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Table 1. Distribution of Contraceptive Users by First Method
and Residence

Method g’}i’s‘ ﬁig::‘ National

Loop 34.2% 51.5% 44,0%
Oral Pill 33.1 28.6 30.6
Sub-total | 63 80.1 74.6
" Condom 14.5 o9 11.8
ety & 5.1 3.6 1.3
Others 13.1 6.4 ] 9.3
''''''''' Sub-total » 2.7 | 19.9 25.4
 Total 100.0 ] 100.0 100.0
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Table-2 Age Distribution of Loop and Oral Pili Acceptors
at Acceptance

Loop Oral Pill

Age }
20-24 | 1.8% 4.9%
25-29 12.8 18.1
30-34 30.1 33.1
35-39 36.0 29.7
40-44 19.3 14,2
Total \ 100. 0 100. 0
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Table 3. Number of Living Children of Loop and Oral Pill

Acceptors

No. of Living : )

Children Loop Oral Pill
One 0.3% 1.2%
Two .3 3.8
Three 9.9 15.3
Four 21.3 24.6
Five 25.6 23.7
Six 22.3 16.4
Seven 13.8 10. 4
Eight or 55 L6
more . .
Total 1 100. 0 1 100.0
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Table 4. Total Number of Children Desired by Loop and

Oral Pill Acceptors

Desired ! . :

No. of Loop Oral Piil

Children
One 0.1% 0.3%
Two 0.3 0.6
Three 4.6 9.1
Four 22.4 27.7
Five 26.4 25.7
Six 25.0 20.1
Seven or more | 21.0 16.5
Total [ 100.0 100.0
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Table 5. Ideal Number of Children by Loop and Oral

Pill Acceptors

Ideal No. :

of Children Loop Pill
One 0.1% 0.1%
Two 0.3 0.3
Three 4.8 5.8
Four 37.9 42.9
Five 28.4 28.3
Six 26.7 21.0
Seven or more 1.7 1.6
Total - 100.0 100.0
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Table-6. Opinion on Acceptability of Induced Abortion by
Loop and Oral Pill Acceptors

r°“

Opinion of Abortion | _ Loop ‘ Oral Pill
Acceptable 49.2% 47.8%
Don’t Know i 8.9 7.2
Unacceptable 41.9 45.3
Total [ 100.0 ] 100.0
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Table-7. Family Planning Program Exposure of Loop
and Oral Pill Acceptors in last 2 Years

Program Exposure ) Loop Oral Pill

Home Visits Received
None 65.6% 67.2%
One 10.9 11.1
Two 6.5 T 6.1
Three 4.3 4.1
Four . 3.2 3.0
Five 3.2 3.0
Six or more 6.1 5.1
Total 100.0 100.0

Visits to Health

Center
Noene 57.5 64,4
One 18.0 12.1
Two 10.1 8.6




Three : 4.4 4,6

Four 3.2 2.9
. Five 1.5 1.5
Six or more 5.1 5.9
Total 100.0 100.0

Attendance at
Group Meeting

No v 80. 4 84.1
Yes 19.6 15.9
Total | 100.0 } 100.0
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Table-8. Residential Background of Loop and Oral Pill

Acceptors
Residence and .
Duration of Residence Loop Oral Pill
Rural, 0.4 years | 1.2% 1.6%
Rural, 5-9 years 2.2 2.4
~ Rural, 10 years 52.5 44,3
Town, 0-4 years 1.6 1.2
Town, 5-9 years 1.7 ) 1.5
Town, 10% years 3.8 3.1
City, 0-4 years 5.5 6.1
City, 5-9 years 5.8 7.8 -
City, 10%* years 25.7 31.8
Total ! 100.0 100.0
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_Table-9. Educational Level of Loop and Oral Pill Acceptors

Table-10. Occupation of Husband®of Loop and Oral Pill

Acceptors

Occupation Loop Oral Pill.
Farmer, Fisherman 38.2% 28.6%
Laboret (unskilled) 12.7 12.0°
Laborer (skilled) 8.8 9.3
Clerical, Sales 29.3 37.4
Professional 3.9 6.8
Long time
unemployed 7.1 5.8
Total 100.0 100.0

Education Loop Oral Pill
No Schooling 28.4% 22.3%
Primary School 53.5 49.8
Middle School 11.4 15.2
High School 6.3 10.4
College or more 0.4 2.3
Total 100.0 | 100.0
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1. Tietze C, “The Clinical Effectiveness of Contraceptive Method”, American Journal
of Obstetrics and Gynecology, p.78 1959. Tietze C., “Cooperative statistical Program
for the Evaluation of Intra Uterine Devices,” National Committee on Maternal
Health, Inc. mimeo, 1966.

