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Table 1. Singulate. Mean Age at Marriage for Female by
Type of Residence, 1925~1974

Mean age at matriage

Year Country whole i _Rural Urban
1925 16.3 » 15.9 o187
1930 16.7 ‘ " 16.3 19.2
1935 A 16.7 19.6
1940 17.7 ’ u ) u

1955 20.5 20.0 21.5
1960 21.6 21.0 238
1966 22.8 22.0 24.0
1970 23.3 22.5 ' 4.4
1974 3.1 2.3 24.2

Sources: 1925~1955; Studies in Family Planning, Vol.5, No. 8 (Population Council),
. August, 1974, p.257
1960~1970; 1960, 1966, 1970 Census (EPB, BOS)1974; 1974 Fertility
Survey (KIFP & BOS)
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Tab!e 2. Percentage Dnatnbutxon of All Ever Mamed Women Accordmg to. i ’A: - R
o Jo 7 Age at First Marnage by Current ‘Age, - 1974 Pertility Survey T LR

Age at ﬁrst mamage

Current age =~

I5~19 - = 000 == 100,00 (55)
0~24-, . . . 0l 383 6LE . . — = 100.0 (554): .
25~29 .01 196 65 128 - — 100.001171)
0~34 06 260 57.1 157 0.6 . 100.0(1078) .
35~39 07 456 4.5 6.9 0.3 . 100.001022)
40~44 BT 646 26. 4 2.9 0.6 100.0 (867)
45~49 S e 92 7900 1010 LB 0.4 100.0 (673)

All ages 2.4 43.0 46.5 7.8 0.3 100.0(5420)-
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Table3. Percent Distribution of Employed Female Population Aged 15~49 by
: Occupation, 1966 Census and 1970 Census

_ 1966 \ 1970 -
- Prof. & managerial o 2.1 ' 2.5
Clerical , : L7 . © 34
Sales and services. . 92.2 ) I S
Agricultu‘ral ' 58.9 ... 55.8.. o
. Others. . 51 S 186
‘ 'Total R 0.0 e 100.0
O(N) ‘ (2.116,870) g : (2,928,193)
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=15 I5~19 o 20~25 20~ 0% Towl(N) |
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Table 4. Salient Features Relating to Marital Stability by Years since First Marriage,
1974 Fertility Survey

Percentage of all ever-married .
women reporting dissolution of  Percentage of those .Percentage of All ever-

first marriage experiencing dissolu- married women who were

Years since Death of Divorce of tion of first marriage currently married attime
first marriage husband sepalfation who had remarried of survey

0~ 4 .3 1.0 18.8 -~ 98.9

5~ 9 1.0 L7 37.0 . 983

10~14 2.0 4.2 ' 4.0 96. 4

15~19 5.4 4.4 46.3 94.3

20~24 9.9 6.2 41.3 .- 89.5

25~29 2.2 8.1 4.3 81.3

30+ 24.3 6.6 37.4 77.0

Total 6.5 3.9 40.3 93.2
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Table 6. Mean Number of Chiidt:en Ever Born by Marital Status and Years since
First Marriage, 1974 Fertility Survey

Age of women at first marriage

All ever married women . All current married women

-15 .15~19 20~24 25~29 30+ Total ;-15 15~19 20~-24 25~29 30+ Totalt

Years since first marriage v ) ) .
0~ 4 - 1.1 1.1 1.1 .6 L1 —_ 1.1 .1 L1 - .6. L1
5~ 9 3.0 2.6 2.8 2.6 1.3 2.7 -3.0 2.7 2.8 2.5 .3 2.7
10~14 3.0 3.9 3.7 3.0 40 3.7 3.0 40 3.7 3.1 30 3.8
15~19 44 46 42 35 50 44 ‘44 47 43 35 50 4.5

