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ABSTRACT. This study of fertility differentials in the Philippines consists of two parts:
the rust establishes regional differences in fertility for 1960 and 1968, and the second
explains the variation in fertility which exists among the various provinces. The latter is
accomplished by examining socioeconomic characteristics and geographic factors of the
provinces and their populations.

The number of children ever born is examined in relation to (1) woman's education,
(2) wife's religion, (3) wife's residence (rural or urban), (4) type of community of current
residence, (5) wife's occupation, (6) husband's annual income, and (7) type of household
(nuclear or non-nuclear). This analysis is limited to two age groups, namely, women
aged 35-44 and 45-54 years.

The five socioeconomic categories in which the provinces of the Philippines are placed
were arrived at by devising an index of economic and social development giving equal
weight to three indicators: per cent of the population that is urban, per cent of occupied
dwelling units with radios, and per cent of male employed persons 10 years old and over

.. working in non-agricultural occupations.
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The study of differentials in fertility has become
increasingly important in recent years. This is

so because these differentials provide valuable
information regarding the relative contribution
of different groups in any given population to
the overall level of fertility, and hence give an
indication of probable future changes.

The present study deals with fertility dif­
ferentials in the Philippines. It consists of two
parts. The first seeks to establish regional and
other differences in fertility for two time periods,
namely, 1960 and 1968. For the 1960 period,
characteristics of individual women such as age
at marriage, education, and religion are consid­
ered, while for 1968, additional variables such
as occupation of wife, income, and type of resi­
dence are included. The second part seeks to ex­
plain interprovincial variations in fertility
through an examination of the socioeccnomic
and geographic characteristics of the provinces 209

and their populations. Differences between in­
dividuals within regions are likewise analyzed.
Multiple regression analysis is used to explain
the fertility differentials between individuals
and among the provinces.

The major sources of data utilized in this
study are the 1960 Census of Population of the
Philippines and the National Demographic
Survey (NOS) of 1968. Fertility questions for
the 1960 Census were asked of a l Oper-cent
sample of the population. The NOS data were
collected for every ever-married woman in some
7,000 sample households throughout the
country.

Fertility is here defined as the number of
children ever born alive per 1,000 ever-married
women. This measure constitutes the dependent
variable, and is computed separately for women
in the late phase of childbearing (ages 35-44)
and in the post-childbearing period (ages45-54).
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It is with these two age groups that this paper is
concerned.

Number of children ever born tends to be
underreported. If the number of children ever
born is used only to measure differentials in fer­
tility, it is not always necessary to correct the
data for underreporting; it may often be pre­
sumed that underreporting is equally serious
among all subgroups. For Philippine data, how­
ever, this presumption cannot arbitrarily be
made. Keeping this shortcoming in mind will
minimize serious errors in interpretation. One
should also bear in mind that we cannot infer
change over time of current fertility from child­
ren-ever-born data. For while these data are
very useful indices of size of family, they are
a measure of cumulative fertility.

To assess the influence of level of develop­
ment on fertility, the Philippine provinces were
grouped into categories (henceforth referred to
as "divisions"). The five divisions used in this
paper were arrived at by devising an index of
economic and social development which gives
equal weights to three indicators: per cent of
population urban, per cent of occupied dwelling
units with radios, and per cent of males 10 years
and older employed in non-agricultural occupa­
tions. For a listing of the provinces and their
scores as well as the range of scores included in
each division, the reader is referred to the Ap­
pendix, below.

PHILIPPINE SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW

Fertility Differentials

Fertility is determined by an elaborate set of
diverse factors. In general, important biological,
geographic, socioeconomic, and psycho-religious
elements contribute to the determination of
fertility. However, these fertility determinants
do not act in isolation. Each factor is connected
with a whole spectrum of other factors of various
kinds. For the purpose of this study it was con­
sidered important that they be examined indi­
vidually or in combination before they could all
be put together to form a meaningful and con­
clusive picture. More specifically, this paper will
proceed to examine important variables such as

residence, age at marriage, education, religion,
occupation, labor force status, income, and type
of household to see their effects on fertility in
the Philippines. All these variables are charac­
teristics of the individual women, except for
income and type of household.

Differentials bylevel ofregional development.
For 1960, cumulative fertility ratios for the age
group 35-44 increased from Division I (most
developed) to Division III (Division V being the
most underdeveloped in terms of the index used)
and decreased thereafter. Between Divisions I
and III a difference of 24 per cent in average
number of children ever born is evident. Among
the 45-54 group, an identical pattern exists, as
presented in Table 1.

•
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Table 1

Ouidreneverbornper1;000ever-married womenfor selected
ages in years by division (Philippines, 1960and 1968)

1968 •1960
Division

35-44 45-54 35-44 45-54

PHILIPPINES 5,700 5,793 5,976 6,090

Division I 4,781 4,819 5,203 5,926
Division II 5,809 6,006 6,431 6,259
Division III 5,946 6,129 6,289 6,653
Division IV 5,889 5,858 6,619 6,201
Division V 5,653 5,751 5,476 5,622

Sources: 1960 Census and the National Demographic Survey (1968)
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Analysis of the 1968 data shows that for both
age groups the most developed (Division I) and
the least developed (Division V) divisions report
the lowest fertility. The highest fertility level is
manifested by the 35-44 group in Division IV,
while peak fertility for the older age group is
reported by Division III. Additional information
as to variations in the accuracy of reporting
would be required to give a more definitive in­
terpretation of these findings, but results such as
these suggest qualification of the commonly
accepted theory concerning an inverse relation
between fertility and economic development.

Rural-urban differentials. Tabulations by
rural-urban residence were available only from
the 1968 data. The difference between rural and
urban fertility for the 35-44-years-old group is
substantial, and is shown in Table 2. Data for
the older cohort display an unexpected pattern,
with urban fertility slightly exceeding that of
rural dwellers.

The fact that the cumulative fertility ratio for
urban women increases with age, while that for
rural residents decreases, raises some doubt as to
the accuracy of birth reporting among rural
women. It is possible, theoretically speaking,
that rural fertility is higher for younger birth
cohorts than for older ones, but other evidence
seems to imply that underreporting must have
occurred most frequently among older rural
women. For example, underreporting may also
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have occurred among urban women 45-54 years
old because of the often-observed memory lapse
of older people, but since illiteracy, a factor be­
lieved to be related to accuracy of reporting, is
more widespread in rural than in urban areas, the
suspicion persists that underreporting affected
rural data more. If we assume that underreport­
ing occured also among rural women aged 35­
44, the estimated fertility differentials can be
termed minimum estimates.

