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demographically developed countries, especially European,
the Estonian fertility dunamics lies in  the uniqus
situation. By detfining the situation as unigue I mean that
the fertility level in Estonia is hicgh; during the last 20
years it had staued above the replacement level. For +to
explain the significancy of +this fact some historical
commentaries are needed.

As a part of demographic transition the fertility
decline began rather early in Estonia. Because 0€ the
European type of marriage the crude birth rate slowed down
since the first half of the XIX century. In the [50~&0-ies of
the Iaét century the marital fertility began to decline. In
the late 20-ies of the 20-th century the Ffertility went
under the replacamént level and was one of the lowest in
Europe in the 30-ies (Table 1). In brief, +the Fercility
transition in Estonia was generalluy going in the same way as
in Western and Nowrthern Europe. The transition according to
time pattern followed some of these countries with certain
time lag and was %head of some others, including all East—
Eoropean countries and Finland tor-example.

The post-transitional fertilitu dunamics in Estonia
deviated from the common path. The first. unfamiliar feature
was the ‘nonexistence o the baby-boom after WW II. The
fertility remained under the replacement level until the
late &0—ies, il.2. approximately duringa the 40 years. When
starting at the end of the &60—-ie= fertility decline began in

all European countries one after another, there was

remarkabhle increases in Estonia. In the last 20C wears the



Demographically devel oped countr ies expierenced
significant fertility decline duwring the last 20 yepars. .wa
fertility is {ar under the reslacement level in most of
these countries, especially in Western and Northern Europe.
Combined with ongoing chamses of women's reles in society,
the decresing marriace and remérsiage rates, the rising
importance of cohakitatisn and illegitimacy, the modifying
sexual  behaviow , fertilite changes ssem to he entugh
important to Formulate the thesis abous the second
demographic revolution by Dirk J. van de Kas (19E7). In such
& situation the question of future fertility trends often
takes the form of balance of two slternatives: (1) Fertility
Wwill stabilize below reslacement in develaoped countries with
growing homogenity due to the increased fertility where the
present  lewvsl is very low, and the decreass of fertility
wnere the leovel iz relativelw hicgh (some of the East
Ewrapean countries);y {(2) decrease of fertility is going on
until all the developed countries will reachk the Verry léw
level which is characteristic of only the few NOWDAaYS. My
presentation refers +to another possible alternative by
rutting under question the similaritu of the post—
transitionsl fertility +4rends despite we had expierencead
this similarity during the trarsition. The around is given
by the case study of Estonian fertility. finghow, the case is
worth to be taken into consideration when making prognoses
for future fertility tendencies.

Compared ta, postwar average trerd of the



average fertilitu level is ca 15 per cent higer than during
the previous 40 years measured by pericad total fertility
rate. Making such a comparison ane must exclude the post-war
migration population which had the demographic history
rather different from that o©of +the Estehian case. The
fertility differences betweén thése two groups ‘ars  rather
important: showing the TFR dunamics Figure 1 includes +the
sampies where possible. thgr the increass there were %cher
Tluctuations in fertilitu, but they are not of thé primary
interest now. it is worth uwunderlining that all +hese

fluctuations took place above Lthe replaczment ilevel.
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fo summarize the historical background,
fertility transition in Estonia followsd the gzneral pattern
anc some of its specific features were not more important
than anuwhere eloe; (27 tﬁe %Ertiiitg dunamics after the
transition is rather different from the European explerence,
the replacement level Ffertilitu is the unique situation
among demograrhically developed countries during the last 20
years.,

Taking into account the sigrificant influence of
specivic politicai and economic circumstances, large—scale
immigration and lacking scome of the deteailed information
redquired manyg possible causes of strange fertility trend
could be discussed I introduce some of these speculations.

1. Changes in timing of childbearing. This argument is

often used by Soviet demographers to explain any growth of

period fertility indexes in the &0-80~ips for- the European



rart of USBR including Eétcnia (Antonov, 19863 DBorissov,
‘1985; 12873 Darski, 1986 etc.).

