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el S Tl ftodt, 19764FY-E Q7] A FE: EFMS $4 T ZFE BAE st
o BEdE FEREES =33 b BEHEY EEES FERPWOE WA WEF
eel ¥R HEE FA Fddh e BESAEEE DTLEY MRl BMTREY
Bt 27 n BAEEY ERE A BEH vhuen WEFEN TALE WhHE
o] BT kel ol 3 FBIFEC] webAl WERel 7] w ol Bl FEE T i SEFMY
L ZEEE kAWLE FEEEetas BT + d& Aotk

1962~19794F M BUR B 3 BEFH ZTELS oF 42,0002 £3tE+,
19764E5-8] Bzl A13Hs EFMS TRERS oF 633, 600402 HEFHET &
WG 24 B WS dehla gleh olE s AL fElvehdl A s BHEE Kk
o = gAste EEM Badl ¢lwd Behel EESe FET K RHEFE B
ABg BHRER ] FE BARC =zlA BRA #Relz 240

ol 9} A& RUEFEGS] T ZTAZ] JJrAE oA Fe B ¢+ JrAd A BE
& a2 FobA filEA A EEE 4 Aok A, 19784 EiiR 3 FEELRDC

* REGTEIF R BHER
1) FIEEtBIFsER:, 19784 REE# ¥ MEHEBAE, 1979.
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Askwl Sl BHEEBFEAY 923 Est BEEMOR MBS BEST s d2d
Bl 2 KEEY THFMS ZABL Jo2E 453 Aoleh: Blls, 4, o
= fike] BERE BERRIA ¢ B BHTRE %ﬂ:i‘ ol weba THE
Flincte o S Q25 2 &ﬁﬁﬁ&"] EHET Bl Aoz Bsel &

RIS 2 THFMS ZEEE FRNLZ WPE Aty BWE THET Aol el
BHEES A 4E TEIY o EREES 22 —EFSl BRG] EESO 9ed ME
o $vehe] A %E Tﬁ&%fffﬂ TR & EEL sk ¥z o

ol BBAA A Ml = THFM ZEES BRFIN BHSH 1962~19794 #
B THEFHY EREE =8 10795k B THFN KBRERE 122 3d |
®e T EE%S BR®sed BRS T3k

I. s%AE W FEEH

+ 2PA FIRE B BUN RESTBIEE KA %32 REFHERS o8 2
BES THE 23 REBWERY BED A5 MEH @ REHHEREEENE
HAEst Ak 53 TFHFM ZEE FEERANAL BB ALY BRI Kk
g¥rel WSt R, B AEERCA L BYHSEES Bkl WHERE oI B
HEA®E HESS EHET 4+ ddh

ofsb -2 EHE FIET S HELS 1962~19794 H+ BFEES Sotd R
< RET AFFAA 979K BER JAAAE 94 ATl dv AdFE EHE
Shela, 1980~19914F HiMd FHEFMS /H3AA 6l o ¢ EEH BRERS BHstd 2
B HEADS THFHERET AAde LES €983 w24 5 SHd4 S04
2 7 e B BAEN kit AnSEe FAERNS REN E 4 JdE THEER
REES Fih o)1 BHEZAR ElC e BEESEANA e BESoth o
714 HEARRRE #EAD?d A 2ea TEFHEAREBL |EN T B
AEEES Tolor, = RS HES BEAGE D KB 2 9 BFEZd 9%
THEFME= BEA 3 THEFHS & TEFHERE ME 9 shobsh] 84 |7
MEH 2 REHN TEAESRE GRS

