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e, 197249 HENS 19820 238 AR, 1973F5r S 1983F AL8oA, 1974
458 19844F AkgollM, 23 1975~1984%44r & 19854 Atg oA BAsigion, agn
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N. AT

1. BF#EE HER 2%

(E Dz (29 )& HAR o fre] Flfdl We H5Ais no ok Easdl AR 5 15~19
Aol BrollA elolyt Al o) ke fiK 19854 2] 2.8 MECNA figf 19774 2] 4.6 ¥
AME=Z WlFo] Fo}, 20~244 2 fpoll A Blojd HiZEFL o] 3RS 19725 2] 25.8 HAIE
Al FES] Hfihnsted 19840l & 40.7H A E oj2)al 1985 = 37.5HAMER 3t
3Rt 25~29M1 9] FrollMx= 1972~19854 JifH] b 34.4F M Eo) A 4928 MEZ 14.8 74
E ¥RJEV} o, 53] 19850 Wi o) v Fxr) 25~294) 9] oA i3t
Ak weEba 19854:0ll= 86.7H A E 9] {if:o] 201K fm Acl A YEbstEE ole FKikati £}
TG 208 FHES T4 o2 olFojxol T2 Akl 3HH 30~3449] frollA =

Table 1. Percent Distribution of Births by Age of Mother, 1972~1985
EEFE HERS BEE B59%E 9, 1972~1985

(Unit : %)
Age of Mother

Year

15~19 20~24 25~29 30~34 35~39 40+ Total
1972 3.5 25.8 34.4 23.0 9.5 3.8 100.0
1973 3.6 26.1 34.7 22.7 9.2 3T 100.0
1974 3.7 27. T 35.9 2.4 8.3 3.0 100.0
1975 3.4 30.6 37.5 18.5 7.2 2.8 100.0
1976 4.0 32.6 38.2 16.4 6.4 2.4 100.0
1977 1.6 33.7 38.6 15.1 5.8 2.2 100.0
1978 1. 33.2 40.1 15.4 5.3 1.9 100.0
1979 3.6 34.5 41.6 14.7 4.2 1.4 100.0
1980 3.0 31.6 41.9 15.9 5.1 2.5 100.0
1981 3.0 35.2 44.7 13.0 3.1 1.0 100.0
1982 3.5 39.7 43.0 10.7 2.3 0.8 100.0
1983 3.2 40.7 44.3 9.3 1.9 0.6 100.0
1984 3.1 40.7 46.0 8.3 1.5 0.4 100.0
1985 2.8 37.5 49.2 8.8 1.4 0.3 100.0

Source : NBOS, EPB, Annual Report on the Vital Statistics, 1982~1986.
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Figure 1. Percent Distribution of Births by Age of Mother, 19872~1985
EEER HERS BERR o7, 19721985

~ Source ! Same as the Table L
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F Ag 29 fiollA] Y vgo] HE HAsle FAe (L2)dA BEe] AniEh
19704E(% o] % 15~444) alffidctk 5 20 Q%S9 v&ol fimstn 3018 o) F A% F 4tk
o] ol i ahe A w 21 ool —ifetn & ¢ Aok &, 20~244] FEsicfh o] HRE 1970

60



Figure 2. Cumulative Percent Distribution of Births by Age of Mother
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Source . Same as the Table 1
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Table 2. Distribution of Women in the Reproductive Period by Age Group
Rl 42| FREEFRI A

(Unit : %)
Age Group

Year

15~19 20~24 25729 30~34 35—~=39 40~44 Total
1970 22.8 18.5 16.7 16.3 14.1 11.6 100.0
1975 25.8 19,2 15.7 13.9 13.7 1.7 100.0
1980 22:9 22.2 17.2 13.7 12.3 3 100.0
1985 20.8 20.5 20.3 15.2 12.5 10.7 100.0

