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Table 1. Comparion of Achievement in IUD and Sterilization Before and After the Study Program.

Before After
Method Sept. 1975 — Aug. 1976 Sept. 1976 — Aug. 1977
IUD 3,207 1,742
Female Sterilization 165 280
Male Sterilization ) 111 ) 2,310

Source: KIFP service statistics.
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* Table 2. Number of Contraceptive Acceptors by Month and Residence, Jan.’ 78~Mar * 78

(fheji: City - Bukcheju- gun. : Namcheju-gun Total

Met}:od S Jan. Feb. Mér, Total _Ja‘n,b Feb. Mar. Total Jan. Feb. Mar. Total Jan. Feb. Mar. Total
- IUD % 3 3% 13 88 34 3 15% 171 98 118 387 295 165 186 646
(st Insertion} :

D~ - 3.4 5 12 11 12 5 28 39 13 36 88 5 2 46 128
(Re-Insertion) - }

Male 8 3 2 37 2 6 5 & 7 3 4 U 17 12 16 14
Sterilization
Female 2 4 38 111 443 & 5 18 102 103 89 29 177 229 182 588
Sterilization

M. R. 3 11 15 6 51 20 27 98 200 113 106 419 287 144 148 579
Total 15 92 118 325 195 157 196 548 519 330 353 1,202 829 579 667 2,075
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Table 3. Percent Distribution of Contraceptive Acceptors and Current Married Women
by Age of Wife.

Current

Married IUD. 1UD Male Female B- C D E
Age of Womenn  (Ist-) (Re-)  Sterilization Sterilization / / / /
Wife A (B) (© (D) (E) A A A A
Less than 12 14 9 3 1 116.7 5B 25 8.3
24 Years
25-29 Years 21 32 27 18 12 152.4 128.6 8.7 57.1
30-34 Years 12 30 33 58 32 250 275 483.3  266.7
35-39 Years 19 17 19 17 41 89.5 100 89.5 215.8
40 or More Years 28 8 13 4 14 28.6 46.4 14.3 50
Total 100* 100* 100 * 100 100

(N) (13,784) (642) (126)  (132) (584)

Mean Age — 30.8 31.8 32.1 34.8

% Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown.

Source;1l) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
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N FHERANAE 4593 + dodl FERNEBEDRHAL 30.85% BEAL 31.8%, HE Fi
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Table 4. Percent Distribution of Contraceptive Acceptors by Number of Living Sons

Current Male ' Female

No. of Married IUD 1UD Sterili- Sterili- B C D E
Living Womenn . (Ist-) (Re-)  zation  zation / / / /
Sons (A) (B) (€ D) (B A A A A

0 16 13 8 3 I 81.3 50 18.8 6.3
1 30 40 37 38 16 133.3 123.3 126.7 53.3
2 30 36 35 47 52 120 116.7 156.7 173.3
3 15 10 16 11 24 66.7 106.7 73.3 160

4 6 1 4 2 6 - - - 33.3
S5or More 3 - — - 1

Total 100 100 100 100 * 100

(N) (4,364)  (644) (128) (133) (585)

Mean 1.7 1.5 1.7 1.7 2.2

* Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown.

Source : 1) 1975 Cheju-do prevalence-.survey data,

Cl. BEFLE

LB EETRAES BEFLEE FERNEKBURHAL 249 F45 ¥« ®mARINA M2
% 03) B, T, 1977TEERETEEESHE, KSR 1978 pp. 71—74. '
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A B, FEAL 3~44Y TaE F+ BolA, BEL 2~34, IEFL 3~449
FhE & WEA 2o 2astn out EiEe mpres®d BETLN =3, TENSE
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Table 5. Per Cent Distribution of Contraceptive Acceptors and Current Married Women by
Number of Living Children

Current Male Female
No. of Married IUD IUD Sterili- Sterili- B C D E
Living Womenn (Ist-) - (Re-) zation zation / / / /
Children (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) A A A A
0 6 - — — —
1 13 16 6 3 1 123.1 46.2  23.1 7.7
2 17 31 34 32 1 182.4 . 200 188.2  64.7
3 18 27 32 39 30 150.0 177.8 216.7 166.7
4 17 16 16 18 32 9.1 94.1 105.9 188.2
5 14 7 6 6 18 50 42.9  42.9 128.6
6 or More 15 4 7 2 8 26.7 46.7 13.3 53.3
Totol 100 100" 100* 100 100
(N) (13,784) (644) (128) (133) (585)
Mean - 2.78  3.07 2.98 3.8

* Due to rounding error, this column does not due to exactly the total shown.
Source; 1) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
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Table 6. Percent Distribution of Contraceptive Acceptors and Current Married Women by Education

Current .

