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A Study of the Attitude of/and Problems
Encountered by Senjor Home Economist Toward the Integration
of Family Planning Education in the Korean Formal School System
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< Abstract>

Under the full consideration of the growing need and importance of population education
in the field of home economics in Korea, the study was carried out to verify and assess the
following facts on the current issues of population education of home economists who are
presently engaging in teaching professions as the teachers of middle and high school and pro-
fessors of college and universities by setting its primary objectives of the study as followi-
ngs; 1) to assess the degree of general knowledge and attitudes of home economists toward
population education in the field of home economics, 2) to verify the problems encountered
in implementing population education by home economists in its field, 3) to find an existing
status of previous trainings received and other activities of population education of home
economists aimed at utilizing these findings as a part of reference materials when the popu-
lation education is conducted in the field of home economics.

In order to attain these objectives described above, the questionnaire was carefully designed

to house a total of 40 questions with good combination of multiple-choice and the simple"
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answer questions. The mail questionnaire survey was conducted by establishing teachers of
home economics at middle/high schools and college/universities as Senior Home Economists
(SHE) who are from public, private liberal arts and vocational schools. The rate of response
observed during the survey was 45,6 percent and the findings of the survey research are as
follows: :

1) Examining the status of the respondents by residence and religion, it was found that 45
percent of middle & high school teachers ard 59.1 percent of college professors are residing
in Seoul city area and that the largest percert of them are christian in their religion. Anal-
yzing respondents by their ages, 56 percent of middle/high school teachers are in their 30s,
45 percent of college professors are in their 40s, and 37 percent of college teachers are in
their 30s. In addition, 13 percert of the total respondents are found to be unmarried. The
study also revealed that 71 percent of the college professors finished Master Degree course
and 82 percent of middle/high scheool teachers are graduated from college level lasting 4
years. Looking over the status cf major fields of respondents, 68.4 percent of middle/high
school teachers zre specialized in hcme econcmic education and the college professors, on the
other hand, show relatively even prortion by specializing in the order of food & nutrition
science, clothes & textile science and hcme managerial science. As far as the length of tea-
ching experience is concerned, a relatively longer period of teaching experience is observed
in the college professors in ccmparison with that of middle/high school teachers. In other
words, 33.3 percent of middle/high school teachers are experienced in teaching from 6 to 10
years on average while 43,9 percent of college professcrs show More than 16 years of expe-
rience,

2) Examining the status of existing number of children cf the respondents, one boy and
one daughter pattern is predcminant, showirg 28.5 percent in middle/high school teachers
and 21.1 percent in college professors. As for the desired number of children of unmarried
respondents, it is ckserved that 43.8 percent of middle/high schcol teachers desire to have
one boy and one girl, and 31.3 percent of college professcrs want to have one child regar-
dless of the sex. By assessing the degree of awareness of the population education through
their students, it is observed that 53 percent of middle/high school teachers and 50 percent
of college professors are aware of population educaticn in scme extent and that a majority
of respondents took the positive attitudes toward an inclusion of family planning components
into the formal school education. Another noteworthy to observe is that a total of 84,8
percent out of middle/high school teachers pointed that the population education currently
cenducted at schools as a part ¢f hcme ecoromics are less sufficient than it should be.

3) Analyzing the tendency as to whether the respondents were experienced in receiving
population education during the time when they were students, 75 percent of college professors
and 59 percent of middle/high school teachers responded negative answers in the survey. In
the mean time, a total of 50 percent of the respondents replied that they began to acknowle-
dge the importance of population education mainly through the participation of some sort of
population-education orientend seminars, experienced by 40 percent of college professors and
80 percent of middle/high school teachers.
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4) What it calls attention in this study was to find that 96.5 percent of middle/high school
teachers and 72 percent of college professors conduct population education to some extent
during their lecture hours and that more than 80 percent of them are never experienced
in teaching population and family planning contents in their regular classes. It is, on
the other hand, found that no more than once was the response of those who believe them-

selves that they are experienced in teaching these relevant components to their students.
Analyzing the contents of the subjects being taught in the class, a large percent of them

are found to be consisted of population and family planning contents. According to this
study, the current population education through the formal school is quite inactive. Analyzing
the facts, 44,9 percent of the college professors responded that the population and family
planning components are quite apart from their specialization which eventually generates lack
of interest in the field.

