
r'o 1adeuot 

'Chief, Demographic'Analysis ~eto 

Suilc 	 Proposd Major Projects During Work-Study Asinet 
World FertilitySurvey, London~~~ i~ 

T The' Record -

The pupoe of4thi meo is 'to describe my 2current plans regarding a nuber ofproposed research projects for my wor-stdyasagme Three'umajor topics
S''are discussed. 	 ~2k 

1.Cmarsno WFSCPSresults fo pouain ih ohsres 

A'
Anumberof countries have nowI had~both a Wol etlt ure n ota
 
2~~'captive Prevalence turvey. A comparisonIof reut caidae, trends±~in

variotus meaurements,~ can help. establish continuity btwenis!,tw&types of 
; ~suri and providng the results appear conss1tca~od~rdbiiyt 

~ the, much saller:.scale CPSs*' 'Comparisons made in the recat isse of,Population Rsrporte2 (j suggest 	 that the coprsn wilblaorbi nshow trends, in the expected diraction--pward fo contractive, use andy>jh2f
downward for fertility. 

Tdate,~th olwn onrehave bad both types ~of surveys: Panama, Paraguay,
Co~omba,,MexcoCosa RcalThailand, 'Koreaand flanladesh4 'IhcamLlw PlanningtEvaluation Division, 1CDCO has provided tochnical",assistaracefor Patama and

Paraguay, -and, Wstinghouse*:'ealthiSys tom# the other count rie . Inaddition, aCPS ha enpef Mo niJiai adsmedtafavail14able f r oprsnadCChas boen involved tissrvymgh'bIn 6 State surveys in Brazil 
as ell as suvy nGaeaa an-~ ElJLSavdr hc hv~a L oWS 

Th4WFS/CP$ comparisons will be limited to &,few major. areas of i.nterosticontraceptive'use, fertility estimates, and duration of bratodn-o major >georaphical straa.- Much of the data relquiriod for these compa risons 'has appearnd,
in published reorts for the surveys.Sspecially 	 'Those that ara not "can be obtained thrugWKhrequested or performed tabulstions, Inaddition to publisbt oi ntry
reports. WS has issued. couparativo reports on all three of, these, topics (2). 

* 

~~'~Tha rate of contraceptive, use iii be measured by..the -proportion of marriedor'in union women 13-44 using effeactive means-of contraception~. -CP'S estiates
hevie been published in the JHVI ?opulation.Roports -issue-on CP'S. 

C#'inclu*de muvh less detailed Information on Fertility. Thus, farttLit 
'estimates .cnnot 	be asi vioousl~y evaluated as vth Ifr,.~ tstimates of standard >fertility rates, from IIndividual, coutry~reports can be copared, it published?~N~'~Kestimates from Wi ourvoya. Ow r eg discropincle a exist, CP'S data can be"~~~2~% 

Afurther, an's iecd for' posstib Ito (r' 2 *trr,2 ~4 



0 	 0 

* 	Currnt status dit an be usd with smoothed usi8ng t~ model breast­
feeding schedlemethod (3). This can 'yel estmte of-eda or meanuain 
and proportions breastfeeding at,'specifc durations snc irh 

Anumbrof CPSs did not collect 'breastfeedin '4eta:(e~g., PaauyACsaRc 
~ound 1,Colobi Round 1),'Aand for hs htd* estimaes 46 not always 
appear inpblishd re~ports. Spcia tabulations may need to be requested from A 

SWesing~hous. Thisshould.not be 'dfficultfl rathr simple tabulations are
sic 
Srequired--h prprto bratediga nterview by 4uratiQnA 5 ncoe lasi live. 