Married IUD IUD Male Female B C D E

Women1) (Ist-) (Re-) Sterilization Sterilization / / / /
Education - (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) A A A A
No Schooling 17 4 5 0 9 23.5 29.4 0 52.9
Primary School 58 56 65 21 66 96.6 112.1 36.2 113.8
Middle School 16 28 22 30 18 175.0 137.5 187.5 112.5
High School 7 11 8 40 6 157.1 114.3 571.4 85.7
Univ.or More 1 1 1 9 1 100.0 100.0 900.0 100.0
Total 10° 100 100% 100 100

{N) (13,784) (644) (128) (133) (585)

* Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown,
Source; 1) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
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BEoBRSE o] FEA FHAEMA BETAAY Mk Rt oS 42 Heks Aol A
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w8 (Menstrual Regulation) oleh —#E 9] Al 2 JHI | IR P * ik o] -2 vhetoll BAR
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% 6) BGEE HESEBEs KK #FAEIE1T “Bibliography on Population and Family Planning in
Korea, 1977, pp 153—161" B8,
7) REBREH, BFREL,” BTFREERTS.
8) HMER. “ASAMSE KEREBHEE H20% H3 5. KABEBHE. 1977F 3 A, p207.
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Table 7 Percent Distribution and Absolute Number of Post-abortal Contraceptive Acceptors
by Residence

Percent Distribution Absolute Number

Cheju Cheju )
Method City Buk-gun Nam-gun  Total City Buk-gun Nam-gun Total
IUD L 13 3 26 20 8 3 108 119
(Ist-insertion)
IUD 3 1 7 6 2 1 30 33
(Re-insertion)
Female 50 51 41 44 32 50 172 254
Sterilization
M. R. Only 34 45 26 30 20 4 109 173
Total 100 100 100 100 62 98 419 579
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RE 7 T E BEslE FRS, MER S e RGNS FIREZ} Folx)
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A=l 2A AL B 1734 (30%) Rolth oMY HRAMMEMS THG ®A
FE9) REAHMBIELS) #EMH ¥ REMEH KENELHETEY wEHH,
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Table 8 Percent Distribution of Post-abortal Contraceptive Acceptors by Age

Current? Femele

Married 1UD  IUD  gyerjli. M.R. B C D E
Women (Ist-)" (Re-) zation  Only Total / / / /
Age (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) A A A A
Less than 1 10 6 0 5 4 100.0 600 0 500
24 Years
25-29 Years 11 26 33 10 15 16 236.4 300 90.9 136.4
30-34 Years 21 27 3 27 2% 27 128.6  157.1128.6 119.0
35-39 Years 20 21 18 45 36 36 105 90 225 180
40 or More Years 28 17 9 19 18 18 60. 7 32.1 67.9 64.3
Total 100" 100 100% 100 100* 100*
(N) (13,781) (120) (33)  (253) (170) (576)
Mean 32.4 3.1 359 341 4.3

* Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown.

Source; 1) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
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Table 9. Percent Distribution of Post-abortal Contraceptive Acceptors by Number of Living Sons

Currentl) Femal
No. of Married  IUD  IUD  gionii. M.R. B c D E
Iélvmg Women (Ist-) (Re-)  aton Only Total / / / /
ons (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) A A A A
0 16 14 12 0 5 5 87.5 75 0 31.3
1 30 40 36 18 23 25 133.3 120 60 76.7
2 30 29 42 50 50 45 96.7 140 166.7 166.7
3 15 13 9 24 16 19 86.7. 60 160 106.7
4 6 3 — 8 5 6 50 - 133.3  83.3
5 or More 3 — — 1 2 1 - - 33.3 66. 7
Total 100 100* 100 100*  100*  100*
(N) (4,364) (119)  (33) (2%4) (172)  (578)
Mean 1.5 1.5 2.2 2.0 2.0

% Due to rounding error, this cqlumn does not add to exactly the total shown.

