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Summary 

This report examines women's status in 20 developing countries, based on World Fertility Survey (WFS) 

s educational attainment and employment participation.
data. The WFS data provide insight into women 

from Asia and the Pacific and 8 from Latin America and the 
The 20 counries included in this report (12 

reflect diverse social systems and structures. The 
Caribbean) are widely distributed geographically and 

sample is composed of ever-married (or ever-in-union) women between the ages of 15 and 49 years. 

The results indicate that: 
Educational attainment for women has improved substantially in most countries over the past 25 years.

" from about 70 percent
For example, in Malaysia. the propo-iions of women with no education tell 

12 percent among the youngest w\omen surveyed.
among the olde't women to 

men and women. Approximately 46 perent
* Extreme differences still exist in illiteracy rates between 

compared to 25 percent of the men in the Asian 'Pacific countries surveyed were illiterate. 
af the women as great.
l)ifferentials exist in the Latin American/Caribbean region a well, althlough they are not 

have attained secondary or higher levels of education.
* Many more ;nen than women 

never worked varies consid­women who haveAsian;Pacific countries, the proportion of* Amo¢ng tile 
Insome countries within this 

erably. ranging from 80 percent in Bangladesh to 3 percent in Thailand. 
and after marriage. Work patterns are more 

regiol a commnon pattern is employment both before 
countries where the proportion of women who 

evenly distributed in the Latin American/Caribbean 

never worked is less than 50 percent in all countries in the region.
have 


* 
Despite lower levels o"devehopment (as measured by per capita GNP and Physical Quality of Life 

employed in many Asian/Pacific 2.ountries is 
Index). the percentage of women who are currently 

South and East Asian countries very high
higher than in Latin America and the Caribbean. In some 

but women have a larger share of agricultural em­
female labor force participation rates are found. 


ployment than nonagricultural employment.
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Preface 
Status of"Women: A Comparative Analy'sis of Twenty Developing Countries is the fifth report in a series 
based on data resulting from the World Fertility Survey (WFS). Begun in 1972 under the auspices of the 

International Statistical Institute and with major support from the International Union for the Scientific 
Study of Population, the United Nations' Fund for Population Activities and the United States Agency for 

International Development, the World Fertility Survey is an international research effort to encourage and 

assist countries in collecting and analyzing basic demographic data and more specific data on national 
patterns of fertility behavior. 

The data are collected by trained interviewers, almost all women, who administer the WFS "core 
An average survey involves detailed interviews withquestionnaire" modified and translated for local use. 

about 5.000 women. Tabulation of survey results has been standardized, facilitating international com­

parisons. 
The first survey was conducted in Fiji in 1974. Within the next few years over 40 developing countries 

First Country Report which provides some analysis ofare expected to complete the survey and publish a 
the data and a large number of tabulations. This Population Reference Bureau series is based primarily on 

the data presented in these First Country Reports and other WFS publications. 
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Introduction 

Virtually no society in the world provides women 
equal status with men. It is well established that 
women have limited opportunities, as compared 
with men, in most spheres of economic and social 
activity. Anthropologists have found that while 
women have been given considerable social rev-
ognition and power in some societies, no society 
has publicly recognized woncn's power as cx-
ceeding that oflmen. 2 


There is some disagreement, however, about what 
actually constitutcs women's status, what accounts 
for the suppression of" opportunities for women. 
and how best to improve women's status and op-
portunities. Current research indicates that worn-
en's status should he viewed as a composite of 
many different variables, which are often inter-
dependent in a given cultural setting. Women's 
position insociety is generally illustrated by certain 
indices in at least five spheres: ( I)politics arnd law. 
(2) education. (3) the economv. (4) social recog-
nition. and 15) power. .. tlowever, some 
theorists have criticized the use of particular var-
iables as reflecting the status of the economy or 
country rather than the staturs of women, per si. 

Knowledge ol women's roles in politics and their 
6egree of participation inrcornmunity affairs pio-
vide information en the extent to which women 
participate in official and unofficial policymaking, 
Women are excluded from equal participation in 
politics by traditional attitudes towards women's 
roles, by lack of education and training, and by 
domestic responsibilities which leave little time for 
political activity. Legal rights available to women 
and the extent to which women exercise their legal 
rights regarding personal freedom, martage, di-
vorce, and property ownership and inhcritatice arc 
also indicators of status. In a number of countries 
women do not receive equal treatment from the 
courts. They may be btrothed when they are chil-
dren and after marriage are denied the right to make 
contracts, administer, inherit, or own property, be-
come employed, travel outside their countries, or 
even uSe family planning methods without their 
husband's consent. Women living in such circurn-
stances find their options outside the family limited 
not only by social and economic structure, but also 
by the law. Their place is thought to be within the 
home. but even there worimen's options are often 
legally controlled by the wishes of their husbands 
and other male members of their families. Whether 
a woman has the samc rights as a man to freely 
enter marriage, to choose a spouse, and to have 
equal rights and responsibilities during marriage 
and its dissolution is determined by law as well as 
custom, 

Educational attainment ;s a well-established in­
dicator of the socioeconomic status of women. Often 
considered a measure of female modernity, it is 
normally viewed as an essential contributor to 
women's higher status. Education plays an impor­
tant role in overcoming poverty by increasing in­
comes, improving health and nutrition, and reduc­
ing family size. 

Education delays marriage for women, increases 
the opportunity for paid employment, and enables 
women to be increasingly aware of alternatives which 
exist for them outside the home.Not only do gen. 
eral education and vocational training impart spe­
cific knowledge, they also induce changes in beliefs 
and values by encouraging receptivity to new ideas. 
competitiveness, and self-confidence. Education 
also is assumed to increase communication between 
marriage partners, better enabling women to be 
rational decision-makers and to implement deci­
sions affecting their lives. 

Studies in several countries have shown that a 
..modern" approach to activities such as family 
planning is more influenced by education than by 
any other factor. "2. " Educated women are morc 
likely to know about and use contraceptives than 
their less edu.aed counterparts. rhe ability to reg­
ulate fertility safely and effectively makes a fun­
damental contribu~ion not only to the physical health 
of women but also to their chances for a productive 
role in society. On the other hand. women who do 
not have basic rights within the family and within 
society may have difficulty in using family planning 
methods effectively. The interdependence of worn­
en's status and the ability to plan childbearing is 
gaining increasing attention among policyrnakers. 

Women's control of productive resources and the 
extent of their involvement in certain economic 
sectors are important dimensions of status, The 
imlportance of he economic independence of women 
is supported by evidence that the greater the re­
sources a woman brings into marriage in coripar­
ison with those of her husband, including in par­
ticuar her education arid caming potential. the more 
significant her role within the family.' Measures 
of female labor force participation and income are 
frequently used as indicators of wonen's economic 
status. These measures should be regarded with 
caution, however, when used to compare status 
cross-culturally. It is necessary to consider both 
formal aid informal employment opportunitics, to 
look at all the responsibilities which are assigned 
to women, and to look at the extent to which par­
ticular types of work give (or do not give) women 
higher or more independent status within the family 
and community. It isalso important to consider the 
opportunities women have to use their earned in­
come.
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Social recognition and esteem conferred to women 
are considered indicators of status. These include 
consideration ol the riehts. duties, and cxpectations 
resulting rom being female. as well as the contra-
dictions asSociat'd with and arising from those rights, 
duties, and expectations. 

Women's power may be analyzed in terms of' 
women's personal autonomy and women's inter-
personal equality. Women's personal autonomy re-
fers to their opportunities for self-directing free-
dor. Women's interpersonal cquality is usually 
studied in relation to the degree of deference women 
owe to males, both in society and in the family. 
Moses" suggests that studies of kinship relation-
ships and netw( rks provide natural settings in which 
to study feCmhl status. because it is often through 
the kin group that woolen develop and illaintain a 

sense of power, solidarity, continuity, and status. 
She suggests. furthermnore, that the study of friend-
ships is important. The degree of alternatives that 
women have in a society, and the degree to which 
the sexes are segregated socially may often be 
determined by those with whom women associ­
ate. Some scholars"' have suggested that religion 

and other symbolic systems such as values, myth. 
ritual. and literature provide insight into how 
ideologies, such :is male dominance, are sta,!rted, 
internalized, and pcrpetuated. 

In sum. while generalizations can be made. there 
seems to be no consensus as io tile exact definition 
or indicators of status. In addition, except for the 
biological difference between tile sexes, there is no 
agreement as to the causes hypothesized to account 
for the suppression of olpporttlnities fOr \,omen. It 
does scem clear. IloWever, that a study of woilen's 
status necessarily involves some discussion of the 
economic. denLographic, social, cultural, and ide-
ological factors which act to keep women subor-
dinate in these various spheres. 

I)at, on social, cultural. aud ideological factors 
are seldom availanle to social scientists who con-
duct comparative analyses using survey data. The 
paucity of data is noted in this report which seeks 
to describe wonmen's status using published World 
Fertility Survey (WFS) data. First Country Reports 
of the WFS provide inl'orimation oil the background 
characteristics of respondents.:' Background clar-
acteristics generally relevant to the purpose of this 
report include: ( I) educational attainllent. (2) cur-
rent type of residence. (3) religion. (4) husband's 
occupation, and (5) wil'e's pattern of work. This 

report is thus limited to the analysis of these di­
mensions of women's status. 

Although the use of survey data may describe 
arewomen's status in a limited way. WFS data 

original, and provide insight into women's edu­
cational attainment and employment participation. 
This report seeks to: (I) examine the distribution 
of women according to level of cducation, pattern 
of work, and occupation in 20 developing countries, 
(Analysis by age will help to reveal changes which 
have taken place over time.) (2) compare and con­
trast educational attainment, pattern of work. and 

occupation among the 20 countries. and (3) analyze 
the intcrrelationship between cducational attain­
ment. residence, and pattern of work. Such an anal­
ysis will allow an assessment of ho, , these char­
acteristics may together affect women's status. Since 
it makes little sense to study women's status in­
dependently from that of mien. whenever possible 
analyses for respondents and their husbands (part­
ners) will be compared. 

Geographic and Cultural Diversity 
The 20 developing countries included in this report 
are widely distributed geographically, and reflect 
diverse social systems and structures. Varied eth­
nohistorical, socioeconomic, cultural, and religious 
characteristics have evolved to affect women's sta­
tus differently in each of these countries. Figure I 
shows the countries included in this report. Ap­
pendix Table A-I shows selected demographic, so­
cial, and economic characteristics for these coun­

tries. * * 
Twelve countries from Asia and the Pacific are 

andincluded. All differ in culture, language, re­
ligion. In two South Asian countries. Nepal and 
Sri Lanka, linduism predominates. Islam is tile 
main religion in six countries: Bangladesh. Indo­
nesia, Jordan, Malaysia. Pakistan. and Turkey. The 
other countries are the Republic of Korea, the Phil­
ippines, Thailand, and Fiji. 

In Islamic countries. specific cultural institutions 
affect the status of women. The in, titution oflpr­
d1alt thoroughly segregates Muslinl wonlen rom the 
public domain. Referring to women in Bangladesh, 
Jahan writes. "'In the strictest sense pIrdalh in­
volves keeping women coillined within the four 
walls of the home and veiling them when they leave 
the home. In a widem context. purdahl relers to 
wo Ien's onillodesty' and restrictions their inter­

*See Prcfa.We for more informatinl on the World Fertility Survey and First C'oGnmry Reports. 

i of WFS the time of v.riing.
**Countric s included here %%ere delennined on he basi of the avaiailitv First Country Reports at 

http:Prcfa.We


actions with males who do not fall within the spec-
ified categories ol those with whom contact is per-
milled by the religion.'' Secluded in the home, 
with minimal access to knovlcdge about their own 
culture, women are excluded from tileinstitutions 
that control their lives, 

The pervasiveness of the purdah system, how-
ever, differs among Islamic countries. In Indonesia 
and Malaysia, for examplc. women work freely in 
the fields and in the market place. Furthermore, 
rising socioeconolic status incCasCs rigiditv of 
purdai observance. Prosperous 'amilies can alford 
to put their x omen in purdai. which involves two 
kinds ol restrictions on women's movenents. To 
ensure spatial rcstriction, tilelfamilv has to be wealthy 
so that it cain allocate enough living space and sep-
arate bathinc lfcilities for its women. The require-
ment ,iich perilits a \xomnln to leave tie home 
only it' she is overed in a tent-like vcil (called 
hurquc) or if she tra\cls in \Ciled transport, is also 
impractical I'm poorer "omen .,ho must frequently 
leave their households to fetch water, bathe. work 
in the fields, or occasionally work for others. These 
women cover their heads with their sari to sym-
boli/.c prdahi)oselvance. 
The eight I.atin Amicrican ani Caribbean COoln-

tries included ill this anal\ Sis are Colombia. Costa 
Rica. )ominic:,n Reputblic. (;u;Iniia, Jallaic., 
Mexico. Planian. and Peru. 'hcsc countries are 
less culturally hctero genous than the Asian coon-
tries. With tileexception of Guyana and Janaica. 
all are fOrmer Spanish colonies: Spanish has re-

laincd tileo fficial h agcce, and Romi an Cathol­
icism tile andpredominant rcligion. (;ivana Ja-
nIlaica arc culturally andi ethnically disti nct from tile 
other countries. Both are former British colonies 
where FEl ish is the Coilmnon language and mOst 
people are Protestant. 

A priml the I.atin Allier-ary soIrce 0fdi'crsity ini 
ican and Caribbean countries is the inliucnce of the 
traditional Amerindian and Atfrican cultures on con-
tcl)orarv socicty'. Each country's cthiohistorical 
experience gives rise to cultural variations which 
have inltiecned the structure of the l'amils and tile 
Status of \onlien. 

tDefintilion of Variables 
ligible woOIen arc delincd as ever-married (or 

ever-i-conisensual union for countries in L.auin 
America and (lie Caribbean). and between tileagLs 

of 15 and 49 years. This restricted definition is 
imposed by the WFS data. 

Current Residence 
Current residence is interpreted as usual place of' 
residence. For ease of analysis, the simplest group­
in.,urban and rural. is used throughout this report. 
In six of the 20 countries, the survey grouped res­
idence into three categories: city or metropolitan, 
town. and rural or village. The residence variable 
was rectded as a dichotomy for these countries 
according to country-specific definitions, recoded 
definitions are footnoted in appropriate tables. 

