
AGE PAITERNS OF FERTILITY IN SRI kAN1i.A 

Abstract 

7'0 examine the age patterns of iertility in Si-i Lailka, ASMR, ASMFR, indexed marital 
fcl-tility scl:c<!ules and estimated natural fertility schedules derived Prom the  ni(n) has been 
calculated by 11.iing :he nlethod suggested by Coale and Trussel (1974). T o  examine the 
clfecrs ol' nupiialily change and contraceptive practice if, I m  and  Ig have bcen calculated 
for tile census periods 1953, 1953, 1971 and 1981 a t  district level. The analysis revealed 
that changes in propoltion of never married women had a greater impact o n  fertility 
decline than changes in marital fcrlility. 

The third ci~iarter of the century, 1950-80, has witnessed a r q i d  decline 
initially in the ~ilortaliiy aud then in the fertility, in maliy of the developing 
countrics. Sri Lanica iias not becn an exception to this transition. In iact. 
tllere has beer a fast decline in  the level of fertility and mortality in the country 
wIlic11 is unpr-ecidented in the history of demographic tramition of the developing 
countries of the present era. PVlany authors have examined the reasons for the 
ciecline in i'crtility and mortality during the past. During 1940-45, the influence 
of malaria eradication in  Sri Lanka has been shown as a cause for fertility 
decline CFrederiksen, 1950). In 1966 Jayawardene and Selvaratnam (1967) Iias 
attributed the ciecline in fertility to increase in age at marriage. Write (1968) 
concluded that the decline in fertility (CBR) between 1953-19G3 was due t o  
cllanges in the age structure and the marital status of wornen (15-19 
Fernando (1 970) iil his fertility analysis for the period 1953 and I968 exanlined 
tile influence of infant nlortality due to malaria and its impact on fertility and 
concluded that the conseq:ler!ce of depression of women in the reproductive 
age group (25-29) in 1963 was due to loss of felilale iiifant cohort in 1934-1938 
as a result of out break of ~na!aria. Fernando (1972) concluded that the 
most significant contributing facior in the dacIine of . the fertility Jlas been a 
change in the proportion marrying. Xence it is evident from the above 
studies that the increase in mean age at marriage, decIi~e in t l ~ e  proportion 
of currently married woinen in the reproductive age group and decline in 
marital fertility are the main factors for the fertility decline in Sri Lanka. 

Keeping above points in view an attempt has been made to examine the 
agc patterns of fertility in Sri Lanka for the periods i953, 1963, 1971 and 
1981. 'These age patterns of fertility explain the age g r o q  having low fertility 
and its trend at four points of time. 



To examine the age patierns of fertility in Sri Lanka, age specific ftrtility 
rates. age specific inarital fertility rates, indexed marital fc~-tilif;* sclzedules 
fixing kst i l i ty  at age 20-24 at 109, Ihi. m(u) index of fertility reguiation an(.: 
t::stimatecl nalurr:l ferliliiy schedules dciived from the r;l(a) lies bccn caiculi;ted 
thy using ttix nrcihod siiggested by Coais ant1 Trusdl  (I974), which rep-escnts 
rlic ~ ~ < ~ l t x i l S  of i~aaritztl fcrtilie~. prevailing in t11s absence or" arty deliberate 
lerlility regulation. 

C'oale and Z i u~scl l  ( 1974) ha t<  suggestrd that the age spcific ~narltal fertility 
sthcdialc of ~ n y  populafion can be expressed in thc following form : 

r(u! -. n(n) el" \ ("1 

:. f:rrc 
s ( t r )  is rile age specilic nrarital fertility s2tc 
n (d )  i~ illr natural fertility :it agc ' rr ' : 
\l ' i< the scal~ng tlic~or of natxral fcrtilitt : 

' rn ' 1s the facior rcprcaentins the relative use of fcfiilii~ regulatiorr 
at ape ra ' 

~ 1 1 d  

EIO) is the stiirldard sdlzdule by chich the age specific ntariral fertilrey 
rate is reduced because of fertility reg~latian, 

