,?QP@# mﬂ Swn}gg %
AH‘}%U@% % N&Wle_d |
qu{ r’otmlta

[ERM 5

plawn‘ing Ib m& pudupa’d@

ﬁ@.) CII»U O‘é M&dm%

.

‘ 5 " ;“ . AR
Cryke o ‘(:'
‘ R " ~;' 3
R i
S B
T b el
G
o oo

m;_

£ 0
Y. 2-5-2".M (S I) gt
sebl -

Ve o

x sagy 2



. -

REPORT ON A SURVEY OF ATTITUDES

OIF MARRIED C:UPLES TOWARD

FAMILY PLANNING IN THE PUDUPAKKAM
AREA OF THE CITY OF MADRAS, 1958

BY
Dr. S. CHANDRASEKHAR

M.A., M, Lirr. (Mabras), Pu.D. (NEW YORK)
Director, Indian Institute for Population Studies, Madras.

GOYERNMENT OF MADRAS
1969

PRINTED BY THE CONTROLLER OF STATIONERY ANTI:
PRINTING, MADRAS, ON BEHALF OF THE
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS
1959



ACKN OKM&%N T,

When I proposed o the {zwemzz::"'ﬁ“t}%'MéWm {T une 1985
that an Atfitude Swrvey {oward Family Plaovisg in the City of
Madras might be useful in the implemeniation of the Government’s
Pamily Planning Progranuse, they not only readily agieed o the
proposal but wade a grant towsrds the cost of tbe Swvey. I
wish €0 record here my thanks to the Government of Madvas.

T am particolarly grateful to Shrl R, A, Copalsswamy, 1.0.8,,
Secretary, Depattment of Healtls, Bducation and Toocal Administra-

tion, for his valusble advice in the prepaxation of the queﬂtmnnmm
and the sampling design. 1 am thankiul to Shri K. Hamachondran,

Statistician of {he Tusbtute, for his assistance in analysing and
tabudating the data and o Mys. Aon Chandrasekhar who assisted
in the strnting of the returps wud in the supervision of the field
wark.

Mangpag, 8. CHANDRASEEBAR.
15t November 1958




PREFACE.

On October 30th, 1957, I took part in inaugurating the
Pudupakkam : Pilot Project) of the Madras City Family Planning
Propagation Scheme. In pursuance of the scheme, the Corpora-
tion of Madras opened Mothers Information Centres and Fathers
Information Centres in the Pilot Project area covering approximately
one-fifth of Madras City. Workers at these centres have sought
personal contact with Fathers and Mothers living in the area
and endeavoured to impart instruction in methods of Family

Planning.

At the end of about a year of the operation of the scheme,
it seemed desirable to arrange for independent enquiry being made
by trained social investigators in order to ascerlain the extent to
which knowledge of family planning has spread among the married
couples living mn this area. Dr. S. Chandrasekhar, Director of
the Institute for Population Studies, undertook this task, organised
and carried out a sample survey. The nature of this Survey
and its results are set out in this report, which, l.am glad to make

available to the public.

Hinister for Revenve and Health.

ForT ST. GEORGE, MaDRAS-9,
27th December 1958.



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS.

1. Knowledge of Family Planning.—(a) Only 67 per cent of
wives compared to 87 per cent of the husbands had any knowledge
of Family Planning.

(b) Educational status and a knowledge of Family Planning
were found to be hLighly positively correlated.

(¢) About 58 per cent of illiterate husbands and 73 per cent
of illiterate wives did not have any knowledge of Family Planning.
Since a large majority of our population are illiterates, this points
to tlie need for more attention to be given to this segment of the
“population through methods other than the printed word.

o Attitudes loward Family Planning.—(a) Seventy-five per cent
of the husbands and 73 per cent of wives were for Family Plan-
ning. Twenty-two per cent of husbands and 26 per cent of wives
were against it. None of the wives was undecided. A neghgible
percentage of husbands were undecided. Among both husbands
and wives very few were indifferent.

(b) The wives were more eager than the husbands to adopt
Family Planning. This conforms to trends on this question in
a1l countries as the wives are more concerned with bearing and
rearing children.

(¢) With increasing age, an increasing percentage of liusbauds
and wives were for Family Planning.

(d) Up to four children with increasing number of clildren,
there was a more or less progressive increase in the percentage of
women who were for Family Planning.  After that the percentage
declined, possibly because of the presence among them in increasing
pumber of wives who are past the child-bearing age.

(¢) Educational status was found to be positively correlated
with a positive attitude toward Tamily Planning.

(f) Some among the couples with a very low income, who
were against Family Planning, held the opinion that an addition
of & child meant an addition to the family income since the child
would begin earning right from the age of six or so.



4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
(¢) Among the Hindus, roughly three out of every four
tuarried couples are in favour ol Vamily Planning.
Among Protestant Christians, the proportion

15 sowewhial
liigher, roughly four out of five.

1t 1s interesting to observe that among Catholic Christians a
clear majority of married couples is in fuvour of Fuamily Planning,
the proportion being roughly threc out of five.

Muslims come last ; the relative proportion in favour of Irarily
Planning being nine out of every twenly married couples. As
religious objections are unlikely to be stronger among Muslims than
among Catholic Christians, the explanation should probably be
sought in a lower average level of education and income among
Muslins in this avea.  As the samples of these threc religious groups
(other than Hindus) are all small, the foregoing inferences
suggested by the figures should necessarily be regarded as tentative.

() o most of the husbands and wives, Family Planning
meag only famidy linvtation. The aspect of spacing Lirlths does
not seem fo have received much attention.  Tamily Planuing
workers should give more attention to this aspect.

3. Knowledge of Surgical Methods.—Seventy per ceni of
the husbands had a knowledge of Vasectomy. Only 58 per cent
of the wives had some knowledge of surgical methods. The
percentage of wives with a knowledge of Salpingectomy does not
exceed 60 in any of the age groups. 1t is obvious that more
attention should be paid to educating the wouwen on Salpingectomy
and 1ts implications.

4. Attiludes toward Surgical Methods of Fanuly Planning.—
(@) In general, Vasectomy was more popular than Salpingectomy.
Nearly 24 per ceut of the husbands with a knowledge of Vasectomy
were for the operation. Nearly 15 per cent of the wives with
a knowledge of Salpingectomy were for i,

(b) 1t only those couples, at least one member of which lLiad
a knowledge of the surgical method, were considered, it was found
that about 26 per cent of the couples were for the operation.

(¢) Tiducational aftainment was found to be  positively
correlated with a positive attitude towards surgical methods.



REPORT ON A SURVEY OF ATTITUDES OF
MARRIED COUPLES TOWARD FAMILY PLAN-
NING IN THE PUDUPAKKAM AREA OF THE
CITY OF MADRAS, 1958.

PART I—PRELIMINARY.
1, Introduction.

Tt is sometimes said that public opinion is often ahead of .
“Governments. ‘A Government in & democracy is usually and
perhaps(néé‘essanly slow in appraising the needs and gauging the
attitudes of the public on any question, with the result that
Governments defer introducing measures or reforms for which the-
. people may be ready. A Government Is normally unwilling to gg
beyvond the status quo thew inherit in the belief that they should
not force innovations: and reforms on a supposedly unprepared
public. _The brief history of our own State and Central legislation
during the last eleven years of freedom is an example. However,
no Government can he blamed for such a cautious and careful
procedure as the Government alone is responsible to the demands
of the varions elements in a nation’s life—sometimes conflicting
demands. Therefore, a Government can often go only at the.
sace set by a dissenting minority group or an obscurantist element
i the population.

- A Wy, coub of this dxﬁculﬁy "of not bemg sure of what the
pubhc wante is 40 institute surveys of attitudes and the measure- -
ment of pubhc opinion on important and sometimes controversial -
questions.  (The newspapers are not necessarily reliable guides
in this matter for it is difficult to say whether the newspapers are
reflecting public opinion or creating public opinion by voicing their
own pet prejudices:) Such Attitude Surveys must preferably be
carried out by non-official agencies such as a university department
or an autonomous research institute which may Je expected to be
impartial and objective on public issues.

Our country is yet to have organizations, whlch scientifically
asgess attitudes and public opinion, such as the Amencan Institute
of Publlc Opinion * (populmly known as the Gal]up Poll), the

Ha&lth B7—2
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British Institute of Public Opinion and Mass Observation in the
United Kingdom, and the Institut fur Demoskopi of Allensbach,
Germany. These bodies have established a reputation for gauging
public opimion on various national and international isstes during
the last quarter of a century and more. India needs a similar
scientific organization for eliciting public attitudes on State and
national questions. L st

2. What is an Attitude Survey ?

An attitude survey or a public opinion poll on -econémic and
social questions is to a limited extent like a referendum in politics.
While a referendum is based on the voting of all the people con~

© cerned, attitude surveys are based on sampling methods for reasons

of economy and saving time. An attitude survey, when properly
designed and carried out, with the co-operation of the people
concerned, can have the same validity as an .economic appraisal
based on sample surveys.

