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* AR A BN SRS 7]"1’5&5 Aol obvel BEEEEMCl EHRHOU RREL R & thfEs ﬁ?'ie!i
& J1Fe= g “PW‘] B 204 Bobd B\ENHES ARlA #BRSL v mERE o ¥
€ k4ol dote AL ok & 7']°]"/]'



g B OHEMRM Soll HE LA BEVE AU KB FRs B 94 4 gtk
AR EATHHE RS A0l BET REEBEAS FASD MR, HAIERC =k & KR
HAES BHE ATt BIMHRATE K@t

2. PR73E

WERIMEIRE ALl HE I KES BEhr] et #Ed #HELS HEHKES HHY T o
= ()RBHIREIE Q)BE T B it olgl st (3) WEYRIHEE (Pregnancy wastage) =
At ek Ttz Aol EMERRES 48 ABBHE g

T HED 2 RS FH07 9T BrSBEE Bk ol 5% BAMEAA HES
N REAETR T (FRASHE Fua )BAY FB Q) &EE Q) BERES AKE
BE G)BISHERT 5 #Esdrh o #MHMES h L2 ERINIEKER] e BAS
S mAMS HEKEY 2R D REHEBEHES 2RSS HESHerd o

M. e A 4k

. ERIMIR IS A Q| S8t

P YT MO WHMES HEE S AR AAHC) ool ERE B
RS = itEe) Hismal Rl whel BET S T = J ol —BMOE (i
99 B R - EABT EERSIL At Hedds ME - HES B sssne
B 2B —EME U ES FAke o] A ATAY FRI TERS A it
BAFS RES B el Fol ol glol BAAQ MSAMHRS] NESF ¥ o2 eixw g
o} ?

SelUehE 10450 Ltk B MRSl N E S i esEBiEe] Kiks HA Y M
A EHREME 4D Bt Ak 54 4r HBALE EHEE BAs Bimel
itErel A5 UHIES hgon o] B AV BESRANE A3 WS Ao oY
b ol elq ib@ay B(Ee dFo T F1ol4 B ubsl o] 10604 LUFol KRBT MASS
AR MRBRAS 109145 Kifio] o0k, 1960 4ol A el 19706 o] Sojd =y =
BHAEE 2079452 o4 glof WM o2 mwapgrREe] BMshs BHe 24T o)
53 7h Bl 1974 AN A5 19765 Abololl #5153 AL BETMHRE KBELS 2634
A 1/abl ko] BHTKEIRS BT AR vehda gvt

i2) KBS A 19714 w4l 15—195% LMol HiRERS 72l Lito] 309 4LE, HERRERS ZFRl A fol]
A #2091 A EE BAIHHES REREES. T 15—198% LR A WHRERCERO] = L] # 7534l
E= A MRl BETMRY.
Melvin Zelnik and John F. Kantner.“The Resolution of Teenage First Pregnancies”, Family Plann-
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Table 1. Trends in Premarital Pregnancy Rates by the Marriage Cohort

Premarital Premarital Premarital Birth/
Marriage Number of Pregnancy Birth Premarital Pregnancy
Year Respondents Rate (%) Rate (%) Rate (%)

" All Women 5,99 14.4 3.3 22.6
Before 1950 727 3.2 1.2 39.1
1950—1954 751 5.3 2.3 42.5
1955—1959 884 9.0 2.4 26.3
1960—1961 335 10.1 2.1 20.6
1962—1963 378 13.5 3.7 27.5
1964—1965 389 15.7 3.3 21.3
1966—1967 410 19.5 4.9 25.0
1968—1969 447 21.7 3.6 16.5
1970—1971 : 503 21.9 3.2 14.5
1972—1973 538 23.2 4.5 19.2
1974—1976 634 26.0 6.2 23.6
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Table 2. Per Cent Distribution Between Premarital and Postmarital

