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PREFACE

This paper is a revised and combined version of two previous presenta-
tions on the same topic: the third annual Weisz Memorial Lecture,
given by James T. Fawcett at Stanford University on 29 January 1974,
entitled "The Value of Children: Continuity and Change," and a paper
with the same title and authorship as the present paper, prepared for
the annual meeting of the Population Association of America, New
York, April, 1974.

Timely support from several funding agencies made this research
possible. The Ford Foundation provided Support for the research in
Taiwan, Japan, and Hawaii and for the coordination of the project.
The International Development Research Centre of Canada provided
support for the research in Korea, the Philippines, and Thailand and
for one of the project workshops. The Agency for International Devel-
opment, through an institutional contract with the East-West Popula-
tion Institute, provided support to initiate the project and to expedite
the work at various stages.

In country reports that are in preparation acknowledgment is made
for assistance and consultation given in each country. In this report we
will mention by name only those involved in the project as a whole,
but we wish also to express a general word of' thanks to those many
others whom we cannot name here.

Dr. Ozzie Simmons of Ford Foundation and Drs. Walter Mertens
and Alan Simmons of' tbe International Development Research Centre
have been closely involved with the project throughout, not just as
representatives of' funding agencies but as interested scholars. Dr. Lois
Hoffman, University of Michigan, was a valuable consultant. Among
the many persons at the East-West Population Institute who have sup-
ported the project technically and administratively, the following de-
serve special mention: Sonia Albores, Lois Bender, Robert Bloeden,
Joan Choi, Ann Midkiff, Peter Norris, Ruby Ogawa, and Sandra Ward.

Thanks are due also to Dr. .rau! )emeny, former Director of the
East-West Population Institute, and Keith Adamson, Executive Officer
and former Acting Director, both of whom have supported fully the
project reported here.



ABSTRACT Fidings are reported from a comparative suidj' ( I" the
value of chilhl'en that was carried out in Six cotiitries-- JapHa, the
Republic of Korea, the Republic of China ( Taiwan), the Philippines,
Thailand, and the United States (lawaii). For each countrv, results
are presettledfor three collrastinu, 'ociocc omic groups: urban
middle class, urban lto cr class, aid rural. These results are based upont
interviews with tvotng hushands and wives with at least one child;
about 360 respondents were hiterviewed ili each o.f the ,1sial coutn-
tries, 55 7 in Hawaii to permit comparison o ('atca ial, Japatnese, and
I'ilipilio etli groups.

The i'ahe of children is dejiuied as having two basic dimensions:
positire r'alties or sati.sailctions, and Itegatire )-alues or costs. Ill this
Study, the economic, social, and /.vchological comn 'ponents of the sat-
islactio.s cumud costs o] childri ire ar ualized. (iiltttiral atid st-ioet'o-
no/tic dill eremliccs in the value 0] children are described and the impli-
catiots of ithese .findings for populat ion policies are discussed.

INT RO DU(TIO N

The value of children is at once simple and complex: obvious and sur-
prising: changing and timeless. Some of the ways in which children are
valued by parents are universal, while other ways are specific to cul-
tures, social groups, or individuals. For many parents, children serve to
preserve and perp)etuate tradition: for other parents, children are the
agents of change, pointing the way toward different life styles and a
new social order. Children may be valued for themselves, as intrinsi-
cally precious beings, or they may be valued as a means to an end, as
as instrument of economic gain or as a vehicle to carry on the parent's
name or identity. Some children are wanted, others are not, some are
loved and protected and even spoiled, while others are exploited and
even abused.

Hlow can tile value of children be assessed? It cannot be measured
only in dollars or pesos or yen, although the financial costs and bele-
fits of children are an important part of their value. Tile exchange of
affection between parent and child is also important, as are the emo-
tional stresses of childrearing, but these are difficult to assess. And
what of sutch subtle matters as confirmation of one's sex role through
having children? It might be argued that, rather than dealing with these
psychological components, the best way to measure the value of
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children would be to count the number of them that a parent has or
wants. That can hardly be a valid procedure, however, if contraception
is imperfect or if value can be expressed through quality rather than
quantity.

Despite these complexities and di fictl ties, research on tile value of
children is needed to understand better the deterniiaii ts of IIuman
fertility and to suggest guidelines for policies through which societies
may bring about regulation 01 fertility. This assertion is elaborated
upon below, after which the concept of "the value of children'" is de-
fined, some findings fIom a cross-cultural study of thlo value of chil-
dren are presented, and the policy implications of these findings are
discussed.

POPULATION ISSUES AND' TE VALUE OF CHILDREN

In a finite world population growth must eventually cease. The only
legitimate qL uestions are how and when population stabilization will
occur. The question of"how" has three components: births, deaths,
and migration. For a particular locality, the growth rate can be re-
duced through fewer births, more deaths, or movements of people to
other localities. The last alternative, migration, has no effect on growth
from a global perspective and only slight effects for most natioos be-
ca use of leCal restrictions on internt;ional migration. 1 An increase in
deatlhs to reduce poptflation growth is an alternative that iew people
would favor. It is a red uct ion in birtlis, then, that inLst be the aim; this
is tile how'' of pop01 it ion stabilization.

The question of "'when'" pOlulation should stabilize is much more
coimlplex an1L allows no definitive answers. There is no consenses on al
''optimal'' population level, although most experts would agree that
optimal levels will be exceeded In many countries by the end of this
century if current growth rates continue. If that position is adopted as
a standard, then the "when" of p~opulation stabilization is "soon," in
historical perspective; moreover, a reduction in births is needed now,
because even when birth ratcs are reduced to replacement levels tile
size of a pOiula tion con tinIues to grow for ;ome time. For example,
Frejka ( 1968) has shown that the popuflation of the United States
would increase by 37 percent over the next 70 years even if replace-
nient-levcl births ( 2. 1 per woman) were achieved immediately and con-
tin ued indefinitely.

I For present purposes migration is considered only in re!ation to population
v, wth. The distribution of population, especially in re!ation to urbanization,
S ' " use oa major problem in its own right.



It is perhaps obvioUs in this context why it seems important to
study the value of children. Knowledge of this topic will help us to
understand why people want children, and why they choose to have
children over ' vailabh, alternatives. Research on the value of children
can provide information about the lactors inlluencing the decisions of
couples to have a certain number of children, decisions which, in the
aggreate, add up to a "'population problem."

l)e mographers and k:COlnomists have for some time been interested
in the effects of the va.uIe of clhildren on fertility, but their interest has
been expressed more iin theory than in empirical research. Before pre.
senti ng a psychological approach and related research findi ngs, we will
briefly describe demographic and economic perspectives on the value
of children.

The demographic transition describes an important change over
time in a society, from high mortality and high fertility to low mortal-
ity and low tertility. Most defmographic explanations of (his transition
concentrate on societal-level variables, sLich as urbalization or, more
generally, socioecoiioImic modernization. These cxplanations are sup-
ported by correlational data.

When de mogra pliers att mpt a micro-level explanation of the tra nsi-
tion, the chlangi ng value oi children is oft'n cited as a basic ca usal ele-
ment. Specifically, it is noted that in a more modern society children
cost more economically, because of such factors as hig'her educational
requirements, and they provide fewer economic benefits, b..ca use 01
such factors as child labor laws and the reIL uced availability of prodtltc-
live roles ilt family farms or businesses. It is also postula ted that more
educated, modcrn parents are increasingly aware of attractive alterna-
tives, such as leisure activities or consumer goods, in addition, the care
of children is viewed as more of a bu ideti for inu1clea r families in Urban
settings than for Cxtetided faimilies in rural settitigs. It is thotght also
that tile relative isolation of in uclear families ma y reduce prona ta list
pressures from the older generation. Through a variety of tnecha nisms,
then, it appears that social chianiige should bring about changes in the
way childreln a.Ire valied by parenits, resulting in actions taken by par-
ents to restrict family size.

Economists have approached this topic ill a more systematic way,
initially by regarding childbearing as similar to the purchase of goods,
and applying the framework of household consimer choices. In this
approach, decisions about having children are made on the basis of an-
ticipated costs weighed against resources, within the context of pref-
erences applied to children and to alternatives. Il bare outline, the
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economic theory seems too simple and mechanistic to be applied to
the complexities of sexunal behavior, contraception, and children as
living, growing, interacting beings. In Ilact, however, elaborations of
the theory in recent years have eXplandled the basic economic dimen-
sions and moved toward a broad, behaviorally-oriented theory of hu-
man fertility decisions. For present purposes, it is soITicient to note
that tie cor. of the theory is, indeed, the value of children, as per-
ceived by parents. File basic postulate of the theory is that parents will
make decisions about whether to have children based on their expecta-
tions about the uitility to be derived from children, in relation to per-
ceived alternatives.

The dlemographic aId eCOnOlliC approaches have in coinmmon that
they treat tie value of children as a basic causal elemenut in tile detel-
ruination ot societal fertility. This cornmmon focus is hardly surprising,
since clhildren are a fter all tile tangible outcoiiie 'or parents of the
birthis that are coo ilted by de nogra phIe rs. What is sorprisinuig, though, is
that this consensus on tie i in port aiice of tile value of children has led
to so little research. We have no systematic knowledge about the value
of children to parents, or at least have not had slich kniowledge tintil
recently. ( For current reviews of work in this area, see Fawcett, ed.,

972. SciIultZ, Cd., 1N973. ) In the sections that follow, a social-
psychiologicalI approach that encompasses demographic and econoiic
per:;pectives is presen ted, aid illustrative research findings are dis-
cussed.

A SOCIAI1-PSYCHOLOGICAL VIEW

File valiue of chil dren may be viewed fuiic tionally, from the perspec-
tive ob parenits, and tile Ictiions served can operat: at different levels
ob concept uailizati on. In the Iraiework of the psychology of individ-
uals, tile futnctionl approach would be reflected in the (]uestion: What
are the needs of individunal parents that are fulfilled by having chil-
dren? Or, if childbea riig is viewed as a social phenomenon, the quies-
tiol may be cast in scial-psychological terms: From the perspective
of parents, Vha t are tie fuiictions - social, economic, and psycholog-
ical that are served by having children ?

The prla'se "the value of children" appears to emphasize the posi-
tive functions, or tie satis factions, of having children. It must be rec-
ognized, however, that dysfo ncbions or costs are also involved. The
reality of childhearing is that one cannot have the satisfactions withotut
also incurring some costs. Thus, two basic dimensions are involved:
positive values or satisfactions, and negative values or costs. Concep-
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tually, the value of children refers to the net balance between these
opposing forces. For research and policy puIposes, however, it is desir-
able to examine the diverse conponents of satis.actions and costs,
rather than to seek a single itdlex Cf the va:lue of children.

A useIuhl set of' cat egori2s Irs been provided by 1-IItolflan and
ioffman ( 1073 ). Their essay analyzes and systematicallV describes the
positive In tictions served by children. within a psychological frame-
work. (See also Brelson. n.d.) The l tofl'nl:s developed nine types of
values that are intended to cover corn prehe sively !he social and psy-
chological necds met by having children:

I Adult status alId social identity (wcmoun's major r (ie)
2 ixpa nsion of' the sell', tic to a largcr entity. -immortality'

3 Morality: religions: altruism., good of the group; norms
regarding sexunal i ty, iLmpulsivitv, virtuIe

4 Primary group ties, affect ion

5 Still) Ua tion, novelty, fun

6 Achievement. competence. creativity

7 Power, illuence, ClT'Cctance

8 Social coin parisoll, conpetition

9 Economic utility.

In the total scheme developed by the Hof'f'mans, the nine vales are
part of a larger framevork that takes in to accouint tile costs 01' chi -
dreni, alternatives to children for fulfilling these values, and societal
barriers and facilitators affecting rcalization of' the vaities. Tile
ltofl'fmaiis' work was very infhlential in tile development of the cross-
cultural research described below: as a result of that research, however,
a different set off positive and iiegat ive values that fits rather closely
with tile empirical findings haM., been developed:

POSITIVE VA LUES

I Emotional bene'it. Happiness, love, companionship and
fun ; also viewed in reverse as relief' from strain, avoidance
of boredom or loneliness.

2 Econmic henc w fits and security. Benefits are derived from
children 's Iiep in thie hoLse, business, or farm, from care
of' siblings, and from sharing of' income: old-agle security
for the parents, in cliding psychological secuity, is often
a distinctive aspect of this value.
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3 Seljenrichme t and d'' ellt. 1,earning froni the ex-
perience of' childrearing; becoming more ,esponsihle and
matuilire. incentive and goals in IiI' in viewed as an
adult, a growin woman or Ilman' sel f-fnllfiliment: feeli ng of'
cornpetelce as :I parent.

4 MC/Itfi h tiCz itI childen. Pleasure frnl watching
growth and development of children: pride in children's
accoinpl ishmen Is: reflection of Mll" in childrell.

5 I"'uiliV co/eC.siiuC.ss (Ild ('ut1i t. ('hildren as a bon d
let ween IIus hand a1d wile; ful fill men t of marriage: coi-
pleteness of family lilf: continuity of family name and
traditions: to )rollce heirs: to have ftitrc grandchildren.

