ICPSR
Inter-university Consortium for
Political and Social Research

First Malaysian Family Life Survey, 1976-1977

Summary Report and Technical Report (PDF)

William Butz and Julie DaVanzo

ICPSR 6170






FIRST MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE SURVEY, 1976-1977

(ICPSR 6170)

Principal Investigators

William Butz and Julie DaVanzo
RAND

Second ICPSR Version
October 1998

Inter-university Consortium for
Political and Social Research
P.O. Box 1248
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106






BIBLIOGRAPHIC CITATION

Publications based on ICPSR data collections should
acknowledge those sources by means of bibliographic
citations. To ensure that such source attributions are
captured for social science bibliographic utilities,
citations must appear in footnotes or in the reference
section of publications. The bibliographic citation for

this data collection is:

Butz, William, and Julie DaVanzo. FIRST
MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE SURVEY, 1976-1977
[Computer file]. 2nd ICPSR version. Santa
Monica, CA: RAND [producer], 1995. Ann Arbor,

MI: Inter-university Consortium for Political

and Social Research [distributor], 1998.

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON USE OF ICPSR RESOURCES

To provide funding agencies with essential information
about use of archival resources and to facilitate the
exchange of information about ICPSR participants'
research activities, users of ICPSR data are requested to
send to ICPSR bibliographic citations for each completed
manuscript or thesis abstract. Please indicate in a cover
letter which data were used.

DATA DISCLAIMER

The original collector of the data, ICPSR, and the
relevant funding agency bear no responsibility for uses
of this collection or for interpretations or inferences
based upon such uses.






DATA COLLECTION DESCRIPTION

William Butz and Julie DaVanzo
FIRST MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE SURVEY, 1976-1977 (ICPSR 6170)

SUMMARY: The First Malaysian Family Life Survey, 1976-1977 (MFLS-
1), was conducted in Peninsular Malaysia as a retrospective life
history survey of 1,262 households containing an ever-married woman
aged 50 or younger. Full life histories were collected through
personal interviews with these women and their husbands regarding
fertility-related events, marriage, employment, migration, income

and wealth, attitudes and expectations with respect to family size

and composition, community characteristics, time allocation, and
transfers of goods, help, and money between the respondents and
others. The survey collected data in three separate rounds held at
four-month intervals. The majority of the survey was administered

in Round 1, while the second and third rounds collected data on new
guestions not asked in Round 1 and also updated some of the Round 1
data, most notably the work and pregnancy histories. In October
1981, the individual-level dataset (Part 142) was created,
consisting of one fixed-length record per individual per household.
Variables included at both the individual and household levels
provide information on demographics, time allocation, and income
and wealth. Due to processing constraints, most of the
retrospective data have been omitted from the individual-level
dataset.

UNIVERSE: Ever-married women aged 50 or younger and their current
spouses living in Peninsular Malaysia.

SAMPLING: The sample consisted of 1,262 households in 52 areas in
Peninsular Malaysia containing an ever-married woman (one who had
been married at least once) aged 50 or younger. Forty-nine of the
areas were selected by area probability methods and three were
purposively selected to give additional representation to Indian
families and to families living in fishing communities.

NOTE: (1) This data collection was created by the principal
investigators to replace their hierarchical version, which is not

distributed by ICPSR. This multifile version also contains four

files not included in the hierarchical version: Parts 93 and 94,

Female and Male Recall Test Data, and Parts 92 and 141, Infant
Feeding/Amenorrhea Update Data. In addition, Part 136, Round 3:
MF10MIG1--Male Migration Card 1, Part 137, Round 3: Repunched MF10
Data, and Part 138, Round 3: MF10REV--Revised MF10 Data, contain
updated data not in the hierarchical version. (2) This data

collection can be combined with SECOND MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE



SURVEY: 1988 INTERVIEWS (ICPSR 9805) to provide a retrospective
history of the respondents from the 1940s to 1988. (3) At the

request of the principal investigators, it should be noted that

variables V1416R3, V1417R3, V1418R3, and V1419R3 in Part 142,
Individual-Level Data, are not reliable and should be ignored.

EXTENT OF COLLECTION: 142 data files + machine-readable
documentation (PDF) + SAS data definition statements + SPSS data
definition statements

EXTENT OF PROCESSING: CONCHK.PR/ FREQ.PR/ UNDOCCHK.PR/ DDEF.ICPSR/
SCAN/ REFORM.DOC

DATA FORMAT: Logical Record Length with SAS and SPSS data
definition statements

Part 1: Round 1. MF1SUM--Household Roster Summary
Part 2: Round 1: MF1ROST--Household Roster

Part 3: Round 1: MF2SUM--Female Retrospective Summary
Part 4: Round 1: MF2MAR1--First Marriage Date Card

Part 5: Round 1. MF2PREG--Pregnancy

Part 6: Round 1: MF2CURDT--Current Date

Part 7: Round 1. MF2MARR--Marriage

Part 8: Round 1: MF2MIG--Migration/Housing

Part 9: Round 1: MF2CARE--Child Care

Part 10: Round 1. MF2ED--Education/Training

Part 11: Round 1. MF2EMP--Employment (Female)

Part 12: Round 1. MF3SUM--Male Retrospective Summary
Part 13: Round 1: MF3ED--Education/Training/Marriage
Part 14: Round 1: MF3EMP--Employment (Male)

Part 15: Round 1. MF3PROP--Property and Gifts

Part 16: Round 1: MF4ASUM--Female Time Budget Summary
Part 17: Round 1. MF4ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Female)
Part 18: Round 1: MF4PRE--Pre-Listed Activities (Female)
Part 19: Round 1: MF5SUM--Male Time Budget Summary
Part 20: Round 1: MF5ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Male)
Part 21: Round 1. MF5PRE--Pre-Listed Activities (Male)
Part 22: Round 1. MF6SUM--Income and Wealth Summary
Part 23: Round 1: MF6POSS--Possessions

Part 24: Round 1: MF6CROP1--Crop Card 1

Part 25: Round 1: MF6CROP2--Crop Card 2

Part 26: Round 1: MF6CROP3--Crop Card 3

Part 27: Round 1: MF6FARM--Basic Farm Card

Part 28: Round 1: MF6LARGE--Large Animals

Part 29: Round 1: MF6SMAL1--Small Animals

Part 30: Round 1: MF6PROD--Animal Produce

Part 31: Round 1: MF6BUS1--Non-Farm Business Card 1
Part 32: Round 1: MF6BUS2--Non-Farm Business Card 2



Part 33: Round 1. MF6LAND1--Land and Buildings 1

Part 34: Round 1. MF6LAND2--Land and Buildings 2

Part 35: Round 1. MF6LAND3--Land and Buildings 3

Part 36: Round 1: MFERENT--Rentals/Gifts/Payments/Returns
Part 37: Round 1: MF6BORR--Borrowings and Loans

Part 38: Round 1: MF6INS--Insurance

Part 39: Round 1: MF11SUM--Community Questionnaire Summary
Part 40: Round 1. MF11CD1--Community Questionnaire 1
Part 41: Round 1: MF11CD2--Community Questionnaire 2
Part 42: Round 1: MF11CD3--Community Questionnaire 3
Part 43: Round 1: MF11CD4--Community Questionnaire 4
Part 44: Round 1. MF11CD5--Community Questionnaire 5
Part 45: Round 1: MF11CD6--Community Questionnaire 6
Part 46: Round 2: MF1SUM--Household Roster Summary
Part 47: Round 2: MF1ROST--Household Roster

Part 48: Round 2: MF2SUM--Female Retrospective Summary
Part 49: Round 2: MF2MAR1--First Marriage Date Card

Part 50: Round 2: MF2PREG--Pregnancy

Part 51: Round 2: MF2CURDT--Current Date

Part 52: Round 2: MF2MARR--Marriage

Part 53: Round 2: MF2MIG--Migration/Housing

Part 54: Round 2: MF2CARE--Child Care

Part 55: Round 2: MF2ED--Education/Training

Part 56: Round 2: MF4SUM--Female Time Budget Summary
Part 57: Round 2: MF4ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Female)
Part 58: Round 2: MF4PRE--Pre-Listed Activities

Part 59: Round 2: MF5SUM--Male Time Budget Summary
Part 60: Round 2: MF5ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Male)
Part 61: Round 2: MF5PRE--Pre-Listed Activities (Male)

Part 62: Round 2: MF6SUM--Income and Wealth Summary
Part 63: Round 2: MF6POSS--Possessions

Part 64: Round 2: MF6CROP1--Crop Card 1

Part 65: Round 2: MF6CROP2--Crop Card 2

Part 66: Round 2: MF6CROP3--Crop Card 3

Part 67: Round 2: MF6FARM--Basic Farm Card

Part 68: Round 2: MF6LARGE--Large Animals

Part 69: Round 2: MF6SMALZ2--Small Animals

Part 70: Round 2: MF6PROD--Animal Produce

Part 71: Round 2: MF6BUS1--Non-Farm Business Card 1

Part 72: Round 2: MF6BUS2--Non-Farm Business Card 2

Part 73: Round 2: MF6LAND1--Land and Buildings 1

Part 74: Round 2: MF6LAND2--Land and Buildings 2

Part 75: Round 2: MF6LAND3--Land and Buildings 3

Part 76: Round 2: MF6RENT--Rentals/Gifts/Payments/Returns
Part 77: Round 2: MF6BORR--Borrowings and Loans

Part 78: Round 2: MF6EXP--Extraordinary Expenses

Part 79: Round 2: MF7SUM--Female Attitudes and Expectations Summary
Part 80: Round 2: MF7SUPP--Means of Support (Female)



Part 81: Round 2:
Part 82: Round 2:
Part 83: Round 2:
Part 84: Round 2:
Part 85: Round 2:
Part 86: Round 2:
Part 87: Round 2:
Part 88: Round 2:
Part 89: Round 2:
Part 90: Round 2:
Part 91: Round 2:
Part 92: Round 2:
Part 93: Round 2:
Part 94: Round 2:
Part 95: Round 3:
Part 96: Round 3:
Part 97: Round 3:
Part 98: Round 3:
Part 99: Round 3:

MF7ACT--Children's Activities and Help (Female)
MF7MEM--Household Members (Female)
MF7PAREN--Helping Parents (Female)
MF7SIZE--Attitudes (Female)

MF7MED--Medical Help (Female)
MF8SUM--Male Attitudes and Expectations Summary
MF8SUPP--Means of Support (Male)
MF8MEM--Household Members (Male)
MF8PAREN--Helping Parents (Male)
MF8SIZE--Attitudes (Male)

MF8MED--Medical Help (Male)

Infant Feeding/Amenorrhea Update Data

Female Recall Test Data

Male Recall Test Data

MF1SUM--Household Roster Summary
MF1ROST--Household Roster
MF2SUM--Female Retrospective Summary
MF2MAR1--First Marriage Date Card
MF2PREG--Pregnancy

Part 100: Round 3: MF2CURDT--Current Date

Part 101: Round 3: MF2MARR--Marriage

Part 102: Round 3: MF2MIG--Migration/Housing

Part 103: Round 3: MF2CARE--Child Care

Part 104: Round 3: MF2ED--Education/Training

Part 105: Round 3: MF4SUM--Female Time Budget Summary
Part 106: Round 3: MF4ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Female)
Part 107: Round 3: MF4PRE--Pre-Listed Activities (Female)
Part 108: Round 3: MFAWORK--Ever-Married Women and Spouse Working Hours
Part 109: Round 3: MF5SUM--Male Time Budget Summary
Part 110: Round 3: MF5ACT4--Past 4 Months Activities (Male)
Part 111: Round 3: MF5PRE--Pre-Listed Activities (Male)

Part 112: Round 3: MF5BUSY--Busy Times

Part 113: Round 3: MF6SUM--Income and Wealth Summary
Part 114: Round 3: MF6POSS--Possessions

Part 115: Round 3: MF6CROP1--Crop Card 1

Part 116: Round 3: MF6CROP2--Crop Card 2

Part 117: Round 3: MF6CROP3--Crop Card 3

Part 118: Round 3: MF6FARM--Basic Farm Card

Part 119: Round 3: MF6LARGE--Large Animals

Part 120: Round 3: MF6SMAL2--Small Animals

Part 121: Round 3: MF6PROD--Animal Produce

Part 122: Round 3: MF6BUS1--Non-Farm Business Card 1

Part 123: Round 3: MF6BUS2--Non-Farm Business Card 2

Part 124: Round 3: MF6LAND1--Land and Buildings 1

Part 125: Round 3: MF6LAND2--Land and Buildings 2

Part 126: Round 3: MF6LANDS3--Land and Buildings 3

Part 127: Round 3: MF6RENT--Rentals/Gifts/Payments/Returns
Part 128: Round 3: MF6BORR--Borrowings and Loans



Part 129: Round 3: MF6EXP--Extraordinary Expenses

Part 130: Round 3: MFOSUM--Networks of Support Summary
Part 131: Round 3: MF9OUT--Transfers Out

Part 132: Round 3: MF9IN--Transfers In

Part 133: Round 3: MFOHELP--Children's Help

Part 134: Round 3: MFOSCHOO--Schooling Expenditures
Part 135: Round 3: MF10SUM--Male Migration Summary
Part 136: Round 3: MF10MIG1--Migration Card 1

Part 137: Round 3: Repunched MF10 Data

Part 138: Round 3: MF10REV--Revised MF10 Data

Part 139: Round 3: MF10MIG2--Migration Card 2

Part 140: Round 3: MF1LOMON--Sending/Receiving Money
Part 141: Round 3: Infant Feeding/Amenorrhea Update Data
Part 142: Individual-Level Data

Cases: 52 to 8,295 per part
Variables: 6 to 1,466 per part
Record Length: 15 to 80 per part
Records Per Case: 1

Part 143: Codebook Volume 1.: Part 144: Codebook Volume 2:
"Introduction” Through "MF 6: "MF7: Female Attitudes and
Income and Wealth" (PDF) Expectations” Through

"Appendix K" (PDF)

Part: 145: Codebook Volume 3: Part 146: Data Collection
"Individual-Level Data" and Instruments and Interview
"Documentation of Subfiles” Instructions (PDF)

(PDF)

Part: 147: Descriptions of Sample Part 148: Summary Report and
Communities (PDF) Technical Report (PDF)
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PREFACE

This report is one of a series of publications growing out of a
survey and research project to investigate the influence of certain
economic and institutional factors on céuples' fertility behavior in
Peninsular Malaysia. The project was funded by the U.S. Agency for
International Development and was conducted by The Rand Corporation
in collaboration with, initially, the Department of Statistics of the
Government of Malaysia, and subsequently, Survey Research Malaysia,
Sdn. Bhd. The purpose of the project was to identify factors within
the range of direct public policy influence that affect birthspacing
and family size, and to estimate the magnitude of statistical rela-
tions between these factors and fertility outcomes.

The data-gathering phase of the study, which is now complete,
has involved the development and field testing of survey instruments;
the training of field personnel; the collection, coding and cleaning
of data; and the preliminary statistical investigation of research
hypotheses. Project output includes the resulting data set, reports
on initial research findings, and materials of methodological and
operational interest to investigators who use the data set or are
involved in similar projects. The Rand reports on this phase of the

study include the following:

o William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, Economic and Demographic
Family Behavior in Malaysia: A Conceptual Framework for
Analysis, R-1834-AID, October 1975.

o William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, The Malaysian Family Life
Survey: Suwmmary Report, R-2351-AID, March 1978.

o William P. Butz, Julie DaVanzo, Dorothy Z. Fernandez, Robert
Jones, and Nyle Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life Survey:
Appendix 4, Questiomnaires and Interviewer Instructions,
R-2351/1-A1D, March 1978.

o Terry Fain and Tan Poh Kheong, The Malaysian Fomily Life Survey:
Appendixz B, Round One Codebook, R-2351/2-AID, March 1978.
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Robert Jones and Nyle Spoelstra, The Malaysian Fumily Life
Survey: Appendix C, Field and Teechnical Report, R-2351/3-AID,
March 1978.

Fahmi Omar, The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendiz D,
Deseriptions of Sample Communities, R—2351/4—AiD, March 1978.
William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, Contracepting, Breast-
feeding, and Birthspacing in Peninsular Malaysia: A Model of
Decisiormaking Subject to Economic and Biological Constraints,
R-2352-AID, forthcoming.

Iva Maclennan, RETRO: A Computer Program for Processing Life
History Data, R-2363-AID/RF, March 1978.

Julie DaVanzo and Donald L. P. Lee, The Compatibility of
Child Care with Labor Force Participation and Nowmarket
Activities: Preliminary Evidence from Malaysian Time Budget
Data, P-6126, forthcoming.

The Codebook for Rounds Two and Three is expected to be available in

late 19792 as Appendix E to R-2351-AID.

The present report contains a brief summary of the surveying and

data preparation and of the initial research findings. It takes sum-

mary information from several of the above reports to acquaint the

reader with the purposes and dimensions of the project. Details con-

cerning all aspects can be found in the other documents.
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I. PURPOSE OF THE SURVEY

The questionnaires used in this project were designed to provide
data for estimating the magnitude of key economic and biomedical rela-
tionships affecting birthspacing, family size, and breastfeeding pat-
terns of families in Peninsular Malaysia. The goal was to identify
factors amenable to public policy influence that directly or indirectly
affect fertility outcomes.

Testing our research hypotheses* required data on the following

subjects:

o]

Demographic dependent variables
Pregnancy intervals and outcomes
Lengths of lactation
Contraceptive use
o Primary demographic and biological conditioning factors
Marital status
Spouse separation
Child deaths
Lengths of postpartum amenorrhea
o Major determinants of opportunity cost of a woman's time
with children
The woman's time use in particular activities
Compatibility of these activities with child care
Availability of child-care substitutes
o Major components of the family's economic resources
Family income
Family wealth
Economic value of children to parents

Availability of substitutes for economic value of children

*See William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, Economic and Demographic
Family Behavior in Malaysia: A Conceptual Framework for Analysis,
The Rand Corporatien, R-1834-AID, October 1975, for a discussion of
these hypotheses.



o Community factors of primary interest
Availability of agricultural inputs and products

Characteristics of the private and public supplies
of contraceptives, weaning foods, schooling, water
sanitation, and medical services



%
II. SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Nearly all the individual questions in the survey instruments
were designed to elicit data on one or more of the conceptual variables
listed in Sec. I. The other survey questions f£fill data needs that
cannot be so briefly summarized. The number of questions and the
amount of surveying in this study may seem large in relation to the
number of hypotheses and conceptual variables. However, some con-
ceptual variables such as family income, family wealth, the economic
value of children to parents, and the opportunity cost of women's
time with children have many components that must be separately
documented. Other conceptual variables such as women's and children's
time use are subject to considerable seasonal variation as well as
substantial recall error when the reference period is long.

