"  BMFAFELEMEAN UHAM
BEAEM Y HETH|
EEMEEREO| DIX|E B

L
T ®

1. pagEel 1’
B 0. #EsE

M. $ifeigEel %E

V. BfEE & nixle EX
R V. & ®

I. RS R

A 16 $2lvel KEGEEE) o] 53 AL TAT Ao FEEL YA HE

Kol mpalol & BET oMAE Mo vk 3 19764 B BMEERO 4.2 HYE P
2 196445 9 HAETe) HAAE HET e #MAS Mok st Sl uelel ER(E
Bk EOKAES] NS A, TR, TEE, 59 wirEmERd v olAE de K
ol wEe glo) MEIEEES SEET AV s B o)

53] 19765 ol R BBTABTN A EMT SEMESN 9 KEHFERAA 95 e
veb &k ARBRA LA 97,0 HAES Aol sk LIES] mMAkd A o
2 e Ae® ebyton, 90.7 HAES Al7kA LIES) @S] a4 93 s Ao
2 bebd? el Y e 1 B AR vebgel 2eln LEEEAA BEY Fh
Bl A RS 49 B R Taob gAY m4shs mAe] 54 @mw veht
T gou? S BHES KBSHL Ut BAL W2 DAE ) 22T Yol REIEIERC) £
% THET B WHEEE W %%olz} X MEAS 2 4o ok

* FESHBIBT AR TEHEA.
* x KIERIFAERE HEWEA.
% ok & AR REBAEE B,

i 1) wEAEIPEE 19764 2EMES 2 KT E A, 1978

2) RERSE, 1965FE 2H RBI8lEERaRE. 19654 124, . 10.

3) &, % "‘o‘ﬂ%ﬂ 1977% B BIEEGRC &% 120345, 71THAE 2 o) $ & FpRe
19&"’“‘ BB X 19764 B 637 AlE, Ki#to] oJE 9gicl. The Population Council.
“East-Asian Rev1ew 1976~19777 Studies in Family Planning, Vol. 9, No.9, Sept.1978.

4°) 1976¢] Hﬂf{]&ﬁﬁf] 6,020% X¥&EP 1,355 U= EAMHtS ST T PoedA ol=g
FHEo E}Y]

HEE®, FEE AL eRE, Hjiﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂ’ FEL v A= BN BRSO, FEEIBIFBL, 1977, p.165.

5) R, 19765 SRHMEN ¥ 5k: Bl

29



oleigt FEuch oS FET MIEE KEHBTE Byl Y ¢ £HL EBMTR
2 BEA SE BAT UHAE B Kb BEsstdl Wi Jt HEoH & EEEMER
A 2 eAEENRE 602042 AREMAS 57.4 HAE EMTLE BA w1 dov
o5 42.6 HAEL HE B MASo AN ML FAA FT JE Ro® ehin
12" 2ol obrel o] B BAEFEKE 340 dE Al F374.3 HAEd oj2x” g
A= BT BHEEEC] $& e REHEIEE ol SolA BELE YEE BFEHA
3 9 RIEAS Adek sl
ek %S RENEHEES oSS H 1K HEEFMoR 4T o)5d WE £hmgl
Fh0] AR Yok & Aol=, o] & skl E@MTFLE B 2t MABA oA Kkl B
rEpel dake vAE B BERS KB o] & AR § EAHR) BEKS ok & Holxh,

O

Hoodo 3

fliont AL

o ‘.
o g gt

24 o]E e WPERRS REAA Y FTEANWERS RRst=d 1 BE T4

I. #rseEse

ABEE S8 Bh= 1976FE £E HEN ¥ REABFHERZE BkddA BEAREER
£ FlAsIEE. k3 AE < 19764 10A ol FEKEBIAR A 2B wHo2 3 158
ol 4 447% /8 Sl BEIBREA 6,0208< EARH s mEEoe HEHs KEHES A3 HE
< AEY Ao APHEAAE olF 60208 FHEElA BMTFLE BA @€ 3,508 EE
o] SRR ek

AFgedl X2 FEHE SHFHES 25854 (multiple classification analysis) 8>°]"=]—, 1233
R7hx] 4 Aol RAHEES FAES AL

KT A LRSS delbA Hikdel A ERSFES SBSES A2 st Bk
RS S5ESWES FAT AL Y 27k BEhdA ok

WA, KB FREE e R 4 EB%E M (nominal variable or qualitative variable)
2 5o 9ol £ AEHE BALH (quantitative variable) 2 B#Fo2 4 EAA ZE RA
2 pik7l Yol BE H5ESH AAMNE KEEKE EMEHE BERE ok
LSHEAHAN A e E REEY HEBRAA HHEKY FEL A RS HEEK

£ 6) HiRE
7) RiEE
8) HLyESHEA A HMAT S o e 2RTA.
Frank M. Andrews, Morgan. J.N., Songuist, J.A. and Klem, L., Multiple Classification
Analysis, Institute for Social Research, The University of Michigan, 1973.

