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Table 1. Changes of Selected Socioeconomic Indicators in Korea, 1960~90

—8 MEEEREERS B4

Indicator
Year percent urban percent of labor force percent of women
population in primary industry in labor force
1960 28 66 14
1965 37(’66) 59 37
1970 41 51 39
1975 48 46 40
1980 57 34 43
1985 65 25 41
1990 74 20(’89) 46

Source : National Bureau of Statistics, Economic Planning Board(1989), Outline and Major Results of the 1985
Population & Housing Census in the Republic of Korea s Kwon, Tai Hwan, et al.(1975), The Population
of Korea, Seoul : Seoul National University ; Kwon, Tai Hwan(1977), Demography of Korea, Seoul : SNU ;
National Bureau of Statistics(1991), “Results from the '90 Population and Housing Census, April, 1991",
Mimeographed ; National Bureau of Statistics, Economic Planning Board(1963), 1960 Population & Hou-
sing Census of Korea, Vol. 2



Table 2. Women’s Level of Education by Year of
Birth
AR BASl BEKE

Year of Percent with Senior High
Birth or more Education
1921~25 2
1926~30 6
1931~35 9
1936~40 14
1941~45 21
1946~50 31
1951~55 40
1956~ 60 53
1961~65 68
1966~70 86

Source : National Bureau of Statistics, Economic Pl-
anning Board(1987), 1985 Population and
Housing Census Report, Vol. 1, Table 4.

Agge geel EHLE Aoz wod & F
Fol b5 @eFol Wshel RFS g =

A59) AoA F7z 8| PFRgo]
Atk e - iter BRe AU KB
RS HEse wgoz WAL Jth@EA
4, 1990). olde HWolH o AT wle
NErgel 127 P HEE Tk 1%
wipste) MEMES Shsted Ene €
olth, & AWF b Ruel FARL, E o
Aol WA, $2 AT FAY BA%
oA oo oM FFg WA 4B
@h,

R

=

=

L=

e

I & g Hik

B ATE ZET BAY RBEER BCESS
FERAES Fofsta, REe] BFERE

L=
-

ANAE HES7] 98l 1989'd mER it & b
Jebtol AAIY FEEkAET ®&E B 2ARA

822 2N Aot. F 2AE A S Yoz
FEZEZ3 D5H 01 71EHQL 2,838F A
V=AY, AE, 24, 7Y A% 2 9344
58 2AE Aolth, o714 AEZ HU9 A
nroel TARHE BA AL FHez T

AR 2RE JET ¥ WH#ES 28E
ZAE @FESH HEA gA BRGNS A=
olgigt EM& HIT =9 A
Zeral A EEZE(L DRI 19603
I EXL Y 1960~1979'd
, 23 EFL B 1980d
ZEF HQo 2 UFolx ZEISEY
BEHHBES WA

B

o1

. el %Mt

=

o AFZ S M} Izt VR EFE
2 3Z37) 9% 71EL HEAY S )
it& - ey ol whet thAgte] ERVL
Bolt}, Fike %iEHS m&S KB I 4
EHEAZA ATNSE A} Av) 87 ohle
Ay F8FH wg, 2 =Holy {9
WA NAEZHAARZ o] FAA Kok, Tt A
Astol wel FKikiaEe 455 mEiagol K
T3lAA #geol 9FHL old wE Tk
WREY & EiaBle] #LE 7HA2A
&t} (Goode, 1983).

b5 HifgR] ol ny £ /1EH
AE F13 e XRFEHEZ ROYBEHFU
BLFEHNY 2L ode] IEFEAME FAZE
71&o] AR, MYETE KIS FAIE St
a8y o3 F REHES A4s - TAISte o
g Az B4Ee 2E & Ut <l
EA SN AFAE7E 84S FHGEA o

d FAZ AfA HAG. olv HRIEM #
Y &7t 7HEAME AATIEA KEHH

N
S m
H o

%
o
to rr fo

>4

s a4

32

KX
=

-
T

o) (e}
* T

=

=

9]



s BIRRMRS] WIS ZABn, KEMEE ol
2w e Aed 524 Tgdc & 4

12 Zo| Tkl 4@, 1986). ol#jd H +
Z 7% &9 2o ol HiElE RS RALS
o}, @#HZHel do] FAT¢ EF7FF
1 A8 £ e EesEsate] HET (K
Tl kst (EERd= 1 #ho]l TIrEo
ARG wt HFES HAEAZSGE AR
fmol obd £ gflomn, Tige] of&d WA,
7V K HEAS Mine BARKS
s & @ 2.