Tietze C. and Sarah Lewit, “Statistical Evaluation of Contraceptive method; Use-
Effectiveness and Extended Use-Effectiveness” Demography, vol.5, No. 2, 1968.
p. 931 ~940.
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Table-11. Cumulative Gross Terminasion Rates or IUD First
Insertions by Type of Termination, Korea and Taiwan*

M?ﬁ;gf_t?:;er Pregnancy Expulsion Removal { To:la;ﬁt:;mi-
Korea |Taiwan| Korea| Taiwan| Korea ] Taiwan ] Korea I Taiwan

1 .01 .00 .03 .03 .15 .04 .18 .06
2 .01 .00 .04 .04 .21 .05 .25 .10
3 .01 .01 .06 .06 .26 .07 .31 .14
4 © .02 .02 .06 .07 .28 .08 .34 .28
5 .03 .02 .07 .08 .31 .10 .38 .21
6 .03 .03 .08 .09 .33 .12 .41 .23
7 .03 .03 .09 .10 .34 .13 .42 .27
8 .03 .04 .09 .11 .36 .15 .43 .29
9 .04 .04 .10 .12 .36 .16 .45 .32
10 .04 .05 .10 .13 .39 .17 .47 .34
11 .05 .05 .11 .13 .40 .18 .49 .37
12 .06 .06 1 14 .42 .20 .51 .39
13 .07 .06 .12 .14 .44 .21 .54 .41
14 .07 .06 .12 .15 .45 .22 .55 .43
15 .08 .07 .12 .15 .46 .24 .56 .45
16 .08 .08 .12 .16 .47 .25 .57 .48
17 .08 .08 .12 .16 | .48 .25 .58 .49
18 .09 .09 .13 .16 .49 .26 . 60 .51
19 .09 .09 .14 .16 .51 .28 .61 .53
20 09 | 10| .15 | .16 | st | .29 | 62 | Lss
21 .09 .11 .15 .17 .51 .30 .62 .57
22 .10 .11 .15 .17 .52 .31 | .64 .58
23 .10 .11 .16 .17 .54 .32 .65 .60
24 .10 1 .17 .18 .55 .33 .66 .62

Sorce: * Ronald Freedman and John Y. Takeshita, Famliy Planning in Taiwan,
Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jerscy, 1969. p.250,
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Table-12. Outcome of First IUD Insertions and Reinsertions by
Residence for 1968-71 Acceptors

First insertion Reinsertion
Qutcome -

Total ! Urban l Rural Total ] Urban I Rural
Still using 35.7 29.6 39.3 50. 5 45.9 53.2
Removal 49.5 58.1 44.2 29.3 32.4 27.4 ]
Expulsion 9.9 10.1 10,0 13.1 21.5 8.1
Pregnancy 4.9 2.2 6.5 7.1 — 11.3
Total No. of |
Acceptors 493 186 307 99 37 62




Table-13. Cumulative 12 Month Gross IUD Termination Rates by
Type of Termination, Korea and Taiwan by Year of Acceptance

Year Pregnancy Expulsion Removal Total
Korea
1966* 0. 06 0.13 0.28 0.39
1967 0.04 0.15 0.31 0. 43
1968%* 0. 05 0.09 0.44 0.52
1969 0.06 0.11 0. 41 0.51
1970 0.09 0.16 0.47 0.59
1968-1970 0. 06 0.11 0.42 0.51
Taiwan***
1966 0. 03-0. 06* 0.08-0. 11 0.28-0. 31 0.36-0. 42
1967 0. 04-0. 05 0.12-0.09 0.30-0. 34 0.41-0. 42
1968 0.04 0.09 0.38 0.46
Source of data; * 1967 IUD Survey
*k 1971 Fertility Survey
*#%% Third Taiwan IUD Follow-up Sutrvey of 1968
1) from January to June
2) from July to December
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Fig-2. Cumulative Gross Termination Rates for First IUD Insertions by
Type of Termination and Residence, 1968-71.
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Table-14. Outfcome of First Acceptance of Oral Pill by Residence
for 1968-71 Acceptors

Total Urban Rural

Still using 25.0 21.3 27.7
Termination 75.0 78.7 72.3
Medical reason (65.9) (68.1) (64.0)
Personal reason (34.1) (31.9) (36.0)
Total . No. of Acceptors 895 ' 375 l 520
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Fig-6. Cumulative Countinuation Rate for First IUD Insertions by Wife’s Education.

