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A BRIEF HISTORY OF
China's One-Child Policy
By Laura Fitzpatrick Monday, July 27, 2009
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A nurse checks the name tags on babies after they are given a bath at a hospital in Beijing
Is the world's most populous nation about to get more crowded? Reports surfaced in international media last week that in an effort to slow the rapid graying of the workforce, couples in Shanghai — the country's most populous city — would be encouraged to have two kids if the parents are themselves only children. Shanghai officials have since denied any policy shift, saying this caveat is nothing new, but the contradictory reports are another manifestation of ongoing rumors that Beijing is rethinking the controversial one-child policy that has for the past three decades helped spur economic growth — but exacted a heavy social cost along the way.
Soon after the founding of the People's Republic of China, improved sanitation and medicine prompted rapid population growth that — after a century of wars, epidemics and unrest — was initially seen as an economic boon. "Even if China's population multiplies many times, she is fully capable of finding a solution; the solution is production," Mao Zedong proclaimed in 1949. "Of all things in the world, people are the most precious." The communist government condemned birth control and banned imports of contraceptives.
Before long, however, population growth was taking a toll on the nation's food supply. In 1955 officials launched a campaign to promote birth control, only to have their efforts reversed in 1958 by the Great Leap Forward — Mao's disastrous attempt to rapidly convert China into a modern industrialized state. "A larger population means greater manpower," reasoned Hu Yaobang, secretary of the Communist Youth League, at a national conference of youth work representatives that April. "The force of 600 million liberated people is tens of thousands of times stronger than a nuclear explosion."
It also proved to be nearly as destructive: with many communities collectivized and converted from farming to steel production, food supply slipped behind population growth; by 1962 a massive famine had caused some 30 million deaths. In the aftermath, officials quietly resumed a propaganda campaign to limit population growth, only to be interrupted by the turmoil of the Cultural Revolution in 1966; it began it again in 1969. A push under the slogan "Late, Long and Few" was successful: China's population growth dropped by half from 1970 to 1976. But it soon leveled off, prompting officials to seek more drastic measures. In 1979 they introduced a policy requiring couples from China's ethnic Han majority to have only one child (the law has largely exempted ethnic minorities). It has remained virtually the same ever since.
The one-child policy relies on a mix of sticks and carrots. Depending on where they live, couples can be fined thousands of dollars for having a supernumerary child without a permit, and reports of forced abortions or sterilization are common. (Blind rural activist Chen Guangcheng made international headlines in 2005 for exposing just such a campaign by family-planning officials in Eastern China; he was later imprisoned on charges his supporters say were retaliatory.) The law also offers longer maternity leave and other benefits to couples that delay childbearing. Those who volunteer to have only one child are awarded a "Certificate of Honor for Single-Child Parents." Since 1979, the law has prevented some 250 million births, saving China from a population explosion the nation would have difficulty accommodating.
But critics of the policy note its negative social consequences, particularly sex discrimination. With boys being viewed as culturally preferable, the practice of female infanticide — which had been common before 1949 but was largely eradicated by the 1950s — was resumed in some areas shortly after the one-child policy went into effect. The resulting gender imbalance widened after 1986, when ultrasound tests and abortions became easier to come by. China banned prenatal sex screening in 1994. Nonetheless, an April study published in the British Medical Journal found China still has 32 million more boys than girls under the age of 20. The total number of young people is a problem as well; factories have reported youth-labor shortages in recent years, a problem that will only get worse. In 2007 there were six adults of working age for every retiree, but by 2040 that ratio is expected to drop to 2 to 1. Analysts fear that with too few children to care for them, China's elderly people will suffer neglect.
Facing growing resistance to the law, some Chinese officials have turned to harsh enforcement tactics. In 2007, for instance, bureaucrats reportedly took sledgehammers to a half a dozen towns, threatening to whack holes in the homes of people who had failed to pay fines for having too many children. Elsewhere, officials were accused of forcing pregnant women without birthing permits to have abortions and jacking up the fines for families disobeying the law. As a result, riots broke out. As many as 3,000 people demonstrated in Guangxi province, some overturning cars and burning government buildings. Several people may have been killed.
Despite rumors in early 2008 that the one-child policy would be overturned, in May of that year China's top population official said it would not be eliminated for at least a decade, when a large demographic wave of childbearing-age citizens is expected to ebb. For some Shanghai couples, at least, a small measure of change has come sooner.