As will be shown later, rural women tend to
marry at an earlier age than the urban ones.
Differences in age at marriage could explain part
of the residence differentials observed. Concen­
trating on the 35-44 age group and controlling
for age of marriage, it is readily apparent from
the data presented in Table 2 that residence
differentials observed among all women persist
within each age-at-marriage group. However, dif­
ferences are not uniform; they become narrower
as age at marriage increases and eventually are
reversed for women who married at age 25 or
later.

Fertility differentials for wives aged 45-54
do not follow the pattern of the younger
cohorts. In fact, no clear pattern at all is discer­
nible. One possible explanation could be that
illiteracy is higher among rural than among
urban women and more frequently among older
than younger ones and that, as a consequence,
birth reporting is least accurate among the older
rural folk.

Table 2

Children everbornper 1,000 ever-married women for selected ages,
by age at marriage and by residence (Philippines, 1968)

• Age at marriage (years)
Age group and residence

All ages 10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25-29 30 and over

Women aged 35-44
Urban 5,601 6,817 6,276 5,971 4,981 4,301 2,388
Rural 6,162 7,591 6,640 6,370 5,281 4,147 2,517

Women aged 45-54
Urban 6,203 7,920 6,729 6,939 5,786 4,884 2,922
Rural 6,034 7,445 6,796 5,788 6,013 4,634 3,583

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

•
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Among the women aged 35-44, urbanites
have lower cumulative fertility ratios than their
rural counterparts in all divisions (Table 3).
Metropolitan Manila (Division 1) has the lowest
average. On the whole, fertility increases as level
of development decreases. But for some incom­
prehensible reason the data show that for urban
women fertility is lowest in Division V. This
may be the result of a high rate of miscarriages
and/or underreportingof actual number of child­
ren born, a suggestion which seems plausible
sincethis division is the most underdeveloped of
all and displays the highest rate of illiteracy.
Further support for this suggestion comes from
the fact that, for rural women as well, fertility
is lowest in Division V.

For the age group 45-54, average numbers
of children born are likewise lower for urban
than rural dwellers, except in Divisions IV and
V. That illiteracy resulting in underreporting is
the main cause also of this fact is inrlicated by
an examination of the distribution of women
by education (Table4). This distribution shows
that, compared with urban dwellers in the same
divisions, rural dwellers in Divisions IV and V
haveabout twiceasmanywomenwho either had
no schooling at all or four years of elementary
education at best (81.7 versus 41.4 per cent in
Division IV and 77.4 versus 46.7 per-cent in
Division V).

For the age group 35-44, examination by
age at marriage for each place of residence with­
in divisions reveals the same pattern as that
shown for all women, with some exceptions. In
Divisions IV and V three age-at-marriage groups
in each division show lower ratios in the rural
than in the corresponding urban categories. For
the 45-54 year olds, the patterns display the
same inconsistencies observed earlier. Besides
underreporting,sampling fluctuations,especially
for the first three divisions, may account for
these inconsistencies.

Differentials by type of community of
current residence. Urban communities were
grouped into four categories based on popula­
tion size and predominant occupation of res­
idents: Urban non-farm A (urban non-farm
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household community with 100,000 people or
more); Urban non-farm B (urban non-farm
household community with 50,000-99,999
people); Urban non-farm C (urban non-farm
community with under 50,000 people); and
Urban farm D (urban farm household commu­
nity with under 50,000 population). For rural
dwellers, the small sample size permitted the
distinction of only twocommunity types: Rural
non-farm E (rural non-farm household commu­
nity with under 50,000 population) and Rural
farm F (rural farm household community with
under 50,000 population).

Despite the expectation that farm couples
would have somewhat larger families than non­
farm couples, the data show no clear difference
between groups Band D or C and D among ur­
ban women aged45-54 (Table 5). By contrast,
differences are substantial among the rural
dwellers. Looking at the two categories, Rural
farm F and Urban non-farm A, the difference in
favor of rural farm households is surprisingly
small. However, overall similarities mask some
important differentials by place of residence
which becomeevidentif age at marriage is taken
into account. For ages at marriages lower than
21, the average number of children ever born
to women is unexpectedly low for wives of
rural farm households; further, fertility differ­
ences between urban non-farm and rural farm
residents aresmall. The picture changesconsider­
ably when we compare women who married at
ages 20 and 21: urban-rural differences which
appear are relatively large, with the urban non­
farm women of completed fertility having al­
most 1,700 more births per 1,000 than the rural
farm women.

Looking at the youngercohorts (35-44), the
unexpected relationship between type of res­
idence and fertility observed for older women
persists: in rural areas, non-farm couples have
somewhat higher average fertility rates than
couplesliving on farms. The expected pattern of
farm fertility being higher than non-farm ferti­
lity is found only when urban farm and non­
farm women are compared. However, holding
age at marriage constant reveals that even in

•
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Table 3

Children everbornper1,000 ever-married women [or selected ages, by age
at marriage and by residence [or each division (Philippines, 1968)

Age at marriage (years)
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Division, age group, and residence
All ages 10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25 and over

• Division I

Women aged 35-44
Urban 5,203 6,807 6,203 5,318 4,500 3,604
Rural

Women aged 45-54
Urban 5,926 7,574 6,136 7,250 5,564 4,064
Rural

Division II

Women aged 35-44
Urban 5,744 6,875 6,073 5,828 5,200 3,500
Rural 6,986 7,857 7,529 7,250 6,333 5,000

Women aged 45-54
Urban 6,032 7,583 7,476 5,333 6,533 3,564
Rural 6,442 7,667 6,000 6,667 6,500 5,182

Division III• Women aged 35-44
Urban 5,941 7,400 6,212 6,349 4,778 4,139
Rural 6,431 7,196 7,410 6,769 5,656 4,042

Women aged 45-54
Urban 6,486 8,158 7,143 7,028 6,167 4,286
Rural 6,748 9,045 7,370 5,312 6,600 4,706

Division IV

Women aged 35-44
Urban 6,196 6,911 6,909 6,892 5,944 4,062
Rural 6,751 7,970 7,375 6,618 5,194 3,500

Women aged 45-54
Urban 6,828 8,903 7,333 7,762 5,438 3,750
Rural 6,059 7,500 6,625 6,037 5,800 3,667

