117

@om M EURF2R iRa T B 52

S TR RD (T BFIEE -

® R OM ML K BRI BEEE \E
L A LR R BEER

MR X B8

B

BHERIEES| LRI

. FHRRES W BEE EMHE
FEEH FEMRE

% BEERAE X &R

DOt AW N -

1. #HER ¥ BY

FHIHIHES BR LB RES T FEFRORA BUFHEe R Fillsted
M3 Q= @RS K= & el ok 19794 BE 132(8Ee) BHFE LEA 66
fEEe] R8I HE & BAFRESR fffsly Ao ol 5 B7H A 4158 BINs Al &
Bes 24 Fohx2 5" 4 Yok 5 L 66MET 35ME-E Tl A B
g e, 23 v SMEES TR ES @ ol v wtke] Mifzi k& Kyl
218k Holvk B3 ANMMMES AR HufEst i EAC 35Mmel Anfs &
132181 faA ] 77T ALE 5 Hha oke FEES ol & [HEK 2old Anflizl
ohub RIS AVFE QA Fag 4 ok AolH, $elvbebt HIE (19521F), [abris
EF(19604F) of] o] o] A fiEFoll 4 Al wsl 2 A risfiinE #iHlshy] 13 BURTFRO 2 Rkt
Bl -8 19614600 gk v ek

el gl Aol ol ANMMINHE NS R Rk EIG¥ES HEsl L ol H
Holl Yot s BAbH OB i [EEEe] AR AN #aldq =i figEe] fid
FAE HIES KTl o8k Ansipniiflol EES] 7] uhale] 7] o ol BMIAERS # Yst
= Ko FLE o} Fand fkollok B & WigE TN R st Aot HEGE 2bx] B
ek

B FAFE ol 25k elvbel A (15~445%) ©] BEHFERREL 1964452] 9T Al E ol 4
197940l = 54. 5TS] ALE 1 2 I A s ot BHEEEA L) 9275 AL E 7 7} i TS,
B M-S sk Qo) o Boll TE)S FHANC] B A BEHES] REEROE QI3 Bz 8=
figo] oAS--B- A LS & WLFLE o] MrErREe] Hnet oEo] ALRES XAs=

1) FLHERE #b, s8[aS i b3 4y ¢ 1961— 1980, @R|sA rifREM RS 1981, p. 251.
20 NBRRD o, 197870 A RIHE 2 IHeE B AL 1979, p. 410,



bEAS] Sl vIS R sl el ek & Selvkel kAl A L SRR
19657101 11T ALE off  Bababd ok 197910 4873 e & =4 #ipnsl gl
ool AT L BAloll GBS HRES S Hko] MEKSx 2 & WS o) v)gheta Fha
ol

ol ehabol ML % 1 o) HEMITN B 1o AL HIEIE bR Y ERIS O A A )
WETTTES of el 7ha) B olal 4 s &bl 2 4 gl e e)ubel o) o) Ho
Kol BHEE ol L el IR Fell & Fifoll 4] of wl M&ﬁh(Ml Jlig Fo iste
el mheld B2 @S wblRlel & Eof g 19621 (RN N
Lo TRE SR Pl Rskel rhab 1968450 Mk WUEES fiel
A SR 19761 A el UREREO) 1Py B ASE o] Bl BN T 1645ho] tafrel )
Ak 20pell AL A W IE] B el Sl Y BEME M KRS 2o 1962 19764 IR o
T o] vhERE TR i, TRE W ol MM el BiEsldod 1976
et Dl hnsl DR F e} F Aol shebd B Rol 9HE B W HINE
ARl REMES L ek YT kel H e Al slgdeh o) b EriFel e SE
Jiwgell whel Wi 2 b o) MR RS 1976412) 79, 775 Al E ol 4] 197940l = 9275 41 & |
2ol WnskAl Sl BR OKES FHskE kg sdtel UL TS KEREche
AL WHEE Ao) 71 dhAInk fnftel] o 3 BufFe] BV TN R LA 19794:9] 195,
27012 THY SR shed 198040l & 179, 0907, 198141l & 164, 790fF 0.8 fikiiyel M
il Mol glel, .