2) RECBR, BB ADHESE 1978. reprints,
3) Coale & Demeny, Regional Model Life Tables and Stable Populations, Princeton University,
1965.
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Il. EEsfEs:R mEEES| BEFkA

o] ehe RN (GE 1 2R)AA Jdebd uhel o], 19734 FHEFMl T B
RBEOL TEolV Wi mNEEEY —EM WAE EEe BMAERS e RE
d glglet, olel¥ BNCEEMEEES A werel 10794Fel e FHEFHA T BHRE
dvo] =A| MWINT kA 2T e B T BEEBEL odd WA d
e melm glvh ol9h & BMEREES BLFEES ddd BRI AZE BN
Be MAG W BHHEES BESL 4T Ao A4S esl, FHFERH T Lk
THEe] WAC] =B BEEEAS BLE 2 o A ARd RERK BUREEo R
BAsE Y] oaQl 197345 FHEBAL 2 AHRBHAIS~44E) T 467420 ¥
shebgl ok, 2 SERI(1977~79), 4 20&LL kS RHEFES BREA =k AR
ol o5 WIEEBAL =A HWinsle 19794 15,254l Ed] ol2x 9lom HEARE
ol ¢% BEEEEAS Tegehd 2045140 o]z gk

Table 1. Contraceptive Practice Rate by Method
WU AER BRE

Year
Method 1973% 1976% 1978% 1979%
1UD 7.9 10.5 9.5 9.6
Oral Pill 8.0 7.8 v 6.6 7.2
Condom 6.5 6.3 5.8 5.2
Sterilization 4.6 8.3 16.4 20.4
Others 9.0 11.3 10.4 ’ 12.1
Total 36.0 44.2 8.7 54.5

Source: 1) KIFP, 71973 National Family Planning end Fertility Survey, 1974.
2) KIFP, 1976 National Fertility and Family Planning Evaluation Survey, 1978.
3) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning aend Fertility Survey, 1979.
4) KIFP, 1979 Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, (unpublished).

e B RHFE TR THER ERTUH 29 A3 BERL f 24 do
= FAEHBAGA HRGIEHHE ER2 A o2 RelAut 3T BEFR LAG%=

4) FEEHEIF L, 1973EE ESE € HENHAE, 1974
5) KBTSk, 19795 BME R BEHAE, CGREBM.
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Table 2. Time Trend of Contraceptive Practice Rate by Source of Services (Gov't
and Self Supports)
THFW HED BN - aERE7 ByrEps

Sterilization 1973V 1976% 1978% 1979%
Method Gov’t Self Total Gov’t Self Total Gov’t Self Total Gov’'t Self Total
Vasectomy 4.6 — 4.6 3.7 0.5 4.2 52 0.4 5.6 54 0.5 5.9
Tuballigation — — — L1 30 4,1 7.0 3.9 10.9 9.8 4.7 14.5
Total 4.6 — 4 6) 4.8 3.5 78 3}) 1222 4.2 16.4: 15.2 5.2 fgo. 4,

Source: 1) KIFP, 1978 National Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1974.
2) KIFP, 1976 National Fertility and Family Planning Evaluation Survey, 1978, B
3) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1979, )
4) KIFP, 1979 Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, (unpublished),

THFR 2% EHETE A3 WEOAAAY, =t EBBAL + 9= EE| 9 =
E vk E SRR BHEHES THEFHS 28 AAM B LoiE B EEHE
o fEEstE Aot ol So = S deledl AT BEERAMNS KAMMLTE R
fiol MAD WHES HRE + 97 AR REEHY BRRS BEY 40 2ol 4
HRol FAR S A ode Ao= B

V. FER TS EREHR #x

IR TR ZAEY REERIA BE FAENNG ¢ HEBE mEtti s
RUEFHT BN FBATS TR A THEskt. & 197044 308sR Aol
T EgelY Bol FHFHE LI WA Kt 25 4% don BEdd o B
A A7 408 3l SA o m e THBEHE SR 2 B THEBL] B
Toa ¥ 4 slvh e 19704 S6RAR Al 2 Hel Bl FHEFHE B
Kok 1 BAS DA 4680 UGS AT HUA B BAESTHCHIEE MR
2 Erhd o FAL BAESE BEL RO 901 WEo] Ads THFH K LE
CAE BphE ol ok ek,

oloh Lol TERAHS TAEMH FHE EWE sl A BEERTH LA Lk
Behe o2 BAeha ohe WAEMI Bt SREENA FHZER FHbd A e