Level of Educational A.taininen 
WFS respondents were asked two questions related 
to schooling. Literacy was determined by asking 
women with less than six grades of schooling whether 
they could read. Educational attainment was de­
termined by asking what was the highest level of 
school attended. The three categories of educational 
attainment used in tile analysis (none, no more than 
primary, and some secondary or higher) have been 
determined by the usual number of years needed 
to complete the respective levels, as indicated by 
WFS documentation. " These to not overcome the 
variation in countries' definitions of levels of ed­
ucation, nor do they take into account differences 
in the qluality or content of education between coun­
tries. They are usefu. however, in that they group 
each country's popul. ion into relevant social staus 
groups.* 

Pattern of Work 
Surveys in most of the countries followed a broad 
definition of work: any employment apart from 
housework for which the woman is paid in cash or 
kind: self-employment in selling or running a busi­
ness: or finally, work on a family faim. Three 
countries had slightly different definitions of work: 
Fiji and Bangladesh considered only employment 
which resulted in cash earnings, in Pakistan. work 
on the family farm was not included in the defi­
nition. 

Pattern of' work variables in this report are ana­
lyzed in terms of currently working women and 
work history before and after marriage. The vari­
ables to analyze patterns of' work were recoded as 

follows: (a *currently workiiig and worked before 
marriage' plus 'worked before marriage and since 
marriage, but not currently working' equals tile 

than is indicated 11Nthe threc 


prep rator\ levl %hiJ is interIeIiate hct%.ccn primary and simtndairy high schtti. I is inclhded with tiehigher levelin
 
thisrep' rIbecu'se tile primary level primary edtieaioni iniother countries.
 

*A Ie" Cotlntries hte Itre com licate d edcatinaiti trut.'ure levels. Smue coutries Iave a 

in these le\%Cuntries s,as cumparable tiIhelevel ofl 

CtUntries hi,.i hisinicrnedliait cate ryare intaiCettc in iahlte 1001iulieS.
have 
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recoded category 'worked before and after mar-

riage'; and (b) 'currently working but did not work 

before marriage' plus 'worked after marriage but 

not currently working' equals the recoded category 
.worked after marriage only.' The remaining two 

categories are as indicated in the WFS First Country 
Reports: 'worked before marriage only' and 'never 
worked.' This recoding scheme enables compari-

mar-son among those women who worked before 
who worked after marriage,riage, those women 

those women who have worked both before and 
after marriage, and finally, those women who have 

never worked. 
All question!. pertaining to wori, asked in the 

Caribbean surveys related to the periods before and 

after birth of the first child rather than before and 

after the first marriage, because of the uncertainty 
about the accuracy of the date of the first union. 
In the Caribbean countries, therefore, only women 
who have had a live birth form the base population 
for the questions on work before marriage (or birth). 
Women who have had no live births have been 

excluded from analyses of pattern of work. 

Occupation 
The WFS-recommended occupational coding scheme 

on codes developed by the Internationalis based 
Labour Organization an(' the Inter-American Sta-

tistical Institute. The scheme has attempted to sep-

arate groups in terms of skill, employment status, 

and type of work. The nine catlegories recoi-
mended by the World Fertility ,;uivey are: () 

professional. technical, administrative, executive 

and managerial workers; (2) clerical and related 

workers; (3) sales workers; (4)self-employed farm-

ers, farm managers and supervisors, fisherfolk, 

hunters, and related workers. (5)non-self employed 

amricultural and animal husbandry workers: (6) pri-
re-Nite household workers; (7) other service and 

lated workers, and members of the armed forces-

(8) craftsfolk, skilled and semi-skillkd production 
workers, and transport equipment operators: and 

(9) unskilled workers and laborers. 
Detailed information on respondent's occupation 

is not available in the First Country Reports for the 

countries included in this analysis, however, so 

information published by the United Nations, based 

on WFS Standard Recode Tapes, will be discussed. 

Analysis of Educational Attainment 
women have the opportunity toWhether or not 

acquire schooling depends on (but is by no means 

limited to) the following factoi's: (I) specilic so­
cietal norms or legislation. (2) family relationships, 
(3) marital status and attitude of spouse. (4) chil­

dren, (51 domestic duties, and (61 availability of 
educational facilities and teachers. 

In recent years, most governments have recog­

nized the importance of education for their female 
population. Official legislation has been enacted in 

many countries to increase women's opportunities 
to obtain formal education. Yet in most parts of 

the developing world there are many more boys 

than girls enrolled in school. The educational bias 

is most pronounced in South Asia. the Middle East 
and North Africa. and parts of sub-Saharan Africa, 
but it exists to some extent in every region. 

The reasons for the poor showing in female en­

rollment are in part due to family relationships.
 
Parents may lear that education will hlirm their
 
daughter's domestic role or even her spiritual qual­

eco­ities. A daughter's education brings fewer 
nonlic benefits if there is discrimination against her 

in the workplace, if she marries early and quits 
work, or it' she ceases after marriage to have any 

economic obligations towards her parents. Parental 
support of higher education is in many cases related 

to the socioeconomic status of the family, but even 

poorer families respond to changing opportunities 
such as increased employment prospects for cdui­

cated gils. The family also provides role models 

which may help motivate awoman to attend school. 

Marriage (or consensual union) is nearly universal. 
For married women, the husband's attitude toward 

a wife's education is obviously important. 
The ability to plan the timing and number of 

children is crucial to educational achievement. 
Children add one more role, mother, to that of wife. 

Many young women are prevented from completing 
school or receiving advanced training because they 

are already burdened with the responsibilitics of 

childbearing and childrearing at an early age. The 

cycle of pregnancy and lactation often results in 

poor health and nutritional deficiency which di­

minishes energy for self-improvement. 
One of the major obstacles to women's partici­

pation in educational programs or vocational train­

ing is the fact that they already work a 16 hour 

day. As Votaw states. "the precious commodity 
of time is unavailable to them since the constant 

demands of domestic and agricultural duties are, 

in the absence of community facilities, coin­

pounded by the need to provide full-time care for 
young children, the elderly, and the infirm. -"' 

Finally, the level of education attained by women 
or men is affected by the availability of educational 

10 



Table 1. Percent Distribution of Ever-married (or Ever-in-Union) Women and Husbands (or 
Partners) Who Are Illiterate, Ages 15-49 Years*: WFS Countries 

WOMEN 	 HUSBANDS 
No. of No. of 

CasesCOUNTRY Percent Cases Percent 

ASIA AND THE PACIFIC
 
Nepal 93.8 (5940) 53.7 (5940)
 
Pakistan 88.0 (4952) 57.3 (4942)
 
Bangladesh 80.4 (6515) 55.9 (6515)
 
Jordan 	 54.8 (3610) 16.2 (3610)
 
Indonesia 53.8 (9155) 31.3 (9136) 
Turkey 49.3 (4431) 13.0 (4431) 
Malaysia 40.2 (6321) 13.5 (6321) 
Sri Lanka 	 27.2 (6810) 8.7 (6810)
 
Fiji 22.5 (4928) -

Korea, Republic of 18.4 (5430) 4.5 (5430)
 
Thailand 17.3 (3820) 7.4 (3820)
 
Philippines 11.5 (9268) 10.6 (9268)
 

(mean) 46.4 	 (mean) 24.7 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
Peru 	 33.1 (5640) 10.5 (5640) 
Dominican Republic 24.5 (2257) 18.5 (2257) 
Mexico 19.9 (6255) 11.4 (6255) 
Colombia 10.4 (3302) 13.4 (3302) 
Panama 9.5 (3203) 6.7 (3203) 
Costa Rica 	 8.9 (3037) 8.2 (3037) 

-
Guyana -
Jamaica - . 

(mean) 17.7 	 (mean) 9.7 

* Ages 15-49 )ears reler to women only; men's iges arc 'all ages'. 

- Questions not asked, thus data not aailable. 

Sources: 	 Turkey: WFS First Country Report, T:ble 2.2.6. 
All Other Countries: Singh. 1980, No. 4. Table 5 (fir respondents) and Table 6 (for husbands/parlners). 

facilities and teachers. The emphasis by develop-
ment planners a few decades ago on training and 
higher education to meet the needs of the "modern 
sector" has at least partially shifted to a more widely 
recognized need for primary schooling and uni-
versal literacy, 

Education of Women andHusbands 
Both literacy (i.e., the ability !o read) and level of 
schooling serve as indicators of the educational 
attainmen of women in the 20 countries being stud-
ied. Table I shows the percent distribution of ever-
married women and husbands who are illiterate, 
Female illiteracy rates range from a high of 93.8 
percent of women in Nepal to a low of 8.9 p cent 

in Costa Rica Higher proportions of women than 
men are illiterate in all countries except Colombia. 
The disparity is particularly pronounced in Jordan 
and Turkey where about half of all women are 
illiterate compared to only 13 percent of their hus­
bands. 

Generally, female illiteracy is more prevalent in 
the Asian countries (and particularly in the Islamic 
countries) than in the Latin American/Caribbean 
region. More than four women in five in Pakistan, 
Bangladesh, and Nepal indicated they could not 
read. Peit has the highest female illiteracy in the 
Americas that have been surveyed in this report; 
one woman in three is illiterate. 

The percentage distribution of ever-married 
women according to level of schooling attained is 

!1
 



Figure2. Percent of Ever-marriedWomen by Highest Level of Educational 
Attainment, Ages 15-49 Years: WFS Countries, Asia and the Pacific 
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Source: Appendix Table A-2 
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Figure3. 	 Percentof Ever-married(or Ever-in-Union) Women by Highest Level 
of EducationalAttainment, Ages 15-49 Years: WFS Countries, Latin 
America and "theCaribbean 
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Source: Appendix Table A-2. 

shown in Figures 2 and 3. The percentage of women 
with no education varies widely: in Nepal, 95 per-
cent of the women have no education: but only 2 
percent are uneducated in Jamaica and 5.8 percent 
are uneducated in the Philippines. In half of the 
Asian countries surveyed, about 50 percent or more 
of the women have no education. 

Among Latin American and Caribbean coun-
tries, on the other hand, only in Peru, Mexico, and 

Colombia are as many as one-quarter of the women 
uneducated. Elsewhere in the Americas. the pro­
portion with "'noeducation" falls well under ten 
percent-with Guyana and Jamaica exhibiting par­
ticularly low rates. 

Few women, however, have continued their 
schooling beyond the secondary level--whether in 
Asian or in Latin American/Caribbean countries 
(see Table 2). Only 12 percent of Filipino women 
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Women and Husbands (Partners) by
Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union)Table 2. WFS Countries**
Secondary Level Education and Higher, Ages 15-49 Years*: 

HUSBANDSWOMEN Other Univer-Secon- Other lUniver- Secon-
Higher sity

Total dary Higher sity Total dary
COUNTRY 
ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 0.0 3.3 2.1 0.7 0.5

0.3 0.2 0.1Ncnal 19.9 2.1 2.00.3 24.03.9 3.3 0.3Pakistan 15.8 - 3.4­
4.1 3.7 00.4- 19.2

Bangladesh 9.8 0.7 1.00.1 11.50.35.6 5.2Indonesia - 16.2 11.2 - 5.0­
7.5 5.0 - 2.5Thailanu 17.41,7.47.9 - 7.9Turkey 20.2 - 2.7-I.I - 22.9-12.1 11.0Malaysia - 18.2 15.1 - 3.1­-12.4 11.1 1.3Fiji 32.0 2.0 6.71.3 40.7I.t21.9 19.6Jordan 41.2 - 15.0
 

Korea. Rep. of 28.8 25.8 - 3.0- 56.2 
45.6 3.6 1.7
0.7 50.938.3 34.7 2.9Sri Lanka 7.47.6 69.8 55.4 7.0

70.1 57.7 4.8Philippines 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 3.4­11.8 8.4 ­8.7 7.2 - 1.5 --Dominican Republic 6.1 ­-20.5 14.4 ­
16.9 15.6 - 1.3 --

Mexico 4.2­23.5 19.3 ­19.9 18.4 - 1.5-Colonbia 7.234.3 24.9 2.223.2 18.8 1.8 2.6P'eru 9.627.6 18.0 ­25.5 17.1 8.4 -Costa Rica 10.1­43.4 33.3 ­39.9 33.3 - 6.6-Panama 1.2­33.8 32.6 ­35.9 35.6 -- 0.3 -Guyana 

Age% 15-49 irs relcr to %%onIen ont; nI2f 's ages are *all ages'. 

Data not a, ailable for Jamaica
 
Re rt, Table 2.2.6.
sources: turke,: Wt:S First Countr) 

women) and Table 6 (for husbands).
All Other Countries: Singh. 1980, No. 4, Table 5 (for respondents = 

In most other Asian countries, approx­education.have completed secondary school, followed by Costa 
of the women have a 

Rica with 8 percent and Jamaica with 7 percent. imately 20 to 40 percent 
and Pakistanprimary education except in Nepal

Otherwise the proportion of women having some 
(where only 4 percent and 7 percent, respectively,In-post-secondary school education is minimal. 

attended secondary attended).deed, few women have ever 
Large discrepancies remain between the educa­

school in most countries. 
tion levels of women and those for their husbands. 

Despite low secondary school attendance in the 
This situation reflects society's image of women 

20 countries surveyed, a majority of women in 14 

countries have had at least some primary schooling, as subordinate to men and the economic view that 
a better investment than edu-

More than in Asia are educating males is 
women in Latin America 

eating females.
educated at the primary level: in every Latin Amer-

Particularly among the Asian countries, the lower 
ican country, over 50 percent of the women have 

sexes,the level of educational attainment for the 
school, and in some countriesattended primary 

the greater is tile disparity in status between sexes. 
women 

Figures 2 and 4 show that in six of the Asian coun­more than three-quarters of the have at-

tended primary school. In Asia, nearly 50 percent 
Sri Lanka, Ko-

Malaysia. tries--Jordan, Turkey, Malaysia,
of tile women from Indonesia, Korea, norea, and Fiji-the percentage of women with 

at least some primaryFiji, or Thailand have had 
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,ducation is at least twice as high as the percentage 
I' men with no edUIcati'an. As far as tile Latin 

American countries arc concerned. as can be seen 
in Ficures 3 and 5. Peru is thle ot' on1C in whil 
women are twice as lik-l\ ts males to have no 
:ducatioi. Most other Latin American countries 
.-xhiilit remarkable equalil in the percentage of 

111en1 % educalioln. The pr1olportionan1d WiltmCen ith io 
OtCmen with no educailonM i, highCr thin ll hit of' 
Wolii C1 il tlhrie Collntrie,: 1)1olnin icl Re pubIlic' 

osta Ricl. lnd tJalaica. 
In fhe Asian countries. the discrepancy between 

lm'les an1d fellalCS it the SecO AIrVleCI0'of edU-
Ciation alSo is drialili, particulll in Balalidesh. 
Pakistan, Thlilintl. and Korca (,,eelable 2). The 
1er'el distiibtlion is quite diverse \ith t range 
tor females of(0.3 percent iti Nepal to 70. 1 pereit 
ill the Philippines. and for male,, ia range of 3.3 
percent in Nepal to 09.8 percelt in the P1hililppines. 
As educational attaineunt itpro\es, the sex dik-
parit> is le,,selncd in the I.atin American Caribbean 
:ountries,. 'he proporlion of temale, %\hoha\ve ic-
cCi\ed aI lleast a secolndLril eucation clOsel\ alp-
proxilnatcs or even surpasses that of males, (Ii 
Asia. that is the case,+ oil[\ i the Philippines.) 

