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| Background KIHAST

() Economic development, population aging and low fertility in East Asia

¢ Decrease in fertility and changes of family in the period of compressed development
¢ Difficulties in dealing with these problems in a short period of time

() Need to cope with needs of families in order to recover fertility

¢ Preference for small size of family still exists due to strong family planning

@ Conservative socio—cultural characteristics remain

@) Importance in sharing experiences among countries in EA

© East Asian countries have similar history, tradition, and culture
¢ Possible to derive effective policy measure by exchanging knowledge
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| Purpose of the study KIHAST\

() Compare features of families and female employment in EA

() Review characteristics of family policies and related issues

() Suggest policy implications for low fertility and population aging




| Methodology KIHASA

Korea Insfitute for Health and Social Affairs

() Objects of study: 7 countries in East Asia

e Korea, China, Japan, and Singapore for the project in 2013

¢ Add Hong—-Kong China, Thailand, and Vietnam for the project in 2014

— Countries experienced 1%t and 2" demographic transition in East Asia

@) Indicators of OECD Family database
e Main indicators in Structure of Families(SF), Labor Market Position of
Families(LMF), and Policies for families and Children(PF)

¢ Enable international comparison by using standard indicators not only among
the Asian countries but also with European countries

— Contribute to develop standardized indicators for non—OECD countries in EA

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs



| Indicators: Structure of Families (SF) '

Project in 2013

" Project in 2014

@ Number of requested indicators: 16 @ Number of requested indicators: 31

- Request to update the 12 analyzed indicators

- Request additional 19 indicators for the project of
2014

@ The 12 indicators analyzed in 2013




| Indicators: Structure of Families (SF)

Korea Insfitute for Health and Social Affairs

i Sub- . . . .
' dimensions Ingicator Analyzed 12 measurements m 2013 Additional 19 measurements n 2014
| L t SFLIAC g i le SF11C: Ids by num il
SEL 1 Fammily size and Chart SF1,14: Average house size Table SF1.1C: Households by number of children
arl L. My 51 P .. p
, o Table $F1,14: Types of household
. composition ————— — -
- Families Table SF1.1B' Households with children
' and SFL& Pooulation b 2z Chart SF1.4A: Total Population: Number of persons aged 0~17
o SF1.4: Population by ag — . ,
! Children . art SF1.4B: Population distribution among children and young adults
: Child ofchdrel;landw.{h Chart SF1.4B: P distrib hild d d
! 1l oL s i . - 5.
. toarlals i il wati
' devendency ratio Chart SF1.4C: Trends in Child Population
7 rati — — )
i : Chart SF1.4D: Trends and projections for youth-dependency ratio
Chart SF2.14: Total ferility rate for OECD countries Chart SF2.1B: Completed Fertility Rate of Women born in 1950 and 1965 :
SE2 1 Fertlivy raes Chart 8F2.1C: Proportion of live births by rank of children '
SF2.1: Fertility ran - . ——— : . -
: Chart SF2.1D: Changes in the Distribution of births by rank of children
Chart SF2.1E: Relationship between female employment rate and TFR
SF2.2 Ideal and actual | Chart SF2.2A° Mean Personal ideal number of childre Chart SF2.2B: Ideal number of children :
. number of children Chart SF2,2D: Ideal and actual fertility rates, 2000 or around | Chart SF2.2C: Mean ultimarely intended family size, women aged 25 to 39 ¢
| Fertility S§F2.3° Mean age of Chart SF234° Mean age of women at the first birth Chart SF2.3B: The postponement of the first childbirth in 2010
 indicators mother at first birth Chart SF2.3C: Age specific profiles of fertility rates, 1970~2009
! SF2.4: Share of births Chart SF2.4A: Proportion of births out of wedlock Chart SF2.4B: Changes in the proportion of births out of wedlock
outside marriage and Chart SF2.4C: The share of births out of wedlock and the fertility rate
teenage births Chart SF2.4D: Adolescent fertility rates
Chart SF2.5A: Trends in childlessness among women by cohort
§F2.5: Childlessness Chart SF2.5B: Definitive childlessness
Chart SF2.5C: Definitive childlessness and fertility rate
, SF3.1° Marriage and Chart 5F3.14° The decline in crude marriage rates (1970-2010)
: . arg l- 4 1ag PR : :
' Marital and | . Chart SF3.1C: Age at first marriage
; | divorce rate P , : :
. partnership Chart SF3.1E: The increase in crude divorce rates
SF3.2: Family dissolution

