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Table 1. Government Contraceptive Services,

1962- 87 (Unit: thousand)

Steri-
lization

Period 1UD Condom Oral Pill

1962—-66  725.6 82.3  706.1 -
(11.8) (2.3 (0.1
19%67-71 1,460.8 87.1 759.8  487.7
(23.8) (2.5 (L7 (18.6)
1972-76 1,619.2 219.5  859.1 1,134.2
(26. 4) (6.3) (24.5)  (43.3)
1977—-81 1,067.0 1,089.9  447.5 612.2
(17.4) (L1 (1227 (23.4)
1982-87 1,260.4 2,027.5 7359  383.7
(20.6) (57.8) (2L0) (14.7)
Total  6,133.0 3,506.3 3,508.4 2,617.8
(%) (100.0)  (100.0) (100.0) (100.0)

1982 199.1 286.7 101.6 113.0
1983 213.1 427.0 127.3 82.4
1984 195. 4 378.7 129.7 59.2
1985 176.9 327.7 124.9 44.0
1986 233.4 312.5 108.3 45.8
1987 242.5 294.9 14.1 39.3

Source : MOHSA, Family Planning Monthly Services
Statistics, 1962—87
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Table 2 Percentage Distribution of Clinical Method Acceptors through Government Program

by Women's Age and Number

(Uniti %)
Characteristics 1969 1976 1981 1985 1986 1987
By women’ s age :
24 or less 3.6 4.5 7.9 15. 4 15.7 15.5
25~29 17.8 23.1 32.6 47.7 50.0 49,2
30~34 32.7 36.2 32.8 30.6 29.8 24.9
35~39 30.8 26.5 18.9 3.7 3.5 7.6
40 or more 15.1 9.7 7.8 2.6 1.0 2.8
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0
(Mean age) (33.9) (32.7) (31.3) (28. 4) (28.2) (28.6)
By no. of children:
1 3.8 5.0 7.9 26.9 29.0 36.5
2 10.6 28.2 39.1 599.9 56.7 53.7
3 218 34.0 313 10.4 8.3 7.6
4 25.9 19.8 13.3 2.8 6.0 2.2
5 or more 37.9 13.2 8.4 - - -
Total 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(Mean no. ) 4.1) 3.1) (2.8) (1.9) (1.8) (1.8)

Source : KIPH, Family Planning Acceptors’ Coupon Data, 1969~1987.

Table 3. Estimated Number of Births Averted through Government Program, 1962- 87

(Unit : thousand)

Year Sterilization 1UD Condom Oral pill M. R. Total
'62—'81 1,242.4 1,5%. 1 339.0 289, 7 227.7 3,624.9
1982 222.5 1.0 7.7 14.3 89. 3 394.8
1983 260. 8 67. 8 8.1 9.1 160. 1 505. 9
1984 312.7 715 8.4 6.5 126.2 525.3
1985 277.2 72.2 8.1 5.2 110.9 473.6
1986 262.3 102. 8 7.8 5.7 115.2 473.8
1987 216. 4 105.9 10. 1 4.9 112.7 450. 0
Total 2,794.3 2,007.3 389, 2 335. 4 942. 1 6, 468. 3
(62~ "87) > 794 P

Source : Chang, Youngsik, Demographic Effects of the National FP Program(mimeo), KIPH , 1988.