• DivisionV

Women aged 35-44
Urban 5,370 5,930 6,139 5,874 5,227 3,627
Rural 5,494 7,419 5,456 5,929 4,912 3,357

Women aged 45-54
Urban 5,958 7,261 6,148 6,688 5,095 5,091
Rural 5,558 6,679 6,677 5,536 5,435 4,317

•
Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)
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Table 4

Percentage distribution of womenaged 45-54 years for division IVand V,
by residence and by education (Philippines, 1968)

•

Division IV Division V
Educational attainment

Urban Rural Urban Rural

All levels 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
No schooling 14.7 34.1 20.0 38.5
Grades 1-4 26.7 47.7 26.7 38.9
Grades 5-7 29.2 13.5 29.1 19.2
High school 1-4 20.7 2.9 16.7 2.9 •College 1-4 and over 7.8 1.8 7.5
No information 0.9 0.5

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

Table 5

Children everborn per 1,000 ever-married women for selected ages by age at marriage
and by type ofcommunity ofcurrentresidence (Philippines, 1968)

•
Age group and type of

Age at marriage (years)

community of current residence All ages . 10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25-29 30 and over

Women aged 35-44

Urban non-farm Al 5,399 6,790 6,325 5,433 4,895 4,500 2,000
Urban non-farm B 5,622 6,860 6,128 5,692 5,273 4,130 2,000
Urban non-farm C 5,674 6,822 6,324 6,319 4,688 4,125 2,864
Urban farm D 5,978 6,725 6,474 6,444 5,615 4,529 3,200
Rural non-farm E 6,329 8,000 6,429 7,333 4,762 4,000 2,750
Rural farm F 6,103 7,414 6,711 6,075 5,523 4,195 2,421

Women aged 45-54

Urban non-farm A 6,114 7,605 6,909 7,711 5,462 4,500 3,050 •Urban non-farm B 6,105 7,806 6,952 6,370 5,881 4,889 2,538
Urban non-farm C 6,194 8,236 6,554 6,660 6,020 5,098 2,720
Urban farm D 6,276 7,593 5,813 7,250 5,000 5,235 4,400
Rural non-farm E 5,654 6,725 6,222 5,429 6,000 4,529 2,700
Rural farm F 6,140 7,595 6,806 6,039 6,182 4,544 3,967

lUrban non-farm A =Urban non-farm household community with 100,000 or more pop.; Urban non-farm
B= Urban non-farm household community with 50,000 to 99,999 pop.; Urban non-farm C = Urban non-farm house­
hold community with under 50,000 pop.; Urban farm D = Urban farm household community with under 50,000
pop.; Rural non-farm E = Rural non-farm household community with under 50,000 pop.; and Rural farm F = Rural
farm household community with under 50,000 pop.

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

•
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these cases differences do not consistently point
in the expected direction.

Age-at-marriage differentials. Age at marriage
is one of the most important determinants of
fertility levels. An examination of Philippine
marriage data for 1960 and 1968 reveals a clear
trend toward younger ages at marriage. The
proportion of wives aged 45-54 who were
married before reaching age 20 increased from
39 per cent in 1960 to 43 per cent in 1968. The
trend toward younger ages at marriage is like­
wise evident within each of the characteristics
considered, i.e., it occurs independently of level
of development, education, religion, wife's occu­
pation, husband's income, or household type.
There are only a few exceptions: women of
Division I with 5-7 years of elementary school­
ing or with college education show a slight in­
crease in marriage age (Tables 6 and 7).
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Analysis of the median ages at marriage for
women aged 45-54 by educational attainment
reveals a direct relationship between education
and age at marriage. The trend toward younger
agesat marriage is evident for wo:nen at all levels
of education except for the college group.

It is generally observed that rural women tend
to marry at an earlier age compared to urban
women. Philippine data indicate that 45 per cent
of the rural married women got married before
age 20 while only 39 per cent of the urban
women did so.

The highest income group shows the highest
median age at marriage (23.4 years), and the
middle income group has the lowest (20.2 years).
The three other income groups do not differ
significantly from one another.

Tabulations of fertility by age at marriage

Table 6

Age at marriage and median ages at marriage of womenaged45-54

• by selectedcharacteristics (Philippines, 1960)

Distribution of

Median age at women Age at marriage (years)
Characteristic

marriage (years)
Per cent Number All ages Under 20 20-24 25-29 30 and over

Total 21.5 100.0 775,440 100.0 39.0 37.8 15.2 8.0

Regions
Division I 21.2 9.6 74,320 100.0 30.8 40.3 19.5 9.4
Division 11 22.0 8.9 68,910 100.0 34.9 38.7 17.2 9.2
Division III 21.1 21.4 166,770 100.0 42.1 36.8 14.2 6.9
Division IV 21.3 25.4 196,610 100.0 40.3 37.4 14.2 8.1
Division V 21.4 34.7 268,830 100.0 39.2 37.9 14.9 8.0

• Education

No schooling 21.3 43.3 335,540 100.0 40.6 37.2 14.2 8.0
Grades 1-4 21.1 32.2 250,050 100.0 41.6 37.1 14.2 7.1
Grades 5-7 20.1 15.1 117,140 100.0 38.8 38.0 15.7 7.5
High school 1-4 22.6 6.2 48,110 100.0 26.8 44.1 19.1 10.0
College and over 24.5 3.2 24,600 100.0 13.2 40.8 29.8 16.2

Religion
Roman Catholic 21.5 83.4 646,850 100.0 39.1 37.4 15.3 8.2
Non-Catholic 21.5 16.6' 128,440 100.0 38.2 40.0 14.7 7.1

~ Source: 1960 Census of the Philippines
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Table 7

Ageat marriage andmedian ages at marriage ofwomenaged 45-54
by selected characteristics (Philippines, 1968)

Distribution of

Median age at
women Age at marriage (years)

Characteristic
marriage (years) Per cent Number All ages Under 20 20-24 25-29 30 and over

•
Total 20.9 100.0 956,800 100.0 43.0 32.1 16.0 8.9

Regions

Division I 21.8 10.7 102,400 100.0 35.8 39.8 16.0 8.6
Division II 21.5 11.8 112,800 100.0 37.5 39.7 16.8 6.0
Division III 20.6 20.2 193,600 100.0 44.4 36.3 13.3 6.0
Division IV 20.2 26.2 250,400 100.0 48.6 28.6 13.4 9.4
Division V 21.1 31.1 297,600 100.0 '42.3 26.6 19.6 11.5