30



o FBuEo T FHEO| o] Foix s WFol KELK T EWEKS AL ERSHE BoHE
SHESE] BS AR FlAC vk 1% HESHES AT ASE HOEEKEN
ey BEECL el £ g0 S5EME-S HIEKS FES Mvlul, (dummy varisble)
2 Bt HEC o2l E EE Yo HESHES BAE e FE ALl 7 AE
ole},

A, AR A FBEE RBERS HOLHM BRE 21 RNEHCH RELKC F
ANE BAE AL € 47 Yot 0% HHMO REMKE —HHOD HE T IR
F2 wHeAAdE ol B BHMG RESE BEE 59 BE Erediction) 5¢ T 4
= gl dFel ERSHS WL SHEHHT NG Rolvh '

AR, SHESH-S BERSH D HESH RE HiAT BEE 4 JdoRAT HBEK
(= HZEH) s shish RBEKS) BRES JehiE Enf (ot HAMAEEGER Bl
) o R FIED HEAKEMNS Ml BEEE T AN PEES JebiE Betafilt
(o] mKefts) EURMGRS B D EA FAY ZE HIER T4 REBEKES B
3= ﬂﬁﬁﬁ'fzﬁ (R?=determinant coefficient) & & 4 gio-] ZEEHI 2ol FIBSE BrFE
Ae HEGH A22A ERT 5 U7 Aol

WA, SSESFS Lot 28 Eta, Beta, R2zto]l EHE 4+ glo] MAHHES FAS
e 4 gl Bohjz ALK & BB (TS K)o B EAKS T HBEAKS F
B7re [l HEY 471 glo] MAME U2 SR GobE SHEASA JE EX
5o HHESS B 4 gt HUd AE 9 Rolsh

e SHEMES HAT 4% FEACE ¥ A HEERE 170 BHEKOE A
Bl E HEo] gk BT K] ZASdE B8 TS Bt A A Rk (class) 2=
K458 Fojokul shE el

M. S#rigEEel &E

1. BHO #EE

Kz Byl EmTFaTEERmA L BEHERE pEs nAE ERE BEAS HEER
o} REHBEHAA 232} P71 Bl Piel ERE BHEE o] g BAol wFAA #
HEBRS EEERE ST HIAREE LERA BEAS s Vel BB KK
gl BBE T ERES EAs AR BEREY pES v At BERE RHste

ok BEAK T E5 BHEKSY ASdE SSEAWE Lohe ERATIES BANE Aol HAEA
otk = SSEATES FAS DA TR o B HERRl A4l HUT Aol BRIE

el ASelE b 4ol 92 TAUe L g AEelth

31



Aol7l a kel fERABE BULKEEKE TA AL A gl mrkyel AsE
BEAREERS FEEHE REDH At HH0t ®22 5 JAsh 220 A4 5
7. BEA HEolY BER HES T+ ERA BT HEe HROES 29 EEEH
i REAA SR HRIE AL Q3o ARl ABRAAE FEERE Lo ] FE
ol Webd 4 gle R A EAY BES EE7) Ao EARMERE RIEKR @A
2 Aoleh,

ABEeel FIAE 13 MUEKEE WERAY EABEERT St BERR, 16, KB
¥, BES WX AETERBR 2 XE88) 2 BT dd BR, T ptgage
FEGHFEBEBALO S N2, 4 B9 REMSME, REHEREMRE ALiE
B, EHEEIEA S BBl AT EEREE, AIfFES SR BHERS o syt
2. THO| BHRXH |

