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Table 1. Divorce rate by year . 1960~1991

Y 0|l=2& 1 1960~ 1991
YVear No. O.f No..of No. of Divorce rate Divorce rate
population marriage divorce (per 10,000 pop.) (per 100 marr.)
1960 24,989,000 186,187 7,016 2.51 3.8
1970 31,458,000 295,137 11,615 3.69 3.9
1980 37,417,000 403,031 23,125 6.18 5.8
1990 42,793,000 381,912 39,477 9.22 10.3
1991 43,207,000 324,318 37,818 8.75 11.7

A& 11960 AR olHl4, o] E& AT, 1981414 ALEHAT 2 o]F AEE FAA, ITFH

A5 K3, 1991, 1988, 198294 A+&.
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Figure 1. Trend of Increasing divorce rate
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7+ 23 (Trent and South, 1989). o 4] 9]
A3 8tE oo mE A 98 Tz ¥
5 olg9 27t 8doz HeHE vh ojye
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Table. 2. Percentage distribution of the divorced by current characteristics among 15~49

ever married women

Fo12| ¥ EMYE =2 0|24E 7 HEs 2%
Characteristics Divorced Not Characteristics Divorced  Not
Total(N=7,462) 1.6 98.4 Educatonal level
Primary sch.(N=1,710) 2.6 97.4
Residence Middle/High sch.(N=5,001) 1.3 98.7
Urban(N=5,856) 1.7 98.3 College or more(N=742) 1.3 98.7
Rural(N=1,606) 1.3 98.7 Mean years** 8.6 10.0
Age Religion
~24(N=381) - 100.0 Buddist(N=2,283)
25~29(N=1,465) 0.5 99.5 Protestant(N=1,637) 1.7 98.3
30~34(N=1,832) 1.8 98.2 Catholic(N=615) 1.7 98.7
35~39(N=1,537) 1.4 98.6 Others(N=58) 1.6 98.6
40~44(N=1,278) 2.4 97.6 None(N=2,819) 34 96.6
45  (N=966) 2.8 97.2 15 98.5
Year of marriage Employment )
~64(N=375) 3.2 96.8 Employed(N=2,706) 2.7 97.3
65~69(N=873) 2.3 97.7 Pro./clerk(N=279) 1.1 98.9
70~74(N=1,187) 2.6 97.4 Sales/services(N=1,144) 4.2 95.8
75~79(N=1,405) 2.1 97.9 Agricultural work(N=449) 1.0 99.0
80~85(N=1,681) 14 98.6 Unskilled worker(N=2814) 2.2 97.8
85~91(N=1,919) 0.3 99.7 Not employed(N=4,756) 1.0 99.0
** P<ON(<KHE 6> F=)
Ade & & AU o)e I AFAAA F &7t BT M3 o|fFE JE FuE
& olE&= v E V€Y ARE ZHA HAE s el 2141—‘:* 7PN E AW
Furdstn Qv EndEEs 73, 21, A4 & 5 9,1&111:}
2 g FFuzt d o] e wdd Ve F 9 d HAY oA "Me dHA H
TE Ul Bolo ALL 34%% ADRE 29l BQlol 27%7F & °lEE FA¥IUYxn
A vetgd. dAdee 9ot & AT 7l o HEA HY Fol obd FAL 1.0% o]
FuE AT FAEY 2E o]& AYPE = Z2EE ol&EcE EWta $HIAG ey
S e FHoRE JEr Fao AodEe= A HA Folet dtrigte HFo] FAol}d utat
AA7E o] &4 Fhite] dde] HeE A¢= U A AT zelg B F ‘&H A ] 24l
I, ® $FHoze 2E oE Fd Yeuye FAlete Q9 o]EH[Eo] 42%= We ®
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ool Mulxg 2 g9 =FFo|qly] wie]
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AGY BEXEE 25~2947) 40.0% 2 b3 B
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YolA olEL e ALE 68%2 UeLA
Aol BolAFE ol&E9 rtgye] TaEE
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Table 3. Percentage distribution of various characteristics at the time among those who

