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Standing (1983 : 517)¢] 1 &% ule} ol &
o] mElal HEhd di f@Ee J8 WES
L Fkwmbe BRAZA T Al ¥R
de EiFolch EFEHFRAA el = F
Hm b B AR 'R A
g T o, ES Mk B "ﬂ
Folvt #igt A Bk Eo] rEAN A “l%%
ek, B#Fshs oleiat Hukw Lo MEE
dsle ohg3k 2l

1) ol #Eisl HENRM S EEMGA o
T H L AR AR A8 s sty
290 BAS Rt T2, Aol of &3}

74E BORS B ] & =S E F
Lol 5 A#Hyst (Smith-Lovin & Tickam -
ver, 1978), oS- Bt mMEMI Sl HEM
tholl Wt FEM SHS Bl AAYG
RS A dsle AL #EHS 3
# Z3dba gdch
( ) B> HREEe] HbIEEE FYIsHA Rk

2 Zska dek KO o FtEsk pt&UER
Biio] ity Es EEEIA EE= A
i Qleh. AEEMQ) ol Exld KR HE

o rir

52 r£2‘~
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Byol @Ry Hifz, Rk (EE KR (po-

st-nuptial residence), B# | HEh, K&

o] o 3t RREE, %ﬁﬁaﬁ NS (= BEE

77 : marital power) 5-& it &E 3t HE 172

WS EEE dol £ 592 F 4 AL
E-olc}.

(3) sTfef{k iR (modernization model) ol 37
MR PSS mBke b S FEFERL UL
£ ol BB EBIE Al 5584l #A 3}
¥ =& ffEe] #EsSE 2eJ, at@#EE ot
ik Bl 2ol ool LRSS 2l 3ol
S S B AE MRSt ek
EFsE A k=l (Nelson, 1977 : 243). (LAY
HI%E 3 (cultural relativism) o) Aol 4 3
A AL BRE by Kol ok B
+ ok,

(4) FI3 BEEE T H TE HED

S EES o] EfTEE FRFEEM
for children) VY i 7]l 3’;}?{} H & (family
size norm) & Z3kA|3he fHE o] Yl BE
ol o] BRERE 4oite s HEMGMESE o
88 Mol At AL FAlse &
Heol EEolh

(5) MBS ikl RSy s)t a4l Wikl
B ol A= oihe BEIRIIZE & (theory of
role compatibility)ol] wjdled L5t WS HiG
o] HFS Awstd Ueh sk HEEBEY
HE-e 7 Bkl ptary BES @EEs B
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Hol glem? BEEIERS 44l —#k
o= e EiEoIth BEIR Y BE < W
Bk LR ol AR chax, #fiio B
o] A& vh2xm, ey E =el o2A o
Ebbrl e Foll el 1o #gEtot W8Stk

A B ol et REBEN st Hot
2 algkell FMREGES FoUvh AA, otk B
{EE)s HE DA A% FER 56 & Bkt
o %4 BRI RNEMGEERES RAEsHoh
=4, %% fRdA BRI A8 #HEE
~ WE IEHE ST BRGR (marital power), BES] HiE
71, HEGElcl N BEE, Fiool AT HEEH
F - ol BAs EE=Ac A, T K
HE)S wHREEEI2INZE (female labor for-
ce participation rate) o]z} BHMIISIEE FHN A
7} ol ule} iepEiEEL o) A, BHAAGH, BHLE
(work history) & G&3 HAMHY Mg
ol Efgstzl REIA. (FE B¥ol
R @A LERMsE st de B#
BFE A dAA = RiBEE K  stutos
© HEZE AT KSR BNl xh
3 SR erth)

F HRE (1) atkel KEES Kkl
A3 HE (e HERF) s AAsl EITRE

I} BGS BEsl, (2) LRmiEg s Kk
7] HE e ARMEE N2y ERY Bvd
58ked FpEsk, 3wy HEES RES
o] sle] #4448y (exogenous variable) oF ;A4
# 8 (endogenous variable) 7} 7} 2] = R QL
#E ol M SRS BEiHstd & MBI
o BENE NEY mEANA Sirsted 1 |

g % ole,

0. AREHR

A FEE KT Ao BRE HBLHES
WREHR o2 EEsgrh FE-T 1960F/ &
HL% 2 HEDKTE BB BE Y st
VB BMEERRS SRS Yol glvh 1981
FOEM RS 58.2% % mzhmyel FikitH
HES FTE el B vt o £4 vel
Vi gl (Table 1 #%). HEN BEESH
o] 1960 fR ek 19704 (Kol A A & H & =kt &
L5-2 Ml KEEES ) RRER S
I HES] &EHEZ Zolti(Rosenfield at al., 1982).
—fE o2 AL HEBRRE N FRFE
= HPERE (fertility regulation) 71 4FR =l o
AR o= REET AN M= TREHE S (completed

Table 1. Selected Indicators of Fertility Declines: Thailand, Indonesia, and Korea

Total Fertility Rate

Preferred Number of

%Women Using

Children Contraception

Thailand 6.3 (1964 —65) 3.8 (1960 — 70) 14. 4 (1960 - 70)

4.9 (1974-76) 3.6 (1975) 36. 8(1975)

3.9 (1981) 2.9%(1981) 58.2(1981)
Indonesia 5.5% (1967 - 70)

5.1°(1971-75)

4.7° (1976 - 79) 4.2° (1976) 53.0(1982)
Korea 4.9 (1964) 3.9°(1965) 20. 0(1966)

4.2 (1970) 2.8°(1976) 44.0(1976)

2.7 (1980) 2.7°(1978) 57.0(1982)

Source . Thailand, National Statistical Office (1978); Kamnuansilpa and Chamratrithirong (1982, 1985);
Kamnuansilpa et al. (1980) Indonesia, Central Bureau of Statistics (1976, 1978, 1982); Indo-
nesian Panel (1982) ; World Bank (1984) Korea, Korean Institute for Population and Health

