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Table 1-1. Per Capita Gross National Product:
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Table 1-2. Labor Force Participation Rate and

196¢~1985 Unemployment Rate: 1965~1984
THEEME : 1960~1985 Unit : US$ EBER SnED JHEE [ 1965~1984
ROK RoC ., Labor fomePuici Unemplopmen
1960 80V 139 ROK ROC ROK ROC
1965 105 216 1960  NA 62. 4 NA 4.0
1970 248 387 1965  55.6" 58.2 7.4 3.3
1975 591 908 1970 55.9 57. 4 4.5 1.7
1980 1,605 2,080 1975  56.5 58.2 4.1 2.4
1985 2,032% 3,131 1980 57.1 58.3 5.2 1.2
Note: 1) The bank of Korea, National Income in 1984 53.9 59.5 3.8 2.4

Korea, 1978.
2) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1980.
3) EPB, 6th &year Socio-Economic Develop-
ment Plan, 1986.
Source: (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1985.
(2) Councal for Economic Planning and
Development, Taiwan Statistical Data
Book, 1986.
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Note : 1) EPB, Social Indicatiors in Korea, 1980.
SOurce (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1985.
(2) Council for Economic Planning and
Development, Social Welfare Indicators

of ROC, 1985.
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Table 1-3. Proportion of Agricultural Population

1960~1985.

B¥EADLLEE | 1960~1985. (%)
Year ROK ROC
1960 NA 49. 3
1965 58.6 45.4
1970 50. 4 40.9
1975 45.9 34.7
1980 34.0 29.7
1985 27.1v 21.5

Note : Korean data includes the population of

Foresty and Fishery.
1) Shows the data of 1984.

Source: (1) Park, Y.R., “Impact of Population
Growth on Labor Force and Employment
in Korea”, Journal of the Population
Association of Korea, 1985, 8(1), p.57.

(2) Council for Economic Planning and
Development, Taiwan Statistical Data
Book, 1986.

Table 2. School Attending Rates: 1970~1984
FEEAEE 1 1970~1984. (%)

WI%irhary School Middle School 7H1gh School
Vear _ (6~1D) (12~14) (15~17)

ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC

1970 102. 4 99. 4 57.0 66.6 30.5 41.5
1975 103.2 98.5 74.2 79.8 43.6 48.9
1980 101.0 98.9 94.6 87.4 68.5 06.9
1984 NA 99.5 NA 9.0 NA 67.1

Note : In the column of Primary School of ROK,
figure showing over 100% may be due to
age error between bitrh and school entrance.

Source: (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1985.
(2) Council for Economic Planning &

Development, Social Welfare Indicators
of ROC, 1985.
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Table 3. Availability of Medical Care: 1960~1985
Eﬁﬁ)\ﬁ 2 ﬁﬁﬁ@k 1960~1985.

Populdtlon per Populatlon per

physician

Year - .. __ hospital bed
ROK RO C R OK ROC
1960 NA 1,661 NA 2, 686
1965 2,095" 1,901 2,515V 2,851
1970 1,773 2,240 1,901 2,494
1975 1, 801 1,492 1,633 526
1980 1,493 1,323 983 446
1985 1, 2842 1, 130 588 270

Note . 1) EPB, Soctal Indicators in Korea, 1980.
2) 1984 Value
Source: (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1985.
(2) Council for Economic Planning and
Development, Taiwan Statistical Data
Book, 1986.
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Table 4. Population Increase and Population
Density: 1960~1985

AN 2 AOEE  1960~1985

Population Growth Rate Populatlon Den51ty
Year (1, 000) %) _ (Per Sq. Km)

ROK ROL ROK ROC ROK ROC

1960 24,954 10,792 3.0 3.5 254 300
1965 28,706 12,628 2.6 3.0 292 351
1970 31,435 14,676 2.2 2.4 327 408
1975 34,679 16,150 1.7 1.9 357 449
1980 34,407 17,805 1.6 1.9 386 495
1985 41,056 19,268 1.3 1.3 414 535

