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g7k o1 22 W Qg HEANY =Y 19764 WEMR =2 o) @A ERIRET
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Table — 18 BAES BEEAES ¥ BEN WES MEREA B oA 7Ax Y WEKRE
Bol & Aelth sl BHEM WHH mBolst ¢ BEEHES FA & Bl A¥ ARE A
o= o Mol ¢x JEAL 2ok 3@ EEe WA 2/ EEAFC o4 o
2o CTAEEY BRI SEe EET ol 2e Aol elsl 76 EE TR e EE R
@ Aolged 78R BN EMEY 4 g¢ Mo A Aoz ANER A A HE
BB NAMAE BaY Aot d74 BATY BEmd MUY SEMHEABHEE HA2 o
LpE, 2o mol e LHA —BRRNIEECl BEBMEEe v RUSRLERS s of EEEA
1A glo] WSS B wel SEMMEHY ABREF 35S 43T An

* R RETRIPEIcEE BERE,
L ¥ 3 S g =T ' o
1) &8F, TFF, MIE, ROUE FEL FHEE AW Y AEREERMES % FEWE. FmEHAmER.
1979. pp. 92~9%4. ' '
2) b1 pp. 125~129 .
3) AMAR, wilE, HEZOM. 19764 R HES Y KKEE| FEFAE, 1978, p.214.
4) -#B53E, p.186.
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FEafEs MHY AREEELe HRMATe cind gis ol AT Red

A, Bl BSshE 5 BHEAEIE SEmfiael B Mkl AT R, REFE,
G WEE 46 3oz B ko) wE B BRARS Hob nuzt gut,

Table 1. Percentage of Women Who Exposed to Rumour For Negative Information about Contra-

ceptive Method by Years

Contraceptive - 1974%) 1976°) 1978%)
Method : R

Oral Pill ' 87.0 64 65.1
Loop ' 86.3 64 61.2
Condom ‘ 43.9 _ 12, 19.3
Vasectomy ' '64.8 29 39.7

Female Sterilization 13.3 6 24.7

5

. a) Percentage of women who ever heard the rumoui among the respondents who recognized the
" name of contraceptive method. A
b) ‘ Percentage of women who ever heard the negative rumor among the survey respondents.
c)." _‘Percentage of women who knew the negatwe information among the respondents who knew
how to use method.

Source:
a) Chi Hoon Choi, Dal Sun Han, Kyung Kyoon Cheong. A National Survey of Family Plannmg

Information, Educatlon, And Commumeatlon Planned Parenthood Federation of Korea 1975.
- b) Byung Tae Park Byoung Mohk Chon, Ho Youn Kwon. The 1976 Natlonal ‘Fertility and Famlly
Planning Evaluation Survey. KIFP, 1979.
¢) Chija Kim Cheong, Kye Choon Ahn, Joung Soon Patk Mun Hi Suh, Han Ki Lee, Study on
Famnly ‘Panning Information, Educatlon and Commumcat:on KIFP. 1979.

5) K, W, GEe HER ol A8} FiREHE ELFHEIOH B BRR”, FREE R HFIF,K

BEtB) BFEBE, 1976, pp. 38-53.
) BEMEH O] BRolel R EMES KBy Eulo] obvizt Bl W BV, ERmEe] YR, BHES

ol wiRE FFER BES EARolh= 3EMEAA AU F oAk
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A WERE Vol mEd Aol e}

e H FEEEY EERA(LS —49%741! 2] ﬁﬁﬂ{%nﬂz&ﬁ&)\) q: % ﬁ?fﬂlji 57k BAFis
R ES HAES 42 don gEEY BASE ok AT solsk el G wHE
HHEB Em% mﬂ%ﬁ)&ﬁf oh&3h g} ' “ ‘ ‘

Number of cases for this analysis by contraception method

Contraceptive

Method s . Number of cases
Oral P:ll 2774
Loop TR o7 -
Condom . . 2283 o
Vasectomy 2891 L e
" Female Sterilization © 2929

