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- . i HEARIEFE K HERE
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M. H%s
R N. SR % EE
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HIED A vl 2= A ERo =4 ERe| Fh, EREIVIRE, BRIHIKRE, %
ATESAEE, el FEE, ARG R HAMES I MEREEE SOl 23 B
it - LRy BER PRl XX uAl HES PIEFEIR S =4 A4 dade] Hof ghet
(Potter #t, 19653 Jain, 1969; Tietze, 1969). L2{1} 196041 Fub5-ef BHEEw EEIZK
T hLoR EAbsl B R o g HIEC A F AR o5 AWEN ERS T8

A vhd FIAIE I o) Aloll BERERNIR o} HAETTRE A BFFESE Bl o] Fof Kk
ole} g Z3g feElvetddlAE v HREE B ghedl, AA=Z HES 9

A= AR ERC At B ke BEMEE HIZETTEC AR Rugk, REE B BEAE
ol 3t ft& Ly BR PR Bol ol Felxiet. o2’ 7hEul Hlfol] Wiy F-Z
(1982) °] BF7i MEHRIHEES vl vk AHERAY JEEE = 4] £k obvlel WisEsR o] RKES
EY 5 A+ FEHEFEE 0] HEAES 22t M2 PEE & 5 ek L8t ol
5rEpell At BRI oha SRAIHUR AE AkehAdl g ol W B v
Zal=ojol & AL v ycl

Aol HEgRiERES] W3 R BE sl oha shueh 5, PFEES] PEHAYA =
gh, E& FHAERS Adel =hel HEURgAEI Sl B fEES Zelskar ek el =09l
(Hefnawy , 1983) = RARRGIIE L, ®PIARIEL, ZERE, 12| ®AGSEL 7HA] & HER

* A SRR (R KEABE A2
*k A O ERIEPTERE BREMER.
*rk A S REREE BERE KB Kz,
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HFet EFstL ol FEM T E o] Wil 2471 olel. 2ot & BT A
+ T2, (Bogue, 1970) & 5#iiikol wel &S Aeld o FIAERECS A2t
ToE& MR RBI &b = RiEssielh 5, iR 4 256 H12BRTH%7H2] doint A
THEgRHE, MR 288 7h =] 2] [ AAGE, Lol 28 LAtk HiPE i Akeloll A dof vt FERE
< 6% AL MERMEFER sholeh el =191, (1983) Y T22}l-$-E | (Braut , 1984) 8] #F%:
ol A AT & MEREFIY 2 RRSce] FHMASEE RS A BRI A ol&skxl X ol
= A BRgEel Al fEA S R E FEERBRAC 2t L@@ A S ko2 A Sl MR
o] FeiE KUl = IERESHA e 4 iyl siEeleh. 2eiuk Selvel A Sl #E
giAR-S ot AR A= ALHegrb#e, BHAWE, LelL JEES & BARYe E
Fetkoll RAIgle]l Ayl FAEKERelE WEY + Ackd ol Ef ¥ SrEER
ol o]8d 4 e RBIEERA, = HEMHITHA o FHHEERA BEA &

M + 3l& Fel=h

!

II. #f%Ee| Bm

HHEEKHEA deFS vl A F A= AL iEEEe A, el WEEme] Ea 2 7iE
Bg el 5 ol RIGIFE R A 2] elviel A2l HEURFEREKEES HlEst=vl A BF
Feel -l BE T o, olol gt Taldal Bry-2 vhZak eb A, MERH
RE2] K HEBME S FEHI 2 FHsted L FolE shetstazt sbH, =4, felvel WA
=2 it g - ADEEQl Frtfol whel MEURHAERS ko]l & MIE sk, 2ol Al A, BEHEER
B BRAHC o & MEMRIHFER S thErshaiz} ghet

. MERAE

1. HEREF

A prsel ol &=l E¥= BEA DREPEE ] 15~49i% BEmA S HASR Hi
g 19854 2 HiE ) ¥ KKREEEREZA dthk 3,400% 12| 2,554%, 1e|i
oMbk 4, 067K 0 o] 2,5404 0] & & S5 WEgR, HEE, BEgE, 1|3 olel ksl M
PRISEESIEC N gEoloh. AR 5, 0944 M-Sl MEHEEE S Bex] dE] AA
= 2] & 44~495% S FRAEE 47 A 8124 (i | 3034, RBMuLK  5094%) & ERAMEE o
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o 2| ik el 2,2514%, el L ERAARC] 2, 0314491 HEMR - HERE dfkelA Hasl &
WEgR F B 16, 5720F 7he ol A EEF MERD O MEIRRE R 7F K TS =) -2 26218 2] M
Y& A 213 16, 3104 2] HEHRS S HTERL R 83l oh

