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A Study of the Impact of Community-Level
Characteristics on Family Planning and
Fertility Behavior in Korea

By Sea Baick Lee
Soon Choi
Hong Suk Kim

1. Introduction

The present study aims to explore various factors affecting family
planning and fertility behavior through data on community-level variables
already available from previous survey analysis (The 1974 Korean Na-
tional Fertility Survey).

The tmportant series of national sample surveys on fertility and family
planning carried out in Korea regularly since 1964 almost always analyzed
individual couples without regard for their immediate social contexts.
However, many people have recognized that the neighborhood, commu-
nity, or social milieu in which the couple live may affect their reproduc-
tive behavior.

II. Data

Independent community-level data were collected in conjuction with the
Korean National Fertility Survey in 1974, which was based on a nationally
" representative sample of approximately 300 census enumeration districts.
The community-level questionnaire used in the 1974 KNFS obtained
information about communities which was not obtained sufficiently either
from official sources or by aggregation of individual responses from the
main sample survey. Therefore, the supplementary data were collected in
1977 from 60 census enumeration districts. A total of 1,141 respondents
were interviewed.

III. Objectives

A. Long-range Objectives
Since the implementation of the Korean National Family Planning
Programme in 1962, various kinds of programme evaluation research has.



been conducted. However, most of the analysis has been oriented toward
studies of individuals with little concern about community-level factors
which may be regarded as important determinants of contraceptive
behavior among villagers in rural areas. Thus, this study will contribute to
more effective implementation of the National Family Planning Program
through the provision of basic community-level information.

B. Immediate Objectives
In order to attain the long-range objective, immediate objectives of this

study are:

1. to measure the importance of specific independent variables in ex-
plaining contraceptive behavior.

2. to measure the relationship between global variables (e.g., distance to
the nearest health center or to the nearest city) and measures of indi-
vidual’s contraceptive behavior.

3. to measure the joint effect of global and individual level explanatory
variables on contraceptive behavior.

4. to determine the importance of the program variables in comparison
with individual and community-level variables in explaining family
planning behavior at the individual-level.

IV. Variables

The independent variables in the study are employed at three levels:
individual-level, community-level and intermediate level. Individual-level
independent variables include such factors-as the individual’s demographic
characteristics, socio-economic status, and attitude toward family plan-
ning. The community-level variables, which characterize the community in
which individuals reside, break down into two parts: the aggregate
variable and global variable. In addition, the family planning program
variables serve as an intermediate variable.

For the dependent variable, family planning practice behavior was used
as a proxy for the individual’s fertility behavior. The effect of the
individual-level, community-level and program variables on the dependent
variable was measured as the contribution made by the independent
variables in explaining the variance in the dependent variable.

V. Findings

The result of the study was summerized as follows:
(1) In zero-order correlations, the individual-level independent variables



‘were much more significantly correlated with the dependent variable than
those community-level variables. Eight out of 19 individual-level variables
were found to be significantly correlated with the dependent variable. The
best individual-level predictors were: Experience of Induced Abortion,
Number of Living Children, and Knowledge about Family: Planning
Service Point. Eleven of the 19 aggregate variables and 7 of the 22
environmental variables were significantly correlated with the dependent
variable. Both the aggregate and the global variables were found to be less
important than the individual-level variables in explaining family planning
behavior.

(2) In the stepwise regression analysis, the 16 individual-level variables
account for about 12 per cent of the variance in the dependent variable.
The contributions of both the aggregate and the global variables in
explaining the variance in the dependent variable measured about 6%.

(3) The result of stepwise regression applied to the 32 selected variables is
presented in Table V-7. They account for about 16 per cent of the
variance. The independent variables with the greatest explanatory power
were Knowledge about Family Planning Service Point, Number of Living
Sons, Experience of Induced Abortion, Working Experience before
Marriage, and Desired Number of Children, which are all individual-level
variables. These five variables account for 13.4 per cent of the variance
explained in the dependent variable. However, the contributions of the
aggregate and the global independent variables were found to be relatively
weak.

(4) The result of multiple regression analysis showed that the individual-
level variables had greater explanatory power than the community-level
variables. When both individual-level and community-level variables were
entered into multiple regression analysis, the former contributed about 13
per cent in explaining the total variance in the dependent variable, while
the latter contributed only 4 per cent.

This result again confirms what had been already proved in the stepwise
regression analysis, that community-level variables are not as powerful
predictors as the individual-level variables.

(5) In a stepwise regression analysis which included the program
variables, it was shown that the number of visits to the family planning
service point (the intermediate-level variable) made the largest contribu-
tion (R?=0.18) in explaining the variance in the individual’s family
planning behavior. This variable had greater explanatory power than the



individual-level and the community-level variables in explaining the
individual’s family planning behavior.

In sum, the study shows that community-level variables are relatively
weak in explaining the individual’s family planning behavior. Similar
results had been reported by Hong (1976) and Lee (1977). A recommenda-
tion derivable from this study is that for better implementation of the
family planning program in Korea, emphasis should be placed on specific
measures to improve and strengthen the current family planning program
rather than relying on community development projects per se. This is
contrary to our previous theoretical expectations.
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(Introduction)
1. Efg‘{',ﬁ 2 (Background of the Study)

ADHEESHE] KR HS Mz Agd 18 2 %t B
WE BRI A AR mlA $ dt EEEAS AAsA HAERS K
TFAALAG B3 @ Folglch olHd MARETE dg BUEFHROZ ¥
Beat#lE el MAS Y1, T HE BFREBIEE] £ s A 1960
o) AR 1,000424 & 434013l ot 19754 BIE 9 U K%oE &
# ETE 23vh E0 Bfmeos dxud, HESAIM 196249 &
RS 6.3090u 197640l 3.22 dANE WAOE Bk = X
BETEIERERE 1964 £ 9HAEL A 1976 Follv 44 HAEZ NS
oh o9} e fEL BE KUY #wHT REEBIEES £Hez 2 4
QAo Bimpge 2 el vhelbsl 25k o 2d BFHLARBI ALl
g ERe EHsEe £t S3E % Bl gk Rolth

afige) Mk MAS FESHH 2 HEAAE FoX @EANA 45
H3 geh AA, EAS B RKFIHERE JA HEGAS Aot &
ek qqlo]r] o Foll A wet £RE Jdebia Ao 2=z B
oo R FfEEtE 9 ol BB ADSEHIEA AL @AY e
fio 2 HEAE RS o, BFERTAS Mgk £B: F2 fF
A9 ol et #Etel wet Y Ao ® @rHEglc B, Bk o 4%
M AL EAL ADZHEES REaBIZA o HEkES B
A HARMQ ZHE HEAGA o a4 BRFRRHEELES EAY
Rl it MBS BEL (L BBS vAA = (i KFEE
of wEhel ol EAMS 2RE b EAS] gtrel B), old uieb @
A REFEZE Hx ki ERES Gl R @ o o] F R
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ETEEZSY HES Fficte ol dolA EES $5E stz AF&sch
A4, AL &8 =25 2 #iEgd L] BKRelez £FC B A=
Bk BEF ki el BAS #iEe 295t EAY TR ERE nd
F ek H, fEACl Bl Qv £ Mkl =teh, L3 Mgt —
fiRiaql BARIKHES o3 A AL HE =t FEIE EETAY E{tE
7t & ke Aolvh BALS Lo w=A fh At BEEHES A
A glew fHE MRl BEHE st Uk

oo} 22 EEHE MAS BE, BE 181 fTAS XEsH ol
g Me kst FER O (similarity =& proximity)& fEpstA ek 2
A olBg ML gl B2 Bk HoWEdAE FRESN
o (Coleman, 1988 )", Al %l =& @z Fo e 93¢ Al
sEshed A= e @A, EAE, BREE WEFE % #BE
Hkime Amrgel a7t = a gl ek (Lazarsfeld and Kendall,1962 ; Freedman,
1974)?

ol 4 F7hA el A Agsl BMAY HE =v KKFHETRA o &
el ZRe kel oA ADFuﬁz%'EﬁE??&ﬂJr B AAAd A o 3t
MRz iyt e F7hx FiRe R Eikol S ek P
Hauser ##% K.Davis % 22 ZEHE REFAL2FR At HENETE
FnEsta glol, KgEtEIEEC] ADMEFRY i FRez HASA
of gtetx FAstn gle D.Bogue#iel Himat ME HEM LHA A
Aok 2@y ol WERY BB Fas = EEMEE olE Hme
BALE ALAE + d& BF Kosl &ETHRA XA 53] 2 et
A, HUSAE SRR KEEA 3t A HEIKE 2 FERIFHERETAY X
Bol gt mraee WAFAEGR B RO, e MRt 2l EERERS

5t 1) Coleman, J. “Reiational Analysis: The Study of Social Organizations with
Survey Methods.” Human Organization, Vol. 17,No 4,(1958): pp. 28 —36
2) Lazarsfeld P. F. and Kandall P.L. “The Relation between Individval and Gt-
oup Characteristics in 'The American Soldier.” In the Language of So-
ctal Research,edited by Paul F. Lazarsfeld and Morris Rosenberg., New
York: The Free Press (1962); Freedman, Ronald. “Community-level Data in
Fertility Surveys.” World Fertility Survey Occasional Paper,No.8 (1974),
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AAAEER F EAaM RE o 2d Bk ahd o FEARER KKREHF
WA EESA Y S5, o Hae e & = A=R b7k dgleh
a2y 1974 F HRMEHTFENA A Sz Mgttt R mam
|2 RREI BEREE] "EsH s gle™ o] BHE +/2 EAY %
eatEl 2 HMETAC PlIxE %S M aKEAN A skl S gl

2. FHTFEQt BIBEl CERE X ABFESl EEM (Review of Past Stu-

dies on the Impact of Community Chracteristics on Individual’s Behavior
and the Focus of the Present Study)

7b igds o= SEC 450 BATAN 0|X= g8 S HEXERRS

£ == Bt Biez EAY TAE RS MR GBI
7o HEmRES ¢4 SEMeEZ el fiTs o $tch Hge R £H,
/NERAT HugiAtex AR EES Ad st EAJER) S KBS el
At e olvl ARELRES HAS A KR 7] A Ask o, E
B2 (st ¥ BES Ft& stz Xg we =2 1 HEHH sty
WEERS 297 Bl ¥od Fahn db Effeldh 2ol sk ox
A % B f£R0] 2 7 dv RBEKS el wet R, B
R RERGE, A2E [ololdof |9 iguEfE-S F41a [Ffdsel Al
58, ABOUbe EEGERPIE, SRAEEHNRARE, BusAREIskmR, Kikat
# 2 olok BB AOMIE 5 SR S8 A T8 =5 [#igitL
019 Hemel ARRLE 2 Yok aiFedl o] Fox MEE LHE Apige &
ks ZuMS 4w o 4o

HESBFELFAA £EF =+ 4SS BRYR =& ST B2 3
o 2 EEWS AN EE AMAY 4 Durkheim 9 B
(Durkheim, 1897 )o] &#IA=> 2= EA HHRTAES Al B =
EM g A A == MRS EE toe S

i1 stlel. = Groves 9} ‘Ogburn (1928 )-2*" MRkt BickstERo|

5¥ 3) Durkheim, E. Suicide. Translated by J. A. Spaulding and G. Simpson, The -
Free Press, 1951.
4) Groves E.R.and Ogburn W.F. American Marriage and Family Relation-
ship. New York, Henry Holt Co., 1928.
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ME Hsirel Bkl A @Rt old BHRE 1 BN B
el G e it fgfEsi ol ol 4 Fobx] BigEE BRIl FRIRH
ol A Euf of che] Bighah fEmmelAd o HamEe R Rl KRbs A X
Pwl 2 RefRol AR MEMS mRY e Sol4 2 FES gl

PRl R A A2 MR e 2 A ERWEHA g MLt AN
oh. & ol® Mol v Bt £4LE @t EAS BAMeR Ev AL
ez TATHE BEANA EA BuErel XHETAZ %4 JAds+=

| #sk Aol Key(1949)=" M AY EiExHi1TA (voting behavior)E
ok, BAY TRBRFETAT BEEHRY E8icde 2 A A
Hat HE-S A= gJa—ol X3 2 FREMS o &l RIS
grgich = Berelsonst 29| BB E (1954)52" EAS BUARTA
T 1 dgst e BuaEid el dee deda Yok BURRHT
Aol it ol § F BT EAE HIERE SEALE St BUREEHE B
g Aol obdm, Al Bl d& EFF HEmidLsS: BEAA S A
A Jtpkel vt MK KRS EEMAY =B T BERRTAS
A 2 B HEEEA A A ESES] o] Tl 3l et

Marshe} Coleman (1954 )" BN RE 9 M 2 BEENEHE A RREAC]
S e MRl kel kel AES AHBEMS Adn dSE
A gch = Van den Ban(1960)2® AL A 28 IR E SHETT
iErIel 7EkX A iRE > SERBI] AR ES] 2RAN4 2 &S 1
A WwEdch 5 FH OE MaHE SA4, HEAY %%&ﬂ’ﬁl?ﬂ
2 #2d BIRRIQl s FA4 o AAHASS K HEAA ge

tlo

irlo R

% 5) Key, V.O. “Friends and Neighbors — The Appeal of Localism in Voting Be-

havior.” Southern Politics in S ate and Nation, Alfred A.Knof. Inc.(1949)
. pp. 37—41.

6) Berelson B, Lazarsfeld P., and Mcphee W. Voting. Chicago, University of
Chicago Press, 1954.

7 ) Marsh P. and Coleman A.L. “The Relationship of Neighborhood of Residen-
ce to Adoption of Recommended Farm Practice” Rural Sociology,19(1954)
:pp. 385—390.

8) Van den Ban, A. W. “Locality Group Differences in the Adoption of New
Farm Practice.” Rural Sociology, 25 (1960) : pp. 308 —320.
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Hius At St A BERREGTAM *EE@‘E‘E'Q HEHL e
Bl o4 o & RES doflERERA o2k gel Xf7E =ul (Roge-
rs and Burdge, 1962 ; Flinn, 1963 ; Qadir, 1966 ; Saxena, 1968 ; Davis, 1968 )’
o] thEe BHEMET MEMLEZNe EEHS ®®RGL 9l
o}, ohuk [dolAl 2ot o] BAE of AFo =3k Davis o fffgeate] #uRish 2ol 4
EH B Rele MAY el o sRa FEASNE HAln dskn #EN L

AF7A AR PR systems theory(Von Bertalanffy, 1968)2]™ %
HAiES AEULAIZ 6 Fepstsdeh. 28 G olF BHEel dF= open sys-
tem theory( 11vmg system 'theory)9] ZAd A HK = Aol ok (L
HEFERY KR A BERN HEAAEANA o]FA2 Sda &
o] ol frh KpRY EE3 FMHY REMAES @t HEY &,
BRR-E gk Atnd4 oel v HEFME F O LERHS [EHl A systems
approach o] fnxiiko]l ks n Qo) 53 REHBITAS WMEsteE Ao
b EEsHA s 4 = A (mE EEDY 2EE AT KA (=
= DY HELER S A 4473k Bales (interaction process analysis,
1950 ) FEza 'k 4 E &% Coleman 9 #HBE4MT (relational analysis), 72
3 olg HRE vEo R EEERY $&e 3 £¥Y £t =

¥ 9) Rogers E. M. and Burdge R. J. “Community Norms, Opinion Leadership,
and Innovativeness Among Truck Growers.” Agricultural Experiment stat-
ton Research Bulletin, No. 912, Wooster ,Ohio, 1962.; Flinn, W.L.“Commun-
ity Norms in Predicting. Innovativeness.” Paper Presented at the Rural So-
ciety Meeting, North Ridge, California, August 24 —26, 1963.; Qadir, A.S.
“Adoption of Technological Change in the Rural Philippines: An Analysis
of Compositional Effects.” Ph.D. Thesis, Cornell University, 1966.; Saxena,
A.P. “System Effects on Innovativeness Among India Farmers.” Ph. D. The-
sis, Michigan State University, 1968.; Davis, B. E. “System Variables and
Agricultural Innovativeness in Eastern Nigeria.” Ph. D. Thesis, Michigan
State University, 1968.

10) Von Bertalanffy, Ludwig. General System Theory.- New York, George Bra-

ziller , 1968
11) Bales, R.F. Interaction Process Analysis. Adison-wesly, Cambridge, Mass,
1950.



E st SEES ol stAlg Blau( 1957, 1960 ) e 1 - & 4 2% fTH)
BBl HKiEEHE e migets Tk ok

KIEET B BN A E£F WA Rt ste 2 EAS HETAS St
Hote 284 o8 BEwE 7M1 2 Xsta don, =g ohx  YlHERE
ek 2l HENEA UAAE G4 £AHH Bk HE 181 BES
B Eo HAFEAERA A 2 ulel ol st HEiE A A Zleb Akl o
st ek HEY KEE JEh 2 AX = b A F AR o] FAA o 4
Brol T WHEERS £ o2 Zol

Anker (1973)&® HIES BidLAA BAS FEEHERR ZRHETA
T BFEsHe @R A BN HUSE 2 BiRKEEd et KK o E TS
7Hd 4 oba AA St n, EAeE FEIRA MRt HFte REE +
Ae EHE 443 F, 1 Bt REEXAAK 56, Bk =
A4, ATTEAY, FRY SEHFBEEER S5 g =e #E o2
BASKiE] FHEIME E5 shgch 2 obs b3 MmBARKEZ S L,
i, PR T &% BRIk HhE St 2EBE) N BES e ER
o KiEEHE == HETAMY HEES AENC 1 HR, MEBEERKE
< AN RiE(FLOHE EiFsle 3 aa Kkatd KA mdt d3

S P31 &S gyl Srikantan (1967 )&® A& EABE A
fEAel FEiEshs MREER] [MEAY SHERIS Ix BAd RKiKst
BlERE o 7A vx= HEEST BREFc 1v ol A [REER]
o] HETAT AP A ddA fudmez FE MK Jdetd Q
== Rk

o] Azt 7ol FlEEAl A EHpx Anker o Y HEdl A g Srikantan
o MtEv £H HEAER LS BEARES B $2 MERsbY EAY
HEE ¥ RKHBIERTAS, HBHS #E =+ £HY BHHS Jebd
T ZHel & ha HES dban Ydobed HESAS PR n dgel FEES

Z¥ 12) Anker,R B . “ Socio-economic Determinants of Reproductive Behavior in Hou-
seholds of Rural Gujarat,India .” Ph.D  Thesis, The University of Michigan, '
1973.
13) Srikantan, K.S . “ Effects of Neighborhood and Individual Factors on Family
Planning in Taichung . ” Ph.D. Thesis, The University of Michigan, 1967.
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o 2 3} general system theory o] Higel &5 1 Y22
of sHleh 22 u Bafel & SERE FIASHE 4 BiEdA s AS7
2| e MBS EEtC] WSk Jebda gle] BbkE el Ho-
ng( 1976 )2 53 i & I BANIE S AR 23t £ HgH o BEN &
ol 2 HUSMSERS HETAC vlXe £ZRE KiEstsich. =4 53 #
kel £Ea METAY £RES BRI old =& HALT FELHAM
JZ#r (multiple linear regression) o 2 el glcl, o] B HHEEA M
A9 HETAT A+E BAY BiHe 28 + e AOZEH ZHel K
Foba 958 #aede KiEd 2 wistts BER el EAS HE
1A ZRE #HMsts vle A5l gzl 22y o] g A o3
A o9} e fEWmE sHA 1 & FEMNHRAA [HusitKEE 7 [HEA
o #EMAEF R o} EEX dotn gy shrld = KiEgstel o sk, wER
FEBERA A 7H sl 2ol H= BEEEC] & 1 EEAA o] R 37
o ol £ES] Rkt E FIE Aok 5, A—Ee RN A Hilg
53 8 EAIE S HiEr FHe —Bnez B%se BENY Al o
o AR A 3fE ek iAo g Shgl ] HEell 65 53 ME &K
o] 1 FollA MM T MHE R AEd dotER e, daEEN B
Moz Mol RIS ZRE vlAE Aolvl o]e o] EAREEMS M
g R A EES 2B RA Bb”?]F A== ek 2, MEHAL AR
ol Bt BERIEEEKA B2 5580 HEHRS Aoz fHlrslch
Lee(1977)=*® k32 Hongel w7l A EAMMS Migas 2 4ste
Bite =+ £ HHE debd =o BA A2 EFERENS commu-
nication index & Binsted WA KK ETAES st o) BRS #
B HBdSKERHE EF i mEBtaEEs: RET & e %
S (aggregate variable) ¥ BRiEZ ¥ (global variable) 4ol £ &K

ol ol#d #HRE BAY REE 2 7A7 systemol XEMD YIS Kl
_%_
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32

§%14) Sawon, Hong. “Fertility and Fertilily Limitation in Korean Villages : Commun-

ity and Individual Level Effects.” Ph.D. Thesis,University of Hawaii, Dec. 1976.