These and other general considerations, along with a variety
of factors specific to the Malaysian setting, led to a longitudinal
survey design consisting of three rounds, four months apart. Questions
were clustered into questionnaires more according to the desired
respondent and reference period for each question than to the con-
ceptual similarity of groups of questions. For example, information
necessary to construct empirical proxies for the economic value of
children is drawn from questionnaires MF1, MF4, MF5, MF6, MF7, and
MF8, while family income is derived from information in questionnaires
MF2, MF3, MF4, MF5, and MF6. Within questionnaires, questions are,
of course, sequenced according to standard interviewing consideratioms.

The questionnaires were field-tested in different socioeconomic
settings. The first field versions of the instruments were developed

by members of the professional staff of the Census and Demography

*The survey instruments and interviewer instructions are pre-
sented in William P. Butz et al., The Malaysian Family Life Survey:
Appendix A, GQuestionnaires and Interviewer Instructions, The Rand
Corporation, R-2351/1-ATID, March 1978.



Division, Department of Statistics, the Government of Malaysia, in
collaboration with the Rand project leaders. Each questionnaire was
first tested in a controlled environment in the office of the Depart-
ment of Statistics in Kuala Lumpur and then in both urban and rural
private households around Kuala Lumpur..

Subsequent tests took place in rural Malay fishing villages in
Trengganu (on the east coast of Peninsular Malaysia), in a west
coast padi area, among urban Chinese and Indian families, and among
several rural Chinese families. Tests were conducted in Malay,
English, Mandarin, Cantonese, and Tamil. TInterview-reinterview checks
on reliability and husband-wife compariscns of validity were made at
this stage. This sequence of testing facilitated questionnaire
development in controlled, then semicontrolled, environments, while
developing the instruments in the necessary languages and in forms
that did not constitute interviews of excessive length.

Subsequently, extensive modifications were made by Survey Research
Malaysia during the training and final field-testing phases. The
need for these modifications came to light during class practice and
trial interviews, and it was decided to adopt a system cof question
books and recording forms. All instructions to interviewers were
printed in order in the question book, from which the interviewers
read all questions verbatim. This ensured standardization in the
wording and order of questions. All survey instruments, except the
Community Questionnaire (MFll), were formatted for keypunching
directly from the questionnaire.

Below, we briefly describe the purpose of each questionnaire,
indicating to whom and how often it was administered. This informa-

tion is summarized in Table 1.

MF1: HOUSEHOLD ROSTER

Questionnaire MFl was administered to the selected ever-married

*
woman {EMW) or other adult female household member who had lived

*
See p. 13 for information on the respondent selection procedure.



Table 1

SUMMARY OF SURVEY SCHEDULE

a Round(s) in Average Interview
Questionnaire Eligible Respondents Which Administered Length in Round 1
MF1l: Household Roster Selected ever-married women Administered completely 20 minutes
{(EMW) 1ess than 50 yr old, in 1; updated in 2 and 3
or other eligible adult female
MF2: Female Retro- EMW Administered completely 60 minutesb
spective in 1; updated in 2 and 3
MF3: Male Retro- Present husbands of EMW Administered completely 40 minutesb
spective in 1; updated in 2 and 3
MF4 and MF5: Female EMW and their present Administered completely 25 munutes - MF4
and Male Time Budgets husbands in 1, 2, and 3 13 minutes - MF5
MF6: Income and Male heads of household Administered completely 43 minutes
Wealth or other members of house- in 1, 2, and 3
hold that contains an EMW
less than 50 yr old
MF7 and MF8: Female FMW and thelr present Administered in 2 only
and Male Attitudes husbands
and Expectations
MF9: Networks of EMW Administered in 3 only
Economic Support
MF10: Migration and Present husbands of EMW Administered in 3 only
Urban Assimilation
MF1l: Community Village chiefs, midwives, Administered throughout
Information and other knowledgeable the survey

persons (several question-
naires per Primary Sampling
Unit)

4The respondent selection procedure is described on page 13.
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with the household for at least one year; The gquestionnaire was
administered during the first survey round and repeated during
subsequent rounds.

The following information is collected in MF1: éomposition
of household; relationships among household members; number of months
each member resided in the household in the last twelve months; ethnic
community; sex, birthdate, age, and marital status of each household
member; literacy (reading and writing ability); current attendance
in school; highest level of schooling completed by each member;
highest school certificate obtained; and basic characteristics of

the last school attended by each member.

MF2: TFEMALE RETROSPECTIVE

This questionnaire was administered to all selected ever-married
women less than 50 years old. It was given during the first survey
round and updated during subsequent rounds.

Questionnaire MF2 elicits a life history of pregnancies, lacta-
tions, first postpartum menstruations, contraceptive use, marital
status changes, migration, house characteristics and household com—
position, help with children, and education and training of each
respondent, as well as a work history that includes occupation,
amount of time worked for each job held, and earnings at intervals
of not more than three years. The information in MF2 is documented
from age 15, age of first marriage, or age of first pregnancy, which-
ever is earliest.

The interview procedures for MF2 (and MF3) emphasize cross-
referencing dates and respondent ages across events in different
life areas. This technique helps determine the dates of particular
events and facilitates checking the consistency of the life history
over time and across life areas. Such cross-checking during the
interview is greatly aided by the accurate birth registration records
kept by virtually all mothers as part of the Malaysian vital statistics

and citizen identification systems.



MF3: MALE RETROSPECTIVE

This questionnaire was administered to all present husbands of
selected women less than 50 years old.* Like MF2, it was administered
during the first survey round and updated during subsequent rounds.

The Male Retrospective questionnaire elicits a life history from
age 15 or first marriage (whichever is earlier) to the present, and
covers schooling and training; marital status changes; occupations;
earnings; amount of time worked; property owned; and gifts, inheri-

tances, and dowries received.

MF4 AND MF5: TIME BUDGETS

MF4 and MF5 were administered to female respondents and their
present husbands in each survey round, thus providing information
about seasonal variation in time allocation. The questionnaires
document (1) number of hours spent at an activity in the last seven
days the activity was performed; (2) number of weeks the activity was
performed in the last four months; (3) rate of pay (if any} in cash
and/or kind for the activity; (4) distance from home to place of
activity; (5) amount of help received; and (6) presence of children
less than 11 years old while the activity was being performed. Time
use of eligible male and female respondents, of their children living
with them, and of other helpers (paid or unpaid) is documented. All
market and nonmarket activities of interest are covered, including
all jobs, unpaid family work, schooling, training, cottage industry,
housework, and child care (but excluding recreational activities and

sleep).

MF6: INCOME AND WEALTH

Data on income and wealth were collected for each sample house-
hold in MF6. The primary respondent was the male head of household;
if he was not present or was unable to give complete information on

all the categories covered in this questionnaire, other household

*

If the EMW has no husband or he is not available for interview,
the property and gifts section is still administered, with the EMW
as respondent.



members were interviewed. MF6é was administered during each survey
round. The reference period was 12 months in the first round and
4 months in later rounds.

This questionnaire gathers information on all income (except
that covered in MF4 and MF5) received by the household in the reference
period, quantities of property and durable goods owned, and changes in
these components of wealth in the reference period. Data were
collected on agricultural production; ownership of animals; businesses
owned; services performed; gifts from non-household members; inheri-
tances or dowries received; income from insurance, pensions, retire-
ment programs, or interest; income received from renting out rooms,
houses, or land; ownership of land; and possession of durable goods.
In addition, MF6 collected information on money borrowed or interest
paid in the reference period and on whether the respondent or his
spouse were covered by the government retirement program (Employees’
Provident Fund (EPF)), had any kind of insurance, and/or had money

in a bank or savings account in the reference period.

MF7 and MF8: ATTITUDES AND EXPECTATIONS

These questionnaires were administered only during the second
survey round to all ever-married women less than 50 years old and to
their present husbands.

The Attitudes and Expectations questionnaires elicit information
about ages at which sons and daughters became helpful in various
activities; expected occupations and educational attainment of
children; help in cash, goods, and services that respondents have
given to their parents and help they receive or expect to receive
from their own children; other types of expected old-age support;
desired family size; number of respondents’ siblings; education and
occupation of respondents' parents; and opinions regarding

fertility-related areas.



*
MF9: NETWORKS OF SUPPORT

This questionnaire was added te the project in the third round
of the survey to document the flow of goods, help, and money (including
loans) between respondents in this sample and their relatives, friends,
and acguaintances. The questionnaire documents the types, amounts,
and directions of transfers during the previous 12 months and the
obligations incurred because of the transfers. The questionnaire was

administered to the EMW.

**k
MF10: MIGRATION

This questionnaire determines the extent of geographic mobility
and ascertains the causes and consequences of families' migration.
The questionnaire covers all the moves made by the family, and then
focuses on the most recent time the respondent made a complete change
of home and workplace, examining the distance moved, accompaniment of
family, reasons for moving, where lived on arrival, economic support
received and employment status after moving, prior knowledge of destina-
tion, and return moves back to origin. The questionnaire was admin-

istered to the husband in the third round of interviewing.

MF1l: COMMUNITY QUESTIONNAIRE

For each primary sampling unit in the sample, information was
collected on schools, family planning clinics, job markets, and
prices of relevant commodities. This questionnaire also elicits
historical information about epidemics, floods or droughts, job
training programs and public utilities, family planning programs,
and schools. It was administered to a variable number of spokesmen
in each community and where necessary was supplemented from external
information sources. The data were collected throughout the survey

period.

*
All phases of work on Questionnaire MF9 were supported by a
separate contract with the U.S. Agency for International Development.

*
All phases of work on Questionnaire MF10 were supported by a
separate contract with the U.S. Agency for International Development.
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ITI. SAMPLE DESIGN

The sample for the study consisted of 1262 private households,
each containing at least one ever-married woman (i.e., one who had
been married at least once, regardless of her present marital status)
less than 50 years of age at the time of the initial wvisit. These
households were located in 52 geographic areas of Peninsular Malaysia
(see Fig. 1). Forty-nine areas** were selected by area probability
sampling metheods, and three were purposively chosen to give Indian
families and familjies living in fishing communities additional repre-
sentation.

The geographic areas, called Primary Sampling Units (PSUs), were
selected from a sampling frame covering the whole land area of
Peninsular Malaysia.+ A PSU contains approximately 220 Dwelling Units
(DUs); a DU is defined as an enclosed private living area which has
a separate entrance from a public area.

All Dwelling Units in each selected PSU were recorded on
specially drawn maps and their addresses listed. The DUs were
numbered in a systematic sequence and 2088 were selected randomly.

Excluding (1) DUs that were vacant, locked up or demolished; (2) those

*Additional details about sample design, respondent selecticn,
field personnel, and project control are in Robert Jones and Nyle
Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix C, Field and
Technical Report, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/3-AID, March 1978.

&k
Initially, 50 areas were selected, but one had to be dropped
because it was then under curfew.

‘The frame was originally created by the Malaysian Department
of Statistics in 1966-67. Survey Research Malaysia purchased copies
of all documents relating to this frame from the Malaysian Government
in 1967. Since then, continuous listing and mapping procedures have
been implemented, and the frame has been updated to reflect changes
in population and residential development, There are currently 6125
PSUs in Peninsular Malaysia.
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where there was no ever-married woman, or where she was over 50 years
of age; and (3) those that refused the interview or were for some
other reason unsuitable, a total of 1262 households remained to com—
plete Round One of the survey.* At the end of the second round,

there were 1239 completed cases (98 percent of the first round cases);
there were 1207 (95 percent of first roﬁnd cases) at the end of the

third and final round.

*Of the 2088 DUs initially selected, 826 were disqualified for
the following reasons: 98 were demolished; 131 were vacant; 46 were
locked up with repeated callbacks failing to establish contact; 136
had no ever-married woman; 285 had only an ever-married woman older
than 49; 61 refused to cooperate; 55 were rejected for other reasons,
including sickness or insanity of the ever-married woman and unusual
languages that could not be handled; and 14 began Round One interview-
ing but could not complete it.
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IV. RESPONDENT SELECTION

A Dwelling Unit can be occupied by two or more families or
households, i.e., groups of people who have separate eating and/or
cooking arrangements. It was decided that only one ever-married
woman (EMW) would be interviewed in each Dwelling Unit because of
practical problems inherent in conducting more than one set of inter-
views in the same DU, particularly in terms of loss of rapport with
the respondent. Much of the information collected for the survey
is either intimate (e.g., pregnancy outcomes, contraception) or
confidential (e.g., details on the househeld's income and wealth).

The procedure adopted was te list all ever-married women in
the DU in descending order of age. Each woman was then numbered
and a selection made using the serial number of the DU on a Kish
grid. The selected woman became the prime respondent, her husband

(if available) the secondary respondent.
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V. FIELD PERSONNEL

Survey Research Malaysia, Sdn. Bhd. (SRM) recruited and trained
twenty-five female interviewers for this survey. They came from all
parts of Peninsular Malaysia and were selected on the basis of
educational qualifications and aptitude. Over 600 applications were
received; 200 women were interviewed; 27 were selected for training;
and 25 qualified to work on the project. Five of these became office
editors and coders after they had received the full training and
some field experience. The team of 20 field interviewers consisted
of 10 Malays, 7 Chinese, and 3 Indians. The Chinese interviewers
were selected for their ability to read Chinese and their knowledge
of the main Chinese dialects in Malaysia (mainly Cantonese and Hokkien,
but also Teochew, Khek, and Mandarin).

The interviewers underwent an intensive six-week training program,*
after which the questionnaires were translated into the vernacular
language and further briefings, class practice, and trial interviews
were carried out. Independent back translations were obtained, and

the instruments were finally submitted to full-scale field trials.

¥*

The program covered an introduction to basic interviewing tech-
niques, map-reading skills, DU and respondent selection criteria, and
questionnaire recording and checking procedures. Subsequently, the
trainees were briefed on all sections of the questionnaires and be-
gan a svstematic prosgram of class ohservation and nractice interviews.
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VI. SURVEY CONTROL

The survey was controlled by a senior research executive at SRM
under the supervision of two research directors. The project group
consisted of a research executive, data processing executive, field-
work executive, and community executive.

The research executive supervised typing, translating, printing,
collating, and dispatching the questionnaires and forms. The task
also involved maintaining a daily link with the field and supervising
general office administration procedures.

The data processing executive was in charge of checking, editing,
and coding the questionnaires as well as the punching, verifying,
and computer editing of the data cards. Finally, he transferred all
data to tape for dispatch to The Rand Corporation and rectified
errors that had been subsequently identified.

The fieldwork executive was in charge of the three interviewing
teams, which operated some distance apart. He controlled logistics,
kept schedules, and ensured that team compositions answered the local
language requirements. He was also responsible for back-checking and
rectifying errors identified at the office-editing stage. He was
backed up by three field supervisors who organized the interviewing
on a day-to~-day basis, assisted the interviewers in respondent
selection, helped in obtaining cooperation from respondents, witnessed
and checked the interviews, organized appointments, and completed daily
records of interviewing. They also maintained the correct interval
between interviews.

The community executive obtained information on the PSUs at the
community level. When possible this information was collected in
the PSUs; otherwise, it was taken from central files. 1In the PSUs,
interviews were conducted with personnel from Government hospitals,
clinics, schools, and district offices, and with community leaders.

Collating the data was difficult because many PSUs are not self-
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contained geographical entities—-they may form part of a community,
or may be made up of several smaller communities that are not homo-
geneous.*

Motivating the respondents was important. Small gifts of house-
hold and toiletry items were presented to them in the second and
third rounds. In the first round, they were given a letter of
introduction which told about the gift scheme, and about the general
purpose of the survey. The supervisors were responsible for assisting
the interviewers in obtaining a strong rapport with each household,
and an effort was made to give the same interviewer the same household
in all three rounds.

The field work began August 23, 1976, and was completed in
August 1977, Editing, coding, punching, and checking the data

continued until the end of January 19738.

*

The sample PSUs are described in Fahmi Omar, The Malaysian
Fanily Life Survey: Appendix D, Descriptioms of Sample Commmities,
The Rand Corporation, R-2351/4-AID, March 1978.
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VII. DATA PREPARATION

To check for logical consistency across the instrﬁments, the same
coder was used to edit all instruments from one household case. 1In
the second and third rounds, cross-checks were made with the previous
instruments for comsistency and completeness.

A full codebook was drawn up for each instrument.* Punching
was subjected to 100 percent verification, and computer programs were
developed by SRM in Kuala Lumpur for logic and range checks and for
sequence checks. After corrections and a final sequence check, the
data were transferred to tape for dispatch to The Rand Corporation.
Additional data checks, many involving cross—card and cross-question-
naire comparisons, were made at Rand. SRM then corrected errors and

discrepancies,

*The Round One codes and checking procedures are detailed in
Terry Fain and Tan Poh Kheong, The Malaysian Family Life Survey:
Appendix B, Round One Codebook, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/2-AID,
March 1978.
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VIII. SUMMARY OF INITIAL RESEARCH FINDINGS

*
CONTRACEPTING, BREASTFEEDING, AND BIRTHSPACING

k%
The retrospective and community data from the survey were used

to investigate patterns and determinants of breastfeeding, contracepting,
and birthspacing in Peninsular Malaysia. The incidence and the length
of breastfeeding have been decreasing since World War II, and the use
of modern contraceptives has increased rapidly since the early 1960s.
Nevertheless, the proportion of closed birth intervals not protected
by breastfeeding or other contraceptive practice has steadily
increased, resulting in a fairly general decline in the average length
of closed birth intervals. Although additional analysis of open birth
intervals is required, this trend has probably tended to keep fertility
rates from falling rapidly, particularly among younger women, and
infant mortality rates from falling as rapidly as they might have
otherwise.+

Moving beneath these trends, we estimated a regression model of
the basic behavioral and bioclogical relationships that connect birth-
spacing to its proximate determinants and to some of its more indirect
causes at the community and program level. Relationships found
between length of postpartum amenorrhea and its determinants are very

clogse to estimates from a number of prospective surveys and clinical

*
This research is reported in detail in William P. Butz and
Julie DaVanzo, Contracepting, Breastfeeding and Birthspacing in
Peningular Malaysia: A Model of Decisionmaking Subject to Economic
and Biological Constrainte, The Rand Corporation, R-2352-AID, forth-
coming.
*%
The retrospective data were prepared for analysis using a

computer program described in Iva Maclennan, KETECG: 4 Computer
Program for Processing Life History Data, The Rand Corporation,
R-2363-AID/RF, March 1978.