NEGATIVE VAL UELS

E01lM/ st'C)s.. (;eneI'Z ell io ional stlaill: cOnCcer'n abot
disci pline aid moral behlavior of children: worry OVer
health: noise and disorder in household: children as nItin-
san1 c.
E2 L'co(nomic cost.. I xIpenses of clhiltI rearing: educational
costs.

3 Restrictioms or opporunitt v costs. Lack of flexibi!ity and
freedom: restrictions on social life, recreatoi, travel: lack
of pri\vacy: restrictionS 011 carer or oCCutiOllal lobil-
ity; no time Cor personal needs and desires.

4 Il.siCal de'1RanuA. I. xl ia IIouse work: caring For children:
loss of sleep: general weariness.

5 hIumilr c(u'. Less tivIe with spouse: lisa ereemeCI ts over
rearing of clhildreii loss ot' spouse's alection.

These teii hroad cah'tecries seem 1o represCnt fairly well the way
people in a variety of cultural settijigs think ahout the satislactioiis
and costs of childreii. Tcy do0 not 01 coulrse represelt the total sphere
of illotivatiollS 1'()r and a aihist childhiring. Biological drives or mater-

a lI needs are not rel'presellCd, or isti ice, 'llid these eilipiricallv-
derived Cat eg()ries C clt'OMIiilt IInIlvt conscious, admissihle resoiis For
wailtii- aid iiot waitiug clhildrCi. Ihe dccper., less Vhali ahle iiioti-
val ions stressed hy psychoaiialysts do not alppear here, lil io SOiiie 01"
the socially less tlesirahle m()tivations, such as proof 01f ,Cxual pIotency
(ir the need t( doliniale others. Moreover., these categories pertain
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especially t c rasons for wanting children, in the con text ol cli ldren
versns no children. When values related to a'dmiy size or reasons for
wa nti'ie anioth .r ciir arc considered, at !east the followi ngz categorie.
shoun1  be added:

LARGE-FAMILY VALUES

I Sibling rclationships. Desire fOr aiinother child to provide
cornl ai;onlsilip for e xisting! children: to enrich tie lives of'
children: to avoid an1 only child.

2 ,." pref/'rences. Specitic desir'C tor a 'on or dinghltelr:
desire rf l certi ii coin1hiiatiol of sexes ainong Children.

3 Cil'd 1Ui'ii'L. ('onCCll lhal existing children n ay die;
need for iinore chil dren to have enouch s1 i rvive to adilt-
hood.

S.MALL-I:AMILY VALUES

I ,llaicr'1al hcalth. ('oncern that too illany pregnallcies, or
)regilancyV beyond a certaiii a1e, is bad for tle inother's

health.

2 SOCie4l COSI. 't. ' t.'iil ubotil oVC )o) lilioili, thilt all-
otiher child wOtild be a buiirdil to society.

The 15 categories described ahove encompass most of the descrip-
five fI ill S is tl)in a r;iCcellt comp, rative sttidy carried ort ii Asia and
the United StlCs. The re;Sercli was lint designed to test a forinal
modlCl, bult to provide basic knowledge about how people in differenit
cu trres plrcCive tie satiisfactionis and costs of children. Imi licit in tlhe
research, lhmvwevcr, is ai con1ceptial sche te ini whic I lie valuie-o1

cliiId reil difliCshiiMs are secel as a set of variatbles that intervene be-
tween backgroiund I'actors, situiatioiial variablCs, and general psycho-
hocical oinCltatiol oii tlie oiie lrnd, iid fertility attittides and behav-
irr oi the oiir. This conceptual sCchmeC is tCstld tlhrough iLiltivariate
analyses in the project report (Arnold ct al., I)74) bn t will no be dis-
cussel in dhetail here. It should be notel, however, that inul.tivatiate
nalyses d10 reveal tIat tile valIe-ol-childrei dilCnsions have a sub-

stanltial pIrclictive effect, ilrdepciulent of bhackgrou arid sitlualtional
tactolS. on sticI ferlility variables is desired and ideal fallmily size.
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THE VALUE OF CHILDREN PROJECT

The research that provided a basis for deriving the i 5 categories given
above vias a coss-national exploratory study, carried out over the past
two years by cooperating social scientists in six countries-J,,an the
Republic of Korea. the Philippines. the Rcpublic of China (Taixm in),
Thailand, and the United States ( llawaii). The research was a collab-
orative effort from the outset, With all co-i vestigators participating
in the design of the study an1d the construction and pre-testing of the
questionnaire, as well as in data collection and analysis.

In each country, comparable data were collected from young cou-
ples having at least one child. Husband and wife we:re interviewed sep-
arately. Co unitry samples consisting of tlhree contrasting groups were
studied: uraniI middle class, urban lo',"er class, and rural. About 60
couples were interviewed in each group, gtiving a samplIe of about 360
respondeilts in each COl ntry. Inl Hawaii a somewhat larger sampIe was
chosen to facilitate elhnic comparisons among Ca ucasian, Japanese,
and Filipino parents. Table I summarizes the basic characteristics of
the , aiples in the six couIntries. Altogether, more than 2,500 respon-
dents were interviewed in this exploratory study. The interview itself
was intensive and iln Iti flfceted: it took about one and a half hours to
complete, on the average, and abolt half of that tilme was devoted to
various measures of the value of children.

Beca use the samples are not strictly representative of the national
poplaltions f ruin which they are drawn and heca use the three equal-
size subsamples do not reflect the proportions of those groups repre-
sented in the popula tions of the vaoiois cotu ntries, the results for SUb-
glOlS canno l()t be combined to give results for any country as a Whole.
Rather, the analytic approach used here is to compare similar socio-
eCO1oli ic groups across coLntries, then to look at the patterns that
emerge o each of tile three groLps. Since the socioeconomic groups
were sa ipled by siffila r criteria in each country, and because t lie
study is regarded as exploratory, this seems to be a reasonable ap-
proach. Primary attention is given in this paper to describing and in-
terpreting the val ue-o Fchil dren di menosions, since tla t is tile main fo-
cus of the exploraltory study.

Open-ended questions Were relied tipopn heavily il tihe study to elicit
tle dimensions of' tile value of children that were salient to respoi-
dents ill tile six countries. Structured q uestions developed on the basis
of pre-test experience were also used, so that results from different
types of questions could be compared. It should be noted, however,
that to avoid excessive redundancy ill tile initerview, the questionnaire
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was designed. so that the context as well as tile format varies for dif-
ferent questions. For example, an open-ended qu-stion asks about ad-
van taTes and !isadvantages of having children, compared with not
having children: a struct ured set of items asks about reasons for walnt-
ilg another child: a set of attitide itenis asks about the degree of' im-
portance of variouis values associaLed with children. Each of these

uestions gives a slightly diffeent perspective on the valIe of' children.
Moreover, similarities ill the pattern of responses to different questions
enhance con fide nce in the validity of' the results especially when simi-
larities are shown also in comparisons across coutn tries. File data pre-
sented here are organized to facif tate sticI coin parisons.

Each of the tables presenting tile descriplive re:Sults from tile study
has three coin polle uts: tile pertiilent (Ii inensio.' of tile value of' chil-
dre n : the tliree suIi bgrouips t hat were sam pled in each cotintry ( urban
iniddle class, tirbanii lower class, and ruralL: and. within sti bgroLips, the
six cotin tries. In tile case of IHawaii, separate restilts are shown for
Caucasian, Japanese, and Filipino repondents.

Beca use tile results iiscLussed be low are derived from the total set of'
data and can not he easily keyed to speciftic tables, the tables are pre-
sented together in ali appe idix which discus.ses the sources of tile data.
As a gi iC, however, it may be inent ioned that Tables Al. A3. A5. A7.
and A8 deal with tile genel advantages of' children; Tables A2, A4,
and A0 concern general disadvantages: Tables A9, A 10, Al I, and A 12
deal With valies related tWo family size or having another child: Tables
Al 3 aid A 14 pertain to prefei'rences for sex of children: and Tables
A 15, A 1 6, and A 1 7 relate specifically to economic costs and benefits
of' childlren.

(Gencral Ohbservations

The diversity of both satisfactions aird costs is striking. Tile cross-
national data confi rm the comnonscnse notion that children, who are
complex, growing, interactiut: beings, f'tlf'ill malny needs of' parents but
also create mlany difficul ties in parents' liv.'s. It is important to note
that most parents in all six cotin tries are quite aware of' these conflict-
ing aspects of' having clildrel: and are able to artictilate tll'm, at least
to some extent.

With respect to the three broad categories of satisfactions and
costs psychological, econoni ic, and social the data show that each
emerges as important in its own right.

I Psychological or emotional benefits, such as hal)iness and
companionship, have very high salience generally and are



TABLE 1 Characteristics of samples: number in sample, education, age, years of marriage, and
number of living children, by country and socioeconomic group

Urban middle Urban low Rural All groups
Country Standard Standard Standard Standardand characteristic Mean deviation Mean deviation Mean deviation Mean deviation
Korea

(Number in sample) (120) (132) (126) (378)
Educationa 15.4 1.4 8.1 3.4 6.3 3.4 9.8 4.9
Age 33.3 3.8 31.8 4.6 31.9 4.6 32.3 4.4Years of marriage 6.6 2.5 7.3 3.9 9.2 4.2 7.7 3.8
Living children 2.5 0.8 2.7 1.1 3.4 1.4 2.8 1.2

Taiwan
(Number in sample) (144) (144) (144) (432)
Educationa 12.2 3.4 6.0 2.0 4.7 3.1 7.6 4.4Age 30.2 5.5 30.3 5.0 28.8 4.2 29.8 4.9
Years of marriage 5.3 3.0 6.9 3.7 7.8 4.5 6.7 3.9
Living children 2.2 1.1 2.9 1.1 2.8 1.2 2.6 1.2

Japan
(Number in sample) (136) (134) (142) (412)
Education a  12.3 2.4 11.5 2.3 10.6 1.6 11.4 2.2
Age 32.6 4.5 30.4 4.4 31.8 3.4 31.6 4.2Years of marriage 7.2 3.1 5.7 3.7 8.2 3.8 7.1 3.7
Living children 2.0 0.7 1.6 0.7 2.0 0.6 1.9 0.7

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese

(Number in sample) (98) (76) (0) (b)
Educationa 13.6 1.8 12.3 1.3 na na b
Age 30.8 4.5 29.3 4.9 na na b b
Ycars of marriage 6.6 3.6 7.4 4.2 na na b b
Living children 2.0 1.4 2.0 1.0 na na b b



Caucasian
(Number in sample) (95) (87) (0) (5 5 7 b)
Educationa 13.4 1.8 11.7 1.5 na na 11.71"  

3 .1 b
Age 29.4 3.6 28.8 4.7 na na 3 0 .1 b 4 .9 b
Years of marriage 7.6 2.9 7.1 4.5 na na 7 .5 b 4 .4 b
Living children 2.0 1.0 2.5 1.7 na na 2 .3 b 1 .5 b

Filipino
(Number in sample) (0) (126) (84) (b)
Educationa na na 10.7 3.1 7.0 2.8 b b
Age na na 30.6 4.6 33.6 5.7 b b
Years of marriage na na 6.9 4.8 11.1 5.2 b b
Living children na na 2.4 1.5 3.2 2.0 b b

Philippines
(Number in sample) (136) (126) (127) (389)
Education' 12.6 3.5 9.9 3.6 7.0 3.6 9.9 4.2
Age 30.2 5.1 30.5 5.5 31.4 5.7 30.7 5.5
Years of marriage 6.6 4.8 7.9 4.3 8.3 4.9 7.6 4.7
Living children 3.0 1.9 3.4 1.9 3.3 1.9 3.2 1.9

Thailand
(Number in sample) (120) (120) (120) (360)
Educationa 13.8 3.2 5-6 3.6 4.2 2.0 7.9 5.2
Age 34.0 4.7 28.6 5.2 31.8 6.1 31.6 5.8
Years of marriage 6.8 3.8 7.r 4.2 9.4 4.8 7.8 4.4
Living children 2.2 1.2 2.8 1.6 3.3 1.5 2.8 1.5

na-not applicable because subsample did not include persons in this socioeconomic group.
a Years of formal education.

b Figure for Caucasian includes Filipino and Japanese.



particularly strong for certain economic and cultural
groups; eMotioiial costs are also -itient but they show less
differentiation across groups.

2 Perceptions of ecm)omfnic hen ft'ts from children are shown
to be clearly related to the socioeconomic setting of the
family, With strong urban-rural contrasts, while economic
costs of children are shown to be a potent illul'hence over-
all but not related so strongly or so simply to the setting.

3 Social benefits pertain mainly to the welfare and integra-
tion of the fa mlly unit, ratihtr than to larger social aggre-
gates, and vary by both culture and socioeconomic group;
sochil costs pertain especially to restrictions on interac-
tions With prSons other than children, including both
the spouse and others outside the family, and are most
.alien t for urban respondents.