(1982) ; National Research Council (1980).

a. Desired number of children
b. Estimated by “Own-children Method”
c. Ideal number of children



Table 2. Female Modernity Index: Selected Southeast Asian Countries

a

Female Literacy

Female Secondary

Total

Education % Female® Fortilit
Employment ertiity
Sex? Sex® ploy
Rate Ratio Rate Ratio Rate
Thailand 70.3 80.6 27.0 93.1 47.3 3.6
(1970) (1977) (1980) (1982)
Indonesia 44.6 64,2 18.0 66. 7 4.3
(1971) (1978) (1982)
Pakistan 10.3 34.8 8.0 32.0 5.8
(1972) (1975) (1982)
Philippines 80.9 95.7 47.0 72.3 35.5 4.2
(1970) (1975) (1981) (1982)
Source : UNESCO0.1982.Statistical Yearbook (Table 1.3 and 3.2) ; International Labor Office. 1084,

Yearbook of Labor Statistics; World Bank. 1984. World Development Report.
a. The percentage of women over 15 years old who are literate.

b. Female rates expressed as a percentage of male enrollment rates for each category.

c. The percentage of female employees among total employces.

of the total labor force made up by females.

fertility) & BMIshonl 2 @EIS 224k &
ol o HEN S W+ (Table 1)ol4 &
+ ule} o] WM F L (preferred number
of children) &] /b ol 4 2ol = glowm] 3t
HFa#el Bde BARS #Ad BhEs+s
RHEK S BE (EH G H58 = Theravada Budd
hism) 3} 2] =& Hfrol 4 v R =eln &2
4 dr}. (Kirsch, 1982; Van Esterik, 1982).

é,%ﬂﬂ WA EAE S sl st BEe &

T M 2 R BERE, :LEl7 &
%“& HEEBC S BRTOE KA 7 o

Il

o} (Table 2 4-2). TRtk #HmA 1’d2ff7‘
KEANANA 2 T3 BEREMAA = —‘7—531
A Gebta glel —flE 54 40 Y b
Hiskoll 4] 94% 9] EELctEel A aldl M FRE®
Eoll FF3HA BHEIL g+ e velva
¢lt}(Nantanee et.al., 1973).

EEol 7R v = shue] Hv-& B
FElael Feaxz ¢ vl Holrl,
(Hanks & Hanks, 1963; Prachuabmoh et.al,

) FREE AT hRIFS HEREAE S o], Kuo(1980)
olvt EMu e §5stx, Aeimlel qlEulAolrcl: Hstetn fEfgste o). R HENREE (WFS)
Izt Cleland 91 12| HRRHE-L B RBFEES Hydbstdt (shol 26l 4.1,

= 1.4, lEui4lel 1.1, Ul 0.9).

For Indonesia, the percentage

1974; Kuo, 1980; Knodel, et. al., 1982; Cain,
1984). o8 UEABRER eSS B ETF
b= FL7bA7F BECO A= P2 0d + gle
BtE oo MEdA Rl T3 vl 5
R —EHIE Tkl BE4de], HE®KAT #

v el oldr o] BRIEW, FA#
R B BEMEE, KSERE FEsel Xt faREs
+ bride price 52 FBHUELE T Jd+= &EH

3 @l gilele 2 HBE molw v}
i s} e} (Prachuabmoh et, al,, 1974; Smith
et. al,, 1968; Foster, 1975, 1977; de Young,

1966; Cham ratrithirong, 1983; Hogan et.al,,
1985) .

AR ehe Hof = B Aol A = of 2] fllmE
A BRI HBE olF2 v FES HELR
a3t o] mufr o} HiESEL okl Bk T MW
3 B o o filiEeld EES BEWwE 7}
Ak TEEAA ool RiEy ol HE
;El ol vl 2= HEM] BE = ae irm
Folzt @B ass HMEMH e BORBESL

Z| L

EEA A2 BrR#Ee BES PRKECS BER
Hhtoll
ubEeldl4l 3.3, @3 3.3
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HHRTHGEA UL EF 2 274 gl &
Aol A IEH = BERR Bkl HAEES ®E
ol v} fill MMIEHEREF A HHA-S 58 BEs

T ERWES Tl MRS HHT 4
it S @RS F Aolzh olwar A9
o4 AnSEme] Ml (I 5 Ltk

frel fmbelat M- BAEE EEAA LAY
2.2 mEtalol ¥ it@ny ME L) 5otk

. #wRAE
PR X RO 455

A Bt A v wHEEEE) s HE S BT
ghell ole] WiERISl EARMG S Rt s
LATEGR - BRIk A7l Bas
e 47bA BHE & PR BLS ol Sk
3 7F= #EERIEA) (recursive model) ¢1 Hierar-

chical marital power model, hierarchical

1. %173

child quality model, hierarchical ‘Education
Mama ‘model 2| Baast =l i},

Table 3. Comparison of Models

(1) 8% 54 3% (new household econo-

mics model)

R EFHG-S TrE o WiRY A%
zp mbabbx 2 s ERE PEfk e ebe A
& HEol 73 Url olz{3t AL Easterlin
(1978 : 61) ol 2#H el-S3 Zo] Za I vk
TFdrol ozt BE A ER- o R
5= fE# (price)’ o2k BlASL 4ol i E
g 9] B S (subjective tastes) ¢] S o]
Fv KBB4 o] Fol A, ol HfHL-S FKit
(household) 2] RS B KL Al 71 = oAl A B
5 et

BRI EEREES ThE T Aol Ml
ol IHEel A s BAS B @t
W OEEL PSR O B S0 FRE A

Aojela fEateh. shxlwk EEEA el A At
Bk RERAS HH, Faool A, e R
et FEAEA FuFE Soted A == R
) B BRI S A slvbe Aol
o}, oleiat el zekel kel mBAE