Pregnancy Women by Respondent’s Characteristics

Premarital Postmarital
Pregnancy Pregnancy
Characteristics Women Women Total (N)
All Women 14.4 85.6 100.0 (5,996) -
Demographic Characteristics
Age of Women
Under 25 24.2 75.8 100.0 ( 636)
25—34 19.9 80.1 100.6 (2,377)
35—44 9.1 90.9 160.0 (2,196)
45—49 5.2 9.8 100. 0 ( 787)
Age at First Marriage
Under 20 8.1 9.9 100.0 (2,426)
_20422 17.5 82.5 100.0 (2,153)
23 and Over 20. 6 79.4 100.0 (1,417)
Socio-Economic Status
Current Residence
Urban 17.5 82.5 100.0 (3,046)
Rural 11.3 88.7 100.0 (2,950)
Educational A ttainment
Primary School or Below 10.7 91.3 100.0 (3,956)
Middle School 20.7 79.3 100.0 (1,118)
High School and Cver 23.1 76.9 100.0 ( 922)
Work Experience Refore
Worked 24. 75.7 100.0 (1,441)
Never Worked 11.3 88.7 100.0 (4,555)
#% Respondent’s Mean Age @ 30.9 35.2
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Table 3. Comparison of Premarital Pregnancy Rates Between Those Women Who Have
and Have Not Working Experiences Before Marriage by Their Characteristics

Worked Never Worked

Characteristics % (N) % (N)
All Women 24.3 (1,441) 11.3 (4,555)
Age of Women
Under 25 29.9 ( 284) 19.6 ( 352)
25—34 27.2 ( 780) 16.3 (1,597)
35—44 15.1 ( 304) 8.1 (1,892)
45—49 9.6 ( 73) 4.8 ( 714)
Agé at First Marriage
Under 20 17.2 ( 273) 7.0. (2,153)
20—22 29.6 ( 524) 13.6 (1,629)
23 and Over 23.0 ( 644) 18.6 ( 773)
Current Residence
Urban 25.5 (1,004) 13.6 (2,042) -
Rural 21.5 ( 437) 9.5 ( 238)
Educational Attainment
Primary School or Below 20.4 ( 501) 9.3 (3,455)
Middle School 28.1 ( 406) 16.4 ( 712)
High School and Over 25.1 ( 534) 20.4 ( 388)
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Table 4. Trends in Changing Premarital Pregnancy Rate by Respondent’s Characteristics

and the Marriage Cohort

Marriage Year

Before 1960 1960-—1969 1970—1976
% (N) % (N) % (N)
All Women 6.1 (2,362) 16.5 (1,959) 23.9 (1,675)
Age at First Marriage .
Under 20 4.6 (1,699) 13.0 ( 477) 22.4 ( 250)
20—22 9.9 (.543) 17.0 ( 913) 24.1 ( 697)
23 and Over 8.3 ( 120) 18.6 ( 569) 24.2 ( 728)
Current Residence
Urban 9.2 ( 993) 17.5 (1,071) 26.1 ( 982)
Rural 3.8 (1,369) 15.3 (8,888) 20.8 ( 693)
Educational Attainment
Primary School or Below 4.8 (2,021) 14.0 (1,214) 21.4 ( 721)
Middle School 1.5 ( 217) 19.1 ( 404) 26.0 ( 497)
High School and Over 16.1 ( 124) 22.3 ( 341) 25.6 ( 457)
Work Experience Before Marriage
Worked 10.0 { 209) 24.7 ( 430) 27.8 ( 223)
Never Worked 7 (2,153) 14.2 (1,529) 20.3 ( 177)
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Table 5. First Pregnancy Outcome of Premarital Pregnancy Women by Time the EventsOccured.

