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1. INTRODUCTION -

The hisfory of population movements io Ireland
presents many unusual features in comparlson thh other
countries of the Western world. The effect on naturez
population increase of a high average age at marriage,
~ogether with a high proportioo of men and.womenwwho
never marry af ell, was offsef.by a large family size:io
married couples, the natural populatlon increase in
turn was.offset by a high emigratlon rate, resultlng,

unt11 qulte rece“tly, in a steady decllne in populatlon

size,

There have been some indications in- recent
years to the effect that these tendencies, if not re- -
versed, are at least being modified. The.appearance of
the 1961 POpulathu Cenous volumes, together w1th the
Reports on Vital Statlstlcs up to 1962, permlt an analysls
of demographic characterlstlcs for a time not too far |
removed from the_current date. _Comperisona may be ‘
effected w1th the p031t10n at prev1ous datea, though no

attempt w1ll be made here to go back further than 1926,

the year of the first Populat1on Census in the Free Statec.

The'enalysis'presented here does not claim to
be ex’ -~ustive. The improved collection of vital
rtatlot;Co 1ntroduced in the 195Gs now yields a good
deal of materlal whlch awalts a more detalled analyoie.
Some of thls work may be done off1cxally, other parts may

be 1eft to this 1nvest1gator and others worklng in the

1

field of populatlon. Interrelatlonshlps between

populatxon and ezonomic factors are only touched upon



here, and nd projection beyoﬁd the neapr future hags yet been
made.

All that is attempted is to study some of the
salient features in the fields of deaths, marriages,
births, labour force and migration. ~ The method of
indirect standardisation, in which actual figures are .
compared with those expectquon the basis of some

assumption, has been extensively applied.

2. MORTALITY

The c¢rude death rate, representing the number
of deaths in relation to population size, was in the
region of 14 per thousand from the ;9203 until after the
war, when it fell to a lower..level of about 12 per 1,00C0;
since the early 195Cs there has been néfﬁoticeable.further
change. However, the crude death rate is not a fully
satisfactory measure of mortality, and it shouid not ﬁe
concluded that mortality conditions have remained static

in the last_decade.

e

The best way of %?asuriQ&TWOPfaiitynﬁsqby meanst
- gt [P I N ol ot L

sty
of the life table, showing the number of persons out of
an initial total which, at existing mortélity conditions,
may be expected to reach various ages. Official life
tables have beén published for the average of three years
around each Fopulation Census, the most recent one

referring“to the years 195C-52, though no doubt, a life

table for 1960-62 will be published in due course.
it cL

Whilst the construction of a fgll life. table
is laborious, therg.is no difficulty in computing an
abridgeq}i%ée tabie, giving the number of survivdrs at
age 1, 5iéﬁd at subsequent bH-year inter&als up to about
85 . This has therefore been done both for males and
females with regard to 1960-62. In addition, similar

life tables have been constructed for 1955-57, but these,



being based not on an exact population count but merely
on an estimatedfage dlstrlbutlon of the population are
more tentatlve and have only been used to estimate the

life expectatlon at blrth.

Table 1 gives the abridge d llfe tables for
196GC-62, shownﬁtggether with extracts from the full life

tables for 1950-52 (rounded for comparison}).

Table 1. Survivors to each age, 195C-52 and 1960-62

Males Females
Age 195G-52 196C-=62 1950-52 "196C-62
Officially | Unofficial | COfficially Unofficial
~Published ‘EBstimate '] Published Estimate -
0 1C, GO0 . 10,00C . 16,00C | 10,000
1 9,609 9,668 . 9,610 9,741
5 | 9,409 9,617 - 9,526 .. |:. 9,697
ic | 9,368 9,592 5,492 9,676
15 ,‘3,337 . .9,573 9,46C 1. 9,663 .
2¢° |7 Y9 a8 ' 9,539 ’ 9,399 9,645
25 9,192 9,49C 9,306 - 9,613
3C 9,088 9,432 9,198 9,676
35 8,966 9,36C 9,078 S,513
4C 8,818 5,256 .. 8,926 . 9,423
45 8,62C 9,108 8,743 9,304
5G- 8,324 8,872 { , §,498 #9245,
BE - 7,882 | 8,464 8,148 8,793
- 60 7,25C 7,849 7,636 -+ 81,3835
85 6,386 6,946 6,911 : 7,748
70 5,227 5,717 5,892 6,806
78 | 5,776 4,267 4,469 5,435
80 2,176 2,644 | 2,782 3,684
85 2 Tol 2NN © 1,129 1,338 1,859

The table shows, for example tnat more than
one- half of all boys born may,.w1th ex1stigg mgrtality.
condltlons, be expected to survive to the age.of 75, and
over oﬁe—half of all éirls born, to the age(of‘7$. There
has been én épbreciabie increase iﬁ thehleﬁgth of life
during the 195Cs, and. the. differential in favour of women

appears.to have become more marked.

'From the life table, the expectatlon of llfe
at birth may be dcrlved ahow1ng the arlthmetlc mean of
the number of years which a new- born toy or g1r1 w1ll llve

under present condltlon . In comparison with previous



N

periods, the picture presented by Table 2 is obtained.

Table 2., EBxpectation of
life at birth 1925-27 to 1960-62

Males Females

* Period years years
1925-27 57.4 57.9
1935-37 | 58.3. 59.6
1940-42 59..0 61.0
194547, 60.5 62 .4
1950-52 . 64.5 | 67.1
1955-57 - 67.¢ |  vo.1
1960-62, 68.0 71.7

It is cleafly seen that the trend towards a
longer'life, evident at all timesland particularly so
immediately after the last war,.has continued. Mo;e4
over,. women's'life expectation wﬁich was hardly different
from that of men in the 1920s has.increased féeter and is

now almost four years greater.

The expectation of 1ife at birth is a useful
summary measﬁre but conceals some interesting features.
The improvement in mortality conditions has nbt'invafiably

beeg(eyenly distributed over the various age groups of the

_population. A broad picture of these variations is.

presented in Table 3.

Infant mortality remained practically constant
between the 1920s and 1940s but fell then, and the fall
has continued. In this age group, the sex differential

in mortality has, if anything, become narrower.

