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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 cach 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 the International Development Rescarch Centre
have been closely involved with the project throughout, not just as
representatives of funding agencies but as interested scholars. Dr. Lois
Hoftman, 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 Midkift, Peter Norris, Ruby Ogawa, and Sandra Ward.

Thanks are due also to Dr. Fau’ semeny, 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 Findings are reported from a comparative study of the
value of children that was carried out in six countries--Japan, the
Republic of Korea, the Republic of China ( Taivean), the Philippines,
Thailand, and the United States (Hawaii). For caclh country, results
are presented for three contrasting socioeconomic groups: urban
middle class, urban lower class, and rural. These results are based upon
interviews with voung hushands and wives with at least one child;
about 360 respondents were interviewed in cacli of the Asian coun-
tries, 557 in Hawaii to permit comparison of Caucasian, Japanese, and
Filipino ethuic groups.

The value of children is defined as having two basic dimensions:
positive values or satisfactions, and negative values or costs, In this
study, the economic, social, and psychological components of the sat-
isfactions and costs of children are analvzed. Cultural and socioeco-
nomic differences in the value of children are described and the impli-
cations of these findings for population policies are discussed.

INTRODUCTION

The value of children is at once simple and complex; obvious and sur-
prising; changing and timeless. Some of the ways in which chitdren 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 perpetuate 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.

How cun the value of children be assessed? Tt cannot be measured
only in dollars or pesos or yen, although the financial costs and bene-
fits of children are an important part of their value, The exchange of
affection between parent and child is also important, as are the ¢mo-
tional stresses of childrearing, but these are difficult to assess. And
what of such subtle matters as contirmation 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 ditficulties, research on the value of
children is needed to understand better the determinants of human
fertility and to suggest guidelines for policies through which societics
may bring about regulation of tertility. This assertion is claborated
upon below, after which the concept of “*the value of children’ is de-
fined, some findings from a cross-cultural study of the value of chil-
dren are presented. and the policy implications of these findings are
discussed.

POPULATION ISSUES AND THE VALUE OF CHILDREN

In a finite world population growth must eventually cease. The only
legitimate questions 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 localitics. The last alternative, migration, has no effect en growth
from u global perspective and only slight effects for most naticns be-
cause of legal restrictions on international migrulion.’ An increase in
deaths to reduce population growth is an alternative that few people
would favor. It is a reduction in birtlis, then, that must be the aim: this
is the “*how™ of population stabilization.

The question of “when™ population should stabilize is much more
complex and allows no definitive answers. There is no consenses on i
“optimal™ population level, although most experts would agree that
optimal levels will be exceeded i 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 population stabilization is “soon.” in
historical perspective; morcover, a reduction in births is needed now,
because even when birth rates are reduced to replacement levels the
size of a population continues to grow for some time. For example,
Frejka (1968) has shown that the population of the United States
would increase by 37 pereent over the next 70 years even if replace-
ment-level births (2.1 per woman) were achieved immediately and con-
tinued indefinitely.,

1 For present purposes migration is considered only in relation to population
#7 wth, The distribution of population, especially in relation to urbanization,
% LT course @ major problem in its own right.



It is perhaps obvious in this context why it secems important to
study the value of chitdren. Knowledge of this topic will help us to
understand why peopic want children, and why they choose to have
children over wvailable alternatives. Rescarch on the value of children
can provide information about the factors influencing the decisions of
couples to have a cortain number of children, decisions which, in the
ageregate, add up to a “population problem.”

Demographers and ceconomists have for some time been interested
in the effects of the vatue of children on fertility, but their interest has
been expressed more ir theory than in empirical research, Betore pre-
senting a psychological approach and related rescarch findings, we will
brictly describe demographic and cconomic 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 fertility. Most demographiv explanations ot ¢his transition
concentrate on societal-level variables, such as urbanization or, more
generally, sociocconomic modernization. These explanations are sup-
ported by correlational data.

When demographers attempt a micro-level explanation of the transi-
tion, the changing value ot children is often cited as a basic causal cle-
ment. Specifically, it is noted that in a more modern society children
cost more ceonomically, because of such factors as hipher educational
requirements, and they provide fewer economic benefits, because of
such fuctors as child labor laws and the reduced availability of produc-
tive roles in family farms or businesses. It is also postulated that more
cducated, modern 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 burden for nuclear families in urban
settings than for extended families in rural settings. Ht is thought also
that the relative isolation of nuclear families may reduce pronatalist
pressures from the older generation. Through a variety of mechanisms,
then, it appears that social change should bring about changes in the
way children are valued by parents, resulting in actions token by par-
ents to restrict family size.

Economists have approached this topic in a more systematic way,
initially by regarding childbearing as similar to the purchase of goods,
and applying the framework of houschold consumer 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. In bare outline, the
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cconomic theory seems too simple and mechanistic to be applied to
the complexities of sexual behavior, contraception, and children as
living, growing, interacting beings, In fact, however, claborations of
the theory in recent years have expanded the basic economic dimen-
sions and moved toward a broad, behaviorally-oriented theory of hu-
man fertility decisions. For present purposes, it is sufficient to note
that the cor> ol the theory is, indeed, the value of children, as per-
ceived by parents. The basic postulate of the theory is that parents will
make decisions about whether to have children based on their expecta-
tions about the utility to be derived from children, in relation to per-
ceived alternatives,

The demographic and economic approaches have in common that
they treat the value of children as a basic causal element in the deter-
mination ot societal fertility. This common focus is hardly surprising,
since children are after all the tangible outcome tor parents of the
births that arce counted by demographers, What is surprising, though, is
that this consensus on the importance of the value of children has led
to so little rescarch, We have no systematic knowledge about the value
of children to parents, or at least have not had such knowledge until
recently. (For current reviews of work in this areu, see Faweett, ed.,
1972 Schultz, ed., 1973,) In the sections that follow, a social-
psychological approach that encompasses demographic and cconomic
perspectives is presented, and illustrative rescarch findings are dis-
cussed.

A SOCIAL-PSYCHOLOGICAL VIEW

The value ol children may be viewed functionally, from the perspec-
tive of parents, and the tunctions served can operate at different levels
of conceptualization. In the framework of the psychology of individ-
uals, the functional approach would be reflected in the question: What
are the needs of individual parents that are fulfilled by having chil-
dren? Or, it childbearing is viewed as a social phenomenon, the ques-
tion may be cast in social-psychological terms: From the perspective
of parents, what are the functions--social, economie, and psycholog-
ical - that are served by having cluldren?

The phrase “the value of children’” appears to emphasize the posi-
tive functions, or the satistactions, ot having children. It must be rec-
ognized, however, that dysfunctions or costs are also involved. The
reality of childbearing is that one cannot have the satistactions without
also incurring some costs, Thus, two basic dimensions are involved:
positive values or satisfuctions, and negative values or costs. Concep-



tually, the value of children refers to the net balance between these
opposing forces. For research and policy puirposes. however, it is desir-
able to examine the diverse components of satisiactions and costs,
ratier than to seek u single index of the value of children.

A useful set of categories has been provided by Hoffman and
Hoffman (1973). Their essay analyzes and systematically describes the
positive functions served by children, within a psychological frame-
work. (See also Borelson. n.d.) The Hoffmans developed nine types of
values that are intended to cover compreher sively e social and psy-
chological needs met by having children:

I Adult status and social identity (weman’s major roie)

2 Expansion of the selfl tie to a larger entity. “immortality”

(9]

Morality: religions: altruism. good of the group; norms
regarding sexuality. impulsivity, virtue
4 Primary group ties. affection
5 Stimulation, novelty, tun
6 Achicvement. competence. creativity
Power. influence, effectance
Social comparison, competition
9 Economic utility.

In the total scheme developed by the Hoftmans, the nine valoes are
part of a larger framework that takes into account the costs of chil-
dreng alternatives to children for tulfilling these values. and societal
barriers and facilitators affecting realization of the vaiues. The
Holtmans™ work was very influential in the development of the cross

y
cultural rescarch described below: as a result of that research, however,
a different set of positive and negative values that fits rather closely
with the empirical findings his been developed:

POSITIVE VALULS
I Emotional benefits. Happiness, love, companionship and

fun; also viewed in reverse as reliel {rom strain. avoidance
of boredom or loncliness.

to

Economic benefits and security. Benelits are derived rom
children’s help in the house, business, or tarm, from care
of siblings. and rom sharing of income: old-age security
for the parents, including psychological security, is often
a distinctive aspect of this value.