LITTLE EMPERORS
China's only children--more than 100 million of them--make up the largest Me Generation ever. And their appetites are big.
[image: (FORTUNE Magazine)]
By CLAY CHANDLER
October 4, 2004
As the only child in a well-to-do Beijing household that includes his father, his mother, and his mother's parents, Qiyi is used to getting plenty of candy, lavish praise from grownups, and pretty much anything else he wants. Indeed, nearly every aspect of Qiyi's short, comfortable existence has reinforced the notion that he is the center of the universe. That may not be the most rational view of the cosmos, but it is one shared by millions of other Chinese youngsters born since 1980, the year China's social planners issued a sweeping edict limiting each family to just one child. Beijing touts the one-child policy for its success in reducing poverty and raising living standards. Government demographers credit it with preventing nearly 300 million births over the past 25 years and lowering the average number of children per woman to two from more than six. But it is widely lamented that the policy has had a nasty side effect: spawning a generation of selfish brats.
The Chinese have a special name for those tots: xiao huangdi, or "little emperors." They are regularly deplored in the state-run press. China's children are growing up "self-centered, narrow-minded, and incapable of accepting criticism," declared Yang Xiaosheng, editor of a prominent literary journal,: "Kids these days are spoiled rotten. They have no social skills. They expect instant gratification. They're attended to hand and foot by adults so protective that if the child as much as stumbles, the whole family will curse the ground."
The one-child policy has been loosely enforced in the countryside, where more than two-thirds of China's people live. In remote areas it's not uncommon to find farm families with as many as five or six children. But in cities one child per family remains the norm. Demographers estimate that of Chinese under age 25, at least 20%--about 100 million--have been raised in one-child households. That's only a sliver of China's 1.3 billion people. But for foreign companies hoping to capture the hearts and minds of Chinese consumers, little emperors are a crucial market vanguard. They're confident, cosmopolitan, and eager to try new things. And unlike their rural cousins, they have the financial wherewithal to gratify their whims.: "Get ready for the biggest Me Generation the world has ever seen."
The key to understanding this generation is to recognize that it is a breed apart. Everything is different for these kids; the sibling dearth is just the start. China's little emperors and empresses have come of age in an era of unprecedented prosperity. Their parents and grandparents endured years of famine under Mao's disastrous communal agriculture policies and the chaos of the Cultural Revolution. They remember the trauma of the crackdown in Tiananmen Square. But for the Chinese born since 1980, that's ancient history. For youngsters in Beijing and Shanghai--and even second-tier cities such as Dalian, Chengdu, or Kunming--each passing week brings a gleaming new shopping complex, restaurant, highway, or residential development.
And it's not just that they're better off. They're better informed. Although the state retains a firm grip on the media and has spent billions on technologies enabling police to snoop on Internet users, Chinese kids today know more about the world beyond the Middle Kingdom than any previous generation. They are avid techies, making ready use of mobile phones, the Internet, and electronic gizmos of every sort. 
China's little emperors are weaned on cheeseburgers from McDonald's, pizza from Pizza Hut, and fried chicken from KFC. Their enthusiasm for fast food is fattening their own bottoms as it fattens multinationals' bottom lines. In big cities one in five children under 18 suffers from obesity. (Indeed, his favorite T-shirt is a souvenir from China's largest KFC store.) "I used to be able to eat an entire family-size bucket all by myself," he recalls. 
TV commercials starring Jay Chou, a pop heartthrob from Taiwan, have helped persuade millions of mainland teens to drink Pepsi. China's urban youngsters are easily dazzled by fast food, flashy clothes, and the glitter of foreign lifestyles, says Yi Wei, author of Unbearable Happiness, a book about Chinese youth. "This is a fragile generation," Yi argues. "They grow up sheltered, without any concept of sacrifice or self-control." Among parents, the nearly universal complaint is that young Chinese haven't learned to "eat .
The  spread of consumer culture is quietly subversive. The fundamental idea of communism, after all, is the subordination of the individual to the collective; consumerism presupposes the reverse. Gilbert Lee of Research International, a Beijing marketing consultancy, advises foreign firms hoping to win over young consumers to play precisely to their yearning for self-expression, crafting messages that stress values of individuality, freedom, and physical attraction. Lee sees a stark divergence in the preferences of Chinese consumers born before 1980, who are likelier to seek out products that help them arrange their lives in a more secure and orderly way, and those born after the one-child policy, who are looking to project themselves, establish their uniqueness, and make a positive impression on others. In a society where children are indulged as infants and grow accustomed as adolescents to asserting their identity through spending decisions every day--what to wear, what to eat, what music to listen to, what to drive--how much longer before some also begin clamoring for a say in other things: property rights, taxes, the quality of public services?
Shen Jie, a sociologist at China's Academy of Social Sciences, says that all the hand-wringing about little emperors is overdone. They haven't gone soft, he argues, and aren't about to foment revolution. Like kids everywhere, he says, they're just trying to find their way: "If you judge Chinese kids today by the standards of yesterday, then sure, they come up short. They don't like to suffer. They aren't used to eating bitterness. But so what? Is that the main thing China needs right now--more people who are good at being miserable? These kids have other skills. They're creative and opinionated, and have the courage to do new things. Shouldn't that be grounds for hope?
The war on baby girls Gendercide

