x = W #r(ket HEHS KT

it 8%
THBAL BiEH W
BUSERA HENT SEMAE

Si
L] il

m>

S
==HRA-

PR LEE Ane fiEAA 2oks & F7H1 §4& R gk RAE AR A
el el A8 FE3E Frbola, A€ 58 HHADY B} wlE Frlelvh. ARgH
o 435 a}zi MEEAFTEL F 494 e BHARY 5715 44 2 Aoz o
Atz glom f2alo] #akdl el vl 5 2Rl FFHEM Bhol slvkx s AR A7
20004 &= = °H‘L7P 238ke] & EAVF 54 A =L Azicta gl

olobzb-g T HHEPRES i@z BEAA S I Biket 3] &
P2 o dlovt A7 Ane &hifde] ®nd HENC vlale 93¢ =3 2
32; ghef,

— R BifHUEAl A HENE HHic &7 =@&d BRARS g BERAA =
s HENE E3%ct.

2y AR7t BiiE 5594 F, BRE A0 B2 BaAstE Ansh getA=A4
ol & BHEEY HEAHSE BNIAY =& HEN] Wz IE5E Aol ohiel HE
fTRés BHENSE abFold Aoz Bt

o] Bzl A7 dte] BT Ribe-Schultze Fr1x BRE BHRslw vk, A, B4 #
W2 Bt o3 & & 259 p@iy kol =% 419 A (selectivity)e] gt A o]
o ZEY el BEKE, FTEKE] BRd 2d = o e g 4 vlmsle ER
7b gdebe Aelvh & FEont nrl Fe3o], HEKES Bk 2230, 283 B
BAREE 39 BEol wrhe Aolt. #A=tA o5 HWEFRE VTR HBHEH 7
H-Eel ol 2 &l BERY HENS vtz FAe).
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Bl o3t
ATl HENA 43S F7 =& &
BEAA

S

it e BeKES) FifKE 2212 Aoleh. P ANz #Mlie
WiE, s, B4 dol TR E2RIT gle o0&

ES
HelA #Hme B Jeletx Aol AvadA BMiARFEA A= 7te

B HERS 94 HHRY HETHZ w7 Ao Aol

P EA A BIL BHNERS BNz B R 18 HEGRY Bt
T A%H oz #dd waed A5

I. #BHt &%

1960 Ry shel e 2l viel BRS B2 BRSENE 22 g 22 19604
£ L ol Be TRIGEEAA SRS B2 AJel FH G50l oldl Felniet BH
& BEHBH RS 43 o] 23t

B 2055 (1955 ~1975+) 9] #iioh BNES AR BHMHE 2w 19554 4] 95
ek Ane] 24559 AEde] Fiie] AFRG D, HHA 5.59AEE SH AFDD .
28 10756 A SR 0EE AT B BHARY &L BAAUEE b, &
fre A4 02 5169 AER ot | o

GE ARG A4elA dAun 94 BEARY FAE ¢ + A% 1955
BHARE % 194 2k sheh 2ol o 5ogabel el AFAAD 175l 24 AT

A

Table 1. Population Distribution by Residence and Percent Change.of Urban and
Rural Population: 1955-1975
iﬁ?ﬁgP 2FMe] A0S Ba%h

1955 1960 1966 1970 1975
Popu- Distri Popu- Distri- Popu- Distri- Popu-  Distri- Popu- Distri-
lation  -bution lation butien lation bution lation bution lation bution
Whole 21,526 100.0 24,989 100.0 29,193 100.0 31,469 100.0 34,679  100.0
Urban 5,281 245 7, 201 28.8 9,980 34.2 13,610 43.2 16,770 48.4
Rural 16,245 75.5 17,788 71.2 19,213 65.8 16,859 56.8 16,909 51. 6
Peréent Change
1955~1960 1960~1966 1966~1970 1970~1975 1955~1975
Urban +36. 4 +38.6 +36.4 +23.2 +217.6
Rural +9.5 48,0 7.0 +0.03

+10. 2

1) Ribe, Helena and T.P. Schultz Migrant and Native Fertility in Colombia, 1980.
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Table 2. Components of Urban Growth
MEAOS BMEH