3 Self-enrichment and development. Learning from the ex-
pericinee of childrearing: becoming more Lesponsible and
mature: incentive and goals in life Loing viewed as an
adult, a grown woman or man: self=rultillment:; feeling of
competence asa parent.

4 Identification swirlt children, Pleasure from watching
growth and development of children: pride in children’s
accomplishments: reflection of self in children.

S Fuamily coliesiveness and continuity, Children as a bond
between husband and wife: fullillment of marriage: com-
pleteness of family life: continuity of family name and
traditions; to produce heirs: to have future grandchildren,

NEGATIVE VALUES
U Emotional costs, General emotional strain: concern about
discipline and moral behavior of children: worry over

health: noise and disorder in houschold: children as nui-

sance,

2 Economic costs. Expenses of childrearing; educational

Costs,

3 Restrictions or opportunity costs, Lack of flexibility and
freedom: restrictions on social life. recreat;on, travel: lack

of privacy: restrictions on carcer or occupational mobil-

ity: no time for personal needs and desires.

4 Physical demands. 1ixtra housework: caring for children:

i0ss of sleep: genceral weariness.

S Family costs, Less time with spouse: disagreements over
rearing ol children: loss of spouse’s aftection,

These ten broad categories seem to represent fairly well the way
people ina variety of cultural settings think about the satistuctions
and costs of children. They do ot of course represent the total sphere
ol motivations for and against childbearing, Biological drives or mater-
nal needs are not represented. tor instance, and these empirically-
derived categories encompass marnhy conscious, admissible reasons for
wanting and not wanting children. The deeper, less verbalizable moti-
vations stressed by psychoanalysts do not appear here, nor do some of
the socially less desirable motivations, such as proof of sexual potency
or the need to dominate othiers. Morcover, these categories pertain



especially te reasons for wanting children, in the context nf children
versus no children. When values related to family size or reasons for
wanting another child are considered, at least the following categorie.
shownd be added:

LARGE-FAMILY VALUES

I Sibling relationships. Desire for another child to provide
compinionship for existing children: to enrich the lives of
children: to avoid an only child.

2 Sex preferences. Specific desire for a son or daughter:
desire for a certain combination ol sexes among children.

3 Child survival. Concern that existing children may die;
need for more children to have enough survive to adult-
hood.

SMALL-FAMILY VALUES

1 Maternal iealth, Concern that too many pregnancics, or
pregnaney beyond a certain age, is bad for the mother’s
health.

2 Societal costs, Concern about overpopulation, that an-
other ¢hild would be a burden to society.

The 15 categories described above encompass most of the descrip-
tive findings from a recent comp, rative study carried out in Asia and
the United States. The rescarch was not designed to test a formal
model, but to provide basic knowledge about how people in different
cultures pereeive the satistuctions and costs of children. Implicit in the
rescarch, however, is a conceptual scheme in which the value-of-
children dimensions are seen as a set of variables that intervence be-
tween background factors, situational variables, and general psycho-
logical orientations on the one hand, and fertility attitudes and behav-
ior on the other, This conceptual scheme is tested through multivariate
analyses in the project report (Arnold et al., 1974) but will not be dis-
cussed in detail here. Tt should be noted, however, that multivariate
analyses do reveal that the value-ot=children dimensions have a sub-
stantial predictive effect, independent of background and situational
factors. on such fertlity variables as desired and ideal famnily size.



THE VALUE OF CHILDREN PROIJECT

The research that provided a basis for deriving the 15 categories given
above wias a cross-national exploruatory study, carried out over the past
two years by cooperating social scientists in six countries—Japan the
Republic of Koreu. the Philippines. the Republic of China (Taiw an),
Thailand. and the United States (Hawaii), The rescarch was a collab-
orative eftort trom the outset. with all co-investigators participating
in the design of the study and the construction and pre-testing of the
(uestionnaire, as well as in data collection and analysis.

In cach country, comparable data were collected from young cou-
ples having at least one child. Husband and wife were interviewed sep-
arately. Country samples consisting of three contrasting groups were
studied: urban middle class, urban lowver class, and rural. About 60
couples were interviewed in cach group, giving a sample of about 360
respondents in cach country. In Hawaii a somewhat larger sample was
chosen to facilitate ethnic comparisons among Caucasian, Japanese,
and Filipino parents, Table | summarizes the basic characteristics of
the samples in the six countries, Altogether, more than 2,500 respon-
dents were interviewed in this exploratory study. The interview itself
was intensive and muttitaceted: it took about one and a half hours to
complete, on the average, and about half of that time was devoted to
various measures of the value of children.

Because the samples are not strictly representative of the national
populations from which they are drawn and because the three equal-
size subsamples do not reflect the proportions of those groups repre-
sented in the populations of the various countries, the results for sub-
groups cannot be combined to give results for any country as a whole.
Rather, the analytic approach used here is to compare similar socio-
ceonomic groups dacross countries, then to look at the patterns that
enierge for cach of the three groups. Sinee the socioeconomic groups
were sampled by similar criteria in cach country, and because the
study is regarded as exploratory, this scems to be a reasonable ap-
proach. Primary attention is given in this paper to describing and in-
terpreting the valuc-of-children dimensions, since that is the main fo-
cus ol the exploratory study.

Open-ended questions were relied upon heavily in the study to elicit
the dimensions of the value of children that were salient to respon-
dents in the six countries. Structured questions developed on the basis
ol pre-test experience were also used, so that results from difterent
types of questions could be compared. 1t should be noted, however,
that to avoid excessive redundancy in the interview, the questionnaire



was desizned so that the context as well as the format varies for dif-
ferent questions. For example, an open-ended question asks about ad-
vantages and disadvantages of having children, compared wiili not
having children: a structured set of items asks about reasons for want-
ing another child: a set of attitude items asks about the degree of im-
portance of various values associated with children. Each of these
questions gives a slightly different perspective on the value of children.
Morcover, similarities in the pattern of responses to different questions
enhance confidence in the validity of the results especially when simi-
laritics are shown also in comparisons across countries. The data pre-
sented here are organized to tacilitate such comparisons.

Each of the tables presenting the descriptive results from the study
has three components: the pertinent dimensios of the value of chil-
dren: the three subgroups that were sampled in cach country (urban
middle class. urban lower class, and rural); and. within subgroups, the
six countries. In the case of Hawaii. separate results are shown for
Caucasian, Japunese, and Filipino respondents.

Because the results discussed below are derived from the total set of
daticand cannot be casily keyed to specific tables, the tables are pre-
sented together in an appendix which discusses the sources of the data.
As o guide, however, it may be mentioned that Tubles Al A3. AS. A7.
and A8 deal with the general advantages of children; Tables A2, A4,
and A6 concern general disadvantages: Tables A9, A10, A11, and A2
deal with values related to family size or having another ¢hild: Tables
Al3 und A4 pertain to preferences for sex of children: and Tables
Al15 ALO, und A17 relate specifically to cconomic costs and benefits
of children.

Greneral Qbservations

The diversity of both satisfactions and costs is striking. The cross-
national data confirm the commmonsense notion that children, who are
complex, growing, interacting beings, fultill many needs of parents but
also create many difficulties in parents’ lives, Ttis important to note
that most parents in all six countries are quite aware of these contlict-
ing aspects of having childrer and are able to articulate them, at least
to some extent.,

With respect to the three broad categories of satisfactions and
costs ~psychological, cconomic, and social-- the data show that cach
emerges as important in its own right.

