Value of Children Concept: A Framework
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P'"EHE acceptance of limitation in family size can not

be without reference to morms and values of
family building in society. Such norms are set up on
the existing level of mortality and other environmental
factors which place value judgement on variables
associated with family buildimg like age at marriage,
expectation about the first pregnancy, birth interval
between successive pregnancies and the completed
family size. So, it is certain that values that parents
ascribe to children do not develop in a vacuum. These
values reflect physical and social environment in
which the parents of today have lived as children
earlier. Children assume certain roles and values, and
families continue with such perception. International
experience indicates that even those so called modern
- families are. quite slow in chaages when it comes to
* the vaines of chiidren und their role. Family building
practices continiie unchanged even when living pattern
undergoes substantial changes. :

Tt will be seen, thercfore, that change in the factors.
associated with the family building and use of family

planning methods means a major change in the
atiitnde of individuals. A major break may be re-
quired from traditional norms and set practices of
the society. Such transformation requires basic
understanding of how-the norms and values have
.been formed and then hitting  at their roots to
change those norms. Indepth understanding has to
be developed as to why people need early and large

 family. Trom the supposed favourable attitude

towards large families, people must gradually under-
‘stand and realise that targe families are a ‘liability’

and notan ‘asset’. This idea has to be reinforced:
“with the advantages of small family size. Thus, accep~ 3 i
‘ such earnings.can start- from very young age, (i)

dance of family plannizg will, to a large extent,
" depend on the realisation that large family is a liabi-
ity and small family an asset. T T

With-this hypothesis in mind, this paper makes

‘an attempt to discuss why our society places high
value on large number of children.  What dre the
aspects of living which need changes before changing
the operating norms of high value of children? ‘The
implications are that it will be necessary first to under-
stand why children still have very high value in our
society before one can make efforts to change the
porm of early and large family size.

Factors affecting Values of Children

Several socio-economic factors determine values .

" of children in a society. Some might emphasize large
family, while others may assume it {0 be a burden
which parents have to bear. Such positive and nega-
tive factors contribute towards developing a norm
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“his individual circumstances.

about value of children. The value an individual
places on children is composed of this set- norm and’
In the following para-
graphs, an attempt will be made to review various
studjes reflecting values which are placed on children.

(A) Factors assigning positive values to  number of

children:
(a) Ecoromic Factors: In an agricultural country
like india, children cam provide extra hands to work
on the farms They can supplement family income by

“working for others or they can take care of smaller

children in the house so that mether can go for
outside work and bring earnings for the family. This
economic contribution of the child starts from very
young age. Thus, they become economic assets from
very early age. in additiom to being assets, their sco-
nomic liability is almost nil, specially so in families.
where there are afready large number of children,

Besides the general economic valug of children, a
couple of studies have indicated utility of children for
4 specific need like meeting fuel needs of the family.
They are sentsto colleet dung used for fuelin the
househiold.! Another study has estimated the number
of children required to collect fuel enough for the
family, it is reported that a poor household needs as
many as 4.5 children to forge and collect fuel
adequate enotigh to meet its very modest energy
needs.® o ‘ ‘

In summary, it has been reported that (i) eco-
nomic vaiue of work of children is more than their

.upkeep and consumption; - (ii}* their earnings are

some times essential to meet the family expenditure—

their help in the agricultural field or famly business

. is better and more consistent, than available on hire

basis, and (iv) economic sécurity of the family is
more certain. : 4

" (b) Social and Psychological Fuctors: In lower and
middle class farnilies in India, the number of children
are associated with social status, more the number of
living children higher the prestige. Larger family and
particularly larger number of -soms reflect strength,
power and prosperity. '

. An carly birth is ‘genarally- preferred to secure
respectable and- stable position for the bride in the -
home of mother-in law. Second child is borne to give

company to fiest. She lives in an environment where
“larger number of children of her older sister-in-law
-has given her more powers in the family, thus repro-

duction goes on to acquire more powers, more social
prestige ‘in household affairs ‘by bearing morc sons.
THis is a great source of emotional and psychologieal
“satisfaction. It has been reported that—
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(1) women's place in the home of her mother-in-law
is more secure if she has larger number of
children, especially sons;