5) It is also noticed through the study that the degree of frequency of commenting on
population and family planning contents during the classes was depending significantly on
their spzcializations which mz=ans that the degree of frequency varies from a major to ano-
ther. Thos:z who majorzd in hom= managazrial science was the first one, as compared to others
who majored in different spscializations. Glancing over the status of correlations between
agss of the respondents and numbers of seminar paticipation, it is quite clear that the aged
group participated more than the younger group did, and that the most highest number of
participations mads by college professors were those who are in 50s. In addition, it is also
found that those who are aged 20s and 60s of the respondents were the group who comments
least on the contents of population and family planning at their classes.

The suggestions and rszcommz=ndation made through this survey research are as follows.

1) No one denies that the rapid increass of population, as compared to the limited size of
land and resources, will certainly affect adversly to an enhancement of individual life quality
which will, eventually, bring forth the poverty of the nation. This is the reasson why we
are insisting that the world population be controlled up to an optimum level with a matter
of global concerns. It is our understading that the primary aim for reducing number of
population is believed to be attained only by conducting the systematic and comprehensive
population education through the formal schools. Therefore, the role of hom= economists in
the field of population/family planning education is considered very importment due to the
fact that an ultimate goal of population education is placed in elevating the quality of family
life by having optimum number of children through family planning program.

2) It is quite clear that homs economists as teachers of formal school in all level are invited
to pay their attention on redefining the ultimate goal of education and that of population
education. We also understant that the primary objective of population education is to change
the norm and value of the clients by replenishing the students with pertinent knowledge and
attitudes on population and its related problems through a sort of education in order to attain
the ultimate goal for enhancing the quality of life, There is no exception in the theory of
home economics. An altimate goal of home economics is to elevate the general quality of

life through an establishment of value existed in daily life. Considering the relations between
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population education and hcme econcmics, it is quite indespencable to kardle pepulaticn cem-
ponents as an integral part in the field of home econcmics. We believe, therefore, that the
senior home economists positive participation in the effort population control is more needed
than it has been.

8) It is also strongly urged that population education should be a part of instructor training
course for home economics. In other words, the teacher of hcme econcmics should be well
aware of population and its problems by teaching interrelationships between populaticn edu-
cation and home economics, needs, contents and methcds of population education during the
instructor training courese for home econcmics. In additicn, the senior hcme eccncmists sheuld
be encouraged through positive participation on the short term trainirg by types of dcmestic
and international seminar, workshop, etc.

4) We certainly believe that the population education can nct sustain itself withcut any
backing-up of information and findings!of various ard ccmprehersive researches of natural
and social sciences. Accordingly, every senior hcme eccrcmist is invited to exert their ma-
ximum effort to conduct systematic study with an aim to utilize these findngs and information
at best in population education in the field of hcme econcmics. Therefore, we consider that
the development of training materis! is imminent in order to provide effective and efficient
population education through the forn.ul trainirg ¢f hcme econcmics. It should be noted that
these training materials must be carefully designed, tailored and developed to meet the dif-
ferent classes of trainees under the consicerstions as to whetker it is easily adaptable and
infusable into the curricula of every field of hcme eccncmics, and it is acceptable in the deg-
ree of difficulty and quality in its contents.

5) It ig true that there are many domestic and international research rapers, reports and
findings in the field of population education and family planning. However, there is a tende-
ncy that the most of research papers are heavily relying on the authors intension and prefe-
rences in its expression and publication. Under these circumstances, it is urged that the home
economists should aware of the growing need of the technical training in crder to keep these
available information and research findings reprocessed and redesigned to insure the practical

application into the population education in the field of home econcmics in Korea.
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Table 1. Status of Respondents by Residence

Residence

Middle & High school
teacher (N =342)

College Professor(N=132)

(4
(4

Eup, Myun 20.2 1.5
City 23.4 20.5
Seat of provincial government 10.8 18.9
Seoul 45.6 59. 1
Total 100 100