(standard couple years of protection: SCYP)
off olsh ] FEiH e} B 1962871 HAlIR G AE
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aredslol HEMES AT ) Mol ol = X A kg o) b Table 4. Cost per Birth Averted through Govern-
TElofok & Ao}, ment Program
BOSR et 815 ol A = B fhinkS &
o2 HER L 1 s S B 1982[ 2] 26, Govern-ment No. of births Cpst per
Year expenditure  averted (tho birth aver-
200 1ol 4 1987 off 1= 68,990 $l o2 UU E] A (million won) usand pers,) ted(won)
szl els= 19821F LAAk Muffiftel 51k, 7HE #b
I o] R, Rl mER S WA F 7,%_ i 1982 10,409.3 394. 8 26, 200
EIER O] EA o] slel® Aolch Leivk 19854 1983 20.580.0 505.9 40, 680
O el By oal vhebell 4l = VLRSI 1 1984 22,226.9 525. 4 42, 300
B AT #9 TLTSOR (Efk) o] EE K o ol R o
. 5 ) N 1 , 760. . ,
ﬁo] :T‘ &t 2050 el X'jz] wa 1987 31,039.8 449.9 68, 990
of IRl BURtE el A AbelE Mol ) Total 146,253.5  2,843.4 51, 440
LP” W‘“‘E*- olml WUFgTH-E WAL S B
ot BHFER R Bale o) A MM T o] A& Remark ; Excluded expenditures from the provincial

governments and foreign sources,

FHEMBOZ AR ol felbelis of
A7k BESE o) RH BT LR O Bk s

aL ol i okulel A ORGREN, A e Foll el A Al wplh =] SEo ) 19881
o gHE =halsl frgEdest Kiisn e A Al 7l T o] LR A B REMEERSAKAE 2] ol
olch. 2 EobsekAnk ek 4% AN R HEE S T
53 el el 19824 o %{%l’“’ s ook, Lelol BEMEEEE S 19854 2] 73-9-9F A 9]
MR 3 2 o] AL =gl -Soll = RSyshar o} fAbeE Ao g b sk Kol 19851F ¥
A7zl T KRS HA %ow i B e AEHR S TA 22 A narsg el
shob= EURF o] B ERAEE R o] v st #£— 5ol sl vbel zho] 1985F Hif: -2
AL o) B EAK A7) $Ek wE o) ihEhol M UT vhel &7 A (15 - 440%) &) MM EIBRS 70.4% 5
ol 2wl pubell LAt GRS A 1n 2RR|EEIL QLo ol AHEFWERKC] 40.5%,
AT TR ol =h 2 e ol -Toll SRS et e NESE S E bl -NEYS) B A A
a2 R o | A IRt o e A S o] 29.9% Z A AHLFMrol Selviel M HE
A -el ek o) it @ g el Bk ol RERE Y ol e zbAska el sk fRA Y ERR o
pkdE o2 wol Mffift el olN-T AL (R 30i% LA ol Avk BIUfE Ficlioh 240 =5 Bk
L2 sokdt W] T akrl‘iitw B ) Fo ol WAl 2ol A 2| Bt ERE-S- 85% Ll k2l
REEFT W OBEFORIREALERE E3RY BRAOTIREL, T8 KRS R8sk olvl wldel A °1 HHE
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2. EIREBIRR 5T 50% LA THERE RS T35k 80%LL L
el vhebo] BEHEEREY TR BUGER B O - REMET R K T vFER AL glas dbelel, 1

5) Te-Hsiung Sun, “A Review of the Fertility Control Policies, Taiwan, ROG ”Comparative Study of
Fertility Control Experience in ROK and ROC, KIPH and CCITFP, 1987.



Table 5. Changes in Contraceptive Practice Rates by Women' s Characteristics, 1973 85

(Unit . %
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)