Coalz and l'ruhst.11 (1974) have computed the age specific Lertility 
schedules of 13 populations identified by Lollis henry (1961) which were 
experiencing niitural fertility. The values of the fi~nction v (a) j~aafe been 
estimated by 'laklng into co~~sideration the evtent to  which sclected age-specific 
maneal fertility schedules of contmccpting papulation have d i k e d  ?~OPIP 

natural fertility population. llsing theqe fi~nctions M and m e m  be estimated 
for ar~y giken population for which thc age specific marital fe-lility rites, r(cij. 
rise known. The psoccdure, first estimates ' M b s  : 

For a value of' h/l computed as above, values af m ' can Isc estimated for 
different age groups with the knov,~ledge of age-specific maritaI fertiiity rates, 
r(n), the standard natural fertility schedule, n(n) and ~ ( n ) .  -File iwenige of 
' rn far different: age groups ti%) can be considered to represent thc 
population. Table gives the conlputed values of M, m and 5 for each district 
for three periods. If tile give11 age-specific nnarital fertility schedule of a 
population is close to its natural fertility, then tllc estimate(.? valnes s f  m(n) 



fsr- i.nv ; igqg:oug should bs almost equal to  and closr to zero. f o r  all prac~icai 
i,)~ij.p>sc \:~.iiies ;;f ' m ' less tilal; 0.2 al-e assu:lled to  repiescnt iiatu;~:.I kr;i!iiy 
i - .  A:'iei- errscr il:g thal the populalion 11nder s*dy h v e  nct 1)-r-n verv 
i;iv. [tit!,( --.., f!-!>ii> .li;:tusr:i f~siility conditions, one cz11 conly~rz the Irv.ela ancl 2:;: 

p:l:teri?s of L;r:i!iiy FA c'.!fCsrcn! t ime points in order to jsdge how t i x y  ]lave 
:jiiTiei:i ~ ~ i ~ i l t : i -  co;:dirioas ~f n~oder!ii;ation. 

FLjrtile: i:l oriirr to stitdji tj;c czects of nu~tiality chanss ar~d co;itracc>:j-vc- 
praci i.:c s e p ~ l - ~ i " : y  <erii!iw inde.res ~ i z .  il:dex of ovei. 24 fc:li!jiy (t,), ind:.x 

~. . . 
;~Ll:Li.~~::l iiIi!:{ ( i g ]  2nd. ii-ldte~ af prq2r[io11 L I I Z I - ~ E ~ ~  (Im,) W C ~ C  c~?-? ". i ~ , ~ ~ i ~ d  

\i\.iih tjlc concept dciiclo;,cd bj. C:.:.~!lc (1,355). Tbc tl:rec il?djc.c.s, sugg:;:id i>-; 

Coalc (19651, \.:ere at; fallows : 

T1.c index of o\,crail i r t i i i t y  fiwj / 2 Fjwi 

The i:idcx of fcrtiiiiy of married T.vo~lle~~s : I;= girni ; 2 Fix; 

' 1 , ~  : LC index of the prolmrtion of zilarried : I,= 2 Fimi j Z Fiw, 

Where 

f '  fi - ulrt!-!s pcr wonlcn in ith age interval : 
v. : bj!:tl~s per married viomen in it" age iilterval ; 
i l l  

',Vi- nuntbcr of women in i"' age interval ; 
mi  - !1~11izbcr of married wcmen in it" age interval : 
Fi -= birth per women in it" age interval in the standard p3;?j1ati3r~ 

(married Hlalteritec 1921-30). 

Srinivas:;~l, Pathak (1981) suggested tlxit the Code (1965) index separately 
coi~lpiltt'd for wo;.liren aged 15-29 and 30-44 will explain feriility levels bz.twcc-n 
younger ancI older couples. Hence the ';lime indices werc cnm.pated separately 
for woincn aged 15-29, 30-49, a11d 15-49. The values of ~:ii:e i??diccs Sf> 
I,"), I,(~), Ig. Ig(') ,  ly('), a:ld in,, I,''), I,(" for th.5 year 1971, 1953 a d  1953 
census .periods werc coi?l;~uted for twcilty-two districts of Sri .Lan!ca, by u!iii- 
zing the data given i n  the Appendix-l and Table 2. 