A person’s attitude as indicating his or her opinion is generally
based quite unconsciously on one’s experience. And, therefore, an
attitude gives an indication of the way in which an individual
might tend to act; that is, behaviour is forecast by attitude.

It is important, however, to distinguish- between attitudes,
opinions, convictions and theory, all of which are ordinarily in
popular parlance recorded as ‘‘ opinion . But there are &iffei-
ences between these terms. An attitude, as observed already,
reflects what an individual might do or wants to do about some-
thing as a result of his personal, or other people’s experiences.
** Opinions, on the other hand, arise usually in discussions in the
effort of the individual to define and to justify sn attitude already
defined. Opinions are usually expressed in conventional .-phfaéés,
and if formulated under attack, are inevitably framed to meet that"
attack.” Opinionst therefore, are usually public opinions, though
there are private opinions as well. Such opinions expressed in
public may pass into convictions or theories which are merely
intelligent rationalizations of one’s attitides or wishes.

Therefore, one must be clear about what is meant by an
attitude. In this Survey, an attit}xde simply means an ** opinion "’
expressed privately and confidentially to o disinterested questioner -
on - his assurance that' the answer will be confidential and the

v
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interviewee will be anonymous. Such an opinion expressed
privately and not in company to an interviewer for scientifio
purposes is usually the person’s attitude to a problem that normally
leads to action.

The attitude of an individual on any question is primarily
psychological.  The interviewer's question gives the person
questioned a chance to think and give expression to his innermost
thoughts. It is possible that the individual questioned has ot
given any previous thought to the subject-matter involved in the
guestion, in_which case the answer is spontaneous. On the other
_ hand, there are those who may have given some thought to thé
problem about which they are questioned and they may glve Ey
ready, long-ago thoughtout answer. Whatever the nature of the
responge, aftitudes are a fairly reliable index of mental changes
on a matter like Family Planning.

8 Need for the Present Survey.

While Family Plénning is an issue, of fundamental unportance
to any civilized country, it is doubly 8o to our country at our
present stage of economic and social development, what with our
chronic food problem, persistent low standard of living, relatively
high birth and death rates, and unenviable record of morbidity.
Though the question of Family Planning has been with us for
many- years, since the starting of the Neo-Malthusian ‘League i
Madras by the late Sir Justice Vepa Ramesam and the late
_ 8ir P. 8. Bivaswamy Iyer, only in recent years has it assunied

considerable mportance in our country. In 1951, the Planning
Commission in' jts draft outline of - the First F1 ve-Year Plan
pointed. out frankly that, ““ A rapidly growing pepulation is apt
to become more a source of embarrassment than- of help fo 8
programme for raising standards of living. In other words the
h1gher ﬁhe rate gf increase of population, the .larger are hkely to
be the efforts needed to raise per capita living standards.”’ During
the last three years, the Government of India have declared then‘
official policy in favour of Famlly Pla.nmng in the sense of
scientific’ contraceptlon

Scientific contraception i.aplies (all over “the "woﬂ?i) such
methods as the widely used dlaphragm and jelly met;hod (bas,ed

on mechanical and gheﬂ:ical barriers) as well ‘a8 surgica) methoda
Health 578
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of permanent conception control like vasectomy for husbands and
salpingectomy for wives. The various State Governments have
been trying to implement the Central Government’s policy on the
promotion of Family Planning. Here again the question of the
kind of Family Planning method that should be recommended
arises. The State Governments by and large are handicapped in
ot knowing how much the people know about Family Planning,
what the married couples want and what methods (with special
‘reference to surgical methods) they are likely to welcome and
endorse, and how far they are willing to go to limit their family
size, etec. To find answers to some of these questions, the present
Attitude Survey was undertaken by the Indian Institute for

Population Studies under the auspices of the Government of
Madras.

4 The Design of the Survey.

The Government of Madras, through the auspices of the Corpors-
tion of the City of Madras, launched an intensive Family
Planning Promotion Scheme in the Pudupakkam sarea of the City

on the 30th of October 1957 and this scheme has been in operation
for the last one year.

This intensive Family Planning Scheme has been confined to

the following ten divisions of the City as an experimental
raeagure * :(— . ‘ )

Diviston Noame, Total Total
wumber, population. Jamilies,
(1) (2) (3 4)
- 3% Royapetta . .. .. ver 23,079 3,848
38 Pudupakkam .. . .. . 28,743 4,790
-39 Tiruvatteswaranpet .. e 30,430~ - - 5,093
40  Cbepauk .. .. ., ., 24109 . %018
.4 Triplioane .. e e 26,980 4,497
42 Jam Bazaar e e 24,888 4,148
I ] Mirsahebpet .. .. ve .. 45,292 7,649
4" Mylapore, North .. . . 38,455 6,409
45 Mylapors, South .. o e 25,585 4,258
80  Adysr (left of Gandhinagar) .. 28,700 4,783
Total population .. 296,211 49,368
Percentage o° total City population ., 20+7

* Sos G.0, No, 2278, Health, Edueation and Local Administration, dated
1st Angust 1957, Government of Madras, Fort 8t, Geo: » Madras, )

‘her mo
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The City of Madras, which covers an area of 4929 square
miles, had a population of 1,429,374 according to the 1951
Census. The area and the population of the ten.div1s1'ons where -
intensive Family Planning has been carried on, accord}ng to 'the
1951 Census, were 912 square miles and 296 ,211. respectively. The
estimated 1958 mid-year population of the City was 1,812,694.
The sares and estimated mid-year population covered by f;h.o
Corporation Intensive Family Planning Scheme for the ten-dllvx-
giong in 1J58 were 9-18 square miles and 3,31,582., -rfaspectlve y.

The Attitude Sﬁrvey is restricted‘ to tl}ese tep <.11V151f)ns of thg.
Corporation where intensive Family Planning work is being carne

“on. In view of the limited funds and time available, it was decided

to interview a random sample of one thousand couples who sati'sﬁed
the twin criteria of earning a monthly inco}xlx.lledof two hundred rupees
, had at least two living children. .
andAl:Silznii‘ X:Ome " was readily available fr?m which a sam-pI_e
could be drawn easily, a more or less copplete list of all the mar’:‘:;d
couples in these ten divisions (with their gddresses} whose mt()ln th.y
income did not exceed Rs. 200 a mon.th was drawn up an is
constituted the ‘‘ universe’’ from which a random sample was
drawn on the basis of Tippett’s Random Numbiar Tables. |
The total number of married couples earning two 'hundred
rupees and less per month in this area was about 42,000::; souz'
sample of 1,000 couples constitiuted nearly 2-4 per cent o .

. . Tt must, however, be pointed out that no precise definition of

' m i " was given, as it was
the term '‘ average monthly m.c?me .

thought that such a precise definition might be beyond the compre-
hension of most of the couples in the low income group. It wa:
left to the respondents to state What their ‘* monthly income

nt to them. In most cases the husband alone was the bread-
mea .

winmer but in cases where the wife also was gainfully employed

nthly income was also included. Sometimes the wife had
art-time work or work only for a few months in the year. In all
fhese cases the amount given by the vespondent as ‘*average

monthly income ** was put down.. .
The; major reason for considering only couples with an average

onthly income of two hundred rupees and less was, though the
l}.;;iwion of family size was more or less an absolute economig
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necessity for them, their housmg condlt‘ons (lack of privacy, run-
ity g‘Wa%r “ett:) ‘and their mablhty to afford expensive contracep-
’trv‘e materials, made their attitude to surgical sterilization as & per-
manenf; method of family limitation, important.

KN
g

The reason for the second criterion that the couple should have
at }east two children alive was that only couples who have a survi-

ying family of at least this size could be expected to take an actlve
interest in Family Planning and its methods.

_ 5 The Response and Difflcuities of Interviewers. -

In a survey of this kind dealing with a personal and intimate
matter the interviewers are faced with certain difficulties in elici-
ang honest responses, and sometimes any response at all. In all
mterv1ews there is some element of bias, no matter how carefully
the questions are framed and how skilfully and diplomstically they
are addressed. When a person who does not know he is going to
b_g }nterwewed is asked certain questions, he naturally gives
imprompt answers. Such answers are not the result of any con-
sidered thought. It is possible that a person’s considered answers
may often be different from ready and unpremeditated answers.
When the question relates to attitudes or opinions and not facts,
both kinds of answers are of value. In this survey the answers, for
tbe most part, have been ready responses.

-The two thousand interviewees” may be classified roughly into
three groups on the basis of the impressions recorded by the inter-
viewers after each interview.

- The first group showed interest in the interview and gave
m“telhgent replies. The second group was characterised by apathy
and indifference and the third group showed positive hostility.
About eighty per cent belonged to the first group, some fifteen per
cent to the econd and about five per cent to the third.