Source: (1) MOSHA, Data Book for Family Health
Program, 1986.
(2) Council for Economic Planning and
Development, Taiwan Statistical Data
Book, 1986.
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Table 5. Vital Statistics: 1960~1985
ADBhAE #Et - 1960~1985

CBR CI)R NIR
Year T

ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC

1960  40.4Y  39.5 10.7Y 7.0 29.7Y  32.5
1965 34.3 32.7 8.8 5.5 25.5 27.2
1970 29.5 27.2 9.8 4.9 19.7 22.3
1976 24.6 23.0 7.3 4.7 17.3 18.3
1980  25. 4 23. 4 6.7 4.8 16.7 18.6
1985 19.7 18.0 6. 2 4.8 12.5 13.2

Note : 1) 1961 Value
Source: (1) MOSHA, Data Book for Family Health
Program, 1986.
(2) Council for Economic Planning and
Development, Taiwan Statistical Data
Book, 1986.
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Table 7. Age Specific Fertility Rates and Total Fertility Rates: 1960~1985

$ﬁ“i’:ll &Eﬁi—} nnT tﬁ§$ 1960~1985

1960 1965 1970 1974 1981 1985

Age
ROK ROCY ROK? ROC® ROK ROCY ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK»ROC?

15~19 37 46 15 37 13 40 11 34 12 31 7 23
20~24 283 258 205 254 168 245 159 197 161 176 162 144
25~29 330 334 380 335 278 298 276 235 245 197 187 169
30~34 257 270 242 214 189 151 164 96 94 69 52 60
35~39 196 190 150 120 101 3 74 35 23 14 8 13
40~44 80 86 58 52 39 23 29 10 3 3
45~49 14 14 7 8 7 4 3 2 0 1 0

TFR 6.0 6.0 5.1 5.1 3.9 4,1 3.6 3.0 2.7 2.4 2.1 2.1

Note : 1) 1959 Value 2) 1966 Value -

3) 1964 Value 4) 1969 Value 5) 1984 Values

6) Taken from the Paper of the Dr. T.H. Sun that was Prescnted at the ROK-ROC Conference
on Population Projection, 1985.
Source: (1) MOSHA, Data Book for Family Flealth Program, 1986.
(2) Department of Health, Executive Yuan of ROC, Family Planning Program, 1983.



Fig. 1. Time Trend of Age Specific Fertility Rates in ROK and ROC :
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Fig. 2. Time Trend of Total Fertility Rates in ROK and ROC: 1960~1985
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Table 8. Age Structure of the Population: 1960~1935

i Zxgh AR ARsE RS W] o

AIII—-I ﬁiﬁ“*ﬁ:& 1960~1985 (%)
0~14 16~64 65+
Yeﬂr - - i - S S — _ S ——— P
ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC

1960 42.9 45. 4 53. 8 52. 1 3.3 2.5
1965 43.5Y 44.9 53.2Y 52.5 3.30 2.6
1970 42.1 39.6 54.6 57.4 3.3 3.0
1975 38.1 35.3 58.4 61.2 3.5 3.5
1980 33.8 32.1 62.3 63.6 3.9 4.3
1985 30. 6% 29.6 65. 2% 65. 3 4.2% h1

Note : 1) 1966 Value
2 Taken from the KIPIT Population Projection data.

Source: (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korca, 1985
(2) Council for Economic Planning and Developmcnt,

Taiwan Statistical Data Book, 1986.
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Table 9. Dependency Ratios and Index of Aging: 1960~ 1985

HEF A ElLRB 1960~1985

AChlld ljépendcncy

Aged Dependency

Total Dependency Aging Index

Year Ratio Ratio Ratio

ROK ROC ROK ROC RCK ROC ROK ROC
1960 79.9 87.3 6.1 4.8 86.0 92 7.7 5.5
1965 81.6Y 85.5 6.2V 6.1 87.9Y 90.6 7.6Y 5.9
1970 77.2 69. 1 6.1 5.1 83.2 74.2 7.8 7.4
1975 65.2 57.7 6.0 5.7 71.1 63. 4 9.1 9.9
1980 54. 3 50. 4 6.2 6.7 60.5 57.2 11. 4 13.3
1985 46. 9% 45. 2 6.5% 7.7 53. 4% 53.0 13. 9% 17.1
Note : 1) 1966 Value

