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Table 1. Field Survey Responding Status
RiRE BHefER

Survey Responding Status Daejon Daegu Total
Completed 66. 1% 67.4% 66. 7%
Removal of residence 7.5 6.0 6.8
Unknown residence 6.9 2.9 4.9
Prolonged outing 3.3 3.6 3.4
Short period outing 12. 8 15.4 14.1
Others* 3.4 4.7 4.1
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
(N) (454) (448) (902)

*Misunderstanding of Age (above 45 years old), divorced, abscondence, refusal of responding, etc.

A FfE= Pkl FAER 64 23 HERAAES Sal4 1984d 7Y 9 gy
Bl 7 247bx] EEAAEMEAN A EiE=E Ao RARRME 2 WAL K-S
Fiol] et - D e BEBEL maksted MEBA 0 REPIEET ] R ol
oA eI o™, HEAZEANES A5 s BimHA7F 1984w 59 24
FE 2697bx] Eiisgicl. AEE - AHEMRS] fhe - & 2 A DB i,
KiEatBlFE ¥ 3t FBHEE, Foll oAt EEE, SR AT NE T2
= AR = o ek

I. EZEwALl 54
1. FEeH SERAE
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Table 2. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Age and Marital Duration
BEBAL Fi X FEERAM

Classification Daejon Daegu Total(N)
Age
15~24 8.1% 7.3% 7.7% (46)
25~29 25.2 29.8 27.5(165)
30~34 20.5 25. 8 23.2(139)
35~39 21.5 21.5 21.5(129)
40~44 24.8 15.6 20.2(121)
Marital Duration
2 years 3.4 5.3 4.3(26)
2~4 years 8.4 7.8 8 8.0(48)
4~6 years 11.4 10.9 11. 2(67)
6~8 years 8.7 13,2 11. 0(66)
8~10 years 10.1 10.6 10. 3(62)
10~12 years 7.7 12.3 10. 0(60)
12~14 years 8.7 9.6 9.2(55)
14~16 years 7.4 6.0 6. 7 (40)
16~18 years 12.4 7.8 9.8(59)
18~20 years 7.4 7.0 7.2(43)
20 years 14.4 10.3 12.3(74)
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N) (298) (302 O
MeanAge(years) ................... 336326 ....................... 331 ......
Mean Period of 12.1 10.9 11.5

Marriage (years)
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Table 3. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Number of Living Children, Number
of Living Sons, and Number of Living Daughters
BEBAL BiFfFL Ol { € &

Classification Daejon Daegu Total
Number of Living Children
0 L. 7% 4.3% 3.0%
1 10.7 12.3 11.5
2 29.2 38.4 33.8
3 32.9 29.1 31.0
4 17.8 11.3 14.5
5 or more 7.7 4.6 6.2

Number of Living Sons

0 15.1 18.5 16.8
1 39.3 42.4 40.8
2 36.6 3.1 35.3
3 or more 9.1 5.0 7.3
Number of Living Daughters
0 22.1 33.8 28.0
| 37.9 31.5 34.7
2 25.5 20.2 22,8
3or more 14. 4 14.6 14.5
Total(N) 100.0(298) 100. 0(302) 100.0
MeanNumberof ....................... 281 o S
Living Children
Mean Number of 1.40 1. 26 1.33
Living Sons
Mean Namber of 1.40 1,19 1. 30

Living Daughters

AE YV 2 Koot (X4 BH).

(£5)+ EXRASS FWmMEEL ALHIRPE RBRELRS 1982F % 2H
FERSR oL HE s & Aolck. A XE T o= BESHAH, 25~3%% A A=
19824 ol thal A LHtgRhie f&BE LK HWin= e & o Aok T 7hedl
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Table 4. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Number of Pregnancies, Number

of Normal Deliveries and Number of Induced Abortions

AR AL MR ERHE X ATHRDEOK

Daejon Daegu Total
Number of Pregnancies
1 7.1% 7.9% 7.5%
2 17. 4 14.6 16.0
3 17.4 19.5 18.5
4 13.8 20.2 17.0
5 or more 44.3 37.8 41.0
Number of
Normal Deliveries
0 2.3 4.3 3.3
1 10. 4 12.6 11.5
2 29.5 37.4 33.5
3 29.5 28.8 29.2
4 18.1 11.6 14.8
5 or more 10.1 5.3 7.7
Number of Induced
Abortions
0 43.0 34.8 38.8
1 21,1 24.2 22.7
2 15.8 18.2 17.0
3 10.7 10.3 10. 5
4 3.7 4.0 3.8
5 or more 5.7 8.6 7.2
Total (N) 100.0(298) 100.0(302) 100.0
MeanNumberof ...................... 447438 ............................. 4 42 ........
Pregnancies
Mean Number of 2.85 2.50 2.67
Normal Deliveries
Mean Number of 1.40 1.68 1.54

Induced Abortions
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Table 5. Percentage of Induced Abortion Experienced Women by Age
FieH ATHiRhie EiRe A X

Daejon, Daegu Survey 1982 National Survey*
4AE Total Daejon Daegu Ié?gg: (C)IEEZ;
15~24 22% 21% 23% 22% 17%
25~29 48 41 54 42 41
30~34 65 59 69 59 58
35~30 83 83 83 68 65
40~44 66 61 74 72 69
Total 61 57 65 53 51

% Lim, Jong Kwon, “Current Status of Induced Abortion (Interim Report of 1982 National
Family Health Survey)” Journal of Population and Health Studies,

Vol.2,No.1, KIPH, 1982, p. 169

Ax 53] 35~398% FEWEFS) ZASE 19825 kel H/ABR 155AE ¥glE L
ko] A3 #{mESE el o] FEERCE E o7 ATHIIRFME K5
FHHRE Kefol KH A Hulfifo) MHEF HHES Jebi ek 5 35~39 5%
FEWEE(CKEP 2 KH 25 83%)% Aledlie Ee TR A KEf sk
EmAEL ATMRDH KK HAlE 2 HAEd A gAl= 1354e Fq)
ERE I}

SEEMEYRE (4.4218]) ol A FHBRAFTRE(2.634)S 1 1.79[E12] ME4R 7H-&
1.542 HAESR o5z @& A4 ABHSE HESINoH, oz
0.25 ol = BHARWME 2 EE BIFEHR (284) o] Td=I gleh.

