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Fig. Target Group Segments and Interaction Between Acceptors and

Non-acceptors
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Table 1. Target Group Segments of Family Planning in Remote Rural Areas, 1981
Bt KIRETR BREC| HEE

Target Group Segment Number Percent
A. Pregnant
Al. Wanted 143 8.4
A2. Not wanted 27 1.6

B. Not Pregnant And Not Active

Bl. Wanting pregnancy 256 15.0

B2. Wanting no pregnancy 247 14.4
C. Active

Cl. Wanting pregnancy 54 3:2

C2. Wanting no pregnancy 979 57.4
Total 1,706 100.0

Number=Currently married, fecund women aged 15~44

2= BINMHIR FE AL BN BE HAS AL Fk, HEKEE, EiE
KUE, HHEEHT BIEATERR, HAERBE S SMERIE A4St ook o374 S
AE Tkt BRLE GEMMAIRS B FowAdE BES BE2 2 &

Kook, fFFIZ E o o] HFEL 30~34iEol 4 7} FRL(22%), HE

&

Table 2. Acceptors and Non-acceptors of Family Planning by Intention to Get

Pregnant in Remote Rural Areas, 1981

ENR HL HBE5 Kikatk TF L FREE

Intention to Get Pregnant

YES NO
Non— Non—
Variables Acceptors Acceptors Acceptors Acceptors Total (N)
Age
15~24 5.2 76.8 8.6 9.4 100.0(233)
25~29 8.4 42.5 32.8 16.3  100. 0(332)
30~34 3.5 16.2 58.7 21.6 100.0(371)
35~39 .3 3.1 81.2 15.4 100.0(351)
40~44 B 1.9 82.8 15.3 100.0(419)
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Table 2. Continued

Intention to Get Pregnant

YES NO
Non Non
Variables Acceptors Acceptors Acceptors Acceptors Total(N)
Education
No schooling 1.4 65.8 11.4 21.4 100. 0 (359)
Primary school 2.6 61.2 21.7 14.5 100. 0 (1, 053)
Middle or higher 7.5 33.6 43.9 15.0  100.0(294)
Living Level
Low 2.3 24.4 53.8 19.5  100.0(472)
Middle 3.3 22,3 59.3 15.1 100. 0 (951)
High 4.2 25.4 57.0 13.4  100. 0 (283)
Travel Time to Myon Office
Less than 30 minutes 4.4 22.4 56,3 16.9 100. 0 (366)
30~59 3.5 23.6 58,1 14.8  100.0(715)
60 or more 2.1 23.5 57.4 17.0 100. 0 (622)
Number of Children by Combination of
S and D
0 - 96.2 1.3 2.5 100. 0 (79)
1 0 17.9 2.5 6.0 3.6 100. 0 (84)
0 1 2.9 90.0 2.8 4.3 100. 0 (70)
1 1 9.6 34.1 37.8 18.5  100.0(135)
2 1 .6 3.8 9.7 19.9 100. 0 (156)
1 2 5.1 24.0 49.4 21.5  100.0(79)
3 1 — 2.2 88.8 9.0 100. 0 (89)
2 2 = 5.5 72.5 22.0  100.0(127)
1 3 6.7 33.3 41.7 18.3  100. 0 (60)
2~ 4 sons only 3.6 15.8 67.6 13.0 100. 0 (139)
2 ~4 daughters only q 7 79.0 8.1 3.2 100. 0 (62)
5 or more children 6 4.2 75.2 20.0 100. 0 (621)
Total 3.2 23.4 57.4 16.0  100. 0 (1, 706)

N=Number of currently married, fecund women aged 15~44

S=Son
D=Daughter

42



3} AEIEKEES] e g Ad A wlmA Eobrh. =g AR HEI Bl AR 2
ERE Vel o] HEKS HiAR 3M/(2H 14 = 1%H24) 2 454029 2
T EE 1H3L)ell4 2z wama Fhkeh, 1222 o] HEKo| ¥ BHT %
£ @Al e ey FkatE 4ol vl A b aTxITh

T AAldow 7 BEGIE EMKES Ukl o w4 MRS dAlstx @
E @A KRS ERE 2 Yl ol FKikalBIAol vl s W ZEI HWRHE
o) whfy, FRHE, B BN MER A ovishe, BRI vlA Sl MK
il whE, 8%, Hfh SR 2 ERE Jehws el AT Bimo| o