15) Sea-Baick, Lee. “System Effects, on Family Planning Behavior in Korean Vill-
ages!’ Ph. D. Thesis, University of Michigan, 1977.



BET RikatEld o ERBERBEEE Jebd communication network
ERE FHE oA A% gt HRS AT + J=E Yrhed
BRAC ek 2Estq & EAS REFETAN T J3H S B
mEarEe s nE el R4, BASEEHCL xnez =2 4
HH-S dolw Qv KA system theory o 74 24 Husist &SfFHEel 2
T dv RE EHE A FEHETAE HPElde ods] 553l
g gleh, 2E v @k R E FEL o9 EABHEKS AN
E 12 EMERERY ol Foxln I+ communication network FEFEZE%L
b o 2 de kA Yoke Aol o9 2 JEL A RKEBE
Bl == &S, Hhs] MA A2 R ##%E REFSe B
) %3kA Wi g BERERCE 498 4 dv ® o kY EHE
2ol SEMHE b sk ok dleh. zeld Lee BFZES eSS A HUR
e ART 5 AT wBost BRELHS EiRel F5ds Aol
o FlE =0 #HuBtt&e BRKES HIEY + AT BURTBUBRELE, &
BEFESE, Xt K@ @fF %ol nadx oot w2k EAS
HMEN = KEFEITAE AT de ol & HHY 2H%E BRAN = A
o] FRM R RELK AN HIE KA B3k A2
A7 XEKS Beked BEtel 2 MRS Rl i 2ddl HuRt
LUKEEZH S EEHL A2 fRd Aoz B #HRHaERe &
2 general systems theory & 24 2 7 ffasiE-g agsl g1 nm ol
mEre Sk Aheul 3B AR bEE MR Jdx BE Reslth o
AL Feld HREe F3 Y U westAd 2 #BH5A X8k 9
ol AR wel dodd 5 = vlEl Ao AXE Aol & A
olth, <& £ EAMBHEN HEES B (social mobility)e] 4% 7
+ ALY TRV BES BEEHIRS ik obrd &S A ¥3e
& ek Ea AEREEECl 7] W & (mifkEe]l HASEs 2E REN
ol Al w4l o &N ¥ ok B U smd R A Hilgts
e EEMS AIEY 5 drh oAl #ehe ESBREMY R HREe]
v EEEEC] BRI REEES T4t XERY HE BB o) A =
BAZE/KHES] A5 x| @5 ZHeolth uw]§ Hong 3k Lee figadl 4= o4&



3 22 Hfko] s A egto, —pdl &I BN AT FEEKEE
A e Hara HEE w48 WMAT F BB #iRe] s W El
oL BEEF R#AY vt AT Aotk 22y Hong Lee o WigfzEel A A
HIBERS Y BEMBERRS RN B2 u Mgt aKkEERKS 3HA
Jebg ket AL FAIe R AEEwm b REd SE W Eskn A=

B, RS RS A3t BEAERe] BARkEES £ A 48
Z miEEae] Aoy Jads] EMAY HETA = RESTHEES 4
o e HISALSEE d-E AEsHA dEbd Aols] = ol

Ll APiRe EE#

AF7AA o] Folzl FikEtE 2 ADSHHEAA R iERLE 13 5
Aol &+ A& AL MHEE] A= HENTHS gl EARAAA o F
oizl Aolel op4] wabe, ZFUESS 49-E A5t HAS BE 2 4
Priifre shqleh olesl BRI RS HEE WA st BERE (EA)
<, 27 Bide EH E fuRdadd de 13 kAl & Al A 4
3 ek RISl ARt kol o 13 v ABt e EE WA 2 st
29 e RESHE HBHSKELEKS] 34 53 EEL HFRBM
stz shol o el F ol BA%E HEEdwel Wl E5E WERE oe
AEqt Aoz 24 Yokl MR AR BIREMS Hidl A 79 %
BEETE A AOBEERRT 72 A = KRR ZE7T Begieh shal ok i tkamel BB
< ME P BeR My ¥ Tl KB Emd BRSO RE
T ke A A el iES MR 2 ek 28 22 KRR A= &
2 o2 k2] el 4 Hadd + Ao TEHREMEA4, 4 %
BEtE == HMETAPTA REMA HEmd H8&< A= ds Rol=h

A7 A Eshve EEHL, AF7HA BLE sl A" EA
ke BIERHEAL 22 SirEACl A ERdL WA gt Lhne R @&

* b 4ol 197648 L2EEAFEANA vebd A S5EMY 4t xO%
BRI 24 BHREOD 30.4%c BHMBAA dolvda dFol 9
ot #3 BNRO B8d 38.5 % BRAMBAY Bl 61.5 %t BN
A BHE &AL Bl (BH: AAEE 4 1976 F 2ERKHE % 1
E)H HERE. KKIBPIRE. 1978.)




&3} 1 ﬁﬁiﬁ%wﬂ Jot el ook o] EEE BARGSREEMA o
e #%o] S Yk HLBERel ##EsEE  BAL(modernization) st A
felRE R Dol ﬁ%z} s k= #mE (Davis and Blake, 1956 ; Davis, 1963 ; Sri-
kantan, 1967)° ¢ A2 H&LESHo T RS At FESEELS
HMEAETS Mty FRo 2 FIgshs MRS MEshew A =
279 4 9L Aolwh

AFAA Seldet HENETRES #Bo 2 ¥, A% @RI K
Wl FEEBIEEY] EEHS of ol HiEss W@ R or & M %
Mpk S F5ls]) & Eao] KPS HAL ok, 2dd RdTE @
Al ol ot A A REEE — hET A ul A€ BIRS, HABRE

2 Bolelel 7 d3req e ¥ely fekie w2 99 S AYx g,
S8 BRfE 4 W5 EEESE RKABIEES [0S Bisl 2 st
SEREET HOEEY AL B o Tl Aol LB MBS &
Tol vl & BRES Hiishe A 2 kRol det REFLHEE FHs
Al A AL+ Qe Aolch,

££16) Davis K. and Blake J. “Social Structure and Fertility: An Analytic Framew-
ork.” Ecomomic Development and Culturai Change, Vol.IV, Na 3(1956) : pp.
211—235.; Davis, K. “population policy: Will Current program succeed ?”
Science, Vol. 158, No. 3802(1963): pp. 730—739.; Srikantan, K.S.0p. cit.,
1967.



HBIE Bt % B B
(Objectives of the Present Study)

1962 4 BUNREETEIF K] #tEs LIk %2l el A+ FKikat &gkl
it o2 k2l HH9e BRME - RO S ol steh o€ FHME - Mie A
b EARLE el S #Eel EES € 4+ dv KEH = MBS
of metkell chal FBEE FAIS $teh oldEd #HRE HENETE BHS
2g ADREBGRC] Kikat#lE¥c 2zt —Hs o g7 dEd BFNeR
FiEatEel WRE\L MAS BE A= o B2 FHHE Ao WSk
et

2 AL £ WA st kA 24, AEBdA dod e i
A MHEERAY BB S A Msts BESHA dstd HETAT &
b= 4+ k. o]A-& open system =& living system theory o] 24 &
T 7P ez 4, o Himel telveHmAsl HETAN oALBE fEAste
Q=2 2 \EHS Mt A sk o A BEel ek ol HAe
uhet AW E 1974 4F HRAMENREES —KRez EHd Fdet 2L
ENREBERZA Hufa 2k EZ e fIACl Alget 60 fEe] [al74l4k4 ]
REXTS BAMRoZ sha, 19774 o #ufiel el —iF HsiktLokdE
ERE A sbe et Aeldh AR BARl BRI oheak 2
22

1) $evet A BHEEES HESA d3d< sAx sl KRS
HEWS EEd

2) MR KEELE S EEMS HPTE S mEER FKEEHE A HET
#ell mlAE 8Os WED

J



3) ENBHEZMOL Mt SEPEEe KBNS BAS Ak
A WRE o,

i

4) BUNFKRETEIFEZEC] EAY KIREFTEIEEA #1215 & BES €

kol

5) MENRAMBCRHES AT LRFHARERY BEEES REL 4



= Bt % i Ik
(Methodology )

1. 8 #(Data)

7h BHEel hma

KT A= KRR B AeBPTRAE e el MANENRE
2+#|(World Fertility Survey Programme) ©] —Bgo 24 p: o] FfsesH%ES
FEH W EREEHETE4 (International Statistical Institute ~World Fertility
Survey)o| g ot 2l et A Eiest 1974 R &S HENRHE
(The 1974 Korean National Fertility Survey) &¥}-&2" gkl FASIY
oh o] WEE HAHELREE 2531 v & ERM  HEEkE
R olel &S vl Yt HERC N BERQ KESTE 9t %
= Ao e (EPB & KIFP, 1977) o ##&oA 2 vet RAES HETA
A ool &S F5 HERS U l-1>04 & 5 e vk 2L (U8
FIal AR ol A B 9lvt

J8M—1. 19745 SISHEHNRE  FEHME FEH #ESRR

[ e - gEnns |
1 1 l
AL | | R
ol AR WAL

AT T &1 ‘

S — 3 IF ke
~ KL
o A %

FGaEtEl [ ENER
FEgEy | | g
A

I W SkE B |

& 1) EPB & KIFP. First Country Report: The 1974 Korean National Fertility
Survey. p. 17, 1977.



5 fevel BAES HETA 2 old &S v A= HERY
L8RS sk 197T44FE 3 MR- A

1) Bhez EFEHA ROZRWRS B Hstd BRI RORER

2) 15— 50 5% BEMEImA S HETA 2 ol #Ax ER HiES 4
g ERlmACl W HENRER 2.

3) EAREXE B#Ed REXT Bste BAMEA T HHRE <ot
W7l Hetd BRI HBHESRER § 37kA7F BEERE FAE Y

Atz A KXt Y= HRitemto]l KKFTBIZATRA vxe &
Botre Llbel A RBEANA BELD EHE FAZE A Aoz o
A EAKEES] #ikd KT BIRAETRA #Hd HRle RORAERES @
Ai@Ael HENHERS @ctd BER BERE AR, MEhlEAL X
B EBIZATASL ol U A2 BESE MBMHLSKESEE Mt
KXW/ERS LHE 44 BHE EmER7IZ ek

Kol A ERY BA 2 BB BRESBED detd e
3] 4B r 2 shalch

(1) EABALS] BRE

ARl A RBEECH @ BEERBAY HEN =2 FiKEE A5 3
Wl HRERe B 2 O @ MAY ds - BB BHENK o
A% BEEKA Ba BRE 19744 ST HEHBAENA BESD EBA
BEZE @A dex BERE F2 EAIZ s

1974 £ S HEHRAE s Al 35, olF Ade] /xn A=
o7 wwlgtel dold ol HEREIE (clustering effects) T zH44] 7]
71 Y13t R zAFHO B 2RO 1 XOF AP ROFES £k
Yo, ROREEAD & 3KOP 1KOE AF, o RO FEEste
A= 504lolske] BEMEIRAS MR EAmAS HEN 9 FKikitEe
Ak EREE FAAS L old s BRI AT BEAHAEXAY RE
FOd dsld ZOBES ERP oA, ROBES £ RO 8 3K
Oekel 1 ROE #E, 2 KO B3ty A= 15 — 50 &R Bessim A
o] MABEES FEEAC 2 + U= Hitsldch 1 HER MAFEES



W 5,724 2o WHEH 5,417 &l HES 9.6%9 2 $7ES
e gl oh(EPB & KIFP, 1977).2 o i@#8q] #& =t4lgt #A & o= 19774
of TR 1974 &£ wEHEHFTE ¥ 1k Country Report ol 4 443 Sk
Hadsl W&ol A4 o ol ®/FE X712 shilch

(2) MRt BT S Bk

g A Bbel =& Mt BAI] B A4 @ o= 1974
F I HENREERNA EEL MBHSREERT E£/AS 0% 22y
1974 . BEBENRENA BEL HEASRES S53 22 F7H4
iAo 2 st B E4lA vtz fMsted 29 o6 Kol s
Aoz f#ifrs et

7h) 1974 FE @mEHMENRAEA A B SRAEERY BES —REXK
Hfrel TAOAA £ FREXS AREBELRAE N4 BER R MiRds
BRSOl MussER 7t —BEHA dstr] W el ko] BiRel Adrh Bk
oz wal 4, 1974 FE gEMENRES —REAMBEME 1970 £
TAOALA 2 JAEXS el TAOAA £ FREXE (1) Wiy SRS 508
BEIE 7 v e ndsta, (i) HEXAA S&Y KOKE 60~
80 ROz MRiEs oF aebe FHAlE a2 Kil=gleh 2 R & #EX
= (1) 1fEe] BRMEZ MBkd 2%, (1) 2M@ Llbe] BRPE=Z #
gk 3¢ o () 2 Llbkel BR®ME £O —iRt 3= BRE 4
<+ o KRl Uitk

ol 7hul #Fsl FulAl o MdA A B ohA FAHA 2 LUk
BR®E 28, = —H7t FAAA 1E] REXES BEd 25 Fa
of ofell et tEHIE UR7] HEA AL HES R RAANE T A
ol Ao gt feetE £ 7 ddd Aoleh o] & whe| kol FHA Lol BAROI
ozl Aoleh Tz Fe HEd HBHSAER 2 #HAES MAAUR
DMRERERS ERE +HE 3t MEBASRAT K 125E Hige
S 2 R, dAE oea Z2 57k ERER RAS ek

® BEXZF 1ES] $hazfgel BRMWEA R—3E #ik 0 60 M HEKX.
2 2) Economic Planning Board/Korean Institute for Family Planning. 0p. cst., p. 37.




@ 118 WMEXAN 28 ML HREHE Yo, HEHEE of s
ol 1HS HREE el A uk BED A4S 6N BEKX .

@ 1S BEXC & HRMES Lol BWHE 1 HRATPELGKD

wtgmew & A% 25 HBEKX.

@ 1Y FEX-E 20 DL BREE B2 BEEd do=, @

e 2o 1S BRSELKE HRow & 4% 20 WEX.

® FEXPO At BREHE I HEHSEEZ A " 25

AKX .

}) 1974 FFEMEE HIRMSTEE LS EABRAEER B = (1)
R - HE. (2) A nhe s 9, (3) RLARES HEEEAC] Blae
FifE @ WAEKN 3HO MBHLSHAZE ARES Aok g =2
HED BEDE FENRE ook SR L HR EEREEE HEX
MR et :

© & WEX 3B HMBHESHESA fERA Yot BEXN Y=
A% OHE WES Mmoo T WHEY AS(] A shhel WMAXS 3ME LI
Lo HRMEC 2 HKR A5 A2 o) FEgel ol Wk oh).

@ WEXANS & AREEA W Ant 3O MBI ATES EiD 7
o (ol @ WEK/ 1ME HRWE 2 BRSNS AL 2 28 BLES
HARWEC = BT e 4% 2 bl 3 Rue st B . g, A
Ao 2 REAES MR 3EY WEET fERKY A Solh.

@ & fES MEX Ml A 18] WEED ERS A (s B
EvHe WEEED HH2 Qe shu, vk SfeuE g AR Ek
shel 19 FEEAS fEma ASE b Sol dsloh #3] o A%
BENREN HED EE NAES AR 2 #8, A2 LEAN 2
A B.RE =t v rEB Sl HER AEC 2ok HKES oW, BK
£ES HEow & A%, REHBEE DAY BRE AR Aol R
ol Aodm ol Uk

ol 47 & TobA MEEAS EEstd ARIEA AL BREHEN BEKX
o SR —Beld HuRitaE A HWEC T MIHES T AE 60
@ BEXDS M7= B0 284 o AL WEL 3 BEEA

Wi



7ol 2A FHolst i, RHAETNS HERo D WAL BEX % 296 B
R wel A BRES Efctd BHNAES Wsstd @G Bk
WIS 19774 728 BEH 88 25 Abolel ol 2oiz el o HFel
A RsEfEke WA BC] 1974 R WEMEHTENE Aol isEs =t
8RS Pu dRd A B 250 REG v B e S
WEE RS TANE XEE H1ES gor, mEA %@ A4 $E 159
el (KEEES Do BRI AS,(1) B R Bo) A sk &)
AEol 1974 4EFF ALK B - AE =& A0S ielEd dg EiEol Wik
gosd, (i) 19744 MWEUE WEFLBOD B¢ S BHP FEo]

o]z St F 19744 AU BAT EEEE st A 280 ¥
4 gleh. autel 1077 4 WEHBSEIELBR A S Mt SEEE A
WS WAk mrer 92 4 Ut RANERL REEEA. o Au HiRiS
Aol mMszol Rulfed A% wndshd L4doz HMBAXN B
She BRACl Hg HEH ¥ FEHBEGAREAS Rl 3o,

ol 19744 Pk RAT Y FKHEIZE 2 MEAAc EHE EiEd
ol AT BEHE REE 2 4 s WM FAE MK s 9E
olvh, ze v WEMEE BT o WEBENAS BESET 1A 12
8 % o, WREEMEES 34 Fest e Aoz wEsgo a4 o
gkt i ML ohe AR nRr2 dhu K HeEd AL B B
EERIZA T o2 EAAE Po

A g A MTHSRAERL BED 60H BRBEY ME 2 & BE
K5 EERAKE wnl (22— 2> AAR i ok (EE— o] ¢
shE 60 fH ERIEE A 15 — 40 Al el W BEISIBA 1141 o %
g om, 1 oA HERERACZA IR JoRAds B I
Bl QA 7] o Bol A2 %m%gﬂmﬁ%@?} 2+ gt RAL
75 49l Aoz vehgeh & il 4= — 26l 4 252 60E B
RIS 1 W EEstn dE ilmAC’iH HER FEHBEBRNRE
R 4 e olHd B MA 17542 MBez s, EAHMS 4
BZsmel MBSl BHEECT BAY RigsEIEEAAd 52w 9
L B A 9 Aol



Lt dhisa ol Eik

At 4 (community) = ZFFd| =2l &C XKX3HA E&FS 2 kA4, 7+
A RFEHQ] Ao 24= Maclver o %S A 43 £ 4 9ot (Maclver and 1
Page, 1957). Maclver & [t &o SRR EC] 14 SHAEES 2o g
© EEAEES wadohln shdA olHd Hugttae #usit (locality)s) #h
Bt (community sentiment)& wheto 2 Fpksdct= H-E iEEsla |
ek, Nelson(194)9& o] & ®e} Bk o2 KBSt Mk —@me
2 HIRE sl FEEstd A XEEES s 2, Ak BRE &Esled L@
H FiEE BKS = #EEES s ZfTshe A%l st &t 3
o}, ol Hulgikt4xel HIFEHY fHIS(geographic area) ol A (&) MELEA
S dFozA, s =v 2 PIEo Jt@Ed #RER(common ties) & HE
A7 5 )+ #HUIRERS stvE 2+ Hillery (1955)% 9 &/, Hisidt &
RERREM 2 A MK A& (territorial location )y MR SRS #H4
B MEERS ®mFstz 0+ Parson (1951)2 9 383 #4kstet. Maclver
7h Mgkt el BREMR SR 5T M) RKERT, 59 HEEER
< (1) %2 EiFi(we-feeling), (2)#%E|IZE# (role- feeling) ¥ ) kEEH(de-
pendency- feeling) & w¥l& 22 3l kot 3 Heol 6| Fo] v, #F
st e de 7k HE BE EERS I A7) = R ak, #ustEs HLEE

€ EAMQ BRERSZ drhe A Hlbe] ASS ¢ F Uk, o83
TRl B Aol S E BEGh e = sty B R wEENAN R
of meEEe Kimel == ZEFLHI BiNE o oF et FASE FE
% glh(Sanderson and Polson, 1939).”