1976~19814 Wjlifrh Woite GHEO 2 W ME AWETH o5 3 IVE T o R &)
dlebie 1175400 o At lan o 7ol [ {1Rell 213 AWEZA &7 Bhnghebel 1§
=S HimE Aol ek el AUEF M-S T2 3060 B Rl WE 9o E R
M= ol a o] 5 QAT o= MK o) vl AYLE AL Al Foll Sloll4 F
Kl wbelzbol frat el AMEFAEe] KTl QxS AWgkels A mhe] BT RO
Mg A4 ol FgEeE Aol ok wbebd A pHE ke RUTTFEMS TAE%ES THlsh
a 01 5 RER kel 2L WHEFdiR ] RO RS Bkt Adlvh obuEl K
B A s el Bzl N B 7ka TeBisk =] ghel

2. oW A&

AHET-Hhr 0] Z A2 TR/ i A ] oVt K QYRS AT HTIRTES) Ry RS 2T

3) KRR AL, e, p.510.



119

Qub, F AAIE AT F GRS 1544kl bl LMY, ey SERIE A4S BRat
- BUAA A2 WD o] A BEREE T Rbell s A EL AT v ASHETE
ST A, JElOL MRS FESAV e R [is BHEE WAL R A AUEF o]
A Brh 5 REIE ERSERE mAERRe] AU The] KKt %e] E + AUch

Teivh of P14 = RYEFRS] BRe wE gl AUCTFM ZAMS wolglsk BOA
Bl AE WEgfo]l v EHRE AR, AN lzﬂ"l WHEZL obyl AES KRENSGoE &
AL o] Eell el ATl FEAS HHEEE v Mokvk BE o7 olul N HF
Mg Frst Aol eba B ¥Rt GollA BRARAl Aol v O ZApEE 7] $] shod
JOR R Geoll fgskiel Rt g g AHIT S 1975 B 19801R)E A4 A Fikiel
2 WPET) Y R O EIETE BE RS MIHIE 1 HEEe] wlAEst Sl ok

of ebzbo] M EHE QAP RYFH L E7 AFxse RS Bl 28k 1962
— 19814 M B4 ¥S Bste] TUEFEMS AT Absho 24 19814 K7bA] MEMEx
REWRTE (15— 440 ol BT v RYPEEHS KE HETSIL, o 7ol B ‘k‘&%ﬂk H
M 23 EEES FHc B LS B AR o3 FHETH EREES HEEE
o, 19824 Dlifw (HAHEHR 23 £BH] HEEKE HWiisted AHEFi ‘é:—’@ié%ﬂ
AR RS A 2ok o 714 o) 83 KUEFEM ZH L] THN HE-> 4R

FE M gk T e FRlow, Rk ke WA AR Gb Co) Kils) ¢ <k

o pAb2- Y[R Grdih AT T KB ER] Hiziomskiell A s, 198195 LAl AE T iR 4
BAREEF S TEFS BA) S €l rfite 1980FE YT d F7k A2 FEi sk
a3, A, BAFRES ARAES BREE T R 19795 o Fom, Al
GB1#% FBE TR I8 F Mo SEHES 198148 KHEQl B8 T 1575 dE;, DT
85T ME |2 fFipstedom, AL WHHE 15~44m5 sk ek

3. IR RS TERE

S elvhel BHIERRES] AMbi (F 1)) vehd shel o), ko] Wik sl
o, BT L B s A LR T T le] BORF IR0 A 2] LLe1 1973
ol = 2E o] b w mlolokE o] el B el sO hTEel 9lalo vk ol Bl E)k M
BERH-S Wik ubwl o] 197940l & RYEF firoll o) & BEMEFEE R A Mhndd whed FE%

) BRI BIBL AL BIPE A DS (%) 1981
) A R TEER 1980 Buiff VIBRMIE R E o, 1981
6) Coale & Demeny, Regional Model Life Tables and Stable Populations, Princeton University,
1966.
T A W T EMBIERE DR M TITESR Y, 1980.



ol kvl ajglete] S1Eh A sl el MUkl S el el ol eh AR M4
Lo RS T s A el JHZZ(F:’E‘U’U,TEHIE’I Pl & dvh S Aol o
From M As v LAial 19735 AT Fflie] tbxlak gpiitdke] HRCIBRIAT 4.6 T Al
Eopell Augal ook 1977 el b Are] ulEt TN AR AU Tl 213 Ak
0197917 16, 2T Al ol o] 2 gl o it el KRk fA7b A wEgheks 20
4 T A& o] o] 211 ‘ilﬁ}—. ol b F & AU T2l Z AL 19801F =k 1981t Wb = 7]
= oekdont 20450 h7bE AU TS - FAEE kel BLAe] AMET el ol
RAELFR- W ol A 2o JifExlch

Table 1. Contraceptive Practice Rate by Method and Selected Year.