Lhboll 4 Arsd 2 KERo} KM EATE B AAEHSEASS MR, HER
RE TN uul, 88 EImAS MMIRER = 2,654¢F0) o=, o] KBUEIREE
B 2,654 ZHdl BAEHEYR 28(FS A 2’ HEPRASRIF AR RGBS BT
2,626#<1 o2 skl g o] HURMER T KT 2,6260F0 2|3 BET
TREB= 1,579% ¢ dr}. ol Az oz oF 403 AE Sl 1,04740] H
PRISEE (AN THERA P, BARWEE, FEE) 2 L5 Ao slch. 22x o) 4
fByrgRe]l 344520 1€ =+ 3BFHAEZ ATMHIRPHE (W 925¢4F) = FEHs A
o2 elytel.
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ARl BlRAd K, ikl MEfEE T+ A+ ksl BRI HEe) )
Ax FAlsfol & dolrf. wetd BESHEKS ¥ ook ot FTHRES] <
ol A Mgkt H9R9Ql kst BMS Hxl REEERERC o3 SN
st gle AHolrt.

KH = KBR EFFEBmAES vkxl o HERS] SRS dot £ Az =t
=) vt HEEE 7} 2 2o ol & TF MkohERe] A Fokxixz e AL

K

w0 ol

Table 6. Percent Distribution of Respondents Who Have Ever Given Birth to
Babies by Year and Place of Their Last Childbirth
HEREER 8 A2 OX|et HEFER 5k

Delivery Place

Year of Percent ' Hospital Midwifes
Last Distribution or Clinic or
Childbir th (N) Total Home Clime Health Center
1974 and before 23.8% (138) 100.0% 89. 1% 10. 9% - %
1975~1979 29.8(173) 100.0 63.0 28.9 8.1
1980~1981 18.8(109) 100.0 46. 8 42.72 110
1982~July 1984 27.7(161) 100.0 26.7 47.2 26.1
Total (N) 100.0(581) 100.0 56. 1 32.2 1L.7
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gk KH, KBf EFTBREm A 19824 Lith vhxl =t HES] KESIHEER 26.7
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ALl RESHEEK 20.83AEY Held o2 x oF 634 =2JE HE ¥
2 Kol o]} o] K FEAHR WMATY KESHEEK| I 2 AL —
MR Dol sl (EATEBR D 2] KK, BEKE L BRERBERER| ¢
< ak ohuvzl, EFTBBEASC —MEIHEA S L BFREA A3 H

ol YEaa BaMiEo) = Abolsk 2ls) =Ee] ohdsk 4Abget.
5. AIHEAES)

AIHERE D olet IERAEEE A HAETR o MRS ¥ 7 Adv KEE
geh. web A BLBEZF v A hEul HigRe] FIRERE A Sl R HE
WIEN S S3eh. Zelu dabd o2 MERATRENE BEEGC] 3 YR st
HE ol$ o™k RHEFMol FERME 22 ARH Fiiidl T FNEHKREV
PAKE, =t BHENC] ZEol o3 THHE 55 Allstics AERC WALl EX
nhS Zhx| 3 AMEREE DA BiE sk A2 2] AHT Aol okl el
vt A K R e RARS Zéz}ﬂ RS Aol 7] 95tk SRR A B
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I
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) SCERISE, 1982 SBIRERBEERAERE, BBEA DRI, 1982, p. 79.
4) AFAERER BRAES EEs 41 oe Kone 2 BEmAY 33.85{AEd &3t
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A9 L mASl g, MR R HE, #HIF 55 sl ALl X g
BEES AX MRfER o BHEEE 25 A A skt

I RER KT A BREL UKol KHe} KB M EFFEEmA S #t
PRI TR H RS HAEMYE 4.7 HAE S I35t 46. 291 AE R A, A iR
o] WNATRER fm A2l WK (51.7%) et 2 3led WE vl HEPRFEBEERHI K 46.2
HAE L 19824 FRFEEBEEHAAS R #E2 SREHHRE A ) MijRE
BEEEHI R 65. 1 ALY st A9 2094AE Tole HE W Ki#o]r].

b R AL MHRGERBEH RS KHMERASS] 729 39.934LE qld]
[, KERHiiK o] 7%= 288 EXmAL] A¥E 52.3594Aey S Qle F
gl o9 @A zholE el ek oo} o] F HURMIY MEIREER
TR & ZRE Rolv Hiic KEfigAs FHER KH WA=
HEl 1A E S wl B, 744 B F dXxo] T oMERS] AHFEMIZE
Kol R/ 12 KBRS S ﬂx%r&%%*?‘w =, KEpiume] A% AR
MEFRTZ A AL o] 40.47 AEQIul K&, KHHMEKS] A= KBl Fsh
T R2HAEY T o] B 52 75 A Ed ZEc}.

!

Table 7. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Fecundity Status
BER A2 HRFE kAL

Fecundity Status Daejon Daegu Total
Fecund 39. 9% 52.3% 46. 2%
(Currently pregnant) (4.4) (5.0) 4.7
Infecund 58.1 45. 4 51,7
(Sterilization for (52.7) (40. 4) (46.5)
contraception)

(Pick out of the uterus, (5.4) (5.0) (5.2
menopause, sterility)

Others 2.0 2.3 2.2
Total 100.0 100.0 (600)
(N) (298) (302) 100.0

5) SCHaMIs, mifgdE, 1982, p. 96.
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6. BEWBAS HE #HE L mEks

(F8)2 A FAEAH SR KH3 KBf (EATB B 15~445% HEBF A
BERE B¥ERE 12l Kog AFPHURARES #rs F ot

A EERASS #HEKES B, SHEEAL B L] 57.85 AE 7}
REBZUT ] EEBEAFE Aoz wazich. ol 198262 LEFMEMS R
el RRBHUT BEATFE AL K 43 . 7514EY ¥]st= 14, 194 E =
B & teRolvh., 3 FKo A 2 = EEXEASS #HE KB KH K
B pHiskfE o] H-9- #AJ ERE Rolx Qlgo] R KHMEK A
FHEBELUL BEFFmAS Ko 2480 3491 BEA 33.9§1*ﬂ£°¢cﬂ 13
3, KERHuIK ] 7%+ ¥8 BEQ 50.431 42 F Hulffflo] T2 16.53{4E
FolE ] & fREE Vebulch.

ole} 2 AFAM R 1982 £FFAAE MRS EXmMAL HHEKE %
R, Ll AFRAERERA AL KHI AKBF T #ilRfe ERE AFEH K E
BRTRE o) AAck= Bhab KER7F $-Elviele] A= KEmels Bg zheks) & =,
o] BEHEE T 1ol Kexl F5R7 ohdst AR}

ol Well = KEf o} KHEFTBRBEA S BfES RFEBIRES 4oz &
ch. Ak o2 fEAS BREMES T AL mL&- LFEM KEES LBls) Fof.
whel 4 B BFZERE R A mhEfy wiNe 2 Ao EAC] BEMME HEN Y H
PERENATRER ) MHRME-S BET A2 wmES o ok aeld A FBAANA &

Al BIgL¥ERRAH el ool £ R 9ol A w3 HE 2 HEFASITRE [
FHBAMES] BEEES = Zo] ohulel, A MEAYKRE/ Selvbel A#rititke] (KT
BEelel B S zqh, BUFRKIH#IFES Hfolels Kkt HEE & AY
< ¥aert.

