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& - b BRY b4 BEG Exs g9A ok 53 SEvsts #RA HREFERES}
7b4 383 3EEHS ke (Coombs 1973).
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1. FStE FXM
& WA dats EIle TAiE EEE BRMes —fBLhad Ao ol EEHY K

He EEI)Y MAMNSD G ZAE FEile B3 Fd0.  webd ST, BEETLHE
b= g ERE 2=l (Ryder 1965).
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C. B

Colu] F@aEE APIzEe] BT ERSHS] $38te] Coombse) BI%I MEFRES #el M2
BES FIASE el wmil HiEme S ike2E Percent, Mean, x%-test, Test of Sym-
metry ¥ Analysis of VarianceZ FIA 4 ch.
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AFEL Fag obE ¥UE o Fordeh(EEE, 1973 KM 1973%).  HHe BB
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- TRREBRS A0 ERY s BRBFREST £RST Jon FHY BRERIM
< FKEHE, ERE AL EagEdnA BEE v Ao E 1973). 2@V K
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b B WEES KKk 2715 Bs] 984 K 2019 REERC] fobx J2EE
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Williamson (1972), °] & (1974), ZAA L (1973), °l=+4d (1974), Becker (1960), Berelson
(1973), Waxler (1970), Hoffman (1972), Guilford (1954)2] #gee] 4 Hif73l Bl 1RIER
g JMA L AEESY Eile T 2ol ko H8 mESE HEAE AL B RFEHG
= aglet (Coombs 1973, Freedman 1974). —ifo2 RAES 1REEN A BATFLH =L
WwEg 2ol o B2 FiE HSL vk (Hellen Ware 1974).
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# a> Choice Matrix for Family Size an Sex Preference.
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Girls Find A MACl Folste TaME WEA Eksle A
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T b R IS+ —3, —1, +1, +39 #¥EE T8 0,2, 4,600 BHEAAA RS
ol o]A & N=3o=2 [EEAZ 580 HRIFEES HkWer A ERelch 45 8B
iyl BEFREE T3le ZolA, BiFst gAY ERLSITHE Aoz @RE A+ gkt
No} S+ HE Bl 2es £4° MEd4 RdFn e RFHHE BaEK A &

E A Qe Aow, of & @] Kueo] el o 4z Rt

BlS Eoj4 F4al BHEREL MEES 00 3yorm= 1%k BIFHHI) 4014 o} &, %
Eo] "rh o] AR 2% REFHE 49 69 HESF 49 09 #ERcr ALA Fol AT 6] H
33K GEIFHE 6014 29 BESL 6014 074 9] Rt Howw A 271 HI wATL 0
o] Friwl o] At ik (Preference Order)-S 4,6,2, 002 Fizke] <3 Coombs g
9] IN-69] zZhel EEs™ HES 2 T4 BFE 231 4+ B%dsh

HRIFNAE TLHE 3o Bt 1Rk MRFE (1,2) (dok deh)old A A4
B 4R B Q9E AR AL £RE ] 9% Aol adtha $2 osite g
tEolgte AT 275 sl 2R vh Abgre] 2%, 3%k, lAY EiFeA (2,1) (0,3) (3,0)
22 FHyvhd Coombse] #BIFRES 1S-37kel] BEE=™ 7o Lo EIFEZT S BR
kol o] EIF%4 (Preference Rank)g I-Scale#® n»}i~7] 93] Coombs: o}z o} 78 3
E ubEo] A HGIE c.d 2]).