Year
Method
1973 " 1976 % 1978 ¥ 1979 ¥
LD 7.9 10. 5 9.5 9.6
Oral pill 8.0 7.8 6.6 7.2
Condom 6.5 6.3 5.8 5.2
Srerilization 4.6 8.3 16.4 20.4
Others 9.0 11.3 10.4 12.1
Total 36.C 44.2 48.7 54.5

Source: 1) KIFP, 1973 National Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1974.
2 ) KIFP, 1976 National Fertility and Family Planning Evaluation Survey, 1978.
3) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1979.
4) KIFP,1979 Korea Contracepiive Prevalence Survey, 1980.

Table 2. Sterilization Practice Rate by Selected Year and Source of Services

1978 " 1979%
Method -
Gov't Seti Total Gov' t Self Total
Vasectomy 5.2 0.4 5.6 5.4 0.5 5.9
Tuballigation 7.0 3.9 10.9 9.8 4.7 14.5
Total 12.2 4.2 16. 4 15.2 5.2 20.4

Source: 1) KIFP, 1978 Family Planning and Fertility Survey, 1979.
2 ) KIFP, 1979 Korea Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, 1980.
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Table 3. Stilization Achievement by Method: 1962~ 1981

Year Total Vasectomy Tuballigation
1962 3,413 3,413 -
1963 19, 866 19, 866 -
1964 26, 256 26, 256 -
1965 12, 855 12, 855 -
Sub-total (62 65) 62, 390 62, 390 -
1966 19, 942 19, 942 -
1967 19,677 19, 677 -
1968 15, 988 15, 988 -
1969 15, 457 15, 457 -
1970 17, 321 17, 321 -
Sub-total (66— 70) 88, 385 88, 385 -
1971 18, 586 : 18, 341 -
1972 19, 679 16, 396 3,283
1973 24, 489 19, 696 4,795
19714 37, 368 32,020 5, 348
1975 57, 588 43, 056 14, 532
Sub-total (71~ 75) 157, 705 129, 749 27, 956
1976 ‘ 80, 426 44, 881 35, 545
1977 253, 226 53.781 181, 445
1978 230, 320 36, 922 193, 398
1979 221, 134 25. 863 195, 271
1980 207, 129 28, 036 179, 093
1981 196, 089 31, 320 164, 769
Sub-total (76 ~81) 974, 235 189, 483 784, 752

Total (62-81}

1, 478, 804 Sut, 327 977 477
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Table 4. Age Distribution of Vasectomy Acceptors™ by Selected Year.

Age

vear Total —24 25-29  30-34  35-39 o e e
1962 100. 0 0.1 5.2 23.8 36.3 34.6 37.0
1965 100. 0 0.8 10,7 30.0 36,2 22.3 35. 4
1968 100. 0 17 16.0 35.7 35.2 11.4 33.9
1972 100.0 2.0 17.2 37.4 32.4 110 33.7
1976 100.0 2.4 25.2 33.6 23.5 10.3 32.8
1979 100. 0 3.8 30. 6 40.3 18.8 7.0 317
1980 100.0 4.8 34.5 38.4 16,1 6.2 313

Source: 1962-1969, The National Family Center, Annual Report of Family Planning, 1970.
1970-1980, KIPH, Health Information Unit.

*
Wives of Acceptors.



123

58T ALE | 29i% LA P 13T 4lE glo v 19804oll = 35i% LA ko] 34Ts{4lE (2 M
SFRIL, 294% ANz 29T A1lE j2 = Himgh Ao 2 eputel o] 932 Bke 1
Wz Aol THEMC ok Al WS A o B AUCKRLKS WAl 7] AL, A
BoExp g fim At Al sle] AUl o W o] Bk H Heirh

Table 5. Age Distribution of Tuballigation Acceptors by Selected Year.

Age
Year Total Py 25-29  30-34 35-39 a0 Mean Age
1972 100. 0 11 12.2 29.2 34.3 23.2 35.4
1975 100.0 1.2 16.5 37.3 32.3 12.8 34.0
1976 100.0 L3 16.0 410 33.9 7.8 33.5
1977 100.0 2.2 19.6 40.2 32.5 5.5 33.0
1978 100.0 2.8 20. 2 38.0 32. 1 6.9 33.0
1979 100.0 3.3 22,0 37.0 29,9 7.8 32.9

1980

100. 0 3.9 25.6 36.7 25.2 8.6 32.5

Source: Same as Table 4.

Table 6. Estimated Age Specific Mortality Rate(ASMR) of Sterilization Acceptors
by Selected Year.