Table-15. Cumulative Gross Temmination Rates per 100 First
~ Insertions by Age, Residence, and Education; Korea and Taiwan

At end of At end of At end of
Characteristic 12 Months 24 Months 36 Months
Korea Taiwan* | Korea Taiwan* | Korea [Taiwan?*
Age of wife at
first insertion
24 or less 70 55 74 76 - 86
25-29 57 40 76 61 89 75
30-34 55 29 72 45 85 65
35 and motre 43 23 55 35 63 55
Residence
Urban 53 39 71 56 T 83 68-80
Rural 52 35 62 52 70 64
Educational
level of wife .
No -School 44 30 59 45 69 66
Primary school 53 36 68 54 76 68
M'iddle school 54 38 65 58 85 77
i 44 40 60 59 72 68

Sorce; *Freedman and Takeshita; Family Planning in Tawan, Princeton unive-
rsity, 1969, p. 260

**Committee on Family Planning Taiwan Provincial Health Department
Taichung, Taiwan Republic of China Annual Report, p. 73, 1971 (1968
Survey Data)
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Table-16. Cumulative Contunuation Rates per 100 First Acceptors
of Oral Pill and IUD by Social Characteristics

At end of At end of At end of
Characterist cs 12 Months 24 Months 36 Months
IUD Oral pill 1UD | Oral Pill ’ 1UD [ Oral .Pill
+ Age of wife at
first acceptance
24 or less 30 18 26 — —
25-29 43 23 24 11 6
30-34 45 36 28 21 15 15
35 and more 57 34 45 23 37 | 15
Residence
Urban 47 26 29 14 17 9
Rural 51 31 38 17 38 12
Educational level
of wife
No school 56 30 41 13 30 "8
Primary sczhool 47 31 32 17 21 11
Middle school 46 23 35 13 15 11
High schiool 56 31 40 16 28 13
and more 1
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Table-17. Mean Interval from First Loop Insertion to
First Subsequent Pregnancy by Age

Age Interval (month)
20-24 8
25-29 15
30-34 22
35-39 31
40-44 43

Table-18. Mean Interval from First Use of Oral Pill to
First Subsequent Pregnancy by Age

Age Interval (months)
20-24 6
25-29 9
30-34 ’ 14
35-39 20
40-44 28
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Table—iQ Mean Interval from First Loop Imsertion to
First Subsequent Pregnancy by Number of Living
Children of Acceptors

Number of Living Children Interval (months)
One : 17
Two 21
Three 25
Four . 29
Five 32
Six or More 33

Table-20 Mean Interval from First Use of Oral Pill to
First Subsequent Prgnancy by Number of Living Children

Number of LivingC hildren Inteval (months)
One Child 9
Two Childrern 15
Three Children 17
Four Children i8
Five Children 18
Six or more 18
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. Table-21., Mean Interval from First Loop Insertion to
First Subsequent Pregnancy by Wife’s Education

Education ’ Interval (months)
No Schooling s 32
Primary School . : 28 -
Middle School 26
High School ) . 24
College or more 14

Table-22. Mean Interval from First Use of Oral Pill to
First Subsequent Pregnancy by Wife’s Education

Education Interval (months)
No Schooling 14
Primary School 16
Middle School 16
High School ) 20
‘College or more - 22

Table-23. Mean Interval from First Loop Insertion to
First Svubsequent Pregrancy by Husband’s Occupation

Occupation Interval (month)
Farmer 30
Unskilled Labor 24
Skilled Labor 26
Sales, Clerical 27
Professional 29

Table-24. Mean Interval from First Use of Oral Pill to
First Subsegquent Pregnancy by Husband’s Occupation

Occupation Interval (months)
Farmer 14
Unskilled Labor 14
‘Skilled Labor . 13
Sales, Clerical 18
Professional 21
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Table-25. Mean InterVal. from First Acceptance of Loop
and Oral Pill to First Subsequent Pregnancy by Residence

Residence Loop (months) I Pill (months)
City 26 . 14
Town 32 15
Village 25 18
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Table-26. Mean Interval frbm First Acceptance of Loop and
* Oral pill to First Subsequent Pregnancy by Living Standard

Living Standard Loop(monthsj l Pill (months)
Upper Class . 27 ' 23
Middle Class 28 15
Lower Class 23 J 13
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Table-27. Cumulative Proportion of 1968-71 .Acceptors Continuing

with IUD, Having No Pregnancy, and Having No Live
Birth by Duration Since Insertion

Ordinal Proportion Proportion not Proportion without
Month Continuing with IUD Pregnant live birth

1 82 99 1. 00

2 75 98 1. 00
3 69 94 1. 00
4. 66 92 . 1.00
5 62 20 1.00
-6 59 87 1. 00
7 58 85 . 1.00
8 57 83 1.00
9 55 80 1.00
10 53 78 99
11 51 76 99
12 49 74 97
13 46 71 66
14 45 71 95
15 44 68 93
16 43 66 52
17 42 65 90
18 40 64 89
19 39 62 88
20 38 61 85
21 38 ' 58 83
22 36 . 58 - 80
23 35 56 78
24 34 56 77
25 32 55 76
26 32 53 75
27 31 53 . 75
28 31 52 . 72
29 29 51 72
30 27 50 69
31 26 49 69
32 25 49 63
33 24 49 67
34 23 48 65
35 23 46 63
36 23 46 63
37 20 . 45 61