Education
No schooling 20.8 27.4 261,200 100.0 44.4 29.0 17.0 9.6
Grades 1-4 20.5 38.6 367,200 100.0 46.1 33.7 13.2 8.0
Grades 5-7 20.6 22.6 216,400 100.0 45.8 30.5 16.0 7.7
High school 1-4 21.6 7.5 71,600 100.0 36.9 38.0 16.2 8.9
College and over 25.2 3.9 37,600 100.0 10.6 38.3 31.9 19.2

Religion
Roman Catholic 20.8 86.3 823,200 100.0 43.8 31.7 15.4 9.1 •Non-Catholic 21.4 13.8 131,600 100.0 38.2 34.8 19.8 7.2

Residence

Urban 21.3 33.3 317,200 100.0 38.9 36.7 16.3 8.1
Rural 20.6 66.8 639,600 100.0 45.2 29.8 15.8 9.2

Wife's occupation
Professional or clerk 24.3 2.9 27,600 100.0 20.3 34.8 23.2 21.7
Proprietor or sales 20.2 13.6 130,000 100.0 49.0 24.4 14.9 11.7
Farmer 20.9 23.3 222,400 100.0 44.0 26.8 16.8 12.4
All others 20.5 8.3 79,600 100.0 44.7 38.2 14.1 3.0
Not in the labor force 20.3 51.9 494,000 100.0 46.6 42.8 8.7 1.9

Husband's income

POOO-N99 21.0 37.5 357,600 100.0 42.2 28.7 18.2 10.9
P500-P999 20.8 20.5 195,600 100.0 44.0 32.3 16.9 5.8 •P 1,000-P2,999 20.2 30.3 288,400 100.0 48.3 32.0 12.3 7.4
P3,000-N,999 21.1 5.9 56,400 100.0 37.6 41.1 12.8 8.5
P5,000 and over 23.4 5.8 54,800 100.0 23.3 43.8 20.5 12.4

Type of household
Nuclear 21.0 81.9 780,000 100.0 41.8 32.1 16.9 9.2
Non-nuclear 20.1 18.1 172,400 100.0 49.3 32.7 11.4 6.6

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)
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Table 8

Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married
women, for selected ages by yearreportedand
age at marriage (Philippines, 1960 and 1968)

1. 1960 (1960 Census)

Under 20 years 6,499 6,876
20-24 years 5,394 5,635
25-29 years 4,304 4,651
30 and over 2,463 2,854

2. 1968 (National Demographic Survey)

10-17 years 7,352 7,580
18-19 years 6,532 6,774
20-21 years 6,233 6,194
22-24 years 5,185 5,919
25-29 years 4,211 4,720
30 and over 2,461 3,380

marriage of 30 years or older. For the older age
group of women in 1968, non-Catholic fertility
exceeded Catholic fertility for women who
married below 22 years of age.

When level of development is taken into
account (as in Table 10), the pattern of relation­
ship between religion and fertility observed for
all women reappears in Divisions IV and V, but
an inversion in the direction of the religion
effect becomes obvious for Divisions I, II, and
III, showing higher non-Catholic fertility. The
fact that non-Catholics are concentrated in the
lower socioeconomic ranks (using education as
indicator) may explain the higher fertility ave­
rages of this group in the first three divisions.

Data for Division V, which contains the least
developed provinces, do not fit the explanation
just given; non-Catholics, despite their generally
lower socioeconomic status, show lower fertility
than Catholics. The apparent discrepancy may
be due to the fact that a large proportion of
non-Catholics in the provinces included in Divi­
sion V are Muslims. Polygamy, still practiced
among the Muslims residing in these provinces,
may have depressed the average fertility of the
women there.

Education. Analysis of the 1960 data by
educational attainment of women in the two
age groups produces a somewhat confusing pic­
ture (Table 11). The relationship which appears
is neither a clear-cut negative nor a straight­
forward linear one. In the first place, the largest
families are not found among the unschooled,
but among those who had some elementary
schooling, an observation which holds true for
the older as well as the younger cohorts. Second,
differences between successiveeducational cate­
gories are slight, except for those between the
high-school and college groups and between
those women with intermediate schooling and
with high-school education.

There is no evidence of an increase or de­
crease of the negative relationship betweeneduc­
ation and fertility when the two age cohorts
represented are compared. The total range of
fertility variation is not great. Women aged
45-54 with primary schooling have had 1.4

Agegroup (years)
35-44 45-54

Year reported and
age at marriage

reveal that fertility varies inversely with age at
marriage (Table 8). The 1968 data show that
wivesof completed fertility who married before
age 18 have 11 per cent more births than those
who married at ages 18 and 19, about 38 per
cent more births than the 25-29 marriage group,
and 55 per cent more than those who married
at age 30 or later. The depressing effect that
later marriage has on fertility is also visible when
various characteristics are considered separately.

Religious differentials. Slight differences in
the number of children ever born exist between
Catholics and non-Catholics, a fact which be­
comes obvious when data for the various age
groups in the different birth cohorts are com­
pared. For the Philippines as a whole, as indi­
cated in Table 9, Catholics aged 45-54 in 1960
display higher fertility than non-Catholics, with
the exception of women who married at ages
25 and over. The difference between the two
religious groups decreases with each succeeding
age-at-marriage category and is reversed for ages
25 and over. A similar pattern is observable for
the 35-44 age groups of 1960 and 1968, al­
though the reversal occurs only at ages-at-

•

•

•
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Table 9

Children everbornper 1,000 ever-married women for selectedages,
by religion and by age at marriage (Philippines, 1960 and 1968)

Year reported and 35-44 years 45-54 years

age at marriage All RC Non-RC All RC Non-RC

1. 1960 (1960 Census)

All ages 5,700 5,767 5,388 5,793 5,826 5,625
Under 20 years 6,639 6,741 6,183 6,993 7,049 6,707 •20-24 years 5,444 5,511 5,131 5,648 5,693 5,438
25-29 years 4,261 4,294 4,094 4,621 4,619 4,633
30 and over 2,437 2,424 3,506 2,872 2,867 2,897

2. 1968 (National Demographic Survey)

All ages 5,976 6,054 5,560 6,090 6,132 5,821
10-17 years 7,352 7,527 6,460 7,580 7,575 7,604
18-19 years 6,532 6,582 6,172 6,774 6,740 6,956
20-21 years 6,233 6,388 5,438 6,194 6,144 6,500
22-24 years 5,185 5,244 4,833 5,919 5,957 5,695
25-29 years 4,211 4,218 4,167 4,720 4,968 3,492
30 and over 2,461 2,436 2,714 3,380 3,451 2,870