I Psychological or emaotional benefits, such as happiness 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 Standard
and characteristic Mecan  deviation Mean  deviation Mecan  deviation Mean  deviation
Korea
(Number in sample) (120) (132) (126) (378)
Education?® 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 4.4
Years 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)
Education? 12.2 3.4 6.0 2.0 4.7 3.1 7.6 4.4
Age 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)
Educatior? 12.3 2.4 11.5 23 10.6 1.6 11.4 2.2
Age 32.6 4.5 30.4 4.4 31.8 3.4 31.6 4.2
Years 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 G.7
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese
(Number in sample) (98) (76) {0) (®)
Education? 13.6 1.8 123 1.3 na na b b
Age 30.8 4.5 29.3 4.9 na na b >
Ycars of marriage 6.6 3.6 7.4 4.2 na na b b
20 1.4 20 1.0 na na b b

Living children

0l



Caucasian

(Number in sample) (95) (87)
Education? 13.4 1.8 11.7 1.5
Age 294 3.6 28.8 4.7
Years of marriage 7.6 2.9 7.1 4.5
Living children 2.0 1.0 2.5 1.7
Filipino
(Number in sample) (0) (126)
Education? na na 10.7 3.1
Age na na 30.6 4.6
Years of marriage na na 6.9 4.8
Living children na na 2.4 1.5
Philippines
(Number in sample) (136) (126)
Education? 12.6 3.5 9.9 3.6
Age 30.2 5.1 30.5 5.5
Years of marriage 6.6 4.8 7.2 43
Living children 3.0 1.9 3.4 1.9
Thailand
(Number in sample) (120) (120)
Education® 13.8 3.2 5.6 3.6
Age 34.0 4.7 28.6 5.2
Years of marriage 6.8 3.8 7.5 4.2
Living children 2.2 1.2 2.8 1.6
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particularly strong for certain economic and cultural
groups; ernotional costs are also «alient but they show less
differentiation across groups.

2 Perceptions ol cconomic benefits from children are shown
to be clearly related to the sociocconomic setting of the
family, with strong urban-rural contrasts, while economic
costs of children are shown to be a potent influence 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 family unit, rather than to larger social aggre-
gates, and vary by both culture and socioeconomic group;
social costs pertain especially to restrictions on interac-
tions with persons other than children, including both
the spouse and others outside the family, and are most
salient for urban respondents.

Different sets of values emerge in the context of different types of
questions. When asked about the advantages and disadvantages of hav-
ing children, parents tend to cite personal satisfactions and costs--that
is, they describe the ways in which children either fultill or interfere
with the needs of the parents themselves, When respondents are asked
about advantages and disadvantages in relation to number of childr.n,
the concern shifts to the children or to the family unit -i.c., responses
pertain to sibling relationships, rearing of children, and providing for
caildren. 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 cach show some relationship to family size
and they are of course related to cach other.

While the results from different countries are far from identical,
some striking cross-cultural similaritics are shown in the data. These
similarities seem especially impressive in the responses to open-ended
questions, where instrument or measurement influences are minimized.
Similarities are naturally to be expected i1 studying aspects of human
behavior that have intrinsic uniformities, as is true for childbearing and
childrearing. Noncetheless, the limited appearance of culturally distinet
values in our data is surprising,

On the other hand, the relationships among value-of-children vari-
ables and other variables do vary considerably across countries, in
nature and in aegree. 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 the 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 for this
report the simplification of presenting results only by socioeconomic
group and not by sex of respondent. Some specific sex difterences are
noted below, however.

In the paragraphs that follow, a composite profile of the three socio-
cconomic groups is drawn, based on all of the available data. The pro-
file reveals the main findings of the study but necessarily obscures
some important differences among groups. Following the generaliza-
tions significant exceptions are pointed out, but the appendix tables
themselves should be consulted for a more complete picture.

Sutisfactions

In the wurban middle-class group, psychological or emotional advantages
of having children are emphasized. These include happiness for the in-
dividual parent or the family, a feeling of personal growth and develop-
ment of the parent that is associated with childrearing, and | leasure in
the companionship and fun provided by children. Values rela 2d to
specific aspects of family life. such as continuity of the famil, name
and a strengthening of the bond between husband and wife, ure shown
to be important for the middle class in some countries but not in
others. Economic benefits 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 difter-
ences oceur: continuity of famiy name emerges as the most important
reason in Korea and Taiwan, and in four countries respondents fre-
quently mention that it is “instinctive™ or “natural”” to have children.

Daughters are wanted mainly tor psychological reasons, especially
as companions tor the mother and because of their positive personality
or behavioral qualities. Sons are wanted mainly for continuity of fam-
ily name everywhere but in Japan. Middle-class respondents also see
psychological advantages of having sons similar to those of having
daughters, but when sons are discussed there is an increase in responses
pertaining to ecconomic or practical benefits,

With respecet to reasons given as important for wanting another
child, the pattern of strong emotional-psy chological values and weak
cconomic motivations among the middle class is generally maintained,
and continuity of family name and sex preference are also shown as
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important. Values related to the responaent’s desired family size in-
clude providing companionship for other children or avoiding an only
child, as well as sex preference or a desire tor balance between sexes.
A common response for the middle class in four countries is “can af-
ford that number or am able to raise thot number,” which may suggest
that overt. rational planning of family size in relation to family re-
sources is more common for this group.

Urban lower-class respondents, like those of the middle class, stress
psychological or emotional benetits provided by children, but there is
an increase of economic motivations for this group and some evidence
of a stronger orientation toward continuity of family name. The dif-
ferences in economic dimensions and family continuity show up more
ciearly in the reasons for wanting sons and daughters than in the gen-
cral advantages. Similar to the middle class, the lower-class respondents
attribute strongly to others the motivation of continuity of family
name and also that it is “iastinctive™ or “natural” to have children.

In reasons for wanting another child, the similarity between urban
middic-class and urban lower-class respondents is again shown on many
dimensions, but with the same inereased emphasis in the lower class on
cconomic benefits and fumily continuity. Concerning motivations re-
lated to family size, the lower class is distinguished from the middle
class mainly by an increase in the specific desire for more boys.

For the rural group, the cconomic utility of children comes to the
fore. with respect to both current cconomic contributions and secu-
rity in the parents” old age. This emphasis shows up in a variety of
items: the general advantages of having children, the reasons for want-
ing both sons and daughters, the perceived motivations of others for
having children, the reasons for wanting another child, and in re-
sponses to specitic questions on old-age support. Economic motiva-
tions are thus most salient for the rural group, somewhat less so Tor
the urban lower class. and least salient for the middle class. The **tra-
ditional™ value of family continuity shows this same trend, again re-
flected in responses to several types of questions, including the atti-
tude scale labeled “continuity. tradition, sccurity.”

Emotional benefits remain salient to rural respondents in all coun-
tries, but their significance diminishes both in relation to other bene-
fits and by absolute frequency of mention. This does not mean, of
course, that rural parents do not enjoy their children; it does secem to
suggest that, given their socioeconomic setting, the emotional benefits
of children are much lfess important than the cconomic benefits. It is
of interest that a particular type of psychological benetit emerges as
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important for rural respondents in three East Asian countries: “pride
in children’s accomplishments™ and “children to carry out the parents’
hopes and asparations.” Perhaps these rurad parents are especialiy trus-
trated by their own life circumstances and hope for better for their
children.

Costs

Financial costs are very salient even to the more aftluent middle cluss.
This tinding presumably retlects their desire for children of high
“quality’™ at a greater cost per child, as well as the generally higher
costs of raising children in an urban setting. While the level of concern
about financial costs tends to be somewhat lower for the middle class
than for other sociocconomic groups, the importance of financial con-
siderations in refation to other costs is shown clearly in middle-class
responses to questions on the general disudvantages ot having children,
reasons for not wanting another child, reasons tor limiting the tamily
to the desired sizec and the pereeived financial burden of having three
children,

Restrictions of various Kinds, or opportunity costs, are important to
middle-class respondents in all countries. In tabulations of spontancous
responses by major coding categories, restrictions show up as more su-
lient than financial costs tor middle-class respondents in all countries
except the Philippines and Thailand. The relative importance of re-
strictions diminishes, however, in a structured item on reasons for not
wanting another child, possibly because opportunity costs are signifi-
cant in the decision to have children or not have children, but less so
in decisions for more children atter the first child has been born.

Imotional strain from rearing children and such associated factors
as noise and disorder in the houschold show up as salient to middle-
class respondents in all countries. Health problems of children and
general rearing problems are also salient in most countries. In the de-
cision to have another child, parents are also concerned about not be-
ing able to give enough care and wttention to existing children. Prob-
lems of pregnancey and maternal health are cited with modest fre-
quency by middle-class respondents as reasons for restricting family
size. In Japan, housing problems are the second-most important reason
for limiting the number of children, for all urban respondents.