Inderd up to the late 70-ies the evolution of fertility
age pattern <(fertility curves) shows (1) +he process of
rejuvenation and (2) the childbearing concentration by age
in Eston.a (Figwe Z)., fAs a consaaquence the period indexes
af fertility including TFR indicate the higher fertility
level in comparison with the cohort indexes. 3But anyhow the
factor uwnder consideration cannot euplain  the Fertilitu
increase at the end of the &0-ies: {1} the %ertilitg
rejuvenation and age consentration was in srrogress durino
the whole period of 1935~1980, not speciftically at the end
of the 60-ies; (2} no changes in timing cean maintain thE,
fertility for 15 per cent higher during the 20 years in
comparison with the previous period. Furthertore, it ic

possible to estimate the fertility increassm b

-

o cabhort

completed fertility rates. The cohorts born in 19251935 arce
characterized by the lowest figures. Younger cohorits show
higher ‘{ertilitg already, even  Lhe ccohorlts not wet
compleated their childbearing {Table 2.
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Z. The specisal socio-economic situstion in Estonis. 10

is  the loveliest argument of the non~demooraphers including
high lavel bureaucracg‘ to settle evory demographic
fenomenon.

To analyze Ffertility one must remember about the
migration population in Estonia. After the WW II the large
migration inflow to Estonia took rlece, mainly from Russia

and the other Slavic repuilice of the USSR, Naow this



migraticn population forms ca 40% of the ‘hole population,
in fertily aces even more. It is of the particulars
significance that up to the 80-ies the fertility increase
neither touched this group of population nor their second
generation . Their fertilitu dupamics followed the general
pattern characteristic of their home republics. S5 the
fertility growth is  common only  to the part of the
popul xtion havng been characterized by Iow {vinder
replacemant  level) fertility duwring the previous 40 uears,
This group is formed by the Estonians. S2; the nationality
becams +the main criteria differentiating the fertility in
Estonia in the 70-iea. In pther words, we can ohserve two
gifferent and somewhat opposite fertility durtamics wnder the
sane sctio-econonic cendition.

Fa The third possible explanation iz a political one.

It can be said, that in condition=s of national orPpression
the Estonian part of the pcpglétimn ctlosed itselfd mostlu  in
family and could realize its life erxpectations through the
family cerrier more than through the sncial carrier in spite
of the growing individualization. Such a situation can be
accompaniad by larger number of children.

I+ so, it is net understandable why the fertility was
S0 low in the 40-50-ies when the political situation was at
its worst in Estonia.

4. The specific parity progression. In the reriod of

low Fertility the distribution of women cohorts by births

was rather hesterogenous. The relatively arsat share of women



with © or 1 completed births was also combined with
relatively areat share of those having had 4 or mnore births.
Let wus suppose that the children’'s cohort will behave
themselves like the parent’'s cohort: in this case each girl
following her mother in her procreation behaviour will  have
@xetly as many children as her mother have had. In such a
situation the fertility pattern of the children’s cohort
will be %ather different from that of their parent’'s,
especially in conditions of heterogenous {ertilitg.. The
number of the representatives in child cohort of those women
orientated to O or 1 child will be considerably smaller in
comparison  with the parent cohort. The situation will  be
guite contrary when those orientated to larger numbers of
children are concernad. in other wordsy, +the role of fhe
social groups orientated to low Ffertility is of less
relevance now and the fertility level is mostly determined
iy representatives of the sosial groups characterized by
high fertility.

I such an intergenerational continuity of procreative
behaviour would be true the real parity distribution in
1966/467 (before Fertility increase with TFR = 1.B92) will
form the TFR = 2.44 in %he 5ibling cohart {Tabel 3.

5. Time—iag explanation. It can be assumed that irf

Estonia the post-—war babu-boom was sioply  postponsd znd
emerged 20 years later. The assumptiens of the kind are
ditficult to be proved tru= or false.

A certain research work has been carried cut for to

contrel these and other possible suggestimn% explaining the



Feculiar fertility trend in Estonia. It seems that the kew
point  is just not to explain the garowth in the late &Q0-ies
but the absence of the post—war babuy-boom. In this view it
is rather surprising that so little research has bPeen done
to comaprehend the nature of the past—wer babu-boom in  the
Eurapean countries. {The most serious works in this field,
carried ocut by FP.Easterlin and his tollowers, are not of
great value in case of a specific economic and social system
like in past-war Estonia.) Probablu then it sesmed as  a
narmal reaction ts the sufferings of war which in some cases
resulted in the postponemsnt of birthks. I+ +the analogous
explanations serve well enough for the emergence of the
babuy~boam, they certainiy do neot explain the prolonoed
duratil ity of the above-replacement fertilituy in the post—
war buropes. |

Cne can make another step: it seems more imporitant,
than uwsuallu stressed, %0 clea- up the fenonenon of the
post—war high fertility level not onlu for the elucidation
of the peculiar fertility in Estonia bok also for
understanding its present very low level in the other
gemogiraphicallu advanced countries.