(ii} her social power is dependent on the number of
children she has;

(iii) her living environment in home is more con-
ducive to positive association between emotio-
nal satisfaction and number of children,

(c) Family Building Facfors: The important
considerations in family building in India are (1) early
maternity to prove fertility of women and make her
place secure in the family, and (ii) to have sons as old

age economic and social security for parents, conti- -

nuity of lineage and to” perform last religious rites.
While the first consideration indicates early beginning
of reproductive life, the second and’ third ones suggest
-continuation of reproductive life. for longer time
period. The latter becomes essential because of high
_ mortality, particularly infant mortality. Two hypo-
~ theses are generally stated in regard to high infant
mortality, First deals with the replacement idea for
lost child and second with the insurance for possi-
bility of loss of a child in future. Both these hypo-
theses suggest that several extra children are borne by
_couples ' either to make up for the loss of children
which might have occurred or to make sure.that some
survive even after future toll of mortality. An idea of
the extra number of children which are required be-
cause of high infant mortality can be had from a simu-

lation study which shows that it would be necessary.

-for a mother to. bear five children to be 95 per cent
- certain that one son survives father’s 50th birthday.?

~ (d) Preference for Sons:. The parents feel the need
~ for at least one surviving son for the family to fulfil.
. it8 economié, social and religious roles.  Therefore in
.a study, 83 per cent couples had reported that they
would ~have four or more ‘girls before halting
their attempt to have a son and 50 per cent were pre-.
. pared to have six or more girls to get a son.? A re-
. ‘view of literature indicates that couplés have indicat-
ed preference for two surviving son family, oné -can

- easily guess the family size- required 1o have two

" surviving sons—about six children onan average. -

“(B) Factors aqsigrzfﬁg negative values to larger number
" of children: IR . ‘
(a) Economic Factors: Bringing up a child is a full

- time job for a mother. With .infant or small child at.

‘home she has to discontinue her activity-outside home
especially in  puclear families. Therefore, bearing
child deprives the household of the extra incom

brought in by the lady of the house, : -

X "La'rgcr‘ number of children in-a f'amily i;cie'ans dis-

. tribution of limited resources of the family among.

all its members. This is especially so in families where
" children are sent to-school (involving some mipimum
- expenditure). This attitude is reflected by parents
(in-various surveys) when they reported that they do
ot want more children because they arc unable to

‘provide bare necessities to large number of children-

" or ‘“can not afford more children™.
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(b) Changing Social System: More and moré
parents have started realising that children provide
€conomic security is a mere myth. It has been almost
impossible for people to provide for their dependents
adequately and, therefore, grown up children from
their own families move away from joint family and
utilise their meagre income to provide for their own
wife and children. In this way, parents do not recejve
support. This changing social system has been re-
flected by Kumudini Dandekar® when she brought
out that links betwéen child bearing and economic
security in old age to parents is not strong as is
usually imagined, :

" "Schooling, clothing and giving nutritious food has
been now well accepted responsibility of the parents
towards their children, more so because of recent .
phenomena of relative comparison of one’s own child-
ren with neighbours. This changed concept of child

‘rearing has increased cost of rearing children and

created negative value for large number of children.