The Events Occured

—

Qutcomes | . gfzt;‘;]) Befo;le (I\/[%z:.)rf'lage AfterNM(ao/ror)lage
Live Birth 748 (86.4) 187 (21.5) 561 (64.8)
Induced Abortion 70 ( 8.1) 65 ( 7.5) ( 0.6)
Spontaneous Abortion 34 (,3' 9) 26 ( 3.0) 8 (0.9
Still Births 7 (0.8) 2 (0.2) (0.6)
Current Pregnant 7 (0.8) — 7 (0.8
" Total 866 (100. 0) 280 (32.3) 586 (67.7)
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Table 6. Mean Number of Total Pregnancies by Respondent’s Characteristics.
Marriage Year and Pregnancy Status

Before —1960 1960—1969  1970—1976 Total

Premarital Postmarita] Premarital Postmarital Premarital Postnerital Premarital Postmarital
Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy

Respondent’s

Characteristics Women Women Women Women Women Women Women Women
All Women 6.8 6.4 5.3 4,7 2.7 2.0 4.3 4.8

Current Residence
Urban 6.6 6.3 5.5 4.7 2.8 2.0 4.4 4.5
Rural 7.0 6.5 5.1 4.7 2.5 1.9 4.3 5.0

Educational Attainment

Primary School or 7.1 6.4 5.2 4.7 2.6 2.0 4.7 5.2
Below.

Middle School 7.3 6.8 5.3 4.7 2.7 1.9 4.0 4.0
High School and Over 4.7 5.4 5.7 4.8 2.8 1.9 4.0 3.5

Work Experience
Before Marriage

Worked 6.5 6.4 5.5 4.8 2.7 1.9 3.7 3.5
Never Worked 6.8 6.4 5.2 4.7 2.7 2.0 4.7 5.1
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5o mRES R de HRESZA FUAY 4+ doh@k 1976, 19781

Lt BEFEH

%£7A L BEFLE ST &5 IERTHER I ABE S MR 1R ARES] HEHkES
A Ax moreh WA AAHOR FHREFREE w2, \EHRRAR A% 2.74,
IS HR B ARES 79 33802 MBHIHIR AR o AL FHEE AL g BeErh
el ool owA MM A Windtd & AL WFst MEFEE e B,
ISR 1R AR SRHHER iR ARES FEHBETLRE 1 287 TS k. & 1960 LA
siol giEE MASAA ol BT T LEMY FHBETLHR ERT 0.24%01 ™, 19605141969
tE Apolo] KR BAGNA T ERE 0.14°009, 1970%4 19765 Apolol] fEMERY A T
R o3 H EHMHER AR FHREAETLEOL 0.44% BE o Eo}, o9} o] #EMEEEF
2] 2ol o] 24E HG AR FHBEATIERA 27 23, 19704 DA Bl = IEETHER A
S FHBHEFLET Tk BEd SRR R AS S Rkl A Etsl vleh o] o] B
Aperaesh Hzel] fER Abwro] B BT WEREE ASAT sl Aol Sl A%l A

#4) Sung-Bong Hong , Walter B. Watson. The Increasing Utitization of Induced Abortion in Kurea,
Korea University Press. 1976.
F R OB, B O B B OE M 196E 2BHED R Sk BIEVE AL . FRETEPTR B, 1978
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Table 7 Mean Number of Living Children between Premarital and Postmarital Pregnancy
Women by Respondent's Characteristics and Marriage Cohort

Under—1960 1960—1969 1970—1976 Total
Premarital Postmarital Premarital Postmarital Premarital Postmerital Premarital Postmaarital
Respondent’s Pregnancy Pregmancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregnancy Pregrnancy
Characteristics Women Women  Women Women Women Women Women Wome:n
All Women 4.3 4.5 3.1 3.2 1.7 1.3 2.7 %3
Current Residence
Urban 3.8 4.0 2.9 2.9 1.7 1.3 2.5 2.8
Rural 5.1 4.9 © 3.4 3.5 1.7 1.3 2.9 3.7
. Education of Women
Primary School or 4.6 4.6 3.3 3.4 1.7 1.4 3.0 3.7
Below
Middle School 4.3 4.0 3.0 2.9 1.7 1.2 2.4 2.5
High School and Qver 2.9 3.2 2.7 2.7 1.7 1.2 2.2 2.0
Work Experience
Before Marriage
Worked 3.8 3.8 2.8 2.7 1.6 1.2 2.1 2.1
Never Worked 4.4 4.6 3.3 3.3 1.8 1.4 3.0 3.6