Period . Components Population Increase
1960~1966 Total B ‘ 2,754, 000
Natural increase _ 1, 178, 000
Net migration , 1, 136, 000
Annexation 260, 000
1966~1970 Total . . 3, 161, 000
Natural increase 846, 000
Net migration 2, 315, 000
Annexation —7

Source: Yu, Eui-Young “Components of Urban Growth in Urban Areas of Korea: 1960~ 1970
Bulletin of the Population and Development Studies Center Vol, II, 1973,

7 L67rske 2 3 2097k 1, 14955l o 37k . -‘s—%‘ﬂ%{« 19554l ¥ 5ked 1975
del 1054 ER = Foha) o bl =AQlTE 195590 ] she] 1975:3¢] 217, GJMEﬂ
27 g .

25 4714 e BHAD HME AL BRE BHAD A4S BAENS,
B AR %KFEEC] BEA % Ws, oI HHY MRERY 2% So= ol
2Rl R 2604w wbsbgel 1960~19661 Akole] A HHARY f@imﬁf _2,754?457;
BAEIA 1, 178F% 93, BB ¢ 355 1, 136F4, Hhse 9% Ao 260F
#o2 Hol glom, 1966~19701 Aol & 2w F37} 3, 1614014 H AR 846 ]
2, BB AT o 2,315F 4, i B 9% AL g Aoz Helgeh o2
oo et BHAD Sk Feslde BRADY HHzo BB o5 Hed o
£ 1960~1966 4}o] Bt} 1966~19701d AFo] 7F o & 125y o).

BHADY 2718 BT TEED o] 4xuml £ 304 B whep o] 4 So]
1960~1970d 4}o] 3, 013F4¢] S7tH o] A HHEARSA 5, 744F 48] 52. 55 AEd] &)
P, $Ake] 679F4, AT 10 o] 4¢] HilimuRel 1,503F4, T 102+ LTS MG
7t 59T £ 2 442 ARfhe 45 & % glov, Sa 4T 108 Mid &b
MR A Y S wgkeh, 2] o e Kk =Ad BT ATIAE Sgdws
2 AE9 A S/ 3,013T4SAA 2 204T %0 BRANE WA 9% Aolw
AT 10% LLES HHAAE 3 57 1,593T4 So14 srFgel BNARY HAd
T Aolgek. 2evh AT 108 MTY £EAdAE BHADS WALGE ood HF
A8 A AA B3 g5 Aol o @y},



Table 3. Components of Urban Growth by Size of Cities: 1960-1970
@i 271 2 ACENER

Large urban areas Small urban areas

with population with population
Components Seoul Pusan 100, 000 and over less than 100,000 Total
Natural increase 654, 000 274, 000 672, 000 184, 000 1,784,000
Net migration 2, 204, 000 362, 000 847,000 64, 000 3, 477,000
Annexation 155, 000 43, 000 74,000 211, 000 483, 000

Total increase 3,013,000 679, 000 1,593, 000 459, 000 5, 744, 000

oo = S el TEE—#iil BRAA k=R BRADS &l WAl &
—ERNEY ARY EEHEd v s dxaw BRARS FHEAL HHEAR
Ay gd el FrhEnk ohzh FEEbEES] #BEE JHA e

BRADE 35 4 99d A Fod BERC #id LERRIGR hF #Hi B
gAY |t 18 E£WME B SHE & 2k

% 4% 1966~1975:d Arele] i BhEHY EEF BinFelrt. o MMEL HBTA 4
o Az, Adel, Al BEA F7 154,89 4E, 130.554E, 123 1H4AER S5
Q3 KT ALE 94 Az, ALY, AGEEAA 270.994 &, 393.9514E, 238.1
AP EY 748 1Y

o) o7& EMEHES Tl 9 pEE #mel 158 ERMSAT K 504 2 5

Table 4. Growth of Urban Employment by Industry
# prEEC| EXF B

Increase Rate

Industry Male Female
Agri. Forestry, Fishery 24.9% 90.1%
Mining 4.5 94,7
Manufacturing 154. 8 270.9
Construction 130.5 393.9
Electricity, Gas, Water 35.5 241. 3
Wholesale, Retail Trade 123.1 238.1
Transport, Comm. 92.5 12.9
Service ’ 48.1 5.8
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Table 5. Percent Distribution of Urban Employment by Industry and Age and
Sex

