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IIEAE aY HEUEg—6D)
F.P. Workers Status(Apr. —Jun. )

(E D Table 1
Provincial workers Health Center workers Eup or Myun workers
Month| “Authorized Authorized Authorized ﬂ
Positions | L1eeMt | “Pogition | Lresent | “pogirions |  Fresent
Apr. 22 21 898 859 1,473 1,414
May 22 21 898 874 1,473 1,429
June 22 21 898 874 1,473 1,443
A .z 71EHE el 348
F.P. Workers Vacancies (69 &A])
(K2 Table 2
Health Center workers Eup or myun workers
Province LYo " )| Kuthorized] prosont )

Positions resen , Vacancy | Positions | Y™ | vacancy

Seoul 174 167 4.0

Pusan 71 64 9.9
Kynggi 97 o7 — 195 195 -
Kangwon 63 60 4.7 111 109 1.8
Chungbuk 40 39 2.5 104 104 —
Chungnam 64 64 — 179 173 3.4
Jeonbuk 59 57 3.4 162 161 1.0
Jeonnam 101 99 2.0 231 229 1.0
Kyungbuk 129 129 — 251 241 4.0
Kyungnam 90 89 1.1 227 219 3.5

. . s

Jeju 10 9 10.0 13 12 7.7
Total 898 874 2.7 1.473 1. 443 2.0
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1972 BRI (19 ~69)oll BURSRIEET BIS3Ee] St o= & b2 APt
& 547,332 0 9l e}, BAEFS] WMEN ST W= B 36.8%, TF
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2 © iz
T T =

255 (49 ~69) T FAEE 97,1589 0 2 14719 EfE(80,9904)
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Y §iEERS ZAE Be st §iEE BE BE 1000 dde] 49
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EAREIR(1Y ~69 )0 F5-= fafirs u2 i SAEEE 178, 1489 o2 4
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22z NaMNga® @E~6ED
—IUD Achievement (Apr. —June)

(R 2 Table 3
Achievement Cumula-
Province [ AT o e o [P ¢ [ | |
Seoul 38,000 3,93310.4| 4,461|11.7| 4,145|10.9| 19,03250.1] 11
Pusan 17,000, 1,711)10.1 2,310/13. 6| 1,948[11.5] 9,523/56.0| 7
Kyunggi 33,000 4,750/14.4| 4,508|13.7 3,605|10.9| 21, 892/66. 3 1
Kangwon 20, 000 1,858 9.3 2, 050|10. 3 2,136|10.7| 10, 662/53. 3 9
Chungbuk | 17000 1,627/ 9.6 1,72510.1 1,449 8.5 10,60262.4 5

Chungnam 28,000 4,035/14.5| 2,806(10.0 2,007| 7.4| 18,524/66.2 2



Teonbuk 26,000 2,928|11.3| 2,896/11.1] 1,915/ 7.4| 16,568(63.7| 3
Jeonnam 40,000, 4,967|12.4] 5,412/13.5| 2,989 7.5 23,985/60.0f 6
Kyungbuk 44,000 3,697| 8.4 4,292/ 9.8/ 4,167| 9.5 24,309/55.2 8
Kyungnam 34,000 4,853(14.3| 4,214/12.4| 2,88¢| 8.5| 21,51563.3] 4
Jeju 3,000 244 8.1 297] 9.0 267| 8.9 1,‘536 51.2| 10
Total 300, 000 34,603|11.5 34,971)11.7| 27,584] 9.2| 178, 148:59. 4
(B 1) g¥ ERZ ANEAFU~ED
Fig. 1—Loop Acceptors (Apr. ~Jun.)
@) ~
{Person) —— 1G7]
300,000 ~ 1972
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100,000}
0 1 ! 1 1 1 ' ] i } 1 1 J
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2k Ao FFHres O #ilrEs 6112902 17519 HER
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i ERlEE ALl 87.7%, FAH 71.9%2 F35 AAEE nel i

W, AF 23.5%, 3% 4.5%2 Az Efigelt. 343 AF=E WEE
d= BEES 76.3%, 27.1%°] 23 A& 73] FAAE FUFAFEER
o) ¥ BWRE FUst AAAL ATk T Aelh
E2rs NYHAFUE~6ED
Sterilization Achievement (Apr. —Jun, )
(R D Table 4
Achievement Cumul- .
Provin Annual . / o
rovinee target Achlev.‘ o, |[Achiev. | o [Achiev. | o glﬁsngan % [Rank
April | 7° | May ° | June °©
Seoul 3,000 384[12. 8 440(14. 7 336|11.2| 2,63087.7| 1
Pusan 1,300 168/12. 9 179(13. 8 163|12. 5 035(71.9] 2
Kyunggi 2,100 211[10. 0 222/10. 6 213|10.1| 1,387|66.0/ 3
Kangwon 1, 300 142[10. 9 176[13.5 181[13.9 738[56.7| 4
Chungbuk 1, 000 85| 8.5 107[10.7 81| 8.1 47147.1| 8
Chungnam 1, 800 167/ 9.3 110} 6.1 100| 5.¢€ 801[44.5| 10
Jeonbuk 1,700 1,764[10.4 174110. 2 129 7.6 936[55. 1| 5
Jeonnam 2, 600 305[11.7 319(12.3 176/ 6.8 1,349/51.9] 7
Kyungbuk 2,900 223| 7.7 276 9.5 220 7.6/ 1,340/46.2] 9
Kyungnam 2,100 217/10. 3 23211. 0 170/ 8.1| 1,106/52.7] 6
Jeju 200 13 6.5 8l 4.0 9 4.5 47123.5) 11
Total 20, 000l 2,00110.5| 2,243]11.2 1,778 8.9 11,740/58.7
(@ 2> e 2oz AFU~6ED
Fig. 2—Sterilization Operation (Apr. —Jun.)
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2SN AZUgE~6ED)
Condom Achievement (Apr. —Jun.)

(£ 5 Table 5
i Achievement; Average
Province Mtgt{lgtgg ¥ Ajgl;)lreﬁr ‘ o I Achlev py A(j&;eg % (J_?Shé 7% Rank
Seoul 20,000 21,132[105.7 21,115/105.6/ 21,365(106.8 19,391 97.0 9
Pusan 8,000 10, 844|135. 6 9,397/117.5| 8,581|107.3| 8,140[101.8 7
Kyunggi 16,000| 16,542/103. 4| 16,498/103.1| 16,207|101.3| 16,511{103.2 5
Kangwon 11,000 11,164|101.5 6,858 62.3 13,701/124.6/ 10, 756 97.8 8

Chungbuk 8,000 7,501| 93.8  8,165/102.1 9, 148|114.4] 38,201j102. 5 4

14,000 18,572/132.7 16,662/119.0 15,706/112.2( 16,420(117.3 1

Chungnam

Joonbuk | 13000 14251109.6 12,988 99.9 12,895 99.2 13,416103.2 5
Jeonnam 20,000 27,373]136.0| 21,275(106. 4 26,069 130.3| 23,450[117.3 1
Kyunghuk 22,0000 22,047|100.2| 22,267|101.2| 24,499(111. 4] 22,883|104.0 3
Kyungnam 16,000| 15,163| 94.8 13,019| 81.4| 15,901| 99.4 15,135/ 94.6| 10
Jeju 2,000 1,709] 85.5 1,787 89. 4 1,732 86. 6] 1,696 84.8 11
Total 150, 000| 166, 298100. 9| 150, 031/100. 0| 165, 804(110. 5| 155, 997|104. 0|




(@ 3 o 2= MNEATU~EE)
Fig. 3—Condom Users (Apr. —Jun.)
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HE T/of AHAYURI~ERD
Oral Pill Achievement (Apr, —June)

(K 6 Table 6

Provi Vonth] Achievement Average

rovince onthly - - ; -|Jan. — | %

Achiev. . A . : © [Rank

st | SR T o P | o v | 2|

I

Seoul 30,000] 14,509| 48.4| 15,819 52.7; 18,367| 61.2{ 14,350 47.8 11
Pusan 13, 000 6,535 50.3 7,064| 54. 3‘ 6, 787| 52.2 7,272| 55.9| 10



Kyunggi 27,000] 28,334/104.9| 28,201/104.4| 29,158108.0| 32,764{121.3
Kangwon | 17,000 15,108 88.9 15,220| 89.5 16,763 98.6 14,246 83.8
Chungbuk | 14,000] 12,375 88.4| 11,816 84.4| 12,150| 86.8| 12,093 86.4
Chungnam | 25,000 2,156 88.6| 22,538 90.2| 22,067| 88.3| 25,465101.9
Jeonbuk 22,000 14,228 64.7| 13,591 61.8 12,802 58.2 13,446 61.1
Jeonnam 33,000| 29,178 88.4| 33,487| 92.4] 31,173| 94.5| 27,960| 84.7
Kyungbuk | 38,000 38,067|100.2 39,027/102.7| 38,543/101.4 37, 903|100.0
Kyungnam | 28,000 22,381] 79.9] 23,018/ 82.2| 22,591| 80.7| 28,826[103.0
Jeju 3,000 2,428 80.9| 2,565| 85.5 2,426| 80.9] 2,439 81.3
Total 250, 000{ 205, 299| 82.1 209, 346 83.7| 212, 827| 85. 1| 201, 447| 80. §
(B 4 YEYHE Z|get HZAEU~6ED
Fig 4. Oral Pill Acceptors (Apr. ~Jun.)
@) r
(Person) o smsmmse 1971
e = 1972
300,000p=
200.000f— /";;—“:;:;_:,:——-”‘ S
100,000~
0 | | | | | 1 ! 1 ! | ] J
El o, Mar. Apr. May Jun. July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec.

— 14



I BHRA X #iERA

g2 2=
201 T F= fifirEd F2E AAS ¥ 6fAC] AFHE T oA
WAS HEfrET 23,6019 o 2 240 B 97, 1587 <) 24. 3%l & &3tk H Yl
2 HEARE 7attd] 49 26.5%,59 23.2%, 69 22.9%°)w, 197149}
st nm o 491971 27.4%),59 (19719 28.7%),6€ (19714 26.9%)
ol MiFER Y FHAR] Fadstolr)
19548 6974 AT oz £z PHAS FHEAY H5Mis 247 73.8
%, 26.2%% WItEE(72.9%, 27.1%)x. v} FiEAZe] 7239
i BH FRARS AR, Ay, 50 34.1%5 & & #iiEEe 1/30
Aol FBAERA /M4 B2 g polE b A& 6.0%, ¥4kl 9.4%
2 oo}F e RS neldh, A% A ASE AL A 6 Hof
B Jelst AATE & F
FHEAZC] &2 e
A ¢ de A g

5932 449 Al 25 A A FEAL A8 A
4F ¥ Wast ddw Aadd

g%z £ - HeIFte| v|E~63D
Percent of IUD 1st Insertions and Reinsertions (Jan. —Jun.)