£

‘Our estimates indicate that a baby born at the close of a short
birth interval has a significantly lower chance of surviving its first
year.
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studies. Length of full breastfeeding has the strongest influence,
followed by length of partial (or supplemented) breastfeeding.
Variables associated with the mother's nutritiomal status also have
significant coefficient estimates.

The strongest estimated influences on breastfeeding incidence
and duration are variables reflecting the mother's work experience
prior to the child's birth and the availability in the community of
substitutes for breastfeeding--infant foods and medern contraceptives.
And there is the intriguing suggestion that proximity to a family
planning clinic encourages breastfeeding, although not nearly as
strongly as proximity to privately sold contraceptives discourages
it.

In its capacity to delay the next birth, unsupplemented lactation
is considerably less effective per month of use than the IUD, pill,
and safe time (rhythm) methods, on a par with abstinence, and more
effective than folk methods. Use of all these methods, including
folk methods, is significantly associated with longer closed birth
intervals in this sample. Moreover, there is a suggestion that use
of modern contraceptives interferes with the role of lactation in
extending postpartum amenorrhea.

As in the case of breastfeeding, contraceptive use responds
significantly to variations in the community supply of modern con-
traceptives. The supply of infant foods also has a positive influence,
as our model predicts. Women with more education and more wealth are
much more likely to contracept and to do so with modern methods.

Infant mortality regressions show a strong salutary influence
of both breastfeeding and the availability in the community of
commercial infant foods. Infants with wealthier parents, better
sanitary conditions in the home, and more highly educated mothers
have significantly higher survival probability, as do those born
near a doctor's office or hospital. Larger birth weight is signi-

ficantly associated with higher survival probability.
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Finally, our attempt to explain sample variations in birthweight
shows that children born in a community near a nurse or medical clinic
tend to weigh more. Proximity to a doctor or hospital has no measurable
effect. Also, babies born at the close of a short birth interval tend
to weigh less at birth, |

The picture that emerges from these estimates, although incomplete,
is one of systematic biological mechanisms and behavioral responses,
both capable of being set in motion by community and program charac-
teristics. 1In particular, declines in breastfeeding and increases in
modern contraceptive use are associated (in these data) with the
increasing cost of women's time at home and with the growing avail-
ability of modern contraceptives and infant foods, all of which have
been part of the Malaysian development process.

Considering the inherent limitations of retrospective life
history surveys, these initial analyses have pushed the data very hard,
although only scratching the surface of what they have to offer. The
estimates closely resemble results from prospective studies in a
number of countries and are generally consistent with expectations
from a model not specific at all to the Malaysian setting, suggesting
that our methedology, and to some extent the resulting estimates,

have wide applicability.

COMPATIBILITY OF CHILD CARE WITH
MARKET AND NONMARKET ACTIVITIES™

Using data primarily from the Round Ome Female Time budget ques-
tionnaire, we investigated household detail for time devoted to various
housework activities, intrahousehold allocation of time to these
activities, and the compatibility of these activities and various
market activities with child care. We find that agricultural activi-
ties appear to be less compatible with child care than sales occupa-

tions or production occupations (mostly weaving, food and beverage

*This research is reported in Julie DaVanzo and Donald L. P. Lee,
The Compatibility of Child Care with Labor Force Partieipation and
Normmarket Activities: Preliminary Evidence from Malaysian Time
Budget Data, The Rand Corporation, P-6126, forthcoming.
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processing, and dressmaking). Nearly 50 percent of women in sales
or production occupations who have children aged 10 or less take
some of these children with them when they work, as compared to 24
percent of such women in agricultural activities and 22 percent in
service activities. Few women in other'market occupations take
their children with them when they work. Women who take their
children with them generally spend less time in market activities
and more time in nommarket activities compared to women with similarly
aged children not accompanying them. Women who take their children
along when they perform ocut—of-home nonmarket activities may do so
because of fewer available substitutes for the mother's time in the
activity in question or in child care.

The greater the number of hours the wife works outside the home,
the less she works in the home, and the more help she receives from
husbands, children, and others (including nonhousehold members).
Husbands also help more in families that include infants. In
absolute terms, child care is the activity that loses most of the
mother's attention when she increases the number of hours she works
outside her home. 1In relative terms, child care and cooking exhibit
the greatest reductions.

Household size and age composition are the most important
determinants of the number of hours the household as a whole spends
in nonmarket production. Although other family members help in large
families and the wife's share of total hours is less in such instances,
the number of hours she devotes to nonmarket production is generally
positively related to family size. This suggests that higher fertility
increases her obligations at home and reduces the number of hours she

can participate in the labor force.
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IX. TFINAL COMMENTS

Several broad conclusions can be drawn from this survey project:

o Although the survey was extraordinarily complex, it was
successfully completed and the data were cleaned and
organized for general use. We believe that similar
surveys can be conducted in other less developed
countries. The survey documentation that this project
has produced should be helpful in this regard.

o Initial analyses of these data show that comprehensive
retrospective life history surveys and detailed time
use surveys—--the most innovative and risky parts of
the project--can produce reliable data that support
detailed statistical analyses of family behavior in
less developed countries.

0 These initial analyses document the large changes that
have occurred in contracepting, breastfeeding, and
birthspacing in Peninsular Malaysia since World War II.
More importantly, the analyses yield empirical evidence
about the roles of particular community factors and
public programs in contributing to these changes.
Specifically, we provide preliminary estimates of the
effects of the community demand for female labor, the
private supplies of contraceptives and infant foods,
and the proximity of public family planning clinics.
Continuing analysis of these phenomena should provide
detailed information about the direct and indirect
impact of other community characteristics and public

programs.



THE MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE SURVEY:
APPENDIX C, FIELD AND
TECHNICAL REPORT

PREPARED FOR THE AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

ROBERT JONES, NYLE SPOELSTRA

R-2351/3-AID
MARCH 1978

SANTA MONICA, CA. 90406




This research was supported by the Agency for International Develop-
ment under Contract No. AID/PHA-1057. Reports of The Rand
Corporation do not necessarily reflect the opinions or policies of the
sponsors of Rand research.

Library of Congress Cataloging in Publication Data
Main entry under title:

The Malaysian family life survey.

((Report; - Rand Corporation ; R-2351-AID)

Includes bibliographical references.

CONTENTS: V. (ly Butz, We P. and DaVanzo, J.
Summary report, March 1978.

l. Femily—Malaysia. 2. Family life surveys.
3. Fertility, Human—Malaysia. 4. Malaysia—
Population. I. Butz, William P. IIl. DaVanzo, Julie.
ITi. United States. Agency for International Develop~-
ment. IV. BSeries: Rand Corporation. Rand report ;
R—Z351—AID.
AS36.R3 R-2351 HQE74.6¢ 081s 301.42'09595'1
ISBN 0-8330~0056~X (v. 1) 78-127,6

Published by The Rand Corporation



THE MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE SURVEY:
APPENDIX C, FIELD AND
TECHNICAL REPORT

PREPARED FOR THE AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

ROBERT JONES, NYLE SPOELSTRA

R-2351/3-AID
MARCH 1978

SANTA MONICA, CA 90406







-iii-~

PREFACE

This report is one of a series of publications growing out of a
survey and research project to investigate the influence of certain
economic and institutional factors on couples' fertility behavior in
Peninsular Malaysia. The project was funded by the U.S. Agency for
International Development and was conducted by The Rand Corporation
in collaboration with, initially, the Department of Statistics of the
Government of Malaysia, and, subsequently, Survey Research Malaysia,
Sdn. Bhd. The purpose of the project was to identify factors within
the range of direct public policy influence that affect birthspacing
and family size, and to estimate the magnitude of statistical rela-
tions between these factors and fertility outcomes.

The data-gathering phase of the study, which is now complete,
has involved the development and field testing of survey instruments;
the training of field personnel; the collection, coding,and cleaning
of data; and the preliminary statistical investigation of research
hypotheses. Project output includes the resulting data set, reports
on initial research findings, and materials of methodological and
operational interest to investigators who use the data set or are
involved in similar projects. The Rand reports on this phase of the

study include the following:

0 William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, Econamic and Demographic
Family Behavior in Malaysia: A Conceptual Framework for
Analysis, R-1834-AID, October 1975.

o William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, The Malaysian Family Life
Survey: Swmmary Report, R-2351-AID, March 1978.

o William P. Butz, Julie DaVanzo, Dorothy Z. Fernandez, Robert
Jones, and Nyle Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life Survey:
Appendix A, Questiomnaires and Interviewer Instructioms,
R-2351/1-AID, March 1978.

o Terry Fain and Tan Poh Kheong, The Malaysian Family Life Survey:
Appendix B, Round One Codebook, R-2351/2-AID, March 1978.
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o Robert Jones and Nyle Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life Sur-
vey: Appendix C, Field and Technical Report, R-2351/3-AID,
March 1978.

o Fahmi Omar, The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix D,
Descriptions of Sample Communities, R-2351/4-AID, March 1978,

0 William P. Butz and Julie DaVanzo, Contracepting, Breastfeeding,
and Birthspacing in Peninsular Malaystia: A Model of Decision-
making Subjeet to Economic and Biological Comstraints, R-2352-
AID, forthcoming.

o 1Iva Maclennan, RETRO: A Computer Program for Processing Life
History Data, R-2363-AID/RF, March 1978.

o Julie DaVanzo and Donald L. P. Lee, The Compatibility of Child
Care with Labor Force Participation and Nommarket Activities:
Preliminary Evidence from Malaysian Time Budget Data, P-6126,
forthcoming.

The Codebook for Rounds Two and Three is expected to be available in
late 1979 as Appendix E to R-2351-AID.

The present report describes the study sample and the surveying
and fieldwork procedures used to collect the project data. It should
be of interest to persons using the data and to those undertaking a
similar survey.

Robert Jones and Nyle Spoelstra are research directors of Survey
Research Malaysia, Sdn. Bhd. Spoelstra was involved in the details
of final questionnaire design, sampling, and data preparation. Jones
directed interviewer training, instrument testing, and fieldwork con-

trol.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This section briefly describes the purpose of the survey and the
survey instruments. Subsequent sections describe the sample, respon-
dent selection, fieldwork procedures, and response rates. The Annex

contains various materials used in the field.

PURPOSE OF THE SURVEY

The questionnaires used in the project were designed to provide
data for estimating the magnitude of key economic and biomedical
relationships affecting birthspacing, family size, and breastfeeding
patterns of families in Peninsular Malaysia. The goal was to identify
factors amenable to public policy influence that directly or indirectly
affect fertility outcomes.

Testing the project's research hypotheses* required data on the

following subjects:

o Demographic dependent vartiables
Pregnancy intervals and outcomes
Lengths of lactation
Contraceptive use
o Primary demographic and biological conditioning factors
Marital status
Spouse separation
Child deaths
Lengths of postpartum amenorrhea
o Major determinants of opportunity cost of a woman's time with
children
The woman's time use in particular activities
Compatibility of these activities with child care

Availability of child-care substitutes

*

See Butz and DaVanzo, Feonomic and Demographic Family Behavior
in Malaysia: A Conceptual Framework for Analysis, The Rand Corpora-
tion, R-1384-AID, October 1975.



o Major componente of the family's economic resources
Family income
Family wealth
Economic value of children to parents
Availability of substitutes for economic value of children
o Commnity factors of primary interest
Availability of agricultural inputs and products
Characteristics of the private and public supplies of contra-
ceptives, weaning foods, schooling, water sanitation, and

medical services.

SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

Nearly all the individual questions in the survey instruments
are designed to elicit data on one or more of the conceptual variables
listed above. The other survey questions f£ill data needs that cannot
be so briefly summarized. The number of questions and the amount of
surveying in this study may seem large in relation to the number of
hypotheses and conceptual variables. However, some conceptual vari-
ables such as family income, family wealth, the economic value of
children to parents, and the opportunity cost of women's time with
children have many components that must be separately documented.
Other conceptual variables such as women's and children's time use
are subject to considerable seasonable variation as well as substan-
tial recall error when the reference period is long.

These and other general considerations, along with a variety of
factors specific to the Malaysian setting, led to a longitudinal
survey design consisting of three rounds, four months apart. Ques-
tions were clustered into questionnaires more according to the de-
sired respondent and reference period for each question than to the
conceptual similarity of groups of questions. For example, informa-
tion necessary to construct empirical proxies for the economic value

of children is drawn from questionnaires MFl, MF4, MF5, MF6, MF/, and



MF8, while family income is derived from information in questionnaires

*
MF2, MF3, MF4, MF5, and MF6.

*The questionnaires are identified in the Annex (p. 30), and
reproduced in their entirety in Butz, DaVanzo, Fernandez, Jones, and
Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix A, Questiomnaires
and Interviewer Instructions, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/1-AID,

March 1978. '
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II. THE SURVEY'S SAMPLE

DESCRIPTION OF PENINSULAR MALAYSIA

Peninsular Malaysia (i.e., excluding the Borneo states of Sabah

and Sarawak) is divided into eleven states with a population of ap-
proximately 10,385,000 persons in 1975.* In 1970, 53.0 percent of the
population was Malay, 35.5 percent Chinese, 10.6 percent Indian and
Pakistani, and 0.8 percent of other ethnicities, of whom only a small
proportion are Europeans. In 1970 28.8 percent of the population
lived in urban areas (with a population over 10,000 persons), while
71.2 percent lived in rural areas.

Malaysia is one nation, but not one religion or culture. Islam
is the official religion, but every citizen is free to practice his
own religion. Many of the Chinese are Buddhists, but a fair propor-
tion are Christians of various denominations. The majority of the
Indian population is Tamil, and Hindu shrines and temples abound in
Malaysia.

There is a vast difference between the profile of the urban
population and that of the rural. The towns have traditiomally
been dominated by the Chinese, while the Malays have tended to stay
in kampongs and to subsist as smallholders or fishermen.

The plurality of Malaysia is at the same time a boon and a bane.
For the researcher, it provides a happy hunting ground where dif-
ferences in attitude and behavior can be identified and interpreted.
On the other hand, the problems of sampling this population are
complex; there are mo short cuts, but many pitfalls.

Peninsular Malaysia is 456 miles at its greatest length from the
north of Perlis to the south of Johore, and some 200 miles at its
greatest width between Dindings in the west and Tanjong Penunjok in
the east. The coast stretches for approximately 1,200 miles with
mangrove swamps predominating in the west coast and white sand beaches

on the east side.

*
Source: Information Malaysia, 1976/77.
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The coastal plain on the west coast is where the majority of
the urban population lives. Apart from this, the coastal plain on
the east, and a few areas in the north and south, at least four-fifths
of Malaysia is jungle or mountain. The mountains rup like vertebrae
from north to south, and are traversed by only a handful of roads.

From October to March, the North-East Monsoon normally brings
heavy rain and strong winds to the east coast, and flooding often
cuts roads and isolates villages for weeks at a stretch.

In general, the climate shows no great changes in temperature--
ranging from a minimum of 70° F. to 90° F. Humidity is high, and
rainfall plentiful (around 80-100 inches per year). The days are
hot, and the nights sultry.

All of these factors cause many practical fieldwork problems.
The 25 interviewers who worked on this project covered several
thousand miles over the 12 months of fieldwork. They gained a suntan
and lost some weight. They each spent an average of 600 hours during

that year, each interviewing approximately 60 families.

THE SRM MASTER SAMPLING FRAME
Survey Research Malaysia was started as a small private research

agency in 1964, dealing in market research. By 1966 it was apparent
that if the company wished to develop into media, social, and economic
research, the problems inherent in sampling the population had to be
overcome.

The starting point was govermment statistics, and in 1966 a
basic sampling framework was acquired from the Govermment of Malaysia
Department of Statistics, and work started on mapping and listing a
sample of the primary sampling units identified in this master frame.

Since then, the frame has been constantly updated, to keep in
line with the movement and growth of the population.

For most survey projects in Malaysia, a multistape stratified
probability system of sampling is adopted by SRM. The stages

involve:

o The selection of a sample of land unitg--Primary Sampling
Units (PSUs)
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0 The selection of a sample of dwelling units (DUs)
(o] The selection of a sample of people (in this case, ever-married

women [EMWs]).

The PSUs are an exhaustive coverage of the whole land area of
Peninsular Malaysia. The boundaries of each PSU have been defined
on large-scale maps. Each PSU has been defined as falling into one
of five population density strata, ranging from metropolitan towns

to the rural areas, classified as follows:

o Stratum l--Metropclitan Towns
The six towns identified in 1966-67 to have a population
greater than 75,000.

o Stratum 2--Census Towns
The 31 towns with a peopulation in the range of 10,000~
75,000 as at the 1957 Census (excluding Malacca, which
is classified as Metropolitan).

o Stratum 3--Non-Census Towns
The ten towns whose population was below 10,000 in 1957,
but where it was estimated that by 1966~67 the population
would exceed 16,000.

o Stratum 4-~Urbo-Rural Towns
The 88 small towns whose population is under 10,000 but
where it is estimated that at least 50 percent of the
workforce is engaged in nonagricultural occupations.

o Stratum 5~-Rural Areas

The remaining areas of Peninsular Malaysia.

