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Table 1. Percentage of the Receiving of Prenatal Care and by Place of Care Provided
ENEERE X EaEHE S 2%

Content New Mother Pregnant Woman

Prenatal Services

Received 48.6 47. 4
Not received 51.4 52.6
Total 100.0 100. 0
(N)* (279 (38)
Place of Prenatal Care
Hospital and clinic 67.4 61.1
Primary health post 24.4 33.3
Health center 5.9 5.6
Health subcenter 0. =
Midwife clinic 0.7 =
MCH center 0.7 =
Total 100.0 100. 0
. (136) (18)

* N=Number of new mother and pregnant women

% % N=Number of prenatal care received

2) Hibgr s, AiideE, 1983, p. 158,
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Table 2. Percentage of the Reasons of Non Prenatal Care Received

EREEE UX B2 BEhF 4%

Reasons New Mother Pregnant Women
Non Risky Signs 36. 2 45.0
Unnecessary 26.2 20.0
Previous Experience of 22,7 5.0
Normal Pregnancy
Due to Fee for Care b.7 5.0
Inconvenient Transport 3.5 5.0
Non Adequate Time 2.8 10.0
Others 2.8 10.0
Total 100.0 100.0
(N) (143) (20)

% N=Number of non prenatal care received

2) SrEE
SIRERE Y st = SN BIE St SRS R B st sk ch
SN BIER e £33 2ok 28 Skt BEN, REZEA W B TRE
HE 5 REEEA 23 SHNBE 48 7THAENL, FBRAEZA Kikel ¥
b S AR A9t 416548, ERbAE (A kA @ FKkeol 7t A
0.49 4 E=2 Jelytch v A S =& AR ER T4 En
S R ZA9rF 395 E, Ealdg #Hs) g ExF4 Eabgt A7 5
H A Eolch il REEEAS HE NBE Weo 24 KRestn ALY
Aok, FAEEHSR WA FREREAC o SHEABELS A FHEMLR 48.79
E 2 19814 fiho] 16.43) A EY of] w|al @ A3 Hoh(FE3 HI).

3 Spffo] ol Fox BETH SAie B, £ Sihd 29. 69 ES 5K -8B,
RIEZHT, BIERT 59 Makothol A, 70.53 A et FKEE ko] ek, FEry

l‘-y—'o

a2 P s o food

3) KEgE s, FiEE, 1983, p. 161
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Table 3. Percentage by the Birth Attendent for Delivery Care

PIRNELNE
Birth Attendent Percentage (%)
Health Personnel 48.7
Medical doctor 26.5
Community health practitioner 10.0
MCH worker 97
Midwife 2.5
Lay Person 51.8
Family with delivery set 41.6
Family without delivery set 0.4
Self with delivery set 3.9
Self without delivery set 5.4
Total 100.0
(N) (279)

Table 4. Percentage by the Place for Delivery Care

DIRIZFR
Content Percentage (%)
Home 70.5
Hospital and Clinic 25.2
Primary Health Post 2.2
Midwife Clinic 2.2
Total 100. 0
(N) (279)

% WAl MRk rhR-S 19814 M) 13,59 AlEY R} 3 x5 FL Kito|rt
4 3=).

3) EREHE

PEREHEZ Hel s 4S8 7 6 5t 1mLLE RESE A o HHE

4) R, HiEHE, 1983, p. 161
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Table 5. Percentage of Postpartum Check up and by Place of Care Provided
EXREERE X ERERGH

Content Percentage (N)

Status of Receiving

Received 16.9 (47)
Not received 83.1 (232
Total 100. 0 (279)*
Place of Care

Hospital and clinic 48.9 (23)
Primary health post 4.7 (21)
Midwife clinic 4.3 (2)
Health subcenter 21 (1)
Health center =

Total 100. 0 (aT)**

* N=Number of new mother

% % N=Number of postnatal care received

2. RupERAR

1) SR4h5 fEEEARER X IRRHIETE

Bghniol EFEEE MRS RNz BHRE  HRoR EAM
A fREEEE 3 FEE Bkl olEel AW F Al B KM KB 2 B
WIS HAR RIEHE Y RS Slelshe Aoz @ESH HERSe A

5) Kegh s+, HiBE, 1983, p. 163.
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Table 6. Percentage of Infant Care Received and by Place of Care Provided
BYIE REEAXEE X B

