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Table 1. 'Chadging Status of Number of Children by Age of Wormen, 1971~1976

Distribution of respondent's. age

Changing Status  BTH i e 16 (NLAT®)
Stay at two 1.4 6.9 4.9 30 6.3
Stay at three 7.4 : 12.1 27.2 79 16.5
From two to three 26.5 28.2 . 14.8 112- . 23.4
~From two to four 13.2 ' 25.4 36.4 131 27.4
Added two or more 45.5 ©27.4 16.7 126 26.3

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 478  100.0%

2) ®/ i B K

Aol BBY B EINCE B 1ROV RETANA THHERBRE S ARET B4 MBI
E A vehbAl S AFIRRRC S9s BEsA A AsE M 6 EE AW 29 1]
A FRN BHEIE 6 MY W32 St 2eU BSEl ARERE AUY + A
= e wel Sbisiie] HEY 4 e EET MEY 2 48] A3 ohA BEEA
ol Q& MBS el MMMEEIRNE AAstgor] e HEME (cluster) el F3le MM
Bl MWENIE 2 WNEE 23 o] WEFAA HEBM} ML - #BYE A e
3O 24 A WIS BuBNE Aot & HERY Mol BE(valve) I BES
ol H& Hfie o3k 2ot ' . . '

7t HERSHTS

1) ATHRHE RRAE

e BESH | a2 A
- |- = P Y ~75.3%
2 e $24.7%
2) REHEWBRIIE - |
MR RESHE g 4 &
1 rdizfd 5 R serseinesnantiorrurtnassaans PP P 20.9%
2 BRI FRE oo 21.3%
3 B EELRRE e 57.7%
3) A RFEHERFE N : -
2R BESE ; R N
1 JE O F-oererreneereeniin TP PP TICTEUIU PR PR PR 20.7%
2 19754E ~ 19764 -+ +++ R A LI ALELIEEI I 11, 0%
3 19724~ QT4 e reiereaens e 28.29%

4 197 1EELART e evernverremmennenionns sneenes SIS rerereesneiianes 40.0%
Lh BALl ADPe Rt ' '
) WA

EE  BEGE R A
1 D5~ 207 v errereerranerrerienrae e SUPIPIN S P TP 14.2%
2 BOBE SRR e rrereerernrr e is st e 51.9%
3 LT A AL T I P DO T P T P EO T L P R LT ICREL PR AT AL TPLD 33.8%



2 19714 AR ﬁ#%ﬁ!ﬁ

2l BieH R0l B fik W ME
D BAEGERES B
B H kel o §

DHEFHZE A Hﬂéﬁ%—% RS 8RS % F A,

COBE OWMESE B A
0 [ E IR I e G 12, 8%
B B | Fhrrireaninnensinieni aderererennie S S SRR S 42.7%
R R I -4 T O IO OO POV ctesseesierasserinrieniene 44.6%
3 1971 WER BT RK -
ﬁ.’i %ﬁﬁ}ﬁ H_
0 gi.g.. ...... aees essntimiriestaseesshary 79.'7%
1 1B e sesreenes .uyi....:..,'.,...T‘..‘..’..'j.\.;;.‘.'.7._.;;'.‘.':.‘..' .............. 20_.‘3%
O BAY REEH bh , :
BE . BESE : R R B
1 (74 i SRR RO P O iieviertersariannasierisennastabeaned 31.8%
] 20;&,\,22@.......7..‘ ...... ........................ 50_‘1%A
3 PET 17§ R s ceseriaiie Heediierieatandeniin 18.‘,1%‘
Ch #AQ Rt® - mAe ER :
1) KM
B mu}m S - | B A
1 @ g ﬁkﬁﬁ .................... ............... 40.8%
2 & % BEetrerierarararenes AT FOR RO S RN R 59, 2%
- 2) BHES WX
BE BESE . | %
1 PIBBESE o veeeereersnrsenrineriinnins R, iereisresesesssesanrenttees 69. 4%
9 ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ"'f"l"* ....... s b g sarens eeiivedeesvarererraeans 30.6%
3) WAS #HRE ' |
BE  ENSE & A
1 - B S RO VUSRS UR U A 20.9%
2 BIRBE e e 63.8% "
3 ‘4:’51’1_]: ............................................................ 15.3%
4 AT d+e EBR
BE BMSE o » o i
1 QAU Bl ] fHeerreereeerreemeeirnsesnnivisnennennes cervererserioriis 22.6%
2 28 Fo 3 fHeeerecniinines TTRT A RAPR D AT 33.6%
3 4 {E. B I T T P reansavenernetotaesanesnnrnes 28.0%
4 B MBLL Ereerseseeernsonerernnnseinniiiniessninssnineseinnnensensnnsesasons 15.7%