The notions on role and functions of female and
male children are gradually changing. Preference for -
sons still persists but its ‘intensity’ has definitely
changed. Therefore, people. accept female children, -
and are not prepared to go in for indefinite number
of female children to have a specific number of $0Ns:’

(©) Mortality reductions: Though mortality. has

started declining from the thirties, it is only recently

that jts realisation has come to individuals. “The per- -
ception about mortality of children has undergone
change. This changed perception will' tend to redtice
the need for large family, as replacement and in-

surance to mother in larger family size will not be .- -

‘Important consideration any more, - A ‘
(d) Health Factors: An idea that smaller number. .-

and.well spaced children are healthier has taken roots . ..°.

in the society. Similarly, the perception of association
between mother’s health and number of children has

“also'led to realisation for small family. The larger :
number of children borne too often and too close are . . . -

detrimental to “their own -health and that of their
mother. Similarly, maternity at earlier ages and Jater .

ages of the reproductive life has been seen to be-harm- - ,.'.:
- ful both for the mother and the child.e R

A Research Framework
. Factors have been listed, some of which assign

‘positive value to number of children and some nega-

tive: A some total of this decides how much value an
individual couple places on children. Though overall -
value of children is determined by sum of the positive

-and negative values, there are separate set of variables

which affect value of children for mother, father or

“the family as whole. Therefore, an interesting frame- o

work will be to consider the variables which deter-
mine value of children to each of these groups

- (Mother, Father, Family separately). This framework
not only has benefit of . clarifying the factors which - -

go into meking the level of value placed on children,
but also provide readymade arcas which can be taken

“while. formulating educational (extension) activitics




for bringing about change in them. The framework
on the variables affecting value of children can be
expressed in the following three main categories md
eleveﬂ sub-categories,

riables affecting the value of children for mother:

7
) .Pﬂ!fh of mothar

1
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{i Edrly age at first birth distorts physical
growth of mother;

(i1} Children at shorter intervals
mother’s and children’s health;
- (iii) Too many children exhaust her.
(b} First child establishes. place of mother in her
in-law’s home,
(¢) Value of daughter
(i) help in housshold chores;
(ii) help in taking care of other chil

(111) help to mother if she works ou suie_.
(d) Value of son .
(i) security after husband.
Sacrifice '

(1) social life;
(ii) work opportumty

affect

dven:
LES Qv i Y

£
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2. Variables affecting value of children for father:
" (f) Son provides helping hand

(1) Agricultural work;

(ii) Houschold busmess :

Agy Son shares household choves
(i) Inside the house;
(i1) Outside the house.-
(h) Religious values

{i} Funeral ritss;

(ii) Other rehglous rites.

3. Varmble' affecting value of children for famzly;'

(Y Source of mcreasmg aﬁ'@ctmrg

(i) Between husband and wife; -
" (ii) Between parents and grand parents.

(_1) Economic. condition of famxly
(i) Bringing addltional mgome;

(i) Provides additional hands reduces need -

for hiring labour from outside;
“(iii) Economic security in old age;
(iv) Economic burden-shares limited 1eS0UICes
of the family.
(&) Social and culiural. value

" (i) Social prestige; . '
(11} Emotional satisfaction during young age

and old age (through grand children); -
(iii) Continuijty of lineage;-

{iv) Soclal cosi-parents have io sacrifice soclcui
life:

(v) Source of 'friction-parents dlbagrecment
on certain decisions about children,

14

Discussion : ‘

As indicated in the above framework, information
on factors related to value (or cost) of children is
available in scattered fashion in VdI'IOUS studies. More
siress is ngcﬂ 10 other t’iCD::Ulilw value in Western
culture, where attempts have been made to dabble
with values and cost of children either by building a
theoretical frame based on logic or on the basis of
field enquiries” ®® 19 3, Anthropojogicai approach
has been made by Moni Mag!* in Java and Nepal to
observe actual functioning of children and assess their
vatues. This approach, though very realistic has great
limitation in terms of time and effort it requirés,
The coverage of aspects on value of children by this
approach is also limited.

In India, not minch efforis have been put to study
value of children except some macio esiimates on the
saving or benefit or preventing one birth.1® There are
other studies dealing with cost of Dbringing up
childrenl?® 15 16 27,

Thege studies are limited in scope because— .

(1) No systematic field study based through composite
ﬂnnt‘gﬁch hag heen nrg_dv‘ r'“14:«:1'1 on socio-demo-
graphlc psycho-economic and health aspecis of
children in India. Only aspects covered are finan-
cial, costs and economic value.