2. MREH R SHHE gk | s

FEFE UMEFELY PRE FEHE 9T DALY GH, BE, ERelds 374 ME
A4 sl B 4 vk 7 R whebRel A PRE olpe Al kAl MEE WHLHIEC o & A
H, g, BBoE 1 WEE F¥ HEHE SDAES BrEd ol ¥ SEmEEe mmel 9
3ol o RS A0 QEE BRGNS sﬂa H&ffﬁﬂiﬂui ﬂsa —s—z_w ﬁt&ﬁ}%J it
o 2 R EEKS Bor BuAsiqh - e

ol me} EHEY EEEEMEL oHg gol wEoly.od ﬂﬂ?ﬁﬁi"i’t ﬂo]aa@me Tost)
Eﬁg*ﬁﬁﬁ(Pearson s Corrslatlon)ﬁﬁ HRAYHERE (Parcial” Correlatldn)ﬁilﬁ"] FEAE g
L) EENBEY MET & AN RS AR IR Uhke EX 0 Ml da S
omx olobr|ut & AL Bol oAU e Bl 1Yl A fi%gg 1%.5 2a
t BE oMoz siylv
' 2) RIEGE AT M BERES BiEsy B mre o nwERm fyd W
BE Falod 9E MAE BAEEY ERE Sl W E AE el 4 i Q0 e s
Fox pemsel W Bl £4% 4 EEE, WEFES TR 3 ¥ EmMek 2% 3
ME22 & JiE Ml o ¢ EARE 2= BHe ISR ztml 1@& i%x@ 1%5 248

o HIE 28 ... 3 71-0'73&0; %‘3%( 31;}

% REE, FAE BROOE, FEE KBS UH Y AELTES 5 BAFE ?1&?&%“ o %eB%,
1979.
8) Everett M. Rogers. Communication Strategtes for Famtly Plannm;! The Free Press, New. York . 1973,
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3) BUEHHEA AR MK “olFeidA4E ~Fkol T @Al A AaA 7t
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oA 2B, FAYL Hrolshs A 188 Fiq

4) &!2&)5&—4 AR .  RE BAES®E A BE {%ﬁ%ﬁﬁa 23 %&t&?ﬁa %

sk (EAACERC] A ¢S BB 18, IS HES

2Fe = Shgleh

Variables for This Study . -

Category

Class

small family to others

Variables
Knowledge' of the negative " None 0
information (Oral pill, Condom, Yes - 1
Loop, Vasectomy, Female
sterilization)
Knowledge of None . 0 ‘
contraceptive method Correct’ answer to 1 questlon . et i
Correct answer to 2 questions 2
Correct answer to 5 questions 5
Attitude toward Not good 1
contraceptive method - Neutral, don’t know - -2
_ o Good . . , .3
Practice experience " Never 1
: Ever or current user - 27
" Exposure to F.P. message None . 0
" ‘through Radio and TV " Exposure to 1 kind of program 1:
N . - Exposure to 2 kinds'of program .2
Exposure to'5 kind of program )
Exposure to F.P. messége ’ None " 0
through printed media Exposure to 1 kinds of article 1
-Exposure to 4 kind of article’ 4
Exposure to F.P. message Nohq ' ) 0
through F.P. IE&C material (Poster, Exposure to 1 kind of material -1
Pamphlet, Happy Home) Exposure to 2 kinds of material 2
Canvassed Exposure to 3 kinds of material 3
Canvass None 0
Contraception or Yes 1




5) elele, TVE E&F FEHEMNAR i o od 8 U “KEHBRAKR”
“A o el 4 o FiREBIoIokA”,  “HAth KBS BEE SPomRzeod” 3 g £
T8 U “REEHBIRARERT , “Hfb KB 2 TViE=Z2adr , D ke BRs
2ol EIKES 43 dsix Z2odol FEEUKERl gtk 184 ‘l"7]‘x] Zzaygd e
28 -3 2L HHoR EHE Tl

6) HIRIEEBE T FEstlislA <o &M FHoly skl “KEKHABWRALE” «
R RMERETE, “EfEe) A4S Bl g BB CHM AOMEJY KRB 2 %
B, Uk dERY BEFa4 /M e BEKERe] 9 18 1%, Sl 2 o £
e 28 -9 IHo2 BhgdL flck

7) REEEE LB EMEEE L F%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ AR ¥ REEE cxLelr, “BREE
ATiggsE “/Hde A7, Dk 318 HFEES o &b el nl SRRl AT o 1%, 27
A BB 28, ARG B 3R] BERE T