Ordinal Years of Use

Age —

1 2 5 7 9 1 13 15

20—-24 4 11 ‘ 15 29 39 50 V 61 73
25-29 5 14 19 35 47 60 74 89
30—-34 6 17 23 44 59 76 96 *
35-39 8 23 30 58 .79 * * *

40-44 10 31 42 * * * * *

*Over Age of 44.

Source:Caale and Demany, Regional Model Life Tables and Stable Populations.
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Table 7. Natality Pattern of Eligible Women Aged 15-44.

Natality Pattern

unit: %

Current —_—
Age L) 2 3) 4) 5 b) 7) 8) 9)
Al Inmarried  Pregnant Lactating Fecundable  Contrace- Naiuraly Dissolved Widow
amenomic cohabiting  pting” ster married

15-19 100. 0 97. 4 0.6 0.6 1.1 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
20-24 100. 0 62. 5 9.8 10. 6 9.8 7.0 0.1 0.2 0.0
25-29 100. 0 1.8 14. 4 15. 6 19.6 36. 1 1.3 0.6 0.6
30—-34 100. 0 2.1 53 57 15. 3 67. 1 1.6 1.3 L6
35-39 100. 0 0.7 1.1 1.2 9.3 71.4 10. 5 1.1 4.8
10-44 100. 0 0.3 0.3 0.3 17. 8 53. 1 16. 9 1.1 10. 2

Notice:sincluding Sterilization user.

Source:1) BOS & KIFP. The Korean National Feriility Survey, 1977.
2) EPB, 1975 Population and Housing Census Report, 1977.
3) KIFP, 1979 Korean Contraceptive Prevalence Survey, 1980.
4) KIFP, IUD Acceptor’s Followsup Survey, 1980.
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Table 8. Estimated Actual Number of Target Women among the Female Populat-
ion Aged 15-44.

. Unit:'1, 000
Classification Year
1981 1982 1985 1990
Female Population(15-44 Age) 9, 246 9, 428 10, 026 10, 947
Ever Married Women 5,636 5, 800 6,322 7,258
Currently Married Women* 5,389 5, 548 6, 058 6, 953
Currently Married Eligible Women™* 5, 047 5, 200 5, 697 6, 541
Target Women™** 3,947 4, 056 4, 441 5,191
Less than 29 1,274 1,336 1,498 1,568
More than 30 2,673 2,720 2,943 3,623
Note: *From table 7(1 — (2 +8 +9))
**From table 7 (1 - (2 +7 +8+9))
***From table 7(1 - (2 +3+4+7+8+9))
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Table 9. Current Number of Sterilization User in Protective Period of 15-44

Tuballigation

Totai Vasectomy
Year i ™™ oo™ Do G
achieve-  women zation achieve-  women vation achieve-  women ration
ment women ment women ment women

1962 3,413 3,395 18 3,413 3,39 18

1963 19, 866 19,638 228 19, 866 19, 638 228

1964 26,256 25,717 539 26,256 25,7117 539

1965 12, 855 11, 891 964 12, 855 11,891 964

1962 - 1965 62,390 60,641 1,749 62,390 60, 641 1,749

1966 19, 942 17,851 2,091 19, 942 17,851 2,091

1967 19,677 16, 383 3.2%4 19,677 16, 383 3,294

1968 15, 988 11, 256 4,732 15, 988 11, 256 4,732

1969 15, 457 8, 664 6,793 15, 457 8, 664 6, 793

1970 17, 321 11,790 5,531 17,321 11,790 5,531

1966 — 1970 88,385 65,944 22, 441 88, 385 65,944 22,441

1971 18, 581 10, 392 8,189 18, 581 10, 392 8,189

1972 19, 679 7,981 11, 698 16, 396 6,293 10, 103 3,283 1,688 1,595
1973 24,489 7,983 16, 506 19, 696 5, 940 13,756 4,793 2,043 2,750
1974 37,368 6,984 30, 384 32,020 5,336 26,684 5,348 1, 648 3,700
1975 57, 588 8,295 49,293 43,056 5,468 37,588 14, 532 2,827 11,705
1971-1975 167,705 41,635 116,070 129,749 33,429 96,320 27, 956 8, 206 19, 750
1976 80, 426 9,600 70,826 44,881 5809 39,072 35545 3,700 31,754
1977 235,226 45,194 190,032 54,781 4,138 49,643 181,445 41,056 140, 389
1978 230, 320 9,275 221,045 36,922 1,811 35111 193,398 7.464 185,934
1979 221,134 5489 215,645 25,863 94 24,969 195,271 4,595 190,676
1980 207, 129 2,893 204,236 28,036 925 27,511 179,093 2,368 170,725
1976-198C 974, 235 72,451 901,784 189,483 13,177 176,306 784,752 59,274 725 478
1981 196, 111 4,195 191,916 31,320 3,129 28,191 164,791 1,066 163,725
Total 1,478,826 244,866 1,233,960 502,327 176,320 325,007 977,499 68,546 908, 953
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Table 10. Expected Number of Sterilization Users Including Self-Supports Under
the Assumption that 150 Thousand Sterilization Cases Are Annually