Data 
Thc l-r~ain sources of data werz census and vital registration statistics. ACC 

sex r:rtd r;~aritnl status by district have bztn colIected from 1953, 1953, 1971. 
celisuses for coinputing age spccific nlarital fertility rzte. Further dzta were 
collectesi from the Bulletin of Vital Statistics, >:ublis!-~ed by the Dcpartsn"~nt o r  
Census and Statistics. The ar~alysis was carried out for the wilolc of 
Sri l,,anka and for 22 sub-divisions. These are gel~crally called " revenuc 
districts ", whiclz were existing in 1971. 



11 is generally agrecd that the oficial statistics of Sri Lanka are reasonably 
complete. Snrlrar (1957) esiimated tlie exteat of undel--enr:meration iil census 
of 1945 at abcct seven per cent and Kumarasvvamy (1953); concluded that the 
coverage in the census of 1953 was virtually compielc. According to rcccnt 
estin~cltcs g i x n  by thc Rcpulation Division of U.N. (1976), theunder-registration 
of births an3 deaths are about twelve per cent iu earlier census (bzfore 1953) 
and about 1.5 per cent for births and 5.5 pei cent for deaths bctween 1963 
and 1971. In recent censuses and registrzti~ns, quality of data has in~proved. 
and virtually have no error. A11 the statistics presented in this paper, have 
k e n  taken disectIy from tile original source. 

Wcsulls : 

Zrucic birth rate in Sri t anka  which w2s 39.67 ia 1953 has declined to 27.43 in 
1981 (Table 1). Age specific fertility rates in all age groups havesllown a decIining 
trend during ihe 1953- 198 1 period. 3 x 1  the other side the proportion of single 
woillen is increasing aild having maximum increment in the age group 25-29 
(,Table 1) during the period 1953-1981. From the percentage of never married 
women in the selecied age group for different census periods (Table I), it is 
clear that the nuptiality pattern is an important variable, influencing decIine 
in fcrtiljty. 

Fertility within marriage ( ~ g e  specific Marital Fertility Rates) for twenty- 
two districts of Sri Lanka for the different census periods viz. 1953, 1963, 1971 
(.Table 2) showed increasing values in the age group i5-19 and 20-24 (earlier 
ages) ~~11i le  the other age groups show a declining trend. 

-:'his may be due to (i) postponement of marriage leading to reduction of 
proportion of n~arried women in child bearing age or  (ii) limitation of fertility 
regulation tllrough various forms of contraception. These factors have been 
examined by caIculaiing the inciexes sugsested by CoaIe (1965). 

From table 3 it can be seen that the quanlum of decIine in the ~ndex of 
overall fertility ( I f ) ,  the index of fertility of married women (I$ and the index 
of tllc proportion married ( I d  reflects the impact of change in nuptiality and 
contraceptive practice. Ail districts, except Colombo, have exhibited declining 
values of the indices If, 1, and I,, during 1953-1971. WlliIe the district 
Colonlbo has shown an increase in the index values,of If and 1, and decline in 
I, values. The impact of the nuptiality changes can be expected through 
tile index of proportion married (I,(') among women below 30) and the 
impact is not felt for women aged 30-49. I,(') has declined in all districts 
except in Batticaloa and I,(~) has declined in all the districts except Kalutara, 
Batticaloa, Puttalam. I,, I,('), Id2), are found to be declining in all the 
districts except in the Colombo district. 