iﬁ#&]oﬂ

A UBKE Er BAY EKES o sd GHHEY 9108 30, AEEE F
BREE, Wt B, WEFHY ERRE BaT 3o Rt 29 A4 KB

0] z]-O]

— 59—

19714 LIRS 1072541 19744, 1975% B2 T3 Scoring& #vh 5 1071



4 Lol Batt Aol 385 1972658 197440 By 73-?—«: 285 197548 LIkl
BA ASE SR Pod, e o€ 37bA BEALY RARNE £ HEAR 1A
S 2WFike WA BOEEE T 5 REL 0

BE  BESE ' | & %
1 Bifo] Samyich, oo raietesetne e s s st 41.4%
2 FHIHJO] T}, ceereernrrrentraneriinnisiiniencinisiitiessesiinatnissesinnces 51.3%

3 ABEHZE o) Bt} coeeeerintirniiiiiiiii e 7.3%

2) MR BMER R

LLES) AlbA Eeel o A BEE iﬂliﬁ"ﬂ'ﬂl el 2 B ] FERY
Ql Aol JEFEAQ RAIZ AFen &% KBS g o) F A Bkl A 20
YRl AL BEE L stglon 579 Index scaled] weh vhg 3744 2 SE

BE  BESH | a8
1 ARl vhe BEIF BB seveertinensrenerianase 3.8%
2 BEOJE), ceererieriniii eessansssensianensaees 63.0%

3 AL AT e BEAF 558 e s 33,2%

3) Epfferkel oA RF MR
LB Al7bA kel fEREE i, BERMER Tt BERASAS BAR, :@kf{b&ﬁu EL
BERMBR MABH A MBS WELT 5 SHY Scale B chest o] Eossich -

WE  BMNSE ’ & i
1 95[16'3}60] %p}._.........‘.......................; .............................. 23'4%
2 hfslo] e}, REITIIIRERIE i aeerereeiaeareeeaieneaas seeensrenesnienias 61.8%

3 EEEO] EER, cereeiaernenineenieneians O SO 24.8%

4) ekl =¥ RBEE o

A A7EA Fikel A A 7HA EEE FLE kel 93l R 13127 Index
scaled] =& S oh&3k 2eh. #HALD ﬁ?ﬁ%%&t %7} ‘;‘! MRAel R2RA? MW 2
fEACl Heldhx]? P KRR S& 297 AeA? § MG BEE AFHA

BEBNSH | i
1 TEERHYO T rerrrreeereennnruirmiiniiiiiiia i st e 32.8%
2 e 1 L IR = R RLLIT TP PI PP Heenseaeniiietniiieeeiienans 54.2%
3 FERFREHYOT T evvreresrrrnnercomintion ittt e --13.0%

af. REEHRION cHSE RiERecte] AR
D REBERLZ Yol BHHEH a‘%ﬁﬁﬁ%‘ '
PR BESHE o i

2 Eo] _g_.g}r,]. ..................... erseusirnien e sareraneas eesseneed --41,8%

2) REFEBMEYE BAHREERT : v
BE  EESE ]
1 LI = 1> TR et et s e s dnan 77.2%

2 Eo] M gke}, ......... .................. 22.8%



3) H - R RS WHRT T PR
BE BN R

1 T4 B3k T U R N 69.2% »
2 RTSIK) 3 BRI reeieneen i Meteeeerraenrereriens eerrarenene 30.8%
4) TdslwlA) Mebel o 1§ 58 REHBIHHES BT '
BE  BNAK | BoAi
1 *E%-g}_;(] ‘%ﬁt}'.“"""""f ............................................ 25.7%
2 Emﬂ;} D TP PP S e A ...................... 74_3%
ek A RIER S TR0l e REE '
D R EEE