The E=stonian case sets under the auestion limitating
the secssible alternatives of the future fertilitu trends in
daveloped countries only te the two above mentianed
variants. The Estonian peopulation is still in a ling with
most of the European social treonds seen as componants of the

second demogiraphic transition: growing individualization,



high women work participation (the Estonian level is the
world highest) and their socia2l independence, plurality of
familuy pattern with growing importance of cohabitation,
decreasing marriage and remarriage rates (uet the marriags
rates are comparatively hiogh the divoree rates are high
tood, changed sexual behaviour etc., ~xcept fertility trend.
So the possibilifty of the remarkable fertility increass  in
developed countries {(even up to the replacement level) can’t
be out of the question despite there is little grauna ta
believe it. Further investications of intergeneorational
fertility cantinuity are neaoded to test thisz possibilitu.

In conclusion 1 should underline S Cme othe-
recularities of the Estonian demographic development created
bu the unususl fertility trend. he role of these {enomemns
wauld be remarkable in the determimatimn of the future
demogographic situation.

1. For the of negative age-structure growth potential
the abseolute  number of the Estonizns began o decline  in
1978, It is the situation now where depepulation on the one
hand and replacement Fertility on the okher hand are
combined. The agg structure of such population iz rather
interasting. It 15 the future of anu Cwopean country  if
theuy succeed to arise their pcpulgtion fertility.,

2. I mentioned about the migration inflow to Estonia.
In relative terms it is the hichest among the Eurapean
countries compared to the local population. The situation is
tangidered unfamiliar for the migration population has

praesently lower fertility than the original aone. Instability



o age  structure of the migration poptlation has  manw

important snsial COMSERAUETNITES . Remarkable futuwre

fluctuations in process of aging stand among them and  must
be underlined.
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Table 1. FERTILITY INDEXES OF ESTONIAN POFULATION,

Total ferktility
rate

Births per 1000
women in age 15-4%:
all women

married
unmarried

Eoale indewnes:
Is
I
Ty
Im

CENSUS YEARD

1922/23

7.4
1Z27.5

5.8

0,192
0,404
0,025
Q. 440

+ grmvrer geox
I953/34

&1.0
110.2
1Z2.0

C. 153
Q.29
Q. Q30
0,476



Table 2. COMPLETED FERTILITY RATES OF BIRTH COHORTS
0OF THE ESTONIANS

Birth Birth=s in age
cohiorts —-2Z20 2024 2529 E0-34 35 Completso

and above +tertil il

19101214 - “uw “uw v N .20

19i5-191%9 naoa " “ oo ana ~an ' 1.918
1920-1924 awoa " oon aw . 1.839
1925-1929 “nw “ww "o . oun PR . L7778
1930-19354 Q.071 0.499 €. 585 0.3E9 0.222 1.740
19551939 0. 0862 0.525 0. 609 G.399 0.1468 1.8207
19401944 0. 093 T 603 Q. &HE0 i O.343 0.148 3 .24
1745-1349 0.0%8 QG.770 CGa 648 O.304 G.071 *® 1.891 =

¥ age group is opened and fertility is not comeleted within
these group

SOURCE: 1979 census, 1980 partial census



Table 3. FARITY FROGRESSION TABLES OF ESTONIAN
FOFULATION, 19466/47

FParent cohort:

rarity i

-
1t

1,400

1 G.7183
“ Q. 658
= OL L9
£ Q. 06&
o G Q29
& G.o14
7 £, DGE
&3 0. L0

Children cohort:

parity t

o 1. o06
1 1.000
2 Q. BLD
3 0. 378
4 0,172
5 QL0945
& C. 054
7 Q. 033
& 2.021

RPI ALK Talllnn Tall, 49 1 1990 43

o4

1,000
9. 8360
L4323
Q. 457
C.544
O.575
0.613
0, &23
DL &1L

Q.03
G. 004

G OGO
0.140
O. L5
{200
0. 078
2,040
.02
.01
G021

1.892
C.975
Q321
G. 127
0,061
O.031
0. 017
Q. 010
Q. 0G5

1.892
1.062
Q. 491
O.4654
0.9:5
1.0568
1,204
1,250
1,250

2. 641
1. &4

Q. 507
1.083
1.360
1.489
1.588
1.%591
1.25%4