Once the PSUs have been selected, a team of mappers and listers
visit the area and draw boundary maps, then details showing all
building units; the dwelling units are identified and numbered.
Landmarks, road systems (where there are any) and other identifying
characteristics are entered. Examples of such materials are shown

in the Annex to this report.



DEFINITION OF THE SURVEY POPULATION

The survey population for the MFLS was defined as private house-
holds that contain at least one ever-married woman (i.e., one who has
been married at least once, regardless of her present marital status)

who was less than 50 years of age at the time of the initial visit.

SELECTION OF THE AREAS
For the Malaysian Family Life Survey, a sample of 50 Primary

Sampling Units (out of some 6,000 PSUs in Peninsular Malaysia) was
selected, each with probability proportional to the number of dwelling
units. The basis of the frame is such that each PSU contains approxi-
mately the same number of dwelling units.

The number of households within each PSU is subject to variation,
particularly in urban areas. The regular updating of the frame mini-~
mizes the differences. During updating, PSUs found to have grown more
than 70 percent (from the norm of 220 dwelling units) are subdivided,
and an additional PSU created. Conversely, marked decreases can re-
sult in the aggregation of PSUs.

One selected PSU near the Thai border was under curfew, and was
deleted. The remaining 49 PSUs were checked and estimates made of
the likely achievement rates in terms of specified subgroups of re-
spondents.

This information was updated once the sample had been drawn for
the Malaysian Family Life Survey. The task was carried out by SRM's
specialists prior to start of fieldwork so that the interviewing
team could be provided with updated maps showing the location of the
selected DUs.

It was desired that the final sample contain sufficient numbers
of households in the key occupational groups--particularly rubber
tappers, padi farmers, and fishermen, and in each of the three main
ethnic groups so that separate analyses could be performed on these
subsamples if desired. Accordingly, the sample once drawn was in-
spected, and estimates of our expected achievements made. Toward the
end of the first round of fieldwork, it was recognized as necessary

to supplement the fishermen by purposively selecting a Malay fishing



PSU and a Chinese fishing PSU, and a third PSU which contained suffi-
cient Indian households to bring the number up to 150. These three
purposive PSUs have been separately identified from the 49 probability-
based PSUs. Figure 1 shows the location of all 52 PSUs used in the
Malaysian Family Life Survey.

It was realized that the sampling design would create problems
in collecting the community-level data,since the PSUs are groups of
dwelling units and may in some cases represent only a part of a larger
community, and in other cases a PSU may be made up of parts of widely
differing communities. These problems could not be fully overcome,
and the community information has to be supplemented by national
statistics at the one end and by aggregating from the household data

*
at the other.

*
The community reports and questionnaires are presented in Omar,

The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix D, Deseriptions of Sample
Communities, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/4-AID, March 1978; and Butz,
DaVanzo, Fernandez, Jones, and Spoelstra, The Malaysian Family Life
Survey: Appendix A, Questiomnaires and Interviewer Instructions, The
Rand Corporation, R~2351/1-AID, March 1978.
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III. RESPONDENT AND HQUSEHOLD SELECTION PROCEDURES
AND RESPONSE RATES

The sample DUs were selected proportionally to the ﬁumber of
DUs in the PSU using a random start number (from 0-9) and a fixed
interval selection from there (1 in 6). The DU is identified by a
serial number from 001 which is applied at the listing stage. A
dwelling unit is defined as a unit of accommodation which is sep-
arated from free public access--usually by a door which is lockable,

Selection of the DUs was carried out in the office prior to
interviewing. The interviewers were responsible for locating the
selected DUs assisted by the three supervisors. The interviewers

were issued with the PSU file which contains:

o PSU Outline Map*

o Building Unit Map (PSU detailed map)*

o Listing Form of Building and Dwelling Units*
o Selection Sheet

o Nonresponse Sheet (Dwelling Unit)*

o Nonresponse Sheet (Respondent)*

o PSU Fieldwork Summary Sheet

*
o Respondent Selection Form

Once the DU had been located, the interviewer made contact with
a responsible adult living in the DU and ascertained the number of
households living in the DU.

A household is defined as a group of people who sleep under
the same roof and eat from the same cooking pot. A dwelling unit,
if it is a detached or semidetached private house, will probably only
contain one household, but it is common in the urban areas of Malaysia
for different households to occupy the same unit, but to have quite

separate eating and sleeping arrangements. A good example might be

*
These are reproduced in the Annex, see pp. 31-37.
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the three-storey shop-houses, which are typically occupied by a number
of Chinese families, and possibly by a lodger--all of whom have to be
treated as separate households.

Thus, it was known that there would be in many cases more than
one ever-married woman (EMW) aged less than 50 in a selected house-
hold. Originally, it was intended to canvass all eligible EMWs in
selected DUs, but for practical reasons it was agreed to make a ran-
dom (Kish) selection toc select one EMW per DU in order to minimize
fieldwork problems*-—despite the introduction of a slight bias in
the sampling design {(in favor of women living in single-EMW dwelling
units).

The interviewer's procedure was to ascertain the names of all
the adults living in each household in the dwelling unit. She then
had to establish the eligibility of adult females in terms of their
age, and their marital status. Where the DU had more than one
eligible FMW, all eligibles were entered on the Kish selection form
from oldest to youngest, and the running identification number of the
dwelling unit was used to make a selection from them. It is impor-
tant to note that all eligible EMWs in the DU had an equal chance of
selection~-the household differentiation played no part at this stage.

THE CONTACT QUESTIONNAIRE
The interviewer asked the following questions of the responsible
adult at each household in the located dwelling unit:

*This was because we seriously doubted that, given the length
of the questionnaire battery, we could obtain worthwhile response
rates on the second or third EMW interview within a single household.
We also felt that the nature of the information we were seeking could
give rise to conflicts of information and possible clashes between
respondent and respondent, and between respondent and interviewer.
We aimed to position the interviewer as an independent, objective
party in whom the respondent could entrust real confidences. The
rapport that we hoped to produce would be destroyed when the "trusted"
interviewer then turmed, say, to the son-in-law to spend several hours
finding out about his income and wealth. We were sure that even if we
survived these problems in Round One, the effects would be crippling
in the following rounds.



~-12-

Can you tell me how marny people usually sleep and eat here?

Please tell me who they are and their relationship to the
head of household starting from the oldest.

Have I missed out on anyone who normally sleeps here but is

not in today or did not sleep here last night?
For each adult female aged 15-50 the questions then asked were:

Is _ (NAME) ceurrently married?

IF NO

Has _ (NAME) _ ever been married?
All ever-married women aged 15-50 were then listed in the Respondent
Selection Form (reproduced in the Annex, pp. 36-37) and the selected

EMW was chosen using the procedures described above.

THE HOUSEHOLD QUESTIONNAIRE

The selected EMW became the prime respondent, and the husband
(if available) of the EMW the secondary respondent for the household.
It was thus her household that became a umit in the Malaysian Family
Life Survey.* None of the data collected related to any other house-
hold in the DU.

It was thus important to establish clearly who was entitled to
be in the selected EMW's househecld. The first questionnaire in the
series, MFl, was used for this purpose.** The respondent for this
questionnaire was the EMW, and the information was updated in sub-

sequent survey rounds. The questionnaire records the demographic

*
Which dwelling unit members belong to the EMW's househcold was
determined in the Household Worksheet, which is reproduced in the

Annex on p. 39.

**
A summary of the schedule of questionnaires administered in

each round is shown in the Annex, p. 30. The questionnaires are re-
produced in Butz, DaVanzo, Fernandez, Jones, and Spoelstra, The
Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix A, Questiomnaires and Inter-
viewer Instructions, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/1, March 1978.
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characteristics of all persons who currently live in the household
and of other persons who lived in the household for at least three
of the last twelve months. The information was used to determine
the eligible respondents for the other questionnaires. 1In MFl, each
respondent is assigned a personal identification number that is used
to identify him or her in other questionnaires and in subsequent
rounds.

A simple showcard was used in each round on which the inter-
viewer had written out the names of all eligible members of the
household.* This was verified with the EMW, and was used during
the interviews to clarify the definition of '"members of your house-
hold" both to the EMW and to her husband when he was responding to
his sections of the survey.

The household showcard was described thus:

For the purposes of the Malaysian Famly Life Survey, we

would like you to tell us about each of these people when
we ask about "members of your household.'

LETTER OF INTRODUCTION

A letter was prepared in each of the survey languages to ex-
plain to each household the purpose of the survey and to seek their
cooperation. This was handed to the EMW at the commencement of the
interview, and she was asked to show it to her husband. If nec-
essary, the interviewer read the contents of the letter, which was

printed on SRM letterheading (see Annex).

RESPONDENT INCENTIVE

Since each round of the survey was expected to require four

to six hours interviewing in each household, it was decided to

provide token gifts as incentive and as thanks for cooperation.

*
Two other types of prompt materials were used during the sur-

vey--Muslim and Chinese age conversion charts and a birth control

showcard. These are reproduced and discussed in the Annex.
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At the initial contact, the EMW was told about the gifts and
shown a photograph of them. They were mainly household items such
as shampoo, coffee, toilet soap, talcum powder, and toothpaste. EMWs
were given a choice between three gift packs, each with a retail value
of approximately $6.50 (U.S. dollars) and told that the pack would be
brought by the interviewer when she called to admimister the second
round. A similar procedure was adopted in the second round, with a
second gift pack being given during Round Three fieldwork.

The respondent was also handed a "reminder card' to show which
pack she had chosen. The card served a dual purpose by serving as a
change-of-address card to be sent into SRM. The ideaz worked well--
approximately 30 cards were sent in between Rounds One and Two, and
every effort was made to relocate the household and to keep that case

in the survey.

RESPONDENT COOPERATION
Throughout the fieldwork period, very high levels of respondent

cooperation were achieved, and in only a minimal number of instances
were interviews broken off by respondents who had become frustrated
or fatigued by the length of the session. We ascribe this high
level of cooperation not to the questionmnaires, which were long and
tedious, but to the efforts made by the interviewers to become ac-
cepted by the selected households and to be treated as a person who
was conducting a professional and important piece of work. As is
usually the case, the aborted interviews or the refusals are more
frequently reported in the upper-income urban areas. In the rural

areas, respondent cooperation was almost 100 percent.

RESPONSE RATES

The response rates achieved are presented on the following

pages. By the end of Round One, 2,088 dwelling units were issued
in the 49 randomly and 3 purposively selected PSUs. A total of
1,262 households were successfully contacted and interviewed during
Round One. The 826 households constituting the nonresponse or
non-eligible categéries included 131 dwelling units which were

vacant and 98 which were demolished. There were 46 cases in which the
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respondent was not available after a minimum of three calls, 285 cases
in which the EMW in the household was aged over 50 years, 136 cases
in which the household had no EMW, 61 cases in which the household
refused to cooperate, and 55 cases in which the households were not
interviewed for other reasons (e.g., language problems, illness, in-
sanity). A further 14 households agreed to the interview, but the
data were so incomplete that the cases were rejected.

In the first two or three weeks of fieldwork, we found that our
response forecasts had been fairly accurate—1,200 households to com-
plete Round One was our target figure. By the twelfth week of field-
work, the decision was taken to issue the three purposively selected
PSUs in order to supplement the number of Indian households and house-
holds living in fishing communities.

Table 1 shows response rates for the three rounds of surveying.
It should be noted that the numbers in Table 1 are cumulated for each
round. For example, there were 61 refusals in Round One. A further
14 were encountered in Round Two, i.e., 14 of those who had partici-
pated in Round One declined to do so in Round Two; and an additional
4 households refused to participate in Round Three. The counts on
EMWs who were over 50 years of age remains the same throughout the
survey period because eligibility was determined at the time of con-
tact in Round One. There were two instances in which the EMW died
during the fieldwork period. These have been entered under "other”
reasons for nonresponse.

The reason for there being slightly more eligible DUs in the
second and third rounds is that the teams checked the DUs that had
been vacant in the first round. 1If they were found to be occupied,
the case was processed as a first-round case.

There were also instances in which the case had been started
in Round One, but the husband was not available for interview. If
he was encountered in Round Two, the Male Retrospective would be
administered then.

Full details of response for each PSU are shown round by round in

in the Annex, p. 47-58,.
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Table 1

Summarv of response by interviewing round

Round One Round Two Round Three
Total issued DUs 2,088 2,088 2,088
Ineligible DUs
Vacant 131 128 128
Demolished 98 99 99
EMW over 50 years 285 285 285
No EMW 136 136 136
Total Eligible DUs 1,438 1,440 1,440
% % %
Completed Cases 1,262 87.8 1,236 B85.8 1,207 83.8
Malay 617 607 591
Chinese 495 481 473
Indian 150 148 143
Non-response cases 176 12.2 204 14.2 233 16.2
Not available 46 56 59
Refused 61 75 79
Moved house NA 16 38
Other reason 55 54 57

Incomplete 14 3 -
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DEFINITION OF TERMS IN TABLE 1

Issued DUs, These are the addresses/map locations drawn from
our master sample frame files. The basic PSU boundaries were up-
dated in 1974 prior to the selection of the PSU sample drawn for
the Malaysian Family Life Survey. The status of the DUs within
these sample PSUs was updated in 1976, prior to start of fieldwork.

DUs vacant or demolished. At the 1976 DU update, we found
that certain DUs had been demolished, were vacant, or were no
longer being used for residential purposes. This fact was indicated
on the PSU listing forms which were issued at the start of field-
work.

When the PSU is visited, all DUs previously listed as vacant
or demolished are checked to see if they are now inhabited or re-
constructed. In the rural areas particularly, a wooden house can
be constructed within the space of one week.

Occupied DUs. These are simply the difference between the
issued DUs and demolished/vacant DUs, and this is the proper base
for response rate calculations in our sampling system. We do verify
wherever possible (by asking neighbors) whether a locked DU is
vacant or occupied, in order that we have an accurate figure for
the base of the response rate calculation.

Occupied DUs where no details obtained. Once a2 DU is identi-
fied as occupied, there are two possible outcomes: we can either
obtain details (i.e., complete the "first listing" of residents
in each HH in the DU), or we cannot.

There are two main reasons for not obtaining DU details. Onme
is the case of outright refusal, in which the household literally
will not even open the gate or the doer to see our interviewer.

The second case is one in which household members for all practical
purposes are never home. In some suburban areas we found cases

in which the whole family leaves for work (e.g., to run a hawker
food stall) at 6:00 a.m. and does not return until after 10:00 p.m.,
maintaining this pattern seven days a week. In such cases we see
little choice other than to accept a nonresponse. (In one such case
in which we were finally able to chase down a household member, we
not surprisingly received a refusal: '"too busy.")

In some cases in which we learned that the family was away
temporarily, we attempted to call back when the family was expected
to return.

Any issued DU from which the interviewer was unable to receive
details received special attention from a supervisor or executive.
Even in Rounds Two and Three, checks were made on the status of
these premises.
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Definition of Terms {cont'd)

At DUs where details are obtained, the first listing is completed.
We then proceeded with the selection process to identify an EMW.

In the following tables, we have shown separately the cases in
which:

(a) there is mo EMW at all in the DU (bachelor hodses,
widowers, etc.);

(b) there are EMWs, but all all aged 50 years or more.

In terms of control, it was mandatory for a supervisor or exe-
cutive to call at the DU to verify cases in which the interviewer
reported no- eligible EMW. There were cases in which the respondent’s
statement of her age was at variance with her documents, and even
in which ages given in various documents were inconsistent. In such
cases we had to give the benefit of the doubt to the respondent.

In similar fashion, we had to accept the respondent's statement
on her marital status. There were several cases in which the EMW re-
ported herself to be currently married whereas it later became obvious
that she was separated or divorced. This did not affect her eligi-
bility as an EMW, although there were a few cases in which a woman
denied ever having been married, despite evidence to the contrary.

In the latter case, it was not possible to continue with the inter-
view.

Interview with selected EMWs not completed. Failure to complete
the interview with the selected EMW can be attributed to straight
refusal or by inability to make contact. Again, these cases were
mandatory for the supervisor or executive to check.

In some cases, the EMW was willing to participate, but her
husband refused to let her do so. These fall into this incomplete
category. If the husband refused on his own part but did not pre-
vent his wife from responding, then the EMW was asked to complete
the "gifts and property" section in the Male Retrospective (MF3)
questionnaire, and to answer all of the Income and Wealth question-
naire (MF6) (as did EMWs who were no longer currently married). This
constituted a complete case for Round Omne.
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IV. FIELDWORK, CHECKING, AND CODING PROCEDURES

INTERVIEWER TRAINING

Twenty-five female interviewers were recruited and trained for

this survey. They were recruited from all over Malaysia, and were
selected on the basis of educational attaimment (Form Five) and
aptitude. Over 600 applications were received from the nationwide
press advertisements; 200 were interviewed; 27 were selected for
training; and 25 qualified to work on the project.

The ads were placed in the main English, Malay, and Chinese
language daily newspapers. In all cases, the ad was placed in
English, since comprehension of English as well as their mother
tongue was a prerequisite for all interviewing. A copy of the ad-
vertisement used appears in the Annex, p. 59.

Five of the interviewers were designated as office editors and
coders once they had received the full training and some field ex-
perience. The team of 20 interviewers consisted of 10 Malays, 7
Chinese, and 3 Indians. All interviewers were fluent in English as
well as their mother tongue. The Chinese interviewers were selected
on their ability to read Chinese and their knowledge of the main
Chinese dialects in Malaysia (mainly Cantonese and Hokkien, but
Teochew, Khek, and Mandarin were needed occasionally).

The interviewers underwent an intensive training program which
lasted six weeks in total. The program covered an introduction to
basic interviewing techniques, map-reading skills, DU and respondent
selection criteria, and questionnaire recording and checking pro-
cedures. They were then exposed to the general objectives of the
study. Throughout the training program, a great deal of emphasis
was placed on the importance of obtaining careful and accurate re-
sponses throughout the interview.

The questionnaires were broken down into simple components,
and were discussed in detail, question by question. Then demcnstra-
tion interviews were made while the class recorded the answers. At

this stage and during later class practice, many modifications were
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made to the question forms and the recording sheets. Once a full
questionnaire had been fully demonstrated, class practice and trial
interviews were conducted.