6) TR, WIEFEH WEHM) ERHF T B, 1978 F RETAA BEEBY LR M
ETempog M#(LA7]7] o] Bl olel g 43¢ FLETLE KRT 5 J= HERTHZA i
T AT F 9A e ERe 2 = 9o, '
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Table 3. Sterilization Achievement by Year and Method
EER HER FHFERH B

Year Total : Vasectomy Tuballigation
1962-1965 62, 390 62, 390
1962 3,413 3,413
1963 . 19,866 19, 866
1964 26, 256 26, 256
1965 12,855 12, 855
1966-1970 88, 385 88, 385
1966 19,942 19, 942
1967 19, 677 19,677
1968 15,988 15,988
1969 15, 457 15, 457
1976 17,321 17,321
1971-1975 157, 705 129, 749 27, 956
1971 18, 581 18, 581 —
1972 19,679 ' 16, 396 3,283
1973 24,489 19, 696 4,793
1974 37,368 32,020 5,348
1975 57, 588 43,056 14, 532
1976-1979 767, 106 161, 447 605, 659
1976 80, 426 44,881 35, 545
1977 235, 226 53,781 181, 445
1978 230, 320 36, 922 193, 398
1979 221,134 25, 863 195, 271
Total 1,075, 586 441,971 633,615

Source: KIFP, Service Statistics: 1962-1979.

QAR EE 25 ABH e BAES BATE 94 FHFM 9% KEBHY #E
o] Wheskeh

QA BED ERSAE EEH SEEY TSELHA A% AoEM BEREFR
o EBAA(E 4 BR)E HEAMe 19624 T2 BEBEG Zol S7=lel 5%
PLES BreEsl o 719 AEA H9 1, EEBEL 0RUTE ¢ 59AE xgon 4
= EELEe 197944 = B HEL oF 255 AER T wWAEr ukd, 298 LATAE 9
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Table 4. Age Distribution of Vasectomy Acceptors* by Year (1962-1979)
FER BEFH SRES F£B 9% : 1962-1979

Age
Year Total —24 25—29 - 30—34 35—39 40+
1962 100.0 0.1 5.2 23.8 36.3 34.6
1965 100.0 0.8 10.7 30.0 36.2 22.3
1968 100.0 L7 16.0 35.7 35.2 11.4
1972 100.0 2.0 17.2 37.4 32.4 11.0
1976 100.0 2.4 25.2 38.6 . 23.5 10.3
1979 100.0 3.8 30.6 40.3 18.3 7.0

Source: 1962-1969, The National Family Planning Center, Anuual Report of Family Plann-
ing, 1970.

1970-1979, KIFP, Service Statistics.
*: Wives of Acceptors,
M AER =A Bmstgdeh. =T TRETEFREGEE 5 2R)-S HEPH 197244 =
358 Lllel o sseAl=z = 93¢ AN d9d ddel BESEL 9RUTE
13{ A Eglont, 19794Rel & 355% Ll ke o 37sj4 == WA ke, 205% LUFE oF 259
A=z Fiste A EEERLTS tx 9SS & 5 Ak B Sl Rz
BEY WEL FHE S At £RIE ZEEHS B o & £EY 5Ed
HetA 455l A=t FAEE AR gt BEELEAAY REES oot =%
FEEMANA TR FHAL BEEGRA 3t RF T Bl BAd= &%) 3

Table 5. Age Distribution of Tuballigation Acceptors by Year (1972-1979)
FER BEFN SRES FH5F ¢ 1972-1979