New Household Role Compatibility Economic Female
Economics Model Model Dependency Autonomy
Model Model
Female Autonomy yes yes yes no
in Demand for Children
Role Compatibility always no conditional not clear not clear
Basic Explanatory opportunity & role women’'s economic marital power
Concept time costs compatibility position
Demand for Children of identcal identical identical unidentical
Spouses
Major Economic wage rate working hours wage rate wage rate

Variables employment

Expected Effect of work negative
on Demand for Children

Expected Effect of

Education on Demand for
Children

Expected Effect of SES negative
on Demand for Children

negative

Influence of not considered

Non-neolocality

Our Related Model child quality model
“education mama”

model

type of work
ambiguous

negative

not clear
considered

child quality
model

employment
potential wage

employment

negative ne gative
negative negative
negative not clear
considered considered

child quality marital power
model model




L T2 HRE AR e KitHE
o ] £& &3t e 7o 2 E HEY F
A= HENE ok AlelFIBHER).

b Be bR EHHMI s = o
| HOREHE BEBAS ERAIZIA 54, o
otk BN /RS sz 2l #HH ol
-2 MHIEEARM ol K2 BESHA =ik o
ol TRHEHE sfh FHBHHES Lol KA
¥ (time -intensive) 9l {H@yolet L & =, F
BefRA-S HuEmeR Mnshs EE
bel ==, e A= A2 2 FL & EiF
Al =l ct(Ridker, 1976). SF7dl, HFEIKE
fﬁ Mol spell A B T WHES FaAE
o EH REfkEle BA S S Hste it
@M 3 IEHFIkch (Becker, 1976; Mincer,
1963; Turch: 1975; Easterlin, 1973).2} =t2}4
FR T RIMEE 5o 28 FKith] FHFEY
3£ (variation) ©— KT HHE Lo HHEH T
ol o3 FEEF ERAA FHshA slch o
Al el A, U FKEHREE S HERS St
A A (v fARRE iRl B o
AR TFREES - Hige e BE
HTORE HElo AATEST Fiool g
FRE Q) B ERAA v Rcks Aoleh

(2) BE I M # (role compatibility theory)

rol

o

3

m=>¢t>ﬁ?mlmu}r£

ol
-

B e e -

iRy 2 HEE I TE ] lol BREE K
S BAR 7Y —BEhkA @ olol] R EE
kEhS ahx Fahi ggmEl Al A R Y
WRNEEESS atel gt¥Eel of, 2elx o
S} AREEO A HipE{TRES] BMES ol U=t
o she] WMER B2 BUESH =gdck B
Rz £ 1 (EEY Ftkol sl Aol of
ek Bsfol whe} chE Btel whep Wk
Rolet, Fuh Boserup (1970) o] fRH§E vhol
7ro] FEEAM A2l Bflolels AL FKiH#LH
mgole| Hfgels Zel kel Wi A FIH
ArpEs AY = dek =3 EE el &Elel o
g ML mpERaKe MiEMel 2l skt

5

BE S SUEENANA BlAtkE 55 ch B
bl dolA ol 4HEEH S EEitE
ol el Ao LthgiEEh A M—Re v o
oh welsd tke]l #HEshe v RiEEE 9
HE FREFTFES FATEHRS Sdrta
v ¥ wHfER I FRTFELS BRE
H@gstwol ZA £go] 5w AR abebsich
o] 81 gk IRkl Hptsle] Stycos 2} Weller =
1967F 152 Bl A REIRINL ol et MEA S
FREEsle] St B S WEND Lt
Eo] AES BRI wWERAE BLI
FEZFch 15 HERER ] 25w F
THEI BES ol REEE S B8k
WE FE USN FAHE F2 AR “|°‘:ﬂ
BeriS BEdcs Aolvh BEIMIL O] |
RERr BB el ghEs MENL g 74
2.2 vebd # gloh BEIRILER o84
— R o2 HEHNH Sl FErol wgEst ARl
A= gl HENE T & ek K
GBI A EIEEIRT S BIR VL BRK st A W
gl el opul] el 7}o} HHHEMABE A 2o BBIHIL
B FHE s gasla ek 87,
HED BEs 22 de A2 o gEmiEE
2 Akt obvlel tkol fEFEAL v A9
HEolete Aol BEFIER S XA LBk
(3) Ry HBHE (economic dependency

model)

IR IERAER S ok fotfol KRRy
2 FRs de A 5 REN #aslk ME
o] gkl 2ol Lol HEz FEEFIL FEN
A= & tk-Z W (insurance) 3} L4 (se-
curity) olef= E S| HFIF) HEEeH BABistS
LR g E 7HxA S F4ioo thol elshe
= diazfye] et (Cain, 1984).

ol e} dbwdoll Lol REMBHK BEANA FEHEW
L2 fEFSHA He RElA = ZESEL obE
of Heted of 2 Hifrst BEEE T4 slich o
ko] [ —-sleia oled EF TR HEK
e HENKES Fire) S EEA 32

2) BT BB B BENSE HRT Tzl ohe] Firedl udt FEEAA wRE NBHAR HEFHRS
ESI o= #H-% =13 25tz Ur}(Cochrane, 1979 : Youssef, 1982) .
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HREEA A 9] 4L H i (security target) & 23
FoR == HED KR o FolA| Al =r o]
= wol zebeh= mhEny EERRE ] oFE o B
Mol m] x| %] E5h7] af Folvl, Le)sle] L2
fREE Y 2 ek il B otk &
EHEEEAL T (53 ofb5) o Fxrf 32
Kol 4 FLEEE AAsHA gpech ¥

REABER-Z FIFGHSERR o7
2 Aol A RS delghel, A, RPHH i
2 el gh¥elv B KES FHET BE
i & ol A 7F ofvlel HERY B ol XS &
chHell & =9 BE st & kA 2
Kttt Beol o] 2= &E) . S, BERREEER
2 kol Aol T o BIEM BFEREE Y
gl sl BRLE 7hxl= ©l w)she] HFRE
R LR 24EE S35t KEA
2 T4 o] Bkl el AA-S Fob A
W) R o) LM o2 RLRMQ F
frel el 2 BAE Ll A sl HEEF
v ItE S SiElshes FIR ol slo] &u v e,
B R E R PR LRSS AR
z BEERete] HENKTE Hegsheo R
BlEGR Ao 2 ZREk=le] Shoh

