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1 : %o, %
PN R BE (4 F H) + E 4
' CBR CDR PGR CBR CDR PGR CBR CDR PGR
1950~ 55 45.1 23.4 212 43 8 251 1. 87 45.4 25. 4 200
1955~ 60 45.0 209 242 36 1 0.7 1. 53 44. 8 22 226
1960~ 65 43.7 18.8 247 380 17. 1 207 42 4 19. 8 226
1965~ 70 41.8 168 247 36 6 10.9 2 61 40. 6 17.7 228
1970~ 75 39.7 150 242 286 63 221 38 4 15.9 224
1975~ 80  37.4 13. 4 234 215 6.7 1. 48 34. 8 13.9 208
1980~ 85  36.0 121 235 20 4 66 1.38 33.7 128 208
1985~ 90  34.0 10.9 224 221 6.7 1. 53 320 1.5 204
1990~ 95 314 10 1 206 183 7.3 1. 08 29.6 10.2 1.91
95~ 2000 289 9.6 1. 86 16 2 7.0 0.90 27.0 9.1 1. 76
# 4%k % : UN, Word Population Prospects, New York, 2003
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ABSTRACT

Sex Preference in Childbearing for Chinese Women

Liu Shuang, Center for Population and Development Siudies, Renmin Unive sity ¢ China

Using data from two reproductive health surveys in 1997 and 2001 and the 2000 census, this paper examines characteristics and pat
terns of sex preference and sex selection in childbearing for Chinese women by looking at sex ratio at last birth, pariy progression ratio
by number of children a woman has, and childbearing and child survival by different sex combinations of previous children. Sex pref
erence and the subsequent sex selection is the underying force driving sex ratio at birth to be abnormal.

Abnormal High Sex ratios at Birth and the Family Planning Policy in China

Yuan Xin, Institute ¢ Pop ulation and DevelopmeniResearch, Nankai University
Shi Hailong, China Nationd Population and Family Planring Commission

A combination of several factors explain the rising sex ratio at birth in China over the past two decades. While the culture of son prefer-
ence and socio— economic development are the root cause, dedning fertility reinforces the practice of sex selection through using teds-
niques for sex identification and abortion. Chingd s family planning policy is one of the factors, but not the only factor, contributing to
fertility decline. No evidence is available to suggest that there is a casual relationship between the family planning policy and abnormal
high sex ratio a buth in China.

Lag and Telescoping: Featuring Fertility Transition in China

Li Jianxin, Sociology Department, Peking University
Jow— Ching Tu, Sociology D artment, H ongkong Institute of Technology

One of the major differences in demographic transition between developing and developed countries is that fertility transition in develop-
ing countries lags behind mortality transition. Being the larges developing country, China has the same situation, but further more,
China is also characterized by telescoping of fertility transition, resembling China’ s modemization pattem. Iag and telescoping are u

nique feathers of fertiliy transition n China.

Defining Population Security

Zhai Zhenwu and Ming Yan, Center for Population and Development Studies, Renmin University ¢ China

Population securiy, which is different from human security, is a concept proposed by Chinese scholars. It falls into categories of non
— traditional area of security, involving security of population itself and of other objects on which population has important influence.
Changes in population and demographic factors should be in favour of both subjective and objective securiy.

Marriage for University Students: Advantages versus Disadvantages

Zhang Xiaobing and Wang Daguan, Qfice ¢ Legal System, Ministry o Education o China
Wang Xinging, Party Commitiee, Rernmin University  China

Tan Lin, Instiute f Women’ s Studies, All- China Women Federation

Hou Jiawei, Center for Popudation and Development Studies, Rermin Umversity ¢ China

Univesity undergraduate students were vitually not allowed to marry according to the Ministty of Education’ s 1990 regulations on
management of university students. The regulations were revised in 2005, which removed barriers to mamiage for universiy undergrad-
uate students. This has inspired a lot of debate on jurisprudeniial explanations for the revision, the right to marry for undergraduate
students, potential consequences of the revision and its challenges to management of university students and reproductive healh ser-
vices. For a more formal discussion on these issues, policy— makers directly involved in the revision, university leaders, researchers,
and students are invied to write on the related issues. The revision has major jurisprudential and theoretical implications rather than
practical importance.