Source : EPB, Population and Housing Census Report, 1970, 1975, 1980, 1985.
No. of Women in Each Age Group % 100

bone < B No. of Women Aged 15~44

854 WM  42.0H A E A 35.9HANEZ 7+438E ALY zieksit}y |6 8=
7be oz wlck EF [F ] & 25~294 GRSl Agn &S
16.7H A EN A 203HMNEZ 3.6HANE EAES] F77 AN, [ FHFF ] HAUEE 21970
~1985d 7|7t Z 84.1HAENA 86.1HANERD 20HAE EJE F7it IRy [ F
BarEo] froll A elolyt A RIS 34 4T A ENA 49.2HAER 14.8HAEY Z715 AT}

ol9} kol 20fC SEMERELME Q] bRl Hinw ) [F FHAEFe fiollA EA s ARl o
A Wpnata 3018 o] F FglolA elojdk FAotrrt F23] g AN HIT KT

#o] 1970~198

5
o] 24L& A4Sl

rlo
olN

o fEpstu ot HARfRe] A wekxm Ax® i R she HETED &
Nl sle Aoz Hmolny 19764 JFEFol BUff¥om MAE olF HEES AT

R E SRS S} F4stko] olel @ BMLE ssshl okm Azach

L

I

4) SAH, HACgL, RS Bz HEEN”, o] F4k HEak A, el T EAATY,
1987, p.90.

5) @48, wEk FiEM, p.90.

6) ZFERHAE, “gale] ARl 'k o7, L] F4ke Wyl Au), el T rRAldT S,
1987, p.279.

7) MEEE, HHTEBKAESL ZAEMT, ] FAke HEah Ay, TR AT, 1987, p.429.

8) HIM®L, FifE M, p.426.
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2. HEWRMR HER S

(E3) 9 (29 3,4)& HAEREGS ARG S Bk AR & RAxole] wlge
19724 26.7H A Eoj ] 19850 514HAMER 24 7HAE FAES} Kl oo, [/ ik
i Exfole] B &2 23.7H A E A 383HMER 14.6HAE EJEZ} S7HE AT wakr] A
Aotel Ealolz ek wlgol [ Wik h 50.4H M ENA 89.7HMER ZF7tE A ol u
& Ax glo]l 1Ete] Zukd HpES) A ) fhftelth wid Almlole] W &-& 1972429 18.6
HAAEo| A 198549 7.3HMER 11.3HME ¥AE A EYon], Ao}l oj4e] v & [d
] s 3LOAAEC A 3.0 MER 28 28.0HAE EJEZ} ZAAHAck [H B A dA
o} ol’e] E4u|go] FAS] HadtAar, Aot kKol FAS Hime A 2 5 3l
Bl 53] 198041 kel T2 Wahs 19814 Buffol o8 4, HEER o) A Syhni)
Bk 1983 FE o2 il® YEMKES B3 & A AR d¥gom nn

Table 3. Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order, 1972~ 1985
EEEE HAERS HEIEGR 5%, 1972~1985
(Unit . %)

Birth Order

Year

i 2 3 4+ Total
1972 26.7 23.7 18.6 31.0 100.0
1973 28.0 24.5 18.1 29.4 100.0
1974 311 25.5 17.8 25.6 100.0
1975 34.0 27.6 17..3 21.1 100.0
1976 34.4 29.3 175 18.8 100.0
1977 35.9 30.7 17.2 16.2 100.0
1978 38.0 31.6 16.8 18.2 100.0
1979 38.5 33.2 17:1 11.:2 100.0
1980 39.5 31.6 16.8 12.1 100.0
1981 40.9 33.7 16.5 8.9 100.0
1982 41.8 35.8 14.8 7.6 100.0
1983 44.7 38.7 11:1 5.5 100.0
1984 49.5 38.5 8.3 8.7 100.0
1985 51.4 38.3 "3 3.0 100.0

Source : NBOS, EPB, Annual Report on the Vital Statistics, 1982~1986.
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Figure 3. Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order, 1972~1985
EEE HEC| HEIEAMR 9%, 1972~1985
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Source ! NBOS, EPB, Annual Report on the Vital Statistics, 1982~ 1986.