A gl A B WA SITEAC | e gt s s S vt B R
s e MR 2 Mirs BRBEKKEKelch $ddd ENAR

#3) Maclver R.M.and Page C.H. Society, Macmillan ( London ), 1951, p. 9.
4) Nelson, L. Rural Sociology. American Book Company, 1948, p. 77.
5) Hillery, G. A., Jr. “ Definitions of commumity : Areas of Agree —
ment” Rural Sociology, 20(June, 1955 ): pp. 111— 124.
6) Parsons, T. Social System. Glencoe. 1ll., The Free Press, 1951.
7) Sanderson D. and Polson R. A. The Rural Community organization. John
Wiley &Sons Inc., N.Y, 1939, p. 278




BEL 2 HmBERY FON HE Ad4 der HEFRS ¢4
HET EREHRS 2t HEeW kel oA " A felvete BR
BRIPHE-S (1) HUSSH, (2) EBRG 2. (3) MBRELR ostd ks o
dow, o1 e FE EBSZGS MBREFKA ostd BHiEs 2 ek 2
HEg el Bite BRWEL 1 kAR miEgd s B8 A
FIBIFRE MRSt U #ubk otk el we-feeling o] 2t EapkEAMIQ 3t
BEHAAE 7t 1 d& Aolch@ F5&4H3 A 738,1965)2 & Wz 2
o] Fiket#IZA BB ARTEHE L45 BREdA BMASEEHK 2
ak obvl et MUR LR 22 ENEte] EEY 2® EWo= EE
4 5 dobe @Wwle F2 EEEM (reference group)2| el 4 & sk
A& Aelch &, o] S sk, EAY TEL FEAol2 FAu 2
EAel BHa E—ste A= el el £FEES 94 Rast
3 Qo] of ol whel &S whecohe Zolrh olHd HERMA EBES
ol A HKK= = AR RiF BAETA 94 259 BAM it &
ub obu ey, HURiSot e EMEMA A dE &S e £ Yrhe
REA A A1ER Aelch o] A& BEstH 1974 4E BEMEDAEER
RN 4 Freedmen& EABAZF T #igEH 24 AO7  10.
000 % PR H& /NEM, =5 %S dRoZ st akEY] BERE
wEs 2 gasl u Aol (Freedman 1974)% volrbA 2= sk 2%k el
SHTHALS ) MEEREAM, =5 44 9 BrRESEAL (2 et
ASE THE - B el 974 289 4 A% —FK AF 5+ Ao A
A HRAT Ao, °olF HIRMASHEAE BEKESL 2L B LH
wtel FAbE & dokd 2ol FAE Aels A E iER ¢l Ak

o] 43t e HEEE TAZ T o, S et BRNARBES 279
HeZE So= fik BREKC /M dw HEen - #EEral Al A
o] fmfftEel ZbE ol se Bl A& ®uk obdElh, o EMEAA FEiESE
FRY 2E AEHA =2 ARz B 8 du doh ohzh4
WEAE evd felvete BRBEL BOAE HEASES RS
2 Xska glr] wEel AL HETAC &S A 5+ U HEMHEE

i 8) dFwEAtsld T3, mEAE S, x4}, 1965,p. 125.
9) Freedman, R. “Community—Level Data in Fertility Surveys.” op. cit., 1974.
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Lz Bl + vk st Aol xs wmES A7 &+ dvkh 23y
AF A BEAC = FERA BN EREES cbd = BRES s 34
ENE vwheh 22 4 MEFARAMZAY EHES nd gl sixln
e HURERS shueolel. olat Bkl A A BAHEAL BNAER
k> BIEBA WX SBEAZA P A3 EEC 2+ de A
o= Hjkrsksl ek

2 aWAHE

7b. SRR
A proge wmFEse] He BARES EfmAL HEHD 2 FKKRFAEZE
e ALY e - ADZHE #1t okveh, 2 fAAc] Bsta de
Wikt 22 £ Kkl A s FES e 5+ dobe moleh ol
EE B2 A AN AE MAS KKFTHZETH e i
s 22 EFAHAY BGRE @stL, vobsb4 ol EEZEHUT Kk
STRIZETACN vl B AALBE Sert ste MEE F2 o473
A E Aelvh HAS RKFBERETRE BAY doBEnsE =x
OME S S 22 MAKES] RER B0t obveh g ast 22
BRig d SERMARE KA 28 BE 5 Ydrbe AL oln] el 4
B&ak wbeb el a2 olRdt FEKEES BRUT KIKETEIEETRA &
85 A 5 v Be vHs 2o, BEAEEY ST Be s (F
AT 5 slov od B+E o5 FM/KES ZHUH HEMEMASE &4
FENE THET F de Az AAdHE F ek olHd Bkl A A pf
el oirdgel sl' #HARE <aE1-1>9 22 BfSA4 #HEY +
A& Aoz A4}
<OBM -1 > #igde X EASEEHC BAS REHHERTTHM BEED>
LRI EEEK
Aol ke - BIEH
2 AOENER

&
B

3 r— R B RETA
gﬁﬁémﬁﬂ AR




28 u, S veh 53 BAIRAEY REKHBEIRETAS HASHT H8
Ae HBASHEEERY MASEER DA KKHEIEELERE o
X gow ot Aoz Bl (KM —1>4 B upehzto] 19624 -+
gl velell A Rigkat#lE ¥l BER LUk, Fel vt mAS MEKELS F
A3 WAE e, Kl BTREERS BEMAMQL 196449 9%=F
B A JEEAQ 1974 Fol = 37 %/k#EL 2 73] w4

Table 1 -1.. Changes in Total Fertility Rate and Percentage

Currently Using Contraception Among 15-44
Currently Married Women : 1960-1974

Percentage using

T.F.R. contraception
1960  1974® Change (%) 1964% 1974%
Whole country 6,540 3,497 -47 9 37
Urban 5,475 2,865 -48 19 39
Rural 7,160 4,203 -41 6 34

Sourse : 1) FEHEHER. AR % REMHNGHEEI®E, Vol. 1, 1978
2) EPB/KIEP. First Country Report. The 1974 Korean National Fertility

Survey . 1977.
3) B4k 5. 1964 T AR JIEAE HEi=AI BIA. 1965

A F7A S vel RgFHEIEES, #hge A afbd kG K
FIZhRate 2 5 WKL dlebe k#Ee 2o HENBETHES K#AE +
A& Aolzk RiEetH, BRgA HE/KES ETA 7] =6 734 sl
(Rousselle, 1973)® o| & ztoldtelw, (KM - [ >l A B ulef o] 25
ob #rii - BRIl MEENZEBHEC] v g kS BAE olFE 4 UA
L, ol HEs ] midl = Aol REEREEA U REFBIERE R B
MigAEe AOET A4 #Hioh oxdt k¥R £HY 5+ Ydote F

shol A A RikEE FRERE HHT KU A daS Aokt sH5dt

5£10) kousselle, Peter. First Quarterly Report: Korean Family Planning Program
Management Projct (Jan. 31, 1973). p. 19.



Aoz Azstgeh =eld EE BAS FHKIE EBETAYN WA BRE
AT A Fro A FAEHCOL =t & kS BHE (K m-2)d
A R upeh 22 BRI 4 B = sl

RIm—2> S0l FIRE FXHFHM2 BEEX

AL BNERK EREK
8 ALK
EN HEEE b KRB KT A
B R

Ll 4701 ERE ZH

(1) REBER

A R SRS w#iss RACTA F|EME BEI RE4ES
a geov, fEgrdre] obd AR MEfREEC] Y= AR RE7]
2 Sk ole A el A FIAE RBERCL Fiki#EY ZEA dus
fmAS BEFEETAC S A 2o AAE BHEREY LB dE BAL
ZHEA BRAAIA okrE ahrel TS Y 7 ke kel A guEd A
oleh, IRAS BHEZATAL 1) FHEME BEEBRSE 2) SHFHEE
HPH (A BETEel B H) 2 3) @i BTk B RE S w
HA A A2 bA] ffmel A =g 4 glel (Tsui et al, 1978)% 22 &K
gl A REEKE T2 AHA BE 5 AR SHFEEEESRA L B
M7l = sk BEEEES EAKAS o8 b a4 XaE F ey,
A Bl Ae F2 R MEFA Country Report No 1 Guideline of 4
SRR EEEEERY SRS 22712 ek (WFS/TECH225,
1975)® old| 9lslwl, ®E FKFHBEEIFZEES 4 (1) BHTEHEEEM
3 (2) FEEREFC 2 U ob, BHEEBEEFAS o4 1) BEREEY i)
BEEEEZ Jrxn ek o 4% K g4 T8 BoF+ L g+

i 11) Tsui A.O., Bogue D.J., and Hogan D.P. A Work-Plan for a Family Plann-
ing Analysis of World Fertility Survey Data. Community and Family Study
Center, Univ. of Chicago,p. 77.

12) WFS/TECH 225. World Fertility Survey ' Guidelines for the Country Report ,
No. 1. International Statistical Institute ( 13th August, 1975),P- 19.




Ao BMEMEE RUFEIEEC Lk, ob el 2k AL FIRA AL . BEER
5L nd2 9712 sk o UehE Bk BEERRRES BEEEE
AAlE B HEEG 9 Bok obuelt o] T BEEEREAAAA K
BE A HIHRBS BEA 7 2ol kel Rigol o 45 7] = Folck,
BHEEEAAE 1 %I WA 24 BEs @ELES st 9ol of 3+
i) fEfRol o Ak aks =, i) WEsESC]l Yelok qeke Al SHE BE
AAFE Rl AT ke = A olth, BERAMAS BEBITEIERRS
H2A AT A, SFRel && 2E S A (ever married womr
en)e| @S FEERAEZA & 4 glolokmk shifel WgEd Aelwh 2
K IS gol  JEEEM RS B ol HHE FUEStA o 6
R W E W4H o2 RAfER doloh old BAE wddd A BiK
AA e EBRER ¥ BEEESES B BEREA AN S BRA A
ek o] A9 BITAMNS RIFMAES 1 +42 st @A REESC
dohabedehs ol & SR TeAA BEMTERER BHG B
EEIY REFHRES 39 REFHS 24 2soha dAs wiEkEel
AQe Aol AL [RIEAE + glu, S35 BHEAMS FEFH FA B
ol A g Ehketn e BHEAIES st WS gard o, o F B
ERTEBREREY 2975 2 Fs) MMI Aotk AW BEMHTE
Bl @iEel o SEHEIE, $0X, RIEFN S WRe BEsR B
fEEES ERETS TRAAE ASE gow, ol BEHE EE ol B
kol U MG S BHEHRF Y1, BTN WED 4 BED &
12 @ BEERSES Aest 74 olde BERANE TEAA B
23kt A 9% 9l (WES,TECH, 1975)® 28ld & Higol AL Bk o
o vberel 4 fEfFE o Qe Uwe KAP @EAIShe] hikE: Ases @

Fe Ebkol 4 mE WA WREe] BEERSEE B3z G
=

BEZ A PEAA SRR 8 BEEEARES BWITHER BT

B EEERS 24 o £ I — 29 2}
* B oAd7atge] FHpiotRERe olsw BkBT SRR RESEERTA

Mol = HHEAMREY 0.6296 o2 ¥& FHEAEFAT LS vdFa gl
2} 13) WFS,TECH. op.cit., 1975, p. 15.
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Table Il — 2.  Percentage of Respondents Who are Currently Using
Contraception, by Contraceptive Method

No of
Women %
Not currently using 458 59.1
Currently using
Pill 79 10.2
ub 100 12.9
Condom 42 5.4
Sterilization 29 3.7
Rhythm 29 3.7
Withdrawal 25 3.2
Douche 2 0.3
Other 11 1.5
Total 775 100.0
(2) FRILZEE

A gl A AR E OBARAS] BA LY, © Mt BAre) M
B oL 22a @ ol FAHY MAEKS #HEEEK s EBE
RS EEA A F EALEKK (intermidiate variable) =i AHALH (in-
teryening variable) 2 4 FiEsTE|ERXLE K AN Ko r X4asHn
Ae-e ol Aol A AFE ukeh Aok o)F K EFukEERlE K FiRel
A FIHL EE E28e E% 2 BREHKS ThEH oS 2o

Ch EABALS REEE
K FEANA 53] 4L FA BABAS HSEEHKE 19E=A, &
#FEHE 2A O ADEHBHEN © HE - BENTREN ORKat#-)
et M d EEEH ¥ @ [AFdANA IZKE dE + U
RED AOFEHRRAY e - BEHERSAA REE A 21 &R
oA A Fe4rdEHAe] AE [AFUAlA IS &t M2 M#e BE
s, 53 Hats kEeA sl o) B4 REHBIBEERES B

_32__



Al A2 2 EAS FR BRI e toR shd KKEEC X
g A2E EEE BRAFA H9, 1 fBRE B Kol TA A 7
#oz Jehdotn £ 4 ok olBd Fikdl A K Bgiel A= KikEt#ElS
KBETAS HPA Ad EARAY BHEHE 04 kT 4ES &
Bl A W2 R Aeleh A& RS FfTE Hstd A4 BEAR
el = o2 2o
D ADOZEHy4HZ ¥ (demographic variables)
- hEEAS i
- PIIRAFHG
- KGR
- BE BRI
- RHAE FRE
- AR HEREER S5
@ #H4 - BIFHE LB (socio-economic background variables)
- RERALY HEKE
- AL IEEIEE BRES T
- BfEY] Bl
- KO AIA
- wAS BRER Eds
@ FiEstSEl oigr Mz o sEEZ ¥ (informational and attitudinal
variables toward family Planning)
- A HEFAE
- HEBREH
- RikEE THul 2] Gl o mE
- AR ALel o gt nah
- BABES ALMERAPEER Rt of & BR
@ [AfddAlol A 1ER
L FM - MR S FIRIGMAS HEmLE
- T.V. Radio % BREIK B
- RGBSR Fagel Wl & kiR EEBRASE



2y ol4e 19 EEKE Ad A BE HEERY B8 kT
< 1AE EEMNSE BED EHI ¥ B K B & e w#
BEYCT s v BERETRYS o4 Bfd deAs & + =

ol 4o 19 EEHE WHFEol BEEHKE £rs dov odd AL £
mEHZ £rd F+=E Aok o AF o BELE EBEEE ZRd
AT BEAT LEEC Jdgos, REEKE Ford B+ @t AT 4
7] W gl doldEAE 2E REiF(biasE BrEV AHAE o1& 2 M
of Tzhel el |2 Fogetd A2 donl s et K B4 My
£l stz RS EAREERY BRXSS 21 oe3t 2

<E ¥> <K &> <FE %>
PN 15— 195 1
20— 24 2
25 — 29 3
30 — 34 4
35— 39 5
40 — 445 6
45 — 49 7
- @A PUBEE 158 2T 1
15— 19 2
20 — 24 3
258 LlE 4
- REIER - 0— 12A4 1
13— 24 R 2
25— 36 A4 3
37— 48 A 4
49— 60 R 5
61— 84 A 6
85— 120 A 7
121 — 156 A 8
9

157 — 192 A
—34—



- BRES R

o AT

© ALERPERRSE

+ WAS HEKE:

193 — 228 B
229 — 264 A
264 — 300 A
301 — 360 A
361 + A

R R R R dpo

gl
1
2
3
4
5

Zut

ROR R R R R R R D

o
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

22Ut

o
A

g o

i S
ERZKR
B R
BEER
R¥ =& 1 Wb

10
11
12
13
14

s W N = O

© 0 9 OO s WD = O
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© Al BATRNE BER5E

© BES BRI

- KO AIA:

s WETFLH:

8 %
A&

® W
AR Bt H
K0 B
WAL &

5,000 9 i

5000 — 9,999
10,000 — 19,999
20,000 — 29,999
30,000 — 39,999
40,000 — 49,999
50,000 — 59,999
60,000 — 69,999
70,000 — 79,999
80,000 — 89,999
90,000 — 99,999
100,000 — 109,999
110,000 — 129,999
130,000 — 149,999
150,000 — 199,999
200,000 — 499,999
500,000 4 Lik

8 %

1 &

2 &

3 A&

R

5 4

6 %

© 0 =N OO W N = O

T e T e e S o S S G
N O O W NN = O

D W = O



- WMHEB R

© FIRETBIA v 25 o g AE:

ALk A Lol o 3 fnak:

WABH ALIFMRchi M alsedt ol
g BR:

iR - M 5 HIRIERS M5

©
R R R N

SR
1 %
2 %
3 %
4 %
5 %
6 %
T %
8 &
9 %
0 4%
o %
12 %
ERES
¢ o
=g
¢ o
CEER
T + 9o

A%l w4 ¢ 4 A
T +

S
9

10

©W 00 3 O O s W N = O

—_ = =
N = O
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« T.V. Radio % Bk HME: A8 of £}
2

e,
oL
e
=2
N
A
i
oX,
et
Al
o
_\r“_
=W NN

o REREMEF THEC W3 kiFRY BR
BB RBREE ol et 0

(W) Hustt AT AR

KRN A HIRAE ALY SFHERE SPodRe] S+ HBERC] B
KRB BT Qe BE gl Fse dv £F T 2 ik
29 BAR/KES T BEM BHe = ERAUCL BT BRE JhA
WSt ALY AT 2 REEH(global variables)9} #4ZH(a-
ggregate variables)zl F712 el 2 X4® 4 ol BEL¥(gbbal va-
riable) = Rkt EIMERIRELS A%, E?J\i‘c’ﬂfv%ﬂ] S I o e ol Ty R S |
PEEE b 2ol o ool 43 U= EMAC wetd = EZRCT 4+ g
Hrsl BAEREZAY BRWEHAA AL ERE E 5 de B HR
rhosigss 2 REES BHES Tatel old disld ® o Felo  Hugkts
KHEES] kM ME ke SFBUEKEHEKE, FEHREKE, =2 —ET Fi
kel E3te mAcl ¥ Fisnm S3 2ol AfraRel A+ BARE
&AWl fR{Este EERASCl M BEE-S A4 st FHEfsc R &
MZEHE T483kn de A-eolch olxxd EAY el LAXA BEA
fel (supra -individual) S-S RS o2l d# 9 E¥E con-
textual variableo]zt: £z o] 7= 3k}, (Freedman, 1974)%

KEFgEel A HIRHSERE o4 Fokxl 59 E¥E T 1=
shlth. 2 R, B BES HBdSEHE B H (global variables)

§E14) Freedman, R. “Community -Level Data in Fertility Surveys.” op.cit., 1974,
p. 5.
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b 22M8, el X EAEKOE 19, AFRAA nH s it aokEE

= 53 3ot

O B (global variables)
% RIEAYE 2 2% B =t 1) BB B, i) ¥H
i) 28 - @BIE, iv) RE 2 RiREE, v BEER, ¥ i) EBESF
B KEE, viD) HURATES), 2 viil) AOzte 8 EMlfal A FEE A =t

€D BUFHEBE LSl HEMARE : oAl 2 Wol KFMBEES 2V HAHdde
TS o il vls o #gmel . (migrIel AERLE 2
g sbeAe]l Bed, BUFKES B Es e M2 RECdY &S 4
A Argetel 2otn & 4 Yok §8 fEldE KEEEEES AS
2-&<t BURFEE T EHEs o Stebs A S Abg o, oA FalE B
EKERTAS #HPst=d QoA ol & B Rl 3 o AAcz
£ drh ol Ebkell A BURHEISY EmMEE SR REROA
= HAAskEd A Tad HMAKES stz FME + sle Aot 2
By A A £ BRTES dube 2 ol 8 3 BURFKEERS BEmMES g
Wrlek F4 oy dolvl. w4 AR A= des] £ BRPESR
T KARBUFEEE7HA] o BEEETH-S fEubile ERs w12 skl
« BBBATRETIXI 2| BEMERERL - F2lvhel BN A B eg B 4 ot BUFKEE
ceA: BRE, BXHBRAMAS(B - @ BAMEG), B - mFEEH, BT Fol o,
BRBAF R 7L 7 o) BEBEIEHE & HRTE L2 5 ol & #Esx o HHE FE
F A £Hez o] B A4S AME TP o, o AKE & BHR
W& AR T2 A, 2 BR, BUFRBEZ= o BEEERe <A%K
v 4 —16" Aeldl ¥ ok, BEE F KRB S Bl 4 [sle o
g ol o)z HREES Hot AR ERAEE o1& + AEF e flE 4
£ g3 2ol oEld BE 1 —-442 P FnZ o] HRE BKED
A BRBUFHEEZ 2 o] BEES ST AE S ANk sh2ak 2t

<E B> <KX 2> <BE H>
7 ZA 7= 2] BEEE Bapujol] 9ol 4



6 tmo] W
7 —164m
17 km o) 4}

- DN W

BHEAMAE7I 2 o B Febdd e
2 kmo] W
3 —5n
6 kmo] A}

— DN W

B - mHEHTIA S B Sehdel o
2 kmo]
3—5im
6 kol 4

—_ N W

BB <1 o) BERE - Bepel 9o 4
124mo] 3
13 —204m 2
21mo] 4} 1

@ #H B AL Bol HAEL WA HENTE WHEBEE 42 9
ol s HERGIE Eo MHEEGES A e Aoz LuA ok
ol KAl MALZ sholF MRS kol BEdl o Hol #Y +
Qe BEE BE5H F+ BEES 2H3 95 e Bolth, 1 EFKEH
EH A HES EEA AL Y B Tol: Aol ok, A
MZol =HE BRMAI 2o WMERS HEKE, T ZEHERWY B
%S Bk,

Al obd Hugittdrel HE KMol FIKFBERTH FES 712 £
Ae Aol 474 F2 chgs e BEY dRsa Yok = & HR
WERl Bt Yt Aol okl HEkige]l a, A4 Edn
W, 2hd e 24e Ak wilol v, Bl AERHY HEL AT
B2 AP 2=l 97l = Fell hE JEFEMNCE dold Aol
olofi= WMo Z HuRMSRd A “ErkdE" ADEMC HEK HEK
#ol ¥a, FAd Beb e AFESeA Avtn ¢ A%, olEF 2L
e 7hAn Yt FHANGEL HKEKES] ¥ HAMBER RikE A



x| FiEEEEel &S WA vhaolth o]’ Eikel A MuRktsrt A
A HEMS) B RESKE 1 BERC KA BRE
8 shtEA HEZHE o3 2ol WEstd T2 shgl Tl
'%BS‘%E/E(EEAE?)EJ HEKE : SR 5= BREEKA 42 e 20ELLE

o RABFAOG Ll bl HErl S ke KES w2ul A& 439 W

EL wgteh. o] ¥ KBS ERY MEMES 22 A& o, @ 2~

80 %l elzx gl ct.
cHEER(RALT)SY #HE/KE: BREERN BEEZA 2082 BRAKFA

O HEZRL Y %EFE BET KT ok o £ £&E 34 BT

o] HBHKES vlast 2 KRR AEME 22 A3 oH, & BREERN o

E#o BEAHFE 11 ~90 %4 olz1 g ct.
 BERHBRS SFEFEREFEE: o] BHE W15~ 1THRY BEABESNED &

SR BFEdol e Abghe HEoloh o] B XE A4 KK AEMEE 2

Hz a4ggod WES 0~80 %o o
< ERHTRY hEREMPE: o] EHE IR Z 512 ~ 14 ol Bst: x4+

HA WHEABERT ADASHA PEgel shia e s4e] ke Baeh o

Ao EEE vlastx 2 EEY HEME 22 A8 o, 2 @HE 0~90

% o] tt.