WERMGTR/T BEAS BREGH REE 59 REHEE TUo2 e FRE MR
Sk AT BBl 2.4 waAl u gupo, ' B

A BN AEEF, MERE SEME 99 BSS BRm REES hLos
WAES) ERMBES MENN2 she 25 sEIELE Q BEREES At FEEAY
TR BE Fhshgeh. RS BHARE 1E B “24L Skt 225 43 F
AE Al e AE $2 YRFYol Basrin YAz ? ‘e B BEE 2
A3t =Y ® Pastel” “Waskx Goy AskA EEF e 1A ¢F 2 ER
o “HaA g AS TR A- EHNY BERGE FR BES BR Aoz
R 1S FYom, ‘o AR YA FllE 2%, “Yastte FEAE 3%
T T whehA SRR B 1 Bl A e 3%71A9) BEARIE] E5 8 fHe] =2 Index
scale o HELEF S Biol A Bl 24 B Alolol HAEA ek o] 24 MBBF sEo 2 &
P FS ReFHhol Asta 24 B0 2 ol W 4B FRMEE 2% BALE B o
2 8hel A 15 Bi7hA B TR BEBlO] 22 KM, 1684 18NS hE&R, 19
B S B Eoe e g Aol ol & AEE hest 2o, | A

1o S I reeneenn33, 295 ‘ |
2 R BEE] e ...... 39.8%
3 L0 B s cerrenneeennnn27. 09
2) REFHBIAGK (¢ 0% FUTn, Subol B A=A e fEE

BE BEOE R ST - B
1 LI IR ............. 41.0%
2 7S] BERA] e e, e teeierianaveeane 10.3%
3 FE A e e 418.7%

3) 19714 AR BT 2 et
BRTLME WA AL BASES 94 dgdes b3 dueln Ase Tl
BRE e ee] dote MATAMY BES BABEY BA BHE 2 BEd 98 242
Ashe FABCI. o] FhEE BAS 23 & BFETFLHL FoZ EME 2AE 3

e FREE 48 Aol =24 %k_ii?ﬂ“&%h’i?i_t&% Ze vl 4FRo #isT

13) Chung, Bom Mo, James A. Palmore, Sang Joo Lee, Simg‘ Jin Lee..‘ Psychological Perspectives: Family

Planning in Korea, Korean Institute for Research in the Behavioral Sciences, 1972.

— 61—



LRME REEHARS A 2 Aol

BB BESN 5 1

3 3 BLIF e e ereerneeerererennsenesine eeaeee e iveriseessneanaas 51.1%

4 4 BGoereerer e e e e s e s 32.2%

5 5 gr?u:.......’ ....... setaseeserias R R CPOTTe 16.7%

o 19716 T BMETLE | T
wE  BNSH o L S

3 3 AL s BT P A reerseraieaneriinernecee cerereereres 48.3%

4 4 Bereeerereierserasisaiornreesensanttsseinnaseessesansines S e 30.5%

5 5 AL faneernraciins R O N PP TP 21.9%

o SN 5 5 v | [ :

