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THREE BIG CONCEPTS
1.      Family structure, also known as kinship structure, changes over the life of an individual, over the timeframes of generations, and spatially, meaning by city, state, region and nationally.

· Utah’s kinship structure has changed in response to increasing life expectancy (more grandparents and great-grandparents), declining birthrate (fewer siblings, cousins, and relatives), and societal norms (e.g., pioneer polygamy, or trends of single mothering). 

2.      Kinship structure is important from social and behavioral perspectives: (think anthro, econ, fam/consumer, geog, poli-sci, psych, and soc):
· Support networks; family reunions; interest in family history and lineage
· Even health… Utah’s kinship records a remarkable resource for science (numerous generations, large cohorts).
· Families spend fewer years raising children (women… work force; greater financial investment per child; overlap of generations and “sandwich” generations where middle generation cares for children and also elderly family members. 
3.      Historical trend to smaller families with some recent leveling. Examine: birth order; infant mortality, parent survival; siblings, longevity of grandparents, and concurrent generations. 

· Decrease in family size: Figure 3.1 shows how 27% of children born in 1880 were the seventh or later child, and in 2000 it is less than 2% with 65% of children the first or second child. In 1890, families had on average 7.9 siblings, and in 2000 had 1.6.
· Utah County the youngest median age for 2000, 23.3 years old; Daggett is oldest with 39.2 as median.
FIGURE(S) TO UNDERSTAND:

Major concept: Numbers of children per family have changed dramatically from pioneer times, and less so in 20th Century. Figure 3.1 Distribution of birth order by birth year. Patterns and implications of family size. Bar graph. Shows percentages well. 

Interesting concept… Utahns know our lineage. Table 3.5 Percentage of individuals with (records of) preceding generations by birth year of individual. (page 32). Knowledge of lineage. 

THREE GEOGRAPHIC QUESTIONS about any aspect of the chapter… (at least one is a “why” question):

Why do this chapter, and several others, not have a single map; let alone no map or table of information by county?
Is there a contrast in family size and sibling relationships between rural and urban Utah?
To what extent is family size by lineage determined by location, meaning, does family size of branches of families who immigrated to Utah differ substantially from those who remained where they were, and… please examine religious affiliation while you’re at it. 
HYPOTHESIS

Trends in family size of 1980 – 2010 are more related to economic patterns than to religious affiliation. 
 

REFERENCES of interest in addition or from the chapter: 

Web – “family search” 
US Bureau of the Census: http://www.census.gov/ipc/prod/97agewc.pdf for population statistics... but not for family size. . 

 