Age
Year Total —24 25—29 30—34 35—39 40+
1972 100.0 11 12.2 29,2 343 23.2
1975 1000 L2 16.5 37.3 32.2 12.8
1976 100.0 - 13 16.0 41.0 33.9 7.8
1977 100.0 2.2 19.6 40.2 32.5 5.5
1978 ' 100.0 ‘ 2.8 20. 2 38.0 32.1 6.9
1979 100. 0 3.3 22.0 37.0 20,9 7.8

Source: KIFP, Service Statistics.
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Table 6. Estimated Age Specific Mortality Rate (ASMR) by Years since Stenhzatlon
THFH SRE RBEH 02 FRE BCE

Years
Age 1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15
20-24 5 12 21 30 40 49 60 72
25-29 5 14 23 31 46 58 72 87
30-34 5 16 28 41 57 73 93 —
35-39 7 21 36 54 75 — — —
40-44 9 29 - - — — — —

Note: -Over Age,
Source: Coale and Demany, Regional Model Li fe Tables and Stable Populations,

CE REGE 6 B2E)C s 4 EBI BUERE #Etd, ol & FE AK
EgA FARoD QAT BRESRS BT BEEGE 7 2RO #ES AT

% 7ol A REEREE 19794 4 HEFMENA 303, 5274, IMEFMIAA 620, 780452
2 & 24,3078 0% HES G oo e RMEES B ¥ Q979 BUFHER
o EREE 2B ARBRAIS~ME) T 1839484 Fitxn g

V. FifEFEd SEE BRE

S B EAA FF FEFH ZARZE B4 AL AAGR 8 2R BEX
FHTENS BRSE

=, A= WA FEEN 9t HRADHES} SHYRESE B 1990F)0A FE
B & BWRARREE #EFL(EE 9 BR);

A4, 44 L BEEEY HEADHE T THEBRE shoshd BEIFHRARE #
TEske,

AR, AAY BHHEN FEEET SOEE BHERE ASE BET THEFMES REsH
o = THFEM ZAEK AL 4 A& A$E BET TARES B

%, A2 BAEH A0 EES AnHEHE G A RRa 5 HEHN RiEAD T
BAERA sidete 15~44%8 REARE 43 BES FAEHS AnfEo= syt
A 2 EAEN ADHE 3T UHREY AD#EES A FAEM AnKEd Bite X
HowA #ES Po=, A kFT AR T d& AREGAL HEEINAT ole

7) KEaBlE HRE.
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Table 8. Natality Pattern
BAEHOA THRE

Exposed Status

Current Un- Lactating Fecundable Contracepting Naturally Dissolved

Age All  married Pregnant amenomic cohabiting (ster.) ster, married
15-19  100.0  97.4 0.9 10 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.0
20-24 100.0 62.5 12.5 - 13.7 3.9 7.0 0.1 0.3
2520 100.0 1.8 19.5 214 9.0 %5 L4 L4
30-3¢ 1000 2.1 8.3 9.1 10.8 64.7 - L5 3.5
35-39 - 100.0 0.7 2.2 2.4 9.9 67.0 12.5 6.1
40-44  100.0 0.3 0.4 0.4 8.3 47.0 32.1 1.5

Total  100.0  40.5 7.4 9.3 5.9 29.5 4.5 2.9

Source: 1) BOS & KIFP, The Korean National Fertility Survey, 1977.
2) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1979.
3) EPB, 1975 Population and Housing Census Report, 1977.
4) KIFP, 1979 Korean Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, (unpublished).