8) Ht ¥ FEFBIWFETH : FL KRA AT FrELE ZES BFN L Kol
AAY ol Xolut ATEelAl ol WHEHECIEX Ay Db #s L BT TRk T2 B
hogtskAl REpoleltE o 185, o ofoR gl

M. BECE nTfftha A o] EEMED BER HFike mABIRRE
1. HSADRN BEH FEOBRS DTRE

KA0l £z PR HEAKS dohy AT BASY L2 §rhx LS BEHET R
B SEMEHRS o2 Adch Table—204 Re EHRS Al kg, HMET, B R
AT % 90SAEGA Lk ol o BEMHEEA BH= o dgom MEMEHEA
Fol & - HHIEK WAE Hal F o distx #ffrEe B¢ HEOHEHS S gk

FEHAIE 2 030 % MASC HEMHH BHigel A3 £dow, =3 2585 ~ 39 &
RAEL ¥ 47~ 483 AE7 3MELE B BENHHE <2 ok ol FEE m ol &
o A4 REFES SEE e B SEMOHS DRRET 22T ¢ 4 A o FRE 1973
EE BN 4o FKEEE Al 2T MEGEERVIE e EHHoR, BiRR &s
3 HEOEHS ARREY BHBHREE ke EEJol ol etz dokm shE

BEKEA oAt HEKE] FSTE BEMHES MBS 4 ez dtu, KBAS
Ulel 8BS 7 BATY BFEMHESH ABEL 975 Edd Fain gt

REFRYH SENHBR NBEL 2~4£9 FLE /M BAE 54 debdzn Q& o, B
ﬁ?ﬁ%&‘i Ffpolehe SIS Hogsl ol A7l A Eol G4 3018 WMASY TEMHH mKdso]

£ HEINE —HE5Es Aoz 4 zrslvk g Faot oA g FIBRAES AENHE mBE
°l 2 WAE s ARE $e Aoz vehys

olelzko] BT HEA of &t %ﬁ:éﬂﬁﬁﬁt BEKE oA 24 pke FAE E 0E~
39 e FEEEHE LERI A o wol &: 9ol FEEEIN o & BIOI BEUREESL BER FHE
o Ml Aol &S Fwesn gk

9) &%F 4. JilBE. p, S9BR.
10) #¥& 4. RBE. pp. 49-50 B
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Table 2. Percent Distribution of Women Who Knew the Negative Informati‘on‘ Regarding. Contraceptive
Methods by Background Characteristics

Negative Information

Characteristics 1or 3 or X2 - values
None 2 methods more Total '
Residence
Seoul,Pusan 10.4 46.7 42.9 100.0 (N=19067)
Other cities 10.0 451 - 449 100.0 (N= 807) 20.801
Eup 9.9 51.0 39.2 100.0 (N= 365) (P<.005
Myun 12.6 51.4 36.0 100.0 (N=1184)
Age
15 -24 20.9 47.7 31.4 100.0 (N= 373)
25 - 29 104 43.6 46.0 100.0 (N= 713)
30 -34 8.0 43.0 49.0 100.0 (N= 686) .
35-39 6.8 47.4 45.7 100.0 (N= 704) 156.178
40 - 44 9.4 55.3 35.3 100.0 (N= 575) (P<.0001)
45 - 49 18.3 59.4 22.3 100.0 (N= 372)
Educational attainment
No schooling 13.2 61.4 - 25.3 100.0 (N= 446)
1 -6 years 11.1 48.9 40.0 100.0 (N=1666)
7 -9 years 11.1 44 .4 44.5 100.0 (N= 739) 69.328
10 - 12 years 10.0 41.7 48.3 100.0 (N= 458) (P<.0001) .
13 or more 4.4 43.0 52.6 100.0 (N= 114)
Number of Living Children
None 30.3 42.7 27.0 100.0 (N= 185)
1 17.2 50.5 32.3 100.0 (N= 430)
2 8.5 42.3 49.2 100.0 (N= 695) 156.430
3 7.3 46.1 46.6 100.0 (N= 779) (P<.0001)
4 7.6 50.9 . 41.5 100.0 (N= 591) "
5 11.6 54.8 33.6 100.0 (N= 743)

