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Table 1. Percent of Currently Married, Fecund, Non-pregnant Women Who Want
No More Children by Sex Composition of Existing Children, 1974 and

1979, Korea
HERE AR AS RIFEFL2 M5 BMT4E FEXl 2= bk

Family Sex 1974 % 1979
Size Composition Number Proportion Number Proportion

0 - 168 12.5 614 8.0

1 1MOF 267 16.5 835 22.5
OM1F 230 11.7 648 13.1

2 2MOF 224 77.0 849 82.9
IM1F 361 71.2 1,310 77.6

OM2F 112 35.7 371 34.8

3 3MOQF 128 93.8 386 94.8
2M1F 402 96.5 1, 200 98. 2

IM2F 252 81.7 897 87.2

OM3F 60 46.7 193 43.5

4 AMOF 49 100. 0 127 98. 4
3M 1F 180 98.9 554 99. 8

2M2F 302 97.7 840 99. 8

1M 3F 176 81.3 465 93.5

OM4F 31 54. 8 87 42.5

5 5MOF 27 96. 3 33 100.0
4M 1F 62 100. 0 156 99. 4

3M2F 145 99. 3 381 99.7

2M3F 170 99.4 477 99.2

IM4F 78 80. 8 264 92.8

OMS5F 16 43.8 37 40.5

All Samples 3,851¢ 74.2 11,602° 75. 2

Source : a) Korea, NBOS and KIFP (1977) T351.
b) KIPH, unpublished table from the Korean Contraceptive Prevalence
Survey (Tabulated by Ms. Hahm),

¢) includes women with 6 * children.
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Figure. Family Growth Tree by Sex Sequence, 1974, Korea
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Table 2. Expected Family Size Distribution Based on Woman’s Desire for Addi-
tional Children With and Without Preference for Sex of Children, 1974
and 1979 | Korea
FXE FESI= AL T4

Family 1974 1979
Size with sex without sex with sex without sex
X) preference preference preference preference
0 . 02545 .02545 . 02423 .02423
1 .13811 .16081 . 17506 .21955
2 .53620 .62658 . 54661 .62691
3 .23904 .18061 .20227 . 12698
4 . 04817 . 00655 . 04023 .00233
5 .00978 .00830
6 .00325 .00330
EX 2.189 1.982 2.097 1.864

ol 9ol {EH-E EIelx shglcl

= YR fFESe A ST AaFKES WAERBUT BT R JEs ®insks A
< & T AUrh 1974F = 4 RLLES] REOI(HA 1) FollA 6.125 A B2 (A 2)
T 0.667 Al =6l skl 9.3f% o<k 19794 o= o] A o] (#AI 1) 4 5,185 A E
7t sl (R 2) Bl 3 22 257 slcth

3. F%2 5ol DIXls &

ol 3t AR HMAE F& ol MEAFZ FHESIH £33 2ok A74 Bd 57
TLAF o A FaREANA obent 2lv KES| MR thEird Bthalel A
A2 —FHIT LS & T Ach 2 =k e FEAAE BEF T Adest
glertell =l WRREEA AR EoE Aol (KR 1) & R 2) ¥} HIRERCH
ol AT 9elvele] phEiFe BREF —UHELS & T Uek

MOEIF R QI3 FMRIsMe BB T2 LRE BKE SFLRENA 3ot
2 4 ok &, 1 B34 KEH= 1974F ) oA (BRI 1)o) (BEHI 2) 9] 15f%7}
=ar, 197940l = 43f57F ®eh 0 H4 ko] KEBE 197452 25€%l A 19795l =
570l #3et. #eld P TFARED TS FRe Bl KE] gokxl i K= %
FLFRELTES £2 LRE BRE K] B Aolehs Holslet. EEE= Park
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(1983) < 1974F &K 2 ol AL EEI vl vt F HED T FLFREIY AFL
FKhEodl A= 2 EE7E 1300 7F7Agl ot b TR EEed A 1025 AA T4 E
< 7HA KEEell A= 940 sk ot

2

Table 3. Expected Sex Distribution of Children With and Without Preference
for Sex of Children, 1974 and 1979, Korea
T2l MRS

1974 1979
Family Sex with sex without sex with sex without sex
a) a)

Size Composition preference preference preference preference
0 = . 02545 .02545 .02423 .02423
1 1MOF .08281 .08281 .11307 . 11307