Figure 1. Natility Pattern
BAERUM TTHERRE
100%

P ——

1 Unmarried-

Pregnant

‘Lactating amenorrhic

2
‘ 3
- e , ;,/;//// 4 Facundable cohabiting
60 ‘ ' 6‘///// 5 Contracepting
‘ ' . | 6 Steriiization ’
: 7

_Naturally sterile

aﬂm_______,,”,r’igf 8 . Dissolved married

O -
157707 25 30 35 40 45 Age

Source: 1) BOS & KIFP, The Korean National Fertility Survey, 1977.
9) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1979.
3) EPB, 1975 Population and Housing Census Report, 1977.
4) KIFP, 1979 Korean Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, (unpublished)

oA AHEMERA FAA WHEREC S BAL HEESH st ATV o=
Asted FHAENS BAT HEEE HENDD, = MR QA EREAEHG 2l
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Table 9. Estimated Elegible Women among the (15-44 Age) Reproductive Female
Population

BEEHN T #E HREA

Year
1979 1980 - - 1985 1990
Female population(15-44 Age) 8, 897, 000 9, 079, 000 9, 966, 000 10, 832, 000
Ever married women 5,292, 006 5,447, 000 6,274, 000 7,185, 000
Currently married women 5,039, 000 5, 190, 000 5,996, 000 6, 862, 000
Currently married elegible women 4, 636, 000 4,781, 000 5, 574, 000 6, 390, 000
Exposed women 3, 147, 000 3, 221, 000 3,715, 000 4,334, 000
Less than 29 835, 000 892, 000 1, 146, 000 1, 180, 000
More than 30 2,312, 000 2, 329, 000 2, 569, 000 3,204, 000

MegRel 2 ¢ gt HEEES HESI o BRI oEZA SHEEAA QA X MR
+ ¥ 7 A= BES HESAS Y AAR FF THFN ZTARES HHE 9684 e
A BEZA S ST XBFET FOoE BERENRA THFMERS FEEHd ot &
E S A 28 Uk hedd BBER BET & A HEHES #ESdCh
5, BEAR Y THFMN ZAET BEEEA o1& A7 MAEHA AR At %
I 25 EBRT 4 vkl AEEBEE doldAl 2 Aok oA THMEBER Got
A& REFH TAEY HAEL 19854 oF 165 4E, 19914FdE oF 8 A E/ BES A
oleh, ey g 2x TNHMFMERE ASF Aold, €A TUFEW LRel ALs
HAE HAY BHMIAR T PHEZEBET AFAds BEYS 4 FF HRSH &
HEHELE (R 1009 #rd wbol 2ok RENA 19854 BED KRIE HHL oF
1,371,000 2.2 714 128,00044] A 2¢ RUZAHEES wobEal ohd dA¢ BirszA
BiE T THIERS R 2 Aok

aEE e veld BEADEES 24T A do = Hfs ' THFN SRREL o
w&rh? olel e A& SElvel BAS BEEBHS oF 308 BEste, 308 Lk AR
BAEA R = 1979% 202 BRETHFEA T °F 2,687, 0004 (F 58%)01= ol F EE it
REEH F9l Apxe oF 2,312, 0004 (28 FEETHEAY & 50%)02 #HESH, oF
MEZHEEE °F 1,003, 0004 (28 HEE THEAY 23%)d 2tz = = et

8) International Statistical Institute (ISI), World Fertility Survey, Guidline for the Country
Report, No,1, WFS/TECH, 194, 11th June 1975.
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o A HAERAS BHT o 1541 ki T oF 603 B FEEHEHRe] glom oF

LA R

0= BHES S Yok 74 ol & o 10AEE BiES BNCE THFHE
Weror, HATH, HHE 3 mr EEEASHI BES: ke BARTh BHE
REAESL o 6AE BE FENTG. = olE 3 TLE Wi kiEd BaR B
HEE HEe o3 BoE Aot EE 4o FLEF A% Tt webA HERel
G EkE AR 9t BABE W MN0OD BENE HEENE T =
9& Aoleh e WS MARMS EEos I Gz FUNREM W} L
WS (e 48us Ses 2