Content Percentage (N)

Status of Receiving

Received 43.7 (122
Not received 56.3 (157)
Total 100.0 (279)*
Place of Care
Hospital and clinic 41.8 (51)
Health center 4.1 (5)
Health subcenter 57 (7)
Primary health post 47.5 (58)
Others 0.8 (8)
Total 100.0 (122)**

* N=Number of child under 24 month

%% N=Number of child received care under 24 month

ghsd BRLHE FHZEFTE REZHEEFTF 47.55 Al E2 shA WL, 5E - BB 41.8
HA E, REELFT 5. 7 A E, fR{EAT 4. 19N E, Hftt 0.8HAE 2 febt
BghG REHZS st REZHFETE ol ol &t UASS & T Ak

Aol MW LF F83 949l oHAHEFS] T8 Aol tHete] Mol mebd &
ol A3 kKMol A i FRol R HEEAR VL BE FE I KR IR F
53k= @A =k skgdclh. «dlE Teol ciZHZ|oke] AR, BEHHARS 755

Sl

6) Ebrahim, G. J., Practical mother and child health in developing couniries, The
Macmillan Press, 1978, pp. 7 ~13.
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Table 7. Percentage of B.C.G. Vaccination for Infant by Month
24052 R#ehl B.C.G. IZBhiEiER

Content (month) 0 1+ Total (N)

Under 0~ 2 84.0 16.0 100. 0( 25)
Under 2~7 50.0 50.0 100.0( 72)
Under 7~13 34.9 65. 1 100. 0( 63)
Under 13~24 28. 4 71.6 100. 0(116)
Total 40.6 59. 4 100.0(276)

N=No response excluded
AE7L REESGE o, WITS BBE F AdAG BES HA FE F At
w5 sk ok
BRehvl HETEAEY MO =hel EpEERENCE chEcoh K@/ g A =
B.C.G. & H4#% 48N 1@, D.P.T.oF /NGifidis A 208 Y A=t
std 2fA zkAo= 3@, el 18EAC F/HAETE 1@, &, A2, &
B Atk 15EAC 1@ gt =S @igska ek o] #EErgyE A= %
SRR ARSI RS SHrat vk £ 73 2ol 0~24fEA vivk Bghrpe
B.C.G. g R 59. 454l E 2 vhepylel o] f5E S 19814 o] B. C.G. #4&
R 30.754E"e} ¥lws) BHE dHAF] FolHSS ¢ 4+ o ARAE B4
2B H vluk Bghrao] EAERS 16,094 E2 EPERHHC] WS BERS Yo A
o2 vepgel, 2l 1@ E D.P.T. dWAHETEL 67.
Aoputn] b FEL 67. 1A ER velidrh o]F A#s R EHEIIE SHI
RS K83 2l

2~4MEAIRE By e] D.P.T. BBiEEERE 25.55{4lE, 4 ~ 6 @A v|ak3
$hoiel 2@l D.P.T. #pEERS 21.054lE, 6 ~18(F A vlak B4h5ae] 3[@ELL
b R 44,451 E, 18fH A ~24@ A vluk Bghi el 4@l E BEERS 3.4
HAAER vepudel, el 2 ~ 4 A ulak B0 0] )N G AR BERE R 2 14. 43 4l
E, 4~6fEAIRE Byhigel 2@ KR 17.254E, 6 ~18EA "It Bgh5
o] 3[EILL L BEfER-S 46.49]4lE, 18~24fF A lnk Bghrai o] 4@ L BEERS

1.7 A Eof E3}35} ¢},

7) Ketghst, HifBE, 1983, p. 168.
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Table 8. Percentage of D. P. T. and Sabin Vaccination for Infant by Month
B B#sR) D.P.T. /\R#E ERhEEx

Content (month) 0 1 2 3 4 Total (N)

D B T
Under 2 100.0 = - = = 100. 0( 25)
Under 2~4 74.5 25.5 = = = 100. 0( 27)
Under 4~6 44. 8 34.2 21.0 = = 100. 0( 29)
Under 6~18 16. 8 27.0 11.7 43.7 0.7 100. 0(137)
Under 18~24 13.8 1.2 10.3 55.2 3.4 100. 0( 55)
Total 32.2 23.2 10.1 33.4 1.1 100. 0(276)