Lower-class respondents in general show greater concern than the
middle class about financial costs of raising children, In fuct, in some
countries the data suggest a trend toward curvilinearity, with the urban
lower class more concerned about costs than cither the middle class or
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the rural group. This is not surprising, since the urban lower-class re-
spondents tend to have more children and lower income than the
middle class while being exposed to the sume high urban cost factors,
and to have higher costs and fewer benefits than the rural group.

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

Rural respondents in all countries show a strong awareness of the
financial burden of children. Although the costs of raising children
should be lower in rural areas, rural respondents tend to have many
chitdren to raise on relatively low incomes. Restrictions on alternative
activities of the purents are less salient in rural arcas. but restrictions
on work do rank as somewhat important among rural respondents in
Taiwan and Thailand. and other types of restrictions are cited in Jupan
and by Filipinos in Hawaii,

Rural respondents in several countries mention physical work, tired-
ness, and emotional strain caused by children, both 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
required of both husbands and wives in rural arcas.

Discussion

Most striking in the profiles described above is the contrast between
psychological benefits of children emphasized by the middle class and
ceonomic benetits emphasized by the rural respondents, with the ur-
ban lower class falling between, This finding may be in part a function
of different styles of response related to the education of respondents,
but the pervasiveness of the trend in different types of questions sug-
gests that the three groups have genuinely different orientations to-
ward the value of children. The difference in expected economic bene-
fits is. of course, quite consistent with explanations of the demo-
graphic transition that have been advanced.

Results pertaining to ecconomic costs are more complex, and this
study probably has not dealt adequately with that aspect of the value
of children. Among other things, better indicators of parents” aspira-
tions for quality of children are needed to understand the effects of
Costs.

Opportunity costs, it appears, may not play a very significant role
in determining family size, once the decision has been made to have
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children. This finding scems reasonable, since the major resirictions
and change in life style occur with the birth of the first child and addi-
tional children have relatively 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 nelp from children are consis-
tently higher 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 fam-
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 cconomic 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 sociocconomic 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 1s 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) up to some threshold, after
which costs come to play a major part in childbearing decisions. In any
event, it is this issuc of the numerical level at which veople decide to
stop having children that has special demograrki significance. When
and why do negative motivations come to dominate over positive
motivations? Answers to this question are crucial to a cemplete under-
standing of fertility trends and to the developinert of effective popula-
tion policies.

THE VALUL OF CHILDREN AND POFULATION POLICIES

Some people might argue that children mean the same thing to parents
everywhere. They do not. The results of this cross-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 pereeived advantages and disadvantages of
children. People in different cultures and different sociocconomic
groups want children for different reasons. Moreover, these patterns of
motivations are related to the number of children wanted and there-
fore have an effect on societal fertility, If we can understand what
forces briny about 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 sociocconomic status and
fertility. Differences in perceptions of children as competing with
other goods or services are also shown, These findings are related to
cducation, 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 ain, 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 assessy.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 values usually satisficd by children. And it is
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precisely because of this finding that research on the value of children
is uscful. As it becomes possible to identity more clearly the diverse
values related to children, it also becomes possible to understand more
precisely the effects of different policies. For example, it one looks at
the satistactions provided by children in relation to the satisfactions
that can be provided by meaningful employment, it is immediately
apparent that there is only a partial overlap, Employment may provide
self-carichiment and economic security, but it will not assure conti-
nuity of the family name and may not afferd the same type of plea-
sure parents derive from playing with children and watchit = them
grow and develop. Other Kinds of policies, however, mighe provide
substitutes for some ol the positive values of children that are not ful-
fillea by employment.

Antinatulist policies related to costs require a difterent framework,
since the aim there is not to provide substitutes but to increase either
actual costs or awareness of costs. At a general level. the relationship
between the positive and negative values of children and population
policies that aim to reduce fertility rates may be formulated in the fol-
lowing terms:

Positive values that are related to fertility should be (a) dis-

engaged from family size or associated with small family

sizes, or (b) made less important, or (¢) newly attached to

objects or uctivities other than children.

Negative values that are related to fertility should be (a) en-

gaged more firmly with family size, or (b) made more im-

portant. or (¢) made salient at carlier stages of the life eycle,
For cach of these approuaches, knowledge about the value of children
is usetul in suggesting appropriate content for ¢ lucational and com-
munications programs, as well as for indicating iikely eftects of social
poticies that operate by fiscal or regulatory mechanisms.

Ultimately, policy recommendation should be made in a country-
specific context, with a view to both sociocultural factors and pro-
grammutic considerations, It would seem useful, however, to provide
examples of the kinds of recommendations that might emerge from
rescarch on the value of children, A few policy and program recom-
mendations arising from the findings of this study are presented below,
with the caveat that some would apply mainly to the cconomically
more developed societies, such as the United States and Japan, while
others would be especially pertinent for less developed societies, The
discussion is organized according to the five positive values 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 socictal substitutes such as old-age pen-
sions. Nevertheless, there is also an element ot psychological or emo-
tional security in old age connected with ecconomic 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 reducing public subsidics that
operate by transfer payments, for example free public education. Such
actions might have to be substantial in magnitude, however., since the
data from this study indicate that most people believe they could af-
ford more children than they plan to have.

Emotional benelfits would seem difficult to affect through public
policies. After all, what substitutes are there for the fun, the compan-
ionship, and the love of o child™ Here is an area, however, where em-
phasis could be given to disassociating the specific value of emotional
benefits from the idea of large families. The prevalent belief that chil-
drenin small families are emotionally closer to their parents might be
reinforeed.

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

The positive value of selt-enrichment from children might be dealt
with in 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, self=fulfillment, and so
on. With respect to alternatives to children, the creation of meaningtul
Jjob opportunities for both women and men is relevant. The adult role,
the feeling of responsibility and competence, and incentives in life can
be fulfilled in somewhat parallel ways through occupational achieve-
ment and satisfaction,

Identification with children, however, seems to have no casy sub-
stitutes. Perhaps the higher quality of children in small families should
be stressed, indicating a more valued object for identification.



The value of family cohesiveness and continuity presents special
problems. The obvious policy recommendation would be to weaken
the importance of the family; in fact, however, there is considerable
sentiment to reverse the seeular trend in that direction, because of the
central role of the family in the total social structure. Perhaps public
policies can only facilitate the idea that not everyone has to have a
family, and *hat positive interpersonal values can flourish also in the
context ol nonfamilial life styles. Also, changes in inheritance laws
may in some instances affect the value of family continuity; changes
in practices for transmission of family names might reduce the prefer-
ence for boys.

Perhaps the greatest policy leverage exists in connection with the
negative vilue of restrictions or opportunity costs, This category actu-
ally encompasses the whole sphere of providing alternative means of
satistying the positive values, but with the added dimension of en-
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
flife style and the extent to which their future 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. Included as part of this assessment would be consideration of
the remaining two negative values, physical demands on the parents
and possible deterioration of the marital relationship.

Among the additional motivations that emerged in connection with
family size, in contrast to the general value of having children, were
the following: the specific preference for a boy or a girl; the desire for
a companion for children already born: and worry about infant and
child mortality,

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

Companionship for other children can be partly met through the
provision of good day-care tacilities—that is, situations outside the
home where children can find satisfactory peer relationships. Peer re-
lationships are not regarded by most parents as equivalent to sibling
relationships, however. (It must also be noted that day care has cther
cffects that are both pronatalist, such as reducing psychological costs,
and antinatalist, such as facilitating female employment. The net
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etfect 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 rescarch on the value of children. More de-
taited recommendations are contained in the forthcoming country re-
ports from our exploratory study. As rescarch in this arca 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.



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 cach country are shown in Table 1 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 Caucasians, 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 contem 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 cach 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 cight 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 cach of the major categories;
Tables A3 and A4 show which major categories contained the re-
sponses ranked first in importance.

In Tables AS and Ao, the specific advantages and disadvantages are
shown, rather than the major categories. To present a profile for cach
subgroup within cach country, the five most frequently mentioned
items are shown in rank order for the subgroups, along with the per-
centage of respondents mentioning cach.