Pk 448 A Briid HHEKEA 2ol 5 & AL o3t 22
olfroll Agl e}, e el vt e B« Y B 4% A5&
Folgow , Firel HE £ HERE 1 L FRY HH 2 REd A
ol ek (B, 1965) 1 o7 ol d WKL AR HiidRe] =& B
Bl A= ol = A3 go| Yo gle Aog ¢y ok ( FEFEE
Bt 1973, BFAHIBE 1975)7 ol2id A& k@ o, oln] HEHE S B BWAA
Oy, &EfTrhe] e FEAO dH3t HEHS] KES R & EEZA LHFR
BEel KEES MR %S Fol FAs= AL g dojetxz & U7
7] Eolvt.

F16) #ES. BREAS #4600 M. K@, 1965

* RIKEHBIFTFRBE, Report on 1971 Fertility- Abortion Survey (Dec, 1973) ol ] 3}

woohg B4 & vle} o] 2} mo g ARtEs AFTH o7 ofFw

AT Aolst AEE BT ek, 53 olel g WAL iRl Wl BR
#igel 4 vt A4S o F Aot




- BAEE - ZMERMS EEEY . 94 24 A FI upepgo] ofFE mfd ol
Eolatel el = BE MR o Hiiol BHA oo AAEZ HES & £ de #
&b HE g S Aelnh. ol d Eikel A SRR e & BREE
ol A HARER (HR » b« @FEK) 7hx19 B#EHE SHAERe] shviz 439
oh. o] BB A4 " BMBATHEEAL 2 o) FEEEREEC o B3 AR TAHAL
=, o] {59 BEREM- SARTENZ 3~12 & BE5= S ).
€ x5 % @2 (transportation & communication ) : 2HfrtRe] 5 &= H

R Aol FAESh= A HIE ¥ AREFHS HEMER Y 32

LAz BEYG AR BLEE FRAL 7 A& Wikl o, 54

DT e] Roek MBI A+ FEREHIE (non- familial institution)el
o HEMMBEE HAAA F F At Aol o3 EAXRESE +LHE 3ho

Hils At 22 238 2 @fFol gk el 53 HEMRA b B oteh, KB

A ks 28 - @3Ee A HEEKe 33 2.

- BERAMENAM ZTE - BEEMEERIX EEES: o BHE i) RERZMAL 24
5l A At Fatell A A A A F - 7| J cwl el EAbx]9 EEE i)
T F e Aslel g2 o FAA O HEE Y i) E Y ADSFLEY HHax
o HEEE +tHE BREC. & A2 FA129 EEE %, o BHE TAsSn
A SEEYE BUFHE e BMEER Bk A2 vtgstx2 vy el

Cpe o R s e
¢ " n 5 ¢ S ¢ 5
Ful&ha 7.4 20.0 3.2 8.3 10.8 29.0
T g a 9.6 18.0 3.8 11.0 14.2 24.7
15sha 18.6 22.3 13.7 25.2 24.0 23.8
o gto| 4 64.4 39.7 79.3 55.5 50.0 22.5
| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(=N) (5109) (4788) (1131) (1064) (3123) (2940)

a2la 19759 AAIE u dE AF AT AMAL Ao 9] = Sl o g
%“z! 7he] AERAALE AAHogr FASAL QST BT vl d ] £
Ao F-+ 156-144 FAtel T n5sa HEER 247 %Adl wks A=k A ¢
% 137 %2 A4 o 20 Al o] 4ke] 4glal+9 A= @219 25% o] 4o LT
@ Zodol4e Ty € sxlw Qe 4, dxbe 21 5] 10.9 %ol E3}5c}.



A Boiz HREEKS Hot shEd ERAHE olE 4 =S dobe WEAA &
coebga} o] sk 1~4"E Fof gt
<K H> <K 2> <BE B>
Had 3 bxl o] B Febdel glEh
1kmel W
2 ~3kn
4 kmo] 4}

=N W

7) 2k A o] R Hebgel o) oh.
12 kmo] W
13 ~ 48 km
49 kmo] 4}

=N W

d) B} 7t x| o) BERE Bekel] 9l oh.
20 kmo] Wi
21 ~ 60 km
60 kmo| &F

— N W W

SH 27k e) PEMEE: el ol e}
2 kmo]
3 ~4kn
5 kmo] 4+

N W

il Behol gt
Timol )
2~3kn
Lknol 4

—_ N W

S
N

}7} 2] o) PEEE: Bty gl et
6 kmo] W
7~ 16 km

’ 17 kn©] 4}

— N W A

A v i Helyel gl ch.
4 kmo] A
5 ~8kn
9 kmo] 4

— N W



7} 2 7b 7 # 4 kmo] 4
2 ~28 kn 3
29 ~ 50 km 2
51 kmo] 4} 1
K@ - EEREHe] BEEHEEE ol Abn) 2ol BEHAE Fow AME AFd @&

M7l 2 ek, o] 15 AEME 8 ~32 Kol v}

BTl QU RE: KHABEN A= 2BKOH (sh o) & FESD g HO9
W24 2 #fEs 30~ 100 ol ol=x 9lct.

B EERE o ZM oA [ehe) o) BRES vhAobA] 2 ARKO S delulE A
= AL Qe KOO HES waleh. KRAREEL o] £¥el #EE 0~50%
o olzn g,

CHMBBEE: o ZKE 94 4KKOP EMMoD ARES MBSHL dt KO
o] wE#-g kel #il= 0~80 %°l ).

@ FE ¥ FEEEZEH (health and family planning variables ) : #iffi#t
&9 KIS RIS 85 sk 2 BilEE A= REERS AL
Ro| B K ZEES T+ Aol A BAY HENA 4L 244
ALY Aow dy AL o, 28] 3 HsAAAA KikEE TH
ol 2 & §3F #fm FAATREMES BAY RikstBIEE MEEA7 I =

o2 HME L gleh. 53l o] ¥+ ARMal KEFEIFEES MR Y=
ftzell A [Z2aw 1S 53 BEZEERS nEe 4= s T2 E
el stz FHfs 3 ek, ol el gk Bikel A MUtk FIESIL fREE -
R o KIRET BN A v 2%k Featdl 2 HETHS HWsk<d 3
oA Ko lge ned 5 gl ke RfeEte £ 5 Yok 22 d 1962
FLk, el vdetll A RS EIEES BT & BRd A+ FXM/mE
ol Ao FMAST HEFfERY FRo 2 Kot BEFMRIEECE =+ EER
Bedil S At Hugisse AR FE - BB ADS HRe AL o3
+ GRSk s

I KR BUE el vebol A = BN RE - BEBESR ¥ AD3 KK
EHEIMEM A ] 28 3 MR 2 ADBEHRS Aol —HEh s R e Aol
o, ol 2l gk Bhkell A ABFFEN A = o] FrHA] K#EESY A E A—FALEE



sk o, b KKE BT 22 vlad A 2E [otolv o] |9 (m#E @2 A
= 1 EEHRE ST A— Bl Bt Ao BkE SRisEE &
&7j0] #% 2} (Rogers,1973) . BREEFHAL A o] 2 SimisEE = B
AR 2 AKX SwisgEd FARXM GRifEEE ¥l 5 3
. 22y el vel Bitkiad] A A e EXY #HES o o #Misda
< MR tst= BEAA o5 ARMQ HEimisaE S HEipitEigle] ZA
skl 3 gleh, 222 A A4 Lok ol So] AL Tl 7R
= ZENL BE Jdigs o 2 Aol KEY + & Aol
Zybell BEHO R K HRMWE BAN v FEHEA FEnXpd HEiwts
HES JgHor EHRAge AL Al olHE doll B o] A 2
#ate REE ¥ REEHBIEEBZA ol € # v 27 o BEEEERS B -
&K, = MekiEE F HRWEN FEEsts A<l Eipts EH S0l
FiEaH#lol Aste 7k 2 Y+ RBEE BMstd d4F712 shg .
cBE-RE - ERER W RKEEIME S RBITIN S| BEREEM : o) Mo HME

%o RET, HAKE(Es —WBRER) . T3 BT - A LR DR E

BI%ER, BEA 2 ovlus A4 % 8MEF7x kol o} olw 8 @
REO| fR{E « B U FIRHEIM ] 2 REEFE o] M TPA AL A B
Kol A REBERT KBITHEIBITERRE] oD BIEHHko] 25 ﬂw:a 3B 4T
EEHo| 7] o Boll MUEH-L 2 o] HEE FMIEEIN B EHo dx ==
#u] AR} fRAM o Z BaD 4 de Aolofok ghete Aol 4 ek o] 5
o) HREBK 94 F4 KT v de SEEMEHK A—sich. Bnz o i
HE MR A SEKIA B BRI WAL R ohex 2ok,
ol 5 BEMO HE, KK MMAK O o Tojx o] 5| KREME 8 ~32

Aol e},

<E  #H> <X 5> <K B>
REERT7E %] o FEREE: Febel gl 4
4 kmo] 3
5~ 10 km 2
10 kmo] 4} 1

#16) Rogers, E. M. Strategies for Family Planning Communication . Free Press,
N.Y, 1973
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AL iEr i AR -

BRZEFS :

SEPPE EEYS

B E A:

Hepqel 9ot

4 kmol v
5~ 14 kn
14 kmo] 4}

3ol 9ok,

4 kmo] ]
5~ 14 km
14 kmo] 4}

3abufel et

8 kmo|
9~ 18 kn
18 kmo] 4}

Bepol 9o,

8 kmo]
9~ 18 km
18 kmo] 4

epgel gLk,

4 kmo]
5~10 km
10 kmo] &}

Sepuel 9o,

2 kmo]
2 ~8 km
8km°]’i}

Sebol gl v,

8 kme] W
8 ~20 km
20 kmo] 4}
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e RIRETEC oS MEASHREEE] BR: o] E¥HE BBHLBER BEEA
o Bk, Ak 58E = BRAR AH4lo]l gl st RAY &
ER¥E 22 AH&Act. o] A% ol5°] o Feti o AAG SHEEER &
F ALvshes HEd Al A B@mol de F Ao AEAAE EEL o F
= 2T SREgE sl @i xEA77 2 ek &, ol B BEE 2z
SRREE #kslo] RAESUc 28y REMKR: G299 d4ae 22 Ao
fFERQlY EEE D sl webA APl A e oled FREIl KEES RE
e 223 SR FHEN ol #Fs 2 sk e

g RAE 3 gt 1
dr A= HK 2
Ao 3

€h BBAR/K¥E(agricultural development ): ¥ HEBE = IR/LY
FRES &7 HESKEES] EFho BRI = HEHS 7tdA R 4 25 o,
BRe BEKEES AR JAY, BERY FE-HE3 fo) g + 3
£ Mg (R ]o] By e Migite, =+ AEBEREE ) =
AV ROEBHAAREKE L 27 of ol LK ERT vhdoletz & +
= S s 293 92 A W EHEC ok BikdEmkol wol = o
AT RES + do. 28t EREAAE B Fines Retd BER
o TE - a3 A#-o] = G [WLd ) BrE5EEHe @572 £dlx, &
3 1D BAEHS FAEE i) BEBREREEY kX 9 i) ROYHFH
BRAFT AR Al 7F2] el A vk B3 REKEN REEEIY ERTAR
o BfRE A
- BhHERS) MASE . SR S 22 HHEK/ BEdA A= ded B
BE e RHEEA, 19744 BEYUHE olA = Sevdetd s BERRBILY
PR 2 A 2 ERkE] ¢ doket. el 2AROLERE b T3
gtz FASGE 272 sgdch. K B4 o gﬁsz] RS g
gy 2 MAsR ge $22 07, 2ea fAsE A$E" 172 BRI s
- AEMEMEES HFE: B¥d fEFHle 15k LY -2RFHHAOF BEE
¥oll Pt AOLEKZA, KB B WEMS 2= 488 of. #HE 40
~ 100 %.

s RONFEHMMPAFRME £§ Ko AEME 2o 2 A8 o, &= 500
~ 5598 5.



@ FEEENE O BAS/KHE(non- agricultural development ) : B #isit &
7t BEBR kfFshe BE Add 15, 1 #Bdand B EA
< HBH REERRC Aol &3, mittke] AL HIEY BSd £ #®
£7b o AL &+ b Aol A 2 HEH Yol B = M
HEdTF mftd A Ashe BE BB BEE Aoz 448 & 5 3
oh. KRB KEE 7 E Rl RESE zhaditA, el vet BRH
2l A= K A2 UL BT Babeh. 2utol HEH FES TE
7t wE BEAQ AFEpkd B gol Bz Y= AL 2% A d2 4t
ol sl HEE/KEEe] w3 RFHA HEE JHA T Y= ALE ¢4 s
ol&l gk ALiFol A & o, HUEAtRIE AR Y= ol4kel Al ZFA] el A 9
FeRKEEL MEN 2 FKKEHEIY EETEHI = I AddA4 7 sle A
o= fES & 7 Avk. wEkd KiFEd A= D HMELAY Mo B EE
HE e FEAHAOY HFE i) WEABRLE 9 i) EEXEEDH o
o HREL A= AFANFROY HE 5 A 72 BHRE obFo BA=E
sl ek,

EBHBALE ;i 15 MLEe WHAAD ALY BELN Bkl GEEs A
HE LAY w2 Bt o= FEAHAOY HEE Ll o] EHe X8
& EW] WEME 1o EMY o, WEE 0~ 80 BAtolol A7 et

cWMEABRLE : %9 24RO B¥d fEFsly = KO HEKE wiot.

o174, B MMES AT At KO G4 Bl 2YAA AL, BHE
AIEEE 22 Yo, @He 0~100 %

X SRRROLE : $oloel BHGA <30 BBl A EMs 1970 F LUk,
A5E wRI FO EE Dt Aoz, £RY AEME 20E FRAL
= #fA= 0~100 % #belel sl gl ct.

@ HBARER KK BIS v 23 BEBRFEEAA = 2 HEMA #
EE gt SHEC 24 MM RXERS MHELEE =t Ao, ol#d KK
#ol Hhe Fld = HEFRESY 2 £ES HES MmAMA WEKRS
BT o, oleldl MY MMEkRE £EAD £ Aobd 2 EFH
BE MEEAC] A2 & MR ZHe mElk A2 5+ slgde =



2] 7} RS & Roleh B ool A HuRita AREES ML
g FAA xdo] AL A AR AL "RiEFBIH UL goldd. F
1968 4E 9-2) el FiEatBlEEA A o & BT A F vFd ol o #E
el RFEe 24 BN ERMEKRA “RETEIH UL E HRk Aol
2 FAlo|v}h, 18] T AKHIQ MR LBARS ) S AREBERAIRITA A Hstt
oEEe) MRS B8 AL 19716 4 A FERKKES Kkl A =12E5)
o pEdo| 2B 7 He ol olel g HWRE Frakdld AWFel A Hu
HEEBEREA DA e-ER el o' A AR D oM Y 27ESe A3 =
A kol FrHA EHE 571 = .
- DL BRI CHEH EIRFRIR: o ZMe SEER AcheHge) HERRA o
BEE(EE - AvHe HHE B2 BRAR) BS) BRE 1d2 @A e, o
ZHe| BRe wn ohgs 2o

<T > <P % >
22 1%+ 1
ERE Eolot 2
o - {EFsek 3

- OfmL) FEBOI CHEH EREERR : o) EX A4 HEN o UL FBHRBRA ol
BEH BWROZA EHRL AT EHO W BEFRERS} A—stc}.
PADEH: Lk o2 MMM TR £ Dol Sol & HAL AR

3t AR R d= Aoz AUt (Rogelset al, 1971)1P =3 ALNKE)

& Alkitae HEEKHES 3Bt Ed oA 2894 FF 8] HAE

kA vk, MR - HAMBE) Ak A Eobw, AOBF) 2 itamel| &

st TEHERY HEhe uAe B ¢ 2 Aoz dddUn (Fre-
edman, 1965)™® ol2|gt WA N4 Lopad, ARFES HHxIR =& HRMW

%ol &L QI ADS 27, =& ADS BERE 5 A DMK

o el RKEFHEE TRE BEA 384 A Aol KEAE + ot

webd KPR AL )& EREEN MADK 2 i) BHERAS Koz 2

217) Rogers E. M. and Shoemaker F.F. Communication of Innovations: A Cross-
Cultral Approach . 2nd ed.,The Free Press,N. Y., 1971, p. 361.
18) Freedman, R. Sociology of Human Fertility. 1965.