~ - 'Afong®children, young adults and middle-aged

" women, on the . other hand,. the reduction in mortality has

been steady and substantial, Seen in one way, the
improvement is most spectacular in the case of children;
6 out of every 100 children aged one were expected to die

before reaching the . .age of fifteen in the 1920s, but only



Table 3. Survivor ratios between selected
ages( )1925-27 to 1960 62

835 | 1955 1540 T 1945 [ 195C [ 1960
.. Ages ] o
-37 -37 | -42 -47 -52 -62
oto .a: | .. |- .| ’
Males 92.3 82.0191.9 ] 92,5 | 96,14 | 96.7
Females | 93.7 | 93.7 | 93.6 | 93.9 | 96.1 | 97.4
1 to 1i5: -
Males 94,3 $5.1196.1} 97,04 98.2:4 99.C
Females 94.G} 95.2 | 96.65 97 .2 98.4 | 99.2
15 to 45: ' o ” e
Males 85.2 | 87.0(87.7 | 89.3 | 92.3 [ 95.1
Females 83.9 | 86.1 | &§6.7 88.5 92.4 | 96.3
45 to 65: | - - | ' ;
Males 7G.2 69.8 71.2 72.1{ 74.1 ] 76.3
Females 7G.3 71.9 73.8 75.6 ) 79.3 | 83.3 .
66 to 30:
Males | 37.6 | 36.5 |, 34.6| 32.6| 34.0 | 38.1
Females 40.8 39.8'”33:3"38.4 CAG B |-47 (B
1 ont'ef'lOchhildren is now-so liable.. .There was and

is nfecticelly'no*differemce“betweenlboys and -girls. in |
this respect Chances of ourv1val used to be somewhat
more- favourable for’ young men tnan for young women, but

thenposition'has now been reversed.

. The dlfferencee between the mortallty
experlence of the ¢CX€S becomes-more marked in’ middle ang
advancéd age. - Thc lmprovement for. middle- ageﬁ men has

been much less than that for middle- aged women, and eat

ER T

the _upper end of the scale there was actually a decllne

N : e e v

1n eurV1vor ratloa between 1925 27 and 1945 47

RN LM

1ndlcat1ng that a large number of the deaths poetponed
from the ages under 65 now toon place between the ages
of 65 and 3C. More recently, the chances of old people
to become octogenarians have improved, much more eo for

women than for wmen.

The existing recorde permit, for recent years,
an analysis of mortality not only by age but also by
~conjugal condition, 3ince pecople pass on from one civil

status group to another, this is conveniently done not



by means of life tables but. by standardisation.  For

the years 1960—62jwthé éxﬁected'numbef of deaths among

single, mapried,aﬁﬁ'wiééééd males has been computed on
the asguﬁétion tﬁé%lfhé.aeafh rate of ééch single year
of age was the same fgrgeaéh cohjugal‘@éndition group,
and the age structure of the three groups alone
determined'the~nﬁmber of deaths;' the‘éame ha@zbeen

done with females. Table 4 gives the comparison with

actual deaths.

Table 4. - Bxpected anﬁ Actuﬁl Deakhs for each
cogjugal condition, 1960-62

‘Actual

L . - Bxéeéted e
Conjugal condition Number Number |Bxpected=10C
Males: "~ . L . _—

Single 17,785 2G,239 113.8
‘Married 25,551 | 22,615 . 88,5 ..
Widowed 11,253 11,736 104.3
" Total | 54,589 | 54,589 106.0
Females: : ‘ o
Single 13,553 14,806 108.2 .
Married 12,539 | 11,131 88.8 °
Widowed 20,58C | 20,735 100.8 »
Total 46,672 | 46,672 100.0

The number of deaths-is higher for single, and
lower for married men and women than expected on the
basis of their age structure.  :This fact is generally
explained in terms 'of selection, as the men and women
who get married represent,: on the whole, the healthier
strata of the community which have ‘better chances of

survival, S

If this‘egﬁiéﬂéfioﬁ‘is accepted then, from
Table 4, the effect of selection upoﬁAfhe‘deatﬁ rates
‘0f single ‘and married ‘persons appears to .be stronger for
men “than for Women. - A woman's chances :0f survival thus
would either be less predictable from hér state of health

than a“man's, or else the state.of her health. has less



influence upon the chances of marriage. than in the case

of wen. o
Alternatively, lt Ap._possible that marrlage
self has a beneflc1al effect in reduc1ng mortallty.
There is some support for thls v1ew in the fact.that
mortality is hlgher for w1dawed than for married men and

women, a fact--which. is not easily explained chefw1se.

Inciée;tally; one effeet‘of the sex
differences in mortallty 1s’that almost one-ha1f of the
women who die are expected;to, and do Q1e_esﬁwldows;
the same.applies‘to littleimore than oné—ﬁiffﬂtof all

men .

3. NUPTIALITY
For the last few decades, .the number of
marrlages has kept fairly stable near the 15, OOO mark
and the marrlage rate at about 5 marr1ages per thousand

,:populatlon. The marrlage rate ‘reached a peak of about
;6 per thousand durlng the period 1942-46, after Wthh
;tlme 1t settled down ‘Bt ‘a somewhat lower level, around

g

5.5.

v Oome might be teﬁr.np.ted tﬂo‘”concl‘ude that “the
iﬁéfeasing“inclination to mau%y;evideueed by ‘the ‘marriage
boom of the 1940s is a merely temporafy ﬁheﬁoﬁeﬁoﬁ.?ﬂwhis
oyeulooks the fact that the number of marrieges”indbme
period affects the ﬁuﬁséf of marriageable persons, i.e.

alngle and w1dowed adolescents and adults, 1n the

populatlon and thus the number of marriages llkely to

ERE

<

result in subsequent periods with glven marrlage hablts.

Better measures of nuptiality aré-the patios
of marriages to the number of males or females eligible

for marriage. o Thése'fafios;ztOgether,with the crude



marriage:‘faté; are shown in Table 5 for the average of

three years around each Census data.

Table 5. Measures of Nuptiality,
' 19265-27 to 1960-62

Narrlages per thousand of
S single and

' L widowed, aged
*Period | Population 15 and over
: . : _ Men Women °
19285-27 4,58 . 26.7 21.9
1935-37'} 4,95 21.3 23.6
1940-42 5.31 23.2 24.7
1945-47 5.69 25.8 28.2
195Q0-52 §.39 25.7 27.9.
1955-57 5.60. .. 27.9 29.6
1960-62 5,49 et 30, 4 30.6

3
1

It is seen that in relation:to the number of .-

marg;ageable men and women, the nuﬁber,of marriages has
shqwﬁ no sign of'decl;ne, but on the contrary the ratio-
is‘st;ll ingreaéing. _The ratio of marmriages,.per
marrlageable men has grown faoter than the ratio per:
marrlageable women recently, on account of the fact that.
the surplus of single and widowed men over women has been
reduced from 50,00C in 1951 to ‘fower than 10 000 in 1961.
It was:.said’ that single Wwomen used to emlgrate to Brltaln
to-increase their chances of flndlng a husband'v 1f so;.
it seems that ‘with grow1ng readlness of young ﬁen to
enter -the married ‘stateé this is'né iéﬁgéf)an‘important““R

consideration .