Different sets of values emerge in the context of different types of
qLuestions. When asked about the advantages and disadvantages of hav-
ing children, pa :en ts tend to cite personal satisfactions and costs--that
is, they describe the ways in which childiren either fulfill or interfere
with the needs of the parents themselvcs. When respondents are asked
about advantages and disadvantages in relation to nuin be r of childr-11,
the concern shifts to the children or to the family unit i.e., responses
pertain to sibling relationships. rearing of children, and providing for
children. In questions about the advantages and disadvantages of sons
and daughters, both personal and familial motivations emerge and
strong differences are shown in reasons for wanting sons and daugh-
ters. These sets of values each show some relationship to family size
and they are of Course related to each other.

While the results fro0m different countries are far from identical,
some striking cross-cultural similarities are shown in the data. These
similarities seem especially impressive in the responses to open-ended
questions, where instrument or measurement influences are minimized.
Sim ila ri ties are naturally to be expected i i studying aspects of human
behavior that have intrinsic uniformities, as is true for childbearing and
childrearing. Nonetheless, the limited alppearance ot' culturally distinct
values in our data is surprising.

On the other hand, the relationships anong value-of-children vari-
ables and other variables do vary considerably across countries, in
nature and in uegree. Perhaps it is in these patterns that cultural in-
fluences assert themselves. Such patterns are shown most clearly in
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correlational analyses that are contained in tile project report but not
included in this paper.

The analyses show that husbands and wives share a broadly similar
orientation toward children. For that reason we have adopted tfor this
report the simplification of presenting results Only by soCioeconomic
group and not by sex of respondent. Some specific sex di ff'erences are
noted below, however.

In the paragraphs that follow, a composite profile of the three :,ocio-
Cconomnic group.,, is lrw,Iw based on all of the available data. The pro-
file reveals the main l'i iine! of the sttidy but necessarily obscures
sOle im npOIta lit differences among groups. Following the generaliza-
tions signif icanlt exceptions arC pointed out, but the a pperldix tables
themselves should be consulted for a 111ore comn plete pictuIre.

Sat isjiw lts
In the urban middle-class group, psychological or emotional advantages
of having children are emphasized. These include halppiness for the in-
divid ualI parcnl or the fai ily, a felcing of personal growth and develop-
ment of' the parent that is associated with childrearing, and , ICasure in
the coin pa nionship aId fun provided by children. ValIes rela 'd to
specific aspects (f' faimily life. sLchI as coSntinity of the fanil C name
and a strengt heniing of' the bond betwee II husband and wife, are shown
to be important for the Middle class in soIne countriCs but not in
others. Fcononi ic btile'its of' children are not generally salient for
middle-class respondents.

When middle-class respondents describe reasons why other people
want children, rather than their own reasons, two interesting differ-
enCCs occuir: contil nuity of" tamiiy nameeC rillerges as the most important
reason in K orca aiid Taiwan, and in four countries respondents fre-
qLunent ly inCIllion that it is "ilstinctive' or "'natural" to have children.

l)aughl1Crs are wan ted m1ainly t'or psychological reasons, especially
as coinmpanii ions f'or the mother aniid IbcaLIsC of their positive per'sonali ty
or behavioral qualities. Sons are wanted mainly for contilluity of' fam-
ily n1amC CvCrywixCrC but ill JapainI. Middle-class respondents also see
psychological advaitages of having sons similar to those of' having
daughlters, but when soils are discLssed there is il increase in responses
pertaiiing to economic or practical benefits.

With respect to reasoins given as inmportant for wanting alnother
Child, the pattern of Sti'ong Cmotional-psychological valCs and weak
economicn motivations among the middle class is generally maintained,
and continunity 01 f-aniily naMie and sex preference are also shown as
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important. Values related to the responcent's desired family size in-
clude providing companionship for other children or avoiding an only
child, as well as sex preference or a desire for balance between sexes.
A common response for tile middle class in four countries is "can at-
ford that iinum ber or am able to raise twt nuiber," which may suggest
that overt, rational planning of family size in relation to family re-
sources is more common for this group.

Urban lower-chss resp unIcenis, like those of the middle class, stress
psychological or emotional benefits provided by chil dren, but there is
ill increase of ecoiioilic Iot ivatioins tor this grou P aid SOme evidence
of a St roner orieniitation toward conItin Uity of faimi ly name. The dif-
lerences ill economic dilme nsions anid family cont inunity show up more
clearly in the reasons for wantintig sons aind da ughters than in the gen-
eral advanltages. Similar to tile middle class, the lower-class respondents
attri bu t, Strongly to others thI motivation of con tiniity of family
nalie and Also tlh;1i itis 'i1stilnctiV'" or "natural" to have children.

In reasons Cor vantimig aiother child, the similarity bet ween urban
in iddleclass aInd iirbali lower-class respondents is again shown on many
ditllHsiotis, hut \vith the saII e increased emphasis in tile lower class on
economic benefits and family con tinuity. ('t1Ionceriiing motivations re-
lated to family size, the lower class is distinguished from the middle
class ma iltly by an increaJse in tile specific desire for more boys.

For the rural group, tle ecoiioiiC Utility of' children comes to the
fore. wv ith res)ect to hoth current economic contributions and secu-
rity in tile paIrents' old age. This eniilIphasis shows tip in a variety of
iteis: thi general advantages of having children, the reasons for want-
ing bothIi soiis aMid ddlugh teris, tile perceived inotivations of others for
having children. the reasons for wanting another child, and in re-
spouses to specific questiotis on old-age support. Economic motiva-
tiois are IIus most sa lient for the rural group. so ewihat less so for
the urba i lower clLss. anmd least salienit for the Middle class. Tile "tra-
ditiondl' value of fai liy coitinuity shows this saine trend, again re-
l1ected in respomises to severIal types of questions, i ncludiig the atti-
tud scale labeled "con tinuity. triditioi. security."

Eliiotiomdl bente fits remain salieiit to rurIl respondents iii all counii-
tries, but their s gn ificaiicC dilinislies both in relation to other bene-
fits and by absolute fredcieticy of' mention. This does not mean, of'
course, that ruril parents do not enjoy their children; it does seem to
suggest that, giveti their socioeconomic setting, the emotional benefits
of clhildren are inuocI less important than the economic benefits. It is
of interest that a particulair type of psychological benefit emerges as
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important for rural respondents in three East Asian countries: "pride
in children's accomplishments" and "children to carry ottt tile parents'
hopes and aspirations.' Perhaps the,e ru parents are especialiy frus-
trated by their own life circumstances and hope for better for their
children.

Costs

Financial costs are very salient even to the more afl'luent idJdle class.
This finding presuma bly reflects their desire for children of hiigh
"quality" at a greater cost per child, as well as the generally higher
costs of raising children ini an urban settin,. While the level of concern
about financial costs tends to be somewhat lower for tile middle class
than for other socioeconomic glo up S, the i inportanice of financial con-
siderations in relation to other costs is shown clearly in middle-class
respoInses to qL uestions on the general disa dvantages of having children,
reasons for not wanting another child, Ircasons for limiting the family
to the desired si/,'. alld tile perceived financial burdeni of having three
children.

Restrictions of various kin ds, or opportunity costs, are important to
middle-class res pondeiits in all coo utries. In tabulations of spontaneous
responses by major coding categories, r'strictions show uip as iore sa-
lient thani financial costs for middle-class respondents in all countries
except the Philippines and Thailand. File relative importance of re-
sthictions di unin ishies, hioweer, in a structutIred item on reasons for not
walti ng an ot her child, possiHbly beca use o pporttiiiity costs are signi fi-
cant in the decision to lia),e children or not have children, but less so
in decisions for more children after the first child has been born.

Emotional strain from rearing chiildreui awd stIchi associated factors
as noise and disorder in the house hold show tip as salient to middle-
class respondents iii all count ries. [Health pioblems of children and
general rearing problems are also salient in most countries. In the de-
cisioii to have another child, parents are also concerned aboLIt not be-
ing able to give enough care and ,ttention to existing children. Prob-
lems of' pregnancy and maternal health are cited with modest fre-
quency by middle-class respondents as reasons for restricting family
size. In Japal housing problems are the second-most important reason
for limiting tile noumber of children, for all urban respondents.

Lower-class responL/eits in general show greater concern than tile
middle class ,ibout financial costs of raising children. In fact, in some
cotintries the tdata suggest a trend toward curvilinearity, with the urban
lower class more concerned about costs than either the middle class or
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the rural group. This is not surprising, since tile urban lower-class re-
spondents tend to have more children and lower income than the
tiiddle class while bein exposed to tile same high urban cost factors,
and to have higiher costs and fewer benef1its than tile rural group.

Restrictions on alternative activities are also important to the lower
class, alt hough generally less important than for the middle class.
Rearing ald health problems are fairly similar across the middi,- and
lower class, and likewise there is little difference with respect to emo-
tional costs.

Rural respondents in all count ries show a Strong awareness of the
t'inancial burden of children. Although the costs of raisii,, children
should be lower in rural areas, rural respondents tend to have many
children to raise on relatively low incomes. Restrictions on alternative
activities of the parents are less salient in rural areas, but restrictions
oil work do rank as som.what important among rural responldelltS inl
Taiwan and Thailand, aniid other types of restrictions are cited in Japan
and by Filipilios in I lawaii.

Rural responiden ts in seCe alI countries menition physical work, tired-
ness, aid emotional strain caused by children. bothLi as a general disad-
vantage and as a reason for restricting family size. This pattern of re-
sponses is probably related to the greater amount of physical labor
requnired of both IhusbalIds and wives in rural areas.

Discussion
Most striking in the profiles described above is the contrast between
psychological belief its of chil dren emphasized by the middle class and
ecomioin ic bemne fits eiim phiasized by the rural responden ts, with tile ur-
ban lower class falliig between. This finding may be in part a function
of differeii styles of response related to the ed uca tion of' respondents,
but I he pervasi'v.eiiess of the trend in dIifferent types of questions sug-
gests that tle three groups have genuinely different orientations to-
ward tile value of chil dren. The difference in expected economic bene-
fits is, of course, quile comisisten t with explanations of the demo-
graphic tranlsition that have beeii advanced.

Results pertainingu' to econoIImiiic costs are more complex. and this
study probably has not dealt adequately With that aspect of tile value
of children. Anmong other things, better indicators of parents' aspira-
tions for quality of children are needed to Understand the effects of'
costs.

Opportniity costs, it appears, may not play a very significant role
in determining family size, on1Ce the decision has been made to have
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children. This finding seems reasonable, since the major res- rictions
and ch:-,ge in life style occur with the birth of the first child and addi-
tional children have rlatively slight impact.

While a general similarity between husbands and wives in their ori-
entations toward children was noted, some significant differences
emerged. Wives, especially in urban locations, tend to emphasize more
the affectional relationship with children and the companionship they
provide. Expectations for economic help from children are consis-
tently hiJcr among wives, compared with husbands, perhaps reflect-
ing the generally greater degree of economic dependence of women
and their longer life expectancy.

Husbands are more likely than wives to stress the benefits of con-
tinuity of family name, pride in children's accomplishments, and falm-
ily happiness. In general, husbands are more concerned about financial
costs than are wives.

Preference for sex of children, or the desire for a balance of sexes,
is a pervasive influence on family-size decisions. The desire for sons
appears strongest in Taiwan and Korea.

Reasons for wanting daughters and reasons for wanting sons show
strong similarities across countries, presumably reflecting certain uni-
versals in sex-role prescriptions. It appears that daughiers are wanted
for qualities that apply mainly when they are still children and still
living with the parents, whereas sons are wanted for reasons that apply
more when they have become adults-for example, continuity of fam-
ily name and economic security for the parents.

The pattern of results for the Philippines differs substantially from
that of the other countries. The perceived economic benefits from
children are higher and are spread more evenly across socioeconomic
groups in the Philippines; large numbers of children are seen as less of
an economic burden; there is more emphasis on emotional gratifica-
tions from children; restrictions on parents are less important. This
pattern is quite consistent with the higher fertility evident in the Phil-
ippines.

In most countries, major differences appear between all urban re-
spondents (middle and lower socioeconomic groups combined) and
rural respondents. In Thailand, a greater contrast is found between
middle-class respondents and the other two groups (urban lower and
rural).

Looking at the whole set of data, one is struck by the multiplicity
of motives for and against childbearing. For most people, it appears
that childrearing is an activity characterized by ambivalence but with
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benefits clearly outweighing costs up to some number of children, at
which parents try to stop having more. On the other hand, it may be
that costs are simply accepted (or ignored) Ip to some threshold, after
which costs come to play a major part in childbearing decisions. In aly
event, it is this issue of the numerical level at which '.9cople decide to
stop having children that has special demogr,2i., significance. When
and why do negative motivations come to dominate over positive
motivations? Answcrs to this question are crucial to a cemplete under-
standing of' fertility trend.; and to the developinert o: effective popula-
tion policies.

TilE VALUE OF CHILDREN AND POPULATION POLICIES

Some people might argue that children mean the san thing to parents
everywhere. Thcy do not. The results of this crosF-national study leave
no doubt that perceived values of children are sensitive to changing so-
cial conditions. While there are certainly aspects of childbearing and
childrearing that are universal, there are also very striking differences
across social groups in the perceived advantages and disadvantages of
children. People in different cultures and different socioeconomic
groups want children for different reasons. Moreover, these patterns of
motivations re related to the number of children wanted and there-
fore have an effect on societal fertility. If we can understand what
forces brin! ahlout changes in the value of' children, we should gain
some insight into the mechanisms that lead to fertility change.