Table 10. Sterilization Target to Make Up 25 Percent in Currently Married Women

by Year (1980-1991)
sy SRIEEAT THERE 0 EE #iF317] 218t BER : 1980-1991

Currently Number of sterilization Currently sterilization

married acceptors to make up user in reproduction Targets

wemen 25% of currently married period (15-44 age)
Year (1 -~ women 2) 3 2-3)
1980 5,190 1,297 1,225 72
1981 ' 5,338 1,334 1,259 75
1982 5,488 1,372 1,283 ‘ 89
1983 - 5,649 ' 1,412 1,306 106
1984 5,818 1,455 1,345 110
1985 5,996 1,499 1,371 128
1986 6, 162 1,540 1,391 149
1987 6,321 1,580 1,462 118

. 1988 6,498 ) 1,624 1,487 137

1989 6, 581 1,645 1,507 138
1990 6,862 1,715 1,495 220
1991 7,033 1,758 1,539 ' 219

e~

doz mh 0KAA THFHE ¥R TR 1984 E 23 R 9% B D
TaEe BmAq A4S KB REEKE RESA 2 Aol 2 E4e A
A Wpee 1986 oF N AE K] o 2A Hrh ® o A 0K T
BFHS BETTh BHEEAS RA Bmtel 1086kt o 355 AE ABNA K

BEsE RS 2 Relw, B4R 0B THFMHE ¥RITHE T BEEE A%

g
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b 1986461 £ o 465 A= ko] walA ok
TG ez —F A% BEHE T dT THEFH AR deh) K2 £ 9
€717 HERBHREA & WA SE0lA Gond) THTH FREK 8 HHAEE
chest 2ol BE S (A 2 2R
5 G 2086 KA THFHS FBRATR 10800 HIRBHIREA ot @A 3
AL E 7L RS BAEA SIe, 198540l E oF 57 ALE, )3 10004)E o 543
& ok#d] o 2A Gk E Qo s @4 S0EMEY FHTHE BRE 3+ 19804

T

Figure 2. Estimated Proportion 6f Sterilization User Among The Exposed Women
(15-44 Age)
IR HAR THERBE R

Assumption 1: 200 thousand couples will be acceptied sterilization per year

RE 1: 5F 2082 XB7t FHEFHS DR ¥

!
Ll
(22%)

a (3;%} /// . /
a

R (21%) / (17%)/
(20%) /d//% /(474;@4

. ) 44%)7
4 v )
(6%)/// 510%) . (1096)
i/l N7/ 7 /

exposed women : 3,221,000 = eXposed women : 3, 715, 00¢ exposed women : 4, 384, 000
1980 1985 1990

Assumption 2: 300 thousand couples will be acceptied sterilization per year

BE 2: 5% 3082 RVl FEFHS IFY 49 '

< C
(9%) . (11%)
c a ///
(32%) (13";)
a
—_ d /
(62%)
4, . ,}‘)‘ /
/ (149 ),
", /
(79%)
A/// 0

exposed women : 4, 384, 000

exposed wemen @ 3, 221, 000
1980 1985 1990

Note; a: The proportion is not accepted sterilization of exposed women under 30 years old,

: The proportion is accepted sterilization of exposed women under 30 years Old,

: The propoertion is not accepted sterilization of exposed women 30 and over yeass oldr.
: The proportion is accepted sterilization of exposed women 30 and over years old,

ono T
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A7) A EE Edh) 19854 = oF 725]4lE, Ela 19904l oF 7631 ALE K] SlAl
=)ol 308 LLES MRERIREEG e BA F oF 853 A Es FYFME LA H = HR
2 oA FHeh

Table 11. Sterilization Acceptence Rate by Year by Yearly Target
FEN BESN T2 FEN THERE

Year
T 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
100, 000 25.5 26.0 2.1 2.0 25.8 95.2 24.4
150, 000 2.5 27.8 28.8 29:5 29.9 30. 0 29.8
200, 000 27.5 29.7 3.5 © 32.9 34,1 34.8 35.1
300, 000 29. 4 33.4 369 39.9  42.5 44.4 45.8
400, 000 31.3 37.2 42.3 46.8 50.8 54.0 56. 5