Table-28. Cumulative Proportion of 1968-71 Acceptors Countinuing
with Oral Pill, Having no Pregnancy, and Having no
Live Birth by Duration Since Acceptance

Ordinal g;ﬁa‘;ﬁig’; Proportion not Propo'rtionnwithout
Month | with Oral PilL pregnant live 'biith
1 77 99 1.00
2 65 97 1.00 -
3 54 93 1.00
4 48 87 1.00
5 44 83 1.00
6 40 79 1.00
7 38 75 1.00
8 36 ) 72 1.00
9 35 69 1.00
10 33 67 1.00
11 32 64 98
12 29 63 96
13 27 ‘ 60 92
14 25 58 91
15 23 56 89
16 22 54 © 86
17 20 52 85
18 19 51 83
19 19 49 81
20 18 48 78
21 17 47 77
22 17 45 75
23 16 44 74
24 15 43 73
25 14 41 72
26 13 40 71
27 12 38 70
28 12 37 69
29 11 37 ’ T 89
30 11 37 68
31 11 37 67
32 11 36 66
33 11 35 66
34 1 33 65
35 11 33 63
36 1 33 61
37 33 59




Table-29. Cumulative Proportion of 1968-71 Oral Pill Acceptors
Having No Live Birth and Having No Pregnancy by
Residence and Duaration Since Acceptance

Ordinal

Proportion Not Pregnant

Proportion Without Live Birth
Month Urban [ Rural Urban I Rural
1 1.00 1.00 .99 ! 1.00
2 1.00 1.00 .97 .97
3 1.00 1.00 .92 .93
4 1.00 1.00 .85 .88
5 1.00 1.00 .81 .84
6 1.00 1.00 .76 .81
7 1.00 1.00 ©.73 . 76
8 1.00 1.00 .71 .73
9 1.00 1. 00 .68 .69
10 1.00 .99 .64 .68
11 .99 .97 .62 .65
12 .98 .94 .62 .63
13 .96 .90 .60 .60
14 .94 .90 .58 .57
‘15 .92 . 87 .55 .55
16 .9 .83 .54 .54
17 .90 .81 .51 .53
18 .89 .78 .51 .50
19 .86 i .48 .50
20 .83 .75 .48 . 47
21 .81 .73 .48 .45
22 .80 .72 .47 .43
23 .79 .71 45 . . 42
24 77 .70 45 .41
25 .76 .69 44 .40
26 .76 .68 .42 .38
27 .75 .67 .41 .36
28 v .65 .38 .34
29 .75 .64 .38 .34
30 .75 .63 .38 .34
31 .75 .61 .38 .34
32 .75 .60 - .38 .33
34 .74 .52 .34 .30
35 .74 .52 .34 .30
35 .74 .55 .34 .30
36 .74 .53 .34 .30
37 .72 .51 .34 .30




Table-30. Cumulative Proportion of 1968-71 IUD Acceptors Having
No Live Birth and Having No Pregnancy by Residence
and Duration Since Insertion

Ordinal | | Proportion Without Live Birth Proportion Not Pregnant
Month I Urban I Rural Urban ] Rural
1 1. 00 1.00 .98 .99
2 1. 00 o 1.00 .97 .99
3 1.00 1.00 .93 .95
4 1.00 1.00 - .90 .94
5 1.00 1.00 .87 .92
6 1.00 1.00 .85 .88
7 1.00 1. 00 .84 .85
8 .99 1.00 .84 .83
9 .99 1.00 .80 .80
10 .99 .99 77 .78
11 .99 .99 .76 .76
12 .99 .96 .74 .74
13 .97 .95 .73 .70
14 .96 .94 .73 .69
15 .96 .91 69 .68
16 .96 .89 .68 © .66
17 .96 . 87 . .65 .64
18 .94 .85 .65 .64
19 .92 .84 .62 .62
20 .91 .81 .61 .61
21 .89 .79 .58 .58
22 .87 .76 .58 .57
23 .85 .74 .56 .56
24 .83 .73 ° .56 .55
25 .83 .72 .56 .55
26 .83 .70 .52 . .54
27 .83 .70 .52 .53
28 .83 . 66 .52 .52
29 .83 .65 .52 .51
30 .80 ~ .63 .52 .49
31 .80 .62 .52 | .48
32 .80 .61 .51 .48
33 .78 .60 .51 .48
34 .76 .59 .47 .48
35 .69 .59 .47 .47
36 .69 .57 . 47 .47
37 .69 . 56 .45 .45




Table-31. Cumulative Proportion of. IUD Acceptors Having No Live

Birth by Age and Duration Since Insertion.