Aigol A SIS EERES STRBHAA FEHY 994 REEEES BRAT 13E BuE
BEL 2 Bk (class) &2 K= olok b Rl At o5 AHS WEKSS <= 2
72 ek £ BRKSS 2ol Hel BHSE Eta, Beta ¥ RURHGZ &4 webd
FE QAN SH|ESHEC) ZE FlAo] BROR Folxt ol =t FH 277} HE
e Aol ohviet REBEHS 2ol wek REkkol gEs s ARl RS0l £4 BEb
< Ao HE SR AL 2 MES SA @7 A8 g EFE =l ohgs 2ol
BERRS X4,

o E K i B 3

JE e KHH
F N
Bkt

T 245V F
208 LA

RZV:-4Y
39T
405 EL E 5

CEE10) A BRSO EIAER BES AW BEL e ohed 2k REM 2L FIRE 4+ ok

1 Davis, K. and J. Blake, “Social Structure and Fertility: An Analytical Framework, Economic
Development and Cultural Change, Vol.4, 1956. pp. 211~ 235.
Freedman, R., The Sociology of Muman Fertility: An Annotated Bibliography, New York, 1975,
p.-15.
Kim, Mo-Im, et. al., “Age at Marriage, Family Planning Practices, and Other Variables as
Correlates of Fertility in Korea) Demdgraphy 11: 4, 1974, pp. 641~656.
Muller, E., “Economic Motives for Family Limitation) Population Studies, Vol.27, No.3,
November 1972. )

W N =W N =

A, A, 7 SRS, MEGRY PES vl SENERSY, FKkERRE 1977
 eET, BEY BHEGREA Y BHERIAAS R, KikaBIPEb. 1977,

32



woox K

IEEBEKE

HEmE

B T&H
5K
RE

Foll 23 & 53 Rk EEmE
(F7BA, Metele,, TV, #iEe

4 74 R Tl A)

GBI E R B BE

AT [E$

BHEEIER A b B

BMEIER S =7e BE
(%, 9= #E =

R H

EREH

el

HSrL b

w2 ST
B

EHH - R A%
R W
14LF

2%

3%

444
54k

A3 gl
17k i ol A B
2 7 kol A Bxfik
3 7FA gidkoll A Ezhh
4 712 gkl A Heh
Bt st
B ot
B Sl ok

T A U=k

4 g 2le

A Dk et

By skt
ERMS e
old A=
]

A 24 gert

A8 gk

kA Fol A EIfEAE =40
TR FiEdlA gfeRE =2
A7bR FiEl A 25 EIfERE

1o

R

L R S~ JUR (B

W N s W N = N e U B W N T W N e

= W N =

33



wmooax K by} B B
BTy AT BE o}%-al 4 7o) e 1
A} )
A }3}c} 3
v gt s
RAS BERERE mEe 3 Ao .
BES stz Yo 9

W SEAFE A ERAKS A9t HEERE WSS ABRAE BIERS
weke EOERO /) ATel MHES BAEST Qt MAS 1, BAE MM FmhA 2T gl
B RAL 02 st ZES REs |

N. @R gES vx= ZH

1SEMNTAH S BERERM S SHEAHE (R 1) Lol 68 HRT HALD o] T
Aok, ol giel FAEE Aot Zebel HebA EwffiE Z(k7t 9%k Betaff# ¥ R?
FBE MLt A1) Aol fEREE ARERC RE Beta ¥ RURHI) ZRE 271 9
Foloh, 5 6E) MAES v HE1)T BEE BRAY BT BLUT #HEE 2T BH
BolAnk MBI A HAUE)HA £ Hhfkol MR ZEHES MEAAA Beta ¥ R7gHS #ER
£ Rz} o}

Wb uhshdo] EafRls MAMBIRESH A9 2 HikE A= Bennffilr: (L
EREHS A 2L HHRE A7l Aol FEAAE Etafffol 1T MBISH 3 Beta H
o A BT MM X BRE SHE rold 4xnse et
. EtafREOI 2Dt HAF

EtafRBahe MUEH &40 REEH 5 B HEGHE Hehie Aols o
ol HHWAH EAl FRAE L ke 4 —EsAl dehde AR oAl (EDH v
thd Etagtel 271 o2 3w @A) i, B mBol A% (EmeE. A o msot
Lol ReMEKRE S ABBIBEMR L B AR O vehin gt PHEo2 ¥ Enfilate 2
olt BEME BETLH, BFETR A% uete 474, SAY KHA%E, 21T MH2F,
ot REHBERS AT BMETOE Yehda ek 53 KEANER AT EMEEK
T 2 REe] 2fEE Yol K4EA g2 9ed HEUchd FEE BEKES T MG