20~24 6.0 53 45 . 4.0 — 51 60 55 46 .40 ~— &%
25~29 57 56 4.2 — - — 55 59 59 45 - - 58
30+ 67 62 — — — 63 7.2 66 — — - 6T
Curreht age v B o
15~10 - .5 - — - 5 - .5 - — e B
20~24 3.0 15 .7 - - 1.0 30 15 7 = - L0
25~29 20 30 20 L0 -~ 20 20 30 20 10 — 20
30~3¢ 49 42 34 21 4 34 50 42 T34 21 .4 8.4

%~39 60 49 41 30 10 44 60 50 42 31 L0 45
40~44 57 55 43 35 23 51 59 58 44 34 23 53
$5~49 69 59 43 37 25 58 75 62 46 37 25 . 61
Total 6.2 46 28 20 14 36 65 56 28 20 L4 3E&

=78
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Table 7. Mean Length First Marriage to First Birth, within Categories of Age at
‘ First Marriage and Years since First Marriage, For Al Women Married at Least
Five Years, 1974 Fertility Survey

Years since first marriage

ﬁgsriaatge ' 5~9 10~19 20+ " Total

~15 , 12.0 23.0 .2 32.1
15~17 . 19.7 26.0 29.0 . 28.0
18~19 19.4 21.2 . 23.5 21.8
20~21 16.6 18.5 22.0 - 18.4
22~24 ‘14.4 16.8 14.7 15.5
25~29 16.3 : 15.9 ) 30.0 16.5
30+ - ~ - -
Total 16.5 19.5 26.5 21.1
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" Table 8. Meap Number of Children Born before or within First Five Years of First Marriage )
by Age at First Marriage and Years since First Marriage, 1974 Fertility Survey

Years since . o » o  Age at first marriage ) L

first marriage ) -15 15~19 20~24 %5~29 30+ “Total
s~9 2.0 18 20 21 Lo . 20
10~19 B 1.6 - 1.8 L9 25 ' L7
20+ IR . L3 L5 1.4 - ¢ L3

Al .9 1.4 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.6 .
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Table 9. Mean Number of Children Ever Born to All Ever-Married Women by Various ,
Background Characteriutic#, and Years since First Marriage, 1974 Fertility Sqrvey

Years since first marriage
0~4 5~9 10~14 15~19 20~24 25~20 30+ Total

‘Type of place of residence

Village 1.1 2.9 4.1 5.0 5.7 6.2 6:7 « 4.3
Town 1.2 2.7 4.2 4.3 5.7 5.7 6.5 3.8
City 1.1 2.6 3.4 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.6 3.0
Education )
No schooling 1.5 2.9 41 5.0 5.6 57 66 53
Primary .2 2.8 3.9 4.5 5.1 5.5 58 3.8
Middle 1.0 2.7 3.2 3.7 4.4 5.3 57 2.2
High 1.0 2.4 3.0 3.4 4.3 a4 45 2.4
‘College or higher 1.2 2.3 2.7 3.1 4.1 2.8 5.0 2.3
Husband's occupation
Never worked .8 2.4 2.5 4.3 2.8 3.0 6.1 2.3
Prof. & managerial 1.0 2.6 3.3 3.7 4.5 4.5 5.2 2.9
Clerical 1.1 2.8 3.2 - 3.9 4.5 4.7 5.5 2.8
Sales & service 1.1 2.6 3.6 3.7 4.8 4.6 5.4 3.1
Agricultural 1.1 3.0 4.1 5.1 5.8 6.2 6.8 4.6
Skilled manual 1.1 2.6 3.5 4.2 4.6 4.9 5.7 3.0
Unskilled manual 1.3 2.6 3.8 4.6 5.5 5.2 .6.0 3.8
Religion k . | )
None 1.1 2.7 3.8 4.5 5.3 5.7 6.5 3.6
Buddhist 1.1 2.7 3.5 4.2 4.9 5.1 6.0 3.7
Protestant 1.1 3.6 3.6 4.4 4.7 5.2 5.9 3.2
Catholic 1.1 2.6 2.9 4.2 4.6 5.1 - 6.5 3.2
Other 1.6 2.9 3.6 4.3 5.8 5.6 5.4 4.2
Total 1.1 2.