The pe ice ntiage o I persons ohainain_' ail\ CduIi-
catiln bey\'ond the secoill irv Ic\cl is lliall in the 
collitrie, eXiiinCd in tili repor, but it is inter-
estlil to observe and Coiiipare these perentage". 
Korea has the highest percentage ot lle who have 
obtlainld ia uni\crsit\' educ,.ation. 15 plercent. In the 
PhiiIlip ne s, ailont tie salie ei. litag tll wo lliln 
(7.6) 	 ive ohllinCd i uniicirsity elucation is have 
ien (7.4). 

Changing EducationalAl taininent Over 
Time' 
Thus far. difellenees in ssoincln's educ';iti lla it-

tainmin have been noted atnomc tile 21) 'OUntrics 
hCimig Slrve\Cd. !'klU:illv. it iiot morle, imiportanlt 
are differences over lime wilhin cotinltries. Limnited 

accCss t pportuniit ) l Ceit slonlcli i'rloll acti\e 

partii'ciphlll itl economic life Or it Icails \wOmllen 
into unskilled iaild l -paviU J011',. nCIlillt-
cat i all C \\ork I qol Litn ti hiideiail lsqtlie.inll, 

ie \eloliCnint IliCAus tle ecoinic ltitial olhall 
of' tile )I)ltilln il eli unellli/Cd. I LSlCr:LLc 
oceCtirCdIii thi irai SO vital to 1i1pro\ in g the silttu 

t0f \ i ii' WFS Lt indicatc the aitsscr is \ es. 
idLc'alional ,tilmmniilt 1, i co1mleeCLd vairial ic. 

That is to say. in most cases. lariicuulrl in de-
0lo6hg C'oUnlries. schooling iS lCrllli~ilCI h\;12C 

15 or 20. Thus, the educational attainment of women 
aged 45-49 years, in fact, reflects tile social situ­
ation that existed somi! 25 'ears ago. On the other 
hand, tile educational attainmcnt of' won :n 15-24 
approximates the current situation. As Figures 6 
a2d 7 shoss educational progr-ss has indcd been 
occurring in alinost all tile counLries included in 
this report, I Sm illlllCces. progiess c( tiiid eveni 
be termed dralmat1iic. Lookinu tirt at cliane in the 
proportion of women who hiave Iad 1o sC!ooling 
whatsoever, that proportion has tallen sitnif'icantlv 
ill Most counLriCs o\'er tile past quarter ofa CeltlIlV 
(see FiclUre 6). hi lalasia. for example. nearly 

70 percent of the oldest '.omnn ii.e., icedl 45-49 
VeillS) hid r-ceIVld no Cduhlcation: in cotMIaSt, only 
12 percent o'their)yOunetil countLiterIparts (i.e., iaged 

15-24 years) \Were \withoult Slch trainihc. Korea has 
also exhibited millrkCd 1ro0iCSS; \\olmen \ith no 

scIhobng dropped trom 53 percent to 2 percent. 
The !neCe countries hlavin the largest pcr'enta"e 

of" women without any cduca'ition showCd the least 
progress of all (i.e.. Nepal. Pakistan. and ai,.c­
lIlest1). Even aiolW tile VOLISt \omeli, th; pro­
portioll withouLt SCwllitl was 92 pe'cent i-i Nepal, 
87 percent in Pakistan. and 71 perceint ill Bang­
aIdesh . TIlree Ot her c'O lltriCs. Mhlie iholt one­
hal of all \\omen had rceivcel no Cdut.ication ie., 

Jordatn. Indonllesia. aind "lTurkey).exhibited marked 
improvement over the 25 year period. Progress ill 
Latin America, ias 1miaslred iy i decline in the 
percent of' w%omen with no CLucation. wits less not­
ablc. i'en tile aIlre adk Iower proportionOi01inCLu ­
cated women iin cencral. 

Ihcreases ii tie proportion o woiiien %Iho have
 
llid sonic primryell dalionii arC 1lirt-iClirly pylC'-
Cic 
aliilt in Ilido nlCSila. Tlurkev , and Jordan especially 
in the two VOutiLest agec gr-OlpIs (seeC Figure 7). In 
Maliavs01i.a the proportion o1.Vollln witha pri­
nar eLIL l l more than doul ied,ICth ats fromi­

ptelCce'n (lnli lg \wOlllln iiagL 45-49 vearsi to 67 

erlcent (lli lin, oncolng i gtl 15-24 years). In Sri 
Lanka and the Philippines the percentage ot svonlien 
\\ith ia priiary Cdlcalion is higher iitong older 
females lhln vOlncler flemiales. "lhis ninallilOcClirS 
hieca.iuSe largerpicicil.iacs ot1vL.l!lcer \wolleil have 
atta11ined ti cdLtioliliev11ond tihe [illir leVel 111d 
ae. thilS, cxcIulCd I'll l this catcloin'y. .\ iitcic s" 

in the liooi'lirtion of' \omen who halve ip iriiar 
ediciltion is also evidlnlt i1iing the Latii .\ticricaii 
cOtiltrieS. IlticL'ilrl Peru. 

.. i Cxamination o' clilles which have occurred 

in the proporlion of \%o liMil wlhlhave rcCeivCd a 

scCtlndarv or hiher ucaCLtuion IsCe Ficurell8 ho\sS 
jrlotgress ill most o1" the 21) coUntries. This i par­
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Percent of Husbands (Partners)by Highest Level of EducationalFigure4. 
Attaimnent, All Ages: WFS Countries, Asia and (he Pacific 
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Figure 5. 	 Percent of Husbands (Partners) by Highest Level of Educational 
Attainment, All Ages: WFS Countries, Latin America and the 
Caribbean 
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ticularly true in Korea. Sri Lanka. and the Phil-
ippines. In the Philippines. nearly 8) percent of the 
youngest women have attended Secolldary schools. 
The increases made hv other Asian courntries. though 
not as draniatic, are steady and recent and shIouild 
not be overlooked. In particular, the proportion of 
wo miei withl a ,Ccond arv Or hi eher CIiuc ationm in 

Jordan anId Malaysia h s increased from rolighly 5 
percent to 2(1 percent. littlc improvement ,,asnoted 

in the three countries with the lowest overall ed­
ucational levels for wonien. Progress was also ev­
ident in every country in Latin America. with Ja­

inlia and Guy'ana sho\in particularly dramatic 
increases. In (uvan;a. roughly 28 percent of tihe 
25-34 year old s had at icast a secondar\ education: 
but the proportion for the VoUI ngst age group is 

about 75 percent- alarc increase ii such a short 
period of tinie. 
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Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women with No Educationby
Figure6. 
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Figure 7. Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women with Primary 
Educoion by CurrentAge: WFS Countries* 
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Figure8. 	Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women with Secondary and 

HigherEducation by CurrentAge: WFS Countries* 
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Table 3. 	Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women by Current UrlbanlRural 
Residence, Ages 15-49 Years: WFS Countries 

CURRENT RESIDENCE 
No. of 

COUNTRY 	 Urban Rural Cases 
ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 
Bangladesh 7.9 ,2.1I6515)
 
Fiji 35.84 64.2 (4928)
 
Indonesia 15.5 84.4 (9103)
 
Jordan 70.1 29.9 (3611)
 
Korea, Rep. of 52.3 47.7" (5420)
 
Malaysia 16.2 83.8 (6313)
 
Nepal* 2.2d 94.9 (5940)
 
Pakistan 26.6 73.3 (4948)
 
Philippines 32.1 67.9 (9268)
 
Sri Lanka 18.4 81.6e (6813)
 
Thailand 14.6 85.4 (3776)
 
Turkey 50.3 49,7 (4431)
 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
 
Colombia 64.3 35.6 (3302)
 
Costa Rica 51.9 48. 1 (3037)
 
Dominican Republic 50.7 49.3 (2256)
 
Guyana 36.1 63.9 (3616)
 
Jamaica 47.7 52.3 (2765)
 
Mexico 58.4' 41.6 (6255)
 
Panama 69.3 30.7 (3203)
 
Peru 63.91 36.0 (5640)
 

percent. 

(Fiji) Includes 16.2 percent City And 19.6 percent Town. 
"(Korea) Includes 7.6 percent Town and 40.1 ercent Rural. 

(Malaysia) Includes 15.0 percent Town and 68.8 percent Rural. 
'(Nepal) Includes 0.6 percent City/Metropolitan and percent To%%n. 

Nepal does not include 2.8 percent 'not stated'. thus total does not sun to I(0.0 

1.6 In WFS First Country Report (Volume 1)this variable was not used. It was 
replaced by region of residence: Hills percent; Mountains 7.6 percent: and Other/Not Stated 1 percent.50.2 percent; Terai 41.1 1. 


(Sri Lanka) Includes 72.2 percent Rural and 9.4 percent Estate.
 
(Mexico) Includes 27.6 percent City or Metropolitan and 30.8 percent Town.
 

Sources: 	 Bangladesh. Korea, Philippines. Guyana. Jamaica. and I'eru: WFS First Country Report. Table 2.2.7; Malaysia. Pakistan. Colombia. Costa 
Rica. Dominican Republic, and Panama: WFS First Country Report. Table 2.2.5: Thailand and Turkey: WFS First Country Report. Table 
2.2.t: Jordan and SriLanka: WFS First Country Repon, Table 0.2. I: Fiji: WFS First Country Report. Table C3; Indonesia: WFS First Country 
Report. Table 3.1.8; Mexico: WFS First Country Report. Table 1.1.: and Nepal: Singh. 198). No. 4. Table I. p. 6. 

3 indicates the percent distribution of women cur-

Residence and Education rently residing in urban and rural areas. 
The status of women isoften considered to be higher Between countries, residence does not appear to 
in countries with more advanced levels of devel- affect educational attainment. The three countries 
opment and modernity. Since urbanization tends to with the least educational attainment levels are ru­
be more widespread in the more modernized coun- ral. In Jordan, however, a country with a high 
tries, it might bc expected that women would enjoy proportion of uneducated women, 70 percent of the 
a higher status. This may occur because city life female population resides in cities. The Philippines 
tends to erode many traditional forms of social life istwo-thirds rural, yet a large proportion of women 
associated with low female status. Obviously, how- have been educated at the secondary level. Because 
ever, this is no more than a broad generalization other factors are involved, it is impossible to arrive 
since many other factors are involved in the process at a clear-cut country level relationship between 
of urbanization as the review below shows. Table these variables. 
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Figure 9. Percent of Ever-marriedWomen by Highest Level of Educational 
Attainment and by Current Urban/Rural Residence, Ages 15-49 Years: 

WFS Countries, Asia and the Pacific* 
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Figure 10. 	 Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by HighestLevel of 

EducationalAttainment and by Current Urban/RuralResidence, Ages 
1549 Years: WFS Countries,Latin America and the Caribbean 
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Within the countries, however, educational at-
ortainment among women is affected by urban 

rural residence. Figures 9 and 10 show that in all 
countries, without exception, urban women are b:::-
ter educated than their rural counterparts. For ex-
ample, the proportion of women with no education 
by urban and rural residence are 60.2 and 79.3 
respectively in Bangladesh: 60.6 and 86.8 in Jor-

dan; 73.8 and 95.0 in Pakistan (see Figure 9). For 
those Asian countries with relatively high levels of 
education, the proportion of women with at least 
some secondary schooling rises according to urban 
residence. 

Similar dif'erencr.cs by residence are noted in Latin 
America and the Caribbean (see Figure 10). Rural 
residents are at least twice as likely to have had no 
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Figure 11. 	 Percentof Ever-married Women by Pattern of Work, Ages 15-49 
Years: WFS Countries,Asia and the Pacijic* 
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Figure 12. 	 Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union)Women by Patternof Work, 
Ages 15-49 Years: WFS Countries, Latin America and the Caribbean 
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Urban residents are while only one-quarter of rural women have at­
education as 	 urban residents. 

tended secondary schools, no less than three-quar­
three times as likely to have continued their school-

ters of=the urban women have had this amount of
ing bevond the primary level. l'ananla\s rural-urban 

schooling. l)ifferences in other countries of the
differential is particularly noticeable. Less than one 

region. while 	similar. are not as pronounced.percent of urban womcn have had no education 

compared to 13 percent of rural \volen. Similarly.
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Analysis of Employment Patterns 

Upgrading wonen's productive activities to in-

corne-generating enployment outside the honle is 
anmong the most promising of the many solutions 
proposed to the problens of persistent poverty and 
high fertility in developing countries. Nonagricul­
tural paid employment that expands the range of 
econonic and social rewards available to women 

is particularly important because it can promote 
rural development, raise the status of %konen, and 

induce a decline in fertility by changing the char-
acter of family 	and ,eproductive behavior. 

Status is often measured by the amount of au-
tonony and econonlic independence women gain 

through tile of income available to them.sources 
It has been argued that the lack of control over 
income in poor households contributes to tilelow 
status of women. Monetary distribution betw,en.
 

husband and wife is seen as crucial to determining 
the power structure of the decision-making unit. A 
wonian earning half of the household income will 
likely have more bargaining power than tilewonian 
who earns none. Whctlc a woman directs her power 
toward delayed marriage for herself or her daugh-
ter. or toward the practice of birth control, may 

the extent to which she is exposed todepend on 
social rewards other than marriage and childbear-
ing. inaddition, married wonen earning an income 
may feel less dependent on family menbers. par-

ticularly sons. For economic survival.22 

Ilowever. an incontrovertible relationship should 
not be assumed betwveen economic development on 
the macro level and women's increased labor force 
participation. Sone countries are less developed 
despite high employment participation by wonien: 

others achieve a high level of development or pro-

ductivity with relatively little female labor force 
participation. As the economy advances in coun-
tries where there is a high female participation rate 
in tie subsistence sector, the growth of women's 
employment in the modern sector may be slower

subsistencethan the decline of employment in tile 

sector. In this case. the total participation rate nlight 
fall. Furthermore. )urand has stated that. "eco-

nomic developlclt and modernization may bring 

either allincrease or decrease in participation in the 
labor force, depending on the cultural setting and 
other circumstances in the country."' The impor­
tance of cultural variables as determinants of labor 
torce participation cannot be sufficiently stressed, 
especially in the context of cross-cultural analysis. 