2. BHS| ot

L

MrgR, HPE == MERIFAECL 2 NE e MHREKRBIR A o3t Al Aol =2 AHke

A7l flHA = o FRERFE 02 e AL A gt BlESshod ok gk e} ol ¥t
Sl o1&t At A Er e ERMES 28 F doke flmd s Fou, A
o] Jjik (prospective approach)ell ¢|3F &gt - vb-> WyfElat 88 E|RSH7] o
off, B5-> FHAMN EER AL L& ol @EEHS 3| 425 dle idgtsts Hik
(retrospective approach) & ol ®shir ik, K FFEERIE o] Jikell 2o 45
Re=, oldA +3R 2te& A =Hel AAds] FHEA F 9o, AR HER B
a3k B ArE £ vk 538 ALKERSHE )
Foll= HEEKEER o} AbekE] g 4 lvh o]oh R K#ES] EREWIEY 4 A H
e o Aol A= 2wl Frtholl whel oF 257 A E LB BZERGR S (in-
flation factor) & M ok gbebir 5K (Bogue, 1970) kL ¢l =[ak, A ff7goll 4 = 224
A A ol HERIES FIM Sl vl B 55 Uaty] A Eol RG] A-8&olol
EEER S NEHZ Shrskadch

WEHR - HERE-S A 2] MESR=F HpE ] e 5 & sbEfdeel ARSI & RN s
Zhell 2 Gogkstz] dlwoll ZHle BN ol ks ol HE 4 o] uwla
R R g ol TRE kel whebd A BFREERIZF $Relal = 7150l EEEKEES}
ZR7E el strels 2 AEE IR ¥ AeE FE £ Ak BRGH RES
PRITEES] KAE-S & ool 2 Mhashel, Sl ik, 8 Lel o BEHEIRRED] 2ol
£ LB rhrsksdct

o

A2 el Al el 42 g A

N. SR { EE
1. MR X gRHFEKES] Bk

A BRI Gdm A 4, 2824 o) A BIEE ] HEIRRS R 7 T REMEURA = 16, 310[u] 0] =,
WEWR FRECE M= 5, 74810l ol et whebd fg A 1 AE P MR = 3. 81b], TLe]al MER
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Table 1. Frequency of Pregnancies and Pregnancy Wastages by Residence

Hoihl HER X OMEIRIHAER ELRE

Whole Country Urban Rural
(1) Number of Women 4,282 2,251 2,031
(2) Number of Pregnancies 16, 572 8, 309 8, 263
(3) Number of Currently Pregnant Women 262 142 120
(4) Number of Pregnancies Adjusted ((2)~(3)) 16, 310 8, 167 8, 143
(5) Number of Pregnancy Wastages 5,748 3, 297 2,451
(6) Mean Number :
@ Pregnancies (4)+(1)) 3.81 3.63 4.01
@ Wastages (5)+(1)) 1.34 1.46 1.21
M= 1.34mlo|ch (KR 1 2M). ol Wt 7F el Qv K#Eo R o) Ro] g2

®2.5% 9% atg 5+ oleul, o] kS T 198140 Gt HHEER 2.7 (T4t 1982) el
WISt glem e slA A BFEEK S EHatkel Sobe YRS veb £ ek K 4
Pre] #Ea s Jrebyh FYy KEgRY 3.8110l= F - 42(1982) 7} 19764F EHLS FFH ko] #iek
gk 4 .33 ok 2 KR QlH], o] = A BREER BERES] HiE ) Kito] kncl wrol

FEE =& ol T MENQ SAZ 48 + ek

1) WEBRMCSE WEURIMERCE % 4.01llo} 1.21M15)S S5 % of Mkol i kLS
ek S e A4S @ alvh £ Mk BRI C) B R A WIS KR
ol B Efo] ol ekel Bl MR Ml Fe 54 ne Asdos
ol ¥ A ol BAMIEO] AR el HE K] FrhE A4S SluAT
e},