MR WESE ' o A

0 GlBesrerererertonsusneannsinnss everans eiseenssigesanntesenesaiieseseissinn 44.8%

1 45 ................... 38.3%

9 B2 OSSO SOt 16.9%

PLLSL B S CES) EEeLe]) MIBIBIRE FITEssRel A aitstmat ghoh

N. EHER

L EHAERGRR

MRS AR st BAMS RiRe)l KIS RS Edl 2 A9 24 B B
s¢P o} e]  #IBAEE (zero-order correlation coefficient) 3 FHEsF A& (F 29 2ol #HHYD 24
82 B\l 20 EEEE HEteR 5T AE | U4 FEKEE Bz glvl. 28 B
WFRBEBNA Yebd Aol W 3ol fBe] ART ALE AR “BAY AR
WEdiEel AR A W ORBEE” “AREEE(LAA, e )E FU BEHHREBRT” & HE
o] Q= ALs vebel. &4 MWL R BRI v 20719 Bl Fpkd AT H
fEREEA RERD 4 A “19715F FA9 H/FTLE"GS HEIRE (correlation ccefficient)
7} 0.37 24 7} 2k “1971J$ FA Y FRE % BREFES Vel = EEY “BRAER”
o MARIGRDL G Abuhs] B& MY BEMS olx vk Iz olE BT HMMABE
fit Rz BPCES A &EE’@Z@MI 3 MEFRS A8 nesix ¢z WED Aolnz HEH
rwr@ A B BBES 2 ROk Wl E vkl B AT sleh ol ® Mursmel BHE:

4 WSt A BIRe] AWE-e SulEA WESS Hse] Step-wise regressmnﬁ— LGS R
‘ °=] % Z’ﬁi‘zﬁﬁw JFEEQFW] vﬂsﬂ/‘it ohgoll Eakskm gt

2 Hiﬁs‘:’ég;ﬂtﬁ.wl EH"i* %f&ﬁﬂﬁé%ﬁ(%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&) , o
Celel wol ol R SMBMRITEL SMSH, SEBESSAAE BBl EHRE:
of #hx, #EQ WAl glelek stel, ERHME 7Fdok e HKvel U7l o ol AR i@
MEA AL A d Y. v |

— 62—



Table 2 Correlat:on Coeﬂic:ents of lndependent Vanables in. the Dependent Vanable of
a8 Pamy Progressmn (N=478) ‘

o Ze'ro-Order o T
SRR GRS : o TR correlation . Significant
Independetit variables: S E R R coefficients level -
1. ‘Demographic variables e ' S
1) Age of the respondent ’ ' ' : JH72 0 e
. 2) Age of the respondentat first marriage _ , 0644 o Ng
~3) Number-of living sons . : : ' CTeB008 T keokok
. 4). Number of dead chnldren e - LT L1088 L %
:2, Socio-economic. variables v : S T
1) Family type S , 1689 L xRk
~'2) Occupation of husband ST . 0978 ke
3) Educational attainment of the respondents RO L1175 » B kk. o
4) Index for modern objects , S ,1038 T
'3, Birth control behavior _ T - - ' Co T
1) Experience of induced abortion . 1645 Vo ke
2) Using status of family planning S e 1996 S kek ok
3) Year of first using of contraceptives = 2316 Ckokok
‘4, Family planning knowledge and attitude oo e
1). Exposed: year of family planning informaticn : ) S 1197 o o ** ‘
2) Intention to use contraceptives k L1513 wks
3) Knowlédge of contraceptive methods: L0674 L NS ..
4) Attitude toward contraceptive’ methods ' . 0412 . NS
:5. Degree of contacts with information source of family planning = R,
1) Degree of contacts with F.P. workers . —.1389. , ®ok ok
2) Degree of contacts with newspapers -~ 1024 cae e
3). Degree of contacts with TV, Radio : 0512 S NS
4) Degree of contacts with group meetirgs ) = ~ 0 .0833 - : '*‘ :
6. .Value of family size and modernity L ’ ) P
1) Modernity attitude scales _ ' 1308 % sk
2) Attitude toward “stop at two” - . 1985 R v * % %
" 3) Desired additional number of sons T .3502 L ek
4) Expected number. of children : .3672. - L ko * ‘
5) Ideal number of chn]dren ‘ . _ . . 2065 , L % ok ok
* %k % p<i0.001 Kk 0.001<p<0.01 .- s 0.01<p<0.05 Rk ‘

1‘14 &ﬁfﬂﬁ’élm&:(MCA)oiW%O]Eiﬂ Btk A ozt AfgS el FlEko] »!D} é}f}ﬁﬁw}r'
ol Al £ BB (predictor) E & MBTHBL WBE e drhd o 38 wHispe f%“és}——
2 %M ﬁé}%%g&ﬂl W E BB Mg MRS H#YE RIS el R4 9

CHRERSE STl RIS hE TR IS o) qPY e e by L TRIMEA BEREE Yo ay).