[

3T 4.4 5.1 3.5 6.3 3.6
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Table 10. Indices of Current Manta! Fertility by Current Age and Age at First Marriage,
1974 Fertility Survey.

Age at first marriage . : ‘
Cmrent age -15 15~19 20~24 25~29 30+ . Total

Mr,an number of children born in past 5 years to women who have been continously
in the married state for the past 5 years
15~19 —

20~24 2.9 1.9 f— — — 1.9
25~29 1.8 1.6 1.9 — — 1.8
30~34 CL7 1.1 1.4 1.6 — 1.3
: 35~39 .7 .7 .8 .9 2.0 7
40~44 .6 4 .3 .3 4 4
© 45~49 .2 1 .1 - — .1
All ages 4 .7 1.1 1.2 .6 .9
The percentage of currently married women reporting a current pregnancy }
15~19 - 29.1 - - - 29.1
20~24 e 23.8 30.6 - - 27.9
25~29 50. 0 12.5 20.7 26.7. - 19.9
30~34 . 33.3 7.1 7.6 14.0 S 42,9 8.9
35~39 ' - 3.0 . 3.5 4.5 — 33
40~44 4.7 - 1.3 .5 — - 1.2
45~49 2.0 — L= - — .2
10.6

All ages 55 © 6.3 - 13.5 5.9 . 18.7

21) Clyde V. Kiser. Group Differences in Urban Fertility. 1942. pp.38~40.
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Table 11. Mean Number of Children Bbrn in Past Years to Women Who Have Been Continously
in Married State for the Past 5 Years by Current Age and Background Variables, .
1974 Fertility Survey '

- Current age
" 15~19  20~24 25~29 30~34 35~39. 40~d44 45~49 Total

Type of place of residence »

Village ’ - L9 L9 .14 .9 .5 .2 1.0
" Town - 2.0 1.8 1.4 .7 .4 .3 .9
City - .8 - L7 1.3 5 .2 1 8
Education B
No schooling - 2.0 1.8 1.4 .9 .5 .2 T
Primary - 1.9 L8 1.4 .7 .3 .1 .00
Middle =~ - 1.9 .7 1.3 .6 .1 .1 1.2
High — 1.5 1.6 1.2 .5 .2 - .8
College or higher f— - 2.1 1.2 .6 1 1 .8

Husband's ‘occupation ) :
Never worked — — 1.8 1.3

.6 .1 - .8 -
Prof. & managerial - — 1.8 1.3 .6 .1 b .8
Clerical o — - 1.7 1.4 .6 .2 .1 -9
Sales & service - . L5 1.7 1.2 .5 .2 .1 -8
Agricultural S 1.9 1.9 1.5 1.0 .5 .2 .9
Skilled manual - 2.0 1.6 1.3 .6 .3 .1 1.0
Unskilled manual = = 23 20 12 8 .3 = .9

Religion

None . - 1.8 1.8 L4 .8 4 .2 Lo
Buddhist = 2.3 L7 L3 .6 .3 1 .8
Protestant - 1.5 2.0 1.3 .6 2 - .9
Catholic — — 1.5 1.2 .6 .3 .1 N
Other - 2.0 L7 1.1 .8 .4 - .7
Total ‘ - L9 1.8 13 T 4 .9

Hhol 2094 2438 WANAE BB 2.0 802 74 S92, HHEAEL & +5-
A2 dobA e aﬁnom PEE MR e BN B3t
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Flgure 1 Proportlon of Currently Marned Women of Total Female Population, 1960~1974
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‘ Figure 2. Age Specific Fertility Rates from Changing‘of Age at First Marriage, 1960~1974
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Table 12. Fertility Rates of Women and of Married Women by Age, 1950~1974