These findings serve both to confirm and to expand our notions
abuut the demographic transition. To begin with, the results provide
an empirical demonstration of' the differences in children's economic
utility among subgroups that differ in both socioeconomic status and
fertility. Differences in perceptions of children as competing with
other goods or services are also shown. These findings are related to
education, income, and urbanization, and are thus quite consistent
with transition theory.

Knowledge about the value of children also has implications for
population policies and programs. Many population policies aim, ex-
plicitly or implicitly, to change the balance of satisfactions and costs
associated with children. Baseline knowledge about the value of chil-
dren permits an assessn' .nt of policy alternatives.

For example, the results of' this study make it clear that there is no
substitute for a child. For most people, nothing else could fulfill so
many important social and psychological needs. At best, alternatives
may fulfill some of the val Ies usually satisfied by children. And it is
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precisely beca use of this finding that research on the value of children
is useful. As it becomes possible to identil'y more clearly the diverse
values related to children, it also becomes possible to unuderstand more
precisely the eTects o1 dift erent policies. For exa MpI', if one looks at
the satis t'aCtions provided by children in relation to the sa tis la cti ons
thait ct be l provided by iMcaninguli em pl oymen t, it is immediately
apparn'llt that there is only a partial overlap. tm ployment may provide
sel t'e 'ich me ut and economic security, but it will not ISSLisre conti-
nui ty of the Family na mle and nlay not Altclrd the sa me type of plea-
sure palen ts derive from playing with children aLMd watch i' them
grow MI develop. Other kinds 01' policies, however, might proviLe
substituiCtes t'onr some o1 the positive vallties ot child rei that aire 11o1 ful-
fillcu by employment.

Antina . a list policies related to costs reqLi re a diflellt framework,
since tle aim there is not to provide sobstitLites but to increase either
actual costs or awareness of costs. At a general level, the relationship
between tile positive MLI negative valCs of children and population
policies that a im to rediice t crtility rates may be formul Ia ted in tile !'ol-
lowing terms:

Positirie i'alhc.s tha t are related to fertility should be (a) dis-
engaged froi 'alIn ily size Or associated with small fli mily
sizes, or (b) made less il poltan t, or (c) newly attached to
objects or activities other than childreii.
''gati'ic lu/tcs that are related to flertility should be (a) en-

gaged inore firm ly with I iinily size, or ( b) n ide more iin-
portant, orc ) ma:le salient At earlier stag'Cs of the life cycle.

For each of these approaches, knowledge abou1t the vZIILie of children
is useILil in sLggsting a ptropriato content For e Jucational and com-
luLnllications progrms, as well as for indicating !ikely effects of social
policies that operate by fiscal or regulltory mecluanislns.

Ultimately, policy reconinlendation shoLIld be made in a coLuntry-
speciflic coltex t, with a view to both sociocLltural factors anLI pro-
grammatic considerations. It woUl seem Liseful , however, to provide
examples of the kinds of recommendations that might emerge from
research on tile vaIie of childrcn. A Few policy and program recoin-
niendations arising troin tile finLlilngs ot this study are presented below,
with tile caveat th t some would apply mainly to the econom icaliy
more developed societies, such as the United States anLd Japan. while
others would be especially ptVrtinlnt for less developed societies. The
discLIssion is organized act ordiig to the five )ositive valIes and five
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negative values described above in the section A Social-Psychological
View.

Economic factors are shown as important on both the positive and
negative sides. The obvious policy recommendation regarding eco-
nomic benefits is provision of societal substitutes such as old-age pen-
sions. Nevertheless, there is also an clement of psychological or emo-
tional security in old age connected with economic reliance on chil-
dren, and psychological security is harder to satisfy by means other
than children.

On the costs side, the immediate course is to make prospective par-
ents more aware, through educational programs, of the actual expense
of' rearing children. Most people have only the vaguest ideas about
what children cost. Another option is to raise the costs of children,
through such means as taxation or by red ucing public subsidies that
operate by transfer payments, for example free public education. Such
actions might have to be substanutial in maIn itude, however, since the
data from this study indicate that most people believe they could af-
ford more children than they plan to have.

Emotional beief'its would seem difficult to aflect through public
policies. After all, what substitutes are there lor Cie fun, the comnlan-
ionship, and the love of. cIlz Here is an area, however, where em-
lIhasis could be given to disassociating the specific value of emiotional
benefits from the idea of large families. The prevalent belief that chil-
dren in small families are emotionally closer to their parents might be
rein forced.

Emotional costs, on the other hand, might be stressed as increasing
with family size. Health problems of' children, for instance, increase
with n umber, as (IC noise and disorder. Particularly for the mother,
the emotional strain is greater with more children.

The positive value of selflenrichment from children might be dealt
with ini two ways. First, it should be emphasized that many aspects of'
this value are met through having only one or two children: being
viewed as an adult, learning from childrearing, selffI'ul fillment, and so
on. With respect to alternatives to children, the creation of' meaningful
job opport unities for both women and men is relevant. The adult role,
the feeling of' responsibility and competence, and incentives in life can
be f'ulfilled in somewhat parallel ways throtigh occtupiational achieve-
ment and satisfaction.

Identification with children, however, seems to have no easy sub-
stitites. lerhaps the higher quality of children in small families should
be stressed, indicating a more valued object for identification.
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The value of family cohesiventess and continuity presents special
problems. The obvious policy recommendation would be to weaken
the importance of the family; inl fact, however, there is considerable
sentiment to reverse tile secular trend in that direction, because of the
central role of the family inl the total social structure. Perhaps public
policies can only facilitate the idea that not everyone has to have a
family, an d 1iat positive interpersonal values call flourish also in the
context of noulamilial life styles. Also, changes in inheritance laws
may in some instances affect tile value of family continuity; changes
in practices for transmission of family names might reduce tile prefer-
ence for boys.

Perhaps the greatest policy leverage exists in connection with tile
negative vi lue of restrictions or opportunity costs. This category actu-
ally encompasses the whole sphere of providing alternative means of
satisfying tile positive values, but with tile added dimension of' enl-
hancing personal freedom and flexibility. It is probably true that most
people do not realize the impact that the first birth will have on their
lil'e style and the extent to which their f'uture life course is determined
by that event. At the very least, public educational programs could
raise the level of awarencess of this basic fact. Thus one would hope for
a more realistic assessment by prospective parents of alternatives to
children. Inclded as part of this assessment would be consideration of'
the remaining two negative values, physical demands ol the parents
and possible deterioration of the marital relationship.

Among the additional motivations that emerged inl connection with
faminily size, in conirast to the general value of' having children, were
the following: the specific preference for a boy or a girl: the desire f'or
a companion for children alrady born, and worry about in fa t and
child inortality.

Public policies leading toward equalization of' sex roles should tend
to reduce preferences for children of' one or the other sex, since these
pref'erences seemed mainly role-related. Technological developments
should also reduce the effect of' this value on f'amily size, as methods
are perfected to predetermine the sex of a child.

Companionship for other chil Idren can be partly met through the
provision of good day-care facilities - that is, situations outside the
home where children can find satisfactory peer relationships. Peer re-
lationships are not regarded by most parents as e(Luivalent to sibling
relationships, however. (It must also be noted that day care has Other
eltects that are both pronatalist, such as reducing psychological cots,
and antinatalist, such as facilitating female employment. The net
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effect is not known.) Residential arrangements, such as clustered hous-
ing with common play areas, can also provide nonsibling companion-
ship for children.

Concern about infant and child mortality can be met in two ways,
by public health programs to reduce that mortality and, perhaps more
important in most places, by educational programs showing the high
probability of survival for children after their first year.

These suggestions represent only a few tentative observations about
the policy implications of research on tile value of children. More de-
tailed recommendations are contained in the forthcoming country re-
ports from our exploratory study. As research in this area progresses,
with larger studies and better measures, it should become possible to
make additional recommendations for policies that would shift the
balance of satisfactions and costs of children and thereby contribute
to the lowering of fertility.
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APPENDIX

The tables in this appendix contain comparative data on the value of
children in six countries. Each table is organized to show both cross-
cultural comparisons and comparisons of three socioeconomic groups:
urban middle class, urban lower class, and rural. (The characteristics of
the samples for each country are shown in Table I in the body of this
report.)

The country results are presented in the appendix tables in a se-
quence that facilitates regional and subcultural comparisons. The East
Asian countries are listed first (Korea, Taiwan, Japan), then ethnic
groups in Hawaii are listed (first Japanese to facilitate comparison with
Japan, then Caucasia ns, then Filipinos to facilitate comparisons with
the Philippines), and finally the Southeast Asian countries are listed
Philippines, Thailand). The three socioeconomic groups are shown

separately. Country totals for the subgroups combined are not shown,
for reasons related to sampling that are explained in the text of this
report.

A number of the tables contain results derived by content analysis
of responses given to open-ended questions. The categories for con-
tent analysis were constructed by the group of investigators at a work-
shop. Prior to the workshop, trial analyses had been carried out on a
sample of questionnaires in each country. The final content analyses
were conducted independently by two coders in each country and dis-
crepancies were resolved with the assistance of a third person, usually
the investigator.

The coding scheme contained 49 specific advantages of children,
organized under nine major headings, and 25 specific disadvantages,
organized under eight major headings. To enhance understanding of
the results shown for content analysis, the complete set of code cate-
gories is shown in Exhibit A, preceding the tables.

The first six tables are based upon two open-ended questions that
asked respondents to describe in their own words the advantages and
disadvantages of having children, compared with not having children,
and to rank the advantages and disadvantages that were most impor-
tant and second most important to them. By intensive nondirective
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probing, the interviewers were able to elicit several advantages and
disadvantages from most respondents in all countries. Tables Al and
A2 show the percentage of respondents mentioning at least one spe-
cific advantage or disadvantage within each of the major categories;
Fables A3 and A4 show which major categories contained the re-
sponses ranked first in importance.

In Tables A5 and AO, the specific advantages and disadvantages are
shown, rather than the major categories. To present a profile for each
subgroup within each country, the five most fre(luently mentioned
items are shown in rank order for tile subgroups, along with the per-
centage of respondents mentioning each.

Table A7 uses tile same format to show the results of another ques-
tion that was designed to elicit perceived norms, rather than personal
motivations. The question asked, -In your opinion, what are the maill
reasons ivy people a round here want children?" (This question may
also serve in part as a )rojective technique, eliciting personal motiva-
tions that respondents would prefer not to attribute to themselves.)

Mean scores on six attittide scales for the value of children are
shown in Table A8. A score of 7 represents strong agreement and I
indicates strong disagreement. The items making tip each scale are
shown in a note to the table.

Reasons for wanting another child and not wanting another child
are shown in lables A9 and Al 0. All respondents, whether or not they
wanted another child, were asked to rate each reason as very impor-
tan t, somewhat important, or not important. The percentage rating
each reason as very imniptorta nt is given in the tables.

To ohtain positive and negative valies related to iInumber of chil-
dren. tile respondent's desired family size was used as a referent and
(Istions were asked about reasons for not wanting fewer children
and reasons for not wanting more children. The content-analyzed re-
sponses are presented in Tables All and Al 2.

To obtain data related to the sex of children, another set of open-
ended questions was asked concerning reasons for wanting sons and
reasons for wanting daughters. Tables A 13 and A 14 show the most
fre(luCIl t responses, derived by content analysis.