0

FIER] MEURITRER 2| ML AR & AR K29 Zoh w4 195644-E 19854 7} %]
PR MR FEMF IS HEAR 1,0004F %2 ®ad 352,42 4 F - 4(1982) 7} #ist
2508t P Fob olob kX MEMRIMAERS] A5 & HERS FREAE ogiks v
T oldl HPES) PRl v 2l MEARETEES] NE S B o4 A THERb#Eo) 7Fg 2 v
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Table 2. Pregnancy Wastage Rates by Pregnancy Year and by Residence
IR MR R HESRIHFESR

Pregnancy Total Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%)
Year Number of  of Pregnancy . =
Preguncies Wesages 10 Dibeed  Spmarens Sulbin
Whole Country
1956~1960 71 2 28.2 14.1 14.1 -
1961~1965 821 73 88.9 40.2 35.3 13.4
1966~1970 2, 355 375 159.2 89.2 57.3 12.7
1971~1975 3,925 1,079 274.9 207.9 56.6 10. 4
1976~1980 4,959 2,019 407.1 333.1 63.7 10.3
1981~1985 3,911 1,932 494.0 412. 4 74.7 6.9
Unidentified 268 268 1,000.0 847.0 153.0 =
Total 16, 310 5,748 352. 4 279.1 63.5 9.8
Urban
1956~1960 24 = = = - =
1961~1965 278 37 133.1 46. 8 68.3 18.0
1966~1970 1,052 213 202.5 131.2 58.9 12. 4
1971~1975 1,922 600 3122 246.6 58.3 7.3
1976~1980 2,536 1,128 444. 8 362. 8 72.6 9.5
1981~1985 2,165 1,129 521..5 438.3 75.1 8.3
Unidentified 190 190 1,000. 0 826.3 173.7 -
Total 8, 167 3, 297 403.7 324.6 70.0 9.1
Rural
1956~1960 47 2 42.6 21.3 21.3 =
1961~1965 543 36 66. 3 36.8 18.4 11.1
1966~1970 1, 303 162 124.3 55.3 56. 0 13.0
1971~1975 2,003 479 239.1 170.7 54.9 13.5
1976~1980 2,423 891 367.7 302.1 54.8 11.1
1981~1985 1,746 803 459. 9 380.3 74.5 5.2
Unidentified 78 78 1,000. 0 897.4 102. 6 -
Total 8, 143 2,451 301.0 233.5 57.0 10.6
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a2k sha ek, &, 2fk HHRIEEES] £ 80 A EE xSt gl ALKHRG#E
L MR 1, 000468 279.10|=, BARMES FEES 27 63.52F 9.824 ©|v|jt K
olg} & & vk oled FHRE T & o felviel BAL £ HHRHAERS MEIRRE
o] BERMBEE H-MENo 2 JelW T+ BRME Y FEEAN 23 Ao ohr] «iF
ol RIEERMES A71E + Adckze 2 F 9ok 2 ol f5 ATHERPHEC] BRskxe
< MRS 2 Qldle] EES vt Erobw FF SubE MIHE S Sebed T K& (K
TAIZ F+ & Aoln, wels] £tk WHRHEER =3 TS 2 Ao 7lus7] =
Eolrh

MEPREER-S | el AL Hhnsl o3 gledl, olv ALMURFMES] FEH 4
Aot —FSH L do] ALMEIRFHEIAEA 23
1970 FukR-e) 1985% ol o] 27|7k2] ol2igt M+ F=8f 2 Al @ae] HHSHA &
+ + gk, BRWMES Bl 245 ozt AsFAd dot, 2 Ko = Hol Rt
FIEE #7118 =& obvich 3, & - BARES FER #bs 2o @it o
— HHS AU S B 5 Utk 5, FEETA =tel 209l HHRERERKYEE
AbsElbal glom, i, BAfo]l thiko] ALMIRFMKEES B deFe L et
RS Hegrel ow MEPR 1, 00044 % &N o] MEARIMFESR-> 403. 7900l [Kske] AT
& 301.022 Effo] AN woh B Tal=149)5(1983) 7 Mol A E &Rtall A4 B RiftgE
KEES MIRIMEES] 24. 43 A E 2 #HESIL Udedll o] AL el el BiTe] BARMEK
#<q) 57.0q wlm" U}