olA ¥ Atzwslo] wEtr FKikol ERle] np

e
= d

i)
&t

)

A

7H78

=

[¢]

Heds 7z o18d F9 e ohdy o
Yol ARAA WskHE 5 Bae A4S
AAA Ao, 53 19604 ol F FEF )

ol M Fikrbe] EERRK] EAFLOZ 1}
HolAAN Kk Hieet HEHS KFe 4
KiElk WA E #gFEKtLeE F3931, 19 g%
3 BmEFES BWME FIAA Sk @A
1960 AA 7155 7299 1A KKl 1989
dolle 22%2 718 Wb 3 BEARKES
29% oA 16% = 723t o3 S EH=
Wi - BRT BRES AW BiRdAdAMe #@e

Zo| WERGOR =PF} kol HHoE 7

AR w1 W IR BRI,
HhoNE ge S0t e Hre U=

TAEE 1, 2 Fikol ¥EtES AYA 5
A H(FLHERES:, 1989).

A5G 712 He BB R B
oz oloNWA, 7HED EE FE X9
% AELS AEIAAEY oY HEKOSE

A A = At 1960 o] AZEA T S oAb
204 oA, FARe 204E HFIHA FE0|
olFolH oY HT WIEFEMS A 264,
A7k 28M 2 A=A £ R o 29
AE AL 1950~1959d AEN A€ 89%E =

-3

Ao} 1980~1989d HAEM = 15% 2 74

SEA ALY AeYe ShE T E kil
B, TS R OUERE BmME Helm Aok

i}\]__o__

A R SHEMRES VER
2 vl EA 1960 GEtHERS 6.0 23

Y FIZde 1.65FS YL, o= &
SEESKY FA FEHEE 1960 5.6 ol A
19901 d 3.8Ho = fAIA  KH(FLIERE S,
1987 ; 139~156).

Z}EF 20 Wakel A FKEMHBEAIME EA
FFEM Aol HEEEE EES HA7IEs 2
3 AYet 25 Free FAFHE FolEA

HAch 60Ac]d w=lF A of5H TSt

A RAE R

l..

lo &

= ZA9E 19819 55% 04 1988\ d )= 42% &
AP, wx glo] AR Ale ASe
8% 2 ZT7FACH(E=AY, 1990). o]#d 4fE

rES]
55k dge A #AS 2R P
A9} Hrele] EAE N AxAwe] TF
WA J9S dojA Fao) oMy e
g A EiliElo] Acn 8 w FkHEe

e obd ABRAAREI S¥HA
oy, A4& 3

£= & e 40

01 o >

> O
w =
z] B

T

AHWOZ Bmsolol & Yoot = 2w .2
A BAT AU HRTE P& AR S
da) AAHIUW ol HFFoE AAR A

Yom BAR olojuthd QRS EikHIES
MRl fige] ket Motk A% R -
ANZE A WAL FriHolojef shik?
E WA Holojof sl ? o whebA Kikskd
o wEe €AE 2AHE Ao,