..
Table 10

Children everbornper 1,000 ever-married women for selectedages,
by religion and by division (Philippines, 1960 and 1968)

Year reported, age
II III IV Vgroup, and religion

1. 1960 (1960 Census)

Women aged 35-44
Roman Catholic 4,767 5,803 5,936 5,956 5,821
Non-Catholic 4,960 5,848 6,020 5,338 5,259

Women aged 45-54 •
Roman Catholic 4,803 5,985 6,080 5,923 5,853
Non-Catholic 4,978 6,152 6,485 5,320 5,470

2. 1968 (National Demographic Survey)

Women aged 35-44
Roman Catholic 5,176 6,299 6,234 6,685 5,697
Non-Catholic 5,583 7,550 7,043 6,417 4,810

Women aged 45-54
Roman Catholic 5,937 6,008 6,587 6,348 5,712
Non-Catholic 5,941 7,578 7,366 5,069 5,234

•
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Table 11

Children everbornper 1,000 ever-married womenfor selected ages,
by education (Philippines, 1960)
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Change from previous
category (per cent)

Distribution of
women (per cent)

Children ever born

Educational attainment
per 1,000 women

35-44 45-54

All levels 5,701 5,794
No schooling 5,636 5,745

• Grades 1-4 6,004 6,104
Grades 5-7 5,764 5,902
High school 1-4 5,261 5,119
College 1-4 and over 4,050 4,117

Source: 1960 Census

35-44

+6.5
-4.0
-8.7

-23.0

45-54

+6.2
-3.3

-13.3
-19.6

35-44

100.0
34.2
35.1
19.7

7.1
3.9

45-54

100.0
43.3
32.2
15.1
6.2
3.2

•

times as many births as those with college
education.

The pattern of relationship between educa­
tion and fertility evident from the 1968 data is
almost identical with that of 1960 (Table 12).
Excluding the unschooled group, fertility starts
at a high level for women with little education
and declines over the entire educational range
at about the same rate. However, the fertility
level reported for each educational category in
1968 is always higher than that for the corres­
ponding category in 1960 (excepting the un­
schooled older women).

Whenageat marriage is controlled (Table 13),
the 1960 data show that for the two age groups
of wives the inverse relationship between fer­
tility and education observed for all women is
maintained within each age-at-rnarriagecategory.
The same does not hold true when the 1968
data are scrutinized. A closer examination of the
1968 data shows that within each age-at-marriage
group existing relationships are rather weak for
age group 35-44. The relationship is an inverse
one for those who married before age 20; it is
almost direct for women who married at ages
29-24; and it is virtually non-existent for those
who married at ages over 24.

Table 12

Children everborn per 1,000 ever-married womenfor selectedages,
by education (Philippines, 1968)

•
Educational attainment

Children ever born
per 1,000 women

Change from previous
category (per cent)

Distribution of
women (per cent)

All levels
No schooling
Grades 1-4
Grades 5-7
High school 1-4
College 1-4 and over

35-44

5,976
5,688
6,457
6,099
5,770
4,271

45-54

6,090
5,548
6,496
6,353
5,827
4,819

35-44

+13.5
-5.5
-5.4

-26.0

45-54

+17.1
-2.2
-8.3

-17.3

35-44

100.0
17.8
36.9
25.1
12.1

8.1

45-54

100.0
27.4
38.5
22.7

7.5
3.9

•
Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)
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Table 13

OJildren ever born per1,000ever-mamed women for selected ages,
by age at marriage andby education (Philippines, 1960and1968)

1960

Age group and
Age at rust marriage (years)

educational level All ages Under 20 20-24 25-29 30 and over

Women aged 35-44

No schooling 5,636 6,486 5,299 4,246 2,521 .,
Grades 1-4 6,004 6,875 5,695 4,446 2,561
Grades 5-7 5,764 6,710 5,536 4,298 2,460
High school 1-4 5,261 6,228 5,193 4,224 2,252
College and over 4,050 5,179 4,610 3,625 1,990

Women aged 45-54

No schooling 5,745 6,887 5,522 4,621 2,979
Grades 1-4 6,104 7,236 5,938 4,819 2,922
Grades 5-7 5,902 7,080 5,797 4.742 2,757
High school 1-4 5,119 6,292 5,339 4,255 2,662
College and over 4,117 5,289 4,639 3,815 2,405

1968

Age group and . Age at rust marriage (years)

educational level
All ages 10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25-29 30 and over

Women aged 35-44 •
No schooling 5,688 6,665 6,102 5,965 5,106 4,500 1,545
Grades 1-4 6,457 7,849 6,926 6,257 5,175 4,143 2,870
Grades 5-7 6,099 7,458 6,440 6,480 5,213 4,072 2,500
High school 1-4 5,770 6,775 6,402 6,537 5,515 4,375 2,174
College and over 4,271 4,563 4,688 4,973 4,800 4,125 2,818

Women aged 45-54

No schooling 5,548 7,741 6,128 4,648 5,170 4,009 3,850
Grades 1-4 6,496 7,894 6,951 6,638 6,380 4,933 3,247
Grades 5-7 6,353 6,872 7,518 7,125 6,060 4,977 3,512
High school 1-4 5,827 7,267 6,083 5,414 6,026 5,586 3,250
College and over 4,819 6,000 5,429 7,100 5,500 4,800 2,167

Sources: 1960 Census and National Demographic Survey (1968)

Within the 45-54 age group, the same rela- the other age-at-marriage groups it is the un-

tionship as for all women exists for the 10-17 schooled who display the lowest fertility.

and 18-19 age-at-marriage groups, except that ' The above observations, which indicate no
it is strongest for women with 5-7 years of clear trend of the fertility-education relation-
elementary or with high school education. The ship when age at marriage is controlled, suggest
college-educated do not in all cases produce the that education exercises a somewhat indepen-
smallest number of children; only those who dent influence on fertility. In view of the mag-
married either very early or very late do so. For nitude of the observable differences it appears

•
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unlikely that sampling fluctuation alone ac­
counts for the differences.

Another variable which may help to evaluate
the influence of education on fertility is res­
idence. As mentioned earlier, analysis by rural­
urban classification was possible only for 1968.

