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in villages more exposed to the outside
world, and perhaps to an urban lifestyle,
women are more likely to use modern
contraceptives. Exposure to “modern”
c u l t u re (re p resented by village kinship ties
outside the village, many of which are
likely to be to urban centers such as
Bangkok) encourages the use of modern
methods of contraception. 

The mechanisms through which this ex-
p o s u re to modernity affects contraceptive
behavior are multiple and varied. Cultural
change, transmitted through interpersonal
communication, may facilitate changes in
contraceptive behavior in many ways:
Women may be exposed to more infor-
mation about diff e rent methods; they may
gain increased access to diff e rent methods;
women may acquire economic resources
with which to purchase methods; or there
may be an increasing acceptability of mod-
ern health care. 

In this analysis, it was not possible to

is the newest method of temporary con-
traception available. If diffusion of infor-
mation about the method is an important
factor in its use, this could explain the re-
lationship between kinship ties to house-
holds both inside and outside the village
and increased injectable use. Use of the
pill, an older and more established
method, re q u i res a more consistent cash
flow (because it must be purchased every
month). Thus, economic re s o u rces may be
important for pill use. Kinship ties to
households outside the village incre a s e
pill use. These ties may be facilitating in-
terpersonal communication leading to pill
use, but they may also be important for
p roviding access to economic re s o u rc e s
needed to purchase this method.

While the IUD was the historically pop-
ular temporary method in Nang Rong, its
popularity has faded dramatically since
the introduction of the injectable. Kinship
ties to households within the village ap-
pear to encourage IUD use; it is possible
that such ties are creating pre s s u re to con-
form to local behavioral patterns. As a test
of this conformity hypothesis, measure s
re p resenting the proportion of village
women using each method of contracep-
tion in 1984 were utilized as a proxy for
behavioral norms within the village. These
m e a s u res were interacted with the mea-
s u res of household level kinship ties with-
in the village. None of these interaction
terms were significant when included in
the model.* These null results suggest that
kinship ties to households within the vil-
lage neither increase nor decrease a
woman’s propensity to follow local be-
havioral norms. Instead, the effect of kin-
ship ties within the village on IUD use
may operate in the same way as the eff e c t
of kinship ties within the village on in-
jectable use, through information flow.

In conclusion, in the Nang Rong con-
text, there is no direct evidence that
household kinship networks operate by
encouraging behavior that conforms to
village norms. However, interpersonal
communication through household kin-
ship networks, both within and outside
the village, may facilitate the spread of in-
formation and resources, which both en-
courage and enable the use of modern
forms of temporary contraception.

Village Kinship Ties
Village-level kinship ties also affect the use
of modern methods of contraception in
the Nang Rong context. In particular, vil-
lage-level average extended kinship ties
outside the village increase both pill and
injectable use. These results indicate that

determine exactly the process thro u g h
which village-level kinship networks af-
fect contraceptive choice. (Qualitative re-
s e a rch could usefully illuminate these
mechanisms.) The effect of exposure to
new information can be investigated fur-
ther by an examination of the impact of ex-
p o s u re to television on women’s choice of
temporary methods. Table 5 shows the
final multinomial regression results, first
without a control for television exposure
and then with such a control added. Re-
sults indicate that at the village level, the
p roportion of households with televisions
had a negative effect on IUD use, but did
not significantly affect use of either the pill
or the injectable.

Thus, if television affects contraceptive
use through the transfer of information,
p resumably it is through negative infor-

Table 5. Coefficients from multinomial logistic regression analyses of sibling ties and tempo-
rary method choice, without and with the effects of television exposure (N=1,563)

Characteristic Pill vs. IUD vs. Injectable Pill vs. Pill vs. Injectable 
nonuse nonuse vs. nonuse IUD injectable vs. IUD

WITHOUT TELEVISION
Individual level
Age 0.302  0.927* 0.271 –0.625 0.032 –0.657  
Age squared –0.006  –0.016* –0.006 0.010 –0.001 0.010  
Education –0.041  0.021  –0.064* –0.062 0.023 –0.086  

Village level
Distance to health center (1993) –0.00008*  0.0001  –0.00006* –0.0002* –0.00001 –0.0002* 
No. of households 0.003  0.0005  0.002  –0.003 0.001 0.002 

Household kinship ties
No. of siblings in household –0.013 0.097  0.063  –0.110 –0.075 –0.035
No. of siblings in village 0.064 0.109 0.084* –0.045 –0.021 –0.025
No. of siblings outside village 0.059* 0.024  0.039 0.035 0.020 0.014

Village-level kinship ties
Average no. of siblings within village –0.142 0.751 –0.131 –0.893 –0.011 –0.882
Average no. of siblings outside village 0.387* –0.275 0.424* 0.661 –0.037 0.699*
Constant –4.914* –17.017* –4.267 12.103* –0.646 12.750*
F (30, 21) 2.24
Prob. >F .0293

WITH TELEVISION
Individual level
Age 0.305  0.969* 0.274 –0.664 0.030 –0.695  
Age squared –0.006  –0.016* –0.006 0.010 –0.001 0.010  
Education –0.040  0.033  –0.062 –0.072 0.022 –0.095  

Village level
Distance to health center (1993) –0.00007*  0.0001 –0.00006* –0.0002* –0.00002 –0.0002* 
No. of households 0.003  0.001 0.002  0.002 0.001 0.001 
% of households with television –0.699  –7.061* –1.353 6.362* 0.655 5.707*

Household kinship ties
No. of siblings in household –0.014 0.068  0.059  –0.082 –0.073 –0.009
No. of siblings in village 0.063 0.100 0.083* –0.034 –0.020 –0.014
No. of siblings outside village 0.058* 0.013 0.037 0.045 0.021 0.024

Village-level kinship ties
Average no. of siblings within village –0.191 0.314 –0.232 –0.505 0.041 –0.546
Average no. of siblings outside village 0.394* –0.217 0.439* 0.611 –0.045 0.657*
Constant –4.431  –12.647* –3.338 8.216 –1.093 9.309 
F (33, 18) 2.98
Prob. > F .0084

*p=.05, two-tailed test. Notes: Coefficient estimates are reported. Analysis includes a correction for clustering at the village level.

*These results, not included in this text, are available fro m

the author upon request.