2. FiRatael R A Hm D FRSETH S TENER BELRE

Seistllol ¥ IAREEEBIC]l AT FEHEC % M, BE, BB Bkt pES
AT YAR D RRo e KE AHEES T REHENA A} BET KBl Ax BAE T
o WHS O 08 HEEOWHS MEBERE A e ATk olAe —R RKHE AR
ol MASS PGS Hd BWael U BEE /AT JExe]l B FE Jdou KKl
BiDo] B AtdEol Tutd dlAAEEE Bord E B T MBE Eob oldl PR
EEMOBHE wol %3 9ls] @ Foletn MEstE Mol e Aoith |

Table — 3¢ BHolouh TV, FIRUKE, ABFEHEIHE LHEEY EBEEL £ BAS
A4z kel T HEMHRA B ol d& HFe] ¥4E BT AR '

= ge - TVE BT KESHEN AR ] s AR WAEY BB 4 16 B

11) $%50F 4 §i#B% p. 131~ 13828,
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Table 3. Percent Dnstrlbutlon of Women Who Knew the Negative Informatuon Regardmg Contraceptlve
Methods by Communication

ANegative Information
Communication lor?2 "3 or more R X2- values
Variable » None  Methods Methods Total (Significance)

Exposure to F.P. Message
through Radioand TV - -. - . ..

None . . 15,5  53.5 31.0 100.0 (N=1,546)
T 9.9  46.3 . 43.9 100.0 (N= 791)
2 6.6 41.8 51.6. 100.0 (N= 636) 147.939
3 5.0  44.0 51.1 100.0 (N= 282) (P<.0001)
4 2.8  43.0 54.2 100.0 (N= 142)
5 — 50.0 50.0 100.0 (N= 26)
Exposure to F.P. Message
through Printed Media .
None . - 18.1  51.9 35.0 100.0 (N=2,137)
1 9.0 45.1 45.9 - 100.0 (N= 410)
2 7.8 428 49.4 100.0 (N= 421) 89.244
3 5.6 42.1 52.2 100.0 (N= 356) (P<.0001)
4 7.1 33.3 59.6 100.0 (N= 99) o
Contact of PPFK
IE&C Matenal ‘ )
None = - 15.2  54.1 30.7 100.0' (N=1,306) ,
1 9.9 469 43.2 100.0 (N=1,464) 130.848
2 56  42.1 . 52.3 100.0 (N= 522) (P<.0001)

3 , 3.8 32.8 63.4 100.0 (N= 131)

Canvassed to the Others
Contraception or the
Small Family ; .
0. No 16.5 550 . 28.5 100.0 (N=1,101) 117.364
1.Yes . = 84 453 . 46.3 100.0 (N=2,322) (P<.0001)

HER el %EE’JT*%&E 223 ggdl fel A B A4 $%9 BASE 100545
SEMWHE 4T dglom HEMHHE L Y& BEHEE SHAT ot @A HF
BEE B REEEN A A A b UREFTULEE 5 oA slAd 2 deygs
Rk S R Mol A BAREE)L ehole, TVl Mol Ml BEMWEME ¢u oL WA
o Beh el % BT MRS LAF2 Yoi(Tadle —3) olAe RN 59 IAMES EM
el 4ol Btk A BABAAC T HAT B AR 5 EY A=d Zu oo ws?
o2 EHY FEEe} 5 op® |

12) ﬁ%‘?‘ ko, ﬂ\ii ZE%E, Ao g %biu‘l’il BN LRRE NEGH, FiEatEIBFIERE. 1977,
pp. 37— 11028,

13) #h4E 4t ﬁlﬁ%%.%ﬁﬁ.
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gk olag B oA WHEAEA ot BATS MEd FEM Aol wds Tud B
sbobueh = ERMESC o & A MEckECl Fod $E4E BEMMAS 44 sy o
gtk ol AL W LpEel W@ SEOMES MEe Bn Agd Mkl —gmez de o
A vhe BEAE Mol ak(RE o MM FAES Ao BAT 85%) WAK A ¥
s BHENOHE o GEAbol o FBHESE Blkol & 7;' ze | '
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Table 4. Pércent Distribution of Women Who Knew the Negative Information by Knowledge, Attitude

\and Practice Experience of Oral Pill

Exposure to

) Negative Information X2- value
Oral Pill (signifi-
No Yes Total cance)

Knowledge Score

None 26.9 73.1 100.0 (N= 640)

1 11.6 88.4 100.0 (N= 646)

2 14.2 85.8 100.0 (N= 920) 92.919

3 8.8 91.2 100.0 (N= 465) (P<.0001)