‘The first group, constituting an overwhelmmg ma}orlty, wel-
comed and surpnsmgly enough understood the need for the survey
and even felt flattered that the Government was interested in their
attltudes They were aware of the population problem and the need
for some kmd of Family Planning in 5 general way. A majority

qf thls _group f felt however, that _w_w_hﬂe they were ln fa,vour ot,

Ty
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Famlly Plannmg, they did not find the methods avallable or known
to them eagy or successful. Some did not know where the chmca
were and some found the doctors unsympathetio.

The second group, which was apathetic and mdxfferent wondered
how a survey of this kind, asking personal and foolish questions,
would help anyone, particularly the interviewee. According to this
group, the business of the Government was to increase the food
supply, bring down the price of rice, and generally raise the people's '
standard of living and not go about preaching Family Planning.

The third group of people, who exhibited positive hostility, had

to be persuaded to give answers. To this group, any talk of
Famlly Plannmg was a sexual matter and therefore vulgar. They
objected ¢o young people (all our interviewers were unmarri.ed‘
persons) asking these questions. They were also under the IPIS-
apprehension that the interviewers were propagandists for -.blrth
control. This group was composed primarily of orthodox Ilindus
and Catholics.

: On the whole, the couples displayed goodwill and co-operated
with the 1nterv1ewers Secondly, the wives as a whole were more

“responsive than the husbands in the general discussions a.nd to all

the questions, and revealed, contrary to popular notions about
women’s attitudes, cong’derably less prudery and inhibitions than
their husbands. This may be ascribed to the fact that wives are
more deeply concerned with the problem physically and emotionally

than ‘husbands.

The interviewers were provided with copies of the Family Plan-
m'ng. Manual to be presented to the conples after the interview. It
was found that out of the 1,000 couples interviewed, 140 couples
were already in possession of a copy (either-in English ot Tamil).
Most of these husbands said that they had bqug\ht the Manual.

PART II—-RESULTS OF THE SURVEY. - *.

1. Knowledge ol Family Planning. . ‘ I
1.1. The survey revealed that most of the husbands and wives in_
areas where intensive Family Planning work is being cafn*lied. ou
by the Madras Corporation, had a knowledge of Family Planning
though the knowledge was found to be more common among

husbands than” wives. Exghty-seven per cent oi the husbands

5’:‘..
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surveyed had some knowledge of Family Planning, while it was
only 67 per cent in the case of wives. Table No. 1 below gives the
distribution of hushands and wives according to their knowledge of
Family Planning :—

TasrLE No. 1.

Number and percentage disiribution of © husbands ® and ¢ wives’ by
their knowledge of Family Planning. -

Knowledge of Famsly

Planwing.
Serial number and category. P A -
. Know. Don’t know, . Total.
0 ‘2) (3) 4)
1 Husbands .. o .o e 870 130 1,000
(87-0° (13.0 (100-0)

per cent.) per ocent,)
2 Wives .. . o .. 674 326 - 1,000
. (674 (32:6 (100-0)

per cent.) per cent.)

1.2. On sn analysis of the knowledge of Family Planning of
these husbands and wives according to the level of education they
had received, it was found that with increasing level of edueation
‘there was a progressive increase in the percentage of those who had
some knowledge of Ifamily Planning. In the illiterate class, nearly
43 per cent of the husbands had knowledge of Fa‘mily Planning,
while the figure for wives was only 27 per cent. At other levels of
education, the percentage of husbands and wives with knowledge
of Family Planning was more or less the same. The details ‘are
‘given in Tables Nos. 2 and 3 below :—

TasLE No. 2,

Number and percentage distribution of < husbands’ according to their
knowledge of Family Plunning classified by level of education.

Knowledge of Family .
Berial number and level of Planning. o Total.
ed.cation. - Y e - .
Know, Don’t know. )
‘ (1) " (2) (3) (4)
1 Iliterates . ... .. .. 34 8 80
‘ o (42:5) (575) (100:0)
8 Literates but not Matriculates .. 284 i1 349
. (814) (18:8) (100-0)
9 Matriculates but not Graduates, - 432 18 450
: o (96-0) (4-0) (100-0)
" 4 Qraduates and above .. e . 120 1 121
. : (99-2) . (0-8) (100-0)
- Total .. -870 - 130. 1,000

»
. ——— D ) ——

Nora.—Figures in brackets are percentages. .
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S TasLe No. 3. .
; - . » I3 . » ¢ » 9 .« 3 mw
umber and percentage distribution of ‘awives according to their ledys
y v oﬁ'amily Planning classified by level of education.
Knowledge of Famsly

Serial number and level of Pl‘/’:mmﬂ- Total.
ed . - Know. Dow’t know.
A @ (3) @
. . .. 76 209 288
1 Illiterates . .. * (26'7) (78°3) (100°0)
i i .. 511 112 618
2 Literates bub not Mdtriculates (82:0) (18:0) (100-0)
. 83 [ 88
3 Matrioulates bub not Gradustes. (943) &7 (100+0)
: 4 0 4
4 Gradustos and above (100:0) . (0-0) 1100-0)
- To#al .. 674 326 1,000

————

Nors.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

1.3. A further analysis by income groups showed that the higher
the income, the g...' "~ was the percentage of people who had
knowledge of Family Planning, though in the case of husbands

-

. with no income all the elevep people included in the sample were

found to have gome knowledge of Family Planning. Tables Nos. 4
and 5 below give the results of the analysis. On a comparison of
the two tables, it may be seen that at all levels of income a greater
percéntage of husbands had knowledge of Family Pla.nmng‘
compared to wives. :
TanLe No. 4.

e distribution of ¢ husbands’ according to thelr

Nﬂ?@r a%% Family Planning by income groups. -

S o Knowledge of Family
Sovial number and monthly Flanning. Tolal.
noome. - . Know.  Dow't know,
M - @ o )
. : - 11 e 11
1 No’.i‘noomo o .. o (100-0) < (000) (100:0) -~
o e e 84 60 - 144
2 1-80 e oA -(58°3) - (417) (100-0)
e tee e 272 .
s B1-100 .o .. c 87 - : (16°3) {10000y ©
oo 201 - . s
4101-180 .. .- (97-2) (38) . (lorrd) -
e - 208 nm oo g0
5 ltl.-”'. AR (964) (36). . . (1000)
© s Totsl .. - 870 1o 7 Looo

' N;ing—]!'igﬁresﬁ brackets are porcenbages, -
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TaBLE No. 5.

Number and percentage distribution of  wives® according to their kmw

of ‘Family Plarmhzg * by income groups.
Knowledge .of Family !

Sorial number and monthly Planning, Total,
tncome. —— A A
- Know. Don't know.
o M @) (3) (4
1 No income . .e . 2 ' ] 1
3a. sz @8 (100-0)
£ 1-50 e e 33 1ni 144
(22°9) (77°1) _ (1000
361100 .. .. .. .. 187 138 326
(57°5) (42-5) (100°0)
4101180 .. .. .. .. 175 3s 213
_ (822) (17-8) (100-0)
5151200 .. .. .. .. 211 30 307
T (90'2) (9'8). (100+0)
Yosal .. 874 320 1,000

—— e - r— ——————

Nore.—Figuras in brackets are percentiazes.

1.4. Tables Nos. 6 and 7 below present the results of an analysis
of the knowledge of Family Planning 6f husbands and wives respec-
tively, by religion. = The samples are small and so only broad
inferences are permissible. The figures indicate that differences in
religion do not have any adverse influence on the factor of having

knowledge of Family Planning in the case of both 'husbands and

wives. ;
TABLE No.‘ 8. ‘

Frequency distribution of * husbands’ according to their knowledge of
o Famly Planning by religion.

Riligion. | Enow.  Don't-kwow. el
T Lo @@

Hisda .. .. .. .. i (O ¢ (! Y.
J_A«:&" ) . (870) . (12.4) {100+0) ’
Mublin .. Ll L 33 N 8 o O
P, (805) (19-5) - (100-0)
Ohsistian (Catholic) "~ .. .. ~~ = 38 " 9 ' 4g°
. - : (812) = (189 (100:0)
Christian (Proteshant) .. .. 21 3 ‘ g
: {87-5) (12:5) {1000y
Total .. N 870 ) 301 ' 1,000

rmiant eev——

Worr.—Figures in brackets _g;q percentages.

e
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Tasue No. 7.

Frequency. distribution of * wives' according to their knowledge of
Family Planning by religion.