“olF Al e @A Ak
o (Tl A Q] S-S WdS)E ARS8 27l ARl 3 EEEERL
Z 8ol AlAI=E I et FWER 2EESHEA 6004 7Hdl 33. 75 4E 7 KEHRET
Be % REIEBHS St = Aoz waHch ol 19824 LTI AL R

o] IBIEENBREE K 6.9 N ET9} HEras) 2

Hekal olglel] Bl AL FHTL A|AEAL ? ok

6) XEHs, BiBE, 1982, p. 160~162 (£ 90)oll A FHE S fER A (A& = FRbERET,
FRREBN R = BB 5 3
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Table 8. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Education Level, Current
Occupation, and Mean Amount of Monthly Income

BEREAS BEKE BRAFKE X XOF AFH KA

Daejon Daegu Total
Educational Level
No education 6.4 % 3.6% 5.0%
Elementary school 59.7 46.0 52.8
Middle school 25.5 34.8 29.7
High school and above 9.4 15.86 12.5
Current Occupation
Not employed 64. 1 68.5 66. 3
Employed 35.9 31.15 33.7
Commerce 8.4 9.6 9.0
Regularly employed 6.4 7.3 6.8
(at manufacturing factory)
Physical laborer 6.4 L7 4.0
Peddler, streetvendor 2.0 3.3 2.5
Part-time made 3.4 8 2.5
Subsidiary home work 7.4 6.0 6.7
Others 2.0 2.0 2.0
Mean Amount of Monthly Income
None 2.0 3.0 2.5
Below 150, 000 6.7 4.0 5.3
150, 000~below 200, 000 16. 1 13.6 14.8
200, 000~below 250, 000 23.8 23.8 23.8
250, 000~below 300, 000 16.8 14.2 15.5
300, 000~below 350, 000 17.:8 25.5 21.7
350, 000~and above 16.8 15.8 16.3
Total (N) 100. 0 (298) 1. 000 (302) 100. 0 (600)
iy MeanAmount e
255, 000 255, 000 255, 000

Monthly Income ( Won)
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WA Ee HKoloh. BHELMES] sEEEI ol HIRH At S B
e Zrekdichw, & EABSMAS $O QEEHBIKS Lol A0 o5

AES| BifEiolels] Melt RNEIE, %8, 7 2 WEE, oEY 5 9o
Pgel A o 4 l%o] MR oEe] EATMEIS ¥He sEct. [ Kol
£io® W bl 7hg e RS 2 sHe @¥(9.0%) S o] HEz)
A she FRAAG RWF T Ao, KRAREIES ol 4 A7t el 7}
Aeprt she A (Eebx HE o, G4 AFZR, G4 FAE €L 5)ol
ek, webA BifE EEEBREC dt olF MAEY Lo WHES BAKMKT
B g olets Kool A RNEBIoF RAEBI o2 WA & = of Yof
o]ct.

Plbsh 22 BAES SRS BEER ol BURREE R MEA A
¥ oo TiAER EEE CHeBE, G5 2 HEE, 1y s2Y 5 A vl
A BB T Ak MATe o T BEHKS MERS %% + dek ol
5 A w4 Bl T ST b MAES] sl Yol BEe) Frhol Ak, Kl
ol AV, EWolst —A 7] ool Kk T S AT dE Aoz
Haigsl = Eolch.

Zow ol ABjel KHEHBEMAL KA%E AFMIAC] =A% =&
goinmal ghel. & vhebo] MR - IL@BRE KRS H 1K MEHET IANER
RAT8 (GNP) o] FIfI=5o], Abdom g KES AFA%ES d3shed glof
Aol 1k fRERE RO¥E ATEHiEe) A=

Do $elvelel A EEEAE Tl W KES MM At FEES shet
geb AL Lebxl AHI o] ohich =eld A FfLel A weixl Kow A

SEURA H ) EfgEst S v EAERe e d4skx @ech chul K
FEEH S HHEFBRBERS AFHRA BEES Mgdor deotriz sh=
A Holth. AEMER EXEAL RAE AFHIRAS FHEc KHI K5f #
B R gle] 255,0009 02, o]l 19844 2/44#8 $-=lviel #mEEE XN
# APHRTE4E 385,008 %l b= 3 P 130,000% o) v R sh= ARTE )
=

7) SCEEMISY, HiEA, 1982.
8) MBI, WEIM AW, H26HEF115E, 1984,

127



M. iEtBIIBEIR 2| 78 HAKE

HEFRE 2 18 BMTR = HAEFE A AT Mg Bkt 2 Eidl Y ag
A3 kol Bt ol B =l ojok ek olok L BEMEEEE LTS AF B
NEEE ST A0 B Bl BT i HHRE B o2 TREA 2+ Urh
whebA KT BIBAHRERAE © BN REBIF¥A A To7 HEwyg= A
Heol Bl Bi=lo ko, Az 25 274 9 BrEFHRR S 4T
LB v HEET ¥ BEfERR @mal =A Fes Stek

olof] Aol A= KETHHIEL ERTBERMA 2 WA 2 KREE =552 FKik
At # BREHS REERAR L oF 2 MifT =l e AMTHZAEEA AT EE peE
LB o] BEHEE S Lobr izt ghel

1. N S 158k X 5Ph, #AE

= 1983w 1 HH-e FARFQ 1984w 7 ¥ 7hx] ] WiR)-Eokd] BMEIF S W
ol s A 3k FKikilBIBABE L Holl BFEH £ mAc]l ALAEY SexE Lot &
R (F9)l Bl ek 2w 20fEA 8k Fokol 48 EEmA sHEH
39. 85 A ES}F fib A S 2R e BEMEEIFA S, 200 ALE b KK BBRAET = H ol 3
2 RERol e ROZ velitrh A2 RE EKEFE ol £ WA (KH
143.6%, KBB : 36.1%) 3+ FKikiBIRHEE S ol 2] A4 HReEtm A (KHI [ 24. 5%,
KEB : 15.6%) & & o| 25 KERHuE Al sl KHMEA A k2t of A4 et
e
ghsd, (K 10)-2 1983w 1 Y- FARs 7] 9] Wikl Sk T ENE BEHEE)

gkl =x] 7 E ojrldl 4 I EftEIEE S =X 2o sl ol £ KR
of wlx BEMEFED BHEEE R, RKKIHEA SN B
BFEES LAUctE @A S HFKo] 25.7HAER A Ehow, I ool HEK
Fr BB S 2 13.29]AE, # - Pi o] 8.3 AE, oA =+ BHMEFE7E
4. 7THAE F°| JHol el MYEFEE SR Al o] KHIzF KBRS ol
ol Fr=oxl HAKS 2 7 ddl, AEBHT BKA S| BEFEE =40 W
Adle] BEHEE olcl. &, KHI 2l 7% AHFHHAT A 28 BMEHFS 2ot
2 eBro] ok A2 HEKe] 24, 29 A E Sl K&, KEMMURA A= [ R