Figure 13. 	 Percent of Ever-married 
(Ever-in-Union) Women 
Who Have Never Worked 
by Current Age: WFS 
Countries* 
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Patterns of Work 
As the data in Figure I I indicate, in Asian countries 
the proportion of women who have never worked 
varies considerably. Very few women in Asia have 
worked only before marriage. A more common 
pattern is employment both belore and after mar­
riage. In Sri Lanka, Nepal, Malaysia. and Indo­
nesia, for example, about 40 percent of women 
have worked both belore and after marriage, and 
in Thailand. over 85 percent have worked both 
before and after marriage. 

Work patterns are more evenly distributed in the 
Latin American and Caribbean countries (see Fig-
ire 12). The proportion of women who have never 

worked is less than 50 percent in all countries in 
the region. In contrast to Asian women, roughly 

one-third of women in Mexico and Costa Rica, and 
havewoke 

one-quarter in Colombia and Panama, have worked 
only before marriage. In Jamaica. Panama, and 
Costa Rica, approximately one-third of the women 
have worked both before and after marriage. In 
Peru, this proportion reaches 50 percent-the high-
est in the region. 

Patterns of Worl )y Age 
Patterns of work by age are shown in Figures 13, 
14, and 15. In most countries, the proportion of 

who have never worked is illustrated by awomen 
U-shaped pattern. In Korea and Malaysia, how-
ever, an inverted U-shaped pattern is revealed. An 
increase in age at marriage may be the reason why 
a larger proportion of younger women are working 

before marri Age. This may also reflect a new ap-
proach to w,)rk by these younger women, or im-
proved work opportunities. 

The proportion of women who have worked only 
after marriage increases with age, as would be ex­
pected, given the longer exposure to that possibil-
ity. The proportion increases steadily through age 


40 in both Asia and Latin America and generally 
levels off between ages 40 and 49. 

In Asia, the proportion of women who have 

worked both before and after marriage also in-
creases until age 40, and then either levels off or 
decreases in later ages. The trend is similar in Latin 
America, except in Peru, where the proportion of 
women who have worked before and after marriage 
increases from 40 percent in the youngest age groups 
to 60 percent in the oldest age group. 

Figure 14. 	 Percent of Ever-married 
(Ever-in-Union) Women 
Who Have Wiorked Before 
Marriage Only by Current 
Age: WFS Countries* 
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Figure 15. 	 Percent of Ever-married 
(Ever-in-Union) Women 
Who Have Worked After 
Marriage Only by Current 
Age: WFS Countries* 
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Education and Patterns of Work 
It is difficult to draw firm conclusions regarding 
the effect of educational attainment on patterns of 
work (see Appendix Table A-5 for data). One might 
expect that the higher the level of education, the 

greater the probability a woman has worked. How­

ever, no particular pattern can be discerned from 

the data. 
In Fiii, Jordan, and Costa Rica, there is a clear 

relationship in the expected direction. More than 
three times as many educated women have worked 
before and after marriage than those with no ed-

On the other hand, in Indonesia, Korea, 
Sri Lanka, and Peru, those with the most education 

the least likely to have worked. Difference oyare 

are
educational attainment minimal in the Philip­

pines. 

Residence and Patterns of Work re-Similarly, the 	 question arises of the possible 

lationship between residence and patterns of work: 

Are urban women more !ikely or less likely to have 
had any work e.Npcrience than their rural counter­
parts'? 

As with education, these data-based on 11 
countries---do not follow for any broad generali­

zation (see Appendix Table A-6 for data). In Bang­

ladesh, Fiji, and the Philippines, urban women are 
to atmore likely than rural women have worked 

some time in the past. In Irndonesia, Jordan, Korea, 
and Sri Lanka the opposite is true. In Indonesia, 

women have never worked,41 percent of 	urban 

compared to only 22 percent of rural women. Dif­
ferences by residence are negligible in Pakistan. 

In the three Latin American countries for which 

likelydata are available, urban women are more 

than rural wmen to have worked. In Costa Rica 

and Jamaica, urban women are almost twice as 

likely as women in the countryside to have worked 
but in Peru tile differ­some time in their lives,at 

ential is much 	smaller. 
Assessing women's status in terms of their pat­

tern of paid employment is difficult. The relation­

ship between educational attainment and employ­
ment on the one hand and residence and employment 

on the other, while strong in some countries, does 

not follow any definiti,'e pattern. Several factors 

contribute to the limitation of the work pattern var­

iable as :i useful indicator ot women's status. First, 

among women who have worked, it is not possible 

to determine the extent to which women have worked 

full-time or part-time (however that may be de­



Table 4. 	 Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women Who Are Currently Working 
by Pattern of Work, Ages 15-49 Years: WFS Countries* 

CURRENTLY WORKING 
Also Before 

COUNTRY Marriage 
ASIA AN) THE PACIFIC 
[hailand 77.5 
Nepal 39.8 
Indonesia 39.2 
Korea, Rep. of 25.8 
Malaysia 30.0 
Philippines 	 18.0 
Sri Lanka 22.7 
Fiji 12.5 
Pakistan 7.1 
Bangladesh 2.1 
Jordan 	 6.8 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
Peru 4(.9 
Jamaica 18.0 
Panama 22.4 
Guyana 14.9 
Costa Rica 20.0 
Colombia 17.3 
Dominican Republic 11.2 
Mexico 13.4 

I Datanot a adable for Turke. 

Not Before No. of
 
Marriage Total Cases
 

4.7 82.2 (3820) 
27.1 66.9 (5940) 
26.3 65.5 (9155) 
23.3 49.1 (5430) 
16.2 46.2 (6321) 
26.3 44.3 (9268) 
13.8 36.5 (6810) 
5.2 17.7 (4928) 

10.0 17.1 (4952) 
10. 1 12.2 (6515) 
3.0 9.8 (3612) 

9.8 50.7 (5640) 
15.0 33.9' (2766) 
10.7 33.1 3203) 
12.1 27.0 (3616) 
6.5 26.5 (3037) 
8.6 25.9 (3302) 

10.6 21.8 (2257) 
6.9 20.3 (6255) 

(ur enl Working intud.s those %%omen V.ho hate V.orked ,,ns timecin the last 12 nlont)is in iddition to those %ho Acr %\orkilng it th tie o1 the 

surxu" 

'urrnll. Working in.udtl, I.. x \%,oleln '. ho A,orked before first hi 
lite hirth. 

Source. Smi.h. 1980. No 4. Tlek 7. 

fined). Second, data on the type of work perflormned 
are unavailable for Most countries from published 
WFS First Country Reports. (1)ata are available, 
however, on women's current participation in the 
agricultural and nonagricultural sectors. Ihese data 
are dicussed in a later section. ) Third. the dia do 

not indicate how recent the work experience is. nor 
whether the pattern of work has been continuous, 
or of long duration. It is still useful. however. to 
examine current employment among worien in the 
20 countries sutrveyed. 

Current Employment 
Table 4 shows the percent distribution of ever-
married women who are currentlv working. Among 
Asian countries th i:,pC entae e vane:; more widely 
than among Latin American countics: from 82 per-
cent in [hailand to only I) perct:it in Jordan: and 

r.those %%omen Aho did not toilk helotr first birth. arid those \om.ll \ith no 

from 51 percent in Peru to 2) percent in Mexico. 
Despite lower levels of developmcnt (as measured 
by per capita GNP and physical Quality of life 
Index (PQLI) in Appendix Table A-I). the rates 
for many Asian countries are higher than those for
Latin America. Nepal, for example, which has the 

lowest GNP (U.S. S120) and PQLI (27) in Asia, 
has a remarkably high 07 percent of women cur­
rently working. Mexico. by contrast. has a high 
GNP (U.. S1.01)0)) and high PQLI (75), yet has 
a very low female labor force participation rate (20 
percent). 

This pattern can be seen even more clearly in 
Figure 16 showing Ctwcnt emplloyment patterns by 
age. 'he mean labor lorce participation rates for 
Asia are substantially higher than the mean rates 
for Latin America at each age. It would be inter­
esting to disaggregate these age-specific parttci­
pation rates by urban and rural residence. but this 
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Figure 16. Percent of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women Who Are Currently 

Working by CurrentAge: Selected WFS Countries 
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is not possible with the availablC published data. Participationin the Agriculturaland 
it is possible. however, to see how the total current NonagriculturalSectors 
employment rates break dow,n by urban and rural 

In discussing emlployment patterns. it is useful to 
residence (see Table 4). Table 5 shows that in two 

consider measures of womens paricipation in the 
out (il the three countries il Asia for \0hich data 

agricultUral and iii magricultUral sectors. The Pop­
were available. (Korca and the Philippines). activ-

as high in the rural areas than ulation )ivision of the United Nations provides
itv rates c're tm ice 

employment figu-es by occupation for w omen in 
in the urban area,. Allong the three Latin American 

the labor force after marriage and for husbands in 
countries,, o the other hand. activity rates in the 

the labor ftorce in I I of the 20 countries surveyed.
urban areas \wre sulbstantially higher. 
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Table 5. 	Percent Distribution of Ever-married 
(Ever-in-Union) Women Who Are 
Currently Working by Current Urban/ 
Rural Residence, Ages 15-49 Years: 
Selected WFS ('ountries 

C'URRENT 
RESIIlENCE N. 

No. 
(L'NIRY P'ACIF, rn RuraT 
ASI\,r Nl) tilL41.7I 
Jordanl 
Korea. Rep. of 
I'llhIlipp , 

59.3 
.34.4 

31.3 

40.7 
65.6 
68.7 

4354 
(2669 
(4 IW)) 

LAIIN A.\IRICA AND TIEl CARIlBI-I AN 

Costa Rica ,8.9 31 . I 804) 

.Ica1diC" 	 01.5 38,5 t11083) 
Peru 	 56.') 4,. I (2855) 

olllilM5Ilo'vswrkcd ¢,ie1llsi* ('rTf idk \\ wklli4 iiijiid, Ow". %C hcI 
h . -C hn d(,,oti \ ' h, ,t afd h1o,'h,, 


,,i,'llh ,'hirllh
no t 

c S I isrt I .,tl¢ C\Cl Ct',LsOiC,, \ utu RL-p,,it. 2 2 "7I . 
J Iitcu u .11 . 11JI o. n errt,.RC.Iu li' 11,1 

,h i .
 

Using occupation data provided by the WFS Stan-

dard Rccodc Tlapes (SRI*,,). the United Nations 

devised a 'urr-"av codinllg scheme for atcross-cul-
tural comparative analVsis of tile occupations o I 

respondents and their husbands. 
The four-\wax coding scheme isas follows: (I) 

Modern. (2) Transitional. (3).Mixed.and 0) Tra-
ditional. 

(1) Modern. This group is comprised of profes-
sional :alrdclerical occupation categories for both 
Men and wOmCn. It includes mni and women who 
have made investments inieducational attainment, 
who live in urban areas. ",.ho work away from 

home. and who are cnirployed by somcrie outside 
the familv. There is ahih decrec of incompatibility 
xxith childrearing. These occupations are highly 
valued in societv and are characterized by high 

earnings and a Iiigh standard of living. 

(2) Transitional.'rhescoccupatitscanbc viewed 
as transitional hetween the Nodern and tl'c Tra-

ditional. For women. this group is comprised of 
Ilousehold and Service categories The actual type 
c4 work may be "traditional- innature (e.,.. 
household work). but tilecircumstances under which 
it is performed present a gradual brcak from the 
traditional environment (e.e.. the \\olnan travels 
into the ci'v to wash and clean for someone else). 
For mcin the oCCuLpations are comprised of Sale.s 
and Services (including I lousIhold) categories.The 
husbands in this grou p live in urban areas and have 
at fairly hich level 1 educattion, income, and stan­

dard of living. 

l3) Mixed. For womcn. this group comprises tile 

Sales, Skilled. and Unskilled categories. This may 
involve either rural or urban jobs which require a 
certain level of trainin, or skill (e.g.. \\omn maV 
gro\v or make products at horlie. then sell them ili 

the market). This group is "mixed' i the context 
ir­t'cross-n;tional comparisons since the relati\ 

portance of the traditional and lldcrn aspects will 
vary fron 	coultrv to countrv and characteristics of' 

s pment progres,es. For
 

men, this group comiiprises tie Skilled and Uln­
the job will lael 


skilled categories. These occupations are more 
closely tied to tile traditional sector and arc more 
likely to h:_,ve
less socioeconomic status than either 

the Modern or Transitional groups. These men have 
less education, lower incomes, and lower standards 
of living due to the traditional r,ture of some of 

the jobs. 

(4) Traditional. This group contains the Farn and
 
Agricultural categories for both men and wonien,
 
and represents the traditional. non-modern rural
 
sector. Educational attainment, income, and stan­
dard of living are lowest for this group. Thcsc
 

Occupations are frequently compatible with and even
 

conducive to high levels of fertility. Except for 
countries 	with an overwhelming majority of agri­
cultural workers. this group generally hts tie low­
est level of socioecoromic status. In primarily ag­

ricultural countries, however, such factors as arnount 
of land owned or size of herds might be better 

rood­indicators of social status than links with tile 
ern sector.21 

Table 6 shows. amiong women kkh(, have ever 
worked after marriage, the proportion who have 
worked in each occupational group." This table 
also shows the percentage of all husbands in the 

'These litC arC' inottrictl, \kilh Ofl"Ork figures. friguIl.. .erco.hained Ior t'lencolmiparable the carlier piatern, tieures 


Mho ,%orked on Ihbefore arrl1c. mily alter narriage. hoih before and alier imnarriace, or "n en curren l. ,orking. Ilere.
 

\%,omen ,ho have e er %,'rkedalter marriage (atireakdi'.,n nor possibl uhlg ihe WFS Firi Country Reporis4.ligures are for 
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Table 6. Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women in the Labor Force After 

Marriage and Husbands (Partners) in the Labor Force by Occuoational Classification, Ages 

15-49 Years*: Selected WFS Countries 

OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION' No. of Percent of 

COUNTRY Modern Transitional Mixed 
Women 

iraditional Cases Total Sample 

ASIA AND HIlEPACIFIC 
881 13.53.6 45.2 43.3 7.9Banglade'sh 


Indo n esia".......
 