4) e E A (female autonomy model)

Dyson 3} Moore = Bk Lol Aol ik
S B o MR REE Hst el o] &
teol Fiftke] EES EHRUS st ot
e Aozl LHE Hbo) 252 B
o A B HEE 5 A NS wach
o} Ao 2 BERES Aot =HyE HR
T HEst olE EAY & v Bfm, ite
(), LER GENE Bekdch

e At HEEE 2 758 ERY
ol 9le Dyson 9} Moore &= ‘H##-S H#H
TEh =t BRI BRRTEY BEeS HmAAA
Trb 2 AFska ek 189 EEL atE
o] Aok @mrel R A el A HESH

o] ki Fe 4 uholl glebe Aoleh 152

BEl ool Bikal el HERFE —%E
A oo, Bl tHEEKES Bikel Mk
g T2 Kakst v Ao 2 Bl =
= kel agde LR He HErES
WEsHA ==, gtade HERE = RBAM
o2 e #e FE BEESte Aol ofhvnz
YFLRES] B FHEEA Hcke el 2
€2 slgoleh et o] &2 ol A= 5
Mt s AR Hirske 7, =v 51
Al ZBC - SCRLRASR 2 BRib sk ek Aol
A HEEE e ek HERENY B Sl gl
Dyson 3} Moore 7} R st U+ RBILE S
= deduix B¢ g2 doHd, AR T A
ohe R ola, ke e BES <
Btk oll A w) R xlvhr] Rl FEEFIRY BaK
g E ok BRIEY BERA Gddtols RE =k

Ttk o) fEiEB o]l BE ol o MRS B
SokAl mb=wul FHska, HES FrEH
AA A = @B S Bk shAl =lobs B
%06 (Weller, 1968; Ridley, 1968) ol %R sk
Cochrane € 1979%F 2149 EfkFertility and
Education ol 4 ‘Husband-wife power and
communication’o]| HEZHBHRE 2| FEHEY
= B v B0 REEN S %
Eohw @ o BfE ol 9| TS
oA A8l maystr oleh =3k 2 19764 Fr-
ank Bean 39| a4 w77} HEEEES 3
Zoglkel whel Ltipti¥Eol HIEEM oA
= &3t vhB2obe A" fERgst e ook & B
EEEe] RENA Zibel FHE-S HEEEN
A MBS v A= Ebol KA, HTE
KEEA A= kol s> TR BB 7F
ek ikl KEN M7 e FERETE
BEE 7L HERERES HES MedS 1§
gt Aol 4 Cochranet Dyson 4 Mooreé} 2
BAIZEE 7o) sk rt,

5) % i o gEA] h#gd)

A, & BIEEL TLFEE o &l

3) whEebdlAlsh <lelote| ofeHE L) WRPRAA Lo Y BELHKRE-S WENS LR 2 BES o

e der Gz gdeb(Cain, 1981).

4) Table 3ol A+ EHiFEH o BHEol ool M4 BBt Ao, H#o) dijpels BFEMAo
Bl A #mshe e HEE ohvzh a4 oAl Bl #AE @was gk



el Htel A2 MR WES 7HA T ek

BRGSO o] 28 A 4ol Hf
1 EERE S AAge cha] el 4 e
TUHES BEol g ¢lsle MBS
WifESl= o] ohvzl 2420 Fo|nf, HE 2
ThFEe s b ol g B LEE gt
= Zoleh. Schultz (1975) &= # g7t Hol &9l
i 215 Ags ¥l 9ty xolH, —
*—E o wiE R Kitol A MEL 34 AL
2 BHE= Adojzla EE I}

TP o) R ALIB AT 2 B 3l obu
e FREEERE HEESIT A &2 Al
A e RSB L B el dhxuk &
WHIIEE BRI 2 FI8% o] Cain(1984:9) & &
tEol BAyel BEFEE UL AskA i
b etk FLFEE FEREMC it & REN
HRF ol o)el pEta olw frgol A ul, RAN
LB Lo dit FE (need for security) &
ZHEE o] el Aolcl, HE Eol BE
+ ARk AY Bl FIEE oAt RE
o g HiFo| LY ENS BEALERE
Hul gt R = EBEFIEFRSR FLE
W 3h st she A 8] obBoll st =2 A
Eff & WMl sol, ol8idt BRAES 3
gholl oleo} flifo] FEdtel = B 7|7} of B},
3t 2 at i EEARER 2 Cochrane 2] Dyna-
FRTEHEA A3t & %
s FE ZRE AsA ZEsty U (Co-

RN A

mic process model -&

chrane, 1976,1978; Safilios-Rothschild, 1982).

of ANl XIBREEL FIMA L LW, Kk
HEN e #EE ZESE] 98 4 = Husband-
wife relation (Cochrane, 1978) 3} Marital po-
wer (Safilios-Rothschild, 1982) 7} 4 #7189 4
L2 WAL EE e S W
< fdl, o] BdllEZ Wzt TR [
—K 2 5 2 FFEA A3t HBE} op
= TYlel HEFAS T del s 9
},

=4, 7 BAEL REFHHILA A LMol
A g chEoke Holoh FHRHHEN-S ot
5]@%%ﬁﬂ«%t§§ﬂ Bokme 2 @i e

T+ olvbe el wEgskT vk, BEIHRIL o

7

AATRERE KT BiRE FLEAS TL4EM
oF fe#st oloh WEIFI B BEIFT ol
TREME oL BRE T AS S o 8keb 3 M gle}
rEptEEN o HAMEERd = &
Bz ol HEE AT FRiEsE Rl 2 ¥erh