A BRI ATS HEKES 402 FRAY + Jk A7 ST BAFR sk

ol Y ABMLE WAL BEEER L HABENE Jrol Bl 19704 Ligidl k58
T ES BRI BASE L SRR AUt BHIMHRR ARRC O 2o WEHA%
T BAFIL ok T 1970 Ligkoll #ET AL & Httdl THlo]l AR A
7k BRI ATER S o & MENKES Jebl 2 ok a=el 19704 LTl g5mEs 42
ABE ol A = BRIHEIR 8 AR BHHHRRAARR T 038 & MENKES L F: i

Hoze A2 REEHT B A, HERE/ hBEREES 1S A, B o4
BERERO] A= A T 5 Aoy T 2REE T vehdA: gx gl

AE7HA ALl FHRAEFLBE St ERAL HR, HE NN A W AUHEIR 1R AT 2}
IERHHRRARES vl osted 2o, T35 4= = 9t AL fEEEel Bl TR BTHEIR AR
B Al @inel wel BETLHE #mel AL de ﬁ%ﬁOI"f}. ol gL ¥4 ERT et
ol IBHTMHRRARES] BEHET) Erhe AL Y6 Aol
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Table 8. Mean Number of Living Children Between Premarital and Postmarital

Pregnancy Women by Respondent’s

Premarital Postmarital
Age Women Womon
Under 25 1.3 0.8
25—29 2.1 1.9
30—34 3.0 3.1
35-39 3.7 3.8
40—44 3.7 4.5
45—49 4.5 4.7
All Ages 2.7 3.3

Foll A EISERE wHek IEATHIRER AT BERIHERAY BETLEC 2ebde) Haslth
BHMO 2 IENHHRERAC] SEKHER ALY HE K] Eri A8 + v = o4E iF
w2 BHETLRE BAS B sHgch 8o a4 BA BEHe 308 KA
= ENHHERARS FHBETRECL BHIERAREC Eoh o AL YolA ML whet
7o WENIMERRARES ol obA BT HEESe] TLF HEAY ALE Mol IEHREET
kol 4B B HEESEHE AT Aot

Ch MHEFaHel =8

Eoold M TLEE S5t EHKIRMAS BHEMHRR AL HEDKES HE e
wel O EAS U4 BETLES Eid £ A5 A 5T Had 24T 0 5 2
EO R B o EHIKHE AR FHHAETREOL 29899 ¥t BRIHRI AR 3.6
o2d o 2o HEHAES ¥olT gtk LwA =T FRHIE BN T4 BEFLH
1A Bol A ubAAAZ 30k FREIA U TS BITHIRR AT Mkt
ERARREC o A JdehbE BRS 2dE ol dT Bed BAHREARS BAENED
o] WEMIRIRAREETH o B Aolzhe kel W ¥ BHE LA F+ Al

s 304l 34k, 35molA 39S F EREEIA FHAETLEC AR ERAR
BT AR SRR AT SRR AR o Eoked wake 1 2R ¢
O AL BygRErEd Bu® A0 EEE £ vk 1 o] BE ERE TI F
SRR AR A Tk el ¥ohE ol ksl E solE A Aotk vk A TLEE
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Table 9. Mean Number of Children Ever Born Between Premarital and Postmarital
Pregnancy Women by Respondent’'s Age Group

. Premarital Postmarital Al
Women’s Age Pregnancy Women Pregnancy Women i Women
Under 25 1.3 0.9 1.0
25—29 2.2 2.0 2.0
30—34 3.2 3.2 3.2
35—39 4.1 4.1 4.1
40—44 4.3 ' 4.9 4.9
45—49 5.4 5.5 5.5
All'Ages | 2.9 3.6 3.5