Although within the 45-54 age group the
overall negative relationship between fertility
and education observed for all women is main­
tained when urban and rural women are exam­
ined separately, some interesting patterns emerge
(Table 14). For urban women, the two lowest
educational groups have the highest number of
children ever born, while among the rural women
those with elementary education have the lar­
gest families. Surprisingly, rural women show
lower average-fertility rates than do urban wo­
men for corresponding educational groups, ex­
cept the women of intermediate schooling. The
very low averages among the rural unschooled
could be due either partly or wholly to deficient
reporting. However, the fact that rural averages
are lower than urban regardless of levels· of
schooling requires a different explanation. Un­
favorable health and environmental conditions
still found in many rural areas may have led to
relatively many miscarriages among the rural
women and depressed overall fertility levels.

Table 14

Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married
women aged 45-54 years, by residence and

by education (Philippines, 1968)

Educational level Urban Rural

No schooling 6,584 5,359
Grades 1-4 6,767 6,415
Grades 5-7 6,130 6,541
High school 1-4 5,952 5,273
College 1-4 and over 4,959 4,000

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

Asin the case of education, data presented in
Table 14 suggest that residence exerts an in­
dependent influence on fertility. When educa­
tional attainment is controlled, the previously
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found pattern (that urban fertility exceeds rural
fertility) is maintained for all educational groups,
except the grade 5-7 category. The difference
is greatest among unschooled wives.

Occupation of wife. Among the 35-44 age
group, those who were willing and able to work
in 1968 show a lower average number of child­
ren ever born than those who were not in the
labor force, regardless of residence. For women
45-54 years old, urban residents show the same
pattern. For rural women, however, the reo
lationship is reversed (Table 15).

Table 15

Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married
women for selected ages, by labor-force
status and by residence (Philippines, 1968)

Labor-force status 35-44 ' 45-54
years years

Total

In the labor force 5,701 6,146
Not in the labor force 6,211 6,029

Urban

In the labor force 5,186 6,087
Not in the labor force 5,885 6,264

Rural

In the labor force 5,920 6,190
Not in the labor force 6,396 5,898

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

For either age cohort, professionals display
the lowest fertility averages,followed by women
of the all-other-occupations category in the case
of urban dwellers, and by those of the farm
category in the case of rural dwellers (Table 16).
It is somewhat surprising that wives of farmers
residing in rural areas have fertility rates which
are not much above those of the professional
and clerical groups. If this low fertility among
the farmers' wivesis not entirely due to deficient
reporting, it most probably is the result of un­
favorable health and living conditions.

Husband's income. With the exception of the
lowest income group, husbands' income as re-

•

•

..

•

•
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Table 16

Source: National Demographic Survey (l968)

Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married
women for selected ages, by residence and

by occupation (Philippines, 1968)

ported in 1968 is negatively related to fertility
for the 35-44-year-old wives (Table 17). When
age at marriage is controlled, however, a positive
relationship for those women who married below
25 and are at the lower income levels becomes
apparent, a fact which does not hold true for

women with high-salaried (PS,OOO and over)
husbands. For women of completed fertility
(45-54) irrespective of age at marriage, an in­
verted Ushaped pattern emerges. Detailed exam­
ination of various income groups within each
age-at-marriage group reveals that relationship
patterns for the older cohorts are similar to
those exhibited by the younger women..

Comparisons of relationships among divisions
suggest that significant differences exist in the
way income affects the number of children ever
born (Table 18). In Division I, the inverted U·
shaped pattern mentioned for income groups is
evident again. In Divisions IV and V the reo
lationship between fertility and regional level
of economic development is consistently positive
for each age at marriage category. In the reo
maining two divisions, no clear-cut pattern is
discernible.

The existence of a positive relationship in
Divisions IV and V seems inconsistent with the
previous finding of negative relations between
education and fertility, since education and in­
come correlate positively. This inconsistency,
as well as the unclear patterns exhibited by the
various age-at-marriage categories, warrants the

35-44 45-54
years years

Residence and occupation

Urban

Professional or clerk 3,810 5,074
Proprietor or sales 5,898 6,264
Farmer 5,840 6,730
All others 5,243 6,110
Not in the labor force 5,885 6,264

Rural

Professional or clerk 4,765 5,400
Proprietor or sales 7,108 6,500
Farmer 5,564 6,012
All others 6,362 6,556
Not in the labor force 6,396 5,898

•

•

Table 17

Children everbornper1,000 ever-married womenfor selected ages,
by age at marriage and by husband's income(Philippines, 1968)

Age group and
Age at first marriage (years)

husband's income All ages 10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25-29 30 and over

Women aged 35-44

• POOO-N99 5,439 6,712 6,134 5,774 4,472 3,892 2,143
P500-P999 6,308 7,918 6,213 6,157 5,653 4,702 2,000
Pl,000-P2,999 6,299 7,597 6,741 6,701 5,654 4,171 2,803
P3,000-P4,999 5,824 7,204 7,651 6,160 4,547 4,255 2,737
P5,000 and over 5,569 7,242 6,333 5,962 5,343 4,568 2,182

Women aged 45-54

POOO-N99 5,400 6,900 5,796 5,412 5,466 4,519 3,400
P500-P999 6,462 7,855 7,658 6,267 6,108 4,247 3,357
pl,OOO-P2,999 6,738 8,011 7,210 7,060 6,252 5,364 3,736
P3,000-N,999 6,255 7,450 7,485 7,065 5,519 4,778 2,667
P5,OOO and over 5,825 9,333 6,071 4,353 6,186 5,429 3,118

Source: National Demographic Survey (1968)

•
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Table 18

Children ever bornper1,000 ever-married women for selected ages, by
husband's incomein each division (Philippines, 1968)

•

Age at rust marriage (years)
Age group and husband's income

10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25 and over
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Table 18 (continued)

Ageat rust marriage (years)
Age group and husband's income

10-17 18-19 20-21 22-24 25 and over

Division V

•

Womenaged 35-44

POOO-P999
P 1,000-P2,999
P3,000 and overb

7,000
7,407

a

5,260
5,776
6,700

5,504
6,577

a

4,678
5,847
4,238

2,077
3,118
3,143

Women aged 45-54

POOO-P999
P1,000-P2,999

P3,000 and overb

6,311
7,321

5,556
8,026

5,270
5,962

4,811
5,348

4,280
4,837

Il()mittedbecause of small numbers.

bOmitted because of smallsamplesin almost all categories.