30.4 4.7 26.2 38.7 ( 511) 14.1Jordan 
3.8 26.2 15.7 54.2 (3281) 	 60.5Korea. Rep. of' 
8.2 8.8 21.4 61.6 (3583) 	 56.7

Malavsia 
23.4 64.2 (2537) 37.39.4 2.9Sri l.anka 

4 3 2.1 20.4 73.1 (3453) 	 90.4Thailand 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
(1440) 43.6Colombia 	 16.9 35.1 37.7 10.3 

--
( Livana 

36.3 38.5 21.7 3.5 (1702) 53.1Panamna 
12.7 39.1 36.4 (3515) 62.311.8Pcru 

ilusbands 
ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 

...
Ba n ghad Su.....' 

7.8 18.3 16.6 56.7 (91(W) 	 99.4Indones.ia 
39.7 34.3 7.8 (3608) 99.918.1Jordan 

16.7 16.9 31.4 34.2 (5387) 	 99.2Korea. Rcp. of 
Mah, ysia 	 13.2 18.7 30.3 37.5 (6302) 99.7 

16.3 29.4 41.8 (6790) 99.7I .4Sri L.anka 
9.4 10.4 17.4 62.5 (3778) 	 98.9Thailand 

.ATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
10.7 16.5 35.1 37.4 (3292) 	 99.7Colombia 

34.0 (3558) 98.416.8 4.8 42.8Guvana 
37.0 25.6 (3197) 99.817.8 19.4Panama 

16.2 14.9 28.8 38.7 (5561) 	 98.6Peru 

5-49 %cars reler to ' %o en nli.. nie-' are%are 'all age'A 54.1 
1
 

111C (h ti. 1 Utl tl1(L i caitlon I, haw.id 11 t e hlol, .ing ct ling Ihcll .
 

Rc.pondln I Modern - N'olc-,monlt atl. I (icril categorie', Ii :ilL"l]atr.
 

2 r.,mns uhial srm..i,rice
t " I c.legorilo, 
, 


3 .lm,'. " 5ll',. Skilled. nd V'n4,1llled t.:aegoric l latlli; and
 

4 'ri .Iaand A ricu~ltural categories,it,,I(II- jzl 

,
2 'raoliml ial Sa il nd Scrxice caicgt r- nchtldli,' Iloushe lti;
 

3 Ahwed Skilld ad hiskillv.I cANt:grlc'. (nanuial and
 

4 rhaionida I- iri ,id ..%grc.ullt:ra[ :ateg mes
 

Not a .ailablc
 
N'IS [irt C, untr%Reporl. Table 2.2.7.11.
 Figuire, hasedon ,,v cent %%.onienc. er in thelabor I-,rc:c Source: 


I) ire ,,pndenii and Tables 11.1 and 11.4 ihubandsl.
Source Limed Natron,. iS I. lailc, I I-1 and 

Fanama. At the other extreme of the employmentlabor force who fall into each occupational cate-
sector, the size of the Traditional group ranges from 

gory. 
3.5 percent in Panama to 73. I percent in Thailand.The statistics lor respondents in this table indi-

in the relative size of each occupa- According to Durand, "Labor force participation
cate diversity 
tional group. The size of the Modern group ranges 	 rates can be viewed as products of demand and 

supply factors interacting within a framework of
from 3.6 percent in Bangladesh to 36.3 percent in 
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cultural and social institutions that govern the tunc-
tional roles of individuals according to sex, age, 
and other attributes. Since this framework is not 
the same in different societies, it is to be expected 
that the levels of the participation rates may ditfer 
between countries in similar economic circunistan-
ces. and that similar economic developments may 
have different effects on the trends of the rates over 
time.'*-" In his analysis of the levels and trends of 
labor force participation. l)urard classifies coun-
tries into regional groups having some degree of 
homogeneit' of culture and institutions. Since this 
perspective is useful for the type of cross-country 
analysis carried out in this report, the following 
discussion is based On l)Urand's approach. 

Age-specific labor force participation rates for 

currently working women are shown in Figure 16. 
The lowest rates are found in Jordan, an Arabic 
Moslem country. Youssef attributes the low par-
ticipation by women in these types of countries to 
the combined effects of traditional seclusion (vo-
litional avoidance of public activities) mnd exclu-
sion (prohibitions and limitations imposed by 
inales)." )urand and Yousscf round that among 
Moslem countries, the lowest levels of participation 
were bound in Arab countries, and concluded that 
this was principally due to Arabic culture rather 
than the Islamic religion. There are not enough 
countries in this report to conclusively validate s'ich 
findings, but it is notable that in Malaysia and 
Indonesia, predominantly Moslem countries out-
side the Arab ,egion, the levels of female activity 
are substantially higher. 

Activity rates of women inall Latin American 
countries except Peru arc distinctly lower than the 
rates for most Asian countries. Peru has a higher 
labor force participation rate than the other Latin 
American countries, but also has the highest per-
centage of women employed in traditional agri-
cultural occupations. A significant indigenous in-
fluence may account for the Peruvian pattern. In 
Colombia and Panama, the female share of nonagri-
cultural employment is substantially higher than 
their share of employment in the agricultural sector; 
and a relatively large proportion of womea who 
have worked after marriage are employed inthe 

" transitional occupations. Yousseft and Collver and 
Langlois 2x suggest that the large proportion of women 
employed as domestic servants in Latin American 
and Caribbean countries may be related to the high 
prevalence of consensual unions, which offer little 
economic security for women. The United Nations 
found that the proportion of women in the transi-
tional occupations was even higher for those who 

worked bjw-c ,nacriage: 39.4 percent in Colombia 
and 55.3 pccent in Panama. 2" This seems to in­
dicate that household and domestic work is typi­
cally done either by young unmarried women, %kho 

do not pursue this kind of work after maniage, or 
by women who are in consensual unions or oth­
erwise provide the main source of economic support 
to their children. In sonic South and East Asian 
countries, ( 'hailand and Korea. in particular) very 
high labor force participation rates are round and 
women generally have a larger share of agricultural 
employment compared to nonagricultural employ­
ment. 

A comparison of Occupational Classifications 
between women who have worked after marriage 
and their husbands reveals that the Traditional group 
is larger for women than it is for men in all of the 
Asian countries. A particularly large differential 
exists in Jordan where the proportion of women in 
the Traditional group is nearly five times larger 
than the proportion of men in that group. By con­
,.ast. the proportion of women employed in Transi­
tional occupations is smaller than the proportion of 
men employed in the!,e occupations. Jordan ex­
hibits a particularly large differential (5 percent for 
women and 40 percent for men). An exception to 
this pattern occurs in Korea where a larger pro­
portion of women than men, are employed in Tran­
sitional occupations (26 percent and 17 percent, 
respectively). The size of the Modem group is smalle, 
for women than for their husbands in all Asiin 
countries, except for Jordan where the total per­
centage of women who work after marriage is very 
small. 

These patterns do not hold, however, among the 
Latin American countries. A larger proportion of 
men than we n-en are employed in Traditional oc­
cupations: conversely, a larger proportion of women 
than men are employed in Transitional occupations. 
No clear-cut pattern is evident in the Modern oc­
cupations. In Colombia and Panama, a larger pro­
portion of women (who have worked after mar­
riage) than men are employed in Modem occupations. 

Conclusion
 
The status of women is a highly elusive concept. 
While there is some agreement between various 
theoretical definitions, there is little if any agree­
ment about the operational definition. Theoreti­
cally, women's status has been defined as "the 
degree of women's access to (and control over) 
mnaterial resources (including food, income, land, 
and other forms of wealth) and to social resources 
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(including knowkledge. power, and prestige) within 
tth+,: Iaiilv. in the coinlinity. and in society at 

lare.. It has also been defined as, "the rank ing. 
terms of prestige, power. or estee.l accorlig 

to the position of w\omen in comparison wiith. rel-

atI C to, the ranking -al,,o in terms of prestige. 
pO \ er, or esteell ---givein to tile position ol iieni. 

oI\ocrucially important qtuestions are: which social 

indicators should be used to establish tile ranking 
of tile position of v.onien relative to ihe positionl 
Of men. alnd %lo should make this valiie judtg-
ilent. 

Freqiienily used indicators, such as proportions 
4,,,.I ;; tl,, il,hoi i1ncc an, l,:\vels ef cduca-

tional attainment, have important limitations. In 
societie',\here alternative sources of child care are 

11In 10,t Livilsall \ availkble to mothers through tile 

C\tenled familv. labor force participation of olth-
er, imay not be a 's,.ist isie." Like'k ise. in 

socictics with ahigh percentage of ill iterates. incas-
tires of status based on education assign different 
rankings onlyv to those few who are literate. [he 

illiterate majority is given one low status ranking, 
w'shen in tact these persons have different rankings 
relative to each other. 

The lack of consensus presents serious difficul-
ties in accurately assessing tile status of women 
within a socicty. and partictLlarl\ across societies. 
Yet this rCpo;t has analyzed various aspects o1 
w.olen's educational attainment and employment, 
as the best available dimensions to measure woin-
en's status. As Buvinic points out. however. in the 
final analysis, the leterinination of which indicators 
of status are meaningful is dependent upon the 
members of the society who determine the status 
of position within the societ,'. She states that 
.'meaningful indicators of women's status can only 

be derived 'rom an under.,tanding of both the struc-
tural and dynamic aspects of the society in ques-
tion-that is. knowing its particular social structure 
and tht sources of' power, prestige, and/or esteem 
for its menibers." Such a discussion is beyond 
tile scope of this report. 13uvinic suggests. finally, 
''current measures of wkromnen's status. especia!'y 
those used cross-culturally. probably could be bet-
t.-r defined as measures of 'miodernity in women's 

in this light, the inf'or-participatiom'. .. View,'d 
iiiation presented in this report may be useftul. 

well as changesDifferentials ainiog countries as 
over time were noted in educational attainment. 
The data reveal that improvement in educational 
attainment lor women over the past 25 years has 

been quite substantial in most countries. In Ma­
laysia, the proportion of women with no education 
f:l froni about 70) percent among the oldest to 12 
percent among tIle yongest w\omen surveyed. The 

data also reveal, however, that extreme differences 

still exist in illiteracy rates between men and women. 
Approximately 25 percent of the men and 46 per­
cent of tile women in the Asian countries surveyed 
w\rere illiterate. l)ifferentials exist in Latin America 
as well. although they are not as great. Not sur­
prisingly, in nearly every countrv. many more men 
than women have attained secondary or higher Iev­
els of education. 

An important issue to consider (but with which 

this report is unable to dead) is the content of the 
education received by both males and f'eniales at 
the primary as well as at the secondary levels. 

Masculine and feminine stereotyping exists in the 
education sN stem ofl almost every culture. The con­
sequences of this educational pattern at. clear. Less 

areeducation or educmion in those skills which 
stereotyped as "'feminine" has both a direct and 

indirect impact on women: direct in that it deter­
mines and limits women's job options, and indirect 
in that it reinforces traditional sex-related beliefs." 
As agents of change for the improvement of women, 
education systems must provide vonCn with an 
opportunity to redefine their role and plan their lives 
as active members of' sa)ciety. 

Wonen's participation in economic activity has 
also been examined in this report and, as with ed­
ucation. the differentials were substantial. In Bang­
ladesh. Pakistan. Jordan, and Fiji, a large majority 
of women had nevei been employed. In Thailand, 
on the other hand, only 3 percent had never been 
enployed, while over 85 percent had worked both 
before and after marriage. Among those Thai women 
who worked after marriage, however, nearly three­
quarters were employed in the traditional agricul­
tural sector which may not infer higher status. 

The issues women advocate in various countries 
of the world are universal: equality under the law. 
control over their own reproductive behavior, and 
access to the lull range of opportunities to explore 
their individual and collective potential. These is­
sues may be translated in terms of needs, such as 
legal rel'orms, unrestricted access to family plan­
ning inforniation and services, and equal oppor­
tunities for educaton. training, and employment. ,7 

Tile data in this report indicate that, despite certain 
improvements, these needs remain unmet. 
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Appendix Table A-). Selected Demographic. Social, and Economic Characteristicsfor Countries in the IVFS: 1974-79 

Cn 

E C _ _. u . _ . 

w 
_ 

C3 

BANGLADESH 
FIJI 

INDONESIA 

JORDAN 

KOREA. (REP.) 

MALAYSIA 

NEPAL 

PAKISTAN 

PHILIPPINES 

SRI L.ANKA 

THAILAND 

TURKEY 

1975 

1974 

1976 

1976 

1974 

1974 

1976 

1976 

1978 

1975 

1977 

1978 

76.1 

.6 

134.7 

2.8 

34.8 

12.4 

12.9 

72.5 

44.0 

14.0 

43.3 

40.2 

144 

18 

2,027 k 

98 

98 

330 

141 

804 

300 

66 

514 

780 

47 

29 

38 

48 

24 

31 

44 

44 

35 

26 

33 

39 

20 
7 

14 

13 

7 

6 

20 

14 

10 

9 

10 

12 

2. 
22 

2.4 

34 

1.7 

2.5 

2.3 

3.0 

2.5 

1.7 

2.3 

2.6 

153 

41 

137 

97 

47 

41 

152 

139 

80 

47 

89 

liz 

43 
39 

44 

48 

39 

43 

40 

45 

43 

39 

45 

42 

46 

70 

48 

53 

65 

68 

44 

51 

58 

68 

61 

57 

47 

73 

51 

57 

65 

63 

42 

52 

62 

65 

63 

62 

48 

70 

49 

54 

60 

60 

44 

52 

59 

62 

58 

60 

6 4 .8 g 

120 

31.0"' 

28.0 

3.2 

11.3" 

61.5 

380 

1'.0 

65 

14.4" 

2'1.7 

110 

1,150 

240 

610 

670 

860 

120 

170 

410 

200 

380 

690 

32 
79 

48 

47 

82 

73 

27 

36 

71 

8" 

71 

60 

75j 

72'" 

70 

88 

75 

13 

20cc 

87" 

70' 

79" 

60 

11.350 

2.300 

16,430 

2,250 

1.600 

4.350 

38,650 

3.850 

3.150 

6.230 

8.370 

1.720 

53 

69 

12 

56 

62 

62 

9 

29 

39 

20 

22 

75 

OP-DMR 

OP DMR 

op-DMR 

NOP FPAV 

OP-DMR 

OP DM8 

OP-DMR 

OP DM8 

OP-DMR 

OP-DMR 

OP-DMR 

OP DM8 

40 

26'" 

22 

35 

33"* 

2 

5 

37 

32 

33 

38 

COLOMBIA 

COSTA RICA 

COMINICAN REP. 