<% ¢> I-Scale Number for Preference Orders for Number and Sex of Children

Preference Order for Difference

Number of Preference Orders I-Scale Number Between Boys and Girls*
02 46 I-1 —3 -1 1
2 046 I—2 -1 =3 1
2 046 -3 -1 1 —3
2 460 I— -1 1 3 -3
4 2 06 I—4* 1 —1 —3 3
4 260 1-5 1 —1 3 -3
4 6 20 1—6 1 3 —1 —3
6 4 20 -7 3 —1 -3
* —3=0¢ 34
—1=1¢ 24
1=2¢ 14
3=3¢ 04



<#H ¥ d> Correspondence Between Preference Orders and Scale Values for Size Bias

0|2 0% 06 2% 2 44
F , — b Ly | i
0 2 & 'S
, Mid poimt .
& bias towatd Nt W2 N3 W4 NS Wwe N7 o bias towakd
[ 1 : i ] 1
G H 5 1 . u
a simall famulg (') I 1 '12 r r f 2 » )3 a laige family
1-Scale Numbets
. 0246 | RO46 %foé | ';Ao({o Lo 5205 | §H20 )
0 . [ i ‘é T4206] | m i é:

I-Scale Preference ordets

Coombs?] HEMEHHL Bzt (Independence) 7 B fntk: (additivity) #HAlS) HE#S Fi
TLBE WES o RERRS WA el whdd Bkl BRI BRESH Hd WE s
2} e #ECT ofE B HEER ShA GectE BRAA O WE (B#b) & 4 ok B
gkrh. Coombst FE#RY B8 67hx HAS /\H@U%& FAEsIY #FEst Yot s
o ML A Bl HBE ook deta ol

o] kel 4l Coombs BIFMEMEELS MZsted FHI BHAERS Btk & #HAE
Rtd Fo ARNE BERe 2E #HY Byt Mtk BT 5 dA S EC

o] Mz MEES HAKeE on MLk HAAY e BT T oA oW EHR ¥
= HED W FHE Aoz Yol o] Hikg MRSt Hird] FlAH

CBEEHES AD D R - TR
@%%4 AR g ke - B ko2 i, BFKE, RE P BEXs BEG ’F‘ R o
23 2oh

1. FBHH

Table A-1¢] bepd whol o] 20~208k Rkl ZMEE%S o 199A=2 g &3, 30~39
Bito] 48.59AEE Ax St v Aoz ebskeh SRR Bok-Swl 208 ~24 R 45~49
BB 44 2MEAES 108 AEkiE] BEDCL 2EEEY FHEBS & 36. 1% A
etk

Table A-1. Percent and Frequency Distribution of Womans Age

-20—29 30—39 40—49 Total
Person 46 : 116 77 239
Percent 19.24 48.54 32.22 100. 00
2. ﬁﬁﬁﬁi
Table A-20] vFe}yd wpolzko] fgEfto] 29. 7»1*11 , BREHE chdi@Ac]l 64.49AE
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Table 'A-2. Frequency and Percent Distribution of Woman’s Education

None Primary School Middle School* Total
Person 71 154 14 239

Percent 29.71 64. 45 5. 84 100. 00

3. BRSO
Table A-3¢l4] B upel o] EXEHES] 76HAES} AL BHES Btz Yot

Table A-3. Frequency and Percent Distribution of Woman’s Occupation

Agriculture Profession Others Total
Person 181 10 48 239
Percent 75. 74 4.18 20. 08 100. 00

4. REHT
Table A-4¢] vepd upel 7ol HEd m=HE A MANTHE Hie #rd ¢ dE %6
9 [5=80F gl KES Bt 69.5% % 717@} s;akv}. mHE 949 5k =#Y ¢ 9o
t BEmY Mol Rot mEe MEE BAF AL BHe BREEEAAE WS HE
7t deorme fHHE A1 Yk EEE 27 duatd Aotk BAEFE Da] 240 #5459
AE wle] gz Jebdel HEE FHE 44K @2 =80F ddx @ Ao Be Kot %
#A WEEME Y% How BEACh M AEX Y AEYS %4 894 Eo] Tk

I‘-?L
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Table A-4. Frequency and Percent Distribution of Woman’s Religion

Budhism Christian -Catholic Confucianism Others Total--
Person 19 21 20 13 166 239
Percent 7.97 8.81 8.39 5.45 69. 48 100.0

B. i Beh= oo el EirE

Fl-> HED 53] Bele Tl £ $E& 5+ Efolnz BHAHSS 3MY S
(20~29, 30~39, 40~49)2 2 1} Z#isly vt ‘