~

2. FIEStH WX KX HFLRR

ofe| TRl Aluisl AR K12 BFRE AlAske feiitm All  FKgaHE
EEBER A LRSS 76,6149 (27+247+1,033/1,706 X 100) Sich. =hebA BIEE K
60.65 A E fHlol] 165 E 2| FEFrb Exigheh. ofv| Mol AslAl BpB(b=l fm Al
Al Mg #EEA ol sl 2rt friGs | 16914 E 2] AL Kikat#l o= @i 5 ol
€ Zol=t.

g Al M FKaE EEE R ERS 2% 14 Bigftgrelt JEMER - JEE
B K#Eo]| wopxlo s Selz 4 ek, AREBURmA 4 o] ERE iz o
elrbe Aol 4ubzdet. olF flel A fi HiEel #L, HidEEhre] g91k, o4
3+ MRSl B G S FikatE| #EH - B - Aol o fae] WAV 87

e},

3. FIEEHE Wl s

19827F0ll A4l #hlT % ERulol oHer SO FASl BEte] o) FEAS R £
33h o] Ehriik ARCIEEAS] RpkitEl BLEBEKS 5951 4 A, Bt 4 56
HAE, fHtol 4 555AER A 2 ERE el sbich,

5) o &k, & LW, felvbel BAEER Y BEFIAC ek AR W, wmEAC
tRIEBE 7T, 1982

6) BOAWIRF LR el M=l MEEER = S22 pffelebar ql4shal 2las AL
BrRob=lgleh. 2 AL REEFhl o8 T4 2ehEodeh. Be o] M kR
AL BT L FY EEA A2E TR, B FLE BEle A Bse
Ael BFell 2galctd 2abs Feobd + s

-

il



Table 3. Currently Practicing Rates of Family Planning for Currently Married
Women, by Age and Geographic Area
i Bl FHeF FKiEETE RERR

(Unit . %)
1982 Survey* 1981 Survey
Urban Rural Remote rural
15~24 25 21 13. %
25—~29 44 46 40. 3
30~34 74 67 60. 3
35~39 81 78 75.5
40~44 64 60 63.6
All Ages 59 56 54.9

* Source : Moon, H. S, et al., 1982 National Family Health Survey, Korea Institute
for Population and Health, 1982.
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Table 4. Percents of Women of Acceptors and Non-acceptors, by Fecundity and

Contraception

MHIRAED X EEMEEERIRIN

(Unit : %)

1982 Survey* 1981 Survey

Urban Rural Remote rural
Not Fecund 35 39 30
Natural 7 10 10
Sterilized 28 29 20
Fecund 65 61 70

Use of contraception

Oral pill 5 5 5
Loop 9 12
Condom 4 2
Other 1l 9 16
Pregnant 8 8 9
Not pregnant and no contraception 26 26 26
Total 100 100 100

% Source . Moon, II.S. et al., Ibid., 1982.
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(Abstract)

A Structural Analysis of Acceptors and Non-acceptors of
Family Planning in Remote Rural Areas

Kun-Yong Song*

This study was carried out for evaluating family planning program in terms of the met and

unmet need for family planning service.

The Data

The data utilized for this study are drawn from the 1981 Baseline Household Interview
Survey in Remote Rural Areas for Evaluation of the Government— supported Community
Health Practitioner Program. The data was collected during a 30 day period of October-

November, 1981. An interview was completed with a total of 4,083 households.

Results

1. The met rate of the need for family planning among currently married and fecund women
aged 15-44 is 79 percent and as a result, the unmet rate remains at 21 percent. The unmet
need for family planning is characterized by ages in the thirties (particularily 30-34 ages),
low education and low living level, and many (particularily three or four) children.

2. The expected maximum level of family planning use rate per 100 currently married and fe-
cund women is estimated to 76.6 percent, by using two variables of woman'’s intention to
get pregnant and use of contraception. However, actual level of family planning use rate is
60.6 percent, resulting a gap of 16 percent between the expected maximum level and the
actual level of use.

3. Priority input of the family planning effort should be placed on the unmet need. Sterilization
is recommended as a contraceptive method to be acceptable for women currently unmet for
family planning service and the current users of rhythm and coitus interruptus in remote

rural areas.

£ Fellow, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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