|H BMEES| EL, %3, ERERL

Male Female
Industry Year 15~24 25~44 45+ 15~24 25~44 45+
Agri. Forestry, Fishery 1966 17.0 42.2 40.7 13.8 55.6 30.6
1975 16.2 4.6 39,7 4.1 46.4 39.5
Mining 1966 15. 4 69.8 26.9 3L.2 59.7 9.1
1975 4.1 58. 8 27.0 22.4 68.0 9.7
Manufacturing 1966 28.3 57.7 14.0 711 24.1 4.8
; 1975 311 59.0 9.9 79.3 17,0 3.7
Construction 1966 10.0 61.6 28.5 32.6 47.7 19.8
1975 14.8 53.2 311 4.1 92.4 3.6
Electicity, Gas, Water 1966 11.2 72.1 16.7 75.0 25.0 —
1975 10.6 73.1 16.2 8L.2 15.2 3.6
Wholesale Retail Trade 1966 12.1 615 26. 4 12.0 85.9 26.0
) 1975 15.0 61.1 24.0 26.0 51.7 22.4
Transport Comm. 1966 9.7 76.5 13.8  2L6 4.7 73.7
1975 11.2 74.1 14.7 710 15.9 13.2
Service 1966 7.5 70. 3 22.2 63.3 30.5 0.8
1975 13.1 67.2 20.0 60.0 30. 4 9.6

sl Azl el slel 158i~243%¢) AL A 349 ghige] =A 2oty dom £Fe
T FAd =] 79351 A ESL o] 13 o] gl

LRI BEAA vebd BH—BRHEY ADY EBHHE & 64 nu 19604 4]
HBART BT 2% 40,4910 E7 0~145% A9 2 ol glx, 46,95 AES}; 158 ~445%
dBFelgd ot 19756l & 08E~145% 9 30| 36.65 A ER Fof ERI 9k I5g~44
B A93E 518 AER Felytth. ¥ HHADS LT B+E B 19601 9] ¢
OB ~148d % S0l 38.05 =g 0} 1975% e = 33. 75l E2 TAEYT, I5p~445 o
FEAAE 48 194 A 52,3005 S AT Bk 15w 7 (1960~1975) #
AR 158~ 4850 golgon Agdos @y Aor 455 Dk odeg 2o
Worsl 2, 158~445% 83 Solsg o).
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Table 6. Age Sex Composition of Urban and Rural Popalation: 1960-1975
mHet BEFRAOL A FHES =8

1960 1975 Urban-Rural Difference*

Age ‘ Urban Rural Urban Rural 1960 1975  1960~1975
Male
0-14 40. 4 42.7 36.6 41.9 94.6 - 87.3 = —7.3
15-44 46.9 40.6 - 51.8 40.7 115.5 127.3 11.8
45-64 0.9 128 9.6 13.5 85. 1 71.1 —14.0
65+ 1.8 3.9 2.0 3.9 46.1 51.2 5.1
Female
0-14 38.0 39.7 . 33.7 40. 3 95.7 83.6 —12.1
15-44 48.1 41.4 52.3 37.8 116.1 138.3 22.2
45-64 10.7 14.1 T10.9 15.8 75.9 68.9 —7.0
65+ 3.2 4.8 3.1 6.1 66.7 50.8 —15.9

* AL 10002 X OHHEY &

. "kEALl BiEl &R

2t HHARY F7b FAS S8 AHARY %Bfﬁi-‘l] BB A3 Z51
B3 HE— T BRNA EEANY T ol = gt Hili— R
o (L5 4 1okl

Eysh RSl WETHERE HRA BAT B WHE 4
s u37} gk :

AR A AAAFAD BRAA HHi BhNe Bt o8 o2 288 BEHE
fhol SRR A—tge A S 29 WA BEE B9E Ateln. ¥
s 22 BER R 18 tﬂif&ﬂr SR EiEHIF F— Huselz zelv 289 BEE
f7h SR BESE e SR 2T RNAA RE 5F MR Bl BERE Sl
o}