(&R D Table 7
Province No. of IUD insertions Per cent
Total 1st insertion | Reinsertion | 1st insertion | Reinsertion

Seoul 19, 032 17, 886 1,146 94.0 6.0
Pusan 9,523 8, 632 891 90. 6| 9.4
Kyunggi‘ 21, 892 17,053 4, 839 77. 9 22.1
Kangwon 10, 662 8, 328 2, 334 78. 1 21.9
Chungbuk 10, 602 6,995 3,607 66.0 34.0
Chungnam 18, 524 12,871 5, 653 69.5 30.5
Jeonbuk 16, 568 10, 917 5, 651 . 65. 9 34.1
Jeonnam 23, 985 16, 744 7,241 69. 8 30.2




Kyungbuk 24, 309 16, 673 7,636 68.6 31.4
Kyungnam 21,515 14,171 7, 344 65.9 341
Jeju 1,536 1,279 257 83.8 16.7
Total 178, 148 131, 549 46,599 73.8 26.2

Y 22z = - X MYURel v E2UE~6ED
Percent of IUD Ist Insertions and Reinsertions (Apr, —June)

(K & Table 8
April May . June
Province R _— ( - - [ -
1st insertion| Reinsertion/ist insertion| Reinsertion|ist insertion| Reinsertion
Seol 95.0 5.0 94.7 5.3 93.6 6.4
Pusan 90.5 9.5 93.1 6.9 88.8 11. 2
Kyunggi 79.4 20.6 79.71 - 20.3 79.7 20.3
Kangwon 73.7 26.3 79. 4 20.6 81.0 19.0
Chungbuk 64.1 35.9 67.7 32.3 72.2 27.8
Chungnam 69. 1 30.9 77.5 22.5 74.5 25.5
Jeonbuk 66.5 33.5 69.3 30.7 69. 8 30.2
Jeonnam 68. 4 31.6 71.5 28.5 70. 4 29.6
Kyungbuk 64.4 35.6 68.0 32.0 68. 1 31.9
Kyungnam 67.0 33.0 68.0 32.0 68.1 31.9
Jeju 86.1 13.9 83.5 16.5 83.5 ‘ 16.5
Total 73.5 26.5 76.8 23.2 77.1 22.9
7 HE T4t

495H 697HA FRAF FEL e BALS 1,115%W o7 2531 THF
W K8 ZRE 6,1127 9 18.2% % >, 145H19 IRAF Z45% 5885 0] w3}
of & 2t Fobst g, ABIE FHEFA SH%E O3 EirdEer A%
E u g2 49 18.5%, 59 16.7%, 69 19.9% 2 8 THFhr HES 1/540
& 23k},



19478 69714 A=} ddo] v 474 85.5%, 14.5%% 15H(H 2
90.0% I3 10.0%) 5.t Fae| fEirdEor 50185
T BREE A9 Aol 47 34.0%, 33.7%% o I3 WifEae

ol wkd A&fhiv 619 T FEe] JEhrEECr dlek

Proportions of Vasectomy and Tubal Ligation (Jan, —Jun.)

3ot el v 21E~68D)

(Z 9 Table 9
Acceptors L Per cent
Province Tubal Tubal
Total Vasectomy ligation | Vasectomy | ligation
Seoul 2,630 2,630 — 100. 0 —
Pusan 935 818] 117 87.5 12.5
Kyunggi 1, 387 1,291 96 93.1 6.9
Kangwon 738 537 201 72.8 27.2
Chungbuk 471 347 123 73.7 26.1
Chungnam 801 690 111 86.1 13.9
Jeonbuk 936 675 261 72.1 27.9
Jeonnam - 1,349 895 454 66. 3 33.7
Kyungbuk 1, 340 1,083 257 80.8 19.2
Kyungnam 1,106 1,039 67 93.9 6.1
Jeju 47, 31 16 66.0 34.0
Total 11, 740 10, 037 1,703 8.5 14.5
2 Ut He| v E
Proprotion of Vasectomy and Tubal Ligation
(F 10> Table 10
April May June
Tubal Tubal Tubal

Vasectomy | ligation |Vasectomy | ligation |Vasectomy | ligation
Seoul 100.0 - 100. 0 — 100.0 —
Pusan 75.6 24.4 78.2 21.8 82.8 17.2
Kyunggi 83.9 16.1 100. 0 — 94. 4 5.6
Kangwon 81.7 18.3 80.1 19.9 62. 4 37.6




Chungbuk 85.9 4.1 50. 5 49.5 64.2 35.8
Chungnam 80.2 19.8 80.9 19.1 79.0 21.0
Jeonbuk 62.5 37.5 71.8 28.2 62.0 ' 38.0
Jeonnam 72.5 27. 5 67. 4 32.6 55.1 44.9
Kyungbuk 67.2 32.7 79.0) 21.0 78.6 21.4
Kyungnam 94.5 5.5 94.0) 6.0 90.0 10.0
Jeju 53.8 46.2 87.5 12.5 55.6 44. 4
Mean 81.5 18. 5 83.3 16.7 80.1 19.9
N REHIZE

271 A o= g ) RAES BERAEY v 7 5.5%,
94.5%= 157#i¢t T4 Fel,

w1 MAZS fEES wlasted] B A 49 5.6%(19714d 49, 8.0%),54
5.4% (1971 59 8.1%), 6A 5.4% (714 69 15.5%) % WiFEE 2o 258§
o] A3 =

Axd oz LAHH AT 9 A4S RAES BERAEZY &
A7k 5.5%, 94.5%% WIHEE RIS 45 9.8%, 90.2%c] ©]dt] %2 f)
R i Zso] oF,

PIRAZC] E2 1«8 Adol 29.3%. A&c] 22.2%°|H, #& 1ie#E
T 450 2.6%, Aol 2.8%°|

i mgol 28 MEQE~6H)
Percent of Oral Pill 1st Acceptors and Continuous Users (Jan. —Jun.)

& 1D Table 11
Acceptors Per cent
Province Continuous Continous
Total | 1st acceptor user 1st acceptor]  user

Seoul 14, 350 3,183 11, 167 22.2) 77.8
Busan 7.272 642 6, 630 8.8 91.2
Kyunggi 32,764 4, 805 27,959 14.7 85.3
Kangwon 14, 246 1,143 13, 103! 8.0 92.0
Chungbuk 12,093 351 11,742 2.9 97.1
Chungnam 25, 465 5, 100 20, 365 20.0 80.0




Jeonbuk 13, 446 772 12, 674 5.7 94.3
Jeonnam 27, 960 781 27,179 2.8 97.2
Kyungbuk 37,903 980 36,923 2.6 97. 4
Kyungnam 28, 826 8, 444 20, 382 29.3 70.7
Jeju 2,439 151 2,288 6.2 93 8
Total 201, 447 36, 805 190, 409 5.5 94.5
Y HE uelel HEAE4E~6E)
Percent of Oral Pill Ist Acceptor and Continuous Users (Apr. —Jun,)
(F 12 Table 12
April May June
Province Ist [Continuous| lst [Continuous| 1Ist  [Continuou
acceptor user acceptor user | accepctor user
Seoul 21.0 79.0 26.2 73.8 24.3 75.7
Busan 10. 8 89. 2| 9.3 90.7 8.9 91.1
Kyunggi 1. 3 98.7 1o 99.1 1.0 99. 4
Kangwon 9. 5 90. 5 6.7 93.3 7. 4 92.6
Chungbuk 2.8 97.2 2.2 97.8 2.5 97.5
Chungnam 6. 5 93.5 5.5 94.5 4.1 95.9
Jeonbuk 5.1 94. 9 5.1 94.9 6.9 94.0
Jeonnam 3.1 96. 9 2.7 97. 3 1.9 9.1
Kyungbuk 2.7 97. 3 2.6 97.4 3.1 96. 9'
Kyungnam 5.9 94.1 4.8 95.2 4.5 96.5
Jeju 7.7 92. 3] 5.0 95.0 5.9 94.1
Total 5.6 94.4 5.4 94.6 5.4 94.6




&gt

o

BRAE 1A

£ 1 HRE
........................ CH s,
I = H5e BRe FE
A BHzES| 5 2 BW I EBHE R
B H#tEE A BN Y AT
HE B AO&EM 54
EARME B o of oy A I EZEBRR
AR A BREBRET
C MH*® B &EgERE .
Fl ke C HEMIGHERK
I ¥ B

o] WEHEEY MEE FKIKETBIAE 5 1 A
AL vk YA, o] Abglel HE ol & %ol
A Al wep FAHL AdeM deds BR
ofof

A W B 2 B9

= A WYHIEEE

AA WET L S22 FEske] o] WRFEESE

Fras] 2 wAl gt

A HEe ¥ Y B
ARBREHETe T2 o1& shvie nidA
ldele. £ dTE BFEADERE faHES o




shglo]l REEJEHAS FFol ozte] QAFFH A wATAS o9 A
28e FAANEL F de H9E FASed 1k 59 & T 2=
2 AR PR AA L 44 Mk And dg %@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ (& Bl A
= AREfERE HRAClstn fsty A TF F AT Fod o3}
of Vel &3¢l AR@EE Heo Aot ol mgkhE A=E Pt
3l Action Research Programeo]t}.

A RS At 593 dudd ApEfEdd HBRAL B BEHETY
FAol Hu de Fo HWH A, FEEY ADERE G5 A il
DI FRKEE EA, FEFET 25 ME 5 ADERE A A4
A= B ZEotel FiESEsl ol FolAm, RERBELS BEH
(Compilation)-& Zz glort Bifiel Ao FRHE Y 19 AHH
e EHe FEH3m hEE 29 -1 AP Aue FeAs q
A Keka ofo] WSkl e wdt FEstrE, o% HEe RibEdted EE
- T

WA 52 2F REARES 539 o1& BEE daAd e el
b ahE A Aoz meEe], EE ANEE REHETAA REDRHE
of AnEhfE ko] F4e] 71T F du 45s & F A =Hoh

S AR el A = SRR BEECRE vdeve ARBRE Rk 24
stotat iR E AEe Wopets] S8 Adg Wi Hol ek & EXR
WL ERES Aol FolE o HERMIE (Action area) ¥ A& AFe] Fo
HA G ERIEe HEFRE vader] e HEMIR (Control area)
o2 FiEel Jx, woe] (fl— #HRe F— AnHFos HiE) dHoz
x5 &S Chandrasekar-Deming Method 2 2 §3lo A EES 5o 9
ok ol2fsk R Bgeel s gekete] AAE WRHHMS v 2o

AA, EAMIES FEstd 712 dEflEe] 859 NelA AnBE $E
BRAEE &t ARERE #atel FHel AAd v AEE FHoe.

A, BB o3te] shot"l AnEfE FHee] 24 2 hdERs Al
HEHEo R Y ke i FAES ] F 8 ADEiE EEE e
gkt .

AR, kel A o ERE EBHIEE 2B REFE 3442 A
Bored REERE A gt -

Bo%X# B

G
AA MRS 19719 7919 5E 19734 2€ 289 71A 9 20/ D elH, o]
319714 793 8-> PRt HRelw, AD@EE i BERKEES 19719
99 192 E A= 9t R
— 21— '

1-‘_{*;«



FExH i U HRHR

A WEBERS 2@ std, EAS HERREY HESH, Fa & HEERY
342 3 THRERG EAE A, 2560 HEMR BT, FHE EEY B
MR Fo 59 RiREA o Asted FEE50 53 K W QEad
Bt sAEMEHRCl 197148 1084 AA An@iE 470784 (CDS) #iRe] HE
fEES HEAH (Matching) o] 7H525 AA ook 317 = £, ARBHR #
PIFAAL Sl BEAMH fikE wA ztdor & Aol

Bk CDSEAS LM 19704 EEARIE: FEHKH 4%
ARAA 29 AA HERE FolA HHHEE 2,06715 ALg 75,1507 9
FAEEE 3, 15019 FEE L Ehoz A4 AEd

TS 1A BEES AE, T B 5 319 EIREEez 13
o % BIRHEE Rol4 FAEEE ARY 27 £z vdd F, 1 8% 4
1,0007h 9] FHEEES 2= & B A oh. ol 7ol BihE £EA 279 F/E
=7} 4E(ESHHE o] (randon sampling) = 1507] ¢ FAEE7F FhiHE Aol ).