1l
=
=

y\l

=

2 2

lo i o3
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Table 9. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Number of Contraception Induced
Experience of Family Planning Related Meeting After January 1983
1983F 1 LU BHENES Lot 2 58 Y R EIBE 202 2RAAR

Daejon Deagu Total
Number of Contraception
Induced Experiences
None 56.4 % 63.9% 60.2%
Yes 43.6 36.1 39.8
1 13.4 15.9 14.7
2 11.7 10.9 11.3
3 7.0 4.6 5.8
4 3.4 3.0 3.2
5and above 8.1 1.7 4.8
Attending Experience of
Family Planning Related Meeting
None 75.5 84.4 80.0
Yes 24.5 15.6 20.0
Total (N) 100. 0 (298) 100. 0 (302) 100. 0 (600)

o] obF vlv|gt 2.05] Aol A, A HUKRC] T 2299 4= EUE o4 2
ERT uel EHACh ool 2L AWHA MEA S Rk MBRMA S BHH
o) MR R MBS KB AT BORE 7 R g R
7 ohdzt ARk,
b, WMBFES LS BT E AT BHEBEE S BEE REDS =)
Al A7} 27. 28| A ER 7R =3, 1 oS8 (REFFE 6. 25 AE, JAEBAT 5.7
o) JEo el MMBTE S L B TR A4 KM KB
ol oFzbe] EREE W lul, AHMBC A & BFTH BEHEK] Aol
Wl B Eotch, 58 HEs: WHBH ) BUBELT A HBHRS K
sk (27 33.2%, 7.7%) o] KERAEL (27 21.2%, 3.6%)ll sl Y53 =4
debik Bl S Alch,
Dlbol A 45 2 (# 9)sh (¥ 10) & fRABIESA, BEBFES Lol ¥
RA, FHAEREEY 2% ARREA, Kk BER L REBHRE 2 Y

SR
ok7

3

‘:

..[
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Table 10. Percentage of Contraception Induced Experienced Women by Inducer and
Place after January 1983
19835F 18 LItk et#hiE X #F%E5 B E Lol = KBImA 2| =

Daejon Daegu Total
Inducer
Family planning worker 29. 2% 22.2% 25. 7%
Dong officer 24.2 2.0 13. 2
Tong or Ban chief 8.4 8.3 8.3
PPFK officer 1.0 — 0.5
Saemaul women’s association 2.3 3.3 2.8
leader (member)
Street campaign worker 1.0 1.0 1.0
Aquaintance 4.0 2.3 4.7
Doctor/nurse 0.3 1.0 0.7
Place
Home 3.2 21.2 27,2
Health center 6.4 6.0 6.2
Dong office 7.7 3.6 8.7
Monthly Ban meeting 2.0 2.0 2.0
Street 4.0 3.3 3.7
Others 6.0 5.6 5.8

uloln obch= fg A o] HesK o] AEfHhisk
At o]e} L fEHL & AHIHIER o] &K

aela HEs AEBAT A BN
of Hal KHIMRA A 25 55 &
Heat Bl mE) o] KERHL) w3l BHAH & ABAS BHiA7l= & 2t
A4l HERMAA et R 7E obd st A2 =Ich

A

ARFEFE S Se KIETHRIBIR =48

— IR S ol Kk HBAB WS Y 7 e ARERS o el 1 R
© ARl oA, A FHA S Yol MHEAIGHE S HABEA olel= B

o 3, JelelAd, shele, HFETH, BFEEE, A FIHEERE, KRG EIRAHR T,
Zela HABEDRIA ) 7 HRIE Ay ehar, 19834 1 H Y-E FAAEE7Ex] ]l 19844
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7 A 7b= 9] WifEE ol & HEE S S Kk BB B BEEE S dol ¥ okch

olell =3 REEKER ] 7 HEET R EERBILER LS (& 11)d #r sl el
Zeh ®#aR" 7 7hR B e EEmAC S Kk BB K] A 2
B = o SEEEMAL 7873 AE ) B wAdl A Kikit @l 3%
T HHE sty EEE I e elelest BHHM (4 26.5%,
26.3%), A Vs, BYHEEE (27 16.7%, 16.3%), Hfth FEIRIY, %kt #I50
HiF (27 16.7%, 16.3%)IECS=2 ebgteh. olebzke] elell, H FIHTH, BT
HRE, ATIEEGE & —BARGEE S 53 TR BBIEIHHREMER o] = =] Ko
slE] WS eo] @2 B E4E, B BH S S e ARES S AHE
AR 3 g ddled, 53 B, BHEK 2 AT A9 Hddem
R AL 3] siEol obudst AAsch Hihl ol HIEE 2AY el E
=t e Hod 2T HiWm el BEEE =3 Ao 5 gt glal HE
olch. ©-¢-7l ol& EEmA SOl &H, ftd, LR Mol £33 RF A A
Mol HHEREE ERelete AS AT A o5 53] e Rk

T, & HEEARD EEMA L] Fkat BIBHH Y HEE R & KEftug Al A X
Hithig ol toal iy o2 ofzk4 £ fHolgdeh olv A AHE KK #FH
B2 BEKBRE) BHAERES S BHfBF S IS REBKo| & BFEHN =
EF KH#uE el 4 o g3 Azde KE =< fRol7IE shek

Table 11. Percentage of Women Contacting Family Planning Related Information by
Mass Media after January 1983
EERA Sl 1983 F 1 ALIR ARIERET KT BIRRRIIAIE gk

Mass Medis N 2 (Iele??(;lz) N 8(1)0)
TV 76.5% 81l.9% 78.7%
Radio 26.5 26.5 26.5
Newspapers 23.5 29.1 26. 3
Weekly Magazine 13.4 19,2 16.3
Monthly Magazine 13..1 20. 2 16.7
Family Planning IE & C 4.7 4.0 4.3
Materials
Other Printing Materials 4.7 8.3 6.5
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ole} 2 FiRE vlFo] KK EEXS BRI BERZASY LruHl 2
FREF BN A rtgny FER Sl LA BUORA QL B Sl 4SS
g oAlE i 2 kel Al SR KK BELR = O ¥ RoKEE o BT
A BE o KR s EHI YA 2= Wellvd 2o Ne} ga
BRI L {EH o] o5 HE S}