V. 4 fpeke] [mlJEAAH
e Tl Rmsh 2ol AwA g3
BE, P3 BEe wowd Squ 4B
A% S 23 Aok mEKAE A&
A BE st BERKS WBHL, KT



LFe 7%E SalA Mg FKiE(family of pro-
creation) & ©]FH, RHELS HE9 o] AdHA
HAF K (stem family) S SRS FkE)
R#o 2 o} o, AYE E7HA)7 e
2oks whds] 7] 98 Bt
Aol AR E Bujs ZHH Yo
i, o2M RrE:
Reg Aq4A st 94714 A
EHol £ REFH 184 ¥ 7
A zolE & REBBH MEBIE M
o wEtM w7 AEF RRe go] A,
ol aolol 3p=Rl= el o217} glo]
AP HEmol B2 AAHL, o) FKEGE
7V FEEES MHAAL BHES olFU.
e} A4S« A5 olE Y 55 28
Tkt A= fdiolets Aoy HYS
A FRES wr} Aol sar, LKl

TIE=

EeX
=

@

=2

=
A44g g 7]
A

U

oo do
3@ 2l ot

Jiat

&

T Az deire REY Age LY

SEMES Asiol 4ol shsatAl Hozy
o) ¥BE AW JANES o2t et
E548 Fve g HUd. oed He =

AFAM= EASA AE F ok 5 15404
BEmAST R/t @Eojgts A2 A9,
wEszEobe] [AJEARERS 1960d o)A AT A=
oF 3/45 AXF o 1980 o] F AENAE 1/3
2 A . o3 fERrete] FERE
HRS HAAZ & 7487 98 & I
HA REERNE dro] MARNKS AT R
H(FE 3 #F=).

B EE Wbl EES ¥ 1960 oA
AENA 24% o} 1980 o] F AFT oA 78
%2 EorHal, FHol BHA &L 1960 o)A
AEATENA 56% Jo 1980 o] % AEH
TEQME 40%2 ZaAt. 9714 FHe &

Ll

Table 3. Descriptive Statistics of Variables Used in the Logistic Regression Model for Post-nuptial Coresidence

by Year of Marriage

EIERFHRR BASS BM-Z2AE DRIY0 o|2=E BHE ISAo=2
Year of Marriage
Variables
before 1960 1960~79 1980 or later
post-nuptial coresidence 76 54 33
with husband’s parent(s) (%)

post-nuptial urban residence( %) 24 59 78
husband is first son(%) 56 49 40
mean wife's age at marriage(yr.) 17.7 219 236
wife grew up urban area(%) 22 37 55
husband grew up urban area(%) 23 38 56
couple met informally( % ) 2 25 47
decided husband self( %) 4 51 84
wife’s education=medium( % ) 5 28 26
wife’s education=high( %) 4 27 66
mean year of marriage(yr.) 1946.2 1970.6 1984.3

Notes : (1) Tabulation is limited to women who had at least one surviving parent-in-law at the time of marriage.
(2) Medium education is some junior high school, high level of education is some senior high school

or more.
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Table 4. Percentage of Women who Lived with Their Parent(s)-in-law Immediately after Marriage by Year of
Marriage and Selected Women’s Characteristics

falErs] X AR BEER BBl RER(%)

Year of Marriage

Women’s Characteristics

before 1960 1960~79 1980 or later
all women 76 54 33
post-nuptial residence . rural 80 72 58
urban 61 42 26
husband is first son : no 56 39 25
yes 91 70 47
wife’s age at marriage . <20 78 61 49
20~24 65 55 3
25+ 30 37 30
place wife grew up . rural 78 59 39
urban 66 47 29
place hushand grew up : rural 79 58 39
urban 64 48 29
how the couple met . formal s 57 36
informal 36 46 31
who decided husband : parents 7 64 42
self 50 45 32
wife’s education : less than JH 77 64 41
junior high 61 50 37
senior high™ 65 42 31

Note : Tabulation is limited to women who had at least one surviving parent-in-law at the time of mar-
riage
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Table 5. Logistic Regression Coefficients for Women’s Post-nuptial Coresidence with Husband’s Parents