The questionnaires were then translated into the vernacular
languages, and further briefings, class practice, and trial inter-
views were carried out. Independent back translations were obtained,

and the instruments were finally submitted to full-scale field trials.

FIELD TRIALS

The field trials were mounted first on a questionnaire-by-

questionnaire basis, using respondents selected from nonsample PSUs

in the Kuala Lumpur/Petaling Jaya area.* The early versions of the
questionnaire were in draft layout form, and the main intention was

to test comprehension and coverage, as well as to give the inter-
viewers field experience. Some interviews were conducted in English

so that all interviewers could be witnessed by the expatriate directors
of SRM and by supervisors. Note that few personnel on the project will
understand more than English and their own mother tongue--Malay,
Chinese, or Tamil. The problem is compounded for the Chinese, since
Malaysia is populated by Cantonese, Hokkien, Hakka, Hainanese, and
Teochew. Few can speak more than one dialect, and use of Mandarin

is limited.

*Even before SRM was involved in the project, the questionmaires
were subjected to a number of field tests in different socioeconomic
settings. The first field versions of the instruments were developed
by members of the professional staff of the Census and Demography
Division, Department of Statistics, the Govermment of Malaysia, in
collaboration with the Rand project leaders. Each questionmnaire was
first tested in a controlled enviromment in the office of the Department
of Statistics in Kuala Lumpur, and then in both urban and rural pri-
vate households around Kuala Lumpur. Subsequent tests took place in
rural Malay fishing villages in Trengganu (on the east cost of
Peninsular Malaysia), in a west coast padi arez, among urban Chinese
and Indian families, and among several rural Chinese familjes. Tests
were conducted in Malay, English, Mandarin, Cantonese, and Tamil.
Interview-reinterview checks on reliability and husband-wife compari-
sons of validity were made at this stage. This sequence of testing
facilitated questionnaire development in controlled, then semicon-
trolled, enviromments, while developing the instruments in the nec-
essary languages and in forms that did not constitute interviews of
excessive length.
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There was daily feedback from the field trials, and questions
were modified accordingly. At the same time, the interviewers were
being exposed to new Round One questionnaires,

The main field trial used a questionnaire as near as possible
to the final one in layout and coverage. The translations had been
verified, and the interviewers used question books which had the
English version on the left of each double-page for reference, and
their own vernacular version on the right.

Again, some English interviews were conducted so that expatriate
personnel could witness the trials. One of the project directors
from The Rand Corporation spent one week in Malaysia at this time to
finalize questionnaires and to witness the final preparations.

The questionnaires used are shown in a companion report.* The
basic principles were to use question books and recording forms.

Only the questions (the actual words read out to the informant) were
translated. All instructions to the interviewer, precode categories,
and other questionnaire wording were presented in English. The lay-
out was the same in all languages and an indent convention was used
to signify the conditions under which a series of subquestions was

to be administered. This has the benefit of keeping printed instruc-
tions to a minimum,

An example of a page of questions is shown in English, Malay,
Chinese, and Tamil in the Annex to this report, p. 60-63;

MATCHING INTERVIEWERS WITH INFORMANTS
The listing of the sample PSUs prepared prior to fieldwork

indicated the racial composition of each PSU and facilitated
planning of field team composition. In practice, though, while we
could classify the 49 PSUs as 25 with a Malay majority, 20 with

a Chinese majority, and 4 with an Indian majority, there were
minority ethnic groups represented in most of the PSUs. For ex-

ample, in a rural PSU there will be a majority of Malays, but a

*
Butz, DaVanzo, Fernandez, Jones, and Spoelstra, The Malaysian

Family Life Survey: Appendix A, Questiomnaires and Interviewer In-

structions, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/1-A1D, March 1978.
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handful of Chinese and some Indians. In an urban PSU, the majority
may well be Chinese, but not to the exclusion of the other ethnic
groups.

Added to this is the fact that no two PSUs have the same ethnic
mix, and although there are some broad geographical differences,
mixed PSUs can be found in any part of Malaysia. It was therefore
decided that the interviewers would work under the three supervisors
in different parts of the country, and a weekly "shuttle service"”
would be employed to ensure that the right interviewer was in the
right place at the right time. In the urban areas on the west coast,
all three ethnic groups were working together, but on the east coast
the team consisted of eight Malays and one Chinese. The language
spoken by rural Malays on the east coast differs from that spoken
in other parts of the country. Special training sessions were set
up for the interviewers, and the permanent staff SRM supervisor on
the east coast was seconded to the project for the first round of
interviewing there. The Indian households were difficult because
they were highly concentrated in some areas (e.g., the rubber estates)
but scattered in the urban PSUs. The procedure adopted here was to
have two Indian interviewers work their way through an Indian PSU over
a two-week period, while the other Indian interviewer stayed with
a main team and interviewed the Indian households scattered through
the remaining PSUs.

A similar problem had to be met with the minority Chinese dia-
lects (Khek or Hakka, Teochew, Hainanese). Only one interviewer was
fluent in these dialects, but none of the supervisors could speak
them all. This meant in both these instances that the normal quality
control measures were not possible.

In a few cases, language difficulties such as Thai (in the north)
and Indian dialects (e.g., Punjabi) were encountered. These house-
holds were rejected. Where European families were selected, they also

were rejected.
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FIELD SUPERVISION

Field supervision on this survey was handled quite differently

from SRM's standard procedure of on-the-spot witnessing and back-
checking by the supervisor with an independent back-checking procedure
by a Quality Control Executive superimposed.

It was felt that the control procedures had to built into the
fieldwork since the procedure of back-checking and readministering
a part of the questionnaire would be incompatible with our efforts
to obtain rapport between interviewer and respondent.

Round One started with three new supervisors. Two Malay super-
visors had been recruited for the project, the third had requested
to join the project after having worked for several years as a
permanent staff interviewer. One of the supervisors resigned at the
end of the training period, and a second (the other new recruit) re-
signed halfway through the first round. They were replaced by a
senior SRM supervisor and by a second permanent staff interviewer.
The work was such that they had to be away from their home base for
at least 12 of the 16 weeks in each round. They each had their owm
private vehicles, which were used extensively during the survey to
transport interviewers from PSU to PSU. Reimbursement was on a
mileage rate basis.

The supervisor made at least one visit to each household in
Round One, and in most cases he made several. They were male super-
visors——-two Chinese and one Indian, and aged in their mid-30s. They
helped the interviewer identify the DU, helped in introducing the
survey and securing cooperation, and performed the public relations
role necessary in households and villages in which a research project
of this type is movel.

The supervisor was responsible for ensuring that the question-
naires were correctly administered. Each day he was expected to
witness the work of at least one of his interviewers and to have
the questionnaires signed both by him and the interviewer. He also
had to inspect all questionnaires before sending them for editing
and coding to look for omitted questions, incomplete data, illegible

recording; when necessary, he sent the interviewer back to rectify
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the problems. In practice, the supervisor and his interviewing team
used the same accommodation (a govermment rest house or a small hotel)
and communal checking was rigorously carried out until late in the
evening. Evening appointments were common, and the supervisor had a
chaperone role to perform, particularly after nightfall at 7:00 p.m.
each day.

In the second and third rounds of the survey, factual questions
were readministered for purposes of validation. In the third round,
some further back-checking was carried out. It should be stated
clearly, however, that because of language, logistical, and timing
constraints, it was not possible to conduct fully independent back-

checks on each interviewer's work.

FIELD CONTROL

An experienced graduate executive was in overall charge of the

field. His was a seven-day-a—week job, and his mileage was rarely
below 2,000 miles per month. He was responsible for controlling the
supervisors, and in organizing and planning their movements. Each
supervisor's team composition was constantly altered to reflect the
language requirements of the area.

The fieldwork executive was also responsible for back-checking
where possible and for the rectification of errors identified at the
office editing stage.

The survey design is a three-round retrospective survey, with
visits to a household spaced 17 weeks apart. Each round was to
last 16 weeks, with a "hold" of one week built in as a safety margin.
Since several of the questionnaires (MF4, MF5, and Round Two and
Three MF6) used a four-month reference pericd, it was important that
the second and third survey rounds were administered to each house-
hold at an interval of exactly 17 weeks. The fieldwork executive
ensured that this schedule was kept. The timing was kept fairly suc-
cessfully in the first round, which made it relatively easy to repeat
in the subsequent rounds, since there were fewer questionnaires and
many of the difficulties in locating the DU and securing the inter-

view presented no further problems in the second and third rounds.
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FIELDWORK TIMING

Fieldwork started on 23 August 1976, seven weeks after start of

training on 1 July. The timing of the three survey rounds was as

follows:

Round One 23 August to 13 December 1976
Round Two 12 January to 14 April 1977
Round Three 13 May to 10 August 1977

The Muslim fasting month of "Puasa" occurred right at the be-
ginning of Round One. This caused problems of endurance during the
day and impeded evening interviewing because the Malays will break
their fast at sundown, and will be unwilling to be disturbed after
that. Later in Round One, the main Muslim festival "Hari Raya" was
celebrated, and most of the Malay interviewers took their long leave
then. The Indian interviewers celebrated at Deepavali in November.
The Chinese New Year occurred in Round Two, and this meant a virtual
close-down of Chinese interviews between 16 and 28 February. There
were no large festivities in the third round, but by that time a few
of the interviewers had resigned or were assigned to other SRM pro-
jects, so the 17-week interval requirement could be met.

Toward the end of Round One, a second visit was made by one of
the principal investigators from The Rand Corporation to witness the
fieldwork and to discuss the outcome of the first survey round. At
this stage, a new questionnaire for Round Two—Attitudes and Expectations—
was piloted and finalized. The same (nonsample) households used for the
Round One pilot were revisited to pretest the second round questionnaires,
including the update questions. This was also useful for finalizing

the office checking procedures between Round One and Round Two responses.

OFFICE CHECKING OF COMPLETED QUESTIONNAIRES

As with the interviewing control, the office editing and coding
functions were performed exclusively by a team of specially trained
coders, rather than utilizing SRM's pool of coders. The coding team
had been recruited along with the interviewers, and participated in

the full training program up to field trials. It was only then that
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the coders were selected and briefed on their new assigmment. The
criterion for selection was their neatness, precision, and attention
to detail.

The five coders underwent two weeks of intensive training on
their functions, and then spent the first two weeks of Round One in
the field with the interviewers. Three research executives were
there, and frequent visits were made by the project directors. It
was at this stage that the final adjustments were made to the ques-
tionnaires, and some briefing points were reemphasized.

One feature of the recording forms worth noting is the 'obser-
vations” column—a two-inch space left at the right side of most
pages on each form. It was here that the interviewers were trained
to write any notes to indicate possible problem responses; to indicate
their awareness that a response was inconsistent; to show whether the
respondent had verified a response from a document or with another
household member; and to show the workings for any calculations
entered on the form. The interviewers were drilled on the precept
of what to do with any response that was out of the ordinary--"if in
doubt, put in observations." The notes entered in this column were
valuable at the checking and coding stages.

During Round One, the coders each made brief trips into the
field, taking completed gquestionnaires with them to check or to
have recanvassed, and conducting on-the-spot edits with the inter-
viewer in attendance. By the eighth week or Round One, the south
of Malaysia had been completely canvassed, and all interviewers came
back through Kuala Lumpur for further briefing. The effect of this
was that the interviewers understood the coding functions, and became
better able to check and edit their own and their colleagues' work
in the field;

It is worth nmoting that there was good rapport between the coders
and interviewers. Care was taken to ensure that remuneration was
similar—-the interviewers were generally paid a little higher since
their task was undoubtedly more taxing.

A system was operated in which each interviewer received ap~

proximately $50 (U.S. dollars) at the end of each round if her work
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had been completely satisfactory. The monthly salary was also incre-
mented at the start of the second and third rounds for interviewers
and coders alike. This was in an effort to maintain stimulus and
incentive throughout the survey period.

Each interviewer's performance was assessed by her supervisor,
but the full bonus was paid unless there were serious complaints.

One interviewer who was found to have transferred some data instead
of asking again on a subsequent questionnaire received a strong ad-
monition and forfeited her bonus.

The office checking was performed on a complete case basis, with
one coder working through all the questionnaires from one household,
This was important in terms of cross-checking household composition
and of comparing similar information reported by the EMW and by her
husband. Serious discrepancies were noted and returned to the field.
Other checks were fairly standard for omitted questions or incorrectly
followed filter instructions, for evidence of insufficient probing or
careless recording on quantitative questions, for any illegitimate

multicoding or precoded responses.

CODING, PUNCHING, AND VERIFYING

The coding was also performed in a standard manner. A large

part of the questionnaires was precoded, but ample allowance had
been made for extra codes. The Round Onme Codebook is published as
a separate report in this series.

Entries are then coded in a systematic operation, punched onto
computer cards, and later transferred to machine tape for later
analysis. The recording forms for the MFLS include the appropriate
column number indicating the location of the datum on the punched
card. It is then possible for the data to be punched directly from
the information recorded on the questionnaire at the interview stage,
eliminating the possibility of error of transferring to suitable

forms for punching.

*
Fain and Tan, The Malaysian Family Life Survey: Appendix B,
Round One Codebook, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/2-AID, March 1978.
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The keypunch operation was under the supervision of a data pro-
cessing executive, and all key-punched cards were verified. The data
cards were then subject to a machine edit, and any omissions and in-
consistencies were usually rectified through logical reconciliation
and referencing the actual questionnaire. The computer check at SRM
involved an initial sequence check; a card-by-card check on logic,
range, and validity; and a2 final sequence check after corrections.
Subsequent corrections were entered directly onto tape at Rand

*
wvhenever errors were identified during the preliminary data runs.

*

All logic checks made at SRM and Rand are detailed in Fain and
Tan, The Malaysian Family Life Swrvey: Appendix B, Round One Code-
book, The Rand Corporation, R-2351/2-AID, March 1978.
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SUMMARY OF SURVEY SCHEDULE

RESPONDENT TYPE
Ever Married Woman Spouse
[ ROUND ONE |
(MF1) Household Roster
(for the household) -
(MF2) Retrospective (MF3) Retrospective
(for the EMW only) (for spouse only)
(MF4&4) Time Budget (MF5) Time Budget
(for all household
members except spouse)
(MF6) Income and Wealth
(for all household
- members; asked of
EMW in absence of
spouse)
[ ROUND TWO | Household Roster Up-date
Retrospective Partial Retrospective Partial
Up~date Up~-date
Time Budget Time Budget
Income and Wealth
(MF7) Attitudes and (MF8) Attitudes and
Expectations Expectations
(EMW only) (Spouse only)
[ ROUND THREE |
Household Roster
Up~date
Retrospective Partial Retrospective Partial
Up~date Up~date
Time Budget Time Budget
Income and Wealth
(MF9) Networks of Support (MF10) Migration and Urban

Assimilation
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List of Selected Dwelling Units
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DWELLING UNIT NON-RESPONSE SHEET (FORM B1)

Dwelling Unit Nonresponse Sheet
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Respondent Nonresponse Sheet

Respondent Non-Respense Sheet

tntervicwer No.

J.9338
) State
PSU No.:

—————————
A ————————

Round

Sample

Date Started: ..ccescnceccacasss

Total No. of Days wovked In P5Us covusesearsssascnsncencsnuass

Date Completed: soeveennsons

Team

NON-RESPONSE

Chinese | Indian | Other

WRITE IN DU KUMBER
NAME OF REZPONDENT

e e L s T T

WRITE 1IN FENMALE ADULT NUMBER

»
b
[

I

[3]
-t
Q
c

15-20
21-25
26~30
31-33
36=40
41-49

T T T

Topoes

L NV I WV ]

Not stated

Occupation

Professional & Exec.
Businessoan

Other White Collar
Student .

Skilled or neﬂl-ckllleé

Labourers
Faroer or Fishcrman
Unezployed
Hoysewife

Not stated

One call

Two calls

Three calls

More than three calls

K- l<iomwouewwr |o

(ERITE IN)

-

Outstation 1 -
Not home 2
Iil 3
feason not -
Interviewad Refused 4
——————n- | Language proble= H -
Moved away [ .
Other rcason 7 -
(VRAITT IN)
FPlats = 1-2 M
- 3+ 2 P L T
Bungalow/Compound/Semi-det 3 -
Shophouse 4 ool b
Tvpe of Terrace/Rowhouse (mo shop) 5
Dwelling Private Flat/Apartoent [ e 1 -
Attap/Zinc/Abestos 7 e
Other 8
(' TITE IND
Sunervizner's/Intervisvar
Su~eenticns




J.9338

State ?

Case No.: . 2143

RESPONDENT SELECTION SRM Ref, No,:

Town /Mukim ¢ Address Interviewer No,:

ASK FOR EACH HOUSEHOLD IN D,U, BEFORE SELECTING EMW

{1) Can you tell me how many people usually sleep and eat here?
BIETAEWAAIIINDFERL L a2 1 .
Boleh anda beritahu saya berapa orangkah yang blasanya tidor dan makan di sini?
A ke agu.ul.s\) Quwrgpo ﬂfbf&q Cuatiar DACHCw ot D)= O &m&q@ﬁ,gr&ﬂa Beacrhis BrAmhadr ?
(11) Please tell me who they are and their relationship to the head of household starting from the oldest, d
IR E W TR I NAGER P XA AR TIQIE 3 W >
Tolong beritahu saya siapakah mereka dan apakeh hubungannya dengan ketua rumah, mulal darl yang tertua sekall, %
SeuiGe] Wil T, BB6n (Tnanss ahp Gmodan Qennssd seame,®Buwar B pd B%wnt cmg oflamews 8
RECORD R@LATIONSH!P TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD AND AGE ’ o
(111) Have 1 missed out anyone who normally sleeps here but 1s not {n today or did not sleep here last night? E
IF YES 1 Who are they? . o
azit*l!z-;q!i%ﬂ'—u WEERPALW L L A BB L sl e a2 th? 3
Ye8: e 4i)
dakah says ada tertinggal sesiapa yang biasanya tidor df sini, tetapi tidak ada pada har! ini, atau tidak tidor di sini g
malam tadi {semalam)? : d
IF YES t Siapa2 mereka? : . . .. .
oot wregureg) Setille D@ Helim, aprag agbsons BAGHSW LBLLD b Bcirermn Pord
D5 Bhcpaisg ANy Bupenmw iy D uOisepoiegwing HAe® SeCie ieyes: wir wig?
FOR FACH ADULT FEMALE ACED 15-30 YEARS, ASK ¢ ) .
{iv) Is currently married? RECORD IN COL.8 Adakah sekarang berkahwin? RECORD IN COL,8
v '!'t b‘g’f 3““ ? [ . . L] ?
: mift Foulw KajuwerTo Shorguge (
IF No T ho i Aot Stom
Has ever been married? RECORD IN COL,9 Adakah pernah berkahwin? RECORD IN COL,.9
' PETH ULy ? Neukr swreqad AoiPniBeaan?