N =number

Table 2. Status of Respondents by Religion

\ Respondents x;iil:r (%I;I-I;l:,%g) school College Professors(N=132)
Religion T % %
None 36.8 20.5
Protestant 31.3 41.7
Catholic 14.9 13.6
Buddhism 15.2 18.9
Confucianism 0.9 3.8
Others 0.9 1.5
Total 100 100
N =number
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Table 3. Status of Respondents by Educational Level

ml Respondents ?g;gi{; (% __I;Iéig) school College Professor (N =132)
background % °
Two years college 11.1 2.3
Four years college 82.2 8.3
Master degree 6.7 71.2
Ph. D. degree 0.0 18.2
Total 100 100

N =number

Table 4, Status of Respondentes by Majoring Field

Respondents Middle & High school
Major field

teacher (N =342) College Professor (N =125)

% %
Food & nutrition 15.5 32.8
Home management 7.8 21.6
Clothing & Textiles 8.2 31.2
Child development 0 5.6
Home economics education 68.4 5.6
Art 0 0.8
Biochemistry 0 0.8
Education 0.6 1.6
Total 100 100

N =number

Table 5. Status of Respondents by Teaching Experience

w Middle & High school
Years

College Professor (N =132)

(4

teacher (N=342)

(4

1> 1.8 0
1~5 12.3 17.5
6~10 33.3 19.7
11~15 26.6 18.9
16 26.0 43.9
Total 100 100
N =number
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Table §. Status of Respondent’s Existing Number of Children
\ Respondents Middle & High school teacher College Professor
T (N=291) (N =114)
No. of children CTT— % %
None 6.5 3.5
One boy 9.3 13.2
One boy & one girl 28.5 °1. 1
Two boys & one girl 10.0 9.6
Two girls & one boy 11.7 11.4
Two boys & two girls 3.1 3.5
Two boys 13.0 9.6
Two girls 4.5 6.1
One girl 3.8 5.3
Three boys 4.8 2.6
One boy & three girls 0.3 3.5
Three girls 2.4 0.9
Four girls 0.3 0.9
Three boys & one girl 0 4.4
Above five children 1.7 4.4
Total 100 100

N = number
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Table 7. Comparison of Existing Number of Children and NumbersPlanned before the Marriage

Respondents Middle & High school College Professor
\ teacher (N=293) (N=116)
Comparison 4 o
Practiced as planned before the
marriage 56.0 52.6
Changed by the pressure of others 13.7 17.2
Changed by themselves 30.3 30.2
Total 100 100
N =number
Table 8, Number of Children Desired by the Unmarried
— Respondents Middleh& Hiﬁh school Colleg‘;I Professor
— teacher (N =48) (N=16)
No. of children T % %
None 10.4 25.0
One boy & one girl 43.8 18.8
Two without preference of sex 20.8 12.5
One without preference of sex 10.4 31.3
Two boys & one girl 8.3 6.2
Two boys & two girls 0 6.0
Two boys 4.2 0
One boy & two girls 2.1 0
Total 100 100
N=number
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Table 9. Respondents Opinions on Population Education in Middle & High School! Home

Economics
R dent Middle & High school
\esponm te;cheer (N=1§42)SC 00 College of teacher(N=132)

Opinions : % °

Sufficient 8.5 3.8

Less sufficient 84.8 35.6

No enough consideration 6.7 60. 6

Total 100 100

N =number

Table 10. The Reasons Why the Seminar on Population Education is Beneficial to the Attendant

Reasons

Middle & High school
teacher (N=180)

College Professor(N=34)

% (4

Recognition of the importance

of population education 46.1 52.9
Assurance of the teaching method 39.4 1.8

and contents of population education . .
Understanding of purpose and concept 0.6 9

of population education . 5.
Collection of new materials for

population education 13.9 29.4
Total 100 100

N = number
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Table 11, The Degree of Frequency on Population Education during the Lecture

Degree

Middie & High school
teacher (N =2342)

College Professor (N =132)
%

© |

Frequent 35.1 17.4

Occasional 61.4 54.6

None 3.5 28.0

Total 100 100
N =number
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Table 12. The Field of Knowledge Tends to be Helpful to Population and Family Planning

