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Table 1. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion
Experience by Age

if—ﬁ“ﬂll AI?&#&CPFFE %%Ezei

First Repeated

Age Interviewee Fotal
15~19 19 5.4 5.4 —
20~24 723 22.7 17.5 5.2
256~29 2,003 43.0 24.7 18.3
30~34 1,692 61.5 31,1 30.4
35~39 1,371 62.8 25.8 37.0
40~44 1,202 66. 5 24.0 42.5
5 27.6

Total 7,010 53.1 25.5
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Fig. 1. Trend in Percent of First Abortion Ex-
perience by Age: 1978~1985
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Fig. 2. Trend in Percent of Repeated Abortion
Experience by Age: 1978~1985
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Table 2. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion
Experience by Education Level

HERER AI&&#&*?’@ 1EERE

Education Level Interviewee Total First Repeated

No ‘Schoohng 203 57.0 23.2 33.8

Primary School 1,993 57.9 26.5 31.4
Middle School 2,337 51.6 24.5 27.1
High School 2,021 51.2 26.8 24. 4

College or higher 454 46.6 22.3 24.3

Total 7,008 53.2 25.6 27.6
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Fig. 3. Trend in Percent of First Abortion Ex-
perience by Education Level: 1978~1985
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Fig. 4, Trend in Percent of Repeated Abortion
Experience by Education Level: 1978~
1985
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Table 3. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion
Experience by Age at First Marriage
?JJ!lEfFﬁ%EU AT HiRERE R

InterVIewee Total Fll’St Repeated

Age at

First Marriage

Less than 19 1,201 61.3 24.3 37.0
20~24 4, 649 53.0 26.1 26.9
25~29 1,114 46. 1 24.9 21.2

More thzm )0 46 28.8 37 15.

p—

Al

Total 7,010 53.1 25.5 7.6
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Table 4. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion
Experience by Number of the Living
Children of Women

iﬁﬁ?ﬁ&%ﬂ AI&E&EFF% R

Number of Intcrv1ewee Iotal Flrst Repeated
Living Children

511 12

0 1 7.4 4.7
1 1, 296 33.2 21. 4 11.8
2 2,498 60. 6 20.7 30.9
3 1,668 65. 6 30. 1 35.5
4 681 62.1 22.1 40.0
5 356 06. 5 22.5 340
Total 7,010 53.1 25.5 27.6
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Table 5. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion Experience by Pattern of Work

ﬁ##ﬁﬁﬁﬂl AR ﬂﬁi

Pattern of Work

Interviewee Total First Repeated
Employed since Marriage 243 50.7 22.1 28.6
Left at Marriage 2,509 45.4 25,7 19.7
Left after Marriage 370 52.3 28.4 23.9
Left at Marriage & Reemployed 391 66. 3 30.9 35.4
Left after Marriage & Reemployed 93 64. 2 17.3 46.9
Never Employed 3,395 57. 4 25.1 32.3
Total 7,002 53.2 25.6 27.6
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Table 6. Percent of First and Repeated Abortion
Experience by Religion Identification

RER ALHIRTR 8%

Religion

Interviewee Total First Repeated
None 2,999 50.8 26. 1 24.7
Buddhist 2,123 56. 0 26.0 30.0
Protestant 1, 342 52.3 22.9 29.4
Catholic 489 57.1 28. 4 28.7
Others 55 53.5 19.6 33.9
Total 7,007 53.2 25.6 27.6
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Table 7. Percent Distribution of the women by
the Frequency of Abortion

AT HIRPR E%
1985
Number of times — 1282
Interv1ewee % °

None 3, 283 46. 8 50. 4

1 1,792 25.6 19.9

2 942 13.4 14.0

3 511 7.3 7.8

4 214 3.1 3.3

5* 268 3.8 4.6
Total 7,010 100.0 100. 0
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Table 8. Percent Distribution of the Attitude
toward Abortion by the Frequency of
Abortion

ATHIRPHEO 5 fep (Unit: %)