ofN
rulo

O ) 2 =
= 2] 3 3l2a 4 flsl 59

|

rlo

2. BAS| Fi U K RSER WL

AREY s = o] T Higrst HEREE Tal F71 o 2ol Fieell el Kk
HEERo] & + ot BES AEMo|ch oladdt 7HAdl W3t el F£3edlA Ak
T e WHREFER] 7H & TS 30~34EF 224 #EgR 1, 0004E 380.0
o=, I t}-go| 25~29i%A¥ © 2 358.9¢|c}. MK 1976FFEKE FIHSIS Szt F - %
(1982) o] @i ol vl wateb= MEPRIEFER] 7 =2 FMEHE A S HRE &
whAl FRp ol WolA L && & 7 dedl, olv JA| IutE WIEFEC] welx
AAY ohvd BEX = HE = Foll ¥ ATHRPHES] daFS voh gel ¥ Qe
Aoz AT + Uk AT K [l RAFI v 30~345%EE, =]l 25~29
BEE S MURNEERC] & RS A4 ghellA A A siuke}l o] ATHgRP#EC] 7HE B ol
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Table 3. Pregnancy Wastage Rates, Mean Number of Pregnancy and Pregnancy Wastage by Age and by Residence
Hotgkhl FESREAR A MEURIHFER, FiH MREE X MIRHFEE

Age Number Total Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%q) Mean Number of
of Number of  of Pregnancy Total Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth Pregnancy Pregnancy (Induced
Women Pregnancies Wastages abortion abortion wastage abortion)
Whole Country
15~19 12 12 2 166.6 83.3 83.3 - 1.00 0.17 (0.08)
20~24 431 586 187 319.1 201.4 107.5 10.2 1.36 0.43 (0.27)
25~29 1,153 3,029 1,087 358.9 262.5 85.8 10.6 2.63 0.94 (0.69)
30~34 1,012 3,947 1,500 380.0 30L.0 67.1 11.9 3.90 1.48 (1.17)
35~39 853 4,061 1,429 351.9 287.9 56.9 7.1 4.76 1.68 (1.37)
40~44 821 4,675 1,543 330. 1 274.0 46.2 9.8 5.69 1.88 (1.56)
Total 4,282 16, 310 5,748 352.4 279.1 63.5 9.8 3.81 1.34 (1.06)
Urban
15~19 5 4 1 250.0 = 250.0 = 0.80 0.20 { =)
20~24 224 279 101 362.0 250.9 100. 4 10.8 1.25 0.45 (0.31)
25~29 656 1,704 689 404.3 301.1 91.5 11.7 2.60 1.05 (0.78)
30~34 551 2,090 850 406. 7 324.4 70.8 11.5 3.79 1.54 (1.23)
35~39 452 2,105 871 413.8 354.9 54.2 4.8 4.66 1.93 (1.65)
40~44 363 1,985 785 395.5 323.9 63.0 8.6 5.47 2.16 (1.77)
Total 2,251 8,167 3,297 403.7 324.6 70.0 9] 3.63 1.46 (1.18)
Rural
15~19 7 8 1 125.0 125.0 = = 1.14 0.14 (0.14)
20~24 207 308 86 280.1 156.4 114.0 9.8 1.48 0.42 (0.23)
25~29 497 1,325 398 300. 4 212.8 78.5 9.1 2.67 0.80 (0.57)
30~34 461 1,857 650 350.0 274.6 63.0 12.4 4.03 0.41 (1.11)
35~39 401 1,956 558 285.3 215.7 59.8 9.7 4.88 1.39 (1.05)
40~44 458 2,690 758 281.8 237.2 33.8 10.8 5.87 1.66 (1.39)
Total 2,031 8,143 2,451 301.0 233.5 57.0 10.6 4.01 1.21 (0.94)
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Table 4 .Pregnancy Wastage Rates, Mean Number of Pregnancy and Pregnancy Wastage by Marriage Cohort and by Residence
HIR EIEDSER MIREER, T RO X HRHEEY

Marriage Number Total Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates (%) Mean Number of
Cohort of Number of  ofPregnancy Total Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth P regnancy Pregnancy (Induced
Women Pregnancies ~ Wastages abortion abortion wastage  abortion)