‘Seource;l) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
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Table 10. Percent Distribution of Post-abortal Contraceptive Acceptors by Number of 'Living

Children
Curre-ntm Fema;le

No. of Married IUD IUD  Sterili- M.R. B C D E
Living Women  (Ist-)  (Re-) zation Only Total / / / /
Children (A) (B (c) (D) (E) A A A A

0 6 2 — = 2 TR — — :®.3

1 13 14 6 - 4 5 107.7 46.2 - 30.8

2 17 29 39 12 16 18 170.6 229.4 70.6 9.1
3 18 20 33 28 34 29 111.1 183.3 155.6 188.9
4 17 23 9 30 23 25 135.3 52.9 176.5 135.3
5 or More 29 13 12 30 23 22 44.8 41.4 103.4 79.3
Total 100 100 * 100+ 100 100+ 100

(N) (13,784) (119)  (33)  (254) (172) (578)

Mean — 2.92 2.88 3.91 3.91 3.47 2.88

* Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown.

Source; 1) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.
€ BES BEShA T RIEHHS A s ob4eS 2 HRBAS) HEH/F 4as ol
Ae A= fm=ch
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Table 11. Percent Distribution of Post-abortal Contraceptive Acceptors and Current Married
Women by Education

Current Female

Married 1UD IUD  Sterili- M.R. B C D E

Women  (Ist-) (Re-) zation Only Total / / / /
Education (A) (B) (c) (D) (E) A A A A
No Schooling 17 6 6 9 8 8 3.3  35.3  52.9  47.1
Primary School 58 60 76 69 70 68 103.4 131.0 119.0 120.7
Middle School 16 22 9 17 14 17 137.5 56.3 106.3 87.5
High School 7 12 9 5 7 7 171.4 128.6 71.4 100
University 1 1 - 0 1 1 100 — 0 100
or More K4
Total 100*  100* 100 100 100 100
(N) (13,784) (119)  (33) (250)  (164)  (566)

% Due to rounding error, this column does not add to exactly the total shown.

Source; 1) 1975 Cheju-do baseline survey data unpublished.

s 12) Han, Dae Woo, Acceptors Data on Female Sterilization Program in Korea, Korean Institute

for Family Planning, 1977. pp.21—22.

63



Bl BESREERI SIER RS EES THER ¥ BETEK

- BRHIEIE BRRE M s MR R8T SASY FHER BEER 2
BHEFRE 23 B (& 12)¢ 2ok =ix FiggEgd 4 BRASERS TERN%EE
HRARASC KR 7P i 2vkge] FERKRE WHEARAE 32.45%) ok kol A
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Table 12. Mean Age, Number of Living Sons and Number of Living Children of Post-abortal
Contraceptive Acceptors by Residnce

Method ' Mean Number ot Mean Number of
Residence Mean Age Living Sons Living Children N
LIUD (Ist insertion) )
Cheju City 29.8 1.25 2.38 8
Buk-gun 31.3 0.33 2.67 3
Nam-gun 32.6 1.56 2.96 108
Total 32.4 1.51 2.92 119
IUD (Reinsertion)
Cheju City 29.5 1.00 3.00 2
Buk-gun 39.0 2.00 3.00 1
Nam-gun 30.9 1.50 2.87 30
Total 31.0 1.48 2.88 33
Female Sterilization
Cheju City 36.3 2.41 3.84 32-
Buk-gun 37.1 2.52 3.92 50
Nam-gun 35.5 2.12 3.92 172
Total 35.9 2.23 3.91 254
M. R. Only
Cheju City 33.8 1.90 3.13 .20
Buk-gun 35.3 2.06 3.75 44
Nam-gun 33.6 1.96 3.43 _ 109
Total 3.1 1.98 3.47 Coam

