 - 6,20 - 2472 3426
Z8e 388 3.8 . 3475 2245 . 2492 350

AL (e 6,13 5,08 6,07 4,96 3,76 4.53

15"‘17 5&’“‘ 5-92 A 65‘16 4,79 . 6453 Lol
18w22 529 4,74 | 3.32 4,80 - 4,19 3.98
23w27 4,67  4.58 \ 3482 - 3482 Za1§
2B+ 323 3449 . 3‘93 244 - 2450 1.87

A1l Ages 5.81 5;92 - 5;9& 5.81 . .80 546
13 B sz 5

1317 5;&5 ' 5;13 . 5480 . 5,76 5.31 H70
1B=22 = $.22 L4495 5442 5.12 5.07 b1t
23«27 4,21 366 4433 be21 4,28 354
28+ 3933 .2a77 2,91  2.76 2.84 3?5
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Age at © Illiterste i.i%emta hwa | Matrze, a:rada
Haryie o RS Matrie  uate and above

age e ——
& Rural ,‘33’@@33_ ﬁuml urm Rm-a-; p»rban

m. ages 6,10 5,23 6422 5.0 6.° 4,37

¥ 6*% 2B 6,37 giag 79 3.7%
*3"‘17 5“:5 5450 6,32 5.2 = BJO3 54,26
1822 5091 4,99 : 6,09 4,39 5,35 399

25e27 ﬁg% 3471 . 3.64  .3.87 0 3,48  3.60
- EBe 2470 nﬁgﬁg : 2##3 1.85 o 1.00 '3&#5

08 . 6, , te73

*!M? &m 538 6406 -5'13 5@,6 4,22

18a22  5.51 56458 5,60  beh0 4,76 3.59

2 3e27 4,9 3,42 5,38  3.48 2052 2400

284+ 2,48 © 2,51 3433 §§&7 S 1.58 239

413 ages 5.8 5.k 6:10  5.20 6020 b42
13 6,2 e36 1.

5.9 5.0 2 e
13417 6.1 5. 6.1 531 6.8 42
1Bor e 82 5.7 . A6 . 6.3 4,10

26+ 2.7 218 g 3.6 . 34 283

723 - 2,96 Wl 3.0
2&# 63#3 2&91 ?039 150 5.83 0«64

B A1 dges 3292 :g.?a ﬁ.{g 4,83 7498  4.26
1337 5-.;,5; 5,68 5,00  ha62 5,39 .2

2327 = 76 bai 372 ek 3.58 3,56
28s 3,45 - 3.09 = 2.87  1.82 2.50 3.06




147

pge ot Illlterate  Literate but  Matric, Grade
Marrie ' 4@6& trie ua te am! ebtwe
age e e — )
| Rural ‘grﬁag | Enral Qrban | Egral arﬁan

Rajasthan

All A&Qﬁ 6.28 k@ﬂ? 5.@3 Jémﬁs Q&‘* 3997

13 6,25 5'@@5 5+78 4,76 3#59 4&?5
1317 5.48  B.62 807 506 5.00 3049
1822 i67 533& 5:149 l&ﬂ& 3.04 59Z7
23-27 5 3493 4435 3.62 3.86 - 3,40
284 31:?2 5#“ o §05§ 1422 3,20

A1l ég&a &.?o - H492 5.30 5402 5,68 4,21
13 o445 S22  A06 4438 2.08 3.67
1397 h,7ﬁ 5,1 T ¢ by by
1822 44,34
2327 5:46
28“ kj * 3@

Yitar Py

?3 o0 528 2 ¥ : - 3.94%
1397 5.6  bubh 5.81  5.96 Sek2 a3
1822 5419 4,08 527 4,68 5.06 3,93
2329 4496 4,15 4,72 Je12 217 3.32
28+ 3.69 2,91 3.38 2,83 176 2,71

o 5# 55 ?060 2408 .@2 1 'lig“t
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Table«Ss ?I:Ma:t nwual ?eﬁiuty Rate bys Age ot Msrriage
Religion and Plsce of residence (India and Its
ﬂm’&éﬂ w 197 )