¢ LM RARES RS REKHHERTARES 9% AD%¥H Ex

stz el Br2 F3.

s BARNY . EEE KMEE 2= ALt #EAE 166 — 1322 9

cEAROS HE: FEEAS Ko D @K 14EM BANL RO7 24RO
4 RS gk WA K WEME a2 4880k @EHE 0~80 %

@ EAZEH (aggregate variables)

EAEKL ArRe] == BRMPE 4= 2 #HuKal FFESH= 15— 50 Al
o FREBRAD BEFRS st A G AL ZA FiREE ] Y+ BA
chAl ) A RiREHEIY EXRE 2 7 A= ®BA FEEA] AL A= #H
BElSE $HA TAIA . K R4 A" AR BT 19124
dA EAT vt A= EMAZEO 22 FRASAH. Huk ol E 19 £AE
o MAZKS 2L & EHS 2l HAMEHALZ

@ = @Ry fadgde Zdj & W £H Y 2 LB B
£ ud gt Ao

<E. % > < #i B >

1) ADPHSEEY

cRAL EHEER 31.4 —39.1

< BAS FHEIEER 16.8 — 22.0

- BN SEERE ISR 130 — 246 @A

< BAS] EHoteH 1.4 —30%

- @A SEH AR - 33 -63%

o« ALEEIR kBRI A LR 0.0 — 538 %
2) & BENEREH ~

s hEEEL FBERAY HE 0.0 — 35.0 %"

- IBATREARBRIEAS) ok 17 — 1.9 4

« BEo] BM¥cl manual work o] sl  57.9 — 1000 %
Ae AL HE

- ZO9 FHHRA 5,000 — 49,999 9

cREHI TAZ]Q WA Mk 538 —100.0 %
3) FHEHMO0 HE Mk N WETH

 EHFEF R 30 —50%



CEBEEE R 19 —30 4

« FEEE (Hel2] BE AR de 375 — 100.0 %
mAL X

« AL P RERLS MRty e WA 31.3 — 100.0 %
o &

o ATIERAPHEIER Tkl Qs BAL HE 308 — 947 %
4) BRUANA] EH

< FTE - MRS EDRIEARSLe] HEARERC) & 0 -500 %-
iwALl R
T. V. 2ol &5 BREMKR EMER] A= 0 -655 %
wAL

- REEENEE THRMe) o KA EEGE 0 —206 %
mEgo] v @AM o '

3) ALK RIEBIHEELH |

FEHBELLHE A SR v} o] MERAS FHHHEBTAS
BBIskEsl oA R MULMS sz BT k. 20 o LK
e WMUBMEA Bakohdeh, BAel whebd = EEAY ALE- 1
& EBHOFEHE D BEAC] BT EFAE BITEETAMY BHERIE
A8 BAZMEE BT + Qe WS A2 Aok 58 92 det
oA Y o] B ATMRA ) BRFEABIHELMAGS S5 3¢ BAS A ¥
EEogon, ob A s 1 Aol ¢ F Ao ol 4EE Ml A,
AL BHEERFAAE 30087 98 A & o] BT MTZH A B ohe A
BHH BT A BLSE o] Bok AP Hoz 4 . o L wed
shod A& Bl A RIRE B RN E & Hel A HBAA BlAY @i oGS
e

1062 4F $-2] hehol 4 FH IR L] A S MLMY UM HAFS FHAEE
HESC 4 183 MEET ZEIEIERES BE, RRetEe) TBe
S HEIRASE A2 olol KES MAEHS AT, HEMIES 55t
o WAT MEMHS T4 A5 Aol A A¥dd. 2 oley 43
Aol WEEB o 2 AL o] Filko] FHT ALENEES @R T3
o5& Aoleh Mol Mk —@Hyel FMEA . ool he} 1964 4 $2l e}



FHE BT LGS Sol TENEEBEEC LR £ 23} o & o] shel—
WE - FHMC FEAMSHEEL BE, o2 ki3 FFFFES His
of BIFEES AFESY . Ao BHBAES @Mt FETM 2
A HBEEY BEBHS S22 o4 o5 —RERS EHe A3
FBAG S, 15 o] WES 19684 W BERC] HAFEE BN o whel,
o] ®RE 95t —HERBERLA [REHB UL 1T A, —RE -
CH OREHBIEAS 25T BHYT + QAT FLEES I A% I
KAAR Aolch. [FHKEBAAUL ) FEHE | EWEXERS I B
BEHY MHE A BEEoh o FHAHBBEZRSE | vt T BKE
A2 Y= Aol (Kim ef al+1972 ; B8, 1972; BN RSt 1971,
PPFK 1962 — 1973) ®

oY BEMOD K - RES ) & $el e Rk EELY EHE =2
A el Bm, DB FEHBEESY REFMS 3T HEH &
FHEEDY BEEAREY BRAA, 22 T ool HT BIEHHBIE 2) B
RFFY & - EREIFRGE T KK, SRR R L
ERR R, 12T 3) —RERBEBME B Jd UL 2 B9
DFAMEESS FEA 2 BIEEFIRAY M8 o2 H1Y + Y& Aol
FE o] BBEHLS T BIEHREEE o BERNES 2 A
FIRAHBIHAE 5T o 2 2o O U - BEES) Y+ Yo 7
Yob EmAE oz S ol HEHE e A LR 3 /M EE [l
Hol A FBehA] AT EHel A FE Aotk ol T BWikel A K B
A& BH b REEBELERE o4 3744 EBelut BRI A2 )
o et

& Bl A HHTE FEEEIEEEN % 7 BRe 29 o3 2o

£¥19) Kim T.I1.,Ross J. A., Worth G.C. The Korean National Family Planning
Program . Population Conncil, 1972.; 3 3 7. "3 7154 &2y +4EET A
DAEMmE, $135, AORMBEHRR, 1971, pp. 5—26.; EVRKEHBAE
. 1970 £ ESIREHNBIEFER. 1971 ;. KEFEHS HE. BEF
## : 1963—1973.



<E > <A => < B >
- RiREHBIE RS M

5% : g 0
A=t 1
« KIEEHE Avl 2 2 WK
el o] FHEE - o=t 0
ok ek
s RIEETE AL 29
ol o] MAPAY o=t 0
At 1
Ch. @ =&

A 2R HATEFTER O FiKHE = ADSHHEE A9 A%
t BABAS BEEA, WASEDLS SToldeh. 1A Higtas #
RREES) BENS BE HIRY K EREHATHREZA WER e
ob Y RFASI, YA XISl A L ubel Zo] S Ut FHIE RIS
A HEEFT 2 o iR S/KHEZHAIS MBS 8k T BI%S Hong (19
765 3+ Lee (1971)" "ol 4folct. 28V #LBHS B (b
FiLe Wamo A, £F% AL =4 TEMY FBS ] ul=o] ]
o Boll KB A Bl LA s MBS BN REE MR
SKHEZR S fEM el AL ol vts] Bile] 2o}

oln] ks whel o] MABMEME BAL 5248 MM FHk 2y
2 a FAY TAS XEse BERESS 2o, Flad, el e} HEhE
Toll 7)o 3 KAITLERS fERASol 5o R (FFe BAD Y K31 o]
HAEKAES [ Lo] BMANA T A FE ml23 gl-go] WAFH vl Yk @IS
1977 ; 24, 1978)2 =3 #&M90 2 MAL A0 2 M HIQl @

2k 20) Sawon, Hong. op.cit., 1976.
21) Sea-Baick, Lee. -op.cit., 1977.
22) HirE®, T, HER, SEf. HETERN KE2 0/ BEN EES
. FETHTIEBE, 1977, p. 185.; ZH:A, 4H. BRAERKEHEN 2
DRI REE xIEt WEBE. FHES BIFTERE, 1978 pp. 129137



7 2 o glr] A Eel EAS XEsh BAZH Bhos MATAS M
oz BMAstLA ste AL FEs o d2ze ART EZR @D E U
Ebd ek, a2 A BACdA F= (FAS £ H2REERDLY B’
go g TEsld fRERIQA HAL StA sk Aol, AR Hlal  Hus
FERKHEEZ RS EE ko] o},

Bixme 2 E£Fe fEAS AEsted HEMAT T A= BHEA S22
MFEEEL MRl ki A i MELEA (social interaction) |
= WIS slet (Bales, 1950, 1952:Lee , 1977 ) ®  #£&myQl MELERS
7 & wotel A EfEs] MIES 5 & HEEe shist Lee (1977) 9 #F
ol A= communication network variable o]}, o] Z¥E= A
fER (interaction) ¢ 2 (degree) & el &d 713 HAT 5= <&
H2a gdet. Hmd HRAS, &% o8 S 7kl fAe]l o £FL
2 NIl A MEIEABRES Sl MAY Rty BfRglel = EM%AES M
%% et Al &= E£FF#(L (mode of standardization) 7} Yo 1w o]

< EFAme BERFEAEoR 23" 5 vk 2 o] hzke] AT
#8972 7} communication network variable ¢ AHg-& X & HFEEEST
BT ol A Rel A ztbsbed e o] 277k 9% Hal F#le] Boksw me}
BRI RIERR D Befde] FrEEE o2 AFFEA A £ o] Hike EAo] RAAJ
festdoh. zElsle] A, EEY HKE gotle 2EM =+ HBiRY
BESE s st EAY S £44AA Y] = [FR]Y #
o2 FAFE E£AEH (aggregate variable) S W4l FEAA . 24

& 23) Robert, F.Bales. Interaction Process Analysis . Cambridge, Mass: Adison-
Wesley, 1950.; Robert, F.Bales. “Some Uniformities of Behavior in Small
Social Systems.” in G.B.Swanson et al.(eds), Readings in Social Psycholo -
gy, Henry Holt Co.,1952, pp. 146 —159.; Sea -Baick, Lee. op.cit., 1977, pp.
60—72.
* Mo S WIESH] $lsked 285 communication network variable-2 Jhi
RIQl HURAt ot BEEAI 2 A AR E o ok 3}9 =gt 2 #MUBRHESN EEs)
EE mAcl BIENR R s ojok dheb. 28y AR FERAS 19744
ENREENE BABMZA HEAL FEtE Qo 2 #iEstS A« BiEse
AL 34 KOvke} flH= 97 ol ERGERES) N ERERERES
FEiAst7] ol = RAE[HESHEL.

e

i



A9 HETRA w2 £EfHY FH(Es R) K] BATAS A9
= AR HAL L2 A9 5 dobd, o)A MBHIKERE o
4L A9 5 e AR stdslgeh. EH, ALK =HE KT
ol 4 AL HEMTAE XEse AL Bt REERCI. &, 2
Bt BUARREREE, BARKE, 122 7 e XE#gel 54 Fol .

o] 4 EhA B (EABEEY, Mtk ERE) 7 BAY HETRA
A o e KEHY BUFERE JEhl o BHe) BEEMS golnad of
Ak, ol 7 E_Hﬁii A= a2 L (1) HtEERE G T (zero—
order correlation), (2) B¥BEEIR T (stepwise regression) 223l (3)
L7454 (multiple regression) & 83 vk, FEEEe A= HBELERKC
o 3 Bl MEEtR9C = 5 S AE skHEel 4 ﬁ%“t‘k—— RRALE OPS‘i“/P

ﬁiﬂ’J°i o] IS thF7lol A E el "1 SRR 5 54 A,
+ HRAL O] fdEel o3 EEE 9 st EARE S KKATEIKETA o
A HS wx AR RIA e




FNE A g o] Frtkdll =2 FKEHISKE

(Characteristics of Respondent’s Relating
to Family Planning Adoption Behavior)

1L BAL #% - AQPH D REETHIRER

RGBS EBTAY B8 HFEE 2 oS2o] FABAS Bkt
BFEETAN 248 £ Sreldo. dA a4 BEAY BEEBTAE
Dol =HE MEAY s« ADZHERA Gt oldd £2RE Jehy
T YEsME Roed, AR BB BHIERETAM KRN 3
AE RFTHE Aol AFAA o] HHHHEY hLFEA Y. Apxe F=
A A BHERBETAS 3MstEd ol EASHERE ohe i
Bt S 28NS AIE A st Ao, ol g BMY ST EIT
shlel A A il A€ A A B HITERE B2 SRe] He
775 49 BFRBETAS HEsln, 138 TAZ HINRE e AN
FHIERE L o) oiul g ZRES Yeh 2 Y ErtE BE A &,

7h. BAL AREHEM

& Bgol A BAY AD¥HBEERKZAE A 2l detel 4 Zi7d u
At o HEF REAAMES LA BERAY Fl, DISEH, SISHR,
BERR Y WATLRY, 20T ATHEEDE S5 22 6@ THE
EES . o] F BEMS MMEBTAM BKEE vl <RV -1>3
2. |

<EN -1 >0l gebal, 2fkiyos Lo, $eivieh BARAES BEH
ERERS 1974 EMALK 409 %7 59, PUEERS A4S Bilstne



Table IV — 1. Percentage of Currently Married, Fecund and Non-Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Demographic Variables.

Currently

Experience of Induced Abortion

Characteristics Use Not Use Total (N)
All Women 40.9 59.1 100.0 (775)
Respondent’s Age x%=39.08863 (df = 3 )y***

15— 24 15.2 84.8 100.0 C 99)
25 — 34 39.6 60.4 100.0 ( 298 )
35 — 44 49.9 50.1 100.0 ( 345)
45 + 36.4 63.6 100.0 ¢ 33)
Age at Ist Marriage? x%=1.09862 (df = 3)
— 14 36.0 64.0 100.0 ¢ 25)
15 —19 42.6 57.4 100.0 ( 406 )
10 — 24 40.1 59.0 100.0 (317)
25 + 35.0 65.0 100.0 ¢ 20)
Marial Duration 2% = 37.90404 (df = 4 ) ***
0 — 59 months 19.9 80.1 100.0 (136)
60 — 119 35.8 64.2 100.0 (123)
120 — 179 44.0 56.0 100.0 (150)
180 — 239 51.6 484 100.0 (159 )
240 + 47.3 52.7 100.0 € 207 )
No. of Living Sons x%2= TT7.46572 (df = 2 ) ***
0 8.4 91.6 100.0 ¢ 83)
1 26.7 73.3 100.0 (195)
2 + 51.9 48.1 100.0 ( 497)
No. of Children Ever Born 2% = 47.48056 (df = 2 ) ***
0-1 10.7 89.3 100.0 ( 103)
2-3 40.4 59.6 100.0 (178)
4 + 47.4 52.6 . 100.0 (494)

%% = 35.60044 (df = 1 ) ***

Yes 61.9 38.1 100.0 (160)
No 354" 64.6 100.0 ( 615)
* P < 0.05 % P < 001 s P < 0.001

) No-of Missing (7)

__57_



2E AOFMBEHEHCT BEEAS BHEEERT AL BET BRE 7HH
< v F3 ol & BHEERERS BAY £, BB, Fa

3 BIREK ¥ ATERPHEERS T =} 433 2 2RI gl8< 1
F3 Uk o] FRE BE SElvetd A BES o2 REY KR A=

K
xo
dfo

L. #£ - BROERER ,
B RAY it - EFHSHY G2 BTEBTAS Y <kN-2 >
A BE ulel ol RAY IBHMEEBREE o] 1% ki HEL
Alo] & Hola e B, IRAY HAEKE, BE W, KO AIA,KE
o HUBERE ol webd & BT KR HET Ao & el F Eatm
ek, A S A= e PRl o sw A 2¢ % (inno-
vation )& Biffel ZAsE AL 28] ¢k Ao w§ vamy e
ambrel e Aol AE A Astn gow, o HFEL A A<
—ftE = Ao = Aew g I} (Rogers, et al, 1971)° =8
B REEES EES RiKElol e 42 EHS TR XM BT
shela B o, <& -2 >el 4 Asta gt uleh o] MAL HAHM
fr Gsocial status) & REH F= F93 BHEHT LEKE BE B
%9 %09 ARA B3 2 BEUL EkEEe EBAAY HES A B
W Fx R et £4 BWHY At £ 4 Qo S5 RBAY KE
KHES BIFEBTY ErQl HEEAS AT JdE Aoz ded gow,
WEKEES e AMel ABEEE Qs Roe ddAd s v K BE
Zhle SRR ke, IRAY TEYTol W BTEEREMAE o} ¥

«o] it 1974 @EHENBE 1 KEEE A e BEEBEE)E 287 Aet..
2 olfE 4 4Rl = BERENREAC RE FRBHASZA _Jl&"EjJﬂ
L IRA &, 24 34 ER T A2 S @ACIR A 2 Adalol g,
Aol A o] Bt P 2 Ulo]l A+, Economic planning Board
and Kolean Institute for Family Planning. The 1974 Korean National Fertit-
ity Survey: First Country Report & %.

2t 1) - Rogers E. M.and Shoemaker F.F.Communication of Innovation. A Cross- .

cultural Appoach. 2nd Edition., The Free Press, 1971.



Tabel IV — 2. Percentage of Currently Masried, Fecund and Non -Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Socio—Economic Variables

Currently

Characteristics Use Not Use Total (N)
All Women 409 59.1 100.0 (775)
Respondent’s Education x2=.11523 (df= 2 )
No Schooling 40.0 60.0 100.0 (235)
Primary School 41.3 58.7 100.0 (467 )
Middle 41.1 58.9 100.0 ¢ 73)
Working Experience of Women 22 = 681095 (df = 1 **
Before Marriage
Yes 35.9 64.1 100.0 (370)
No 45.4 54.6 100.0 (405)
Husband’s Occupation” x2= 118702 (df=2)
None 33.3 66.7 1000 C  3)
Manual 40.4 59.6 100.0 ( 710)
Non— Manual 47.5 52.5 100.0 ¢ 59)
Monthly lncome’of Household? x2=. 28822 (df= 2)
Low 39.9 60.1 100.0 (163)
Middle 39.7 60.3 100.0 (317)
Upper 42.6 57.4 100.0 (108 )
Childhood Type of Place of x2=1.00592 (df = 2)
Residence
Countyside 41.2 58.8 100.0 ( 689 )
Town 42.6 57.4 100.0 ¢ 47)
City 33.3 66.7 100.0 ¢ 39)
* P < 0.05 *% P < 0.01 %+ pP < 0.001

) No-of Missing Cases (3)
) No-of Missing Cases (187 )

A ERA = Aol € HAFA Esba U

ol d HHRL F2 &3 2L TR MEANA 1 Ul
shut & FIES AHTHR] Bl e
o, BEIFRT S 4 - EENLE 248 3L Fo
%, B 2 KOS BRAC) A2 BEML Aol gom,

o

& A 2.

& Bobd
SENE LN
Hael KH

d[:_
A
7K
BR=L ST



FEHRIEAESE o) S5 fAfo] 7] o Fol o] S ZMEKS £Bs} (variation)
A gobid Aol AL 4Rt Ao BARLTY HEkE
& AR R AR Kol o ke oo e ol BEAR HEKE
o Y HUBRE vl FAQT YT, o E Pe] BAS KB,
FES Bk ¥ KO BRA Sol =eh BEEKEE] 209 Aol E vet
WA F5hm e AL 15 ol v Rk EEEe) T2 BNhLEg
ololeh: A AHAA 1 Dol E FopE % YL Aol

el el FREBIEES 2REME MR Fikol 7 shAuk, o] Wik &
S Sa BAKSS BAATY Bkl s T ool ot = WA
o] WG Bikol BT Y= REHMBEE / HAHEERAEE B - 8
FERS ALME 281727 S+ R A BHRASY HENS /AL
o3} gty PR 2R 478 AOFRES BEZERS] 7168 Aolst i
okl FRIHCE BHFERENS Al BARASY HEAES 5047
B woh EE Folokgtthe Aol A BRA EEEAslhe 3L ol
o oF Eol A fEH uhek Roh. ol dh AAS zhokdel, WASY HKEKE,
BEY B =t KO0 ANA B3 2L s BEEBRE BEG 2
o7t Yebe AL, TEC BFEKAEIEELY ®mAT Mol el A
ol A& HaBER FET + Q& REHEEES 325 A2 on
HE RHAD + QA ol dehd Aotz £ 4 YA Y= E R
oleh. o] Bl AAAE HolA TR GBold ol AL AF
3 #Hme Welx @2 sk o

Ch. REREHHID BEBMEl M5 o BE

KixatEl 9 MES A EREA A miEs BEE BAEAY KK
ErEle] A/ EEEM o &S A 5 v BES AR stz &M
Ha gl AHE A= ol 23 BHEA BERAY FETLH (desired
number of children), FHEH R (desired number of sons),KIE: |

* 1975 4% QLT 24 (A 2) Asbol o ahml 15~49 4 BRIBLTF S o $8o] fig
YT Bee Axn gdom nxelge] MAL A% 5%l $3¥E nedFa
sl k.



el At mB 5F, ATEIRPERERL A mBEE R BEE
dozo] NLiERPHATREMSE F 5 MAKE BENU. ot £ &
B oln| oF FellA dFd vt YA, 2 T HEFLH L FEFRK

Table V — 3. Percentage of Currently Married, Fecund and Non-Pregnant

Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Family Planning Knowledge and
Attitude Variables

Currently

Characteristics Use Not Use Total (N)
All Women 40.9 59.1 100.0( 775 )
Desired No.of Children x%=1.02038(df=3)
0-1 50.0 50.0 100.0C 2)
2-3 40.5 59.5 100.0( 405 )
4+ 41.7 58.3 100.0( 360 )
Desired No. of Sons %2 =.00018(df=1)
O — — —_—
1 40.5 59.5 100.0C 79)
2+ 41.1 58.9 100.0¢ 688 )
Konwledge About FP %% =44.39213(df = 1 )***
Service Point
Yes 454 54.6 100.0( 678 )
No 9.3 90.7 100.0C 97)
Konwledge About Induced #% = 17.42427(df =13
Abortion Clinic
Yes 45.0 55.0 100.0( 595 )
No 27.2 72.8 100.0( 180 )
Respondent’s Reaction to #% = 8.56032(df =3 )
Induced Abortion in Future
Absolutely No 48.1 51.9 100.0C 52)
No 36.6 63.4 100.0( 142 )
Depends 16.7 83.3 100.0C 24)
Yes 42.4 57.6 100.0( 556 )
* P < 0.05 *x P < 0.01 *»*+x P < 0.001

1) ‘No.of Missing Cases (8)
2)|No.of Missing Cases (1)

—61 —



% 2 EEHE S Sl vele o] (EHNCE SFL ¥ BRI MHiEE
o] W2z & Mool At RiEEHI RAFAS B Eife] A& o=
Qs & 4 gk, 2ed <EN—3>eld & 4 gt upeh o] o5 F
MEZS ol BT R & A8 A& Aol T Jehdl 2 g3 e} &
Wil FEoA Eoiw, FEFLH, =t BRECH 1L RALFE K
BEEER) 1, 1¥7 2& BAYFE 2 RE Yopd Aoz o Ed
49 Aoleh, el <EN—3 o o5td, o] SEEKS A% BHE
EERS FET M == HEBRH Alolo debdE ofd HES 3
o7t & B F Y.

