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Family Structure

Outcome:

1.2 analyze the demographic trends of families and predict the implications for Canadian families and society.
_____________________________________________________________________________

Children live in very different families today compared to families in the past. At the height of the baby boom in 1960, the fertility rate was 3.9 children per woman; by 1996, it had declined to an almost historic low of 1.6. As a result, families in Canada are getting smaller. The average family size in 1971 was 3.7, but by 1998, it had dropped to 3.0.7 

The National Longitudinal Survey of Children and Youth (NLSCY) found that 46% of children under age 12 lived with only one brother or sister. As a result, children are learning more of their socialization skills from other children in the neighbourhood or in the school and less from their siblings, as was the case in the past. (A notable variation from this pattern is among the Aboriginal population, where the birth rate is double that of the Canadian rate: 27 births per 1,000 compared to 13 per 1,000 in the general population.) 

Figure 4: Total fertility rate (projected), Canada, 2001 to 2016 
Low scenario: decline in the TFR combined with a high variant for the mean age of fertility which will increase from 27.9 years of age in 1993 to 28.5 years of age by 2016.
Medium scenario: TFR will remain constant at 1.70 births/woman. The mean age of fertility is assumed to change slightly, from 27.9 years of age in 1993 to 28 years of age by 2016.
High scenario: TFR will rise from 1.70 births per woman in 1993 to 1.90 births by 2016. Assumes a decreasing mean age of fertility from 27.9 years of age in 1993 to 27.5 years of age by 2016. 

Divorce rates have risen as dramatically in Canada as they have in all industrialized countries, creating major changes for children in the family. As well, more children are being born outside of marriage. The most striking example is in Quebec, where 43% of children are born to common-law couples and 51% to married couples. Thus, more children than ever before are likely to experience family changes, and often at a younger age.8 

Figure 5: Per cent of families by type, Canada and Quebec, 1996 
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Note: Includes families in private households. Married couples and common-law couples are considered families whether or not they have never-married children living with them.
Source: Statistics Canada. Annual Demographic Statistics, 1998. Ottawa: Industry Canada, 1999. 

One result of these new patterns of family formation and dissolution is that a greater percentage of children in the school system in 2020 will come from lone-parent families and from families that are experiencing transitions. According to the latest Census, nearly 1.8 million children lived in lone-parent families in 1996. 

Research has shown that children growing up in lone-parent families have a greater likelihood of being disadvantaged throughout their lives - largely as a result of greater economic and emotional stresses - compared to children in two-parent families. In terms of their health, behaviour, academic achievements and relationships, children in lone-parent families have a greater likelihood of negative outcomes than do children in the general population.9 

Regardless of the family structure, most parents will continue to work outside of the home, juggling the dual responsibilities of paid employment and family care. These demands have become acute in a climate of economic uncertainty, government cutbacks, and the aging of the population. The resulting time crunch will continue to be a reality for most families in 2020, affecting the well-being of individuals within the family and the family as a whole. 

Implications

· Growing time pressures on families, especially among lone-parent families, will have ramifications for the educational system. As parents have less time available at home, they will look to the schools to play a greater role in supervising students and providing them with guidance and discipline. 

· Job pressures on parents will continue to highlight the need for early childhood education and the establishment of before- and after-school programs within the public education system. Evidence suggests that regardless of socio-economic status, children who participate in quality child care perform significantly better than children who do not participate, and they are better prepared for elementary and secondary education.10 This is especially true for children in low-income families. 

· The time crunch will also continue to limit parents' abilities to be involved in their children's education. This is particularly true in cases where the time limitations are exacerbated by other barriers, such as a lack of income or an inability to speak the official language. 

On LOOSLEAF answer the following questions:




1. How and why has Canada’s birth rate changed since the 1960s?      


2 pts
2. What are the reasons for children learning more of their socialization skills from other

    children in the neighbourhood or in the school and less from their siblings, as was the

    case in the past?









2pts
3.  Among the Aboriginal population, the birth rate is double that of the Canadian rate: 
     27 births per 1,000 compared to 13 per 1,000 in the general population. What would

     be a reason for the high birth rate in Aboriginal communities ? 



1 pt
 4. How have higher divorce rates impacted children’s chances in being successful in

     life?    










2 pts
5. How has higher rates of divorce impacted children’s education? List three points.
3 pts










Value 10 points