A WREEY REES o343 2 FHEMKRY 150/ CDS #E4 HERE
7t 23E B -H - Aoz Ag Zlolo,

o] RHEMEA] A& A EEAMIRS sl o, delA A= EAH
Hiol RBREAC] 9 Aste], 257 HuiRe]l ohost e W o= e Aol

A &3 el A 57 (& EAMIRS 20%), F A &olA 3270 FWEERE F
A, wiEgel A 40/ FEE F 40 R el EIER = At

Hikpl BEES FAEEH ExiE K
No. of E D& Samples Area by Universe

(E D - Table 1
Area No. of E.D. Sample areas
Seoul 32 1
Other Urban 40 4
Rural 78 20
Kyunggi 10 2
Kangwon 9 2
Chungnam 12 3
Chungbuk 6 2
Jeonnam 11 3
Jeonbuk 10 2
Kyungnam 6 2
Kyungbuk 12 3
Jeju 2 1
Total 150 25
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Fig 1. Sample Area
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A TH7ES] "EEBL FHEMIEA BRI A 2070 9] FEAMIR] G 22 W
Heoz FEHAT. Bl &t 780 EAMIR (BEE) S 44 BHE &
Fote] PR Bol =]l wiet BRI EAE BE A A5

ol ¢} -2 EAHM] o MBHEAMEEE GE 1D 2 (E 1+ 2.
o] 9} -2 Aol whet HiHE A W EAMIRS 2570 CDS HEES =3
g gedeFoln, o5 2 mEAG-e A RERT 3T kil A dot

Exez 329 ¢4 59 2HRER 2 ROAS & WEEEY A4
ol Ao, zejv} A WHAFEY &35 dla F437] st & BRI &
BCHbiR (Action area) ¥ WREHLIR (Control area) 0@ FE3t9t}, ERGIK &0
B BRMIRS F 2fFe] 23t

A Ao AnBgmee 245 RERES F437 At 449 &
BRHuIE o H# iR (Matching area)& WA EIBE FAEMETRH CDSE Ak
Eolm, & BERS HEHARY 24439 vz FAES Al A9
o},

ol A4 s AN kel AT F3% 257 EAMRS BB
bR 1971 99 1994 KA 2 KOARE (& 2% T

iRl AT HMEEEel RO U KOS\ 1971.9.1. AAD
No. of Houses & Households by Area

(ED Table 2
\ Total Action area Control area

%o].l , Area No. of | House | No. of | House | No. of | House
Houses| holds | Houses| holds | Houses | holds
Total 31, 684| 168,216/ 21,101| 113,257| 10,583 54.959
1 |Seoul & & 49 =& 950| 4,345 555 2,489 395 1,856
2 |Busan A T ® A 937| 4,752 4250 2,206 512/ 2,546
3 | Kyunggi a1l A 4 9 956 4,548 682 3,245 274/ 1,303
4 € ¢ = ¥ | 1,116 5995 759 4,080 357 1,915
5 Z 3 9 Jb| 1,244 6,058 759 3,687 485 2,371
6 | Kangwon® 4 & ®| 1,064 6,190 789 4,628 2750 1,562
7 ¥ F A A| 1,069 55743 713 3,170 356 2,033

8 | Chungnam¥ 4 A& | 1,279 7,220 842| 4,947 4371 2,273

9 = 4 A 4 1,598 9,474/ 1,000 6,072 598 3,402
10 o B 1,313 7,478 9211 5,326 3921 2,152

— 24~



11 | Chungbuk 2 & 3] | 1,060 6,161 691] 4,004 369 2,157
12 S A % 9| 1,352 7,907 1,071 6,283 281| - 1,624
13 | Jeonbuk & -+ 3 4 1,123 6,133 858 4,701 265 1,432
14 4 F o A 1,462 8,109 1,032 5,900 430 2,209
15 | Jeonnam ¥+ 4 = A 1,343 7,207 991 5,349 352 1,858
16 3 F oA A 1,425 7,827 969| 5,284 456 2,543
17 » A4 & A| 1L,057 5,760 754 4,154 503 1,606
18 | Kyungbuk o - 4 % | 1,623 8,578 1,046 5,291 577| 3,287

19 4 o4 4 9| 1,584 7,997 1,022 5,184 562 2,813
20 2 4 9 F| 1,690 8965 1,124 5,963 566 3,002
21 | Kyungnam#d = 5 3 733 4,361 383 2,452 350 1,909
22 g 83 9 ) 1,309 7,123 ‘880 4,845 429 2,278
23 < F 4 3| 1,882 9,89 1,333 7,011 549 2,858
24 | Jeju A+1 = % 972 4,224 542 2,510 43¢] 1,714
25 AT & F 1,543 6,192 960/ 3,936 587 2,256

gt HRAY BN LS 98 ATl FoHE HEIRE Ko#e W4
E H 4 383 0 GIRFESE 21), Hd 1,333 0 G ERE 23)0l 7, ER MR
W Y ROBE 844% A, AAE 4,530A° o},

A

Bl LEAE e ANBE it 2IHE BE EE 5 HE B -
B ARBE) 5o #E kg ot B B8 HE 55 =3¢
olF EFt AR 9 ptgn EES A S FEEE 2 e gy
3 72t
A, BRERE HE
@ ik 2 KoER
@ RPT HH4 HE BE DU, AE
® #R 2 BEHFE '
@ HERT 2 R
i
@ Bl Fp 2 M4

o}

|



Q AR H5l
©® HIEIEAL
ON:ES

T

@ -k Fip
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=A itEERE 4

@ ik ¥ RoER

@ KAX M4

© FLEEIRE BEHOES - WA - EE - S
@ BR Y BEAT

® HERE 24 R

® e FH REEY A, E 1Y BE

@ Wi =t AN H5T

BtiEel 739 FEE iR

C HEH*

A BT 44 e And] #BREY FFomA] ADTEE H4o BHiE
LB o] 9] HEK#ES FolEd Fa S & & Action program?] 7| “H?D;"ﬂ
WrETige A FERES FHEHRY FE F SRBHE o] HERHe]
gate] viebd 53740 A3 Folak F 2uA] g@ikstaA g,

1 Hlgk %

ERES BE B IR

A HREEY atE BRAY F5o 9% 2A 9FE TomE MR
Bo HE, Jik £ EmEHE, BEEE S Add FoAE A S

EREY A4S REFT RKETEIRER S04 REFTERC & WEHEE
Aty 1A% BWREE FHdn, FEEPERERS o 535 ZRA
—EHie RIS AA% F A& AXE AR

ERAES 1XFse = 1971d 89 9U 58 89214 7kA] 257ke] AX AR
R ke Hel @3 ERT EHERA #Aso Iz, @EREel
1972 19 18%H-H 19 21971A] 4 7kel] AA A A= et



EREL EE)

HRES SEEOE e ARBRE FEe B4 LES G mEe F33
71 A% o2 FFE AASAH

EE FEEHES T GG Rl A delvhe o2 Ffkel e fFiRel w

3 Bele £43 AfE wor 9FHel e *P%%(WJIEE, ojw 3]
&, A4, 2449, Feue T4, JE )9 295, PYE, SedAT
&9 J23 5, 1‘2 AddAze Wz, Axe HYAT T2 & 7
% BE P #83te] &FA

EBE JIEEREAA Fxd s, 2449944, 2498543 4 A
=4 Fol waA st ERAEDS BES HE BHES =H3sid.

ERE 0 CHE RS

AAZ B IREEE] A WA ostd F71A (HEUMEE B4 1~2
Aol 18 Ax)oz AAdrh, B EE W&l BERA RE/KR £
E 2RSS WK RS 2 EmEHES AA AR 5 RER, &
EHEBEH H - BR 59 235 2, A943 Az 59 982¢ =
=0 24 So] yIET

W $AE Fohed A 4 EREC FAR FA @ A6l Sshain
BE HEHA 2E FAY A4 FAAE ZHAEF  FTAEAE wfol
ool e FEI Heu.

AFA=AE HEKAC FHd £A HAS] Aol 2 w7t ok, 74
ERA RERES BRI PREHS 2A4x u7}54°1, 222 BEREE
T JE BHE ol ddrh
1E

=

2 FrRERL

ﬁl{_l‘l

B EERE ADERE 4 H49 BRI oF H4 sk
WEo g vehdel,

Wl A= HREE B 3 EREEe A4 1971d 99 19 o] Fq
A ARBIRE Bkl M4, FETC, B, HEHE, EH - A9 wAT ol E &
el B e B HEAIE FEY el Hyd. 23z 1971d 99 19
oldle] whe ARBIRE =S & Woe ol delA] A9t

SFEAE
ERRe] 3t Fold HE 5345 A F3] 5487 st © & W
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BHEMES flERC]l FoH & ERET A3 AT e WRiRez FE
She] ERGMIRS] FEREE HWEMERY 4+ vlaitAdste gy @ FiE
o Jiik(Survey)ell 9fdte] ¢ FHiteh BERA WMEAAE wladtd] A
T ARERE Fg] FEKES gotsts & 3 &3

gkd ol F T FEHES A L8 A WK Ko 2 AT 54
7 pEREE dotstsl $ e IEEERA A A :

EH# (5x0)§3 (Baseline survey) : )

CEREGE#AES AT 257 EABKRY EHXK 2 HREMK A9 A4 F
A3t FEl o FHEFECHEZ/NF2) 9A 1971d 99 14 dAE JE2
2 3t AAHAH.

o] ZAe EA-2 @O Action Programe®] /{1*]5471 oA Zn 4 KnAY
AFEY) Fetest FhA 237k ADERE Fegel 44 R EkEES shoety
HEREEY a4 9% BB o1& © FEWE ZWRH- 4A
ER A i:f_f?} ADBIRE Fe A pEREE A5 1Es] A% ot
TEZF/ 559 A4 @ ERMERA BRI }\DE}‘*B’J Ptk A 2%
F‘?«] ABBRE ke 4 2 kgl R K & 518 Aol

%‘a‘ﬂﬁiﬂ!iﬁ(()ontrol area)d}o| HE : 7

L

F il A o JERKA EE 73JJrL 8 1\ Fated A dell A
Bho] Kol ®omEl ),
£ ERES EEGIENA Aol At 1AM AnERE e #E
HERES nadle, mERES FEE © EEEHE A Fdd
ERIES A a2 1A e m Ad fERe BV gle BRI A
HEIRE kst vindeozA F7td 5 A+
WEREEC e 19714 99 19 ol F o/ debet R HIR IR
B4 EE ) v A g o)

SE,

&l (Matching arca) T} 2| H#k :

& RG] PR WEMERC 19714 109 AT AnBRE

Bﬂiﬁﬁ (CDS)[E7t 235 Sith,
2 AYelA EEREbEe o CDSZANTA An@fd %3 =&

71’3 oz AANA F 2ATY BRA BBHHERS MY ES Ho 3
. & JMES 7 el ostq A9 ARE ik oA AFE An
BB k¥ES HEESZ] 98 CD Method’l 4 $E5 o gl

LA, LAY, FLA T A AnBREEHFY Az wAY F 3
3 & e #BA, b e EERERC st $£3HH, o ¥ A
¥t Aol A CD Methode] €7 v]a g 7bd o, '

‘%__
A
B
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A By H AR

W ER 2 #EA ey vl 7ol HEFHE (baseline survey)E oFS-3
o BAg g3hd & W Forrel ARBEE EREg A o
A9l 197148 88 NY ZH(EAMK A0 2 ey 2710l whel Fze A
7 9g)el Fad wmEAC 9t A A=l
AR, ADBRE EREE] A=Y olAY Fn 2 ®KnAY AR 4
Hest shA 2ERIS) ADEIRE HikS] S 0 dikiEe] sho}

BA|, EHORE SR RO A DSR2 ANBHRE %
frol gk 9 eaibkiee] R BES ol 9 wlm

AR, & BT 2] AA KR nud ARBIE Heke] Hhd ds
RAES 71 Eom nEsy] 9% KABREgEY A4

ol 5 FiiE MMHEAS TAe ANEME BREES HSAL e M
Zotel ™ & Wged 7l z7b =t

AR 19714 99 1909, & WEE AT 257 EAMRS] B 2
R Aol A4 U8 deo] MAXRCHAFNZ21)S AEstd B
BRAC oq R FE A st A A= g,

B. Angny it

KA U ROEH

A FHEAA A" ROBAY EEE 1966 AD AAx0  FHEMES] o
s A 257 EAMIERSY A9 o 2 KOoB#HE (E 29 2

ERIRS M8 FOEE 21, 101% 000 HRMIES 8 K OB 10,583%
DEH A PHIEe] 8 WEFAME 31,6845 0ol

M PEHR Ans EEtRe] 113, 25790 o 5, ¥RHuE ] 54,9599 o 2A
5 168, 2162 =t}

<

A Qg

R} B Mo P AnkEs & 3)st 2,

Flyl AnfEss BEohke v EiRbiRe l AelA #ieh iyl A=
AR e FEel Al S 59 0~4RR ADES  SERMR A o

73




SR ET WGl FilRR ADEE

Age Composition in Action and Control Area

& Table 3
Action Area Control Area
Age
Urban Rural Urban Rural
Population (Person).