1973 4ol it 3 WEMER stl, EEME B BAYFE 2
TR EE A K BRE BT @] ST BRAFL 9 (
REEgs, 1974)° 2=z %%%tc?& (E: HFEERFO A =el BTE
Beke] HET 2E/F vehdA g AL AL He FaE FED Yk

AL A A2 Fipel A ﬁm)\ol Bropes 2 dale] Sle Aer A
Ze & 5 gloh webd o] & WAERATIA HEstE B FRE EF ¥
A Rigel & sbe4ol 2, olel el FKABIKEY LBE®S
lfﬂ_z—% AAE) LA 43 e AOBEL = deted 2 ddo] e A2
T e Aol ey SE <R -4 >ell A & 5 Y= upel 3ol
S HHIT R A S FEBRK =2 BEERR & ol Fd A&

ZE7F bt 43 vk AL 58] FES £ Aol obd F gl ofbF
€ <KN -3 >el #Rrsl Zoabe B g 4248 Loped, FkaHEY KB
= NRBAEY FREA e BER G 938 #iE =+ ALERPH
feifThel 't A stoll el Beh F EES U e ¢ T U ol
et 237t et dalel A= Aol A4 mel A4l stAl i oY
olBR A AE Y] 2 e

2) REs, ®mEg. 1913 F LERKHN ¥ HENHE GEBREE. 3K
stEpT ke, 1974412 A, pp. 5153



Table NV — 4. P‘ercentage of Currently Married, Fecund and Non -Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Respondent Age and No.of Boys Desired

ChafacteristiCs . Cu{JrSeently Not Use Total
All Women 40.9 59.1 100.0( 775)
15- 24 22 =.12255(df = 1)
0-1 , 21.1 78.9 100.0( 19)
2+ 13.7 86.2 100.0( 80)
25-34 ¥ =.00512(df=1)
0-1 38.9 61.1 100.0¢ 36)
2+ 39.8 60.2 100.0( 261 )
35-44 . x2 =.40044(df = 1)
0-1 59.1 40.9 100.0( 22)
2+ 49.7 50.3 100.0( 316 )
45-49 x%=.11881(df= 1)
0-1 50.0 50.0 100.0C  2)
2+ B 35.5 64.5 100.0( 31)
* P <005 *+ P < 001 *xx P < 0,001

-2 REEHD BABIE [EFUMO0IM ] FH

Mol 2 -2lelo] J& S8 T4 FuA o4l T84S WRES BHTEBE
(innovation decision process)s @ ¥4 A shots] Bohwd, ozl 2w £ - o)
Holdd e Mo (ke 121 HABMS 3 [AFUAel4 A
4 Je 72 A5 M4 2 EFEbko] iR ntE o] BEMEMRE
A RRAFIL Y ubol sk ol d BAel A ABKAN AL ALE - A B
#E5E, TV E=E radio®) HEMUEE 9 $IEUF 150 dolok 9 FuK
o Batel Kimmiel MEHEEER ] YL 559 BTEETAM 2A &
axnsl2 stgdeh. <EN -5 >ol4 B uleh o] o5 Kol BT {8
A8 HEEEIET AR & T8 Aol7h Jebdal gx ok 5, &N -5
of atd AE - AAE Y TYE BAS 284 WA BEERRS
27k 41.7% 2 407 %2A, oo =E5 RAES EEo] o o A
ol BhEHC 2 AES Aolk RAFX sl k. shasbA Z TV.EE
radio 5 WA AFE AH =551 YA S Falo] BEFEREFO]
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Table V-5. Percentage of Cuyrrently Married, Fecund and Non-Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Family Planning Communication

Variables
Characteristics Curése:tly Not Use Total (N)
All Women 40.9 590.1 100.0( 775 )
Exposure to Newspaper x2=0.01925(df=1)
and Magazine ‘
Yes 41.7 58.3 100.0( 168)
No 40.7 59.3 100.0( 607 )
Exposure to T.V.and Radio %% =17.23182(df=3)
Never 34.2 65.8 100.0C 161 )
Once 43.8 56.2 100.0( 265 )
A Few 50.6 49.4 100.0C 77)
“Everyday 39.2 60.7 100.0( 272)
H-W Communication about x2=0.17186(df = 1)
No: of Children after just
Marriage
Yes 41.3 58.7 100.0( 629
No 39.0 61.0 100.0( 146 )
* P < 0.05 *x P < 0.01 **x P < (0.001

342 % 2A =FH I U+ @AY BHBE o2 BMEEEE 438 %, 50
6% % 39.2 %l ®la @& Ho|u FEtHC R FES o]E  UehiAE
sk leh. zEl v oA ol Gk ukebte] w4 - mlvle] | E &8 [ A
Aol ] Al Jo] Efre ZEBEAA 315 (persuasion) o2t E7F RE
(decision) 53 & 7l s R o Mo mEMEo 2o EEMo o =
= S Bigdeb, ool A FHEEA =l BHERERA FEI Aol
S 2 F3 Geoa A o] BEUF RikEEIY KRS ol Ty o] gl
et Y E £+ ¢ 2 2o

2. EABAS] FHEEH REHNEETH ¥ AAS REHHIEE
Kt B E o] M=l BT L Y+ A BAY RKFHBIRET
e BT st T s god ksl = Fa3k BHY stve KEEEHE



Fy s @ime Z%el =

el vel RiEaHEIEZES] F5 R stde =3 107d ol &S
WA F43 WEABDE o158 5 ddvhs HeolH, ol A4 ZA 7]
oA gk AL ek SHERENS AU i B Kikat#Elel =
&3 Ekd 7 dodw Holek.  EHEol 3 LK - ADFAIETO] AFESHL,
FAlel o] & REEI HMA = oA A el A Shko]l REUR  BRAH
Bell A i@ FEfel #iFe] ArEe g AR o]dd, F e AL B
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sk K il A= 4 EEAS BFKKE#IEEA Y BHIFEE HHl
Wgwell A oA ERt vk = MAY ERSHALK =8 #EEEERY] &
RIS s ¥7 2 s o
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A F7bA| o] FEY B A EopH, FEPAHA 2l ZA EKEA &
Zlo] Tl vk, WREHAS A FBRE A9 MHBEE £ + e
1960 ERE WAL stLe A obFa EHo] dHdetrs & F i+ Aol
5, (REFT 2 RESTHT (RESAZE ARSA] gL 8.1 A%< KKEt
B EHo EESIE v B -EFBEH) KIFEd AL KEFEERK (2)
—HEHERY HES 3T ROJHUESD 2 3—HE  HEAEH T 3
E BARBENY AxUL (2 FHZd e Ak BRE) Ml 2 o &
53 BT R RIE g Y] 1 FHEE o] FALE Holth. o] HE T 4
olopp e BELE BHRKEMFLUFER) KBl B3I 9 KEHESP
% RS F2 o445 2L 37 EHVE BAS T drdA s
S k. shak 1970 4F o] Fol & FBERMEMEL) TR Jou FiH 2
FROAG 3 BHEMRFI L ¥4 02 BANL e Ao R EEA
GAl god, aupts EAXGFUGE 40w & FEEBe] x| vpa] geoh 2
ol A o PHEFES F2 BpamEa 9 299 23 AT MENQ
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& ool 4 Rokel —HEXERS $¢ ROBMEHERS ARNRD  HELAE
o stz B+ de Aol
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BEAY wmAel Kkt #IFEE A B2 e 5hs Hd4 8kt 3
7hA EmEE oz A £EY 7 Ao §F KR HFEEFY SR A
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KBRS vd, Hox 28 WA 3£ Db HES A8 RASRA, 25
3 43k ob5e] 3 & Uk Eabsof ofut MES EE3h= Aoke] Yo 1
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F.1974; FAL1978) 7 RS A vhek 2eh. <% - 6 >ol 9 sha
A 0 2 BNRESEIFEE EHiE FBhE L dE @Al 2384 ¥ IF
Aol sl " gpo] BHES EEstn g Aoz Jebyte. 2 v RKigkE
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AR BEE vy oS B = BRE 245 U BAY F
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2 Y Roz ebgoh olel vkl FEEHAMA =& EHEEE(HE & B

o Y RHEEES HKHNS A 1¥A ook AF M Ager =
B ASS & F ok F FKKEEEIBEEEG FEhsA dw mAS #
HEES HEEFEFHAY BHE5ES HHlsha s 3 a2 fiE
HETERRR 0] 71 BALSTE B} wo] #FS KT = A28 Yebyich
28 R EIE ¥ BiE ZFhE L JE BAEHAA = ol 2l i
AR el w B BHEEEEREC HENoR o Ty HEY ZRE 14T g1
ek AOZEMEImED A £ oo, RAY Finol s HEEAEHRRe  EiRA
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EEATEREY REEHEIEE Y BERS T =& BEEET A Jehd ol
et #ERE v FodE o, o $2l et BRRAE MdAd e FEEEE
o Fo] MAY AOFEMERS 24935t Hisd #4358 9T £ &R
gl bl oh. wpre] A, o] At RikETEIE ] Selvel BNRBL =
o EIFEBETACN AHs Z &S v 9SS REH T+ HAolgp
T U= Aoldh

FAle, <EN -6 >o] £2/RsFE Sl = ulell 3, $elvel REHEE
¥ Ho = BRHUE A ol & BIREI e (e FRMiiEge] A4
< s doJd 4+ gdodul —mel 2L & F5 . wAY HEBRK
o w2 BHEFEEHAE v, <EN—6 >4 e 3+ vhe} o] K
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Table IV-6. Percentage of Currently Married, Fecund and Non-Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Demographic Variables and Expo-
sure Status tothe National Family Planning Program-

E xposed Not Exposed
Characteristics Currently Not Sub-total Currently Not Sub -total
Use Use (=N) Use Use (=N)
All Women 53.0 47.0 100.0(511) 174 82.6 100.0( 264)
Respondent’s Age  x% = 8.32067(df = 2 )" x2=11.94436 (af = 2
15-24 30.6 69.4 100.0C 36) 6.3 93.7 100.0C 63)
25-34 52.8 47.2 100.0C(193) 152 84.8 100.0(105)
35+ 56.0 44.0 100.0C282) 271 72.9 100.0C 96)
Marital Duration ?=6.60889(df=4) %% = 1546649 (df = 4 )"
0- 59 39.6 60.4 100.0C 53) 7.2 92.8 100.0C 83)
60-119 47.4 52.6 100.0C 76) 170 83.0 100.0C 47)
120-179 556.5 445 100.0C110) 125 87.5 100.0C 40)
180-239 58.5 41.5 100.0C118) 317 68.3 100.0C 41)
240 + 54.5 455 100.0( 154) 264 73.6 100.0C 53)
No.of Living Sons 2= 27.61658(df=2) "  #?=1505263(df=2)""
0 20.7 79.3 100.0C 29) 1.9 98.1 100.0( 54)
1 37.5 62.5 100.0C 96) 16.2 83.8 100.0C 99)
2+ 59.3 40.7 100.0(386) 26.1 73.9 100.0C111)
No.of Children x%=7.62645(df = 2 )* £ =1361511(df = 2)*"
Ever Born
0-1 26.9 73.1 100.0C 26) 5.2 94.8 100.0C 77)
2-3 53.0 47.0 100.0C(117) 164 83.6 100.0C 61)
4+ 54.9 451 100.0(368) 254 74.6 100.0(126)

Experience of In-  x2=16.44709(df=1) =  x?=.15317(df=1)
duced Abortion

Yes 68.1 319 100.0(138) 227 77.3 100.0C 22)
__ No 31.9 52.5 100.0(373) 16.9 83.1 100.0( 242 )
* P < 0.05 ** P < 0.01 *xx P < 0.001
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Table V— 7. Percentage of Currently Married, Fecund. and Non -Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Socio -Economic Background
Variables and Exposure Status to the National Family
Planning Program

E xposed Not Exposed
Characteristics Currently Not Sub-total Currently Not Sub -total
Use Use (=N) Use Use (=N)
All Women 53.0 47.0 100.0(511) 17.4 82.6 100.0( 264 )
Respondent’s 2= 251087(df =4) %2 =1.73503(df = 3)

Education
No schooling 51.3 48.7 100.0( 154) 185 81.5 100.0(C 81)
Primary school 53.0 47.0 100.0( 313) 17.5 82.5 100.0( 154 )

Middle school 59.1 40.9 100.0C 44) 13.8 86.2 100.0C 29)
or higher

Working Experience x2=6.22290(df =1 )* x2=0.00830(df=1)
Before Marriage
Yes 46.8 53.2 100.0(231) 180 82.0 1000( 139)
No 58.2 41.8 100.0(280) 16.8 83.2 1000( 125)
Monthly Income ?  x?=0.07577(df=2) x2=0.34211(df=2)
Low 50.9 49.1 100.0C106) 193 80.7 100.0C 57)
Middle 50.7 49.3 100.0(209) 185 81.5 100.0( 108)
Upper 52.5 475 100.0( 80) 143 85.7 100.0( 28)
* P <005 *x P < 0.01 **+*x P < (0.001

1) No.of Missing Cases ( 187 )

o A BET TR ghEE EEAE 9T R dEhe 45 ot A€ A
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obal Feid HEMERES BRT £ 93
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IERBAT AR BGE B8 0 a5 2o G $Fk == BR
RIFHEES 12T 9,09 A3 ZHe] B2 WASY) BEEBES o
A4ohe Pe] FHE KM 2R AT RS 23 mm Y
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Bk o 405 % 24 1 Kob 2 4BLEQ A9 411 %0 Kal A9 o} Fal
Aolh 94 BelFm godeh. v BASY RKHBELED B
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BEA o v] 2R gEMLel o g S el =B BHERERS ¥H <KV -8 > 4
= F SlE whot o] FiKETBIF X B L v WAL Y 282 ¢

- —79 —



Table [V-8. Percentage of Currently Married, Fecund and Non -Pregnant
Women Who are Currently Using Contraception Including
Sterilization by Selected Family Planning Knowledge and
Attitude Variables and Exposure Status to the National
Family Planning Program

Exposed Not Exposed
Characteristics Currently Not Sub-total Currently Not Sub -total
Use Use (=N) Use Use (=N)

All Women 53.0 47.0 100.0(511) 174 82.6 100.0(264)
Desired No. of x2=10.21786(df = 1) x2 =1.27003(df=1)
Sons

0-1 49.0 51.0 100.0C 49) 26.7 73.3 100.0C 30)

2+ 53.6 46.4 100.0(457) 165 83.5 100.0(231)

Konwledge about x2=12.63950(df = 1 )*** %2 =3.90077(df=1)"
F.P.Service Point

Yes 54.5 455 100.0( 495)  20.8 79.2 100.0( 183)
No 6.3 93.8 100.0( 16) 9.9 90.1 100.0C 81
Knowledge about £2=6.92651(df = 1)** 22 =0.08867(df=1)
Induced Abortion )
Clinic
Yes 55.8 442 100.0(425) 182 81.8 100.0( 170)
No 39.8 60.5 100.0C 86) 16.0 84.0 100.0C 94)
* P < 0.05 x*x P < 0.01 xxx P < 0.001

D No.of Missing Cases (8 )

M 2T mAESY BIEERRK A4ds] 2 ZES JebHF I ot o] :
E RiETEIEE o Bl Bk Al glo] BHE MM L] 3t
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and System-Level Variables)
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Table V— L. Zero—order Correlation Coefficients of the Individual — Level
Independent Variables in the Dependent Variable, Family
Planning Practice Behavior

Variable ggégtf)ndents gggrfefiigie?'lltls Signﬁii\?:lnce
Demographic Var.
1.Respondent’s Age 776 -1853 KAk
2. Age at Marrige 769 — 0194 NS
3. Marital Duration 776 -1811 Aok
4. No. of Living Sons 776 .2156 Hokk
5 No.of Children Ever Born 776 -1560 kK
6. Experience of Induced Abortion 776 -2180 Hx%
Socio — Economic Var.
7.Respondent’s Education 776 -0261 NS
8. Working Experience before 776 —. 0952 s,k
Marriage
9. Husband’s Occupation 776 . 0256 NS
10. Monthly Income 589 . 0266 NS
11.Place of Grow —up 776 —.0273 NS
Family Planning Knowledge and
Attitude Var.
12. Desired No. of Children 776 —.0375 NS
13. Desired No. of Sons 768 .0278 NS
14. Knowledge about Family 776 .2428 Aok
Planning Service Point
15. Awareness of Induced Abortion 776 .1524 sk
Clinic
16. Respondent’s Reaction to 775 -0199 NS

Induced Abortion in Future

Family Planning Communication Var.

17.Exposure to Newspaper and 776 .0087 NS
Magazine
18 Exposure to TV. and Radio 776 .0236 NS
19.H — WCommunication About 776 0177 NS
No. of Children after just
Married
*p <.05 *¥* p .01 **k p <.001



E3) 27beul TATHERDERER T [BEBRKIE A< %t BEE
AR 3 ek, TATHHRPHE] 0] REBEK Aste £ HEES Jeby
= AL sl vel RAES MRS BB 2 & B AR
o] ZHe FEiel AEE Bol Fald B AR . ATHRPzo]
o] gk KTl A E ke R#S 0= 2R 19734 LI = ZEHEY
ATHEHR AT A HERGTAS A—a BMd4 ks aTads. &
ATHHRFHEZEES 67 A A E7F FHKE o o4 7HA = A+ K
dxed FslH e HE(Hong, 1971)701 1, o] & ZEFEES TB3AEL
BEERS RBRS sHA 3 glow = BEERKe] 68 w4 E 24 (Hong, 1976)%
—fIR AR el Y53 & KK BIEBMES voss [ATHRDH]
¥ JEb & HBEEL #4558 Rukalo] Hot.

[HERRE et K8 W= HEFAL Jehde 3 Halsl 4
zZHshohE o 8 piE#EHREE(Chung and others, 1972; Cha, 1975; Lee, 1977;
1978 )72 Bl 2o RAE AZEHIH debd T Y& MBS T BREFE
o] ol E RAEY BMEETAC A3 3 &L dugdn & +
ek, 2 4 TRSEHIRT ] 2 TISEIRAS F#h ] 25K MBEEE Hatmes
SO HEMS Holn Jtul ALK Moz wol £Fo) 2. F, B
Fo| S SIERIS ERAIMQ BRI/ 9€ Aol , KikstBIEE.) H
exd v} WrEEe] Bl A At ol @Al #8034 E(FME, 1978 )%

i _gL

ki
30

* ALk RHEEER, Bl 23, B <3 MmblER o 4%, 84
HH = BRFEHQ BHEBY SAKECE 2y S RS ¢ sk 1973
F BrREEA o8 1 Alse] AR Aoz HE= 2 9t

& 1) Sung-Bong,Hong. Changing Pattens of Induced Abortion in Seoul , Korea .

1971, p. 47.