Fertility Indices of Sri Lanka, 1953-1981 
-=- 

Censrts Year 

1. Crude Birth Rate .. 39-6? 34.55 30-16 
2. Gciiel-a1 Fertility Rate . . 190.09 169.73 138-65 
3. General Marital Fertility Rate . . 245.00 240 .OO 213-00 
4. Total Fertility Rate .. 5-32 5.04 4.22 
5. Age Specific Fertility Rate 

15--19 . . 68.2 52.2 43.0 
20---24 . . 259.3 227 - 8 172.0 
25--29 . .  295.1 278 - 4 230.0 
30---34 . . 246-0 239.5 203.5 
3;--39 .. 150-1 i57-0 140.3 
40-44 . . 38.1 45.8 43.3 
4 5 4 9  . . 6.8 6.6 6.7 

6.  I'roportion Singlc Women 

* Refers to 1978 year 

S'alrrce : (1) Rcgistrar Cjeneral : Reporr of the ReLcistrm General of Ceylon on vital srafistic.s 
for 1953, Qovt. Press Ceylon 1954. 

(2) Registrar General : Report ofthe Registrar General qfCej40n on vital sfat is f ic~ 
for 1963, Govt. Press Ceylon, 1968. 

(3) Registrar General : B~{Iletin on VitalSratistics, 1979 Ministry of Plan implcmen- 
tation, Dept. of Census and Statistics, Colombo, 1981. 

(4) Longford, C ,  M. : "Fertility change in Sri Lanka since the war : An analysis 
of the experience of dift'erent districts" popsthfion sfrrdics 
35(2) ; 285-306. 



TABLE 2 

Age SpccifEc Maritr.1 Fertility Woks ST: Jdaaka at '$ilstriet 

Level 1939, 1963, I953 
- ,--. - - - . . -- ---; -- _7---2---,-L.5.- 7=Tz:e7-.-----. -- . . .- -- > -.--. ---. .a 

Age Sj?ecij;c ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ; a /  Fcrfilify Rates 

C O I ~ I I ~ I  J'/CIJ~~ rcb Year 15-19 20-24 25-29 3G-34 35-39 40-44 45;- 

( 1 )  (2)  (3) (4) Q (6) (7) (8) (9) 

I. Colombo . . 1971 
IS63 
1953 

9. Jaffna . . 1971 
1963 
1953 



TABLE 2 (Contd.. .... . ..) 

- 

Age S2ccific M~crrif~l Ferl!/ify Rcfcs 

20. Moncmgala . . 1971 ,1939 ,3495 .2824 .2596 +1.969 .0881 
1963 ,3541 .3855 .3384 .2679 .I803 .0529 
1953 .2797 .3660 -3089 .2603 -1624 .0462 

Coni~utcd from the source referred in Table 1 and the data given in Table 1 of the 
Appclldix 1. 



TABLE 3 

Indexes of Overall Fertility, Marital Fertility 2nd Proportion 

Married for the Districts of Sri Lartka 

Districts Year (1) (2) (1) (2) ( 1 )  (2) 
T Jf Ir 'm rm 1, ig -g Ig 

Ssi Lanka .. 1971 ,3317 ,3432 ,3287 -4622 .9310 .6120 -6959 .3718 .5371 
1963 .3943 ,4140 .4014 -5512 .9399 .5909 .7153 -4404 -5809 
1953 .4607 ,4073 -4123 .6529 ,9382 a7511 -7057 .4342 -5890 

I. f 010mb0 .. 1971 .6456 .4382 .5764 .4211 .8792 .5740 .5332 -4984 ,0041 
1963 ,3987 ,3787 ,3718 .4596 .9080 -6286 ,8022 -4152 ,5915 
1953 -4371 ,3989 ,4234 .5543 -9050 -6801 .7885 .4408 ,6223 

3. Kandy .. 1971 ,2033 .3054 ,2352 -4392 .9413 -5960 .4627 .3245 .3946 
1963 -3838 .4129 ,3936 .5546 .9479 .6870 -6940 -4356 -5729 
1953 ,4663 ,3810 .4379 .6801 .9612 ,7738 ,6856 .3961 -5658 