¥

The marriage rate varies considerably from
P . i ’ . : ! .

area to area. To some extent this is due to the

, . BN AT
celebration ‘ahd’ registration of marrlages out61de the
area of' the groom s resldence,‘ the statlstlcal

information available now permits correction Ffor this

factor.

Regional differences in csex, age and conjugal



status-structure may also ‘be paken inpo consideration.

in 1960 62, 41,579 marriages took-place for which the

groom&§ re51dence was in Ireland (26 countle°j. " From ~
the'grooms' age dlstrlbutlon and“the number ofwsiﬁg}e
and wido@ed males in each county or borough in 1961, an
expectedeghmber Oﬁ.marriaﬁqsfin cach area hé§;been
computedf{on the>hy§othes£s that mérriages of men in

each age ‘group were. distributed over the various areas

in proportion to the single and widowed men, In

Table 6, the actual number;pf_marriages is compared.yith‘f“a

the expected total for the arca.

When due allowance has been made £or the
various factors, the reglonal dlfferences in the_
1n01dence of marrlage remaln enormous.v,vThe numbcr oE

marrlages is relatlvely hlghest in the uounty Boroughs

Lol e

and Dun Laoghaire, and also hlgh 1n the remainder of"

Dublin County, the adjacent County Wicklow and the very7‘

UL e

urbanlsed County Louth w1th its two sizeable towns,
Jroghcda and Dundalk ' The Leinster counties of Carlpw,"
Kildarey; Meath, Westmeath .and Wicklow are also fairly

high up the scaleriﬁmfhis:fespect.

Relatively '‘few marriages. took place in the

Connaught_and_Ulstep_céuﬁties, in Clare and Kerry, as

well as in'Kilkenny% Laoisfand Longford , Oﬁfaly and

most of the Munster countleo, excluding thelr‘uounty

Boroughs, occupy an-lntermed;ate pos 1t10n.

" The effect of the hlgher marrlage rates ‘has

1

been to reduce the proportlon of smngle Persons and

conversely to ralse the proportlon of ma&rled persons

\A

in the populatlon. Table 7 shows the pmooortlons of

.

ever marrled (marrled and w1dowed) among total malev

for various age groups at ‘each Census date.
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Table 6.  EBxpected.and actual marriages in.each :area,
1960-62.
Aﬁéa Bxpected | Actual
Number Number Bxpected 100

Carlow 527 . BO7 95
Bublin.County Borough: - 6,616 11,777 | . 178
Dun Laoghaire Borough 491 . 803 164
Dublin County (remainder)| . 1,43C |. 1,621 | . 113
Kildare 1,009 980 S7
Zilkenny . S . 1,028 ., 76C | . 74
Laois 8G2 . 602 75
Longford - . e 506 | . 336. o 66
Louth 947 1,117 118
Meath T 980 .. 913 | . 93
Offaly 854 707 83
Westmeath’ B o 810 .. V44 . . - 92
Wexford 1,195 1,170 98
Wicklow . 779, 929 119
Clare 1,274 848 67
Cork County Borough 986 1,629 165
Cork County e e 4,088 1 - 3,493 | g6
Xerry 1,870 1,308 70
Limerick County Borough : 587 | - 7871 . 134
Limerick County 1,328 1,051 79
Tipperary ‘North Riding' | v 919 ]. 760 | 82
Tipperary South Riding 1,091 210 83
Waterford County Borough 345 |- 500 | 145
Waterford County 698 608 87
Galway’ ot o .t 2,514 1,575 | . - 63
Leitrim 616 354 . 57
Mayo - ¢ ¢ - S 471,849 | 1,137 | 61
Roscommon 1,013 552 54
8ligo . - . ' -] .: 845 ] - 583 69 ...
Cavan 1,028 687 67
Donegal ! S 1,740 1,224 70
Monaghan 850 622 73

Ireland 41,579 41,579 100’

Table 7. EBver married as 7% of all males
' by age, 1926-61 o

PR

. .Age group 1926 1936 1946 1961 | 1961
15-19. . . § T .1 )
20-24" | a.o 3.8 8.0 5.4 7.5
25-29 20.2 17.7 | 20.3 93.4 32.8
30-34 '37.6 36.5 1 39.0 | 42.1 [ 50.8 '~
35-39 £0. 4 51.6 52.7 5.3 61.1
40-44 59.8 | 60.7 |.62.1 64.1 | 66.4
485-49 65.5 65.3 1 66.6 68.0 69.5
50-54, 70.7 67.8 69.5 70.0 | 71.3
55~59 73.6 | 74.14 | 69.7 71.4 1'71.7

.. 60-64 - . 74.C | 72.5 | 70.4 71.0 72.0
65-69 76.6 | 73.9 | 72.0 70.7' 1 92.6
L 70-74 78.8 | 75.2 | 74.9 72.1 | 71.7
75-79 81.7 79.4 1" 76.9 I"76.1 1 72.9

_ 80-84 84.7, | 83.2 | 80.3 | 79.1 76.7

85 and over | 78.3 |'78.4 82,9 1 82.0 ] 80.5

15 and over 4%.8 | 43.2 |© 44.9 [ 47.41 51,6 7

All ages 31.0 3 4 32.3 33.5 35.3
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The proportion of males who are married or

widowédlh;é:fisen steadiiy.éiﬁée 1§36‘£;f ggéh age grquw
under ég-;; wefi 35 all égesycgébined, fﬂéﬁéﬁ fhere ﬁéve“
begew.some declines in the upper age groups.’ “There are
some noticeable;diffefences:iﬂAtiming;“’ﬁcr‘men betweehn
AG and 55, :the increase in nuptiality was already quite .
substantial by 1954, On the'gther’hand, the lower age
groups and particularly those-under 308, had not been
greatly aifected by. then; :for these age groups the
ris;ng_propensity to. marry. is largely of ‘more recent
origin., . : Lo

X Lt . ’,lv:j\-;- . Lo H cL .
Since a steep differential in nuptiality
between, largely urban and lLargely rural areas'has been

notied, it may be surmised that the oObserved increase in =~

nuptiality.is to gome. extent . related to:the increasing
Gegree of urbanisation. .- Table .8 throws some light upon™
this point,
PIRPEEE R S
Table 3. ,Proportion-of'maléSxin-toWn»ameas,”aﬁd*=” o

proportion of ever married males in town and _rural areas. .