Total 12, 902 100, 355 9,342 45, 617
0—4 1,607 - 12, 695 1,017 5, 775
5—9 1,574 15, 603 1, 085 7,005

10—14 1,793 15, 883 1, 250 7,135

15—19 1, 570, 9, 435 1, 140 4,213

20—24 969 5, 365 759 2,611

25—29 892 4,922 672 2,150

30—34 885 5, 786 656) 2,478

35—39 861 5, 821 606| 2,664

40—44 755] 4, 912] 569 2,224

45—49 642 4, 454 449 2,015

50—54 465 3,976 297 1,848

55—59 307 3, 548 281 1,691

60—64 240 2, 889 204 1,388
65 ’ 342 5, 063 356 2,419

Proportion (%)

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
0—4 12.5 12.7 10.9 12.7
5—9 12.1 15.5 11.6 15. 4

10—14 13.9 15.8 13.4 15. 6

15—19 12.2 9.4 12.2 9.3

20—24 7.5 5.3 8.1 6.4

25—29 6.9 4.9 S 7.2 4.7

30—34 6.8 5.8 7.0 5.4

35—39 6.7 5.8 6.5 5.8

40—44 5.9 4.9 6.1 4.9

45—49 4.9 4.4 4.8 4.4

50—54 3.6 4.1 3.2 4.1

55—59 2.4 3.5 3.0 3.7

60—64 2.9 2.9 2.2 3.0
65+ 2.7 5.0 3.8 5.3

¢ ET W, GRUES ARET HEREIA G S, o ERC B
AARS FEt Ae A4 & 5 9t B Aoz F4H

BABMA M3 A S o R SRR B
AR HEE A9 QA 9
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Bl AR BABE BH HERR
Reporting Status (Birth, Death) from the Field Promoters .

(71.10.1—72.5.30 SMEARED

(RO Table 4
1971 1972 (I;Io‘of
EN. ‘ Total [thege | %
No. Oct|Nov| Dec| Jan| FebMar|Apr|May month
o Area Name
1| Seoul YongsanAAE —| —| 6 5 2 7 10 11 41 60| 68.
2 | Pusan Seo-gu |Ael<s| 1| 2/ —| 3 9 13 6| 12 49 54| 85.
3 [ Kyunggi Inchon|# <= 3 9 13 9 5 12 8 8 67 78| 85.
4 Yongin |[gz<| 10| 2| 7| 16| 11| 14/ 13 17 90 102 88.
5 Kangwha|7] ¢8| —| 8/ 8 § 3 10 12| 24 73 91| 80.
6 | Kangwon ZAA3| —| 14 3 14| 6| 12 17| § 79 115 62.
Chunseong
7 Myeongjul&=3 | 14 8 52 20/ 38 23 11 9 175 92| 190.
8 | Chungnam ol®<| 2 10 28 100 6 2 3 3 64 122 52.
Hongseong
9 Keumsanlo) g | —| 7| 6| 10| 11| 18 3| 4 59 151 39.
10 Buyeo [o]wlA)| 4| 5| 4/ 15 9 23 35 15 119 132 83.
11 | ChungbukBoeun|z &} &| 12| 8| 20| 38 12/ 7 17 13 127 99| 128.
12 Okcheon|Z 4=3]| 19| 12| 24| 14 4| 3/ 11| 21| 108 156/ 69.
13 | Jeonbuk Okku |7#<| 6 6 —| 8 4 2 40 8 74 117| 63.
14 Wanju |71del| 11| 6| 10 7| 17| 20/ 45| 12/ 128 146, 87.
15 | Jeonnam okst= 4| 3] 4 32 8 =20 73 12 156 133! 117.
Kokseong .
16 Naju [R2=| 17] 28 12/ 15| 19| 9 11| 16 124 131 94.
17 Boseong [o] A3]| 15| 18| 12/ 14| 10| 26| 26| 10 131 102 128.
18 | Kyungbuk Ax9| 3 18 13 39 18/ 21| 22| 9 140 132| 106.
Euiseong
19 Yeongil (w3 e 7| 6 28] 24 34| 16/ 12/ 12/ 139 129 107.
20 Weolseong o] A 4| 4| 11| 9 14/ 15 18 15/ 21| 107 133 80.




21 | Kyungnam WS 7 —| 4 4 100 19] 121 5 61 59| 103.4
Samcheonpo

22 Euiryeong |48 —| 6 9 1| 1| 10 8 8§ 43 121| 35.5

23 Ulju R4 10 16 10 16| 5 19 10/ 11 ‘97 174| 55.7

24 | Jeju Cheju A 20 5 9 9 6 16 5 2 54 61| 88.5

25 Pukjeju |4 3| 20 6 9 33 18 12| 12/ 18 128 98| 130. 6
Total 171] 208| 300 378 281] 352 437) 287| 2.414| 2.788 86.6

I FHEES B

A ERE RERE £33

2570 BEAHbIRC] vl A E 25 o MERKE-e AREBIRE B EREEY A94E
o 18] Aol Rzdivl, Bz g ANEHEE Hke 24 skt o] AA
of FF Az mEy TF of Fo 3+ Fagol e},

ARERE B SEREES 1971d 99 ¥y Fsgx, HRAY HE 94
9 9¥H Asgleh el mmsh E ARd 225 44| AL 714 10
dREAdxe & 5 gt}

(KR 9L BRAY #HWERR T BRSE F4 T4 et BBz
Fitolz ol & HEHEMHA v Fo] 24 ¥ &S lw& Aol et

ol2l g A Bl 2% T #iH HEE WA WEHED 3
A" A5t vz F49e24 AgA F g AclAw, A BREY
FFaHE AS AgHer gYrieted g S

1971 104 %8 1972 59744 M€ zbe] HRERE iﬁ-% o W A
sg uwd, AAHen ﬁlﬂ WsEEor Ax4 57}6}.:. dees BT
Aek. ARBHRE K] A Gl o] AY
EUEE FHEAE ERAY #2350 4dY F= l utet 7H415].L Qe
A7F #H&e Aol

2570 EAMIR Al B8 A 89 7k HRBE #R MEFERT #EE
BHHE] 86.6%% AASH, 53| 19724 19 ] Toﬂ 90%% 73] gtet,
o] B A WREEY =74 A2F4= gz I

Z v AR HEE el -ﬂi“ﬁﬁﬁﬁm H] Aol &
etk o] Feol: Hukik@e S & dA AA F AL, A 2
ol EHE FH BES AeldA 44 & ek

2570 AR 5 HEEHEMAE] N WEFR vlgo] vlad 2 MK
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%1 1 H:%"] S AL BEREY #Fo] #AG Aoz Frsld 5
235 AFset
19714 109 %8 19724 597k 84 ko] @A S (EH - A58,
BEE) s RRE (R 5)elA B vist el BA 2 WEHEUT Folela
EHES RBR MEBRESG BE ®BR
Reporting Status (Migration, Mariage) from Field Promoters
(71.10.1—71. 5.3D

g

(&5 Table 9
Month Year 1071 1972

ED. Oct|Nov| Dec Jan| FebjMar/Apz]M fout

No. Area Name priMay
1 | Seoul Yongsan | A A % —| 49| 73| 48| €8 35 57 91_721
2 | Busan Suku A o = | 43 40, 60| 46/ 20| 81| 62| 49| 401
3 | Kyunggi Inchon g = A 3 31 12] 11] 6 9 —| 65 137
4 Yongin B L= & | 11 100 28 11} 1| —| 100 7 78
5 Kangwha | 2 & + —| 8 — 2/ 6 1 8 o 34
6 |Kangwon Cgungseon\ A A g —| 70 14 2 6 5108 5 145
7 Myeongju | & %9 13 —| 10| 26| 28] 8| 32| 26| - 143
8 |Chungnam Igongseon o] § = —1 9] 15 51 —| —| 1| — 30
9 Keomsan | ] # 1| 14 17 3] 9 120 —| 2 58
10 " Buyeo o] W A g8 s 11 4 1] 4 —| 33
11 | Chungbuk Boeun z " ¥ 21| 23| 26| 47| 17| 18| 43| 32| 227
12 Okcheon | & 4 3 210 11| a4 —| 2 1 2| —| 42
13 | Jeonbuk  Okeou Foa &= | 1| 7] —| 19 19 1] 17 9 84
14 Wanju A 9 A o3| 27| 18| 3| 16| 36| 25| 17| 165
15 | Jeonnam Xoksung | ¢ 3 A 2| 4] 18 19| 10/ 8 37| 5 103
16 Naju b 71 39| 36 31 7 5 7 1 133

17 Bosung o] A 3 5| 8 9 4 8 63 17/ 28 142
18 | Kyunghuk Eysung | @ 2 9 28] 9| 7| 10| 4| 76| 72| 9 215




19 Yeongil | 21 & & 1 20 21| 27 19] 17| 26 16] 147
20 Weolsung | °] # < 5 16 2[ 12 5 5 19/ 8§ 72
21 | Kyungnam W& & | 15 24 6 10| 7] 44 26 48 180
Samcheonpo
22 Eyrung | 4 & & —| 2| 6 6 —| — —| 13 27
23 Ulju A A A | 23 b5 4 1| —| 17 13 13 76
24 | Jeju Jeju % &« A | 17| 25 53 14| 63| 231 158| 164| 725
25 Bukjeju | % A 3 43 14/ 25 25 70| 67| 16/ 40/ 300
J
Total 299 405| 469| 393 395 741 759 657| 4,118

ged, B3 2o 845 R4S Yehlx 3ok

B #ma %8

257) BEAY F EREEC] FRE ) A9 2Ll mAH
2A 7 EL HRE AN EEERE 2 Aot A BHIEE R T4 =
A" WS 937, FAE, 5T 2 FATY 4E Higel A

P BRALS 1972 59 229 H¥ 549 279 AF7H) 7HA] Aol A A DEhES
Bpégol A3 i Bl A3 FH& ube 3 guEg o

C YR BERE

ARBfESRE EREEY] A3 34T 9% & Yoz A8 ERA
ARBRE BES 98 ATo] FAHR e MRS ADBEELE Ao
3 B mE BHRAEST 19721 39209 3E 49 49 (164 7)) 4R £ A
=99 A FE ] B ook A=},

ARG PR K EREE] A2E 19719 99 19 3E 19724 29 289
AR 6L oI, o] AZe] BAG ARBE Wk s wl BH @
T} M vt EREHE 984 e zaH gl
o] ZAE B3le] wEA ANBEE BE A4S, WRES §9 KO 9
slo] o] Azl AAZ BAY HFE Felsio] mustaleh FEH A
HIE =e BT, &8, BHE 292 EREHR A9 @H. A El?l/]%—
ERRERT RS & 97 9 el /
ol e A2 AAY HWRHKY BE HEE AR hED 98 A4
Fol ol B WE BES vz 2ADozA o S BRE B
Fastst g,

o] 2At% ot $AH AsE FEEE dol 9ok
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I #gstes BEC| HEsk
I REETRIEZEL BR
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| #igkste BEC HEFE

HIEZR A¥Ee 2 vehe] IR A=E el & B
7t Iitg RMAREKS MEd BRY 24€ FEL F

23 Aol & etz gl

19710l RIEEHEIFZERLe] AAF [AF 248 =24
o 93, ¢ vEte 1957~1960d FA T dtzw 3
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1960~1970% Ato|2| HEEFE 5 &%
Estimated total, general fertility rates Korea, metropolitan, urban
and rural areas 1960—1970