Responses to qunestionnaire items pertaining specifically to eco-
noinic values are presented in Tables A 15- A I7. Expectations for eco-
nomic help from children in the parents' old age and before the par-
ents grow old are shown in Tables A 15 and A 16. The percentage of
respondents who considered three children to be a heavy linancial
burden is shown in Table Al 7.
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EXHIBIT A Major code categories and specific code categories
used in the content analysis of responses:
advantages and disadvantages of having children

ADVANTACES

Happiness, love, companionship

Companionship, avoidance of loneliness
Love, affection
Play, fun with children; avoidance of boredom
Relief from strain, distraction fror problems
Happiness for individual parent (general)
Happiness for fanily
Uniqueness, specialness in parent-child relationship

Personal development of parent

Character development, responsibility, maturity, morality
Incentives to succeed, striving to provide for children
Fulfillment of sell, completeness as person
Extension of self
Learning from experience of childrearing
Motherhood, fa therhood; adulthood
Proof of fertility, masculinity, femininity

Childrearin 'satisfactions

Pride in children's accomplishment
Pleasure from growth, development of children
Children to carry out parent's hopes, aspirations
Opportunity to teach, guide, instill values
Satisfaction in one's childrearing ability, accomplishment
Satisfaction in providing for children

Economic benefits, security

Economic help in old age
Companionship, comfort, care in old age
Unspecified help in old age
Economic help (old age not mentioned)
Comfort, care (old age not mentioned)
Help in housework, family chores; practical help
Sharing financial responsibility; insurance, security
Help in family business, farm
Help in taking care of other children
Unspecified help (old age not mentioned)



26

EXHIBIT A (continued)

Benefits to family unit

Children as bond between spouses
Children as reason for, fulfillment of marriage
Children as family life, complete or close-knit family

Kin group benefits

Continuity of family name
Continuity of family traditions
Enhancement of reputation of family
Having future grandchildren
Children as heirs, someone to inherit family wealth
Religious rituais, ancestor worship
To increase strength, power of kin group
To satisfy desires of spouse
To satisfy desires of other kin

Social, religious influe, ces

Conformity to social norms
Conformity to religious norms
Children as benefits to society

General, intrinsic value of children

Children as treasure, wealth, assets
Instinctive, natural to have children
General wanting, liking children

Other advantages

DISADVANTAGES

Financial costs

Educational costs
General, other costs

Emotional costs

Responsibility of parenthood
Discipline, moral behavior
Health problems of children
Concern over children's future success, happiness
Concern about satisfying children's present wants
Noise, disorder, nuisance
General rearing problems
General emotional strain
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EXHIBIT A (continued)

Physical demands on parents

Health hazard of pregnancy; maternal health
Physical work, tiredness caused by children

Restrictions on alternative activities

Restrictions on time
Restrictions on travel
Restrictions on social life, recreation
Restrictions on job, career
Restrictions on personal wants
Restrictions on privacy
General lack of flexibility, freedom

Marital problems

Less time, interaction between spouses
Disagreements over children
General marital problems

Kin group costs, problems of inheritance

Disadvantages relating to, affecting kin group

Societal costs, overpopulation

Disadvantages relating to, affecting society; concern about overpopulation

Other disadvantages
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TABLE Al Advantages of having children: percentage of respon-
major code categories, by socioeconomic (SES) group

Major code category
Happiness, Personal Economic

SES group love, development Childrearing benefits,
and country comp,inionship of parent satisfactions security

URBAI MIDDLE

Korea 69 39 54 12
-aiwan 88 10 9 6

Japan 61 29 37 7
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 74 48 47 15
Caucasian 73 66 61 14

Philippines 79 34 17 80
Thailand 67 35 8 20

URBAN LOW

Korea 72 39 42 25
Taiwan 89 3 8 29
Japan 69 21 36 9
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 84 55 43 22
Caucasian 66 54 55 13
Filipino 86 22 13 76

Philippines 83 29 21 84
Thailand 35 6 3 80

RURAL

Korea 56 22 42 45
Taiwan 51 3 19 53
Japan 63 17 46 19
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 90 19 5 96
Philippines 68 17 20 91
Thailand 25 3 3 76

1 Less than 1 percent.
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dents who mentioned at least one advantage under each of specified
and country

Benefits Kin Social, General in-
to family group religious trinsic value Other
unit benefits influences of children advantages

25 15 5 5 1
14 20 4 6 *

28 3 4 1 *

51 21 4 17 7
40 23 8 15 5
26 8 5 6 *

42 23 5 1 7

30 23 2 1 1
3 46 4 7 2

35 4 1 2 *

33 18 1 17 1
34 17 1 18 5
20 21 * 3 2
17 16 8 6 *
6 18 4 1 4

4 32 11 6 2
5 35 5 4 1

14 11 1 3 *

6 12 * 4 *
13 6 4 6 *

4 37 13 1 0
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TABLE A2 Disadvantages of having children: percentage of respon-
specified major code categories, by socioeconomic group

Major code category

Physical
SES group Financial Emotional demands
and country costs costs on parents

URBAN MIDDLE

Korea 41 56 15
Taiwan 33 59 11
Japan 42 38 6
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 31 50 12
Caucasian 49 66 12

Philippines 60 82 15
Thailand 44 56 15

URBAN LOW

Korea 69 60 8
Taiwan 48 71 11
Japan 40 49 9
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 42 45 16
Caucasian 43 51 3
Filipino 68 74 23

Philippines 56 75 12
Thailand 61 38 9

RURAL

Korea 46 63 7
Taiwan 67 57 18
Japan 43 45 5
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 90 82 30
Philippines 57 74 12
Thailand 54 36 31

* Less than I percent.
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dents who mentioned at least one disadvantage under each of
and country

Kin group
Restrictions costs, Societal
on alternative Marital problems of costs, over- Other
activities problems inheritance population disadvantages

51 24 * * 3
40 4 * * *
57 12 * * *

70 7 1 * 5
79 15 * 1 5
37 2 * * 1
19 * 1 * 2

25 6 * 1 2
32 2 * * *
54 2 * * *

82 9 3 4 3
63 8 * 2 6
50 1 * * 3
33 3 * 1 1
18 * * * 8

21 4 * * 2
22 * * * *
33 3 1 1 2

57 * * 2 1
23 * * * *
21 1 1 * 2
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TABLE A3 Advantages of having children: percentage of respon-
categories, by socioeconomic group and country

Major code category

Happiness, Personal Economic
SES group love, corn- development Childrearing benefits,
and country panionship of parent satisfactions security

URBAN MIDDLE

Korea 34 10 29 3
Taiwan 62 4 5 3
Japan 37 19 24 2
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 26 18 18 1
Caucasian 37 21 16 2

Philippines 38 11 4 30
Thailand 34 17 3 6

URBAN LOW

Korea 42 8 18 11
Taiwan 39 1 4 9
Japan 54 10 14 3
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 29 16 21 3
Caucasian 33 17 18 2
Filipino 62 3 3 15

Philippines 24 9 7 46
Thailand 15 4 1 66

RURAL

Korea 27 9 19 21
Taiwan 19 1 11 36
Japan 44 9 20 11
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 25 4 1 63
Philippines 23 6 7 60
Thailand 14 2 * 60

* Less than I percent.
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dents who assigned first ranking to each of specified major code

General,
Benefits Kin Social, intrinsic
to family group religious value of Other
unit benefits influences children advantages

9 10 1 3 *
13 10 2 2 *
14 3 1 * *

20 1 1 9 2
14 1 1 3 *
12 1 1 2 *
28 9 2 1 1

8 12 0 1 1
3 40 1 2 1

17 1 2 * *

20 1 * 4 *
16 2 1 1 *
11 2 * 2 *
7 4 1 2 *
3 8 2 * 1

2 17 3 2 *
4 25 2 1 *
5 7 1 2 *

4 1 * 1 *
2 * 2 * *
3 17 3 * *
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TABLE A4 Disadvantages of having children: percentage of respon-
categories, by socioeconomic group and country

Major code category

Physical
SES group Financial Emotional demands
and country costs costs on parents

URBAN MIDDLE

Korea 20 35 4
Taiwan 17 53 5
Japan 10 30 2
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 8 26 1
Caucasian 16 25 2

Philippines 29 54 3
Thailand 32 51 8

URBAN LOW

Korea 41 41 3
Taiwan 35 47 5
Japan 8 41 3
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 22 18 3
Caucasian 20 30 *
Filipino 30 32 7

Philippines 34 50 1
Thailand 50 32 5

RURAL

Korea 42 44 4
Taiwan 49 34 9
Japan 14 53 2
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 81 11 2
Philippines 39 51 4
Thailand 42 51 28

* Less than 1 percent.
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dents who assigned first ranking to each of specified major code

Kin group
Restrictions costs, Societal
on alternative Marital problems of costs, over- Other
activities problems inheritance population disadvantages

28 12 * * 1
25 * * * ,
50 8 * * *

35 2 * * *
39 5 * * 2
12 1 * * 1
7 * 1 * 1

13 1 * * 1
14 * * • ,
48 * * * ,

38 4 * * *
21 5 1 * 2
20 * * * ,
13 1 * * 1
12 * * * 2

8 1 * * 19 * * * *

28 1 1 1 *

1 * * * 1
6 * * * *
9• * * *



TABLE A5 Advantages of having children: five most frequently mentioned advantages ranked
according to percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group
and country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5and country Advantage % Advantage % Advantage % Advantage % Advantage %

URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Happiness for 42 Incentives 25 Satisfaction in 25 Pleasure from 23 Play, fun with 20family to succeed one's child- growth, develop- children; avoid-rearing abilities ment of children ance of boredom
Taiwan Play, fun with 44 Companionship, 22 Continuity of 19 Happiness for 13 Happiness for 13

children; avoid- avoidance of family name individual family
ance of boredom loneliness parent

Japan Happiness for 41 Prime value 35 Pleasure from 24 Children as 22 Children to carry 14
family of lifea growth, develop- bond between out parents'

ment of children spouses hopes, aspirations
U.S. (Hawaii)

panese Companionship, 37 Play, fun with 32 Children as fam- 30 Pleasure from 28 Learning from 25
avoidance of children; avoid- ily life, complete growth, develop- experience of
loneliness ance of boredom or close-knit ment of children childrearingfamily

Caucasian Pleasure from 39 Love, 31 Learning from 29 Children as 1am- 25 Character devel- 25
growth, develop- affection experience of ily life, complete opment, responsi-ment of children childrearing or close-knit bility, maturity,

family moralityPhilippines Happiness for 38 Help in house- 36 Unspecified 33 Happiness for 33 Incentives to 24
individual work, family help in old age family succeed
parent chores; practical

help

Thailand Companionship, 38 Children as 28 Character devel- 23 Incentives to 20 Continuity of 20avoidance of bond between opment, responsi- succeed family nameloneliness spouses bility, maturity,
morality



URBAN LOW
Korea Play, fun with 37 Happiness for 33 Incentives to 27 Children as 26 Pleasure from 19children; avoid- family succeed bond between growth, develop-ance of boredom spouses ment of childrenTaiwan Play, fun with 52 Continuity of 44 Companionship, 38 Unspecified 24 Love, 14children; avoid- family name avoidance of help in old age affectionance of boredom lonelinessapan Happiness for 49 Prime value 41 Children as 27 Pleasure from 19 Children as fam- 16family of lifea bond between growth, develop- ily life, complete

spouses ment of children or close-knit
family

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Companionship, 45 Play, fun with 43 Pleasure from 28 Children as fam- 25 Character devel- 24avoidance of children; avoid- growth, develop- ily life, complete opment, responsi-loneliness ance of boredom ment of children or close-knit bility, maturity,

family moralityCaucasian Pleasure from 40 Companionship, 28 Play, fun with 28 Learning from 22 Children as fam- 21growth, develop- avoidance of children; avoid- experience of ily life, completement of children loneliness ance of boredom childrearing or close-knit
family
Children as bond 21
between spousesFilipino Happiness for 45 Help in house- 38 Companionship, 28 Companionship, 27 Play, fun with 16individual work, family avoidance of comfort, care in children; avoid-parent chores; practical loneliness old age ance of boredomhelp Unspecified help 16in old age

Philippines Help in 39 Happiness for 37 Unspecified 34 Play, fun with 25 Economic help 22housework, individual help in old age children; avoid- (old age notfamily chores; parent ance of boredom mentioned)
practical help

fhailand Unspecified 49 Companionship, 23 Unspecified help 22 Help in 17 Continuity of 14help in old age avoidance of (old age not housework, family name
loneliness mentioned) family chores;

practical help



TABLE A5 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Advantage % Advantage % Advantage % Advantage % Advantage %

RURAL
Korea Play, fun with 30 Continuity of 25 Happiness for 18 Pleasure from 18 Pride in 16

children; avoid- family name family growth, develop- children's
ance of boredom ment of children accomplishment

Taiwan Unspecified 39 Continuity of 33 Play, fun with 32 Pride in 16 Companionship, 15
help in old age family name children; avoid- children's avoidance of

ance of boredom accomplishment loneliness
Japan Happiness fo- 46 Prime value 42 Children to carry 23 Pleasure from 18 Companionship, 12

family of lifea out parents' growth, develop- avoidance of
hopes, aspirations ment of children loneliness

U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Help in 66 Companionship, 64 Happiness for 63 Unspecified 42 Companionship, 13

housework, avoidance of individual help in old age comfort, care in
family chores; loneliness parent old age
practical help

Philippines Help in 48 Unspecified 35 Happiness for 32 Economic help 27 Companionship, 23
housework, help in old age individual parent (old age not comfort, care in
family chores; mentioned) old age
practical help I

Thailand Companionship, 43 Continuity of 28 Unspecified 18 Companionship, 13 Comfort, care 13
comfort, care in family name help (old age avoidance of (old age not
old age not mentioned) loneliness mentioned)

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category (see Exhibit A). In cases where two or more advantages were mentioned by the same
percentage of respondents, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

a Translated from the Japanese expression iki-gui-literally, "one's life worthwhile." The response is similar to the English expression
"goals and incentives from children," but because it inplies an emphasis on present satisfactions from raising children it has been coded
as a country-specific response category.

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 4 of the VOC questionnaire.