3. FRIEFIAEON CHEH BBH- REEE R SZEREE

BFE 8 54K ReEnt @Rt #(1982~1986) ol 2] A% A HEE 245t
2l5le 19814 128 #FAMU el AREm#psER & ok, ffrstae d+ed @ B
Holle 49E o] MAHK o] 2= Uk webd A Rt AL [ 49 M
Mk 7HEEl A RAESRE VL EFEREER el BS 2Hdte T LEmE
o whg S HWOR viay Wolbx FE peg Y8R o B 2 2H
BE, 13 YHEEE dotruxl st

A FEA A R FE G TEHER S T2 KAME S KN ZEE
ol Nk Mk =4, 19824 1A NH Mfrslx Jdv O4EXES 2 +-RIViE
HHEER S o AR T L LT TYEFMZEE N N3 SR BN E
WA i) <, 19824 5 A 3-8 Mifr=l = @k ABMKENR<AESE 7Hd @A
o] WOl W RLAT & A ISR RAE ol o KRG G 2 @ F 4L
T KABUYLHEN ZHE 2l KRBT (W SHKLAF) ol Hat REFT 2 FEEZ(2
) g 53 —Kk ERZE Aeat Fi B4 Bl o=, 1 %7 (K12)
of &Rl ek

LIk M7= FEHHR 7P A FEEREAANA 7L el FHIE MK
L AR A AIEHREH S E A o3 G AT R R EXmA
7b2ul 77. 29 AEZE @ kel el 52 Aol vtz stdes, T o5 “A:
¥ 9 - ENEEES MER T4 LT RNEFMZaE A @SR
2 ¥HME 9% £EE 57.294 55 &3 gl AL= velylel, @BaEo] A
S fitk-> ‘S LUF AMEFMTSAE o BT ol ek —k SRR
2 A EEmA+F Y87 A E=v 47. 731488k 43 e AR v
Ebutel FAAHUET 2= KBRS ol 4 KHIME ol bl #RE 3 7hR Mtk BT
ol gt gREnE o] oFzkA ol ¥okeh

g, | mREe T e BEIXEEE s [ KA & F Uxel, A
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Table 12. Percentage of Knowledge, Favor and Benefit of Major Social Support

Measures

FE ZEMBKO CHE

RBHIE  THE REE

I

Daejon Daegu Total
(N=298) (N=302) (N=600)
Rate of Knowledge
Provision of monetary subsidies to 74.2% 80. 1% 77.2%
low-income sterilization acceptors to
compensate for lost wages
Provision of primary medical services 47.0 48. 3 47.7
free of Charge for 0~5 years old
chlildren of sterilization acceptors with
two or fewer children
Priority to sterilization acceptors with 54.0 60. 3 57. 2
two or fewer children for livelihood
loans for the needy and housing loans
Rate of Favor
Provision of monetary subsidies to 84.6% 84. 1% 84.5%
low-income sterilization acceptors to
compensate for lost wages
Provision of primary medical services 91.9 91.4 91.7
free of charge for 0~5 years old
children of sterilization acceptors with
two or fewer children
Priority to sterilization acceptors with 85.9 86. 4 86. 2
two or fewer children for livelihood
loans for the needy and housing loans
Rate of Benefit
Provision of monetary subsidies to 3.7 3.3 3.5
low-income sterilization acceptors to
compensate for lost wages
Provision of primary medical services 2.3 1.3 1.8
free of charge for 0~5 years old
children of sterilization acceptors with
two or fewer children
Priority to sterilization acceptors with 0.7 — 0.3

two or fewer children for livelihood
loans for the needy and housing loans
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A EEmA 2| 3.531 A EQl 21 (KER © 1144, KEF : 1044) 44 o] ARYFEFohy o wbar 45
AL EE, 2ela 183 AlEQl 114 (KH : 74, KBB: 44) o] Bt&ali T4«
o] —REFIZE S U A2 HEST Ul A¥ARS o F - RIBAESE
He o BAMES Udrhs EEE = o 2422 o % EHFHG 4HE Bolxn
A, ol [ MRS HWHR ol HEFMIL (HEE k) oIt 0~6& F&71 3
E TR RUYEFMZEEN BRI As ak okvel, oFx de] ah#krt gk
vl vebd fifelar 2 Alch

vl

V. F=zol CHet EiE#
1. BIF4Ol CHEH 4B A 2| AREE

mA Ll ol o3t BEES A7k il B8EE + Ao A BAT
ol A 2159l A HEES HEAREE o 19884 72 A NGEKEE S| HPER (TFR :

Table 13. Percent Distribution of Respondents with One or More Children by Status
Wanting Additional Children and Number of Living Children

St FLLIEE & ®BAL BNFLAALRE ¢ REFE T8
BINFLELERAS ek

Classification Daejon Daegu Total
Status Wanting Additional Children
Wanting 10. 2% 8.3% 9.3%
Not wanting 88. 1 90. 3 89.2
Not clear 1.7 1.4 1.5
Total 100.0 100. 0 100. 0
(N) (293) (283) (582)

Percentage of Women Wanting
Additional Children by
Number of Living Children

1 65. 6% 48. 6% 56. 5%
2 10,.3 3.4 6.9

3 - 2.8 I, 1

4 and more = = =
Total 10.2 } 8.3 9.3
(N) (30) (24) (54)

134



2.1) 2 vpte= st Q7] =Ee & FEANAE FL LES £ WAL &
fiel A3 BEE 45272 ok (F 13)ddlA2} o] & kS £
mAG EES FESt= WA kKol 288 2] 89.25 Al EQ] Hbddl EIFLE
FEY WAL 9.3 AEC ek WAL BIFEFLBHIE 24 L&
A 56.53AE7, 223 FFLE € WA 6.95AEqle] BiiFLE H
Pt Qo] olE HHFEMEMA Sl Tkl NI EEBT A EEBMEA =
gt £ 5 ek

vt BN o HERE = BAFE e A =tet 24 2R
£ Aol7l dEddl & HHrclAe A LUTFe F45 & @A Fai 2 #5)
2 BT e FERGE doRgtel &)l #Rsl uket o] =g Kk
T mAH BINTLE 3uste mAS HELE 78.634lE 9| ukwe] ofF 3
RS £ A = 42.55]AlE vt sBINFRE IWskar ol FHRELFB ) B
TLE HnAz= BRo| S| USS BnskL ek ooz AL =21t 54

r-{n

Ex ol FE S £ MANA H% @3 EZRE Bolx o Anl AfKS
T mAF BINTFLE AYste MAS £33 5.65AEd XA G ] FR