34



Table 1. Relative Importance of Variables, Associated with Contraceptive Use

Beta Coefficients Derived from MCA

S

Variables - Eta
1 2 3 4 5 6
* Residenc~ 0.019 0. 074 0.078
Age 0. 158 0.161 0.194
Education 0.123 0.170 0.108 0.145
Husband’s Occupation 0. 046 0.109
No. of Living Children 0.134 0.107 0. 169
No.of Living Sons 0.108 0.099
No. of Living Daughters 0.083 0.087
Mass Media Exposure 0.074 0.069 0.063 0.133
F.P. Worker Contact 0.098 0.086 0.088 0.121 0.130
®No. of Induced Abortion 0.145 0.130 0.147 0.183
@ Attitude toward Rumor 0.134 0.117 -0.138 0.185 -
¥ Side- Effect Experience 0.019 0.015 0.079 0.104
Satisfaction with Current Family Size 0.074 0.116 0.141 0.144
Employment Status 0.061 0.088 0.056
R* . 0.070  0.072 0. 090 0.09%6 0. 075  0.054

Note: All variables are significant at 5 percent level

o] HM3] I Ao miEsojok Bk, LEl My MEIMEC) I ARERAT BER
B, WA BELS ¥ BEBRE BAELREK Sl vehdn sk v Etaﬁ’f‘ﬁ S ell
A RS HRY AL BEBRE KRR 2467t BIEBR oS HIBIEIR
2 24 AAE gold, BAE EABRERS FERRER 5 TEF 3, B3 FEHBIE
BhEE FEGBIEREME, ATREDNK SfFRRMA T BE 55 ZKet HBE%K T
Ao kRPRIIHE FEolv}, oAl o]HT AfkHe FHS Betaffilt ¥ RPFEHE F3A
B} 2k Figol 517};1%1“?,,%,&3“* T AL o]T AHEMS gol A% AA vehtE Aolvh Eta
F#0+ Betafl7} 0.28 k Mg@_j}h\&ﬁ?} A8 ge 4@&90 1 Lmehs g A 8

= e ‘/I-E]'Vl-—'!l “a °VP EESESHE Toll YA FAR MBS kol 27 5
LAY RELKE FE 09 128 Fo3ls] d&e FHES AR (variation) 7} Hof
A vebd #RE A MERAAE LB e Al
2. Beta ¥ RMRIROI 2Bt 2R

wA F3 (E1)d JERT 9t & Y] mEfK 33 1 MRS 4 22
BER(LAAE BMTLE BA ¥ J7|':» AES EAR BHERDS FEHo, #EEQ2)I
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Table 2. Relation Between Respondents Characteristics and Contraceptive Practice Rate

(from MCA 1)
Grand Mean: 57.4% (Standard Deviation: 0.5%)
Deviation from Grand Mean
Variables No. of Cases Category Mean Ulnadjusted Adjusted
} Residence

Large Cities 1,210 60.7 3.3 - 0.8

Small Cities 649 61.8 4.4 1.9

Rural 1,701 53.3 - 4.1 - 0.2
Age

15— 24 121 35.5 -21.9 -14.5

25—-29 586 51.7 - 5.7 - 7.6

30- 34 1916 65.5 8.1 5.2

35—139 1,033 65.9 8.5 8.5

40-44 904 46.0 -11.4 - 8.1
Education

No School 437 43.9 -13.5 -10.1

Primary School 1,919 55. 4 - 2.0 - 2.3

Middle School 655 61.8 4.4 4.3

High School or More 549 69. 8 12.4 10.9
Husband’s Occupation

None and Labor 1,201 57.5 0.1 0.2

Agriculture ' 1,121 50.5 - 6.9 - 3.1

Clerical, Sales - 990 62. 4 5.0 2.7

Professional 248 67.7 10.3 1.9
No. of Living Children

1 or Less 178 32.0 -25.4 -24.7

2 738 56.6 - 0.8 - 2.1

3 940 64.5 7.1 3.5

4 821 63.8 6.4 5.9

5 or Qver 883 49.6 - 7.8 - 2.5

HAE FTE W FERo) Bold HEE F&E o WAL Pirt w2 Bolet sbll=h §
3 olE 15 -24EME-S FRpol A7 el BETLHEE A& A2 AAA 28] BMTX
2 A Evha mE-S RN MES RS 323 dokdle AoR Holek T FlojEh
webA ol B MASH AT FEM BMEETRS 1o BmbES FrtE HE
MRS 24 AFE Bkl A= 5 =oi=ok shaleh. 15248l EpkEo|] 35.5 HAE 3l
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Table 3. Relation between Respondents’ Characteristics and Contraceptive Practice
Rate(from MCA 3)