~ birth Ifpbihe E iures are based on some other definition 'such as' 
brestfeeing in 4the l'ast ,closed interval) special tabulations may be required
"i.to oprbeetmtsof duration.ge 


FAA Topic CPS 	 WF 

Cotacpiv s Population-Reports, J' CountryReotan 
Individual Survey Reports, Comparati.ve Studies 

Fertility RatGs3 Individual $urvey Reports ~County Reports and 

BAr*astfeeding Duration Individual Survey Reports, >1o,'47 Reports,A 

SpecalA'Tabulation 'A"-Aq2>Comparative Studies, 'A 

~AA ~"AV 	 A A A "'~*"A'SpeialTuat'~,1n#ins 

A~~~~i 	 necessaVry.'''~,AA 

A *~' 	 ~ 2.,* Cogarative Breastfeediiiz StudX$ '-

While this topic overlaps with-the~besf~i section of/ teCSWFSA~ A 

,AAvariety, of issues. 	 n;otvohrida'de'A ' ­

~oAubrsof CD Nuto Surehv broaderdin innforatio anetsr 

A numbar of othe an 	 tieeling the reaton ofd coe'retcs Sbresaddese, A 

'AsAA"'' othcei n,pouttoiwhich avlbeoad InSthre fou st~~paa,CPY nA rthaer 
Br axl onutdIn18.
 

http:Comparati.ve


3,Pyl ot fFr~± les~mn nd Aal sis wth CPS data.r 

since thstopic require& dotanalysis atetin wll- be cown no4:o 
(5ahi,:' Perambucofour saesresi othatrBrzlcodcein180 


__ion-
Parab iad4o do Nor teStates.) urveys *,Grande Thoe 
m anaies and4may-boepooled wi -proper weightingto provide region-'tds 


with around 8,.Q6O c s- .
 

'Pr/FRatio Methods 2i 
~Anlysis of $ AFata has adaned methods of ~cmparing current. and cuimulativ 

age of mohe, butbymarigSfertilityito includnot only anaysis by 
duainad dur4aton sic 4 ip ith() SneC have much less ' 

- - t -CS dat -t-be-abltomr- lyeaut e.,ha~qq v of' CPSfetly 

44' WFS analysis hasused~ ageapeificfrtltyfr h,'last> 5 year -so that no. 

neve.To7hand,.a oily ,'esW cat fertilit for 'the, yer prvost 


cumulat fetlty atratgies,arel'pouuibl6i,' Single~year aeseii
 
'~~44; 

fetliyrtes cnbeused These>ar-untabl?,'but fluctutionfs in P 
ratios, can be~smoothed' by moving, averages. , This~'atrategy~has been employed 

by Hoar 4oderSa PE for-mar riago 'duration.-2 A-'« ' t­
'>'k4\~ 

etlt rates-n usThe second strategy is,,to-ue5yaage-spcifiG
For ~fertility by age thesed factors ~4~-­
nt-"erpolation factors when cumulatingo 


of the Brass m~ethod., Amethod'bfl nerpolating by marriageexist,,as part-' 

as far4 as'IIn b duainod'.4'A4AKurationlhas bee deeopd (5) btn 
1 =pared~mot'erhod. Iterpolated-5-yar P/F ratios,'if deveod 

with the sngle year values developed by Golbeg.t eemn h etsrtg 
odegt eemn tebs t*~y 

-> ~-''<---for evlati4g4 CPS4 fertility data. 
Anlyi Birh ntevaof Ope 


no
ih P aais o xmietedstiu 

One metho ththsbenue 


ie fewfo s ith CPS, data, inc the distribhav t ~ >4'formlly possiod4ta~h5beU5C 

further , 
; >'~-ialternatives.for evluting' reference period error#; The method has 4tho 

4-~4 
---Advatage ofakcin&use of all cases available, unlike P/7-ratio. methods whichi 

-4~- 4ire>*V based on 5-year -age or ,duration groups', which igssignificant for CPSsuvy 
.-. > >4"A4~ 4

w.,.ch generally have smaller sample sizes than WFS surveysOO'444> 
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Revision of the questionnaire
 

In evaluating CPS fertility estimates, other methods can be discussed. Two new 
questions have been added to the 1981 CIS in Southern Brazil--when pregnant 
women expected to deliver and for women with children under 5, the age in months 
of their youngest child. These data may not be available during the 1-year 
assignment. Howevur, based on available CPS and WS findings, the questions
asked in CPS surveys can be evaluated to see what, for purposes of fertility 
estimation, the best questions to ask are, within the constraints of the CPS 
format. 

John E. Anderson, Ph.D.
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