Attitude toward  None First Repeated Total

Abortion

Very harmful 33.1 33.4 42.2 34.8
Harmful 57.8 53.3 49,1 54. 3
Not harmful 2.3 58 4.3 3.7
Never harmful 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1
According to cases 1.6 4.7 2.3 2.6
Don’t know 6.8 2.7 2.0 4.4
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
(N) (3,284) (1,791 (1,935) (7,010)
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Table 9. The Reasons of First Induced Abortion

AT HiRehig B (Unit: %)

Reason of Abortion Total First Repeated
Unwanted Child 61.3 64.8 58. 1
Interval Control 156. 1 11.9 18. 1
For Health 4.6 5.2 4.0
Fetus Abnormal 2.7 4.1 1.4
Tllegitimacy 57 3.9 7.3
Difficulty 3.5 2.3 4.6
Home Problem 1.9 1.4 2.5
Others 5.1 6. 4 4.0
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
(N) (3,724)  (1,788)  (1,935)
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Table 10. Percent Distribution of the Women by
Their Status of Contraception Used

ALHIIRPR EEREIEN TS RBHRR

R (Unit: %)

Status of Total None First Repeated
Contraception

Currently using 70. 4 56. 6 79.7 85.3
Ever used but not 13.2 14.8 12.3 1.5
currently using

Never used 16. 3 28.6 8.0 3.1
Total 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0
(N) (7,010) (3,289 (1,791) (193.3)
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(1) |8I85 2547 (Regression Analysis)
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Y ! Fertility (Number of living children)
X, : Age

X, : Age at first marriage

X, : Education level

X, : Ideal number of children

X; : Pattern of work(Dummy variable)
X, ! Religion (Dummy variable)

X7 : Number of induced abortion

Xs : Number of pergnacy
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Table 11. Correlation Coefficients among Independent Variables with Fertility

HHERARITIIR
Zero-Order
X, X, X, X X Correlation Coefficient

for Fertility

Xy 1. 00000 0. 65924

X, 0. 03949 1. 00000 —0. 31703

X —0. 26785 0. 36413 1. 00000 —0. 39263

Xu 0.16262  —0.11096 —0. 16591 1. 00000 0. 24233

Xy 0.29259  —0.15274  —0.08785 0. 05607 1. 00000 0. 22805

X 0.56949  —0. 29207 —{. 28280 0. 17842 0. 79080 1. 00000 0. 66446

* Significance levels of all the correlation coefficient are under 0. 001
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(2) 4T (Path Analysis)
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(Abstract)

A Study on the Induced Abortion Behavior of Currently
Married Women in Korea

Young Hie Oh*

An attempt had been made to obtain current information on induced abortion among currently
married women aged 15 to 44. The source of data was 1985 National Fertility and Family Planning
Survey conducted by Korea Institute for Population and Health in May 1985.

1. At the time of the survey, 53 percent of currently married women aged 15 to 44 had expe-
rienced induced abortion: 25.5 percent of the respondents who had experienced induced abortion only
one time and another 27.6 percent more than two times.

2. The proportion of the women who had experienced induced abortion seemed to increase accor-
ding to the advance in age. It seemed that there was no significant difference in the experience rate
of induced abortion by academic career, and there was inverse relationship between the experience
rate of induced abortion and the age at first marriage. The experience rate of induced abortion by
the number of living children was highest among those who had three children as 65.6 percent.

3. To analyze the effect of induced abortion on fertility, this study employed multiple regression
analysis as a statistical technique. Instead of index representing fertility level the number of living
children served as dependent variable. Independent variables used in analysis included age, age at first
marriage, education level, ideal number of children, religion, frequency of induced abortion, total
number of pregnancies and participation in labor force. Standardized partial regression coefficient of
induced abortion was no less than —0.61. So, it can be concluded that induced abortion offered the
great contribution on the birth control.

A consistant health education and efficient management of family planning program would be

essential for effectiveness of contraceptive practice.

* Korca Institute for Population and Health.