-

4 vk BEE Tte&ﬁk(zoﬁ%ﬁ% ﬂa{%m)a BE#ERE s
71 95t 284 B B =2k A%, 4, AT 409 D18 KEH, AT 102} L
9 FEA, QF 105 BT 454, 28z $EAG e Jra 19704 LTAA LS
A 248 2AAALE A1 F202d 5UA BEHARE o] 45t AVA T AT AFTTF

= 3L

o= gl
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Table 7. Distribution of Currently Married Women by Age and Current Residence
PEILIEL FBEE FIHE ALl F@ 5, ﬁEﬁi@./‘:‘U o 1970EE#E

Age .
Current Residence 20~24 25~29 30'\"3,4 35~39 40~44 Total
Seoul 20.8 23.0 19.3 17.9 16.2 19.6
Pusan 7.9 7.4 6.7 6.0 5.9 6.8
Large Cities 9.0 9.3 9.0 8.6 7 2 8.7
Medium Cities 5.4 5.4 5.0 5.1 5.3 - 5.2
Small Cities 3.9 3.7 - 3.8 3.7 3.8 3.8
Rural 52.9 5.1  56.2 58.6 61.6 56. 0
Total . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

#£ 7 $Yvel FEE THEAES 1970£S MR 9¢ W BOEEwNE £ o
fielet. el el ARE WHHEAS 19651 AE Agdl EBEstz o, H4ke] 6.8
AE, Q1T 408k DLk KEH Hukel 8.791AE, QT 10k P kS FEHish 529 ALE,
ol 108k PATFY A 385 Al B a, FEX9 o] 56,09 A B T

2 v ol WAL dEAFEE el mel 20~245% A% 54 AF Al 208914
E, Habe] 795415, §1F 408k Ll RS A EAA} 9.05]AE For FEAGH 83k
ol A3 F HAL ZAAGe] won g3 25~298% AHZAAE ALl 23.094E,

7. ]

Fakel T4MAE, AT 0% PES AFAHA 0.3 AR o] d9Fe EAAGe] Bt
AT HAARS BHA 5ol HED 4 B 495 20~2089 AL HAE
wol A33el gl

g BEEB WHRAES BEERS £ sdA 41354 BFEAMIL A€ HAY 21.2
HAErEe] Aol A E43 A4 4z dglod, WHEAY 50.55 A Bt 4
B el ol & REMHASS REBMEES Yo 24 34.69 *ﬂPJ} A7 A F
2o 15 98] A ES}L 32 o] Fxlgd vl

4 FAY EBBANE BEYES 29 20~245% 9% 3 AL 56.65AE ERA
Bisl-e Falu] A7 AFA7} 25,09 ALE, 2F o] F27k 3165 AER o] dHFA 3T
B A BT FAC] ket vE Ay AR ul = k(P A = A & BAER
FAHe] glon] odgoe] wolA 5 T ol TR AU AFRE] wlgo] Fobxa glvt.

R ASE A3t vhARI R FAHEAS o ukel Aol BMAA B FHAolde
o BETRANAE 37. 19 A B A7 A TG 2, 14.85]4 57 2| ZolFaldet. F 439

4 EEe Ad A 2L P E 2ol gl

O[Nl
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(e}

QT 408k LLES A=A} ol 100k o4 TEA8 ZAE 2el AEAY A9 22.0
HAE mke] 2 Y EAeldn, FEAE UAHAERA TEAY 3% 288 b x4
Bk 2 AGe4] A5 #A 2 e daydE £ EEvre] (Native Born)sl A gl
3 A AHEAL 58. 65 AES BRAA & A