Religion. Know. Don’t know. ‘ Total.
1) (2) (3) @)

Hindu ve .o .e 613 274 8.87
-(69-1) (30°9) (100 ol)

i . 17 24 4
Mostim (41+5) (58°5) (109+0)
isti i 23 48
Christian (Catholic) e .e ( 52_215) (41°9) (100+0)
.. ‘ 5 24
Christian (Protestant)y .. /. (79.123 108 aoe
Total .. 674 326 1,000

puE————

2. Attitudes toward Family Planning.

The attitudes of husbands and wives toward Family Planning
in ite twin aspects of limitation of family size and spacing of
children were classified into four categorigs, namely, ** For *’,
“ Against ”’, * Undecided ” and ¢ Indifferent ’. The nu.mbtar
and percentzige .of husbands falling under these’ four categories 1
general and also by age-groups, by level of education, by the. gumber
of living children they have, by income groups and by religion are
presented in this section. |

9.1. The number and percentage of husbands and wives falling
ander the four categories ** For ™, ¢ Against ’, Undecided *’
und ‘¢ Indifferent '’ are presented in Table No. 8 below :(—

TasLe No. 8.

perientage Histribution of * husbands* and  wives”.

e e " &-.:_»v ) 4
- Numﬁe:_ : m’by their attitude to < Family Planning’.
Serial r::imber . : Attitude to Family Limitation. ~ Toul,
category. For. Against. Undecided. Indifferent.
) @ @ (4) (8) (6)
ba ' - 926 3 18 1,000
1 Husbands e (75:’::“ (226 por (03 per (1°8 per (10'0.0)
' ’ < gent.) cent.) oent.) cent.)
2 Wives .. .. e 260 .. 12 1,000
(12:8 per (260 per (00 per (12 per = (100:0)
: ‘oent.) cent.) . cent.). cent.)

Tt is seen that about 75 per cent of the husbands and about
78 per cent of the wives surveyed were ** For *’ Family Planning, -
while sbout-22 per cent and 26 per cent of husbands and wives

respectively were against it. None of the wives surveyed fell under
. Health 57—4 )
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the category “ Undecided *’, while only a negligible percentage of
husbanuds came under this category Only a small percentage of
husbands and wives.. were found to be ‘‘ Indifferent ’’ toward
Family Planning.

The results in this table, taken in conjunction with those
-presented m Table No. 1 before, reveal an interesting fact. /n the
case of husbands, though 87 pef cent had a knowledge of Famnily
Planning, only about 75 per cent were for it; while in the case of
wives, though only about 67 per cent had the knowledge, about
73 per cent were actually for Family Planning. This is only to be
expected since it is the wives, rather than the husbands who are
more affected by frequent childbirths.

2.2. An analysis of the attitudes of husbands and wives toward
Family Planning by age-groups, the results of which are presented
in Tables Nos. 9 and 10 below, show that in the case of husbands
(ref. Table No. 9) the percentage who were * ‘ For ™ Famﬂy Plan-
ning rose rather sharply from about 65 per cent in the age-group
26-30 to about 78 per cent in the age-group 31-35 and thereafter
remained more or less stable at about 78 per cent up to 50 years of
age. The percentage figures given for ages above 50 years cannot be
relied upon since the number in those ages included in the sample
kappens to be small. Corresponding to the sharp increase in the
percentage of husbands who were * For ** Family Planning between
the age-groups 26-30 and 31-35, there was a rather sharp decline in
the percentage who were ‘‘ Against ’’* Family Planning from about
35 to 20. Thereafter up to 50 years of age, the percentage
‘* Against >’ Family Planning remained stable around 20. The
‘percentage falling under the categories ‘‘ Undecided ’ &nd
¢ Indifferent >’ do not command any special attention.

e

TasLe No. 9.

Number and peroentage distribution of ¢ husbands’ accordmg to tlmr
aititude to ¢ Family Planning’ by < Age-groups’.

Agb-yroup ( Alttitude to Family Inmita.tﬁm. :
(yeﬂr& ) r . A m—— ™ Trtal .
For, Against. Undocided. I ndifferent.
(1) (2 @) (€ I () (8)
2025 - 14 ) 7 1 . .o 22
- (63-6) ~  (318) (+6) {0-0) © (100-0)
26-80 89 49 P 1 139
: (64-0) - (853) . (00) o7 (1000
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Age.gloup, - Attitude to- Family Limsiqhion.
'A(y‘ears).,‘ — A = \ Total,
- Por. Against. Undicided. Indifferent.
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)

31-38 220 56 2 6 234
{77°5) (19°7) (0-7) (2'1) 100:0)
3640 195 53w, ‘s [ : 254
(76:8) - (20-9) (0-0) (2-3) (10)-0)
41-45 160 43 .. 4 207

: (77:3) (20-8) (0:0) (1:9) {100-0)

46-50 T -88 18 .e . .. © 88
(79°1) (20-9) (0:0) (0:0) (100-0)
Above 80 7 .. .o 1 8
(87°5) (0-0) (00) (12:5) {100-0)

. Total ... 753 226 3 18 1,000

Norze.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

In the case of wives (ref. Table No. 10), with advancing age up
to 40 years there was more or less progressive increase in the
percentage who were ‘‘ For ’’ Family Planning and a correspond-
ing decrease in the percentage who were ** Again.ét " it. No wife
was ** Undécided *’ on this question and very few werggul
ent ”’. The percentage figures given for the age-g
should be taken with reserve since the sampleff
group is rather small.

TasLE No. 10.

Number and percentage distribution of wives * accll
to < Family Planning * classified by ¢

Age-group - A#tituds to Pamily Limstetio %
(years). — " -~y " »
. - Por,’ Against.  Undecided,
(1) , @) (3) (4) —

Leas than 20 11 .9 . 1 21
(52-4) (429) . (47) (100-0)
20-25 e 168 N : 85 .o .o & 253
(66-4) (33-6) .o (0-0) (100 0)
26-30 .. 279 87 . 4 370
. (7154) (23:5) . (1-1) (100-0)
3135 157 49 e T 5 211
‘ ST ety (25°2) . (24) - (1000)
36-40 ver 103 26 .o 2 131
(186) . (198) . (16) (100-0)

41-45 . 100 8 . L i
. (76-9) - (231 e . 00) (100-0:3

46-50 .. 1 ... e
E (00 (100-0) - (0-0) (100 o)i
. Total .. 78 260 . 12 100
Norz.—Figuresin brackets are percentages.

~MhLs2:5
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2:3. The analysis of the attitudes of husbands and wives toward
Family Planning by parity (the number of children they have
borne) is an important oné. The results of an analysis of the data

collected in this survey are presented in Tables Nos. 11 and 12
below :— '

Tasrr No. 11.

Number and percentage dietribution of < husbands® uccording & Y
altitude to < Family Planning’ by number of children";givz.mmr

Attitude to Family Limitation,
-

Number of — Totgl
. children alive. For.  Against. Undecided. Indifferent. |
W @ 3) ) ® . 8
S 234 124 2 7 367
(638)  (339) (0°5) (1-9) (100-0)
- 101 45 1 4 241
(192) - (8 (08 7 - (100:0)
4 oo e . 140 20 .. 4 " 164
(854)  (12'2) (00) (24) . (100:0)
=1 KCE 100 18 .. . 118
o ., (347)  (163) (0:0) (0-0) (1000)
T S o 45 12 . 2 59
\ (1863) (203 (00) (3:4) (100-0)
7 apd aboye ., i 43 7 |
PR S R e 51
; %d ) Y (843)  (187) (00) (20) (1000
Total .. ¥ 1753 220 3 18 1000
E) * ‘ &‘ ) :
[ . . T -
’“",-( » Nore.—Figures in brackets are percentages,

TasLe No, 12.

Number and percentage distribution of ¢ wives’ dccordi to i
attitude to ¢ Family Planning’ by number of child;;‘r’n alitv’zw

Attituds to Family Limitation,
A

Number of .
ehildren alive. For. Against. Undecided, Indéﬁ"erefz Total.
(1) . 2) {3) (4) (5) (6)
$ .. .. .. 230 134 3 367
, (627) (38'5) {0:0) (0-8) (100-0)
B . e e 179 59 . . 3 241
(74:3) (24-5) 00 . (g - (100-0)
4 v e e 135 26 3 © 7 168

823)  (159) (00) e (100-0)

TOWARDS FAMILY PLANNING IN THE PUDUPAKKAM AREA, 17
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. Attitude to Family Limitation.
 Number of b A y  Total.
children alive. For, Against. Usndecided. Indifferent.
(1) (2) 3) ) (5) (6)
5 .. .o e 97 21 . .o 118
(82°2) (178) . (00) (00) (100-0)
6 .. ve ve 47 11 ve 1 59
(197)  (18:6) (0°0) n (100+0)
" Tandabove ., 40 9 . 2 B I
(184)  (17'6) (00 (4:0) (100-0)
Total .. 728 260 T e 12 1,000

o ————

Nore.—Figures in brackets are perceniages.

It may be seen from the two Tables that up to 4 children, the
higher the parity the greater was the percentage of both husbands
and wives who were ‘* For ’’ Family Planning and the smaller the
percentage who were ‘- Against '’ it. It the case of husbands with
4 children and more, the percentage who were ‘‘ For '’ Family
Planning remained more or less at a stable level, though rather
unaccountably it fell by 8 per cent in the case of husbands with
6 children living. The increase in the percentage who were
““ Against >’ Family Planning from about 12 in the case of husbands
with 4 children alive, to about 15 and about 20 respectively in the
case of husbands with 5 and 6 children living is a little difficult to
explain. ' ’ S .

