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Table 1. Comparison of Current Practicing Rates of Family Planning by Contraceptive Method
Before and After Field Warker’s Home Visits

Home Visits

Contraceptive Method

Before After Difference

Loop 21% 24% 3%
Oral Pill 10 14 4

, Condom ’ 5 7 2
Sterilization 3 4 1
Others 8 8 0
Current Users (Sub-total) . 47 57 +10
Discontinuers 16 } 47 —10
Non-users . i 37
Total 100(1, 238) 100(1, 238) 0

oA & 1973 2l vhel B 15~k AEEBAY Kikstdl BBER 34%® 20} 13%71 &
L FFolH, 53 F9=o BEBXRE 197349 2EBHKE 10%2 270 11% 5] =2 A
o2 44T Aol E Bolx 3l '

=3 BeFo AMNEe BRI L TR AEHS RO 19745 38 BE REHHRR
K0 35% B $£9xo 11%uch 22 12%9 10%7 £& $F0| o

8) [REEHE, mEg, WiRE, fFAWE p. 135, & 3-3L
9) L&®E, RE.
10) &5 S 6A, FKEHE LRoH, ~EHEE. 1R PHERE, KKEIBIFER, 1975, p. 30.
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Figure 1. Comparison of Current Practicing Rates of Family Planning
by Contraceptive Method between All Rural Areas and Boeun
-gun in Korea.
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Table 2. Comparison of Family Planning Practicing Rates in Selected Foreign Countries and

o, ‘“

Korea
Foreign (1970)% Korea
England . U.S.A. g)?l?llg:; Rural Area** Boeun-gun
and Wales (1973) (1973) (1974)
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
1. Not Fecund 7 8 11 , 11 11
2. Pregnant, Wanted Children
and Planning Pregnancy 14 16 32 32 32
3. Total Women at Risk i
of Pregnancy 79 76 57 57 57
Loop 4 5 8 10 24
Oral Pill 19 25 8 9 14
Condom 24 7 7
Sterilization 4 5 4
Others 23 18 9 8
Users of Contraception 74 65 36 34 57
No Contraception 5 11 21 23 0

* Elise F. Jones, “Family Planning and Fertility: U.S. and U.K. Compared®, Family Planning

Perspective, Vol. 6, No. 4, Spring 1974, p. 124.
** Kun Yong Song and Seung Hyun Han, 1973 National Family Plenning end Fertility Survey,
Comprehensive Report, Korean Institute for Family Planning, December 1973, p. 135.
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Table 8. Comparison of Current Practicing Rates of Family Planning by Age Group Before and
After Field Worker's Home Visits

Home Visits

Age Group , Number of Women

Before After Difference
15—24 100% (165) 10% 24% _ 14%
25—29 100 (213) ’ 27 37 10
30—34 100 (270) ’ 52 64 12
35—39 100 (306) 66 75
40—44 100 (284) 57 64
All Ages 100(1, 238) 47 57 10

RS 1yl 25 3B~39% FHEC] EERESH L« 66%, HEELKAE 5% 713 &
kI, 15~243% A EL IEHLFC] 10%, ©] F7F 24%=2 713 kel

BAY REHE HEXe EEREAA $3, BEBEIA & A Jdote @ BB
R B og WEERAA el A o

R, &1, FDBY o Frt el \

% ?—1 Aol A 19739 HE9 EBK#EL 35~39ﬁ*°ﬂ*1 47%, 15~243%ANA 13%°]9 o]+
MBS BEEAKES ol 23t 47 28% 9 11%7F F& &I (E 2 B2F).

& FAY o FA A E 35~39% FEEY %’k’ﬁ'ﬁé#%' E&%O] 50% -l %o}v%, 15~
24559 EMBAAE 10% FE E3g Aol

1) GEs, WEE, WAE. p. 135.

12) %% / 6A, HIBE. p. 33. ‘ ) )

13) ZHE, HER, GBS R NS KEHN ¥ BREEHEE, LAEEs, FEHPRRE 1074 12,
p. 38.