Characteristics 1973 1976 1979 1982 1985
Total FP practice rate 36.0 44.2 54.5 57.7 70.4
By method:
Oral pill 8.0 7.8 7.2 5.4 4.3
Condom 6.0 6.3 5.2 7.2 7.2
IUb .0 10.5 9.6 6.7 7.4
Tubectomy 5 0 4.1 14.5 23.0 31.6
Vasectomy ’ 4.2 5.9 5.1 8.9
Others 9.0 9.0 12. 1 10.3 1.0
By region :
Urban 39.1 47.8 55.1 58. 7 7.5
Rural 34.0 40.2 53.6 55.7 67.7
By women's age :
15-24 12.0 15.4 18.3 22.3 35.8
25-29 31.0 319 40.9 44.4 60. 8
30-34 44.0 55.8 68.5 71.6 84.2
35-39 60.0 61.5 719 79.9 87.2
40— 44 35.0 45.1 53.3 62.5 69. 6
By no. of children
0 3.8 4.6 7.0 11.0 13.8
1 14. 4 18.2 20.7 24.3 4.7
2 34.6 44.0 58.7 66.7 82.5
3 46. 4 59.0 69.0 76.4 84.5
4 46. 2 60. 4 68.9 70. 8 80.1
5 or more 42.7 47.2 58.5 64. 2 76.3
Ideal No, of children 3.1 2.8 2.7 2.5 2.0
Mean no, of living children 3.9 3.2 2.7 2.7 2.2
Abortion experience rate 30.0 39.0 48.0 50.0 53.0
Urban 37.0 46.0 53.0 52.0 54.8
Rural 24.0 29.0 40.0 44.0 48.4
Total abortion rate 2.1 2.3 2.9 2.7 2.1
Source : KIPH, 1985 National Fertility and Family Health Survey Report, 1985.
J" Lol Aol A= 9 %ol AUEEERRS X melvhin gxelb s AR BMEEE-E 6%
PO% 45% °) S BERETTERR S Mol ek 2] dapnel] ={vhx| ¢S Aeleh
abebal B Sl A [ HRERS S5 i A o RUET# S 2l Bt RS A
Nol BEMIETEER Y WA 1 T4E & WA el 50%LL 1ol =2 K#EE {8
of A o] Z-xo}of &b o] x|ul 1985 HLE 4xil ol7l wliEell 1 ik ARgel A AHEFT 2
B (15— 44800 1 FERAS] RS 8 o myiprel o % o R s sk
18%¢°ll #ivkal 7] wi-Fell A4k olw dA 2l 7 308 Ee THEFMER
BUEHBER S & A2 45%o04 B0%AES 2 S oofs oW g Ao AuEeh & 1TLE
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Table 6. Concraceptive Practice Rate by Method
and Number of Children, 1985
(Unit ; %)

9% of women

No. of

YO ili~ who want fer-
hvmg f;fi{)ln] [UD Others Total tility termin-
children ation

0 - 1.8 12.0 13.8 9.9

1 9.0 7.0 28.7 44.7 45.1

2 50. 2 7.2 25.1 82.5 92. 4

3 57.6 7.9 19.0 84.5 98.0

dor

more 48.8 105 19.5 78.3 99.2

Total 40.5 7.4 22.5 70.4 82.3

Source . Same as table 5,

T A A HE-S slnkshe A Y R
ol 45%ell o] 2L 9l o} RHEEEERLS 9 %ol
Aupal s elelt e 44 1FLRhe
E{_i—z‘;l o= A A elE T a5
o7 LBl EROo 2 olsle] K
HETAT 0 F4s o ZAsAl = Aolels HEo
vlub 2k gt A o) o,

Table 7. Contraceptice Practice Rate by Sex of
Children
(Unit : %)

Total Sterilization

Sex shildre . .
Sex of ch n practice rate practice rate

1 son 51.0 10.9
1 daughter 35.7 6.3
2 sons 88.0 62. 5
2 daughters 63.8 21.9
3 sons 85.8 66. 2
3 daughters 66.0 26. 3

Source . Same as table §

Fabebat shAg R A AMEREER S ER
ek 46 % N 7E H o Zle s ok o
ehd shA Sk Ao THETHTS e EHL 2
F e 4 ol BiE ol mik Rikit sl F
¥ OHRS TPl 0~ 1538l @Agelehs
BES grolsl wl o -NERY Q) ML RS EEM o
g ElofoF & A o]l

fham) o5 Mtk ol MHEERE MAs A
o} ol HEMHEE A &0 Rl NS F)
Bobts B BB gl AU Qe Bk

[.