! status

and children

Tahle

SF3,24: Distribution of divorce by number of children

source) OECD Family database (2014)
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| Indicators: Labor Market Position of Families (LN
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@ Number of requested indicators: 26

Project in 2013 7 Project in 2014
@ 13 indicators analyzed in 2013

@ Number of requested indicators: 43
Request to update the 13 analyzed indicators

Request additional 30 indicators for project of 2014

@ Description on the Family friendly
workplace practices




| Indicators:

Labor Market Position of Families (L

G Indicator Analyzed 13 measurements in 2013 Additional 30 measurements in 2014
LMF1.1: Children in families by Chart JMF1.14" Children in couple households by parental emplovment stams
employment starus Chart IMFL.1B: Children in sole-parent households by parenml emplovment
) ) Chart LMF1.24° Maternal emplovment rates compared to female employment C;-la'—[ IMEL.2B Maj:e.‘]a;_ Em?%G}mEI rates by age of B child
LMNF1.2: Marernal emplovment - : - Chart IMF1.2C: Mawermal emplovment rates by number of children under 15
raEs Chart [MF1.2D¢ Emplovment and maternity raes for mothers
LMFL1.3: Marernal emplovment Chart [MF1.34" Sole mothers and partmered mothers in paid emplovment
Famnilies rate by family smtus Table [MFL.34" Scle-parents in paid emplovment by vear, =x and age
children LMNF1.4: Emplovment profiles Chart LMF 1.44° Age-emplovment profiles by gender Chart [MF 148" Age-unemplovment profies by gender
and over the life course Time series - emplovment/population ratie (1990-2011)

emplovment

LMFL.5 Gender pay gaps for

Chart LMFL 54 Gender gap in median earnings of full-time employees, 2009

Chart IMF1.5B: Gender pay gap in full-time earnings at the top and botom

Chart IMEL5C: Gender gap in average earmings of full-time emplovees

Chart [MF1.50¢ Trends in gender wage gap in median earnings

Status full-time workers and earnings — . — — - . — —
bv educational ) Time s=ries - gender wage Eap Table LMF1.5A° Average annual earnings of female as a percentage of males
Yy educauona’ atEimment Average annual earnings of women as a percentage of men's eamings
Chart IMFLGAT Incidence of part-time emplovment Chart LMF1.6L¢ Incidence of temporary emplovment in dependent emplovment
! . Chart 1,68 Change in the percentage share of women's part-time Chart 1.6F: Proportion of women among managerial saff
LMFLG: Gender differences in = LME . EE N THE DETCEAEEE 3 - : LME = E E
i Chart IMFLGC Gender differences in full-time]l employment rames, 2011
emplovment outcomes — - —— — - —
Time series - fmale FIPT and male FIFT
Time =ries - emplovment rawes and Temp emplovment
IMF2.1: Usual weekly working ) o - . . ) o Times series - working hours
) 4 Chart LMFZ. 1A Distributon of the working population by usual working hours
hours amoeng men and women . o ) o ! . .
.15 per week, by gender, 2011 Chart [MF2.1B: Change working populadon working more than 40 hours
by broad hours groups
LMF2.2: The disribudon of Chart IMF2.24 Emplovment patterns among couple families with childen
working hours among couple Chart [MF2.2B: Change in emplovment status among couple households
farmilies Table IMF2.24° Employment patterns among couple families by child
Chart JMF2.44° Incidence of emplover provided flexible working time
Tl ] - — - -
Workplace LAFLA" Famil-Fiend] Chart JMF2.4B° How working time arrangement are set
_ 2.4 Family-friendly - . - — " —
hours and o] . Chart [MF2.4C: Gender gaps in opportunites to change working hours
S workplace practices - ———— -
time for - - Chart [MF2.40: Working from home
caring Description of the policr

LMFZ.5° Time used for work,
care and daily houshold
chores

Chart L MF2.54° Percentage of time dedimed tw care work, by mumber of
children under school age

Chart [MF2.5C° Care as a primary of joimt activit

Chart [MF2.50F Average weekly hours allocated to care actvities

Chart [MF2.7A" Life satisfaction among persons aged 15 and over

LMF2.7: Subjective well-being

Chart [MF2.7B: Life satisfaction among children aged 11 w 15

Chart IMF2,7C: Life satisfaction by gender

Chart [MF2.8L¢ Life satisfaction by emplovment status

source) OECD Family database (2014)




| Indicators: Public policies for families and

KIHASA
S e Bl
children (PF)