4 7.8 92.2 100.0 (N= 103)

Total 15.4 84.6 100.0 (N=2,774)
Attitude

1. Not good 4.9 95.1 100.0 (N=1,599)

2. Neutral, Don’t know 31.2 68.8 - 100.0 (N= 596)

3. Good 28.0 72.0 100.0 (N= 578) 319.364

Total 15.4 84.6 100.0 (N=2,773)? (P< .0001)
Practice Experience ’

1. Never 22.4 77.6 100.0 (N=1,386)

2. Ever or currently 84 91.6 100.0 - (N=1,388) 103.647

Total 15.4 84.6 100.0 . (N=2,774) (P<.0001)

a : 1 cases are unknown.

Table 5. Simple Correlation Matrix Between the 4 Varjables about Oral Pill (Pearson’s’r"’)

(Coefficient /Cases / Significance)

Negative Practice

Information. Knowledge Attitude Experience.
Negative 1.0000 . .1499 -.2978 .1855
Information ( 0) ( 2775) ( 2773) A  2775)
) s= .001 S= .001 S= 001 S= .001
‘Knowledge 1499 1.0000 .0563 5199

( 2775) ( 0) ( 2773) ( 3601)

S= .001 - 8= .001 S= .002 S= .001
Attitude —2978 .0563 1.0000 —.0323

( 2773) ( 2773) ( 0) ( 2773)

S= .001 S= .002 S= .001 S= .045
Practice .1855 .5199 —.0323 1.0000
Experience ( 2775) ( 3601) ( 27173) ( 0)

S= .001 S= .001 S= .045 S= .001

* Partcial correlation between the negative information and practice experience

Controlled for knowledge : .1405 / (2770) / $=.001

Controlled for attitude
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:.1848/(2770) / S=.001
Controlled for knowledge and attitude : .1289 /(2769) / §=.001
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Table 6. Percent Distribution of Women Who Knew the Negative Information by Knowliedge, Attitude
and Practice Experience about Loop

Exposure to ‘
Negative Information X2- Value
Loop (signifi cance)
No Yes Total
Knowledge Score
None - 50.0 50.0 100.0 (N= 110)
1 25.4 74.6 100.0 (n= 524)
2 18.8 81.2 100.0 (N= 611) 75.536
3 18.5 81.5 100.0 (N= 1767) (P<.0001)
4 16.8 83.2 100.0 (N= 764)
Total 20.6 79.4 100.0 (N=2,776)
Attitude
Not good 7.9 92.1 100.0 (N=1,175)
Neutral, Don’t 31.5 68.5 100.0 (N= 689)
know 203.323
Good- 28.9 71.1 100.0 (N= 911) (P<.0001)
Total 20.6 79.4 100.0 (N=2,775)
Practice Experience
Never 26.7 73.3 100.0 (N=1,676) 94.154
Ever or currently 11.5 88.5 100.0 (N=1,100) (P<.0001)
Total 20.6 79.4 100.0 (N=2,776)

a : 1 cases are unknown.
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Table 7. Simple Correlation Matrix Between the 4 Variables about Loop (Pearson’s apir)

(coefficient / cases / Significance)

Negative ‘ ’ Practice
Information Knowledge Attitude Experience
Negative 1.0000 .1236 -.2319 1761
Information ( .0 ( 2777) ( 2775) (~-2777)
S= :.001 s S= .001 S= .001 "S=".001
.1236 1.0000 1014 4582
Knowledge. ( 2777) ( 0) ( 2777)  ( 3601)
s= .001 $= .001 §= .00  S= .001
‘ -.2319 , 1014 1.0000 . .0765.
Attitude ( 2775) - ( 2777) B { 0) 2777)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= ‘.001
Practice 1761 .4582 .0765- .. 1 1.0000
Experience ( 2777) ( 3601) ( 2777) ( 0)

S= .001 = .001 S= .001 S= .001

* Partclal correlation between the negative information and practlce experlence
Controlled for knowledge : .1447 /(2772) / S=.001
Controlled for attitude : .1995 / (2772) S=.001
Controlled for knowledge and attitude : .1613 / (2771) / S— 000
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Table 8. Percent Distribution of Women Who Knew the vNegative Information by Knowledge, Attitude
and Practice Experience about Condom