divoced the first marriage

TE 0IERQL 0|ZAl &% &M YWEE 22
Characteristic % Characteristic %
Age(Mean 29.5 Years) Reason for divorce
~24 16.6 Disparity in character 48.6
25~29 40.3 Unfaithfulness 22.8
30~34 24.0 Violence 10.3
35~39 12.4 Ignorance of supporting duty 3.2
407 6.8 Infecundity 8.2
Total(N) 100.0(121) Disharmony with relatives 5.2
Others 1.5
Marrital duration(Mean 7.5 Years) Total(N) 100.0(116)
~ 2 years 19.8
3~ 5 20.4 Care taker of the last child
6~10 33.9 Herself
11~15 15.3 Husband 50.4
16* 10.2 Her relatives 38.5
Total(N) 100.0(121) Husband’s relatives 1.9
Others 6.0
No. of children(Mean 1.3) Total(N) 3.2
0 26.7 100.0(85)
1 314
2 23.8
3+ 18.2
Total(N) 100.0(120)
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Table 4. Divorce rate by characteristics of

age at the first marriage

Holo| x5y EMY 0l HEE

=

Variables Divorced Not

Wife’s age at marriage
~19(N=1,009) 3.1 96.9

20~24(N=4,675) 1.3 98.7

25~29(N=1,685) 1.6 98.4

30*(N=93) 1.1 98.9

Mean age** 22.0 22.6
Husband’s age at marriage

~19(N=134) 4.7 95.3

20~24(N=1,675) 2.0 98.0

25~29(N=4,634) 1.2 98.8

30~34(N=894) 1.7 98.3

35*(N=1,018) 7.7 92.3

Mean age" 26.2 264
Age difference(Hus’s—Wife's)

Less than 1 year(N=842) 1.7 98.3

1~4 years(N=3,941) 1.5 98.5

5~8 years(N=2,180) 1.1 98.9

9 years or more(N=492) 3.8 96.2

Mean years" 4.3 3.8

%k P< .01, 1) Not Significant(¥ 6. &%)



A GHo] 2EA Ay olERE K, A e Aol o] JtedE Eole & Wyl
2 +
(]

AR Apolrt obF @& o o]EHEo] L A 140 + AR
o2 ZAMEHUT. 94 ool Aelzt & - 2 2EAA 3M9Jr #dste o] H &S
7b 38% 2 Wig- ®3, I g FA ozt Gol Hokth AEA AR AGA ol FolH
BAY 34 B9 1~44] Aojrt 72k 1.7 ov, 2& ZFL ¥t FEIHAL =% A&
%, 1.5%0°]3 3~8417} 7} v HAoz W7k o] wA 71ZEE ol FEAzbe mE A}
gttt 4% Aozt B HEY w2 o]ER o]o]t}.
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L el A9 9ol Ao vt vF AR FRd % @53 APHoe A&
Cﬂal‘ﬂ e Aasdo] dogHu ZAd AR HEmo) Je] FlellA o] o= AA
Edte #Ee WE 7heAel aw, & el o] Bt} FeHd F A& WAt
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Table 5. Divorce rate by characteristics of process of selecting spouse
Folo| WAt MEHNY EMY 0| HEE X

Variables Divorced Not Variables Divorced  Not
Decision process in selection Matrimonial process
Parents alone(N=619) 34 96.6 Relative’s matchmaking 1.3 98.7
Parents had priority(N=1,822) 0.8 99.2 (N=3,249)
Person herself had priority 1.1 98.9 Friend’s matchmaking 1.8 98.2
(N=4,061) (N=1,757)
Person herself alone(N=871) 4.2 95.8 Neighbor’s matchmaking 2.2 97.8
Duration of acquaintance 2.7 97.3 LE)I\\/Ie_rizfc)h with friend 17 98.3
Less than 1 month(N=1,518) 14 98.6 (N=1,279)
1~12 months(N=3,860) 1.4 98.6 e .
Love match in meeting(N=352) 24 97.6
13~24 months(N=878) 1.2 98.8 Others(N=488) 90 98.0
25 months or more(N=1,170) 11.7 14.5 )
Mean"

1) Not Significant (<% 6> %)
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Table 6. Result of T-test on characteristisc of women by divoce experience of the first

marriage
22 0|24 =Y 202l EM0f st T-test Bt
Charicteristics Mean S.D. S.E. T—value(DF) 2 tail prob.
Educational duration
Divoced(N=120) 8.6 3.84 .038 —4.79(7,437) .000
Not divorcd(N=7,318) 10.0 3.28 350
Wife's age at marriage
Divoced(N=121) 22.0 3.37 .306 -2.57(7,457) .010
Not divored(N=7,338) 22.6 2.82 .033
Hus.’s age at marriage
Divoced(N=118) 26.2 4.21 .378 -.78(7,451) .438
Not divorcd(N=7,334) 26.4 3.30 .039
Age difference(Hus.’s-Wife’s)
Divoced(N=118) 4.3 4.03 .365 1.71(7,451) .087
Not divored(N=7,334) 3.8 2.90 .034
Duration of acquaintance
Divoced(N=121) 11.7 19.02 1.701 -1.59(7,424) 132
Not divorcd(N=7,305) 14.5 20.11 232