Ordinal

Month Under 30 30-34 35 or more
1 1. 00 1.04 1. 00
2 1. 00 1.00 1. 00
3 1.00 1.00 1.00
4 . 1.00 1.00 1.00
S 1.00 1. 00 1.00
6 1.00 1.00 1.00
7 1.00 1. 00 1,00
8 1.00 1.00 1.00
9 .99 1.00 1.00
10 .99 .99 .99
11 .99 .99 .98
12 .97 .98 .97
13 .95 .97 .97
14 .92 .95 .97
15 .90 .93 .97
16 .87 .92 .96
17 .83 .91 .96
18 .82 .89 .95
19 .79 .88 .04
20 77 .88 o4
21 .75 .86 .92

22 .72 .85 91
23 .70 .84 91
24 .67 .84 .91
25 .64 .84 91
26 .62 .82 91
27 .60 .82 .90
28 .60 .80 .89
29 .59 .80 .89
30 .56 .78 .88
31 .55 .77 .88
32 .54 .76 .88
33 .51 .76 .88
34 .50 .75 .88
35 .48 74 87
36 .47 .73 —

-— 4 3 —



Table-32. Cumulative Proportion of Oral Pill Acceptors Having No
Live Birth by Age and Duration Since Acceptance.

%}g;‘;ﬁl Under 30 30-34 35 more
1 1.00 1.00 1.00
2 1.00 1.00 1.00
3 1.00 1.00 1.00
4 1.00 1.00 1.00
5 1.00 1. 00 1.00
6 1.00 1.00 1.00
7 1.00 1.00 1.00
8 1.00 1.00 1.00
9 1.00 1.00 1. 00

10 .99 .99 1.00
11 .97 .98 1.00
12 .94 .96 .99
13 .89 .95 .97
14 .86 .94 .97
15 .83 .92 .96
16 .80 .91 .95
17 .78 .90 ©.93
18 .75 .89 .93
19 .72 .87 .92
20 .68 .85 .91
21 .65 .84 .91
22 .63 .82 .90
23 .60 .81 .89
24 .58 .81 .89
25 .55 .80 .88
26 .52 .79 .88
27 .52 .78 .88
28 .52 .77 .88
29 .49 77 .86
30 .48 .76 .86
31 .46 .75 .86
32 .44 .74 .86
33 .43 .73 .86
34 .41 .72 .85
35 A1 .71 .83
36 .40 .70 .82
37
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Table-1. Cumulat}vé 1UD Total Termination Rate by
Year of Acceptance

Ordinal
Voina 1968 [ 1969 [ 1970 1971
1 .20 .15 .2 L1
2 .29 .24 .28 .13
3 .35 .30 .37 .14
4 .37 .34 .41 .19
5 .42 .34 .46 .24
6 .44 .39 .49 .24
7 .46 ©L40 .50 .24
© 8 .48 .40 .50 .24

9 .49 .42 .51 .24

10 .49 .45 .55 .24

1 .50 .48 .57

12 .52 .51 .59

13 .55 .53 .60

14 .55 .55 .62

15 .57 .56 .62

16 .57 .57 .63

17 .59 .60 .63

18 .60 .62 .63

19 .62 .62 .68

20 .62 .63 .68

21 .63 .63 .68

22 .63 .65 .68

23 .65 .66

24 .67 .66

25 .68 .69

26 .69 .69

27 .71 .69

28 .71 .69

29 .71 .72

30 .73 .74

31 C 75 .74

32 .76 .74

33 77 74

34 77

35 .77

36 .77

37+ .81




Table-2., Cumulative JUD Pregnancy Rate by Year of

Acceptance o
Qraimal 1968 1969 1970 1971
1 010 | .00 00 .01
2 .01 00 | oo ' .01
3 .02 ot e 01
4 .02 .02 502 .01
5 .04 * 02 .03 .01
6 . 04 .02 .05 .01
7 .04 .02 .05 .01
8 .04 .02 .07 .01
9 .04 .03 .07 .01
10 .04 .04 .07 .01
11 .04 .04 ' .07
12 .05 .06 .09
13 .07 .07 .09
14 .07 .07 .09
15 .08 .07 .09
16 .08 .07 .09
17 .08 .08 .09
18 .08 .08 .09
19 .08 .10 .09
20 .08 .10 .09
21 .08 .10 .09
22 .08 CoL12 .09
23 .08 .12
24 .08 12
25 .08 .12
26 .08 .12
27 .08 .12
28 .08 .12
29 .08 .16
30 .08 .16
31 .08 .16
32 .08 .16
32 .08 .16
33 .08 .16
34 .08
35 .08
36 .08
37 .08
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Table-3. Cumulative IUD Expulsion Rate by Year of Accgp_tapcg

Ordinal 1968 11969 1970 1emt
1 \ .01 .01 .08 o
2 .04 SL02 .08 ] .0l
3 .05 .04 .10 f .03
4 .05 .05 11 .03
5 .06 © .05 .14 .03

