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Table 1. The Location of Medical Facilities Utilized

olZolZ7| BEFY 9Z27|2 21X

3T Fo AAEE BENRESY ASHE

T
EXE B, AR A2 25~294 7] 52.6
=

yeagd A, 3%Te] €
A9, EuH] AEFHH=
olg B o o3 Aol 79.8% 2 71F Bgron,
AAzpu|Ql A9 17.7% 8 VERT)
THEE s AR 66.4%, o]FETO]
33.6% 2 ool HAY 1/3¢ AA A

FEAFAYGL =AURRAL TEEA A4

o] 35.8%, FaEA EdTo] 25.0% Yo,
TA9 oA JdE ¢E 24.7%4 HUT

Type of Medical Facilities Home County Other Area Total
General Hospital 330 1,587 1,917
Hospital 280 502 782
Clinic 282 631 913
Health Center etc.* 81 357 438
Midwifery Clinic 28 13 41

Total 1,001 3,090 4,091

* Health(Sub) Center, PHC Post, MCH Center

Table 2. Distribution of Bypassers by the Area of Medical Facilities Utilized
EtX[ef 2CH7|2t 0|Xte] 2o |BX|dY 2%

Area of Medical Facilities No. %
Other Rural Area 499 16.1
Small or Medium Sized City 1,946 63.0
Large City 645 20.9

Total 3,090 100.0




Table 3. Characteristics of Rural Women Delivered at Medical Facilities

AMES 55 Moso XS

Characterisitcs No. %
Total 4,091 100.0

Maternal Age :

15~19 years 57 14

20~24 1,154 28.2

2529 2,151 52.6

30~34 574 14.0

35~39 75 1.8

40~ 80 2.0
Reason for coming to the facility :

Self-admit 3,970 97.0

Referred by other facility 121 3.0
Payment of Medical Fee .

Private-pay 726 177

Insurance 3,266 79.8

Medicaid 65 1.6

Others 34 0.8
Status of Delivery :

Normal delivery 2,716 66.4

Abnormal delivery 1,375 33.6
Nearness to City of the Residential Area :

Near to a large city 595 14.5

Near to a small or medium sized city 1,463 35.8

Include a city 1,021 25.0

Not near to any city 1,012 24.7

3. HhilF EAdl Y eA ¥l ifz‘jﬁ'*—“ii R Aag 2
3 Aele ol g p<0.(?01), AZR 9 A5z 524
(p<0.00D), F&WHAF(p<0.001), 7}7te F2&
F 4= A ASE WS HWE ¥ R AR AR (p<0.001) 2 UEYTH =, <
ZUAE AAF AoW, ® 5t AMER ¥ AU AUET ERARSL o 4RUASRT,
EAR 4,0918S oz AFAYA Bk AZR e JEHEE2T} H oo X2
gt ofUd Efx|d o shike] AR i WALt FE4E, 77le ZFATAAY A
i BEHEAE UEhd Aot 27t BHeFE Eue 93 BAgozm =
0HEF 2447, gA9q £u78 A998y Ao YA



Table 4. Mean and Standard Deviations for Variables in Decision to Bypass
ERX|A(ZAIX|) 207|2 MEiZHQ0l 240 0|88 HEse HaE Y ZFEHA

Bypass to Any Hospital Bypass to City Hospital

Variabl
al Mean S. D. Mean S. D,

Personal Need Factors
+ Maternal age 27.22 8.11 26.68 4.74

- Status of delivery

(Normal delivery) — = =

Abnormal delivery 0.38 0.48 043 0.49
- Reasons for coming to the facility

(Self-admit) = = = =
Referred by other facility 0.04 0.19 0.04 0.19

Factors on Payment

- Payment of medical fee
(Private-pay) = =

Insurance 0.79 041 0.83 0.38
Medicaid 0.02 0.12 0.02 0.13
Others 0.01 0.10 0.01 0.08
- No. of relived person for 89.76 58.56 20.57 21.02

the livelihood(per 1,000)
Factors on Travel Convenience

- Rate of paved road(%) 54.11 20.08 54.31 20.29
- No. of registered car(per 1,000) 24.89 14.58 25.14 15.08
Factors on Community Medical Resources
* No. of general hospital 0.13 0.35 0.14 0.35
- No. of obstetrician 1.05 1.49 0.97 1.49
Factors on Attraction to the Near City
- Distance to the nearest small 22.38 2142 20.57 21.02
or medium-sized city(km)
- Distance to the nearest large city(km) 7111 61.95 69.63 57.50
+ No. of general hospital in the nearest 22.38 21.42 20.57 21.02
small or medium-sized city
N 3,090 2,591