(R D - Tablle 1
Total fertility rate derived from | General fertility rate derived from
Year 1966 1971 1966 1971
Census’ Fertility Survey Census Fertility Survey
Total
1960 5955 6452 200 220
1961 5786 5939 195 200
1962 5507 5555 187 189
1963 5407 5782 184 196
1964 4877 5072 166 175
1965 4432 4548 151 159
1966 4481 5017 152 173
1967 — 4271 — 148
1968 — 4661 — 161
1969 — 4555 — 158
1970 — 4186 — 140
Metropolitan
1960 4496 5453 151 184
1961’ 4166 4153 141 139
1962 3961 4227 135 138
1963 3767 4153 129 141
1964 3344 3702 115 127
1965 2872 3203 100 110
1966 2706 3116 95 104
1967 — 3053 — 111
1968 — 3574 — 116
1969 — 2894 — 95
1970 — 3648 — 130
Urban
1960 5380 5375 180 183
1961 4935 5326 166 174
1962 4738 4845 160 162
1963 4562 4707 155 151
1964 4118 3899 139 129
1965 3615 3585 122 123
1966 3691 4186 124 133
1967 — 3664 — 126
1968 — 3536 — 111
1969 — 4398 — 137
1970 - 3559 — 119




Rural
1960 - 6759 7063 227 245
1961 6610 6635 224 229
1962 6191 6158 211 215
1953 6156 6648 211 230
1964 5579 5905 191 207
1965 5170 5314 176 189
1966 5313 5041 180 208
1967 — 4877 — 171
1968 — 5512 — 191
1969 — 5194 — 180
1070 — 4631 — 153

* Metropolitan area 1nc1udes Seoul and Pusan in 1966 Censua and Seoul only in

1971 Fertility Survey
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Pregnancy Wastage by Pregnancy Order
(R 2 ) Table 2

\\ Year 1960 1965 1970
No. of Pregnancy\
4 times 11% 23% 34%
5 " 10 30 41
6 7 19 40 48
7 v 19 38 51
8 times or more 28 54 60
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woll ALAIE  (1971. 8. ~1972.6.)
F.P Achievement through Hospital Program

(R Table 1
Hospital Loop %gﬁl 1?;3??0% X,?i?,c Condom|Delivery ﬁbdrtio CO?:tlilo_n
1 Natignal Medical | gg/ 1 gg3 198 45 619 1,721 211 2,503
2 Sﬁ%‘ﬂ,eiﬁi}‘,mal 250 1,462 156 27| 640 1°122 —| 2,399
3 Seoul City 15| 223 59 3 167 228 57 553
Eastern
4 Seoul City 24| 317 40 6 396 136 161 1,403
Southe-rn
5 Seoul City Yeonng 24| 282 132 64 120 321 75 403
-deungpo
6 Yonsei University 811| 2,805 145 25 297 2,431 5 6,047
7 Korea University 114 765 137| 152 210 847 146/ 1,008
8 Ewha University | 112 52 193 4 41| 1,848 97 334
9 Red Cross 78| 233 132 22 118 495 113 736
10 Han-il 25| 214 118 53 134 809 243 858
1 g‘if)v’mn 14| 161 79| 9 118 273 215|334
12 Chuncheon 2| 544 24 1 62 86 57 909
13 Kangneung 4 80 27 1 12| 32 40 326
14 Wonju Christian 48 43 134 4 277 609 16| 1,305
15 Cheongju 13] 312 2 — 386 76 116 1,132
16 Chungju 13| 58 3l — 48 16 63 276
17 Chungnam M. C. 71 14 .16 - 8 197 27 271
18 Kongju city — — — — — — — —
19 Jeonju city s0| 143 23 1| 126 126|354 224
29 Kunsan city 2711 71 139 1 82 396 163 1,219
21 J%’ﬁli%%ﬁi ty 129 244 39| 4 45 460 62| 239
22 Kwangiu 243 185| 21| — 22 83 168 2,871
23 Local Govern. 90 50 16 — 49 57 61 453
Suncheon




24 Kyunghuke W 4 2y 17 30| 199 o 188
25 Dongsan Christian 38 288 57 22 80| 1,016 15 852
26 Kimcheon 7 4 3 — — 8 5 160
27 Andong 5 34 79 31 75
28 Busan University 103 92 21 0 — 1 — 218
29 Busan City 3 33 50 21 36 107 423 151
30 Busan Red Cross 717] 1,809 64 27 224 88| 4,337| 8,365
31 Chinju — 8 9 — 13 41 79 390
32 Masan city 48 20 6 5 10 24 64 208
83 Local Jgﬁl’em J — — 9 76 67 10 94

Total 3, 136|11, 645] 2 093( 523 4,455 14,229{ 6, 884] 36,902

celmz noh A3 BEEMS

Bl Abidad

FKista BREAA

Actual Number

BEHES SHT F 9t 5% sEel Aol A Fad dez AF
A (E 2 2R).
BT il 8
Time of Loop Insertion
(R 2 o Table 2
T 7 Country Korea Thailand
Period o | QorL8 ~1972.6) (1965~1969)
In 1.0% 69.0%
Out 6.8% 9.8%
Other 92.2% 21.2%
Total 100. 0% 100. 0%
3,136 10, 398




wi

RBI B Hefls BEHA
Time of Contraceptiues Acceptance by Month

(ED Table 3
In Out Other Total
Month

Loop | T4l | Loop | F08% | Loop | abel | Loop |pgater
1971  Aug. — 123 33 8 157 42 190 173
Sep. - 9 30, 38 192 27 227 151
Oct. — 70 21 59 208 59 229 188
Nov. 14 94 9 33 244 38 267 165
Dec. 1 130 37 16 201 30 238 176
1972 Jan. 4 128 19 2 164] 74 187 204
Feb. 4 145 4 15 195 58 203 218
Mar. 8 122 9 17 226 40 242 179
Apr. — 150 17 19 348 47 365 216
May — 153 15 22 365 33 380 208
Jun. — 117 18 24 396, 64 414 205
Total 31 1, 328’ 212] 252| 2,893 512[ 3, 136[ 2,093
Per cent 1.0% 12.1%| 92.2%| 24.4%| 100%| 100%
A, BFE 10EAMS ATHEEERES F72 28574, A el 1907
AAA S} 48700, FikEEl Fq AT FRAASFE 33557, KBS

= 1.2947 2 WHEC] 6267102 —‘L’r 9] A $-of uk 1971»4 Bl 19728
AAA o2 WEhtEUr Fokte FAE Beolx Sl

Sl e WALl Kk Jriu—% Hbol-5o] A ¢km BBtk A7 A<ty
93t APt A Y A 85 B4 o2 KbEdte FiMEES ATH 92570l ¢
o Bl Al KGR BT E WolEl § KikitElel it MK TS
VERR, EEEE mEM, 2 BRESES St Kbittt BRET ATY
1,5274 ©lAt(GR 4 2R).

e N,

Y Ay AF

Monthly Contraceptives Achievement (33 Hospitals)
€ XY - Table 4

Tubal R _|Revisifo
Month | Loop Oraf}iu ligatio| Vasec Abt(i)gn %a?trilggl rs after| Revisitors
n

tomy| Condom|Delivery| Delivery| for F.P

1971
Aug. 190, 351 181 13 71 1,210f 316 1,972 706 866
Sept. 243 640, 169 59 191  1.555| 671 3,787 1,357 1,346
Oct. 236) 628 176 54 329 1,428 756/ 3,856 1,060 1,334

Nov. 263 559 182 35 264/ 1,237 801 3,952 949 1,165
Dec. 258 2,203 191 39 786 1,328 7390 3,881l 1,084 1,220




1972
Jan. 219 1,548 189 37 517| 1,437 689  4.209] 1,065 1,471
Feb. 216/ 1,105 229 65 580 1,343] 484] 3,662 986, 1,767

Mar. 242 1,156 187 66 495 1,280 588 1,959 960 1,958
Apr. 374] 1,317) 190 69 504 1,156/ 596 1,872 986 1,910

May. 375 1,300 208 43 519] 1,206 582| 3,814 1,040 2,026

Jun. 520 838 191 43 263] 1,049 662 3,938 963 1,740

36,902 10,170 16, 803

14, 229| 6, 884

Total | 3,136/11, 645‘ 2,093 523 4,455

Aver-1 - oeql 1 050

age 190 - 48 405

1,294 626$ 3,355 925 1,527
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The Comparez ion with Contraceptives Achievement before and after August, 1971

ru{o Lo

(E B (months) Table 5

Hospital Loop Tubal ligation| Vasectomy Oral Pill Condom
Chinju —() 209 —(C —(® —(13)
Cheu 329(9) 237(—) 41(9) 70(—) —(76)
Andong ~—() 19(—) —( —@GD ~—(—)
Kyungbuk —(D 171(28) 49017 —@  —G»
Py ity —(105) 68(2D) 15 —@|  —
%%%‘f}g(%ggpo 820 11(132) 199(64) —(282)] —120)
Total 337(157) 508(190). 304(90) 700420)]  —(248)
Mean 56.1(26. )| 84.6(31.6) 50. 6(15) 11.6(70)] —(41.3)

( ) : Achievement after August * : Cancel
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3 #HEo] P2 ERAR FKEEEES 247 e & F A waF T
2ot a2z, BRARozA F 48R i W A¢(TA HY) Ad
1071 €9 71(1971.8~1972.5. ) Mzkbe BEHE 506,181% o 2 JKkeE A4 83
7,401 o] ¥, ERAR REEREEE 70,3239 o 2 FHikE HAH 10,0467 o]
Art. 1070149 A AEFE 4R A EEEde A9 AR A
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No. of Medical Family Planning Personnels(33 Hospital)
(R D Table 6

No. of Averages per Person

T Hospital

No. of Doctors| No. of Nurses Doctor Nurse
Ob. Gy I Surgery ‘ Urology
286 52 5.2 l 1.9 ‘ 1.4 1.5
2 ZUY &R W AgolDt L EhRbS
Monthy Patient (1971.8~1972.5)
{F 6 . Table 6
Hospital Total Monthly Ob. / Monthly
In-Patient Average] Gy. patienst. Average

N.M.C. (D) ‘ 35, 899 3,589.9 ’ 3, 757 { 375.7




Local government(14) 255, 537 18252. 6 17, 209 1229.2
City government(4) 354, 106 63526.5 24, 330 6082.5
Private(4) 264,719 37817.0 20. 699 2957.0
University(7) 586, 181 83740. 1 70. 323 10.046. 1

Total (33 51, 396, 142 206, 926. 1 136, 318 20,690.5

REH X WK

330 7 99 BAF L ATl NG AT WS ERHEA o)

A€d9c. 4 993 37 71309 HFR152.670 FEK)S 2z At
=8 ust 2 guRgude] 49 5A15A)Y Bob Bedez et
o] WY& Hbidte EES RLERRER Kol B& Aoz o g
T WAL o Has (He EFE)
No. of Room & Bed by Hospital
(& & Table 8
Hospitals Number of Room Number of Bed
National W 120 440 (440
a -
Local government 39.1 58.4(57. D
(@)
City government 43.0 94, 8(64. 8)
Private N 59.6 306. 0(281)
©) q
University 136.1 135.9(135. 9)
Average 71.3 152.6(142. 6)
7y Uwd
AeHFEIz 2 Wade A9, WA FF 8o FEEE 30670 v A
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Ly -2 HE(IEAY = A8d344)E Az 9 894
A g9 g=4 (leaflet)-v} = 8] (Pamphlet)2 ~7}= #Yo] 127 (33
L o] A 3L, F Wtrrt mAAE el A YA G E w
2

ERIM U oA 27 #Eg G
Information Education and Communication fectilities
(R ® Table 9

Equipments No. of Hospitals

1. Slide and Projectors 14
2. Slide Only

3. Films and Projectors

7
4. Films Only B
5. Flip Chart _
6. Leaflet or Pamphlet 12
7. Loud Speaker System 13
8. Other 1
Hatin BEAT B

7 Edgen &L Ao o AL 4 W
A 9 spveldh. zev kA A E vhet o] 7 W4l
A9 oAzl wep & Fde] A EH A7
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Etxb7l BEiSHE AMEH| §E
Contraccptive Charge

(& 100 Table 10
Loop Tubal ligation © Vasectomy
No. of No. of No. of
Cost(Won) Hospital Cost(Won) Hospital Cost(Won) Hospital

free 13 free 13 free 15
less than 100 1 5000 6 500~1, 000 3
101~200 3 5001~10, 000 4 1,100~2, 000 2
201~300 2 11, 000~15, 000 1 2,100~3, 000 | 2
301~400 3 15, 000~20, 000 5 3, 100~4, 000 —
401~500 8 21, 000~25, 000 1 4,100~5, 000 5
500 & more 3 26, 000~30, 000 3 5,000 and Over| 6

Mean 351 |Total 33 | Mean 13,100 | Total 33 | Nean 2,433 | Total 33

IV /RBERiEETE] FFESEE
BH%E B%E(E1XN)
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Training Programs(Jan. —Jun.)