%g] o)
ARl oA kel

2) Taken from the KIPH Population Projection data.
Source: (1) EPB, Social Indicators in Korea, 1985.

s et
- 3 (3 9) HE

(2) Council for Economic Planning and Development, Taiwan Statistical Data Book, 1986.
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Table 10. Population Projection based on Medium Variant: 1985~2025

sR{rEEt 1985~2025

. Populatlon(l, 000) C BR CDR RG
ear —
ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK?Y ROC
1985 41, 056 19,135 19.7 18.0 6.2 4.8 12.5 13.2
1990 43,601 20, 357 18.0 16.9 58 5.3 11.3 11.7
1995 45,962 21,434 16. 0 15.2 5.8 5.7 9.4 9.4
2000 48,017 22,384 14.7 14.4 6.2 6.2 7.7 8.3
2005 49,710 23, 263 13.4 13.9 6.8 6.7 5.9 7.3
2010 51, 028 24, 005 12.7 12.9 7.6 7.4 4.3 5.6
2015 51, 963 24, 5562 11.9 11.9 8.6 8.0 2.6 3.8
2020 52,473 24, 907 11.3 11. 1 9.6 8.9 1.0 2.3
2025 52,574 25, 084 11.0 10.8 10. 3 9.9 —0.5 0.9
Note : 1) based on the emigration assumption
Source: Based on the paper presented at the ROK-ROC conference on population projection, 1986.
Table 11. Age Structure of the Projected Population: 1985~2025
?ﬁnfk e ﬁiﬁAﬁ;ﬁ 1985~2025 .
Age group Dependency Ratios
- S Aging index
Year 0~14 15~64 65 Child Aged Total

ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC ROK ROC

1985

30.6 29.9 65.2 652 4.2 5.0
1990 27.2 27.5 68.1 66.4 4.7 6.1
1995 25.2 244 69.6 68.3 5.2 7.3
2000 23.0 22.0 70.8 69.7 6.2 8.2
2005 21.3 20.8 71.3 70.3 7.4 9.0
2010 19.8 19.8 71.8 70.7 8.4 9.5
2015 18.6 18.9 72.0 70.6 9.4 10.5
2020 17.6 17.8 71.4 69.1 11.0 13.1
2025 16.9 168 69.4 67.3 13.7 15.9

46.9
39.9
36. 2
32.5
29.9
27.6
25.8
24.6
24.4

45.8 5.4 7.6 53.3 563.4 115 16.6
41.5 6.8 9.1 46.8 50.6 17.0 22.0
35.8 7.5 107 43.7 46.5 20.7 30.0
31.6 87 1.8 41.3 43.4 26.8 37.3
29.6 10.4 12.8 40.3 42.4 34.8 43.2
28.0 11.7 13.5 39.3 4L.5 42.4 48.1
26.8 13.1 149 389 41.7 50.8 55.5
25.8 16,4 189 40.0 44.7 62.6 73.4
25.0 19.7 23.6 44.1 48.6 80.7 94. 4

Source: Based on the paper presented at the ROK-ROC conference on population projection, 1986.

Q1 Zlol 2025%F
Bistar vk 7]
0]

= A

1

1

3} ZE#lo] A Z 65% (1985
E BH 69%9F 67% % T
A AR ERE Hojx

ol Al Fpar wheb zko] 196048 LA FL(oJie)
ol AFEk fEME ] Al =5 ElA LT U
o}A] 7] wff o] vt

o) 8] g Bif-S- 655¢ Lib ADel  fERhel Al
A et Qlel. S 19854Ee 4. 2% 0] 9l

L) 202550 £ 13.7%E Himdk

1985452 5. 0%e) A] 20254l &= 15.9% % E

o] <

B B

o] -2 vtE  EIEEAA 2o F
o] 1985452] 11.5%0 A 2025%E2] 80.7
%] Aol vlFo] ZHL 16,6%14 94.4% 2
WinsA 2