.07 .06 .16 .03
7 .08 .07 16 .03
.09 L07 © .16 ) .03
9 .09 .08 .16 .03
10 .09 .08 .16 .03
11 .09 1 .16
12 ©.09 1 .16
13 1 12 .16
14 11 .13 .16
15 11 .13 .16
16 11 .13 .16
17 11 13 .16
18 12 .15 .16
19 : 12 16 .16
20 .13 18 ; .16
21 ‘ 13 .18 .16
22 | .13 .18 .16
23 .15 .18
24 ' .16 ©oL18
25 .16 .18
26 .16 .18
27 .16 .18
28 .16 .18
29 .16 .18
30 .18 .23
31 .18 .23
32 .18 .23
33 .18 .23
34 .18
35 .18
36 .18
37 .18




Table-6 Cumulative Continuation Rates for First. IUD Insertion by
Age at Acceptance

Qrdinal 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44
1 .67 .81 .82 .84 .92
2 .61 .73 77 .76 .89
3 .58 .68 .67 .72 . 84
4 .55 - .64 .65 .68 .82
5 .55 . .61 .59 . 66 .79
6 .51 | .58 .57 .59 7
7 .48 .56 .55 .59 .79
8 .48 .56 .52 .59 .79
9 AL .55 .50 .59 .79
10 .38 .52 .49 .58 | .79
11 .38 .48 A7 .58 .79
12 .30 - .43 .45 .57 .79
13 .30 .43 42 .54 | .76
14 .26 .39 42 .54 .76
15 .26 .38 .39 .54 .76
16 .26 .36 .39 .54 .76
17 .26 .33 .37 .53 | .76
18 .26 - .33 .37 .53 .76
19 .26 .29 .34 48 |- .3
20 .26 .28 .34 .48 .70
21 .26 .28 .33 .48 .70
22 26 | .2 .31 .47 .70
23 .26 .30 .47 .70
24 .24 .28 .45 .70
25 .22 .27 42 .70
% . .21 .27 .42 .70
27 .21 .25 .42 .67
28 .21 .25 42 .67
29 .21 .24 .42 .59
30 a7 .21 .39 .59
31 .14 .21 .37 .59
32 .11 .21 .37 .54
33 .11 .18 .37
3¢ 11 .15 .37
35 11 15 .37
36 | .15 .37




* Table-7. ‘Cu;ﬁiulative‘Gross Termination Rates for 1968-71 IUD First
" Insertions and Reinsertions by Type of Termination

, First insertion Reinsertion

'th(l;nt;’;ll ‘Eg;gna-sg};gu} 5;{“0' I Total ||Pregnancy| Expulsion|Removal Total
1 .01 .03 | .15 .18 .02 .01 .08 .11

2 01 | .04 | .21 | .25 .03 03 | .| .7
3 01 | .06 | .26 | .31 .03 | .05 Lz .19
4 .02 .06 | .28 .34 .05 .06 .12 .21
5 .03 .07 | .31 .38 || .05 .08 12 .23
6 .03 .08 | .33 .41 .06 .10 .14 .27
7 L03° | .09 | .34 | .42 .07 .10 14| .28
8 .03 .09 | .36 .43 .07 .11 .14 .29
9 . 04 .10 | .36 .45 .07 .11 40 .29
10 .04 .10 | .39 .47 .07 11 .15 .30
11 .05 J11 | .40 .49 09 L L1t .17 .32
12 .06 L1l ] .42 .51 .09 .13 .18 .35
13 .07 J12 | .44 .54 .09 .14 .20 .37
14 .07 L2 | .45 .55 .09 .14 20| .37
15 .08 12 | .46 .56 .09 .14 .20 .37
16 .08 L2 | .47 .57 .09 .14 .21 .39
‘17 .08 .12 | .48 1 .58 .09 .14 .23 .40
18 .09 V13 | .49 1 .60 .09 .16 .23 .42
19 .09 .14 | .51 .61 .09 .16 .23 142
20 .09 .15 | .51 .62 .09 .16 .23 .42
21 .09 .15 | .51 .62 .09 .16 .25 .43
22 .10 L15 | .52 1 .64 .09 .16 .27 .45
23 "/10 .16 | .54 .65 .09 .16 | .30 .46
24 .10 .17 | .55 .66 .09 .16 .30 48
25 .10 .17 .57 .68 .09 .16 .32 .48
26 .10 .17 | .58 .68 .09 .20 .37 .54
27 .10 .17 | .59 .69 .09 .20 V37 54
28 10 .17 | .59 .69 .09 .20 .37 | .54
29 .11 .17 | .60 .71 .09 .20 .37 .54
30 A1 .20 | .62 .73 .09 .20 .37 54
31 11 .20 | .64 .74 09 1,20 .37 .54
32 a1 | .20 | .65 | .75 .09 .§20"‘" 42| .57
33 11| .20 | .67 | .76 .09 J205 a2l sr
34 | 11 20 | .67 | .71 09| Jaot” .42 .57
35 L1 .20 | .67 .77 .09 .20 .42 | .57
36 1 .20 | .67 .77 .09 .20 42 .57
37 .11 .20 | .72 .80 .09 .20 42 .57

|
l



Table-8. Cumulative Gross Termination Rates for 1968-71 IUD First
Insertion by Residence and Type of Tgrmination