Table 8, Distribution of Currently Married Women by Age, Current Residence

and Migration Status
RE|LIEI BEETHEAL] BEER  19705F%

Current Age
Residence Migration Status 20~24 25~29 30~34 35~39 40~44 Total
Seoul Nonmigrant 20.1 22.3 21.7 20.0 20.9 21.2
Migrant from rural area 56.6 50.0 50.5 48.7  47.6 50.5
Longterm migrant 250 30.7 37.9 388 39.7 34.6
Recent migrant 31.6 19.3 12.6 9.9 7.9 15.9
Pusan Nonmigrant 24.0 23.4 19.9 21.4 21.0 22.1
Migrant from rural area 57.0 52.0 52.3 5L.0 47.3 51.9
Longterm migrant 22.3 33.4 40.5 4L8 47.3 371
Recent migrant 34.7 18.6 11.8 9.2 — 14.8
Large Cities Nonmigrant 22.3 23.0 21. 6 21.2 21.7 22.0
Migrant from rural area 57.5 54.8 54.4 56. 1 57.6 55.8
Longterm migrant 20.2 32.0 40.6 44.2  47.8 37.5
Recent migrant 37.3 22.8 13.8 11.9 9.8 18.3
Mté(ﬁllléx; Nonmigrant 12.9 16.2 13.5 14.1 15.0 14. 4
Migrant from rural area 57.6 58.2 57.5 61.3 58. 6 58. 6
Longterm migrant 23.4 32.8 41.6 49.6 49. 3 39.9
Recent migrant ’ 34.2 254 15.9 11.7 9.3 18.7
Small Cities Nonmigrant 28.5 23.9 25.2 24.9 24.9
Migrant from rural area 56.0 57.3 5l.4 5.3 53.1 53.6
Longterm migrant 15,0 3L.7 388 51.3 53.1 38.9
Recent migrant 41.0 25.6 12. 6 — — 14.7
Rural ~ Stayer 88.5 8.2 8.9 9.1 918  90.0
Migrant from urban area — 4.1 3.0 2.7 2.3 2.7
Longterm migrant — 2.8 3.0 2.7 2.3 2.4
Recent migrant - 1.3 — — — 0.3
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105k DITFY £541¢ A5 39 AAx JHEAY 2498947 7 R4
3, 53.694EL %#ﬂ%&%aﬂv} B3] 20~243% AY S AL o] d¥S Bq
T FEomde Bde Ao= ¥z
Al 2 e Seu H A% FiHd 276 BFshn WHEAS BLECT BRI
5 & ATl I FTAAE B Mol Ak gk 32 o) T
b e QT 409 o] 4 WEAS AT 10k o] 48 FEA2A T "] 9
£ A, Baked uske A Ank :Héﬁl d el e Egke},
A AR AYEY 905 AES FEAA Bl FEAH A= A
o, MR A BENS A2 T8 Aol 2.7 A Ed] T3y,
HEBAHRAES BEERd Be BESHE & 0ld 49nma) g},
FEAA ol FaL Bk Ag Lol AFARY T BEAEY 2ES
o 20~245% A3 39 A Ao Eall AFSE AL 50,75 A ES
wol 49 & AR out, FRAA o] Fae ASE FrAFA) 18.594AE, 3o
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3T o] F37e| BEKESY ZRE 3L d¥5Y 349 4 A9 9T Bk L o
%‘%oﬂ/ﬂ% T o133 A$unte Bk 2dAde o] T8 Zo] stetFo] wghrh.
FAS ASE TP AT 409 014 HEAE nul o] & HHMKY 2 A4y &
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dgrom ol E HHMEKAAY BRAA BN B KEKES 42 BES BHE
AT HERES) o ot T ZES DAY 4 99
o BREAE S04 Hiie = BES BAS BRI 2= 2] 9= B %
BARES v ashd FRAE EES & 4 b, o 5o 20~24%9 BAY A% il
A AER BET 3L 8.7HAES $ERE Y3, 18.594AES} 5T o4 w
2 shl ot o] dyFelA BEel 1HE wWEe Yk L 10.39AES} FFow:,
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= PRAZEA QLEl 30~345% A5 S A FRAA AL=E o] FF L 2359455 =

&0 =}o) 2, 18.29 A =7} A5 o] Ay

5.8514LE7 TehEAlelx, L7944 ES) 2E®
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Table 9. Distribution of Currenty Married Women by Educationl Level, Age,
E|LIE} BRATHEAL BERERR BEKE

Current 20~24 - 25~29
Residence Migration Status. None Primary Middle High+ None Primary Middle High+

Seoul  Nonmigrant — 211 282 50.7 12 2.7 226 50.5

Migfaﬁt from rural area V ’

Longterm migrant 1.5 5.3 287 185 2.1 493 27.6 210

Recent migrant 3.0 545 30.2 12.3 2.4 529 204 153

Pusan  Nonmigrant 2.1 4L2 39.2 17.6 4.8 440 253 259
Migrant from rural area

Longterm migrant = 1.1 ~53.3 3.1~ 155 3.4 5.6 29.9 13.0

‘Large Recent migrant: 3.6 57.1 29.3 10.0- 3.8 .68.2 - 227 5.3

Cittes Nonmigrant - 2.9 47.6 23.3 - 2.2 3.4 444 22.4 29.8
Migrant from rural area

