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Table 1. Percent of Husband-Wife Conversation Experience about Family Size by Women’s Charac-
teristics

FEZIR AL — M4 MR RIBRE] F 80l BRSH ¥WEEFEERE (Unit : %)
Before or After After N
ever
Variable After the the Ist the 2nd Experienced Total(N)
Ist Pregnancy Birth Birth
Age
15-24 74.4 15.8 1.7 8.1 100.0( 741)
25-29 62.3 222 4.8 10.7 100.0(1,993)
30-34 54.3 19.3 8.9 17.6 100.0(1,672)
35-39 40.2 18.4 129 28.6 100.0(1,353)
40-44 28.1 11.2 13.1 47.6 100.0(1,180)

Age at First Marriage

19 or less 38.2 16.2 11.4 34.2 100.0(1,168)
20-24 51.7 19.2 8.5 20.6 100.0(4,621)
25-29 63.9 16.5 5.3 14.3 100.0(1,105)
30 or more 75.0 9.6 — 15.4 100.0C  45)
Education

Primary school or 31.4 16.6 13.0 39.0 100.0(2,161)
less

Middle school 53.9 21.7 7.9 16.5 100.0(2,306)
High school 65.2 171 52 125 100.0(2,019)
College or more 74.7 12.7 3.5 9.1 100.0( 454)

Present Residence
Urban 54.8 18.8 7.4 19.0 100.0(5,010)
Rural 43.1 16.8 11.0 29.2 100.0(1,929)

Pre-marital Work Experience

Employed 61.3 19.0 6.5 132 100.0(3,572)
Never employed 41.2 17.3 10.5 31.0 100.0(3,368)
Total 51.5 182 8.4 21.8 100.0(6,939)
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Table 2. Mean Number of Living Children with Husband-Wife Conversation Experience Classified by

Women’s Characteristics

FEERAS| —A4S4R) K130 F =80l BASH WEEHEER0| (HE ¥ REF LY

Before or After After
Variable Alter e the lIst the Pnd Never Total
Ist Pregnancy Birth Birth Experienced

Age

15-24 0.74 1.35 2.18 0.69 0.86

25-29 1.49 1.69 227 1.85 1.61

30-34 2.20 2.21 2.58 2.52 229

35-39 2.58 275 3.27 3.16 2.86

40-44 3.07 3.55 3.84 3.67 3.51
Age at First Marriage

19 or less 249 247 343 3.71 3.01

20-24 1.83 2.18 2.08 2.78 219

25-29 1.62 2.02 2.71 2.03 1.81

30 or more 1.44 1.23 — 1.33 1.40
Education

Primary school or  2.58 2.62 3.46 3.39 3.02

less

Middle school 1.89 212 2.76 2.54 212

High school 1.55 1.94 2.59 2.14 1.74

College or more 1.60 1.70 2.50 2.34 1.71
Present Residence

Urban 1.79 2.10 2.87 2.69 2.10

Rural 212 2.48 3.38 3.37 2.68
Pre-marital Work Experience

Employed 1.57 1.94 2.58 213 1.78

Never employed 2.33 2.49 3.37 3.31 2.77
Total 1.87 2.19 3.06 2.94 2.26
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Table 3. Correlation Coefficient among Independent Variables with Fertility

AEBAREL 1TIIER

Zero-Order
b icient
Variable RES  AGE EDU PMW AFM CPR SON cow s
Correlation
for Fertility
RES 1.0000 -0.0536* 0.2760* 0.1660* 0.1504* 0.0067 0.1533* 0.1324* -0.2064*

{Present Residence)

AGE 1.0000 -0.2524* -0.4004* 0.0419* 0.0488* 0.2183* -0.3725%* 0.6632*
(age)

EDU 1.0000 0.3152%* 0.3704* -0.0024 -0.2521* 0.3193* -0.3922*
(Education)

PMW 1.0000 0.2174%* 0.0024 -0.1603* 0.2462* -0.3913*

(Pre-marital Work Experience)

AFM 1.0000 -0.0402%* -0.1434* 0.1975* -0.3224*
(Age at First Marriage)

CPR 1.0000 -0.0013 0.0130 0.1008*
(Contraceptive Practice)

SON 1.0000 ~0.1687* 0.2738*
(Necessity Degree of Son)

COM 1.0000 ~03702*
(Husband-Wife Communication)

*Significance level : P<(.01



Table 4. The Effect of Variables on Fertility

ESHT RAR(EBEY - BHEF L)

Independent
Variables b BETA SE R* Addition
EDU -0.20546 -0.14974 0.01593 0.15385
PMW -0.58447 -0.23068 0.02685 0.07955
COM -0.21715 -0.20810 0.01103 0.04650
AFM -0.68730E-01 -0.14374 0.00512 0.02078
SON 0.18836 0.13464 0.01436 0.01778
CPR 0.16316E-01 0.09843 0.00163 0.00958
RES -0.16295 -0.05765 0.02913 0.00302
(CONSTANT) 4.71262
Multiple B — 057587  °  bjguifecelevel e under G0OL,
R Square = 0.33105 BETA significance level is under 0.01.

Adjusted R* = 0.33037

N = 6,939
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Abstract

Impact Analysis of Husband-Wife Conversation
about Number of Children

Young-Hie Oh*

This article aimed at drawing impact on number of children by the conversation of husband-
wife among target women, utilizing the data of National Fertility and Family Health Survey in
1985.

Major findings are as follows.

1. At the time of the Survey, 78.2 percent of currently married women aged 15 to 44 had ex-
perienced husband-wife conversation about family size : 51.5 percent of the respondents had
experienced conversation before or after the first pregnancy, 18.2 percent after first birth, and
8.4 percent after second birth.

2. When classified by general features of married women aged 15 to 44, husband-wife conver-
sation about number of children showed high rate among the younger women, among the
women with the higher age at first marriage, and among the women with the higher education,
and pre-marital work experience.

3. Husband-wife conversation about number of children had impact on fertility with different
characteristics of target women, showing a difference according to conversation experience
and time. Mean number of children among women with conversation experience before or
after the first pregnancy, or after the first birth is one less than that of the other women.

4. To analyze the impact on fertility with conversation about the number of children, educational
level of women, work experience before marriage, conversation experience about family size,
age at first marriage, necessity degree of son, contraceptive practice, areal difference are selected
as independent variables, and number of living children as dependent variable.

Results from regression analysis of the above data show that conversation experience between

* Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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couple has significant effects on fertility rather than other variables, thus has contributions to birth
control. Conversation experience before the first live birth has a significant impact on fertility,
but it does not bring about a big difference after the second live birth.

Thus it is expected that conversation about number of children between husband and wife
be made at early stage of marriage, and recommended that public relations contribute to spread

fewer-children-orientation.
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