A A, F AL T RS vAe &
iy el o3k BiEhel AR hErh HIERG
B A = FAotE Y BE 2 BBIR H
S %1‘@5{1—‘:—— BeKdEod  EEEE
1 HGE WAL ek tojw g HREET A"
(under what conditions?) e}= RIEEE RS
Hskr dv REIERAA = dHetrs)
Mo Yol TRACEE "ol i HWEH
RN B S S i RRIERY feEEA
ol A = FIRIHEFEHRA S ikl AR ghkHs
o[} old| whE& FREN) fEST Ol E el i
HEEEAC dol = AR RiFEEE) 2o}
Vgl e Q& BAES) (marital power o)
gt sl MEE S5 B - HHlE 4
A= fES) o] Ei=ich

g, & BRL TR o3 LR
EEh ol BN I #Ehol vt} WEIFHT
BERHol A= st PR HERT &2
ol &S vl s#tggol =l Al Jel
& AR HREE glel

Cochrane 2} Dynamic Process Modeld] ¢
o Al Bt ] BB KRR IBIAMES (mar-
ital power)ol] olal fgfbfb =lel. gt KR
Ao A THEREIEE)-> o2 HESRFS
mElsts HRE MR AR s Yo}

bR, & B 250 BEFH o AT o
HiEESE SR I ol st BRS 2ol
of, ol At BHEHElS Becker (1980 © 111) =
B EHESHS T ol A otk HES T4 B
(child quality)ell o3t BRL3 BES HAA
o 24 F4re| K (child quantity) o] gk =2

= M Ao fihgEka ol

uhxlebo g & RS it G MG (S
ES) 7t F&FEEoA vl 2= Rl ol ol 7tal
REE 7 el i Bl 4 i
POl -2 RhERREY (= ol HEk ks
Mo =Y FLEEE

ii r[r

(security risks)-g
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fHshs SHRE Rk BTG o
A= At ulel o] RiIFF ] WMinw (&
o] Gtel HEERS Eslod Ffdl gkl
BES WA Alel RKEETR Sl et shA f
ool Boll ozl BEBRE AT 2 (I
T8 = Wb EbA =lch O BT RN 2L Lot
BB pt @iy iz ol kol HigE
HEffoll v 2= g sl BB RS
FrEst edvh oivkskel BRIy Bl 2l
fHE ol £ Fiurt Zcotn BT o] afF
ojeh, HBEHIZFEI A Ao A= BEME &
gl it (environmental factor) @  {EMH

s oleh,
2. RENE

A BFFEO A= BFTES B2 4 7 Y
22 sl vk BHER-E wS o g R
#) 70km ol 2 FEESEE Q] Angthong province
=4, MREREERE o e il
HEMICE -2 ‘Slum Toey’ ebiL gel+ HITHM
oz 3e phlislgdel KB HE KMt i
S ol FRBIA S @Ry R ol R
A ol EEAHHE o2 pEEs ol el

1978 — 80%:rhol] Wi 4 B (4pH, Hel=l,
A AL, sholzE) S R fr

Asian Marriage Survey?] {EHEF O S A%
o {ERskde v, k& FiEel #kE HA
WS 1 TlbEsS & ARlBatos BRE
shedel.

FER P2l 90% 1 Eeol 20i& LARiT ol #5485 s)
= iprol sl WHEERE 26 Eog
PR k= 7o) biaszh A& R 2 Y=gl
oSl A E SHSks] 2)8ke] Chow
test 2 faF B5H #U0el el Iz g e
coefficient o] 1= 1EIITS] Z Wy FHEKSHA
orgo] FHEddch HEMOR 205K L BE
itk 941% 0] BEBR 2 HEE = Aok (P24
3734, ALHTISATIRIE 2844, fRiiFhZERS 198 %
A 86€4) .

(Table 4= A& BFE (T = #ME EH
SRS ook & el ARMEol (LR
vl &= WEE HEAS] $l5ke] B 4SS baseline
o2 @epsla, AUHIKATRRE, fMidEs, &
A 52 37k dummy variable S FIH 3Ly
c}.

ko] B BEMRES 6162 category &
li 7y #lof odgl ot 4 7kx] category & #PH{f
rElG T, ko] BAAES EES KEEEE
EE sl sdel s+ BT o O
i) 2 RBiskalch

Table 4. Measurement of Variables Included in the Analysis

Variable Name

Units of Measurement

Age (B101) Years

Duration of marriage

(DURAMAR)

Education (ED) Years of school completed

UUxorilocality (MATRI) Dummy variable

Years (Current age minus age at first marriage)

1 =coresidence with bride’s family

0 =other

Virilocality (PATRI) Dummy variable

=coresidence with groom’s family

0 =other

Mother’s work Dummy variable

experience (D102)

1 =non-houseworker at the time of respondent’s birth

0 =houseworker at the time of respondent’s birth

5) Becker (1981 :112) &= JBBEF A Ao A Ritargel MA - HES #Hsts ZRE Hd £ Ud%

3oolel

faHst

o



(Table 4. Continued)

Variable Name

Units of Measurement

Friend's relative

fertlity (FRIEND)

Parents’ relative
social status (PARST)

Sex role attitude

(SEXROLE)
Work history (F105)

White collar worker

(WHITEJOB)

Non-white collar

worker (NWJOB)

At-home worker

(HOMEJOB)

Away-from-home worker

(OUTJOB)

Non-houseworker

(OUTOCCUP)

Marital power
(MARPOWER)

Family size preference

TOTWANT)

Urban-lower stratum

(URBANLOW)

Urban-middle stratum

(MIDDLE)

Chinese (CHINESE)

Aspiration for. child

education (EDASPR)

1 = friend’s fertility is lower than respondent’s fertility.
2 = friend’s fertility is equal to respondent’s fertility.

3 =friend’s fertility is higher than respondent’s fertility.
1= bride’s parents are lower than groom’s parents.

2 == bride’s parents are equal to groom’s parents.

3 = bride’s parents are higher than groom’s parents.

Sex role identity scores ranging from 4 to 20.