Longterm migrant 1.1 44.1 . 29.0 .25.8 53 554 235 158

Recent migrant 1.7 663 .2.3 58 5.4 621 - 2.2 124

Rural  Stayer .90 7.2 10.3 3.5 15.0 72.6 9.2 3.0

- Migrant from urban area o _
Longterm migrant 10.2° 64.4 16.9 ‘ 85 9.3 69. 8 14.0 7.0
Recent migrant 6.7 50.0 233 2.0 — — — -

H A Eel wlel AHBASS MEDNAY ER HEREE Tob Bat g

£ 108 BELE LHEe 159 BEEmERd 52 EEEe ndFa

24 198 LTFAAY MigEme na EBEwEgd AAde] a2 554E ome %
& SRS Holx slow 20~24 AW SN HEEL BEH WE @b 2R
Qi 4l ERA HT HHhRe s BEDL 34 A4S ALE £ A4 o 483
A 42654 ES AES P3, B4 AL 65,65 AES, QLT 407k o4k A
A7} 48,250 Al E, Q1F 104k o] 48] FEAJ} 64.2914AE, QT 108k ¢
73.250 Al B2 vepygth 2@ E o] Ay &4 F&d HEH v kL 48.5394AES
2 3 Ao Jeht AF B B ol 7% kiEd A IR etz 9
2 4 Agieh

2o EAelA BN & Eolzh shulekE olml el ok o &gtd H$E 20~
2 AR SN A EiERe] A w4 wzAdsh. F ALY 2% Hyel Fad4

el
o
B

o rof
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Current Residence and Migration Status

30~34 35~39 40~44
None Primary Middle High+ None Primary Middle High+ None Primary Middle High+

1.4 291 24.6 44.6 3.5 383 2.2 369 7.2 40.7 24.0 37.6

4.5 53.8 23.5 18.2 8.6 52.7 19.9 18.6 11.6 56. 1 19.0 13.3
7.3 58.8 19.2 14.7 58 70.8 14.9 8.4 22.6 643 13.1 -
5.2 50.4 252 19.2 9.8 55.4 17.9 17.0 19.8 56.8 12.3 11.1

7.7 59.9 219 10.6 16.5 59.2 17.0 7.3 2.4 62.1 10. 4 6.0
88 73.8 125 5.0 22.9 64.6 4.2 8.4 - - — -
4.6 55.6  23.0 16.8 11.9 59.7 12.6 15,7 23.5 60.8 9.8 5.9

7.6 59.9 22.8 9.7 11.8 631 18.1 6.9 24.4 631 10.2 2.2
10.4  65.6 14. 4 9.6 19.1 55.1 13.5 12.3  26.1 58.7 6.5 8.7

26.3 66.3 5.8 1.7 41.8 54.0 3.1 1.1 62.7  234.9 1.6 0.7

24.2  60.6 7.6 — 517 44.8 1.7 1.7 . 64.1 33.3 — -

AFAFGE o AREL 37,29 A B 20~248 AF FeIA ATeT o} HE

o] Fal-& AFEL 42. 65 A ER FHA F4] A AR AIAAFRI; EHZ o] TR

£ 11L elvet BEE WHEFAEY FEEH FEd =2 F5 HER(Children
Ever Born)e]«},

A B HEE de BAES BRS AW Bifd BED BAEY EBEH T
HEREE »las] =)

Bl mEE e BARL 20~248% 293014 11348 HERE 23 gox 25~
203 AF SN L 25449 HERE, 30~34% 99 SAE 4.028<, 35~308% Ad %
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Table 10. Proportion of Ever Married Women by Age, Current Residence and
Migration Status
155 E wHel B HRol o2 BigEE(%)