HETLEE &3t vebd B R A SERHIRMARES HENKES Hikd = £33
¢ T AT AL, ke LAA BETRHRS) HRECE Bmild & HEE s e &
IR A RS R Rol ERINHRA AR HEN K% A3 Erhs AHo)th,

-

2. HERETTA #48

BATHHRRARESY 7% 53 3S ERBIAA HEH Kl BERIER AR o 44
o] ol®] f&fER ub rh Zeiw o] 5 B HWEHS AUA D SN ARER L B B
o] %yl ¥R, ohw o] E #Mo] AR FMRILY G o wo] WS PO ks
o} g&& ekt 23)e BMEEEAC] BL AUA, ol E MATY HEASTS B 4
5 o2 o}

REFEERART SETLH A4 B J3¢ wu oo BEREANA Ha At
(Lee, 197702804 LA 02 BHNIRM AR BHIHRMARS BETFLNRS EABEE
shed ol B WUTHE BLE HEBEACE K104 BEMERES 2w o4 BIKIRR
ABES] #) 46. THAEZA Lff BHEEURMARES ¥ 4. 0940520 o & BURBES U
BRI geh =3 BEFLBAIZ Bty BEERRAS ¥4S W5 RE BEE LB
A IBRTHHRE AT BMEE B SRR ARLY o B4 Jehd: d39 HHe R4
F vk ERTHER AT ISR ARRLC 28 0 2ulnl 30T BN HiE

it 5) Sea Baick Lee, “System Effects on Family Planning Behavior in Korean Villages”. Ph. D- Disserta-
tion, The University of Michigan, 1977, p. 74.
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AR ¥ ESheel BAEEE b okuieh Aol WAL sk o) IR AR
BAERIAS Eoht FRS BEEBAR LY o 203 MENKEE 3E Thkol 3
e DAl BEel MEEIT ok el oo ol MEHE ARE oivldl AAFERE
A7) Lekd $A Ol BUARMARS EE#AA RolE 4 vk 3, EHEHRAARS

Table 10. Per Cent Distribution of Family Planning Using Status Between Premarital and
Postmarital Pregnancy Women by Number of Living Children.

Family Planning Using Status

No. of Living Children and Current Current

Premarital Pregnancy Status User Not [Jser Total (N) .

0

Premarital Pregnancy Women 8.7 91.3 100.0( 23)
. Postmarital Pregnancy Women 4.5 95.5 100. 0(291)

1

Premarital Pregnancy Women 22.6 77.4 100.0(164)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 16.9 8.1 100. 0 (569)

2

Premarital Pregnancy Women 46.3 53.7 100. 0 (242)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 43.4 56.6 100. 0 (820)

3

Premarital Pregnancy Women 60.1 39.9 100.0(188)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 58.6 41.4 100. 0 (867)

4

Premarital Pregnancy Women 63.2 36.8 100.0(114)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 60. 2 39.8 100. 0 (758)

5 orMore

Premarital Pregnancy Women 54.5 45.5 100.0( 66)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 47.0 53.0 100. 0 (858)

Total

Premarital Pregnancy Women 46.7 53.3 100.0(797)

Postmarital Pregnancy Women 44.0 56.0 100.0(4,163)
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Table 11.Per Cent Distribution of Contraceptive Using Methods Between
Premarital and Postmarital Pregnancy Women

Contraceptive Premarital Postmarital
Methods Pregnancy Pregnancy
T Loop 17.1 2.2
Oral Pill 18.4 17.4
Condom 17.9 13.6
Sterilization 22.4 18.1
Other Methods 24.3 25.7
Total 100.0 100.0
(N) (375) (1,835)

Frtkol WlaLY MEEMHREARR S TR EmE ol WEIT Y5 =Eel BAM i
R FREMEBA At & BMEEBES Bolt Aol ohdst s
Fu RGROR Sietel MBS HER BHERBRES 4R K119 2o efmos