Feolo] # EMY ME HIE

HA Az FolA 2EE ]
A Rl HEL 16%Aet °F
I 34 AES HAoke HE2 409
1%E 2& o]& ZHZ ol UK

X
W m
S

LR o
o
o

AERAY ME PYrAP S 296401 1
Zol & BATD<E 7>,

Table 7. Percentage distribution of age at
remarriage of the divorced

£ 0/220l0 ME ¢y wes

=3

Age variables %

Wife's age at remarriage
~24 14.5

25~29 304

30~34 32.9

35* 22.2

Total(N) 100.0(50)

Mean age 29.6
Husband’s age at remarriage

~34 26.0

35~39 40.0

40~44 18.0

45* 16.0

Total(N) 100.0(50)

Mean age 36.4
Age difference(Hus’.s—Wife’s)

Less then 1 yean 9.8

1~4 years 48.8

5~8 years 20.9

11 years or more 20.6

Total(N) 100.0(50)

Mean years 6.7
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Table 8. Remarrige rate by current characteristics of the devorced

ZE 0|27 & EMY ME HF HEE 2X

Characteristics Remarried Not Characteristics Remarried Not
Total(N=121) 40.9 59.1
Residence Religion
Urban(N=101) 33.7 66.3 Buddist(N=40) 40.5 59.5
Rural(N=20) 76.2 23.8 Protestant(N=29) *41.6 58.4
Age Catholic(10) 35.2 64.8
~29(N=39) 379 621 None(N=41) 398 002
30~34(N=24) 47.8 52.2 Employment
35~39(N=31) 36.9 63.1 Employed(N=73) 21.7 87.3
407 (N=27) 43.8 56.2 Sales/services(N=48) 12.8 97.2
. Others(N=26) 27.3 72.7
Educational level
Primary sch.(N=45) 525 475  Notemployed(N=35) 0z 298
Middle/High sch.(N=67) 35.1 64.9
College or more(N=10) 27.5 72.5
Mean years* 7.7 9.1

¥ P05 (<F 12> #=x)

A= JbeatA Ha8 AES] sheAdel gaaia
F deg AAEle Aoz oAy A a5
F£Z23 AELL v dclE Coleman and

Ganong(1990)8] A7AnE Reech.

2) =& o|&R0le =& SEMY x|EH|E

A2 2& 54 FoA FUd9 2zdEm
FA-GFHY 2EAH Ao WE o] &R
AEHEL 2548 7|22 208 RAYL
B 9>. 204] "9k 2 20~24A]0] HEHT} o
&3 59 ztzt 43.8%, 45.1%7F AEE u
Holl 254] o] drh AA HFNHE 2}o)
& Hyoy SAFez §o3 2L oy
th Flr G 2EA AF Aoldz BE
AAZ A% zolrt & dHz AEHY} o
3 HQlo] o]& Fo AEH & Ut
T& Hol: AERAY dFarl 4.849H)
HjEi A A EEA e §A9 97 Aol 3.8
Az 149 2ol & Ve oA 2o
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Table. 9 Remarrige rate by age at the

first marriage

25 ojaxolel xEHY SMY
HE0HF
Age Remarried Not
Wife’s age at marriage
~19(N=31) 43.3 56.2
20~24(N=62) 45.1 54.9
25*(N=28) 28.8 71.2
Mean age" 21.3 224
Age difference(Hus.'s-Wife's)
Less than 1 year(N=14) 33.0 67.0
1~4 years(N=60) 394 60.6
5~8 years(N=25) 40.3 59.7
9 years or more(N=19) 54.3 45.7
Mean years” 4.8 3.8

1) Not Significant (<& 12> &%)



Table 10. Remarriage rate by characteris-
tics of process of selecting
spouse in the first marriage
solo| WX ME DY S

Me w2 BI

Mate selection process Remarried Not

Decision process in selection

Parents alone(N=21) 53.7 46.3
Parents had priority(N=16) 322 678
Person herself had priority(N=46) 303  69.7
Person herself alone(N=36) 53.1 46.9
Duration of acquaintance