1926-1961.
. X . {Bver married .asg .- of all males, .
YearfMales ih ‘town areas .
as 7% of all males Town Areas | Rural Areas. .. -
1926 30.0 52.9 80.1
1936 $3.1 33.8 30.2
R T A T R T

1946 34.5 34,6 t31.1
1961 38.7 35,6 32.1
196 1 43.2 37.7 33 .4

: i : :
The proportion of males ever married has ri'sefi:
steadily both in urban and in rural areas; the rise has
been somewhat more marked in the former than in the
latter. Also, the town areas have gained in numerical
importqype, and this fact.coupled with the somewhat

highey;puPtiality in the town areas appears to have made

AR



a slight“contribution to the general increase in the

married and widowed section of the male population:

It may seem surpflsing that the ratlos of ever
married to all males’ differ 50 11ttle between the two
types of areas. . This is, ﬁowever explalned by
differences in agé{étrucfure. Whllst the rural areas
contain the predomihént.share émong the older family men
and women interngl migrétibn ﬁrinés a constant influk of .
young, 1argely uhm;rriéd,.men and women into the towns,
who keep the marriage rate at a high level but meanwhile

reduce the proportions actually married,

Table 8 thus cannot help to assess'conclusively
the extent to which urbanisation has contributed towards
raising nuptiality; a Mmore sophisticaféd approach is

called for in attempting to answer this question,

When individual age groups are analysed, the
difference in.marriégéAhabits between. urban ,and rural’
areas“ié éﬁown up very clearly, The largest discrepancy
is found in- the" age group 30-34 years. In 1926 the |

proportlon of males’ who are marrled or w1dowed was 53. 6%
in town -areas but only'29.4% in rural areas; . the
corresponding 1961 figures are 66,.8% for towns and 36,2%

for rural areas,

For-gyy”giyen agé group, the proportions of ever
married men in urban and in rural areas observed for 1926
have'ﬂeen éépliedAto the nuﬁﬂer of males enumerated in both
types of areas in 195i; the sum of fhe‘figures obtained,
divided by all men of ¥hat age group in Ireland, gives .an
expected bfagértion ever married for 1951, A_ppmparison
of this ratio‘with the actual proportion ever married in

1926 attempts to show the effect of increasing urbanisation
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whilst a comparison of expected and actual 1951 figures

thus lndlcates the lncrease of nuptiality after the
\ x

effect of urbanlsatlon has been ellmlnateq The
Ca

analy51s has been carrled out for each 5 year age group
between 20 and 60 whlch are those in which substantial
increases in proportions married have been observed; and

has been repeated to give a comparison between 1951 and

1961,
Table 9. Analysis of changes in proportions
ever married for selected age groups,
1926~51 and 1951 61 *
Ever married as % of all males in age group
age | 1996 S DT Rt R
group prected Actual Expected | Actual
90-24 | 4.0 a.5 1 85,1 T B4 - 7.5
25-29 ' 20,2 . 31,6 . 23,4 . 24,7 . 32.8.
30-34 | 37.6 38.8 42,1 | 44.3 50.8
35~u9 50.4 51,3 56,3 57 .1 61.1
a0-aa | 59.8 60.7 64,1 " 64.6 | 66.4
45-49 66,5 67 .5 68.0 - 67.9 . 69.5

The conclusion tg be drawn from the table is

that.the population movement from rural. to town areas

does not in itself explain more than a small f?%QtiQ% of . ...

the increase in the proportion of married men, The main
explanation must’ be sought in changes which have taken

place in;mérfiage habits,
vy

JFrom the.pgint of view of populatigp growth,
the key figure is, of course,. the number of ggrried '.
women under 50 (or perhaps under 45) in the populep@ogi;_”
The proportion which thie.number bears to the total size
of the female populationLie.ih%iﬁeneed by changes in both
age structure and marrieée ﬁébite. " 'These twé‘%éétors and

ca
iy !

their joint influence are shown in Table 10, = ¢ <71
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Table 10. Proportlon of women aged 15 49 and

proportlon marrled 1926-1961 .

Marrled women aged 15- 49

as % of
Year Women aged 15-49 — — —
as % of all females| All women 15-49 | All females

1926 48 ,4 "7 38,5 0 | 18,6
1936 47,9 : 38.8 i 18,5 -
1941 48,7 38.3 18.6
1946 48,2 42,4 20.4
1951 46.1 45,1 | 20.8
1956 44.6 SR Hnwm &7.5”;f,?w’lfixﬂ91}2‘:
1961 42,7 504 T 21.5

The proportlon of the female populatlon in xhe ?w-:

reproductive age group, and the proportlon of this
section actually mqrried, rqmained prqgtically'ponstant
between 1926 and 1941 but have since then moved in

opposite directioné: B The relatlve decllne in the number

8 i

of women aged 15-~49 was largely brought about by

emigration, Its effect on the number of married women

of childbearing age in relatlon to populatlon size was,
however, more than offset by the change in marrlage habxts

which took place,

As ‘far as nuptiality:is concerned,: the Irish
population thus seems geared;to a higher rate of natural
population increase than before; changes in mortality

tend in the same direction, Other important factors,

summed under the headlng of fertxllty,'W1ll be con81dered

separately.
4, FERTILITY

RN L . R PR N

Simple measures of. fertility;are the .crude
birth rate, the general fertility rate and the legitimate
fertility rate, i.e. the ratio of births -to total
population or number of women aged 15-49, or the ratio of

legitimate births to married women aged 15~49, As they




- 15 = .

take to a different extent the age and civil status
distribution of the:population'into account, they tell

a somewhat different story, as seen from Table 11.

Table 11. Measures of fertility, 1925-27

to 1960-62 (3 year éverage).

v |

Yenrs " Total births per 1,000 | Legitimate:bir?hs

Total Women aged per 1,000 married

population 15-49 women 15-49

1925-27 20,6 86,2 217.5
1955-37 19,4 83.1 | 208.5
1940-42 20.0 . 83,0 " 209.4
1945-47 23,0 . 96.5 ‘ 219.3
1950-52 21.5 95,1 . 205.4
1955-57 21.1 i 95.5 197.5
1960-62 21.6 | "-r101.6 - 198,3

’

Unfii'the end of the last war the - three
indicators mé&éd very closely together, shoﬁing a fall ...
in the birth rate én the 1930s followed by alrecovery.
During the fii;t tén years %ollowing the eﬁd*of the war,  ¥J;
the number ofibirths per married women of Childbearing
age declined by about one~tenth; this was partly offset
by higher nuptia;ity,,but,unfavaurable"changesﬂihhagé
structure hg;pgd to reduce the crude birth faté.”A M5;e‘
recently, the.decléne in legitimate fertility appears
to have been arrested and the rising proportion of married
women oéfset the Chgqges in age distribution,'éo”kégk fhé..

crude birth rate stable. .