Killed, aborted or neglected, at least 100m girls have disappeared—and the number is rising
Mar 4th 2010
IMAGINE you are one half of a young couple expecting your first child in a fast-growing, poor country. You are part of the new middle class; your income is rising; you want a small family. But traditional mores hold sway around you, most important in the preference for sons over daughters. Perhaps hard physical labour is still needed for the family to make its living. Perhaps only sons may inherit land. Perhaps a daughter is deemed to join another family on marriage and you want someone to care for you when you are old. Perhaps she needs a dowry.
Now imagine that you have had an ultrasound scan; it costs $12, but you can afford that. The scan says the unborn child is a girl. You yourself would prefer a boy; the rest of your family clamours for one. You would never dream of killing a baby daughter, as they do out in the villages. But an abortion seems different. What do you do?
For millions of couples, the answer is: abort the daughter, try for a son. In China and northern India more than 120 boys are being born for every 100 girls. Nature dictates that slightly more males are born than females to offset boys' greater susceptibility to infant disease. But nothing on this scale.
For those who oppose abortion, this is mass murder. For those such as this newspaper, who think abortion should be “safe, legal and rare” (to use Bill Clinton's phrase), a lot depends on the circumstances, but the cumulative consequence for societies of such individual actions is catastrophic. China alone stands to have as many unmarried young men—“bare branches”, as they are known—as the entire population of young men in America. In any country rootless young males spell trouble; in Asian societies, where marriage and children are the recognised routes into society, single men are almost like outlaws. Crime rates, bride trafficking, sexual violence, even female suicide rates are all rising and will rise further as the lopsided generations reach their maturity (see article).
It is no exaggeration to call this gendercide. Women are missing in their millions—aborted, killed, neglected to death. In 1990 an Indian economist, Amartya Sen, put the number at 100m; the toll is higher now. The crumb of comfort is that countries can mitigate the hurt, and that one, South Korea, has shown the worst can be avoided. Others need to learn from it if they are to stop the carnage.
[bookmark: the_dearth_and_death_of_little_sisters]Most people know China and northern India have unnaturally large numbers of boys. But few appreciate how bad the problem is, or that it is rising. In China the imbalance between the sexes was 108 boys to 100 girls for the generation born in the late 1980s; for the generation of the early 2000s, it was 124 to 100. In some Chinese provinces the ratio is an unprecedented 130 to 100. The destruction is worst in China but has spread far beyond. Other East Asian countries, including Taiwan and Singapore, former communist states in the western Balkans and the Caucasus, and even sections of America's population (Chinese- and Japanese-Americans, for example): all these have distorted sex ratios. Gendercide exists on almost every continent. It affects rich and poor; educated and illiterate; Hindu, Muslim, Confucian and Christian alike.
Wealth does not stop it. Taiwan and Singapore have open, rich economies. Within China and India the areas with the worst sex ratios are the richest, best-educated ones. And China's one-child policy can only be part of the problem, given that so many other countries are affected.
In fact the destruction of baby girls is a product of three forces: the ancient preference for sons; a modern desire for smaller families; and ultrasound scanning and other technologies that identify the sex of a fetus. In societies where four or six children were common, a boy would almost certainly come along eventually; son preference did not need to exist at the expense of daughters. But now couples want two children—or, as in China, are allowed only one—they will sacrifice unborn daughters to their pursuit of a son. That is why sex ratios are most distorted in the modern, open parts of China and India. It is also why ratios are more skewed after the first child: parents may accept a daughter first time round but will do anything to ensure their next—and probably last—child is a boy. The boy-girl ratio is above 200 for a third child in some places.
[bookmark: how_to_stop_half_the_sky_crashing_down]How to stop half the sky crashing down
Baby girls are thus victims of a malign combination of ancient prejudice and modern preferences for small families. Only one country has managed to change this pattern. In the 1990s South Korea had a sex ratio almost as skewed as China's. Now, it is heading towards normality. It has achieved this not deliberately, but because the culture changed. Female education, anti-discrimination suits and equal-rights rulings made son preference seem old-fashioned and unnecessary. The forces of modernity first exacerbated prejudice—then overwhelmed it.
All countries need to raise the value of girls. They should encourage female education; abolish laws and customs that prevent daughters inheriting property; make examples of hospitals and clinics with impossible sex ratios; get women engaged in public life—using everything from television newsreaders to women traffic police. Mao Zedong said “women hold up half the sky.” The world needs to do more to prevent a gendercide that will have the sky crashing down.