Less than 1 month(N=41) 60.1 39.9

1~12 months(N=53) 378 622
13~24 months(N=12) 300 700
25 months or more(N=14) 7.4 92.6
Mean years* 7.1 14.9

Matrimsnial process
Relatives’ matchmaking(N=42) 51.3 487
Friend’s matchmaking(N=30) 289 711
Neighbor's matchmaking(N=28) 535 465
Love match with friend(N=22) 31.6 68.4
Love match in meeting(N=8) 50.9 493
Others(N=10) 36.0 64.0

¥ P<.01l (<E 12> FR)
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Table 11. Remarrige rate by characteristics at the time of divorce

ZE 0|2F0Ie] 0|2A| A"t EMY ME MR HES BZ
Characteristic Remarried Not Characteristic Remarried Not
Total(N=121) No. of children
Age 409 59.1 0(N=32) 65.7 34.3
= 3.
~24(N=20) 76.1 23.9 1(N=38) 36% 63.9
2(N=28) 27.5 72.5
25~29(N=49) 49.0 51.0 3+ (N=22) 128 672
30~34(N=29) 22.6 77.4 Moan™ 09 e
357 (N=23) 16.4 83.6 ’ '
*k
Mean age 26.7 314 Reason for divorce
Marrital durati Disparity in character(N=57) 32.1 67.9
arrital duration Unfaithfulness(N=27) 37.5 62.5
2 years or less(N=24) 66.7 33.3 ) =
Violence(N=12) 38.3 61.7
3~ byears(N=25) 46.0 54.0 . —
Infecundity(N=10) 69.8 30.2
6~10years(N=41) 37.3 62.7 Others(N=12) 33.3 66.7
11~15years(N=19) 24.6 75.4 ) :
16*years(N=21) 17.2 82.9 )
x Care taker of the last child
Mean years 5.4 9.0
Herself (N=43) 10.8 89.2
Husband(N=33) 42.8 57.2
Others(N=10) 50.0 50.0
*x P<.01 1) Not Significant (<% 12> ZZ)
¢ 5 itk BEAOR HoIE ofE @el U AUsUR: YA ATE HolX w
WESS AEuigel geul S8 244 oW o $W, A Ak A T AuE 37
3} 25~29M7} Z+2t 76.1%, 49.0% 2 304 o] Bagertd g AEHEY ztels 24 A
oAl o] &7 Fd g MES vlE 423 Alo] EETE A7t 108%0] AYA oy
A Ve o9t 2E o)EA AU AE  gHol SEOE AL 428%7 AEL @
ojiolel BAE ZE ATV A ES| G Aoz uehdo. AUt 9AY duets o
T aUZ gtgHA A AERAY HE7|7Le] & PEE AH e o]THAY Tl A
40 Weld AESHA Fe 2E GJER  FUBoln.
¢le] AEZ/HE FHw .00 2 /23 2o o|EA] o] EAIFY A EH &S B, ¢
£ yepgdh. 7t Zop B o w olobrlarlE g o
AR o] wWE A EH &9 Rol= FEEHA Ak B wf B o] &3 HLIL 69.8% 2 7}
JEGT Qe o ol&A AU4E W 13 & AENES welm 9ok
golm AERA) FE A4 16902 <E 12>E @9 <E 7>el4 < 11>
AT e AT 099z RS T Aol AAD AERAT HEFHA gL el
goh A AESS BE, AUZ gle o] o 54 BEAe UE @ 2% an%E A4
EHlo] 65.7%7F AEE & Aog e gt Folth