Whole Country

1956~ 1960 120 799 233 291.6 252.8 31.3 7.5 9.66 1.94 (1.68)
1961~ 1965 497 2,922 920 314,9 267.6 37.3 9.9 5.88 1.85  (1.57)
1966~1970 699 3,644 1,332 365.5 294.7 60.9 9.9 5.21 1.91 (1.54)
1971~1975 930 4,021 1,512 376.0 305. 1 61.9 9.0 4.32 163 (1.32)
1976~ 1980 1,079 3,573 1,331 372.5 2717.9 84.0 10.6 3.31 .23 (0.92)
1981~1985 957 1,351 420 310.9 202.8 97.0 1.1 1.41 044  (0.29)
Total 4,282 16,310 5,748 352.4 219.1 63.5 9.8 3.81 1.34 (1.06)
Urban
1956~ 1960 3 252 93 369.0 329. 4 35.7 4.8 7.00 258  (2.31)
1961~ 1965 175 1,023 400 391.0 332.4 49.9 8.8 5.85 229 (1.9
1966~ 1970 389 2,005 834 416.0 347.1 60.8 8.0 5.15 2.14 (1.79)
1971~1975 485 2,079 882 424.2 355.0 61.6 7.7 4.29 1.82  (1.52)
1976~ 1980 605 2,023 822 406.3 305.0 91.0 10.4 3.34 1.3 (1.02)
1981~1985 561 785 266 338.9 225.5 99.4 14.0 1.40 0.47  (0.32)
Total 2,251 8,167 3,297 403.7 324.6 70.0 9.1 3.63 146  (1.18)
Rural
1956~ 1960 84 547 140 255.9 217.6 29,2 9.1 6.51 .67 (1.42)
1961~1965 322 1,889 520 273.8 232.8 30.5 10.5 5.90 161  (1.37)
1966~1970 310 1,639 498 303.8 230.6 61.0 12.2 5.29 1.61 (1.22)
1971~1975 445 1,942 630 324. 4 251.8 62.3 10.3 4.36 1.4 (110
1976~1980 474 1,550 509 328.4 242.6 74.8 11.0 3.27 .07 (0.79)
1981~1985 3% 566 154 272.1 171.4 93.6 7.1 1.43 0.39  (0.24)
Total 2,031 8,143 2,451 301.0 233.5 57.0 10.6 4.01 121 (0.94)




A sk gledl Z1QlE ol E + Uk

T I MERIEEE IO A AT AFehS 20~245%BE ol A EHARIRER ] HEGE 1, 0004
% 107.52A4 fhiFEws £ et 953 ok o] FBE mA 1 ANE FE iR
Elg ol HERISFEOIE A TR E 5 v 2ehe] 2o, BRWME ako] £ AL 2o
£ AL o] FEEEol 3 BEFEEES] B o Jdoch

FREI MESRIMEER S BME BRAH-S ek BATHIR A A = o] v] A £EPKEES] 5
AL Az 22 el F3 ek cbuk ol A HHREEER ] M =L FREE
2 35~39% 24 HEEE 1, 000#FE 413.8& vebo] fEIK#EC A B odF 30~34i%EF |
380.0Rc} YO 2 =S Wuk obuizl I KH#E =3I AR AolE T2 EA vER
I deh

ch-& Mg TS E| WEYRIGEER S BMEE B K4 oF 2ok FHOMHIRE= 1960 LL
Al LS EfFoll A whr o] -2 tHaE KA ubdshx 6. 7E o] vk 1§ AlS Holx 1981
~1985%F fE#l TS ERFl A = 1.418lF Ho|iL vk KIS iMF T Bl o2&
MRS 1o4lagl A2 o] 2] 2L A S FLA =t T Ae HEETE
Moz alda 4 o] o] M 22 MiRIaIE ol + Ach HHRIHEERS 1B
ASERE Be, 4 Kiko] 4 E 1971~19754 #5445 TS ERfo] 376.008 713 &o
=, I ch-go] 1976~1980%4 #E4E TS ERfo|ct(EK 4 A x). ol T WHMEE TS ERF|
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Table 5. Pregnancy Wastage Rates by Pregnancy Order and by Residence
iRl MEARIEAIRY HESRIEIFESR