Age 1960 1966 1970 1974 Percent change (1960~74)
Age specific fertility rates
15~19 . 037 . 012 . 008 .010 —72.9
20~ 24 . 283 . 198 . 196 L1540 —45.6
25~29 . 330 .317 . 325 .272 176
30~34 . 257 .235 CoL196 160 : =37.7.
35~39 . 196 . 150 . 128 072 —63.3
10~44 . 080 . 069 . 051 .028 - —65.0
45~49 014 .013 .013 .004 S —714
Age specific marital fertility rates ’
15~19 . 525 .318 .282 .313 —40.4
20~24 . 437 - 416 . 463 .353 -19.2
25~29 . 354 . 353 . 368 .31 —12.2
- 30~34 . 280 . 251 .027 .170 —39.3
35~39 .223 . 168 . 139 .079 ~64.6
40~44 . . 098 . 085 . 060 .032 —67.4°

45~49 - .019 .018 . 017 . 005 —73.7

. Sources; 1960~1970: 1960, 1966, 1970 Census (BOS).
1974: 1974 Korean National Fertility Survey (KIFP).

Table 13. Fertility Rates from Changing of Proportion of Curren.tly Married Women Aged
15~49, 1960~1974

‘Percent change from 1960

Age 1960 1966 1970 1974 1966 1970 1974
15~19 . 037 . 020 .015 .017 —45.9 —59.5 -54.1
20~ 24 . 283 . 208 . 185 . 191 -26.5 -34.6 -32.5
25~29 . 330 .318 .313 .310 -3.6 ~5.2 ~6.1
30~34 . 257 . 263 . 265 . 263 2.3 3.1 2.3
35~39 . 196 .199 . 205 . 204 1.5 . 4.6 4.1
- 40~44 .080 . 081 . 083 . 085 1.3 3.8 6.3
45~49 . 014 . 014 .015 .015° - 7.1 . 7.1
TFR 5.985 5.516 5. 405 5. 421 -7.8 —9.7 ‘ -9.5
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<Abstract>

Age of Women at Marriage and Fertility in Korea

Young Hoon Lee*

Korean women's age at first marriage has been gradually rising frcm the prevailing prem-
ature marriage type since the emancipation from Japan. At the sams time, the rates cf ncn-
marriage has been rapidly increased.

Marriage status was comparatively stable, and its change is largsly bassd cn the death of
the women's husband. So mcst part of age structure of currently marricd wemen was changed
by the mobility of age at first marriage and the age distribution of widow. Beihg stable because
it was primarily rested on the death of women's husband, the Korean woemen's marital status
makes the exposure rate as a potential fertility at a relatively high level. _

This change of age at first marriage has been influenced on by lowering of fertility by
shortening women's reproductive period, and regardjess of reproductive pericd, the changé was.
analyzed to be the socio-economic factor which functions toward the same directicn as the
~ increase of age at first marriage concerning the shortening of the fertility.

On the contrary, interval from first mamage to first birth has been diminished in reverse -
relation to the rising of age at first marriage. Shortemng of interval from first marriage to
first birth newly turned out to be a factor which affected to the fertility declining drive by
the shortening of reproductive period.

Age at first marriage, fertility and the socio-economical factor have been changed like this.
manner with various interrelationship. Further details are summarized as following; :

1. Age at first marriage has been gradually rising since 1925, but that of women of the year
1974 was 23,1 which shows lighter declining than that of 1970, Age at first marriage had
been stablized and characterized by premature marriage type about ‘twenty years shortly
before emancipation from Japan, while age at first marriage after emancipation shows
rapid rising trends to a higher level than the former.

2. The rising trends of age at first marriage has been shortening average reproductive period
of women, .and also this shortening trends is more noticeable jn urban area rather than in
rural area.