LBt A e el e @AY Bel AR AR e AR b a4
3%, 194, 1734 % 244024 INERERIESEE A4 ok ol AY THER, BFER
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Table 13. Mean Age of Post-abortal Female Sterilization Acceptors and Total Femal Sterilization
Acceptors by Education, Number of Sons and Number of Living Children

' Mean Age of Mean Age of Total
Post-abortal Female Female Sterilization
Characteristics Sterilization Acceptors Acceptors
Eductaion
No Schooling 37.1 35.8
Primary School : 36.0 35.1
Middle School 35.7 4.4
~ High School 33.0 32.2
University or More 32.4
Total 35.9 4.8
Number of Living Sons
0 38.0 30.0
1 34.0 ) 33.6
2 35.7 34.4
3 k 36.7 35.6
4 38.7 37.6
5 or More 39.0 39.9
Total 35.9 34.8
Number of Living Children
0 : —_ —
1 — 28.7
2 30.3 30.6
3 33.8. 32.8
4 37.3 35.6
5 38.5 37.5
6 39.3 38.7
7 39.2 38.8
8 or More 41.0 40.0
Total 35.9 4.8

* Mean age of female sterilization acceptors and DPost-abortal i~maie sterilization acceptors.
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(Abstract)

Characteristics of Government Program IUD,

Sterilization and Menstrual Regulation Acceptors
in Cheju Province

Moon Sik Hong,"Son Kyu Park.** Sung Youl Hong **

This study presents the results of a coupon analysis of government.program contra-
ception and menstrual regulation acceptors in Cheju province.

Analysis of coupons for this study was limited to those collected during the period
of January-March 1978. The total number of coupons collected and analysed for this
study was 2,075. Of these, 646 were for first IUD insertion, 128 for IUD reinsertion,
134 for vasectomy, 588 for tubal ligation, and 579 for menstrual regulation (MR).
The coupons reveal that the educational level of wives is comparatively lower than that of
all eligible Cheju women. Modal age of wives is 25—34 years for IUD, 30—34 years for
vasectomy and 30—39 years for tubal ligation acceptors. Mean number of living children
is 3.85 for tubal ligation acceptors, 3.07 for IUD acceptors and 2.96 for vasectomy
acceptors. A similar trend is revealed in the number of living sons ! 2.2 for tubal liga-
tion..acceptors, 1.5 for IUD new acceptors (first insertion) and 1.7. for both IUD reac-
ceptors (reinsertion) and vasectomy acceptors.

In Cheju-do, menstrual regulation (MR), a form of early induced abortion, is second
in popularity only to tubal ligation in terms of number of coupons collected. The total
yearly target of 600 cases in 1978 was 97 percent (570 cases) achieved during the
firstquarter. ‘

Of special concern.to the study was the amount of immediate post-abortal contra-
ceptive acceptance occuring in the province. The coupons indicate that 70 per cent of all
aborters accept immediate post-abortal contraception. Tubal ligation proved the most
popular choice (254 acceptors) followed by IUD first insertion (119 acceptors)and IUD

reinsertion (33 acceptors).

*Senior Researcher, KIFP.
* kResearcher, Special Project Unit, KIFP,
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Post-abortal contraceptive acceptance rates vary by area. About 74 per cent of men-
strual regulation acceptors in Nam-gun also accepted contraception, 66 per cent in Cheju
City did so and 55 per cent in Buk-gun became immediate contraceptive accep'tors. Most
post-MR contraceptive acceptors had only a primary school background. IUD acceptors
had less education than the average post-MR contraceptive acceptors while tubal ligat-
jon acceptors had more. The age of post-MR contraceptive acceptors also varied by
method selected. Younger women selected the IUD and older women chose sterilization.
Most post-MR contraceptive acceptors had at least one living son. However, 12—14 per
cent of IUD acceptors had no son. All tubal ligation acceptors had at least one son.

The results of the study indicate that menstrual regulation procedures performed“ by
designated doctors or clinics will result in high levels of contraceptive acceptance, es-
pecially of tubal ligation. Therefore, it is recommended that the government increase its

support of menstrual regulation to keep meet its goal of expanding contraceptive use.
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