MEiE® 1R

(Riet AR wmASO CHet 2XE EBRH

Year of Marriage

Factors
before 1960 1960~79 1980 or later
intercept 2.115* 1.466 7.986*
urban residence —(Q.759* —1.307* —2.099*
husband is first son 2.160* 1,332* 1.113*
wife’s age at marriage —0.078* —0.039 —0.058*
wife grew up urban —0.014 0.087 —0.261
husband grew up urban —0.315 0.542* 0.336*
couple met informally —0.987 0.084 0.017
decided husband self —0.692 —0.478* —0:227
wife’s education=med —0.262 —0.244 —0.538
wife's education=high 0.028 0.003 —0.374
year of marriage —0.003 —0.003 —0.073*
urban * med education —0.034 0.166 1.013
urban * high education 0.585 —0.398 0.549
age * med education —0.054 —0.046 0.041
age * high education 0.177 —0.059 0.029

Note -

(1) Analysis is limited to women who had at least one surviving parent-in-law at the time of marriage.

(2) Residence refers to the residence immediately following marriage. (3) Medium education is some
junior high school, high level of education is some senior high school or more. (4) * indicate p<5
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Table 6. Adjusted Percentages of Women who Lived with Parent(s)-in-law Immediately after Marriage
by Year of Marriage and Selected Characteristics
EIERSHE Y AN BEER BUEe RES BASS WEX(%)

Year of Marriage

Characteristics

before 1960 1960~79 1980 or later
rural residence, less than JH 84 75 68
junior high 80 70 55
senior high™ 85 75 59
urban residence, less than JH 71 45 21
junior high 65 43 29
senior high’ 82 36 24
whether husband is first son . no 57 39 23
yes 92 el 47
wife’s age at marriage - 17 82 = 40
20 79 = 36
23 75 == 32
25 72 = 30
28 67 = 26
husband’s place of growth . rural = 50 27
urban — 63 34
who decided husband . parents = 61 =
self = 49 =
year of marriage . 1983 = = 33
1985 — = 30
1987 = = 27
total 82 55 31

Notes : (1) The adjusted percentages are computed only for the characteristics that are found to be statistically
significant determinants of the post-nuptial coresidence. (2) The adjusted percentages are computed
by the estimated logistic model presented in Table 5 by substituting mean values for all independent
variables except the one specified by the row headings.
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Table 7. Of Women who did not Live with Parent(s)-in-law Immediately after Marriage, Percent Distribution
of Reasons for not Living with them by Year of Marriage

TEIERFHRR FSIBEE IRUESt RESH

ol
[E_jyw

wALl BIEIER(%)

Year of Marriage

Reasons
before 1960 1960~79 1980 or later
husband is not first son 67 48 30
because of place of work 12 30 38
other reasons 22 22 32

Note : Other reasons include “because we (or parents) did not want to”.
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(Summary)

Post-nuptial Coresidence of Married Women in Korea

Minja Kim Choe*, Sae Kwon Kong**, Ae Jeo Cho***

Introduction

Korea is known to have one of the most patria-
rchal family system influenced by the Confucian
culture (Lee, 1990 : 118-113 5 Tsuya and Choe,
1991). Under the traditional Korean family sys-
tem, parents select children’s marital spouses and
the eldest son brings his bride into his parental
home while other siblings form their own house-
holds upon marriage, sometimes following a brief
period of coresidence with the husband’s parents.

Since 1960, Korea has experienced fast indust-
rialization and urbanization. At the same time,
women were getting increasingly higher level of
education and more women are participating in
the labor force. These changes are likely to have
influenced the living arrangements of young mar-
ried couples.

This paper examines the pattern of the post-
nuptial coresidence of married women in Korea
in recent years, and the factors associated with
it. The study is based on the data from the Sur-
vey of Family Role in Korea conducted by Korea
Institute for Population and Health in 1989. The
survey collected information from 2,838 ever mar-

ried women of ages 15 and over about their mar-

*

riage, fertility, health status of the family, and

their roles within and outside the family.