Table 4. Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order by Country in 1985

19858 HARS HAEIRRM % BRA 2%/
(Unit : %)

Birth Order Korea Japan China Hong Kong Singapore* Norway
1st b1.4 42. 1 50.2 45. 1 45.5 43. 4
2nd 38.3 39.3 30..1 35..3 35.4 34.8
3rd 7.3 15,7 19.7 13.9 14.2 15.8
4th-+ 3.0 2.9 5.7 4.9 5.9
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0

1st & 2nd 89.7 81.4 80.3 80.4 80.9 78.2

Note : *Rate of 1986
Source . 1) EPB, Korea Statistical Yearbook, 1986.
2) Unpublished data presented during the “Training Workshop on FP Policy and Prog-

ramme Management” held by KIPH in 1987.
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Figure 4. Cumulative Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order,

1972~ 1985
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olt}. 15~194 F#EFSl Rl HEEE HAMEUY AJon & FEG 2 8 to)l5 1
g = UATE 20~244 FEEl M= Ao}l HiditbRe W WiE A 56.2H A EC A 67.87
AE=Z 11L.6HAE EJE Wnglon, EAols 32.2HAENA 29.0HMNEZ 2kt A=A
ar, AlAlol @ iAol Hid:io] 9 5HAMENA 29HAER, 2. 1HAMNENAN 0.3HNER 43 3]
WA EI ATk, S 25~294) RSl Rroll A= (W] WM s 2 Fo) #MLES R e
Gl b [ AERGEES] Broll A o) HiLEER ol 7] wEo] A HpEKEEe] & FFES vHS
gleba B} [\ RSl RiolA e iAol Bl &2 216 ENA 43.6HAMER, EAo}e] v
&2 33 5FAENA 46 2HMEZ hF fihnsR.om, Aol dAlo} o]de] v &S KK
28. 1HAIECA 8. 3HAE R, 16.8HAENAN 1.IHAMEZ hF FHAaHIJoH, 53] 1982 F
ol % Ao} vl g A LA Aol &Y AT HAE B 5 AJTE 30~344 F
BHEES] Rroll M= AR ol 2 Exoke] RS 1972~ 19854 M b /% 5.7 HAE A
22. 194, 11.5H =M 43 09AER AL Mhnstdes, Axole] vl&L 19814 7+X
Z7HE 7 19814 v 2 i EATE vl o] ] B &L 59.6HAENA 41.1 HAE
7R A HstR on, A7INE 53] 19824 ol F & HEIRMZOIA ZHE #EE Holx
Utk 35~394 E#TES] frol e ARl B ER|ole] HpELR] 53] Hhindtd L, AA
ole] e 19814E7HA = FF3] finstthrt 198145 o] 78 oFzt st o, viAlo} o]
o) HYEHRS 19724E R E] 19855704 A& A stAch. 2auv fufiol 55 [ FHAF
o) HpESjol RolA A ALY epatiEekidEe] vlX e FFe 28] IA 7 4ok 404 o1
kRSl Broll A Bl A RS I SVt ol Aol EekE 7] J=u (KHEIER HIE R L
ol Hapnet @R, A G RS #EE 2 5 le=dl 198549 EFF 3 kRS
Ao HiE et BIER o) oFd EFHA &gty WEe 2 Bk oPgolA Auy e}
o], 254 °14 fg Al A MA ot ol de] HitEfitkEe] AL FAaH & AL DFir HEiEHB
o] EEHEE 317 93 BTl ZF Mk o8 AT + e #EIA KikitHlEE

EIRHE WEo 2 AzZtE
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Table 5. Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order by Age of Mother, 1972~ 1985

HREE HERC BER ¥ HERMS 9%, 1972~ 1985
{Unit © %)