A

States = . ’3“?7,'.”"‘3“22 2327 28+
| R U R U R U R U

NDIA

Hindu | 641 5.2 5.6 4.3 4.5 3.4 3&5 205
Muslia . a9 547 62 5H42 5.6 4.1
Christian . 5

4.5 2.6
566 5.3 5.6 b 31 39 3.7 32

H . 5,& 4.6 4.9 4,2 ‘v 3.6 31 3»1 307;
M A : - 65,9 6,5 6.0 6,0 1,8 3.3 0.,86 2,1
¢ S ' 506 543 546 4.8 3.6 3.5 1 «f 140

6,7 546 5.7 5.0 b8 3.9 2,2 2.3
505 &05 &nﬁ 44,3 3.0 2,2 26 1.6
T+ 5.6 5;4 503 3.0 2.2

beh Lok 8.3 4a2 2.4 341 3@2 2.1
545 4.8 3.7 4.5 3.3 2. .
5‘5 4.9 448 3.9 342 4.7 30‘* c‘i :

img -a.é 5;1, &‘5 327 3‘2 3.5 2.6
“és 0‘5 5%9 4,% 247 b 3.3 2.5

39 5.3 ;ﬁ;_,g 5.1 4.0 6,5 z;e 2.7
506 6.9 6.9 4.2 «w 2,9 5.0 5,0
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Muslim &6 3.7 6.8 4,5 44 3.7 2.
Ghriatianxty ' 5s5 345 3.7 2.8 1.6 30@‘ W

H . 8.3 b7 5,5 4.6 3.9 3.8 4ub 2.9
M ‘ : :5¢9 ‘“g? ’559,:&0@ ‘547 3.8 2.0 3e3
L S . ) 5@3;*6g1 jﬁi%f 348 5,0 2,2 2.5 5.0

B . . 5,9 56,8 6,9 4,6 4,1 3.6 3.2 2.9
B 76,7 5.5 447 4.2 8.2 3.9 3.2
¢ : . . hé&: 515: 5a5f gtd"&ngf 4‘3 547 3&5

7.3 6.8 5.4 6,3 bub 34 2,2 2.2
) ﬁbjf 6.3 B 5.3 4.7 4,3 2.5 2.7
'_609; &égc 6&1? “i?: ﬁtg" 33 2.5 2.7

5.7 442 5.5 3.9 3.6 3.2 2,3 2.3
9 T 0.6 5.0 5&4‘ 3;7 2.8 24
i 7&6j @63 Ha2 ; & ol ﬁgé. 3:6 3.7 2.7

axRx
L J
kel
]
ijﬁ

8.3 17 5.3 44 47 37 3.2 2.7
6.9 a.& 7.@ 5.2 me 3.8 a.s 2.9

5.7 1.6
6.8 3.1

941 5.1 10,9 ba)
C10.8 5.1 10.6

| 4,
10w A3 134 ts, 1"

ﬂftli



Table=5s cemm/ -

s " —— o
B

States 1317 18~22  E3w27 284

Hindw 509 4.8 5.3 haS 6.2 6.2 1.7 2.8
Huelim 6.6 6.5 B.0 6.3 5.4 5.9 2.5 3%3
Christian Be3 4,3 5;@ 547 4,7 5.1 6.0

3
had
.
£
o
o
W
s
»
%
£An
. .
w‘,
b
»
A
Bl
»
LY,
&
.
“3
k
+*
434

13 “
515 4:3 5.6 419 40 hp 37 2.3

B - R 9»3 ' ‘399' 5@3 ) “0‘3' ‘0.6 . P
¥ Tad 6,2 042 5,5 6,0 4.5
¢ 540 52 3.9 4,5 7.5 3.3

H - Tt 4,2 513 ' 3;5 30? 2«59 ‘%9 2.5
M : : 8.2 Dult 6,9  he2 349 2.6 LS 2.6
¢ ‘ ' g.B 546 3e3 Dt 3.6 2;9' 3.0
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