1 = not worked before marriage
2 = stopped working before first birth
3 ==stopped working after first birth
4 = never stopped working
Dummy variable
1 = white collar worker working away from home
0 =other
Dummy variable
1 = non-white coliar worker working away from home
0 =other
Dummy variable
1 = non-houseworker working at home
0 =other
Dummy variable
1 = non-houseworker working away from home (white collar worker and
non-white collar worker)
0 =other
Dummy variable
1 = non -houseworker working either at home or away from home
0 = houseworker

Decision-making power index scores ranging from 3 to 15,

Ideal (or preferred) number of children

Dummy variable
1 =residence in scattered urban areas
0 =other
Dummy variable
1 =residence in settled urban areas
0 ==other
Dummy variable
1 =Chinese’s
0 =ethnic thais
Desired years of schooling for children

Note:Variable labels are in parentheses.
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3. pRAE
A RN A kel fifiEE) 2k ST
el REBHE S hrskenl del 3 7k A

o) [N R R — i1 R BHGR (simple one

Table 5. Basic Relationship and Model

-way causation), YW HKRRERIF (two-way cau-
sation), 1| #HEA—FH REEEH (multiple
S+ SN
ol 4l = WHRERAR S H—H HEBRGA
g st (Table 5) 9} 72 RS- A &) s}9ich

one-way causation) — & %

Two-way Causation Multiple One-way Causation

Basic relationship Fertility Endogenous
Exogenous _——"" preference Exogenous variable Fertility
variable \ variable (women's — preference
work
Women’s work included)

Reciprocal causation model (1) Hierarchical child quality model

Related model
Reciprocal causation model (] ) Hierarchical marital power model
Hierarchical education mama model

Type of model Non-recursive Recursive

(1) BHREHAE () @ BB RRE S 2 e i

A B A otk fusiEE) - BAE S B¥
HE L KBS EEEiEe sl T
o] ARMERE FETAN 2ded Ordinary least
squares (OLS) 2] Two-stage least squares #-S 93l instrument variable & {# = ¢ ¢}
(TSLS)#skell o3t A7k g #Hat =l Aok FEaR o R webe] MEERIFOL MR ERES
A 2l A= TSLS & #H71 ol EARK 3EEe Aol Aol HERREME L et
7 A Ao] Brot ekl ok (PR SERF oF L ik 0 Ao g2 ebyte}l (Table 6 #2), OLS 4

WS skl olel 2 5kAl OLS HERXS
= FtHT ol ol ofskoivh). TSLS 7ol 8l
of 7h7kE B#Eel ILBAE ) = LH;%E;E&?—E—
= G PRI

ig

3+, mother’s work experience +

Table 6. Two-Stage Least Squares and Ordinary Least Squares Parameter Estimates(Model 1):
Type of work and Fertility Preference

Rural (N =335) Urban-lower (N =243) Urban-middle (N =172)

TOTWANT as  OQUTOCCUPas TOTWANT as OQUTOCCUP as  TOTWANT as OQUTOCCUP as
dependent dependent dependent dependent dependent dependent
variable variable variable variable variable variable

TSLS OLs TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS

TOTWANT a a 0.14 0.00 a a —0.12 0.04 a a 0.02 0.03
ouroccup  —0.18 —0.01 a a 0.22 0.03 a a 0.04 0.03 a a
R? 0.14 0.14 003 0.03 0.17 0.15 0.05 0.05 0.07 007 0.19 0.19

Note : Friend’s relative fertility excluded from this equation in which non-houseworker (OUTOCCUP)
is a dependent variable. Mother’s work experience excluded from the equation in which
fertility preference (TOTWANT) is a dependent variable. Exogenous variables are education,
age, duration of marriage, sex role attitude, work history, matrilocality, patrilocality,
aspiration for child education, parents’ relative social status, and marital power. Related
statistics are not presented in this table.

TOTWANT : fertility preference (desired family size)

OQUTOCCUP : non-houseworker (dummy)

a. variable is dependent in this equation.



TSLS #iskdl A SFmhER S Bastis
Tl =o]E predictor & BRE 4+ ¢k

(2) WHRRMG () © By R T
A A ool BBEREE #Ees
& = 9l . instrumental variable & % 59
ok Lo BE5RES YehA Mother’s work
experience ¢| 2]o] marital power £} sex role
attitude 7} BN 2 @& =gl
OLS Hikell dAM = HHihERS Bt
s K HEEF- HERES vxx
de Ao BEScH(Table 7 B). HE

11

B RYAMEDS BRI S BRI, &
IR o) P RmER S R T RS Sel e A
©8 vebda gleh o)A MR LR o
of otk e) mBER S EHT LWL —Hmo
2 REH) BIRl 2dehe e A o
RS ¥ Fu el @mEs mEED
& KL [ RS NS R MRS
Folel HEDE T AL Aol ki
ERNE R S I
E ol EE Holod MAEEE Fol5 L 4
RE Ho: A0RE HHFY = oo

Table 7. Two-Stage Least Squares and Ordinary Least Squares Parameter Estimates(Model 2):
Work History and Fertility Preference for non- Houseworker

Rural (N=268) Urban-lower (N=93) Urban-middle (N=90)
TOTWANT as F 105 TOTWANT as F105 TOTWANT as F105
dependent as dependent aependent as dependent dependent as dependent
variable Variable variable variable variable variable
TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS TSLS OLS
TOTWANT a a 0.12 0.19*** a b 0.22* a a 0.02 0.6
F105 —0.04 0.15*** a a 0.30*** 0.29*** a a 0.15 0.21** a a
R? 0.12  0.13 0.10 0.13 0.23 0.25 0.28 0.06 0.09 0.01 0.02

Note : Friend's relative fertility excluded from this equation in which work history (F105) acts as a

dependent variable. Sex role attitude, mother’s work experience, and marital power excluded from

the equation in which fertility preference TOTWANT) acts as a dependent variable. Exogenous

variables are parents’ relative social status, age, education, duration of marriage, matrilocality,

patrilocality, and aspiration for child education. Related statistics are not presented ir this table.