For’ a more rigorous analysis, it is necessary
to take into account bhanges'in age distribution within
the group of women aged 15-49, For 1960~62, the age
distribution of mqthers at birth is available, and wif£
its help it ié possible to derive two sets of expected
birth rates.per thousand population for previouéw&ateé.
Cne set of figures is based on the assumption that the

1960~62 age—specific fertility rates for each § year age

.»-~:~".,.' Loale
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group liad applied-.to women of .each age group, at the .

previous .Censis dates, - The second. set of .expected

figures uses the 1960—62 legitimate and illegitimate age-

,,,,,

specific fertlllty rates, applled to marrled women and
to singleor w1dowed ;women. of each age group separately..
In Table 12 the ﬁesulﬁs are. compared with, the actual

blrthlrate,: o %f - ‘g Sy

Y

- Table 12, Bxpected and actual birth rates,
.4925~27 to 1960~62 (average).

Births per thousand population
(3 year average)

Expected on basis of
Period ?,Aég structure Age. and marltal Actué%
e N At .status structure Ao

1925-27 25,7 19,3 20.6
1936537 ST T S AT - | Sl 19,4
1940-42 . 26,7 ... . 19.6 .| 20.0
1945-47 | 26,3 22,1 23.0
1950-52 | 25,1 | 22.0 21,5 "
1956~57 | 23,6 S VN 21,5 C2101 o
1960-62 | . .. 21.6 .. | ..., 21.6 L l.o21.6

" The actwal dourse of the’cpudé:birth rate
diVéfées sharply from that of the rate expected on .the
basis ‘of the agd’structure but very little from that
‘dxpettedon dcébfiitiof agé .and.civil .status -distribution,
This nidy bé interpretsd as saying that the birth:rate is
largely explained by the number of married women . in the
varlous chlldbearlng age groupo, changes in the number
of.chlldren born pervmarrled woman of abg1§en age group

l
{ ' ot

appear to be minor 1n character

‘ti . & Intér—area différences in the. birth rate may.
be aralysed in the‘same way . as .changés over . time, .They:

results for 1960+62 are prebented:dn Table: 13,.

comh g
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Table 13. Bxpected and actual birth rate by areas, 1960-62,

Births per thousand population
per annum
Area Expected on basis of Actual
Age Age and civil
structure|status structure|.

Carlow : 20,07 221,71 - 24,91
Dublin Couﬁty Borough 26,99 26,16 ) 24,19
Dun Laoghaire 25,47 24,12 22,84
Dublin County remainder 27.11 3G,63 27,10
Xildare . 20, 42 23,96 24,40
Kilkenny | 19.19 19,21 19.49
Laois 19,87 20.65 21,92
Longford = 18,25 17,95 | 20,05
Louth- - 23,49 23,51 23,64
Meath 19,96 21,39 21.71
offaly - 19.95 21.96 23,46
Westmeath ' | : 20,46 21,28 23,141
Wexford .. " ; 19.91 |- 21.13.. .| 21,25
Wicklow 21.89 23.61 4 22,40
Clare 17,79 | 17,03 18.46
Cork County Borough 24,83 24,58 25,33
Cork County ' 20,18 19,98 20,12
Kerry ' 18.10 17.46 18, 30°
Limerick County Borough 24,82 26,46 o) 26,14
Limerick County _ 18,56 '17.59 ; 19.70
Tipperary North Riding 19,98 © 19.87 1 21,96
Tipperary South Riding 19,31 20,40 22,61
Waterford County Borough 25,22 | 26.59 24.66
Waterford County 19,57 | 20,20 | 19,85
Galway 18,50 17.55 19,50
Leitrim : 16,43 15,44 1 17,00
Mayo 16,90 . 16,47 - . | 17.37
Roscommon S 17,39 16.97 16,28
Sligo 18,75 18,02 18.63
Cavan ' ' 18,01 17,67 | 18,63
Donegal- : : 18.39 17.39 . o 17,10
Monaghan ’ 19,35 18,95 720,32
Ireland 21,57 21.57 21,57
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. .

The birth rate is high in Dublinvcitykéﬁdﬁbounty

and in thq~ne§ghbdﬁr3ng couhties, as well as in the county

"Bd;éﬁéhé of Cork, . Limerick andIWaterford, whilst a low
bif%hﬁfgté is found for most of the western counties.

- The'actuai‘pi;th rate is generally close to the rate
:éxpecte§:é£3£he basis of age structure, and even clqser

. when diffgféncés in proportions of married women .are-taken
ipﬁ@_account.;‘"If the areas .are ranked by expected or
actual birth faté, the rank correlation coefficient_”.
between .expected. and actual_birth rate is .90C for the first
set, and . 945 Epf the second set of expected figures. Thﬁs

local variations.in age and coﬁjugal condition distribution

account to a 1afgeLéxtent for regional differences in the
birth rate, and there appear to- be little differences in

family formation habits.

-

Birth rates by themselves have little meaning,

and it is of intersst 'to considexr the level oé‘births in
relation ‘to the numﬁéf:requiredﬁfﬁr replacement of the
population. For this'purpose,'g;oés and net reproduction
rates méy.be compufe@. The gross, reproduction rate
indicates the numbe;LBf baby girié‘té whom, together with

Y

a corresponding number, of baby béys,,the average woman will
give birth to in the course of her: life at existing age-
specific .fertility rétés and in the “absence of any deaths

incurre&'b§ females before the agevpf 5C. - The net re-

production rate measured the same but with due allowance made

for deaths .occurring tq_potential mdfhers both in childhood
and in the childbearing period. e

Y
.

