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, p@pulatlcn must be begun w1tn‘
difference between the natural inc ease rates both im
the urban populatlon and the ‘rural one. This is the
‘problem of much. importance, ‘but researches in such .
fleld stlll 1ag behlnd in- thls\coantry, ' ;

Method v
The strlklng dlfference in population constitu-;,
vtion in uyrban and rural districts makes it inap TO=
priate for. us to make a survey into the ‘natural in- - -
crease rates in these cases by means of ¢rude birtha/g¢'
rate, death-rate, ‘natural increase rate, etge. Sqg we, - -
. based on NewshlmFStervenson's Indirecl’ Standardlzat ¢
. Method, in the census years, have vaiculated out the
'“Standardlzed blrth—rate, death~rate, and ‘natural in=
. ¢rease rate in urban and rural communities. The =
- standard oopulatloﬁ is based on the whole population«
fin 1925, and the b undaries of the comnunltles are.
those of October 1 present 1955. o

III. ReSLllts. o ‘ =
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o The Results are shown 1n the last table 6f thls;,_
* ; data papler.'
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The summary of the results so far examlned and
found out “is given below.‘:‘; BT RS e e

L. The blftn-rate.g_;g '°

: e ‘

. Inevach aensus year 1t is. clear that the
-'standardlzed birth-rate is remarkably lower in

' -urban than in. rural districts. The dlsparity

. is quite conspicuous" compared with the case of

- g¢rude birth-rate, which means that in tewns and. =
~fcltles ‘the young and the ripened youth are so FT;

;many llVlng thdt tbe cruqe blrtharate 1s more-éw‘,
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eexcessively shown tnan the fertlllty.

7'“$he standardlzed blrth rates in urban

-

7fdlstricts decline in 1925 and 1930 when com@ared

with that of 1820. Such phenomenon is seen in-

.the cases of rural districts as well, but the ,
;‘_general tendency is that the degree of the decline

is remarkable in urban and slow in rural districts
In-1935 “these" tendencies get ‘back in both distric

Cbut- the increase rate is. more. consplcuous in urban 3

ey

ﬁthan 1n rural communltles.

' Thus the fertillty seen in urban dlstricts

. is a good contrast to that ‘seen in rural dlstrlcts,
“.~i, e. there has grown the w1der dlsparlty between

‘the two districts. Thefblrth rate of rural o
~districts was 138%: of that of uroan commun1ty,-f=”
but in 1930 141% and 150% in 1955
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Death rate.

It has been generally admltted that the
‘crude death-rate is higher in rural dlstrlcts
“than in wrban districts, but: when standardlzed
the case has come to be quite the contrary,_ ’
‘The reason is that the young and " the ripened.
ﬂyouth are comparatlvely more in nomber who- llve

- -in urban communities, whose death-rate is low, -

gwhlle in the- rural communltles the case 1s
“reverse. S

In urban dlstrlcts ‘the rate of the decline

- in death-rate, showing in 1930 to be 9% and in

. .1935 18% of - that of 1925, 1is very conspleueuswln
its decline, and it tells us ‘the more sppedy

degree than the average rate of decline seen in L
the  death-rate.. In'rural districts, however, the

rate of 1930. being 5% and that of 1935 showing’

10% fall of that of 1925, which tells us of even’f’
a very sllgnt rlse, compared with that of urban - -
dlstrlots. In short the death-rate decllne is

hd .




' 'a common phenamenon both in urban and rural i
},dlstrlcts, but this phenomenon is- worth mentlon-,?
. 'ing, since .the death-rate which remained lower . -
~in the latter districts jumped in. 1935 to the same
p051t10n as the former dlstrlcts because of the e
slower dearee of decllne. , :

Natural Increase Rate. i  ”‘_ 5"  ,"<f" - f v;;:5g

.ff é)  ~; In each oensus year the standardlzed natural
L increase rate suffers such remarkable dlfference v
between urban and<rural districts. n ~

’ b) fff Such $tr1king dlfference of . natural increase e
of oopulatlon in ‘both districts is not caused by ,rsn
w'-the deaths but the fertility.. — ‘ o

) Until 1950 sudden decllne in the dEath-rate Ry

~ 'had urged the natural inerease in both distrlcts,k,qﬁ

- but during the period of 1930 -~ 1935 this tendencv
~ was much spurred ‘as the birth-rate got to be on

~ +the rise. In urban districts the index number
with that’ of 1925. to be 100 became respectlvelj g

© 121 and 161 in 1930 and 1935, while in rural dlse f,
 triets, 102 and 123 respectively, telling the = =~
_rise of the natural increéase rate in the latter s =
- gase is nothlng ‘compared with that -in the former = - .
© - case, It goes without. saying that this is caused
- by the remarkable decrease in the death-rate. in - .

. urban districts. Thus the disparity in naturalffv L
 increase rate has been levelled to somﬁ extent; -
~‘the natural increase rate.in rural-district was .’

| /334% bf that of urban districts in 1925, -28% ‘in -
© 1930, but in 1935 practloally 255 of that of -
. urban d¢strlcts. ‘ R
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I swmary.

As stated above the natumal 1ncrease of popu~ &
lation aeffers ‘much 1n both rura%iand urban dlstrlcts,
and that. of the latter galns only 2/5 of that of the

o former.;.-
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 i:frormer., !s 1s a matter for joy that the decrease in
- death rate 18 actualized in urban districts, but the:z

slowness in the ‘efforts of lessening the- deatherate
in rural districts through the betterment of health -
‘48 to be more seriously considered. In. short it is
- of the utmosh importance for the study. of population L
~tyend to seek after the true nature and causes of the
deeline in bates by mdking minute analyses into .
. urban fertility which will. "lead to -the difference
. between tha natural 1ncrease in bath dlstricts.,,,