2) Sung-Bong,Hong. The Increasing Utilization of Induced Abortion in Korea .
Korea University Press, 1976, p. 121.

3) Bum-Mo Chung., J. A.Palmore., S. J. Lee. Psychological Perspectives: Fam-
tly Planning in Korea. KIRBS,Seoul, 1972.; Jae-Ho, Cha. “Effect -of Boy
Preference Attitudes on Family Planning And Fertility Behavior.” KIRBS,
1975.; Sea-Baick, Lee. op.cit., 1977.; ¥NRBS . BiEE., KK 8 £k,
1978.

4) #RBESN. BiEBE., 1978 % VII—20.



Vel 1 ) && & o, FHho] wol A 5, E B o= €45 XK
i8S KRSl AL ot & Aol o]d d Mk RAY 4l
[FEIEHART ] 23 MEMY MBEE(r=.8759)7t AY —HK3lL Y+ A[Ro=
Bol o KR 24 & EEARKS HEWS HAsS=Y ®ose. A
Q20 2% 7H3d @72 = AL [91EFER] 20T RBEEKA &
B RS Xl 2 LR £etohe Holoh, BE FIEF#] HMEE A B A
= EEM dsled ®miEd FEHRS 7T Bk EE(E&E, 19715 Kim, 1972
Donaldson and Nichols, 1976 Yol u] Zo] & w] Aol A [HIEEE | &
¥ HAS HEY e FEKE Rolx &3 Y+ HEE olvtE RMFREA
o HAER} AR Aoz BR=EG. &, Hithoz w553 MEEZ 3
v HHEEREGRE JE 2 e AL PEFHEo] wETE HET A A
EFEHS 2d5 dde A s e, AW JRiEAS BHE
HEGo) 354 K2 A 3 & F#hfEolet S 1w dodd o4k WAL AlE
sheb. olEd A Y HeAE Sl Vet RAY B EEC] WES Bme =
o] Fo 2 = A7 #80 S4ALE bk, BMEES Rle FEslv FIE
E oF 7HAL obg Al EFSEo] o ol BEMESEERRSH T I o R Mol =& 3
e ZHed A S X5 s 5 U= Aols.

FEERRFERIC B 5@ 7ol B —sHAl REIEHT SRR ¥kl ¥t
1oz AEMS YMHBEEES Rolx Ad. HA TIRERAY HFEL [HE
o] B, TBINAZE], [RE #iRe i F FEH HREEs FEMHo
o oh. THEEERT BLERER ] BB BEML oln LM HEI st &
Ha KEEGRS #E T 5 EFI( Blake, 1967; Lee and Cho, 1976; Weller,
1977)7ell A Fesrsl bl = o e, Ea ke HE, L #erm L,
MR K 5 e R BRECRC o & HEHREMY EEHE JdyI

E5) FRR. "AEBEHEE WHBEEH), TRDMHE 2 KR EIEE WE
o= " REHNER, Vol. |, ENFKS %M, 1971 : pp. 140
—183.; Mo-Im, Kim. “Age at Marriage And Fertility of Women in Three
Selected areas in Korea.” Dr.P. H. Dissertation, Johns Hopkins Univ.,1972.

; P. Donaldson and D. J. Nichols. “The Changing Tempo of Fertility in Korea.”
(mimeo.)



1974 4 T87bel2E ol A dal [HRAOSE] #ES wols iothe EfH
PARESH HEES S MBS WES . ael v EBE ki) Bl hiES &
Tol vl2& BEE 2 &9 Bkl we} gl vehdeh, Hompmal
T A Bk HEo] =& BRELEEF A A & fohkel st WEEHel 4
HEMME] T3 sH vebudn oy, BERE L Q& BRI AL HE
AR ko 2 Mk BBE nAE 9L 2y kg (Go
Idstein, 1972)7 chAl Rakol, LHEM 7 BAS @ 2 ohi MhBARAREH
WM MM 3t F& do] o Zohk onl = WA g, &
Bl uehel HABREA AL 25ek [ LR Lhe) KEKED o Eol bR
Eo] WAt o2 jERe) AL Y] o ol EMESS fAZ st o W
7 HEH 2fel PR HREE OB 9 opd AoE Suu,
Fiat ] MY M Y BEANE BRD 5 EEK S eu [REHEA
o] ZigArel ol Ml T [ ARG o 8 ki Z8atel R
Zgotel wAlo] YA HEHNO T AR HEBEE noln Yok 58 [H
BeatEl A 25l e R BRE Y B0 MBE (r = 2428)F »
Ol Utk ol L BUFEME BT oY RS SHT BOEA B
fimel dnhd 223 982 ok Y EAE kol s & ey F Y
£ Aolwt sk, Bk B FEABIEEEEAA ¥l A upoh o] L
MEBOKEES} R ekl & MR R 47 773 "KAP-GAP ol 2}
T RS EETAMY Taddo) M R EEKAES HIE A ERED
MK 22l AT MRS AIEE Hal A Eam whed (R D BRI 2
o AAEA S e ATFAE A 2H A FHEIEY mE fEe]

# 6) J.Blake “Reproductive Ideals and Educational Attainment among White

Americans, 1943 —1966." Population Studies, 21.; Hyo -Chai, Lee and Hyong
Cho. “Fertility and Women’s Labor Force Participation in Korea.” Occational
Monograph Series, No. 7,Smithsonian Institution, 1976.; Weller,R. “Wife’s
Employment and Accumulative Family Size in the United States, 1960 and
1970.” Demography14 (1, 1977).

7 ) Sidney, Goldstein. “The Influence of Labor force Participation and Education
on Fertility in Thailand.” Population Studies, Vol. XXVI, No. 3, 1972: pp.
419 —435.



W ol = BN ERER FERHE, EfIEXISRREY KB == BN
Bire 43 d+eA BEE7 B e g KEtsl ook & Ao, KufFFEAA v
bt [FKiREHE A0 2550 A3k ] ZE0T EBE K B EETAC
=< MHEHS 7HA 3 Qe AR o] W 2Eka = v, ERES KikETE
e ®PH Y KK E A AHMEY AT RAESY BZEAUdAA @
shu} EEIX|E wbd o2 el F& Aolgt sk, 2ol [HEFLH,
[HEBREHK] 2 [ATHRSEA 3 SRBAYS b] B+ RBEK
o dlste] HEM] b, 22l o]l E XY EEFS HMMEEMAK oz
s BET T+ . MR v & FEBS Belx ¥x dodidzt
© BEEE A WM BEEHS e 498 013 ERER LA Tag
ZA7 BY A Sl v 4 2 B BEHS JHHstT oS B Sl A
aEg WrE AMYE $5 ok o] AL —RHEETKE A EAE REM
A BEe Ao EAREY HdI, = iReE B3 EAE b F
¥3he B #ET( parametic statistics) MBS EEA A, HE o] R
FEoll Hhk=A] 28" 4 glojof ok AR 4 2 o] fFF FHoHE F gl o]
2 gk Bhkol A £ o RS EEN 2 HiE etk #AS R
RER U HRFCRE Gl APl AAE 5 e AolH.

BABHZEES o2 BHEKEIC 24 KK 8EAHRERS & B4itEE
FREE mETsl 2Ad, BIRE 3IEEK 257 KEnes FEKES A48
I Qleh, ol F 3EM bl [HH, M S HIRISAS BBl [P
&, 2ol o5 JRRBUAS S | B HEEEST v& A BA Bl 4
— R AR R AR B 7+t 4 ¥ 5 (social innovativeness) & ZRY 7HA dl
gl 5kl ® 4 ok FE( Rogers, 197100 o1 vy glLo] FEES .
o] AL o]m| Foll A ksl whel o] v E MHBIEIL Yoba A REKAE
BEHS Eed BRYE T+ g Aotk 23 Y B934 Fickke 23 X
i BRERES S | B Ao A vebd HEERA 1 AEMRE ]
« % FHHBIEAETE A KEE A ME P BE S e dEd o)

AX =Hedcoh: @ EA2 AEAFolgk Foll s Eof EHo] AFUA? @FAL

AEAY YT LD AR @ AL AZAYL 34 AT

i 8) Rogers, E.M. Innovation of Communication. The Free Press, 1971.

<



bl o & ATk, (EEMQl $el et Bahel A FISAEGSH FX
$ol dhsked KIRRIGL o) ok ¥ 4 9t HAMBHELI) ol Sl A2 ke
Fx)e) Bl ok, Sul Jebel A kb4 ZALst 1945 4F Ll ofFel mwu
gl ek sholebE FEEtElo) o BBREEEL AAl 6 BHE 1 BEEA £ Zsln
Sich. 2w A EEIEGISE Tl da FtEle] mEsl e Ade+ 9
+ Zoleh, | | D

2| Z7hA EABHER 19 850 o ohd BEEEGHE T4 o2 4
2 EEWS BEE ook, 2oy o] & BisiAEEIS Tl AhX 1 Q& Ak
PEREO 2, GEBERE P A F Qe B3 ARE DA °‘“’-‘?-£§HEEF§H
BIERS Ama Aol A Fel, AT RGO R EIHES F2E +E 9
. 2 olsh 2 AN WL MM B Aol BAD EAK
pasme BEEE 93 ADEOLKS Bl 2551 98¢ 2 + g
AEAZEOZ 2o [REEBIA of 3] 2o A& ) RO A 5
MEBEE(r=. 2428)% wol®, 2ohg [ATHEIRAHRER | cr_ 2180, 51
BRI (r=. 2156) [RIRIBAS ) (r=. 1853)IE0] o}

Lh.  SEEEHKC MBERE ;

B ATKHEN A BIER ’%%%ZE SEENE £A4MLCEE =+ K)shd k£ 19
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AR o H—3 AHE Bk EAEH = ¥ 19 7}—.—3] 11 187}
MatrICe = 53 ALE Jk#Eel A FET HBES Holx . KX Bl
Sle A v AOZHIZH 6 7ol 5 fE7F, shaiEned £ 5@ 7t
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Table V— 2. Zero —Order Correlation Coefficients of the Aggergate
Independent Variables in the Dependent Variable, Family
Planning Practice Behavior

No. of Correlation Significance

Variable Respondents Coefficients Level

Demographic Var.

1. Respondent’s Age 776 -0698 *
2. Age at Marrige 776 .0072 NS
3. Marital Duration 776 -0720 *
4.No. of Living Sons 776 . 0808 *
5.No. of Children Ever Born 776 . 0656 *
6. Experience of Induced Abortion 776 .1102 *kk

Socio— Economic Var.

7. Respondent’s Education 776 -0740 *

8. Working Experience before 776 — 0563 NS
Marriage

9. Husband’s Occupation 776 —. 0442 NS

10. Monthly Income 776 . 0453 NS

11. Place of Grow—up 776 —. 0494 NS

Family Planning Knowledge and
Attitude Var.

12. Desired No.of Children 776 —. 0547 . NS

13.Desired No.of Sons 776 —. 0629 *

14. Knowledge .about Family 776 -0051 NS
Planning Service Point

15. Awareness of Induced Abortion. 756 .0820 %
Clinic

16. Respondent’s Reaction to Induced 776 .0465 NS

Abortion in Future

Family Planning Communication Var.

17.Exposure to Newspaper and 776 .0695 *
Magazine

18. Exposure to T.V.and Radio 776 -0707 *

19. H— W Communication about No. 776 .0617 *

of Children after just Married

*p <.05 *¥* p <.01 *¥*x p <.001
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0698) MisHMAfd) (r=.0720), [BiFEBE L] (r=.0808), 22z T[4
FaHd (r=.0656) ZKEEol 5bHANE KA A FEMS Bo]L Yot.o]F
EHES 1 BHOE Ad KEA v Fo] £ o, MiBdend £F Hikoz
A EAY HETRY 9%E £ F Ao [ A £330 2. F, £FY &
ol wtet A2 38 £EANY Rl =< mige]l F4s =, o] REA =
< MAS TRAEMAE Xk &% HFREY s AVA A4 flzA i
ERmS B s ATERPHEREERC] ol do e Bttand e
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S A e el 7] | QA o e A o T gy KKEE KK
o Aol 5L el F e o] T2 A4L LI KRR KEX
etel Hplrgel AHERRRA A Fold F A= Aol

[HRBAY HEKE ZFOT MABEERZA & EBERS it s
AEY HBEES 39 54 X, EAEMEA < ELFIRILHERGRR
A AR HBSKE(r=.0740) & Jehi = glo. ol MAY TR &
BiEtge] XY Hine 22 A5 S5 ¥ F ek o e
H, EAKEA AL [EAY HERE Y G+ Mz oz #ige] 3§
2 Xehd, £ B 24 BAS XA EEKEA A = £HY #
Hk#Eo] o 255 1 £M$ Bk, HEEME BAL #F
K#Eo]l w2 KH MEKE N A DFREERE Het e Eikel ot

EARK HEAMRYK 7o Bk = A2 KIRFBEARER 3MEY A
Eolth. ol R+ MARMIKEAA 3] (et e FEMES Boln g
A @kt EARHEA FAL BETRA v 3= 2L ARSI Kol
A ERR . o)9 o] KNI REETBIAREMKEES] HAKEEA A HEfhs}
= BEX o BERsd e v v KREMRS DRI EHNY SiwisaEe %
#lol 7l gehe Katz (19572 B#s dAska et o] Wiol 92w X

 9) Katz,E. “The Two Step Flow of Communication; An Up-to-Date Report on
the Hypothesis.” Public Opinion Quarterly, 1957.
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HE Eobd, 2 £FRY o= Kk SHhisEEe REje] s A £l
L ageho] 97 ol Fol HEALBUKEEA AL REBE R A3 MBI A
Jebd o2 s gk ' :

C}. BHEZHC| HEBIHEEREE
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[T S % (r=" 0728) , To] sl U & EBhel ol & FLAER(r = . 0641)
g m [tk ADS) ARt |28 (r = . 0593) o b, o714 &EHK
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Table V — 3. Zero—Order Correlation Coefficients of the Global Variab-
les in the Dependent Variable, Family Planning Practice
Behavior )

No. of Correlation - Significance

Variable Respondents Coefficients Level

Contact with Gov’t Structure Var.

1.Distance Index Village to 776 . 0741 *
Organizations

Education Var.

2.Education Level of Adult,Male 776 —. 0057 NS
3.Education Level of Adult, Female 776 . 0551 NS
4.Proportion of High School 776 —. 0016 NS
Attendance, Male
5.Proportion of Middle School 776 . 0593 *
Attendance, Female :
6.Distance Index, Village to School 776 . .. 0085 NS
Transportation & CommunicationVar.
7.Distance Index, Village to 776 . 0423 NS
Transportation and Communication
Facilities .
8.Proportion of Radio Ownership 734 . 0903 *k
9.Proportion of T.V.Ownership 776 . 0937 *%
10.Proportion of Newspaper Owner- 776 . 0728 *
ship

Health and Family Planning Var.

11.Distance Index, Village to 776 . 0734 *
Health & EP Service Facilities
12. Village Leader’s Opinion 776 . 0299 NS

toward Family Planning

Agricultural Development Var.

13.Utilization of Electronic Tools 776 . 0411 NS
14. Proportion of Cultivating Own 776 —. 0118 NS
Farm
15. Average Size of Farm 776 —. 0352 NS
Non - Agricultural Development Var.
16.Proprtion of Village Comuters 776 . 0017 NS
17.Proportion of Farmer 776 —..0016 NS
18 Proportion of Roof Improvement 776 . 0240 NS

-_85_



Table V — 3. (continued)
Social Participation Var.

19.Rank QOrder in “New Village 776 . 0370 NS
Movement ”
20.Rank Order in Mother’s Club 776 .0641 *
Activity
Population Var.
21.Population Size 776 —. 0538 NS
22.Proportion ~ 587 . 0494 NS
* P <. 05 Tex P <. 0]

ARBZHC A ® By BRE T 9o KRS BB EAL AT A
duch KA T SHERY HR AA HENoD FAUKE EH F
AB o gl o ol Huktavkieel A BSIEMS) EE o dehdls s
g TS () 4 BURHBISHS] Bk IS} of Bof [l A (REEIE
G 0 REE ] 2 RS TRV RUREET A0 HRT AR
T wolT Y2, B Fol o RIEE BT RS WA A £ 2 Fub
of AR, F. BAFEHMA Fol vheh BERRIERS BRI 7B
N3 HHARS 971 A E BEAA BRI B A7 e
3 AL o F BEIS LB ol BAFALBBTERC KKHBERL iF
A MBS 2 Aolth. mBEEM N £ MOl MM A A 7S
A 2R AR 84 Qon wekd SEAY MEFAN FE K
®ol A siohe RV Aoh AZRS 4B E S MBHRN KKEHEA
o fEE A A BIEREES BALA Y + 9ebe Ravenholt
(1974)%) (F3+ A Seb ol A Sl B
SRS LRI BB AR BENT 145

w SEMES MRS dehl P b B el 297 2ol

Hffgeos & ZHe EEHS Y 5 dths oloprl& delA F

ar e re

ok
5

§E10) Rogers,E. M. Strategies for Family Planning Communication. Free Press,

1973 pp. 262 —264.
11) Ravenholt R.T.and John Chao. “Availability of Family planning Services :

The Rey to Rapid Fertility Reduction.” Family Planning Perspertives , Vol .
6, No.4 (Fall 1974): pp. 217—223.
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#12) Rogers,E. M. Communication of Innovations . Free Press, 1971, pp.18 —22.
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WA HE AR (partial correlation coefficient)®] kel o8l JHAHI O 2
oA Al REHINE v Ad A [REBREE) LAt 7.2 =24
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Table V- 4. Variance Explained by Individual - Level Variables in Step-
wise Regression Analysis

. Adjusted Adjusted
Variables; R? ) R2 R2 ]Change F - Level, i

1.No. of Living Sons .0720 .0720 .0720 30.467

2. Knowledge about Family .1029 .1007 .0287 22.482
Planning Serivce Point

3. Working Experience before L1118 .1073 .0066 16.412
Marriage

4. Experience of Induced .1210 .1142 .0069 13.427
Abortion

5.Respondent’s Reaction to .1281 .1191 .0049 11.426
Induced Abortion in Future

6.Desired No. of Children .1330 .1218 .0027 9917

7.Exposure to T.V.and Radio .1384 .1250 .0032 8.883

8. Awareness of Induced .1418 .1263 -0013 7.973
Abortion Clinic

9.Desired No. of Sons .1464 .1287 .0024 7.339

10. Exposure to Newspaper and .1490 .1291 .0004 6.724
Magazine

11. Monthly Income .1501 .1280 -.0011 6.150

12. Husband’s Occupation .1511 .1267 -.0013 5.666

13. Marital Duration .1519 .1253 -.0014 5.250

14.Place of Grow- up .1526 .1237 -.0016 4.886

15.Respondent’s Education .1530 01218 -.0019 4.565

16. Age at Marriage _ .1533 .1198 -.0020 4.279

AES ZRE F53H Yo 81000 AES 35l b, 71 Llig [4515
Al BB 5G], TA TR RER . [ A TiERP Mol o & Eml, (72
FREIE #FEHS RRFEEE 294 E Kifol o).

ol FA sted EAFMZR k7t HBEHC dstd A stx & i
N2+ M 12QET Rep. RV — 4ol A vhebd vpo} o] #4419 S g
Bop 16 R Hrlo] EARER BAL s 16 6 M EKLIAS 3 HE
EHe MR 7HEE A A 2 S80S Gehd R A ukx Y o] 5 3 2ol
A BTl s5itsl o] BBy = HEE A7) = 2ol o,



L. #EEHS SAKRRI

B 2B REBERA AT HWNE JE = RERK sHEdl B
Ko 2 EEEHO AT HAEBRIE/BRE 29 KV - 59 2.