FEsHE Faoel el BT Zi#E Coombs RES FIA sldor AnSBH gz Az
= O WiBEEn @ HERE @ HETaW @ BATLY, 6 HEFRES, ité - KK
e A7 O 47 © =% @ BE @ B BRE BHHK 6 LWHR FidE © KK
el EE MRS EES A sty

1. F@w5 Wt FaHol RiFE B (LT INozt &8) 4%

Coombs EIFREZ £ 248 EE%°] IN FHBME 4600k oA 20~29 RS T



IN 3.9% B/ glv IN-49h o} F 7134 delskel. o] ¥4 55 INBgE Bnsds &
& Holx vk il INBgKO] #£5 M8 Jkoz dob £ %*%L ER}F Y Ao
2 vebsrh(x?=29.15, d.f=6, P<0.005).

Table B-1. INxAge Distribution

13 4 .5  __6~7 __Total

f % f % Vi % f % f Xiw
20~29 12 31.1 17 38.0 14 23.0 3 7.8 46 3.9
30~39 15 22.0 28 25.0 58 45.4 15 12.1 116 4.6
40~49 4 15.0 10 13.0 43 52.0 20 30.0 77 5.0

Total 31 12.9 55  23.0 115 48.1 38 15.9 239 4.6

2. FRHZE B HEFE BHAS) 5%

ZMELHS T wEEE (D% ISy} B3)E 5.3200 0 o] & MRFRES glote v IS-
4xct A 2 AowA APEHRY B o3 BiFEIT  AS H3heh el T BT
B 24EEREC] 1S-5. 044 1S-5.4 Alo)4 9,152.“.4 20~29%% SEEREEC] 30~39m% 2t 40~49k
Breb BT EREF 553 Aoz Molu —oeE fhdl wrel mRiFEdE & ERI} ¢
A 54 ek

Table B-2. ISXAge Distribution

1S 1~3 4 5 6~7 Tot4l

Age S % s % s % s % f X
20~29 3 8.0 8 1.5 21 43.5- 14 34.0 46 5.0
30~39 2 2.0 4 3.5 62 54.2 = 48  41.4 116 5.4
40~49 2 1.8 3 4.2 33 44.5 39 50.0 77 5.4

Total 7 2.9 15 6.3 116 48.5 101 42.5 239 5.3

C. Ffnfl BEshs FZB 2 tEel BiFe AP - ibd - EH Kikstel Btk

1. INI- Ao BBiy 5

Table C-1¢] Y& wpel o] 1) 2@t A9 INS MBERIZ £ #RE WBERK 5
— ¥ mARe] FMd T3, WIEFEE 26~295Be] HhER weor Zfihor TEE EH ¥
<A ZE L R FEH. & FERHAAE A9 e FHES el Y

2EETN A TIBERT INBSHS FTHERE FEIA Stk (F=8.16, d. f=2.23, P=0.
001). HARE, BE FLi ¥ HBiEE% Himdl whel INBi#E Hnste o=1d HEL %
FhpRel A= ZolE F AN :

ZEMBANA BEEATLH (F=24.07, d. f=3.23, P=0.001), BEAH}E#H (F=4.80, d.f. =
2.23, P=0.009), H4ER# (F=5.69 d.f=3.23, P=0.001), BLEF4 ¥ (F= 5 629, d. f=3.23,
P=0.001)¢] =t Fi INBi#z 2871 leba s34l 0