Exposure to Negative Information X2 - Value
Condom _ (significance)
No Yes Total
Knowledge Score ’ 4 )
None 95.8 4.2 100.0 (N= 24)
1 '83.6 16.4 100.0 (N= 61) , o
2 75.9 24.1 100.0 (N= 474) - . 37.729
3 69.9 30.1 100.0 (N= 995) (P<.0001)
4 63.0 37.0 100.0 (N= 729)
Total 69.6 30.4 100.0 (N=2,283)
Attitude
Not good 41.8 58.2 '100.0 (N= '469)
Neutral, Dont know 83.1 ‘ 16.9 100.0 (N= 723) 238.563
Good 72.6 27.4 100.0 (N=1,091) (P<.0001)
Total 69.6 30.4 100.0 (N=2.283) I
Practice Experience
Never 79.0 21.0 100.0 (N=1,473) 170.414
Ever or currently  52.6 . 474 100.0 (N= 810) (P<.0001)
Total 69.6 30.4 100.0 (N=2,283)

ERRERA ol e EERAES 21 3%?*‘157}' TEMNHEHRE 4 dglor FAKEBE HEa
47 E7L o] & aolw FEZLS Y E(Table —8)

MR 28 SEE o o Ry 9y H k2T, F@EEU FEREBREENE &
ERE#RS Bl e Brkds ERE uyo H, ol% 418 BEAlold MEBEE Bl B
T BFa g9ri(Table —9 @),

1. BEEFH
MEFA o 2o MaARs SEOHHRD ABEL EXE S 234 2% BARHA4E
BIAE, 1EUE EXE 28 BAE o4t & 509AEs vebe BEH MEES B

BFMol vmcty 4zshe BASCl T6AE, $& Bffviolzsln EET BATO & 4054
E2 vebd el gt MATETGE & BAS °ol, ¥& iftrieleln A zsls WASTEGE

15 &% 4. AUEH, Pp. 119~124 %y
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Table 9. Simple Correlation Matrix Between the 4 Variables about Condom (Pearsqn's “rt)

(Coefficient /Cases / Significance)

Negative . . Practice
Information Knowledge Attitude Experience
Negative : - 1.0000 .1278 —.1990 ' 2742
Information ( 0) ( 2283) ( 2283) . ( 2283)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= .001
i 1278 1.0000 .1658 .4359
Knowledge (. 2283) ( 0) ( 2284) ( 3601)
S= .001 S=- .001 S= .001 S= .001
—.1990 .1658 1.0000 1111
Attitude ( 2283) ( 2284) ( 0) - ( 2284)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= .001
Practice i 2742 .4359 ) A111 1.0000
Experience ( 2283) ( 3601) ( 2284) ( 0)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= .001

Partcial correlation between the negative information and practice experience
Contralled for knowledge : .2563 / (2280) /S=.001

Controlled for attitude : .3041 /(2280) / S=.001

Contralled for knowledge and attitude :.2827 /(2279) / S=.001

‘Table 10. Percent Distribution of Women Who Knew the Negative Information by Knowledge
Attitude and Practice Experience about Vasectomy

: Exposure to Negative Information X? - Value
Vasectomy (Slgniﬁ-
No Yes Total cance)
Knowledge Score
None 61.6 38.4 100.0 (N= 461)
1 50.1 49.9 100.0 (N= 1762) 25.625
2 48.1 51.9 100.0 (N=1,244) (P<.0001)
3 49.3 50.7 100.0 (N= 424)
Total 51.0- 49.0 100.0 (N=2,891)
A 76.3 | 106 0 (N= 761)
Not good 23.7 ; . =
Neutral, Don’t know 61.5 38.5 100.0 (N= 652) . 309.417
Good 60.5 39.56 100.0 (N=1,47T) (P<.0001)
Total 51.0 49.0 100.0 (N=2,890)
Practice Experience
Never 51.1 48.9 100.0- (N=2,677) o
Ever or currently 49.1 50.9 100.0 (N= 214) (no signifi-
Total 51.0 49.0 100.0 (N=2,891) cance)

a ; 1 cases are unknown.
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Table 11. Simple Correlation Matrix Between the 4 Variables about Vasectomy

(Coefficient / Cases [Significance) '