Tuble A7 uses the same format to show the results of another ques-
tion that was designed to clicit perceived norms, rather than personal
motivations. The question asked, *In your opinion, what are the main
reasons wiy people around here want children?” (This question may
also serve in part as a projective technique, eliciting personal motiva-
tions that respondents would prefer not to attribute to themselves. )

Mean scores on six attitude scales for the value of children are
shown in Table AK. A score of 7 represents strong agreement and 1
indicates strong disagreement. The items making up cach scale are
shown in a note to the table.

Reasons for wanting another child and not wanting another child
are shown in Tables A9 and A10. All respondents, whether or not they
wanted another child, were asked to rate cach reason as very impor-
tant, somewhat important, or not important. The percentage rating
cach reason as very important is given in the tables.

To obtain positive and negative values related to number of chil-
dren, the respondent’s desired family size was used as a referent and
questions were asked about reasons for not wanting fewer children
and reasons Tor not wanting more children, The content-analyzed re-
sponses are presented in Tables A1 and A2,

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 A13 and A 14 show the most
frequent responses, derived by content analysis.

Responses to questionnaire items pertaining specifically to eco-
nomic values are presented in Tables A15- A 17, Expectations for eco-
nomic help from children in the parents’ old age and before the par-
ents grow old are shown in Tables A15 and A16. The percentage of
respondents who considered three children to be a heavy financial
burden is shown in Table A17.



EXHIBIT A Major code categories and specific code categories
used in the content analysis of responses:
advantages and disadvantages of having children

ADVANTACGES

Happiness, love, companionship

Companionship, avoidance of loneliness

Love, affection

Play, fun with children; avoidance of boredom
Relief from strain, distraction from problems
Happiness for individual parent (general)
Happiness for family

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 self, completeness as person

Extension of self

Learning from expericnce of childrearing

Motherhood, fatherhood; adulthood

Proof of fertility, masculinity, femininity

Childrearing 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 onc's childrearing ability, accornplishment
Satisfaction in providing for children

Economic bencfits, security

Economic help in old age

Companionship, comfort, carc 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 carc of other children

Unspecified help (old age not mentioned)
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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 influeiices

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

General, intrinsic value of children

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

Other advantages

DISADVANTAGES

Financial costs

Educational costs
General, other costs

Emotional costs

Responsibility of parenthood

Discipline, moral behavior

Hcalth problems of children

Concern over children’s future success, happiness
Concern about satisfying children’s present wants
Noise, disorder, nuisance

General rearing problems

General emotjonal strain



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, carcer
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

27
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TABLE A1 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 companionship  of parent satisfactions  sccurity
URBA/I MIDDLE
Korea 69 39 54 12
Taiwan 88 10 9 6
Japan 61 29 37 7
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japancse 74 48 47 15

Caucdsian 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

* 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 1 6 2
5 35 4 1
14 11 1 3

6 12 * 4
13 6 4 6

4 37 13 1
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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 1
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
Koreca 69 60
Taiwan 48 71 11
Japan 40 49
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 1 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
‘]8 * * * 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, com- 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 1 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 1 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 1 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
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 *
1 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 *
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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 11 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 1 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 * * *
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 * 1
9 %*
28 1 1 1 *
1 * 1
6 *




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 - 5
and country Advantage %  Advantage %  Advantage %  Advantage %  Advantage %
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Happiness for 42 | lIncentives 25 Satisfaction in 25 | Pleasure from 23 |{Play, fun with 20
family 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 lifed growth, develop- bond between out parents’
ment of children spouses hopes, aspirations
U.S. (Hawaii)

} epanese 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 childrearing

family

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

family morality
Philippines Happiness for 38 |Helpin 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 20
avoidance of bond between opment, responsi- succeed family name
loneliness spouses bility, maturity,

morality
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URBAN LOW
Korea

Play, fun with 37 | Happiness for 33 | Incentives to 27 |Children as 26 | Pleasure from 19
children; avoid- family succeed bond between growth, develop-
ance of boredom spouses ment of children
Taiwan Play, fun with 52 | Continuity of 44 | Companionship, 38 [Unspecificd 24 | Love, 14
children; avoid- family name avoidance of help in old age affection
ance of boredom foneliness
Japan Happiness for 49 | Prime value 41 | Children as 27 |Pleasure from 19 | Children as fam- 16
family of lifed 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- 24
avoidance of children; avoid- growth, develop- ily life, complete opment, responsi-
loneliness ance of boredom ment of children or close-knit bility, maturity,

family morality

Caucasian Pleasure from 40 | Companionship, 28 Play, fun with 28 |Learning from 22 [ Children as fam- 21
growth, develop- avoidance of children; avoid- experience of ily life, complete
ment of children loneliness ance of boredom childrearing or close-knit

family
Children as bond 21
between spouses

Filipino Happiness for 45 [Helpinhouse- 38 |Companionship, 28 |Companionship, 27 |Play, fun with 16
individual work, family avoidance of comfort, care in children; avoid-
parent chores; practical loneliness old age ance of boredom

help Unspecified help 16
in old age
Philippines Help in 39 | Happiness for 37 |Unspecified 34 [Play, fun with 25 i Economic help 22
housework, individual help in old age children; avoid- {old age not
family chores; parent ance of boredom mentioned)
practical help
Thailand Unspecified 49 [Companionship, 23 [Unspecified help 22 |[Help in 17 | Continuity of 14
help in old age avoidance of {old age not housework, family name
loneliness mentioned) family chores;

practical help

LE



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 for 46 |Prime value 42 {Children to carry 23 |Pleasure from 18 | Companionship, 12
family of lifed 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
hcusework, 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, hetp in old age individual parent (oid age not comfort, care in
family chores; mentioned) old age
practical help

Thailand Companionship, 43 {Continuity of 28 |Unspecified 18 jCompanionship, 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 iRi-gai—literally, ‘‘one’s life worthwhile.”” The response is similar to the English expression
“*goals and incentives from children,” but because it iinplies 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.
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TABLE A6

Disadvantages of having children: five most frequently 1nentioned disadvantages ranked
according to percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and

country
SES group ! 2 3 4 5
and country Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage %
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 | Generat fack 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 | Restrictionson 18 | General rearing 14
flexibility, (general, other) emaotional strain social life, problems
freedom recreation
Caucasian General lack of 64 | Financial costs 49 [ General 24 | General rearing 22 | Restrictionson 14
flexibility, (general, other) emotional strain problems job, career
freedom
Philippines Financial costs 50 | Discipline, 42 | Health prob- 31 jFinancial 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
by children

of parenthood
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TABLE A6 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5
and country Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage % Disadvantage %
URBAN LOW
Korca 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 |Generallackof 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
Restrictionson 13 General lack of 13
job, career flexibility,
freedom
Restrictionson 13
social life,
recreation
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese General lack of 61 | Financial costs 36 |Restrictionson 21 |Discipline, 16 | Restrictionson 16
flexibility, (general, other) job, career moral behavior social life,
freedom recreation
Caucasian General tack 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
by children

(education)

oy



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 |Restrictionson 14
(general, other) lems of children nuisance tiredness caused job, career
by children
japan 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 caused
freedom 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 |Restrictionson 11

(general, other)

tiredness caused
by children

{education)

moral behavior

job, career

NOTE: Responses have been coded by categor
percentage of respondents, identical ra

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses to question 6 of the VOC questionnaire.

y (see Exhibit A). In cases where two or more reasons were mentioned by the same
nking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.
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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 % Rcason % Reason % Reason % Reason %
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Continuity of 33 | Happiness for 32 |lInstinctive 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 [Companionship, 16 |Unspecified 14 | Instinctive 9
family name avoidance of help in old age natural to have
loneliness chiidren
Japan Companionship, 16 Happiness for 16 |Instinctive 15 Prime value 15 | Children as fam- 14
avoidance of family natural to have in lifed ily life, complete
loneiliness children or close-knit
family
Children as heirs, 14
someone to
inherit family
wealth
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese General . 30 |Children asfam- 21 [Companionship, 17 |Don't know 13 Children as 13
wanting, liking ily life, complete avoidance of reason for,
children or close-knit foneliness 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 Pla?/ fun with 25 |Helpin 22 |Happiness for 16
family comfort, care in chi drcn; 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 [Companionship, 12
family name given family avoidance of

loneliness




URBAN LOW
Korea

Continuity of 52 | Happiness for 27 | Instinctive 17 |Pleasure from 12 | Companionship, 11
family name amily natural to have growth, develop- comfort, care in
children ment of children old age
Conformity to 11
social norms
Taiwan Continuity of 75 | Unspecified 26 | Instinctive, 10 Companionship, 10 | Don’t know 9
family name help in old age natural to have avoidance of
children loneliness
Japan Happiness for 21 | General 15 Don’t know 15 |lInstinctive 13 [ Children as 10
amily wanting, liking natural to have heirs, someone
children children to inherit
family wealth
Prilry}eavalue 10
— in life
U.S. (Hawaii)