The gross and nét reproduction rates are not

" perfect measures ofufertility, and in particuiar suffer
from the defect that fertility is confounded with

nuptiality. Nevertheless they provide useful measures, a
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figure of 1 indicating ¢xact replacement, and a difference
from 1 the theoratical percentage increase or decrease

within a generation,

For the average of the years 1960-62, the
gross reproduction rate works out as 1,877 and fhe net
reproduction rate as 1,796, thus indicating, with certain
qualification, a natural population increase of 80%
within a generation, - Fertility is considerably above
the cbmpééable figures for 1955-~57 which are estimated as
1.675 for the gross and 1,580 for the net reproduction rate,
It is glgo.considerably above the level‘of Bngland and
Wales, where the gross and net reproduction rates are

similarly estimated at 1,347 and 1,305 respectively,

A striking contrast with Tnpgland and Wales is
also obtained when the timing of the births is considered,
If a group of women are Zollowed throughout their lifetime
it is estimated that the wmedian age at birth, i,e, the
age at which they will have given birth to half of the
children whom they will ultimately have borne, is 28,66
for England and Wales but 31,95 for Ireland, Thus
BEnglish women will have completed more than half their
family formation by the time they reach the age of 30,
whilst in Ireland, women make a greater contribution to

population growth at ages over 30 than at ages under 30,

YAn“éttempt has also been made “n estimate
regional variations in fertility. Bight groups of boroughs
or counties have been §istinguished, and for 'each of these
groups, the gross and net reproduction rates together

with median age of mother at birth is shbwn'in Table 14,




Table 14, Fertility indicators in different aréas, 1960-6¢

Reproduction rate | Median age of

Area mother at birth
gross net (Years)
~uablin County Borough 1.683 1.606 30,70
Dublin and Louth Countiesg 1.8685 1.780 - 30 .42

Remainder of Leinster 2,072 1,978 30,71

Cork, ILimerick and
Waterford County 1.9256 1.838 - 30 .45
Boroughs

Cork, Limerick and

Watezford Counties 1.825 | 1.741 31.33
Remainder of Munster 1.997 1.905 31.20
Connaught 1.889 ‘| 1.801 31.72
Ulster (3 counties) 1.843 1.758 31 .46

Ireland 1.877  1.796 31.95

The highest reproduction rates are found for

Leinster outside Dublin and Louth and for Munster outside
Cofk,'Limérick and Waterford; wheré'a fairly high nuptiality
is combined with fairly high fertility. In Dublin city,

on the other hand, ‘where nuptiality is only moderately high
ahd feftilify well below the national average, the |
reproducfidn ratés are at a somewhat lower level than for
the counfry as a whole, The median age of mother at birth
is somewhat lower in Leinster and in the Munster boroughs

than in the rest of the country.

On the whole; however, the similarities are more
striking than the differences. The large inter-—area
variations in the extent of economic development have not
so far produced very considerable variations in family
formation habits, and it still makes sense to speak of an

Irish pattera of large families.

LABOUR FORCE AND EMIGRATION,

In studying socio-economic population character-
istics long term trends are less important and short term

movements more important than in a purely demographic
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analysis. The present analysis will therefore be ..

P

confined to theidecade 1951-61, some attention been given

to annual changes.’

In 1951, .out of a populatlon of 2,960,600. there

were 1,272,000 or.43.0% gainfully occupled The sxze ofAj
the labour force: decllned more. rapldly than total

population durlng the follow1ng decade, w1th the result

that out of 2,818, 300 persons, only 1,108,100 or 39.,3%
are recorded as being in gainful occupations, 'In>ether

words, the labour foree was reduced by 163,900 persons,

ho '
»,

Thls Humber mey be Spllt up 1nto five components’
indicating respectlvely the effect of changes in- total”

population eize, sOX 'structure, ageAstructure,“conjugal

L)

condition strugtuﬁecdffthe_femgle population, and changes

in work parficipation rates, i.,e, proportions occupied in

various population groups.
For this purpose, four hypothetical totals of.

ainfully occupied are calculated for 1961, based on 1951

v 3

work part1c1pat10n rates, (a) for the populatlon as a whole,'

.

(b) for all males and all ﬁemales, ( > ) for males and

‘femaleg of each age group,»(.) dltto but separating ‘single,

married and'w1dowed women;”v The age groups used are -

dndividual ages from 14 ‘to 19 (comblned Eor marrled and

wideed'wqmeﬂf; the flve~year age groups 20—24 125297 v,

. .

40-44, the ten—year age groups 45-54 55—64, then‘Gs?GQ;

70-74, 75 and over.,  From these totals, the contribution
of each facter to the.decline‘inrtheflabaur force isjw
obtained by difference, as given in Table 15

Ce S e et

L
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Table 15, Analysis of changes in number
gainfully occupied, 19861-1961

Number
~(thousand)

Gainfully occupied 1951 .1,272.0
BEffect of changes in
total pepulation; size : . ] o K §
sex structure - 7.1
.age structure - o K - =60.,0
conjugal status structure -17 .4
specific work participation -rates - _ 18,3
Gainfully occupied 1961 S 1,108.1

The majofiﬁaff“of'fhé'éxplaﬁafibn thus may be
said to lieé in the falling population gﬁd‘ihithe.age
distribution bggpming,less.fgvourable. _, The ingreasing
préé;rfién.of_mar?iedeémen aﬁq changes in work.part-

icipation rates were also contributory factors.

# Thé changes which w6fk}partiéipéfioﬁ“féfeé
have ‘undergone aﬁe;5howeber;“n6t*dni96rm and do not
even all point in the same directidn, "An anaiysis'oéﬁ
this factor is therefore given in Tgble 16 in same

detail.

.- - Table ‘6. Changes in work paftiéibétibn'for

. various population groups, 1951-61 "~

o Number occupied..|Occupied as % of -
' (thousand) total
Population group —x—r g T n - :
) On 1?51 Actual On 1951 Actual
o . Dbasis : basis . | . .
Males 14-19 | 96.6 |  84.3] 64,4 | 56,2 .
. 20ewg4 . o wig7,s LT 2,4 96.3 |'° 90,0
25-64 588,83 | 587.9 95,2 | . 95.2,
T BB Tl e 867,47 76, 9 57 .8 51.5
Females.,_» R [ . ST
Slngie 14—19 66.7 65.8 47 .6 47 .0
20 24 R 1 ':r':_"4702, : 50.8 b 77,7 01 - 83.7
65— R '1100 19,6 \27u4 K 23.8 ch
Married 22.5 24,3 4,8 5.2
Widowed 35.9 33.1 28,4 26 .2
All 14 and over 1,126.,4 11,108,.1 56 .4 55 .4
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Whereas in 161 aoc in 1951 about £S5 of ths mon - prob-
ably wirtunlly all of the ableo=bodiys. ~ butweon &5 and 65
years of age are gainfully occupied, there is an increasing
proportion of men under 25 who have not yet ontered the
labour force and an increasing proportion of men over 65
who have retired, The work force is thus‘reduce§ by
about 27,000. This is partly offset by higher work
participation rates fqr sibgle womenﬂbetheen QQ and 665
which addes 12,000 to tﬁe iaboﬁr Eorée. . M;nor'uphard
changes in work partidipation ratés f@r %arried_women and
downward changes:for s&ngleﬁwomen under 29 and ovef 65 and’
for widows only heaﬁ a”frnctional redﬁction in the haumber

gainfully occupied, ; - ) *

Changeé in.population éizé and age distribution,
with their repercuésions:on tﬁe iabour force, may likewise
be considered as the joint effect of two factors,ipne of
them being the natqrai:agging process combiéed‘with

births and deaths, the other one external migré@ioﬁ.