@ Number of requested indicators: 36 @ Number of requested indicators: 39
- Request policy description on 10 items

- Request to update the 16 analyzed indicators
- Request additional 23 indicators for project of 2014
@ 16 indicators analyzed in 2013
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| Indicators: Public policies for families and
children(PF)

Indicator Anahzed 16 messurements in 2012 Additional 23 messuements in 2014

1. Public spending on family benefits
. Public spending on education

L
4
r3

O Y[OI1g]
e o g il ‘lll_ T
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Sub-
dimensions

; Public spending on family benefits i
Fubli tur= on =du a5 2 peroentage of GOF

EEL.3 Family @sh benefits

Table 1.4A! Average peyments to gevernment

: General ; Neutmality of tax be
¢ tax/benefit
! support for
i families
with

¢ children

Child Su:*:*D't Ersimes
— 73311--—_(:

Child support {maintenan

ildhood {§-11 years)
. Education dominates in late childhood {12-17 years)
ng profiles

EF1.6 Public spending by age of children Y E._u._at on dominates in rr__._.J

Full-rate squivalent of paid leave

FEZ2.1 parental legve Chart FE2.14 Child-related leave pericds by duration of unpaid leave

Desoiption of the pdicies

. - - . . esTipti i wibils Chart PE2.24 Proportion of =

! Child- PE2.2 Use of childbinth relzted Lesve Description on digibility e

| relared Chart PE2,2E: Proportion of

: 1‘:’;‘._:' EE2.3) Additional leave Tabl: ,32 3B Additional leave entitlements of working parents Tabl= PE2.3A Statutory and collectively agreed annual leave

entitlements

Formal 4 Chart PE3.25: Participation in formal childcars by children oot yet 3 years old
TCEre gan
education : = Ch i "“a'L\..:'at ion in fomal childcare by children ot yet 3 years dd
¢ for very Du;cru:l_wu uf the d:uklm.u: policy

i young BE33 Informel childesce arramsements Chart PE3.34 Usc of infommal childcars arrangements during a typical week

¢ children D Shilanan EEnsements Desiption on informal childoars

Desoiption on cost for using chidlcam: sovices and tis burden

school for children

osts for a dual =arne

i Childcare support

coss for a sole-parent family

1. Typdogy of childcare and early | Table .1 Typology of Childeare

i i Desription on the typology of childcam
a Desription on regulation

Desoiption on policy

mtios in formal day-care =, IVEraEe

- childeare

¢ benefits

ool-hours @re

eol-hours care

source) OECD Family database (2014)
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| Process of Work KIHASA

Korea Insfitute for Health and Social Affairs

Pariner research instifutes KIHASA QeCD
4 Institute of Sociology, Chiness == Identification of major issues
Aucademy of Social Zciences == Decislon o1 sCcoDe and
4 Mational Institute of Population and = direction of studsw = =2 OECD Korea Policy Centre
Social Securityy Research = Eztablishment of study detals = OECD 5Social Pohcy

== Inastitute of Poligr Stadies, Lee
Enan Yewr School of Public Policss,
MNational University of

and method Thvision

Singapore

IMational Universityzy of Hong FKong

Mahido Universitzr, Institute for

Population and Social Research

== WVietnamess Academyr of Social
Sciences

T

Data collection and analysis

= Eeview and feedback of
collected data

== Analyvsiz of researchers’ data

2 Production of analysis result

International confersence
(October 30, 2014}
% Presentation on anabysis
result
= EReflection of opinions from
partner research mstitutes,
domestic and foreign
experts and officials of
related departments

Deduction of study resul:

2 Suggestion of study result and
lezzons

= Advice on future policy
direction




| Outcomes of the project

Korea Insfitute for Health and Social Affairs

() Family database of East Asian countries

e Compile the dataset according to the OECD Family database
¢ Open to public through the web site of OECD Korea Policy Centre

) Research reports:“ Comparative Study of Family Policy in East Asia”

@ Two volumes of the reports: Korean version and English version
© Expect to publish in the end of the 2014

() Submit abstract for Asian Population Association(APA)

©2014 APA meeting in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia July 27~30, 2015
© Abstract is due Sept. 15, 2014

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs
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| Structure of Families (SF) KIHASA

Main outcomes Implications

@ Though the four countries originated

O i _ T
Similar traits of shrinking birth rates the same cultural background,

and household size in macroscopic

perspective @ Economic developments was achieved
@ Different from each other as to the based on different strategies
microscopic characteristics relevant to @ Putting each countries at a different
the family life such as the household social development stage

size

@ The family outcomes produced by the
@ Especially China show different features difference in their thought on the family
compared with other countries and family related principle

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs



| SF: Trends of TFR (1982~2011) KIHAST\
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF2.1A. Total fertility rate
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| SF: Average of family size (1970~2010) KIFASA

5.5

5.0 \

45 \

40 \

35 \\1\.
30 — o
2.5 e —

J 4

2.0
1970 1980 198> 1990 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

—+—Korea =-m=China -+-Japan ==Singapore

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF1.1A. Average Household Size
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| SF: Proportion of single—person household ~ KIHASA
(1970~2010)

35

A
30 x
25 .