Urban ) Rural
(ﬁg::;l Ezs}gn' E;;ﬂ“l' ‘Removal Total |Pregnancy .Expulsion| Removal} Total
1 .01 .04 .22 | .26 .01 .02 .11 .14
2 .01 ] .04 .29 | .33 .01 .04 .16 .20
3 .01 .06 .34 | .38 .02 .05 .21 .26
4 .01 .07 .37 | .42 .02 .06 .23 .30
5 .01 .08 .38 | .43 .04 .07 .27 .35
6 .01 .09 40 | .45 .05 .08 .29 .38
7 .01 .10 42 | .48 .05 .08 .30 .38
8 .01 .11 .42 | .49 .05 .08 .31 .40
9 .01 11 .42 | .49 .06 .09 .32 .42
10 .01 11 .4 | .51 .06 .09 .35 .44
11 .01 11 .46 .52 .06 .10 .36 .46
12 .01 L1 .47 .53 .09 .10 .37 49
13 .02 .11 .49 .55 .09 .12 |7 .39 .52
14 .02 .11 .50 .56 .09 .12 .41 .53
15 .02 .11 .50 | .56 .10 .12 .42 .54
16 .02 11 51> | .59 .10 .12 .43 .55
17 .04 11 .54 | .61 .10 12 .44 .56
18 .04 .13 .55 | .62 .11 .13 .44 .57
19 .04 .15 .59 | .66 L1 .13 .44 .57
20 .04 17 | .59 | .67 a1 | L4 .44 .58
21 .04 .17 .59 | .67 .11 J14 .45 .58
22 .07 .17 .60 | .69 .11 .14 .46 .59
23 .07 .17 .61 | .70 .11 .15 .48 .61
24 .07 .19 .61 | .71 .11 .15 .49 .62
25 .07 .19 .64 | .73 .11 .15 .51 .63
26 07 .19 .64 | .73 11 .15 .52 .64
27 07 | .19 67 | 75 | .11 .15 .52 .64
28 .07 .19 .67 | .75 .11 .15 .52 .64
29 .07 .19 .70 | .77 .12 .15 .52 .65
30 .07 .24 .72 | .80 .12 .17 .54 .67
31 .07 J24 74 | .81 || .12 .17 .56 .68
32 .07 .24 .74 | .81. .12 .17 .57 .69
33 07 | o4 .76 | .83 .12 .17 .58 .69
34 .07 .24 .76 | .83 12 .17 .59 .70
35 .07 .24 .76 | .83 .12 .17 .59 .70
36 .07 .24 .76 | .83 a2 17 .59 .70
37 .07 .24 .83 | .88 .12 .17 .62 .72




Table.9. Cummulative Oral Pill Continuation Rates by Duration
Since Acceptance and Year of Acceptance

Ordinal 1968 1969 1970 1971
1 .79 .78 .77 .75
2 .71 .64 .65 .61
3 .60 .57 .49 .49
4 .54 .51 .43 44
5 .50 .45 .40 .42
6 .46 .40 .36 .39
7 .4 .39 .35 .37
8 41 .38 .32 .23
9 .39 .37 .31 .23

10 .37 .36 .29 .23 ;
11 .35 .35 .28 /
12 32, .32 .25
13 .30 .29 .24
14 .29 .27 .22
15 .26 .24 .21
16 .26 .23 .19
17 .24 .22 .19
18 .22 .21 .17
19 .22 .20 .17
20 .22 .18 .17
21 .22 .17 .17
22 .22 .16 .17
23 .22 .15

24 .21 .15

25 .21 .14

26 .18 .14

27 .16 .13

28 .16 .13

29 .16 .12

30 .16 .12

31 .15 11

32 14 e11

33 14 ; .11

34 14 11

35 .13

36 .13

37+ .10 . ‘




Table-10. Cumulative Proportion of 1968-71 Acceptors Countinuing
with Oral Pill by Duration Since Acceptance and Residence

%‘;gxﬁl -~ Total Urban Rural
1 .77 .73 .80
2 .65 .61 .66
3 .54 .51 ~ .55
4 .48 .44 .50