Table C-1. Mean IN by Broad Age Groups and Demographic Characteristics

20_:29 . 30_~39 40~49 Total
person Xin S.E person Xiy S.E person Xi;x S.E person Xixn S.E
Age at Marriage
14~16 (1) 5.000 0.000 )] 5. 000 0 (5)  5.400 0.245 (7) 5.286 0.184
17~19 (B) 3600 0.510 (16) 5.250 0.233 (26) 4.923 0.192 (47) 4.894 0.156
20.~22 (14) 3.714 0.305 (34) 4.471 0.175 (24) 4.958' 0.252 (72) 4.486 0.148
23~25 (16) 47 313 0.198 (45) 4 467 0.133 (13) 4.769 0.231 (74). 4.486 0.100.
26 (10) 4.000 0.422 (20) 4.600 0.294 (9 5556 0.242 (39) 4.667 0.209
(F=1.912, d.f=(4,234), P>0.05) ’
Number of Live Birth
1~2 (36) 4.056 0.199 (19 4.368 0.175 (2) 5.000 0.000 (57) 4.193 0.165
3 (6) 4.000 0.365 (40) 4.600 1.1056 (4) 4.750 0.250 (50) 4.540 0 149
4 (2)  2.000 0-000 (34) 4.471 0.154 (28) 5.107 0.226 (64) 4.672 0.146
5 Over (2) 5.000 0.000 (23) 5.000 0.209 (43) 4.977 0.153 (68) 4.987 0.101
(F=5.698, d.f=(3,235), 0.001 <P <0.05)
Number of Living Children
1—2 (37)  4.054 0.194 (27)  4.593 0.240 (2) 5.000 0.000 (66) 4.303 0.149
3 (6) 4.167 0.401 (46) 4.457 0.007 (9) 4.778 0.147 (61) 4.475 0.125
4 (2)  2.000 0.000 (26) 4.615 0.176 (27) 4.963 0.280 (55) 4.691 0.176
5 (I) 5.000 0.000 (17) 5.000 0.192 (39) 5.103 0.115 (57) 5.070 0. 096
(F=5.692, d.f=(3,235), 0.001 <P <0.05)
Number of Children Wanted
12 (22) 3.362 0.214 (24) 4.083 0.233 (7) 4.571 0.429 (53) 3.849 0.158
3 (18) 4.389 0.270 (59) 4.492 0.133 (31) 4.677 0.188 (108) 4.528 0.101
(5) 5.200 0.200 (31) 5.097 0.107 (29) 5.241 0.154 (65) 5.169 0.087
(1) 5.000 0,000 (2) 6.500 0.550 (10) 5.700 0.260 (13) 5.769 0.231
(F=24.074, d.f=(3,235), 0.001=P <0.05)
Number of Sons Wanted
1—2 (44) 4.023 0.177 (114) 4.588 0.097 (6) 4.875 0.408 (222) 4.559 0.073
3 (1) 5.000 0.000 () 5.500 0.500 (11) 5.455 0.197 (14) 5.429 0.137
4 J— — — —
5 (1) 2.000 0.000 — (2) 7,000 0 (3) 5,333 1.667
(F =4.805, d.f=(4.234), P <0.05)
Total (46)  3.999 (116) 4. 061 (77) 5,120 (239) 4,619 0.072

2. INT} MeEW 5%
Table C-2¢] Jelt é}ﬂ} Zol 1) HBHE KB BHEE ZEEHBEIA
5 INBHE SolAlE S »e Fx gt

BEREL SET



Table C-2. Mean IN by Broad age Groups and Socio-Economic Characteristics

fN

Qe Aoz Yyt (F=8.16, d.f=2.23, P<0.05).