obo @ RUETH & Al iR A o] 4pm EC] REMEEEE, 2 BHEPETRSE 2 i
2] 5.8%ll o] =L glef o] Fo] BF AU Fifi gEo] G S S R E e BeR R T
Table 8. Estimation of Sterilization Acceptablility : 1985

(Unit : %)

Want sterilization
Women’'s age Want baby Want no S.P.R* N, 8.** Others Total(N)
more baby

15—24 15.2 8.6 0.8 67.7 100.0( 741
25-29 11.4 8.1 29,2 1.0 50.3 100. 0(2, 003)
30-34 1.8 7.4 52. 4 3.0 35.4 100. 0(1, 692)
35-39 0.4 3.1 58.0 4.4 4.1 100. 0(1, 377)
40— 44 - - 42.8 10.3 46.9 100. 0(1, 202)
Total 5.5 5.8 40.5 3.7 44. 5 100. 0(7,010)

Source: Same as table 5.
Remarks: * Sterilization practice rate(SI’R)
** Naturally sterilized(NS)



21

& Fojok & Aole, o]ze] & HES HW S 2L RUEFREEA o3t ERTHRA 2
WES B HELER O #Ei%e] & Zo|rh Fokel 2upsl AHZdl o228 1 i BIERE

. off Bl HEFIAE it F 8 5 1 Fio R o
3. ME BWEERE mAE e ol B s ol A T A

Pl RS A o BERTEEEES (R 4] V) G Al gske MR- Bk ol Bk, HER ol o
71 2let LMW - 2Al BUR W ROTREE R gk GEEAYUE, 1ol 3L BHEEERE2] vl Al 2
ek wl A S vbeboll A F xR A BT A2 fi o2 A2l wikE AT Faeh chab
Mgk S 1977 -6 HEF R EAHTEELL AW ol Wi ANHEZ f AR O R R ST 1Y
Ve RS e 2 % 7hA IR P*f&“?w% Y9 0~ 648 ool gt 1 RERSHE
BOURF 2l A FT L R o) oMl sl 19825 L 4 cizk Abubel KRS Jhebwivh SHEZARMI
BRC Kk Y BEGHTES 2 raiAlz ,%;IJ off Rk 7k iH 0% 7B K-S B 1982~871
Rahar SRR g -2 %fﬂ TRESAEL S Fale B 46, 75040l ol 23 9)om o]F 48%
FE AR HIR S B BRI NAS FR A2 i olsl AMEZE E ek 58] 19876
27 Lol zlFsked Sheh ol F k-2 TR A o] Vh it LB TEAR 3, 7914400 40%7F 1 e S

15 ol ab sl RSB o5 RS AF frEss & 41%7F 2 F4&, SLefil ez 19

Eabchis A0 o] - o] 8% Ao|ul FIE OB %7 3 [ ANHEER B elgl e, o} b
sled ik b F e BBl ek DR falEES 2 RS | Ex el wRE A e] ARSI
Borkah=al Al dd, 2bdow b odgkg wlAl T Mk 30, 2 F& 0108, 3 F&bh
Hez Folslet Lo 3 sl ol W R 2 HEE

WMAE el MIETHIE 19780 el s g, 2 [ ANHESTRFEE? 0~6 FL
2 (i RUETHEFREA NS A MEEAEEE off o gk 17K SHE -2 198212 #9 1248
Wig v %ol 1982 LAk A L EE G ZGLAE ) ol 4] 198711 el = 228840 2 F4]
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Table 9. Number of Ineentive Beneficiaries among Sterilization Acceptors through Government Program

(Unit :person)

1

Living allowance Medical services?