OM1F .05530 .07799 .06200 .10648
2 2MOF .16619 .16619 . 16627 . 16627
1M1F .29775 -31301 .31093 -31317
OM2F .07226 .14739 .06941 . 14746
3 3MOF .02398 . 02467 .01674 .01735
2M1F .08309 .06970 .06173 .04900
1Mz F . 10249 . 06564 .09636 .04615
OM3F .02948 .02060 .02744 .01449
4 4MOF .00082 .00046 .00047 .00016
3M1F .00230 .00174 .00102 .00062
M2 F .01298 .00245 .00782 .00087
1M3F .02314 .00154 .02357 .00055
OM4F .00894 .00036 .00735 .00013
5 5MOF . 00000 .00000
4M1F .00001 .00000
3M2F .00016 .00001
2M3F .00287 (.00289) .00084 (.00085)
1M4F .00516 (.00638) .00549 (. 00591)
OMSF .00157 (. 80358) .00195 (. 00482)
6 .00325 .00330

a) Numbers in parentheses are the expected frequency of the first five

children with the specified sex composition and an additional child
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SEFLRES o) F7e] HE HRIF7; d& A% Holo]o] tol wo] BHFES
ol et Aotele] #o] FAHke U TAA Fioirl Sodue MRS TEERK
Bt ol 23t RoRsld E£429F 2rh o] XE A Bdd B4 249 oS5}
A ERE MR dvizks Hotolo Hom Q) HES WE Lz Xslxut
I kg gE Fd 349 otolE A MR Amotolst BHido|H 2234l
(1974) ol==k A o] ZRel® 41HAER =ch ol 3 ZEE T =27
A EEE #mngel FlE S KA 5 BEKEC) 2 HRE sotolst BRrA
0.113] 4E (1974) ol A@EZE] K3t LR dol+= 2.6 HAER EE 24ffel=
fREE BQlch =t ohvzl 3 ZRE 1979Fd oS Alsted HA 5RFEES] =
= R Fofolo] thol w2l 100f5LLE HebxlE #EEF =)

Table 4. Probability of Having Specified Number of Additional Children Depending
on the Sex of the First Child in the Presence of Sex Preference,
1974 and 1979, Korea

%i oto[e] R EIMMFLE THE FEE

Minimum

Number of First Child =M First Child =F

Children 1974 1979 1974 1979
2 .8350 .7750 .8830 . 8690
3 .2155 .1524 .4063 .3750
4 .0173 .0084 .1111 . 1006
5 .0011 .0002 .0264 .0243
6 .0001 .0000 .0068 .0070

N. £ %

ARGl e Fhol thell AR EEFZF AT A @A) Pe A (R 2)
o) iR HA RS mESIC Biliol IR XEARR-S 19749 3 19794 o 4
ENFRE vebd BfFTxe #Hofmpl EmTi FEEEGER L ol M
RFHERA olstd MSfiFe 3 BFHERES HEs L B BH T T8 2
2 HEAF BRSME Xaskadch AR A7 HEdl 34 EABRES HoLo
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Abstract

Estimating the Excess Births due to
Preference for Sex of Children

Chai Bin Park* Ph.D-Nam-Hoon Cho**

This study quantitatively estimates the impact on fertility of sex preference for sex of
children. For this purpose, expected number of births per woman and parity distribution
by sex composition of children have been calculated under two models: (a) in the absence
of and (b) in the presence of sex preference. Data used were from the 1974 and 1979 fertili-
ty surveys of Korea. The complement of the parity-sex-composition specific proportion of
women wanting no more children is taken as the probability of the next birth.

The excess births attributable to sex preference was 9.5 percent of all births under the
conditions of 1974 and 11.1 percent under those in 1979. Thus, the fertility impact of sex
preference is only moderate. The degree of such impact, however, is closely related to the
family size norm. It can become very large with the reduction of the family size norm. As
sex preference in Korea is essentially son preference, small families will mainly be compos-
ed of boys and large ones of girls; the situation may bear significant societal implications.
The sex of the first child plays an important role in the propensity to subsequently form

small or large families. Under the assumption of a continuation of the 1979 conditions, the

probability of having five or more children would be over 200 times greater if the first

child were a girl than if it were a boy.

» Professor of Public Health, University of Hawaii, USA and Research Associate, East-West Population
Institute, Honolulu, Hawaii, USA.
**  Senior Fellow, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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