20~29 30~39 C 40~49 ~ Total
person Xiy OS.E  person Xix S.E - person Xiy S.E pason Xiv S.E
Educatian
None 6 4.500 0.764 27 4.704 0.167 38 5.342 0.277 5.028 0.112
- Primary school 35 4.057 0.174 83 4.590 0.118 36 4.639 0.196 4.481 0.089
Middle school* 5 3.000 0.447 6 4.333 0.558 3 .5.333 0.911 4.071 0.370
(F=8.160, d.f=(2,236), 0.001= P <0.05)
Religion
Buddhism 1 3.000 0.000 9 4.444 0.242 9 5.333 0.167 19 4.789 0.196
Christian 4 4.000 0.408 11~ 4.818 0.464 6 5.500 0.224 21 4.857 0.278
Confucianism 4.500 0.500 6 4.500 0.244 5 5.800 0.447 13 5.000 0.253
Catholic. 10 4.200 0.534 6 4.167 0.401 4 4.000 0.707 20 4.150 0.310
Others 29 3.931 0.204 84 4.631 0.112 53 4.906 0.141 166 4.596 0.084
(F=1.658, d.f=(4,234), P>>0.05)
Occupatian ‘
Agriculture 38 4.184 0.176 88 4.557 0.117 55 4.909 0.138 181 4.586 0.082
Profession 1 2.000 0.000 1 4.000 0.000 8 5.000 0.463 10 4.600 0.476
Others 7 3.286 0.522 27 4.778 0.154 14 5.429 0.173 48 4.750 0.156
' (F=0.414, d.f=(2,236), P>>0.05) '
Residence before Marriage
Metropolitan 3 3.667 0.882 4 5.000 0.578 5.000 0.000 10 4.600 0.371
Urban 6 3.667 0.615 8 4.500 0.655 4.500 0.500 16 4.188 0.400
Rural 37 4.081 0.187 104 4.596 0.094 @ 72 5.028 0.121° 213 4.653 0.073
(F=1.306, d.f=(2,2¢6), P>>0.05)
Modernity Index
1~5 10 3.700 0.335 33 4.667 0.142 13° 5077 0.211 56 4.589 0.127
16~10 29 4.207 0.213 74 4.595 0.130 56 5.018 0.150 159 4.673 0.092
11~15 7 3.571 0.572 9 4.444 0.377 8 4.875 0.125 24 4.333 0.238
15+ 0
(F=0.999, d.f=(2,236), P>0.05)
Family Planning Practice
Never used 29 4.069 0.232 52 4.596 0.151 39 5.051 0.168 120 4.617 0.107
Used temporary 8 4.000 0.378 36 4.611 0.151 29 5.03¢ 0.182 73 4.712 0.116
Currently using 9 3.778 0.401 28  4.607 0.214 8 4.750 0.366 45  4.467 0.173
(F=0.975, d.f=(2.236), P>0.05)
Total 46 3. 969 116 4.601 77 5.120 239 4.16970. 072
% EBBIAAE 22 HES Holi Yot 40~49%% FEEEQ AR HHKHE] HE L
kel BAAE T2 BEFE (5.33)5 xnalvh #Ek#e el INZigRAIE 2827 A& A
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Table C-3. Mean IS by Broad Age Groups and Demographic Characteristics
- Is
29~29 30~39 40~49 Total
Person X;s S.E Person Xis S.E  Person Xis S.E  Person Xis S.E
Aeg at Marriage Children
14~16 (1)  6.000 0.000 (1) 5.000 0.000 (5 5.000 Q.000 (2) 5143 0.143
17~19 (5) 5.200 0.200 (16) 5.563 0.204 (26) 5.423 0.159 (47) 5.447 0.113
20~22 (14) 5.286 0.322 (34) 5.382 0.104 (24) 5.625 0.118 (72) 5.444 0.088
23~25 (16) 4.625 0.180 (45) 5.356 0.135 (13) 5.154 0.249 (74) 5.162 0.105
26 Over (10) 5.000 0.333 (20) 5.300 0.291 (9 5.55 0.132 (390 5.282 0.176
(F =1.340, d.f=(4,234), P>0.05)
Number of Live Birth .
1~2 (36) 4.889 0.163 (19) 5.105 0. 295 (2) 5.500 0.500 (57) 4.982 0.143
3 B G)) 5.333 0.422 (40) 5.400 0. 158 (4) 5.250 0.250 (50) 5.380 0.103
4 (2) 5.500 0.500 (34) 5.559 0.096 (28 5.500 0.141 (64) 5.531 0.080
5 Over (2) 5.500 0.500 (23) 5.304 0.239 (43) 5.395 0.111 (68) 5.368 0.107
(F=4.502, d.f=(3,235), 0.005=P =0.05)
Number of Living Children
1~2 (37) 4.919 0.162 (27) 5.333 0.227 (2) 5.500 0.500 (66) 5.106 0.132
3 6) 5.167 0.401 (46) 5.370 0.100 (90 4.889 0.309 (61) 5.279 0128
4 (2 5.500 0.500 (26) 5.580 0.-114 (27) 5.593 0.134 (55) 5.564 0.085
5 Over (1 6.000 0.000 (17) 5.235 0.243 (390 5.436 0.103 (57) 5.38 0.114
(F=3,030d. f=1(3,235) 0.03=P <0.05)
" Number of Children Wanted
1~2 (22) 4.545 0.245 (24) 5.583 0. 158 (7) 5.571 0.298 (53) 5.151 0.146
3 (18) 5.389 0.118 (59) 5.322 0.082 (31) 5.194 0.126 (290 5.296 0.117
4 (5) 5.600 0.245 (31) . 5.258 0.232 (29) 5.552 0.137 (65) 5.415 0.128
5 Over 0)) 5.500 0.000 (2) 6.500 0.500 (10) 5.700 0.153 (13) 5.769 O.166
) (F=2.163, d.f=(3,235), P>0.05
Number of Sons Wanted
1~2 (44) 4.955 0.145 (114) 5.368 0.084 (64) 5.328 0.089 (222) 5.275 0.059
3 1 6.000 0.000 (2) 6.000 0.000 (11) 5.909 0.163 (14) 5.929 0.127
4 —_— —_ —_ pa—
5 Over 1 6.000 0.000 0 0 (2) 6000 0.000 (3) 6.000 0.000
(F =4.843, d.f=(2,236), 0.009= P <0. 05)
Total  (46)  5.000 (116) 5.377 (77)  5.430 (239) 0. 056