\w ?ﬁ;‘ggg_ %Nliig‘g)school College Professor(N =132)
Field of Knowledge | % °

Food & nutrition 55. 6 36.4

Housing, environment 20.5 15.9

Child education 69.9 32.6

Family economics 32.8 24,2

Maternal and child health 40.1 18.2

Family relation 25.8 21.2

Clothing 0.3 5.8

Total 100 100

N =number

Table 13, The Priority Rank of Field that is Keenly Related to Population Education

Middle & High school College Professor
Priority Field teacher (N=342) (N =342)
% %

1 Food & nutrition 34,5 37.9
Sex education 21.9 18.9
Environment & pollution .7 13.6
Maternal & child health 9.1 9.1
Child education 26.0 15.2
Family relation 1.8 4.6
Domestic economy 0 0.8

2 Food & nutrition 16.7 25.8
Sex education 9.9 6.1
Environment & pollution 9.9 12.9
Maternal & child health 27.2 16.7
Child education 29.0 30.3
Family relation 1 5.3
Domestic economy 3 0

3 Food & nutrition 18.4 12.1
Sex education 16.7 21.2
Environment & pollution 7.9 16.7
Maternal & child health 18.1 12.1
Child education 27.2 23.5
Family relation 8.5 9.9
Domestic economy 0 2.3
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Table 14, The Fields to be Placed Emphasis during Population Education at College Home

Economics
Middle & High school College Professor
Priority Field teacher (N=342) (N=132)
(] (4

1 Basic concept of population 16.7 43.9
Prior:tll:g:egenerated from population 59.1 4.7
Population control 2.9 1.5
Contraceptive method 3.2 1.5

Child education 7.0 3.0

Sex education 2.9 2.3

2 Basic concept of population 8.5 8.3
Pr{)&l:;g:egenerated from population 20. 2 39.4
Population control 18.1 18.9
Contraceptive method 16.4 11.4

Child education 11.7 6.1

Sex education 20.2 10.6

3 Basic concept of population 3.8 6.1
Problems generated from population 9.4 3.0

increase

Contraceptive method 20,2 16.7
Population control 17.0 25.8

Child education 24.3 25.0

Sex education 19.9 6.8
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Table 15, Passive Reason of College Home Economics Professor in Popu'ation Education

—

R:spondents
ReaN

Middle & High school
teacher (N=342)

College Professor (N =132)

©
(2

Lack of intsrsst in the field other
than their majors

Lack of training matzrial

Lack of knowledge on population
education

Undetermined attitude of students
Lack of needs

Lack of curriculum to deal with
population education
(. In need of policy backing)

Antinomy of the law
(.. Inheritance law, boy preference)

9.9 34.9
5.3 10.6
8.2 15.2
1.2 1.5
9.1 12.9
3.8 18.2
5.0 2.3

N =number

Table 16. The Difficulties of Middle & High school Home Economics Teacher in Conducting

Population Education

Respondents
Difficulties

Middle & High school
teacher (N=342)

College Professor (N=132)

%

%

Insufficient knowledge on

population education 14.3 16.7
Undetermined attitude of students

& parents 14.0 12.1
Indistinctness of limits & teaching 4.4 9.1

method of population study :
Insufficient time (Not included

in curriculum) 15.5 12.1
Insufficient training material 39.2 19.7

N =number
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Table 17, Correlation of the Majoring Field of Respondents and Frequencies on Population

Education
Subject Middle & f{&gjs;;)hool teacher ’ College Professor (N=123)
Frequency [Freque-[Occasio- Freque- Occasio-
\ ntly nally N;ne Total |ntly nally N;ne Total
Major % % ° % % ¢
Food & nutrition 41.5 56. 6 1.9 100 7.7 79.5 12.8 100
Home management 32.0 68.0 0.0 100 37.0 4.4 18.5 100
Clothes & textile 17.9 78.6 3.6 100 12.8 43.6 43.6 100
Child development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 14.3 71.4 14.3 100
Home economic education 36.0 60.3 3.7 100 28.6 28.6 42.9 100
Art 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100
Biochemistry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100
Education 0.0 50.0 50.0 100 0.0 50.0 50.0 100
N =number