Negative . Practice
Information Knowledge Attitude Experience
Negative 1.0000 .0738 -.2851 .0025
Information ( 0) ( 2892) (. 2890) ( 2892)
S= .001 S= .001 8= .001 S= 447
: .0738 1.0000 2426 1958
Knowledge ( 2892) » ( 0) ( 2891) ( 3601)
S= . .001 _ S= .001 S= .001 S= .001
-.2851 .2426 1.0000 1416
Attitude ( 2890) ( 2891) ( 0) ‘ ( 2891)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= .001
Experience .0025 .1958 . 1416 1.0000
(- 2892) ( 3601) ( 2891) ( 0)
S= 447 S= .001 S= .001 8= .001

* Partcial correlation between the negative information and practice experience
Controlled for knowledge : .0097 / (2887) / $=.302
Controlled for attitude : .0453 / (2887) / §=.007

. Controlled for knowledge and attitude:.0250 / (2886) / S=. 090

" and attitude

Z, BEMFHS BEAdE BN =2 HEAREE 24532 e Wsl4 [ENEEHRSS
CHIEREC e M Y HBRHE Ve ok =3I fEEel Mk, mEe HAKERES B
+ &M =4 Jdeluz e

WIS 2 Table — 103 Table — 116 2R3 THES Fastd 2u B34 EHEEL ¥
ffE S el BEFERA T BEES KEFMNCL AM#KES =2 KE 23d FhmEsse
B RS A% éiﬁ‘]'ﬁﬁﬁifﬂl gAY NEET 4204 BEFHRT FASA 4tz eka
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Table12. Percent Distribution of Women Who Exposure Negative Information by Knowledge, o
Attitude and Practice Experience about Female Sterilization

Exposure to .

Negative Information X% —value
: » (signifi-
Female Sterilization No Yes Total cance
Knowledge ‘Score
None 79,0 21.0 - 100:0 (N=272) -
1 80.0 -20.0 100.0 (N=534) : 52.721
2 68.5 31.5 100.0 (N=942) (P< .001)
3 T 64.7 35.3 100.0 (N=1,181)
Total - 70.0 ~80.0 . 100.0 (N=2,929)
Attitude T B
Not good 38.5 61.5 .100.0 (N=457) : :
Neutral 74.2 25.8 100.0 (N=613) - . 257.961
-Good 76.4 23.6 100.0 (N=1,859) (< .0001)
Total 70.1 29.9 100.0 (N=2,929)
- Practice Experience ' ) ) .
Never 72.1 27.9 100.0 (N=2,5688) . 44.486
Ever or currently 54.5 . 45.5 100.0 (N=341) (P<.0001)

Total 70.0 30.0 100.0 (N=2,929)

Table — 139l 4 40 Bgo) HBIBIHEE = S BEfEgsol o %o—zot BBel ohasA 2 B
et MMM, MM, HAKERMY MWK EaA deluz oo mEs ERsEmEe
F#E 9 5 Bimel el @A dehdn o olRL METWR HEs vaw BHes &
e —miEel Lol BRMERE (S, MR o AR Aoe Zolud AT HEFHo Y
WEFH ) 58 HE WRAEL S RO Kt B D M) A dehdns
2+
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Table 1 3.; Simple Correlation Matrix Between the 4 Variables About Female Sterilization (Pearson’s r)

(Coefficieﬁt / Cases [ Significance)

Negative Practice
- Information : Knowledge Attitude " Experience
Negative 1.0000 1259 -.2614 1197
Information ( 0) ( 2930) ( 2929) ( 2930)
A S= .001 S= .001 . S= .001 S= .001
Knowledge 1.1259 . 1.0000 1564 .2434
( 2930) ( 0) ( 2932) ( 3601)
S= .001 S= .001 © 8= .001 S= .001
Attitude -.2614 .1564 1.0000 1570
( 2929) ( 2932) ( 0) ( 2932)
S= .001 S= .001 S= .001 S= .001
Practive 1197 .2434 ‘ 1570 1.0000
Experience ( 2930) ( 3601) ( 2932) ( - 0
S S=.-.001 . S= .001 S= .001 S= .001

* Partcial correlation between the negative information and Practice experience
.~ Contralled for knowledge : .0959 / (2926) / S=.001
. Controlled for attitude : .1674 / (2926) / S=.001.