TABLE A6 Disadvantages of having children: five most frequently maentioned disadvantages ranked
according to percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and
country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvan-age %

URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Financial costs 39 Noise, disorder, 22 Health prob- 22 Restrictions 22 Restrictions 19

(general, other) nuisance lems of children on time on travel
Taiwan Financial costs 31 Noise, disorder, 27 Restrictions 20 General lack of 17 Health prob- 16

(general, other) nuisance on time flexibility, lems of children
_freedom

Japan Restrictions 24 Financial costs 20 Health 15 General 15 General lack of 12
on time (general, other) problems of emotional strain flexibility,

children freedom
Restrictions 12
on social life,
recreation

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese General lack of 46 Financial costs 31 General 21 Restrictions on 18 General rearing 14

flexibility, (general, other) emotional strain social life, problems
freedom recreation

Caucasian General lack of 64 Financial costs 49 General 24 General rearing 22 Restrictions on 14
flexibility, (general, other) emotional strain problems job, career
freedom

Philippines Financial costs 50 Discipline, 42 Health prob- 31 Financial costs 24 Noise, disorder, 18
(general, other) moral behavior lems of children (education) nuisance

General rearing 18
problems

Thailand Financial costs 39 General rearing 28 General 18 Physical work, 13 Responsibility 9(general, other) problems emotional strain tiredness caused of parenthood
by children



TABLE A6 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage %

URBAN LOW
Korea Financial costs 58 Noise, disorder, 35 Financial costs 25 Health prob- 20 General 19

(general, other) nuisance (education) lems of children emotional strain
Taiwan Financial costs 42 Noise, disorder, 38 General lack of 17 Health prob- 15 General rearing 11

(general, other) nuisance flexibility, lems of children problems
freedom

Japan Restrictions 29 Financial costs 21 Health prob- 19 General 13 Noise, disorder, 13
on time (general, other) lems of children emotional strain nuisance

Restrictions on 13 General lack of 13
job, career flexibility,

freedom

Restrictions on 13
social life,
recreation

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese General lack of 61 Financial costs 36 Restrictions on 21 Discipline, 16 Restrictions on 16

flexibility, (general, other) job, career moral behavior social life,
freedom recreation

Caucasian General lack of 49 Financial costs 37 Discipline, 17 Health prob- 15 General rearing 14
flexibility, (general, other) moral behavior lems of children problems
freedom

Filipino Financial costs 65 General lack of 40 General rearing 33 Discipline, 30 Noise, disorder, 23
(general, other) flexibility, problems moral behavior nuisance

freedom
Philippines Financial costs 46 Discipline, 46 Health prob- 25 Financial costs 25 Noise, disorder 21

(general, other) moral behavior lems of children (education) nuisance
Thailand Financial costs 61 General rearing 20 General 14 Physical work, 9 Financial costs 8

(general, other) problems emotional strain tiredness caused (education)
by children



Thailand 
Discipline, 8(continued) 
moral behavior
Restrictions on 8
job, career
General lack of 8

flexibility,
freedom

RURAL
Korea Financial costs 44 Financial costs 38 Noise, disorder, 32 Health prob- 29 Discipline, 18(general, other) (education) nuisance lems of children moral behavior
Taiwan Financial costs 64 Health prob- 24 Noise, disorder, 22 Physical work, 17 Restrictions on 14

(general, other) lems of children nuisance tiredness caused job, career
by childrenJapan Health prob- 22 Financial costs 21 Restrictions 15 General 12 Noise, disorder, 12

lems of children (general, other) on time emotional strain nuisance
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino Financial costs 90 Health prob- 57 General lack of 33 Discipline, 31 Physical work, 30
(general, other) lems of children flexibility, moral behavior tiredness causedfreedom by children

Philippines Financial costs 44 Discipline, 36 Health prob- 26 General rearing 22 Noise, disorder, 20(general, other) moral behavior lems of children problems nuisance
Thailand Financial costs 42 Physical work, 31 Financial costs 18 Discipline, 17 Restrictions on 11(general, other) tiredness caused (education) moral behavior job, career

by children
NOTE: Responses have been coded by category (see Exhibit A). In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same

percentage of respondents, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.
SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 6 of the VOC questionnaire.



TABLE A7 Reasons why people in general want children: five most frequently mentioned reasons
ranked according to percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group
and country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason %

URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Continuity of 33 Happiness for 32 Instinctive 17 Satisfaction in 16 Having future 14

family name family natural to have one's childrearing grandchildren
children ability,

accomplishment
Taiwan Continuity of 49 Don't know 30 Com panionship, 16 Unspecified 14 Instinctive 9

family name avoidance of help in old age natural to have
loneliness children

Japan Companionship, 16 Happiness for 16 Instinctive 15 Prime value 15 Children as fam- 14
avoidance of family natural to have in lifea ily life, complete
loneliness children or close-knit

family

Children as heirs, 14
someone to
inherit family
wealth

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese General 30 Children as fam- 21 Companionship, 17 Don't know 13 Children as 13

wanting, liking ily life, complete avoidance of reason for,
children or close-knit loneliness fulfillment of

family marriage
Caucasian Don't know 18 General 17 Continuity of 16 Instinctive 16 Other people's 14

wanting, liking family name natural to have reasons same as
children children respondent's

Philippines Happiness for 35 Companionship, 28 Play. fun with 25 Help in 22 Happiness for 16
family comfort, care in children; avoid- housework, individual parent,

old age ance of boredom family chores; general responses
practical help

Thailand Don't know 30 Continuity of 19 No reason 17 Happiness for 14 Coin panionship, 12
family name given family avoidance of

I I_ loneliness



URBAN LOW
Korea Continuity of 52 Happiness for 27 Instinctive 17 Pleasure from 12 Cornianionship, I1family name family natural to have growth, develop- com ort, care inchildren ment of children old age

Conformity to 11
social norms

Taiwan Continuity of 75 Unspecified 26 Instinctive, 10 Com anionship, 10 Don't know 9
family name help in old age natural to have avoidance of

I children loneliness
Japan Happiness for 21 General 15 Don't know 15 Instinctive 13 Children as 10family wanting, liking natural to have heirs, someone

children children to inherit
family wealth
Prime value 10

U.S. (Hawaii) in life a

Japanese General 31 Continuity of 25 Com panionship, 24 Instinctive, 16 Children as fam- 15wanting, liking family name avoidance of natural to have ily life, complete
children loneliness children or close-knit

family
Caucasian General 24 Love, 18 Children asfam- 16 Don't know 15 Instinctive 12wanting, liking affection ily life, complete natural to have

children or close-knit children
family

Filipino Happiness for 48 Companionship, 29 Children as 17 Unspecified 16 Continuity of 10individual parent avoidance of reason for, help in old age family name
(general) loneliness ful fillment of

marriage
Philippines Happiness for 39 Corpanionship, 36 Help in 24 Play, fun with 16 Unspecified 13

family com fort, care in housework, children; avoid- help (old age
old age family chores; ance of boredom not mentioned)

practical help
Thailand Don't know 26 Continuity of 18 Unspecified 17 No reason 14 Corn anship, 11

family name help in old age given avoidance ofloneliness

RURAL
Korea ICntinuity of 59 Companionship, 17 Conformity to 13 Proof of fer- 12 Pride in 9

family name comort, care in social norms tility, masculinity, children's
old age femininity accomplishment

Economic help 9
in old age



TABLE A7 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason %

Taiwan Continuity of 56 Unspecified 32 Don't know 7 Companionship, 6 Conformity to 6
family name help in old age avoidance of social norms

loneliness Instinctive 6
natural to have
children

Japan Children as 32 Prime value 22 Happiness for 19 Companionship, 10 Happiness for 9
heirs someone in lifea family avoidance of individualto inherit loneliness parent
family wealth

U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Coipanionship, 67 Unspecified 44 Happiness for 44 Love, 10 Continuity of 5

avoidance of help in old age individual parent affection family name
loneliness (general)

Philippines Com panionship, 32 Happiness for 27 Help in 20 Economic help 20 Play, fun with 17
comfort, care in family housework, (old age not children; avoid-
old age family chores; mentioned) ance of boredom

practical help
Thailand Continuity of 37 Com panionship, 18 Help in 18 Don't know 17 No reason 14

family name comfort, care in housework, given
old age family chores;

practical help

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category (see Exhibit A). In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same
percentage of respondents, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

a Translated from the Japanese expression iki-gai- literally, "one's life worthwhile." The response is similar to the English expression"goals and incentives from children," but because it implies an emphasis on present satisfactions from raising children it has been
coded as a country-specific response category.

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 73 of the VOC questionnaire.



TABLE A8 Rank order of six value-of-children attitude scales, by socioeconomic group and country:
mean scores

SES group 1 2 3 4 5 6and country Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Parenthood 6.3 Goals, 6.3 Role 5.8 Happiness, 5.3 Continuity, 4.2 Social 4.0satisfactions incentives motivations affection tradition, status from_ from children 

security childrenTaiwan Parenthood 5.7 Role 5.4 Goals, 5.3 Continuity, 5.0 Happiness, 5.0 Social 4.0satisfactions motivations incentives tradition, affection status fromfrom children security childrenJapan Goals, 6.0 Role 5.4 Parenthood 5.3 Happiness, 4.0 Continuity, 3.6 Social 2.5incentives motivations satisfactions affection tradition, status fromU.S. (Hawaii) security children
Japanese Parenthood 5.3 Goals, 5.3 Continuity, 4.0 Role 3.6 Happiness, 3.0 Social 2.5satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status fromfrom children security childrenCaucasian Parenthood 5.0 Goals, 4.7 Continuity, 3.4 Role 3.2 Happiness, 2.3 Social 1.7satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status fromfrom children security childrenPhilippines Parenthood 6.7 Goals, 6.7 Continuity, 6.0 Role 5.8 Happiness, 5.3 Social 3.5satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status fromfrom children security childrenThailand Goals, 6.7 Parenthood 6.0 Happiness, 6.0 Continuity, 5.8 Role 5.6 Social 3.5incentives satisfactions affection tradition, motivations status fromfrom children security children

URBAN LOW
Korea Goals, 6.3 Parenthood 6.0 Role 6.0 Happiness, 5.7 Continuity, 5.6 Social 5.5incentives satisfactions motivations affection tradition, status fromfrom children - I 

security childrenTaiwan Continuity, 6.0 Parenthood 6.0 Goals, 6.0 Role 5.8 Happiness, 5.7 Social 5.0tradition, satisfactions incentives motivations affection status fromsecurity from children children
I-________ 

___



TABLE A8 (continued) P

SES group 1 2 3 4 5 6
and country Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean
Japan Goals, 6.3 Role 5.6 Parenthood 5.3 Happiness, 4.0 Continuity, 3.6 Social 2.5

incentives motivations satisfactions affection tradition, status from
from children security children

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Parenthood 6.0 Goals, 5.7 Continuity, 4.6 Role 3.8 Happiness, 3.7 Social 2.0

satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from
from children security children

Caucasian Parenthood 5.7 Goals, 5.3 Continuity, 4.2 Role 3.8 Happiness, 3.7 Social 2.5
satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from

from children security children
Filipino Goals, 6.7 Parenthood 6.3 Continuity, 6.0 Happiness, 5.0 Role 4.8 Social 3.5

incentives satisfactions tradition, affection motivations status from
from children security children

Philippines Goals, 6.7 Parenthood 6.3 Continuity, 6.2 Role 6.0 Happiness, 5.3 Social 3.5
incentives satisfactions tradition, motivations affection status from
from chiidren security children

Thailand Continuity, 6.6 Parenthood 6.3 Happiness, 6.3 Goals, 6.3 Role 6.2 Social 5.0
tradition, satisfactions affection incentives motivations status from
security from children children

RURAL

Korea Continuity, 6.0 Parenthood 6.0 Role 6.0 Goals, 6.0 Social 5.5 Happiness, 5.3
tradition, satisfactions motivations incentives status from affection
security from children children

Taiwan Continuity, 6.4 Parenthood 6.3 Role 6.2 Goals, 6.0 Happiness, 5.7 Social 5.0
tradition, satisfactions motivations incentives affection status from
security from children children

Japan Goals, 6.3 Parenthood 5.7 Role 5.6 Continuity, 4.8 Happiness, 4.7 Social 3.0
incentives satisfactions motivations tradition, affection status from
from children security children

U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Continuity, 7.0 Parenthood 7.0 Goals, 7.0 Role 6.4 Happiness, 2.0 Social 1.5

tradition, satisfactions incentives motivations affection status from
security from children children



Philippines Parenthood 6.7 Goals, 6.7 Continuity, 6.6 Role 6.2 Happiness, 5.7 Social 4.5satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from
from children security children

Thailand Continuity, 6.8 Goals, 6.7 Role 6.4 Parenthood 6.3 Happiness, 6.3 Social 5.5tradition, incentives motivations satisfactions affection status fromsecurity from children children

NOTE: The specific items contained in each value-of-children attitude scale are as follows:

Scale I Continuity, tradition, security
a A good reason for having children is that they can help when parents are too old to work.
b It is important to have children so that the family traditions will live on.
c One of the best things about having children is the true loyalty they show to their parents.
d A man has a duty to hive children to continue the family name.
e A person can feel that )iart of him lives on after death if he has children.

Scale 2 Parenthood satisfactions
a just the feeling a parent gets of being needed is enough to make having children worthwhile.
b A person who has been a good parent can feel completely satisfied with his achievements in life.
c One of the best things about being a prent is the chance to teach children what they should do and what they should not do.