In the case of wives (ref. Table No. 12) & more or less similar
pattern was observed. The percentage of wives who were against
F'amily Planning is seen to increase from abouf 16 in the case of
those having 4 children living to about 18 and 19 respectively in-
the case of those having § and 6 children living.

9.4. Tables Nos. 13 and 14 below present the results of an
analysis of the attitudes of husbands and wives toward Family Plan-
ning by level of education. .On & comparison of the two Tables, it
may be found that at all levels of education except in the case of.
¢ Matriculates but not Graduates ’ class, where the percentages are
about the same, a consistently greater percentage of wives compared
to husbands were ‘‘ For ”’ Family Plat%ning. Taken separately,
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9.5. The attitudes towards Family Planning of husbands and

the Tables show that with increasingly higher levels of education, wives by income groups are presented in Tables Nos. 15 and 16

the percentage who were ‘‘ For ** Family Planning increased more

or lesssprogressively in the case of both husbands and ‘wives. below :— . £xnn No. 15,
Incidentally, the tables also serve to highlight the importance of Number and perosniogs diszribuﬁon.of "hu,gb.ands s eccording to thei
paying more attention to the education of women. -~ - ~ nd perceniage disripuionof pabnds oot
. | o Serial number and Attitude to Family Limitation. ol
Tasri No. 13. e e

. monthly income. — Tor Against- Undecided.  Indifferent.
Number and percentage distribution of ¢ husbands’ according to their attitude

. . | (1 @ @) “ & ©®
to « Family Planning’ classified by level of education. : y 7 4 . o 11
. - 1 No income .. = .. o . 00 0-0) (100 0)
Serial number and Attitude to Family Limitation. ~ (636) (36 (00) (
level of education. — A v Total. RS. 144
For. Against, Undecided. Indifferent. 2 1-80 . 81 62 1 00 (100°0)
M @ @ @) 5 ® o Gey @y 08 00 5
1 Mliterates .. .. 38 42 . 80 Lo 232 85 - - 8 32
(471:5)  (62°5) .. .. (100:0) 3 51-100 .- (14 (26°2) (00) (24 (1000)
2 Literates but mot 242 97 2 8 349 165 40 1 7 213
Matriculates. ' 4 101-150 .o X ) 188 (04) (3'8) - (1000)
. : (69-3) (27-8) (06)  (23)  (100-0) - @) e 3 ' 307
i 362 8 1 9 450 51— S 268 35 1
3 Maé:f«iﬂ::g: bub ot ’ 5 151-200 .. (87-3)  (11'4) (03) (10  (1000)
(80-4) (17-3) (0:2) (21)  (100-0). : . — —— ———
4 Graduates and above, 1m 9 . 1 121 o Total .. 743 226 _ 3 _l_S _1.000
, \ (91°7) (75) .. (08  (1000) 4 —_—
—_— —_ ——— —— —_—— Nore.—Figures in brackets are percentages,
Total .. 753 226 3 18 1,000 :

o — —

Note.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

TasLe No. 16.

! jsbributi ¢ wives’ y ir attitude
ber and percentage distribution of wives qccordmg to their a
Number mp‘ Fami?y Planning’ classified by income groups.

TasLe No. 14. Attitude to Family Limitation.

i . : ‘I;otal.
Number and percentage distribution of ¢ wives’ according to their attitude szfh?y“mm . " Por. Against. Undecided. I;:«::ge-
to ¢ Family Planning’ classified by their level of education. x . : . <
- - 2 @ @ ® (6
Serial number and Attitude to Family Limitation, . 6 5 ) 1
level of education. A v Total. 1 Noincome .. . / . ° b :
- “Por. Against. Ondecided. Indifferent. (545 | (458 . .. .. T000)
W @ @ W © ©® . ' ?;. ‘ ve e 72 70 . 2 144
1 Tliterates .. .. 151 133 - 1 285 213 - (50:0)  (48'6) . (I'4)  (1000)
(53-0) (46°6) - (0-4)  (100-0) §51—100 T .. .. 218 103 . 4 323
2 Literates but mot 503 110 . . 10 623 N .. (871) (31°7) . (1'2)  (1000)
Matriculates. (80-7) (177 .o (1-6) (100-0) 4 101—150. N 163 a . s 213
v ’ o o(164) - (22°2) . (1'4)  (100-0)
8- Matrionlates. but not . 72 17 .o 1 88 ) ’ ) o - 269 35 N 3 - 307
Graduates. wes - ass) o (2 (000 151200 . et grg) (11) . (10)  (100-0)
. : ’ { H .- e ——— . e e
¢ Graduates and above. 4 0 .. (] - 4 v SR ©1: M L. s
" (100-0) (0-0) - (v°0) (10040) - o Total .. 728 25? A e 12 1,000
. Total .. - 728 260 - . —E 1,000 - e~ - - Norm—Figures in breckets are percentages.

‘ Norg.—FPigures in brackets are percentages.
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Since the number falling in the ‘‘ no income '’ group in the
above two tables is small, not much reliance could 'be placed on
the percentage figures given for this group.

Before proceeding to interpret the two Tables, it is of interest
to take note of a piece of background information. In the case of
married couples with a monthly income of Rs. 50 or less, it was
found that a number of them were of the opinion that an addition

of & child to the family meant an addition to the income of the '

family since the child would begin earning right from the age of
six or go. This opinion was held by even some couples wh> were
gelting a monthly income of Rs. 51 to Rs. 100. If this informa-
tion is taken in conjunction with the fact that generally these people
with & monthly income of less than Rs. 100 happen to be the least
educated in the society, the figures in the tables are not at all
surprising. The progressive increase in the percentage of both
" husbands and wives who were for family limitation could perhaps
be traced to the fact that income at this level is positively correlated
with level of education,

90.5. Tables Nos. 17 and 18 below present the break up of
husbands and wives by religion according to their attitudes toward
Family Planning :(—

TasrLE No. 17.

Frequency distribution of husbands accordmg to their aititude to
: < Family Planning’ by religion.

" Religion. For. Against,  Undecided. Indiffe  Total,
rent,

: (1) (2) 3 (4 (5) (O]
Hindu .. .. . 686 181 3 17 887
(77-3) (20°4) (0°3) (2°0)  (100°0)
Muslim e .e 19 21 .o 1 41
(46-3) (51:2) . (2°6)  (100°0)
Christian (Catholic) .. - 28 20 o . 48
: (583 (@) .. . (100°0)
Christian (Protestant). . 20 4 .. .. 24
(833)  (16°7) . e {100C)
Total .. 753 226 3 18 1,000

TOWARDS FAMILY PLANNING IN THE PUDUPAKRAM .ARZA, 81
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- TasLe No. 18.

: Frequency distribution df wives accordmg to their aliitude to
¢ Family Planning’ by religion.

Religion, For,  Against, Undecided, Indiffe- * Total,
rent,

U] (2) (3 4 (5) (6)
Hindu .. . .. 662 213 . 12 887
; : (148)  (24:0) . (14 (100:0)
Muslim v e 18 28 . . a
(439) . (561) . e (1000)
Christian (Catholic) . 29 19 e e 48
o (60-4) (396) - Cee (100°0)
Christian (Protestant).. 19 & o o . 24
(79.2) (20-8) . . (1000)
Total .. 728 260 . 12 1,000

——— B ] D ———— ——————

Among the Hindus, roughly three out of every four married
couples are in favour of Farmly Planning.

Among Protestant Christians, the proportion is somewhat
higher, roughly four out of five.

It is interesting to observe that among Catholic Christians a
clear majority of married couples is in favour of Family Planning,
the proportion bemg roughly three out of five. '

‘Muslims come last; the rela.tlve proportlon in favour of Famﬂy
Planning bemg nine out of every twenty ma.rned couples. As
religious objections are unlikely to be stronger among Muslims than
among Cathohc Christians, the explanation should probably bae
sought in a lower average level of education and income among
Mauslims in this area. As the samples of these three religious groups
(other than Hindus) are all small; the foregoing inferences suggested -
by the figures should necessarily be regarded as tentative.

8. Enowledge of Surgical Methods of Family Planning,

 .8.1. A knowledge of the surgical methods of Family Planning
- a8 found to be fairly common among husbands and wives, though
" in the case of husbands nearly 70 per cent had a knowledge of

Health ‘7-5
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Vasectomy, while only 58 per cent 6f the wives knew about Salp-
ingectomy. The distribution of husbands and wives according to

their knowledge of the surgical methods of Family Planning is
presented in Table No. 19 below ;=

TasLe No. 19.

Number and petcentage distribution of husbands and wives according
to their knowledge of the surgical method of * Family Planning .

Know. Don't know, Total.