GUYANA 

JAMAICA 

MEXICO 

PANAMA 

PERU 

1976 

1976 

1976 

1975 

1975-76 

1978 

1977 

1977-78 

23.0 

2.0 

4.8 

.8 

2.1 

62 3 

1.7 

16.0 

1.140 

51 

49 

215 

11 

1.973 

70 

1.285 

33 

29 

39 

27 

30 

42 

32 

40 

9 

5 

9 

7 

7 

8 

7 

11 

2.4 

2.4 

3.0 

2.0 

2.3 

34 

2.6 

2.9 

90 

38 

96 

50 

20 

66 

47 

80 

44 

44 

48 

44 

46 

48 

43 

45 

61 

68 

58 

68 

68 

64 

36 

56 

64 

72 

62 

72 

72 

67 

72 

58 

61 

68 

58 

67 

68 

64 

68 

55 

14 

13 

20 

25 

23 

18 

17 

16 

630 

1.040 

780 

540 

1.070 

1.090 

1.310 

800 

72 

85 

64 

84 

85 

"75 

79 

65 

73 

84" 

66 

86 cc 

B7"" 

740 

78 

72'". 

1.820 

1.550 

1.870 

3,270 

3.510 

1,840 ' 

1.270 

1.580 

64 

77 

55 

86 

62 

79 

47 

Op-DM8 

OP DM8 

OP-DMR 

NOP FPAV 

OP-DMR 

OP DM8 

OP.DMR 

NOP-FPAV 

42 

64 

31 

31 

39 

30 

54 

31 



NA 	= not available 

a 	 Based on most recert official country or U.N. estimate: mid-1974 estimate for most countries. Each estimate was updated to mid-1976 t., applying
the same rate of gr(,w!h as indicated by population change during part or all of tite period since 1970. 

b 	 Rates refer to 1976 and were obtained by interpolating the 1970-1975 and 1975-1980 estimaies of the U.N. to 1976. The 1970-1975 and 1975-1980 
rates were used in the medium variant estimates and prujctio as assessed bv the U.N. in 1978 (U.N., Selected World Demographic Indicators By 
Countries, 1950-2000j. The interpolated figures should be considered as rough approximations oniv. 

c 	 Birth rate minus the death rate. Since the rates were based on unrounded birth and death rates, some rates do not exactly equal the difference 
between the birth and death rates shown because of rounding. 

d Annual number of deaths to infants under one year of age per 1,000 biths. 
e The percentage of women currently i5-19 years of age currently in union (as defined by each country), excluding those currently married but 

separated. 
g Data refer to either 1975 or 1976. 
h Based on an avcrage of life expectancy at age unc, infant mortality, and literacy rates. 
i Adult literacy is defined by source bb and cc as the percentage of those 15 or more years of age who are able to read and write. The following 

exceptions hold:
 
Source bb: Indonesia and Malaysia, 10 or more years of age.
 
Data from source bb and cc refer to 1970. The following exceptions hold:
 
Source bb: Indonesia and Nepal, 1971; Colombia, 1964; Sri Lanka and Costa Rica, 1963.
 
Source cc: Bangladesh and Peru, most recent estimate.
 
Data are from source bb unless otherwise indicated. 

j 	 The codes used to signify the government position on family planning are as follows: 
OP-DMR: Official policy to reduce population growth for demographic reasons; support family planning to implement this policy. 
NOP-FPA V: No official policy or statement on family planning or stated policy of non-intervention, services freely available from government 
centers or private clinics. 

k 	 Indonesia-including West Irian.
 
I Pakistan-excluding Jammu, Kashmir, Junagardh, Manavadar, Gilgit, and Baltisan.
 
m Indonesia-Java & Bali only.
 
n Malaysia-includes Peninsular Malaysia only.
 
o Exluding estimated adjustments for underenumeration.
 
p Data refer to either 1977 or 1978.
 
q Jordan-East Bank only.
 

SOURCES:
 

aa Population Reference Bureau, World Population Data Sheet: 1976; 1978.
 
bb United Nations, Demographic Yearbook, 1976, T.3 and T.41; 1973, T.33; 1971, TAB.
 
cc World Bank, WorlJ Tables 1980: Social Indicators, T.3 and T.5.
 
dd Overseas Development Council. The United States and World Development: Agenda 1979. T.A-4.
 
ff Population Reference Bureau, Family Planning and Marriage Data Sheet: 1970-1980.
 
gg WFS First Country Reports, Various Tables.
 
hh WHO World Health Statistics Annual, 1978, Vol. III, T.2.1.
 
ii Population Reference Bureau, World Women's Data Sheet: 1980.
 



Percent Distributionof Ever-married (orEver-in-Union) Women by tlighestAppendix Table A-2. 
Level of Educational Attaiunient, by CurrentiAge, and by Percent Illiterate: 
WFS (ountries 

No. ot 


COUNTRY ANI) AG;E CassIc 
ASIA AND THFI P\CIFIC 
Bangladesh 

25 (2823) 
25-34 I899) 
35-44 1298) 
45 - 495) 

15-49 1o5151 

Fii
 
<30 12184) 

30- 27441 
15-49 149281 

Indonesia 
<25 12608) 

25-34 12901) 
35-44 (2639) 
45+ ( 9561 

15-19 19104) 

Jordan 
<25 1 925) 

25-34 (1337) 
35-44 1 978) 
45+ ( 3721 

15-49 136121 

Korea. Rep. of 
<25 1 6(191 

25-34 (22491 
35-44 118891 
45 + 1 6731 

15-49 1542(0) 

Malaysia 
<25 (1181) 

25-34 (2253) 
35-44 (19541 
45+ ( 932) 

15-49 16320) 

Nepal 
<25 11966) 

25-34 (2002) 

35-44 (1455) 
45+ 1 5171 

15-49 159401) 

Pakistan 
<25 11471) 

25-34 (1732) 
35-44 (1246) 
45 + ( 5001 

15-49 (4949) 

38 

Ei)DU'AvION..\I AVTAINMENT 

Sccondtar Noit Percent 
Primary and Higher Stated Illiterate ' 

No 

LI. 


7()1. 22.5 0.) 
8I.0) 10.8 .1.2 

85.1 12.7 2.2 
88.3 9.6 2.1 

4.1 0.3 80.477.6 17.9 

11.5 68.3 20.2 
25.4 68.5 6.0 

22.5l9.3 68.4 12.3 

26.3 68.7 5.10 
42.1 51.7 6.2 
66.3 30.2 3.5 
75.1 23.1 1.8 

4.6 53.848.1 47.3 

48.0 36.1 15.8 
65.5 18.8 15.7 
84.4 8.9 6.7 
87.4 7.6 5.0
 
5(.7 27.3 21.9 54.8
 

2.3 58.3 39.4 
9.1 50.2 41.6 

29.6 52.2 17.9
 
53.0) 36.0 l1.4
 

18.421.9 51.1 28.9 

12.5 66.6' 21H) 
23.4 61.3 15.4 

7.048.2 44.8 
67.5 28.4 4.1 
35.5 52.3 12.2 40.2 

0.392.3 7.0) 0.7 
95.4 3.9 0.4 

198.6 1.2 0. 

98.7 (.7 0.0 
93.895.4 4.0 0.6 

86.9 8.4 4.7 
5.0
 

92.1) 5.0 3.0
 
88.8 7.0 

94.0 3.0 3.0 
88.089.3 6.7 4.0 



Appendix Table A-2. Percent Distributionof Ever-married (or Ever-in- Union) Women by Highest 
Level ofEducationalAttainnment, by Current Age, and by Percent Illiterate: 
WFS Countries 

C)NTRY AN) A;E 
No. oi 
Cases 

EI)VCATIONAI ATTAINMENT 
No Sconda y 
Educ. I'riniarv and Higher 

Not 
Stated 

Percent 
Illiterate' 

Philippines 
25 
25-34 
35-44 
45 , 

15-49 

(14981 
13486) 
(3083) 
(1201) 
(9268) 

4.3 
3.2 
6.4 

13.6 
5.8 

17.2 
20.2 
28.4 
34.7 
24.3 

78.5 
76.6 
73.0 
51.6 
69.9 11.5 

Sri ILanka 
25 

25-34 
35-44 
45, 

15-49 

(1116) 
(2533) 
12169) 
( 9951 
(6813) 

14.2 
17.2 
26.4 
34.3 
22.2 

41.9 
37.9 
39.1 
41.4 
39.4 

43.9 
44.8 
34.4 
24.3 
38.4 27.2 

Thailand 
5 

25-34 
35-44 
45 , 

15-49 

817) 
h1338) 
(1165) 
(456) 
(3776) 

10.0 
13.2 
23.2 
33.6 
18.1 

80.5 
77.1 
72.7 
60.7 
74.5 

9.4 
9.7 
4.1 
5.7 
7.4 17.3 

lurkcy' 
25 
25-.i4 
35-44 
45r 

15-49 

(1156) 
(1522) 
(1255) 
( 498) 
14431 ) 

33.7 
45.2 
61.0 
68.1 
49.3 

48.3 
31.6 
18.6 
15.3 
30.4 

8.6 
10.1 
5.9 
4.6 
7.9 

9.4 
13.1 
14.5 
12.0 
12.4 49.3 

LA]IIN AMI'RICA 
'Ohlmubia 

25 
25-34 
35-44 
45, 

(5-49 

AND THE CARIBBEAN 

8(14) 
1851 
942) 

( 3711 
(3302) 

13.8 
16.6 
27.4 
34.2 
21.1 

60.6 
60.8 
57.5 
53.6 
59.0 

25.4 
22.4 
14.9 
11.8 
19,9 0.2 10.4 

(_Costa Rica 
210-2) 
30-39 
40-49 

20-49 

(11721 
(1(181) 
( 784) 
(13037) 

2.0 
6.5 
9.9 
5.7 

65.6 
68.0 
74.4 
68.7 

32.3 
25.5 
15.7 
25.6 8.9 

)ominican Republic
'.5 
25-34 
35-44 
45. 

15-49 

(721) 
( 73(1) 
I 581) 
( 2251 
(2256) 

6.) 
3.3 
9.3 
17.8 
7.1 

83.6 
85.1 
83.3 
75.1 
83.1 

11.4 
11.6 
7.4 
7.1 
9.7 24.5 

'olnijifu'd . . 

39 



Appendix Table A-2. 	 PercentDistribution of Ever-married(or Ever-in-Union) Women by Highest 
Level of EducationalAttainment, by CurrentAge, and by PercentIlliterate: 
WFS Countries 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
 
No, of No Secondary Not Percent
 

COUNTRY AND AGE Cases Educ. Primary and Higher Stated Illiterate'
 

Guyana
 
<25 (1077) - 24.1 75.3 0.6
 
25-34 (1248) - 71.6 27.8 0.6
 
35-44 (906) - 86.9 - 1.8 1.3
 
45+ ( 385) 89.9 8.8 1.3
 

15-49 	 (3616) 3.85 5914-' 35.9- 0.9 -

Jamaica 
<25 ( 868) - 62.3 37.7
 
25-34 (869) - 78.6 21.4
 
35-44 (704) - 88.6 - 11.4
 
45+ (324) - 90.4- 9.6
 

15-49 	 (2765) 2.26 75.2h 22,6 

Mexico 
<25 (1591) 13.4 67.6 19.0
 
25-34 (2249) 18.7 61.1 20.2
 
35-44 (1765) 29.8 57.1 13.0
 
45+ (650) 37.5 52.5 10.0
 

15-49 	 (6255) 22.4 60.7 16,9 0.9 19.9 

Panama
 
20-29 (1269) 51.9 48.1
 
30-39 (1185) 62.8 37.2
 
40-49 (749) 70.0 30.0
 

20-49 (3203) 6.7' 53.3' 39.9 	 9.5 

Peru
 
<25 (1291) 11.1 59.2 29.7
 
25-34 (1978) 19.8 50.8 29.4
 
35-44 (1683) 36.4 48.9 14.7
 
45+ ( 688) 44.3 42.2 13,5
 

15-49 (5640) 25.8 51.1 23.1 	 33.1 

- Data not available inWFS First Country Reports.
 
Percent Illiterate source: Singh. 1980. No. 4. Table 5.
 
Jordan IV .9source: Singh. 1980, No. 4. Table 5.
 

Malaysia: "Primary Education" category includes religious education and nonformal education. 
Turkey: Category 'No Education" was not available in the WFS First Country Report. Age breakdown by Illiteracy is available and is used as the 

'No Education" category throughout this report. 
Guyana: "No Education" category is not available by age, Category "Primary Education" istabulated as "less andthan four years primary"

"more than four years ptimary". For age group 15-49 years, "No Education" includes 3.8 percent who have less than four years of 
primary education while "Primary" includes 59.4 percent who have more than four years of primary education. (Source: Singh, 1980. 
No. 4, Table 5). 

Jamaica: 	 "No Education" category isnot available by age. Category "Primary Education" is tabulated as "less than four years primary" and 
"more than four years primary". For age group 15-49 years, "No Education" includes 2.2 ercent who have less than four years of 
primary education while "Primary" includes 75.2 percent who have more than four yers of primary education. (Source: Singh, 1980. 
No. 4. Table 5). 

Panama 20-49 source: Singh. 19811.No. 4. Table 5.
 