Pregnancy Total Number Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates (%)
Order of of Pregnancy Total Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth
Pregnancies Wastages abortion abortion

Whole Country

1st 4,049 616 152.1 65. 2 73.4 13.6
2nd 3,607 769 213.2 132..0 71.3 10.0
3rd 2,942 1,001 340.2 270.2 61.9 8.2
4 th 2,161 1,007 466.0 392.9 64.3 8.8
5th 1,404 771 549.1 492.9 46.3 10.0
6 th 873 575 658. 6 603.7 48.1 6.9
7th or over 1,274 1,009 792.0 744.9 42.4 4.7
Total 16, 310 5,748 352.4 279.1 63.5 9.8
Urban
st 2,122 372 175.3 78.7 81.1 15.6
2nd 1, 854 468 252.4 165.0 79.8 7.6
3rd 1,471 637 433.0 355.5 71.4 6.1
4 th 1,035 579 559. 4 485.0 63.8 10.6
5 th 650 405 623.1 566. 2 52.3 4.6
6 th 414 308 744.0 693. 2 48.3 2.4
7th or over 621 528 850.2 801.9 43.5 4.8
Total 8, 167 3,297 403.7 324.6 70.0 9.1
Rural
Ist 1,927 244 126. 6 50.3 64.9 11.4
2nd 1,753 301 171.7 97.0 62.2 12.5
3rd 1,471 364 247.5 184.9 52.3 10.2
4 th 1, 126 428 380.1 8.2 64.8 7.1
5 th 754 366 485.4 429.7 41.1 14.6
6 th 459 267 581.7 522.9 47.9 10.9
7 th or over 653 481 736.6 690. 6 41.3 4.6
Total 8, 143 2,451 301.0 233.5 57.0 10.6
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Table 6. Wastage Rates,Mean Number of Pregnancy and Pregnancy Wastage by Pre-marital Working Experience and by

Residence

HotRl FEIEET IERLERARR MIRHIEE, TIHOfIREIE X HHREER

Working Number Total Number Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates (%) Mean Number of
Experience of of of Pregnancy ) Induced  Spontaneous  Stillbirth  Pregnancy  Pregnancy(Induced
Women*  Pregnancies  Wastages abortion  abortion wastage abortion)
Whole Country
Ever worked 2,028 6, 188 2,421 B4 302.0 80.5 8.7 3.05 123 (0.92)
(White collar) (750) (2,105) (839) (398.6) (304.5) (87.9) (6.2) (2.81) (1.12) (0.85)
(Blue collar) (1,278) (4,083) (1,582) (387.5) (300.8) (76.6) (10.0) (3.19) (1.24) (0.96)
Never worked 2,250 10, 107 3,324 319.0 265. 3 53.2 10.4 4.49 1.48 (1.19)
Total 4,218 16, 295 5, 745 352.6 279.2 63.6 9.8 3.81 1.34 (1.06)
Urban
Ever worked 1,262 3, 863 1,624 420.4 328.5 82.1 9.8 3.06 129 (1.01)
(White collar) (516) (1,414) (576) (407.4) (302.0) (97.6) (7.8) (2.74) (1.12) (0.83)
(Blue collar) (746) (2,449) 1,048 (427.9) (343.8) (73.1) (11.0) (3.28) (1.40) (1:13)
Never worked 988 4,302 1,673 388.9 321.2 59.3 8.4 4.35 1.69 {1.40)
Total 2,250 8,165 3,297 403.8 324.7 70.1 9.1 3.63 1.46 (1.18)
Rural
Ever worked 766 2,325 797 342.8 258.1 77.8 6.9 3.04 1.04 (0.78)
(White collar) (234) (691) 263 (380.6) (309.7) (68.0) (2.9) (2.95) (1.12) (0.91)
(Blue collar) (532) (1,634) 534 (326.8) (236.2) (82.0) (8.6) (3.07) (1.00) (0.73)
Never worked 1,262 5, 805 1,651 284. 4 223.8 48.8 119 4.60 1.31 (1.03)
Total 2,028 8,130 2,488 301.1 233.6 57. 1 10.5 4.01 1.21 (0.94