Patterns of post-nuptial
coresidence

The pattern of post-nuptial coresidence is exa-
mined for three marriage cohorts, before 1960,
1960~1979, and 1980 or later. Women who did
not have any surviving parents-in-law at the time
of marriage were excluded from the analysis. The
three marriage cohorts exhibit different characte-
ristics reflecting the rapid socioeconomic changes
that took place in Korea in the recent past(Table
3). The post-nuptial coresidence with husband’s
family seems to have been the norm for the pre-
1960 marriage cohort. Among them, although only
about half of women report that their husbands
were first sons, the proportion of women experie-
ncing post-nuptial coresidence is over three quar-
ters. The proportion has dropped to about one
third among the post-1980 marriage cohort. The
proportion of women living in urban areas is
much smaller among the pre-1960 marriage coho-
rts compared to the other two cohorts reflecting

rapid urbanization. The proportion of women
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whose husbands are first sons are slightly over
one half among the pre-1960 marriage cohort and
slightly under one half among later marriage co-
horts. This reflects the slight increase in fertility
during the 1900~1960 period.

The most dramatic changes are observed in
the parental influence in marriage process. Prac-
tically all women who were married before 1960
met their husbands in some formally way or by
introduction by someone belonging to the older
generation. The proportion of women who met
their future husbands through an informal setting
(as neighbor, at school, at work, or by introduc-
tion by a friend) increased to nearly half of the
post-1980 marriage cohort. The final decision of
the choice of husband has become more indepen-
dent from parent’s influence.

The percentages of women who lived with their
parent(s)-in-law right after marriage are shown
in Table 4 by the marriage cohort and selected
characteristics of women. The table shows a sub-
stantial declining trend in the post-nuptial coresi-
dence. In addition, higher percentage of post-nup-
tial coresidence is associated with more traditio-
nal characteristics . rural post-nuptial residence
; younger age at marriage ; growing up in rural
areas ; more traditional marriage process ; and

lower of education.

Determinants of post-nuptial
coresidence

This sections examines the statistical significa-
nce of the net effect of determinants of post-nup-
tial coresidence for the three marriage cohorts
defined in the previous section. We examine (1)

residence after marriage, (2) whether husband

is first son, (3) woman’s age at marriage, (4)
place of growth of woman, (5) place of growth
of hushand, (6) how woman first met husband,
(7) role of parents in choosing husband, (8) wo-
man’s level of education, and (9) year of mar-
riage.

The estimated logit regression coefficients are
shown in Table 5, and Table 6 shows the estima-
ted percentages of women living with husband’s
parents after marriage by marriage cohort and
other characteristics that are found to be statisti-
cally significant. Couples who lived in rural areas
right after marriage experienced higher probabi-
lity of coresidence with husband’s parents. The
post-nuptial coresidence decreased substantially
among all women regardless of the level of edu-
cation, the urban residents showing sharper dec-
rease. The probability of coresidence is about
twice larger if husband is the first son compared
to other sons.

It is interesting to note that the probability
of coresidence is higher if husband grew up in
urban areas. Earlier, we noted that the relation-
ship between coresidence and place of residence
after marriage is the opposite : rural residents
are more likely to live with husband’s parents.
We interpret this result as being the consequen-
ces of the rural-urban migration which is selective
on young adults. It is likely that husbands who
grew up in rural areas are more likely to have
migrated away from home and is less likely to
live with parents after marriage, after controlling
for other factors in the model.

The level of education is found not to be statis-
tically significant in explaining the post-nuptial
coresidence in the multivariate analysis. Thus,

the large difference in post-nuptial coresidence



by different educational attainment shown in Ta-
ble 4 seems to be due to other related factors
such as post-nuptial residence and age at mar-
riage.

In summary, the post-nuptial living arrange-
ment of the young married couples is experien-
cing rapid changes in Korea. The proportion of
couples living with husband’s parents immediately

after marriage is declining, especially in urban

areas. The first sons are still much more likely
to reside with parents after marriage than other
sons, but the effect of birth order is weakening.
On the other hand the effects of situational fac-
tors such as residence, and rural to urban migra-
tion are increasing. The role of women’s educa-
tion is statistically insignificant in determining
the post-nuptial coresidence with husband’s pare-

nts.
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