Current Age
Residence Migration Status 15~19 20~24 25~29
Seoul Nonmigrant 0.6 24.5 81.2
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 2.2 37.2 85.0
Recent migrant 2.3 42.6 87.9
Pusan Nonmigrant 0.5 . 30.2 87.9
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.4 42.9 92.8
Recent migrant 2.5 65. 6 97.1
Large Cities  Nonmigrant 1.1 27.6 80. 2
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.9 29.5 90. 6
Recent migrant 9.7 48.2 95.3
Medium Cities Nonmigrant 1.2 26.9 80. 2
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 4.7 46.5 88.8
Recent migrant 3.0 64.2 91.1
Small Cities Nonmigrant 19 32.4 86. 4
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 3.4 36.6 94.2
Recent migrant 6.1 73.2 94. 8
Rural Stayer 3.9 48.5 95.3
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant — 67.7 95. 2
Recent migrant — 76.9 96. 8

A= 5. 114, 40~443% A% SolAE 59749 HERES 23 gxd vstd BHE o
U AER & BAY S AAAFAY A 20~245% A% Z4A 1.004E, 25~29%%
A 1914S, 30~348k Al 3. 06452, 35~398%0lAl 3.8545, 40~44pElA 4.654% H
ESl glo] ZE FREAA B d' BARSE BRE A BAEY HE @
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Table 11. Children Ever Born of Currently Married Women by Age, Current
Residence, Migration Status
FE|LIEL AEREETHEASS Bl T8 T HERHK
Current Age
Residence Migration Status 20~24  256~29  30~34 35~39  40~44
Seoul Nonmigrant 0.92 1.69 2.74 3.63 4.32
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.00 v 1.91 3.06 3.85 4. 65
Recent migrant 0.83 1.72 3.18 4.17 4.99
Pusan Nonmigrant 0.82 1.83 3.07 4.09 4.40
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.14 2.06 3.40 4.29 5.03
Recent migrant 0.76 18  3.03 4.2 —
Large Cities  Nonmigrant 0.83 1.85 3.20 3.83 4. 80
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 0.86 2.04 3.37 4.23 5. 22
Recent migrant 0.90 1.84 3.09 4.55 5.83
Medium Cities Nonmigrant 0.94 2.18 3.52 4.84 5.54
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.03 2.28 3.50 4.79 5.51
Recent migrant 0.94 1.81 3.27 4.67 4.81
Small Cities  Nonmigrant 111 2.16 3.20 4.53 5.34
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 1.20 2.37 3. 60 4.79 5.68
Recent migrant 0.89 1.87 3.56 —_ —
Rural Stayer 1.13 2.54 4.02 5.11 5.97
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 2.39 3.69 4,83 5.24 6.31
Recent migrant 1.37 - — - -
T ¢ F g ] BHE Wd BARIGE FHolA oo 4 A Ha o7y
& A4E lass Hiel oo 4 Ao b g MEHS wedh
238 4714 Ribe-Schultze) @;ﬁ% AAd nd 6% BHERE M BAECEE

fiel 94 2o 44 BHEAAY EHE webini Adaptation hypothesis A1 A] 5
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ol uele] A% EHS WU ALdA 2 EBET BAEA HEHDE A% 259l
(Native Born)¢] HEH3t vlms] 2=l obd 7t BARA 2RAEY HET ' o
B2 A ok Al JdEbge olohzke HEl v A€ ul ohzl o} B EdTHEKL
2 B A= bk 2 debidet

weld BN BENA HH & BAES HETC Bl HAS HEAN 43 (lou-
verge)s] 7-eh: Ribe-Schultze] F4-& $elvteldl A 4854 Fevtx BolRAw o] &
gt x st BHES BEEKEA Fid A7 AFE FAsH FZ ol el AL
HEDS zee o 4¢S AT 2E HiwRd A ¥ 32 o] 578 HETIol
Yol Bolth, = i BEMEA ww st HES] webAA g dgith

o Al B o $uels] A% B BENE AT HENC Woral AL =
PR B S BEAA JehdEe A4 (selectivity)e] meh o 2 gL L AR
H2elrt

—flE E 1ot WHERAY B RS HEKE A% T HEREE 24T
gtk o] =l oshd $elviel WAL WEHS B TR AAgel —EHeE ##

o

Table 12. Children Ever Born of Currently Married Women by Age, Education,
Current Residence and Migration Status ‘