Table C-4. Mean IS by Broad Age Groups and Socio-economic Characteristics.

=

IS

20~29 , 30~39 40~49 Total
person Xis S.E person Xis S.E  person Xis S.E person Xis S.E
Education .
None 6 4.667 0.422 27 5.593 0.134 38 5.421 0.117 71  5.423 0.091
Primaryschool 35 5.143 0.143 83 5.301 0.105 36 5.417 0.122 154 5.292 0.071
Middle school* 5  4.400 0.678 6 5.500 0.224 3 5.666 0.333 14 5.143 0.294
(F =0. 870, d.f=(2,236), P>0.05)
Religion
Buddhism 1 6.000 0.000 9 6.000 0.236 9 4.778 0.364 19 5.421 0.246
Christian 4 5.250 0.250 11 . 5.364 0.152 6 5.333 0.211 21 5.333 0.105
Confucianism 2 5.000 0.000 6 5.667 0.333 5 5.000 0.316 13 5.308 0.206
Catholic 10 5.100 0.348 6 5.333 0.211 4 5.500 0.289 20  5.250 0.190
Others 29 4. 89] 0.188 84 5.298 0.104 53 5.558 0.083 166 5.319 0.069
(_F =0.098, d.f=(4,234), P>0.05)
Occupation
Agriculture 38 5.053 0.141 88 5.352 0.101 55 5. 382 0.105 181 5.298 0. 066
Profession 1 6.000 0.000 1 5.000 0.000 8 5.375 0.183 10 5.400 0.479
Others 7 4.571 0.528 27 5.481 0.135 14 5.643 0.133 48 5.396 0.122
(F=0.282, d.f=(2,236), P>0.05
Residence before Marriage
Metropolitan 3 4.667 0.333 4 5.000 1,309 3 5.667 0.333 10 5.100 0.526
Urban 6 5.167 0.543 8 5.500 0.267 2 5.500 0.500 16 5.375 0.239
Rural 37 5.000 0.155 104 5.38 0.078 72 5.417 0.086 213 5.329 0.056
(F =0.363, d.f=(2,236), P>0.05)
Modernity Index
1~5 10 5.500 0.307 33 5.515 0.116 13 5.538 0.144 56 5.518 0.092
6~10 29 5.000 O0.140 74 5.270 0.113 56 5.446 0.102 159 5.238 0.069
11~15 7 4.286 0.522 9 5.778 0.278 8 5.125 0.227 24 5.125 0.228
16 Over
(F=2.241, d.f=(2,236), P>0.05)
Family Planning Practice
Never used 29 - 5.103 0.160 52 5.385 0.156 39 5.410 0.108 120 5.325 0.085
Used in past 8 4.875 0.516 36 5.306 0.096 29 5.517 0.128 73 5.342 0.090
Currently using 9 4.778 0.278 28 5.464 0.141 8 5.500 0.189 45 5.333 0.115
Total 46 5.000 116 5.017 77 5.430 239 5.322 0.050
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Table D-1. Pattern of IN by Demographic Characteristics