Table 14. Percent Distribution of Attitudes of Respondents with Three or Less
Children on Additional Children by Number and Sex of Living Children
MBLUTS F%E & AL BEFEFLS & L MEBRHI EBHMNF=0| CHEH BBE

Ngrpber ar.1d Sex of Wanting Wan.t.ing Not Total (N)
Living Children No More Additionals Clear

One Daughter 14.2% 78. 6% 7.2% 100. 0% (28)
One Son 50.0 42.5 7.5 100.0  (40)
Two Daughters 65. 6 29.6 4.8 100.0 (27)
Two Sons 98. 8 1.2 = 100.0 (88)
One Son and One Daughter 95.5 4.5 = 100.0 (89)
Three Daughters 9.4 5.6 — 100.0 (18)
Three Sons 100.0 ~ = 100.0 (19
One Son and Two Daughters 98.6 1.4 - 100.0 (71)
Two Sons and One Daughter 100.0 = = 100.0 (77)
Total 84.4 11.8 3.8 100. 0 (457)

(N) (386) (54) (17)
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ZFE ol R ot 3 F #2 FL4 =2 uEFe el HER LS &kE = U
a2 Pk K FAAA Fraubs T3 U+ BAS EES st mASY K
KL 9131 AES xxdla Yo, o T 19844 L EMERERA s el 94.1
A ES} ks B =) o5 ETHEMMIK A Sl ol o3 EEE-S i
—im Azt A2 FEl—3 KES FXstL = A2 Jelych

2. BT A EEKF

KH 3 KBERi o] FMitikim Arh 147k AR Fofelr S5t
Ao] &8te] 68.95 A E(KH . 66.4%, KBEf : 71.3%) 2 7taEx, Fux
Efpo el S5 WAL HES 16,4514 B0 o]2F glo] ol WAL 4
T EEB-S EFS 7t ASS & 5 ek v ols FAtEgA el &
S PHEBT L 2,040 At £EAL 58 4514 BV T S EH
) oF ghefi= FH o7 wiiel A FaEEBe) kst tlEel FHidsarilol ik

el

tjn

Table 15. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Their Ideal Number and Sex of
Children
BHEAEERAC BHEFo S & 2 HERIFE

Classification Daejon Daegu Total

Ideal Number of Children

1 11. 4% 21. 4% 16. 4%
2 66. 4 71.3 68.9
3 22.4 7.3 14.7

On Regard to Sex*

Regardless 36.2 47.0 41.6
Regardful 63. 8 53.0 58. 4
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100.0
(N) (298) (300) (598)
Mean Ideal Number of 2.13 1. 87 2.00
Children

* Represents Respondent’s Attitude on Sex of Ideal number of children

9) WEIA N REPITERT, St A bl S, 1984, 12
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8ol ml A= BMEE oS MAE 2oz BMAsc} (X 1528H).

ol o} 22 HiiEMmA &l FEAHF L8+ (£16)o A el o] 19824 & LB ik
PRIE B A A el KESHT 2 dviEimitg A el BAF LfEce d4 o
Kool 519824 £ERFAE Al 4= qHF 47t B e HEXI WAL [t
o] K#fialA 7.4 4, /il 4 5. 25 E=2 el o AFAR SR
KH 2 KBl BMMALl 249+ 16,49 NER o9 E3, F1iradl UelA
E UL BRE Rolx Qr}

Table 16. Percent Distridution of Women in Korea by Ideal Number of Children
HATZYO| CHE A AR | 1982 2EIFAZE

Ideal Number of Children Large Cities Small Cities Rural National
1 7.4% 5.2% 3.4% 5.5%
2 64.1 58.6 41.1 54.6
3 23.4 29.1 39.6 30.5
4 4.6 5.5 11.9 7.4
5 and more 0.5 1.5 4.0 2.4
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
(N) (1.813) (974) (1, 559) (4, 346)

Source:KIPH, 1982 National Family Health Survey Report, 1982,

3. BRRRER FLHO| S BE

2 Seivel BAEC HRE #Eifshs B s ERKFS 7
g RN TR KRR HA 2 ERH] Aew ZAF BIREMAERAA RRE
. 5O it - e JIEI AES d9lskn A= KTERRERS A
£ TRy ZdsEE &N SHE =575 Tl A3t ZREZE o
S ZF Aol B Tl K Aol A e ERAFS BUFdA REY 292 &
YT A Bokrh (K18 ol Aok 2 KW H AR o] FMitusm At &
®e HREN T Ao Tt Bagichs Aol Ao 17.294E, 22l 3
F&E FYSIE BAo] 34.35A Ed] o]23 o] o]F Aol AAsta U+
BATLHEc I 2 B FaBid Jebi ek 3 flR4 o)ls #

L
22
o
-+
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Table 17. Percent Distribution of Respondents by the Desired Number of Children

in Case of Social Security at Old Age
Z&R0l| CHE MERER F4o 8 X MHBERIFE

Classification Daejon Daegu Total
Desired Number of Children
0 15. 8% 18.5% 17. 2%
1 29.9 38.7 34.3
2 45.6 3.0 41.3
3 8.1 3.0 5.5
Dont know 0L 2.7 1.7
On Regard to*
Regardless 46.6 64.7 55.4
Regardful 53.4 35.3 44.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100. 0
(N) (298) (302) (600)
Mean Number of Desired 1.48 1.26 1.37
Children

* Represents respondents’ attitude on sex of desired number of children

i B F A o] A 7hskar A= P BAEF LB 2.0% Q18] sl ERLREE
ol o] So] FPsls FHT e 1.37142°22 0.63%42] £RE Rolx Q)

et ERRERE o] 5 FEFLEE WA AT EES RAF Tio #
o EAlglel = Frbs Aol 55.454AlE, a3 Fire| #S EFls ok rhe
g Aol o] 44.65] A Eo] ol23 55 Eo ERREEFIEL S BALZ o] 52
BUERFES A BRI L v dolx TEAQ HIRKo 2= RAV 7] AF
off it @RI SHNA 2 REe] ZTEojol & Aolrh

4. Ot=29| LEMO| CHE KEE X A

KH Z KERH ) Ttk A g obgo] # Qlojof dbeba HEET ALl Lt
RE AlAe] 4L8HALE o]2m glo] AF olF WAl WA= BBETFLHY
7} 2. 0%KHEo) 2l xelE obAE A3t FHEEHFB O st Fiel o

3 fERESl HMEfTBIMAE 2 Azt AS o' dabslel (E18) A obEe]

2\
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Table 18. Percent Distribution of Respondents Attitude on Son Necessity by
Respondent's Age, and Number and Sex Composition of Living Children
EERAL Fi RETXS & L MERE| o5l MEMO| et KB