4k 19 @S] £EEHTAA A 2 HAZES b T Sle BBE
MNhEmAY Fiploead K26 HAES FEsHL 3o, 295 KH=A
[FiEETE 4o 255 A mak), [ATERPEEER], (RO ARA
ZHES AR HAZEC] FF5std 24 KEoHAE BES B

Table V- 5. Variance Explained by Aggregate - Level Variables in St -
epwise Regression Analysis

Adjusted Adjusted F-

Variables R? R2 R? Change Level
1. Respondent’s Age .0257 .0257 .0257 10.354
2.Knowledge about Family .0417 .0393 .0136 8526
Planning Service Point
3.Experience of Induced Abortion.0518 .0470 .0077 7.119
4. Monthly Income .0582 .0509 .0039 6.025
5 H-W Comm. about No. of .0617 .0520 .0011 6.116
Children after just Married
6. Marital Duration .0695 .0575 .0055 4830
7.No. of Living Sons .0741 .0597 .0022 4424
8 Husband’s Occupation .0763 .0596 -0001 3983
9. Age at Marriage .0779 .0588 -0008 3614
10.Place of Grow - up .0794 .0579 -0009 3313
11.Respondent’s Reaction to .0809 .0570 -0009 3.065
Induced Aborion Clinic
12. Awareness of Induced .0838 .0575 .0005 2910
Abortion. Clinic
13. Desired No.of Sons .0863 .0576 .0001 2.769
14.Desired No. of Children .0915 .0605 .0029 2.732
15. Respondent’s Education .0928 .0594 -0011 2582
16. Exposure to Newspaper and ..0931 .0572 -0022 2425
Magazine
17. Working Experience .0935 .0552 -0020 2.288
18.No. of Children Ever Born .0938 .0529 -0023 2.163
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Table V- 6. Variance Explained by Global Variables in Stepwise Regre-
ssion Analysis

Adjusted Adjusted F-

Variables, ' RZ " Re R2 Change Level
1. Distance Index, Village to Heal-- .0211 .0211 -.0211 . 8454
th & F.P. Service Facilities . :
2 Population Size .0361  .0337 0126 7.347
3.Proportion of T.V. Ownershlp .0507  .0459  .0122 6.959
4.Rank Order in Mother’s Club ,064'4. .0579 0113 6.716
Activity ,
5.Distance Index, Village to Tran- .0692 .0596 .0024 5.788
sport. & Comm. Facilities :
6.Proprtion of Radio Ownership .0735 .0615 .0019 5.127
7.Proportion of In- migration .0775 .0632 .0017 4.645
8. Education Level of Adult, .0811 .0645 .0013 4.256
" Female :
9. Distance Index, Village to School .0828  .0638  -0007 3.863
10. Proportion of Village Comuters .0845 .0631 0007 3.543
11.Village Leader’s Opinion toward. (0860 .0622 -.0009 3.277
Family Planning ‘
12.Distance Index, Village to 0879  .0617 -.0005 3.069
Government Organization
13.Proportion of Newspaper .0890  .0604 -0013 2.864
Ownership
14.Proportion of Cultivating Own 0904 .0594 -0010 2.699
Farm
15.Proportion of Middle School  .0917  .0584  -0010 2,549
Attendance , Female
16. Average Size of Farm .0925 .0566 -0018 2.407
17.Proportion of High School .0926  .0542 -0024 2.263
Attendance )
18. Utilization of Electronic Tools .0926  .0517 -.0025 2.132

EHO 7hel A A (D)REBERE Sistes BE. (2)8REKS BEm H
e 2l I (3)AFN A & 57 vl SIS L BERY ¢ Yt EHEL D
H st AR A = %ﬁ"@ﬁ‘]ii A% 11#, EEH 1248 2213 B
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AR 11 HEA R 34EEKS ERsH .

ol W A BT MM EHE HIRT A& 4 RMUEKMEY =L
MBI TS BEfsle BRAERC A £ H#R# (multicollinearity effect )
o o g RIEAE BEsks g Relek (Althauser, 1971)7 = wbok oy
ZYAHER MKl =& A+ RBEWE HPstcd 275 o= & £
stoezs REE 5 U7 A Foll B2 EHE REL LB gl ol = #R
o2 BIEKS EHE FAslead EFNE] 8 E =28 + A+ F
RE 7Hx 3 A& Aol

W M EEHE BREOROTe R MET #Re RV — T3 2. 34189
ALZEHIHEE BB HANE deEl A AL R FESL A &
ot Bigo R Rl FHud REELS K 165AEE #HASE k. 713 =
A Z&d FET v BRE [RESE 40 255 A3 Ml 2=
R*e= . 673 & vebdc. B2 HPAL R FE5L &= £KS BH
€ et BAE M-S 5 HEENUT MABHEREA WHAZE/EH K13
HAEE FAGT Yok, o] AL vk o2 AL RKFHEITRA ZES T
£ BABHER EEMS & Jepd F3 904 sl ol & B KK
EHEl A v 25 o3 mERIERC] ol [HRESRE, [ AT IR F#EER
[HEIERT SRERER] 2l [REshs FLo8d Sol=h

actSoll AE = BHEA 28 HAKE5E/T M1 E BEE #
W HANE FHE ol o] & B+ BT REEKEA Bt Red A4
Kt E4 ] £ w A7) o BEEEES, [ #RAE 2 FRADS 27 |, [ 9
EERE], 22l o4 EHHS FMIAMIEKS ol o £H S R
K3l KX HUAS o tBHEE el 553 Ao] 43| EAT.

AR RO MR A2 RS HE-iat #5RE vd,
ABHEKS RPEF5ES & BHRe Jehl 3 gl v Fo] 20 HAHL
2 AN HETA mlile 28HS HASFEEECT gkt 2kE Ky
o s Ao KMo, o) AL dA HBHLAENS BRESLZA EA

#E13) Althauser, P. Robert. “Multicollinearity and Non- Additive Regression Models.”
in H. M. Blalock (ed).,Causal Models in the Social Science, Mamillan Co.,
1971: pp. 453 —472.




Table V- 7 Variance Explained by Individual

Variables in Stepwise Regression Analysis

and Community - Level

Variables var- re AR Tl
1. Knowledge about Family Plan- Ind .0673 .0673 38.744
ning Service Point
2.No.of Living Sons Ind .1092 .1075 32.866
3.Experience of Induced Abortion Ind .1209 L1176 24.530
4. Working Experience before Ind .1321 .1272 20.319
Marriage ‘
5.Desired No.of Children Ind .1403 .1339 17.397
6.Distance Index, Village to Health Glob.- .1484 .1404 15.450
& F. P.Service Facilities
7.Population Size Glob .1562 .1467 14.046
8. Proportion of T.V. Ownership Glob .1612 .1501 12.729
9.Rank Order in Mother’s Club Glob .1666 .1540 11.746
Activity
10. Monthly Income Agg .1690% .1549 10.738
11.Experience of Induced Abortion Agg  .1719 1562 9.943
12.No. of Living Children Ind .1746 1573 9.274
13.Desired No.of Sons Ind L1770 .1585 8.687
14. Proportion of Radio Ownership Glob .1788 .1584 8.150
15. Exposure to T. V.and Radio Ind .1804 .1585 7.675
16. Knowledge about Induced Ind .1820 .1585 7.257
Abortion Clinic
17. Knowledge about Induced Agg .1834 .1583 6.882
Abortion Clinic
18. Knowledge about Family Agg .1850 .1584 6.557
.Planning Service Point
19.Desired No. of Sons Agg .1863 .1581 6.254
20.No. of Children Agg L1877 .1580 5.984
21.Respont’s Reaction to Induced Ind .1888 .1575 5.728
Abortion in Future
22.H-W Comm.about No.of Child- Agg .1892 .1563 5471
ren after just Married
23.Exposure to T.V.and Radio Agg .1896 .15651 5.239
24.No. of Living Sons Agg .1898 .1536 5018



Table V — T (contintied)

25.Exposure to Ne wspaper & Agg .1900 e .1522 4814
Magazine ’ = o o

26. Proportion of In- migration Glob ©.1902 ©1508 4624

27.Respondent’s Education Agg .1903 ' .1492 4.448

28 Distance Index, Village to Gov- Glob 1904 1477 4.282
ernment Organization ) o ’ ' '

29. Proportion of Newspaper Glob 1904 SU1460 0 4128
Ownership. Y

30.Education Level of Adult, Female Glob  .1904° 1443 = 3.983

31. Respondent’s Age Agg ‘.19054 .1427° 3848

32.Proportion of Middle School  Glob  .1905 1410 3721

Attendance, Female \

Aot 0 42 RS Htk] XELE ¢ dohe K 237 Zaa
9¢e wolEoh. ol AL 2l et WHIE WA ABEHNT A
43473 Hong (1976) 3 Lee (1977) & BIF#ERe} v £ stoke Hol A ookl
RIS o

of. REHEERER BHD

8 158 SHTHIA 4 B0Tuket 2ol SR EE LA ABHA
EABHES ¥ HERSTEC EREH T+ 28 o3 WELHI
fBAS RpEatBE Winme 3Ae A3 Ao dads. D24 &
ATl 4 = RIEHBIFRAROT BABIER 2 WS AR 2e B
ZHl BNSh o = BES ZBS 3en e MiEstd wh.

RV - 8L 134 (5 BINS ZMS 30O HKHBFLERE 4T 7
f8) ZHE BEERF 2 IS Rl th. SAZHL BT w3t
LR A Fe KA U AAEE e 2 Aok, HAR RIS
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Table V- 8. Variance Explained by Individual - Level, Community - Le-
vel and Program Variables in Stepwise Regression Anal -

ysis
Variables ¥Sr' R2 Ad]lészted LI;I_eI
1.Ever Visit to EP Serice Point Prog. .1823 .1823 119.751
Getting FP Information
2.Knowledge About EP Service Point Ind. .2007 .1992 67.275
3.No. of Living Sons Ind. .2153 .2124 48.933
4.Ever Attend Mother’s Club Prog. .2226 .2182 38.234
Meeting When EPR Discussed :
5. Working Experience before Ind. .2289 2231 31.648
Marriage
6.Distance Index, Village to Glob. .2338 .2266 27.051
Government Organization
7.Population Size Glob. .2362 .2276 23.463
8 Proportion of TV. Ownership Glob. .2391 .2291 20.812
9.Rank Oder in Mother’s Club Glob. .2424 .2310 18810
Activity
10.Desired No.of Children Ind. .2454 .2326 17.175
11.Exposure to TV.and Radio Ind. .2488 .2346 15.870
12.Ever Contact with a EP. Worker Prog. .2507 .2350 14.663
13. Menthly Incame Agg. .2525 .2355 13.639
14. Proportion of Radio Ownership Glob. .2550 .2365 12.808
15.Experience of Induced Abortion Agg. .2563 .2365 12.017
16.Desired No.of Sons Ind. .2574 .2361 11.309
17.No. of Living Children Agg. .2585 .2357 10.686
18.H- WComm. about No. of Childr- Agg. .2610 .2369 10.202
en .after just Married
19.No.of Living Sons Agg. .2623 .2368 9.713
20.Experience of Induced Abortion Ind. .2631 .2361 9.247
21.Distance Index, Village to Health Glob. .2636 .2352 8.814
& FP. Service Facilities
22.Knowledge about Induced Agg. .2641 .2342 8.419
Abortion Clinic
23.Respondent’s Age Agg. .2645 .2332 8.052
24. Desired No.of Sons Agg. .2648 .2319 7.714



Table V—8. (continued)

25.Knowledge about F.P.Service Agg. .2653 .2310 7.408
Point

26. Respondent’s Education Agg. . 2656 . 2208 7.121

27.Proportion of In — migration Glob. .2661 . 29288 6.862

28 Exposure to Newspaper & Agg. .2665 L2277 6.618
Magazine

29.Exposure to T.V.and Radio Agg. .2668 .2265 6.388

30.Knowledge about Induced Ind. L2671 .2253 6.172
Abortion Clinic

31.Respondent’s Reaction to Induced Ind. .2675 .2242 5971
Abortion in Future

32. Respondent’s Age Ind. .2677 .2230 5.779

33. Proprtion of Middle School Glob. .2677 .2214 5.595
Attendance, Female :

34. Distance Index, Village to Glob. .2678 .2200 . 5.423
Transport and Comm. Facilities h
35. Proportion of Newspaper Glob. .2679 .2185 5.259

Ownership
36.No. of Living Children Ind. .2679 .2269  5.103

% LSHAERRES HMHE F5sha et 3 Rkt BEREY T
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< REERHE HPste FMURHS RUL T 12X EEES ek
A2 & F s, 2EE A #RAE EdE ScdshAd, &
SEHE A FATNEALE Bob EARMERT B REH R XS
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e, REFBFEEN = BAREEY A2 st 2BAEHIE debd
€ BB Knstd o 2 HPLES F55t2 A5 AHE T A o
ool MARHEY ¥ MBHSBALHKIT &£& MM 2 EAS HET
#ol RS gl Rtel A, REBERE o+ KEFBIEXELEKS #HFS ol
s = Ao v Fo] £ o, FKFHBIFERLHM: ENEH A HElo
g & Ao & 5 3.

Hh. EEBEEHS =S HEARE (Multiple Correlation Coefficient) 2| H &

A g7 BRGERA o3 HBRKE FHEd FRUBRKAE MUK
el HAS S AR AES Boke, o&e s 2 A 26 wet 2
R¥e] BEEES dotusteh. o fidlAY MELERS A= KRR I
VERY BEEHS AN B33 5= A, 2 v MESERKY #
87< wElg e, FMURECT EHeE Gell = FHEL S &t =
Kigstet, 2 A 2| F7b2 EAS B TEES To #Es HEkEs
7l Aste EZAEBEMAKE HESIAS. 5, EAREREY, HBdSRHERE
22 3 KERABIEERYOL K& HREHE FHMste S 4 MBkE &t
5oetgch. ela A HMETA A REHETAS XEeEe Aoz ]
E 2E B¥E tFEoE RARAERA B3 el = HARKE Rk
of BHEsI . KV — 9= olaldt FEA HRE Uebdl Ao,

A EAREERATE veEbd = ESAEBAE - 3569 24 K34 E
o ZES HMST Yot T MBHLSHHERE . 1918 o EZMEBARK
T 29 K 49 EY FPKES Vet o 24 EARTERKE o I U
veba glet. o] oh o] FEMARME (MAMSHAY ¥ MRt EHER)
o] BEYE WPt MAETHIL AEE wol BAS HEN ¥ KK EIT
Boll ES T AWt HEBHELKERY o BASHERKAT of EES
e HET Ao,

BAKRHEA Y FERABEFEEY LT T BUHERE o ELHEE AN}
A w2  MILEA 20 AAEY KBS Mt Aok, RKEBIFEE

e FHUe] o e ol BHZRKEASEERSL AR AL O R

g FEL fel el ZEFBIEEY FEols B o x| o HEHSI o).
oAl "k fElvel REEHEIEERS 1962 4F Dk WU BURMBY X




Table V- 9. Multiple Correlation Coefficient and Fraction of
ExplainedVariance by. Individual — Level, Community — Level
and Program Variables

. Multiple Adju_sted
Adjusted . Multiple
Variables 2 Rz correlation o, e1ation
Coefficient Coefficient
1.Individual - Level Variables .1388 .1274 .3726 . 3569
Only
2. Community - Level Variables .0758 .0368 .2752 : 1918
Only
3.Program Variables Only .1967 .1946 .4435 L4411
4.Individual - Level Variables .2296 .2163 .4791 .4650
and Program Variables
Together
5.Community - Level Variables .2356 .1987 .4854 .4457
and Program Variables
Together
6.Indidual - Level, Community - .2679 .2154 .5176 .4641
Level and Program Variables
Together

oz FfTHolgr] & Fol A =t RES BHRKEN 2 Aolgel B
Fr=z2a9 o] Fx4 #HElx) FEHE FA60E 222 5. T
HENEHEA Y REZA FEFEFEZ K- BASREE S tigtt 2%
atol ol A BE/rRIQL #8EE (Intervening function) & BolZ = % 5hoh. &
V=94 HWSIL Y+ vkl o] MMARHERIE 7H2 = $#AS (R?=
C1274)0) REFEFELHCL i A n2q da 7hA 2 0wl EARHER
o AREERKRET A4 Fr. o] HAL HBHSBEHAKIAAE Z
Al ekt leb. o] o o] TR difflel 839 Ut AR =2 Wi
of FEHO HAS FibE & & Ado] Roli gl ¥ Fo HENEKS #
gEo] ol ¢ EEIS HI &+

o2 Aol A HMASKEN . MBHAER 121 KikHElEE
285 BREAFER 93 ELHBRKE FET R . 4641 24 1922
HA B L& HUSIL e}, o] 2 nFo] & o, XEHY ESMAEEK
E RREHBIEETHOL AL 50, ohgo] MABSMEN 12w HIRHSH
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BVE RERel AT K
(Findings & Conclusion)

Aptee B AL HETR ¥ KK EXREKTAT BAd £ =
© it BElRAES 24 Mol v REEY it XRLE 4E F e
7hA obel MU AR EEWS MAREELK i, BT Aol

Kool A AT MAIEBEA Y EAREREE BAS —iie i
= RET 7 v ADEN, HBFFN, 7t RKEFFRBE F LEHE
NAES 7122 sl BRSNS o5 EtMFERKs £8Y9
Ve = EARES Mt el #ERe i veh & RELKE X2
shed ENEFA . BRI & EARHEA = RIEFHEIEXREKS EAA
o REBEEAKEAE BAY KEKIBKETAS HETAE Fistd AN
ok, 22l sk REEEKC AT REERES HWEHE A2 A BEES
= ¥otRI 2 S

SRS aoks] B oo 2o,

1) BISAHBAEE RREES A EASMERKE HBHAEK GEAKH%S R
BER) 2o @ AEEME Belx o ¢ AARMARY 19MEsEd 8 1fH
EHUF HathIe g 5 A E k¥ A RS Rolx k. 53], MBI}
T A¥e [ATERPHEER 2 (BESRE], TFEHAE Adu2 5
el & mEk] Selek. Kifnel KK EEARES = AEMS Re]x] 42
=t

RAKH 19E/Ee 11MHS] ZH 53 A E K4 #EtHWe=R &
B Holx glov BIMMBAKE ¥ ol MARMLK R I Holzlo
oha, 22 fEe] BRERAH ] AT BWAARBEE FEAA S THEEHT 5HAE
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Kitko] 4 BED HEES wol v} o5 ZM 4 EABHRL S FHEES @
o

2) BAKHERT it g Ege o REKE #HMsled R* 9
Zro]l ot BREEYRSHT A EAREHEREE b2 B Ry = s G R S
EBol 2o, HAZBUI HEEKE HAstE = 1290 EqQd K3
o HURH SRS RSl AR E a2 52 KEAA &K 6034 E
a3 BREAHE 94 vxg 63AE BEolt. £ o RNz £KE
RS HALS & Bt £ o MR B BES F551 de EH
B BEABMEEKS. (EV-T8H). ofF B+ [REHE Aodv£
Froll g k|, [EHEBREK, [TATERPERER ], [EIER SRR
el [HEFLE]SolH # 134 AEY 2ES F58lx Ao 28}
M A AR Q] BRIBAK Y EAE S HPALRY F5Es ##Hs.

3) BAY REFHBIEETAS XA U+ = BMASEEET #
B EK e o metd - BESRESTR R A Jehd (EEE R o
NS LA St BMABEENO B SBHEKY) EEHS £ o M@
AFHER = N 1334 EY ZRES Hlstn 3l & sl st S/FHZE
B 23 45 E BEY FHH L Ax] ¢, o] HRE Fstd HEAY
RIRETBIHEETA S Xidl+ 2+ BASHEEOL Bt S8 2He o
o BEGE RN T, o] #HEx= olr] YA ¥ A v Y& HEEHEEE
RMREE 2] 2 BREEYFE ST A vebd SEASHERS 2E8HS AUA 5
= Y

4) RIRETEFEEH = A KK BERT A 713 g 8 HE
23 deb: REEBEIEELHE I e s BRI oL $A4 &
A BREEIES T A BAY REFTEIEREA 713 &S oA JEE
= RKEBIEELHC [RIKETE] Aol v & BHrshfeJol ch(R?=. 1823) .
g 22 EAASFHER WX iRt SSHERE O HBEKE ®sA #HHG)
I = RREBFELH = BAY REETEIEE fdmed 8-S 71X
3 e} A, ABES it R vl S £ o ALY HETAE BAA
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o] B3l A& BuRel st XEMIQ EES Yo REE VAESHA X3}
Rk, ol gl (Rael Astel 4319 Bi 5B oln Hong (1976)3 Lee
9T Figkol A= Hal 2l u} Aol 2l hbol AolA o RikatBIEERS
@ty A3 Tk B SR BEFENCE KEY B9 FKREHEE
¥ WA A e BERN FEol o LESE RBFEY 5 YA,

2¥ 1) Sa-Won, Hong op. cit., 1976.
2) Sea-Baick, Lee. op. cst., 1977.
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