—_70 —



AL

80 Boeun Area in [974 after Field Workers’ Home Visits
75
701 Boeun Area in 1974 before \64
Field Workers’ Home Visits eeT. .
601 T
- 57
; AT
- 401 3/ i o
; ) . \
301 o i \
24 2//_, 30 \
20k //,-‘; 24 All Rural Areas in 1973
|3/_/,"'
\or 10
0 . ‘ 1 : ; J(Age)
15-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44

Figure 2. Comparison of Current Practicing Rates of Family Planning
by Age Group between All Rural Areas and Boeun-gun in
Korea

ColEA FE BBXE Gk #Emd =t ERsE 43¢ delya glend o Age
AZHQ Holed FEE# B AFELLe BES Jnste Aol

MBI A AL o2 FHFIBERS REEHM ale) A A} BWHEBEY Filo
st wl2E e e dqlolgdnh. dE¥EE Byl 15~24%4 AR B 14%9 A ¢
F7hF 9Pz, ohee 30~34% 12%, 25~29%< 10% TE°lgith.

)R 2Eqd] AEFEY EEME BT oz AIH BEEKO o FHAH @&
EgEe d43 718 ¢ YL Judth ol F AL £MHE BAY WA HEE
£z=" Aoloh .

o iR FAC EAEEC] 2EdgcE A4 ASIeAE BA A BELIES] B3]
A wsA vl 2] MAEE RBRE 29% LTS FEBFINA 30% nlutez we 454 3
e Aoz=E yESE Ao 1P

oA w4 2R e FERE T KBl L HEM ERS BMMEK ZFo] sixd
O] B BE EBHHES REHM o3 ByERiEH ) BURERe I3 T4
2 4 Jdobe WEE BUSHE Aold BAd KD Fo] 20%LUTY BAA HEE F MM
%] BLes AHF BHEANAS DA Aol

14) ASI Market Research Inc. (Korea), op. cit., p. 77.
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Table 4. Percent Distribution of Reasons for Non-used Contraception by Age Group
after Home Visits

Reasons for Non-used Contraception

Age Group W . .
anted more Children Lactation, Postpartum
and Planning Pregnancy Pregnant amenorrhea and Not Fecund Others  Total
15—24 31% 20% 21% 4% 76%
25—29 21 16 20 6 63
30—34 13 7 14 2 36
35—39 5 3 12 5 25
40—44 i 3 — 32 1 36
All Ages 13 8 20 2 43
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SEAR (19744 9~11A) A 1E KKBERS KESM 2ot FREtE EREL A
8 FrhEch 538 A 1A shiel oSk BHES delEel Al 71.5%= HF wsk+h
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Table 5. New Family Planning Acceptors after Field Worker's Home Visits by Family Planning
Status before Home Visits and Number of Home Visits

Family Planning Status before Home Visits

Number of Visits

Current Users* Disccntinuers Non-Users Total
1 Time 86.3% 71.8% 58.0% 71.5%
2 Times 9.6 13.4 18.5 14.0
3 Times 4.1 14.9 23.4 14.5
Total 100.0(73) 100.0(67) 100.0(81) 100.0(221)

* Current Users, but wanting change of contraceptive methods before home visits.
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16) E#RE, (AHEr)

17) £55 4 6A, ¥iHWEB, p. 24.

18) BEEE S 3A, FiEE, p. 19.

19) ASI Market Research Inc. (Korea), op. cit., p. 77.