Classification Necessary Preferable Not Necessary Total (N)

Respondent’s Age

15~24 28.3% 30. 4% 41.3% 100. 0% ( 46)
25~29 28.5 35.8 35.8 100.0 (165)
30~34 39.6 27.3 33.1 100.0 (139)
35~39 50. 4 26. 4 23.4 100.0 (130
40~44 59.2 20,7 19.2 100.0 (120)
Number of Living Children
0 22.2 33.3 44.5 100.0 ( 18)
1 20.3 31.9 47.8 100.0 ( 70)
2 36.5 29.1 34.5 100.0  (203)
3 44.9 31.9 23.2 100.0 (185)
4 57.5 24.1 18.4 100.0 ( 87)
5 or more 70.3 10.8 18.9 100.0 ( 37)

Sex Composition of
Living Children

No children 22.2 33.3 44.5 100.0 ( 18)
No sons 22.9 38,7 43.4 100.0 ( 83)
No daughters 31.5 32.9 35:6 100.0 (149)
Both 51.8 25.4 22.8 100.0 (350
Total 41.8 28.5 29.7 100.0  (600)
(N) (251) (171) (178)

F glojob ek A 7hsht WAL K A Fhpol v BETLBOL ©E
¥ Boglul, ol GG S (WHLH (UML) Zat HlA
Geddt fReb Loh 2B Felgls A4 obEe] b MAS obF
o NR LEEA B At MABEE 9% it Bolwh o)shRe RRE
qb ol MRA(RIEHEBSA S 13.8%) Fol = oln] walo 2 AWt Mol MW
& ETRAY Almd BRRFE S 8 BARY Aoz edsnh 2o
o2 obEo] glolE Armglh MAS ¥3) 2075 AE kA ¢
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Table 19. Percentage of Respondents by Reasons or Son Necessity*

OtS0| &St & MR BEE

Reason for Son Necessity (ga:e;olg) (NDiezg(;]:}) (I\'Il‘=0t;2]2) &
For Succession of Family Line 42. 0% 59.1% 50. 2%
For Depedence at Old Age 49.8 34.0 42.2
For Happiness and Harmmony 18.7 17.7 18.2
Family

For Full Feeling 16.9 i1.3 14.2
For Ritual 4.6 2.0 3.3
Others 5.5 113 8.3

* Represents percentage of reasons for son necessity said by 422 women responding “Son is
necessary” or“Son is preferable to nothing” in the Table 18.

One woman might state more than one reason.

I gdo] #HimEMmA Sl BREFB-E o A Aew skaks{xRE, $elveb
FR A el 80 AEL ES ARISt v 200 At THE 0~14

Ao A AR AL BilEHFE s ol X K@dl 30 ko] %
SUEITEE 7 =& HRB- olv] HES KBTI EMolels BidlA o= HED
L o KFE Aog Awg=lch 53] o]E HMFMER-S &R

o2 ER BfFS A AEESL olv] Wl Eell Tk MM WMEE Soz
Q& WELELFMS ML B4 45 dome olEe| EMBS AR = 2
)

= kgt ptbE LR el e

(F20)0i1 4 TobEol % glejol WrpiAu ralde] Feho AR WAl of
=5 waw sl HMEE uw, FAERS EHKET 5O RS T 9
oh. & KIS FHMA AL EMkiF 49.85 A ER bk o Kifiol A
ol 4 FKAMEAKo| 59. 19 A ER 7hab Fol kel 2 ERE Jebd A+

b HELELFSl ol Al KAMAI BRI 2 FWE olFR gl
71 wlloll ol HILEIFES ERAIZ 2] 93 whE IR PR LW
fEioll A FAlell FE= ook & Aolrt.
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5. RIGETEIEESEO| CHSt RERE

19714 LAz st & “wb- ol 5 mAIT Sk ol A 7=2x"+ JLAHIEGE
of HE mAS] BEE 2 FFicel o3t Bk Ko| 87.854E, 12| “wt.
ob5 mAlglel” ol H3F B H o] 65.35 Al EQ)H Kol 19824F 4 EHFAA AL Rl
o]3t v ERHA-S 27 91 75 A E, 74.63) 4 E o] BRALKS ® ol (£20)d
R wpepzte] 7 Z ZERE Jebi dE AL BHSEEF B3 4lgtoe
KH 2 KEfHie] |MAS FFiols BES=al “2& - o5 @mHIglol” o=
R el= @A 2] HHo] 28.35 41 E 2 19824F £EFAA o 28 /& FAL)
19. 35 Al Eof thdled o) =2 K#ES AR Uk AHALL o]F #HHEM
A el BiLEFBlol fll #ritgA Rt el B 4 ok

b 19714 LIS FF il HBS Tl KK BIEE = MAL] HED o
A H ol o} 1983FE -6 = “Exwcl “miaded Tk, Aoz EE A
T2 T LE AR R sk ahEiESho] BBI= gt ol fLel 3
3 BLMRIEBY-S BUAF /L Gt #Iska & 19884E7bz] A NfREKAES] HESH AEE
ER st Tl o] " F AT ALEREEGER = BRAMEC] 7] Tl 374 o] FIELS
ST o RN iR ubFa = AL HEKS chtielE FoxExEn HAY

o] leka ahzleh.

Table 20. Percent Distribution of Respondents Attitudes on Slogan “Stop at Two
Regardless of Sex”
“E-otE BRIZD =0 ZOoF B J|ZXV0| S AL REE

Daejon, Daegu Survey 1982 National Survey
Attitude

Daejon Daegu Total i‘i?ii;ie Sixt?eall Rural National
Approve of Slogan 55.7% 63.2% 59.5% 79.7% 72.4% 63.7% 72.3%
Disapprove of Slogan 4.7 2.3 3.5 4.1 6.2 12,5 7.6
Disapprove Only of 34.6 22.2 28.3 13.0 19.3 19.6 16. 8
“Regardless of Sex”
Disapprove Only of 3.0 8.6 5.8 3.2 2.2 4.2 3.3
“Stop at Two”
Don’ t Know 2.0 3.9 2.9 - - - -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0  100.0

(N) (298)  (302)  (600) (1, 816) (974) (1561) (4, 351)
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Table 21. Percent Distribution of Respondent s Attitude on Only Child
SH%ol| CHE $3 A2 REE

. Daejon Daegu Survey 1982 National Survey
g Daejon Daegu  Total Iéi?egse Si:ri‘:ll Rural National
Appropriate 32.6% 49.3% 41.0% 22.0% 14.3% 9.9% 15.9%
Too Samall 67.4 50.0 58.7 78.0 85.7 90.1 84.1
Don’ t Know = 0, .7 0.3 = = = —
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0  100.0