Scale 3 Role motivations
a It is only natural that a man should want children.
b A girl becomes a woman only after she is a mother.
c After becoming a parent, a person is less likely to behave immorally.
d It is only natural that a woman should want children.
e A boy becomes a man only after he is a father.

Scale 4 Happiness and affection
a It is only with a child that a person can feel completely free to express his love and affection.
b The family with children is the only place in the modern world where a person can feel comfortable and happy.
c A person who has no children can never really be happy.

Scale 5 Goals and incentives from children
a Having children gives a person a special incentive to sicceed in life.
b Having children makes a stronger bond between hustand and wife.
c One of the highest purposes of life is to have children.

Scale 6 Social status from children
a A young couple is not fully accepted in the community until they have children.
b A person with children is looked up to in the community more than a person without children. .

In cases where two or more attitude scales received the same ranking, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.



48

TABLE A9 Reasons for wanting another child: percentage of respon-
group and country

Relatives
Enjoy Carry Want a Want a feel I
having family boy/ girl/ should

SES group a small name, another another have more
and country baby traditions boy girl children

IRBAN MIDDLE

Korea 13 29 24 13 2
Taiwan 10 27 28 16 6
Japan 16 10 38 29 6
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 17 12 9 12 *

Caucasian 21 13 17 4 *
Philippines 49 43 38 43 6
Thailand 37 41 29 30 6

URBAN LOW

Korea 23 54 37 14 7
Taiwan 11 48 29 15 4
Japan 28 6 37 27 3
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 16 18 9 17 1
Caucasian 33 25 23 15 1
Filipino 43 64 44 37 5

Philippines 43 50 33 33 8
Thailand 22 53 44 18 8

RURAL

Korea 15 69 41 15 7
Taiwan 15 49 40 19 9
Japan 19 24 31 21 4
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 37 92 67 44 2
Philippines 62 61 51 50 16
Thailand 23 59 35 23 10
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dents rating specified reasons as very important, by socioeconomic

One more
In my old Religious person to A com- Enjoy Spouse
age, have duty to help fain- Make my panion for caring for, wants
child to have ily eco- marriage my child/ raising more
help me children nomically stronger children children children

3 3 2 15 21 14 13
9 10 4 4 24 14 5
2 * 2 7 44 15 23

6 2 1 5 41 35 25
* 3 1 3 26 34 18

49 27 36 43 50 36 23
12 * 3 10 29 18 23

26 7 14 20 14 24 18
21 18 14 9 23 16 11
7 * 3 10 55 18 26

4 1 1 5 41 43 18
10 3 5 5 24 42 25
54 16 37 42 55 33 35
53 34 43 49 36 32 19
55 19 31 39 25 20 21

43 14 18 15 22 32 18
35 21 22 13 19 12 13
21 5 6 11 36 20 19

77 11 76 5 52 75 31
80 58 68 69 58 55 42
58 19 35 34 24 21 17
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TABLE A9 (continued)

Fun to Special
have Helps me feeling Share what Have enough
children to learn between I have, children to

SES group around about life, parent know with survive to
and country house myself and child children adulthood

URBAN MIDDLE

Korea 29 39 29 12 5
Taiwan 40 31 43 37 13
Japan 47 47 32 13 22
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 42 47 59 56 18
Caucasian 34 45 57 60 12

Philippines 57 61 71 66 57
Thailand 42 44 51 38 36

URBAN LOW

Korea 39 44 28 18 11
Taiwan 32 24 35 26 30
Japan 56 46 29 10 14
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 50 57 67 63 22
Caucasian 43 59 71 63 25
Filipino 53 52 68 69 36

Philippines 49 52 63 65 56
Thailand 30 53 49 39 54

RURAL

Korea 31 41 20 35 27
Taiwan 29 23 35 27 27
J apan 53 48 38 12 35
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 87 92 98 93 43
Philippines 71 75 79 76 80
Thailand 23 47 50 44 53

* Less than 1 percent.
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TABLE AI0 Reasons for not wanting another child: percentage of
respondents rating specified reasons as very important,
by socioeconomic group and country

Would he Restrict A lot
financial Spouse my freedom of work,

SES group burden does not to do other bother
and country to family want more things I enjoy for me

URBAN NIID)LL

Korea 41 23 18 13
Taiwn 32 18 22 33
Japan 11 21 13 6
U.S. (H-awaii)

Japamese 16 16 11 9
Caucasian 21 22 12 5

Philippines 39 16 19 24
Thailand 42 20 16 28

URI3AN LOW

Korea 74 30 17 18
Taiwan 56 23 28 37
Japan 23 16 17 11
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 32 20 7 5
Caucasian 31 15 7 6
Filipino 40 21 14 15

Philippines 62 30 21 33
Thailand 77 25 39 50

RURAL

Korea 64 22 13 31
Taiwn 69 28 47 54
Japan 21 17 10 14
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 57 32 4 6
Philippines 54 25 20 28
Thailand 67 30 43 47
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TABLE AIO (continued)

Not able
to spend Concerned Not enough Cause prob-
as much about Emotional attention, Iemts, strains

SES group time with over- strain care to other between me
and country spouse population for me children and spousC

URBAN MIDDLE

Korca 17 16 29 44 *
Taiwan 15 36 29 50 16
Japan 4 6 15 9 4
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 8 13 9 22 II
Caucasian 16 27 7 15 11

Philippines 10 49 25 37 27
Thailand 4 16 18 43 13

URBAN LOW

Korea 7 24 34 63 1
Taiwan 9 22 28 35 16
Japan 7 4 21 16 6
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 10 20 9 20 11
Caucasian 8 17 17 i 0 14
Filipino 15 22 15 27 11

Philippines 18 56 29 45 33
Thailand 10 20 28 53 23

RURAL

Korea 6 24 48 62 *
Taiwan 13 30 52 49 13
Japan 2 I 18 17 10
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino 2 1 2 63 4
Philippines 24 48 35 40 35
Thailand 16 30 30 48 21

4 Less than I percent.



TABLE All Reasons for not wanting fewer than desired number of children: five most frequently
mentioned reasons ranked according to percentage of respondents mentioning them,
by socioeconomic group and country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason %0 Reason , Reason %

URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Want particular 21 To avoid an 21 Can afford that 17 Good number 17 Satisfy desires 8combination of only child number, able to to have, want of other kinboys and girls, raise that many that numberbalance Want more boys 8

Want more girls 8
Companionship 8
for otherchildren

Taiwan Companionship 28 To avoid an 25 Want particular 15 Good number 15 Want more boys 13for other only child combination of to have, want
children boys and girls, that number

balance
Japan Companionship 30 To foster 30 Good number 21 To avoid an 12 Companionship, 11for other character to have, want only child avoidance ofchildren development that number loneliness

of children
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese Good number 55 Companionship 45 Want particular 18 Companionship, 10 Want more girls 8to have, want for other combination of a.oidance ofthat number children boys and girls, !oneliness
balance

Caucasian Companionship 49 To avoid an 28 Other reasons 21 Good number 15 Want more boys 10for other only child to have, wantchildren that number Can a blord that 10number, able to
raise that many

Philippines Companionship 33 Can afford that 22 Anxiety over 19 Happiness for 16 Happiness for 14for other number, able to infant mortality individual family
children raise that many parent

VI



TABLE A 11 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason %
Thailand Can afford that 30 Companionship 26 Want more girls 15 Anxiety over 11 Happiness for 6

number, able to for other infant mortality family
raise that many children Good number 6

to have, want
URBAN_ _ LOWthat number

URBAN LOW

Korea Good number 28 Want more boys 26 Companionship 18 Want particular 15 To avoid an 12
to have, want for other combination of only child
that number children boys and girls, Anxiety over 12

balance infant mortality

Taiwan Companionship 22 Want more boys 17 Want particular 17 Good number 17 Play, fun with 8
for other combination of to have, want children; avoid-
children boys and girls, that number ance of boredom

balance Continuity of 8
family name

To increase 8
strength, power
of kin

Japan To foster 51 Companionship 35 To avoid an 17 Good number 15 Com panionship, 5
character for other only child to have, want avoidance of
development children that number loneliness
of children Anxiety over 5

U.S.__(Hawaii) _infant mortalityU.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese Companionship 59 To avoid an 24 Good number 21 Other reasons 15 General wanting, 9
for other only child to have, want liking children
children that number Anxiety over 9

infant mortality
Caucasian Companionship 38 To avoid an 24 Good number 22 Want particular 14 General wanting, 8

for other only child to have, want combination of liking children
children that number boys and girls,

I balance

Filipino Good number 41 Want particular 30 Companionship 22 Want more girls 15 Want more boys 13
to hdve, want combination of for other
that number boys and girls, children

____________________________ ______________________ b ln e _____________________________balance__________________



Philippines Companionship 42 Can afford that 27 Want more boys 18 Want particular 18 Good number 15
for other number, able to combination of to have, wantchildren raise that many boys and girls, that number

balance
Thailand Want more boys 21 Can afford that 21 Companionship 17 Unspecified 12 Want more girls 11

number, able to for other help
raise that many childrenRURAL

Korea Want more boys 29 Want particular 20 Good number 20 Anxiety over 15 Can afford that 12
combination of to have, want infant mortality number, able toboys and girls, that number raise that manybalance

Taiwan Want more boys 31 Companionship 20 Parents will have 17 Want particular 14 Anxiety over 11for other more alternative combination ol infant mortality
children places to live boys and girls,

when they are old balanceJapan Companionship 36 Anxiety over 28 Don't know 10 To foster 10 Want more boys 9for other infant mortality character
children development

U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Good number 50 Want particular 36 W', ."nre girls 25 Companionship 25 Want more boys 11to have, want combination of for otherthat number boys and girls, children

balance
Philippines Can afford that 20 Anxiety over 19 Want more boysess for 15 Good number 15number, able to infant mortality family to have, wantraise that many that number
Thailand Anxiety over 25 Want more boys 14 Want more girls 14 Companionship 14 Unspecified 11infant mortality for other help

children To avoid an 11
only child
Good number 11
to have, want
that number

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category. In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same percentage of respon-
derts, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 14 of the VOC questionnaire.

.,



TABLE A12 Reasons for not wanting more than desired number of children or any more children: C
five most frequently mentioned reasons ranked according to percentage of respondents
mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason , Reason ?% Reason % Reason % Reason

URBAN MIDDLE
Korea F inancial costs 49 To have correct 46 Already have/ 27 F inancial costs 17 Health hazard 15

(general, other) number of chil- will have number (education) of pregnancy;
dren for rearing; of children mateinal health
ease of handling, wanted; enough
happiness boys, girls

Taiwan I inancial costs 38 1o have correct 29 Already have/ 28 Financial costs 21 Disadvantages 7
(general, other) number of chil- will have number (education) to society;

dren for rearing; of children concern about
ease of handling, wanted; cnough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls

Japan I nanctal costs 41 Housing 18 Health ha/ard 15 Already have/ 13 General rearing 9
(general, other) problems of pregnancy; will have number problems

maternal health of children
vanted; enough

boys, girls
U.S. (Hawaii)

J apanese Financial costs 72 To have correct 32 Already have/ 23 Disadvantages I Other 10
(general, other) number of chil- will have number to societ, ; disadvantages

dren for rearing; of children concern about
ease of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls

Caucasian Financial costs 52 Disadvantages 36 To have correct 29 Already have/ 24 Infecund, 10
(general, other) to society; number of chil- will hae numbe too old

concern about dren for rearing; of children
overpopulation Iease of handling, wanled; enough

happiness boys, girls



Philippines Financial costs 88 General rearing 28 Financial costs 25 Concern over 10 Health hazard 10
(general, other) problems (education) children's of pregnancy;

fiture success, maternal health
happiness

Thailand Financial costs 45 Financial costs 25 General rearing 20 Already have! 18 Health hazard 8
(general, other) (education) problems will have number of pregnancy;

of children maternal health
wanted; enough
boys, girls

URBAN LOW

Korea Financial costs 59 To have correct 38 Financial costs 22 Already have/ 16 Disadvantages 7
(general, other) number of chil- (education) will have number to society;

dren for rearing; of children concern about
ease of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness - -- boys, girls

Taiwan Financial costs 65 Already have/ 44 Noise, disorder, 9 Financial costs 7 Physical work, 7
(general, other) will have number nuisance (education) tiredness caused

of children by children
wanted; enough To have correct 7
boys, girls number of chil-

dren for rearing;
case of handling,
happiness

Japan Financial costs 55 Housing 18 General rearing 10 Already have/ 10 Health hazard 6
(general, other) probrems problems will have of pregnancy;

number of maternal health
children wanted;
enough boys, girls

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Fi'iancial costs 72 To have correct 26 Already have/ 19 Disadvantages 13 Other reasons 8

(general, other) number of chil- will have number to society;
dren for rearing; of children concern about
ease of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls

t.'