Source: National DemographicSurvey (1968)

Table 19

Residenceand type
of household 35-44 years 45-54 years

Children ever born per 1,000 ever-married
women for selected ages, by residence and

type offamily (Philippines, 1968)

dependent variable, multiple regression tech­
niques make it possible to assess the effect of
each one of them separately, while statistically
holding all the others constant. Eight indepen­
dent variables (age at marriage, husband's in­
come, wife's education, wife's religion, rural­
urban residence, labor force status of the wife,
type of household, and use of contraceptives)

6,258
5,378

6,174
6,283

6,294
4,527

5,371
4,944

6,214
5,636

6,064
5,290

Urban

Nuclear
Non-nuclear

Total

Nuclear
Non-nuclear

Rural

Nuclear
Non-nuclear

Multiple RegressionAnalysis

Multiple regression models using the indi­
vidual as unit of analysis permit conclusions
which would be unwarranted if no further in­
formation were available other than the usual
cross-tabulations utilized so far in this study.
When the analysis involves more than one in-

conclusion that income also seems to be a re­
latively poor discriminator of differentials in
fertility compared to the variable of education
or occupation. A better understanding of the
influence which income exerts on fertility may
be achieved when additional control variables
are introduced.

Type of household. Regardless of type of
residence and age of woman, the number of
children ever born is higher for nuclear than for
non-nuclear households (Table 19). The reason
for this difference is not yet clear. A fuller
understanding of household-type differentials
will most probably require a detailed examina­
tion of amount and degree of wives' and couples'
involvement in kin networks and of fertility
pressures exerted on couples by kin or friend­
ship groups living in close physical proximity.

•

•

•
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were included in the regressionmodel developed
for this study. The calculated coefficient of
determination indicates that the eight indepen­
dent variables employed explain 16 per cent of
the variance in fertility for the Philippines as a
whole. If divisions are taken separately, the
explanatory power of the eight variables for
Divisions I and V is about the same as for the
country as a whole. In Divisions II to IV the
amount of variance explained increases to about
22-24 per cent.

Examination of regressioncoefficients reveals
that most of the independent variables exert
somewhat different influences on fertility, de­
pending on the level of development of the
region in which they operate. Age at marriage
proves to be the most important determinant of
fertility. It is the only variable which affects
fertility in the same direction regardless of divi­
sions, even though there are differences in the
magnitude of these effects. It can be observed
that each increase in marriage age of one year
tends to decrease completed fertility by an ave­
rage of one-fourth of a child in Divisions I
through IV, and by approximately one-sixth of
a child in Division V.

The effects which education and income
exercise on fertility seem to be somewhat smaller
than those reported in other studies. The rather
homogeneous nature of the developmental divi­
sions employed in this study may account for
this, at least in part.

Multiple regression analysis using 53 provin­
ces as subgroups, instead of five developmental
divisions, shows that median age at marriage
and median number of school years completed
are the best predictors of fertility of married
women. Taken together, these variables account
for 36 per cent of the observed variance in fer­
tility. When five other variables are added (pro­
portion of population living in urban areas,
percentage of males in non-agriculture, infant
mortality rate, density of area, and proportion
of females in the labor force), 49 per cent of the
variance in fertility can be explained.

Implications

The results of this study of fertility differen-
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tials in the Philippines have implications both
for the country itself and for similarly situated
nations. The threat of hunger is ever present in
any country where the rate ofpopulation growth
exceeds that of economic growth. In the Philip­
pines as well as in many parts of Asia and Africa,
control of population growth is becoming more
and more imperative for survival. An analysis of
fertility differentials can help point to choices
available and necessary for checking unprece­
dentedly high population growth rates.

This study shows, for example, how a delay
in marriage results in a substantial reduction in
the average number of children per couple. The
multiple regression model, using the individual
as the unit of analysis, calculated an average
reduction in fertility of about' one-fourth of a
child for each year of delay in marriage, apart
from the effects of the other variables. Of course,
bringing about a shift to a later age at marriage
in a society where available evidence shows a
decline in age at marriage for most women, and
where existing cultural norms seem to press for
early marriage, is a considerable problem. But
despite these difficulties, the development of
programs to defer marriage in order to. decrease
fertility certainly is worthy of consideration.

If direct programs designed to increase age
of marriage are not feasible, alternatives may be
considered which work through other variables,
as, for example, education. Age at marriage in
1968 shows a decline from the 1960 levels for
most educational levels, except for women who
passed grades 5-7 (an increase of half a year) or
who went to college (an increase of 0.7 of a
year). If more young women could be induced
to acquire at least intermediate schooling, a con­
siderable reduction in fertility would probably
result because of the negativeeffect which educa­
tion has on fertility. If a greater proportion of
women were to enter college in the future, fer­
tility levels might be expected to go down even
further. However, developments like this take
time, and it is questionable. that the Philippines,
with its acute population problem, can afford
this luxury. The decision whether the Philippines
should embark on a long-range project to reduce
fertility by means of education, or should em-

•

•

•
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ploy a short-cut method relying on efforts to
spread contraception is a crucial one.

Promotion of female participation in the
labor force outside the home may be another
way to reduce the birth rate. This could work in
two ways: (1) it may provide new roles and in­
terests supplementary to marriage, introduce
non-familial distractions into people's lives, and
cause a restructuring of the family's socializing
function; (2) it may provide roles and interests
for women as alternatives to marriage and cause
a postponement of marriage. As pointed out
earlier, women in urban areas who reported a
usual occupation in 1968 have a lower average
number of children ever born than those who
reported no occupation. The reverse is true for
the rural population. The difference is most
probably the result of the predominance of tra­
ditional, home-based occupations in rural areas,
which do not necessarily conflict with child­
bearing. What can clearly be inferred from the
data is that only an increase in the proportion
of women in the professional and clerical and
"all-other" occupations of the type found in
urban areas, as contrasted with typical rural
occupations, can assure that employment of
women will result in lower fertility. To draw
rural women from their homes means establish­
ment of light industries in rural areas, a rather
difficult feat for an agricultural country like the
Philippines. In addition, promoting female part­
icipation in the labor force is precarious in a
situation of already high male unemployment.
It is not unlikely that the Philippine government
will show reluctance to promote female employ­
ment if it is to be at the expense of males. Asin
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the case of education, one may ask again whe­
ther promotion of birth control would not result
in a greater reduction in fertility than would
programs aiming at industrialization and in­
creased female labor-force participation.