—9£_



SELECTION OF RESPONDENT FOR INTERVIEW

1. Serfal number all ever married femsles who are 15 - 50 years from the DU selected which has more than 1 eligible female,
2, Select the column with the tick in the table below,

3.,  Select the row in the table below which runs along the name of the last eligibdle respondent in the DU,

4, The number in the box where this column and this row Intersect gives the number of the persen you are to Interview at
this DU,

Example:r Column 5 has a tick, Use column 5. Say, there are 3 aligible respondénts in the DU,
Use row 3, The intersection of column 5 and row 3 is number 3 from the table, Hence, Interview the
person No, 3 on the list of eligible respondents, : '

_Lg_

Tk s ses s seane [ XN Y] srnee sonee sense (A XN e [ R XY
- te;:;:'e'i;:m;;r::dbu Running No. of Selected Dwelling Unit
Serial ' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
No. . : (11) (12) (13) (14) f (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20)
1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 t t
2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 B 2 1
3 ’ 2 L 3 2 3 1 k] 2 L 2
L] 3 1 4 2 1 3 2 1 4 3
5 5 3 4 1 2 4 2 3 1 5
6 2 k] 1 6 4 5 2 1 4 6
7 4 7 2 3 1 ] 5 3 5 7
8 7 2 1 6 5 3 8 6 4 1
9 . 3 7 4 2 9 6 1 8 7 5
10 6 2 8 4 1 10 5 9 3 7
CIRCLE EMW WHO 1S SELECTED




[ RULE ACROSS AFTER EACH HOUSEMOLD. DOUBLE RULE AFTER LAST HOUSEHOLD IN DUA]

/

H/H

Race

Member
of H/H
No,

Desc.

Name of Head of H/M
and Respondent
(Lang./Dialect)

Age WOMEN

15- 50 Serial

Curr-
ently

No, of

Ever EMW

(1

Y LT

e e e e

e 8 v
heawes-
o

.

L L)

b ]

(3)

e

(2)

YT T

ST

crm -

(3)

b= L S T T L P S LT T
----- D L L L L L T PP PPy
b racsssdevacccnnas e L L L

----- -

b -

-

)

o ey e 8

S cEmavecccasee

---------- - - e
e - - -

B LT T TR e, .-
R e Ll L L L T T ey

18] (8)

...... efecnnnnaa
PR R LT TN
L LT T TN
messmandecansmeea

P T

e mma .-
e e o

R el

(9)

TR PP PR
hnaswnedecase - oo od
TELTTTY PPN - -
hentorrdreaaen - -
.

heccancadecaan -
SLLLTTTY PEPEEETTT
e -]
el LY -
heanesedeanssa - -

et P EE

------ -

~wmme- -
PP Y [y R
hbnsomecdecnana - -
et Ll L T Ry yrprp—
et LI 4

Case Reason not
Yo, Interviewed/Notes
(1)

wixog ZUT3ISTT PTOYISNOH

.-E;E._



Household Worksheet
HFL_- WOUSEOLD ROSTER

Workshecet
TRANSFER AVAILABLE INFORMATION FROM RESPONDENT SFLECTION FORM, THEN ASK MFl, Ql
Eat with Made HH
Relationship No. of months Hol? Contclbution?
Mcmbe r
to HoH in past 12 Yes No Yes No
Age Name (TICK)
1 0 1 0
1 L] ]
[} [] 1]
) (] §
3
'
)
]
'
[]
[}
[]
[}
1
:
L]
)
]
! [}
[} ]
1
:
[)
'
Jl []
)
[}
H
'
]
[}
]
[}
1 [) (]
A 4 b RSV, —
L] [} ]
] ) []
] [) []
4 A (X e e d—— o —
L] " 1]
] ) 1
1 ) [ ]
) | J— e —— e
[} ]
] ]
' '
J. | - - —
[} ] (B
' ' '
] 1) []
3 1. )

-6{-
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Birthdate Verification and Muslim and Chinese Age Conversion Charts

Whenever possible, birthdates of household members and of other

children born to the female head of household were copied from identity

cards or birth certificates. The table on the next page shows that the
majority of birthdates were so verified.

Chinese and Malays whose birthdates were not gotten from a
document often reported these birthdates in terms of the Chinese or
Muslim calendar.* In these cases showcards were used so that the
Chinese and Muslim dates could be converted to Western dates. These

showcards are reproduced on pp. 42-43.

*
Chinese reckon their age according to the Chinese calendar which

moves in a 12-year cycle. Each person adds a year to their age at the
New Year festival. For the clder Chinese it was necessary to show a
card (reproduced on page 42) to establish which year they were born

in (dragon, rabbit, tiger, ox, rat, pig, dog, cock, monkey, goat,
horse or snake) and then to assess their age within twelve years.



*
PERCENT BIRTHDATES VERIFIED WITH A DOCUMENT , BY YEAR AND TYPE OF AREA

Percent of Household Members for Whom Documents Inspected

Birth Year _ Main Cities QOther Towns Rural Total
1900-1909 58. 6%+ 51, 3% 74.0 66.3
1910-1919 39. 5% 65. 7% 80.0  67.4
1920-1929 54.0 77.5 " 86.8 78.8
1930-1939 . 64.5 73.3 86.8 - 79.3
1940-1949 48.7 76.4 84.0 73.7
. 1950-1959 55.2 80.2 84.3  71.2
1960-1969 70.8 86.2 " 91.8 86.7
1970-1976 65.9 83.7 90.7 84.7
TOTAL 6L.1 . 80.5 88.0 81.1 b
(n) - (1573) - (1756) (4617) (7946) i

PERCENT OF LIVEBIRTHS LISTED IN FEMALE ?REGNANCY HISTORY WHOSE DATES WERE VERIfIED
WITH DOCUMENT (INCLUDES CHILDREN KO LONGER ALIVE OR NO LONGER AT HOME AT TIME OF SURVEY)

1940-1949 21. 4¥k 9, 3%k 16,2 15.5

1950-1959 52.3 56.1 48.7 50.7
1960-1969 69.5 82.6 84,1 81.2

1970-1976 65.3 82.6 86.7 82.0

TOTAL ‘ 63.3 73.9 72.7 71.5

(n) (916) (1242) . (3504) (5664)

*Birth certificate or identity card.

*k
n < 50



Animal Year

PROBABLE WESTERN YEAR OF BIRTH AND POSSIBLE AGES AT 1976

Year Age | Year Age | Year Age ]| Year | Age | Year | Age | Year | Age Year | Age | Year | Age | Year Age
DRAGON 1976 0 1964 12 | 1952 24 | 1940 36 1928 48 1916 | 60 1904 | 72 1892 | 84 1880 96
/& RABBIT 1975 1 1963 13 ] 1951 15 | 1999 37 1927 49 1915 | 61 1903 | 713 1891 | 85 1879 97
% TIGER 1974 2 1962 14 ] 1950 26 1938 38 1926 50 1914 | 62 1902 74 1890 | 86 1878 98
W ox 1973 3 1961 15 | 1949 27 1937 9 1925 51 1513 | 63 1901 | 75 1889 | 87 1877 99
[ ]
L
,&, RAT 1972 4 1960 16 1948 28 1936 40 1924 52 1912 | 64 1900 | 76 1888 | 88 | 1876 100
[
W PIG 1971 5 1959 17 1947 9 | 1935 41 1923 53 1911 | 65 1899 | 77 1887 | 89 § 1875 1G1
»
W bOG 1970 6 1958 18 1946 30 | 1934 42 1922 54 1910 | o6 1898 | 78 1886 | 90 1874 102
s
% COCK 1969 ? 1957 19 | 1945 1 1913 43 1921 L1 1909 § &7 1897 | 19 1885 | 9t 1873 103
.
& MONKEY 1968 8 1956 20 | 1944 3z | 1932 44 1920 56 1908 | 68 1896 | 80 1884 | 92 1872 104
4
GOAT 1967 9 1955 21 1943 33 9 45 1919 57 1907 | 69 1895 } 81 1883 | 93 187L 105
~ N
% HORSE 1966 | 10 1954 22 1942 35 § 1930 46 1918 58 1906 | 70 1894 | 82 1882 | 94 | 1870 106
o
& SNAKE 1965 | 11 1953 23 | t94l 35 | 1929 47 1917 59 1905 | N 1893 { 83 1881 | 95 1869 107

1IeY)y UOTSI3AUO) 23Y ISIUTLY)



MUSLIM CALENDER YEAR CONVERSICN TABLE

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (1) (8) (9) {10) (11) (12)
1hb Ihb Lht 1hb 1hb 1hd 1hb Lhb Ihd thh ilhb 1hb
Myhstesm Safar R'Aval R'Akhir J'Awal J'Akhir Rejab Shasban Ramadzen Syawal |Dzulkaedah | Dzulhi|jah
1." 1970 3 Jan. 76| 1 Fev. 7] 2 Macr. ‘7] 1 Apr. '76] 20 Apr. "76]30 May ‘76 28 June '76[28 July *76]127 Aug, '76]25 Sept.'?6]24 Oct.'T6 122 Mov, 'T6|f 1196
2. 1975 §6 Jan. 74|17 Feb, 78] 13 Mar. 78|02 Apr. *75]12 May '73]10 June '75§10 July '75]| 8 Aug. '75) & Sept.'?5| 6 Oct. '73]| 5 Wov, ‘73] 3 Dec, '3 1393
3. %192 26 Jan. ‘76)2y Feb. "7 25 Mar. '76] 23 Apr. '764[23 May 7421 June 74|20 July '74]19 Aug. 'T0JL7 Sept.'74]|16 Oct. ‘7415 Wov, '74[ L3 Dec. ‘74| 1394
4, 1973 S Feb. '73] o Mar. "73 5 Apr. ‘73] 4 May 73] 3 June '73] 2 July '713]3L July '73]30 Aug. '73]28 Sepr.'73|27 Oct. ‘13|26 Nov. ‘73|26 Dee. 72 1393
5. 197/7) 16 Feb, ‘72|17 Mar. 72|16 Apr. '72| 15 May '72[14 June '72]13 July ‘72|11 Aug. ‘72|11 Sept.'72] 9 Oct. '72| B Wov. '72]| 7 Dec. '71} 6 Jan, ‘13 1392
6. 1971772 |27 Feb. ‘71]28 Mar. *71| 27 Apr. "71] 26 May ‘71|25 June '7i|24 July "71|22 Aug. ‘71}22 Sept.'71]20 Oct. ‘71|19 Wov. ‘7118 Dec, ‘'71}17 Jan. '72f 1391
7. 1970/71 9 Mar. "70] 7 Apr. '70] B May ‘70 t June *70] & July "70] & Aug, '70] 2 Sept.'70) 3 Oct. '70} I Mov, °*70)30 Mov. ‘70|29 Dec. '70[28 Jan, '71 1390
8, 1969/70 20 Mar, '69{ 18 Apr, '69{ 19 May ‘691 17 June 6917 July ‘69015 Aug. 'e9|L3 Sept, '69[14 Oct, '69}15 Nov. °69|I1 Dec. *69| % Jan. "70] 8 Febv. '70 1389
9, 1968/69 | 31 Mar. 'o8]20 Apr. ‘e8] 29 Mey ‘68| 28 June ‘68|28 July '68[16 Aug. 'e9|24 Sept.’68F25 Oct. '68{26 Mov., '68]22 Dec. '68}20 Jan. 6919 Feb, ‘69| 1388
10. 1967/68 10 Apr. ‘67|10 May '67] 9 June ‘67] 9 July "67] 8 Aug. ‘67| B Sept.'e?| 5 Oct. '67] & Nov, '67] 7 Dec. '67] 3 Jan. "6B| L Feb, 68| 2 Mar. ‘68 1387
11, 1966/67 21 Apr, 't6] 21 May ‘ot 20 June ‘o6l 20 July '66)19 Aug. '66}19 Sept,'66]lb Oct, ‘66016 Mov, "66117 Dec. "66|16 Jan. '67]12 Feb. '67}13 Har, '67 1386
12. 1965766 2 May °65{ L June "o 1 July ‘o8] 31 July "650131 Aug. '65]30 Sept. '65]27 Oct, '65127 Wov. ‘63|28 Dec. ‘63|25 Jan. '66]|24 Feb., '66]24 Mar, ‘66 138%
13, 1964/05 13 May ‘64|12 June "64d 12 July ‘ouf 1t Aug. ‘64]11 Sepr.'64f12 Oct. '6s] B Nov. '64) B Dec. "64f 8 Jam. '63] 3 Feb. '653] & Mar. '63] & Apr. 63 1384
16, 1963764 | 26 May 63[23 June "6 23 July '63] 22 Aug. *63]22 Sept.'63123 Oct. ‘63|20 Nov, '63119 Dec. '63]i9 Jan, '64 |16 Feb, '64]17 Mar. '64[1% Apr. ‘64) 1383
15, 1962/63 4 June '62] 4 July ‘62| 2 Aug. ‘63 1 Sept.'62] 3 Oct. "62] 4 Nov, ‘62| 1 Dec. "62131 Dec, 62|30 Jan, '63}2) Feb. '63|28 Mar. '63)26 Apr. '63| 1382
16, 1961762 15 June '61]135 July '61] 14 Aug. "6} 12 Sept, '61f 14 Oct. "61]|15 Nov, '61}13 Pec. "61J11 Jan. "62}10 Feb, '62]10 Mar, '62] 8 Apr. '62] 7 May ‘62 1381
7. 1960761 26 June '60{15 July '60] 25 Aug. "608 23 Sept.'60) 24 Oce, '60|25 Nov, '60]26 Dec. "60]22 Jan. '61]21 Feb. ‘61]21 Mar, ‘6t]19 Apr. "61]18 May ‘sl 1380
18. 1939/60 7 July '59] 5 Aug. '”I & Sept.'39 4 Oct. °59] 5 Wov. '39] 5 Dec, '59] 4 Jan. '60) 1 Feb. *60] 3 Mar. "60] 1 Apr. 6030 Apr. ‘60729 May ‘60 1379
19. 1958/59 | 27 July 'S8]i6 Aup. ool 15 Sept.’38{ 13 Oct. '38116 Wov. ‘58116 Dec. ‘3815 Jan. *S9113 Pab, '39)14 Mer. '59Q12 Apr. '39[1t May '59] 9 Jume 'S9] 1378
20, 1951758 7 Aug. 5727 Aug. °57) 26 Sept.‘ﬂl“ Oct. 'S7}27 Nov. '37]28 Dec. 'S$7[26 Jan. °*38]24 Feb. '58|25 Mar. '358[23 Apr. °'38{21 Mey '38|21 June '38 1317
21. 1956757 |18 Aug. 36 7 Sepr.’Sef 7 Oct. 'sed 7 Nov., "56| 8 Dec. '56) 8 Jan. '57] b Feb. 'S7] 7 mar. "S7| 5 Apr. '37| & May 57| 2 Juee 's7| 2 July '37} 1376
22. 1955/56 | 29 Aug. "55}18 Sept.'S$5{ 18 Oct. tesl 18 Mow,."5519 Dec. '55]18 Jan. 'S6]17 Feb, ‘36)16 Mar. 'S6}16 Apr, '8&6[1S May ‘56|13 June '56]13 July '356 1375
23. 1954/55 9 Sept.'54]29 Sept.’54} 28 Oct, tsud 28 Nov, °54]29 Dec. *54[29 Jan. 35120 Feb, ‘33|29 Mer. "55]27 Apr. '55]20 May "55125 June ‘35|24 July '53% 1374
24, 1953/54 | 20 Sept.*33|10 Oct. 'S) 9 Wov. 'S} % Dec. '3)| B Jan. '54] 8 Feb. 'Suill Mer, *54 )10 Apr. '56| 9 May 'S4 7 June "54] 6 July ‘54| & Aug. *S4] 1373
25. 1952/53 § 30 Sept. 52|21 Oct. "52| 20 Wov. ‘s 20 Dec. "52]19 Jan., "53|19 Feb. '33]22 Mar. 53|21 Apr. 53|20 May ‘83119 June *S3|17 July °*S53]18 Aug. S33} 1372
26. 1951/52 11 Oct. '31] 2 Nov. 'S5} 30 Nov. '!I.I 31 Dec. "51030 Jam. *52] 2 Mar. '52] 2 Apr. 52| 2 May '32[31 May ‘35230 June '52|28 July "52{27 Aug. '32 1371
27. 1950/5L 16 Oct, '350|13 Nov, '50 L1 Dec. esofl 11 Jam. *S1}11 ren, 'Si[E3 Mar. 'S1]13 Apr. 'S1{13 May 'St]12 June 'SE|11 July 'S1] 9 Aug. 'St] 7 Sept.'S1 1370
28. 1949/50 27 Oct. ‘49|24 Wov. "49f 22 Dec. '49 23 Jan. 50|22 Feb. '50]24 Mar. '50]24 Apr. '50{24 May '30]23 June '50]22 July '50[20 Aug. '50]18 Sept,'S0 1369
29. 1948/49 8 Nov, '48] S Dec. '& 2 Jan. "4% 3 Feb, w9 3 Mar. '4w9] 4 Apr. '49] 5 May ‘69| 4 June "49] 4 July '49] 2 Aug. "49]31 Aup. 49|29 Sept.'s9 1368
30. 1947/48 |19 Wow, '47]16 Dec. "47] 13 Jan. ‘48 14 Feb, '48]16 Mar. ‘48]15 Apr. ‘48]16 May “48]13 June '4B]15 July ‘48|13 Aug. 4811 Sept,'sB] 9 oOct, ‘48] 1367
31. 1946/47 |30 Mov. ‘46|28 Dec, *w6} 23 Jan. (47125 Feb, ‘47027 Mar. ‘4726 Apr. ‘4?27 May ‘47026 June ‘47§26 July '47|24 Aug. "67[22 Sepe.'47]20 Oct, '47] 1366
32. 1945746 |12 Dec, '45] 8 Jan, 46l 6 Feb. ‘4o 8 Mar, "4b] 7 Apr. ‘6] 7 May '46] 7 June '46| 7 July ‘46| 6 Aug. ‘46| 6 Sept. '4b6] 3 Oce, ‘4b] 1 Nov, 46} 1365
33, 1944/45 23 Dec. "44]19 Jen. '43{ 18 Feb. '69 20 Mar. 4318 Apr. *43]18 May ‘43518 June '435}18 July 4517 Aug. '43]15 Sept.’43 |14 Oct. '45]12 Nov. ‘43 1364
34, 1944 3 Jan, 'edl31 Jen. et} 2 Mar. ‘4 ) Apr. '46]30 Apr. ‘44130 May 44|20 June '44128 July '64]20 Aug. '44 |25 Sept.'dd 24 Oct. '44J22 Nov. ‘44i 1363
35, 1943 14 Jan. ‘4311 Feb. &3] 13 Mar. "X 12 Apr, ‘&3] 12 May 43|10 June 43|10 July "43; 8 Aug. ‘&3] 6 Sept.'43 ] 6 Oct. ‘43] 5 Nov. ‘43| S5 Dec, ‘43| 1362
36, 1942 24 Jan. '%2[23 Fedb. 42| 25 Mar. "4 23 Apr. "02]13 Moy '42]21 June '42]20 July ‘42119 Aup. '42]17 Sept. 42]t6 Oct. ‘642115 Mov, '42|15 Dec. '42 1361
37, 1941 5 Feb. '41} 6 Mar. '41] 5 Apr. "4l & May 'Al[ 3 June '61] 2 July '41]31 July ‘4110 Aes, CaU]23 Sene i R127 0ct. 425 Mav, ‘sl]26 Dee. ‘41 130
18. 1940741 | 16 Feb. ‘40|27 Mar, ‘40|16 Apr, '40f 15 May '40] 14 June 40|13 July '4OJ11 Aug. 40|11 Aug, '40] 9 Oct. '40)] 3 Nov, ‘40| 7 Dec. "40] 6 Jan. ‘4l 1359
39, 1939760 | 27 Feb, '39]28 Mar, '39] 27 Apr. '19 26 May *39] 25 June 3924 July '39022 Aug. '39[22 Sept.'39]20 Oct. 39119 Nov, '39]|18 Dec. "39]17 Jan. ‘40 1358
0. 1938739 | 9 Mar, '38] 7 apr. 38| 8 May ‘38 & June '38] & July '38) 4 Aug. '38] 2 Sept.’38] 3 Oct. ‘38 1 Nov. '38[10 Mov. '38)29 bec. '38}28 Jam. '39} 1337

