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(Abstract)

Family Consumption-Saving and Work-Leisure Behavior As the Correlates
and Determinants of Fertility in Korea

by Kong-Kyun Ro* - Nam-Hoon Cho**

There have been numerous studies in Korea and other countries of which the major hypotheses
are identifying and dearibing the conditions under which the value of children has been formed.
The present study proposes to view the formation of the value of children as a correlate of family’s
consumption-saving and work-leisure behavior pattern.

The objectives of the proposed study are to identify the socio-economic and demographic factors
determining the family’s consumption-saving and work-leisure behavior pattern and to analyse the
relationship between the value of children and this behavior pattern. The conceptual framwork of
the analysis is that an individual family’s socio-economic and demographic factors influence and
shape the consumption-saving and work-leisure behaviors and these behaviors in turn influence and
reflect the correlates and proximate determinants of the family’s fertility.

In this paper, regression model is used to analyse the hypothesized relationship among the various
variables. The regression methods used are first and second stage multiple regressions. In addition,
MONOVA has been used to show the interactions. Data used are collected from the government
publicactions.

The major findings from this study are as follows: As the living Standard improves, an individual
family’s consumption of necessities and its working hours decline, while savings and leisure activities
increase. The phenomena result in the fertility reduction as can be seen in the more developed
conntries. Child-bearing and rearing activities are found to be the important component to determine
the condumption-saving and work-leisure activies. The married women’s labor participation, and the

investment in education and health are also found to be the factors reducing fertility rate.

* Professor, Management Science Department, KAIST
** Director, Family planning Research Division, Korea Institute for Population and Health