Grand Mean: 57*4%V(Standard Deviation: 0.5%)

Deviation from Grand Mean

Variables No, of Cases Category Mean  [Jnadjusted Adiusted ~
Mass Media Exposure
None 1,272 49.8 - 7.6 -13.0
One Kind 1,078 57.9 0.5 - 13
Two Kinds 652 63.0 5.6 4.2
Three Kinds 388 65.0 7.6 5.3
Four Kinds 170 72.4 15.0 - 5.8
F.P. Worker Contact
No 1,694 50.6 - 6.8 - 4.5
Yes 1, 866 63.6 6.2 ~ 4.1
No. of Induced Abortion
None 1,883 48.9 -~ 8.5 - 6.1
1 637 65.6 8.2 6.0
2 471 67.3 9.9 7.5
3 over 569 68. 2 10.8 7.2
Attitude toward Rumor ‘
No Response 1,128 44.3 -13.1 - 8.3
Believe 1,573 41.6 4.2 2.6
Depend upon Rumor 723 67.5 10.1 6.3
Not. Believe 136 63.2 5.8 5.6

Satisfaction with Current
“Family Size

No Response 62 11.3 -46.1 —-24.4

Too Small 168 41.7 -15.7 - 73
Appropriate 1,717 59.1 1.7 0.7
Too Large 1,613 59.0 1.6 1.0

*No. of living children and side —effect experience are also taken into account in the MCA (3)

o0} dheell 35398 -2 65.9 SIALEE 24Tl us) 8.5 SI4AE FEQE 7L ¥4 et
VI glo] o] e HEYSE BMTLE BEA SASe BE/ Bgo= A #Els
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RHEO 2 Qlshe] RS 514 BolE HE ALE dFow, b ol AL el T BB
AR L EME0) HAWOD fERAEY Yehte #Re st
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Table 4. Number of Living-€hildren, Satisfaction with Current Family Size and Approval
of ‘Two Children Slogan by Contraceptive Use

Unit: Persons(percent)

Classification Unuser User Total
No. of Living Children X?=123.3
0 34(2.2) 2(0.1) 36(1.0)
1 87(5.7) 55(2.7) - 142( 4.0)
2 320(21.1) 418(20.5) 738(20.7)
3 334(22.0) 606 (29.7) 940 (26. 4)
4 297 (19. 6) 524 (25. 6) 821(23.1)
5 238(15.7) 269(13.2) 507 (14. 2)
" 6 or More 207 (13.6) 169( 8.3) 376 (10. 6)
Total 1,517 (100. 0} 2, 043 (100. 0) 3, 560 (100. 0)
‘Satisfaction with Current Family Size X?=73.3
Too Large 661 (43.6) 952 (46. 6) 1,613 (45.3)
" Appropriate 703 (46. 4) 1,014 (49.6) 1,717 (48.2)
Too Small , 98( 6.5) 707 3.4) 168( 4.7)
Never Thought About it 9(0.6) 1( 0.0) 10( 0.3)
Unknown 45(3.0) 6(0.3) 51(1.4)
 Total 1, 516 (100. 0) 2, 043 (100. 0) 3,559 (100. 0}
Approval of Two Children Slogan X2=25.4
~ Approve 1,174(77.4) 1,658(81.3) 2 2,832(79.6)
Neutral 133( 8.8) 168( 8.2) 301( 8.5)
Disapprove 181 (11.9) 209 (10. 2) 390 (11.0)
Unknown 29( 1.9) 7(0.3) 36(1.0)

Total . 1,517 (100. 0) . 2,042(10079) . 3,559(100.0)

oAl (%5)% B3 BMTLABERRAY L FLMERURERS 49 272 g} @
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Table 5. Relative Importance of Variables Associated'wnh Approval of Two Children Slogan

Beta Coefficients Derived from MCA

Variables - Eta
' ) 1 2 3 4 5 ‘
Residence . 0.093 0. 095 0.132
Age . 0.049 0.137
Education 0.048 , 0. 089 0. 085 0.130
Husband’s Occupation 0. 065 0. 120
No. of Living Children 0.135 0.316 0.195
No. of Living Sons 0.127 0.135
No. of Living Daughters 0.136 0.120
Mass Media Exposure 0.109 0.048 0.063 0.119
F.P. Worker Contact ' * * * 0. 005
No. of Induced Abortion 0.027 * 0. 035
Attitude towa.rdQRumor 0. 054 0.038 0.068
Side-Effect Experience 0. 055 * * 0.040
Satisfaction with Current Family Size 0.267 0.161 0.176 0. 142
Employment 0. 003 0.031
R? 0. 050 0.016 0.092 0.058 0.054