* 4 cases were excluded
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Table 7. Pregnancy Wastage Rates, Mean Number of Pregnancy and Pregnancy Wastage by Family Planning Status

and by Residence

HWiR BRI MORRER, T RO X HRHEFER

Family Planning Number ~ Total Number Total Number Pregnancy Wastage Rates (%) Mean Number of
Status of of of Pregnancy Total Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth Pregnancy Pregnancy (Induced
Women  Pregnancies ~ Wastages abortion abortion wastage  abortion)
Whole Country
Current user 2,897 12, 362 4,453 360. 2 269.9 54.0 9.3 4.27 1.54 (1.27)
(Sterilization) (1, 693) (7,553) (2,644) (350. 1) (291.1) (48.7 (10.2) (4.66) (1.56) (1.30)
(Others) (1,204) (4, 809) (1,809) (376.2) (305.9) (62. 4) (7.9) (3.99) (1.50) (1.22)
Past user 560 2,044 793 38.0 287.7 87.1 13.2 3.65 1.42 (0.64)
Never user 825 1,904 502 263.7 1.4 100.0 9.4 231 0.61 (0 36)
Total 4,282 16,310 5,748 352.4 279.1 63.7 9.8 3.81 1.34 48
Urban
Current user 1,567 6,398 2,587 404.3 340.1 56.7 7.5 4.08 1.65 (1.39)
(Sterilizatin) (879) (3,845) (1,528) (397.4) (337.3) (5L.8) (8.3) (4.37) (1.74) (1.48)
(Others) (688) (2,553) (1, 059) (414.8) (344.3) (64.2) (6.3) {3.71) (1.54) (1.28)
Past user 283 942 434 460.7 340.8 103.0 17.0 3.33 1.53 (1.13)
Never user 401 827 276 333.7 186.2 135.4 12.1 2.06 0.69 (0.38)
Total 2,251 8, 167 3,207 403.7 324.6 70.0 9l 3.63 1.46 (1.18)
Rural
Current user 1,330 5,964 1, 866 3129 250.5 511 11.2 4.48 1.40 (1.12)
(Sterilization) (814) (3,708) (1,116) (301.0) (243.3) (45.6) (12.1) (4.56) (1.:37) (1.11)
(Others) (516) (2, 256) (750) (332.4) (262.4) (60.3) (9.8) (4.37) (1.45) (1.15)
Past user 21 1,102 359 325.8 242.3 73.5 10.0 3.98 1.30 (0.96)
Never user 424 1,077 226 209.8 130.0 72.4 7.4 2.54 0.53 (0.33)
Total 2,031 8, 143 2,451 301.0 233.5 57.0 10.6 4.01 1.21 (0.94)
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Abstract

Measuring Pregnancy Wastages in Korean Women

Sea Baick Lee*, Ph. D. - Im Jun Lee** - Bong Ja Yun***

The data for the present study was derived from a nation wide sample of urban and rural
areas with the 5,094 women aged 15~49 years. Pregnancy wastage in this study refers to the in-
complete termination of birth by induced abortion, spontaneous abortion and stillbirth.

The main purpose of the study was to measure the level of pregnancy wastage in Korea. The
mean number of pregnancy wastages was found to be 1.34 with 1.46 for urban and 1.21 for
rural. Of the 5,748 pregnancy wastages observed from 1956 through 1985, 279.1 per 1,000
pregnancies were classified as terminated by induced abortion, 63.5 per 1,000 by spontaneous
abortion and 9.8 per 1,000 by stillbirth, giving an overall pregnancy wastage of 352.4 per 1,000
pregnancies. Overall, approximately 80 per cent of all pregnancy wastages were resulted by in-
duced abortion. The data also revealed that the level of pregnancy wastage rate of 403.7 for ur-
ban area is higher than the level of rural of 301.0 per 1,000 pregnancies. It is also appeared that
the pregnancy wastage rates for women using contraception was higher than the those women
in the absence of contraception. The reason for this difference might be explained by induced

abortion experiences after the unsucessful use of contraception.

* Professor, School of Public Health, Seoul National University.
«*Senior Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
##xProfessor, College of Medicine, Seoul National University.

40



	韓國 婦人의 姙娠消耗水準 推定
	Ⅰ. 序論
	Ⅱ. 研究의 目的
	Ⅲ. 研究方法
	Ⅳ. 分析結果 및 考察
	Ⅴ. 結論
	參考文獻
	Abstract