Husbands .. - . 704 296 1,000
: (70-4) (29-6) (10u-0)

Wives .. . .. .. .o 581 419 1,000
(58-1) (41-9) (100 0)

Nors.~TFigures in brackets are percentages.

8.2. An analysis of the husbands’ knowledge of Vasectomy by
age groups is presented below in Table No. 20 :— -

TasLe No. 20,
Number and percentage distribution of husbands according to thesr
knowledge of Vasectomy classified by age-groups.

Serial number and age Knowledge gj; Vasectomy.

group (years). Know, Don't know, Total

(1) (2) 3 (4)

1 2025 .. .. o el 18 9 28
{59-1) . (40:9) (100-v)

2 26~-30 .. 89 &0 139

(640) - (360 (100.0) -

8 31385 .. .o ve .. 205 79 284
(72-2) (27-8) / (100-0)

4 36—40 ., .. ‘e .. 187 67 ' 254
(73-6) (26.4) (100 0)

5 41—483 .. . ve . 137 70 207

_ (66-2) (33-8) - (1000)
¢ 4850 .. .o .o . 69 17 F 86
- , (80-2) (19-8) (100-0)

1 Above 50 - 4 4 8
. {60-0) (50-0) (100:0)

Total .. 704 296 1,000

e et

Norn.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

The percentage of husbands who had a knowledge of Vasectom
+ is found to increase progressively with age, up to 50 years. (Thoug
. in the age group 4145 there is a sudden drop in the percentag
figure.) This is natural considering the results of Table No. 9 ¢
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MADRAS CITY

section 2 of this report which showed that there was a progress
increase in tle percentage of husbands who were for Family Plan-
ning with increase in age.

3.3. A similar analysis in the case of wives is presented in

Table No. 21 below :— ‘ -

TiBrLe No. 21.

Number and percentage distribution of wives according to their
knowledge of Salpingectomy classified by age-groups.

Serial number and age Knouledze of A:S"alp ingectony,

. Total,

group (years). - Know. Don’t knaw.—‘ o

. ¢y 2) (3) )

1 Below 20 . . . 12 g 2
o, (57-1) (42-9) {100-0)
2 20-25 e .. .. 151 102 253
(89-7) (403) - (100:0)
3 2630 .e e .o 218 154 370
(584) (41.6) (100-0)
4 381—33 .. ‘e .o 116 ' 935 211
(55-0) (45-0) (100-0)
6 36140 .. . .. 77 54 131
' ' (58-8) 41-2) (100-0)

6 41—45 e 9 4 13
(69-2) (30-8) - (100-0)

_"‘LM"';H& »W#’—’N"ﬁ:‘}:mw -~ : i ‘T‘ ’\“

(100-0) (100-0)

419" - 1,000

‘ l' '_in brackets are peroentaéa.

, 'f[‘he’percentage of wives with & knowledge of Balpingectomy
is found to be more or less stable around 58 per cent up to 40
years of age. The percentage shows a sharp increase to about 69

per cent in the next age group 4145 years, but not much reliance -
"could be placed on this figure since the number in the sample from .

this age group was as semall as 13.

Comparing Ta.blés Nos. 20 and 21, it may be seen that at all
comparable ages, the percentage of husbands with a knowledge of
Vasectomy was more than the percentage of wives with & knowledge

of Salpingectomy. -
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3.4. Table No. 22 below presents the distribution of husbands
according to their knowledge of Vasectomy by level of education :—

Tap1rLE No. 22.

Number and percentage distribution of husbands according to their
knowledge of Vasectomy classified by level of education.

Serial number and level of Knculedge of Vase tomy.

education. L —* »  Tol.

Know, Donr't know.

(1) 2) ‘ (3) 4
1 Iiliterates .. .. .. 8 ‘ 74 80
2 Litomatas b ‘ (7'5) T (92:5) (100-0)
tex: 03 ‘ut not Matricula- 192 157 349
(55°0) (450) (100°0)
3 Matri ;

:t:;sc.ulates but not Gradu. 394 56 450
(87-6) 12+4 100-0
4 Graduates and above .. 112 : 9) ( 121)
- (926) (T (100-0)
Total .. 704 296 1,000

— ———
———

Nore.~~Figures in brackets are percentages,

It is found that a knowledge of Vasectomy was highly positively
correlated with the level of education of the husband. From a
mere 7-5 per cent in the case of ‘ 1lliterates ’ the percentage with
knowledge of Vasectomy shoots up to 55 per cent in the case of
' Literates but not Matriculates *’, to about 83 per cent in the
case of ** Matriculates but not Graduafes ™ “and 1o over 90~ per cént

T Theease of Graduates and above . T S s cemacuso

3.5. Table No. 23 below presents a similar distribution of wiveé :

according to their knowledge of Salpingectomy classified by level
of education :— ' '

Tasre No. 23.

Number and percentage distribution of wives according to their
knowledge of Salpingectomy classified by level of education.

Serial number and level of Knowledge of Sa'pingectomy.
education. ) ¢ A - Total.

. Know, Don’t know,

) ® ®) #

1 Miterates ., o . 70 215 285
] (21:6) (75'4) (107-0)
2 Literates but not Matrioula. 438 188 623
o8, _ (ovg) (30-2) {100-0)
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Serial number and level of Konwledge of Salpingectomy.
: education. ~—~ A ~  Totad,
" Know. Don't know.
(1) (2) (3) (4)
8 Matriculates but not Gradu. 72 16 88
ates. R 81 8) (18:2) (1v0-0)
4 Graduates and above . 4 . 4
(100°0) (0-0) (100-0)
Total .. 551 419 1,000

Note.—Figures in brackets are percentages.
. ’

Here again, the same pattern as in Table No. 22 emerges. A
- knowledge of Salpingectomy was’certainly positively correlated with
level of education. However, on a comparison of Tables Nos. 22
and 23, it may be found that in the case of ‘' Illiterates”, a
greater percentage of wives knew about Salpingectomy compared to
greater percentage of husbands who knew about Vasectomy.

4. Aftitudes towards Surgical Methods of Family Planning.

4.1. The attitudes of husbands and wives to Vasectomy . and
Salpingectomy respectively, the study of which was an important
aspect of this survey, were classified into five categories, namely,
“TFor”, ‘‘Not now’™, ‘“Against’’, ‘‘ Undecided” and-

‘* Indifferent .

The category ‘‘ Not-now ’’ included all those husbands and
wives who were for resorting to the surgical methods of Kg
Planning, not. immedietely=dtt 2% 5 Tater stage. The category
““ For " included all th who had.sitber-alsendy tndergone the-"

"Ei’)eraffon or were ready to ugdergo it immediately. The other
categories are self-explanatory. o _
Table No. 24 below gives the distribution of husbands, accordi ng
to their attitudes to Vasectomy classified intd the five categories
mentioned above :—
‘ ' Tanre No. 24.

Number and percentage distribution of  husbands’ by their attitude
. to © Vasectomy’.

Attitude to Vasectomy.
A

e - Zotal,

For. Notnow. Against, Undecided. Indieffrent. ol
@ @) @ (4) 5) ()
136 32 T80 44 8 1,000
(138 (32 (78:0 (44 (0-8 (100°0)

peroent.) ~ per cent.) per cent.) per cent.)  per cent.)
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Taking the first two categories ‘‘ For' and ‘‘ Not now "
together, it may be seen that roughly 17 per cent of the husbands
were for undergoing Vasectomy. If, instead of taking all the 1,000
husbands as the base, we take the 704 husbands who had a know-
ledge of Vasectomy as the base, the percentage who were ‘‘ For
goes up to &bcut 24. This calculation is only proper since we
can’t expect husbands who did not have a knowledge of Vasectomy
to agree to undergo the operation. k

As before, if we take the 704 husbands who had a knowledge of
Vasectomy as the base, the percentage that were *‘ Against ™’ this
operation works out to be about 69 instead of the 78 per cent with
all the 1,000 hashands as the base.

4.2. A similar analysis of wives according to their attitudes
towards Salpingectomy is presented in Table No. 25 below :— '

TaBLE No. 25.

Number and percentage distribution of ¢ wives’ by their attitude
to ¢ Salpingeciomy ’. .

Attitude to Salpingectomy.
A

l o - \
For. Not now. Against. Und-cided. Indifferent, Total.
(1) ) 3) - (4) 1 (6)
S T ST VS M7 1,000
(70 per (2°0 por (894 per o PE por— - (100-0)

... cent) gent.) cent.) cent.) .

T e s et

Taking the ‘“ For ’ and ‘‘ Ngj-now ™ category together, it
may be seen that 90 out of the 1,000 wives or 9 per cent were for
undergoing .Salpingectomy. As in the case of husbands, if we
consider the number of wives (581) who had & knowledge of
Salpingectomy as the base, the percentage who were ““ For *’ goes
up to about 15 per cent, and those who were against comes down
to about 82 per cent, since all the 419 wives who did not have a
knowledge of Salpingectomy were against it.