TOTWANT : fertility preference (desired family size)

F 105: work history (continuity)
*p<0.01

** 0.01<p=0.05

* 0.05<p=0.10

a, variable is dependent in this equation.

b. variable excluded from this equation, since its minimum tolerance level is smaller than 0.0001.

skx|ak TSLS Jkell i LT}
SRR KRR 7L ek Rl Fokel i
LTS g &l 7ol sk ol HEEIF o —Hm
¢l positive effect & 3 AL} o},

BHEFE S Mol 2l OLSeF TSLS fkol
A2 ohE MSRE HHeE L deirtAie &
e 4 deoed 3% shvE multicollinearity
R olch, Multicollinearity R 1E¥F ol 4
A== 55 Hrel o] BEAEEIL obser-

ved variable B} s ggrel 7 MHHBARAE 7}
o} gfistels dlol 4 Al zbglel, o] 248 multico-
lhnearlty Fidiell stz iske] & ppoedl A

4= parameter 59| EE#EHE E Z o]y 2]3|o
sample & Holv HEEE HESACL Multi-
collinearity 3 H¥dl+ HARHE Bt
Jithel doen, ol& ﬁ&d] WfEshar ol B
e REY JUE oy, —HE Jd: Mg
WEE 45 + o Bhe EZ@Esia gt
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(Berry, 1984). ¥} & XS o7 ¢t &
AEL THREHERS By el Masdeh 18
v oA 3 AR 3L AR ol = BRI 7T

= Aoz Jepta Yol (Table 8 #F)., K
BALS Matdr £ HABES B %4 B
HA e Ao YERch & BA oo A
To| M-S HEEF L BRI B = o
glovk ol s EEaLE kAl BREs o ol

e Eatvlh. = shve AEEEY BEol £
Gz Grbe AHeoloh o Uv BEUT PHE
3 HESEFA et FE8NS FAEt e 3
multicollinearity 2] I~ &l 71 Yrh
KA, BES mE, KoARS, HE0 R
18, Frigdl o3 WmEE, THHEEFRESS W
Hi REMEERS 7S flsld BME B
e ojol & Folole BBEolel A}

Table 8. Two-Stage Least-Squares Parameter Estimates for Non-Recursive Model: Work History and

Fertility Preference (N=512)

Fertility Preference as
Dependent Variable

Work History as
Dependent Variable

Unstandardized Standardized Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient Coefficient
Sex role attitude -- -- —0.03** —0.15%**
Parents’ social status —0.02 —0.01 0.03 0.03
Respondent’s Age —0.01 —0.03 —0.01 —0.05
Educational attainment —0.01 —0.02 0.00 —0.02
Duration of marriage 0.06*** 0.03*** 0.00 0.02
Matrilocality 0.04 0.02 —0.02 —0.01
Patrilocality 0.13 0.05 —0.04 —0.02
Aspiration for child education —0.01 -—0.03 —0.02 —0.09
Friend’s relative fertility —0.10** —0.08** -- - -
Mother’s work experience -- -- 0.24** 0.10**
Marital power - - - - 0.07**%* 0.31%**
Rural 0.04 0.02 -—0.11 —0.08
Urban-lower 0.24 0.09 0.04 0.02
Chinese 0.74%** 0.19*** 0.26 0.10
Work history 0.03 0.03 - - - -
Fertility preference - - -- 0.02 0.02
R? 0.14 0.11

Note: - -indicates variable excluded in this equation.

***p=0.01
** 0.01<p=0.05
* 0.05<p=0.10

(3) <=3t > 8 (Recursive Model )

giiafgr wkel o]l A WREA A= 37HA hi-
erarchical modelo] 4} 8 =9l v} BB T 4
v HE#EIF= #E s WBRRA Ao R#
F7) /& 18 S
power modeloj4 4}/ 8+ mother’s work

history, parent’s relative status, age, edu-

Hierarchical marital

cation, patrilocality, matrilocality, friend’s
relative fertilitys- o), WN/AESE = sex role
attitude, work history, work status, mari-
tal power A2 7= ¢} (Figure 1, 2,3, 24 %)

Hierarchical marital power model2 #ijif
T Lt RS B S AE Rl ol e
PEERF = BE L ob o] HENBAGR Sl EE T
A7) wiiell Lotk o] BFEE = BtRel el



Fig. 1.
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Fig.2. Path diagram: Hierarchical Child Quality Model
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Fig.3. Path diagram . Hierarchical “Education Mama” Model
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P EIF= marital power® H- ] oJ3Fg  ul
ok h4lol Hd Aol

Hierarchical child quality model& H&K it
R ol B 2 7Fx B3 & S
gt 7 o] r}.

(a) Forell oigh HHAES Firol Hel w7t
WERA Tl AT E#s B (perceived
cost of children) ©& 3 4H 4 glo= & 1
THHEA N AEt Fod
- A=, Fo] Al HFES A HEF i
= ol Al =l vk

kel FREERS TRl BnE vk
3 AR Wine Fidl dlst gES Bl M
LE A ubEe] ASRMo 2 HEEFE ot
Zl e},

Hierarchical education mama model & %
E= obAlohit oA vERAL A=
FER k7l ¢a Aol et
o fire] AT Al R BRS Sl R
118 71gook s weld RFIGE)S LubT

rir

W)

i
o
s
Hu
gk

B
e

educa-~

tion mama syndrome-°-

Al ®leb 7 o] education mama syndrome 2|
o] o} (Fukutake, 1974). 3+, Oppenheimer
(1981, 1982) ¢ ol 2lakad Fhol T %
O HE A K GE (Family life cycle)
%0l economic squeezesZ 7FHEoT A 4
e dd g yhel Al wbSbe Adolvh fh
ol thEY KEH ol Ltk FREES EEMA K
#5 712cle education mama syndromeo],
HEme. 2 fFH vl Oppenheimer?] econo-
mic squeezes modelo] FEiSell glel ¥
Q) S 71 Aol (Table 9)= 7 8
Bol Raimel BURE B #Eme Aol