+
@ The datas from the calendars. The others sre estimates with a saximm error of - cne day.

1aeyn UOTSIaAu0n 38y UTTSNK
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Birth Control Showcard

The only other prompt material used in the survey was a show-
card which named and illustrated the various methods of birth control.
This was used in the Female Retrospective Questionnaire (MF2) as a

prompt at the question:

Between the time of your (PREGNANCY) and your

(NEXT PREGNANCY), did you or your husband do
anything that would have reduced the chances of your
becoming pregnant?

IF YES

What did you or your husband do?
PROMPT: Anything else?

The showcard is reproduced on the next page.
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Letter of Introduction

SRM SURVEY RESEARCH MALAYSIA SDN BHD

Economic, Social & . Jatan Terap P O Box 2231 Kuala L M‘
ouse. Jalan terap x uala Lumpur. Malaysia
Market _ Research Te' 68212 68788 68011 Cable ESAREM

MALAYSIAN FAMILY LIFE STUDY

Malaysia has been selected to represent the developing countries
in Asia as the country most suitable for a detailed study of family

life.

Policymakers must know about all aspects of family life before

they can understand the effects of their plans.

Your family is ome which has been selected to represent the many
families in Malaysia. You must tell us about the way you spend your
time, the kind of work you do, the things you own, the ages of your
children and so on. You must tell us in detail about your family's
social and economic position so that the policymakers can study how to

ensure that Malaysia's development continues to progress.

You can be assured that the information you provide will be
treated as absolutely confidential. Your identity will not be revealed
to anyone else. What we do is add together the information from all
the families we interview, and thus obtain a representative view on

family life in Malaysia.

May we thank you for your help and co-operation.

Members of the Survey Research Group
MALAYSIA Survey Research Malaysia Son Bhd HONGKONG Survey Research Hongkong Lid INDONESIA P T In-Search Data
SINGAPCRE Survey Reseatch Singapore (Ple ) Lo THAILAND Deemar Company Lid PHILIPPINES Consumer Puise Inc



Response Rates, by PSU

ROUND 1 SUMMARY

u= RESPONSE NON - RESPONSE
No.| PSU Ne, LOCALITY % o 3 a COMPLETED NOT DEMO- OUHER )
1.3 d b TOTAL JMALAY |CHINESE | INDIAN | TOTAL | VACANT | AVAILABLE LYSHED [RESPT.>50 NO EMW REFUSED | INCOMPLETE | REASONS
£z [E3
L. |9/5/015/% |KG. ULy SPR1, REMBAU 258 43 18 t2 3 3 25 1 - 8 3 - - 6
2. 19/75/137/5 | JoHOL EST. N, SEMBILAN J28 55 37 7 13 17 18 - 2 3 4 - - 2
1. |9/2/036/4 [ KUALA PILAH, N, SEMBILAN 323 57 29 12 4 13 28 3 3 9 1 4 \ ]
4. FR/3/003/6 | TAMAN KASANG, KAJANG 228 ig 23 ? 19 2 15 - 4 3 1 5 2 -
5. [ x/2/042/4 | KLUANG T/C, JOHORE 242 40 26 - 26 - L4 - 1 10 Fa - - t
6. | x/2/067/4 | JLN BAKAR CONDONG 347 58 33 8 24 1 25 2 - 13 4 6 - -
7. | x/5/190/5 | KG. MUHIBBAH, B. PAHAT 261 44 8 28 - - 16 2 2 10 1 - - 1
A, | 8/5/074/5 | DUSUN DURIAN ESTATE 223 37 19 5 5 9 18 - 1 6 3 1 - -
9, | x/5/072/5 | MUAR, JOHORE 188 32 22 12 10 - 10 - - 5 1 - - -
10, [0/5/097/5 | 1G. KELING, MALACCA 357 60 3?7 30 7 - 23 1 2 12 2 - - -
tt, ]18/5/232/5 | BAGAN NAKHODA OMAR 247 41 27 25 2 - 14 - 1 ? S - - Co.
12. J4/5/710/5 | SLIM REVER L/C, PERAK 278 47 24 3 18 a 18 1 - 11 A - - 2
13, | 8/5/365/1 | TAMAN MIDAM, KL. 223 L} 18 - 18 - 19 1 - - 8 7 2 -
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{cont'd)

ROUND | SUMMARY

No. | Psu Na. LOCALITY g %Es “sgﬁfgr“ o e NON - RESPONSE e
3 o 2 § © | TOTAL] MALAY| CHINESE | INDLAN | TOTAL | VACANT | AVAILABLE | LISHED ] RESPT.2»50 ] NO EMW | REFUSED | INCOMPLETE| REASONS
B%|Ea
la. | 8/2/023/1 | JALAN UTARA, PI, 238 W { 1 1 [ 6 27 - 1 - 6 [ a A 2
15. ] 8/1/379/1 | JLN SHAW, KL. 286 51 25 - 25 - 26 6 - - 3 11 5 1 -
16. | 8/1/230/1 | LN BUKIT BINTANG 57 10 b) - 5 - 5 2 - - - 3 - - -
17. | 8/1/093/1 | SENTUL, KL. s 52 42 10 - 12 10 3 - - ] 6 - - .
18. | 4/3/009/4 | BIDOR N/vV, PERAK 180 1 23 - 22 1 8 - - - 7 1 - - -
19. | 4/5/833/5 | RUBANA EST. SC. DURIAN 167 28 8 2 1 5 20 - - 17 2 - - - 1
20, | 4/5/587/% | MAMBANG DL-AWAN, L/C 103 50 16 - 1% 1 11 2 - H 6 k! - - 1
21, | 4/5/342/% | KG, BOTA KANAN, BOTA its 19 9 9 - - to 1 1 2 5 1 - - -
22. | 4/5/465/5 | KG. CANGKAT, BERUAS 199 33 16 10 k] 3 b7 1 - 5 11 - - - -
23. | 4/17156/2 | JLN PASIR PUTIH, IPOH 130 15 2 - 21 - 14 2 - 1 4 3 4 - -
26, |a4/17081/2 ] 15T GARDEN, TPOH 326 53 41 1 kM 5 12 1 - - 4 - 5 1 1
15. | 4/2/117/4 ] 5G. SIPUT(N) L/C, PERAK 15 36 22 2 1 9 14 6 - 1 4 3 - - -
26, | 4/5/219/5 | WINDSOR EST. PERAK 140 24 15 2 k] 10 9 4 - - 3 - - . 3

aup punoy
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(cont'd)

ROUND 1 SUMMARY

No | PSU No, LOCALITY g o %g - n!(s.:g:i:":n NOT DEMO- NON-“SPOFESE OTHFR
1 o i g 4 TOTAL| MALAY | CHENESE | INDIAN] TOTAL {VACANT| AVAILABLE LISHED { RESPT.> 50 NO EtW | REFUSED | INCOMPLETE| REASONS
BR| B&
27.] 4/5/096/5]BAGAN TIANG, PERAK 2353 42 32 28 4 - 10 1 1 - 7 1 - - -
28.] 3/5/005/5|BUKIT MERTAJAM, PW. 156 60 [Ad] 25 12 3 20 1 1 2 9 2 - - 4
29.] 3/5/G50/ 3| BAGAN AJAM, PW. 89 70 57 23 20 14 13 4 - - 6 2 - - 1
30.| 3/1/13%/3|JLN DUNGUN, G, TOWN 226 41 21 & 14 3 20 1 2 3 ] 2 H 1 1
31.] 3/1/073/3|BURMAH RD., G. TOWN 75 12 6 1 5 - 6 - - - 5 1 - - -
32.] 3/5/144/5|KG. TELUK BAHANC 108 19 9 - 7 2 10 3 - 2 1 3 1 - -
31.| 2/5/028/51KC MENGKUANG, KEDAK 282 48 28 28 - - 20 4 2 10 1 1 - - ?
34.] 2/57/393/5 ] JALAN TOKONG, BEDONG 264 39 27 3 bE] 1 12 1 - 3 6 2 - - -
35,4 2/5/151/5KC. TANJUNG BARU, ALOR PUTIH 212 J8 22 11 - 1 16 4 1 2 L] - 2 - 1
I6.] 2/5/270/5 [KG. WATT, PDG. PUSING 243 4l 28 25 3 - 13 3 1 2 2 3 - - 2
37.} 2/2/051/4 |SG. KOROK, ALOR STAR 143 2 15 - 15 - 9 - 1 - 3 4 1 - ‘ -
8.1 2/2/014/4 |JLN MENANTI, ALOR STAR 130 22 14 1 12 1 8 - - 1 2 1 3 - 1
35.§ 2/5/633/5 {PADANG TERAP, KEDA! 264 46 27 27 - - 19 2 1 7 7 ? - - -

aug punoy
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{cont'd)

ROUND | SUMMARY

No. PSU No. LOCALITY w @& RESPONSE NON-RESPONSE

25 38 - COMPLETED NOT DEMO- OTHER

2 o 2 E £ [ TotaL] MALAY) CHINESE | twp1aN| TOTAL] vacanT | avarrasie] viswep | Reser.> 50 | wo eme| Rerusen| tncomriere | REAsONS

£% | b&
40.f 2/5/516/5] G. PIDA, KEDAH 23 k] 24 24 - - 1 - - 2 7 2 - - -
4l.| y/5/011/5| BESERI, PERLIS 280 48 20 20 - - 28 10 2 ? 3 1 - - 5
42.] 5/4/006/4 F K.KERAL T/C, XELANTAN | 145 58 42 33 ] 3 16 2 - 1 ! 10 1 - 1
43.1 5/5/169/5| SERING, KOTA BARU 137 23 15 14 1 - 8 1 - - 5 1 - - 1
44.| 5/5/046/5]| BACOK, KELANTAN 255 43 26 16 - - 17 ! 2 2 b i 1 1 3
45, | 6/5/011/5| JABI, BESUT,TRENGCANU | 396 66 n n - - 33 9 6 8 ? 2 - - 3
46,1 6/5/134/5] KUALA NERUS,TRENGCANU { 221 37 21 H - - 16 - 2 - 10 1 2 - 1
47.) 6/1/019/4] LOSONG, K. TRENGGANU 205 34 1? 17 - - 17 k] 2 1 L 3l 1 - 1
48, 7/5/178/5] CENOR, PAHANG 160 27 7 ? - - 20 7 2 - 9 1 1 - -
49.| 7/5/055/5| KUALA LIPLS, PAHANG 131 22 10 10 - - 12 4 1 1 4 - - - 1
50.{ &4/5/122/5] KG. SEMANGGOL,TAIPING 259 39 20 ] 1 16 19 7 2 - &4 1 - 1 4
51,] &/5/4%94/5] PANTAI REMIS, PERAX 351 52 46 - 46 - L} 1 1 - 3l - t - ‘-
52.| 4/4/057/4] PANGKOR T/B, DINDING 301 51 35 4 10 1 16 1 2 - 3 ? - - k]

TOTAL 2088 1262 617 435 150 826 131 46 98 285 136 61 14 9%

*N.B. "he last 3 PSUs {Humbers 50,51, and 52) sre those which ware purposively selected.

auQ punoy
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Response Rates, by PSU

ROUND 2 SUMMARY

az RESPONSE NON-RESPONSE
No. | PSU Ne. LOCALLTY 3 S COMPLETED
- E S NOT DEMO- MOVED OTHER
Eg |TOTAL | MaLAY CHINESE | INDIAN | TOTAL | YACANT | AVAILABLE| LISHED { RESPT.S50 | NO EMW | REFUSED | HOUSE INCOMPLETE | REASONS
8 w
1. | 9/5/015/5 | KG. ULU SPRY, REMBAU 43 18 12 3 3 25 7 1 - ] ) - - - "
2. | 9/5/137/5 | JonoL EST., N. SEMBILAN 55 17 7 13 17 18 7 - 2 3 4 - - R P
3, 1 9/2/036/6 | KUALA PILAM, N. SEMBILAN| 57 28 10 5 13 29 - 4 3 9 7 4 1 - \
4, | R/37003/6 | TAMAN KAJANG, KAJANG 18 23 H 19 H 15 - - 4 3 | 7 . - R
5. | x/2/062/4 | KLUANG T/C, JOHORE 40 25 - 25 - 15 - - 1 10 2 - 1 - I
6, | xs2/067/4 | ILN. BAXAR CONDONG 58 0 ? 3] - 28 - H - 13 4 ? 2 - .
7. x/5/190/5 | KG. MUHIBRAH, B, PANAT Lt 29 29 - - 15 - 1 2 10 1 - - - -
8, | B/5/074/5 | DUSUN DURLAN ESTATE 37 18 4 b 9 19 7 1 1 6 1 1 - . -
9. | x#sr072/5| HMuaR, JOHORE 32 22 12 10 - 10 4 - - 5 1 - - - -
10. | ©/5/097/5 | TC. KELING, MALACCA 60 i) 29 ? - 24 5 1 2 13 2 - } . L -
11, | 8/5/232/5| BAGAN NAKHODA OMAR a1 27 25 2 - 14 1 - 1 7 5 - - R .
12, | w/5/710/5 | SLIM RIVER L/C, PERAK a7 | 29 2 19 8 18 - - - 1" A R - \ 5
13, | R/5/365/1 | TAMAN MIDAM, K.L. 37 14 . 14 - 23 1 2 - - ] I - 2 -
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ROUND 2 SUMMARY

uz RESPONSE NON-RESPONSE
PSU No. LOCALITY 3 E 2 COMPLETED Not bEMO. “ovED oTiER
2 S| ToTAL | MALAY |CHINESE | INDEAN | TOTAL | VACANT [ AVAILABLE| LISHED | RESPT.50 | NO EMY | REFUSED | HIOUSE | INCOELETE | - REASONS
E wm
af2/023/1 JALAN UTARA, P,J. 40 10 1 4 5 3 - 2 - & [ 14 - - b3
8/1/179/1 | JALAN SHAW, K.L. st | 22 - 22 - 29 6 1 - 3 n 7 - - 1
16, | 8/17230/1 | JALAN BUKIT BINTANG 10 4 - 4 6 L - - - .
17. | B/1/093/1 | SENTUL, KUALA LUMPUR s2 | a3 30 - 9 - - - B ;
18. | «/3/00974 | BIDOR N/V, PERAK n| »n - 22 8 - - - - .
19. | 4/5/833/5 | RUBANA EST.,SG. DIRTAN 28 7 2 1 71 ) 17 - - -
20, | 4/5/58775 | MAMBANG DU awan, L/C 50 | 35 - 34 15 - 2 1 - |
2L, 4f5/362/5 KG. BOTA KANAN, BOTA 19 9 9 - o 1 2 - - -
22. ) urs/465/5 | RG. CANGRAT, BERUAS 1| e 10 ) 7 - 5 - - .
23, | wrisisesz | Jun. pastR puTIH, tPOM s | a - 7 16 - | - - -
26, | 471708172 | 15T GARDEN, 1POH, PERAX s3] @ 1 15 12 1 - - - 1
25, af2/117/6 | SG. SLPUT (N) L/C, PERAK 36 22 2 1l 14 - 1 - - -
26. | 475721975 | WINDSOR EST., PERAK | 15 2 3 9 - - - . ;

oM], punoy
Nsd £q s91vy osuodsay
..zrg;..