Conrolled for knowledge and attitude: .1401/ (2925) / S=.001

V. 2 o Kb

KIRETE SAMESSEEEY) MELE D oL ¥ 4 & TEOEHRY IRBASS FKEE
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(Abstract)

A Study on Negative Information about Contraceptive Methods

by Joung Soon Park - Mee Lyoung Park

These days, almost all the people know family planning and contraceptives. There-
fore, it may be said that the IE&C program for family planning and contraceptive
methods is successful to a certain extent and the present subject needed for family
planning IE&C program is to inform the correct knowledge of contraceptive methods.
Nevertheless, according to several surveysl), there are many women who Lknow
negative information and have unfavorable attitude toward contraceptives.

This study was carried out as an effort to contribute to build up-a new family
planning IE&C strategy concerning negative information on contraceptives. Two
specific objectives of this study are as follows. One is to grasp the characteristics of
women who knew negative information on contraceptives, and the other is to find out v
the relationship between negative information and KAP (Knowldge, Attitude and
Practice) of five contraceptive methods, government has recommended. -

For above two purposes, we used the data gathered for ’Study on Family Planning
Information, Education and Communication” which was done by KIFP in 1978.

X2 test, pearson correlation and partial correlation have been used for analyzing
the data. Those women who regarded as having more interest and need in family
planning knew negative information on contraceptives more. Therefore, the women
who were aged 25-39, in higher educational level, and had more than two children
knew more negative information. Furthermore, the women who had recommended
contraception to others showed higher recognition rate of negative information.

As for five government recommended. contraceptive methods, the relationships
between negative information knowledge and KAP of contraception were as follows.
First, in the case of temporary contraceptive. methods such as oral pill, loop, condom, '
there were significant relationship (P< .001) between negative information knowledge
and KAP. Therefore, the more Knowledgeable and the more unfavorable attitude
the women had, the more negative information they knew. ' '

1) Park, Hyung Jong Kyung Kyoon Chung and Dal Sun Han,*Family Planning Rumors in Korean
Rural Areas, Journal of Family Plaaning Studies, Vol. 8, April 1976, KIFP, pp. 38-53.
Cheong, Chija Kim, Kye Choon Ahn, Joung Soon Park, Mun Hee Suh, and Han Ki Lee, Study
on Family Planning Information, Education and Communication, KIFP, 1979.
Park, Byung Tae, Byoung Mohk Choi and Ho Youn Kwon, The 1976 National Fertility and
Family Planning Evaluation Survey, 1978, KIFP.
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And those women who had ever practiced or were practicing contraception knew
more negative information. On the contrary, either the relationship between know-
ledge and attitude, or the relationship between attitude and practice were not
significant. Accordingly, the results shows that the variable which had influence on
women’s unfavorable attitudes toward temporary contraceptive methods is not know-
ledge or practice of contraception but negative information.

Secondly, in the case of vasectomy, there were significant differences (P< .0001)
in knowledge and attitudes between those women who knew negative information
and those who didn’t. But there were not any significant relationship between negative
information and practice. Therefore, those who did not have vasectomy knew more
negative information than those who did. ‘ '

Thirdly, in the case of female sterilization, those women 'who had more knowledge
and unfavorable attitude, and had practiced female sterilization knew more negative
information. But the correlation 'coeffl(:ient between the negative information and
practice was not significantly high. In the case of vasectomy, those women who did
not have female sterilization knew more negatlve mformatlon and had unfavorable
attitude.

On the basis of results found, it may be suggested /that the influence of negative
information by specific methods should be understood in relation with the knowledge,
attitude and practice. That is, in the case of temporary contraceptives such as oral plll
loop, the negative information had influence on the attitude toward those contra-
ceptwes but there were no relationship between attitude and practrce Nevertheless
there was a significant relationship between negative information and practlce So,
those who had ever experlenced ill effect of temporary contraceptwes exposed to
more negative mformatxon

On the contrary, the negative 1nformatlon on vasectomy and female sterlhzatlon
due more to the rumour they heard than to their experience of ill effect. Therefore

even if there are not many women who had unfavorable attitude toward Vasectomy
and female sterilization now, if we do not controle the diffusion of rumours, the future
prospect of attitude toward those two methods are not optlmlstlc

Thus a strategy to meet the need to control the diffusion of rumour is needed
Cons1der1ng the fundamental difference in characteristics of negatlve 1nformat10n
by specific methods, IE&C program for negative information on contraceptlves should
be prepared by specific methods concerning unique characterlstms of each method
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