(R D Table 1
Qurater Course ’ Classes | Times Ach/ie;)rl.an % ( Period
Senior Supervisor ‘ 1 3d | 19/22 ‘ 86 I 2.10—2.12
18t | Peaching Assistunt I 41/50 ’ g2 | 36—31
Quatter|
Administrators | 4| 5 176/180 | 98 | 3.20-7.1%1
Eup/mjfun workers(A) 3 l 15 l 134/156 . 86 ’ 4.3 —4.29
2nd | Eup/myun workers(B) 2 r 17 95/100 | 95 r 5.29—6. 10
Quarter | Health center workers | 2 ' 1//— 76/90 | 84 ‘ 5.8 —5. 20
Senior [ ' 17 [ 27/36 ‘ 76 , 5.8—7.15%2

Health centerworkers
% 1. Include 60 mothers classes leader
% 2. Teaching Assist




A 19718, H ASADUEH AUEU5—4.8)
19th Eup/myun field workers Training (A)

(K2 Table 2
' Province Plan Registration | Finished Rusult Exam Score-
Kyunggi 6(2) 5(2) 5(2) 83.3 80 2
Kangwon 3CD 3 3 75 76.4
Chungbuk 4 4 4 100 75.3
Chungnam 6 6 6 100 71.5
Jeonbuk 5 5 5 100 77.2
Jeonnam 7 4 4 57.1 78.6
Kyungbuk 7(2) 6(2) 6(2) 88.9 78.1
Kyungnam 7Q0) 7D 71 100 77.0
Cheju 1 1 1 100 79.7
Total 52 46 46 88.5 77.9
( ) : Teaching Assist.
H207| & © ASFAAE EHAUE. 10—4. 15)
20th Eup/myun field workers Iraining (A)

(&2 Table 2
Province Plan  |Registration Fi}nished Result% |Exam. Score
Kyunggi 7 3 3 42.9 76.2
Kangwon 3(2) 3(2) 3(D 100 78.3
Chungbuk 3D 3D 3(D 100 79.8
Chung‘nam 5 3 3 60 76.5
Jeonbuk 51 5 5 | 83.3 82.5
Jeonam 7 6 6 85.7 78.7
Kyungbuk 9(D) 8D 8(1) 90 78.9
Kyungnam 6(1) 6(1 6(1 100 76.2




Chej ' O l 1 I 100 ’ 79
Total ‘ 52 43 ' 43 l 82.7 ‘ 78.5
( ) : Teaching: Assist.
2171 & ™ AHS (DY £ I HEM 24—4.29)
21th Eup/myun Fieldworkers Training (A)

(&R Table 3
Province Plan Registration | Finished ’ Result ( Score
Kyunggi 7 3 3 42.9 8l.1
Kangon 4 4 4 100 83.5

- Chungbuk 2D 1D 1D 66.7 79.8
Chungnam 6(2) 6(2) 6(2) 100 81.4
Jeonbuk 4 3 3 75 86.8
Jeonnam 7(2) 7(2) 7(2) 100 86.5
Kyungbuk 81 7(1) 7D 88.9 81.3
Kyungnam 7 7 7 100 84.0
Cheju 1 1 1 100 86.8

Total 52 45 45 86.5 83.5
( ) : Teaching Assist.
H227] &, ™ ASAMU EHAYUE (5.29—6.3)
22th Eup/myun Fieldworkers (B) Training

(RO Table 4
Province Plan Registration| Finished Result Score
Kyunggi 21(1) 19(1) 19Q1) 90.4 81.4
Kangwon 2(1) 2(1) 2D 100 70.1
Chungbuk
Chungnam 1D (€))] 1D 50




Jeonbuk 1 3 3 300 84.9
Jeonnam 6(1) 4(1) 4D 66.7 77.6
Kyungbuk 4(D) 3 3 75 72.2
Kyungnam 15(1) 13(D 13(D 86.7 79.3
PPFK 4 4 76. 4
Total 56 53 53 94.6 74.6

( ) : Teaching Assist.

237 & M AHASAMB®L FHAYHE (6.5—6.10)
23th Eup/myun field workers (B) training

(XK 5> Table 5
Province Plon Registrating | Finished 1 Result Exam. Score
Kyunggi 21D 20(D 20(1) 95.2 76.4
Kengwon 2
Chungbuk W
Chungnam 1 1 1 100 77
Jeonbuk 1D 4 4 400 80.7
Jeonnam 6C1) 3 3 50 72.3
Kyungbuk 4D 3 3 75 66
Kyungnam 15(1D 14(1) 14(1) 93.3 74.1
PPFK 2 2 86. 1
Total 56 49 49 87.5 76.. 1

( ) : 8th Senior

H57| Rzt EHADNE (5.8—5.13)
5th Health Center workers Training

(& 6 Tablz 5
Province ‘ Plan Registration | Finished Result |Exam. Score
Seoul J 14(2) 142 14(2) 100 69.7




Busan 61 61 6(1) 100 73.3
Kyunggi 4 4 4 100 77.1
Kangwon 2D 2D 2(1 100 69.1
Chungbuk 1 1 1 100 75
Chungnam 2 2 2 100 78.1
Jeonbuk 2 2 2 100 81.9
Jeonnam 4 3 3 75 68.3
Kyungbuk 5CD 5 5 83.3 75.5
Kyungnam 4D 3D 3D 80 73.1
Jeju 1 1 1 100 63.5
Total 51 48 38
( ) : 8th Senior Health Center workers
R67| Rt EHAMEG. 25—5. 200
6th Health Center workers training

(R D Table 7
Province Plan Resistration| Finished Result Score
Kyunggi 6(D 4D 4D 66.7 74.5
Kangwon 5(D 4D 4D 80.0 81.3
Chungbuk 3(D 2(D 2(1) 66.7 72.2
Chungnam 5 5 5 100. 0 7.1
Jeonbuk 4D 3D 3D 75.0 81°0
Jeonnam 7D 6(1) 6(1) 8.7 76.6
Kyungbuk 8 5 5 62.5 78.9
Kyungnam 6(1 3(D 3D 50. 0 73.9
Jeju 1 1 1 100.0 87.2
Total 51 39 39 76.5 78.1

( ) : 8th Senior Health Center workers
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2/487| ZAEH AF
International Training Program

(& 8 Table 8
Country Occupation person{period Stay ‘ gggfg
England Communication officer 1 |1day| 4.6 UNFPA
India Social planning officer 1 1 day| 4.7 UNDP
Indonesia - | Doctor 1 |2wks| 4.10—4.22 | USAID
Malaysia F.P. worker 1 |5 wks| 4.25—4.30 | Malysia
Philippin Nurse supervisor 2 |2wks| 4.24—5.7 | USAID
Théland ' Government officer - 8 (lidays| 4.30—5.11 | USAID
Thaiiland Educational officer 7 17 | 5.2 USAID
Malaysia F.P worker 9 1wks| 5.9—5.14 | Malaysia




Nepal Doctor 1 ]9 day| 5.10—5.19 | USAID
Indonesia Communication officer 3 |1 wks 5.28—6.4 | AID
Egypt " 1 |1 wks5.28—4.4 | EWC
Republic Chainal ” 1 |1 wks ” EWC
Nephal Public Health officer 1 |13wks 3.11-6.7 |Government
Afghanistan | T.B. worker 1 |1 day| 6.9 ”
India Doctor 1 |2 wks 6.18—6.30 | WHO
Naigelia " 7 |5 m|6.20—6.25 .Ford
g:;lti;gfst Financial officer 22 |4 wks| 5.29—6.24 | ECAFE
Total 77 |4 wks
SREH aoixtsUd~69) Fleldtd ESN ¢

International Training Participants
by Country(April—June)

Source of Budget by Participants

(<R » . Table 9
Country Persons Support Persons

Korea 22 ECAFE 22
Malaysia 19 USAID 22
Thailand- 15 Malaysia Government 19
Nigeria 7 UNDP 1
Inodonesia 4 UNEPA 1
India 2 P.C 1
philippine 2 Ford Foundation 6
Egypt 2 EWC 2
England 2 Korean Government 2
Nepal 1 WHO 1
Taiwan 1
Afghanistan 1

Total 77 Total 77
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Demographic Effect of 1UD Program in Korea

Ho-Youn Kwon
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Introduction

This paper attempts to study the demographic effects of the Intra-uterine
Devices program in the context of recent fertility declines and mass adoption of
the IUD in the Korean family planning program since 1964.

In terms of evaluation of IUD, the most important question is how much
it contributes to the fertility decline in a population. To answer this crucial
question, even partially, empirical data should be collected for showing current
fertility materials and IUD materials with the reason that the demographic effect
of IUD depends on the magnitude of current fertility of acceptors without IUD
and of prevention of conceiving pregnancies among IUD acceptors.

There are various causes other than the IUD program which affect the
current decline of Korean fertility. The position of this paper is that the IUD
program might be one of most influential variables which affected the recent
decline of fertility of Korean women. In other words, it is an agreement that
the recent decline of Korean fertility might have happened without the IUD
program,

Answers in this paper will focus on how much the IUD contributed to the
total decline of feriility, or at least that the IUD program should have
acce'erated the recent decline of fertility and contributed a considerable amount
to that decline.

Therefore, an estimation of the number of births averted is one way to
evaluate the demographic effects of IUD program. For this, we should know as
base-line information the assumed fertility level of current IUD acceptors with-
out the IUD and the magnitude of the IUD use-effectiveness among acceptors.

To satisfy this requirement, there are data which show the precise potential
fertility of IUD acceptors and the termination rate of IUD acceptors. Additional
information, as is recommended by Potter(1967), is also required to correct
various data defects.

Fortunately, Korean IUD termination rates were collected through several



national follow-up surveys of IUD acceptors, but these surveys were not de-
signed to collect information on the potential fertility of IUD acceptors or the
add; tional information required for correcting data defects. There is some
evidence to cover this point by utilizing existing fertility data from
Ross (1969).

This paper poses another way to compute the number of births averted by
IUD utilizing other existing ratios on this subject.

Potter computed a ratio of how much an IUD can prevent births over time
intervals using empirical data from Taiwan. He concluded that an IUD can
prevent 0.6 births. Ross calculated a similar figure as almost the same base.

Applying this ratio is the essential position of this paper. And inversely,
the number of births averted by IUD is added to current declined fertility to
figure out the weight of IUD on the total decline of fertility.

Decline of Korean Fertility

It is true that Korean fertility remained at high levels during the late 19th
and early 20th centuries. This may have been due to an early marriage sys-
tem and large family size. Most women at that time had a long childbearing
period and valued a largs number of sons. Traditionally, thoughts of fortune or
good life depended upon the number of sons. In this sense, it was natural that
people in that time maximized their values to proluce maximum number of
births in their environments.

The idea of reducing the number of births has an extremely recent history.
Historically, the end of World War II anl the Korean War greatly stimulated
rapid social changes. But the changing of values for the number of children
has a more recent history It is recognized that a raising a children has be-
come more difficult than before and the meaning a of large number of children
has changed.

