University of Warwick, Department of Sociology, 2014/15
SO 326: POPULATION AND SOCIAL CHANGE (Richard Lampard)

Questions for the Week 9 seminar: Contemporary fertility - timing, spacing and numbers of births.

1. What is the contraceptive confidence idea? Why should it affect birth numbers/timing/spacing? (Ní Bhrolcháin).

2. What is the “New Home Economics Model”? (Ermisch). Compare and contrast it with Busfield and Paddon’s perspective on fertility (see Lecture handout).

3. What is Easterlin’s theory of fertility? What are the central ideas of Fundamentalists and Pragmatists? (Simons)

4. Are childless couples ‘born’ or ‘made’? (Campbell)

5. Do some (fertile) women remain childless because of a ‘free choice’? (Morell)

6. How consistent is single motherhood with familism [i.e. the structuring of society around the family as a basic unit?] (Gordon)

7. To what extent in contemporary Britain is fertility a reflection of (women’s) choices and to what extent is it a reflection of economic, cultural, technological and demographic constraints?

The three alternative pairs of key readings are:

Ní Bhrolcháin, M. 1988. ‘The Contraceptive Confidence Idea: An Empirical Investigation’, Population Studies 42.2: 205-225. [J]
AND
Campbell, E. 1985. The Childless Marriage. London: Tavistock. [Chapter 8: pp137-143]. [1C]
Ermisch, J. 1982. ‘Investigations into the causes of the post-war fertility swings.’ In Eversley, D. and Kollmann, W. (eds) Population Change and Social Planning. London: Edward Arnold. [1C]

AND

Morell, C. 1994. Unwomanly Conduct: The Challenge of Intentional Childlessness. London: Routledge. [Chapter 3: pp48-70]. [2C]

Simons, J. 1977. ‘Developments in the Interpretations of Recent Fertility Trends in England and Wales’. In Hobcraft, J. and Rees, P. (eds) Regional Demographic Development. London: Croom-Helm. [1C]
AND
Gordon, T. 1994. Single Women. Basingstoke: Macmillan. [pp147-155]. [2C]
Please read the pair of readings with an asterisk next to it.
The balance of the attention paid to the economic, cultural and demographic determinants of patterns and change within the above readings varies. An article which provides a broader perspective (including from a longer-term historical point of view) and, to an extent, synthesises the approaches evident within the above items, is as follows: 

Irwin, S. 2000. ‘Reproductive regimes: Changing relations of inter-dependence and fertility change’, Sociological Research Online 5.1: (151-167). [J]

[Number = Number of hard copies of item in Library; C = Online ‘Course Extract’; J = Journal available online].