Provided by the Government.
unit:1, 000

Year
Classitication
1982 1985 1990
1) Actual Target Worr-nen(‘15—44 Age) ) 4,056 4,441 5 191
Less than 29 1, 336 1,498 1, 568
More than 30 2,720 2,943 3. 623
2) Sterilization Ueser(15—44 Age) 1, 867 2,229 2,549
Less than 29 231 207 201
More than 30 1, 636 2,022 2,348
3) Sterilization Using Rate(2/1) 46.0 % 50. 2% 4817,
Less than 29 17.3 13.8 12. 8
More than 30 ‘ 60. 1 68.7 64.8

Table 11. Expected Number of Sterilization Users Including Self-Supports Under
the Assumption that 200 Thousand Sterilization Cases Are Annually

Provided by the Government. 7
itz 1, 000

Year

Classification
1982 1985 1990
1) >Actual Target women(15-44 Age! 4, 056 4, 441 5, 191
Less than 29 1, 336 1,498 1, 568
More than 30 2,720 2,943 3,623
2) Sterilization User(15—44 Age) 1,936 2, 505 3,125
Less than 29 225 265 265
More than 30 1, 681 2,240 2, 860
3) Sterilization Using Rate(2/1) 47. 7% 56. 4% 60. 2%
Less than 29 19.1 17.7 16.9

More than 30 61. 8 76. 1 78.9
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Table 12. Expected Number of Sterilization Users Including Self-Supports Under
the Assumption that 250 Thousand Sterilization Cases Are  Annually
Provided by the Government

unit :1000 .
Year
Classification
1982 1985 1990
1) actual Targretﬁ Womeni 15~ 44 Age) 4, 056 4, 441 5, 191
Less than 29 1,336 1,498 1,568
More than 30! 2,720 2,943 3,623
2) Sterilizatino User (15— 44 Age) 2,004 2,799 3,703
Less than 29 277 324 332
More than 30 1,727 2,475 3,371
3) Sterilization Using Rate(2/1) 49 4%, 63.0% 71. 3%
Less than 29 20.7 21.6 21.2

More than 30 . 63.5 84.1 93.0
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During the period of 1962 through 1981, a total of 11.7 million cummulative ac-
ceptors have received contraceptive services under the national family planning
program. The number of annual acceptors have steadly increased from 151,200 in
1963 to 842,200 in 1975, and since then it has maintained the range of 600, 000
to 800, 000 acceptors per year. From the beginning of the program, the IUD had
been the principal method of contraception provided by the government program
until 1976, at which time the government made female sterilization services avail-
able through the introduction of the laparoscopy method. The popularity of femal
sterilization has increased very rapidly during the last few years. Out of 614, 20C
program acceptors in 1981, the proportion of female sterilization and IUD accep-
tors were virtually the same (26.8% and 27.2% respectively).

Considering various anticipated problems such as a large proportion of contra-
ceptive users for the fertility termination and the hign discontinuation rates of
IUD and other traditional method, the government has emphasized the distribution
of female sterilization and deemphasized condom and pill contraceptives since
1978. However, the recent service statistics has revealed that the acceptance
rate of female sterilization has steadly declined since 1979. Thus, the purpose of
this analysis is to review the current government policy on contraceptive distri-
bution with emphasis of female sterilization by estimating the prospect of sterili-

zation acceptablilty.



132

According to the Fifth Five-Year Plan for Family Planning Program(1982-1986)
the annual average target of sterilization was set up to secure 230,000 accept-
ors by the government sector during the period. If the sterilization target is to
be met as planned, about 80 percent of exposed women aged 30-44 will be rem-
ained as sterilized women in 1985. This means the the high acceptance rate of
sterilization shown in the past years can not be expected, unless the acceptors’
age of sterilization is drastically lowered below 30 years. Accordingly, the current
policy on contraceptive distribution with emphasis on sterilization should be grad-
ually changed to encourage target population to use contraceptives for birth spa-
cing by increasing access to such contraceptives as [UDs, pills, and condoms, and
to improve continuation rates through better program management system including

target setting, acceptors’ follow-up, supervision, and evaluation system.