Year R ——
2 or less 3 or more Total 1 2 Total
children children child children )
1982 3,220 5,631 8,851 - - 116, 934
1983 7,635 14, 707 22,342 - - 545, 919
1984 2,811 1, 429 4, 240 - - 1, 251, 595
19856 2,206 991 3, 197 - - 1,204, 782
1986 3,417 912 4,329 608, 795 1,207,271 1, 816, 006
1987 3, 055 736 3,792 963, 390 1, 314, 348 2,277,738
Total 22, 344 24, 406 46, 750 - - 7,212,974

Remarks:1) Provision of monetary subsidies to low-income sterilization acceptors to compensate for lost
wages bv parity .
2) Provision of primary medical services free of charge for 0-5 years old children of sterilization

acceptors with two or fewer children
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Table 10. Changes in Age Specific Fertility Rates, 1960-84
; ) Decrease rate
Women' s age 1960 1971 1981 1984 {Urban/rural) ]
(60— 84)

15-19 37 13 12 7 {8/ 4) 811
20-24 233 168 161 162 {155/182) 30.5
25—29 330 278 245 187 £193/200) 43.3
30-34 257 189 94 52 { 53/ 48) 79.8
35—-39 196 101 23 8 {5/ 17) 95.9
44—44 80 39 3 1 t =/ 2) 98.7
45-49 14 7 - - ( =/ =) 100.0
TFR 6.0 3.9 2.7 2.1 (2.0/2.3 65.0

Source ! Same as table 5.
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Table 11. New Demographic Goal and Population

Projection
{Unit : thousand, %

Year Pop. ) )

Size CBR CDR CMR PGR
1985 41,056  19.7 6.2 1.0 12.5
1987 42,082 191 6.0 0.9 12.2
1988 42.593 18.7 59 0.9 11.9
1989 43,099  18.3 58 0.9 11.6
1990 43,601 18.0 58 0.9 11. 3
1991 43,094 17.6 57 0.9 11.0
1993 45,052 16. 8 57 0.9 10. 3
2000 48,018 14.7 6.2 0.8 7.7
2023 52,574  11.0 10.3 0.7 0.0

> Population Planning Committee, Sixth
Five -Year Economic and Social Develop~
ment Plan | Population Plan(1987 - 91) |
March 1986.

Source
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Table 12. Future Changes in Population Structure,
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Index {Unit) 1985 1990 2000 2025 Japan('85)
Pop. size (Thouw,; 11, 056 43,601 48,017 52, 566 121, 049
Age composition
0—-1417%) 30.6 27.2 23.0 16.9 21.5
15~64 %) 65. 2 68. 1 70.8 69. 4 68.2
65 or more {%; 4.2 4.7 6.2 13.7 10.3
Dependency ratio (% 53.4 46. 8 41.3 44.1 46.7
Sex ratio (M/1) 101.7 101.6 10L.5 101. 3 96. 7
Life expectancy at birth (Years) 68. 1 70. 4 72.8 74.4 76.9
Male 64.9 67.1 69. 3 71.7 7.3
Female 71.3 73.6 76.2 77.0 79.7
Densitvipers/km) 414 440 484 . 530 325

Source :Same as Table 11.
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Table 14. Contraceptive Acceptors Target (Goverment and Private sectors) during the Sixth Five-year

Plan Period, 1987-91

(Unit :thousand)

Method 1987 1988 1939 1990 1991
1uUD 270. 1 286. 2 302. 4 317.1 330. 2
Vasectomy 60. 6 64.0 67.2 66. 8 66. 3
Female sterilization 186. 9 194.6 2017 199.8 198. 2
Oral pill 274.5 289.0 303.4 318.5 330.3
Condom 475.3 507.1 539. 8 574.1 605. 6
Others 630. 7 625. 1 616.5 605. 8 583.0
Total 1,898. 1 1,966.0 2,031.0 2,082.1 2,118.6

Source:Nam hoon, Cho and Young-sik, Chang “Changes on Contraceptive Use and Sterilization Acceptability”,