Japanese General 31 |Continuity of 25 |[Companionship, 24 llinstinctive, 16 |[Children as fam- 15
wanting, 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 12
wanting, 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 10
individual parent avoidance of reason for, help in old age family name
(general) loneliness fulfiliment of

marriage
Philippines Happiness for 39 [Companionship, 36 |Helpin 24 |Play, fun with 16 | Unspecified 13
family comfort, 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 {Companionship, 11
family name help in old age given avoidance of
toneliness
RURAL
Korea Continuity of 59 {[Companionship, 17 |Conformity to 13 |Proof of fer- 12 |Pridein 9
family name comfort, care in social norms tility, masculinity, children’s
old age femininity accomplishment
Economic help 9

inold age

134



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
foneliness Instinctive 6
natural to have
children
Japan Children as 32 |[Prime value 22 | Happiness for 19 | Companionship, 10 [ Happiness for 9
heirs, someone in lifed amily avoidance of individuatl
to inherit loneliness parent
family wealth
U.S. (Hawaii)

Filipino Companionship, 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 Companionship, 32 |Happiness for 27 |Helpin 20 Economic help 20 qur, 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 Helpin 18 |Don’t know 17 | No reascn 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.
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TABLE A8 Rank order of six value-of-

mean scores

children attitude scales, by socioeconomic group and country:

SES group 1 2 3 4 5 6
and country Scale Mean  Scale Mean  Scale Mean  Scale Mean Scale Mecan Scale Mean
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Parentkood 6.3 Goals, 6.3 Role 5.8 Happiness, 5.3 Continuity, 4.2 Social 4.0
satisfactions incentives motivations affection tradition, status from
from children security children
Taiwan Parenthood 5.7 Role 5.4 Goals, 5.3 Continuity, 5.0 Happiness, 5.0 Social 4.0
satisfactions motivations incentives tradition, affection status from
from children security children
Japan Goals, 6.0 Role 5.4 Parenthood 5.3 Happiness, 4.0 Continuity, 3.6 Social 25
incentives motivations satisfactions affection tradition, status from
from children security children
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Parenthood 5.3 Goals, 5.3 Continuity, 4.0 Role 3.6 Happiness, 3.0 |Social 2.5
satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from
from children security children
Caucasian Parenthood 5.0 | Goals, 4.7 | Continuity, 3.4 |[Role 3.2 |Happiness, 2.3 |Social 1.7
satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from
from children security children
Philippines Parenthood 6.7  Goals, 6.7 | Continuity, 6.0 |Role 5.8 [Happiness, 5.3 |Social 3.5
satisfactions incentives tradition, motivations affection status from
from children security children
Thailand Goals, 6.7 [Parenthood 6.0 Happiness, 6.0 Continuity, 5.8 [Role 5.6 |Social 35
incentives satisfactions affection tradition, motivations status from
from children security children
URBAN LOW
Korea Goals, 6.3 Parenthood 6.0 Role 6.0 Happiness, 5.7 |Continuity, 5.6 |Social 5.5
incentives satisfactions motivations affection tradition, status from
from children security children
Taiwan Continuity, 6.0 Parenthood 6.0 Goals, 6.0 Role 5.8 Happiness, 5.7 Social 5.0
tradition, satisfactions incentives motivations affection status from
security from children children

1
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TABLE A8 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 4 5 6
and country Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean Scale Mean
]apan Goals, 6.3 Role 5.6 Parenthood 5.3 Happiness, 4.0 Continuity, 3.6 Social 25
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 tappiness, 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 childrer
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Philippines Parenthood 6.7 |Goals, 6.7 |[Continuity, 6.6 |Role 6.2 {Happiness, 5.7 |[Social 4.5
satisfactions 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 5.5
tradition, incentives motivations satisfactions affection status from
security from children children

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

Scale 1 Continuity, tradition, security
a A good reason for having children is that they can help when parents are too old to work.
b itisimportant to have children so that the family traditions will live on.
¢ One of the best things about having children is the true loyalty they show to their parents.
d A man has a duty to have children to continue the family name.
e A person can feel that nart 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.

¢ One of the best things about being 2 parent is the chance to teach children what they should do and what they should not do.
Scale 3 Role motivations

a Itis only naturaj that a man shouid want children.

b A girl becomes a woman only after she is a mother.

¢ After becoming a parent, a person is l2ss likely to behave immorally.

d Itis 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 Itis 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.
¢ 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 succeed in life.
b Having children makes a stronger bond between hustand and wife.
¢ 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 1o 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.
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TABLE A9 Reasons for wanting another child: percentage of respon-
group and country

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

SE'S group a small name, another  another  have more
and country baby traditions  boy girl children
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea 13 29 24 13 2
Taiwan 10 27 28 16 6
Japan 16 10 38 29 6
U.S. (Hawaii) '

}apanese 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 i

Filipino 43 64 44 37 5
Philippines 43 50 33 33 8
Thailand 22 53 44 18 8
RURAL
Korca 15 69 4] 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

Once more
Inmy old Religious person to A com- Enjoy Spousc
age, have  duty to help fam- - Make my  panion for caring for, wants
child to have ily cco- 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 1
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 1 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)

Funto Special
have Helps me  feeling Share what Have cnough
children  tolearn between | have, children to
SES group around about life, parent know with survive Lo
and country house mysclf 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
Japan 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 AT0 Reasons for not wanting another child: percentage of
respondcents rating specified reasons as very important,
by socioeconomic group and country

Would be Restrict Alot
financial Spouse my freedom of work,

SES group burden doces not to do other bother
and country to family want more things | enjoy for me
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea 41 23 18 13
Taiwan 32 18 22 33
Japan 11 21 13 6
U.S. (Hawaii)

fapanese 16 16 11 9

Caucasian 21 22 12 5
Philippines 39 16 19 24
Thailand 42 20 16 28
URBAN LOW
Korea 74 30 17 18
Taiwan 56 23 28 37
Japan 23 16 17 1"
u.s. (Hawaii)

Japanese 32 20 7 5

Caucasian 31 15 7 6

FFilipino 40 21 14 15
Philippines 62 30 21 33
Thailand 77 25 39 50
RURAL
Korea 64 22 13 31
Taiwan 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 A10 (continued)
Not able
tospend  Concerned Not enough  Cause prob-
as much  about Emotional attention, lems, strains
SES group time with  over- strain care to other  between me
and country spouse population for me children and spouse
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea 17 16 29 44 *
Taiwan ] 36 29 50 16
Japan 4 A 15 9 4
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese 8 13 9 22 i
Caucasian 16 27 7 15 11
Philippines 10 49 25 37 27
Thailand 4 16 18 43 13
URBAN LOW
Kored 7 24 34 63 1
Taiwan 9 22 28 35 16
Japan 7 4 21 16 6
U.S. (Hawadii)
Japanese 10 20 9 20 11
Caucasian 8 17 17 i0 14
FFilipino 15 22 15 27 1"
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 | 2 63 4
Philippines 24 48 35 40 35
Thailand 16 30 30 48 21