No. bias to No. bias to Total
ortan G P 5 Pemsen OB
% %
- Age at Marriage ,
19 under 48(24.2) ' 20(58. 8) 68(29.3) £2=23.7941
20~22 53(26.7) 9(26.5) ‘ 62(26.7) d. f=3
23~25 65(32. 8) 0(0.0) 65(28.0) P <0.01
26 over 31(16.2) 5(14.7) 37(16. 0)
Number of Live Birth
1~2 42(21.2) 13(33.2) 55(23.7) x=14. 0393
3 39(19.7) 10(29. 4) 49(21.1) d.f=3
4 ) 52(26.2) 10(29.4) 62(26.7) P <0.01
5 over 65(32. 8) 11(2.9) 66(28. 5)
" Number of Living Children
1~2 51(25.7) 13(38.2) 64(27.6) - x2=7.8875
3 48(24. 2) 12(35. 3) 60(25.9) d. f=3
4 45(22.7) 7(20.6) 52(22.4) P <0.01
5 over 54(27.2) 2(5.9) 56(24. 1)
Number of Children Wanted
1~2 38(19. 2) 13(38. 2) 51(22.0) x2=14. 3190
3 87(45. 0) 19(55. 9) 1106(45.7) d. f=2
4 73(36.8) 2(5.9) ) 75(32.3) P <0.01
5 over - — — —
Number of Sons Wanted
1~2 184(92.9) - 33(97. 1) 217(93.5) x2=0, 8155
3 14(7.1) 1(2.9) 15(6.5) d.f=1
4 } - — - P>0.10
5 over L= — —
Total 198(85. 3) :34(14.6) 232(100. 0)
IN 4.89 2.75




Table D-2. Pattern of IN by Socio-economic Characteristics

No. bias to

No. bias to

. . Total
A ey o mlllonlls gty — s
Education
None 66(33.3) 2(5.9) 68(29. 3) %,=13.764
Primary school 123(62. 1) 27(79.4) 150(64. 6) d. f=2
Middle school 9(4.5) 5(14.7) 14(6.0) P <0.05
Occupation
Agriculture 150(75.7) 25(73.5) 175(75. 4) x2=0. 248
Profession 8(4.0) 2(5.9) 10(4.3) d. f=2
Others 40(20.2) 7(20.6) 47(20.3) P>0.10
Religion
Budhism 17(8.6) 2(5.9) 19(8.2) x2=3.171
Christian 31(15.7) 9(26.5) 40(17.2) d. f=2
Others 150(75. 7) 23(67.7) 173(74.6) - -P>0.10
Residence before Marriage
'~ Metropoitan 9(4.6) S 1(3.0) 10(4. 3) x2=2.425
Urban 10(5.1) 4(11.8) 14(6.0) d. f=2.
Rural 179(90. 4) 29(85. 3) 208(89.7) P>0.10
Modernity Index
1~5 15(25.7) 5(14.7) 56(24.1) x2=2.2785
6~10 126(63. 6) 26(85.3) 152(65. 5) d.f=2
11~15 21(10.6) 3(8.8) 24(10.3) P>0.10
Family Planning Practice ‘
Never used 99(50. 0) 18(53. 0) 117(50. 4) x%=7. 2088
Used 66(33. 3) 5(14.7) 71(30.6) d.f=2
Currently using 33(16.7) 11(32.4) 44(19.0) P <0.05
Total 198(85. 3) 34(15.7) 232(100. 0)
IN 4.89 2.73
Table D-3. Pattern of IS by Broad-Age Groups
Age Prefelg:ll}::nto(azt;ys (1) Prefelgeerrlg:nto( og/,i)rls (2) @ /1)
20~29 45(20. 0) 4(66.7) 8.9
30~39 106 (47. 0) 0(0.0) 0.0
40~49 76(33.0) 2(33.3) 2.6
Person 221(97.4) 6(2.6)
IS 5.33 3.50
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Table E-2. Corelation between IN and IS