Besides, age at first marrige is shown to be higher in case of educated women, and women
who had once got a job before marriage as well as whose husband are engaging in profes-
sional, clerical and salesmen. Women residing at metropolitan area and christian women have
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higher ages at first marriage than’ those of women having traditional religion. The difference- -
age at first marriage résting“up on such socio-economic ‘index is suggesting that the change
of age at first marriage has been regulated and motlvated by the shift of socio-economic
conditions,

3. The rate of dissolution of the first marriage is shown to be about 10 percent of total ever
married women, aged 15~49, two-thirds of them were widows, The rate of divorgg_ and.
separation turned out to be high in case of women who have short period from first marriage .
and the widowed rate is also hxgh in case of women who have been "0 years since first.

marriage.

4. Among the woinen whose first marriage were dissolved, the rate of remarriage is at the-
level of 40 percent, which shows far lower level whcn compared with that of Fijian's rate
of 70 percent. :

In this respect, it might safely be said that Korean women's first marriages are relatively
stable, so that age at first mamag» should be emphasned as a variable to gwe impacts on
fertility of Korean women.

5. 6fipercent of tctal ever martied women of the year 1974 are exposured to be in pregnancy
risk, and the current pregnancy rate was 9.9 percént. The rest 24 percent belonged to divorced,
separated, sterilized and infecund women. Exposure rate is shown to be high in case of
young-agzd women, and the current pregnancy rate is remarkably high in women aged more
than 35,

6. Even though the exposure rate is not so different according to type of place of residence
but the current pregnancy rate is as high as 12 percent m Eup area. And the rates of
women who graduated or dropped out from middle school are as high as 16 percent. Mean-
while, women who don't have any religion get high percentage amounting to 79 percent of
exposure rate, and the current pregnancy rate is roughly 11 percent in case of christian
women and women without religion.

7. Mean number of children ever born ¢f women ever married in 1974 (aged 15~49) is 3.6,
which shows that the older women's age and women's years since first marriage reach, the
higher its level becomes. Even though wemen belong to the same cohort, women of low
marriage age are in high fertility level. In other words, rising trend of age at first marriage
makes reproductive period shortened to participate in the fertility declining drive, and the
mobility of age at first marriage implies another meaning of social function which can lessen
the fertility regardless of the years since first marriage,

8. Fertility proved to be lessen in area where urbanism is strong and the gap becomes trans--
parent in case of women who passed long years since first marriage. And regardless of
length of years since first marriage, the fertility rate of women, who were highly educated
and whose husbards are engaging in professtonal, clerical and salesmen, are relatively low..
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Meanwhile, fertility rate of women who have korean traditional religion are high. This
difference of fertility between the two implies that urbanization, mdustnahzatlon. and imp-
rovement of education level have influenced in lessening fertility rate.

9. Marital status of Korean women is comparatively stable, so the difference of fertility 'Ievel
between ever married women and currently married women is not clear at all. But in case
of elderly women or women who married many years ago, the infecundity rate and dissolu-
tion rate are both high, showing differences in fertility more or less. ‘

10. Average 21 menths is the interval frem first marriage to first birth (out of women who
have lived five years since first marriage), which seems to be long in case of the women
who married many years ago, and the wemen who first married at her younger age. In
otherwords, even in the same marriage cohcrt wemen, wemen who married at young age are
apt to have long first birth interval. »

11. Mean number of live births in first 5 years of martiage are 1.6, which shows that this
number become lower with the length cf the women's years since first marriage as well as’
with age at first marriage.

12. Mean number of live births in past 5 years is shown to be 0.9. Judging . from this, it
follows that the rate is high when women are young and married young: . ,
Especially, the rate is higher in rural than urban, in christian women than traditional
religion such as Buddhism and Confuciousism, and in women whese Ievels of education are
less than middle school.

13. The effect on the lowering of fertility rate, resulting from changes of the rate of currently

married women during 1960~74, is estimated to be 10 percent. This reflects that young
women's influence is the moest important factor, and their ages were less than 25,