* L.ess than 1 percent,



TABLE A11

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

1

2

3

SES group 2 4 5
and country Reason %%  Reason % Reason ¢% Reason %  Reason %
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Want particular 21 To avoid an 21 | Can afford that 17 Good number 17 | Satisfy desires 8
combination of only child number, able to to have, want of other kin
ggly;sn‘clgd girls, raise that many that number Want more boys 8
Want more girls 8
Companionship 8
tor other
children
Taiwan Companionship 28 | To avoid an 25 | Want particular 15 Good number 15 | Want more boys 13
for other only child combination of to have, want
children boys and girls, that number
balance
)apan Companionship 30 To foster 30 | Good number 21 To avoid an 12 | Companionship, 11
for other character to have, want only child dvoidance of
children development that number loneliness
of children
U.S. (Hawati)
]apancse Good number 55 [ Companionship 45 |Want particular 18 |Companionship, 10 |Want more girls 8
to have, want for other combination of a.oidance of
that number children boys and girls, ioneliness
balance
Caucasian tCompanionship 49 | To dv?’id an 28 | Other reasons 21 Go;)d number 15 | Want more boys 10
or other only child to have, want
r P Can afford that 10
children that number number, able to
raise that many
Philippines Companionship 33 | Can afford that 22 |Anxicty over 19 | Happiness for 16 | Happiness for 14
for other number, able to infant mortality individual family
children raise that many parent

Y



TABLE AT11 (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 | Anxicty over 11 | Happiness for 6
number, able to for other infant mortality family
raise that many children Good number 6
to have, want
that pumber
URBAN LOW
Korea Good number 28 | Want more boys 26 |Companionship 18 |[Wantparticular 15 | To avoid an 12
to have, want for other combination of only child
that number children boys and girls, Anxicty over 12
balance infant mortalit
y
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
]apim To foster 51 | Companionship 35 |To avoidan 17 |Good number 15 | Companionship, 5
character for other only child to have, want avoidance of
development children that number lonetiness
of children Anxiety over 5
infant mortality
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japancse Companionship 59 | To avoid an 24 1Good 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 1Good 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,
balance
Filipino Good number 41 | Want particular 30 [Companionship 22 |Wantmore girls 15 |Want more boys 13

to have, want
that number

combination of
boys and girls,
balance

tor other
children

12



Philippines Companionship 42 |Can afford that 27 |Wantmore boys 18 |Want particular 18 | Good number 15
for other number, able to combination of to have, want
children 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
raisc that many children

RURAL

Korea Want more boys 29 [Want particular 20 Good number 20 | Anxiety over 15 | Can aftord that 12

combination of to have, want infant mortality number, able to
boys and girls, that number raise that many
balance

Taiwan Wantmore boys 31 |Companionship 20 [Parents wilt have 17 |Want particular 14 | Anxiety over 1

for other more alternative combination of infant mortality
children places to live boys and girls,
when they are old balance

Japan Companionship 36 |Anxiety over 28 |Don’t know 10 |[To foster 10 | Want more boys 9
for other infant mortality character
children development

of children
U.S. (Hawaii)
Flllpan Good number 50 {Wantparticular 36 |Wantmare girls 25 Companionship 25 | Want more boys 11
to have, want combination of for other
that number boys and girls, children
balance

Phi|ippincs Can afford that 20 |Anxiety over 19 |Want more boys 17 |Happiness for 15  Good number 15
number, able to infant mortality family to have, want
raise that many that number

Thailand Anxiety over 25 |Wantmore boys 14 (Wantmore girls 14 Companionship 14 | Unspecified 11
infant 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 rea

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.

sons were mentioned by the same percentage of respon-

SS



TABLE AT12 Reasons for not wanting more than desired number of children or any more children:

five most frequently mentioned reasons ranked according to percentage of respondents
mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and country

9¢

SES group | 2 3 4 5
and country Reason % Reason % Reason %% Rcason %%  Reason %
URBAN MIDDLE
Korca Financial costs 49 | To have correct 46 | Already have/ 27 | Financial costs 17 | Health hazard 15
(general, other) number of chil- will have number (education) of pregnancy;
dren for rearing; of children maternal health
case of handling, wanted; enough
happiness boys, girls
Taiwan Financial costs 38 {Tohave correct 29 | Already have/ 28 | Financial costs 21 Disadvantages 7
{general, other) number of chil- will have number {education) to socicty;
dren for rearing; of children concern about
case of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls
Japan Financial costs 41 [Housing 18 | Health hasard 15 | Already have/ 13 | General rearing 9
(general, other) problems of pregnancy; will have number problems
maternal health of children
wanted; enough
bovs, girls
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japancsc Financial costs 72 |To have correct 32 | Alrcady have/ 23 | Disadvantages 11 {Other 10
(general, other) number of chil- will have number to society; disadvantages
dren for rearing; ot children concern about
easc of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls
Caucasian Financial costs 52 |Disadvantages 36 | Tohave correct 29 | Alrcady havef 24 |infecund, 10
(general, other) to society; number of chil- will have number too old
concern about dren for rearing; ot children
overpopulation case of handiing, wanted; enough
happiness boys, girls




Philippines Financial costs 88 | Generalrearing 28 |Financial costs 25 | Concern over 10 | Health hazard 10
{gencral, other) problems (education) children's of pregnancy;
future success, matcernal health
happiness
Thailand Financial costs 45 | Financial costs 25 lGeneral rearing 20 | Alrcady have/ 18 | Health hazard 8
{general, other) (education) problems will have number of pregnancy;
of children maternal health
wanted; ¢enough
boys, girls
URBAN LOW
Koreca 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
wamed.; enough To have correct 7
boys, girls number of chil-
dren for rearing;
case of handling,
happiness
Japan Financial costs 55 |Housing 18 |Generalrearing 10  Already have/ 10 | Health hazard 6
(general, other) problems problems will have of pregnancy;
number of maternal health
children wanted;
enough boys, girls
U.S. (Hawait)
Japanese Financial costs 72 [To have correct 26 {Already have/ 19 | Disadvantages 13 { Other reasons 8

{gzneral, other)

number of chil-
dren for rearing;
case of handling,
happiness

will have number
of children
wanted; enough
boys, girls

to society;
concern about
overpopulation

LS



TABLE A12 (continued)

2
SES group I 2 3 4 B 5
and country Reason % Recason % Reason % Recason % Reason %
Caucasian Financial costs 39 1 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
edase of handling, wanted; enough overpopulation
happiness boys, girls
Filipino Financiat costs 65 {To have correct 36 | Already have/ 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; cnough
happiness boys, girls
Philippinces Financial costs 97 | Financial costs 28 | General rearing 21 | Already have/ 12 | Concern over i0
{general, other) (education) problems will have number children’s
of children future success,
wanted; ¢nough happiness
boys, girls
Thailand Financial costs 93 |Financial costs 18 | Genceral rearing 10 | Other reasons 7 | Restrictions 4
(general, other) (education) problems on job, career
RURAL
Korea Financial costs 64 1 Financial costs 48 | To have correct 22 | Alrcady have/ 13 | General 9
(general, other) {education) number of chil- will have emotiondl strain
dren for rearing; number of chil-
case of handling, dren wanted;
happiness cnough boys, girls
Taiwan Financial costs 66 |Already have/ 24 | Financial costs 15 [ Physical work, 14 | Disadvantages 9
(general, other) will have number (educzation) tiredness caused to society;

of children
wanted; enough
boys, girls

by children

concern about
overpopulation

86



Japan tinancial costs 40 | General rearing 23 | Already have/ 21 | Health hazard 12 | Restrictions 8
(gencral, other) problems will have number of pregnancy; on job, career
of children maternal health
wanled; vnough
boys, girls
U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Financial costs 78 |To have correct 52 |Already have/ 33 | Discipline, 13 | Health hazard 9
(gencral, other) number of chil- will have number moral behavior of pregnancy;
dren for rearing; of children maternal health
case of handling, wanted; cnough
happiness boys, girls
Philippines binancial costs 90 |Financial costs 23 |General ;caring 15 |Concern over 14 | Already have/ 9
(general, other) (education) problems chitdren's will have number
future success, of children
happiness wanted; ecnough
boys, girls
Thailand Financial costs 67 |Financial costs 24 |Physical work, 20 |General rearing 12 | Already have/ 10

(gencral, other)

(education)

tiredness caused
by children

problems

will have numter
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: Decrived from a content analysis of responses 1o questions 15 and 18 of the VOC questionnaire.