2 3 el FIAE 2E BRBEES) v’élﬂsﬁﬁkﬁ i/‘] o 3&%8]1: %ﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁfz(multlp!e corre-
lation coefficient) R& 2 <@g}, 0

AT R A3 BHE BHRIE 6 E o %&ﬁ?iﬁ fr}ﬁﬂﬁ %%Pﬂ"] ’ﬁﬁ*%@ﬂ} #E[zs
L) MR AT 5 BB B REE <(F3 Y5 2ok,

AA“@B’]%M?%Q]/']‘E BEMAEB R I A oF zbo] “19714E% lﬁ? %ﬁ%{”ﬂ”l ﬁ%@v} 27 84 7
e *Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ CHA T ZE R DA HE MRS el ‘e PN
‘; “f f@ﬁﬁ’*”iﬂr"l mf’*jff{t Ikﬁ%dl/‘ir HatEme L HERS Mol ¢kx glrh. o2 gk W
t AR HEWAL f,aa;-:ﬂrgszon ool HEMSE A5 o Eoll 7 A8 '$E%é] G Y5
19) 3 B IS KSR BIUISBE, 1973, p. 18, i '

15) Kim, Mo-Im, R, V Rider,  P.A. Harper, J.M. Yang. “Age at Marrxage, Famllv Planmng Pract:ceq, an_d
other Variables as Correlates. of Fertility in Korea,” Demographic 11:4, 1974; . pp. 641~656." o




Table 3. Adjusted and Unadjusted MCA Coefficients of Independent Vanables in
Parity Progression’ (N =498)

“Adjusted correlation coefficient (¢:)]

Independent variables (1) 2) 3) @ (5) ) Adljlé;t)edvUnadjél;)ted .

(1) Demographic variables : ’
Age of the respondents .1 » .11 .15
Age of the respondents at .02 : .02 .06

first marriage » ; S

Number of living sons LT .27 -30
Number of dead children .1 It I §

(2) Socio-economic variables
Family type L 18x** ) .18 A7
Occupation of husband - - .04 ‘ .04 14
Educational attainment of the respondents .04 - . .04 .12
Index for own modern objects .14 14 .16

~ (3) Birth control behavior. . v '

Experience of induced abortion .09 .09 .16
Using status of family planning .07 . -07 -26
Year -of first using of contraception N Vi R - Y .28

(4) Knowledge and attitude family planning v ‘ T
Exposed year for family planning information D VA A7 .16
Intention to use of contraception L 15%* : .15 .13
Knowledge of contraceptive methods : .06 ' .06 .07
Attitude toward contraceptive methods ) i .09 Lo .09 .06

(5) Degree of contects with information source of family plannmg ’ R :
Degree of contects with F.P. workers J16M .16 14
Degree of contects with Newspapers, ) B .08 .08 i10:
Degree of contects with TV, Radio - ' : IR/ B .04 - .05
Degree of contects with lecturer meetings .09* S .09 .08

(6) Value of family size and modernity : ‘ .
Modernity attitude scales 013 W13 18
Attitude toward “stop at two” ’ S Vil ¥4 c.21
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Fagum 2. Propcrtm-n of Toml Variance in Parity Progressaon Explained by Each Category of -

Independent ‘Variables .

- - 3
" Demogtaphic factor . . \Ril\w

LI
Socio-economic factor | R %-061,
. . —~
l ‘ Birth control behavior - Ri=, 064
X ) : i
Family planning attitude and knowledge R=.05¢.
R*=, 040

Exposure to family planning information Rf=. 159

Family size and mordernity values -

Parity:
progression
(fertility change)

Table 4. Stepwise Regression Coefficients of lndependeng Variables in the Dependent Vanables.