{2) Studies done so far do not bring out differences
in value of children, rearing practices by religion.

(3)1t is not known whether impact of changing

- family structure alongwith changed or altered
gconomic activities of family make large number
of children disfunctional particularly in non-

- agrarian and urban solutions. - '

© {4) No study except one or two case studxes oni tlme

devoted by parents te each of -their children or
txmc devoted by other family - members on chﬂdu
‘ren’s rearing up activities have been attempted.

‘(S) Studies do not explam how the cost of the second,

third or fourth child varies from the cost of rear-
ing the first child,

The above framework is based more on individial
observations. Some variables are known to affect value

. - of children but details like whether specific - variable
.- operates for a'specific setting like rural, _
~‘known. Also not known is the fact whether some

urban is not

particular parity orders have a greater. effect on parti-
cular variable, The reason forlack of such details is

“because’ no effort has been made to study value of
- children in a systematic fashion. The discussion given. -

above is also based on sc:attercd mformanon in
various studies.

A study is overdus 1o explore ali (or most) of the

_ variables listed in the:above framework. This study

should confine not only to positive or nepgative effect
of the factors on the value of children but should alsc
assess changes which. are coming alongwrth the
changed environment. It also has to assess the reasons

- why people still feel positive value of the “variables '

when society is undergoing social, cultural and eco-

' nomic changes rapidly. This type of study will be

Very uscful for the family welfa.re programme educa-
. (C’onrmaed on page 22)
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Tttar Pradesh

SNA L.L.R. Hospital, School of Nursing,

Kanpur 30100
SNA Unit, School of Nursing, $.V.B.P.

Hospital, Meerut _ 101-00
SNA Unit, School of Nursing, U.H.M.

Hospital, Kanpur 201-00
SNA Unii, School of Nursing,

Balrampur Hospital, Lucknow 38-00

A54-00

West -Bcngai
TNAI West Bengal Statc Branch . 201-00
SNA Unit Kalimpong Branch, Darjeeling 100-00

- §NA Unit, Calcutta National Medical

College and Hospital, Caleutta 101.00
SNA Unit, N.T.C., Darjeeling ©150-00
SNA Unit, N.T.C. National Training )

Cenire, Krishnagar 50-00
SNA Unit N.R.8.M.C, Hospital,

Calcutta . - 201-00
SNA Unit A.G. Hospital, School of '

- Nursing, Calcuita ‘ 100-00
YNA Unit Burdwan Medical College
Hospital, Burdwan ‘ _ 121-00
“§NA Unit E.S.1. Hospital, Calcutta 22500
Ms. Chitra Chouhan, Treasurer,

West Bengal Branch 100-00 .
Mrs. Malabika Das Gupta & Safali Das,

Calcutia 153-00

1,502-00

Genis o Ty

100 metres—1st Prize: Mr Moses Gaikwad, Train-

ing, College of Nursing, Miraj Medical Centre, Miraj,

 Maharashtra; 2nd Prize: Mr. P. Pradeep, College of

Nersing, Trivandrom, Kerala; 3rd Prize; Mr Dhar-

mendra Bhatti, School’ of Nursing; :Jamnagar,
Gujarat. - L

Shoi Pui—Ist Prize: Mr Tony Thomas, College of

" Nursing, Kottayam, Kerala; 2nd Piize: Mr Michael

" PDevkule, College of WNursing, Wanless Hospital,

- {Continued from page I8)
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Discuss Throw—1Ist Prize: Mr Michael Devkule,
College of Nursing, Wanless Iospital, Miraj, Maha-
rashira: Znd Prize; ¥ic P. Pradeep, College of Nuising,
Medical College, Trivanditum, Kerala: 3rd Prize: -Mr
Bindhachal, LLR Hospital, Kanpur, UP.