Table 5. Multivariate Logistic Regression Analysis for the Decision to Bypass(=1) Their Regional Obstetrical

Facilities in Rural Pregnant Women

EfX[ef 2072 Me{mA0lo| B8t Logistic Model £A{Z T}
Variables Coefficient S. E.
Personal Need Factors
- Maternal age 0.015 0.011
- Status of delivery
(Normal delivery) = =
Abnormal delivery 0.605%** 0.119
+ Reasons for coming to the facility
(Self-admit) = =
Referred by other facility 0.083 0.381
Factors on Payment
- Payment of medical fee
(Private-pay) = =
Insurance —0.004 —0.127
Medicaid —0.622 0.380
Others —0.954 0.604
+ No. of relived person for 0.009 0.001
the livelihood(per 1,000)
Factors on Travel Convenience
- Rate of paved road(%) 0.000 0.005
- No. of registered car(per 1,000) —037*%* 0.007
Factors on Community Medical Resources
+ No. of general hospital —10.883%+# 0.128
+ No. of obstetrician —0.014 0.099
Factors on Attraction to the Near City
* Distance to the nearest small =I01039* —0.006
or medium-sized city(km)
- Distance to the nearest large city(km) 0.003 0.002
- No. of general hospital in the nearest —0.014 0.052
small or medium-sized city
Intercept 7.604*** 0.694
*++ p<0.001, *=* p<0.01, * p<0.05
FEL S =
4 TP Ao €@ mAAe) gy 9SS shenel AFA W e £
Az Aelsagol 235 Yehd Aotk
g BHAS A Bolg dead
£ 62 BAY RUIBRT 04T FENE 9z SAHOR FU% WiE AnAP(<
3,000 & tfgog AFA oA Euhg A 0.001), EwdH (p<0.001), JEHF(p<0
Fe A% e FAYOE b=y ohE ® 001, AFAYS AFA SI5(p<0.05) W



Table 6. Multivariate Logistic Regression Analysis for Urban Obstetrical Service Utilization(=1) in Rural Preg-

nant Women
TAIX|E 20b7|2F MEIRI2 10

e e |

248t Logistic Model £4{Z 1}

Variables Coefficient 5. E.
Personal Need Factors
- Maternal age 0.027 0.008
- Status of delivery
(Normal delivery) = =
Abnormal delivery 1,221 %% 0.235
- Reasons for coming to the facility
(Self-admit) = =
Referred by other facility 3.603 9.497
Factors on Payment
- Payment of medical fee
(Private-pay) — =
Insurance 0.505%** 0.122
Medicaid —0.256 0.390
Others —0.770 0.004
- No. of relived person for 0.001 0.001
the livelihood(per 1,000)
Factors on Travel Convenience
- Rate of paved road(%) —0.001 0.005
- No. of registered car(per 1,000) 0.015* 0.006
Factors on Community Medical Resources
- No. of general hospital =998 ** 0.321
- No. of obstetrician —0.101 0.109
Factors on Attraction to the Near City
- Distance to the nearest small —0.009* 0.004
or medium-sized city(km)
- Distance to the nearest —0.002 0.001
large city(km)
- No. of general hospital in the nearest 0.220%** 0.061
small or medium-sized city
Intercept 5.544 % 0437

+x» p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05
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{Summary)

Determinants of Urban Obstetrical Service
Utilization in Rural Pregnant Women

Jung-Sun Park*

This study examines the decisions of rural pre-
gnant women to seek obstetric care elsewhere,
especially in an urban area. The principal data
source was “The Patients Survey in 1988”, a na-
tion-wide data collection.

Among 4,091 rural pregnant women 3,090 wo-
men left their home counties for obstetric care :
1,946 women to small or medium-sized cities, 645
to large cities.

Multivariate techniques were used to examine

the factors related to selecting urban obstetrics

*

care.

The analysis shows that younger, abnormally
delivered women were more likely to seek urban
obstetrical facilities. In addition, medical insura-
nce, the number of registered cars per 1,000, the
number of general hospitals in the county, and
the distance to the nearest large city were positi-
vely related to the decision to go to any city,
but dista)nce to the nearest small or medium-sized
city had a negatively significant effect on urban

obstetrical service utilization.

Senior Fellow, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs.
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