Poliomyelitis (sabin)

Under 2 100. 0 — = = = 100. 0( 25)
Under 2~4 85. 6 14. 4 = = = 100.0( 27)
Under 4~6 b, 2 21.6 172 = = 100.0( 29)
Under 6~18 14.5 26.8 12.3 45.7 0.7 100. 0(138)
Under 18~24 12.1 13.8 13.8 58.6 L7 100. 0( 58)
Total 32.9 20.6 10. 8 35.0 0.7 100. 0(276)

N=No response excluded

Asbdon 14LNe 3 ol Fe] sts Aok Fell B T3k olitA
F D4 Eo] L AL REBFAB ] Xot AT A= FHEhstelor L 2nlT R
v, BffelAd Edshe oA Fofe]l 144 ASaHA REBHRAT7EA E2=
5 TEAA A=Ak S vl gtet
BUff7h SRR giEshe 7l el A Fol ool (RS A AR AT 9l
£ 39 27 ¥ 3 A F Ade F 9 A

WGl KIREHBN A K- 28. 29l E2 et 1981 Mz o] 17. 74l =02}
va g w ol S-S o 4 vk B AR AL REE RS 15 A R ik
ol 4 15. 55 A E, 15~24f# A Kifio] 54. 994l Eolm, FERHI 27 el bl Hefl KL
1518 A Kifgell 4 7.35] A&, 15~24fF A Kifio] 36.55] Al Evt. el BBSHKE#
flR-2 IS5 Kol 4 6. 75 AL E, 15~24(HH Kifio]l 34.35] 4l E 2 elyutel

o

8) Kilah 7, HifgE, 1983. p. 168.

86



Table 9. Percentage of Measles, Mumps and Rubella Vaccination for Infant by Month
R4 BER K%, E72l, B2 grhEER

Content (month) 0 1} Total (N)
Measles
Under 15 84.5 15.5 100. 0(178)
Under 15~24 45.1 54.9 100.0 (99)
Total 71.8 28.2 100. 0(277)
Mumps
Under 15 2.7 7.3 100. 0(177)
Under 15~24 63.5 36.5 100. 0( 99)
Total 82.2 17.8 100. 0(276)
Rubella
Under 15 93.3 6.7 100. 0(177)
Under 15~24 65.7 34.3 100.0( 99)
Total 83.4 16.6 100. 0(276)

N=No response excluded

BBy BEAER ) BRSSP = REZEAT, REZAT 2 K- B HeE Jebd

Table 10. Percentage by the Place of Various Vaccination Provided
BRrEAER| ARG AN

Content Hgfi%iitcal ggﬁlttehr S}jszltr?ter Z}}:i?hry Others Total (N)
B. C. G. 23.8 10.4 32.9 32.3 0.6 100. 0(164)
D.P.T. 26.7 4.8 23.0 43.3 2.1 100. 0(187)
Poliomyelitis ~ 25.8 5.4 23.1 44.1 1.6 100. 0(185)
Measles 20.8 2.6 29.9 45.5 1.3 100.0 (77)
Mumps 24.5 4.1 24.5 46.9 — 100.0( 49)
Rubella 26.1 4.3 28.1 43.5 — 100.0( 46)

N=Number of vaccinated child
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Table 11. Response of the Preferred Feeding Methods
30l st oL 2| RAE

Content Percentage (N)

Preferred Methods

Breast milk 87.8(245)
Cow’s milk 2.9 (8
Combined both 3.6( 10)
Don’t know 5.8( 16)
Total 100. 0(279)*
Practiced Methods
Breast milk 81.7(228)
Cow’s milk 8.2(23
Combined both 10.0( 28)
Total 100. 0 (279)*
Period of Breast Feeding
Under 6 months 29.8( 76)
Under 6 ~12 months 39.6(101)
Over 12 months 30.6 (78)
Total 100. 0 (255)**
Mean (month) 9.4

* N=Total number of child
% % N=Number of breast feeding experience(no response excluded)
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Table 12. Percent Distribution by the Starting Time of Supplementary Food
#HHR BIE BER A

Content (month) Percentage (%)
Under 6 14.1
6~12 67.3
Over 13 18.6
Total 100. 0
(N) (156)
Mean (month) 9.3