4.3. Comparing Tables Nos. 24 and 25, Vasectomy is found to be
more popular than Salpingectomy. This is possibly because of the
reason that Vasectomy compared to Salpingectomy is & minor
operation. :

POWARDS FAMILY PLANNING IN THE PUDUPAKEAM AREA, a7
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However, an important point should be noted here. Since
family limitation would become a fait accompli even if one of the
members of a married couple agrees to undergo the appropriate
operation, it is necessary to take a couple as a unit and study
their attitudes. Table No. 26 below gives the results of such an
analysis :(—

Tasre No. 26.

Number and percentage_distribution of * couples’ by their attitude to
< Surgical Method’ of sFamily Planning’.

Serial number and. category. Number. Percentqga.
) ' @ 3
1 Couples at least one member of 171
which was ¢ for’ the operat.on. ! 191 per
2 Couples who were -for * the ope- 20 2'0} cent.
ration later (&Vot now).
3 Couples both members of which 743 74'3
were agatnat op Tation. .
4 Couples both members of which 7 07
were * $naifferent’.
5 Other couples e . .. 59 59
Total .. 1,000 100-0

pam—————y

Taking the first two categories *‘ For "’ and ‘‘ Not now ”
together, it may be seen that a little over 19 per cent of the 1,000

l couples surveyed were for limiting the size of their families

through surgical methods. Nearly 74 per cent of t};e couples . were
¢ Against ’’ resorting to surgical methods and % negligible
percentage were indiiferent. The category ‘‘ Other Couples” in
Table 26 includes all those couples—nine of the members of these

couples were * For ' the operation—the members of which held
conflicting opinions.

If we consider the 742 couples in each of which at least one
member had 8 knowledge of the surgical method of Family
Pla.nx;ing, as the base, the percentage of couples who were for the
operation would be about 26.

44. Tt is of interest to study the attitudes of husbands and
wives towards Salpingectomy by age-groups, by parity, by level

of education, by income groups and also by religion. The results
-of such analyses are presented in sections 4.4 o 4.13.
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Table No.'27 below gives the distribution of husbands by sge-
groups according to their attitude to Vasectomy.

TasLE No. 27.

Numter and percentage distribution
. h of ¢ hwban ds N . R
attitude to * Vasectomy® by ¢ Age_gmu;csgardmg to their

Attitude to Vasectomy.

Age-group — _
{years). For., Not now. - Un- Against. In- = ol
o . decided, different.
(2) ® (4) {6) ©) (1)
20-25 . 1 1 1 19 2
(48 (4'5) (25) (86°5) (0:0) (100-02)
26-30 . 13 9 4 1l13
(9-4) (6-4) {2'9) (81-3) (o-.o.) (m;:;;
31-35 .o 50 15 18 200 1
(17-8) (53 (6°3) (70-4) (04) (103-?)
36-40 . . 44 5 10 191 4 254
(17:3) (2°0) (39)  (15:2) (1r6)  (100:0)
41-45 o 19 2 10 173 3 207
(9-2) (1-0) (4'8)  (83:8) (I'4)  (1€0-0)
46-59 o 9 . 1 76 . 88
(10°5) (0:0) (1) (88-4) (0“(;) (100+0)
Above 50 .. . . . 8
0-0) (©-0) (0°0)  (100:0) (o-.o.) (mo-ot;
Total .. 136 32 44 780 8 1,000

e

NorE.~~Figures in brackets are percentages.

| Taking the *“ For "’ and ** Not now ’’ categories together, it
may be seen, that from the lowest age-group 20-25 ye:rs to’t‘he
?ﬁ;g:zp 3:%—-}?35, ’t’herc 18 a progressive increase in the percentage
re  For Vasectomy. There is a slight drop in the
percentage in the next age-group 3640 after which the percentage

falls rather sharply up to 50 years of age. Since the number in

the sample in the age-group above 50 years happens to be small
B ’

‘no reliance can be placed on the percentage figures given for ;t:’i?/'

group. The drop in the percentage who were for the operaj

in the age-groups 41-45 and 46-50 may be due to one of the two

?

Number and percentage distribution of * w

Either the husbands might have been afraid of
groun&s; or they might have felt it
ere fairly old. In fact, some of the
1d the interviewers during the conduct
ot expect to have any more children
heir last child only a few months

following reasons :
the operation on health
unnecessary since they w
husbands above 40 years fo
of the survey that they did n
even though they had bad ¢

before the date of the survey.

4.5. The results of a gimilar analysis in the case of wives 18

presented below in Table No. 28 :—

TapLe No. 28.
ives * according to their aftitude
to * Salpingectomy’ by’ Age-groups . :

Attitude to Salpingeclanyy.
—— SUBIESPERISE Y

et i T

Age-group

Un- . In-
(years). For. Not now. 4 eci:e 4. Aginst. dz:ﬁ"e:‘ ond. Total,
() (2 3 (4) (5) (6) 40
20 1 21
20 . .. .
Fowe fhon (0:0) (00) (0-0) (95°2) @8 {102-0)
T 12 15 3 223 .. 258
202 @ (59 (1-3) (88'1) (00) (1000
' 3 331 3 370
0 2 |, ¢
= (7-8) (1) {(08) (895) (0-8)  (100:0)
2 181 3 211
1—85 24 1
’ (11:4) 8 - O (85°8) (14 (100:0)
: 8 .. ’ 1 © 135 . » 131
”"“o (38 ~ (00 (0:8) (95°4) (0-0) (1000
145 e . . 13 e 13
‘ (0'0) o0 (0-0)  {(100-0) (0°0)  (100°0)
“ __.” .. e . .e 1 .e ‘ 1
C e om0 awo (00 (000
'rmol” 0. 20 9 894 7. 1,000

it s

Nozn.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

Itis si.gniﬁcant to note that almost z?ll the wives in the age-group
legs than 20 yesrs Were against Salpmgectom}: The perceniage
who viere « For '’ the operation (taking ‘* For afld ‘“ Not now
ogether) in the case of the next three higher age-groupe

7

categories t
Hoalth 578
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remained more or less stable at about 10 per cent. In the age-group
36—40 only about 4 per cent were for the operation. Not much
importance could be attached to the age-groups above 40 years since
the sample size in those age-groups happens to be small.

It is also interesting to note that nearly 80 per cent of the wives

who were for the operation a little later (‘“ Not now >’ category)
were in the age-group 2025 years.

4.6. The distribution of husbands by the number of surviving

children and their attitudes towards Vasectomy are presented below
in Table No. 29 :—

Tasre No. 29.

Number} and percentage distribution of © husbands’ according to their
attitude to * Vasectomy ’ by number of children alive.

Attitude to Vascctomy.
Number of —

P e e

——

children alive. For. Not now. dera{.il}-e d. Against. di ﬁé:ém. Total.
(1 (2) (3) (4) {5) (6) (1)
2 .. .. 30 25 10 300 2 367
(8:2) (6:8) (27 (81+7, (0:6)  (100-0)
3 .. .. 30 3 13 . 192 3 241
(12:4) (1:2) (5'5) (19°7) (12)  (100-0)
4 .. .. 27 1 [ 129 1 ‘164
. (165  (06) (3°8) (787) (08) (1000

B .. 29 2 8 78 1 . 118 |
(24-6) (rn (6°8) (66:1) (0-8) (1€0:0)
6 .. .. 10 .. 2 46 1 1
(16-9) (0°0) (3-4) (78:0) (27) (100-0)
7 and above. 10 1 5 35 .e . a
(196) (20) (9+8) (68+6) (0:0)  (100:0)
Total .. 126 32 44 780 8 1,000

Nore.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

Except in the case of husbands with six childr;_n alive, an’

increasing trend of the percentage of husbands who were for the
operation is visible with an increase in the number of children.
rrespondingly, a decreasing trend is visible in the percentage of

TOWARDS FAMILY PLANNING IN THE PUDUPAKEAM AREA, 81
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husbands who were against the operation with the increasing number
of kchildren, though here 'again in the case of husbands with six
children alive, the percentage ‘‘ Against '’ Vasectomy records an
increase over the previous figure of 66 per cent. The percentage
who were undecided.also is found to increase gradually with the
increase in the number of children alive.

4.7. Table No. 30 below gives the distribution of wives by their
parity and attitudes towards Salpingectomy :—

Tasie No. 30. .

Number and percentage " distribution of ‘ wives’ according to their attitude

‘ to ¢ Salpingectomy > by number of children alive.
v

Attitude to Salpingectomy.
Number of ~ h

child/ren.alive. For.  Nutnow. ecl{ged Ag sinst. dm'i:;@t. Total,
1B 2 3 (4 (6) (6) (7)

2 .. .. 1 14 1 338 3 387
(3:0) (3-8) (0-3) 921) (0°8) (100-0)

3 .. . 18 2 3 206 2 241
(1'5) (08) (1'3)  (89°6) (0'8)  (100°0)

4 .. .. 14 1 3 143 1 164
(8'5) (0'6) (1'9) (884 (08)  (1000)

5 .. .. 16 2 . 100 . 118
(13'8) - (0°0) (8+7)  (0:0)  (100:0)

¢ .. .. 8 e 1 51 1 59
S (102) (00 (rn (86-4) (17)  (1000)

7 and abeve. b 1 I 44 .. 51
(9°8) (19) (1'9) - (863) (0:0) (100-0)

Total .. 70 20 9 894 7 1,000

—— — —_— e s

Nore.—Figures in brackets are percentages.