DS REE A R e
198540 719 Fl—sK#Eol vk, vt FFENA

| olo]l BRES 0~143¢ AR BE dAl
%z‘ﬁ%% 6555 LIS EEADS HEMHEZ @
o] viebrbz vk b 20254F] = HREIRES}
WiEo] 44901 2 EEfo] 49%c°)°lA £ 5%

]r7ﬂ
o] w®EH

4k,

e



7k vEbd e geh ol @ Blge el A i
ol =Ml {Ktrdie] HBEuhel AR
vhebd gL sl o] wEEebe] R b
1042 o Kist
5. EiEFtBITEER

KRR A ¥R F vk 25 ADNBEES
g BEEA A adtitio ok TES #EEHA
ok Z KR @R EZEe 2K HEKE D
HHEE A E, F)E Bibstis e
EHES BHI BgRS BehEdizt shl=h
HERE HEITREC ol o1 FA el S
Kigo] FEstA ot A& Kikil#lel s
9 ntEnEBe A EES Bt 29 EEE
e e HEEE ol Ty HIEUALE A

Table 12. Ideal Number of Children and Use Rate
of Contraception: 1965~1985

o FEEH BMEBE  1965~1985

Use Rate of

Ideal Number of
Yea Children contraception (%)

ROK ROC ROK ROC
1965 NA 3.9 16 NA
1970 310 3.5 25% 442
1975 2.89 2.9 44% 61%
1980 2.79 2.8 55% 707
1985 2.0 NA 70 749

2) 1971 value
4) 1977 value
5) 1978 value 6) 1979 value
7) 1981 value 8) 1984 value
Denominator of the ROK value was 15~44
currenthy married women and that of ROC
was 20~39 currenthy married women.
Source: (1) MOSHA, Data Book for Family Health
Program, 1986.
(2) Special Issue for tenth Anniversary of
Taiwan Provoncial Institute of Family
Planning, 1985.
(3) Nortman, D.L. et al., Population and
Family Planning Programs, A popul-
ation council fact book, 9th ed., 1978.
(4) Nortman, D.L. et al., op. cit.,, 10th
ed., 1980.
(5) Nortman, D.L. et al., op. cit.,, 1lth
ed., 1982.
(6) Nortman, D.L. et al., op. cit.,, 12th
ed., 1985.

Note : 1) 1973 value
3) 1976 value
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{Abstract)

A comparative study of major social indicators focusing on the
population between Korea and Taiwan

Han, Young Ja* - Koh, Kap Suk**

It is worthwhile to compare the major social indicators between Korea and Taiwan particularly
focusing on population because two countries share close similarities in many aspects and have access
to the advanced level among the developing countries in recent years.

Similarities or dissimilarities presented in this paper will be helpful to the researchers and the
policy makers of the two countries by giving them insight on the situation.

The similarities and dissimilarities between the two countries in the field of demography and social
indicators are summarized as follows:

1. Similarity indicators can be found in fertility.

One of them is Net Reproduction Rate and it was less than one in both countries in 1985,

The past trend of fertility, in fact level and pattern of it, of the two countries from 1960 to
1985 has been very similar.

2. Level and pattern of mortality is quite different between two countries. Mortality level of
Taiwan is lower than that of Korea.

The close similarity between two countries was shown in population structure and aging index.
On future population projection, the population structure and the level and pattern of fertility
of the two countries are very similar.

During fourty years, the period from the current population growth rate which is a little
more than 1% to the zero growth rate, the annual population growth rate of the two countries
is approximately 0.6% and that is similar to those of the current industrialized countries.

According to the medium variant of the projection, Korean population will reach Zero
Growth Rate between 2020 and 2025 whereas Taiwan between 2025 and 2030.

5. Current level of contraceptive prevalence of both countries is very similar showing above 70%
of the eligible women in 1985 and one of the valuable factors of achieving this high rate
within short period must be the national program of the family planning.

A close cooperation in the field of population policy formulation and its implementation is

indispensable because Korea and Taiwan have similarity in many population indicators.

* R-e;;rcherj KIPH
** Senjor Researcher, KIPH