N=Number of children supplementary food experience
3. RiEERIEAE

K peat BIEAES] A WA RS i I5HLE 495k Sl HRBA SR R
& sk ek,

R3S BFEE RBRE R HREQ BAS AR Rk AERIY
T REBHT RBARD W skl HHiT f5Holxh

R A S BLEHRS 61554 2 19814 fte) 5495 A eV e} 23 ko
HEERS ebd T ook, Bige HEphal &5 RBETE BFIIAIZ moHTD
KR RIEZRT B ATelsh 66451 AE, @K 33,654 2 vhepute)
RUE BURHEBEE S o) [ S Sl BEMUTIER 5 o) ok, BLBEMERCRES
KAHEHEE Q) SVEFH S R FMT ) Zarel kel Eob HEMAL 49.59 4
ot BEFR S, 1L 0H A Es b RAEFH S ot BLENITIEE% 2] 60,5548
A S ole). R —BEEEMEEL Sl TEMEEL 16954, oIl e 13.2

) KEgEst, AiEE, 1983, p. 176.
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Table 13. Percent Distribution of Famly Planning Practice Rate and by Period of

Practicing

B REERIBRES X A

Content Percentage (N)

Status of Practicing

Practiced 61.5(735)

Not practiced 38.5(461)

Total 100. 0(1196)*
Period of Practicing

Before assignment of CHP 66. 4 (488)

After assignment of CHP 33. 6(247)

Total 100. 0(735)**

* N=Number of eligible women (15~49 age group)

% k N=Number of family planning practiced women

Table 14. Percent Distribution of the Family Planning Methods
BWER 2

Previous Study on

Content Study Areas
Health Care*
Permanent Sterilization 60. 5 35.7
Vasectomy 11.0 57
Tuballigation 49.5 30.0
Temporal Method 39.5 64.4
Oral pill 13,2 8.8
IUD 16.9 21.7
Condom 3.1 4.7
Others 6.3 29.2
Total 100. 0 100. 0
(N) (735) (1, 893)

N =Number of family planning practiced women

* Source:Study on the health care utilization of rural people, KIPH, 1985.

A E, E5 3. 154E 122 f AR 5 XS 6.339AE FIAsEE art. ol
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Table 15. Percent Distribution of Motivator for Family Planning Practicing
KRixEtR) BB ES BEE

Content Percentage (%)

Health Personnel 51,5
Health worker 25.6
Community health practioner 24.8
Medical doctor and pharmacist 1.1

Lay Person 47.2

Mass Media 1.3

Total 100.0

(N) (735)

N=Number of eligible women among 15~44 age group
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Abstract

Maternal and Child Health and Family Planning Service Coverage in
Community Health Practitioner Post

Jin Soon Kim* - Young Ae Oh**

Since Community Health Practitioners are working to provide comprehensive health care for
rural residents for two years, it is necessary to grasp the community health practitioner’s activities
for providing maternal and child health and family planning services, because, in fact, the mater-
nal and child health and family planning practice rate among eligible population is known as very
low in rural areas.

Therefore, analyses of new mothers and infants born during two years after community health
practitioner’s assignment to their posts and of pregnant women at the time of this study were car-
ried out. This study is aimed to grasp the utilization pattern of health facilities by the target
population for receiving maternal and child health and family planning cares, and also, indirectly,
to assess the community health practitioner’s activities.

The major findings analyzed are as follows;

First, it appeared that birth attendent rate by lay persons was higher than that of health profes-

sionals.

Second, the eligible women’s behaviors were not changed in receiving the pre-and postnatal

care properly.

Third, child care rate for under two years of children showed very low, but the basic immuniza-
tion rate such as B.C.G., D.P.T. and poliomyelitis was very much increased compared with
the rate before community health practitioner’s assignment. This result, however, is not
higher than that of nationwide

Last, family planning practice rate showed similar to nationwide practice rate.

As conclusion, maternal and child health and family planning services by community health

* Fellow, Korea Institute for Population and Health.

** Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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practitioners were improved. Community health practitioner's activities, however, are still re-
quired for more improvement of maternal and child health services. To increase the service
coverage, management system for health care, particularly in team work approach for primary
health care personnel at various levels such as health center, health subcenter, and community
health practitioner’s post, direction and technical advice from health center should be improved

as soon as possible.
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