A Chinese Family Faces Lingering Evil Of One-Child Policy
Liang Jianzhang and Hwang WenzhengCAIXINMEDIA
English edition • WORLDCRUNCH 2015-09-11-OpEd-

A pregnant Chinese woman must abort her baby, or see her husband fired. After first changes to family planning laws, sweeping reform is now urgently needed.
BEIJING — In a rural area of China's southwest Yunnan Province, China's strict family planning policies are forcing 41-year-old Mrs. Chen to face an impossible choice: abort her eight-month pregnancy or risk her police officer husband's job.
Because she already has a child and because she and her husband don't qualify for the rare exceptions to the one-child policy the country instituted in 1979, she is being harassed to terminate her "unplanned pregnancy." The head of the local Public Security Bureau responsible for family planning, along with some medical staff, reportedly visited Chen's home and intimidated her by saying that if she doesn't abort her fetus, her husband, a civilian police officer, will be dismissed from his position for violating the policy. The couple would also be subject to an enormous fine.
But there are other problems. Much of what's driving the pressure on the Chen family is the way the performance of public employees is judged. No matter how well the leader of a public security bureau performs, he can be dismissed it he fails targets for so-called "family planning responsibilities." Not only that, the punishment is collective: The entire staff is held responsible for family planning implementation, meaning that unplanned pregnancies in the jurisdiction create a penalty for the whole team.
The objective of public policy was originally about bringing welfare to the people. But China's current population and childbirth policy fails to fulfill this duty. Worse, it forces parents to end the lives of their own children. Even if civilian society does its best to help the involved parents and secure babies' right to life, the effect is doomed to be limited.
And in the context of China's low-birth-rate crisis, the situation becomes even more ridiculous. Given China's current sex ratio and the survival rate of girls, each couple would need to have at least 2.2 children to maintain the country's population, something that's known as the "replacement rate."
According to the data of National Bureau of Statistics, China's birth rates from 2010 to 2013 were 1.18, 1.04, 1.26 and 1.24, respectively — far lower than the replacement rate. Even more worrying is that the number of Chinese women between 24 and 29 years old — prime childbearing years — will fall from 73 million to 41 million over the next decade.
This means that even if China fully liberalized population control and encouraged fertility, a Chinese population collapse would still be inevitable. It would probably be attended by deteriorating resources and environmental problems, severely threatening China's sustainable development and society in general.
We ask that the Ministry of Public Security and the National Health and Family Planning Commission intervene and prevent this avoidable tragedy. And before China makes an official announcement about reversing its population policy, it should immediately abandon the practice of linking performance assessments with family planning targets. Tragedies such as the Chens are bound to inspire public outrage and create societal instability.
China should eventually abolish entirely its birth control policies and encourage fertility, both in the name of human rights and to address its shrinking population. These tragedies should not continue.
China's one-child policy ends
The first day of 2016 marks the end of China's controversial, 40-year-old one-child policy.
Although families will still require government-issued birth permits, or face the sanction of a forced abortion, couples in China can now request to have two children.
Couples breaking the law have been penalised by losing state benefits, being fined or even sterilised but the country's ageing population, coupled with one of the lowest birth rates in the world, have prompted the change in policy.
Stephen Evans reports from Beijing

Down Syndrome in Iceland Is ‘Disappearing’ Because of Abortion
Melanie Israel / @Melanie_Israel / August 15, 2017 
Melanie Israel is a research associate for the DeVos Center for Religion & Civil Society at The Heritage Foundation.