Age of Mother 15~19 20~24 %5~29 30~34 35~39 40+ Total

Birth Order | 2 3 4+ wtal 1 2 3 4+ b 1 2 3 4+ ol 1 2 3 4+ ol 1 2 3 4+ total 1 2 3 4+ a1 2 3 4+ towl
1972 812 163 2.1 6.4 1000 862 322 9.5 21 100.0 216 335 L.t 168 0.0 57 L5 232 596 1000 37 53 88 82 1000 39 44 64 853 10060 267 237 186 310 1000
173 8L5 1.1 2.6 0.4 1000 581 313 8.6 2.0 100.0 234 353 269 M4 1000 59 124 B7 589 1000 36 55 91 SLB 1000 37 44 63 856 1000 B0 245 M1 84 1000
1974 8L9 167 2.0 0.4 1000 6.6 9.4 7.5 15 100.0 %.5 3.5 25.6 124 1000 67 142 5.4 537 100.0 41 61 10.0 798 100.0 45 48 65 8.2 100.0 311 2.5 7.8 5.6 100.0
1975 813 164 L9 0.4 100.0 622 297 6.8 1.3 100.0 26.8 38.2 245 10.5 100.0 83 161 2.6 49.0 100.0 54 7.7 1.6 753 100.0 53 55 7.3 8.9 100.0 340 27.6 17.3 211 100.0
1976 8L0 6.5 2.0 85 100.0 586 322 7.7 L5 100.0 263 383 247 0.7 1000 92 124 2.0 46.4 W00 62 83 124 731 008 56 62 7.3 809 1000 34 293 175 B8 1000
1877 /T W8 2L 04 0.0 85 2S5 77 LI 1000 201 396 289 9.4 00 9.7 1 287 415 W06 67 93 128 702 00 65 70 7.9 786 0.0 359 07 7.2 B2 100
1978 7.6 186 2.1 0.3 100.0 60.5 315 6.9 L1 100.0 30.9 40.4 2L5 7.2 100.0 10.9 2.6 315 35.0 1006 7.9 113 M7 661 100.0 7.1 7.9 84 76.6 100.0 38.0 316 158 13.6 100.0
1979 86 191 20 0.3 100.0 60.1 320 6.9 1.0 100.0 3.8 4.5 2.3 6.4 100.0 10.9 244 3.6 311 0.0 88 123 167 622 100.0 85 8% 9.3 733 100.0 B85 3.2 7.1 1.2 1000
1980 8.6 1.1 2.0 03 0.0 626 209 66 0.9 100.0 3.4 40.0 198 58 100.0 130 246 3! 23 1000 1L2 132 184 5.2 100 06 45 0.0 609 1060 385 3L6 168 121 1000
1981 8.8 156 14 0.2 1000 600 25 66 0.9 100.0 328 4.8 B9 55 100.0 119 252 344 285 0.8 99 M4 04 53 100.0 93 13 IL5 679 1000 €9 B.7 65 89 1000
1982 8.9 117 L3 0.1 1000 60.0 327 6.4 0.9 100.0 315 439 19.1 55 1000 122 269 322 287 100.0 10.7 158 20.0 53.5 100.0 9.4 109 1L6 68.1 00.0 4L.8 35.8 148 7.6 100.0
1983 8.2 186 L1 0.1 100.0 614 3.2 47 0.7 100.0 348 4.3 139 4.0 100.0 154 340 27.0 2.6 100.0 13.7 19.5 19.8 47.0 100.0 121 128 1.4 637 100.0 44.7 38.7 L1 55 100.0
1984 /7 B8O LZ 0.1 MO0 648 313 3.5 0.4 1000 405 46.9 98 28 1060 198 391 228 163 100 176 205 B2 427 100 12 290 5.7 315 1000 495 B85 83 37 100.0
1985 817 1.2 LO 0.1 100.0 67.8 200 2.9 0.3 1000 436 462 83 L9 1000 221 43.0 208 M1 1000 194 234 189 B3 100 150 158 13.4 558 100.0 5.4 383 7.3 A0 1000

Source : NBOS, EPB, Annual Report on the Vital Statistics, 1982 ~1986.