As in the case of husbands, here also an increasing trend in the
percentage whe were ‘‘ For ”’ Salpingectomy is visible with an
increasing number of children. However, a comparison of Tables
Nos. 29 and 30 shows that at all level of parity the percentage of
husbands who were focr Vasectomy exceeds the percentage of wives
who were for Salpingectomy.
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4.8. The results of an analysis of the attitudes of husbands te

Vasectomy classified by level of education is presented in 1'able
No. 31 below :—

, . TasLy No. 31.
Number and percentage distribution of *husbands® according io thei
aftitude to Vasectomy classified by level af education.

Serial nu ~ber - Attitude to V asectomy.

ond Tevel of ! Un- In. !
edu ation. For, Notuow. Against. decided.  aifferent Tolal
) (2) (3) {4) {5) {8) (M
1 Tliiterates ., @ .. 74 ‘e . 80
(75) . (92:5) .. ‘e {100-0)
2 Literates but 31 7 206 9 3 349
not
Mairiculates. (9:7) {2-0) (84:8) (26) ~ (09) (100°0)
3 Matriculates 72 19 327 28 4 450
but not
Cradu tes.  (160) (42) @27 (6-2) 09  (106+0)
4 Graduates 24 8 a3 - g -- 1 . a1z
and above.  (19'8) (50) (68°6) (58) (0°8)  (106s0)
Total .. 136 32 780 44 8 1,000

— ———— —— e ety

Norg.—TFigures in bra::ketv. are percentages.

It may be observed from the Table that the higher the level of
education, the greater was the percentage of husbands who were
“For’ Vasectomy and the lower the percentage who were
*“ Against ' it. ‘

4.9. Table No. 32 below presents a similar analysis i the case of
Zives rm=-

TaBLE No. 32.

Distribution of - wivzs * according to their attitude to Salpingectomy
classified by level of education. :

) N Attitude to Salpingectomy.
-Serial number and level A,
of education.

-

-
For. No poaingt. U AN Total

now, ifferent.
m (2 3 (4} 18) (6) (1
1 Iiliterates .. . . s .. 276 .. 3 28¢
{2:1) o {068) .. (1D (100°0
2 Literates bu* not matriou. 54 18 543 8 4 821
Lites. (37) (2.6) (872) (09)  (0:6) (1000
3 M trioulates but  nob 10 4 . 07N 3 .. 8
urad (ates. (11'4)  (45) {807)  (34) .. (100-0
4 CGradiates and above 0 0 4 .. . 4
. 06) (0°0) (10000) .. .. (1000
Total .. 70 20 804 9 7 Lo

Nors, -~Fignreai—n brackets are p:-reentazel.
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It is & little surprising to find that all the tour wives. who were
in the ** Graduates snd above ’’ groups were against Salpingectomy.
Otherwige, with higher levels of education & greater pg‘rcentage of
wives are found to be ‘‘ For’ the operation. It is proba.jbly
because the graduate wives can use mechanical -and chemx‘.cal
contraceptives successfully. ‘ :

4.10. The results of an analysis of husba'nds by income gr‘oups
acco&'ding to their attitude to Vasectomy is presented in Table |

No. 83 :— . Tasne No. 33.

, - g . , ding to their
d percentage distribution of * husbands’ accor
Nember an p:tti:ude to Vasectomy by Income Groups.

- s

Norw.—Figures ; brackets are percentages. '

Leaving out the ““ No income "’ group, number in which is
rather small, it is found that the percenta.ge of husbands who were
for Vasectomy increases with increasing income. In the case of
income groups Rs. 101-150 and Rs. 151-200, the percentage who
were ‘* For ’’ remained more or less constant fst about 21 per cent.
1f we remember the fact that in the lower .rmcomfe groups (1..59
and 51-100) couples felt that additions to their fam.xly mean?; addi-
tions to the incorie of the family, the low ﬁgm"es in c%lese income
groups are not surprising ‘at all. Tt is also .mterestmg to note
that the percentage *' Undeqided " ig higher in the case of the
Res. 101-150 and Rs. 151-200 income groups :

Serial number Attitude to Vasectomy. ol
ol o o . ) - Indiffere, ‘. '
trcome. For. Notnow., Against. deE:]iZed ndifferen .
(m 2 (3 (4) (#) - {6) (_ )u
No ineome. 1 0 10 0 0

i (1) (0-0)  (90°9) (0:0) (0:0)  (100-0)
1 2 144

-50 .. 10 2. 129 :
- . (6°9) (1:4) (89-6) (0°7) (14)  {100-0)
' 0 8 1 325

160 .. - 40 6 27 :
¥ (12°9) (1-8) (831) (2'5) - (0:3)  (100-0)
8 18 4 218

1~150 .. 35 10 4 :
* (16-4) 47 {685) (8:8) (19)  (100-0)
1 307

~ . 50 1 225 17 :
tor-xe (16:3) (46) (73:3) (C)] (0-3) (_1_0’05’_)
Total .- - 6 32 780 “ 8 1000
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4.11, Table No. 34 below presents & gimilar analysis as in
Table No. 33 in the case of wives :— ‘

TaBrLE No. 34.

Number and percentage distribution of ¢ wives’ according to their attitude
to Salpingectomy classified by Income Groups.

Serinl nunber Atritude to Salpingectomy.
and monthly ! Not .. On. In~‘
income. For. 10w, Against, decided.  different. Toial.
D] (2) ®3) N ) (6) o)
No income ,, 2 oo - 9 . . 11
RS. .
(18-2) (81-8) {100-0)
2 150 .- 1 2 149 . 1 144
(0-7) (1-4) (97-2) S (07)  (1000)
'8 51—10D . 25 4 291 2 3 325
(74 {1-4) (89°5) (0-7) (1°0) (100-0)
4 101--150 .e 10 6 192 3 2 213
(t'7) {(2-8) (90-1) (1-4) (1-0) (100-0)
5 151—200 .. a2 8 262 4 1 307
(104) (2:6) (85-3) (1-3) (0°4)  (100-0)
Total .. 70 20 894 9 7 1,000

Nors.—TFigures in br.ckets are percentages,

The same increasing trend with increasing income, as in the
case of husbands, in the percentage figures who were for Salpin-
gectomy is visible, though in ihe income group Rs. 101150 there
is a small drop in the percentage. The figures given in the ** No
income *’ group cannot be much relied upon.

412 and 4.13. The classification of husbands and wives by
religion according to their attitude towards Vasectomy and Salpin-
gectomy respectively are presented in Tables Nos. 85 and 36
below :—

‘ TasLe No. 35.

Frequency distribution of * husbands ® according to their attitude to
Vasectomy by religion.

- ' Not Un.- . In-
. Religion, For. now. decidny, Against. different. To@.
(1) (2) 3) {4) (5) {6) 7N
Hinda .. 130 31 40 678 8 887
Mus'im e 4 . 2 35 . 41
Christisn 1 . 47 .. 48
(Catholic).
Christ an 1 1 2 20 . 24
(Protestant)
Total .. 186 2 0w g
) 8 1,000
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TasLe No. 86.

Frequency distribution of * wives’ according to their attitude to
Salpingectomy by religion.

Religion. For. ﬁiﬁ; deg‘z g Against diﬁizs ;. Total.
Y] 2) (3) 4 (5) (6) (M
Hindu .. 64 19 s 722 7 s::
Mushim - 5 .. . p :. p
Christian 1 e . .e
(Catholio) . N ) N
Christian 1 1 .
(Protestant). ‘ . . _
Total .. 10 20 o s 7 L00

—
———
P ]

Among Muslims Catholic Christians and Protestants Christians,
’ . o N

s very large majority were opposed to surgical methods. of I.ar?my

limitation. The influence of religion on these attitudes is striking.

In the ’case of Hindus, however, it must b_e sta}fed‘ thatc Olf{f
of the 678 husbands and 789 wives W}.IO were against ‘‘ operation
for limiting the size of their families, more /’cha‘n 40 per c}jx;t
gave ‘‘fear of after effects ' of the operatlc?n as thel? l‘eaSO‘n,l wt h;:
only about 25 per cent had religious object,lons- It is poss;b eth 8
out of the 40 per cent who gave ‘‘ fear ' as the reason (Tr t(:r
opposition to surgical methods, some may agree ;oﬂllmdmg:atioz
operation if sufficient proof of the harmlessness of the ope

is given them.
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