Sources: Malaysia, Philippines. Costa Rica. and Dominican Republic: WFS First Country Report. Table 1.6.3A or B: Turkey, Guyana. Jamaica.
 

and Peru:
WFS First Country Report. Table 2.2.6A or C. Bangladesh: WFS First Country Report. Table 1.I.4A: Fiji: WFS First Country 
Report. Table C.1: Indonesia: WFS First Country Report. Table 3.1.5C: Jordan and Sri Lanka: WFS First Country Report, Table 0. 1. I A: 
Korea: WFS First Country Report, Table 8: Nepal: WFS First Country Repont, Table 6.1.1: Pakistan: WFS First Country Report. Table 
3.4; Thailand: WFS First Country Report. Table 1.5.3A; Colombia: WFS First Country Report. Table 4.5.5(A-3);Mexico: WFS First 

Country Report. Table 1.10; and Panama: WFS First Country Report. Titble 4,3.2A. 
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Percent D),t-.-'!tion of Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women hy HighestLevelAppendix Table A-3. 
of EducationalAttainn cnt and by Current Urban/RuralResidence, Ages 1549 

Years: WFS Countries* 

No. of CURRENT RESII)ENCE 
COUNTRY /.Ni) EDUCATION 
ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 
Bangladesh 

None 
Primary 
Secondary and Higher 

Total 
N 

LEVEl Cases 

(6515) 

Urban 

60.2 
22.8 
16.6 
99.6 
(517) 

Fiji 
None 
Primary 
Secondary + 

Total 
N (4910) 

14.8 
64.5 
20.7 

100.0 
(1764) 

Indonesia 
None 
Primary 
Secondary + 

Total 
N (9103) 

25.8 
54.8 
19.3 
99.9 

(1416) 

Jordan 
None 
Primary 
Secondary + 

Total 
N (3612) 

60.6 
23.0 
16.4 

100.0 
(2532) 

Korea, Rep. of 
None 
Primary 
Secondary + 

Total 
N (5420) 

10.6 
45.3 
43.5 
99.9 

(2834) 

Malaysia 
None 
Primary 
Secondary + 

Total 
N (6313) 

21.7 
51.8 
26.4 
99.9 

(1022) 

Pakistan 
None 
Primary 
Secondary F 

Total 
N (4948) 

73.8 
13.2 
13.0 

100.0 
(1319) 

Rural 

79.3 
17.5 
3.2 

100.0 
(5999) 

21.8 
70.6 
7.6 

100.0 
(3146) 

52.1 
46.0 

1.9 
100.0 
(7687)
 

86.8
 
10.8
 
2.4 

100.0 
(1080) 

32.3 
54.8 
12.8 
99.9 

(2586) 

38.2 
52.4 
9.4 

100.0 
(5291) 

95,0 
4.4 
0.6 

100.0 
(3629) 
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Appendix Table A-3. 	 PercentDistributionof Evtr.married (Ever-in-Union) Women by Highest Level 
of Educational Attaininet! a'id by Current Urban/Rural Residence, Ages 15.49 
Years: WFS Countries* 

No. of CURRENT RESIDENCE 
COUNTRY AND EI)UCATION LEVEL Cases Urban Rural 

Philippines 
None 1.7 7.7 
Primary 11.6 30.3 
Secondary + 86.6 62.0 

Total 99.9 100.0 

N 	 (9268) (2976) (6292)
 

Sri Lanka 
None 11.3 24.7 
Primar 31.5 41.2 

, 
Secondary + 57.1 34.1 

Total 	 99.9 10(. 0 
N 	 (6813) (1255) (5557)
 

Thailand 
None 9.2 19.5 
Primary 61.9 76.7 
Secondary + 28.9 3.8 

Total 100.0 100.0 
N 	 (3776) (551) (3225)
 

LATIN AMERICA AN) THE CARIBBEAN 
Colombia 

None 12.6 36.1 
Primary 58.8 59.4 
Secondary + 28.6 4.5 

Total 	 100.0 100.0
 

N (3302) (2123) (1176)
 

Costa Rica 
None 2.7 8.8 
Primary 55.8 82.6 

Secondary + 41.5 8.5 
Total 100.0 99.9 

N (3037) (1575) (1462) 

Dominican Republic 
None 4.0 10.3 
Primary 79.0 87.4 

Secondary + 17.0 2.3 
Total 100.0 100.0 

N (2256) (1144) (1112) 

Guyana 
None
 
Primary2 	 51.0 71.0 

Secondary + 49.0 21..9 
Total 100.0 99.9 

N (3586) (1303) (2283) 
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PercentDistributionof Ever-married(Ever-in-Union)Women by Highest LevelAppendix Table A-3. 
of EducationalAttainment and by CurrcntUrbanlRuralResidence, Ages 15-49 
Years: WFS Countries* 

No. of CURRENT RESIDENCE 
COUNTRY AND EDUCATION LEVEL Cases Urban Rural 

Jamaica -1 	 -1 
None 

68.5 85.6Primary' 

Secondary + 31.5 14.4
 

100.0 I(K).(Total 
N 	 (2765) (1319) (1446) 

Mexico 
15.8 31.8
 

Primary 57.7 64.9
 
Secondary 4 26.5 3.3
 

None 


100.0 100.0Total 

N (6255) (3650) (2605)
 

Panama 
0.3 13.1None 

24.6 62.6Primary 
75.1 24.3Secondary + 

100.0 100.0Total 
N 	 (3203) (983) (2220)
 

Peru 
14.2 49.5None 
50.3 47.7Primary 
35.5 	 2.8Secondary + 

100.0 100.0Total 

N (5640) (3607) (2033)
 

Data not available inWFS First Country Report for Nepal and Turky.
 
Lducation category "none- is not available for Jamaica or Guyana
 

' 
Prinary Education tabulated is -les than 4 years" and -mnorethan 4 years.-

Sources: 	 Malaysia. Pakistan. Colombia. Costa Rica. Dominican Republic. and Panama: WFS First CountrN Report. Table 2.2.5A or B: Thailand: 
WFS First Country Report. Table 2.2.6A: Bangladesh. Korea. Philippines,. uyana, Jamaica. and Peru: WFS First Country Report, Table 
2.2.7A. B. E.or T: Jordan and Sri L.anka: WFS First Country Relp)rt. Table 6.2. IoB r F; Fiji: WFS First Country Repon. Table C3: 
Indo-.csia: WFS First Country Report. Table 3,1.8; and Mexico: WFS First Country Report. Table 1.10. 
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Appendix Table A-4. Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women by Pattern of 
Work and by Current Age: WFS Countries* 

PATTERN OF WORK 
WorkCd 0nlV Worked Only Word Before 

BelOre Atter and After Not 
Marriage Marriage Marriage Stated 

1.4 6.0 2.4 
0.6 13.9 2.4 
(0.3 16.3 1.8 
1.2 17.0 1.5 
11.9 11.2 2.3 

12.2 - 21.4 
12.1 -- 18.4 
12.1 7.1) 17.6 

8.3 19.9 36.7 
5.1 28.4 39.2 
3.4 33.4 45.4 
4.8 33.8 45.6 
5.5 28.0 41.1 

8.4 2.8 6.2 
11.2 4.4 II.1 
J.I 6.7 9.. 
6.2 7.6 7.3 
9.9 5.0 9.3 

38.8 12.3 26.3 
24.8 19.2 32.0 

7.1 36.9 35.8 
6.2 47.1 30.8 

17.9 28.0 32.5 

-
-


14.4 19.6 37.0 

40.71.5 28.1) 

2.8 6.5 9.2 
3.1 11.1) 7.7 
1.) 16.4 6.8 

COUNTRY AND AGE 
ASIA AND THE IPACIFIC 
Hangladch 

25 

25-34 

35-44 

45 f 


15-49 


30 

30 + 

15-49 


Indonesia 
-25 

25-34 

35-44 

454-


15-49 


Jordan 
--25 

25.34 

35-44 

45 	4 


15-49 


Korea. Re,). or" 
• 	25 


25-34 

35-44 

45 	+ 


15-49 


Malaysia' 
25 

25-34 

35-44 

45 t-


15-49 


Nepal:
 
2 

25-34 

35-44

45 .. 


15-4) 


PItki,,aii 
15 

25-34 

35-44 


No. of 

CaSCs 


128231 

(1899) 
(1298 
( 495) 
16515) 

(2184) 
(2744) 
(4928) 

(2625) 
(2919) 
(26451 
I 957) 

(9136) 


9251 

(1337) 
(978) 

372) 
13612) 

0609) 
(22461 
(1887) 
( 673) 
(5415) 

(1181) 

(225) 

(1953) 

( 931) 
(6314) 

-
..... 
. 

(59410) 

(14711 
(1732) 
(12461 

Never 
WorkCd 

)0.2 
83.1 
81.0 
81.3 
85.0 

66.3 
6(1.6 
63.2 

35.1) 
27.3 
17.7 
15.3 
25.4 

82.6 
72.6 
75.0 
78.8 
75.8 

22.7 
24.1) 

2(1.2 
15.9 
21.5 

22.5 


34.1 
29.3 

14.1 
29.1) 

-

...-. 
....
 

29.9 

82.5 
78.3 
75.7 

45 1 ( 1500)70.3 1.5 16.5 5.7
 
(5-49 (4949) 78.5 2.5 11.7 7.2
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Appendix Table A-4. Percent Distributionof Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women by Pattern of 
Work and by Current Age: WVFS Countries* 

PATTERN OF WORK 
Worked Only Worked Onl' Worked lefore 

No. of Never Before After and After Not 

COUNTRY AND AGE Casee Worked Marriage Marriage Marriage Stated 

Philippines 
<25 

25-34 
35-44 
45*-4 

(1491 ) 
(3486) 
(3083) 
(1201) 

49.1 
34.3 
34.8 
34.5 

12.4 
8.0 
3.7 
3.4 

15.0 
28.3 
38.4 
38.9 

23.5 
29.4 
23.1 
23.1 

15-49 (9268) 36.9 6.7 30.9 25.5 

Sri Lanka' 
t<25(1116) 57.8 11.3 30.8 -

25-34 
35-44 
45+ 

(2533) 
(2169) 
( 995) 

46.5 
43.7 
48.6 

11.8 
8.0 
7.7 

41.7 
48.3 
43.7 

-
-
-

15-49 (6818) 47.7 I1.) 42.4 

l'hailaz]V 

-25I 819) 4.5 -. 

25-34 (1342) 3.0 .... 
35-44 
45+ 

(1165) 
( 455) 

2.6 
2.2 

-
-

-

-

15-49 (3781) 3.1 6.5 5.4 85.1 

LATIN AMERIC,
Colombia 

AND THE CARIBBEAN 

825804) 35.6 29.8 12.5 22.0 

25-34 
35-44 
45 + 

15-49 

(1185) 
t 942) 
( 37; ) 
(312) 

31.6 
31.6 
33.4 
32.8 

22.5 
21.1 
19.7 
23.6 

14.4 
18.3 
20.8 
15.8 

31.4 
29.0 
26.1 
27.8 

Costa Rica 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 

20-49 

(1172) 
(1081) 
( 784) 
(30)37) 

26.2 
21.6 
23.7 
23.9 

34.6 
29.8 
30.0 
31.7 

10.2 
10.6 
8.7 
9.9 

29.0 
37.9 
37 6 
34.4 

1)orninican Republic 

25-34 
35-44 
45+ 

5 715) 
735) 

( 581) 
226) 

47.8 
38.4 
37.9 
38.5 

18.3 
13.9 
11.2 
7.1 

15.7 
23.9 
30.0 
34.5 

18.2 
24.0 
21.0 
19.9 

15-49 (2257) 41.2 13.9 23.8 21.0 

Gu,-ana'
<-2 - - - -

24-34 - - - -

35-44 - - - -

45+ - - - -

15-49 (3616) 42.7 9.4 19.2 24.5 4.2 
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Appendix Table A-4. 	 PercentDistributionof Ever-merried(Ever-in-Union) Women by Patternof 
Work and by CurrentAge: WFS Countries* 

PAT IERN OF WORK 
Worked Only Worked Only Worked Before 

No. of Never Before After and After Not 
COUNTRY AND AGE Cases Worked Marriage Marriage Marriage Stated 

Jamaica' 
----

-
<25 

--
-

-25-34 
--

-
-35-44 

---
15-49 (2765) 19.4 7.5 30.4 35.3 7.4

45+ 

Mexico 
<25 (1591) 37.7 39.3 5.5 16.8 0.7 

25-?4 (2249) 33.2 35.0 8.5 22.2 .1 
35-,4 (1765) 32.3 27.2 15.2 24.0 1.3 
45+ ( 650) 36.9 20.9 18.5 22.9 0.8 

15-49 	 (6255) 34.5 32.5 10.7 21.4 0.8 

Panama
 
20-29 (1269) 22.7 27. 1 15.3 34.9
 
30-39 (1185) 24.9 21.4 18.0 35.6
 
40-49 ( 749) 25.2 17.5 20.2 37.1
 

20-49 (3203) 24.1 22.8 17.4 35.7
 

Peru 
<25 (1291) 26.6 23.7 10.3 39.4
 

25-34 (1978) 15.2 22.6 13.1 49.0
 
35-44 (1683) 14.7 15.6 14.5 55.2
 
45+ ( 688) 12.4 13.4 14.5 59.7
 

15-49 	 (5640) 17.3 19.6 13.1 50.0 

Data not asailable in WFS First Countr. Reptin for Turkes, 
"curretl)yNl:la~sia: 	 Age% 15-41) ligurs: "Worked Only After Marriage" includes 3.4 percent (214) 'alter marriage plus 16.2 percent (10241 


wsorking. but notbefore marriage'. "Wo\V:rked includes 7 percent
Before and Alter Marriage" 442)Ib.tsl before and after marriage' 
plus 301.0percent i 18%) 'currently %%orking. also %%orked belore inarriage'. These figures were obtained front Singh, 1981.No. 4. 

Table 7. 
Nepal: 	 Pattern age not available IrontWvFS 1980. No. 4, Table 7.ol %sorkh% Fi'st country Report. All ages breakdown otained frotm Singlh. 

'Sri Lanka: "'(rked Onl) BeLore Marriage" includes 7.2 percent mhlo worked away froguhonie atd 2 8 percent who worked at home. "'Worked 
Only After %ariage'" includes 24.7 percent %%howorked away front hotme and 17.7 percent w.ho:worked at hotme. 

SThailand: Pattern o) ssori. by age isnot aailable tr "Worked Only lefre Mlarriage". -Worked Only After Nlarriage". and "-WorkedBefore 
and Alter flarriage". 'Currently working' %%oitenare not disaggregated into before and after marriage patterns. st it was not possible 
to lsbain total figures for all women %%ho sorked before andlor alter marriage. 

Guyana: Pattern of work by age is int aailable fromtWFS First Country Report. "Not stated" includes 4,) percet wsho had no live birth. 
;Vork categories relate itofirst birth, as distinguished from work catego:ries which relate to first marriage inAsia.) 

Jamaica: Pattens of sotk b. age not available. "Not stated" (7.4 percent) itcludes 6.) percent who had no live birth and 1.3 percent actually 
ottNietf. iWork categories relate t fi irt. a%distinguished frot ssork categories hicl relate to first marriage it: Asia.) 

Sourcts: Nepal an,! rhailand (Totals otnl)): Singh. 1980. No. 4. Table 7; Bangladesh. Pakistan. and Dominican Republic: WFS. Special 
Tabulations: Malasia. Colonlbia. and Siesico: WFS First Country Report. Table 4.5.5A or F; Guyana and Jamaica: W:FS First Country 
Report. Table 2.2.5:; Korea and Peru: VFS First Countr% Repo t. ]able 2.2.6 ; Jordan atd Sri Lanka: WFS First Country Report. Table 
0). I. If: or F: Fiji: WFS First Country Reporl, Table C.7; Indonesia: WFS First Couttry Report. Table 3.I.SE; Philippines: WFS :irst 
Countr) Repuort. Table O.0).3; Thailand (Never Worked citegory Ottl)): WFS First Countr. Report. Table 4.5. IG; and Panama: WFS First 

Coutitr. Report. (able 4.3 21E. 
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PercentDistributionoj Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by Patternof
Appendix Table A-5. 