V. ER&HER A 51&R

of A ZE Al sb A KRR (hierarchical
marital power model, hierarchical child
quality model, hierarchical education mama
model) off &) 7F3lod M i ul 2= Lkt
o wENE MEd AR WA R
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Table 9. Hypothesized Effect of Independent Variables on Fertility Preference Through Intervening

Variables
Effect on Endogenous Variable  Effect on

Age at  Sex role  Work Marital  Outdoor Afz‘:'l:;]tili?in Fertility

Marriage Attitude History  Power Work education preference
Education + + + + + + _
Age ? - + - ? +
Duration of Marriage — ? ? ? +
Parents’ relative social status — + ?
Mother's work experience + + + -+ _
Uxorilocality ? + 4 2
Virilocality ? — + ?
Friends' relative fertility +, —
Sex role attitude + ? + + _
Marital power )
Outdoor work + + -
Aspiration for child education +, — +, — +, —
Work history + ? + ?
+ : positive effect, — . negative effect, ? . ambiguous effect

Table 10. Expected and Observed Effects of Independent Variables on Fertility Preference

Independent Variable

Expected Effect

Observed Effect

a. Exogenous Variable

Education
Parents’ relative social status
Mother’s work experience
Uxorilocality
Virilocality
Friend’s relative fertility
Age
b. Endogenous variable
Duration of marriage
Sex role attitude
Work history
Outside-home work
Marital power
Aspiration for child education

+ : positive effect, — : negative effect, ? : unclear or ambiguous effect
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& Wbshs SEE 9T 24 @ L s
2190eh. (Table 10) & WifFshoisl AoRol B4
2 MUEE 7 BT BB Aolvh

Lol BEBEw HFFE ulel o) AL
s OHEEES R Ao HEsdc 21
el el o BARslbe de) S-S B A
7t ok e} @@fﬁ%% BIEARN 02 A e
S BRsle Aoz EESNc F#e #
w3t 74 #ﬁﬁ}ﬂir’a‘iﬂ oA | A+ B E F
ke soluba o, HES o IR
& AT 2 A B FLOBE M4 v o
£} (—0.16X0.36=—0.06).

A apBE (life cycle) 88 2] 739 T &%
o] JHRFES) (EERMEC] R BRSIX g
ch. JAREskl wl vl ol o] Fifigo] whobHel w
eb EEF T o8 H sl i ek (r=0.03). 54510
M2 i T ams Bnarls RS A
o=l (r=0.36), A Bl A th#E—H T
o] HHEEZ A (FRSEA 7 ool o= £l
B 7L whelxm et =B i 2o M
mE-e Eekgbo)h w2 HEES A4S0 HH
3} EAsRcER O R o R HIERSHAl sle] AL
b= IHpEE ] o & REREENC 2 S3shal
O Ao 7 FEEE = ok

KUETF A BE -2 B T 8ol HIRS @8

e dabetn gl Ao BEs ool B0
€ "ol Bl ke MBIt HEEFS

Bhn47l v Aoz BES U (—-0.06X —0.06
=0.004). %% BUEKE S MBS Z 22 it
BRI ktE] BN BAAA AR
ftxl HERGS 24 sl Aoz ghge= ).
A PR A B SRE vFo] 2 BiE
KEre] wtEm Hfrv B B 45 KEY
T e wtERy # = E’— BE%E 7 oo,
aebd o] 23 KBE F THhER el AR
A HFLre gk ﬁ@_B’JoL it&ts 5%t
G& AlEEtEo] & rshobar B4l of

BE S0 %R A AL EF LBl
WHENS dabekx] Xsha 9l Aoz @RS
Ak

% EEREs B B
SR HEEFA BERERT F Ao
Holeh & BrRAA = BHEEd A 7ol <
A8l A$ AN BEREHES o £
BEEITE R A7 Ao &iﬂ%iilaigvt M
feobw =l 2 BRv B8kt (0.13x—
0.06=--0.01).

BEe Mo 2 =2 HENS AAS] H
ERFS FFE Ao BESUH(—0.08).
HIES) fil % (significant others)® 4] 2] 7} 7%

Fig.4. Causal path : Hierarchical Marital Power Model

’ 0.06 R,=0.52
ot vor T
, R7 R,=0.98
parents L R,=0.94
relative social status white job \OL ,L R‘ =0.87
age R1 007 marital R: =0.9
0.82 r 1 power R, —0.94
_3duration of marriage sex.-role m non-V\lr)hlte v R' =0.91
T attitudle —> history Jo ’ .
education —0.06
patrilocality v
0.13 RE  fertility
matrilocality preference
. ?
—0.08 AN T
friend’s fertility = R8
0.19 —0.29
0.16 —0.34 —0.36 0.14
—0.03 urban-middle urban-lower 0.07 Chinese

NOTE : Paths statistically insingnificant are deleted in this figure.
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Fig.5. Causal path . Hierarchical Child Quality Model
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Fig.6. Causal path: Hierarchical “Education Mama” Model
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AL dFe RAFT gk

t#El (sex role) ol wdh MfRIEx FEE=

i o) FIEIEES BIRA o 24 EF L
B s AeR s ek BES AR

HAERME A PES vl

= R vk A oket(—-0.04%0.13=—0.02).
shx|ub #QpE Ao olod MfkEll W AL
= BB VL LGl BHE olxi e AL
feob= EREAC F UL RS kit
o #PHIEE)S HpEISHE, fH R KSR IEED-Y
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FERR B olo) Lethe] AlEA Q)  KBiES S
Qgﬁfﬁﬁlﬂ F kAo R 4 HEDNS B
= fFAE sk o a2 Awas f‘#f(f}lﬂl 5 ek
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ol B IEENS Wl o2 EiF FRBE W
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A A BES TEERE ddd ER
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b HEEBEE BRs= Ado® Jebyt
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