(N) (298)  (302) (600) (1,813) (974) (1,559) (4, 346)

(F2h)oll Ao} zro] B-F ol NE A7 BEAS 71 LIATQl 19824 A=
LEFEANAE L7t Agsiebs @A tEKe] 15,95 A E (d iy - 14.3
%) ol A= ko, 19844 2] Aol A = 410914 ER vept 27E9)
BARIEE)-> fmA Sl T L EMEBE REA 7= 2 KR7E AAdetr sgk=d ek

a2y FL R utEdele mA Y HEe] A WMASUSEAE A T
el o REEE o} HPEfTEIR Gl = 2 ARt 7] mhEel 58 #ihi FAllw
A9 77 BEEIFBS gk & e} e HEN S FAR K= 7lHsh
7] A& AR oatmlch wleld fElvelsl o] RE A0t ERE
ROt = fMio] fRE S o A WM KR GEEMRBE) &  2heke=] BEHEA

vl 20 EEEHES Fol7] S3 Bhrdes BEES 434 5 UES A
it SR LEEES FAo2 o5 HEN Moo HEE Folof &A o]

V. EfEXREE TR

odubd o B WMITERERS] MoAel HENS KT+ A5 HAT HEERE %
I dovt Fvt 0 B EE Ko et Xl HES ] #EHE TLBe B
fiioll whelbd Arold 4 ol BEMATE) (BE =+ 2 HAY A =2t & =
RE JelW 7] vheolvl. vk K R O KERMIER T A (15~445%) & M
HERS 77.09)0 E2 4 19844 2EH A 70. 354 E (£ 1 71%, BRF:169%)
Bl ¥ EEK#ES Mola i, 3 FLECl I mAl] BEKRE fillitisiim
Axcel Ha ¥ RS ARSI glo] kol MK K HIFES] djto 2 F
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Table 22. Contraceptive Practice Rate by Method and Respondents’ Characteristics
BT AR R ASSIER B RS =R

Classification e s bbbt Fatianal
Daejon Daegu Totel Survey*
Contraceptive Method
Tubectomy 46.3% 32.8% 39.5% 34.0%
Vasectomy 6.7 7.6 7.2 7.4
IUD 9.1 8.6 8.8 6.7
Oral pill 3.7 5.6 4.7 6.2
Oondom 3.0 5.0 4.0 5.8
Others 9.7 15.9 12.8 10. 2
Respondents’ Age
15—~24 41.7 31.8 37.0 32.0
2529 69.3 65.6 67.3 62.0
30~34 88.5 85.9 87..1 86.0
3539 90. 6 92.3 91.5 87.0
40~44 81.1 74.5 78.5 72.0
Number of Living Children
0 = = = 43.0
1 28.1 43.:2 36.2 41.0
2 82.8 87.1 85.2 8L.0
3 87.8 78. 4 83.3 85.0
4 92.5 85.3 89.7 83.0
5or more 78.5 92.19 83.8 75.0
Total (N) 78.5(298) 75.5(302) 77.0(600) 70.3

* Family planning survey data on women aged 15~44, conducted together with 1984 National
Survey on the Aged by KIPH.

A5 o] FHIR ) oI MR HAL ol KNS AR FHES

(& 22) ol A EEHiTEER EEERS B w FHEBK] 46. 794 E (FFE 1 7.2%,
O%:39.5%) 2 7 w3, FEREES 3T LA A Bk BEKo
30.35{ Al EE A=l glrt. 3+ ol & AT FE#pol 30 kol FF &l E
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Table 23. Percent Distribution of Respondents by Family Planning Status

EEEEE ¥ FWEEH
Family Planning Status T Daejon Daegu Total
Practing 79.5 % 75.5% 77.0%
Not Practing 21.5 24.5 23.0
Want children 11.7 15.9 13.8
Natural sterility 2.0 2.8 2.9
Pregnance against 0.7 0.7 0.7
respondents’ will
Side effect 3.4 2.3 2.8
Others 3.0 3.3 3.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N) (298) (302) (600)

Table 24. Percent Distribution of Respondents’ just before Current Practice of

Sterilization or IUD Previous Family Planning Status

Aot L FEAKE BITER IR KA

Family Planning Status Tubectomy Vasectomy IUD Total
Not Practicing 48.9% 53.5% 69.8 % 52.9%
Practicing 51.1 46.5 30.2 47.1
IUD 11.0 9.3 = 9.0
Orall pill 19.8 14.0 13.2 18.0
Condom 7.6 11.6 7.6 8.1
Others 12.7 11.6 9.4 12.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(N) (237) (43) (53) (333)
< F mAS BERIERRE 859 AE LU kg zbxlsta o] ol=°] MMTEED

A} o}

o O

b BE HW o2 o] Fof x|
o] MEMEEEEES olv] LR ==
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Abstract

Analysis of Family Planning in Urban Low-Income Brackets
— Based on Daejon and Daegu Cities —

Nam-Hoon Cho* * Im-Jun Lee**

Since the inception of the national family planning program in 1962, the main emphasis has
been placed on the provision of contraceptive services and IE&C activities through home visits by
family planning field workers and through the government designated private physicians. This
approach has been a powerful management system for the national program, particularly in the
rural area. However, new issues in the national family planning program emerged with the subse-
quent socio-economic changes since 1962. An increasing number of the rural population began to
migrate to the urban area, and therefore beginning in the 1970’s more weight had to be given to
the family planning services for the urban area, in particular, for those in the low-income brackets.

In an effort to increase contraceptive acceptors among the urban low-income people, the
government has been implemented various special projects for them since 1974 through max-
imum utilization of community leaders including Tong and Ban Chiefs and mother’s clubs, and
family planning workers in their areas. Thus, this paper is aimed to analyse the current status of
family planning and fertility behavior of urban low-income wives as a part of program evaluation.
Also, this paper is based on an analysis of the 1984 Family Planning Survey data which was con-
ducted in July 1984 and responded by 600 married women aged 15—44 in the low-income areas
of the Daejon and Daegu cities.

The survey data revealed that the contraceptive practice rate was 77.0 percent which was
much higher than 70.3 percent of the national practice rate in the same year, and the approval
rate for the one or two children of the low-income areas was much higher than that of other urban
areas. Based on the results of the analysis, the following recommendations are suggested for the

better program implementation; 1) improvement of program management system for recruiting

* Senior Fellow, Korea Institute for Population and Health.

** Senior Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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new acceptors in the 20s for birth spacing, 2) development and inducement of innovative incen-
tive schems and IE&C activities for increasing the proportion of the one child families, and 3)

strengthening the utilization of community resources including mother’s clubs.
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