The headline is shocking: Down syndrome is virtually disappearing in Iceland. More accurately, people with Down syndrome are being eliminated in Iceland through abortion. As prenatal testing becomes more and more widespread across the world, the number of babies born with Down syndrome and other conditions has decreased because when parents opt for screening that reveals an abnormality, many opt to end the pregnancy.
Down syndrome happens when a person has an extra chromosome, which alters development, physical traits, and increases the risk for medical conditions like heart defects and hearing problems.
Life expectancy for a person with Down syndrome was only 25 years old in 1983. But now, just a few decades later, life expectancy has dramatically increased to 60 years old. 
 The National Down Syndrome Society points out that people with Down syndrome can attend school, work, have meaningful relationships, vote, and contribute to society in many wonderful ways.
Quality educational programs, a stimulating home environment, good health care, and positive support from family, friends, and the community enable people with Down syndrome to lead fulfilling and productive lives.  In the United States, we don’t know exactly how many pregnancies are terminated following a prenatal diagnosis of Down syndrome and other conditions because the data is not collected. But other countries track prenatal diagnosis and abortion data, and the results are telling.
According to CBS News, “The United States has an estimated termination rate for Down syndrome of 67 percent (1995-2011); in France it’s 77 percent (2015), and in Denmark, 98 percent (2015).”  
 In Iceland, more than four out of five women have a prenatal screening test and close to 100 percent of women who received a positive test for Down syndrome chose to abort their child.
According to the National Down Syndrome Society, about 6,000 babies are born with Down syndrome every year in the United States. Imagine if nearly 100 percent of those people had been aborted instead.
What happens when a person’s perceived quality of life becomes more important than the value of life itself? Down syndrome and other conditions don’t negate the inherent dignity and worth of a person, born or unborn.
Our dignity and worth as human beings doesn’t lie in our characteristics or our capabilities. Life is the most basic human freedom of all.
Advancing this fundamental truth in public policy and day-to-day interactions with our neighbors will hasten the day that every human being, from the moment of conception, is protected in law and welcomed in life.
Quijano noted, "In America, I think some people would be confused about people calling this 'our child,' saying a prayer or saying goodbye or having a priest come in -- because to them abortion is murder." 
Olafsdottir responded, "We don't look at abortion as a murder. We look at it as a thing that we ended. We ended a possible life that may have had a huge complication... preventing suffering for the child and for the family. And I think that is more right than seeing it as a murder -- that's so black and white. Life isn't black and white. Life is grey."










Socratic Seminar Prep Sheet ___________________________________________________________________
Friday September 8, you will be participating in an all-class Socratic Seminar.  A Socratic Seminar is an engaged conversation that you have with your classmates about large issues that are addressed in this unit. Over Populations.   You will form an argument, which is an informed opinion in answer to these questions.  You will then While looking for counter arguments throughout the readings and be able to address them. At the end students in various groups will come to conclusion tacking ALL sides into consideration. Provide 2 to three recommendations for china and other countries currently facing population issues..

The activities we are doing in this unit directly address the essential questions and will help you to prepare Take notes on how the activities we have done in class and the information you have learned in them address and answer the essential questions  We will do most of this in class. 
	Annotate all four Articles
	Number each Paragraph. 
	From annotations form you argument listing article Number and Paragraph as a source of reference for all students.....
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List the reasons and history behind the one child policy
	Essential Question
	

	How have the beliefs, values and needs contributed to the success or failure of the one child policy

	Write article # and Par.# for each response.








	What methods has China used in carrying out the one child policy. 
	








	What have been the unintended consequences socially politically and economically on china>?

	








	China has adopted a two child policy. Can the negative effects be reduced. Is the two child policy sufficient to make up for its one child policy?
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