The data on occupation available for this
analysis are quite limited for a study of differen­
tial fertility. The NDSclassified women by usual
occupation with reference to the time of the
survey. Additional variables, like length of time
worked in each occupation held after marriage,
and classification of usual occupation before or
after marriage, would have been useful. A better
understanding of the relation between labor
force and fertility can come about if this ad­
ditional information is considered in conjunction
with the woman's pregnancy history.

Another question often raised about the re­
lation between labor-force participation and fer­
tility is, which one comes first. If employment
were antecedent to fertility, one would expect
that the inverse relation would be strongest in
the upper classes, where birth control is more
likely to be practiced. To find a more definitive
answer, occupation and socioeconomic status
should be controlled simultaneously.

The analysis presented does not exhaust all
the variablesimportant for a study of differential
fertility. One important variable left out of this
analysis is fecundity. Further investigation of
such topics as fecundity differences, migration,
and child-spacing will add considerably to an
understanding of observable fertility differen­
tials.

• Appendix

Listing ofPhilippine provinces by division according to scores obtained using available
provincial characteristics (1960)

Divisionand
province

Per cent of occupied
Per cent of dwelling units with

population urban radio

Per cent of male employed Averagepercentage
persons 10 years and over in (score)
non-agricultural occupations

•

DivisionI
Manila
Rizal

100.0
91.6

55.3
51.0

98.6
85.6

85
76
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Appendix (continued)

Division and Per cent of
Per cent of occupied Per cent of male employed

province population urban
dwelling units with persons 10 years and over in Averagepercentage

radio non-agricultural occupations (score)

Division U
Cavite 51.2 26.2 36.8 38

Laguna 41.0 22.4 39.0 34

Pampanga 35.3 16.7 43.9 32

Bulacan 25.1 24.4 46.2 32

Zambales 35.9 16.5 43.3 32

Division III
Negros Occ. 48.3 5.6 23.7 26

Cebu 33.4 8.9 30.1 24

Nueva Ecija 28.9 9.3 26.8 22

Quezon 27.4 10.7 26.4 22
Pangasinan 24.6 7.4 27.3 20
Bataan 16.2 13.0 29.6 20

Tarlac 24.0 9.4 27.4 20

Division IV
Camarines Norte 24.7 7.5 25.0 19
Albay 16.1 4.8 33.4 18
Iloilo 25.1 6.4 23.6 18

MisamisOriental 23.3 9.0 21.7 18

Sorsogon 22.3 3.2 25.9 17
Camarines Sur 26.1 5.0 19.0 17

Batangas 14.6 10.6 24.8 17

Davao 26.0 8.2 15.9 17

Mt. Province 24.8 6.1 17.8 16 •Catanduanes 22.4 1.9 22.2 16

Agusan 23.3 5.3 21.0 16

Nueva Vizcaya 31.0 3.7 11.0 15
Leyte 19.9 5.5 18.3 15

Division V
MisamisOcc. 11.6 7.4 22.6 14

Ilocos Norte 18.9 5.3 15.5 13
Lanao del Norte 21.7 6.4 11.1 13
Marinduque 7.6 5.8 25.5 13
Negros Oriental 19.6 3.9 15.9 13

Samar 17.8 2.6 19.1 12
Ilocos Sur 12.2 5.1 17.3 12
Occ. Mindoro 12.2 5.1 19.6 12
Or. Mindoro 12.9 5.8 15.8 12 •Surigao 19.0 3.4 14.6 12

Zamb. del Sur 16.2 5.0 13.8 12

La Union 11.1 6.8 16.1 11
Isabela 13.7 3.2 16.7 11
Romblon 4.4 4.4 24.8 11
Sulu 16.6 1.8 13.3 11
Batanes 0 2.2 26.7 10

Palawan 12.2 4.1 12.2 10
Masbate 13.9 3.1 12.2 10
Aldan 3.7 3.0 24.7 10
Capiz 8.5 4.0 17.7 10
Bohol 5.5 4.9 19.6 10

•
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Division and
province

Per cent of
population urban

Per cent of occupied
dwelling units with

radio

Per cent of male employed
persons 10 years and over in Averagepercentage
non-agricultural occupations (score)

Cotabato 17.3 3.3 8.9 10
Zambo del Norte 16.4 2.9 11.0 10
Lanao del Sur 21.9 1.4 8.0 10
Cagayan 12.8 2.7 ILl 9
Bukidnon 13.8 4.3 9.6 9• Antique 7.3 2.7 13.7 8
Abra 6.6 2.6 13.6 8

Source: 1960 Census

•

Note

Dr. Pascual received the Ph.D. in sociology from the
University of Chicago in 1971, and is currently an
assistant professor of demography at the Population
Institute, University of the Philippines. Her manus­
cript was submitted to PSR December 14,1971.
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Percentage of Males and Females 10 Years and Older in the Labor Force
by Level of Education, Urban and Rural Philippines, May, 1968 *

Urban Rural
Educational Level Males Females Males Females

All Educational Levels 69.3 40.9 82.0 46.9

•No Schooling 70.3 40.1 83.8 51.1
P'r irrra r y 56.8 34.9 76.4 44.4
Inte r medfate 66.5 39.1 86.2 45.8
Some High School 64.4 37.7 83.3 45.8
High School Graduate 85.3 41. 7 92.3 51. 7
College Undergraduate 72.0 42.2 75.5 44. 7
College Graduate 94.2 82.6 98.0 33.3
Median Year of Schooling of
those in the Labor Force 8.0 6.9 5.0 4.6

*In the Labor Force =Employed or unemployed but looking' for a job

Percentage of Males and Females 10 Years and Older Who
Are Unemployed, by Level 'of Education, Urban

and Rural Philippines, May, 1968
•

Educational Level
Urban Rural

Males' Females Males F'erna Ie s

All Educational Levels 12.1 13.7 4.1 8.6

No Schooling 10.2 9.7 2.6 5.3
Primary 7.7 8. 1 2.3 6.6
Intermediate 9.8 10.2 3. 5 9.7
Some High School 19.2 19.0 8. 7 11. 1
High School Graduate 13.5 20.2 10.7 30.3 ..
College Undergraduate 15.4 24.7 13.3 15.2
College Graduate 6.2 9.2 6.2 5.7

Taken from: Corazon G~ Mejia-Raymundo, "The Characteristics of, and
Extend of Unemployment Among the Phflippine High Level
Manpower," Unpublished M. A. Thesis' in Demography,
Manila, University of the Philippines, 1972.
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