There is no longer any guarantee that children will fully support their
parents needs after they bescome old. Gradually, the value placed on a large
number of children has changed. Then after the Korean War, mortality,
especially infant mortality, declined remarkably through adoption of a public
health program under the control of the Government. This mortality decline has
helped people who wanted an extra number of children to replace those lost
because of high levels of infant mortality.

Korea experienced favorable changes of the social environment which are
related to fertility decline.

The recent trend toward late marriage and the increasing trend toward
induced abortion are affecting fertility decline.

An additional event for fertility decline was the adoption of a family
planning program by the government in 1962. This program has been a
meaningful stimulation to have fewer children. The contents of the program
emphasize thinking about one’s personal life and having children as a long-
range future plan.



Korea has had a considerable increase of diffusion of innovations in using
contraceptives and significant changes in the adoption of contraceptives.

In this sense, the program should be variously evaluated. But crucial
to the evaluation of the family planning program is the demographic analysis
because its planning in Korea is measured by the crude birth rates in each year.
The framework of the family planning program focuses on reducing birth rates
through the effects of various contraceptives.

But unfortunately Korea is one of those countries which do not have good
vital registration data. Thus, demographic evaluation of family planning is more
difficult., To cover this point, much research u'ilizing different data has been
done to estimate each year’s vital rates.

Various family planning evaluation people have contributed to finding the
level of vital rates through national sample surveys. Other methods have also
been developed to apply analysis to incomplete existing data on vital rates. For
instance, the own-children tabulation using census data has been a powerful
method to measure current vital rates. Nevertheless, these methods reinforce
the defects in the processes of data collection or in the formation of concepts
for best applicability of and minimum errors in the resulting figures.

As shown Tables 1,2, and 3, there has been a great decline of fertility in
recent years. By CBR indices, it has declined from 40 per thousand to 30 per
thousand during the time spans shown. Crude birth rates however are too gen-
eral to show the real decline of fertility because this is determined by the real
fertility level, the age structure of the female population, and the married
proportion in the reproductive ages.

Thus there often is a need to see the age-specific fertility rates which show
the level and pattern of fertility with the elimination of the influences of the
age structure of the female population in order to judge fertility changes. Between
1950 and 1956 there was a change in the pattern of fertility as well as a
decline in the level of fertility.

Marital fertility rates (legitimate fertility rates) are a more refined fertility
index than age-specific fertility rates for observing real fertility because they
eliminate the influence of the unmarried proportion of the population. By this
index, we can see a considerable decline of fertility in recent years. Except in
the 20-24 age group, every age group has experienced a great decline of fer-
tility. With these various evidences of fertility rates, we can establish that
recently Korean fertility has greatly declined.

With this conclusion on fertility decline, we turn next to the question of
why this change has deen Lappened.

As mentioned briefly, various independent variables in fertility decline have
been identified, but there is still little research other than Chung (1972) which
focuses on identifying independent variables and the correlations between fer-
tility and its independent variables.

To identfy tke realistic independent - variables for fertility, both realistic
and theorical models for research or data collections are required Freedman’s
diagram or Davis' conception of intermediate variables with realistic revisions are



some possible models for identifying various independent variables for recent
fertility in Korea.

According to Davis' scheme on fertility, the intermediate variables directly
affect fertility, and other independent variables indirectly affect fertility through
the intermediate variables.

Considering the relationships between these variables Whlch affect fertlhty,
there are also complicated interactions between them,

The weight of influences of these variables should be known in order to
explain the fertility changes. In other words, the total amount of change can
be explained by the reasons identified for this change.

However, it is almost impossible to identify all independent variables, their
weights, and the interactions between them.

The modern mission of the social sciences has been to develop methods to
cover these kinds of problems areas.

Several multivariate analysis techniques have been developed utlllzmg the
special capabilities of electronic computers. This development of analysis methods
stimulates the building of more ideal theorefical schemes to understand social
reality.

Reviewing the recent favorable conditions for lower fertility in Korea
under the Davis’ framework of intermeiiate variables, the relationships between
them are understandable.

First intermediate variables are called exposure variables. Marriage is the
basic unit for sexual and reproductive behavior in most human societeties.
Thus, the age of first marriage is important for determing the period of
exposure to childbearing. Recently, the delay of age at first marriage
is a remarkable trend in Korea. As shown in Table 4, both the male and
female trend has been toward later marrage. This is explainable by reviewing
recent social and economic factors in the marriage system. For instance,
the years of schooling are longer than before, and young people of marriage-
able age have more freedom to choose their spouses.

Second among the intermediate variables are the intercourse variables which
concern the the actual frequency of sexual behavior. Of course, the length
of married life, periods of separtion, and other conditions which are related
directly to the frequency of sexual intercourse are under this category.

The third group is called conception variables. The interruption of conce-
tion and the fe:undity of women are major components of this variable,

As shown in Table 5, there is a great increase in family planning practice
(contraceptives use).

Fourth are the gestation variables. These variables are determined by
events occurring between pregnancy and delivery. The components of these
variables include stillbirths, spontaneous abortions, and the induced abortions.

In the case of fertility decline in Japan, induced abortion was a main
contributor during the last few decades.

Referring to Table 5, there is a signicant increase in induced abortion in
recent years. According to the data of the 1963 Korean National Fertility



survey, 21% of total preghancies during the previous year terminated in
induced abortion. This has been diffused as an alternative to contraception,
even though it is medically more complex and more expensive. The medical
operation is still illegal, but people who want an induced abortion can easily
go to clinics anywhere and receive the operation at reasonable expense.

At an aggregate level, fertility is determined by the age structure of the
female population in the reproductive ages. If the number of childbearing wo-
men is great and the number of births per individual(fertility) is small, the
level of fertility may fluctuate at an aggregate level. The decline of fertility of
Hong Kong during the 1961-1965 period was due mainly to the change in the
age structure of the reproductive population. Of course, some portions of Korean
fertility decline can be explained by the change of the age structure of the

reproductive population.

Number of Births Averted by IUD Program

The final purpose of this paper is to show how much the IUD program
has contributed to the recent fertility decline in Korea.

Since the IUD program was adopted asa mass program in 1964, the cumula-
tive number of first insertions reached 1.5 million by the end of 1969.

This mass use of IUD is meaningful. This total is almost half of the total
childbearing female population in Korea. The number of childbearing women
is estimated at 4.5 million.

When we speak of the effect of IUD, there are two things: use-effective-
ness and demographic effectiveness. The use-effectiveness stands for simply
how long the device is worn by women. before being terminated by removal
for medical and other reasons, such as expulsion and pregnancy in situ. Based
on certain clinical research, around 2% of the women among the original
acceptors became pregnant during the first year of use.

But the problem of IUD goes beyond that of simple clinical effectiveness.
When we use IUD asa mass program, the high termination rates reflect other
problems which are involved with the application of the IUD as a contraceptive.

The use-effectiveness of IUD is represented by termination rates or reten-
tion rates. Measures of this have been developed utilizing multi-decrement life
table method(1965). We consider that 100 women start to use the IUD at the
same time and then they are dropped for various reasons over given time
periods. This cohort which uses IUD at the same time is reduced by the
mortality schedule of the IUD. This rate can be computed either as a gross
or a net rate. The net rate allows computation with allowances for other
reasons. This allows the presence of other competing risks.

For instance, a net cumulative expulsion rate allows the possibility for
some women to become pregnant with IUD or to have the device removed before
there is a chance to expel the IUD. A gross rate is an idealized concept to



determine the pure probability of termination for a certain reason independently
of exposure to other reasons.

Of course, these rates differ by the characteristics of acceptors and by
types of terminations. According to the IUD surveys in Korea, the high
parity women in rural area rertain the IUD for the longest period.

In a sense, this period of retention determines the IUD’s effectiveness.
But the demographic effect of IUD depends the upon the fertility of acceptors.
If the highest fertile group uses the IUD during longest time, the demographic
effect is maximized.

One of the determining components of the demographic effect of the IUD
is the number of acceptances. At a group level, the number of acceptors
eventually determines the number of births averted.

Therefore, the demographic effectiveness of the IUD program is determined
by the number of acceptors, the length of successful retention, and the fertility
foregone by acceptors during the period of retention. Data about the number
of acceptors are reliable in Korea through service statistics which are calculated
by the coupons under the responsibility of local health centers. Also, the serial
IUD follow-up surveys determine the scope of retention of IUD. Buk weak
points are in the data on the potential fertility of IUD acceptors.

Ideally, the procedure of computation of the averted number of births is
based on the three stages of reproluctive cycle: pregnancy, amenorrhea, or
fecundability. In the fecundable state and not practicing contraception, a woman
has a certain month'y chance of the conceiving, which is called = natural
fecundability. A contraceptive reduces the fertility by lowering this natural
fecundability and thus prolonging the fecundable state. Such a prolongation by
nterrupting the reproductive cycle is the base for computation of averted
births, utilizing the measures of the intervals between the cycles.

In this sense, Korean data are mnot sufficient to follow the procedures
recommended by Potter.

To cover this weak point, this paper poses a different approach, even
though the ultimate purpose is to compute the births averted by IUD. Addition-
ally, it is suggested that the situation after termination of IUD is favorable
to prolong the fecundable state by introducing other methods, such ag
switching to other contraceptive, reinsertion of the IUD, or induced abortion.
As shown in Tables 16 and 17, there are considerable re-acceptances of con-
traceptives and a high rate of induced abortion among IUD terminees than
women in general,

The final computations of this paper are in Tables 13, 14, and 15, which
show the number of births averted by IUD during time span 1965—1970.

The logic of these tables depends on the assumption that there is a simi-
larity of demographic effect of the IUD in Korea and Taiwan.

According to these tables, the demographic effects of IUD are growing
over time because of the cumulation of IUD numbers and the ratio of effect
computed by Potter.

In last column of Table 15, it is concluded that if there had not been IUD



up to 1970, the 1970 fertility would be 15% higher than it was.

Comments for Revision of Computed Figures

It is concluded that recent Korean fertility has declined considerably and
various factors have contributed to this decline. Mass use of the IUD in Korea
has been one powerful contributing variable.

For better understanding about the relationship between the fertility decline
and the IUD contribution to it, it is necessary to kave more precise fertility
and IUD termination data. Further, data on the potential fertility of acceptors
is absolutely required.

And for application to the IUD action program, the variables which deter-
mine the fertility and IUD termination should be identified. Identifying these
variables and computing the effects by sectors are the way to revise the com-
puted figures in this paper.
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Fertility Level and Its Changes in Kcrza (Crude Birth Rates)

Tablz 1
Sources
Year Chang Cho SDS KAP
@) @ 6)) (@))
1925 46. 6 - - —
1930 48.1 — — —
1935 47.8 - 45.0 —
1940 45.6 - - -
1955 46.1 — 41.0 —
1960 42.0 42.9 43.0 -
1965 — 3.3 38.0 35.5
1966 — 32.0 36.0 33.6
1957 — — - 31.6
1968 — — — 30.0

(1) Y.S.Chang, Disssrtation, Pricepton University.

(2) Lee-jae Cho, Estimated Birth Rates for Korea, (mimeogragh)
University Hawaii, 1971.

(8) Special Demographic Survey, BOS, 1966.

(4) National Family planning Survey, 1958.

Fertility Pattern and Its Changes in Korea.
(Age Specific Fertility Rates)

Table 2
Sources
Age Cho Lee Shyrock PES KAP Cho
1960 1960 1960 1966 1967 1966
€)) @ @ @ 6] )
TFR 6,130 5,990 6,250 5,399 4,875 4,565
—19 36 37 2 11 8 14
20—24 259 283 105 188 177 188
25—29 336 330 353 361 327 297
30—34 283 257 318 235 230 213
35—39 212 196 244 176 138 135
40—44 100 80 180 79 75 59
45—49 — 14 48 11 20 10

(1), (6) Lee—Jay Cho, Mimeograph, University of Hawaii,

(2) Byong Moo Lee and John Ishister, Impact of Births Control prozrams
of Fertility, edited by Berelson.