Javelin Throw——1Ist  Prize; Mr Michal Devkile,

- College of Nursing, Wanless Hospital, Miraj, Maha-

rashtra; 2nd Prize: Mr P. Pradeep, College of Nurs-
ing, Mcdical College, Trivandrum, Kerala; 3rd Prize;

Mr Ramanuj Pal, School of Nursing, Balrampur

Miraj, Maharashtra;, =
tional activities; Keeping this need in mind, the
- National Institute of Health ‘and: Family Welfare is

_planning to undertake a detailed study on the value
- of children.” - S '

. References

1. Diane, Kaplan Vinokur {1575): Saiisfaciion and cosis of

- ehildren in Family Pldunlog-—-Delisions of parenis.

‘Michigan, Social Work Education and Planning Project,

. The University of Michigan 38 p, ) .

- 2. Mitra, Ashok (1976): Issués in fadian Population Policy.
Demography India. 5 (1-2). 6-7.. _ o

3, Heer, D.M. (1968): Son survivorship motivation and
.- f{amily size in Indiat A Computor simuiation. Pepulation
_ Srudies. 22 (2): 199-210. _ : _ _

4, Poffen Berger,; T. (1968): Husband wife communication and

motivatiqnalgspecw of popuiation control in an -Indian -

village, New Delhi.

5. Dandekar, Kumudini (1975): Link between Rural atti-

indes o family size or absence (or availability) of social -

" gsecurity protection in ola age, disability or orphanhood
in rural areas in Asia, IN: Report of the Asian Regional
‘Symposium of National specialists on population aspects
of rural security Bangkok, International Labéur Orga-
nisation, pp. 122-152.- : -

6. World Health Organisation (1973): Family Formation
- patterns and health—A4 collaberative study, Geneva, World -

. Healih Organisation pp. A74.445, - 7
7, Pecker, Gaty 8. (1950): An economic analysis-of fertility.
- IN: Demographic and Feonomic Cthange in developed

countries. Princeton. Princeton Universily Press (Univer-

sity National Bureau Conference Series No. t1),

27

5

(Centinued from page 14)

Hospital, Lucknow, UP. -~ =

8. Basteilin, Richard A. {1975): Aa Economic Framework
for Fertility analysis. Srudies in Family Plamning 6 (3): . -
54.63. ‘ i : : e o

o, Enke, Stephen ( 973} Bconomic argumenis for redycing. -
fertility. /N: Pr.ceedings of Geweral Conferenee of Inter-
national Tnion for the Scientific Study of Popularion .
Liege, International Usion for the Scientific study of-

.- population, pp. 351-364.- " ° - : o

10 Husli, Terence . (1977 Ffack child brings its own
Jortune-—An Enguiry in io  the value. of Children in a
Tavanese village. Un-published Ph.D3. dissertation Can-.

 berra, Australjian Natioaal University. - -

11 Mueller, Eva (1977): The Economic value of children in
peasant agriculture . 1ot Population and Development, ed,
b Ronald G Ridekar. Baltimore, Johno Hopkins Univer-
sity Press. - ) o

12. Mag, Moni et al {1978): An anthropological_ dpproach to
the study of the economic value'of children in Java and
Mepal. Current dnihropology 19 (2). L

13. Mehta, Ramesh (1971%: Review and Analysis “of Cé.st-..—
benefit studies, New Delhi, Planning Section, Depart-

ment of Famity Planning. Ministry of Health and Family -
Planning. p.-112 (emimeo). o o

14. Shrivastava A B.L, et al (1974} A Review of the Indian
studiesgon cost analysis -in Health, NIHFW Bulletin
8 (1): 29. o . e

15, ‘Samusl, T.J. (1963 and 1964): The Cost of Children in

india. AICC FEcowemic Review. October 15, 1963 and:
March 24, 1964, p. 19 and 31 o . .
i6. Loika, Alfred 1. {1947): The Money Value of Man. New
York, The Ronal Press Co. p. 370 .
17. Indian Institute of Public Opinion (1964); The Invest.
ment in Youth Till the Age of Majorily. Quarterly Eeo-
nomic Report. 19:(3): 15 28. : o

" THE NURSING JOURNAL OF-INDIA