— 66 —

R?=.297

(N=478)
BETA
Independent variables R coefﬁcignt
Expected number of children .372 L 27504
Number of living sons .295 -.185
Attitude toward “stop at two” .192 . 122%*
Exposed year for F.P. information . 142 L 140%**
Family type ’ 177 . 126**
Intention to use of family planning .135 L 122+
Number of dead children .106 .132%*
-Year at first using of contraception .245 . 096
Age of the respondents 145 —. 103*
 Degree of contacts with F:P. workers . 143 =073
Modernity attitude scales . 138 . 053
Experience of induced abortions ‘164 .072
Educational attainment of the respondents .112 .057
Age of wife at first marriage . 067 -. 051
Degree of contects with newspaper .101 . . 043
Ideal number of children .193 —. 040
Desired additional number of sons 353 047
Using status of family planning . 191 —. 029
Index for modern objects . 148 .029
Occupation ‘of husband - , ‘ 135 —.030 .
Degree of contacts. with family planniné. lecturers. . 083 . 030
Knowledge of family planning methods S .065 —.031
- Attitude of family plahning methods 028 . 016
Degree of contécts with TV, Radio . . 044 ~. 015
*45<0.001 **0.001<p<0. 01 - *0.01<p<0.05 |
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{Abstract)

An Analysis for Factors Affecting Parity Progression
- ——Longitudinal Approach—— ‘

Seung-Hyun Han,* Dr. Sea-Baick Lee** ‘

The distinctiveness of the present study is that research design permits the analysis of factors:
inlfuencing fertility change over time. The data used in the study were collected at diffetent
Points in time, 1971 and 1976. A total of 859 eligible couple women with two or three-
children were primary selected among 5,290 respondents interviewed for the 1971 National.
Fertility-Abortion Survey. For the present study, howev;r, 478 respondents were able to follow
individual survey in 88 sample areas. . :

The main purpose of the present study is to find with data from the longitudinal survey-
design factors in explaining fertility change at the individual level. The specific objectives
are described as follows: "

1. To find the relative importarce of spn- preferance correspending to the number of living'

sgns:in. 1971, affectmg mdmdual’s parlty progressxon over ‘time, from 1971 to 1976.

2. To explore the 1mportance that famlly size and mdmdual's value of modermty effects
on fertlhty change.

3. To determine the relative importance of the speclfxc independent variables, especially the
degree of knowledge about family planning methods and attitude toward contraception, and

the effect of family planning communication‘exposure in explaining parity progression over

- time, ' : '

Zero-order correlation coeff1c1ents were computed for 24 mdependent variables in the depen--
dent variable of parity progression from 1971 to 1976. Of the 2_4 independent  variables, 20
variables are found to be statistically significant at the 5 percent level. Expected number of
children in 1971 has the highest correlation coefficient (r=.37), following - desired additional.
number of sons (r=.36), and number of living sons in 1971 (r=—.30). These variables, all.
representing individual's value of the number of chxldren, have coefficient higher than any”
of other variables. .

‘In order to determine the relative nnportance of independent vanables after adJustmg for-
the effects of all other predictors, Multiple Classxf:catxon Analysis. technique was employed..
Thereby relative'importance of 24 independent variable were examined by Beta and Eta values.
The ability of the lndependent variable determined by adjusted correlation ccefficient (Beta)-
support that number of lxvmg sons in 1971 correspondlng to son-preference appeared to be the-

* most important predictor influencing panty. progression. It is suggested that women who want.

* Researcher, KIFP, - v
** Senior Researcher, Population Quality Unit, KIFP. ; BN

.—6"8"""‘



more sons may speed up giving births to meet their desired number .of sons. In general, the
respondent’s value of family size including expected number of children, desired additional
number of sons, etc. appeared to be important .det'erminants of fertility change.

The proportion of variance explained is given by the coefficient of multiple determination.
(R*), indicating combined effect of each category of independent variables. Family size and.
modernity values turned out most strongly to the dependent variable, which accounted for 15.
percent of the total variance. Next, demographic factor account for about 11 percent of total
variance. Observation in numerous studies in the past that exposure to family planning infor-
mation is important to predict fertility behavior was not supported. A plausible explanation
might be relied on the selection of the respondents of the present study. Those respondents,
so called high fertility risk women, were selectivity drown. This, individal's characteristics.
of son-preference pethaps influence more stjongly than IEC exposure toward family planning..
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