OB hEE 5o EASE 2S£ FEA BBRES £/ HEm FdsA vehts
CBgolTh £929) AL ISHMHRRARIA L 5 1751 AE o] ulFhe] M HHE R AREIA
S o5HAER gHAETAEY o A debdeh RE LT AL SHMIERAR]

189 E 24 IBHIHER AR % 149 AERCE 4HAETQE o Bub o] Srbx g
A4 RelFE F@E ERT U BUHEENH FSZs) TERG o }L Hoz o
AR Ae Aalete) WEY HMENARS ERE EHE HET = doh Zev @A il
e MRS RO HEKE XBES HEH L o A RFE BRE FoE
bR SR BBAS HESY ERMO MM A% EESHS £ o] #Esdo}
T Aoz mgrmch

L ZE oY e B HithEY KBES T EEMC ¢ 2% KE, REFH
9 A¢E HAZ BHMHERARIA o F& SARS Btk o] sho] SN fF AR A
KA RBEEC] £ B ol 5 BARY Hem Bt MEE A0 SNt mus
BHES) WMETIER BHESHT (K, 1978) oA LI kS i8S Aalstn gup?

AF7A WERAL BUTE BHE 5ok Frhx Beld mgE & oleh A, o @
HERRAR KA A ISHT MR IR AR BRMIRIB AR T T2 Bl S, BEHED DA%
o ERAA FEH SBEEFEM b doh 2, BEKIERARS REFMol HY =g

#6) g]i Tl MHEFHE BHEERA, BHEAET £ BA Sol4 ¥ BBES volt oz 5=

A AUE M OB OFE B, 197%F 2F HES N ORKGHBIFEAE. Kk ®pe, 1978
Table 8—18, 8—19.
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(Abstract)
An Analysis of Fertility

for Premarital Pregnant Women

\

Sea Baick Lee” Byung Tae Park™" Soon Choi **

The relationship between fertility, contraceptive behavior and the timing of the first
pregnancy or birth was examined using 5,996 women interviewed in the 1976 National
Family Planning and Fertility Evaluation Survey. o

In most of our previous studies, little data on premarital pregnancy. was ﬁVailab]e«
for analysis and comparison with data on the number of live births and children after
marriage. Therefore, in light of the importance of the timing of first pregnandéy or bir-
th for subsequent cHi}dbearing and in response to indications of a rising trend in plre-
marital conception special attention was given to the fertility behavior.

It was discovered that premarital rates of first pregnancy consistently increase
according to year of marriage. For example, it was found that the premarital pregnancy
rate for the 1974~1976 marriage cohort was 26.0 per cent compared to 3.2 per cent
for the ¢ohorts married before 1950. The characteristics of those experiencing prema-
rital pregnancy were compared to those in the same cohort.

Women with a relatively later ages at marriage, higher levels of education, have work
experience before marriage, and younger ages at interview tended to be more lkely
to experience first pregnancy before marriage. ‘

In order to measure fertility levels, three indicators were employed . total number
of pregnancies, total number of living children, and total number of live births. Differen-
ces in total number of pregnancies by the timing of the first pregnancy were observed
in each marriage cohort. Women premaritally pregnant had consistently more pregnan-
‘cies than women postmaritally pregnant. Women who experienced premarital pregnancy
had a larger number of living children than those women pregnant after marriage, espe-
cially in recent marriage cohorts. Premaritally pregnant women, under 34 have more

live birthis than postmarital pregnancy women of the.same ages.

* Deputy Director, KIFP.
** Researcher, KIFP.
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With regard to contraceptive behavior, rather large differences in current practice
rates were observed between premaritally pregnant and postmaritally pregnant women.
At each level of living children greater proportion of women pregnant before marriage
practiced family planning than women first pregnant after marriage.

‘Overall, women pregnant before marriage have relatively higher fertility and greater
motivation to practice family planning than non-premaritally pregnant women. This sug-
gests that family planning information, education, communication and services should be

expanded for young unmarried women.
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