(cont'd)

ROUND 2 SUMMARY

0= RESPONSE NON-RESPONSE
Ne. | PSU Mo LOCALITY 38, COMPL ETED
3 La NOT DEMO- MOVED OTHER
59| ToraL | MALAY JcHINESEFINDIAN| ToTAL | vAcANT | avatianie] vrswep | REspr.s0 | o Evw | Repesen| vouse | incomeLeTe | REAsoNs
2a
27, | /5709675 | BAGAN TLANG, PERAR al n 7 4 - u l I - ’ I - 1 - N
28, | wsroosss | ukiT MERTAIAM, Bou, 60 | w2 Y 12 3 19 2 - 2 9 2 - - . -
29. | 375/050/3 | BAGAN AJAM, P.W. o | s 2 20 13 16 4 - - 6 2 - 1 - I
3. § 1/1/139/3 | JALAN DUNGUN, G,ToWN a |l oz 4 13 4 20 1 2 3 R 2 2 | - |
n. | /107373 | BurMAn RD., G TOWN 12 ] o 1 5 - 6 - - - 5 1 - - - B
2. | arsrreass | ke, TELUK Bananc 19| 9 - 7 2 10 3 - 2 l 3 1 - - -
33. | 2/5/028/5 | KG. MENCRUANG, KEDAM w8 | 28 28 - - 20 4 2 10 l 1 - - - 2
. | 27539345 | JALAN TokowG, BEDONG 3 | 26 3 2 - 13 1 - 3 6 : - 1 - .
15, | 27571515 | Ko, TansONG BARU, 38 | 22 21 - 1 16 a 1 2 6 - ) - - !
ALOR PUTTH
6. | 275727075 | Ke. waTT, PDG., PUSING @} 25 23 2 - 16 3 4 2 2 3 - - - 2
37, | 212705174 | sc. KoRoK, ALOR STAR ] 16 - 16 - 8 . - - 3 “ | - - .
18, | 272701476 | JALAN MENANTI, ALOR STAR | 22 | 12 1 11 - 10 - - 1 2 1 5 1 - t
1, | 275703945 | PADANG TERAP, KEDAN s | 24 24 - - 22 2 2 R ? 2 - - - y

omI punoy
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{cont'd)

ROUND 2 SUMMARY

] RESPONSE NON-RESPONSE
No. | Psu No, LOCALLTY 3a COMPLETED

3 g 2 NoT DEMO- MOVED OTHER

&2 TOTAL | MALAY | cHINESE | (DTN | ToTAL | vAcANT| AvAILABLE] vLisuep | RESPT. 50| no Emw | ReFusen| nousk | tncomPLETE | REASONS
50, 1 2/5/516/5 | XG. PIDA, KEDAH 15 ] 24 2% - - 11 . - 3 7 2 - R . -
a1, | ysssor1ys| mEsert, pERLIS 8 | 2 7 - - 27 9 2 7 ) 1 - - . 5
42, | 5/4/006/4 § K.KERAL T/C, KELANTAN 58 1 42 13 6 1 16 1 - 1 1 10 1 1 - 1
a1, | 5/5/16975| SERING, KOTA BaRU 13| te 13 1 - 9 1 - - 5 t - 1 - t
sa, | 5/5/046/5] BACOK, KELANTAN 41 | 26 26 - - 17 \ 3 z 6 1 1 - - 3
as. | esssot1ys| samr, sESuT, TRENGGANU 66 | 29 29 - - 37 ) 5 8 7 2 1 ) - 3
46, | 6/5/134/5| KUALA NERUS, TRENGGANU 7| n 2t - . 16 . 2 - 10 1 1 - - 2
w7, | s72/01974] LOSONG, K. TRENGGANU w | 18 18 - - 16 ) H | 6 3 - - . )
w8, | 775/17875| CENOR, PAHANG 17 7 7 - - 20 ’ 2 - 9 1 | - . -
49. | 7/5/055/5] KUALA LIPIS, PAHANG 22 9 9 - - 19 4 3 1 4 - - - . |
50. | a/5/122/5| KG. SEMANGGOL, TAIPING 19 | n 4 1 16 18 7 2 - 4 t . - - )
s1. | 4rs/49475| PANTAT REMIS, PERAK s2 | a5 - 45 - 7 1 2 - 3 - | . . -
s2. | wres05774] pancror T/B, DINDING st | a7 4 to 3 14 i 1 - 3 7 - 1 - |

2088 | 1236 | 607 481 148 852 | 128 56 99 285 136 75 16 1 54

om] punoy
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Reaponse Rates, by PSU

ROUND 3 SUMMARY

v x
No.| PSU No, LOCALITY g = RESPONi:ﬁ:TED NON-RES PONSE

585 NOT MOVED|  oTHER

1§& TOTAL | MALAY | CHINESE | INDIAN | TOTAL |VACANT| AVAILABLE | DEMOLISHED| RESPT.> 50 | no Emw| Rerusep |wouse| measons

B

(=47
1.] 9/5/015/5|KG. ULU SPRI, REMBAU 43 18 1 4 3 25 7 - - 8 3 - 1 6
2.1 9/5/137/5]JOHOL EST. N.SEMBILAN 55 15 6 13 16 20 7 - 2 3 & - 2 2
3.| 9/27036/4]|vUALA PILAN, N.SEMBILAN| 57 28 10 5 13 29 - 3 3 9 7 4 2 1
4. | 873700374 |TAMAN KAJANG, KAJANG 8 22 2 18 2 16 - - 4 3 1 7 1 -
5.] x/2/062/4 |kLUANG T/C, JOHORE 40 2 - 24 - 16 - - 1 10 2 - 2 1
6. x/27067/4|JLN BAKAR cONDONG 58 28 7 21 - 30 - 2 - 13 4 7 3 1
7.] x/5/190/5 |G, MM1BBAH, B. PAMAT 44 29 29 - - 15 - 1 2 10 1 - - 1
8.| 8/5/074/5 |pusen purTAN EST. 37 18 5 4 9 19 7 - 1 6 3 2 - -
9. | x/5/072/5 |MUAR, JOHORE 32 20 10 10 - 12 4 1 . 5 1 - 1 -
10.| 0/5/097/5 [1G. RELING, MALACCA 60 36 29 7 - 24 5 1 2 13 2 - 1 -
11.] 8/5/232/5 |BAGAN NAKHODA OMAR 41 26 2 2 - 15 1 - 1 7 5 - - 1
12.| 4/5/710/5 [SLIM RIVER L/C, PERAK 47 10 3 19 8 17 - - R " 4 . . 5
13. | 8/57385/1 framan MIDAH, KL, 37 16 - 16 - 21 1 1 - - 8 1" - R

291yl punoy
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{cont 'd)

ROUND 3 SUMMARY

RESPONSE

No. [ PSU No. LOCALITY nE NON-RESFONSE

3a. OMPLETED NOT MOVED| OTHER

"EE TOTAL{ MALAY | CHINESE | INDIAN| TOTAL| vACANT | AVAILABLE | pEMOLISHED | RESPT. S50 No £ | REFUSED| nouse | rREAsONS

]

K@

=R
14. | 8/2/023/1 | JALAN UTARA, PJ, 40 9 1 4 4 n - 2 - 6 6 14 - 3
15. 1 8/1/379/1 | JALAN SHAW, KL. 51 23 - 23 - 28 [ - - 3 il 7 - t
16. | 8/1/230/1{ JLN BUKIT BINTANG 10 5 - 5 - 5 2 - - - 3 - - -
t7. | 8/1/093/1 | SENTUL, KL. 52 4l 29 - 12 13 2 1 - 1 6 - t -
18. 1 4/3/009/4 | BIDOR N/V, PERAK 1N 22 - 21 1 9 - - - 7 1 . 1 -
19. | 4/5/833/5 | RUBANA EST. SC. DURIAN 28 7 ] 1 4 21 - 2 17 ) - . - -
20. | 4/5/587/5 | MAMBANG DI-AWAN, L/C 50 15 - 3% 1 15 2 - 2 6 3 - 1 1
21. | 4/5/342/5 | KG. BOTA KANAN, BOTA 19 9 9 - - 10 1 1 2 5 1 - - .
22. | 4/5/465/5 | KG. CANCKAT, BERUAS 13 16 10 3 3 17 1 - 5 1 - - - .
23. | 4/1/156/2 | JLN pASIR PUTIH, IPOM 35 20 - 20 - 15 2 ] 1 4 3 4 - .
24, | 4/1/08t/2 | 1ST GARDEN, TPOM 53 19 1 13 5 14 1 2 - 4 - 5 1 S
25. {4/2/117/4 | SG. SIPUT(N)L/C, PERAK 36 21 2 1 8 15 [ 1 1 4 3 - - R
26, | 4/5/219/% | WINDSOR EST., PERAK 24 15 ] 3 10 9 4 - - 3 - . - 2

221yl punoy
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(cont 'd)

ROUND 3 SUMMARY

Na.| PSU Wo. LOCALITY %E “%‘;-gﬁ:ﬁﬁ NOH-RESPONSE
s NOT MOVED | OTHER

3 g & | rtoraL | maLar | cHinese | inp1an | ToraL | vacawt | avariasie |oEmoLisHED| RESPT.50 | No emu | REFUsED | nousk | reasons

ER
27.|4/5/096/5] BAGAN TIANG, PERAK 42 12 | 28 4 - 10 1 1 - 1 1 - . -
28.]3/5/005/5]| BUKIT MERTAJAM, PW. 60 a1 | 27 11 3 19 2 - 2 9 2 - 1 3
29,]3/5/050/3] BAGAN AJAM, PV, 70 6 | 22 19 13 16 4 - - 6 2 1 2 1
30.|3/1/139/3] JLN DUNGUN, G, TOWN 41 2t 4 13 4 20 1 2 ) 8 2 2 1 1
31.|3/1/073/3| BURMAH RD. G. TOWN 12 6 1 L) - 6 - - - 5 1 - - -
32.13/5/144/%] KG. TELUK BAHANG 19 9 - 7 2 10 3 - 2 1 3 1 - -
33.|2/5/028/5] KG. MENGKUANG, KEDAH 48 27 | v - - 7 A 3 10 1 1 - - 2
4. |2/5/393/5] LN TokoNG, BEDONG 39 26 3 23 - 13 1 - 3 6 2 - 1 -
35, |2/5/151/5] RG.TANJUNG BARU, ALOR PUTIN[ 38 22 | 21 - 1 16 4 1 2 6 - 2 - 1
36, {2/5/270/5] KG. WATT, PDG. PUSING 41 23 | 22 1 - 18 3 L) ? z 3 - 1’ 2
37.|2/2/051/4] SG. KOROK, ALOR STAR I 16 - 16 - ] - - - 3 4 1 - .
38, {2/2/014/4| JLN MENANTI, ALOR STAR 22 12 1 1 - 10 - - 1 2 1 4 1 1
39, |2/5/639/5] PADANG TERAP, KEDAH 46 2 | 2 - .- 22 2 2 8 7 2 - - 1

@214l punoy
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(cont 'd)

ROUND 3 SUMMARY

w = RESPONSE NON-RES PONSE
No. PSU Na. LOCALITY 5 ; COMPLETED ot MOVED OTHER

O 2 [TOTAL | MALAY | CHINESE | INDIAN| TOTAL| VACANT | AVAILABLE | DEMOLISHED| RESPT> 50 NO EMW | REFUSED| HOUSE | REASONS

TR

Ea

[
40, [ 2/5/516/5]| KG. PIDA, KEDAM s 19 19 - - 16 - k] 2 ? 2 - 2 -
41, | y/5/011/5] BESERI, PERLIS 48 n 21 - - 27 9 1 7 k) 1 - 1 5
42, | 5/4/006/4| K. KERAL T/C KELANTAR 58 42 33 [ 3 16 1 - 1 b 10 1 1 1
43.] 5/5/169/5] SERING, KOTA BARU 23 14 13 1 - 9 1 - - 5 1 - 1 1
44, | 5/5/046/5] BACOK, KELANTAN 43 25 25 - - 18 1 4 2 [ 1 1 - 3
45.] 6/5/011/5] JABI, BESUT, TRENGGANU 66 19 29 - - 37 9 k] [ 7 2 2 3 3
46,1 6/5/134/5] KUALA NERUS, TRENGGANU LY 10 20 - - 17 - 2 - 10 1 1 1 2
47.] 6/2/019/4| LOSONG, K. TRENGGANU 14 18 18 - - 16 k] 2 1 6 3 - - 1
48.| 7/5/178/5] CENOR, PAHANG 27 5 5 - - 22 ? 2 - 9 ! 1 2 -
49.] 7/5/055/5] KUALA LIPIS, PAHANG 22 8 8 - - 14 4 4 1 4 - - - 1
50.| 4/5/122/5| KG. SEMANGGOL, TAIPING 19 21 4 1 16 18 7 2 - 4 1 - - 4
S1.] 4/5/494/5| PANTAI REM1S, PERAK 52 4t - 44 - 8 1 2 - 3 - 1 1 -
52.] 4/4/057/6] PANGKOR T/B, DINDING 51 36 24 10 2 15 1 ] - 3 ? - 2 1

TOTAL 2088 1207 | 591 47 143 881 128 59 99 285 136 79 38 51

291Yy] punoy
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Interviewer Recruitment Advertisement

S R M

SURVEY RESEARCH MALAYSIA SDN BHD
is expanding again and
needs more female
FIELD INTERVIEWERS

No previous experience is necessary,
but applicants must have passed LCE.
You must understand English and be
fluent in your own language. Malay,
Chinese and Indian interviewers are
required,

Our interviewing projects will take
you throughout Peninsular Malaysia,
and you may be away from base for
several days at a time, Applicati-
ons are invited from all parts of
Peninsular Malaysia,

You will receive a thorough train-
ing in Kuala Lumpur on all aspects
of survey research work before
working on specific projects.

You will be put on the permanent
payroll after your work has been
assessed on projects allocated
on a contract basis.

If you are interested, please TELE-
PHONE me for an appointment :

Major Ismail bin Ahmad
Fieldforce Manager
Survey Research Malaysia
Sdn Bhd

Tel. Kuala Lumpur 69449

We also require male SUPERVISORS.

If you have had supervisory expe-

rience, have your own car, and are
willing to travel, call me at the

above number.
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Example of Question Book Format in English

At what age were you first married? What year was that?
What month of that year?

Is this your only marriage?

IF YES, GO TO Q.&

IF NO

(c)

(d)

(e)

(£)

How many times have you been married (including to
your current wife)?
NOTE ON ANSWER SHEET

What was the outcome of your _____ (FIRST, SECOND,
THIRD, ETC.) marriage?
CODE STATUS; IF CONTINUING, GO TO Q.3(f)

In what year did this (FIRST, SECOND, THIRD,
ETC.) marriage end? And in what month?
What was your age at that time?

In what year did you next marry? In what month?
What was your age at that time?

REPEAT Q.3(d)=(f) FOR ALL MARRIAGES

MF3/1/Q3
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Example of Question Book Format in Malay

3(a) Pada umur berapakah anda pertama kalinya berkahwin? Tahun berapakah itu?
Bulan berapa?

(b) Adakah ini saja perkahwinan anda?

IF YES, GO TO Q.4
IF NO

(¢} Berapa kalikah anda telah berkahwin (termasuk isteri anda yang
ada sekarang)?
NOTE ON ANSWER SHEET

(d) Apakah kesudahan perkahwinan anda yang (FIRST, SECOND,
THIRD, ETC.)?
CODE STATUS; IF CONTINUING, GO TO Q.3(f)

(e) Dalam tahun berapakah perkahwinan anda yang (FIRST,
SECOND, Ti{IRD, ETC.) ini berakhir? Dan pada bulan apa?
Berapakah umur anda pada masa itu?

(f) Dalam tahun berapakah anda kahwin lagi? Dalam bulan berapa?
Berapakah umur anda pada masa itu?

REPEAT Q.3(d)-(f) FOR ALL MARRIAGES

MF3/1/Q3
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Example of Question Book Format in Chinese

Ha) GH-RELquEiiEd Loy -5 7 p-4h 2

) RLF LG e

IF YES. GO TC Q.4
IF NO

(&) 445340 R (LB RELIFHEI?

'_ NOTE ON ANSWER SHEET

‘(d) Wﬁg (FIRST, SECOND, THIRD, ETC.)%fy ¥R by 2%

1% 7 -
d%m: STATUS; IF CONTINUING, GO TO Q,3(f)

(e) 2 (FIRST, SECOND, THIRD, ETC.Y ’a;‘;‘-ﬁ‘a’iﬁé’& ,

-S4k R 7

() RLEN-FE W 1 RN -Ti 2 gnpagint?

REPEAT Q.3(d)-(f) FOR ALL MARRIAGES

MF3/1/Q3
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Example of Question Book Format in Tamil

3(a) IS ISk _15(;3&7‘ @;:’."@7.»”'&: ;?5‘@@&‘ TGy 0@7“9'"5}’.‘*7‘ e
S, B aBli'P 07348 b?}a"_? .

() B L“‘*ﬁ?ﬁ' pey ﬁ@.@wyarr?
IF_YES, GO TO Q.4
IF_NO |
(c)a‘_a‘iéf 825 @aryansg et .éé-.m%pwcya" CPrsa @"jg.?r Frx

135355Lqr;gﬁa;za¢=znb°tzyﬂaasl QovtastICS sary.”
NOTE ON ANSWER SHEET '

(8) 2mih (FIRST, SECOMD , THIRD, E7C.)

RNQIE TN GAU}cv wHeq P . - o
CODE STATUS; IF CONTINUING, GO TO Q.3(f)

(e) 7BS a/dL. s @_’;’,,5 —_ (FIRST, SECOND, THIRD,
ETC.) fuoomrs® Gipaimmss P Sy o789 Lreu® 7
- syl Amievhln wishs oo i .

(f) T QBLL prind agrugesd EWoevis hlge
R iy it U loa83 7
Sria Elnlz)ay R0 soT)e Sy sTaSTOST P

REPEAT Q.3(d)-(f) FOR ALL MARRIAGES

MF3/1/Q3
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