2P|zt ARETHERASC B YR HEKEN IE Ty HERK

256~29 . 30~34

Current :
Residence ‘Migration Status Primary Middle High+ Primary Middle High+
Seoul Nonmigrant 2.01 1.86 1.54  2.93 2.99  2.55
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant : 2.11 1.82 ~ 1.52 = 3.25 3 17 2.86
Recent migrant 195 1.55 1.22 '3.19 317 2.86
Pusan Nonmigrant 2.03 2.05 1.31 - 3.26 2.40
Migrant from rural area "~
Longterm migrant .2,18 1.8 1.88 354 318 2.92
Recent migrant 2.07 1.27 — 3.03 - —
Large Cities Nonmigrant ' 2,03 1.93 1.59 3.35 3.09 3.13
Migrant from rural area
Longterm migrant 2.06 2.06 1.83 357 307 3.07
Recent rhigrant 1.59 1.68 — 3.22 - —




Aol & o BED wA eIz gk SATAA B BACISHE HEkike =
& o HEHS ¥A AEd BHAA wad HEkE] & 3o BHI A KFos
dskel WERel werAA ek

BE 206E[ (1955~1975) FHiALS F7ME o % F3-51e] 19554 w4] HA AR 528%-
o] 19756 d]& 1,677ake 2 Sofu} 1,149%kol gt g A T7t S7t5 gl eh

2 olobE ALY e HitA W e AT AdFE dAAN BRAD
o Bze B A Aol = Fasdde] Hx Ytk

BNARS Hhae WAL HH—BHE AR EREES T 1 gk, £
e #o AR ZEAR Belxla Al d o Hfiv AEEHALL wolzlvh =g

Wil AEFEHARS S7he 28] dEE HESBHES Apnchs Bg zhes) 2o &
melA Y HERKE $712 Ao A

T Aol BT gl BEE WHEACO~MUEA)ES Bim wRe 29 B
U705 718) A&l FEsStL ' THREAY 50571 BRAA BHENL FolH o
STHE BG4S 7 20~24% 985 A% 5663 4AE, 25~295% o7 ZA = 50,05 E
7F 30~343% ¥ Sl A& 50. 55 AES}F #iFAA gk

T AT 40 o] A WEAS AR HEE THEAS 55 89 A= BNAA B
3 gtow, QT 109k o]4re] FxE4] @ QT 108k o]3le] £EANAE FZ 57,694 E
oF 56. 09| AL E7F fkfol 4] ket

ol ehg =l B ARY BHEAL Eve AHEAS HES " 4FE F
gdxs192 -

A BN slEE de BAES e Bl BARY HEHS 249 Hfiz B
3 AL HEel d4 vk
o714 42 Ribe-Schultze] $717 RS A=s $oh = HH2Z BT BAS B
EAel okl Bhme 2184 mE HE@Bd  slelA8 Selectivity) wEqlst ofw
59 #iT EE (Adaptation)e] 7] Q1® A2

BRNezte BN BAE HED HH BAEY HEDG $35 oA 71E 4
B7] Hsted w5 Bl S GA HidA oo BED BATY HEHS A4 3
AT A3 o2 RE 4 S Hi BAEY HEHEGE 2ok, del4d #Hi &
JE% R (Adaptation Effect) =7 2857 gopd Aoz si4=e] 289 $2vets 3
T BNE W BAY HEKES BuEE B 2= ol Ey dk S wete] Y
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{Abstract)

Urbanization and Fertility Reduction in Korea

Hyun Sang Moon*

During last 20 years(1955~1975) growth of urban population was very rapid in Ko-
rea, According to the population census in 1955, urban population was less than g
million, However, it has been increased to more than 16 million in 1975, which me-
ans additional increase of 10 million population in urban area,

The purpose of this paper is to identify the impact of this rapid growth of wurban
population on national fertility change,

First of all, it was found that the fertility of urban migrant was far below than
their counterpart of rural women, To investigate this phenomena, Ribe-Schultz hypo-
thesis was tested to show whether selectivity or adaptation was the main reason of
fertility reduction of urban migrants,

According to our data the fertility of urban migrant does not converge to urban
native born even though their duration of residence in urban area was long enough,
However we found that there was big difference in educational background between
urban migrant and rural stayer,

Therefore, the conclusion of this paper is that selectivity of migration was more in

fluential to the fertility reduction of urban migrants,

* Senior Researcher, KIFP.
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