19745 S veh KIRABERS] FlF FHT 20~245%A 45% 5 S5t I, °lF KR
wAel sl-olm 7k ERS BEEL 72 38%4 Hi gle Ao

o] AL WMEMY ASolE B AT FEIHEAS 254 AFT 7137 sl &
Aol gskete AE S ofee RAAA st Aol=

6. EH 2 & H

19744 5~67 717kl B |MEM 2R 1/102 1,782%K 09 15~445% REMBHEA 1, 2384
€+ HRoZ G FKHMER EMAES 44 oot o] WAL =t REHEHER] BER
HE BANE BRIE ERAYL, AmA A A= KEFHM A 1E, 3EAM) ]
I 2 B - E KEEE ER 2ty EEA

e B-H REFEERS KEFMA AT Kikits HEEE #LE EHT Aol

1) HWER AEHGUN) EWBERN BEERRERS 15~ FRERAY U%JT BAY
KMol <3 3EAM BUN IR o] che] BEBRL 10% Ade] LRI webd K
WatE RBEES 57%7HA BEAZD & Ik ol HE ERBE SR 94 HEdd &
K IR 60% FFolE wlgalE ol Aslel 438 Aadhe $Folwh

2) 53 $9z0) FEKS EWBES 2%04 BRED o Folt 24%2 oA o= AE
GRMERT £ $522 REINIL, ENBRY FL=HEEE A8

3) BAS REFMel T BHYRIER] BHERES IAH LRAAET 2A Jd@
mEel A E9o BRESC MELE A E3cke o] Ak

4) FEH KRS BBRS EREmd et FRsE A4S vy, 35~39%S ERE
A AR Be BT 15~2450 FRBA SR B BEAES vehi

2 EAY WERE EHe <dtd L FREAA FED BHS W S HRE
skeh. ol EES ROl T gaAyl BHEHT B o4 BT BERBES 3
A3 FHAL 4 e AL mwshe Aotk

5) S E FEBEL EWAE 53%0ld o] EAEE olF EHE LRI =z
3% WA=

6) WAY FEH EEBE S7HE EEBEIA 2L FER KBS Jehlx, oF F 59
BMTFLE A MRS SO HEEKY BAS woith

) MEAM EAY REBME 1B KEHHA O¢ BESAR] B3tk AYL72%) @&
CAEO] TR 1E el MM BMEHES ol S iE AU 15 HAESS 2 A
& Rt Aotk :

20) M.C. Chen and Albert 1. Hermalin, op. cit., p. 17014 Ze A 35~39% A8 Z9 = =|&EQ
it 71E299 IUD EREET $€ A2 Fr5x .
21) RiEar# wroeke, JIERMG ATEH (BEE FE).



{Abstract)

Impacts of Family Planning Field Worker's
Home Visits on Acceptance of Family Planning
in Korean Rural Areas

by Young Hoon Lee*

The data

A baseline survey was conducted during the period May-June 1974 using a respondent
pool of 1,238 currently married women, aged 15 through 44, living in 1, 786 households.
A ten percent household sample was drawn at random from a universe of a rural
administrative unit, Boeun-gun (county level), Choongbuk Province.

The survey showed the expected maximum level of family planning acceptance was
60 percent of the respondents; 47 percent current users and 13 percent expressing a

desire for family planning.
A family planning follow-up card was made on each unmet case and home visits

were conducted by family planning field workers once a month for the period of
September-November 1974. The data was from the family planning follow-up cards
recorded by the field workers.

Main findings

1. A 10 percentage point increase of the current family planning practicing rate was
made by the planned activities of fieldworkers. The rate reached 57 percent, approxim-

ately the expected maximum acceptance level of 60 percent.
2. After the fieldworkers’ home visits, the highest acceptance rate was for the loop

from among the several contraceptive methods. Loop users constituted 24 percent (a 3
percentage point increase) for currently married women aged 15-44. There is still a
great unmet need for the loop in rural areas.

3. The current practicing rate was greatly increased in younger age groups: 24
percent from 10 percent for the 15-24 age group, 37 percent from 27 percent for the 25
-29 age group and 75 percent from 66 percent for the 35-39 age group.

4. Some non-practicing women had reasons for not practicing contraception such as
wanted pregnancy, currently pregnant, postpartum amenorrhoea and sterility which
were beyond the family planning fieldworkers’ home visits.

5. Seventy-two percent of the 10 percentage point increase was the result of first
home visits. A large increase in family planning acceptance in rural areas will be

expected through more active fieldwork such as home visits.
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