5 .  Nuwara Eliya .. 1971 .2117 ,3214 ,2456 ,5006 .9461 .6381 ,4229 .3397 .3849 
3963 .3793 .3597 ,3730 ,5982 .9677 .7167 .6340 .3717 .5204 
1953 ,4603 .3956 ,4375 .7419 .9684 ,8219 ,6205 .4085 ,5323 

6. Galle . .  1971 ,1824 .3357 .2360 .3512 .8595 .5189 ,5193 .3906 .4~!62 
1963 ,2686 ,4247 .3262 .3833 .8819 .5675 .7007 .4816 .5749 
1953 ,3395 ,4858 .3891 .4606 .9068 .GI21 .7371 -5356 .5358 

8. Hambantota . . 1971 .2758 .4212 .3217 .4352 .9429 .5954 .633S .4467 .5403 
1963 .7818 ,5970 .68771.0000 .9747 .9871 .7818 -6125 .6967 
1953 ,5716 .5006 .5485 -7067 ,9557 .7678 ,8099 -5234 ,6962 

10. Mannar .. 1971 .3574 ,3509 ,3554 .6406 .9853 '7479 -5579 ,3560 .4751 
1963 .6011 .5066 ,5661 .7966 .9784 .8639 .7546 .5178 ,6553 
1953 a5670 .4454 .5241 ,8563 -9776 -8991 .6620 ,4556 .5828 

11. Vavuniya . . 1971 .3922 .3383 ,3753 .6852 .9560 .7702 .5725 .3529 -4873 
1963 .6533 .5088 .6018 .SO44 -9833 .8683 ,8123 .5174. .6931 
1953 ,7205 .4214 ,6216 ~8926 .9864 .9236 .go72 ,4272 .6730 

12. Batticaloa .. 1971 .3448 .3064 .3320 .6919 .9655 .7836 .4984 .3I74 .4236 
1963 .5676 ,4982 .5426 .8094 .9808 ,8712 -7013 .5079 .6228 
1953 .5482 .3172 .4679 .6878 ,7954 -7252 ,7971 .3988 -6153 

( Conrci.. . . . . ) 



14. Trincomalce . .  1971 ,3462 ,2912 ,3291 .75!4 .9655 .$I79 .4607 .301(i -4024 
1963 ,5752 .3016 -5161 . 3 ? h  .9785 -8671 -7105 .4104 -5952 
1953 .5816 ,3076 -4934 .8812 .9821 ,9137 -6600 -3132 .5399 

IS. Mutunegala . .  1971 ,2432 .29G7 .2585 -4896 -9496 -6366 .4969 .3061 .4060 
I963 .4489 .4045 .4323 -6351 -9663 ,7587 -7067 .1186 -5698 
1953 .5366 ,3914 -4888 -7761 .9762 .8419 -6914 .4009 -5806 

20. Moneragala . . 1971 ,3699 .4930 .43P1 .612? .9748 .72r19 .504G .5058 .5630 
1963 ,6441 .6143 .6310 .8864 .9821 ,8525 .8191 .6255 .7437 
1953 -- - - - - -- -+ - - 

1. Ratnapura . . 1971 ,2294 .3399 .2644 .4554 .9385 -6089 .5037 .3621 .4345 
1963 .3684 .3958 .3786 .6533 .4188 .5443 4639  -9522 .6959 
1953 .4739 ,4374 .4620 .7075 .9047 .7918 .6698 -4534 +5835 

For Computation of Ig, Im, If, see Coale (1965). 





Fig : E A ~ P  pa!"rean; 03' Fertility: Indexed &e Specific M z ~ l t a ?  Fcicrtility 
rates, an2 Index Standard natural I-ertiEity schedaie, n (a). Selected 
dietrice; sf Sri k:?,siia 195-3. 3971. 
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Index of Fertility Reguiatirp~e m (0") bl; disl:<cfs of Ssi Lanba 1971. 1963. 1953 

Ssi Lanka . . 

1 .  iololnbo . . 

2. Kalutam . . 

3. Kandy .. 

4. Matale . . 

5. Nuwarn Ellya 

6. Gallc . a  

7. Matara . . 

8. Hambantota. . 

9. Jaffna . . 

10. Mannar . . 

I I .  Vavun~ya . . 