It is of gomé inferegi to see what.woé;d‘have
happened to the population of the éoun%ryﬂintthé3absence
of emigration, This has been estimatéd By aésuminé the
same number of births from the second quarter of 1951 to
the first quarter of 1961 as actually registered, the
mortality conditions of the 1950-52 life tables applying
for the first five years and those of the abridged 1960-62
life tables applying for the second five years of the
interconsal period, Table 17 compares this hypothetical
1961 population with the actual one and the effect of
migration is obtained by difference, It should be noted
that no allowance has been made for loss of births to.
Ireland through emigration of parents or potential parents

prior to the birth of their children.
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Table 17. Hypothetical and actual population by age, 1961,

Age Males (thousands) Females (thousands)
group Without Actual Bffect of|{ Without Actual Bffect of
migration migration|migration migration
0~ 4 149.8 153.4 +3.6 143.8 147 .4 +3.6
H- 9 151.1 147 .0 -4.1 145.4 140.7 -4,7
10-14 158,4 148,3 -10.1 151.1 140.5 -10.6
15-19 142 .6 120.3 -22,3 136.9 113.5 -23.4
20-24 131.,6 80.4 -51.2 127.3 77 .6 -39 ,7
256-29 124.,1 72.3 -51.8. 114.1 73.1 -41,0
30=34 103.5 75.2 -28,3 95,2 77.5 -17.7
35-39 97 .4 81,6 -~15.8 96,8 85,2 -11.6
A0~-44 93%.7 84,8 -8,9 92,7 85.5 -7.2
45-49 98,2 89.0 -~9.2 95,2 85.6 -9.6
50~54 88.1 81,7 -6 ,4 81.9 75.4 -6.5
55~59 74,2 66,6 -5,6 72,8 67.51 - -5,3
60-54 70.3 64.4 -5.9 | 71.3 66 .6 -4.7
6569 ' 50.2 51.1 +0.9 53.1 52.3 -0.8
70-74 41.2 44,1 +2,9 45,0 48,7 +3,7
75~79 29,1 29,7 +0.6 32.2 33.5 +1 .3
80~84 17 .6 16.7 ~0.9 21.6 20.4 -1.2
5 and over 6.9 7.7 +0,8 10.0 10,8 +0 .8
All ages 1,628,0 |1,416,5] -211,5 1,586.,4 11,401.8 ~-184,6

Net migration thus appears to have reduced the size
of the population by about 396,000 during the last decade,
males accounting for the greater half of the loss. The
number of young people in their twenties has been most
drastically reduced, the loss amounting to more than 40% in
the case of men aged 25-29; men and women aged 20-29 accounted
for almost half the total of the outward migration, All age
groups from 5 to 65 share the loss of numbers in various
degrees, On the other hand, it appears that on balance some
men and women of retiring age have returmned. to Ireland; and
there also seems to be a recent inward balance in the number

of couples with small children,

In 1951; the total population of the country was
2,960,600 persons. In the absence of migration, the number
would thus have increased by 253,800 to 3,214,400; in
actual fact, it fell by 142,300 to 2;818;300. It is also
estimated that, assuming the additional labour supply

arising from demographic causes could have been absorbed in
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the economy, the labour force would have risen from
1;272;000 by about 142,600 to 1,414}600 instead of
declinihg by 16?;900 t§ i,iQ8,100, and the overall work
participation rate would have risen from 43,0% to 44,0%

instead of falling to 39.3%.

Adtual-nefhéutwafd migration in the\inter—
censal period 1951-61, as dedwcgd from the recorded balance
of births and deaths, gmountedtto'about 409,000.persons.
This is somewhat higher than the total of 396,000 deduced
from Table 17. The'discrepanby'is explained by the fact
that emigration tended to reduce by about 13,000 the number

of deaths occurring in the country;. these would have been

lost to the country even in the absence of migration,

From the recorded natural population increase
and the estimate of total population, the estimated
migration each year may be deduced; the figures obtained
differ from those given for met passenger movemeht._ The
split—-up of change in population size,is-shown in Table 18,
together with changes in the labour force as esti%ated in
”Economic Statistids"{ fhesé are 1ike&ise splié u§ i;to
chéhges in number at erk and in unoﬁployment. .. These .
fiéures are based oh a revised estimate for the labpur4for0e
in 1951, and thus the total fof the decade somewhat difﬁers
from that previously'quofed. ‘

Table 18,. Population and labour Fforce changes each
yvoar, April 1951 - April 1961,

Population change Labour force change

: thousand) thousand)
Period Births Net .

~ |Totall less |-, - . Total |At work|Unemployed
3 migration
deaths

1551-52 -8 +27 -35 -8 -22 +14
1952-53 -4 .+29 | -33 -23 -29 +6
1S53-54 ~-8| +28 ~36 -3 -3 0
1954~55 ~20 +25 —d45 -20 -17 -3
1955~56 -23 +25 48 -20 -21 +1
1956~57. -13 +28 . 41 -26 -41 +15b
1957-~58. ~32 +26 -58 ~-21 -16 -8
196586~59 -7 +25 ~32 -121 -8 -4
1959-60 -14 +27 41 -11 -5 -6
1960-561 ~14 +26 -40 10 -3 -7
1954-61| ~143| +266 -409 -154| ~165 +11
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Assuming that the labour force estimates are
reasonably accurate, an interesting problem poses itself.
The change in the labour force may be considered as made
up by two components, viz, the domestic change
and net migration of the labour force, the domestic
change being the balance of intake into and withdrawals
from the occupied population, Is it possible to

estimate the two components?

For the period 1951—61; it has previously been
estimated that without migration, the labour force would
have increased by about 143,600 persons, or working with
adjusted 1951 labour force figures, this comes to about
150,000 persons, As, in fact; the labour force declined
by 154,000 persons it seems that 304,000 potential

workers emigrated,

To assume a net domestic labour force intake of
15,000 persons each year does not seem satisfactory as
it gives unrealistic figures for the net emigration each
year, Instead, we may assume that withdrawals from the
labour force, and thus the net intake, is closely related
to changes in numbers at work, and that migration of
workers is closely correlated with total migration, The

problem then reduces to one of regression analysis.,

Given three wvariables X490 X535 ¥ all measured
as differences from their means, y is to be split up

into two additive components Yq» ¥q such that

]

Yy = Fq X3 * &g

The maximum likelihood values for y_  and Vg are sought,

1

given a series of observations for X X, and y. Assuming
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have equal variances; the

that the errors ei and 62
solution is
= 4(y b, x
Yy sy + by X,
Y = %

where b1 and b2
of y on Xy andsz.