20 /
15
10 P §

5 —
0

1970 1975 1980 1982 1985 1990 199> 2000 2005 2006 2010

—+—Korea —#China —+Japan —=Singapore

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF1.1A. Types of Household
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| SF: Crude Marriage Rates (1990~2010) KIFASA

12

10

1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

—*Korea " Japan ™ China —Singapore

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF3.1A. The decline in crude marriage rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| SF: Crude divorce rates (1970~2011) KIHASN
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF3.1E. The increase in crude divorce rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




SF: Average age at first childbirth (1955~2012) KIHASA
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF2.3A. Mean age of women at the birth of the first child
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)
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| SF: Share of births outside marriage (1970~2011)KIHASH
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it and Social Affairs
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF2.4A. Proportion of births out of wedlock
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| SF: Ideal number of children and TFR (2011)  KIHASA
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2.5

1.5

0.5

Korea (2012) China (2011) Japan (2010) Singapore (2002)
B TFR(2011)

M Mean personal ideal number of children for female

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart SF2.2D. Ideal and actual fertility rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| Labor Market position of Families (LMF) IENED

Main outcomes Implications

@ Increase in female employment and
driving down the gender gap in the
employment rate and salaries

@ Achievement in the labor market was
produced based on economic strategies
which are different by countries

@ Differ in the proportion of female

1 . (®) 'ff n 'n I- .
part-time workers and working hours It results differences in qualitative

aspects of the labor markets

@ |In China gender discriminatory practice
expands in terms of female employment
rates and gender wage gap

@ Gender gaps in the wage and care
work still exist in most countries

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs




| LMF: Female employment rate (1990~2012)  KIHASA
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: LMF1.6. Time series-female employment rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Gender gap for employment rates (199
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: LMF1.6. Time series-female employment rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Usual working hours per week (2010~2012)KIHASH

ith and Social Atfal

_|H

100

80

60

40

20
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Korea Japan China  Singapore | Korea Japan China  Singapore

male Female
H0~34 H35~39 “140 or more

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart LMF2.1A. Distribution of the working population by usual working hours per week, by gender
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)



| LMF: Part time employment for female (2002~20125AS7\
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40
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25
20

15 —— /
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—+—-Korea -#=China -+-Japan ===Singapore

note) 1. For China part-time employment is the workers working less than 20 hours per week
2. Indicators of OECD Family database: Time series — female FTPT LMF1.6

source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Matemal employment rates (2009~2011)  KIHAGA

Korea Insfitute for Health and Social Affairs

30 777 79.1
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Female employment rate (25-54 age cohort) ~ Maternal employment rate (child under 15)

mKorea2009)  mJapan(2010)  m China(2010)  mSingapore(2011)

note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart LMF1.2A. Maternal employment rates compared to female employment rates
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Female employment rate over life course ({iH”
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart LMF1.4A. Age-employment profiles by gender
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Female employment rate over life course KIHAST
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: LMF1.4 Time series
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| LMF: Gender wage gap (1975~2010) KIEIASA
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Time series-gender wage gap LMF1.5
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| Public policies for Families and children (PF)  KHASM

Main outcomes Implications

@ Public expenditures on family policy is “ Decisions on family policy were made
growing, especially in a number of according to political situations and
distinct policy areas circumstances each countries faces
@ China faces increasing needs but @ Conduct family policy based on its

g
government expenditure is insufficient welfare regimes and familism

@ Family policy types are basically
similar among the countries but the
details are different

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs



| PF: Public expenditure on family KiHAST

1.2

%

M in-kind M cash

Note) Related indicators of OECD Family database: Chart PF1.1A. Public spending on family benefits in cash and services in percent of GDP
source) OECD Social Expenditure (2013); quoted in Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| PF: Public spending on childcare and KHASA
preschool education