Fertility Changes in Korea, KIPH, 1987.
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Table 15. Estimated Contraceptive Practice Rates of Married Women Aged 15-44, 1987-91

(Unit : %)

1987

Method 1988 1989 1990 1991
IUD 7.9 8.2 8.4 8.6 8.9
Vasectomy 9.5 9.9 10. 2 10.6 10.9
Female sterilization 32.8 33.4 34.0 34.5 35.1
Oral pill 4.5 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.8
Condom 7.7 3.0 8.3 8.6 8.9
Others . 10.3 9.9 9.5 9.1 8.6
Total 72.7 74.0 75. 1 76.2 77.2
Source : Same as table 14,
Table 16. Government Program Targets during Sixth Five-year Plan Period, 1987-91

(Unit :thousand)
Method 1987 1983 1989 1990 1991 (%)
D 175.6 186.0 196. 6 206. 1 214.6 978.9( 31
Sterilization 210. 4 219.8 228.6 226.6 224.8 1,110.2( 35)
Condom 118.8 126. 8 135.0 143.5 151. 4 675,5( 22)
Oral pill 68.6 72.2 75.8 79.6 82.6 378.8( 12}
Total 573.4 604. 8 636. 0 655. 8 673. 4 3, 143. 41100

Source:Same as table 14,
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(English Abstract)

Current Status and Future Prospects of the Population Control Policy in Korea

Nam-Hoon Cho
(KIPH)

The national family planning program in Korea, which was instituted as an integral part of the na-
tion’s economic development plans since 1962, has contributed greatly to a reduction in the fertility and
population growth rate, The total fertility rate dipped from 6.0 births per women in 1960 to 2.0 in 1985,
and the population growth rate rom 2.84 percent per year to 1.25 percent during the same period, while
the contraceptive practice rate for the 15-44 married women increased from 9 percent in 1965 to 70
percent in 1985, Study findings indicate that the fertility reduction in the past 26 years is largely att-
ributed to the virgorous implementation of the national family planning program, rising age at marriage,
wide-spread use of induced abortion, and the changes in attitude regarding the value of children that
came into being in the wake of the rapid socio-economic development over the period.

Among the strengths of the national family planning program are the following : 1) a pluralistic sys-
tem of program manageent with active participation of various government and voluntary organizations,
2) utilization of a large corps of family planning field workers to conduct face-to-face communication
and motivation activities, 3) use of private physicians with government support to provide contraceptive
services, 4) a systematic program management system including program planning of traget allocation,
evaluation, and supervision with a broad MIS and award system, 5} numerous incentive and disincen-
tive schemes for stimulating the small family norm and contraceptive use, and 6) strong commitments
to the family planning program by political leaders.

The new demographic targets during the Sixth Five-Year Economic and Social Development Plan
period (1987-91) have been set for a further reduction in the population growth rate to 1.0 percent by
1993, assuming that the TFR will decline to 1.75 level in 1995. This target is, however, not easy to
achieve due to anticipated unfavorable factors like the strong boy preference, high discontinuation rates
of reversible contraceptive methods, fertility termination-oriented contraceptive use, a plateau level of
contraceptive practice rate that has mostly accounted for a sterilization, shortened length of birth inter-
vals, and the changing patterns of contraceptive mix,

The recent changes in contraceptive and fertility behaviors clearly indicate that the past quantity-
oriented management system of the national program should be redirected toward a quality-oriented
approach. Particularly, program efforts should be expanded to recruit new contraceptive users in the
20s of younger age groups, both for birth spacing and controlling their fertility since the women aged
20 to 29 account for more than 80 percent of the total annual births in recent years. In addition, the
current contraceptive fee system of the national family planning program should be gradually shifted
from free contraceptive services to a acceptors’ charge system, and the provision of contraceptive ser-
vices through the medical insurance system, which will cover the entire population by 1989, should be
accelerated as a means of integration of family planning program with other health programs.



