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Figure 1 Total Fertility Rate, Ideal Number of Children, and Number of Children Born in Japan
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Fertility infention, Fertility Behavior and Ferfility Level

Fertility level of a population is an aggregated outcome of individuals - fertility behaviors which are in turn deter-
mined by their fertility intentions. While there is a relatively definite relationship between fertility behavior and fertility lev-
el, there are substantial differences in understanding the relationship between fertility intention and fertility behavior.
There are contrasting opinions, with some believing that ferfility intention equais fertility behavior while some others ar-
guing that they are not equal and fertility behavior can be greater or smaller than fertility intention. The reason why fer-
tility intention fails to represent fertility behavior in China is that people express their fertility intentions just responding fo
the fertility policy, their actual fertility performance will be a different thing. Therefore actual fertility can be hardly predic-
ted from fertility intention. In examining the intriguing relationship between fertility intention, fertility behavior and fertility
level, four scholars were invited to present theoretical arguments or empirical evidence to shed lights on this relation-
ship in the context of below — replacement fertility in China.

Professor Zheng Zhenzhen, from the Institute of Population and Labor Economics at Chinese Academy of Social
Sciences, is a leader of a 5 - year research project on ferfility intention and fertility behavior in Jiangsu Province where,
different from the most of the provinces, the one - child policy has been enforced both in the urban and rural areas of
the province over the last three decades and a two - child policy has been recently applied to rural couples whose ei-
ther side is an only child. As a result of these policies, the share of the only - child population is on the increase, and
when more and more of them become marriageable, couples eligible for having two children are also on the rise.
However , survey data show that there are not many of the couples eligible for having two children are wanting to have
two, and very few have actually done so. Dr Mao Xiaohong, from Beijing Institute of Population Research, has been
involved in multiple surveys in Beijing to examine fertility intention and behavior, and the surveys yield converging pat-
tern of very low fertility intention between urban and rural areas. Professor Yang Juhua, from the Center for Population
and Development Studies at Peoples University of China, presents an insightful perspective on the relafionship between
fertility infention and behavior, arguing that there are three types of deviations, namely, deviation between fertility in-
tenfion and fertility desire, deviation between fertility desire and fertility decision, and deviation between fertility decision
and fertility behavior. Professor Zhou Yun, from the Department of Sociology at Peking University, brings us develop-
ments in Japan regarding fertility intention and ferfility behavior. Deviations have been enlarging over the last three dec-
ades between fertility intention and fertility behavior, as a result of declining actual fertility while basically unchanging
desired fertility. The reasons that Japanese women state why they are actually not having children are strikingly similar
to those reported by women in Jiangsu Province. Despite the above discussion, there is a lot more that need to be
done 1o befter understanding the relationship between fertility intention, fertility behavior and fertility level.

(FHEHE: R & ki E.2011-03)