1
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart PF1.2A. Public expenditure on education as a percentage of GDP
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| PF: Participation in formal childcare KIHNAS
for children 0~2 years

60.0%
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: Chart PF3.2C. Participation in formal childcare by children not yet 3 years old
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)
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: Number of paid leaves after child birth IRIFVARA)
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note) Indicators of OECD Family database: PF2.5 Trends in leave entitlement around, Historical data
source) Yoon-Jeong Shin et al. (2013)




| PF: Family cash benefits KiHAS

TN ST

¢ Childcare allowance ¢ Subsidy for one—child family
* Introduced in July. 2009

* For all children aged 0~5 not using
childcare service

* For families who follow the one child policy

» Support dependant children or parents for
retirement

* Amounts vary by region

e

¢ Child allowance © Baby Bonus

* Introduced in May 1971 for third- born children * Introduced in April 2001
aged less than 5 years olds

* Provide ¥ 13,000 per months for all children
under 15 years olds

» Cash Gift for children under 12 months
* Child Development Account (matching funds)




| PF: Child birth related leaves KiH,

© Maternity leave
» Paid leave for 12.9 weeks

© Paternity leave

* Paid leave for 3 days (total 5 days)
¢ Parental leave

» Paid leave for 52 weeks

e

© Maternity leave
» Paid leave for 12.9 weeks

¢ Leave for postpartum care
* Local government policy

« 3~15days vary by region

- @ Maternity leave
o
Ma_temlty leave » Paid Iea\ye for 16 weeks
» Paid leave for 14 weeks ]
op tal | © Paternity leave
a_ren al leave » Paid leave for 1 week
» Paid leave for 44 weeks

@ Childcare leave
6 days for children under 7 years olds

) « 2 days for children of 7~12 years




| PF: Childcare and early education KiH,

¢ Childcare service
» Formal care for children from 0~2 years old
¢ Child care and early education

¢ Children of 3~5years old in childcare
centers or kindergartens

¢ Childcare service

* Informal care by grand parents or relatives
¢ Early education

» Educate children from 3~5 years old in
kindergarten

e

¢ Childcare service

¢ Infant care service

» Daycare centers for children from 0~6years old » Children from 2~18 months olds
¢ Early education @ Childcare and early education
« Educate children from 3~6 years old in * Take care or educate children of 18 months~6

kindergartens years old in childcare centers or kindergartens

y




| Challenges of family policy in East Asia KIHAST

Korea China
* Low fertility even with recent policy efforts » Reconsider one child policy
* High cost for childcare and education * Need to establish family policy
« Difficulties in work and life balance  Burden of care for children and elderly

Low level of female employment * Deterioration of gender equality

Family policy

in East Asia :
Singapore

Japan

 Deal with population issues with
family policy and immigration
 Strengthens multi- ethnic society
 Social cohesion and solidarity

* Low fertility even with modern social polic
* Need reconciliation of work and family life
 Confront aging society and shrinking population
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| Discussion points
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() Main themes of family study in East Asia

¢ Comparative study based on theory of low fertility problem in East Asia
¢ Focusing on the main population and family issues in East Asian society

— Work and life balance, gender inequality, son preference, intergenerational conflict, single
households etc.

() Comparability and data issues

© OECD Family database reflect European family structure and policy

— Difficulties in compiling data according to OECD standards for Asian countries
©Need to construct database which reflects unique culture of East Asian countries

- Use data from other international sources such as ISSP, EASS
— In the future, need to develop additional indicators reflecting Asian family culture

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs




| Discussion points ot Al

) Reliability and validity of data

© National data is preferable with clear identification of data sources
©Need a meticulous cross—checking for data with other international dataset

(> Methodology for international comparison

e Descriptive analysis on commonality and differences among the countries

¢ Derive implication with contextual(socio—cultural) explanation
) Policy implication

e Caution need to be exercised in trying to retrieve the policy implication

¢ Reflect the socio—economic and cultural characteristics unique to each society

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs
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| Further development KIHASA
() Expansion of the countries

¢ Include countries which experienced 15t population changes but not 2" as yet

¢ Expand to countries in Oceania and Pacific including Australia and New Zealand

() Conduct in- depth analytical analysis

¢ Factor analysis for composite measures and multivariate analysis
¢ Imputation for missing indicators

() Strengthening international network

¢ Annual seminar on “Family policy network of East Asian countries”
— The seminar will be hosted by OECD Korea Policy Centre and KIHASA
¢ Organize special sessions in APA or IUSSP

Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs
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Thank you
very much!
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