V. = 2 BB

B EEA R EEEN A BERARS Folr] AT B ASH s 2y
A oleq WHHES drbkE ¥Rk Sh=kEe HES FHESIE IHAA o
gEle] 2 4 gk webd X Sl AL BHEEHE ERes MHEFEY T 2EES
BT R e 2 ERE ddE

1) 19626 5-¢] 10794E7H" B Ko o8 M TS EEE 1,075, 6004 ©] g o7, ol
T A FEEMIA NHEFRE o5 BBEHE 024, 3008 (FBEFM ; 303,5004, JE
F4f 3 620,8008).0.82 ARBEA T F 1894=s L ==, THEEE o 14
SAEL FHEE Y FroE BESE #Hioz mEddch drd gRAREd A%
RIESAEHE Bashd @ 1,250,000402 FREMA T o 544EF S5 2 A
o] . o »

2) dom HE EEQYDAN FHEE¥ERS PHTGT BET 2+ BaEHN A
BT RIEEE ERAES B 18056 938, 000402 HEMBEA T F 16345
Ki#Ed] glom, 19914Fd]: 399,0004.02 HEMBEA F o 834AE KiEdA BHsH
2 Aoz #HEA

3) oleldt BES HEERS AR FF FHZA BRES B

N FHERAEL 53 AE £F08 A% HET 4% FEH FREREL 198587
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=] 1084 Kol =, 19854 LIRY-Bl 19914 7h< & FEH FHFH TREEEL F 15

A Koz BEA

=4 "k BE 2084 THERAERES BRI RES 19854 FHEFEl
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{Abstract)

- A Study on Prospect of Sterilization Acceptability

Young Sik Jang*

A strategy for increasing the rate of contraception in the Korean National Family
Planning Program has been persistent, and the focus is being laid on how to fulfill
the planned goal of contraception in what way. Especially among the various contra-
ceptive methods in national program, sterilization has been provided intensively as
a permanent contraceptive method for those who wish to no more children, Very
recently female sterilization has become unprecedentedly popular among currently
married women, As the need for sterilization increased drastically, the receptivity of
sterilization hereafter has been examined, those results are as follows:

1) A total of 1,075,600 people underwent sterility operation from 1962 to 1979
through government services, Among them current users in reproductive period amount
to 924,300 (vasectomy; 303,500, tuballigation; 620,800), whose number comprises 18
percent of the currently married women, The other 151,300 (14% of the total steril
ization acceptors) are presumably deleted from the current users due to overage and
death, However, when we add self-supported sterility acceptors, the current users
are estimated to be 1,250,000 which constitutes 25 percent of the currently married
women,

2) When we suppose sterilization will not be provided until a certain period of time,
the number of current users to be remained in the reproductive period are estimated
to be 938,000 (16% of the currently married women) by 1985, and 399, 000(8% of the
currently married Womén) by 1991.

3) Based on the results of this hypothesis and estimation, the prospect of steriliza-
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tion acceptability 1s examined as follows:

Firstly, when the sterilization rate continues to be kept at the rate of 25 percent,
the desired goal of sterilization per annual will reach 100,000 people by 1985; since
1985 until 1991 the aim will be met by 150, 000.

Secondly, when we suppose sterilizations are done for 200,000 people every year,
35 percent of currently married women (15-44 years old) will be remained by steri-
lization in 1985. This percentage means 68 percent of exposed women, older than 30
years, will be substantial current users. However, if 300,000 people go through ster-
ility operation per year, 44 percent will be current users in 1985 out of currently
married women (15-44 years old), which virtually will mark 87 percent of the
current users among the exposed women who are older than 30 years,

Therefore when contraceptive methods through government services are set up,
sterility operation method should not be put on too much emphasis as it has been,
Instead sterilization should be in properly combine with other methods to preference
of contraceptive users choose the ways as they like so that contraception could be

maximized,
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