Note: * Means not significant at 5 percent level.
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(Abstract)

Influnce of Individual Background Characteristics
and Family Planning Vaniables on

- Women’s Contraceptive Practice Behavior :
A Study of Those Who Want No More Additional Children

Kyu Sik Lee® Nam Hoon Cho - Kyung Kyun Chung**

Family Planning Problem Areas

The Korean National Family Planning has been regarded as successful but it is often
critized as being stagnant. The practice rate among eligible couples of ages 15 to 49
was estimated at 44.2 per cent in 1976 and it is believed not to be rising any longer.
Most program authorities tend to attribute this stagnation simply to remaining traditional
cultural influence, that is boy preference. This attitudé has long been recognized as a
problem which must be tackled outside of family planning. Many efforts and considerable
budget have been devoted to solving this problem and as a result the family size norm
has to some extent been altered, but there-are still many couples who do not practise
family planning because they have no boy. No one knows exactly what the proportion of
this group is to total number of eligible couples, but boy preference is surely one barrier
which is causing stagnation in .the national family planning program. This, however, is a
problem difficult to solve in a limited period merely via the family planning program, since
it is a cultural matter needing a long time to change.

What significant barrier then can be tackled by and within the family planning progr-
am ? The Korean data for the World Fertility Study carried out in 1976 by the Korean
Institute for Family Planning reveal that 82.7 per cent of 6,020 subjects are satisfied with
the current family size or conceive their current family size to be too large. Moreover,
the percentage of the group which definitely does not want another pregnancy was 57.4
per cent out of which only 42.6 per cent do not practise family planning. = This problem
group of 42.6 per cent is represented‘ 25.3 per cent of the total national Vsample, implying

ey
that when this is added to 44.2 per cent, the current practice rate, it might well reach

‘ * Researcher, KIFP.
*% Assistant Professor, School of Public Health, Seoul National University.
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70 per' cent for the national practice rate.

We need to pay more attention to the fact this 25.3 per cent of has nothing to do
with boy preference but is easily motivated to terminate pregnancy, and are waiting for
services that can be provided by the family planning program.

We label this ‘group “pong-eem” and it is a group which could be helped WITHIN
FAMILY PLANNING, rather than BEYOND FAMILY PLANNING.

Conclusion and Recommendations

Among the independent variables significantly associated with the dependent variable,
that is, the family planning status of those who do not want additional pregnancy, the
following shows significant influence. Appearing are such variables manipulatable by the
family planning programs a)contact with family planning workers, b)exposure to FP
message through mass media, and c)attitudes toward rumors on contraceptive methods.

Although all of the socio-demographic variables also turned out to be important factors
associated with family planning status, these variables are not variables to altered by
the family planning program. In this sense, most of the research that called attention
to this sort of variable provide the program authorities with little help for program im-
plementation. Based upon findings. of this study, we wish provide the following recom-
mendations that we hope will be taken immediate consideration in program planning to help
those who do want additional pregnancies but do not practise family planning.

A. Guidelines for and supervision of the activities of family planning field workers
should be strengthened so that they make more home visits to those who do not want
additional pregnancies but do not practise birth control. These couples could easily be
identified from the family. health record card.

B. More messages on the idea of small family norm, Contraceptive methods and loca-
lized information on service sites should be disseminated through mass media. It is de-
sirable to publish more pamphlets and leaflets and they shéuld carry localized information

as well.

C. Strong counter-measures against negative rumors about contraceptive methods
be should imimediately developed and put into effect. More active use not only of mass
media including pamphlets and leaflets but also the interpersonal communication through
Saemaeul networks and Mothers’ clubs is strongly recommended to combatJ unfavorable

rumors.
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D. More attention should be paid to the term “WITHIN FAMILY PLANNING”,not
only “BEYOND FAMILY PLANNING”. Once again, we need to pay close attention to
the fact that 82.7 per cent of the total number of eligible couples are already satisfied
with this current family size and the fact the proportion of those who are cleary deter
mined not to have an additional pregnancy is 59.1 per cent out of whijch 42.6 per cent
do not practice birth control They are waiting for our immediate services within family

planning not beyond family planning.