12. Ratticaloa . . 



13. Amparai . . 1971 ,5732 ,1556 ,2275 -4101 .8401 -4083 .0785 
1963 .8303 ,2050 .3848 -5441 .8285 -4909 -0485 
1953 - -- -- -- - .- 

15. Kurunegala . . 1971 .5886 .2463 .4001 .5118 .5437 ,4216 -0977 
1963 ,8456 ,5021 -5261 .5258 .9810 .h388 .Oh01 
1953 .815i ,2770 ,3522 .5929 1.0606 -5719 -1014 

20. Moneragala . . 1971 .7602 .5322 -2136 -2099 .2583 -3037 .0013 
1963 ,9748 .2954 .0502 -6346 -6346 -3384 -0130 
1953 - - - - - - 

21. Ratnapura . . 1971 ,5923 .I453 .2639 .3101 .3470 .2666 -0032 
1963 .7601 ~2588 -2976 .4028 .R460 .4513 .0655 
1953 .7716 ,0705 -1434 -3995 .7915 -3513 ,0832 

' Coale and Trussell (1974 :“Model Fertility Schedules: Variations in the age structure of 
childbearing in Human Population ", l'opll!rtrion Index, 40, pp. 185-258, 
I ~ ( u )  = I n  [ r (a) / M. n. (ri) ] / r (u). 



1 .  ' 
. . 

,I !a <-bscrvcd tli::, .[Ilc ;;;.cr;!g;: ~;:.;:,,:cnr~ Ir,;tiil:y (in) i s  d::c!i7ii:~ 21l " 
the c!ibti.icts wit!] ;:pie i~icreass of tiine except ii: i h r  six dist~icts :liz., Mariiizl-, 

. - -  
[>i[,,.;;::.>i;, ,:i:l-;q-,;.rL-t;; i'\;-!i.tl!-L< 7 ;  k;, ::;:?.:?-;p.y;:;:?. ::z-:d k.:j:i.-.:!;<. :>;~>?.:-:2:: ~ ~ f p ~ : ~ ~ , ~ , . ~ T L ;  
i - i i ja ,  (;,;lie, Alatai.a, Vavuni).a, hnuradhzp::m, Badu!ln, Rz(;sajxi!-a I:;.:c 
r,.. ...,!:, .!L5u , ,-I .:-;j I;;;-? ;.;2:;; ~2 ;j12 . > - . T Y - . ] : . . ~ :  .., i i l ;  ..:: LC:;:? -r.-.nr 7 

I , : ; , .  . - c :  .->: -. . , : f-..,..) (! 961). 7'i:cse 
distl-jzts dclcl.ijlin2d natu:-a! fc;iilir j; sci:edule w1Gcll e:<?!aii;!:d Piilit i;;:1.3 

was no colitrol 011 fertility. O~hei- districts, except Colombo, were ?cry c!ose 
to natural fertility pattern, indicating very little or no practice of controi of 
ferijlily during 1953-1971. 

. < 
i;ld:,s cnlci;lnt,2d b y , ,  t hy  nr=t>L9d sc~ycstcd -,. Crjzle (!".j). in<i+:!:c-j 

!jl;~l, fcl- cl;!irc cc.i,atj-v \x;hile ov.:i;ai! fcriilif\; a:;d i;,rol>zr:ic.;: Q[ j::yj-jizd 

j>,~o;~le!~ 1vi.i-c siiii big:? in i 97 1 i!i ?l ie  -,.P , - -  - .;rq:i-~-, -- 39-43 lowar ij;:ln 195 J . 
u 1 

' i 8 . 7  , 
, - 1 ,  f : , .  j 2.3: q :  - 2 .  Incrrr>-- ..... '.I.,. ':- :,: s:..,..i - w  

4. 