Iu this instance,

at work, X

2

labour force,

Py

by

thus for the variables x

include

L

19.06 + 0.5 y!

' ==19,06 + 0.5 y'

. .
1 }

their constanf term

X

i

il

X

+ 0.2310 x,°'

- 0,2310 x, ' + 0.1828 x_ "'

1

to net migration and y to change in total

2

are the partial regression coefficients

refers to change in number

Computation yields

Q.4633

C.3646 -

' y'? yl'vand y2' which

- 0.1823 x_.'

1 2

1 2

Table 19 shows the result in numerical terms,

Table 19, Analysis of labour force
change, 1951-1961.
(thousands)
Period | Total Net.domestic Net migration
intake .
195152 -8 +16 -24
1952-53 -23 +7 - 30
1953~-54 -3 +23 -26
1954-55 -20 +13 -33
1955~56 ~20 +13 -33
-1956-57 -26 +4 ~30
1957-58 -21 +16 -37
1958-~59 -32", +17 -29
195960 ~11 +20 ~31
1960-61 -10 +21 -31
1951-61 ~154 +150 -304
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If this analysis is correct, then not only does
migration of workers vary, largely in response to the
emplcyment situation, but there are also considerable
year-tc-year variations in the extent to which marginal
workers like married women and old people enter or lieave
the labour force. O0f course, as these conclusions lean
heavily on data and assumptions which may not be highly

accurate, they are of a somewhat tentative nature.

6. OUTLOOK

The period analysed here ends in 1961. In
one sense, this is an advantage since this year may wmark
a turning point.in Irish populationAhistory. For the
first time since 1948, the total population began to
increasc again after 1961, and it is possible that the
total d?%2,818,@00 persons reached then will be the lowest
one recorded for time to come. The total population is
estimated to have risen in ceach of the three years
following April 1961, the total rise up to April 1964

amounting to §1,00C persons.

During this 3-year period, average annual 5irths
amounted to 61,700 which is the same as the average over
the decade 1951-6C, but the number of deaths, about 33,3CC
per annum, was well below the level of the preceding
decade. With a natural increase of 086,030 persons, the
total net emigration which is implied'in the population
estimates amounts to 55,0060 for the three years, or an

annual emigration rate somewhat above 13,0G0.

In the light of what has been shown for the
recent past, it is possible to arrive at a reasonable
essessment of what is likely to happen during the whole
of the current decade and thus at a population projection
for 1T71. Assumptions for births, deaths and migration

are of course required.
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For male and female Dbirths, it will simply be
assumed that the average number between 1961 and 1971
i the same as between 1961 and 1964. Whilst the current
high marriage rates and low emigration make for an
increaged number of births, this may be offset by some
reduction in marital fertility. For a long-term
projection, the fertility assumptions would need to be
more carefully considered, but for a medium~term forecast

the lever of births is not of outstanding importance.

sortality is likely to fall further, but the
reduction is assumed to be only half of what it was
between 1951 and 1961. The precise assumption made is
that the survivor ratios between HS-~year age groups
deduced from the 1960-~-62 1life tables operate during the
five years 1961-66, but in the following quingquennium
higher survivor ratios operate. Jenoting these ratios

for 1951, 1961 and 1971 by v T and r respectively,

61 71

51’

the assumption is that

(1= v, 3/(1 = v ) = AL = g )/(1 = rg,)

The net loss of population through wmigration is
estimated as 180,000 persons, The total is based on
recent experience and is in agreement with the targets set
by the Secound Economic Programme, The sex and age
distribution of this migrating population is assumed to be
the same as that estimated for 1951-61 and given in Table
i7. This may not be quite realistic, as some of the age
groups recently depleted by emigration may be less likely
to furnish substantial numbers for emigration than others
which are more intact, but it is difficult to see how a
better hypothesis could be obtained,. Table 20 gives the

result of the calculations,
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20. Fopulation 1961 and projected

population 1971 by sex and age (thousands),.

1961 1971
Age

Males | Females | Iales Females
C - 4 153, 4 147 .4 156.3 148.5
5 ~ 9 147.¢ 14C.7 15C. 1 143.5
10 - 14 145.3 146.5 147.7 141.6
15 - 19 12C.5% 113.5 136.2 128 .4
20 - 24 6C. 4 77.6 124.2 117.5
25 - 29 72.3 3.1 95.08 94.3
3¢ - 34 75.2 77.5 66.7 69.0
$5 - 39 81.6 35.2 64.1 67.0
4C - 44 84.8 35.5 69.6 73.0
45 - 49 39.0 85.6 74.9 78.7
5C - 54 81.7 76 .4 77 .4 79.0
55 - 535 65.6 67.5 8.5 77.0
60 - 64 64.< 66 .6 67.2 66 .3
65 - 69 51.1 52.3 53.0 57 .
70 - 74 a4.1 48.7 45 ., 4 53.C
75 - 79 29.7 33.5 26.9 4.5
CC - 84 16.7 2C.4 T 16.9 22.4
o5 and over 7.7 18.6 . 7.5 12.G
All ages 1,416.5 | 1,401.5 1,46C.2| 1,463.7

Whilst too much reliance should not be put upon
the figures for individual age groups, the broad tend- ‘
encies are clear. If the assumptioné made are realistic,
total population will grow by more than 1CO0,CCC in the
current decade to reach a total of over 2,9CC,CCC by 18571

and thus return to the 1955 level.

The excess of men over women in the population
as a whole would be wiped out and there may be a slight
surplus of women over men, though this would be really
marked among people aged 65 years and over only, and it

does not apply to the age groups under 3.
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There would be a substantial increase of 150,0CC
or more in the number of men and women between 15 and 30
years of age, and also a rise in the number of old people.
Qn the other hand, the number of persons in the age groups

between 30 and 50 would decline by about 100, COC.

.. At 1961 ' work participation rates in each group,

" the tdégiilabour force would rise from 1,108,000 to

ébout 1;175;600,Amade_up of 850,000 men and 325,000 women,
Tﬁé gaiﬁfully odcﬁpied'proportion of the total population
would rise from 39.3? to 4G.27, and women would form the

greater4part of the net inflow into the labour force.

The analysis has been presented here as seen
from the demographic -angle, and for a fuller treatment,
economic faétors should be taken into account. Neverthe -
less it seems worth while ‘to note the demographic influences
in assessing economic prospects and policies. The con-
ciusidn obtained with regard to the growing importance of
women in the labour forcé forms . one example of such

demographic tendencies which could be borne in mind.