(3) population projection, EPB, 1954

(4) Based on number of biriths during the o2e year prior to the survey.

(5) KAP survey coaductel in April, 19567, Baszd on 12 month period
Preceding survey.



Age Specific Marital Fertility Rates for Korea
1957—61, 1962—66, and 1965

Table 3
Rates
Age 1957-61 1962-66 % change 1965 (KAP)
15—19 292 240 —18 237
20—24 241 404 ) +18. 349
25—29 371 329 —13 318
30—34 317 272 —14 250
35—39 254 183 —31 127
40—44 148 102 —31 63
45—25 25 20 —20 -
Mean Ages at First Marriage for Korea

Table 4
Years Male Female
1925 20.7 16.5
1930 20.9 - 16.8
1955 24.6 20.5
1960 25.6 21.8
1966 26. 4 22.7
1968 26.8 ~23.0

* 1968, KAP survey, by recommended method of Hajnal’ s procedures

Percentage of Women Who Had Experienced
Induc:d Abortion and Contraception in Korea

Ttable 5
Abortion Contraception
Age (1966 (1966) (1967
15—19 — — 2.4
20—24 0.8 4.1 7.5
25—29 7.8 19.5 22.4
30—34 18.0 38.6 36.3
35—39 21.6 39.5 42. 2
40—44 13.9 . 20.8 23.1
Total 13.5 27.2 28.0
(Sample size) (3, 368) (3, 368) (3,620




Table 6

Age Distribution of IUD Acceptors and
General Married Women in Korea

Acceptor General Women
Age 1965 1964 1967 survey, 1966 survey
20—24 2.2 1.9 11 1.1
25—29 18.2 16.4 1.7 10.9
30—34 35.2 34.8 26. 1 25.6
35—39 30.2 33.3 24.0 26.6
40—44 13.7 12.8 21.0 21.3
45+ 0.5 0.8 16.1 14.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0
(Sample size) (2, 667) . R V2) (3,62 (3, 368)

Number of Living Children of IUD Acceptors
and General Married Women in Korea

Table 7
Acceptors Married Momen

Number 1935 1964 1957 survey 1956 survey
None ﬁO 2 o 0.3 6.2 5.4
1 1.4 1.8 12.9 1.1
2 8.2 5.6 16.2 16.1
3 17.5 16. 2 18. 3 19.4
4 24.8 23.7 18.2 20.0
5 24,9 24.8 14. 3 15.1
6 14. 2 15. 4 8.6 7.8
7+ 8.8 12.2 5.3 5.1
Tstal 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0
(Sample size) (2,667 (2,129 (3,62 (3. 358)

Comparison of Age Distributions of IUD
Acceptors in Korsa and Taiwan
Tabls 8 .

Taiwan Korea
Age (19585) (1955)
=24 8.9 2.2
25-29 29.7 18.2
30-34 34.5 35.2
35+ 25.9 44. 4
Total 100.0 100.0
(Sample size) (2,176) (2,667)



Comparison of Number of Living Children of IUD
Acceptors in Korea and Taiwan

Table 9
Taiwan Korea
Number (1935) (1955)
2 or less 10.5 ‘ 9.8
3 , 22.2 17.5
4 25.5 - 24.8
5+ 41,8 47.9
Total” 100. 0 100. 0
(Sample) 2,176 (2,667)
Cumulative Gross Rates at 12 Months after First Insertion by
Types of Termination With Standard Errors in Korza and Taiwan
Table 10
: Types of Termination
Country Pregnancy Expulsion Removal Total
Korea, 1966 5.5(0. O 12. 8(0. 8) 27.7(1.0)  38.69(1. 1D
Taiwan, 1966 6.200.7 11.3(0. 8 25.300. D 37.90Q1. 2)
Korea, 1967 3.800.5)  15.000.9 30.8(1.0)  43.40CL D)

Korea, 1966:Sample size 2,667
1967;Sample size 2,427

Taiwan 1966;Sample size 2,173
Standard Errors are shown-in parentheses.

Cumulative Net Termination Rates per 100 Women
by Types of Termination for Korea and Taiwan

Table 11
Ordinal  Pregnancy Expulsion Removal Total
months Korea Taiwan ¥Xorea Taiwan Korea Taiwan Korea Taiwan
1 0.1 0.4 1.1 1.7 6.3 5.4 7.5 7.6
3 0.7 1.4 3.9 4.8 11.2 104 15.8 16. 6
6 1.1 3.2 6.4 6.7 17.5 15.4 25.0 25.3
12 2.0 5.0 10.6 9.7 26.0 23.2 38.6 37.9
18 2.2 6.4 14.4 113 32.7 -30.3 49.3.  47.9

Korea, sample 2,184
Taiwan, sample 2,173

— 75—



Birth Averted per IUD Insertion by Year
Following First Insertion
Table 12

1st year 2nd year 3rd yead 4th year 5th year 6th year Total

0.036 0.195 0. 143 0. 089 0.053 0. 083 0.60

# R.G. Potter computed this ratio, using the Taiwan data to get the number
of averted births by IUD..

Numbzr of Averted Births by IUD Insertions, in Korea,
1965-1970, Using the Potter Ratio
Table 13

Number of averted births
Year No. of IUD 1935 1956 1937 1938 1939 1970

1954 107, 444 3,858 21,059 15,334 9,563 5,695 8,918
1965 225,179 — 8142 44,331 32,344 20,130 11,987
1956 380, 449 — — 13,695 74,568 54,401 33,850
1967 305, 359 — — — 10,993 59.850 43,666
1968 237,927 — — — — 8,565 46,634
1969 285, 500 — — — — — 10,278
Total 1,542,858  -3,868 29,201 73,391 127,468 148,644 155,343

Estimated Number of Births if No IUD Insertions and
Mid-Year Population in Korea, 1965-1970

Table 14

1965 1966 1957 1968 19569 1970

Annual births 1,010, 000 980, 000 946, 100 921, 857 886, 446 885,186
Additional

births, no IUD 3,868 29,201 73,391 127, 468 148, 644 155, 343
Combined births 1,013,878 1,009,201 1,019,491 1,049,335 1,035,090 1,040,529
Mid-Year pop. 28,424,000 29,199,000 29,968,000 30,758, 000 31,422,988 32,534,420

Figures in this table are based on the rates in Table 15 which is showing the
estimated birth rates.



Current Birth Rates and Estimated Birth Rates if No

IUD in Korea, 1965-1970
Table 15

1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970

Current CBR 35.52 33.56 31.57 29.97 28.67 27.67
Estimated CBR if no IUD 35.67 34.56 34.02 3412 32.94 31.98
Ratio Estimated/Currentx<100 100.4 103.0 107.8 113.8 1149 115.6

Percentage of women who Ever Used Contraceptions

after Termination of IUD in Korea, 1965 Acceptors

Table 16
Characteristics of women No. of Women % used CD (contraceptive)

Total 897 42.8

Residence
Urban 245 16.9
Rural 63 41.9

Age
20-29 218 ) 37.0
30-34 323 46. 4
35+ 356 43.1

Live- births

0-2 99 38.1
3-4 317 45.7

5-9 481 41.8

Percent women who Qutcome of Pregnancies after
Terminating IUD, in Korea, 1965 Acceptors

Table 17
Characteristics of women Outcome of Pregnancies(%)
(@D)] @ €)) @ ()] Total
Total 66. 6 9.6 1.7 12.6 9.5 100. 0(943)
Residence
Urban 64.3 7.1 2.0 19.5 6.6 100.00272)
Rural 67.3 10.5 1.6 9.9 10.7  100. 0(671)

# (1 Not pregnant after expulsion or removal  (2) had live births
(3) had spontaeons abortions and still births  (4) had induced atortions

(5) currently pregnant
—_77 —
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The place of family planning in developing countries

| Table 1
| I}T ave_l an ZOf Sicial S fy.e doing
T Size (C;-’;: 75%’ ib;i/last)ion Polz'cgnzzlng / grag%z%am, z'nwj’i;fnzglf ,I(J)lj;zzciig, Are doing
%) or major governmental | or limited govern- ) nothz'n_g of f icial
involvement mental jnwolvement  |in family plavming
@ (€)) “
400 & more China (1962)
India
(1952 reorganized 1965)
100—400 Pakistan » Indonesia
(1961, reorganized 1965)
50—100 Nigeria
Brazil
25—50 Turkey (1965) Mexico Burma
United Arab” Philippines
Republic (1966) Thailand
Korea (1961)




15—25 Iran (1967) Ethiopia

Colombia (1667 Congo
South Vietnam
Afghanistan
1115 Morocco (1966) Peru Sudan -
Taiwan (1964) Nepal Algeria
Ceylon (1967 Tanzania
‘ North Korea
Less than 10 Malaysia (1966) Venezuela Africa—31 coun-
Kenya (1966) Cuba tries
Chile (1966) Nicaragua Asia—12 count-
Tunisia (1966) Costa Rica ries
Hong Kong (1961) Latin America
Dominican Republic 17 countries

(1967
Honduras (1965)
Singapore (1966)
Jamaica (1966)
Trinidad & Tobago
1967

Mauritius (1965)
Barbados (1966)

*Due to the complexity of the Situation in several countries, this classification is not
easily applied in all Cases. However I telive this is essentially the presnt picture
The middle category is mixed for example, the first encouragement of family
planning activities under the new government in Indonesia, governmental support
of research projects in Thailand, and municipal hospital programs in the Philippines,
follow-up of a technical assistance mission in Nepal, population divisions within
the health ministries in Peru and Venezuela
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Tabl Policy position on family planning among developing countries
able 2

Number of countries

with favrable

Dolicy.

brogram, or Some No official

of ficali activity activity

By Size

25 million or more 10 3
10—25 million 7 9
Under 10 million 17 50
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By Level of Education
(Percentage enrolled in school,
Ist & 2nd levels, adjusted)
75 percent and over
30 percent—75
under 30 percent
By Per Capita Income
Over $250 per year
$100-$250 per year
Under $100 per year
By Density
209 and over per square mile
50-200 per square mile
Under’ 50per square mile
By Population Growth Rate
(natutal increase)
3 percent per year and over
/2.5 percent to 2.9 percent per year
Under 2.5 percent per year
By Crud? Birth Rate
Under 40 per 1000 per year

40—44 per 1000 per year

45 and over per 1000 per year

By Crude Death Rate

10 and under per 1000 per year

11-20 per 1000 per year
21 and over per 1000 year

11
19

11
15

13
15

11
13

12

13

14
15
3

28
24

12
12
16

3
13
27

5
13
19

The total number of countries differs from one sub-table to another because o

differential availability of data. The sources are the

United Nations Demographic

Yearbook, 1965 the United Nations Population and Vital Statistics Report, January 1967
the United Nation Year book of national ~Accounts statistics, 1965 the United nations!

Population and Vital Statistics Report,

Yearbook 1965

April 1967; and the

UNESCO Statistics
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Table 3 Fees and incentives in national programs, (spring 1967)
Medical doctors Others
India $1. 45/1UD insertion, private| $0.70/IUD insertion fee to
MD ($0.30 to govern- client
ment MD) $1. 10/ vasectomy fee to
$4. 00/ vasectomy, private MD client
($0. 70D $3.50/tubal ligation fee
$5. 35/salpingectomy ($1. 40) to client
Variousmall referral fees
Pakistan $1. 20/IUD insertion $0. 60/insertion for paramedical
$3. 00/sterilization workeris
$0. 50/referral fee for dais
(midwives)
$0. 40/referral fee for
others
$4. 40/sterilization fee to
client
South Korea | $1.30/insertion $0. 19/insertion for field
$3. 30/ vasectomy worker




$0. 38/vasectomy for field

worker or other
finders

$2. 95/vasectomy fee to

— 88 —

client
* Taiwan $1. 50/insertion (half paid $0. 25/referral fee for
by client) midwives
variable group incentives
: for field workers
Turkey $1. 10/insertion $0. 55/referral fee
U AR $0. 70/insertion $0. 70/referral fee for IUD
$0. 70/client at time of
1UD follow-up
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