Work and by Highest Level of Educationa!Attainment, Ages 15-49 Years: 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
 

Selected WFS Countries 

COUNTRY AND No. of 
PATTERN OF WORK Cases 
ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 
Fiji 

(I) Never Worked 
(2) Worked Before 

Marriage Only* 
(3) Worked After 

Marriage Only* 
(4) Worked Before 

and After 
Marriage* 
Total 
N (4928) 

Indonesia 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
'3) A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 
N (9104) 

Jordan 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 
N (3610) 

Korea, Rep. of 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 
N (5410) 

Philippines 
(I)Never Worked 
(2)B.M. 0. 
() A. M. 0. 
(,9 ..& A. M. 

"'oal 

N (9268)4 

Sri Lanka 
(1)Never Worked 
(2)B.M. 0. 
(3)A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 
N (6674) 

No Edu-
cation 

84.1 

2.8 


13.1 

-
100.0 
(95i) 

16.5 
4.4 

29.8 

49.3 


100.0 
(4376) 

78.0 

9.6 
5.1 

7.3 


100.0 
(2470) 


12.1 
4.7 

41.9 
41.2 
99.9 

(1135) 

42.5 

3.7 


31.1 
22.7 

100.0 

(536) 


35.1 

5.8 


59.1 

-3
 

100.0 
(1478) 

Primary 

68.7 


11.4 

19.9 

100.0 
(1817) 

33.0 

6.1 

27.3 

33.6 


100.0 
(4310) 

85.1 

8.1 
3.6 
3.2 


100.0 
(701) 

22.3 

15.2 
29.4 

33.1 

100.0 
(2713) 

38.0 

5.2 


35.4 

21.4 

100.0 

(2254) 


45.3 

10.0 
44.7 


100.0 
(2637) 


Secondiry 
and Higher
 

49.5'
 

33.7
 

100.0
 
(2160)
 

39.5
 
10.3 
16.7 
33.5
 

100.0 
(418) 

54.22
 
10.2 
11.2 
24.4
 
100.0
 
(439)
 

27.3'
 
32.1 
15.3 
25.3 

100.0 
(1562)
 

36.2
 
7.5
 
29.3
 
27.0
 

100.0
 
(6435)
 

57.3
 
12.5 
30.2
 

100.0 
(2559)
 

(cntinued ... 
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PercentDistributionof Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by Pattern ofAppendix Table A.S. 
Work and by Highest Level of EducationalAttainment, Ages 15.49 Years: 
Selected WFS Countries 

COUNTRY AND No. of 
PATTERN OF WORK Cases 
LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
Costa Rica 

(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) 	B. & A. M. 


Total 

N 	 (3037) 

Peru 
(1)Never Worked 

(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4)B.& A. M. 

Total 

N (5640) 


- Data not available in the WFS First Country Reports. 

No Edu-
cation 

27.3 

36.0 


8.1 
28.5 

99.9 

(172) 

14.8 

14.4 
11.5 

59.3 


100.0 
(1453) 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
 

•Abbreviations to be used for these three pattern of work categories in this table (as well as 

::Worked Before Marriage Only" = B. M. 0.
 
"Worked After Marriage Only" = A. M. 0.
 
.'Worked Before and After Marriage" = B. & A. M.
 

Secondary and Higher includes upper primary and secondary.
 

Secondary and Higher includes preparatory, secondary, higher, and institution.
 

3Secondary and Higher includes middle school, high school, and college or higher. 

Includes 43 cases not stated. 
"Worked Before and After Marriage" category is not available. 

Secondary 
Primary and Higher 

26.0 	 17.5 
36.3 	 18.5 
8.2 	 15.0 

29.5 	 49.0 
100.0 100.0 
(2087) (778)
 

17.6 	 20.5
 
21.8 	 23.0 
12.2 	 14.9
 
48.3 	 41.6 
99.9 100.0 

(2881) (1306) 

inAppendix Table A-6)are as follows: 

1.7 percent who worked at home. 
No Education, "Worked Before Marriage Only" includes 4. I percent who worked away and 


No Education, "Worked After Marriage Only" includes 39.1 percent who worked away and 20.0 percent who worked at home.
 

Primary, "Worked Befrre Marriage Only" includes 6.6 percent who worked away and 3.4 percent who worked at home.
 

Primary, "Worked After Marriage Only" includes 23.2 percent who worked away and 21.5 percent who worked at home.
 

Secondary, "Worked Before Marriage Only" includes 9.7 percent who worked away and 2.8 percent who worked at home.
 

Secondary. "Worked After Marriage Only" includes 17.7 percent who worked away and 12.5 percent who worked at home.
 

Fiji: WFS First Country Report, Table C.7; Indonesia and Philippines: WFS First Country Report. Table 3.1.8: Jordan and Sri Lanka: 
Sources: 

WFS First Country Report. Table 0.2. 1: Korea: WFS First Country Report. Table 6.1.5: Costa Rica: WFS First Country Report. Table 

2.2.5B and Peru: WFS First Country Report. Table 2.2.7J. 
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PercentDistribuionof Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by Pattern of
Appendix Table A-6. 

Work and by Current Urban/RuralResidence, Ages 15-49 Years: Selected WFS 

Countries 

COUNTRY AND 
PATTERN OF WORK 
ASIA AN[)THE PACIFIC 
Bangladesh 

(I) 	 Never Worked 
(2) Worked' 

Total 
N 

Fiji 
(I) 	 Never Worked 
(2) Worked Before Marriage 

Only* 
(3) Worked After Marriage Only* 
(4) 	 Worked Before and After 

Narriage* 
Total 
N 

Indonesia 
(I) 	Never Worked 
(2) 	B. M. 0. 
(3) 	A. M. 0. 
(4) 	 B.& A. M. 


Total 

N 

Jordan 
(I) 	 Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 

(3 A. M. 0. 

(4) 	 B. & A. M. 

Total 

N 

Korea. Rep. of' 
(I) 	Never Worked 
(2) 	B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 

N 


Pakistan 
(I) 	Nver Worked 
(2) 	B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) 	 B. & A. M. 4 


Total 

N 


Philippines 
(I) 	 Never Worked 
(2) 	B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) 	 B. & A. M. 


Total 

N 


No. of 

Cases 


(6515) 

(4908) 

(9136) 

(3612) 

(5420) 

(4949) 


(9268) 


Urban 

82.2 
17.4 
99.6 
(517) 

56.5 

12.0 
31.5 

-

100.0 
(1764) 

41.3 
13.1 
23.3 
22.3 

100.0 
(1432) 

79.9 
7.8 
4.8 
7.5 

100.0 
(2533) 

26.5 
25.0 
20.7 
27.7 
99.9 

(2834) 

77.4 
3.8 

18.9 
-


100.1 
(1281) 


33.9 

7.6 

29.7 

28.8 

100.0 

(2976) 


CURRENT RESIDENCE 
Rural 

86.0 
14.0 

100.0 
(5999) 

67.0 

12.1 
20.9 

-


100.0 
(3144) 

22.5 
4.1 

28.8 
44.6 

100.0 
(7704) 

68.5 
13.3 
7.0 

11.2 
100.0 
(1079) 

16.1 
10.0 
36.1 
37.7 
99.9 

(2586) 

79.1 
1.8 

19.1 
-


100.0 
(3668)
 

38.3 
6.3 

31.4 
23.9
 
99.9
 
(6292)
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Appendix Table A-6. Percent Distribution of Ever-married (Ever-in-Union) Women by Pattern of 
Work and by Current Urban/Rural Residence, Ages 15.49 Years: Selected WFS 
Countries 

COUNTRY AND No. of CURRIENT RESIDENCE 

PATTERN OF WORK Cases Urban Rural 

Sri Lanka' 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. N1.0. 

66.2 
11.2 
22.6 

43.6 
9.7 

46.7 
(4)B. & A. M. 

Total 100.(0 I0).O 
N (6813) (1255) (5557) 

1ATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 
Costa Rica 

(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4)B. & A.M. 

Total 

17.2 
27.9 
11.9 
43.0 

100.0 

31.1 
35.8 
7.9 

25.2 
100.0 

N (3037) (1575) (1462) 

Jamaica" 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) Before First Birth Only 
(3) After First Birth Only 
(4) Before & After First Birth 

Total 

10.0 
7.3 

37.2 
45.4 
99.9 

30.4 
8.7 

29.1 
31.8 

100.0 
N (2560) (1184) (1376) 

Peru 
(I) Never Worked 
(2) B. M. 0. 
(3) A. M. 0. 
(4) B. & A. M. 

Total 

17.2 
22.8 
14.3 
45.6 
99.9 

18.2 
15.2 
9.6 

57.0 
100.0 

N (5640) (3607) (2033) 

See --	 in Appendix Table A-5. 

'No detailed breakdown lr this categor>.
 
2 Fiji: Pattern of w.ork categor) "Worked tBefore and After Marriage" is not asailable in WFS First Counirn Report.
 

Korea. Rep. , Rural includes Rural and Towtn. 

. Pakistan: Pattern at v.otk categor. "Worked Beli're and Alter Marriage" is not asailable in WFS First Countr. Report. 

Sri Lanka, 	 Urn': ,.,tern of ssork categor% "Worked tBelore Marriage Onl%' includes 9.2 percent "~ho ssorked awa% and 2.0 percent who worked 
at homte. 
Urban pattern o work "Worked Alter Marriage Onl"' include% 16.9 percent \sho vsorked away and 5.7 percent sho worked at home. 

Rural pattern of wsork categor, "Worked Befirc Marriage On]%'"includes 6 Mpercent vho \,"orked assa, and 2.9 percent hshoworked
 
at home.
 
Rural pattern ot "otrkcategor. "Worked Alter Marriage OnlN' inoudes 264 percen ht wsorked ass;. and 20.3 percent wuho worked
 

at hotie.
 
Urban arndRural pat'crn M otrk categor. "Worked t.cfort .it1dAtter Marri ge" is iot a.adable in \VFS First Countr) Report.
 

Jamaica: 	 patternil usork categor. is "Worked Betire of Alter First irth" (as disting.iushed from "Worked liefore or After First Marriage).6.1 

percent o \s lmeti had no first birth,, therefore could not detertiine tiuepattern ot Aork. These 6.I percent wsere treated as "Not Stated". 

Siurce. 	 Bangladesh. Jordan. Korea. Philippines. Jamaica. and Peru: WFS F 'i Couti Report. Table 2.2.7(, 1. or t.: Fiji: \\FS First Country 

Report. Table (.9.a; Indonesia WFS Fitst Couiu Relxput.Iattie 3.1 X:Pakistan. WFS First Countr Report. Table 3.5; Sri Lanka: WFS 

First Couniur Report. Table 1)2 11:and Costa Rica WFS First CounrN Reprt. Table 0. 3. 
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Percent Distributionof Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by CurrentLaborAppendix Table A.7. 
ForceParticipation and by Current Age: WFS Countries* 

No. of 
AGE C', Currently Working Women**CONI'RY AND 

ASIA AN)THE PA(CIIC 
Fiji 
• 30 

30-.-	 -­

15-49 (4928) 	 17.7 

Indonesia -
-
•25 

25-34
 
35-44
 
45 1 


65.5
15-49 	 (9136) 


Jordall
 
--25 9251 4.1
 

25-34 11337) 11.7
 

35-44 I 978) 10.0
 

45+ I 372) 9.7
 
9.815-49 	 (3612) 

Korea. Rc, .of 
-25 (609) 29.6 

39.725-34 	 (2246 
35-44 (1887) 61.4
 

45+ ( 673) 61.9
 

15-49 t5415) 49.1
 

Matav~ial 
-25 (1181) 30_1
 

25-34 12251) 45.9
 

35-44 (1953) 53.6
 

45 ( 93) 51.8
 

15-49 (6314) 	 46.2 

Philippinles 
'.25 (1498) 25.0
 

25-34 (3486) 43.9
 

35-44 (3183) 51.2
 

45 +- (12011 52.0
 

15-49 (9268) 44.3
 

Sri L.anka
 

•25 	 (1116) ­
-
(2533) 


35-44 

25-34 


(2169)
 
-
45+ ( 995) 


15-49 16818) 
 36.5
 

Thaihnd 

S1 819) 72.8
 

25-34 (1342) 82.8
 

35-44 (1165) 86.9
 

45+ ( 455) 87.2
 

15-49 (3781) 82.4
 
(oti'flUd . •.51 
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PercentDistributionof Ever-married(Ever-in-Union) Women by CurrentLaborAppendix Table A-7. 
ForceParticipationand by CurrentAge: IVFS Countries* 

No. of 
Currently Working Women**COUNTRY AND AGE Cases 

LATIN AMERICA ANL) THE ('ARII3BEAN 
Colombia 

18.5<25 804) 
28.325-34 (1185) 

35-44 C942) 28.7
 

45+ 371) 27.2
 

15-49 (3302) 25.9
 

Costa Rica 
20-29 (1172) 23.2
 

30-39 11081) 31.1
 
24.940-49 ( 784) 


20-49 (3037) 26.5
 

Dominican Republic 
<25 ( 720) 19.0 
25-34 (729) 28.0
 

30.535-44 (580) 

45+ ( 224) 32.6
 

15-49 (2253) 26.2
 

Mexico
 
<25 (1591) 13.5
 

29-34 (2249) 19.9
 

35-44 (1765) 25.2
 

45 + ( 650) 25.2
 
15-49 (6255) 20.3
 

Panama 
20-29 (1269) 31.7 

30-39 (1185) 34.4 
33.5.10-49 749) 


20-49 (3203) 33.1
 

Peru 
<25 (1291) 38.7
 

25-34 (1978) 49.3
 

35-44 (1683) 57.5
 

45 + (688) 59.9
 
50.615-49 36'-) 

I)ata nt . ailahle (iN current age brakdom in 

s untrn Report for Bangladesh. (u ana. Jamlnaica. Nepal. Pakistan. and Turke..Dita not usailable in W%'Si 'hCu 

(urrcnI, %%orkingwoi1nen is a perentage oi all ussilen 

Suiuce, hpi'. Indumciw. and Sri [inka Singh. 1940. No 4. Table 7; Jiurulan: ki FS First Cuntr%Repirt. Table (.1. IE: Kore.a and Peru: WFS First 

('olnhla. I)1,1iicumi Repubhi:. and Meico, 'FS First COuntr Rejprt. Table 4 5.5A. I). or F;
Countr.m Report. Table 2 2 fiL-.Mala',. 

Table 4.5. IG; Comsta Rica: WFS First Country
Phi ippine, V,IS Firt (ountr. Rel urt.Table I 6 3F; Thailand. WFS Firs Countr. Report. 


Rclprl. I]able 0 0 I;. and I'iiua. WIS Firt ('ounir, Repunt. 'Table 4.3.2E.
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