Figure 5. Percent Distribution of Births by Birth Order and by Age of Mother
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V. B0 X fEER

B agipo) Birste ANBREFEERIS FIASIY 1972~1985 ko] HE o] #bs
SHT R FERE O3 2ok

1. Fh HAERSM#HE 19 Tz 29nd Bkde Hidel 9 & FhEd |
A s BAR oY Ftdl &2 frEEmRERE, = 20fd [RESS #Aste RS B
F Atk F, 19720l i) KR 9 60.25MEZL 20/Le] £l eloivtm 3018 LIt
froll Mz 36.3 A EL Hlojwton), 1985F o= i Hi4:9) 86. 79 A ET} 201 ] [FellA] 3
3t 308 Ltk 10.5H M E] Bx}sio)

2. Ffa ARS8 HAIRGSIZ 29 R 3Rl e 19724 26.7H A Eol A
1985 o= S514HAMER 2479 AE EJNEV s om, FEE & SMote] HEL237
HAENA 383HAER 14.6HME XJEV} Hhns Aot wabs sisjoret Elolg &3
Hol [ i 50.4HAENA 89.7HNEZ Hihne Act.

3. HAMEA HASRSHE frel Fimel wel Avaw, 15~19419) el = 1972~85
IR A d BME flen, 20~244 fEellM = [ iE) B R A ote 56.2F A ECA 67.8
HAER Hinon EAoles 32.2HAENA 29.0HAER ogF a1, M Aot} vA ol o]

F—'-

Ae &% 9.5FAECNAN 2. 9HAE, 2. 1HAENA 0.3HMNER AU, 25~294] £}l
MEe 53] ARoret Exote] thE Kot (21.6% X 43.6%, 33.5%°NA 46.2%) A olst

dlsfo} o] 3] st WA E B 4 AU 28.1%1M 8.3%, 16.8%°N1A 1.9%) 30~34
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Abstract

Analysis of Fertility Trends in Korea Using Vital Statistics

Young-Ja Han*- Hyun-Oak Kim*

Demographic changes have occurred continuously in Korea due to the possibility of intentional
birth control, which in turn brought about other general social changes. Human behaviour
does not change easily, but once it begins to change, it is a continuous process. Fertility level
changes lead to the changes in the number of population with some time lag. Therefore the
projection of demographic change is very significant in itself, as well as for future social policy
formulation.

The family planning programme which has been implemented for 25 years as a historical
request for population control, has greatly contributed to fertility decline, along with socio-economic
development. As a result the total fertility rate declined to 2.1, the population replacement
level, in 1985. Now at this moment it is very important to analyze the fertility trend which
gives the most significant influence to demographic changes for population policy direction
decisions and formulation of population policy measures.

In this article, the authors analyzed the changes in fertility from 1972 through 1985 using
the vital statistical data published by the Economic Planning Board. The results are as follows;

a. Annual births tend recently to be concentrated to the mothers in their 20’s. In 1972,
60.2percent of annual births occurred to mothers in their 20’s and 36.3percent in their 30’s
and over, However, in 1985, 86.7percent of annual births were by mother’s in their 20’s
and only 10.5percent in their 30’s and over.

b. Fhe proportion of lower birth order has been increased and the proportion of higher
birth order has been decreased. The proportion of first birth order increased from 26.7percent
in 1972 to 51.4percent in 1985, and that of second birth order increased from 23.7percent
to 38.3percent during the same period. As a result, the proportion of both first and second

* Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.

71



birth order increased from 50.4percent to 89.7percent during the same period.

c. Increase in the proportion of the lower birth order and decrease in the proportion of
the higher birth order are common to all age groups of mothers.

These results mean that the fertility level became lower in general and these trends are
remarkable in the 1980s. The fact that the proportion of the lower birth order is higher in
Korea than that in China and Japan in 1985, shows an index to the future fertility trend.
These phenomena are due to the successful family planning programme responding to the
historical request for population control, to social support policy measures for family planning
enacted at the end of 1981 in the line with the Fifth Five Year Economic and Social Development
Plan and to the one child family campaign beginning in 1983.

The impact of population policies on demographic changes is so great that the necessity
of continued research on demographic changes and related fertility changes, has to be emphasized.
In addition the comparative study with other countries which have already experienced demographic

transition could give guidance to policy formulation and flexible policy direction.
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