IN-> . Total

1~3 .6~ P
S 4 5 6~7 erson Xin S E
1~3 2 1 7 4.1 0. 605
4 8 0 15 3.8 0.232
5 14 25 65 12 116 4.6 0. 084
6~7 11 20 45 25 101 4.8 0.119
Person 31 55 115 38 239 4.6 0.074
X1s 5.2 5.1 5.3 5.1 5.3
Total
S.E 0.144 0.135 0. 056 0. 146 0. 070
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{Abstract)

A Study on Wanted Number and Sex Composition of
Children of Women in a Korean Rural Area,
Based on Coombs Preference Scale

by Chung Eun Park*
Mo Im Kim**

In traditional Korea, both desire for a large family and strong son-preference have
prevailed. At the same time, it has also been pointed out that son preference, or sex
bias toward sons, was the major hinderance in lowering ideal family size to a desirable
level, say composed of two children.

Here we have discussed demographic and socio-economic differentials in preference for
number and sex of children in a rural community in Korea, based on the Coomb’s
Preference Scale. This scale is based on the unfolding theory in psychology. Never-
theless, it should not be overlooked here that the analysis was very limited and the
survey findings are not necessarily representative of Korea as a whole. The Coombs
preference scale consists of seven quasi-interval values from one to seven. Point 4
indicates an unbiased or balanced attitude toward family size or sex bomposition of the
family. Departure from point 4 in either direction is interpreted to be the degree of bias
or preference.

This study has the following study objectives:

1) To decribe the general characteristics of the study population. »

2)- To find out the depth about pre’erence of number and sex of children wanted, based
on the Coomb’s preference scale.

3) To examine the relationship between the preference scales (for number and sex)
and demographic, socioeconomic characteristics.

4) To examine the relationship between demographic, socio-economic characteristics
and patterns of number and sex preferences.

5) To delineate the relationship between number preference and sex preference.

The study population defined and selected was all of the eligible women (N=239) aged
20-49 who are living with their spouses in the selected area of Kang Wha Koon, Korea.
Data of the present analysis were obtained from “A Comprehensive Study About Health
and Nursing Need, and A Socio-Diagram of The Community”, which were conducted and
compiled by the Center for Population & Family Planning and the Nursing Research
Institute, Yonsei University during July, 1974. A

Statistical analysis of the above data was done using the X2-test, test of symmetry

and analysis fo variance.

* School of Nursing, Kyunghee University
** College of Nursing, Yonsei University



The study results indicated the following:

1) General characteristics of the study population: The population was rather old (X=
36 years), educational level was far below the national level (less than 6% had no more
than primary school education), most of them (75%) depended on agriculture for their
living, and more than half of them had no religion.

2) Coombs preference scale indicated that the number of children (IN) is 4. 619 denoting
relatively large number of preference, and the scale for the sex bias (IS) of children is.
5.322, revealing son preference. ,

3) The number bias (IN) reveals a high degree of positive relationship with age and
no marked relationship between IS and age was disclosed. Through analysis of variance,.
the IN scores showed a significant relationship with education, number of live birth,.
number of living children and number of children wanted. Analysis of variance of IS
scores also revealed to be significantly related to number of live birth, number of living:
children and number of sons wanted.

4) Pattern of IN showed has significant relationship with woman’s education, contra-
ceptive history, number of live birth, number of living children, number of children
wanted and number of sons wanted but pattern of IS showed no remarkable association
to either demographic or socic-economic differentials.

5) The two preference indexes(IN and IS) do not seem to be correlated (Tb=0.19462)..

The result of this study suggest a need for further research using the Coomb’s prefer-
ence scale at the national level including representative urban and rural areas.
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