TABLE A13 Reasons for wanting girls: 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 Behavior, 56 jCompanionship, 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 | Helpin 12 | Mixture of sexes 6
personality of closeness with preferred sex housework, for benefit of
girls (positive) mother ratio family chores; children
practical help
japan Behavior, ) 48  Companionship, 46 | Helpin 14 | Mixture of sexes 13 | Parents’ 12
personality of closeness with housework, for banefit of preferred sex
girls (positive) mother family chaores; children ratio
practical help
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanese Companionship, 30 |Mixture of sexes 20 | Behavior, ) 13 Parenty’ 13 Helpin 13
closeness with f=r benefit of personality of preferred sex houscwork,
mother <i.ddren 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-
mother girls {positive) ratio instill values ance of boredom
Philippines Help in 76 |Behavior, 15 | Companionship, 9 | Comfori, care 5 Play, funwith 5
houscwork, 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 i5 | Parentsy’ 8 |Love, affecction 6
personality of closeness with housework, preferred sex

girls (positive)

mother

family chores;
practical help

ratio

Companionship, 6
comfort, care in
old age

Help in taking 6
care of other
children




URBAN LOW
Korea

Companionship, 32 | Behavior, } 31 | Happiness tor 23 | Love, 18 | Help in 15
closeness with personality of amily alfection housework,
mother girls (positive) family chores;
practical help
Taiwan Companionship, 1 [ Help in 35 | Parents’ 24 | Behavior, 19 | Helpin raviag 6
closeness with housework, preferred sex personality of care of otner
mother family chores; ratio girls (positive) children
practical help
Japan Companionship, 54 | Bchavior, 40 [Help in 18 | Companionship, 7 ! Parcnty’ 5
closeness with personality of housework, comfort, care preferred sex
mother girls (positive) family chores; inold age ratio
practical help
U.S. (Hawaii)
]apancsc Behavior, ) 32 |[Helpin 27 |Companionship, 21 | Unspecitied 11 Parents’ 11
personality of housework, closeness with help (old.dgc preferred sex
girls (positive) family chores; mother not mentioned) ratio
practical help
Caucasian Companionship, 28  Bchavior, 28 |Mixture of sexes 19 Parents’ 18 | Help in 13
closeness with persondlity of for benefit of preferred sex housework,
mother girls {positive) children ratio family chores;
practical help
Filipino Help in 66  8chavior, 11 |Parents’ 9  Unspecified 9 P]d?/, fun with 9
housework, 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,
instill values
Philippines Help in 73 | Companionship, 8  Behavior, 8 | Play, fun with 6 | Companionship, 4
housework, closeness with personality of children; avoid- comfort, care
family chores; mother girls {position) ance of boredom inold age
practical help
Thailand Help in 79 | Behavior, 7 | Unspecified 5 Help in taking 5 Otherreasons 5
housework, personality of help {old age care of other
family chores; girls {positive} not mentioned) children

practical help

19



TABLE A13 (continued)

SES group 1 2 3 _ 4 5

and country Reason % Recason % Reason % Reason % Reason %

RURAL

Korea Behavior, 35 { Helpin 31 Companionship, 31| Conformity to 10  Parents’ 10
personality of housework, closeness with social norms preferred sex
girls (positive) family chores; mother ratio

practical help

Taiwan Help in 47 | Parents’ 30 | Companionship, 18 | Religious 9 | Behavior, 8
housework, preferred sex closeness with ritualy, personality of
family chores; ratio mother ancestor worship girls (positive)
practical help

Japan Companionship, 41 | Behavior, 34 | Helpin 30 | Satisfaction in 8 | Companionship, 7
closeness with personality of housework, providing for comtort, care
mother girls (positive} family chores; children in old age

practical help
U.S. (Hawaii)
Filipino Help in 90 | Companionship, i8 | Behavior, 2 Unspecitied 20

housework, closeness with personality of help (old age
family chores; mother girls (positive) not mentioned)
practical help

Philippines Help in 92 | Comfort, care 6 | Helpin 4 | Unspecitied 4 | Companionship, 3
housework, {old age not taking care ot help (old age closeness with
family chores; mentioned) other children not mentioned) mother
practical help

Thailand Help in 82 | Companionship, 11 | Comfort, care 9 | Bchavior, 8 | Unspecified 7
housework, comfort, care (old age not personality of help (o!d age

family chores;
practical help

in old age

mentioned)

girls {positive)

not mentioned)

NOTE: Responses have been coded by category. In cases where two or more

dents, identical ranking is indicated by the omission of vertical rules.

* Less than 1 percent,

SOURCE: Derived from a content analysis of responses 1o question 28 of the VOC questionnaire.

reasons werc mentioned by the same percentage of respon-



TABLE A14 Recasons for wanting boys: five most frequently mentioned reasons ranked according to

percentage of respondents mentioning them, by socioeconomic group and country

2
SES group ! 2 3 4 3
and country Reason % Reason % Rcason % Recason % Reason %
URBAN MIDDLE
Korea Continuity of 49 | Comfort, care 33 | Continuity of 16 {Conformity 1o 10 | Having future 9
family name (old age not family traditions social norms grandchildren
mentioned)
Taiwan Continuity of 69 ! Unspecified 8 | Unspecified help 7 Conformity to 7 Satisfy desires 7
family name help in old age (old age not social norms of other kin
mentioned) Only son 7
belongs 10 us
Japan Behavior, 29 | Companionship, 24 | Continuity of 12 [ Parents’ 9 | Extension of 7
personality of closeness with family name preferred sex self
boys {positive) father ratio
U.S. {Hawaii)
Japanese Continuity of 43 | Companionship, 31 | Behavior, 10 [Parents’ 9 |Mixture of sexes 7
family name closeness with personality of preferred sex for benefit of
father boys (positive) ratio children
Caucasian Continuity of 41 | Companionship, 36 ! Parents’ 13 | To satisfy 10 | Mixture of sexes 9
family name closencss with preferred sex desires of the for benefit of
father ratio spouse children
Philippines Continuity of 34 | Help in taking 24 | Economic help 22 |Helpin 17 | Behavior, 7
family name care of other {old age not ihouscwork, personality of
children mentioned) t family chores; boys (positive)
practical help
Thailand Continuity of 71 | Help in taking 19 | Behavior, 13 |Extension of 6 |Helpin 5
family name care of other personality of | self housework,
children boys (positive) | family chores;
practical help
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TABLE A14 (continued)

SES group ] 2 3 4 5
and country Recason % Recason % Rcason % Recason % Recason %
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 | Unspecificd 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 | Unspecitied 15 | Children to 8
personality of closeness with heirs, someone help (old age carry out parents’
boys (positive) father to inherit not mentioned) hopes, aspirations
family wealth
U.S. (Hawaii)
Japanesc Continuity of 45 | Companionship, 19 |Bchavior, 10 Tosatisfy 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 |Helpin 12 | To satisty 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 |Helpin 6 | Behavior, 5
family name houscwork, closeness with taking care of personality of
family chores; father other children boys (positive)
practical k=lp
Philippines Continuity of 29 |Economichelp 24 |i.elpin 16 |[Help in 13 | Companionship, 4
family name (old age not taking care of housework, closeness with

mentioned)

other children

family chores;
practical help

father

¥9



Thailand Continuity of 55 | Conformity to 13| Unspecitied 10 Helpin 10 | Economic help 9
family name religious norms help in old age housework, in old age
family chores; .
et ! Benefits to 9
practical help 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 1§ Sharing financial 7 | Helpin 6
family name help in old age help (old age responsibitity; family business,
not mentioned} insurance, security farm
Japan Children as 65 | Behavior, 19 | Companionship, 10 | Unspecified 8 | Unspecified 7
heirs, 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 |Helpin 31 | Companionship, 4 | To satisfy 1 Mixture of sexes 1
family name housework, closeness with desires of spouse for benefit of
family chores; father children
practical help
Philippines Economic help 50 |Helpin 18 | Continuity of 14 | Helpin 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 12
family name religious norms benefits to (old age not rituals,
society mentioned) ancestor
worship

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 question 30 of the VOC questionnaire.

S9
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TABLE A15 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)

Japanese 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)

Japanese 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 structurcd 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 sociocconomic group.



TABLE A17

Percentage of respondents who believe that three
children would be a heavy financial burden,
by country and socioeconomic group

67

Country Urban middie Urban low Rural
Kored 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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