Table 12.
remarriage experience

& 0]320l9| MEo

Result of T-test on characteristisc of women who divorced the first marriage by

g sS40l et T-test 2ot

Characteristics Mean S.D. S.E. T—value(DF) 2 tail prob.
Educational duration
Remarried(N=50) 7.7 3.57 b1l -2.01(118) .047
Not Remarried(N=71) 9.1 3.94 .466
Characteristics in the first marriage
Wife’s age at marriage
Remarrried(N=50) 21.3 2.92 415 -1.80(119) .074
Not Remarried(N=72) 22.4 3.60 426
Age difference(Hus.’s-Wife’s)
Remarried(N=49) 4.8 4.33 .621 -1.32(116) .189
Not Remarried(N="70) 3.8 3.67 440
Duration of acquaintance
Remarried(N=50) 7.1 19.7 2.802 -2.26(119) .026
Not Remarried(N=72) 14.9 18.0 2.127
Characteistics at the time of divorce
Age at divorce
Remarried(N=50) 26.7 4.53 .643 —5.08(119) .000
Not Remarried(N=72) 314 5.37 634
Marital duration
Remarried(N=50) 5.4 4.10 584 -3.79(119) .000
Not Remarried(N=72) 9.0 5.77 .682
No. of children
Remarried(N=47) 0.9 1.00 .152 -3.56(115) .001
Not Remarried(N=70) 1.6 1.10 134
3. ol A& AAH L ol &S HWdtd B2 3Pt 48 Hey F
A Z1&d 4 2 gk AFNA ol&EH &
1) 0l g3 AZE A AlREHE HFE FAA gFFA
ol HAQY BMw oz OLSHA9] A (Multicollinearity) & 1#3te] 1 ZojA] B
FAPARGE 2AE 2Yd oF ARY  d9 mi4E A9 2EdY, dH 2T
o] © wgAsgn Rausz:  YcH(White, ¥, »R7 A o] zx AR Yy
1992). Q71ME QoA AuE At 4 @ e dE 52y 4%, A7 64
W HEE 204 oET WY BAS B WFE SYRFE 438U
WHE Yoz 2AE HARY Pue gt Sguss oo ey dey 29
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Table 13. Results of Logit regression on determinants of divorce of the first marriage

ZE 0|2 ZFaod U ZXE 372

Variables Coffecients z
Wife’s age at the first marriage(1=less than 20) 170 1.43
Husband’s age at the first marriage(1=less than 20 or more than 34) 462 2.90**
Educational level(1=primary school or less) .093 .82
Age difference between husband’s and wife’s .001 a7
Decision process in marriage(1 =parents alone or person herself alone) 514 5.17**
Duration of acquaintance before marriage(1=Iless than 1 month) 134 1.18
Intercept 2.64
Pearson goodness of fit X2=7,279.1 DF=7,367 P=.769
%k P<.01



Table 14. Results of logit regression on determinants of remarriage after divorcing the
first marriage

T2 0|2 Rl Mz ZdPzolo ast ZXE 5| HEN

Variables Coefficient vA
Age at divorce -301 -2.20*
Year of education -012 =37
Duration of acquaintance in the first marriage —-.249 -2.53*
Decision process in marriage(1 =parents alone or person herself alone) .248 1.10
Care taker of the last child(1=person herself) -.598 -2.21*
Intercept 6.01
Pearson goodness of fit X?=107.9 DF=107 P= .457

¥ P<.05
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<Summary >

Effects of Sociodemographic and Marriage Related Variables
on Divorce and Remarriage among Korean Women

Moon—Hee Suh*

The divorce rate(No. of divorces per 1,000
marriages) in 1991 was 11.7, which had in-
creased rapidly from 3.9 in 1970. Though the
rate is of course not so high compared to that of
western countries, it has increased greatly in
the last 20 years owing to the socioeconomic de-
velopment and improvement of women'’s status
including increased opportunity of employment.

The objective of this study was to review the
actual state of divorce in the first marriage and
remarriage after that and to find out the deter-
minants of divorce and remarriage among Ko
rean women. The data used in this study were
7,462 ever married women aged 15~49, which
was collected through 1991 Survey on National
Fertility and Health conducted by KIHASA.
The analytic method was descriptive analysis,
T-test and logit regression.

Among the respondents 1.6% answered that
they experienced divorce in the first marriage.
The average marriage duration of the divorced
was 7.5 years and average age at divorce was

29.5 years old. Their average number of chil-

dren was 1.3, and main reason for divorce was
discrepancy in character.

The most important determinants of divorce
was whether the husband’s age at marriage was
younger than 20 or older than 35 and whether
marriage was decided by themselves or their
parents alone without consent between them.
Besides, educational level of women, age at
marriage of women, duration of acquaintance
before marriage also influenced the divorce in
the first marriage. Those women whose educa-
tional level was not higher than primary school,
who married before 20 years old and married
than 1

acquaintance period showed relatively high di-

without having more month’s
vorce rate.

Among the divorced women about 40% re-
married. The analysis on the determinants of
remarrige showed that younger age at divorce,
shorter duration of acquaintance in the first
marriage and no-burden of children were signif-

icant influencial variables.

* Senior researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs(KIHASA)
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