Table 18, Corralation between Majoring Field of Respondents and Attendance of Seminar on
Population Edueation

Subject [ Middle & H(iI%I): ;;5}3001 teacher College Professor (N=131)
Attendance Attend | Don’t attend | Total | Attend | Don’t attend | Total
Mam\ % % % | % % %

Food & nutrition 81.1 18.9 100 31.7 68.3 100
Home management 64.0 36.0 100 48.1 51.9 100
Clothes & textile 75.0 25.0 100 33.3 66.7 100
Child development 0.0 0.0 0 57.1 42.9 100
Home economics education 83.7 16.3 100 7.4 28.8 100
Art 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 100.0 100
Biochemistry 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 100.0 100
Education 50.0 50.0 100 50.0 50.0 100
N =number
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‘Table 19. Correlation between Majoring Field of Respondents and Teaching Experience on
Population and Family Planning

Respondents Middle & H(lﬁhz 35:;5}1)001 teacher College Professor (N=131)
\Teaching\xperience Attend| Don’t attend | Total | Attend | Don’t attend ‘ Total
Major % % % % % %
Food & nutrition 11.3 88.7 100 14.6 85.4 100
Home management 16.0 84.0 100 14.8 85.2 100
Clothing & textiles 14.3 85.7 100 15.4 84.6 100
Child development 0.0 0.0 0 28.6 71.4 100
Home economics education 15.0 85.0 100 28.6 71.4 100
Art 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 100.0 100
Biochemistry 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 100.0 100
Education 0.0 100.0 100 0.0 100. 0 100

iI: number

Table 20. Correlation between Age of the Respondents and Attendance of Seminar

I"Middle & High school teacher

Respondents (N'=335) ] College Professor (N=131)
T Attend | Don’t attend | Total | Attend | Don't attend | Total

Vears % % % | % % %
The twenties 48.6 51.4 10.0 0.0 100.0 100
The thirties 80.7 19.3 100 30.5 69.4 100
The forties 90.5 9.5 100 37.0 63.0 100
The fifties 100.0 0.0 100 63.6 36.4 100
The sixties 100.0 0.0 100 39.7 60.3 100

N =number
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Tabl 21. Correlation between Age of the Respondents and the Degree of Frequency on Popu-
lation Education

Respondents Middle & H(‘I%}IL ;gil)ool teacher* College Professor** (N=129)
D T | PO | N | Ty || oty | Mg | T
Years % % % % °
The twenties 22.9 65.7 11.4 100 0.0 80.0 20.0 100
The thirties 35.4 62.0 2.6 100 4.3 59.6 36.2 100
The forties 41.5 57.4 1.1 100 21.7 56.5 21.7 100
The fifties 16.7 75.0 8.3 100 27.3 50.0 22.7 100
The sixties 0.0 100.0 0.0 100 55.6 33.3 11.1 100

*Prob=0.0339 F=2.639
**Prob=0.0079 F=3.627
N =number

Table 22, Correlation between Existing Number of Children and the Needs of Sex Education
at Middle & High School

Middle & High school teacher

Respondents { (N =339) College Professor (N=128)
M More needed | Adequate| Total | More needed | Adequate| Total
No. of children % 7% % % % %
None 84.2 15.8 100 50.0 50.0 100
One boy 81.5 18.5 100 76.9 23.0 100
One boy & one girl 72.3 27.7 100 75.0 25.0 100
Two boys & one girl 78.6 21.4 100 72.7 27.38 100
One boy & two girls 67.6 32.4 100 69.2 30.8 100
Two boys & two girls 55.6 44.4 100 75.0 25.0 100
Above five children 60.0 40.0 100 60.0 40.0 100
Two boys 76.3 23.7 100 63.6 36.4 100
Two girls 84.6 15.4 100 83.3 16.7 100
Three boys & one girl 0.0 0.0 0 100.0 0.0 100
One girl 90.0 10.0 10.0 50.0 50.0 100
Three boys 64.3 35.7 100 66.7 33.3 100
One boy & three girls 100.0 0.0 100 75.0 25.0 100
Three girls 71.4 28.6 100 100.0 0.0 100
Four girls 0.0 100.0 100 100.0 0.0 100

N =number
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