5 L4 .40 .47
6 .40 : .35 .44
7 .38 . .33 .42
8 .36 .31 .39
9 .35 .30 .38
10 .33 .29 .36
11 .32 .28 .34
12 .29 .26 .31
13 .27 .22 .30
14 .25 .21 .27
15 . .23 ; .19 .25
16 .22 : .18 : e
17 .20 .17 .23
18 .19 .17 .21
19 .19 .16 : .21
20 ‘ .18 .15 .19
21 S, - .18
22 .17 .15 .18
23 .16 .14 : .18
24 .16 14 .17
25 .15 L .13 .16
26 .14 .12 .15
27 .13 ! L1 .14
28 .12 11 .14
29 J12 11 ‘ .13~
30 = 11 .11 .13
31 .11 09 - .13
32 11 .09 .12
33 L1 : .09 12
34 .11 .09 12
35 11 i .09 .12
. 36 L1 .09 .12




Table-11. Cumulative Oral Pill Continuation Rates by Duration Since
Acceptance and Wife’s Education

g}g;’;ﬁl ‘No schooling | Primary school I Middle schoo! | E;‘ghoxl;ool o
1 .80 .77 .75 .77
2 .65 .67 .59 .69
3 .55 .56 .50 .61
4 .48 .49 .45 .56
5 .45 .45 42 .52
6 .43 41 .35 .46
7 .40 .40 .33 .42
8 .39 .37 .32 .37
9 .37 .36. .30 .36
10 .37 .34 .29 .35
11 .36 .33 .26 .32
12 .30 .31 .23 .31
13 .25 .29 .20 .27
14 .23 : .27 .20 . _26
15 .22 .26 .18 24
16 .20 .25 17 .23
17 L1900 .24 .16 93
18 a8 | .23 .15 93
19 .17 .22 .15 .23
20 .15 .20 .15 .22
21 .14 . .19 .15 .29
22 .13 .19 .14 .19
- 23 13 .18 .13 17
24 .13 .17 .13 16
25 a2 .16 : .13 16
26 12 .15 .13 .16
27 .11 .14 .13 .16
28 a1 .13 .13 .16
.29 100 .13 .13 .19
30 .09 .13 .13 .16
31 .09 .13 .13 .16
31 09 .12 ' .12 .16
32 .09 12 .11 .15
33 .09 .12 .11 .15
34 .09 .12 L1 .15
35 .09 12 SN 1 .15
36 .08 IS A1 .13
37+ .06 .10 .09 .13




Table-12. Cumulative Continuation Rates for First: Acceptors of
Oral Pill by Age at Acceptance

~Ordinal

Month 20-24 | 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44
1 .67 .79 .79 .80 .7
2 .53 .67 .68 .67 .58
3 .45 .57 .59 .55 .44

4 .37 .50 .54 .50 .36
5 .32 .44 .51 .46 .35
6 .29 .38 .48 .42 .33
7 .28 .36 .45 .41 .33
8 .27 .31 .43 .39 .31
9 .24 .29 .42 .38 )
10 .23 .27 .41 .36 .31
11 .21 .25 .39 .35 .29
12 .18 .23 .36 .34 .29
13 .16 .20 .34 .30 .27
14 .15 .17 .33 .30 .25
15 .15 .15 .31 .29 .22
16 .12 .15 .29 .29 .19
17 11 .15 .27 .28 .19
18 11 .15 .25 .27 .19
19 .08 .15 .25 .27 .19
20 .07 .12 .25 .26 .19
21 .07 .12 .24 .25 .15
22 .07 L1 .23 .24 .15
23 .05 .10 .21 .23 .15
24 .05 .09 .21 .23 .15
25 .05 .09 .20 .22 .15
26 .04 .07 .19 .21 .15
27 .03 .07 .18 .21 .12
28 .07 .18 .19 .08
29 .07 .17 .19 .08
30 07 .17 .18
31 .07 .16 .17
32 .07 .16 .16

33 .07 .16 .16
34 .07 .16 .16
35 .07 .16 .16
36 .06 .15 .15




Table-13. Cumulative Gross Termination Rates for First Acceptors
Oral Pill by Reason for Termination

8{:;?}?1 Medical reason Personal reason Total
1 .12 .05 .22
2 .27 .09 .34
3 .33 .12, .45
4 . 36 .14 .51
5 .39 .16 .55
6 . 40 .18 .59
7 41 .19 .61
8 42 .20 .63
9 .42 .21 .65

10 .43 .21 .66
11 .44 .22 .67
12 .45 .24 .70
13 .46 .25 .72
14 47 .26 .74
15 .48 .26 .75
16 .49 27 .76
17 . 49 .27 77
18 .50 .28 .78
19 .50 .28 .79
20 .51 .29 .80
21 .51 .29 .80
22 .51 .29 .82
23 .51 .29 .82
24 .51 .30 .83
25 .51 .30 .84
26 .52 .30 .85
27 .52 .30 .85 .
28 .52 .31 .86
29 .53 .31 . 86
30 .53 .31 . 87
31 .53 .31 .87
32 .53 .31 .88
33 .53 .31 .88
34 .53 .31 .88
35 .53 .31 .88
36 .53 .88

.31
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