TABLE A12 (continued)

SES group I 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason Reason Reason % Reason

Caucasian Financial costs 59 To have correct 31 Already have/ 23 Disadvantages 13 Infecund, 8
(general, other) number of chil- will have number to society; too old

dren for rearing; of children concern about
ease of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls

Filipino Financial costs 66 To have correct 36 Already hdve/ 22 General rearing 16 Health hazard 5
(general, other) number of chil- will have number problems of pregnancy;

dren for rearing; of children maternal health
ease of handling, wanted; enough
happiness boys, girls

Philippines I inancial costs 97 Financial costs 28 General rearing 21 Already have/ 12 Concern over 10
(general, other) (education) problems will have number children's

of children future success,
wanted; enough happiness
boys, girls

Thailand Financial costs 93 Financial costs 18 General rearing 10 Other reasons 7 Restrictions 4
(general, other) (education) problems on job, career

RURAL

Korea Financial costs 64 Financial costs 48 To have correct 22 Already have/ 13 General 9
(general, other) (education) number of chil- will have emotional strain

dren for rearing; number of cfil-
ease of handling, dren wanted;
happiness enough boys, girls

Taiwan Financial costs 66 Already have/ 24 Financial costs 15 Physical work, 14 Disadvantages 9
(general, other) will have number (eduzation) tiredness caused to society;

of children by children concern about
wanted; enough overpopulation
boys, girls



Japan I inancial costs 40 General rearing 23 Already have/ 21 Health hazard 12 Restrictions 8
(general, other) problems will have number of pregnancy; on job, career

of children maternal health
wanted; )nough

U.S. (Hawaii) 
boys, girls

Filipino I inancial costs 78 To have correct 52 Already have/ 33 Discipline, 13 Health hazard 9
(general, other) number of chil- will have number moral behavior of pregnancy;

dren for rearing; of children maternal health
ease of handling, wanted; enough
happiness boys, girlk

Philippines I inancial costs 90 I inancial costs 23 General ;caring 15 Concern over 14 Already have/ 9
(general, other) (education) problems children's will have number

futue success, of children
happiness wanted; enough

boys, girls
Thailand I inancial costs 67 Financial costs 24 Physical work, 20 General rearing 12 Already have/ 10

(general, other) (education) tiredness caused problems will have number
by children of children

wanted; enough
boys, girls

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category. In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same percentage of respon-
dents, the identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to questions 15 and 18 of the VOC questionnaire.

5.,



TABLE Al 3 Reasons for wanting girls: five most frequently mentioned reasons ranked according to O
percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and country

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason Reason ',o Reason % Reason

URBAN MIDDLE

Korea Behavior, 56 Companionship, 34 Happiness for 22 Mixture of sexes 11 Parents' 10
personality of closeness with family tor benefit of preferred sex
girls (positive) mother children

Taiwan Behavior, 35 Companionship, 33 Parents' 23 Help in 12 Mixture of sexes 6
personality of closeness with preferred sex housework, for benefit of
girls (positive) mother ratio family chores; children

I practical help
Japan Behavior, 48 Companionship, 46 Help in 14 Mixture of sexes 13 Parents' 12

personality of closeness with housework, for bnefit of preferred sex
girls (positive) mother family chores; children ratio

practical help

U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Companionship, 30 Mixture of sexes 20 Behavior, 13 Parents' 13 Help in 13

closeness with f-r benefit of personality of preferred sex housework,
mother , dren girls (positive) ratio family chores;

practical help
Caucasian Companionship, 31 Behavior, 28 Parents' 16 Opportunity to 16 Play, fun with 9

closeness with personality of preferred sex teach, guide, children; avoid-
I mother girls (positive) ratio instill values ance of boredom

Philippines Help in 76 Behavior, 15 Companionship, 9 Comfort, care 5 Play, fun with 5
housework, personality of closeness with (old age not children; avoid-
family chores; girls (positive) mother mentioned) ance of boredom

_ practical help

Thailand Behavior, 53 Companionship, 29 Help in 15 Parents' 8 Love, affection 6
personality of closeness with housework, preferred sex
girls (positive) mother family chores; ratio Companionship, 6

practical help comfort, care in
old age
Help in taking 6
care of other
children



URBAN LOW
Korea Companionship, 32 Behavior, 31 Happiness for 23 Love, 18 Help in 15closeness with personality of family allection housework,mother girls (positive) family chores;prJLTiLl helpTiw,tn1 Companionship, I I Help in 35 Parents' 2-1 Belhavior, 19 He!p t hel rg 6

closeness with housework, preferred sex personality of care ul otnermother amily chores; ratio girls (positive) children
practical help _

japal Companionship, 54 Behavior, .0 Help in 18 Companionship, Parents' 5closeness with personality of housework, comfort, care prelferr ed sex
mother girls (posit ive) family chores; in old age ratio

UJ.S. (Hawaii) practical help

Japanese Behavior, 32 Help in 27 Companionship, 21 Unspecified 11 Parents' 11personality of housework, closeness with help (old age preferred sexgirls (positive) family chores; mother not mentioned) ratio
practical help

Caucasian Con panionsh ip, 28 Behavior, 28 Mixture of sexes 19 Parents' 18 Help in 13closeness with personality of for benefit oL preferred sex housework,mother girls (positive) children ratio family chores;
1 1practical helpFilipino Help in 66 Behavior, 11 Parents' 9 Unspecified 9 Play, fun with 9housework, personality of preferred sex help (old age children; avoid-family chores; girls (positive) ratio not mentioned) ance of boredom

practical help
Opportunity to 9
teach, guide
instil valuesPhilippines Help in 73 Companionship, 8 Behavior, 8 Play, fun with 6 Cam p nionship, 4housework, closeness with personality of children; avoid- com ort, carefamily chores; mother girls (position) ance of boredom in old agepractical help

Thailand Help in 79 Behavior, 7 Unspecified 5 Help in taking 5 Other reasons 5housework, personality of help (olId age care of otherfamily chores; girls (positive) not mentioned) children
practical help



TABLE A13 (continued) GN

SES group 1 2 3 4 5and country Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason % Reason - %

RURAL
Korea Behavior, 35 Help in 31 Companionship, 31 Conformity to 10 Parents' 10personality of housework, closeness with social norms prel erred sexgirls (positive) family chores; mother ratio

practical help
Taiwan Help in 17 Parents' 30 Companionship, 18 Religious 9 Behavior, 8housework, preferred sex Closeness with rituals, personality offamily chores; ratio mother ancestor worship girls (positive)practical help
Japan Companionship, 41 Behavior, 34 Help in 30 Satisfaction in 8 Companionship, 7closeness with personality of housework, providing for comfort, Caremother girls (positive) family chores; children in old age

practical help
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino Help in 90 Companionship, ;8 Behavior, 2 Unspecilied 2
housework, closeness with personality of help (old age
family chores; mother girls (positive) not mentioneL)
practical help

Philippines Help in 92 Comfort, care 6 Help in 4 Unspecitied 4 Companionship, 3housework, (old age not taking care of help (old age closeness withfamily chores; mentioned) other children not mentioned) motherpractical help
Thailand Help in 82 Companionship, 11 Comfort, care 9 Behavior, 8 Unspecified 7housework, comfort care (old age not personality of help (old agefamily chores; in old age mentioned) girls (positive) not mentioned)

practical help

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category. In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same percentage of respon-
dents, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

* Less than I percent.

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 28 of the VOC questionnaire.



TABLE A14 Reasons for wanting boys: five most frequently mentioned reasons ranked according to
percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and country

SES group I 2_3 4 5and country Reason % Reason ,o Reason % Reason Reason

URBAN MIDDLE 
- 7

Korea Continuity of 49 Comfort, care 33 Continuity of 16 Conlormity to 10 Having future 9family name (old age not family traditions social norms grandchildren
mentioned)

Taiwan Continuity of 69 Unspecified 8 Unspecified help 7 Conformity to 7 Satisfy desires 7family name help in old age (old age not social norms of other kin
mentioned) Only son 7

belongs Lo usJapan Behavior, 29 Companionship, 24 Continuity of 12 Parents' 9 Extension of 7personality of closeness with family name preferred sex selfboys (positive) father ratio
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese Continuity of 43 Companionship, 31 Behavior, 10 Parents' 9 Mixture of sexes 7family name closeness with personality of preferred sex for benefit of
father boys (positive) ratio childrenCaucasian Continuity of 41 Companionship, 36 Parents' 13 To satisfy 10 Mixture of sexes 9family name closeness with preferred sex desires of the for benefit offather ratio jspouse childrenPhilippines Continuity of 34 Help in taking 24 Economic help 22 1 Help in 17 Behavior, 7family name care of other (old age not housework, personality of
children mentioned) family chores; boys (positive)

practical helpThailand Continuity of 71 Help in taking 19 Behavior, 13 Extension of 6 Help in 5family name care of other 1 personality of I self housework,
children boys (positive) family chores;] practical help



TABLE A14 (continued) C

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason 0 Reason % Reason %

URBAN LOW
Korea Continuity of 68 Comfort, care 35 Companionship, 17 Sharing financial 9 Conformity to 6

family name (old age not comfort, care responsibility; social norms
mentioned) in old age insurance,

security
Taiwan Continuity of 80 Unspecified 21 To satisfy 7 Conformity to 7 Help in family 6

family name help in old age desires of other social norms business or
kin farm

Japan Behavior, 53 Companionship, 32 Children as 19 Unspecified 15 Children to 8
personality of closenes with heirs, someone help (old age carry out parents'
boys (positive) father to inherit not mentioned) hopes, aspirations

family wealth
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese Continuity of 45 Companionship, 19 Behavior, 10 To satisfy 10 Parents' 7
family name closeness with personality of desires of preferred sex

father boys (positive) spouse ratio
Caucasian Continuity of 50 Companionship, 30 Behavior, 15 Help in 12 To satisfy 8

family name closeness with personality of taking care of desires of
father boys (positive) other children spouse

Filipino Continuity of 46 Help in 26 Companionship, 9 Help in 6 Behavior, 5
family name housework, closeness with taking care of personality of

family chores; father other children boys (positive)
practical h'lp_ 

_
Philippines Continuity of 29 Economic help 24 i.elp in 16 Help in 13 Companionship, 4

family name (old age not taking care of housework, closeness with
mentioned) other children family chores; father

practical help



Thailand Continuity of 55 Conformity to 13 Unspecified 10 Help in 10 Economic help 9family name religious norms help in old age housework, in old age
family chores;
practical help Benefits to 9

society

RURAL
Korea Continuity of 51 Companionship, 25 Comfort, care 20 Economic help 13 Religious 13

family name comfort, care (old age not in old age rituals, ancestor
in old age mentioned) worship

Taiwan Continuity of 65 Unspecified 44 Unspecified 9 Sharing financial 7 Help in 6family name help in old age help (old age responsibility; family business,
not mentioned) insurance, security farmJapan Children as 65 Behavior, 9 Companionship, 0 Unspecified 8 Unspecified 7heirs, someone personality of closeness with help in old age help (old age

to inherit boys (positive) father not mentioned)
family wealth

U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Continuity of 90 Help in 31 Companionship, 4 To satisfy 1 Mixture of sexes I

family name housework, closeness with desires of spouse for benefit of
family chores; father children
practical help

Philippines Economic help 50 Help in 18 Continuity of 14 Help in 12 Help in taking 10
(old age not housework, family name family business, care of other
mentioned) family chores; farm children

practical help
Thailand Continuity of 58 Conformity to 26 Children as 26 Economic help 15 Religious 12family name religious norms benefits to (old age not rituals,

society mentioned) ancestor
Iworship

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category. In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same percentage of respon-
dents, the identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

SOU RCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 30 of the VOC questionnaire.
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TABLE A'15 Percentage of respondents who expect to rely on
children for financial support in old age, by country
and socioeconomic group

Country Urban middle Urban low Rural

Korea 25 62 71
Taiwan 44 76 92
Japan 29 31 73
U.S. (Hawaii)

j apanese 18 20 na
Caucasian 2 21 na
Filipino na 52 76

Philippines 72 78 89
Thailand 25 83 90

NOTE: Table is based on the percentage of respondents who answered either "a little" or
"a good deal" to a structured question about how much they expected to rely on
their children in old age, or who mentioned children in an open-ended question about
sources of old-age support.

na-not applicable because subsample did not include persons in this socioeconomic group.

TABLE A16 Index of expected economic help from children,

by country and socioeconomic group

Country Urban middle Urban low Rural

Korea 4.3 8.5 10.3
Taiwan 6.5 10.3 12.8
Japan 3.1 4.3 7.8
U.S. (Hawaii)

J apanese 6.5 6.3 na
Caucasian 5.1 7.2 na
Filipino na 12.5 15.6

Philippines 11.8 12.7 15.0
Thailand 7.3 13.5 14.3

NOTE: Index was constructed by combining five structured items on economic help expected
from children both in the parents' old age and before parents grow old. The range of
possible scores is from 0 (no help expected) to 17 (a great deal of help expected).

na-not applicable because subsample did not include persons in this socioeconomic group.
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TABLE A17 Percentage of respondents who believe that three
children would be a heavy financial burden,
by country and socioeconomic group

Country Urban middle Urban low Rural

Korea 53 72 55
Taiwan 26 33 41
Japan 24 39 24
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese 18 18 na
Caucasian 17 15 na
Filipino na 19 25

Philippines 10 17 7
Thailand 41 43 38

na-not applicable because subsample did not include persons in this socioeconomic group.
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