at nl;lir.i;i~qe sccygr; lo 112 .r:j:,;lioi,s.e!-i bv in?cr.;ns.z i;? I!;, ;;i;:;h si;b:;la:-t!i::i: dccijlle 
in  n:;?rita l f;::,fjlli.y 2.Cter 7.22 30 (I:,). j:nplyi!:.g that ?ainily plaizaing n:-:il:;ds 
are aciopt;.d ol~ly [or 1ii~it;~tic:ll c?f 'c'a:-~ily size. Th.c \r:orn.cn wllo m;.rr.y lnte 

re]ativc!jr h i g l ? ~  fcriilirji brfare 30 yezrs and ha<', low feriiliiy afier 30 years 
(::), a.l district ievcl only Goio;~~'oo si-iowed a11 i~crcase i:: tile ji?dex valile of 
:f and 1, while recordillg a c!ecli~:t: ii: I,,, O~rq>ortio:: ii~rtriied). 

The curve of age spz.5fic ~i~asitnl [trliiii-y rate ]:as exh.;bi!ed z higher :*)talc 
--; 

iil 20.24 yenrs with a rapid decli~re in sub.;equent aze group. lnc anaiysis 
through Coale's ii~dexes has showjl that changes in ti-1.- proportion of ncva- 
~narried women had a greater iinpact on  fertility decline than changes in 
nln!.ital fertility. Notwithstanding t112 decliix in fertility as revealed through 
the ;,rc::,cnt iilv~stigatio~ls, the dilia has sl~own little effect or  contraceptive use 
o n  fcrtjliiy deciit~e in Sri Lanka du i i~ lg  1953-71. 

Asknowlerlgclneiik : 

TII:\III;s arc ciuc t~ Dr. M. Sril?ivasac~, Director 2nd Dr. P. C .  Saxena Reader, 
I.I.P.S., Bolnbay-400 088 (iildiz), fo!: their valuable coillinents and suggestions 
i1z ~vritii?g il:is pziycr* 



APPENDIX 

TABLE 1 : Age specific FcrltlEey rates i~ the Gisbicts 
of Srl km!r.a, $953, 1953, $971 

Mandy 

Vavuniya . . 



TABLE 1 (Confd.. ... . . . .) 

Anuradhapura .. 1971 -0555 -1812 -2142 -1838 .I467 -0727 -0155 
1963 -1222 ,3173 -3302 -2769 -1777 -0411 e008.1 
1953 ~1611 ,333C -3092 -2497 -1523 70322 -0065 

Polonnaruwa . . 1971 .0652 .2215 -2222 .2475 .I607 .0788 -0186 
1963 ~1108  -3003 -3138 -3012 a1854 -0800 .0191 
1953 ,-. - -- - .-" 

Moneragala .. 1971 -0372 .2347 -2569 -2507 -1927 -0874 -0193 
1963 el182 .3854 -3709 .3644 -2098 .0650 -0138 



TABLE II 

Data Compilsd for Calcmlation of Fertility Indices for Different &(emus Periods FOP Sri kmka 

Births Wornerz Betweerl 15-44 Years 
.& -. . 
No. Districts - - 

1. Colombo . . 64889 71039 
2. Kalutara . . 18722 17750 
3. Kandy . . 33018 36733 
4. Matale . . 8793 9967 
5. Nuwara E l i p  . . 12881 13489 
6. Galle . . 19620 19393 
7. Matara . . 18006 19122 
8. Hambantota . . 9695 10889 
9. Jaffna . . 16825 20465 

10. Mannar . . 1786 2505 
11. Vavuniya . . 1765 2936 
12. Batticaloa & Amparai . . 11 1308 17327 
13. Trincomalee . . 3345 5320 
14. Kurunegala . . 27592 30770 
15. Puttalam . . 8670 11299 
16. Anuradhapura &. 

Polonnaruwa .. 10296 15587 
17. Badulla & Moneragala . . 19286 26858 
J8. Ratnapura . . 16829 18125 
19. Kegalle . . 17881 16268 

Sri Lanka . . 321217 365842 382668 407243 1689794 2155480 2760020 3516645 

w * Refers to 1980 births. 
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